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ON THE MICROSCOPIC PROPAGATION SPEED OF LONG-RANGE

QUANTUM MANY-BODY SYSTEMS

MARIUS LEMM, CARLA RUBILIANI, AND JINGXUAN ZHANG

Abstract. We consider the time-dependent Schrödinger equation that is generated on the
bosonic Fock space by a long-range quantum many-body Hamiltonian. We derive the first
bound on the maximal speed of particle transport in these systems that is thermodynami-
cally stable and holds all the way down to microscopic length scales. For this, we develop
a novel multiscale rendition of the ASTLO (adiabatic spacetime localization observables)
method. Our result opens the door to deriving the first thermodynamically stable Lieb-
Robinson bounds on general local operators for these long-range interacting bosonic systems.

1. Introduction

Let Λ be a finite subset of a lattice L ⊂ Rd, d ≥ 1. We consider solutions of the the many-body
Schrödinger equation

i∂tψt = HΛψt on F(ℓ2(Λ)),(1.1)

where F(ℓ2(Λ)) denotes the bosonic Fock space and HΛ is a long-range quantum many-body
Hamiltonian acting on F(ℓ2(Λ)); see (2.3)–(2.4) for the definition.

In this paper, we rigorously identify simple sufficient conditions on the Hamiltonian and
the initial states to obtain a bound on the maximal particle propagation speed of solutions
to (1.1). Specifically, we prove that for HΛ with polynomial decaying hopping and arbitrary
density-density interaction terms, any solution ψt to (1.1) with initial density uniformly bounded
by λ > 0 (i.e., supx∈Λ 〈ψ0, nxψ0〉 ≤ λ) obeys the following estimate: There exist κ, C > 0
independent of λ, Λ, and ψ0, such that for any v > κ, r > 0, and η > 1,

sup
0≤t<η/v

〈ψt, NBrψt〉 ≤ (1 + Cη−1)
〈
ψ0, NBr+ηψ0

〉
+ Cλ.(1.2)

Here Bh := {x ∈ Λ : |x| ≤ h} and NX denotes the particle number operator for X ⊂ Λ. We
also obtain analogous estimates to (1.2) for arbitrary moments

〈
ψt, N

p
Br
ψt

〉
for p ≥ 1 under

stronger (but still polynomial) decay assumptions on the hopping. Higher moment bounds are
useful in many applications because they provide stronger tail bounds via Markov’s inequality.
See Section 2 for detailed setup and Theorem 2.1 for precise statement of our main result for all
p ≥ 1.

In physical terms, our propagation estimate (1.2) ensures that bosons with long-range hopping
and interactions move at most with speed κ as long as the initial state has uniformly bounded
density, see (2.5). (Bounded-density initial states include the physically most relevant class of
Mott states, which are tensor product states in the particle number eigenbasis with uniformly
bounded local eigenvalues, that are also studied experimentally [11, 12].) In fact, our method
yields an explicit bound on the maximal speed of particle propagation κ, see (2.8), which has a
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natural interpretation as a one-particle group velocity operator. In particular, κ is independent
of time and total particle number.

Controlling bosonic propagation is a central topic of mathematical physics. The main chal-
lenge is that bosons can in principle accumulate in unbounded ways, so operator norms need
to be avoided. Bosons with long-range hopping and interactions combine the obstacles com-
ing from (a) unboundedness and (b) long-range nature of the terms in the Hamiltonian. Here
we develop a method to overcome these obstacles, a new multiscale rendition of the ASTLO
(adiabatic spacetime localization observables) method, which combines recursive differential in-
equalities and microlocal-inspired commutator expansions. We expect the approach to be useful
more broadly for analyzing quantum dynamics problems which combine features (a) and (b).

1.1. Organization. In Section 2, we lay out our setup in detail and present the main result,
Theorem 2.1. Afterwards, we compare our result to the literature (Section 2.2) and summarize
the proof strategy and key challenges (Section 2.3).

In Section 3, we set up the proof with various definitions and preliminary lemmas. In Section 4,
we prove Theorem 2.1 for the first moment case p = 1. In Section 5 we complete the proof of
Theorem 2.1 for all higher moments.

1.2. Notation. Throughout the paper, we fix a lattice domain Λ ⊂ L. We denote by D(A) the
domain of an operator A and by ‖ · ‖ the norm of operators on the bosonic Fock space F(ℓ2(Λ)).
We make no distinction in notation between a function f on Λ and the associated multiplication
operator ψ(x) 7→ f(x)ψ(x).

We write |X | = # {x ∈ Λ : x ∈ X} for X ⊂ Λ, Bh = {x ∈ Λ : |x| ≤ h}, and Sh = ∂Bh =
{x ∈ Λ : |x| = h} for h > 0.

2. Setup and Main Results

Let L ⊂ Rd be a lattice equipped with the Euclidean metric and fix a finite Λ ⊂ L. We
assume that any two distinct sites on L are separated by a distance greater than one and there
exist constants ωd, Vd > 0 such that the following polynomial growth conditions are verified for
all h > 0:

|Bh| ≤Vdhd,(2.1)

|Sh| ≤ωd−1h
d−1.(2.2)

We consider quantum many-body systems described by long-range Hamiltonians. The Hamil-
tonian is a linear unbounded operator of the forms

HΛ =
∑

x,y∈Λ

Jxya
∗
xay + V(2.3)

acting on the usual bosonic Fock space

(2.4) F(ℓ2(Λ)) = C⊕
∞⊕

N=1

SN




N⊗

j=1

ℓ2(Λ)


 ,

with SN denoting the projection onto the permutation-symmetric subspace of
⊕∞

N=1

⊗N
j=1 ℓ

2(Λ).
Here ax and a∗x are the bosonic annihilation and creation operators, respectively, which means
that they satisfy the canonical commutation relations [ax, ay] = [a†x, a

†
y] = 0 and [ax, a

†
y] = δx,y.

Moreover, J = (Jxy) is a Hermitian |Λ| × |Λ| matrix representing the energy of individual
particles, and V = Φ({nx}x∈Λ) is an arbitrary real-valued function of the bosonic number



MICROSCOPIC PROPAGATION OF LONG-RANGE QUANTUM MANY-BODY SYSTEMS 3

operators, nx := a∗xax, which describes an arbitrary density-density interaction. For back-
ground on the second quantization formalism and quantum many-body systems, see for ex-
ample [5, 19, 22]. In particular, [19, App. A] proves HΛ is self-adjoint on the dense domain
D(HΛ) = {(ψN )N≥0 ∈ F(ℓ2(Λ)) :

∑
N≥0 ‖HΛψN‖2 <∞} in F(ℓ2(Λ)).

2.1. Assumptions and main result. Recall that NX :=
∑

x∈X nx is the particle number
operator for X ⊂ Λ. We consider solutions ψt to the many-body Schrödinger equation (1.1)
with initial datum ψ0 satisfying the following uniform density bound: For some λ > 0 and
integer p ≥ 1,

〈ψ0, N
p
Xψ0〉 ≤ (λ|X |)p for all X ⊂ Λ.(2.5)

Our main assumption for the Hamiltonian (2.3) is that the hopping matrix J = (Jxy) satisfies
the following power-law decay for some CJ > 0 and power α > 2d+ 1,

|Jxy| ≤CJ |x− y|−α
(x, y ∈ Λ, x 6= y).(2.6)

Since α > 2d+ 1, it follows that for the integer n := ⌊α− d− 1⌋, the sum
∑

y∈L |x− y|n+1−α is

finite for all x ∈ L. This, together with (2.6) and the separability assumption |x− y| ≥ 1 for all
x 6= y, implies that there exist 0 < κ0, . . . , κn <∞ depending only on CJ and α such that

sup
x∈Λ

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|ν+1 ≤κν (ν = 0, . . . , n).(2.7)

A central role is played by κ0, the first moment of the hopping matrix, which as we will see
bounds the many-body propagation velocity.

(2.8) κ ≡ κ0 = sup
x∈Λ

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|

As we will demonstrate below, κ yields an upper bound on the maximal velocity (i.e., the light
cone slope). Finally, to simplify notations, given an operator A and initial state ψ0, we write

〈A〉t := 〈ψt, Aψt〉 , ψt := e−iHΛtψ0.(2.9)

The main result of this paper is the following particle propagation bound for all moments.

Theorem 2.1 (Main result). Let p ≥ 1 be an integer and assume that (2.6) holds with

α > max{3dp/2 + 1, 2d+ 1}.(2.10)

Then, for any v > κ and δ0 > 0, there exists a positive constant C = C(α, d, CJ , v, δ0, p) such

that for all λ, R, r > 0 with R − r > max(δ0r, 1) and initial states ψ0 ∈ D(HΛ) ∩ D(N
p/2
Λ )

satisfying (2.5),

sup
0≤t<(R−r)/v

〈
Np

Br

〉
t
≤
(
1 + C(R− r)−1

)〈
Np

BR

〉
0
+ Cλp.(2.11)
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r

r + vt ≈ R

Br

Br+vt

Figure 1. Explanation of the main result (Theorem 2.1): Taking R ≈ r + vt,
we obtain that only particles that were initially in the enlarged ball Br+vt can
end up in Br after time t (solid arrow). Particle transport from distances ≫ vt
is suppressed (dashed arrow).

The key constraint is 0 ≤ t < (R − r)/v. This can be rephrased as R > r + vt and in most
applications we take R ≈ r+ vt. The velocity bound v is essentially κ from (2.8). Note that this
is a natural bound (via the Schur test) on the matrix norm ‖[J, |x|]‖. Physically, we can interpret
[J, |x|] as the velocity operator of a quantum particle whose kinetic energy is described by the
|Λ| × |Λ| matrix J = (Jxy) and the norm of the velocity operator is then a natural one-body
speed bound. In particular, the bound is optimal in the non-interacting case (where V = 0).
As in other recent works ([18, 19, 34, 40, 43]), this shows that for bosonic quantum many-body
Hamiltonians of the form (2.3), particle transport can be controlled by the hopping part. The
condition (2.10) on α can probably be improved, but this will require new ideas.

2.2. Literature review and discussion. The derivation of propagation bounds for quantum
many-body Hamiltonians on lattices is a hot topic. The last 20 years have seen critical advances
in the derivation and application of quantum many-body propagation bounds known as Lieb-
Robinson bounds ([35]). Lieb-Robinson bounds establish the existence of a maximal speed of
quantum propagation for all local observables in quantum spin systems and lattice fermions. As
first discovered by Hastings, Lieb-Robinson bounds are among the few robust mathematical tools
for resolving longstanding problems in mathematical physics. Early examples are [6,23–26,36,38]
and many other extensions and applications of Lieb-Robinson bounds followed, cf. the reviews
[10, 21, 39]. As the understanding of finite- and short-range problems advances, more attention
is directed to deriving useful propagation estimates for quantum many-body systems with long-
range interactions which are more realistic in practice [9,20,30,34,45–47,50]. We refer to [15] and
the references therein for a more comprehensive review of the effect of long-range interactions
on the transmission of quantum information and to [4] for a more introductory overview on the
subject matter. Importantly both quantum spin systems and lattice fermions enjoy bounded

interactions.
By contrast, the mathematics of propagation bounds for bosonic systems (that we consider

here) has been considerably less developed because these have inherently unbounded interactions.
This leads the standard method for proving propagation bounds (which are based on operator
norm estimates) to break down. Over the years, several influential works considered special
instances of bosonic systems and initial states ([13, 14, 16, 29, 37, 41, 51–53]). For example, the
authors of the seminal 2011 work [41] obtained exponential bounds on the propagation admitted
by Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonians into the regions of space that are initially devoid of particles, a
special situation that is relevant to releasing trapped particles. The bound comes with a prefactor
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given by the total number of particles N and is therefore not stable in the thermodynamic limit
where N → ∞. A bosonic Lieb-Robinson bound with velocity scaling as

√
N was derived in

2020 ([51]). The last two years saw rapid progress in the area of bosonic propagation bounds
and the resolution of several longstanding problems ([18, 19, 32–34,50, 54]).

A microscopic bound on boson transport — such as our main result (1.2) — controls the flow
of particles on O(1) length scales, ideally starting from rather general initial states. (Another
type of bound concerns macroscopic transport [18, 49, 50], which is a rougher concept that we
briefly review in Remark 1 for context.)

On the microscopic transport problem there have been several recent advances based on new
ideas and methodology.

(i) [19] bounded the maximal speed for the first moment (p = 1) in general initial states.
However, the error term depends on the total particle number and so the bound is not
stable in the thermodynamic limitN → ∞. An equivalent perspective is that the bounds
are effective only on slightly mesoscopic length scales ∼ Nη with η = η(α) > 0.

(ii) [33] proved that the maximal speed for all moments (p ≥ 1) is almost bounded (grows at
most logarithmically in time) in the case of nearest-neighbour hopping and for general
initial states.

(iii) [34] proved that the maximal speed for the first moment (p = 1) is bounded for any
finite-range hopping and bounded-density initial states.

The speed bound in (i) only holds on mesoscopic scales r ∼ Nη(α). The speed bounds in
(ii) & (iii) hold down to microscopic length scales, but they only cover finite-range interactions.
Bosonic Hamiltonians with long-range hopping combine the mathematical challenges coming
from (a) the unboundedness and (b) the long-range nature. They are a natural frontier in our
understanding of quantum propagation. Our result is the first microscopic particle propagation

bound that holds for long-range hopping.

To appreciate the relevance of our main result and how it fits into the recent literature, we
summarize recent works on particle propagation bounds for lattice bosons — and how our result
fits into the literature — in the following table.

Precision Hopping range Initial state Ref.
macroscopic long-range (α > d+ 2) general [18]

long-range (α > d+ 1) general [50]
mesoscopic long-range (α > d+ 2) general [19]

nearest neighbour e−µN [54]
microscopic nearest neighbour general [33]

finite-range bounded density [34]
long-range (α > 2d+ 1) bounded density this work

Table 1. Overview of bounds proved on particle transport for bosonic quantum
many-body dynamics in the last two years.

Some comments about Table 2.2 are in order.

(i) While results in [18,19] are stated for the Bose-Hubbard model, the proof of the maximal
velocity bound applies verbatim for arbitrary density-density interactions, as long as
the hopping terms in the Hamiltonian have sufficiently fast polynomial decay (c.f. [43,
Thm. 2.1, 2.4]).

(ii) This table only concerns bounds on the transport of particles, which is arguably the
most fundamental form of quantum transport. More general bounds on propagation of
quantum information are Lieb-Robinson bounds which control the spreading of general
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local quantum observables. (E.g. experiments [12] track the evolution of the boson parity
operator eiπnx ; the particle number bounds are insensitive to this.) The recent math-
ematical progress on bosonic propagation bounds also led to the first general bosonic
Lieb-Robinson bounds, but the bounds are weaker and depend in various ways on the
initial state [19, 33, 34, 54]. Our result opens the door to improving and extending these
results for long-range bosonic Hamiltonians; see Section 2.4.

Remark 1. Macroscopic transport bounds are a rougher concept which was the content of [18,50],
but not of this paper. They are essentially of the form

(2.12) PNX≥(1−θ)Ne
itHPNY ≥θNe

−itHPNX≥(1−θ)N . d−n
XY , 0 < t <

dXY

v

where PNX≥λ is the spectral projector of NX onto eigenvalues ≥ λ, 0 < θ < θ′ < 1 and v > κ
are parameters, and dXY the distance between regions X and Y . The macroscopic transport
bound (2.12) says that it takes time proportional to dXY to move a macroscopic fraction θ′ − θ
of the total boson number N from regions X to Y . In other words, it bounds the collective
speed of large “clouds” of bosons.

Such finite speed bounds on macroscopic transport were derived for general initial states
under the condition α > d + 2 in [18] which was improved to α > d + 1 in [50]. These bounds
are thermodynamically stable. (We call a bound thermodynamically stable if it is independent
of the particle number N and the lattice volume Λ.) The decay condition α > d + 1 is argued
to be sharp ([50]) and so the comparatively rough notion of macroscopic particle transport for
long-range bosons is basically fully understood now.

2.3. Proof strategy and key challenges. The centerpiece of our proof are approximate mono-
tonicity estimates for certain adiabatic spacetime localization observables (ASTLOs), which dy-
namically track the relevant local particle propagation. The approximate monotonicity estimate
is derived by microlocal methods (in particular resolvent-based commutator expansion) where
the role of the small parameter is played by the inverse of the radius of the large ball, 1/R (which
we can essentially think of as 1/(vt)).

The ASTLO method was developed for bosonic quantum many-body systems in [18,19,34,43].
It is inspired by propagation estimates introduced in [42] for few-body quantum mechanics in
the continuum, further developed in [1,3,7,8,27,28,44] and also recently applied to the nonlinear
Hartree equation [2]. Roughly speaking, ASTLOs monotonously decrease along the Heisenberg
dynamic dual to (1.1), up to explicit time-decaying remainders. Moreover, ASTLOs have suitable
geometric properties that render them comparable with the number operator associated with
the propagation regions of interest. This, together with the approximate monotonicity, allows us
to control the spacetime localization properties of the evolving system in the Heisenberg picture.

In proving our main result we have overcome two new technical challenges that were not
treated in [18, 19, 34, 43]. First, to obtain a thermodynamically stable bound that does not use
any a priori bounds on particle numbers appearing in various remainder terms in the commuta-
tor expansion, we have to dynamically handle the contribution of particles from very far away.
Specifically, to obtain the first moment bound (1.2), we resort to a multiscale induction, pro-
ceeding from large scales down to O(1) length scales. Note that this multiscale scheme proceeds
downwards, from large to small length scales. The induction base at large length scales are the
propagation estimates found in our previous works ([19, 43]) because these are thermodynami-
cally stable on sufficiently large length scales. This multiscale rendition of the ASTLO method
is a main technical contribution in our work.

Our second goal in this work is to generalize (1.2) to higher moments (see (2.11)), which are
relevant for applications via Markov’s inequality. To this end, we have designed new ASTLOs of
order p ≥ 1, which are comparable to localized number operators raised to the p-th power. To
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establish the approximate monotonicity for these higher-order ASTLOs, we control the Heisen-
berg derivative of the (p+1)-th order ASTLOs by those with order p up to various commutator
terms which we prove to be of lower order. Thus, we nest another upward induction over the
moments into the downward multiscale scheme over length scales, thereby establishing the main
result, estimate (2.11), for all moments p ≥ 1.

2.4. Future directions. Noticee that the condition on the power-law decay exponent α for
which we obtain a bounded speed for the first moment is α > 2d+ 1. The threshold α > 2d+1
appears in the context of quantum information transport of long-range interacting systems: it
has been identified as the sharp threshold for having a Lieb-Robinson bound with linear light
cone (which is another way to say bounded speed) in [17,31,32,46,48]. It is notably different from
the threshold α > d + 1 for bounded speed that has been recently identified for macroscopic

particle transport [18, 50] (which we recall is a rougher way to track transport more in the
context of statistical physics) and in [19]. These results suggest that there could be fundamental
qualitative differences between transport on microscopic versus macroscopic length scales in
long-range quantum many-body systems and we plan to investigate this in future work.

We close with another comment about the more general Lieb-Robinson bounds (LRBs). It
turns out that microscopic particle propagation bounds are a key ingredient to prove LRBs for
bosonic Hamiltonians of the form (2.3) [19, 33]. The rough idea is that, as mentioned above,
the main obstacle to prove an LRB for bosons are large local interactions which are due to
local accumulation of bosons. This accumulation is precisely what can be controlled by particle
propagation bounds. Since our main result is the first thermodynamically stable microscopic
particle propagation bound for long-range bosons, it opens the door to deriving the first ther-
modynamically stable LRBs for long-range bosons by modifying the blueprint (constructions of
suitable “truncated dynamics”) created in [19,33] for localized, respectively, finite-density initial
states.

3. Preliminaries

In this section, we present some basic definitions and technical lemmas.

3.1. Function class E. Take ǫ > 0 to be determined later. We define the function class
(3.1)

E ≡ Eǫ :=
{
f ∈ C∞(R) : f ≥ 0, f ′ ≥ 0,

√
f ′ ∈ C∞(R), f ≡ 0 on (−∞, ǫ/2), f ≡ 1 on (ǫ,∞)

}
.

Essentially, elements in E are cutoff functions with compactly supported derivatives, see Figure 2
below. Later on, we will specify the value of ǫ according to the values of v entering the statement
of Theorem 2.1.

µ
0 ǫ/2 ǫ 1

f(µ)θ(µ)

Figure 2. A typical function f ∈ E compared with the Heaviside function θ(µ).



8 MARIUS LEMM, CARLA RUBILIANI, AND JINGXUAN ZHANG

Functions in E are easy to construct. Indeed, for any h ∈ C∞(R) with h ≥ 0 and supph ⊂ (ǫ/2, 0, ǫ),

let f1(λ) :=
∫ λ

−∞ h(s)ds. Then f1/
∫∞

−∞ h(s)ds ∈ E , and so we have h ≤ Cf ′ for some f ∈ E .
Similarly, one could also check that

If f1 ∈ E , then there exists f2 ∈ E with f ′
1 ≤ Cf ′

2.(3.2)

Moreover,

If f1, f2 ∈ E , then f1 + f2 ≤ Cf3 for some f3 ∈ E .(3.3)

We will frequently use the following symmetrized expansion formula for functions in E , whose
proof is found in [19]:

Lemma 3.1 ([19, Lem. 2.2]). Let n ≥ 1 be an integer and f ∈ E. Then, with u := (f ′)
1
2 and,

for n ≥ 2, functions jk ∈ E, ũk := (j′k)
1
2 , 2 ≤ k ≤ n, there exist positive constants Cf,k such

that for all x, y ∈ R,

(3.4) f(x)− f(y) = (x− y)u(x)u(y) +

n∑

k=2

(x− y)khk(x, y) +Rn(x− y)n+1,

where the sum should be dropped for n = 1 and

|hk(x, y)| ≤Cf,kũk(x)ũk(y) (2 ≤ k ≤ n),(3.5)

|Rn(x, y)| ≤Cf,n.(3.6)

3.2. Commutator expansion. Fix a lattice domain Λ ⊂ L. For any function g ∈ ℓ∞(Λ), the
second quantization map, dΓ, is given by

dΓ(g) :=
∑

x∈Λ

g(x)nx, nx = a∗xax.(3.7)

The following commutator expansion formula is a consequence of the canonical commutator
relation:

Lemma 3.2 (c.f. [19, Lem. A.2]). Let HΛ be as in (2.3). Let g ∈ ℓ∞(Λ). In the sense of forms

on D(HΛ) ∩ D(NΛ), we have

(3.8) [HΛ, dΓ(g)] = −
∑

x,y∈Λ

Jxy (g(x)− g(y)) a∗xay.

Proof. By definition (3.7), dΓ(g) commutes with any nz and therefore with arbitrary functions
of the bosonic number operators V = Φ({nz}z∈Λ) (see (2.3)). Thus we have

[HΛ, dΓ(g)] =
∑

x∈Λ,y∈Λ

Jxy[a
∗
xay, dΓ(g)] =

∑

x∈Λ,y∈Λ

∑

z∈Λ

Jxyg(z)[a
∗
xay, a

∗
zaz].(3.9)

By the canonical commutation relation [ax, a
∗
x] = δij , we have [a∗xay, a

∗
zaz] = −a∗xay for z = x,

= a∗xay for z = y, and = 0 elsewhere. These facts, together with expression (3.9), give (3.8). �

3.3. ASTLOs — adiabatic spacetime localization observables. Let v > κ with κ defined
in (2.8), and v′ := 1

2 (κ+ v). For any function f ∈ L∞(R), t ∈ R, and R, s > 0, we define

(3.10) fts(x) ≡ f(|x|ts) := f

(
R− v′t− |x|

s

)
.

Of particular interest are the time-dependent observables

Nf,ts := dΓ(fts), f ∈ E .(3.11)
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Following [18, 19, 34, 43], we call (3.11) adiabatic spacetime localization observables (ASTLOs).
As we will see later, control over the evolution of ASTLOs grants the same over the spacetime
localization properties of evolving states.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.1 for p = 1

In this section, we prove our main result, Theorem 2.1, for the first moment case.

Theorem 4.1 (Thermodynamically stable propagation estimates). Let (2.6) hold with α > 2d+ 1.
Then, for every v > κ and δ0 > 0, there exists C = C(α, d, CJ , v, δ0) > 0 such that for all

λ, R, r > 0 with R−r > max(δ0r, 1) and initial states ψ0 ∈ D(N
1/2
Λ ) satisfying (2.5) with p = 1,

sup
0≤t<(R−r)/v

〈NBr 〉t ≤ (1 + C(R − r)−1) 〈NBR〉0 + Cλ.(4.1)

Theorem 4.1 is proved at the end of this section.
The starting point of our proof strategy, following [18, 19, 34, 43], is to derive monotonicity

estimates for the ASTLOs, (3.11). Compared to our previous results, in Props. 4.2–4.3 below,
we refine the monotonicity estimates to nail down the localization properties of the error terms.
This enables us to subsequently use a multiple-scale argument in a backward induction scheme
to consecutively treat the contribution of particles at various length scales and thus remove the
dependence on total particle number in the remainder terms. See the proof of Proposition 4.4
for details and Figure 3 below for an illustration.

2k

2k+1

2k

I

II

III

Figure 3. In the proof of Theorem 4.1, at each induction step we control the
particles moving from region II to region I, as the contribution from region III
into region I have been already accounted for by the induction hypothesis.

To begin with, from Lems. 3.1–3.2 we derive the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Let (2.7) hold for n ≥ 1. Then, for any v > κ, f ∈ E, there exist

C = C(f, n, v) > 0 and, for n ≥ 2, functions jk ∈ E, 2 ≤ k ≤ n, such that for all t, s, R > 0,
∫ t

0

〈Nf ′,τs〉τdτ ≤C
(
s〈Nf,0s〉0 +

n∑

k=2

s−k+2〈Njk,0s〉0 + s−ntRem(t)

)
,(4.2)

Rem(t) := sup
t′≤t


〈NBR−ǫs/2

〉t′ +
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈ny〉t′


 .(4.3)

The sum in (4.2) is dropped for n = 1.



10 MARIUS LEMM, CARLA RUBILIANI, AND JINGXUAN ZHANG

Proposition 4.2 is proved in Section 4.1.
Next, by adapting the arguments in [19, Sect. 2.2], [43, Sect. 4.2], we prove in Section 4.2

that Proposition 4.2 implies the following propagation estimate:

Proposition 4.3. Let (2.7) hold for n ≥ 1. Then, for any v > κ, there exists C = C(n, v) > 0
such that for all R > r > 0 and s = (R− r)/v,

sup
t≤s

〈NBr〉t ≤ (1 + Cs−1)〈NBR〉0 + Cs−n Rem(s).(4.4)

Here Rem(s) is given by (4.3).

Remark 2. Note that, unlike estimate (4.2), the auxiliary functions f ∈ E etc. do not enter the
statement of Proposition 4.3.

Estimate (4.4) forms the basis of the proof of Theorem 4.1. In the next proposition, we
illustrate the iterative scheme with the choice R = 2k+1 and r = 2k for any k > 0. The
corresponding result for general R, r can then be obtained by straightforward adaption and is
deferred to the end of this section.

Proposition 4.4. Let (2.6) hold with α > 2d + 1. Then, for any v > κ, there exists some

C = C(α, n, CJ , v) > 0 such that for all λ, k ≥ 0, and initial states with supx∈Λ 〈nx〉0 ≤ λ,

sup
vt≤2k

〈
NB

2k

〉
t
≤ (1 + 2−kC)

〈
NB

2k+1

〉
0
+ Cλ.(4.5)

Proof. Take a large constant L > 0 s.th. the domain Λ ⊂ [−L/2, L/2]d. Let C0 > 0 be some
constant independent of a, L, k to be determined later. We prove (4.5) with any C ≥ C0 by a
downscale induction on the size of L.

1. First, for the base case, we prove that there exists a large integer K = K(L, α, d) > 0 s.th.
(4.5) holds for all k ≥ K.

Let

n := ⌊α− d− 1⌋.(4.6)

Then, by the assumption α > 2d+ 1, condition (2.7) holds with n ≥ d ≥ 1.
Thus, we can apply [43, eq. (2.9)] (see also [34, eq. (7)]) to obtain, for some C1 > 0 independent

of k, α, L,

sup
vt≤2k

〈NB
2k
〉t ≤ (1 + 2−kC1)

〈
NB

2k+1

〉
0
+ 2−knC1 〈NΛ〉0.(4.7)

Under the assumptions supx 〈nx〉0 ≤ λ and |Λ| ≤ Ld, we have 〈NΛ〉0 ≤ λLd, and so estimate
(4.7) becomes

sup
vt≤2k

〈NB
2k
〉t ≤ (1 + 2−kC1)

〈
NB

2k+1

〉
0
+ 2−knLdC1λ.(4.8)

We conclude from (4.8) that (4.5) holds for C ≥ C1, k ≥ K with

K =
d

n
log2(L).(4.9)

This completes the proof of the base case.

2. Next, assuming (4.5) holds for k + 1, we prove it for k.



MICROSCOPIC PROPAGATION OF LONG-RANGE QUANTUM MANY-BODY SYSTEMS 11

Recall definition (4.3) for Rem(t). We apply Proposition 4.3 with R = 2k+1 and r = 2k,
whence s = 2k/v and (4.4) becomes

sup
vt≤2k

〈
NB

2k

〉
t
≤(1 + 2−kC2)

〈
NB

2k+1

〉
0
+ 2−nkC2 sup

vt≤2k
〈NB

2k+1
〉t

+ 2−nkC2 sup
vt≤2k

∑

x∈B
2k+1

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈ny〉t.(4.10)

The first term in the r.h.s. of (4.10) is of the desired form with prefactor bounded by C1. To
bound the second term, we claim that, for some dimensional constant Cd > 0,

2−dk sup
vt≤2k

〈NB
2k+1

〉t ≤ Cd λ.(4.11)

Indeed, suppose (4.11) holds. Then, since n ≥ d by the assumption α > 2d + 1 (see (4.6)), we
have 2−nkC2 supvt≤2k〈NB

2k+1
〉t ≤ CdC2 λ, as desired.

Now we prove (4.11). We compute, using the induction hypothesis and the volume growth
condition (2.1), that

2−dk sup
vt≤2k

〈NB
2k+1

〉t ≤2−dk
((

1 + C02
−(k+1)

) 〈
NB

2k+2

〉
0
+ C0λ

)

≤
(
1 + C02

−(k+1)
)
Vd2

2d λ+ 2−dkC0λ.(4.12)

Here Vd is the dimensional constant entering (2.1). Since C0, C2 are both independent of K,
increasing K in (4.9) if necessary, we have for all k > K that

1 + C02
−k ≤ 11/10, 2−dkC0 ≤ 1/10.(4.13)

Take Cd := 11
10Vd · 22d + 1

10 for all d to conclude from (4.12) that (4.11) holds.
3. It remains to bound the term appearing in line (4.10).
We write

2−nkC2 sup
vt≤2k

∑

x∈B
2k+1

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈ny〉t ≤ I + II,(4.14)

where

I :=2−nkC2 sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

|y|≤2k+1

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈ny〉t,(4.15)

II :=2−nkC2 sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

l>k+1

∑

2l<|y|≤2l+1

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈ny〉t.(4.16)

Owning to condition (2.7), the term I in (4.14) can be bounded as

I ≤2−nkC2


sup

x∈Λ

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1




 sup

vt≤2k

∑

|y|≤2k+1

〈ny〉t




=κn2
−nkC2 sup

vt≤2k

〈
NB

2k+1

〉
t
.(4.17)

Applying (4.11) to (4.17), we find that for n ≥ d,

I ≤κnCdC2λ.(4.18)

This completes the bound for the term I in (4.15).
Next, set

γ := α− n− 1.(4.19)
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Using growth condition (2.2), the decay condition (2.6), and the reverse triangle inequality
|x− y| ≥ ||x| − |y||, we bound second term II in (4.14) as

II ≤2−nkC2CJ sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

l>k+1

∑

2l<|y|≤2l+1

|x− y|−γ 〈ny〉t

≤2−nkC2CJ sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

l>k+1

∑

2l<|y|≤2l+1

(
2l − |x|

)−γ 〈ny〉t

≤2−nkC2CJωd−1

2k+1∑

m=0

md−1
∑

l>k+1

(
2l −m

)−γ
sup
vt≤2k

〈
NB

2l+1

〉
t

≤C2CJ2
−(n−d)k

︸ ︷︷ ︸
A


2−dkωd−1

2k+1∑

m=0

md−1




︸ ︷︷ ︸
B

( ∑

l>k+1

2−(l−1)γ sup
vt≤2k

〈
NB

2l+1

〉
t

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
C

.(4.20)

Here ωd−1 is the dimensional constant entering (2.2).
Since n ≥ d, the term A is O(1). The term B can be bounded by

B ≤2−dkωd−1

∫ 2k+1

0

md−1 =
ωd−1

d
2d.(4.21)

To bound the term C, we write

C =
∑

l>k+1

2−(l−1)γ+dl

(
2−dl sup

vt≤2k
〈NB

2l+1
〉t
)
.(4.22)

Using estimate (4.11), we have 2−dl supvt≤2k〈NB
2l+1

〉t ≤ Cdλ uniformly for all l > k + 1. By

the definitions of n, γ in (4.6), (4.19), we have γ > d and so
∑

l>k+1 2
−(l−1)γ+dl converges

geometrically. Owning to these facts, we find that
∑

l>k+1

2−(l−1)γ sup
vt≤2k

〈
NB

2l+1

〉
t
≤ Cd · 2γ

1− 2d−γ
λ.(4.23)

Combining (4.21) and (4.23) in (4.20), and again using the fact that n ≥ d, we conclude

II ≤ CJωd−1

d
× Cd · 2d+γ

1− 2d−γ
C2λ.(4.24)

This, together with the estimate (4.18), yields the desired upper bound for the term in line
(4.10).

4. Finally, we set

C0 := max

{
C1, (1 + κn)CdC2,

CJωd−1

d
× Cd · 2d+γ

1− 2d−γ
C2

}
.(4.25)

Clearly, C0 is independent of a, k, L. For any C ≥ C0, by estimates (4.10), (4.11), (4.20), and
(4.24), we conclude that (4.5) holds for k.

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.4. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We proceed by adapting the proof of Proposition 4.4. Since R − r > 1
by assumption, we will make a downward induction on the value of R− r ≥ 2k, k = 1, 2, . . ..

For the base case, we use [43, eq. (2.9)], the uniform density bound (2.5) with p = 1, and the
volume bound |Λ| ≤ Ld to obtain, for some C = C(α, n, CJ , v) > 0,

sup
vt≤R−r

〈NBr 〉t ≤ (1 + (R− r)−1C)〈NBR〉0 + (R − r)−nLdCλ.(4.26)
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Thus, for K = d
n logR−r(L) and all k ≥ K, we have the desired estimate (4.1) for R − r ≥ 2k.

For the induction step, assuming (4.1) holds for all R, r with R − r ≥ 2k+1, we prove the
following key uniform estimate: for some C′ = C′(α, n, CJ , v, δ0) > 0 and all 2k+1 > R− r ≥ 2k,

(R − r)−d sup
vt≤R−r

〈NBR〉t ≤ C′λ.(4.27)

Let (R′, r′) = (3R−2r, R). Then R′−r′ = 2(R−r) ≥ 2k+1, and so it follows from the induction
hypothesis that

(R− r)−d sup
vt≤R−r

〈NBR〉t ≤(R− r)−d
((
1 + C(R − r)−1

) 〈
NB3R−2r

〉
0
+ Cλ

)

≤C
(
(R − r)−dRd + 1

)
λ.(4.28)

Since, by assumption, R > (1 + δ0)r, for µ := 1 − 1
1+δ0

> 0 we have R − r > µR and therefore

(R− r)−dRd ≤ µ−d. This, together with (4.28), implies the desired estimate (4.27).
Estimate (4.27) correspond to (4.11), through which the rest of the induction step follows

from the corresponding arguments in the proof of Proposition 4.4, mutatis mutandis. �

4.1. Proof of Proposition 4.2. In this section and the next one, we prove Proposition 4.2
and Proposition 4.3 to conclude the proof of Theorem 4.1. For simplicity of notation, here and
below we do not display the dependence on Λ in various operators.

1. For fixed s > 0 , f ∈ E , we define the ASTLOs according to (3.11) as

Φ(t) := Nf,ts.(4.29)

We start by computing the Heisenberg derivative, DΦ(t), defined by

DΦ(t) := ∂tΦ(t) + i[H,Φ(t)].(4.30)

The temporal derivative is easily computed as

∂tΦ(t) = −s−1v′Nf ′,ts.(4.31)

By Lemma 3.2, we have, for |x|ts = s−1 (R− v′t− |x|),
[
H,Φ(t)

]
= −

∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

Jxy (f(|x|ts)− f(|y|ts)) a∗xay,(4.32)

in the sense of quadratic forms on D(H)∩D(N). Thus, by standard density argument, we have

for all ϕ ∈ D(N
1
2 ) that

∣∣〈ϕ, i
[
H,Φ(t)

]
ϕ
〉∣∣ ≤

∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy| |f(|x|ts)− f(|y|ts)|
∣∣〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ

〉∣∣.(4.33)

2. Next, we observe that by definitions (3.1) and (3.10), for any f ∈ E , f(|x|ts) 6= 0 only if

|x|ts ≡
R− v′t− |x|

s
>
ǫ

2
⇐⇒ |x| < R− ǫs

2
− v′t.(4.34)

Hence, f(|x|ts)− f(|y|ts) 6= 0 implies that either x or y lie in the set (0, R− ǫs/2− v′t) and, in
particular, |x| ≤ R − ǫs/2 or |y| ≤ R − ǫs/2. Consequently, denoting by χX the characteristic
functions for X ⊂ Λ, we have the localization estimate

|f(|x|ts)− f(|y|ts)| ≤ |f(|x|ts)− f(|y|ts)|
(
χBR−ǫs/2

(x) + χBR−ǫs/2
(y)
)
.(4.35)
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Applying Lemma 3.1 to the r.h.s. of (4.35) and using that ||x| − |y|| ≤ |x− y|, we obtain

|f(|x|ts)− f(|y|ts)| ≤2

(
|x− y|
s

u(|x|ts)u(|y|ts) +
n∑

k=2

|x− y|k
sk

hk(|x|ts, |y|ts)
)

+
|x− y|n+1

sn+1
|Rn(|x|ts, |y|ts)|

(
χBR−ǫs/2

(x) + χBR−ǫs/2
(y)
)
,(4.36)

where, recall, the sum is dropped if n = 1, u := (f ′)1/2, and hk, Rn satisfy (3.5)–(3.6), respec-
tively.

Inserting (4.36) into (4.33) yields:

〈
ϕ, i

[
H,Φ(t)

]
ϕ
〉

≤ 2
∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|
s

u(|x|ts)u(|y|ts) |〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ〉|

+ 2
n∑

k=2

∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|k
sk

|hk(|x|ts, |y|ts)| |〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ〉|

+
∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|n+1

sn+1
|Rn(|x|ts, |y|ts)| |〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ〉|

(
χBR−ǫs/2

(x) + χBR−ǫs/2
(y)
)
.

(4.37)

The first and second sums in the r.h.s. of (4.37) can be treated exactly as in [19, Sect. 2.1].
For convenience of the readers, here we omit the derivations and record the results: for κ as in
(2.8) and, for n ≥ 2, some functions jk ∈ E , k = 2, . . . , n,

∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy||x− y|u(|x|ts)u(|y|ts)
∣∣〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ

〉∣∣ ≤κ
〈
ϕ,Nf ′,ts ϕ

〉
,(4.38)

∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy| |x− y|k |hk(|x|ts, |y|ts)| |〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ〉| | ≤Cf,k

〈
ϕ,Nj′

k
,ts ϕ

〉
.(4.39)

Below we focus on the third sum in the r.h.s. (4.37).
3. We first treat the term involving χBR−ǫs/2

(x). Using remainder estimate (3.6) applying
Cauchy-Schwartz and Young’s inequalities, we find

∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1 |Rn(|x|ts, |y|ts)| |〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ〉|χBR−ǫs/2
(x)

≤ Cf,n

∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1 〈ϕ, nxϕ〉1/2 〈ϕ, nyϕ〉1/2

≤ Cf,n

∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1
(
〈ϕ, nxϕ〉+ 〈ϕ, nyϕ〉

)
.(4.40)
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By condition (2.7), the first sum in line (4.40) can be bounded as
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1 〈ϕ, nxϕ〉

=
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

〈ϕ, nxϕ〉
∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1

≤


 ∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

〈ϕ, nxϕ〉




sup

x∈Λ

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1




≤κn
〈
ϕ, NBR−ǫs/2

ϕ
〉
.(4.41)

Plugging (4.41) back to (4.40) yields
∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1 |Rn(|x|ts, |y|ts)| |〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ〉|χBR−ǫs/2
(x)

≤ Cf,n


〈ϕ, BR−ǫs/2ϕ

〉
+

∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1 〈ϕ, nyϕ〉


 .(4.42)

Since Jxy = J̄yx, the sum in line (4.37) involving χBR−ǫs/2
(y) can be treated by interchanging

the summation indices in (4.42) and proceeding as above. Hence, we conclude that
∑

x,y∈Λ,x 6=y

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1 |Rn(|x|ts, |y|ts)| |〈ϕ, a∗xayϕ〉|
(
χBR−ǫs/2

(x) + χBR−ǫs/2
(y)
)

≤Cf,n


〈ϕ, NBR−ǫs/2

ϕ
〉
+

∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1 〈ϕ, nyϕ〉


 .(4.43)

This bounds the contribution of Rn in (4.37).
4. Since the vector ϕ ∈ D(N1/2) is arbitrary, combining (4.38), (4.39), and (4.43) in (4.37)

yields the operator inequality

i
[
H,Φ(t)

]
≤κs−1Nf ′,ts + Cf,n

n∑

k=2

s−kNj′
k
,ts

+
Cf,n

sn+1


NBR−ǫs/2

+
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1ny


 .(4.44)

This, together with (4.31), yields the following bound for the Heisenberg derivative:

DΦ(t) ≤(κ− v′)s−1Nf ′,ts + Cf,n

n∑

k=2

s−kNj′
k
,ts

+
Cf,n

sn+1


NBR−ǫs/2

+
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1ny


 .(4.45)

5. Using (4.45), we proceed as in [19, Sect. 2.1] to conclude estimate (4.2). Fix ψ ∈ D(H) ∩
D(N). Recall that we write ψt = e−iHtψ and 〈·〉t = 〈ψt, (·)ψt〉.

By definition (4.30), we have the relation

d

dt
〈Φ(t)〉t = 〈DΦ(t)〉t.(4.46)
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By the fundamental theorem of calculus, 〈Φ(t)〉t = 〈Φ(0)〉0 +
∫ t

0
∂τ 〈Φ(τ)〉τ dτ , and therefore we

find

〈Φ(t)〉t −
∫ t

0

〈DΦ(τ)〉τdτ = 〈Φ(0)〉0.(4.47)

Using estimates (4.46), (4.47), (4.45), together with the definition Φ(t) = Nf,ts, we find

〈
Nf,ts

〉
t
+ (v′ − κ)s−1

∫ t

0

〈
Nf ′,τs

〉
τ
dτ

≤
〈
Nf,0s

〉
0
+ Cf,n

(
n∑

k=2

s−k

∫ t

0

〈
Nj′k,τs

〉
τ
dτ + s−n−1

∫ t

0

P (τ) dτ

)
,(4.48)

where

P (τ) :=
〈
NBR−ǫs/2

〉
τ
+

∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1 〈ny〉τ .

Since κ < v′, (4.48) implies (after dropping 〈Nf,ts〉t ≥ 0 and multiplying by s(v′ − κ)−1 > 0)
that

∫ t

0

〈
Nf ′,τs

〉
τ
dτ ≤ Cf,v,n

(
s
〈
Nf,0s

〉
0
+

n∑

k=2

s−k+1

∫ t

0

〈
Nj′k,τs

〉
τ
dτ + s−n

∫ t

0

P (τ) dτ

)
.(4.49)

6. Applying Hölder’s inequality to the last integral in line (4.49), we find

∫ t

0

〈
Nf ′,τs

〉
τ
dτ ≤ Cf,v,n

(
s
〈
Nf,0s

〉
0
+

n∑

k=2

s−k+1

∫ t

0

〈
Nj′

k
,τs

〉
τ
dτ + ts−n Rem(t)

)
,(4.50)

where the sum should be dropped for n = 1 and Rem(t) = supτ≤t P (τ). If n = 1, (4.50)

gives estimate (4.2). If n ≥ 2, applying (4.50) to the term
∫ t

0
〈Nj′

2
,τs〉τdτ and using properties

(3.2)–(3.3) for the function class E (see Section 3.1), we obtain

∫ t

0

〈
Nf ′,τs

〉
τ
dτ ≤ Cf,v,n

(
s
〈
Nf,0s

〉
0
+
〈
Nj2,0s

〉
0
+

n∑

k=3

s−k+1

∫ t

0

〈
Nj̃′

k,τs

〉
τ
dτ + ts−n Rem(t)

)
,

(4.51)

for some j̃k ∈ E . Repeating the procedure, we arrive at (4.2) for ψ ∈ D(H) ∩ D(N). By a
standard density argument, this extends to all ψ ∈ D(N1/2).

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.2. �

4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.3. 1. Fix any f ∈ E . Since supp f ⊂ (0,∞) for any f ∈ E (see
(3.1)), we have supp f

(
·
s

)
⊂ (0,∞) for any s > 0. This implies, for any s, R > 0,

(4.52) f(µ/s) ≤ θ(µ),

where, recall, θ is the Heaviside fnuction (see Figure 4). Setting µ = R − |x| in (4.52) and
recalling definition (3.10), we conclude that

f0s(x) ≡ f

(
R− |x|

s

)
≤ θ(R− |x|) ≡ χBR(x).(4.53)

Evaluating (4.53) at the initial state yields
〈
Nf,0s

〉
0
≤
〈
NBR

〉
0
.(4.54)
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µ
0

f(µs )θ(µ)

Figure 4. Schematic diagram illustrating (4.52)

2. Next, retaining the first term and dropping the second one in the l.h.s. of (4.48), and then
using (4.54) to bound the first term on the r.h.s., we find that there exist C = C(f, α, d, CJ ) > 0
and functions jk ∈ E s.th. for all s, t > 0,

〈
Nf,ts

〉
t
≤
〈
NBR

〉
0
+ C

n∑

k=2

s−k

∫ t

0

〈
Nj′

k
,τs

〉
τ
dτ + Cs−n−1tRem(t).(4.55)

Applying (4.2) and again (4.54) to estimate the integrated term, we deduce that for some
C = C(f, α, d, CJ , v) > 0 and all s ≥ t > 0,

〈
Nf,ts

〉
t
≤ (1 + Cs−1)

〈
NBR

〉
0
+ Cs−n Rem(s).(4.56)

3. Again by the definition of E , setting
ǫ = v − v′ > 0,(4.57)

we have f(µ−v′t
s ) ≡ 1 for all µ ≥ v′t+ (v − v′)s.

Now, we choose

s = η/v > 0, η = R− r.(4.58)

Then, for all t < s and v′ < v, we have f(µ−v′t
s ) ≡ 1 for µ ≥ η. This implies the estimate

(4.59) f((µ− v′t)/s) ≥ θ(µ− η),

see Figure 5. For µ = R− |x|, (4.59) implies

fts(x) ≡ f

(
R − |x| − v′t

s

)
≥ θ(b − |x|) ≡ χBb

(x).(4.60)

Evaluating (4.60) at ψt yields 〈
NBr

〉
t
≤
〈
Nf,ts

〉
t
.(4.61)

µ
0 η

f(µ−v′t
s ) θ(µ− η)

Figure 5. Schematic diagram illustrating (4.59).
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4. Lastly, applying (4.61) to estimate the l.h.s. of (4.56), we conclude that for some
C = C(f, α, d, CJ , v) > 0 and all s ≥ t > 0,

〈
NBr

〉
t
≤ (1 + Cs−1)

〈
NBR

〉
0
+ Cs−n Rem(s),(4.62)

which gives the desired estimate (4.4).
�

5. Proof of Theorem 2.1

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 2.1 by extending Theorem 4.1 to higher
moments.

First, we state the following higher order integral estimate:

Proposition 5.1. Let (2.7) hold for n ≥ 1. Then, for any v > κ, f ∈ E, and integer p ≥ 1,
there exist C = C(f, n, v, p) > 0 and functions jk ∈ E, 1 ≤ k ≤ n, such that for all t, s, R > 0,

∫ t

0

〈(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nf ′,τs〉τdτ ≤ C

(
p∑

q=1

n∑

k=1

s−k+2〈N q
jk,0s

〉0 + s−ntR̃emp(t)

)
,

(5.1)

R̃emp(t) := sup
τ≤t

p∑

q=1


〈(Nf,τs + 1)q−1NBR−ǫs/2

〉τ +
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(Nf,τs + 1)q−1ny〉τ


.

(5.2)

Proposition 5.1 leads to the following bound on the evolution of the p-th power of the number
operators.

Proposition 5.2. Let (2.7) hold for n ≥ 1. Then, for any v > κ and integer p ≥ 1, there exists

C = C(n,CJ , v, p) > 0 such that for all R > r > 0 and s = (R− r)/v,

sup
t≤s

〈
Np

Br

〉
t
≤
(
1 + Cs−1

) 〈
Np

BR

〉
0
+ Cs−nR̂emp(s),(5.3)

R̂emp(s) := sup
t≤s


〈Np

BR
〉t +

∑

x∈BR

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(1 +Np−1
BR

)ny〉t


 .(5.4)

The proofs of Props. 5.1–5.2 are deferred to Sects. 5.1–5.2.
Proposition 5.2 allows us to prove the following result, which leads to Theorem 2.1 by rescaling,

as in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proposition 5.3. Let p ≥ 2 be an integer and let (2.6) hold with α > 3dp/2 + 1. Then, for

any v > κ, there exists C = C(α, d, CJ , v, p) > 0 such that for all λ, k ≥ 0, and initial states

satisfying (2.5), there holds

sup
0≤vt≤2k

〈
Np

B
2k

〉
t
≤
(
1 + 2−kC

) 〈
Np

B
2k+1

〉
0
+ Cλp.(5.5)

Proof. We follow the downscale induction scheme as in the proof of Proposition 4.4. Within this
proof we set

n := ⌊α− dp

2
− 1⌋.(5.6)

1. By definition (5.4), condition (2.7), and the conservation of N , we find the crude remainder

estimate R̂emp(t) ≤ 〈Np〉0 for all t. This fact, together with estimate (5.3) and the uniform
density assumption (2.5), implies that (5.5) holds for sufficient large K and all k ≥ K. (See Step
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1 in Proposition 4.4 for details.) This establishes the base case. Now, assuming (5.5) holds for
k + 1, we prove it for k.

2. Recalling definition (5.4) for R̂emp, we apply Proposition 5.2 with R = 2k+1 and r = 2k,
whence s = 2k/c and

sup
vt≤2k

〈
Np

B
2k

〉
t
≤
(
1 + 2−kC

) 〈
Np

B
2k+1

〉
0

(5.7)

+ 2−nkC sup
vt≤2k

〈Np
B

2k+1
〉t(5.8)

+ 2−nkC sup
vt≤2k

∑

x∈B
2k+1

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(1 +Np−1
B

2k+1
)ny〉t.(5.9)

The terms in the r.h.s. of line (5.7) are of the desired form. To handle second term in line (5.8),
we use the induction hypothesis and the uniform density assumption (2.5) to obtain

2−dpk sup
vt≤2k

〈Np
B

2k+1
〉t ≤2−dpkC

((
1 + 2−(k+1)

)〈
Np

B
2k+2

〉
0
+ λp

)

≤C
((

1 + 2−(k+1)
)
22dp + 2−dpk

)
λp.(5.10)

We conclude from (5.10) that

2−dpk sup
vt≤2k

〈Np
B

2k+1
〉t ≤ Cλp.(5.11)

Since n ≥ dp by the assumption α > 3dp/2 + 1 (see (5.6)), applying estimate (5.11) yields the
desired upper bound for the term in line (5.8).

3. It remains to bound the term appearing in line (5.9). We write

2−nk sup
vt≤2k

∑

x∈B
2k+1

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(1 +Np−1
B

2k+1
)ny〉t ≤ I + II + Ip + IIp,(5.12)

where I, II are respectively given by (4.15), (4.16), and

Ip :=2−nk sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

|y|≤2k+1

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈Np−1
B

2k+1
ny〉t,(5.13)

IIp :=2−nk sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

l>k+1

∑

2l<|y|≤2l+1

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈Np−1
B

2k+1
ny〉t.(5.14)

Below we bound the four terms in the r.h.s. of (5.12).
3.1. Since NX , X ⊂ Λ has integer eigenvalues, we have

Np
X ≥ NX , X ⊂ Λ.(5.15)

This, together with the uniform density condition (2.5), implies 〈nx〉0 ≤ min(λ, λp) for any
x ∈ Λ, and so

〈NX〉0 ≤ min(λ, λp) |X | , X ⊂ Λ.(5.16)

By (5.16), estimates (4.18) and (4.24) hold with λ replaced by min(λ, λp) under condition (2.5).
Thus we conclude

I + II ≤ Cλp.(5.17)
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3.2. Next, we bound Ip. By condition (2.7), the term Ip in (5.13) can be bounded as

Ip ≤2−nk


sup

x∈Λ

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1




 sup

vt≤2k

∑

|y|≤2k+1

〈Np−1
B

2k+1
ny〉t




≤2−nkC sup
vt≤2k

〈
Np

B
2k+1

〉
t
.(5.18)

Applying (5.11) to (5.18), we find that for n ≥ dp,

Ip ≤Cλp.(5.19)

3.3. Lastly, we bound IIp. For γ := α− n− 1 (see (4.19)), we bound the second term IIp in
(5.14) using the growth condition (2.2) as,

IIp ≤2−nkCd,p sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

l>k+1

∑

2l<|y|≤2l+1

|x− y|−γ 〈Np−1
B

2k+1
ny〉t

≤2−nkCd,p sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

l>k+1

∑

2l<|y|≤2l+1

(
2l − |x|

)−γ 〈Np−1
B

2k+1
ny〉t

≤2−nkCd,p sup
vt≤2k

∑

|x|≤2k+1

∑

l>k+1

(
2l − |x|

)−γ 〈Np−1
B

2k+1
NB

2l+1
〉t

≤2−nkCd,p

2k+1∑

m=0

md−1
∑

l>k+1

(
2l −m

)−γ
sup
vt≤2k

〈
N

p/2
B

2k+1
N

p/2
B

2l+1

〉
t

≤2−nkCd,p

2k+1∑

m=0

md−1
∑

l>k+1

(
2l −m

)−γ
sup
vt≤2k

〈
Np

B
2k+1

〉1/2
t

〈
Np

B
2l+1

〉1/2
t

≤Cd,p

(
2−(n−d)k sup

vt≤2k

〈
Np

B
2k+1

〉
t

)1/2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
A


2−dk

2k+1∑

m=0

md−1




︸ ︷︷ ︸
B


 ∑

l>k+1

2−(l−1)γ

(
sup
vt≤2k

〈
Np

B
2l+1

〉
t

)1/2



︸ ︷︷ ︸
C

.

(5.20)

The term A in line (5.20) can be bounded using (5.11) as

A ≤ C2−(n−d)k2dpk/2λp/2.(5.21)

Since n ≥ dp (see (5.6)), we have n− d ≥ d(p− 1). This relation, together with (5.21), implies

A ≤ Cλp/2 ⇐⇒ p ≥ 2.(5.22)

Notice that at this point we use the assumption p ≥ 2 in a crucial way. The term B can be
bounded identically as in (4.21). To bound the term C, we apply once again estimate (5.11) as
in (5.21), yielding

C ≤
∑

l>k+1

2−(l−1)γ+dpl/2Cλp/2.(5.23)

By the definitions of n, γ in (5.6), (4.19), we have γ > dp/2 and so
∑

l>k+1 2
−(l−1)γ+dpl/2

converges geometrically. Thus we obtain

C ≤ Cλp/2.(5.24)

Combining (5.22), (4.21), and (5.24), we conclude

IIp ≤ Cλp.(5.25)
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3.4. Inserting (5.17), (5.19), and (5.25) into (5.12) yields the desired upper bound for the
terms in line (5.9). This completes the induction step and Proposition 5.3 is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 2.1. The proof can be easily adapted from that of Proposition 5.3. See Section
4 for details. �

5.1. Proof of Proposition 5.1. We use an induction in p, with the base case p = 1 established
in Proposition 4.2.

1. To begin with, for fixed p ≥ 1, s > 0, f ∈ E , we define, in place of (4.29), the higher order
ASTLOs

Φ(t) = (Nf,ts)
p.(5.26)

From the Leibniz rule, we find

DΦ(t) =
−pv′
s

Np−1
f,ts Nf ′,ts + [iH,Φ(t)]

=
−pv′
s

Np−1
f,ts Nf ′,ts +

1

2

p−1∑

q=0

(
N q

f,ts[iH,Nf,ts]N
p−q−1
f,ts + h.c.

)
.(5.27)

(Recall that h.c. stands for Hermitian conjugate.) In the second line, we used that DΦ is
Hermitian to make each summand manifestly Hermitian.

2. Our next goal is to apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to bound the second term in line
(5.27). For this, we move the number operators in between a∗x and ay by using the commutator
identities

[Nf,ts, a
∗
x] =

∑

z

fts(|z|)[nz, a
∗
x] =

∑

z

fts(|z|)a∗zδz,x = fts(|x|)a∗x,(5.28)

[ay, Nf,ts, ] =
∑

z

fts(|z|)[ay, nz] =
∑

z

fts(|z|)δy,zaz = fts(|y|)ay.(5.29)

A straightforward induction based on (5.28)–(5.29) gives

N q
f,tsa

∗
x = a∗x(Nf,ts + fts(|x|))q , ayN

p−q−1
f,ts = (Nf,ts + fts(|y|))p−q−1ay.(5.30)

For simplicity notation, below we set

A(z) := Nf,ts + fts(|z|).(5.31)

By Lemma 3.2 and relation (5.30), the commutator term in line (5.27) can be written as

[iH,Φ(t)] =
1

2

∑

x 6=y

Jxy(fts(|x|) − fts(|y|))
p−1∑

q=0

(
ia∗xA(x)

qA(y)p−q−1ay + h.c.
)
.(5.32)
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Applying estimate (4.36) to bound the difference term fts(|x|)− fts(|y|) in (5.32), we find

[iH,Φ(t)]

≤
∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|
s

u(|x|ts)u(|y|ts)
p−1∑

q=0

(
ia∗xA(x)

qA(y)p−q−1ay
)

+

n∑

k=2

∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|k
sk

|hk(|x|ts, |y|ts)|
p−1∑

q=0

(
ia∗xA(x)

qA(y)p−q−1ay
)

+
1

2

∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|n+1

sn+1
|Rn(|x|ts, |y|ts)|

p−1∑

q=0

(
ia∗xA(x)

qA(y)p−q−1ay
) (
χBR−ǫs/2

(x) + χBR−ǫs/2
(y)
)

+ h.c.
(5.33)

Recall that |hk(x, y)| ≤ ũk(x)ũk(y) and |Rn(x, y)| ≤ Cf,n (see (3.5)–(3.6)). Applying these
and the triangle inequality to (5.33), we find

[iH,Φ(t)]

≤
∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|
s

p−1∑

q=0

(
iu(|x|ts)a∗xA(x)qA(y)p−q−1ayu(|y|ts)

)

+

n∑

k=2

∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|k
sk

p−1∑

q=0

(
iũk(x)a

∗
xA(x)

qA(y)p−q−1ayũk(y)
)

+ Cf,n

∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|n+1

sn+1

p−1∑

q=0

(
ia∗xA(x)

qA(y)p−q−1ay
) (
χBR−ǫs/2

(x) + χBR−ǫs/2
(y)
)

+ h.c.(5.34)

3. Now that we have moved A(x)qA(y)p−q−1 to the middle, we can apply Cauchy-Schwarz
for operators to split up the a∗x and ay and estimate them by number operators. For this
we note that A(z) are positive definite and [A(x), A(y)] = 0 for any x, y ∈ Λ. This im-
plies that A(x)qA(y)p−q−1 is positive definite and has a well-defined operator square root√
A(x)qA(y)p−q−1. At this point, it suffices to apply Cauchy-Schwarz as follows: for any func-

tion g : Λ → R,

g(x)a∗xA(x)
qA(y)p−q−1ayg(y) + h.c.

=(g(x)a∗x
√
A(x)qA(y)p−q−1

√
A(x)qA(y)p−q−1ayg(y) + h.c.)

≤g(x)2a∗xA(x)qA(y)p−q−1ax + a∗yA(x)
qA(y)p−q−1ayg(y)

2.(5.35)

At this stage, we can estimate f ≤ 1 inside (5.31) and so, for any q = 0, . . . , p− 1,

g(x)2a∗xA(x)
qA(y)p−q−1ax + a∗yA(x)

qA(y)p−q−1ayg(y)
2

≤g(x)2a∗x(Nf,ts + 1)p−1ax + a∗y(Nf,ts + 1)p−1ayg(y)
2.(5.36)

It remains to merge again the a∗x and ax that are separated by the (Nf,ts + 1)p−1 to create nx

and therefore the desired ASTLO. For this, we undo the commutation procedure. By another
simple induction based on relations (5.28)–(5.29), we obtain

a∗x(Nf,ts + 1)p−1ax = nx(Nf,ts + 1− fts(x))
p−1 ≤ nx(Nf,ts + 1)p−1,(5.37)
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where the inequality holds since f ≥ 0. Inserting (5.37) into (5.36) yields, for any q = 0, . . . , p−1,

g(x)2a∗xA(x)
qA(y)p−q−1ax + a∗yA(x)

qA(y)p−q−1ayg(y)
2

≤(g(x)2nx + g(y)2ny)(Nf,ts + 1)p−1.(5.38)

4. Combining (5.34) with estimates (5.35), (5.36), and (5.38), and recalling u2 = f ′, ũ2k = j′k
(see Lemma 3.1), we conclude that

[iH,Φ(t)]

≤ p(Nf,ts + 1)p−1
∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|
s

(f ′(x)nx + f ′(y)ny)

+ p(Nf,ts + 1)p−1
n∑

k=2

∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|k
sk

(j′k(x)nx + j′k(y)ny)

+ pCf,n(Nf,ts + 1)p−1
∑

x 6=y

|Jxy|
|x− y|n+1

sn+1
(nx + ny)

(
χBR−ǫs/2

(x) + χBR−ǫs/2
(y)
)
.(5.39)

We proceed to bound the contributions of the three terms in the r.h.s. of (5.39) respectively as
in (4.38), (4.39), and (4.43). The details are analogous to Steps 2-3 in the proof of estimate
Proposition 4.2 and therefore omitted. Here we record the result (c.f. (4.44)):

i
[
H,Φ(t)

]
≤p(Nf,ts + 1)p−1κs−1Nf ′,ts + pCf,n(Nf,ts + 1)p−1

n∑

k=2

s−kNj′
k
,ts

+
pCf,n(Nf,ts + 1)p−1

sn+1


NBR−ǫs/2

+
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1ny


 .(5.40)

Going back to relation (5.27) and isolating the first order terms, we find (c.f. (4.45))

DΦ(t) ≤pv′s−1((Nf,ts + 1)p−1 −Np−1
f,ts )Nf ′,ts(5.41)

+ p(κ− v′)s−1(Nf,ts + 1)p−1Nf ′,ts

+ pCf,n(Nf,ts + 1)p−1
n∑

k=2

s−kNj′
k
,ts

+
pCf,n(Nf,ts + 1)p−1

sn+1


NBR−ǫs/2

+
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1ny


 .

5. The last three terms are of the same form as in (4.45) and can be handled as in the proof of
Prop. 4.2. The first term appearing in line (5.41) is the price we paid out for commutators. While
it is of order s−1, the key point is that each commutator removed one Nf,ts and accordingly
also this term has one less order. More precisely, we claim that for any p ≥ 1, there exist
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C = C(f, v, n, p) > 0 and functions f̃ ≥ f and, for n ≥ 2, some j̃2, . . . , j̃n in E with j̃′k ≥ j′k, s.th.

∫ t

0

〈(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nf ′,τs〉τ

≤C
(
s

p∑

q=1

〈N q

f̃ ,0s
〉0 +

p∑

q=1

n∑

k=2

s−k+1

∫ t

0

〈
(Nf,ts + 1)q−1Nj̃′

k,τs

〉
τ
dτ + s−n

∫ t

0

Q̃p(τ)

)
,

(5.42)

Q̃p(τ) :=

p∑

q=1


〈(Nf,ts + 1)p−1NBR−ǫs/2

〉τ +
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(Nf,ts + 1)p−1ny〉τ


 .

(5.43)

We prove (5.42) by induction. For the base case p = 1, (5.42) is exactly the same as (4.49).
Assuming now (5.42) holds for p− 1, we prove it for p.

Using relation (4.47) and recalling definition (5.26), we take expectation of and integrate
estimate (5.41) to obtain

〈
Np

f,ts

〉
t
+ p(v′ − κ)s−1

∫ t

0

〈(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nf ′,τs〉τ

≤
〈
Np

f,0s

〉
0
+ pv′s−1

∫ t

0

〈
(Nf,τs + 1)p−1 −Np−1

f,τs)Nf ′,τs

〉
τ
dτ(5.44)

+ pCf,n

(
n∑

k=2

s−k

∫ t

0

〈
(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nj′k,τs

〉
τ
dτ + s−n−1

∫ t

0

Qp(τ) dτ

)
,

where we set

Qp(τ) :=


〈(Nf,τs + 1)p−1NBR−ǫs/2

〉τ +
∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(Nf,τs + 1)p−1 ny〉τ


 .

(5.45)

Estimate (5.44) plays the role of (4.48), except for that now we have to deal with the new
difference term appearing in the r.h.s..

(h+ 1)p−1 − hp−1 ≤ (p− 1)(h+ 1)p−2,(5.46)

and so

(Nf,ts + 1)p−1 −Np−1
f,ts ≤ (p− 1)(Nf,ts + 1)p−2.

Thus (5.44) becomes

〈
Np

f,ts

〉
t
+ p(v′ − κ)s−1

∫ t

0

〈(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nf ′,τs〉τ

≤
〈
Np

f,0s

〉
0
+ p(p− 1)v′s−1

∫ t

0

〈
(Nf,τs + 1)p−2Nf ′,τs

〉
τ
dτ(5.47)

+ pCf,n

(
n∑

k=2

s−k

∫ t

0

〈
(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nj′k,τs

〉
τ
dτ + s−n−1

∫ t

0

Qp(τ) dτ

)
.
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Rearranging estimate (5.47) as in the derivation of (4.49), we obtain:

∫ t

0

〈(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nf ′,τs〉τ ≤ (p− 1)Cf,c,n

∫ t

0

〈(Nf,τs + 1)p−2Nf ′,τs〉τ

(5.48)

+ Cf,c,n

(
p−1s〈Np

f,0s〉0 +
n∑

k=2

s−k+1

∫ t

0

〈
(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nj′k,τs

〉
τ
dτ + s−n

∫ t

0

Qp(τ) dτ

)
.

Note that the term appearing in the r.h.s. of line (5.48) is of the same form as in the l.h.s., but
with exactly one order less in p. Hence, applying the induction hypothesis and using property
(3.3) (see Section 3.1), we conclude (5.42). This completes the induction and (5.48) is proved.

Using estimate (5.48), Hölder’s inequality, and the basic properties of class E as above, we
can derive iteratively estimate (5.1) as in Step 6 in the proof of Prop. 4.2. This completes the
proof of Proposition 5.1. �

5.2. Proof of Proposition 5.2. We follow the proof of Proposition 4.3 and omit detailed
derivation that can be easily adapted from the latter.

Fix any function f ∈ E . Rearranging estimate (5.47) as in the derivation of (4.55) and
recalling definitions (5.45), (5.2), we obtain:

〈
Np

f,ts

〉
t
≤
〈
Np

f,0s

〉
0
+ p(p− 1)v′s−1

∫ t

0

〈
(Nf,τs + 1)p−2Nf ′,τs

〉
τ
dτ(5.49)

+ pCf,n

(
n∑

k=2

s−k

∫ t

0

〈
(Nf,τs + 1)p−1Nj′k,τs

〉
τ
dτ + s−n−1tR̃emp(t)

)
.

Note that the integrated terms above are of lower order in s. Therefore, applying (5.1) to
estimate the integrated terms in (5.49), and recalling properties (3.2)–(3.3) for the function

class E (see Section 3.1), we find that there exists function f̃ ∈ E s.th. for all s ≥ t > 0,

〈
Np

f,ts

〉
t
≤
〈
Np

f,0s

〉
0
+ Cs−1

p∑

q=1

〈
N q

f̃ ,0s

〉
0
+ Cs−nR̃emp(s).(5.50)

Next, we simplify the r.h.s. of (5.50) and remove the f -dependence. To begin with, analogous
to (4.54) and (4.61), we have, for s = (R− r)/c and any p ≥ 1, f ∈ E ,

Np
f,0s ≤ Np

BR
,(5.51)

Np
Br

≤ Np
f,ts.(5.52)

Due to the algebraic identity
∑p

q=1(1 + h)q−1 ≤ Cp(1 + hp−1), we have

p∑

q=1

(Nf,ts + 1)q−1 ≤Cp(1 +Np−1
f,ts ).(5.53)

In particular, (5.53) implies

p∑

q=1

N q
f,0s ≤

p∑

q=1

(N q−1
f,0s + 1)Nf,0s ≤ Cp

(
Nf,0s +Np

f,0s

)
.(5.54)

This, together with relation (5.51), yields

p∑

q=1

N q
f,0s ≤ Cp

(
NBR +Np

BR

)
.(5.55)
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By relation (5.15), estimate (5.55) becomes

p∑

q=1

N q
f,0s ≤ CpN

p
BR
.(5.56)

Applying (5.56) with f replaced by f̃ and evaluating at the initial state yields the desired
estimated for the second term in the r.h.s. of (5.50).

Finally, we deal with the remainder term. Since f is monotonously increasing (see (3.1)), we
have by definition (3.10) that fts ≤ f0s for all v′, t > 0. This, together with estimate (4.53),
implies

fts(x) ≤ χBR(x),(5.57)

and so, for any p ≥ 0,

Np
f,ts ≤ Np

BR
.(5.58)

Recalling definition (5.2), we conclude from (5.53), (5.58), and (5.15) that

R̃emp(s) = sup
t≤s

p∑

q=1


〈(1 +Nf,ts)

q−1NBR−ǫs/2
〉t +

∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(1 +Nf,ts)
q−1ny〉t




≤Cp sup
t≤s


〈(1 +Np−1

f,ts )NBR−ǫs/2
〉t +

∑

x∈BR−ǫs/2

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(1 +Np−1
f,ts )ny〉t




≤Cp sup
t≤s


〈(1 +Np−1

BR
)NBR〉t +

∑

x∈BR

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(1 +Np−1
BR

)ny〉t




≤Cp sup
t≤s


〈Np

BR
〉t +

∑

x∈BR

∑

y∈Λ

|Jxy| |x− y|n+1〈(1 +Np−1
BR

)ny〉t


 .

(5.59)

This bounds the remainder term in (5.50).
Inserting (5.52), (5.55), and (5.59) into (5.50), we conclude the desired estimate (5.3).

�

Acknowledgment. The authors thank J. Faupin and I. M. Sigal for enjoyable and fruitful
collaborations. The research of M.L. and C.R. is supported by the Deutsche Forschungsge-
meinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) through grant TRR 352–470903074. J.Z. is
supported by the National Key R & D Program of China 2022YFA100740.

References

[1] J. Arbunich, F. Pusateri, I. M. Sigal, and A. Soffer, Maximal speed of quantum propagation, Lett. Math.
Phys. 111 (2021), no. 62.

[2] J. Arbunich, J. Faupin, F. Pusateri, and I. M. Sigal, Maximal speed of quantum propagation for the Hartree

equation, Communications in Partial Differential Equations (2023), 1–34.
[3] J.-F. Bony, J. Faupin, and I. M. Sigal, Maximal velocity of photons in non-relativistic QED, Adv. Math 231

(2012), 3054–3078.
[4] S. Bose, Quantum communication through spin chain dynamics: an introductory overview, Contemporary

Physics 48:1 (2007), 13–30.
[5] O. Bratteli and D. W. Robinson, Operator algebras and quantum statistical mechanics. 2, Second, Texts

and Monographs in Physics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1997. Equilibrium states. Models in quantum statistical
mechanics.



MICROSCOPIC PROPAGATION OF LONG-RANGE QUANTUM MANY-BODY SYSTEMS 27

[6] S. Bravyi, M. B Hastings, and F. Verstraete, Lieb-Robinson bounds and the generation of correlations and

topological quantum order, Physical Review Letters 97 (2006), no. 5, 050401.
[7] S. Breteaux, J. Faupin, M. Lemm, D. H. Ou Yang, I. M. Sigal, and J. Zhang, Light cones for open quantum

systems, arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.08921 (2023).
[8] S. Breteaux, J. Faupin, M. Lemm, and I. M. Sigal, Maximal speed of propagation in open quantum systems,

The physics and mathematics of Elliott Lieb—the 90th anniversary. Vol. I, 2022, pp. 109–130.
[9] L. Cevolani, G. Carleo, and L. Sanchez-Palencia, Protected quasilocality in quantum systems with long-range

interactions, Phys. Rev. A 92 (2015), no. 4, 041603.
[10] C.-F. Chen, A. Lucas, and C. Yin, Speed limits and locality in many-body quantum dynamics, Reports on

Progress in Physics (2023).
[11] M. Cheneau, Experimental tests of Lieb-Robinson bounds, 2022.
[12] M. Cheneau, P. Barmettler, D. Poletti, M. Endres, P. Schauß, T. Fukuhara, C. Gross, I. Bloch, C. Kollath,

and S. Kuhr, Light-cone-like spreading of correlations in a quantum many-body system, Nature 481 (2012),
no. 7382, 484–487.

[13] M. Cramer, C. M Dawson, J. Eisert, and T. J Osborne, Exact relaxation in a class of nonequilibrium quantum

lattice systems, Physical Review Letters 100 (2008), no. 3, 030602.
[14] M. Cramer, A. Serafini, and J. Eisert, Locality of dynamics in general harmonic quantum systems, arXiv

preprint arXiv:0803.0890 (2008).
[15] N. Defenu, T. Donner, T. Macr̀ı, G. Pagano, S. Ruffo, and A. Trombettoni, Long-range interacting quantum

systems, Rev. Mod. Phys. 95 (2023), 035002.
[16] J. Eisert and D. Gross, Supersonic quantum communication, Physical Review Letters 102 (2009), no. 24,

240501.

[17] Z. Eldredge, Z.-X. Gong, J. T Young, A. H. Moosavian, M. Foss-Feig, and A. V Gorshkov, Fast quantum

state transfer and entanglement renormalization using long-range interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017),
no. 17, 170503.

[18] J. Faupin, M. Lemm, and I. M. Sigal, Maximal speed for macroscopic particle transport in the Bose-Hubbard

model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 (2022), no. 15, Paper No. 150602, 6.
[19] , On Lieb-Robinson bounds for the Bose-Hubbard model, Commun. Math. Phys. 394 (2022), no. 3,

1011–1037.
[20] M. Foss-Feig, Z.-X. Gong, C. W. Clark, and A. V. Gorshkov, Nearly-linear light cones in long-range inter-

acting quantum systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015), 157201.
[21] C. Gogolin and J. Eisert, Equilibration, thermalisation, and the emergence of statistical mechanics in closed

quantum systems, Reports on Progress in Physics 79 (2016), no. 5, 056001.
[22] S. J. Gustafson and I. M. Sigal, Mathematical concepts of quantum mechanics, Second, Universitext,

Springer, Heidelberg, 2011.
[23] M. B Hastings, Lieb-Schultz-Mattis in higher dimensions, Physical Review B 69 (2004), no. 10, 104431.
[24] , An area law for one-dimensional quantum systems, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and

Experiment 2007 (2007), no. 08, P08024.
[25] M. B Hastings and T. Koma, Spectral gap and exponential decay of correlations, Communications in Math-

ematical Physics 265 (2006), 781–804.
[26] M. B Hastings and X.-G. Wen, Quasiadiabatic continuation of quantum states: The stability of topological

ground-state degeneracy and emergent gauge invariance, Physical Review B 72 (2005), no. 4, 045141.
[27] I. Herbst and E. Skibsted, Free channel Fourier transform in the long-range N-body problem., J. d’Analyse

Math 65 (1995), 297–332.
[28] B. Hinrichs, M. Lemm, and O. Siebert, On Lieb-Robinson bounds for a class of continuum fermions, arXiv

preprint arXiv:2310.17736 (2023).
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