arXiv:2202.13998v2 [math.AP] 18 Aug 2022

GLOBAL-IN-TIME SEMICLASSICAL REGULARITY FOR THE HARTREE–FOCK EQUATION

JACKY J. CHONG, LAURENT LAFLECHE

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN, AUSTIN, TX 78712, USA

CHIARA SAFFIRIO^∗

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, SPIEGELGASSE 1, 4051 BASEL, SWITZERLAND

Abstract. For arbitrarily large times T > 0, we prove the uniform-in-ℏ propagation of semiclassical regularity for the solutions to the Hartree–Fock equation with singular interactions of the form V (x) = ± |x|^{−a} where a ∈ (0,^1_2 ). As a byproduct of this result, we extend to arbitrarily long times the derivation of the Hartree–Fock and the Vlasov equations from the many-body dynamics provided in [J. Chong, L. Lafleche, C. Saffirio: arXiv:2103.10946 (2021)].

1. Introduction and Main Result

Consider the time-dependent Hartree–Fock equation iℏ ∂_tρ = [H_ρ, ρ] (1) describing the evolution of a positive self-adjoint trace class operator ρ = ρ(t) acting on L^2(R^3 ). Here ℏ =^h_{2π} is the reduced Planck constant, [·, ·] denotes the commutator [A, B] = AB − BA, and H_ρ is the Hamiltonian operator given by

H_ρ = − ℏ^2Δ 2 + V_ρ − h^3 X_ρ, (2)

where V_ρ is the mean-field potential and X_ρ is the exchange operator. The meanfield potential is defined as the multiplication operator by the function V_ρ(x) = (K ∗ ρ)(x), where K : R^3 → R is the potential associated to some two-body interaction and ρ(x) is the spatial density, defined as the rescaled diagonal of the integral kernel ρ(·, ·) of the operator ρ, given by ρ(x) = diag(ρ)(x) := h^3ρ(x, x).

The exchange operator is defined to be the operator with kernel X_ρ(x, y) = K(x − y) ρ(x, y).

In this work, we normalize ρ so that h^3 Tr(ρ) = 1, and C_∞ := ‖ρ‖_∞ , (3)

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q55, 35B65, 82C10, 81Q20. Key words and phrases. Hartree–Fock equation, Hartree equation, semiclassical, regularity, singular interaction.

∗Corresponding author. chiara.saffirio@unibas.ch

where ‖·‖_∞ is the operator norm. These quantities are preserved by Equation (1). Furthermore, we assume the constant in (3) does not depend on ℏ. With this scaling, we see that ρ satisfies � R^3 ρ(x) dx = h

3 Tr(ρ) = 1. In the absence of X_ρ, we refer to Equation (1) as the Hartree equation. All the results presented in this work hold for both the Hartree and the Hartree–Fock equation.

In the case when ℏ is fixed, say ℏ = 1, the well-posedness theories for the Hartree and the Hartree–Fock equations are well known. For the case of the Hartree equation with Coulomb potential, one can find the proof of the global-in-time wellposedness in L^2 and the propagation of higher H^s regularity for the wave function in [5], which builds on the earlier works [9, 10, 12]. The case of density operators in Schatten spaces but with an infinite trace was studied in [16]. In the case of the Hartree–Fock equation, well-posedness in H^2 was proved in [3] for bounded interactions and then in [6, 4] for more singular potentials including the case of the Coulomb potential. However, these works do not provide satisfactory estimates when ℏ is small and tending towards zero. Obtaining uniform-in-ℏ estimates is crucial for understanding, of course, the errors in the semiclassical limit ℏ → 0 as in [17, 13, 19, 20, 14, 15], but also to create adapted numerical schemes [11] and to understand the joint mean-field and semiclassical limit [2, 1, 18, 7].

In this paper, we are interested in proving the global-in-time propagation of regularity uniformly in the semiclassical parameter ℏ for solutions to the Hartree–Fock equation (1) when the interaction potential K is the inverse power law potential

K(x) = ±1 |x|^a

, with a ∈ � 0,^1_2 � . In particular, K ∈ L^{b,∞}(R^3 ), where b =^3_{a+1} , and L^{b,∞}(R^3 ) denotes the weak L^b space on R^3 . Our main motivation is to extend the results of the local-in-time regularity obtained in our previous paper [7] to global-in-time results, leading to the global-in-time mean-field and semiclassical limits for fermions from the N body Schrödinger equation to the Hartree–Fock and Vlasov equation.

Before stating our main result, we introduce the function spaces that we will be working with. First, we define the semiclassical phase space Lebesgue norms by

‖ρ‖_Lp := h^{3p} ‖ρ‖_p = h^{3p} Tr(|ρ|^p)^{1p}

for p ∈ [1, ∞], with the obvious modification for p = ∞. Here ‖ρ‖_p denotes the Schatten norm of order p and |A| = √ A^∗A the absolute value of the operator A with adjoint A^∗. Let p = −iℏ∇ be the momentum operator and

m_n := 1 + |p|^n , n ∈ N.

The moment of order n and the weighted semiclassical Lebesgue norms with the operator weight m_n are given by

M_n := h^3 Tr(|p|^n ρ) and ‖ρ‖_Lp_{(mn)} := ‖ρ m_n‖_Lp .

In order to consider the quantum analogue of Sobolev norms, we introduce the following operators

∇_xρ := [∇, ρ] and ∇_ξ ρ := � x iℏ , ρ � . 2

Then the semiclassical homogeneous Sobolev norms are defined by

‖ρ‖_Ẇ 1,p := 3� k=1 � ‖∇_{xk} ρ‖_Lp + ‖∇_{ξk} ρ‖_{Lp} �

with corresponding inhomogeneous Sobolev norms given by ‖ρ‖_W 1,p := ‖ρ‖_Lp + ‖ρ‖_Ẇ 1,p , and the weighted semiclassical Sobolev norms with the operator weight m_n by ‖ρ‖_W 1,p_{(mn)} := ‖ρ m_n‖_W 1,p .

Our main result states the global-in-time propagation of the regularity in terms of these norms.

Theorem 1.1. Let a ∈ � 0,^1_2 � , n ∈ 2N be an even integer and ρ be a solution to the Hartree–Fock equation (1) with initial datum ρ^{in} ∈ L^∞(m_n) satisfying (3) and such that ρ^{in} ∈ W^{1,2}(m_n) ∩ W^{1,q} (m_n) (4) for q ∈ [2, ∞), and with moments of order strictly larger than^3_{1−a} (n + a + 1) bounded uniformly in ℏ. Then

ρ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R_+ , W^{1,2}(m_n) ∩ W^{1,q}(m_n) ∩ L^∞(m_n)) (5)

uniformly in ℏ ∈ (0, 1).

Notice that Theorem 1.1 extends to arbitrarily long times the local-in-time theory studied in [7, Theorem 3.1] for a ∈ (0,^1_2 ). As a corollary, Theorem 1.1 entails the global-in-time derivation of the Hartree–Fock and the Vlasov equations from the many-body Schrödinger equation in the mean-field regime for mixed states, thus extending from local to global-in-time Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 in [7]. The crucial regularity conditions needed to perform the joint mean-field and semiclassical limit in [7] when a ∈ (0,^1_2 ) are indeed of the form (5) with q >^6_{1+2a} (take p = 2 and q = q_1 in the beginning of [7, Section 10.1]).

As in [13, 14], the key ingredient to getting long-time estimates in this work is the usage of quantum moments, used to bound the semiclassical weighted Lebesgue norms. In this paper, we prove the global-in-time propagation of quantum moments for the solution of the Hartree–Fock equation (1) when a ∈ (0,^4_5 ] and show that if a ∈ (0,^1_2 ) then the global-in-time bound on the moments, combined with a Grönwall-type argument, proves the uniformly-in-ℏ propagation of regularity in weighted semiclassical Sobolev spaces.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we recall the result obtained in [13] about the global-in-time propagation of quantum moments for the Hartree equation when a ∈ (0,^4_5 ] and extend it to solutions of the Hartree–Fock equation (1), while Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Propagation of Moments

Theorem 2.1. Let a ∈ (0,^4_5 ], n ∈ 2N and ρ be a solution of the Hartree–Fock equation with initial condition ρ^{in} ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞ with moments of order n bounded uniformly in ℏ. Then there exists a continuous function Φ_n ∈ C^0(R_+ ) independent of ℏ such that for any t ∈ R_+ ,

M_n(t) ≤ Φ_n(t).

Remark 2.1. If a ∈ (^4_5 , 2), then we can still get a short-time estimate when a ≤ a_n =^{2 n}_{n+3} (see Remark 2.3). In particular, a_n is larger than 1 as soon as n ≥ 3. More generally, for any a ∈ (0, 2), the propagation of moment of order n holds for any even n ≥ n_a =^{3 a}_{2−a} .

Remark 2.2. The proof of the theorem can be used to get an explicit function Φ_n(t). It has a polynomial growth in time when a <^4_5 , and an exponential growth in time when a =^4_5 .

2.1. The Hartree Equation. In this section, we recall the main ingredients of the proof of the propagation of moments for the Hartree equation obtained in [13, Theorem 3]. This provides us a guide for the extension to the case of the Hartree– Fock equation addressed in Theorem 2.1.

Recall that for any density operator ρ (i.e. any positive trace class operator with trace one), there exists J ⊂ N, a sequence of functions (ψ_j )_{j∈J} orthonormal in L^2(R^3 ) and a positive summable sequence (λ_j )_{j∈J} such that ρ can be written as ρ = � j∈J λ_j |ψ_j ⟩ ⟨ψ_j | .

For any even integer n ∈ 2N, we define the moment density of order n by

ρ_n(x) := h^3 � j∈J λ_j � �p^n2 ψ_j (x) � �^2 = diag�p^n2 ρ · p^n2 � (x) (6)

so that the moment of order n, previously defined, can be rewritten as M_n = ‖ρ_n‖_L1 . Notice we also have M_n = � �√ρ |p|^n2 � �^2_{L2} . With this notation, Inequality (38) in [13] reads � h^3 Tr

�_1 iℏ [V_ρ, |p|^n] ρ � ≤ C M^{12}_n sup_{(j,k,l)∈N3}

j+k+l=n/2−1

‖ρ_{2j} ‖^{12}_Lα ‖ρ_{2k}‖^{12}_{Lβ} ‖ρ_{2l}‖^{12}_Lγ , (7)

where 1 α^′ + 1 β^′ + 1 γ^′ = 1 b and α^′, β^′, γ^′ are the Hölder conjugates of α, β, γ respectively. The semiclassical kinetic inequality [13, Theorem 6], which is a generalization of the Lieb–Thirring inequality for the nth order moment density, tells us that for any (k, n) ∈ (2N)^2 verifying k ∈ [0, n] we have that

‖ρ_k‖_Lp ≤ C ‖ρ‖ 1 p′ L^∞ M 1 p n with p = p_{n,k} :=

3 + n 3 + k

. (8)

Combining this inequality with Inequality (7) implies the existence of some positive constants Θ, Θ_0, and Θ_2 such that the following estimate (see [13, Inequality (44)]) � �h^3 Tr�^1_{iℏ} [V_ρ, |p|^n] ρ� � � ≤ C ‖ρ‖^{Θ2}_{L∞} M^Θ0_{n−2} M^Θ_n

holds, where Θ ≤ 1 when a ≤^4_5 . This leads to the boundedness of moments by a Grönwall-type argument, together with the uniform boundedness of M_2 due to the conservation of energy and an induction on n. Moreover, when a <^4_5 , then Θ < 1, thus proving a polynomial growth in time in this latter case.

2.2. The Hartree–Fock Equation. We now consider the Hartree–Fock equation. By estimating the exchange (operator) term with a similar strategy, we get the analogue of [13, Theorem 3]. The analogue of Inequality (7) for the exchange term is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Denote the components of p by p_{xl} or simply p_l for l ∈ { 1, 2, 3 }. Suppose n ∈ N and define Q ⊂ [^1_2 , ∞]^4 the set of (q_1, q_2, q_3, q_4) verifying^1_{q1} +^1_{q2} ∈ (0, 2),^1_{q3} +^1_{q4} ∈ (0, 2) and 1 q^′_1 + 1 q^′_2 + 1 q^′_3 + 1 q^′_4 = 2 b . (9)

Then there exists a constant C independent of ℏ such that � � � � h^3 ℏ Tr � h^3X_ρ, p^n_l � ρ � � � � � ≤ C sup_{k1 ,...k4} inf_Q ‖ρ^k1 ‖ 1 2 L^q1 ‖ρk2 ‖ 1 2 L^q2 ‖ρk3 ‖ 1 2 L^q3 ‖ρk4 ‖ 1 2 L^q4 , (10)

where the supremum is taken over all the integers (k_1, . . . , k_4) ∈ N^4 such that k_1 + · · · + k_4 = 2 (n − 1).

Proof. Let us begin by making the observation that [X_ρ, p^n_l ]ρ is trace class. By the Leibniz formula, the kernel of p^n_l X_ρρ is given by

p^n_l X_ρρ(x, y) = n� k=0 � n k � � R^3

p^{n−k}_{xl} K(x − z) p^k_{xl} ρ(x, z) ρ(z, y) dz

= n� k=0 n−k� ℓ=0 � n k � n − k ℓ � (−1)^{n−k} � R^3

K(x − z) � p^k_{xl} p^ℓ_{zl} ρ(x, z) � p^{n−k−ℓ}

z_l ρ(z, y) dz

=: n� k=0 n−k� ℓ=0 � n k � n − k ℓ � (−1)^{n−k+1}A_{n,k,l}(x, y).

It is clear that each A_{n,k,l} is a product of two Hilbert–Schmidt operators, and so is trace class, provided ρ is sufficiently regular. Since X_ρp^n_l ρ = A_{n,0,0} is also trace class, it follows that [X_ρ, p^n_l ]ρ is indeed trace class.

Let I_n := Tr([X_ρ, p^n_l ] ρ). Then, by [8, VI.7 Theorem 17], we may express the trace of [X_ρ, p^n_l ] ρ in terms of its kernel as follows

I_n = � � R^6

K(x − y) ρ(y, x) p^n_{xl} (ρ)(x, y) − p^n_{xl} (K(x − y)ρ(x, y)) ρ(y, x) dx dy.

Therefore, using the Leibniz formula and then diagonalizing the self-adjoint compact operator ρ yields

I_n = − n−1� k=0 � n k � � �

R^6

(p^{n−k}_{xl} K)(x − y) � p^k_{xl} ρ(x, y) � ρ(y, x) dx dy

= − � (i,j)∈J^2

n−1� k=0 � n k � λ_i λ_j � R^3

(p^{n−k}_l K) ∗ � ψ_i ψ_j � p^k_l (ψ_i) ψ_j ,

and so

I_n iℏ = � (i,j)∈J^2

n−1� k=0 � n k � λ_i λ_j � R^3

(∂_lK) ∗ p^{n−1−k}_l � ψ_i ψ_j � p^k_l (ψ_i) ψ_j .

Let I_{n,k} denote the integral in the above formula. We need to balance the powers of p_l in I_{n,k}. For simplicity of notation, we assume n = 2 ~n ∈ 2 N. The case when n is odd is similar. Then, if k ≤ ~n, we have

I_{n,k} = � R^3

(∂_lK) ∗ p^{ñ−1}_l � ψ_i ψ_j � p^{ñ−k}_l � p^k_l (ψ_i) ψ_j � = ñ−k�

ℓ=0 ñ−1�

ℓ̃=0 � ~n − k ℓ � ~n − 1 ~ℓ � I_{n,k,ℓ,}~_ℓ,

where

I_{n,k,ℓ,}~_ℓ = � R^3

(∂_lK) ∗ � p^{ℓ̃}_l (ψ_i) p^{ñ−1−ℓ̃}_l (ψ_j ) � p^{ñ−ℓ}_l (ψ_i) p^ℓ_l (ψ_j ).

Now notice that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for sums and Definition (6) for the moment density, we have that

h^{2d} � (i,j)∈J^2

λ_i λ_j I_{n,k,ℓ,}~_ℓ ≤ � R^3

|∂_lK| ∗ � ρ^{12}_{2ℓ̃} ρ^{12}_{2(ñ−1−ℓ̃)} � ρ^{12}_{2(ñ−ℓ)} ρ^{12}_{2ℓ}

≤ C_K ‖ρ_2~_ℓ‖^{12}_Lq_1 � � �ρ_{2(ñ−1−}~_{ℓ)} � � � 1 2 L^q2 � �ρ_{2(ñ−ℓ)} � �^12_{Lq3} ‖ρ_{2ℓ}‖^12_{Lq4} ,

where the last inequality follows from the Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev inequality and the Hölder inequality. Similarly, when k > ~n, we have that

I_{n,k} := � R^3

p^{k−ñ}_l � (∂_lK) ∗ p^{n−k−1}_l � ψ_i ψ_j � ψ_j � p^ñ_l (ψ_i) = k−ñ�

ℓ=0 ñ−1−ℓ�

ℓ̃=0 � k − ~n ℓ � ~n − 1 − ℓ ~ℓ � I_{n,k,ℓ,}~_ℓ

where

I_{n,k,ℓ,}~_ℓ = � R^3

(∂_lK) ∗ � p^{ℓ̃}_l (ψ_i) p^{ñ−1−ℓ−ℓ̃} l (ψ_j ) � p^ℓ_l (ψ_j ) p^ñ_l (ψ_i).

Mimicking the estimates we obtained above for the case k ≤ ~n completes the proof of the lemma. □

Now combining the semiclassical kinetic interpolation inequality (8) for n = 2 and another n ∈ N, we get the following inequalities (See [14, Propostion 3.2]).

Lemma 2.2. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ n and p^′_{n,k} =

�_n k �_′ � 1 +^3_n � =^{3+n}_{n−k} . Then for any p ∈ [1, p_{n,k}], if k ≥ 2 or if p ≥ p_{2,0} =^5_3 , it holds

‖ρ_k‖_Lp ≤ C 1 p′ n,k ‖ρ‖ 1 p′ L^∞ M θ_2

2 M^{θn}_n

with θ_2 =^{n−k}_{n−2} −^{3+n}_{n−2}^1_{p′} and θ_n =^{k−2}_{n−2} +^5_{n−2}^1_{p′} . If k = 0 and p ≤ p_{2,0} then

‖ρ‖_Lp ≤ C^{1p′} ‖ρ‖ 1 p′ L^∞ M

1−^5_{2 p′} 0 M 3 2 p′ 2 . These two inequalities can be merged into a single inequality in terms of the non-homogeneous moments 1 + M_n = h^3 Tr(ρ m_n).

Corollary 2.1. For any n ≥ 2, k ∈ [0, n] and p ∈ [1, p_{n,k}], there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any compact operator ρ we have the following estimate

‖ρ_k‖_Lp ≤ C ‖ρ‖ 1 p′ L^∞ (1 + M2) θ_2 (1 + M

n)^{θn} , (11)

with θ_n =^{k−2}_{n−2} +^5_{n−2}^1_{p′} .

Remark 2.3. If (q_j )_{j=1,...,4} verify q_j ∈ [1, p_{n,kj} ] and

�_4 j=1 k_j = 2 (n − 1), then q^′_j ∈ [p^′_{n,kj} , ∞] so 0 ≤ 4� j=1 1 q^′_j ≤ 4� j=1 n − k_j n + 3 = 2 (n + 1)

n + 3 .

Hence, we can find such a family verifying (9) as soon as^{2(n+1)}_{n+3} ≥^2_b , or equivalently as soon as a ≤^{2 n}_{n+3} =: a_n.

We can now complete the proof of Theorem 2.1 using a similar strategy as to the one explained in Section 2.1 for the Hartree equation. Instead of proceeding by induction and bounding the time derivative of M_n by a product involving M_n and M_{n−2}, we directly estimate it by a product involving M_n and M_2. This method allows us to improve slightly the result of [13, Theorem 3], even in the case of the Hartree equation, as it allows us to propagate moments of high order locally in time for any a ∈ (0, 2) while [13, Theorem 3] only covers the case a ∈ (0,^8_7 ) in dimension 3.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Taking the time derivative of moments and using the cyclicity of the trace yields iℏ d dt Tr(ρ p^n_l ) = − Tr([V_ρ, p^n_l ] ρ) − Tr([X_ρ, p^n_l ] ρ) .

Then, by Inequality (7), which also holds for p^n_l in place of |p|^n, and Inequality (10), we deduce that � � � �h^3 d dt Tr(ρ p^n_l ) � � � � ≤ C^{n,a} sup

k_1 +···+k_4 =2(n−1)

inf_Q ‖ρ_{k1} ‖^{12}_Lq_1 ‖ρ_{k2} ‖^{12}_Lq_2 ‖ρ_{k3} ‖^{12}_Lq_3 ‖ρ_{k4} ‖^{12}_Lq_4

with the notations of Lemma 2.1. Using the interpolation formula (11) for each of the terms in the right-hand side of the above inequality, we get � � � � h^3 iℏ Tr � h^3X_ρ, p^n_l � ρ � � � � � ≤ C^{n,a} ‖ρ‖ 1 b L^∞ (1 + M2)

Θ_2 (1 + M

n)^{Θn}

with Θ_2 =^{n+1}_{n−2} −^{n+3}_{n−2}^1_b and

Θ_n =

2n − 10 2 (n − 2) + 5 n − 2 1 b = 1 + 1 n − 2 � 5 b − 3 � . Moreover, by [7, Lemma 6.3], M_n can be further bounded by

C^{−1} 3� l=1 Tr(ρ (1 + p^n_l )) ≤ M_n ≤ C 3� l=1 Tr(ρ (1 + p^n_l ))

for some C > 0. In particular

Θ_n ≤ 1 ⇐⇒ b ≥^5_3 ⇐⇒ a ≤^4_5

which yields the result by Grönwall’s Lemma. □

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Notice that bounds on the moments imply bounds on the semiclassical Schatten norms for any p ∈ [2, ∞). More precisely, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let ρ be a positive trace class operator. Then, for any p ∈ [2, ∞), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖ρ m_n‖_Lp ≤ C ‖ρ‖ 1 p′ L^∞ (1 + Mnp) 1 p . Proof. Using the fact that ρ is a bounded operator, we get that

‖ρ m_n‖_Lp ≤ ‖ρ‖ 1 p′ L^∞ � �ρ^1_p m_n � � L^p

≤ ‖ρ‖ 1 p′ L^∞ � �√ρ m^p_{2n} � �^{2p}

L^2

= ‖ρ‖ 1 p′ L^∞ h

3 Tr(ρ m^p_n)^{1p} ,

where the second inequality follows from the Araki–Lieb–Thirring inequality. □

For p = ∞, we control ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞ by means of a Grönwall argument. We will need the following commutator estimates in the spirit of [13, 7], but improved to lead to large time estimates.

Proposition 3.2 (Weighted commutator estimate). Let a ∈ (0,^1_2 ), n ∈ N and q ∈ [1, ∞]. Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1) and n_1 > n + a + 1, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for every compact self-adjoint operators ρ and μ 1 ℏ � �∇V_ρ, p^n_j � μ � �_{Lq} ≤ C ‖ρ m_{n1} ‖_{Lr±ε} ‖μ m_n‖_{Lq} , (12) 1 ℏ � �V_ρ, p^n_j � μ � �_{Lq} ≤ C (‖ρ m_{n1} ‖_{Lr±ε} + M_0) ‖μ m_n‖_{Lq} , (13)

where r =^3_{1−a} and ‖·‖_Lr±ε stands for the norm

‖·‖_Lr±ε := ‖·‖_Lr+ε_{∩L}r−ε = ‖·‖_Lr+ε + ‖·‖_Lr−ε .

Proof of Proposition 3.2. We first proceed as in [13, 7] and write 1 ℏ � �∇V_ρ, p^n_j � μ � �_{Lq} ≤^{n−1} � ℓ=0 C_ℓ � �g_ℓ p^{n−1−ℓ} j μ � �_{Lq} ≤^{n−1} � ℓ=0 C_ℓ ‖g_ℓ‖_L∞ ‖μ m_n‖_Lq ,

where g_ℓ is the function defined by g_ℓ(x) = (p^ℓ_j (∂_j∇V_ρ))(x) and C_ℓ =

�_{n−1} k=ℓ �_k ℓ � . Noticing that

g_ℓ = −∂_j∇K ∗ (p^ℓ_j ρ) = −∂_j∇K ∗ diag � ad^ℓ_{pj} (ρ) �

where ad_A(X) := [A, X] and using the fact that ∂_j∇K ∈ L^{3a+2 +ϵ} + L^{3a+2 −ϵ} for any ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, then Young’s inequality yields

‖g_ℓ‖_L∞ ≤ C_K � � �diag � ad^ℓ_{pj}(ρ) � �_{Lr±ε}

for any ε ∈ (0, 1). By [7, Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 6.5], it implies that

‖g_ℓ‖_L∞ ≤ C_K � � �ad^ℓ_{pj} (ρ) mn_0 � � �_{Lr±ε} ≤ 2^{ℓ+1} CK ‖ρ mn_0+n−1‖_Lr±ε

with n_0 > 3/r^′. This proves Inequality (12). When ∇V_ρ is replaced by V_ρ, then we just replace ∇K by K and so we need to find a L^∞ bound for the function

g_ℓ = −∂_jK ∗ (p^ℓ_j ρ).

When ℓ > 0, we just write g_ℓ = iℏ ∂^2_j K ∗ (p^{ℓ−1}_j ρ) and then use the same estimates as for ∇V_ρ. If ℓ = 0, then g_ℓ = −∂_jK ∗ ρ is bounded using Young’s inequality by ‖g_ℓ‖_L∞ ≤ ‖ρ‖_Lb′±ε ≤ ‖ρ‖_Lr + ‖ρ‖_L1 since b^′ ≤ r. By [7, Proposition 6.4], ‖ρ‖_Lr ≤ ‖ρ m_{n0} ‖_Lr with n_0 > 3/r^′ = a+2. □

Proposition 3.3. Let a ∈ � 0,^1_2 � and ρ be a solution to the Hartree–Fock equation (1). Assume ρ^{in} ∈ L^∞(m_n) for some even n ∈ 2N with moments of order (n + a + 1)

�_3 1−a + ε � bounded uniformly in ℏ for some ε ∈ � 0, 1 � . Then ρ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R_+ , L^∞(m_n)).

Proof. By [7, Lemma 6.2] with q → ∞, we have d dt ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞ ≤ 1 ℏ ‖[V_ρ, m_n] ρ‖_{L∞} + 1 ℏ � h^3X_ρ, m_n � ρ � L^∞ . (14)

Next, we use Proposition 3.2 to bound the first term on the right-hand side of Inequality (14), leading to 1 ℏ ‖[V_ρ, m_n] ρ‖_{L∞} ≲ (1 + ‖ρ m_{n1} ‖_Lr±ε ) ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞ ,

where r =^3_{1−a} . Since ε ≤ 1 and r ≥ 3, we see that r − ε ≥ 2 which allows us to apply Proposition 3.1 to get 1 ℏ ‖[V_ρ, m_n] ρ‖_{L∞} ≲ � 1 + ‖ρ‖_L∞ + M_{n1(r+ε)} � ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞ . (15)

As for the second term on the right-hand side of Inequality (14), we first observe that by [7, Lemma 6.4]

ℏ^{32 −a} ‖∇_xρ m_n‖_Lp = ℏ^{12 −a} ‖[p, ρ] m_n‖_Lp ≤ 2 ℏ^{12 −a} ‖ρ m_{n+1}‖_Lp , and then apply [7, Proposition 6.8] with m_n = 1 + |p|^n to get 1 ℏ � �h^3X_ρ, m_n� ρ � �_{L∞} ≲ ℏ^12^{−a} ‖ρ m_{n+1}‖_{L2} ‖ρ m_n‖_{L∞} .

Proposition 3.1 allows us to bound ‖ρ m_{n+1}‖_L2 in terms of M_{2(n+1)} and obtain the following inequality for the left-hand side of Equation (14) d dt ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞ ≲ � 1 + ‖ρ‖_L∞ + M_{n1(r+ε)} + M_{2(n+1)} � ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞

that gives a bound on ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞ by means of Grönwall’s Lemma and the control on moments established in Theorem 2.1. □

Summarizing, Theorem 2.1 and the two propositions 3.1 and 3.3 imply the following result.

Corollary 3.1. Let a ∈ � 0,^1_2 � and ρ be a solution to the Hartree–Fock equation (1).

For n ∈ 2N and let ρ^{in} ∈ L^∞(m_n) with moment of order (n + a + 1)

�_3

1−a + ε � bounded uniformly in ℏ for some ε ∈ (0, 1). Then for any q ∈ [2, ∞], we have that ρ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R_+ , L^q (m_n)).

We use the standard notation x ≲ y to denote x ≤ Cy for some constant C > 0 which is independent of x, y and ℏ.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. To propagate quantum Sobolev norms, we proceed as in [7, Section 6] and consider the inequalities d dt ‖∇_xρ m_n‖_Lq ≤ 1 ℏ � ‖[V_ρ, m_n] ∇_xρ‖_{Lq} + ‖[∇V_ρ, m_n] ρ‖_{Lq} � + 1 ℏ ‖[∇V_ρ, ρ m_n]‖_{Lq} + 1 ℏ � h^3X_ρ, m_n � ∇_xρ � L^q + 1 ℏ � h^3X_{∇xρ}, ρ � m_n � L^q and d dt ‖∇_ξ ρ m_n‖_{Lq} ≤ 1 ℏ ‖[V_ρ, m_n] ∇_ξρ‖_{Lq} + ‖∇_xρ m_n‖_Lq + 1 ℏ � �h^3X_ρ, m_n� ∇_ξ ρ � �_{Lq} + 1 ℏ � �h^3X_{∇ξρ}, ρ� m_n � �_{Lq}

and we define N_q = N_q(t) := ‖ρ‖_W 1,q_{(mn)}. Now, when q ≤^6_{1+2a} , [7, Proposition 6.5] yields an estimate of the form 1 ℏ ‖[∇V_ρ, ρ m_n]‖_{Lq} ≤ ‖ρ‖_Lr±ε_{∩L}2 ‖∇_x(ρ m_n)‖_Lq (16)

with r =^3_{1−a} . Then, using the above inequality, Proposition 3.2 and, similarly as in the proof of the previous proposition, [7, Proposition 6.8 and Proposition 6.9] to bound the terms involving the exchange term, we obtain for any q ≤^6_{1+2a} d dt N_q ≲ (1 + ‖ρ m_{n1} ‖_Lr±ε ) N_q + ‖ρ‖_Lr±ε_{∩L}2 N_q

+ h^{12 −a} ‖ρ m_{n+1}‖_L2 N_q + h^3(^{1q + 12 − 1b} ) ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞ N_2,

with n_1 > n + a + 1. Notice that for a ∈ (0,^1_2 ) the quantity^1_q +^1_2 −^1_b is positive for every q ∈ [2, ∞). Hence, for h ∈ (0, 1), we have that d dt (N_2 + N_q ) ≲ (1 + ‖ρ m_{n1} ‖_Lr±ε + ‖ρ m_n‖_L∞ + ‖ρ m_{n+1}‖_L2 ) (N_2 + N_q)

which proves Theorem 1.1 for q ≤^6_{1+2a} by Corollary 3.1 and Grönwall’s Lemma. The limitation on q is due to the fact that we do not want to have any ∇ρ in the right-hand side of Inequality (16). But now that we obtained the boundedness of N_2, we can propagate higher norms of the form N_{q2} when q_2 >^6_{1+2a} . Indeed, [7, Proposition 6.5] also yields for instance 1 ℏ ‖[∇V_ρ, ρ m_n]‖_{L∞} ≤ ‖ρ‖^{1−θ}_L2 ‖ρ‖^θ_H1 ‖∇_x(ρ m_n)‖_L∞

with θ =^3_b −^1_2 = a +^1_2 ∈ (0, 1), and ‖ρ‖_L2 is controlled by N_2. All the q_2 ∈ (2, ∞) follow in the same way finishing the proof of the theorem. □

Acknowledgments. J.C. was supported by the NSF through the RTG grant DMS- RTG 184031. C.S. acknowledges the NCCR SwissMAP and the support of the SNSF through the Eccellenza project PCEFP2_181153.

Data availability. All data are contained and available in the paper.

References

[1] N. Benedikter, V. Jakšić, M. Porta, C. Saffirio, and B. Schlein. Mean-Field Evolution of Fermionic Mixed States. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 69(12):2250– 2303, Dec. 2016.

[2] N. Benedikter, M. Porta, and B. Schlein. Mean-field Evolution of Fermionic Systems. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 331(3):1087–1131, Nov. 2014.

[3] A. Bove, G. Da Prato, and G. Fano. An existence proof for the Hartree–Fock time-dependent problem with bounded two-body interaction. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 37(3):183–191, Sept. 1974.

[4] A. Bove, G. Da Prato, and G. Fano. On the Hartree–Fock time-dependent problem. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 49(1):25–33, Feb. 1976.

[5] F. Castella. L^2 solutions to the Schrödinger–Poisson System: Existence, Uniqueness, Time Behaviour, and Smoothing Effects. Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 07(08):1051–1083, Dec. 1997.

[6] J. M. Chadam. The time-dependent Hartree–Fock equations with Coulomb two-body interaction. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 46(2):99–104, June 1976.

[7] J. J. Chong, L. Lafleche, and C. Saffirio. From Many-Body Quantum Dynamics to the Hartree–Fock and Vlasov Equations with Singular Potentials. arXiv:2103.10946, pages 1– 74, Mar. 2021.

[8] S. A. Gaal. Linear Analysis and Representation Theory. Number 198 in Die Grundlehren Der Mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, Sept. 1973.

[9] J. Ginibre and G. Velo. On a Class of non Linear Schrödinger Equations with non Local Interaction. Mathematische Zeitschrift, 170(2):109–136, June 1980.

[10] J. Ginibre and G. Velo. The Global Cauchy Problem for the non Linear Schrödinger Equation Revisited. Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré C, Analyse non linéaire, 2(4):309–327, July 1985.

[11] F. Golse, S. Jin, and T. Paul. On the Convergence of Time Splitting Methods for Quantum Dynamics in the Semiclassical Regime. Foundations of Computational Mathematics, 21(3):613–647, June 2021.

[12] R. Illner, P. F. Zweifel, and H. Lange. Global Existence, Uniqueness and Asymptotic Behaviour of Solutions of the Wigner–Poisson and Schrodinger–Poisson Systems. Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences, 17(5):349–376, Apr. 1994.

[13] L. Lafleche. Propagation of Moments and Semiclassical Limit from Hartree to Vlasov Equation. Journal of Statistical Physics, 177(1):20–60, Oct. 2019.

[14] L. Lafleche. Global Semiclassical Limit from Hartree to Vlasov Equation for Concentrated Initial Data. Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré C, Analyse non linéaire, 38(6):1739–1762, Nov. 2021.

[15] L. Lafleche and C. Saffirio. Strong Semiclassical Limit from Hartree and Hartree–Fock to Vlasov–Poisson Equation. Analysis & PDE, to appear:1–35, Oct. 2021.

[16] M. Lewin and J. Sabin. The Hartree Equation for Infinitely Many Particles I. Well-Posedness Theory. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 334(1):117–170, Feb. 2015.

[17] P.-L. Lions and T. Paul. Sur les mesures de Wigner. Revista Matemática Iberoamericana, 9(3):553–618, 1993.

[18] M. Porta, S. Rademacher, C. Saffirio, and B. Schlein. Mean Field Evolution of Fermions with Coulomb Interaction. Journal of Statistical Physics, 166(6):1345–1364, Mar. 2017.

[19] C. Saffirio. Semiclassical Limit to the Vlasov Equation with Inverse Power Law Potentials.

Communications in Mathematical Physics, 373(2):571–619, Mar. 2019.

[20] C. Saffirio. From the Hartree equation to the Vlasov–Poisson system: Strong convergence for a class of mixed states. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 52(6):5533–5553, Jan. 2020.