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CANONICAL MEAN-FIELD MOLECULAR DYNAMICS DERIVED

FROM QUANTUM MECHANICS

XIN HUANG, PETR PLECHÁČ, 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−1), 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−1) 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−βH)/Tr (e−βH) with respect to the electron degrees of
freedom and H is the Weyl symbol corresponding to a quantum many body Hamiltonian

Ĥ . It is proved that the mean-field molecular dynamics approximates canonical quantum
correlation observables with accuracy O(M−1 + tǫ2), for correlation time t where ǫ2 is
related to the variance of mean value approximation h. 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
β = 1/(kBT ), where kB is the Boltzmann constant and T > 0 is the temperature. We work
in Hartree atomic units in which the reduced Planck constant ~ = 1, the electron charge
e = 1, the Bohr radius a0 = 1 and the electron mass me = 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 = mp/me ≈ 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 xe, and nuclei, with coordinates
x,

− 1

2M
∆x −

1

2
∆xe + V̂e(x, xe) .
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In this work, in the spirit of Born-Oppenheimer (adiabatic) approximation, we replace the
time evolution of electrons by the Schrödinger electron eigenvalue problem. We represent

the electronic kinetic energy operator and the interaction operator, Ĥe = −1
2∆xe + V̂e(x, xe)

as a matrix-valued potential V̂ (x) obtained by a representation of the operator −1
2∆xe +

V̂e(x, xe) on a finite-dimensional (d-dimensional) subspace of suitable normalized electronic

eigenfunctions {φk}dk=1, as V (x)kℓ = 〈φk, Ĥe(x, ·)φℓ〉, described precisely in Section 2. Hence
we work with the Hamiltonian operator

(1.1) Ĥ = − 1

2M
∆⊗ I + V (x) .

The first term − 1
2M∆x ⊗ I represents the kinetic energy of the nuclei where I is the d × d

identity matrix. The second term, V (x), is the matrix-valued potential approximation to

Ĥe 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 : RN → Rd×d that depends on the positions xi ∈ R3 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 (1.1) with the same mass by the change of coordinates

M
1/2
1 x̄ = M1/2x.
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 Ĥ the corresponding matrix valued Weyl symbol
becomes H(x, p) = 1

2 |p|2I + V (x) for the nuclei phase-space points (x, p) ∈ RN × RN , as
described more precisely in Section 2.

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 Ât and B̂t. 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 (x, p) ∈ RN ×RN 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 Ĥ acting on wave

functions in L2(RN ,Cd) ≡ [L2(RN )]d we denote ρ̂ = e−βĤ the density operator for a

quantum Hamiltonian operator Ĥ at the inverse temperature β > 0 and consider quantum
correlation observables based on the normalized trace

(1.2)
Tr (ÂtB̂0e

−βĤ)

Tr (e−βĤ)
,

and the symmetrized version

(1.3) Tqm(t) :=
Tr
(
1
2(ÂtB̂0 + B̂0Ât)e

−βĤ
)

Tr (e−βĤ)
,
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for quantum observables Ât = eitM
1/2ĤÂ0e

−itM1/2Ĥ and B̂0 at times t and 0, respectively.

That is, the quantum observables solve the Heisenberg-von Neumann equation dÂt/dt =

iM1/2[Ĥ, Ât], where [Ĥ, Ât] = ĤÂt − ÂtĤ is the commutator. Here M−1/2 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

(1.4) Tmd(t) :=

∫
R2N A0

(
zt(z0)

)
B0(z0)Tr (e

−βH(z0)) dz0∫
R2N Tr (e−βH(z0)) dz0

of the correlation function (1.3), where A0 and B0 are the Weyl symbols for the initial
quantum observables and zt := (xt, pt) solves the Hamiltonian system

ẋt = ∇ph(xt, pt) ,

ṗt =−∇xh(xt, pt) ,
(1.5)

with the initial data z0 := (x0, p0) ∈ R2N of nuclei positions and momenta. The trace
Tr (e−βH(z0)) is over the space Rd×d of d × 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−βĤ) represents the
trace acting on the space of trace operators on L2(RN ,Cd) 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 Tqm − Tmd ?

Assume Ψ : RN → Cd×d is a differentiable orthogonal matrix. Based on certain regu-
larity assumptions on A0, B0, V and Ψ, we prove in Theorem 2.1 that for the mean-field
Hamiltonian h : RN × RN → R defined by

(1.6) h(z) :=
Tr (H(z)e−βH(z))

Tr (e−βH(z))
,

and the symbols A0 and B0, which are independent of the electron coordinates, we have

(1.7) |Tqm(t)− Tmd(t)| = O(M−1 + tǫ21 + t2ǫ22) ,

where the parameters ǫ2j are the variances

ǫ21 =
‖Tr

(
(H − h)2e−βH

)
‖L1(R2N )

‖Tr
(
e−βH

)
‖L1(R2N )

,

ǫ22 =
‖Tr

(
∇(HΨ − h) · ∇(HΨ − h)e−βHΨ

)
‖L1(R2N )

‖Tr
(
e−βHΨ

)
‖L1(R2N )

,

(1.8)

with the definitionHΨ(x, p) :=
|p|2
2 I+Ψ∗(x)V (x)Ψ(x) using the Hermitian transpose Ψ∗(x) .
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We note that the mean-field Hamiltonian can be written

h(x, p) =
|p|2
2

+
Tr (V (x)e−βV (x))

Tr (e−βV (x))

=
|p|2
2

+

∑d−1
i=0 λi(x)e

−βλi(x)

∑d−1
i=0 e−βλi(x)

=:
|p|2
2

+ λ∗(x) ,

(1.9)

where λi(x), i = 0, . . . , d − 1, are the eigenvalues of V (x), and λ∗ : RN → R is the
obtained mean-field potential. Therefore the mean-field h is independent of the large mass
ratio parameter M , so that the dynamics (1.5) 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−βH)/Tr (e−βH) is the mean value with respect to the Gibbs density. The error term
ǫ21 can be written as the corresponding normed variance

(1.10) ǫ21 =
‖
∑d−1

i=0 (λi − λ∗)2e−βλi‖L1(RN )

‖∑d−1
i=0 e−βλi‖L1(RN )

and at points x where the eigenvalues λi(x) are separated a suitable choice of Ψ(x) is the
matrix of eigenvectors to V (x) which implies
(1.11)

Tr
(
∇(HΨ−h)·∇(HΨ−h)e−βHΨ

)
(x, p) =

d−1∑

i=0

(
∇(λi(x)−λ∗(x))·∇(λi(x)−λ∗(x))e

−βλi(x)−β|p|2/2) .

On the other hand to have sets with coinciding eigenvalues is generic in dimension two and
higher, see [24], and there the matrix Ψ(x) is in general not differentiable. Therefore (1.11)
will typically not hold everywhere. Section 5 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 (1.7), as Theorem 2.1, together with the ideas of
its proof. Sections 3 and 4 present the proof of the theorem. Section 5 presents numerical
experiments on the approximation error Tqm(t)− Tmd discussed in the next Section 1.2.

1.2. Numerical comparisons. In Section 5 we present some numerical examples with
varying settings of t, 1/M, ǫ2i , related to different potentials V with the purpose to study
the following questions: Is the estimate (1.7) sharp or does the error in practise behave
differently with respect to t, 1/M and ǫ2i ? 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 λ0 instead of λ∗ ?

Theorem 2.1 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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(1.12) Ĥ = − 1

2M
∆⊗ I + V (x),

where I is the 2× 2 identity matrix, V : R → R2×2 given by

(1.13) V (x) =
1

4
(x− 1

2
)4I + c

[
x δ
δ −x

]
, (x, c, δ) ∈ R× R× R ,

with the two eigenvalues

(1.14) λ0(x) =
1

4
(x− 1

2
)4 − c

√
x2 + δ2 , λ1(x) =

1

4
(x− 1

2
)4 + c

√
x2 + δ2 ,

plotted in Figure 1 (Case E in Table 1).
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Figure 1. The eigenvalue functions λ0(x) and λ1(x) of the potential matrix
V (x), and the corresponding mean-field potential λ∗(x), for the parameters
c = 1, δ = 0.1 (Case E).

Section 5 presents numerical results comparing quantum mechanics to the three different
numerical approximations based on: the ground state potential λ0, mean-field potential
λ∗ and excited state dynamics. The excited state molecular dynamics studied in [14] uses
several paths related to different electron eigenvalues and is defined by

(1.15) Tes(τ) :=
d−1∑

j=0

∫

R2N

A0(z
j
τ (z0))B0(z0)

e−β(
|p0|

2

2
+λj(x0))

∑d−1
k=0

∫
R2N e−β( |p|

2

2
+λk(x))dxdp

dz0,

where zjτ = (xjτ , p
j
τ ), j = 0, . . . , d− 1 solves the Hamiltonian dynamics for state j

ẋjτ = pjτ ,

ṗjτ = −∇λj(x
j
τ ) ,

with the initial condition zj0 = (x0, p0) = z0.
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1.2.1. Equilibrium observables. For equilibrium observables, i.e., where τ = 0, the mean-
field and excited state dynamics are equal since then

(1.16) Tmd(0) = Tes(0) =

∫

R2N

A0(z0)B0(z0)
Tr (e−βH(z0))dz0∫
R2N Tr (e−βH(z))dz

.

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 τ > 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 (1.2)
in the canonical ensemble, cf. [6, 20, 8, 13]. For instance, the classical observable for the
diffusion constant

1

6τ

3

N

N/3∑

k=1

|xk(τ)− xk(0)|2 =
1

2Nτ

(
|x(τ)|2 + |x(0)|2 − 2x(τ) · x(0)

)

includes the time-correlation x(τ) ·x(0). Hence the corresponding quantum correlation (1.2)

would for this case use Âτ = x̂τ I and B̂0 = x̂0I, and

x̂τ · x̂0 =
N/3∑

n=1

3∑

j=1

eiτM
1/2Ĥ x̂nje

−iτM1/2Ĥ x̂nj .

The numerical results in Section 5 for time-dependent observables are mainly based on
the momentum auto-correlation

Tr
(
(p̂τ · p̂0 + p̂0 · p̂τ )e−βĤ

)

2Tr (e−βĤ)
,

which is related to the diffusion constant D by the Green-Kubo formula [12]

D =

∫∞
0

∫
R2N ps(x0, p0) · p0Tr

(
e−βH(x0,p0)

)
dx0dp0ds∫

R2N Tr
(
e−βH(x0,p0)

)
dx0dp0

,

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

The different numerical experiments in Table 1 are chosen by varying the parameters
such that all three, two, one or no molecular dynamics approximate well. In Case A, 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 , ǫ21 and ǫ22 are
small. In Case B, with small difference of the eigenvalues (i.e. c is small), the mean-field and
excited states dynamics is more accurate than ground state dynamics and the error terms
1/M , ǫ21 and ǫ22 are still small. The result is similar in Case C, with an avoided crossing
(i.e. δ 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 ǫ21 and ǫ22 are large. Finally
in Case E, 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 τ and the
error terms ǫ21 and ǫ22 are large.

case β c δ q1 ǫ21 ǫ22 plot features
A 3.3 1 1 0.0002 0.001 0.00013 Fig.6a high β, large γλ, large gap

B 1 0.1 1 0.43 0.019 0.004 Fig.6b medium β, small γλ, small gap
C 1 0.1 0.01 0.46 0.009 0.010 Fig.6c medium β, small γλ, smallest gap
D 0.28 1 1 0.30 2.011 0.416 Fig.6d low β, large γλ, large gap

E 1 1 0.1 0.16 0.290 0.503 Fig.1 medium β, large γλ, small gap

Table 1. A summary of different parameter settings in each test case,
where q1 denotes the probability of the electronic excited state, with the
precise definition in (5.4). Low value of β means a high system tempera-
ture, the parameter c measures the difference between the two eigenvalues
γλ :=

∫
R
|λ1 − λ0| e−βλ0 dx/

∫
R
e−βλ0 dx and the parameters c and δ deter-

mine the eigenvalue gap. The value of ǫ22 is computed following (1.11) with
Ψ(x) the matrix of eigenvectors to V (x).

Figures 11b and 12b show that in Case D and Case E, 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 , tǫ21
and t2ǫ22 in (1.7) to the numerical experiments are in Section 5. 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−1) 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 Schrödinger equations and uses an expan-
sion in the Planck constant ~ 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 Schrödinger 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 [17], 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 [18]. 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 ~, use the
Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem to estimate operator norms. Such approach yields
error bounds with constants depending on the L1(R2N )-norms of Fourier transforms
of symbols and the potential. The L1(R2N )-norm of a Fourier transformed function
can be bounded by the L1(R2N ) norm of derivatives of order N of the function.
Therefore the obtained constants in O(~α) 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
L1(R2N ) 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 Calderón-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 t ∈ R, based on eitĤ for the dynamics, and inte-

grals for Gibbs function e−βĤ that decay with increasing inverse temperature β ∈ (0,∞).

The high variance related to the oscillatory integrand eitĤ means that standard computa-
tional path integral formulations for molecular dynamics are applied only to the statistics

based on the partition function Tr (e−βĤ) while the dynamics is approximated classically.
Two popular path integral methods are centroid molecular dynamics and ring-polymer

molecular dynamics, see, e.g., [11] 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 (1.4) and (1.6) 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



CANONICAL MEAN-FIELD MOLECULAR DYNAMICS 9

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 (1.4) and (1.6) 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 ∈ C∞(RN × RN ,Cd×d) | sup

z∈RN×RN

|zγ∂α
z Aij(z)| < ∞ , for all indices

}

where we denote a point in the phase space z = (x, p) and for a multi-index of non-negative
integers α = (α1, . . . , α2N ), we have the partial derivatives ∂α

z = ∂α1
z1 . . . ∂α2N

z2N of the order

|α| = ∑
i αi and similarly we have zγ = zγ11 . . . zγ2N2N for the multi-index γ. For a matrix-

valued symbol A we also use the notation A′(z) for the tensor (A′(z))mij := ∂zmAij(z) and

A′′(z) for the 4th-order tensor (A′′(z))mn
ij := ∂2

zmznAij(z). The dual space of tempered

distributions is denoted S ′.
(ii) the space of L2 vector-valued wave functions

H := L2(RN ,Cd) ≡ [L2(RN )]d .

We define the Weyl quantization operator of a matrix-valued symbol A ∈ S as the

mapping A 7→ Â that assigns to the symbol A the linear operator Â : H → H defined for
all Schwartz functions φ(x) by

Âφ(x) =

∫

RN

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

RN

eiM
1/2(x−y)·pA(12 (x+ y), p) dp φ(y) dy

=:

∫

RN

KA(x, y)φ(y) dy ,

(2.1)

and extended to all wave functions φ ∈ H by density. The expression (2.1) shows that the
kernel KA on H is the Fourier transform in the second argument of the symbol A(x, p) and
consequently the Weyl quantization is well defined for symbols in S ′, the space of tempered
distributions.
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For example, the symbol

H(x, p) := 1
2 |p|2I + V (x)

yields the Hamiltonian operator

Ĥ = − 1

2M
∆⊗ I + V (x) .

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

Theorem 2.1. Let Ψ : RN → Cd×d be a differentiable mapping into orthogonal matrices

and define VΨ := Ψ∗VΨ, for the Hermitian potential V : RN → Cd×d. Assume that the

components of the Hessian V ′′
Ψ are in the Schwartz class and the scalar symbols a0 : R

2N → C

and b0 : R2N → C are infinitely differentiable and compactly supported. Furthermore,

suppose that there is a constant k such that V +kI is positive definite everywhere, Tr (e−βĤ)
is finite, and there is a constant C such that

‖Tr e−βV ‖L1(RN ) + ‖Tr (V 2e−βV )‖L1(RN ) + ‖Tr
(
(

N∑

m=1

∑

|α|≤3

∂α
xm

VΨ∂
α
xm

VΨ)e
−βVΨ

)
‖L1(RN ) ≤ C ,

∑

|α|≤3

(
‖∂α

z a0‖L∞(R2N ) + ‖∂α
z b0‖L∞(R2N )

)
≤ C ,

max
i

∑

|α|≤3

‖∂α
x ∂xih‖L∞(R2N ) ≤ C ,

∫

R2N

Tr
(
|
∑

n,m

pn∂
2
xnxm

VΨ(x)pm| e−β( |p|
2

2
I+VΨ(x))

)
dxdp ≤ C ,

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(
∑

n

pn∂
2
xn
VΨ(x))

2 e−β( |p|
2

2
I+VΨ(x))

)
dxdp ≤ C ,

then there are constants c, M̄ , t̄, depending on C and β, such that the quantum canonical

observable (1.3), with A0 = a0I and B0 = b0I, can be approximated by the mean-field

molecular dynamics (1.4)-(1.5) with the error

(2.2) |Tqm(t)− Tmd(t)| ≤ c(M−1 + tǫ21 + t2ǫ22) ,

for M ≥ M̄ and 0 ≤ t ≤ t̄, where

ǫ21 = ‖Tr
(
(H − h)2e−βH

)
‖L1(R2N )/‖Tr

(
e−βH

)
‖L1(R2N ) ,

ǫ22 = ‖Tr
(
∇(HΨ − h) · ∇(HΨ − h)e−βHΨ

)
‖L1(R2N )/‖Tr

(
e−βH

)
‖L1(R2N ) , HΨ :=

|p|2
2

I + VΨ .

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.
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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(x, p) on the phase space we define the Poisson bracket

{v,w} := ∇pv(x, p) · ∇xw(x, p)−∇xv(x, p) · ∇pw(x, p)

=
(
∇p′ ,−∇x′) · (∇x,∇p)

)
v(x′, p′)w(x, p)

∣∣
(x,p)=(x′,p′)

.
(2.3)

We denote the gradient operator in the variable z = (x, p) as ∇z = (∇x,∇p) and ∇′
z =

(∇p,−∇x), hence the Poisson bracket is expressed as

(2.4) {v,w} =
(
∇′

z′ · ∇z

)
v(z′)w(z)

∣∣
z=z′

.

For two operators Ĉ, D̂ on the space H we define their commutator

[Ĉ, D̂] = ĈD̂ − D̂Ĉ .

To relate the quantum and classical dynamics for particular observables with symbols
of the type a0I treated in Theorem 2.1, we assume that the classical Hamiltonian flow
zt(z0) :=

(
xt(z0), pt(z0)

)
solves the Hamiltonian system

ẋt = pt = ∇ph(xt, pt) ,

ṗt = −∇xh(xt, pt) ,

with the initial data (x0, p0) = z0 ∈ R2N . Given a scalar Schwartz function a0 we define a
smooth function on the flow zt(z0)

(2.5) at(z0) := a0
(
zt(z0)

)
,

and we have that at(z0) satisfies

(2.6) ∂tat(z0) = {h(z0), at(z0)}
since the direct calculation gives

∂tat(z0) = ∂sa0
(
zt(zs)

)∣∣
s=0

= ż0 · ∇z0a0
(
zt(z0)

)
= {h(z0), at(z0)} .

The corresponding quantum evolution of the observable Â, for t ∈ R, is defined by the
Heisenberg-von Neumann equation

∂tÂt = iM1/2[Ĥ, Ât] ,(2.7)

which implies the representation

Ât = eitM
1/2ĤÂ0e

−itM1/2Ĥ .

The basic property in Weyl calculus that links the quantum evolution (2.7) to the classical
(2.6) is the relation

(2.8) iM1/2[Ĥ, ât] = {H, at}̂ + r̂at

where the remainder symbol rat is small. In Lemma 3.2 we show that

(2.9) lim
M→∞

Mras =
1

12
(∇z0 · ∇′

z′0
)3H(z0)a0

(
zs(z

′
0)
)∣∣

z0=z′0
.

The main obstacle to establish the classical limit for dynamics based on the matrix-valued

operator Hamiltonian Ĥ is that matrix symbols do not commute, i.e. [H,At] 6= 0, which
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implies the additional larger remainder iM1/2[H,At] in (2.8). Therefore the usual semiclas-

sical analysis perform approximate diagonalization of [Ĥ, Ât], see [23, 14]. 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 (2.8) we use Duhamel’s principle, see [5]: the inhomogeneous linear
equation in the variable At − at ≡ At − atI, where At satisfies the evolution (2.7) and at is
defined by (2.5),

∂t(Ât − ât) = iM1/2[Ĥ, Ât]− {h, at}̂
= iM1/2[Ĥ, Ât − ât] + iM1/2[Ĥ, ât]− {h, at}̂

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

(2.10) Ât − ât =

∫ t

0
eiM

1/2(t−s)Ĥ
(
iM1/2[Ĥ, âs]− {h, as}̂

)
e−iM1/2(t−s)Ĥ ds .

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

ρ − e−βH of the Weyl symbol ρ for the quantum Gibbs density operator ρ̂ = e−βĤ and
the classical Gibbs density e−βH . To characterize asymptotic behaviour as M → ∞ of this
difference we employ representation of the symbol ρ based on Feynman-Kac path integral
formulation, as presented in Section 2.1.3.

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×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 (2.1) for A ∈ S

(2.11) Tr Â =

∫

RN

TrKA(x, x) dx =

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

RN

∫

RN

TrA(x, p) dp dx .

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 Â and B̂, with A ∈ S and B ∈ S
satisfies

Tr (ÂB̂) =

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

R2N

Tr
(
A(x, p)B(x, p)

)
dxdp ,

where A(x, p)B(x, p) is the matrix product of the two d× d matrices A(x, p) and B(x, p).



CANONICAL MEAN-FIELD MOLECULAR DYNAMICS 13

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

KAB(x, y) =

(√
M

2π

)2N ∫

R3N

A(12 (x+ x′), p)B(12 (x
′ + y), p′)

× eiM
1/2
(
(x−x′)·p+(x′−y)·p′

)
dp′ dp dx′

so that the trace of the composition becomes

Tr (ÂB̂) =

∫

RN

TrKAB(x, x) dx

=

(√
M

2π

)2N ∫

R4N

Tr
(
A(12 (x+ x′), p)B(12 (x

′ + x), p′)
)

× eiM
1/2
(
(x−x′)·p+(x′−x)·p′

)
dp′ dp dx′ dx

=

(√
M

2π

)2N ∫

R4N

Tr
(
A(y, p)B(y, p′)

)
eiM

1/2y′·(p−p′) dp′ dp dy′ dy

=

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

R2N

Tr
(
A(y, p)B(y, p)

)
dp dy ,

using the change of variables (y, y′) =
(
(x+ x′)/2, x − x′

)
, which verifies the claim. �

The composition of three operators does not have a corresponding phase-space represen-

tation. We will instead use the composition operator # (Moyal product), defined by ÂB̂ =

Â#B, to reduce the number of Weyl quantizations to two, e.g., as ÂB̂ĈD̂ = Â#B Ĉ#D.
More precisely, the Moyal product of two symbols has the representation

(2.12) A#B = e
i

2M1/2
(∇x′ ·∇p−∇x·∇p′)A(x, p)B(x′, p′)

∣∣
(x,p)=(x′,p′)

.

For general background we refer the reader to [26] or [18].

The isometry between Weyl operators with the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, Tr (Â∗B̂),
and the corresponding L2(RN×RN ,Cd×d) symbols obtained by Lemma 2.2 shows how to ex-
tend from symbols in S to L2(RN×RN ,Cd×d) by density of S in L2(RN×RN ,Cd×d), see [23].

We will use the Hilbert-Schmidt norms ‖Â‖2HS = Tr (Â∗Â) = Tr (Â2) and ‖TrA2‖L2(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 ρ for the Gibbs density

operator ρ̂ = e−βĤ we will use path integrals (in so called imaginary time), as in [6], [1] and
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[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−βĤφ)(x′) =
∫

RN

Kρ(x
′, y′)φ(y′) dy′ ,

obtained from that (e−βĤφ)(x′) =: u(x′, β) solves the parabolic partial differential equation

∂βu(·, β) + Ĥu(·, β) = 0 , β > 0 , u(·, 0) = φ .

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 ρs(x, p),
and thereby the associated kernel is denoted Kρs . Direct application of the Feynman-Kac
formula, see Theorem 7.6 in [15], implies that the kernel can be written as the expected
value

(2.13) Kρs(x
′, y′) = E

[
e−

∫ β
0 V (ω′

r) drδ(ω′
β − y′) |ω′

0 = x′
]
,

where ω′
t solves the stochastic differential equation

dω′
t = M−1/2 dWt , ω′

0 = x′ ,

with the standard Wiener process Wt in RN and the delta measure δ(ω′
β − y′) concentrated

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

ρ̂sφ(x) =

∫

RN

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

RN

eiM
1/2(x−y)·pρs(

1
2(x+ y), p) dp

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=Kρs(x,y)

φ(y) dy ,

from which we obtain the expression for the symbol of an operator associated with the
kernel Kρs(x, y)

(2.14) ρs(x, p) =

∫

RN

e−iM1/2y·pKρs(x+
y

2
, x− y

2
) dy .

Using the substitution x′ = x+ y
2 , and y′ = x− y

2 , i.e.,

y = x′ − y′ and x =
x′ + y′

2
,

and letting

ω′
t = x+

y

2
− ωt

where

(2.15) dωt = M−1/2 dWt , ω0 = 0,

imply by combining (2.14), (2.13) and the transformed path (2.15)

ρs(x, p) =

∫

RN

e−M1/2iy·pE[e−
∫ β
0 V (x+ y

2
−ωr)drδ(y − ωβ) |ω0 = 0]dy

= E[e−iM1/2ωβ ·pe−
∫ β
0

V (x+ 1
2
ωβ−ωr) dr |ω0 = 0] .
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We have obtained the path integral representation of the symbol corresponding to the Gibbs

density operator e−βĤ in the case of the scalar potential V

ρs(x, p) = E[e−iWβ·pe−
∫ β
0 V (x+M−1/2( 1

2
Wβ−Wr)) dr] ,(2.16)

as derived in [1].

We can proceed along similar lines in the case of the matrix-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 (x) is a general matrix, the exponential

e−
∫ β
0

V (x+M−1/2( 1
2
Wβ−Wr)) dr ,

in (2.16) for the time evolution, is replaced by the corresponding matrix-valued process
Υ+

β ∈ Rd×d which solves

(2.17) Υ̇+
t = −Υ+

t V
(
x+M−1/2(12Wβ −Wt)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:V +
t

, t ∈ (0, β) and Υ+
0 = I.

We will use the notation W β
t := 1

2Wβ−Wt. The steps in the derivation of (2.16) then imply
that the symbol in the case of a matrix-valued potential can again be expressed by

ρ(x, p) = E[e−iWβ ·pΥ+
β (W ) |W0 = 0] .

To estimate ρ−e−βH we use the symmetry property that the Weyl symbol, ρ, for the Gibbs

density operator ρ̂ = e−βĤ is a Hermitian matrix. Indeed, we have e−βĤ represented as an
L2-integral operator with the kernel Kρ and since

Ĥ = − 1

2M
∆⊗ I + V (x)

is real and Hermitian also e−βĤ =
∑∞

n=0(−βĤ)n/n! is real and Hermitian. Therefore the
Weyl symbol corresponding to the Gibbs density operator ρ̂ satisfies

(2.18) ρ(x, p) =

∫

RN

e−iM1/2y·pKρ(x+
y

2
, x− y

2
) dy =

∫

RN

e−iM1/2y·pKρ(x− y

2
, x+

y

2
) dy .

Either of these integral representations show that ρ is Hermitian. The same steps as above
leading to (2.16) can by (2.18) be applied to the change of variables x′ = x − y/2 and
y′ = x+ y/2, which implies that we also have

ρ(x, p) = E[e−iWβ ·pΥ−
β (W ) |W0 = 0] ,

where

(2.19) Υ̇−
t = −Υ−

t V
(
x−M−1/2(12Wβ −Wt)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:V −
t

)
, t ∈ (0, β) and Υ−

0 = I.

Therefore we have the symmetrized representation

(2.20) ρ(x, p) =
1

2
E[e−iWβ ·p (Υ+

β (W ) + Υ−
β (W )

)
|W0 = 0] .

Using the path-integral representation of the symbol ρ(x, p) we prove in Section 4.2
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Lemma 2.3. Assume that the bounds in Theorem 2.1 hold. Then

lim
M→∞

M
(
ρ(x, p)− e−βH(x, p)

)

= e−β|p|2/2
( ∫ β

0
(
β

2
− t)2e−tV (x)pTV ′′(x)p e−(β−t)V (x) dt

+

∫ β

0

∫ t

0
(
β

2
− s)(

β

2
− t)e−sV (x)V ′(x)pe−(t−s)V (x)V ′(x)pe−(β−t)V (x)dsdt

)
,

(2.21)

and

‖Tr ρ2‖L∞(R2N ) = O(1) ,

‖Tr ρ2‖L2(R2N ) < ∞ .
(2.22)

3. Proof of Theorem 2.1

The section proves Theorem 2.1 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 t = 0,
Step 3. repeat Step 1 and Step 2 with H replaced by H̄ := Ψ∗#H#Ψ to approximately

diagonalize H.

Proof of the theorem. Step 1. Lemma 3.2 shows that the commutator has the representa-
tion

(3.1) iM1/2[Ĥ, âs] = ({H, as}+ ras )̂ ,

where the remainder ra vanishes as M → ∞. By Duhamel’s principle we have by (2.6) and
(2.7) as in (2.10)

Tr
(
(ÂtB̂0e

−βĤ − âtB̂0e
−βĤ)

=

∫ t

0
Tr
(
eiM

1/2(t−s)Ĥ
(
iM1/2[Ĥ, âs]− {h, as}̂

)
e−iM1/2(t−s)ĤB̂0e

−βĤ
)
ds

=

∫ t

0
Tr
(
eiM

1/2(t−s)Ĥ
(
{H, as}̂ + r̂a − {h, as}̂

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:D̂as

e−iM1/2(t−s)ĤB̂0e
−βĤ

)
ds

(3.2)

and the cyclic invariance of the trace together with [eiM
1/2(t−s)Ĥ , e−βĤ ] = 0 imply

Tr
(
(ÂtB̂0e

−βĤ − âtB̂0e
−βĤ)

=

∫ t

0
Tr
(
D̂ase

−iM1/2(t−s)ĤB̂0e
iM1/2(t−s)Ĥe−βĤ

)
ds

=

∫ t

0
Tr
(
D̂asB̂s−te

−βĤ
)
ds .

(3.3)
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The right hand side can again be estimated by applying Duhamel’s principle (3.3), now to

B̂s−t and bs−t, as follows
∫ t

0
Tr (D̂asB̂s−te

−βĤ) ds−
∫ t

0
Tr (D̂asb̂s−te

−βĤ) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:T0

=

∫ t

0

∫ s−t

0
Tr (e−βĤD̂ase

iM1/2(s−t−τ)ĤD̂bτe
−iM1/2(s−t−τ)Ĥ dτ ds =: T3 .

(3.4)

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

|T3| ≤
∫ t

0

∫ t−s

0

(
Tr
(
(D̂as)

∗D̂ase
−βĤ

)
×

× Tr
(
(eiM

1/2(s−t−τ)ĤD̂bτe
−βĤ/2e−iM1/2(s−t−τ)Ĥ)∗×

× (eiM
1/2(s−t−τ)ĤD̂bτe

−βĤ/2e−iM1/2(s−t−τ)Ĥ)
))1/2

dτ ds

=

∫ t

0

∫ t−s

0

(
Tr
(
(D̂as)

∗D̂ase
−βĤ

)
Tr
(
(D̂bτ )

∗D̂bτe
−βĤ

))1/2
dτ ds .

(3.5)

The following two lemmas, proved in Section 4, estimate the remainder terms T0 and T3

Lemma 3.1 (Mean-field approximation). Assume that the bounds in Theorem 2.1 hold,

then

(3.6)
|T0|

Tr (e−βĤ)
= O

(
tǫ21 + tM−1

)
.

Lemma 3.2 (Composition analysis). Assume that the bounds in Theorem 2.1 hold and that

c and d are in the Schwartz space S, then
c#d = cd+ rcd ,

lim
M→∞

M1/2
rcd =

i

2
(∇z · ∇′

z′)c(z)d(z
′)
∣∣
z=z′

,

and if c and d are scalar valued

1

2
(c#d+ d#c) = cd+ rcd ,

lim
M→∞

Mrcd =
1

8
(∇z · ∇′

z′)
2c(z)d(z′)

∣∣
z=z′

,

and if c is scalar valued

iM1/2(H#c− c#H) = {H, c} + rc ,

rc =
1

8M

∫ 1

0
cos(

s̄

2M1/2
∇z · ∇′

z′)(∇z · ∇′
z′)

3H(z)c(z′)
∣∣
z=z′

(1− s̄)2 ds̄ ,

lim
M→∞

Mrc =
1

24
(∇z · ∇′

z′)
3H(z)c(z′)

∣∣
z=z′

,



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

where the limits hold in L1(R2N ) and L∞(R2N ). Furthermore the function at : R
2N → C,

defined in (2.5), is in the Schwartz class and there holds

|T3|
Tr (e−βĤ)

= O
(
t2(ǫ22 +M−1)

)
.

The combination of (3.2)-(3.5), Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 imply

(3.7)
|Tr
(
(ÂtB̂0e

−βĤ − âtB̂0e
−βĤ)|

Tr (e−βĤ)
= O(tM−1 + tǫ21 + t2ǫ22) .

Similarly the symmetrized difference has the same bound

Tr
(
(ÂtB̂0 + B̂0Ât)e

−βĤ
)
− Tr

(
(âtB̂0 + B̂0ât)e

−βĤ
)

= Tr
(
(Âtb̂0 + b̂0Ât)e

−βĤ
)
− Tr

(
(âtb̂0 + b̂0ât)e

−βĤ
)
= O(tM−1 + tǫ21 + t2ǫ22)Tr (e

−βĤ) ,

(3.8)

obtained by interchanging the role of Â and B̂ in (3.7).
Step 2. Here we estimate the second term in the left hand side of (3.8), which can be

split into

(3.9) Tr
(
(âtb̂0 + b̂0ât)e

−βĤ
)
= Tr

(
(âtb̂0 + b̂0ât)ê−βH

)
+Tr

(
(âtb̂0 + b̂0ât)(e

−βĤ − ê−βH)
)
.

The first term in the right hand side in (3.9) has by Lemma 2.2 the classical molecular
dynamics approximation

Tr
( âtb̂0 + b̂0ât

2
ê−βH

)
=

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

R2N

Tr
((at#b0 + b0#at)(x, p)

2
e−βH(x,p)

)
dxdp

=

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

R2N

Tr
(
a0
(
zt(z0)

)
b0(z0)e

−βH(z0)
)
+Tr

(
rab(z0)e

−βH(z0)
)
dz0 ,

(3.10)

where by Lemma 3.2

lim
M→∞

M

∫

R2N

Tr
(
rab(z0)e

−βH(z0)
)
dz0

=
1

16

∫

R2N

Tr
(
e−βH(z0)

)
(∇z0 · ∇′

z′0
)2
(
a0
(
zt(z0)

)
b0(z

′
0)
)∣∣

z0=z′0
dz0 .

(3.11)

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

Tr
( âtb̂0 + b̂0ât

2
(ê−βH − ρ̂)

)
=

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

R2N
Tr
(at#b0 + b0#at

2
(e−βH − ρ)

)
dz
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and Lemmas 2.3 and 3.2 imply

lim
M→∞

(
M

∫

R2N

Tr
(at#b0 + b0#at

2
(e−βH − ρ)

)
dz
)

=

∫

R2N

Tr
(
2−1(atb0 + b0at)(x, p)e

−β|p|2/2×

×
∫ β

0
(
β

2
− r)2e−rV (x)pTV ′′(x)pe−(β−r)V (x) dr

)
dxdp

+

∫

R2N

Tr
(
2−1(atb0 + b0at)(x, p)e

−β|p|2/2×

×
∫ β

0

∫ r

0
(
β

2
− s)(

β

2
− r)e−sV (x)V ′(x)pe−(r−s)V (x)V ′(x)pe−(β−r)V (x)dsdr

)
dxdp

=
β3

24

∫

R2N

(atb0 + b0at)(x, p)e
−β|p|2/2Tr

(
pTV ′′(x)pe−βV (x)

)
dxdp+O(1)

= O(1) ,

(3.12)

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

∫

R2N

. . . =

∫

Lc
m

. . . +

∫

Lm

. . .

over a compact set Lc
m := {z ∈ R2N : h(z) ≤ m} and its complement Lm := {z ∈ R2N :

h(z) > m} and using that ρ is uniformly bounded in L∞(R2N ): the second integral is
zero for m sufficiently large, as verified in (3.14) below, and in the compact set we apply
dominated convergence.

Verification of
∫
Lm

|at(z0)|dz0 = 0. The integration with respect to the initial data
measure dz0 can be replaced by integration with respect to dzt since the phase space
volume is preserved, i.e. the Jacobian determinant

|det
(∂z0
∂zt

)
| = 1

is constant for all time by Liouville’s theorem. We first verify that

(3.13) h(z) → ∞ as |z| → ∞ .

By assumption
∫
RN Tr e−βV (x) dx < ∞. Therefore the smallest eigenvalue λ0(x) of V (x) also

satisfies
∫
RN e−βλ0(x) dx < ∞ and as h(x, p) ≥ |p|2/2+λ0(x) we have

∫
R2N e−βh(x,p) dxdp <

∞, which combined with the assumption ‖∇xh(x, p)‖L∞(R2N ) ≤ C establishes (3.13). By

using the two properties h
(
zt(z0)

)
= h(z0) and h(z) → ∞ as |z| → ∞ together with the



20 X. HUANG, P. PLECHÁČ, M. SANDBERG, AND A. SZEPESSY

compact support of a0 we obtain
∫

Lm

|a0
(
zt(x0, p0)

)
|dz0 =

∫

Lm

|a0
(
zt(x0, p0)

)
||det

(∂z0
∂zt

)
|dzt

=

∫

Lm

|a0(z)|dz = 0 as m → ∞ .

(3.14)

In conclusion we have

1

2
Tr
(
(âtb̂0 + b̂0ât)e

−βĤ
)
=

(√
M

2π

)N ( ∫

R2N

Tr
(
a0(zt(z0))b0(z0)e

−βH(z0)
)
+O(M−1)

)
,

which combined with (3.8) proves the theorem for Ψ = I.
Step 3. To improve the error estimate ǫ22 we study the transformed Hamiltonian operator

̂̄H := Ψ∗ĤΨ

where Ψ : RN → Cd×d and Ψ(x) is any twice differentiable orthogonal matrix with the
Hermitian transpose Ψ∗(x). This Step 3 has the three substeps:

Step 3.1 study the dynamics under H̄,
Step 3.2 analyse H̄ = Ψ∗#H#Ψ,
Step 3.3 modify Steps 1 and 2.

Step 3.1. Let α be any complex number and define for t ∈ R the exponential

̂̄yt := Ψ∗etαĤΨ.

Differentiation shows that

∂t ̂̄yt = αΨ∗ĤΨΨ∗etαĤΨ = αΨ∗ĤΨ ̂̄yt
and consequently

̂̄yt = etαΨ
∗ĤΨ = etα

̂̄H .

Therefore the transformed variable

(3.15) ̂̄A(t, z) := Ψ∗ÂtΨ , t ∈ R ,

evolves with the dynamics ̂̄H
̂̄At = Ψ∗ÂtΨ

= Ψ∗eitM
1/2ĤÂ0e

−itM1/2ĤΨ̂

= eitM
1/2 ̂̄H ̂̄A0e

−itM1/2 ̂̄H .

and the cyclic property of the trace implies that the quantum observable satisfies
(3.16)

Tr (ÂtB̂0e
−βĤ) = Tr (ΨΨ∗

︸︷︷︸
=I

ÂtB̂0e
−βĤ) = Tr (Ψ∗ÂtΨΨ∗B̂0ΨΨ∗e−βĤΨ) = Tr (̂̄At

̂̄B0e
−β ̂̄H) ,
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where the initial symbols are given by

Ā0 = Ψ∗#a0#Ψ ,

B̄0 = Ψ∗#b0#Ψ .

Step 3.2. We have

(3.17) H̄(x, p) = Ψ∗#H#Ψ(x, p) = Ψ∗(x)H(x, p)Ψ(x) +
1

4M
∇Ψ∗(x) · ∇Ψ(x) ,

as derived in [14] from the composition in (2.12):

Ψ∗#H#Ψ(x, p)

= Ψ∗(x)#
(
H(x, p)Ψ(x) +

iM−1/2

2
p · ∇Ψ(x)− M−1

4
∆Ψ(x)

)

= Ψ∗(x)H(x, p)Ψ(x) +
iM−1/2

2
p · ∇Ψ∗(x)Ψ(x) − M−1

4
∆Ψ∗(x)Ψ(x)

+
i

2M1/2
Ψ∗(x)p · ∇Ψ(x)− 1

4M
∇Ψ∗(x) · ∇Ψ(x)− 1

4M
Ψ∗(x)∆Ψ(x)

where by the orthogonality Ψ∗Ψ = I

Ψ∗#H#Ψ(x, p) = Ψ∗(x)H(x, p)Ψ(x) +
i

2M1/2
p · ∇

(
Ψ∗(x)Ψ(x)

)

− 1

4M

(
∆
(
Ψ∗(x)Ψ(x)

)
−∇Ψ∗(x) · ∇Ψ(x)

)

= Ψ∗(x)H(x, p)Ψ(x) +
1

4M
∇Ψ∗(x) · ∇Ψ(x) .

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

Ψ∗(x)H(x, p)Ψ(x) =
|p|2
2

I + Λ(x)

is diagonal, with the eigenvectors λi(x) of V (x) forming the diagonal d×d matrix Λ(x). The
non diagonal part 1

4M∇Ψ∗(x)·∇Ψ(x) of H̄(x, p) is small if Ψ(x) is differentiable everywhere.
If the eigenvectors to V are not differentiable in a point x∗, we may use a regularized version
of Ψ in a neighbourhood of x∗ to form an approximate diagonalization of H.

Step 3.3. The derivation in Step 1 can now be repeated with H replaced by H̄ and A,B
by Ā, B̄. Duhamel’s principle (2.10) implies

̂̄At − ât − (̂̄A0 − â0) =

∫ t

0
eiM

1/2(t−s) ̂̄H(iM1/2[ ̂̄H, âs]− {h, as}̂
)
e−iM1/2(t−s) ̂̄H ds ,

and we obtain by (3.16) as in (3.7)

Tr
(
(ÂtB̂0e

−βĤ − ât
̂̄B0e

−β ̂̄H) = Tr
(
( ̂̄At

̂̄B0e
−β ̂̄H − ât

̂̄B0e
−β ̂̄H)

= T0 + T3 +Tr
(
(̂̄A0 − â0)

̂̄B0e
−β ̂̄H)+

∫ t

0
Tr
(
D̂as(

̂̄B0 − b̂0)e
−β ̂̄H)ds ,
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where H is replaced by H̄ in D̂a, D̂b, T0 and T3, so that

T0 =

∫ t

0
Tr ( D̂as︸︷︷︸

=:{H̄−h,as)}̂+r̂a

b̂s−te
−β ̂̄H) ds ,

T3 =

∫ t

0

∫ s−t

0
Tr (e−β ̂̄HD̂ase

iM1/2(s−t−τ) ̂̄HD̂bτe
−iM1/2(s−t−τ) ̂̄H dτ ds .

The two terms T0 and T3 have the bounds in Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 with H replaced by
H̄. It remains to show that the initial errors satisfy

(3.18)
Tr
(
(̂̄A0 − â0)

̂̄B0e
−β ̂̄H)

Tr (e−β ̂̄H)
+

∫ t
0 Tr

(
D̂as(

̂̄B0 − b̂0)e
−β ̂̄H)ds

Tr (e−β ̂̄H)
= O(M−1) .

To prove (3.18) let ̂̄ρ = e−β ̂̄H , then by the composition (2.12) and Lemma 2.2 we obtain

Tr
(
(̂̄A0 − â0)

̂̄B0e
−β ̂̄H) = Tr

((
(Ā0 − a0)#B̄0

)̂ ̂̄ρ
)

=
(√M

2π

)N
∫

R2N

Tr
((

(Ā0 − a0)#B̄0

)
ρ̄
)
dxdp .

To estimate the initial error Ā0 − a0 we use Lemma 3.2

a0#Ψ(x, p) = a0(x, p)Ψ(x) +
i

2
√
M

∇pa0(x, p) · ∇xΨ(x)

− 1

4M

∫ 1

0
e−

is
2
M−1/2∇x·∇p(∇x · ∇p)

2a0(x
′, p)Ψ(x)(1− s)ds

∣∣
x′=x

,

which by the composition (2.12) implies

Ā0(x, p) = Ψ∗#a0#Ψ(x, p)

= Ψ∗(x)(a0#Ψ)(x, p) +
i

2
√
M

∇xΨ
∗(x) · ∇p(a0#Ψ)(x, p)

− 1

4M

∫ 1

0
e−

is
2
M−1/2∇x·∇p(∇x · ∇p)

2Ψ∗(x)(a0#Ψ)(x′, p)(1 − s)ds
∣∣
x′=x

= a0(x, p)Ψ
∗(x)Ψ(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=I

+
i

2
√
M

∇pa0(x, p) · ∇x

(
Ψ∗(x)Ψ(x)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

− 1

4M
Ψ∗(x)

∫ 1

0
e−

is
2
M−1/2∇x·∇p(∇x · ∇p)

2
(
a0(x

′, p)Ψ(x)
)
(1− s)ds

∣∣
x′=x

− 1

4M
(∇x′ · ∇p)(∇x · ∇p)

(
Ψ∗(x′)a0(x

′′, p)Ψ(x)
)∣∣

x′′=x′=x

+
i

8M3/2

∫ 1

0
e−

is
2
M−1/2∇x·∇p(∇x · ∇p)

2Ψ∗(x)
(
a0(x

′, p)Ψ(x)
)
(1− s)ds

∣∣
x′=x

− 1

4M

∫ 1

0
e−

is
2
M−1/2∇x·∇p(∇x · ∇p)

2Ψ∗(x)(a0#Ψ)(x′, p)(1− s)ds
∣∣
x′=x

.
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Here the orthogonality Ψ∗Ψ = I implies ∇(Ψ∗Ψ) = 0. We obtain as in (3.11) the limit

lim
M→∞

M

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(Ā0 − a0)B̄0ρ̄

)
dxdp

= −
∫

R2N

Tr
([1

8
Ψ∗(x)(∇x · ∇p)

2a0(x
′, p)Ψ(x)

∣∣
x′=x

+
1

4
(∇x′ · ∇p)(∇x · ∇p)Ψ

∗(x′)a0(x
′′, p)Ψ(x)

∣∣
x′′=x′=x

+
1

8
(∇x · ∇p)

2Ψ∗(x)a0(x
′, p)Ψ(x′)

∣∣
x′=x

]
b0(x, p)e

−βΨ∗(x)H(x,p)Ψ(x)
)
dxdp

and similarly

∫ t

0
Tr
(
D̂as(

̂̄B0 − b̂0)e
−β ̂̄H)ds =

(√M

2π

)N
∫

R2N

Tr
((

Das#(B̄0 − b0)
)
ρ̄
)
dxdp

where

lim
M→∞

(
M

∫

R2N

Tr
((

Das#(B̄0 − b0)
)
ρ̄
)
dxdp

)

= −
∫

R2N

Tr
(
{H̄(x, p)− h(x, p), as(x, p)}

[1
8
Ψ∗(x)(∇x · ∇p)

2b0(x
′, p)Ψ(x)

∣∣
x′=x

+
1

4
(∇x′ · ∇p)(∇x · ∇p)Ψ

∗(x′)b0(x
′′, p)Ψ(x)

∣∣
x′′=x′=x

+
1

8
(∇x · ∇p)

2Ψ∗(x)b0(x
′, p)Ψ(x′)

∣∣
x′=x

]
e−βΨ∗(x)H(x,p)Ψ(x)

)
dxdp .

which proves (3.18).
�

4. Proof of Lemmas

This section estimates the remainder terms T0 and T3 and the statistical error ρ− e−βH .
The error term T3 in Lemma 3.2 is due to remainders from classical approximation while
T0 in Lemma 3.1 is the main term regarding the mean-field approximation. The statistical
error is estimated in Lemma 2.3.

4.1. Proof Lemma 3.1.
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Proof. We consider first the case Ψ = I, i.e. H̄ = H. We have

∫ t

0
Tr (D̂asb̂s−te

−βĤ) ds =

∫ t

0
Tr
(
({H, as}̂ + r̂as − {h, as}̂ )̂bs−te

−βĤ
)
ds

=

∫ t

0
Tr
(
{H − h, as}̂ b̂s−te

−βĤ
)
ds+

∫ t

0
Tr
(
r̂as b̂s−te

−βĤ
)
ds

= (
M1/2

2π
)N
∫ t

0

∫

R2N

Tr
(
({H − h, as}#bs−t)ρ

)
dz ds

+ (
M1/2

2π
)N
∫ t

0

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(ras#bs−t)ρ

)
dz ds

(4.1)

where the trace in the integrals over phase space R2N is with respect to d×d matrices. The
inner integral in the second term of the right hand side in (4.1) has by Lemmas 2.3 and 3.2
the limit

lim
M→∞

(
M

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(ras#bs−t)ρ)

)
dz
)

=
1

24

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(∇z′0

· ∇′
z0)

3
(
H(z0)a0

(
zs(z

′
0)
))∣∣

z0=z′0
b0
(
zs−t(z0)

)
e−βH(z0)

)
dz0 ,

(4.2)

using splitting of the phase space integral as in (3.12). Similarly we have by Lemmas 2.3
and 3.2 the limit

lim
M→∞

∫

R2N

Tr
(
({H − h, as}#bs−t)ρ

)
dz =

∫

R2N

Tr ({H − h, as}bs−te
−βH) dz
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and integration by parts together with the mean-field definition (1.6) simplify the first term
in the right hand side of (4.1) to

∫

R2N

Tr ({H − h, as}bs−te
−βH) dz

=

∫

R2N

Tr
(
∇′(H − h) · ∇as bs−te

−βH
)
dz

= −
∫

R2N

Tr
(
(H − h)e−βH

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

∇′ · (bs−t∇as) dz

+

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(H − h)

∫ β

0
e−τH∇as · ∇′(H − h)e−(β−τ)Hbs−tdτ

)
dz

+

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(H − h)e−βH

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

∇as · ∇′h βbs−t dz

=
1

2

∫

R2N

Tr
(∫ β

0
e−τH

(
(H − h)∇as · ∇′(H − h)

+ (∇as · ∇′(H − h)(H − h))
)
e−(β−τ)Hbs−tdτ

)
dz

=
β

2

∫

R2N

Tr
(
∇′(H − h)2 · ∇ase

−βHbs−t

)
dz

= −β

2

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(H − h)2∇as · ∇′(e−βHbs−t)

)
dz

− β

2

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(H − h)2 ∇′ · ∇(as)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

(e−βHbs−t)
)
dz

= −β

2

∫

R2N

Tr
(
(H − h)2∇as · (∇′bs−te

−βH − bs−t

∫ β

0
e−τH∇′He−(β−τ)Hdτ)

)
dz

= −β

2

∫

R2N

Tr
(
e−βH(H − h)2∇as · (∇′bs−t − βbs−t∇′H)

)
dz .

(4.3)

The third equality uses that (H − h) commutes with e−βH and the forth and the last
equality is obtained by interchanging the order of the trace and the integral with respect to
τ in combination with the cyclic invariance of the trace. Cauchy’s inequality, the positive
definiteness of e−βH(H − h)2 and H − h depending only on x imply that the right hand
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side has the bound

|β
2

∫

R2N

Tr
(
e−βH(H − h)2∇as · (∇′bs−t − βbs−t∇′H)

)
dz|

≤ β

2

∫

R2N

(
Tr
(
(e−βH(H − h)2)2

)
Tr
(
(∇as · (∇′bs−t − βbs−t∇′H))2

))1/2
dz

≤ β

2

∫

R2N

Tr
(
e−βV (H − h)2

)
e−β|p|2/2

(
Tr
(
(∇as · (∇′bs−t − βbs−t∇′H))2

))1/2
dz

≤ K

∫

RN

Tr
(
e−βV (H − h)2

)
dx

(4.4)

for a positive constant K. The combination of (4.2)-(4.4) implies (3.6) and we note that
the exponential form e−βH of the Gibbs density was crucial to obtain (4.3).

In the case that Ψ 6= I we have by (3.17) H̄ = Ψ∗HΨ + 1
4M∇Ψ∗ · ∇Ψ and the factor

Tr
(
(H − h)e−βH

)
= 0 in (4.3) is replaced by Tr

(
(H̄ − h)e−βH̄

)
where

lim
M→∞

(
MTr

(
(H̄ − h)e−βH̄

))
= Tr

(
∇Ψ∗ · ∇Ψe−βΨ∗HΨ

)
.

which as in (4.3) and (4.4) imply

|T0| ≤ O(tM−1 + tǫ21) .

�

4.2. Proof of Lemma 2.3.

Proof. To estimate the difference of the symbols for the Gibbs density, ρ− e−βH , we define
the solution operator

Ẏt(x) = −Yt(x)V (x) , Y0 = I

satisfying Yt = e−tV , which implies e−βH(x,p) = e−β(|p|2/2+V (x)) = e−β|p|2/2 Yβ(x). We have
by Duhamel’s principle

(4.5) Υ±
β − Yβ =

∫ β

0
Υ±

t (V − V ±
t )e−(β−t)V dt ,

which by dominated convergence implies

lim
M→∞

M1/2(Υ±
t − Yt) = lim

M→∞
M1/2

∫ t

0
Υ±

s (V − V ±
s )e−(t−s)V ds

= ∓
∫ t

0
e−sV (x)V ′(x)W β

s e
−(t−s)V (x)ds .

(4.6)

The symmetrized relation (2.20) yields

ρ− e−βH =
1

2
E[e−iWβ ·p((Υ+

β − Yβ) + (Υ−
β − Yβ)

)
]
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which by (4.5), (4.6) and dominated convergence establish

lim
M→∞

(
M
(
ρ(x, p)− e−βH(x,p)

))

=
1

2
E[e−iWβ ·p

∫ β

0
lim

M→∞

(
Υ+

t M(V − V +
t ) + Υ−

t M(V − V −
t )
)
e−(β−t)V dt]

= E

[
e−iWβ ·p

(1
2

∫ β

0
lim

M→∞

(
(Υ+

t −Υ−
t )M

1/2
)
V ′(x)W β

t e
−(β−t)V dt

+
1

4

∫ β

0
lim

M→∞

(
Υ+

t (W
β
t )

T

∫ 1

0
V ′′(x+ sM−1/2W β

t )dsW
β
t e

−(β−t)V dt

+
1

4

∫ β

0
lim

M→∞

(
Υ−

t (W
β
t )

T

∫ 1

0
V ′′(x− sM−1/2W β

t )dsW
β
t

)
e−(β−t)V dt

))]

= E

[
e−iWβ ·p

∫ β

0

∫ t

0
e−sV V ′(x)W β

s e
−(t−s)V V ′(x)W β

t e
−(β−t)V dsdt

]

+
1

2
E

[
e−iWβ·p

∫ β

0
e−tV (W β

t )
TV ′′(x)W β

t e
−(β−t)V dt

]
.

(4.7)

To determine the path integrals in the right hand side of (4.7) we make a partition of [0, β]
into time intervals [tj , tj+1), where tj = jβ/J for j = 0, . . . , J and corresponding Wiener
increments ∆Wj = W (tj+1)−W (tj) and time steps ∆t := β/J , to obtain

W β
tk

≡ 1

2
Wβ −Wtk =

J−1∑

j=0

1

2
∆Wj −

∑

j<k

∆Wj =
J−1∑

j=0

Sj,k∆Wj

where

Sj,k :=

{
1
2 if j ≥ k ,
−1

2 if j < k .
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This partition implies

− E[e−iWβ ·p
∫ β

0
e−tV (W β

t )
TV ′′(x)W β

t e−(β−t)V
)
dt]

= − lim
J→∞

E

[
e−i

∑J−1
m=0 ∆Wm·p

J−1∑

k=0

J−1∑

j=0

J−1∑

ℓ=0

Sj,kSℓ,k∆W T
j (e−k∆tV V ′′e−(J−k)∆tV )︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:V ′′
k

∆Wℓ∆t
]

= − lim
J→∞

J−1∑

k=0

J−1∑

j=0

J−1∑

ℓ=0

∆tSj,kSℓ,k×

×
∫

RNJ

e−i
∑J−1

m=0 ∆Wm·p∆W T
j V ′′

k ∆Wℓ

J−1∏

n=0

e−|∆Wn|2/(2∆t)

(2π∆t)N/2
d(∆Wn)

= lim
J→∞

e−J |p|2∆t/2
J−1∑

k=0

(
J

2
− k)2∆t2pTV ′′

k p∆t

= e−β|p|2/2
∫ β

0
(
β

2
− t)2e−tV (x)pTV ′′(x)p e−(β−t)V (x) dt = O(1) .

(4.8)

Similarly we have

− E

[
e−iWβ ·p

∫ β

0

∫ t

0
e−sV V ′(x)W β

s e
−(t−s)V V ′(x)W β

t e
−(β−t)V dsdt

]

= − lim
J→∞

J−1∑

k=0

J−1∑

r=0

J−1∑

j=0

J−1∑

ℓ=0

Sj,rSℓ,k(∆t)2e−i
∑J−1

m=0 ∆Wm·p×

× e−r∆tV V ′∆Wje
(k−r)∆tV V ′∆Wℓe

−(J−k)∆tV
J−1∏

n=0

e−|∆Wn|2/(2∆t)

(2π∆t)N/2
d(∆Wn)

= lim
J→∞

J−1∑

k=0

J−1∑

r=0

(∆t)4(
J

2
− r)(

J

2
− k)e−J∆t|p|2/2e−r∆tV V ′pe−(k−r)∆tV V ′pe−(J−k)∆tV

= e−β|p|2/2
∫ β

0

∫ t

0
(
β

2
− s)(

β

2
− t)e−sV (x)V ′(x)pe−(t−s)V (x)V ′(x)pe−(β−t)V (x)dsdt

so that (ρ− e−βH) = O(M−1).
The construction (2.17) implies

d

dt
Tr
(
(Υ+

t )
2
)
= Tr

(
Υ+

t

(
− 2V (x+M−1/2W β

t )
)
Υ+

t

)

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

d

dt
Tr
(
(Υ+

t )
2
)
≤ kTr

(
(Υ+

t )
2
)
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which establishes Tr
(
(Υ+

β )
2
)
≤ ekβ and shows that for independent Wiener processes W

and W ′ we obtain by Cauchy’s inequality

Tr ρ2 = Tr
(
E[e−iWβ ·pΥ+

β (W )]∗E[e−iW ′
β ·pΥ+

β (W
′)]
)

= E[ei(Wβ−W ′
β)·pTr

(
Υ+

β (W )Υ+
β (W

′)
)
]

≤ E[
(
Tr
(
(Υ+

β (W ))2
)
Tr
(
(Υ+

β (W
′))2
))1/2

]

≤ E[Tr
((

Υ+
β (W )

)2)
]

≤ ekβ .

We also observe that the generalized Weyl’s law implies that ρ is in L2(R2N ,Cd×d), namely

(
M1/2

2π
)N
∫

R2N

Tr
(
ρ2(z)

)
dz = Tr (ρ̂ρ̂) = Tr (e−βĤe−βĤ) = Tr (e−2βĤ) < ∞ ,

which proves (2.22). �

4.3. Proof Lemma 3.2.

Proof. To estimate remainder terms we will use the composition operator for Weyl symbols

defined by ĉ#d = ĉd̂. The composition operator has the representation

c#d = e
i

2M1/2
(∇x′ ·∇p−∇x·∇p′)c(x, p)d(x′, p′)

∣∣
(x,p)=(x′,p′)

= e
i

2M1/2
(∇x′′ ·∇p′−∇x′ ·∇p′′) c(x+ x′, p+ p′)d(x+ x′′, p+ p′′)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:fxp(x′,p′,x′′,p′′)

∣∣
(x′,p′)=(x′′,p′′)=0

(4.9)

which can be written as an expansion using the Fourier transform F , defined for f : R4N →
R by
(4.10)

F{f}(ξx′ , ξp′ , ξx′′ , ξp′′) :=

∫

R4N

f(x′, p′, x′′, p′′)e−i(x′·ξx′+p′·ξp′+x′′·ξx′′+p′′·ξp′′) dx′ dp′ dx′′ dp′′ .

Its inverse transform implies

e
− i

2M1/2
(∇x′′ ·∇p′−∇x′ ·∇p′′)f(x′, p′, x′′, p′′)

∣∣∣
(x′,p′)=(x′′,p′′)=0

= (
1

2π
)4N

∫

R4N

Ff(ξx′ , ξp′ , ξx′′ , ξp′′)e
i
2
M−1/2(ξx′′ ·ξp′−ξx′ ·ξp′′) dξx′ dξp′ dξx′′ dξp′′
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and Taylor expansion of the exponential function yields

e
− i

2M1/2
(∇x′′ ·∇p′−∇x′ ·∇p′′)fxp(x

′, p′, x′′, p′′)
∣∣∣
(x′,p′)=(x′′,p′′)=0

= (
1

2π
)4N

∫

R4N

Ffxp(ξx′ , ξp′ , ξx′′ , ξp′′)e
i
2
M−1/2(ξx′′ ·ξp′−ξx′ ·ξp′′ ) dξx′ dξp′ dξx′′ dξp′′

= (
1

2π
)4N

∫

R2N

Ffxp(ξx′ , ξp′ , ξx′′ , ξp′′)
( m∑

n=0

(
i(ξx′′ · ξp′ − ξx′ · ξp′′)

2M1/2
)n

1

n!

+ (
i(ξx′′ · ξp′ − ξx′ · ξp′′)

2M1/2
)m+1×

× 1

m!

∫ 1

0
(1− s)me

is
2
M−1/2(ξx′′ ·ξp′−ξx′ ·ξp′′ ) ds

)
dξx′ dξp′ dξx′′ dξp′′

=
m∑

n=0

1

n!
(− i(∇x′′ · ∇p′ −∇x′ · ∇p′′)

2M1/2
)nfxp(x

′, p′, x′′, p′′)
∣∣∣
(x,′p′)=(x′′,p′′)=0

+ (
1

2M1/2
)m+1

∫ 1

0
e−

is
2
M−1/2(∇x′′ ·∇p′−∇x′ ·∇p′′)(−i(∇x′′ · ∇p′ −∇x′ · ∇p′′))

m+1

× fxp(x
′, p′, x′′, p′′)

(1− s)m

m!
ds
∣∣∣
(x,′p′)=(x′′,p′′)=0

.

(4.11)

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

lim
M→∞

∫ 1

0
e−

is
2
M−1/2(∇x′′ ·∇p′−∇x′ ·∇p′′)(−i(∇x′′ · ∇p′ −∇x′ · ∇p′′))

m+1

× fxp(x
′, p′, x′′, p′′)

(1− s)m

m!
ds
∣∣∣
(x,′p′)=(x′′,p′′)=0

= (−i(∇x′′ · ∇p′ −∇x′ · ∇p′′))
m+1fxp(x

′, p′, x′′, p′′)
1

(m+ 1)!

∣∣∣
(x,′p′)=(x′′,p′′)=0

provided
∫
R4N |(ξx′′ · ξp′ − ξx′ · ξp′′)m+1Ffxp(ξ)|dξ < ∞. In addition we need convergence

in L1(R2N ), as a function of z = (x, p), to apply dominated convergence in the phase-space
integrals. We have

Ffxp(ξx′ , ξp′ , ξx′′ , ξp′′) = Fc(ξx′ , ξp′)e
i(x·ξx′+p·ξp′)Fd(ξx′′ , ξp′′)e

i(x·ξx′′+p·ξp′′)

so that ∫

R4N

Ffxp(ξx′ , ξp′ , ξx′′ , ξp′′)e
is
2
M−1/2(ξx′′ ·ξp′−ξx′ ·ξp′′ ) dξx′ dξp′ dξx′′ dξp′′

=

∫

R4N

(1−∆ξx′
−∆ξp′

)k(1−∆ξx′′
−∆ξp′′

)k
(
Fc(ξx′ , ξp′)Fd(ξx′′ , ξp′′)×

× e
is
2
M−1/2(ξx′′ ·ξp′−ξx′ ·ξp′′)

)
×

× ei(x·ξx′′+p·ξp′′)

(1 + |x′′|2 + |p′′|2)k
ei(x·ξx′+p·ξp′)

(1 + |x′|2 + |p′|2)k dξx′ dξp′ dξx′′ dξp′′ .
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Therefore we obtain remainder terms that are uniformly bounded in L1(R2N ) provided the
Fourier transform (iξ)αFc(ξ) of ∂α

z c(z) satisfies

(4.12)

∫

R2N

|(1−∆ξ)
N+1

(
ξαFc(ξ)

)
|dξ < ∞

and similarly for d ∫

R2N

|(1−∆ξ)
N+1

(
ξαFd(ξ)

)
|dξ < ∞ .

We will apply the composition expansion to functions in the Schwartz class so that (4.12)
holds.

We conclude that Schwartz functions c and d satisfy

lim
M→∞

(
M(

c#d+ d#c

2
− cd)

)

= lim
M→∞

(
− 1

4

∫ 1

0
cos(

s

2M1/2
∇z · ∇′

z′)(∇z · ∇′
z′)

2c(z)d(z′)
∣∣
z=z′

(1− s) ds
)

= −1

8
(∇z · ∇′

z′)
2c(z)d(z′)

∣∣
z=z′

,

(4.13)

and

lim
M→∞

(c#d)

= lim
M→∞

(
cd− i

2M1/2

∫ 1

0
e

is

2M1/2
∇z·∇′

z′ (∇z · ∇′
z′)c(z)d(z

′)
∣∣
z=z′

ds
)

= cd ,

(4.14)

as limits in L1(R2N ) and in L∞(R2N ). We also have

D̂as = iM1/2[Ĥ, âs]− {h, as}̂ = {H − h, as}̂ + r̂as

where

(4.15) ras =
1

8M

∫ 1

0
cos(

s̄

2M1/2
∇z · ∇′

z′)(∇z · ∇′
z′)

3H(z)as(z
′)
∣∣
z=z′

(1− s̄)2 ds̄

so that

lim
M→∞

Mras =
1

24
(∇z0 · ∇′

z′0
)3H(z0)a0

(
zs(z

′
0)
)∣∣

z0=z′0

and the Poisson bracket takes the form

{H − h, as} = ∇′
z′0

· ∇z0(H − h)(z′0)a0
(
zs(z0)

)∣∣
z0=z′0

=
(
∇p′0

· ∇x0 −∇x′
0
· ∇p0

)
(H − h)(x′0, p

′
0)a0

(
zs(x0, p0)

)∣∣
(x0,p0)=(x′

0,p
′
0)
.

Based on this remainder estimate there holds

Tr
(
(D̂as)

2ρ̂
)
=

(√
M

2π

)N ∫

R2N

Tr
((

iM1/2(H#as − as#H)− {h, as}
)

#
(
iM1/2(H#as − as#H)− {h, as}

)
ρ
)
dz
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and in the limit we obtain by (4.14), (4.15) and Lemma 2.3

lim
M→∞

∫

R2N

Tr
((

iM1/2(H#as − as#H)− {h, as}
)

#
(
iM1/2(H#as − as#H)− {h, as}

)
ρ
)
dz

=

∫

R2N

Tr
((

∇z0a(zs(z0) · ∇′
z0(H − h)

)2
e−βH(z0)

)
dz0 ,

using splitting of the phase space integral as in (3.12), which together with (4.13), (4.14),
(4.15) and Lemma 4.1 below proves the lemma. �

Lemma 4.1. Assume that the bounds in Theorem 2.1 hold, then at and bt are in the

Schwartz class and there is a constant C ′, depending in C, such that

∑

|α|≤3

‖∂α
z at(z)‖L∞(R2N ) +

∑

|α|≤3

‖∂α
z bt(z)‖L∞(R2N ) ≤ C ′ .

(4.16)

Proof. To estimate
∑

|α|≤3 ‖∂α
p0a0

(
zt(z0)

)
‖L∞(R2N ) we use the first order flow ∇z0zt(z0) =:

z′(t), second order flow z′′,km(t) = ∂zk(0)zm(0)z(t) and third order flow z′′′(t), which are
solutions to the system

żi(t) = (∇′
zth(zt))i =: fi(zt) ,

z′i,k(t) = Iik +

∫ t

0

∑

k′

f ′
i,k′(zs)z

′
k′,k(s) ds , f ′

i,k′(z) := ∂zk′fi(z) ,

z′′i,km(t) =

∫ t

0

(∑

k′

f ′
i,k′(zs)z

′′
k′,km(s) +

∑

k′m′

f ′′
i,k′m′(zs)z

′
k′,k(s)z

′
m′,m(s)

)
ds ,

f ′′
i,k′m′(z) := ∂zk′zm′fi(z) ,

z′′′i,kmn(t) =

∫ t

0

(∑

k′

f ′
i,k′(zs)z

′′′
k′,kmn(s) +

∑

k′m′

f ′′
i,k′m′(zs)z

′
k′,k(s)z

′′
m′,mn(s)

+
∑

k′m′

f ′′
i,k′m′(zs)z

′′
k′,kn(s)z

′
m′,m(s)

+
∑

k′n′

f ′′
i,k′n′(zs)z

′′
k′,km(s)z′n′,n(s)

+
∑

k′m′n′

f ′′′
i,k′m′n′(zs)z

′
k′,k(s)z

′
m′,m(s)z′n′,n(s)

)
ds .
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By summation and maximization over indices we obtain the integral inequalities

max
ik

|z′i,k(t)| ≤ 1 +

∫ t

0

∑

k′

|f ′
i,k′(zs)|max

ik
|z′i,k(s)|ds ,

max
ik

∑

m

|z′′i,km(t)| ≤
∫ t

0

∑

k′

|f ′
i,k′(zs)|max

ik

∑

m

|z′′i,km(s)|ds

+

∫ t

0

∑

k′m′

|f ′′
i,k′m′(zs)|(max

ik
|z′i,k(s)|)2 ds ,

max
ik

∑

mn

|z′′′i,kmn(t)| ≤
∫ t

0

∑

k′

|f ′
i,k′(zs)|max

ik

∑

mn

|z′′′i,kmn(s)|ds

+

∫ t

0

∑

k′m′

|f ′′
i,k′m′(zs)|max

ik
|z′i,k(s)|max

ik

∑

m

|z′′i,km(s)|ds

+

∫ t

0

∑

k′m′n′

|f ′′′
i,k′m′n′(zs)|(max

ik
|z′i,k(s)|)3 ds .

(4.17)

The functions maxij
∑

|α|≤2 ∂
α
z0∂zjzi(t, z0) can therefore be estimated as in [10] by Gronwall’s

inequality, which states: if there is a positive constant K and continuous positive functions
γ, u : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that

u(t) ≤ K +

∫ t

0
γ(s)u(s) ds, for t > 0 ,

then

u(t) ≤ Ke
∫ t
0
γ(s) ds, for t > 0 .

Gronwall’s inequality applied to (4.17) implies

(4.18) max
ij

∑

|α|≤2

‖∂α
z0∂zjzi(t, z0)‖L∞(R2N ) = O(1)

provided that

max
i

∑

|α|≤3

‖∂α
x ∂xih‖L∞(RN ) = O(1) .

(4.19)
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The flows z′, z′′, z′′′ determine the derivatives of the scalar symbol a0
(
zt(z0)

)
= at(z0)

∂zkat =
∑

k′

a′0,k′(zt)z
′
k′,k(t) , a′0,k′(z) := ∂zk′a0(z),

∂zkzmat =
∑

k′

a′0,k′(zt)z
′′
k′,km(t) +

∑

k′m′

a′′0,k′m′(zt)z
′
k′,k(t)z

′
m′,m(t) ,

∂zkzmznat =
∑

k′

a′0,k′(zt)z
′′′
k′,kmn(t) +

∑

k′m′

a′′0,k′m′(zt)z
′
k′,k(t)z

′′
m′,mn(t)

+
∑

k′m′

a′′0,k′m′(zt)z
′′
k′,kn(t)z

′
m′,m(t)

+
∑

k′n′

a′′0,k′n′(zt)z
′′
k′,km(t)z′n′,n(t)

+
∑

k′m′n′

a′′′0,k′m′n′(zt)z
′
k′,k(t)z

′
m′,m(t)z′n′,n(t) ,

(4.20)

which together with (4.18) proves (4.16).
Similarly to verify that at is a Schwartz function, we first extend both (4.17) (for ∂α

z0zt(z0))
and the representation in (4.20) to order |α| to obtain the bounds

(4.21) |∂α
z at(z)| < ∞ ,

for all indices α. Then define the compact set Lc
m = {z ∈ R2N : h(z) ≤ m}. The

property h(z) → ∞ as |z| → ∞, which is verified below (3.13), implies that Lc
m includes the

support of a0 for m sufficiently large and the invariance h
(
zt(z0)

)
= h(z0), for all z0 ∈ R2N ,

establishes by (4.21)

sup
z∈R2N

|zγ∂α
z at(z)| = sup

z∈Lc
m

|zγ∂α
z a0
(
zt(z)

)
| < ∞ ,

for all indices γ and α. We conclude that at is a Schwartz function. �

The constant in the right hand side of (4.18) grows typically exponentially with respect
to t, i.e.

max
ij

∑

|α|≤2

‖∂α
z0∂zjzi(t, z0)‖L∞(R2N ) ≤ ec

′t ,

where c′ is the positive constant in the right hand side of (4.19). We note that the assump-
tions on h and V are compatible with the assumption to have

∫
R2N Tr e−βH(z)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 x̂, 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 (1.12) to (1.14) in Subsection 1.2, where

the difference between two eigenvalues λ1(x) − λ0(x) = 2c
√
x2 + δ2 can be tuned by the

two parameters c and δ. For δ 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 δ but not for δ = 0
and therefore the approximation error is expected to vary with different δ.

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

(5.1)
Tr(e−βĤÂ)

Tr(e−βĤ)
=

∑
n e

−βEn〈Φn, ÂΦn〉∑
n e

−βEn
,

where (En,Φn)
∞
n=1 are eigenvalues and the corresponding normalized eigenstates of the

Hamiltonian operator Ĥ. Consequently, for an observable depending only on the position
x with symbol A(x), we have

(5.2)
Tr(e−βĤÂ)

Tr(e−βĤ)
=

∫

RN

A(x)µqm(x) dx, where µqm(x) =

∑
n |Φn(x)|2e−βEn

∑
n e

−βEn
.

We apply a fourth-order finite difference scheme for the Laplacian operator in the Hamil-
tonian (1.12) to approximate the equilibrium density µqm(x) in (5.2). The numerical im-
plementation is explained with more details in Appendix A.1.

As an approximation to the quantum canonical ensemble average (5.1), we consider the

normalized trace Tr (ê−βHÂ) /Tr (ê−βH) and apply the Lemma 2.2 and equation (1.16) to
write the mean-field observable as

Tmd(0) = Tes(0) =
Tr (ê−βHÂ)

Tr (ê−βH)
=

∫
R2N Tr(e−βH(x,p)a(x, p)I) dxdp∫

R2N Tr(e−βH(x′,p′)) dx′ dp′

=

∫
R2N a(x, p)(e−βλ0(x) + e−βλ1(x)) e−

β|p|2

2 dxdp
∫
R2N (e−βλ0(x′) + e−βλ1(x′)) e−

β|p′|2

2 dx′ dp′
,

where H(x, p) and A(x, p) = a(x, p)I with a : R2N → C are the Weyl symbols corresponding

to the operators Ĥ and Â, respectively. Specifically for an observable depending only on
the position x, we obtain
(5.3)

Tr (ê−βHÂ)

Tr (ê−βH)
=

∫

RN

A(x)µmf(x) dx, where µmf(x) =
e−βλ0(x) + e−βλ1(x)

∫
RN (e−βλ0(x′) + e−βλ1(x′)) dx′

.
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The classical mean-field density µmf in (5.3) can also be rewritten as a weighted average

(5.4) µmf(x) =
1∑

j=0

qj
e−βλj(x)

∫
R
e−βλj(x′)dx′

, where qj =

∫
RN e−βλj(x)dx

∑1
k=0

∫
RN e−βλk(x)dx

, j = 0, 1 .

The weights q0 and q1 can be interpreted as the probability for the system to be in the
corresponding electron eigenstate λ0 and λ1, respectively obtained by integration with the
corresponding Gibbs density.

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

(5.5) µgs(x) =
e−βλ0(x)

∫
RN e−βλ0(x)dx

,

which is obtained from the classical density formula (5.4) by taking the probability for the
excited state as q1 = 0, and the probability for the ground state as q0 = 1.
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Figure 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 2 the first reference density curve with quantum mechanics formula (5.2) is
plotted in blue colour with a solid line. The density curve µmf(x), obtained from the
classical mean-field formula (5.3), is plotted as the yellow dashed line and agrees well with
the quantum mechanics density µqm(x). Besides, the mean-field density µmf(x) incurs much
smaller error than the ground-state density µgs(x) (the violet solid curve) in approximating
the µqm(x) density. For Figure 2, we use the parameters M = 1000, c = 1, and β = 1 such
that with the eigenvalue gap δ = 0.1, the system has a probability q1 = 0.16 to be in the
excited state.
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Figure 3. The point-wise difference between the quantum mechanics den-
sity µqm and the mean-field density µmf with inverse temperature β = 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 3 we depict a point-wise difference between the classical mean-field density
µmf(x) and the quantum mechanics density µqm(x), for different values of the mass ratio
M . The inverse temperature is still taken as β = 1 for the eigenvalue gap δ = 0.1 and
c = 1, so that the probability for the excited state is kept as q1 = 0.16. It is observed from
Figure 3 that as M increases the error in the classical mean-field density approximation
decreases.

In order to study the dependence of the approximation error ‖µqm − µmf‖L1 on the
mass ratio M , we vary M for three different inverse temperatures, with the corresponding
eigenvalue gaps δ such that the probability to be in the excited state remains to be q1 = 0.16.
As seen from Figure 4, the O(M−1) dependence of the error in the equilibrium density
using the classical mean-field approximation is in accordance with the theoretical result of
Theorem 2.1.

Besides the M -dependence of the classical approximation, we also experiment with a
relatively large inverse temperature β = 10 for mass ratio M = 100, with parameters c = 1,
δ = 0.1. The quantum density µqm together with its classical mean-field and ground state
approximations µmf and µgs are plotted in the Figure 5. The large value of β implies a
rather low temperature, which leads to a tiny probability for the electron excited state as
q1 = 7 × 10−7. 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 p̂0 (at time 0) and p̂τ (at
time τ). In the Heisenberg representation the time evolution of the momentum observable
is given by

p̂τ := eiτ
√
MĤ p̂0e

−iτ
√
MĤ .
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Figure 4. Dependence of the L1-error between the quantum density µqm

and the classical mean-field density approximation µmf , shown in log-log
scale.
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Figure 5. Equilibrium density µqm with the classical mean-field and ground
state approximations µmf and µgs, with inverse temperature β = 10, mass
ratio M = 100. The probability of electron excited state q1 = 7 × 10−7 is
tiny.

We study the two-eigenvalue model with the potential matrix V (x) as defined by (1.13)
in Subsection 1.2. For computing the quantum correlation function, we approximate the
initial position observable x̂0 and the initial momentum observable p̂0 by the matrices

x̂0 ≃




x0 0
x0

x1
x1

. . .
xK

0 xK


 =: X, p̂0 ≃ i

√
M (HdX −XHd) =: P,

respectively, where we discretize a sufficiently large computational domain Ω = [x0, xK ]

with uniform grid points xk = x0 + k∆x, for k = 0, 1, · · · ,K and ∆x = |xK−x0|
K . In the
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definition of the matrix P , the real symmetric matrix Hd is of size 2(K + 1) × 2(K + 1),
corresponding to a fourth order finite difference approximation of the Hamiltonian operator

Ĥ. More details about this approximation are provided in Section A.1, and the definition
of matrix Hd is given in (A.2). The matrix Hd generates the approximations

eiτ
√
MĤ ≃ eiτ

√
MHd , e−βĤ ≃ e−βHd .

We apply the eig function of Matlab to obtain the eigenpairs (en, φn) of the Hd matrix,
and rearrange them to obtain the eigendecomposition

Q := [φ1 φ2 φ3 · · · φ2(K+1)], and D :=




e1 0
e2

. . .
0 e2(K+1)


 ,

such that Hd can be diagonalized with the orthogonal matrix Q as Hd = QDQ∗, and hence

eiτ
√
MHd = Qeiτ

√
MD Q∗, and e−βHd = Qe−βD Q∗ .

Thus the right-hand side of (1.3) with Âτ = p̂τ and B̂0 = p̂0 can be approximated by

(5.6)

Tqm(τ) :=
Tr
(
(p̂τ p̂0 + p̂0 p̂τ ) e

−βĤ
)

2Tr (e−βĤ)
=

Tr
(
p̂τ (p̂0 e

−βĤ + e−βĤ p̂0)
)

2Tr
(
e−βĤ

)

≃ Tr
(
Qeiτ

√
MD Q∗ P Qe−iτ

√
MD Q∗ (P Qe−βD Q∗ +Qe−βD Q∗ P )

)

2Tr
(
Qe−βD Q∗) ,

where in the second equality we use the cyclic property of the trace.
By applying the mean-field molecular dynamics formula (1.4) with momentum observ-

ables p̂0 and p̂τ in the model problem, we have the approximation for the time-correlation
function as

(5.7) Tmf(τ) =

∫
R2N pτp0 Tr (e

−βH(z0)) dz0∫
R2N Tr (e−βH(z0)) dz0

,

where zt := (xt, pt) solves the Hamiltonian system

(5.8)
ẋt = ∇p h(xt, pt) ,

ṗt = −∇x h(xt, pt) ,

with an initial state z0 = (x0, p0) ∈ R2. 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 [14, 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

(5.9) Tes(τ) :=

1∑

j=0

∫

R2

qj p
j
τ (z0) p

j
0(z0)

e−β(
|p0|

2

2
+λj(x0))

∫
R2 e

−β(
|p|2

2
+λj(x))dz

dz0, ,
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with the weights q0 and q1 as defined in (5.4), where zjτ = (xjτ , p
j
τ ), j = 0, 1 solves the

Hamiltonian dynamics

ẋjτ = pjτ ,

ṗjτ = −∇λj(x
j
τ ) ,

with the initial condition zj0 = (x0, p0) = z0 and λ0(x), λ1(x) as defined in (1.14).
In addition to these three expressions for time-correlation, Tqm (the quantum mechan-

ics correlation), Tmf (the mean-field approximation), and Tes (the classical excited state
approximation), we also compute the approximation based only on the ground state con-
tribution, Tgs, obtained by setting the probability q1 for the excited state equal to be zero,
i.e.,

(5.10) Tgs(τ) =

∫

R2

pτ (z0) p0(z0)
e−β(

|p0|
2

2
+λ0(x0))

∫
R2 e

−β(
|p|2

2
+λ0(x))dz

dz0 ,

where zτ = (xτ , pτ ) solves the Hamiltonian dynamics with the potential λ0(x)

ẋτ = pτ ,

ṗτ = −∇λ0(xτ ) ,

with initial state z0 = (x0, p0).
As discussed in (1.16), the approximations with mean-field dynamics or excited state

dynamics at an initial time τ = 0 are always identical, i.e., Tmf(0) = Tes(0). For position-
related observables, the classical ground state dynamics approximation Tgs(0) will be, in
general, different from Tmf(0) and Tes(0), which is consistent with our preceding obser-
vations on equilibrium density function in Section 5.1, and is confirmed in the upcoming
Figure 13.

The numerical approximations of Tmf(τ), Tes(τ), and Tgs(τ) are computed with the Verlet
method in combination with Simpson’s formula. We use Smf(τ), Ses(τ), Sgs(τ), and Sqm(τ),
to denote the numerical approximations of Tmf(τ), Tes(τ), Tgs(τ), and Tqm(τ), 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 ǫ21 and ǫ22 with equations
(1.8), (1.10) and (1.11), we survey five different cases with varying parameter settings of c,
δ, and inverse temperature β, 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 1.
Case A: Low temperature with large eigenvalue gap, β = 3.3, c = 1, δ = 1, ǫ21 =
9.95 × 10−4, ǫ22 = 1.25 × 10−4, the probability for the excited state q1 = 0.0002 is almost
negligible.
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between eigenvalues, medium gap

Figure 6. Eigenvalues of the matrix-valued potential V (x) for test cases A
to D. In subfigure (a), the mean-field potential λ∗(x) (the red curve) is quite
close to the ground state λ0(x) (the violet curve).

Figure 6a presents the eigenvalues λ0(x), λ1(x) and the mean-field potential function
λ∗(x) as defined in (1.9) for Case A. With the parameters c = 1 and δ = 1, the system has a
large eigenvalue gap. Particularly in this low temperature setting, the mean-field potential
λ∗(x) is almost identical to the ground-state eigenvalue λ0(x). Since the probability for
the excited state is very small (q1 = 0.0002), the three molecular dynamics approximations
Tmf(τ), Tes(τ), and Tgs(τ) are similar.

In Figure 7a, the quantum mechanics correlation function curve Sqm(τ) with mass ratio
M = 1000 is plotted as a function of correlation time τ , together with the three molec-
ular dynamics approximations Smf(τ), Ses(τ), and Sgs(τ). The three molecular dynamics
correlation function curves are almost on top of each other, as shown in Figure 7b with
similarly small errors. This case gives an example where all the three molecular dynamics
work analogously, since q1 ≪ 1, and we note that the error terms ǫ21, ǫ

2
2 together with 1/M

are all very small.
Case B: High temperature with small difference between eigenvalues, β = 1,
c = 0.1, δ = 1, ǫ21 = 1.9 × 10−2, ǫ22 = 3.5 × 10−3, 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 λ∗(x) lies in between the ground state eigenvalue λ0(x) and the excited state eigenvalue
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Figure 7. Case A: (a) Auto-correlation function 〈P0Pτ 〉 computed by
quantum-mechanics formula, Sqm, with M = 1000, and by three molecu-
lar dynamics formulae. (b) The corresponding maximum errors up to time
τ , ‖Sqm − Smd‖L∞([0,τ ]).
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Figure 8. Case B: (a) Auto-correlation function 〈P0Pτ 〉 computed by
quantum-mechanics formula, Sqm, with M = 100, and by three molecu-
lar dynamics formulae. (b) The corresponding maximum errors up to time
τ ‖Sqm − Smd‖L∞([0,τ ]).

λ1(x), indicating that by incorporating the effect of the excited state, the mean-field ap-
proximation Tmf(τ) 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 8b,
in which we observe a smaller error of mean-field molecular dynamics approximation ‖Sqm−
Smf‖L∞([0,τ ]) (the red curve) compared with the molecular dynamics using only the ground
state ‖Sqm − Sgs‖L∞([0,τ ]) (the violet curve). The excited state molecular dynamics Ses(τ)
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 , β = 1, c = 0.1, δ = 0.01, ǫ21 = 9.1 × 10−3, ǫ22 = 9.9 × 10−3, the probability for
the excited state q1 = 0.46.
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The Case C has a similar parameter setting as the preceding Case B, with the only
difference of a smaller parameter δ = 0.01. The small parameter δ leads to a small eigenvalue
gap at x = 0, i.e., the two eigenvalues λ0(x) and λ1(x) almost intersect at this point, as
can be seen in the Figure 6c. Compared with Case B, the small eigenvalue gap also makes
the probability for the excited state q1 increase from 0.43 to 0.46 in Case C, with the same
inverse temperature β = 1.
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(a) Case C: Auto-correlation curves
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(b) Case C: Maximum error curves up to time τ

Figure 9. Case C: (a) Auto-correlation function 〈P0Pτ 〉 computed by
quantum-mechanics formula, Sqm, with M = 100, and by three molecu-
lar dynamics formulae. (b) The corresponding maximum errors up to time
τ ‖Sqm − Smd‖L∞([0,τ ]).

The approximate p-auto-correlation function curves with their corresponding maximum
errors up to time τ are plotted in the Figures 9a and 9b, respectively. These two figures are
quite similar to their corresponding plots in Case B, where the excited state approximation
Ses has the smallest error, and the mean-field approximation Smf achieves an improved
accuracy compared to the ground state approximation Sgs.

The similar approximation error of the three molecular dynamics in Case B and Case C
can be understood as a result of the relatively small difference between the two eigenvalues
λ0 and λ1. For both cases the small parameter c = 0.1 leads to small ǫ1 and ǫ2 values, as
summarized in Table 1.
Case D: High temperature, large difference between eigenvalues with large gap,
β = 0.28, c = 1, δ = 1, ǫ21 = 2.01, ǫ22 = 0.42, the probability for the excited state q1 = 0.30.

For this case, we observe from Figure 6d that although the mean-field potential λ∗(x) is
still in between the ground state λ0(x) and the excited state λ1(x), the distance between
λ∗(x) and λ1(x) is much larger than that in the previous Case B. Also λ∗(x) is much closer
to the ground state λ0(x) than to the excited state λ1(x). The parameter β = 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 10b 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 (x) by a scalar potential λ∗(x) or λ0(x)
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Figure 10. Case D: (a) Auto-correlation function 〈P0Pτ 〉 computed by
quantum-mechanics formula, Sqm, with M = 100, and by three molecu-
lar dynamics formulae. (b) The corresponding maximum errors up to time
τ ‖Sqm − Smd‖L∞([0,τ ]).

respectively, and replacing quantum dynamics with classical dynamics,

(5.11)
Sqm(τ)− Smf(τ) =

(
Sqm(τ)− Sqm,λ∗(τ)

)
+
(
Sqm,λ∗(τ)− Smf(τ)

)

Sqm(τ)− Sgs(τ) =
(
Sqm(τ)− Sqm,λ0(τ)

)
+
(
Sqm,λ0(τ)− Sgs(τ)

)

where Sqm,λ∗ and Sqm,λ0 denote the approximation of auto-correlation function computed
with quantum dynamics but using scalar-valued potentials λ∗(x) and λ0(x), respectively. In
the right hand side of (5.11), the first terms

(
Sqm(τ)−Sqm,λ∗(τ)

)
and

(
Sqm(τ)−Sqm,λ0(τ)

)

correspond to the potential approximations in quantum dynamics, while the second terms(
Sqm,λ∗(τ) − Smf(τ)

)
and

(
Sqm,λ0(τ) − Sgs(τ)

)
are related to classical approximations of

quantum dynamics using scalar potentials.
To investigate these two error contributions we compute the correlation function Sqm,λ∗(τ)

and Sqm,λ0(τ) for Case D, using the scalar-valued potential λ∗(x) or λ0(x) to replace the
potential matrix V (x) in the quantum dynamics. The corresponding auto-correlation curves
and their maximum error up to time τ are shown in Figures 11a and 11b.

From Figure 11b, we clearly see that the errors ‖Sqm − Sqm,λ∗‖L∞([0,τ ]) and ‖Sqm −
Sqm,λ0‖L∞([0,τ ]) caused by substituting the potential matrix V (x) with the scalar-valued
potentials λ∗(x) or λ0(x) is of the same order as the total errors ‖Sqm − Smf‖L∞([0,τ ]) and
‖Sqm − Sgs‖L∞([0,τ ]) in Figure 10b. 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(τ)−Sqm,λ∗(τ)‖L∞([0,τ ])

and ‖Sqm(τ)−Sqm,λ0(τ)‖L∞([0,τ ]) up to time τ = 20 for the mean-field molecular dynamics
and ground state molecular dynamics in Case D. 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 λ∗ or λ0 varies slightly as the M value changes.



CANONICAL MEAN-FIELD MOLECULAR DYNAMICS 45

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

4

(a) Case D: Auto-correlation curves
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Figure 11. (a) Auto-correlation function 〈P0Pτ 〉 curves Sqm, Sqm,λ0 , and
Sqm,λ∗ computed by using matrix valued potential V (x), and using scalar-
valued potential λ0(x) or λ∗(x) in the quantum mechanics formula (5.6) in
Case D. (b) Maximum error up to time τ in the p-auto-correlation curves
computed with quantum mechanics formula using scalar-valued potential
λ∗(x) or λ0(x), by comparing them with the correlation computed from
quantum mechanics formula using matrix-valued potential V (x), and with
their corresponding molecular dynamics approximations.

M ‖Sqm − Sqm,λ∗‖ ‖Sqm,λ∗ − Smf‖ ‖Sqm − Sqm,λ0‖ ‖Sqm,λ0 − Sgs‖ ‖Sqm − 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
τ = 20.

Case E: High temperature, large difference between eigenvalues with avoided

crossing , with β = 1, c = 1, δ = 0.1, ǫ21 = 0.29, ǫ22 = 0.50, the probability for the excited
state q1 = 0.16.

This case has the same parameters as in Section 5.1. In Figure 1 we observe a pattern of
the two eigenvalues λ0(x) and λ1(x) 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 12a. Compared to Case C and Case D, 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 Case E the
correlation function between position observables x̂0 and x̂τ , as plotted in Figure 13. We
observe that for short time range (e.g. 0 ≤ τ ≤ 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 5.1, in which the ground state
molecular dynamics has larger error in approximating the density function µqm(x) than the
mean-field formula. Therefore the mean-field molecular dynamics can improve short-time



46 X. HUANG, P. PLECHÁČ, M. SANDBERG, AND A. SZEPESSY

0 5 10 15 20

-0.5

0

0.5

1

(a) Case E: Auto-correlation curves

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

0.45

(b) Case E: Maximum error curves up to time τ

Figure 12. (a) Auto-correlation function 〈P0Pτ 〉 curves Sqm, Sqm,λ0 , and
Sqm,λ∗ computed by using matrix valued potential V (x) and using scalar-
valued potential λ0(x) or λ∗(x) in the quantum mechanics formula (5.6) in
Case E. (b) Maximum error up to time τ in the p-auto-correlation curves
computed with quantum mechanics formula using scalar-valued potential
λ∗(x) or λ0(x), by comparing them with the correlation computed from
quantum mechanics formula using matrix-valued potential V (x), and with
their corresponding molecular dynamics approximations.

approximation of position auto-correlation function compared to the ground state molecular
dynamics.
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Figure 13. Case E: Auto-correlation function 〈X0Xτ 〉 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 Case E, 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.

τ M ‖Sqm − Smf‖L∞([0,τ ]) ‖Sqm − Ses‖L∞([0,τ ]) ‖Sqm − Sgs‖L∞([0,τ ])

1 20 0.1375 0.0816 0.0564
1 50 0.1324 0.0766 0.0513
1 100 0.1270 0.0712 0.0460
2 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 τ .

5.3. Conclusion from numerical comparisons. From the study with equilibrium ob-
servables in Section 5.1, 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 Case A 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 Case B and Case D, we observe that the error of the mean-field approximation
decreases as the difference between two eigenvalues diminishes (i.e. parameter c becomes
small). Furthermore, for Case B 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 Case C the
result is similar to Case B, that is the mean-field approximation is still more accurate than
the ground state approximation.

From Case D 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 E we 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 ǫ21 and ǫ22, in Table 1, 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 11b and 12b together with Table 2 show that in Case D and Case E, 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.1. 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 Ĥ (5.1), with the formula

f ′′(x) =
−f(x− 2h) + 16f(x− h)− 30f(x) + 16f(x+ h)− f(x+ 2h)

12h2
+O(h4).

This discretization is performed on the computational domain Ω = [−6, 6] with a uniform
mesh xk = −6+ k∆x, for k = 0, 1, · · · ,K, with ∆x = 12

K . The choice of this computational
domain is obtained by checking that the quantum mechanics density µqm(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

ĤΦn = EnΦn,

with the following algebraic eigenvalue problem

(A.1) Hdφn = enφn,

where the 2(K + 1)× 2(K + 1) matrix Hd is given by

Hd :=
1

2M · 12(∆x)2
×




h11,0+30 h12,0 −16 0 1
h21,0 h22,0+30 0 −16 0 1
−16 0 h11,1+30 h12,1 −16 0 1
0 −16 h21,1 h22,1+30 0 −16 0 1
1 0 −16 0 h11,2+30 h12,2 −16 0 1

1 0 −16 h21,2 h22,2+30 0 −16 0 1

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
1 0 −16 0 h11,K−1+30 h12,K−1 −16 0

1 0 −16 h21,K−1 h22,K−1+30 0 −16
1 0 −16 0 h11,K+30 h12,K

1 0 −16 h21,K h22,K+30




(A.2)

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

φn = [φn,0,1, φn,0,2, φn,1,1, φn,1,2, · · · , φn,K,1, φn,K,2]
T .
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Here, the entry terms hij,k of the Hd matrix are given by

hij,k = 2M(12∆x2)Vij(xk), for i, j = 1, 2, and k = 0, 1, · · · ,K.

In practice, based on the finite difference scheme (A.1), we approximate the quantum me-
chanics density µqm in (5.2) by

(A.3)

∑
n

(
|φn,k,1|2 + |φn,k,2|2

)
e−βen

∑
k

∑
n

(
|φn,k,1|2 + |φn,k,2|2

)
e−βen∆x

, for k = 0, 1, · · · ,K,

and the eigenvalues en and eigenvectors φn here are obtained by using the Matlab function
eig.

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

ẋt = ∇ph(xt, pt),

ṗt = −∇xh(xt, pt),

to obtain the state variable xτ at time t = τ . Specifically, given the initial state (x0, p0)
at time t0 = 0, we apply the velocity Verlet method, where for each discrete time point
tn := t0 + n∆t, the dynamics of state variables (x, p) in (1.5) is approximated by

pn+ 1
2
= pn +

∆t

2
·
(
−∇xh(xn, pn)

)
,

xn+1 = xn +∆t · pn+ 1
2
,

pn+1 = pn+ 1
2
+

∆t

2
·
(
−∇xh(xn+1, pn+ 1

2
)
)
.

The integrals in molecular dynamics formulas (5.7), (5.9), and (5.10) are computed with
a fourth-order composite Simpson’s method, with a discretized mesh xl = x0 + l∆x, pl =
p0 + l∆p, for l = 0, 1, · · ·L on the phase space (x, p) and the computational domain Ω =
[x0, xL]× [p0, pL] is taken to be sufficiently large, with ∆x = (xL−x0)/L, ∆p = (pL−p0)/L.
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Email address: szepessy@kth.se


	1. Classical approximation of canonical quantum observables
	1.1. Introduction to the approximations
	1.2. Numerical comparisons
	1.3. Relation to previous work

	2. The main result and background from Weyl calculus
	2.1. Overview and background to the proof

	3. Proof of Theorem 2.1
	4. Proof of Lemmas
	4.1. Proof Lemma 3.1
	4.2. Proof of Lemma 2.3
	4.3. Proof Lemma 3.2

	5. Numerical experiments
	5.1. Equilibrium observables
	5.2. Time-correlated observables
	5.3. Conclusion from numerical comparisons

	Acknowledgment
	References
	Appendix A. Numerical Implementations
	A.1. Finite difference approximation of the equilibrium density
	A.2. Numerical solution of the mean-field Hamiltonian system


