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Abstract

We consider a non-relativistic quantum gadNdfosonic atoms confined to a box of volume
A in physical space. The atoms interact with each other thraygpir potential whose strength
is inversely proportional to the density, = % of the gas. We study the time evolution of
coherent excitations above the ground state of the gas gimeef large volume\ and small
ratio 2. The initial state of the gas is assumed to be close fimduct stateof one-particle
wave functions that are approximately constant througlioeitbox. The initial one-particle
wave function of an excitation is assumed to have a compagstiindependent ok. We
derive an &ective non-linear equation for the time evolution of the-pagticle wave function
of an excitation and establish an explicit error bound tiragkthe accuracy of thefiective
non-linear dynamics in terms of the ratfi‘po We conclude with a discussion of the dispersion
law of low-energy excitations, recovering Bogolyubov’'slaown formula for the speed of
sound in the gas, and a dynamical instability for attradiive-body potentials.
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1 Introduction

In the study of the intricate dynamics of many-body systeitnis, often convenient, or actually
unavoidable, to resort to simpler approximate descrigtidfor quantum-mechanical many-body
systems of bosons it is possible to uskeetive one-particle equations to track the microscopic
evolution of many-particle states in appropriate reginmgsis tends to reduce the complexity of
the problem enormously. Of course, one has to convince trleatthe approximation introduced
into the analysis is not too crude but resolves the dynarfeadilires of interest fairly accurately. To
mention an example, the interaction potential exerted @stgaarticle in a non-linear one-patrticle
description of the fective dynamics of a Bose gas can be chosen self-consistenthe mean
potential generated by all the other particles at the posiif the test particle. The mathematical
analysis of such so-calledean-field limitgoes back to work by Hepg] (quantum many-body
systems), and by Braun and He®) &nd Neunzert]2] (classical many-body systems). Among
other results, they have shown that the Vlasov equatitecively describes a classical many-
body system while the Hartree equation describes a Boseglas mean-field limit. After Hepp’s
initial work [7] there has been a lot offert to arrive at a mathematically rigorous understanding
of quantum-mechanical mean-field limits; regarding theaiyits see, e.g.1B, 16, 13,5, 6, 9],
and regarding ground state see, e .4y, #, 10] and furthermore11] for an elaborate overview.

In oder to clarify the relation between our discussion amyious studies found in the existing
literature, it is necessary to first explain our conventioascerning units of physical quantities
and the use of dimensionless parameters:

Remark 1.1. All physical quantities appearing in this paper are madeelsionless by expressing
them in terms of (dimensionful) fundamental constants afitdaor of constants characteristic of
the system under consideration. In this paper, we use umitghich Planck’s constant and the
mass of a gas atom are equal to unity. Furthermore, distaace®xpressed as multiples of the
diameter of the essential support ("range”) of the two-bindigraction potential, U, which equals
1 in our units. Consequently, to say that the voluef the region to which the gas is confined
equalsl would mean that it is comparable to the volume of the suppdtietwo-body potential
U. Furthermore, to say that the density fulfils= 1 would mean that the expected number of
particles inside the support of U equdls

With these conventions the situation usually considerg¢ldenrmathematical literature on mean-
field limits can be described as follows: The support of wawections is kept fixed while the
scattering length of the two-body interaction scales isglrproportional to the particle number
N as the mean-field limitN — oo, is approached. In the study of many physically interesting
situations, e.g., of a Bose gas in the thermodynamic linmie must, however, consider regimes
whereN and A tend toco. The mean-field regime is then approached by taking the gasitgle
o= % to be large and assuming that the strength of the two-bodyntiat isO(0o1); the mean-field
limit corresponding to the limip — co. This ensures that the interaction energy per particle is of
order one and, consequently, the velocity of sound is kepstemt.

A key open problem is to show that the many-body dynamics addsaaf bosonic atoms can
be controlled in terms of anfiective equation for a one-particle wave function when tlesrto-
dynamic limit, A — oo, is taken at constant densjpybefore the mean-field regime of largas
approached. While at the present time a satisfactory solut this problem appears to be out
of reach we propose to make a modest contribution in thistine by considering an interacting
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Bose gas at zero temperature in the regime of large demsalowing the volumeA to increase
depending om, in such a way tha% < 1 as the mean-field limit is approached.

More precisely, we propose to study thecroscopictime evolution of an initialN-particle
wave function that is, in a sense to be made precise latexe ¢toa product wave function of the
form

N

Wl ke ) = [[ 7 (64060 + o)) @
k=1

Here, N is the number of atoms in the gas, aﬁ‘a) denotes a slowly varying, compactly supported
one-particle wave function chosen such that its supporgies roughly a region of volume and

its L* norm is kept constant asvaries. ItsN-fold product represents a so-callederence statef

the gas, a (Bose-Einsteinpndensatewhich is then perturbed by a smooth, compactly supported
wave functiong, that has a fixed scale-(ar) independent support inside the suppomgﬁf). The
functioneg is supposed to describe a localizedtitationof the reference state. The time evolution
of this initial state is given by thBl-particle Schrodinger equation

10¢Pi(X1,. Xn) = HP (X Xn), (2)

.....

where the microscopic HamiltoniaH, is given by

1N 1
H::—EZAXK+— > U = %) 3)

k=1 P 1<j<k<N

In this work we show that the solutiol; , corresponding to equatio)(and initial value {)
has interesting features that can be studied with the hedffexftive one-particle equations describ-
ing the evolution of the reference staté™” and the excitatior;; see equationsl()-(14) below.
We find that, in the time evolution of the reference wave fiorgtquantum-mechanical spreading
of the wave packet is suppressed due to the circumstancagﬁ?ais flat. As a consequence, to
leading order, the time-evolved stats'®”, equals the initial staté{®” up to a time-dependent
phase factor. However, the dynamics of the excitation,the.behavior of the functiog, is quite
non-trivial. In particular, its.? norm isnot conserved because of exchange of gas particles be-
tween the condensate (described by the reference staté)endherent excitation. Moreover, the
function g disperses according to a law that incorporates a strictijtipe, finite speed of sound
in the gas; meaning that sound waves (Goldstone modes) vhitineaily small wave number turn
out to propagate at a strictly positive speed as expectenunfcswaves in amteractingBose gas,
and which has already be observed in experiments, &]g., [

Excitations of the condensate might be caused by some heser pparticles penetrating into
the gas, as considered i8] where the Bose gas was taken to be an ideal gas. For sitgpliei
shall not include such tracer particles in the analysiseesi below but study the dynamics of
excitations of the condensate ground-state directly. Byekalytical ideas used in the analysis of
the mean-field limit presented in this paper are inspirechbgé introduced inl5]. They involve
some counting of the number of “bad particles”, by which weampatrticles that do not follow the
(one-particle) fective dynamics. As compared t8[the problems addressed in the present work
require considerably finer control of the number of bad phasi. Indeed, since a typical excitation
& involvesO(p) many patrticles, the number of bad particles in a state ofj#isamust be controlled
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in terms ofp rather than oN. For this reason, the counting measures used in this work tealve
considerably fine-tuned in order to arrive at useful estamat

Beside the analysis of dynamics, it should be noted thatdtegis in the direction of large
volume considering the excitation spectrum of a Bose gas hko been undertaken i jwhich
provides an extension of the previous resultslif] |

Outline:  After introducing some important notation in Sectibrd we describe our main results
in Sectionl.2and present the proofs in Sectian
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thermore, D-.A.D. and P.P. would like to thank the Matheoatinstitute of the LMU Munich,
the Department of Mathematics of UC Davis, and the Institdit€heoretical Physics of the ETH
Zurich for their hospitality.

1.1 Notation

1. || is the standard norm drR® or C9, for arbitraryd; |Ill, is the norm on the Lebesgue space
LP, 0 < p < . For operatorsQ, acting on the Hilbert space? we denote by|O| the
operator norm o0.

2. Throughout this papek denotes both a cube in physical sp@&eand the volume of this
cube.

Forr > 0 the ball of radius in R® is denoted byB; := {x € R®||x| <r}.
We denote the Laplace operator and the gradient in-tirariable byA andV, respectively.
The Fourier transform of a functione L? is denoted byj.

The convolution of two functiong andg onR? is defined by { = g)(-) := Jz= dy f(: — y)g(y).

S S o

By “F € Bounds” we mean thdt is a continuous, non-decreasing, non-negative function
on the non-negative reals, i.€.,: R§ — R{.

8. Unless specified otherwise, the symkblenotes a universal constant whose value may
change from one line to another. In particular, all constané independent & andp.

1.2 Main Results

As announced in the introduction, the goal pursued in thpepé#s to understand features of the
time evolution of a many-body wave functio#;, for a given initial product wave function of the
form (1), which will be characterized more precisely as follows:



Condition 1.2. The many-body wave function of the initial state (at tirseQ) is given by

N

1
Po(Xe, Xo, ..., Xn) = [ [ msﬁo(xk), 00 = ¢ + e, (4)
kel

whereqbgef), € € CZ have the following properties:

suppif™ < A, 8l < | 145 | <c. (5)
suppeo € Byans,  lleolls < [[leol |, <C. lleoll2 < C. (6)
llgoll2 = AY? o ol = 1. (7)

Furthermore, we assume that the density of the gas condemsaissentially constant in some
large region inside the container to which the gas is confindterefore, with the help of a family
of cut-gf functionsy, € C?(R%),0<r < 1,

0 forxe Bus 1
X) = and Viille < CA™Y3, 8
xr(X) {1 for X ¢ By IVl (8)
we require
#5009 = 1] < x172(%). 9)

This will allow us to track the dynamics of the excitationhwilhe properties®) in that region.
Finally, we require some control of the kinetic energy ofitiial reference wave function:

Vo), < CA™3 Vo), < CA® | 1A¢]], < CA™S. (10)
Without further reference we assume ConditioBand
U € CZ(R3,R)
to hold throughout the entire paper.

In order to gain control on the dynamics of the many-body wawetion ¥;, we show in a
first step that it can be described approximately as a prddnction of the solutiong;, of the
following nonlinear Schrodinger equation

10wpi(X) = hy[e] i (X), hled] = —%A + U * ey *(X), (11)

with initial value ¢tli-o = ¢o. The sense of the approximation involved in this claim wdliade
clear in Sectior2. As already mentioned in the introduction there are twocesifor the dynamics
of ¢r: One is connected to the evolution of the reference oneefmstates™”, and a second one is



connected to the evolution of the excitation, as descrilyegl bn order to conveniently distinguish
between these two sources, the reference $g§{)eis time-evolved according to the equation

. 1
0 (x) = (‘éA + U {9 - ||U||1) o0 (12)
and the excitation propagates as described by the equation
& 1= @@Vt — plreh), (13)
Equations {1) and (L2) show that the evolution of the excitation is given by

2
+ (U # [P (¥) + U = 2R (6¢"") (X)) ¢(X).

ioh&(X) = (—EA + U # [P0 — Ul + U = |&*(X) + U * 2R (g ¢") (x)) &«(X)  (14)

Note that, for a fixed point deep inside the regiofn, one has that
U+ 16{*P(x) = IVl | ~ O,

which motivates our choice of the phase on the right sida &t (Furthermore, in the limit of large
A the reference staggf™” tends to 1 so that equatioh4) formally turns into

i0ie(X) = (—%A +U * g’ (X) + U % 2R (&) (x)) &(X) + (U = |&lf(¥) + U =« 2R (¢) (%)) .

We recall the standard facts that, for repulsivei.e., U > 0, and given¥,, ¢o, 65", and

€ as in Conditionl.2, there exist unique classical solutiofls ¢, ", ande to equations3),
(12), (12), and (4), t € R, with initial data¥..o = Yo, ¢r0 = ¢o, o\ = ¢, andeo = e,
respectively. In the case of attractive potentldishowever, the solutiop;, and therefore alsa,
may blow up in finite time; see our discussion in the last paaalg of this section.

In a second step, we show that the control of Kaparticle wave functiont; as a function of
timet in terms of the one-particle functign is so accurate that the excitatienis “silhouetted”
against all error terms. In order to compare the microscdescription of the quantum dynamics
with its mean-field description, one must check that the cedwne-particle density matrix deter-
mined by the “true” many-body wave functidky matches the pure one-particle state given by the
one-particle wave functiog,; that one determines by solving equatidi) As discussed in the
introduction, the reduced density matrix of the microscd@ichrédinger) description,

Ter,...,XN |\Pt> <\Pt| s

is given, to leading order, by the projectifgn) (¢;| onto the one-particle stalg;). In order to sub-
tract the contribution from the homogeneous condensate@alydrack the excitation, we project
lr) onto the subspace orthogonal to the reference state. Bgouhpose we introduce the follow-
ing notation.



Definition 1.3. Given a vector € L?(R3, C) we define the orthogonal projectors

(ref) (ref)
t s t .

1
pr= il di=1-pt o = o
2

In this notation, the quantities to be compared are theviotlg density matrices:

pgmicro) — qgref) TrX2

AR (A2 oD and  p{™) = ) el

The additional factor o\ makes up for the dierent scalings d¥; ande; see Conditiori.2
Ouir first result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4.Let U € CZ(R3, R{) be a repulsive potential. Then there exists & Boundssuch

that

A3/ 2

Hpgmicro) _pgmacro)H < C(t)m’

for all times t> 0 providedA is syficiently large.

This theorem states that if the thermodynamic limit»> co, and the mean-field limip — oo,
are approached in such a way that« p'/3, then the many-body Schrédinger dynamics is well
approximated by the non-linear mean-field dynamics of aaréiele wave function — at least at
the level of one-particle density matrices.

Obviously, a key open question is whether the thermodyndimit can be takerbeforethe
mean-field limit is approached. Concretely, one must askdmsvcould possibly improve the rate
of convergence established in Theorém. The time evolution necessarily creates some “bad”
particles, viz., particles in states that do not follow theam-field dynamics, throughout the region
A to which the gas is confined. This makes it plausible thathenohe hand, the number of bad
particles grows with\, while, on the other hand, it decreasegpascreases due to our choice of
scaling. Hence, when passing to large volumegor some fixedp, it seems hopeless to control
the norm

Hpgmicro) _ pgmacro)” (15)

directly. In particular, if the thermodynamic limiyy, — oo, were takerbeforethe mean-field limit,
p — oo, the time evolution would immediately create an infinite m@mof bad particles, and $)
could not possibly be small.

In this respect it is important to note that a control ®5)(in the thermodynamic limit is ac-
tually stronger than what is needed when comparing thealgiredictions to data about the time
evolution of excitations gathered in an experiment. In otdeyain access to regimes correspond-
ing to very large volume4, one must therefore introduce an appropriate notion of@ppration
by mean-field quantities weakenintj. One such possibility would be to introduce a semi-norm
involving the restrictions of the one-particle density neas to a bounded regionc A of interest
with a volume of ordeO(1), e.g.,

H]l/l (pgmicro) _pgmacro)> 1,

: (16)

wherel,(X) is some cut-& function with support im. For finite times, an excitation of the gas
created in some bounded region of space can be expectedetatiabg remain localized in a
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bounded region. Thus, control af§) may turn out to sfiice to study its dynamics for a finite
interval of times and compare it to itéfective (mean-field) dynamics. The technical control of a
guantity like (L6) is however cumbersome as one needs to control the flow atlesrfromA \ A
into the volumel without having much information about them.

Another possibility in the direction of large volumes — theecexplored in this paper — is to
show that £9) is typically small, the precise mathematical statement being: Therérgjextory
of vectors¥; with corresponding reduced density maX’® such tha|¥; — ||, and||p{™® —
M) are both small. Such a result may actually be expected tolemaie to answer most
physical questions in a satisfactory way as only what happéth large probability really matters
for the comparison with an experiment. Let us try to explahywhis mode of approximation is
helpful: If the volumeA of the region to which the gas is confined is large, the gasatomta vast
number of particles. Suppose that, with a tiny probabitity positions of all these particles are
changed. Such a change may yield a significant variationefddduced density matrices of the
system. However, events that happen with a very small pilityadre not important physically.
Hence, the fact that the reduced density matrices may cregpyeciably is unimportant.

With the next two results we explore this probabilistic idea demonstrate how the result in
Theoreml.4 can be improved. The basis for this improvement forms théerds of our second
main result. To state it we make the notion of “bad” partighescise. We introduce orthogonal
projectors

P = (@) o (p)™™¥,  0<k<N, a7

where® denotes the symmetric tensor product. The projeptois to be thought of as projecting
onto one-particle states of “good” particles, whij¢ projects onto one-particle states of “bad”
particles; see equatio24) below. The probabilityP;, of the event that the total number of bad
particles described by the many-body wave functiris larger than the densigyis given by

where ¥, := > P{¥,.  (18)

1<k<p

P, (total number of bad particlesp) :=1 -

This quantity is estimated in our second main result.

Theorem 1.5.Let U € C(R3, RY) be a repulsive potential. Then there is as@oundssuch that
~ 112 A
-} < e,

for all times t> O, providedA is syficiently large.

We pause to interpret this result. As a gedanken experimentnagine that the density of the
Bose gas is measured, e.g., by shining light into the coraderad then recording the scattered
light by means of a photograph — as one does in recent expssmath cold atom gases, where
for example a sequence of photographs is taken to record/ttecs of the Bose gas cloud; see
also B]. As long as one can recognize a localized excitation on llmeqgraph of the gas, one can
argue that there are at ma3{p) bad particles in the state of the gas, and hence that treadtat
the measurements is close to the ve&ar Theorem1.5 then says that |fl < 1 the state of the

system is very close to the vect®, and, in this case, the result in Theorém can be further
improved as follows (our third main result).



Theorem 1.6.Let U € CZ(R3,R}) be a repulsive potential. Then there exists@oundssuch
that _ _ _
ﬁgmlcro) = qEref) -I-rx2 ..... “ ‘Al/Z\Pt> <A1/2‘Pt) qgref),
fulfills
1/2

Hﬁgmicro) _pgmacro)” < C(t)%, (19)

for all times t> 0 providedA is syficiently large.

Remark 1.7. It should be stressed that Theoreind, 1.5and 1.6also hold (i) for more general
initial states¥, which, however, must be close to the product statdjnsee RemarR.2 below;
and (ii) for attractivetwo-body potentials U and times < t < T < oo provided||¢l. Stays
bounded for0 < t < T. As mentioned above, the case of attractive potentialsoi® rsubtle
because solutions of the evolution equatitd) (may blow up in finite time. Indeed, for this case
the Bose gas collapses in the thermodynamic limit, and hes thot surprising that convergence
to the mean-field limit fails, too.

In order to further analyze the dynamics'f, we consider excitationg of very smallL?—
and bounded.”- norm. In this case we find that the evolutionepfs well described by a linear
version of equationl(4), namely

010 = ~38m(9 + U » 2Rn (), (20

with initial conditionn|—g = €. Indeed, in Sectio@.4we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.8.Let U € CX(R3,R) be a general potential. Suppogeand n; solve the equations
(14) and 0), respectively, fob <t < T < oo and initial dataeli-o = €0 = nil—o. Then there is a
C € Boundssuch that

e — eilly < C(t) sup (A8 + lledli3 + llesl3) » (21)
se[0,1]
fortimesO <t < T providedA is syficiently large.
The evolution equatiorild) is then quite easy to analyze. After a Fourier transforomati
(k) = 0 [ dxe™n.
of n;, we rewrite 0) in momentum space

i0:77(K) = wo(K)7(K) + U(K) ((K) + 7"(=K)) , (22)

where we have used that(k) = 77°(-k), and where

k2
wo(K) = >



is the symbol of the dierential operatO%%A in momentum space. The complex conjugate of this
equations is given by

i07; (—K) = —wo(K)A; (-K) — U(K) (7" (=K) + 7(K)),
where we have used that
wo(K) = wo(Kl) and UK = U"(-k)

as the potentialU(x) is real-valued. The evolution equations #a(k) and7;(—k) can then be
written in closed form as

CRK () | _(oo®+00 O
o (ﬁ?(—k))_ﬂ(k) (ﬁ?(—k))’ with — H{ "( "0 —wo(k)—O(k)>'

Note that is not self-adjoint, and hence, thé norm ofr is not preserved. However, one can
still find a basis w.r.t. whiclH is diagonal. For arbitrary (k), an eigenvaluay(k), of H (k) fulfills

w(K)? = wo(k) (wo(k) + 20(K)) . (23)

This shows how the dispersion law(k), of sound waves in the gas depends on the pair potential
U. We consider two interesting cases:

Repulsive potential, e.g.lJ(0) > O:

k2
w1 = Iy + U0,

Apparently, the speed of sound at small valuefkiaé then given by

Vsound= V U\(O),

which is a well-known result due to Bogolyubaij] Note that the fact thats,ngdoesnot depend
on the density of the gas is owed to the scaling i8)(

Attractive potential, e.g., U(K) < O: For such potentialsl, modes with wave vectofsfulfill-
ing wo(K) = —2U (k) become static according to thfective dispersion relation

w(K) = wo(k)? Vawo(K) + 2U (K),

while modes corresponding to wave vect@raith wo(k) < —2U(k) are dynamicallyunstable
This instability causes the gas to implode at a finite time. nAged in RemarkL.7, our main
results about thél-particle time evolution also hold for attractive two-boglgtentialsU, as long
as||¢dl. remains bounded, i.e., for Siciently short times, which is why for those timgsalso
gives insights into the microscopic dynamicsigf

Remark 1.9. We note that the proofs provided in this paper also work fepdrsion relations
other thanwy(k) = k—; While the propagation estimates given in Secadwould have to be
adapted, the mean-field estimates hold for any dispersiatioa as all one-particle terms in the
Hamiltonian drop out immediately; se&%) below.
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2 Proofs

In this section, we present the proofs of our results. Thamgation of our reasoning process is
as follows.

e Section2.1: Our first technical result, Lemm21, aims at controlling the number of bad
particles present in the state of the gas. This lemma wilrbegn under the assumption that
lledlle 1S bounded following ideas ofilf]. Note that the control of the Hartree dynami@g)
is well understood. One might then ask why Leminais needed. The reason is that we
are ultimately interested in the dynamicsaxtitations and for this it turns out in the proofs

of Theoreml1.5and Theoreni.6 that considerably stronger bounds on the number of bad

particles are necessary.

e Section2.2 Using Lemma2.1 we proceed to proving our first three main results, namely
Theorems1.4, 1.5 and 1.6. These results hold provided the assumptic@¥,((98) and
(99) hold true.

e Section2.3 Here “propagation estimates” justifying the assumpti@1%, (98) and ©9) will
be derived.

e Section2.4: To conclude, we provide the proof of Theordn8which is also based on those
propagation estimates.

2.1 Controlling the number of “bad” particles

For anyy € L?, we use the notation

_ ) [y 9106
llpll2 llpll2

g :=1-pt, (PEYP) (X, .- . XN) - P(X1, . .5 XN)s 1<k<N. (24)

To begin with, we need to define a convenient measure to cdau’“particles, i.e., those
particles that do not evolve according to thEeetive non-linear dynamic4d.q). For this purpose
we introduced the orthogonal projectors

Pt = (0F)™ o (p¥)°™NY, (17)
for 0 < k < N. To simplify our notation we use the convention
P; =0, Vke{0,1,...,N}. (25)

Later we will replacep by the solutiony, of equation {1). One may then think gf** as projecting
on a “good” one-particle state ang as projecting on a “bad” one-particle state.
For an arbitrary weight function
W:Z— R{

we then define weighted counting operators

N __ N-d
we = wik)Py, Wi = > wik + d)Pf, deZ. (26)
k=0 k=—d
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The role of the integed will become clear in§3) and 34). Note that, in the language introduced
above,P{ projects on that part of the wave function that describestéxk bad particles. Hence,
one of the obvious candidates for a convenient counting mmeasw¢, with w(k) = k/N. The
expectation valué‘l’, V\/F‘P> then represents the expected relative number of bad articlthe
gas. However, control of this quantity will notféigce to track the excitatiog: The total number
of particles in the gas is given by = Ap, and the number of particles participating in an excitation
is O(p). Consequently, we will have to control the number of badiplas as compared {@ This
means that we have to adjust our weight in a such a way thatittedhe number of bad particles
relatively top. The explicit weight function we use is given by

% VO<k<p
mk):={1 VYp<k (27)
0 otherwise.

When settingv(K) := m(k) we denote the corresponding operaterby me. Now, if (¥, m¥)
is small, the probability of finding approximateiyad particles in the gas is small. As time goes
by more and more patrticles in the gas will become bad, duetévactions with other particles.
Even for a perfect product state there will always be a snalladion of the true field from the
mean field. The more bad particles there are in the gas thegsirohis deviation will be, and one
may expect that the rate of “infection” of formerly good pelds is proportional to the number
of bad particles, up to a small term. The strategy of our predtiius to show, with the help of a
Gronwall argument, that if, initially, the number of bad fees is small, it will remain small for
any finite time interval.

Before we can start presenting the proofs of our results wst macall some properties of
the weighted counting measures, which have originally badied in Lemma 1 in14]. We
summarize those properties that will be needed in our aisdhgse while postponing their proofs
to the appendix.

1.
VW = (VW) = WP (28)
2. N N
(we, pf] = [w#,qf] =0 (29)
3.
(we, P{] =0
4. Forn(k) = /X we have
N
) = <Y (30)
N k=1
5. For¥ e (Lz)®N we have that
e, - [, o

|weaiagy, (32)

N ||~ ,~\2
N ()

2
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6. For any functiory € L*(R%) andZ € L*(R®) and
Ao=pi,  Al=di,  Bi=pips,  Bi=pid, By =0id)

we have -
WA‘fY(xl)Af = Ajf’Y(xl)A,“’V\/]-"_| with j,1 =0, 1, (33)

and
WB*JPZ(XL X2)BY = sz(xl, X2) B?DV\/f—l with j,1=0,1,2. (34)

In the following lemma the weighted number of bad particlasaeintered in the course of
time evolution is estimated. The proofs of our main resultSection2.2rely on this fundamental
lemma. Another crucial point will be to justify assumptid@b) below, which will be address in
Section2.3.

Lemma 2.1. Let U € C?(R3 R). Let¥,; be the solution to equatior?) for initial data as in
Condition1.2 Assume that, for some g o, there is a Ce Boundssuch that

lledleo < C(1), 0O<t<T. (35)

Then there is a & Boundssuch that

() = (W, mAYy) < C(t)%, 0<t<T, (36)

where the weight function m corresponding to counting ofpenar is defined in 27).

Proof. The heart of the proof is a Gronwall argument for which we neexbntrol the time deriva-
tive of <ﬁr7t> .- Note that we have so-called “intermediate picture” herbath the wave function
and the operator are time dependent.

The time derivative of' is given by pf* = —i[h,[¢(], pi'] which can be seen best by noting
that in bra-ket notatiop{" is given bye,){¢;| acting on the&k" particle; seeZ4). Sinceqf* = 1-p{'
it follows that 30" = —i[hy[¢d]. gf']. Consequently, aBf' is a symmetric product of's andd’s,
one has

N
Spr =i S hll. PE
dt i

Since any weighted counting operator is a sum of oper&prsultiplied by real numbers (see

(27)), it follows thatSm# = —i [SR hy [¢], mP] and thus
d ,__ . N _
dt <m‘p‘>t =1 <lH -2 hled, m# >
k=1 t
aE N A P P—
=1 (|- U(Xj — %) — ) —U s —=(X),m¥ | ) . (37)
<Lp 1<j<k<N : ; P A J t

13



Using the symmetry in the bosonic degree of freedom we find

N(N -1 2 2 _
(7)< 252 |uta =) - U o0 -0« B g (39
=1Z(x1,%2) t
2
+ N U * ﬂ(xl), mpt . (39)
ol A
———
=Y(x1) t

The first term, viz. 88), in the expression above is the physically relevant one Sdtond term,

(39), only gives rise to a small correction. But we shall estentlis term first, because this
actually permits us to demonstrate a crucial techniqueawithoo much additional ballast. We
start by inserting identity operators, in the form of;jigt p}* + 5, on the left- and right side of the
scalar product in39), i.e.,

@9 = - |{(PE o) (YOu)T — FPY() (P + ). (40)
< S (pE (Yoo - Y0w) pE), (41)
(e (Y0u) ~ Y(w) ) (42)
+2 (B (YO - FY0c) ) (43)
= 2 (P (YOu) - YOw) o) (44)
Here, @1) and @2) are seen to be identically zero usir&p) and @3) for j =1 =0, e.g.,
PYY(x)mApf = pi'Y(x)pfime = mapfY (x)pf = pimAY(x)pf .
Without further notice we will frequently use that
il = A, (45)

as implied by 7) and (L1).
Next, we apply the commutation relations 9] and after that the pull-through formula in
(33 for j =0 andl = 1 to find

2N

@9 < 2% |(pr (Yoo - o) o), (46)
= 2 (P YOu) T — Y G, (47)
= % '<pftY(x1)q*f‘ (e —mty)) | (48)

14



Using the definition inZ6) we find

2N N N+1
B9 = — <|OftY(X1)CIf‘ <Z m(K)PE — > m(k - 1)P?ft> > (49)
Y k=0 k=1 t
2N Pt Pt N Pt
= <|01 Y(X1)dy (k;(m(k) —m(k - 1))P >> (50)
- = <pftY(x1)qf‘ ( P—k>> (51)
P 1<k<p P t
< NC HU % @ 1‘ (52)
P A lp
< @ (53)
Jol

where we have used the following ingredients:
o for the step from49) to (50) we have used than(0) = 0 andP{,, = O;

e for the step from%0) to (51) we have used thath(k) - mk — 1) = % fork=1,...,p and
m(k) — m(k — 1) = 0 fork > p; see @7);

e for the step from §1) to (52) we have used the definition &f(x;) in (39) and thatP}',
1 <k < N, are pairwise orthogonal projectors;

¢ inthe last step we have made use of assump88nt6 infer the bound
|U | < IV lldl 2, < CEO) UL
In what comes next we will invoke assumptid@®b) without further mentioning.

A similar technique is used to estima®8). Again, we begin by inserting identity operators,
in the form of idy = pf* + gf' and idy, = p%' + g3, in order to extract dferent types of processes
from the interaction which have to be treated separately:

N(N - 1)
2p

- S (et vty (o )

(39) |(Z(x0, )P = TP Z(%0, %)) |

X (Z(Xl, Xo)P — MAZ(Xq, X2)) (PY' + ) (P5' + ) >t’

15



Due to symmetry

(38 < NN-1) (ppg (200, X — FRZ(34. X)) S p§‘>t] (54)
+ N(N — 1) p“f‘q‘é" +0f' P (Z(xe, X)MPt — MAZ(Xy, %)) (Pfas" + f' ps) >J (55)

. N(N 1) ('8 (200, X)TP — TP Z(4, X)) qf‘Cl‘é">t’ (56)
+M' 05 PE* (Z(%0, Xo) TP — TAZ(X4, X)) p“f‘qé">t’ (57)

; N(N =D ptps (200, )T - 20, %) q‘f‘q$‘>t' (58)
M’ PO (Z(Xe, Xo)MP' — MPZ(Xq, X)) thqgt> ’ (59)

Using the pull-through formula in3@) and the commutation relations given B9} we can
recast the last expression to get that

N(N 1)

39 < C ‘<pft P5'Z(Xq, %) pf ps (Pt — W)M (60)
N(N -1 [((pfiagt + ' pg) Z(x, %) (PfCf + o' ps) (P — ) | (61)
w ‘<qf‘q§‘2(x1, Xo)off o' (me — W)M (62)
N(Np 1 <pft P%'Z(X1, X2) P10’ (m*" - ﬁf\tl) >t (63)
N(Np 2 <psft P5'Z(X41, X2) 01" 0 (m”t - mf\tz) >t (64)

CN(Np_ | pig 200, o)t (- nty)) | (63)

Lines (60)-(62) all contain the facto(ﬁr?l - nfﬁ) Hence, they are identically equal to zero. In the
following we provide estimates for the tern&3f-(65). We use that, for any € L2,

10 —xps = pi [ O 1 ) A0 g Aot (e6)

lltll2 lletll2

holds so that we can estimate

< COAM2 ], (67)

17 f (X — Xl = H PYIf (X1 — Xo)[2pf! K

and
IpS f (xo)ll = IPE I (xa)IPpH Y2 < CAOAY2Ifl . (68)

16



TerMm (63): Using 66), the equation
PT' P Z(x0. %) iy

't t t 't | | t 't t | | 't t 't
= pips | PRV - )Pl -U ()Pl | af - U+ L () piag =0

=AUl P(x2) it =0

implies that
(63) = 0. (69)

TerMm (65): We need some preliminary results on operator normd aswbrms that are used in
the next steps. Byg(7) we can estimate

IPf'U (% — %)l < C(t)A™Y2.

Furthermore, using Young’s inequality and the conservatiictheL,-norm ofy; we get

el gl llplloolltll2 ||s0t||oo
Usx—| <|U <|Ujy ————=<||U 70
H * 2_|| it A IU1]2 A < Ul 1l (70)
Finally, starting from the definition d(xy, o) in (38), (68) and (70) are seen to imply
t C(t)
1P Z (%1, Xl < Az (71)

Next, letr : Z — R} be given byr (k) := v/m(k) — m(k — 1) which is well defined becauss(k)
is monotone increasing. Relatiod8) implies that(r/@)2 = vt — m?,. Then we can write

(69

CN(N—l)'

< PH O Z(x, X o' (1) 2>

t

14Ty 14 Pt AP T o
<pth2tZ(X1, X2) ' O Tt r¢t>t

CN(N—l)’

Using the pull-through formula ir8d) with j = 1 andl = 2 we get that

N(N—l)’

(65 = C (rE P Z(x, X o T ),

Finally, using the commutation relations i29), the bounds in{1), and Schwartz inequality we
can estimate

N(N - 1)

(69 = = — <r*‘"p*f‘q9§t2(x1,Xz)qftq“ﬁ‘r¢t>t‘
- MO (gt przoa o),
< MU= g prtz<x1,x2>u [P,
A = A (72

17



Using properties30) and @1) of the counting measures and the definitions2n) @nd 6) we
find that

rft ﬁ"o\‘\ljt

AP
ryoz e ,

N-1

k; ([m(k +1) - m(K)] £>1/2 Pay,
: (2)"mn

O<k<p

2

C
N/2

2

— 1/2
C <m> , (73)

IA

N

where we have used thaik) - m(k — 1) = [—f fork=1,...,pandmk) - m(k — 1) = O fork > p.
Quite similarly, and using32), we see that

— N —  —=\2  __
[Farge, < | (M -nfy) " ()" v (74)
N k2 1/2
= I (i - mk-1)] 55 ) PR, (75)
N
k=1 2

C
< [
= N2

k k\ 2
> (pn) P

O<k<p

2
— 1/2
C <<”;>t> (%)1/2_ (76)

As a consequence, going back #@), the bounds13), (76), and @7) are seen to imply

. 1/2 — 1/2
(65) < cN{ <<m">t> () <<m”>t) (%)”2 < c(t) (), (77)

IA

N A2 N

TerMm (64): Again, we write(ﬁ\at - ﬁf\‘z) as the square of its square root and we use the pull-
through formula in 84) for j = 0 andl = 2:

N(N - 1)
(64 = C== == (

pE P8 Z(x. Xe)oif ' (P - @»t’

MU= ) e
XZ(x1, X)aff 0 (P — r@)m >t'

Next, we use the symmetry in the bosonic degrees of freeddimeoiiave function; and of the

18



counting measures to arrive at
N/, —~ 12 N
64 = C—'<(m§‘—mf’f) DI ARS
p k=2
o —\ 1/2
X200 G (T - ) )

and finally use Schwarz inequality

N | N N
(69 < C > ckZ0a,x)ppf (5 - M) Wi x (78)
k=2
12 ?
x|t (P — ) W (79)
2

Furthermore, a computation similar to the one leadingy 8 $hows that

() \ ™
, < C<T . (80)

Next, we estimate the square of th&- norm in (78). In order to obtain a good estimate, we
rewrite this expression according to

L —\12
(79 = |af (A —nty) ¥,

2

NE

— _\1/2
G Z(xa, %) P pft (g — e ) W (81)

=~
|

2 2

< (@ - W)l/z PT Pl Z (X1, %)k X

NE

=~
|l

2

x Z(x¢, XQP{pf (mh — W)l/z >t
N

— _\1/2
v > (e -mR) " P prz(a x)aEax

j-k=2,j#k

x Z(x0, x)ppf (g — ) ).

t

Furthermore, we exploit the symmetry in the bosonic degoééeedom and split the summations
into diagonal- and fi-diagonal parts, with the result that

(8D <N( ('~ %) P52 o) 2. 30)ps P (- ) ) (82)
+ N2 (g =) P75 200, ) o 200, )PS5 P (mE - ) ) - (83)

Using (70) we find

C(t
200, )0 B8 | < 1206, P55 < 2 ®4)
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We observe also that, using the definitions26)(and @7), for any¥ with |||, = 1 one has

— 2 —
H (7% -y ”szz = (v, (% - ) ¥) (85)
= <\11 (zNj m(k)P{* — NZZ m(k — 2)P“|f‘> ‘P> (86)
k=0 k=2

N 1
< C <‘P (Z —Pﬁt) ‘P> (87)

k=0 P
- (88)

P

because N , P coincides with the identity operator. Therefore, usiBg)(and 88), we can
estimate the diagonal terms by

© < on||(me - )" | jz0a xpg i
< CNH(@ i) 2%
< C(t). (89)

For the df-diagonal terms we find
—_ . \1/2
83 = N2((m—m)" g Pt pEz(a. xo) x
— _N\1/2
X204, PSPl (T - ) )

N2 qgt (@ _ W)l/Z p,

IA

2
X ||PY 5 Z (X1, X2)Z(Xa, Xa) P5' P || X (90)

o (% - ),

2

Here it becomes apparent why the splitting 81)(into a diagonal- and anfiadiagonal part is
necessary: A rough estimate of the tei®0)( using 81), leads to aA~-decay. As it will turn out
in (95), this decay is not good enough. Fortunately, the situasitetter than that, as the following
analysis shows. First, we note that for non-negdtivene finds

[P PE'U (X1 — X2)U (x4 — X3) P5'PY'|

= | Pfp5 /U = Xa) VU (31 = X2) /U (30 = Xa) /U (30 = xo) 5|

= Hﬁft \/U(Xl — X3)p%' \/U(Xl — Xo) \/U(Xl - X3)p% \/U(Xl - Xz)pft’

< o8 VUGG %) < SZI0IE (1)

where in the last step we have uséd)(and|| VU||3 = ||U||;. Choosing the branch cut of the square
root conveniently one observes that the formula holds foegaU.
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Second, due td5(7) and 68)

C(t
1P U (X — Xl < 1PV (X — %Il < #

_ C

= - A3/2

Pj P—— (X;)

e
P —"jt\ Xj)‘
that together withq1) imply

C(t)
F .

), )"
< C <T : (93)

Hence, invoking the estimates i63) and ©2), we arrive at

CO) || o /= 12
A | (-],

@)\ 1 (@) \"
C(t)N2< N =N

CON - () . (94)

lPLP2Z(X1, X2)Z(X1, X3) P Pall < (92)

Analogously to 80), one can prove that

o' (”/‘? - W) e Rt

83 < N (me -) ",

IA

IA

IA

Thus
(64 < C(t)% v/ (81) x (79)

< C(t)% V(89 + (94) x (79
N 1 12 o t 1/2
C(t); (1 +N-5 <Wt>) (%)

A,
ca)<;+«nw%>. (95)
The bounds§?3), (69), (77), and @5) yield

d ,_—
d_t <m%>t

IA

IA

IA

(38) + (39)

c(t) (<rTV7>t+ 1;").

Finally, for any initial wave functiont'y with the property that

()

IA

A
| o<c=, (96)
t=0 p

Gronwall's Lemma yields the clain86). According to Conditiorl.2 we have(m?) |,_, = 0 so
that the bounddp) is fulfilled which concludes the proof of Lemn2al O
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Remark 2.2. (i) The proof can be extended to more general initial condisi than those specified
in Condition1.2 namely to all wave function¥,, for which the bound96) holds. (ii) Note that
(89) is the crucial estimate that determines the right-haneg séiclaim @6). It follows from the
auxiliary bound 84), which cannot be improved without new insights into theadlyics of Bose
gases. (iii) Providedy|l.. is bounded, the proof holds also for attractive potentials.

2.2 Proofs of Theoreml.4, Theorem 1.5 and Theorem1.6

Lemma2.1limmediately implies that, for a suitable class of initiamg@dunctions, the microscopic
and the macroscopic descriptions of the dynamics are ctosed another, which is the content
of our main results, Theorenis4, 1.5and Theoreni.6. Since we assume that the potentials
repulsive, Corollary2.10and Lemma2.11 of Section2.3 below provide the following estimates:
There areC,, C,, C3 € Bounds such that

lleill2 < Ca(t), (98)
Ca(t
Ip{Del, < Ai(/z) : (99)

for all t > O providedA is suficiently large. We temporarily assume the bound<in),((98) and
(99) and proceed to proving our second and third main resultfitbiemain results, Theorerh 4,
will latter be proven as a corollary.

Proof of Theoreni.5 Because of¥7), Lemma2.1limplies that
(),

In (18) we have introduced a wave functi§h by setting

<cm. (100)
P

\AI'/’t = Z P?fl\l"t.

0<k<p

Using the definition of the counting measumk), see 27), we see that

~ 12
le-%, = X IPEwli= > mK) [PEwd
p<k<N p<k<N

N
< SO mK) [[PE5 = (P MAY)

k=0

By Lemmaz2.1, there is &C € Bounds such that

~ A
-, < co 2,

which concludes the proof of Theorelrb. O
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Proof of Theorend..6. Notice that| PE#y|| > ||P{ ¥,

(26) yield
(M), = > m() (P PR = D0 mk) (W, PEP) =A 3 <xyt, P,
0<k<N 0<k<N 0<k<N
- 3 (B-m) (P,
0<k<N \P

(101)

SlnceP“’“I’t 0, fork > p, and'—‘ -m(k) =0, forO< k < p—see 27) —term (LO1) vanishes. Using
(30) and the symmetry of bosonlc wave functions, we get

A Z % <{i’t, Pﬁt{i/lt> A Z <\Pt, qft{i}t> = A <{i’t, qft{i;t> .
0<k<N 0<k<N
This implies that
A (P, o Py < (), (102)
Furthermore, upon inserting identity operators, in thefof id, = pf' + gf', the diference of the
density matrices can be bounded by

i — pfmaero)| = |AGI D try, g [P (1] o — e (e
< |AqfOtr,, [pl W) (] pft| o~ leo el (103)
+2/\Hq§ref)trX2 ,,,,, XN [pl )‘I’t ‘Pt‘q*‘"} q('ef)H (104)
A o0 tr, g [ [P (P af] o). (105)

In order to estimatel(03), we shall need the preliminary bound

a0 keo) ol 6" — lei) (el
— Hq(ref) ’¢(ref) + E> <¢(ref) + Et’ qgref) ~l&) <Et|H
<||a*” le) ¢l 6" — le) (el
<||p{1e) (el P + 2] PPl (el
C(t)?> Cf(t
BeUaNct)

where, in the last two lines, we have us@&®)(and ©9) of Lemmaz2.11, (see Subsectiod.3.4).
We are now prepared to provide the estimates of tefr@8)( (104) and (L05):

(106)

Term (103): Fubini’s Theorem justifies the identity

$t Pt
< AL2 A1/2> <‘Pt’ > < AL/2

The right side can be bounded according to

. [B0) W) = 1- (W g

ma
’1— <\I"t, thlPt>’ <1+ % <2,
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providedA is suficiently large. Hence 102 and (L06), together with 98) and ©9) of Lemma2.11,

guarantee that

(103 H Ag{e"

A1/2> <

(1= (o afw) (60 lieo) (il o = leo) (ed] + (P, G y) leo) (el

23
A1/2

(23

> < (ref)
A1/2 A1/2

tr,..x [0 (Pl

&) (el

< H (P, 1'P)) [ S <€0t|q(ref) l€t) (&”H + [(Pe, af Py ||€t||§
Ct?  COY (M) 2
< 2( A +A1/2) LC(t)°. (107)
TerMm (104): Thanks to 98) of Lemma2.11we have that
(104 = 2A||gf*try,. . [P 1% (W1l o] o)
L4
< 2A q(l’ef)l\lt/2 ||q \PtHZ
¢ + ¢ ot
= 2A q(ref) Al/zt H \PtHz
€ <W>
< 2A A2 ’2 A
< 2,/(m) C(1). (108)
Term (105): A straight-forward computation yields
(109 = A[afPtry, , [of ¥ (il aft) of|
< Ao
< (), (109)
Collecting estimateslQ7), (108 and (L09) we find
~ C(t)2 C(t)
( ) _ ) 2 / t
H micro macroH n A1/2 tC(t) +2 C(t)+ W
However, thanks ta97), Lemma2.1shows that
(P, | < 0<t<T. (110)
As a consequence, there i€a Bounds such that
- A
Hﬁgmlcro)_pgmacro)H < C(t) \/i
P
mi

To conclude this section, we note that our first main resudtnsmmediate consequence of

Theoreml.5and Theoreni.6.
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Proof of Theoreni.4 Theoremsl.5and 1.6imply that

Hpgmicro) _ pgmacro)” < Hpgmicro) _ ﬁgmicro)H " Hﬁgmicro) _ pgmacro)H

2.3 A Priori Propagation Estimates

In this section we prove the propagation estima®&, (98) and ©9) — Corollary2.10and Lemma&.11
— that have been required in the proofs of our first three nesalts.

To gain the required control of the solutions to the nondimequations(1), (12), and (4)
turns out to be quite involved. Therefore, it is conveniémfjrst study the dynamics on a tor(s,
meaning that we view the regiok as a torus and impose periodic boundary conditions. In order
to distinguish these two flerent situations in our notations, we use the following eortion. On
R3 we refer to the solutions of equatior®y,((11), (12), and (L4) as before, i.e., as

to W, toe, te g™, te e,
whereas, oI, we write
t W, teel, te et 4.
The corresponding initial conditions on the torus are
gVl = gD 1, a0 =1, =« (111)

see Conditiorl.2 Note that we neither distinguish thefféirential operators off andR? in our
notation, nor we make the domain, of integration explicit in the integrals. Both can be unam-
biguously inferred from context. Furthermore, for som& co we assume the above solutions to
exist on the time interval [O7) and consider only timeise [0, T).

One of the main goals of this section is to providenorms ong{"", ¢, ande. The advantage
of the torus is that the respective reference staté” is simply a constant, wherea&®” on R3
has tails. In consequence, on the torus the only kinetigygrtaere is stems from the excitation. It
can be readily estimated by energy conservation and preddesstimate that is good enough to
prevent excessive clustering of particles. Heuristicalg same is true for the reference state in
R3 as it is very flat. However, there it is morefiult to distinguish the kinetic energy due to the
excitation and the one due to the tails of the reference Btate technical estimates. Therefore,
we first studyg; ", T, andeT on the torus in SectioB.3.1 Afterwards we construct auxiliary
wave functions oiR3 by means of the torus wave functions which are already in sense close
" ¢, ande, respectively. The propagation of errors is then contdolig Gronwall arguments
which allow to extend the results in the case of the torus ¢ootte ofR*; see Sectiong.3.2and
2.3.3 The latter sections also provide the required control efakcitations which is discussed in
Section2.3.4
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While the quantum mechanical spreading due to the Laplace usually tends to relax bad
situations, the pair-interaction dueltbcould give rise to such, and a strategy is needed to control
the L* norms of solutions over time. Here it is important to rechiittthe respective? norms
#"" and ¢, scale proportionally ta\/2. Hence, over time the growth of the solutions due to the
interaction can not simply be controlled by usinglanestimate in a Cook’s argument. For this
reason we introduce the following Lemrat which will be applied frequently below. It holds on
R3 as well as on the torug and makes use of the following convenient norms:

Definition 2.3. For 0 < pg, P2, Ps, . . . < co we define the norms

= inf + + +...).
1losspnpun. = 00F (1€l + €5l + Wpalls + )

In order to compress the notation we also use

W pr.pz.ps... = 11y + [1E1lp, + -

Lemma 2.4.Let U € C2(R3, R) be a general potential. L&t be solution of the nonlinear equation

. 1
069 = (~58+ U 1P 409,
for an initial value(ili-o = ¢o such that:

(Iolle <) ||Z0]], < Crand (Il <) |[1d]|,,, < Cat) (112)
for some G, C, € Bounds Then there exists a{& Boundssuch that
(14l <) |&@, < Ca(t).
Proof. Gronwall's Lemma, the bound on the time derivative
350 (£40 + U« 1624k
4K
< [dk [ di [ dp|UME0 - PEPEK-1)]
< [di [dp|00E0 - PP 4],

< ClUlleo [, [,
< COCt2 &, = Ca0 |2

a e, < | o

1 b
and the assumption on the initial conditidril@) imply the claim. |

The lemma states that an a priori bound in ghé|,,., norm is sificient to maintain control
over theL® norm over time. The strategy will therefore be to establisthsa priori norms in the
cases of{"™, ¢, ande and then apply the above lemma.
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2.3.1 Estimates on the Torus

As discussed this section provides the needed propertibe @volution equations on the toriis
for initial values (L11) and repulsive potentiald, i.e.,

U>0. (113)

OnT the unique solution to the evolution equatidr) of the reference state that corresponds to
initial value (L11) is given by the constant, i.e.,

¢;Ir,(ref) -1 forallt € R. (114)

In consequence, Conditidn2and (11) imply

H Py

<C, (115)
1
and because ofi(L3), we have
E,: = (¢ hlegles) = 0. (116)

The evolution of the excitation wave function on the tofuss, analogously as in the caseRf,
defined by _ _
€ = glellVlat _ pT.e) — pTelVlt _ 1 (117)

Together with {14) and (4) this implies
i0g (X) = (-%A +U g 2(X) + U = 29%63‘*(x)> &(X) (118)
+ U = (|EF|2(X) + Z‘REF*(X» )

Lemma 2.5. Let U € CX(R3,RY) be a repulsive potential. There arg,C,, C4 € Boundssuch
thatforalll/4<r <1

IVl = V€Il < Co, (119)
lefllanes < |[Igfl]],, < Calt), (120)
ler€llla < A3Ca(t). (121)

Proof. To see 119 we begin by noting that the evolution equatidri) conserves the energy so
that due to {14), (116), andU > 0 one finds

IV 1l5 = Ve ll5 = Egz — (f, U * ot PPr ) < Eg.
Hence, the claim1(19 holds for the choice of consta@f = E,.
In order to provide the estimat&éZ0 we exploit that the Schrddinger dispersidfieetively

acts only on that part of the wave function which is not comistt is therefore convenient to split
¢ into two parts. For this purpose we introduce the auxiliaaw@/functionp by

t
@ = exp(-i [ dsUsIgl) ¢4 (122)
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so that
1@(1 = lg. (123)
Next, we split the desired norm ¢f as follows

leflone = i0f . (el + leiolle) < inf (bl + [lelalll,) = lefl],, — (@24)
for which we find
], < e = &l + ] (125)
=16t = &1+ 3l (126)
<llet = @illz+C, (127)

where we used13 and (L15). It is left to control the diference ofyf andg! in the L2 norm.
Thanks to the conservation of thé norms ofy! andg;, the evolution equatiori(l), (122, and
(119 we find
|12 _ _ _ _
o |t = BF |, < 20el, 8D = Kt AGOI < IV LIVl < CullVE Nl . (128)

Using (122, the kinetic energy of; can be estimated by

t
IVGEll < Vg5l + [ ds||U = (2Re2 Vel 5 (129)
t
<1I95llz + 21Uz | dslie? loncl V6 g5 e (130)
t
<CO(1+ [ dslgllizns ). (131)

where we usedl(19). Thus, collecting the estimates28) and (L31) yields
1|2 t ~
ot -7, < o (1+ [ dslet - 5213)

where we have used the inequality< 1 + X%, V x € R, to get a quadratic exponent under the
integral. Gronwall’s Lemma then ensures the existence®&aBounds such that

leg = @11z < C(b), (132)
which together with127) andg = ¢§ implies the claim {20).
We now prove the remaining claimZ1). First, we note that according t@X8)

A
<€tT’ |:§’Xt?:| €EF>

+2‘<U * (|6F|2+‘R6;E*),)(r26;r>’. (134)

Al ll3 < (133)
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Using partial integration ), and (19 we find
(133 = |(&". Vi V)|
< e 2 1V llo 196112
< IlyrelIl2CAT3Cy. (135)
Next, equation117) together with {14) imply
e P +2Re | <€l (1+ 1) ,

which yields the estimate

(134 < 2|[xcU = [l 12 + I D] || e Il (136)
211/2
< 2 x| [ dy Ux-3) (IEOIL + 1FOM) k) | Il (137)
211/2
+2 [ dx| [ ayUix-y) (€ONIA-+ TOM) (609 x| | el (138)
Furthermore,
(137 < CllUlli2 11+ 197 Hlzneo el 113, (139)
(139 < CASD||UIl12 1l L + lgf | llanco ll€l l2llxr € o (140)

where we have used thétis supported in a ball of radiu3 > 0 around the origin so that bg)
U= )0 (%) = x: ()] < CA3|U(x = Y)ID. (141)
Now equation {23) and the bound in132) ensure

11+ log Hlzneo < 11+ 1201+ o = @1 ll2nco < L+ 127 o + Nt — @11l
< 1+ |lgolle + C(t) < C(1). (142)

Finally, a similar computation as the one usedl3) gives
HIIB < 2|(U « (1P + Re") . &)
<2Ulla || 1+l |, N1
which thanks to 142) and Gronwall’'s Lemma means
et 1l < C(1). (143)
Hence, 139 and @40 imply
(134 < COA ¥ Ilvr€]llz + COILxr e 13
Finally, (133, which was estimated in85), and (L34) guarantee
Ibvr€l 1B < CO) (A5 + lixred )
Note that by initial constraints) one has,e; = 0 forr > 1/4. In conclusion, the clainl@l) is a

consequence of Gronwall’'s Lemma. O
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Lemmaz2.4and Lemma.5imply the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. Let U € C2(R3,R}) be a repulsive potential. There is a€cBoundssuch that

el < 1+ ligfllo < 1+ |||, < C0).

2.3.2 Estimates forp{""

Lemma 2.7. Let U € C2(R3,R) be a general potential, and let be syficiently large. There are
C,, C, € Boundssuch that

168 llzne0 < H "] H < Cy(0). (144)
(16791 - 19§, < Ca()A~E. (145)
Proof. In order to provide the bound ¢4) we introduce the auxiliary wave function

du = exp(—itU = (jo§*P - 1)) 6§, (146)

and using the evolution equatiohd) we estimate the time derivative

~ 1 - ~
O H(ﬁgref) _ ¢tH2 < _§A¢t +U % <|¢§ref)|2 _ |¢(Oref)|2> &

2

9]+ [ -, L e

We estimate the terms on the right-hand sideldf7 individually:

Noting that
Ve = ([itU = VIg§*P] 3 + Vi) exp(itU = (16572 - 1)),
A =( [tV * AIEEOP] 650 + [itU = VIg§OP? o=

+2 [-itU = VIg§?] Vo) + A¢gef>) exp(-itU * (Jo5*P2 - 1)),
and recalling %) and (0), we find

IVl < (1+ 20t U1 185112 ) 1785l < COATS, (148)
IVal> < (1+ 21Ul I6512.) 1IVe§l. < Cr)AL, (149)
1AG12 < 2t U1 165l (1185110 1AS5l12 + V5o V5112
+ 482 U1 116503, 1V 85 o 1V 05112
+ At U111 1650 175l 11V 8511
Y
< C()ATS. (150)
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These estimates together wi) (|¢ = |60"], and (147) ensure

01 [0 = [, < COAT® +C[igf - &> + 2R (¢ - 61)],,
< COA +C (o0 - [ + 21081 [0 - 6] ,) -
Assume that there is a9t < oo suchH¢§ref) - ¢gef))]2 < 1forallt € [0,]. In this case we find

3|6 — ], < COA™E +C gD — 65|

2?

which thanks to Gronwall's Lemma ard®” = ¢, implies
|6 - 4|, <cma  forte[o,1. (151)

Clearly, upon choosing suficiently large the supremum of such tinias infinite. Hence, {51)
holds for allt € R providedA is suficient large. In conclusion, due t6)(we observe

ol =] ], =

< C+C(H)AS,

o= < 6+ o -,

which implies that the claiml@4) is true.

Moreover, claim {45) can be seen byig1) and

g0 = 16§, < ¢ - 1 -

Lemma2.4and Lemma.7imply the following corollary.

Corollary 2.8. Let U € C¥(R3,R) be a general potential, and let be syficiently large. There is
a C € Boundssuch that

5
nﬁwm$Hw“

< C(t).
1
2.3.3 Estimates fory;
Lemma 2.9. Let U € CZ(R3,RY) be a repulsive potential. There exists as@oundssuch that

lptlzneo < | Teed ||, < COO.

Proof. In order to provide the desired bound we introduce the aaryilvave function

@t = &t(p:r (152)
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Using the evolution equatioi {) onR3, the corresponding one on the tofisand definition {46),
we compute the time derivative

. _ 1 ~
10i(pt — @) = (_EA +U * |<Pt|2> (o — @)
1 ~1
— ZAG + G = App
> @t ¢t2 @t
+ U (led® = 165 + 1 - e P) @.
Recall thatd| = [#3%"]. In consequence, we get the estimate
~ ~ T 1~ T
Otller — @tll2 < IVl [IVey Iz + §||A¢t||2 llot lloo
+ U2 [l = 16> + 1= le{ |, 1@l
Furthermore, we consider the bounds:

e The bounds in119), (148), (150 and Corollary2.6 ensure
- 1 - _1
IVl VL Il2 + S1Adlz loTlle < C)A™E;

e Definition (146) and Corollary2.6imply

1@tleo < l1tlleo Nt Nl < C(L);

lled® =162 + 1= 16 ||, < [16® = 164> + 1= 16 ||, + |l = 182, ,;  (253)
e Recall definition {17). Using the identity
G = Io” + L=l P = 11+ € 1ol — 1" + 1= |1+ &
= (& +& +1e) (18>~ 1)
we find
18d° = 16> + 1= 16 |, < (2+ 1€l ) ||&" (19 = 1)1, |[1el + 1| -

Moreover,é| — 1 = [¢5%7| — 1 < y as required ing), so that by Lemma&.5

& (1gol = 1), < |lexa, < COAS,
and hence, by = [#3%"], (5), and Corollary2.6

18 = 182 + 1= 1p{ |, < C)A3; (154)
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e This implies
(1539 < C(OA ™3 + |lpc — &l + 2R (0 — @),
< COA™ + C(t) (et — @l3 + o — @ul3) - (155)
These ingredients yield the bound

~ _1 ~ ~
Allpe = @illa < C(t) (A5 + llge = Billz + e — Gl -

With Gronwall’s Lemmagy = ¢o, and a similar argument as used in the proof of Len2mawe
may therefore conclude that

ket = @illo < COA™S (156)
holds for allt € R providedA is suficiently large. This implies
letllzneo < llge = @iz + @il < COATS +12)
which proves the claim. O

Lemma2.4and Lemma.9imply the following corollary.

Corollary 2.10. Let U € C2(R3,R}) be a repulsive potential. There exists a@oundssuch that

ledlo < 1+ ll@tlleo < 1+ 1@l < 1+ C(1). (97)

2.3.4 Estimates fore

Lemma 2.11.Let U € C2(R3,R}) be a repulsive potential andl be sificiently large. There exist
C1,C, € Boundssuch thatforalll/4<r <1

el < Cq(t), (98)
Co(t

I1p{"eill> < Ai(/z) : (99)

llxrellz < C(H)A™S. (157)

Proof. Thanks to definitionX3) and the evolution equation$X) and (2) we find
Al < U = (lp? = 1672"2) o)
< U2 |l = 167, Il

The triangle inequality implies

lld® = 1602, < lef1? = 2], + lee® = 16§ — k{12 + 1|, + 16717 — 1662, -

12

The terms on the right-hand side can be estimated as follows:
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e Corollary?2.6, definition ofg{ in (122, (132), definition ofe’ in (117), and (43 imply
[ = 1], < e+ 2 e’ - 2
<0 (|ler - o, + Jlex1-1],)
<c (1+]<1,)
< C(t);
e The definition ofg; in (146) together with the identify{"®"| = |¢,| and the bounds in&4)

and (L56) ensure

e = 16§°R + 1 - 6P|, < COAS; (158)

e Recalling (45 we know that

[1#¢=92 = 166="P, < cwA~t.

In consequence, we find

e — 107, < C(t) (159)

and therefore
dllell® < C(t)

which by Gronwall’'s Lemma proves the claifdg) of this lemma.

We continue by recalling Conditich 2 which ensures

[, = 2 4L, )] = e )]

In order to estimate the right-hand side we recall the demif ¢ in (13), the evolution equations
(11) as well as {2), and regard

i(?t <Et, gref)> = i&t <eit”U”1Q0t, ¢§ref)>
— <ét”U“1§0t, U = (|<Pt|2 (ref)|2)¢(ref)>
— < gref), U = (|Q0t|2 _ | tref)|2)(15§ref)> (160)

+ (& U = (lprf® — ¢ P)gp D) .

Note that term160) is real. Hence, the bounddg), (159, and Corollary2.8imply

(e )] < [ (e U + G — 10|

< ll&ll2 U112 IHed® = 168012 1102 11687l
< C(b).
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An application of Gronwall’'s Lemma concludes the proof @il (99) of this lemma.

Finally, with the definition ofs; ande! in (146) and (L17), respectively, we find the estimate
hereillz < llxedueg llz + llr (e = diedllz < gl eer ll2 + Il — el
Applying the definition ofy; in (152) we estimate
lee = drei’llz < llpe = @il + 116" — il

The estimate inX21) in Theorem2.5and the boundsl66), (151) imply the claim 57). m|

2.4 Proof of Theorem1.8
In this last section we provide the proof of the fourth maisule

Proof of Theoreni.8 Since the Laplace operator is self-adjoint we find by meatiseévolution
equations 14) and @0) that

lle — mell, < HU * 2R (ft* gref) - 'ﬁ) 2

+ U 2R (g0() (40 - 1)|
+]|u s g0 - 1] |

+ U« lale)

+|[[U «la] &,

+[[[U * 2R o] etHz

2

we begin with the most crucial estimate
|V et - 1] &, < [l + 2] U = "1 - 2] o]
< C(t) (||u # 10§ - 1] &, + U = [l - 165" &) -
Using the bound<s9g), given in Lemma&2.11, and (45 we note
U 16 = 16§1] &, < ULz [Jlg7="1 = 16671, lledlz < C)AE.
Furthermore|¢®] — 1 < y as required ing), and (L57) imply
|U = (1661 - 1] &), < IV * xn el
<] [ay U =ya0e)| +] [ dyue =i x|

< U1 Ilaédlz + CDA3[1U] 11 lledll2
< C(t)(A™3 + |l&l?),

where we used agaii4l) and thatU is supported in a ball of radiu3 > 0. Using Corollary2.8
we collect the following estimates:
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e For A large enough one finds

U 2R (6" —n7)]

:)Uﬁywme¢c—w#w6—w—ﬁ°‘”wz

< &=y -y) - ni( -,
< 2|0l (lle = millo + || (1 = 607
< Clle - mll, + COA™®,

where thanks to the ingredients:
— ¢y = exp(=itU = (Ip§2 - 1)) 95", as defined in146);
~ |4 - 4|, < C®A"# from line (152);
— ll&lle < C(t) from (97);
— |lgolle < C, as required in Conditiofh.2;
— ll&llz < C(t) and|lyr&ll < C(t)A~3 for 1/4 < r < 1 as proven in Lemma.11

— SinceU is supported in a ball of radiu3 > 0 and due tog) in Condition1.2one has
U % (|¢gef)|2 - 1) (X) =0 fOF Xe Bl/2A1/3—2D;

— Consequently, for dficiently largeA one has (& ¢;)(1 — x;)(X) = 0 forr = 1/4;

we used

[@=ot*el], < - e, + @ - oD,
<@ - - x|, + || (1 - Fiuae, + COAE
<0+ 2C(H)A™Ve.

HU « 2R (™) (¢ - 1)H2 < HU « 2R ((1— xya)e; (ref)) -1) H
+ HU x 2R (x14€; (ref)> -1) H
+U 2% () (o0 - 3),
< HU x 2R ((1 — X1/4)€ ¢(r6f)> - 1 H
+awwwmmmmmmﬁﬁ—ﬂk
+ 2 alledle 167 llo |67 = 4,
<0+ 2C(H)A™VE,
where in addition to the ingredients for the previous termhaee used:

— 116", < C(t) as proven in Corollarg.s;
— suppU = 2R ((1 —X1/4)€t*¢§ref)> C Byjan1z420;
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— Similarly as above one hag,( 1)(1— x,)(X) = 0 forr = 1/4; and sificiently largeA.

|V« tePei],

o=, |/ dyuc - viamr
Ct) Ul llell < Cllell3;

<C(t) [ dyla®) 1UC - Y,
2

IA

|V lal] &, = H/dy U(- - y)la(y)Pe

3 3.
, S U2 ll&llz < Clledllz;

|[U = 2R €0 &, < [|lg]| _ VIl lled3 < C) llel3 -
Hence, we have shown
-1 2 3
O lin; — &ll, < Cline — &ll, + COATS + C1) (llell3 + llell3)

which together with Gronwall’s Lemma proves the claim.

3 Appendix

In several steps we have used the convenient computatioufas 8)-(34) concerning the count-
ing operators that were established in1d,[Lemma 1] and are repeated here for easier reference:

Lemma 3.1. Given the definitions24)-(26), the following relations are true:

1.
WW = (VW)¥ = WA (28)
2. B B
we, pf] = [we,qf] =0 29
3.
(we, Pf] =0
4. FornK) = /X we have
_ 1N
()" = § 2 (30
5. For¥ e (Lz)@N we have that
|wee ], = [were (30)

HWq‘fqﬁ‘PHz < % H\A/f? (ﬁa)z‘P (32)

2

37



6. For any function Y:e L*(R®) and Z:c L*(R®) and
AS=pi, Al=di,  Bg=pip,  Bi=pidh,  Bf =010}
we have -
WPASY () AY = ACYOQ)AWE,  with 1= 0,1, (33)

and
WP B Z(x1, %) Bf = BfZ(xq, xz)B*"V\/” . with j,1=0,1,2 (34)

Proof.

1. Sincepy, is orthogonal tay; for any 1< k < N it follows, that theP{, 1 < k < N (see (7))
are pairwise orthogonal projectors. Hence, B§)(

N N
v = 3 VRPW()P? = S vwK)PE = (vw)” .
k j=0 k=0

Similarly one can shovw)® = wve.

2. pf commutes withp? andq{ for any j,k. It follows that pf commutes with any¥ since
the latter is a product gb's andg’s. In view of (26) we observe thap; commutes with any
weighted counting operatove. A analogous argument can be madedfir

3. Observing thal} is given as a symmetric product p& andq’s (see (7)) the claim follows
from (29).

4. Note that 1= TIN,(pf + qf). Expanding this product and sorting the summands acagrdin

to the number ofj-factors it follows that 1= ") , P{. Hence, the claim30) follows from

N
N> of
k=1

N N N N N 2
N> G > PP =N3> qPf=N"> jPY = ()",
j=0 j=0

k=1 j=0 k=1
where in the last step we have use8)(
5. Using symmetry we get
N
[weape | = (w.cf (W)*qfw) = NS (. f (W) gf) .
k=1

Using 9), then 8) and then 80) the latter equals
N —\ 2 —~\2 ;—\2 o~ 2
<‘P, (N‘lzq;ﬁ> (W) ‘I’> = (W, (M%) (We)" ) = |weree |
k=1

and @1) follows.
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In a similar way we get

|wockag|) = (. oo (WP)° o)
- N(Nl_ 7y 2 (¥ ol (w? ) dfcig) .

jk

Using that<‘P, arag (V\Aﬂ’)2 q{fq{f‘l’> is for anyk quadratic, and thus positive, we find

| Wt SN(N 1)z<w ook (W) o)

( 1zq,> (v3-) <W>2w>

N(N 1)<
<,< )
()

e

g

3
‘G
\/
/\
\/

‘G

n

6. The proof is very similar for all the combinationsAfandB operators. Therefore, we only
demonstrate one case and start with the following compmurtabenoting the tensor product
by ®, we find

pY(x)af PE = piY(xu)af [(09) o (p)° Y]
= piY(x) [of ® ()" Y o (p?)°N Y]
= pi (10 (@)° P o (p?)°™ 9] Y(x)df
= [pf ® (a9)°“ P o (p9)°™ ] Y(x)af
= [1& (@)°“ ™ o (p”)°N 9] pfY(x0)df
= [(@)°* P o (p?)° M) pfY(xe)of

= P_1 PTY (xa)aff

Similar arguments can be applied for the various combinataA andB operators to show

PLASY()AY = ACY(Q)APL,, with 1= 0,1, (161)
and
PEBYZ(x1, X2)Bf = B{Z(x1, X2)Bf Pf,;_; with j,1 =0,1,2 (162)

Using these identities together with the conventign= 0 for k ¢ {0,1,..., N}, see 25),
and the definitonZ6), we get

(o0

WAYCR)A = 3 WkPLATY(x)AY

Koo
= > WKATY()APL,;
k=—c0
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Substituting the index of the sum by=k + | — j we get

[ee)

WATYOQ)AY = > wim+ j = DATY(u)A'PE,

= AOY(x)AY > w(m+ j— 1P

m=—oco

= APY () AP

In the same way we can prove the second formula:

WB!Z(xy, %) B = kz W(K) P BYZ(x1, X2) BY

> WK BSZ(x1, %2)Bf Py,

k=—c0

[ee)

> wm+ j - 1)BfZ(x., %) Bf P,

m=—oco

BYZ(x4, Xo)BYWE_, .
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