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Abstract

We study the time evolution of the Nelson model in a mean-field limit in which N non-
relativistic bosons weakly couple (w.r.t. the particle number) to a positive or zero mass quan-
tized scalar field. Our main result is the derivation of the Bogoliubov dynamics and higher-order
corrections. More precisely, we prove the convergence of the approximate wave function to the
many-body wave function in norm, with a convergence rate proportional to the number of cor-
rections taken into account in the approximation. We prove an analogous result for the unitary
propagator. As an application, we derive a simple system of PDEs describing the time evolution
of the first- and second-order approximation to the one-particle reduced density matrices of the
particles and the quantum field, respectively.

MSC class: 35Q40, 35Q55, 81Q05, 81T10, 81V73, 82C10

1 Introduction

The Nelson model describes the interaction between a relativistic scalar field and nonrelativistic parti-
cles. Since its introduction in the community of mathematical physics by E. Nelson [53] it has served as
a playground for a rigorous study of many features of quantum field theory, in a simple but nonethe-
less realistic model. It was originally introduced to study the interaction of nonrelativistic spinless
nucleons with a scalar meson field but has also been used in condensed matter physics and quantum
optics to describe either particles in interaction with phonons in a crystal, or particles interacting with
radiation (in a linearized approximation). In this paper, we focus on the regular Nelson Hamiltonian,
whose interaction is cut off for high momenta by an ultraviolet regularization, as this analysis serves
as a starting point for the more interesting case of a renormalized interaction without ultraviolet
regularization.

The Nelson model has been studied from different points of view (see, e.g., [1 [16], 27, [57] 44} [48], [35]
and references therein). Here, we consider N » 1 nonrelativistic particles coupled to the quantum field,
and focus on its effective description in a regime in which the nonrelativistic particles are close to a
Bose-Einstein condensate and the scalar field is macroscopic, and thus behaving classically (with
N~12 quantifying the “degree of quantumness”, as a semiclassical i parameter). This regime has
already been studied using semiclassical techniques [2] 3], Fock space methods [I8] or a combination
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of the coherent state approach and the method of counting [39]. In [I5] 32} [60] it has, moreover, been
shown that the effect of the quantum field on the particles can in certain situations be approximated
by a direct pair interaction. Let us also mention further works that focus on related models [37, B8] [40],

a partial limit [9] 12 13| 4] and the strong coupling limit of the polaron [19, 20} 211 26, [36] 411 [46].

In this paper we take a different route, drawing inspiration by a series of works by several authors
[41 18110, 221 23], 241 251, 28], 29], 301, BT, B4}, [42], 471, [49], 50} 511, 52], 55 58] on systems of many nonrelativistic
bosons in direct pair interaction. In particular, we follow the route from [5] (see also [6] for a related
result in the static setting). We construct a Bogoliubov theory, and next-order corrections, for the
Nelson Hamiltonian in the mean-field/semiclassical regime described above. In addition to the inherent
interest of building up such a theory for this model, this also allows to strengthen the previously
available propagation of chaos results from weak-* to strong convergence, at least for a suitable class
of initial states: the wave functions converge, at any time and with an explicit rate of convergence, in
Hilbert space norm and not only through the expectation of suitable observables (of course, provided
that strong convergence holds at a given initial time). Moreover, we provide a series expansion that
approximates the two-parameter group generated by the Nelson Hamiltonian on a subspace of the
excitation Fock space in the strong sense to arbitrary precision. As an application we show that the
time evolution of the first and second-order approximation of one-particle and one-field boson reduced
density matrices are determined by a self-contained system of PDEs.

The article is organized as follows. In the rest of this section we introduce the main notations and
mathematical definitions used throughout the paper, providing a more detailed introduction to the
problem at hand. In Section 2] we state the main convergence results of this paper, viz., Theorems[2.1]
2.3 and In Section Blwe discuss the usefulness of our results by explaining how Bogoliubov theory
can be used for computations, and by deriving the next-order PDEs for the reduced density matrices.
Section [ discusses the Bogoliubov dynamics, and its well-posedness, following mainly [I8, [42] [49].
Finally, in Section Bl we provide the technical details that lead to the proof of Theorems 21} 225 and
2.0l

We assume that the reader is familiar with the basic objects of Fock spaces such as creation and
annihilation operators, the number operator, and sectors with a fixed number of particles. For an
introduction to the topic we refer to [17].

1.1 Basic definitions and notations

The Nelson model we are considering is set up as follows. Let us consider a fixed number N of
nonrelativistic bosons, coupled to a quantized scalar field with an ultraviolet-regular interaction. The
Hilbert space of such a theory is

Hy = (LX(R?)®N @ F, (1)

where F is the bosonic Fock space over L?(R3), and ®; is the symmetric tensor product. Any wave
function ¥y (t), where we have made explicit the dependence on the number of nonrelativistic particles
N that we are going to choose very large, evolves with the Schrédinger equation

10, Un(t) = HNSOMW (), (2)

generated by the cutoff Nelson Hamiltonian with mean-field scaling,
N N
HySom = — 3 A+ f dkw(k)a*(k)a(k) + N~12 Y (). (3)
j=1 J=1

Here, a* and a are the bosonic creation and annihilation operators satisfying the canonical commu-
tation relations

[a(k),a* ()] = 0(k —£), [a(k),a(l)] = 0 = [a*(k),a™ (0)], (4)



and the field operator is defined as

B(z) — f dkn(k)e > (a* (k) + a( ) (5)

with )
g
k) = , 6
n(k) = —~ 0 (6)
for some real cutoff function g, satisfying g(k) = g(—k)J and n € L2, with dispersion w(k) = vkZ + m?,

> 0. We also assume —L € L?, which makes HY NC]SO“ self-adjoint on D(HN ™), where HN*5™0 =

— ijl Aj + dkw(k)a*(k)a(k) is the non-interacting part of the Nelson Hamiltonian.
In order to approximate the time evolution of the Nelson model we introduce the classical field

Bt 2) = J dk (k)™ (. 8) + a(t, ) (M)
and the effective equations

idwu(t) = (— A+ O(t,-))ul(t), (8a)
i) = wa ()+77|u( )2, (8b)

with u(t), a(t) € L2(R?) for all ¢ (and where [u(t)]2 denotes the Fourier transform of |u(t)|?). Here,
« and @ should be considered as the classical counterparts of a and a*. These equations are called
Schrodinger—Klein—Gordon equations, since taking a second time derivative of Equation (8L) yields

(02 — A +m®)D(t) = —g2 * [u(t)]?, 9)

a Klein-Gordon equation with source term (ng denotes the inverse Fourier transform of g?).
Given a solution (u(t),a(t)) of the Schrédinger—Klein-Gordon equations, let us define the wave
function ¢(t) by
ot z) = e Du(t,z) (10)

with the time-dependent phase p(t) defined by

wu(t) = %Jdaj (t, x)|u(t, )| . (11)

The Schrodinger—Klein—Gordon system is globally well-posed in several function spaces. In this
work, we rely on the following well-posedness lemma. For £ € N, let H*(R?) be the Sobolev space of

order ¢ and L?(R?) be a weighted L%-space with norm lell L2 sy = |1+ )6/2 HL2(R3)
Lemma 1.1. Let (ug, ap) € H2(R?) x L3(R3). Then there is a continuous map t — (u(t), a(t)) from
R to H?(R?) ® L3(R3) that satisfies [8al)-®D) with initial condition (u(t), a(t))|i=o0 = (uo, ap).

In [38, Appendix B (N = ¢ = 1)], Lemma [T was proved for g(k) = 1j;<a(k) with A > 0. The
proof, however, can easily be extended to a larger class of cutoff functions. We remark that a similar
result was shown in [I§], and we refer the interested reader to [IIl [54] for a dedicated analysis of
well-posedness for the Schrodinger—Klein—-Gordon system without ultraviolet cutoff.

For convenience, let us denote

h(t) = —A+ ®(t,-) — p(t), (12)

1The choice of a real cutoff function g is taken only to simplify some formulas in the presentation. The generalization
to an arbitrary complex g is straightforward.



and remark that given any solution (u(t),(t)) of ®a)-(Bh), the couple (¢(t),a(t)) is a solution of

i0rp(t) = h(t)e(t) , (13a)

o —

idalt) = walt) + nlpOP? - (13D)

Moreover, let us define the Weyl operator
W) = exp ( [ (7000 - @) ) (14)

whose action on the vacuum of F creates a coherent state with mean particle number | f H%Q (RS) (see,
e.g., [1] for a more detailed introduction).

In this work, we are interested in the evolution of a Bose—Einstein condensate of particles with
initial condensate wave function ¢y and a coherent state W (v/Nag)|Q2) of field bosons with mean
particle number N |apol? . gsy (here, [£2) denotes the vacuum vector). We will prove the persistence of
the condensate and the coherent structure of the field during the time evolution and show that they are
described by (¢(t), a(t)) evolving according to ([3al) and (I3D) with initial condition (¢ (t), a(t))|,_, =
(0, ap). Moreover, we will give an explicit description of the fluctuations around the Schrodinger—
Klein—Gordon equations. For this purpose it is convenient to embed the Hilbert space of the particles
into a second Fock space, to factor out the condensate as well as the coherent state and to look at the
corresponding excitation Fock spaces (for a similar strategy without second quantization see [56, [47]).

The excitation Fock space of the particles is given by

o0
Fo=@FY with FP = (p(t)h)@k. (15)
k=0

It describes bosonic particles, each with a wave function orthogonal to the reference state (t). The
excitation space for the phonons is defined in a slightly different fashion as

Fo = W*(v/Na(t))F. (16)

This space is a unitary “rotation” of the original space; however, it is the coherent state W (\/ N a(t)) |2,
|€2) being the Fock vacuum vector, that now plays the role of a new vacuum [, ) for F,,. The combined
excitation space is then given by the double Fock space

G=FQF,. (17)

Let us remark that, even though we omit this in our notation, both spaces F;, and F, depend on
time. Let us denote the creation and annihilation operators on Fj, by b*(x) and b(x), and on F,, as
before, by a* (k) and a(k). We call the respective number operators NV, and N,. We also introduce the
operator that counts the total number of excitations,

N =N, + N (18)
We now consider the decomposition
N
Un(t) = W(VNa(t) 3 o)®N ™ @, xEX (1) (19)
k=0

where X(\<k])v (t) € }'ka) ® Fq. For given (o(t), a(t)), this establishes a unitary map between Hy and
the N-particle excitation space

N
Gen i= < P ]-'ka)) ® Fa. (20)

k=0

2The unitary map and some of its properties are discussed in greater detail in Appendix [Al



The inverse of [[9) is

12 k
k N _
0= () TTa0P™ W (VRal) Or(0) oy £~ 0L N (21
i=1
where we take a partial inner product w.r.t. the coordinates zj1,..., 2N, and ¢;(t) = 1 — p;(t) with

pi(t) = |p)Xp(t)|;, that is, the projector onto the state ¢(t) in the x; coordinate. We can thus
equally express the Schrodinger equation (2] as

idix<n(t) = HSN (8)x<n (1), (22)
where i N
xen(®) = (XX (1), € Gen-. (23)

The Hamiltonian H<N(t) can be written (see Appendix [A]) as the restriction of a Hamiltonian H (t)
(defined on G) to Ge, i.e., HSN () = H(t)|g_ , withl

H(t) — f da b* (2)h(D)b(x) + f diew(k)a* (k)a(k)
+ fd:cfdk K(t,k,z)(a*(k) + a(—k))b*(z)[1 — N—U\/b]1+/2 +h.c. (24)

L N2 de b* (z) (q(t)(/l\)q(t) — <g0(t), (i)sp(t)>>b($)a

where [z]; denotes the positive part of z, h.c. denotes the Hermitian conjugate of the preceding term,
and ¢(t) is the operator with integral kernel

qt,z,y) = 6(z —y) — p(t,z)p(t,y). (25)

Moreover,
K(t,k,af)=deQ(t,x,y)f~<(t,k,y) with K (t,k,x) = n(k)e 2" p(t, x), (26)

and we denote by K (t) the operator with operator kernel K (¢, k, z), i.e., K (t) = K (t)q(t) where K(t)
has kernel K(t,k, ) and ¢(t) has the kernel given by (2F). Note that if an operator A has integral
kernel A(z,y), we write A for the operator with integral kernel A(x,y).

The Bogoliubov approximation is to disregard all terms with more than two a*, a, b* or b operators
in ([24). This leads us to define the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

Ho(t) = f dz b* (2)h(t)b(z) + f dk w(k)a* (k)a(k)

(27)
+ de J dk K (t,k,z)(a* (k) + a(—k))b*(z) + h.c..
While the Hamiltonian H (t) maps G<n to itself (because of the appearance of the square root in the

second line of ([24))) this does not hold for Hy(t). The corresponding time evolution, usually referred
to as Bogoliubov equation, must therefore be defined on the double Fock space (7). It reads

i0ixo(t) = Ho(t)xo(?), (28)

where xo(t) € G. Its well-posedness is discussed in Section [
Let us remark that for states y in G and G<n we shall always use the notation x*) to indicate
the component in the k particle sector w.r.t. the particle excitations, i.e.,

XM e FP @ F.. (29)

In particular, every x € G corresponds to a sequence (X(k))kzo.

3For one-body operators on L2(R3) with kernel A(z,y) we use the usual shorthand notation {dz b*(z)Ab(z) =
§§ d dy b* (z) A=, y)b(y).



2 Main Results

In this section we state the main results of this paper. We start with Bogoliubov theory, and the first
result on norm convergence. Then, we focus on higher-order corrections, and the refinement of the
rate of convergence for initial states that admit a power series expansion in the parameter N » 1. As
our last result, we provide a similar statement for the unitary propagator.

2.1 Bogoliubov Theory

Our first result shows that Bogoliubov theory approximates the microscopic dynamics well, up to an
error of order N—1/2,

Theorem 2.1. Let Uy (t) be the solution to the Schridinger equation (@) with initial condition
N
U (0) = W(VNa(0) Y. 002N 9 @, x§7(0) € Hy, (30)
k=0

where (p(0),(0)) € H*(R?) x L2(R3) and x0(0) € G satisfy |0(0)| = 1 and ||xo| = 1. We assume
that there is a constant C > 0 such that

|V + 1)*2x0(0)] < (31)

Then there are constants C1,Co > 0 such that

H\IJN(t) - \1:§3>(t)H < CpeCetN—12, (32)

where v
v (1) = W(VNa(t) Y o0)®V 0 @, x§7 (1), (33)

k=0

with o(t), a(t), and xo(t) solutions to Fquations ([3a)), (I3L), and @8)), respectively.

Remark 2.2. By density of D(N??) A G in G, the above statement extends to any N -independent
state xo(0) € G if we omit the explicit rate of convergence in [B2)). More precisely, for Wn(0) as in
BQ) with x0(0) normalized but not necessarily satisfying @), it follows that

lim H\IJN §3>(t)H —0. (34)

Remark 2.3. Since we choose xo(0) = (X((Jk) (0))k=0 normalized to one, this does not necessarily hold
for U (0). However, it is easy to verify that [¥x(0)] — 1 as N — oo.
2.2 Higher-Order Corrections

Formally, one can expand the Hamiltonian (Z4) by using the Taylor series /T —z = Y ¢,z (see
([II7) for the definition of ¢,). This yields

H(t) = de b* (2)h(1)b(z) + Jdkw(k)a* (k)a(k)
+ i N™"¢, J dx J dk K (t, k,z)(a* (k) + a(—k))b* ()N + h.c.
n=0
+ N f b () (a()B()ar) — (ol0), Biol0)) ) b(a)

o0

Z ~2p,(t



(see ([I9a)-([II9d)). The rigorous expansion with explicit remainder estimates is given in Lemma 5.2

In addition, we formally expand the wave function x(t) € G in a power series in N~'/2  i.e.,
[e¢]
x(t) = Z N=2xo(t), xe(t) €. (36)
£=0

Later, we will only consider this power series truncated at some r € Ny, since we do not expect the
series to converge. Then the Schrédinger equation

i0ix(t) = H(t)x(t) (37)

1/2 to the equations

leads in each order in N—

£—1
i0ixe(t) = Ho(t)xe(t) + D Heom(t)xm (1)- (38)
m=0

Let us denote by Up(t, s) the unitary time evolution generated by the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian Hy(t).
Then Equation (B8] in integral form reads

—1 t
X0) = Vot 0)xe(0) = 3 | dstiot, ) Hi (5109
m=0

-1 +
— Uo(t,0)xe(0) = fo ds o (5, U0 (L, 8)xm (5), (39)
m=0
where N
Hp,(s,t) = Up(t, s)Hp(s)Up(s, t). (40)

This iteration can be solved by a straightforward computation (see also [5, Proposition 3.2]). We find

X@(t) =Uop (tv O)Xg(O) + Z (_Z)k fA ds(k) 1_[ ﬁai (Siu t)UO (tv O)Xm (0)7 (41)

where we abbreviated ds(®) = ds; ---dsg, and Ay is the region [O,t]k with s;41 < s; for all i =
1,...,k — 1. Our main assumption on the initial data is the following.

Assumption 2.4. Let r = 1 and assume that for each € € {0,...,r}, the state x¢(0) € G is in the
domain of any power of the number operator N with uniform bounds as N — oo, that is, for all

€ {0,...,r} and n € Ny there are C(£,n) > 0 such that
[V +1)"xe(0)] < C(£, n) (42)
for all N = 1. Moreover, let (p(0),(0)) € H*(R?) x L2(R3).

Note that naturally one would consider N-independent coefficients y,(0), such that the uniformity
in N in ([@2) is given; however, the following theorem remains true if the x,(0) depend on N but
satisfy ([@2) uniformly in N. For mean-field bosons interacting via a class of two-body potentials, it
was shown in [6] that low-energy eigenstates for particles in a suitable trap can indeed be expanded
into a series, with N-independent x;(0), and we expect that a similar result holds true for the Nelson
model.

Our main result on the higher order corrections is the following.



Theorem 2.5. Let U (t) be the solution to the Schrodinger equation ) with initial condition
Un(0) € Hy. Let r € Ny, and

W0 (0) = W(WVNa(0) 3 ¢(0FY g, (2 zvmxg’“)(m), (43)
k=0 =0

and let Assumption[24) hold. Then for all ¥ n(0) with
(o (0) — U(0)| < CoN 2 (44)

for some C,. > 0, there is a C~'7« > 0 such that

wn(®) - w0 < G efrin-or, (45)
where v
v (1) = W(VNa() Y o)®VH @, (2 N2y (t)), (46)
k=0 =0

with (p(t), a(t)) satisfying [3a))-[I3D) and x¢(t) being defined as in Equation [@I).

To formulate our last result, we consider the unitary propagator U(t, s) being defined by

iU (t,s) = H(t)U(t, s). (47)

With the formal ansatz .
U(t,s) = > N~?U(t,s) (48)

=0

we obtain similarly to (@I that
k ~
Ult,s) = >, . H)’“L ( )ds<k> [T (s, t)Uo(t, 9), (49)
k(s i=1

where A(s) is the region [s,]* with s;41 < s; foralli = 1,...,k—1. When x(0) = 3,2 N=2x,(0),
we recover the expression Il via xe(t) = anzo Ur—m(t,0)xm(0). Note that U(t,s) and Uy(t, s) are
unitary two-parameter groups, but Uy(t, s) for £ > 1 is generally not unitary. Rather, U(t,t) = 1 =
Uo(t,t) yields Uy(t,t) = 0, and the group property U (t, s)U (s, r) yields Up(t, r) = Zi:o Ui(t, s)Up—r(s,7).

Theorem 2.6. Let U(t,s) be the unitary two-parameter group generated by H(t), and let x € G
(possibly N-dependent) be such that

VneNg: sup{x,(N +1)"x) < . (50)
N=>1

Then for all r € Ny and t,s € R,

’ (U(t, s) — ZT: N_€/2Ug(t, s)) X

£=0

< G eCrlltiHIsh N—(r+1)/2 (51)

for some C,. > 0, with Uy(t,s) as defined in Equation (@3).



3 Application of Main Results

In this section we outline two important applications of our main results. In the first part, we use
that the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian is a quadratic operator which allows us to explicitly compute the
action of the Bogoliubov time evolution on the creation and annihilation operators. In particular, this
yields a simple method to compute correlation functions within the Bogoliubov approximation. The
explicit form of the higher order terms from (Il allows us to approximate correlation functions also
to higher order. We use this in the second part, where we apply Theorem [2.5]to obtain a set of coupled
PDEs that describe the next-order correction to the time evolution of the one-particle reduced density
matrices.

3.1 Explicit action of the Bogoliubov time evolution

To determine how the Bogoliubov time evolution acts on the creation and annihilation operators, it
is convenient to start by writing the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian as an operator that is quadratic in one
type of (two-component) creation/annihilation operators. To this end, we introduce the Fock spaces

o0 o0
L=@bH" and L1 =P (f;’(‘t) c L, (52)
n=0 n=0
with
ho = L*(R*) @ L*(R?) and b, = {p(t)}" @ L*(R?) < b, (53)

We denote the creation and annihilation operators on these spaces by Z* and Z. Note that the
space £ is unitarily equivalent to G, that is, there is a unitary (time-independent) map V such that
VQg = QLL and

Z(f@g)=VO(f)el+1®a(g)V*, (54a)
Z¥(f@g) =V (fHlel+1®a*(g) V* (54b)

(see also [45] Chapter 4.2]). As usual, we define the second quantization of a linear operator A on b
by
o¢]
dD(A) = > (tn, At ) Z* (1) Z (1) (55)
n,m=0

where (u,)neny € b2 is a suitable ONB. The number operator, for instance, is given by N' = dI'(1).
The action of the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian on £, can then be written as

Ho(t) = VHo(t)V*

= dD(A(H) + 5 ( 3 G, BOT)Z* (42) 2 () + Y. <un,B<t>m>z<un>Z<um>> (56)

where
=i~ (T (5 2+ (M T
and




are defined as operators on bha, (U, )neny = D(A1) is an ONB of ha and K_ () is the operator on L?(R3)
with kernel K_ (¢, k,z) = K(t, —k,xz). We can now apply well-known results about the time evolution
of quadratic Hamiltonians to our model ([B8l); we refer to [59] and [5] for an introduction to the topic
and an overview of some of the results. For

F=f®Jg=f07=/1 D@71 D72 € b2®ba, (59)
let the generalized creation and annihilation operators A*(F') and A(F) be defined by

AX(F) = Z5(f) + Z(9) = A(TF), A(F) = Z(f) + Z*(9), (60)

) (61)

acts on hy @ ho and J : ha — ha, J(g1(k), 92(2)) = (g1(k), g2(x)) is the complex conjugation map. We
further define S on ho @ ho by
1 0
s=(3 0) o

The generalized creation and annihilation operators satisfy the commutation relations

where the operator

o<

0
I=1y

7N

* _ —
[A(F), A*(G)] = <F, SG>b2®b2, [A(F), A(G)] = <F, SJG>b2®h2. (63)
Next we recall the notion of Bogoliubov maps and Bogoliubov transformations. A bounded operator

V:bha@ba — ha Db (64)

is called a Bogoliubov map if it satisfies
VESY =8 =VSV* and JVJ = V. (65)

Equivalently, V is a Bogoliubov map if it has the block form

) with w,v:bhs = bo, T=JvJ, u=Jul, (66)

<

I
N
SHIES
el <

and u, v satisfy the conditions u*u = 1 + v*v, vu®* = 1 +v0*, v¥u = v*v, w* = VU™,
A well-known result about Bogoliubov maps states that there exists a unitary transformation
Uy : L — L satisfying

USA(F)Uy = A(VF) VE€ebh @b, (67)
if and only if it satisfies the Shale—Stinespring condition
[vlrs = Tro, (v*0) < 0. (68)

In this case, V is called unitarily implementable and its implementation Uy, will be called the Bogoli-
ubov transformation associated to V.

It is a fundamental property of the dynamics generated by (suitable) quadratic Hamiltonians on
Fock space that they are equivalent to time-dependent Bogoliubov transformations. More precisely,
in our case, the unitary propagator Uy(t,t9) : G — G that corresponds to the Schrédinger equation

10



(IEI)H is unitarily equivalent to the Bogoliubov transformation Uy ¢,y : L1 — L1, i.e., Up(t, to) =
V*Uy(1,1,)V', where the time-dependent Bogoliubov map V(t, o) solves the PDE

{ i0V(t,to) = A(t)V(t,to) (69)

V(to,to) = 1,

with

A(t) —B(#)
Alt) = <m m) (70)

and A(t) and B(t) defined by (E7) and (B8]), respectively. Note that Equation (69) reduces the Bo-
goliubov equation to a PDE on hs @ ho and that

VU (t,0)*V* A(F)V U (t,0)V* = A(V(t,0)F) VF € by @ bs. (71)

Equation (7)) is our main result of this section. It is very convenient since it allows one to explicitly
compute expectation values of a large class of observables in the state xo(t) or, equivalently, in the

state \Ilg\?) (t) defined by (33)).

3.2 Equations for the reduced density and next-order corrections

The expansion of the wave function in Theorem implies a corresponding expansion of correlation
functions, as has been discussed in [5] for pair-interacting bosons. Here, we provide the next-order
correction to the reduced one-particle density matrices, as one important application of Theorem 2.5
The one-particle reduced density matrix of the condensate particles is defined as

Py = tra. N ()W (8], (72)
and of the field as
it (b K) = NI U N (), a* (K )a(k)Un (2)),, - (73)
These reduced densities can be used to compute expectation values of bounded one-body operators.
We now express the reduced densities in terms of the excitation vector x<n(t) by using the unitary
Un(t) = Un(t) @ W*(v/Na(t)) that was explicitly defined in ) (see Appendix [Al for more details).
A straightforward computation (using Lemma [A]) shows that

part

(@) = N7 e (8), Uy (08 (2 )b(@) TR (D) xen (),
— (@)t ) + N7V2 (p(t, ) B ) () + B ) ()L, ) )

) O > (74)
+ N7 ) (@) = plt @)t ) )

where, for any ¢ € G,

5 (@) = (DAL = NTING]1 b(2) @), 7™ (w,2') i= {@,0%(2")b(2) @) 5, (75)

and
p ) (B, K) = N™Wxen (8), W* (VNa(t))a* (K )a(k)W (VNa()x<n (£)),,.,
a(t, K)alt /) + N2 (a(t, k)BET (1) + 8194 ) (¢, k)alt, 7))

X<N

(76)
4+ N—™ 1 hdd(t)(k,k/),

FYX<N

4Existence and further properties of Up(t,%0) will be discussed in Section [l
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where, for any ® € G,
gCId(k) — <<I>,a(k)<1)>g, ’yﬁCld(k} k') <q) a* (k)fl)>g. (77)

Equations (7)) and (@) tell us how the reduced densities of the particles and the quantum field are
related to reduced densities and one-point functions of the excitations.

The leading orders of the reduced density matrices of the excitations, 75?2) and y Cl(‘z) can be
computed via Bogoliubov theory. It is easier to directly compute the time evolution of the generalized

one-particle density matrix I'y ), defined via

<F‘17 XO )F2>b @hQ <X0 V*A* FQ)A(Fl)VXO(t)>g (78)

for any F1, Fy € b1 ,(4) @ hiy(r), where A%, A are the generalized creation and annihilation operators
defined in (@0). Using the fact that xo(t) = V*Uy,0)V x0(0) with the Bogoliubov map V(t,0) that
solves ([©9), a direct computation yields

r = SV(t,0)ST, (0)SV*(t,0)S, (79)

xo(t)
or

10Ty = A Txo(t) = Do A()- (80)
From Ty ;) we can read off all possible two-point functions of xo(t), in particular 7 (:) and WXO (t)

Let us next consider the one-point functions Bi":\t] (1) and ﬁ;iilj‘i (- The leading order of ﬁiir:r( p 18

part( = {xolt), b(x)XO(t)>g. If we assume that xo(0) = V*Uy,Q for some Bogoliubov map V (as

defined in the previous section), i.e., that xo(0) is quasi-free, then xo(t) = V*Uy 4 0)Up< is also quasi-
free, as the composition of two Bogoliubov transformations defines again a Bogoliubov transformation.
Therefore, 5™ = 0 due to Wick’s rule [59].

Remark 3.1. We could more generally assume that xo(0) = V*UpZ*(f1) - Z*(fn)Q for some
orthonormal f1,..., fn € big(0), i-e., that x0(0) is a state with a fized number n of excitations. Then
Pt s a (2n + 1)-point function of a quasi-free state, i.e., still oy = 0 due to Wick’s rule. Such
states are the prediction of Bogoliubov theory for the low-energy excited states of trapped systems; see
[6] for references in the case of bosons with two-body interaction.
The structure of trapped initial data x¢(0) for £ = 1 follows from time-independent perturbation
theory, which was proven in [6] for a class of two-body interactions. We expect similar results to hold
for our model, in particular that

3¢ m
xe(0) = V* Z Z G, Vxo(0 (81)

+€e

where Gm 'u 18 the quantization of a bounded operator gr(n)# (h1p)™ ™" = (hip©)", ie.,

J

de(“)fdym g0 (W) y ) 22y 2@, 2 () - D), (82)

with xW = (x1,...,2,). So for even £ +n (n being the number of excitations in xo(0)) the state
x¢(0) has only an even number of excitations, whereas for odd n + £ it has an odd number. Note that
the time evolution (AI]) indeed preserves the structure of Equation [&1l), i.e., also

w

4 m
Xe(t) =V* Z (t)Vxo(t) (83)

m=0

m+L eve

for some Gty u(t). Assuming @), all correlation functions of the type (xo(t) Zjj .Z}ixm(t)% where
Zte{Z,7* } vanish for £ +m 4+ k odd due to Wick’s rule.
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With the assumption from Remark Bl all terms of order one and of order N~' vanish in the

t
expansion of ﬁp‘”

(1) SO
ﬁiir;(t - N~ 1/26part( ) +O(N73/2), with Bpart <X0 ( )Xl > +<X1 ( )Xo(t)>g'
(84)
In the same way,
fod = NG  O(NIR), with B k) = (ol a(ka () + an(8), alk)xo ().
(85)
A direct computation shows that 45" and Sfis'd solve the coupled PDEs
10,85 (8, x) = R(E)BR(t,x) + Jdk (Kt b, ) BT ) + K (k) B2, 7))
(86a)
+ Jdk dyF (¢, z, k, y){xo(t), (a(k)*b(y) + a(=k)b(y))x0(t) )4
10,8851, k) = w(k) B (8, k) + de (Kt k)BT (1) + B3 (¢, 2) K (K, @) )
(86D)
+ [ dedy (e ) oo 0,5 )00 (0,
where
F(t,z,k,y) :==n(k) fdz (at, 2, 2)e 2™ g (t, 2, y) — 6z — y)e > *=[p(t, 2)[?) - (87)

The two-point functions such as (xo(t), a(k)*b(y)xo (t)>g can be read off from the corresponding entry
of Fxo(t)'
To summarize, for initial data as in Remark B.I] we have found that

Bt = ()Xo + N0 (e ()X (O] + B3 (D)Xot)] + 2258 — o)X p(B)] ey
+ O(N_2), (88)
and

) = la)Xa®)] + N7 (Ia( DBOT ()] + 1855 (1)) +7§§1{§)) +O(NT?),  (89)

where the one-point functions 85;"* (t) and Bfi14(¢) solve Equations (86al) and (86H), and the two-point

functions ”yXO (t) and *y)f(‘gl(‘z) can be read off from I'y (4), the solution of Equation (80).

4 Well-posedness of the Bogoliubov Equation

Let us now discuss the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem

{ i0¢x(t) = Ho(t)x(t)

X(to) = xo € L. 40)

Since Hy(t) is unitarily equivalent to Hy(t) (see (B6)), this provides the well-posedness of the Bogoli-
ubov equation (28). The main ingredient in the proof is a regularity estimate for the time-dependent
part of Hy(t); more precisely, below we shall show that As(t) and B(t), defined in (B7) and (G8]),
satisfy

sup (142001 + | 4200 + 18Ol + | 550

dt

HS) < (91)
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for any compact set K < R, where || denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. Given the above bound,
the following theorem holds.

Theorem 4.1. Let (¢(t),a(t)) be the unique solution of ([[3al)-(I3D) with initial datum
(¢(to), oto)) € H?(R?) x L3 (R?). (92)
Then there exists a two-parameter unitary group (Uo(t,to))t.toer on L such that for any t,to € R,

Xto (t) =Uop (t7 tO)X (93)

is the unique solution to (@) in the following sense. For any &, x € Q(dU'(1 + Ay)) € L (where Q(+)
denotes the quadratic form domain), we have that Uy(t,to)x, Uo(to, t)E € Q(dT'(1+ A1)), and therefore
the function (&, Uy(t,to)x)r is differentiable with respect to both t and to, with

i0¢C€, Uo(t, to)x)c = (& Ho(t)Uo (L, to)x)c (94a)
104, <& Un(t,to)x)e = —(&, Un(t, to)Ho(to)X)c - (94b)

Moreover, Uy(t,to) satisfies the following properties.
(i) For any r € R there exists a constant C, > 0, such that
1(dT (1) + 1)"To(t, o) (T (1) + 1) 7| < eIt (95)
for all t,ty e R.
(ii) For x € L (to), we have x4, (t) € L1 (t).

Proof. The existence of the two-parameter unitary group satisfying ([@4al) and ([@41) follows from a
general result about the evolution generated by a time-dependent Hamiltonian [42], Theorem 8|. That
[42, Theorem 8| can be applied in our setting under condition ([@I]) is shown in analogy to the first
part of the proof of [49] Proposition 7]. For our purpose, the bound (@3 is crucial. It can be proved
by a Gronwall argument, following the same strategy used in the proof of [I8 Proposition 4.2]. (For a
similar bound, see also [42] Theorem 8].) In the following, we first outline the argument of the proof
of property (i), then of property (ii), and finally we prove the bound ([@IJ).

We consider xy,(t), with x € Q(dT'(1 + A;)). Its derivative is an element of the Hilbert space
obtained from completing £ w.r.t. the scalar product

(o (dD(1+ Ar) e (96)

Hence, M (t,to) := {xt,(t), X1, (t)) is differentiable w.r.t. both ¢ and to. Analogously, for any r > 1,

M, (t,t0) == (xto (8), (A0 (1) + 1) ™ x4 ()2 (97)
is differentiable w.r.t. both ¢ and ¢y as well. We have that
i0: M, (t,t0) = (xto (8), [ (AT (1) + 1) Ho ()Xt () - (98)

The commutation yields

-

|0:M,-(t,t0)] < 20{x1, (1), ((dT(1) + 1) — (dT(1) +3) ") dT (L)X ()22 (99)

where C' = sup ¢y, 41 | B(7)|lgs- Now, by spectral calculus the inequality

(n+1)7"=m+3) " )n<2r(n+1)7", (100)
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valid for all n € N, leads to
[0: M- (¢, to)| < 4C rM,(t,to) . (101)

Gronwall’s lemma gives
1(dT(1) + 1) ()7 < * 1l (dr (1) + 1) 7 2x |12 (102)

The result is extended to 0 < r < 1 by interpolation, the case » = 0 being trivial. In addition, the
bound is extended to any y € L by a density argument. Therefore, we can choose x = (dI'(1) + 1)T/ 2,
for some & € Q(dI'(1)"). In this case, the result reads

I(dT(1) + 1) 2Us(t, to) (AL (1) + 1)7/2¢]|7 < 1ol g2 (103)
for any t,t9 € R. Again by density the result is extended to any £ € £. Hence,
I(dT (1) + 1) 72U (¢, 20) (AT (1) + 1)7/2] < 27100l (104)

Since Uy (t,t0)* = Uy(to,t), the bound (@5 follows, setting C,. = 4C'|r|.
Next, we prove property (ii). One computes

% 1Z((8) ® 0)xuo (D] = 2Im{ Z(i0(t) @ 0)xeo (1), (Z((=R()p(£)) @ 0) + Z(i2(t) @ O)Eo(t)) xo (1))

(105)
Using
Z(p(t) @ 0)Ho(t) = Ho(t) Z (0 (t) ®0) + Z(h(t)p(t) ©0), (106)
one finds
% 1Z(p(t) @ 0)xso (8)|* = 2Im{ Z (1) © 0)xto (£), Ho (1) Z (p(t) @ 0)xo (1)) = O, (107)
and thus [ Z((t) @ 0)xz, (t)] = 0 for all xo satisfying || Z(¢(to) @ 0)xo| = 0. This implies (i7).
It remains to show ([@IJ). Since
@t 2)| < 20l @) L2, @] < 0l la@lLz s 1K) L2 @ey < 2[nllz2 (108)
we have sup;c i (|A2(t)| + | B(t)] g2) < oo for any compact interval K < R.
Using the Schrodinger—Klein—Gordon equations, we further find
10,(x, 1) = Jdk n(k)w (k)2 (a(t, k) — alt, —R)), (109)

and hence, sup,eps [0:®(z,t)| < 21| 2 |wa(t)]|, 2, where [wa(t)||, - is bounded by Lemma Il With
lo(t)] 2 = 1, we further get

eun(t)] < sup (10c®(t, )| + 126, 2) [H()e(0)] 2 ). (110)

TeR3

The last norm is bounded by estimating

sup [ (t)p(1)]| < sup (IAae®)] + (12t 2)] + [u®]) le@®)]) < . (111)

To prove the bound for 0;K (t), we recall K (t) = K (t)(1 — p(t)) and use

S () = (@K (1)q(D) — K (H)ap(0). (112)
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Then we proceed with sup,x [0:p(t)| s < C which follows from i0;p(t) = |h(t, z)e(t)){¢(t)| —h.c. in
combination with (ITIl). Hence we can estimate

[Rwadm], = [ dr [ de] [ e, ko) (o) 5@ - ol Topa) |

f((t, )

<22 OIS (13)

and similarly,

H(atff(t))@u; = Jdkfdw‘ fdy(ﬁtff(t, k) (8(z —y) — p(y)p(2)) ’2- (114)
In the last expression we insert K (t, k,z) = n(k)e 2% o(t, z) to get
@kenam], = [ [ de] [ dynre > @uett, )6 ) - )o@
< 4nl7z 1h(@e®)] 7 - (115)
Together, this implies supe g (| & A2 (t) | + | £ B(t)]1yg) < - O

5 Proofs

5.1 Preliminary Lemmas

Let us start by discussing the power series expansion of the Hamiltonian H (¢) in more detail. We prove
two lemmas in this subsection: one on the growth of the coefficients, and one on remainder estimates.
Recall that on [0, 1] we have the Taylor expansion

k
VI—z =) coa™ + Ri(a), (116)
n=0

with the ¢, given by

o (8) R

’ (117)

Defining Ry (z) := +/[1 — 2]+ — ZZ:O cpa™ for all = 0, an expansion of the Hamiltonian H (¢) yields

H(t) = ZT} N~ H, (1) + 57 (1) (118)
foury
with Ho(t) given by (@), and
Hy(t) = de b* (x) (q(t)@q(t) — (), ‘fw(t)>) b(), (119a)
Hon(t) = o J do J dk K (t, k, 2) (a* (k) + a(—k))b*@AP + hoe. ¥ > 1, (119D)
Hypyi(t) =0 ¥n>1, (119¢)
SW(t) = N“Y2Hy (1) + (Jd:v J dk K (t, k, z)(a* (k) + a(—k))b*(z) Ro (%ﬁ’) + h.c.) . (119d)
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SOy = SO — N2, (1), (119¢)
defdkf(th (k) + a(—k))b* (2) R, (Aj\/;’>+hc vr =1, (119f)

Note that we write (II8) as an expansion in N2 instead of N—¢ due to the appearance of Hj.
The next lemma provides estimates that are needed to bound the above operators relative to
number operators.

Lemma 5.1. Let n € Ny and a¥ € {a,a*}. Then there exist positive constants C' and C(n), such that

'U e [ a b*(x)”(’“)<(q(”““k — {plt), 2k (t)>)a#(ik))b(x)¢’
<C H(Na + D)VA(NG + 1)¢H (120)

and
H(dejdk K(t,k,z)a? (+k)b* @)\, +h.c.) ¢>H <C H N+ DY, + 1) (bH (121)

for all p € F.

Proof. To derive ([20), let us consider the contribution from the q(t)e =27 ¢(¢) term first. Straight-
forwardly estimating the creation and annihilation operators in terms of number operators as in [5l
Lemma 5.1] gives

[ [ars @ awe > g 06)0] < 1l |Vo+ 02N] . 122
where H = L*(R?) and f : H — H ® H is the operator with kernel

Pl kiy) = j dzn(k)a(z, 2)e™q(z, ). (123)

Thus, || flly uewn < [7]. The second term inside the norm on the left side of (I20) can be estimated
in complete analogy. Since ([I21)) is obtained in a similar way, we omit the details (here one needs to
use | K|gg < [n])- O

The remainders in Equation (TI8) can be estimated in terms of number operators.

Lemma 5.2. For any r =1 there is a constant C(r) = 0, such that
IS5 (6] < CrINTCHD2 (NG + 1) M2 + 1) 272 (124)
for all p € F.

Proof. For x € [0,1], Taylor’s theorem gives /1 — a = Zﬁ:o ™ + Ry, (x), with rest term

Ri(z) = (k + Dexn f(l —y) @ =yt dy = g (1 - )R (125)

for some ¢ € (0,2). For z € [0, 1], we thus find that

|Ry. ()] < C(k)zF T+, (126)



For x > 1, we have Ry, (z) := 1/[1 — ]4 — ZZ:O cpa™ = — ZZ:O cna™, therefore
| Ry ()] < C(k)a", (127)

and hence |Ry(z)| < C(k)z**! for all z > 0. Moreover, combining ([26) and ([[Z7) provides also
|Ry(z)| < C(k)a**2 for all 2 > 0.
Thus, with Lemma 5.1 and | Ro(z)| < C(0)z2, we find

IS @6 < N2 |y ()] + ( [ o [anxe (@) + a1 @ R (%) fhe )4

<CON-V2 H(Na Y2 £ 1) (128)
and, with |Ro(z)| < C(0)z, we get
1S5 (6] = ’ <defdk K(t, k,x)(a* (k) + a(—k))b*(2) R @G’) +he. )¢H
<CN7! H(N“ + )Y + 1)3/2¢H . (129)
Then, for r even, we use Lemma [Edland |Ry,(z)| < C(k)z** =, and find
HS}J)(t)H - ‘ (fd:vjdk K(t k) (a* (k) + a(—k))b* () R, (%) + h.c.)¢‘
< N-C20) [V, + DY + 1)<T+2>/2¢H . (130)

For r odd, we employ SJ(\;) = S](\?_l) and | Ry, ()| < C(k)z"+! to obtain

] = J2100] - | o= [ ek e s R () + 1)
< NTUFDEC((r + 1)/2)| (N + 1) VE WG + 1)) (131)
O

5.2 Propagation of Moments of Number Operators

We now prove that moments of the number operator N' = N, + N} with respect to the state x(0)
can be propagated in time.

Lemma 5.3. Let Assumption[2.4) hold. Then for all n € Ny and ¢ € {0,...,r} there is a C(n,f) > 0
such that
|V +1)"xe(t)]| < C(n, €0, (132)

Proof. By the definition of x,(t) from (@Il),

[NV + 1)"Xe(t)\|
< [NV + 1)"Uo (2, 0)x2(0)]

—1 4—m k
Z Z > J ds* )" [ [ Ha (si:)Uo(t,0)xm (0)| - (133)
m=0 k=1 aeN" =1
ler]=
Then by the number operator bound in ([@3) and by Assumption 2.4]
[V + 1)U (£, 0)]xe(0)]| < C(n, £)e? ! (134)
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Next, let us estimate the term
[+ 1) s (s, 1)U (1,006 = [N+ 1)"Ua(t, ) Has(s)Ua(s,0)@| (135)

for any j = % or j € N, and ¢ € F. In the following, we use ([@5) in the first step, then commute Hy; (s)
with the number operators and use Lemma [5.1] in the second step, and use (@5 again in the third
step; we find

) < eC(n)]t—s| |(N +1)"Ha,;(s)Uo(s,0)0|
< O, )OI (W + 1)+ Ui (s, 0) 6|
< C(’mj)ec(n)|t75|ec(n,j)\s\ H(N + 1)n+j+1¢H . (136)

Finally, note that the term with the highest number of creation and annihilation operators in the last
line of (I33) for given m comes from k = ¢ —m, i.e., a = (1,1,...,1). Thus,

k

{—1 b—m
DI IS I N (VY P ORI
m=0 k=1 qeNF Ak i=1
|a|=0—m
-1
< Z C(n,m)efmmt H(N 4+ 1)nH3Em2y(0) ‘ : (137)
m=0
and the lemma is proven by Assumption 2.4] O
5.3 Proof of the Theorems
Proof of Theorems[21] and [2.3. We define the difference
X () = xan(t) = D NTPxu(t) € G, (138)

where we extend the state y<ny € G<n to a state in G by setting X(<z)v =0 forall k> N + 1. Then

()~ 0] = [xen®) - X80 = o, (139)
=0 Gen B
where |@|g.y := |#|gn| (which defines only a semi-norm). Now note that
t
) = Ul 0™ (0) ~ i | dsUa(t.s)F (o), (140)
0
with
F(s) = (H="(s) = Ho(s)) x<n(s ZNE/QZH $)Xe—m(5)
‘
:(HSN() HO rcst +ZN Z/Q( § () ZHm Xl m ))
m=1
— (H<N( ) HO( )) I"Ebt + Z N~ £/2 <H<N Z N— m/2H )Xﬁ (141)
=0
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where we reordered the summation in the last step. Then

rcst

HQ<N

O 2 [ as (00, P, [Las [ dS<U0“ U0, IFE))
~ O QImJ d8<xresc PO —2ReJ dsJ 45 (Uo(0,8)F(3), Uo(0.5) F(s) )
+ [ as [ s (o0 97600, 976)),
~ ), +2m [ ds<x”“ F)),.,

ercst Hg i, +2ZN E/2Imj ds<xrcst (HSN Z N— m/2H ( )) XZ(S)>Q , (142)

<N

Ix;

g<n

<N

using self-adjointness of H<N(s) — H(®)(s) in the last step. By the definition (I8) of the rest term
and using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we find

s t
Hchst Hg<N _ fo‘cst(O)Hng +92 Z N*E/QImJ\ ds <Xf‘cst(s)7S(Tff)(S)XE(S)>
=0

g<n

<o), +2 Y N J ds [ ()], ST o) (143)
=0

<N

Now we use the estimate of the remainder in terms of number operators from Lemma [5.2] and the
estimate of moments of number operators from Lemma [£.3] which yield

H I‘Ebt H rest

HQ<N HQ<N

< 2N~ f ds = (3)] g, D0 Clr = 0) | (N + 12N + 1) 223 (5)
=0

< Nf(rJrl)/QJ\ ds ercst Hg<N C(T)SC(T)S
< [[as (Ao o Lo (144)
= o 2 2 G<n )
Then Gronwall’s lemma implies
et @, < e (=), + N, (145)
O
Proof of Theorem [Z.8. We abbreviate
Tty 5) = Ult s)x— 3 N0t 5)x. (146)
£=0
A computation analogous to ([42) and (I43)) yields
r t
[R5 (8 ) [ = 5 Ctos ) [* = 2 ) N-f/zlmj a5 (X5 (5,), S8 ()05, 9)x )
=0
<2)] N—f/zf a5 [R5 (59| | S50 (5)Ue5,9)x (147)
=0
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The rest term is bounded in terms of number operators according to Lemma 5.2l Furthermore, by the
same computations as in the proof of Lemma [5.3] we deduce that

[NV +1)"Ue(t, 5)x]| < C(n, £)eCOWIHED, (148)

for all n € Ny and for x satisfying our assumption (B0). Then the proof is concluded as in (I44]) and
([I43) in the proof of Theorem O

A More details on the excitation Fock spaces

In this appendix we give further details about the unitary, defined by ([I9)), and the derivation of the
excitation Hamiltonian from (24]). To this end, we closely follow [42] Chapter 4.1] and [43, Chapter 2.3].
First note that the unitary Weyl operator W* (v/Na(t)) maps the Fock space F = @,_(L*(R?))®:"
into itself. Under this mapping the coherent state W (v/Na(t))|Q2) is mapped to the vacuum vector.
Second we recall that any function ¥ € (L?(IR?))®:N can be written as

U =3 Opt)® + 90 @, ()N 1+ B @, ()N 1+ ™). (149)
One way to obtain this decomposition is to introduce for k € {0,1,..., N} the operators
N 1
l—a; a; _
Py = Z Hpi q; = m Z do(1) =" "o (k)Po(k+1) =" " Po(N) (150)
ae{0,1}"V =1 ’ " oeSn
Z'L ai:k

with p;(t) = |@(t))e(t)|; and ¢;(t) = 1 — p;(t) satisfying the identity Zszo Py = 1p2psn) (see, e.g.,
133, Section 3.3.1]). Then ¥ = v | Py ¥ where Py ¥ = ¢®) @, o®N %) with

w _ (MY Hk B(N—k)
P = L Qi<90 7\I]>L2(R3(N—k))' (151)
i=1

The mapping Un (1) : (L2(R*))®N - Dr, (o) )®F, ¥ s (p*) (t))kNZO is unitary because

<¢<k> ®s (1)BNR) 4y @ SD(t)®<zv71>> S <¢<k>,¢a>> (152)

L2(R3N) - L2(R3k)

and therefore H\IIHiQ(RSN) = |¢(0)|2 + Zgzl [ ® H;(R%)'

Let Un(t) : Hn — (@fj:o(go(t)L)@Sk) ® F be the unitary operator defined by Uy (t) = Uy (t) ®
W* (v/Na(t)). In analogy to [43, Chapter 4] and [42, Chapter 4.1] we can use the inclusions Hy =
(L*(R3)®N@F ¢ F®F and ((—Bgzo(cp(t)J‘)&k) ® Fo € F®F to represent Uy (t) and its adjoint

in terms of annihilation and creation operators. To this end, we use b(f) ® L7, b*(f) ® 1, N, ® 1+
and 1r ®@a(f), 17 ®a*(f), 17 ® N, with f € L?(R?) to denote the usual annihilation, creation and
number of particles operators on the first and second Fock space of F ® F.

Lemma A.1. The operators Uy (t) and Un(t)* can equivalently be written as

ik X kb(@(t))N_k
Un(OFy = W* (VNa(®) et~ o=t (153)
(@29 2 (V) S0 @O
Un () (@)m) =W (VRa() 3 o (154)



for all Uy € Hy and XSJ)V e(p®H)®*RF, k=0,...,N. On ((—Bivzo(go(t)L)&k) ® F we have

Un ()0 (9(£)b(p(£)Un (£)* = N — (N3 (1)), , (155a)
Un (6 (/)b(p(0)Un (1) = b*(f) [N — W3 (1), ]"°. (155b)
Un (D" (p()b(HUn (1)* = [N — (Ns(1) ] b(F). (155¢)
Un (O6*()b(g)Un ()* = b*(f)b(g), (155d)

for all f, g e {p(t)}+ and (Ny(t)), = Ny — b*(p(t))b(p(t)). Moreover,
Un(H)a(h)Un (t)* = a(h) + VNC(h,alt)) o gy (156a)
Un (t)a* (M)Un(t)* = a*(h) + VNa(t), h) o o (156b)

for all h e L*(R?).

Proof. The first part of the Lemma is a direct consequence of [ﬁN(t) Rlr,lrQW* (\/Na(t))] =0

and [43] Proposition 4.2]. The relations ([56a) and (I56D) follow from the shifting property of the
Weyl operators. O

In the following, we briefly explain how one derives the Schrodinger equation (22]). To this end, we
need to compute the time derivative of the unitary mapping.

Lemma A.2. Let (¢(t),a(t)) be a sufficiently regular trajectory on L*(R3) @ L?(R3) satisfying
le@) 2rey = [0(0)] 2 (ray for all t = 0. Then the time derivative of Un(t) is

iUn(t) = [b*( (1) b (q()ig(t)) — /N — (No(1)) , b (q(B)isp (1))

— b* up 4 /N Nb <7,50 Nb(t))+) (157)

— N Re(ia(t), a(t)) — VNa (ic(t)) — vVNa* (id(t))]UN(t).
Proof. From [42], Lemma 6] we know that

iUn(t)® Ly = [b* () b (q(t)ia(t)) — 4/ N = (No() b (q(B)ip (1))

= b* (q(®)ig(t) A/ N — (No (1)), — (ip(t), o(t) ) (N — (N (1)) ]ﬁzv(t) ® L.

Combining this with

(158)

Lr®ilW* (\/Noz(t)) _ [N Redic(t), a(t)) + VNa (ia(t)) + VNa* (ia(t)) ] 1r®@W* (\/Na(t))
(159)

and using that both unitary mappings commute shows the claim. The last equality can be obtained by
20, Lemma A.3. (o = 1, @ = b and a* = b*)] and the fact that W*(f) = W(—f) for f e L*>(R3). O

Now, let Wy () and (¢(t), a(t)) be solutions of (@) and (I3a)-(13L) such that [©(0)] 2(rs) = 1.
Then x<n(t) € (@k o(p(t))®s > ®F ¢ F®F, given by x<n(t) = U(t)U () satisfies

ixen(t) = (UN(OBN""Un (1)* +iUn ()UN()*) xan (D). (160)

22



The Schrodinger equation (22) is then obtained by means of Lemma [A2] the Schrodinger—Klein—

Gordon equations ([3al)—(I30),
OO0 = [ @) (A0) — OO ~ G ORDD) o) (161)

and

Un(t)HYNSUn (1)* = N H\/Ea(t)Hi +Hp + N1/2 (a(wa(t)) + a*(walt)))
+ (), hDe®)) + () (N — (As(1)),)
+ [ dob* @) (-2 + (6 alt)b(o)

~

N [ dob @) (a0)Ba(t) ~ (o0, Bp(0) )b(o)
+ NT2p(t), B(t)) (N = (NB(0), + M)
(0" @O + 00 )00 [V~ (50,1 + b

+ Jd:vjdk K (8, %, 2) (a* (B) + a(—k)b*(@)[1 — N~ (Nb(8))., ]

12 + h.c..

(162)

In order to obtain Equation (I6Z) one needs to write HN"" in the second quantized form on F ® F
and proceed in a similar way as in [43, Chapter 4] and [42, Appendix B]. Moreover, note that
(My(t)) ;. x<n = Npx<n holds for all x<n € (@gzo(w(t)ﬂ&k) ® F. For notational convenience,

we define the Fock spaces F,, Fp and Gey as in ([I0), (I0) and @0) and view Ux(t) as a mapping
from Hy to Gen-
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