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DERIVATION OF AN EFFECTIVE EVOLUTION EQUATION
FOR A STRONGLY COUPLED POLARON

RUPERT L. FRANK AND ZHOU GANG

ABSTRACT. Frohlich’s polaron Hamiltonian describes an electron coupled to the
quantized phonon field of an ionic crystal. We show that in the strong coupling
limit the dynamics of the polaron is approximated by an effective non-linear partial
differential equation due to Landau and Pekar, in which the phonon field is treated
as a classical field.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

1.1. Setting of the problem. In this paper we are interested in the dynamics of
a strongly coupled polaron. A polaron is a model of an electron in an ionic lattice
interacting with its surrounding polarization field. In 1937 Frohlich [8] proposed a
quantum-mechanical Hamiltonian, given in (LI below, in order to describe the dy-
namics of a polaron. In this model the phonon field is treated as a quantum field.
The Frohlich Hamiltonian depends on a single parameter o« > 0 which describes the
strength of the coupling between the electron and the phonon field. In 1948 Landau
and Pekar [I1] proposed a system of non-linear PDEs, see (L§), (I.9) below, to de-
scribe the dynamics of a polaron and used this in their famous computation of the
effective polaron mass (see [16] for an alternative approach). They treat the phonons
as a classical field. The derivation of their equations is phenomenological and they
do not comment on the relation between their equations and the dynamics generated
by Frohlich’s Hamiltonian. Our purpose in this paper is to establish a connection
between the two dynamics and to rigorously derive the Landau—Pekar equations from
the Frohlich dynamics in the strong coupling limit o — oo for a natural class of initial
conditions and on certain time scales.

In order to describe this result in detail, we recall that the Frohlich Hamiltonian
acts in £2(R*)®F, where £*(R?) corresponds to the electron and F = F(L*(R?)), the
bosonic Fock space over £2(IR?), corresponds to the phonon field. The Hamiltonian is
given by

. . dk
pPH+va | e a4+ e*Tar] — + / apay dk , (1.1)
R? k] e
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where p := —iV, and = are momentum and position of the electron and a; and aj are
annihilation and creation operators in F satisfying the commutation relations
lax, ay] =6(k — k), lax, ay] =0, and [a], ay]=0. (1.2)

As mentioned before, the scalar o > 0 describes the strength of the coupling between
the electron and the phonon field and will be large in our study.
To facilitate later discussions we rescale the variables, as in [7],

oty k— ak, (1.3)

and find that the Hamiltonian in (II) is unitarily equivalent to a2H”, where the new
Hamiltonian HY'| acting again in £2(R3) ® F, is defined as
. . , dk
HE = p? + / [e™" by, + ™ 7br] — + / biby dk . (1.4)
R? k[ Jre

— . 1 1 .
The new annihilation and creation operators by := a2a,; and b := a2b’, satisty the
commutation relations

b, 03] = a 20(k — k'), [bg, by] =0, and [}, b7,] =0. (1.5)

We emphasize the a-dependence in (LL3).
We will discuss the dynamics generated by H! for initial conditions of the product
form

¢0 X W(O&2Q00)Q . (16)
Here, Q) denotes the vacuum in F and W (f) denotes the Weyl operator,
W(f) =", (1.7)

so that W (a?p)Q is a coherent state. This particular choice of initial conditions is
motivated by Pekar’s approximation [I4) [I5] to the ground state energy, which uses
exactly states of this form. Pekar’s approximation was made mathematically rigorous
by Donsker and Varadhan [5] (see [12] for an alternative approach).

Clearly, the time-evolved state e~a iy ® W (a?pe)Q with ¢ # 0 will in general no
longer have an exact product structure. However, we will see that for large @ (and ¢
of order one, or even larger) it can be approximated, in a certain sense, by a state of
the product form 1; @ W (a?¢;)2, where vy and ¢; solve the Landau—Pekar equations

: —ik-z ke 4k
o) =[-8+ [ e+ am] w0
oD () = ) + 1K [ Jun(a) e do (19

with initial data 1y and ¢y. Using standard methods one can show that for any
vy € HYR3), vy € L2(R?) and a > 0 the system (L), (L9) has a global solution
(14, 1), which satisfies

Vel c2rsy = [|1%ol] 22 (r3) and  E(Yy, @) = E(Wo, @o) for all t € R



DERIVATION OF AN EFFECTIVE EVOLUTION EQUATION — May 11, 2015 3

with the energy

EW,p) ::/Rg |V¢I2dx+/RS |w(x)|2/RS (6—%%(,{”6%%(@)%di

+ [l (1.10)

We refer to Lemma2.T]and Proposition 2.2 for more details about the solution (¢, ;).
In the original work of Landau and Pekar the equations are given in a different, but
equivalent form, and we explain this connection in Subsection .4l

1.2. Main result. In order to prove our main result we need the following regularity
and decay assumptions on the initial data. We denote by H™(R?) the Sobolev space
of order m and by

L3, (R?) := LX(R®, (1 + k%)™ dk) (1.11)

a weighted £? space with norm

1/2
Iellr,, = ( [+ miompar)
R3
Our main result will be valid under
Assumption 1.1. We assume ¢y € H*(R?) and ¢y € 5%3) (R3) with |40 c2rey = 1.

A first version of our main result concerns the approximation of the reduced density
matrices of e~ fathy @ W (ap)Q in the trace norm.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that 1y and g satisfy Assumption [Tl and let (14, ;) be the
solution of (L8)), (LI) with inital condition (Yo, o). Define

P = T e @ W (a%00) Q) (e i @ W (a%00)€2
yfield . — Tr 2 (ps) e_’ﬂgt% ® W(a2w0)§2> <e_’ﬂ5t¢o ® W(azgpo)Q‘ )

Then, for all « > 1 and all t € [—a, o,

fyfarticlo o WQ@M
Trr 779 — [W(aPp) Q) (W (aPp)Q| < Ca™?(1 4 1%).

T1"£2(R3) < 004_2(1 + tz) s

Note that AP ~field 1) (4, and | (a2,) Q) (W (a%p,)Q| all have trace norm
equal to one (in fact, they are non-negative operators with trace one) and therefore
Theorem gives a non-trivial approximation up to times t = o(«a). Already the
approximation up to times of order one is significant since this is the time scale on
which ¢, changes. It is a bonus that the same approximation is in fact valid for much
longer times.

We emphasize that the Landau—Pekar approximation to the Frohlich dynamics de-
pends on « (through (L9)). As we will explain in Subsection [[3] without allowing
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. ticl . _ .
for an a-dependence one can not approximate 77" with accuracy a2 for times of

order one.

We next present a more precise result which comes at the expense of a more
complicated formulation. We approximate the state emiHa bahg @ W (aPpg)Q itself in
L*(R3) ® F, and not only its reduced density matrices. However, it turns out that
up to the desired order a=2 this is not possible in terms of simple product states.
Instead, we need to include an explicit non-product state of order a~! which takes
correlations between the particle and the field into account. The key observation is
that this term satisfies an almost orthogonality condition, so that it does not con-
tribute to the reduced density matrices to order a~!. For the statement we need the
real scalar function w defined as

w(t) = Oé2 Im(apt, 81&901&) + ||(,0tH2 . (112)

It will follow from Lemma 2.1l below that this function is uniformly bounded in ¢t € R.
The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that 1y and g satisfy Assumption [Tl and let (1, ;) be the
solution of (L&), (LI) with initial condition (1o, po). Then there is a decomposition

ety @ W(a%po)2 = ¢ h <Oy, & W (a’p)Q + R(1) (1.13)
and a constant C' > 0 such that for all a > 1 and all t € [—a, a,

(<, W*(a2apt)R(t)>fH£2(R3) < Ca 2t (14 |t]) (1.14)
| (s W @20 RO e || < Ca2tl (1 + 1) (1.15)

and
IRl g2(rayer < Ca™ (1+]t]) - (1.16)
More precisely, (LI3) holds with R(t) = Ry(t) + Ra(t) and with the following bounds
H<Q, W*(a2apt)R1(t)>FH£2(R3) < Ca™%t? (1.17)
H(m, W (020 Rat)) g | < Ca*® (1.18)

and
IR (D)l ooy < Ca? [t L+ 1) IR pooyer < Ca™ (L4 t]) . (1.19)

Similarly as before we note that for ¢t = o(«) the term R(t) is of lower order than
the main term e~iJo«(®) dsahy @ W (a2p,)Q, which has constant norm equal to one.

The message of Theorem [[.3 is that, while R(t) is in general not of order a2 (for
times of order one), it can be split into a piece which is, namely Rs(t), and a piece
which satisfies almost orthogonality conditions, so that it does not contribute to the
reduced particle or field density matrices at order a~! either. The term R;(t) is given

explicitly in (2.16) below.
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Theorem implies Theorem by a simple abstract argument, which we explain
in Appendix [Dl In the following we concentrate on proving Theorem [L.3l

In Subsection we compare Theorem [[L3] with a similar approximation in [7]
where ; is independent of ¢. In Lemma [I.4] we show that this simpler approximation
does not yield the same accuracy in terms of powers of a~! as Theorem [[3l In this
sense Theorem [[3] derives the Landau—Pekar dynamics from the Frohlich dynamics
and answers an open question in [7].

While it is necessary to take the time dependence of ¢, into account, this dependence
is still weak for times of order « as considered in our theorems. The field ¢; changes
by order one only on times of order a?, and it would be desirable to extend Theorems
and [L3] to this time scale, at least for a certain class of initial conditions. This
remains an open problem.

The almost orthogonality relations (L14]) and (LI5]) clearly play an important role
in our proof. Let us discuss their origin in more detail. We introduce the function

by = e o w()ds gy, (1.20)

and consider the problem of approximating il bhg @ W (a2pe)Q by a function of

the form 1, ® W (a2p,)Q. (We do not assume at this point that ¢, and ¢, satisfy an
equation.) Since W (a?p;) is unitary, this is the same as the problem of choosing v
and @; so as to minimize the norm of the vector

W*(anot)e_iﬁgtwo QW (a2p)Q — 1, @ 9. (1.21)
Clearly, for given 1, ¢o and ¢, the optimal choice for 1y is
Uy = <Q, W*(azgpt)e_iﬁgt% ® W(a2ap0)Q>F. (1.22)

In order to determine ; we only solve the simpler problem of minimizing the norm of
the projection of (LZI]) onto the subspace span{¢;} ® F. This norm could be made
zero if we could achieve

Q= (i, W(a%p)e Bl @ W(a%e0)Q) . (1.23)

EZ

While it may not be possible to have exact equalities in (L22) and (L23)), we will
see that the Landau—Pekar equations yield almost equalities. In fact, the almost
orthogonality relations (LI4) and (LIH) in our main theorem state exactly that

Ju— {2, W ae)e My © W(a%e0)2) =g (™l (L4 1) (124)
Q— <@Et, W*(azgpt)e_mgt% ® W(azapo)ﬂ>£2 =07 (a_2|t| (1+ |t|)) ) (1.25)

1.3. Comparison with earlier results. The problem of approximating the Frohlich
dynamics of a polaron was studied before in [7] and it was shown that

e 00 @ W (@01 — e 10 G @ W), < Catp2e, (1.26)
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where (; denotes the solution of the linear equation

0i6a) =[-8+ [ ) + )] T | 6o

with initial condition ¢y. We stress that in this approximation, ¢y does not evolve in
time.

Our Theorem improves upon this result by exhibiting an approximation which
is valid for longer times. Namely, (IL.T0]) says that

e o W@ — e Oty o Wit , < Ca (14 1)

(In [7] weaker regularity and decay assumptions are imposed on 1y and g, but we
emphasize that (IL10) is also valid under weaker assumptions than those in Assumption
LIl In fact, the latter assumption is needed to bound Rs(t), whereas for (LI6]) one
can avoid the use of Duhamel’s principle in Proposition 2.3])

More importantly, even for times of order one the bounds from [7] do not allow one
to approximate 714 as precisely as in Theorem [[2 In fact, (I.26) gives, using (D.))

and possibly changing the value of C,

Trge [3P9 — 16) (G
Trge |3 — W (0%0)2) (W (0%00)02| < Ca!1]!/2e7M

The next result shows that in the approximation of vi¢d the order a~! (for times
of order one) cannot be improved in general. In contrast, Theorem says that
|W (a2p) Q) (W ()| provides an approximation to order a~2. This gain of a factor
of a™! comes from the time dependence of ¢, through the Landau-Pekar equations.

Lemma 1.4. In addition to Assumption [ suppose that po # —oy, in the notation
22). Then there are € > 0, C > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all |t| € [Ca™, €] and all
a>Cle,

Try |37 — [W (0% 0) (W (00082 > ca™J].

Since Theorem is a consequence of Theorem and since we showed that one
cannot replace ¢; by g in Theorem [[.2] the same applies to Theorem [1.3]

Let us consider our problem from a wider perspective. We have a composite quan-
tum system H; ® Hs and a Hamiltonian which couples the two subsystems. Each
system has an effective ‘Planck constant’ and the characteristic feature of the problem
is that the Planck constant of one system goes to zero, whereas that of the other sys-
tem remains fixed. Thus, one of the system becomes classical, whereas the other one
remains quantum-mechanical, and Ginibre, Nironi and Velo [9] used the term ‘par-
tially classical limit’ in a closely related context. (For us, the ‘Planck constant’ of the
phonons is a2, as can be seen from the commutation relations, whereas that of the
electron is of order one.) A prime example of such a problem is the Born-Oppenheimer
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approximation, where the inverse square root of the nuclear mass plays the role of the
small Planck constant.

Here, however, we consider the case where H; ® Hs has infinitely many degrees of
freedom. As is well known, our Hamiltonian is the Wick quantization of an energy
functional on an infinite-dimensional phase space and the notion of ‘Planck constant’
has a well-defined meaning through the commutation relations of the fields. (We
emphasize that in our problem we can imagine that we have also a field ¥ for the
electrons, but that we only consider the sector of a single electron.)

Although there is an enormous literature concerning the classical limit, starting with
Hepp’s work [10], and although we believe that the question of a partially classical
limit is a very natural one which appears in many models, we are only aware of the
single work [9] prior to [7] on this question. The paper [9] studies fluctuation dynamics.
Closer to our focus here are the works [0, [I] about the Nelson model with a cut-off
where, however, a classical limit on both systems is taken. On the level of results one
obtains equations similar to the Landau-Pekar equations (without the factor o? in
(L9)), but the proofs are completely different, as [I] relies on the Wigner measure
approach from [2 [3]. The polaron model, in contrast to the Nelson model, does not
require a cut-off, although this is not obvious since the operator [ e® k|71 dk and
its adjoint are not bounded relative to the number operator. Lieb and Yamazaki [13]
devised a method to deal with this problem in the stationary case, but it is not clear
to us how to apply their argument in a dynamical setting and we consider our solution
of this problem as a technical novelty in this paper. Our methods apply equally well
to a partially classical limit in the cut-off Nelson model and, in fact, the proofs in that
case would be considerably shorter.

1.4. An equivalent form of the Landau—Pekar equations. Often the Landau—
Pekar equations are stated in the form

iy = (A + [z| 7' % B) Uy, (1.27)
PP, = —P, — (21)2|¢ 2 (1.28)

for a real-valued polarization field P;; see, e.g., [I1 4]. Let us show that this pair
of equations is equivalent to the pair of equations that we discussed so far. In fact,

assume that 1y and ¢, solve (L8) and ([9) and define

Py(x) = (27)" Re / ko (k)e = d:,
R?)

as well as the auxiliary function

Qi(z) := (27) ' Im /R3 |y (K)e ™ dE .

If we multiply (L9) by |k| and integrate with respect to e=*** we obtain

10?0y (P;, +1iQy) = Py +1Qy + (2m)?[h .
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Since P, and (); are real, this equation is equivalent to the pair of equations
OZQatPt = Qy, a2atQt =—-b - (27T)2|¢t|2-

Here we can eliminate @); by differentiating the first equation and arrive at (L.28)).
Moreover, the inversion formula

ool = (2m) 2| / (Pt iQe "

implies
[ (e oty + et a®) = ol 5
k3 ||
which yields (I.27).

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to J. Frohlich, M. Lewin, B. Schlein
and R. Seiringer for their helpful remarks at various stages of this project. Support
through NSF grants PHY-1347399 and DMS-1363432 (R.L.F.) and DMS-1308985
and DMS-1443225 (Z.G.) is acknowledged.

2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

2.1. Well-posedness of the Landau—Pekar equations. We begin by discussing
the well-posedness of the equations for ¢, and ¢; in (L&) and (L3). We use the
following abbreviations for the coupling terms in these equations,

Vy(x) = /R 3 [e‘ik'map(k) + e po(k) % (2.1)

and
op(k) = |k|~! /RS |wt(x)|26ik'x dx . (2.2)

The following lemma, which is proved in Appendix [C] states global well-posedness in
the energy space H'(R3) x L*(R3).

Lemma 2.1. For any (¢g, po) € HY(R?) x L2(R3) there is a unique global solution
(U, 0¢) of (L)), (LA). One has the conservation laws

[l 2 = 1ol c2 and E(Wr, o) = E(Yo, o) Jorallt eR.
Moreover, for all « > 0 and all t € R,

[Pl ST, el ST, (2.3)

and

10cpellce S 7, e —@sllee St =5, Nlopllea ST (24)
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In the proof of our main result we need to go beyond the energy space H'(R?) x
L%(R3). The following proposition states that if the initial conditions have more
regularity and decay then, at least for a certain (long) time interval, we have bounds
on the solution in the corresponding spaces. We will also need some bounds on the
auxiliary functions gy, : R* — C defined by

guala) = [ [ ] e T (25)
R3 ||
and g, : R? — C defined by
01(0) = ~Dugala) = [ DA
RS ||

The following proposition will also be proved in Appendix

(2.6)

Proposition 2.2. Let 7 > 0. If (v, o) satisfies Assumption 1.1, then for all o > 0
and for all t,s € [—Ta?, Ta?] we have

Wb S 1 lledler, S0 1. (2.7)
Moreover,
1022 S 1 100l 22 Sr 1 (2.8)
and
lgsilloo S a2t =], llgslloe S (2.9)

2.2. Decomposition of the solution. In this subsection we decompose the solution
e~ ity @ W (a?pp)Q) as claimed in Theorem [L3l In order to state this, we need to
introduce some notations.

It will be convenient to work with the function v, from (I20). Clearly, the bounds
from Lemma [2.1] and Proposition hold for @t as well. (For the bounds on 8%@ we
use the fact that |w(t)] <1 by Lemma2Z1l) Moreover, we note that ¢, and ¢, satisfy
the modified equations

i) = | =8+ [ )+ i) G+ o) ), (210)

10200 (k) = wy(k) + k]! / et de. (2.11)
R
Next, we define for ¢ € £L2(R?) with |[1|| = 1 the orthogonal projections in £2*(R?)

Py=1)@,  Py=1-Py=1-)(].
The effective Schrodinger operator H, in £L2(R3?) is defined by

Hy,:=-A+V,+ / lo(k)|? dk (2.12)
R3

with V,, from (2I). Moreover, let us introduce the operator

H, .= W*(a*p) HEW (a?p) (2.13)
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in £?(R3) ® F. Using the commutation relations (see Lemma [A.J]) we find that

) | o dk
H,=H,+ / [ 4 o] — T / [p(k)b; + @(k)bg] dk + / bibe dk. (2.14)
R3 R3

Finally, we introduce the vector

- ~ dk
F _ PJ_ /RS <67'k'xW*(a2Q0t)W(a2SOS)bZ ws X Q) @ (215)
and define ,
Dy ::/ eiH“’tsF},sds
0
and
D1: / / ZH(pt(S"FSl ik- xb* _ZH%81Ft,5) dk d81 ds
o Jo 3 K|
Dy = / / gilleclstan)g=ikep, —iHo s ) I 15y ds.
0 Jo [K|

zH%(s—I—s1 )b;; e_iHWSIF;t,s> dk d81 ds ,

¢ifler (50 o T, e HFt> dk dsy ds |

D5 —/ / / ZH%(SJF“ bibr e_’stlFtS> dk ds, ds.
R3

With these notations the promised representation formula for the solution looks as
follows.

Proposition 2.3. Assume that (1, ;) satisfy @I0), @II) with initial conditions
(Yo, o) where ||1o]|> = 1. Then for any t € R one has the decomposition

e Mty @ W (a%p0)Q = thy ® W(a®p)Q + Ra(t) + Ra(t)
with
Ry(t) := —iW (a?p,)e et Dy
and

Ry(t) = =W (a*g)e ™" (Dy + Dy + D3 + Dy + D).
Clearly, in terms of the original function 1y, the term R; is explicitly given by
Ri(t) = — iW(ae,) /0 t [emitatma-iJg st i
1 ka2 dk
Py, /RS ("W (@)W (0P, )b; 15 © Q) = 7 ds. (2.16)

The proof of Proposition makes use of equations (ZI0), ZII) for (¥, @) as
well as the Duhamel formula. We single out the use of the equations in the following
lemma.
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Lemma 2.4. Assume that (¢, ;) satisfy &I0), @II) with initial conditions (Yo, o)
where |[1g]|> = 1. Then for any t € R one has

o E ~ t g
e~ Matpy @ W(aPpo)Q = 1y @ W(aPp,)Q — Z/ e MW (0P Fypds.  (2.17)
0

Proof of Lemma[2.7. Applying the operator ¢at to both sides of ([ZI7) we see that
we need to prove

TFy ~ ¢ TR
Yo ® W(a%p)Q = €510, @ W(a%p,) 0 — i / W (201 Fy ds.
0

This is clearly true at ¢ = 0 and therefore we only need to show that the time deriva-
tives of both sides coincide for all ¢, that is, in view of definition (2.15]) of F},

0= €iﬁgt [Zﬁf&t X W(OZ2Q0,§)Q + 8{17;,#, X W(a2¢t)9 + @Et X 8tW(O{2SOt)Q

—iW (a2g0t)P1i/ (e’k by ® Q) —} :
R3

||
This is, of course, the same as
LHy 1y @ W (20,2 + Oihe @ W ()2 + 1 @ W (P 0)Q2

_ dk
= iW(a?p) P} / (d’“'%zwt@ﬁ) o (2.18)
R3

k|
which is what we are going to show now.

We begin by rewriting the first term on the left side. Using (2I3) and 2I4) we
obtain

iHE g @ W(aPp,)Q
) ) 2 7 2 Th* . ik-x *dk:
= iH, 0 @ W(ap)Q + 0 W(ate,) |ib" () + 4 € bkm Q.
R

In order to rewrite the third term on the left side of (2.I8) we use the formula for
oW (a*p;) from (A4) below and find
Uy @ W (a0y)Q =ia?® (Im(gy, ypr)) by @ W (0)Q + oy @ W (apr) b* (Do) Q.
Thus, recalling the definition of w in (I.12), we have shown that

Zﬁolj@/jt QW () + Oy ® W () + U ® AW ()
=[O+ i (=A 4V, +w®)] P @ W(a’p,)0 (2.19)
dk ~

+ W(a%pr) | (Brpr) + ib*(i00) + i / et @} (o). (220
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At this point in the proof we use the equations for 15,5 and ;. It follows from
that line (ZI9) vanishes identically. For line (Z20) we use (2.I1) to obtain

zﬁf@t ® W (atp)Q + ('Wt ® W (a?p)Q + @Et ® O,W (a?p;)Q

2.10)

. 7 ik- ik-x * dk T
= iW(a*p) l/ (_ |¢t(y)|2ekydy+ek ) by —} (¢t®9>
R\ JRo ||
- ~ dk
=iW(a? P%/ k- Q) —. 2.21
1 (Oé (Pt) P . (6 k¢t® ) |k‘| ( )
Here we used the fact that ||¢y|| = ||1o]| = 1 by assumption and Lemma 21], and
therefore
PE—1— |
Equation (2.21)) proves (2.I8) and completes the proof. O

Having proved Lemma [2.4] we turn to the proof of Proposition 2.3l

Proof of Proposition[2.3. 1t follows from Lemma 2.4l and (2.13]) that

~F ~ t - 77
e Hatrhy @ W () = thy ® W (a?p,)Q — iW (o) / e AT E,  ds.
0

In the time integral on the right side we use Duhamel’s principle and (214,

_UZIW (t—s) —iHyp, (t—s)

€ =€

- . . dk
_ Z/ e tHe (t=5=51) (/ [elk'mbz + e_lk'mbk} — —l—/ by.by, dk
0 R? k] s

+/ [@t(k)bz + @t(k)bk] dk) e—intSI dSl )
R3

Proposition now follows easily from the definition of Dy, ..., Ds.

O

2.3. Reduction of the proof of the main result. In the remainder of this paper

we will prove the following

Theorem 2.5. Assume that v, and gy satisfy Assumption I, let (4y, @) be the
solution of (2ZI0)), ZII)) with initial condition (1o, o) and let Dy, ..., D5 be as in
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Proposition[2.3. Then there is a constant C' > 0 such that for alla« > 1 and t € [0, a?

Dol 27 < Cat (141), (2.22)
D1l p2er < Ca?t(1+1) (2.23)
Dol 2er < @2t (1+1) (1+ a7 '), (2.24)
D5l g2 < Ca?t(1+1¢) (1+a7't), (2.25)
D4l 207 < Ca™? (1+a™'t), (2.26)
D5l 207 < Ca™t (141) (14 a72), (2.27)
(62 et Da), | gy < Ca, 229
H@t, e—iHvttD0>£2(R3) < Ca™t (14 a7%?) . (2.29)

This theorem (and its analogue for t € [—a?,0]), together with the decomposition
from Proposition 2.3 and the fact that the operators W (a2p,), e et and e~iHet
are unitary, implies Theorem [[.3 In fact, (222) implies the second bound in (19,
(223)-(227) imply the first bound in (LI9), (2.28)) implies (LIT7) and (2:29) implies
(L19).

We emphasize that Theorem is valid up to times o?. (In fact, since the proof
only relies on Proposition 2.2 it is valid up to times 7a? for an arbitrary 7 > 0 with C
depending on 7.) Consequently, the bounds in Theorem [[.3] are also valid up to times
a?. However, since the evolved state and the main term in the approximation have
both norm one, the bounds are only meaningful for times up to ea for some small
e>0.

The basic intuition behind the bounds on Dy, k =0, ..., 5, is that each annihilation
or creation operator is of order o~ and therefore Dy, which contains only one creation
operator, is of order ™', Dy, Dy, D5, D,, which contain two creation or annihilation
operators, are of order a2 and Ds, which contains three creation or annihilation
operators, is of order a=3. We illustrate this intuition in more detail in Subsection
with the simplest possible terms.

While this basic principle is true, it is oversimplifying the situation considerably as is
does not take the slow-decaying terms |k|~* into account. The operator [ e *b5|k|~'dk
and its adjoint are not bounded relative to the number operator [ b}y, dz. In fact, the
treatment of these operators is the major difficulty that we have to overcome here.

At this point we have reduced the proof of Theorem [[.3]to the proof of Theorem 2.5]
and the remainder of the paper is concerned with this. We bound Dy in Section [3]
D; in Section @] and D, in Section Bl The terms D3, D, and Ds which are easier to
bound than D; and Ds, are briefly discussed in Section [6 Finally, the bounds (2.28])
and (2:29) will be proved in Subsections [[.1] and [T.2] respectively.
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2.4. A further decomposition. Using the fact that Pjt = 1—[¢;)(ty| (see the proof
of Lemma 2.4]), we decompose

Fis = Ft(,i) - F(z)

where ”
Y = [ (e W oot vy )
’ RS ||

and, with the notation oy from (2.2)),
Et(,i) = lﬁs ® W*(O‘290t>W(O‘2‘PS)b*(01LS)Q'
Correspondingly, we define
Dk:Dkl_DkQ fOl"]{Z:O,l,2,3,4,5.
In general, the terms Dy, are easier to deal with than the terms Dy;. The reason for
this is that e**|k|™" ¢ L*(R®), whereas o, € L*(R?) by Lemma 1} so the operator
[ e*br|k|~! dk in Ft(;) is harder to control than the operator b*(oy; ) in Ft(z)
For k =1,...,5 both operators Dy, and Dy, involve an operator by, by or byby to

the left of Ft(? or Ft(i),
now decompose

ij:ijl—i-ijg fork:1,2,3,4,5 andj:1,2,

which in turn involves an operator W*(a?¢,)W (a?p). We

where Dy denotes the expression with by, by, or byb, commuted through the operator
W*(a2p)W (a?ps) and Dyjo denotes the expression coming from the commutator. To
be explicit, we display some exemplary cases,

t t—s
.17 1. s . /.
D1y :/ / / / 6ZH‘”(S+51)6Zk T ZH‘Ptslezk IW*(Oé2<,0t)W((I2QOS)bZ 2’
0 JO R3 JR3

~ dk’ dk
X ¢s ®QW @dé’l dS, (230)

t t—s N ) )
Dy = / / / et (s+s1)ezk-x6—szs1 W*(a290t)W(a2s05)be* (O'JJS)
0 JO R3

X g ®Q%d§1 ds | (2.31)
t t_s .77 . . 1.0
D211 — / / / / ezHW(s—l—sﬂezk»me—zH%sl 6zk 'xW*(Oézﬁpt)W(Oézﬁps)bkbzl
0 Jo R3 JR3
B /
X g ®Q%%d$1 ds, (2.32)

t t—s ~ ) )
Doy = / / / eflerlotsn) il emiflepsiyy> (az%)w(oéz@s)bkb*(ais)
o Jo Jr3

X 1)y @ % dsy ds. (2.33)
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The commutator terms can be computed with the help of Corollary [A.2l Recalling
the definition of the function g, in (2.5]), we have for instance

t t—s s ) ) _ d]{?
Dy = — / / / etter (5+51)gs7tW*(a2<pt)W(a2g08)e_ZH“’t81e’k'xb,’;ws ® @ dsy ds,
o Jo R3

(2.34)

t t—s N . ~
Doy = —/ / e et (8+81)gs,tW*(a290t)W(O‘2S08)6_2HW81b*(0-12)5)ws ® Qds; ds,
o Jo
(2.35)

t t—s . ) ) _ d]{?
D212 _ / / / 67,H<pt (S+51)gT,tW*(a290t)W(a2g08)e_ZH“’t 51 ezk-xbzws ® 0 @ dSl ds ’
0 0 R3

(2.36)
t t—s N . ~
Dagp = / / e'Me (8+81)97¢W*(OZQ%)W(OZQ%)@_ZHWS%*(‘712)5)ws ® Qdsyds. (2.37)
o Jo

2.5. Some warm-up bounds. In order to prepare for the rather technical sections
that follow, we will first focus on the terms that do not include a term of the form
|k|~1, that is, on the terms Dgy, D3y, D4y and Dsy;. We hope that this explains the

underlying mechanism of our proof and the intuition that each annihilation or creation

operator is of size a~!.

Bound on Dgy,. We recall that
D= [ (#00.) @ (W (0% W (%) (03,)0) ds

and, therefore, by Lemma 2.1],

Dulcior < [ 16l (o5, 00 ds = o™t [ o lods St @239
Bound on D3;. We have
D /Ot /Ot_s iHo, (sts1) <e—iH%511;s> & (W (%)W (02p.)b (@b (05,)2) ds, ds
and, according to Corollary [A.2]

Dipy = — /t /t_s pifle, (s+31) <€—iHW51&S)

0 Jo

® ((¢r — s, wt)W*(o?(pt)W(oFgos)b*(%S)Q) dsy ds.
By the bounds from Lemma 2.1] we have

¥ X _ 1/2 _
b ()™ (05,)9| - = a7 (leelallog, 115 + (e, 05)17) 7 S a2,

and therefore, using also the conservation of the £2-norm of 1,

| Dsor || 2e0r S o 2.
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On the other hand, the bounds from Lemma 2.1l imply

2Sa_1 |(90t_§08a90t)|r§a_2|t_3|a

b(05,)9 5 = o llog,
and therefore, using again the conservation of the £2-norm of Vs,
| D3zl c2e07 S a”t

Thus, we have shown that

D3l 207 S a7 (14 a7'). (2.39)

Bound on D,,. We have

t t—s ~ ] B
Dyoy = / / e!Hlec(ots1) <€_ZH%slws> ® (W*(042<Pt)W(04280s)b(80t)b*(01L5)Q) dsi ds
0 Jo

and, according to Corollary [A.2]

t t—s . ) _
D422 = / / 67'H<Pt(5+51) (6_2H¢t51w8>
0 0
® ((¢t, o1 — ws)W*(azapt)W(oFgos)b*(%S)Q) dsy ds.

We commute once again and obtain

t t—s 5 ) _
Dyo1 = / / e/ Hou(sts1) <€_ZH“”81¢5) ® (a™*(er, Uis)W*(a2¢t)W(a2S@s)Q) dsyds.
o Jo

According to Lemma 2. we have |(¢;, 05 )| $ 1. This and computations similarly to
those in the bound of D3, yield

| Dagi|| 207 S o %t2, | Dagal| c2er S o2t
Thus, we have shown that

||D42||£2®]: 5 Oé_2t2 (1 + Oé_lt) . (240)
Bound on Ds,. To simplify the notation, let us introduce

N = [ bbdk. (2.41)

RS

We have
Dsg1 = /Ot /Ot—s et (sts1) (e_iH*’fslzzs) ® (W* (o) W (oo )N b*(ad;s)Q) dsy ds.
Moreover, by Corollary [A.2]
N, W (a0 W (a’ps)] = — W (apr) W (aps) (b(¢r) — b(ws))

+ W (@)W (P ps) (b (0r) — b*(ps))
— W)W (@) o — @2ll3
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t t—s N ) ~
D529 Z/ / eHenlsts) (6_”{”81%) ® (W*(a2%0t)W(O‘2S05)
0o Jo

X (—b(SOt — ) F U (1 — @s) — |l — QOQHS) b*(ad;s)Q) dsy ds.
We use N'b*(0;.) = b* (05, )N +a~?b*(0;,) and obtain

t t—s 5 ) B
D5z = a_2/ / etHer(s+s1) <6_2H“"t51¢s> ® (W (o)W (Pps)b* (0,)2) dsy ds .
0o Jo
Therefore, similarly as before,
HD521H£2®]: < o t .

For D595 we commute again to get

t—s 5
Dsoy = / / ettlenlstsn) ZH%slw > ( ( )W(O‘290s)
(e — s, %S)Q + 0 (0 = @) (05,)0 = e — @all30%(07,)9) ) dsi ds .
For the second term on the right side we compute
« , . 1/2
b (00 — )b (05,)Q| . = a7 (lor = @all3llog I3 + (o0 — s, 05)17)
Using the bounds from Lemma [2.1] for ||¢; — 5|2 we obtain that

| Dsoa |l p2er S @' (1+a7't) .

Thus, we have shown that

D5l 27 S a7 (14 a72%) . (2.42)

3. BOUND ON D,
We have already controlled Dy, in (2.38)), so it remains to consider Dy;.

Bound on Dy;. We recall that
b : dk
Dy :/ EZHWS/ <ezk-xW*(a2(pt)W( Sps)b* 'Qbs ®Q>
0 RS Ikl
The main difficulty here, which we will encounter in various forms throughout this

paper, is the unboundedness of the operator [ e**bi|k|~' dk (for any fixed z € R?),
since e*2|k|71 & L2(R3).

To overcome this difficulty we make use of the oscillatory behavior of e** via the
formula
, 1—1k-V, .
ik-x T _ik-x
= = 3.1
T+ [k € (3.1)

and aim at integrating by parts with respect to xz. However, this integration by
parts creates a new difficulty: the resulting operator V, is unbounded and has to be
controlled.
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To overcome this new difficulty, it will be desirable to have an operator (—A +1)7*
somewhere in the expression of Dy; so that we can use it to control V,, since obviously
V(—A +1)7! is bounded. It is equivalent and technically more convenient to work
with (Hy,, + M)™!, where M > 0 is a large constant (independent of o and ), instead
of (=A 4+ 1)7%. In order to create this term we first integrate by parts in s and make
use of the identity

¢t = i (H,, + M)~ LemiMs g [ (Hw—i-M)s]. (3.2)

We obtain, using the fact that H,, commutes with W (a?y;),

. dk
Dy, = — jetHedt (H<Pt + M)_l / tk-zp 'th ® 0 —
R® [kl
dk

+ iW*(azgpt)W(a2cpo) (Hy, + M)_1 /3 thex @Do ® 0 — 7
R

L dk
+ M/ 6ZH‘Pt8W*(Oé2QOt)W(Oé2QOS) (Hy, + ]\4)_1 / thex @Ds ® 0O —
0

RS |k‘|
. ! iHy,, s * 2 2 -1 ik-z 1% dk:
+i [ et (afp) W (atps) (Hy, + M) e bkasws ® 0 m ds
0 R3
. ! iHy, s * 2 2 -1 k-1 1% dk
+i | et () (8SW(04 gos)) (Hy, + M) e bk¢s ® 0 m ds
0 R3

=Do11 + Doi2 + Doiz + Dora + Dos

where the terms Dy are defined in a natural way. We will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Foru € H'(R3) and f € L*(R3),

_ dk
H<-A+1> v / FhueQ Tl Saful
R3 |k| L2QF
and
— ik-x 7% * dk -
[cas e [ evpusail] ol
R3 ‘ ‘ L2QF

We defer the proof of this lemma to the end of this section and first show how
to use it to control Dy;. We know from Corollary [B.2] and Lemma [2.1] that we can
choose M large enough so that (Hy,, + M)~Y3(—A + 1)1/2 is bounded uniformly in
t € R. Moreover, by Proposition 22} ¢, and 9,4, belong to H'(R?) and have uniformly
bounded norms for ¢ € [0, a?]; see also the remark at the beginning of Subsection
concerning the bounds on d,;. These facts, together with the unitarity of e'fers,
W*(a?p;) and W (a?p,), imply that

< a7t <!

| Dol 22e0r S , | Doz c20r S

Y

and
| Dois || c2er S @'t | Dowallpzer S a™'t,
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In order to deal with the term Dg;5 we make use of ([A.4)) and find
t
Doy == [ (1nfis,a®0u0.)) €W (0 W (0.)
0
_ , ~ dk
x (Hy,, + M)~ / eFehrahy @ Q — ds
R k|

t
n / e T (020) W (00,)
0

X (Hy, + ]\/[)_1 / eik'xb*(a%sgos)b,’ﬂs ® 0 % ds
R3

t
—i [ et @t Wiate)
0

. ~ dk
x (Hg, + M)~ / e*Th(a20sp5)bit)s @ Q Iz ds
RS
=Doi51 + Dois2 + Doiss -

From Lemma 2.1 we know that |(¢s, a?0,0,)| < 1 and ||a?0,p,|| < 1. Thus, the first
and the second bound in Lemma B.1] imply, respectively,

| Doisi |l 20 S o't | Dowsz|| c2er S a2t

For Dg153 we use the commutation relations to rewrite it as
t
D153 = —i/ e e W (o)W (aPp,) (Hy, + M)~ gty © Qds
0

with g, from (2.6). Therefore, Proposition 2.2 yields

| Dosss | c2er S a2t
To summarize, we have shown that
[Dorll g2 S @' (L +12). (3.3)
It remains to give the

Proof of Lemma[3. For any v € L2(R?) @ F and (®y)pers C F we use [B.) to find

dk
<% (—A+ 1)_1/2/ “u®@ Py >
RS k[ / r2ar

- <v capr)y 2y, [ g, dk:>
o TR A o
+ <(—A +1)7 2, LMQ(W) ® Oy, dk>
o THIC TR s
ik-x
A+~ | ——— u@d dk:>
<< VU e e ),
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Clearly, [V(=A +1)729||c2a7 < [Vl c2e7 and [|(=A +1)72 207 < [|7ll 207, s0

. dk iketh®
~A+1 _1/2/ e* Tty @ &) — < |lul[gr sup (‘ — O, dk
H< " L 1 L e AN R e
eik-x
+ — &, dk )
o T

If ®, = b;(2, we use the fact that
uniformly in z € R3,

€ L%(R?) to conclude that,

1 k
[K[(L4[K[2) > [k[(1+[K]%)

ezk-m

re [FI(1+ [K[?)

,Lkezkx

- @ < a_l
rs [K|(1+ [K[?)

~ Y

]:

< o7t

~

F

biQ dk biQ dk

This proves the first bound in the lemma. If &, = b*(f)b;€2, one can similarly show
that

iket /12 et /12
——— b ()02 dk , ——— b ()0 QdE|| <
e T+ R PRS0 e D] S
This proves the second bound in the lemma. 0J

4. BOUND ON D

Bound on Dj;;. We recall equation (2.30) for Dq1;. In this equation, we commute
e*® with e~*H#:*. Thus, if we introduce the operator

H(k) = e e — (i, + k) 4V, + / NGRS (A1)
R
we obtain
t t—s . ) . ,
D :/ / / / e forltmn) e B KT (020 T (a0, )b

0 0 R3 JR3
~dK dk
s Q) — —ds;ds.

X s ® ] Th] sy ds

Controlling D111 is harder than controlling Dy, because there are two slowly decaying
terms |k|~! and |k’|7!. The beginning of the proof, however, is similar, namely, for a
large constant M > 0 to be specified, independent of ¢t and «, we integrate by parts
in s using

e ~ -1 ) e
62H90ts — 4 (Hcpt + M) 6—zMs |:8862(H%+M)si| ]
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In this way we obtain

t ~ —
Dy =— Z/ / / ettt (f[w + M) : o~ ity (k)51 iK' +k)-w
0o Jrs JRrs

. di' dk
x W (05290t>W( Pt— 81)bkbk’¢t s1 ® Qe |/{Zl‘ ‘/{7‘ d

t _ —
0 JR3 JR3

dk' dk
x W* (@)W (o) bi b by @ Q — W] \k\ dsy

t pt—s ) ) | -
+ M/ / / / eiHipt(S-i-Sl) <Hkpt + M) e_ZH‘Pt (k‘)slez(k +k)-z
0 0 R3 JR3

dk' dk
X W (o)W (0P, ) bbby @ Q — ] ThI dsy ds

t - A ] -1 i -
+'l/ / / / eZHAPt(S-i-Sl) <H4Pt —+ M) e—ZHg;t(k)slez(k +k)-x
0 0 R3 JR3

~ dk’ dk
x W*(a2o )W (o, )bibii [0s10s] @ Q ] TA] dsy ds

t - A ] -1 i 1
+’l/ / / / eZHwt(S-i-sl) (Hipt —+ M) e_ZHWt(k)slel(k +k)-z
0 0 R3 JR3

dk’ dk
X W (0 [0.W (a0 [biblths @ Q — T TA] dsy ds.

We now use (2.13]), which implies

-1 -1

(Ho+ 1) Wato)W (%) = W*(a%p)) (HE + M) W(a%,)

= W* (@)W (a?p,) <}~I¢S + M)

Y

21
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in order to commute <P~I¢t + M) to the right through W*(a?p; )W (a?p,). Moreover,
we use Lemma [A.3] to compute d,W (a?p,). In this way we obtain

t
D11y :—i/ eiH%tW*(az%)W(OFSOs)Ql ds
0
t
+i/ Mot W (a0 W (0P00) Q2 dis
M / / G CHIT (020 IV (0%0,) Qs dsy ds

+2/
0

/ eiHey (s+51) W* (o)W (a?p,) Q4 dsy ds
0
t t—s s
+ z/ / e Her ST (020 )W (a%p,) Q5 dsy ds
o Jo

with
Q1 = ( T, + M)_l/ / ¢~ iHe (R)(E=5) G TR e ] ) dkj' dk
rs JRs k] [k]
- ~1 , o !
QZ = < ©o + M) / / e_ZHvt (k)slel(k 'Hf)l‘b* wo ® 9] dkj dk
rs JRs /[ [k|
. -1 . . ~ /
Qs = < os T M) / / e~ Hey (k)51 i(k +k)'xb,’;b,’;,¢s @ 0 % % :
° r3 JRr3 |k |K|
~ -1 , dk’ dk
Q4 = < s T M) / / e_ZHw(k)ﬁ i(k' +k) xbkbk’[ sws] Q0 —
R3 JR3 |k/‘ ‘k‘
. -1 . L
Qs = < ps T M) / / e~ HeR)s1 iR (b (020, 0,) — b(a?Dyp5)
R3 JR3

FiTm(ps, 0*0up.)) Biblts ® Qo

(Here, we suppress the dependence on ¢, s and s; in the notation of the @;’s.)
In the remainder of this section we shall show that, uniformly for 0 < s,s; < t < a2,

||Q]||E2®]: Sa - lf] = 1>2a 374a 5. (42)
This will imply that
D11l prgr S @ 2t(141). (4.3)

Since the operator (H,, + M)~ (=A + N + M) is not bounded, bounding the Q;
is rather involved. (Here N was introduced in (241]).) With the notation

dk
Z, = V¢+/ |g0(:)3)|2dk+/ (e by, +6Z“b*)@+b( @)+ b (p)
R3 R3
abbreviate (2.14)) as
H,=-A+N+7Z,.
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Defining
T = (=A+ N+ M) Z (~A+ N+ M)
we have
(Hy+ M) ™" = (—A + N + M)/ (1 + Zw)_l (—A+ N + M)
=(-A+N+M)"!
— (A + N+ M) (1 + Z¢)_1 (CA+ N+ M)V Z (A + N+ M)~

It is not difficult to see that for every ¢ > 0 and A > 0 there is an M such that

<e (4.4)
L2QF—L2QF

for all ¢ with |||z < A; for details of this argument we refer to [7]. Thus, using the
bound on |||z from Lemma 2], we can choose M in such a way that

%OS‘

Therefore, the operator 1 + Z,,, in the above formula for (H,, + M)~ is invertible.
We use this formula to decompose

g% for all s > 0.

LZRF—L2QF

Q1 = (1 — (A + N+ M) (1 + Z%)_l (~A+ N+ M)

X (V% + /R3 |os(2)|? dk + b(ps) + b*(sos))) Q1o

—1/2 =\ !
—(—A+ N+ M) <1 + Zgos) (Q1 + Q12) (4.5)
with
3 , ny ~ dk’ dk
QIO = (—A + N + M) ! / / €_ZHW (k)(t—s)ez(k +k)xb;;bz/ws ® Q T T
ra Jro K] K]

- dk"”
Qu = (—A+ N+ M)/ (/ e~ T Vf”\) (=A+ N+ M)

/ / —iHy, (k)(t—s) ji(k'+k) xbkbk’ws ®Qd_k/ d_k:
R3 JR3

AN
1
Quz = (A +N + M) </ ey dk
R

5 k// |k:/,|
/ dk’ dk
_zHW(k )(t—s) Li(k'+k) mb b* ’¢s QR0 —
/]R3 /]R3 o ERER
Using (E4), the fact that (—=A + N + M)~Y2(b(p,) + b*(¢,)) is bounded uniformly

in s as well as the estimates o S1 (from (CT)) and Proposition 2.2), [J¢sll2 S'1
(from Lemma 2.T]), we conclude from (4.5]) that

) (—A+ N+ M)

Q1] 2207 S |Quollc2er + |Quuillc2er + Q2] 207 -
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We now bound the three terms on the right side separately.

Bound on @Qy. In order to control ;9 we prove an analogue of Lemma [3.1] for the
case of two singularities.

Lemma 4.1. Foru € H*(R?), f € L2(R®) and s € R,

/
( A ‘l— 1 / / _ZHwt (k?)S Z k+k’ xbkbk, ® Qdk dk
R3 JR3 |k’\ |k|

Before proving this lemma we show how to use it to bound )19. Note that, since Q1
involves only b;b;,Q2, the operator (—A + N + M)~! in its definition can be replaced
by (—A +2a~2+ M)~!. This observation, together with Lemma 1] and the uniform
boundedness of ¢, in H2 for s € [0, %] (see Proposition 2.2), proves that

S o7 fullye
L2QF

1Quoll 207 S " (4.6)
Proof of Lemma[{-1. We shall show that for any v € L*(R?) @ F
dk' dk
(casy [ ] cmorensngg e athat) s ool
RS JR3 LAt

We integrate by parts twice in x and use ([BI) with &k replaced by k + k’. A typical
term that is obtained in this way in the inner product on the left side is

ki + k) (k; + k) di dk
iHy, (k sax ax —A 1 / / z(k—i—k xb* 0@ 0 ( i J J > ‘
< (Ory (A o S R (Lt et RP)2

Since 0,0, (—A + 1)7" is bounded and €% (" is unitary, the vector on the left side

2

L2QF

of the inner product is bounded in norm by ||v||z2¢7. We now show that the vector
on the right side of the inner product is bounded as well. We compute
o ki + kD)(k; + K)
kKD T b 1 @ Q (ki 1 ki) (ks + K dk’ dk
| Loetmisis o g,
(ki + kD)2 (k; + k:’)
=2a7* dk' dk .
1ot [, [, e s o
The desired bound now follows from the fact that the double integral on the right side
is finite. Other terms that arise in the integration by parts are controlled similarly
and we omit the details. This proves the lemma. O

Bound on @)y;. By considering the number of involved field particles we can replace
N in the definition of )1; by numbers and obtain

- e AR
Qu=(-A+a2+ M) (/ e~ " Thy
R

: I
dk" dk
—iHy, (k (ts i(k'+k) xbb/ 8®Q
S L )

-1

(-A+2a7% + M)
)
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Next, by commuting by~ to the right,

Qu=a(-A+a 4+ M) / (V= k) + 2072+ M)
R3

di' dk
K12 |k

X/ e—ik’me—in(k)(t s) z(k’-‘,—k )z *,Qbs ® 0
R3

o (~At a4 M) / (5 — k)* + 2072 + M)
R3

- - dk’ dk
—ik-x ,—iHy, (k)(t—s) z(k +k)-xy*
x| emikreile IRy ity
/. W TP

It remains to compute the norm of this expression. Since this is considerably easier
than for ()12 we omit the details and only state the final result,

Q1] 2er S a7 (4.7)

Bound on Q. In the same way as for 01, we can replace AN’ by a number, so that

Q12 = (—A+3a‘2+M)_1/2/ oy, (~A+ 2072+ M)

- dk’ dk
% e_ZH%: (k)(t—s) z(k +k)-x * ¢8 Q0 —
/RS /RS LAt

ik" -z

Next, we commute e and e’ %)% to the right and obtain

Q12 _/ / / b* * z” W(k+E +K") -z (( vV — k— kj k”)2 +3a—2 +M)_1/2
R3 JR3 JR3
K i dk
K| K| k|
We now compute the norm of this expression. For the part of the norm over F, we
use the fact that
a6<Q>bk1bk2bk3 24625 26Q>
== 5(]{71 — ]{74)(5(1{52 — ]{75>5(1€3 - k6) + (5(1{31 - ]{74>5(1€2 - k6)5(k3 — ]{75)
-+ 5(]€1 — ]{75)(5(1{52 — ]{54)5(]{73 — kﬁ) + (5(1{31 — ]{55)5(]{72 — ]{76)(5(1{?3 — ]{54)
-+ 5(]€1 — ]{76)(5(1{?2 — ]{54)5(]{73 — ]{75) + (5(1{31 — k6)5(k2 — ]{74)(5(1{53 — k6)

x ((iV =k = k) + 2072+ M)~ e MK 0 Q

to write
[Qual|2opr = ¢ (X1 + ... 4+ X)) | (4.8)

where, for instance,

Xi ::/ / / <e—in<—'f’><t—S>1Ls, (V= k=K — k") +3a"2+ M)
R3 JR3 JR3

dk” dk' dk

. / - -2 —k")(t—s),],
X((Zv—k—k)2+2a 2+M) € Hey (=KD )wS>WWW



26 RUPERT L. FRANK AND ZHOU GANG
and
Xy 1= / / / <e_iH“"t(_k”)(t_s)qzs’ ((GV =k =K — k") + 3072+ M)
R3 JR3 JR3
X (((V =k — k"2 +2a72+ M)~ (((V =k —K)?+ 2272+ M)~

1

, ' -\ dk" dk' dk
—iHy, (=k')(ts) > v av o an
xe ¥s K2 T2 k2
By the Schwarz inequality we have | X5| < X; and, similarly,
‘XJ| SXI for alljzl,,6 (49)

Thus it suffices to control Xj.
We first perform the £” integral and then the k integral. We make use of the
following bounds.

Lemma 4.2. One has

. , -1 dE"
/ (((V — k") +1) Ve <1, (4.10)
R3
. 2 —2 dk < -1
. ((iV, —k)?+1) R (—A+1)" . (4.11)

Before proving the lemma, let us see that they provide the desired bounds on Xj.
First, conjugating (&I0) with !**%)® and assuming that M + 3a? > 1, we obtain,
uniformly in %k, k¥’ € R3,

_ dk//
/ (((V—k—k —K')>+3a">+ M) ! e <1 (4.12)
R3
Similarly, conjugating (@II) with e’  we obtain, uniformly in k' € R3,
/ ((iVy =k — k) +2a72 4 M)~ ﬁ% <SGV -K)»2+1)7". (4.13)
R3

Inserting (A12) and (AI3) into the definition of X;, we obtain
/
X, < / <6—z'Hw<—k'><t—s>@; (57 — K2 4 1) e iHal M) > |Zk|2
~ Sy s /
R3

Since (—A + 1)7Y2(H,, + M)"? is bounded, uniformly in ¢ (by Corollary and
Lemma 2.1)), we also know that ((iV — k)% + 1)"Y2(H,,(—k") + M)'/? is bounded,
uniformly in ¢. Thus,

: Ny , N ./
Xl 5/ <6_2Hvt(_k )(t_8)¢8?(HWt(_k)+M) 16 HtPt( k)(t )w8> |kf/|2
R3
- ) -\ dE
B /Rs <w5’(H¢t(_k)+M) 1¢s> W
~ 1 -\ dk
< o (Y — K24+ M) ) ——
N/RS <¢ ((Z ) ) w> |k‘/|2
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Applying (A.I1) again, we see that the latter expression is bounded by a constant
times ||¢)s]|32 = 1 by Lemma 211 This, together with (E8) and ([.9), implies that

1Quoll 2 S @72 (4.14)

Proof of Lemma[{.3 We only prove (AII]), since the proof of (4I0) is similar and
simpler. By applying a Fourier transform we see that we need to prove

o dk _
/}Ra((p-l-k)z—i—l) 2W§(p2+1)1 for p € R®.

We split the integral into the regions 4|k| > |p| + 1 and 4|k| < |p| + 1. In the first
region we bound |k|72 < 16/(|p| + 1)? and note that

/ ((p+k)?+1)" dk < / (p+k)?+1) " dk = / (K2 4+ 1) dk < oo
{41kl >Ipl+1} R R

In the second region we distinguish the cases |p| < 1 and |p| > 1. In the first case we
bound

/ ((p+k)2+1)_2d—k2§/ d—ig/ d—k;<oo.
(alk|<lpl+1} || {alki<ipl 1y K| (Ikl<1/2y K|

For |p| > 1 we note that in the second region we have 2|k| < |p| and therefore
(p+k)* > p?/4 > k*. Thus,

(p+ k)2 +1) 7" < (P/4+ 1)K +1)7"
Since (k% +1)7!|k|2 is integrable, we obtain again a bound of the required form. [

Bounds on Q,, ..., Q5. The terms (), ..., Q)4 are controlled in exactly the same way
as Q. (For Q4 we use the fact that ||3,s]|22 < 1 for t < a? by Proposition 2.2))
The argument for Q5 is also similar. In fact, the term involving Im(ys, a?dsps) is
controlled as before. For the term involving b*(a?0,ps) we have to prove a simple
extension of Lemma [T where we have operators b*(f)b;b;, with f € £? (similarly as
the second part in Lemma [B)). Finally, the term involving b(a?d¢,) can commuted
to the right and therefore becomes a less singular term which can be controlled already
with Lemma Bl These arguments prove (£.2]) and complete the proof of (4.3]).

Bound on Djj5. The term Diy» in (Z34) contains only one factor |k'|~! and can
therefore be controlled essentially by the same method as Dy;, based on Lemma Bl
In order to create a factor of (H,, + M), we integrate by parts in s;. This, however,
will create a factor of ]5[% in one of the terms. When dealing with Dy1; we will explain
how to remove this term by integrating by parts in s. Since ||gs |l S @72|t — s| and
1059s.tllo0 = lgslloe < a2 by Proposition 2.2} this factor behaves will in the bounds.
When applying Lemma 31 we also use ||3sts][20 < 1 from Proposition 22 see also the
remark at the beginning of Subsection concerning the bounds on 8y¢,. Without

going into details we state the final result,

D1zl pogr S @ (14 1) (4.15)



28 RUPERT L. FRANK AND ZHOU GANG

Bound on Di5;. Also the term Dio; in (231)) contains only one factor of |k|~! and
can be controlled as just sketched for Dj;5 and as explained in detail for Dyj;. In
order to control the terms that appear when integrating by parts in s we make use of
10505 llc2 S 1 and |05ts |l < from Proposition in addition to the bounds from
Lemma 2. Moreover, we need an obvious extension of Lemma [3.I] to the case with
b*(f1)b*(f2)b;, which is proved in the same way. Combining all this, we end up with

D11l pogr S @ 2t(14-1). (4.16)

for 0 <'s <t < a? by Proposition Z2and [|b(o;, )| 7 = a™ oy, [l2 S o by Lemma
2.1 we obtain immediately

Bound on Djj. The term Dy contains no |k|™! term. Using ||gslc0 S 72|t — s

[ Dzl pogr S @727 (4.17)

5. ESTIMATION ON D,

Bound on Dyj;. We recall equation (2.32) for Dsj;. In this equation we commute
e through e ¢! which introduces again the operator H,, (k) from (&I, and
we commute b, with 07,. In this way, we obtain

The difficulty in controlling Ds;; comes again from the k-integral. It is not enough
to bound the norm of the integrand as it stands, since |k|=2 is not integrable. Thus,
we need to gain some extra decay from e~ ()51 To get this decay, we integrate by

parts in s; using

e o) — M (F (k) + M)~ O e  1Han M (5.1)
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with a large constant M > 0 independent of a and t. We obtain

t [7 .
Doy :ia_2/ / et (H,, (k) + M)~ e e k)(t=s)
R3
dk
|/l€|2
t ~
ot [ [ e 1,00+ 0y Wt
0 Jrs

dk

W (aPp,)ths ® Q 2 ds

t t—s 5
+ a_QM/ / / eHei (s+s1) (H,, (k) + M)—l e~ tHey (K)s1
0o Jo R3

dk
X W*(Oﬂ(pt)W( @s)ws R0 — ‘]{7‘2 ds; ds

t t—s - _
+a_2/ / / eiH*’t(ersl)H@t (H,, (k) + M)~ L =ity (K)s1
0 Jo R3

dk
X W02 W (0P p,)ihy @ Q — T dsy ds

X W*(a290t)W( 908)¢8 ®Q —

=Ds111 + Dar12 + Dariz + Dagia,

where Doy, k= 1,...,4, are naturally defined.

We first show how to deal with the terms Daj11, Do112 and Daj13. The term Daqqy
is harder because of the additional factor of ﬁ%.

The following lemma quantifies in which sense the operator (H,, + M)~ leads to
additional decay in k.

Lemma 5.1. For u € H*(R3),

J.

Proof. By Fourier transform, we have

| TR
(1iV + k% + 1) 1uH2 i S lulle. (5.2)

1
H _/Rs (1+ [p+ k[2)2(1 + [p|2)?

|9+ 2+ 1) S(L+ [plP2li(p) 1 dp

We now observe that
1 < 1
L+ 1p+ kPP + [pl?)? ~ 1+ (k)
This can be proved by considering separately the regions where [p| < $|k| and |p| >
31k|. Thus,

o, S e

and the claimed bound follows by integration over k. ([l

H iV 4+ k> +1)"
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Let us return to the terms Dojq11, Do and Dajqs. It follows from Corollary [B.2]
by conjugating with the unitary e’ that there is an M > 0 such that the operator
(Hy, (k) + M) (|iV + k|2 + 1) is uniformly bounded in « and ¢. This, together with
the boundedness of 1), in H? for s € [0, @?| from Proposition 2.2], yields

/ dk
R3

H,, (k) + M) <1,
( SDt( )+ ) |k|2 ~
HD2111H£2®}' Sa” ta HD2112H£2®}' Sa ta ||D2113||£2®}' Satr. (5-3)

and therefore

We now turn to the term D14, which contains the operator ﬁ%. The idea is to
remove this operator by integrating by parts in s using

]:I%em*’ts = —i,e'fes | (5.4)

This leads to

t [7 .
Doy14 = — ion/ / eeet (H,, (k) + M)~ e (B)(t=s1)
R3

dk_
e

t I .
wia [ (1, () + 2 e
0

dk
x W (o)W (apo)d ® Q == 7

+ia” / / / ZHWt(3+31 got(k)+M) 1 —ZHWt(k
R3

dk
(Oé2 )W( s) sws X Q |k’|2 dSl dS

+ i~ / / / ZH%(S+31 (k)_|_M) 1 _ZHWt(k)
R3

x W* (o) (0 W (@®s)) U, @ Q |CZ:]|{; dsy ds.

The first three terms on the right side can be bounded by Lemma [5.1] together with
the uniform boundedness in H? of 155 and 91, in 0, &?] from Proposition 22 see also
the remark at the beginning of Subsection concerning the bounds on 8y, For
the fourth term on the right side we use the formula ([(A4) for 9,W (a?p,). Then the
term can be bounded by proceeding in the same way as for Dy;5 and using Lemma [5.1]
together with the fact that o?0,¢p, is uniformly bounded in £? for all times by Lemma
2.1l To summarize, we obtain

X W*(O‘290t)w( <p81>¢81 ® Qs

S1

I Da11all o S @ t(1 4 1), (5.5)
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and, because of (5.3),
1Dl g S 7?1+ 1) (5.6)

Bound on Dyjy. The term Dagps involves a single difficult operator [ bf,e* (k| =t dk’
and can be controlled using the technique from bounding Dy;. We first integrate by
parts with respect to s; using (5.I) (with & = 0) to create a factor of (Hy,, + M)™*
Using this factor we can apply Lemma 3.1 as in the bound of Dy;. In one of the terms,
however, the integration by parts creates a factor fI%. We remove this operator via
(54) by integrating by parts in s. The factor g5, and its derivative 0sg,; = —g; are
bounded by Proposition and do not create any problems. Eventually, this shows
that

1 Da12| 27 S (1 +1) (5.7)

Bound on Dy . The term Dy appears in (Z.33). We use byb* (0, )2 = a~ %05 (k)Q.
By the Schwarz inequality, (C.2) and Lemma Tl we have ||[k] !0y (k)Q < llog, Iz
< [9s]|3: S 1. From this one easily concludes that

| Dooi || p207 S a7t

Bound on Djy. The term Daggy appears in (2.37). Using the bound on g, from
Proposition and the fact that b(o; ) has norm of order o~ by Lemma 2Tl one
obtains

| Dagal| 2er S %t

6. BOUNDS ON D3, Dy AND Ds

We recall that we have already controlled D3y, Dys and Dsy in (2.39), (2.40) and
(Z42). The remaining terms Ds;, Dy and Ds; have at most a single term |k|~! and
can be bounded using the methods we have already developed. Therefore we will be
rather brief.

For each of the terms Dsy1, D312, D412, D511 and Dso we first integrate by parts
in s; to generate a factor of (H,, + M)~' which allows us to apply Lemma 3.1l One
of the terms, however, will involve a H%, which we have to remove by integrating by
parts in s. Using the bounds from Lemma 2.1] and Proposition we obtain

D311l 207 S @ 2t(1+ 1), | Dai2l| 207 S a2 (1+1),
| Dol c2or S @2 (1 + 1)

||D511||£2®]: ~ o 3t(1 + t) ||D512H£2®]: < Oé_4t2(1 +t+ Oé_1t2)

The remaining term Dy;; can be immediately bounded by

| Daii|| c2e0r S o 2t2.
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7. PROOF OF THE ALMOST ORTHOGONALITY RELATIONS
7.1. Proof of (2.28)). We recall that

(, e_iH%tDO>f

v , ~ dk
_ <Q’ / e—sz(t—s)Pi- / <ezk-xW*(a2gpt)W(a2gps) bz Vs ® Q) — d8> .
0 RS kI / #

S

We commute the operator b to the left and use b;{2 = 0. For the commutator we
obtain from Corollary (with the definition ([2.5) of gs+)

t
<Q’ e—ng;ttDO>}_ _ <97 / e_iHW(t_s)P;j;gs,tW*(04290t>W(OK2(,03) ¢s ® Qd8>
0 F

t
:/ e_’HW(t_S)Pigs,t% <Q, W* (o)W (ap,) Q>F ds .
0

Thus,

(0 D) | <t s gl A

Thus, by the bound on g, from Proposition and the conservation of the £2 norm
of 1, we obtain the claimed bound (2.28)).

7.2. Proof of (Z29). For ® € F, let

@cp(t) = <'J}t ® (I), 6_iHWtD0>
L20F

- L . ~ dk
~(awe, [emtips [ (o wiate) i he ) i)
0 R? K| L2QF

S

We shall show that
Ou(t)] S a2 (14 a~2) |4, (7.1)

which by duality implies (2.29]).
Our goal will be to derive an ordinary differential equation for Gg. We use the
presence of the operator Pd% to obtain (with inner products in £? @ F)

- Lt . ~ dk
00s = ( Ohr ® @, / ¢ ez par / <€Zk'IW*(a2¢t)W(a2S@s) b, Vs ® Q) —ds
0 P B3 |k|

t
+ (0 ® P, / (8t€_int(t_s)) P+ / <eik'wW*(a2got)W(a2<ps) by ¥s ® Q) dk ds
0 Vs Jps k|

s

dk

t
+ {1, / g~ e (t=s) pL / (eik'“’ (O W™ (a®pr)) W (aPpy) by s ® Q) —ds ).
0 Vs Jgs | k|
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For the first term we use equation (2I0) for 8%@- In the second term, we compute,
using Duhamel’s formula,

t—s
ate—zHW (t—=s) _ _inte—szt(t—s) . ’L/ e—zH%(t—s—sl) (8tH<pt> e—zH%sl ds;
0

t—s
= —i (Hy, + (t — 5)0;||4]|3) e e (t=s) _ i/o e Horl=s=51) (9,1} e o1 (s,

Note that the part involving H,, will cancel the contribution from the first term,
except for part of the constant w(t). Finally, for the third term we use Lemma [A3]
and Lemma [AT] to obtain

AW (o)W (0 p,) =a*W* (%) [b(Drpr) — U™ (Dpipr) + i Tm (0, Duipe)| W (@0
=a®W*(?p)W (?p,) [b(Dupr) — b* (upr)
+20Im (Oppr, s) + i Im (o1, Orpy)]
=a®W*(?p)W (?p,) [b(Dupr) — b* (Dupr)
+20Im (Oppr, s — 1) + i Im (Orpy, 1)) -
Putting all this into the above formula, we obtain
09¢ = My + My + M3,
where the terms M, My and M; are defined, using the notation
O,y = W* ()W ()@,
by

t t—s
My(t) == _i/ / <¢t ® Py, e~ ey (t=s=s1) (0 V) e~ st
0o Jo

| ] dk
L ik-x 1% Gh
pr/R3<e bkws@m) |k|>dslds,

t
My(t) = o’ / LT
0
pt (e“m(b(a ) — b (1)) b ®Q>% ds
bs s tPt tPt k Vs |k| s

t N . 1 7 dk
Mg(t) - / m(s, t) <¢t ® @8’“ e_ZHW(t_S)Pdi / (62kvm bl: ’QDS ® Q) m> ds
0 R?

with
m(s,t) == —i(t — )03 + 2i0® Tm (Bypr, s — 1) -
Since O¢(0) = 0, we conclude that

Oalt) = /0 (Mi(s) + Ma(s) + My(s)) ds . (7.2)
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Below we shall show that

M) S a7, M) S ot @], [Ms(t)] S o @lF. (7.3)
Together with ((T.2) this will prove (ZI]) and therefore (2.29).

Bound on ;. Using the fact that Pd% =1 — |1),) (1] (see the proof of Lemma 24)
we decompose
My = My — Mg,

where

Mll = / / wt®q)st7 zH%t 5—51) (at got) —iHy, 51

dk
e b, @0 ds, d
X/R3( kw (029 >|k‘|>£2®]__ S14as

and, with o from (2.2,

M12 — / / —iHApt(t—S—Sl) (@V%) €_iHW811/;s>E2<(I)S7t7 b* (O-’LZS) Q>]__ d81 ds.

The second term is easy to control. In fact, the a-priori bounds from Lemma 2.1
together with ||0,V,, || < @2 from (C.8) imply

<7~;t7 e—iH%(t—s—sl) (aﬁv@) e—iH%sld~18>

< a_2

~Y

r2
and
(@00, b(05,) Q)] < a7 2]

This yields a bound of the form (7.3)).
We now bound the integrand in M;;. We have

<1;t D RO N G AT d—k>
R3 |k7| L2QF

H(H<Pt+M) 12 (at )( <Pt+M)1/2H

- dk
H M —1/2/ ik-x b* X 0
( Pt + ) R3 <€ 1/} ® ) |k5|

By Corollary [B.2] and an easy modification of its proof, for M sufficiently large (but
independent of ¢ and «), the operators (H,, + M)*/2(=A + 1)T/2 are both bounded
uniformly in ¢. Therefore Lemma B.1] and the a-priori bounds from Lemma 2] yield

- . . . dk
‘<77Z)t ® @8’“ e—ZH%(t—S—Sl) (8tvgpt) 6—2HW51 / <ezk-x b ws ® Q) >
RS Ik / c2er

S o7 Wl 1012 (=2 + 172 @V (=2 + 11l
SaofF (A + 1)V (8, V) (A + D)V .

H H,, + M 1/2'lzt®q>s,t
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Finally, using the fact that ||VO,V,, |l S a2 (see (C.8)), we obtain that the operator

~

appearing in this bound has norm < o~2. Thus, we finally obtain
-3

. . | dk
(@, et @y eoan [ (i o) ) | <o
R? K/ 207

~Y )

which, when integrated over s; and s, leads to the bound in (Z3)).

Bound on M;. As for M;, we use Pj = 1 — |1bs) (1hs| to decompose
My = My — Moo

with

. | N\ dk

Mgl(t) — Oé2/ <'¢t ® @8’“ e_ZH%(t_S)/ ( ik (b(@tgot) -0 (&fs@t)) bz ,lvbs ® Q) m>d8
0 RS

and, with o from (2.2,

Mos(t) ==« /0 <¢ta ~Hpy (1) > <(I)st7 (Orpr) — " (Orpr)) b" w) Q>; ds .

Once again the bound on My, is straightforward. Namely, we commute b* (ad;s) to the
left through b(0yp:) — b*(0r:) and obtain

<‘I’s,t> (0(Orpe) — b (Orpr)) b" (o Q>
= — (D, b (0, )b (D) Q}F + a2 (Oppr, 05,) (Par, Q) £

By similar computations as for instance in the bound on D3, and by the a-priori
bounds from Lemma 2T we obtain

(@, (0(Du0) =V (i) D' (03,) )| S 2@l Ol S @117

By the conservation of the £2 norm of ¢, we conclude
| Mas(t)] S a2t @],

which is of the form claimed in (Z.3).
We now discuss My;. Again we commute b} to the left through b(dyp;) — b*(Oppr)
and obtain
My = Mo1y + Moo,

ty , . ~ dk
Moy (t) := —a2/ <¢t ® Dy, €_ZHW(t_s)/ (62]6'%2 U™ (Oppr) ¥s ® Q) —> ds
0 k3 ||
and, with gy from (20]),
t ~ . ~
Ma12(2) 32/ <¢t, 6_ZH"t(t_s)gs¢s> (Do, )2 ds.

< a2 by Proposition 2.2, we obtain immediately

Since [|gs[loo <
[ Mo (t)] S o *t]| @] 7
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To control My;; we bound

- . dk
‘<wt ® (I)s,ta e—zH«pt (t—s) / < ik- IEb* b* (atSOt) ¢s & Q) >
R3 || L2QF

H(H%: —|—M)_1/2/ < kab* b*(8t<,0t ws®Q
R3

S H(Hapt + M)1/2dt ® (I)s,t

)il

As for My; we use Lemma[2Z.T]and Corollary[B.2] (and a simple extension of its proof) to
choose M large enough, but independent of ¢ and «, so that (H,, +M)*/2(—A+1)F1/2
are both bounded uniformly in ¢. Therefore Lemma 3.1 and the a-priori bounds from
Lemma [2.1] yield

- . dk
'<¢t ® q)&tj e—ZHapt (t—s) / < ik- ZEb* b* (8&0» ws X Q) >
R? K/ 207

< o[l @l Fl18epel c2 N1l
S o7Y2f|F.

This, when integrated over s and multiplied by o2, leads to the bound in (Z.3)).

Bound on Mj;. The a-priori bounds from Lemma 2.1 yield
m(s,t)| S o[t — 5.

Moreover, applying Lemma B.1] as in the bound on M,; we find that the absolute
value of the inner product in the integral defining M3 is bounded by a constant times
a™||®||7. This yields the bound in (7.3).

This concludes the proof of (2.29).

APPENDIX A. SOME PROPERTIES OF THE WEYL OPERATORS

In this appendix we collect some standard properties of the Weyl operators W (f)
defined in (7)) in terms of b(f) and b*(f). They are well-known, but we provide

proofs for the sake of completeness. We recall that the commutation relations for by

and b} involve a factor a2

Lemma A.1. by, b; and W (f) satisfy the following relations,
W (f) =W(f) (be +af(k))  and  GEW(f) =W (f) (b +af(k)). (A1)
Proof. For t > 0 we consider the operators
F, .= W(tp) = ! (D=2 (A.2)
which satisfy
OF, = (b"(f) —b(f)) F, Fy=1d.
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Multiplying by b and using the commutation relations we obtain the following equa-
tion for by F,

O Fy = (0°(f) — b(f)) by + f(K) b Fy =y, .
Therefore, by Duhamel’s principle applied to the latter equation,
t
b, = D=y o (k) / (=)0 (DU F g
0
Recalling the definition of F; in (A.2)) we can rewrite this as
bpF, = Fby +tf(k)F,. (A.3)

At t = 1 we obtain the first identity in the lemma. The second one is proved similarly.
OJ

By applying Lemma [A.T] twice, we obtain
Corollary A.2.

[0 W*(f)W(g)]Z—a *(f(k) = g(k)) W*(£)W(g),
[br, W)W (g)] =a~* (f(k) — g(k)) W*(f)W(g).

Next, we'll consider the case where f depends (differentiably) on a parameter.

Lemma A.3.

W(f:) = ((ft7 Ocfi) = Ot fr)) W(fe) + W(fe) (0"(Of) — b(O:ft)), (A4)
W(f:) =~ T ((ft, Oift) = (Oufe, fr)) W (i) + (0" (Ocfr) — b(Ofe)) W(f). (A5)

Proof. For s > 0 we consider the operators
F(s,t):=W(sf), (A.6)
which satisfy
OsF (s,t) = (b"(fr) — b(f)) F(s,t), F(0,t) =1d.

We differentiate this equation with respect to t and obtain

050, F (s,) = (0"(fe) — b(f:)) O F(s,t) + (b (Oe fe) — b(Defr)) F(s,1)
8,F(0,t) =0.

Therefore, by Duhamel’s principle,
atF(S, t) :/ e(b*(ft) b(fe))(s=s1) (b*(atft) (8tft)) F(Sl, t) d81
0
= [ WA = 508 ((00) ~ O W10 ds.
0
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In order to simplify the integrand we now use Lemma [A.1] and obtain

(0% (8 fr) = b(0ufo) W (s1fr) =a™ W (s1fi) s1((fe, Oufe) — (Bufe, f1))
+W(sife) (0°(0ufi) — b(O:ft)) -

If we insert this into the above formula for 9, F(s,t), we obtain

2

OF (5,0) = 0 TW(sf) ((fis00) = (Oufor f) + sW(sfi) (8 (D1f) = b@LS:))

At s = 1 we obtain the first identity in the lemma. The second one is proved similarly.
OJ

Lemma A.4. For any f,g € F,
(Q,W*(g)W(f)Q) = gia 2Im(g,f)—a 2| f-gl?/2

Proof. Let fi:=tf 4+ (1 —t)g and F(t) := (Q,W*(g)W (f;)?). By Lemma [A.3] using
that Irn(ft, 8tft) = Irn(ft, f - g) = Im(g, f),

OF(t) = (W (@)W (f:) (b"(f — g) +ia™Im(g, )) ) .
Next, by Corollary [A2] since (g — fi, f — g) = —t[|f — g|]%,
W (g)W (f)0"(f — g) =b"(f = )W (@)W (f) + (g — fi, f = )W (@)W (f,) ,
50
OF(t) = (—a ]| f — g|* +ia™*Tm(g, f)) F(t).
Since F(0) = 1, we conclude that

F(t) = e~ [ f~gl* /2+ia >t Im(g,f)

Y

which, at ¢t = 1, gives the assertion. O]

APPENDIX B. THE EFFECTIVE SCHRODINGER OPERATOR

In this appendix we investigate the operator and form domains of the effective
Schrédinger operator H,, from (2.12) with potential V,, from (2.1)).

Lemma B.1. For every A > 0 and ¢ > 0 there is an M > 0 such that if ||| < A,
then for all ¢ € H'(R?)

Vel el < efl(=a + M)' 2|

and for all ¢ € H?*(R3)
Vel < e ll(=A+ M)yl .
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Proof. As in [T, Sec. 2.1], the Hardy-Littlewood—-Sobolev inequality implies that
Vells < llell2- (B.1)

This implies, by the Holder and Sobolev inequalities,

[ el de < WVellal s S el Vo1 1013

and
/R VPP de < Ve lgIels < el vl w3

These bounds easily imply the assertions of the lemma. ([l

Corollary B.2. For every A > 0 there are M > 0 and C > 0 such that if ||¢|]2 < A
then for all f € L%(R3)

e e R

and
(o + M) fl, <Ol (=a+ 17 £, -

Proof. To prove the first assertion, we write

[NIES
[NIES

(Hy,+ M) = (=A+ M)z (1 (A + M) 2V, (A + M)~ )_1 (—A+ M)~

and note that according to Lemma [B.J] we can choose M such that ||¢|| < A implies
| (=A + M)~H? Vo (A + M)™? || < £2. Similarly, for the second assertion we write

(Hyt M) = (14 (~A+2)7'V,) 7 (A + A
and choose M such that ||¢| < A implies || (—A + M) ™'V, || <e. O

APPENDIX C. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE LANDAU-PEKAR EQUATIONS

In this appendix we prove Lemma 2.1 and Proposition Recall that the weighted
spaces E%m) = L%(R3; (1 + k%)™ dk) were introduced in (LII)). We begin with some
bounds on the coupling terms V,, and o, introduced in (2.1 and ([2.2).

Lemma C.1. We have
107Vl S lleplle2

[B]+1
lowlls, S 1l Nowllzz, < 015 (C2)

Proof. By the Schwarz inequality,

_ 1/2
Vo)l <2 | kP p(R)]d < 2] g2 [K[207 dk
4 - R3 - £\5\+1 RS (1 4 ]{52)2“5“"1)

and the last integral is finite.

for all B € Nj, (C.1)
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2 ik-x | W( )|
i f e ds ‘2” [ R e

By the Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev mequahty, this is bounded by a constant times
2] ||6/5 = ||1DH12/5, which, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, is bounded by a

We have

loul2 = \

constant times ||¢)]|3,,. Moreover, by Plancherel,

2
||0-¢||%2(‘k|2m) :/ |k|2(m—1) / |,¢|2ezk-x dr

In particular, for m = 1 we get [|4)||;, which by Sobolev is controlled by |[|#[|3,. For
m = 3, the claimed bound follows easily using ||¢ || < ||?]|22 and again Sobolev. [

dk = (2m)* ([0, (=)™ o) .

Proof of Lemma 2. Local well-posedness in H! x £2 follows by a standard fixed-point
argument and one sees that [|1);||2 and &(¢y, ¢;) are conserved. One can use (B.Il) and
the Sobolev inequality to show that [7, Sec. 2.1],

EW, ) > VY3 + 1913 = Cllell Vel 1wy (C.3)

for some universal constant C' > 0. This, together with conservation of £(ty, @),
yields global well-posedness as well as the uniform bounds (2.3)).
According to ([C2) and the first bound in 2.3) we have [|oy, || < [[¢¢]|3,: < 1, which

is the third bound in (24)).
By equation (L) for ¢; we have

la*0pellz < llellz + Nl I,

and therefore, by the second bound in (23] and the third bound in (2.4]) we obtain
the first bound in (2.4]).
Finally, ¢; — s = fst Os, s, ds1, so for t > s by the first bound in (2.4])

t
lor = @slla < / 10user ldsy < 0™t — s|.

This proves the second bound in (2.4)) and completes the proof of the lemma. O
Before dealing with H* x E??))-regularity in Proposition [2.2] we need to establish
H? x L{))-regularity.

Proposition C.2. If (¥, po) € H*(R?) x L} (R?), then (v, ¢r) € H*(R?) x LF))(R?)
for allt € R and

[Pl S 1+ a2t ||<Pt||c§1) Ry S 14 ot

with implicit constants depending only on the initial data. Moreover,
10billez S TH+a2[t], |0y, llez S 1+ a7?Jt]. (C.4)
If, in addition, @y € E%m) (R?), m = 2,3, then p; € E%m) (R?) for allt € R and

||<Pt||cfm)(R3) S1+ a—6|ﬂ3-
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Proof. By a standard fixed point argument one can show local existence of solutions
in H? x 5%1). In the following we will construct an functional, which is equivalent to
the H? norm of ¢ and which grows in a controlled way as time increases. This will
prove, in particular, that 1, belongs to H? for all times.

We claim that for every A > 0 there is a constant M > 0 such that

E(,9) = [|(=A + Vi + M)
satisfies
/2l < (€W, )" < /21l (C.5)
for all ¢ € H? and all ¢ satisfying ||¢|ls < A. In fact, similarly as in the proof of
Corollary B.2, we have

(=2 + Vi + M)iolly = (=2 + M)pll,| < [[Vo(=A + M) I(=A + M)l

and according to Lemma [B.I] we can choose M such that the first factor on the right
side is less than ¢ for ||p]|2 < A.

According to Lemma [2.1] there is an A > 0 (depending only on |||/ and ||@o||2)
such that ||¢]|z2 < A for all . We choose M corresponding to this value of A and
compute, using the equation for v,

HED (1hr, 01) =2Re ((—A + Vi, + M)hy, (A + V,,, + M)dyily)
+2Re (A + Vi, + M)y, 8V, )r)
=2Re ((—A + Vp, + M)y, (9V )) -

By the Schwarz and the Holder inequality,
1/2
KHED (r, 1) < 2 (EP W 00)) " 19V llg 14
By (B) and Lemma 21 |0,V |l6¢ < |0ipell2 < @72, and by the Sobolev inequality
and Lemma 2T ||¢y]|s < ||l S 1. Thus,
1/2
3t5(2)(¢t790t) Sa? (5(2)(%7%)) / )

which implies that (€@ (¢, gpt))l/z < 14 a7 2|t]. According to (CH) this implies the
claimed bound on ||¢)|3z.
The remaining bounds are proved in a straightforward way. We have

10bell2 < | = Adhllz + Vo thellz < Nleellaee + Vi ll6ll42 s

By the bound on |[¢);]]32 together with (B.) and the bounds from Lemma 211 we
obtain the first bound in (C4l). Moreover,

0oy, = 2|k:|_1/ Re (%@@Dt) et dr
RS

and so, by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality as in (B.Il),

10wy I, S N1edetbelloss < llbellsl|Octiellz -
By the first bound in (C.4)) and Lemma [Z1] we obtain the second bound in (C.4)).
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In order to deduce the bounds on ¢; we use Duhamel’s formula

¢
oi(k) = e % oo (k) — ia_2/ e_i(t_s)/azaws(k) ds. (C.6)
0

If g € E%m), m = 1,2, 3, we deduce that ¢; € E%m) provided we can bound ||y, ||£% .
This quantity can by controlled by Sobolev norms of 1, according to (C.2). This
proves the proposition. O

Proof of Proposition[2.2. The basic strategy is the same as in the proof of Lemma[C.2]

except that verifying the properties of the functional is more complicated in this case.

Again we do not give the details of the local existence via a fixed point argument.
We claim that for every A > 0 there is a constant M > 0 such that

ED W, p) = [|(=A + Vi + M),
satisfies
/2l < (ED W, 0)" < (3/2) 1l (1)
for all ¢» € H* and all ¢ satisfying ||¢|| ez < A. To show this, we first observe that,
as in the proof of Lemma [C.2]
-2+ V4 M0, — A+ M)(=A +V, + M)l
< [Vl ) =+ MY 4V, 4 MY
and that ||V,(—A + M) ™| can be made arbitrarily small for ||| -2 bounded by choos-
ing M large. Thus, it suffices to show that ||[(=A + M)(=A + V,, + M)v||, is equiva-
lent to ||(—=A + M)*pll;. We compute
=8+ M)A+, + MY, = (<A +V, + M)(=A + M)y |
< [[@VY, - V4 AV (<A + M) [ (-4 + My,

According to (C.TJ), the first factor on the right side can be made arbitrarily small for
|l 2 bounded by choosing M large. We finally apply the argument in Lemma

again to compare ||[(=A+V, + M)(=A+ M)y, to [[(—A + M)?*¢||,. This proves
the claim.

According to Lemma for every 7 > 0 there is an A > 0 (depending only on
|to]| 22, ||<p0]|£%3) and 7) such that ||<pt]|£%3) < A for all |[t| < 7a®. We choose M
corresponding to this value of A and compute, using the equation for v/,

AEW (Y, ) =2Re ((—A + Vi, + M)y, (A + V,, + M)zatqﬁt)
+2Re ((_A + Vsot + M)2wta (atvsot)(_A + Vsot + M)@Dt)
+2Re (A + Vp, + M)ty (=A + Vo, + M)(0, V) 00)
=4Re ((—A + Vi, + M)y, (Vi) (= A + Vi, + M)ty)
— 2Re ((—A + Vo, + M)2¢t7 (2VOo,V,, -V + Aatv@t)wt) .
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Therefore, by the Schwarz inequality,

at€(4) (Yr, 1) <2 (5(4) (Y, %))

1/2
(210 Vie, lloo [(=A + Voo, + M)te|2

F2/VOVe, oo [VELll2 + VOV, [lool44]2)

According to Lemma and (C.A) all terms involving 1, here are bounded by a
constant for |t| < 7a?. Assume that we can prove that all terms involving ; here are
bounded by a constant times a2 for |t| < 7a?. Then we will have shown that

DED Yy, 1) S a2 (ED (i, 1))

for [t| < 7a?, which implies that (5(4)(1pt,got))1/2 S1+a?t] S 1 for |t < 1o’

According to (C7), this proves that ||1]|zs < 1 for [t] < Ta?.
Thus, it remains to prove that

1050,V ]|00 S 2 for |t| < Ta 2. (C.8)

~

If we insert the equation of ¢, into the definition of V,,, we find

8tV¢t(x) = —i06_2/

R

) (C.9)

(e ulk) = e u(R)) T
s ||
(Note that the contribution from oy, cancels.) Using this formula, we obtain

1070V lloe S @2 [lepe] 2

[81+1

in the same way as we obtained (C.I]). This implies (C.8)) in view of the bounds on ¢;
from Lemma

It is straightforward to deduce the remaining bounds claimed in the proposition.
The bound on ||¢|| 2, follows from Proposition [C.2l Because of the equation for 1,
we have

10bellae < Il = Dbl + Votoellre S Illaws + D 107V llool eIz
|8]<2

Using the fact that [|1]] < 1 and ||<Pt“£%3) < 1, which by (CI) controls [|0°V,, ||«
for | 5| < 2, we conclude that ||0y]|%2 < 1. The second bound in (Z8) follows from
Proposition [C2]

Finally, we need to prove the bounds on g5 and g,;. By the Schwarz inequality as
in the proof of (CI) together with the equation for p, we find

<1>> '

l9:llse S 1905l23, < 07 (lpalles, + ol

M
According to (C2)) and Lemma 211 we have ||oy, JERS ¥s|3: S 1. Moreover, if
It], |s| < T7a?, then Proposition [C.2] implies ||g08||£%1) < 1. Thus,

||98Hoo SJ o )
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. t
as claimed. Moreover, gs; = fs gs, dsy, so for t > s

t
Mgaelloe < / g lloc ds1 < @™2(t — 5)

This proves (2.9)). O

APPENDIX D. REDUCED DENSITY MATRICES

Here we show how the approximation of e~ iHE bho@W (a®00)€2 in Theorem L3 yields
approximations to its reduced density matrices in Theorem [L2 The argument relies
on the following abstract lemma.

Lemma D.1. Let Hy and Hs be Hilbert spaces, let U, € Hi ® Ho and f € Hi and
g € Hy such that

UV=fg+P
and
||f||7-l1 < Ca HgHHz < Ca ||q>||7'l1®7'l2 < Ce

and

19, ®)ae, 13, < O, [[{f, @)ayy I, < O
for some C' > 0 and € > 0. Define

71 = Ty, W) (Y], Y2 = Tryy, [W)(V.
Then

Tuyy [ = gl [)FI] < 3C%%, Tua, [ye — |I£13, 19){gl| < 3C%*.

Before proving this lemma, let us use it to derive Theorem from Theorem [T.3]
We apply the lemma with #; = L2(R?), Hy = F, f = e o« dsyy g = Q)
U = W*(a2p)e Hatpy @ W(a2p)Q, & = W*(a’p,)R(t).
Then Theorem [[.3] implies that the assumptions of the lemma are satisfied with ¢ =

a1+ [t]). We have [|[f[I* = |vdl* = [0l = 1, llgl* = Q1> = 1 and |f)(f| =
|94} (1p¢|. Moreover,

Trp [O)(0] = AP0, Ty, [W) (0] = W (@20 )W (%)

Thus, the conclusion of Theorem follows from the lemma.
We now turn to the proof of the lemma. It relies on the bound

Trag, | Trag, [W1)(Wal| < [[W1[2, 0w, | Vol oms (D.1)

valid for any vectors Wi, Uy € H; ® Hsy. For the proof of (D) recall the variational
characterization of the trace norm,

Try, |K| = sup ReZ(ej,Ke;Ml,

(e 5
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where the supremum is over all orthonormal systems (e;) and (e}) in #H;. Thus, if (b)
is an orthonormal basis in H,, then

Re Y (e, (Tryg, [W1)(Wal)€)), =Y (e; @ b, W)y (U, € © b)py s

J 7.k
1/2 1/2
< (Z (e ® b, ‘1’1>H1®H2|2> (Z (Do, € @ bk>H1®H2|2>
7k 3.k
< Wil ems [Vl eme

where the last inequality comes from the orthonormality of (e; ® by) and (€} ® by).
Therefore the variational characterization of the trace norm yields (D.TJ).

PTOOf' Since TIHQ |f ®g><q)‘ = ‘f><<gv (I)>7-l2|7 we have
Y1 = Mgl IO =110, Rha| + (P, 9)ria) (] + Trz [2)( D).

By (D.I) and the assumptions the trace norm of each one of the three operators on
the right side is bounded by C?e2. This proves the first inequality in the lemma. The
second one is proved similarly. O

Finally, we show that the a2 error bound in Theorem (for times of order one)
is due to the fact that ¢, is time-dependent. The proof makes use of the fact that for
arbitrary normalized vectors a and b in a Hilbert space H one has

1/2
Try, [Ja)(al — D) (bl = 2 (1 = [{a, B)*) (D.2)
as is easily verified.

Proof of Lemma([1.4 Because of Theorem [L.2 it suffices to prove that there are ¢ > 0
and ¢ > 0 such that for all |{| < e and all @ > 1,

Trr ||W(0?@)Q) (W (a?0)Q| — [W(a®po)2) (W (aPp0)Q|| > ca™'|t].
According to Lemma [A.4] and (D.2)) this is equivalent to
1 — e @llec—eols — 1 — (9, W*(oz2g00)W(a2<pt)Q)}2 > (?/4)a 2.

Since ||¢r — poll2 S a™?|t| by Lemma 2]}, it suffices to prove that there are € > 0 and
¢ > 0 such that for all || < e and all a« > 1,

lee = oll2 = o™t

Since g + oy, Z 0, this will clearly follow if we can prove that for all [¢| < o? and
a>1
[0 — o + a2t (9o + 0y, )|, < Ca™22. (D.3)

To prove this, we use equation (L) for ¢; to write

t t
O — Py = / Osps ds = —ia ™2 / (s + 0y,)ds = —ia ™%t (pg + Oy) + 1
0 0
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with
t s
9
T = —iQ / / (831%1 + 8310%1) dsi ds.
0o Jo

By Lemma 2.1l and Proposition the £2-norm of the integrand of r; is bounded by
a constant uniformly in |s;| < a? and « > 1. This yields (D.3) and completes the
proof. O
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