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DYNAMICAL HARTREE-FOCK-BOGOLIUBOV
APPROXIMATION OF INTERACTING BOSONS

JACKY J. CHONG AND ZEHUA ZHAO

ABSTRACT. We consider a many-body Bosonic system with pairwise
particle interaction given by N3*~1y(N®z) where 0 < f < 1 and v
a non-negative spherically-symmetric function. Our main result is the
extension of the local-in-time Fock space approximation of the exact dy-
namics of squeezed states proved in [GMI7] for 0 < 8 < % to a global-
in-time approximation for 0 < § < 1. Our work can also be viewed as a
generalization of the results in [BCS17] to a more general set of initial
data that includes coherent states along with an improved error esti-
mate. The key ingredients in establishing the Fock space approximation
are the work of Grillakis and Machedon on the the local well-posedness
theory [GMT9], some recent established global estimates in [CGMZ20],
and our quantitative results on the uniform in N global well-posedness
of the time-dependent Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (TBHFB) system.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider a system of IV non-relativistic interacting spinless Bosons in
three dimensional space whose dynamics is governed by the N-body linear
Schrédinger equationﬂ

N
10 1
;E + jil —ij + N i>£j UN(xi — LL’]’) \I/N(t,xl, v ,LL’N) =0 (1.1)

where x; € R? and vy (x) = N3u(NPz). In particular, we work exclusively
in the setting of repulsive interaction.

The two main goals of this paper are to study of the global-in-time be-
havior of quantum fluctuations about the mean-field dynamics of (II]) and
provide a quantitative method for effectively tracking the evolution of the
many-body quantum system in state space. Unfortunately, the problem of
tracking the exact dynamics of Bosonic systems in state space with arbi-
trary initial data is still not tractable with the current available tools. See
[LGST5H] for a in-depth overview of the physics of ultracold Bose gas. Nev-
ertheless, if we restrict ourselves to a special class of initial data, such as
coherent states or, more generally, squeezed states, we are able to obtain

1We work under the assumption that A = 1 and 2m = 1, where m is the mass. However,
it would be interesting to incorporate /i in the calculation to see the explicit dependence
of I in our results. Moreover, as written, (II]) models a system of interacting particles in
the mean-field scaling. Cf. section 1.8 of [Goll6].
1
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some positive results in the direction of understanding the exact evolution
of the many-body quantum system in state space by means of studying its
effective dynamics.

Another interesting question that one could study is the range of the
short-range scaling parameter § associated with the interaction potential
vy, which was first introduced in [ESYQT7] as a way to model the different
length scales in the problem. More precisely, we adopt the convention of
setting the scale of the system to order one so that the density p of the
system is of order IN. Then the interaction potential vy has two length
scales: the range of vy and the scattering length of vy, denoted by 7y
and ay, respectively. Here, we see that ry ~ O(N—?) and ay ~ O(N71).
When g € (0,1), we are in the situation where ay < ry < 1. Then
the effective interaction potential of vy is given by ([ v)p where [wv is the
Born approximation of the two-body scattering process. However, when
B =1, also known as the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, we have ry ~ ay. Then
the effective two-body scattering is just the full two-body scattering process
that means the effective potential is given by 8mpan ~ O(1). See appendices
of [ESY07,, LSSY05] for more detail.

Physically speaking, for § € (0, %), we are in the situation where ay <

p_% L TN (p_% is called the mean inter-particle distance), which model
a weakly interacting dense gas. But, once € [%, 1), we enter the self-
interacting regime or sometimes called the weakly interacting diluted gas
regime, that is, ay < ry < p_%. A way to see that (I.I)) models a weakly
interacting gas when 8 € (0, 1) is by moving to the microscopic coordinates,
ie. (t,x) — (1,q) := (N?%t, NPz). Thence, we see that the particle system
is weakly coupled with the coupling constant being proportional to N8~1,
Let us remark that in three dimensional space the case § = 1 is the endpoint
case in the heuristic scaling analysis. In fact, when 8 = 1 the system can
model a dilute gas with rare but strong collisions, which suggests a more
refined analysis is needed since, heuristically, we can no longer treat the
interactions as a mere perturbation of the non-interaction case, or, at the
very least, not a small perturbation.

In recent years, many have contributed to the studies of effective dynamics
for many particle systems. In the case of § = 0 with repulsive Coulomb
interactions, Erdés and Yau in [EY0I] proved the qualitative result, via
the method of BBGKY hierarchy, that the one-particle marginal density

’y](\})t associated with the wave function ¥y ; with asymptotically factorized

initial state, i.e. Uy o — ¢®V as N — oo, converges to |¢;)(¢| in trace norm
in the mean-field limit of N — oo where ¢; satisfies the Hartree equation

10

1
T I

|-
Using the Fock space method introduced by Hepp in [Hep74] and subse-
quently extended by Ginibre and Velo in |[GV79al IGV79Db], Rodnianski and

o) = Aot + (el ol =0 (12)
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Schlein in [RS09] provided a rate of convergence of the one-particle mar-
ginal associated with the many-body quantum system towards the Hartree
dynamics in trace norm, that ig9,

Tr

) Kt
s~ et S T (1.3)

The estimate was later improved to eX*N~! in [ES09, [CLS1I] with the op-
timal exponent in N. Using a second-order correction Fock space method
introduced by Grillakis, Machedon and Margetis in [GMMI0L [GMMI11], Kuz
in [Kuzld] provides a rate of convergence of the many-body quantum sys-
tem to the Hartree dynamics in the sense of Fock space marginal densityﬁ.
Consequently, Kuz shown that

Vv1+t
Ni
which in turn establishes the validity of the approximation for time ¢ of the
order v/N. Similar results were derived in [FKS09, KP10] but the approaches

are completely different from the above methods.

For the case 0 < 8 < 1, Erdds, Schlein and Yau in a series of papers
[ESY06, [ESY07, [ESY10, [ESY09] showed qualitatively that the many-body
dynamics with asymptotically factorized initial data converges to the cubic
nonlinear Schrédinger dynamics when 0 < 8 < 1 or the Gross-Pitaevskii
dynamics when 8 = 1. More precisely, they proved that 71(\}7)1& converges to
|p¢) (@] in trace norm where ¢, satisfies

(f ) |26 fO<B<1
8malpy|* ¢y ifpg=1

with a being the scattering length corresponding to the potential v. Results
on the rate of convergence of Fock space marginals can be found in [KP10),
BdOS15, [ Kuzl15].

After identifying the mean-field dynamics, it is natural to study the quan-
tum fluctuations about it. A natural setting to account for the fluctuations
is in the Bosonic Fock space

Fi(h) = Ce& @) Sym (h®)

n>1

Tr (7, — loe) (@l | < (1.4)

0L, ) + Dgp(t, ) = { (1.5)

where h = L?(R?). Introducing F allows us to deal with states with varying
number of particles, which in our model are the excitation and condensate

2We adopt the standard notation A < B to mean there exists a constant, depending
on some parameters, such that A < CB.

30ne should note that the main result in Rodnianski and Schlein’s paper is their result
on the rate of convergence of the one-particle Fock marginal towards the Hartree dynamics.
Whereas, the significance of Kuz’s paper is that she was able to show that the mean-field
estimate is actually valid for a much longer period of time then most proceeding results
had indicated.
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elements. Recent works on the evolution of coherent states in Fock space
with quantum fluctuation can be found in [RS09, (GMM10, (GMM11l, [Chel2,
GM13al [GM13bl, [Kuzl5, [Kuz17, BCS17, INN17, [Cho20]. Hence, by account-
ing for some quantum fluctuations, one is able to track the evolution of the
coherent states in Fock space norm, which in effect allows one to obtain L?-
norm approximation of the evolution of many-body quantum system with
factorized initial data. We refer the reader to [LSSY05] [Gol16l (GMM17] for
a complete survey of the subject.

2. BACKGROUND AND MAIN RESULT

2.1. Notations and Earlier Results. In this section, we provide a brief
summary of the results obtained in [GM13al [GM17, (GM19] along with rele-
vant notations and rudimentary background materials on second quantiza-
tion necessary to capture the effects of quantum fluctuations about quasifree
stated]. The presentation is standard in the literature. For reference, the
reader may consult [Berl2 [Soll4].

Let us denote the one-particle base space by b := L?(R3, dx) endowed with
the inner product (-, ), that is linear in the second variable and conjugate
linear in the first variable. We define the symmetric (Bosonic) Fock space
over h to be the closure of

Fi(h) = Fo = C & P Sym(h®") (2.1)

n=1

with respect to the norm induced by the Fock inner product

(p,9) = @ovo + Z(Cﬁn, Vn)pen (2.2)

n=1

for every ¢ = (¢0,¢1,---),% = (Yo, %1,...) € Fs(h). The vacuum, denoted
by €, is defined to be the Fock vector (1,0,0,...) € Fs.
For every field ¢ € b, we can define the associated creation and annihi-

lation operators on Fg, denoted respectively by a*(¢) and a(¢), as follow

(a*(¢)¢)n($l7 ce, X)) 2:% Z (b(xj)l/Jn_l(xl, e T, , Tn) (2.3&)
j=1

(a(P)Y)n (21, ..., T0) :=vVn + 1/da: &(x)Ypi1(z 21, . 20)  (2.3D)

4Ct. Chapter 10 in [Soll4] for the definition of quasifree.
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on each sector with the property that a(¢)Q2 = 0. In particular, we could
define the corresponding creation and annihilation distribution-valued oper-
ators denote by a} and a, as follow

1 n

(ax)n == — 0 —xj)p_1(x1,. .., &j, .., Ty), (2.4a)
\/ﬁ; J 141 J

(az)n = Vn+ W1 (z, 21, ... 2p). (2.4b)

Hence, we have the relations

(@)= [ do (ola)at} and a(6) = [ do (o))
Let us note that the creation and annihilation operators a(¢) and a*(¢)
associated with the field ¢ are unbounded, densely defined, closed operators,
which are dual to one another. Moreover, one could formally verify the
pair (a}, a,) satisfies the canonical commutation relation (CCR): [az, ay] =
d(x —y), laz, ay] = [a},a] =0, and the number operator defined by

) %y

N = /dx ayag (2.5)

is a diagonal operator on Fs that counts the number of particles in each
sector; for instance, (N), = ni,.
For each ¢ € b, we associate a skew-Hermitian operator

A(¢) = a(¢) — a*(¢) (2.6)
and define the corresponding Weyl operator to be the unitary operator
e~VNA@) | Then the coherent state associated with ¢ is given by

Y() = e VNAOQ, (2.7)

Using the Baker-Campbell Hausdorff formula, one can show

() = (...,cn¢®”,...) with ¢, = <e_N”¢”f2)N”/n!) .

In this context, ¢ is called the condensate wave function and the Fock space
marginal associated with the approximation scheme e VNA(G) () where o =
¢(t) satisfies the cubic NLS offers a first-order (mean-field) approximation
to exact evolution of the coherent state in trace norm; see [RS09]. However,
to track the exact dynamics in Fock space, a first-order approximation is not
sufficient. We need to introduce the pair excitation function k(x,y) = k(y, )
and its corresponding quadratic operator B(k), called the squeezed operator,
given by

B(k) := /da:dy {k(z,y)aza, — k(x,y)azay,}. (2.8)
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From the pair excitation function, we concoct a new approximation scheme,
a second-order correctionf] to the mean-field approximation, given by

Pappron = €X(0) e~ VNAG) Bl ) (2.9)

where x(t) is some phase factor to be determined. With an appropriate
choice of evolution equations for ¢ and k, we will see that (2.9 will indeed
allows us to track the exact dynamics of the evolution of quasifree states in
Fock space. Hence we also refer to (2.9]) as the quasifree approximation.

For a fixed N € N, we are interested in the time evolution generated by
the Fock Hamiltonian OperatOI@ associated with IV on the Fock space, which
is a diagonal operator denoted by H , defined by its action on Fock vectors
of the form ¢ = (0,...,0,¥,,(z1,...,2,),0,...)

n 1 n
(HN)n = Z Agcj TN ZUN(QSZ' — 33]') v, = Hy Vs, (2.10)
j=1

i<j
For convenience, we drop the N subscript in H  since it should be clear from
the context. Rewrite H using creation and annihilation operators yields

H:=Ho— NV where (2.11a)

Ho = /dxdy {Az0(x —y)aya,} and (2.11b)
1 k%

V= 5 /d:z:dy {on(z — y)azayazay}. (2.11c¢)

In light of the Fock Hamiltonian, we are interested in studying the solution
to the following Cauchy problem in Fock space

10 .

P(0) = thy = o~ VNA(¢0) ,—B(ko) ()

(2.12)

which we shall formally write as
Yexact (£) = i VNA@0) ~Blko)gy (2.13)

Here 1 is usually referred to as a pure squeezed state, or more generally, a
quasifree state.

Let M = e VNAg—B, Following [GM13al, (GM17], we work with the
reduced dynamics, which is also called the fluctuation dynamics. More

5In the mathematical physics literature, e® is called the infinite-dimensional Segal-
Shale-Weil representation of the double cover of the group of symplectic matrices of in-
tegral operators. The elements of the corresponding C*-algebra are called Bogoliubov
transformations (cf. Chapter 4 of [Fol89] and Chapter 11 of [DG13]).

6We adopted the convention that H < 0, a non-positive operator, which could make
some of the signs in the paper not conventional when compare to the mathematical physics
literature.
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specifically, since M is a unitary operator then the error of the quasifree
approximation can be rewritten in terms of the reduced dynamics, that is,

| E ||}‘ = || Yexact (t) — ¢appr0>c(t) H]—' = || trea(t) — Q2 ||}‘ (2.14)
where

Yrea(t) = B VNA() gitH ,—VNA(go) ,~B(ko) () (2.15)

is called the reduced Fock vector. Therefore, to study the error, it suffices
to study the evolution of the reduced dynamics.

By direct computation, one can show that the evolution of 1,¢q is deter-
mined by the equation

%%wred = Hred¥rea Where Hyeq = l(@t/\/l*)/\/l + M*HM.  (2.16)

i

Hreq is called the reduced Hamiltonian. The reader should note that H,eq
is a fourth degree polynomial in ¢ and a*. Then we see that the error FE
satisfies the inhomogeneous equatio

10
- —Hieq | E = Hyea? 2.1
<i8t H d) Hred (2.17)
where
Hred2 = (Xo, X1, X2, X3,X4,0,0,...). (2.18)

Thus, to estimate the error and show that it is small, for large N, we need
to be able to control the forcing term H;eqf2 uniformly in N. However, it
has been shown in [GMI3al [GM13b] that X, X; and X» are heuristically
large since they are proportional to N, N 3 and constant, respectively. On
the other hand, X3 and X, are proportional to N =3 and N —1, respectively,
making them heuristically small when NV is sufficiently large.

Fortunately, Xy does not pose any serious problem. In fact, by simply
modifying our quasifree approximation by a phase factor is sufficient to get
rid of Xy in the forcing term (ZI8]), that is, if we consider the modified
approximation

Q;rod(t) = e_i fg Xo(s) dswred(t) (219)
then we see that the modified error E satisfies the equation
_ 19 _
SpE := (;a — Hrea + X0> (T;Z)red - Q) = Hreal2 — Xof2. (2'20)

The explicit form of Xy, also denoted by Xy := — Ny, is given in Proposition
6.1 of [GM13a]. Next, since we have the two degrees of freedom ¢ and k
from our approximation scheme, then we can handle X; and X5 by simply

"Here we made a slight abused of notation by identifying E with both %exact — Yapprox
and ¥req — 2. However, since our analysis only involves studying 1req — €2, the reader can
safely assume E = 1eq — €2 for the remainder of the paper.
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imposing the natural conditions that ¢; and k; must satisfy the abstract
equations
X1 =0 and X2 = 0. (2.21)

These equations were first explicitly computed in Theorem 7.1 of [GM13a]
(cf. appendix C of [BBCFSI6]).

To compactly write down the evolution equations for ¢; and k;, we need
to introduce some notations.

It turns out that the equations for k is most appropriately stated in terms
of the following set of fields

1 - 1 - -
Sh(k‘)::k—l—glcOkOk—l—gk‘Ok‘OkOk‘Ok—l—... (2.22a)
1- 1- _
Ch(k‘)::5—|—§k‘ok‘—|—zk‘ok‘ok‘ok‘—|—... (2.22b)
where o indicates composition, that is, the kernel of k o[ is given by
(kol)(z,y) = /dz k(x, 2)l(z,y). (2.23)

Adopting the convention of [GMI3al, we also use the notation u = sh(k)
and ¢ = ch(k) =6 + p.
Moreover, we define the operator kernels

At 2,y) = ot 2)6(t y) + % Sh(2k) (L, 2,1) (2.24a)
L(t,z,y) = gz_b(t,x)QS(t,y) + % <Mo sh(k:)) (t,z,y) (2.24b)

which will play paramount roles in our subsequent discussion. To reconcile
with some of the notations in the literature, in particular the notations of
[BBCESI6], we also adopt the notation o := uoc = 2sh(2k) and v =

Uo U= %(ch(2k) — ). It is convenient to consider the trace densityﬁ of I

1 1
diagr(tv :E) = N[nc(t7 l‘) + ’FL(L l‘)] = |¢(t7 l‘)|2 + N (ﬂ o u) (t7 xz, l‘)
(2.25)
and define the operator kernel

a(t,z,y) == (vy xdiag)(¢t, z)d(x — y) + vn(z — y)T'(t, 2, 9) (2.26a)
= (o *[0*)(t,2)d(z — y) + v (@ — y)o(t, 7)o (t, y)

+ %{(UN xn)(t,z)0(x —y) +on(z —y)(uo u)(t,:z:,y)}

= ac(ta$7y) +N_1d(t7$7y) (226b)

8When an integral operator F' is positive-definite, such as I', diag F', denoted the re-
striction of F' to the diagonal, is the trace density of F', that is tr F' = f F(z,z) dz. In
the physics literature, N diag I'(x) is called the total-number density and is often denoted
by n(z). Here we adopt the standard notation, n. and 7 denote the condensate density
and the non-condensate density, respectively, i.e. n(z) = n.(z) + n(x).
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and the multiplication

(wE)(t,2,y) = vn(z - y)F(t, z,y). (2.27)
Let us also define the following Schrédinger-type operators
10 10
_ 19 A -A -2 A 2.2
5+ =35 T (2:28)

where the latter is defined for either 6+1 or 3+1 dimensions, which will be
clear from the context, and their corresponding operators with “potentials”:
for any function s symmetric in (z,y), i.e. s(z,y) = s(y,z), and any function
p conjugate symmetric in (z,%), i.e. p(y,x) = p(x,y) or p’ = p where

pT(z,y) = p(y, ) denotes the transpose operator, we define
S(s) := S(s) + [aT, 5]+ (2.29a)
W(p) == S+(p) +[a", p] (2.29b)

where [A, B] := Ao B — B* o A* is the (skew-Hermitian) commutator and
[A,B]y := Ao B+ BT o AT is the symmetrization of the two operators A
and B.

Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 7.1 of [GM13a]). The equation X1 = 0 is equivalent
to

Sou(ar) = — [ {lox A0 0a) + 1 o)t |

(2.30a)
The equation Xo = 0 is equivalent to the pair of equations
S(sh(2k)) + [vnAs, ch(2k,)]4 = 0, (2.30b)
W (ch(2ky)) + [un Ar, sh(2ky)] = 0. (2.30c)
By imposing the system of equations (2.30]), we have reduced (2.20]) to
SrE = (0,0,0, X3, X4,0,...) (2.31)

which we could apply energy method (or Strichartz) to estimate F in Fock
space. If we write out X3 and X4 explicitly, up to symmetrization, normal-
ization and some lower-order terms, we see that

X3(t,z1, 22, 23) (2.32a)
dy1dys ———
~ ch(k)(x1,y1) ch(ke)(y2, x2)vn (Y1 — y2)ée(y2) sh(ke)(x3,y1)
VN
and
Xa(t, 21,22, 73, 4) (2.32b)
dy1dyo

N ch(ke) (21, y1) ch(ke)(ya, v2)vn (Y1 — y2) 0 (y2) sh(ke) (3, y1)-

The complete list of the error terms can be found in Section 5 of |[GMI13b].
Hence we would like to obtain uniform in N estimates for sh(k) and ch(k),
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which will in term show that the Fock space error tends to zero in the
particle limit N — oo. However, due to the singular nature of the forcing
term vy A in (2.30D) and (230d), this poses some inconvenience when trying
to estimate sh(2k) and ch(2k) uniformly in N for 5 € (0,1). It was shown in
[GM17] that k is best expressed in terms of auxiliary fields I' and A, which
are functions defined by (2.24]) in terms of k and ¢. In fact, it was shown
that I' and A can be viewed as the “generalized” (Fock space) marginal
density matrices for the pure quasifree state vy in (2.12]).

2.2. Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov System. To write down the alternative
system of nonlinear equations to (2.30]), we define the kernel of the marginal
density matrices £, , associated with the state 1approx, Which is sometimes
called the (m + n)-point correlation function, as follows

Lonn (Y1, Yms T1y oo, T)
1

= W<ay1 t aymwapproxy Agq 0 amn¢approx> (233)
1
where Pppn = ay, ---ay az - ag,. It is clear from the definition that

Ly n = Lnm- It is also straightforward to write down the evolution equa-
tions for £, ,, using ([2.10), that is,

1
0 (MUPM) = [Husa, MYPM] + MC [P, HM (2:342)
which means
10 1

7L = s (2 [Heea, MIPMIO) + QM [P HIME)) . (2:34D)

Notice the set of equations (2.34Dl) for different pairs (m,n) forms an infinite
linear hierarchy of coupled equatons where the evolution of each point cor-
relation function depends on other higher-order point correlation functions.
In the literature, (2.34D)) is refer to as the von Neuman-Landau equation.

Since Yapprox 1S @ quasifree state, then it can be shown that any (n 4+ m)-
point correlation functions for n + m > 3 can be expressed in terms of
the one-particle or two-particle Fock marginal densities, Lo 1, £1,1 and Lo 2.
Hence it suffices for us to study the evolution equations for Lo 1,£1,1 and
Lo 2. In fact, it was shown in [GMI7] that Lo3 = ¢, L1171 =T,Lo2 = A and
that their evolution equations form a closed system of nonlinear coupled
PDEs given by

{%% - Am} o) = - /dy {ov (21 =) (y,y)}o(1) (2.350)

_ / dy {vn (21 — y)(TC(y, 21) — B(y)d(21))d(y)}
- / dy {on (@1 — y)(A(z1,9) — 6()é(21)d())
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10 —

. / dy {(n(z1 — y) — vx (22 — ) A, 9)A(y, 22))

- / dy {(o (1 — ) — v (2 — ) (T(en, )Ty, 22) + Ty, )1, 22)))

+ 2/dy {(on (21 —y) — vn(z2 = 9)|o(W)* d(x1)d(22)}

10 1
{;E - Aml - Amz + N’UN($1 - 3)2)}1\($1,$2) (235C)

- / dy {(on (21 — ) + vn (@2 — 1)Ly A1, 22)}
= [y {(ontar = 9) + ox o2 = 1) (Aer, )T (w.22) + Tor, A@ )

+ 2/dy {(on (@1 —y) +on (@2 —y)e(y)Pd(z1)d(w2)}-

Notice we have suppressed the time dependence to compactify the nota-
tion. We refer to ([2.35]) as the time-dependent Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov
(TDHFB) system.

Remark 2.2. In the literature, the name TDHFB equations typically refers to
the coupled system (Z.30) where the pair interaction is given by the contact
interaction potential v(z) = god(x) for some coupling constant gg > 0 (In
the context of diluted gases, one has g9 = 4wa where a is some scattering
length). Furthermore, it is standard to express the equation for ¢ in terms

of & := v/N¢ then (Z30al) comes
S®(z1) = —go [ne(r1) + 27 (x1)] P(21) — gor(z1)P(x1) (2.36a)

where m(z1) := o(x1,21) = NA(x1,21) — |®(21)[?. The other two equations
(2.30b) and (2.30c)) can be neatly rewritten in terms of a matrix equaton of
~v and o as follows

10 N
_~R= * 2.
i@tR R, 3] (2.36b)
where R is the 2 x 2 matrix of operators with matrix kernel
(2, y) a(z,y) >
R(z,y) =1 _. 4 2.37
w0 = (3600 5 e (2:370)

and & has the matrix kernel

(a,y) = <(1) _01> <Aq4((:fc’7yy)) Ag((f:yyo (2.37b)
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with
G(z,y) == — Azd(x —y) + 2g0[nc(z) + n(2)]6(z — y) (2.38a)
M(z,y) = gol®(x)? +m(x)]6(z — y). (2.38D)

Moreover, the physical interpretation of (®,~,0) (or equivalently, (¢, ', A))
is as follows: The one-particle wave function ® is called the condensate
wave function which describes the behavior of the Bose-Einstein condensate
(BEC). On the other hand, v and ¢ describe the dynamics of sound waves, or
quasiparticles, in the quasifree approximation. In particular, n(x) = v(z, x)
determines the density of the “thermal cloud” of atoms, i.e. the excitation
density of the Bose gas. In the physics literature, n(x) = v(z, x) is called the
non-condensate density and m(x) = o(x, z) is called the anomalous density.

Remark 2.3. It has been shown in [BBCES16] that the evolution equations
for the higher Fock marginal densities can be written in terms of an effec-
tive nonlinear quadratic Hamiltonian parametrized by (¢,T",A) called the
Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) Hamiltonian, denoted by Hyrp; more pre-
cisely, we have the evolution equation

20 L = (M, e, P M), (2.30)
The HFB Hamiltonian is given explicitly by
Hurs = —Np + VNH; + Ho (2.40)
with
Hi = 2/dl’ {(on * ¢ p(@)a; + (vn * |¢]*)d(a)as} (241a)
Ho = — % /dmdy {2gT(az,y)a;ay +m(x,y)azay, +m(z,y)aza,} (2.41b)
where
9(@,y) == — Agd(x — y) + (v * diagI')(z)0(z — y) + (on D) (z, y)
(2.42a)
m(x,y) = (vyA)(z,y) = on(x — y)A(x,y). (2.42b)
Also note, by (2.34D]) and (2.39)), we have the relation
H + Hurp = MHyeqM™. (2.43)

Since we are interested in studying the uniform in N error bound of
the quasifree approximation, it is then instructive to take the formal large
particle limit, N — oo, to obtain the following equations

So(21) = — 2g0{T(x1,21) — |6(21)]*}d(21) — goA (w1, 21)d(w1)  (2.44a)
ST (x1,22) = — go{A(x1, 21)A(x1, 29) — A(x1, 22) (22, 22)}
—2g0{T (x1,21) — T (22, 22)}T (21, 22) (2.44Db)
+290{|o(z1)* — [d(x2)* (1) d(x2)
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SA(a:l, xg) = — go{A(azl, xl)P(xl, LEQ) + A(xg, azg)F(xl, xg)}
— 2g90{T' (1, 71) + ['(z2, 22) }A (21, 72) (2.44c)
+ 2g0{|d(x1) |* + |p(22) P} b (1) p(2)

for some constant gg. In many ways, system (2.44)) serves as a guiding light in
our studies of the uniform in IV estimates for the TDHFB system. In particu-
lar, as remarked in [GM19], the solution to the system (2:44]) is invariant un-
der the scaling Ap(A\2t, Az, Aza), N2T'(A%t, A1, Ax2), A2A(A2t, Axq, Axo), which
makes the limiting system energy critical. However, the reader should also
note that the scaling argument does not detect the collapse to the diag-
onal 1 = x9 involved in these equations. More precisely, by replacing
A2y, 21)A (21, 22) with |A(z1,29)|?, the system would still scale the same
way, but it is well known that going from |A(z1,22)|? to |A(x1,21)|? there
is a natural loss of regularity; see for instance the standard sharp trace
theorem or Lemma 5.1 in [GMI17] for the collapsing estimates of the linear
A and T" equations. Thus, it is arguable that the system (2.44]) is actually
energy-supercritical, which illustrates the formidability of obtaining uniform
in N global well-posedness and estimates for the TDHFB system (2.35)) in
energy space. Hence it seems desirable to first consider the well-posedness
of I and A in H'¢ Sobolev spaces for ¢ > 0. But even so, the situation
is not completely obvious since the conserved energy of the system scales
uniform in N like H' for A which poses the classical questions regarding the
growth of H'*¢ Sobolev norm of A. This question regarding the growth of
the Sobolev norm of A was recently studied by the authors in a joint work
with M. Grillakis and M. Machedon in [CGMZ20].

A more pressing question one might have is whether the TDHFB system
is even uniform in N locally well-posed. Indeed, the uniform in N local
well-posedness of the TDHFB system was proven in [GM19] for 0 < 8 < 1.
Let us summarize their result as follows.

We begin by defining the space of initial data. For every a > 0, we define
the space

X ={(¢,T,A) € H* X Hfjoypy X HSyn } (2.45)

with H* being the Sobolev space H*(R?), H&_  the Sobolev space H(R?x

R3) restricted to functions I' such that I'(x,y) = I'(y,z), and H*(R3 x R3)
restricted to functions A such that A(z,y) = A(y,x). Moreover, X“ is
endowed with the norm

(6., 8) e = 1{9)% | ogesy + || (Vo) @1+ 10 (V,)) 3T |

L2(R3xR3)

+ (Va1 +10 (9% 8| (2.46)

L2(R3 xR3)
where (D) = /1 + |DJ? is the standard bracket notation.

Theorem 2.4 (Grillakis & Machedon ’18). Assume v is a Schwartz function
with O supported in the unit ball, such that 0] < w with w a Schwartz
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function. Let 0 < < 1. Fix o > % so that 2a8 < 1 and choose R > 0.
Then there exists T = T(B,R), independent of N, and a corresponding
spacetime function space X, depending only on T and «, such that for any
given initial data

(¢07F07A0) € {(¢7F7A) S | || (¢7F7A) HXO‘ < R}7

there exists a unique mazximal mild solution to the time-dependent HF B sys-
tem (2.30), with initial data (¢o,To, No), satisfying

(¢4, T1, Ay) € C([0,T] — X) N Xr. (2.47)

Theorem 2.4] is an improvement of their previous local well-posedness
result in [GM17] for the case 0 < 3 < Z. The analysis of the case 0 < 8 < 1
is substantially more involved than the situation in [GM17]. However, the
result of [GM19] does not cover the Fock space approximation which was
addressed in [GM17], at least for small time. Let us also summarize their
earlier findings.

Theorem 2.5 (Grillakis & Machedon ’17). Assume v as in Theorem
and 0 < B < 2. Choose o > & such that 2a3 < 1. Then (238) is uniform
in N locally well-posed in X*. Moreover, suppose (¢, T, Ay) is a solution to
the HFB system with some smooth initial conditions (¢po, o, Ao) satisfying
the following regularity condition uniformly in N: for 0 <i<1,0< 5 <2

(V)0 VES(t )i | o gy S 1

<Vx>a<vy>aazvj I'(t, ')|t=0 ‘

Tty S

L2(dzdy) ™

<1

~

(2.48)

(V) (V) 01V, At g |

L2(dzdy)

<1
L2(dzdy) ™

Vi1 sh(2ho) (@, )|

Then there exist Ty > 0 (Tp ~ 1) independent of N, a phase function x(t),
depending on N, and some constant C = C(Tp, «, B) such that we have the
Fock space estimate

|

for all 0 <t <Tj.

Gt ,—VNA(0) g~ Blko) ) ez‘x(t>e—x/ﬁ(¢t)e—8(kt>QH < Cl (2.49)
F

=N

Remark 2.6. A crucial point to note in Theorem is the dependence on
the time derivative on the initial data (2.48)). As pointed out in Remark 2.6
of [GM17], the assumption of time derivative dependence of the initial data
rules out the case of coherent states, i.e. k(0,z,y) = 0.
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2.3. Main Results. Since the well-posedness theory of (2.35]) is stated in
Strichartz-type space, let us briefly review some basic notations. The space-
time function space endowed with the mixed norm

1
0o I\ a
H FHL‘Z(dt)LT(dm)LS(dy) = (/ dt </Rd dﬂj‘ H F(t,$7 ) HES(Rd)> >

where the triplet (g, r, s) satisfies the admissible condition % + g + g = d for
2 <gq,r,s < oo is called a Strichartz space.

Fix T > 0 and let ¢(t) be the characteristic functionf] on the interval
[0,T]. For our problem, we consider the function space X for the triplet
of functions X = (¢,I',A) equipped with the norm that is a sum of the
following norms

N7(9) = [[ (Va)“c(t)9 || Lo (aryr2 (dz) + || (Va) ()@ || L2 (aryzs (az)  (2-50a)
N (L) := [ (V) (V) “e(®)L | oo (ar) L2 (dedy) (2.50b)
+ V) (V) e || L2 (ar) 26 (dr) 2.2 (ay)
+ V) (V) e || L2 (ar) 26 (dy) L2 (da)
+SUP|| (V) 2| Va|2 ()T (t, 2, 2 + 2) || 2 (dran)

and

Nz (A) := [[(Va)* (V) () M| oo (at) L2 (dwdy) (2.50¢)

z

1
+sup || [0 % [c(t)A(t, 2,z + w)] || 22 (dtdw) -

Moreover, let us denote the space of triplets X; = (¢, 'y, A¢) where the
above norms are finite for any 0 < 7' < 00 by X 10c. Here, we also use

Nr(X) :=Nr(¢) + Np(I') + Nr(A). (2.51)
Let us state the first main result of our paper.
Theorem 2.7. Assume v is a non-negative Schwartz function satisfying the

condition that |0] < @ for some Schwartz function w. Let 0 < f < 1. Fiz
o> % so that 2a8 < 1 and choose R > 0. Then for any

(¢07F07A0) € {(¢7F7A) € X ’ ” (¢7P7A) HXO‘ < R}7

the corresponding local solution to the TDHFB system (2.38)) given by The-
orem [2.]] extends globally with Xy = (¢, 'y, A) € C([0,00) = XY) N Xog oc-

9The reader should be warned that ¢ has already been used to denote ch(k), but we
seldom use it. However, it should be clear from the context which function we are referring
to. Nevertheless, we will make explicit the distinction when ambiguity arises.
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Moreover, there exist constants C > 0, depending only on the initial data,
such that the following uniform in N a-priori estimate

Nr(X) < CT, (2.52)
holds for all T > 0.

In view of Theorem 2.7] we can obtain a global-in-time Fock space esti-
mate for the error of our quasifree approximation.

Theorem 2.8. Assume v as in Theorem [2.7. Let 0 < 8 < 1. Fiz oo > % s0
that 2a8 < 1. Let ¢,k be solutions to (235l with smooth initial conditions
oo, ko satisfying the following reqularity conditions: for 0 < j <2

(V) (Vi) V21 D0 |22 dway) + | (Va)* (V) VAo || 22 (deay)

. , (2.53)
+ 1 {Va)*Vido [l L2(de) + | Vigy sh(2ko) () |22 (ddy) S 1-

Then for some €' > 0, there exists a real phase function xo(t) depending on
N and constants C' = C(B,¢),k = k(e) > 0 such that

~ C
H wexact(t) - ¢appmx(t) H]—' § %@ (2.54)

for allt > 0.

Remark 2.9. Theorem 2.8 should be compared with Theorem 1.1 of [BCS17],
which also provides a global-in-time Fock space for the error between the
exact evolution and the effective evolution. In fact, our exponent for IV is
consistent with their exponent, which we believe to be sharp for the Fock
space estimate. However, the nature of the two results are very different. In
their work, the approximation scheme is given by

Yapprox () = €X0W = VNAWG) =BlEN W) 17, (£)0) (2.55)

where the pair excitation function ky (¢, z,y) is given explicitly and Uz n(t)
is the dynamics associated the a quadratic generator which depends on k.
Their form of kp is inspired by the fact that when 5 = 1 the ground state of
(L) exhibits a short-range correlation structure, which means the ground
state cannot be a simple tensor product. However, it is also known that for
B € (0,1) the ground state factorizes in the large particle limit (cf. Appendix
B in [ESY10]), which is not capture by (2.355]).

In contrast, Theorem 2.8 is much more flexible. It lets us start with
an uncorrelated system and study the dynamical formation of correlation
structures in the system. Furthermore, another feature of our result is that
by employing techniques from dispersive PDE theory we were able to get a
better growth rate in time for the error term in comparison to the standard
double exponential growth.
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3. GLOBAL ESTIMATES FOR THE TIME-DEPENDENT HFB EQUATIONS

In this section we prove, for a sufficiently small € > 0, the following
estimates

1 (V2) 25 (V,) 7 A () || 22(dray) < C (3.1a)
1 (V)2 F5(V,) 2T (8) || 2 (dgay) < C (3.1b)
(V)7 0(t) l2(dz) < C (3.1c)

hold uniformly in N for any fixed time ¢ > 0. The proof of estimates
(BIa)-(BId) relies on the conservation laws established in [GMI13a]. For
the reader’s convenience, we restate the conservation laws for the time-
dependent HFB system in the following proposition. Let us recall the total
particle number and energy, which we denoted by N and & respectively, can
be evaluated explicitly as follows:

N=N. {/d:n 6(2)[2 + /d:ndy e y)|2} (3.2a)

and

E=N- {/daz IVo(z)|* + % /dxdy V2 yu(z,y))? (3.2b)

+ 5w [ dadydz (e = y)ld()uly, 2) + d(y)ul, )

v / dedy vy (x — y) {2/A(e, )2 + [D(z,y)P + D(z,2)T(y, )} }

For the sake of compactness of notation, we have suppressed the dependence
on the time variable since it only plays a passive role in our studies of the
equations in this section.

Proposition 3.1 (Conservation Quantities). Suppose (¢(t),T'(t), A(t)) is a
smooth solution to (Z35) with v € L*(R) N C*(R). Then the total-particle
number and energy for the system are conserved.

Remark 3.2. The reader should be aware of the fact that we are assuming
that the energy per particle is constant and independent of N. More pre-
cisely, we make the assumption that A/ and £ are proportional to N for
some fixed N. In fact, we have that ' = N and £ ~ N or, equivalently,
N-E~ 1.

As an immediate corollary of the conservation quantities, we prove esti-

mate (3.1bl) and (3.1d).

Corollary 3.3. Let ¢(t) and I'(t) be smooth solutions to the time-dependent
HFB equations. Then, for any 0 < e < 1 5, we have the estimates

1 (Ve 25V 2T [| 2 () S 1
1
(V)2 "0(t) |l 1204wy S 1
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which hold uniformly in N and independent of t.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove estimate (3.1D)) since the prove of (B.Id) is similar.
By Proposition B.1] and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain the estimate

IT) | L2 dody) < 1190 122y + N7 T 0 e |2 (dray) (3.3a)
< bl oy + N7 1w 122 (deay) = 1
uniformly in ¢ and independent of N. Likewise, we see that
| VeVl 0) | p2auayy < NIVt 22+ N 71| Vaw |22 S 1. (33b)

Hence interpolating (3.3al) and (3.3D]) yields the desired result. O

In the remainder of this section, we shall prove that estimate (3.Ial) holds.
To this end, let us begin by making the observation that proving estimate
(BIa) is equivalent to establishing the estimate

— 1 1
N7Y (V)2 5(Vy) 2+ sh(2ke) [| 2 (aray) S C (3.4)

for some sufficiently small € > 0. Furthermore, to aid us in proving estimate
(B4)), we apply the operator identity

sh(2k) =2uoc=2u+2uop (3.5)
and the triangle inequality to obtain a preliminary estimate
1 1
1{Va)2 (V) 2 sh(2ke) || 22 (dzay)
1 1 1 1
S VL) (V) 2 s [ 12 aay) + 1V 2) 2T (V) 2 5 us 0 pe [l 12 (dway)
=: I, (t) + Lx(t).

Hence it remains to show that N~'I;(t) < C for i = 1,2.
To estimate I5(t), we use the following lemma

Lemma 3.4. We have the following estimates

N[ IVal219y B o e | <1

L2(dzdy) ™
Nt ” Vg o vypt ”LQ(dxdy) SJ 1 (3.6b)

, (3.6a)

where both are independent of time t. In particular, by interpolating esti-

mates [(3.6d) and (3.60), we obtain the estimate

N7 IV 55519, 2w o e | <1 (3.7)

L2(dody) ™

1
for any 0 <e < 3.

Proof. Using Plancherel identity and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we estab-
lish the estimate

1921519 3w ot (3.8)

L2(dzdy)

S || L ||L2(dxdy) || bt ||L2(d:cdy) + || Uy ||L2(dxdy) || vypt ||L2(dxdy) :
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Next, taking derivatives of the kernel of the operator identity
Wou=pop-+2p (3.9)
yields the operator identity

VeuoVyu=VypoVyp+ 2V, Vyp.
In particular, we have that
2
H Vu H%Q(dmdy) = || Vapo vyp + 2Vchyp Htr 2 H Vap ||L2(dxdy)

since both V,V,(pop+2p) and 2V, V,p are positive trace class operators.
Hence combining estimate (B.8]) with the conservation laws, we obtain the
estimate

<

<1
L2(dzdy) ™

— 1 1 —
N[ 190121V, [Bu o e | N Vst gy e sy S 1

Likewise, we have shown that
N7H Vaue o Vypt | paguay) S N7 Vaue |72 S 1.
O

Next, to estimate I1(t), we state a useful global estimate for the A, which
is established in our recent paper [CGMZ20]. See Theorem 1.1 and Theorem
1.2 in [CGMZ20].

Recall the equation for A(t) is given by
(S+V)A=—(vyA)oT' =T o (vyA) — (vnyT)oA— Ao (vnyT)  (3.10)
+2(on *[61) (@)d(2)d(y) + 2(vw * |6) (W) d(y)d(a) =: F
where vyA = vy (z — y)A(z, y) and

1
V= NNt (vn *xdiagI')(z) + (v * diagI')(y).
For the convenience of the reader, let us also recall the theorem.

Lemma 3.5 (Theorem 1.2 of [CGMZ20]). Let A(t) be a solution to the time-
dependent HFB equations. Then we have the following time-independent
global estimate

H vayA(t) ”L2(dxdy) S, ” v:vvyAO HLZ(dxdy) + N, (3~11)
where ¢y 1s a positive constant.

Remark 3.6. The positive power ¢y is chosen to be % in [CGMZ20|, which is
not optimal. One may apply other methods to improve (lower) this power.
But we will not explore this point in this paper since a positive power is
sufficient for our problem. See Remark
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Remark 3.7. The proof of Lemma tightly depends on a coordinate-
flexible Strichartz estimate and a bootstrap argument. (See Theorem 2.3, 2.4
and 2.5 in [CGMZ20].) Other ingredients include an interaction Morawetz
argument and a delicate analysis of the nonlinearity. We leave it to inter-
ested readers.

Moreover, by interpolation, we can obtain
Lemma 3.8. There exists eg > 0 such that
NIVl 25219, 2 ey < € (3.12)
for 0 < e <ego.
Proof. Applying Lemma and (B3] give us the estimate

N7 Ve Vyu(t) | 22 deay)

N7HVoVysh(2k) || 22 (azay) + N7 Vaw o Vi | 12 (deay)

I Vaed 172 () + | Ve VA | L2(azay) + N~ Vauwo Vyp |l L2 dzay)
14+ N,

I ZANRANRYAN

By interpolating the above inequality with the energy estimate

_ Lo _
NIVl 2IVy 2l 2 deay) S N7 Vet |22 (dzay (3.13)

< 1
vN
we have shown that there exists g > 0 such that
_ 1 1
N7 V|22 9, 2720 shi(ke) || 22 (daay) S C

where C' is a constant independent of N and ¢. In fact, we see that for all

O<e<egy= 2(T(1)+1) we have the estimate

_ 1 1 _1i(2¢
NIV 28V [2P5u(t) || 2 dpay) S N2 TE0TDE, (3.14)
O

Remark 3.9. Since we need 25(% + ) < 1, we need the assumption that
0<e< min(%, m) in our proof of the global well-posedness of the
TDHFB system. Noticing that we can choose € > 0 sufficiently small, a

positive power cg is enough.

4. GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE TDHFB SYSTEM

Let us introduce some notation that we will use in the proof of the uniform
in N global well-posedness of ([2.30) for 0 < 5 < 1.
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4.1. Dispersive Estimates. For the sake of completeness, we recall some
of the standard a-priori estimates for the I' and A equations proven in
[GM17, IGM19]. However, we will be more keen on keeping track of the
parameters used in [GM17, [GM19] to make some of their proofs more trans-
parent, which will be necessary when we prove our global well-posedness
statement.

Recall the definition of the X*? space (or sometimes known as the Bour-
gain space). In this paper, we take s = 0 and write X? = X%, Let us
denote S1 and S as in (2:28]). Then, we see that the spacetime symbol as-
sociated with S is 7+ |£]? — 5|2 and the spacetime symbol associated with
S is either 7 + [£]? + |n|? or 7 + |¢|?, depending on the context. We define
the norms

1 £l = || 4+ 167 = I Flr € |

L2(drdedn)
- 2 2\b 7
1 llxg = || 47+ 1€ + )2 Fr.m) | L2drdedn)
when d = 6 or that
B 26 F
I llxy, = H (r+ € (7€) ‘ L2(drde)

when d = 3. Here, fdenotes the spacetime Fourier transform defined by

f(r,&m) = / dtdady e THETTNY) £(¢ 2 ). (4.1)

See Chapter 2 of [Tao06] for an exposition of the topics.

Let us prove the following time localization lemma with characteristic
cutoff function which is a generalization of the smooth time-localization of
Lemma 2.11 in [Tao06].

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢(t) be the characteristic function of [0,1]. Suppose 0 <
T<1 and—%<b’§b<%, then we have

le(t/T)ullyw Sepw T [lullxo. (4.2a)
Likewise, we have the estimate
b—b'
le/Tyullyy Sepr T lullxy- (4.2b)

Proof. Let us define the convolution operator I(f)(t) := (c¢(-/T)*f)(7), then
it is clear that I is a L?-L? bounded operator since

I L) Nz2ary = I eC/T)f 2y < W 22 = 11 f lo2gar)-

Moreover, we see that |0%c(-/T)(7)| < |7|7'7F for k = 0,1. Then, by Corol-
lary of Theorem 2 in section V.4.2 in Stein, we see have the estimate

I L) 22 @(myar) S L2 r)an) (4.3)
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where w € Ajy; see chapter V of Stein for definition of A, spaces. In partic-
ular, it follows that

et/ Tyullxe Sep llullxe (4.4)

which is mainly what we need from this lemma.
Now to prove (42al), we decompose u into two parts

U= P>ttt Pryjeeppz< 1t
=: Pi(c(t/T)u) + Pa(c(t/T)u).

Then it follows
| c(t/T)Pru ||§(b’ = / | e(-/T) * Pru ||22(<T+|§|2+m|2>2b’d7)d£dn

S / | Pru Hiz((T+‘§‘2+m|2>2b/d7)d§dn
ST / 0z g upyean @

where the second inequality follows from the remark of Stein chapter V.6.4.
which states that |7]?* € Ay provided |b| < 3.
Finally, we see that

| Pow(t) [ 2 (agan) S |l dr (7, &) | 12 (dean)
(T4+€12+[nl2)<1/T

1
_1 — 2
ST ( / dr <T+I£I2+Inl2>2bleu(T,£,n)I2> 2 (agdn)
= T3 || Pyu |y

which means
2 T 2 2b 2
| e(t/T) Pau |%0 < /0 dt || Pou(t) 1B goyy S T2 Prulee (45)

Interpolating (£.5) with (4.4]) where u is replaced with Pou yields the desired
result. O

Here are some standard dispersive estimates which we will need later in

the section. The proofs of the following two lemmas can be found in section
4 of [GM19].

Lemma 4.2. Let § > % and q,r > 2 satisfy the admissible condition. Then
we have the estimates

| F' [ La(ar) Lr (dz) 22 (ay) Ssll F |l xs, and its dual estimate (4.6a)

” F HX*‘S 55” F ”Lq’ (dt)L™" (dz) L2 (dy)" (46b)
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Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < § < % and q,r > 2 such that % + % = 5_745. Then we

have
| F ”Lq(dt)Lr(dx)L2(dy) Ssll F'|lxs, and its dual estimate (4.7a)
” F HX*5 55“ F ”qu(dt)LT/(dx)Lz(dy)' (47b)

4.2. Global Well-posedness. Fix ¢ > 0 small enough and consider ¢(t) =
cr(t) the characteristic function on the interval I = [Ty, T;]. Then we define

1
N;(A) :=sup || (Vz)2 e c(t)A(t,z, 2 + 2) ”L2(dt)L2 (dz) (4.8a)

1
+ sup [10e]4 [c(@)A(t, 2, 2 + 2)] (| L2(at) L2 ()

+ 1 (Va) 24V, ) 248 A || oo () 2 (o)
+ 11 (V) 3 (V,) 558 A || 12 a6 () 22 )
+ 1 (V) 25(V) 2 e(t) A || 2ty 6 ay) 2 )

NI(D) = sup ||Vl 3{Va) ()T (12,7 + 2) (a2 (4.8b)
+ 11 (V) 25(9,) 256t || oo aty 22 oy
+[{(Va)2HE(V, ) 3 ()T |22 (dt) L6 (d) L2 (dy)

+ 1 (Va) 245V, 24T | 2 s )220
N (9) = | (Va)25e(t)d | oo (ary 22 () + | (Vi) 56t || 12t 15 o)

(4.8¢)
Like before, we denote the sum of the three norms by
N;(X) := Nr(¢) + Ni(I') + Ny (A). (4.9)
If I = [To,Th] = [0,T] then we recover Np(X) = N;(X). Moreover, we
adopt the notation
N;(DX) :=N;(D¢) + N;(DT') + N;(DA) (4.10)

for any differential operator D.

The goal of this section is to prove the global well-posedness of solutions
for the time-dependent HFB equations. However, it suffices to prove an
a-priori estimate of the form

N7 (X) < F(T) (4.11)

for some positive real-valued function F' defined on all of [0, c0).
Let us now recall some propositions from [GM19], which are modified by
Lemma[£.1l For the ¢ and I' equations, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4 (Proposition 3.7 in [GM19]). Let c(t) be the characteristic
function on I = [Ty, T1] such that Ty — Ty < 1. Suppose ¢(t) and I'(t) are
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solutions to
S.I'=F, I(Ty) =T,
S¢=f, ¢(To) = ¢o.
Then for any § > 0 we have the estimates
N (D) sl (Va) 2 (V)20 [l 2(avay) (4.122)
FHVa) 2 5(T,) e F |

1
,§+5
+

N1(@) Soll (V) 700 lr2qanay) + | (Va) T f 1| o yose (412b)

For the A equations, with the potential %’UN(.Z' — y)A, we have the fol-
lowing proposition, which is also the main result of [GMI9].

Proposition 4.5 (Theorem 3.8 in [GM19]). Assume c(t) as in Proposition
[44 Let 0 < B < 1. Suppose A(t) is a solution to

<S + %’L)N($ - y)> A=F, A0)=Ay. (4.13)
Then for all § > 0 sufficiently small, the following estimate
N;(A) (4.14)
So 11{Va) T, 27 Ao [l 2(dnay) + | (V) TH(T) T2 F ||y s
- min { [ (V,)5759,)°Ct)F |y, [1(V2)(0,) 3T F ||y s |
holds uniformly in N.
We begin by proving couple lemmas to aid us in establishing (Z1T).

Lemma 4.6 (sharp trace-type lemma). Let f € S(R3 x R3). Then the
following estimate holds

1.
| IV2|? diag f ||L2(d:c) SIVeVyf ||L2(dxdy) . (4.15)
Proof. Note that
— 1 n
diag f(§) = W/dﬁ f(E—mn,n).

Then, by Plancherel and Cauchy Schwarz, we have the estimate
2

119 ding £ Baqary ~ [ e I¢ \ [ an i€ =nn)

S s A() / dedn |€12 02| Fe.n) 2

where

€|
A€) = [ dp — 5
©) / Tle=nPmP
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Hence, to complete the proof, it suffices to show sup, A() < .
Let us evaluate the integral A(§) into each of the following three regions:

Ry = {3l¢] < [n| < 2I¢]}, R = {5l¢] < In — €] < 2I¢]}, and Ry = {|n| >
2¢| or |np —&| > 2[¢|}. Then, we see that

€] 1 dn
an —__ <1 _M<q
/Rl 1€ =022 ~ &l Jie—ni<sie 1§ —nl?

and likewise for Ry. For the region R3, we see that |n| > |£| and 2| — n| >
|€ —n| + [£] > |n|, which means

€] / el -
dn ——5— S dn <L
s E=nlPPR Y Jysie | It
Thus, we have that sup, A(¢) < oc. O

Lemma 4.7. Let (¢(t),T(t), A(t)) be a solution to (Z33) and I = [Ty, T1].
Then there exists § > 0 such that we have the following estimates

N;(X) < (data) + |T|°N(X). (4.16)

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the proof of estimate (4I6]) for I" and A since
the proof for ¢ is similar. Recall the equation for I' is given by

Sif = — (UNA) o J_X + Ao (UNJ_X) — (UNF) o f + f o (UNF)
— (vy *diagD) - T + T - (v * diagT) (4.17)
+2(uw * [8]7) - [9)(0] = 2[¢)(¢] - (vw * [¢]*) =: F.

Then, by Proposition 4.4l and Lemma 4.3 we have that for any 0 < 0 < §
the following estimate holds

NI(T) S (Va2 (V) 2T (To, ) || 22 (dmay)
@t
1
S (V)24 (V) 3T (To, ) |l 12 doay)
|| (V) 2t (v,

( )F HLZ dt L?+(d:c)L2(dy).

Here, the symbol 6—1— denotes a fixed number slightly bigger than ¢ = with
6

dependence on ¢, in fact, 5+ sy
For the forcing term T' - (vy * diagT'), we apply Young’s convolution in-
equality, Sobolev inequality, and Corollary B3] to obtain the estimate

1 1
| (V)2 te(V,)2 [T - (vy * diagT)] HL2(I L8 (d) L2 (dy)

1 _
S V) 25T || oo (1) L3+ (day 12 () | (V )2t “diag T'[| L2 (1) 12 (da)

1 1=
+ 1 {Va) 25V ) 27T || oo (1) 12 (aay) | 188 T[] 21y L3+ ()
< Ng(I),
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where 3+ = 2=, Next, for the forcing term A o (vyA), we apply Kato-

1—¢
Ponce, Sobolev, and estimate ([B.Ic) from the previous section to obtain the

estimate

1 1 x
1{Va)2=(Vy)2 5[ o (uyA)] HL2(I)L%+(dx)L2(dy)

1.+ 1
S /dz on () (Ve) 2 A, 2 = 2)(Vy) 2 M@ = 2 9) ]y 84 o r2gay)

- 1 1
+ /dz UN(Z)H A(x,x - Z)<vx>2+6<vy>2+EA(‘T - Zvy) |’L2(I)L%+(dm)L2(dy)
1 — 1
S /dz on (2) ]| <Vw>§+EA(fEafE —z) ||L2(dtd:c)|| <Vy>§+EA ||L°°(I)L3+(dm)L2(dy)

1 1
+ /dZ on ()| Az, 2 — 2) || L2 () 13+ () | (V) 2TV y) 27N || oo (1) L2 (dy)
S Nr(A).
The remaining nonlinear terms (vyT) o T' and (vy * |¢]?) - [¢){¢| can be
handled in a similar manner. Thus, we have shown

e—26

N;(T) < Co(To) + I 2 Ny(X).

Next, let us recall the equation for A given by

— (vyA)oT —T o (vyA) — (vnT) o A — Ao (vnT)
+ 20y #[6°) 0 ® 6 —20@ ¢ (un * |¢*) = G-

To estimate A, we employ Proposition [£5]and LemmalL3]to get the estimate

1
Nr(A) S (V)2 H5 (V) 7 A(To, ) || 12 (deay)
1 1
1(V2) 2 (9,) 24 G

L8+ (dz)L2(dy)
e=2§ 1
I i <H Vo) V) =GN 1y 2 gy

lJ’_E €
1(V2)2T5(V,) G\IL%(I>Lz(dxdy>>‘

Hence, to complete the proof, it suffices to estimate (Vx>€(vy>%+EG in
L%(I)L2(dxdy) since || <vx>%+€<vy>%+€G | can be handled

in a similar manner like T".

L2(DLEH (de) L2 (dy)
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Let us consider the forcing term (vy * diagI') - A. Then, by Kato-Ponce
and Sobolev inequalities, we have that

1 .
[(V2)*(Vy) 2 [(vn * diagT) - A] 14 (12 day)

. 1
SNAV2)® diag Tl 2y 2s- ()|l (Vo) 2 A La (1) 6+ (d) L2 (ay)
. 1
+ || diag || 21y 23 (d) | (V)T (Viy) 2T A | £ (1) 26 (d) 12 ay)
. 1 1
S V) Vel diag T [| 21y £2(aw) || (V) 275V y) 275 A | 14 (1) 13 () £2 ()
Finally, by Lemma and Corollary 3.3 we obtain the estimate

1 . 1
{725V < (o diag T AV g oy S IENHA).

Next, let us consider the forcing term (vyA) o I'. By Kato-Ponce, Sobolev
inequalities, and conservation of energy, we have that

1
” <Vx>a<vy>2+a[(UNA) © P] ”L%(I)LQ(dxdy)

1
< / dz on (V) A, 7 — 2) |2z | (Vo) 3T Lot 2o oy i)

1
+ /dz on (2)| A,z = 2) | 20y po+ (an) | (V)T (V) 27T || pa () 16— () 12 (ay)

< |I)AN7(A).

The remaining forcing terms can be handled in a similar fashion. Hence it
follows

e—26
Ni(A) S Co(To) + ]2 Ny(X)
which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Next we aim to obtain a-priori estimates of the form (4.IT).

Proposition 4.8. Let T > 0. Assume (¢(t),I'(t), A(t)) is a solution to the
time-dependent HF B system, then we have the following a-priori estimate

Nr(X) < (data) + T. (4.19)

Proof. Proposition [4.7] implies that for an interval with length similar to 1,

N7(X) S(aatay 1- (4.20)

We may split the interval [0,7] into M intervals I; where M ~ T and the

length of each interval I; is less than % Then we sum the norms Ny, (X) up
which explains this proposition. O

Now Theorem 2.7] follows. In particular, we obtained the linear-in-time
control for N7 (X).

Lemma 4.9. Let (¢(t),T'(t), A(t)) be a solution to (238 and I = [Ty, T1].
Then there exists § > 0 such that we have the following estimates

N1 (VaiyX) S CL(T) + "N (X)N7(Vapy X) (4.21a)
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where
Gy (T) = ” (Vﬂ]ﬁ(T, ')7 vx-l—yP(Tv ')7 VSH-yA(T? )) HXO‘ : (4'21b)
Here, we use the notation Vi, =V, + V,.
Proof. Taking the V., derivative of (3.10]) yields
(S+ N7un) VayyA = — (unA) 0 Vo T — (vn # diagT) - Vg yA
+ similar terms =: F.

Note that we used the fact that Vi, commutes with N~loy(z — y), i.e.
[Vaiys N"toy(z — y)] = 0. By the same argument as in Lemma 7], we
have the estimate

20
|

N (VaryA) S CLTY) + 1|77 (| (Va)2 (V)2 F |

L2(DLEH (dz) L2 (dy)”

We shall look at two generic cases, as stated above, to deduce (£.2Ial). In
the first case, we estimate the term (vyA) o Vg4 I', which goes as follows

1 1
(V)2 (V) 27 (unA) 0 Vpry T 22 8+ (@) r2ay

1 1
& /dz on (V) 2 Az = 2) (V)7 Vs D@ = 209 | gy 85 gy 2y

1 1
+ /dz UN(Z)H A(x,x - Z)<vx>2+€<vy>2+€vx+yr(x - Z7y) HL2(I)L%+(dx)L2(dy)

1 1 1
S /dz on ()| (V)2 P A (@, 2 — 2) |12 p2 )] (Va) 275 (V) 27 Vg y Ul oo (1) L2 (dady)

1 1
+ /dz on (2) | Az, @ — 2) | p2(ny Lo+ (o)l (V) 2TV 2T Vi U | Loo (1) L2 (dwdy)
S Nr(A)N7(Vayy D).
In the second case, we estimate the term (vy * diagI') - V4, A as follows

1 1 .
[{Va)275(Vy) 2 ¥ (o + diagT) - VayyA] 2028+ o2 ay)

1 . 1
S I ow # (V) 27 diag T) - (V)2 " Vg ALy g 4o

1| (o # (V)27 dingT) - (V) 355V A |,
S Ni(D)N7(VagyA).

Hence, combining the above estimates yields

L8+ (dz)L2(dy)

e—26

N;(VayyA) S C1(To) + [I]72 {N7(A)N;(Vapy L)
+ N;(Varg A)N(T) + N(Vpy )N (6)}

< OL(Ty) + 17 N (XN (Vs X).

Similarly, we can show

e—26

N7 (VeyI') S Ci1(To) + |I] 2

N (X)N7(VgyyX)
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and
e—26
N (Veiyd) S C1(To) + [I[ 2 Ni(X)N(Vayy X).
Therefore, summing up the three inequalities yields (£.2Tal). O

Using the above lemma we could again prove an a-priori growth estimates
for the norm of V4, X.

Proposition 4.10. Let T > 0. Suppose (¢(t),T'(t), A(t)) is a solution to the
TDHFB system, then we have the following uniform in N a-priori estimate

N7 (Vg X) S exp (kT) (4.22a)
for some k > 0, which are independent of T.

Proof. Proposition 4.7 and Proposition [£.9]imply that for an interval I with
length similar to 1,

NI(V:H-yX) g(data) 1. (423)
Here we note that for this case, the C1(T') is not conserved, which is different
from Proposition 4.8 Next we split the interval [0,7] into M’ intervals
I; = [T;,T;41] where M ~ T and the length of each interval I; is less than
%. On each interval,

Ny, (Vary X) S Co(T3). (4.24)
Summing them up, we have
Nr(VaiyX) S SONL(Vaiy X) S CUT) + S Ci(T). (4.25)

K3 K3

By switching to the continuous T-variable , we obtain the estimate

T
NT(Vm+yX) S Cl(To) —I—/ dr NT(VHyX).
0

Finally, applying Gronwall’s inequality yields
N7 (VityX) S Ci1(To) exp (oT),
which explains this proposition. U

Let us conclude this section with some a-priori estimates for the higher
order derivatives of (¢,I", A) which we will later use to estimate sh(2k).

Lemma 4.11. Let (¢(t),I'(t), A(t)) be a solution to [238]) and I = [Ty, T1].
Then there exists § > 0 such that for j > 2 we have the estimates

[/2]
NIV, X) S5 C(To) + 1P S Ny(Vh, XONY(VIL %) (4.26a)
=0
where
Oj (T) = || (ngqb(T’ ')7 Vgc-i—yF(Tv ')7 v?{:—i—yA(Tv )) ||Xa . (427)

In particular, for |I| sufficiently small, we have that

N1 (V)4 X) < Ci(Th). (4.28)
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma O

Proposition 4.12. Let T > 0. Suppose (¢(t),['(t),A(t)) is a solution to
the TDHFB system. Then there exists a constant k > 0, depending on j
and independent of T', such that we have the following uniform in N a-priori
estimate

N7(V],X) < exp (kT). (4.29)

Proof. The proof is an induction argument. It is similar to the proof of
Lemma 10 so we omit it. O

5. ESTIMATES FOR sh(2k) AND ch(2k)

In order to obtain Fock space estimates for the error terms in our quasifree-
approximation, we need to establish estimates for sh(2k) and ch(2k).
Recall the equation for sh(2k) is given by

S(sh(2k)) = — 2vn(z — y)A — (vnA) o p2 — P2 o (uNA)
— ((vy xdiagT)(x) + (vy * diagT')(y)) sh(2k) (5.1a)
— (vnT') osh(2k) — sh(2k) o (vnT).

Since ch(2k) = d(z — y) + p2 then we could simply write an equation for po
instead, that is

S+ (p2) = — (vyA) osh(2k) + sh(2k) o (vyA)

— ((vy xdiagT)(x) — (vy x diag ) (y))D2 (5.1b)

— (unT') 0 p2 + P2 o (unT).
Remark 5.1. The main difficulty one faces when handling (G.1al) and (5.1h)
is in controlling the singular potential term vy A of the sh(2k) equation. In
a former version of the paper, we required a bounded on the time-derivative
of the initial which greatly limited the kind of initial data that we could
study. In particular, the requirement of bounded one time-derivative rules

out the possibility of studying the case k(0) = 0, i.e. the coherent state case
(c.f. Remark 2.6 in [GM17]).

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.2. Let sh(2k) satisfies ([dal) with nitial conditions given by
the Nonlinear Theorem. Then for j = 0,1,2 we have the estimates

H Vgc—i—y Sh(2k7)(tv “ ) ||L2 (dzdy) 5 eXp(K’T) (523)
| Visy sh(2k)(t, -, ) [ 2 jo.77) 28 (do) L2 (ay) S €xP(KT) (5.2b)
sup || sh(2k)(x, ) [|12(az) S exp(sT) (5.2¢)

for some constant k > 0 and uniform in t on the interval [0,T]. Similar
estimates hold for ps.

As an immediate consequence, we have the following corollary.



DYNAMICAL HARTREE-FOCK-BOGOLIUBOV APPROXIMATION 31

Corollary 5.3. Suppose (¢(t),k(t)) satisfies (Z30). Then there is some
constant k > 0 such that the following estimates

” u(tv ) ”L2 (dzdy) S exp (HT) (53&)
[ p(ts s ) 22 (deay) S exp (KT) (5.3b)
sup || u(t, z,) |12 ay) < exp (k1) (5.3¢)
sup || p(t, ) |2(ay) S exp (kT) (5.3d)

hold uniformly in N on the interval [0,T)].

Proof. Let us recall that ch(k) = § 4+ p is an invertible operator since p is
bounded (semi)positive-definite operator. In fact, we have

1 f 2wy S (Frch(R)f) = | ch(k) ™ [lop S 1. (5.4)
Hence, using the identity (8.5) and Theorem [5.2] it follows
u(t 1) 2oy S 1 ea(8)™ ol ShRNE ) 1202
< exp (kT).
Likewise, using identity (3.9]), we see that
[ p(t: ) L2 (dedy) S N0ty ) (L2 (dedy) S €xp (KT) .

To prove the remaining inequalities, we will use a duality argument. Ob-
serve we have that
| || oo (day L2 (dy) = sup dzdy u(z,y)f(z,y)
17121 (g 22 (ay) =1

< s | [ dsdsdy sh0(@,2) () ) )
121 ey 2 (ayy =1
< s [ @0 ] ) fopll £ 2y

|| f ||L1(dzc)L2(dy):1
< sup || sh(2k)(z, ) |12 (az)-
xX
Hence the result follows. The estimate for p follows from the identity ps o
(6+ %p)_l = 4p. O
We also have the following corollary of the above corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Let (¢(t),k(t)) solves [230). Then we have the following
uniform in N endpoint Strichartz estimates
w220,y 26 (da) L2 (dy) S exP(KT), (5.5a)
212 0,7 L6 (o) L2 (dy) S exP(KT). (5.5b)

The proof of Corollary [5.4] will be postponed till the end of the section
since the crux of the argument follows from the proof of Theorem
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Remark 5.5. The reader should note that by interpolating (5.2a)) and (5.2D))
we recover all the Strichartz estimates of the form LIL"L?, where (q,7) is
an admissible pair, for sh(2k). Likewise, we have all the Strichartz estimates
for u and p.

Proposition 5.6. Let 50 be the solution to

S(s%) = —2un(z —y)A

0 (5.6)
54(0,z,y) = sh(2k)(0,z,y).
Then we have the estimate
0 0 2
H Sa HLOO([O,T})L2(dmdy) + H Sa HL2([0,T])L6(dm)L2(dy) S1+T
for some constant k independent of T'. Moreover, we also have
| Vgchysg ||L2(dgcdy) + || Vg:+y82 ||L2([0,T})L6(dx)L2(dy) < exp (k7)) (5.7)

forj =1,2.

Lemma 5.7. Let b > 0 and c(t) is the characteristic function on [0,T]
where T' > 1. Suppose we have

A= / ds c(t — 5)ei(=92e p(s) (5.8)
then it follows
A lxe <o Tl F || xo-1- (5.9)

Proof. Let F denote the spacetime Fourier transform, then we see that

F ( /_ " ds oft s)ei(t‘sm’yF(S))

_ / " dt et / " ds ot — s)e=i =P+ Fi(5)

(o @]
= (T + €7 + ) F (7, €,m).
In particular, we have the estimate
sin(37(1 +[€]° + [n*))

er+ €2+ P <
e+ e+ ) 5 | I LEEE

ST+ €+ n*)

Then the result follows. O
To prove Proposition [(.6] it suffices to show the following proposition.

Proposition 5.8. Suppose c(t) is the characteristic function of I = [0,T]
and let

E(t,z,y) = / - c(t — )% (¢(s)oy (z — y)A(s)) ds. (5.10)

—0o0
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Then we have the estimate
| Bl oo 1y r2(dzdy) + 11 E | 200y 16 (a2 12 (ay)

< Tsup H (\&t]%rE + \Vx]%+€)A(t,a:,a: + 2) ‘

~

(5.11)

L2(I) L2 (dx)

It is helpful to rewrite

un(z —y)A(s)

T+y+z r+y—=z
2 ’ 2

I
S8
I
<
=

—~
N

~—

By

8

|

<

|

J
-
RN
»

_. /dz on ()0 —y — 2)fu(s, 4 1). (5.12)
Then let us define
E.(t,x,y) = / " ds ot — 5)e 2 (e(s)6(x —y — 2) fo(s, 2+ y)) (5.13)
and write )
Blt,z,y) / dz ox () Ea(t, 7, ). (5.14)

The following lemmas provide uniform in z estimates for F,.

Lemma 5.9. Fiz z and § > 0. Then we have the estimates

L 1
olitep . < TH@ 7+Ez‘
H | t|4 ‘5_77‘>>|T+|§+77|2‘% X%76 ~6 | t|4 f L2(I)L2(d1‘)
(5.15a)
l+gP < TH lie
H‘V”Vy’g e-nisirsietnt 2 lg-s 58 T Vel gy
(5.15b)

Proof. Applying Lemma (5.7 to ]E?t\iJrEPEZ yields

10142y .

i ST[ 10 (Prese —y = s+ o) |4,

where Pys is a short hand for the projection operator P 1.
|E—n|>|7+|€+nl2|2

Directly computing the spacetime Fourier transform of the RHS gives us

1 2
|10+ Pres@ —y = ) Ltz + ) |4,
S
< / d T2 efo(r, € + )P
~ 3
=l |r-+e+n]2/ 2 (r+]E+n2+1g—nP2)2t®

< [araie +n) T g ) [ al
~ ’ 20 {1+ &+ nf2+ p2)2t2

[e.e]

where a := |7+ |£ + 77|2|%. Hence it remains to evaluate the integral in p.
There are two cases: either 7+ |¢ +n|> > 0 or 7+ |£€ + 7|?> < 0. Both cases
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are essentially the same. In the latter case, we have

/°° p2dp </°° pidp <1
2 (1+]a2—p2))372 “Jo (14 p2)520 7

The proof of (5.15D) is similar. O

In the region |¢ —1n| < a, we further subdivide into the cases 7+|£+7[? > 0
and 7+ |+ 12 < 0.

Lemma 5.10. Fiz z and § > 0. Then we have the estimate

1
s ST 1aeer)

10415 Pe_sjarongrsie-rnizo) B :
M K L2(dtd)

(5.16a)

1
1o ST||IVal57(efe)

1
1y
H IV + V2 Ple i <aynir+letnf2>0y B2 L2y’

(5.16b)

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma It suffices to just
bound the integral

2a 2d 2a 2d
/ pdp 5/ e oy
0 (14+a2+p2)22 " Jo (1+4a2)2

Hence we have
1
H ‘8t’1+€P1”Ez

b S D[ 13l (er) |

L2(dtdz)
where Py := Ple—pisapnir+ie+nl2>0)- -

Lemma 5.11. Fiz z and 0 < § < % Then we have the estimate

1 1
| Prle—nzarnirtietnz <0y Bz | o35 So T H (18:]37F + [V [279) (cf>)

L2(dtdz)
(5.17)
Proof. Again, applying Lemma [5.7] yields
I RE: | 345 S Tl Paco(z —y—2)fos,x+y) 146

where P denotes the projection operator Pyje_y|<qyn{r+|¢-+n|2<0}-
Take the spacetime Fourier transform of the RHS gives us

|| P2C(S(x - Y- Z)fz(s,ﬂf + y) ||§{7%+5
lef=(7,€ + )]
< drd&d
~ /Iﬁ—nlf,a dn (T+1E+n2+6— 77|2>1_25

2a 2
~ 2 p~dp
S /de(g-l-U) |sz(7—7£+77)| /0 (1+ \a2 _p2‘)1—25‘

Hence, it suffices to estimate the integral in p. Observe we have

/2a p>dp . /a a’du g4
o (L4la?=p2)1=2 % Jp (1+au)=20 "~
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which completes our proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition[5.8. Write E = PE + PoE where P, = Py, + Pyo.
Then, by Minkowski and Sobolev inequalites, we have

1
| cE ||L°°(dt)L2(dxdy) S (/U) Sgp 10|75 e(t) PLE, | La-< (at) L2 (dzdy)

([ 05 )P N a2t
z
Now, by Lemma (c.f. Lemma 2.9 in [Tao06]), we have the estimate
1
1B a2y S 50l U FF2CPEL |y s+ sup | cPaE |

where § = @. Finally, combining Lemma [5.9H5.TT], we obtain the desired

estimate

. 1
1B | oo at) 12 (dwdy) S Tsup H [i0: — D17 cA(t 2,7 + 2) ‘ L2 (dtdz)

For the other endpoint, we use “Sobolev at an angle” (c.f. Lemma 8.3 in
[GM19]) then it follows
1
1B\l L2 (a8 (dayr2(ay) S I (Vo + V) 2¢PLE || 2 (a1 13 (dz) 12 (dy)
+ 1| ePaE || £2(at) 16 (da) L2 (dy)
1
S Ve +Vy)2ePE HX?lV‘S + [ e E ||X%-+6‘

Then estimate (G.11)) follows. O

Next, we include some potential terms from (5.1a]) to (5.6]). Let us start
with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.12. Consider the “potential” operator with kernel
V(u)(z,y) == ((on *diagT')(x) + (vn * diag I') (y))u(z, y)

+(onT) o u(z.y) +uo (nT)(r.v). 1%
Let us also define
(Q2V)(u) := ((vn * & diagI')(z) + (vy * diag T)(y))u (5.19a)
— NI (T) ou —uowpnT,
(BV)(u) := ((vn * diagT)(w) + (vy + & diag T)(y))u (5.19b)

— oyl ou —uowvyIF(T)

where TV (D) (z,y) = (Vi+yf)(x,y). Then, for j > 0 and interval I =

[To, T1], we have the following uniform in N estimates

1@ V) (W) |12 (ry22(aedy) S Ni(Va Dl e ryrs@n 2@y (5-20)
[ (07V)(u) S Ni(Vogy Dl w ll oo (1) 22 (dwdy) - (5.21)

6
5

”LQ(I)L (dz)L? (dy)
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Proof. It suffices to consider the case j = 1. Moreover, it also suffices to
handle the terms (vy * &7 diagI'(x))u and vy II7(T") o u. For the first term,

we apply Holder, Young, and Sobolev inequalities to get

/1 dt || (v * & diag T) () | 2 nay)

1 .
S /Idt | V2 diag(V7, 1, 1) |22 da) 1w | £6 () L2 (ay)

< NV D wll 2 (yms ) r2 (dy)
For the other term, we have

/I dt || (onTF(T)) © |12 nay)
< /1 dat / dz on ()| TF (T) (@, — 2) |15 (amy | 250 20

1 .
< /I dt / dz on ()| VEIF(T) (2,2 — 2) |2 a1 20 25ty )

SNV D w2126 (o) 22 (ay)
Thus, (5.20) follows immediately.
Similarly, by Holder, Young, and Sobolev inequalities, we see that

I (o 07 diag D) @) | )16 o rean)

< || (o * diag(Vh ) (@)|

L2 L) Il (| oo (1) L2 (ddy)

N NI(VgchyF)H U || oo (1Y L2 (ddy)
For the other term, we see that
| (onT(T)) o |

< / dz o (2) | T (T) (1, — )u( — 2,9) |

SNHVL D | oo ()22 (doay) -
Then (5.21]) follows.

Proposition 5.13. Let s, be a solution to

L2(1) L8 (dz) L2 (dy)

S(sa) = —2un(r —y)A
34(0,z,y) = sh(2k)(0,z,y)

(5.22)

where S = S+V and V as in the above lemma. Then the following estimate

holds

56 |l oo o) 22y S 1+ T

(5.23)

Moreover, for every j > 1, there exists k > 0 such that we have the etimate

| VityallL2(azay) Siexp (T) .

(5.24)
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Proof. The idea is to write s, = s0 + s where s0 is a solution to (5.6). Then
we see that s satisfies the Cauchy problem

S(s4) =~V (s0)
510, z,y) = 0. (5.25)

To obtain energy estimate for s!, we employ the identity
Si(stosl) +V(shyosl —sloV(sl)=-V(s))osl+sloV(s0) (5.26)

which means

580 B2y < | Tr (St o8 + V(sh) o5t — sh o V(sh) ) |.

Then it follows that
T
sup | (6 |22 (dedy) S / dt || V(sg(t)) |l 2 (dzay)-
te[0,T] 0
By Lemma 5.12] Proposition B8] and Proposition 5.6, we obtain (5.23)).

The case of V7 s, is similar. We begin by writing the equation

) [V vgc—l—y] v]x—i-y(v( 2)) (527)

T4y

S(v?c-l—y a

Again, by energy method, we have the estimate

. T
IV, 5e Nl Loe (0,77 12 (dwdy) S / dt H [V, Vi, ,lsh

+/ ds || V24,V (D)

The forcing term V7, +y(V(59)) is handled in the same manner as above. For
the commutator term, we have the estimate

T
[ a1V st s € /0 dt || @V | ooy

Hence, by Lemma [5.12] and (5.28)) in the following corollary, we obtain the
desired result. O

L2(dzdy)

L2(dzdy) ’

Corollary 5.14. Suppose s, is a solution to (5.22). Then the following
estimate holds

Il'sa |l 2o, E6 (@) 2 ay) S 1+ T (5.28)
Moreover, for j > 1 we also have
IV 4y ll 2207 16 () L2 () S5 €xP (KT) . (5.29)
Proof. Let us once again reduce the problem to (5.25). By the endpoint
Strichartz estimates, we have
1
| 5 HLQ([O,T})LE‘(d:c)B(dy)

0 1
S (ata) + VGl ooyt oy 1V Loyt @z
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By Lemma [5.12] Proposition (.6, and (5.23]), we establish estimate (5.28]).
The proof for the higher derivatives are similar. U

Proof of Theorem [5.2. Let us write sh(2k) := s9 = s, + se where s, satisfies
(E22). Then we have the coupled system

é(se) = —(vnA)opy —pao(vnA) (5.30a)
S+(p2) = —(vnA) 0 5a+ 840 (uNA) (5.30D)
— (vnA) 0 5. + sc o (uyA)
=: M — (vyA) o 5e + e 0 (vyA)

where éi =S4 + V4 and
Vi(p) = ((vn * diagI')(z) — (vn * diagI)(y))p + (vnT) o p — p o (unT).
Let I =[0,T]. By Strichartz estimates, we have

12 [l 2oo (1) L2 () S (data) + | Ve(2) Il ., ;¢ + M g

L2(I)L5 (dz) L2 (dy) ”LQ(I)L (dz)L?(dy)

1

2
- (sup [ at 1A =202 = 2 g 500 oy
Applying Lemma [5.12] we have that

P2 || £oo (122 (day) S (data) + T (5.31)
+ N7(X) (2 1l oo (1) 22 (dway) + || Se |l Loo (1) L2 (dway) )

since || M || <1+ T* Likewise, we see that

£2([0,7])L % (de) L2 (dy)

| se Ml oo (1) 22 (dwdy)

<
S (data) + ” V(Se) ”LQ([)L%(d;p)L2(dy)

2
+ <Slzlp/ldt Atz — 2,0 — 2) ”2L3(d:c)”p2(t) ”2L2(dxdy)>

< (data) + N7 (X) (|| P2 oo (1) 22 (dwdy) + || Se ||L°°(I)L2(d:cdy))
Next, define

E(t) = | se HLOO([O,t})L?(dzdy) + | p2 ”Loo([o,t})L2(dzdy)-
Putting the estimates for py and s, together, we have
E(T) < (data) + T + Np(X)E(T), (5.32)

where @ = 4. Then we will apply the above estimate on small intervals
together with Proposition 4.8 For convenience, we use C7 > 0 to represent
the implicit constant in the above estimate and we use Cy > 0 to represent
the implicit constant in the estimate of Proposition [£.8 Here we divide the
time interval [0, 7] into [ consequent subintervals {I;}; where I; = [T}, Tj1+1]
satisfying Ny, (X) < T and [ ~ 2C1C5T.
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For a certain interval (without loss of generality, we consider the first
interval as an example), we have

1
E(Ty) < CLE(Ty) 4+ Cy + C - fE(B). (5.33)
1
This implies,
E(Tg) < QClE(Tl) + 2C1. (5.34)

Then we can iterate the arguments on all of the intervals, noticing the num-
ber of intervals are around [ ~ 2C1C5T, we have, for some constant k,

E(T) = E(T)) <2C1E(T)-1) +2C, <2C1(2C1E(T)-2) + 2C1) + 2Cy
201 CoT+1

+(201) ' 1S€HT.
2C, -1

The proof of (5.2b]) follows from (5.2al). O

Let us complete this section with the proof of Corollary B4l We start by
proving the following lemma.

Lemma 5.15. Suppose (p(t),k(t)) solves [230). Then there exists some
Kk > 0 such that following estimates

W (ch(2k)) || L2 (doay) S exp(KT) (5.35a)
| W (ch(kr)) || £2(andy) S exp(sT) (5.35b)

holds for all t € [0,T] and independent of N.
Proof. By (2.30c), Theorem [5.2] and Proposition £.12] we have the estimate

| W (ch(2K)) |2 (dray) S No (Vi M) sh(2E) || (0.7 12 (dway) S exp(KT).

To estimate W (ch(k)), we invoke a variant of identity (30) in [GMMI1],
which is an immediate consequence of holomorphic functional calculus,

W (ch(k)) = = /(u ol — 2) 'W(ch(2k))(uo @ — 2) W1+ 2z dz (5.36)
ol

<. < (20T E(T)

4
where the contour 7 encloses the spectrum of u o 4 and contains inside the

ball of radius C||u ||2L2(dxdy) for some C' > 0, i.e. |z| < C|lu H%Z(d:cdy)' Since

(uo@— z)~! has bounded operator norm, then it follows from Corollary [5.3]
-~ § _ _ o~
W (ch(k)) L2 (@eayy S 1217 (wo @ = 2) 7[5, W (ch(2K)) || L2 (dzay)
< exp(aT)
for some constant o > 0. O
Proof of Corollary[54] Rewrite (5.30D) with ps = 2aou = 2pop+4p in the

differential operator yields

(pop) — lon A, Sh2F)

=1

W(p) = —
(5.37)

|
|
=1

N =N =

(1) o~ 590 W(p) - 4 oy A, Sh2F)).
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Then, by the endpoint Strichartz estimates, we see that

2122 0,77 L5 (da) L2 (dy)
S V@) Lo, L2 (dedy) + 1| WP) © Pl L1(j0,77) L2 (dxdy)
+ ” ’UNA e} Sh(2]€) ”

£2(jo,r)L8

(dz) L (dy)
S TN p |z (0.7 22(dedy) + TIW (D) || oo (0,77 12 (dedy) | P | 2o (0,77 12 (dedy)
+ N7 (A)|| sh(2K) [ Loo (j0,77) L2 (dady) -
Hence the desired estimate follows from Proposition 4.8, Theorem[(.2], Corol-
lary (.3l and Lemma
Next, since sh(2k) = 2u + 2p o u, then it follows

Il wll 2 0,17) 06 (dayL2(dy) S N S0(2K) || L2 (j0,77) 6 (dz) L2 ()
+ 121122 ([0,77) 26 (d) £2 (d) | & || Lo (0,77) L2 (ddy)

which again yields the desired estimate. O

6. FOCK SPACE ESTIMATES

The purpose of this section is to obtain global estimates for the error

H Pescact () — € X0 dby (1) HF (6.1)

Using the identity

H Yexact (t) — e'f Xo®) dt¢appr(t) H e !/l dtw —Q H (6:2)

Fo H
it suffices to study the error of the reduced dynamics which we denote by
E = e_ifXO(t) dtl/)red(t) _

Recall E satisfies the equation

10 =~
<€a—’Hmd—|—XQ>E: (0,0,0,X3,X4,0,...) =X (63)
with initial condition E(0,-) = 0. For convenience, we adopt the notation

1
SF::—a

— — Xo =: — 4
i ot Hred+ 0 SD P (6 )

where

10 . 1
SD : ;E —/CZZ.A(I;E — W/diﬂdy {'UN($_ (l a amay} (65)

Here we see that P accounts for all the remaining terms, that is, P =
Hrea — Xo — H. Note that P is not a diagonal Fock space operator.
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6.1. Explicit Form of P. Let us write down H,eq and P in order to study
(63). The reduced Hamiltonian was first calculated in section 5 of [GM13b]
and was later rewritten using Wick’s Theorem in section 7 of [GMI17]. Let
first us recall the conjugation relations

5K~ BH) — / dy {h(k) (2, y)ay + sh(k)(z, y)as}

= a(ch(k)(x,-)) + a*(sh(k)(z,-)) =: by (6.6a)
EWaze B0 — [ dy GRE) (. )a, + (b, y)a; )
= a(sh(k)(z,")) + a*(ch(k)(x,-)) =: b%. (6.6b)

We will also adopt the notation af(u) := a*(sh(k)(z,-)) and ay(a) :=

a(sh(k)(z,-)). Then the reduced Hamiltonian is given by

Hred = — Nlu’(t) (673)
+ Nz /dm {R((t, )b + h(o(t, )by } (6.7b)
— H, — Nor {I <Z_”§ _J; > } (6.7¢)
- Nor { [ sy ot = )G, + ¢<y>bzbsz>} (6.74)
— % Nor {/ dxdy vy (x — y)b;beIby} (6.7¢)

where Nor{-} refers to the normal ordering the the operators with respect
to (a,a*). In the linear term (6.7D]), i corresponds to the modified Hartree
operator given by

ho(t.a)) = Santan) + [ an{ (onAdlor ) + i (i)t}

For the quadratic term (6.7c), Z(-) is the Lie algebra isomorphism between
symplectic matrices of integral operators and and quadratic polynomials in
(a,a*) used in [GMMI10, [GMMI11l, [(GM13b], which is given by

T r _
1(Vy 3,) =5 [ et w0 + o), - fana - oo}

—f —w
(6.8)
where
- (S(sh(k:)) + ch(k) o (UNA)) o ch(k) — (W(ch(k:)) —sh(k) o (UNA)) o sh(k)
(6.9a)
w = (W(ch(k:)) —sh(k) o (UNA)> o ch(k) — (é(sh(k)) + ch(k) o (UNA)> o sh(k)
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and
Hy = [ dzdy g(x,y)asa, (6.10)

where ¢ is as in (242al). In particular, equations (22I]) correspond to

h(é(t,x)) = 0 and f = 0; see Theorem 7.1 in [GMI13a]. Hence it follows
that

P = —H,—Ho+ Nor {I (%T _0w> } (6.11a)
1 _
- = Nor{ [ dedy ont = (@b, + DD} (6110
1
~ 3N Nor {/ dzdy vn (v — y)(byb,b.by — a;aZaxay)} . (6.11c)

It is convenient to list out the terms in the normal ordering. Let us start
the with quadratic terms Q := —(6.11al). Using the fact that f = 0, we can
rewrite Q as follows

Q= [ dody {(on +pr)(t.)3(c ~ ) ~ (D)t )}ata,  (6.120)

/dxdy w(z,y)ayay (6.12b)
where
w = (W(ch—(k:)) —sh(k) o (UNA)) och(k) . (6.13)
Next, we write down the cubic terms C := —(6.11D]) into C = C; + C; where
€= — [ ey on (e~ i) @)es @a 0 (6.14a)
+— [ dzdy on (e~ 9)i)a@as(elay 0 (6.14D)
+— [ oty oo = 9o e, @ (6.14¢)
+ \/LN /da:dy on(z —y)p(y)az(c)a, (u)as () (6.14d)
+— [ dedy ox (e = pot)ai@a a0 (6.14¢)
+— [ dedy ot = p)i)at e e, @ (6.141)
+— [ dedy e = p)i)et W (@)ay @) (6.14¢)

+ \/LN /da;dy on (2 — y)é(y)a;j(u)ax(ﬁ)ax(g), (6.14h)
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and Ci denotes the adjoint operator of C;. Similarly, the quartic terms

(6.I1d) contains 2% + 1 normal ordered terms which we write (6.7¢) = D =
D; + D] + Dy where

D, = % / dedy vy (& — y)a(c)a(c)a(w)as (u) (6.152)
+ox / drdy vy (z — y)at () (c)a(w)ay (©) (6.15D)
+ o [ dedy oo — y)at(@)ay (€)ay(u)a. @ (6.15¢)
b [ dedy oo — y)a(e)a (w)aj (w)a, (@) (6.154)
+ox / dzdy vy (z — y)at (u)a(c)a (u)as (@) (6.15¢)
+ o [ dedy v (e — y)at(@)as (w)ay (@, () (6.15¢)
+ o [ dzdy un (@ — y)az(w)ay(c)ay (€)as(a) (6.15g)
and
Dy =5 / ddy vy (x — y)as(uw)a, (u)ag(@)ay (a) (6.15h)
+ o [ dedy oo — )a (@)ag(c)ac (©)a, @ (6.151)
_ % drdy v (z — y)atalasay, (6.154)

6.2. Proof of Theorem [2.8] Let us first study the solution to
Spu=f, u(0,) =0, (6.16)

where u, f are Fock vectors. Since Sp is a diagonal operator then it follows
that (6.16]) reduces to an inhomogeneous Schrodinger equation with poten-
tial on each sector. In order to study (6.16]), we need to introduce Strichartz
and dual Strichartz norm for Fock vectors.

Let T > 0 and define the Strichartz norm on the time interval [0, 7] by
[ullg = max{ | w ||L°°(dt)L2(d:c1---d:cn) o HLz(dt)LG(d(m—xz))Lz(d(x1+x2)"'d1‘n) )

' 12 () £3 (A1 —09)d(1 +9)) L2 (s -y - 21 @l other permutations}

and the dual Strichartz norm

|| u ||S’ = min { || u ||L1(dt)L2(d:c1---da:n) ’ || u ||L2(dt)L% (d(z1—22)) L2 (d(z1+22) - dzp) ’

| u HL?(dt)L%(d(ml—xg)d(x1+z2))L2(dzg---dzn) ,and all other permutatlons}.
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Also, let X € F be a Fock vector such that all but finitely many of the

components are zeros, say Xg, X1,...,Xg are nonzero. Then we define the
Strichartz norm on F by

| X |lg = max {|Xo|, | X1 [lg,-- | Xk llg},
and similarly for the dual Strichartz norm

| X Nl gr = max {[Xo, [| X1 l[gr- - [| Xi g} -

By standard arguments, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let f be a Fock vector with zero entries past the kth sector.
Assume u is a solution to

Spu=f, u(0,:)=0 (6.17)
then we have the estimate

Tulls SN f g - (6.18)
In particular, it follows that supycpo ) |z < llw g

Sketch of Proof. Note for 0 < 8 < 1, we see that

1 1
_ _ < _
w low(e —aully S g llowl@r =l s g 08 e, a2 ses)don)

1
< < NB-1
Sy lowll g llulls SN lulls-
Hence the potential can be treated as a perturbation of the free Schrodinger
case. O

The following is the main proposition of this section.

Proposition 6.2. Let 0 < 8 < 1 and let E(t) be the solution to (G.I0).
Assume (A(t),T'(t), ¢(t)) solves the time-dependent HFB system. Then there
exists k = k(B,€) such that

| E(t) [l S N2 exp (xT) (6.19)
for all t € [0,T] when N is sufficiently large.

Remark 6.3. The author believes it is more beneficial to first consider the
heuristics behind the main argument of Proposition before proceeding
with the proof. The main idea behind the proof of the proposition is the
fact that P can be split into a sum P; + Py where Py is a bounded op-
erator on Fock space (for the first k sector) and P; satisfies | P1E | <
Nexp(kT) || E'|| 7, which is the main obstacle we need to overcome, but,

fortunately, we also have || P1E ||g S N7 exp(rT) || E||g-

However, since S is not a diagonal operator, it’s not immediately obvious
how one would solve (6.16]) and estimate the solution. Nevertheless, we begin
by considering

SpEy = 5(:7 E1(07 ) =0, (620)
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which can be readily solve using Lemmal6.I] and propositions in the following
. . e B-1
section. Also, note we have the estimate || Ey || S || X ||lss SN 2 exp(kT)

. B-1 .
since \/—lﬁ lvn e S N2 . With Ey, we can construct
5

Ew = E1+Sp'PiEy + (Sp'P1)2EL + ...+ (Sp'P1)" By + ...
= (Sp—P1) X
which solves
(Sp —P1)Es = X, Ex(0,-) = 0. (6.21)
Moreover, we see that
1Bl S B 7+ || S5 PiEL |24 .- + || (S5 PO Er || + - ..
< N exp(kT) + C(N% exp(kT))* + ...
< N7 exp(kT)

for some C' > 0 when N is sufficiently large. Finally, suppose E(t) is a
solution to (6.3]) then we see that E — F., satisfies

(Sp = P)(E — Ex) = P2Es. (6.22)

By energy estimates, we see that
t
IB0) = Bl I 5 [ ds | PoEn(o) I

t —
§/dﬂw&@h§N%%WWﬁ
0

if [ PoEs(t) |7 S || Exo(t) || 7. Then the result follows from the triangle in-
equality. Thus, to establish Proposition[6.2], it suffices to prove || Po B (t) || 7 S
| Exo(t) || 7. Unfortunately, the claim is false as stated since we can only show
that P5 is a bounded operator on the first k& sectors of F not the the entire
F.

To fix this problem, the proof will only consider the M-truncation (iter-
ation) of the series Eo, i.e. we consider

Ey = Ey+S5'"P1EL + (S P1)’Er + ...+ (S P)M Bl (6.23)
where M depends on S.

Proof of Proposition[6.2. Let 0 < 8 < 1. Choose a so that Theorem 3.3 in
[GMT9] holds and M > [Z5] + 1.
Following Remark [6.3] we let E; be the solution to ([6.20) then consider
Ey = By + S5 PLEL + (S5 P)2EL + ...+ (S5 P)M B,

which have at most k = 5+ 4 x M nonzero sectors since P is a fourth-order
operator in a*, a. Next, observe E); satisfies

Sp(I —Sp'P)Ey = X — Pi(SE P)M 1 E, (6.24)
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then, by Strichartz estimates, we have that

H (I — SBLPl)EM H]_. S ” X ”Sf + H ’Pl lpl)M_lEl
< N7 exp(kT)

(6.25)

when N is sufficiently large. Using reverse triangle inequality on the LHS

of ([6.25]), it follows
B-1
| Ex(t) |7 S N7 exp(kT). (6.26)

Moreover, let E(t) be a solution to (6.3)) then it follows E — Ej satisfies the
equation

(Sp —P)(E — Exn) = PaEx—1 + PS5 P)M 1 EL (6.27)

Using energy estimate yields

t
| E(t) — Exi(t) |5 < /0 ds {| PoEni(s) | 7 + | PPN LE(s) | 1)
< N7 exp(kT) + NIFM exp (K'T) .

Again, by the reverse triangle inequality, we arrive at the desired conclusion.
In particular, we have proven Theorem 2.8] O

7. DISPERSIVE ESTIMATES FOR P

In this section we obtain estimates for the Fock space operator P which
was used in the previous section. We start by splitting P into P; + Py and
show that P2 has uniform in N bounded operator norm (but grows as a
function of T') whereas P; can be controlled uniformly in N by Strichartz
estimates on Fock space but has operator norm that grows in N. More
precisely, we let P =C + D and Py = Q.

Let us consider estimates for P;. The proof is similar to the prove given
in [GMI17].

Proposition 7.1. Fix k € N. If X is a Fock space vector that has nonzero
entries only in the first k sectors, then we have the estimates

B=1
ICX llsr Sk N7 exp (vT) | X s (7.1a)
1CX |l Sk Nexp (5T) || X || 5. (7.1b)
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Proof. Write ch(k) = 6 + p. Then letting (6.I4al) acts on the Fock vector
X =(0,...,0,F(x1,...,2,43),0,0,...) gives us the vector with

(6Ida)X), N/dxdydz wqﬁ(y)ﬂ(m,z)F(:n,y,z,:nl,...,:En) (7.2a)

VN
/dmdydzd:z: (\/N_ )(;_5( Ya(z, )p(x,x/)F(y,z,$/(,7..2.}i)
+/dmdydzd:17'dy’ M\/ﬁ_y)é(y)ﬂ(%z)ﬁ(x,x')ﬁ(y,y')F(:z:’,y’,z,...)
(7.2c)

+ similar terms

on the nth sector and zero elsewhere.

Let us focus on establishing (7.Ial) for the first term. Since z1,...,x,
play only passive roles in the estimate, let us temporarily suppress them in
the notation. We begin by writing F(z,y,2) = G(x —y,x + vy, z). Then, by
Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, we have the estimate

\(2a)| < /dzd(x —y)d(z +y) M\/]—\:y)\fﬁ(y)u(x, 2)G(x —y,x +y,2)|

v Xr —
< / o =) 56 s 0 st 610 = 900 e

S \/—||UN I ellIV]z 2 )| 25 ) | 4 11 3 () 2 ) || F 1| 26 () 22 () -

Hence, by Corollary 5.4] we have the estimate

[ (IIEI) 21 jo,17) 22 (1 --daen)
—H UN ” g | V3 ¢”L4 ([0,T) L3 (dz) |’uHL4(OT})L3(dx)L2(dy X s
\/_

< NT exp(sT)| X |Is.
or (7.2D)), we see that

@) < [ dodysda’ 50 (e, 2)pto. (a0 2)
on(z —y)

< /d<x — )tz +y) o)
x ” u(x, ’)p(‘rv ) HLQ(dzdx’) H F(y7 ) ) HL2(dzdm’)

1
S N2 lle2(awy 1l Lo day 22 (ay) 12 | 2oe (ay) L2 az) 1 E 122 (dwdyaz)
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which then, by Corollary (53] it follows
| @20) || 21 (jo, 7)) L2 (deor --dan)
SN2 [V]2456 || ooy r2am || Il 20,7 28 (dwy 2 () |1 P | 2j0,1) 26 (dy 2 () | X Il
SN2 exp (hT) | X 5.
Lastly, we see that
723)| < N2 )| ¢ 2o a1 | Lo () 22 (ay) | P | Foo () 2 (g || F 1| 2 (dmatyatz)
which again means

1
| @2Zd) || L1 (jo,77) L2 (dar --dan) S N2 exp (T) || X ||

Thus, in general, the p term in ch(k) are lower order in N but they contribute
to the growth in time in our estimates.

For the Fock space to Fock space estimate(7.1bl) of (6.14al), let us first
estimate (Z2al). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it suffices to estimate

1 _
\/—N || ,UN($ - y)qb(y)ﬂ(x, Z) ||L2(dxdydz)

1
< \/—NH ON |22l @ [l oo (o) | @ | 22 (dady) S N exp(T)

which follows from Theorem The other two terms are handled in the
same way with the only difference being the additional multiplication by
” p HLz(d:cdy)'

The estimates for the adjoint of (6.14al), contained in C7, is obtained by
the dual estimate of (6.14al).

Next, let (6.14D0) acts on X = (0,...,0,F(z1,...,%ps1),0,...) yields

UN(XT1 — -
/dy (Ty)qﬁ(y)F(y,:El,...,:En) (7.3a)
+ similar or lower order terms (7.3b)
on the n sector and zeroes elsewhere. Again, since xs,...,x, are passive

variable, let us write F(y,x1) = G(x1 — y,x1 + y). Then it follows

T 1200y % [ o A2 b1 = G201~ ) 200

o (y
S [y 26 mianll 660 ) 20

-1
SN 2| S oo ) | F 1| 26 (a(a—y)) L2 (d(+y))

which means
| @3a) ||l < || @3 || 21 () L2 (dar --dan)
< 821 1te
S N2 [V2T9 | 2040 8 (dn) | 1| 22 () L6 (d(w1 —y)) L2 (d(w1 ) do--darn)

< N2 T X ||s.

~
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The estimate for (Z.3D]) is obtained in a similar manner as above and the
Fock space to Fock space estimate is clear. Moreover, the adjoint of (6.141)
is again obtained from the dual estimate.

The estimates for ([6.14d)-(6.14hL) are obtain in a similar manner. O
Next, we estimate the quartic terms.

Proposition 7.2. Fix k € N and let 0 < § < 1. If X is a Fock space
vector that has nonzero entries only in the first k sectors, then we have the
estimates

IDX || Sk NP~ exp (KT) || X |5 (7.4a)
IDX |5 <4 V¥ exp (4T) | X |- (7.4b)
Proof. Letting (6.I5al) act on Fy,_4(x1,...,2,—4) yields

1
(EI5a)F,,—4 NWUN($1 — zo)u(xy, x3)u(xe, x4)Frs(xs5, ..., Ty) (7.5a)

1
o [ 4o uleraon (o~ )by, auly. 20 Fuosos, )

(7.5b)
1
o | ddy e aalp(e, oo (s =~ Pply.e2)uly. 20 Fas(as.... )
(7.5¢)
+ similar or lower order terms. (7.5d)

Since we have the estimate

sl o |
2N 'UN(xl x2)u(ﬂf1,x3)u(f]}'2,f]}'4) | L%(d(ml—xg)d(m1+m2))L2(dm3dw4)

<1 2
> WH UN ||Lg | w ||L3(dm)L2(dy)
then it follows
158D [l < N~ w2 0.1y 28 (a2 ay) | X s S NP~ exp(T)] X |-

To estimate (Z.5D)), observe we have the estimate

1
ol [ v o = yputen 22)p(0: 22)0(020) 12ttt

< 1
~ WH oN |lp1 |l w ||L2(dacdy)|| u ||L°°(dm)L2(dy)||p ||L°°(dm)L2(dy)

which means

I (@D || 11 at) 22 ey ) S N exp(6T)]| X ||
Similar, we see that

| @5d) || 1 (at) L2 (deor -den)
S NNl oo 10,7722y 22 ) P W (0,77) 0w (e 2 i | X s
<Nt exp(kT)|| X ||s-
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To obtain the Fock space to Fock space estimate, we see that

1
o o (@ = z2)uler, zs)u(@s, 24) | 12 (dey deades des)
SN Yoow g2l oo @y 22 ay) || w | 22 (dwdy)

then it follows

1
| @5 || 22 (dey-dwn) S N2 exp(T)]| X [ 7.

The Fock space to Fock space estimate for (Z.5D) and (7.5d) follow a similar
calculation.

Next, let us consider the action of (6.I5D) and (6.15d) on F,,_2(x1,...,Tn_2).
Observe we have

1
(615D F—o ~ W’UN(xl — wo)u(ry, 23)Fy2(r2, 4, ..., Tp) (7.6a)

+ similar or lower order terms (7.6b)

It is similar for (G.I5dc]). Since xs, ..., x, are passive variables, let us suppress
the notation. Then we see that

1
WH N (21 — z2)u(zr, 23)F (22, 24) ||

1
S ol ow gl wllzs ey r2ay) | E 1 22 (dway)

L3 (d(w1—a2)d(w1+22)) L? (dasdzs)

which leads to the desired estimate. The Fock space to Fock space estimate
is similar to the above estimate for (7.5al)

The estimates for (6.15d), (6.I5€), and (G.I50]) follow from the same ar-
guments as (7.5D) and (T.5d).

To estimate (6.I5f), observe we have

1
(6.158) F, ~oN /dydz on(z1 — y)u(zr, 22)uly, 2) Fu(y, 2,23, . .., p)
(7.7a)

+ similar or lower order terms. (7.7b)

Then it follows
| (7)) [ 12 (dey das)
1 ja—
S N /dﬁ on(n)|| /dz u(x1, 22)u(x1 — 0, 2) Fo(T1 — 1, 2) || 22 (4 dao)

SN wl oo (o) 22 (ag) || F | 2 (drdas)

which yields the desired estimate. Likewise, we can estimate ([6.15g]).
Lastly, when we remove (6.15j) from (6.15i), the remainder parts can be
handle in the same way as in the cases of (6.15b]) and (6.I5d). O

Let us now consider the estimates for the quadratic terms.
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Proposition 7.3. Fiz k € N. Then Q, defined by (6.11a)), is bounded
uniformly in N from the first k sectors of Fock space to Fock space. More
precisely, let X be a Fock vector that has nonzero entries only in the first k
sectors, then we have the following uniform in N estimate

1 QX |7 Sep exp(rT)| X || 7 (7.8)

for some k > 0.

Proof. Letting (6.12al) acts on the Fock vector X = (0,...,0, F,(z1,...,2,),0,...

where n < k, yields

n

(EI2a)X), = Z(’UN x diag T) (¢, xj) F (21, .. ., Tp)

j=1
n
Z/dy (UNF)(t7$j7y)Fn(y7xl7"'7jj7"'7xn)
j=1

and zero elsewhere. It suffices to consider the first summand of the two sum-
mations. Also, since x3,...,x, are passive variables in the first summand,
we will suppress them without further comment.

Observe, by Holder, Sobolev, and Proposition [£.12], we have the estimate

H (UN * diagr)(tv$1)F(xl7x2) HL2(dm1dx2)
5 NT(vi—l-yP)H F ”Lz(dxldxg) 5 exp (HT) H F ”Lz(dxldxg)
and likewise we have
” /dy UN(xl - y)r(xlay)F(yva) HLz(dxldxg) 5 exXp (HT) H F ”Lz(dxldxg)'

Next, letting (6.12D]) acts on X yields

(E12D) X)), = /dy w(z1,y)F(y,xa,...,z,) + similar terms

and zero elsewhere. Then, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see that

| /dy w(z1, ) F (Y, 22) | 12 (derdes) S W | 22(dedy) | F 1|22 (dey das) -

To estimate || w ||12(gzqy) uniformly in N, we divide the estimate into two
parts. For the first part, we consider

-1
| sh(k) o (vnA) och(k) | L2(dwdy) (7.9a)
which can be estimated as follows
@9a) < N (Vi Al sh(k) |2 (deay) S exp(sT).
The estimate for the second part
-~ —_— 1
| W(ch(k)) och(k)  [[12(dzdy) (7.9b)
follows from Lemma O
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