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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 considerN " 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´1{2 quantifying the “degree of quantumness”, as a semiclassical ℏ parameter). This regime has
already been studied using semiclassical techniques [2, 3], Fock space methods [18] or a combination
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of the coherent state approach and the method of counting [39]. In [15, 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, 38, 40],
a partial limit [9, 12, 13, 14] and the strong coupling limit of the polaron [19, 20, 21, 26, 36, 41, 46].

In this paper we take a different route, drawing inspiration by a series of works by several authors
[4, 8, 10, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 29, 30, 31, 34, 42, 47, 49, 50, 51, 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,
2.5, and 2.6. In Section 3 we 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 4 discusses the Bogoliubov dynamics, and its well-posedness, following mainly [18, 42, 49].
Finally, in Section 5 we provide the technical details that lead to the proof of Theorems 2.1, 2.5, and
2.6.

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

HN “ pL2pR3qqbsN b F , (1)

where F is the bosonic Fock space over L2pR3q, and bs is the symmetric tensor product. Any wave
function ΨN ptq, 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 Schrödinger equation

iBtΨNptq “ HNelson
N ΨNptq, (2)

generated by the cutoff Nelson Hamiltonian with mean-field scaling,

HNelson
N “ ´

Nÿ

j“1

∆j `
ż
dk ωpkqa˚pkqapkq `N´1{2

Nÿ

j“1

pΦpxjq. (3)

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

rapkq, a˚pℓqs “ δpk ´ ℓq, rapkq, apℓqs “ 0 “ ra˚pkq, a˚pℓqs, (4)
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and the field operator is defined as

pΦpxq “
ż
dk ηpkqe´2πikx

´
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

¯
(5)

with

ηpkq “ gpkqa
2ωpkq

, (6)

for some real cutoff function g, satisfying gpkq “ gp´kq1 and η P L2, with dispersion ωpkq “
?
k2 `m2,

m ě 0. We also assume η?
ω

P L2, which makes HNelson
N self-adjoint on DpHNelson,0

N q, where HNelson,0
N “

´ řN
j“1 ∆j `

ş
dk ωpkqa˚pkqapkq 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

Φpt, xq “
ż
dk ηpkqe´2πikx

´
αpt, kq ` αpt,´kq

¯
(7)

and the effective equations

iBtuptq “
`

´ ∆ ` Φpt, ¨q
˘
uptq, (8a)

iBtαptq “ ωαptq ` η {|uptq|2, (8b)

with uptq, αptq P L2pR3q for all t (and where {|uptq|2 denotes the Fourier transform of |uptq|2). Here,
α and ᾱ should be considered as the classical counterparts of a and a˚. These equations are called
Schrödinger–Klein–Gordon equations, since taking a second time derivative of Equation (8b) yields

pB2
t ´ ∆ `m2qΦptq “ ´ qg2 ˚ |uptq|2 , (9)

a Klein–Gordon equation with source term ( qg2 denotes the inverse Fourier transform of g2).
Given a solution

`
uptq, αptq

˘
of the Schrödinger–Klein–Gordon equations, let us define the wave

function ϕptq by
ϕpt, xq “ eiµptqupt, xq , (10)

with the time-dependent phase µptq defined by

µptq :“ 1

2

ż
dxΦpt, xq|upt, xq|2 . (11)

The Schrödinger–Klein–Gordon system is globally well-posed in several function spaces. In this
work, we rely on the following well-posedness lemma. For ℓ P N, let HℓpR3q be the Sobolev space of

order ℓ and L2
ℓpR3q be a weighted L2-space with norm }α}L2

ℓ
pR3q “

›› `
1 ` | ¨ |2

˘ℓ{2 ››
L2pR3q

Lemma 1.1. Let pu0, α0q P H2pR3q ˆ L2
1pR3q. Then there is a continuous map t ÞÑ puptq, αptqq from

R to H2pR3q ‘ L2
1pR3q that satisfies (8a)-(8b) with initial condition puptq, αptqq|t“0 “ pu0, α0q.

In [38, Appendix B (N “ δ “ 1)], Lemma 1.1 was proved for gpkq “ 1|k|ďΛpkq with Λ ą 0. The
proof, however, can easily be extended to a larger class of cutoff functions. We remark that a similar
result was shown in [18], and we refer the interested reader to [11, 54] for a dedicated analysis of
well-posedness for the Schrödinger–Klein–Gordon system without ultraviolet cutoff.

For convenience, let us denote

hptq “ ´∆ ` Φpt, ¨q ´ µptq, (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.
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and remark that given any solution
`
uptq, αptq

˘
of (8a)-(8b), the couple

`
ϕptq, αptq

˘
is a solution of

iBtϕptq “ hptqϕptq , (13a)

iBtαptq “ ωαptq ` η {|ϕptq|2 . (13b)

Moreover, let us define the Weyl operator

W pfq “ exp

ˆ ż
dk

´
fpkqa˚pkq ´ fpkqapkq

¯˙
(14)

whose action on the vacuum of F creates a coherent state with mean particle number }f}2
L2pR3q (see,

e.g., [7] 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 ϕ0 and a coherent state W p
?
Nα0q|Ωy of field bosons with mean

particle number N}α0}2
L2pR3q (here, |Ωy 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 pϕptq, αptqq evolving according to (13a) and (13b) with initial condition pϕptq, αptqq

∣

∣

t“0
“

pϕ0, α0q. Moreover, we will give an explicit description of the fluctuations around the Schrödinger–
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

Fb “
8à

k“0

F
pkq
b with F

pkq
b “ pϕptqKqbsk. (15)

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

Fa “ W˚`?
Nαptq

˘
F . (16)

This space is a unitary “rotation” of the original space; however, it is the coherent stateW
`?
Nαptq

˘
|Ωy,

|Ωy being the Fock vacuum vector, that now plays the role of a new vacuum |Ωay for Fa. The combined
excitation space is then given by the double Fock space

G “ Fb b Fa. (17)

Let us remark that, even though we omit this in our notation, both spaces Fb and Fa depend on
time. Let us denote the creation and annihilation operators on Fb by b˚pxq and bpxq, and on Fa, as
before, by a˚pkq and apkq. We call the respective number operators Nb and Na. We also introduce the
operator that counts the total number of excitations,

N “ Na ` Nb. (18)

We now consider the decomposition

ΨN ptq “ W
`?
Nαptq

˘ Nÿ

k“0

ϕptqbpN´kq bs χ
pkq
ďN ptq (19)

where χ
pkq
ďN ptq P F

pkq
b b Fa. For given pϕptq, αptqq, this establishes a unitary map2 between HN and

the N -particle excitation space

GďN :“
ˆ

Nà
k“0

F
pkq
b

˙
b Fa. (20)

2The unitary map and some of its properties are discussed in greater detail in Appendix A.
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The inverse of (19) is

χ
pkq
ďNptq “

ˆ
N

k

˙1{2 kź

i“1

qiptq
@
ϕptqbpN´kq,W˚`?

Nαptq
˘
ΨN ptq

D
L2pRdpN´kqq, k “ 0, 1, . . . , N, (21)

where we take a partial inner product w.r.t. the coordinates xk`1, . . . , xN , and qiptq “ 1 ´ piptq with
piptq “ |ϕptqyxϕptq|i, that is, the projector onto the state ϕptq in the xi coordinate. We can thus
equally express the Schrödinger equation (2) as

iBtχďN ptq “ HďN ptqχďN ptq, (22)

where
χďN ptq “

`
χ

pkq
ďN ptq

˘N
k“0

P GďN . (23)

The Hamiltonian HďN ptq can be written (see Appendix A) as the restriction of a Hamiltonian Hptq
(defined on G) to GďN , i.e., HďN ptq “ Hptq|GďN

, with3

Hptq “
ż
dx b˚pxqhptqbpxq `

ż
dk ωpkqa˚pkqapkq

`
ż
dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq

“
1 ´N´1Nb

‰1{2
` ` h.c.

`N´1{2
ż
dx b˚pxq

´
qptqpΦqptq ´

@
ϕptq, pΦϕptq

D¯
bpxq,

(24)

where rxs` denotes the positive part of x, h.c. denotes the Hermitian conjugate of the preceding term,
and qptq is the operator with integral kernel

qpt, x, yq “ δpx´ yq ´ ϕpt, xqϕpt, yq. (25)

Moreover,

Kpt, k, xq “
ż
dy qpt, x, yq rKpt, k, yq with rKpt, k, xq “ ηpkqe´2πikxϕpt, xq, (26)

and we denote by Kptq the operator with operator kernel Kpt, k, xq, i.e., Kptq “ rKptqqptq where rKptq
has kernel rKpt, k, xq and qptq has the kernel given by (25). Note that if an operator A has integral
kernel Apx, yq, we write A for the operator with integral kernel Apx, yq.

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

H0ptq “
ż
dx b˚pxqhptqbpxq `

ż
dk ωpkqa˚pkqapkq

`
ż
dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq ` h.c. .

(27)

While the Hamiltonian Hptq maps GďN to itself (because of the appearance of the square root in the
second line of (24)) this does not hold for H0ptq. The corresponding time evolution, usually referred
to as Bogoliubov equation, must therefore be defined on the double Fock space (17). It reads

iBtχ0ptq “ H0ptqχ0ptq, (28)

where χ0ptq P G. Its well-posedness is discussed in Section 4.
Let us remark that for states χ in G and GďN we shall always use the notation χpkq to indicate

the component in the k particle sector w.r.t. the particle excitations, i.e.,

χpkq P F
pkq
b b Fa. (29)

In particular, every χ P G corresponds to a sequence pχpkqqkě0.

3For one-body operators on L2pR3q with kernel Apx, yq we use the usual shorthand notation
ş
dx b˚pxqAbpxq “ş ş

dx dy b˚pxqApx, yqbpyq.

5



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 ΨNptq be the solution to the Schrödinger equation (2) with initial condition

ΨNp0q “ W
`?
Nαp0q

˘ Nÿ

k“0

ϕp0qbpN´kq bs χ
pkq
0 p0q P HN , (30)

where pϕp0q, αp0qq P H2pR3q ˆ L2
1pR3q and χ0p0q P G satisfy }ϕp0q} “ 1 and }χ0} “ 1. We assume

that there is a constant C ą 0 such that
››pN ` 1q3{2χ0p0q

›› ď C. (31)

Then there are constants C1, C2 ą 0 such that
›››ΨN ptq ´ Ψ

p0q
N ptq

››› ď C1e
C2tN´1{2, (32)

where

Ψ
p0q
N ptq “ W

`?
Nαptq

˘ Nÿ

k“0

ϕptqbpN´kq bs χ
pkq
0 ptq, (33)

with ϕptq, αptq, and χ0ptq solutions to Equations (13a), (13b), and (28), respectively.

Remark 2.2. By density of DpN 3{2q X G in G, the above statement extends to any N -independent
state χ0p0q P G if we omit the explicit rate of convergence in (32). More precisely, for ΨNp0q as in
(30) with χ0p0q normalized but not necessarily satisfying (31), it follows that

lim
NÑ8

›››ΨN ptq ´ Ψ
p0q
N ptq

››› “ 0. (34)

Remark 2.3. Since we choose χ0p0q “ pχpkq
0 p0qqkě0 normalized to one, this does not necessarily hold

for ΨNp0q. However, it is easy to verify that }ΨN p0q} Ñ 1 as N Ñ 8.

2.2 Higher-Order Corrections

Formally, one can expand the Hamiltonian (24) by using the Taylor series
?
1 ´ x “

ř8
n“0 cnx

n (see
(117) for the definition of cn). This yields

Hptq “
ż
dx b˚pxqhptqbpxq `

ż
dk ωpkqa˚pkqapkq

`
8ÿ

n“0

N´ncn

ż
dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxqNn

b ` h.c.

`N´1{2
ż
dx b˚pxq

´
qptqpΦpxqqptq ´

@
ϕptq, pΦϕptq

D¯
bpxq

“
8ÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2Hℓptq

(35)
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(see (119a)-(119c)). The rigorous expansion with explicit remainder estimates is given in Lemma 5.2.
In addition, we formally expand the wave function χptq P G in a power series in N´1{2, i.e.,

χptq “
8ÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2χℓptq, χℓptq P G. (36)

Later, we will only consider this power series truncated at some r P N0, since we do not expect the
series to converge. Then the Schrödinger equation

iBtχptq “ Hptqχptq (37)

leads in each order in N´1{2 to the equations

iBtχℓptq “ H0ptqχℓptq `
ℓ´1ÿ

m“0

Hℓ´mptqχmptq. (38)

Let us denote by U0pt, sq the unitary time evolution generated by the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian H0ptq.
Then Equation (38) in integral form reads

χℓptq “ U0pt, 0qχℓp0q ´ i

ℓ´1ÿ

m“0

ż t

0

dsU0pt, sqHℓ´mpsqχmpsq

“ U0pt, 0qχℓp0q ´ i

ℓ´1ÿ

m“0

ż t

0

ds rHℓ´mps, tqU0pt, sqχmpsq, (39)

where
rHmps, tq “ U0pt, sqHmpsqU0ps, tq. (40)

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

χℓptq “ U0pt, 0qχℓp0q `
ℓ´1ÿ

m“0

ℓ´mÿ

k“1

ÿ

αPNk

|α|“ℓ´m

p´iqk
ż

∆k

dspkq
kź

i“1

rHαi
psi, tqU0pt, 0qχmp0q, (41)

where we abbreviated dspkq “ ds1 ¨ ¨ ¨dsk, and ∆k is the region r0, tsk with si`1 ď si for all i “
1, . . . , k ´ 1. Our main assumption on the initial data is the following.

Assumption 2.4. Let r ě 1 and assume that for each ℓ P t0, ..., ru, the state χℓp0q P G is in the
domain of any power of the number operator N with uniform bounds as N Ñ 8, that is, for all
ℓ P t0, ..., ru and n P N0 there are Cpℓ, nq ą 0 such that

}pN ` 1qnχℓp0q} ď Cpℓ, nq (42)

for all N ě 1. Moreover, let pϕp0q, αp0qq P H2pR3q ˆ L2
1pR3q.

Note that naturally one would consider N -independent coefficients χℓp0q, such that the uniformity
in N in (42) is given; however, the following theorem remains true if the χℓp0q depend on N but
satisfy (42) 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 χℓp0q, and we expect that a similar result holds true for the Nelson
model.

Our main result on the higher order corrections is the following.
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Theorem 2.5. Let ΨNptq be the solution to the Schrödinger equation (2) with initial condition
ΨN p0q P HN . Let r P N0, and

Ψ
prq
N p0q “ W

`?
Nαp0q

˘ Nÿ

k“0

ϕp0qbpN´kq bs

ˆ rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2χpkq
ℓ p0q

˙
, (43)

and let Assumption 2.4 hold. Then for all ΨNp0q with

›››ΨN p0q ´ Ψ
prq
N p0q

››› ď CrN
´pr`1q{2 (44)

for some Cr ą 0, there is a rCr ą 0 such that

›››ΨN ptq ´ Ψ
prq
N ptq

››› ď rCre
rCrtN´pr`1q{2, (45)

where

Ψ
prq
N ptq “ W

`?
Nαptq

˘ Nÿ

k“0

ϕptqbpN´kq bs

ˆ rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2χ
pkq
ℓ ptq

˙
, (46)

with pϕptq, αptqq satisfying (13a)-(13b) and χℓptq being defined as in Equation (41).

To formulate our last result, we consider the unitary propagator Upt, sq being defined by

iBtUpt, sq “ HptqUpt, sq. (47)

With the formal ansatz

Upt, sq “
8ÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2Uℓpt, sq (48)

we obtain similarly to (41) that

Uℓpt, sq “
ℓÿ

k“1

ÿ

αPNk

|α|“ℓ

p´iqk
ż

∆kpsq
dspkq

kź

i“1

rHpαiqpsi, tqU0pt, sq, (49)

where ∆kpsq is the region rs, tsk with si`1 ď si for all i “ 1, . . . , k´1. When χp0q “ ř8
ℓ“0N

´ℓ{2χℓp0q,
we recover the expression (41) via χℓptq “

řℓ
m“0 Uℓ´mpt, 0qχmp0q. Note that Upt, sq and U0pt, sq are

unitary two-parameter groups, but Uℓpt, sq for ℓ ě 1 is generally not unitary. Rather, Upt, tq “ 1 “
U0pt, tq yields Uℓpt, tq “ 0, and the group property Upt, sqUps, rq yields Uℓpt, rq “ řℓ

k“0 Ukpt, sqUℓ´kps, rq.

Theorem 2.6. Let Upt, sq be the unitary two-parameter group generated by Hptq, and let χ P G
(possibly N -dependent) be such that

@n P N0 : sup
Ně1

@
χ, pN ` 1qnχ

D
ă 8. (50)

Then for all r P N0 and t, s P R,

›››››

˜
Upt, sq ´

rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2Uℓpt, sq
¸
χ

››››› ď rCre
rCrp|t|`|s|qN´pr`1q{2, (51)

for some rCr ą 0, with Uℓpt, sq as defined in Equation (49).
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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 (41) 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

L “
8à

n“0

h
bsn
2 and LK “

8à
n“0

h
bsn
Kϕptq Ă L, (52)

with

h2 “ L2pR3q ‘ L2pR3q and hKϕptq “ tϕptquK ‘ L2pR3q Ă h2. (53)

We denote the creation and annihilation operators on these spaces by Z˚ and Z. Note that the
space LK is unitarily equivalent to G, that is, there is a unitary (time-independent) map V such that
V ΩG “ ΩLK and

Zpf ‘ gq “ V pbpfq b 1 ` 1 b apgqqV ˚, (54a)

Z˚pf ‘ gq “ V pb˚pfq b 1 ` 1 b a˚pgqqV ˚ (54b)

(see also [45, Chapter 4.2]). As usual, we define the second quantization of a linear operator A on h2
by

dΓpAq “
8ÿ

n,m“0

@
un, Aum

D
Z˚punqZpumq (55)

where punqnPN Ă h2 is a suitable ONB. The number operator, for instance, is given by N “ dΓp1q.
The action of the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian on LK can then be written as

H0ptq “ VH0ptqV ˚

“ dΓpAptqq ` 1

2

˜ ÿ

n,m

@
un, Bptqum

D
Z˚punqZ˚pumq `

ÿ

n,m

@
un, Bptqum

D
ZpunqZpumq

¸
(56)

where

Aptq “ A1 `A2ptq “
ˆ

hptq K˚
´ptq

K´ptq ω

˙
“

ˆ
´∆ 0
0 ω

˙
`

ˆ
Φpt, xq ´ µptq K˚

´ptq
K´ptq 0

˙
(57)

and

Bptq “
ˆ

0 K˚ptq
Kptq 0

˙
(58)
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are defined as operators on h2, punqnPN Ă DpA1q is an ONB of h2 and K´ptq is the operator on L2pR3q
with kernel K´pt, k, xq “ Kpt,´k, xq. We can now apply well-known results about the time evolution
of quadratic Hamiltonians to our model (56); we refer to [59] and [5] for an introduction to the topic
and an overview of some of the results. For

F “ f ‘ Jg “ f ‘ g “ f1 ‘ f2 ‘ g1 ‘ g2 P h2 ‘ h2, (59)

let the generalized creation and annihilation operators A˚pF q and ApF q be defined by

A˚pF q “ Z˚pfq ` Zpgq “ ApJ F q, ApF q “ Zpfq ` Z˚pgq, (60)

where the operator

J “
ˆ

0 J

J 0

˙
(61)

acts on h2 ‘ h2 and J : h2 Ñ h2, Jpg1pkq, g2pxqq “ pg1pkq, g2pxqq is the complex conjugation map. We
further define S on h2 ‘ h2 by

S “
ˆ

1 0
0 ´1

˙
. (62)

The generalized creation and annihilation operators satisfy the commutation relations

rApF q, A˚pGqs “
@
F,SG

D
h2‘h2

, rApF q, ApGqs “
@
F,SJG

D
h2‘h2

. (63)

Next we recall the notion of Bogoliubov maps and Bogoliubov transformations. A bounded operator

V : h2 ‘ h2 Ñ h2 ‘ h2 (64)

is called a Bogoliubov map if it satisfies

V˚SV “ S “ VSV˚ and JVJ “ V . (65)

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

V “
ˆ
u v

v u

˙
with u, v : h2 Ñ h2, v “ JvJ, u “ JuJ, (66)

and u, v satisfy the conditions u˚u “ 1 ` v˚v, uu˚ “ 1 ` v v˚, v˚u “ v˚v, uv˚ “ v u˚.
A well-known result about Bogoliubov maps states that there exists a unitary transformation

UV : L Ñ L satisfying

U
˚
VApF qUV “ ApVF q @F P h2 ‘ h2, (67)

if and only if it satisfies the Shale–Stinespring condition

}v}2HS “ Trh2
pv˚vq ă 8. (68)

In this case, V is called unitarily implementable and its implementation UV 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 U0pt, t0q : G Ñ G that corresponds to the Schrödinger equation

10



(28),4 is unitarily equivalent to the Bogoliubov transformation UVpt,t0q : LK Ñ LK, i.e., U0pt, t0q “
V ˚UVpt,t0qV , where the time-dependent Bogoliubov map Vpt, t0q solves the PDE

#
iBtVpt, t0q “ AptqVpt, t0q
Vpt0, t0q “ 1,

(69)

with

Aptq “
˜
Aptq ´Bptq
Bptq ´Aptq

¸
, (70)

and Aptq and Bptq defined by (57) and (58), respectively. Note that Equation (69) reduces the Bo-
goliubov equation to a PDE on h2 ‘ h2 and that

V U0pt, 0q˚V ˚ApF qV U0pt, 0qV ˚ “ ApVpt, 0qF q @F P h2 ‘ h2. (71)

Equation (71) 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 χ0ptq or, equivalently, in the

state Ψ
p0q
N ptq defined by (33).

3.2 Equations for the reduced density and next-order corrections

The expansion of the wave function in Theorem 2.5 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

µ
part

ΨN ptq “ tr2...,N |ΨNptqyxΨN ptq|, (72)

and of the field as
µfield
ΨN ptqpk, k1q “ N´1

@
ΨNptq, a˚pk1qapkqΨN ptq

D
HN

. (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 χďN ptq by using the unitary

UN ptq “ rUN ptq bW˚p
?
Nαptqq that was explicitly defined in (21) (see Appendix A for more details).

A straightforward computation (using Lemma A.1) shows that

µ
part

ΨN ptqpx, x1q “ N´1
@
χďN ptq, rUN ptqb˚px1qbpxq rU˚

N ptqχďN ptq
D
HN

“ ϕpt, xqϕpt, x1q `N´1{2
´
ϕpt, xqβpart

χďN ptqpx1q ` β
part

χďN ptqpxqϕpt, x1q
¯

`N´1
´
γ
part

χďN ptqpx, x1q ´ ϕpt, xqϕpt, x1q tr γpart
χďN ptq

¯
,

(74)

where, for any Φ P G,

β
part
Φ pxq :“

@
Φ,

a
r1 ´N´1Nbs` bpxqΦ

D
G
, γ

part
Φ px, x1q :“

@
Φ, b˚px1qbpxqΦ

D
G
, (75)

and

µfield
ΨN ptqpk, k1q “ N´1

@
χďN ptq,W˚p

?
Nαptqqa˚pk1qapkqW p

?
NαptqqχďN ptq

D
HN

“ αpt, kqαpt, k1q `N´1{2
´
αpt, kqβfield

χďN ptqpt, k1q ` βfield
χďN ptqpt, kqαpt, k1q

¯

`N´1γfieldχďN ptqpk, k1q,
(76)

4Existence and further properties of U0pt, t0q will be discussed in Section 4.
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where, for any Φ P G,

βfield
Φ pkq :“

@
Φ, apkqΦ

D
G
, γfieldΦ pk, k1q :“

@
Φ, a˚pk1qapkqΦ

D
G
. (77)

Equations (74) and (76) 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, γpart
χ0ptq and γfield

χ0ptq, can be

computed via Bogoliubov theory. It is easier to directly compute the time evolution of the generalized
one-particle density matrix Γχ0ptq, defined via

@
F1,Γχ0ptqF2

D
h2‘h2

:“
@
χ0ptq, V ˚A˚pF2qApF1qV χ0ptq

D
G

(78)

for any F1, F2 P hKϕptq ‘ hKϕptq, where A
˚, A are the generalized creation and annihilation operators

defined in (60). Using the fact that χ0ptq “ V ˚
UVpt,0qV χ0p0q with the Bogoliubov map Vpt, 0q that

solves (69), a direct computation yields

Γχ0ptq “ SVpt, 0qSΓχ0p0qSV
˚pt, 0qS, (79)

or

iBtΓχ0ptq “ Aptq˚Γχ0ptq ´ Γχ0ptqAptq. (80)

From Γχ0ptq we can read off all possible two-point functions of χ0ptq, in particular γpart
χ0ptq and γfield

χ0ptq.

Let us next consider the one-point functions βpart

χďN ptq and βfield
χďN ptq. The leading order of βpart

χďN ptq is

β
part
00 pt, xq :“

@
χ0ptq, bpxqχ0ptq

D
G
. If we assume that χ0p0q “ V ˚

UVΩ for some Bogoliubov map V (as

defined in the previous section), i.e., that χ0p0q is quasi-free, then χ0ptq “ V ˚
UVpt,0qUVΩ is also quasi-

free, as the composition of two Bogoliubov transformations defines again a Bogoliubov transformation.
Therefore, βpart

00 “ 0 due to Wick’s rule [59].

Remark 3.1. We could more generally assume that χ0p0q “ V ˚UVZ
˚pf1q ¨ ¨ ¨Z˚pfnqΩ for some

orthonormal f1, . . . , fn P hKϕp0q, i.e., that χ0p0q is a state with a fixed number n of excitations. Then

β
part
00 is a p2n ` 1q-point function of a quasi-free state, i.e., still βpart

00 “ 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 χℓp0q for ℓ ě 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

χℓp0q “ V ˚
3ℓÿ

m“0
m`ℓ even

mÿ

µ“0

Gpℓq
m,µV χ0p0q, (81)

where G
pℓq
m,µ is the quantization of a bounded operator g

pℓq
m,µ : phKϕp0qqm´µ Ñ phKϕp0qqµ, i.e.,

Gpℓq
m,µ “

ż
dxpµq

ż
dypm´µqgpℓq

m,µpxpµq; ypm´µqqZ˚px1q . . . Z˚pxµqZpy1q . . . Zpym´µq, (82)

with xpµq :“ px1, . . . , xµq. So for even ℓ ` n (n being the number of excitations in χ0p0q) the state
χℓp0q has only an even number of excitations, whereas for odd n` ℓ it has an odd number. Note that
the time evolution (41) indeed preserves the structure of Equation (81), i.e., also

χℓptq “ V ˚
3ℓÿ

m“0
m`ℓ even

mÿ

µ“0

Gpℓq
m,µptqV χ0ptq (83)

for some G
pℓq
m,µptq. Assuming (81), all correlation functions of the type

@
χℓptq, Z7

1 . . . Z
7
kχmptq

D
, where

Z7 P tZ,Z˚u, vanish for ℓ`m` k odd due to Wick’s rule.
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With the assumption from Remark 3.1, all terms of order one and of order N´1 vanish in the
expansion of βpart

χďN ptq, so

β
part

χďN ptq “ N´1{2βpart
01 ptq `OpN´3{2q, with β

part
01 pt, xq “

@
χ0ptq, bpxqχ1ptq

D
G

`
@
χ1ptq, bpxqχ0ptq

D
G
.

(84)

In the same way,

βfield
χďN ptq “ N´1{2βfield

01 ptq `OpN´3{2q, with βfield
01 pt, kq “

@
χ0ptq, apkqχ1ptq

D
G

`
@
χ1ptq, apkqχ0ptq

D
G
.

(85)

A direct computation shows that βpart
01 and βfield

01 solve the coupled PDEs

iBtβpart
01 pt, xq “ hptqβpart

01 pt, xq `
ż
dk

´
Kpt, k, xqβfield

01 pt, kq `Kpt,´k, xqβfield
01 pt, kq

¯

`
ż
dk dyF pt, x, k, yq

@
χ0ptq,

`
apkq˚bpyq ` ap´kqbpyq

˘
χ0ptq

D
G

(86a)

iBtβfield
01 pt, kq “ ωpkqβfield

01 pt, kq `
ż
dx

´
Kpt, k, xqβpart

01 pt, xq ` β
part
01 pt, xqKpt,´k, xq

¯

`
ż
dxdyF pt, x, k, yq

@
χ0ptq, b˚pxqbpyqχ0ptq

D
G
,

(86b)

where

F pt, x, k, yq :“ ηpkq
ż
dz

`
qpt, x, zqe´2πikzqpt, z, yq ´ δpx´ yqe´2πikz |ϕpt, zq|2

˘
. (87)

The two-point functions such as
@
χ0ptq, apkq˚bpyqχ0ptq

D
G
can be read off from the corresponding entry

of Γχ0ptq.
To summarize, for initial data as in Remark 3.1 we have found that

µ
part

ΨN ptq “ |ϕptqyxϕptq| `N´1
´

|ϕptqyxβpart
01 ptq| ` |βpart

01 ptqyxϕptq| ` γ
part

χ0ptq ´ |ϕptqyxϕptq| trγpart
χ0ptq

¯

`OpN´2q, (88)

and

µfield
ΨN ptq “ |αptqyxαptq| `N´1

´
|αptqyxβfield

01 ptq| ` |βfield
01 ptqyxαptq| ` γfieldχ0ptq

¯
`OpN´2q, (89)

where the one-point functions βpart
01 ptq and βfield

01 ptq solve Equations (86a) and (86b), and the two-point
functions γpart

χ0ptq and γfield
χ0ptq can be read off from Γχ0ptq, the solution of Equation (80).

4 Well-posedness of the Bogoliubov Equation

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

#
iBtχptq “ H0ptqχptq
χpt0q “ χ0 P L.

(90)

Since H0ptq is unitarily equivalent to H0ptq (see (56)), 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 H0ptq; more precisely, below we shall show that A2ptq and Bptq, defined in (57) and (58),
satisfy

sup
tPK

ˆ
}A2ptq} `

››››
d

dt
A2ptq

›››› ` }Bptq}HS `
››››
d

dt
Bptq

››››
HS

˙
ă 8 (91)
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for any compact set K Ă R, where }¨}HS denotes the Hilbert–Schmidt norm. Given the above bound,
the following theorem holds.

Theorem 4.1. Let pϕptq, αptqq be the unique solution of (13a)-(13b) with initial datum

pϕpt0q, αpt0qq P H2pR3q ˆ L2
1pR3q. (92)

Then there exists a two-parameter unitary group pU0pt, t0qqt,t0PR on L such that for any t, t0 P R,

χt0ptq “ U0pt, t0qχ (93)

is the unique solution to (90) in the following sense. For any ξ, χ P QpdΓp1 ` A1qq Ď L (where Qp¨q
denotes the quadratic form domain), we have that U0pt, t0qχ,U0pt0, tqξ P QpdΓp1`A1qq, and therefore
the function xξ, U0pt, t0qχyL is differentiable with respect to both t and t0, with

iBtxξ, U0pt, t0qχyL “ xξ,H0ptqU0pt, t0qχyL (94a)

iBt0xξ, U0pt, t0qχyL “ ´xξ, U0pt, t0qH0pt0qχyL . (94b)

Moreover, U0pt, t0q satisfies the following properties.

(i) For any r P R there exists a constant Cr ą 0, such that

‖pdΓp1q ` 1qrU0pt, t0qpdΓp1q ` 1q´r‖ ď eCr|t´t0| (95)

for all t, t0 P R.

(ii) For χ P LKpt0q, we have χt0ptq P LKptq.

Proof. The existence of the two-parameter unitary group satisfying (94a) and (94b) 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 (91) is shown in analogy to the first
part of the proof of [49, Proposition 7]. For our purpose, the bound (95) is crucial. It can be proved
by a Gronwall argument, following the same strategy used in the proof of [18, 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 piq, then of property piiq, and finally we prove the bound (91).

We consider χt0ptq, with χ P QpdΓp1 ` A1qq. Its derivative is an element of the Hilbert space
obtained from completing L w.r.t. the scalar product

x ¨ ,
`
dΓp1 `A1q

˘´1 ¨ yL . (96)

Hence, Mpt, t0q :“ xχt0ptq, χt0ptqyL is differentiable w.r.t. both t and t0. Analogously, for any r ě 1,

Mrpt, t0q :“ xχt0ptq,
`
dΓp1q ` 1

˘´r
χt0ptqyL (97)

is differentiable w.r.t. both t and t0 as well. We have that

iBtMrpt, t0q “ xχt0ptq, r
`
dΓp1q ` 1

˘´r
,H0ptqsχt0ptqyL . (98)

The commutation yields

|BtMrpt, t0q| ď 2Cxχt0ptq,
``
dΓp1q ` 1

˘´r ´
`
dΓp1q ` 3

˘´r˘
dΓp1qχt0ptqyL , (99)

where C “ supτPrt0,ts }Bpτq}HS. Now, by spectral calculus the inequality

`
pn` 1q´r ´ pn ` 3q´r

˘
n ď 2rpn ` 1q´r , (100)
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valid for all n P N, leads to
|BtMrpt, t0q| ď 4C rMrpt, t0q . (101)

Gronwall’s lemma gives

‖pdΓp1q ` 1q´r{2χt0ptq‖2L ď e4C r|t´t0|‖pdΓp1q ` 1q´r{2χ‖2L . (102)

The result is extended to 0 ď r ď 1 by interpolation, the case r “ 0 being trivial. In addition, the
bound is extended to any χ P L by a density argument. Therefore, we can choose χ “ pdΓp1q ` 1qr{2ξ,
for some ξ P QpdΓp1qrq. In this case, the result reads

‖pdΓp1q ` 1q´r{2U0pt, t0qpdΓp1q ` 1qr{2ξ‖2L ď e4C r|t´t0|‖ξ‖2L , (103)

for any t, t0 P R. Again by density the result is extended to any ξ P L. Hence,

‖pdΓp1q ` 1q´r{2U0pt, t0qpdΓp1q ` 1qr{2‖ ď e2C r|t´t0| . (104)

Since U0pt, t0q˚ “ U0pt0, tq, the bound (95) follows, setting Cr “ 4C|r|.
Next, we prove property piiq. One computes

d

dt
}Zpϕptq ‘ 0qχt0ptq}2 “ 2Im

@
Zpϕptq ‘ 0qχt0ptq,

`
Zpp´hptqϕptqq ‘ 0q ` Zpϕptq ‘ 0qH0ptq

˘
χt0ptq

D
.

(105)

Using

Zpϕptq ‘ 0qH0ptq “ H0ptqZpϕptq ‘ 0q ` Zphptqϕptq ‘ 0q, (106)

one finds

d

dt
}Zpϕptq ‘ 0qχt0ptq}2 “ 2Im

@
Zpϕptq ‘ 0qχt0ptq,H0ptqZpϕptq ‘ 0qχt0ptq

D
“ 0, (107)

and thus }Zpϕptq ‘ 0qχt0ptq} “ 0 for all χ0 satisfying }Zpϕpt0q ‘ 0qχ0} “ 0. This implies piiq.
It remains to show (91). Since

|Φpt, xq| ď 2 }η}L2 }αptq}L2 , |µptq| ď }η}L2 }αptq}L2 , }Kpt, ¨, ¨q}L2pR6q ď 2 }η}L2 , (108)

we have suptPKp}A2ptq} ` }Bptq}S2q ă 8 for any compact interval K Ă R.
Using the Schrödinger–Klein–Gordon equations, we further find

iBtΦpx, tq “
ż
dk ηpkqωpkqe2πikx

`
αpt, kq ´ αpt,´kq

˘
, (109)

and hence, supxPR3 |BtΦpx, tq| ď 2 }η}L2 }ωαptq}L2 , where }ωαptq}L2 is bounded by Lemma 1.1. With
}ϕptq}L2 “ 1, we further get

|Btµptq| ď sup
xPR3

´1

2
|BtΦpt, xq| ` |Φpt, xq| }hptqϕptq}L2

¯
. (110)

The last norm is bounded by estimating

sup
tPK

}hptqϕptq} ď sup
tPK

`
}∆ϕptq} ` p|Φpt, xq| ` |µptq|q }ϕptq}

˘
ă 8. (111)

To prove the bound for BtKptq, we recall Kptq “ rKptqp1 ´ pptqq and use

BtKptq “ pBt rKptqqqptq ´ rKptqBtpptq. (112)
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Then we proceed with suptPK }Btpptq}HS ď C which follows from iBtpptq “ |hpt, xqϕptqyxϕptq| ´ h.c. in
combination with (111). Hence we can estimate

››› rKptqBtpptq
›››
2

HS
“

ż
dk

ż
dx

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż
dy rKpt, k, yq

`
phϕpyqqϕpxq ´ ϕpyqhϕpxq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
2

ď 2 }ϕptq}2L2

››› rKpt, ¨, ¨q
›››
2

L2

}hptqϕptq}2L2 , (113)

and similarly,

›››pBt rKptqqqptq
›››
2

HS
“

ż
dk

ż
dx

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż
dypBt rKpt, k, yqq

`
δpx ´ yq ´ ϕpyqϕpxq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
2

. (114)

In the last expression we insert rKpt, k, xq “ ηpkqe´2πikxϕpt, xq to get

›››pBt rKptqqqptq
›››
2

HS
“

ż
dk

ż
dx

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż
dy ηpkqe´2πikypBtϕpt, yqq

`
δpx´ yq ´ ϕpyqϕpxq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
2

ď 4 }η}2L2 }hptqϕptq}2L2 . (115)

Together, this implies suptPKp
›› d
dt
A2ptq

›› `
›› d
dt
Bptq

››
HS

q ă 8.

5 Proofs

5.1 Preliminary Lemmas

Let us start by discussing the power series expansion of the Hamiltonian Hptq 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 r0, 1s we have the Taylor expansion

?
1 ´ x “

kÿ

n“0

cnx
n ` rRkpxq, (116)

with the cn given by

cn :“ p´1qn
ˆ

1
2

n

˙
:“ p´1qn

1
2

`
´ 1

2

˘ `
´ 3

2

˘
¨ ¨ ¨

`
1
2

´ pn ´ 1q
˘

n!
. (117)

Defining rRkpxq :“
a

r1 ´ xs` ´ řk
n“0 cnx

n for all x ě 0, an expansion of the Hamiltonian Hptq yields

Hptq “
rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2Hℓptq ` S
prq
N ptq (118)

with H0ptq given by (27), and

H1ptq “
ż
dx b˚pxq

´
qptqpΦqptq ´

@
ϕptq, pΦϕptq

D¯
bpxq, (119a)

H2nptq “ cn

ż
dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxqNn

b ` h.c. @n ě 1, (119b)

H2n`1ptq “ 0 @n ě 1, (119c)

S
p0q
N ptq “ N´1{2H1ptq `

´ ż
dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq rR0

ˆ
Nb

N

˙
` h.c.

¯
, (119d)
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S
p1q
N ptq “ S

p0q
N ´N´1{2H1ptq, (119e)

S
p2rq
N ptq “

ż
dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq rRr

ˆ
Nb

N

˙
` h.c. @r ě 1, (119f)

S
p2r`1q
N ptq “ S

p2rq
N ptq @r ě 1. (119g)

Note that we write (118) as an expansion in N´ℓ{2 instead of N´ℓ due to the appearance of H1.
The next lemma provides estimates that are needed to bound the above operators relative to

number operators.

Lemma 5.1. Let n P N0 and a# P ta, a˚u. Then there exist positive constants C and Cpnq, such that

››››
ż
dx

ż
dk b˚pxqηpkq

ˆ`
qptqe´2πik¨qptq ´

@
ϕptq, e´2πik¨ϕptq

D˘
a#p˘kq

˙
bpxqφ

››››

ď C
›››pNa ` 1q1{2pNb ` 1qφ

››› (120)

and
››››
ˆ ż

dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xqa#p˘kqb˚pxqN

n

2

b ` h.c.

˙
φ

›››› ď Cpnq
›››pNa ` 1q1{2pNb ` 1qn`1

2 φ
››› (121)

for all φ P F .

Proof. To derive (120), let us consider the contribution from the qptqe´2πik¨qptq term first. Straight-
forwardly estimating the creation and annihilation operators in terms of number operators as in [5,
Lemma 5.1] gives

››››
ż
dx

ż
dk b˚pxqηpkqpqptqe´2πik¨qptqqa#pkqbpxqφ

›››› ď }f}HÑHbH

›››pNa ` 1q1{2Nbφ
››› , (122)

where H “ L2pR3q and f : H Ñ H b H is the operator with kernel

fpx, k; yq “
ż
dz ηpkqqpx, zqeikzqpz, yq. (123)

Thus, }f}HÑHbH ď }η}. The second term inside the norm on the left side of (120) can be estimated
in complete analogy. Since (121) is obtained in a similar way, we omit the details (here one needs to
use }K}HS ď }η}).

The remainders in Equation (118) can be estimated in terms of number operators.

Lemma 5.2. For any r ě 1 there is a constant Cprq ě 0, such that

››Sprq
N ptqφ

›› ď CprqN´pr`1q{2 ››pNa ` 1q1{2pNb ` 1qpr`2q{2φ
›› (124)

for all φ P F .

Proof. For x P r0, 1s, Taylor’s theorem gives
?
1 ´ x “ řk

n“0 cnx
n ` rRkpxq, with rest term

rRkpxq “ pk ` 1qck`1

ż x

0

p1 ´ yq´k´1{2px ´ yqk dy “ ck`1p1 ´ ξq´k´1{2xk`1 (125)

for some ξ P p0, xq. For x P r0, 1s, we thus find that

| rRkpxq| ď Cpkqxk`1. (126)
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For x ě 1, we have rRkpxq :“
a

r1 ´ xs` ´ řk

n“0 cnx
n “ ´ řk

n“0 cnx
n, therefore

| rRkpxq| ď Cpkqxk, (127)

and hence | rRkpxq| ď Cpkqxk`1 for all x ě 0. Moreover, combining (126) and (127) provides also

| rRkpxq| ď Cpkqxk` 1

2 for all x ě 0.

Thus, with Lemma 5.1 and | rR0pxq| ď Cp0qx 1

2 , we find

››Sp0q
N ptqφ

›› ď N´1{2 }H1ptqφ} `
››››
ˆ ż

dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq rR0

ˆ
Nb

N

˙
` h.c.

˙
φ

››››

ď CN´1{2
›››pNa ` 1q1{2pNb ` 1qφ

››› , (128)

and, with | rR0pxq| ď Cp0qx, we get

››Sp1q
N ptqφ

›› “
››››
ˆ ż

dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq rR0

ˆ
Nb

N

˙
` h.c.

˙
φ

››››

ď CN´1
›››pNa ` 1q1{2pNb ` 1q3{2φ

››› . (129)

Then, for r even, we use Lemma 5.1 and | rRkpxq| ď Cpkqxk` 1

2 , and find

›››Sprq
N ptq

››› “
››››
ˆ ż

dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq rRr{2

ˆ
Nb

N

˙
` h.c.

˙
φ

››››

ď N´pr`1q{2Cprq
›››pNa ` 1q1{2pNb ` 1qpr`2q{2φ

››› . (130)

For r odd, we employ S
prq
N “ S

pr´1q
N and | rRkpxq| ď Cpkqxk`1 to obtain

›››Sprq
N ptqφ

››› “
›››Spr´1q

N ptqφ
››› “

››››
ˆ ż

dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq rRpr´1q{2

ˆ
Nb

N

˙
` h.c.

˙
φ

››››

ď N´pr`1q{2Cppr ` 1q{2q
››pNa ` 1q1{2pNb ` 1qpr`2q{2φ

››. (131)

5.2 Propagation of Moments of Number Operators

We now prove that moments of the number operator N “ Na ` Nb with respect to the state χℓp0q
can be propagated in time.

Lemma 5.3. Let Assumption 2.4 hold. Then for all n P N0 and ℓ P t0, ..., ru there is a Cpn, ℓq ą 0
such that

}pN ` 1qnχℓptq} ď Cpn, ℓqeCpn,ℓqt. (132)

Proof. By the definition of χℓptq from (41),

}pN ` 1qnχℓptq}
ď }pN ` 1qnU0pt, 0qχℓp0q}

`
ℓ´1ÿ

m“0

ℓ´mÿ

k“1

ÿ

αPNk

|α|“ℓ´m

ż

∆k

dspkq

›››››pN ` 1qn
kź

i“1

rHαi
psi, tqU0pt, 0qχmp0q

››››› . (133)

Then by the number operator bound in (95) and by Assumption 2.4,

}pN ` 1qnU0pt, 0qsχℓp0q} ď Cpn, ℓqeCpnqt. (134)
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Next, let us estimate the term

›››pN ` 1qn rH2jps, tqU0pt, 0qφ
››› “ }pN ` 1qnU0pt, sqH2jpsqU0ps, 0qφ} (135)

for any j “ 1
2
or j P N, and φ P F . In the following, we use (95) in the first step, then commute H2jpsq

with the number operators and use Lemma 5.1 in the second step, and use (95) again in the third
step; we find

(135) ď eCpnq|t´s| }pN ` 1qnH2jpsqU0ps, 0qφ}
ď Cpn, jqeCpnq|t´s| ››pN ` 1qn`j`1U0ps, 0qφ

››

ď Cpn, jqeCpnq|t´s|eCpn,jq|s| ››pN ` 1qn`j`1φ
›› . (136)

Finally, note that the term with the highest number of creation and annihilation operators in the last
line of (133) for given m comes from k “ ℓ´m, i.e., α “ p1, 1, . . . , 1q. Thus,

ℓ´1ÿ

m“0

ℓ´mÿ

k“1

ÿ

αPNk

|α|“ℓ´m

ż

∆k

dspkq

›››››pN ` 1qn
kź

i“1

rHαi
psi, tqU0pt, 0qχmp0q

›››››

ď
ℓ´1ÿ

m“0

Cpn,mqeCpn,mqt
›››pN ` 1qn`3pℓ´mq{2χmp0q

››› , (137)

and the lemma is proven by Assumption 2.4.

5.3 Proof of the Theorems

Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.5. We define the difference

χrest
r ptq :“ χďN ptq ´

rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2χℓptq P G, (138)

where we extend the state χďN P GďN to a state in G by setting χ
pkq
ďN “ 0 for all k ě N ` 1. Then

›››ΨNptq ´ Ψ
prq
N ptq

››› “
›››››χďN ptq ´

rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2χℓptq
›››››
GďN

“
››χrest

r ptq
››
GďN

, (139)

where }φ}GďN
:“ }φ|GďN

} (which defines only a semi-norm). Now note that

χrest
r ptq “ U0pt, 0qχrest

r p0q ´ i

ż t

0

dsU0pt, sqF psq, (140)

with

F psq :“
`
HďN psq ´H0psq

˘
χďNpsq ´

rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2
ℓÿ

m“1

Hmpsqχℓ´mpsq

“
`
HďN psq ´H0psq

˘
χrest
r psq `

rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2
˜

`
HďNpsq ´H0psq

˘
χℓpsq ´

ℓÿ

m“1

Hmpsqχℓ´mpsq
¸

“
`
HďN psq ´H0psq

˘
χrest
r psq `

rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2
˜
HďN psq ´

r´ℓÿ

m“0

N´m{2Hmpsq
¸
χℓpsq, (141)
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where we reordered the summation in the last step. Then
››χrest

r ptq
››2
GďN

“
››χrest

r p0q
››2
GďN

` 2Im

ż t

0

ds
A
U0ps, 0qχrest

r p0q, F psq
E
GďN

`
ż t

0

ds

ż t

0

ds̃
A
U0p0, s̃qF ps̃q, U0p0, sqF psq

E
GďN

“
››χrest

r p0q
››2
GďN

` 2Im

ż t

0

ds
A
χrest
r psq, F psq

E
GďN

´ 2Re

ż t

0

ds

ż s

0

ds̃
A
U0p0, s̃qF ps̃q, U0p0, sqF psq

E
GďN

`
ż t

0

ds

ż t

0

ds̃
A
U0p0, s̃qF ps̃q, U0p0, sqF psq

E
GďN

“
››χrest

r p0q
››2
GďN

` 2Im

ż t

0

ds
A
χrest
r psq, F psq

E
GďN

“
››χrest

r p0q
››2
GďN

` 2
rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2Im

ż t

0

ds
A
χrest
r psq,

˜
HďN psq ´

r´ℓÿ

m“0

N´m{2Hmpsq
¸
χℓpsq

E
GďN

, (142)

using self-adjointness of HďNpsq ´ Hp0qpsq in the last step. By the definition (118) of the rest term
and using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we find

››χrest
r ptq

››2
GďN

“
››χrest

r p0q
››2
GďN

` 2
rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2Im

ż t

0

ds
A
χrest
r psq, Spr´ℓqpsqχℓpsq

E
GďN

ď
››χrest

r p0q
››2
GďN

` 2
rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2
ż t

0

ds
››χrest

r psq
››
GďN

›››Spr´ℓqpsqχℓpsq
›››
GďN

. (143)

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 5.3, which yield

››χrest
r ptq

››2
GďN

´
››χrest

r p0q
››2
GďN

ď 2N´pr`1q{2
ż t

0

ds
››χrest

r psq
››
GďN

rÿ

ℓ“0

Cpr ´ ℓq
›››pNa ` 1q1{2pNb ` 1qpr´ℓ`2q{2χℓpsq

›››

ď N´pr`1q{2
ż t

0

ds
››χrest

r psq
››
GďN

CprqeCprqs

ď
ż t

0

ds

ˆ
1

2
N´r´1Cprq2e2Cprqs ` 1

2

››χrest
r psq

››2
GďN

˙
. (144)

Then Gronwall’s lemma implies

››χrest
r ptq

››2
GďN

ď CprqeCprqt
´››χrest

r p0q
››2
GďN

`N´r´1
¯
. (145)

Proof of Theorem 2.6. We abbreviate

rχrest
r pt, sq “ Upt, sqχ´

rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2Uℓpt, sqχ. (146)

A computation analogous to (142) and (143) yields

››rχrest
r pt, sq

››2 ´
››rχrest

r pt0, sq
››2 “ 2

rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2Im

ż t

t0

ds̃
A

rχrest
r ps̃, sq, Spr´ℓq

N ps̃qUℓps̃, sqχ
E

ď 2
rÿ

ℓ“0

N´ℓ{2
ż t

t0

ds̃
››rχrest

r ps̃, sq
››

›››Spr´ℓq
N ps̃qUℓps̃, sqχ

››› . (147)
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The rest term is bounded in terms of number operators according to Lemma 5.2. Furthermore, by the
same computations as in the proof of Lemma 5.3, we deduce that

}pN ` 1qnUℓpt, sqχ} ď Cpn, ℓqeCpn,ℓqp|t|`|s|q, (148)

for all n P N0 and for χ satisfying our assumption (50). Then the proof is concluded as in (144) and
(145) in the proof of Theorem 2.5.

A More details on the excitation Fock spaces

In this appendix we give further details about the unitary, defined by (19), 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 operatorW˚ `?

Nαptq
˘
maps the Fock space F “

À8
n“0pL2pR3qqbsn

into itself. Under this mapping the coherent state W p
?
Nαptqq|Ωy is mapped to the vacuum vector.

Second we recall that any function Ψ P pL2pR3qqbsN can be written as

Ψ “ ψp0qϕptqbN ` ψp1q bs ϕptqbpN´1q ` ψp2q bs ϕptqbpN´2q ` . . . ` ψpNq. (149)

One way to obtain this decomposition is to introduce for k P t0, 1, . . . , Nu the operators

PN,k “
ÿ

aPt0,1uN

ř
i
ai“k

Nź

i“1

p1´ai

i qai

i “ 1

k!pN ´ kq!
ÿ

σPSN

qσp1q ¨ ¨ ¨ qσpkqpσpk`1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pσpNq (150)

with piptq “ |ϕptqyxϕptq|i and qiptq “ 1´ piptq satisfying the identity
řN

k“0 PN,k “ 1L2pR3N q (see, e.g.,

[33, Section 3.3.1]). Then Ψ “ řN
k“0 PN,kΨ where PN,kΨ “ ψpkq bs ϕ

bpN´kq with

ψpkq “
ˆ
N

k

˙1{2 kź

i“1

qi
@
ϕbpN´kq,Ψ

D
L2pR3pN´kqq. (151)

The mapping rUN ptq : pL2pR3qqbsN Ñ ÀN

k“0pϕptqKqbsk, Ψ ÞÑ
`
ψpkqptq

˘N
k“0

is unitary because

〈

ψpkq bs ϕptqbpN´kq, ψplq bs ϕptqbpN´lq
〉

L2pR3N q
“ δk,l

〈

ψpkq, ψplq
〉

L2pR3kq
(152)

and therefore }Ψ}2L2pR3N q “
ˇ̌
ψp0q ˇ̌2 ` řN

k“1

››ψpkq››2
L2pR3kq.

Let UNptq : HN Ñ
´ÀN

k“0pϕptqKqbsk
¯

b F be the unitary operator defined by UNptq “ rUNptq b
W˚ `?

Nαptq
˘
. In analogy to [43, Chapter 4] and [42, Chapter 4.1] we can use the inclusions HN “

pL2pR3qqbsN b F Ă F b F and
´ÀN

k“0pϕptqKqbsk
¯

bFa Ă F b F to represent UNptq and its adjoint

in terms of annihilation and creation operators. To this end, we use bpfq b 1F , b
˚pfq b 1F ,Nb b 1F

and 1F b apfq,1F b a˚pfq,1F b Na with f P L2pR3q to denote the usual annihilation, creation and
number of particles operators on the first and second Fock space of F b F .

Lemma A.1. The operators UN ptq and UNptq˚ can equivalently be written as

UN ptqΨN “ W˚
´?

Nαptq
¯ Nà

k“0

qptqbk bpϕptqqN´k

a
pN ´ kq!

ΨN , (153)

UNptq˚
˜

Nà
k“0

χ
pkq
ďN

¸
“ W

´?
Nαptq

¯ Nÿ

k“0

b˚pϕptqqN´k

a
pN ´ kq!

χ
pkq
ďN (154)
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for all ΨN P HN and χ
pkq
ďN P pϕptqKqbsk b F , k “ 0, . . . , N . On

´ÀN
k“0pϕptqKqbsk

¯
b F we have

UNptqb˚pϕptqqbpϕptqqUN ptq˚ “ N ´ pNbptqq` , (155a)

UNptqb˚pfqbpϕptqqUN ptq˚ “ b˚pfq
“
N ´ pNbptqq`

‰1{2
, (155b)

UNptqb˚pϕptqqbpfqUN ptq˚ “
“
N ´ pNbptqq`

‰1{2
bpfq, (155c)

UN ptqb˚pfqbpgqUN ptq˚ “ b˚pfqbpgq, (155d)

for all f, g P tϕptquK and pNbptqq` “ Nb ´ b˚pϕptqqbpϕptqq. Moreover,

UN ptqaphqUN ptq˚ “ aphq `
?
N

@
h, αptq

D
L2pR3q, (156a)

UN ptqa˚phqUN ptq˚ “ a˚phq `
?
N

@
αptq, h

D
L2pR3q, (156b)

for all h P L2pR3q.

Proof. The first part of the Lemma is a direct consequence of
”

rUNptq b 1F ,1F bW˚ `?
Nαptq

˘ı
“ 0

and [43, Proposition 4.2]. The relations (156a) and (156b) follow from the shifting property of the
Weyl operators.

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

Lemma A.2. Let pϕptq, αptqq be a sufficiently regular trajectory on L2pR3q ‘ L2pR3q satisfying
}ϕptq}L2pR3q “ }ϕp0q}L2pR3q for all t ě 0. Then the time derivative of UN ptq is

i 9UNptq “
„
b˚ pϕptqq b pqptqi 9ϕptqq ´

b
N ´ pNbptqq`b pqptqi 9ϕptqq

´ b˚ pqptqi 9ϕptqq
b
N ´ pNbptqq` ´

@
i 9ϕptq, ϕptq

D `
N ´ pNbptqq`

˘

´N Re
@
i 9αptq, αptq

D
´

?
Na pi 9αptqq ´

?
Na˚ pi 9αptqq


UN ptq.

(157)

Proof. From [42, Lemma 6] we know that

i
9rUNptq b 1F “

„
b˚ pϕptqq b pqptqi 9ϕptqq ´

b
N ´ pNbptqq`b pqptqi 9ϕptqq

´ b˚ pqptqi 9ϕptqq
b
N ´ pNbptqq` ´

@
i 9ϕptq, ϕptq

D `
N ´ pNbptqq`

˘ 
rUNptq b 1F .

(158)

Combining this with

1F b i 9W˚
´?

Nαptq
¯

“ ´
„
N Re

@
i 9αptq, αptq

D
`

?
Na pi 9αptqq `

?
Na˚ pi 9αptqq


1F bW˚

´?
Nαptq

¯

(159)

and using that both unitary mappings commute shows the claim. The last equality can be obtained by
[20, Lemma A.3. (α “ 1, a “ b and a˚ “ b˚)] and the fact that W˚pfq “ W p´fq for f P L2pR3q.

Now, let ΨN ptq and pϕptq, αptqq be solutions of (2) and (13a)–(13b) such that }ϕp0q}L2pR3q “ 1.

Then χďN ptq P
´ÀN

k“0pϕptqKqbsk
¯

b F Ă F b F , given by χďN ptq “ UptqΨN ptq satisfies

i 9χďN ptq “
´
UNptqHNelson

N UN ptq˚ ` i 9UN ptqUN ptq˚
¯
χďN ptq. (160)
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The Schrödinger equation (22) is then obtained by means of Lemma A.2, the Schrödinger–Klein–
Gordon equations (13a)–(13b),

b˚pϕptqqbpqptqhptqϕptqq “
ż
dx b˚pxq

´
hptq ´ hptqpptq ´ qptqhptqqptq

¯
bpxq (161)

and

UN ptqHNelson
N UN ptq˚ “ N

››?
wαptq

››2
2

`Hf `N1{2 papωαptqq ` a˚pωαptqqq
`

`@
ϕptq, hptqϕptq

D
` µptq

˘ `
N ´ pNbptqq`

˘

`
ż
dx b˚pxqqptq p´∆ ` Φpt, ¨qq qptqbpxq

`N´1{2
ż
dx b˚pxq

´
qptqpΦqptq ´

@
ϕptq, pΦϕptq

D¯
bpxq

`N´1{2@
ϕptq, pΦϕptq

D `
N ´ pNbptqq` ` Nb

˘

`
´
b˚ pqptqp´∆ ` Φpt, ¨qqϕptqq

“
N ´ pNbptqq`

‰1{2 ` h.c.
¯

`
ż
dx

ż
dkKpt, k, xq

`
a˚pkq ` ap´kq

˘
b˚pxq

“
1 ´N´1 pNbptqq`

‰1{2 ` h.c. .

(162)

In order to obtain Equation (162) one needs to write HNelson
N in the second quantized form on F b F

and proceed in a similar way as in [43, Chapter 4] and [42, Appendix B]. Moreover, note that

pNbptqq` χďN “ NbχďN holds for all χďN P
´ÀN

k“0pϕptqKqbsk
¯

b F . For notational convenience,

we define the Fock spaces Fa, Fb and GďN as in (15), (16) and (20) and view UNptq as a mapping
from HN to GďN .
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[13] M. Correggi, M. Falconi and M. Olivieri. Quasi-classical dynamics. J. Eur. Math. Soc., to appear.
Preprint, arXiv:1909.13313 (2019).

[14] M. Correggi, M. Falconi and M. Olivieri. Ground state properties in the quasi-classical regime.
Preprint, arXiv:2007.09442 (2020).

[15] E.B. Davies. Particle-boson interactions and the weak coupling limit. J. Math. Phys. 20, 345–351
(1979).
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[27] M. Griesemer and A. Wünsch. On the domain of the Nelson Hamiltonian. J. Math. Phys. 59(4),
042111 (2018).

[28] M. Grillakis and M. Machedon. Pair excitations and the mean field approximation of interacting
Bosons. I. Commun. Math. Phys., 324(2):601–636 (2013).

[29] M. Grillakis and M. Machedon. Pair excitations and the mean field approximation of interacting
Bosons. II. Commun. PDE 42(2), 24–67 (2017).

[30] M. Grillakis, M. Machedon and D. Margetis. Second-order corrections to mean field evolution of
weakly interacting bosons. I. Commun. Math. Phys. 294(1), 273 (2010).

[31] M. Grillakis, M. Machedon and D. Margetis. Second-order corrections to mean field evolution of
weakly interacting bosons. II. Adv. Math. 228(3), 1778–1815 (2011).

[32] F. Hiroshima. Weak coupling limit with a removal of an ultraviolet cutoff for a Hamiltonian of
particles interacting with a massive scalar field. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Qu. 1, 407–423 (1998).

[33] A. Knowles and P. Pickl. Mean-field dynamics: singular potentials and rate of convergence. Com-
mun. Math. Phys. 298, 101–138 (2009).

[34] E. Kuz. Exact evolution versus mean field second-order correction for bosons interacting via
short-range two-body potential. Differ. Integral Equ. 30(7/8), 587–630 (2017).

[35] J. Lampart, J. Schmidt, S. Teufel and R. Tumulka. Particle creation at a point source by means
of interior-boundary conditions. Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 21, 12 (2018).

[36] N. Leopold, D. Mitrouskas, S. Rademacher, B. Schlein and R. Seiringer. Landau–Pekar equations
and quantum fluctuations for the dynamics of a strongly coupled polaron. Pure Appl. Anal (in
press).

[37] N. Leopold, D. Mitrouskas and R. Seiringer. Derivation of the Landau–Pekar equations in a
many-body mean-field limit. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 240, 383–417 (2021).

[38] N. Leopold and S. Petrat. Mean-field dynamics for the Nelson model with fermions. Ann. Henri
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26

http://web.math.ku.dk/~solovej/MANYBODY/mbnotes-ptn-5-3-14.pdf

	1 Introduction
	1.1 Basic definitions and notations

	2 Main Results
	2.1 Bogoliubov Theory
	2.2 Higher-Order Corrections

	3 Application of Main Results
	3.1 Explicit action of the Bogoliubov time evolution
	3.2 Equations for the reduced density and next-order corrections

	4 Well-posedness of the Bogoliubov Equation
	5 Proofs
	5.1 Preliminary Lemmas
	5.2 Propagation of Moments of Number Operators
	5.3 Proof of the Theorems

	A More details on the excitation Fock spaces
	Bibliography

