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Abstract

We consider the dynamics of N interacting bosons initially exhibiting Bose—Einstein con-
densation. Due to an external trapping potential, the bosons are strongly confined in two
spatial directions, with the transverse extension of the trap being of order €. The non-
negative interaction potential is scaled such that its scattering length is positive and of
order (N/e2)~1, the range of the interaction scales as (N/e2)~# for 8 € (0,1). We prove
that in the simultaneous limit N — oo and € — 0, the condensation is preserved by the
dynamics and the time evolution is asymptotically described by a cubic defocusing nonlin-
ear Schrodinger equation in one dimension, where the strength of the nonlinearity depends
on the interaction and on the confining potential. This is the first derivation of a lower-
dimensional effective evolution equation for singular potentials scaling with g > % and
lays the foundations for the derivation of the physically relevant one-dimensional Gross—
Pitaevskii equation (8 = 1) in [4]. For our analysis, we adapt an approach by Pickl [28]

to the problem with strong confinement.

1 Introduction

We consider a system of N identical bosons in R? interacting among each other through
repulsive pair interactions. The bosons are trapped within a cigar-shaped trap, which effec-
tively confines the particles in two spatial directions to a region of order €. To describe this
mathematically, let us first introduce the coordinates

z = (z,y) € RIT2

The cigar-shaped confinement is given by the scaled potential E%VJ- (%) for some 0 < e < 1
and V1+ : R? — R. The Hamiltonian of this system is
N
Hg(t) =) (—Aj + v (%) + Vi, zj)> + Y wslz— 7)), (1)

j=1 1<i<j<N

where A denotes the Laplace operator on R? and VI is a possibly time-dependent additional
external potential. The units are chosen such that ~ = 1 and m = % In the limit ¢ — 0,
the system becomes effectively one-dimensional, in the sense that excitations in the transverse

direction are energetically strongly suppressed.
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The interaction between the particles is described by the potential wg with scaling param-
eter 5 € (0,1). For the sake of this introduction, let us for the moment assume that

ws(z) = (%) ((2)"2)

for some compactly supported, spherically symmetric, non-negative, bounded potential w.!
This scaling describes a dilute gas, where the scaling parameter [ interpolates between Hartree
(8 = 0) and Gross—Pitaevskii (5 = 1) regime. The proof of the physically relevant Gross—
Pitaevskii regime relies essentially on the result for 5 € (0, 1) and is given in [4]. An important
parameter characterising the interaction wg is its effective range,

= ()77

We study the dynamics of the system in the simultaneous limit (IV,e) — (o0, 0). The state
Ve (t) of the system at time ¢ is determined by the N-body Schrédinger equation

i) = Ha()p™e(1) (2)
with initial data ¥¢(0) = 1/1(1)\[’5 € L3(R3) := @, L*(R®). We assume that the system

initially exhibits Bose—Einstein condensation, i.e. that the one-particle reduced density matrix
1) N.e
’Y Of 1/}0 9

N,e
Yo

k
Ve = Do, i ) () (3)

for k = 1, is asymptotically close to the projection onto a one-body state ¢f. At low energies,
the state factorises as a consequence of the strong confinement and is of the form ¢§(z) =
o (z)x°(y) € L*(R3) (see Remark le). Here, ®y denotes the wavefunction along the z-axis
and x° is the normalised ground state of —A, + éVL(%) in the confined directions. Due to
the rescaling by e, x° is given by

X (y) = tx(¥), (4)

where y is the normalised ground state of —A, + V= (y).
In Theorem 1, we show that if the state of the system is initially such a factorised Bose—
Einstein condensate with condensate wavefunction pf = ®ox°, i.e. if

hm TI'LQ (]R3) = 0,

(N,&)—(0,0)

1
Ve — l5) (8
0

where the limit (N, e) — (00,0) is taken in an appropriate way, then the condensation of the
system into a factorised state is preserved by the dynamics, i.e. for all t € R and k € N,

. k € ©
lim Trgaan . — 16°0) (070 | = 0.

(N,e)—(0,0)

The condensate wavefunction at time t is given by ¢®(t) = ®(t)x°, where ®(¢) is the solution
of the one-dimensional nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equation

i2®(t,x) = (—68—; + VI, (2,0) + bg]@(t,x)|2> O(t, ) =: h(t)®(t,z) (5)

with ®(0) = @ and coupling parameter bg = [|[wl| 1 (r3) [ge Ix(y)[* dy.

n our main result, the interaction is of a more generic form.



To our knowledge, Theorem 1 is the first rigorous derivation of an effectively lower-
dimensional evolution equation directly from the three-dimensional N-body dynamics for
8 > % In [18], von Keler and Teufel consider a similar problem for 5 € (0, %) and in [6]
and [8], Chen and Holmer study interactions for values of 3 in subsets of the interval (0, 3).
The extension to S € (0,1) requires a non-trivial adaptation of methods used for the fully
three-dimensional problem without strong confinement [32] to handle the additional limit
€ — 0 and the associated dimensional reduction. Not only is this an interesting mathematical
problem on its own but it lays the foundations for the derivation of the physically relevant
effectively one-dimensional Gross—Pitaevskii equation corresponding to the scaling 5 =1 [4].
In fact, the main idea of the proof in [4] is to approximate the interaction wg—; by a softer
scaling interaction which is covered by our Theorem 1, and to show that the remainders from
this substitution vanish in the limit. The dimensional reduction occurs in the approximated
interaction, hence the result for 8 = 1 relies essentially on the tools and results proven here.

Let us give a brief motivation of the effective equation (5). The N-body problem is in-
teracting, hence the effective evolution is nonlinear and the strength of the linearity depends
on the two-body scattering process. This process is to leading order described by the scat-
tering length ag of wg, which scales as (g)_1 for 8 € (0,1] [9, Lemma A.1]. This implies
that, for g € (0,1), the length scale of the inter-particle correlations is small compared to the
range p = (g)*ﬁof wg. Hence, the correlations are negligible in the limit and the two-body
scattering process is described by the first order Born approximation to the scattering length,
8mag ~ [wg(z)dz. The additional factor [, |x(y)|* dy in the coupling parameter arises from
integrating out the transverse degrees of freedom in the course of the dimensional reduction.

Quasi one-dimensional Bose gases in highly elongated traps have been studied experi-
mentally [12, 14] and the dynamical behaviour of such systems is of great physical interest
[11, 19, 27]. The first rigorous derivation of an NLS evolution for three-dimensional bosons was
by Erdés, Schlein and Yau [9]. The main tool of their proof is the convergence of the BBGKY
hierarchy, a system of coupled equations determining the time evolution of all k-particle den-
sity matrices. Later, the authors adapted their proof to handle the Gross—Pitaevskii scaling of
the interaction [10]. A different approach providing rates for the convergence of the reduced
density matrices was proposed by Pickl [28, 31], who derived effective evolution equations for
NLS and Gross—Pitaevskii scaling of the interaction, including time-dependent external po-
tentials [32] as well as non-positive [30, 17] and singular interactions [21]. A third method for
the Gross—Pitaevskii case, based on Bogoliubov transformations and coherent states on Fock
space, was developed by Benedikter, De Oliveira and Schlein [3], and a presumably optimal
rate of convergence was recently proven by Brennecke and Schlein [5]. Further results concern
bosons in one [1, 7] and two [20, 15, 16] spatial dimensions.

Some authors have considered the problem of dimensional reduction for the NLS equation.
In [26], Méhats and Raymond study the cubic NLS equation in a two-dimensional quantum
waveguide, i.e. within a tube of width e around a curve in R?. They show that in the limit
€ — 0, the nonlinear evolution is well approximated by a one-dimensional cubic NLS equation
with an additional potential term due to the curvature. Ben Abdallah, Méhats, Schmeiser
and Weishaupl consider in [2] an (n + d)-dimensional NLS equation subject to a strong con-
finement in d directions and derive an effective n-dimensional NLS equation with a modified
nonlinearity.

As mentioned above, there are few results concerning the derivation of lower-dimensional
NLS equations from the underlying three-dimensional N-body dynamics. Chen and Holmer
consider three-dimensional bosons with pair interactions in a harmonic potential that is



strongly confining in one [6] or two [8] directions. For a repulsive interaction scaling with
B € (0,2) in case of the disc-shaped and for an attractive interaction with 8 € (0,2) in case
of the cigar-shaped confinement, they prove that the dynamics are effectively described by
a two- or respectively one-dimensional NLS equation. In [18], von Keler and Teufel study a
Bose gas confined to a quantum waveguide with non-trivial geometry for scaling parameters
B € (0, %) They prove that the evolution is well captured by a one-dimensional NLS equation
with additional potential terms arising from the twisting and bending of the waveguide.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we specify our assump-
tions and present the result. Our proof follows an approach by Pickl, which is outlined in
Section 3. This section also contains the proof of our main Theorem 1, relying essentially on

two propositions. Finally, these propositions are proven in Section 4.

2 Main Result

To study the effective behaviour of the many-body system in the simultaneous limit (N,&) —
(00,0), let us consider families of initial data ¢év ° along sequences (N, e,) — (00, 0).

Definition 2.1. A sequence (INV,,e,) in N x (0, 1) is called admissible if

2 N, -8B
lim (Np,en) = (00,0) and  lim Sn_0  for o, i= <> .

n—0o0 n—00 [y, 5%

It is called moderately confining if
Hn,

lim — = 0.
n—oo £,

Moderate confinement means that the extension e of the confining potential shrinks to
zero but is still large compared to the range of the interaction p. This prevents the interaction
from being supported mainly in a region that is quasi inaccessible to the particles due to the
strong confinement. As /e = N~P¢28~1 this condition is a restriction only for 8 < %

The admissibility condition ensures that e shrinks sufficiently fast compared to p that
the system becomes effectively one-dimensional. Note that for § > 0, €% /u = NP9~28 hence
§ = 2 is the smallest exponent for which ° /. — 0 is possible for all 3 € (0,1). Both conditions
are comparable to the assumptions in [8] for an attractive interaction scaling with 8 € (0, %)2

We will use the notation A < B to indicate that there exists a constant C' > 0 independent
of e, N ,t,wév © &g such that A < CB. The constant may depend on the quantities fixed by
the model, such as V+, y and Vi

We consider interactions of the following type:

Definition 2.2. Let 5 € (0,1) and > 0. Define the set Wg,, as the set containing all families

wg : N x (0,1) = L=®(R* R), (N,e)+— ws((N,e)),

*In our notation, the assumptions in [8] are N < e=2 < Nv208) where vy and v are given by v B) =

1
3 7 1
o 1-8 3-8 23 g B B8).2 _ (e2\1=5 B) .2
and v = mm{—ﬂ ’7357%1ﬁ2é+00‘1ﬁ<%771_25a 85 } Note that N*1(Fg2 — (2)1 5 and N2(®g2 <

2
(5)T72F as 1a(B) < %, hence these conditions are comparable to our assumptions.



such that for any (V,e) € N x (0,1)

() ws((N, &)l 1@ S ()77,

(b) wg((N,¢€)) is non-negative and spherically symmetric,
(c) swppws((N,2)) € {z e R®: |2 < (%) 7"},

d MY by (N —b =0
( ) (Na)—)(ooO) (52) |N, (( 75)aw5) ﬁ(wﬁ)’ s

where
be((N,2) ) == N [ wa(V.2),2) e [ @ity =3 [ w222 [ )it an
R3 R2 R3 R2

b = li b N .
ﬁ(wﬁ) (N,a)l—r)rgoo,O) N,E(( ,6),1115)

We will in the following abbreviate wg((V,¢)) = wg, by ((N,€),wg) = by, and bg(wg) = bg.

Condition (d) ensures that the (IV, 6) dependent parameter by . converges sufficiently fast
to its limit bg. Clearly, the interaction (‘S )~ 1+35w((8ﬂ2)5z) from the introduction is contained
in this set. In this case, by, = [|w||1(rs) [ge [X(¥)|* dy = bg, hence (d) is true for any 7 > 0.

In order to formulate our main theorem, we will need two different notions of one-particle
energies:

e The “renormalised” energy per particle: for ¢ € D(Hpg(t)),
E¢(t) = % <¢> Hﬁ(t)¢>L2(R3N) - %7 (6)

where Fy denotes the lowest eigenvalue of —A, + V-+(y). By rescaling, —3 is the lowest
eigenvalue of —A, + - VL( ).

e The effective energy per particle: for ® € H?(R),
2 b
£¥() 1= (@, (~f + VIt 0D + FloP) @) | (7)

Further, we define the function ¢ : R — [1,00) by

N,e . ..
(1) ;== 1+ |E¥ " (0)] + |E%(0)] +/|]V(s)||Loo(R3) ds+ ‘s1{1£>1}||a;8§kvll(t)||Loo(R3). (8)
17]6 b
ke{1,2}

This function will be of use because, by the fundamental theorem of calculus,
IEY O <) —1 and  [£PO(1)] <e(t) — 1 (9)

for any time ¢t € R. Note that if the external field VIl is time-independent, ¢?(t) < 1 for any
t, hence in this case, E¥"*(®)(t) and £2?)(t) are bounded uniformly in time.

Let us now state our assumptions:



Al Interaction. Let the interaction wg € Wg,, for some n > 0.

A2 Confining potential. Let V' : R?> — R such that Ay + V1 is self-adjoint and has
a non-degenerate ground state x with energy Ey < inf oess(—Ay + V+). Assume that
the negative part of V- — Fj is bounded, i.e. that (V+ — Ep)_ € L*(R?), and that
X € Cé (R?), i.e. x is bounded and continuously differentiable with bounded derivative.
We choose x normalised and real.

A3 External field. Let VI : R x R* — R such that for fixed z € R3, VI(-,2) € C'(R),
Further, assume that for each fixed ¢t € R, Vi, (-,0) € HYR), VI, ), Vi) e
L®(R3) N CY(R3) and V,VI(t, ), vV, VI(t,-) € L®(R3).

A4 Initial data. Assume that the family of initial data, LZJ(J)V’E € D(Hg(0)) N L2 (R3Y) with
H@D °|> = 1, is close to a condensate with condensate wavefunction 5 = ®gx° for
some normalised ®g € H?(R) in the following sense: for some admissible, moderately
confining sequence (N, ¢), it holds that

hm TI'L2 (R3)

10
(N,e)—(c0,0) (10)

e~ 120X) {

and

li EY0"(0) — £7°(0)| = 0. 11
o lm B 0) — % (0)] (1)

Remark 1. (a) Assumption Al includes the interaction wg(z) = (52) 130 ((g)ﬁz) for
w : R? — R spherically symmetric, non-negative and with suppw C B1(0).

(b) Assumption A2 is, for instance, fulfilled by a harmonic potential or by any bounded
smooth potential with a bound state below the essential spectrum. Note that it is not
necessary that the potential increases as |y| — oo. The confining effect of the potential
is due to the rescaling by € because the ground state of —A, + V1 is exponentially
localised [13, Theorem 1].

(¢) The regularity condition on VI (¢, (,0)) in A3 ensures the global existence of H?-solutions
of the NLS equation (5) (see Appendix A and Lemma 4.8). The further requirements
for V”,V”,VyVH and VyV” are needed to control the one-particle energies and the
interactions of bosons with the external field V1.

(d) Due to assumptions A1~ A3, Hg(t) is self-adjoint on D(Hp(t)) = D(Hp). Ast s VI(t) €
L(L?(R3)) is continuous, Hg(t) generates a strongly continuous unitary evolution on
D(Hp).

(e) We assume in A4 that the system is initially given by a Bose-Einstein condensate with
factorised condensate wavefunction. Both parts (10) and (11) of the assumption are
standard when deriving effective evolution equations. For the scaling parameter 5 = 1,
it is shown in [25] that the ground state of the corresponding system satisfies assumption
A4. For related results without strong confinement, we refer to the review [24] for § =1
and to [22] for g < 1.

Theorem 1. Let 8 € (0,1) and assume that wg, V+ and VI satisfy A1 — A3. Let 1/1(])\[’8 be a
family of initial data satisfying A4, let 1™ (t) denote the solution of the N-body Schridinger



N,e

equation (2) with initial datum ¥™=<(0) = 1y ° and let ’y(k)

denote its k-particle reduced

PIVe(t)
density matriz as in (3). Then for anyt € R and k € N,
3 . (k) . 15 e1®k | _
el T ) — BN (@07 =0 (12
and N
li EVYTEO ) — £20) (1] = 1
B0 -0 =0 (13)

where the limits are taken along the sequence from A4. ®(t) is the solution of the NLS equation
(5) with initial datum ®(0) = ®g from A4, where the strength of the nonlinearity in (5) is
given by bg from Definition 2.2, namely

b= Jim o= N st [l dy (14)
R3 R2

Remark 2. (a) For the specific choice wg(z) = (g)_l—%ﬁ w ((g)ﬁz), we obtain the coupling
parameter bg = [|wl|1(rs) Jre Ix(y)[* dy.

(b) For any fixed t € R, our proof yields an estimate of the rate of the convergence of (12),
which is explicitly stated in Corollary 3.6. The rate is not uniform in time but depends
on it in terms of a double exponential. Note, however, that times of order one already
correspond to long times on the microscopic scale.

(c) Let us comment on the difference of our work to the result of von Keler and Teufel
[18], who consider 8 € (0,1). The extension to 3 € (0,1) means a physically relevant
improvement of the result: for § < %, the problem can still be considered as a mean-field
problem since the mean inter-particle distance g_% ~ (g)_% is small compared to the
range of the interaction u = (g)_ﬁ . For g > %, the mean-field description breaks down
and one must handle interactions which are too singular to be covered by the approach
of [18]. We solve this by an integration by parts of the interaction, which comes at the
price that one must control the kinetic energy of the N-particle wavefunction (Lemma
4.10 and Lemma 4.17). Also, note that our admissibility condition is weaker than the
respective condition e /i — 0 in [18], which cannot be satisfied for 5 > %

In [18], the bosons are trapped within a quantum waveguide with non-trivial geometry.
The confinement is realised by means of Dirichlet boundary conditions, which restrict the
system to a tube of width ¢ around some curve in R3. In our model, the confinement is
by potentials. However, our result can be easily modified to a confinement via Dirichlet
boundary conditions, corresponding to a straight and untwisted quantum waveguide.
The main difference in the proof is the estimate of fylgl) (Section 4.4.2): one divides the
expression (46) into an integral over those y sufficiently distant from the boundary that
suppwg((x,y) — -) is completely contained in the waveguide, and into an integral over
the rest, which is easily estimated.

In addition to moderately confining sequences, the authors of [18] consider sequences
(N,e) = (00,0) with e/u — 0. This is possible for 8 € (0, 3) and leads to bg = 0 in
the effective equation because an essential part of the interaction is cut off such that the
limiting effective equation becomes linear. We conjecture that the same effect occurs in
our setup.



(d) In [8], Chen and Holmer study attractive interactions, i.e. [p3wg(z)dz < 0. In dis-
tinction from that work, we exclusively consider repulsive interactions with wg > 0.
However, as the condition wg > 0 seems to be crucial only to the proofs of Lemma
4.10 and Lemma 4.17, it is likely that our result can be extended to include repulsive
interactions with a certain negative part.

3 Proof of the main theorem

To prove Theorem 1, we need to show that the expressions in (12) and (13) vanish in the limit
(N,e) — (00,0), given suitable initial data. Instead of estimating these differences directly, we
adhere to the idea by Pickl [28, 29, 30, 31, 32] to define a functional ag(1)™V5(t), v°(¢)) which
provides a measure of the part of the N-particle wavefunction ¢V that has not condensed
into the single-particle orbital ¢°. The functional is chosen such that ag(¢¥™=(t), 95(t)) — 0
is equivalent to (12) and (13). We follow in general [32]. However, the strongly asymmetric
confinement requires a nontrivial modification of the formalism to treat the dimensional re-
duction and the more singular scaling of the interaction. For the construction of ag, we need
the following projections:

Definition 3.1. Let ¢°(t) = ®(¢)x°, where ®(¢) is the solution of the NLS equation (5) with
initial datum @ from A4 and with x° as in (4). Let

p =) (* )],

where we have dropped the time dependence of p in the notation. For i € {1,..., N}, define
the projection operators on L?(R3Y)

Dj =10 1lp1I®---®---1 and q; 321*]733
J—1 N—j

Further, define the orthogonal projections on L?(IR?)

PP = [0(0) (0(1)] @ 1y (a2). 0" = i) — 1",

pX = Tr2m) ® [X%) (X, @ = Tpaps) — Y,

and define pg’, q}l’, p;‘E and q;f on L%(R3Y) analogously to p; and ¢;. Finally, for 0 < k < N,
define the many-body projections

Py= (1 arPhr1 DN gy 1= Z HQijl

JC{1,...,NYjeJ 1¢J
|J|=k

and P, =0 for k <0and k > N.

We will write p; = [0°(t, 2)) (¢° (£, 2)|, B} = |@(t,2)) (@ (L, 2)[ and p = [x*(y;)) {x° (y5)]-
Some useful identities of the projections are listed in the following corollary:

Corollary 3.1. For 0 <k < N and 1 < j < N, it holds that
N N
(a) > P=1, > qjP.=kD,
k=0 =1

/x° ®/x° @/x*
; X

€ [0} d/yE P /vE /P /e
) o =030 v pi=p 4 4= P/ eI o

P, i =p;" a4 pp =0,



(c) ¢ =aPp} +pPaf +qfa’ =q +qPp} =qF +pPq) .
Proof. The first identity in (a) is due to the relation p; + ¢; = 1. The second identity follows

from the fact that N N N
D=4 P= ZZ%Pk = ZkPk
j=1 j=1 k=0

k=0 j=1
together with Py Py = d 17 P,. While part (b) is an immediate consequence of Definition 3.1,
part (c) is implied by ¢ = 1 —p = (p® + ¢®) (X" + ¢*°) = p®p¥" = p®¢X +¢*p¥" +¢%¢". O
Definition 3.2. For any function f: Ny — Rar, define the operator )?E L (L2 (R3N)) by

N
F=Y_fk)P

k=

[e=]

and, for any d € Z, the shifted operator f; € £ (L2(R3N)) by

N—d
= Z [+ d)P;

j=—d

We will in particular need the weight function n defined by n(k) == |/ £.

We will exclusively use the symbol = to denote such weighted many-body operators. Be-
sides, we will in the following use the abbreviations

() =Ce@evys = llzeeny  and |[lop = |l c(z2many)-

Definition 3.3. Define the functional as : L*(R3V) x L?(R3) — R by

N
ag (b, (1) = (0, fo) = 3 F(k) (0, Pev).

k=0

The ¢°-dependence of oy is due to the ¢°-dependence of the projectors P;. As the operators
Py, project onto states with exactly k particles outside the condensate, af is a measure of the
relative number of such particles in the state ¥. We choose the weight f increasing and
f(0) = 0, hence those parts of ¢ with a larger “distance” to the condensate contribute more
to af(1), ). On the other hand, Pyyp — the state where all particles are condensed into ¢°
— contributes hardly anything. The weight 7 is in particular distinguished because for any
symmetric wavefunction v € L2 (R3V),

N N N
Q2 (1, 0% (1) = > £ (0, Pp) =D & (0, g Pt = ||
k=0

k=0 j=1
by Corollary 3.1a.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢V € Li (R3N) be a sequence of normalised N -particle wavefunctions and

(k

let 'yN) be the sequence of corresponding k-particle reduced density matrices for some fized
k€ N. Lett € R. Then the following statements are equivalent:



(a) A}im Qna (PN, 0% (t)) = 0 for some a > 0,
—00

(b) J\;im e (YN, 0% (t)) = 0 for any a > 0,
—00

(¢) Jim |1y = |o*(6)) (0 (8)|*" | raquony) = O for allk €N,

(d) lm Trpso Y e (1)) <¢€(t)|®’“( =0 for all k €N,

. 1 c c
(e) Jim Trpams) |2y — 1¢°()) (* ()] = 0.
For the proof of this lemma, we refer to [18, Lemma 3.1] and to corresponding results in
[21, 31]. We will in the following choose the weight function m : Ng — R} with
n(k) for k > N1=%,
m(k) == q, Ciee ¢
5 (N k+ N ) else

for some ¢ € (0, %), i.e. m equals n with a smooth cut-off to soften the singularity of g—z
for small k. Clearly, n(k) < m(k) < n(k) + NS for all k > 0 and £ € (0,3), hence
am (¥, ¢ (t)) — 0 is equivalent to o, (¢, °(t)) — 0 and thus to all cases in Lemma 3.2 for any
choice of the parameter £. For the actual proof, we will consider a modified version of this

functional, namely
ag(t) 1= am (WVE(1), (1)) + [BY O (1) — £20(2)). (15)

The convergence of ag(t) to zero is equivalent to (12) and (13). Conversely, (10) and (11)
imply a¢(0) — 0 as (N,e) — (00,0). The main idea of the proof is therefore to derive a
bound for |%a§(t)| (Propositions 3.4 and 3.5), from which one obtains an estimate for ag(t)
by Gronwall’s inequality. The propositions will be proven in Sections 4.3 and 4.4. The estimate
of the rate of the convergence of a¢(t) gained from this procedure translates to a rate for the
reduced density matrices:

Lemma 3.3. For ag(t) as in (15), it holds that

Tr [10 ) — [5(0) (£ (D)]] < y/Sae(),

N,e -
a(t) < [BVO(r) - £20(t)| + Vﬂ\vf;;,s(t) — e () (= (B)]] + SN

Proof. Let us abbreviate 1"¢(t) = 1) and drop all time dependencies. [21, Lemma 2.3] implies

(v.7%0) < TS — 0% (] | < VB (W, %),

The first inequality is thus immediately clear as n(k)? < n(k) < m(k). For the second
inequality, recall that m(k) < n(k) + $N~¢, hence

(b ) < [lI1Ag] + AN ¢ < V/A29) + AN6 < Ty — |o9) (o] | + NS,

10



Proposition 3.4. Under assumptions A1 — A4,

| Lae(t)| < [ralt)| + [ (®)]
< [ra®)] + 5O+ W2 O] + [ ®)]

for almost every t € R, where

1) =] {20, Ve 200 — (20, VI (@ 0)2) |, | (16)
—aNS ((pNe (), ity (VI(E 21) = VI (21, 00)pro™= (1)), (17)

W(t) == NN = DS (™=0), 25V mp™= (1)), (18)
B () = = 2N(N = )S (N<(8), ¢ty pa2f P pipo™< (1) (19)

W) =~ N(N - 1)3

//§

aX (D), (2pgm21 a1+ )il ) wi ™ (1)) (20)

—2N(N = 1)S (0V2(0), (0 a2 + afpY 0 ) wy P piaa ™= (1)) (21)
— 2NN = DS (V4(2), P e M0} pY wli P pial wVe (1), (22)
() == N(N = 1S ([p=(0), q?qsl’mb_?pfpfwgl”plpzw(t)>> (23)
—2N(N -1)S <<¢N€( ), fh Cbm a p2 wé )p 1P3 qéi/’NE( )» (24)
+2NbaS (YN (1), qrgam® |0 (¢, 21) Pp1gat ™4 (1)) (25)
Here,
wéu) =wg(z1 —22) and Zéu) = wélm - % (|@(t, z1)|* + |D(¢, 22) %)

and m®, mb denote the many-body operators corresponding to the weight functions
ma(k) :==m(k) —m(k+1) and mP(k) := m(k) —m(k+2).

The first term, ,, merely contains one-body contributions, i.e. interactions between the bosons
and the external field VI, and is therefore the easiest to estimate. Note that (16) is small
only if the system is in a state ¥™V¢ close to the condensate with condensate wavefunction
©° = ®x° (see Lemma 4.6). The term ~, handles the two-body contributions, i.e. interactions

among bosons. The expressions ’ylgl) and 7153) contain the quasi one-dimensional interaction

w(xy — x2) defined by pi‘gpgswg(zl - ZQ)pfspy =: w(r1 — J:Q)pfp%(s (see Definition 4.4),
where the transverse degrees of freedom are integrated out. These terms are comparable to
the corresponding three-dimensional terms in [32]. 752) has no equivalent in the situation

without strong confinement as it collects the remainders that arise upon approximating the
three-dimensional interaction wg with the quasi one-dimensional interaction w.
(1)

v, ~ is physically most relevant because it depends on the difference between the quasi
one-dimensional interaction w and the one-dimensional effective potential bs|®(¢)|*. In other

11



words, this term is small if and only if (5) is the right effective equation, in particular with the
correct coupling parameter bg. Note that for this term it is crucial that the sequence (N, ¢) is
moderately confining, i.e. that u/e — 0.

For 7152) to be small, we require in particular the admissibility of the sequence (N, ¢),
i.e. that €2/u — 0. The other key tool for the estimate is the observation that due to the
strong confinement, it is unlikely that a particle is excited in the transverse directions. This
implies in particular that ||gX ¥™=(t)|| = O(e) (Lemma 4.10).

The estimate of 7153) relies on a bound for the kinetic energy of the part of ¢)™V:¢(t) with at
least one particle orthogonal to ®(t), i.e. a bound for ||0;,qF1™*(t)|| (Lemma 4.17). The proof
of this bound again involves the splitting of the interaction wg into a quasi one-dimensional
part w and remainders. Hence for 7153) to be small, we require both moderate confinement
and the admissibility of the sequence (N, ¢). The last line (25) is a remainder which is easily
controlled.

Proposition 3.5. Let u be sufficiently small. Under assumptions A1 — A4, 7, to 7153) from
Proposition 3.4 are bounded by

Ta(B)] S (ag(t) +2) €(2),

B1

)+ + (2) N LN ) emen {0 + [ @)

for any & € (0, g], any B1 € (0, 5] and with n from Definition 2.2 and e(t) as in (8).

The estimate of ’yél) is essentially the same as in the case 8 € (0, %) in [18]. v, must be treated
in a different way because the confinement is by a potential and not via Dirichlet boundary
conditions. For the terms 7é2) and 7,53), the argument from [18] does not work because the
interaction becomes too singular for 5 > % To cope with this, we follow an idea from [32]:
we write the interaction as wg = Ah. for some function h. and integrate by parts. Vh, is
less singular, and the expressions resulting from V acting on ¥"¢(¢) can be controlled with
Lemma 4.10 (or the refined version, Lemma 4.17).

Our strategy differs from [32] in a relevant point: in [32], the interaction wg is approximated
by a potential Ug, with a softer scaling behaviour (51 < %) The author first proves bounds
for 8 < %, the second step it to estimate the contribution from the difference wg — Ug, using
integration by parts. Instead of these two steps, we define h. as the solution of Ah, = wg
on a ball with Dirichlet boundary conditions and integrate by parts on the ball. To prevent
the emergence of boundary terms, we use smooth step functions whose derivatives can be
controlled. This mathematical trick enables us to avoid the separate estimate for g < %

The control of the kinetic energy (Lemma 4.17) required for the integration by parts in 7153)
is also different from the corresponding Lemma 5.2 in [32]. Instead of following that path, we
extend ideas from [18, Lemma 4.7] and [29, Lemma 4.6] and estimate the part of the kinetic
energy in the free direction. Besides, we use with Lemma 4.7a a slightly sharpened version of
[32, Lemma 4.3].

12



Proof of Theorem 1. From Propositions 3.4 and 3.5, we gather that for sufficiently small p,
[Giac(D)] S C ) (ae(®) + Re sy (N, €))
for almost every t € R, where
t
Ct) = e(t) exp{e2(t) + / (s) ds}, (26)
0
1
3 ]
Ry p(Nye) i= 4 (£)F 4 N7F 4 N7 ()7,
The differential version of Gronwall’s inequality yields
t
ae(t) < (ae(0) + Re g, (N, €)) exp {2/ C(s) ds}
0
for all ¢ € R. Due to assumption A4 and by Lemma 3.2, lim(y <) (00,0 @(0) = 0 and
R¢ 3, »(N,€) vanishes in the limit (IV,e) — (00,0) for 31 € (0,3] and £ € (0, g], E<1—p,

because the sequence (N, ¢) is by assumption A4 admissible and moderately confining. Again
by Lemma 3.2, this implies (12) and (13) for any ¢ € R. O

Corollary 3.6. Lett € R. Then

B~ ) 0] 5 (404 £+ (3) v T (g)”f“p{/ot oy}

for C(t) as in (26) and where

(1)
Tyl

A(0) = ‘E%V’E (0) — 54’0(0)] + \/Tr

- — 15 (@5l

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.3 after optimisation over £ and f;. O

4 Proofs of the propositions

4.1 Preliminaries

In this section, we prove several lemmata which are needed for the proofs of the propositions.
The first ones establish several properties of the weighted operators fA‘, Lemma 4.6 and Lemma
4.7 contain some useful estimates for scalar products, and the remainder of the section covers
properties of the condensate wavefunction ¢°(t). In the following, we will always assume that
assumptions Al — A4 are satisfied.

Lemma 4.1. Let f : Ng = RI, d € Z and define
1:= Nmax{m®,,m",},

where the max is to be understood in the sense of inequalities between operators, i.e. | = Nm®,
if m*, — ﬁ@b_z s a positive operator and vice versa. Then

-~ ~ ~1
(@) | Fllop = Il fallop = f2l5, = sup f(k),
0<k<N

13



() lE7llop 1. [[Ullop < N*.

Proof. Part (a) is obvious. For part (b), note that

N N
man =Y (m(k—1)=mk)n(k)Py,  @ly=> (m(k—2)—m(k))n(k)P.
k=1

k=2
The derivative of m with respect to k is given by

L — IN—In(k)~! > nl-2¢
m' (k) = %m(kz) ={ 2VkN sV n(k) for k> N1=%¢,
%N_Hé else.

By the mean value theorem, |m(k) —m(k—j)| = j|m/(k)| for j € {1,2} and k € (k—j, k). For
k> N2/ (k)| = N "In(k) "L For k < N'=% we obtain |m/(x)| = N1 < %ﬁ =
$N~In(r)~!. Consequently,

N N
> mk = ) = m(k)|n(k)Py < NG 4/ EP SN
k=j k=j

in the sense of operators. This proves the first part of (b). For the second identity, observe
that [m/(k)| < 3N !¢ uniformly in k& > 0. O
Lemma 4.2. Let f,g:No — RJ be any weights and i,j € {1,..., N}.

(a) Fork € {0,...,N},
fg="rg=79f, fpi=pif, faj = a;f, fPy = P f.
(b) Define Qo := pj, Q1 := q;, Qo := pipj, Q1 € {pigj,aip;} and Q2 = qiqj. Let S; be an

operator acting only on factor j in the tensor product and T;; acting only on i and j.
Then for p,v € {0,1,2}

Q,u]?szu = Q,U,Sjﬁt—VQl/ and @,u.]?Tz'jéV = Q,uTijJ};L—uéu-

(c) Let Sz; be an operator acting only on the x-component of factor j. Then

4} FSe;p] = 4f Se;(fa} + fip} o] and  qf [Se;qf = 4 S, faf-

(d) N JR. SRR
(T2, f] = [Th2, pip2(f — f2) + (p1a2 + qip2) (f — f1)].
We will apply parts (b) and (c) to unbounded operators, for instance to S; = V; and

Sz; = O0y;. In this case, the respective equality holds on the intersection of the domains of the
operators on both sides of the equation.
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Proof. Part (a) follows immediately from P, P, = 0y, Pj. For assertion (b), note that for j =1,

QquSlezQu< > qusz>leV

JC{2,..,N}jeJ 1¢J
|J|=k—p

= QuSl ( Z H q; le> Qv = Quslpk—u+uQV,

JC{2,..,N}jeJ i¢J
|J|=k—p

hence

N—(p—v)

Quf$1Q,=QuS1 | > flk+p—v)P| Qv =QuS1fu Qv

k=—(p—v)

Assertion (c) is a consequence of part (b) and Corollary 3.1b, for example
¢ fSa,p] = qf (q]-foj (pj + Qj)) P} = a7 Se; (1D} + Fa )py-
Finally, observe that

[T12,p1p2(f— ]?2) + (p1g2 + Q1p2)(]?— fl)] = [T1z, f] — [T12, Q1Q2J?+ (P1g2 + Q1p2)J?1 +P1p2f2]'

The second commutator equals zero, which can be seen by inserting 1 = p1p2 + (p1g2 + q1p2) +
¢1g2 in front of the commutator and applying part (d). ]

Lemma 4.3. Let f : Ng — R]. Then

(a) Py, feC (R, L(LXRN))) for 0 <k <N,

() [~ay, + HVEL),F| =0 for 1 <j <N,

&

. N
(e) & F =i[F. < ms(0)].
‘]:
where hj(t) denotes the one-particle operator corresponding to h(t) from (5) acting on
the j™ factor in L2(R3N).

Proof. Part (a) is clear as ¢° € C! (R, L*(R?)). Assertion (b) is due to the fact that —A,, +

E%VL(%) commutes with its spectral projection pﬁ‘s. For the last part, note that

G0 = & [POX) (R(O)XT| = i [[@(0)x) (R(E)X°], h(B)] = ilp, h(t)] and G = i[q, h(?)]
as ®(t) is a solution of (5). O

We will consider functions which are symmetric only in the variables of a subset of
{1,..., N}, for instance the expressions ¢;1 and wgz)lb for ¢ € Li (R3N).

Definition 4.1. Let M C {1,..., N}. Define Hs C L?(R3Y) as the space of functions which
are symmetric in all variables in M, i.e. for b € H 4,

Y(21, ooy Zjy ooy 2y s ZN) = (21,5 o0y Zhy ooy Zjy ooy ZN) Vi ke M.
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Lemma 4.4. Let f : Ng — Ry and My, M2 C{1,2,..., N} with 1 € My and 1,2 € M 5.

N
(a) W* = § 2 45
]:

() [Fal2 < 2 IFab2 Vo € Haa,,

(¢) [If gl < W\\fﬁ2¢|’2 VY € Hay o

Proof. Part (a) follows immediately from Corollary 3.1a. Consequently, for ¢ € Hq,,

P2 S 1 2 \Ml\ 2
I g2 = Z({ ) =~ 3 (v Paw) = I fay
j=1 JEMy
and analogously for ¢ € Haq, ,,
1Pl > oy 3 (v Poa) > M0 5 e
J,k€EM1 2

Corollary 4.5. Let f: Ny — Rg and Hay, Ha,, as in Lemma 4.4.

(a) For i € Hpnmy,
IV awll S [ Flopl Vigll  and (10w, FaP ol < 11 FllopllOn, gt o -
(b) For ¢ € %M1,27

IVifaraev | S 1 f Allopll Vil and [0z, fat az VIl S 11 illopll Oz, a9 -

Proof. Insertion of 1 = p; + ¢1 in front of V; yields with Lemma 4.2b

~ ~ —~ 4.1
IVif ol < (fllop + [1f1llop) IVigudbl] S N1 fllopl[Vagr 9]

and

191 Faraotll < IFraoV1atll + 1 FaoVrai9ll S (1Fidllop + 1 Fllp ) 11V 1010

by Lemma 4.4b as Viqiyp € Hyo w3 As n(k) < n(k + 1), 1fi7illop < I Fnillop = 11f Allop by
Lemma 4.1a. The respective second identities are shown analogously, using that ¢®q = ¢®
and that 0,,q7¢ € Hia,.. N} -

The next lemma provides an estimate of the difference between expectation values with
respect to a symmetric N-body wavefunction 1 and with respect to ®(¢).

Lemma 4.6. Let 1) € L2 (R*Y) be normalised and f € L>°(R). Then

(&, fla)h = (@), fO(1)) L2y | S [l Loe ) (4 00} -
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Proof. We drop the time dependence of ®. Inserting 1 = p; + ¢ on both sides of f(x1) yields

[ @) = (@, £O) 2| <[ p1F@)P1U) = (@, £9) 2y
+ [ v, f(@)ad) | + 2] (o, pof (@) @) |-

We estimate the first term as

(22 1@ (@) (@] fl1) [@(0)) (@) Y V) = (@, 8) Loy | < (@, FD) oy (0, a0} |
< 1 Nl y (8 70

by Lemma 4.4a and as n2 < 7. The second term is bounded by

{1, fa)@) | < | f | llall? < I Flle @ (. ) -
For the third term, we compute

1 4.2b

‘<<¢7P1f(971) zqin %1/1» =

<<n1 P11, f(x1>ﬁé(hw>>'

< S llzee R)Ilﬁi"wlllln mell HfHLOO(R (o, ),

where we have used that vk + 1 < vk + 1, hence ny(k) < n(k) + N7z < 2n(k) <n(k). O
In the following lemma, we estimate two particular scalar products.

Lemma 4.7. Let Oj be an operator that acts nontrivially only on the " and k™ coordinate
and let F : R? x R? — R? for d € N.

(a) Let ', A € Hpq for some M such that j ¢ M and k,l € M. Then
1
(0,05} | < T (140350 O348) | + M7 1058 )

(b) Let i, s and tj denote operators acting only on the factors j and k of the tensor
product, respectively. Then for j £k # 1 # 7,

’ <<T’kF(Zj, zk)sktjl“, TIF(Z]‘, zl)sltjl“» ’ § HSkF(Zj, zk)rkthHQ.

Proof. Using the symmetry of I', A in all coordinates contained in M, we find

(T, 0M) | < Tl || Y. OjmA
‘M| meM

< [T |Ml|2< Y (OjmhOjuh) + Y- HOj,mAHQ)

n,meM meM
n#m
1
M| -1 1 2
= I (4 (030 0508) + (103
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For part (b), we use that, for instance, r; and F'(zj, 2;) commute, hence
| (50, sk F (25, 20)reriF (25, z20) st ) | = [ (rits L, spF(25, 20) F (25, 2i) sirwt ) |
= | «Tﬂfjr, F(Zj, Zl)SlSkF(Zj, Zk)?”ktjr» |
S HSkF(Zj, Zk)?"kthHQ.

The next lemma collects estimates for the time evolved condensate wavefunction.
Lemma 4.8. H%(R) solutions of the NLS equation (5) exist globally.
(a) For any fized time t € R,

180 =1 120 ey < e(0),
[8(0) ey < e(t), (90 sy < exp {e(0) + fg e(s) s}

(b) For sufficiently small € and fized t € R,

Xl poo 2y S €71, VXl oo (r2) S €72,

1o (Ol oo sy S ()™, IV ()| oo(mey S e(t)e™?, IVIe ()Pl L2rs) S et)e™>.
Proof. For 3 < r < 4 and ® € H"(R), (5) has a unique strong H"(R)-solution ® €
C(R; H"(R)) depending continuously on the initial data. The proof of this is sketched in
Appendix A. By assumption A4, ®; € H?(R) and consequently ®(¢) € H?(R). This implies
%H@(t)H%Q(R) = 0 and by definition of £2®) and e(t),
1B(8) 201y < €20 @) + IVI(E, ooy < E(0). (27)

Besides, ®(t) € H?(R) C C!(R), hence

2ol = [ (TEOBO + BEOT(0)) dd

< / (19'(t, Q) + [t O)I2) d¢ = [ 81 g < €2(0),

120 P <4 [ 19 0PIt ) do < 4100 iy 120) B o) S €400
R
For ®(t) € H*(R), we obtain
4 i 2 — o/l vi+ (. i 9Bk 2 (2
& (1180 am)) = 23 (V16 (00200, 8(0)) -~ 2053 (20 807,

< 2VI(E, ooy (1 + 1D OI1F2r)) + 268 1P 7 2y [ PO F 28,
hence by Grénwall’s inequality and as || ®(t)|| g (r) < e(?),
t .
1@z < (14 190)]32z) ) exp {2 /0 (V5. )l ) + bse?(s) ) ds}
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t
< exp {262(t) + 2/ ¢?(s) ds} .
0
This implies a bound for || ®(t)|| z2(r) because

1)l L2y > 19" ()l L2y — ball P (E) | 700 () — VI, ) oo sy 2 197 (1) L2y — €(2)

and consequently
12O 2@y < 12" L2@) + 212 @) || 11 (r)
t t
< e%(t) +exp {eQ(t) +/ ¢(s) ds} < exp {ez(t) + / ¢?(s) ds} .
0 0

By continuity of the solution map, this bound extends to ®(t) € H?(R). If the solution
®(t) € H3(R) C C*(R), we find further

xT

PP = [ (TOQ) + TOT) 6 < [0y

—00

which extends to ®(t) € H?(R) by continuity of the solution map. For part (b), recall that
X“(y) = 2x(Y), hence |[X%|l @2y = ZlxllL=re) < ¢ and analogously ||VX7[| =(me) $ &-

Together with (a), this implies the bounds for || (2)|| foo sy and ||V (t)(| oo (r3) as
IV (£, 2)] < | (¢, 2) PIx ()P + [t 2) P [V )P S (01 F2@e* + (e S ()

for any fixed time ¢ and € small enough. Finally,

1916 ()P 12 gy =l 2 1(0) 2122y / W) dy + / (¢, )| da / IV, 1 (9) 212 dy
R2 R R2

<ch(t)e? + 4¢%(1) / Vo PP dy < ().
R2

O
Now we prove some elementary facts enabling us to estimate one- and two-body potentials.

Lemma 4.9. Lett € R be fized and let j,k € {1,...,N}. Let g : R xR3 — R be a measurable
function such that |g(z;, 2k)| < G(2 — 2;) almost everywhere for some G : R3 — R.

(a) For G € L*(R3),
125925, 21)5llop S € (E)e Gl g

(b) For G € L*(R?) N L>(R%),
lg (2, z6)pillop = 1Pig(zs, 2k)lop < e(V)e™ Gl L2 ms).
(c) For G € L*(R?) N L>®(R3),
lg (=5, 1) Vipsllop = 17 (t, 29)) (Vo (£ ) 9(25, 21 llop < e(B)e ™2 |Gl 2(m3)-
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(d) Now let g : R x R = R be a measurable function such that |g(xj, x1)| < Gz — x;)
almost everywhere for some G € L*(R) N L>®(R). Then

lg(@js 21)pT llop = 1PF 9(25, 1) llop < e()IGl L2y,
lg (s, 21)0z,05 llop = 1@ (t, 23)) (O, (8, 25)] 9, @) lop < 1@ ]| 12wy | Gl 2wy

Proof. Let v € L?>(R3V) and drop the time dependence of ©° and ® in the notation. Then

Ipig(zr. sl = 1167 (20)) {0 (25) 9z 22) [ () (0 (=)
< / 16F () Plazs, 200l dz; ol
R3

<16 By [ |G = )l 4 1]

The multiplication operators corresponding to G and g as well as p;, V;p; and ijp;? are
bounded. This implies the first equalities in (b) to (d). The second equalities follow from

2 2 2 (2) 2 204\ —2
l9(z 21)pillep = sup (¥, 05l9(25, 26) P00 < psla(zs, 2)*pillop S (G172 msye” (e,
YeL?(R3N)
lpli=1

G (25)p5 135 < 1PF1G (@) D5 llop < NGl Z2 @) 1] F oo )
19(z5, 2)V;pillep = sup (0, 197 (2)) (V0% ()] 9(z5, 20) I V97 (25)) (0% (25)] ¥)
YeL?(R3N)
llv][=1

< / Vo™ (2) PG 1, = 27)% dzi [pjll5p < IV5 700 () 1 GlI 22 oy
R3

and analogously for the second part of (d). O

4.2 A priori estimate of the kinetic energy

In this section, we prove estimates for the kinetic energy ||V ;1™V¢(¢)|| and related quantities,

which follow from the fact that the renormalised energy per particle BV @) (t) is bounded by
e(t). Particularly meaningful is assertion (a) of the following lemma: it states that the part of
the wavefunction with one particle excited in the confined directions is of order . The lemma
provides a sufficient estimate for most of the terms in Proposition 3.4. To bound (24), we
require a better estimate (see Section 4.5).

Lemma 4.10. Let € be small enough and t € R be fized. Then
(@) la¥ ¥N=@)l < e(t)e, gy wNe(0)]| < e(t)Ne,

(0) 1020 llop < ¢(t),  1107,07 llop < 12Ol m2@ys  1Vyupy lop S [Vapillop S 77,

(¢) 1100 q®VNeO)] Set),  [VigX oM@ Set),  [|Valgl vNe(n)] S Nee(t),
(@) 000N <e(t),  [VuoN= @) Set [VieNE@)] St
(e) [VilpY qPado™Ne)| S et [VipX aPal wNe()] < et).
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Proof. Abbreviating ¢™V(t) = ¢, we compute

E¥(t) = § (v, He(t)y) — 28

=<<¢,}V<§:(—5§j+( By, 4 BVHE) = ) 4 V) + st ) o)
=1 i<j

> [0l + (@ v, (— A0 + ZVEE) = B) @) = VI ey

since wg € W, is non-negative and (-4, + - VJ-(yl) @) X (y1) = 0. % is the smallest

£2
eigenvalue of —A,, + 8%VL(%) and as a consequence of the rescaling by ¢, the spectral gap

to the next eigenvalue is of order e~2. Hence
(00, (-2 + 2V - B) o v) 2 & (w0 v),
which implies
102181 + Zllax @1 < VI | Lo usy + |EY ()] < €(2). (28)

Besides, by assumption A2, ||(V+ — Ep)_ | zoo(r2y S 1, hence

() > (0w, (—Au + 2V - B) o v))
IVt I+ & (@ v (V) - Bo) @ o) - & (@ (Vi) - B) ')
>V g W1 = BNV~ Bo) eyl 12 2 1V, 0X 01 — (0)

and consequently ||V, ¢y "2 < ¢2(t). The remaining inequalities of (a) to (d) follow by
Lemma 4.1b, Lemma 4. 2b by using that q(‘b) 1-— (q)) and from [|0z,p1lop < [|02, 0% lop <
19" (t)|| L2(ry and ”Vy1p1 llop < NIVXEll2r2y S et For the second part of (d), note that

IV oll < Vgt 9l + Vi) 9l Se(t) +e7 Se™

for sufficiently small ¢ and fixed ¢t € R. Assertion (e) is a consequence of parts (a) to (d) and
Corollary 4.5, Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.4:

IVpY aP a3 lI” < [10e, 0T a3 II” + [V pX 12T a3 vl1* S () + e 2|7,
V19 af ey 0l < 100, af 9] + | Viup¥ 120X 9l < ().
Il

For the last lemma in this section, we make use of Lemma 4.10a to prove an estimate
which is crucial for the control of ~,(t).

Lemma 4.11. Let f : R x R® — R such that f(t) € CL(R3) and V,f(t) € L=(R3) for any
t € R. Then

(@) [(F(t,21) = f(ts (22, 00)pF DY) < el Vi f (O oo g
(b) 1(f(t.21) = (&, (21,000 ()] < & (e Ol oo sy + [VyS ()] ooy -
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Proof. For the first part, we expand f(¢,(x1,-)) around y = 0, which yields

(£t 21) = £ (2, (@1,0))pY ™= (0)]* = IIPi‘Ei/JN"':(t)IIQ/dyllxs(yl)l2 (f(t,21) = f(t, (21,0)))°

RZ

. 2
< E/dyﬂx(y;)P (/dsvyf(xl,syl)'yl)
R? 0

<e? / ylyPIX )1V, f (O] ) S VS O3 g
]RQ

The last step follows because x decays exponentially by [13, Theorem 1] since Ey < ess(Ay +
V+) (A2). To prove the second part, we insert 1 = qi‘a + pfs and apply Lemma 4.10a. O

4.3 Proof of Proposition 3.4

Let us from now on drop the time dependence of ®, ¢° and ¢ in the notation and further
abbreviate ¢¢ = 1. The time derivative of ag(t) is bounded by

[$rae(®)] < | (w.7w)| + [ BV (1) - €20 (29)
For the second term in (29), we compute first

(B0 - e 0)| = ’((w Vi, z)w) — (@,VI (¢, (2,0) @) (30)

L2(R)|

By [23, Theorem 6.17], !dt‘Ew(t) -&*)|| = ‘%( Y(t) — E%(t))| for almost every ¢t € R
because t — (Ew( ) — E®(t)) is continuous due to assumption A3. The first term in (29)
yields

v o) 2 o [0 -3k ]»

J=1

2N (VI z) = VI (,00) ] ) + A ([ 200, o))
4£d iN <<1/}’ [VH(t,Zl) — V” ( ZE1, ) } >> (31)
4N (4 [202), Qg — o) +Q1(m—m1)} v), (32)

where Qo := p1p2, Q1 := p1g2+q1p2 and Q2 := q1q2. To expand (32), we write the commutator

explicitly and insert 1 = Q¢ + Q1 + Q2 appropriately before or after Z [(_312). Terms with the
same (), on both sides cancel as a consequence of Lemma 4.2b. Hence

N(E\?ﬁ 1) =4 <<¢, ((Q1 + Q2)Zém (m —m2)Qo — Qo(m — ﬁw)Zém(Ch + Q2)>"¢>>
+ 3 <<¢) ((Qo + QQ) 2 (i — i) Q1 — Qa7 — ml)Zéu)(Qo + Q2)> >>
=5 (. (Quia—1 — 1) 25 Qo + Qa(i > — ™) 747 Qo )v)
~3 <<¢7 (Qozg(alz)(m—l —m1)Q1 + QoZé (M—2 — Q2)1/1
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)
i (@ — 2870 + a2l (s - m)QQW»
=3 (4, Qa7 — M_1) 25 Qo ) + S (. Qa(i — ) 25 Qo)
+ (v, Qa(m — 1) 25D Qi)

3

To simplify this expression, note that

N N
m — T/)\l_l = Zm(k‘)Pk — Zm(kz — 1)Pk =
k=0 k=1

=~ +m(0)P,

— 1)) P, +m(0) P

WE
3

>
Il
—_

and analogously

~

m—m_g=—m’y +m(0)Py+ m(1)P;.
Using that Q1 Py = Q2P = Q2P = 0, we obtain consequently

]\7(.(73211) = — 25 (v, qupain®, Z{* prpots) (33)
-9 <<¢a Q1qQﬁ1b,QZé12)p1p2¢>> (34)
=23 (¢, a2 1 25 praxv) (35)

where we have in (33) and (35) exploited the symmetry of ¢ in coordinates 1 and 2. According
to Corollary 3.1c, ¢ = ¢X + ¢®pX°, hence

(33) = — 25 (g ¥, o ywy P pipov ) (36)
- 29 <<¢7 Q?ﬁl&p)fapzzgz)plpzﬂi» : (37)

In (36), we have used that the contribution of |®(z1)|2 + |®(x2)|? vanishes as ¢} |®(z1)|?p)} =

q16|<I>(:c2)|2p15 = 0. Similarly, we expand (34) and (35) into terms containing ¢X~ and terms
containing p1 p2 w(ﬁ12 p1 p2 :

~

(34) = %«ql ¥, qam’ gwé plpgw»—\f«qg v af Yl yuf plpzw»

- <<¢7q(1bqg)mb 2Py DY w(ﬁ plpzw»
(

= — (0 ¥ a1+ p3 )iy P pipats) (38)
~ (v alad i opY Py wl P pipav)) (39)
and
(35) = — 23 (¢} v, i ywy P prgsv ) (40)
- 23 (@, af Py A0 P gy (41)
— 25 (v, qf g M 10} Py wl P piay v (42)
— 23 (v aFad ey wy P iny agv)) (43)



+ J\Q/bﬁ19 (v, qrgem®,|®(z1)*p1g20)) - )

Finally, we insert 1 = p; + ¢ on both sides of the commutator in (31) and apply Lemma 4.2b.
Analogously to above, we obtain

(31) =iN (. (p1 + @) (VI(t,21) = VI(t, (21,00)) o1 + 1) )
—iN (0, (o1 + @)Vt 21) = VI (21,00) (1 + a1)))

== 2NS (¢, quiy (VI(t,21) = VI (,0))prd) (45)
Collecting and regrouping all terms arising from (29) yields v, = (30) + (45), 1 = (32),
W = N(N = 1) 37), 1) = N(V = 1D[((36) + (38)) + ((40) + (41)) + (42)] and 7Y =
NV - 1)((39) 1 (43) 1 (40)). =
4.4 Proof of Proposition 3.5
4.4.1 Proof of the bound for ,(t)

As 2Nm® | S 1 for [ from Lemma 4.1, we obtain with Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.11, Lemma 4.4b
and Lemma 4.1b

116)] S | {w (VI 21) = VI (21,0))) )| + ]((w, VI, (2, 0)0) = (@, VIt (2,0)@)

< E(t)e +e(t) (v, 70)
()] S Rl | (VI 21) = VI (@1, 0))p8 ¢l S (e

L2(R)

4.4.2 Proof of the bound for vél)(t)

To estimate 'y(l), we need to prove that Nwg is close to the effective potential bg|(I>]2. As
(N —1)m®, <, we obtain

57] S ‘ (iat .7 v (Nw(ﬁm = by e|®(@1)|* + (bye - %bﬂ)@(wl)\Q) P1p2¢>>’
48
’«l‘h v.0} pe (Nw,é Y byl ®(an) )pl papti)) ’+ (F) T+ N1 ()

for 1 small enough and with 1 from Definition 2.2 since wg € Ws,, and as qu1 Y| £ 1 by
Lemma 4.1a. Writing the action of the projectors explicitly, we obtain by definition of by .

©(21)°py p2 = bl (1) *p} p2 = N( /dyilxa(yi)l“I@(M)2||w,3||L1(R3)>pi‘ P2,
R2
€ 12 € S
Py paNuwfpy 2 = N< /dyilxa(yi)IQ/dZélwa(zé)l wg(2) — 22)>p’f P2,
R2 R3

where z{ := (x1,y]). The substitution z} — z := z{ — 2} and subtraction of both lines leads
to

(1) N/|X !2dy1(/|¢ { = 2)Pwp(2) dz — [¢° () HWHLI(R)> (46)
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Let us first consider an analogous expression where |¢°|? is replaced by some g € C§°(R?).
Expanding g(z] — -) around z yields

1
[ o6t = 2puate) dz = gt wallmsy ~ [ dx [ Vot - 52) - wp(e) ds
R3 R3 0
=: g(2])lwgll L1 (rsy + R(27),

where
RED| < sup [Vg(z) — s2) / dezws(2)
s€[0,1]
z€R3
Hence

2 4872, 2 2
||RHL2(R3) SeN"p HV9HL2(R3)
because |z| < p for z € suppwg and as wg € Wg,, implies

/ wp(2)dz SNty = * N by — bg) + 2Ny SN (47)
R3

Consequently,

2
/!x | dyy < /9(21' — 2)wp(2)dz — 9(2’1’)I|wﬁllL1(R3)>

L*(R)

2
< N? / da; / QA EWDPRED| < NN P12 IR 2 ms) S #2219 2z,
R R2

where we have in the second step used Hoélder’s inequality. By density, this bound extends to
g € HY(R?) and in particular to g = |¢°|2, hence

4.
Tl o) S mellVIE®PllL2es) S Ee(t) (48)

oo

and

AN

7| < gt wllpPT () fop + (N1 + (2)77) (t)

4.4.3 Proof of the bound for 7§2) (t)

Let us first define the functions needed for the integration by parts of the interaction.

Definition 4.2. Define h. : R? — R by

he(z) = < IRy [z— q J;%w ) for |z| < e,

0 else

where

We will abbreviate



Lemma 4.12. Let p < . Then

(a) he solves the boundary value problem
Ahe(z) = wg(z) for z € B-(0),
he(z) =0 for z € 0B(0),
where B.(0) := {z € R3 : |2| < ¢}.

() [Vhellpesy S N2, |[Vhe]l2sy) S N™lum3e2

Proof. Green’s function for the problem (49) is G(z,¢) = 4= ( L e1l ) , hence hE‘T(O)
is the unique solution of (49). For part (b), define

w C) e wg
f = for |z] < ¢, = dC for |z] < ¢,
h(l)(z) = | C' and h(2)(z) = (R3 e

O else, 0 else,

hence he(z) =: £ (h(l)(z) + h(z)(z)) . We estimate h(1) and h(?) separately.

Estimate of [Vh(Y|. Let |z| < 2u and substitute ¢ + ¢’ := { — 2. As suppwg C B,(0), we
conclude that |¢'| < |¢| + |z| < 3u for ¢ € suppwg and consequently

—143 1 _ _
VO @) < sl o s /| s ()7 / ¢ SN

[CI<p I¢"|<3u

For 2y < || < ¢, note that ¢ € supp wg implies || < p < 32|, hence |z — (| > |z — (] > 32|
and consequently

4 _ _ _ _
VA < |2/w5(<>d<§N 1212 < N2y
]R3

due to (47). Hence

1
/\Vh P dz / N2t dz + / N‘254Wdz,§N_254u_1.
z
|21<2p 2p<|z|<e
Estimate of [VR(?)|. ¢ € supp wg implies [(| < p, hence [(*] = ICl > % For p sufficiently
small that & > 2, we observe |z < < %% < 1|¢*| and consequently [¢* — z| > [¢*] — |2| >

1|C*\ = if This yields

VA (2)] = ‘; A ae S P ually [ I6la6 S N < NI
[¢1<p
and consequently [ps |Vh(2)(z)}2 dz S N72p2e < N~ 2471, O

Besides, we need a smooth step function to prevent contributions from the boundary when
integrating by parts over the ball B(0).
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Definition 4.3. Define O, : R? — [0, 1] by

1 for |z] < p,
Oc(2) = § be(|2]) for p <|2] <e,
0 for |z] > ¢,
where 0. : [, €] — [0,1] is given by
exp (~£24)
O-(2) := (50)

Clearly, 6. is a smooth, decreasing function with 6.(u) = 1 and 6.(¢) = 0. We will write
00 .= O, (z — 2j).

Lemma 4.13. Let y < e. Then

() [|Oc]lpoems) = 1, 1€l 2ms) < €2,

() VOl St VOl 2ms) S €2

Proof. Part (a) follows immediately from the definition of ©.. For part (b), observe that
[§0-(2)| <20 —p) Tt =2e"1(1-E) et O

Corollary 4.14. Let p < ¢ and j € {1,2}. Then
(@) 11 (V1hE)lop = [|(V1882)pjllop < e(t)N "1~ 3¢,
1(V1882) - Vip5llop = 107 (20)) (Ve ()] (V1hE ™) lop S ()N 1072,
(5) 11908 [lop = 08 pjllop < e(t)e?,
1p; (V108 lop = [1(V108* )pjllop < e(t)e™ 7,

12 12 _1
1682V pjllop = l165(2)) (Vo= ()] ©8 lop S e(t)e 2.
Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 4.9, Lemma 4.12 and Lemma 4.13. O

Estimate of (20). Define to := 2pa + g2(1 + py). Then we obtain with / from Lemma 4.1
(20)] S N’ ﬁzéli(51/1,w§312)p1pz¢>>) =N \({ﬁzqi‘ewa®£12)w§2)p1p2¢>>\

=N / dN-1 / dzl(i\tgqugb)(zl, oy ZN)Oc (21 — 2)ws(21 — 22) (P2p1)) (21, -, 2N)
R3(N— BE(Z2)

as ©.(z1—22) = 1 for 21— 29 € supp wg and supp O = B.(0). Thus wg(z1—22) = Arhe(21—22)
on the whole domain of integration in the dz;-integral. Integration by parts in z; yields

20 SN |{(7a v, 2002 (V1hU2) - Vipipass))| (51)
+ N ‘<<ZAQ¥S¢7752(V19§12)) . (Vlhglz))l?lpw»‘ (52)
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+ N‘ V1lq ", 1,012 (v, A12) )Plpﬂb» (53)

where the boundary terms vanish because ©.(]z]) = 0 for |z| = . We estimate these expres-
sions by application of Lemma 4.7. To this end, we write each term as (I, O12A)), where T
and A are symmetric in the coordinates {2, ..., N}. Hence

(51)] 4? Nlig¥ | ( ‘<<t2@(12)(vlh(12))p2 Vip1t, t3008) (V1A )ps - leﬂ/f»‘
+ N0 (KD, - Vi)
L NI 0l (1200 (V1h0M) s - Vapi P + N 12002 (V4RI o - Taprs )
< Vg vl (1202 12, (V1hI2) - Fipa |2, + N0 sy | (Vah o |2, |V 1p1]12,)
:

<e0(5)! (3

by Lemma 4.10, Lemma 4.13 and Corollary 4.14. Analogously,

|=

152)| S Mg Il (Ip2(V1hD 2 I(T108)p |2, + N7 VO o (V1502 )

1
g e3(t) (5#2)2 (€+N71)§ Nf,
1
(53)] S NIViTat 1 (200212, (VA2 2, + N[0 e oy (V102 o 2,)

1

S0 (5)" e+ N e

Hence

N

lfor p<eas <

»Mm

Estimate of (21). Define t19 := q‘f’p’fsqy + quqg. Analogously to the estimate of (20),

|(21)] <N ‘<<Tt12¢awégm)p1%¢>>’ =N ’«ﬁlzwa ol <A1h§12)> P1Q2¢>>‘

<N |((ftaz0, 002 (V1h0) - Viprgav ) (54)
+ N (T2, (9:002) - (V1802 p1ga0)| (55)
+N ’<<V1Tt121/1, @212)(V1h£12))p1Q21/1>>’ . (56)

To estimate (54) to (56), we apply first Lemma 4.2b to commute 1 next to go and use the
fact that [[l1g2?] < 1 by Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.4. Observing that t19 = t12¢1g2 and
consequently [[t12¢] < [lgF ¥| < ee(t) by Lemma 4.10a, we obtain

(54) =N ‘«tlz%QIQZT9§12)(V1h§12)) “(p1+ Q1)(J2V1p11/1>>‘
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_N‘ t129, O (V1h1?) - (Ihpy +TQ1)V1P1‘12¢>>‘

= N‘ t12¢,@§12 (Vih{?) - lel?lq?w»‘

N|—=

< N1t 102 sy | (V1AD) - Vi op [Digz0l] S (1) (5)

and analogously

(55) = N ’<<t12”¢7 (V100?) - (Vlhgm)plilqzw»‘

NI

< Nl I90c | o) | (ViR pllop gz S 21) ()7

(56) = N‘ V1t12¢,@£12 (V1h§12))p1l1qzw>)

1
N
<N <||V1Q‘11)p1 Pl + g2 Vig) 7/1”> [©c] oo () (V1R pr [lop [T g2v]| S €%(2) (%) ’
by Lemma 4.13, Corollary 4.14a and Lemma 4.10.

Estimate of (22). Analogously to before,
i o ol - 0 (3069 )
B
N ‘«Tq‘}’q‘; v.p} Py (V198) - (Vlhém)pmé‘g%ﬁ»‘
+ N (il aPad v, v ©0D (Vinl)piay v))|

<N lig? a3 vy 1 (10 ey | (V1ED) - Vipillop + VO] poe ) 1 (V128 o)

1
2

+ NIV g aF 002 e o) o1 (T1A8) opllad v S (1) (2)
by Lemma 4.10, Lemma 4.13, Corollary 4.14 and Lemma 4.4. O

4.4.4 Proof of the bound for 7153) (t)
We estimate (25) as

125 S | (Tar a0, |0(21) Ppraaw)| S 191w s Marazlllaess | S 2(2) o6, 70

by Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.4c. For (23) and (24), we proceed similarly as in Section 4.4.3
for the quasi one-dimensional interaction w instead of the three-dimensional interaction wg.

Definition 4.4. Define

w0 i= [ i)l [ dualé ) Pos(en - ). (57)
R2 R2
Further, for 8; € [0, 1], define hg, : R — R by
N—A1 5
_ [ G, z)w(2’)da’ for |z| < N™P1,
h‘,Bl (.%') = N-N-A1 (58)
0 else,
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where

L N—B — N5 for 2
G($/7x) — %Nﬂl (.%' + ) (ZU ) orr < I', (59)
(¢ — N‘ﬁl) (z+ N‘ﬂl) for 2’ > x.
Besides, define
1 for |z| < w,
Op, () := < 05, (|z]) for p < |x| < N7, (60)
0 for |z| > N=F1,

where 0g, : [, N7°1] — [0, 1] is a smooth decreasing function with 6, (1) = 1, 05, (N~71) =0
analogously to (50). As before, we will write

@ = way—xj), G =R (i —xy), O =B, (wi —xy).

Lemma 4.15. (a) hg, solves the boundary-value problem

dxzﬁﬁl =w for x € [—N‘ﬁl,N_ﬂl], (61)
hg, =0  for |z| = NP
- _ - _1_51
(b) H%hBIHLOO(R) 5 N 17 ”%h51”L2(R) S N 2,
(c) 198, | Loy < 1, 108, 2Ry S N~ 717
B1
1208, lle@ SN, [ £6sllr2m) SN2

Proof. Part (a) is evident as G(2/,z) is Green’s function for the problem (61). For part (b),
we compute for x € [-N 1, N=H]

T N—B1

T 8 Bin— Bin— _ _
A =2 [ @eN e [ @ N | S o S N

_N—B1 x

since
[l = [ do [ b [ duié @)Pwsten - )

R R2 R2

<IN By [ APl ey S N (62)
R2

by (47). The second inequality in (b) follows from this as supp hg, = [N —Pi N=A]. Part
(c) is shown analogously to Lemma 4.13. O

Corollary 4.16. Let j € {0,1}. Then

(12 _1_B1 12 _1_F1
() 192 (R op S e®NTF (GRG0, 0D lop S 12 11200 N
B1
) 1p? (24857 ) lop S c(ON'Z.
Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 4.9d and Lemma 4.15. O
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FEstimate of (23). Observing that p)fspngz)pi‘epé‘s = w(u)pi(epg, we obtain analogously to
the estimate of (20)

(12
@3)] SN |(TaF v, 0 D pipov))| = N [Tt . 857 (i555”) ppav))|

<N‘ Igtqty, 8" (thl )) Oz, 11 Y pw»( (63)
+N‘ It qd, (dm C) )) ( d hm)) pil’p’fspzzb»’ (64)
+N ’«&mlq af 0,05 (76,7 ptol o)) (65)

The boundary terms upon integration by parts vanish as ©g, (N —F1) = 0. With Lemmata
4.1b, 4.4c, 4.10, 4.15 and Corollary 4.16, we conclude

12) 1 7/371
(63) < N{lig? a3 11, Il s | (P ) 2 lopll s ¥ lop S €2(2) o 7o) * N3

(64) * N) TPy, (qQ (dme(lz)) (dwlh(ﬁl )> m)pléw»’
N Tt ( ]«qg (£857) (& h“”)mpf%q? (£85,") (255" p3p@;¢>>‘
+ N7 e (2057) (a4 R )>P2pll§¢”2>;
Tl (198 (B0 Il () 213 S
N AT B H(gﬁm) ﬁu?,p@nzpf

S ) (0, me)? ((v,7w) + NI ( 0, Ap) + NI,

[NIES

_b
(65) < N0 TP g 0118, oo | (£5557) 2 lop = 2ON~F.

Hence

(23)] < 92(t) <<<¢,ﬁ1/)>> + N_%l 4 N—H—BH—E) '

Estimate of (24). For this term, we choose 81 = 0. Analogously to the estimate of (23),
|(24))] <N‘ Tq?q3, 04" (dmzhé )> pmé‘sqg’w»‘
<N‘ latadv, 05 () 3zlpil’pi‘6p§aq§¢>>’
+ N |(lafadv, (2057 (dxlh(m)>p?pi‘5p§aqg)w>>‘
+N‘ Orilat a3, 85" (dzl h(m)) Pt} vy a3 ¢>>\
Syl (||@o|\Loo(R>u (a2:707) BeupPllop + 1580l eyl (2 P~ ) ¥l )

+ Va3 18oll )| (276 ) ¥ lopll s laT a3 |
4.5b 1
S 1@l 2wy o6, 70) + e(t) (0, 700)? 110, a6
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The estimate ||0;,qP9| < e(t) (Lemma 4.10c) is not sharp enough to see that this expression
is small. We need a better control of the kinetic energy, which is established in the following
refined energy lemma:

Lemma 4.17. Let 8 € (0,1). Then

2

Jomat <o) 5 exn {0 v [ e s} (et 42 + (2) +n2+ )

The proof is given in the next section. As a consequence,

ol s e {0+ [ @ash (aco+ 2+ (2) =87 @),

4.5 Proof of Lemma 4.17.

We prove a refined bound for the kinetic energy. The basic idea of the proof is comparable to
Lemma 4.10. However, we estimate the single terms in terms of ag(t) instead of using ¢*(t).
Abbreviating ¢¥V¢(t) = ¢ and ®(t) = ®, we obtain

ag(t) = EV(t) — £7(1)
0012 = 19 oy + (0 (~ A0 + HVEE) - B) v)
N (o, w0 ) = % (0, 19 (20) Po)
+%ﬁ(<<¢,|<1><w1>12w>>—<q>,r<1>|2<1>>L2R) (. VIt 20) — (@,V1 (1, (2, 0)@)
>0, 0117 = 192y + 3 (0, (N = Dol —bsl@(@n)]?) v)
= 5| (e l@@)Pe) — (@,10]20) . R)H (v, VIt, 20w - <<1> VI, @,0)@)

20100 612 = 12 my + 5 (s (N = D™ = bsl@(@n) ) ) - (t) (v, 7w) - e (t)e
(66)

L2(R)

.

as <<1/), ( Ay + = VJ-(yl) %) w» > 0. The last step follows by Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.8 and
Lemma4.11, analogously to Section 4.4.1. Further, using that [|0,, pT¢||? = [|®'||2. Hp Y||? =

||‘I)/|| (1 — |lgf]|?), we obtain

||8:r17/’||2 ||aw1Q1 wHQ + ||az1p1 11’”2 (<<6w1Q?¢a 8331p(11)w>> + C-C-)

PG VG SV
2 00 01+ 19 ey (1= aPlP) 2|2t 2 ke +adnt )

0b
2 10, gt el + 12 2y — (v, 700) (1) + 1@l 2 w)) » (67)
where we have used that n; < n and Lemma 4.4b. (66) and (67) yield

10 aF I S @12y + (0, (bsl@(@n) = (V = Dl ) ) + @ (68)
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We estimate the second term of (68) by inserting 1 = p1p2 + 1 — p1p2 into both slots of the
scalar product:

<<¢7 (P1p2 + 1 = pip2) (bﬁl‘b(@“l)\Q - (N - 1)wéu)) (p1p2 +1— p1p2)¢>>
= (0212 (Bl®(en) P = N i) prpas)) + 1y wl P pipay? (69)
+ (¥, (1 = p1p2)bg| @ (1) P (1 — prp2)) — (N — 1)H\/@(1 —pp2)¥lI” (70)
+ (¢, p1p2bs|® (1) [P (1 = prp2)ib)) + c.c.) (71)
- (N-1) (<<¢,P1p2wéu)(1 - p1P2)¢>> + c.c.) : (72)

Making use of I'(z1) from (46), the first term can be estimated as

(69) = (4, PP (w0)p1pav) + (16, prpa(bn . — b)) Poapts) + [y w2 pu |2,
4.9b
SEOE+NT+ ()
by (48) and (47) with n from Definition 2.2. Note that at this point, it is crucial that 8 < 1.
For the second and third term, note that 1 — p1ps = g2 + q1p2 and || wgz)(l —pip2)|? > 0.
Hence

(70) < (@, qabs|® (1) P q200)) + (¥, qupabs| (1) Pqipav) S (b, W) €*(2),

(#2vupmpabilaton Pran=u) | < @0 to.m0)

<
<2

(71)

by Lemma 4.4a and Lemma 4.8. For the last term, observe that 1 —p1p2 = p1g2 + @1p2 + q1 92,
hence, by symmetry of 1,

(72) <2N ’«w,plqzwém)plpzw»‘ +N ’<<w,q1qzw§2)p1p2w»(
SN <<ﬁ_5qz¢,p1wg2)p1p2ﬁ% w»‘ (73)
+N ‘«qi‘g@b, 22(1+ p%‘g)wf;mplpzw»‘ (74)
+ N |(vsaPadpl vy w T piman) (75)

analogously to the decomposition of (35). Using (47), (73) is easily estimated as

4.9a

(73) < (1) (v, ).
For (74), we obtain with ty := go(1 + p¥ ), similarly to the estimate of (20),
(74) <N ‘«q{fq/},@@g”)(vlhg”)) : V1P1P2¢>>‘
N [0 6, 12(71002) - (Tuhl 2 )prpaw) | + N | (Vg e, 2002 (T1302 prpaw)|

<NV g Y (100l ey | (V182 - Tt o + 191 (T1HED) o |7l )

[

€ 2
+ N[ V16X IO ooy o1 (T1RED) o S €2(8) ()
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(75) is of the same structure as (23). Choosing ;1 = 3, one computes analogously to (63)
o (65)

~_1 —(12 —(12 e L
(75) =N <n 22434, 0 )<%h(g )>p“fp’f nzngw»'
1 —(12 1.
<N |((@tatage. 857 (057 ) onptai vl p21/1>>’

M‘H

5
2¢,@[3 (di )p1p2ﬁzé¢>>‘
<<n 5P, gf (dxl ) ) d%h(ﬁl ))pzﬁzépﬂ/)»‘

(4, A

+N ‘«aﬁﬁ

+ N

[Sl)e

2)
4.7 R 8 .
SI@l 2wy (0, np) N7z + (1N

(12) —(12)

1

1 — - 12 —(12 1 2
T Nlatyl <||p2<d;‘leﬁ VTGP )@aTprpl2 + N g? (L B0 (AR )>p2n5p1wu2>

<) (i) + N 7).

since ng(k) < n(k) and by Corollary 4.5b and Lemma 4.10c. Besides, we have used that
N=*8 <1 and H<I>HH2(R)N7§ < ¢2(t) for sufficiently large N at fixed time ¢. Thus,

w50 ((2)" N7+ i) (76)

Finally, inserting the bounds for (69) to (72) into (68) yields
1
o015 I@lmac(t) + ) ((5)° 4 4874 ()7 + fu.70)
t
< (ag(t) + L+ (f) + NP4 (&)~ > exp {2e2(t) + 2/ ¢?(s) ds}
0
N
since € < (%) and ¢?(t) < exp {2¢%(¢) }. O
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A Well-posedness of the effective equation

Let % < r <4 and let the initial datum ®; € H"(R). Local existence of H"-solutions of (5) on
the maximal time interval ¢ € [0, T;.) follows from the usual contraction argument on the subset
K :={u € X : |lu]|x < 2R} of the Banach space X := C([0,T]; H"(R)) for some R > 0 and
T < T, where one uses that the map f : u — bg\u|2u+V” (t,-)u is locally Lipschitz continuous
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on H"(R). To prove global existence, one shows first that Ty = T, for all % <r,s <4 and
concludes from an estimate of [|®(t)| 1 (g) that no blow-up can occur [33]:

Let % <r < s <4and &) € H5(R). Clearly, Ty < T,. Assume now Ts < T,.. Then
Cr, = supsejo,1,) | P(0) || - (r) < 0. Applying twice the inequality

lwoll sy < C (Il sy lvll ey + el ey 10l s ) )

and using the fact that H°(R) is an algebra, one concludes that for ¢ € [0, T]

1L ) < [Pollrs(m) /Hf D s (w) ds

< 1 ®ollr:ey + € / (G, + V15, ey ) 18(5) ey s
0

Grénwall’s inequality implies that ||®(t)[| zsr) cannot blow up at ¢ = T, which contradicts
[0,Ts) being the maximal time interval where H®-solutions exist. Therefore Ts = T, =: Tipax.
Hence for ®y € H%(R), ®(t) € H*(R) for t € [0,Tmax). Consequently, (27) implies that
limyy7,,,,, | (8)]| 1 (m) < 00, hence T = Tipax = o00.
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