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Abstract

We consider the time evolution of N bosons in the mean field regime for factorized
initial data. In the limit of large N, the many body evolution can be approximated
by the non-linear Hartree equation. In this paper we are interested in the fluctua-
tions around the Hartree dynamics. We choose k self-adjoint one-particle operators
O1,...,0r on L?(R?), and we average their action over the N-particles. We show
that, for every fixed t € R, expectations of products of functions of the averaged
observables approach, as N — oo, expectations with respect to a complex Gaussian
measure, whose covariance matrix can be expressed in terms of a Bogoliubov trans-
formation describing the dynamics of quantum fluctuations around the mean field
Hartree evolution. If the operators Oq,..., 0O, commute, the Gaussian measure is
real and positive, and we recover a “classical” multivariate central limit theorem. All
our results give explicit bounds on the rate of the convergence (we obtain therefore

Berry-Esséen type central limit theorems).

1 Introduction

We consider a system of [V identical particles in three dimensions, described by a normalized

wave function ¢ € L?*(R3M). We are interested in particles obeying bosonic statistics,
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meaning that ¥y is symmetric with respect to any permutation of the N particles, in the

sense that
UN(Tryy ooy Tay) = UN(T1, ..., TN) (1.1)

for any permutation 7 € Sy. We denote by L2(R3M) the subspace of L?(R3") consisting

of permutation symmetric wave functions, satisfying (LTI).

Mean field regime. We will focus on the mean field regime of many body quantum
mechanics, which is characterized by the fact that every particle experiences a very large
number of very weak collisions, so that the total force is comparable with the inertia of

the particles. To study the mean field regime, we define the Hamilton operator

N N
1
Hy = Dot 5D Viwi— 1)) . (1.2)
i=1 i<j
and consider the evolution generated by Hy, which is governed by the N particle Schrodinger
equation

10N+ = Hyw (1.3)

whose solution can be written as ¥y, = e N t¢N707 where ¥y denotes the initial wave
function, at time ¢t = 0. In (L2), V(z; — ;) describes the interaction between particle ¢

and particle j; we will assume the potential V' to satisfy the operator inequality
VE(x) < D(1-A), (1.4)

for some constant D > 0. In particular, this inequality is satisfied for the physically relevant
example of a Coulomb potential V(z) = —1/|z|. In order to simplify a bit the notation,
we do not include in (L.2) external potentials; nevertheless our results and our techniques

remain valid if —A,; is replaced by —A,, + Vexe(z;), under very general conditions on Vey.

Evolution of factorized initial data. If the Hamiltonian (L2) is restricted to a finite
domain with volume of order one (either by imposing boundary conditions or by adding a
trapping external potential), the ground state is known to exhibit complete condensation,
meaning that, in an appropriate sense ¥y ~ ¢®V for a p € L*(R?) (the one-particle orbital
 is the minimizer of the Hartree energy, which takes into account the trapping potential).
For this reason, one is typically interested in the time-evolution of factorized (or at least
approximately factorized) initial data. It turns out that, if at time t = 0, 1y ~ =V, then
the solution of the many body Schrédinger equation (L3) remains of the form ¢y, ~ PV,

where ; solves the nonlinear time-dependent Hartree equation

i0pr = —Apy + (V % |90t‘2>90t (1.5)
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with the initial data ¢;—g = . In other words, complete condensation is preserved by
the time-evolution and the dynamics of the condensate wave function is governed by the
Hartree equation ([L.H]).

Reduced density matrices. In order to obtain a precise mathematical statement about
the convergence towards the Hartree equation (LX), we introduce the notion of reduced
density matrices. For k = 1,..., N, we define the k-particle reduced density matrix %(51
associated with the solution 1y, of the Schrodinger equation by taking the partial trace

of the orthogonal projection |¢n)(¥n+| over the last N — k particles:

”Yz(\];)t = Trpi1kro, N [ UN) (U -

In other words, we define 7](51 as the non-negative trace-class operator on L?(R3%) with

integral kernel
k
7](\,;(:171, e TR T, )

= /da:kH codry UN(T1y - Thy Thg - - ,I’N)@Ni(l’,l, e Ty Tty TN ) -

Observe that knowledge of 7](51 is sufficient to compute the expectation of any k-particle
observable. In fact, if J is a self-adjoint operator on L?(R*) and J ® 1 is the self-adjoint
operator on L?(R3Y) which acts as J on the first k& particles, and as the identity on the
other (N — k) particles, we have

(s (T ® 1) ) = T [bne) (U] (J @ 1) = Try{e)T .

Convergence towards Hartree dynamics. It turns out that the language of the reduced
densities is the appropriate language to understand the convergence towards the Hartree
dynamics (L5). Consider the initial data ¢y = ©®V (but the following result can be
extended to more general initial data), and assume that the interaction potential V' satisfies
([C4). Let ¢y, = e Nty)y and denote by %(éc)t the k-particles reduced density associated
with 95 ;. Then, for every k € N, there exist constants C, ¢, > 0 such that

Crexp (cit])
N

for all t € R and N large enough. In particular, this implies convergence of the expectation

k
Tr |73 — lee) (e ®F| < (1.6)

of arbitrary observables depending only on a finite number of particles. If J is a self-adjoint
operator on L?(R%), then

Cr exp(ck|t])

<¢N,ta (J & 1)¢N,t> - <90£®k> Jﬁp?k> < T .



The first mathematically rigorous works which established the convergence of the many
body dynamics towards the Hartree evolution were based on the study of the evolution of
the reduced densities 7](\],61 as described by the BBGKY hierarchy of equations; see [27, [10].
Later, the BBGKY approach was also extended to the so called Gross-Pitaevskii regime,
in which the interaction potential V depends on N, varying on a length-scale of order N~!
and converging towards a delta-function in the limit of large N (in this case, the system
cannot be interpreted as describing a mean-field regime); see [7, [8 9]. All these results do
not give a bound on the rate of the convergence towards the Hartree dynamics. A different
approach, leading to the quantitative estimate ([L6]), was later developed in [25] and later
extended in [4] and to the Gross-Pitaevskii regime in [2]. This approach, which follows
ideas originally introduced in [I8, [15], is based on a representation of the system on the
bosonic Fock space and on the study of the time evolution of initial coherent states. Since
this method will play a central role in our paper, we discuss its main ideas in Section
Notice that, recently, different approaches to obtain a mathematical understanding of the
time evolution in the mean field regime have been developed in [21] and in [I1], where the

convergence towards the Hartree dynamics is formulated as a Egorov-type theorem.

A law of large numbers. It is possible to translate the convergence (L)) in a more
probabilistic language. Let O be a bounded self-adjoint operator on L?*(R?) and denote by
OV =1®---Q0®---®1 the operator acting as O on the j-th particle and as the identity
on the other (N — 1) particles. Given a wave function ¢ € L*(R3"), one can think of each
OUY) as a random variable, whose probability distribution is determined by 1 through the
spectral theorem. The probability that OU) assumes values in A C R is given by

Py(0Y) € 4) = (¥, xa(OV)y)
where x4 is the characteristic function of the set A. Consider the factorized wave function
UYNo = ©®N. With respect to Y0, the random variables OY) are independent and iden-
tically distributed. Consider now the evolved wave function ¢y ; = e Ny o where Hy
is the mean field N-particle Hamiltonian (I2)). With respect to ¢y ; the random variables
OUY) are not independent. Nevertheless, (ILG) implies a law of large numbers, in the sense
that, for every 6 > 0,

All_r)noo P ( Z 0o — (e, Opr)

> 5) =0. (1.7)

SRM(EEN
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In fact

1 N
w5 20"

1 N
N Z <,0t>080t>

PwN,t <




where 00 = 0 — (g, Og,). Markov’s inequality therefore implies that
PwN,t (

with O = O — (s, Og;). On the one hand, we have

1 .
N Z oY) — <80ta O¢t>

1
- 5) = ag e

L 05 < IO
PN e 0TS Ty

as N — oo. On the other hand
Trye), (0 ® 0) — Tr o) (9]®2 (0 ® O) = (p,, Opy)? = 0

as N — oo. This implies (7).

A central limit theorem. After establishing the law of large numbers (7)), one can
investigate the fluctuations around the Hartree dynamics. In [1] it was proven that, under
some regularity conditions on the self-adjoint operator O on L?(R3), the appropriately

rescaled random variable

O(] (1, O%>) (1.8)

IIMZ

converges in distribution, as N — 0o, to a centered Gaussian random variable with variance
o7 = [|U(t;0)0¢: + V(t;0)0:|* — [{, U(t; 0)Op; + V (t;0)Ogpy) |

where U(t;s), V(t;s) : L*(R?) — L*(R3) are families of linear maps, defining a so called
Bogoliubov transformations, which emerge naturally in the study of the time evolution
of coherent states and describe fluctuations around the mean field Hartree limit. We will
give the precise definition of the maps U(t;s), V (¢;s) (and of the associated Bogoliubov
transformations O(t; s)) in Section 2l Observe that with respect to the measure induced
by the factorized wave function ¢V, the random variable (L&) converges to a centered
Gaussian, with the variance 67 = (¢, O%¢;) — (1, Op;)?. This means that, while the
correlations among the particles in ¢y, are sufficiently weak for a central limit theorem
to hold true, they are strong enough to change the variance of the limiting Gaussian. A
different approach to study fluctuations around the mean field dynamics has been explored

in [13, 4], B] and, more recently, in [23] (similar results have been obtained in the static
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time-independent setting, in [12, 24]; in this case, one considers the excitation spectrum of
the Hamiltonian (.2]), after imposing an external confining potential). In different settings,
quantum central limit theorems have been previously established in [6], [19] [16], 20, 26, [17]
22, ).

Multivariate central limit theorem. A natural question emerging from the result of [1]
is whether one can also establish a multivariate version of the central limit theorem. Let
k € N and let Oy,..., O be bounded operators on L?(R3). For j = 1,...,k, we define

Oje = \/%gv; (OJ('i) — {1, OjS0t>) : (1.9)

At this point we observe that there is an important difference with respect to standard
probability theory. Unless the operators O, ..., commute among each others, they
cannot be measured simultaneously. For this reason it does not make sense to ask about
the joint probability distribution of the random variables O, ..., O;. One can still ask
about expectations of products of functions of these observables. In contrast with classi-
cal probability, however, these expectations do not need to be real (because the product
of self-adjoint operator does not need to be self-adjoint). Our main result is the follow-
ing theorem, which shows that, expectations of products of functions of Oy 4, ..., O, can
be computed integrating the functions fi, ..., fr against a complex-valued Gaussian den-
sity, with covariance matrix expressed in terms of the Bogoliubov transformation O(t; s)

appearing in the central limit theorem shown in [I].

Theorem 1.1. Let V satisfy (I.4). Let ¢ € H*(R®) and let vy, denote the solution of the
Schridinger equation (1.3), with the initial data ¥y o = p®~. Let Oy, . .., Oy be self-adjoint
operators on L*(R?), such that [|0°0;(1—A)~1/2|| < oo for every multi-index o € N* with
la| <2 and every j = 1,...,k, and define O;, as in (I9). Let fi,..., fr € LYR) with
j/:\:j € LY (R, (1 + 71%d7). For any t € R, we define the complex k x k covariance matrix
N(t) = (8 )<<k by

Yii(t) = (Gits 9it) — (Git» ) (P> Git)
for all i < j and by ¥;;(t) = B;:(t) for alli > j. Here giy4,..., 95 € L*(R®) are given by
gj,t = U(t7 O)Oj(ﬂt —+ V(t7 O)O]QOt

where U(t;0),V(¢;0) : L*(R3) — L*(R3) are linear maps defined in Proposition 2.2 below:
they are the block-components of the Bogoliubov transformation ©(t;0) : L*(R®)® L*(R?) —



L2(R3) @ L2(R3) describing the action of the limiting fluctuation dynamics Us, defined in
Proposition [21].
The real part Re 3(t) = (3(t) + X*(t))/2 is a non-negative symmetric matriz. We
assume Re X(t) to be strictly positive. Then, there exist constants C, K > 0 such that
o3 Lt g1 By (i
(2m)k det 3(t) ] }

Eyy, f1(O1r) - fu(Ory)— / dwy...dxy fi(z1) ... fe(or)

(1.10)

CeKm k
<

/dr|fj (D14 |7]° + N717% + N72710)

where X7Y(t) is the inverse of the covariance matriz 3(t).
Remarks:

i) The assumptions ||¢|| g2 < 0o and ||020;(1—A)~1%/2|| < 0o are needed to control the

possible singularity of the interaction potential. If one assumes V' (z) to be bounded,
the results hold for all ¢ € H'(R?) and bounded Oy, j =1,...,k.

ii) We will show in Section [ that the products (g;, ¢) are real, for all i =1,...,k and
for all t € R. Hence
Re 5i(t) = Re (git; gie) — (9it, ©) (9, 950)
and Im 3,;;(t) = Im (g;4, 9;4) for all i < j. It is easy to check that the real part

Re X(t) is non-negative, since

k k
Z 7,;7;Re X;;(t) <Z TiGit, Zngy t> - <Z TiGit <P> <907Z7'j9j,t>
i=1 Jj=1

i,j=1

= |lgl* - |<9,s0>|2 >0
(1.11)

with g = > ; 79t The condition that Re Y(t) is strictly positive is therefore equiv-
alent to the condition that ¢ & span{gi,..., gk}

iii) If Re 3(t) is not strictly positive, then ¥ () does not need to be invertible and (LI0)
does not hold true. Still, from the proof in Section Ml it follows that

Epn o f1(O10) .. fi(Op)— / dry,...dr fi(11) . .. ful(my) e 2 Zhi= B (7

CeK\tl k

/dfm (I + 17 + N1 4 N=270)

(1.12)



iv)

vi)

for all fi,..., fv € L'(R) with f; € LY(R, (1 4 71°)d7).

Already at time ¢ = 0, when particles are independent, the covariance matrix

2(0) = (0ip, O0) — (p, Oip) (¢, Oj¢p)

has an imaginary part, given by

1
Im X;;(0) = 2—z.<807 [05,05]¢)
for all « < j. If the operators Oy, ..., O; commute, then the imaginary part vanishes,

and X(0) is a real symmetric matrix. In this case, assuming >(0) to be strictly posi-
tive, the integral on the Lh.s. of (I.TI0) is the expectation of the product Hle fi(x;),
where x,...,x; are centered Gaussian random variables with covariance matrix
¥(0). Hence, for commuting operators Oy, ..., Oy we recover a “classical” multivari-

ate central limit theorem.

If the operators O; commute, then the matrix 3(¢) remains real symmetric also for
times ¢ # 0. This follows from the properties U*(t;0)U(¢;0) —V*(¢;0)V(¢;0) = 1 and
U*(t;0)JV(t;0)J = V*(¢;0)JU(t;0)J characterizing the component of a Bogoliubov
transformation (see Proposition below). Here we introduced the antilinear oper-
ator J defined by Jf = f for all f € L?(R?). To prove that ¥(¢) is real symmetric
we observe that, since (Jf,g) = (Jg, f) for every f,g € L*(R3),

(Git, 9j1) = (U(t;0)0500 + JV (t;0)0;04, U(t;0)0000 + JV (2;0)0;01)
= (001, U*(t;0)U(t;0)0500) + (V*(£;,0)V (£ 0)Oj¢01, Oipr)
+(Oipe, U™ (t;0)JV (£, 0)Ojp1) + (V' (£ 0)JU (£ 0)Ojp¢, Oiepr)
= (Oipr, Ojpr) + 2Re (Oipr, V(£ 0)V (£;0)O;¢0)
+ 2Re (O, V*(t;0)JU (£;0)O;¢4)
which is clearly real, if [O;, O;] = 0. Hence, if the operators Oy, ..., Oy commute, the

integral on the Lh.s. of (II0) is just the expectation Eq, fi(z1) ... fx(zx) where G;

is a Gaussian vector with real symmetric covariance matrix ().

In a different setting, a quantum multivariate central limit theorem for the sum of
independent and identically distributed random variables has been shown in [20];
in this paper the authors identify the limiting integral appearing in (LI0) as the

expectation of H?Zl fi(z;) with respect to a quasi-free state.



In contrast with the central limit theorem obtained in [I], Theorem [Tl gives a precise
bound on the rate of the convergence towards the Gaussian expectations. For k = 1, ¥(t)

is the scalar
N(t) = 07 = |U(t0)0¢; + V(£;0) 001> — [{, U(t;0)0; + V (t;0) Oy |*

which is always real (and non-negative). Hence, the expectation of f(O;) with respect to
the measure induced by 1y, converges towards the expectation of f(x), with = a scalar
centered Gaussian variable with variance o2. We recover in this case the central limit
theorem proven in [I]. Actually, we obtain more, since we derive also a bound for the

convergence rate of probabilities, in the spirit of a Berry-Esséen central limit theorem.

Corollary 1.2 (Berry-Esséen type CLT). Let V satisfy (I.4). Let ¢ € H*(R?) and let
Uy = e HNIEON denote the solution of the Schridinger equation (I.3). Let O be self-
adjoint operators on L*(R®), with ||0°O(1 — A)™I412|| < oo for all a € N® with |a| < 2,
and define

0, = %N ;(Om o O

Then there exists a constant K > 0 and, for every —oo < a < 8 < 00, a constant C' > 0
such that
Py, (O € [; 8]) — PGy € [a; B])| < CeKlMIN—1/12

where Gy is a centered Gaussian random variable, with variance
op = [|U(t;0)0¢: + V(t;0)0¢:|* — {0, U(t;0) 0 + V (£;0)Og)|*.

Remark. The constant C' depends on «, 8. From the proof below, it is clear that it can
be bounded by C' < ¢(1+ | —«|) for a constant ¢ > 0 independent of «, 3. For any x > 0,

we have
]P)¢N,t(0t < _Nﬁ) S wa,t(N_ﬁ|Ot| Z 1)
< N2 sz\r,totz
< N7 Tear, (00 — (1, Or))?
+ N2 Ty (0 — (00, 091)) ® (O — (91, Ogr))
S C||O||2€K|t\ N—2/~z
by (L6]), and similarly for P(G < —N~*). Therefore, we find

Py, (Or < B) = P(G < B)] < CeVINT2 4 [Py, (O € [-N*, §]) = P(G € [-N", §])]
< CeK\t|N—2n + C€K|t\N—1/12+ﬁ )
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Hence, choosing k = 1/36, we conclude that, for any § € R,
Py, (O, < B) = P(G < B)] < CeMIIN1S,

Proof. Let f € LY(R) with f € L*(R, (1 + 7°)dr). It follows from Theorem I that

[¢] R
Eun f(O) ~EF(G)| < S [ ar|Fml(1+ [ + N1 4 N-2719)

VN
where G, is a centered Gaussian with variance o7.

Let n € C5°(R) with n(s) > 0 for all s € R, n(s) = 0 for all |s| > 1 and [7n(s)ds = 1.
For € > 0, let n.(s) = e7'n(s/e). Let A = |a, B]. We observe that, for any & > 0

f—,€ = X[ote;B—¢] * T < X[, 8] < X[o—e;B+¢] * e = f—i—,s

and therefore
Eﬁw,tf—,&(@t) < Pd)z\r,t(ot S A) < EwN,tf—i-,s(Ot) :

Since . ,
em—(ﬁ—e) _ em—(a—l—e)

~

n(eT)

Joelr) = iT
we find
/dT (14 |7]° + N8 + N72710) |f_\€(7')| <CO(|B—alet+e?+ N e ¥+ N2 .
Therefore, we conclude that

By, foe(Or) = Ef_o(G)| < CXIN N2 4 N732278 1 N=5/22710)
and, analogously,

Eyy, f+:(0) —Efs o(G)] < CeMIN (N2 4 N73/2e78 4 N75/2710)

Hence

Ef_.(G) — CeK(N=12e=5 4 N=3/2.=8 4 N=5/2.-10)
<Py, (0 € A) <Efy (G) + CeFI(N=1/2e75 4 N=3/2.78 4 N—5/2710)

Since

Ef-o(G) —Exa(G)| < Ce and  [Ef..(G) —Exa(G)| < Ce
we find

Py, (O € A) —P(G € A)| < Ce+ CeMII(NT2e™ 4 N78/278 4 N=5/2.710)
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Optimizing over € > 0 we obtain
Py, (O € A) —P(G € A)| < CeFIINT12,
]

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we introduce the formalism of
second quantization, we review the main ideas of the coherent states approach developed
in [25] to prove the convergence (L6) and we introduce the Bogoliubov transformations
©(t; s) describing the limiting evolution of the fluctuations around the Hartree dynamics
and appearing in the covariance matrix ¥ of the Gaussian variables in Theorem [Tl In
Section [3, we show some key estimates on the growth of the fluctuations around the mean

field Hartree dynamics. Using these bounds, we will prove Theorem [I.1] in Section [l

2 Fock space and coherent states approach
The bosonic Fock space over L?(R?) is defined by

F=Ep LR . (2.1)
n>0
It is easy to check that F, equipped with the inner product

[e.e]

W, 0)=> WM, "), Vo,0€ F,
n=1
is an Hilbert space. The advantage of Fock space, with respect to the N-particle space
L*(R3Y), is that, on JF, it is possible to consider states where the number of particles is
not fixed. A vector U = {y© M @ 1 describes a state having n particles with
probability [|1)™||2.

Next, we introduce some important class of operators acting on the Fock space F. For

any operator O on L?*(R?®) (a one-particle operator), we define the second quantization
dl'(O) of O by

n

(@A™ =" (1@l @0 1) ™.

j=1
An important example is the number of particle operator N' = dI'(1) whose action is given
by (N9)™ = nyp™. Notice that, for every bounded operator O on L?(R?), we have the
operator inequality

+dI'(0) < [|O]|NV

11



and the norm bound [|dT(O)y|| < ||O||[|IN¥].

For f € L?(R?), we define the creation operator a*(f) and its adjoint, the annihilation
operator a(f), by

W@WW%~W0?%2H%WHWww%MWwwm,@@
j=1

(@)™ (rs ... 20) = VR T T / da F@) ™D (2,21, ... a) (2.3)
Creation and annihilation operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations

[a(f), a*(9)] = (f,9), and [a(f), a(g)] = [a”(f), a*(g)] = O (2.4)
for all f,g € L*(R3). We will also use the notation ¢(f) = a*(f)+a(f). It is also convenient

to introduce operator valued distributions a}, a,, which formally create and, respectively,

annihilate a particle at point x and are characterized by

() = [drf@a. o) = [ deFTa

In terms of these operator valued distributions, on can express the number of particles

operator N as
N = / drata, .
More generally, for a one-particle operator O with integral kernel O(zx,y), its second quan-
tization is given by
dl'(0) = /dxdy O(x,y)asa, .
Observe that creation and annihilation operators are not bounded, but they can be es-

timated in terms of the square root of the number of particles operator A, in the sense
that

la(H)wll < IFllalINY2]l
la*(F)el < I F NN+ D)2 (2.5)
(Nl < 201 Flla [V + )20

for all ¢y € F and f € L*(R?).

In order to define a time-evolution on the Fock space F, we introduce the Hamilton

operator Hy, by
(Hny)™ = HP ™ with

”HE(,L) = i —Ag; + % i\/(xz — ;).
j=1

i<j

12



In terms of the operator valued distribution a}, a,, it is simple to check that the Hamilto-

nian Hy can be written as
1
Hy = /datvxazvxax + N /d:ﬂdyV(at — Y) 50,0y 0, . (2.6)

We observe that, by definition, the Hamiltonian H y commutes with the number of particles
operator (this corresponds to the fact that, for every term in (2:]), the number of creation
operators matches the number of annihilation operators). This implies that the time-
evolution generated by Hy preserves the number of particles in the system. In particular,
when restricted to the sector of the Fock space F with exactly N particles, the Hamiltonian
Hx coincides with the N-particle Hamiltonian (I.2).

We will be interested in the time-evolution of so called coherent initial data. For
© € L*(R?), we define the Weyl operator

W(p) = e (p)—alp) (2.7)
The coherent state with wave function ¢ € L*(R?) is defined as W ()2, where Q =
{1,0,0,...} € F is the vacuum. It is easy to check that

- (@) e/ i
W(p)Q=e ||s0||2/227@:e lelP/2 01 o, 2= 2
2 VAV

Coherent states do not have a fixed number of particles; instead they are a linear super-
position of states with all possible number of particles. The average number of particles

in the coherent state W ()2 is given by
(W()QUNW(0)Q) = [l

More precisely, the number of particles in a coherent state W ()2 is a Poisson random
variable with average and variance |o|[?>. This follows from the observation that Weyl

operators act as shifts on creation and annihilation operators, in the sense that

WH(@)a(f)W(p) = a(f) +(f. ¢)

(2.8)
W()a™ ()W () = a*(f) + (¢, [),

for all p, f € L?*(R3). These identities also imply that coherent states are eigenvectors of

all annihilation operators, since

a([IW(p)Q = W(p)(a(f) + (f, )2 = (f, )W (p)S2.

13



In order to obtain information about the evolution of factorized N-particle initial data,
we will study the dynamics of coherent states, with average number of particles given by

N. To this end we fix ¢ € L*(R?) with ||¢|| = 1, and we consider the time evolution
Uy = e MW (VNE)Q .

Because of the mean field character of the interaction, we may expect that the evolution

of an initial coherent state remain approximately coherent, i.e.
Uy~ W(VNe)Q

where ¢ is the solution of the Hartree equation (LH). More precisely, we define £y, =
W*(v/Ny) U, so that
\IIN¢ = W(\/Ngot)&v,t .

The vector {y describes the fluctuations around the mean field evolution; ¥y, is close to
a coherent state, if the number of particles in {y; is small. It is useful to introduce the

fluctuation dynamics
Un(t;s) = W (VN )e M9 (VN g,) (2.9)

so that {n ¢ = Un(t;0)2. To get convergence towards the Hartree dynamics, and to obtain
estimates of the form (@), one need to prove a bound of the form

(U (00, NUx (t;0)Q) < CeklH (2.10)

for the growth of the number of particles with respect to Uy(¢;0). Such an estimate
immediately implies convergence towards the Hartree dynamics for coherent initial data.
Projecting coherent states onto the N-particle sector of the Fock space, it can also be
used to establish the convergence towards Hartree dynamics for approximately factorized
N-particle initial data; see [25] [4].

In order to show a bound of the form (2.I0]), one observes that the fluctuation dynamics

Un (t; s) satisfies a Schrodinger type equation

OUN(t; s) = L(OUN(E; 5)
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with the time-dependent generator
Lx(t) = W' (VN HNW (VNg) + [100° (VN) | W (VN @)
= /alxvma;zvmaac + /dm(V * [0 ?) (z)aka, + /dxdyV(x —y)p(2)P (y)asa,

n % / dudy V(z —y) (@) pu(y)atal + 7,(2)5,(y)aua,)

1
o / drdyV (z — y)a’((y)a’ + Fray)as

1 k* ok
+ IN /dxdyV(x — Y)aypa,a,a, .
(2.11)

In contrast with the original Hamiltonian #Hy, the generator Lx(t) of the fluctuation
dynamics does not commute with the number of particles operator A (more precisely, the
terms on the third and fourth line of (2.I1l), in which the number of creation operator
does not match the number of annihilation operators, do not commute with N'). As a
consequence, the number of particles is not conserved by the fluctuation dynamics Uy ().
Nevertheless, in [25] it was possible to prove a bound of the form (2I0) (and similar bounds
for higher powers of N'), showing that although the expectation of the number of particles

operators grows in time, it remains bounded uniformly in N, for every fixed time.

It is worth noticing that this approach does not only prove the convergence ([LG) towards
the limiting evolution with a precise bound on the rate; instead, it also describes the limiting
form of the fluctuations around the mean field dynamics. In fact, from the expression
(2100 for the generator of the fluctuation dynamics, one can expect that, as N — oo, the
evolution of the fluctuations can be approximated by the limiting fluctuation dynamics

Us(t; s), which solves the Schrodinger equation
10U (85 8) = Loo () Uso (t; ) (2.12)

with the limiting generator
Loo(t) = / drV 20,V za, + / dz(V o) (2)agaz + / dzdyV (z — y)eu(x)p,(y)azay

+ % /dxdy Vi —vy) (%(SC)SOt(y)a;aZ +2,(2)8,(y)azay)
(2.13)

obtained from Ly(t) by formally taking the limit N — oo. The following proposition,
taken from [15], shows the well-posedness of the Schrodinger equation (2.12).
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Proposition 2.1 (Prop. 4.1 in [15]). Let V € L®(R?) + L?(R?), and assume that t — ¢,
is in C(R, L*(R3) N LY(R3)) (both conditions hold true under the assumptions of Theorem
[I1). Then there exists a unique two-parameter group of unitary transformations Us(t; s)
with Uso(s;8) = 1 for all s € R, and such that U (t; s) is strongly differentiable on the
domain D(dI'(—A + 1)) with

10U (t;8) = Loo(t) U (t; 8) (2.14)
where Lo (t) is the time-dependent generator defined in (2.13).

Since the limiting generator £ (t) is quadratic in creation and annihilation operators,
it turns out that the dynamics U (¢; s) acts on the Fock space as a Bogoliubov transfor-
mation. For f,g € L*(R3), we define A(f,g) = a(f) + a*(g). Then, we have the relation

A(f,9) =A@, f) = A(T(f,9)), where JZ(Sé) (2.15)

and J : L*(R®) — L?*(R®) is the antilinear operator defined by Jf = f. From (Z4), we

also find the commutation relations

x : 10
[A(flagl)aA (f2792)] = <(flagl)a5(f2792)>L2@L2a with S = ( 0 —1 ) . (216)
A Bogoliubov transformation is a linear map v : L*(R?) & L*(R?) — L*(R3) @ L?*(R3)
which preserves ([2Z15) and (2.16), i.e. v*Sv = S and vJ = Jv. It is simple to check that

every Bogoliubov transformation has the block form
L u JvJ
v Jus
where U,V : L*(R?) — L*(R?) are linear operators satisfying U*U—V*V = 1 and U*JV J—

V*JUJ = 0.
Proposition 2.2 (Theorem 2.2 in [1]). Let V*(z) < D(1 — A) and ¢ € H(R?). Assume
Uy is defined by (2.14). Then, for everyt,s € R, there exists a Bogoliubov transformation
O(t;s) : L*(R3) & L*(R3) — L*(R3) @ L*(R®) such that

U (t; ) A, 9U(t; s) = A(O(t; 5)(f, 9)) -

Like every Bogoliubov transform, ©(t;s) satisfies the relations ©*(t;s)SO(t;s) = S and
O(t;8)T = JO(t;s) and it can be decomposed as

[ Ultss) JVt;s)Jd
@@Q_<Vmgtmmgj> (2.17)



for appropriate operators U(t;s),V(t;s) : L*(R?) — L*(R3) satisfying U*(t; s)U(t; s) —
V*(t;9)V(t;s) = 1 and U*(t;5)JV (t;5)J = V*(t;8)JU(t;s)J. Finally, if ¢¢ denotes the
solution of the Hartree equation ([1.J3), we have

@(t’ 3)(%&@) = ((p&ws)
for every t,s € R.

The proof of this proposition can be found in [I]. As explained there, the Bogoliubov

transformations O(¢; s) satisfy the evolution equation
10,0(t; s) = O(t; s).A(t)

with the generator

Alt) = ( D, —JB,J )
B, —JD,J

with the linear operators

Dif = =Af+ (Vx|o) f+ (V2. f)er,
B.f = (V *@f)@ .

Observe here that Df = D, and B = JB;J and therefore A(t) = SA(t)S.

3 Preliminary estimates

In this Section we collect some estimates that will be useful in Section [4l
First of all, we will need bounds for the growth of moments of the number of particles
operator with respect to the fluctuation dynamics Uy (¢; s). Similar estimates can also be

found in [25] [4, [I], but here we optimize them and simplify their proof.

Proposition 3.1. Let Un(t;s) be the fluctuation dynamics defined in ([29). For every
Jj € N, there exist constants C;, K; > 0 such that

(Un(t;8)0, (N + 1Y Un(t; ) 9) < C; ™11 (N + 1) (1+ N7IN) o) (3.1)
for every b € F, t € R. Hence

[N + D)2 Uy (ts) (N2 + NT2N'T +1)7Y < ¢ ekl (3.2)

17



Proof. We proceed by induction on 7 € N. Without loss of generality, we choose s = 0

from now on.

Step 1: j = 1. We compute the time-derivative

U (5000, (V1) Uy (10) 9) = (0, U (5:0) (), MUN(EO)0) . (33)

Recalling the expression (2.I1) for Ly (t), we find

[Ln(t), N +1)] = 2/d9: dy V(z — y) pulx) @ily) a’ a
(3.4)
- \/Lﬁ /da: dyV(z —y) pi(y) az a; a, — h.c..

Using the estimates (23], we obtain
| [sayy e = et aap)]
- | [ dsate)as.a e - pon)
< [ dsle@)l asl a" (Vo = o]

< / dalla | + / dalou(2) Plla” (V(z — Yol
< (1w V(@ = Jadla) (0 (N + 1))

and similarly
1 Xk
= [ sy @ = et e
1
SV /dsvdylV(x = ylledW)lllazay ¥ l]laz ]
1
< [ dnaylVa - )Pl fatl + 5 [ dodylasal?
1
<sup [V = ) llo (0, N) + <= (0, N70) -

Using the fact that sup, ||[V(z — Dl < Cll¢¢]|mr is uniformly bounded in time, we

conclude that
30 URS0) OV ) 2y(1:0) )] < (100, (N + DU (500
1

+ Ut 0), N U (1 0)9)

(3.5)
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In order to apply Gronwall’s Lemma, we need to control the second term. We observe

that, using the identities

W*(VNe)NW(VNg) =N +VNo(p) + N | (3.6)
W*(VNer) 6(00) W(VN@,) = ¢(p1) + 2V N (3.7)

we have
%(L{N(t; 0) ¢, N?Un (t;0) ¢)
= SN U (:0) 0, W (Vo) (V= VRG(p0) + N) e W (V) )

_ %(NZ/{N(t; 0) 0, W* (v Nepy) =NV (VN o)) (3.8)
1

VN

+ (Un (t;0) ¥, NUn(t;0) 1) .

(N Uy (t;0) 1, W (VNpy) d(pr) e N W (VN)p)

We rewrite the first term on the r.h.s. as
S WU (0 9, W (VR) e HH N (VRg)0)
= SN UN(E0) ¥ Un(50)(N + VNO(g) + Vo)
= (W (t50) 0, MU (150) ) + - W U (10) 0, Un (1 ON'0)

n LNWUN@; 0) ¢, Un(t;0)()0) -

ﬂ

This implies that

SN U006, W (V) AW (VR p))
< (W00, N U (:0) ) + <IN U (150) 6 I |

W2 (:0) ) (3.9)

< W (850) . MU (8:0) 9) -+ TN (150) 0
+C(th, N+ NTN?+1)¢) .

_|_

19



As for the second term on the r.h.s. of (B.8]), we find

\/LNUVUN(t; 0), W*(\/N%) o(¢1) €_mNtW(\/NSOW>
1
_ ﬁ<NuN(t; 06, (8l) +2VN) Un(t:0)0)
= 2(Un (t;0) 1, NUy (t; 0) 1) + \/LNW Un(t;0) Y, ¢ )Un (85 0)1))

which leads to
1

\/NW Un (t;0) 0, W*(VNg,) ¢() e VW (VN )p)

(3.10)
< B{Uy (10) , (N + 1 (10) ) + 7 INUn(5:0) 0]

Combining ([39) and [BI0), we conclude from (B.8]) that
%@{N(t;O) b, NUy (t;0) )
< e (U 0) 6, Ny (1.0) ) + 40U (5 0) 1, (N + 1) (1;0) )
+ O, (N + NTN?) ¢) .

Subtracting the first term back on the Lh.s. gives
1
U (150) 6. N U (1,0) )
< 8{Un(t;0) v, (N + DUy (t:0) ¥) + Clob, N+ NTIN?) ) .
Inserting the last estimate in ([B.3]), we find

0 U (1.0) (V1) U(10) )| < O (8:0)0, (A + 1) (1:0)0)
+ O, (N + NTIN2))

Gronwall’s Lemma implies that
(¥, Uy (t;0) (N +1) Un(t:0)¢) < Ce(p, (N + NTINZ +1)9) (3.11)

for appropriate constants C, K > 0.

Step 2: we assume
(Un(t;0)th, (N + 1) Un(t;0) ) < Ci e (b, N* (1+ NT'W) o) (3.12)
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for all i < (j — 1) and we prove it for i = j (this is exactly (B1)).
From

Ly, N7 = ZN’ YLy, NN~ (3.13)
we find

_z—<uN (£:0) 1,V + 1)U (:0) 1)

- ilw, ) V4 1) [ MOV 5 2003
From (34), arguing as in Step 1 and using the intertwining relations
Na(f)=a(f) (N =1), and Na*(f) =a*(f) (N +1), (3.15)
we find
& U (1:0) 0, (N 4 17U (1:0) )] -

© U (100, (N + 17 Uy (10)0)

< ClUy(t:0) v, N +1)Un(8:0) ¥) +

In order to apply Gronwall’s Lemma, we have to estimate the second term on the r.h.s. of
(B.16). We claim that for all ¢ < j, there exist constants C, K > 0 such that

1 i+l ) oKt 1
U (£ 0, (N + 1)U (4 0)9) < CeR'(, (N + 1)'(1+ NN ) (3.17)

+ CUN(t;0), (N + 1) Un(0)0) .

Inserting (B3.I7) into the r.h.s. of (B.16) with i = j and applying Gronwall inequality, we
obtain (B.)).

In order to prove ([B.I7), we proceed again by induction. For i = 1, (8.17) was proven in
Step 1. Similarly, one can show ([BI7) for ¢ = 0 (the proof is simpler in this case, one just
need to observe that W* (v Ng) (N+1)W(VNg) = (N+VNg(p)+N+1) < 2(N+N+1)
which then commutes with the evolution exp(—iHyt)). We assume hence that (3.17)) holds
for i = k — 1 and we show it for ¢« = k € N, for an arbitrary 2 < k < 7.
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Using (B.6) and (B.7), similarly as in Step 1, we obtain

0 R (50) (V + DM U (5,00 0)
1

N

= (N 4 DU (00, W (VR@)N ~VNo(g) + N+ 1) e ™0 (VN p)y)

= OV + U500, W (VW) PN+ DIV (VR R))

1 I .
_ \/—N«N + 1) Un (80010, ¢(pe) Un(E;0)10)

— (Un(t;0)0, (N + 1) Un(t; 0)¢)

(N 4+ D Uy (8000, (N + 1) WH(VNp)e "W (VNe))

(3.18)

where, in the last step, we commuted the operator ¢(y;) through the Weyl operator
W*(vV/Ng;). In the first term on the r.h.s. of the last equation, we move the single
number of particles operator (N 4 1) to the right of the Weyl operator W (v/N¢). We find

S0 Ui (1.0) (N + 1) U (1:0) )

_ %<(N+ D! U (800, U (t;0)(N + 1))
(3.19)
+ %NW + D) Uy (£:0)8, Un(t:0)d()e)

1 k ) .
~ 7 WA DU (5O, o) Un(E:0)0) -

The third term on the r.h.s. of the last equation can be estimated by

1 k : :
J—N«N + 1) Un(8;0)0, ¢(pr) Un(t;0)1))

< afUn (5 0)90, (N + 1) Un (t; 0)) + O%NWN(t; 0)¢, ¢(p0) N + 1)*p (20 )Un (; 0)))

< U (10)6, OV + 1)y (5 008) + U005, (N + 1 2 (1:0))

where o > 0 is arbitrary and where we used the fact that, for every k € N, there exists a
constant C' such that

Do) (N + 1)fp(pr) < ON + )R, (3.20)
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Choosing « > 0 sufficiently large, we find

1 k ) .
T W+ DU 00, o) Un 0>w>‘

1
< CUN (5 0)0, (N + 1) Un (£0)9) + 57 (Un (5 00, (N + 1)U (8 0)9)) -
(3.21)
The second term on the r.h.s. of (3.I9]) can be bounded by

'\/LN«N + D)*UN (000, Un(t; 0)¢(w)w>'

< U (1010 OV P (0)0) + WU (1 0)0(2)0 O+ 1 U (£:0)0(0)0)
From the induction assumption ([3.I2) we obtain, using again (3.20),
1

=

(N + 1)Uy (100, Un (1 o>¢<¢>w>\

(3.22)
e, ()N + 1)F 11+ N7IW) (o))

< g U (0 00, (N + 1)U (10)) + O™ (o, (N + 1)1+ N

Finally, we control the first term on the r.h.s. of (8.19). To this end, we need to commute

one more factor (N + 1) across the fluctuation evolution Uy (t;0). We write, similarly

to (B3.19),

SOV 4+ 1y (100, U (5 0)(N + 1))
_ %<(/1\/+ DR Uy (1 0N + 1), Un (8 0) (N + 1)) -
vl DM Uy (8:0)6 ()0, Un(t:0)(N +1)¢)
- \/LN((/\ML 1) (o) (100, Un (£ 0)(N +1)85) -

Using the induction hypothesis ([B.I7) with ¢ = k — 2, the first term on the r.h.s. of the
last equation can be estimated by

L U (t0)N + 1), (N + DF Uy (0) (N + 1))

N
<CeRtah, (N +1)F (1 4+ NN )ep)
+ CUn (£ 0) (N + 1), (N + 12Uy (£ 0) (N + 1)2))
<Ce™ (), (N + 1)F (1 + NN

(3.24)
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where in the last inequality we also used the assumption ([312), with ¢ = £ —2. The second
term on the r.h.s. of (3:23) can be bounded using ([3.12) by

N+ DU (500000 Un (1 O) (N + 1))
<Un (t;0)0(0)0, (N + 1)* Uy (8 0)(0) )
(Un (8 0) (N + 1), (N + D Uy (80) (N + 1))
(W, N+ 1M1+ N/N))
(Un (0) (N + 1)1, (N + 1M Un (85 0)(V + 1)),

+;
N

Kt

ZIH

From (3.24)), we find

\%N«N 1) Ny (1 0) (), U (1 0N + 1>w>' < CFU g, (N + 1L+ NN

(3.25)

Similarly, using (3.24) and the bound (B.:20) the third term on the r.h.s. of ([B.23) is
bounded by

OV + 000 (1 000 Un (1 )N + 1))
< U EOW + 10, NV + D Uy (50N +1)9) (3.20)

+ Uy (001, d(2) N + 1) (0 )Un (£ 0))
<Ce™ (W, (N + 1)L+ N/N)w) + CUn (5 0), (N + 1) U (8 0)1) .

Combining (3:24), (3:25)) and ([B3:26), we obtain from (3:23) that

SO+ 1 (100, U (5 0) (N + 1)) | < O, (N + 1)(1 + A /N )
+ C(Un(t;0)0, (N 4 1) Uy (t;0)2)) .
This, together with (B21)) and (322, gives the following bound for (319):
S U3 (1.0) OV + 1) U (1:0) )

< 2N<1/f, Un (£;0) (N + 1) Uy (8 0) 1)
+ C{UN(L;0)0, (N + DFUN (t;0)00) + Ce®H e, (N 4+ 1)F (1 + NTIN)) .
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Subtracting the first term back in the Lh.s, we find

10U (150) (N + 1S U (10) )
< ClUn(t;0)1, (N + DF Uy (t;0)1) + Ce' (), (N + 1)F(1 + NTIN))
which proves [BI7), for i = k. O

We will also need similar bounds for the growth of moments of the number of particles
operator, of the kinetic energy operator and of the square of the kinetic energy operator
with respect to the limiting fluctuation dynamics Uy (t;s). The proof of the following
lemma can be found in [4][Prop. 4.1].

Lemma 3.2. Let U, (t; s) be the limiting fluctuation dynamics, defined in Proposition[21.
For every j € N, there exist constants C, K > 0 (depending on the constant D appearing
in (14), on ||¢||mr and on j) such that

(0, U (tr5) N+ 1) Un(t;5) ) < C eIy, (N +1)7 ) (3.27)

for ally € F, t,s € R. Let moreover
K=dl'(-A) = /alxvmajﬁvmaac

denote the kinetic energy operator. Then there exist constants C; K > 0 (depending on D
and ||¢||z1) and C', K’ > 0 (depending on D and ||| g2) such that

(W, UL (t5) KU (t; 8)00) < ORIl (p, (K + N + 1))
and
(U, UL (8 8) K2 Us (85 5)0) < O™, (I + N2 + 1))
forally € F, t,s € R.

Next, we will need to compare the fluctuation dynamics Uy (t; s) with its formal limit

U (t; s). To this end, we will make use of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let Uy (t; s) be the fluctuation dynamics defined in (2.9) and let U (t; s)
be defined as in Proposition [2.1. Then, for every j € N there exists constants C;j, K; > 0
(depending on the constant D appearing in ({1.4), on ||¢||gr and on j) such that

(N + 172 Un(t; 5) — Use(t5)) V|
CjeKj\t—s|

(j+3)/2 1 j+3 o )
<N (H(NH) VI + RN+ NN+ 1720+ NN )
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Proof. From (2.I1)) and ([213) we find

(Un(t;8) — Uso dr Un(t; 1) (Ln(r) — Loo(r)) Use (15 8)7

dr Uy (t;1) (L3(r) + L4) Uso (15 8)1

with
1 X | —
£4(8) = = [ dady Via =) (eiln)a; + 7u(s)ay) o and
1 k ok
L4 = TN /da:dy V(v —y)azaya,a, .
From Proposition B.1] we find

(N + 17 Un(t; 5) — Use(t;5)) |

< / dr ([N + 172Uy (1) (La(r) + L2) Usolr; 8)0|
: (3.28)
< C/ dr e[V + 1721+ N /N2 L3(r) Uso(rs s)Y||

IOV R0 NN o)

Using the estimate

L)V + 1Y L(r) < T OV + 197

proven in [4][Lemma 6.3], the term containing £3(r) on the r.h.s. of (8:28)) can be bounded
by

[V +1)7%(1 +N/N>1/2£3< WUoo (75 )|

\/_ [V + )2 (1 + NN (s s)0| (3.29)

¢ K|r—s| (j+3)/2 1/2
< — +1 ( 1+ N

where we also applied Lemma to control the growth of powers of NV w.r.t. Uy (r;s).
To bound the term containing £, on the r.h.s. of (328)), on the other hand, we use

(N +1Y2L2N +1)/% < %(Aﬁu 1IN +K) (3.30)

This estimate can be shown considering the restriction of the operator on the l.h.s. on the
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n-particle sector F,,. From (L4)), we conclude that

(n+1)7* 1 <

n

e 2V

1<J

n+ 1)+ <
< C% Sa-a,)

(N 4+ 1)2L5N +1)772) 5, =

n—|—1]+2

J=1

which is exactly the restriction of the r.h.s. of (8:30) on F,,. With (330), we can bound
the term containing £4 on the r.h.s. of (3:28) by

[N+ 121+ NNV Ly Uso (3 )0
<XV + DI04+ AN U )9
+ g H N +1 (j+3)/2(1 +N/N)1/2/C1/2L{ (r; 5) ¢}}

fHN+1)<J+3/2u rsszJrNg/z (N + U214+ NN U (5 5)0||

= 39001+ 5y O+ D0 NVl (13510

(3.31)

where K = dI'(—A) is the kinetic energy operator and where, in the last inequality, we
used Cauchy-Schwarz. From Lemma [8.2] we find

[N+ D21+ N/N)Y2 L, Lloo(r;s)@bH
<7 (H N+ 1092 + L[|V + 10921+ A7) ‘””)
n \/CN oK lr=s| <y|/c¢y| +— IV + DI+ NN )Uoo (7 5 ¢H)
S\/%em_ﬂ (H(NH)U*‘””/%H+||’C¢||+NH(N+1)(j+3’(1+N/NWH)-

Inserting the last equation and (B.:29) into the r.h.s. of (3:28]), we obtain the desired
bound. 0

We will also need to control the growth of A/ and of its power with respect to the
unitary groups generated by operators of the form h = N='2dI'(J) + ¢(f), where J is a
bounded operator on L?(R3) and f € L*(R?).

27



Proposition 3.4. Let f € L*(R?) and B be a bounded operator on L*(R?). Let

h= = dT(B) + (/)
where ¢(f) = a(f) + a*(f). For every j € N there exists a constant C such that
(W, N+ e ) < Clp, (N + a+ 52 FIV )

for everys e R, a > 1.

Remark: from Proposition B4l we obtain a bound for the norm

[N + )26 (N + o+ 52| £12)9/2) < C .
Proof. We compute the derivative
i, N ae ) = (e, (N ape )
— (@, M), (N + a)leey)

= i(@b, PN + a)fa* ()N + a)~1lemhsy)

¢

0
7j—1

- (), e (N + a)’a(f)(N + o)t temths

£=0

We use the intertwining formulas Na*(f) = a*(f)(N + 1) and (N + 1)a(f)

write

<w’ zhs(N+a) —zhsw)

-1

b

~

Z M (N + ) (N + a + 17234 (FY(N + o)/ 4emihsy)

=
Using the bounds (2.5]), we find
d zhs —ihs
| e + aye )
j—1

< STUFI I + @)/ Viemmoup)l [ (A + a + 1)E9/2H/(N 1 a)i—Teoy|

=0
< CIFIIN + a2 e o) 2
< ONf I, e (N + a) e o) =12
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= a(f)N to

w’ ths N+a j/2—1/4 *(f)(N_l_a_l_1)Z—j/2+1/4(N+a)j—l—ée—ih5w>
J—



for all @ > 1 and for a constant C' depending only on j. Gronwall’s lemma gives
(¥, €™ (N +a)e™ ) < C||fI¥s™ + (¥, (N + a)y) < O, (N +a+[|f]*s*) %)
for all s € R. O

Finally, we need bounds on the growth of A/, of its higher powers, and of K with respect
to the unitary group generated by self-adjoint field operators of the form ¢(f), obtained
from the operator h introduced in Proposition 3.4l in the limit N — oo.

Lemma 3.5. Let f € L*(R?) and ¢(f) = a*(f) + a(f). For every j € N there exists a
constant C such that

(1, DN + a)fe D) < O, (N +a+ 52| f|*)v)
foralls € R and a > 1. If f € HY(R?), we have, for every s € R and a > 0,
(W, D (K + a) %) < 2 (4, (K + o+ IV FIP)) (339
If f € H?(R3) there exists a constant C > 0 such that
(1, "D (I + @)’ D) < C (4, (K + a+ s*|VFI[P + sl Af])*) (3.34)
for every s € R, a > 0.

Remark: from the lemma we obtain bounds for the norms

|V + @)= DN +a+ S fIP) 7 < €
10 + @) 2e D (K + o+ LIV ) < C (3.35)
1K + @)e ™D (K +a+ [V + IslIAF) | < €.

Proof. The first statement follows from Proposition B.4] taking B = 0. To prove ([B.33)), we
observe that e*) = W (if) is a Weyl operator. Therefore, we have

¢S (K 4 a)e~00) = o + / dzVy(a;, + isf(x))Va(az —isf(x))

:IC+a—is/def(a7)-Vmi%—z’s/de?(x)-anx+82||Vf||2
<2(K+a+s°|VE?)

which proves (3.33).
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Finally, we show (3.34). We have
(W, V(I + a)2e™0y) = (4, (K + a+ A+ A"+ 5|V f]?)* )

with
A= —is/d:v Vf(z) Va, .

By Cauchy-Schwarz, we find
(W, DK+ a)?e ™ Dy) < O, (K + @) + A"A+ AA* + "IV FI|")0) .
We have

(Wb, A A) = 5 / drdy¥ f(2)VT(y) (6, Vo'V ay)

< 82/d:cdyIVf(x)HVf(y)HIVmaml| IVyay ||
< SV, Ky)
Since [A, A*] = s%||Af]|?, we conclude that
(0, AA"Y) < SAFIP + $* [V I (v. Ko)
and thus that

(0, K + a)?e 0Dy < O, (K + a+ |V FI? + [sl|AF])*0) -

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1
To compute the expectation

Epn, [f1(O14) - fi(Ore)] = (Wne, [1(O1p) - .- fu(Ort)¥ne)

we expand the functions f1,..., fi in their Fourier representation. We find

Epn, [[1(O1s) - f(Or)] = / dry . dr, fu(1) - Fe(T) (g, €710 @i Oriyy )

Next, we embed our problem in the Fock-space. With a slight abuse of notation, we identify

1+ with the Fock space vector

Yy = e HNt a(p)”

Q
V' N!

30



having only one non-zero component. We observe that
U = dyPye "N (VNp)Q

where Py is the orthogonal projection onto the N-particle sector of the Fock space, and
where dy = eV2N—N/2\/NI ~ N4 We define

Oji = O0j — {1, Ojpy) -

Since

Okt = —=dI(Or)lpyr

QH

we find
<wN,t7€iTlol’t N 'eiTkok,t¢N7t>

a* ()N L i T dD (B )
=dy < (SJOV)' Q, e it dF(Ol t) e mdr(ok,t)e ZHNtPNW(\/NgO)Q>

— dy <W*(\/Ng0)a (;0\2' (\/_90> it v dl'(O1,0) o el\/_%dr(ok,t)e—ZHNtW(\/N(p)Q>

= (& Uk (O (V@) T O RO (VN U (£0)2)

(4.1)

where we introduced the fluctuation dynamics Uy (t; s) = W*(v/ N, )e MW (v/Np,)
and where we defined the Fock space vector
N

v = dNW*(\/NSO)w};OV—)!

Observe that ||€y]| = dy ~ N4, However, it follows from Lemma [AT] that

Q.

IV + 1) x| < C (4.2)
uniformly in N. From (2.8)), we find

W*(VN@)dL(0;)W (VNg,) = dU(O4) + VNG(Os00) + Ngr, Os001)
(Ojvt)+\/_¢( Oj.101)

because, by definition, (¢, 5j7tg0t> = 0. Inserting in (4.1]), we find

<¢N,t,€mol’t e Tk Une) = (Ev, Uy (t; 0)e ™t ey (¢ 0)$2)
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with .
\/—NdF(Oj,t) + (Oj10t)
for j = 1,..., k. Recall here that ¢(f) = a*(f) + a(f), for any f € L?*(R3). We expand

next h;, around its main component ¢(0; ;). We find

hji=

<wN’t’€iT1O1,t o0kt ¢N,t>

k (-1 k
= <§N,U}§/(t; 0) H 6ifj¢(5j,tsot) (6i7'lhl,t _ 6iTZ¢(5j,t<Pt)> H 6iTjhj,tuN(t; 0)Q>
=1

j=1 j=0+1
k ~
+ <§N,U}§,(t; 0) H i ¥Oieet) U (t: O)Q> :
j=1
(4.3)
In order to bound the terms in the sum over ¢, we write

-1 k
<§N,u;7(t; 0) H e 9(0],1t) <6iTlhl,t _ 6Z’Tz¢(0j,tsot)> H 6iTjhj,tuN(t; O)Q>
j=1

Jj={+1
7 Ty {—1 _
= = d8< ,Z/{* t; 0 6i7j¢(oj,ts@t) 67;(7'2—5)h[yt
g5 | alevaseo]]

k
X dD (O )e e TT oty (t:0)Q2)

j=0+1
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We estimate the absolute value of this term as follows:

-1 k
‘<§N’uz*v(t;())HeiTm(Og‘,ts@t) (eiTéhl,t _6irz¢(0j,tsot)> H 6iTjhj,tuN(t;O)Q>‘
j=1

j=t+1

< [+ ) I+ D U O+ 1)

7j—1
x HH N+1+ZTQ||OMSO |?)e7i# o) N+1+ZTQ||OH%|| )
7j=1
/—1
<N + 14+ 720,00 ”“<N+1+272||0ZM|| )|
=1 =1

l 4
X NN+ 14> 7 10e )AL (Oet) N + 14+ Y 721 0senl®) |

i=1 i=1

V4 V4
<N+ 14 70|22 Cerd N + 143 7|0 |) 72|

i=1 i=1

X H [ N+1+ZTQHOH%|| )€’ “N+1+272H0m0t|| )2l

Jj=(+1

XNV +1+ ZT?I|5Z-,t30tH2)2UN(t; )]

CKt| 2
\/—\TeHIOuH 1+272H0mot|| :

=1

Here we used (4.2)), the norm bounds (3.:32]) and (3.35), Proposition 3.1l and the estimate

l
4L (Oet) N + 1+ Y 7 Osal?) M| < 10wl -

i1
From (4.3]), we conclude that
k ~
(OO ) — (v, U (£,0) T €20 Uy (£5,0)92) |
i=1
k k 2
Cet <Z| 16 ||) (1 720 ||2>
< Te| | Qe + T Ui et .
VN —1 i1

(4.4)

Next, we replace the fluctuation dynamics Uy (¢; 0) with the limiting dynamics Uy, (t; 0)
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introduced in Proposition 2.1l To this end, we write

k
(En U (0) [T €799 Uy (£;0)02)

J=1

k
= (&n Uz (8;0) TT €999 (U (£50) — Use (£ 0))2)

j=1
. i (4.5)
+ (&, Uz (5:0) = Uz (£,0) [ [ e U (£,0)2)
j=1
k ~
+ (En UL (5:0) T €™ U (£0)Q2)
j=1
To bound the first term on the r.h.s. of the last equation, we notice that
k ~
[(En U3 (£:0) [T 7929 (Un (£50) = Uso(£50))2)|
j=1
< WV + D2V + DY2U (8 0) (N + 1) 71|
k j—1 _ i N
X TTIN + 14D 72100l d N + 14+ 71 Osupe|) 7l (4.6)
j=1 i=1 i=1 :

k
XN+ 14+ 7210iape|) Un (£ 0) — Use (£ 0)) 2|

=1
CeKltl i -
S 14 TZ~2 OZ 2
\/N ; || ,t‘PtH

where we used (4.2]), the norm bound (3.35), Proposition Bl and Proposition B3l Next,
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we estimate the second term on the r.h.s. of (£5]). From Proposition B3] we find

| (Ex (U3 (£50) — U (£0)) T €™#©90) e (2 0)2)|

j=1
k

< N+ 172NV + DYy (0) = U (50)) [ [ ™99 Uno (£:0)92
j=1

C€K|t\ ) CeKlH
\/— [(V +1) He”J ““”’f)uoo(t;o)ﬁllﬂt IIICHf:”J 0320 U (1, 0)1

CeKlt i
+ SN+ 1 T 00t 10y
7=1
C K|t|
+ SN+ P T O v 0]
7=1
(4.7)
Using again (3.35]), the first term on the r.h.s. of (£7]) can bounded by
C o+ 17 T[ 90 et 019
+ eI U (8
VN Pl
CeKlil k =t e J ~
H [N+ 14> 7 100@i]?) e OO N + 14> 72 Oiar|®) 72|

i=1 i=1

k
XN+ 14D 71105 U (1 0)0|

i=1

2
CeK\tI
\/N <1 + ZT 10,04 ) .

Similarly, one can bound the third and the fourth term on the r.h.s. of ([£7)). We obtain

4

CeKltl k i CeKlt k _

o IV D TLe O the(:0000 < T | 14 2710w
Jj=1 i=1

and
CleKlt] K]t

k 5
1T t C A
TN5/2 IV +1) 5H 19012 Uso (1 0)Q2| < N5/2 <1+Zﬂ'2||0i,t<ﬂt’|2> .
=1

7j=1
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To estimate the second term on the r.h.s of (A7), we use the third bound in (B35); we
obtain

k

CeXlt i $(0
||]C H ez—rj¢(0j,t<ﬁt) uoo (t7 O)QH

VN

HH Z 72|V Ois0el? + |7l | AOs sp0)) €7 @sr)

=1
J
< (K+ Y _(r2IVOsll® + I |1 AOiseel)) ™|

i=1

x|l /C+Z (T IV Oispel® + 7l | AOsee]|) ) Uno (£ 0)2

=1

k
(1 + Y (FIVOisp:])* + |7 IIAOi,MII)> -
i=1

CleXlt
<
- VN

Combining the last four bounds, we conclude that

k
[(Ex s (U3 (£50) — U (£50)) [ [ €O Uoe (£ 0)2)

i=1

CleXlt ( k e , 2 k - )
<— 11+ E 7 | O | E ||VO, wpe||” + |Tz|||AOztS0t||)
N =1 i=1

CeKm , )
N3/2 ZT ||Oth0t|| N5/2 ZT ||Ozt90t||

Combining with ([4.6]) and ([@5), we get from (4.4]) that

k
[(Wngy €708 Ohe gy — (6, UL (£ 0) H O Y (10)0)]

CeK\tl 5
<= +Z 76l | O

C'e Kt
N ZTSIIOzmIIg W Zfl 10l
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Now we want to replace the N-dependent vector £y with its limit. This procedure will

produce again an error of size N~%/2. From Lemma [A.1], we have

azwwmﬁwﬂwbzfﬁﬁﬂWQ
VNI

where the coefficients 5%) satisfy the recursion

1—4 _ 1 (o
N =N — el (4.9)
14 14
with the initial data 51(3) =1 and SJ(VD = 0. Recall that ||| = dy ~ N'/* and that, from
Lemma [AT]
_ 14
IV + D)7l = >l P < C (4.10)
(+1
>0

uniformly in N (the factor ¢! arises because |a*(p)‘Q|*> = ).

We compare the coefficients 51(5) with the limiting coefficients

0 if ¢ =2m+1
= . 4.11
S { C% ife=2m (4.11)
which satisfy the recursion
T o
0 = — 68 (1.12)

with the initial data &2 = 1 and £ = 0. Observe here that [ ~ ¢=1/* (for ¢ even),

and therefore
D 1P =00
>0

This means that the vector

to =Y €00 (p)'0

£>0

is not an element of the Fock space (this is not surprising since |[¢x]| ~ NY* — oo, as

N — 00). We will avoid this problem by considering the vector

W+ 1) => ((+1)7*¢Wa*(p)'Q (4.13)

£>0

which is in the Fock space for o > 1/2, and showing that

[N+ 1)y — (N + 1) || < ON7'2
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One should think of (N + 1)7%¢., as a notation for the right hand side of ([AI3), and not
for the action of the operator (N + 1)™® on the (non-existing) vector ..
Comparing the recursions (£9)) and ([d.12), we obtain

14

1-— _ - - -
NG — (e - eY)

—_

14
& -l =

Taking absolute value, we find

¢ L - - -
68 — €91 < 71N = €+ —=Ie

VN

This implies that

(-1 - oy, VO
VaEY = €1 <\ = V=2l - Y+ ey

and that, for every a € N,

e -0 < DDV D een_qemyy LV jen),
(0+1)e/2 BN 5o 00 +1) (6—1)042 VN (0 + 1)/

Next, we take the square, using that (a+b)* < a®(1+¢)+b*(1+e7'), for every €,a,b > 0.
We find

_c® M (£=2) - 2)_ 4—2) 2 i -1 (z 1)

e -0 < G (e e P e ) P
We choose € > 0 such that

(£—1)! 0+ 1) — (0 — 1)+

0+ 1) (I+e)=1 = e= (0 — 1)otT

and find

o =28 2 pgp, 1 & =1 1)
(€+1) |€ goo| S (ﬁ—]_)o‘|§N 6 | +N€(€—|—1) (f—].)a"’_l / |€N | :

We choose o = 3, so that

63
<
W= =¢

for all £ € N. This gives

2 < ( 2) |€(€ 2) é 2)| +Q(€—£1)!

(e-1)
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Iterating the last inequality, and using the fact that |§](§) —féﬁ)| = (0 for £ =0, 1, we conclude
that

- O~ U= > o O =)t > C
(EH)\@V —EOP < oI TWP < =Y el < <

Jj=1 Jj=1

2

uniformly in ¢ € N. Here we used (4.10). Therefore, we find

IV + 1)y = (W + 1) 72| =

>0

IN

! C 1 C
(£+1)5|5N| _N;(M—l)? N

This implies that

k _ k _
(v, U (£:0) T T €779 MU (£ 0)92) — (€oe U (:0) [ [ €79 U (£ 0) ) )
j=1 j=1
< IV + 1)‘5/2§N W+1)7 Vel |+ 1)UL (£ 0) (N + v il
-1

><HH N+1+ZT2||O wpu][2)P/2ei ¢ O (N+1+272H0n<p 1))

7j=1

XNV + 1+ folléi,twtllz)"’/zuoo(t; )]

i=1

cer ( Zki 2|0 >/
< 1+ T; i,tPt .
VN p

From (4.8)), we obtain

k
(ns, im0 eiTkOk,th’t>_<£oo7 Uz (t;0) H eiTjd)(Oj,t%Ot)uoo(t; O)Q>‘

j=1

CeKlt\
< W (HZWI ||Ou||5>

C€K|t

\/7
CeK|t
N3/2 ZT ||Oztgpt||8 N5/2 ZT ||Ozt¢t||10

From the bounds on ||O;|, [[VO;(1—=A)~Y2||, ||AO;(1—A)~Y| (which clearly imply bounds
on [|0;], IVO;(1=A)"172||, |AO,;(1—A)~*||) and from the bound on ||| ;> (which implies

(4.14)

Z (T IV Oispel* + |7l [ ADisee)
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a bound on @]z < Cefll||p|| g2 for every t € R), we conclude that

k
<wN,t> 6ir1(91,t N ~€iTkOk't¢N,t>_<€ooa u;o (t; O) H 6irj¢(0j,tsot)uoo(t; 0)9)’

=1
’ . . (4.15)
< Ty - T T w5 T; .
\/N /=1 N =1 N =1

Here, one should be careful with the notation. As explained above, £, is not a Fock
space vector. In the last three equations, the Fock space inner product involving &, should

be really understood as

k ~
(N A+ 1)7 0, (N + 12Uz (10) T [ €990 (£5,0)92)

J=1

with (N + 1)75/2¢,, defined as the Fock space vector (ZI3). It is only to shorten the
notation that we remove the two factors (N + 1)=%?2 and (N + 1)%/2

Next we notice that, with the notation A(f,g) = a(f) + a*(Jg) (where Jg = q) intro-
duced after Proposition 2.1l we have

¢(5j7t80t) = A(éj,tgpt, J@yt%ﬁ) .
Hence, by Proposition 2.2}

UL (t; O)Cb(aj,t(ﬂt)uoo(t; 0) = A(O(t; 0)(6j,tS0t> Jaj,t%))

A(U(t, O)O%t(pt + JV(t, O)O%t@t, JU(t, O)Oj,t + V(t7 O)O]’7t§0t)
?(9j1)

where we defined

i+ =U(t;0)0, 001 + JV(t;0)0; 104 .

Here O(t; s) is the Bogoliubov transform defined in Proposition 2.2, which, according to
(2I7), can be decomposed as

[ Ultss) JVt;s)Jd
Olt;s) = < V(t;s) JU(t;s)J ) '

It follows that

k k
(Goos UL (£50) T T €O 290U (£;,0)9) = (€oo, [ [ €779090) . (4.16)
j=1

J=1
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For f,g € L*(R3), the canonical commutation relations (24 imply that

[0(f), ¢(9)] = [a(f) + a”(f), alg) + a™(9)] = (f,9) = (9, f) = 2ilm (f,9) -

Hence, the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula implies that

1) id(9) — id(f+9) o—ilm (f.g)

We obtain
k k
H eiTi9(@5) — Gi(Man et +kTk 1) H eI (Gi0,950)
j=1 i<j

Let g = Zle 7;9j+- Again from the Baker-Hausdorff-Campbell formula we find
6@y — -2 g m@ (@)™
eI =e M Z A — Q.
m>0

Therefore, from (LI, we have

k
(oo U (1:0) [ [ U (£ 0)02)

=1
ok e
e e s 35 ooy, ().
i<j >0
From (4.I1)), and since
(a* ()", a"(9)"Q) = 01 (0,9)"

we obtain
k ~
(Goos UL (£;0) [ 79O U (£ 0)2)
j=1
k
— e—%ll Z?;l 7595t e%@mZ?zl T G5,)2 H e~ imiTiIm (gie,95,¢)
i<j

= 6_% Z?,j:l i ()TiTs
where we defined the k x k matrix X(¢) = (£;;(¢)) through
i (t) = (Gits Git) — {5 Git) (P, Git)

for all 7 < j and through 3;;(¢) = £;;(¢) for i > j. We notice here that the factors (¢, g; )

and (g, g;4) are real. In fact, for any self-adjoint operator O on L?(R?®), we have
O(t;0)(Opy, JOpy) = (U(t;0)0¢r + JV (t;0)O¢py, JU(t;0)Opy + V (t;0)Ogy)
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and
(0, =J¢),0(t;0) (O, JO@y)) 1262 = 2ilm (p, U(t;0)O¢; + JV (t;0)Opy) .
On the other hand

(9, =J ), O(t; 0)(Opy, JOpy)) L2z = (O7(t;0) (¢, —=J ), (O, JOP;)) L2612
= (071 (t0)(¢, J9), (Opr, =JOp;)) 2012
(21, Jor), (Opy, =JOpy)) L2 2

= 2ilm {(p;, Opy) =0

where we used the relation ©*(¢;0) = SO~1(¢;0)S, with S defined in (2.16)).
We also notice that
(Git> 95.0) = (U(t; 0) i + JV (1 O)éi,t%agj,t)
= (U(t;0)0s01 + JV (£;0)Os¢01, Gje) — (e, Oipi) (U (t;0)p + TV (£50) 01, Gt
<U(t, O) P T JV(t, O)Olgot, U(t, O)O](,Ot + JV(t, O)Ojgot)
— (1, Oj0) (U (£ 0)Oipr 4 JV (£ 0)Ospr, U (£ 0)pr + JV (£ 0) o)
— {1, 0i) (U (t;0) o + JV(t50) 01, Gjt) -
Since, from PropositionZ2] (¢, Jo) = O(t;0) (e, Jor) = (U(t;0)pr+JV (t;0) 0, JU(;0) o+
V(t;0)¢y), we see that U(t;0)e, + JV(t;0)¢; = ¢, and therefore
(it i) = (U(t;0)050¢ + JV (£50)Oi04, U(t;0)Oj0 + JV(t;0)Oj¢py)
— (1, 050 (U (t;0)Oipr + JV (1;0)Osipr, )
— (1, Oipr) (0, Gjit) -
Similarly, we find
(0, i) (0, i) = (0, U(t;0)Oiipr + JV (£ 0)Oipr) (0, U (¢ 0)Ojp1 + JV (£;0)O;01)
—{p, U(t;0)0ip1 + JV (t;0)Os6p1) (01, Ojo1) — (01, Oispr) (0, ) -

Hence
Eij(t) = (gits 9jt) — (@2 i) (@ Gjt)
with
Gir = U(t;0)0;0: + JV (t;0)O;0

and similarly for g;, (the products (yp, g;¢) are, like (¢, g; ), real).
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We observe that the matrix () can be decomposed in its real and imaginary part
Y(t) = P(t) + iR(t), with the two symmetric k x k matrices P(t) = (P;;(t)) and R(t) =
(Ri;(t)) given by

Py;(t) = Re (giz, gje) — () 91.6)(#: gj)
forall 7,7 =1,...,k, and
Rij(t) = Im (gis, gj1)
for all ¢ < j and R;;(t) = Rj;(t) for all ¢ > j. The real part P(t) is always non-negative
(see (LII)). Under the assumption that P(t) is strictly positive, () is invertible. We
denote by ¥71(¢) its inverse. Then Re ¥71(¢) > 0 and we have

dzy, ... dzy e PRI 1 o3 Digm1 Sy Wiy | =3 8o Si (0T
’ (2m)k det X(t)

Hence

k

/ dry - dm Fu(n) - Fulm) (€ U (10) T €790 0Uu (1 0))

j=1

= /dTl coodTy ﬁ(ﬁ) e ﬁg(Tk)ﬁ’_% i1 Sig (07T

1 - - .
= /dl’l R dl’kfl (S(Zl) A fk(l’k) [ (27T)k Tot E(t) e_% Z?,j:l Ez‘jl(t)xﬂw] .

From (4.13]), we conclude that, under the assumptions of Theorem [

(Unef1(O14) o fre(Op )N ) — /dxl —day fi(@) - fe(@) (27)F det 2(¢)

e~ St Eiﬂt)xm] ’

k

CeXl N 1.8 2 10
< H/d7|fj(7)|(1+|7|5+N‘7 + N2y
j=1

A Properties of &y

We collect some properties of the Fock space vector &y = dyW*(v/ Np)o®Y which have
been used in the proof of Theorem [[.Tl The proof of the next lemma can be found in [IJ.

Lemma A.1. For p € L*(R3), set

e = dy W (VR ) L

Q
VvV N!
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with dy = eN2/ NIV N—N2 ~ NYA Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
IV + 1)~ ey < C

uniformly in N. Moreover, we have
£)
Ev = Z 5](\/)@ (¥)Q
=0

with the coefficients

14

o N!
() _ -1 jN]—Z/2
N Z( ) (N =L+ )L - 5)5!

=0
Notice that the coefficients 51(5) satisfy the recursion

_ _ 1 -
V== Nl/zfj(\l; 1)_@@(5 2)

with € =1 and £ = 0.
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