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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 N3β−1v(Nβx) where 0 < β < 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 [GM17] for 0 < β < 2

3
to a global-

in-time approximation for 0 < β < 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 [GM19], 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 N non-relativistic interacting spinless Bosons in
three dimensional space whose dynamics is governed by the N -body linear
Schrödinger equation1
1

i

∂

∂t
+

N∑

j=1

−∆xj
+

1

N

∑

i>j

vN (xi − xj)


ΨN (t, x1, . . . , xN ) = 0 (1.1)

where xi ∈ R3 and vN (x) = N3βv(Nβx). 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 (1.1) 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
[LGS15] 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 ~ = 1 and 2m = 1, wherem is the mass. However,
it would be interesting to incorporate ~ in the calculation to see the explicit dependence
of ~ in our results. Moreover, as written, (1.1) models a system of interacting particles in
the mean-field scaling. Cf. section 1.8 of [Gol16].
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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 β associated with the interaction potential
vN , which was first introduced in [ESY07] 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 ρ of the
system is of order N . Then the interaction potential vN has two length
scales: the range of vN and the scattering length of vN , denoted by rN
and aN , respectively. Here, we see that rN ∼ O(N−β) and aN ∼ O(N−1).
When β ∈ (0, 1), we are in the situation where aN ≪ rN ≪ 1. Then
the effective interaction potential of vN is given by (

∫
v)ρ where

∫
v is the

Born approximation of the two-body scattering process. However, when
β = 1, also known as the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, we have rN ∼ aN . Then
the effective two-body scattering is just the full two-body scattering process
that means the effective potential is given by 8πρaN ∼ O(1). See appendices
of [ESY07, LSSY05] for more detail.

Physically speaking, for β ∈ (0, 13), we are in the situation where aN ≪
ρ−

1
3 ≪ rN (ρ−

1
3 is called the mean inter-particle distance), which model

a weakly interacting dense gas. But, once β ∈ [13 , 1), we enter the self-
interacting regime or sometimes called the weakly interacting diluted gas

regime, that is, aN ≪ rN ≪ ρ−
1
3 . A way to see that (1.1) models a weakly

interacting gas when β ∈ (0, 1) is by moving to the microscopic coordinates,
i.e. (t, x) 7→ (τ, q) := (N2βt,Nβx). Thence, we see that the particle system
is weakly coupled with the coupling constant being proportional to Nβ−1.
Let us remark that in three dimensional space the case β = 1 is the endpoint
case in the heuristic scaling analysis. In fact, when β = 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 β = 0 with repulsive Coulomb
interactions, Erdös and Yau in [EY01] proved the qualitative result, via
the method of BBGKY hierarchy, that the one-particle marginal density

γ
(1)
N,t associated with the wave function ΨN,t with asymptotically factorized

initial state, i.e. ΨN,0 → φ⊗N as N → ∞, converges to |φt〉〈φt| in trace norm
in the mean-field limit of N → ∞ where φt satisfies the Hartree equation

1

i

∂

∂t
φ(t, x) −∆xφ(t, x) +

(
1

| · | ∗ |φt|
2

)
φ(t, x) = 0. (1.2)

Using the Fock space method introduced by Hepp in [Hep74] and subse-
quently extended by Ginibre and Velo in [GV79a, GV79b], Rodnianski and



DYNAMICAL HARTREE-FOCK-BOGOLIUBOV APPROXIMATION 3

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 is2,

Tr
∣∣∣γ(1)N,t − |φt〉〈φt|

∣∣∣ . eKt

√
N
. (1.3)

The estimate was later improved to eKtN−1 in [ES09, CLS11] with the op-
timal exponent in N . Using a second-order correction Fock space method
introduced by Grillakis, Machedon and Margetis in [GMM10, GMM11], Kuz
in [Kuz15] provides a rate of convergence of the many-body quantum sys-
tem to the Hartree dynamics in the sense of Fock space marginal density3.
Consequently, Kuz shown that

Tr
∣∣∣γ(1)N,t − |φt〉〈φt|

∣∣∣ .
√
1 + t

N
1
4

(1.4)

which in turn establishes the validity of the approximation for time t of the
order

√
N . Similar results were derived in [FKS09, KP10] but the approaches

are completely different from the above methods.
For the case 0 < β ≤ 1, Erdös, 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 Schrödinger dynamics when 0 < β < 1 or the Gross-Pitaevskii

dynamics when β = 1. More precisely, they proved that γ
(1)
N,t converges to

|φt〉〈φt| in trace norm where φt satisfies

i∂tφ(t, x) + ∆xφ(t, x) =

{(∫
v
)
|φt|2φt if 0 < β < 1

8πa|φt|2φt if β = 1
(1.5)

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, Kuz15].

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

Fs(h) = C⊕
⊕

n≥1

Sym
(
h⊗
)

where h = L2(R3). Introducing Fs 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.

3One 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, GMM11, Che12,
GM13a, GM13b, Kuz15, Kuz17, BCS17, NN17, 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 L2-
norm approximation of the evolution of many-body quantum system with
factorized initial data. We refer the reader to [LSSY05, Gol16, 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 [GM13a, 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
states4. The presentation is standard in the literature. For reference, the
reader may consult [Ber12, Sol14].

Let us denote the one-particle base space by h := L2(R3, dx) endowed with
the inner product 〈·, ·〉h 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

Fs(h) = Fs := C⊕
∞⊕

n=1

Sym(h⊗n) (2.1)

with respect to the norm induced by the Fock inner product

〈ϕ,ψ〉 = ϕ̄0ψ0 +
∞∑

n=1

〈ϕn, ψn〉h⊗n (2.2)

for every ϕ = (ϕ0, ϕ1, . . .), ψ = (ψ0, ψ1, . . .) ∈ Fs(h). The vacuum, denoted
by Ω, is defined to be the Fock vector (1, 0, 0, . . .) ∈ Fs.

For every field φ ∈ h, we can define the associated creation and annihi-
lation operators on Fs, denoted respectively by a∗(φ) and a(φ̄), as follow

(a∗(φ)ψ)n(x1, . . . , xn) :=
1√
n

n∑

j=1

φ(xj)ψn−1(x1, . . . , x̂j, . . . , xn) (2.3a)

(a(φ̄)ψ)n(x1, . . . , xn) :=
√
n+ 1

∫
dx φ̄(x)ψn+1(x, x1, . . . , xn) (2.3b)

4Cf. Chapter 10 in [Sol14] for the definition of quasifree.
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on each sector with the property that a(φ)Ω = 0. In particular, we could
define the corresponding creation and annihilation distribution-valued oper-
ators denote by a∗x and ax as follow

(a∗xψ)n :=
1√
n

n∑

j=1

δ(x− xj)ψn−1(x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xn), (2.4a)

(axψ)n :=
√
n+ 1ψn+1(x, x1, . . . , xn). (2.4b)

Hence, we have the relations

a∗(φ) =
∫
dx {φ(x)a∗x} and a(φ̄) =

∫
dx {φ̄(x)ax}.

Let us note that the creation and annihilation operators a(φ̄) and a∗(φ)
associated with the field φ are unbounded, densely defined, closed operators,
which are dual to one another. Moreover, one could formally verify the
pair (a∗x, ax) satisfies the canonical commutation relation (CCR): [ax, a

∗
y] =

δ(x− y), [ax, ay] = [a∗x, a
∗
y] = 0, and the number operator defined by

N :=

∫
dx a∗xax (2.5)

is a diagonal operator on Fs that counts the number of particles in each
sector; for instance, (Nψ)n = nψn.

For each φ ∈ h, we associate a skew-Hermitian operator

A(φ) := a(φ̄)− a∗(φ) (2.6)

and define the corresponding Weyl operator to be the unitary operator

e−
√
NA(φ). Then the coherent state associated with φ is given by

ψ(φ) := e−
√
NA(φ)Ω. (2.7)

Using the Baker-Campbell Hausdorff formula, one can show

ψ(φ) =
(
. . . , cnφ

⊗n, . . .
)

with cn =
(
e−N‖ φ ‖2

hNn/n!
)
.

In this context, φ is called the condensate wave function and the Fock space

marginal associated with the approximation scheme e−
√
NA(φt)Ω where φt =

φ(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, x)
and its corresponding quadratic operator B(k), called the squeezed operator,
given by

B(k) :=
∫
dxdy {k̄(x, y)axay − k(x, y)a∗xa

∗
y}. (2.8)
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From the pair excitation function, we concoct a new approximation scheme,
a second-order correction5 to the mean-field approximation, given by

ψapprox = eiχ(t)e−
√
NA(φt)e−B(kt)Ω (2.9)

where χ(t) is some phase factor to be determined. With an appropriate
choice of evolution equations for φ 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 operator6 associated with N on the Fock space, which
is a diagonal operator denoted by HN , defined by its action on Fock vectors
of the form ψ = (0, . . . , 0,Ψn(x1, . . . , xn), 0, . . .)

(HNψ)n =




n∑

j=1

∆xj
− 1

N

n∑

i<j

vN (xi − xj)


Ψn =: HN,nΨn. (2.10)

For convenience, we drop theN subscript inHN since it should be clear from
the context. Rewrite H using creation and annihilation operators yields

H := H0 −N−1V where (2.11a)

H0 :=

∫
dxdy {∆xδ(x − y)a∗xay} and (2.11b)

V :=
1

2

∫
dxdy {vN (x− y)a∗xa

∗
yaxay}. (2.11c)

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

SDψ :=

(
1

i

∂

∂t
−H

)
ψ = 0 with

ψ(0) = ψ0 = e−
√
NA(φ0)e−B(k0)Ω

(2.12)

which we shall formally write as

ψexact(t) = eitHe−
√
NA(φ0)e−B(k0)Ω. (2.13)

Here ψ0 is usually referred to as a pure squeezed state, or more generally, a
quasifree state.

Let M = e−
√
NAe−B. Following [GM13a, GM17], we work with the

reduced dynamics, which is also called the fluctuation dynamics. More

5In the mathematical physics literature, eB 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 ‖F := ‖ψexact(t)− ψapprox(t) ‖F = ‖ψred(t)− Ω ‖F (2.14)

where

ψred(t) = eB(t)e
√
NA(t)eitHe−

√
NA(φ0)e−B(k0)Ω (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 ψred is deter-
mined by the equation

1

i

∂

∂t
ψred = Hredψred where Hred =

1

i
(∂tM∗)M+M∗HM. (2.16)

Hred is called the reduced Hamiltonian. The reader should note that Hred

is a fourth degree polynomial in a and a∗. Then we see that the error E
satisfies the inhomogeneous equation7

(
1

i

∂

∂t
−Hred

)
E = HredΩ (2.17)

where

HredΩ = (X0,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 HredΩ uniformly in N . However, it
has been shown in [GM13a, GM13b] that X0,X1 and X2 are heuristically

large since they are proportional to N,N
1
2 and constant, respectively. On

the other hand, X3 and X4 are proportional to N− 1
2 and N−1, respectively,

making them heuristically small when N is sufficiently large.
Fortunately, X0 does not pose any serious problem. In fact, by simply

modifying our quasifree approximation by a phase factor is sufficient to get
rid of X0 in the forcing term (2.18), that is, if we consider the modified
approximation

ψ̃red(t) = e−i
∫ t

0
X0(s) dsψred(t) (2.19)

then we see that the modified error Ẽ satisfies the equation

SF Ẽ :=

(
1

i

∂

∂t
−Hred +X0

)
(ψ̃red − Ω) = HredΩ−X0Ω. (2.20)

The explicit form of X0, also denoted by X0 := −Nµ, is given in Proposition
6.1 of [GM13a]. Next, since we have the two degrees of freedom φ and k
from our approximation scheme, then we can handle X1 and X2 by simply

7Here we made a slight abused of notation by identifying E with both ψexact −ψapprox

and ψred −Ω. However, since our analysis only involves studying ψred −Ω, the reader can
safely assume E = ψred − Ω for the remainder of the paper.
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imposing the natural conditions that φt and kt 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 [BBCFS16]).

To compactly write down the evolution equations for φt and kt, 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

sh(k) := k +
1

3!
k ◦ k̄ ◦ k + 1

5!
k ◦ k̄ ◦ k ◦ k̄ ◦ k + . . . (2.22a)

ch(k) := δ +
1

2!
k̄ ◦ k + 1

4!
k̄ ◦ k ◦ k̄ ◦ k + . . . (2.22b)

where ◦ indicates composition, that is, the kernel of k ◦ l is given by

(k ◦ l)(x, y) =
∫
dz k(x, z)l(z, y). (2.23)

Adopting the convention of [GM13a], we also use the notation u = sh(k)
and c = ch(k) = δ + p.

Moreover, we define the operator kernels

Λ(t, x, y) := φ(t, x)φ(t, y) +
1

2N
sh(2k)(t, x, y) (2.24a)

Γ(t, x, y) := φ̄(t, x)φ(t, y) +
1

N

(
sh(k) ◦ sh(k)

)
(t, x, 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
[BBCFS16], we also adopt the notation σ := u ◦ c = 1

2 sh(2k) and γ :=

u ◦ ū = 1
2(ch(2k)− δ). It is convenient to consider the trace density8 of Γ

diag Γ(t, x) =
1

N
[nc(t, x) + ñ(t, x)] := |φ(t, x)|2 + 1

N
(ū ◦ u) (t, x, x)

(2.25)
and define the operator kernel

α(t, x, y) := (vN ∗ diag Γ)(t, x)δ(x − y) + vN (x− y)Γ(t, x, y) (2.26a)

= (vN ∗ |φ|2)(t, x)δ(x − y) + vN (x− y)φ̄(t, x)φ(t, y)

+
1

N

{
(vN ∗ ñ)(t, x)δ(x − y) + vN (x− y)(ū ◦ u)(t, x, y)

}

=: αc(t, x, y) +N−1α̃(t, x, y) (2.26b)

8When an integral operator F is positive-definite, such as Γ, diagF , denoted the re-
striction of F to the diagonal, is the trace density of F , that is trF =

∫
F (x, x) dx. In

the physics literature, N diag Γ(x) is called the total-number density and is often denoted
by n(x). Here we adopt the standard notation, nc and ñ denote the condensate density
and the non-condensate density, respectively, i.e. n(x) = nc(x) + ñ(x).
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and the multiplication

(vNF )(t, x, y) := vN (x− y)F (t, x, y). (2.27)

Let us also define the following Schrödinger-type operators

S± =
1

i

∂

∂t
−∆x −∆y and S =

1

i

∂

∂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 (x, y), i.e. s(x, y) = s(y, x), and any function
p conjugate symmetric in (x, y), i.e. p̄(y, x) = p(x, y) or p̄T = p where
pT (x, y) = p(y, x) denotes the transpose operator, we define

S̃(s) := S(s) + [αT , s]+ (2.29a)

W̃(p) := S±(p) + [αT , p] (2.29b)

where [A,B] := A ◦ B − B∗ ◦ A∗ is the (skew-Hermitian) commutator and
[A,B]+ := A ◦ B + BT ◦ 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

Sφt(x1) = −
∫
dy

{
(vNΛt)(x1, y)φ̄t(y) +

1

N
α̃T (t, x1, y)φt(y)

}
.

(2.30a)
The equation X2 = 0 is equivalent to the pair of equations

S̃(sh(2kt)) + [vNΛt, ch(2kt)]+ = 0, (2.30b)

W̃(ch(2kt)) + [vNΛt, sh(2kt)] = 0. (2.30c)

By imposing the system of equations (2.30), we have reduced (2.20) to

SF Ẽ = (0, 0, 0,X3 ,X4, 0, . . .) (2.31)

which we could apply energy method (or Strichartz) to estimate Ẽ 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, x1, x2, x3) (2.32a)

∼
∫
dy1dy2√

N
ch(kt)(x1, y1) ch(kt)(y2, x2)vN (y1 − y2)φt(y2) sh(kt)(x3, y1)

and

X4(t, x1, x2, x3, x4) (2.32b)

∼
∫
dy1dy2
N

ch(kt)(x1, y1) ch(kt)(y2, x2)vN (y1 − y2)φt(y2) sh(kt)(x3, y1).

The complete list of the error terms can be found in Section 5 of [GM13b].
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 → ∞. However, due to the singular nature of the forcing
term vNΛ in (2.30b) and (2.30c), this poses some inconvenience when trying
to estimate sh(2k) and ch(2k) uniformly in N for β ∈ (0, 1). It was shown in
[GM17] that k is best expressed in terms of auxiliary fields Γ and Λ, which
are functions defined by (2.24) in terms of k and φ. In fact, it was shown
that Γ and Λ can be viewed as the “generalized” (Fock space) marginal
density matrices for the pure quasifree state ψ0 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 Lm,n associated with the state ψapprox, which is sometimes
called the (m+ n)-point correlation function, as follows

Lm,n(t, y1, . . . , ym;x1, . . . , xn)

:=
1

N (m+n)/2
〈ay1 · · · aymψapprox, ax1 · · · axnψapprox〉

=
1

N (m+n)/2
〈MΩ,Pm,nMΩ〉

(2.33)

where Pm,n = a∗y1 · · · a∗ymax1 · · · axn . It is clear from the definition that
L∗
m,n = Ln,m. It is also straightforward to write down the evolution equa-

tions for Lm,n using (2.16), that is,

1

i

∂

∂t
(M∗PM) = [Hred,M∗PM] +M∗[P,H]M (2.34a)

which means
1

i

∂

∂t
L =

1

N (m+n)/2
(〈Ω, [Hred,M∗PM]Ω〉+ 〈Ω,M∗[P,H]MΩ〉) . (2.34b)

Notice the set of equations (2.34b) 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, (2.34b) is refer to as the von Neuman-Landau equation.

Since ψapprox is a quasifree state, then it can be shown that any (n+m)-
point correlation functions for n + m ≥ 3 can be expressed in terms of
the one-particle or two-particle Fock marginal densities, L0,1,L1,1 and L0,2.
Hence it suffices for us to study the evolution equations for L0,1,L1,1 and
L0,2. In fact, it was shown in [GM17] that L0,1 = φ,L1,1 = Γ,L0,2 = Λ and
that their evolution equations form a closed system of nonlinear coupled
PDEs given by{

1

i

∂

∂t
−∆x1

}
φ(x1) = −

∫
dy {vN (x1 − y)Γ(y, y)}φ(x1) (2.35a)

−
∫
dy {vN (x1 − y)(Γ(y, x1)− φ̄(y)φ(x1))φ(y)}

−
∫
dy {vN (x1 − y)(Λ(x1, y)− φ(y)φ(x1))φ̄(y)}
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{
1

i

∂

∂t
−∆x1 +∆x2

}
Γ(x1, x2) (2.35b)

= −
∫
dy {(vN (x1 − y)− vN (x2 − y))Λ(x1, y)Λ(y, x2)}

−
∫
dy {(vN (x1 − y)− vN (x2 − y))(Γ(x1, y)Γ(y, x2) + Γ(y, y)Γ(x1, x2))}

+ 2

∫
dy {(vN (x1 − y)− vN (x2 − y))|φ(y)|2φ(x1)φ̄(x2)}

{
1

i

∂

∂t
−∆x1 −∆x2 +

1

N
vN (x1 − x2)

}
Λ(x1, x2) (2.35c)

= −
∫
dy {(vN (x1 − y) + vN (x2 − y))Γ(y, y)Λ(x1, x2)}

−
∫
dy {(vN (x1 − y) + vN (x2 − y))(Λ(x1, y)Γ(y, x2) + Γ(x1, y)Λ(y, x2))}

+ 2

∫
dy {(vN (x1 − y) + vN (x2 − y))|φ(y)|2φ(x1)φ(x2)}.

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 (2.30) where the pair interaction is given by the contact
interaction potential v(x) = g0δ(x) for some coupling constant g0 ≥ 0 (In
the context of diluted gases, one has g0 = 4πa where a is some scattering
length). Furthermore, it is standard to express the equation for φ in terms

of Φ :=
√
Nφ then (2.30a) comes

SΦ(x1) = −g0 [nc(x1) + 2ñ(x1)] Φ(x1)− g0m̃(x1)Φ(x1) (2.36a)

where m̃(x1) := σ(x1, x1) = NΛ(x1, x1)−|Φ(x1)|2. The other two equations
(2.30b) and (2.30c) can be neatly rewritten in terms of a matrix equaton of
γ and σ as follows

1

i

∂

∂t
R = [R,ℑ∗] (2.36b)

where R is the 2× 2 matrix of operators with matrix kernel

R(x, y) =

(
γ(x, y) σ(x, y)
σ̄(x, y) δ(x− y) + γ̄(x, y)

)
(2.37a)

and ℑ has the matrix kernel

ℑ(x, y) =
(
1 0
0 −1

)(
G(x, y) M(x, y)
M̄(x, y) Ḡ(x, y)

)
(2.37b)
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with

G(x, y) := −∆xδ(x − y) + 2g0[nc(x) + ñ(x)]δ(x − y) (2.38a)

M(x, y) := g0[Φ(x)
2 + m̃(x)]δ(x − y). (2.38b)

Moreover, the physical interpretation of (Φ, γ, σ) (or equivalently, (φ,Γ,Λ))
is as follows: The one-particle wave function Φ is called the condensate
wave function which describes the behavior of the Bose-Einstein condensate
(BEC). On the other hand, γ and σ describe the dynamics of sound waves, or
quasiparticles, in the quasifree approximation. In particular, ñ(x) = γ(x, x)
determines the density of the “thermal cloud” of atoms, i.e. the excitation
density of the Bose gas. In the physics literature, ñ(x) = γ(x, x) is called the
non-condensate density and m̃(x) = σ(x, x) is called the anomalous density.

Remark 2.3. It has been shown in [BBCFS16] that the evolution equations
for the higher Fock marginal densities can be written in terms of an effec-
tive nonlinear quadratic Hamiltonian parametrized by (φ,Γ,Λ) called the
Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) Hamiltonian, denoted by HHFB; more pre-
cisely, we have the evolution equation

1

i

∂

∂t
Lm,n = 〈MΩ, [HHFB,Pm,n]MΩ〉. (2.39)

The HFB Hamiltonian is given explicitly by

HHFB = −Nµ+
√
NH1 +H2 (2.40)

with

H1 = 2

∫
dx {(vN ∗ |φ|2)φ(x)a∗x + (vN ∗ |φ|2)φ̄(x)ax} (2.41a)

H2 = − 1

2

∫
dxdy {2gT (x, y)a∗xay +m(x, y)a∗xa

∗
y + m̄(x, y)axay} (2.41b)

where

g(x, y) := −∆xδ(x− y) + (vN ∗ diag Γ)(x)δ(x − y) + (vNΓ)(x, y)
(2.42a)

m(x, y) := (vNΛ)(x, y) = vN (x− y)Λ(x, y). (2.42b)

Also note, by (2.34b) and (2.39), we have the relation

H +HHFB = MHredM∗. (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 → ∞, to obtain the following equations

Sφ(x1) = − 2g0{Γ(x1, x1)− |φ(x1)|2}φ(x1)− g0Λ(x1, x1)φ̄(x1) (2.44a)

S±Γ(x1, x2) =− g0{Λ(x1, x1)Λ(x1, x2)− Λ(x1, x2)Λ(x2, x2)}
− 2g0{Γ(x1, x1)− Γ(x2, x2)}Γ(x1, x2)
+ 2g0{|φ(x1)|2 − |φ(x2)|2}φ(x1)φ̄(x2)

(2.44b)
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SΛ(x1, x2) =− g0{Λ(x1, x1)Γ(x1, x2) + Λ(x2, x2)Γ(x1, x2)}
− 2g0{Γ(x1, x1) + Γ(x2, x2)}Λ(x1, x2)
+ 2g0{|φ(x1)|2 + |φ(x2)|2}φ(x1)φ(x2)

(2.44c)

for some constant g0. In many ways, system (2.44) serves as a guiding light in
our studies of the uniform inN 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 λφ(λ2t, λx1, λx2), λ

2Γ(λ2t, λx1, λx2), λ
2Λ(λ2t, λx1, λx2), 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 x1 = x2 involved in these equations. More precisely, by replacing
Λ(x1, x1)Λ̄(x1, x2) with |Λ(x1, x2)|2, the system would still scale the same
way, but it is well known that going from |Λ(x1, x2)|2 to |Λ(x1, x1)|2 there
is a natural loss of regularity; see for instance the standard sharp trace
theorem or Lemma 5.1 in [GM17] for the collapsing estimates of the linear
Λ and Γ 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 Γ and Λ in H1+ε Sobolev spaces for ε > 0. But even so, the situation
is not completely obvious since the conserved energy of the system scales
uniform in N like H1 for Λ which poses the classical questions regarding the
growth of H1+ε Sobolev norm of Λ. This question regarding the growth of
the Sobolev norm of Λ 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 < β < 1.
Let us summarize their result as follows.

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

Xα = {(φ,Γ,Λ) ∈ Hα ×Hα
Herm ×Hα

Sym} (2.45)

withHα being the Sobolev spaceHα(R3), Hα
Herm the Sobolev spaceHα(R3×

R3) restricted to functions Γ such that Γ(x, y) = Γ(y, x), and Hα(R3 × R3)
restricted to functions Λ such that Λ(x, y) = Λ(y, x). Moreover, Xα is
endowed with the norm

‖ (φ,Γ,Λ) ‖Xα := ‖ 〈∇〉αφ ‖L2(R3) +
∥∥∥ (〈∇x〉2 ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ 〈∇y〉2)

α
2 Γ
∥∥∥
L2(R3×R3)

+
∥∥∥ (〈∇x〉2 ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ 〈∇y〉2)

α
2 Λ
∥∥∥
L2(R3×R3)

(2.46)

where 〈D〉 =
√

1 + |D|2 is the standard bracket notation.

Theorem 2.4 (Grillakis & Machedon ’18). Assume v is a Schwartz function
with v̂ supported in the unit ball, such that |v̂| ≤ ŵ with w a Schwartz
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function. Let 0 < β < 1. Fix α > 1
2 so that 2αβ < 1 and choose R > 0.

Then there exists T = T (β,R), independent of N , and a corresponding
spacetime function space XT , depending only on T and α, such that for any
given initial data

(φ0,Γ0,Λ0) ∈ {(φ,Γ,Λ) ∈ Xα | ‖ (φ,Γ,Λ) ‖Xα < R},

there exists a unique maximal mild solution to the time-dependent HFB sys-
tem (2.35), with initial data (φ0,Γ0,Λ0), satisfying

(φt,Γt,Λt) ∈ C([0, T ] → Xα) ∩ XT . (2.47)

Theorem 2.4 is an improvement of their previous local well-posedness
result in [GM17] for the case 0 < β < 2

3 . The analysis of the case 0 < β < 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 2.4
and 0 < β < 2

3 . Choose α > 1
2 such that 2αβ < 1. Then (2.35) is uniform

in N locally well-posed in Xα. Moreover, suppose (φt,Γt,Λt) is a solution to
the HFB system with some smooth initial conditions (φ0,Γ0,Λ0) satisfying
the following regularity condition uniformly in N : for 0 ≤ i ≤ 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ 2

∥∥ 〈∇x〉α∂it∇j
xφ(t, ·)

∣∣
t=0

∥∥
L2(dx)

. 1
∥∥∥ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉α∂it∇j

x+yΓ(t, ·)
∣∣
t=0

∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

. 1

∥∥∥ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉α∂it∇j
x+yΛ(t, ·)

∣∣
t=0

∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

. 1

∥∥∥∇j
x+y sh(2k0)(x, y)

∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

. 1.

(2.48)

Then there exist T0 > 0 (T0 ∼ 1) independent of N , a phase function χ(t),
depending on N , and some constant C = C(T0, α, β) such that we have the
Fock space estimate

∥∥∥ eitHe−
√
NA(φ0)e−B(k0)Ω− eiχ(t)e−

√
N(φt)e−B(kt)Ω

∥∥∥
F
≤ C

N
1
6

(2.49)

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T0.

Remark 2.6. A crucial point to note in Theorem 2.5 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, x, 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

‖F ‖Lq(dt)Lr(dx)Ls(dy) :=

(∫ ∞

−∞
dt

(∫

Rd

dx ‖F (t, x, ·) ‖rLs(Rd)

) q
r

) 1
q

where the triplet (q, r, s) satisfies the admissible condition 2
q +

d
r +

d
s = d for

2 ≤ q, r, s ≤ ∞ is called a Strichartz space.
Fix T > 0 and let c(t) be the characteristic function9 on the interval

[0, T ]. For our problem, we consider the function space XT for the triplet
of functions X = (φ,Γ,Λ) equipped with the norm that is a sum of the
following norms

NT (φ) := ‖ 〈∇x〉αc(t)φ ‖L∞(dt)L2(dx) + ‖ 〈∇x〉αc(t)φ ‖L2(dt)L6(dx) (2.50a)

NT (Γ) := ‖ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉αc(t)Γ ‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy) (2.50b)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉αc(t)Γ ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉αc(t)Γ ‖L2(dt)L6(dy)L2(dx)

+ sup
z

‖ 〈∇x〉α−
1
2 |∇x|

1
2 c(t)Γ(t, x, x + z) ‖L2(dtdx)

and

NT (Λ) := ‖ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉αc(t)Λ ‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy) (2.50c)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉αc(t)Λ ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉αc(t)Λ ‖L2(dt)L6(dy)L2(dx)

+ sup
z

‖ 〈∇x〉αc(t)Λ(t, x, x + z) ‖L2(dtdx)

+ sup
z

‖ |∂t|
1
4 [c(t)Λ(t, x, x + w)] ‖L2(dtdx).

Moreover, let us denote the space of triplets Xt = (φt,Γt,Λt) where the
above norms are finite for any 0 ≤ T <∞ by X∞,loc. Here, we also use

NT (X) := NT (φ) +NT (Γ) +NT (Λ). (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 |v̂| ≤ ŵ for some Schwartz function w. Let 0 < β < 1. Fix
α > 1

2 so that 2αβ < 1 and choose R > 0. Then for any

(φ0,Γ0,Λ0) ∈ {(φ,Γ,Λ) ∈ Xα | ‖ (φ,Γ,Λ) ‖Xα < R},
the corresponding local solution to the TDHFB system (2.35) given by The-
orem 2.4 extends globally with Xt = (φt,Γt,Λt) ∈ C([0,∞) → Xα)∩X∞,loc.

9The reader should be warned that c 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

NT (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 < β < 1. Fix α > 1
2 so

that 2αβ < 1. Let φ, k be solutions to (2.35) with smooth initial conditions
φ0, k0 satisfying the following regularity conditions: for 0 ≤ j ≤ 2

‖ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉α∇j
x+yΓ0 ‖L2(dxdy) + ‖ 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉α∇j

x+yΛ0 ‖L2(dxdy)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉α∇j
xφ0 ‖L2(dx) + ‖∇j

x+y sh(2k0)(·, ·) ‖L2(dxdy) . 1.
(2.53)

Then for some ε′ > 0, there exists a real phase function χ0(t) depending on
N and constants C = C(β, ε), κ = κ(ε) > 0 such that

‖ψexact(t)− ψ̃approx(t) ‖F ≤ C exp(κt)

N
1−β
2

(2.54)

for all t > 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 N 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

ψapprox(t) = eiχ0(t)e−
√
NA(φt)e−B(kN (t))U2,N (t)Ω (2.55)

where the pair excitation function kN (t, x, y) is given explicitly and U2,N (t)
is the dynamics associated the a quadratic generator which depends on kN .
Their form of kN is inspired by the fact that when β = 1 the ground state of
(1.1) exhibits a short-range correlation structure, which means the ground
state cannot be a simple tensor product. However, it is also known that for
β ∈ (0, 1) the ground state factorizes in the large particle limit (cf. Appendix
B in [ESY10]), which is not capture by (2.55).

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 ε > 0, the following
estimates

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΛ(t) ‖L2(dxdy) ≤ C (3.1a)

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΓ(t) ‖L2(dxdy) ≤ C (3.1b)

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+εφ(t) ‖L2(dx) ≤ C (3.1c)

hold uniformly in N for any fixed time t > 0. The proof of estimates
(3.1a)-(3.1c) relies on the conservation laws established in [GM13a]. 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 E respectively, can
be evaluated explicitly as follows:

N = N ·
{∫

dx |φ(x)|2 + 1

N

∫
dxdy |u(x, y)|2

}
(3.2a)

and

E = N ·
{∫

dx |∇φ(x)|2 + 1

2N

∫
dxdy |∇x,yu(x, y)|2 (3.2b)

+
1

2N

∫
dxdydz vN (x− y)|φ(x)u(y, z) + φ(y)u(x, z)|2

+
1

4

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)

{
2|Λ(x, y)|2 + |Γ(x, y)|2 + Γ(x, x)Γ(y, 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 (φ(t),Γ(t),Λ(t)) is a
smooth solution to (2.35) with v ∈ L1(R) ∩ 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 N and E are proportional to N for
some fixed N . In fact, we have that N = N and E ∼ N or, equivalently,
N−1E ∼ 1.

As an immediate corollary of the conservation quantities, we prove esti-
mate (3.1b) and (3.1c).

Corollary 3.3. Let φ(t) and Γ(t) be smooth solutions to the time-dependent
HFB equations. Then, for any 0 < ε ≤ 1

2 , we have the estimates

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΓ(t) ‖L2(dxdy) . 1

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+εφ(t) ‖L2(dx) . 1
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which hold uniformly in N and independent of t.

Proof. It suffices to prove estimate (3.1b) since the prove of (3.1c) is similar.
By Proposition 3.1 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain the estimate

‖Γ(t) ‖L2(dxdy) ≤ ‖φt ‖2L2(dx) +N−1‖ut ◦ ut ‖L2(dxdy) (3.3a)

≤ ‖φt ‖2L2(dx) +N−1 ‖ut ‖2L2(dxdy) = 1

uniformly in t and independent of N . Likewise, we see that

‖∇x∇yΓ(t) ‖L2(dxdy) ≤ ‖∇xφt ‖2L2 +N−1 ‖∇xut ‖2L2 . 1. (3.3b)

Hence interpolating (3.3a) and (3.3b) yields the desired result. �

In the remainder of this section, we shall prove that estimate (3.1a) holds.
To this end, let us begin by making the observation that proving estimate
(3.1a) is equivalent to establishing the estimate

N−1‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε sh(2kt) ‖L2(dxdy) . C (3.4)

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

sh(2k) = 2u ◦ c = 2u+ 2u ◦ p (3.5)

and the triangle inequality to obtain a preliminary estimate

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε sh(2kt) ‖L2(dxdy)

. ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εut ‖L2(dxdy) + ‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εut ◦ pt ‖L2(dxdy)

=: I1(t) + I2(t).

Hence it remains to show that N−1Ii(t) . C for i = 1, 2.
To estimate I2(t), we use the following lemma

Lemma 3.4. We have the following estimates

N−1
∥∥∥ |∇x|

1
2 |∇y|

1
2ut ◦ pt

∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

. 1, (3.6a)

N−1 ‖∇xut ◦ ∇ypt ‖L2(dxdy) . 1 (3.6b)

where both are independent of time t. In particular, by interpolating esti-
mates (3.6a) and (3.6b), we obtain the estimate

N−1
∥∥∥ |∇x|

1
2
+ε|∇y|

1
2
+εut ◦ pt

∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

. 1 (3.7)

for any 0 ≤ ε ≤ 1
2 .

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

1
2 |∇y|

1
2ut ◦ pt

∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

(3.8)

. ‖∇xut ‖L2(dxdy) ‖ pt ‖L2(dxdy) + ‖ut ‖L2(dxdy) ‖∇ypt ‖L2(dxdy) .
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Next, taking derivatives of the kernel of the operator identity

u ◦ u = p ◦ p+ 2p (3.9)

yields the operator identity

∇xu ◦ ∇yu = ∇xp ◦ ∇yp+ 2∇x∇yp.

In particular, we have that

‖∇xu ‖2L2(dxdy) = ‖∇xp ◦ ∇yp+ 2∇x∇yp ‖tr ≥ ‖∇xp ‖2L2(dxdy)

since both ∇x∇y(p ◦ p+2p) and 2∇x∇yp are positive trace class operators.
Hence combining estimate (3.8) with the conservation laws, we obtain the
estimate

N−1
∥∥∥ |∇x|

1
2 |∇y|

1
2ut ◦ pt

∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

. N−1 ‖∇xut ‖L2(dxdy) ‖ut ‖L2(dxdy) . 1.

Likewise, we have shown that

N−1 ‖∇xut ◦ ∇ypt ‖L2(dxdy) . N−1‖∇xut ‖2L2 . 1.

�

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

Recall the equation for Λ(t) is given by

(S+ V )Λ =− (vNΛ) ◦ Γ− Γ̄ ◦ (vNΛ)− (vN Γ̄) ◦ Λ− Λ ◦ (vNΓ) (3.10)

+ 2(vN ∗ |φ|2)(x)φ(x)φ(y) + 2(vN ∗ |φ|2)(y)φ(y)φ(x) =: F

where vNΛ = vN (x− y)Λ(x, y) and

V :=
1

N
vN + (vN ∗ diag Γ)(x) + (vN ∗ diag Γ)(y).

For the convenience of the reader, let us also recall the theorem.

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

‖∇x∇yΛ(t) ‖L2(dxdy) . ‖∇x∇yΛ0 ‖L2(dxdy) +N c0 , (3.11)

where c0 is a positive constant.

Remark 3.6. The positive power c0 is chosen to be 11
2 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 3.9.
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Remark 3.7. The proof of Lemma 3.5 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 ε0 > 0 such that

N−1‖ |∇x|
1
2
+ε|∇y|

1
2
+εu ‖L2(dxdy) . C (3.12)

for 0 < ε ≤ ε0.

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.5 and (3.5) give us the estimate

N−1‖∇x∇yu(t) ‖L2(dxdy)

. N−1‖∇x∇y sh(2k) ‖L2(dxdy) +N−1‖∇xu ◦ ∇yp ‖L2(dxdy)

. ‖∇xφ ‖2L2(dx) + ‖∇x∇yΛ ‖L2(dxdy) +N−1‖∇xu ◦ ∇yp ‖L2(dxdy)

. 1 +N c0 .

By interpolating the above inequality with the energy estimate

N−1‖ |∇x|
1
2 |∇y|

1
2u ‖L2(dxdy) . N−1‖∇xu ‖L2(dxdy) .

1√
N
, (3.13)

we have shown that there exists ε0 > 0 such that

N−1‖ |∇x|
1
2
+ε0 |∇y|

1
2
+ε0 sh(kt) ‖L2(dxdy) . C

where C is a constant independent of N and t. In fact, we see that for all
0 < ε ≤ ε0 =

1
2(2c0+1) we have the estimate

N−1‖ |∇x|
1
2
+ε|∇y|

1
2
+εu(t) ‖L2(dxdy) . N− 1

2
+(2c0+1)ε. (3.14)

�

Remark 3.9. Since we need 2β(12 + ε) < 1, we need the assumption that

0 < ε ≤ min(1−β
2β ,

1
2(2c0+1)) in our proof of the global well-posedness of the

TDHFB system. Noticing that we can choose ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, a
positive power c0 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 (2.35) for 0 < β < 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 Γ and Λ equations proven in
[GM17, GM19]. 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 Xs,b space (or sometimes known as the Bour-
gain space). In this paper, we take s = 0 and write Xb = X0,b. Let us
denote S± and S as in (2.28). Then, we see that the spacetime symbol as-
sociated with S± is τ + |ξ|2−|η|2 and the spacetime symbol associated with
S is either τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2 or τ + |ξ|2, depending on the context. We define
the norms

‖ f ‖Xb
±
=
∥∥∥ 〈τ + |ξ|2 − |η|2〉bf̃(τ, ξ, η)

∥∥∥
L2(dτdξdη)

,

‖ f ‖Xb
S
=
∥∥∥ 〈τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2〉bf̃(τ, ξ, η)

∥∥∥
L2(dτdξdη)

when d = 6 or that

‖ f ‖Xb
S
=
∥∥∥ 〈τ + |ξ|2〉bf̃(τ, ξ)

∥∥∥
L2(dτdξ)

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

f̃(τ, ξ, η) =

∫
dtdxdy e−i(τt+ξ·x+η·y)f(t, x, y). (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 c(t) be the characteristic function of [0, 1]. Suppose 0 <
T < 1 and −1

2 < b′ ≤ b < 1
2 , then we have

‖ c(t/T )u ‖Xb′ .c,b,b′ T
b−b′‖u ‖Xb . (4.2a)

Likewise, we have the estimate

‖ c(t/T )u ‖
Xb′

±
.c,b,b′ T

b−b′‖u ‖Xb
±
. (4.2b)

Proof. Let us define the convolution operator I(f)(t) := (ĉ(·/T )∗f)(τ), then
it is clear that I is a L2-L2 bounded operator since

‖ I(f) ‖L2(dτ) = ‖ c(·/T )f ‖L2(dt) ≤ ‖ f ‖L2(dt) = ‖ f ‖L2(dτ).

Moreover, we see that |∂k ĉ(·/T )(τ)| . |τ |−1−k for k = 0, 1. Then, by Corol-
lary of Theorem 2 in section V.4.2 in Stein, we see have the estimate

‖ I(f) ‖L2(ω(τ)dτ) . ‖ f ‖L2(ω(τ)dτ) (4.3)
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where ω ∈ A2; see chapter V of Stein for definition of Ap spaces. In partic-
ular, it follows that

‖ c(t/T )u ‖Xb .c,b ‖u ‖Xb (4.4)

which is mainly what we need from this lemma.
Now to prove (4.2a), we decompose u into two parts

u = P〈τ+|ξ|2+|η|2〉≥ 1
T
u+ P〈τ+|ξ|2+|η|2〉< 1

T
u

=: P1(c(t/T )u) + P2(c(t/T )u).

Then it follows

‖ c(t/T )P1u ‖2Xb′ =

∫
‖ ĉ(·/T ) ∗ P̃1u ‖2L2(〈τ+|ξ|2+|η|2〉2b′dτ)dξdη

.

∫
‖ P̃1u ‖2L2(〈τ+|ξ|2+|η|2〉2b′dτ)dξdη

. T 2(b−b′)

∫
‖ ũ ‖2L2(〈τ+|ξ|2+|η|2〉2bdτ)dξdη

where the second inequality follows from the remark of Stein chapter V.6.4.
which states that |τ |2b ∈ A2 provided |b| < 1

2 .
Finally, we see that

‖ P̂2u(t) ‖L2(dξdη) . ‖
∫

〈τ+|ξ|2+|η|2〉≤1/T
dτ |ũ(τ, ξ, η)| ‖L2(dξdη)

. T b− 1
2‖
(∫

dτ 〈τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2〉2b|P̃2u(τ, ξ, η)|2
) 1

2

‖L2(dξdη)

= T b− 1
2‖P2u ‖Xb

which means

‖ c(t/T )P2u ‖2X0 ≤
∫ T

0
dt ‖P2u(t) ‖2L2(dxdy) . T 2b‖P2u ‖2Xb . (4.5)

Interpolating (4.5) with (4.4) where u is replaced with P2u yields the desired
result. �

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 δ > 1
2 and q, r ≥ 2 satisfy the admissible condition. Then

we have the estimates

‖F ‖Lq(dt)Lr(dx)L2(dy) .δ‖F ‖Xδ , and its dual estimate (4.6a)

‖F ‖X−δ .δ‖F ‖Lq′ (dt)Lr′ (dx)L2(dy). (4.6b)
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Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < δ < 1
2 and q, r > 2 such that 2

q +
3
r = 5−4δ

2 . Then we

have

‖F ‖Lq(dt)Lr(dx)L2(dy) .δ‖F ‖Xδ , and its dual estimate (4.7a)

‖F ‖X−δ .δ‖F ‖Lq′ (dt)Lr′ (dx)L2(dy). (4.7b)

4.2. Global Well-posedness. Fix ε > 0 small enough and consider c(t) =
cI(t) the characteristic function on the interval I = [T0, T1]. Then we define

NI(Λ) := sup
z

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+εc(t)Λ(t, x, x + z) ‖L2(dt)L2(dx) (4.8a)

+ sup
z

‖ |∂t|
1
4 [c(t)Λ(t, x, x + z)] ‖L2(dt)L2(dx)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)Λ ‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)Λ ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)Λ ‖L2(dt)L6(dy)L2(dx)

NI(Γ) := sup
z

‖ |∇x|
1
2 〈∇x〉εc(t)Γ(t, x, x + z) ‖L2(dt)L2(dx) (4.8b)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)Γ ‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)Γ ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)Γ ‖L2(dt)L6(dy)L2(dx)

NI(φ) := ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+εc(t)φ ‖L∞(dt)L2(dx) + ‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+εc(t)φ ‖L2(dt)L6(dx).

(4.8c)

Like before, we denote the sum of the three norms by

NI(X) := NI(φ) +NI(Γ) +NI(Λ). (4.9)

If I = [T0, T1] = [0, T ] then we recover NT (X) = NI(X). Moreover, we
adopt the notation

NI(DX) := NI(Dφ) +NI(DΓ) +NI(DΛ) (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

NT (X) . F (T ) (4.11)

for some positive real-valued function F defined on all of [0,∞).
Let us now recall some propositions from [GM19], which are modified by

Lemma 4.1. For the φ and Γ equations, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4 (Proposition 3.7 in [GM19]). Let c(t) be the characteristic
function on I = [T0, T1] such that T1 − T0 < 1. Suppose φ(t) and Γ(t) are
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solutions to

S±Γ = F, Γ(T0) = Γ0

Sφ = f, φ(T0) = φ0.

Then for any δ > 0 we have the estimates

NI(Γ) .δ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΓ0 ‖L2(dxdy) (4.12a)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)F ‖

X
− 1

2+δ

±

NI(φ) .δ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+εφ0 ‖L2(dxdy) + ‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+εc(t)f ‖

X− 1
2+δ . (4.12b)

For the Λ equations, with the potential 1
N vN (x − y)Λ, we have the fol-

lowing proposition, which is also the main result of [GM19].

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

(
S+

1

N
vN (x− y)

)
Λ = F, Λ(0) = Λ0. (4.13)

Then for all δ > 0 sufficiently small, the following estimate

NI(Λ) (4.14)

.δ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΛ0 ‖L2(dxdy) + ‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)F ‖

X− 1
2+δ

+min
{
‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉εc(t)F ‖

X− 1
4−δ , ‖ 〈∇x〉ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)F ‖

X− 1
4−δ

}

holds uniformly in N .

We begin by proving couple lemmas to aid us in establishing (4.11).

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

‖ |∇x|
1
2 diag f ‖L2(dx) . ‖∇x∇yf ‖L2(dxdy) . (4.15)

Proof. Note that

d̂iag f(ξ) =
1

(2π)3

∫
dη f̂(ξ − η, η).

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

‖ |∇x|
1
2 diag f ‖2L2(dx) ∼

∫
dξ |ξ|

∣∣∣∣
∫
dη f̂(ξ − η, η)

∣∣∣∣
2

. sup
ξ
A(ξ)

∫
dξdη |ξ|2|η|2|f̂(ξ, η)|2

where

A(ξ) =

∫
dη

|ξ|
|ξ − η|2|η|2 .
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Hence, to complete the proof, it suffices to show supξ A(ξ) <∞.
Let us evaluate the integral A(ξ) into each of the following three regions:

R1 = {1
2 |ξ| ≤ |η| ≤ 2|ξ|}, R2 = {1

2 |ξ| ≤ |η − ξ| ≤ 2|ξ|}, and R3 = {|η| >
2|ξ| or |η − ξ| > 2|ξ|}. Then, we see that

∫

R1

dη
|ξ|

|ξ − η|2|η|2 .
1

|ξ|

∫

|ξ−η|≤3|ξ|

dη

|ξ − η|2 . 1

and likewise for R2. For the region R3, we see that |η| > |ξ| and 2|ξ − η| ≥
|ξ − η|+ |ξ| ≥ |η|, which means

∫

R3

dη
|ξ|

|ξ − η|2|η|2 .

∫

|η|>|ξ|
dη

|ξ|
|η|4 . 1.

Thus, we have that supξ A(ξ) <∞. �

Lemma 4.7. Let (φ(t),Γ(t),Λ(t)) be a solution to (2.35) and I = [T0, T1].
Then there exists δ > 0 such that we have the following estimates

NI(X) . (data) + |I|δNI(X). (4.16)

Proof. It suffices to consider the proof of estimate (4.16) for Γ and Λ since
the proof for φ is similar. Recall the equation for Γ is given by

S±Γ̄ =− (vNΛ) ◦ Λ̄ + Λ ◦ (vN Λ̄)− (vN Γ̄) ◦ Γ̄ + Γ̄ ◦ (vN Γ̄)

− (vN ∗ diag Γ) · Γ̄ + Γ̄ · (vN ∗ diag Γ)
+ 2(vN ∗ |φ|2) · |φ〉〈φ| − 2|φ〉〈φ| · (vN ∗ |φ|2) =: F.

(4.17)

Then, by Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.3, we have that for any 0 < δ < ε
2

the following estimate holds

NI(Γ) . ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΓ(T0, ·) ‖L2(dxdy)

+
∥∥∥ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)F

∥∥∥
X− 1

2+ ε−2δ
2

. ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΓ(T0, ·) ‖L2(dxdy)

+ |I| ε−2δ
2 ‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εc(t)F ‖

L2(dt)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

.

Here, the symbol 6
5+ denotes a fixed number slightly bigger than 6

5 with

dependence on ε, in fact, 6
5+ = 6

5−2ε .

For the forcing term Γ · (vN ∗ diag Γ), we apply Young’s convolution in-
equality, Sobolev inequality, and Corollary 3.3 to obtain the estimate

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε[Γ̄ · (vN ∗ diag Γ)] ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖ 〈∇y〉
1
2
+εΓ̄ ‖L∞(I)L3+(dx)L2(dy)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε diag Γ ‖L2(I)L2(dx)

+ ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΓ̄ ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy)‖ diag Γ ‖L2(I)L3+(dx)

. NI(Γ),
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where 3+ = 3
1−ε . Next, for the forcing term Λ ◦ (vN Λ̄), we apply Kato-

Ponce, Sobolev, and estimate (3.1c) from the previous section to obtain the
estimate

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε[Λ ◦ (vN Λ̄)] ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

.

∫
dz vN (z)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+εΛ̄(x, x− z)〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΛ(x− z, y) ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

+

∫
dz vN (z)‖ Λ̄(x, x− z)〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΛ(x− z, y) ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

.

∫
dz vN (z)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+εΛ̄(x, x− z) ‖L2(dtdx)‖ 〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΛ ‖L∞(I)L3+(dx)L2(dy)

+

∫
dz vN (z)‖Λ(x, x − z) ‖L2(dt)L3+(dx)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΛ ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy)

. NI(Λ).

The remaining nonlinear terms (vNΓ) ◦ Γ and (vN ∗ |φ|2) · |φ〉〈φ| can be
handled in a similar manner. Thus, we have shown

NI(Γ) . C0(T0) + |I| ε−2δ
2 NI(X).

Next, let us recall the equation for Λ given by

(
S+

1

N
vNΛ

)
=− (vN ∗ diag Γ) · Λ− Λ · (vN ∗ diag Γ) (4.18)

− (vNΛ) ◦ Γ− Γ̄ ◦ (vNΛ)− (vN Γ̄) ◦ Λ− Λ ◦ (vNΓ)

+ 2(vN ∗ |φ|2) · φ⊗ φ− 2φ⊗ φ · (vN ∗ |φ|2) =: G.

To estimate Λ, we employ Proposition 4.5 and Lemma 4.3 to get the estimate

NI(Λ) . ‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΛ(T0, ·) ‖L2(dxdy)

+ |I| ε−2δ
2 ‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εG ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

+ |I| ε−2δ
2 min

(
‖ 〈∇x〉ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εG ‖

L
4
3 (I)L2(dxdy)

,

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉εG ‖

L
4
3 (I)L2(dxdy)

)
.

Hence, to complete the proof, it suffices to estimate 〈∇x〉ε〈∇y〉
1
2
+εG in

L
4
3 (I)L2(dxdy) since ‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εG ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

can be handled

in a similar manner like Γ.
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Let us consider the forcing term (vN ∗ diag Γ) · Λ. Then, by Kato-Ponce
and Sobolev inequalities, we have that

‖ 〈∇x〉ε〈∇y〉
1
2
+ε[(vN ∗ diag Γ) · Λ] ‖

L
4
3 (I)L2(dxdy)

. ‖ 〈∇x〉ε diag Γ ‖L2(I)L3−(dx)‖ 〈∇y〉
1
2
+εΛ ‖L4(I)L6+(dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖ diag Γ ‖L2(I)L3(dx)‖ 〈∇x〉ε〈∇y〉
1
2
+εΛ ‖L4(I)L6(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖ 〈∇x〉ε|∇x|
1
2
−ε diag Γ ‖L2(I)L2(dx)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΛ ‖L4(I)L3(dx)L2(dy).

Finally, by Lemma 4.6 and Corollary 3.3, we obtain the estimate

‖ 〈∇x〉ε〈∇y〉
1
2
+ε[(vN ∗ diag Γ) · Λ] ‖

L
4
3 (I)L2(dxdy)

. |I| 12NI(Λ).

Next, let us consider the forcing term (vNΛ) ◦ Γ. By Kato-Ponce, Sobolev
inequalities, and conservation of energy, we have that

‖ 〈∇x〉ε〈∇y〉
1
2
+ε[(vNΛ) ◦ Γ] ‖

L
4
3 (I)L2(dxdy)

.

∫
dz vN (z)‖ 〈∇x〉εΛ(x, x− z) ‖L2(I)L3(dx)‖ 〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΓ ‖L4(I)L6(dx)L2(dy)

+

∫
dz vN (z)‖Λ(x, x − z) ‖L2(I)L3+(dx)‖ 〈∇x〉ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εΓ ‖L4(I)L6−(dx)L2(dy)

. |I| 14NI(Λ).

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

NI(Λ) . C0(T0) + |I| ε−2δ
2 NI(X)

which completes the proof of the lemma. �

Next we aim to obtain a-priori estimates of the form (4.11).

Proposition 4.8. Let T > 0. Assume (φ(t),Γ(t),Λ(t)) is a solution to the
time-dependent HFB system, then we have the following a-priori estimate

NT (X) . (data) + T. (4.19)

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

NI(X) .(data) 1. (4.20)

We may split the interval [0, T ] into M intervals Ii where M ∼ T and the
length of each interval Ii is less than

1
2 . Then we sum the norms NIi(X) up

which explains this proposition. �

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

Lemma 4.9. Let (φ(t),Γ(t),Λ(t)) be a solution to (2.35) and I = [T0, T1].
Then there exists δ > 0 such that we have the following estimates

NI(∇x+yX) . C1(T0) + |I|δNI(X)NI(∇x+yX) (4.21a)
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where

C1(T ) := ‖ (∇xφ(T, ·),∇x+yΓ(T, ·),∇x+yΛ(T, ·)) ‖Xα . (4.21b)

Here, we use the notation ∇x+y := ∇x +∇y.

Proof. Taking the ∇x+y derivative of (3.10) yields
(
S+N−1vN

)
∇x+yΛ =− (vNΛ) ◦ ∇x+yΓ− (vN ∗ diag Γ) · ∇x+yΛ

+ similar terms =: F.

Note that we used the fact that ∇x+y commutes with N−1vN (x − y), i.e.
[∇x+y, N

−1vN (x − y)] = 0. By the same argument as in Lemma 4.7, we
have the estimate

NI(∇x+yΛ) . C1(T0) + |I| ε−2δ
2 ‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+εF ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

.

We shall look at two generic cases, as stated above, to deduce (4.21a). In
the first case, we estimate the term (vNΛ) ◦ ∇x+yΓ, which goes as follows

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε(vNΛ) ◦ ∇x+yΓ ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

.

∫
dz vN (z)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+εΛ(x, x− z)〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε∇x+yΓ(x− z, y) ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

+

∫
dz vN (z)‖Λ(x, x − z)〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε∇x+yΓ(x− z, y) ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

.

∫
dz vN (z)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+εΛ(x, x− z) ‖L2(I)L2(dx)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε∇x+yΓ ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy)

+

∫
dz vN (z)‖Λ(x, x − z) ‖L2(I)L3+(dx)‖ 〈∇x〉

1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε∇x+yΓ ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy)

. NI(Λ)NI(∇x+yΓ).

In the second case, we estimate the term (vN ∗ diag Γ) · ∇x+yΛ as follows

‖ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε[(vN ∗ diag Γ) · ∇x+yΛ] ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖ (vN ∗ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε diag Γ) · 〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε∇x+yΛ ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖ (vN ∗ 〈∇x〉
1
2
+ε diag Γ) · 〈∇y〉

1
2
+ε∇x+yΛ ‖

L2(I)L
6
5+(dx)L2(dy)

. NI(Γ)NI(∇x+yΛ).

Hence, combining the above estimates yields

NI(∇x+yΛ) . C1(T0) + |I| ε−2δ
2 {NI(Λ)NI(∇x+yΓ)

+NI(∇x+yΛ)NI(Γ) +NI(∇x+yφ)NI(φ)}
. C1(T0) + |I| ε−2δ

2 NI(X)NI(∇x+yX).

Similarly, we can show

NI(∇x+yΓ) . C1(T0) + |I| ε−2δ
2 NI(X)NI(∇x+yX)
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and

NI(∇x+yφ) . C1(T0) + |I| ε−2δ
2 NI(X)NI(∇x+yX).

Therefore, summing up the three inequalities yields (4.21a). �

Using the above lemma we could again prove an a-priori growth estimates
for the norm of ∇x+yX.

Proposition 4.10. Let T > 0. Suppose (φ(t),Γ(t), Λ(t)) is a solution to the
TDHFB system, then we have the following uniform in N a-priori estimate

NT (∇x+yX) . exp (κT ) (4.22a)

for some κ > 0, which are independent of T .

Proof. Proposition 4.7 and Proposition 4.9 imply that for an interval I with
length similar to 1,

NI(∇x+yX) .(data) 1. (4.23)

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, T ] into M ’ intervals
Ii = [Ti, Ti+1] where M ∼ T and the length of each interval Ii is less than
1
2 . On each interval,

NIi(∇x+yX) . C1(Ti). (4.24)

Summing them up, we have

NT (∇x+yX) .
∑

i

NIi(∇x+yX) . C1(T0) +
∑

i

C1(Ti). (4.25)

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

NT (∇x+yX) . C1(T0) +

∫ T

0
dτ Nτ (∇x+yX).

Finally, applying Gronwall’s inequality yields

NT (∇x+yX) . C1(T0) exp (αT ) ,

which explains this proposition. �

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

Lemma 4.11. Let (φ(t),Γ(t),Λ(t)) be a solution to (2.35) and I = [T0, T1].
Then there exists δ > 0 such that for j ≥ 2 we have the estimates

NI(∇j
x+yX) .j Cj(T0) + |I|δ

⌈j/2⌉∑

i=0

NI(∇i
x+yX)NI(∇j−i

x+yX) (4.26a)

where

Cj(T ) = ‖ (∇j
xφ(T, ·),∇j

x+yΓ(T, ·),∇j
x+yΛ(T, ·)) ‖Xα . (4.27)

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

NI(∇j
x+yX) . Cj(T0). (4.28)
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.9. �

Proposition 4.12. Let T > 0. Suppose (φ(t),Γ(t),Λ(t)) is a solution to
the TDHFB system. Then there exists a constant κ > 0, depending on j
and independent of T , such that we have the following uniform in N a-priori
estimate

NT (∇j
x+yX) .j exp (κT ) . (4.29)

Proof. The proof is an induction argument. It is similar to the proof of
Lemma 4.10 so we omit it. �

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 (x− y)Λ− (vNΛ) ◦ p2 − p̄2 ◦ (vNΛ)

− ((vN ∗ diag Γ)(x) + (vN ∗ diag Γ)(y)) sh(2k)
− (vNΓ) ◦ sh(2k) − sh(2k) ◦ (vNΓ).

(5.1a)

Since ch(2k) = δ(x− y) + p2 then we could simply write an equation for p2
instead, that is

S±(p̄2) =− (vNΛ) ◦ sh(2k) + sh(2k) ◦ (vNΛ)

− ((vN ∗ diag Γ)(x)− (vN ∗ diag Γ)(y))p̄2
− (vNΓ) ◦ p̄2 + p̄2 ◦ (vNΓ).

(5.1b)

Remark 5.1. The main difficulty one faces when handling (5.1a) and (5.1b)
is in controlling the singular potential term vNΛ 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 (5.1a) with initial conditions given by
the Nonlinear Theorem. Then for j = 0, 1, 2 we have the estimates

‖∇j
x+y sh(2k)(t, ·, ·) ‖L2(dxdy) . exp(κT ) (5.2a)

‖∇j
x+y sh(2k)(t, ·, ·) ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) . exp(κT ) (5.2b)

sup
x

‖ sh(2k)(x, ·) ‖L2(dz) . exp(κT ) (5.2c)

for some constant κ > 0 and uniform in t on the interval [0, T ]. Similar
estimates hold for p2.

As an immediate consequence, we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 5.3. Suppose (φ(t), k(t)) satisfies (2.30). Then there is some
constant κ > 0 such that the following estimates

‖u(t, ·, ·) ‖L2(dxdy) . exp (κT ) (5.3a)

‖ p(t, ·, ·) ‖L2(dxdy) . exp (κT ) (5.3b)

sup
x

‖u(t, x, ·) ‖L2(dy) . exp (κT ) (5.3c)

sup
x

‖ p(t, x, ·) ‖L2(dy) . exp (κT ) (5.3d)

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

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

‖ f ‖2L2(dx) . 〈f, ch(k)f〉 =⇒ ‖ ch(k)−1 ‖op . 1. (5.4)

Hence, using the identity (3.5) and Theorem 5.2, it follows

‖u(t, ·, ·) ‖L2(dxdy) . ‖ ch(k)−1 ‖op‖ sh(2k)(t, ·, ·) ‖L2(dxdy)

. exp (κT ) .

Likewise, using identity (3.9), we see that

‖ p(t, ·, ·) ‖L2(dxdy) . ‖u(t, ·, ·) ‖L2(dxdy) . exp (κT ) .

To prove the remaining inequalities, we will use a duality argument. Ob-
serve we have that

‖u ‖L∞(dx)L2(dy) = sup
‖ f ‖

L1(dx)L2(dy)=1

∣∣∣∣
∫
dxdy u(x, y)f(x, y)

∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
‖ f ‖

L1(dx)L2(dy)=1

∣∣∣∣
∫
dxdzdy sh(2k)(x, z) ch(k)−1(z, y)f(x, y)

∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
‖ f ‖

L1(dx)L2(dy)=1

∫
dx ‖ sh(2k)(x, ·) ‖L2(dz)‖ ch(k)−1 ‖op‖ f(x, ·) ‖L2(dy)

≤ sup
x

‖ sh(2k)(x, ·) ‖L2(dz).

Hence the result follows. The estimate for p follows from the identity p2 ◦
(δ + 1

2p)
−1 = 4p. �

We also have the following corollary of the above corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Let (φ(t), k(t)) solves (2.30). Then we have the following
uniform in N endpoint Strichartz estimates

‖u ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) . exp(κT ), (5.5a)

‖ p ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) . exp(κT ). (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 5.2.
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Remark 5.5. The reader should note that by interpolating (5.2a) and (5.2b)
we recover all the Strichartz estimates of the form LqLrL2, where (q, r) is
an admissible pair, for sh(2k). Likewise, we have all the Strichartz estimates
for u and p.

Proposition 5.6. Let s0a be the solution to

S(s0a) = − 2vN (x− y)Λ

s0a(0, x, y) = sh(2k)(0, x, y).
(5.6)

Then we have the estimate
∥∥ s0a

∥∥
L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy)

+
∥∥ s0a

∥∥
L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy)

. 1 + T 2

for some constant κ independent of T . Moreover, we also have

‖∇j
x+ys

0
a ‖L2(dxdy) + ‖∇j

x+ys
0
a ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) . exp (κT ) (5.7)

for j = 1, 2.

Lemma 5.7. Let b > 0 and c(t) is the characteristic function on [0, T ]
where T > 1. Suppose we have

Λ =

∫ ∞

−∞
ds c(t− s)ei(t−s)∆x,yF (s) (5.8)

then it follows

‖Λ ‖Xb .b T‖F ‖Xb−1 . (5.9)

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

F
(∫ ∞

−∞
ds c(t− s)ei(t−s)∆x,yF (s)

)

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dt e−itτ

∫ ∞

−∞
ds c(t− s)e−i(t−s)(|ξ|2+|η|2)F̂ (s)

= ĉ(τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2)F̃ (τ, ξ, η).

In particular, we have the estimate

|ĉ(τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2)| .
∣∣∣∣∣
sin(12T (τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2))

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2

∣∣∣∣∣ . T 〈τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2〉−1.

Then the result follows. �

To prove Proposition 5.6, 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, x, y) =

∫ ∞

−∞
c(t− s)ei(t−s)∆x,y (c(s)vN (x− y)Λ(s)) ds. (5.10)
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Then we have the estimate

‖E ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy) + ‖E ‖L2(I)L6(dx)L2(dy)

. T sup
z

∥∥∥ (|∂t|
1
4
+ε + |∇x|

1
2
+ε)Λ(t, x, x + z)

∥∥∥
L2(I)L2(dx)

.
(5.11)

It is helpful to rewrite

vN (x− y)Λ(s) =

∫
dz vN (z)δ(x − y − z)Λ

(
s,
x+ y + z

2
,
x+ y − z

2

)

=:

∫
dz vN (z)δ(x − y − z)fz(s, x+ y). (5.12)

Then let us define

Ez(t, x, y) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ds c(t− s)ei(t−s)∆(c(s)δ(x − y − z)fz(s, x+ y)) (5.13)

and write

E(t, x, y) =

∫
dz vN (z)Ez(t, x, y). (5.14)

The following lemmas provide uniform in z estimates for Ez.

Lemma 5.9. Fix z and δ > 0. Then we have the estimates
∥∥∥ |∂t|

1
4
+εP

|ξ−η|≫|τ+|ξ+η|2|
1
2
Ez

∥∥∥
X

1
4−δ

.δ T
∥∥∥ |∂t|

1
4
+εfz

∥∥∥
L2(I)L2(dx)

(5.15a)
∥∥∥ |∇x +∇y|

1
2
+εP

|ξ−η|≫|τ+|ξ+η|2|
1
2
Ez

∥∥∥
X

1
4−δ

.δ T
∥∥∥ |∇x|

1
2
+εfz

∥∥∥
L2(I)L2(dx)

.

(5.15b)

Proof. Applying Lemma 5.7 to |∂t|
1
4
+εPEz yields

∥∥∥ |∂t|
1
4
+εP1′Ez

∥∥∥
X

1
4−δ

. T
∥∥∥ |∂t|

1
4
+ε(P1′cδ(x − y − z)fz(s, x+ y))

∥∥∥
X− 3

4−δ

where P1′ is a short hand for the projection operator P
|ξ−η|≫|τ+|ξ+η|2|

1
2
.

Directly computing the spacetime Fourier transform of the RHS gives us
∥∥∥ |∂t|

1
4
+ε(P1′cδ(x− y − z)fz(s, x+ y))

∥∥∥
2

X− 3
4−δ

.

∫

|ξ−η|≫|τ+|ξ+η|2|
1
2

dτdξdη
|τ | 12+2ε|c̃fz(τ, ξ + η)|2

〈τ + |ξ + η|2 + |ξ − η|2〉 3
2
+2δ

.

∫
dτd(ξ + η) |τ | 12+2ε|c̃fz(τ, ξ + η)|2

∫ ∞

2a

ρ2dρ

〈τ + |ξ + η|2 + ρ2〉 3
2
+2δ

where a := |τ + |ξ + η|2| 12 . Hence it remains to evaluate the integral in ρ.
There are two cases: either τ + |ξ + η|2 > 0 or τ + |ξ + η|2 < 0. Both cases
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are essentially the same. In the latter case, we have
∫ ∞

2a

ρ2dρ

(1 + |a2 − ρ2|) 3
2
+2δ

.

∫ ∞

a

ρ2dρ

(1 + ρ2)
3
2
+2δ

.δ 1.

The proof of (5.15b) is similar. �

In the region |ξ−η| . a, we further subdivide into the cases τ+|ξ+η|2 > 0
and τ + |ξ + η|2 < 0.

Lemma 5.10. Fix z and δ > 0. Then we have the estimate∥∥∥ |∂t|
1
4
+εP{|ξ−η|.a}∩{τ+|ξ+η|2>0}Ez

∥∥∥
X

1
4−δ

. T
∥∥∥ |∂t|

1
4
+ε(cfz)

∥∥∥
L2(dtdx)

.

(5.16a)
∥∥∥ |∇x +∇y|

1
2
+εP{|ξ−η|.a}∩{τ+|ξ+η|2>0}Ez

∥∥∥
X

1
4−δ

. T
∥∥∥ |∇x|

1
2
+ε(cfz)

∥∥∥
L2(dtdx)

.

(5.16b)

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 5.9. It suffices to just
bound the integral

∫ 2a

0

ρ2dρ

(1 + a2 + ρ2)
3
2
+2δ

.

∫ 2a

0

ρ2dρ

(1 + a2)
3
2

. 1.

Hence we have∥∥∥ |∂t|
1
4
+εP1′′Ez

∥∥∥
X

1
4−δ

. T
∥∥∥ |∂t|

1
4
+ε(cfz)

∥∥∥
L2(dtdx)

where P1′′ := P{|ξ−η|.a}∩{τ+|ξ+η|2>0}. �

Lemma 5.11. Fix z and 0 < δ < 1
2 . Then we have the estimate

∥∥P{|ξ−η|.a}∩{τ+|ξ+η|2<0}Ez

∥∥
X

1
2+δ .δ T

∥∥∥ (|∂t|
1
4
+ε + |∇x|

1
2
+ε)(cfz)

∥∥∥
L2(dtdx)

.

(5.17)

Proof. Again, applying Lemma 5.7 yields

‖P2Ez ‖
X

1
2+δ . T ‖P2cδ(x− y − z)fz(s, x+ y) ‖

X− 1
2+δ

where P2 denotes the projection operator P{|ξ−η|.a}∩{τ+|ξ+η|2<0}.
Take the spacetime Fourier transform of the RHS gives us

‖P2cδ(x − y − z)fz(s, x+ y) ‖2
X− 1

2+δ

.

∫

|ξ−η|.a
dτdξdη

|c̃fz(τ, ξ + η)|2
〈τ + |ξ + η|2 + |ξ − η|2〉1−2δ

.

∫
dτd(ξ + η) |c̃fz(τ, ξ + η)|2

∫ 2a

0

ρ2dρ

(1 + |a2 − ρ2|)1−2δ
.

Hence, it suffices to estimate the integral in ρ. Observe we have
∫ 2a

0

ρ2dρ

(1 + |a2 − ρ2|)1−2δ
.

∫ a

0

a2du

(1 + au)1−2δ
. a1+4δ
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which completes our proof of the lemma. �

Proof of Proposition 5.8. Write E = P1E + P2E where P1 = P1′ + P1′′ .
Then, by Minkowski and Sobolev inequalites, we have

‖ cE ‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy) . (

∫
v) sup

z
‖ |∂t|

1
4
+εc(t)P1Ez ‖L4−ε(dt)L2(dxdy)

+ (

∫
v) sup

z
‖ c(t)P2Ez ‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy).

Now, by Lemma 4.2-4.3 (c.f. Lemma 2.9 in [Tao06]), we have the estimate

‖ cE ‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy) . sup
z

‖ |∂t|
1
4
+εcP1Ez ‖

X
1
4−δ + sup

z
‖ cP2Ez ‖

X
1
2+δ

where δ = ε
4(4−ε) . Finally, combining Lemma 5.9-5.11, we obtain the desired

estimate

‖ cE ‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy) . T sup
z

∥∥∥ |i∂t −∆x|
1
4
+εcΛ(t, x, x + z)

∥∥∥
L2(dtdx)

.

For the other endpoint, we use “Sobolev at an angle” (c.f. Lemma 8.3 in
[GM19]) then it follows

‖ cE ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy) . ‖ 〈∇x +∇y〉
1
2 cP1E ‖L2(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖ cP2E ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖ 〈∇x +∇y〉
1
2 cP1E ‖

X
1
4−δ + ‖ cP2E ‖

X
1
2+δ .

Then estimate (5.11) follows. �

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)(x, y) := ((vN ∗ diag Γ)(x) + (vN ∗ diag Γ)(y))u(x, y)
+ (vNΓ) ◦ u(x, y) + u ◦ (vNΓ)(x, y).

(5.18)

Let us also define

(∂jxV )(u) := ((vN ∗ ∂j diag Γ)(x) + (vN ∗ diag Γ)(y))u (5.19a)

− vNΠj(Γ) ◦ u− u ◦ vNΓ,

(∂jyV )(u) := ((vN ∗ diag Γ)(x) + (vN ∗ ∂j diag Γ)(y))u (5.19b)

− vNΓ ◦ u− u ◦ vNΠj(Γ)

where Πj(Γ)(x, y) := (∇j
x+yΓ)(x, y). Then, for j ≥ 0 and interval I =

[T0, T1], we have the following uniform in N estimates

‖ (∂jV )(u) ‖L1(I)L2(dxdy) . NI(∇j
x+yΓ)‖u ‖L2(I)L6(dx)L2(dy), (5.20)

‖ (∂jV )(u) ‖
L2(I)L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

. NI(∇j
x+yΓ)‖u ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy). (5.21)
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Proof. It suffices to consider the case j = 1. Moreover, it also suffices to
handle the terms (vN ∗ ∂j diag Γ(x))u and vNΠj(Γ) ◦ u. For the first term,
we apply Hölder, Young, and Sobolev inequalities to get∫

I
dt ‖ (vN ∗ ∂j diag Γ)(x)u ‖L2(dxdy)

.

∫

I
dt ‖∇

1
2
x diag(∇j

x+yΓ) ‖L2(dx)‖u ‖L6(dx)L2(dy)

. NI(∇j
x+yΓ)‖u ‖L2(I)L6(dx)L2(dy)

For the other term, we have∫

I
dt ‖ (vNΠj(Γ)) ◦ u ‖L2(dxdy)

.

∫

I
dt

∫
dz vN (z)‖Πj(Γ)(x, x− z) ‖L3(dx)‖u ‖L6(dx)L2(dy)

.

∫

I
dt

∫
dz vN (z)‖∇

1
2
xΠ

j(Γ)(x, x− z) ‖L2(dx)‖u ‖L6(dx)L2(dy)

. NI(∇j
x+yΓ)‖u ‖L2(I)L6(dx)L2(dy)

Thus, (5.20) follows immediately.
Similarly, by Hölder, Young, and Sobolev inequalities, we see that∥∥ (vN ∗ ∂j diag Γ)(x)u

∥∥
L2(I)L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

.
∥∥∥ (vN ∗ diag(∇j

x+yΓ)(x)
∥∥∥
L2(I)L3(dx)

‖u ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy)

. NI(∇j
x+yΓ)‖u ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy).

For the other term, we see that

‖ (vNΠj(Γ)) ◦ u ‖
L2(I)L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

.

∫
dz vN (z)‖Πj(Γ)(x, x− z)u(x− z, y) ‖

L2(I)L
6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

. NI(∇j
x+yΓ)‖u ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy).

Then (5.21) follows. �

Proposition 5.13. Let sa be a solution to

S̃(sa) = − 2vN (x− y)Λ

sa(0, x, y) = sh(2k)(0, x, y)
(5.22)

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

‖ sa ‖L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy) . 1 + T 3. (5.23)

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

‖∇j
x+ysa ‖L2(dxdy) .j exp (κT ) . (5.24)
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Proof. The idea is to write sa = s0a+s
1
a where s0a is a solution to (5.6). Then

we see that s1a satisfies the Cauchy problem

S̃(s1a) = −V (s0a)

s1a(0, x, y) = 0.
(5.25)

To obtain energy estimate for s1a, we employ the identity

S±(s
1
a ◦ s1a) + V (s1a) ◦ s1a − s1a ◦ V (s1a) = −V (s0a) ◦ s1a + s1a ◦ V (s0a) (5.26)

which means
d

dt
‖ s1a(t) ‖2L2(dxdy) ≤

∣∣∣Tr
(
S±(s

1
a ◦ s1a) + V (s1a) ◦ s1a − s1a ◦ V (s1a)

)∣∣∣ .
Then it follows that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ s1a(t) ‖L2(dxdy) .

∫ T

0
dt ‖V (s0a(t)) ‖L2(dxdy).

By Lemma 5.12, Proposition 4.8, and Proposition 5.6, we obtain (5.23).

The case of ∇j
x+ysa is similar. We begin by writing the equation

S̃(∇j
x+ys

1
a) = [V,∇j

x+y]s
1
a −∇j

x+y(V (s0a)). (5.27)

Again, by energy method, we have the estimate

‖∇j
x+ys

1
a ‖L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy) .

∫ T

0
dt
∥∥∥ [V,∇j

x+y]s
1
a

∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

+

∫ T

0
ds
∥∥∥∇j

x+yV (s0a)
∥∥∥
L2(dxdy)

.

The forcing term ∇j
x+y(V (s0a)) is handled in the same manner as above. For

the commutator term, we have the estimate
∫ T

0
dt ‖ [V,∇j

x+y]s
1
a ‖L2(dxdy) .

∫ T

0
dt
∥∥ (∂jV )(s1a)

∥∥
L2(dxdy)

.

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

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

‖ sa ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) . 1 + T 4. (5.28)

Moreover, for j ≥ 1 we also have

‖∇j
x+ysa ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) .j exp (κT ) . (5.29)

Proof. Let us once again reduce the problem to (5.25). By the endpoint
Strichartz estimates, we have∥∥ s1a

∥∥
L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy)

. (data) +
∥∥V (s0a)

∥∥
L2([0,T ])L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

+
∥∥V (s1a)

∥∥
L2([0,T ])L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

.
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By Lemma 5.12, Proposition 5.6, and (5.23), we establish estimate (5.28).
The proof for the higher derivatives are similar. �

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let us write sh(2k) := s2 = sa+ se where sa satisfies
(5.22). Then we have the coupled system

S̃(se) = −(vNΛ) ◦ p2 − p̄2 ◦ (vNΛ) (5.30a)

S̃±(p̄2) = −(vNΛ) ◦ s̄a + sa ◦ (vNΛ) (5.30b)

− (vNΛ) ◦ s̄e + se ◦ (vNΛ)

=: M − (vNΛ) ◦ s̄e + se ◦ (vNΛ)

where S̃± = S± + V± and

V±(p) = ((vN ∗ diag Γ)(x)− (vN ∗ diag Γ)(y))p + (vNΓ) ◦ p− p ◦ (vNΓ).

Let I = [0, T ]. By Strichartz estimates, we have

‖ p2 ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy) . (data) + ‖V±(p2) ‖
L2(I)L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖M ‖
L2(I)L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

+

(
sup
z

∫

I
dt ‖Λ(t, x − z, x− z) ‖2L3(dx)‖ se(t) ‖2L2(dxdy)

) 1
2

.

Applying Lemma 5.12, we have that

‖ p2 ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy) . (data) + T 4 (5.31)

+NT (X)
(
‖ p2 ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy) + ‖ se ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy)

)

since ‖M ‖
L2([0,T ])L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

. 1 + T 4. Likewise, we see that

‖ se ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy)

. (data) + ‖V (se) ‖
L2(I)L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

+

(
sup
z

∫

I
dt ‖Λ(t, x− z, x− z) ‖2L3(dx)‖ p2(t) ‖2L2(dxdy)

) 1
2

. (data) +NT (X)
(
‖ p2 ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy) + ‖ se ‖L∞(I)L2(dxdy)

)

Next, define

E(t) = ‖ se ‖L∞([0,t])L2(dxdy) + ‖ p2 ‖L∞([0,t])L2(dxdy).

Putting the estimates for p2 and se together, we have

E(T ) . (data) + Tα +NT (X)E(T ), (5.32)

where α = 4. Then we will apply the above estimate on small intervals
together with Proposition 4.8. For convenience, we use C1 > 0 to represent
the implicit constant in the above estimate and we use C2 > 0 to represent
the implicit constant in the estimate of Proposition 4.8. Here we divide the
time interval [0, T ] into l consequent subintervals {Ii}i where Ii = [Ti, Ti+1]
satisfying NIi(X) ≤ 1

2C1
and l ∼ 2C1C2T .
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For a certain interval (without loss of generality, we consider the first
interval as an example), we have

E(T2) ≤ C1E(T1) + C1 + C1 ·
1

2C1
E(T2). (5.33)

This implies,
E(T2) ≤ 2C1E(T1) + 2C1. (5.34)

Then we can iterate the arguments on all of the intervals, noticing the num-
ber of intervals are around l ∼ 2C1C2T , we have, for some constant κ,

E(T ) = E(Tl) ≤ 2C1E(Tl−1) + 2C1 ≤ 2C1(2C1E(Tl−2) + 2C1) + 2C1

≤ ... ≤ (2C1)
2C1C2TE(T1) +

(2C1)
2C1C2T+1 − 1

2C1 − 1
. eκT .

The proof of (5.2b) follows from (5.2a). �

Let us complete this section with the proof of Corollary 5.4. We start by
proving the following lemma.

Lemma 5.15. Suppose (φ(t), k(t)) solves (2.30). Then there exists some
κ > 0 such that following estimates

‖W̃(ch(2kt)) ‖L2(dxdy) . exp(κT ) (5.35a)

‖W̃(ch(kt)) ‖L2(dxdy) . exp(κT ) (5.35b)

holds for all t ∈ [0, T ] and independent of N .

Proof. By (2.30c), Theorem 5.2, and Proposition 4.12, we have the estimate

‖W̃(ch(2k)) ‖L2(dxdy) . NT (∇2
x+yΛ)‖ sh(2k) ‖L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy) . exp(κT ).

To estimate W̃(ch(k)), we invoke a variant of identity (30) in [GMM11],
which is an immediate consequence of holomorphic functional calculus,

W̃(ch(k)) =
1

4πi

∫

γ
(u ◦ ū− z)−1W̃(ch(2k))(u ◦ ū− z)−1

√
1 + z dz (5.36)

where the contour γ encloses the spectrum of u ◦ ū and contains inside the
ball of radius C‖u ‖2L2(dxdy) for some C > 0, i.e. |z| ≤ C‖u ‖2L2(dxdy). Since

(u ◦ ū− z)−1 has bounded operator norm, then it follows from Corollary 5.3

‖W̃(ch(k)) ‖L2(dxdy) . |z| 32 ‖ (u ◦ ū− z)−1 ‖2op‖W̃(ch(2k)) ‖L2(dxdy)

. exp (αT )

for some constant α > 0. �

Proof of Corollary 5.4. Rewrite (5.30b) with p2 = 2ū◦u = 2p◦p+4p in the
differential operator yields

W̃(p) = − 1

2
W̃(p ◦ p)− 1

4
[vNΛ, sh(2k)]

= − 1

2
W̃(p) ◦ p− 1

2
p ◦ W̃(p)− 1

4
[vNΛ, sh(2k)].

(5.37)
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Then, by the endpoint Strichartz estimates, we see that

‖ p ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖V±(p) ‖L1([0,T ])L2(dxdy) + ‖W̃(p) ◦ p ‖L1([0,T ])L2(dxdy)

+ ‖ vNΛ ◦ sh(2k) ‖
L2([0,T ])L

6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

. T ṄT (Γ)‖ p ‖L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy) + T‖W̃(p) ‖L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy)‖ p ‖L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy)

+NT (Λ)‖ sh(2k) ‖L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy).

Hence the desired estimate follows from Proposition 4.8, Theorem 5.2, Corol-
lary 5.3 and Lemma 5.15.

Next, since sh(2k) = 2u+ 2p̄ ◦ u, then it follows

‖u ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) . ‖ sh(2k) ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖ p ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy)‖u ‖L∞([0,T ])L2(dxdy)

which again yields the desired estimate. �

6. Fock Space Estimates

The purpose of this section is to obtain global estimates for the error
∥∥∥ψexact(t)− ei

∫
X0(t) dtψappr(t)

∥∥∥
F
. (6.1)

Using the identity
∥∥∥ψexact(t)− ei

∫
X0(t) dtψappr(t)

∥∥∥
F
=
∥∥∥ e−i

∫
X0(t) dtψred(t)− Ω

∥∥∥
F
, (6.2)

it suffices to study the error of the reduced dynamics which we denote by
E := e−i

∫
X0(t) dtψred(t)− Ω.

Recall E satisfies the equation
(
1

i

∂

∂t
−Hred +X0

)
E = (0, 0, 0,X3 ,X4, 0, . . .) =: X̃ (6.3)

with initial condition E(0, ·) = 0. For convenience, we adopt the notation

SF :=
1

i

∂

∂t
−Hred +X0 =: SD − P (6.4)

where

SD :=
1

i

∂

∂t
−
∫
a∗x∆ax −

1

2N

∫
dxdy

{
vN (x− y)a∗xa

∗
yaxay

}
. (6.5)

Here we see that P accounts for all the remaining terms, that is, P =
Hred −X0 −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 Hred and P in order to study
(6.3). The reduced Hamiltonian was first calculated in section 5 of [GM13b]
and was later rewritten using Wick’s Theorem in section 7 of [GM17]. Let
first us recall the conjugation relations

eB(k)axe
−B(k) =

∫
dy {ch(k)(x, y)ay + sh(k)(x, y)a∗y}

= a(ch(k)(x, ·)) + a∗(sh(k)(x, ·)) =: bx (6.6a)

eB(k)a∗xe
−B(k) =

∫
dy {sh(k)(x, y)ay + ch(k)(x, y)a∗y}

= a(sh(k)(x, ·)) + a∗(ch(k)(x, ·)) =: b∗x. (6.6b)

We will also adopt the notation a∗x(u) := a∗(sh(k)(x, ·)) and ax(ū) :=

a(sh(k)(x, ·)). Then the reduced Hamiltonian is given by

Hred =−Nµ(t) (6.7a)

+N
1
2

∫
dx {h̃(φ(t, x))b∗x + h̃(φ(t, x))bx} (6.7b)

−Hg −Nor

{
I
(
wT f̄
−f −w

)}
(6.7c)

− 1√
N

Nor

{∫
dxdy vN (x− y)(φ̄(y)b∗xbxby + φ(y)b∗yb

∗
xbx)

}
(6.7d)

− 1

2N
Nor

{∫
dxdy vN (x− y)b∗xb

∗
ybxby

}
(6.7e)

where Nor{·} refers to the normal ordering the the operators with respect

to (a, a∗). In the linear term (6.7b), h̃ corresponds to the modified Hartree
operator given by

h̃(φ(t, x)) := Sφt(x1) +

∫
dy

{
(vNΛt)(x1, y)φ̄t(y) +

1

N
α̃T (t, x1, y)φt(y)

}
.

For the quadratic term (6.7c), I(·) is the Lie algebra isomorphism between
symplectic matrices of integral operators and and quadratic polynomials in
(a, a∗) used in [GMM10, GMM11, GM13b], which is given by

I
(
wT f̄
−f −w

)
= −1

2

∫
dxdy

{
w(y, x)axa

∗
y + w(x, y)a∗xay − f(x, y)a∗xa

∗
y − f̄(x, y)axay

}

(6.8)

where

f :=
(
S̃(sh(k)) + ch(k) ◦ (vNΛ)

)
◦ ch(k)−

(
W̃(ch(k))− sh(k) ◦ (vNΛ)

)
◦ sh(k)

(6.9a)

w :=
(
W̃(ch(k))− sh(k) ◦ (vNΛ)

)
◦ ch(k)−

(
S̃(sh(k)) + ch(k) ◦ (vNΛ)

)
◦ sh(k)

(6.9b)
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and

Hg =

∫
dxdy g(x, y)a∗xay (6.10)

where g is as in (2.42a). In particular, equations (2.21) correspond to

h̃(φ(t, x)) = 0 and f = 0; see Theorem 7.1 in [GM13a]. Hence it follows
that

P = −Hg −H0 +Nor

{
I
(
wT 0
0 −w

)}
(6.11a)

− 1√
N

Nor

{∫
dxdy vN (x− y)(φ̄(y)b∗xbxby + φ(y)b∗yb

∗
xbx)

}
(6.11b)

− 1

2N
Nor

{∫
dxdy vN (x− y)(b∗xb

∗
ybxby − a∗xa

∗
yaxay)

}
. (6.11c)

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

Q =

∫
dxdy {(vN ∗ ρΓ)(t, x)δ(x − y)− (vNΓ)(t, x, y)}a∗xay (6.12a)

∫
dxdy w(x, y)a∗xay (6.12b)

where

w =
(
W̃(ch(k))− sh(k) ◦ (vNΛ)

)
◦ ch(k)−1

. (6.13)

Next, we write down the cubic terms C := −(6.11b) into C = C1 + C∗
1 where

C1 =
1√
N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)φ̄(y)ax(ū)ax(c̄)ay(c̄) (6.14a)

+
1√
N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)φ̄(y)a∗x(c)ax(c̄)ay(c̄) (6.14b)

+
1√
N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)φ̄(y)a∗x(u)a

∗
x(c)ay(c̄) (6.14c)

+
1√
N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)φ̄(y)a∗x(c)a

∗
y(u)ax(c̄) (6.14d)

+
1√
N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)φ̄(y)a∗x(u)a

∗
y(u)a

∗
x(c) (6.14e)

+
1√
N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)φ̄(y)a∗x(u)a

∗
y(u)ax(ū) (6.14f)

+
1√
N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)φ̄(y)a∗x(u)ax(ū)ay(c̄) (6.14g)

+
1√
N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)φ̄(y)a∗y(u)ax(ū)ax(c̄), (6.14h)
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and C∗
1 denotes the adjoint operator of C1. Similarly, the quartic terms

(6.11c) contains 24 + 1 normal ordered terms which we write (6.7e) = D =
D1 +D∗

1 +D2 where

D1 =
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(c)a

∗
y(c)a

∗
x(u)a

∗
y(u) (6.15a)

+
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(c)a

∗
y(c)a

∗
x(u)ay(c̄) (6.15b)

+
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(c)a

∗
y(c)a

∗
y(u)ax(c̄) (6.15c)

+
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(c)a

∗
x(u)a

∗
y(u)ay(ū) (6.15d)

+
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(u)a

∗
y(c)a

∗
y(u)ax(ū) (6.15e)

+
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(c)a

∗
x(u)ay(c̄)ay(ū) (6.15f)

+
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(u)a

∗
y(c)ay(c̄)ax(ū) (6.15g)

and

D2 =
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(u)a

∗
y(u)ax(ū)ay(ū) (6.15h)

+
1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗x(c)a

∗
y(c)ax(c̄)ay(c̄) (6.15i)

− 1

2N

∫
dxdy vN (x− y)a∗xa

∗
yaxay. (6.15j)

6.2. Proof of Theorem 2.8. Let us first study the solution to

SDu = f, u(0, ·) = 0, (6.16)

where u, f are Fock vectors. Since SD is a diagonal operator then it follows
that (6.16) reduces to an inhomogeneous Schrödinger 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, T ] by

‖u ‖S = max
{
‖u ‖L∞(dt)L2(dx1···dxn)

, ‖u ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x1−x2))L2(d(x1+x2)···dxn)
,

‖u ‖L2(dt)L3(d(x1−x2)d(x1+x2))L2(dx3···dxn)
, and all other permutations

}

and the dual Strichartz norm

‖u ‖S′ = min
{
‖u ‖L1(dt)L2(dx1···dxn)

, ‖u ‖
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x1−x2))L2(d(x1+x2)···dxn)

,

‖u ‖
L2(dt)L

3
2 (d(x1−x2)d(x1+x2))L2(dx3···dxn)

, and all other permutations
}
.
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Also, let X ∈ F be a Fock vector such that all but finitely many of the
components are zeros, say X0,X1, . . . ,Xk are nonzero. Then we define the
Strichartz norm on F by

‖X ‖S = max {|X0|, ‖X1 ‖S , . . . , ‖Xk ‖S} ,
and similarly for the dual Strichartz norm

‖X ‖S′ = max {|X0|, ‖X1 ‖S′ , . . . , ‖Xk ‖S′} .
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

SDu = f, u(0, ·) = 0 (6.17)

then we have the estimate

‖u ‖S . ‖ f ‖S′ . (6.18)

In particular, it follows that supt∈[0,T ] ‖u ‖F . ‖u ‖S.
Sketch of Proof. Note for 0 < β < 1, we see that

1

N
‖ vN (x1 − x2)u ‖S′ .

1

N
‖ vN (x1 − x2)u ‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x1−x2))L2(d(x1+x2)···dxn)

.
1

N
‖ vN ‖

L
3
2
‖u ‖S . Nβ−1 ‖u ‖S .

Hence the potential can be treated as a perturbation of the free Schrödinger
case. �

The following is the main proposition of this section.

Proposition 6.2. Let 0 < β < 1 and let E(t) be the solution to (6.16).
Assume (Λ(t),Γ(t), φ(t)) solves the time-dependent HFB system. Then there
exists κ = κ(β, ε) such that

‖E(t) ‖F . N
β−1
2 exp (κT ) (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 6.2 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 P1 + P2 where P2 is a bounded op-
erator on Fock space (for the first k sector) and P1 satisfies ‖P1E ‖F .
N exp(κT ) ‖E ‖F , which is the main obstacle we need to overcome, but,

fortunately, we also have ‖P1E ‖S′ . N
β−1
2 exp(κT ) ‖E ‖S .

However, since SF 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

SDE1 = X̃, E1(0, ·) = 0, (6.20)
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which can be readily solve using Lemma 6.1 and propositions in the following

section. Also, note we have the estimate ‖E1 ‖S . ‖ X̃ ‖S′ . N
β−1
2 exp(κT )

since 1√
N
‖ vN ‖ 6

5
. N

β−1
2 . With E1, we can construct

E∞ = E1 + S−1
D P1E1 + (S−1

D P1)
2E1 + . . .+ (S−1

D P1)
nE1 + . . .

= (SD − P1)
−1X̃

which solves

(SD − P1)E∞ = X̃, E∞(0, ·) = 0. (6.21)

Moreover, we see that

‖E∞ ‖F . ‖E1 ‖F +
∥∥S−1

D P1E1

∥∥
F + . . . +

∥∥ (S−1
D P1)

nE1

∥∥
F + . . .

. N
β−1
2 exp(κT ) + C(N

β−1
2 exp(κT ))2 + . . .

. N
β−1
2 exp(κT )

for some C > 0 when N is sufficiently large. Finally, suppose E(t) is a
solution to (6.3) then we see that E − E∞ satisfies

(SD − P)(E − E∞) = P2E∞. (6.22)

By energy estimates, we see that

‖E(t)− E∞(t) ‖F .

∫ t

0
ds ‖P2E∞(s) ‖F

.

∫ t

0
ds ‖E∞(s) ‖F . N

β−1
2 exp(αT )

if ‖P2E∞(t) ‖F . ‖E∞(t) ‖F . Then the result follows from the triangle in-
equality. Thus, to establish Proposition 6.2, it suffices to prove ‖P2E∞(t) ‖F .
‖E∞(t) ‖F . Unfortunately, the claim is false as stated since we can only show
that P2 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 E∞, i.e. we consider

EM := E1 + S−1
D P1E1 + (S−1

D P1)
2E1 + . . .+ (S−1

D P1)
M−1E1, (6.23)

where M depends on β.

Proof of Proposition 6.2. Let 0 < β < 1. Choose α so that Theorem 3.3 in
[GM19] holds and M ≥ ⌈ 2

1−β ⌉+ 1.

Following Remark 6.3, we let E1 be the solution to (6.20) then consider

EM = E1 + S−1
D P1E1 + (S−1

D P1)
2E1 + . . .+ (S−1

D P1)
M−1E1

which have at most k = 5+4×M nonzero sectors since P is a fourth-order
operator in a∗, a. Next, observe EM satisfies

SD(I − S−1
D P1)EM = X̃ − P1(S

−1
D P1)

M−1E1 (6.24)
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then, by Strichartz estimates, we have that

∥∥ (I − S−1
D P1)EM (t)

∥∥
F . ‖ X̃ ‖S′ +

∥∥P1(S
−1
D P1)

M−1E1

∥∥
S′

. N
β−1
2 exp(κT )

(6.25)

when N is sufficiently large. Using reverse triangle inequality on the LHS
of (6.25), it follows

‖EM (t) ‖F . N
β−1
2 exp(κT ). (6.26)

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

(SD − P) (E − EM ) = P2EM−1 + P(S−1
D P1)

M−1E1. (6.27)

Using energy estimate yields

‖E(t)− EM (t) ‖F .

∫ t

0
ds {‖P2EM (s) ‖F +

∥∥P(S−1
D P1)

M−1E1(s)
∥∥
F}

. N
β−1
2 exp(κT ) +N1+M β−1

2 exp
(
κ′T
)
.

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

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 P1 + P2 and
show that P2 has uniform in N bounded operator norm (but grows as a
function of T ) whereas P1 can be controlled uniformly in N by Strichartz
estimates on Fock space but has operator norm that grows in N . More
precisely, we let P1 = C +D and P2 = Q.

Let us consider estimates for P1. The proof is similar to the prove given
in [GM17].

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

‖ CX ‖S′ .k N
β−1
2 exp (κT ) ‖X ‖S (7.1a)

‖ CX ‖F .k N exp (κT ) ‖X ‖F . (7.1b)
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Proof. Write ch(k) = δ + p. Then letting (6.14a) acts on the Fock vector
X = (0, . . . , 0, F (x1, . . . , xn+3), 0, 0, . . .) gives us the vector with

((6.14a)X)n ∼
∫
dxdydz

vN (x− y)√
N

φ̄(y)u(x, z)F (x, y, z, x1, . . . , xn) (7.2a)

+

∫
dxdydzdx′

vN (x− y)√
N

φ̄(y)u(x, z)p̄(x, x′)F (y, z, x′, . . .)

(7.2b)

+

∫
dxdydzdx′dy′

vN (x− y)√
N

φ̄(y)u(x, z)p̄(x, x′)p̄(y, y′)F (x′, y′, z, . . .)

(7.2c)

+ similar terms

on the nth sector and zero elsewhere.
Let us focus on establishing (7.1a) for the first term. Since x1, . . . , xn

play only passive roles in the estimate, let us temporarily suppress them in
the notation. We begin by writing F (x, y, z) = G(x− y, x+ y, z). Then, by
Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, we have the estimate

|(7.2a)| ≤
∫
dzd(x− y)d(x+ y)

vN (x− y)√
N

|φ̄(y)ū(x, z)G(x − y, x+ y, z)|

.

∫
d(x− y)

vN (x− y)√
N

‖φ ‖L6(dx′)‖u ‖L3(dx′)L2(dz)‖G(x − y, ·, ·) ‖L2(d(x+y)dz)

.
1√
N

‖ vN ‖
L

6
5
‖ |∇| 12φ ‖L3(dx)‖u ‖L3(dx)L2(dy)‖F ‖L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dz).

Hence, by Corollary 5.4, we have the estimate

‖ (7.2a) ‖L1([0,T ])L2(dx1···dxn)

.
1√
N

‖ vN ‖
L

6
5
‖∇ 1

2φ ‖L4([0,T ])L3(dx)‖u ‖L4([0,T ])L3(dx)L2(dy)‖X ‖S

. N
β−1
2 exp(κT )‖X ‖S .

For (7.2b), we see that

|(7.2b)| ≤
∫
dxdydzdx′

vN (x− y)√
N

|φ̄(y)u(x, z)p̄(x, x′)F (x′, y, z)|

.

∫
d(x− y)d(x+ y)

vN (x− y)√
N

|φ(y)|

× ‖u(x, ·)p(x, ·) ‖L2(dzdx′) ‖F (y, ·, ·) ‖L2(dzdx′)

. N− 1
2 ‖φ ‖L2(dx) ‖u ‖L∞(dx)L2(dy) ‖ p ‖L∞(dy)L2(dz) ‖F ‖L2(dxdydz)
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which then, by Corollary 5.3, it follows

‖ (7.2b) ‖L1([0,T ])L2(dx1···dxn)

. N− 1
2‖ |∇| 12+εφ ‖L∞(dt)L2(dx) ‖u ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) ‖ p ‖L2([0,T ])L6(dx)L2(dy) ‖X ‖S

. N− 1
2 exp (κT ) ‖X ‖S .

Lastly, we see that

|(7.2c)| . N− 1
2‖φ ‖L∞(dx)‖u ‖L∞(dx)L2(dy)‖ p ‖2L∞(dx)L2(dy)‖F ‖L2(dxdydz)

which again means

‖ (7.2c) ‖L1([0,T ])L2(dx1···dxn) . N− 1
2 exp (κT ) ‖X ‖S .

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

For the Fock space to Fock space estimate(7.1b) of (6.14a), let us first
estimate (7.2a). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it suffices to estimate

1√
N

‖ vN (x− y)φ̄(y)ū(x, z) ‖L2(dxdydz)

.
1√
N

‖ vN ‖L2‖φ ‖L∞(dx)‖u ‖L2(dxdy) . N exp(κT )

which follows from Theorem 5.2. The other two terms are handled in the
same way with the only difference being the additional multiplication by
‖ p ‖L2(dxdy).

The estimates for the adjoint of (6.14a), contained in C∗
1 , is obtained by

the dual estimate of (6.14a).
Next, let (6.14b) acts on X = (0, . . . , 0, F (x1, . . . , xn+1), 0, . . .) yields∫

dy
vN (x1 − y)√

N
φ̄(y)F (y, x1, . . . , xn) (7.3a)

+ similar or lower order terms (7.3b)

on the n sector and zeroes elsewhere. Again, since x2, . . . , xn are passive
variable, let us write F (y, x1) = G(x1 − y, x1 + y). Then it follows

‖ (7.3a) ‖L2(dx1) .

∫
dy

vN (y)√
N

‖ φ̄(x1 − y)G(y, 2x1 − y) ‖L2(dx1)

.

∫
dy

vN (y)√
N

‖φ ‖L∞(dx)‖G(y, ·) ‖L2(dx)

. N
β−1
2 ‖φ ‖L∞(dx)‖F ‖L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

which means

‖ (7.3a) ‖S′ . ‖ (7.3a) ‖L1(dt)L2(dx1···dxn)

. N
β−1
2 ‖∇ 1

2
+εφ ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)‖F ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x1−y))L2(d(x1+y)dx2···dxn)

. N
β−1
2 T‖X ‖S .
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The estimate for (7.3b) is obtained in a similar manner as above and the
Fock space to Fock space estimate is clear. Moreover, the adjoint of (6.14b)
is again obtained from the dual estimate.

The estimates for (6.14c)-(6.14h) are obtain in a similar manner. �

Next, we estimate the quartic terms.

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

‖DX ‖S′ .k N
β−1 exp (κT ) ‖X ‖S (7.4a)

‖DX ‖F .k

√
N exp (κT ) ‖X ‖F . (7.4b)

Proof. Letting (6.15a) act on Fn−4(x1, . . . , xn−4) yields

(6.15a)Fn−4 ∼
1

2N
vN (x1 − x2)u(x1, x3)u(x2, x4)Fn−5(x5, . . . , xn) (7.5a)

1

2N

∫
dy u(x1, x3)vN (x1 − y)p(y, x2)u(y, x4)Fn−5(x5, . . . , xn)

(7.5b)

1

2N

∫
dxdy u(x, x3)p(x, x1)vN (x− y)p(y, x2)u(y, x4)Fn−5(x5, . . . , xn)

(7.5c)

+ similar or lower order terms. (7.5d)

Since we have the estimate
1

2N
‖ vN (x1 − x2)u(x1, x3)u(x2, x4) ‖

L
3
2 (d(x1−x2)d(x1+x2))L2(dx3dx4)

≤ 1

2N
‖ vN ‖

L
3
2
‖u ‖2L3(dx)L2(dy)

then it follows

‖ (7.5a) ‖S′ . Nβ−1‖u ‖2L4([0,T ])L3(dx)L2(dy)‖X ‖S . Nβ−1 exp(κT )‖X ‖S .
To estimate (7.5b), observe we have the estimate

1

2N
‖
∫
dy vN (x1 − y)u(x1, x3)p(y, x2)u(y, x4) ‖L2(dx1dx2dx3dx4)

.
1

2N
‖ vN ‖L1‖u ‖L2(dxdy)‖u ‖L∞(dx)L2(dy)‖ p ‖L∞(dx)L2(dy)

which means

‖ (7.5b) ‖L1(dt)L2(dx1···dxn) . N−1 exp(κT )‖X ‖S .
Similar, we see that

‖ (7.5c) ‖L1(dt)L2(dx1···dxn)

. N−1T‖u ‖2L∞([0,T ])L2(dx)L2(dy)‖ p ‖2L∞([0,T ])L∞(dx)L2(dy)‖X ‖S

. N−1 exp(κT )‖X ‖S .
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To obtain the Fock space to Fock space estimate, we see that

1

2N
‖ vN (x1 − x2)u(x1, x3)u(x2, x4) ‖L2(dx1dx2dx3dx4)

. N−1‖ vN ‖L2‖u ‖L∞(dx)L2(dy)‖u ‖L2(dxdy)

then it follows

‖ (7.5a) ‖L2(dx1···dxn) . N
1
2 exp(κT )‖X ‖F .

The Fock space to Fock space estimate for (7.5b) and (7.5c) follow a similar
calculation.

Next, let us consider the action of (6.15b) and (6.15c) on Fn−2(x1, . . . , xn−2).
Observe we have

(6.15b)Fn−2 ∼
1

2N
vN (x1 − x2)u(x1, x3)Fn−2(x2, x4, . . . , xn) (7.6a)

+ similar or lower order terms (7.6b)

It is similar for (6.15c). Since x5, . . . , xn are passive variables, let us suppress
the notation. Then we see that

1

2N
‖ vN (x1 − x2)u(x1, x3)F (x2, x4) ‖

L
3
2 (d(x1−x2)d(x1+x2))L2(dx3dx4)

.
1

2N
‖ vN ‖

L
3
2
‖u ‖L6(dx)L2(dy)‖F ‖L2(dxdy)

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

The estimates for (6.15d), (6.15e), and (6.15h) follow from the same ar-
guments as (7.5b) and (7.5c).

To estimate (6.15f), observe we have

(6.15f)Fn ∼ 1

2N

∫
dydz vN (x1 − y)u(x1, x2)ū(y, z)Fn(y, z, x3, . . . , xn)

(7.7a)

+ similar or lower order terms. (7.7b)

Then it follows

‖ (7.7a) ‖L2(dx1dx2)

.
1

2N

∫
dη vN (η)‖

∫
dz u(x1, x2)ū(x1 − η, z)Fn(x1 − η, z) ‖L2(dx1dx2)

. N−1‖u ‖2L∞(dx)L2(dy)‖F ‖L2(dx1dx2)

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 (6.15c). �

Let us now consider the estimates for the quadratic terms.
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Proposition 7.3. Fix 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

‖QX ‖F .ε,k exp(κT )‖X ‖F (7.8)

for some κ > 0.

Proof. Letting (6.12a) acts on the Fock vectorX = (0, . . . , 0, Fn(x1, . . . , xn), 0, . . . 0),
where n ≤ k, yields

((6.12a)X)n =

n∑

j=1

(vN ∗ diag Γ)(t, xj)Fn(x1, . . . , xn)

n∑

j=1

∫
dy (vNΓ)(t, xj , y)Fn(y, x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xn)

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

Observe, by Hölder, Sobolev, and Proposition 4.12, we have the estimate

‖ (vN ∗ diag Γ)(t, x1)F (x1, x2) ‖L2(dx1dx2)

. ṄT (∇2
x+yΓ)‖F ‖L2(dx1dx2) . exp (κT ) ‖F ‖L2(dx1dx2)

and likewise we have

‖
∫
dy vN (x1 − y)Γ(x1, y)F (y, x2) ‖L2(dx1dx2) . exp (κT ) ‖F ‖L2(dx1dx2).

Next, letting (6.12b) acts on X yields

((6.12b)X)n =

∫
dy w(x1, y)F (y, x2, . . . , xn) + similar terms

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

‖
∫
dy w(x1, y)F (y, x2) ‖L2(dx1dx2) . ‖w ‖L2(dxdy)‖F ‖L2(dx1dx2).

To estimate ‖w ‖L2(dxdy) uniformly in N , we divide the estimate into two
parts. For the first part, we consider

‖ sh(k) ◦ (vNΛ) ◦ ch(k)−1 ‖L2(dxdy) (7.9a)

which can be estimated as follows

(7.9a) . NT (∇2
x+yΛ)‖ sh(k) ‖L2(dxdy) . exp(κT ).

The estimate for the second part

‖W̃(ch(k)) ◦ ch(k)−1 ‖L2(dxdy) (7.9b)

follows from Lemma 5.15. �
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