arXiv:2403.15880v1 [math-ph] 23 Mar 2024

Semiclassical Limit of the Bogoliubov–de Gennes Equation

Jacky J. Chong

School of Mathematical Sciences, Peking University, Beĳing, China

Laurent Lafleche

Unité de Mathématiques pures et appliquées, École Normale Supérieure de Lyon, Lyon, France

Chiara Saffirio

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, University of Basel, Basel, Switzerland

Abstract. In this paper, we rewrite the time-dependent Bogoliubov–de Gennes equation in an appropriate semiclassical form and establish its semiclassical limit to a two-particle kinetic transport equation with an effective mean-field background potential satisfying the one-particle Vlasov equation. Moreover, for some semiclassical regimes, we obtain a higher-order correction to the two-particle kinetic transport equation, capturing a nontrivial two-body interaction effect. The convergence is proven for C^2 interaction potentials in terms of a semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric. Furthermore, combining our current results with the results of Marcantoni et al. [arXiv:2310.15280], we establish a joint semiclassical and mean-field approximation of the dynamics of a system of spin-^1_2 Fermions by the Vlasov equation in some negative order Sobolev topology.

Table of Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. The time-dependent Bogoliubov–de Gennes equation 2 1.2. Semiclassical regimes and classical phase space dynamics 3 1.3. Semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric 5 1.4. Main results 5 1.5. Previously known results 7 1.6. Plan of the paper 8

E-mail addresses: jwchong@math.pku.edu.cn, laurent.lafleche@ens-lyon.fr, chiara.saffirio@unibas.ch.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 82C10 (81S30, 35Q55, 35Q83, 82C05). Key words and phrases. mean-field limit, semiclassical limit, Bogoliubov–de Gennes equation, many-body Schrödinger equation, Hartree–Fock equation, Vlasov equation.

2. The strategy: semiclassical Bogoliubov–de Gennes equation 8 2.1. Scaling the BdG equation 8 2.2. Conservation laws and a priori estimates 10 3. Proof of the main results 14 3.1. A dynamics for the couplings 14 3.2. Estimating the semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metrics 15 4. Application to the effective approximation of quantum systems 21 4.1. Quasi-free approximation of interacting spin-^1_2 fermions 21 4.2. SU(2) invariance 24 4.3. The joint mean-field and semiclassical limit 26 References 27

1. Introduction

1.1. The time-dependent Bogoliubov–de Gennes equation. We consider the timedependent Bogoliubov–de Gennes (BdG) equation, sometimes referred to as the generalized Hartree–Fock equation or the Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov equation. It describes the time evolution of generalized one-particle reduced density operators, which are self-adjoint operators Γ acting on h ⊕ h, satisfying the operator bound 0 ≤ Γ ≤ 1_{h⊕h}, and having the form

(1.1) Γ = � γ α −α 1 − γ � , where h = L^2(R^d , C ) denotes the one-particle state space, A represents the operator whose integral kernel is the conjugate of the kernel of the operator A. Here, the bounded linear operators γ and α acting on h are called, respectively, the one-particle density operator and the pairing operator. It follows from properties of Γ that γ and α satisfy

(1.2) 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, α^∗ = −α, γ α = α γ, and |α^∗|^2 ≤ γ (1 − γ) ,

where |A| = √ A^∗A.

The BdG equation models many-body dynamics with an interparticle interaction potential U, which we assume to satisfy, for some constant C ≥ 0, the conditions

(1.3) U(x) = U(−x), U ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d ), and U^2 ≤ C (1 − Δ) .

Let p = −iℏ∇_x denote the momentum operator with ℏ = h/(2π), where h is the Planck constant, and define the Hartree–Fock Hamiltonian associated with γ by the operator

H_γ =

|p|^2 2 + V_γ − X_γ .

In the above expression, V_γ is the multiplication operator by the mean-field potential defined by V_γ (x) = U ∗ diag(γ)(x) = � R^d

U(x − y) γ(y, y) dy and X_γ is the exchange operator defined through its integral kernel X_γ (x, y) = U(x − y) γ(x, y).

Moreover, we define the generalized Hartree–Fock Hamiltionian acting on h ⊕ h by the matrix operator

H_Γ = � H_γ X_α X^∗_α −H_γ � . Then the BdG equation reads (1.4) iℏ ∂_tΓ = [H_Γ, Γ] , where [A, B] := AB − BA is the operator commutator. Equivalently, Equation (1.4) can be written as the following coupled system of equations iℏ ∂_tγ = [H_γ , γ] + X_α α^∗ − α X^∗_α ,

(1.5a) iℏ ∂_tα = H_γ α + α H_γ + X_α (1 − γ) − γ X_α .

(1.5b) Notice that if α = 0, then γ solves the Hartree–Fock equation (1.6) iℏ ∂_tγ = [H_γ , γ] .

This justifies the claim that the BdG equation is a generalization of the Hartree– Fock equation with a non-zero pairing operator. Observe also the fact that the self-adjointness of Γ and 0 ≤ Γ ≤ 1_{h⊕h} are preserved under the BdG dynamics, in particular the Properties (1.2) remain true along the dynamics. We refer to [7] for discussions regarding the well-posedness and additional properties of the equation. In fact, Conditions (1.3) are taken from [7], which guarantees the global well-posedness of solutions.

1.2. Semiclassical regimes and classical phase space dynamics. The purpose of this paper is the study of the BdG equation (1.4) in the semiclassical regime, that is on space-time scales where the Planck constant h becomes negligible. To make connection with earlier studies on the effective approximation of many-body interacting fermionic systems (see Section 4), we set N = Tr(γ) and write

U(x) = 1 N K(x),

where K : R^d → R is independent of N and ℏ and satisfies Conditions (1.3), and the factor N^{−1} is the mean-field coupling constant.

In the context of the semiclassical limit, it is convenient to define the rescaled operator

(1.7) ρ := 1 Nh^d γ, so that h^d Tr(ρ) = 1. We will call positive operators verifying this trace normalization density operators and denote this class of operators by P(h). We also define the semiclassical Schatten norms, which are quantum analogues of the Lebesgue norms on the phase space, by (1.8) ‖ρ‖_Lp := h^{d/p} (Tr(|ρ|^p))^{1/p} .

These norms are helpful in identifying the necessary scaling of quantum objects that will lead to a nontrivial semiclassical limit.

In the case of zero pairing, we see that the scaling (1.7) leads to rewrite Equation (1.6) as follows

(1.9) iℏ ∂_tρ = [H_ρ, ρ] with H_ρ =

|p|^2 2 + V_ρ − h^d X_ρ ,

where V_ρ = K ∗ ϱ(x) and ϱ(x) is the spatial distribution of particles defined by

(1.10) ϱ(x) = diag(ρ) (x) := h^d ρ(x, x)

and the exchange operator X_ρ has the integral kernel

(1.11) X_ρ(x, y) = K(x − y) ρ(x, y) .

Furthermore, with this scaling, it is known that in the semiclassical limit ℏ → 0 one can recover classical phase space dynamics from the Hartree–Fock dynamics (see e.g. [38, 6, 35]). More precisely, one obtains as the semiclassical approximation of Equation (1.9) the Vlasov equation

(1.12) ∂_tf + ξ · ∇_χf + E_f · ∇_ξf = 0 with f(0, χ, ξ) = f^{in}(χ, ξ) ≥ 0 ,

where f is a time-dependent probability density on R^{2d} = R^d_χ ×R^d_ξ , E_f = −∇V_f is the self-consistent force field associated to the mean-field potential V_f (χ) = (K∗ρ_f )(t,χ) with ρ_f the spatial density defined by

ρ_f (t,χ) = � R^d

f(t, χ, ξ) dξ .

In this work, we want to extend the above result to the case of the BdG equation (1.5), with a non-zero pairing operator α. To this end, we define the two-particle operator

(1.13) ρ_α = λ |α⟩⟨α|

as the orthogonal projection in h ⊗ h onto the function defined by (x, y) → α(x, y), and where λ > 0 is chosen so that h^{2d} Tr(ρ_α) = 1. This allows us to rewrite the BdG equation (1.5) in the equivalent form (2.7), as shown in Section 2.1, and compare it with its classical analogue

∂_tf + ξ · ∇_χf + E_f · ∇_ξf = 0

(1.14a)

∂_tF + ξ_{12} · ∇_{χ12} F + E_{12} · ∇_{ξ12} F = 1 N ∇K(χ_1 − χ_2) · (∇_{ξ1} − ∇_{ξ2} ) F

(1.14b)

where F (z_{12}) = F (z_1, z_2) is the two-particle distribution function defined on R^{2d} × R^{2d} , χ_{12} := (χ_1, χ_2) ∈ R^{2d}_χ , ξ_{12} := (ξ_1, ξ_2) ∈ R^{2d}_ξ and E_{12} := (E_f (χ_1), E_f (χ_2)).

Notice that System (1.14) is well-posed. Indeed, being that Equation (1.14a) is a Vlasov equation with smooth interaction K, it is well-posed by standard techniques (see e. g. [14]). Given f, a solution of equation (1.14a), and the corresponding vector field E_{12}, equation (1.14b) is simply a linear transport equation with smooth vector field, which is well-posed by standard characteristics methods.

1.3. Semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric. We now introduce the tools that we will use in our main theorem to prove the semiclassical limit of the BdG equation (2.7).

Denote z = (χ, ξ) ∈ R^{2d} . Let f be a probability density function on R^{2d} and ρ ∈ P(h). A coupling of f and ρ is a measurable function γ : z → γ(z) defined for almost all z ∈ R^{2d} with values in the space of bounded linear operators acting on h such that, for almost all z ∈ R^{2d} , we have that γ(z) ≥ 0 and it satisfies the conditions

(1.15) h^d Tr_h(γ(z)) = f(z) and � R^{2d}

γ(z) dz = ρ .

The set of all couplings of f and ρ is denoted by C(f, ρ). Next, we define the semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric by

(1.16) W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ) = � inf γ∈C(f,ρ) � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_h (c(z) γ(z)) dz

� 1_2

with the cost function c(z) defined by the unbounded operator whose action on test functions φ gives

(c(z)φ)(x) = |χ − x|^2 φ(x) + |ξ − p|^2 φ(x)

and p = −iℏ∇_x. The notation Tr_h(c γ) should be understood as Tr_h(c^{1/2} γ c^{1/2}) in general if c γ is not trace class. The above semiclassical optimal transport pseudometric between density operators and classical phase space functions was first introduced in [19]. It can be viewed as an intermediate notion between the classical Monge–Kantorovich distance (Wasserstein distance) of exponent 2 on the space of Borel probability measures and the quantum optimal transport pseudo-metric on the space of density operators defined in [18]. The properties of these pseudo-metrics can be found in [19, 22, 8, 33].

Likewise, for any two-particle probability density function F (z_1, z_2) on R^{2d} × R^{2d} and two-particle density operator ρ_2 ∈ P(h ⊗ h), we denote by W_{2,ℏ}(F, ρ_2) their semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric, defined in the same way with h replaced by h ⊗ h and R^{2d} replaced by R^{2d} × R^{2d} .

1.4. Main results. We are now ready to state our main results. In our first theorem, we will be concerned with the limit to the following classical equations corresponding to Equations (1.14a)–(1.14b) with N = ∞.

(1.17)

∂_tf + ξ · ∇_χf + E_f · ∇_ξf = 0 , ∂_tF + ξ_{12} · ∇_{χ12} F + E_{12} · ∇_{ξ12} F = 0 .

Theorem 1.1. Let d ≥ 3 and assume Nℏ ≥ C where C does not depend on N and ℏ, K be an even, real-valued function such that ∇^2K ∈ L^∞(R^d , R^{2d} ), ^K ∈ L^1(R^d ) and x → |x| K(x) ∈ L^∞(R^d ). Let (γ, α) be a solution of the BdG equations (1.5) and let ρ and ρ_α be their rescaled versions defined in (1.7) and (1.13) with initial data (ρ^{in}, ρ^{in}_α ) ∈ P(h) × P(h^{⊗2}) such that

h^d Tr � ρ^{in} |p|^4 � , h^d Tr � ρ^{in} |x|^4 � and � � �ρ^{in} � � �_{Ld}

are uniformly bounded in ℏ. Let (f, F ) be the solutions of the system (1.17) with initial conditions (f^{in}, F^{in}), which are probability density functions defined on R^{2d} and R^{2d} × R^{2d} , respectively, and such that � R^{2d}

|z|^2 f^{in}(z) dz < ∞ and � R^{2d} ×R^{2d} � |z_1|^2 + |z_2|^2 � F^{in}(z_1, z_2) dz_1 dz_2 < ∞ .

Then there exist a constant C dependent on ‖K‖_C2 and the semiclassical Schatten norms of ρ^{in} but independent of N and ℏ, such that for any t ≥ 0 (1.18)

W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ)^2 + W_{2,ℏ}(F, ρ_α)^2 ≤ � W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in})^2 + W_{2,ℏ}(F^{in}, ρ^{in}_α )^2 + ℏ � e^{C eC t} .

Remark 1.1. The optimal transport pseudo-metrics that are used in the above theorem are not distances since W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ) ≥ d ℏ (see [22]). However, they still imply convergence in the semiclassical regime ℏ → 0. More precisely, introducing the Wigner transform

(1.19) f_ρ(χ, ξ) = � R^d

e^{−iξ·y/ℏ} ρ(χ +^y_2 , χ −^y_2 ) dy ,

and the Husimi transform f̃_ρ = g_h ∗f_ρ with g_h(z) = (πℏ)^{−d} e^{−|z|2/ℏ}, it holds (see [19, Theorem 2.4]) W_2(f, f̃_ρ)^2 ≤ W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ)^2 + d ℏ

and so convergence of W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ) to 0 implies the convergence of the Husimi transform of ρ (and so also its Wigner transform, see [38]) to f. On the other hand, the right-hand side of Inequality (1.18) is also small initially and, if the operator ρ is sufficiently regular, f̃_ρ is close to f, as follows from the following inequality which follows from [33, Theorem 1.1] and [21, Theorem 3.5]

W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ) ≤ W_2(f, f̃_ρ) + √ dℏ + D_ρ ℏ

where D_ρ = ‖∇f^√_ρ‖_L2_{(R}2d_) is proportional to the Wigner–Yanase skew information of ρ.

Remark 1.2. The double-exponential growth on the right-hand side of (1.18) is due to the propagation of the Schatten norm L^d for ρ. We can get a better bound in terms of time dependence in the regime where Nh^d is of order 1. Indeed, in this case ‖ρ‖_Ld ≤ 1 and then the e^{C eCt} can be replaced by a function of the form e^{Λ(t)} for some polynomial function Λ.

In this next theorem, we consider semiclassical regime which allows us to obtain a nontrivial order 1/N two-body interaction effect correction to the dynamics of F .

Theorem 1.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1 but with Nh → 0 and (f, F ) solutions of the system (1.14), let ‖α^{in}‖_L2 ≤ CNh. Then there exists T and C_T , independent of ℏ and N but dependent on ‖∇^2K‖_L∞ and the semiclassical Schatten norms of ρ^{in}, such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

(1.20) W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ)^2+W_{2,ℏ}(F, ρ_α)^2 ≤ C_T � W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in})^2 + W_{2,ℏ}(F^{in}, ρ^{in}_α )^2 + ℏ � .

Remark 1.3. As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 and the main result of Marcantoni et al. in [39, Theorem 3.3], we establish a global-in-time joint semiclassical and mean-field approximation of the dynamics of a system of spin-^1_2 fermions with quasi-free initial data that are close to Slater determinant-like states by solutions of the Vlasov equation. In particular, we establish the convergence in some negative Sobolev space. See Theorem 4.2 in Section 4.

1.5. Previously known results. As the BdG equation (1.5) can be seen as a generalization of the Hartree–Fock equation, we briefly review the literature concerning the semiclassical limit from the Hartree–Fock equation to the Vlasov equation. Equation (1.12) can be seen as the semiclassical approximation of a system of many interacting quantum particles, as pointed out in the pioneering works by Narnhofer and Sewell [41] and by Spohn [45] where the Vlasov equation was obtained directly from the many-body Schrödinger equation with smooth interaction in the combined mean-field and semiclassical regime. This has been reconsidered in [23] and more recently in [11, 9], where the case of the Coulomb potential with a N dependent cutoff has been addressed. Moreover, a combined mean-field and semiclassical limit for particles interacting via the Coulomb potential has been treated in [20] for factorized initial data whose first marginal is given by a monokinetic Wigner measure (that can be seen as the Klimontovich solutions to the Vlasov equation), which leads to the pressureless Euler–Poisson system.

Most of the above mentioned works rely on compactness methods that do not allow for an explicit bound on the rate of convergence, which is essential for applications. For this reason the Hartree equation (1.9) has been considered as an intermediate step to decouple the problem into two separate parts, namely to prove the convergence of the mean-field limit from the many-body Schrödinger equation towards the Hartree equation, and then the semiclassical limit from the Hartree equation to the Vlasov equation. In this paper, we are interested in the latter problem, that has been largely studied in different settings. It was first proven by Lions and Paul in [38], and later in [40, 16], that the Wigner transforms of the solutions of the Hartree equation (1.9) converge in some weak sense to solutions of the Vlasov–Poisson equation. Quantitative rates of convergence were then obtained, first in the case when the Coulomb potential is replaced by a smoother potential, in Lebesgue-type norms [2, 3, 1, 6] and in a quantum analogue of the Wasserstein distances [19]. The case of singular interactions was then treated in [31, 32] with the same quantum Wasserstein distances, and in [42, 43, 35] in Lebesgue-type norms. In particular, for K = |x|^{−1}, the explicit rate has been established in [31, 30] for the weak topology and in [43, 35] for the Schatten norms.

In a different setting, the semiclassical limit has also been studied for local perturbations of stationary states in the case of infinite gases in [37].

The BdG equation is known to offer a self-consistent field description of a system of fermionic particles (See [13]). The global well-posedness in the energy space of the time-dependent BdG equation in R^3 , with potential U including the Coulomb potential and ℏ fixed, can be found in [7]. This result was subsequently improved in [15] to include positive singular potentials up to and including U(x) = |x|^{−2+ϵ}, for

0 < ϵ ≤ 2, via techniques from dispersive PDE theory. In fact, well-posedness and finite-time blowup of solutions to the BdG equation in energy space with a pseudorelativistic kinetic energy were discussed prior in [27, 36]. For completeness, let us also mention the fact that the well-posedness theory of a related system of coupled equations, also called the time-dependent Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov equations in the “spinless bosonic” setting was first studied locally in time in [24, 25, 26] for the pure state case and improved to global-in-time results along with obtaining global-in-time dispersive estimates in [10, 12, 29]. The equations were also studied in the mixed state case in [4].

It is also worth mentioning that the Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov equations were recently obtained in [39] as the mean-field approximation of a system of N interacting fermions with initial state close to quasi-free states with non-zero pairing operator. For the associated equilibrium problem, namely the study of the Hartree–Fock– Bogoliubov functional and its connection to BCS theory of superconductivity and superfluidity, we refer to the review papers [5, 28] and references therein.

1.6. Plan of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the outline of the proof, give a useful equivalent formulation of the BdG equation and present some preliminary estimates. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the main results, while Section 4 provides an application of Theorem 1.1 in the setting of the work [39] about mean-field theory for interacting fermionic systems with non-zero pairing.

2. The strategy: semiclassical Bogoliubov–de Gennes equation

In this section, we present the strategy of the proof, that relies on an ad hoc rewriting of the BdG equation (1.5) in the form (2.7), representing the main novelty of our approach.

We first recall that the case of the zero pairing relies on the correspondence principle. It is indeed easy to see that the Vlasov equation (1.12) can be written in terms of Poisson brackets as ∂_tf = {H_f , f}, where H_f =^{|ξ|2}_2 + V_f and the braces denote the Poisson brackets. Then, the correspondence principle of quantum mechanics, together with the observation that the exchange term (1.11) vanishes as h → 0, implies that the Hartree–Fock evolution (1.9) converges to the Vlasov dynamics (1.12) for h small.

In the case of non-zero pairing, the semiclassical approximation of the BdG equation is less clear. The main difficulty comes from the fact that the correspondence principle of quantum mechanics is not immediately applicable to the pairing operator. Our strategy consists in recasting the problem for γ and α in terms of the positive self-adjoint density operators ρ and ρ_α and consider their time evolution.

2.1. Scaling the BdG equation. To study the semiclassical limit of the pairing operator, we start by noticing from Conditions (1.2) that it follows

(2.1) θ_α := 1 N Tr � |α|^2 � ≤ 1 − Nh^d ‖ρ‖^2_L2 ∈ [0, 1) .

To better understand α, it is more natural to consider its integral kernel and view the kernel as a two-particle wave function. Hence, assuming α ≠ 0, we define the normalized pairing wave function as Ψ_α(x_1, x_2) := 1 ‖α‖_L2 α(x_1, x_2) .

Following our scaling convention of γ and Identity (1.2), it is suggestive to consider the rescaled projection operator acting on h ⊗ h and its normalization A_α := 1 N h^{2d}

|α⟩⟨α| and ρ_α := h^{−2d} |Ψ_α⟩⟨Ψ_α| .

(2.2) Clearly, A_α = θ_αρ_α and ρ_α satisfies the normalization h^{2d} Tr(ρ_α) = 1.

To make connection with classical phase space dynamics, we need to recast the BdG equation in terms of the rescaled operators ρ and ρ_α. Define X_α by Expression (1.11) and notice that X_α α^∗ = Nh^{2d}θ_α Tr_2(K_{12}ρ_α), which then implies (2.3) X_α α^∗ − α X^∗_α = Nh^{2d}θ_α Tr_2([K_{12}, ρ_α]) =: Nh^dθ_α [K_{12}, ρ_α]_{:1} . Here, Tr_2(·) denotes the partial trace with respect to the second Hilbert space and K_{12} denotes the operator of multiplication by K(x_1 − x_2) on h ⊗ h. Hence, we see that Equation (1.5a) has the form iℏ ∂_tρ = [H_ρ, ρ] + θ_α

�_1

N K_{12}, ρ_α � :1 where H_ρ is as defined in Equation (1.9).

To rewrite Equation (4.19b), we view α = α(x_1, x_2) as a two-body wave function as opposed to it being a Hilbert–Schmidt operator. Then the equation has the form

(2.4) iℏ ∂_tα(x_1, x_2) = � −^{ℏ2}_2 Δ_{x1} −^{ℏ2}_2 Δ_{x2} +^1_N K(x_1 − x_2) � α(x_1, x_2) + h^d � R^d

(K(x_1 − y) + K(y − x_2)) ρ(y, y) α(x_1, x_2) dy − h^d � R^d

(K(x_1 − y) + K(y − x_2)) ρ(x_1, y) α(y, x_2) dy − h^d � R^d

(K(x_1 − y) + K(y − x_2)) ρ(x_2, y) α(x_1, y) dy or more compactly (2.5) iℏ ∂_tα = � H_{12} +^1_N K_{12} � α − h^d ρ_{12} K_{12} α where ρ_{12} := ρ ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ ρ and H_{12} := H_ρ ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ H_ρ.

To make connection with classical mechanics, it is better to consider the twoparticle operator A_α instead of α. Using Equation (2.5), it follows that A_α satisfies iℏ ∂_tA_α = � H_{12} +^1_N K_{12} � 1 − Nh^dρ_{12} � , A_α � − h^d [K_{12}, ρ_{12}] A_α .

Since θ_α = h^{2d} Tr(A_α), taking the trace of the above equation yields (2.6) iℏ d dt θ_α = −h^d ⟨[K_{12}, ρ_{12}]⟩_{Aα} where ⟨B⟩_A := h^{2d} Tr(AB) if A and B are operators acting on L^2(R^{2d} ). Finally, summarizing the above discussion and using the fact that A_α = θ_αρ_α, we obtain the equations iℏ ∂_tρ = [H_ρ, ρ] + θ_α N [K_{12}, ρ_α]_{:1}

(2.7a) iℏ ∂_tρ_α = � H_{12} +^1_N K_{12} � 1 − Nh^dρ_{12} � , ρ_α � (2.7b) + h^d � [K_{12}, ρ_{12}] − ⟨[K_{12}, ρ_{12}]⟩_{ρα} � ρ_α .

In particular, the trace of ρ and ρ_α are conserved.

Now, by the correspondence principle, one can expect, at least in the case when K is a sufficiently regular potential, that F (z_{12}) = F (z_1, z_2) := F_{ρα} (z_1, z_2) defined on R^{2d} × R^{2d} solves in the limit ℏ → 0 and N → ∞ (2.8) ∂_tF + ξ_{12} · ∇_{χ12} F + E_{12} · ∇_{ξ12} F = 0 where ξ_{12} = (ξ_1, ξ_2) and E_{12} := (E_f (χ_1), E_f (χ_2)) with

E_f (χ) := −∇V_f and V_f (χ) = � R^{2d}

K(χ − χ_1)f(z_1) dz_1 .

In fact, if Nh^d ≪ 1, then, to the order 1/N, we expect to have iℏ ∂_tρ = [H_ρ, ρ] +^{θα}_N [K_{12}, ρ_α]_{:1} iℏ ∂_tρ_α = � H_{12} +^1_N K_{12}, ρ_α � as the leading order dynamics, that is formally, when ℏ → 0 we have that ∂_tf + ξ · ∇_χf + E_f · ∇_ξf = θ_α N � R^{2d}

∇K(χ − χ_2) · ∇_ξF (z, z_2) dz_2 ,

(2.9a)

∂_tF + ξ_{12} · ∇_{χ12} F + E_{12} · ∇_{ξ12} F = 1 N ∇K(χ_1 − χ_2) · (∇_{ξ1} − ∇_{ξ2} ) F .

(2.9b) Remark 2.1. As already pointed out in Remark 1.1, estimates in the semiclassical optimal transport distance give accuracy up to ℏ since W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ)^2 ≥ dℏ. In particular, the terms on the right hand side of Equations (2.9) with the 1/N in front are meaningful only if h ≪ 1/N, which is allowed from some semiclassical regime but does not include for instance the regime N h^d = 1.

2.2. Conservation laws and a priori estimates. As indicated in the previous discussion, if (ρ, ρ_α) solves System (2.7), then it follows that (2.10) h^d Tr_h(ρ) = 1 and h^{2d} Tr_{h⊗h}(ρ_α) = 1 hold for all t ≥ 0 provided the equalities hold at initial time. Define the one-particle density operator (first marginal) associated to ρ_α by (2.11) ρ_{α:1} := h^d Tr_2(ρ_α) = 1 Nh^dθ_α

|α^∗|^2 ≥ 0 .

In light of the semiclassical scaling, the last inequality in Formula (1.2) gives (2.12) N h^dρ^2 + θ_α ρ_{α:1} ≤ ρ , which is preserved by the BdG dynamics. As an immediate consequence, we have (2.13) 0 ≤ θ_α ρ_{α:1} ≤ ρ ≤ 1 Nh^d 1 . Moreover, since ρ_α = h^{−2d} |Ψ_α⟩⟨Ψ_α| is a rank one operator, it verifies 0 ≤ ρ_α ≤ h^{−2d}1. The right-hand side inequality is sharp and more generally ‖ρ_α‖_Lp = h^{−2d/p′} .

As proved for instance in [7], the following energy functional is conserved (2.14) E := h^d Tr � |p|^2 ρ � + 1 2 � R^d

V_ρ ρ − h^{2d} 2 Tr(X_ρ ρ) + θ_α N h^{2d} Tr(K_{12} ρ_α) .

In particular, if K ∈ L^∞ and the energy is initially bounded uniformly in ℏ, then the kinetic energy of ρ is bounded uniformly in ℏ and time and more precisely (2.15) h^d Tr � |p|^2 ρ � ≤ E + � 1 +^{θα}_N � ‖K‖_L∞ ≤ E + 2 ‖K‖_L∞ =: C_{E,K} .

Moments of order 2 of ρ_{α:1} are also bounded uniformly in ℏ and time by the energy since by Formula (2.13) θ_α h^d Tr � ρ_{α:1} |p|^2 � ≤ h^d Tr � ρ |p|^2 � ≤ C_{E,K} .

For the two-particles density operator ρ_α, this can be written h^{2d} Tr � ρ_α |p_1|^2 � ≤ C_{E,K} where p_1 is the momentum operator acting on the first variable. By symmetry, the same is true by replacing p_1 by p_2 and so we deduce that θ_αh^{2d} Tr � ρ_α � |p_1|^2 + |p_2|^2 � ≤ C_{E,K} .

We can propagate higher order moments. In our case, it will be sufficient to propagate order 4 moments, as shown in the following proposition. Proposition 2.1. Let (ρ, ρ_α) be a solution of the BdG equation (2.7) and M_n := h^d Tr(ρ |p|^n) and N_n := h^d Tr(ρ |x|^n) denote the velocity and position moments of order n ∈ N of the operator ρ. Then for any t ≥ 0,

M_2(t) ≤ C_{E,K} M_4(t)^{1/2} ≤ M_4(0)^{1/2} + C_K t N_2(t)^{1/2} ≤ N_2(0)^{1/2} + C^{1/2}_{E,K} t N_4(t)^{1/4} ≤ N_4(0)^{1/4} + C ℏ^3t + C � M_4(0)^{1/2} + t

� 3_2

where C_K = 3 � ℏ ‖ΔK‖_L∞ + 2 ‖∇K‖_L∞ � C_{E,K} � and C only depends on d and C_K .

Proof. To simplify the computations, we write the evolution equation for ρ given by Equation (2.7a) in the form

iℏ ∂_tρ = 1 2 � |p|^2 , ρ � + [K_{12}, μ]_{:1} with μ = ρ^{⊗2} (1 − X_{12}) +^{θα}_N ρ_α where X_{12} is the operator that exchanges the first and the second coordinate, that is X_{12}φ(x_1, x_2) = φ(x_2, x_1). Observe that μ is self-adjoint. Then it follows from the cyclicity of the trace that iℏ d dt M_4 = h^{2d} Tr_h⊗2 � [K_{12}, μ] |p_1|^4 � = h^{2d} Tr_h⊗2 � μ � |p_1|^4 , K_{12} � . By the Leibniz formula for commutators, [A^2, B] = A [A, B] + [A, B] A, and since μ is self-adjoint, it gives ℏ d dt M_4 = 2 h^{2d} Im Tr_h⊗2 � μ |p_1|^2 � |p_1|^2 , K_{12} � . Since [p_1, K_{12}] = −iℏ ∇K_{12}, where ∇K_{12} denotes the operator of multiplication by ∇K(x_1 − x_2), it follows that � |p_1|^2 , K_{12} � = −iℏ (p_1 · ∇K_{12} + ∇K_{12} · p_1) = −ℏ^2 ΔK_{12} − 2 iℏ ∇K_{12} · p_1

and so it follows from the cyclicity and Hölder’s inequality for the trace that

(2.16) d dt M_4 ≤ 2 ℏ ‖ΔK‖_L∞ � �μ |p_1|^2 � �_{L1(h⊗2)} + 4 ‖∇K‖_{L∞} � �p_1 μ |p_1|^2 � �_{L1(h⊗2)}

Now we decompose μ into the three terms that define it and use the triangle inequality for the trace norm. Notice indeed that for the first term, we get � � �ρ^{⊗2} |p_1|^2 � � �_{L1(h⊗2)} = � � �ρ |p|^2 � � �_{L1} ≤ ‖ √ ρ‖_{L2} � � � √ ρ |p|^2 � � �_{L2} = M^{1/2}_4 � �ρ^{⊗2} X_{12} |p_1|^2 � � L^1(h^{⊗2}) = � �ρ^{⊗2} |p_2|^2 � � L^1(h^{⊗2}) = � �ρ |p|^2 � � L^1 ≤ M 1/2 4 � � �ρ_α |p_1|^2 � � �_{L1(h⊗2)} ≤ � � � √ ρ_α � � �_{L2} � � � √ ρ_α |p_1|^2 � � �_{L2} = h^d � Tr_h⊗2 � ρ_α |p_1|^4

� 1_2

≤ θ^{− 12}α M^{1/2}_4

where the last inequality follows from Inequality (2.13). Similarly, for the second term of the right-hand side of Inequality (2.16) use the fact that for ν = ρ^{⊗2}, ν = ρ^{⊗2}X_{12} or ν = θ_α ρ_α � � �p_1 ν |p_1|^2 � � �_{L1(h⊗2)} ≤ ‖p_1 ν‖_{L2(h⊗2)} � � �ν |p_1|^2 � � �_{L2(h⊗2)} ≤ M^{1/2}_2 M^{1/2}_4

and this gives finally, since N ≥ 1, θ_α ≤ 1 and M_2 ≤ C_{E,K} , d dt M_4 ≤ 6 � ℏ ‖ΔK‖_L∞ + 2 ‖∇K‖_L∞ � C_{E,K} � � M_4

from which the result follows by Grönwall’s Lemma.

The propagation of position moments follows just by writing for n = 2 or n = 4 iℏ d dt N_n = 1 2 Tr � |p|^2 , ρ � |x|^n � = 1 2 Tr � ρ � |x|^n , |p|^2 � . Therefore, since^1_{iℏ} � |x|^n , |p|^2 � = 2 (x · p + p · x), it follows from the Hölder’s inequality for Schatten norms that d dt N_2 = 2 Re Tr(ρ x · p) ≤ 2 M^{1/2}_2 N^{1/2}_2

which yields the inequality for N_2 by Grönwall’s Lemma. On the other hand, it follows from [32, Lemma 3.2] that d dt N_4 = 2 Re Tr � ρ |x|^2 (x · p + p · x) � ≤ C � M^{1/4}_4 N^{3/4}_4 + ℏ N_2 � .

By Hölder’s inequality for Schatten norm, the fact that N_0 = 1 and Young’s inequality for the product, ℏ N_2 ≤ ℏ N^{1/2}_4 ≤ ℏ^3 + N^{3/4}_4 , it gives a differential inequality for y(t) = N_4(t) of the form y^′ ≤ C � M^{1/4}_4 + ℏ^3 � y^{3/4}, which again leads to the result by Grönwall’s Lemma. □ In the remainder of the section, we obtain uniform-in-ℏ estimate for the semiclassical Schatten norms for ρ along the BdG dynamics in the case of bounded potential K for different semiclassical scaling regimes.

Proposition 2.2. Let ^K ∈ L^1. Suppose ρ = ρ(t) is a solution to Equation (2.7a) with ρ(0) = ρ^{in} ∈ L^p. We have the following.

(i) In a regime where Nℏ ≥ C holds for some fixed C > 0, independent of N and ℏ, then there exists C_K > 0, dependent only on K, such that we have the estimate ‖ρ‖_Lp ≤ � � �ρ^{in} � � �_{Lp} e^{CK t}.

(ii) If θ^{in}_α ≤ C N h^{2d/p} for some constant C independent of ℏ, then there exists C > 0 independent of ℏ such that for any t ∈ [0, T ] with T = C h^{1−d/p}, (2.17) ‖ρ‖_Lp ≤ C and θ_α ≤ C N h^{2d/p}. Proof. By Equation (2.7a), we have 1 p d dt ‖ρ‖^p_Lp = h^d p d dt Tr(ρ^p) = 2 N^2 ℏ

Im Tr � ρ^{p−1} X_α α^∗ � . (2.18)

Therefore, by Hölder’s inequality, we obtain the bound d dt ‖ρ‖_Lp ≤ 4π N^2 h^{d+1}

‖X_α‖_L2p ‖α^∗‖_L2p .

Now it follows from the formula X_α = � R^d

^K(ω) e_ω α e_{−ω} dω

where e_ω is the operator of multiplication by the function e_ω(x) = e^{−2iπ ω·x} that (2.19) ‖X_α‖_L2p ≤ C_K ‖α‖_L2p , where C_K = ‖^K‖_L1 . Therefore, by Definition (2.11), and Inequality (2.13), we get

(2.20) d dt ‖ρ‖_Lp ≤

2 C_K N ℏ ‖θ_αρ_{α:1}‖_Lp ≤

2 C_K N ℏ ‖ρ‖_Lp

and Part (i) follows from Grönwall’s lemma.

To prove Part (ii), we will also need to study the size of θ_α along the BdG dynamics. By Equation (2.6), cyclicity of the trace, symmetry of ρ_α and K_{12}, and Equation (2.3), we have d dt θ_α =

8πh^{d−1} N Im Tr(ρ X_α α^∗) .

Again, using Hölder’s inequality and Inequality (2.19), we get that

(2.21) d dt θ_α ≤

4 C_K N ℏ ‖ρ‖_Lp ‖α‖^2_L2p′ ≤ 8π C_K h^{d−1} θ_α ‖ρ‖_Lp ‖ρ_{α:1}‖_Lp′ .

Applying the Schatten space embedding inequality ‖ρ_{α:1}‖_Lp ≤ h^{−d/p} ‖ρ_{α:1}‖_L1 = h^{−d/p}, to the first inequality in Formula (2.20) and to Inequality (2.21) yields the following system of differential inequalities � � � u^′ ≤ A v, v^′ ≤ a u v where u(t) = ‖ρ(t)‖_Lp and v(t) = θ_α(t) with A =^{4π CK}_{Nh1+d/p} large and a = 8π C_K h^{d/p−1} small. Setting U(t) = u(t/a) and V (t) =^A_a v(t/a), it can be written � � � U^′ ≤ V, V^′ ≤ U V.

It implies, for instance, that � U^2 + V

�_′

= 3 U V ≤ U^3 + 2 V^{3/2} ≤ 2 � U^2 + V

�_{3/2} . Hence (U(t)^2 + V (t))^{−1/2} ≥ (U(0)^2 + V (0))^{−1/2} − t, that is

‖ρ‖^2_Lp + A θ_α/a ≤

‖ρ^{in}‖^2_Lp + A θ^{in}_α /a � 1 − � ‖ρ^{in}‖^2_Lp + A θ^{in}_α /a

�_{1/2} a t �_2

and Formula (2.17) follows from the fact that^a_A = 2 N h^{2d/p}. □ 3. Proof of the main results In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 and so we shall estimate the semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric between solutions of the BdG equation (2.7) and the corresponding proposed classical coupled equations (1.17) or (1.14). 3.1. A dynamics for the couplings. A coupling associated to F and ρ_α is a measurable function Υ : (z_1, z_2) → Υ(z_1, z_2) defined for almost all (z_1, z_2) ∈ R^{2d} × R^{2d} with values in the space of bounded linear operators acting on h ⊗ h such that for almost all (z_1, z_2) ∈ R^{2d} × R^{2d} , Υ(z_1, z_2) ≥ 0 and

h^{2d} Tr_{h⊗h}(Υ(z_1, z_2)) = F (z_1, z_2) and � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

Υ(z_1, z_2) dz_1 dz_2 = ρ_α .

Then the semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric between F and ρ_α is (3.1)

W_{2,ℏ}(F, ρ_α) := � inf γ∈C(F,ρ_α) � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{h⊗h}(C(z_1, z_2) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2

� 1_2

where C(z_1, z_2) := c(z_1) ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ c(z_2) that is

C(z_1, z_2)Ψ(x_1, x_2) = � |χ_1 − x_1|^2 + |ξ_1 − p_1|^2 � Ψ(x_1, x_2) + � |χ_2 − x_2|^2 + |ξ_2 − p_2|^2 � Ψ(x_1, x_2) .

For all γ^{in} ∈ C(f^{in}, ρ^{in}) and Υ^{in} ∈ C(F^{in}, ρ^{in}_α ), let (γ, Υ) be the solution to the Cauchy problem

(3.2a) ∂_tγ = {H_f , γ} + 1 iℏ [H_ρ, γ] + 1 iℏ θ_α N � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_2([K_{12}, Υ(z_1, z_2)]) dz_2 and (3.2b) ∂_tΥ = {H_{f12} , Υ} +^η_N ∇K(χ_1 − χ_2) · (∇_{ξ1} − ∇_{ξ2} ) Υ + 1 iℏ � H_{ρ12} + K_{12}

�_1

N − h^dρ_{12} � , Υ � + h^d iℏ � [K_{12}, ρ_{12}] − ⟨[K_{12}, ρ_{12}]⟩_{ρα} � Υ with (γ(0), Υ(0)) = (γ^{in}, Υ^{in}) and η ∈ { 0, 1 }. More precisely, we will set η = 0 to prove Theorem 1.1 and η = 1 to prove Theorem 1.2. Notice that, in complete analogy with the well-posedness theory for the system (1.14a)–(1.14b), one deduces the existence of the coupling dynamics (γ, Υ). It is then not difficult to see that with the above equations, the property of being a coupling is kept along the dynamics.

3.2. Estimating the semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metrics. Let us now define the quantities

E_γ (t) := � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_1(c(z_1) γ(z_1)) dz_1

(3.3)

E_Υ(t) := � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(C(z_1, z_2) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 ,

(3.4)

where Tr_1 = Tr_h and Tr_{12} = Tr_{h⊗h}. Since (γ, Υ) is a solution to the coupling Cauchy problem (3.2), one obtains the following equations

dE_γ (t) dt = � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_1({c(z_1), H_f } γ(z_1)) dz_1

(3.5a) + 1 iℏ � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_1 � c(z_1),^1_2 |p|^2 + V_ρ � γ(z_1) � dz_1

(3.5b) − h^d iℏ � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_1([c(z_1), X_ρ] γ(z_1)) dz_1

(3.5c) + 1 iℏ θ_α N � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}([c(z_1) ⊗ 1, K_{12}] Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2

(3.5d)

and, using the fact that

C(z_1, z_2) [K_{12}, ρ_{12}] − [C(z_1, z_2), K_{12}ρ_{12}] = C(z_1, z_2) ρ_{12} K_{12} − K_{12} ρ_{12} C(z_1, z_2) we can write

dE_Υ(t) dt = � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}({C(z_1, z_2), H_{f12} } Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2

(3.6a) + 1 iℏ � R^{2d}×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � C(z_1, z_2), H_{ρ12} � Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2

(3.6b) − η N � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(∇_{ξ12} C(z_1, z_2) · ∇K_{χ12} Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2

(3.6c) + 1 iℏ N � R^{2d}×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}([C(z_1, z_2), K_{12}] Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2

(3.6d) − 2 h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12} ρ_{12} C(z_1, z_2) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2

(3.6e) − h^d iℏ ⟨[K_{12}, ρ_{12}]⟩_{ρα} � R^{2d}×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(C(z_1, z_2)Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 .

(3.6f)

3.2.1. Estimates for E_γ . To estimate the right-hand side of Identity (3.5), let us focus on Term (3.5c) since the first two terms are already handled in [19, Theorem 2.5]. For Term (3.5c), we notice that � |χ − x|^2 , X_ρ � (x, y) =^1_2 K(x − y) ((x − y) − 2(χ − y)) · (x − y) ρ(x, y) which yields the estimate

(3.7) � � � � h^d iℏ � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_1 � |χ_1 − x|^2 , X_ρ � γ(z_1) � dz_1 � � � � ≤ Ch^{d−1} ‖|·| K(·)‖_L∞ ‖[x, ρ]‖_L∞ + Ch^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖[x, ρ]‖_L∞ E_γ .

Next, to estimate the part involving � |ξ − p|^2 , X_ρ � , recall the identity

[|p − ξ|^2 , X_ρ] = (p − ξ) · [p, X_ρ] + [p, X_ρ] · (p − ξ) = (p − ξ) · X_{[p,ρ]} + X_{[p,ρ]} · (p − ξ) , and the fact that for any ρ ∈ P(h) and A, B are self-adjoint possibly unbounded operators, we have that Tr((AB + BA) ρ) ≤ Tr � A^2 + B^2 � ρ � . Then it follows that

(3.8) � � � � h^d iℏ � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_1 � [|ξ_1 − p|^2 , X_ρ]γ(z_1) � dz_1 � � � � ≤ Ch^{2d−2} � �X_{[p,ρ]} � �^2

L^∞ + C Eγ .

By Inequality (2.19), Hölder’s inequality, and the semiclassical Schatten space embedding inequality, we have that

(3.9)

RHS(3.8) ≤ C h^{2d−2} ‖K̂‖^2_L1 ‖[p, ρ]‖^2_L∞ + C E_γ ≤ 2C^′_K h^{2d−2} ‖p √ ρ‖^2_{L∞} ‖ρ‖_L∞ + C E_γ ≤ 2C^′_K h^{3d/2−3} ‖p √ ρ‖^2_{L4} ‖ρ‖_Ld + C E_γ

≤ 2C^′_K h^{(3d−7)/2} � h^d Tr � |p|^2 ρ |p|^2

� 1_2

‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} + C E_γ .

We proceed similarly to estimate ‖[x, ρ]‖_L∞ in Inequality (3.7), that is we write (3.10) h^{d−1} ‖[x, ρ]‖_L∞ ≤ Ch^{(3d−7)/2} � h^d Tr � |x|^2 ρ |x|^2

�_{1/2}

‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} .

Now, combining Inequalities (3.7) and (3.9), we obtain the following bound |(3.5c)| ≤ C_K h^{3d−72} (M_4 + N_4)^{1/2} ‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} + C_K � 1 + h^{3d−72} (M_4 + N_4)^{1/2} ‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} � E_γ where M_4 = Tr � ρ |p|^4 � and N_4 = Tr � ρ |x|^4 � . Next, notice that 1 iℏ [c(z_1) ⊗ 1, K_{12}] = (ξ_1 − p_1) · ∇K_{12} + ∇K_{12} · (ξ_1 − p_1) ,

(3.11) where x_2 is viewed as a constant, then we can rewrite Term (3.5d) as follows |(3.5d)| =

2 θ_α N Re � R^{2d}×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}((ξ_1 − p_1) · ∇K_{12} Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 ≤ θ_α N � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � |ξ_1 − p_1|^2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2

(3.12a) + θ_α N � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � |∇K_{12}|^2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2.

(3.12b) It is clear that Term (3.12a) is bounded by^{θα}_N E_Υ. For Term (3.12b), we use the fact that ∇K_{12} is a bounded multiplication operator of norm ‖∇K_{12}‖_L∞ , Hölder’s inequality, and the fact that h^{2d} Tr_{12}(Υ(z_1, z_2)) = F (z_1, z_2) has integral one on R^{2d} × R^{2d} to deduce that Term (3.12b) is bounded by ‖∇K‖^2_L∞^{θα}_N . Hence combining our calculations with the result in [19], we obtain the bound (3.13) dE_γ dt ≤ � C^′_K + C_K h^{(3d−7)/2}(M_4 + N_4)^{1/2} ‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} � E_γ +^{θα}_N E_Υ +^{θα}_N ‖∇K‖^2_L∞ + C_K h^{(3d−7)/2} (M_4 + N_4)^{1/2} ‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} , where C^′_K depends on the uniform bound of ∇^2K.

3.2.2. Estimates for E_Υ. To estimate the right hand side of Equation (3.6), we need the following identities

{C(z_1, z_2), H_{f12} } = {c(z_1), H_f (z_1)} ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ {c(z_2), H_f (z_2)}

(3.14) � C(z_1, z_2), H_{ρ12} � = [c(z_1), H_ρ] ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ [c(z_2), H_ρ] ,

(3.15) and (3.16) [C(z_1, z_2), K_{12}ρ_{12}] = [c(z_1) ⊗ 1, K_{12}] ρ_{12} + [1 ⊗ c(z_2), K_{12}] ρ_{12} + K_{12} ([c(z_1), ρ] ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ [c(z_2), ρ]) .

For the first term, we see that

|(3.6a)| = � R^{2d}×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(({c(z_1), H_f (z_1)} ⊗ 1) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 + � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}((1 ⊗ {c(z_2), H_f (z_2)}) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 = 2 � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_1({c(z), H_f (z)}Υ_{:1}(z)) dz where Υ_{:1}(z_1) := � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_2(Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_2 .

Then using the same argument as in [19], we obtain the bound

|(3.6a)| ≤ 2 � 1 + max � 4 � �∇^2K � �^2_{L∞} , 1 � � R^{2d}

h^d Tr_1(c(z)Υ_{:1}(z)) dz = 2 � 1 + max � 4 � � �∇^2K � � �^2_{L∞} , 1 � E_Υ(t) .

A similar argument holds for Term (3.6b) with minor modification for the term h^dX_ρ as seen in above estimate for Term (3.5c).

Terms (3.6c) and (3.6d) follows the same argument as in the case of Term (3.5d), that is, |(3.6c) + (3.6d)| ≤ 1 N � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � |ξ_1 − p_1|^2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2 + 1 N � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � |ξ_2 − p_2|^2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2 + 1 N � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � |∇K_{12} − η ∇K_{χ12} |^2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2 .

If η = 1, then we use the fact that

|∇K(x_1 − x_2) − ∇K(χ_1 − χ_2)|^2 ≤ 2 � �∇^2K � �^2

L^∞ � |x_1 − χ_1|^2 + |x_2 − χ_2|^2 � , to obtain |(3.6c) + (3.6d)| ≤

2 max � ‖∇^2K‖^2_L∞ , 1 � N E_Υ(t) .

If η = 0, then we use instead the fact that ∇K_{12} is a bounded multiplication operator to get |(3.6c) + (3.6d)| ≤ 1 N (E_Υ(t) + ‖∇K‖_L∞ ) .

For Term (3.6f), we notice that � � �⟨[K_{12}, ρ_{12}]⟩_{ρα} � � � = � � �h^{2d} Tr_{12} ([K_{12}, ρ_{12}] ρ_α) � � � ≤ C ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ , then this yields the bound |(3.6f)| ≤ Ch^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ E_Υ(t) .

Finally, to handle Term (3.6e), we start by expanding the expression K_{12} ρ_{12} C(z_1, z_2) = K_{12} (ρ_1 c(z_1) + c(z_1)ρ_2 + ρ_1c(z_2) + ρ_2 c(z_2)) .

where ρ_1 = ρ ⊗ 1 and ρ_2 = 1 ⊗ ρ. It suffice to consider the first two terms in the above expansion since the others are handled in the exact same manner, i.e. we estimate h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12} ρ_1 c(z_1) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 ,

(3.17a) h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12} c(z_1) ρ_2 Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 .

(3.17b) In the first case, notice that

(3.18a) h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d}×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � K_{12} ρ_1 |χ_1 − x_1|^2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2 = h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12} [x_1, ρ_1] · (χ_1 − x_1) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 + h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12} ρ_1(χ_1 − x_1) Υ(z_1, z_2) · (χ_1 − x_1)) dz_1 dz_2 from which it follows

|(3.18a)| ≤ Ch^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖[x, ρ]‖_L∞ E^{1/2}_Υ + Ch^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ E_Υ ≤ C_K h^{(3d−7)/2} N^{1/2}_4 ‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} + C � 1 + h^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ � E_Υ, where the second inequality follows the same argument as in (3.9). Similarly, we see that

(3.18b) h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � K_{12} ρ_1 |ξ_1 − p_1|^2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2 = h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12}[p_1, ρ_1] · (ξ_1 − p_1) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 − h^d Re � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(∇K_{12}ρ_1 · (ξ_1 − p_1) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 + h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12} ρ_1(ξ_1 − p_1) Υ(z_1, z_2) · (ξ_1 − p_1)) dz_1 dz_2 then, by a same argument as Inequality (3.9), we have that

|(3.18b)| ≤ Ch^{(3d−7)/4} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖^{3/4}_{Ld} M^{1/4}_4 E^{1/2}_Υ + Ch^d ‖∇K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ E^{1/2}_Υ + Ch^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ E_Υ .

This completes the estimate for Term (3.17a).

To estimate Term (3.17b), we follow a similar idea as above. We write

(3.19a) h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d}×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � K_{12} |χ_1 − x_1|^2 ρ_2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2 = h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12} ρ_2(χ_1 − x_1) Υ(z_1, z_2) · (χ_1 − x_1)) dz_1 dz_2 which leads to |(3.19a)| ≤ Ch^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ E_Υ .

Next, we have

(3.19b) h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12} � K_{12} |ξ_1 − p_1|^2 ρ_2 Υ(z_1, z_2) � dz_1 dz_2 = h^d ℏ Im � R^{2d}×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(K_{12} ρ_2(ξ_1 − p_1) Υ(z_1, z_2) · (ξ_1 − p_1)) dz_1 dz_2 − h^d Re � R^{2d} ×R^{2d}

h^{2d} Tr_{12}(∇K_{12} ρ_2 · (ξ_1 − p_1) Υ(z_1, z_2)) dz_1 dz_2 which yields

|(3.19b)| ≤ Ch^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ E_Υ + Ch^d ‖∇K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ E^{1/2}_Υ . Hence we obtain the following bound

|(3.6e)| ≤ C � 1 + h^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ + h^d ‖∇K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ � E_Υ + C_K � h^d ‖ρ‖_L∞ + h^{(3d−7)/2} (N_4 + M_4)^{1/2} ‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} � . Finally, combining the above estimates, we see that there exists a constant C, dependent on K, such that we have the following inequality

(3.20) d dt E_Υ(t) ≤ C^′_K � 1 + h^{(3d−7)/2}(M_4 + N_4)^{1/2} ‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} + h^{d−1} ‖ρ‖_L∞ � E_Υ(t) + C_K

� 1 − η N + h^d ‖ρ‖_L∞ + h^{(3d−7)/2} (N_4 + M_4)^{1/2} ‖ρ‖^{3/2}_{Ld} � . In the case when Nh is bounded from below by a constant independent of N and ℏ, then it follows from the last inequality in Formula (2.13) that (3.21) h^{d−1} ‖ρ‖_L∞ ≤ 1 Nh is bounded uniformly in ℏ and N. Moreover, by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 (ii), we see that ‖ρ‖_Ld , M_4, and N_4 are propagated uniformly in N and ℏ. Then, by Inequalities (3.13) and (3.20), we see there exists a constant C_{K,ρ}, depend on K and ρ, such that d dt (E_γ (t) + E_Υ(t)) ≤ C_{K,ρ} � 1 + h^{(3d−7)/2}(M_4 + N_4)^{1/2} � (E_γ (t) + E_Υ(t)) + C_{K,ρ} h

�_{θα+1}

N h + h^{(3d−9)/2} (N_4 + M_4)^{1/2} � ≤ C_{K,ρ} g_1(t) (E_γ (t) + E_Υ(t)) + C_{K,ρ} h g_0(t) , where g_i(t) ≥ 1+h^{i+(3d−9)/2} (N_4 + M_4)^{1/2}. Recalling the definitions (1.16) and (3.1), we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1 by Grönwall’s lemma.

In the case when Nh ≪ 1, θ^{in}_α ≤ C N h^{2d/p} and ‖ρ^{in}‖_Lp ≤ C for some constant C independent of ℏ, then it follows from Proposition 2.2 that there exists C > 0 independent of ℏ such that for any t ∈ [0, T ] with T = C h^{1−d/p},

h^{d−1} ‖ρ‖_L∞ ≤ h^{dp′ −1} ‖ρ‖_Lp ≤ C .

The moments also remain propagated uniformly in ℏ and N in this case. Then, by Inequalities (3.13) and (3.20), we see there exists C_{K,ρ}, depending on K and ‖ρ‖_Ld , such that d dt (E_γ (t) + E_Υ(t)) ≤ C_{K,ρ} � 1 + h^{(3d−7)/2}(M_4 + N_4)^{1/2} � (E_γ (t) + E_Υ(t))

+ C_{K,ρ} h

�_{θα}

N h + h^{(3d−9)/2} (N_4 + M_4)^{1/2} � ≤ C^′_{K,ρ} g_1(t) (E_γ (t) + E_Υ(t)) + C^′_{K,ρ} h g_0(t) ,

where g_i(t) ≥ 1 + h^{i+(3d−9)/2} (N_4 + M_4)^{1/2}, for i ∈ {0, 1}. Notice that the last inequality is possible since θ_α/(N h) ≤ Ch on [0, T ]. Again, we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2 by Grönwall’s lemma.

4. Application to the effective approximation of quantum systems

In this section, we combine the result from the previous section and the result in [39]. To avoid a substantial detour from the goal of the paper, we will provide a concise introduction on the method of second quantization, covering only the essential definitions necessary for stating the main result of [39, Theorem 3.3]. Also, in this section, we assume the scaling N h^d = 1 with d = 3.

4.1. Quasi-free approximation of interacting spin-^1_2 fermions. Let H denote the complex Hilbert space L^2(X) where X = R^d × {↑, ↓}. The elements of X are expressed as ordered pairs x = (x, τ) where x ∈ R^d is the spatial variable and τ ∈ {↑, ↓} is called the spin label. Notice we have the identification H ∼= L^2(R^d )⊗C^2 . Let H^{∧n} := H ∧ · · · ∧ H denote the n-fold anti-symmetric tensor product. We define the fermionic Fock space F over H to be the closure of algebraic direct sum

(4.1) F^{alg}(H) := C ⊕ ∞� n=1 H^{∧n}

with respect to the norm ‖·‖_F induced by the endowed inner product

(4.2) ⟨Ψ | Φ⟩ = ψ^{(0)} φ^{(0)} + � n≥1 � ψ^{(n)} � � � φ^{(n)} � H^{⊗n} ,

for any pair of vectors Ψ = (ψ^{(0)}, ψ^{(1)}, . . .) and Φ = (φ^{(0)}, φ^{(1)}, . . .) in F^{alg}(H). A normalized vector Ψ in F is called a Fock state or a pure state. The vacuum, defined by the vector Ω_F = (1, 0, 0, . . .) ∈ F, describes the state with no particles.

For every x ∈ X, we define the corresponding creation and annihilation operatorvalued distributions, denoted by a^∗_x and a_x, acting on F by their actions on the n-sector of F as follows

(a^∗_x Ψ)^{(n)}(x_n) := 1 √ n n� j=1 (−1)^{j−1} δ(x − x_j ) δ_{τ,τj} ψ^{(n−1)}(x_{n\ j} ),

(a_x Ψ)^{(n)}(x_n) := √ n + 1 ψ^{(n+1)}(x, x_n),

where x_n := (x_1, . . . , x_n), x_{n\ j} := (x_1, . . . ,x_j, . . . , x_n), and δ_{τ,τ} ′ is the Kronecker delta. Moreover, the action of the annihilation operator on the vacuum of F is defined to be a_x Ω_F = 0. Then, we extend the operators linearly to the whole F. It can easily be checked that the collection of creation and annihilation operators on F satisfies the canonical anti-commutation relations

(4.3) [a_x, a^∗_x′ ]_+ = δ(x − x^′)δ_{τ,τ} ′ , [a_x, a_x′ ]_+ = [a^∗_x, a^∗_x′ ]_+ = 0

for all x, x^′ ∈ X where [A, B]_+ = AB + BA is the anti-commutator of the operators A and B. Another useful operator is given by the number operator N = ∞� n=1 n 1_H∧n

which counts the number of particles in each sector.

Consider the fermionic Fock state Ψ ∈ F with an expected number of particles equals to N, i.e. ⟨Ψ | N Ψ⟩_F = N. We define its one-particle reduced density operator ρ and its pairing operator α to be the operators with integral kernels

ρ(x; y) := � Ψ � � � a^∗_y a_x Ψ � , (4.4a)

α(x, y) := ⟨Ψ | a_y a_x Ψ⟩ , ρ_{α,Ψ}(x_{12}; y_{12}) := 1 h^d θ_Ψ α(x_1; x_2) α(y_1; y_2),

(4.4b)

where θ_Ψ =^1_N ‖α_Ψ‖^2 = ‖α_Ψ‖^2_L2 ∈ [0, 1] is such that h^{2d} Tr � ρ_{α,Ψ} � = 1. Notice, we have that h^d Tr_H(ρ) = 1 while Tr_H (α) = 0. Moreover, since we are in the case of fermions, it follows from Properties (4.3) that 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 and α is anti-symmetric. More compactly, we introduce the generalized one-particle density operator acting on H ⊕ H by

(4.5) Γ_Ψ := � ρ α α^∗ 1 − ρ � , which satisfies 0 ≤ Γ ≤ 1_{H⊕H}.

We say that Ψ is a quasi-free pure state if � Ψ � � a^{♯1}_{x1} a^{♯2}_{x2} · · · a^{♯2ℓ−1}_{x2ℓ−1} Ψ � = 0 and � Ψ � � a^{♯1}_{x1} a^{♯2}_{x2} · · · a^{♯2ℓ}_{x2ℓ} Ψ � = � π∈P_{2ℓ}

sgn(π) ℓ� j=1 � Ψ � � a^{♯π(2j−1)}

x_{π(2j−1)} a

♯_{π(2j)} x_{π(2j)} Ψ �

for all ℓ ∈ N, where a^♯ denotes either a^∗ or a and P_{2ℓ} is the set of pairings, that is, the subset of permutations of 2ℓ elements satisfying

π(2j−1) < π(2j) ∀ j = 1, . . . , ℓ and π(2j−1) < π(2j+1) ∀ j = 1, . . . , ℓ−1.

In other words, observables associated with product of creation and annihilation operators of a quasi-free state are completely characterized by ρ and α. Moreover, if Ψ is quasi-free, then Γ_Ψ is a projection operator, or more precisely

(4.6) 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1, α^∗ = −α, ρ α = α ρ, and |α^∗|^2 = ρ(1 − ρ).

Conversely, if Γ is of the form (1.1) satisfying Conditions (4.6) and γ is a trace class operator, then there exists a quasi-free pure state Ψ such that Γ_Ψ = Γ (cf. Chapter 10 or Appendix G in [44]). Furthermore, if Ψ is a quasi-free pure state with finite expected number of particles, then there exists a unitary transformation R, parameterized by ρ and α, such that Ψ = RΩ_F . R is a Bogoliubov transformation (cf. [44]).

Let K(x) be a spin-independent radial function. Define the Hamiltionian in the Fock space by

H_N = � X a^∗_x � −^{ℏ2}_2 Δ_x � a_x μ(dx) + 1 2N � X×X K(x − y) a^∗_xa^∗_ya_ya_x μ(dx) μ(dy),

where μ is the tensor product of the Lebesgue measure on R^d and the counting measure, and consider the time-dependent Fock state Ψ(t) = Ψ given by

(4.7) Ψ = e^{−iHN t/ℏ} Ψ^{in} = e^{−iHN t/ℏ} R^{in}Ω_F

where Ψ^{in} is some quasi-free state such that ρ^{in} := ρ_Ψin and α^{in} := α_Ψin satisfy the following conditions

(4.8) h^d Tr_H(ρ^{in}) = 1 and θ_αin ≤ C N^{−1/3} .

Then it was proved that the quadratic in creation and annihilation operators observables of the state Ψ_t are well-approximated by the BdG dynamics (1.5) (with spins) in norms. More precisely, the main result in [39] states the following.

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 3.3 in [39]). Assume K ∈ L^1(R^d ) and ^K(ξ) (1 + |ξ|^2) ∈ L^1(R^d ). Assume the initial data Ψ^{in} is a quasi-free state, with ρ^{in} = ρ_Ψin and α^{in} = α_Ψin , satisfying Conditions (4.8). Furthermore, assume ρ^{in} and α^{in} satisfy the following commutator bounds: there exists C > 0 such that

sup_{ξ∈Rd} 1 1 + |ξ| � �e^{iξ·x}, ρ^{in} � �_{L2} ≤ C √ ℏ � �∇, ρ^{in} � �_{L2} , � �∇, α^{in} � �_{L2} ≤ C √ ℏ . (4.9)

Suppose Ψ is given by Expression (4.7) and let (ρ, α) be a solution of the BdG dynamics (1.5) with initial data (ρ^{in}, α^{in}). Then there exists κ_1, κ_2 > 0, independent of N, such that we have the estimates for any t ≥ 0,

‖ρ_Ψ − ρ‖_L2_{(H)} ≤ 1 √ N exp(κ_1 exp(κ_2 t)) ,

(4.10)

‖α_Ψ − α‖_L2_{(H)} ≤ 1 √ N exp(κ_1 exp(κ_2 t)) .

(4.11)

where L^2(H) denotes the rescaled Hilbert–Schmidt norm for operators on H, also given in terms of the integral kernel by ‖ρ‖^2_L2_{(H)} = h^d � X×X |ρ(x, y)|^2 μ(dx) μ(dy).

The L^2(H) estimates on α in the above theorem imply L^1(H) estimates for ρ_{α:1}.

Corollary 4.1. For any t ≥ 0, we have the estimate

(4.12) � � �ρ_{α,Ψ:1} − ρ_{α:1} � � �_{L1(H)} ≤

2 e^{2 CK hd−1 t}

θ_αin N

C^2_t +

4 e^{CK hd−1 t} √ θ_αin √ N C_t .

where C_t/ √ N is the constant appearing on the right-hand side of Inequality (4.11)

and C_K = ‖K‖_L∞ . Similarly, we also have

(4.13) � � �ρ_{α,Ψ} − ρ_α � � �_{L1(H⊗2)} := h^{2d} Tr � � �ρ_{α,Ψ} − ρ_α � � � ≤ e^{2 CK hd−1 t}C_t √ θ_αin √ N . Hence, if θ_αin ≥ N^{−c} with c ∈ [1/3, 1],

(4.14) � �ρ_{α,Ψ:1} − ρ_{α:1} � � L^1(H) ≤

4 e^{2CK hd−1 t} C_t

N^{(1−c)/2} . Proof. Since Nh^d = 1, it holds θ_α ρ_{α:1} = |α^∗|^2. Hence � � �ρ_{α,Ψ:1} − ρ_{α:1} � � �_{L1(H)} ≤ � � � � θ_Ψρ_{α,Ψ:1} − θ_αρ_{α:1}

θ_α � � � �_{L1(H)} +

|θ_α − θ_Ψ|

θ_α � � �ρ_{α,Ψ:1} � � �_{L1(H)} ≤ 1 θ_α � � �|α^∗_Ψ|^2 − |α^∗|^2 � � �_{L1(H)} + |θ_α − θ_Ψ| �

≤ 1 θ_α � ‖α^∗_Ψ − α^∗‖^2_L2 + 2 ‖α^∗_Ψ − α^∗‖_L2 ‖α^∗‖_L2 + |θ_α − θ_Ψ| � . Since ‖α^∗‖^2_L2 = ‖α‖^2_L2 = θ_α and

|θ_Ψ − θ_α| = h^d Tr � |α_Ψ|^2 − |α|^2 � ≤ ‖α_Ψ − α‖^2_L2 + 2 ‖α_Ψ − α‖_L2 � θ_α

it yields � � �ρ_{α,Ψ:1} − ρ_{α:1} � � �_{L1(H)} ≤ 2 θ_α

‖α_Ψ − α‖^2_L2 + 4 √ θ_α

‖α_Ψ − α‖_L2 .

To finish the proof, notice first that by Equation (2.6)

(4.15) � � � � d dt θ_α � � � � ≤ 2 h^{d−1} ‖K‖_L∞ ‖ρ‖_L∞ θ_α ≤ 2 C_K h^{d−1} θ_α

hence e^{−2 CK hd−1 t}θ_αin ≤ θ_α, and use the previous theorem. The proof of Inequal-

ity (4.13) is similar. □

4.2. SU(2) invariance. The presence of spin labels in the BdG equation complicates

our studies of its semiclassical limit. To overcome this difficulty, we need to isolate out

the spin labels from the BdG equation (c.f. [5]). We start by noting the isomorphism

L^2(R^d ×{↑, ↓}) ∼= L^2(R^d )⊗C^2 . In particular, we have the identification B(L^2(R^d ×{↑

, ↓})) ∼= B(L^2(R^d )) ⊗ M_{2×2}(C ) between the two spaces of bounded operators, i.e. a

bounded operator T acting on L^2(R^d × {↑, ↓}) is identify with the matrix

(4.16) T = � T_{↑↑} T_{↑↓}

T_{↓↑} T_{↓↓} �

where T_{στ} are bounded operators acting on L^2(R^d ). To factor out the spins, we further restrict ourselves to the class of Γ operators satisfying the following SU(2) invariance condition in the spin space: for every S ∈ SU(2), we have that

S^∗ΓS = Γ where S = � S 0 0 S � . In terms of ρ and α, the SU(2) invariance reads S^∗ρS = ρ and S^∗αS = α .

By means of elementary linear algebra, we have that ρ is a scalar multiple of the identity matrix and α is a scalar multiple of the second Pauli matrix σ^{(2)} = � 0 −i i 0 � , or, equivalently, we have that (4.17) ρ(x, τ; x^′, τ^′) = ρ_s(x, x^′) δ_{τ τ} ′ and α(x, τ, x^′, τ^′) = α_s(x, x^′) σ^{(2)}_{τ τ} ′ . By the Pauli exclusion principle, we must have that α_s is symmetric, i.e. α_s(x, x^′) = α_s(x^′, x). We also write ρ = ρ_s ⊗ I where I is the 2 × 2 identity matrix and α = α_s ⊗ σ^{(2)}. Also, notice, by Expressions (4.17), the last identity of Conditions (4.6) now reads (4.18) |α^∗_s|^2 = ρ_s (1 − ρ_s) . The physical meaning of the SU(2) invariance is discussed in [28].

By Expressions (4.17), we write H_ρ =

�_{|p|2}

2 + 2 K ∗ ϱ_s(x) − h^dX_{ρs} � ⊗ I =: H_{ρs} ⊗ I and X_α α^∗ = (X_{αs} α^∗_s) ⊗ I .

Then this yields the spinless equations iℏ ∂_tρ_s = � H_{ρs} , ρ_s � + X_{αs} α_s − α_s X_{αs} ,

(4.19a) iℏ ∂_tα_s = H_{ρs} α_s + α_sH_{ρs} + h^d (X_{αs} (1 − ρ_s) − ρ_sX_{αs} ) ,

(4.19b) or, equivalent, in matrix form (4.20) iℏ ∂_tΓ_s = [H_{Γs} , Γ_s] where Γ_s = � ρ_s α_s α_s 1 − ρ_s � and H_{Γs} = � H_{ρs} h^dX_{αs} h^dX_{αs} −H_{ρs} � . Notice 0 ≤ Γ_s ≤ 1 is self-adjoint and Γ^2_s = Γ_s.

Notice the form of Equations (4.19) is almost identical to that of Equations (1.5) (except for the fact that α_s is symmetric and that there is a 2 in front of K ∗ ϱ_s). In particular, we could reuse the argument in Section 2 to obtain a semiclassical limit for Equations (4.19) since the discussion in Section 2 is independent of the fact whether α is a symmetric or anti-symmetric function. In short, Theorem 1.1 remains true for ρ_s and α_s. Moreover, Inequalities (4.10) and (4.14) now read

‖ρ_Ψ − ρ_s ⊗ I‖_L2_{(H)} ≤ C √ N exp(κ_1 exp(κ_2 t)) , � � �ρ_{α,Ψ} − ρ_{α,s} ⊗ I � � �_{L1(H⊗2)} ≤

C exp(κ_1 exp(κ_2 t)) N^{(1−c)/2} , if the initial state is SU(2) invariant.

4.3. The joint mean-field and semiclassical limit. It follows from Theorem 4.1 and our main result Theorem 1.1 that one can obtain a joint limit from the many body model described above to the Vlasov equation. Indeed, we start by defining the (matrix-valued) Wigner transform for an operator T of the form (4.16) by

f_T (χ, ξ) = � R^d

e^{−iξ·y/ℏ} T (χ +^y_2 , χ −^y_2 ) dy ,

i.e. take the Wigner transform of each entry of T (cf. [17]). Then it follows from [33, Corollary 1.1] that � � �f ⊗ I − f_{ρs⊗I} � � �_{H−1(R2d )⊗C 2×2} = 2 � � �f − f_{ρs} � � �_{H−1(R2d )}

≤ 2 W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ_s) + 2 � 1 + √ d � √ ℏ where f_{ρs} is the Wigner transform of ρ_s and f is the solution of the Vlasov equation. If F_{ρα,s⊗I} denotes the Wigner transform of ρ_{α,s} ⊗ I, i.e. F_{ρα,s⊗I} is a 2 × 2 matrix with entries being functions of 4d variables, then it also follows that � �F ⊗ I − F_{ρα,s⊗I} � �_{H−1(R2d ×R2d )⊗C 2×2} = 2 � �F − F_{ρα,s} � �_{H−1(R2d ×R2d )}

≤ 2 W_{2,ℏ}(F, ρ_{α,s}) + 2 � 1 + √ 2d � √ ℏ On the other hand, Theorem 4.1 implies an estimate in H^{−1} for the Wigner transforms since the Wigner transform is an isometry from L^2 to L^2, and then by the continuous embedding L^2 ⊂ H^{−1}, we have that � � �f_{ρΨ} − f_{ρs⊗I} � � �_{H−1(R2d )⊗C 2×2} ≤ C � � �f_{ρΨ} − f_{ρs⊗I} � � �_{L2(X)} = C ‖ρ_Ψ − ρ_s ⊗ I‖_{L2(H)} .

Similarly, by the isometry property of the Wigner transform and the quantum Sobolev inequality (see [34, Theorem 1]), we have that � �F_{ρα,Ψ} − F_{ρα,s⊗I} � �_{H−6(R2d ×R2d )⊗C 2×2} ≤ C � �ρ_{α,Ψ} − ρ_{α,s} ⊗ I � �_{L1(H⊗H)} .

Let us summarize the result in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let K satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 4.1. Assume the initial data have the forms ρ^{in} = ρ^{in}_s ⊗ I and α^{in} = α^{in}_s ⊗ σ^{(2)} satisfying Conditions (4.8). Furthermore, assume ρ^{in}_s and α^{in}_s satisfy the following commutator bounds: there exists C > 0 such that

sup_{ξ∈Rd} 1 1 + |ξ| � � � � e^{iξ·x}, ρ^{in} � �_{L2} ≤ C √ ℏ , � � � � ∇, ρ^{in} � �_{L2} , � � � � ∇, α^{in} � �_{L2} ≤ C √ ℏ , and θ_αin ≥ N^{−c} with c ∈ [1/3, 1]. Let (f, F ) be the solutions of the system (1.17) with initial conditions (f^{in}, F^{in}) satisfying the conditions of Theorem 1.1. Then there exists constant C, κ_1, κ_2 > 0 and a polynomial function Λ(t), independent of N, and such that we have the following estimates � � �f_{ρΨ} − f ⊗ I � � �_{H−1(R2d )⊗C 2×2} ≤ C

exp(κ_1 exp(κ_2t))

N^{1/2} + � W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in}) + W_{2,ℏ}(F^{in}, ρ^{in}_α ) + √ ℏ � e^{Λ(t)} , � � �F_{ρα,Ψ} − F ⊗ I � � �_{H−6(R2d ×R2d)⊗C 2×2} ≤ C

exp(κ_1 exp(κ_2t)) N^{(1−c)/2} + � W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in}) + W_{2,ℏ}(F^{in}, ρ^{in}_α ) + √ ℏ � e^{Λ(t)} .

Acknowledgments. The third author expresses gratitude to Christian Hainzl for the valuable discussions on BCS theory and for suggesting useful references.

Funding. This work is partially supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation through the NCCR SwissMAP and the SNSF Eccellenza project PCEFP2_181153, and by the Swiss State Secretariat for Research and Innovation through the project P.530.1016 (AEQUA).

References

[1] L. Amour, M. Khodja, and J. Nourrigat. The Semiclassical Limit of the Time Dependent Hartree– Fock Equation: The Weyl Symbol of the Solution. Analysis & PDE, 6(7):1649–1674, 2013.

[2] A. Athanassoulis and T. Paul. Strong and Weak Semiclassical Limit for some Rough Hamiltonians. Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 22(12):1250038, 2011.

[3] A. Athanassoulis, T. Paul, F. Pezzotti, and M. Pulvirenti. Strong Semiclassical Approximation of Wigner Functions for the Hartree Dynamics. Rendiconti Lincei - Matematica e Applicazioni, 22(4):525–552, 2011.

[4] V. Bach, S. Breteaux, T. Chen, J. Fröhlich, and I. M. Sigal. The Time-Dependent Hartree–Fock– Bogoliubov Equations for Bosons. Journal of Evolution Equations, 22(2):46, May 2022.

[5] V. Bach, E. H. Lieb, and J. P. Solovej. Generalized Hartree–Fock Theory and the Hubbard Model.

Journal of Statistical Physics, 76(1):3–89, July 1994.

[6] N. Benedikter, M. Porta, C. Saffirio, and B. Schlein. From the Hartree Dynamics to the Vlasov Equation. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 221(1):273–334, July 2016.

[7] N. Benedikter, J. Sok, and J. P. Solovej. The Dirac–Frenkel Principle for Reduced Density Matrices, and the Bogoliubov–de Gennes Equations. Annales Henri Poincaré, 19(4):1167–1214, Apr. 2018.

[8] E. Caglioti, F. Golse, and T. Paul. Towards Optimal Transport for Quantum Densities. Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore, Classe di Scienze, pages 1–49, June 2022.

[9] L. Chen, J. Lee, and M. Liew. Combined Mean-Field and Semiclassical Limits of Large Fermionic Systems. Journal of Statistical Physics, 182(2):24, Jan. 2021.

[10] J. Chong, M. Grillakis, M. Machedon, and Z. Zhao. Global Estimates for the Hartree–Fock– Bogoliubov Equations. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 46(10):2015–2055, Sept. 2021.

[11] 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.

[12] J. J. Chong and Z. Zhao. Dynamical Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov Approximation of Interacting Bosons. Annales Henri Poincaré, 23(2):615–673, Feb. 2022.

[13] P.-G. De Gennes. Superconductivity of Metals and Alloys. Advanced Book Program, Perseus Books, Reading, Mass., 1st edition, Mar. 1999.

[14] R. L. Dobrushin. Vlasov Equations. Functional Analysis and Its Applications, 13(2):115–123, 1979.

[15] X. Dong. Dynamics of Fermionic Many-Body Systems. PhD thesis, University of Maryland, College Park, 2021.

[16] A. Figalli, M. Ligabò, and T. Paul. Semiclassical Limit for Mixed States with Singular and Rough Potentials. Indiana University Mathematics Journal, 61(1):193–222, 2012.

[17] P. Gérard, P. A. Markowich, N. J. Mauser, and F. Poupaud. Homogenization Limits and Wigner Transforms. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 50(4):323–379, 1997.

[18] F. Golse, C. Mouhot, and T. Paul. On the Mean Field and Classical Limits of Quantum Mechanics.

Communications in Mathematical Physics, 343(1):165–205, Apr. 2016.

[19] F. Golse and T. Paul. The Schrödinger Equation in the Mean-Field and Semiclassical Regime.

Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 223(1):57–94, Jan. 2017.

[20] F. Golse and T. Paul. Mean-Field and Classical Limit for the N-Body Quantum Dynamics with Coulomb Interaction. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, pages 1–35, Mar. 2021.

[21] F. Golse and T. Paul. Semiclassical Evolution With Low Regularity. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 151:257–311, July 2021.

[22] F. Golse and T. Paul. Optimal Transport Pseudometrics for Quantum and Classical Densities.

Journal of Functional Analysis, 282(9):109417, May 2022.

[23] S. Graffi, A. Martinez, and M. Pulvirenti. Mean-Field Approximation of Quantum Systems and Classical Limit. Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 13(01):59–73, Jan. 2003.

[24] M. G. Grillakis and M. Machedon. Beyond Mean Field: On the Role of Pair Excitations in the Evolution of Condensates. Journal of Fixed Point Theory and Applications, 14(1):91–111, Sept. 2013.

[25] M. G. Grillakis and M. Machedon. Pair Excitations and the Mean Field Approximation of Interacting Bosons, II. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 42(1):24–67, Jan. 2017.

[26] M. G. Grillakis and M. Machedon. Uniform in N Estimates for a Bosonic System of Hartree– Fock–Bogoliubov Type. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 44(12):1431–1465, Dec. 2019.

[27] C. Hainzl, E. Lenzmann, M. Lewin, and B. Schlein. On Blowup for Time-Dependent Generalized Hartree–Fock Equations. Annales Henri Poincaré, 11(6):1023–1052, Nov. 2010.

[28] C. Hainzl and R. Seiringer. The Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer Functional of Superconductivity and its Mathematical Properties. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 57(2):021101, Feb. 2016.

[29] X. Huang. Global Uniform in N Estimates for Solutions of a System of Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov Type in the Gross–Pitaveskii Regime. arXiv:2206.06269, pages 1–49, June 2022.

[30] M. Iacobelli and L. Lafleche. Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport Pseudometrics:

From Hartree to Vlasov–Poisson. arXiv:2401.05773, pages 1–18, Jan. 2024. [31] L. Lafleche. Propagation of Moments and Semiclassical Limit from Hartree to Vlasov Equation.

Journal of Statistical Physics, 177(1):20–60, Oct. 2019.

[32] 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.

[33] L. Lafleche. Quantum Optimal Transport and Weak Topologies. arXiv:2306.12944, pages 1–25, June 2023.

[34] L. Lafleche. On Quantum Sobolev Inequalities. Journal of Functional Analysis, 286(10):110400, May 2024.

[35] L. Lafleche and C. Saffirio. Strong Semiclassical Limits from Hartree and Hartree–Fock to Vlasov–Poisson Equations. Analysis & PDE, 16(4):891–926, June 2023.

[36] E. Lenzmann and M. Lewin. Minimizers for the Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov Theory of Neutron Stars and White Dwarfs. Duke Mathematical Journal, 152(2):257–315, Apr. 2010.

[37] M. Lewin and J. Sabin. The Hartree and Vlasov Equations at Positive Density. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 45(12):1702–1754, Sept. 2020.

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

[39] S. Marcantoni, M. Porta, and J. Sabin. Dynamics of Mean-Field Fermi Systems with Nonzero Pairing. arXiv:2310.15280, pages 1–43, Oct. 2023.

[40] P. A. Markowich and N. J. Mauser. The Classical Limit of a Self-Consistent Quantum Vlasov Equation. Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 3(01):109–124, Feb. 1993.

[41] H. Narnhofer and G. L. Sewell. Vlasov Hydrodynamics of a Quantum Mechanical Model.

Communications in Mathematical Physics, 79(1):9–24, Mar. 1981.

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

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

[43] 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.

[44] J. P. Solovej. Many Body Quantum Mechanics. Course notes, University of Vienna, Wien, https://web.math.ku.dk/~solovej/MANYBODY/mbnotes-ptn-5-3-14.pdf, Mar. 2014.

[45] H. Spohn. On the Vlasov hierarchy. Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences, 3(1):445– 455, 1981.