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CANONICAL MEAN-FIELD MOLECULAR DYNAMICS DERIVED
FROM QUANTUM MECHANICS

XIN HUANG, PETR PLECHAC7 MATTIAS SANDBERG, AND ANDERS SZEPESSY

ABSTRACT. Canonical quantum correlation observables can be approximated by classical
molecular dynamics. In the case of low temperature the ab initio molecular dynamics
potential energy is based on the ground state electron eigenvalue problem and the accuracy
has been proven to be O(M™'), provided the first electron eigenvalue gap is sufficiently
large compared to the given temperature and M is the ratio of nuclei and electron masses.
For higher temperature eigenvalues corresponding to excited electron states are required
to obtain O(M™!) accuracy and the derivations assume that all electron eigenvalues are
separated, which for instance excludes conical intersections. This work studies a mean-
field molecular dynamics approximation where the mean-field Hamiltonian for the nuclei
is the partial trace h := Tr (He ?H)/Tr (e ?") with respect to the electron degrees of
freedom and H is the Weyl symbol corresponding to a quantum many body Hamiltonian
H. Ttis proved that the mean-field molecular dynamics approximates canonical quantum
correlation observables with accuracy O(M ™! + te?), for correlation time ¢t where € is
related to the variance of mean value approximation A. Furthermore, the proof derives a
precise asymptotic representation of the Weyl symbol of the Gibbs density operator using
a path integral formulation. Numerical experiments on a model problem with one nuclei
and two electron states show that the mean-field dynamics has similar or better accuracy
than standard molecular dynamics based on the ground state electron eigenvalue.

1. CLASSICAL APPROXIMATION OF CANONICAL QUANTUM OBSERVABLES

1.1. Introduction to the approximations. We study approximation of quantum time-
correlation observables at the quantum canonical ensemble for a system consisting of nuclei
(slow degrees of freedom) and electrons (fast degrees of freedom) at the inverse temperature
B =1/(kpT), where kp is the Boltzmann constant and T > 0 is the temperature. We work
in Hartree atomic units in which the reduced Planck constant 2 = 1, the electron charge
e = 1, the Bohr radius agp = 1 and the electron mass m. = 1. Thus the semiclassical
parameter in the subsequent analysis is given by the ratio of nucleus and electron masses
M. For example, in the case of a proton-electron system the ratio is M = my,/m. ~ 1836.

The full quantum system is described by the Hamiltonian operator which includes the
kinetic energy of nuclei and the electronic kinetic energy operator together with the operator
describing interaction between electrons, with coordinates z., and nuclei, with coordinates
:L‘,

1 1 ~
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In this work, in the spirit of Born-Oppenheimer (adiabatic) approximation, we replace the
time evolution of electrons by the Schrodinger electron eigenvalue problem We represent
the electronic kinetic energy operator and the interaction operator, H,=-1 50¢, + V. (x,2¢)

as a matrix-valued potential ?(w) obtained by a representation of the operator —ZA% +
Ve(z, ) on a finite-dimensional (d-dimensional) subspace of suitable normalized electronic

eigenfunctions {¢; }¢_,, as V() = (¢x, H,(z,)¢¢), described precisely in Section @ Hence
we work with the Hamiltonian operator

~

1

(1.1) H= 2MA®I+V(9U).

The first term —ﬁAm ® I represents the kinetic energy of the nuclei where I is the d x d
identity matrix. The second term, V'(z), is the matrix-valued potential approximation to
er and does not depend on M. We assume that this finite-dimensional approximation
of the electronic operator results in a Hermitian matrix-valued smooth confining potential
V : RY — R4 that depends on the positions z; € R? of nuclei i = 1,2,..., N’, where
we set N = 3N’. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that the nuclei have the same
mass; in the case with different nuclei masses M becomes a diagonal matrix, which can
be transformed to the formulation (LI]) with the same mass by the change of coordinates
Mz = M2,

The large nuclei/electron mass ratio M > 1 is the basis of semiclassical analysis and
implies a separation of time scales, for which nuclei represent slow and electrons much
faster degrees of freedom. The Weyl quantization takes this scale separation into account.
In particular for the Hamiltonian operator H the corresponding matrix valued Weyl symbol
becomes H(z,p) = 3|p|*I + V(x) for the nuclei phase-space points (z,p) € RY x RV, as
described more precisely in Section [21

In order to study correspondence between the quantum time-correlation function and its
classical counter part we work in Heisenberg representation for the time-dependent quantum
observables given by self-adjoint operators At and Bt We employ the Weyl quantization

to link the quantum dynamics given by the Heisenberg equation to classical Hamiltonian
equations of motions on the phase space (z,p) € RN xRN of nuclei positions and momenta
and to averaging with respect to a suitable canonical Gibbs distribution on the phase space.

More precisely, given a quantum system defined by the Hamiltonian H acting on wave
functions in L*(RY,C%) = [L*(RM)]? we denote p = e P the density operator for a
quantum Hamiltonian operator H at the inverse temperature 8 > 0 and consider quantum
correlation observables based on the normalized trace
(1 2) Tr (;{téoeiﬁH)

Tr (eBH)

and the symmetrized version

(1.3) Tym(t) 1=
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it/ H goe*itM YPH and Eo at times ¢ and 0, respectively.
That is, the quantum observables solve the Heisenberg-von Neumann equation d;l\t /dt =
iMY2[H, A;), where [H, A;] = HA; — A;H is the commutator. Here M~%/2 plays the role
of the Planck constant . With this time scale the nuclei move a distance of order one in
unit time in the classical setting. The aim is to derive a mean-field molecular dynamics
approximation

for quantum observables Xt =e

S Aofa(20) Bl T (e #6)

1.4 Tnalt) :
( ) d() wa Tr(e*BH(ZO))dZo

of the correlation function (L3)), where Ay and By are the Weyl symbols for the initial
quantum observables and z; := (x4, p;) solves the Hamiltonian system

i:t = vph(xt’pt) P

1.5 .
( ) bt = — vmh(xt’pt) 3

with the initial data zp := (zg,po) € R2N of nuclei positions and momenta. The trace
Tr (e #H(20)) is over the space R¥? of d x d matrices which can be also viewed as the
trace operator with respect to electron degrees of freedom under the finite dimensional
approximation of the electronic Hamiltonian. On the other hand Tr (e=#) represents the
trace acting on the space of trace operators on L?(RY,C%) which we can view as the trace
with respect to both nuclei and electron degrees of freedom.

Two main questions arise: (a) how should the mean field Hamiltonian approximation h :
R2N — R be chosen, and (b) how small is the corresponding estimate for the approximation
error Tam — Tmd 7

Assume ¥ : RV — C%9 is a differentiable orthogonal matrix. Based on certain regu-
larity assumptions on Ag, By, V and ¥, we prove in Theorem 2.1] that for the mean-field
Hamiltonian A : RY x RY — R defined by

T 2)e BH(2)
(16) he) = o

and the symbols Ag and By, which are independent of the electron coordinates, we have

(L.7) [Tam(t) = Tma(t)] = OM " 418 +£28)

where the parameters €2 are the variances

<

1T ((H — h)2e57) | 3 o)

2
€7 = s
(1.8) 1 1T (=) |1 o)
2 ITx (V(Hy — h) - V(Hg — h)e PHv) || 11 gen,

I T (e=BFHw ) || L1 gy ’

with the definition Hy (z,p) := @I—i—@*(m)‘/(m)\ﬂ(aﬁ) using the Hermitian transpose ¥*(x) .
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We note that the mean-field Hamiltonian can be written

B @ Tr (V(x)e PV @)

(1 9) h($,p) 9 Tr (e—BV(x))
| b A e
2 41 e=Br@) "9 (),

where \;(z), i = 0,...,d — 1, are the eigenvalues of V(x), and A, : RY — R is the
obtained mean-field potential. Therefore the mean-field A is independent of the large mass
ratio parameter M, so that the dynamics (L) is independent of M and consequently
the nuclei move a distance of order one in unit time. We see that the mean-field h =
Tr (He PH)/Tr (e7PH) is the mean value with respect to the Gibbs density. The error term
€2 can be written as the corresponding normed variance

13250 (\ = Aw)2e=PA [FAY:0)
=1 __gr
”Zizole BAZ”Ll(]RN)

and at points x where the eigenvalues \;(x) are separated a suitable choice of ¥(x) is the
matrix of eigenvectors to V' (x) which implies

(1.10) 6 =

(1.11)
d—1

Tr (V(Hy—h)V(Hy—h)e 1) (2,p) = 3~ (V@)= A (@) V(Ni (@)= A () )e @ =0pE/2)
=0

On the other hand to have sets with coinciding eigenvalues is generic in dimension two and
higher, see [24], and there the matrix ¥(z) is in general not differentiable. Therefore (LIT])
will typically not hold everywhere. Section [B] presents numerical experiments where also the
size of the error terms are analyzed in different settings.

In Section [2] we review necessary background on Weyl calculus and state the main theo-
retical result, namely the error estimate (7)), as Theorem 2.1l together with the ideas of
its proof. Sections Bl and M present the proof of the theorem. Section [B presents numerical
experiments on the approximation error Tom(t) — Tpnq discussed in the next Section

1.2. Numerical comparisons. In Section [f] we present some numerical examples with
varying settings of ¢,1/M, 622, related to different potentials V' with the purpose to study
the following questions: Is the estimate (L7]) sharp or does the error in practise behave
differently with respect to t, 1/M and 612 ? Is the main contribution to the error coming
from approximation of the the matrix-valued potential by a scalar potential in the quantum
setting or from the classical approximation of quantum dynamics based on scalar potentials ?
Can the mean-field dynamics improve approximation compared to using molecular dynamics
based on the ground state eigenvalue \g instead of A, ?

Theorem 2.1l does not give precise answers to these questions. The aim of this section is
to provide some insight from several numerical experiments on a model problem, chosen to
avoid the computational difficulties for realistic systems with many particles. Therefore we
use one nuclei in dimension one, N = 1, and two electron states, defined by the Hamiltonian
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~ 1
1.12 H=—A®I
where I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix, V : R — R?*? given by
1 1.4 x 0
(1.13) V(x)—z(ﬂ:—i)l—{—c[é —x]’ (r,c,0) e RxR xR,

with the two eigenvalues

1 1 1 1
(1.14) Ao(x) = 1 (x — 5)4 —cVa?+62, M) = (z— ) Feva? 62,
plotted in Figure [I] (Case E in Table [I).

Eigenvalues of potential matrix V(z)
25 T T T T

— () —ground state Ao(z)

201 2 — @) —excited state \j(z) i

— () —mean field \.(z)

FIGURE 1. The eigenvalue functions \g(z) and A;(x) of the potential matrix
V(z), and the corresponding mean-field potential A\, (z), for the parameters
c=1,6=0.1 (Case E).

Section [ presents numerical results comparing quantum mechanics to the three different
numerical approximations based on: the ground state potential Ag, mean-field potential
A« and excited state dynamics. The excited state molecular dynamics studied in [14] uses

several paths related to different electron eigenvalues and is defined by
2
o~ B8+ (20))

d207

d—1
(1.15) Too(r) = / Ao (£ (20)) Bo(20)
; R2N S [ e B PR dadp

where 22 = (xJT,p]T), j=0,...,d—1 solves the Hamiltonian dynamics for state j
90]7 = P]T )

f?i = —V)‘J(#) )

with the initial condition zé = (x0,p0) = 20.
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1.2.1. FEquilibrium observables. For equilibrium observables, i.e., where 7 = 0, the mean-
field and excited state dynamics are equal since then

Tr (e BH(Zo))dZO
1.16 Tna(0) = Ts(0) = Ao(z0)Bo(20) .
(1.16) a(0) = Tes(0) o 0(20)Bo(20) oo TE (e PPz
Numerical results on equilibrium observables show that mean-field and excited state molec-
ular dynamics are more accurate than molecular dynamics based only on the ground state.
In the case of correlation observables with 7 > 0, mean-field and excited state molecular
dynamics give in general different approximations.

1.2.2. Correlation observables. Observations on quantum dynamics for a system in inter-
action with a heat bath at thermal equilibrium can be approximated by correlations (L.2])
in the canonical ensemble, cf. [6l 20, 8, 13]. For instance, the classical observable for the
diffusion constant

N/3

GTNZm 2O = 5y ()P +2(0) — 20(r) - 2(0))

includes the time-correlation z(7)-2(0). Hence the corresponding quantum correlation (L2)
would for this case use A, = 7,1 and EO = 7pl, and
N/3 3 R R
T, T0 = Z Z eiTMl/QH/x\nje_iTMl/QH/x\nj )
n=1j=1

The numerical results in Section [l for time-dependent observables are mainly based on
the momentum auto-correlation

Tr ((1/)\7' . ]/9\0 + ]/9\0 : ﬁT)e_ﬁH)
2Tr (e—PH)
which is related to the diffusion constant D by the Green-Kubo formula [12]
Jo Jrow ps(x0,p0) - poTr (e=PH@0.P0)) dzodpods
Jpan Tr (e=BH(@o:po)) dzodpy ’

since the velocity is equal to the momentum in our case with unit particle mass.

)

D=

The different numerical experiments in Table [I] are chosen by varying the parameters
such that all three, two, one or no molecular dynamics approximate well. In[Case Al with
low temperature and large eigenvalue gap, all three molecular dynamics approximate the
quantum observable with similar small error and also the error terms 1/M, € and €3 are
small. In[Case B with small difference of the eigenvalues (i.e. ¢ is small), the mean-field and
excited states dynamics is more accurate than ground state dynamics and the error terms
1/M, €2 and 3 are still small. The result is similar in [Case Cl with an avoided crossing
(i.e. § is small) and small difference of the eigenvalues. In[Case D] with high temperature
and larger difference of the eigenvalues, only the excited state dynamics provides accurate
approximations to the quantum observables and the error terms 61 and 62 are large. Finally
in [Case F], when the difference of the eigenvalues are sufficiently large and we have an
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avoided crossing, molecular dynamics is accurate only for short correlation time 7 and the
error terms €2 and €3 are large.

q € €3 plot | features

15} c

o
Q0
)
D

0.0002 | 0.001 | 0.00013 | Figloal | high 3, large vy, large gap

0.1]0.01| 0.46 |0.009| 0.010 | Figled | medium S, small vy, smallest gap

1)
1
1 (01] 1 0.43 |0.019 | 0.004 | Figlehl| medium £, small ~,, small gap
.0
1

0.30 |2.011 | 0.416 | Figledl| low 3, large vy, large gap

BE O = H

1 1] 01| 016 |0.290| 0.503 | Figlll | medium g, large ~y,, small gap

TABLE 1. A summary of different parameter settings in each test case,
where g1 denotes the probability of the electronic excited state, with the
precise definition in (5.4). Low value of 5 means a high system tempera-
ture, the parameter ¢ measures the difference between the two eigenvalues
= fp M = AoleProda/ [ e dx and the parameters ¢ and § deter-
mine the eigenvalue gap. The value of €2 is computed following (LII]) with
U(z) the matrix of eigenvectors to V(x).

Figures [I1Dl and 12D show that in and [Case El where mean-field and ground
state approximations are not accurate, the approximation error is dominated by the part
corresponding to replacing the matrix valued potential by a scalar potential in the quantum
formulation and not the part of the error resulting from classical approximation of quantum
mechanics for scalar potentials. More precise conclusions relating the error terms 1/M, te?
and t2¢2 in (L7) to the numerical experiments are in Section Bl The numerical experiments
here also show that the mean-field dynamics has similar or better accuracy compared to
ground state molecular dynamics. It would be interesting to do this comparison for realistic
problems.

1.3. Relation to previous work. Classical approximation of canonical quantum correla-
tion observables have been derived with O(M~!) accuracy for any temperature, see, e.g.,
[23] 14]. Computationally this accuracy requires to solve classical molecular dynamics paths
related to several electron eigenvalues, while the mean-field dynamics has the advantage to
use only one classical path at the price of loosing accuracy over long time.

Classical limits of canonical quantum observables were first studied by Wigner, [25]. His
proof introduces the “Wigner” function for scalar Schrodinger equations and uses an expan-
sion in the Planck constant A to relate equilibrium quantum observables to the corresponding
classical Gibbs phase space averages.

To derive classical limits in the case of matrix or operator-valued Schrodinger equations
previous works, see [23], diagonalize the electron eigenvalue problem, which then excludes
settings where the eigenvalues coincide at certain points due to the inherent loss of regularity
at such points. The mean-field formulation presented here avoids diagonalization of the
electron eigenvalue problem at points with low eigenvalue regularity.

The classical limit with a scalar potential V', e.g. the electron ground state eigenvalue,
has been studied by three different methods:
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(1) Solutions to the von Neumann quantum Liouville equation, for the density operator,
are shown to converge to the solution of the classical Liouville equation, using the
Wigner function [I7], also under low regularity of the potential, cf. [7]. These
results use the Wigner function and compactness arguments, which do not provide
a convergence rate.

(2) In the second method, used in our work, the two main mathematical tools are
a generalized version of Weyl’s law and quantization properties, as described by
semiclassical analysis, e.g., in [26] and [I8]. The generalized Weyl’s law links the
trace for canonical quantum observables to classical phase space integrals, related
to Wigner’s work. The quantization properties compare the quantum and classical
dynamics and provide convergence rates. Our study differs from previous works
that also used similar tools, e.g., [23 2]. The standard method to bound remain-
der terms in semiclassical expansions, based on the Planck constant h, use the
Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem to estimate operator norms. Such approach yields
error bounds with constants depending on the L'(R?Y)-norms of Fourier transforms
of symbols and the potential. The L!(R?")-norm of a Fourier transformed function
can be bounded by the L!'(R?") norm of derivatives of order N of the function.
Therefore the obtained constants in O(h®) error estimates are large in high dimen-
sion N. In our work here we apply dominated convergence to obtain error estimates
based on low regularity of symbols and the potential, while Fourier transforms in
L'(R?YN) are only required to be finite and do not enter in the final error estimates.

(3) The third alternative in [9] provides a new method that also avoids the large con-
stants in the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem in high dimensions by using convergence
with respect to a generalized Wasserstein distance and different weak topologies.

A computational bottleneck in ab initio molecular dynamics simulations of canonical
correlation observables is in solving electron eigenvalue problems at each time step. An
alternative to approximate quantum observables is to use path integral Monte Carlo formu-
lations in order to evaluate Hamiltonian exponentials. The Hamiltonian exponentials come

in two forms: oscillatory integrals in time ¢ € R, based on e for the dynamics, and inte-

grals for Gibbs function e ™ that decay with increasing inverse temperature 8 € (0,00).
The high variance related to the oscillatory integrand e*¥ means that standard computa-
tional path integral formulations for molecular dynamics are applied only to the statistics

based on the partition function Tr (e#) while the dynamics is approximated classically.
Two popular path integral methods are centroid molecular dynamics and ring-polymer
molecular dynamics, see, e.g., [I1] or [22]. In these methods the discretized path integral is
interpreted as a classical Hamiltonian with a particle/bead for each degree of freedom in the
discretized path integral. For the centroid version the dynamics is based on the average of
the particle/bead positions, i.e., the centroid, with forces related to a free energy potential
for the partition function thereby forming a mean-field approximation. It is related to the
mean-field approximation (IL4]) and (6) but differs in that in our work the forces are based
on the mean Hamiltonian, for the partial trace over electron degrees of freedom, instead of
on the partition function for the discretized path integral with respect to both nuclei and
electron degrees of freedom, centered at the centroid. In ring-polymer molecular dynamics
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classical kinetic energy is added for each bead forming a Hamiltonian with harmonic oscil-
lators in addition to the original potential energy. Consequently the phase-space is related
to coupled ring polymers, one for each original particle.

There is so far no convergence proof for centroid nor ring-polymer molecular dynamics.
Therefore it would be interesting to further study their relation to the mean-field model
we analyse here. The mean-field formulation (L4]) and (L@) can also offer an alternative
to standard eigenvalue solutions by using a path integral formulation of the partial trace
over the electron degrees of freedom, in the case of sufficiently large temperature avoiding
the fermion sign problem, see, e.g., [4]. Another difference to previous work is that the
convergence proof here derives a precise asymptotic representation of the Weyl symbol for
the Gibbs density operator using a path integral formulation, providing an example that
using path integrals for the Gibbs density can also result in simplification of the theory.

2. THE MAIN RESULT AND BACKGROUND FROM WEYL CALCULUS

In this section we state the main theorem and review necessary tools from semiclassical
analysis and functional integration.

To relate the quantum and classical observables we employ Weyl calculus for matrix-
valued symbols. First, we introduce functional spaces that we use in the sequel:

(i) the Schwartz space of matrix-valued functions on the phase space

S:={A e C®R" x RN, C™d) | sup |270%A;5(2)| < oo, for all indices }
2€RN xRN

where we denote a point in the phase space z = (z,p) and for a multi-index of non-negative
integers o = (a1, ..., a2n), we have the partial derivatives 03 = 021 ...022Y of the order
la] = >, @; and similarly we have 27 = z]' ... 23" for the multi-index 7 For a matrix-
valued symbol A we also use the notation A’(z) for the tensor (A’(2));} = 0,,, Ai;(2) and
A"(z) for the 4th-order tensor (A”(z))f" = 92 . Aii(z). The dual space of tempered
distributions is denoted S’.

(ii) the space of L? vector-valued wave functions

H = L*RN,C?) = [L2(RV)]?
We define the Weyl quantization operator of a matrix-valued symbol A € S as the

mapping A — A that assigns to the symbol A the linear operator A:H — H defined for
all Schwartz functions ¢(z) by

N
Aota) = | <@> [ DA @ 4 ) dpoly) dy
RN RN

(2.1) 27

= | Ka(z,y)o(y) dy,
RN
and extended to all wave functions ¢ € H by density. The expression (2.1]) shows that the
kernel K4 on H is the Fourier transform in the second argument of the symbol A(z,p) and
consequently the Weyl quantization is well defined for symbols in &', the space of tempered
distributions.
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For example, the symbol
H(z,p) = 3p|* 1+ V(x)

yields the Hamiltonian operator
~ 1
H=—AI+V(x).
Wi @I+ V()

We formulate the main result as the following theorem estimating the mean-field approx-
imation.

Theorem 2.1. Let ¥ : RN — C%*? pe q differentiable mapping into orthogonal matrices
and define Vy = U*VU, for the Hermitian potential V : RN — C¥¢. Assume that the
components of the Hessian Vy are in the Schwartz class and the scalar symbols ag R2N & C
and by : R2N — C are infinitely differentiable and compactly supported. Furthermore,
suppose that there is a constant k such that V +kl is positive definite everywhere, Tr (e*5H )
is finite, and there is a constant C such that
N
I e sy + T (V22 )y + 1T (3 3 05, Va0, Vade ™) v, < C
m=1|a|<3
>~ (192 a0l o) + [192boll e eoy) < €
lo| <3
max > 110802,hl| Lo meny < C
la|<3

2
T 02 Va(x)py| e P V@) dzdp < C
/Rw r(l;p 2 Vo (@)pm|e P2 Jdazdp < C,

2
/ Tr ((Z P02 Vi (x))? 676(%I+V‘I’(x)))d$dp <.
]R2N -

then there are constants c, M,t, depending on C and B, such that the quantum canonical
observable ([I3)), with Ay = apl and By = bol, can be approximated by the mean-field
molecular dynamics (L4)-(LH) with the error

(2.2) 1Zem(t) — Tma ()] < c(M™! +te2 +12€3),
for M > M and 0 < t < t, where
e = | Tr ((H — h)?e™P7) || 1 ey /I T (€ PH) || pr ey

2
5 = ||Tr (V(Hy — h) - V(Hy — h)*‘fﬁH@)HLl(]R?JV)/HTr (efﬁH)HLl(R?N), Hy = %
2.1. Overview and background to the proof. This section provides background and
motivation to the proof of the theorem in three subsections. The first subsection reviews
application of Weyl calculus for the dynamics, the second one is on a generalized form of
Weyl’s law in order to relate the quantum trace to phase space integrals and the third
subsection introduces path integrals and their application in the context of our result.

I+Vy.
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2.1.1. Weyl calculus and dynamics. This section first introduces the central relation be-
tween commutators and corresponding Poisson brackets for the classical limit of dynamics.
Given two smooth functions v(x, p), w(zx, p) on the phase space we define the Poisson bracket

{v,w} == Vyu(z,p) - Vyw(x,p) — Vyu(z, p) - Vyw(z, p)
- (Vp/, —Va) - (Va, Vp))v(x',p')w(x,p){(Lp):(

We denote the gradient operator in the variable z = (z,p) as V., = (V,,V,) and V, =
(Vp, —V3), hence the Poisson bracket is expressed as

(2.4) {v,w} = (Vi - Vo)u(2)w(2)|

(2.3)

x/p)

z=z""
For two operators C , D on the space H we define their commutator
[C,D]=CD —DC.
To relate the quantum and classical dynamics for particular observables with symbols

of the type agl treated in Theorem B.Il we assume that the classical Hamiltonian flow
z(20) == (24(20), pe(20)) solves the Hamiltonian system

Ty = Pt = vph(xhpt) )
ﬁt - _vmh(xt7pt)7

with the initial data (zo,po) = 20 € R?. Given a scalar Schwartz function ag we define a
smooth function on the flow z;(zp)

(2.5) a(20) = ag (zt(zo)) ,
and we have that a;(z) satisfies
(2.6) drar(20) = {(20), ar(20)}

since the direct calculation gives
Ahay(z0) = Osa0(21(2s))|,_y = %0 - Vapao(2:(20)) = {h(20), ar(20)} -

The corresponding quantum evolution of the observable A\, for t € R, is defined by the
Heisenberg-von Neumann equation

(27) at;{t = iM1/2 [ﬁa A\t] )
which implies the representation
A = eitM1/2ﬁA\OefitM1/2ﬁ _

The basic property in Weyl calculus that links the quantum evolution (Z7]) to the classical
([28) is the relation

(28) iMl/z [ﬁ7at] = {H7 at}/\—i_ 7/:?
where the remainder symbol rf is small. In Lemma [3.2] we show that
. 1
(2.9) Jim Mr§ = (Vg Vi H (20)a0 (25(20)) ] .y -

The main obstacle to establish the classical limit for dynamics based on the matrix-valued
operator Hamiltonian H is that matrix symbols do not commute, i.e. [H, A;] # 0, which
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implies the additional larger remainder iMY/2[H, A;] in (Z8)). Therefore the usual semiclas-
sical analysis perform approximate diagonalization of [f[ , A\t], see [23] [T4]. Diagonalization
of V introduces eigenvectors that are not smooth everywhere unless the eigenvalues are
separated, due to the inherent loss of regularity for eigenvectors corresponding to coincid-
ing eigenvalues, see [24]. To have a conical intersection point with coinciding eigenvalues
is generic in dimension two, and in higher dimensions the intersection is typically a co-
dimension two set, see [24]. The non smooth diagonalization has been so far a difficult
obstacle to handle with the tools of Weyl calculus. The aim in our work is therefore to
avoid diagonalization everywhere by analyzing a mean-field approximation differently.

In order to apply (Z8) we use Duhamel’s principle, see [5]: the inhomogeneous linear
equation in the variable A; — a; = A; — a1, where A; satisfies the evolution (27 and ay is

defined by (23],
at(zzl\t — d\t) = iM1/2[ﬁ—,;{t] — {h, at}A
= iMY?[H, A, — @) +iM"?[H, ;) — {h,a}

can be solved by integrating solutions to the homogeneous problem with respect to the
inhomogeneity

¢ T ~ —~ . -~
(2.10) Ay —ay = / MM G H @) — {ha )e MO ds
0

The quantum statistics has a similar remainder term to (2.9]), namely the difference

p — e P of the Weyl symbol p for the quantum Gibbs density operator p = e ## and
the classical Gibbs density e ##. To characterize asymptotic behaviour as M — oo of this
difference we employ representation of the symbol p based on Feynman-Kac path integral
formulation, as presented in Section 2ZT.31

2.1.2. Generalized Weyl law. To link the quantum trace to a classical phase space integral
we will use a generalized form of Weyl’s law, see [26],23]. The semiclassical analysis is based
on the fact that the H-trace of a Weyl operator, with a d x d matrix-valued symbol, is equal
to the phase-space average of its symbol trace. Indeed we have by the definition of the
integral kernel in (1)) for A € S

i N
(2.11) Trg:/ Tr Kyg(z,z)de = (—) / / Tr A(z,p)dp dz.
RN 27 RN JRN

In fact also the composition of two Weyl operators is determined by the phase-space average
as follows, see [23].

Lemma 2.2. The composition of two Weyl operators A and E, with A € S and B € §

satisfies

2

N
Tr (AB) = (\/M) /Rzzv Tr (A(z,p)B(z,p)) dzdp,

where A(x,p)B(x,p) is the matriz product of the two d x d matrices A(z,p) and B(x,p).
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Proof. The well-known proof is a straight forward evaluation of the integrals involved in
the composition of two kernels and it is given here for completeness. The kernel of the
composition is

2N
fartrn = (gﬂ /RSN Az (@ +2),p)B(3 (@’ +9).0)

x M ((x_x/)'p""(””/_y)'p/) dp’ dp da’

so that the trace of the composition becomes
Tr (AB) = / Tr Kap(z, z) dz
RN

2N
:<2—¢WM> /MTr(A<%<w+x'>,p>B<%<w’+x>,p’>>

\/M 2N
= (—) / Tr (A(y, p) By, p')) ™" =2 dp’ dp dy/ dy
27 RAN

N
() Lt

using the change of variables (y,y) = ((z + #/)/2,2 — 2’), which verifies the claim. O

The composition of three operators does not have a corresponding phase-space represen-
tatlon We will instead use the composition operator # (Moyal product) defined by AB =

A#B to reduce the number of Weyl quantizations to two, e.g., as ABCD = A#B C/'#T?
More precisely, the Moyal product of two symbols has the representation

—Vz-V

(212) A#B — 62Mi1/2 (Vzrvz) p')A(x,p)B(x/,p/)

‘(:v,p)=(rﬁp/) '
For general background we refer the reader to [26] or [18].

The isometry between Weyl operators with the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, Tr (X*E ),
and the corresponding L?(RY xRN, C%*9) symbols obtained by LemmaZ2 shows how to ex-
tend from symbols in S to L2(RY x RN, C?*?) by density of S in L2(RY x RN, C?*4), see [23].
We will use the Hilbert-Schmidt norms HXH%LS =Tr (g*g) =Tr (XQ) and | Tr A2HL2(R2N)
to estimate Weyl operators and Weyl symbols, respectively.

We show in Lemma[3.2] that having the Weyl symbols and V" in the Schwartz class imply
that dominated convergence can be applied in the phase space integrals obtained from the
generalized form of Weyl’s law.

2.1.3. Feynman-Kac path integrals. In order to analyse the symbol p for the Gibbs density
operator p = e #H we will use path integrals (in so called imaginary time), as in [6], [I] and



14 X. HUANG, P. PLECHAC, M. SANDBERG, AND A. SZEPESSY

[21], based on Feynman-Kac formula applied to the kernel of the Gibbs density operator
and its corresponding Weyl quantization. We start with the kernel representation

(e 1 p)( / K,(2',y)o(y) dy

obtained from that (e sl o) (') = u(x B) solves the parabolic partial differential equation

To motivate the construction of the path integral representation we first identify the Weyl
symbol of the density operator in the case of a scalar potential V', i.e., the case d = 1. In
order to emphasize that we consider the scalar case, we denote this Weyl symbol ps(x, p),
and thereby the associated kernel is denoted K, . Direct application of the Feynman-Kac
formula, see Theorem 7.6 in [15], implies that the kernel can be written as the expected
value

(213) Ky (@',y) = E|e™ I VD Ig(ufy — ) [ = of |
where wj solves the stochastic differential equation
dw) = M~Y2awW,,  wh =2/,
with the standard Wiener process W; in RYY and the delta measure 5(w’ﬁ —1v') concentrated

at the point y'.
We recall the definition (2.1]) of Weyl quantization for the (scalar) symbol ps(x, p)

N
pd(x) = /R N <@> /R M (G +y).p) dp @ly) dy

2

=K, (z,y)
from which we obtain the expression for the symbol of an operator associated with the
kernel K, (z,y)

(2.14) ps(@,p) = / M, (0 4 %w - %) dy.
RN
Using the substitution 2’ =2+ &, and ¢ =2 — 4, i.e.,
/ /

y=12"—1 and x:x —;—y ,

and letting
Y
wy =1+ 9 o

where
(2.15) dwy = M~Y24W,,  wy =0,

imply by combining (2.14)), (2.I3]) and the transformed path (215
ps(z,p) = / 67M1/2iy-pE[ef ff V(m+%7wr)dr5(y _ wﬁ) ’WO _ O]dy
RN

—iMY205.p — (B Lis—
:E[e iMY2wgp, Iy Vie+5ws wr)dr|w0:0].
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We have obtained the path integral representation of the symbol corresponding to the Gibbs

_ﬁH

density operator e in the case of the scalar potential V'

(2.16) ps(z,p) = E[e—iwﬂ.pe [Pvie+rMm- 1/2(%W5—Wr))dr]

as derived in [I].

We can proceed along similar lines in the case of the matriz-valued potential V' studied
here. The Feynman-Kac formula has been derived for operator-valued potentials V', see
[21], and in the case where the potential V' (z) is a general matrix, the exponential

o [P Vet M= 2(Aws—W,)) dr
)

in (2I6]) for the time evolution, is replaced by the corresponding matrix-valued process
T; € R4 which solves

(2.17) Y= -0 V(e+M VAW, W), te€(0,8) and T§ =1.

=V*

We will use the notation Wﬁ 1 5Wps—W;. The steps in the derivation of ([2.I6]) then imply
that the symbol in the case of a matrlx valued potential can again be expressed by

pla,p) = E[e"PP YL (W) | Wo = 0].

To estimate p— e ?H we use the symmetry property that the Weyl symbol, p, for the Gibbs

density operator p = e =M ig a Hermitian matrix. Indeed, we have e —pH represented as an
L2-integral operator with the kernel K, and since

1
H=—-——A®I
Wi @I+ V()

is real and Hermitian also e~ = Z;L’O:O(—ﬁf-\[ )"/n! is real and Hermitian. Therefore the
Weyl symbol corresponding to the Gibbs density operator p satisfies

(2.18) p(z,p) = / eiiMl/Qy'pr(x + y,x — y)dy = / eiiMl/Qy'pr(:c — y,x + y)dy.

RN 2 2 RN 2 2
Either of these integral representations show that p is Hermitian. The same steps as above
leading to (2.16) can by (2I8) be applied to the change of variables 2’ = x — y/2 and
y' = x + y/2, which implies that we also have

p(x,p) = E[e™ "o P YL (W) [ W = 0],

where
(2.19) T, =Y V(z—MYV2AWs —W,)), te(0,8) and Ty =1

~~

::‘/t_

Therefore we have the symmetrized representation
1 .
(220) o) = 3Bl P (TEOW) + 05 (W) | Wy = 0.

Using the path-integral representation of the symbol p(z,p) we prove in Section
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Lemma 2.3. Assume that the bounds in Theorem [2.1 hold. Then
. _ __BH
Jim M (p(w,p) — e (,p))

B
(2.21) —Blp| /2( / (5 — 1P VOV @)pe BV gy

/ / ——5) t)efsv(m)V/(x)pef(tfs)v(x)V'(x)pef(ﬁft)v(x)dsdt) ,
and

[ Tr 102||L°°(]R2N) =0(1),

(2.22)
|| Tr p2||L2(R2N) < 00.

3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

The section proves Theorem 2] based on three steps:

Step 1. use Duhamel’s principle recursively to analyse the dynamics based on H,
Step 2. use estimates of remainders for Weyl compositions and the Weyl Gibbs density to
analyse the statistics at ¢ =0,

Step 3. repeat Step 1 and Step 2 with H replaced by H := W*#H#W¥ to approximately
diagonalize H.

Proof of the theorem. Step 1. Lemma shows that the commutator has the representa-
tion

(3.1) iM'Y?[H G, = ({H, a5} + 1),

where the remainder 7% vanishes as M — oo. By Duhamel’s principle we have by (2Z.6]) and

B as in (I
Tr ((A\tgoe_ﬁﬁ - Zitgoe_ﬁﬁ)

t H = ~
= / Tr (eiMl/Q(t—S)H (1M1/2 [ﬁ,as] _ {h, as}/\)e_iMl/Q(t_S)Hgoe_BH) ds
(3.2) 0

t =N N
= / Tr (eiMW(t—S)H ({H,as} + 7 — {h,a.} ) e M =90 6-5H> s
0

=:Das

and the cyclic invariance of the trace together with [¢! VA (t—s)H , e—BH ] = 0 imply

~

( tgoefﬁﬁ - atéoefﬁﬁ)

(3.3) = /OtT

t ~
:/ Tr (DasBs,te_BH> ds.
0

=

Das —iM/2 (- s)HB iMY/2(t— s) —ﬁH) ds
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The right hand side can again be estimated by applying Duhamel’s principle (3.3]), now to
Bs_; and bs_¢, as follows

t ~ t —
/ Tr (DasBs,tefﬁH) ds — / Tr (Dasbs,tefﬁH) ds
0 0
(34) =:Tp

t ps—t ~ 5o— . 7
= / / Ty (e_ﬁHﬁa\SeiMlm(S_t_T)HDbT€_1M1/2(S_t_T)H drds =:Ty.
0 JO

We have by Cauchy’s inequality and the cyclic invariance of the trace

t t—s ~
T3] < / / <Tr ((Das)*Dase_BH) X
o Jo

x Tr ((eiMl/Q(S_t_T)ﬁﬁ—b\ 6_5ﬁ/26—iM1/2(5—t—7’)ﬁ)* x

(3.5) 1/2

% (eiM1/2(s—t—r)ﬁﬁb\q_e—ﬁﬁ/Ze—iMl/Q(s—t—fr)ﬁ))) drds

t pt—s o ~ o ~ 0\ 1/2
= / / <Tr ((Das)*Dase™ ") Tr ((DbT)*DbTe_BH)) drds.
0 Jo
The following two lemmas, proved in Section [l estimate the remainder terms Ty and T3

Lemma 3.1 (Mean-field approximation). Assume that the bounds in Theorem [Z1 hold,
then
To|

(3.6) T

= O(teg +tM 7).

Lemma 3.2 (Composition analysis). Assume that the bounds in Theorem[21] hold and that
c and d are in the Schwartz space S, then

cHd = cd 4 tq,
lim M'Y%¢y = %(VZ - V)e(z)d(2))

— Y
M—oc0 2=z

and if ¢ and d are scalar valued
1
§(c#d +d#c) =cd+req,

lim Mr. = %(vz VL) e(2)d(2)]

M—00 z=2'’

and if ¢ is scalar valued

iMY2(H#te — c#H) = {H,c} + .,
1t s / / \3 / 2 1=
e =20l /0 COS(WVZ V)V, V) H(2)c(z )‘Z:Z,(l —5)*ds,

z=z""

1
lim Mr, = ﬂ(vz . V;,)gH(z)c(z')‘

M—o0



18 X. HUANG, P. PLECHAC, M. SANDBERG, AND A. SZEPESSY

where the limits hold in L*(R?N) and L>®°(R?N). Furthermore the function a; : R?N — C,
defined in (2.8), is in the Schwartz class and there holds

| T3]

—_—= = O tz 62 + ]\4_1 .
Tr (e—BH) (e )
The combination of (3:2)-(3.3]), Lemmas B and B2 imply

| Tr ((gtﬁoefﬁH — Zitéoe*ﬁH)\
Tr (e~ PH)

(3.7) = O(tM™! +ted 4 t263).

Similarly the symmetrized difference has the same bound

(3.8)
TI' ((A\tﬁo + Eogt)eiﬁH) — TI' ((Zitéo + ant)efﬁH)
= Tr ((Abo + boAr)e 1) — T ((@rbo + bodr)e P) = O(EM ™ + e + £23)Tr (e P11,

obtained by interchanging the role of A and B in B).
Step 2. Here we estimate the second term in the left hand side of (3.8]), which can be
split into

~ —

(3.9) Tr (@b + bodir)e 1) = Tr ((@rbo + boar)e—PH) + Tr ((@rbo + boar) (e PH — e=H)) .

The first term in the right hand side in (3.9) has by Lemma the classical molecular
dynamics approximation

JPSP N

Tr (atbo + boat e_ﬁH) _ (\/M) / Tr ((at#bo + bo#at)(ﬂﬁap) e—BH(a:,p)) dz dp

2 2 R2N 2

(3.10)
v M

N
) (7) [ T (0o (o)1) 4T (o)1)

where by Lemma

lim M Tr (rab(zo)e_ﬁH(ZO)) dzg

M —ro0 R2N

_ % . Tr (e_ﬁH(zo))(VZO . V/Z(/))Q <a0 (zt(zo))bo(Z(l))){

(3.11)

zozz(’) dZo .

It remains to estimate the second term in the right hand side of (3.9). We have

~ ~ N
aibg + boay , — 3% v M ar#by + bo#ar , _
(e p) = (7 [T (R ) a
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and Lemmas 2.3] and imply

(3.12)
]\/}iinoo (M /]R2N r (M(e_ﬁlf B p)) dZ)

= / Tr (271(atb0 + boat)(x,p)efﬁ|p|2/2><
R2N

B
X / (g — 7“)2e*”v(x)pTV"(m)pe*(ﬁf”)v(x) dr) dx dp
0

+ / Tr (2_1(atb0 + boat)(x,p)e_mpwzx
]RQN

B prr
o / / (g _ 5)(§ B r)efsV(l“)V’(m)pe*(T*S)V(l‘)V’(x)pe*(ﬁfr)v(m)dsdo dz dp
o Jo

3
= 0 (oot b e T TV e ) iy O)
R

- o(1).

where the second last equality follows by interchanging the order of the trace and the
integration with respect to 8 and using the cyclic invariance of the trace. The first equality
is obtained by splitting the integral as

e

/ﬂw...:/IL

over a compact set LS, := {z € R*V : h(z) < m} and its complement L,, := {z € R*V :
h(z) > m} and using that p is uniformly bounded in L*(R2Y): the second integral is
zero for m sufficiently large, as verified in ([B.14]) below, and in the compact set we apply
dominated convergence.

Verification of fJLm la;(z0)|dzg = 0. The integration with respect to the initial data
measure dzg can be replaced by integration with respect to dz; since the phase space
volume is preserved, i.e. the Jacobian determinant

C
m

s,
]det(a—z])] =1

is constant for all time by Liouville’s theorem. We first verify that
(3.13) h(z) = oo as |z| — 0.

By assumption [y Tr e PV(®) dz < co. Therefore the smallest eigenvalue Ao(z) of V(z) also
satisfies [y e #20(®) dz < oo and as h(z,p) > |p|?/2+ Xo(x) we have [pon e PH@P) dzdp <
00, which combined with the assumption ||Vh(z,p)||pe@eny < C establishes (3.13). By
using the two properties h(z(20)) = h(z9) and h(z) — oo as |z| — oo together with the
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compact support of ag we obtain

0
/L |ao (2¢(20,p0)) | dzo = /]L !ao(zt(wo,po))”det(a—jt])\ dz
(3.14) m m
:/ lag(z)|dz =0 as m — oo.

In conclusion we have

VM

N
%Tr ((@rbo + Boar)e P = <7> ( /R T (ao(z1(20) o (z0)e ™ (20) + O(M ) ).

which combined with (B8] proves the theorem for ¥ =1.
Step 3. To improve the error estimate €3 we study the transformed Hamiltonian operator

~

H:=U*HU

where ¥ : RY — C%*? and ¥(x) is any twice differentiable orthogonal matrix with the
Hermitian transpose W*(z). This Step 3 has the three substeps:

Step 3.1 study the dynamics under H,
Step 3.2 analyse H = W*#H#V,
Step 3.3 modify Steps 1 and 2.

Step 3.1. Let a be any complex number and define for ¢ € R the exponential
Yy = gretolly,
Differentiation shows that
O = oW HUT* o g = o 0" [T,

and consequently
~ * F 5
_ JaUTHY _ tal

Yt
Therefore the transformed variable
(3.15) A(t,z) = VAV, teR,

evolves with the dynamics H
A= VAW
_ \I]*eitMl/Qﬁ;fOe—itMl/Qﬁi,

ang1l/2 5 S _aag1/2 7
_ eltM HA(]@ itM*/“H )

and the cyclic property of the trace implies that the quantum observable satisfies

(3.16)
Tr (1/4\,5}/3\06_5[{) =Tr(PU* :4;}/3\06_5[{) =Tr (\Il*z/él\t\Il\Il*B\o\Il\Il*e_BH\I/) =Tr (AtBOe_ﬁg) ,
=T
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where the initial symbols are given by

Ao = U Hao# 7,

Bo = U #bo# 0 .
Step 5.2. We have
(317)  Hle.p) = UHHAT(2,p) = V(@) Hlz,p)U(r) + 7V () - V()
as derived in [14] from the composition in (ZI2):
U #H#V (z, p)
= U (2) 4 (H (2, p) ¥ () + iM;/Qp v - M

iM71/2 . Mfl
Y (@)u() - L

U*(z)p- VU (x) — ﬁv\ﬂ*(m) -VY¥(z) — ﬁ@*(m)A\P(w)

AV ()

= U*(x)H (x,p)¥(x) + A" (2)¥(x)

i
+ 2M1/2
where by the orthogonality U*W¥ =1

WHHH (2, p) = V() B, p) V(@) + 5 V(0 ()0 ()
1
i

= U*(z)H (z,p)V(x) + ﬁvlﬂ*(m) -V¥(z).

(A(xp*(x)xp(m)) ~ VU (2) - V\I/(x))

Let ¥(x) be the orthogonal matrix composed of the eigenvectors to V(z), then the matrix

W ) H (e, p) W () = D14 A )

is diagonal, with the eigenvectors \;(z) of V(x) forming the diagonal d x d matrix A(z). The
non diagonal part 1+ VU*(z)-VU(z) of H(z,p) is small if ¥U(z) is differentiable everywhere.
If the eigenvectors to V are not differentiable in a point x,, we may use a regularized version
of ¥ in a neighbourhood of z, to form an approximate diagonalization of H.
Step 3.3. The derivation in Step 1 can now be repeated with H replaced by H and A, B

by A, B. Duhamel’s principle (ZI0) implies

— — t ~ ~ ~

A —ay — (A — ap) = / M2 (=) H (i]\fl/2 [H,as) — {h, as}A)e_iMm(t_S)H ds,

0

and we obtain by (310) as in (3.7

o~ o~

Tr ((AtBoeiﬁﬁ — Zitf?()e*ﬁg) =Tr ((Etéoeiﬁg — atﬁoeiﬁH)

— ~ ~ t o~ . -
=Ty + T + Tr (A — do) Boe P) + / Tr (Dag(By — bo)e P)ds
0
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where H is replaced by H in Da, Db, Ty and T3, so that

t =

Toz/ Tr ( Dag bs,tefﬁH)ds,
0 7\/

:H_hvas)},\+7:a

{
t - f= = f=
T3 = / /S Tr (e—ﬁHEESeiMI/Q(s—t—T)Hﬁb\Te—iMlm(s—t—T)H drds .
0 Jo

<

The two terms Ty and T35 have the bounds in Lemmas [B.1] and with H replaced by

H. It remains to show that the initial errors satisfy

- 2 . ﬁ t — —~ - H
0 s
Tr ((Ag — do)Boe ™ )+ Jo Tr (Das(By — by)e PH)ds

(318) Tr (e—ﬁﬁ) Tr (e—ﬁﬁ)

=0OM™).

To prove ([IR) let 5 = e PH then by the composition (ZIZ) and Lemma 22 we obtain
Tr (Ao — ay)Boe P = Tr ((([10 — ag)#By) 5)
v M

— (?)N /R”V Tr <((A0 — ag)#By) ﬁ) dzdp.

To estimate the initial error Ay — ag we use Lemma

QO#\I](xap) = ao(x,p)\lf(x)

1
4M [y
which by the composition (2.12]) implies
Ao(w,p) = U ao#t ¥ (z, p)

= V@) @) (w.p) + 5=V (@) - Vo) a.p)

1 .
e MV Vo (7, V)20 () (ao# W) (!, p) (1 — s)ds|

i
+ vaao(%l)) -V ¥(x)

1 .
e s MTVAVe V(7Y 2ag (2, p) U () (1 — s)ds

r'=x’

1
4M J,

= ao(z,p) ‘I’*(x)l‘lf(fﬂ) +mvpao(ﬂ%?) : Vx(‘l’*(_ﬂ;)‘lf(fﬂ))
1 i 1/2
- ﬁl’*(:ﬂ)/o emzMY VaVo(V, - Vp)z(ao(x',p)\lf(x))(l —s)ds
1
4M
8M3/2

——

=z

(Var - V) (Ve - V) (U7 (2)ao (2", p) ¥ (2)) |

r'=x'=x

_|_

=z

1 . 1/9
/0 e EMTVV(7, V)20 (1) (ag(«/, p) U (x)) (1 — 5)ds

1

1 .
— L[ T, 9, 20 (2) (a0 (o, p) (1 — 5)ds
AM J,

r'=x"
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Here the orthogonality U*W = I implies V(¥*¥) = 0. We obtain as in (811 the limit

lim M Tr (([10 — aO)Boﬁ) dzdp

M—o00 R2N

— [ (V@ Y, Pa ) ¥
RQN

r'=x

' =x'=x

+ 00 (s ) @ ae” ) )

1 —BU*(x T T
+ (Ve Vo)W (@)ao (e, p) ¥ ()], _, Jbo(, p)e™ P D0 )>dxdp

and similarly

/t Tr (Das(Bo — bo)e *H)ds = (\Q_M)N/ T ((Das#(Bo — bo))p) dadp
0 7T R2N
where

Jim (o [ ((Dag#(Bo — b)) ) dwdp)

== [T (@) = ) oo [ @ TPl p) (o),

(Ve D)V V)0 o(a”,p) U )

z'=x'=x

1 «
+ g(Vx V)20 (2)bo (2, p) ¥ (") ]e*B‘I’ (m)H(x’p)‘I’(m)>dxdp.

r'=x

which proves (3.18).

4. PROOF OF LEMMAS

This section estimates the remainder terms 7Ty and T3 and the statistical error p — e PH
The error term T3 in Lemma is due to remainders from classical approximation while
Tp in Lemma [3lis the main term regarding the mean-field approximation. The statistical
error is estimated in Lemma 23]

4.1. Proof Lemma 3.1l
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Proof. We consider first the case ¥ =1, i.e. H = H. We have

(4.1)

t _ t R R
/ Tr (Dagbs_e PH)ds = / Tr ({H,as} + 74 — {h,as} )
0 0

~ ~

bs,te_ﬁH) ds

t N N ‘ R
:/ Tr ({H—h,as}Abs—te_ﬁH) d5+/ Tr (fgbsite—ﬁH) ds
0 0

M1/2 t
- M )N/o /RQN T ((H — h,a}#bs_1)p) dzds

1/2 t
S [t (b)) dzs
Y 0 R2N

+

where the trace in the integrals over phase space R?Y is with respect to d x d matrices. The
inner integral in the second term of the right hand side in (£1]) has by Lemmas 2.3 and
the limit

lim (M /R Te (e #be-)p) dz)

M—oo

1
_24 R2N

(4.2)
Tr ((Vz(r) . V'ZO)?’ (H(zo)ao (zs(zé))) ‘zozz()bo (zs,t(zo))efﬁH(Z°)> dzp,

using splitting of the phase space integral as in (312). Similarly we have by Lemmas 23]
and the limit

lim Tr ({H — h, as}#bs—¢)p) dz = / Tr ({H — h,as}bs_e PH) dz

M—oco JRp2N R2N
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and integration by parts together with the mean-field definition (IL6]) simplify the first term
in the right hand side of (&1 to

/ Tr ({H — h, as}bs_e PH) dz

R2N

= / Tr (V/(H —h)-Vag bs,tefﬁH) dz
R2N

= —/ Tr (H — h)e PH) V' - (bs—4Va,) dz
R2N

=0

8
+ / Tr ((H — h) / e ™ Vay - V' (H — h)e W= Hp,_,dr) dz
R2N 0

+ / Tr ((H — h)e "") Va, - V'h Bbs_¢dz
R2N

=0

(43) % /RQN T /OB e ((H = h)Vas - V'(H = h)

+ (Vay - V'(H — h)(H — h)))e’(B’T)Hbs,t&-) dz

_b Tr (V/(H — h)?- Vase PHb,_;) dz

2 R2N
__8 Tr (H — h)*Vas - V'(eiﬁHbS_t)) dz
2 R2N
_8 Tr ((H — IORAVAR V(as)(efﬁHbs,t)) dz
2 R2N N——o—
=0
B 2 / —BH b b (B
=—= Tr ((H—h) Vag - (V'bs_e p —bst/ e i He(B-7) dT)) dz
2 Jren 0
B

== Tr (e PH(H — h)*Vas - (V'bs_y — Bbs_yV'H)) dz.
2 Jren

The third equality uses that (H — h) commutes with e # and the forth and the last
equality is obtained by interchanging the order of the trace and the integral with respect to
T in combination with the cyclic invariance of the trace. Cauchy’s inequality, the positive
definiteness of e #H(H — h)? and H — h depending only on x imply that the right hand
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side has the bound
‘g /2N Tr (e_ﬁH(H — h)ZVaS . (v,bs—t o Bbg—tv/H)) dZ’
R
B

R2N (Tr ((G_BH(H - h)z)Q)Tr (Vas - (V'bs—s — Bbs—tV’H))Q)) v dz
(4.4)

<O [ T (e B ) e P (T (Vay - (Vb — b T H)P)) a2

R2N

<K Tr (efﬁV(H - h)2)dx
RN

for a positive constant K. The combination of (£2])-([44) implies (B.6) and we note that
the exponential form e ## of the Gibbs density was crucial to obtain (4.3)).
In the case that ¥ # I we have by BI7) H = V*HV + ;1:VU* - V¥ and the factor

Tr ((H — h)e ##) = 0 in [@3) is replaced by Tr ((H — h)e #H) where

lim (MTe ((H — e #)) = Tr (V0 - eV

M—o0

which as in (£3)) and ([@4]) imply
|Tol < O(M ™ +te?).

4.2. Proof of Lemma [2.3]

Proof. To estimate the difference of the symbols for the Gibbs density, p — e ¥, we define
the solution operator

Yi(z) = ~Yi(2)V(z), Yo=1

satisfying ¥; = e~*V, which implies e #H@P) = e=BpI?/2+V (@) = =Flpl*/2 Yg(x). We have
by Duhamel’s principle

B
(4.5) Y5 - Y= / TE(V - VE)e BV dt,
0
which by dominated convergence implies

t
lim MY2(TE —Y,) = lim M1/2/ TEV — V)9V gy

M—o0 M—oo 0

(4.6) )
= / e—sV(J:)Vl(x)WSBe—(t—s)V(x)ds ]
0

The symmetrized relation (Z20)) yields

e ST
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which by (4.5), (£6]) and dominated convergence establish

Jim (M (p(a,p) — e PH ) )

1 h
E[eWeP / lim (Y, MV = V) + Y, MV - V,7))e BV dy]

s
_ —iWgp( = . R 1/2 ! B —(B-t)V
E[e (2/0 Jim (0 =) M)V @)W dt

1 [ 1
D " _/ lim (0 (W) / V' (z + sM 2w ) dswile B0V
4 0 M—oo :
1 [ 1
# 3, aim, (O [V ad )0 ) )

: Bt
:E[e_lwﬂ'p/ / e_SVV'(x)er_(t_S)VV’(m)Wtﬁe_(ﬁ_t)Vdsdt}
0 JO

) B
+§E[eﬂwﬁ-p / e*tV(Wf)TV"(x)er*W*tht}.
0

To determine the path integrals in the right hand side of (£7]) we make a partition of [0, 5]

into time intervals [t;,¢;41), where t; = j8/J for j = 0,...,J and corresponding Wiener
increments AW; = W (t;j41) — W(t;) and time steps At := 3/J, to obtain

=
Il
DO =

J—1 J—1
1
Ws = Wi, =D SAW; = 3 AW, = S AW;
=0 j<k j=0

where
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This partition implies

(4.8)
| 8
— E[e=We? / eV (WTV (@)W e 5=V ]
0

J-1J-1J-1

_ ; —i T AW , T ( —kAtV —(J—k)AtV
= — JII_)HOIOE[G 2m=o p Z Z Z SikSexAW; (e Ve~ (J=k) ) AW, At
k=0 j=0 £=0 Y,
*:Vk
J-1J-1J-1
- Jm 335 e
k=0 j=0 ¢=0
SITL AW, Ty 1 1AW/ 24
e~ =0 mPAWS VAW, ———d(AW,
x /RNJ ¢ H (2m At)N/2 (AWa)
= i —J|p|2At/2 ﬁ TV At
fime Z Vi

B
= eﬁp2/2/ (g — )2 V@ TV ()pe~ BVE@ qp = 0(1).
0

Similarly we have

: Bt
—E[elwﬁ'p/ /eSVV/(x)WsBe(tS)VV'(x)WtBe(Bt)Vdsdt}

J-1J-1J-1J-1

- _};%ZZZZSJ +Ser(At)? e im0 AWmp o

k=0 r=0 j=0 ¢=0
o—|AWR|2/(2A1)

oAV (k—r)AtV —(J—k)AtV
V' AW,e V' AWye ————d(AW,
H (2w At)N/2 ( )
J-1J-1 J
2
_ };H;OZ Z At Y ’I“ 2 k)efJAt\p\ /2efrAtVV/pef(kfr)Athlpef(Jfk)AtV
k=0 r=0

3
= eﬁp2/2/ / (g — s)(g — 1)e V@OV (2)pe~ V@V (g)pe~ B-OV @) g5q¢
0

so that (p — e #H) = O(M~1).
The construction (2I7]) implies

ST ((1)?) =T (T (= 2V (@ + M2 7 )

and by assumption there is a constant k such that V' + kI is positive definite everywhere.
Therefore we have

S ((1F)7) < KT (7))
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which establishes Tr ((TE)Q) < €% and shows that for independent Wiener processes W
and W' we obtain by Cauchy’s inequality

AN
=
/N
-3
S
EXs
3
o
3
S
S
=
o
N—

<E[Tx ((T51)%)]
< kb

We also observe that the generalized Weyl’s law implies that p is in L?(R?YN,C%*?), namely

M1/2 5 5 7
V[T () e = T (3) = T e P Te ) — T (¢ < o,
27 R2N
which proves (2.22)). O

4.3. Proof Lemma

Proof. To estimate remainder terms we will use the composition operator for Weyl symbols
defined by c#d = ¢d. The composition operator has the representation

i (v, Vv —VazV_,
cHd = e21v11/2( @ TP P )c(x,p)d(x/,pl)|($7p):(x/,p/)

. S Y A YAWTR v v v
(4 9) — e2Ml/2( x P * p ) C(I’ + xl,p + p/)d(l' + x”,p + p”)J ‘($/7p/):(x//7p//):0

=Zfzp($/,p/,$”,p”)

which can be written as an expansion using the Fourier transform F, defined for f : RV —
R by
(4.10)

f{f}(gx/’ép/’ém//,gp//) = / f(x/’p/, x//’p/l)efi(;p’-gx/+p’.£p/+x//_£x//+p/l.£p//) d,f[,‘/ dp/ dﬂj” dp// )
R4AN

Its inverse transform implies

7;(V 11N =N 1V 1) o
e 2m1/22° 7 P o f(x,p,w » P )
(m/,p/):(x//7p”):0

1 ip-1/2 mw& 1—E 1-E 1
Z%WV)H@@@@WW(%%MM@%MMQ
T R4N
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and Taylor expansion of the exponential function yields

e* W (Vx// -Vp/ 7vx/ 'vp// ) pr(

o "o
TP, P
PPyt gmo

1 ip-1/2 118§t =& 1St
= (%)4]\[ /R‘lN F fap(&ars Eprs s §p”)62M (o by =Larpr) d&r d&py d&pr d&pr

_ Ly - (& - & — & - &)\ 1
- (%) /]R?N ff:vp(gm/agp/agm//7£p”)<nzzo( 2pM1/2 v ) m

i(fm”'f/_g:v"g”) m
e )

1 .
% _/ (1— S)menglm(&xu.51,/75%,.5,,//) ds) A&, A&,y dépn dEpn
0

+

(4.11)

m

1, (Vs Vi — V- Vo)
= Z m(_ 2pM1/2 L ) fxp(x/7p/7ml/7p”)
n=0

($7,p,):(l‘/l7p,,):0
1
IM1L/2

1 .
n ( )m+1 / e—%M*l/Q(Vx,,-Vp/—vx/-vp//)(_i(vx,, . Vp’ — Vx/ . Vp//))erl
0

A=s)"

[N /AW )
X r,p,xr ,p .
fﬂﬁp( 1L ) ) m! (x,/p")=(z" ,p"")=0

The pointwise limit of the remainder term can be estimated by dominated convergence

1
ispar—1/2
hm efEM / (qu-Vp/fo/-Vp//)(_i(vw . VP/ — Vm/ . Vp//))m+1
M— o0 0
1—95)™
L=s)™
m! (2,'p)=(a"p/")=0

= (—i(Var - Vi — Vo - V)" (2!, 0, 2" p")

% fg:p(x/,p/,xl/,p”)
1
(m + D)@,/ p")=(a" p")=0

provided [pan [(&xr - & — &ar - &)™ T F fap(€)| d€ < co. In addition we need convergence
in LY(R?V), as a function of z = (z,p), to apply dominated convergence in the phase-space
integrals. We have

ffmp(gx’, gp’, gx” ) gp”) = ‘7:6(51" ) gp/)ei(mfmﬂrp-gp/)fd(ga:”, gp”)ei(x{x” +p-£p//)
so that

/ ‘Ff$p(§$’7 gp% gx”a fp”)e%sM_l/Q(gz”fpl_gzlfp”) dgaz’ dgp’ dgaz” dfp”
]R4N

= (1 - Aé.x/ - A£ /)k(l - Agx” — Ag y )k <fc(§1,/7 gp/)fd(gx”’é.p”) X
R4N P P
x e%M—l/%sznfp,—g,,.gp,,)) N

ei(l‘-fz//-f—p-fpu) ei(mfz/-f—p-fp/)

X
(T 2" + [p"[2)* (1 + [ + [p'[?)

k d§$/ dgpl dgxll dgpll .
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Therefore we obtain remainder terms that are uniformly bounded in L'(R?") provided the
Fourier transform (i€)®Fc(§) of 0%¢(z) satisfies

(4.12) /sz (1= Ae)NTH(EFe(€)) ] dé < oo
and similarly for d
Lo 1= 29N (7)) dé < oo.

We will apply the composition expansion to functions in the Schwartz class so that (£I12])
holds.

We conclude that Schwartz functions ¢ and d satisfy

lim (M(M—cd))
M—oc0 2
413 i L - ' o) ,
(118) = i (=g [ o Ve VI)(Ve - VaPe()d()], (1 - 5) ds)
1
= —5 (V= VL)
and
et
: 1 is ’
(4.14) — lim_ <Cd_m /0 a2V =V (T V) e(2)d(2)],_, ds)
=cd,

as limits in L'(R?V) and in L>°(R*V). We also have
Day =iM"*[H, @) — {h,as} = {H — h,as} +7%

where

(4.15) re = SLM /01 COS(W%/ZVZ VIV, - V;,)BH(z)aS(z’)‘Z:z,(l —5)%ds

so that

lim M = 2 (Ve - V') H(z0)ao (a(25))|

M—o00
and the Poisson bracket takes the form

{H — h,as} = V/zg) - Vo (H = h)(20)a0(2s5(20)) |zo=z6
= (vp6 . vmo - vx{) : Vpo) (H - h)($6,p6)(10 (Zs(xo’po)) ‘(zo,po):(
Based on this remainder estimate there holds

\/M N
Tr ((Day)?p) = <¥> /Rw Tr <(iM1/2(H#as —as#H) — {h,as})

#(1M1/2(H#a5 — as#H) — {h,as}) p) dz

20=2|,

z5,pp)
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and in the limit we obtain by (4I4)), (£I5]) and Lemma 23]

lim T (M2 (Hta, — agtH) = {h, a})

M—oco Jp2N

#(iMl/Q(H#as —as#H) — {h,as}) ,0) dz

= /RQN Tr <(V20a(zs(zo) . VIZO(H — h))2e_5H(Z°)) dzg,

using splitting of the phase space integral as in (12]), which together with (£.13)), (414,
(#15) and Lemma [4.1] below proves the lemma. O

Lemma 4.1. Assume that the bounds in Theorem [2.1 hold, then a; and b; are in the
Schwartz class and there is a constant C', depending in C, such that

(4.16) > N102an(2) |l poereyy + > 10be(2)]| oo (revy < €
la|<3 |o|<3
Proof. To estimate Z\a|<3 H ao(z(z0) )”Loo(R2N) we use the first order flow V2 (z0) =

2'(t), second order flow 2% ( ) = 0.,(0)2m(0)#(t) and third order flow 2"(t), which are
solutions to the system

£40) = (V4 hlan))s = fi),
L0 =Tt [ 3 el 0)as, Sl) = 00,0,
0 4

t
Ln®) = [ (S Foe)efosns) + 3 o) n(4)) .
kJ
St (2) 7= 02z, fi(2)
t
" / n "
Zi,kmn(t) = /0 <Zfi,k’(zs)zk’,kmn + Z fz k'm ZS Zk’ ( )Zm/,mn(s)
+ Z Tl (25) 210 o (8 )Z;n’,m(s)
+Zfi,k’n’ 25) 2 ko (8) 2y 1 (8)

k.l/

D bt (29)2h () o (5) 20 (5) ) s

k'm/n’
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By summation and maximization over indices we obtain the integral inequalities

t
max (0] < 1+ [ 3 1) max <4 (5) ds.
kJ
t
mmzmmmns/EJﬁmw@yXN%Mﬂ@
b [ ) g ) s,
0 E'm
max Z ’Z;”kmn / Z ‘fl k! 28 ‘ max Z ‘Z;/;cmn ‘ ds
+-]f 3 e e il (6 e 3 i ()1
k'm/ m

/ S e () |2 ()P s

0

(4.17)

k'm/n’

The functions max;; Y|, <o 050z, 2i(t, 20) can therefore be estimated as in [10] by Gronwall’s

inequality, which states: if there is a positive constant K and continuous positive functions
v, u : [0,00) — [0,00) such that

t
u(t) < K +/ v(s)u(s)ds, fort >0,
0
then
u(t) < Kelo ) ds' fort > 0.

Gronwall’s inequality applied to (£I7) implies

(4.18) max D 1102 02,2t 20) || Lo (reny = O(1)
|| <2

provided that

(4.19) max Y[98 0, hl| e ey = O(L).

|| <3
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7

The flows z’, 2", 2" determine the derivatives of the scalar symbol ag(2¢(20)) = a¢(20)

ay = Z aIO,k’(Zt)lec’,k(t) ) a{),k’(z) = a’«’k/ao('z)?
/
Dz Ut = Zao ko (20) 2 ko (¢ Z ag o (26) 21 1 (8) 20 (1)

"
Oty 2 Ot = E %k/ 2t Zk’ kmn +§ %k' (2t Zk’k(t)zm/,mn(t)

(4.20) ,
Z ag g (26) 280 go () 21 g (1)

+ Z ag g (26) 230 g () 2 1 (1)
k/ !

Z aO k'm/n’ Zt Zk’ k(t)'z;n’,m(t)ziz’ n(t) ’
k'm/n’
which together with (@8] proves ([I0).
Similarly to verify that a; is a Schwartz function, we first extend both (ZIT) (for 0% z¢(20))
and the representation in (4.20) to order || to obtain the bounds

(4.21) |0%a(2)] < o0,

for all indices a. Then define the compact set L¢, = {z € R?N . h(z) < m}. The
property h(z) — oo as |z| — oo, which is verified below ([BI3]), implies that L¢, includes the
support of ag for m sufficiently large and the invariance h(zt(zo)) = h(zp), for all zg € R?V,

establishes by (4.21])

sup |270%ai(z)| = sup [2705aog (zt(z))| < o0,
z€R2N zeL&,
for all indices v and «. We conclude that a; is a Schwartz function. (]

The constant in the right hand side of (4.I8]) grows typically exponentially with respect
to t, i.e.
max > 11020z, 2i(t 20) | oo ey < €
|a|<2
where ¢ is the positive constant in the right hand side of (£I9). We note that the assump-
tions on h and V are compatible with the assumption to have fRQ ~ Tre PH()dz bounded.

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section we define a model problem that allows us to systematically study approxi-
mation of canonical quantum correlation observables. The model problem is constructed so
that we can accurately approximate the quantum dynamics, thereby avoiding the computa-
tional challenges to accurately approximate realistic quantum systems with many particles
and excited electron states, cf. [3]. Subsection (5.1 includes the approximations of equilib-
rium density function of position observable Z, applying the mean-field molecular dynamics
and the electron ground state molecular dynamics, respectively. In Subsection 5.2 we com-
pare time-dependent correlation observables obtained from molecular dynamics evolving
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on the ground state, on the mean-field energy surface, and on a weighted average of all
eigenstates (denoted the excited state dynamics below). In particular, we study whether
the mean-field approximation can be more accurate than using only the ground state.

In order to demonstrate the proposed mean-field molecular dynamics approximation, we
devise the model problem as described by equations (L12]) to (LI4)) in Subsection[[.2] where
the difference between two eigenvalues Ai(x) — A\o(z) = 2¢ V22 + §2 can be tuned by the
two parameters ¢ and 4. For § small this model relates to the avoided crossing phenomenon
in quantum chemistry where the two potential surfaces get almost intersected at a certain
point, see [24]. The assumptions in Theorem 2.1 are satisfied for positive d but not for § = 0
and therefore the approximation error is expected to vary with different §.

5.1. Equilibrium observables. At the inverse temperature (3, the quantum canonical
ensemble average of a time-independent observable A is obtained from the normalized trace

Tr(e’ﬁf{fl) > e PP, Ad,,)
Tr(e—AH) > e PEn ’

where (E,,®,)5° ; are eigenvalues and the corresponding normalized eigenstates of the

(5.1)

Hamiltonian operator H. Consequently, for an observable depending only on the position

x with symbol A(z), we have

Tr(e PHA)
BH)

P 2 —BE,
i A(2) fqm(2) dz, where jign(z) = 2o 2n@l e
Tr(e~

RN Zn efﬁEn

We apply a fourth-order finite difference scheme for the Laplacian operator in the Hamil-
tonian (LI2) to approximate the equilibrium density piqm(x) in (5.2). The numerical im-
plementation is explained with more details in Appendix [A.Tl

As an approximation to the quantum canonical ensemble average (5.]), we consider the

normalized trace Tr (e —6H A)/Tr (e o~ ) and apply the Lemma and equation (LI6]) to
write the mean-field observable as

(5.2)

Tr (e 5HA) fRQN Tr(e PH@P) gz, p)T) dz dp

Tr (e BH) Jpzw Tr(e=PHE ))d "dpf
2

B fR2N a(x’p)(efﬁx\o( ) 4 e Pz )

Jgaw (e7PR0@) 4+ e=B@)) e~ =S z' dp’ ’

Tmd(0) = Tes(0) =

where H(z,p) and A(z, p) = a(x, p)l with a : R?N — C are the Weyl symbols corresponding
to the operators H and 121, respectively. Specifically for an observable depending only on
the position x, we obtain
(5.3)

Tr (e BHA) e Pro(x) 4 o=Bi(x)

T ) o A ), where puee) = i
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The classical mean-field density gy, in (B.3]) can also be rewritten as a weighted average

e—BNi (@) Jan e PAi@dz
(54)  pme(z q; , where ¢; = R
Z ] e P )d ' ’ lec:O fRN e P (@)dz

The weights gy and g1 can be interpreted as the probability for the system to be in the
corresponding electron eigenstate Ag and Ay, respectively obtained by integration with the
corresponding Gibbs density.

We first plot the equilibrium quantum mechanics density fiqm using the formula (5.2)),
and compare it with the classical mean-field density puy¢ in (5.3). They are also compared
with the density based only on the ground state jigs, with the formula

e~Bo(@)
(5.5) figs () = T e Polds

,3=01.

which is obtained from the classical density formula (5.4 by taking the probability for the
excited state as q; = 0, and the probability for the ground state as gg = 1.

Equilibrium density
T

0.6 T T
pointwise difference

—fgm
Hmf
—Hgs

o
wu

N
~

o
N

density approximation
o
w

o
i

F1GURE 2. The density functions computed with the quantum mechanics
formula (5.2]), the mean-field approximation formula (5.3]), and using only
the ground state in the classical formula (5.5)), with mass ratio M = 1000.
The mean-field density (the dashed yellow line) is quite close to the quantum
mechanics density curve (the solid blue line), implying a better accuracy than
the ground state density (the solid violet line).

In Figure [ the first reference density curve with quantum mechanics formula (5.2)) is
plotted in blue colour with a solid line. The density curve pupme(z), obtained from the
classical mean-field formula (5.3)), is plotted as the yellow dashed line and agrees well with
the quantum mechanics density piqm(x). Besides, the mean-field density jim¢(2) incurs much
smaller error than the ground-state density pgs(2) (the violet solid curve) in approximating
the pgm(x) density. For Figure 2l we use the parameters M = 1000, ¢ = 1, and § = 1 such
that with the eigenvalue gap § = 0.1, the system has a probability ¢g; = 0.16 to be in the
excited state.
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Pointwise difference between jigm and puyg
T

0.08 T T T
—M=1
0.06 - --M =10 4
--M =100
= 004 M = 1000 | |
| 0.02f 1
=
Ky 0
-0.02 4
-0.04 : L
-6 -4 4 6

FiGURE 3. The point-wise difference between the quantum mechanics den-
sity fiqm and the mean-field density py,s with inverse temperature 8 = 1. The
dashed violet curve with M = 100 has so small an error that it is almost
indiscernible from the solid yellow curve with M = 1000.

In Figure Bl we depict a point-wise difference between the classical mean-field density
pme(x) and the quantum mechanics density pqm(x), for different values of the mass ratio
M. The inverse temperature is still taken as 8 = 1 for the eigenvalue gap § = 0.1 and
¢ =1, so that the probability for the excited state is kept as g; = 0.16. It is observed from
Figure Bl that as M increases the error in the classical mean-field density approximation
decreases.

In order to study the dependence of the approximation error ||ftqm — fmsl|z: on the
mass ratio M, we vary M for three different inverse temperatures, with the corresponding
eigenvalue gaps § such that the probability to be in the excited state remains to be ¢; = 0.16.
As seen from Figure @ the O(M~!) dependence of the error in the equilibrium density
using the classical mean-field approximation is in accordance with the theoretical result of
Theorem 211

Besides the M-dependence of the classical approximation, we also experiment with a
relatively large inverse temperature § = 10 for mass ratio M = 100, with parameters ¢ = 1,
0 = 0.1. The quantum density pqm together with its classical mean-field and ground state
approximations ppys and pes are plotted in the Figure Bl The large value of § implies a
rather low temperature, which leads to a tiny probability for the electron excited state as
q1 = 7 x 1077, Consequently the density functions concentrate near the minimum of the
ground state eigenvalue, and there is almost no difference between the mean-field and the
ground state density curves.

5.2. Time-correlated observables.

5.2.1. The model problem. We apply the mean-field molecular dynamics to approximate
the auto-correlation function between the momentum observables py (at time 0) and p, (at
time 7). In the Heisenberg representation the time evolution of the momentum observable
is given by

ﬁ L eiT\/MﬁﬁOefiT\/Mﬁ
= .
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FIGURE 4. Dependence of the L'-error between the quantum density Hqm
and the classical mean-field density approximation g, shown in log-log
scale.

Equilibrium density with large inverse temperature 8 = 10
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FIGURE 5. Equilibrium density jiqm with the classical mean-field and ground
state approximations jims and figs, With inverse temperature 8 = 10, mass
ratio M = 100. The probability of electron excited state q; = 7 x 1077 is
tiny.

We study the two-eigenvalue model with the potential matrix V(x) as defined by (LI3)
in Subsection For computing the quantum correlation function, we approximate the
initial position observable Ty and the initial momentum observable pg by the matrices

x0 0

T ~ o = X, po~iVM(H.X — XH,) =: P,

TK
0 TK

respectively, where we discretize a sufficiently large computational domain Q = [zg, xx]
with uniform grid points xp = xg + kAx, for £k = 0,1,--- , K and Ax = LI;“)' In the
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definition of the matrix P, the real symmetric matrix Hy is of size 2(K + 1) x 2(K + 1),
corresponding to a fourth order finite difference approximation of the Hamiltonian operator
H. More details about this approximation are provided in Section [A.Jl and the definition
of matrix Hy is given in (A.2]). The matrix Hy generates the approximations

e17'\/MH ~ el’r\/MHal7 e—BH ~ e_ﬁHd.

We apply the eig function of Matlab to obtain the eigenpairs (e, ¢,) of the H; matrix,
and rearrange them to obtain the eigendecomposition

Q:=I[p1 ¢2 ¢3 -+ Pyr4n), and D:= )

0 €2(K+1)
such that H,; can be diagonalized with the orthogonal matrix Q) as Hy = @ D Q*, and hence
eTVMHs —  VMD (x  ang e BHi = Qe PP @~ .
Thus the right-hand side of (3] with XT = p, and Eo = pp can be approximated by
T ((Prpo+Dobr) e ) T (- (poe P + e PH )
2Tr (e=BH) 2Tr (e=AH)
Tr (Q eiT\/MD Q* PQ e*iT\/MD Q* (PQ efﬁD Q* + Q efﬁD Q* P))
- 2Tr (Q e PP Q*) ’
where in the second equality we use the cyclic property of the trace.
By applying the mean-field molecular dynamics formula (I.4]) with momentum observ-

ables py and p, in the model problem, we have the approximation for the time-correlation
function as

Tqm(T) :

(5.6)

 Jgen pepo Tr (e7PH(0)) dzg
= o Tr (e e s

(5.7) Tt (T)

where z; := (¢, pt) solves the Hamiltonian system
i.t - vp h(xtapt) )

5.8 .
( ) Pt = _vx h(xhpt) )

with an initial state zg = (z0,po) € R?. The Hamiltonian system (5.8) is solved numerically
with the second-order velocity Verlet scheme, see [16]. More details about this numerical
implementation is in Appendix [A.2

We also apply the classical molecular dynamics formula for correlation functions intro-
duced in [I4] Section 2.3.2], which considers the contribution from the ground state and
the excited states. For our specific example the excited state dynamics approximation of
momentum correlation observable is given by

o~ B(23E 13 (20))

1
(5.9) Too(r) = / ¢ 72 (20) 1 (20) dzo, |
];0 Rz 0 - B4 2(2) 4
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with the weights ¢p and ¢; as defined in (54]), where A= (x]},pj}), j = 0,1 solves the
Hamiltonian dynamics

90]7 - P]T ’
pr=—VAj(z7),
with the initial condition 2} = (20, po) = 2o and Ao(z), A1 () as defined in (LI4).
In addition to these three expressions for time-correlation, Ty (the quantum mechan-
ics correlation), ¥ (the mean-field approximation), and Ts (the classical excited state
approximation), we also compute the approximation based only on the ground state con-

tribution, Ty, obtained by setting the probability g; for the excited state equal to be zero,
ie.,

o—8(29% 1 r(20))

dZO )

(5.10) Tos(T) = /R2 pr(20) po(20)

Jra B PR g
where z; = (x,,p;) solves the Hamiltonian dynamics with the potential \o(z)
Iy =pr,
pr = —=Vo(z7),

with initial state zo = (2o, po)-

As discussed in (I.I6]), the approximations with mean-field dynamics or excited state
dynamics at an initial time 7 = 0 are always identical, i.e., T,1(0) = Tes(0). For position-
related observables, the classical ground state dynamics approximation Tg(0) will be, in
general, different from T,¢(0) and Tes(0), which is consistent with our preceding obser-
vations on equilibrium density function in Section 5.l and is confirmed in the upcoming
Figure I3l

The numerical approximations of T (7), Tes(7), and Tye(7) are computed with the Verlet
method in combination with Simpson’s formula. We use Sp¢(7), Ses(7), Sgs(7), and Sqm(7),
to denote the numerical approximations of Tyt (7), Tes(7), Tgs(7), and Ty (7), respectively.

In practise ground state molecular dynamics in the canonical ensemble is relatively well
developed for realistic molecular systems and successful mean-field approximations appear
in centroid and ring-polymer molecular dynamics [19]. Direct computations of excited
state dynamics for realistic systems seem less attractive, due to the challenge to efficiently
compute excited electron states, cf. [3]. Here we compare these three alternatives for a
simple model problem in the hope of giving some information also on realistic systems.

5.2.2. Numerical results. Following the discussion on the variances €7 and €5 with equations
(CY), (LI0) and (LII]), we survey five different cases with varying parameter settings of c,
4, and inverse temperature 3, and make a comparison between the performances of different
molecular dynamics approximations in each case. A summary of the parameters in each
case is given in the Table [l

Case A: Low temperature with large eigenvalue gap, 3 =33, c=1,6 =1, ¢ =
9.95 x 1074, €3 = 1.25 x 1074, the probability for the excited state g1 = 0.0002 is almost
negligible.
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FIGURE 6. Eigenvalues of the matrix-valued potential V' (x) for test cases A
to D. In subfigure (a), the mean-field potential A.(x) (the red curve) is quite
close to the ground state Aog(x) (the violet curve).

Figure [6al presents the eigenvalues Ao(x), A\1(z) and the mean-field potential function
A«(x) as defined in (L9) for Case A. With the parameters ¢ = 1 and § = 1, the system has a
large eigenvalue gap. Particularly in this low temperature setting, the mean-field potential
A«(x) is almost identical to the ground-state eigenvalue Ag(z). Since the probability for
the excited state is very small (¢; = 0.0002), the three molecular dynamics approximations
Tmf(7), Tes(7), and Tyue(7) are similar.

In Figure [7al the quantum mechanics correlation function curve Sqm(7) with mass ratio
M = 1000 is plotted as a function of correlation time 7, together with the three molec-
ular dynamics approximations Sp¢(7), Ses(7), and Sgs(7). The three molecular dynamics
correlation function curves are almost on top of each other, as shown in Figure [7h] with
similarly small errors. This case gives an example where all the three molecular dynamics
work analogously, since ¢; < 1, and we note that the error terms €2, €2 together with 1/M
are all very small.

Case B: High temperature with small difference between eigenvalues, f = 1,
c=01,0=1, ¢ =19 x 1072, € = 3.5 x 1073, the probability for the excited state
q1 = 0.43.

In Figure [6b] we observe that with the parameter setting of case B, the mean-field poten-

tial A, (z) lies in between the ground state eigenvalue Ao(x) and the excited state eigenvalue
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FIGURE 7. Case A: (a) Auto-correlation function (PyP;) computed by
quantum-mechanics formula, Sy, with M = 1000, and by three molecu-
lar dynamics formulae. (b) The corresponding maximum errors up to time
T, HSqm - SdeLOO([O,T})-
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FIGURE 8. Case B: (a) Auto-correlation function (PyPr) computed by
quantum-mechanics formula, Sy, with M = 100, and by three molecu-
lar dynamics formulae. (b) The corresponding maximum errors up to time

T [|Sqm — Small zo<(j0,7)-

A1(z), indicating that by incorporating the effect of the excited state, the mean-field ap-
proximation T,¢(7) can make a difference from simply using the ground state molecular
dynamics.

The improved accuracy of the mean-field molecular dynamics is verified by the Figure [8h],
in which we observe a smaller error of mean-field molecular dynamics approximation ||Sqm —
Stz (j0,7)) (the red curve) compared with the molecular dynamics using only the ground
state ||[Sqm — Sgsllroo(j0,7]) (the violet curve). The excited state molecular dynamics Ses(7)
has the smallest error, manifesting an effective combination of the information from both
the ground and the excited eigenstates.

Case C: High temperature, small difference between eigenvalues with avoided
crossing, 3 =1,c= 0.1, § = 0.01, ¢ = 9.1 x 1073, €3 = 9.9 x 1073, the probability for
the excited state g; = 0.46.
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The Case C has a similar parameter setting as the preceding [Case Bl with the only
difference of a smaller parameter § = 0.01. The small parameter J leads to a small eigenvalue
gap at z = 0, i.e., the two eigenvalues \o(z) and A\ (z) almost intersect at this point, as
can be seen in the Figure Compared with [Case Bl the small eigenvalue gap also makes
the probability for the excited state ¢ increase from 0.43 to 0.46 in Case C, with the same
inverse temperature g = 1.

Autocorrelation function (PyP;) of Case C Maximum error up to time 7 in Case C
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(a) Case C: Auto-correlation curves (b) Case C: Maximum error curves up to time 7

FIGURE 9. Case C: (a) Auto-correlation function (PyPr) computed by
quantum-mechanics formula, Sgm, with M = 100, and by three molecu-
lar dynamics formulae. (b) The corresponding maximum errors up to time

T [|Sqm — Small o< (j0,7))-

The approximate p-auto-correlation function curves with their corresponding maximum
errors up to time 7 are plotted in the Figures @al and [OD, respectively. These two figures are
quite similar to their corresponding plots in [Case Bl where the excited state approximation
Ses has the smallest error, and the mean-field approximation Sy,¢ achieves an improved
accuracy compared to the ground state approximation Sgs.

The similar approximation error of the three molecular dynamics in [Case Bl and [Case (]
can be understood as a result of the relatively small difference between the two eigenvalues
Ao and Aj. For both cases the small parameter ¢ = 0.1 leads to small €; and e values, as
summarized in Table [1
Case D: High temperature, large difference between eigenvalues with large gap,
8=028,c=1,0=1, e% = 2.01, e% = 0.42, the probability for the excited state g; = 0.30.

For this case, we observe from Figure [6d] that although the mean-field potential A.(x) is
still in between the ground state Ao(x) and the excited state A;(x), the distance between
A«(x) and Aq(x) is much larger than that in the previous Also A\ (z) is much closer
to the ground state \g(z) than to the excited state A\j(z). The parameter 8 = 0.28 implies a
relatively high temperature, with a considerable contribution from the excited state. Hence
we cannot expect the mean-field molecular dynamics to be much better than ground state
molecular dynamics. This is also verified by Figure [I0b which shows that the error of mean-
field molecular dynamics is of the same order as that of ground state molecular dynamics,
while the excited state molecular dynamics remains accurate.

The mean-field and ground state molecular dynamics correlations include two approxi-
mations: replacing the matrix-valued potential V' (z) by a scalar potential A\.(z) or Ag(x)
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Ficure 10. Case D: (a) Auto-correlation function (PyP;) computed by
quantum-mechanics formula, Sgm, with M = 100, and by three molecu-
lar dynamics formulae. (b) The corresponding maximum errors up to time

7 ||Sqm — Small o= (j0,7))-

respectively, and replacing quantum dynamics with classical dynamics,

Sqm(T) - Smf(T) = (Sqm(T) - Sqrn,A* (T)) + (Sqm,A* (T) - Smf(T))

(5.11) Sqm (T) — Sgs(1) = (Sqm(T) — Sqm, o (7’)) + (Sqm,)\o (1) — Sgs(T))

where Sg, 2, and Sgm ), denote the approximation of auto-correlation function computed
with quantum dynamics but using scalar-valued potentials A\, (x) and A\g(z), respectively. In
the right hand side of (G.I1)), the first terms (Sqm () — Sqm,x. (7)) and (Sqm(7) — Sqm .2 (7))
correspond to the potential approximations in quantum dynamics, while the second terms
(Sqm, (T) — Sme(7)) and (Sym,x (T) — Sgs(7)) are related to classical approximations of
quantum dynamics using scalar potentials.

To investigate these two error contributions we compute the correlation function S, », ()
and Sqm »,(7) for [Case D using the scalar-valued potential A.(z) or A\g(x) to replace the
potential matrix V' (z) in the quantum dynamics. The corresponding auto-correlation curves
and their maximum error up to time 7 are shown in Figures [Tal and [[1bl

From Figure [[Tb, we clearly see that the errors |[Sqm — Sqma, llzoo([0,7)) and [|Sqm —
Sqm,noll L ([0,7]) caused by substituting the potential matrix V(z) with the scalar-valued
potentials A (x) or Ag() is of the same order as the total errors ||Sqm — S|z ([0,-) and
|Sqm — Sgsllzo(jo,-]) in Figure [0bl Hence we conclude that the main source of error in
this case is the simplification by replacing the potential matrix V(x) with a scalar-valued
potential, and not the approximation of scalar potential quantum mechanics correlation by
classical molecular dynamics.

We also vary the mass ratio M between the heavy particle and the light particle, in order
to study the corresponding behaviour of the approximation errors ||Sqm (7) =Sqm,. () £ (j0,7])
and [|Sqm (7) = Sqm o (7) || Lo ([0,7]) up to time 7 = 20 for the mean-field molecular dynamics
and ground state molecular dynamics in As can be seen from the second and fourth
column of Table 2 the main error caused by substitution of the potential matrix V with
the scalar valued potential A\, or Ay varies slightly as the M value changes.
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FIGURE 11. (a) Auto-correlation function (PyP:) curves Sqm, Sqm,)y, and
Sqm,», computed by using matrix valued potential V(z), and using scalar-
valued potential Ag(x) or A.(z) in the quantum mechanics formula (5.6]) in
Case D. (b) Maximum error up to time 7 in the p-auto-correlation curves
computed with quantum mechanics formula using scalar-valued potential
A«(x) or Ao(z), by comparing them with the correlation computed from
quantum mechanics formula using matrix-valued potential V' (z), and with
their corresponding molecular dynamics approximations.

M | [[Sqm = Sqm. | | 1Sqm .. = Smell | [[Sam = Samrol | [1Sqmre = Sesll | [Sam — Ses|
100 0.2004 0.0387 0.2099 0.0081 0.0062
50 0.1985 0.0384 0.2080 0.0201 0.0220
20 0.1944 0.0375 0.2033 0.0377 0.0330

TABLE 2. Case D: Dependence of the error on the mass ratio M at time
T = 20.

Case E: High temperature, large difference between eigenvalues with avoided
crossing, with B =1,c =1, = 0.1, ¢ = 0.29, €5 = 0.50, the probability for the excited
state g1 = 0.16.

This case has the same parameters as in Section 5.1l In Figure [[l we observe a pattern of
the two eigenvalues A\g(z) and A (z) related to avoided crossing of potential surfaces. Our
numerical results suggest that for this case all three molecular dynamics are only accurate
for short time, as can be seen in Figure [2al Compared to [Case C] and [Case DI where
the excited state dynamics is accurate, the diminished eigenvalue regularity at the avoided
crossing may explain the loss of accuracy in Case E.

Apart from the momentum auto-correlation function, we also computed in the
correlation function between position observables Zo and Z,, as plotted in Figure [31 We
observe that for short time range (e.g. 0 < 7 < 0.1), the error of the ground state molecular
dynamics is larger than the error of the mean-field molecular dynamics, which is consis-
tent with the result for equilibrium observables in Section [B.1], in which the ground state
molecular dynamics has larger error in approximating the density function jiqm(z) than the
mean-field formula. Therefore the mean-field molecular dynamics can improve short-time
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FIGURE 12. (a) Auto-correlation function (PyPr) curves Sqm, Sqm,),, and
Sqm,», computed by using matrix valued potential V(x) and using scalar-
valued potential Ag(x) or A.(z) in the quantum mechanics formula (5.6]) in
Case E. (b) Maximum error up to time 7 in the p-auto-correlation curves
computed with quantum mechanics formula using scalar-valued potential
A«(x) or Ao(z), by comparing them with the correlation computed from
quantum mechanics formula using matrix-valued potential V' (z), and with
their corresponding molecular dynamics approximations.

approximation of position auto-correlation function compared to the ground state molecular
dynamics.
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Ficure 13. Case E: Auto-correlation function (XpX;) computed by
quantum-mechanics formula with M = 100 and by three molecular dynamics
formulae.

We also changed the mass ratio M in this case for the momentum auto-correlation func-
tion, from M = 100 to M = 50 and to smaller value M = 20. When M becomes smaller,
we can expect the error of molecular dynamics approximation becomes larger, since the
error includes the O(M 1) term. For since we are only interested in the short time
approximation, the time-dependent error term is not much larger than the O(M 1) term.
Hence the effect of varying the mass ratio M will be considerable. The dependence of the
L®°-error in momentum auto-correlation approximation on the mass ratio M is summarized
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in Table[3], from which we observe an improved accuracy in all the three molecular dynamics
approximations with an increased M value.

T| M qum — SmeLOO([O,T}) qum — SeSHLOO([O,T]) ||Sqm — SgSHLOO([O,T})
1] 20 0.1375 0.0816 0.0564
1] 50 0.1324 0.0766 0.0513
11100 0.1270 0.0712 0.0460
21 20 0.1657 0.1515 0.1043
2| 50 0.1533 0.1356 0.0884
2 | 100 0.1425 0.1226 0.0759

TABLE 3. Case E: Dependence of the error on the mass ratio M at different
correlation times 7.

5.3. Conclusion from numerical comparisons. From the study with equilibrium ob-
servables in Section 5.l we see that by considering the contributions of excited states the
classical mean-field approximation of quantum mechanics density at equilibrium achieves a
substantial improvement from the approximation which uses only the information from the
ground state. The error of the mean-field approximation will decrease as the mass ratio M
increases, following the O(M 1) relation.

For the time-dependent observables, specifically by studying the momentum auto-correlation
function, we know from that for a low temperature setting with a large eigenvalue
gap, where the probability for an excited state is small, all three molecular dynamics with
the mean-field approximation, excited state approximation, or ground state approximation
work similarly well.

From and [Case DI, we observe that the error of the mean-field approximation
decreases as the difference between two eigenvalues diminishes (i.e. parameter ¢ becomes
small). Furthermore, for with a small difference between two eigenvalues, the mean-
field approximation improves the accuracy of molecular dynamics compared to using the
ground state only.

With a small eigenvalue difference, even including the avoided crossing in the
result is similar to [Case Bl that is the mean-field approximation is still more accurate than
the ground state approximation.

From we know that when the system temperature is high and the difference
between two eigenvalues is not small, the excited state approximation outperforms both the
mean-field and the ground state molecular dynamics.

From [Case Elwe see that when the difference between the eigenvalues are sufficiently large
and when the potential matrix includes avoided crossings, all three molecular dynamics
approximations are accurate for a short time range only.

The small error terms €7 and €3, in Table [ for the Cases A, B and C is consistent
with the actual error being small for the mean-field approximation, while in Cases D and
E where the mean-field approximation error is large these error terms are in fact large.
Therefore the experiments indicate that the error estimate could be useful to estimate the
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mean-field approximation error also for realistic problems when the quantum observable is
not computable.

Figures [[10 and [I20] together with Table @ show that in and where
mean-field and ground state approximations are not accurate, the error of the mean-field
and ground state molecular dynamics are dominated by the matrix valued potential replaced
by a scalar potential on the quantum level, since the classical approximation error of the
quantum dynamics for the corresponding scalar potential is clearly smaller.
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APPENDIX A. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATIONS

A.l. Finite difference approximation of the equilibrium density. To approximate
the quantum mechanics density formula (5.2]), we use a fourth-order finite difference ap-
proximation of the Laplacian in the Hamiltonian operator H (5.1), with the formula

. —f(z — 2h) + 16 (z — h) — 30f(x) + 16f(z + h) — f(z + 2h)
Fiz) = 1212

This discretization is performed on the computational domain Q = [—6, 6] with a uniform
mesh x = —6+ kAx, for k=0,1,--- , K, with Ax = 1—13 The choice of this computational
domain is obtained by checking that the quantum mechanics density jiqm(x) approximately
vanishes on the boundary of this domain, so that the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition can be assumed. By applying this discretization, we approximate the eigenvalue
problem

+ O(h").

H®, = En(I)n,
with the following algebraic eigenvalue problem
(Al) Hq¢pn = enon,
where the 2(K + 1) x 2(K + 1) matrix Hy is given by
(A.2)
1
Hd = 5 X
oM - 12(Az)?
_h11’0+30 h12,0 —16 0 1
ho1,0 ha22,0+30 0 —16 0 1
—16 0 h11,1+30  hi21 —16 0 1
0 —16 ho1,1 ha22,1+30 0 —16 0 1
1 0 —16 0 h11,2+30 hi22 —16 0 1
1 0 —16 ho1,2  h222430 0 —16 0 1
1. *1.6 0. hll,K—.1+30 hlg’K.'_l *1.6 0.
1 0 —16 h21,K—1 hQQ’K_1+30 0 —16
1 0 —-16 0 hi1,k+30  higx
| 1 0 —16 hglyK hgg’K+30_

and the eigenfunctions ®,, are approximated with the 2(K + 1)-length vector ¢, as

(bn = [¢n,0,17 (bn,O,Za ¢n,1,17 ¢n,1727 s

7¢n,K717 (bn,K,Q]T
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Here, the entry terms h;; j of the Hy matrix are given by
hijr = 2M(12A2%)V;;(xg), fori,j=1,2, and k=0,1,--- , K.

In practice, based on the finite difference scheme (A.I]), we approximate the quantum me-
chanics density piqm in (5.2) by

on (!qﬁn,k,ﬂ? + \¢n7,€7212>676en
Zk‘ Zn <|¢n7k,1|2 + |¢n,k,2|2)67ﬁe"A(E

and the eigenvalues e,, and eigenvectors ¢,, here are obtained by using the Matlab function
eig.

(A.3)

, for k=0,1,--- | K,

A.2. Numerical solution of the mean-field Hamiltonian system. In the mean-field
trace formula (5.7)) for time correlation function Sy¢(7), we need to solve the Hamiltonian
system

x.t = vph(xt’pt)’

Pt = —Vh(xe, pr),
to obtain the state variable z, at time ¢ = 7. Specifically, given the initial state (xg,po)
at time tg = 0, we apply the velocity Verlet method, where for each discrete time point
tn = to + nAt, the dynamics of state variables (x,p) in (L) is approximated by

At
pn-i—% = pp + 7 : ( - v$h(xnapn))7

Tptl = Tp + At - pn+%a

At

Pn+1 = pn+% + o ( - V:vh(anrlaanr%))-
The integrals in molecular dynamics formulas (57), (5.9), and (5I0) are computed with
a fourth-order composite Simpson’s method, with a discretized mesh x; = xg + [Ax, p; =
po + lAp, for [ = 0,1,--- L on the phase space (z,p) and the computational domain 2 =
[0, 2] X [po, pr] is taken to be sufficiently large, with Ax = (x;, —xz¢)/L, Ap = (pr, —po)/L.
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