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The success of the Gross—Pitaevskii and Bogoliubov theories in the de-
scription of large systems of interacting bosons led to a substantial effort
into rigorously deriving these effective theories. In this work we review
the related literature in the context of dynamics of large bosonic systems.

1. Introduction
1.1. Setup

Bose-Einstein Condensation (BEC) is a phenomenon that occurs in sys-
tems of bosonic particles where, at sufficiently low temperatures, a macro-
scopic fraction of the particles starts to occupy a single quantum state. The
idea of BEC dates back to the works of Bose and Einstein in 1924 [27,60]
in which they analysed non-interacting systems. Experimentally BEC has
been produced only in 1995 by Cornell and Wieman, and Ketterle [11,55].
Since then, fundamental questions in the rigorous understanding of conden-
sation and fluctuations around the condensate in interacting systems have
remained unanswered. Some of them are essential for the understanding
of interesting quantum effects that can be observed even on macroscopic
scales (such as, for example, superfluidity).

In this work we will review the existing results concerning the dynamics
of Bose—Einstein condensates. The physical picture we have in mind is as
follows. Let Wy o be the ground state of H}; given by

N

1
H]‘\/, = Z(_Azj + V(«Tj)) =+ N_1 Z wn (T — k). (1.1)
=1 1<j<k<N
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Here V € L2 (R R), satisfying V(z) — oo as |z| — oo, is an external
potential (which models the trapping of the particles while they are cooled
during the experiment) and wy is the inter-particle potential that describes
their interactions (and could a priori depend on N). The Hamiltonian acts
on the symmetric space HV = ®é\;m L?(R3). The underlying physical space,
if not specified otherwise, is assumed to be three-dimensional.

When the external potential V' is turned off, ¥ ¢ is no longer a ground
state of the Hamiltonian Hy = HY =" and the time evolution

Uy =e N0y,

)

is observed. Although the Schrédinger evolution is linear, its complexity
increases dramatically when N becomes large. In typical experiments N can
be of order 10°. Therefore, for computational purposes, it is important to
derive effective descriptions for collective behaviour of the quantum system.
In this contribution we review results concerning the approximation of the
time-evolved bosonic many-body quantum system.

1.2. Scaling regimes

From a mathematical point of view, the large number of particles involved
will be modeled by taking the limit N — oo. Note that the coupling con-
stant 1/(N —1) in front of the interaction is to ensure the kinetic energy is
of the same order (in N) as the interaction energy. We could choose 1/N
instead of 1/(N — 1) as well. The interaction potential wy,

wy (z) = N3Pw(NPz)

for some w € L*(R3), is chosen to be of O(1) (as N — 00) in the sense that
Jwn = [w. Here and thereafter, if not specified differently, the integration
sign will correspond to integration over the whole space R? for each variable.

The parameter 3 in the definition of wy characterises different scal-
ing regimes that correspond to different physical situations. When g = 0
(the so-called Hartree or mean-field scaling) then the Hamiltonian mod-
els a situation in which there are many but weak collisions between the
particles. This is because the size of the interaction potential is O(N 1)
(because of the prefactor 1/(N — 1) in front of the interaction term), while
the range of the interaction (which is O(1)) is much larger than the mean
inter-particle distance N~1/3. Therefore, heuristically, each particle ‘sees’
all other particles.
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When g > 0, then wy converges formally to the Dirac-delta interaction

(/=)

As long as 0 < 8 < 1/3, the range of the interaction potential (which is
O(N~#)) is much larger than the average distance between the particles
and there are many but weak collisions. Therefore, to the leading order,
the interaction potential experienced by each particle can be still approx-
imated by the effective mean-field potential p x wy where p is the density
of the system and f * g denotes the convolution of two function f and g.
If 8> 1/3, then the analysis is expected to be more complicated due to
strong correlations between particles. Despite the physical difference be-
tween the case when 8 < 1/3 and 8 > 1/3, the formal limiting behaviour of
the interaction in (1.2) is the same in both cases. Therefore, we will call the
regime when 8 € (0,1) the NLS regime as the limiting effective description
of the condensate will be in that case be given by the nonlinear Schrédinger
(NLS) equation.

The case when [ =1 corresponds to the celebrated Gross—Pitaevskii
regime in which strong correlations occur on very short length scales. The
macroscopic properties of the system are well captured by the famous
Gross—Pitaevskii theory [84,137]. In this theory, a quantum particle is ef-
fectively felt by the others as a hard sphere whose radius is the scattering
length of the interaction potential. Recall that the scattering length a of
the potential w is defined by the variational formula

87a = inf {/(2|Vf|2 +w|f|2), lim f(z) = 1}. (1.3)

|z|— 00
When w is sufficiently smooth, (1.3) has a minimizer 0 < f < 1 that satisfies
(—2A +w)f=0. (1.4)

The scattering length can then be recovered from the formula

8ma = /wf. (1.5)

By scaling, the scattering length of wy = N2w(N-) is aN 1. If we formally
replace the interaction potential wy (z —y) in Hy by 8maN 16y (z —y), we
obtain a Hamiltonian with a Delta interaction. Such an object is (in three
dimensions) mathematically not well defined. Nevertheless, it is usually
taken as a starting point in the physics literature on cold gases.
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1.3. Types of approximation

Recall that our goal is to understand how the N-body wave function ¥ ;
behaves when N is very large. In the context of dynamics one usually
considers three possible effective descriptions. The first one, usually called
the leading order approximation, considers the approximation of ¥y in
terms of reduced density matrices. Recall, that the (one-body) reduced
density matrix of a state ¥y € HN (here we will restrict ourselves to zero
temperature) is the positive, trace class operator vy, : $ — $ with kernel

Yo (z,y) = N/darg coodey U (2,2, .., 2N)UN (Y, X2, ..., ZN).
(1.6)
The knowledge of y¢, allows to determine the expectation values of one-
body observables in the state ¥ . Indeed, let O : $§ — $ be an observable

and let O; denote the corresponding operator acting on the i-th particle in
the N-body space. Then

<\1/N, <2N: OZ-) \1/N> = Tr (O, ). (1.7)

We will say that the full many-body evolution ¥y is to leading order
approximated by ®y ; if

. 1
lim N Tr |7‘I’N,t - 7@N,t| = 0. (18)

N —oc0

Note that, due to (1.7), the trace norm topology is natural in this context.
The hope is that ® 5, can be determined in an easier way than Uy ;.

The convergence (1.8) is closely related to the definition of BEC [131].
We will say that a system of bosons exhibits BEC in the state ¥y € H7 if

Jim T o~ 19)(6]] =0 (19)

for some ¢ € $H. One then often says that ¢ is the wave function of the
condensate. This terminology is related to the fact that if one considers
the so-called Hartree or product state, i.e., the uncorrelated N-body wave
function of the form ¢®V := ¢(z1)...¢(xx) in which all particles occupy
the same one-particle state, then

Ypon = N|p)(e].

This is why one might sometimes run across the notation

“Un ~ ¢®N  to leading order”
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which means asymptotic equality in terms of reduced density matrices in
the trace norm topology. Note, that BEC does not mean that all particles
occupy one single-particle state, but only that a macroscopic fraction does.
In fact, while a product state is a ground state of non-interacting system
(wy =0), it can’t be one of an interacting system. In particular, if one
considers the state (let us skip the symmetry of the wave function for a
moment)
N-1

v =[] o@i)o(zn), with ¢ L g

=1

[1]

then obviously
En L ¢®Y  in L2(R3Y)

but physically, for large N, both states describe a very similar situation.
In particular, both states exhibit BEC with the same condensate wave
function.

Often, the knowledge about correlations in the system is crucial in or-
der to understand some of the physical properties of the system. As seen in
the example above, the leading order approximation is not enough for this
purpose. This is why one considers the most straightforward indicator of
closeness: the N-particle Hilbert space norm (or, shortly, norm approzima-
tion). More precisely, the goal is to find a N-body wave function Zy ; € H
that is easier to compute than ¥y ; and such that

J\}gnoo ”\I]N,t — :N,t”ﬁN =0. (110)
Clearly, since
Tr|O(vwy —v2x) < 2(0[[¥N — En|| (1.11)

for any bounded operator O, the norm approximation implies the conver-
gence of reduced one-body density matrices.

Another possible way of approximating the wave function is given by
the Fock space approximation. In this approach, one considers the problem
in the grand-canonical setting, where the number of particles in the system
is not fixed. To this end one introduces the Fock space

F=F®)=Po =Coson’e--.
n=0

The wave function in the Fock space is denoted by ¥ € F(£)) and
U ={o® M gl 3
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where ¥(® € C and ¥ € § for i > 1. The inner product on F is defined
as

(U1, W2)F = Z@P?), 055

i>0

A state WUy with exactly N particles is described on the Fock space F by
a sequence U = {¥(™}, 5o where U™ =0 for all n # N and ¥WV) = Uy,

One can lift the many-body evolution to the Fock space. To this end we
define the Hamiltonian Hx on F by

(Hn®)™) =1y (1.12)
with the n-th sector operator

n
H%) =Hy = Z(—Amj + V(z;)) + ﬁ Z wn (x; — zk)
j=1 1<j<k<n

where now the subscript NV is not related to the number of particles, but
only reflects the scaling in the interaction potential (of course, in the end,
N will also be related with the number of particles in the initial Fock state;
otherwise, there would be no relation with the scaling regime).

In particular the N-particle evolution can be embedded into the Fock

space in the following way
e N L10,0,...,UpN,0,...} ={0,0,...,e HVT N 0,.. ).

This follows from the fact that the Hamiltonian Hy commutes with the
particle number operator N given by

NT)™ = o™, (1.13)

Let ¥y € F be a state in the Fock space. We will say that =, € F
approximates the many-body evolution of ¥ in the Fock space if

lim [[e N0y — 5|7 = 0. (1.14)
N—o0

Sometimes, it is possible to get some information on the N-particle space
convergence from convergence in the Fock space. This approach, however,
usually leads to worse estimates than direct methods on N-particle space
and often requires additional assumptions on the initial states.



Dynamics of interacting bosons: A compact review 7

1.4. Outline

The paper will organised as follows. In the next section we will provide
a brief overview about the ground state properties of (trapped) bosonic
systems. In Section 3 we will review the existing results on the leading
order approximation. In Section 4 we will review the literature on the norm
approximation. In Section 5 we will mention results on the Fock space
approximation.

2. Ground state properties

Recall that we want to consider initial states that are ground states of
Hamiltonians of the form (1.1). Therefore it makes sense to briefly review
some basics facts concerning this issue. For more details and references we
refer to the excellent review [142].

2.1. Leading order approximation for the ground state

It is widely expected that ground states of trapped systems exhibit (com-
plete) BEC. In fact, when 0 < 8 < 1 we have

. . (Un, HY V) . v )
lim inf N L inf & u) )] =0 2.1
N—o0 (nwﬁw—l N llullg=1 () 21)
where
1 1
() 1= 5 (PN HYuN) = [ 1Vl + VIl + 5 fuf oy« o).

Moreover, if the Hartree energy functional 51‘{/,N(U) has a unique minimizer
up, then the ground state WX, of HY condensates on uy in the sense that

= 0. (2.2)

. 1
ngnoon N T |um) (un|

The rigorous justifications for (2.1) and (2.2) in various specific cases
have been given in [16,70,108,112,133,139,143]. Later, in a series of works
[102-104], Lewin, Nam and Rougerie provided proofs in a very general
setting. Most recently, the next order term in the expansion (2.2) has been
established in [32,122].

When 8 =1 (the Gross—Pitaevskii regime), the Hartree functional has
to be modified to capture the strong correlation between particles. In that
case

\4
lim <| inf W— inf ggp(u)>_o (2.3)

N —o00 \\I/N”:?Nzl
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where

EY(u) = /(|Vu|2 +V]uf? + dmalul?) (2.4)
is the Gross—Pitaevskii functional. In that case one also has BEC on the
Gross—Pitaevskii minimizer

. 1
lim_Syey = [uce)(uce| (2.5)

N —oc0

in trace norm. The convergence (2.3) has been first proven by Lieb, Seiringer
and Yngvason in [111] while (2.5) has been first proven by Lieb and Seiringer
in [109,110] (see also [125]). More recently, the optimal rates of convergence
for (2.3) and (2.5) have been given in [21, 23] (translation invariant case)
and [123] (trapped case with smallness condition on a, see also [85]).

2.2. Second order correction

The next order correction to the lower eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of Hy;
is predicted by Bogoliubov’s approximation [26]. In the mean-field limit, this
has been first derived rigorously by Seiringer in [143], and then extended
in various directions in [58,77,106,127]. Bogoliubov theory is formulated in
the Fock space F. At this point, let us briefly recall the notion of second
quantization.
We define the creation operator a*(f) and the annihilation operator
a(f) that for every f € § is given by
n+1

(a*(f)\I/)(:vl, 1‘n+1 \/—Zf ,TJ LL‘l,...,$j_1,$j+1,...,$n+1),

(a(f)V)(z1,...,20-1) = \/ﬁ/dxnmlﬂ(m,...,xn)

for all ¥ € H™ and for all n. These operators satisfy the canonical commu-
tation relations (CCR)

[a(f),a(g)] = [a*(f),a"(9)] =0, [a(f),a"(9)] = (f.9) (2.6)

for all f,g € 9. Creation and annihilation operators are used to represent
many-body states and operators on the Fock space. It is well-known (see
e.g. [20] or [146]) that for a symmetric operator H on $ and an orthonormal
basis {fn}n>1 C D(h) of $ one has

oo N
=00 @Y Hi= Y (fum Hfa)a"(fm)alfn)- (2.7)

N=1j=1 m,n>1
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Similarly, for a symmetric operator W on $) ® $) such that
<fm ®fnanp®fq> = <fn ®fm7Wfp ®fq>

for all m,n,p,q > 1 we have

O@O@é >owy

N=21<i<j<N

1 . .
=5 Y Un®@ LW ® fo)er 0" (f)a" (F)alfr)alfy). (28)
m,n,p,q=>1
If one does not want to work on a specific orthonormal basis, it is possible
to use the operator-valued distributions a* and a,, with z € R3, defined by

()= [def@ar  ad o) = [T,

for all f € $. The canonical commutation relations (2.6) then imply that

*
T

[ar,a’] = [ag,ay] =0 and [az,a,] = 6(z —y). (2.9)

*
Y

The second quantization formulas (2.7) and (2.8) can be rewritten as

dI'(H) = /dxdyH(x,y)a;ay, (2.10)

T 1
0a0® @ Z Wi; = g/dxdydx’ dy' W (z,y; 2",y )aya;azay,
N=21<i<j<N
(2.11)

where H(z,y) and W (z,y;2’,y’) are the kernels of H and W, respectively.
For example, the aforementioned particle number operator can be writ-
ten as

N:=dI'(1) = @nlﬁn = /d:v arag
n=0

and the N-body Hamiltonian Hy can be extended to an operator on Fock
space F(9) as
1
2(N -1)
As already mentioned, Bogoliubov theory is formulated in the Fock
space JF or, more precisely, the excited Fock space F($1) = F({un}t). Let

{tm}m>0 be an orthonormal basis of $ such that ug = up. In the mean-
field limit, the condensate is described by the Hartree minimizer uy and

Hy =dI(—A) + /dx dywn (x — y)aza,azay. (2.12)
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the excited particles are effectively described by a quadratic Hamiltonian
HY of the form

HY = Y (um, (h+ K)ug)a,an
m,n>1
) ) (2.13)
+ Z §<um ® un, Ka)a) ay + §<K2,um ® Up ) A Gy
m,n>1
acting on F({uo}*) and where K; : 5, — $, and Ky : H; — $H, are op-
erators defined by

(u, Kyv) = /dw dy u(x)v(y)uo(z)uo(y)w(z — y),

(2.14)
(u, KoT) = / da dy a@)o(g)uo ()uo(y)w(z — v)

for all u,v € $,. Finally, & is the one-body operator given by
h=—-A+V +|ug)? xw—p

which comes from the Hartree equation (the Euler-Lagrange equation for
the Hartree functional). Here u is an appropriate constant to make hug = 0.

It has been proven in [106] by Lewin, Nam, Serfaty, Solovej that if the
Hartree minimizer uy is non-degenerate (in the sense that the Hessian of
&Y (u) at uy is bigger than a positive constant), then the ground state ¥Y;
of HJ‘\/, admits the norm approximation

N
I S LS

n=0

lim
N —o00

=0 (2.15)
ﬁN
where ®V = (1,,)%, € F({u}1) is the (unique) ground state of H". Note
that the norm convergence (2.15) shows what we mentioned before, that is,
the fact that if w # 0, then ®" is not the vacuum Q:=1@®0®0---, and
hence \I/X, is never close to u%N in norm. For 8 > 0, Bogoliubov theory has
been justified for translation invariant systems in [24] (5 < 1) and in [22]

(8=1).

3. Leading order approximation

In this section we shall review the results about the leading order approxi-
mation for the Schrédinger evolution of a bosonic many-body wave function
in the sense of (1.8). From a physics perspective we want to answer the fol-
lowing question: if the initial state of a trapped system exhibits BEC, does
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the condensate endure once the trap is switched off and the system starts
evolving in time?

Thus, one would like to show that if the initial many-body wave function
W o satisfies

. 1
ngﬂoo Tr N ¥ T |0) (¢o]| = 0 (3.1)
for some ¢ € L?(R3), then
. 1
Jim T |y, 100 (0] = 0 (32

for some ¢, which can be found via an effective theory.

First results of that type have been obtained in the mean-field regime
(8 =0) by Hepp [86] (for differentiable w) and by Spohn in [147] (for w
bounded) (although the setup there, especially in the work of Hepp, was
a priori quite different than the one presented here). In the more familiar
setup explained in the introduction the discussed question has been raised
in the literature again in the 2000’s. Since then, a substantial effort of the
community led to many interesting results which often differ only slightly.
Those differences might be difficult to spot for non-specialists and one of
the goals of this work is to clarify some of these issues.

3.1. Results for different scaling regimes
3.1.1. Mean-field scaling

As mentioned in the introduction, the simplest regime to consider is the
Hartree scaling. In this case, the general (and imprecise) form of the state-
ment describing the leading order approximation is given by the following

Theorem 3.1: (Leading order approximation for mean-field dynamics) Let
U0 be an initial state satisfying

. 1
]\}gnoo Tr N’Y‘PN,O - |u0><u0| =0 (33)
for a normalized wave function ug € L2(R3). Then
) 1
Jim T 0~ o)l | = 0 (3.9
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where Wy ¢ = e HHNW o is the many-body wave function evolved by the
mean-field (with = 0) Hamiltonian Hy (with V =0) and uy is the solu-
tion of the time-dependent Hartree equation

i@tut = (—A =+ w * |’U,t|2 — ut)ut (35)
with the initial datum ug and for some appropriate phase pu; € R.

Note, that for the leading order the phase plays no role as it does not alter
the projection |u) (ugl.

The first result of the form of Theorem 3.1 was obtained by Bardos,
Golse and Mauser in [13] (with the additional condition (¥ o, HN P N o) <
CN). Shortly afterwards Erdés and Yau obtained in [69] the same result
for initial states that had to be a product state. Clearly, the assumption
(3.3) allows for more general initial states. We refer to [14] for a recap
and comparison of the two papers. We note that the work of Erdés and
Yau allowed to take w(x) = 1/|z|, i.e., the Coulomb potential. Both these
works use the BBGKY (Bogoliubov-Born=-Green-Kirkwood—-Yvon) hier-
archy method (cf. Section 3.2). In particular, the BBGKY method does not
give any rates of convergence in (3.4).

The question of the convergence rate has been first answered by Rodni-
anski and Schlein in [140]. Using the method of coherent states (cf. Section
3.2) they showed that the convergence rate in (3.4) is of the form

O
VN
for an initial state that is a product state. Their work included the Coulomb
interaction. This result has been extended in [95] by Knowles and Pickl to
cover more singular potentials (in the sense of the function w rather than the
scaling which was still mean-field) and initial states that are not necessarily
product states but satisfy the more general condition (3.3). In their work
Knowles and Pickl used a method that was developed by Pickl in [135]
(which also provides a relatively simple, quantitative proof of (3.4) for nice
potentials in the mean-field setting, see also [3,8,72,107]).
For nicer (bounded and integrable) interaction potentials Erdds and
Schlein proved in [62] an optimal convergence rate
€ ol
(again, they assumed factorized initial conditions). This result has been
extended in [36] by Chen and Lee to cover more general potentials and then,
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together with Schlein, further improved to cover the Coulomb case [37] (see
also [96]).

In [61,116] the convergence (3.4) was established for particles with a rel-
ativistic dispersion relation (the kinetic energy —A is in that case replaced
by v/1—A) and with Coulomb type interaction w(z) = +1/|z| (this situ-
ation is physically interesting because it describes systems of gravitating
bosons, so called boson stars, and the related phenomenon of stellar col-
lapse). These systems have been further studied in [99] (optimal convergence
rate) and [9] (convergence in Sobolev trace norms). A detailed analysis of
the differences in various results regarding the leading order convergence of
mean-field bosonic systems can be found in [88].

Further developments in the study of the leading order behaviour of
bosonic systems include the analysis of the mean-field limit coupled to
a semi-classical limit [5-7,71,73,75,76, 98], compound mean-field system
systems [10, 56,100, 114], systems with magnetic fields [113], systems with
three-body interactions [101], central limit type theorems for bosonic mean-
field dynamics [15,35,92]. Finally, let us mention that for bounded poten-
tials a systematic, perturbative way to compute higher order terms in the
expansion of (3.4) has been developed recently in [30] (see also [130]).

3.1.2. NLS regime

The analysis of the dynamics becomes more complicated for positive 3. For
B € (0,1) the typical result is of the form

Theorem 3.2: (Leading order approximation in the NLS regime) Let Uy o
be an initial state satisfying

=0 (3.6)

. 1
i Tr ’NWN,O — |uo) (uol
for a mnormalized wave function ug € H'(R3). Then

=0 (3.7)

. 1
Jim Tr ’ N |ug) (|

where Wy (t) = e ANy o is the many-body wave function evolved by the
many-body Hamiltonian Hy (with V' =0) in the NLS regime (B € (0,1))
and uy s the solution of the time-dependent nonlinear Schrodinger equation

i(?tut = (—A + b0|ut|2 - ,ut)ut (38)

with the initial data uy. Here by = fw and p; € R is an appropriate phase.
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The first, complete proof of Theorem 3.2 has been given by Erdos,
Schlein and Yau in [65]. It was valid for 8 < 1/2 and initial states which
are a product state. Later, in [68], Erdds, Schlein and Yau extended this
result to all § € (0, 1) and the general initial states (3.6). Both papers used
the BBGKY approach (cf. Section 3.2). For 8 < 1/6, a similar result (for
general initial states and without the assumption on the positivity of the in-
teraction potential) has been obtained by Pickl in [134]. This work provided
also explicit bounds on the convergence rate.

In one dimension, for 5 € (0, 1), the problem has been solved by Adami,
Golse and Teta [1] (see also [2,141]). In two dimensions (on a torus) the
problem has been studied (for 8 < 3/4) by Kirkpatrick, Schlein and Stafil-
lani in [93] and more recently by Jeblick and Pickl in [90] (without the posi-
tivity assumption on the interaction). Other results about the leading order
approximation in the NLS regime include lower dimensional systems with
attractive interactions [45,49], systems with three-body interactions [40,50],
derivations of lower dimensional dynamics from the three dimensional prob-
lem [28,44,48,91,144].

3.1.3. The GP regime.

The leading order approximation problem in the Gross—Pitaevski regime
has been first solved by Erdés, Schlein and Yau in [65] where they proved
the following theorem:

Theorem 3.3: (Leading order approximation in the Gross—Pitaevskii
regime [67, Thm. 3.1]) Assume w > 0 is a smooth, even potential that de-
cays sufficiently fast and has scattering length a. Let Uy o be a family of
initial wave functions such that

(¥n,0, HvU N ) <CN,

which exhibit BEC

. 1
Jim T |y, = |vo) {wol| =0 (3.9)
for a normalized wave function oo € H*(R3). Then
. 1
Jm Ty, = [ee) (el =0 (3.10)

where ¥y, = e Ny is the many-body wave function evolved by many-
body Gross—Pitaevskii Hamiltonian Hy (with V =0 and 8 =1) and ¢ is
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the solution of the time-dependent Gross—Pitaevskii equation
i(?tgat = (—A + 8ﬂ'a|<pt|2))g0t (311)
with the initial condition @g.

Earlier, the same authors proved in [68] the same result under the ad-
ditional assumption that

Sup{rzw(r)} + /000 dr rw(r) (3.12)

r>0

is small enough. To remove this smallness condition Erdos, Schlein and Yau
used an intrinsic characterization of the correlation structure in terms of
the two-particle scattering wave operator. Generally, however, both works
[67,68] were based on the BBGKY hierarchy method and did not provide
any quantitative estimates on the convergence.

Explicit bounds on the convergence rate in (3.10) have been later ob-
tained by Benedikter, de Oliveira and Schlein in [17], by Pickl in [136], and
by Brennecke and Schlein in [33].

In the periodic setting on a unit torus partial results in the spirit of
Theorem 3.3 (with a modified many-body Hamiltonian which had a cut-off
to prevent pair interactions whenever at least three particles come into a
region with diameter much smaller than the typical inter-particle distance)
have been obtained by Erdds, Schlein and Yau in [64] and then the problem
has been solved by Sohinger in [145].

The two-dimensional problem has been solved by Jeblick, Leopold and
Pickl in [89]. At this point let us stress that the Gross—Pitaevskii scal-
ing in two dimensions is characterized by the scaling wy (z) = e*Nw(eNx)
rather than wy(x) = N2w(N?z). Other results in this regime include the
dimensionally reduced dynamics [29,31], dynamics in magnetic fields [129],
dynamics of (pseudo-)spinor systems [115] and central limit type theorems
for dynamics [138].

3.2. Methods

In this section we shall very briefly explain the two main approaches to
prove the leading order convergence. For a more pedagogical introduction
we refer to the excellent lecture notes of Benedikter, Porta and Schlein [18].
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3.2.1. The BBGKY hierarchy

The BBGKY approach is based on the idea of investigating the k-body
reduced density matrices rather than the wave function itself. For a given
k, the k-body reduced density matrix of the state Uy is the generalization
of the one-body reduced density matrix and allows to compute expectation
values of k-body operators. It is defined as the operator Wfpk])v on $H* whose
kernel satisfies

N -1
(k) Wx(pk]\)j(‘rlu'"7xk;y17"'7yk):

/dIkH oo deNn UN (21, T Tty EN)YN (YL YR Thg 1 - IN).

(3.13)
Note that by setting k = 1 we recover (1.6). In other words,

o (N
A = () T e

Using the Schrédinger equation, or, more precisely, the von Neumann equa-

~ -1
tion, one can obtain a hierarchy of equations for 7\(1,2 = (ZZ ) 7\(1,2 of the

form®
k L
o ~(k ~(k ~(k
lat'}/\(p]\),,t :Z{ x5 ‘(I,Jit} +NZ{'LUN($1'_$J'),7\(IJJ\),,J
j=1 i<j

(3.14)
—k v
- g Thi1 |:’U}N(:E_] _xk-‘t-l)’/}/\(PkJ\jttl)}

(N+1) = 0. Consider the mean-field limit, i.e.,

wy = w. Taking a formal limit N — 0o one obtains

where we use the convention 7y, -

k
131&%0 t = Z{ z]ﬁgoc)t} + Z Tritq { - 5%“%%5?2”] (3.15)
j=1
In the NLS/GP regime the hmltlng equation obtained from (3.14) is of the
form

k
030, = 3" [~ 80, 78] + 0> T [o(; — 20). 5LV ]. (3.16)

j=1
with o = [w for 8 € (0,1) and o = 87a for § = 1.

E

TTo be precise, the hierarchy (3.14) arises for the Hy with the coupling constant N1
rather than (N — 1)~ in front of the interaction term.
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One can check that (3.15)/(3.16) has a solution given by the
Hartree/NLS(GP) equation, i.e.,

FE), = (Jug) (ue])

where u; solves the Hartree/NLS(GP) equation. This leads to the following
strategy of proving results like Theorems 3.1-3.3 which consists of three
main steps:

(1) Compactness: one needs to prove compactness of the sequence (in N)
of {ﬁ"(l,kji t}{cvzl with respect with an appropriate (weak) topology.
onvergence: one needs to characterize limit points of the sequence
2) C d h ize limi i f th
{ﬁ"(l,kji }iLy as solutions of (3.15)/(3.16).
niqueness: one has to prove the uniqueness of the solution o
3) Uni h h i f th luti f
(3.15)/(3.16).

Proofs of all these steps can be accomplished in various ways depending
on the details of the model (like the regularity and sign of w, initial con-
ditions etc.). Compactness is usually achieved via a priori estimates. The
larger (3, the more difficult it is to obtain those a priori estimates. The a pri-
ori estimates will also determine the functional spaces where the solutions
can live in. In general, the most difficult step is to prove uniqueness. In
the NLS regime (8 < 1/2) Erdoés, Schlein and Yau [65] proved uniqueness
using Feynman diagrams (for example, in their earlier work with Elgart [63]
they were not able to show uniqueness). In [94] Klainerman and Machedon
provided an alternative approach based on appropriate (conjectured) space-
time bounds on limit points of {:yv\(l,k;yt}évzl. This set up a program in which
various research groups tried to establish these bounds. That was first suc-
cessfully done by Kirkpatrick, Schlein and Staffilani on T? in [93]. In R? the
conjecture for 8 < 1 has been established by X. Chen and Holmer in [47]
(see also [46] and the works by Chen and Pavlovié¢ [39,41-43]). For § =1 a
new proof of uniqueness of the hierarchy has been given by Chen, Hainzl,
Pavlovi¢ and Seiringer in [38]. Other recent, related works include [4,51,87].

3.2.2. Quantitative approaches

As mentioned earlier, the BBGKY hierarchy approach does not, in general,
provide any convergence rate in (3.2). In 2009 Rodnianski and Schlein used
the coherent states approach to obtain a quantitative version of Theorem
3.1 for the first time. Their method was inspired by the work of Hepp [86]
and Ginibre and Velo [74]. The idea is to consider the problem in the Fock
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space. The initial state is a coherent state which is obtained by applying
Weyl’s unitary operator W(f) = exp(a*(f) — a(f)) to the vacuum:

— P2 L pen
W(H)Q=e n%% \/ﬁf : (3.17)

In particular, each n-particle component of this state is a product state.
The Fock space evolution is then governed by Hy defined in (1.12). More
precisely, the initial state, in order to model a system of IV particles has
to be scaled and is given by W (v/N¢)Q where ¢ corresponds to the initial
data condition (3.1).

For states W € F in the Fock space we define the one-body reduced
density matrix of ¥ to be the operator (on £)) with the kernel

L (¥,aza,V)
F\P(‘T7y) T <\I/,N\I/>

Clearly, this definition reduces (up to a normalization factor) to (1.6) for
states with exactly IV particles.

Rodnianski and Schlein proved in [140] that in the mean-field limit, the
one-body reduced density matrix I'y, of the state

U, = N (VNug)Q

satisfies
CeKt
N
for some constants C' and K. Here u, is the solution of the Hartree equation
with initial condition ug.
Let us stress again, that in this set-up the state I'y, depends on N
in the grand-canonical sense: N is the ezpected number of particles in the

Tr [Ty, — |ue)(u| <

initial state. In particular, the result does not, a priori, cover canonical
initial conditions (which would be states coming from wave functions in
$HY). However, a nice property of coherent states allows to project the
result above to the N-particle sector. To do this, one uses the following
representation of a product state in terms of coherent states:

N
(a*(u)) A0 oy —if
——2 0O=d — "W (e TV Nu)Q2
= N /O N (0 R)
where the constant dy = v/ N! N—N/2e=N/2 gatisfies dy ~ N'/4 for large N.
For the N-particle state

HNMQ

‘I’N,t =€ \/ﬁ
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one then gets

Vo, = ﬁ /27r oy /27T v e 1(01=02)N
Nt N 0 o 0 2
% <eitHNw(e*191 \/NuO)Q, CL;ayeM'[NVV(6402 \/NUO)Q>]:-

For the inner product in the Fock space one can then use the results about
I'y,. We see that the price one pays by projecting the Fock space result
onto the N-particles sector is given by the constant d3, ~ N 172 This is
the reason why the rate of convergence in the canonical ensemble is N ~1/2
rather than the N~! above. In the Gross—Pitaevskii (3 = 1) regime a similar
approach has been adopted by Benedikter, De Oliveira and Schlein in [17]
where they proved (by introducing Bogoliubov transformations to track the
correlations) that

C Kt
Tt Ty, — |oe) (]| < ==

NIz
where @; solves the Gross—Pitaevski equation. As before, this result was
formulated in the Fock space but this time for correlated initial states (cf.
(5.1)). In this case the extension to initial N-particle states can only be
done under additional assumptions which also make the convergence slower
(see [66] for an earlier analysis on how correlations form). Most recently, the
method of [17] has been further extended in [33] by Brennecke and Schlein
to the case of N-particle initial states (with convergence rate O(N~1/2)).

A different method has been introduced by Pickl in [134]. It has been
used in many works, in particular in [136] where the Gross—Pitaevskii regime
was analyzed. The Pickl method, as it now often called, is based on the
analysis of a certain functional, usually called an (¥ y, ¢), which counts (in
a weighted way) the number of particles of the N-body state ¥ y that are in
the one-particle state ¢. The functional is applied to the Schrédinger time
evolved many-body wave function ¥y, and the relevant one-body state
u; in the mean-field or NLS regime or ¢; in the GP regime. The crucial
property of the functional oy is that

(an(@n, ) = 0) = (N ey = o) (@)

as N — oo. The analysis then concentrates on deriving an estimate on the
time derivative of an (¥ ¢, @) in order to apply Gronwall’s argument. In
particular, this method is suited to cover initial conditions of the (general)
form (3.1).
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4. Norm approximation

We shall now review results concerning the norm approximation of many-
boson dynamics. As mentioned in the Introduction (recall (1.11)), this no-
tion of closeness is more precise than the leading order approximation dis-
cussed in the previous section. The norm approximation is also well suited
for initial states that are N-particle states.

In the mean-field regime, this problem has been first analyzed by Lewin,
Nam and Schlein in [105]. They considered the N-particle initial states of
the form

N
Uno= ug™ " @, g (4.1)
n=0
where ®¢ := (1,0)5% € F({uo}*). This form is motivated by the ground
state property (2.15) of trapped systems. It was proved in [105] that when
B = 0, the time evolution ¥y ; = e_itHN\I/N,o satisfies the norm approxi-
mation

N
WUy — Z U§(N_n) ®s Wn,t

n=0

lim
N —o0

=0 (4.2)

yjN

where u; is the Hartree evolution (3.5) with the right phase factor
_ l dzd 2 _ 2
po=5 [ drdy ()Pt — v)la()

and the evolution of ®; = (¢,,1)%, € F({us}+) is generated by a quadratic
Bogoliubov Hamiltonian. This approach was later developed by Nam and
the author of this article in [118] for 5 < 1/3 and in [119] for 5 < 1/2 (see
also [120]).

The crucial ingredient to pass from the N-body Hilbert space to the
Fock space (which is natural when describing correlations) is the mapping
first introduced in the static case by Lewin, Nam, Serfaty and Solovej in the
derivation of Bogoliubov theory [106]. The transformation allows to factor
out the condensate from the many-body wave function and is given by

N
Un(t): oY — fEN(t) = @5+(f)na
n=0

U =@y @ DYn.

(4.3)

where 9, (t) = {u;}*. The space ]-"EN is often called the truncated (because
the m-particle sectors for m > N are zero), excited (because it describes
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excitations around the condensate) Fock space. The idea is to reformulate
the Schrédinger evolution Wy, = e #H4N Wy in terms of

(I)Nﬂg = UN(t)\IfNﬂg
which belongs to ]-'_EN(t) and satisfies the equation

{i@trbj\/,t = ﬁN(t)q)N,ta

4.4
Dy =15V, (4.4)

Here 1=% is the projection onto F<N =C o H @ --- @ HY and

4

H(t) + % > (Rj+R})
j=0

Hy(t) =15V 1=V

with
1 Xk
H(t) := dI'(h(t)) + 3 /d:z: dy (Kg(t, z,y)aza, + Ka(t, z, y)azay),

h(t) = —A+ |u, ()] * wy — e+ Q)KL (1)Q(E),
K2(t= "y ) = Q(t) 2y Q(t)lzb(tv ) )

Here K (t) is the operator on §) with kernel Ki(t,z,y) = u(z)wy (z — y)
(), and Ka(t, 2,y) = ui(z)wx (@ — y)ury).

The state @+ describes the excitations around the condensate. Bogoli-
ubov theory assumes that the operators R; (which we did not write out
explicitly) are small in an appropriate sense. Thus one may expect that the
evolution @y in (4.4) is close (in norm) to the solution of the effective
Bogoliubov equation

{ia@t = H(t)®,, 45)

Do = Po.

Heuristically, the final steps consist of the proof that the number of (excited)
particles in the state ®, is uniformly bounded. To obtain these kind of
bounds one exploits the Bogoliubov equation (4.5). In particular, to do so,
one uses that appropriate norms of the solution of the Hartree equation
(which for 8 > 0 is N-dependent) are uniform in N. This approach, at
least for § < 1/3, turns out to work also in the case when the interaction is
attractive (up to times for which the effective equation is well posed). This
has been later exploited by Nam and the author of this note in [121] where
they derived the focusing NLS in dimensions one and two.
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In regimes with 8 > 1/2 the short scale correlation structure developed
by the solution of the many-body Schrodinger equation cannot be appropri-
ately described by a time-dependent Bogoliubov transformation satisfying
an equation of the form (4.5). A modified approach is needed and this has
been done by Brennecke, Nam, Schlein an the author of this note in [34].
To take correlations into account more precisely, it is useful to consider the
ground state of the Neumann problem

[—A + %w]\r} IN=ANIN (4.6)

on the ball |z] < ¢, for a fixed £ > 0. One fixes fy(z) =1, for |z| = ¢, and
extends fy to R? requiring that fy(z) =1 for all |z| > £. Because of the
scaling of the potential wy, the scattering process takes place in the region
|z| < 1; for this reason, the precise choice of £ is not very important, as
long as ¢ is of order one.

The solution of (4.6) can be used, first of all, to give a better approxima-
tion of the evolution of the condensate wave function, replacing the solution
of the limiting nonlinear Schrédinger equation (3.8) with the solution of the
modified, N-dependent, Hartree equation

10pnt = —Apnt + (W N * [ene)ene (4.7)

with initial data ¢ N0 = (o describing the condensate at time ¢ = 0.
Furthermore, (4.6) can be used to describe correlations among particles.
To this end, let

1
T = exp (5 /d:v dy [kn i (z,y)azay, — h.c.]) (4.8)
with the integral kernel

Ena(@5y) = (@ ® Qua) [N (1= fw)(@ = o +9)/2)°]  (49)

where Qn .t =1 — |on 1) {@n.¢| is the orthogonal projection onto the orthog-
onal complement of the solution of the modified Hartree equation (4.7). In
particular, in this context the operator Uy (t) will now project onto the or-
thogonal compliment of ¢y ,; and will be denoted by Uy, ,. Since Tl ; aims
at generating correlations, it is natural to define its kernel kx ; through the
solution of (4.6). In particular, the choice (4.8) guarantees a crucial cancel-
lation in the generator of the fluctuation dynamics. The final result can be
formulated as follows
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Theorem 4.1: (Norm approximation in the NLS regime [34, Theorem
3]) Consider the initial state ¥y o € L2(R3N) with the reduced one-particle
density matriz yy , such that

N —{(¢0: Yoy 00) < C (4.10)

and
1 _
N(\I/NVO,H}\/,\IJM@—S(‘}/P(@O) <CN7! (4.11)

with E4p defined in (2.4). Let U, be the solution of the Schrédinger equa-
tion with initial data Uy . Then, for all o < min{B/2,(1 — B)/2}, there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

H‘I’N,t _ ijme_ifff 4T IN(7) 14y (#:.0) Ty o UwN,o‘I’N,OH2

PN, t

(4.12)
< ON~“exp(Cexp(C[t]))

for all N sufficiently large and all t € R. Here nn(t) is a phase factor and
Us(t;0) is a unitary dynamics on F with an appropriate quadratic generator
that can be defined using on i, WN,kn (see [34, eq. (41)]).

Notice that the conditions (4.10) and (4.11) have been recently justified
in [123]. Other results on the norm approximation (involving a slightly
different approach which avoids using second quantization) in the mean-
field regime have been obtained by Mitrouskas, Petrat and Pickl in [117].
Petrat, Pickl and Soffer extended this result to a mean-field analysis coupled
to a large volume in [132]. A perturbative expansion has been analyzed by
Bossmann, Petrat, Pickl and Soffer in [30]. In [126] Nam and Salzmann
provided a norm approximation for systems with three-body interactions
in the NLS regime.

Let us present an outline of the proof of Theorem 4.1, as the strategy is
slightly different than the one for 8 < 1/2 and does not involve the analysis
of the Bogoliubov equations. The start is similar and involves the action of
the map Uy, , on ¥y ;. This allows us to remove the condensate described
at time ¢ by ¢y and to focus on the orthogonal fluctuations. We set

Sy =U,y,Uns, (4.13)

PN,t
and we observe that & ¢ € ]-"ng , satisfies the equation

10PNt = LNt PN (4.14)
with the generator

Lyt = 10Uy JUN + Upy HNU;

PN,t"

(4.15)
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A tedious but straightforward computation shows that one can write

4
Lye=Y LY, (4.16)
§=0
where

N+1
£ = =5 (ove fuw (1 = 2fn) * lona]one) = uw(9),

1 NN +1
Eg\}?t =3 <<PN,t, [wN * |90N,t|2]80N,t> %

# VAo @uellon 1 = 1) sloxelowa)
—a* (QN,t ['LUN * |80N,t|2]80N,t)%/] N]:[N' + h.c. |,

ﬁﬁ?t = dF(—A + (wn fN) *|onel® + Kine — MN,t)
+ dF(QN,t(wN(l — fn) * |SDN,t|2)QN,t)

—drl’ (QN,t(wN * lon|?)Qnye + Kl,N,t)%[
VIN=N)(N -N -1)
N

+ h.c.|,

1 .
4 [§/dxdy Ko N i(z,y)aya;,

3
Lgv,)t =

1
\/—N /de dyda’ dy’ (Qn: ® Qnwn Qe @ 1) (z,y5 2", y')

N-N
X N (Y )ayasaq — + h.c.

)

£, = 5 [ drdyds’ dy' @ © QusonQus © Qua) o'
X Gy G Gyt
with
pn (t) := (one, [(wn (1 = fN)) * lon ] en.e)
and
Kin:= QN,tffl,N,tQN,t,
Kony=Qn: ® QN,tINQ,N,t
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where K 1,N,¢ is the operator on L? (R?’) with integral kernel

Kina(2,y) = ena(@)wy (@ — y)on . (y) (4.17)

and KQ)N)t is a function in L?(R3 x R?):

f{z,N,t(%y) = SDN,t(CC)wN(CC - y)QON,t(y)- (4-18)

Next, we have to remove the singular correlation structure from @y ;.
Since ¥y ;= Uq,N ,®n, and since U >x. Just adds products of solutions
of the nonlinear equation (4.7), it is clear that all correlations developed
by Wy : must be contained in ®y ;. To remove correlations from ®y ; we
apply the Bogoliubov transformation T ; defined in (4.8). Unfortunately,
T'n,+ does not preserve the nurnber of particles, and therefore it does not
leave the truncated Fock space F= I , invariant. Since Ty,; only creates few
particles, this should not be a serlous obstacle. To circumvent it, it seems
natural to give up the restriction on the number of particles and consider
® ¢ as a vector in the untruncated Fock space F1 .. The drawback of this
approach is the fact that the generator Ly, computed in (4.16) is defined
only on sectors with at most N particles. So, we proceed as follows; first
we approximate ®y ; by a new, modified, fluctuation vector d N,t, Whose
dynamics is governed by a modified generator L ~,¢ which, on the one hand,
is close to Ly ; when acting on vectors with a small number of particles and,
on the other hand, is well-defined on the full untruncated Fock space F1 . ,-
To define ZN,t we proceed as follows. Starting from the expression on the
r.h.s. of (4.16), we replace first of all the factor /(N — N)(N — N —1) by
N — N and then we replace N — N by VNG,(N/N) where Gy(t) is the
Taylor series for v/1 — x around x = 0 up to order b.

Finally, we add a term of the form Cye“*/I V(N /N)? with a sufficiently
large constant C. Since the generators Ly and L ~ will act on states with

small number of particles, one expects this term to have a negligible effect
on the dynamics (on the other hand, it allows for better control the energy).
With these changes, one obtains the modified generator

Lnyg = (pne,) [wn (1= 2fn) * [one*]one — un(t)

2
1 1
+ = {ont ) [wn * [on ]@N,t%

2
[ Na* (Qu|[( wN(1_fN))*|gpN,t|2](pN,t)Gb(N/N)+h.c.}

_|_

[a (@ni[wn * o ]@N,t)\/%Gb(N/N) + h.c.}
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+ dF(—A + (wn fn) * |90N,t|2 + Ki Nt — ,MN,t)
+ dF(QN t(wn (1= fn) = |<PN,t|2)QN,t)

_dF(QNt(wN * ot )QNH-Kth)%/

N N
N +h.c}

1

+ [2 /d$dyK2Nt($ y)ay
1
+ [\/—N /d:v dyda’dy' (Qn: ® Qniwn Qe @ 1) (w527, y")
X on(y')aray a0 Gy(N/N) + h.c. ]

1 * *
+ IN dedydz’ dy' (Qn: @ QniwnQnN,e @ Qn ) (@, y; 2, y/)%ay%'ay'
+ CpeCtlt N(N/N)2. (4.19)

Using this modified generator, we define the modified fluctuation dynamics
@+ as the solution of the Schrédinger equation

iat&’N,t = ZN,t(AI;N,ta (4.20)
with the appropriately transformed initial data. One can then prove that
for all o < (1 — B)/2, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

~ 9 Y
[®n — Pwve||” < CN~*exp(Cexp(Clt]))

for all t € R.
Finally, one appliei the Bogoliubov transformation (4.8) to the modified
fluctuation evolution @y, defined in (4.20). Let

Eni = TPy, (4.21)

Then ns € Fiyy, (With no restriction on the number of particles) and it
solves the Schrodinger equation

10N = OGN EN s (4.22)
with the generator
Ont = (10 TN )Ty + TN L Thi g (4.23)

As explained above, the application of the Bogoliubov transformation T
takes care of correlations and makes it possible for us to approximate the
evolution (4.22) with the unitary evolution Uz n, having as generator the
quadratic part of (4.23). The generator Us that appears in the statement
of Theorem 4.1 is what one obtains from Us x in limit N — oo.
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5. Fock space approximation

The methods used in the proof of Theorem 4.1 were inspired strongly by
the result of Boccato, Cenatiempo and Schlein who proved in [25] an anal-
ogous (i.e., for 8 < 1) result in the Fock space setting (that is in the spirit
of (1.14)). In that work the authors also used the fluctuation dynamics ap-
proach with the correlations described by the Bogoliubov transformation
(4.8) (as in [17]).

Earlier, the program of deriving effective dynamics in the Fock space
setting for singular interactions was initiated by Grillakis, Machedon and
Margetis in [82]. In this work they considered the mean-field regime and
proved a result of the type (1.14) for Coulomb potentials (see [83] for an
extension). In 78], Grillakis and Machedon considered the NLS regime with
8 <1/3.

The approach of Grillakis, Machedon and co-authors is in spirit very
similar to the one of [25]. However, there is one crucial difference that we
would like to point out. To this end let us briefly explain the approach
in [78].

As mentioned before, in the NLS regime correlations play an important
role and to include them in the analysis, similarly to (4.8), Grillakis and
Machedon introduce a Bogoliubov transformation (in fact, they did not use
this terminology in [78])

1 —
T (k) = exp (5 /d:v dy [ki(z,y)aza, — h.c.})
for some function k;(z,y). They considered initial Fock space states of the
form
®(0) = W* (VNeo)T* (ko) (5.1)

which are, a priori, more general than coherent states. In particular, by
choosing kg = 0 one obtains a coherent state as an initial state. Their idea
was to approximate the Fock space many-body evolution

B(t) = eV (0)

by an effective quadratic evolution that would capture the creation and
evolution of correlations. To this end, Grillakis and Machedon postulate
that

O(t) ~ e NOW (VN ) T* (k)
for some phase £(t). Next, they introduce the so-called reduced dynamics

Broa(t) = T (k)W (VNg;) B(t).
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Note that ®peq(0) = ¢ (for some ¢ such that |¢| = 1) and the goal is to
find such a k; so that also the evolved reduced state satisfies

(I)rcd(t) ~ Q. (52)

Thus, as we can see, so far the general idea — the analysis of the fluctuation
dynamics — is the same as in the work Boccato, Cenatiempo and Schlein.
Here comes the main difference, however. While Boccato, Cenatiempo and
Schlein postulated the kernel of k; to be of the form (4.9) straight away,
Grillakis and Machedon derived an equation for k; so that (5.2) can be
satisfied. More precisely, using the properties of coherent states and Bo-
goliubov transformations one can compute (similarly to (4.23)) the time
evolution

iat (I)rcd (t) - 7_[rcd (t)q)rcd (t)

and determine Hyeq(t). The goal is to choose such ¢; and k; so that
Hiea(t) = Nu(t) + /dx dy Li(z,y)ata, + N7Y2E(t) (5.3)

where £(t) is an error term containing polynomials in a and a* up to degree
four, Li(z,y) is the kernel of some (self-adjoint) operator and w(t) is an
appropriate phase. This leads to the following set of equations

10,00 = (A + wn * [0t
i0,sh(2k;) = —gL osh(2k;) — sh(2ky)ogn + myoch(2k,) + ch” (2k;)omy
(5.4)
where o denotes the composition of operators and the operators gn, my
are given by

g = =D+ [ wn + K (1),

my = 1?2 (t)
Here Ki(t) and K(t) are the same operators as in (4.17) and (4.18),
i.e. the operators with the kernels K1 (¢, z,y) = pi(x)wn(x — y)@,(y) and

Ky(t,z,y) = ¢¢(x)wy (z — y)ei(y). Furthermore, for an operator A with
kernel a we define sh(A) and ch(A) to be the operators with the kernels

1
sh(a) ::a+§aoﬁoa+~-~,

ch(a) ::5(x—y)—|—%ﬁoa—|—-~-,

respectively.
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Thus, as one could expect from earlier results, the dynamics of ¢, is
governed by the Hartree equation in the NLS regime. What is important,
the Hartree equation is wuncoupled from the equation for k;. The latter
equation is in fact, under appropriate assumptions, equivalent to the Bo-
goliubov equations (4.5) (see [128] for more details). In [118] this equation
has been derived in a different manner. In fact, the derivation of Grillakis
and Machedon is closely related to the diagonalization problem of quadratic
Hamiltonians (see [124] for more details).

In the Grillakis-Machedon approach one has to derive the properties
of k; using the equation. In particular, in order to prove that £(¢) in (5.3)
can be treated as an error term, various norms of k; need to be estimated
uniformly in N. Obtaining such estimates is more difficult in the case of
attractive interactions and this has been done in [53]. In [97] Kuz extended
the analysis to cover the case when 8 < 1/2. In that work the equations
(5.4) remained unchanged.

To cover the NLS regime with 5 > 1/2 it turns out that the uncoupled
equations (5.4) are not sufficient. In that case, in [79] Grillakis and Mache-
don suggested a new set of coupled equations that would allow to treat
correlations for larger 8. Briefly, the equations have been derived from the
condition that

X1 =0 and XQ =0
where X1, Xo are one and two-body states in the Fock space given by
HredQ = (X07 X17 X27 X37 X47 07 .o )

In fact, this condition can be obtained by minimizing the term Xy over
¢ and kg (this can be seen as a time-dependent version of the Beliaev
theorem introduced in [59] and used in [57]). The resulting equations are
then quite similar to (5.4), but now the operator my has to be replaced by
the operator © with the kernel

O(e,y) = —un(e — ) (pe)erly) + 5ok ,0)

and a similar O(%) correction appears in the Hartree equation. Under cer-
tain smoothness assumptions on g and ko, in [80] Grillakis and Machedon
were able to show for 8 € (%, %) that if ¢, and k; are solution of the coupled

equations, then

C
- N1/6

N (VNGO) T (ko) 2 = eX W (VN@) T (k)| <
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locally in time (i.e., for some ¢t € (0,7Tp)) and for an appropriate phase factor
Xt-

The main difficulty in the proof of the result above lies in the analysis of
the coupled equations, in particular in establishing uniform in N estimates
on the solutions ¢, and k; in certain function spaces. This result has been
further extended for all § < 1 (still locally in time) in [81] and then for all
B < 1 but globally in time in [54] (see also [52] for results in one dimension).
Finally, let us mention that equations similar to those coupled equations
used by Grillakis and Machedon are often called Hartree-Fock—Bogoliubov
equations and have been analyzed also in [12,19].
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