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ON THE EMERGENCE OF QUANTUM BOLTZMANN
FLUCTUATION DYNAMICS NEAR A BOSE-EINSTEIN
CONDENSATE

THOMAS CHEN AND MICHAEL HOTT

ABSTRACT. In this work, we study the quantum fluctuation dynamics in a
Bose gas on a torus A = (LT)? that exhibits Bose-Einstein condensation,
beyond the leading order Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) theory. Given a
Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) with density N » 1 surrounded by thermal
fluctuations with density 1, we assume that the system dynamics is generated
by a Hamiltonian with mean-field scaling. We derive a quantum Boltzmann
type dynamics from a second-order Duhamel expansion upon subtracting both
the BEC dynamics and the HFB dynamics, with rigorous error control. Given
a quasifree initial state, we determine the time evolution of the centered cor-
relation functions {a), {aa) — {a)?, {ata) — |{a)|? at mesoscopic time scales
t ~ A2, where 0 < \ « 1 is the coupling constant determining the HFB inter-
action, and a, at denote annihilation and creation operators. While the BEC
and the HFB fluctuations both evolve at a microscopic time scale ¢t ~ 1, the
Boltzmann dynamics is much slower, by a factor A2. For large but finite N,
we consider both the case of fixed system size L ~ 1, and the case L ~ \=2~.
In the case L ~ 1, we show that the Boltzmann collision operator contains
subleading terms that can become dominant, depending on time-dependent
coefficients assuming particular values in Q; this phenomenon is reminiscent of
the Talbot effect. For the case L ~ A2~ we prove that the collision operator

is well approximated by the expression predicted in the literature. In either of
log log N

«
1 ) , for different values of a > 0.
og N

those cases, we have A ~ (
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Quantum dynamics and Boltzmann equations. The main question we
set out to answer in this work is:

Is there a scaling regime in an interacting quantum field theory, for
which the emergence of collisional processes described by a Boltz-
mann equation can be rigorously established?

1.1.1. Emergence of a quantum Boltzmann equation. In analogy to Maxwell’s and
Boltzmann’s theory of collisions in classical systems, Nordheim [25I] in 1928 was
the first to propose a Boltzmann equation for Bose and Fermi gases given by

3tf(]9) = Q4(f) =
j dps 5(p1 + p2 — ps — pa)3(E(pr) + E(p2) — E(ps) — E(ps)

| Maa(pa)|?(8(p — p1) + 6(p — p2) — 6(p — p3) — 6(p — pa))
(1% f(p1)(X £ f(p2))f(p3) f(pa) — f(p1) f(p2)(1 £ f(ps))(1 £ f(pa))) -(1.1)

Here, f denotes the particle density in the spatially homogeneous case; '+’ refers
to the bosonic, and ’—’ refers to the fermionic equation, and ps = (p1,p2,p3,P4)-
In addition, E(p) = %|p|? denotes the free dispersion, and My is the (microscopic)
scattering cross section for 2 <> 2 processes describing two thermal fluctuation
scattering off of each other. As Nordheim already argues, the distribution of the
outgoing particles needs to be taken into account, resulting in a quartic collision
operator, in contrast to classical particles that are described by a quadratic collision
operator. It is shown in [251] that the equilibrium is given by the Bose-Einstein,
respectively the Fermi-Dirac statistics, and that an H-theorem holds true. In 1933,
Uehling and Uhlenbeck [297] studied the linearization about the equilibrium, in
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order to determine the associated hydrodynamics, and to compute the heat con-
ductivity and the viscosity coeflicient.

Subsequently, physicists have given formal derivations of the above quantum
Boltzmann equation, using diagrammatic techniques from quantum field theory, see,
e.g., [1L 188, B00]. This has given rise to interesting fundamental effective theories,
such as the Kadanoff-Baym equations, see, e.g., [I81 277]. We also mention the
important contributions by Bogoliubov and collaborators [63] and Prigogine and
collaborators [262].

The first mathematically rigorous works on the derivation of the classical Boltz-
mann equation, a billiards model for a classical gas, go back to Cercignani [79)
in 1972 and Lanford [202] in 1975, where they studied the Grad-limit [I61] of
a hard-sphere model. These works were later revisited and completed through
works by Uchiyama [296], Cercignani-Illner-Pulvirenti [81], Spohn [285], Cercignani-
Gerasimenko-Petrina [80], and Gallagher—Saint-Raymond-Texier [149].

In 1983, Hugenholtz [I84] considered the commutator perturbation expansion
with respect to the weak coupling constant A\. Implementing the kinetic time scale
t = TXA~? used by van Hove [299), it was shown that, in the translation-invariant
case, terms of order O()) vanish as A — 0, and that terms of order O(\?) are pro-
portional to T'. Using a selection rule, it is conjectured in [I84] that only two-point
correlations of higher orders in A survive, motivating the assumption of quasifree-
ness. Quasifreeness, as we will see below, is, in a sense, a quantum analogue to
the ’Stofszahlansatz’, also known as 'molecular chaos’. Hence, Hugenholtz argues,
at leading order, the Boltzmann equation should arise for the evolution of the two-
point function. Ho and Landau [179] later proved that, to second order in A, this
holds true.

In 2004, Erdos, Salmhofer, and Yau [129] extended the results by Hugenholtz,
and by Ho and Landau, by introducing the concept of restricted quasi-freeness, i.e.,
quasi-freeness only up to six- or eight-point correlations. Assuming propagation
of restricted quasi-freeness, they showed that a (time-dependent) Boltzmann equa-
tion arises from the second-order Duhamel expansion, under certain assumptions.
Around the same time, Benedetto, Castella, Esposito and Pulvirenti, began a series
of works that used Bogoliubov-Born-Green-Kirkwood-Yvon (BBGKY) hierarchies
to derive a quadratic Boltzmann equation with a quantum collision kernel for a
system obtained by iterating Duhamel’s formula, ignoring the tail, and truncating
the obtained hierarchy in the small-coupling limit [42] 45] respectively in the low-
density regime [44]. In [43], they went on to show that the contributions to second
order in the coupling recover (L)) to leading order, evaluated at initial time with
fo instead of f;. Further works studying the BBGKY hierarchy in the context of
the quantum Boltzmann equation include works by Gerasimenko and collaborators
[152] [153], [155], see also references therein. A recent review in this direction can be
found in [154]. For works using a second quantization approach, we refer to Spohn
and collaborators [148|, 234}, [287] 288, 289], see also references therein.

In 2015, X. Chen and Y. Guo [94] showed that, if the marginals of the BBGKY
hierarchy converge in the weak-coupling limit in a strong sense, and if the W41-
regularity per particle remains uniformly bounded for some positive time, then the
limiting hierarchy is that associated to the quadratic Boltzmann equation with a
quantum collision kernel, instead of the Boltzmann equation derived in [129].
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In a different line of work addressing the weakly disordered Anderson model,
scattering of electrons at impurities in a lattice have been investigated extensively.
For works studying the derivation of the linear Boltzmann equation in this context,
we refer to [82] 90, 9T, (134} [178] [I80} 283]. For a more recent treatment, we refer
to [165].

Lukkarinen-Spohn [234] [235] showed that the nonlinear Schrédinger equation
(NLS) with random initial data leads to the wave kinetic equation: They present
this system as a simplified model to gain insights into the emergence of Boltzmann-
type dynamics in a quantum Bose gas. The study of wave-turbulence in the context
of the long-time behavior of the NLS is a very active area of research, see, e.g.,
I8, (75, (107, (108, (113, (114} (143, (156, 191, 270].

The derivation of Boltzmann equations from a system of classical interacting
particles is an extraordinarily active research field, see [20, 211 58, [59] [60} [61, [80L
[8T, 115}, 149, 193], 202, 253, 264} 265, 266, 278, [284], [296] and references therein. The
methods differ vastly from the quantum field theoretic approach developed in the
work at hand. For works studying well-posedness and other analytical properties

of the classical Boltzmann equation, we refer to [4, [5l [0, [7, [, 10} 13}, 19} 25| 53| 54
(41, ®1], 83, 84}, 116, [118, 119, (123} [125, (158, (160} [163, 170, (172} 173 [185 189, 238,
292 291, 293, 298, (301, 1302, [303] and references therein.

1.1.2. Well-posedness. The first well-posedness results for (IT]) go back to Dolbeaut
[124] and Lions [219] for the fermionic case. X. Lu and collaborators have made
significant progress on the fermionic Boltzmann-Uhlenbeck-Uehling (BUU) equa-
tion, see, e.g., [222] [226] [231]. For a recent work on the fermionic problem, we refer
to

A unified treatment of bosons and fermions can be found in [305, B06], and more
recently [252]. In addition, generalized statistics such as anyons [28], and Haldane
statistics [26], [30] have also been included in this line of study.

Works studying the relativistic quantum Boltzmann equation include [36] 136,
[I37] and references therein.

The quantum Landau equation, which can be viewed as a limit of the Boltzmann
equation accounting for long-range interactions, has been studied in [1T} 12} [37, [38],
205, 220]. Recently, He-Lu-Pulvirenti [I75] showed that it can be obtained as a
weak semi-classical limit from the quantum Boltzmann equation.

In 1924, Bose [64], and, independently in 1925, Einstein [127] predicted that,
below a critical temperature, the ground state becomes gradually more populated,
forming a macroscopic state called the Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC). In 1995,
this phenomenon was independently experimentally verified by groups around Cor-
nell and Wiemann [24] and Ketterle [I1I]. Both groups were awarded the 2001
Physics Nobel Prize.

In the mathematically rigorous PDE literature, the bosonic problem has been
investigated first by X. Lu [221]. The long-time behavior for radial initial data was
studied, obtaining global existence, local stability, conservation of energy, and esti-
mates on moment production. Moreover, at low temperatures, it is shown in [221]
that a solution concentrates at p = 0 for large time, and that, at high temperatures,
the solution converges weakly to the Bose-Einstein distribution. Escobedo-Mischler-
Valle [137] showed that bosonic entropy maximizers are given by

1

feq(p) = BE@ -1 — 1 + mod(p), (1.2)
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where mg - 1 = 0, see, e.g., [I41]. The BEC deunsity my, the chemical potential
and the inverse temperature § are uniquely determined by the moments §dpfeq(p)
and { dpE(p) feq(p), see, e.g., [223] and references therein. One has that mg vanishes
above a critical temperature 7T,, and is non-zero below 7.

Well-posedness results have been formulated to account for solutions that form
a Dirac mass at temperatures below 7., and that stay bounded for temperatures
above T,. We refer to [26] [76], [T41], [142| 223] 224] 227 228, 229} [232] for the isotropic
and space-homogeneous case, to [28] 29, 272, [252] [305] [3006] for the space-dependent
case, and to [73] [77, 212, 252] for the anisotropic case. Further works studying the
blow-up behavior related to condensation include [40] 140, 290].

1.2. Collisions of Fluctuations about a Bose-Einstein Condensate. Pio-
neering works by Kirkpatrick and Dorfmann [I95] [196] and Eckern [126] started
analyzing the interplay of the BEC with thermal excitation cloud surrounding the
condensate. They formally obtained a Boltzmann equation of the form

2f " (p) = neQs(f1)) + Qa(f©), (1.3)
where Q4 is given by (LI) with E replaced by the Bogoliubov dispersion ) =

E(E + 2n.X), and

Qs(f) == fdp3 d(p1 + p2 — p3)0(2p1) + Qp2) — 2ps3))

|IMa1(p3)|*(6(p — p1) + 6(p — p2) — 6(p — p3))
(L4 f(p)A+ f(p2)) f(p3) — F(p1) f(p2)(1 + f(ps))) . (1.4)

Here n. denotes the BEC density, f(¢*) the density of thermal fluctuation particles,
X is the coupling strength of the hard-sphere pair interaction A, Mo is the cross
section for 2 « 1 processes describing collisions of 2 thermal particles, where one
is either being absorbed into or emitted from the BEC, and ps = (p1,p2,ps).
Zaremba, Niguni and Griffin [304], see also [164], later extended their approach
to include the dynamics of the condensate. In the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov-Popov
approximation, and for a translation-invariant initial state, they formally argue
that the condensate wave function ® satisfies

1010 (p) = (huar + 207 (p) = iQs(f")))®(p)

+ g (p)@(—p) , (1.5)
and it is linked to the density via n.(t,x) = |®;(z)|?>. Here hpq, denotes the Hartree
Hamiltonian in momentum representation, see Section [[4 below, and ¢(¢*) denotes
the rate of pair absorption into the condensate, which they discarded as a lower-
order contribution. One of the motivations to study the coupled system between
the condensate and the thermal cloud is to understand the nucleation process of
the BEC, see, e.g., |52, [I51] 187, 201, 257, 275]. For a review, we also refer to
[263, 268].

Observe that, for large values of the condensate density n., we expect that Q4
is of subleading order.

For mathematical works studying the system describing the two-component gas
consisting of the condensate and the excitation cloud, we refer to [14] 277, 109, 110,
139, 250, 258, 259, 260, 279, 280].
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1.3. Definition of the mathematical model. As a starting point for our analy-
sis, we choose a single-species Bose gas at positive temperature trapped in a periodic
box A = (LT)? of linear length L. We assume that the gas consists of two phases:

(1) A Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) with density N,
(2) thermal fluctuations with density ~ 1.

We note that a significant part of this paper addresses the case of a fixed volume,
where we may think of N as the number of bosons when L = 1. On the other
hand, we will also consider the limit of large volume, where N > 0 will denote the
number of bosons per unit volume (that is, the density); for convenience, we are
not changing the notation. We assume mean-field interactions for which the kinetic
energy of the condensate and the total (pair) interaction potential among particles
are balanced, and analyze the interplay between the condensate dynamics and the
dynamics of the fluctuation particles.

1.3.1. Definition of the model. Let F = C®@,,~,(L*(A))®=»" denote the bosonic
Fock space, equipped with the inner product

(U, @) = > (W, &) p2(mon) (1.6)

’n,ENo

for all W = (V,)neng, ® = (Pn)nen, € F. Forn e N, f e L2(R?), U € (L2(A))®svmn
and x,,_1 € R*™ 1 we define

(@(f)¥) (xn-1) i= Vi L 42 (@) ¥ (2, %0 1) (L.7)

For any n € N, let §,, denote the permutation group of {1,...,n}. For n € Ny,
feL*R3), We (L*(A)®wm" and Xp41 = (T1,...,Zns1) € R3™H) | we define

(a+(f)\11)(xn+1) = (nnT—:)ll Z f(xﬂ'(l))qj(‘rﬂ'(2)7 s 7:E7r(n+l)) . (18)

' ﬂESnJr 1

Then we have that for all f € L2(A), ®, ¥ € Fpip
(@,a(f)W)Fr = (a* (f)P, V)F. (1.9)

In addition, a and a™ satisfy the canonical commutation relations (CCR) for any
fige L2 (M)

la(£),a™(9)] = {f.9)  la(f),alg)] = [a*(f),a"(9)] = 0. (1.10)

Moreover, we introduce the operator-valued distributions a,, a; by requiring

a(f) = J dx f(2)a, (1.11)
A
a'(9) = | dof(@)a (1.12)
A
for all f,g e L?(A). These satisfy the CCR
[aw,a;j] =dalz—y) , [ag,ay] = [a;,a;] =0. (1.13)

We call Q := (1,0,0,...) € F the Fock vacuum. Then we have that a,Qy = 0 for
all z € A. In addition, for ¥ € Fy;p, € A, n € N, and x,, € R*", we have that

(a0) ™ (x,) = Vn+ 100D (2 x,,). (1.14)
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We introduce the number operator
Ny = f drvata,, (1.15)
A

which satisfies
N0 = o™ (1.16)

see, e.g., [50].

The Hamiltonian of the system studied in this paper has the following form. Let
v be a sufficiently regular pair potential, see section[Z.2] and A > 0 a small coupling
constant. Given N > 0, we define

1 A
Hy = 3 JA dzaf(—Ay)a, + N | dedyv(z —y)afafaya, .  (1.17)

Our aim is to study the evolution associated with the Hamiltonian Hy given
in (LI7). The condensate is accounted for by a coherent state W[+/N|A|¢o]$,
where

WIf] == exp(a™(f) —a(f)) = eXP(L dz (f(z)af — f(2)az))  (1.18)

denotes the Weyl operator, and ¢o is normalized, |¢o[z2(a) = 1. By the Baker-
Campbell-Hausdorff formula,

W[f]Q = 6_%“fHL2(A) (%)’H,ENO ’
n

(1.19)

see, e.g., [50]. That is, in each fixed particle sector, the wave function is the product
state determined by a single wave function f.
We assume that, at initial time ¢t = 0, the system is described by a state

Tr (ef’CA)
Tr(e=X)
for all observables A € 2, where 2 denotes the Weyl algebra generated by W] f],

where f € S(A) is a Schwartz function, see [T0], section 5.2.3. In addition, the
Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula yields

vo(A) = (1.20)

W*([flazW[f] = az + f(z). (1.21)
Definition 1.1 (Quasifree state). Let v be a state and
v (A) := (W[ (a)]| AW [v(a)]) (1.22)

denote its centering. We say v is quasi-free iff

p(cen) (a#1 a2 . a#zn) — afF1g#2!! g #on
(1.23)

+all pair contractions >
p(cen) (a#la#z . 'a#2n—l) =0

M, 1
where a#1a#? = v(cen) (a#1a#2). ([L23) is referred to as Wick’s Theorem.

Definition 1.2 (Number conserving state). A state v is called number conserving
iff v([A,Np]) = 0 for every observable A € 2.
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We assume that the initial state 1 is number conserving, quasifree, and translation-
invariant. In particular, we assume that the translation-invariant generator IC is
given by

K = J dp K (p)a,; ay (1.24)
A%

where K (p) = ko for some kg > 0. Observe that, by being number conserving, vy
is already centered.
The state describing the two-phase Bose gas is then given by

) 1= ey T (WY ATRIale W NTRal4) - (125)

for all A € 2. The initial value problem (IVP) associated with the Hamiltonian
Hn and the initial state py is then given by the von Neumann equation

i0ipi(A) = p([A, Hn]) (1.26)

for all observables A € 2. Below, we impose assumptions on v ensuring that Hy is
self-adjoint and that it induces a unitary evolution e~**~. Then, the solution of

(TZ0) is given by
pe(A) = po(eHN Ae™ "N (1.27)

By making specific choices for A, we will study effective equations of key correlation
functions characterized by the Bose gas.

1.4. Leading order condensate dynamics: Hartree equation. We expect the
leading order dynamics of (I.28]) to be described by the leading order condensate
dynamics, as the BEC describes the bulk component of the Bose gas. Indeed, for
instance, [166, 167, 168, 169, 269], based on Hepp’s method and using coherent
states, have shown, that, in a precise sense, e ¥ W[\/N|A|po] is well approx-
imated by W[4/ N|A|¢:]Qo for N » 1, with approximation errors oy (1), where ¢,
satisfies the Hartree equation

0w = —3 A0+ MAI(w *190)o (1.25)

The volume factor in the nonlinear interaction term accounts for our assumption
that the L2-mass of the condensate is

IVNIAG 20y = NIAJ (1.29)

In the case v = §, ([L28) yields the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS). Anal-
ogous statements have been proved for different choices of v with alternative ap-
proaches involving the corresponding BBGKY hierarchy, see, e.g., [2] [85] [89] [93]
95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 130, T31), 132} 133} 135, 162, 177, 182, 194, 197, 214, 286],
and other approaches, see [9, [15] [16] (17, 22} 23| 39, 65} 69, 120, 1211, 122] [145] 146,
147, [157, 174} [183, (186, (192} [198, 203, 204, 207, 208, 245} 215, 216l 217, 218 233,
[236], 237, 255, 2506, 27T, 276, 2811, 282]. For more background on the derivation of
Hartree theory, we refer to [50, [159] 171l 206, 216], 249, 273].
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Stationary, translation-invariant condensate. For simplicity, we choose to consider
a stationary and translation-invariant solution of (I.28). Due to the normalization
constraint ||¢g|2 = 1, we have

dr=o=|A"7 eR,. (1.30)
Substituting this into (I28)) yields
0 - A|A||¢0|2¢OJ dov(z) — Lf dov(z). (1.31)
A [A| Ja

In particular, we assume

J drv(z) = 0, (1.32)
A

with additional regularity properties introduced below. Henceforth, we assume that
¢ is stationary, translation-invariant and satisfies ((IL30]).

1.5. Leading order fluctuation dynamics: HFB equations. We next turn
to the leading order corrections of the full dynamics past the leading order BEC
Hartree dynamics. For this purpose, we consider the fluctuation dynamics described

by W*[+/N|A|gole "N W[+/N|Al¢o]. We show in Lemma [B.]
W*[\/ N|A|¢O]HNW|:\/ N|A|¢O] = HHFB + %cub + %quartu (133)

where

1
Hirs = f o dy (aF (~53( — 5) A0 + oz — y))a,
A2

\olz —
+ M(a;a; + amay)> , (1.34)
A
Heuy := 7N ) dedyv(z — y)af (ay + a;f )ay, (1.35)
Houart = dr dyv(z — y)ay af aya, (1.36)

2N Juo

noting that (I30) has been used to obtain these expressions. In particular, (I33)
implies that the fluctuation dynamics is determined by the unitary operator

Un(t) = W*[/N[A|gole ¥ W[1/NJAlgo] (1.37)

where
0N (t) = Hurs + Heuw + Houard Un (1) (1.38)
In the unitary evolution relative to the Hartree dynamics, the dynamics of ther-

mal bosons is determined by two types of processes:

(1) Emission and absorption of thermal bosons from and into the BEC, respec-
tively.
(2) Collisions between thermal bosons.

In particular, the Hamiltonian Hgrp + Heus + Hquart describing this relative dy-
namics is not number conserving, as opposed to the original Hamiltonian H .
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Observe that conjugation by the Weyl operator W[+/N|A|¢o] ’subtracts’ the con-
densate dynamics, thereby revealing the relative dynamics. As a consequence, our
focus will be on the IVP

iatpgTel.BEC) (A) _ pi(:“el.BECf)([A7 Hurs + Heus + Hquart]) , (1 39)
rel. BEC — :
o6 ) = g T (e 4).
Notice that the initial state pérel'BEc) is chosen to be particle number conserving,

in contrast to pg.

Observe that Hppp = O(1), while Hewy, = O(F) and Houare = O(57) are of
lower order as N » 1. We thus expect the leading order fluctuation dynamics to
be determined by the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) dynamics described by the
Hamiltonian Hyrp. Bogoliubov [62] observed that a Hamiltonian of the form of
Hprp can be diagonalized in terms of rotated creation and annihilation operators
by = a(uy) +a* (v,). Based on this idea, and considering the more general case for
a non-stationary, non-translation invariant condensate wave function ¢, there are
many works analyzing the emergence of the HFB dynamics, including [3] BT [32]
55l 56l 57, 66, 67, 68, [71], [72] (78], (101, 102, 103, 105, 112] 166l 167, 168, 199, 200
209, 239, 240] 2411, [242], [243|, 244, 246, 247, [254] and references therein. See also
[206, 249] for more details.

Let (Vurp(t))ier denote the unitary group associated with the generator Hy rp,
see ([370) below. Then the density of HFB fluctuation particles, we have that

Virrs(ONVurB(t) < Ny +|A], (1.40)

see Remark 4.9 for details. In particular, the HFB fluctuation density has the order
of magnitude

1 Tel.
WP((J YRR (Vi e (DN VaEB(1) S1, (1.41)

compared to the BEC density N, see also Lemma .11
As we verify in Lemma B3] the HFB evolution captures oscillations between
absorption into and emission from the BEC with frequency

Q = /E(E +2X0), (1.42)

which is the Bogoliubov dispersion relation. Here v is the Fourier transform of v,
see definition (I43), and E(p) = |p|?/2 denotes the free kinetic energy. We will
assume v = 0 to be non-negative. The Bogoliubov dispersion corresponds to the
propagation of acoustic excitations, see, e.g., [I12, [274] for more details.

1.6. Fourier transform. Before moving on to the next order corrections, we fix
our conventions for the Fourier transform. Let the Fourier transform be given by

fo) 1= | e p(o). (1.43)
for all p € A* = (2£Z)3, where A = (LT)3. We denote by

ap = a(e” 0 = J dxe?®a, (1.44)
A

ay = at(em? ) = JA dre P a} (1.45)
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the Fourier transforms of the operator-valued distributions a;, a;

- These satisfy
the discrete CCR

[apv a;r] = |A|5p,q = dx(p—q), (1.46)
[ap, aq] = [a;,a;] =0. (1.47)

When the context is clear, we will omit the subscript ’A*” in Jpx.
Recalling (LIH]), the number operator is given by

Ny = J dpajay. (1.48)
A%
Then a,, a satisfy the bounds

. 1 1
lap® )7 < e # O 2y INGZ )7 = |A|Z N2, (1.49)
1 1
lad @) = A/ lap® )% + [A] < [A[Z[(Ns +1)20] £, (1.50)
see, e.g., [50].

For convenience, we will use the notation

1
RZEE- W (1.51)
A* pEN*
In contrast, we will denote the Lebesgue integral by {;, dq f(¢). Moreover, we will
denote an n-tuple (q1,qz, ..., qn), n € N, of vectors ¢; € R? for some d € N, as

Qn = (QI7Q27-'-aQn)- (152)

1.7. Lower order fluctuations: Emergence of Boltzmann dynamics. In
order to study corrections to the HFB dynamics, we subtract it from the dynamics
([C39) relative to the BEC Hartree dynamics by conjugation with Vyrp(t), the
unitary group induced by Hgrp. The resulting relative dynamics is determined by

{iatw(A) = v ([A, Heus () + Hauart (1)])

1.53
(4) = ke Tr (5 4), (1.53)

where

A
— 2 dpsd(pn 4 po—pa)i
N Joasys P36(p1 + p2 — p3)0(p2)
2

o) sy

(ez‘m(m>+Q<p2>—ﬂ<p3>>ta;1a;2am n h,c_> + O

Houart(t) := Viipp () Hquart VEFB(t)
A
= — d ) + _ _ 3 _
2N Jips P4 d(p1 + p2 — p3 — pa)0(p1 — p3)
)\2

P00t ot gy a,, + O(S),  (155)

see Corollary [33] For a derivation of (IL53), we refer to Lemma [B1l
We are interested in the evolution of the density of fluctuation particles

ve(afap)

fe(p) = TR (1.56)
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We have that
1
folp) = 05— (1.57)

ek — 17
see Remark The case K(p) = B(E(p) — p), with inverse temperature g > 0,
and chemical potential ;1 < 0, corresponds to the Bose-Einstein distribution of the
ideal Bose gas.
In order to study fi, we need to extend (L53) to hold for a more general class
of operators. We prove in Lemma [£1] a quantitative version of

vo(NF) < o, (1.58)
and in Corollary a quantitative version of
n(NVF) < oo (1.59)
for all k£ € N. Thus, we may extend the IVP ([L53) to observables
A= af}laffz ...afj’“k . (1.60)

In order to expand f;, we follow [I84] 179, 129] and apply Duhamel’s formula
three times

fe(p) = folp) =

.t
—Lf dsvo([a, ap, Hi(s)]) (1.61)
1A Jo
1
- dsolls,>s,v0([[ay ap, Hr(s1)], Hi(s2)]) (1.62)
|A| [0,t]2
+ Remy(p) (1.63)
where we abbreviated
7_[I (t) = chb(t) + Hquart (t) 5 (164)

Rem,(p) := if ds3ls, 25,55 Vs ([[[ay ap, Hi(s1)], Hi(s2)], Hi(ss)])(1.65)
|A| [0,t]3

and s; = (s1,...,8;5), j = 2.

Because a,fa, commutes with e, the transport term (L6I) vanishes. Due to
translation-invariance and vy being number conserving, the transport term (LG
vanishes.

For (IL62), observe that Heyp(t) ~ \/% is much larger than Hgyart () ~ % We
thus expect the main contribution in (L62)) to stem from the terms involving Hyp.
It is key to our analysis that we exploit the fact that the HFB dynamics happens
on a much shorter time scale than the corrections coming from H.., and Hguart-
Observing that A defines the coupling strength at the level of the HFB evolution,
we consider the kinetic time scale defined by ¢t ~ A=2 » 1. In order to separate the
corrections in (L54) and (L53) from the HFB oscillations, we choose 0 < A « 1.
Using quasifreeness of vy, we thus expect the main contributions in (L62) to be

given by

T
¥ | aser i) (1.66)

2

i TA2
+ ] ~ fo ds vo([ao, Hews(s)])| 8(p), (1.67)
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where
&0 (h)(p)
sin (L (1) + Q(p2) — ps))
:me®3 000+ o) — Opy) P2
(6(p1) + 0(p2)) (5(19 p1) +5(p p2) — 6(p — p3))

((1+ h(p1))(1 + h(p2))h(ps) — h(p1)h(p2)(1 + h(p3))) (1.68)

is a mollification of the cubic Boltzmann operator given in ([4]). The fact that
energy conservation only holds approximately up to an error of order A\2 = O(t~1)
is consistent with the time-energy Heisenberg uncertainty principle, see Remark 2.5

for more details. Q(SmOl) describes collisions between fluctuation particles, one of
which is being absorbed into or emitted from the BEC. We expect that (LE7) is

of size NT—; and that it dominates the Boltzmann collision term + So ds Q(m(’l
turns out that the presence of ([L67) owes to the fact that, above we only sub—
tracted the leading-order condensate dynamics. Thus, in order to resolve Boltz-
mann dynamics collisions, we need to pass to centered moments according to
ap — ap — v¢(ap). Denoting

V-2 ((a;; — Vra—2 (a;;))(ap —Urx-2 (ap)))
A
Vra-—2 (a;ap) — |vpa—2 (ap)|2
= , (1.69)
Al
and using that 1y is number conserving, we expect — and will indeed prove — to
have

Fr(p) =

Fe(p) ~ Folp) = f dS QU (fo)(p) + Rempy 2 (p) + Lot.,  (1.70)

where "l.o.t." abbreviates "lower order terms".
Before moving on, we would like to reflect on the validity of this identity.

1.7.1. Fized, N-independent lattice A* = Z3 . Recall that the fluctuation particles,
at leading order, propagate with the Bogoliubov dispersion 2. These acoustic waves
have the phase velocity

Q) _ | [ED)

vp(p) = = + \o(p) . 1.71
o) = ) (171)
Averaging this over all particles yields

o= | dofolwor(e) ~ 1. (1.72)

where we assume that fy is sufficiently regular for this argument. During the
time ¢ ~ A72, the corresponding acoustic waves propagate a distance ~ A~2. In
particular, we have
A2>L < acoustic waves interfere with themselves.

Thus, when ) is small enough, lower-order terms in (L.54) and (53] can construc-
tively interfere to an extent as to contribute to leading order terms of F' in (IZ70).
As we will see below, the effect of these contributions is large, depending on whether
certain time-dependent expressions, coming from HFB oscillations, have particular
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values in Q. This phenomenon is slightly reminiscent of the Talbot effect [128 [190].
The absence of this effect has been discussed in the context of the kinetic wave
equation, see, e.g., [75] 107, 108, 113, 114]. To the best of our knowledge, this
phenomenon has not previously been discussed in the literature in the context of
the quantum field theoretic emergence of Boltzmann equations.

1.7.2. Continuum approrimation A* — R3. In order to elucidate the link with the
expression for the BUU collision operator that is widely discussed in the literature,
we present a continuum limit, that is derived here. However, we emphasize that
this limit applies to the kernel itself, but not to the dynamics because sharp energy
conservation cannot hold for finite times, due to the Heisenberg uncertainty.

As observed above, we expect that, for L » A2, the self-interactions of the HFB
waves to be negligible. In fact, we show that in this limit, we can approximate sums
Spx dp = ﬁ Y., by Lebesgue-integrals ﬁ §s, with control of errors that include
oscillatory contributions, see Lemma In this case, we establish that

Fr(p) ~ Fo(p) = QUo)(p) + Rempa=(p) + Oloagy) . (179)
where
QUL
= # JRQ dpy dp2 dps §(E(p1) + E(p2) — E(ps))d(p1 + p2 — p3)

(0(p1) + 0(p2)) (J(p1) + J(p2) — J(p3))
(1 + fo(pr)(X + folp2)) folps) — fo(p1)fo(p2)(1 + fo(p3))) (1.74)

is the energy-conserving cubic Boltzmann operator found in the above mentioned
literature.

1.7.3. Propagation of quasifreeness. If we can show that Rempy—2(p) is, in fact, of

lower order compared to + SOT ds Q(S"wl), then, by rearranging ((L70), we find that

1 (T )
Fr(p) - Folp) = NL 48 QY (F)(p) + Lot (1.75)

which would prove that the next-to-leading order correction to the HFB dynamics of
the particle density is described by a cubic Boltzmann equation. Comparing with
the analysis of collisions for classical systems, bounding Rem;(p) in the present
context includes controlling recollisions, as is necessary in the context of classical
systems. For more details on the role of recollisions in the classical case, we refer,
e.g., to [81].

While drawing comparisons to the classical case, we address the role of quasifree-
ness. With the given choice of a number conserving and translation-invariant initial
state vy, we have that the joint distribution function of n particles satisfies

volatat ...at a, ...ap,a
fjoint(pn) — 0( p1 P2 |X7|ann P2 P1) (1.76)
= f&"(Pa) +O(AITY), (1.77)
where p, = (p1,...,Pn). In particular, we have that asymptotically, for large

L » 1, quasifreeness implies molecular chaos in the classical sense, which refers to
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factorization of the joint distribution. Propagation of the factorized form is called
propagation of chaos in the classical context.

In the present quantum field theoretic context, it is an important task to under-
stand in what sense and in which scaling regime propagation of quasifreeness can be
observed. An important property of the HFB evolution is that it preserves quasifree-
ness. In particular, if a state (-)q is quasifree, then so is (Vj;p5(t)(-)VurB(t))o-
This is a natural consequence of the fact that the HFB dynamics arises as a quasifree
reduction of the full evolution. In the recent literature, this is explained on the basis
of the Dirac-Frenkel principle, see, for instance, [34] and [51] for more details.

Notice that the full evolution clearly does not preserve quasifreeness, as is ex-
pected for an interacting gas. In order to study propagation of quasifreeness, it is
crucial to control the Duhamel term Remy(p) accounting for all quantum ’recolli-
sions’. Indeed, if we expand the evolution of arbitrary expectations

V-2 (af}l azﬁfz . .ag’;) = Vo(af}l azﬁfz .. afj’;) + Rempy-2(pk), (1.78)

controlling Remyy—2(py) implies that vpy-2 is quasifree to k" order. Similar to
[129], we do not need to propagate quasifreeness to arbitrary orders to derive a
Boltzmann equation; instead, adopting their notion of restricted quasifreeness, it is
sufficient to show that vpy-2 is approximately restricted quasifree up to eight-point
correlation functions, see (LG2)). However, we choose not to explicitly prove such a
statement, and, instead, calculate the evolution of f explicitly. We leave the proof
of a more general result of the form (C78) to the interested reader, which will be
straightforward using the tools developed in this work.

It remains to understand how we can control Rem;(p). For that, we use the fact
that 0 is bounded to show that

A

Hew(t) < (N + A2, (1.79)

Hauare () S 75 No + [A])?, (1.80)

see Lemmata [£.4] and When bounding products of non number conserving
operators, one needs to take into account the growth of the particle number, see
Lemma This is consistent with the fact that fluctuation particles are being
absorbed into and emitted from the BEC. It turns out that in order to control
Remq(p), it suffices to only consider three, and thus a fixed number of Duhamel
iterations. Hence, we apply the bounds (L49), (L50) on afa, with the bound

(L) and (LI0) on H;(t) to obtain

LA yt((Nb+|A|)él(1+L%'A')B).(Lsn

NEX3 sefo,12-2]
In order to bound v;(N}), we employ a result by Rodnianski and Schlein [269], see
also [74], to obtain that

| Rempy—2(p)| S

V(N + JA)F) Spape e AN (1.82)
In particular, (L&) then yields the constraint

Al logN (1.83)
A " loglog N
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in order to suppress Remsy—2(p) compared to the leading order Boltzmann term
in the evolution of F, see (IL70). In particular, this implies the scaling

log lo
(1) L~1fixed: A~ 25N

(2) L~ a7ma~ ()

=

1.8. Fluctuations beyond HFB. Now that we understand that approximate re-
stricted quasifreeness can be propagated, we would like to comment on the fact
that the fluctuation dynamics does not preserve number conservation. We have
that, for a non number conserving quasifree state u, a more general version of the
Wick-Theorem holds: Let b% := a# — p(a™). Then p is quasifree if and only if it
satisfies (23] with the operators a” replaced by their centered counterparts b7 .
Since quasifreeness implies that n—point correlation functions (a#! ...a#") are
determined by the one- and two-point correlation functions, and since by (L.73),
vpa—-2 is approximately restricted quasifree, we need to include the dynamics of

)

d, : TR (1.84)
_ vi(apap)

9¢(p) = A (1.85)

in our analysis. We have that ®; captures the corrections to the condensate dynam-
ics. gy is the rate of absorption into or emission from the BEC of pairs of thermal
bosons.

Recall that, due to translation-invariance of the condensate, v is also translation-
invariant, which is why we have that v;(a,) = ®.5(p), see Lemma [A1l Due to vy
being number conserving, we have that &g = go = 0. Arguing as in the case
of f above, we are also interested in the dynamics of the centered, mesoscopic
counterparts

Uy = %“f”w (1.86)
Gr(p) == Vpy—2 (apa*p) — VEQQ(%)VTA?(CL]D) . (1.87)
We show that
Ty = ’ijéf;)T " O(N;JN)\), (1.88)
Gr = (T+T2)O(N/\2), (1.89)

where, assuming that ¢ is real-valued, ¢1(fp) is real-valued. At leading order, we
show that the dynamics of G is completely determined by F'. As a consequence of
(CX9), and recalling (L6I) and (L62), we have that G merely contributes lower-
order corrections to the Boltzmann dynamics for F'.

1.9. Scaling of A and N. We emphasize that the parameter N » 1 accounts for
the L? mass of the BEC per unit volume, and is unrelated to the ~ 1 density
of fluctuation particles around the BEC. Hence 1/N yields a small perturbation
parameter in the expansion of the full dynamics, in addition to the coupling con-
stant 0 < A « 1 characterizing the HFB dynamics. Bofmann et al. [67] give an
entire expansion of the fluctuation dynamics in powers of \/N, in terms of effective
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Hamiltonians for a given order of precision. Our analysis differs in that we choose
A « 1 and N » 1 suitably in order to be able to extract effective equations for
the moments F', G, ¥, while keeping the error sufficiently small. In particular, our
time scale is O((log N/loglog N)?*), a > 0, instead of O(1). In the latter case, the
Boltzmann dynamics cannot be observed.

In the derivation of Boltzmann equations in classical collisional systems along
the lines of Lanford’s approach, O(1) many collisions take place during the relevant
time scale (which is inversely proportional to the mean free path). In our result, we
encounter a similar situation; the error of order O(N~17), in (I.75) dominates after
O(1) collisions have taken place; this can be easily seen by iterating the Duhamel
formula (7H) twice (as the k-th order terms in the Duhamel expansion, of size
O(N~*), account for k collisions). We also note that, compliant with a kinetic
scaling regime, particle velocities do not scale in our problem.

Our results are limited to the parameter regime A ~ (loglog N/log N) when
L ~ X\~27, similar for A ~ loglog N/log N when L ~ 1, and N » 1. This is, in
part, due to technical reasons, but we do not expect the fluctuation dynamics to
remain of the form (T75), (L88)), (L8Y) for longer time scales, even if our approach
is extended to the next order of magnitude. We expect the analogous to hold for

the parameter regime A ~ lﬂi){—‘%\/\] when L ~ 1.

17—

Remark 1.3. For works studying the perturbation expansion for a fermionic gas,
we refer to [33) 46, [47, 48| 49, 511, [86, [87, 90), OT], (104 [106, 210l 21T, 248, 261] and
references therein.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Notation . We introduce the rescaled L%(A*) norms

[£lzoany = A% flmasy  fl<a<on, (21)
and accordingly
Iflanco,d := [ fllLaaxy + [flleocasy (2.2)
[fla == 1flxno.a
e i= 24 (Ao ifmen. (2.4)
Moreover, we introduce the weight
w(p) =1+ # (2.5)
Whenever wf € L*(Bg(0)\{0}) for some R > 0, we define the weighted norms
1 fllw,a := lwfla (2.6)
1 £l w,e = wf lm.c - (2.7)

Recall that
A
Heun(t) = ——= dps 0(p2)d(p1 + p2 — p3)
vV N (A%)3
etHurn (a+ at ap, + h.c.)e_itHHFB , (2.8)

P17p2

A .
Hquart(t) = oN J(A*)s dp3 0(p1 — p3)d(p1 + p2 — P3 — pa)
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itHurB ,+ ,+ —itHuFB
e Ay, A Gpsap, € , (2.9)

where
. A .
Hurp = JA* dp (B(p) + Xo(p))agap + 5 L* dpo(p) (a;f at, + apa_p) ,(2.10)

E(p) = %, and §,, = ﬁ D a%- In this context, we also recall the Bogoliubov

dispersion relation

Q(p) = VE®)(E(p) + 220(p)) . (2.11)
We are interested in the evolution of the correlation functions
vpa-2(ao)
Up=—2> 2 (2.12)
|A]

vpa-2(afap) — [vpa—(a )|2
Fr(p) = L m e, (2.13)
Gr(p) = Vpy—2 (apa*p) - V|TA>\|*2 (ap)’/Tk2 (a,p) . (2.14)

As explained in [[7.]] there are additional dominant terms in the Boltzmann
collision terms for F', and also G in the case of L ~ 1 fixed. Thus, we introduce the
collision operators

1
Q,LQT))\(h)[J] = p J[O - ]1S1>S2d82 COld(h.)\z)[J](Sg/)\2) 5 (2.15)

0k, 2 (Hs)[T] = Dol (H.x2)[J](S2/N?),  j € {1,2}, (2.16)

and the pair absorption operator

Agern (W[ J] = JOT 4 absguart.a (b2 ) [T](S/A2)

1

v

J 2]lslzszdsgabscub,d(h.v)[J](Sg/)\Q), (2.17)
[0,7]

for any test function J, where So = (51, S2). The expressions for bol?), je{l1,2},
colq, absquart,d, and abscyp 4 are lengthy, and we refer the reader to Section [5.1.1] for
their definition. In the case L ~ A\~2~, we also define the continuous counterparts
Qc,cimn, Acr )y by replacing sums § Ax dp over momenta by Lebesgue integrals
@ S

The subscript ’d’ in the notation refers to the fact that momentum is summed
over the discrete set A*; ¢’ on the other hand refers to the continuum approxima-
tion. Henceforth, we refer to the case with L ~ 1 fixed as the ’discrete case’, and
L ~ X727 as the ’continuum approximation’.

Qu.c:rA(h) resp.Qc.g.ra(h) is a Boltzmann collision operator for G, and it is,
after cancellations, quadratic in h, and Ag.r a(h) resp. Acra(h) corresponds to
the leading order of the expected rate of absorption of a pair of fluctuation bosons
into the BEC, and it is linear in h.

We denote the mollified cubic Boltzmann operator in the evolution of F' by

Qa;r—s\(Fs)[J]
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sin (Q(Pl)Jng\pzz)*Q(m) (T _ S)
= f dp3 —
(A%)3 Q(p1) + Qp2) — Q(ps)
(0(p1) + @(pz))2(c7(p1) + J(p2) — J(ps))
(14 Fs(p1))(1 + Fs(p2))Fs(ps) — Fs(p1)Fs(p2)(1 + Fs(ps))) . (2.18)

Again, in the continuum approximation, Q.,r—s,» is defined by replacing the lattice
sum {,, by the Lebesgue integral ﬁ S

d(p1 +p2 — p3)

In addition, qéj%?_sz » are higher order Boltzmann type collision terms for the

equations governing Fr, where j accounts for the order M from which they are
derived. As explained above, they are of lower order when L ~ A™2".

2.2. Assumptions. We summarize all the assumptions described in the previous
section. We also add the following restrictions required in our results.

(1)

Vo(A) = ﬁ}% 1 (%) (2.19)

for all observables A, is a quasifree, translation-invariant state that is num-
ber conserving, with

K= JA* dp K (p)ajay, (2.20)
B vo(af ap) B 1

and K (p) = ko > 0.
(2) vy satisfies

(2.22)

i0wi(A) = vi([A, Heuwn(t) + Hauare(1)]) 5
vo(A) Tr (7" A)

_ 1
T Tr(e K)

for all observables A.

(3) The Fourier transform ¢ of v, see Section [[L6 is a non-negative, radial
function.

(4) If L ~ 1 is fixed, assume |0 w4, | folla < .

(5) If L ~ A\~27, assume Hﬁ“2(l§J+l),w,c’ HfOHZ([gJH),c < 00.

In either case, we assume that ¢ satisfies
f dzv(z) = 5(0) = 0. (2.23)
A

Moreover, this implies that the leading order condensate wave function ¢ = |A|~1/2
can be chosen to be a stationary, translation-invariant solution of the Hartree equa-
tion

iatgbt = *A(bt + )\|A|’U * |¢t|2¢t . (224)

As described above, N denotes the BEC density, and A > 0 is an (additional)
coupling constant, defining the HFB coupling, see (L.34).
We are now ready to formulate our main results.
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2.3. Statement of results.

Theorem 2.1 (Discrete case). Let T >0, L > 1, and let N > 0 denote the BEC
density. Choose

loglog N
A= ———. 2.25
log N ( )
Then, under the assumptions stated in Section[2.2 and with the notations in Section
[Z21], there exist constants

Co = Co(|0]lw,a, | folla AL, T) (2.26)
No = No([[0]w,a, [A[,T), (2.27)
such that, for all N = Ny we have that
log% 1 410g%
= = = — 2.2
0 log N >0, 0 2  logN - (2.28)
and that
i (T
Up + —— ds dpv(p)F.
T N%AL JA* po(p) s(p)‘
Co
S (2.29)
1, (T
o (e - ) I0) — ([ 45 Qua—sao)l)
A 0
2
+ J dSs 1,55, ) )\qul])%?;sz)k(F&)[J])’
(0,772 j=1
CollJ [l (a%)
S —§NTm (2.30)
1
U dp Gr(p)J(p) — _(Ad;T,A(F)[J] + Qd,G;T,A(F)[J])‘
A% N
ColJ2n0,a

for all test functions J. The error terms on the right-hand sides of (Z29)-231)
are subleading in N with respect to the main terms appearing on the respective

left-hand sides.

Theorem 2.2 (Continuum approximation). Let T > 0, r > 6, ¢ > 0, and let
N > 0 denote the BEC density. Fix

log log N\ t7rey77e
= (=" 2.32
A ( log N ) ’ (2.32)
L=X2%7"¢, (2.33)

Then, under the assumptions stated in Section[2.2 and with the notations in Section
[21], there exist constants

CO = OO(|‘6|‘2(L%J+1)7w707 |‘f0|‘2(L%J+1)7ca e, T) 3 (234)
Cl = 01(7", E), (235)

NO = NO(H/&HQ(lQJ-t-l),w,c’T’E’T) ) (236)
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such that, for all N = Ny, and for

Cilog
§ = — 225 2.37
e 0 (2.37)

we have that

i T
U+ —————— dSJ dpd(p)F.
‘ T (27T)3N2)\L » po(p) s(p)‘

< N%CEM’ (2.38)
dp (P Fo(p))J L s F
‘JA* p (Fr(p) — Fo(p))J(p) — Njo Qe;r—s A ( s)’
COHJHW2l%J+2,x
< — e (2.39)
| arGrew) - §(Ara P + Quara®))
< Sl e (2.40)

N1+6
for all test functions J. The error terms on the right-hand sides of (Z38)-(239)

are subleading in N with respect to the main terms appearing on the respective left-
hand sides. The main order term in the evolution of F is given by L Q(fo)[J],
where

Q(fo)lJ]

™

= W JRQ dp1 dps dps 5(E(p1) + E(p2) — E(pg))5(p1 + p2 — p3)
(0(p1) + 0(p2))* (J(p1) + J(p2) — J(ps))

(1 + fo(pr)(X + folp2)) folps) — fo(p1)fo(p2)(1 + fo(p3))) (2.41)
denotes the (energy conserving) quantum Boltzmann collision operator.

Remark 2.3. Theorem [2.2 is not the continuum limit for the dynamics. Instead,
it quantifies how the collision operator can be approximated by its continuous coun-
terpart. In particular, energy conservation cannot hold precisely for finite times, in
consistence with the Heisenberg uncertainty principle, see Remark[2.0.

Remark 2.4. In this work, we are not attempting to analyze G in more detail
beyond (Z40). We expect a more detailed analysis to yield

AcrA(F)[J] + Qegrr(F)[J] ~T +T?, (2.42)

based on similar arguments as we present to control the Boltzmann collision term
for F.

Remark 2.5. We point out that Qgr—s,x 1esp. Qer—s,n contain the Bogoliubov
dispersion Q) for sound waves propagating as fluctuations around the BEC. As stated
in Theorem [2.3, the collision operator Q emerges in the limit A N\, 0. In the
limit A N\, 0, we have that Q(p) — E(p), whereby we retrieve the Dirac-§ on the
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hypersurface {(p1,p2) € RS | E(p1) + E(p2) = E(p1 + p2)} of energy conservation.
Let

. 9 . 9
which defines a Dirac sequence, SR dx é.(x) = 1. Observing that
sin (AcubQT)\—}S)
A0 - 705((71 — 8)0 g2 (Awbg)) , (2.44)
where AgpQ(p2) = Qp1) + Qp2) — Qp1 + p2), this implies that the mollified
quantum Boltzmann collision terms in [230) and (Z39) have the form

T
f 45 Quyar—sn(Fs)[J]

sm Acu S
[ LG

AT j dps 6 3x2 (Aeus2(p2)) Ho (p3: )
D T

T
+7rf as f 430 32 (Aeswp2))(T ~ $)0sHs(psi ). (2.45)
0 D -

where p3 = (p1,p2,p3) and D = (A*)3 in the discrete case, and D = R® for the
continuum approrimation. Here,

Hs(ps;J)
= [0(p1) + 9(p2)I*(J(p1) + J(p2) — J(p3))S(p1 + p2 — p3)
(1 + Fs(p1))(1 + Fs(p2))Fs(ps) — Fs(p1)Fs(p2)(1 + Fs(ps))), (2.46)

where, in the continuum approzimation, H contains an additional factor 1/(2m)S.
In particular, this representation makes manifest that the mollification of the quan-
tum Boltzmann collision operator corresponds to approximate energy conservation
up to an error of order O(t~') = O(N?/T), in compliance with the time-energy
Heisenberg uncertainty principle.

Remark 2.6. Q in 2Z240) can be evaluated via the Coarea Formula, yielding
Q(fo)[J]
J dH’ (p2)
(27T) E(p1)+E(p)=E(pr+p2) P2
(J(p1) + J(p2) — J(p1 + p2))
(1 + fo(p1))(1 + fo(p2))fo(pr + p2) — fo(p1)fo(p2)(1 + fo(pr + p2)))(2-47)

where dH® is the induced Hausdorff measure on the hypersurface {(p1,p2) € RS |
E(p1) + E(p2) = E(p1 + p2)}-

Remark 2.7. Theorem[2.2 implies that, for high reqularity v » 6, for the mazimal
time scale tmaz ~ N2 ~ (log N/loglog N)7~ and length L ~ A\™27 & tyas, we
obtain that

(0(p1) + 9(p2))?

(N~2), (2.48)
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T
Fr—Fy~5 + O(N~17) (2.49)

for N » 1, where Fy ~ 1. We point out that one of the difficulties in extracting
a quantum Boltzmann dynamics for F stems from the fact that F' is centered with
|U|%, which is at least an order O(N°T) larger than the Boltzmann collision term
for F itself.

There are five characteristic length scales involved in our derivation:

(1) a BEC with large density N,

(2) thermal fluctuations with density ~ 1,
(3) the HFB coupling of size A,

(4) the linear system size L,

(5) the time scale t.

A major difficulty that is overcome in this work is to identify a parameter regime
which allows the Boltzmann dynamics to dominate over error terms.

Remark 2.8. The collision term for G is a functional only of F', due to our choice
of wnitial data with Gy = 0. Therefore, solving the Boltzmann equation for F', and
substituting into

1 1
IG(F) [J] = NAC;T,)\(F) [J] + WQC,G;T,)\(F)[']] ’ (250)
integration time, yields Gp. A key reason for which the extraction of the Boltzmann
equation for F is a difficult problem, is the fact that we expect T;(F)[J] to be of

the same order of magnitude as the collision operator for F,

T
IF(F)[J] = %J;) ds Qc;TfS,)\(FS)[J] . (251)

In our case, I;(F)[J] does not depend on G because the initial state vy is chosen
to conserve the particle number Ny. The explicit expression for Ig(F) is some-
what lengthy and not sufficiently enlightening to be presented here. We obtain a
closed system of equations for (U, F,G) because of the approzimate persistence of
(restricted) quasifreeness of vy in the scaling regime of this problem.

If we expand the dynamics of (U, F,G) to lower orders, we expect Zp(V, F,G)
and I (U, F, G) to be coupled non-trivially.

Remark 2.9. Our purpose of introducing a condensate of large density N is due
to the fact that its subleading order interactions with the fluctuation field are of
Boltzmann type (the leading order is determined by the HFB dynamics); the latter
are not drowned out by the error term, due to the largeness of N. On the other
hand, a quartic Boltzmann collision term emerges, as expected, from our analysis,
but it is a lower order term that is buried in the error terms because it does not
couple to the condensate. We refer to Proposition [0 for more details. We do
expect an analysis to the next subleading order, conjecturally involving appropriate
quantum corrections to the BEC and HFB dynamics, to reveal this fourth order
collision term of Boltzmann-Uhlenbeck-Uehling type, separated from the error term.

Remark 2.10. If it is assumed that the BEC' is non-stationary and that both the
BEC and the thermal fluctuation field are not translationally invariant, the first
term in the Duhamel expansion for Vt(a;{aq), expressed with a single time integral,
does not vanish, contrary to the situation considered in the paper at hand. This
additional term couples nontrivially to both the HFB and the Boltzmann dynamics,
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and will lead to a different system of PDFEs than the one derived here. We expect
the rigorous analysis of this system to be considerably more involved, and leave it
for future work.

2.4. Sketch of the proof. The strategy of our proof is to start by calculating one
collision, corresponding to calculating the Duhamel expansion to second order in the
coupling A. The tail in the Duhamel expansion corresponds to recollisions. Using
bounds available in the second-quantization formulation, we are able to bound this
tail. For that, it is crucial to exploit the fact that the initial condensate density IV
provides a large perturbation parameter. Accordingly, the resulting leading order
cubic Boltzmann collision operator appears with an overall factor 1/N. This allows
us to compare the density of thermal fluctuation particles for positive times with the
initial density. We can observe that the superposition of HFB oscillations results
in corrections to the leading order 2 < 1 processes coming from the collision of two
thermal particles and one of those being absorbed into or emitted from the BEC. In
addition, if we consider the continuous approximation, we show that the collision
operator can be approximated by its continuous counterpart.

We start by applying Duhamel’s principle to (Z.22)), using one recursion for
®, and two for f and g. The main term is recovered by evaluating the terms
involving vg9. In Section [ in order to control higher-order terms involving the
full dynamics v4, we establish uniform-in-time bounds on f[J], g[J], Hecus(t), and
Hguart(t) with respect to the number operator Ny. We use an a-priori bound
on the growth of 14(NF) established in [74, 269]. This will yield the restriction
|A]/A = O(log N/loglog N). Moreover, we show closeness of 14 to 1y in a suitable
sense, which allows us to exploit that vy is approximately quasifree.

In Section Bl we control the tail term in the Duhamel expansion using the pre-
viously established operator bounds and quantify propagation of moments of the
number operator, using [74] 269]. The terms in the Duhamel expansion are ex-
pressed by way of a(t) = Vi p5(t)aVurp(t) and a*(t). Hupp is quadratic in a
and a™, thus a(t) and a™(t) are linear combinations of a and a™. That enables
us to control the proximity of v; to vy, which is quasifree, in order to evaluate the
main terms in the Duhamel expansion by means of Wick’s Theorem.

In the discrete case, we observe interference phenomena in our scaling regime
L <t ~ A2 The Boltzmann collision terms are lattice sums in momentum
space, and their magnitudes depend on whether terms that vary with time have
particular values in Q. This effect becomes negligible for box length L ~ A\727 » ¢
and A = A(IN) > 0 chosen small enough. The latter means that we will ultimately
set A = A(N), and choose N large enough.

We prove a discretization Lemma that allows us to improve the rate of
convergence dependent on the regularity of fy and v, beyond the trivial bound. As
we noticed after completing this work, our approach here appears to be related to
the numerical error estimates for the trapezoid rule in numerical mathematics via
Poisson summation, see [294].

We use the Duhamel expansion and the approximate quasifreeness of v; to relate
fo back to fs. In order to control the large magnitude of condensate terms in the
expansion, we need to rewrite the equations for the centered expectations fs(p) —
@ [26(p) and g,(p) — D26(p).

In Section [6, we collect all results to compute the main order terms in Theorem
21 and 2.2 and in section [{l we compute the effective equations.
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Remark 2.11. We note that the Boltzmann-type equations in Theorem [21] and
are presented in their integral and weak forms. No smallness assumption on
f is necessary for our result to hold. In this work, we will not further investigate
questions regarding the well-posedness of the corresponding Cauchy problem of ki-
netic equations in the context of nonlinear PDE. Some works in this direction are
referenced in Section 1.2, see in particular [27, 29 140, 14T, T42).

3. PRELIMINARIES

Some of our estimates will be formulated for finite number subspaces of F. We
introduce the projectors

P, := Pr, . (3.1)

We will consider F,, embedded into F and we identify P,, as maps F — F. By the
spectral theorem,

1 dz
P, = — . 3.2
2mi § Ny — 2 (3:2)
531/2(")

Observe that a, |p, defines a map
ag : F, — F,_1 (3.3)

for all n € N, with formal adjoint a} |p,_,: F,—1 — F,. To study the weak
formulation of the effective equations, we introduce

719):= [ dpIw)afan.
glJ] = J dp J(p)a_pap , (3.4)

g =gl)" = [ dpIplaja,.
As a convenient notation for iterating Duhamel’s formula, let
At,j) :={s; € [0,t] | s1 > ... > s;} (3.5)
be a j-simplex, where ¢t > 0 and j € N. We also recall that
Hi(t) = Heuv(t) + Hauart(t)- (3.6)
Let (Vurp(t))wer be the solution of

{iathFBa) = HureVurs(t), (3.7)

VHFB(O) =1.

We denote the d — 1-dimensional Hausdorfl measure of a smooth, embedded
hypersurface in R? by dH% 1.

If needed, we will keep track of the dependence of constants on parameters by
adding the respective parameters in a subscript. Whenever the constants have no
explicit dependence, they are assumed to be universal.

The following result is a direct consequence from iterating ([2.22]).
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Lemma 3.1. Assume that A € 2 is an observable, and that vy is defined as in
@22). Then, for any k € N, we have that

k—1

() = 330 [ dsen(ll (A sl Ha (o))

(=0 Alt, 0]

+(7i)kf . dsive, ([ [A Hr(s)L - L Hi(s0)]) . (38)

We will be particularly interested in the cases A € {ag, f[J], g[J]}. To study the
expansion, we derive the following useful identity.

Lemma 3.2. Let

=+/E(®)(E(p) + 2X\0(p)) (3.9)
denote the dispersion functzon for acoustic excitations, and let
a;(t) = V}’}FB(t)a;VHFB(t) y (310)
ap(t) = Virpt)apVurs(t). (3.11)
Moreover, let
_ (—E®@) —Xu(p)  —Au(p)
# = (85" s+ 0, 312
Then,
a;;(t) o 7isin(tQ(p)) a;
<ap(t)> = [ S 1 —i—g = ./\/l(p)] <ap) : (3.13)

Proof. We obtain the following system of ODEs,
i0af (t) = Vipp(t) [a) M eep] Virs(t)

= —(E(p) + A0(p))ay, (t) — M(p)a—p(t), (3.14)
itra_p(t) = Virpp(t) [o—p, Hipp] Virs(t)
= (E(p) + A0(p))a—p(t) + A0(p)ay (1), (3.15)
where E(p) = ”2—2, so that
(i) =20 (2210) 10
with
M(p) = <‘E<§>@@f“(m 5 ];)Aj(fg@) | (3.17)
We observe that M (p) satisfies
M(p) = Q*(p)1, (3.18)
where
= VE@®)(E(p) + 2)\5(p)) (3.19)

denotes the dispersion function of acoustic excitations; see, for instance, [112, 274].
In particular, we have M~1(p) = Q;WM(p).
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Hence,
“+(t)) = exp (_it (E(I,)\)ﬁ(p))\a(p) E(I))/\f(/@(i))) (;i)
% ) ((jf,,) ' (3.20)
(I

(cos(tQ(p)) 1 —isin(tQ(p))

This finishes the proof.
Corollary 3.3. Assume q € [1,00] and n € {0,1,2,3}. Moreover, recall the as-
sumptions 0 = 0 with ©9(0) = 0 from Section[22 Vi, Vs, defined by
(M)t 1+ ixNZ sin(Qp)t) Vi (p)?)a,) + ixsin(Qp)t)Va(p)a—p, (3.21)
(3.22)

ay (t) =
are given by
i(p)*
Vi(p)? := — ,
VO Q@) + BG) T 30
i(p)
\% = . 3.23
They satisfy the bounds
nys2 ~n+2
ID"V2lo < CIOIET2 ) e (3.24)
n ~n+1
ID"Vally < CIOIEL (3.25)
Similarly,
ux(t,p) := P L X2 sin(Q(p)t) Vi (p)? (3.26)
ua(t, p) := iAsin(Q(p)t)Va(p) (3.27)
satisfy
[un(t, o= axy < CQ+N[0]7,4) (3.28)
lox(t, )la < CA|9]w,q (3.29)
for all g€ [1,0], all A€ (0,1], and all t > 0.
Proof. Lemma B.2] implies
o E(p) — M(p) (p)
+) + _ + _
a, (t) = cos(tQ(p))a, —i sm(tQ(p))( 20 a, )\Q(p) a_p) . (3.30)
Define a := E(p) and b := E(p) + 2A0(p). Setting
1 /a+b
2= -1 31
lb—a (p)
= , 3.32
Q(p) (3:32)

we have that
(b—a)?

af (t) = (em(p)t +i\? sin(Q(p)t)Vl(p)2)a; + iAsin(Q(p)t)Va(p)a—p . (3.33)
We start by establishing pointwise bounds. We have
(Va— Vb _ . (3.34)
2v/ab(y/a + v/b)?

a+b71_
2v/ab 2v/ab
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In particular, we get
20 (p)?
V) = 2
(v/E(p) + /E(p) + 2X0(p))?
Y
- op) (3.35)
Q(p)(p) + E(p) + Ao (p))
Using © > 0, we have the pointwise bounds
2
50
VP < ﬁ ) (3.36)
D
Vel < & - (3.37)
We thus have that
[VEla < Clol,a
IValla < Co]w,a- (3.38)
Finally, set
2 2
hl (x = < 2 (339)
V1+2Xz(1+ 1+ 2)\)
x
h = — 3.40
)= o (3.40)
We have that
o(p)
Vi(p)2 =h , 3.41
1( ) 1 (E(p)) ( )
0 (
Va(p) = h . 3.42
2( ) Q(E(p) ( )
Using Lemma [C.3] with n € {1, 2,3}, we obtain
nys2 ~mn
ID" Vi |lg < Cth|‘Cn([O’HﬁH2(L§J+1),w . )HUHM%JH)’W’C (3.43)
|D"Vally < CHh2HC“([O,HﬁHz(L%JH) RGPS (3.44)
A straight-forward calculation yields
2
thHC"([Ov”ﬁ”u[gJH),w < C9]; 2[5 ]+ 1) e (3.45)
< Clolla g 1) me (3.46)
O

b 2([%J+1),w

Ih2len (o0

Combining (3:43), (3.44)), (3:45), and (B.46) finishes the proof.

4. TRACE ESTIMATES

In this chapter, we omit the subscript A* from § A% 1D our notation, as we will
only consider { = {,, as sums over A* in the sense of (L5I).
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1. Computation of the partition function. We establish estimates on the
partition function on finite particle number subspaces of the Fock space F. The
estimates derived here are needed to control the error terms coming from the ex-
pansion in Lemma [311

For the next lemma, let us introduce some notation. Let us denote

al) == al and (Y = q,. (4.1)
Let

k
Pla,a™] := { f dprh(pr, 5r) ]‘[ al7) | ke N, h(-,5%) € S'(R?),
j=1

& = (01,...,00) € {il}k} (4.2)

denote all monomials in a,a’. Here and henceforth, we define ordered operator
products via multiplication from the right, by

ﬁA (ﬁ >n+1an€N07 (4.3)
ﬁAj =1. (4.4)

Let us denote
k
sign(4) = ) o; (4.5)
j=1

whenever A = § dpxh(pk, o) HJ 1 a,(,?) Note that we have

k k
Nbal_[ (75)] = Z o; Hagﬂ, (4.6)

j=1 j=1  j=1
which, in turn, gives
[Np, A] = sign(A4)A (4.7)

whenever A = § dpkh(pk,ox) Hf 1 a,(,JJ) Us1ng the spectral decomposition

jﬁ Nb . (4.8)

5B 1 (n
with counter-clockwise contour, it follows that
P,A = APn—sign(A) (49)

for all A € Pla,a™]. We will refer to [@9) as the Pull-Through Formula for projec-
tors, see [35].
Moreover, if sign(A) # 0, (4.7) implies that

1
A) = Al) = 0. 4.10
(4) = (NG A) (110)
Lemma 4.1 (Moments of the number operator). We have for all ¢ € Ny that

vo((No + 1)) < CoypoalALZ (4.11)

[la
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Proof. Let K, := §,, dp (K(p) — p)a; ap. Then we obtain that

Il
D8
(9]
|
2
=
S
|
E

1
- pl;l* 1— e (KE(®)—n)

_ 6_|A| §ox dplog (l—ef(K(p)f")) (412)
for any p < Kkg. Let

K 1= —(—6M)"|#:0 JA dplog (1 — e_(K(p)_“)) (4.13)

denote the nt* cumulant for n € N. Let ( ) denote the multinomial coefficient, and
R() := {r, e N§ | anl nry, = £}. Then the Faa di Bruno formula, see [295], yields

(~0.)"],_oZo(1)

(A
AG) ZO(O)
Alky,
a oy 1_[ (' [ ) : (4.14)
!‘eER(f)
Observe that we have
1
= dp ———— = d 4.15
K1 J;vk P eK(ZD) 1 fA* pfO(p)7 ( )
recalling fo from (LE5T7). More generally, Lemma [A.2] implies
Kn < Cn7Hf0Hd (4.16)
for all n € N. As a consequence of [{I4) and [I6]), we find that
I/Q((Nb + 1)€) < CZ;H.fOHdlA|é7 (4.17)
where we used that |A| = 1. Using
(N +1)%) < (Vo + 1)) 2ug(N + 1)1)2 (4.18)
yields the half-integer case. This concludes the proof. (|
Remark 4.2. We use an argument from [I117]. Using the fact that
-K_+.K -K
e Nafet = e (p)a;, (4.19)

cyclicity of the trace implies
o) Tr (e *atay)
o) = Ty e~ KIA|

Tr (a;eflcap)
Tre—K|A|
Tr (e~ apa+)
TRl

@ (fo(p) + 1), (4.20)

— ¢ K

_ KO
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Thus, we have

folp) = %71 (4.21)

ek

Lemma 4.3 (Operator product bound). Let A; € Pla,a™] be monomials in a,a™,
v; >0, and k; € N be such that

| P Prsign(apll < 5 (m + A"/ (4.22)
for all j€{1,...,¢} and all m € Ny. Then we have that

”(ﬁ Al < (,ﬁ”)”((fw Zi] [sign(An)| + AT 52) (4.23)

for any state v.

Proof. Observe that
sign(A) = ) sign(4;). (4.24)
In addition,

i - (4.25)

P f( b) = Puf(n) (4.26)
holds for any measurable function f. Hence and by applying ([49), we have that

0
|I/(A)| < Z |V(PnAPn—sign(A))|
n=0

o0
= Z | ( nPn ZJ ! 1 sign(A m)14 P —Zm 1slgn(Am))Pn*Sign(A))(4'27)
n=0 =

Denoting B, HJ P =3 sign (A VAP, i an(a,,y» We can apply Cauchy-

m=1

Schwarz to v to obtain the upper bound

(A < S U(P)2v(Prsign(a) B BaP_sign(a))?

M 8
U:J
\_/
[N
=
;U
12}

[0}

=N

=
~—
[N

=0
< ( i 1B, v (Py) %( S B P

n=0 n=0

0 1 o] 1
(ZHB pP)) (Y IBussmcnv(P) " (4.28)
n=0 n=sign(A)_

Here, we used Cauchy-Schwarz to Zn o> followed by the fact that P, _gena) =0
for all n < sign(A)+, as My = 0 in the sense of quadratic forms. Notice that we
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have
4
HB"H < 1_[ HP 51gn(A )A nfzznzlsign(Am)H
Jj=1
¢ i1 kj/2
< ij((n - sigm(Am))Jr + |A|)
j=1 m=1

<(IT%) (s ﬁ senCan)| + W) )
j=1 m=1

by assumption (22). Similarly, we have that

¢ kj/2
| Brtsign(a)l < H Vi ((n + sign(A) — sign(Am))+ + |A|>
j=1

Jj=1 m=j
£ Z§=1 3/
<([T%)(n+ 3 1sienanl+a) "% @s0)
j=1 m=1

due to [@24). Collecting [@28))-(@30) and applying (£20) again, we then obtain

lﬁ[% Z Ze: |sign(Ap,)| + max k; ﬁZij/21/(Pn)
( 1 1<j<e

- (ﬁ”j)”((f\” Zé: | sign(Anm)| + IAI)%:I’”/Q) (4.31)
Jj=1 m=1
O

4.2. Operator estimates w.r.t. A;. In our analysis, we will bound various op-
erators relative to powers of the particle number operator A, in conjunction with
previously established estimates on the partition function.

Lemma 4.4 (Hcu(t) bound). We have that
Hew(t) = 35 A1) (4.32)

with monomials Agi)b(t) € Pla,a™] such that
MM + |A])?

AP DO Pyl < Clofw.a(l + Molw.a)®
| AL, () Pa| |9 ]|ao,a( 6], ) N

(4.33)

for any M € Ny, and |sign(A Al )(t))| < 3.

cub

Proof. Corollary and evenness of ¢ imply that
chb (t)

A )
=N f(A*)3 dp3 0(p2)d(p1 + pa — p3)ay, (t)ay, (t)ap, (t) + h.c.
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A J 3 3
dp3d( ) o;p;)0 (9i(pj,o5)a )) + h.c.,(4.34)

where &3 = (01,02,03), and
95 (pj, 05) = 0oy 1un(t, ;) + 6oy, —10a(tp5) s 7€ {1,2}, (4.35)
93(P3,03) 1= 0oy, —1UN (¢, P3) + 00y, 10X (¢, P3) - (4.36)
Abbreviating
3 3
Acun(03) = JdPB 5(2 Ujpj 1_[ gj pJ7 Uj )) ) (4.37)
i=1 =1
it is sufficient to prove [@33)) for A..»(d'3), since the adjoint satisfies
[ Acuv(@3)* Prrl| = | Prr—g3_, o, Acub(3)* Par |
= [Acun(F3) Py _ o) (4.38)

due to the Pull-Through formula (3.
Using [Wick’s Theoreml in Appendix [A] we have that

aé‘:l)a(@ Zajp] = 01)a(02)a(03 Y ZUJPJ

+ 5(]91 )6(]?3)501)_150271(1((3 o)
+3(p1 — p3)3(D2)0y, 10051057
+6(p2 — p3)d(p1)d0s,—100s, 1aé‘71) . (4.39)

We want to apply Lemma [A4] to each of the terms associated with the terms in
([#39). For that, we need to ensure integrability for each of those terms. The terms

involving a( ?) contain 2 momentum-6 where the only free momentum comes with
a coefﬁment vy resp. Ty. Using

lag Parll = llaoPar+] (4.40)

Lemma [A 4] then implies
la” Pt = 65.1llag Par] + 6,1 o P
[A|(M +1). (4.41)
For the cubic term in (£39) and if not all o; = 1 or all 0; = —1, Lemmal[A 4 implies
|+ Acup(03) : PMH

1
< [lo(p2)]2 ]_[ [ox ()17 Jua (ps)| 72— 8( me g, 13,
Jj=1 j=1 -
L 2 3
[6(p2)|? 1_[ 75 o (ps)|P7s 1 8( lem g, r3,,
j=1 J
NPRTI:
(M + Z O’j)|J+‘(M)|J7| ) (4-42)
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using the notation in Lemma [A4] with n = 3. Integrability of ©(p2) is sufficient to
yield that the RHS is, indeed, finite. If o; = 1 for all j, we have that

|+ Acun(1,1,1) : Pagl|
< (lop2)ua(t, pr)us(t, p2)Tx (4, ps)l 12 1z (M —2)
+o(p2)ux(t, pr)ua(t, p2)ox(t, p1 +p2)HL2 A VAT — 1), (443)
Similarly, we find that
|+ Acun(=1, =1, =1) : Py
< (H’O(Z)Q)'U)\(tapl)”)x(tvp2)u_>\(tap3)”%2 Lz, (M+ 1)

)2 /(M + 3)(M + 2)4.44)

+[0(p2)va(t, p1)va(t, p2)ux(t, p1 + p2 HL2 Lz
Observe that

HHHUU\*) ——=|H | (A%)
\/IAI

< [Hla- (4.45)

Since we are summing over a lattice, there are terms for which momentum requires
the summation over 0(2p) or vy (2p) resp. Tx(2p) . In order to use the upper bound
[0]w,d, we employ the fact that

|3 HE)| < [ Hlon - (4.46)

pEN*

Collecting (£37)), (@41, (E42), (@43), (£44), (£45), and employing Corollary [3.3]
we have shown that

[Acun(F3) Par|| < C[]w,a %M +[A])2, (4.47)
where we also used the fact that |[A| = 1. Together with ([@34)), this finishes the
proof. (I
Lemma 4.5 (Hquart(t) bound). We have that

quart Z Aquart (448)
with monomials Afzu)art( t) € Pla,a™] such that
A(M + |A[)?
HAquart( )PMH < ) ( ) )8T (449)

for any M € Ny, and |sign(A gu)wt(t)ﬂ < 4.

Proof. We follow the steps of the proof of Lemma 4.4 We have that
7_[quart (t)

A )
T 2N fdp”(pl = 3)8(p1 + p2 = p3 = pa)ay, (D)ay, (Hap (t)ap, (t)

A 4
9N Z Jdp45 Z ajp;)0(o1p1 + o3p3) H 9i(pj,05)a (Uf)), (4.50)
gj=1

dae{t1}4
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where ¢4 = (01, 02,03,04), and

L Jmsp) et et e {12}
(P23 {wt,pj> TR p) i, G e (3,4}, (4.51)

Analogously to above, we denote

4
Aquart(G4) = Jdp45 ZUJPJ o(o1p1 + o3p3) n 95(pj,05)al7) . (4.52)
=1 =1

Wick-ordering using Lemma [A.3] yields

Z a;ip; 1_[ a(g]

SO II0) CAERED YR IR
i=1 i=1

J1<Jz2,
J3<Ja
(5(Uj3pj3 + Uj4pj4) a;j;?’)ag?) Pt |A|5(pj3 7pj4)50]‘3,7150]‘4,1) ) (453)

where {j1,...,74} = {1,...,4}.

We start with the 0-order terms. These occur whenever two pairs aa™ exist, each
with an annihilation operator to the left of a creation operator. This implies an
integrable coefficient vy resp. Uy for each of the corresponding momenta. Together
with the deltas coming from the contraction, the resulting terms are integrable and
are bounded by

4
|A|H Z Jdpzl d(o1p1 + o3p3 n (pj, 05)
J1<Jz2, J=1
J3<Ja
6(]?]‘1 _pjz)é(pjs _pj4)5<7j1,—16012,150]-3,—150]-4,1PMH
< ONIAJJ0], a1+ N2[0]3, 4)* (4.54)

where, as above {j1,...,j4} = {1,...,4}.

For terms quadratic in a, a™*, there again remain two independent momenta in
the integration after integrating out the §’s coming from momentum conservation
and the single contraction. Observe that one of these §’s comes from a contraction
with an annihilation operator left to a creation operator. Thus, the corresponding
momentum comes with an integrable factor vA(t pj,) resp. Ux(t,pj;,). The other

—1 (UJ3 ) (014 )

momentum comes with a coefficient vy (¢, p]s) B Ay e i unless
js = 3. In that case, we have a coefficient v(o1p1 + o3p3) : (03) £0204p3 :. Then,

integrating first over p;,,p;, and then p,,, Lemma [A.4] imphes

Z Jdp4'U 01P1 +0'3p3 ng p]aaj

J1<jz2,
J3<Ja

5(pj1 - pjz)é(ajspjs + Uj4pj4)5<7j1,—16012,1 Ap;.° Ap;,
< Cl#]u,a(1 + A?[]w,a)* (M +[A]) . (4.55)

(Ujg) (‘714) . PMH
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Finally, if not all 6; = 1 or 0; = —1, Lemma [A4] implies
I+ Aquart(94) : Pa||

2
“ 1 _ 8o o 1
< Cllo(orpr + a3pa)|? | | loa(t, py)°es fun(t, pje2) 7226 ] o5p;)? ey -,
j=1 j=1 Y+ TPJ_
L 2

I[o(o1p1 + o3p3)|2 H ux(t,pj)| ‘llv,\(tapj+2 A Z o;p;) )2 HLOO 2
j=1 L

(M +1)°. (4.56)

By flipping the roles of (1,2) and (3, 4), it is sufficient to show boundedness of only
one of the norms. If 1 € J_, we can use integrability of |vx(t,p1)|, if 2 € J_, there
is a factor |vx(t, p2)|. Integrability w.r.t. to p3 and p4 is always given due to the
factor |0(o1p1 + 03p3)|5(ZJ L 0;p;). In case J_ = &, Lemma [A.4] implies
|+ Aguare(1,1,1,1) 0 Pasl|
< ([o(pr + ps)w(1%pl)w(t,pz)U_A(t,ps)U_A(t,p4)”%1232Lg%,p4 (M —3)
+ 01 + pa)or(t, pr)oa(t, p2)TR (¢, p3)TR(E p1 + 2 — p3)| 35 |AD2
VMM —1)(M —2). (4.57)

| : Aquwt(—l,—l,—l,—l) : Py|| can be similarly bounded. Collecting (54,
#5H), @56) and (@5T), and using |A| = 1, we have shown that
| Aquart(@4) Par || < Cllo a1+ A0]w,a)* (M + |[A])?. (4.58)

Using (@50), this concludes the proof. O

Proposition 4.6. Let A € Pla,a™] be a monomial in a,a™, v > 0 and £ € N be
such that

| APy < v(M +]A]?, (4.59)
and that |sign(A)| < €. Let sjyr € Alt,j + k] and t > 0. For the moment, we

abbreviate by AHiubHI;uart(SjJrk) all terms that contain one factor A, j factors
Heups k factors Houart, oll at possibly different times s,,. Then we have that

|V(AHiubH§uart(sj+k))|
Y(ON[ 0], a) TF (1 + A0 w,a) 87 +8*
NE+k
3j+4k+¢
v(Wo+3j +ak+L+]A) 7). w0

N

for any state v and all A > 0 small enough.

Proof. Decomposing Heyp and Hgyert into monomials as in Lemmata [£.4] and E.5]
we apply Lemmata 4.3 4] together with assumption ([{59) on A, we obtain
that

Y(ON[0]a, ) TF (L 4 A0 p,a) 87 +8*
Ni+k
37 4k+l
((Nb+3g+4k+é+ |A]) ) (4.61)

| (AA?:ubAquart (SJJrk)) | <
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As a consequence, we obtain that
YCN[0]ww,a)?T* (1 + N D]|ep,a) 87 8%

W(AH HE ot (8550))] <

Ni+k
3j+4k+e
u((/\/b+3j+4k+€+ A]) 2 ) (4.62)
This finishes the proof. O
Lemma 4.7. Given a test function J € (?(A*) n (% (A*), we recall that
= | dpI@)aga, (1.63)
ol = | o I)a s, (4.64)
Then we have
Hme[J]PnH < 5m,nHJHZ°°(A*)m7 (4-65)
1PmglJ1Pnll < bn,me2llJ|2mm,a(m + 1+ |A]). (4.66)
Proof. Due to [N, f[J]] = 0, we have that
P f[J]1Pn = dmm J dp2 J(p1)d(p1 — pz)a;,r1 ap, Py . (4.67)
Then Lemma [A4] in Appendix [Alimplies
1P fIT]Pull < Omyn]l o (4.68)
For g[J], we have that
Pm [J]Pn = 5n,m+2 JdPQ J(pl)a(pl + p2)ap1 QApsy (469)
Then Lemma [A-4] implies
| Pmg[ 1P| < 5n,m+2\/|\J\|§o(m +1) + [Al|T]3vm + 2
< Onma2([ ] 2am) + [S]oo)(m + 1+ |A]) (4.70)
This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 4.8 (Propagation of moments in HFB evolution). The HFB evolution
Vurp(t) satisfies

|(Ns + A2 ViEr(t) (N + [A]) 72| < efelolwart (4.71)
for all £ € N and some positive constants Ky > 0.
Proof. Let v € F. We have that

i0:Vurst)y, No + [A) Vars(t))

= VurO), [(No + M) Hif e Vars (6P

o0

= Y+ A Vurp (), [Pa, HEG Vi rs(t)9) - (4.72)

n=0

Employing ([{9) and recalling (I34]), we have that
[Po, Hte ] = M(Puglo]Posa — Po_2g[0] P, — hec.). (4.73)
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As a consequence, we have that

0:VirB ()Y, (No + [A) Virs (t)y)]

=20 3 (n + [AD IV b (8)0, (Paglo]Pasz — Pa-2g[0]Pa)Virrs(t)i)|
n=0

=20 Y0+ [AD" = (0 + 2+ A T0Vir (), Pagle) PasaVirrs (H1U479)

Using the Mean-Value Theorem and Cauchy-Schwarz, the last inequality implies
0:VurB(t)0, Ny + |A) VErs(t)v))|

< KA Z (TL + 2+ |A|)£71HP”VHFB(15)¢H Hpng[’lA}]Pn_,_QVHFB(t)’Q/JH . (475)
n=0

Applying Lemma [L7] followed by Young’s inequality, we find
0:Vurs ()Y, Ny + |A) VErs(t)v))|

e}
< KoM [0]wa D (n+2+ A (n+1+[A])

n=0
(Vars)v, P.Varst)Y) + Vars )Y, Pur2Vars()Y))
< Ko\ 0w,aVurs ()0, (N + [A) Vurs()v) . (4.76)
Employing Gronwall’s Lemma concludes the proof. ([

Remark 4.9. Using Corollary[Z3, we find that
Virrp(ONoVurp(t) = Jdp (lua(t, p)Pa ap + [oa(t p) Pa—pa’,
+ux(t, p)ux(t, p)a; a®, + ux(t,p)o(t, p)aya_p
= Jdp ((ua(t, p)I* + loat, p)*)ay ap + [Allva(t, p)I?

+ux(t, p)ox(t, pay a’, +Tx(t, p)oalt, p)aga—p, (4.77)
where we used the CCR together with the fact that vy is even in p. Lemmal[{.7 then
implies

[Viips (W + 1AD Vs N + [A) 2] < Cjs

As an immediate consequence of Lemmata B8 and [B.2] we obtain the following
statement.

(4.78)

lw,a -

Corollary 4.10 (Propagation of moments). Let |A| = 1. There exist constants
Co.puos Ko > 0 such that for any £ € N, we have that

ve (N + [ADF) < Cp eI Twa A A5 (4.79)
Proof. Assume that g € N. Define
Un(t) := W*[\/N|A|gole T W[\/N|A|go] (4.80)

and let
pe(A) = vo (U () AUN(L)) - (4.81)
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There exist A\ = 0, 2120:1 Me = 1, and ¥y, € F such that

pe(A) = >0 AWy, AT (4.82)
k=1

Then we have that
ve((Ny +1)2) = (V;}FB(t)(Nb + 1)§VHFB(f))

= 31 Vi pp () (No + 1) 2 Vs () ey

k=1
N % £
< e Kellolw,art Z el W, (Nb +1)20;)
k=1
— eKellluady, (A + 1)8) (4.83)
using Lemma Similarly, we write
[ee]
w(A) = Y ax(®y, ADy) (4.84)
k=1

for some ay, =0, >/, o, = 1, @4 € F, and we obtain that

0

,LLt((Nb + 1)é) = Z ak<<1>k,ﬁj{‘,(t)(Nb + 1)%L~{N(t)<bk>

k=1

[ee]
< Cpe Pl adNE Ny () (N +1)3 (1 + %)%
k=1

_ Céemuﬁ\\w,dw"tuo((/\/b +1)8 (1+ 1\/7\(2|)>

< Gy gy 1NN A (4.85)

where we used Lemma [B.2] followed by Lemma Il Collecting (£.83)) and (4.857)
and using |A| = 1, we obtain that

Vt((Nb + 1)%) < Og7Hf0Hd6KZHﬁHw’d)\lAlt|A|% . (486)
The half-integer case follows analogously to (£I8]). This concludes the proof. O

5. CONTROL OF ERROR TERMS IN THE EXPANSION

Again, we write § = {,, for brevity, to account for lattice sums over A* in the

sense of (LHI).

Proposition 5.1 (Tail estimates). Let T > 0 and t < TA72, A € (0,1), |A| > 1,
and J € (*(A*) n (*(A*). Then the following holds true.

(1) )
’HCU
o, = —iJ g Pol00 How(3)]) - Rems (; ®) (5.1)
0 A
with
5 Az A
| Rems (£ ®)| < Ca, ol T2 H”’dlAl/AT% (1 |N_|) ' (5:2)
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(2)
fdp J(p)(f:(p) — fo(p)) = _’f s PO UTT] Hauare(5)])
0 Al

7] ds VO([[f[J]achb(sl)]chub(52)])
Ap2 [A]

+ Rema(t; f[J]) (5.3)

with
| Rema (¢; f[J])]

Clollw,alAI/AT| |6 |A]\2
< Ot ol oSO 1 e a8y ——177 (1+ W) . (5.4)
v ' (L[] ()])
v J|, Houart (S
[ 1)) = i [ as L et
0 Al
_J d52 VO([[Q[J]achb(sl)]chub(SQ)])
Alt,2] A
+ Rema(t; g[J]) (5.5)
with
| Remy (t; g[J])]
eCllollw,al Al/AT| A |6 Al 2
< Clofarlfola T 1 2000, XE 4] ( |N—|) : (5.6)
Proof. Recall that vy being number conserving implies
vo(ao) = volapay) = 0. (5.7)
Let A € Pla,a™], be a monomial with data such that
L
HPHAPnfsign(A) H < FY(n + |A|) 2 (58)
with ¢, | sign(A)| < 2. Lemma 3] implies
¢
v (A) = vo(A) — zJ dsvo([A, Hi(s)])
0
s (A Hal0) Ha(s2)) (5.9)
Alt.2]

I
N

0(A) — iJO dsvo([A, Hi(s)])

L dsovo ([[A, Hi(s1)], Hr(s2)])

—Hf dS31/0 [[A, Hr(s1)], HI(S2)]7HI(S3)])
Alt

+j dsav, ([[[LA, Hi(s1)], Hi(s2)], Hi(s3)], Hr(s4)]) , (5.10)
A

where

Hi(s) = Heun(s) + Hauare(s) (5.11)
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see ([B6). In order to simplify notation, we shall abbreviate by AHiube;umt (Sj+&)
all terms that contain one factor A, j factors Heus(se), k factors Houare(sm), all at
possibly different times. Let sji; € A[t, 5 + k], t < TA™%, X € (0,1). Proposition
then implies
ik
|V5j+k (AHiubIHquart(sj-Fk)) |
Coa [P X+ AL ) Ty
< aE - Vs, in ((Nb +ADTTE )
Niztk

for all N > 0 large enough. By Corollary 410 we obtain

|V5j+k (AHiule;uart (Sj+k )) |

(5.12)

3j+4k+L
2

+k
apar YA . (5.13)

N ) Kk l0)w,a
< Clolw,a.ll follag-k V€™ NIk

Similarly to (512), we have that Lemma 1] implies
|V0 (AHiule;uart (SjJrk)) |
Ntk | A|

N2+k
Due to vy being number conserving, see ([@I0), we have that

|VO(AngbH§uart(Sj+k))| = 07 (515)

whenever the total number of creation and annihilation operators in AHiubH];uart (Sj+k)
is odd.
In the case A = ag, due to Corollary B3 and using ©(0) = 0, we have that

ap = ap(s) (5.16)
for all s e R. With that, an easy computation yields

[ao, Heun(s)] = [aoa“rlcub]( )

- = f dpi(p)(ag (s)ap(s) + ap(s)a_p(s)) . (5.17)
Using Corollary B3] we obtain

'§J+4k+£

< Clofy al follagikY (5.14)

(a0, Heus(5)] = T3] + gl Ta(o)] + *L(s)] + Ta(s),  (5.18)
where, with the notation of Corollary B3

Do) i= 2T s (s, + o s, + 208 pITRCs. ) (5.19)

o) = 12 (o (5) 4 (s p) ). (5.20)

Jy(s5,) i Aj%) (ux(s, ) + 735, )75, ) (5.21)

3(5) 1= < [ dpitp)(jon(s, PP + (s, PR 9) (5.22)

Note, that in (G.I8]), we used the notation

g*[J] = J dp J(p)afa®,. (5.23)
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Using Corollary B3] again, we find that

A )
[Ji(s)]la < Cuvuw,d\/—ﬁ for i e {1,2,3}, (5.24)
A
|Ja(s)] < Cuﬁuw,d\/—ﬁ (5.25)

for all s < TA2.
Similarly, we compute

[ao, Hquart(s)] = [ao, Hquart](s)

= %J dp(p2)(ay, 4p, psap, ) ()

L @
=—H 5.26
\/7 cub( ) ( )
Here, we used the notation
Houn(s) = o [ o) (0] 0 0p01)(5) + (05, a0 ) )
— 1 (5) + HEL(5) (5.27)

Notice that bounds of the form (EI2)-(ETI4) hold with H..p replaced by ’H,cu)b, due
to the proof of Proposition [£.6

Using (5.9) and (5.26), we have that

b, = |1T|J0 dsvo([ao, Heun(s)]) + Rema(t; @), (5.28)
where
N
Remy (t; @) := 2\7 J |A|b
_f s, Vo2 (L (s0)] + g[Ja(s0)] + g*[Ja(s1)], Hr(s2)])
S2
Al1,2] A
1 . Vs ([ (51). i (s2)])
+2\/N Alt,2] o2 Al (5:29)
Recall that, by definition (5.23),
sy ([9*[3(s1)], Hi(s2) D] = lvs, ([9[T5(s1)], Hi(s2)])] - (5.30)

Then Lemma A7 together with the bounds (B13) and (524) imply
[Vsa ([F[J1 ()], Ha(s2)])| - [vsa ([9lT2(s1)], Hi(s2)]) |

A ’ A ’
vs, ([9%[J3(s1)], Hi(s2)])]
Al
Cl eClolu al /AT 32| 7|3 A
18w, folla |A]
< = (1 S ) . (5.31)
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GI5) with A = 1 implies

(1D (s
% = 0. (5.32)

(EI3) with A = 1 implies

e, (M), (1), Hr(52)])]
IA[VN

Clof g[8, € 1ot AT A2 A2 A
< 144/ ) 5.33
N3 ( + N ( )
Collecting (£.29), (531, (B32), and ([E.33)), yields the bound
| Remy (¢; D)|
. N?|A2 %
< Clotafolae Pl AMAT 22 (144 [
3
5 Cllofw.alal/aT A2 |A|
< Clofy,af foll T2l W(H W) (5.34)

for all t < TA72, X e (0,1).
In the cases A = f[J] and A = g[J], we have that

nuld) VO(f[J])llA:f[J] if ds Yo ([A, Hauare(5)])

A Al 0 A
_ f dss o ([[A, Heub(51)]; chb(SZ)])
Alt2] A
+ Rema(t; A), (5.35)

where, using (B.7) and (G.I0),
— t VO(I:Aychb(S)])
=), A

_f ds VO([[Aachb(sl)]quuart(32)])
Ap2 [A]

7[ ds VO([[AaHquart(sl)]aH1(52)])
Ap2 [A]

. vo ([[[A Hr(s1)), Hi(s2)], Hi(s3)])
] A

+ sy Lo LA (0] Ha (o)) Ha(s)) Ha(sa)) o
A[t,4] [A]

Employing (.14)), Lemma [£.7] yields
[0 (AHGuare(52)) |
A
[vo (A2, Hquart (s3))]
Al

| AN |A*
lw,a:l folla N2 )

[N AP
[lw,d,ll folla N2 )

< Cpp (5.37)
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[0 (AHGuare (55)))| [ T1aN®|AL°
i < Clplualfola N5 (5.39)
where we abbreviated
I = 1TleeasyLazsrn + 1l2n0.ada—gr - (5.40)
Using (&.15)), we have that
‘VO([Achub(S)])’ _ ’VO(Achquuart(SQ))‘
A A
_ ‘VO(Angb(S3))‘ _ |VO(AHCUbH§uaTt(S3))| _ 0 (5 41)
A A
BI2) together with Lemma [£7] implies
Vs (AH] (s4)|
A
Ol alal/a [T 1A A AL [A[\*
< Clat otV NATEZEEZEL (144 5F) (5.42)
Collecting (.37)-([542), we arrive at
[ Rems (1; 4)|
Clofu.afol €SV MAT T 4 N282| A Al
< e [1 + )\t|A|<1 + W)
2,2 7 (2 IA]\
AR (1+4 )|
Clollu alAAT | |6 Als 22
A 4714 E [A] Az, A
< Clolu.arl ol o T M Nt ——72 (@ ~) |A|2)
Cl9)a | AIAT | 7 |6 A2
a7, € Al Al
< Cpatat ol DNt g (1+ ) (5.43)
for all t < TA72, A€ (0,1), |A| = 1. This finishes the proof. O

Up until now, all calculations did not further distinguish the cases of fixed |A|
and |A| growing with N. In the latter situation, we will approximate lattice sums
over A* with integrals over R3. It is crucial to note that oscillatory and dispersive
properties differ fundamentally in these two cases.

5.1. Fixed, N-independent lattice A* >~ Z3.

5.1.1. Notation . For the next result, we define

AcwpH (p2) := H(p1) + H(p2) — H(p1 + p2) , (5.44)
hi=1+h, (5.45)
P12 :=p1+DP2. (5.46)

Recall from Corollary that

Vi(p)* = n (5.47)

Va(p) = . (5.48)
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In order to describe the dynamics of ®, we introduce the condensate operator

T
Cong(h)(T; \) = —iJ ds J dpt(p)h s (p) . (5.49)
0 Ak 27
For the dynamics of f, we define the generalized Boltzmann operators

Bola(h)[J](T; )

1 J J AcubQ(p2)(S1 - SQ)
— dS dps cos
2 A[T2] 2 (A%)? 2 ( 22 )

(0(p1) + 0(p2)) AcubJ(pZ)(}NL (p )}Nl%( )h%(pl + p2)

~hsy (1)hsy (2)hsy (01 +2)) (5.50)

bol(l)(h)[ J)(S2/2%)

2

=1z m dpz (0(p1) + 0(p2))(9(p1) + ¥(p12))
(A%)2

m

Va (p1 e~ (UP2)=2p12))(S1-52)/A%

((=J(=p1) + T(p2) = J(p12)) 2TV sin(Q(p1)$1/32)

(hs3 (=g (02)hsy (912) = hzy (~p1)hsy (02)hs, (p12)

+ AcupJ (P2)e™2@ISUA gin (Q(p1)Sa/A2)

(hs3 (2)hsy (p2)lisy (p12) = sy (1) (p2)hsy (12)) ) (5.51)
Bl (h)[J)(T; )
= J dSs bol ™M (R)[J](S2/A?), (5.52)

A[T,2]
bol Y (R)[J](S2; \)

1 . . i -
= im | s (0(p1) + 6(p2))? Acua ] (po)e PS5
(A%)?

(Vi) (sin(@(p1)$1 /A% 2009 — sin(@p) o/ 37)e 2 r)%Y)
+W (pg)2 ( sin(Q(pg)Sl/)\2)e_m(p2)sl/’\2 — sin(Q(pg)S’g/)\z)em(m)sz/’\2)
- (p12)2 ( sin(Q(pu)Sl//\2)em(p12)51/)‘2 _ sin(Q(plg)Sg//\2)eiQ(p12)52/)‘2)

53 ()53 (P2)hzg (p12)) = sy (P1)hzg (p2)hsy (pi2) (5.53)

bol*? (n)[.] ](Sz/x\z)

= %Re J(A*)2 dps (0(p1) + 0(p2))

[sin(Q(pl)Sl JA2) sin(Q(p12)S1/A2)

iQ(p2)(S1—52)/ N +i(Qp1)—Q(p12)) S2/A°

(hsy (
2,

Va(p1)Va(pi2)(0(p2) + 9(p12))
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(=J(=p1) + J(p2) + J(=p12))

—p)hsy (02)hzy (~p12) = By (=p1)hzy (p2) f(—p12)
+ sin ( ( ) 1/)\2)6 (p2)(S1— 52)/)\27152(;012)51/)\ ‘/2( )
(=J(=p1) + J(p2) — J(p12))

<( (1) + 0(p2))Va(p1) sin(Q(p1 ) Sz /A2) e p12)52/A%

+ (5(p2) + 0(p12))Va (pr2) sin(@pr2) So/ A2 e 252

hsy (=p1)hsy (D2)hsg (P12) = sy (—p)hsy (p2)hsy (p12)

(GO G0 p15) 550V (p12) 0) + 0(2))

+ e~ QP1)+Q(p12))s2 sin(Q(pQ)Sg/)\2)V2(p2)( d(p12) )

(hsg (1) 55 (p2)h s (= pu)—h_g(pl)h_g(pg)h_%( pu))], (5.54)
bol® (h)[7](S2/X%)
= bol®V (R)[J](S2; A) + bol®? (R)[J](S2/A?), (5.55)
Bol ) (h)[J](T; )
= J dSs bol® (R)[J](S2/A?). (5.56)

A[T,2]

5.1.2. Results.

Proposition 5.2. Let T > 0, A € (0,1), |A| = 1, and J € L°(R3;R). Then the
following holds.

(1)
TA2 U s
—iJ;J ds 0([@07|7z|cub( 1) = Nlé,\ Cong(fo)(T5 ) + errgzog)(z;;é)(,i')ﬁ?)
where
|err§iog>(%;¢)| < Omj,\%mdﬁ (5.58)
@)
vo([f[J]: Hauart(s)]) = 0, (5.59)
(3)

7[ ds VO([[f[J]achb(sl)]chub(52)])
AlTA-22] A

— - (Bola(fo)[T)(T:2) + ABolL (fo)lII(T: ) + X BolP(fo)[7)(T: )

o 1 0g,Con
)@+ e (S 1)) + JO)eriZT O (S p), (5.60)
where

o 1 A
et (L FLTDI S Ol o e v T (5.61)
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(Bog,Con) ( f)| Cl0]w,a|Al/AT

lerry < Clofu,arl folla®
(TY!|A] |A[\2 Al
S (1 n W) (1 + —)\N%) . (5.62)
(4) .
TA—2 T
—Zf ds VO(g[J]quuart(S)) _ lf dsabsquart,d(fO)[J](S/)\2)7 (563)
0 |A] N Jo

The absorption operator absguart.da(fo)[J](S/A?) consists of terms of the
form

(—i)'N f dp dk e~ (M@ +mQNS/IN (1 4 f(p) 4 f(—p))J(p)

Vi(p)*** Va(p)*20(p — k) Vi (k)*** Va (k)™ (fo(k) + ) , (5.64)

with £ € Nog, £ < 3, j € Ng, 5 <7, mi,me € {0,£2}, o; € {0,1,2} and
v € {0,1}. The integrand contains a factor fo(k) or a factor Va(k).

(5)
7[ ds VO([[Q[J]vchb(sl)]chub(32)])
AlTA-22] Al

- NLXZ L[m] dS2 (cola(fo)[J](S2/A?) + abscup.a(fo)[J](S2/A?))

T

+J(0) (<1>Tw)2 + J(0) errsPo9Com) (= 79)- (5.65)

Here, the collision operator cola(fo)[J](s2) consists of terms of the form

(_i)fo)\jo f dps et DIEPETD S Uk,zfl(;vk)é(pl + po — ps)
(A*)3

3
T(pj1)o(p2)0(ps,) | | V(o) Va(pr) ™
k=1
2 1+ Tk 2 2 1 — Tk.2
(H (fo(Ti k) + — [T (fo(~7x1px) 5 )) ., (5.66)
k=1 k=1

where o € Ng, £y < 3, jo € No,jo < 12, Ok, Tk,0 € {il}, J1,J2 € {1,2,3}
and ay,, Be, € {0,1,2}. Any term contains a product of at least two of
the functions v, fo, V1, and Vo depending on at least two of the momenta
{p1, p2, p3}, which implies that the integrand in ([.GO) exhibits the necessary
reqularity properties used in Propositions[5.71 and below. The absorption
operator abscys,qa(fo)[J](s2) consists of terms of the form

(=)W f(w dp dk et W= 0 I (p) (14 fo(p) + fo(—p))

B(p)Vi(p)*** Va(p) 2o (k) Vi (k)*** Va (k) (fo(k) + 1), (5.67)
where £ € No, £ <3, j € Ny, j <12, mi,ma € {0,£2}, a; € {0,1,2} and v €

{0,1}. |err§Bog’Con)(%; g)| satisfies the same bound as | errgBOg’Con)(%; HI-

Proof. Set t = TA™2. Since here all integrals range over A* in the sense of (L5I)),
we will omit the domain of integration in this proof. Using that v(Q) = 0 for
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[Q,Ny] # 0, (5I8), and recalling J; from (5.19) and (5.:22)), we start by observing
that

. t VO([aOchub(S)]) . t J4(S)
zJO ds A = zJO ds(J dp fo(p)J1(s,p) + Al ). (5.68)

Here, we also used the fact that translation-invariance implies

I
aéa)az(z_a) = d(p—q)(fo(p) + 05,-1) - (5.69)
Recall that, by Corollary B.3]
3io) = 222 (fus(s )P + fon (o) + 20305, pITR(s.)
= )\:;(N) (1 + 2)\°Re(e” “UP)3; sin (Qp)s)Vi(p))
+Atsin®(Q(p)s)Vi(p)* + Jua(s,p)|?
+ 2Ux(s, p)ux( s,p)) (5.70)
3i(5) = i | dpo(p) (s, -+ x(s, ). 7) 6.11)
Thus, again by Corollary B3, we obtain
AD Ao
1(6) + Sl < CRE (VAL + NIVAIL + s (s

+ o5, Meolualt, o )
_ VR0 4 Aol a)?

< 7 , (5.72)
(9] = C2 (s, I + ono e lun(t e
22018, 1+ Nihu?
<C ~ (5.73)

for all s > 0. Then (568), Lemma [A7] and the definition (G.57) of err1 )(t D)
yield

o290 gy < ¢ a0 Moo A1+ o)

N

Clouarl folla L
g lw,dolJolld™ 5.74
Nz (5.74)

Collecting (B.68), (5.72), (&.13), and (B.74), we have proved (5.57).

Next, we compute the dynamics of f. We use the fact that vy is quasifree to
obtain that

=

P "
vo([ay ap, Huart (s)]) = lay ap, Hauare(s)] + [ay ap, Hauart(s)]

<fo0) fov) = o) fop) +0 = 0, (5.75)
since, due to Corollary (B3], Hquart(s) is a quartic polynomial.
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We observe that for self-adjoint operators A, B, C and any state v we have that
v([[4, B].C]) = v(([[4, B]. C])*) = Re(v([[4, B],C])) . (5.76)

Similarly to the previous case, we have

(LTt (8)]s Heuo(52)] = (7T, Hemn(0)]s Ho ()]

[

= [[f[J]vchb(sl)]chub(SQ)]
= 0. (5.77)

This leaves us with exactly two types of possibles contractions. These are

—— 1 1 |
(77;)2[[.]0[']]7chb(sl)];chb(SQ)] (578)

and, using translation invariance and employing Lemma [AT]

— 1
(i PILFLTL Heunfo1)], Heus(52)]

BT8) corresponds to a scattering or Boltzmann term, while (5.79) describes cor-
rections to the evolution of the condensate.
We start by analyzing the condensate term. We have that

~2J(0) — N
A 50 P00l o)

- —J(O)f s (1o . ]
Alt,2]

B |A|2 aO’Ichbl(Sl)] [a(J)ruchb(S2)]

[ 1
# Loo, w5210 P (50)])

J(0
= e [ s (o Mol o)
[ 1
+ Lo, Heus(52)][af  Heay(51)])
t
=IO~ | o o] (5.80)
Here, we used the fact that
(a0, Hea(#)] = —laf, Heun (5)] (5381)

Next, we apply quasifreeness of vy, followed by Proposition 5.l to get that
ﬁ

S laoHew()] ety ((ag, Hean()])
ZJO dsT = ZL dsT
=&, — Remy(t; P). (5.82)

In particular, we have that the condensate term is given by

T(0)|®¢]? + J(0) exr§ 0N (¢ ), (5.83)
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where
t

(Bog.Con) (1. ¢\ _ : vo([ao, Heus(5)]) 5oy
err§ 207 (1 ) = 72Re<(fz)f0 ds %Remg(t, @))
— | Remy(t; @)% (5.84)
Using (0.68), (572), and (.73), we have that
U vo([ao, Heub(s )])‘ <Cpy At(1 + | folla)

Al VN
Clo T
g lwarlfola” (5.85)
Nz

for all A € (0,1). Thus, Proposition B and (&.85]) yield
BOq,COI]) ( f)|

lerr, ;

r 2,000]w, A,\T|A|2 A
<Cumwd,ufoud[N—AT e dMNTEs (14 12

+ paeClolualalnr AP (1+ H) ]

N TN
Clo]w.alA ArCDAAR Al |AJZ
< Cloly.alfolla€ 14 W(H W) (1+ ANz). (5.86)

Next, we compute the Boltzmann term for f. Observe that with the decompo-
sition (.27, we have that
Heuw(t) = HE) () + HEL(1). (5.87)

cub

Notice that ’H,cub( ) and ’H,cub( ) are formal adjoints. In particular, we have that
vo([[F[7] Heun(51)), Heun(s2)])
= 2Revo (L[] Houg (51)], Hong (52)])

+2Rewo ([[£J], Hoy(s1)], HE) (52)]) (5.88)

With that, we sort the Boltzmann contractions of vo([[f[J], Heus(51)], Heun(s2)])
by powers of A, i.e.,

| == T 1]

—m[[f[JL Heun(51)], Heuv(s2)] = % (b0l (fo)[T1(s1, s2)

+ Aol (fo)[ ] (1, 52)

+ A2 bol@ (fo)[J](s1, 52)

+ A bol® (fo)[J](s1,52)),  (5.89)
Notice that the CCR imply

3
[£[]],aloV) al72) af Z oj(=1)%3J(p;)al?) al72) al~o3) (5.90)

) o1p1 T 02p2 031012 g1pP1 " 02P2 T 03P12
j=1

We have that
bol® (fo)[J](s2) — ,QReJ dpadky D enP2)s1 =i (ks sa

0(p2)0(k2) AcupJ (P2)
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1 T 1 [ [
ot ot + 0+ +
m([ plaPQaplz,aklzakQakl] + [aplapzapm,akmakzakl]

= _2Rejdp ezAcubQ(pz)(sl s2) (p2)

(0(p1) + 2(p2))Acus (P2)
(fo(p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — fo(pr) fo(p2) fo(p12))
- ReJdpzemcubﬂ(pz)(sl_SQ)(@(Pl) +0(p2))* Acur (P2)

(folpr) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — fo(p1) fo(p2) fo(pi2)) - (5.91)

Here, we used (5.69) followed by symmetry p; < ps.
Recalling Corollary B3, bol ™™ (fo)[J](s1, s2) is given by the Boltzmann contrac-

tions of

|X2|R‘”f ks i(ps) 0 (a)ei e 2p)s1+i s 1)

[ ? 7P
[f[‘]] a;:la;:gapm] a— klakzakm )
[f[]

a; af ap, ], a; a_p,az,, )) (5.92)

1)
JAAN A—ps pys |, aklakzak12])
]
) p1 P2 ]

Using (2.90), obtain, similarly to above,

2t [ dpa o(p2) (~ J(-p1) + J(p2) — J(pz)
(0(p1) + D(p12))e (AW = HPr2) o1 =20 H0E1% gin (Q(py ) 51) Va (p1)
(fo=p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(p12))

+ (J(p1) = J(=p2) — J(p12)) (6(p2) + B(p12))
cH(Q(P1)=Q(p12))(s1—52) +iQ(p2) 52 sin(Q(pz)sl)VQ(pz)

(fo(p1) fo(—p2) folpr2) — fo(pr) fo(—p2) fo(p12))
* (ei(ﬂ(pl)_ﬂ(m))(sl_52)+m(p2)51 sin(Q(pz)s2)Va(p2) (0(p2) + 0(p12))
+ ¢! () = Qi) =e2) HRED gin(Q(p1)s2)Va (p1) (8 (p1) + @(plz)))

BT (92) (fop1) fop2) Jor2) = Jo(pr) Jo(p2) fo(pr2)) | (5.93)

Here, we used the fact that 0, and thus €, are even functions. Using symmetry in

p1 <> p2, we can further simplify this expression to
ol (fo)[J](s2)
= 2Imf dpa (0(p1) + 0(p2))(9(p1) + 0(p12))
Va(py)e (@ (p2) =2 (pr2))(s1—52)

((=(=p1) + T(2) = T(p12)) 2P sin(Qp1)s1)
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(fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(p12) — fol—p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2))
+ AcupJ (p2) e P in(Q(py ) s2)

(fo(p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — J?O(pl)fo(pz)fo(pu))) : (5.94)
Recalling (5.52), we have that
f ds bol® (fo)[J](s2) = Boly (fo)[JN(T; ). (5.95)
A[TA-2,2]
)\4

Next, we compute the corrections with coefficient &-. These come either from
a correction to the same momentum, af — iX*Vi(p)?sin(Q(p)t)a;, or from two
momentum flips, a;f — iAVa(p) sin(Q(p)t)a_p. In the first case, computations anal-

ogous to ([L91)) yield
—2R€if dp2 (p2) (B(p1) + B(p2)) AcupJ (pa)e’ e AP (51 752)

(V1 (p1)? (sin(Q(p1)s1)e PP — sin(Q(py)so)e™P1)2)
+ Va(p2)? (sin(Q(p)s1)e ™ HP2% — sin(Q(p2) s2)e’HP2)%2)
—Vi(p12)*( sin(Q(p1a)sy e’ Pr2)s1 Sin(Q(plz)Sz)em(p”)sz))
(folpr) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — fo(p1) fo(p2) fo(pi2)) - (5.96)
Using symmetry in p; <> ps again, we obtain
bol(® (fo)[/](sz)
=Tm f dp2 (9(p1) + 9(p2))? Acup (p2)etPenr P2 (s152)

<V1(p1) (Sm(Q(pl)Sl)eﬂn(]"l)s1 — sin(Q(p1)s2)e™P)%2)

+Vi(p2)? (sin(Q(pa)s1)e P2t — sin(Q(ps) )€’ (P2)%2)

— Vi(p12)? (sin(Qp12)s1)e’P2)sr — Sin(Q(plz)Sz)em(pl2)s2))

(folpr) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — fo(p1) fo(p2) fo(pi2)) - (5.97)

In the case of two momentum flips, the correction terms are given by the Boltzmann
contractions of

9 _ _
WRQJ padks i(ps)i (g )ei e 251 =i s 21e2) 5

(e @212 sin(Qpy)s1) (=) sin(Qprz)s1)Va (p1) Va pi2)
(=J(=p1) + J(p2) + J(—pr2)vo([a—p, a0, aff  ar,ax,])
+ e (P25 gin(Q(py ) 51) (—4) sin(Q(p12) s1) Va(p2) Va (pr2)
(J(p1) = J(=p2) + J(=p12))vo([ay, a—p,a’,, . af ar,ar,])
+ e 1Pt 5in (Q(py)s1) (—i) sin(Q(k2)s2) Va (p1) Va (ka)
(=J(=p1) + J(p2) — J(pr2))vo(la—p, ayf apyy s ayf 0Ty an,])
+ e POk in (O(py ) 51) (—i) sin(Qka) s2) Va (p2) Va (k2)
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(J(p1) = J(=p2) = J(pr2))wo(lag, a—p,ap,s, a5 0™y, an, ])

+ e AP i 6in (O(py ) s1) (— )Sln( (k1)s2)Va(p1)Va (ki)
(=J(=p1) + J(p2) — J(Pr2))wo([a—p, ay, ap,,, a; ar,a’; )

+ e 1Pt sin (Q(ps) 51) (—i) sin(Q(k1 ) s2) Va (p2) Va (k1)
(J(p1) = J(=p2) = J(p12))vo([ag, a—pyap,,, aff ar,a®y 1)

+ /P2 m=i02)5 () gin(Q(p1g)s1)i sin(Q(k12)s2) Va(pr2) Va (k12)

(J(p1) + J(p2) + J(=p12))vo([ay, 05,02, s 0 ip ks 08, ]) ) - (5:98)

This expression equals

_2Rejdpgv(p2)[sm( (p1)s1) sin(Q(py2) sy ) 2P2)(s1=52)+i(2Ap1) = (p12))s2

Va(p1)Va(p12)(0(p2) + 0(p12))(—=J (=p1) + J(p2) + J(—p12))
(fo(=p1) fo(p2) f(=p12) — fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(—p12))

+ sin(Q(p2)s1) sin(Q(p12)sy e’ Pr)(s1752) +i(Qp2) =2 (p12))s2
Va(p2)Va(p12)(0(p1) + 0(p12))(J (p1) — J(=p2) + J(=p12))

(fo(p1) fo(—p2) f(—pr2) — fo(p1) fo(—p2) fo(—p12))

+ sin(Q(p1)s1)e’ @) (1 752) 7P, (p)) (T (—=p1) + T (p2) — T (p12))
(9(p1)Va(p1) sin(Q(p1)s2)e Hp12)s2 +U(plz)Vz(pu)SiD(Q(Mz)Sz)e*m(M)”)
(fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(p12) — fo(—p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2))

+ sin(Q(pg)s)e M1 (17920 =PIV, (py) (T (p1) — J(—p2) — J (p12))
(0(p2)Va(p2) Sin(Q(p2)s2)e’ 12052 4 §(p12)Va(p12) SiD(Q(plz)82)6%9@2)52)
(fo(p1) fo(=p2) fo(p12) — fo(p1) fo(—p2) fo(p12))

+ sin(Q(py)s1)e M P2 (517920 70P12) Y, (1) (po) (= (—p1) + T (p2) — J (p12))
(Va(p1) sin(Q(p1)s2)e™?®12)%2 1 Vo (pya) sin(Qp12) s2)e’ 1))

(fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(p12))

+ sin(Q(pg)sy)e" P17 020 TPV, (o) (py ) (T (p1) — T (—p2) — T (p12))
(Va(p2) sin(Q(ps)s2)e #1252 4 Vo (p12) sin(Qpra)s2)e’P2)%2)
(fop1)Jo(=p2) fo(pr2) — Jopr) fo(—p2) fo(p2))

+ Vo (p2) e CHPOTPI51 5in (Q(p12)s1) (J(p1) + J(p2) + J(—p12))

(e OO i prz)s) Vi 1) 5(p1) + 0(p2)

+ e (TR gin (Q(py ) 52) Va (p2) (§(p1) + D(p12))

+ Sin(Q(pl)32)6_i(Q(P2)+Q(P12))52‘/'2( (0 (pz)-i—ﬁ(pm)))

1)
(fo(p1) fo(p2) fo(—p12) — fo(pr) fo(p2) fo(— pu))] (5.99)
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Using symmetry in p; <> pe, this can be reduced to

—2Ref dpz (0(p1) + 0(p2))

[sin(©2p1)s1) sin(@pra) s )22 (13241020 =00
Va(p1)Va(p12)(0(p2) + 0(p12))(—=J (=p1) + J(p2) + J(—p12))
(fo(=p1) fo(p2) f(—pr2) — fo(—p1) fe ( 2) fo(—p12))

+ sin(Q(p1)s1)e’ @) (1 752) 7Py, () (T (—=p1) + T (p2) — T (p12))
(0(p1)Va(p1) sin(Q(p1)s2)e’ 12052 4 5(p12)Va(p12) Sin(Q(plz)Sz)efm(m)”)
(fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — fol—p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2))

+ sin(Q(p1)s1)e’ P (1792 R@RIY, (p1) (o) (= (—p1) + J(p2) — J(p12))
(Va(pr) sin(Q(p1)s2)e’®12)%2 4 Vo (p1o) sin(Qp1a)s2)e’ P12

(fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(pr2) — fo(=p1) fo(p2) fo(p12))

1 . . - .
(5671(9(]01)79(1)2))52 sin(Q(p12)s2) Va(p12)(9(p1) + 9(p2))
+ ¢~ i QP1) = p12))s2 sin(Q(p2)s2) Va(p2) (6 (p1) + ﬁ(pu)))

(fo(pr) Fo(p2) fo(~pr2) = Jop1) fo(p2) fo(—p12)) | (5.100)
This can be further be simplified to

bol” (fo)[/](s2)

= 2Re [ dpa (5(01) + 5(p2))
[sin(Q(pl)Sl) Sin(Q(p12)Sl)€iQ(p2)(sl_82)+i(Q(p1)_Q(p12))52
‘/'2(2?1)‘/2(]912)(A(P2) + 9(p12))(=J (=p1) + J(p2) + J(—p12))

(fo(=p1)fo(p2) fo(—p12) — fo(—p1) fo(p2) f(—p12))
+ sm( ( )S 1(2(;02)(51 S2)— z(l(p12)slv2(pl)
(=J(=p J(p2) — J(p12))

<( (p )+ U(pz))Vz(pl)s1n(Q(p1)52)e*iQ(p12)Sz

+ (0(p2) + 9(p12)) V2 (p12) Sin(Q(plQ)Sz)e—iQ(pl)&)
(fo(=p1) Jo(p2) fo(pr2) — Jo(=p1) folp2) fo(p12))
(%eii(mm”ﬂ(m))& Sin(Q(P12)S2)V2(plz)(ﬁ(pl) + ﬁ(m))
+ e HPOTAUP12))%2 g0 (O (py ) 52) Vo (p2) (B(p1) + {;(pu)))

(ﬁ)(pl)ﬁ)(m)ﬁ)(—plz) - fo(pl)fo(]?z)fo(—plz))] . (5.101)
In addition, let

bol® (fo)[T](s2) = bol® (fo)[J](s2) + bols” (fo)[J](s2).  (5.102)
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Recalling definitions (553)), (5.54]), and (B.56]), we obtain that

j dss bol® (fo)[T](52) = BolP (fo)[J1(T; ). (5.103)
A[TA—2,2]

In order to bound bol® (fo)[J](s2), we need to, first, look at integrability of the
terms. Notice that, for Boltzmann contractions, the order of the creation/annihilation
operators within a single argument of a commutator do not matter. In particular,
we are interested in evaluating expressions involving the Boltzmann contractions of

[al7V) (2) g(=0a) o(T) ;(72) ((=70) (5.104)

o1p1 7 'o2p2 "03p12 ) ik Toke T3k12

which contain a factor

(fo(Ulpl) + _201)(f0(02p2) + ! _202) (f0(03]912) +
—(fo(Ulpl) + 201)(f0(02]92) + ! —;02)(f0(03p12) + ! _203)
= o3fo(o1p1) fo(o2p2) — o1 fo(o2p2) fo(ozpiz) — o2 fo(o1p1)fo(ospi2)
+ (03 — 02) fo(o1p1) + (03 — 01) fo(o2p2) — (01 + 02) fo(ozp12) . (5.105)
Observe that there is a global coefficient ¥(p2). After evaluating all § coming

from contractions between p and £ momenta, we want to verify integrability w.r.t.
dp1 dpa. We are thus left with verifying integrability for the terms involving (o3 —

1+ o3
5—)

o1) fo(o2p2). This term occurs only if 03 = —01. Another global factor then is
— 140
Va (pl) V2(p12) 7t = Vz(pl) Vo (pr2) 2, (5.106)

where we recall from (5.88) that we only need to consider ’H,cub( 1) in the first
argument of the commutator. In particular, there is an integrable factor w.r.t. dp;.
With that, we have the estimate

| b0l® (fo)[T1(s2)| < Clogarfolal e (ax) (5.107)
As a consequence, we have that
|err(Boq7B01) t; f | = ’ J dso bOl (fO)[ ]( )
Alt,2]
< Clofy,arl follal e (ax) N
A
< Clotua ol lewam T - (5.108)

This concludes the proof of ([@.60).
Finally, we compute the dynamics of g. We write

St ds T oz
_ZL m[g[JLM(s)] = WJO ds absguare,a(fo)[J1(s),  (5.109)

where absgyuart,d(fo)[J](s) consists of terms of the form
(71-)@)\]’ J dp dk e~ is mlﬂ(p)+m29(k))J( )

[(1+ fo(p))(1 + fo(=p)) — fo(p) fo(—p)]
Vi(p)®* Va(p)*2 0 (p £ k)Vi(k)***Va(k)** (fo(k) + 1), (5.110)
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where £ € Ng, £ <3, j € Ny, j <7, mi,mq € {0,£2}, o € {0,1,2} and ¢ € {0, 1}.
Here, we already employed the fact that ©(0) = 0. Using symmetry of the integrand
w.r.t. p < —p, we can further simplify the expression (EI110) to

(—i)'N f dp dk e~ Um0 (1 1 fo(p) + fo(—p))J (p)
Vi(p)?® Va(p)*2o(p — k)Vi (k)22 Vo (k) (fo(k) +¢) . (5.111)

Observe that the only terms contributing to (5.109) are of the form [aa, (a™)3a] with
any permutation of (a*)3a, which is why the terms contain at least one momentum
flip a, — iAVa(p)sin(Q(p)s)a—,. This justifies the extra factor A on the RHS of
(GI09). In the case ¢ = 1, we need to have at least one annihilation operator left
of a creation operator in the second argument of the commutator. This yields an
additional factor V5 (k). In particular, the integrand in (5.110) contains 9(p+k) fo(k)
or 0(p £ k)Va (k).
Next, we compute
(=)
[ dsavnlllgl), Hean(s1)). Heun(s2)])

Al Jap2)

- _LJ s ([[mub(82)] (5.112)
|A| Alt,2] | E— [

= |
+[[9[I], Heun (51)], Heun(52)] (5.113)
—h l
+ [[gl71, chb(Ll)],M(Lz)] (5.114)

Similarly to above, we will refer to (5.112) as condensate contraction and to (E.I13)
as Boltzmann contraction. In addition, we call (5I14)) pair absorption contractions.
We start again with the condensate term. We obtain that

1
! dss [[9(), Heu(51)], Heup(s2)]

A Alt,2]
dsy [ T o
- _2’](0) J‘A[LQ] W ([a07chb(Sl)][a07chb(s2)])
= J(0)®2 + J(0) err "M (8 g). (5.115)

where, analogously to (.84,

t
errgsdog,(]on) (t; g) = _2( _ zJ ds M Remg(t; @))

0 A
— (Remy(t; ®))”. (5.116)
Using analogous estimates as for (5.86]), we find that | erréiog ,Con) (t; g)| satisfies the
same bounds as |err§iog ,Con) t )

For the Boltzmann contraction, we write

e el

oy AT [OLT] Mo (0], e (2]
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)\2

~ A2 dss cola(fo)[J](s2) . (5.117)

The expressions in colq(fo)[J](sz2) are of the form

(—i)foxde J dpg e~ Xi1 3¢ Tic1 k2P () 4 py — pg)

Vi ()2 Va (pr) P

e

J(pj, )0(p2)0(pjs,)
k

3
+Tk2
(H fo(Tk,1pk)

Il
—

1—7'
~Teap) + =52 ), (5.118)

n:]w

where éo € N§ y jo € No, jo < 12, Okt Tk, 0 € {il}, jl,jQ € {1,2,3} and Otgk,ﬂzk €
{0,1,2}. We need to ensure integrability of each of these terms. More precisely, we
will show that any term contains a product of at least two of the functions 0, fo,
V1, and V45 depending on at least two of the momenta p1, p2, or p3. We have that

| a0 sy = [ dpawaya, = [ dpspaa,.  G119)
where we used the CCR followed by substitution. In particular, we may assume

without loss of generality that J is even. Then the CCR imply
[g[]], alet) alo2) a-9)] = 6, 1 J(p1)a_p,al??) al-o3)

?7o1p1 T02p2 T03P3 a—p, @ 02p2 703P3

+ 00,1 (p2)ay) ap,al 79
+ 00y, 1] (p3)alTs) al72) ay, . (5.120)

We will discuss the expressions related to one these three terms in detail; the re-

maining follow with analogous computations. Consider the Boltzmann contractions
of

VO([a—pla( 2) (‘73) (Tl) (7'2) (7"3)])7 (5121)

o2p2%o3ps 0 oy ky Vrokiy Vrsks

which is why, again, the order of the operators a and a™ does not matter. Observe
that it is sufficient to have a factor v, fy, V1, or V5 with momentum p; or pi2, since,
due to (BI18), we always have a coefficient ¢(p2). The Boltzmann contractions in

GI2T) yield a factor

(fo(=p1) + 1) (fo(rapa) + ”2><fo (o312) + —52)
— fo(=p1) (fo(o2p2) + )(fo 03p12) 1 ;Ug)

= 03f0(—]91)f0(02p2) + fo( )f0(03p12) - szo( Pl)fo(Uspm)
+ (03 —02) fo(=p1) + (1 + 03)fo(o2p2) + (1 —02)fo(ospra). (5.122)

The only term in (5I122) that does not already involve a factor depending on a
momentum other than ps, see also (BIIR)), is (1 + o3)fo(o2p2). This term only
appears if o3 = 1, which we now want to consider.

Due to momentum flips in p;, the corresponding term associated with Hii)b(sl)
in the first argument of the commutator has a coefficient Va(p1)Va(ps), yielding the
remaining integrability w.r.t. dp;.
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(12)

Thus, let us consider the terms associated with Hii)b(sl). If we contract a

in with a(_;‘ﬁ))l or aégg;), we obtain a factor 9(p1) or 9(p12), yielding integrability
w.r.t. dp;.

So, it remains to consider the case when a(TZC)Z is contracted with afyﬁl. The
remaining contractions yield either (r,—73) = (1,1) or (—73,71) = (1,1). In
those cases, we obtain an additional factor Va(pi12) or Va(p1). This concludes the
argument.

We are left with evaluating the pair absorption terms

L o
ATy 952 19U), Hoan )] e
)\2

=N dsz abscyp,da(fo)[J](s2) - (5.123)
Alt.2]

abscub,a(fo)[J](s2) consists of terms of the form

(—i)'N J dp dk e~ 1P =ismaQR) 1(p) (1 + fo(p) + fo(—p))o(p)

Vi(p)?** Va(p)*2o(k) Vi (k)2 Va (k) (fo (k) + 1) , (5.124)
where ¢ € Ny, £ <3, j € Ny, j <12, mi,ma € {0, %2}, o; € {0,1,2} and ¢ € {0, 1}.
Here again, we take into account that terms involving #(0) = 0 vanish. This
concludes the proof. O

Lemma 5.3. We have the following expansions.

(1) Identifying the RHS with its continuous extension, we have that

2 2
J sy i 151 +en52) _ 2 (Sln ((w1 + wg)t/2) _ sin (wlt/2))
Alt,2] w2

w1 + W2 w1

_L'(sin ((wi +w2)t) sin(wlt)) (5.125)
w2 w1 + w2 w1 '
for all wy,ws € R.
(2) The Bogoliubov dispersion Q in Lemma[32 satisfies
Q=FE + Apog
2
—E + X — AQ;’—E + Aerrpog (5.126)
- o 20 .
where Vpog 1= 71"’\/@ and erTp,g satisfies
lerrpogleo < Clo]5.4 (5.127)
for all A > 0.
Proof. For the first part, let wy,ws, w1 + we # 0. Then
) t iw1s )
[ st = [ 2 s
Alt,2] 0 w2
B 1 (ei(lerwg)t -1 eiwlt o 1) (5 128)
W w1 + wo w1 ’ ’

Using 1 — cos(z) = 2sin(x/2), we have shown the first statement.
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For the second part, we expand () using

Q2 _ E2
QO=F + ———
T Ero
200
=F+ ———. (5.129)
144/1+202
We Taylor expand
1 1
2 4 R(x) (5.130)

T+yitz 2 8

for some R(z). An easy computation yields

| R ()|
s <C (5.131)
for all x > 0, and in the limit = \, 0. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 5.4 (Talbot effect). Lemmal53 shows that the leading term in Boly(fo)[J]
is a sum of the form

.2 T(AcubE‘f‘)\Acub'&Bog)
T s ( N2

Acupd (P2)H (P2) (5.132)

— d
A% Ja%y2 P (T(AwbEHAwbﬁBog))Q
272

for some H ~ 1 with ¥pog as defined in Lemmal[Z3. Thus, as a function of T, the
modulus of this sum oscillates between 0 and O(A=2). The size of these oscillations
is dependent on the the interaction profile v, the lattice A, and the chosen sequence
A = A(N). A similar phenomenon occurs for Bolg), which thereby also oscillate
in modulus between 0 and O(N~2), depending on T, and we also observe it for
coly, abSquart,d, and abscyp q. Therefore, Bolg) can dominate Boly, depending on
whether ﬁAcubQ(pg) lies in a small vicinity of 7 + Z for some pz € (A*)?. This
is reminiscent of the Talbot effect, see [128] 190]. As heuristically explained above,
Bol&]) are negligible in the case of large system length L ~ \"27. Next, we will
present a proof of this fact.

5.2. Continuum approximation A* — R3. In this section, we will write out
the summation over the lattice A* explicitly. In contrast, all integrals will be
understood as integrals over R? in the respective dimension d.
Lemma 5.5. Let Fl(pg), Fg(pg) € {iQ(pl) i Qgpg) i Q(pl +p2), O}, He CCOO(RG),
x € CP(R?), and 11,72 € R. Let (x) := (1 + 2%)2. Abbreviate

TA?
0 |A| p26(A*)2

1 .
- | a i(T19(p1)+729(p2))s fr
(271')6 J Pp2¢€ (P2)) )
errff-) = )\QJ dss (—1 Z et (P2)sitifa(p2)sz i ()
e A[T}\72,2] |‘/\|2 sz(A*)2
1 . )
— —— | dpy e P tip)e : 5.133
(278 J p2€ (P2)> ( )

Then we have for any r > 6 and A > 0 the following.
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" [IVIEx]
1 1 VIzxlh
™ 2o X)) — —J dpx(p)‘ < Cr—rr, (5.134)
’|A|p§* (27)? Jga |Afs
(2) .
el 2([5|+1)
W | < o Ay Kipap20l—npr| (5.
lerr gse| < CHUH2(L%J+1),w,c’TA2T|A|% nZ::O {p2l 2 _+(5:135)
(3) if Fi = F> =0,
2
@) ) T o
lertgisel < Cloly g o X2IATE [V H] (5.136)

(4) if (F1, Fs) #(0,0),

2(|5]+1)

(ryr+2 3 H<|p2|>np2<l%J+1>*"HH1 (5.137)
n=0

(2)
lerr e | < CWHz([EJ*”"”’CWW

Proof. Let
2w
T = m, (5.138)
so that
~ 7'3 ~
IRZOE 2o X ). (5.139)
A% PpEAF
Denote
Ga(p2) = /\zf dsg ' (P2)s1HiF2(p2)ss (5.140)
A[TA—2,2]

Poisson summation implies

) Ga(p2)H(p2) =7° ) GA(TP2)H(7Py)
p2€(A*)? PoeZ5

=) Tﬁj dP *™F2 X2 G (P2) H (TP3)
Xoezs VRS

= ] f dpg €>™P2X2/T G, (po)H(py).  (5.141)
Xyez6 VR
As a consequence of (5I41]), we obtain that
1 .
ey = g > J dp2 e2P2X2/" G, (po) H (p2) . (5.142)
Xez6\{0} VR

Next, we have that

|X2|TJG dps > P2 X2/" G, (py) H(p2)
R

7_7"

(2m)"

j dps 2T XTI (G (p2) H(pa)) (5.143)
RS
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In particular, we have that

|err$lc| < Cp1” Z X =\ (GAH) |1
Xo€e76\{0} | |
(GAH) Hl (5.144)

IAI
due to r > 6. With analogous steps, we obtain

T% 1 wip- X /T z
’73 > x(p) - JRQ dpx(p)‘ = ‘ > E L@ dp > P X/T|V| 2 x(p)

peh* (QW)E XeZ?\{0} |

|A| (5.145)

Interpolation implies
1+[%J—%
IV (GaE)l < Cl-a)lE @), B IGaH ], ) (5.146)
where ty > 0 will be fixed below. The Leibniz rule implies for k£ € Ny that
2k
(=A)*GAH| < Ci Y |D"G,||[D* " H]. (5.147)
n=0
We start with the case F} = F» = 0. Lemma [5.3] yields G = C’TTQ)FQ, which,
employing (.144), implies
lerr?) | < G227 || V| H |y
T2
<Cr——||VI"H|: . 5.148
s IV Hl (5.145)
Next, 16tF1£0/\F2§é0, F1¢OAFQE0,0I‘F1 :7FQ¢O. LetFjgéOfor
some j € {1,2,3}. Then, by Lemma [5.3] we obtain that
2

Ca(p2) = S5 C(F;(p2)T/V) (5.149)

for some continuous function G € C;°(R). Moreover, the Faa di Bruno formula, see
[295], implies

#

n

ID"G(FT/N)| < G D) |GEE (BT /A2) H[ —|D'F |] . (5.150)

l=1
R(n)
where
R(n) := {r, e Ny | Y] try = n}, (5.151)
=1
S(rn) = Y 7. (5.152)
=1

Observe that due to Lemma [5.3] we have that
VE;| <Cps : 5.153
IVE< Croty 41y . IP2D (5.153)
|D*Fj| < Cjy (5.154)

2(L%J+l),w,c
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for all A € (0,1), and all £ > 2. Then ([I50) together with (BI53), (I54), and

the fact that 1 < S(r,) < n imply

DG/ < €0 g T (3 160 (T

S Ol 1) e
for all A € (0,1). Collecting (5.141), B.I55, we have that
[(=2)*(GAH) |

2k n

T3<T>n ! 2 n n2k—n

S L
2 o n=0 =1

w< 321601 55155

<Oy T | (S0, 8 o] 250

for all k € {0,1,2,...,|§] +1}. Then (5.146) and (5.I50) yield
[IVI"(GAH) |
(5]+D
(E np2(|3
2([§J+1),w c )\2T+2 ZO H<|p2|> D lQJ

where we also used the fact that |H|; < H<p2>2([§J+1)HH1. (EI44) and (BI57)
yield

<C (5.157)

2l

<T>T+2 2(l%J+1)

X nn2(|5]+1)-n
Uil g 1y X2 2]ATE [<ip2ly"D HH1 (5.158)

2
lerr) | <

Now, let F; #£ 0 for all j € {1,2,3}. In this case, Lemma [5.3] implies
T? T
Ga(p2) = 135G (55(Fi(p2), Fa(p2))) (5.159)

for some smooth function G € C;°(R?). The Faa di Bruno formula implies

|D"G( (F1(p2), F2(p2)))| < Cn Z |Ds(r")G|( (Fi(p2), F2(p2)))

rn€

R(n)

A2

n

(1[5 we)]

=1 j=1
T IVED"

= n A2n

(3 1D°C1) (55 (Fip2). Fa(p2))) . (5.160)
(=1

Collecting (&.147), (I53), (EI154), and 160, we have that
[(=A)*(GrH) |
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c 2k T3<T>n—1
= HﬁHQ(LgJH),w,c’T ! A2n+2

(D 1011) (a1 <2 [VED" D" H|

<y B (S 1060), 3 im0

for all k€ {0,1,2,..., [%J + 1}. As a consequence of (IBZIZEI), we thus obtain

<T>T+2 (l J

Iv|" (G/\H Il < CHUH 2|5 [+0we” A2rH2

H<|p prp2lsl = {5.162)

(I144) and (5I62) imply

T r+2 2(l§J+1)
) 3

N nn2(|5]+1)-n
Lo o™ NS 2ATE [lp2l>"D HH1 (5.163)

2
lerr) | <

Finally, let

TA2
é)\(p2) = )\2f ds e (T12p1)+72Q(p2))s (5.164)
0

A simple computation shows

Ga(p2) = TG((mO) + m0(p2) 55) (5.165)

for some smooth G € C*(R). If 7y = 75 = 0, we have G = C. If (11, 72) # (0,0), a
computation analogous to (2.I53) yields

|Dné((7'19(p1) + TQQ(pz))T//\QN

Clo w(z CO) (R Op) + 7a2p2) T/ X)166)

2(L§J+1),w,c T

for all n € {0,1,2,..., 2([§J + 1)}. In particular, with analogous steps that led to

(EI58), we obtain

(1)
lerr gl < Clg

r+1 2(l%J+1) .
Q(LEJH)@,J% > H<Ip2|>"D2(lEJ“)*"HH1.(5.167)

This concludes the proof. (I
Remark 5.6. Observe that Lemma[5.0 implies that

\vib
[ avsotw) <150l + 0, IRl
Ak |Als
S OT‘|fO|‘2(L%J+1))C (5.168)
for any r > 6 as in Theorem[2.2, where C, is independent of |A| = 1. In particular,
we have that

[folla < Crllfollag]41).e- (5.169)
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This is allows us to use the previous estimates to prove Theorem[2.2 as well. Anal-
ogously, we have that

z
2

[ollwa < Crlolaq g 1) e (5.170)

in the assumption of Theorem [21], where, again C, is independent of |A| = 1.
Likewise, we have that

[T 2m00,a < CTHJHQ([ 1) (5.171)

3
For the next statement, define the continuous analogues Con., Bol., etc. of

Cong, Boly, ete. in (B49)-(E50), and (@63), (.65 by replacing the lattice sums

§« over A* in the sense of (L5I) by Lebesgue integrals ﬁ §gs over R?.

Proposition 5.7. Let T > 0, J € L*(R3;R) and r > 6. Then the following holds

for all X\ > 0 small enough, dependent on H{)HZ(FJH) we
2|+,

(1)
TA?
i VO([aOchub(S)]) 1 (Bog) T
—1 ds = —— Con, T;A\) + err; Y (—; ®05.172
| T 5 Conelfo)(Ti) + exe{2) (553 945172
where
Chn
lo] Al fol .
(Bog), T’ 2| 5]+ 0we 2(| 5]+ \ 1
— < - — ), (5.173
Jerr{2 (555 9)] o (A ) 611
(2)
7[ dS2VO([[f[J]7chb(51)]achb(52)])
Alt2] A
1
= 5 BoL(o)lJ)T:N) + J(O)|,
(o} o T (o] on T
tery PN (g D)+ T ey (G ). (5.AT4)
where

N r+2
Ol g 11y Mol e TP I o 32n

N

1
(Seepage * MlogVl)

Bog,Bol), T'
|erry 2P0 (551 £ 1) <

,C

Bog,Con T Cr o r wac‘A‘/XT
|eff§,c . )(F;f[JM < CM2( (5]

L5 0 Pola g e

(TYHA[2 [A[\2 A2

WO + W) (1+ AN%) : (5.175)
(3) |
— JTA ds VO(Q[J]quuart(S))
0 Al
(" 2 (dis), T

=N, dS absquart,c(fo)[J](S/A%) + erry " (55:90J]) (5.176)
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with
Clo I fol LTI s e
(@is) T . 2| 5[+ 0we 02| 5 |41, [5]+200
ey (539D < NAFIATS (5.177)
(4)
7J\ dSQVO([I:g[J]achb(sl)];chb(52)])
A[TA-2,2] Al
1
= —2J dSs ((cole(fo)[J](S2/A?) + abscus,c(fo)[J](S2/A?))
NA? Ja(r,2)
] T 2 o n T
+ errgjlc )(—2;g[J]) + J(0) <<I>Tx2) + J(0) erréi 9:Co )(—2;9). (5.178)
A A
where
Clay 1ol LT 2T oy e e
(dis), T 2(| 5 |+ 0w,e 02| 5 40 7|+ YOC/
lerrye” (553 9l/DI < NAZOAR (5.179)
and errgiog’con)(%;g) satisfies the same bound as erréiog’con)(%; ).
Proof. Recall from Proposition that
4 fT’\2 ds o ([a0, Heuv(5)])
0 A
-1 T; A (Boa)( L. 5.180
T Nha ona(fo)(T5A) + eITy 4 (ﬁ7 ) (5.180)
with
(Bog) T . Clotw,alfola T
lerry 7 (pa@” < #
Cio : -
I H2(HJ*1)’1“’67“50”2(L5J“)’C7 (5.181)
Nz

due to Remark Let

dis T
errgyc )(ﬁ; D) :=

Then Lemma, implies

! ; (Cond(fo)(T; ) — Cone(fo)(T; )\)) . (5.182)

1
2

(dis) T T (271’)3 R J .
err —;P)| < — 0 — dp v
lerryc” (551 @)l Ni}\’ A pEEA* () fo(p) L (P)fo(P)’
T r
< Cr————||V]|20
e

CHﬁHg(L%J+1),w,a”f“”zquH%C’TT

Nz \A|s

~x

(5.183)

Here, we used interpolation as in (5.140]), together with the Leibniz rule. Applying

(IET), (5I53) implies

Bo T Bo T dis T
ey (355 @) < Jern ) (553 @) + Jerr(” (5 ®)]
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Cys T

HUH?([gJH),w,c’HfUH2<[%J+1),c’r (
Nz

Next, Proposition together with Remark yield that

7[ ds VO([[f[J]achb(sl)]chub(52)])
AlTA-22] A

— (Bolu(fo)[TI(T; A) + ABol () [II(T: A) + A BolP) (o) LII(T: X))

1
A+ ). (5184
" |A|a) (5.184)

~x

0 T 0g.Con), T
IO P+ e TV (G ) + TO) e O (500, (5.185)
where

0g,Bol T A
leres 7 (S SN < Gl T T Jewany 57+ (5.186)

gJﬂ),w,c’HfOHz(LgJH),c’ N’
0g,Con Cololy | r [1ry u JAIAT
|err{ B )(t;fﬂ<OH{)HQ(L%JH),w,c’HfUHz([gJH),C’Te (5 ]+0w.
(THYA[2 [Al\? A2
S (1+ W) (1+ AN%). (5.187)
Let
errh? (533 7171) = 3 (Bola)IT: ) — Bol()[J)(T5 ), (5.188)
errgd?)(%; [7]) = % (Bolg ()T A) = Bl (fo)[JI(T3 ) ), (5.189)
(ais) L _ A (@ . @ .
errfls) (555 /1)) = 5 ( Boli? () [J1(T: ) — Boll® (fo)[J)(T: 1)) -(5.190)

Recalling (550), (5.52), (556), (5.53), and (G.54), Lemma [5.5] then implies

dis T A
erré,j )(p7f|:’]]) < N}\2T+2|A|%

N . r+2
ooty g syl g |y TP ol 5

< T 5.191
N2 +2[A|5 ( )
for j € {0,1,2}. Lemma [CH yields
M\ .
S Bl (fo)[7)(T: )|
Allog( V)]
< ity Mol [y, T 1B e == (5.192)

for j € {1,2}, and all A > 0 small enough, dependent on H@H2([£J+1) w.e Let
z :

1 og,Bol), T
~ Bol(fo)[T)(T3 ) + ennfl220 5 (£ L))

= %(Bold(fo>[J]<T;A> + ABoly (fo)[J](T: 3)

+ A Bol (fo)[J1(T5 V) + erréiog’BOI)(%; FII0) - (5.193)
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Collecting (.I80), (5I91), and (5192), we thus proved that

Bog,Bol

|er( & )()\27f[ DI
T2||J [[goe (a5 A
< Cjg | fol (M
s glnee Pl g lon e\ TN

r+2
o PP

N)\2(r+1)|A|§

A logOVIT(1 + log(T)) | .
: —

A foll,

+

. r+2
Clol g Lrayme ol 5 o™ TP 1D a5 4200

N
1

Finally, we compute the discretization error in the dynamics of g. Let

N

dis
err) (553 017)

1 (T
= NJ dS (absquart.a(fo)[J1(S/X2) — absguart,c(f0)[J](S/A?)) . (5.195)
0
Lemma together with Proposition implies
N r+1
Clla g iy 0l g [T Dol 5 r2e

(dis)
lerry (A279[J] | < NATTATE (5.196)
Moreover, let
el (53 9[7)
1
= Ty gy 452 (LIS — cole(f)1)82/3%)
+abscub,a(fo)[J](S2/X%)) — abscus,c(fo)[71(S2/A?))) (5.197)

Again, applying Lemma together with Proposition [5.2] yields

. r+2
Clol g Jrayme ol g o™ TP 1N a5 4200
N)\2T+2|A|§

] T
Jerrs’s” (551917 < ~(5.198)

. This concludes the proof.

for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on HﬁH2([§J+1),w,c
(]
For the next result, observe that
AcwE = E(p1) + E(p2) — E(p1 +p2) = —p1-p2. (5.199)

Let

Bolsee(fo) [J1(T)

T (0(p1) + 0(p2))?
= e |, ) B o) R

(Fo(p1) Fo(p2) fo(pr +p2) — folpr)fo(pa) fo(pr + p2)) (5.200)
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be the Boltzmann operator with energy conserving collision kernel for the free
2

energy dispersion E(p) = %.

Proposition 5.8. We have that

Bole(fo)[J1(T'; A)

= (;:Z;G J dp2 6% (ACUbQ(p2))AcubJ(p2)(’IAJ(pl) + ﬁ(p2))2
(wa(pl)ﬁJ(pﬁfO(pl +p2) — fo(pl)fo(pg)fo(pl +p2)) , (5.201)
where 6. (x) := % Moreover, approzimating Bol(fo)[J](TA™2) with its con-

tinuum counterpart, i.e., replacing ﬁ > ax by the (Lebesgue-) integral ﬁ §ps» we
find that

S BOL(fO)TI(T: X) = 5 Bolyeel )[T)(T) + erfs? (15 fI7)) ., (5.20)
where

A
AT |wee = (5.203)

(feey L <
| erry’ (A27f|:‘]])| < OHUHZ( N

l%J+1),w,c’HfOHQ(L%JHM

for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on HﬁH2(LIJ+1) e
5]+0)w,

Proof. Observe that A, F = 0 is equivalent to p; L pa, see (B.199), and that

VA E(p2)| = ] <:z€?> \ = |p2|. (5.204)
Moreover, notice that for any w € R\{0}, we have
ReJ dsy e~ wls1=52) 71 _ cozs(wt)
Alt,2] w
s 02wt
sin“ (%)

2
Observe that d,(z) = %J«fﬂ') defines an approximate identity in the sense that
we have

0o(x) 20 Va>0, (5.206)

f dxée(z) =1 VYa>0, (5.207)

f dz d4(x) < Ca Ya,p>0. (5.208)
|z|>p P

With that, we obtain
Bol(fo)[J1(T'; A)

~ e | P22 (802 AT @20 (01) + 00
(fo(p1 + p2) + fo(p1) fo(p1 + p2) + fo(p1 + p2) fo(p2)
—fo(p1) fo(p2)) (5.209)

This proves the first part of the statement.
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For the second part, assume py ranges over R®. Emphasizing the dependence of
E(N, p2) = Acupfla(p2) on A > 0, we abbreviate (5.209) as

X2 Bol(fo) [J](TA"2) = j D> 32 (E(\ p2)) H (p2). (5.210)

where we emphasize. Observe that £(0,p2) = AcupF(p2). Using the Fundamental
Theorem of Calculus by the Coarea Formula, we obtain that

N/ (551 1)) = [ dpa S0 (E0p2) 812 (£0,p) | H(p2)

A
= Jo dr 5’2%2 (E(7,p2))0-E(T, p2) H (P2)

A
= J dTdeé’zﬁ(w)
0 T

J a5 91, p2) H(p2)
£(r,p2)=w [Vp,E(T,p2)

We prove in Lemma that

(5.211)

d A
|errs (8 FITD] < Ol T wee s (5.212)

e

5 |+1),w,c’
Next, using (5207) together with the Coarea Formula, we have that

for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on Hﬁ“z([ [

ec T
Nerré )(F; flJ]) = J dp> 6%(AcubE(P2))H(P2)
H
- T —
JAcubE—O |VAcubE|
H

_ , 5
_ J e () LME_M M ex

0
* dH ——) - 5.213
LME_O IVAcubE|) (5.213)

We prove in Lemma that

ey T A
|erry )(p;f[(]]ﬂ < Cloy, T\/THJHW,OON (5.214)

[+ 0 ola g o

for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on Hﬁ“2([ﬁj+1) w10 particular, we have
5 [+1).w,
that

e (55 fI71) = en® (5 fIT) + e (i LD (5.219)
satisfies

(5.216)

=] >

9| g e ol g [y ST Tz

This concludes the proof. (I
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5.3. Centered expectations. In order to resolve the fluctuations around the HFB
dynamics, we have to consider the dynamics relative to the condensate term, i.e.,

) = f(p) — |:]%6(p) . (5.217)

Proposition 5.9. Let T >0, A€ (0,1) and |A| > 1. Let J € L®(R?;R). Then the
following holds.

(1)

L Cona(fo)(T5 ) = —— Cona(FD)(T:2) + e (L. ), (5.218)
NEA . NEA ’ Ld 2B
where

cen T
ey’ (331 @)
A3 Clolw alA)/AT
A 3
< Clotu,alfollaST7 Nz
Al 1
1+ (1 + —— 21
(+F) 0+ 3mm) (5.219)
(2) (a) |
5 (Bola(fo)[J(T:2) + A Bol'Y (fo)[J1(T; A) + A2 BolP (fo)[J1(T; \))
1
= = (Bola(f*)[IN(T:N) + ABol (FN[J)(T; N)
cen T
+A2Bol? (fO)[J(T3 X)) + el )(p? 17D, (5.220)
with
cen T
|erryy” (535 S17)]
4 |A]3 eCllolluw.al ANT
< Clilu.aslfolal e a) (T e
A 1
1+ 20 (1 + ———
(e 5+ N%)\|A|%)
A3 Clolw al AT A 1
1+ 4T 2] 1+ =) (1 + —/— 221
[ +<I N3\ ( +N)( +N%)\|A|%)]’ (5.221)
(b) .
v Bole(fo)[T1(T; A)
1 cen T
=  Bole( FENTNT:A) + el kp; f17]). (5.222)
where erré?in)(%; fIJ]) satisfies the same bound as errgfgn)(%; fIJ1)s
(3) (a)

T
% L ds absquart,d(f@)[‘]](s/)‘2)

L @ () L
- < L 4 absguare (T NINS/N) + enl0P (piglT))  (5.223)
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Clollw,alAl/AT

N2

>3|A|%6

<Cj; [Tl g0 (%) <T

llw,d,ll folla

(”%x”m)

1+ <T>2|A|%ecuﬁuw’dlAl/AT (1+ m) (1+ é)] (5.224)

N3\ N N3AA|2
(b) X
R Jair dSs (cola(fo)[J](S2/A?) + abscus,a(fo)[J](S2/A?))
- NL)\2 L[T 2] dSs (cola(f®)[J](S2/?)
Fabsea(FIN(S2/0) + enss? (53:917)) (5.225)
with

cen T
|errsy (553 91))]
Clollw,alAl/AT

N3)\3

3 |A|%e
< Clofuarlfollal e (a) (T

Al 1
1+ —> (1 4 7)
( N NEAAR
A3 eCloluw.al AT Al .
1+ (1] (1+—>(1+7>]' - 996
The analogous statements hold true for the continuum approzimation if one replaces

(19]lw,d, | folla) on the RHS of the inequalities by (C’TH@HQ(l |+ 1) w0 OerOHQ(ngH),C)-

r
2

Proof. In the notation of the proof, we will focus on the discrete case. The bounds
for the continuum approximation follow by replacing (||0]lw,4, [ fola) by

(Cr ‘|@|‘2(L3J+1))w)cv Cr”fouz(lgj.g.n,c) ) (5-227)

see Remark
Let t = TA~2. Next, Lemma 1] and the definition (52I7) of f(® imply that

f dp I ) (folp) — 1P (p)) = j dp T0) (fo(p) — £i(p)) + J(0)|@,]

- _if gs LWL HOD 50y, 2 (5.208)

0 Al
Using (&.13)), we have the estimate
Vs([f[J]ﬂz(S)])‘
A
' A2 A2
A
< ot stpaty VAT = (1 n N%>. (5.229)
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We have that

¢
s (a0, H
P, = —if ds z ([ao I(S)]) .
0 Al
Recall from (5I8) and (526) that

(5.230)
[ao, Heun(5)] = fIJ1(5)] + g[J2(s)] + g7 [Ja(s)] + Ja(s), (5.231)
1
[a0, Hauart(s)] = N%HS}I,( ). (5.232)
Collecting (5.24)), (5:21), and using Lemma [44], (513)) yields
1 IA|2
N Clfollal Al/AT _—__
1] < Chof il olaLe N%A(l + 5T ). (5.233)
Then (5.228)), (5229), and (5.233) yield that
[ @ s (Gt~ 70)|

|A|%eCH{7Hw,d|A|/)‘T
< Clofual fola ST N o (any

N2\
A 1
(1+ 2 (1 + o)
that

cen T
err{*™(

(5.234)
As a consequence of (5:234) and recalling definition (549) of Con(f), we find
p; D)

|A| eCl19lw alAl/AT
< Ol alfol oD T
Al 1
(1+ N)(l + N%)\|A|%)-

After substitution and using the notation in the proof of Proposition (5.1 the
are of the form

(5.235)
terms in bol@ (fo)[J](t) —bol@ (f(®N)[J](t) and col™ (fo)[J](t) — col® (f@)[JT](t)

f dpa Hi (p) Ho(p2) Ha(p1 % p2) £P (1) (o (p2) — £D (p2))

, (5.236)
f dpa Hy(p1) Ho(p2) Ha(pr + p2) folpr) (folp2) — F P (2),  (5.237)
J dpa H1(p1)Hz (p2) H3(p12)(fo(p12) — fP (p12))

(5.238)
where H; € LL(R?; L (R?)) can differ in every line and in the last line, we require
H, € LE(R?; L)(R?)). We have that s < TA™? with X € (0,1)

Observe that
vo(f(|H
[ o1 - 2D
RrARTS
A

< [ follal Hllo

(5.239)
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due to Lemma [4.7] and

”0&"”“ ~ [ 4o sote) < 15l (5.240)

(E234) and (5:239) imply that the terms of the form (5.237) satisfy

|J dpa H1(p1)Ha(p2) Hs (p1 + p2) fo(p1)(fo(p2) — F2 (p2))]

< J dp1 |H1(p1)|f0(p1)” dps Ha(p2)Hs (p1 % p2)(fo(p2) — F{2) (p2))

Cllolual AlAT
Nz

A 1
1+— (1 —_— . 5.241
1+ )+ 5 (5.241)

For (5:230), (5:234) and (G241) yield that

>2|A|%e

<Cpp [y oo | H oo | Hs oo (T

lw.asl folla

[ b2 o) Hap) Hator  p2) 19 (1) o) — 142920
< |J dpa Hi1(p1)Ha(p2) Hs (p1 + p2) fo(p1)(fo(p2) — F2) (p2))]

+] j dps Hy (1) B (p2) Hs(pr £ p2) (12 (1) — Jo(p1)) (op2) — 12 (02))]
Cl|0]w,a|Al/AT

>2|A|%6
N3\

< Clofuaslfolla H1lloolT

A
(1 %)(l " N%;IAI%)
(1l ol + sup | [ dps Halp) Ha(on + p2) o(pa) — 12
P1

|A|2 Clolw.alAl/AT

N3\

< Clofuanl folla [ H1 oo | Halloo | Ha | oo(T?

(1+|NA|)(1+ m)

C1l gl AI/AT
NEA (1+ |NA|) (1+ m)] (5.242)

Employing (5:234)) again, we estimate (5.238)) by

[1+ ¢rylAlie

If dp2 Hy(p1)Ha(p2) Hz (p1 + p2)(fo(p1 + p2) — £ (p1 + p2))|
|A|3 eClolkw.alAl/AT
Nz

(1 + |AN|) (1 + m) : (5.243)

< Clofaslfola Hil1 | Halloo | Hs | oo (T
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Collecting (5.221) - (5.243), recalling definitions (5.50) (5.50), and denoting Bol® :=

Bol, we find the upper bound
N B G £(®)
N' Bol’ (fo)[J](T'; A) — Bl (f**))[J)(T'; N)|
5| A|3 €€l al A/AT

Nz

NI T g ()
N
(1 %) (1+ m)

3 N

5 |A]2€Cl0lw alA/AT N )
! L+ ——=)| (524

N3\ ( " N)( * N%Awg)] (5.244)

T)

< Clof,aslfolla

1+

In particular, we have that

exeSS™ (5 FLIN s (8 FLI])]
C||0]w,al Al/AT

N3)3

3
4A]2e
< Clofuarlfolall ] >

eeax) (T

(”%)(” m)

[1 + (T |A|3€C;;;A/m (1 + |AN|) (1 + 7N%;|A|% )] . (5.245)

Finally, it remains to estimate errgcen)(%; glJ]), j € {1,2}. Following analogous

steps that lead to (5.245]), Proposition [£.2] implies

Clollw,alAl/AT

N2\

3|A|%€
< Clofu.arl folla |7 oo (a2 {T)

(”%)(”W)

1+ <T>2|A|gecj\;w;mlm (1+ |N£|) (1+ 7N%/\1|A|%)], (5.246)

cen T
[errs™™ (553 9171)]
Clo]w,alAl/XT

N3\3

3|A|%€
< Cloflu.arl folla |7 62 ()T

(”%)(”W)

1+ <T>2|A|3ec;;;|fx|/w (1+ %) (1+ L)] (5.247)

This concludes the proof. (I
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6. MAIN ORDER TERMS IN THE EVOLUTION OF (®, f, g)

In this section, we will prove Theorem[2.2] We will always assume that A € (0, 1)
is small enough to comply with the estimates proven in all preceding steps.

6.1. Discrete case. Fix L > 1. Recall that we refer to the case of fixed A as the
"discrete case’.

6.1.1. Main order term of ® . Using Propositions 5.1l and [5.2] we have that

1 , T (Bog)( T
fb% =N Cong(fo)(T; ) +Rem2(p,fb) + erry (F,CI)) (6.1)
with
T 2 C|0]lw,a| Al/AT Az
|Rem2(ﬁ; ‘I))| < OH'OHw,d7HfOHdT eClollw.alrl/ N2 (62)
Bog), T Clofy,arlfollaT
et 9>(ﬁ;q>)| < T (6.3)
In particular, the main term is given by
1 T .
7~ Cong(fo)(T5A) = —— dp o(p) fo(p) , (6.4)
2\ Nz )\ Jax

see (5:49), and thus it is of size N=2A"1. In order to suppress Remg(%;fb), we
choose A = loglog N/log N.

6.1.2. Main order term of f . For f, we apply Propositions 5.1}, and to obtain
that

L* dp (fiif) — £$)I(p)
= %(BOld(fO)[J](T; A) + ABolY (fo)[JN(T; ) + A2 Bolff)(fo)[J](T;)\))

T 0 T og.Con) , T’
+ Rema( 553 f[J]) + erflyy ™™ (555 S1J1) + J(0)ere™ M (5 £) (6.5)

where

T eCHﬁHw,dMI/)\TlA'ﬁ

| Rema (555 LD < Claf o1 ST 1 e () NN2 , (6.6)
Bog,Bol T A

|errly P (G SN < Cpof st fola = oy T 55 (6.7)

4 3 3

(Bog,Con) (y. £\ < (1 Ol alal/ar SEOTIA[2 A2
lerry & ) < Clofu.aslfola® N T (1 + )\N%) (6.8)

Due to Lemma (.3l we can expand the oscillatory factors in Bolg ) in powers of
A. Then the main order term depends on 9, A(N), and T. We are interested in
terms up to O(N~!) which, as we will see below, is the size of the main order
term in the continuum approximation. For the same reasons as above, we choose

A =loglog N/log N.
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6.1.3. Main order term of g. Similar to the case of f, we need to subtract the
dynamics of the condensate in order to resolve the fluctuations defined by g. For
that, we introduce

9" v) = 9:(p) — (). (6.9)
Propositions (.1 and then yield

f dp gy (n)J (p)
Ak byl

A

1 T
- < L dS absguart a(fo)[J1(S/A?)

5 [y 150 (COMCLTIS/ ) b aFL T2/ )
+ Rema(33:907]) + J(0) en® ™ () (6.10)
with
IRemz(%g[J])l < Cumww,d,Hfoud<T>4HJHzmoo,decuﬁuwﬂx/zmmlﬁ , (6.11)
e (553 0)] < Ol s 17NN <ﬁ§1€|_ (1+ |A|i) (6.12)

As in the case of f, we again observe a phenomenon similar to the Talbot effect on
absguart,d, colg, and abscyup 4. We choose N ~1 as reference order.

6.1.4. Conclusion for L ~ 1. As described above, we choose A = loglog(N)/log(N).
Let

logs 1 logx  C[#]walAIT
S — mi x 183 Clolw, 6.13
¥.d mm{logN’2 log N loglog N }’ (6.13)
log+ 1 3logs  C|o]w.alAlT
§m ) = mi A A _ W 6.14
Fd mm{logN’Q log N loglog N } (6-14)
| 3logl  CJoluaAlT
S = = — A ’ . 6.15
Gd= 5 log N loglog N ( )
Then we obtain
oz, - (fo)(T; V)|
A
Clo ).l folarlALT
< NIty (6.16)
‘ J dp (15 (0) = 1" () J (p)
A% A2
- —(Bold(fo Z N Bol (fo)[JI(T; )\))‘
Cuﬁuw,d,\\foud,lAl,THJH@@(A*) (6.17)

N1+dra ’

[ o @06~ & [ S absparna Bl
A pg)% p p N abSgyart,d\Jo

0
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1 2 2
N oy 452 (LTSN + s )2/

< Golwalsolalalzl 20w
= N1+dc,a

(6.18)

for all NV larger than a universal constant. Notice that for all N large enough, we
have that §;4 = 0; 4(N, |A|,T) > 0 for j € {¥, F,G}.

6.2. Continuum approximation. We have that errors coming from the tail in
the Duhamel expansion grow like exp(C: H1A1H2(L%J+1)7w70T|A|/)\). As a consequence,
we require
1Al _ (71°g(N )
A loglog(N)
as N — . In order to use bounds established for general values of |A| to the limit
|A| — oo, for specific expressions of interest, we employ Remark

6.2.1. Main order term of ® . Using Propositions [5.1] and 5.7 we have that

) (6.19)

1 T og), T
@4, = 5 Conelfo)(T3A) + Rema(15: @) + et (555®)  (6.20)

a2 A2’
with
T 2 O 1ol [ g [y, AVAT |A|2
| Rem2(p, (I))l g CH{}HQ(LgJJrl),w,c’HfO“2(l%J+1),c’TT € ’ NAQ
Al
(15
Clo Ifol T
(Bog) /. - 2(| 5 [+ 0,020 5 41 1
lerry 7 (; @) < NI (A + |A|%) (6.21)
for some r > 6. The main order term is given by
1 T
— Cone(fo)(T; ) = fif dpd , 6.22
ix (fo)(T; A) @ N S P (p)fo(p) (6.22)

and it is of size N2 \~L.

6.2.2. Main order term of f . For f, we apply Propositions B.1l 5.7 and B.8 to
obtain that

JA* dp (F5) () = £ (0)) I (p)

T og.Bol), T
+ Rema(: f[J]) + ergl™ ™ (555 £1])

0g,Con T fec —
+I(0) errs 2" (553 £) + enn 7 (TN A1), (6.23)
where

T 4
| Rems (35 fIJ])] < OHfJHZ(l%J+1)ywyc7Hf0H2(LgJ+1)YC,T<T> [0

Crloll g . A|/AT
5 o AT (1 A2
LY

T I (6.24)
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. r+2
oty g e ol g [0y TP I ol 5] 2
N

1
(m + Al 10g(/\)|> : (6.25)

o o T
R (G D] <

|err§

Bog,Con T Cr o r wac‘A‘/XT
|eff§,c g )(F;f[JM < CHﬁHZ( (5]

l%J+1),w,c’Hf0H2(LgJJrl),c’T
(TY!|A? |A]N2 |A|2
S () () (6.26)
(rey, T | ) . A
erfe (g FLID < Clot, il D e (620)

for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on H17H2(L Recalling definition (5:200)

%J-Fl),w,c'
of Bolec, the main term is given by

T (0(p1) + 0(p2))?
(27T)6N J;HJ_ZQ le5(p2)ACUbJ(p2) 1 |p2| 2

(fo(p1) fo(p2) folpr + p2) — folpr) fo(p2) fo(pr + p2)) (6.28)

and it is of size N~!. In order to have that the discretization error is negligible, we
need to impose + = o(|A[37FD) as [A| — co. In particular, we may choose

L = 2% (6.29)
for any arbitrary € > 0. Recall that we required
Al ( log N
A loglog N
as N — oo to suppress the tail in the Duhamel expansion. We may thus choose
B <log 1ogN) TTeTTe
log N
B ( log N > E?iiﬁiié
loglog N ’

) (6.30)

: (6.31)

(6.32)

6.2.3. Main order term of g. Propositions 5.1l and 5.7 imply

f dpg'y) (n)J (p)
A%k

T
N2

T
= % J;) ds absquart,c(f())[‘]] (S/)\2)

1 ) ,
+ e L[M] dSs (cole(fo)[J1(S2/A%) + abscus,c(fo)[J](S2/A%))

T i, T
+ Rems(33:9[7]) + e}’ (53:907])

T

5 T o on
s’ G glD) + J(0)erny ™ (5:9) (6.33)

+ erry . (ﬁ’
with

T
| Rema (353 9[I]I < Clay, D W (5] 1).e

|5 ]+ 1H0la 5|40y
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R R I I
e
N2 (1 + W) ; (6.34)
Cis . LTI s ez
Lerrl® ) (L gL Pla sl ol 5 e welel (6.35)
Le V327 = N)\2r|A|g (3.
. r+2
dis), T CHUHz(l%JH),w,c’H'fOHz(ng+1),c’T<T> HJHVVZHJ*Q’OC
|erre” (551 907D (6.36)
2,c )\2? < N)\Q(T+1)|A|% Y-

(Bog,Con) Z < Cys
ez G 9D S Claly oy ol o7

e 3
O

for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on HﬁHz(L | All the errors are sup-

ol g 19,0, AT

L+1),w,c’
pressed for the choices of |A| and A as in the case of f above.

6.2.4. Conclusion for L ~ A\~2~. Recall that we impose

loglog N\ trvejrrs
A= (222 : 6.38
log N ( )
_og_2_ log N E?iii:ig
L=X27% = (—=—— : 6.39
(log 1ogN> ( )
Let
1 log + CrHﬁHz(LzJH) wel log +
b i 2 “log N loglog N log N ( )
o e min{l B 1og§ B CTH’IA}HQ(ngJrl),w,cT arlog%
e 2 "“log N loglog N " logN ’
log i — loglog %
“o A 6.41
log N } ’ (6.41)
1 log + CTHﬁH2(L1J+1) wel er log +
Sers = mi {——Cr X st A}. 6.42
¢ i 2 “log N loglog N log N ( )
Observe that we have
HJHW2’I(R3) < HJ‘|2(HJ+1)7C . (6-43)
Then we have proved that, for some Ny = NO(H{)HZ([EJH) we)s
5 [+1)w,
1
’ 5 - N%)\Conc(fo)(T;)\)’
< CHﬁH”l%J“““‘f’HfOH”l%J“)*C’T’E’T, (6.44)
N§+5\P,c)\
1
| f dp (£5 () — f3 (1) J(p) — 7 Bolsee(fo) [J)(T)
A%k A2
Cis J -
_ HUH2(EJH)’%C=HfoH2(l%J+1)’c,r.,s,TH I ols v 615

N1+6F,c ’
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[ oD @56) — & [ S absparec LIS
s I N, quart,
1

Ny 152 (LS

+abscub,c(f0)[J](S2//\2))‘

CHﬁuz(l%J+1),w,c’H'f0“2([%J+1),07T’87T|‘J‘|2(l%J+l)7c
N1l+dc,c

(6.46)

S

for all N > NO(HﬁHQ(L%J+1),’LU,C)' Observe that for all N large enough, we have that

dj.c=0;c(N,T) >0 for j e {T, F,G}.
7. EFFECTIVE EQUATIONS

After establishing the sizes of the leading order terms, we can derive the effective
equations. This will prove Theorem 2.1

7.1. Discrete case. Let L > 1 be fixed. Choose A\ = loglog(N)/log(N) as ex-
plained in section [6.1.41

7.1.1. Ewvolution of ®. We have that

1
— (N (T
g = Nix Cong(f**)(T; A)
T Bo T cen T
+Rem2(p;fb) + errid g)(p;fb) + errg)d )(F;q)), (7.1)
see (6). Proposition 59 implies

ceny, T A3 Clolw.alAl/XT
|err{ e (=53 D) < ClofatfolulT)?

A2’ N2
Al 1
1+ ) (14 =)
( N N2 MA2
Cloluasllfoly | 5 (41, o IALT
< e (7.2)
N§+6\I/,dA
for all N large enough. Observe that
. T
C @) (T; ) = —— J as | dpop) f(p). 73
oy ConallTNTEA) = =0 . o po)fs (v) (7.3)
Then, analogously to (G.I6) and employing (T2)), we obtain that
1 Cis
. (®) . [0l w,asll folla,|ALT
[ 1 Conalf)(T: V| < bl T (7.4)

7.1.2. Ewolution of f. (635) and Proposition 5.9 imply

L* dp (5 () — 157 () I (p)

1
2

= (Bola(7#) )T ) + Z N Bol (FM)[)(T; )

Jj=1

T og.Bol), T
+ Rema(35: f[7]) + erryly ™ (55: £17))
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Bog,Con) cen T
+J(0) err§7pr ()\2,f) + erry’s (523 /17D)- (7.5)
Recall that, due to Proposition (.9
|A|2 Clolw.alAl/AT

N3)\3

cen T
|errs” (535 FIIDI S Chaf ol e ) (T
A L
(1+ N)(l + N%)\|A|%)

3 ~
2|A|560H”Hw,d‘1\‘/>‘T m 1
1+ @R (1 B 1 ]
~ ClotwalsolalaL Tl lesas)
\ N1+5F d(N) 9 (76)

where we possibly enlarge the constant in the definition of dp 4. In particular,
similar to (G.IT) we obtain that

| L) - 57 @)76) — 5 (Bl 1T

+Zwm1ﬁ%uwwﬂ

j=1

~ Clotwalsola a1 le=as)
s NT+ora ' (7.7)

7.1.3. Ewolution of g. ([610)) yields

f@fkmm
A*

_ 1 J dS absguart,a(f®)[T](S/A%)

+ N&Q J A dSs (cola(f®)[J](Sa/A?) + abseus,a(fP))[J](S2/A?))

T Bog,Con T
+Rem2(p;g[J]) + J(0 )errédg )()\2;g)
cen T cen T
+ e (5559l7]) + errs™ (553907)). (7.8)
where, due to Proposition [0.9] and analogously to (Z.6]),
cen T cen T
et (S gL D], | errs™ (553.917))]

— Clolw.arlfola a1 le=ax) (7.9)
< N1toGa ’ '

where we possibly enlarge the constant in the definition of §¢ 4. As a consequence
of ([6I8)), we thus obtain that
1 (T
]f@g I0) — 5 | a8 absguara(7 1IN/ )
A* 3z 0

N/\ dSs (cola(f®)[J](S2/A?) + abscub,d(f({)))[J](Sz/)\z)))‘
A[T,2]
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< Gloluwa ol a1 20,0
= N1+dG,a(N)

7.1.4. Conclusion for L ~ 1. Recall that A\ = loglog(N)/log(N). We consider the
effective quantities

(7.10)

Ur =3y, (7.11)

Fp = f(é’), (7.12)
A

Gr=4g%. (7.13)
N2

We have that
12
. A
/\QReJ dsg e 17520 p(55) = N2 J ds
[A[TA—2,2] 0

:LT sin(%(j—S)) f

For a function H;(p) and j € {1, 2}, denote
sin (Q(p1)+9(p§)2—9(p1 +p2) (T — S))
Qur-sr(Hs)lJ] = LA*)Q 00 T s — O + )
(0(p1) + 8(p2))*(J(p1) + J(p2) — J(p1 + p2))
(f%(pl)f%(pz)ﬂs(pl + p2)

— Hs(p1)Hs(p2) Hs(p1 + p2)) . (7.15)
05 b5 0 (Hs)[J] = bol D) (H.52)[T](S2/A%), (7.16)
Qu.crn(H)[J] = % w152 cola(H 52)[J](S2/22) (7.17)
T
Agern(F)[T] = L 48 absguart.a(H 22 )[J](S/22) (7.18)
+ % L[T ) dSzabscup,a(H.x2)[J](S2/A?)

where we used Proposition Qq.c;1,» denotes a generalized collision operator
and Ag7 ) a generalized absorption operator. We have proved that

. T
“I’TJF ZAJ ds dpﬁ(p)Fs(p)‘

2 0 A*
Clollu,a,)l follas|ALT
< NIty (7.19)
1 T
‘J dp (Fr(p) — Fo(p))J(p) — —<J dS Qar—sA(Fs)[J]
v N\J,
2
[ s D Nk \(F) )|
A[T,2] o]
Clofu,anl folaJALT I o= a) (720)

N1+0ra ’
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UA* ApGr)I(p) — 5 (Aara(F)LI] + Qucra(P)T))]

N
Clofu.arll follasl AL TN 20000,
elfolelolT (7.21)
for all N > 0 larger than a universal constant.
7.2. Continuum approximation. Recall that
loglog N\ trvejrrs
A= <7) , 7.2
log N ( )
I 2-2ie _ ( log N >E§i§§:i§ (7.23)
loglog N '
7.2.1. Evolution of ®. ([6.20) and Proposition 5.9 imply that
1
— (@) (T
;1;2 = N%)\ COHc(f )(T7 )‘)
T (Bog) T (cen)
+Rem2(p;¢)) + erry (F;CI)) + erry” V(t; D). (7.24)
We have that
3 CTHﬁHZ(lIJH) w o AAT
(cen) (. . 3|A|26 2 o
lerr;”™ (t; @)| < CH”“z([gJ+1),w,c’H'f°H2<[ J+1>,C’T<T> oz

(1+|NA|)(1+ ﬁ)

Clol,,

5]+ 1H0la g 42T
N%+6\P,c)\

by possibly enlarging the constant C' in the definition (640) of dy .. Combining

this inequality with (6.44), we find that,

(7.25)

Chis
HUH2(L§J+1),w,c’HfOH2(l§J+1),c’T’E’T
N%‘f‘ls\pycA
7.2.2. Ewvolution of f. As a consequence of ([6.23]), and Proposition[5.8 [5.9] we have
that

5T
22 N2 )

Con, (f@®)(T; )\)’ < (7.26)

JA* dp (fg) () = 1" () T (p)
1
-+ Bol.(f)[J)(T; \)

T og.Bol), T’
+ Rems(53: f[7]) + erny 2 (55 /1))

0g,Con T cen T
(0 err7 M (S5 )+ ey (555 £1T). (7.27)
Observe that
3 CTHI”)HQ(FJH) AT
(cen) . . 4|A|26 2 o
ey 7 (53 fUDI < CH”H2<[§J+1),w,c’HfOH2<[§J+1>,c’T| Ioo{T) Niv

(”%)(”ﬁwa)
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CTH{)HQ(L

LAl3e 5l AT Al 1
[1 + <D NEA (1+W>(1 * N%,\|A|%)]

Cis il
19l o1y e Lol 5 .1 o0
N1+5F,c
by possibly enlarging the constants in the definition (@41 of dp (N, ). Then,
(E45) yields

[ (@)= 15700 10) = 5 Bol(F T

(7.28)

S

OHﬁHQ(LgJH)MCvaoHQ(LgJ“)YC,r,E,THjuwzlgjﬁ,oo
N1+dF,.c

(7.29)

~x

7.2.3. Evolution of g. (633) and Proposition [5.9] imply

J dpg? (p)J(p)
A% by

2

v fT dS absquart,o(f)[T1(S/A?)
N o quart,c

+ LQ dS2 (COlc(f(é))[J](S2/)‘2) + abscub,C(f(é))[J](S2/)‘2))
NA2 Jarr,2)

(dis)

T 1S
+ Remg(ﬁ;g[J]) + erry (dis)

T T
(p;g[J]) + erry (E;Q[J])
o n T cen T cen T
+J(0) err ™M (51g) 4 et (559l ]) + erny ™ (555917))- (7:30)
Analogously to (.28]), we have that
cen T cen T
et (59l D] [ errs™ (553917))]

Hﬁuz(l%JH),w,,ufou%L%JH)YC,T,E,THJHoo

N1+6G,c ’

(7.31)

S

by again possibly enlarging the constants in the definition ([6.42]) of d¢ .. Applying
(644), we obtain that
1 T

(@)
[, s w)30) = 5 [ dS bspuars oIS/

_ col(F(®) 2
57 J oy 82 (OIS

+abscub,c(f(q>))I:J](SQ/)\2))‘

CHﬁHz(l%JH),w,c’Hfo”ﬂl%JH),c’T’a’T |JH2(L%J+1)7°

< Nitio. (7.32)
7.2.4. Conclusion for L ~ A\~2~. Recall that we impose
loglog N\ treejrrs

A= (R : 7.33
log N ( )

_o_2_ log N Frorrs
L=)\2?8=<7) . 7.34
loglog N ( )
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Again, we consider the effective quantities

Up=or, (7.35)
A

Pr=f, (7.36)
A

Gr = ggj , (7.37)
A

Let Qer—sx, Qe x and Agr x be defined analogously to ([218), (2.15) respec-
tively ([2I7) with sums over A* replaced by integrals ﬁ SR3 over R3. Collecting

[29), (C29), and ([32), we have proved that, for some possibly larger constant
NO = NO(H{)HQ(L J+1),w,c)7

r
2

Z’ T
Ur+——-—| dS | dpi(p)F
‘ T (%)BNML JRS po(p) s(p)‘

Ol 1yl 5 o1y 75T

S N%‘f(;\lf,c)\ ) (738)
1 T
o (Er) - ) I0) ~ 5 | 45 QursaF)
A* 0
Clily g oy ol eI a5 2
< = , (7.39)
1
U dp Gr(p)J(p) — —(Ac;T,,\(F)[J] + Qc,G;T,A(F)[J])‘
Ak N
CHﬁHz(L%J+1)’w’chf0\\2(L%J+l),C,T,E,THJHQ([%JJrl),c -

N1+6G,c
for all N > Nj.

APPENDIX A. CALCULUS FOR CREATION AND ANNIHILATION OPERATORS

Lemma A.1. Let v be a translation invariant state, i.e.,

v(A) = v(e®P Ae” ) (A1)
for all x € R® and all observables A. Then we have
T (o O(Xie Tili) T (o
o[ Jaig) = A= 2P [ T, (A2)
i=1 i=1

Proof. By translation invariance, we have that
m ) m )
V(n a’;(nljl)) — V(ezm-P 1_[ Cl,;(nlji)e_zw'P)
i=1 i=1

— i (X7, Uipi)V(H a(dz’)) (A.3)

Pi

[

1=

for all z € R3. Integrating both sides § A dx, we obtain

(] Tai7) = 603 o] [af7) (A4)
i=1 i=1 i=1

which yields the statement. (I
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Lemma A.2 (Cumulant Formula). Recall from (@I13) that
kn = (—0,)" _Of dplog (1 — e_(K(p)_“)) . (A.5)
n=0 | .

Then there are constants an. i € R such that

n—1
n = n d k n—k 571 d 7 A
K ;;a ,kL* p fo(p)" (1 + fo(p))" ™" + dna fA* p fo(p) (A.6)

where fo(p) = (eX®) —1)~1,

Proof. We will show, in more generality that

Fon (1) i= (—0,)" JA* dplog (1 — e~ K®)=m) (A.7)

dp fu(p)  (A.8)
A%

n—1
= Z Gn,k JA* dp fu(p)k(l + fu(p))nik + 5n,1f
k=1

for all 1 < 0, where f,(p) = (eX®~# —1)~1. A straightforward calculation yields

00 = | f,o), (A9
ra) = | dp Fu0)(1+ ). (A.10)

Observe that
—Oufu = ful+ fu)- (A.11)

Now assume that (A.8) for some fixed n € N, n > 2. By definition, we have that

Ent1() = (—0u)kn (i)
n—1

o I AN A
k=1

+ (= k) fu) A+ fu@)" ) (A.12)

After an index shift, we can further simplify this to

ks 1 () = ana jA* dp Fu(@)(1 + fu(p))"

P f dp fu(®)"(1 + £u(p))
Ak
n—1
+ Z (kan,k + (n +1-— k)amk_l)
k=2

dp fu(p)" (1 + fu(p))" T *

—

A*
- Yo | L@+ L) (A.13)
k=1

for some ay,11,5 € R. This finishes the proof. O
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For the following standard result, we need to introduce some notation. For a
proof of the statement, we refer, e.g., to |34, [35]. Given a finite ordered subset
={j1 <je <...<Jjr} =Nand g, € {£1}, we define the ordered product

n a("f = apjil) . .az(,(j.j’“) . (A.14)
jedJ

In addition, we abbreviate

Ps = (Pj)k=1> (A.15)
as well as

al? (py) = n a(g) . (A.16)
jedJ
Furthermore, we define the sets
={jeJ|o; ==+1} (A.17)
and the Wick-ordered product
Ha D= pJ+) (ps_) (A.18)
Jjed

with all creation operators to the left, and all annihilation operators to the right.
Finally, in order to keep track of the correct scaling, it is useful to work with the
rescaled ¢2(A*)-norm

IH ][ 2 (a) 1] g2 () (A.19)

:Mﬂ

see (2I)). More generally, we also define

1
H| iy = dkn|H(pms kn)12) ", (A.20
D PP — lhéﬂiwl(ﬁAﬁn H(poka)?)* . (A20)

-

.= 2\ 2
HHHLinL}fm((A*)"”") : (J;A*) dk, sup |H(pmukn)| > ) (A21)

PmE(AF)™
where in the case n = 0, this norm reduces to HHHLg ((A%)m), and in the case
m =0, to HHHLin((A*)")'

Lemma A.3 (Wick’s Theorem). Let o; € {£1}, pj € R3 for all j € {1,...,n},
n € N. Then we have that

[Talo? = Y . ] alQ0):]]al?:. (A.22)
j=1

Jjc je jeJ

Lemma A.4 (Wick-ordered operator bound). Let M € Ng, ne N, J:={1,...,n},
oj€{xl} forall je J. Let H: (A*)" — C, and g; : A* — C be given functions.
Then the following holds true

(1) If J+ # &, we have that

IR0 ) | AR S Rt
1 1 = 1
<IH> TT 95p5)0 Zm%hﬁgwmvﬂw@w2mwh%%+
j=1 - j=1 -

jeJ— jeJy
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@)m = [[(@—Fk) (A.23)

denotes the falling factorial.
(2) If J. = & and n = 2, we find that

e o013 Lo ]

" ; 1
< (I1H|Z- e (M 1) [AJS( Yp) HIT: )P (A24)
Pn—2%p, _1.pn j=1
Similarly, in the case J_ = &, we have that
M dpy, H(py)d Z *(pn PMH (A.25)
Aty ia

< (11, O+ D+ IAISS ) H 8l ) F 00 0Ly (A20)

n—2 Pn—1
(3) If n =1, we obtain
laoPa| = /MIA]. (A.27)

Proof. Let @, € F, M+Y" o and ®_ € Fj; be two normalized test functions.
In the case J+ # J, we have that

K(I)-HJA* ndPnH(pn)é(iijj)ﬁgj(pj) (U]) o >‘

<[ dpalH IS o) | Tlaso)llatps )2 llatp 21 (A28)
(AF)m j=1 j=1

where we applied Cauchy-Schwarz w.r.t. the inner product on F. Let « € [0, 1] be
arbitrary. Then Cauchy-Schwarz w.r.t. dp,, implies that we can estimate the last
expression by

n

( J dpud(Y. piHE| [T l95(3) Plater )04 2)

j=1 jedJ_
n 1
2
(], @ (S piet )| [T loso)Platesjo-I7) " (429)
j=1 jeJy

Observe that the Pull-Through Formula implies that

JdpmaJr (pm)a(pm) = Jdpm—laJr(pm—l)a(pm—l)(Nb —m+ 1)+
= No)m, (A.30)
where we define (Nb)m‘]:~ :=0forall j€{0,1,...,m—1}, in accordance with (B3).

In particular, we have that (Ap),, = 0 as a quadratic form on F.
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Then, integrating the first factor first w.r.t. the momenta p;_and then p;, , and
opposite for the second factor, (A29]) has the upper bound

n

1 1
IH? [T 9003 03p5)% 0, 1z, [, @

jed_ j=1
n 1
e T s o), o, 1N @ (a9
Jedy Jj=1 N

Using the fact that &, € fM+Z?:1 o;» P— € Fpr and that both are normalized with
norm 1, we have that

[No) 7, @+ < Z [FMEOYESS PP (A.32)
[(No) Py -l < (M)iJf Ly (A.33)
| i

Observe that 37, 0 = |Jy|—|J_|. Collecting (A.28)-(A.33), we have proved that

’<‘1>+, LA*)n dan(Pn)ts(Jil Pio;) ﬁ gj(pj) (g] b >‘

1 > 1 1 - 1
<|1H> [T 9;()3(}, oipi)® g, 3, I1HI? H gj(pj)5(zl oipi)® g, 13,
i

jeJ_ j=1 jedy

l\)l»—‘

l
(M + Z ;) [T \ 2J ‘]IMZ\J,\- (A.34)
In the case J_ = ¢J, we have that

| J(A*)n dpn H i “(Pa)Pat| (A.35)

- dpn pn pn PM n
H J\A*)n Z +

, (A.36)

which reduces to the case J. = .
In the case Jy = ¢ and n > 2, we find that

n

I . 2o 1030 patnre- |

= f dpndqn
(A%*)2m

= f dpndqn
(A*)2n

(®_,a* (pn-1)ag,a} alqn1 )<I>_

—J dpy [ Ap, @7, (A.37)
(A%)

g P, a" (pn)a(qn)®-)

NS
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where
Apn SZJ dpn 1 H pn Z p; pn 1 (A38)
(A*)n 1

Using Cauchy-Schwarz first on the inner product on F, and then w.r.t. dp,dqn,
we find the upper bound

n

I, 2o 18X patonre-

<[ dpadan 1H@H@IY, 2)3(Y, 0)
(A%)2n j=1 j=1
Jaf, a(pa—)@_|a, ala,-1)2_|
< (] o 0 5 PISCY, 0 H ) B} )

J=1 J=1

(J\(A*)% dpndQn 5(; ; |H Pn | Hapna(qn 1)(1) H )

:J(A* dpuadan 80Y, ) H(@n) Plag, a(pn-1)o-|?

Jj=1

N

[SE

HIALJ 003 ) H @) IO a2, (A.39)

where we used that [aqn,aqn] = |A| together with (A30). Using (A30) again, we
conclude

|, 0 S a0

n—2 Pn—1

1 n
<IHB e NGRS+ MY o) FHIZ, (V)2 @2
Jj=1

Pn—2"Ppn—1:Pn

<(HZz 1z (M—n+1)+]Allo( Z 2HHL2 M)p—1.  (A.40)

Finally, we have

laoPa||* = sup (Pp®, aJaOPMCI)>

[@)=1
= (Pu®, agag Prr®) — [Al[ Py|
= |lag Par|® — |A], (A.41)
where we used that ||Pys| = 1. In addition, we have that
lag Parll = [Pr+iag| = llaoParsa] - (A.42)
(&AT) and (&) imply
laoPar|? = MIA]. (A.43)

This finishes the proof. ([
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APPENDIX B. PROPAGATION OF APPROXIMATE RESTRICTED QUASIFREENESS
Lemma B.1. Let
Un(t) == Vipg(OOW*[V/NIAlgole ¥ WIy/N|Algo] , (B.1)

where for the definition of Vurg, we refer to ). Then fluctuation dynamics Uy
obeys

{i&tL{N(t) = (Heun(t) + Hauare (£))Un (1), (B.2)
Un(0) =1,
where Heup(t) is defined in 2.8), Heuare(t) in 29).
Proof. We start by defining the auxiliary dynamics
Un (1) = W*[y/N|Algole™ " Wy/N|Algo]. (B.3)
We have that
0y () = W*[/N[AlgoHNWIN/NAlgo)Un (2) (B.4)

Using ¢g = |A|_1/ 2, the explicit expressions for the terms on the right hand side
are given by

W*[\/N|Algo] Hy W[/ N|A|¢o]
= w J;\ drv(z) + %JA draf(—Ay)a,

+A\/Nf dzdyv(z —y)(a) +ay) + )\J dz dyv(z —y)a, a,
A2 ‘ A2 ‘

1
+)\JA2 de dyv(z —y) (a;ay + E(a;a;j + ayam))

A
+ﬁ J/P dz dyv(z — y)at (ay + a;)ay
A
toN N dzdyv(z —y)aya) aya, . (B.5)

Using the fact that ©(0) = 0, and recalling definitions ([34)—(L35]), we thus obtain

{iN(%LN{N(t) = (Hyrp + Heuws + Hquart)lle(t), (B.6)
Un(0) =1.
In particular, using

Un(t) = Virps(OUx (1), (B.7)
a straight-forward calculation yields that Uy satisfies (B2). This concludes the
proof. O

Next, we adjust Proposition 3.1 in [74] to our present context.

Lemma B.2. Assume |[A| > 1. Let Uy be defined as in (BB). Then there are
Cy, Ky > 0 such that

My

1
b 3| oKl adAl (g,
NIA]) Cre B

NG+ AN N (NG + 1A 75 (1 +

for all £ € N.
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Proof. We follow the steps of the proof in [T4] and point out the differences. We
show the statement by induction. Let ¢ € F be arbitrary.
Step 1: (B.6) implies that

OUn ()0, (Ny + [ANUN ()0 = —iUn ()0, [No, Harrs + Hewr + HauartUn (£)0)
= —iUn )Y, [Ny, Hirp + Hew)Un (O)9). (B.9)
Recalling (IL34) and (35), we have that

[NbaHHFB]=)\JdP2ﬁ(p1)5(p1 pa)(ay,at,, —apa_p,), (B.10)

[(No, Heus) = Wi Jdps 0(p2)d(p1 + p2 — pa)(ay, ag, ap, — a; ap,ap,)(B.11)
Employing Lemma [A4] (BX9) thus yields
|0 UN ()1, (N + [AUn (£)))]

< Clow.ar (@t Ny + A (D))
()0 N (0)
< cu@uw (@ (00, (N + A (1))

o Wy (100, NN (00 (B.12)
Using
WIV/NIA[gola, W*[v/NAlgo] = ap — VNO(p), (B.13)

we derive that

[No, W*[/NIA|go]] = =V NW*[\/N|Algo](ao + ai ) + NIADV*[\/N|A| ]

= —(VN(ao + af) + N|A)W*[/N[Ao], (B.14)
[No, WV NA|$o]] = WV/NIA|¢o] (VN (ag + ag ) + NIA|) . (B.15)

From these identities and using [Ny, Hy]| = 0, we obtain that
[No, Un (£)] = [Ny, W*[/N[Algo]le ¥ W[/ NIA[ o]
+ WH[/N|A|po]e N [Ny, W/ NA|ho]]
= —v/N(ao + af Un(t) + VNUx(t)(ao +af).  (B.16)
As a consequence, we have that
Un ()9, N§UN (88
= Nl (800, Un (ONyh) — VNCNUN (88, (a0 + ad Y (£
+ VNNUN ()1, U (t)(ao + ad )1 . (B.17)
Using Cauchy-Schwarz, we thus obtain
Un (1), NZUN (815
< NG (00 (18 (Nt + VN ((ao + af il (8] + |8 () a0 + a )
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< NGy (0 (Nt + VN (Jaoll (9] + lagUn ()]
+aovll + avl)) . (B.18)

where we also applied that Uy (t) : F — F is a unitary transformation. Lemma

[A4 implies
laoy > = > | Praoy|?
M=0

= D laoPa—19)?
M=0
< D) (M = D[A[|Py-ag]?
M=0
= [AllVNwy | (B.19)
Similarly, we have that
lag ¥l < VIAlIVAG + 1] (B.20)

Employing (B.19) and (B20), (BI8) implies

Un (1), N Un (80
< INGy (1IN ] + 20/ NIAIW/AG + Wy (09] + I8V, + 19])) (B.21)
Using Young’s inequality implies
Un (1), N U (80
< (09 MR () + C (G, (N + NIAING + 1))
NIAKx (50, (N + D (6)6)) (B.22)

As a consequence, we find that
—<UN( Yoo, NEUN ()1

N J¥)).  (B23)

< CII (@ (), Ny + D (00 + (o (N + 1+ 5o

Plugging this into (B:12) and using |A| > 1, we obtain that
|OxUn (£), (N5 + [ANUy (1))

< Ol aNA (@l (00, N + DN (00 + . (N + 1+ o)) | B.24)

N IAI
Gronwall’s Lemma then implies

N2

Un (O, o + [AD () < eCIPhee IR, (NG + 1A+ S

J). (B.25)
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Step 2: Assume that

U (), (N + M) Un ()

< CjeKjHﬁHw,dMA‘t<¢, (Np + |A|)j(1

N|A|)¢> (B.26)

for all 1 < j < ¢ and some constants C;, K;, and any ¢ € 7. We compute
0 Un ()0, (Ny + [A) Uy ()
= Un (E00, [N + [AD T HE, + HE W (D)

£+1

= Z<L{N W, (N + A7 [Ny HES, + H 0 | (NG + [AD 9 (£)4)(B.27)

Let
Acup[0 Jdps 0(p2)d(p1 + p2 — p3)a,, af,ap, . (B.28)

Applying (BI0) and (BI1), (B:21) yields

10 UN (), (N + | U (8) 1)
041

=2 Im{Un ()9, (Ns + [A) " (g[8] — Acus[0]) (N3 + [A) U ()1
j=1
0+1 )
=2 Z Im Y (m+ A (n+ AT
m,n=0
()0 P Vg0 = 2 Acsa 31 P, (0. (B.29)
Observe that we have
ng[ﬁ]P = ng[A] m+26n m+2 (B'SO)
PmAcub[ ]P =P, Acub[ ] m— 16nm 1- (B?)].)

Lemma [A4] and (B:29) then imply
|0:UN (1), (N5 + (AN U (8)9)]

l+1
<SONY, X0 (m+ A+ [A) I Polln (09| Paldn (8]
j=1m,n=0
N HAcub[ ] m 1”
Pm 571 m —571 m—
(Hg[v] +2H ,m+2 \/N ) 1)
l+1 ] )
< Clofwar Y, D) (m+ A (n+]ADF
j=1m,n=0
~ ~ m2
(HPmuN(t)‘/)‘F + HPnuN(t)‘/)Hz) ((m +2+ |A|) n,m+2 T \/N(Sn,mfl)

£+1
< Oflofw,ar Y5 D5 (m+ [AY T (m + 2+ [AN T Pl (09

j=1m=0
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(m+1)%)
— 5 )

We can further estimate this by
|0 UN ()1, (N + [AD U ()0
< O+ 1)[0]w,ah (Un (£, (No + |A] +2) T T (£)0)

- =+
T iy, Yot 'j'N* 27 )

< CeH@Hw,dA(@N{N(tWa (N + [AD U (t)y)
b (0, (N + |AD 2By (1)) (.33)

(m+2+ A+ (B.32)

We claim that
1

N|A|<Z]N(t)¢a (N + [ADTF Uy ()9

< €y (eRoaaNAIL Gy (N -+ AJ) (1 + %)w

+ (e, s + A AN (0))) (B.34)
forall1 < j</{¢+1andallye F. (B34) for j = £+ 1 together with (B.33) implies
00 (£, (NG + |A) e (£))
< Collo]araN AL (@ (0, (N + M) (8))

6 N,
K| 0llw,aAAlE £+1 b
e W, N+ IAD (1)) (B.35)
Gronwall’s Lemma then implies
Un ()0, (N + |A) U ()]
< eKzHﬁHw,dA|A|t<1/}, (N + |A|)Z+1)7/)>
+ ClH@Hw,d/\|A|t6K[H{)Hw’d)\lAlt@/}, (Nb + |A|)E+1(1 + ]\-/7\|/'Z|)1/)>
< OgeKeHﬁHw’dMA‘tO/), NG + |A|)l+1(1 + ]?(Z|)w> (B.36)

Thus, proving (B.34) for j = £ + 1 concludes the proof. We have proved (B.34)) for
j=11in Step 1, (B:23). We have that (B34)) also holds for j = 0, observing that

WV N|Algo [ NoW* [/ N|A|¢o]

=Ny —V/N(ag + af) + NJA|

<2(Np +1+ N|A]), (B.37)
which then commutes with e #%~
Suppose ([B.34) holds up to some 1 < j < £ — 1. Applying (B.I6]), we have that

ﬁ@v(tw, (N + [A)7 2 ()
1

= W«Nb + [ADT U ()1, Un (8) (N + Ay
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! j+17y NS
_W«Nb + |A|) UN(t)¢, (ao + ag )MN(t)¢>

" fN#W«Nb LAY (£, Ui () (a0 + ai ).

We can bound the second term by

WN%M'«N*’ A i (£, (a0 + ad Yol ()]

< a@N( ), (N + [A)TH Ty ()

+ ————(Un ()Y, (a0 + af )Ny + [A])7 " (ao + a WUn (£)0) .

N|A|2
Employing (B19) and (B:20), we find that, for any ¢ € F,
@, (ao + ao)* (N + |A])¥ (a0 + af )¢
< (N5 + [AD Zaod | + (N + [A])? ag 9])?
= (lao(Ns + [A] = 1) 29| + [lag (N, + [A] + 1)% )2
< Cul A, Ny + [AD 1),
ie.,
(a0 + a0) " (No + [A])*(a0 + af) < CrlA|(N + A
Employing (B41)) and choosing a: > 0 sufficiently large, (B-39) implies
a0+ A7 04 oo + i 01
< OJ<L7N< 0%, (Wb + [A Uy (1))
e G000, (N + A2y (00
We bound the third term in (B:38) by

ﬁwvb Ay (09, (1) a0 + a3 )
|A|<MN( Jao + ag )i, (N + |A]V U (t) (a0 + ag o)

i G0, (N + A2y (00,
The induction hypothesis (B.:26) and (B.41)) hence imply

1 17y )i +
\/_N—|A|’<(Nb + AN UN ()0, Un (8) (a0 + ag 1)

Ci k.o /
< ITa|61<J 1Pl a XA (g + agd ), (NG + [A]) (1 +

NIA]|
T 0, O+ A2 ()

< el NGy, (N + AN (14 )0y

No 3 (20 + )

(B.38)

(B.39)

(B.40)

(B.41)

(B.42)

(B.43)
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T 0, O+ A2 () (B.44)

For the first term in (B.38)), we apply (B16) to the left and obtain
1

5 A|<<Nb LAy (1), B (NG + |AD)

N|A|<UN( YN + [ADY, (N + [A T (8) (N + A

—W«Nb + AN (a0 + ag Wn (£, Un ()N + |A])w)

1 ~ ~
+ m«/\fb + A Un (t)(ao + ag ), Un ()N + [ADy)y.  (B.45)
For the first term in (B.45]), we use the induction hypothesis (B:34), and obtain
o Un NG + (Ao, (N + [ADUN (N + A3

N
S

O + [, N + A T (N + [A)e))

NIAI
< Cj ( Kol aXMe gy (NG + |A[TH (1 +

< el LGy, (A, + A

N|A|)w> (B.46)

where in the last step we employed (B26]). Using Cauchy-Schwarz, followed by
Young’s inequality, the second term in (B45]) can be bounded by

T <O 1A a0+ i ) B ()5 + 1A D)

< fﬂ LA A% (ao + ag ) (O] (NG + [A]) 28n (£) (N5 + A
< 17 (@00 (a0 + N, + A1) a0 + W (1))
- N@?N(t)wb AN, (N, + IAD U (N + AD)) (B.47)
Employing (B.41)) and then (B.46]), we thus obtain
ﬁwfb + A1 (a0 + ai el (), Un ()N + |A)Y))|
J<L7N< £, (N + [A) Uy (8)0)
U () (N + AN, (NG + [A]Y T (8) (NG + [A])e)

N|A|
< Cy{UN (), Ny + [A)H U ()
n CjeKj HﬁHw,d)\lAlt<¢, (Np + [A])T T (1 + ]é\(j\| )¢> (B.48)

Similarly, the third term in (B45]) can be estimated using

1 i I
\/_N—IAIK(M + Al Un () (a0 + ag ), Un ()N + [A]))]
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|A|<MN( (aO + GBLWa (Nb + |A|)JaN(t)(a0 + GBL)¢>

S Un ()N + AN, (N + [A] U (8) (NG + [A])o)

N

Rﬁﬁx%+aMw>

N|A|
< %eiﬁvw,dk“@a (a0 + ag )N + A (1 +

+ CjefalPlwa NGy (NG, 4+ [A]TH (1 + N|A|)¢>

< CjefillPlo.adiAlt (g (NG, + |A[TFL(1 + N|A|)¢>’ (B.49)

where we used (B:26) and (B.46), followed by (BAI)). Inserting (B.46), (B:4]), and
(B.49) into (B.45)), we obtain that

ST+ AN ()0 L (O + A
A,

< C;eilPloaX ALy, (NG 4 AT (1 + ]\]|A|)w>

+ CUn (), Ny + [A) T U (£))) (B.50)
Plugging (B:42), (B.44), and (B.50) into (B.38)), we find that
U (), Ny + [A) 22U ())

N|A|
K10 a Al 41 No
< eIl d M Gy (N + [ANTTH (L + 77 )9
NIA|
+ CiUN (£, (N + AT ()1 . (B.51)
This concludes the proof. (I

ApPPENDIX C. PROOF OF CONVERGENCE TO MEAN FIELD EQUATIONS

Lemma C.1. Let H, F € C*(R") be such that
v (el <= €
Then the following holds true for allw € R and g € C§(R):
(1) §poy B H = §p dp V- (H55),
(2) §dwg(w)d. SF . fé}llH § dw g(w SF " ﬁé}fV-(%).
Proof. The first statement is a direct consequence of the Divergence Theorem to-

gether with the fact that VF/|VF| is the outer normal for {F' < w}. For the second
statement, we have that the divergence theorem implies that

anl J‘ J‘ danl
dw g(w)0,, ———H = dw ——H, C.2
Jaostrn. | Tom 9], (©2)

where we used the assumptions g € C¢(R), (C)), and the first statement. Employ-
ing the Coarea Formula, we have that

n— 1
de g(w) 0w dn

e [wdm. (€3)
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VF.-VF

Expanding with the factor “NFE

C¢(R), (CI)), then implies

the Divergence Theorem, together with g €

dH" 1 HVF
d Ow ——H = C4
Jawsn. | Toprit = [aaerw (gpm)- €
Finally, the Coarea Formula implies
dH" 1 dH" ! HVF
d O ———H = |d V- . (C5
Jawson. |, Geprii=Jwso|, o (mem)- ©
This finishes the proof. O

Lemma C.2. Let H, F1, Fy € C%(R) be s.t.
VE)H|
|VF?

H,V- e L'(R%). (C.6)
Then, for all t = 0, we have that

L
Alt,2

VB |H|
< Ct(log(t +1)|V - H ). .7
og(t +1) SIAE +[H| (C.7)
Proof. Observe that
. t S1 .
‘J dsg e~ Hwrs1Hw2s2) <J dsq J dso e 'W252
Alt,2] 0 0
¢
ot
|w2| + o
2t
< — C.8
for all wi,ws € R, t = 0, due to the fact that
i —ia . 2 2
dye ™| < min{zs —21; —} < ——— (C.9)
o |a| lal + =
for all z1,22,a € R, z9 = 1.
Then (C.8) followed by the Coarea Formula implies
U ips J sy e= (P (P2)514Fa(p2)52) ()
A[t,2]
H
< th dpa Lﬁl
[F2(p2)| + ¢
1 |H (p2)]
< th dwif dH? (p2) == . (C.10)
lw| + § Jr—w |V > (p2)|
Lemma [C ] yields
H(po) VF(p2)|H (p2)|
dH®(p )|7‘<J dpg‘V~—
‘J& |V E3(p2)| Fa>w IV E>(p2)|?
VE,|H
ML e

e
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Then, after splitting the domain of integration w.r.t. dw into (—1,1) u (—1,1)¢,
(CI0) can be bounded by

1
1 |H (p2)|
dw———— sup’f dH5 7’
JA w|+ 3 Fo=w (P2 )|VF2(P2)|
+ fdp2 15, (po) (=11 H (P2)]

Toae | )

where, again, we used the Coarea Formula. [l

< Ot(log(t + 1)Hv- (C.12)

Lemma C.3. Let h € C}'([0, H13H2(L1J 1), n e N, n < 3. Then the following
2

holds for all A € (0,1]. We have that

+1),w,c

a0 O;)]Hw < Cudlblontoot,g, oy APl fenye (C13)
Moreover, § satisfies
VQ(p) = (14 Ama(p))p (C.14)
Imealleo < Clolly g 1) m.e (C.15)
|D*Q = Iloo < CAlol3 5|1y,
| D*Qle < C/\HﬁHg(l%JH)’wﬁc. (C.16)

Proof. By the Faa di Bruno formula, we have that

phEE))ee 3 e G P e

where, R(n) is defined as in (m]) and

r,) = Z Th (C.18)
k=1
e (B.I52). Notice that S(r,) satisfies
1< S(n) <n (C.19)
due to the summation condition
Dliry =mn. (C.20)
j=1

(C19) allows us to extract a factor A in (CI7) since it appears within the sum with
power S(r,,). Then (C.I7) implies

HDn[h(%>”m<CnA|h|cn[O,ﬂQ(L%JH), APl s foywe- (C2D)

With analogous steps, we have that

[ C;)]Hm < CaMlPllemoron, gy, 0 Pl g1y we (©22)
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We have that Q = E/1 + 222 see ([B10), is radial since o is radial. Thus we
have that

vQ(p) =p[ 1+ 22721()7;) + %l( 1+ 2—2”)/(19)]- (C.23)
Observe that
’\/7 AH”HQ(L J+1)w,e
1+ 23” +1
< Oy 2] 41) e - (C.24)
Then (C22)), and (C24) imply that
VQ(p) = (1 + dma(p))p (C.25)
Imalie < Clol 1y (©.26)

Next, using the multivariate Leibniz rule together with (C:24), we then find that

2D 2D 2D
D2Q =1+ T+ 20 v DA/l + 2= + ED*, /1 + 2=
A[1+ ity AJ1+ 7 T A[1+ i

— 1+ M (C.27)

for some bounded matrix A. Using (C2I) with h(z) = /1 + 2z, and (C24)), we
have that

4o < CIOIZ g |1y e (C:28)
for all XA e (0,1]. Here, we used the fact that ||h|c2 o, 5] n<C.
2 % +1),w,c
Finally, the multivariate Leibniz rule implies
3 -
_ 20
1Dl < € Y] [DF(pBD* 1+ 22|
k=0 *
2 =
2\
<c) H p|2E D3Ry 1+ fv‘ (C.29)
k=0 ®©
Using (CI7) and the fact that
P> () e <l 1y (C30)
for j € {1,2,3}, we find that
3 113
D)o < C)‘HUHZ([%JJrl),w,c' (C.31)
This concludes the proof. ([
Lemma C.4. Let
F2(p2) = Ulﬂ(pl) + Uzﬂ(pz) + 0'129(])12) (032)

and

(0'1 + 0’12)] 0'12[
T := . C.33
( 0'12] (0’2 + 0’12)] ( )
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Fy satisfies

VF(0)=0, (C.34)
H det(Dng) — 0'12(0’120’10’2 + o1 + 02)3HOO < C)\HQA)HQ » , (035)
2([2J+1),w,c
|ID*Fy | < C (C.36)
For all pa, ko € R%, and all A > 0 small enough, dependent on HﬁH2(LIJ+1) w.er WE
z|+1),w,
have that
T 3|T
|D? Py (k2)p2| € [—' P| 3Tpa| p2|] : (C.37)
2 2
In particular, in this case, we have
|p2|/2, if o1 = 09 = 012,
|D?*Fy(ko)pa| = < [p1l/2, if 01 = =03 = 012,
Ip2|/2, if —o1 =02 =012.
Proof. Thanks to Lemma [C.3] we have that
VQ(p) = p(1+ Ama(p)) (C.38)
with
Imalle < O|‘6H2(L3J+1)7w70- (C.39)
This immediately implies (C.34).
Next, again due to Lemma [C.3] we have that
D?Q =T+ )\A (C.40)
for some matrix A € R3*3 with
2
4 < CIEIZ 11y e (1)
for all A € (0,1). Denoting A; := A(p;), we obtain that
D2F _ 01(I+)\A1)+012(I+)\A12) 012(I+)\A12)
2 0'12(I+>\A12) O'Q(IJr/\AQ)JrUlQ(IJr/\AlQ)
_ <(01 +o12)1 o121 > Y (01A1 + 012412 012412 )
o121 (02 + 012)1 12412 o2 Az + 012412
=T+ \B. (C.42)

This identity together with (C.41]) immediately implies (C.36]). Notice that due to

(C41)), we have that

1Bl < CIOIZ 511y me (©43)
Now, observe that
_ 0 —(0120102+01+02)I
det(T) = det ( (qu (03 + o12)]
_ o121 (02 + 0'12)]
- det(( 0 —(0120102+01+02)I )

= 012(0120102 + 01 + 02)° # 0. (C.44)
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Thus we may rewrite T+ AB =: (I + AB)T with

1Bl < CIO s 1y e (C.45)

due to (C43) and (C44)). Then, we have that
| det(I + AB) — 1]|c < CA|B|lo (C.46)

for all Ae (0,1).
Finally, Gershgorin’s Circle Theorem implies that
a(|[I +ABI*)  [1 = 2X[ Bl — N?|B|%, 1 + 2A|Bloc + A?| B[%]
19

c [Z’ Z] (C.47)

for all A € (0,1) small enough, dependent on Hﬁ“2([g]+1),w,c' Then we have that

|D2F2(k2)p2|2 = (TPQ)T|I+ )\B(k2)|2Tp2, (048)
which together with (C.47) implies that

T 3T
|D? Py (kz)p2| € [—' §2| i 2p2|] : (C.49)
This finishes the proof. O
C.1. Error bounds due to HFB evolution.
Lemma C.5. We have that
M ol
X Boll) (o) )T V)
Allog(M)|
< CHﬁHz([%JH),w,cvHfoHQ(L%JH),C,rT(l +1og(T)|Jwr» === (C.50)
for j€{1,2}, and all X > 0 small enough, dependent on H@HQ(FJJA) we
5|+,
Proof. 2| BolY (fo)[J](T; \)| are of the form
j—2
X dps f dS, ¢ PSRN p () (C.51)
N Jgs A[T,2]
with
F(p2) = 01Q(p1) + 0292(p2) + 012Q(p12) (C.52)

for some aj € {+1} and H : R® — R. Employing the bound on D?F, given in
Lemma [C.4] and the diamagnetic inequality |V|h|| < |Vh|, we find the estimate

VE|H| AFRH VFID?F,VE,H V|H|
Mo \HWFQPH —mr L IeEl,
(el * lwmh) - (€59

Let Bp, := {|VF3| < 1} denote the unit ball induced by VF, and let Jyp, =
| det(D?F3)|. Notice that for any m € [0,4) and test function h, we have that

12—m
JVFQ 24—3m

<
el < [emr

=

12—m
JVF2 24—3m

24—3m

24—3m
L 12=m (Bp,) L12=2m (Bp,)
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* H |V Fy|m ’ L\(B
C (17 2a=gm + [1]1) (C.54)
for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on H’UH2 (|5 ]+ 1w Here, we used Lemma
[C4l to bound Jyp, = C for A € (0,1) small enough, substitution, and the fact that
dxg ! d|xg
J W<Cf %<0@ (C.55)
Bq |X6| 12 |X6| 12—m

since, due to m < 4,

24 3m (m—>5)2—1
In particular, (C.53) and (C54)) imply
v T, < Ctttwa + 11y + 19H])

C(1Hwrr + [H| g) (C.57)
where we employed the fact that m — f;:gz is an increasing function, and inter-

polation. With that, we apply Lemma [C.2]to obtain

’ f dps J sy ¢~ i(F1(P2)s1+ Fa(p2)s2) H(m)‘
Alt,2

VE|H
< Ct(log(l +t)HV~ |V127|z|2|H )
< Ot +log(1 + ) (|H |wra + |H| 1a)- (C.58)

As a consequence of (CE8) and using the chain rule, we obtain that

%j|Bolgj)(f0)[J](T; Al

' Allog(V)|
2(| 5] +0w, ol folly |5]+0.e" N

for j € {1,2}, and all A > 0 small enough, dependent on |?], (|5 ]+ 1) wne” This
z w,

< Cla| T(1 + log(T)) | |yw.e (C.59)

finishes the proof.

O
C.2. Mollified energy conservation.
Lemma C.6. Let err(jd)( t; f[J]) be defined as in (B2I0). Then
(fd) (. . Al
Jerelf Ot FLIDI< Clot, Al oy T e (C60)
for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on Hﬁ”2([g]+1),w,c'
Proof. We want to apply integration by parts to
erréfd @t flJ Nf dTJ‘d(U62>\2
0-E(1,p2)H
J dH® (1,p2)H(p2) (C.61)
E(T,p2)=w |Vp2g(7-v p2)|
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For that, we need to establish a uniform bound on

J iy OE (T P2)H (p2)
£(7,p2)=w [V, E(7, p2)|

The divergence theorem implies that

‘L(m dH aTﬁ(T,pa)H(pz)’ < va , (VpQS(T)ﬁrS(T)Hm_ (C.63)

(C.62)

[V, E(T, p2)| Ve, E(T)[?

We compute

0.0, = — (C.64)

Then 0, satisfies

|07l < CHﬁ”m[ng,w,c , (C.65)
195052l < C (10l 110 + 1800 D1+ %})*HOO)
< CH@HMJMMC ) (C.66)
D209 < (ID%1e + [Dole| D (14 220) |
ito](s 50 )
(C.67)

S Ol oy
for all 7 € [0,A], A € (0,1]. Here we applied the Leibniz Formula, Lemma
Then (C.65)-(C.67) imply

|0-E (T, p2) w2 < Cg (C.68)

2([§J+1),w,c

for all 7 € [0,A], A € (0,1). Following the steps of (C53) in Lemma [CH we find
that

oo (e ), < sl
ps (0-E(7
[PelnPl) e

due to LemmalC4l Using the Mean-Value Theorem together with V., ,,&(7,0) = 0,
see Lemma [C4] we find that, for some ¢, p, € [0, p2],

Vp&(7,p2) = D} E(T, Cripy ) P2 - (C.70)
Using [C.4] again, we conclude that
1 p
|V (T, P2)| = 5‘ <p2>‘ = % (C.71)
for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on H’UH2 2|41 we Thus, we obtain that
5 w,

(
‘Df[(ﬁ( p1) + 9(p2))? fo(p12 ]‘
|vp25(7-7 p2)|
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S Ol g [y e ol 5 [ (@ﬂfh (p2)
+ D[ (5(p1) + @(p2))2f0(p12)]]135(p2)) (C.72)

for all /,m € Ny, £ < 2. Hence,
H D*[(0(p1) + 9(p2))? fo(p12)] H Clop .
[Vp.E(T)[™ 2|5 [+0wse 2| 5]+0e

for all £,m € Ny, £ < 2, m < 5, and all A > 0 small enough, dependent on
”ﬁHQ(lIJ_'_l) we With analogous arguments, we may replace fo(pi2) in (CZ3) by
2 y Uy

Jo(p12) fo(p1), fo(pi2)fo(p2), or fo(p1)fo(p2) and obtain an analogous inequality.

Then, (C63), (C6]), (CHI), (CT3), and the definition (2I0) of H imply

0-E(1,p2)H(p2)
5 Y Ya)T T\ L)~ N 1 .
’f . dH Vo f(rp2)| CH”‘B([%J+1>,w,c’Hfouz([gjﬂ),cTHJHW 6C.74)

for all w € R, 7 € [0, A], A small enough, dependent on |\1§H2(L1J
2

(C.73)

+1),w,c’
Next, by integration by parts w.r.t. dw, ¢, (w) — 0 as |w| — oo, (CT4), and
T

employing Lemma [C1] (C.61)) implies that

5
prnn-4 [ fenol, 2
erry (t; = dr dwdzg
2 ( f E(T,p2)=w |vp25(7-7 p2)|

Y 5(7—7 p2)375(77 p2)H(P2)
Vp, - (2 C.75
o e A ET L (©79)
Lemma implies
’f dH’ v (szg(ﬂP2)575(T7P2)H(P2))’
E(1,p2)=w |VP25(Ta p2)| i |Vp2g(7-7p2)|2
vng(Tv p2) vng(Tv pQ)aTg(Tv pQ)H(p2)
< N S - A SRR VN .
va [|Vp25(7 I)2)|2vl)2 ( [Vp.E(7, p2)[? >]H
TVH (1)
C D _ D
(H HOOH|VP25 (T, p2 |4H 1 HOOH|V E(1,p2) |3H
(0-E(r
D2, p: :
*l HOOH |V, E(T,p2) 3 H H |Vp25 7,p2)|? H ) (C.76)
Lemma implies
ID2,EEe <1+ CloI 51y @)
D2, E ) < Ol 1) ™ (©79)
Collecting (C.68)), (C3), (CT6), (CTD), and (CTH), we find that
‘J i’ Vps - (Vp25(r, p2)0-E(T, pz)H(P2)>’
£(rpa)=w | Vp2E(T, P2)]| [V E(7, p2)[?

<C T |wee . (C.79)

I, 25 J+1),w,c7H‘f0H2(L%JJrl),c

Employing (C.73)), (C75), and (C19), we have proved that

lerrs D (& FI])] < Cps . T Ilwe- dr | dwd e (w)
2 HUH2([§J+1),w,c’Hj°H2([%J+1)’C N 0 2=
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TAI w2
- A — WS
S CHsz(l%J+1)wa07Hf0H2(LgJ+1),c N ’

where in the last step, we applied the normalization (B.207) of §,,2. This finishes
T
the proof. O

Lemma C.7. Recall that, due to (5213),

(C.80)

ec 1 H
erré )(t7f[J]):NJ‘dw5¥(w)(JA . dH5m
cubly=w cu
H
" Gy = C.81
LmE_o IVAcubE|) (C.81)

with H as defined in (2I0). Then we have that

ec )\
ey (15 [N < Cha, VI (C:82)

LgJﬂ),w,c’HfOHz(ngH),c

for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on Hﬁ”Q(L%JJrl),w,c'
Proof. We start by writing
ec 1
erre) (1 f[7)) = f o 5332 (0)T(w) (C.83)
T

Analogously to (C.74), we have that

1
Z(w)| < CHﬁHz(LgJJrl)YwchHfoHz(l%JJrl)YCTHJHWLooN . (C.84)
Notice that, due to Lemma [C.T] we have that
N dH5 VAcubEﬂI{
2= | ar | v L o
) 0 AvwnEer |[VAcubE| <|VAcubE|2) ( )

where the integral respects the orientation of [0,w] resp. [w,0]. Using Lemma [C1]
we thus obtain

VAcE . (VACM,EH )] H
1

Z(w)| < IwIHV' [|VAcubEI2 VA E|?

9 H |D3A.wE|H

e [ |

VAmER L | VAWEP h
ol * vamerl,)
A B3 [VAcwE[211/7
for all A > 0 small enough, dependent on |\6H2(L1J+1) w.or analogously to (C.76).

5]+,

Notice that D3A.,E = 0 and |D?A . E| < C. Analogously to (C80), we thus
obtain the upper bound

IZ(w)] < CHﬁHQ(

< C|w|<\|D2A

+ \|D2AcubEHooH v (C.86)

[§J+1),w,c’Hf°Hz([gJH),c|w|THJHW2’°° . (C.87)

We split the integral in (C.83) into the regions (—wp,wp) U (—wo,wp)¢ with wp
to be determined below. Then (C84) and (C87) yield
|erry™ (8 S17))

1
sx| awspeizel - |
N J(—wo,w0) T

(—wo,wo)*

dw 5¥ (w)|I(W)|
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N

dw 6 552 (W)|w]
T

C 3
HUHQ(L%J+1)’W’C"‘ OHZ(l%J Dee (HJH f
N WQY:X: (

—wo,wo)
e |
(—wo,wo)¢

Employing the normalization condition (5.207) and the decay condition (2.208)) on
0552, we thus obtain
T

deo 810 (o.))) . (C.88)

Cla Ifol T[T w2 )
(ec) /. < 2([%J+1),w,c’ . 2([%J+1),c
lerry (6 fIJ])] < ~ (wo + w—0T> .(C.89)
By now choosing wy = %, we have hence proved that
il , ol gy YT w2 A
o) 1 L)) | < —— Ll e (©.90)
O
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