arXiv:2409.14841v1 [math-ph] 23 Sep 2024

Effective Dynamics of Local Observables for Extended Fermi
Gases in the High-Density Regime

Luca Fresta!, Marcello Porta?, and Benjamin Schlein?

"Hausdorff Center for Mathematics, University of Bonn, Endenicher Allee 60 53115

Bonn, Germany

2SISSA, Via Bonomea 265, 34136 Trieste, Italy
3Institute of Mathematics, University of Zurich, Winterthurerstrasse 190, 8057
Zurich, Switzerland

September 24, 2024

Abstract

We give a rigorous derivation of the Hartree equation for the many-body dynamics
of pseudo-relativistic Fermi systems at high density ¢ > 1, on arbitrarily large domains,
at zero temperature. With respect to previous works, we show that the many-body evo-
lution can be approximated by the Hartree dynamics locally, proving convergence of the
expectation of observables that are supported in regions with fixed volume, independent
of 0. The result applies to initial data describing fermionic systems at equilibrium con-
fined in arbitrarily large domains, under the assumption that a suitable local Weyl-type
estimate holds true. The proof relies on the approximation of the initial data through
positive temperature quasi-free states, that satisfy strong local semiclassical bounds,
which play a key role in controlling the growth of the local excitations of the quasi-free
state along the many-body dynamics.
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1 Introduction

We are interested in the time evolution of extended Fermi gases, at high density o. We
consider systems of N fermions with a relativistic dispersion relation (pseudo-relativistic
fermions), interacting through a smooth, rapidly decaying, two-body potential V : R3 — R.
The Hamilton operator generating the dynamics has the form

N N
HN:Z\/l—eS?ij+532V(x,~—xj) (1.1)
j=1

1<j

and, according to fermionic statistics, it acts on the Hilbert space L2(R3"), the subspace
of L?(R3Y) consisting of functions that are antisymmetric with respect to permutations. In
(1.1) and throughout the paper, we shall choose ¢ = O(gfl/ 3). This choice guarantees that,
for physically relevant states, both kinetic and potential energy per particle are of order one,
in the limit of large p.

Initially, the NV particles are trapped by an external potential in a set A with volume
|A] = N/o. At zero temperature, the Fermi gas relaxes into the ground state of the trapped
Hamiltonian. At high density, we can expect that the many-body interaction can be effec-
tively replaced by an averaged one-body potential and that the ground state of the trapped
Hamiltonian can be approximated by a Slater determinant, minimizing the corresponding
Hartree-Fock energy (or the reduced Hartree-Fock energy, since the exchange term is ex-
pected to be subleading in the limit of large p).

Motivated by these observations, we are going to study the solution of the many-body
Schrodinger equation

N N
iy = Hyty = [Z J1-e20,, +88 5 V(g - @j)]wt (1.2)
j=1

1<j

for initial data ¥;—q that are close to a Slater determinant, with reduced one-particle density
matrix having the form w,, = x(H < p), for a one-particle Hamiltonian H = v/1 — e2A+ Vey
(where the external potential can also include the contribution of the direct term in the
interaction) and with the chemical potential 4 € R chosen so that trw, = N. Our goal will
be to show that, for large g, the solution of (1.2) remains close to a Slater determinant, with
reduced one-particle density matrix evolved through the time-dependent Hartree equation

iedwy = [V1—2A + (V% g;), wi] (1.3)



with ¢;(2) = wi(z; ) and with initial datum w;—g = wy.

In the last decades, there have been substantial efforts in the mathematical physics
community to show that the many-body Schrodinger evolution of Fermi gases can be ap-
proximated by the Hartree dynamics. Most results have been obtained for particles with
non-relativistic dispersion in the mean-field regime, where o = N (or equivalently, where the
N particles are initially trapped in a volume of order one, so that each particle interacts
with all other particles in the system). In this setting, closeness to the Hartree evolution was
first established in [22] for analytic interaction potentials and for short times (convergence
to the Vlasov equation, which approximates the Hartree evolution in the semiclassical limit,
has been known since [30, 26]). This result has been extended to a larger class of regular
interaction potentials and to arbitrary fixed times in [11] (and later in [27]), for initial data
describing Slater determinants (or perturbations thereof) with reduced one-particle density
matrices satisfying certain semiclassical commutator estimates. For mixed quasi-free initial
data, which are relevant at positive temperature, convergence towards Hartree dynamics in
the mean-field regime was established in [5], again under the assumption that the initial data
exhibit an appropriate semiclassical structure. Results for singular interactions have been
later obtained in [28, 18]. A norm approximation for the many-body dynamics of a homo-
geneous Fermi gas in terms of a quasi-free bosonic evolution has been obtained in [9], using
rigorous bosonization ideas developed to study the correlation energy of mean-field fermions
in [6, 7, 8] (for an alternative approach to the correlation energy, see also [15, 16, 17]). For
mean-field fermions with a relativistic dispersion, whose many-body evolution is described
by (1.2), with ¢ = N=/3, the Hartree equation (1.3) was derived in [12], adapting the ideas
of [11]. Other mean-field type scalings have been considered in [4, 24, 2].

It is a natural question to understand how to extend these results to the thermodynamic
setting. In [23], we recently established convergence towards Hartree dynamics also for
extended Fermi gases, where ¢ is large but now independent of V. In that work, we considered
fermions with both non-relativistic and relativistic dispersions. In the relativistic case, we
studied the solution of (1.2) for many-body initial data close to a Slater determinant, with
reduced one-particle density matrix w satisfying the local trace-norm bounds

1
< Ce3, Hi
tr ¢ 1+’i’—2”4n
Fears
14 |& — 2[4

%:E%QE“ 7% u]],, < e+ Ip), »

[av,w]Htr < Ce 2,

for all z € R3 and n large enough. While the first estimate in (1.4) implies that the local
density of particles around the point z € R3 is at most of order ¢ 3, for all z € R3, the other
two bounds guarantee that w exhibits a local semiclassical structure, in the sense that its
integral kernel w(z;y) varies on the length scale ¢, in the (x — y) direction, and on a scale
of order one, in the (x + y) direction. Assuming the bounds (1.4) to hold at time ¢ = 0
and propagating them along the Hartree dynamics (1.3) (showing, in other words, that the
solution wy of (1.3) still satisfies (1.4), though with a worse constant C; = C'exp(c|t])), in [23]
we proved that the solution v, of (1.2) remains close to a Slater determinant, with reduced
one-particle density matrix determined by the Hartree equation (1.3). More precisely, if fyt(l)
denotes the one-particle reduced density matrix associated with v, we showed that

7Y = willns < Cexp(cexp(clt])) e/2VN (1.5)

for all ¢t € R, which is small if compared with ||7§1) las, ||wt|lrs =~ V' N.
Equation (1.5) establishes convergence towards the Hartree dynamics in a global sense.
Namely, it shows that the total number of excitations of the Slater determinant at time t € R



is small, compared to the total number of particles N: while the number of excitations is
still proportional to N, the ratio tends to zero as € — 0. A more refined question is whether
it is possible to establish convergence towards the Hartree dynamics locally, when testing
against a local observable. This is the question we address in the present paper, giving a
positive answer. In our main theorem, Theorem 2.3 below, we consider the expectation in the
state 1), solution of (1.2), of one-particle observables Z;Vzl 0.(2;), where O, (x) is a smooth
and fast decaying function centered at z, essentially measuring the number of fermions in a
region with volume of order one around the point z € R3, and we prove that it is close to
the expectation in the Slater determinant with reduced density wy, solving (1.3) with initial
datum wy—g = wy,. More precisely, we show that:

|tr (’)Z(fyﬁl) —wy)| < C exp(cexp(c|t]))e 30 (1.6)
for some 0 < ¢ < 1, which is again small compared to tr (’)z’yt(l),tr O.w; ~ £73. Remarkably,
this result only requires ¢y to be close to the Slater determinant with reduced density wq in
a ball centered at z with radius of order e~°|¢|.

The proof of (1.6) is more involved than the proof of (1.5) obtained in [23]. In particular,
it requires stronger control on the local density and on the local semiclassical structure of
the solution w; of the Hartree equation, which translates into stronger assumptions on the
initial data. Instead of (1.4), we need, roughly speaking, bounds of the form

H 1 1 - Ce™3
w
142 —z* 14 |2 — 22" lle = 14|z — 2247
1 ipd 1 Ce (1 +[p|)
< 1.7
H1+|:E—z|4"[e e S T o (1.7
1 1 Ce?
T 1~ 4 v’ A < )
Hl—i—]uﬁ—z[ﬂtn[g w]l—l—]m—z’]% tr — 14|z — 22"

for n large enough and for 21,2, € R3, capturing also the decay of correlations in space.
Because of the lack of regularity of the characteristic function, it is not clear whether the
initial Slater determinants we are interested in, with one-body reduced density matrix of the
form w, = x(H < p), satisfies (1.7). To circumvent this issue, we use an approximation
argument, approximating the Slater determinant described by w, by the quasi-free thermal
state with reduced density w,, g = 1/(1 + e?H~)  at inverse temperature 3 = O(¢~1). The
proof of (1.6) consists therefore of three main parts. First, in Theorem 3.7, we prove that
the many-body evolution of a mixed, approximately quasi-free state, whose reduced density
satisfies (1.7), fulfills (1.6). Second, in Proposition 3.8, we show that w, g satisfies the
strong local bounds (1.7); more precisely, since we are forced to work with mixed states, we
need some additional estimates, listed in Assumption 3.5, controlling also the semiclassical
structure of /w and /1 —w, and the overlap \/wy/1 —w. This part of our analysis relies
on a suitable assumption on the one-body Hamiltonian H = /1 — ¢2A + V_y, which can be
viewed as a local version of the Weyl law, and which is expected to hold true for a large class
of confining external potentials Veyt, relevant for extended Fermi gases. Finally, in Section
5, we show that, for 8 = O(¢71), the many-body evolution of initial data that are close to
a Slater determinant with reduced density w, can be approximated, in a local sense, by the
many-body evolution of an approximately quasi-free mixed state with reduced density w, s
(and that the solution of the Hartree equation with initial datum w, can be approximated
by the solution with initial datum w,, g).

In [23], where we established global convergence towards Hartree dynamics for extended
Fermi gases, we also considered the case of particle with non-relativistic dispersion. In fact,



the result we prove in [23] for non-relativistic fermions was a bit weaker, as it only holds
for sufficiently short times. In the current paper, we focus only on the relativistic case.
Establishing local convergence (in the sense of (1.6)) for non-relativistic particles is a more
challenging problem, and we do not address it here. The reason why the non-relativistic
problem is more difficult is ultimately due to the unbounded group velocity of the particles,
which makes it hard to control the solutions of the Hartree equation and of the many-body
dynamics locally. This is also the reason for the short-time limitation of the result about the
non-relativistic case in [23]: because of the unboundedness of the velocity of the particles,
it is difficult to rule out the excessive concentration of a large number of particles in a
small region of space. Concretely, when computing the variation of the expectation value
of the local observable O,, we have to control its commutator with the dispersion law of
the particles. For a relativistic dispersion, this commutator can be controlled by another
bounded observable, localized close to z. In the non-relativistic case, on the other hand, we
find [A,0,] =V -VO, + VO, -V which is not bounded. The absence of local conservation
laws makes it difficult to control this contribution, and the conservation of the total energy
is not useful to control local quantities.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the fermionic Fock space,
the formalism of second quantization and the fermionic Bogoliubov transformations, and we
state our main result, Theorem 2.3. The theorem describes the evolution of initial data close
to Slater determinants defined as ground states of the second quantization of a one-particle
Hamiltonian H, satisfying a local Weyl-type estimate, as stated in Assumption 2.1. In Sec-
tion 3 we introduce positive-temperature states, which will be needed as a regularization of
the initial zero-temperature state. We will describe them as pure states on a doubled Fock
space, via the Araki-Wyss representation of mixed quasi-free states. The main technical re-
sult of this section is Theorem 3.7, which proves convergence from many-body dynamics to
the Hartree evolution for initial data at temperature O(e), exhibiting the local semiclassical
structure of Assumption 3.5. In Section 4 we prove Theorem 3.7; the proof is based on the
propagation of the local semiclassical structure, Proposition 4.1, and on the control of the
growth of fluctuations between many-body and Hartree dynamics at a local scale, Proposi-
tion 4.6. Then, in Section 5 we use the positive-temperature result of Theorem 3.7 to prove
our main result, Theorem 2.3, via an approximation argument. In Appendix A we prove
a priori bounds for the density of the Fermi-Dirac distribution in the semiclassical scaling.
In Appendix B we prove the validity of the local semiclassical estimates of Assumption 3.5
for the Fermi-Dirac distribution associated with the Hamiltonian H = v/1 — €2A + V. at
temperature O(e), as a consequence of Assumption 2.1. Finally, in Appendix C we discuss
the relation of Assumption 2.1 with other known results in semiclassical analysis, such as
the sharp version of the pointwise Weyl law.
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2 Effective dynamics of zero-temperature states

2.1 Fock space formalism

We henceforth set b := L?(R?). The antisymmetric (or fermionic) Fock space F(h) associated
with b is defined as:

F(h) :=Cao Py,

n>1

where, for n € N, b\ := hA- - -Ah denotes the Hilbert space given by the n-fold antisymmetric
tensor product of h. Vectors in F(h) are sequences U = (), ey with (@ € C and
p™ € p for n > 1. A distinguished vector is the vacuum € := (1,0,...,0,...). As a
Hilbert space, F(h) is equipped with the scalar product

(W1, Wa) = 00 + 57w, ) e

neN

for any W1 = (" )en, ¥s = (15" )new € F(b).
For f € b, we introduce the creation operator a*(f) and the annihilation operator a(f),
whose actions on ¥ = (1)(™),.en € F(h) are defined by

(a*(f)O) ™ (z1,...,2,) = % S 1 fap) e @, g g )
j=1

(a(H)O) M (2, ..., 2,) = \/n—|—1/f(:v)¢("+1)(x,x1,...,xn)d:v

for all n € N. It is not difficult to see that these operators are the adjoint of each other, and
that they satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations:

{a(f),alg)t ={a*(f),a”(9)} =0,  {a’(f).alg)} = {9, /)y, Vfigeb, (21)

with {A, B} := AB + BA. These relations imply that creation and annihilation operators
are bounded,

laCHI e (OIF< 11 f1ly -

It is also convenient to introduce operator-valued distributions aZ, a,, for + € R3. They

ol f) = / dra,f@), o (f) = / drd’f(z) | (2.2)

For any (closable) operator O on b, we denote by dI'(O) its second quantization, as an
operator on F(h). That is:

allow us to write

dl'(0) =0 EB (Zn: 1% 20 1"*]’*1) on F(b). (2.3)

n>1  j=1

In terms of the creation and annihilation operators, we have:

dL(0) =Y (fi,Of;)na* (fi)alf;) - (2.4)

4,J

If the operator O has an integral kernel O(z;y), we can also write
dl'(0) = /dmdy O(x;y)asay .

6



In this case, we also introduce the notation
dI't(0) = /dxdy O(x;y) azay, dl'—(0) = /dxdy O(x;y) azay .
Finally, on F(h), we define the Hamilton operator
H=00H,,

n>1

where H,, is the operator on h”\" given by:

H"_Z 1—e2A; +e3ZV i — ;)
1<J

Recall that, as discussed in the introduction, we will consider initial data for which the
density of particles o is of order e 3. Equivalently,

&3
H=dl'(V1—e2A) + 5 /dmdy V(z —y)azayaya, . (2.5)

To simplify our analysis, we are going to assume that V € S(R3), with

S(R3) = {f € C®(R*R) : sup |x°‘86f(x)| < oo for all multi-indices a, § € N3}
z€R3

denoting the space of real-valued Schwarz functions on R3.
An important class of vectors in F (f)) are Slater determinants, having the form

(fl/\"'/\fn)(xlv"w ngn 7r(1) fn( ﬂ(n)v (2'6)

7T€Sn
with {f;}I_; an orthonormal system in h. The Slater determinant (2.6) describes a state with
exactly n partlcles, it can also be written as a*(f1)...a*(f)Q. If {fi}ien is an orthonormal

basis for h, then the set {fi, A--- A fi, :n € N,i; <iy <--- < i,} forms an orthonormal
basis of F(h).

Slater determinants are quasi-free states; the expectation of an arbitrary product of cre-
ation and annihilation operator in the state (2.6) can be computed through Wick’s theorem,
using the one-particle reduced density matrix

n
w=tra LN A SN Al =)L (2.7)
i=1
associated with f; A--- A f, which is just the orthogonal projection onto the n-dimensional
subspace of § spanned by f1,..., fn.
We will make use of the fact that Slater determinants in F(h) can be generated by
the action of unitary transformations on the vacuum. More precisely, given an arbitrary

orthogonal projection of the form (2.7), we can find a unitary Bogoliubov transformation R,
on F(h) such that

R, =a*(f1)...a"(fn)2 (2.8)
is the Slater determinant (2.6) and
Ria(f)Ry = a(uf) +a*(vf) (2.9)

with v = 1 — w the projection on the orthogonal complement of the space spanned by

fl" .. ,fn’ and v = Z?:l |f2><fl|



2.2 Main result

Our main theorem describes the many-body evolution of initial data that are close, in a
local sense, to a Slater determinant describing the ground state of a non-interacting pseudo-
relativistic Fermi gas trapped by an external potential, at high density. Let us specify more
precisely the class of initial data we are going to consider. For a confining, non-negative and
smooth potential Vo, we consider the one-particle Hamiltonian

H=+/1-22A+ Vi (2.10)

acting on the Hilbert space . We will require precise local semiclassical properties of spectral
functions of H (describing equilibrium states of dI'(H)). To derive these properties, we will
assume a bound for the trace norm of the product of a function of H, localized in a small
interval of size O(e) around a fixed p > 0 (which will play the role of the chemical potential),
and a function of the position operator &, localized around a point z € R3. For 2n € N,
z,x € R3, we define the spatial weight

WM (@) = (14 |z — 2[*) 7", (2.11)

Note that the functions Wz(,n) satisfy Wém) < 2W§n) for all m > n, and this will be re-
peatedly used throughout this work. Amnother property we shall frequently use is that
W @WE (@) < CE (22).

Moreover, we introduce the notation Wé") = Wén) (z) for the multiplication operator on
h associated with (2.11).

Assumption 2.1 (Assumption on (H, ). Let 3 = O(c¢™1) and let H be defined as in (2.10),
with Vegt € C(R3), Vet > 0 and supyeps [0 Vew ()| < o0, for all o € N3 with |a| > 2 (i.e.
Vest must grow at most quadratically at infinity). We assume that there exists a domain
A C R? such that

1 (n)
swp | ey 1

for all n,m € N large enough.

< Ce? (2.12)

tr

Remark 2.2.
(i) It is not difficult to see that the bound (2.12) holds true for Vey = 0.

(i) A similar estimate is known to hold for Ve, # 0, for non-relativistic fermions; see e.g.
[20], replacing the localized functions of H and of & by smooth compactly supported functions.
We believe that the estimates could be extended to the pseudorelativistic setting considered
here. In general, the constant C depends on the potential Vey. It would be interesting to
show that the constant can be made independent of the size of the classically confined region
{x € R3: Voy(z) — pu < 0}, which is arbitrarily large for extended systems.

(iii) In Appendiz C, we will show that the estimate (2.12) is actually implied by an analogous
bound in Hilbert-Schmidt norm. Furthermore, in Appendiz C we also show that the Hilbert-
Schmidt bound is tmplied by the validity of the pointwise sharp Weyl law, which is known to
hold for non-relativistic fermions, see e.g. [19].

We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem 2.3 (Derivation of the Hartree Equation on a Local Scale). Let (H,p) satisfy
Assumption 2.1 in a bounded domain A C R3. Let wy = x(H < ) denote the Fermi projec-
tion associated with H and with the chemical potential u. We consider the Fock space vector



Y = Ry, £, where Ry, is the Bogoliubov transformation defined in (2.8), (2.9), generating the
Slater determinant with reduced density w,,, and where we assume that the excitation vector

¢ € F(h) is such that

suﬂgg@, drWM)e) < Ce73 su§<£,dr<W£”>>£> < Ce 30 (2.13)
ze S

for a constant C > 0, independent of A, for some 0 < 0 <1 and for all n € N large enough.
Let H denote the Hamilton operator (2.5) on F(h), with V € S(R3), consider the evolution

vy = e ™My and let %(1) denote the reduced one-particle density matriz of ¥:. Let wy be
the solution of the time-dependent Hartree equation

ieByw, = [ 1-2A+83(V o), wt] : (2.14)
with o1(x) = wi(x;2) and with initial datum wi—g = w,,. Let O € L*(R®) such that
|1+ DO, < C, (2.15)

for |a| < £ and with ¢ € N large enough, and let O,(x) = O(x — z). Then, there exist
constants C,c > 0, independent of A, such that

tr OZ(%SI) - wt)‘ < Cexp(cexp(c|t])) e+ (2.16)

for all n € N large enough, for allt € R, and for all z € A such that B.—s(2) C A.

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is based on an approximation argument of the zero-temperature
pure state with reduced density w, by a mixed state with reduced density given by the Fermi-
Dirac distribution w,, g = 1/(1 + e#H=#))  at low temperature T = 1/ = O(g). Informally,
the reason for introducing this approximation is that at positive temperature the kernel of the
reduced one-particle density matrix has better decay properties; in particular, the improved
locality of the positive temperature state, combined with Assumption 2.1, will allow us to
show that w, g exhibit a local semiclassical structure, which is preserved by the Hartree
equation and which will play a crucial role to prove local convergence towards the Hartree
dynamics. At the same time, we will prove that, for 1/8 = O(e), the positive-temperature
state and the zero-temperature state are close in the sense of expectation of local observables.

3 Effective dynamics of low-temperature states

In this section, we establish convergence towards the Hartree dynamics for initial data ap-
proximating equilibrium states at low but positive temperature 7' = O(e). We formulate
our result in the general setting of mixed states. We will be interested in the evolution of
(approximately) quasi-free mixed initial data. To describe such initial data, we will use the
Araki-Wyss representation [1], switching to a doubled Fock space. To introduce these tools,
we will follow the discussion of [5].

3.1 Mixed states

A density matrix p is a non-negative trace class operator on F(h), with tr 7y p = 1. Through
the spectral theorem, it is always possible to write the density matrix p as

P=> Anlthn)(¥nl ,

9



with A, > 0, >° A, = 1 and with an appropriate orthonormal sequence ¢, € F(h). The
expectation value of a bounded operator O on F(h) in the state p is determined by

tr () Op = D An{thn, Othn) .

The density matrix p is said to describe a pure state if p = |1) (1|, for a normalized ¢ € F ().
In this case, p provides an equivalent representation of the state described by the vector .
If p is not an orthogonal projection, but a convex combination of orthogonal projections,
then it is said to describe a mixed state.

Given the density matrix p, we define the operator K on F(h) as

= caltn) (6l

where |, = A\, and {¢,}, is another arbitrary orthonormal set. Clearly,

RS =p.

Observe that the set of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on F(h), denoted by £2(F (b)), is iso-
morphic to F ® F, the isomorphism being simply defined by |¢)(¢| — ¥ ® ¢ and extended
by linearity to the whole £2(F(h)). Therefore, the mixed state with density matrix p is
described on F(h) ® F(h) by the vector:

K=Y enthn © ¢, . (3.1)

Thus, the expectation value of the operator O on F(h) can be rewritten as:

trr(p) Op = trr) OkR" = (K, (O ® 1)K) F0)eF () - (3.2)

We further observe that the doubled Fock space F(h)® F(h) is isomorphic to the Fock space
F(h @ b); the unitary U that realizes the isomorphism is called the exponential law, and it
is defined by the relations

U(Qrm) @ Qr@) = Qrpen)

and

Ula(f)@ WU =a(f®0) = a(f), U=V @al(f)U"=a(0® f) = a(f) .

where N' = dI'(1) is the number of particles operator on F(h). We call the operators a;(f) and
a,(f) respectively the left and right representation of a(f). We also denote a’(f) = (as(f))*,
o = Il,r. We will also use the representation of the creation and annihilation operators in
terms of the operator-valued distributions ayg ,, similarly to (2.2). Furthermore, it is useful

to introduce the left and right representations of the second quantization of an operator O
on b, defining

dr,(0) := U(dI'(0) ® 1)U* = dI'(O & 0)

dr,(0) == U(1 ® d(0))U* = dI'(0 & O) . (3.3)

If the operator O has an integral kernel, we can write
dl';(0) = /dmdy O(7;y)ay ,0y.0 o=1,r.

10



Furthermore, we define
a0}, (0) = [ dadyOwsy)itaiy,  dT,,(0) = [ drdy Owig)anan,
If O is a trace-class operator over b, then dI',(O),dl'} ,(0),dl’, ,(O) are bounded oper-

ators. The proof of the following lemma is similar to the proof of [11, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.1. Let J be a trace-class operator on Y. Then, for any o,0’ = r,l the following
bounds hold true:

[dCo (N[ < 20T+ [dlo (D] < 20T ] -
Setting U = Uk € F(h @& b), with x as in (3.1), we can write, from (3.2),

This allows us to represent the mixed state p on F(h) as a pure state on F(h @ h). In
particular, the one-particle reduced density and the pairing density of p, which allow us
to compute the expectation of observables that are quadratic in creation and annihilation
operators, can be expressed in terms of W, by

* 1
) abaz p = (U, af yare V) rpen) = 7y (@39)

0 (3.4)
trr@) ayas p = (¥, a1401: V) F(pap) = oy’ (T3Y) -
From (3.3), we obtain
() dT(0)p = (W, dTy(0) ) r(yen = try O
() dl(0)p = (¥, dT; (O)W) £ gy = try Oy (3.5)

v
() dT*(0)p = (¥, dT}; (O)¥) £ o

( e
1
(h@h) = tI‘h OOé\I, .

To conclude this section, let us discuss the time evolution of mixed states, after the

mapping into the doubled Fock space. The time evolution of the density matrix p is:

or = efth/ep oiHt/e

)

with the Fock-space Hamiltonian H defined in (2.5). Thus, it is natural to define the time
evolution of the vector k € F(h) ® F(h) as:

Ky = (e7THE @ e
Letting U, = Uk € F(h @ b), we find
trr@) Opr = (¥, U(O @ 1)Uy .
We observe that
Uy =Uky = e 150
where the Liouvillian £ is defined as:

L=UH®1-10H)U".

In terms of the operator valued distributions, we find
3

L=dl'y(v/1—¢e2A) + % /dmdy V(x —y)a; a7 ,a1ya1 .

3

(3.6)
—dl (V1 —e2A) — % /dmdy V(z— y)a:,xa:,yanyar,x .

11



3.2 Bogoliubov transformations and quasi-free states

A density matrix p on F(h) describes a quasi-free state, if it satisfies the fermionic Wick’s
theorem, which states that
ﬁ j ﬁo ﬁo ﬁo j— ﬁo j
trr () “ill aiﬁ S g p = Z sgn(o)tr £ () axo((ll)) a%((?)p T trf(h)a%(éjj—ll)> a%(fz]j))p ;o (3.7)
UGPQJ'

where af(f) denotes either a(f) or a*(f) and where
sz:{aeSQj\0(26—1)<a(2£+1),£:1,...,j—1, a(2€—1)<0(2£),£:1,...,j}

is the set of possible pairing of 2j elements (Ss; is the set of permutations). From (3.7), we
conclude that quasi-free states are completely characterized by their reduced density matrix
and their pairing density, defined by the integral kernels

W (23y) = trrgyaiayp

o (23y) =tz acayp .

From the canonical anticommutation relations (2.1), it is easy to check that the hermitian
1) (1)

operator v, and the symmetric operator «,’ satisfy the inequality
1 1 1 1
(@) <400 - 5f0).

On the other hand, for every hermitian operator w and symmetric operator a on b, with
0<w<1, trw< oo and a*a < w(l — w), there exists a unique quasi-free state p on F(h)
with w as reduced density matrix and « as pairing density. The quasi-free state p is pure if
and only if a*a = w(1 — w) holds as an equality, rather than just as an inequality; see e.g.
[3, 29] for mathematical reviews.

As discussed in Section 2, quasi-free states associated with an orthogonal projection w
and with o = 0 are Slater determinants. This class of quasi-free states is relevant to describe
equilibrium states of non-interacting Fermi gases at zero temperature. In this section, we
are interested in another class of quasi-free states, describing equilibrium states at positive
temperature. We can still restrict our attention to o = 0, but now 0 < w < 1 will be a
Fermi-Dirac distribution, not an orthogonal projection. The corresponding quasi-free state
is mixed and it cannot be represented by a vector in the Hilbert space F(h). It can, however,
be represented by a vector ¥ = R,Q € F(h @ bh), where (in analogy with (2.9) for Slater
determinant), the Bogoliubov transformation R, is a unitary operator, satisfying

Ria R = aj(ug) — ay(Ts) , Rl ar Ry = ar(Uy) + af (vg) (3.8)

with v = v/1 —w and v = y/w. Using these rules, together with the anticommutation
relations (2.1), it is easy to check that ¥ is indeed a quasi-free state and, recalling (3.4),
that y¢ = w and mgy = 0. The vector ¥ is known as the Araki-Wyss representation of the
mixed quasi-free state with reduced density w and vanishing pairing density. From (3.8), we
can also compute the action of the Bogoliubov transformation R, on operators of the form
dl'5(O), which will play an important role in our analysis.

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < w < 1 and R, denote the Bogoliubov transformation defined in (3.8),
generating the quasi-free state with reduced density w and with vanishing pairing density. Let
u=+/1—w and v =\/w. Then, for any operator O on b, we have the identities

REAL(O)Ry = tr(Ov*v) + dT(uOu*) — dT, (vOT*) — dU'} (uOv*) — dT,;(vOu’*) |
REAL,(O)R,, = tr(O0*D) + dLy(WOT") — dLy(vOv*) 4 dL'}, (wOv*) + dI';, (vOT*) .
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3.3 Local convergence to the Hartree dynamics at positive temperature

We will consider the time evolution of initial data that can be approximated by a mixed
quasi-free state. We will assume a uniform estimate for the local density of the quasi-free
state.

Assumption 3.3 (Bounded Density). Let 0 < w <1 and let ng) denote the spatial weight,
localizing around the point z € R3, introduced in (2.11). We say that w has bounded density
over R? if there exists C > 0 such that

tr W < Ce™?
for all z € R3.

Remark 3.4. Note that by monotonicity in n, if Assumption 3.3 holds true, we also have
tr Wﬁ’% < Ce™3, for all m > 1.

Furthermore, we will assume that the initial quasi-free state exhibits a local semiclassical
structure in a domain A C R3, in the sense specified by the following assumption.

Assumption 3.5 (Local Semiclassical Structure). Let 0 < w < 1. Let 7 indicate either w,
Vw or 1 —+/1—w. We say that w exhibits a local semiclassical structure in A C R3 if, for
all n € N large enough, there exist a constant C,, > 0, independent of A, such that

(1+]z = 2/ W Py < Ce™ (3.9)

(14 |2 — 2P Wi [V, 7] W57, < Cre™? (3.10)
(14 [z = 2P W 22, m] WS | < Cue™(1 + [p]) (3.11)
(14 |z — 2PV Vo T— oW |y < Ce™? (3.12)

forallp eR3, z € A and 2 € R3. Here Wé") denotes the spatial weight defined in (2.11).

Remark 3.6. For typical H of the form (2.10) and chemical potential p > 0, the Fermi
projection w, = x(H < p) is not expected to satisfy this assumption; this is why we are
switching here to positive-temperature states. The problem in establishing the bounds (5.9)-
(5.12) at zero temperature is already evident for the free Fermi gas (Vey = 0). There, the

reduced one-particle density matriz at density €3 is:

wrra(z,y) = 8—13@(36 ; y) , where
47 sin(|z]) (3.13)
ole) = o (S —eos(lsD)

The non-integrable decay in |x — y| of wrrg(x,y) has to be compared with the fast decay
assumed for the localized trace norms in the bounds (3.9)-(3.12).

The next theorem establishes the validity of the Hartree equation as an approximation
for the time evolution of approximately quasi-free initial data, exhibiting a local semiclassical
structure.

Theorem 3.7 (Derivation of the Hartree Equation on a Local Scale - Mixed States). Let 0 <
w < 1 be an operator over b, satisfying Assumption 3.3 (bounded density) and Assumption 3.5
(local semiclassical structure) in a domain A C R3. Let = € F(h @ b) be such that:

sup (,dl,(WM)E) < Ce™? sup (2, dl, (WM)E) < Ce™3+9 (3.14)
z€R3 z€A

13



for all n € N large enough, for o = 1,7, for some 0 < § <1 and for some C > 0 independent
of A. Let L denote the Liouvillian (3.6), with V € S(R3). Consider the time evolution

U, =e " /ERW:,

of the initial datum RLE approximating the quasi-free state with reduced density w and
vanishing pairing density (R, denotes the Bogoliubov transformation introduced in (3.8)).

Let %(1) denote the one-particle reduced density matrix associated with Wy and let w; be
the solution of the pseudo-relativistic Hartree equation (2.14), with initial datum wi—y = w.
Let O be as in Theorem 2.3 and let O,(x) = O(x — z). Then, there exist constants C,c > 0,
independent of A, such that

tr 0.1\ — wy)| < Cexpleexp(eft]) e+, (3.15)

forallt € R and z € A with B.—sy(2) C A.

An important observation, which allows us to apply Theorem 3.7 to study the evolution
of approximate Slater determinants and to prove Theorem 2.3, is the fact that equilibrium
states of non-interacting Fermi gases with Hamiltonian dI'(H) (and H as defined in (2.10)), at
chemical potential 1 > 0 and at positive temperature 371 = O(¢), do satisfy Assumption 3.3
and Assumption 3.5, if H and p satisfy Assumption 2.1.

Proposition 3.8 (Bounded Density and Local Semiclassical Structure for Equilibrium
States). Let H be the Hamiltonian defined in (2.10), B = O(e~'). Suppose that (H, )
satisfy Assumption 2.1 in the region A C R®. Then, the Fermi-Dirac distribution

1

Winp = T B - (3.16)

at chemical potential p and at inverse temperature 3, satisfies Assumption 3.3 and Assump-
tion 3.5 in the domain A.

We postpone the proof of this proposition to Appendix A (for the verification of Assump-
tion 3.3) and to Appendix B (for the proof of Assumption 3.5).

4 Proof of Theorem 3.7

4.1 Propagation of the local semiclassical structure

The first important ingredient in the proof of Theorem 3.7 is the propagation of the bound
on the density in Assumption 3.3 and of the local semiclassical bounds in Assumption 3.5
along the Hartree evolution. This is the content of the next proposition.

Proposition 4.1 (Propagation of the Local Semiclassical Structure at Positive Tempera-
ture). Let V € S(R3). Suppose that 0 < w < 1 satisfies Assumption 3.3 and Assumption 3.5
in a domain A C R3. Let w; denote the solution of the Hartree equation

iedwr = [V1 —2A + 3(V % 0;), wy] (4.1)
with o¢(r) = w(x; ) and initial datum wi—y = w. Then, there exist C,c > 0 such that

sup tr Ww, < Cexp(clt])e™ (4.2)
z€R3
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forallt € R. Moreover, for alln € N large enough there are constants Cy,, ¢, > 0 independent
of A, such that

sup (14 |2 — 2P WD oW |l < Cry explen|t])e (4.3)
2€A,2'€R3

and, with 7 denoting either wy, \/w; or \/1 — wy,

(1+ |z — 2>
sup R
2€A,2'€R3 peR3 1+ |p|

‘Wz(fn) [, e W) Ht < Cpexp(enlt))e™
r (4.4)

sup (14 |z — 2P™)
2€NM,2’€R3

wir) [7,eV] Wy/m Ht < Cy, exp(cp|t])e™?

for every t € R. Finally, for all n € N, there are constants Cy,c, > 0 such that

sup  (1+ |z — 2/ P oy T— oW || < Coexplealte™  (4.5)

2€M,2’€R3
for every t € R.
Remark 4.2. [t follows from (4.3) that

WSl < C expleft])e ™ (4.6)

for n € N large enough and for all z € A. In fact, fixzing ng > 2 so that (4.3) holds true,

1 (no/2) /
’ d = 1
C o W, (x)dz

for some C' > 0, we can estimate
1
HW;EnO)Wthr < 6 /RS ds ngno)wtwgloﬂ)utr

1
-3 ! -3
< Cexp(clt])e /RS dz Tz < Cexp(clt])e

By monotonicity, we get (4.6) for all n > ng. Similar bounds can be also derived from (/4.4)
and (4.5).

Proof. We proceed analogously to [23, Sect. 6]. The constants in this proof depend on n,
but we will drop this dependence for brevity. We consider the Hartree evolution U defined
by

ied U (t;s) = h(t)U(t;s),

with U(s;s) = 1 for all s € R and with h(t) = V1 — e2A +&3(V % g;)(z). For p € R3, we also
introduce the modified Hartree evolution U, defined by

ie0Up(t; 5) = hy(t)Up(t; s),

with Up(s;s) =1 and

hy(t) = ePTh(t)e™ " = \/1+2(—iV 4+ p)2 + & (V * 1) (x)

Notice that, with this notation, U = Up—p. An important property of the evolution U, is
that it preserves locality, in the sense that

Uyt ) WU, (8 5) < el (4.7)
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for some ¢ > 0 depending on n only. For p = 0, the proof of (4.7) is given in [23, Prop. 6.2];
the argument of [23, Prop. 6.2] actually applies to general time-dependent Hamiltonians
H(t) = V1 —e2A+V(x,t). Since that proof can be trivially extended to p # 0, we skip the
details. Because wy = U(t;0)*wU (t;0), Eq. (4.7) immediately implies that

tr Waw; = tr Ut 00WLU (£ 0) w < elfltr Wow < Celtle™3

Similarly, also (4.3) and (4.5) follow from (4.7) and from the corresponding bounds at time
t = 0 (which are contained in Assumption 3.5), because /w;y/1 —wy = U(t;0)* /w1 —wU(t;0).
To prove (4.4), we observe that

ie@tm = [h(t),ﬂ't] .
Thus, we obtain
ie0, U (t; 1) [eP® 1, Uy (t;7)* = U(t; 7)eP® [7r,ep - A(p)|Up(t; 7)*

where we defined
! e(—iV + sp)

Alp) = ds .
) 0 /1+e%(—iV +sp)?

Integrating over 7, we find

Hwén) [eip'i’ Wt] W(n/Q) Htr < H)/\}én)(](t7 0) [eip-ér7 ﬂ'O] Up(t; 0)*Wgz/2) Htr

t N P n
+ p| /0 WU (t; 7)e® [mr, A(p)|Up(t; ) WE?|| dr .
(4.8)

With (4.7) and proceeding as in [23, Proof of Theorem 6.1, until Eq. (6.8)] to replace
[, A(p)] with [r,eV], we arrive at (we focus for simplicity on ¢ > 0)

ngn) [eip-ﬁ’ Wt] WS/@/?) Htr < ectHWS@) [eip-in7 7T0] WS,@/2) Htr
t
+Clpl [ dr et WO [y, VWG,
0

Dividing by (1 + |p|), multiplying by (1 + |2 — 2/|*") and taking the supremum, we obtain

—ct A+ 12 =2"1P") ) ) [ i (n/2)
T W P ) W ’
‘ zEA,zngI?”,peR?) 1+ \p[ H z [6 Trt] z Htr
(142 - Z,|2n) (n) [ ip-& (n/2)
= o I [ W
N zEA,z"Seule,106]R3 1+ |p| H z [e WO} z Htr

t
20 [Care s (@bl PO TG
0 2z€M,Z'€R3

Proceeding as in [23, Proof of Theorem 6.1, after Eq. (6.9)] we also obtain

s (s SO xR,
2€A,2’€R3
< sup (L4 |z = ZPO W [V, m] WE
2€A,2’€R3
t _ J]2n .
I C/ dr e sup MHWS@) [Wﬁ ezp-g:] Wgt/Z)H )
0 2€A,z' €R3 peR3 1+ |p|

The bounds (4.4) now follow from Gronwall’s lemma and from the assumptions on the initial
datum. O
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Remark 4.3. Strictly speaking, [23, Theorem 6.1] provides an estimate for the commu-
tators of the solution of the time-dependent Hartree equation with eP* for |p| < e'. This
restriction is important in the non-relativistic case, but it is actually irrelevant in the pseudo-
relativistic case; the commutator estimate holds true for all p € R3, as stated above. To see
this, one observes that in [23, Eq. (6.10)] there is actually no need to split p in |p| < e !
and |p| > e~} it is enough to multiply and divide the trace norm by (1 + |p|) and take the
supremum over p in R3.

As a corollary of Proposition 4.1, we can control commutators of w; with sufficiently
regular and decaying functions of . The proof of the next corollary is based on the bounds
of Proposition 4.1 and on the remarks thereafter.

Corollary 4.4 (Localized Commutators with Regular Functions). Let V' be as in Theo-
rem 2.3. Suppose that 0 < w < 1 satisfies Assumption 3.3 and Assumption 3.5 in a region
A C R3. Let w; be the solution of the Hartree equation (4.1). Let

F(z) = / dp P E(p) / dp (1 + [p)|oeE(p)| < © (4.9)

for |a| < ¢, with £ € N sufficiently large. For any z € R3 let F,(v) = F(x —2). Let m; denote
either wy, /wi or /1 —wy. Then, we have:

sup (142 —2']*") WZ(}L/Z) (7, F.(2)]

2z€M,Z'€R3

< Cexp(clt))e™ (4.10)

for allt € R and for all n € N large enough.
Proof. Let F,(z) = (WZ(,H) (x))leZ(x) We start by estimating:

Hwi?/ D my, Fu(2)]

= S e W B (@)

tr (4.11)

< |WEEPWO [, B@)] |+ [ [ W Fa)

tr '
The first term can be bounded by

W=t e,

C

[
T 14|z =22

C ~ 1

- [ dp|F 1+ su

< e [ I b s
C exp(c|t])e2

T 14|z

tr

W2 [y, (7))

! (4.12)

[wees2 [, 74

tr

so that Proposition 4.1 applies, and assuming that (4.9) holds for |a| < ¢, for ¢ large enough
(depending on n). Consider now the second term in (4.11). We estimate it as:

W8/ [, W Be@)|| < €W [ W | (4.13)
We have:
W2 e Wi |
A 1 o
(m) (n/2) ip-E (n)
< [ a5 1o s = W [ )

C exp(c|t])e2
T 14|z
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by Proposition 4.1; note that ¢ has to be taken large enough in (4.9), to make sure that
|F| < CWW™. Egs. (4.12), (4.14) imply (4.10). O

Remark 4.5. The bound (4.10) also implies that
sup H (7, F.(2)] H < Cexp(c|t)e™ .
zEN tr

This can be shown proceeding similarly as we did in Remark 4.2.

4.2 Fluctuation dynamics

The proof of Theorem 3.7 relies on the study of the time-evolved vector ¢, = e *£t/*R,Z. In
order to compare v; with the quasi-free state associated with the solution w; of the Hartree
equation (4.1), it is useful to introduce the fluctuation dynamics

U(t;s) = RE, e EE=9/ER, . (4.15)
It follows that
by = R, Ut 0)E = Ry, Zy (4.16)

with Z; = U(t;0)= describing the excitations, at time ¢t € R, of the quasi-free state with
reduced density w;. To show that vy is locally close to the quasi-free state with reduced
density w; and conclude the proof of Theorem 3.7, it is enough to prove that the local

density of particles in Z; (i.e. the local density of the excitations of the quasi-free state) is

small, compared to the local density of the quasi-free state, which is of the order ¢73.

Proposition 4.6 (Growth of local density of excitations). Under the assumption of Theo-
rem 3.7, there exist constants C,c > 0 independent of A such that

(Zy, dAOWINE,) < C exp(cexp c|t])e 3+ (4.17)
for all n € N large enough, for allt € R and all z € A with B, s (z) C A.

Remark 4.7. Note that by the monotonicity of the functions Wén) the bound (4.17) holds
indeed for constants C,c > 0 independent of n.

With Proposition 4.6, we can conclude the proof of Theorem 3.7.

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Using (3.5), recalling that ¢, = R,Z; and applying Lemma 3.2, we
have

tr O, (Wt(l) - Wt)

_ _ _ (4.18)
== <:‘t, (dfl(utozut) - dI’r(v_tOzv_t) - dflt(utOzvt) - dfrl(vtozut)):t>

with uy = /1 —w;,v; = /w;. Consider the first term in the right-hand side. Since |(z —
2)*0,| < [dp|D*O(p)], by assumption (2.15) on O, it follows that |O,| < CW§"), which
implies dI';(u;O,uy) < C’dI‘l(utV\/én)ut). Furthermore,

utwén)ut _ ((Wén))1/2ut + [ut, (Wén))1/2])(ut(W§n))1/2 + [(Wén))1/2’ut])
< 2WIN 22 (WIN2 g 2 [y, (W) | (4.19)

< 2 42 [ug, (WI)2])?
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we conclude with Lemma 3.1 and with the remark after Corollary 4.4 (using HWén) llop < C,
luellop < 1, setting F = (W™)1/2 and choosing n large enough, so that (4.9) holds true)
that:

Ty (w0 up) < AWM + O [ue, W2 |, < CAT; (W) + Ce™2 exp(c]t]) . (4.20)
Similarly, we can bound the second term in (4.18) as:
—dD (T0,7) < dD(T|O.[77) < Cdly (W) + Ce™2 exp(c]t]) - (4.21)
The other terms in (4.18) can be controlled by Lemma 3.1, Remarks 4.2 and 4.5. For example,
|[(Bt, dT (u O00)Er) | < COlus Oz,
< CH [ug, O] Htr + CHOZutthtr < Cexp(c|t])e 2

where in the last step we used that O, fulfills the assumptions of Corollary 4.4, and that
|O0.| < CW,. All in all, we obtain:

trO.(1" —wn)| < Cexplelt)e™ + C(Er dTVI)Es)

if n € N is large enough. Theorem 3.7 now follows from Proposition 4.6. U

4.3 Growth of local density of excitations

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.6. To control the growth of the local
density associated with the excitation vector Z;, we proceed in two steps. First we provide a
rough a priori bound of the order e 73, valid everywhere. Then, we use this a priori estimate
to establish the improved bound (4.17), valid in a subset of A, where we know from (3.14)
that the initial datum has few excitations.

Lemma 4.8 (Rough Bound on Density of Excitations). Let 0 < w < 1 satisfy Assump-
tion 3.3 (bounded density). Let = € F(b @ b) satisfy the first bound in (5.14). Let Z; be
defined as in (4.16). Then, there exist constants C,c > 0 such that

(E4, ATy (WI)E,) < Cexp(clt])e™
for all n € N large enough, for all z € R and for o =1,r.

Proof. We consider the case o = [ (the case 0 = r can be treated analogously). Also note
that we can fix some n > 4 large enough, the bound for 7 > n following by monotonicity.
First of all, recalling from (4.16) that Z; = R}, v, we obtain, by Lemma 3.2 (exchanging
R. and R is equivalent to replacing v with —v),

(Ep, dTy(WM)E,)
= (P, (dTy(uW ™ uy) — T (GWMT) + dT5E (u W) + dU o (oW ) )y )
We can bound the third term by

(4.22)

K¢mdr;oumémv»¢»|=:L/dyMém<yK¢manum»aﬂ@anw»(
< / dy W ()| ar (e )| | (T e |

1/2 1/

< (/dywén)(y)||vt;y\|§> </dyWn) )z e 2

< (tr W) Y2 (3, dTs (W )2,

(4.23)
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where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality twice and v? = w;. The fourth term on the
r.h.s. of (4.22) is controlled similarly. The second term is negative and can be neglected
for the purpose of an upper bound. To control the first term on the r.h.s. of (4.22) (and
therefore also the r.h.s. of (4.23)), we observe that

uWuy = uW™ (ug — 1) + (ug — HWM + W)
1
which implies that
uW My < 2(up — YW (uy — 1) + 4w (4.24)
and thus that
(g, ATy (u W ug)ahy) < 4y, dT; W )ay) + 260 W,
< 4(¢y, drl(W§">)wt> +Ce3 exp(c|t])

for n € N large enough. Here we used (1—u;)? = (1 \/1 —wt)? < wy and then we applied the

bound (4.2). We are left with controlling (1, dFZ(WZ )¢t> We use a Gronwall argument.
We have

(4.25)

20, (o1, dDi (W ) = (o, dDy([V1 = 28 W)
where we used that [dI';(A),dI';(A)] = dI'/([4, B]), and that the two-body interaction com-
mutes with dFl(Wén)). We claim that

[ OVE) 12 . V1= Al (W) T < ok (4.26)

for some constant C' > 0 depending on n only. In fact, we can estimate

H(W("’)_”Q[W( V1=2A W)

< 2] [V, VI - A )
< o [V 2, I Ao - o,
< H(W n) 1/2[\/ 1—e2A, |2 — 2] H <C Z llads (V1 —e2A)|op < Ce
1<|a|<2n
because ||(WV )1/2|£C z|?n=led)|,p < C for all 1 < |a| < 2n. From (4.26), we obtain
iW, V1 - e2A] < Cew™ (4.27)

By Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that

(e, Ty (W )aby) < exp(clt]) (1, dTy (WM )p) .

Recalling that 1 = R,E and applying once again Lemma 3.2, we find

(. dLy (W )
= (Z, (dT (W) — dT,([@WMT) — dT) (uW o) — dT (oW ) E)

Proceeding as we did to handle (4.22), and using Assumption 3.3 to bound tr Wz(,n)w and the
first estimate in (3.14) to control (Z, dF(Wén))E>, we conclude the proof of the lemma. [
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The next step in the proof of Prop. 4.6 is the computation of the generator of the
fluctuation dynamics (4.15), defined as

G(t) := (icOU (t; s))U(t; s)* = (iedy RE,) Ry + RE,L Re, (4.28)
so that U(t; s) satisfies the Schrédinger equation
ie0 U (t; s) = G(t)U(t; )
with U(s;s) =1 for all s € R.

Proposition 4.9 (Generator of the Fluctuation Dynamics). The generator G(t), defined in
(4.28), is a self-adjoint operator on F(h @ bh) and can be written as

G(t) = dly(hu(t)) — dTr(hu(t)) + C(t) + Q(t) (4.29)
where, introducing the notation
Ua () = w(52) s ve() = w2, (4.30)

we have (collecting in C(t) contributions that commute with the number of particles operator)

63 * * * * ___
C(t) := 5 / dedyV(z —vy) (al () ay (Uey)ar (Uey ) ar (use) + 207 (Use ) ar (Tiz ) ar (Tgy ) ar (Uey)
= 207 (utz) ay (Vg ) ar (Vg )ar (uta) + @ (Vey)ay (V) ar (Vi) ar (Vty)
= a; (W) ay (Ury)ar (Ury)ar (Ury) — 20, (Uez) 6] (V42 )@ (Viy ) ar (Ury)
+ 20, (W) g (Viy ) a1 (V) ar (Utz) — a7 (Vg ) @ (V) (Vi) 0 (V)
+ 20 (U )ar (Vi (23 ) — 20 (te )ty Jr (a3 ) )
(4.31)

63 * * * * * * *
Qt) = D) /dﬂ3 dyV(z—y (al (ut,)ay (ut;y)ar (W;y)ar (Vtz) + 2a; (ut)a (ut;y)ar (W)al(ut;y)
Vty)ay (Vez) ar (Vi) — ar (W) ay (Uey)af (Vey)ag (via)
1) (Ve )ar (Usy) — 2a7 (Usz)ag (viy)ag (vie)ar(vey)
x;y) + h.c.) .

)

e

(4.32)

Proof. Proposition 4.9 is proved in [5, Prop. 3.1], in the mean-field regime, and with w; solving
the Hartree-Fock equation. Since here we let w; evolve according to the Hartree, rather than
the Hartree-Fock dynamics (so, we neglect the exchange term appearing in the Hartree-Fock
equation), the operators C(t) and Q(t) contain additional quadratic contributions. O

To prove Proposition 4.6, we are going to use a Gronwall argument, estimating the incre-
ments of the local density of the excitations. Therefore, we need to control the commutator
of the operator dF(Wén)) with the generator G(t) of the fluctuation dynamics. In the next
lemma, we collect some identities which will be useful to compute this commutator.
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Lemma 4.10. If A is a bounded operator on by, we set A,(-) := A(;x). Let V satisfy the
assumptions of Theorem 2.3 and set

e iz >
VO = [ S V@ [ a0 ). a3)
rs 1+ |p| R3

Then, for any bounded operators J, A, B,C,D on b and any p,o,0’,5,6" = r,1 the following
identities hold true:

{drp(J)7/d$dyV($ —y)ag(Az)ay, (By)ao’(cy)aa(Dw)}
= by [z [ agV D)ot (B,)ar ([7.4V2 D) )aw(C,) (431)

+ 0,0 /dz/de A)dT . ([J, BVYC*))an (D)

ar,(2), [ dodyv (o —y)a’:,(Ax)a;,<Bm>a:;<cy>a5<Dy>}
/ dz / dyV ) (y)az(Cy)dT, (8p0 JAVVI BT 46, AVIV BT JT)as(D,)  (4.35)

+ 0,5 / dzdl} , (AVIVBT)dr, ([7,cVP D)) .

[drp(J), / dedyV (z — y)a’ (Ag)a (Bm)ao,(cy)ag(Dy)}
= / dzdl} (8, JAVIVBT +5, o AVIV BT JT)dr, (CV ) D*) (4.36)

—~ / dzdr} ,(AVVBTYar;, (8, J7CVPD* +6,,CVPD*J) ,

—~
Sy
8
SN—
S
| %
—~
D
SN—
S
| %
—~
)
<
~—

dr, (), / drdyV (z — y)ag(As)a,
= / dzdl7 (6,0 JAVIV BT + 6, AV BT JT)dr, (CV2 DT) (4.37)
+ / dzdl} , (AVOBTYdr}t (5, JCVA DT +6,,cvA DT JT) .
The proof of Lemma 4.10 relies on the following relations, whose proof is a simple appli-
cation of the canonical anticommutation relations (2.1).

Lemma 4.11. For any bounded operators A, B on by the following identities hold true, for
any 6,0,0" =rl:
[dT'5(A),dl(B)] = 65,0dT([A, B])
[dT5(A),dT} ,(B)] = dU'} (05,0 AB + 65, BAT) , (4.38)
[dT5(A),dT, ,(B)] = —dU; (65, A" B + 05 ,»BA) .

Furthermore, for any bounded operator A on b and f € h we have

[T (A), ag(f)] = ag(Af),  [dl;(A),a5(f)] = —as(Af) . (4.39)
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Proof of Lemma 4.10. We prove (4.34) and (4.36), since (4.35) and (4.37) follow in a similar
way. By the Leibniz rule for commutators and by (4.39) we have

)% (By)a (Cy)aq (Ds)|
= 05,003 (T A2)a% (By)ag: (Cy)ag (D) + ay(Ay) [dTs (1) a3 (By)ag (Cy) | as(D.)
— 05005 (Az)aks (By)ag (Cy)ag(JDy)
— a3/ (By) [d05 (1), a5 (An)aq (D2) | g (Cy) + a3 (Ar) [d05 (1), 05 (By)agr (Cy) | ag (D)

[dr (J), a2 (As)a

(4.40)
From (4.33), we can write
[ dzayV @~ y)aty (B,) |8 (). 3 (Ao (D) 0 (C)
— [ dz / ayVAD (y)as (By) |5 (1), / daViD (@)a5(Ay)as(Ds)] a0 (Cy)
Since
/diz(z) (x)as(Az)as(Dy) = dl, (AV(Q)D ), (4.41)

by (4.38) we conclude that
/ dedyV (z — y)a, (B )[dr (), O(Am)ao(px)}aa,(cy)

= 050 / dz / dyV ) (y)ak (By)dL, ([J, AVSD D*])ag (Cy) .

The same manipulations carry over to the second term on the last line in (4.40), hence the
claim. To prove (4.36), we write

[ dzagV @ ) (An)as (Braw (C)aa (D))
= [ao( [ v @ aa () ( [ av W (C)e0(D,)
= / dzdl'}f ,(AVVBT)ar,, (CV2 DY),
where in the last step one proceeds as in (4.41). The claim then follows by the Leibniz rule
for commutators and by (4.38). O

We are now ready to control the growth of local fluctuations.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. Throughout this proof, we will use the shorthand notation C; =
Cexp(c|t]) for some C,c > 0 independent of A which can possibly vary from line to line.
We will not trace the dependence of the constants on n, since we can fix some n > 4 large
enough, the bound for n > ng following by monotonicity. The proof is based on a Gronwall
argument. By Proposition 4.9 we have, for o = [, r,

iy (24,dD s (WIM)Z,)
= (24, [dT, (W), dTy (V1 — e2A) — dT, (V1 — e2A) + C(t) + Q(t)]Z¢)

where we used that [dI, (Wén)), dly (V% 0¢)] = 0 and where C(t) and Q(t) have been defined

in (4.31) and (4.32) respectively. We control each term in the above commutator separately.

(4.42)
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Control of [dPU(W,g")), dl'y(v1—€2A)].  With the bound (4.27), we find

i[dDe (W), dTy (V1 — €2A)] = 8,1 dTy (i [W, V1 — 2A]) < Ce 8,y dT (W)

Therefore

(s, [dr (W), dry(v/1 - 82A)]5t>( < Ce 8,y (2, ATy WM)Z,) . (4.43)
To control [dly (Wz(,n)), dl'y(v1 — £2A)], we proceed analogously.

Control of [dI', (Wzn)),C (t)]. We discuss separately the various contributions to C(t).
(i) Consider the term:

I:= {dFU(Wgn)),/dxdy V(x —y)af(ut;m)(zf(ut;y)al(ut;y)al(ut;x)] .

From Eq. (4.34), we have

I =20, /dz//dx V’Z(,l)(x)a?(ut;x)dl“l([Wg"),utVz(,Q)ut])al(ut;w) . (4.44)
By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and by Lemma 3.1, we find

[(E01E0)]

<2 [az [ arl Vi) entue) 2] a0V 0V ]yt =]

4.45
<2 [ ( [ aalvl o) =) IV v Pl o
<2 [ @ (2 dri (ul VS ) 20) | VO, V],

From Corollary 4.4, using that [ §”), VZ(,Q)] = 0, we have:

Ct€72

H [Wén),Ut‘/;(/Q)ut] H < QHV (2) [W(n Ut Htr =1+ ‘Z — Z/‘S

(4.46)
for all 2/ € R? (because we assumed that z € A), for all n € N large enough (in Corollary 4.4,
we choose F = W™ and we use the fact that V decays faster than any power to estimate
V® by a factor W, for n € N sufficiently large). To bound (Ht,dfl (ut|V |ut)_t> we
choose R > 0 so that Br(z) C A, and we consider separately 2z’ € Br(z) and 2’ € Bf(z).
For 2/ € Br(z), we proceed as in (4.20) to estimate

(24, dTy (u [V [ug) ) < (Fy,dDy (WE)E) 4+ Cre 2. (4.47)

Here, we used the fact that V() is smooth in momentum space (which follows from the
definition (4.33)), to conclude that it decays faster than any power in position space. For
z' € B§(z), on the other hand, we proceed as in (4.24)-(4.25) and we apply Lemma 4.8 and
Proposition 4.1 to obtain

(Zp, dTy (ue VD) Ze) < (B dDy (W) E) + e W, < Cre™ . (4.48)
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Combining these estimates, and using

1
— 4/ <Cl+R)7°
/Bc (z) 1+’Z—Z/‘8 ( )

we arrive at

|(Ei,15)| < Ci(e™ +e72(1+ R)™®) + Ce? S;p( | (B4, dIy (WS“)Et) - (4.49)
z'€BRr(z

(ii) With (4.36) we write the next term as
11 = [ar, W), [ dadyV (@ — y)ai o) (02 (5 ey )|
- / A2 dT; (5o W u VD vy + 65y VI o W)l (0, ) (4.50)
- / d2'dT3 (ug VD v dU 5 (60, W0, VP uy + 650V uV ™)

Let us consider the first term on the r.h.s. of (4.50), the other can be treated analogously. As
we did in (i), we decompose the z’-integral in two regions. First, we consider the contribution
from 2z’ € Br(z). With Lemma 3.1, we find

( (=, /B d2' T (WM, VD v dl (0, P g ) 24 ‘

) (4.51)

< [ Ol o,
BR(Z)

We can estimate
WV Pl < WV UtthtﬁHW ) [y, VAT,

(4.52)
< C(1+ |z = 2B WDy |, + W [, VY]

e

if n € N is large enough (because then HW§" ‘Q(,l)(Wgn/Q))*lHop <C(1+]z— 2871, using
the decay of V(l)). With Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.4 we obtain

_ Cie~2
WD ugy|, < Cre™?, WA [, V, :|Htr = 1‘*‘\;7—2"8 : (4.53)
if n € N is large enough. We conclude that
Cie~?2
Hw?gn)utvz(/l)vt“tr S m (454)

if n € N is large enough. Since we assumed z € A, the last estimate holds for all 2/ € R3.
For 2z € Bpg(z), we can also apply Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.4 to bound the second
norm on the r.h.s. of (4.51) by

eVl < lowuV o + o [V ],

(4.55)
< ooVl + | V2], < Coe?.
Combining (4.54) with (4.55), we obtain
/ dz’ HW(" utV Uthr HvtV uthr < Ce? (4.56)
Br(z)
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if n € N is large enough. For 2’ € B,(z) we proceed differently, expanding
A (V) = [ gV @) s wr)an(uy)
We find
/B A A WV o) T (0 )
- / e / dy VP () ap (@) dT; (WP u V0 ay (ugy) (4.57)
- / ( )dz’ dt (W u Vo VP uy) = A+ B .
By Lemma 3.1 and by (4.54), we obtain

[ENENE /dz'

<[ e, (459
%(2)

O Pz

</ d? HW utV Uth <Ct6
7(2)

As for the term A, we find, with Lemma 3.1,

(B ‘< /c /dy\V vty)“t’drlt(Wgn)“t‘é(fl)”t)al(ut;y)aﬁ‘
< [, @, / ay [V )] ol [l )= | (459
< Ce™ (1 + R)

Here, we used again (4.54) and we estimated
[ V) el a2
1/2 1/2
< ( / ay [V )| loey12) ™ ( / ay [V )] ||y Z*) (4.60)

- (m«|vz(,2) )1/ * (B0, T (| VO Jur) 202 < Cre®

by Prop. 4.1 and proceeding as in (4.48). Combining (4.56), (4.58) and (4.59), we arrive at

(B IIE)| < Ci(e™ +e "1+ R)7°).
(iii) By (4.34) we write
L= [aro (OW.), [ dedyV (o = )e} () (55 ) (T o )|
= b1 / d='dyV_ P (y)az (Org) A0y (W, VP ] ) ar (01
+5(,r/dz /di z)a] (U )dly ([Wé”),v_t‘/;(?)v_t])al(ut;x).
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Both contributions have the same structure as the term I, just with two factors u; replaced
by factors of v; and, in the second contribution, with dI'; replaced by dI',.. Proceeding very
similarly as we did in (i), we conclude that

|(E,THE)| < Co(e 4+ 51+ R) )+ Ce® sup (S, dT(WP)E)
2’€BR(z)

where we introduced the shorthand notation dI'(O) = dI';(O)+dIl',-(O), for second quantized
operators on F(h @ b).

(iv) With (4.34) we write
IV = [, (W), [ dedyV (o~ y)a; (07)a () (05 (0
=28, [ dadyV (@ )i (05) (40, V), 0 (075 ) (05 (07

Also this contribution is analogous to the term I, with now four factors u; replaced by factors
of v;. Proceeding as in (i), we find

|(ELIVEY| < Ci(e 4+ P(1+R) D)+ Ce® sup  (Ep,dl, (W)
2'€BR(z)

(v) — (viii) The contribution of the next four terms appearing in the expression (4.31) for
the operator C(t) is completely analogous to the contribution of the first four terms and can
be handled in the same way. We are left with the contribution of the quadratic terms on the
last line of (4.31).

(ix) With Lemma 4.11 we write

= [dr ), [ dzdyV @ ) (a}(05) 0 05) = a () n(usy)) o)
_ / 42/ (8, (W, 5V VEIT]) = gl (W, VP VD] ) )
=1IX; +IX,y .

By Lemma 3.1, we have

(54, 1X, Z1)| g/dz IV, 5V w v iPw] |.. -

With [|willop < 1, uellop < 1, Joellop < 1 and since VD, V) are bounded functions, we

obtain

HDWMWV”MV(WHH

< OV w) Vi, + €| DVl V2P|, + VY At )

e -

From Corollary 4.4 and from the invariance of the trace norm under complex conjugation,
we find

IV, 5V 2wV w] ||, < Ce™? (1 + |2 — /%)

if n € N is large enough. A similar analysis holds for the term IX5. We conclude that

(B0, IXEy)| < Cie™?
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Combining the bounds in (i) — (ix), we arrive at

|(Es, [dTo (W), C(1)] )]

<C(e e 21+ R) D) +Ce sup (S, dT(WI)E,),
z'€BRr(z)

(4.61)

for 0 =1,r, for n € N large enough and for all t € R.

Control of [dT', (Wzn)), Q(t)]. We discuss separately the various terms appearing in Q(¢):

(i) From (4.37), we have
T [dr, W), [ dzdyy (@ = y)af (u10)a ()3 (07 (072)|
= / 42 dT; (60w VO or + 65y VI o WD) T (u V. ) (4.62)
+ / d2'dU5 (u VD v ) AU (60 WP VD vy + 6 p s VD o)

We consider the first term, the second can be handled similarly. We proceed similarly as
we did for the term II. With Lemma 3.1, the contribution associated with 2z’ € Bg(z) is
bounded by

‘<Et, / . 2 dT} (6, W u VD vy) dT (utvz(?’vt)EQ‘
BR z
= / dZ/HW»gn)utVz(/l)thtr Hutvz(/2)thtr < Ct6_4 ’
BR(Z)

where in the last step we used (4.54) and (4.55). For 2’ € B%(z), on the other hand, we

expand dL'}’ (u, VZ(2)vt) and we estimate, using again Lemma 3.1, (4.54) and (4.60) (in contrast
to (4.57), there is here no B term, because creation operators anticommute):

= A WV ) VP )0
R z

< /BC( )dz'uwgmutv;})vtutr/dym@)(y){ 158,y lo ||t (uzsy ) Ze || < Coe™5(1 + R)™° .
" (4.63)

Thus,
(212 < e+ + B)) .

for n € N large enough.
(ii) With (4.35), we find

M= [ar, V), [ dedyV (o = )i () () ()
- / dz / dyV.? (1)@ (s AT (5 WD VI 0 + 65 o VD 0 W ) a1y ()

— 60 / d2'dr; (VS v ) dy (W, 0wV ] )

:Zﬁ1+ﬁ2.
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The contribution I~Il is similar to the term I; the main difference is that the commutator
[Wﬁ"’ , utV(,Q)ut] is now replaced by the product Wz(n)utV(,l)vt or by the product utV(,l)thZ(f),

z z z
whose trace norm can however be controlled with (4.54). Similarly to (4.49), we obtain

(E, L E)| < Ci(e +e5(1+ R) ™) + Ce 2 up (Zy,dTy (W) E,)
z’€BRr(z

As for ﬁQ, it has the same form as the term T, with Wﬁ"’utvz(,%t replaced by [Wén), utVz(,Q)ut],
whose trace norm can be estimated with Corollary 4.4. We conclude that

(E0 T E)| < Cy(e* +eP(1+R)7).
Therefore

(2, TTZ)| < Ci(e ™ +e A+ R) D) + Cie? sup  (,dly(WI)E,) .
2’€BR(z)

(iii) By (4.35), we write the next term as

M= [ary W), [ dady (o — 3)of () 07505 (07 (075

= —/dz'/dyVZ(,2)(y)a:(vt;y)dflfn(5071W§”)utVZ(,1)vt +50,TutVz(/l)th£7))ar(W;y)

— 8oy [ dZ'dT;E (u VS0, )d, (V) 5V 5]

This term has exactly the same structure as the term ﬁ, with u; and v; interchanged. We
proceed analogously as in (ii), to bound

(2, TTE)| < Co(e ™ +e5(1+ R) D) + Cre™® sup  (Z,dT, (WP)E,) .
2'€BR(z)

(iv) — (vi) The contribution of the next three terms appearing in the expression (4.32) for
the operator Q(t) is completely analogous to the contribution of the first three terms and
can be handled in the same way. We are left with the contribution of the quadratic terms
on the last line of (4.32).

(vii) By using Lemma 4.11 we write the commutator with the quadratic term as
VILi= [aro (W), [ dedyV (o~ y)ai (ue)o? (05 )0 a:0)|

z z

- / 2 dT} (6, WP u VO V0, + 65 o VD o v P o)

—: VII; + VII, .

With Lemma 3.1, we have

(2 VE) < [ a vl
Since wy = v7, ||vt]lop < 1 and since V) is a bounded functions, we find, with (4.54),

" " Cie~?2
HW}E )utvz(’l)wtvz(’Z)thtr S CHW}E )Utvz(,l)’()thr S 1 + ‘tz . Z,‘S I
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if n € N is large enough. This implies that \(Et,ﬁl Z¢)| < Cye™2. The term VII, can be
handled similarly. Hence

‘<Et7\//1\i5t>| < Ct€_2 .
Combining the estimates in (i) — (vii), we conclude that
[(Z6, [0 (W), O(1)]Z0)]

< Gy (5_1 +e3(1+ R)_5) + Cie  sup <Et, dF(WSL))EQ
2'€Bg(2)

(4.64)

for o =1, r, for n € N large enough and for all £ € R.
Conclusion. We plug (4.43), (4.61) and (4.64) into (4.42). We obtain

|04, dT, WINED| < Co(e 2+ 31+ R) D) +C; sup (S, dD(WSZ,)  (4.65)

2’€BR(z)
for o = I,r, for n € N large enough and for all ¢ € R. It will be convenient to choose the
parameter R as a function of time; we replace R with R; in (4.65). Rewriting this bound in
integral form (and recalling the notation dI' = dI'; + dI',.), we find
(E,dT(WIM)E,) < (Zo, dT(WM)Zg)

S

t d t
—2 -3 ) (77/) )
4+ Cie™* + Cie /0 7(1 R + Ct/o ds sup <_S,dP(WZ, )_S> .

z'€BR,(2)
Choosing Rs; = r(t — s) for a parameter r > 0 to be fixed later on, we obtain
(Er, dD(WI)Ey)
-3 t n 4.66
< (Zo, dTWIM)Zg) + Cy <6_2 + 5—) + ct/ ds sup (2, dT(WP)Z,) (4.66)
r 0 Z’EBr(t_s)(Z)
for all ¢t > 0. Next, for fixed T' > 0 and z9 € A, we define

F(t) := sup (Z, dF(Wén))Et>
2€By(7—¢)(20)

for any t € [0;T]. Observing that

sup (o, dT(WI™)Zp) < F(0),
2€By(7—¢)(20)

sup sup <ES,dI’(W£7))ES> < F(s),
2E€B,(7—1)(20) 2’ €By(1—5)(2)

it follows from (4.66) that
6_3 t
F(t) < F(O) + CT(672 + T) + CT/ dSF(S)
0
for all t € [0;T]. From Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that

F(t) < 9T (F(0) + Cre ™2 + Cre 3 /1) .
for all t € [0;7]. Choosing t = T and r = ¢~°, we arrive at

sup  (E,dDWIM)ZE) 4 ¢73+9
ZGBE*‘ST (ZO)

< Cexp(cexp(dT])e 3

(Er, dT(W)Er) < C exp(cexp(c[T)))

for all zg € A, with B.—sp(29) C A, by the assumption (3.14). This concludes the proof of
Proposition 4.6. U
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5 Proof of Theorem 2.3

We are now ready to prove our main result, Theorem 2.3. Without loss of generality, we
consider here t > 0; the case ¢ < 0 can be handled analogously. We also introduce the
notation Cy = Cexp(ct), for constants C,c > 0 independent of A, possibly varying from line
to line.

The proof is by approximation of the Fermi projection w, = x(H < p) via a positive-

temperature state
1

“ns = 1+ efH—p)
with inverse temperature 3 = O(¢~!). We will denote by w; the solution of the nonlinear
Hartree equation 2.14 with initial datum w;—¢ = w,, and by w; the solution with initial data
Wi=0 = Wy,6-
Let z € A, with A as in Assumption 2.1. We start by decomposing

tr (’)z(’yt(l) —wy) = tr O, (W — wy) + tr (’)Z(fyﬁl) —w) =A+B. (5.1)

Bound for the term A. We claim that, for z € A such that B.-s5,(z) C A and for
0<d<1:

tr O, (w; — wt)‘ < Cexp(cexp(ct)) e 3+, (5.2)

for constants C, ¢ > 0 independent of A. To prove this bound we start by estimating:

tr O, (& — wt)( < Hoz(at — )

< CHWSL) (Wi — :th) >

)
tr

where we used that |O,| < CW . where n € N will be chosen below, large enough. Fur-
thermore,

IWE @1 — wolle < W (0(8: 0)wy 6T (8 0)* = Ut 0)wy U (150)" )

+ HWZ(,") (Ut 005U (10)" = U1 0)w, U (807 ’ (5.4)

=T+1I,

tr

with U(t; s), U (t;s) being the unitary dynamics generated by the Hartree Hamiltonians
associated with the density o;(x) = wi(z;x) and gy(x) = wi(z;x), respectively.

1= HWé")U(t; 0)(wpu,p — wu)Htr < CtHWZ(,")(w“ﬁ —wy)

tr
To bound the r.h.s. of the last equation, we observe that
[V wn = s,
< [Wiwu(1 - W) + - W)y 8| (5.5)
S 4HW§H)WMB(1 - Wuﬁ)Htr )
where we used that x(z < u) < 2f, g(x) and that 1 —x(x < p) < 2(1— f, g(x)) with f, g(x)
the Fermi-Dirac function. Noticing that for any m € N there exists C,,, > 0 such that

ePH—p) Con

wp,8(1 —wp,g) = 1+ eB(H—M))Z < (B(H — p)>m + 1 (5.6)
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from Assumption 2.1, we conclude that

11 < WO s — ), < CUWD w500 - )],
1
(H —p))*™ +1

(5.7)

< CtE_Z ;

tr

< CtHWz('n) B

where we also used the invariance of the trace norm under hermitian conjugation. Consider
now the first term in Eq. (5.4). Using again (4.7), we have

= HW§">U(t; 0) (U(t; 0)* T (t; 0)&oU (¢ 0) U (£ 0) — a())

< Wi (U(t:0) T 0@ (10)* U #:.0) — o ) ! (5.8)

tr'

Using the Duhamel formula
U (;0)U (t; 0)@o U (t; 0)*U (£ 0) — @o
= —ig? /Ot dsU(s;0)" {(V % (85 — 05)), U (5: 0)@0U (s; 0)*} U(s;0) ,
we find

HWZ('N) <U(t; 0)*U (¢; 0)ao U (¢; 0)*U (¢; 0) — a())

tr

t
< 82/0 ds HWg")U(s; 0)* [(V * (0s — 0s)) ,55} U(s;0) o (5.9)
t
< Ct€2/ dsHW§"> (V@ - 0,)), 5] ‘ .
0 tr
Next, we write
(V <o = 2)(@) = [ dyVi(@)euly) - 2.0)
which gives:
[ s e -2, < [avlew - awlwerv@ @), o e
In order to set up a Gronwall argument, we proceed as follows. We start by writing:
[vlew - wwl|wem@ @),
-/ dy los(y) — B )| WPV () . &) (5.11)
ly—z|<e—%s tr

_ (@) 1)

tr

T /|y—Z|>€5s dy | os(y) — 0s(y))| HW§") [V, (2) ,@s]

Consider the second term. From Corollary 4.4, using the fast decay of the potential V', we
obtain

Cye™2

(n) AR < -7
e e, < s

(5.12)
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for all n € N large enough. Using this estimate we have:

(b) -2 S )

I < Cye /yz>€_6s dy (0s(y) +25(¥)) 777 = oF

(1+|y —=2)* 1

(L+e %)t 1+ [z —y[®
1

1+ ]z —yl*

< Cye / dy (05(y) + Ba(v))

Cye™?
[ —
T 14 (e7%)4

Cee?

— mtr (ws + @ws)W,

(5.13)
/ dy (0s(y) + B (1))

which we can further estimate as, using the propagation of locality of Eq. (4.7):

Cye™?
10 < c Tt (W + w )W

1+ (e79%s)
20 ,e72
P —
T 14 (e7%s)4
Cse™?
T 14 (e 0s)4”

trw, W, (5.14)

where the second inequality follows from the trivial bound w, < 2w, g, and the last from the
boundedness of the density of the Fermi-Dirac state, Proposition 3.8.
Consider now the term I, Observe that, since s < ¢, the integration variable y is in A,

since the ball B,-s,(z) is contained in the region A. We have, writing V,(2) = ?SQN) (@)Vy(@)

tr

©< [ dvlew - 2w|[WOne 5

I RIS AT

»

<[ wlew -awl|([prwe 5

— 1% 4 1{ .

(5.15)
We can estimate the term Iga) as:
1 <c Ay es(y) = B) | e [V i) .
ly—z|<e—3s L[z =gyl Y tr
< C’<ps;1[é)3 zlelg 1 +1|p| ‘WZS") [P 3] tr) /dy ‘Qs(y) - §s(y)|W§n) (y) (5.16)

<Oy / dy |os(y) — BV W) |

by the propagation of the local semiclassical structure, Proposition 4.1, and Remark 4.2.
Next, using that:

/dy |05(y) — s (1) W () = tr Js(ws — @)

where J; is the operator of multiplication by the function Js(z) = wi (x)sign(os(z)—o0s(x)),
we can further estimate:

trd(ws — ws) < ‘ Js(ws — @y)

LS e -a

tr.
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Therefore, we obtained:
1 < 055*2(]1/\/5") (ws — &)

(5.17)

tr.

Consider now the term Iga) in (5.15). Here we shall use that, by the assumptions on the
potential,

[werorge 7

ngm ERAYED)

< C sup (5.18)

tr pers 1+ [p) tr

We estimate the right-hand side using Proposition 4.1. The key remark is that y € A, and
that the localizer associated with y has a larger power, 2n, than the initial localizer associated
with z, which has power n. Therefore, from the first bound in (4.4), we obtain:

Cse™?
WM e 5w L E— 5.19
Sélu@lﬂpl’ SV S T (519
and by (5.18), (5.19), we have:
~ Cse™2
M) 2 S ——— e VY O TR 2
e @), < g = G W) (5.20)
Plugging this estimate in Iga), we have:
1 < Ce [ dy]ew) - BWWIW) < O . - B, (5.21)
Putting together (5.15), (5.17), (5.21) we obtain:
1@ < Cye™2|WE (w5 — @), 3 (5.22)
this bound together with (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), (5.13) implies:
HW§”> (U(t:0) T (1 0)@o U (¢ 0) U (£:0) — o) t
t -3
< (n) — 0 87
= Ct/o ds <HWZ (ws ws)Htr + 1+ (8_68)4> (5.23)
t
< Ce 3t 4 Ct/ ds HWg") (ws — &S)Htr .
0
Combining this estimate with (5.4), (5.7), we finally get
t
W @) < e+ / ds [ Wi(w, - )| -
tr 0 r
Thus, the bound (5.2) follows from Gronwall’s lemma and from (5.3).
Bound for the term B. We claim that:
tr Oz(wgl) - @t)‘ < Cexp(cexp(ct))e 319 . (5.24)

Recall that %(1) is the reduced one-particle density matrix of the state ¢, = e "#t/ ‘R,E €
F(bh). Hence
tr O = (7R, €, dT(O,)e MR, €) .
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Switching to the doubled Fock space (see Section 3.1), we can also write

tr 0.4 = (U(Ry, @ Ry, ) (€ ® &), eF2dT1(0.)e U (R, © Ry, ) (€ ® £)) .

Denoting by R,,, , the Bogoliubov transformation on F (h @ h), generating the mixed quasi-
free state with reduced density w, g (see Section 3.2), we define

©:=R;, ,U(Ru, ®Rs,)((®E) € F(hh),

so that ' '
r 0 = (Ry,, 0, LT (0,)e E R, ,6) .

Wi, B

With Proposition 3.8, it follows that we can apply Theorem 3.7 to compute the r.h.s. of the
last equation and to show (5.24), if we can prove that

sup (0,dl,(W)0) < Ce™®,  sup(0,dl,(WM)O) < Ce 3, (5.25)
z€R3 zEA

for o = [,r and for n € N sufficiently large. Let us show (5.25) for o = [, the case 0 = r can
be handled similarly. From Lemma 3.2, we have

R,y dUIOWVINRE, = tr WP, 5+ dTy(w, s W wy5) — dT (0, s 0,5)

+ (n) _ (n) (5.26)
+ dU) (up, WS vp,) + dU L (0, sV 0y, 8)

where we set u, g = m, Vs = \/Wp,p; since the eigenfunctions of H can be chosen
real-valued, we can take here v, 3 = v, 3. Next, we compute the action of (R, ® Rg,)
on the terms on the r.h.s. of (5.26). To this end, we use the identity (2.9). Again, since
the eigenfunctions of H can be chosen real-valued, in (2.9) we can take v, = w,. Setting
u, = 1 — wy, we find, considering for example the action of (R,, ® Rg,) on the term

dI‘l(uﬂﬁWén)uﬂ,g) on the r.h.s. of (5.26),

U(R;, @ RS UL (w, sW My 6)U (R, @ Ra, ) U™
=1tr Wuuu,BW§n)uu,B Wy =+ drl(uuuuﬁwén)uuﬁ ) — AU (W pWety,p wp)
+ dI‘;L(uﬂumﬁWZ(,")uuﬁ wy) +dl'y (Wuuuﬁwz('n)uuﬁ Up) -
(5.27)

Consider the first term on the right-hand side of (5.27). If z € R3 we have, using that w),
and w, g commute, that w, < 2w, g and the fact that w, g has bounded density, Proposition
3.8:

teruMﬁWé")uu,g wy < 2tr Wén)wu,g < (03,

Instead, if z € A, we obtain
tr wﬂuuﬁwgn)uuﬂ wy = tr w1 — wyp)wy < Ce™?

arguing as we did to prove (5.7). This proves that the contribution arising from the first
term on the r.h.s. of (5.27) fulfills (5.25).
To bound the expectation of the second term on the r.h.s. of (5.27) for z € R3, we can

use twice the estimate (4.24). We obtain:

uuuu,ﬁwén)uu,ﬁ uy < 4(uy — 1) (upp — 1)W§n) (up — D)(upp — 1)

(5.28)
+ 8(uy — W (wy, — 1) + 8(uy g — DWW (uy, 5 — 1) + 16WN |
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which gives, proceeding as in (4.25):

(U(€ ® &), dTy (upu, s WPy, 5 u,)U(E @ €)) < 16(U(E @ &), dT (WM U (€ @ €))

5.29
+ Ctr Wén)wﬂ,g , (5.29)

where we used that u, — 1 = w,, and that (u, 3 — 1)* < w, 3. With (2.13), this implies that
(U(€ @ &), dTu(wtt s WMy 5wy )U (€ @ §)) < Ce™ (5:30)

for all z € R3. Instead, for z € A, we can first use the estimate (5.7) to replace wy, with u, g,
showing that

(U ®€), Ty (wutt WMy 51, ) U (€ @ €))
< C(U(E®E),dTy((1 = wu )WL (1 = wp))U (€ @ ) + C2

Then we can follow (4.19) to conclude that
U 5)a drl(uuuu,BW£n)uu,B uu)U(5 ® 5_)>

< C(E,dD(WM)E) + CLE, dD (W, wy 6]12)E)
< C€73+5 + 0572 < C€f3+5

(5.31)

for all z € A. This proves that the contribution arising from the second term on the r.h.s. of
(5.27) fulfills (5.25).

To prove that the third term on the r.h.s. of (5.27) satisfies (5.25), it is enough, by Lemma
3.1, to observe that

Ce=3 for z € R?

||wuuu,5W§")uM,gwu||tr < trwy(l - Wuﬂ)wgn) < { Ce™2 forzeA

as we argued for the first term in the right-hand side of (5.27).

As for the last two terms on the r.h.s of (5.27), to show the first bound in (5.25) we can
proceed as in (4.23), replacing u; by u,u, 3 and T; by u, gw, (again, we are using that the
eigenfunctions of H can be chosen real). We obtain:

(U6 © 8),dT (w1, Wy 5 0,)U (€ @ )

< ([ Wl ) ( [awO o auam)veo o) " ;5

< CoW (y)wy, s + CLU(E @ €), dTy (upu Wy, 5w, )U (€ ® €))
<Ce?,

where we used the boundedness of the density to estimate the first term, and (5.30) for the
second term. To prove the second bound in (5.25), we can observe that, for z € A,

Huuuu,ﬁwén)uuﬁwu”tr
< W (W = wpg) e + W (A = wpg)wp sllee + 11V, g ]l < Ce™2

as it follows from Corollary 4.4 and from (5.5)-(5.7).

The action of (R, ® Rg,) on the other terms on the r.h.s. of (5.26) can be handled
similarly. We skip here the details. We observe, however, that conjugation of the term
—drI’, (vﬂ,ng(,n)v“ﬁ) produces the contracted contribution

—tr WU, W 0y g = —tr Wy ey
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combined with the first contribution on the r.h.s. of (5.26) we get:

Ce3 for z e R3

Ce2 forze A (5.33)

tr Wiy (1 — wy) < {

where the first bound follows from the boundedness of the density and the second arguing
as we did to prove (5.7). This concludes the proof of (5.25) and of Theorem 2.3.

]
A Bound on the density of the Fermi-Dirac distribution
In this section we will show that, for all 5 > 1,
tr W,w, 5 < Ce™? (A1)

for some universal constant C' > 0, where for brevity W, = W;l), where w,, g is the Fermi-
Dirac distribution (3.16) associated with the Hamiltonian H = v/1 — e2A 4 Vi satisfying
Assumption 2.1 (in particular, with 0 < Veyy < Cz?). The bound (A.1) proves the statement
in Proposition 3.8 that w, g satisfies Assumption 3.3. We will actually show that

tr Woe”H=1 < 03 | (A.2)

from which the claim on tr W.w,, g follows by the operator inequality
wug < e~ H=m), for any 3 € [1, 00]. (A.3)
To check (A.3), it suffices to note that w, gef?# = fg(efl=#) with fs(z) = (x71 + 2771)7!

and that fg(z) <1 for § € [1,00] and = > 0.
Next, we note that the bound (A.2) is straightforward if Vi, = 0. In fact, we have:

tr W, e~ (VIZe"A=1) — e“/dw W, (z) /dk: e VIFER — 03 (A4)

To prove (A.2) in the case Viy # 0, we shall use a Feynman-Kac formula to get rid of Ve
and thus conclude by (A.4). Feynman-Kac formulas for the pseudo-relativistic Schrodinger
operators were first obtained in [14] in terms of a suitable Lévy process in place of the usual
Brownian motion. The Lévy process relevant for our purposes can be written in terms of
Brownian motion (Bi);>¢ and a one-dimensional subordinator (7});>0, see the pedagogical
exposition in [13] and [25, Sections 2.4 and 3.6].

Proposition A.1 (Feynman-Kac formula). Let (Bf);>o denote Brownian motion starting
at v € R3 and let E* be the associated expectation. Let (T})i>0 be an independent R-valued
Lévy process such that, denoting the associated expectation by E, we have for u > 0

EefuTt _ eft(\/2€2u+171) )
Let f,g € b and let Vg € LOO(IR{3) and continuous. Then,
<f, eft(\/ 1752A71+Vezt)g> — /dx]E]Efl' <f(B%’_b)g(B%t)e_ fot Vert(B’gjc“s )ds) ) (AS)

As an application of this formula, we obtain the following bound.
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Corollary A.2. Let H = /1 — e2A + Vi with Ve € L®°(R3), continuous and Vey > 0.
Then, the following bound holds true, for anyt >0, f € L*(R3):

(foe M f) < (f,e VI==A )

Proof. First of all, we note that we can swap the order of integration in (A.5) by Fubini-
Tonelli, since exp ( fo oxct ( ds) is positive and | f| and |g| are in . Accordingly, denoting

dIP’FO’%] the Wiener measure of Browman paths from x to y over the interval [0, t], we can write

(e 1) =8 [ dadyT@ 1) [ ag gy wye i Vom

[ Bl e

where we used that, for almost every v dP}." ( ) is positive definite (with respect to integra-

tion in z,y) and defined the measure dIP’[O 1 = [dzdyf(z )dIP’[O’Z]( v)f(y). The claim then

follows from the positivity of Veyt. O

[0, t]

Corollary A.2 implies that, for Vi > 0 bounded:
tr Woe~ H=1) < tr W, e (Ho—n) (A.6)

In our case, however, the potential Vi is not bounded, instead, it is confining. We will
overcome this by an approximation argument. This is the content of the next lemma.

Lemma A.3. Let H = /1 — 2A + Vi with Vg > 0 and Vey(x) < Clz|?. For any L > 0,

let:
Vi =Vux(z/L),  HY:=V1-e2A4+VE.

where x(x) is a smooth cut-off function, such that x(x) = 1 for |x| <1 and x(z) = 0 for

|z| > 2. Then,
1 1

A W S = YW - (A7)
Thanks to this lemma, we have:
tr W L = lim trW, !
r 14 efH-p) Ll—rgo g 1+ eB(H —p)
< limsup tr W,e~H" =) (A.8)
L—oo

< tr W,e Ho—m)

where the first inequality follows from (A.3) while the second follows from Eq. (A.2). This
bound, combined with (A.4), proves the claim (A.1). Let us now prove Lemma A.3.

Proof of Lemma A.3. To begin, observe that, by the Golden-Thompson inequality, w, g is
trace class. In fact:

trw,s < tr e BH=1) <ty o= BlHo—p) g=BVext — eﬁﬂ/dk e BV1+ek? /dw e BVext(2) < oo

Thus, to show (A.7) it is enough to prove, for any function f € L?(R3):

. 1 1
L11—>Hclo<f7W21 _|_65(HL*H') f> - <f7 WZ1 +65(H_N) f> . (Ag)
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By the boundedness of the operators in the trace and by density in L?(R?), it is enough to
consider f € C°(R3). To prove (A.9) we use the integral representation

1 dz 1 1
- - _ | == Al
1 4+ eBH=—p) /c 2mi 1 + P H — 27 (410)

where C is an unbounded clockwise path that encloses the spectrum of H. More precisely:
C=CiuCyUCs, (A.ll)
where, for K > O:
Ci={2€C| Rez=-K, Imz € (—n/28;7/28)}
Co={2€C | Rez € (—K,00), Imz=7/253} (A.12)
C3={z€C | Rez € (—K,00), Imz=—m/28} .
Observe that the path C does not enclose the poles of the Fermi-Dirac function z — 1/(1 +
e#(>=1)) | which are:

27 1
z:,u—i-zg(n—i-i), nez.

Thus, we obtain

1 1 B dz 1 ( 1 1 )
1+66(HL7,u) 1+ eBH—p) - c 2mi 1+ e \HL — 2 H—z/"

Let z = z + iy with y = 7/23. Then, we have:

1 1 0 |
_ — y( i(H"—x)t _ i(H—x)t
W(HE —2)  i(H - 2) /_Oodte <e ¢ )

A similar representation holds true for y = —7n/23. Hence, to prove the claim (A.9) it is
sufficient to show:
lim H (ei(H*f)t - ei(HL*:L“)t)fH =0 (A.13)
L—oo ’
where we abridged || - [| = || - [ 2(rs). To this end, let us estimate:

ei(H—ac)(t—s)(VeXt . VL)ei(HL—x)Sf

|

‘ (A.14)

H (ei(H—m)t _ ei(HL_x)t>fH < /Ot .

t
S/ ds“/ext1|£|>LeZ(HL_x)sf
0

[ i

where (2)? = 1 + |#|2 and we used that, by assumption, Vi (x) < C|z|?, together with the
estimate 13~y < |#]/L. Next, let us estimate the moment in the right-hand side. We have:

<i_>3ei(HL—x)8f

— (=25 1 [Hy, (28] )5 p)

‘ 2

<j>3ei(HL —$)Sf

as‘

‘ 2

< C‘ <£,>5/2ei(HLfm)ch

Iterating the inequality five more times, we get:

|

. 2
<i‘>3eZ(HL_x)8f ‘

@

< C(1+ 5[]

=! K5 <00,
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where we used that f € C2°. Plugging this bound in (A.14), we get:

H (ei(fo)t _ ei(HLf:v)t>fH <

for a suitable constant Cy y > 0. This implies (A.13), and concludes the proof of Lemma A.3.
O

B Proof of Proposition 3.8

In this section we will conclude the proof of Proposition 3.8, showing that the Fermi-Dirac
distribution (3.16) satisfies Assumption 3.5 in a domain A C R3, if the Hamiltonian H and
the chemical potential p fulfill Assumption 2.1. In the following, z; will denote a generic
point in the set A (as specified by Assumption 2.1), for which the bound

e

< 72
(H —p))*™ +1 e

tr

holds true for all n,m € N large enough. Also, we shall denote by 2y a generic point in R3.
In this section, to shorten the notation we will set w = w,, g3 = (1 + ePH=p) =1,

B.1 Proof of Eq. (3.9)

We consider H (n/2) V\/z1 Ht We observe that, for § = 1,2, 3,

H (21,0 — 22,0) WD

"= H(Zl,e — B9 + 29 — 200)WMDW™ .

< H 21 — B)WI DY)
tr

+ Hng/Q)w(zw — @Q)Wéil) o

+ HW 2 xg]W( n)

tr‘

(B.1)
For an integer p < 4n, we have
p
[T (s, = 20,) W (@)| < OV @)
j=1
Let p = 2n — 4. Tterating (B.1), we find:
2n—4
_ (n/2) J; o (n/2)
| H1 (210, = 22.0)WEDWV | <€, z%za: [Wadie@wi| . B2
Here o = (v, ...,q;) € {1,2,3} is a multi-index, and ad’*(0) is the multi-commutator
defined by A
adl%(w) = [ [[w, Zan ] Tan] - -+ ey -
Therefore,
(n/2) (n < H (1 dj @ ()W)
HW wWs tr 1+|z1—22|2” 422 e Al

14+ |21€nz2|2n4 <HW;; wW; n/2 Htr—FZZH dja n/2)

o)
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We can bound the first term in the parenthesis by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as:
IWD WD) < tr Wwiw 4+ tr WPw < Ce™3

the last inequality follows from the fact that w = w,, g satisfies Assumption 3.3, as we proved
in Appendix A.
We are now left with bounding the contributions with j > 0 on the r.h.s. of (B.3). It is
convenient to use the representation of the Fermi-Dirac distribution:
dz 1 1

= | = B4
“ c2mil+efle—m H— 2" (B-4)

where C is an unbounded clockwise path that encloses the spectrum of H, see (A.10) for
more details. In order to estimate contributions with j > 0 in (B.3), we have to consider
multi-commutators of the resolvent of H with #,. Let Ry(z) = (H — z)~! be the resolvent
of H at z. To begin, we compute:

Ry (2),30] = ~Ru()[H, &al Ru(2)

—
>

plugging the first relation in the second, we get:

|[Rit(2): i, | | = Rt H, o) Rt (2) [ H. g R (2)
- RH(Z)[[H’ jal]’ jOQ]RH(Z)
+ Ry (2)[H, &a, | R (2)[H, &ay | Rir (2) -

More generally, the j-fold multi-commutator adg;a(RH(z)) is given by a linear combination
of expressions having the form

Ry (2)adl (H)Rp (2)ad2(H)Rp (2) - - Ry (2)ady (H)Rp (2) =: By (B.5)

with 7 < j, ad% (H) = adli“a(g")(H) with a(¢;) a multi-index with ¢; components, and

1<6<j, bL+b+ - +l=j. (B.6)
It is convenient to move resolvents to the left of the string. To this end, we rewrite:
By = RH(Z)2ad£1( H)ad (H)Rp(2) - - Rz (2)ady (H) R (2)
+ RH(z)[ Lad H)}ad@ )Ry (2) -+ Ry (2)ad’ (H)Rp (2)
= Ry(z) ad’fl( H)ad?(H Ry (2)
(

Ry(2)--- R (2)ady (H) R (2
+ Ry Z)Qad}fl( )R 2)ady (H)Ru(2) ,

JRH (2 )
1(2)ad (H) Ry (2) - Ri (
where:

ad‘gg(H) = ady <ad§(H)) for a € N.

This procedure can be iterated; we can bring resolvents to the left using repeatedly the
identity
ORpy(z) = Ry(2)O + Ry (z)[H,O]Rg(2) . (B.7)
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In doing so, we produce new terms involving higher commutators with H. We ultimately

get that E,., can be written as:
Eyy=E) +EY) (B.8)

T3

where Eﬁag) is given by the sum of terms having the form
Ry(2)" adg 2 (H) -+~ adfy i (H) (B.9)

with ¢ > r. Observe that, in (B.5), the number of resolvents is equal to r + 1. The number
of new resolvents, produced by the identity (B.7), is equal to the number of commutators

with H; that is,
T
q—r:Zai. (B.10)
i=1

On the other hand, the term ESDK) collects contributions with at least one resolvent not in
the leftmost place. It consists of terms having the form

Ry (2)® adf i (H) Ry (2)"ad 3 5* (H) R (2)% . ... adfyy” (H)Rp ()™ (B.11)

where ¢; € {0,1} for all i = 1,...,7. As in (B.9), the number of new resolvents produced
with respect to (B.5) equals the number of commutators with respect to H:

T T
Z%‘—TZZ%- (B.12)
i=0 i=1

At this point, a few remarks are in order.

Remark B.1. (i) Observe that, in (B.11), we can assume that qo is as large as we wish,
up to increasing the number of commutators with respect to H, according to Eq. (B.12).
We will choose qy so large that we can apply Assumption 2.1 to control the trace norm

of Wé?m)RH(z)QOH. All the other resolvents in (B.11) will be estimated using the
nonzero imaginary part of z.

(ii) In (B.9), on the other hand, we can only assume that 0 < q < qo (if ¢ = qo, this
term can be included in E( )) For these contributions, the z integral will be performed

explicitly, and the result wzll have good decay in energy. From (B.10) and (B.12), we
conclude that, for all contributions, > ._, a; < qo.
Let us denote by A the general contribution to Eﬁag), which has the form (B.9), and

by B the general contribution to ET(,],O[), which has the form (B.11). We shall discuss them
separately.

Terms of type A. Plugging A in the integral defining w, Eq. (B.4), we are left with

estimating: .
H </ 270 1 + eBlz—n) A) WZ(?/Z)

To bound these terms, we use that the z-integral can be performed explicitly. In fact:

dz 1 dz 1 1 Vi Vi
- — _ dahAl H)--- dahAT H
/C o2mi 1 + eﬁ(Z—M)A /C 271 1 + 81 (H — z)q+1a Hzi (H):-a Hz (H)

(B.13)

tr

B.14
1 q al,fl ar,zr ( )
= a(aﬂw)adH’j (H)---ady;"(H) .
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Plugging (B.14) into (B.13), we have:

H 8qw ad‘“’zl H)- --ad‘}}”,ﬁ*(H)Wg?ﬁ)

.

(B.15)
n n -1 ai, Aryr n
< ()Wl | o) g f (a1 -yl (WG .
We further estimate the operator norm as:
v taa ) af |
< CH n/4 ) dlﬁ{l (H)Wé?/4+a1) . (Wé?/4+a1))*1adg7,£1 (H)Wé?/4+a1+a2) o
(/4432721 ai) ar,br gy (/443201 6:)
W =1 d BN W =1 ,
¢ ) adgy () .

(B.16)

where we choose n/4 > ¢o, which guarantees that n/4 > Y7 | a; and implies that W§"/ )<

C W(n/ i) . Proceeding similarly to (B.2), it is enough to control the quantities

a7£ a
‘|adg(adH7@(H))W§1)‘|op )
for all v < n + 4qp. We claim that
G,K a a
lad (ad5 5 ()W lop < Ce"F (B.17)

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on n and for all ¢,a < 2n (these conditions hold true,
since we assumed ¢ < j <m < 2n and a < gy < 2n).
To prove (B.17), we first observe that

ad$,(H) = ad’,(Ho)

with Hy = v/1 — e2A. Since the commutators with %, act as derivatives with respect to V.,
we have:

1
V4 _ X a
adl(Hy) = ¢ k§a C,mi(l — )%(5D) , (B.18)

for suitable coefficients Cj, , and where the sum is restricted to |a| < k, and to odd & such
that 1 <k < /. In (B.18), we used the convenient notation D = 931932053 . It is convenient
to use the integral representation:

1 / dX 1
1_=2n) 7y VAAT(A-2AF

to write: d)\ o
ad’(Ho) _ng/ b p k(A (B.19)
where we defined, for any « with || < 2k,
(eD)”
Por()) = — ) B.20
+) A+ (1 —e2A)k ( )

Let us now consider ad?fx (H) = ad%(ad’(H)). The first commutator with H = Hy 4 Vext
only involves the potential Vi (because Hy commutes with (B.19)). To compute it, we
observe that

Vosts Pa(\)] = !

A+ (1 —eg2A)k

1

[Vext, (€D)] + |:‘/ext7 m] (eD)*
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Hence, [Vext, Pak(A)] can be expressed as a linear combination of terms having either the
form

(eD)™

oAk (ED) P Vext) = P D)™ Ve B.21
(1 Ay (€0)" Vex) = Poy k(A)((eD)" Vext) (B.21)

with |a1] + |aa| = |a] <k and |az| > 1, or the form

(eD)™ (eD)~

= a2 an (D) Vext) i = Par k(W) ((€D)** Vext) Pk (A B.22
3T (1= e2a)r (ED P Vet) o aaye = PansN(ED) P Ve o () (B-22)
with |aq| + |az] = 2k and |ag| > 1. Further commutators with Vi are given again by

alternating products of derivatives ((eD)?Viuy), with [8] > 1, and of factors Pjsj()). All
these factors have an index |§] < 2k — 1 (which implies that || Psx(\)[lop < (1+X)7Y2%); one
of them has |§] < k (which implies that || Psz(\)|lop < (1 4+ A)~"1/2). Commutators with Ho,
on the other hand, only affect the multiplication operators (¢D)?Vey. Under the assumption
that all derivatives of Vo of order two or higher are bounded, it is easy to check that the
commutators [Hy, ((€D)?Viyt)] are bounded, and have bounded multiple commutators with
Vext, Ho and Z.

We conclude that ad%(ad%’,@(H )) is given by a linear combination of terms having the
form

 dX\
_Pa
o Vi U

with some § € N, an exponent k¥ > ¢ + a + 7 (each commutator with Hy, Vex or & produces
at least one new factor ¢; this corresponds for example to the restriction |as| > 1, in (B.21),
(B.22)) and where each K ; is either a bounded operator, with norm independent of ¢, or a
component of VVey. To control the unbounded contributions, we move all factors V Ve to
the right (so that we can bound them with the function Wé?) in (B.17)). Since every further
commutator produces only bounded terms, we conclude that adg(adgz(ﬂ ) can be expressed
as a linear combination of terms like

K

9 k()\)}?lpag,k()\)f(}---Pag,k()\)f{é

t

 dA
—= Py k(M) K1 Poy k(N K2 - P k(N [ [(VVext)s,
0 VA i=1

6/{

where s € N, k > £+ a+ 7, t < a (there are a commutators with H and thus at most a
factors VVeyt), where each operator K; is bounded, with norm independent of €, and where
[Ty 1Pas kW) ]lop < (1 + N)71/275/28 (by the remarks below (B.22)).
Using
[VVext (2)] = [VVext (& — 21 + 21)| < [VVext(21)| + C(|2 — 21)

and recalling that z; € A and the assumption that V Ve is bounded on A, we obtain
[VVest ()W) (3) < C
Thus, after integrating over A (using [[5_; [ Pa, k(M) llop < (1 4+ X)7Y/275/28) we obtain
lad] (ad%', ()WL [lop < Ce*°

which completes the proof of (B.17).
From (B.15), (B.16), (B.17) we conclude that

| (@eo)actyy 1) - atfy b (WG

< CH (Ow) WD Htrgz;lwai) . (B.23)
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Let us now estimate the trace norm in the right-hand side of (B.23). Observe that:

BePH=H)
(%w: m :,8(,«.)(1—&)) N
iterating and using 0 < w < 1, we find that:
+olw < Cyflw(l —w) , (B.24)

for an appropriate constant C, > 0. Recalling that 3 = O(¢™!) and that Y.|_, ¢; = j > r,
we get, with (B.10):
ay,l arlr n
| @)ty ) -yl (w2
< Celti “i_qu(l - w)WZ(fM)

(B.25)

tr

21

< CHw(l — W)W/

tr '
To estimate the trace norm, we will use Assumption 2.1. To do this, we shall use (5.6), so
that, from Assumption 2.1:

Hw(l — WA < o2 (B.26)

tr

All in all, from (B.15), (B.23), (B.25), (B.26), we get:

H</2ml+elli(z u)A>W£2

This concludes the analysis of all terms contributing to Eﬁag) in (B.8).

<Ce?. (B.27)
tr

Terms of type B. Let us now discuss the contribution due to the terms of the form
(B.11). Here, we cannot compute explicitly the z integral. In order to estimate these terms,
we choose qp > 2m in (B.11), with m € N as defined in Assumption 2.1. We start by writing:

H(/ 2 1 +e;(z 1) B)WZ('?/Z)HH

<, 35 ot I g e

recall the definition of the path C in Eqgs. (A.11), (A.12). Using the arbitrariness of K in
the definition of C, recall (A.12), the first term on the right-hand side of (B.28) can be made
arbitrarily small by taking K large enough. Let us now consider the contribution of the
terms associated with Co and C3. Up to errors that can be made arbitrarily small in K, we
can estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (B.28) by:

H(/ 1—}—165(3/ ﬂ)B<y+W/2B)> n/2)Htr
(s g B im2m) )

where we made explicit the z-dependence B = B(z) due to the resolvents Rp(z), recall
(B.11). Let us consider the first term in (B.29); the second can be estimated in the same
way. Recalling that B is of the form (B.11), it is convenient to write:

B(z) = Ryr(2)™"'B(2) ,

(B.28)

tr

(B.29)
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that is, we make explicit the dependence on the leftmost resolvents. We write:

1 ) ~ .
/Rdy WRH(y + ’L7T/2/8)q0+18(y + ’L7T/2/8)

= g 1 _
— R +i qo+1 .
/_Oo dy 14 ieBly—n) H(y +im/20B) B(y + im/2p)

00 1 "
] qo+1 ;
—i—/ﬂ dy 7P P) Ry (y+im/2B)107 By + im/20)
. (B.30)

=x(H < M)/ dy WRH(?/ +im/28) 0T By + i /28)

I

+X(H>u)/ dy

T +im/28)° " By + ir /2)

oo 1 ~
; go+1 ; .
—i—/ﬂ dyl_i_ieﬁ(y_u)RH(y—i-m/Qﬂ) B(y+in/28) =:A+B+C.

Consider the term A. We have:

I

A=X(HSM)/ dy

= ; qo+173 )
oo 1 4ieBly—h) Ry (y+im/2B)10 By + im/25)

=x(H < p) /“ dy Ry (y + im/2B8)° ' B(y + i /28)

—00
I iePy—n)

—X(HSM)/ dy

T B ) qo+113 .
oo 14 ieBlu—n) Rp(y + im/28)07 B(y + i /25) ,

which we further rewrite as:

A=x(H<p) /OO dy Ry (y + im/28) ' B(y + im /23)

—o
Iz ieBy—n)

W < ) / Ry(y + in/28)0 Bly + in /25) (B.31)

—0o0

Y 1+ ieBly—n)

- x(H < M)/ dy Ry (y + im/2B8)0 T B(y + im/2B8) =: Ay + Ay + Ag .
o

Consider A;. Observe that the integrand is analytic in y in the upper half complex plane,
it is absolutely integrable in y, and it vanishes as |y| — oo. Thus, by Cauchy formula, one
immediately gets that A; = 0. Consider now As. We are interested in estimating:

H (x(H < W Ry + in/28)0 T By + m/Qﬁ))WZ‘/Z) Ht

N (B.32)
< |t < ity +im 2y WG| WG By - im 28|
The first factor in the right hand side can be estimated as:
1
[P ——
(H —y —im/28)0+1 " "2l
B.33
< Cﬁqo+1HX(H < ) 1 Wn/4) (B.33)
B T(BH —y)ett 1 e

by choosing qo + 1 even (to avoid introducing absolute values in the denominator). Let us
now consider the second factor in (B.32). Here, we proceed similarly as we did to bound
(B.16). The only difference is that, according to (B.11), the operator B(y + im/2f3) also
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contains resolvents Ry (y+im/2f3). To handle these factors, however, it is enough to observe
that | Ry (y +i7/20)|lop < Cf and that, for any v € N, v < n/4,

v v
WS Rt (y + im /200 Wlop < C Y llad} (R (y + im/26))llop < C Y 711! < O
j=0 Jj=0
because every commutator with & produces a new resolvent (whose norm is proportional to
f) and a new commutator (providing an additional £). Thus, we get:

HW(N/4 18 y + ZW/QIB)WZ('?/Z)H < ng-l—Z?:l ai—y 5 14 , (B34)
op

where the —¢; factors at the exponent come from the resolvents Rp(z)%. Plugging the
bounds (B.33), (B.34) in (B.32), we find:

| (et < myRay + im /280 Bty + im28)) WG|
1
(B(H —y))ao+l +1

using that j + > 7 ja; — Y ;¢ > 0 (recall (B.12) and the condition j > r) and that
2im1a < qo, we get

tr

S C 1+]+Z’L 1 @i~ Z’L 0 i

Y(H < p) (/4

)
tr

| (et < )Ry + imj28)2 By + im/28) ) WG |

1 n
< O||(H < ) gV

tr '
We are now ready to estimate As. We have:

vt

tr
<[ "y | (< Ry + i/ 280% By + i 20 ) W

1 ) (B.35)

s
: - || (BUEH — p))®+ +1
<c [ asr | G

o
< C’/ dy BePv—1)

tr

1 W/
EEEmTEE U

op
using that, for all A € R:

‘ BA =)t +1) _ o [BA- YO+ (Bly — w)® + 1‘
(B —y))ootl 411 = % (B —y))otl +1

< Coo(Bly — )™

we have:

1
(n/4)
BH i1

[awi| <k [* gt ey -

<Ce?,

tr
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where in the last bound we used Assumption 2.1. Next, consider the term Az in Eq. (B.31).
We have:

fronsr),
< /MOO dy ‘( (H < M)RH(y+Z7T/25)‘10+1B(y+277/25> n/Q)H
< 0P /°° dy HX(H <H (B(H — yl))qo—i—l T 1W§’f/4) .
<& [t e,
<Ce?.

again by Assumption 2.1, if we choose qg > 2m + 1. This concludes the discussion of the
term A in Eq. (B.30). Consider now the term B. We have, similarly to the previous case:

o
tr
. _
< [ ay||\t > w)Raty+ in /280 By + im 20|
B p p 1 (n/4)
yHX<H>“)<ﬁ<H M=t 8
5 1 (n/4)
<K 3
< Ke™?

Finally, let us consider the term C in Eq. (B.30). We have:

jows

tr

< [l ot ssmpomis ),

> by || (B(H — )Pt +1
< C/M dy Be P u)H B T

1
(BCH — )y T +1

(n/4)

op tr

< Ke2.

where we proceeded as after (B.35). This concludes the discussion of the terms in (B.29).
All in all, we proved that:

[

Conclusion. The estimates (B.27), (B.36) allow us to control all terms on the right-hand
side of (B.3). We conclude that, for n large enough, p = 2n — 4, go — 1 > 2m (with m as
defined in Assumption 2.1) there exists C' > 0 independent of A such that

<Ce 2. (B.36)

tr

Ce3
1+ |Zl — 22|2n74 '

sz"/ 2uwm| <
t

which proves (3.9).
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B.2 Proof of Eq. (3.12)

The proof is very similar to the proof of (3.9). Here, we shall choose p = 2n, compare with
(B.2). The j = 0 contribution in (B.3) is replaced by

C
Vv — W2, <

1+ |z1 — z9|?

C
1+ |Zl — 22|2n
Ce™?
T 14|z — 2

VoV = Wiy

where we used (5.6) and Assumption 2.1. Contributions with j > 1 can be handled as in the
proof of (3.9), just replacing the integral representation (B.4) by

ﬁ;m:/

¢ 2mi 1+ eBl—m H —

B.3 Proof of Eq. (3.11)

We shall only discuss the case m = w, the other cases are analogous. In fact, for the cases
7 = y/w and 7 = /1 —w we use the same integral representation (B.4), where now the
Fermi-Dirac function is replaced by:

1 4 el eBlz—w)
m and, respectuively, m .

If Imz| < 7/23, these functions have the same qualitative properties of the Fermi-Dirac
function: that is, they decay exponentially fast as Re z — 0o, which is the only property we
use.

To begin, we estimate:

a2 e 2 Wi < D Ipal WS (20, w] W

a=1,2,3

1 Htr :

Similarly to (B.3), recall also (B.2), we have, choosing p = 2n:

2n+1

HWSJ/?)[ ] z1 Htr =1+ ‘Zl — 2’2‘2" Z Z Had]a W(n/2) (B.37)

tr

Using the integral representation (B.4) for w, we can proceed exactly as we did for the j > 0
terms on the r.h.s. of (B.3). We ultimately get, for n large enough,

< Ce?
tr

Hadga(w)wgy/”

Combined with (B.37), this proves (3.11).

B.4 Proof of Eq. (3.10)

Again, we consider only the case m = w, the other cases being analogous. Proceeding as in
(B.3), we find, for p = 2n:

L A e 121 T+ |21 — 2" ]Zo%: [V, adg* @)]WE2|,, -
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With the integral representation (B.4), we need to estimate H[aV,adé;a(RH(z))]Wg/Q)H,
with Ry (z) = 1/(H — z). As in (B.5), we can express ad}“(Rp(z)) as a linear combination
of terms like

Ry (2)adf (H)Ry (2)ad? (H)Ry (2) - - - R (2)ady (H) Ry (2) -

Since the operators adf:}(H ) = adé1 (Hp) commute with ¢V, it follows that we can write

[V, adga(\/a)] as a linear combination of terms having the form
Ry (2)MiRu(2)MaRp(z) ... M1 Ru(2)

where, among the operators My, ..., M1, r have the form adﬁi(H ) and one has the form
[eV,H] = eVV. From here, the analysis is similar to what we did following (B.8), moving
resolvents to the left and distinguishing terms with at least gg + 1 resolvents at the left end
of the string (but possibly other resolvents not at the leftmost place) and terms with all
resolvents at the leftmost place. To move resolvents through the operator VV', we use that
[H,VV] is a bounded operator, and has bounded multiple commutators with H and with z.
We omit further details.

C On the local semiclassical structure

The goal of this section is to show that our Assumption 2.1 is actually implied by other
results in semiclassical analysis, such as the sharp, pointwise Weyl law. These results are
well-known for non-relativistic Schrédinger operators in the semiclassical regime, and we
believe that the techniques could be used to establish them also in our pseudo-relativistic
setting.

To establish these equivalences, let us preliminarily discuss how the trace-norm bound
(2.12) is implied by a similar estimate in Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

C.1 Reduction to a Hilbert-Schmidt bound

Proposition C.1. Let m,n even and m < n/2. Then, the following bound holds true:

1 1 2
WM < O W C.1
|aa=am ™ < Ol = s (©1)
Proof. We define:
1
Rggi=—————.
ST B(H — ) +i
Observe that: o
C
= < |Rp.p*™ < = : C.2
B =y +1 = S G g (©2)

Then, we have:

|

We write, for 2k < m:

< Ko | B3

t tr

|

< [

tr

< e st e

(C.3)

tr

< vtz g

HS
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The second factor is of the desired form. Consider the first factor. We have:
REW RS = RAAWM RE2H 4 g [RB H,WW}RB 2h+1
The commutator can be written as:
|:RB§H’W?ER):| - RB;H[Wén)aﬁH]RB;H’
which gives:
RIEWI RS = RYTWM R + RyThaday (W) RG

This formula can be iterated, until all resolvents on the right-hand side disappear. Thus, we
find that:

2k
m n) p— 2m—j o n
HR%;HM )Rﬁi]chHS <> > CaHRﬁ;H]adﬁH(Wé ))HHS- (C4)
J=0 a:|er|=2k—j
Consider the multi-commutators of H with Wén). Observe that:
[BH, W] = [BHo, W] = WV [BHy, |& — 2" (C.5)

and, using that every commutator with & is bounded and that it introduces a factor &, which
compensates 3:

|owisHo, 2 — 2

< C,LHowgm

HS HS
More generally, to estimate the higher commutators, it is convenient to represent the right-
hand side of (C.5) as a linear combination of:

1

— Y
[T adj (5Ho)(7z)n = WMads (8Ho) W) (C.6)

1+ |z —z[*

where |y| + [¢] = 4n and |{] > 1. Using the integral representation of the square root
operator, we have, since fe = O(1):

AV B aaE

Eq. (C.7) is a good starting point for taking other commutators with SH. To this end,

(C.6) = Keeldl = wr) (C.7)

we observe that: the commutator of SH with Wén) reproduces the same structure we just
obtained; the commutator of SH with the differential operator has been already studied
after (B.20), and it is given by a linear combination of terms of the form (B.21); it remains

to discuss the commutator of SH with Wz(,n’y). It is:

[BH, W] = [BHg, W]
= [BHo, (z — 2) W™ + (2 — 2)7[BHy, W] .

The first term can be rewritten as a linear combination of:
ad' (BHo)W(m2)
with v 4+ v2 =y, while the second term can be written as a linear combination of:

W ad® (8 Ho) W)
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with |y3] +|74| = 4n and |y3] > 1. To summarize, we obtained that adg (Wﬁ"’) with o] = 2
can be expressed as a string of operators of the form:

Wgn)ol -0y,

where the only possibly unbounded operator arising is O; = DV, while all the other operators
are bounded. The unboundedness of DV is controlled using the localization operator; this
is done by observing that the commutators of DV with all possible operators generated by

the iteration are bounded. Thus, all in all we obtain that the generic term contributing to
the right-hand side of (C.4) is bounded as:

|5 23 V)] <

2m Q
ﬁH]Wz )(DV) HS

hence, since 2k < m and m < n/2 we obtain:

5], = o

o,

Coming back to (C.3), we have:

|

m n/2 2k n
<l Jows

z

tr HS

2
< m (n/2>”
- CHRﬁ’H e HS
Equivalently, by (C.2), choosing m even:

Hﬁﬂwa>;Wm+Jﬂ”@mms

<l s

This concludes the check of (C.1). O

|z

C.2 Relation with the pointwise Weyl law

Let us define:

Iy, = 63/dﬂ:dp W2 (\/ 1+ |p]? + Vexe(z >

_g4m

:a-gjdww@@uw%m—um@»i—u

—+ vlw

The next proposition establishes the connection between the local Weyl law and the validity
of Assumption 2.1.

Proposition C.2. Suppose that there exists 0 < a < 1 such that for allv € [pu—2e%; u+2e°]:
tr WD 1(H < )W = Iy, + Ry, , (C.8)
with |Ry,,| < Ke=2. Then, for m,n large enough, and € small enough:

1
T

for a suitable constant Cy, p, = Cppn(K).

2
WO < Con(Vt(2)? 4+ 1)e ™2 (C.9)
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Remark C.3. (i) The bound (C.9), combined with (C.1), shows that Assumption 2.1
holds true with a constant C = C\; for all z such that |Vey(2)| < k.

(ii) It is not difficult to check (C.8) for Ve = 0. More generally, this type of sharp
asymptotics is known to hold for non-relativistic Schroedinger operators, see e.q. [19].
It would be interesting to establish it for pseudo-relativistic Schroedinger operators with
Vewt # 0, with a constant K wuniform in the size of the classically confined region
associated with V.

Proof. Let a > 0 as in the assumption of the proposition. We start by estimating:

T
(BH —p))™+1 HS (C.10)
H |H M| > eY) (n/2)” H 1(|H — p| <e?) W(n/2)”
m41 Hs I (B(H —p))™+1 HS
Consider the first term. Using that 8 = O(¢~1), we have, for m — ¢ even:
H |H M| e 64—)1W(n/2)HHs < Gtz ‘(ﬁ(H — Ml))m—q + 1W’§n/2)HHS ' (C.11)

Let us now bound the Hilbert-Schmidt norm on the right-hand side. We estimate, for K
large enough:

H( ym—a 4+ 1) gn/Q)HHs = KH <(H — M)}n—q + K>W£n/2)HHS

< 8| ()™ s

< | g s

Using the representation
1 > tH —t,2(m—q)—1
- —tH o —t42(m—q)—
(H £ 1)2m ) C2(m—q) /0 dte e "t ,

and applying the Feynman-Kac formula, Proposition A.1, we get, proceeding as in Appendix
A to deal with the unboundedness of Viy:

1 0
n/2 n/2 n/2) _—tH n/2)\ —t;2(m—q)—1

< C(m—q) /0 dt (Wgn/Q)’ e—tHowgn/2)>e_tt2(m_q)_1

1
(n/2) (n/2)
=trW; —( T 1)) W, .

Therefore, for m — ¢ large enough:

1 W2 < /2 ! W2 < e (C.12)

w2 L I S
r W (H +1)2m=—q) "2 — ? (Ho+1)2m—q) "7

where the last inequality follows from an explicit computation. Thus, for ¢ large enough,
from (C.12), (C.11) we have:

R s P o
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Consider now the second term in (C.10). To estimate it, we use the local Weyl law (C.8)
combined with a dyadic argument. We write:

Ky

L(H —p|<e®) <Y 12 e <|H—p| <2%) + 1(H —p| <e)= > fulH —p),
k>1 k>0

where k, is an integer such that ¢* < 2F+¢ < 2¢®. Therefore, we have:

= = S

BH —p)™+1 -
(C.14)
mo—(k—1)m _ (n/2)
SN
k>0
Consider the term with £ = 0. We have:
2 2
- (n/2) = < (n/2) _ _ (n)2)
R e i e
= trWén/Q)(]l(H <p+e)—1(H < p— 6))W£n/2) ;
Using the bound
Fpire = Tvge < C [ do V0 (@) PV (@) + 1) o

< Ke 2(V(2)241),

and applying the local Weyl law (C.8), we find

H folH — M)wW?)H <Typee—TypetCe2<Ke2(V(2)2+1)+Ce2.  (C.16)

HS

Consider now the terms with k£ # 0 in (C.14). Using that fr(H —p) = 1(JH — p| <
2ke) — 1(|H — u| < 2¥1¢), we estimate:
] -1 P o <2t
| = w2 | < ||1(E -l < Wi ||1(E -l < 2w
< H— | <2k (n/2)H
<2|[L(1H — ul < WA

the right-hand side is bounded as in the case k = 0, with the only difference that ¢ is
multiplied by 2¥, with k < k,. Thus, we obtained:

| e = pywinr®

‘HS < 2Ke"20F(V(2)2 +1) + 2072 . (C.17)

In conclusion, plugging the bounds in (C.16), (C.17) in (C.14), we find:

H(]l(’H—M’ <e” ) n/Q)H <Zcm2 (k=1m (9 =29k (V(2)? + 1) + 2Ce2)

B(H — p))™+1 = (C.18)
< Kn(V(2)? +1)e?
Putting together (C.13), (C.18),
1 2
m/2)|* < 2 )2
H B =y w1 HHS < Om(VE)"+ 1),
which concludes the proof of (C.9). O
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C.3 Relation with other local semiclassical estimates

We conclude the appendix by showing that the bound (C.9) is implied by analogous esti-
mates, which can be found in the literature for non-relativistic Schroedinger operators [20].

Proposition C.4. Let f and g be smooth compactly supported functions, and let f,(-) =
f(:/7). Let Ay, be the classically confined region:

Ay, = {xeR‘V(az)—,u<0}.

Suppose that the support of f(-) is inside the classically confined region. Let z € R3 such
that:

€ Ayy,  dist(z,Af,) > e (C.19)
with § > 0. Suppose that, for v > e:
lg(@) f(H — p)lfis < Ce™3y . (C.20)
Then, for n,m large enough:
1 2
W < e
|G ’

HS

Remark C.5. It is not difficult to check the bound (C.20) for Vey = 0. For Ve # 0, the
bound (C.20) is available in the literature, for non-relativistic systems, [20]. It would be
interesting to extend these estimates to the pseudo-relativistic case, with a constant C that
does not depend on the size of the classically confined region.

Proof. As in Section C.2, the proof is based on a dyadic argument, this time performed in
energy and in space. The localization in energy is peformed as in Section C.2; observe that
in the dyadic argument of Section C.2 we could have replaced 1(-) by x(-), with x(-) the
smoothening of the characteristic function of the ball of radius 1, such that x(t) = 0 for
t > 2. Thus, we are left with proving that the bound

| fr(H — p)W?|[fg < C2%e™2 (C.21)

is implied by (C.20), with fx(z) = x(2F"'e < |z| < 2Fe), for k > 1 and fo(z) = x(|z| < €).
Let z € R3 as in (C.19). We write:

W) () = W) (@) x (2% = 2]) + WP (2)(1 = x (2|2 — 2]))
=A,+B,.

Observe that, by the assumption on z, the function x +— x(2c%|x — z|) is supported inside
Av,,. We then estimate:

| fur = i)

(C.22)
< ka(H — A,

H—-u)B .
HS+H(fk( 2 “llus
Consider the second term. Using that |x — z| > ™%, and choosing n = n(a) large enough,

we have B, (z) < \/§W§k)(x) for some k < n/2. Therefore:

| et = .|| < Ve[ — |

< x/Eka(H - M)Wék)HHS :
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Since fr(H — ) < Cyp/(H +1)™, we have:

ka(H—M)

HS = C\/_H H—|— 1)m 'gk)HHS

Recalling the bound (C.12), we easily get:

ka(H — ) < Ke?. (C.23)

Consider now the first term in (C.22). We write:

Z Xe, z W(n )

where:

Xe2 () = X2 z — 2) — x(27 Y|z — 2|) for £ > 0,
X0.2(2) = x(|x = 2) ,

where /£, is the smallest integer such that 27 < 2¢®. All the functions Xe,-(x) are supported
in Ay,,. We estimate:

| fuE =)

< é | e = e

< EZ* 2—2n€
=0

H — z
fe(H — p)xe, s

where we used that Wz(,n/ D~ 9-200 iy the support of x¢,. It is convenient to further
decompose Xy, into a sum of functions with compact support with volume of order 1. To
do this, it is useful to visualize x; . as a smoothening of an annulus, with width of order 1,
and radius of order 2¢. Thus, it it is clear that we can cover this domain with the union of
22¢ overlapping balls, of radius of order 1. Correspondingly, we have:

222

Xﬁz ZX(,] z )

where {x¢ ;.(z)} are the smooth characteristic functions of such balls. We then get:

| £u(H = )4 (C.24)

<Z2 2nZZkaH MXK,]Z

Thus, (C.20) implies that, with our choice of compactly supported function:

Ly
S - Z

| uH =)

< K2k/2.=1

Combined with (C.23), this proves (C.21), and concludes the proof of Proposition C.4. O
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