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Abstract

The main goal of the present thesis is to derive a rigorous estimate for the convergence to Hartree
dynamics for interacting bosons in the low temperature limit. The 2-body interaction potential is
chosen in the Hardy class and we will allow our potential to have negative values, in order to model
also attractive forces between particles. The estimate will be obtained working on proper functional
norms on the space of square-integrable functions, endowed with a thermal Gaussian measure p that
concentrates around the ground state in the low temperature limit. We will write the normal mode
decomposition of the quantum field operators, and then truncate it by introducing an UV cutoff A.
The cutoff is introduced to switch from the infinitely-many coupled ODEs describing the evolution
of the annihilation operator to a finite ODEs system. Dynamics of the system with the cutoff is
studied on the Bargmann-Fock space, a subspace of the Fock space of second quantization. We will
use coherent state expectation value to obtain functional equations starting from operatorial ones.
More precisely, coherent states are introduced algebraically through the action of the Weyl-Heisenberg
translation operator; then the Bargmann transform and the corresponding Bargmann representation
are introduced. We will use Bargmann representation of the canonical coherent states to compute the
Wick symbol of the operators (i.e. the coherent expectation value). Wick symbols will be also used to
define the p-norm for operators. Finally, a bound on the distance (through the above mentioned norms)
between the regularized and the full quantum dynamics is provided, and bounding term dependence
on cutoff, temperature and time is explicitly shown. Remarkably, we find linear time dependence for
the bounding term.
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Introduction

The study of interacting bosons is an active field of research that transversely attracts the interest of
both theoretical and experimental communities.

The birth of the study many-bosons dynamics is marked by the 1925 article [19], in which A. Einstein
predicted Bose-Einstein condensation in the non-interacting case based upon a previous article by
S. N. Bose [15]. The presence of interactions between the bosons represents a major difficulty for
a rigorous derivation of results regarding this phenomenon. A key contribution to the theory of
weakly interacting bosons is the 1947 paper [13] by N. Bogoliubov, in which the author introduced
the eponymous approximation. Even though the study of condensation phenomena related to bosons
dates back to the 1920’s, the first experimental observation of a Bose-Einstein condensate was realized
in the mid 1990’s |5]. Since then, the mathematical physics literature has produced many papers in
the subject.

A rigorous derivation of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation starting from first principles of many-body
quantum dynamics can be found in the paper [9].

In the review [49] a rigorous description of the Bogoliubov theory of superfluids (whose study started
in the paper [13]) is developed. Moreover, the same paper [49] illustrates a list of open problems in
the field of many-boson systems and Bogoliubov approximation.

An analysis of the scalings of the Hamiltonian to obtain asymptotic results in the limit of infinite
number of particles, i.e. the Gross-Pitaevskii limit and the related Thomas-Fermi limit, can be found
in the paper [40].

The evolution of the dynamics towards the Hartree dynamics and the study of the rate of convergence
can be found in [4], and also in the more recent [47].

An approach similar to the one employed in the present thesis is presented in the works |1} [2, 3], in
which the authors recovers the Hartree equation as a mean field limit using the phase space analysis of
Wick operators in the infinite dimensional Fock space. We remark however that in these works there
is no regularization, meaning that no cutoff is introduced. Another paper using similar techniques
(phase space analysis of Wick operators) to the ones used in the present thesis is [42], however the focus
on that work is the treatment of Bose-Hubbard models for the derivation of the discrete non-linear
Schrédinger flow in the mean field regime.

The first use of coherent states in the topic of Bose-Einstein condensation and superfluidity can be
found in the papers 34} 35].

In view of the vastness of the literature regarding the many-body dynamics for bosons and the Bose-
Einstein condensate we refer to the reviews [43, |37, |10, 57]. For a historical perspective of advances
in the field, see the thesis [39] or the paper [50], in which the development of Bogoliubov’s theory
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of superfluidity (along with many other physical systems) is analyzed in the bigger framework of
spontaneous symmetry breaking.

In the present work the main goal is to derive a rigorous estimate for the convergence to Hartree
dynamics for interacting spinless bosons in the low temperature limit, following the approach of |44].
We will present a bound on the distance between the quantum many body dynamics and the effective
one, after having regularized the fields in a way that will be described shortly.

The interaction potential V is chosen in the Hardy class, and it is allowed to have both negative and
positive values, in order to model also attractive phenomena. The estimate will be obtained working
on proper functional norms on L?(du), where du is a Gaussian thermal measure that concentrates
around the ground state of the system as the temperature goes to zero: for this reason we will regard T’
as our convergence parameter. Bounding term for the norm will exhibit a dependence on temperature,
time and a cutoff that will be introduced to regularize the system: we remark that the dependence
on time is linear and that the bounding term is vanishing in the 7" — 01 limit. The coefficient of
the interaction term is taken constant and not scaling as %, with N being the number of bosons. An
elliptic property on the Hamiltonian ensures that the Gaussian thermal norm can be used to control
from above the norm induced by the standard Gibbs measure.

The thesis is structured over four chapters. Chapter 1 is a discussion about the physical model:
the formalism of second quantization is reviewed and creation operators, destruction operators, Fock
space and field operators are introduced. The Hamiltonian in second quantization for identical massive
spinless bosons in d dimensions is analyzed, and some hypotheses are made about the interaction
potential. In particular, we request that the interaction potential belongs to the Hardy class, a
particular class of functions which contains, for instance, the Coulomb potential and all limited and
compactly supported potentials. Regarding the confinement potential instead, we choose the harmonic
one, and we take as orthonormal basis {¢;};, the set of eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator in d
dimension. Such choice is motivated by the knowledge of the analytic expression for such functions,
together with the existence of estimates, but of course is not restrictive and one could in principle
choice any other confinement potential (such as the infinite well).

In chapter 2 coherent states formalism is developed. Coherent states are crucial in the following chap-
ter, as the concept of Wick symbol relies upon them. First, the Weyl-Heisenberg group is introduced,
together with the Weyl translation operator. In this setting, a coherent state is given by the action of
the translation operator on an arbitrary function in the Schwartz space, that “generates” the coherent
state. We emphasize the case of canonical coherent states, which are the coherent states related to the
harmonic oscillator and obtained by choosing the ground state ¢g as generating function. We prove
some relations for such canonical coherent states, such as the product formula or the relation with
the basis functions ¢;. Moreover, we check that the canonical coherent states obtained through the
Weyl-Heisenberg group are eigenstates of the annihilation operator, thus they satisfy the fundamental
property of coherent states. In the following, we define Bargmann representation of coherent states
through the Bargmann transform. This representation acts on the Bargmann-Fock space, a particular
subspace of the bosonic Fock space: the relation between the two is better explained in the next chap-
ter. We also show that Bargmann representation of canonical coherent states, or simply Bargmann
coherent states, still obey the same properties of “standard” canonical coherent states.

In chapter 3 the regularized theory is presented. The idea behind regularization is to introduce an
integer cutoff A to switch from the infinitely-many evolution equations for the annihilation operator
ax to a finite system of ODE by selecting only a finite number of summands, summing only on indices
that are smaller than A (a proper norm on multiindices will be introduced). The cutoff allows us
also to define regularized operators, and in particular a regularized version of the field operator in
which the normal mode decomposition is truncated, including only A? terms. This regularized theory
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gives rise to a reduced quantum dynamics, that can be studied in the Bargmann-Fock space built
over the coherent phase space CA?. In the same chapter we also introduce some important tools for
computation, such as the star products and the Wick symbols of operators. The Wick symbol at time
t = 0 of the regularized Hamiltonian Hj is computed, and through this quantity an effective field is
defined. The Wick symbols of operators that appears in the (finite) normal mode decomposition of the
effective field solve the scalar Hartree equation. We also define the aforementioned Gaussian thermal
measure du and the corresponding norm, that will appear in the main result (proposition . The
behavior of the measure in the 7' — 0 limit is studied, and we also provide a comparison between
dp and the Gibbs measure: in particular the norm induced by the Gibbs measure is controlled from
above by the L?(dy) norm, guaranteeing that the estimates of the main theorem (proposition can
be rewritten in terms of the Gibbs measure.

In the last chapter, chapter 4, the result about convergence (proposition is stated and proved.
However, the proof is preceded by the statement and proof of several propositions that enters in the
proof of proposition In particular, the dynamics of we the deviation term between the Wick
symbol of the regularized and the effective fields and an we estimate explicitly the remainder of the
approximated dynamics with respect to the full Fock dynamics. The proof follows the one presented
in [44], presenting however some enhanced estimates. We also present a brief comparison between the
methods used in some of the existing literature (e.g. |9} 36, [21]), namely the study of one particle
density operators, and the techniques used in [44] and in the present thesis, trying to see how the two
approaches are related to each other.
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Notations and conventions

We present a brief list of the main notations and conventions that will be used.

L? space. We will assume that the vector space R? is endowed with the standard Lebesgue measure
dz. Given any measure space X with measure p we will denote as L?(X,dyu) the space of all functions
f: X — C that are square integrable, namely

LQ(X,d,u):{f:X—)(Csuchthat/ |f($)|2d,u}
X

In the case in which X = R with the standard Lebesgue measure da we will denote simply L?(R¢, dz) =
L?*(R%). Furthermore, when the context is clear we will omit to write the vector space, writing for
instance L2(dp).

Operators. Operators will be denoted in sans-serif font, such as H, P, V.

Vectors. Vectorial variables will not have any special notation. For complex vectors a € C?* we adopt

the following notation

a>=a-a a’=a-a la?=a-a

Complex measure. Given a complex variable o € C" that can be written o = g+ ip where ¢, p € R™
we denote da A dav = 7%" dg dp.

Gaussian integral. We will make use several times of the following n dimensional Gaussian integral

n
d"z e—cx2+2a~1’ _ (E) 2 e%a2
n C

where z € R” is the variable over which we are integrating, a € C" is a coefficient vector and ¢ € R™
is a positive constant. To prove this expression is sufficient to put z = (x1,...,2,), a = (a1,...,a,)
and write the above integral as

2 = 2 ™r g ° T\3 a2
- . —cx? T -1 2 af
A"z e~ +2a-x _ H e cxi+2a;T; dﬂ?j _ (7> H ew — <7) e
n 1 C C
]:

Multiindex notation. We will employ multiindex notation, for instance to address the basis elements
in arbitrary dimension. A d-dimensional multiindex k& € N¢ is a d-tuple (ki,...,kq) € N We will
adopt the standard notation for operations with multiindices, namely

|klmi = k1 4+ + kg

k! = kilka!. . kg!

X1



k= k(T kg? ke
We will also introduce a different norm on multiindices, namely |k| = maxi{k;}.

Permutation group. We will denote the permutation group over N elements, or N symmetric
group, as Sy. There are N! permutations in Sy, and the composition of two permutations o1 and o9
will be denoted as o1 o o9.
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CHAPTER 1

The physical model

Overview

In this introductory chapter a first overview of the physical model and of the used formalism is
provided. A review of the most relevant aspects of the second quantization is provided in a rigorous
way: Fock spaces, bosonic/fermionic projectors and field operators are introduced. An analysis of
the secondly-quantized Hamiltonian operator with both a confinement (one-body) and a interaction
potential (two-body) is provided: regarding the interaction potential, the Hardy class is introduced
and a discussion about the potentials is potentials is initiated, exploring their possible features.

1.1 Second quantization

Second quantization was first introduced in 1927 by P. Dirac ([18]), then developed further in the next
years by E. Wigner ([55]) and V. Fock ([24]).

A key ingredient of second quantization formalism is the use of Fock space, an Hilbert space that allows
the representation of a variable number of particles. To “jump” from a given number of particle to
another one the so-called ladder operators, i.e. creation and annihilation operators, have to be used.
We give a review of the most relevant features of second quantization in a rigorous fashion, following
mainly |51} 17]. A more physical-centered discussion can be found in [41, 23|, while for an advanced
mathematical treatment see [46]. An interesting paper on the history of second quantization with also
a perspective on some advanced mathematical techniques is [52].

We denote a generic vector in the N-particles space as
V=91 ® - QYN € HN
In braket notation such state is often denoted as

U =lpr...YN)

We can obtain the so-called position representation by computing the braket with the coordinate
vectors, namely

£l7(r1, . ,Y’N) = (7’1, ce ,TN|¢1 e wN> = wl(rl)’l/}Q(TQ) ce wN('r’N) (1.1)

1



Chapter 1. The physical model

We know that in nature the observed particles can be divided in two sectors: fermions and bosonsﬂ
The wavefunctions describing this particles have different symmetry properties:

e bosonic wavefunction is totally symmetric under the exchange of particles: let ¢ € Sy be a
permutation of N objects, then

U(re),  Tovy) = (1, ,7N)

e on the contrary, fermionic wavefunction is totally anti-symmetric under the exchange of any pair
of particlesﬂ

U(re), 5 Tov)) = (=1)7¥(r1, -+ ,7n)

Remark. In quantum field theory, Spin-statistic theorem ensures a link between the symmetry prop-
erties of the wavefunction and the spin of the particles, so that is equivalent to define bosonic fields
as the ones with integer spin and fermionic fields as the ones with half-integer spin (see |22, 53| for a
discussion).

If we introduce the parameter £ = +1, where the + is chosen in case of bosons and the — in case of
fermions, we can give a unique description of the symmetry properties as

\11(7"0.(1),. : '?TO'(N)) = ga\Ij(rla .- '7T'N)

Remark. The anti-symmetry of the many-body wavefunction in the case of fermions has a very
important phenomenological implication, namely the Pauli exclusion principle. Indeed, if we exchange
any coordinates inside the fermionic wavefunction we get

U(ry, .oy Tiyee s TjyenytN) = =W(r1, .0y, iy o, TN)

and if r; = r; we deduce
U(r1, .oy TiyeneyTiyeey’N) =0

It is clear that the N-particles state that we introduced in equation is not forced to obey any of the
above symmetries. Therefore, we shall find a way to symmetrize or antisymmetrize the wavefunction
¥ depending on the nature of the particles that describes. For this purpose, we define the bosonic or
fermionic projector as

1
He(r @ @ YN) = 77 D §7Woy ® -+ @ Vo)

’ gESN

It is easy to see that II is actually a projector, namely that is idempotent: by direct computation we
have

1
Melle (41 ® -+ @) = 170e D 6oy @+ ® Yoy

geSN
1 (oa
=N > M (o) @ -+ @ ()
'O'ESN
1 1

Z élal—HT'wToa(l) ®--® 1/1700(1\7)

o,TESN

~ NIN!

IThis is true at least in dimension d = 3. For instance, in dimension d = 2 also another sector of particles that are
not bosons nor fermions can rise, called anyons. In present thesis we will deal with bosons only.
2Here the factor (—=1)7 = +£1 represents the parity (or sign) of the permutation, defined as the number of transpositions

of two elements to get (1,---,N) starting from (o(1),---,0(NN)). For instance, if N = 3 the permutation (c(1) =
2,0(2) = 3,0(3) = 1) is even, then (—1)” = 1. On the other hand, the permutation (¢’(1) = 2,0'(2) = 1,6’(3) = 3) is
odd, (—1)(" = —1 (only one exchange is necessary to map (2,1, 3) into (1,2, 3)).



Chapter 1. The physical model

and putting v = 700 we getﬂ

11 ,
= NIN Z Z ¢ W1y @ @by

oc€ESN VESN

1
=N > My @@ gy

vESN

=e(h ® - @ Yn)
The projector acts as
H_,.:'HN—>H+('HN):H?\} O_:Hy = II_(Hn) =Hy

where [T (Hy) = ’HJiV are respectively the bosonic and the fermionic N particles Hilbert spaces.

To have lighter notation we denote
i1 @ @YN) =1 V- Vihy

I (1@ @YN) =01 A+ Ay

Application of the projector II¢ on a multi-particle state gives us the desired symmetrization or anti-
symmetrization of the state, depending on the bosonic or fermionic nature of the particle. For instance,
if N = 3 then the symmetrization (projection on bosonic space) of the state ¥ = 1)1 ® 19 ® 13 will be

BV = 5B Ot G Ot @ @ bt
+¢3®¢2®¢1+¢1®¢3®¢2+¢2®¢1®¢3}
while the anti-symmetrization
1A A = [ Y ® vk e 9 Y v @ e 9+
— Y3 ® 2 ® Y —¢1®¢3®¢2—¢2®¢1®¢3}
We can define the bosonic or fermionic N-particles state as
U =VN () @ @)

The symmetrization of a bosonic (or fermionic) state in coordinate representation can be expressed in
a much more compact form: indeed, in general we have

1
U(ry,.orn) = ——= o1y (1) - Yoy () (1.2)
VNI &
and if £ = —1 we have that equation (1.2)) is the determinant of the matrix A;; = 1;(r;), and therefore

U(ry,... det [1hi(r;)]

) = 1
yITN) = /7N'

3We have > N!

ceSN



Chapter 1. The physical model

this determinant in the context of fermions takes the name of Slater determinant.

Also for £ = +1 we can describe the wavefunction as a function of the entries of the matrix: we can
write

U(ry, ... per [¢;(r;)]

1
=

where per(-) denotes the permanentﬁ of the matrix A;; = 9;(rj). Computing the permanent of a
matrix is basically like computing the determinant, just ignoring all the — signs between the factors.

As an example, let us compute the 2-body wavefunction for both bosons and fermions. Employing
the matrix notation we have just introduced we have

B (11, 19) = TPGF (Z;E g Z;Eg;) 12(7#1(7“1)77112(7“2)+¢2(7”1)¢1(7“2))

and for fermions

Ferm. _ L e ¢a1 (7“1) ¢041 (?”2) _ i r ro) — r r
v (T177'2) = \/iD t (¢a2(7"1) ¢a2(7"2)> = \/i (‘bm( 1)¢O¢2( 2) ¢a2( 1)¢a1( 2))

Notice that the requested symmetry properties are satisfied:

\I]Bos. (7,1’ 7,2) — \I/BOS'(TQ, 7,1) \I/Ferm.(r17 7,,2) — _\IlFerm,(TQ, 7'1)

Remark. The state for the N-particles system is not merely the straightforward tensor product of
single-particle wavefunctions. Instead we have just seen how the multi-particles state is given by linear
combinations of such products, which indicates that single particles are in an entangled state. This
is the mathematical consequence of the physical loss of individuality for quantum particles: since it
does not make sense to label single particles the only possible way to describe a composite system is
treating it globally.

We define the bosonic and fermionic Fock spaces as the following infinite direct sum of the N-particles

spaces’}

Fr=HyoHfoHf & - =PHS

Conventionally, ’H(jf = C is the zero-particle space.

On Fock space it is natural to define two operators that allow to jump from a certain number of
particles to another one, namely the creation and annihilation operators. Let ¥ be our N particles
state, then we define the creation operator as

(aT(f)(\I/))(TO,rl,.._,rN szj 1f 7“3 7“1,...,7‘]'_1,7"]'4_1,7’]\[) (1.3)

4The permanent of a N x N matrix A;; is defined as

PGF(A) = Z H Aio’(i)

oc€Sym(n) i=1

5More formally, given any separable Hilbert space H1, the Fock space over H; is the complete tensor algebra over #;
(see |25]).



Chapter 1. The physical model

Creation operator adds a particle to the N-particles wavefunction, transforming it into a IN+1-particles
wavefunction
al + H N = Hn+1

New particle has wavefunction f, and the position of f is averaged by taking the sum of all possible
coordinates appearing into f.

Directly from equation ((1.3)) we can see that the creation operator is linear in f, namely

al(afi + Bf2) = aal(f1) + Bal(f2)

The annihilation operator is defined as the hermitian adjoint of the creation operator, namely

()

We want to find the analogous of equation ([1.3) for a, namely an explicit expression for the action of
the annihilation operator on a multi-particle state. We shall begin with the identity

(@'()=,¥) = (Z.a(f)P) (1.4)
The left hand side of this relation can be computed as

1 N

<aT(f)E, \I/> = /d?”l . dT’Nﬁ Z fjil (f(Tj)E(Tl, N T PR S P ,TN))* \I/(T'l, . TN)
j=1

N
< /ds d 1 /d . = * .
= 1...dsy_1 ri (f(rj))Z2(s1,..-,88-1)) V(rj,s1,...,5N-1)
N ;1: J J J

:/dsl...dsN1\/]\%/dqf*(q)\ll(q,51,...,sN1)

where in the passage marked with < we renamed the variables as
5 fori < j
S; =
Titl for i > J
We found that
GUOZ ) =V [dsidsyoadaf (@(asr, ..o o)

and by comparing this expression with the right-hand side of equation (|1.4)) we get that the action of
the annihilation operator on any N-particles state U is

@), ) = VN / daf (@)U (g, .. ry1)

Similarly to the creation case, here the f is the wavefunction of the destroyed particle, and the
projection along each existing wavefunction composing the multi-particle state is taken. We can write
in a different fashion the annihilation operator, namely as

@f)E)(re, ... rn-1) = Z (fsbo@))o(2) (1) V - -V Po(ny (TN-1) (1.5)

ceSN

From equation (|1.5)) it is easy to see that the annihilation operator is antilinealﬁ in f, namely
a(afi + Bf2) = ’a(f1) + B*a(f2)

5



Chapter 1. The physical model

NN N T
BB RC

Figure 1.1: Pictorial representation of the action of a,al operators. The leftmost space is C = H,, the
zero particle space.

af

The two operators we just introduced satisfy some interesting commutation relations: let us define
the operatorial commutator/anticommutator as [A, Bl = AB — ¢BA, then for f,g € Hi we have the
following relations

a(f),a'(9)le = (f,901  [a(f.al@le=0  [a'(f),al(g)le =0 (1.6)

Equations in the bosonic case are called canonical commutation relations, or CCR, and in the
fermionic case canonical anticommutation relations, or CAR. Such relations are of great importance,
since the different behaviour between fermions and bosons is due to the commuting or anticommuing
nature of the respective annihilation or creation operators.

For instance, for fermions the CAR imply the Pauli exclusion principle, since by taking f = g in

equation (|1.6) we get

and so we conclude that a and af in the fermionic case are nilpotent operators.
The most common realization of creation and annihilation operators is by using an orthonormal basis:
let {¢k}r be an orthonormal basis of H; , then we denote
al(pr) =l alpn) =a
Notice that if H1; = L?(R?) then k is a d-dimensional multiindex.

Let us focus on bosons: thanks to the orthonormality of the basis the CCR becomes
[k, a]] = 0w (1.7)

while all other commutators are vanishing.

Let Q € Hg be the zero-particles state, also called the vacuum state. Application of the destruction
operator to the vacuum state gives identically zero

a(f)2=0

Conversely, we can create any other state in Fock space by repeated action of the creation operator on
the vacuum state. Let us consider the first iteration, that creates from the vacuum a single particle
state of wavefunction f:

al () =f

SIndeed, recall that in general the scalar product in a Hilbert space is sesquilinear (literally “one and a half linear”),
meaning linear in one component and antilinear on the other.

6



Chapter 1. The physical model

Then, by applying another creation operator we get the two-particle state

al(g)al ()2 =al(g)f = \}5 gof+f@g)

and so on. In general, for the bosonic N-particles state we can write
U= VNl V---Vioy =al(11)...a (¥n)Q

This characterization of Fock states allows us to define the scalar product between two bosonic Fock
states ¥ and ® as

(U, @) = per ((¢i, 9;))
A pictorial representation of the action of creation and annihilation operators is showed in figure

1.2 Field operators

Let us consider for an arbitrary point in space z € R? the following state
dz(r) =6(r — o)

The scalar product of two states is

(62,8 = [ drdte = )3(r =) = 5z —)

We denote the creation and annihilation operators associated to 6, and d, as

We have the following CCR
[W(x), Vi(y)] = 6(x —y) for all z,y € R

How can we connect the operators Wf and W to the standard (and well-defined) creation and annihi-
lation operators? Let f € H; be an arbitrary single particle wavefunction, then

F0) = | daf(@)s, (@)

or, choosing not to use a coordinate representation

f= dzf(x)d,

Rd

Then creation and annihilation operators can be expressed as

() = [ dap@)vi@

(1) = [ daf (@)

Now, instead of choosing an arbitrary f € H; let us consider the orthonormal basis {¢k }x, then

62(r) = Z or(®)" pr(r)
k

7



Chapter 1. The physical model

and by linearity

We can add a dependence of field operators from time by considering the time evolution of the
annihilation and creation operators. We define the quantum field operators as

W(t,w) =Y ar(t)er(e) Wit a) = al(t)pi() (1.8)
k k

where the time evolution is ruled by the Heisenberg equation iW(t,z) = [W(¢,x),H], that admits
V(t,z) = U)W (2)UT(t) as a solutionlﬂ Equation (1.8)) is also called the normal mode decomposition
of the field operators. Correspondingly we have

an(t) = (o W(t, ) = / @) (t,2) da

R4

a(0) = (e V() = [ arl@Wi(to)da
]Rd

CCR of the destruction and creation operators is inherited by the field operators, indeed using the
linearity of the scalar product we have

au(t).a] ()] = (160 W10, ), 07, W18 0] = [ W(e.2), W diadenty) dleay ©

where the equality marked with (!) holds if and only if

[W(t, Hf), \UT(tv y)] = 5(1‘ - y) (19)

Remark. Notice that we are stating the CCR for two fields operators in different spatial points, but
at the same time: indeed, equation is also commonly named equal time commutation relation,
or ETCR. Computing the commutator of two field operators at arbitrary space-time points is more
complex and involves the notion of field propagator (for a relativistic treatment, see chapter 6 of [53]
or also chapter 4 of [27]).

1.3 The Hamiltonian

We consider the Hamiltonian in second quantization for identical bosons of spin 0 in R?

= [ V@n@v@ s [ VvV vev@ sy

= H© 4 H(int)
where h(z) is the single particle Hamiltonian, given by

@) = 5 V2 + u(a)

"Here U(t) = exp (—iHt), where H is the Hamiltonian that will be introduced shortly. The map U : F — F, is well
defined, see |17].
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and u(z), V(|Jz — y|) are respectively the one- and two- body interaction potentials. Notice that
for spatial homogeneity the potential V' depends on the difference |x — y| rather than from x and y
separately. We will denote with {¢}1, with k& € N¢, the set of orthonormal eigenfunctions that satisfy

hor = eppr

Heisenberg equation rules the time evolution of the system, namely

OV(t,x)
i = [W(t,x),H]
= [ W) i h) ] dy+ (L.11)
[ WD V)WV (1~ DW(E,2) V(e 9)] dy
R2d

Now, focusing on the first term we have

(W(t,z), Wit y)h(y)W(t,y)] = [V(t,z), V(t,9)]h(y)V(t,y) + Wit y) [Vt ), h(y)V(t, )]
=0
= [W(t,z), VIt y)h(y)V(t, y) + VI (¢t y)h(y) [W(t,z), V(t,y)]
= 0(x — y)h(y)V(t,y)

and analogously focusing on the second

(W (), Vi)W )V (Jly — 2 )W ()W (y)] = [V (2), V)T )V (Jly — )W ()W (y)
+ Wi () [W(2), W)V (ly — 2V (2)¥(y)]
=8z =)WV (ly - )V () ¥ (y)

+Wi(y) ([‘U(x)a V)V (Jly — 2V ()W (y)

=0
+ Vi) W), V(y - z)Wz)Wy)])

=8z — Vi)V (y— 2DV (z)V(y)
+ oz — )W)V (y — 2V (2)V(y)

Putting together these two results we can rewrite equation (1.11]) as

OV(t, @)
2 ot - [\U(ta x)v H]
— y d(x —y)h(y)V(t,y)dy+
+3 [0 =gV )V (ly = 2V (e, )W (0, y) dy
+ % » o(x — z)\UT(t,y)Vﬂy — 2V (t,2)V¥(t,y)dydz

8Here we omit the time dependence of the field operators for better readability.
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Chapter 1. The physical model

and if we perform the integrals

oV (t, z)

5 = [(W(t,z),H] = h(x)V(t, z)+

i

+ % /Rd Vit 2)V(|z — 2| )W(t, 2)V(t, ) dz
w5 [ WiV iy = o) v vt ) dy
—n(pw(ta) + ([ V= o)Vt ¥) dy) Wit
_ (h(x) Vo w*w) V(t, )

where * denotes the convolution produc‘ﬂ Therefore, the evolution of the field operator W and of its
hermitian conjugate W' are ruled by the following equations

iawg; z) _ (h(:v) FV wTw) W(t,z) (1.12)
—iwgf’x) - (h(x) LV wTw) wi(t, z) (1.13)

Both equations (1.12) and (1.13]) can be seen as a modified Schrédinger equation in second quantiza-
tion, in which linearity is lost due to the presence of the interaction potential V.

The Number operator is defined as

N(t) = /Rd Vit 2)W(t, z) d%

We can easily compute the equal time commutation relations of N(t) with the field operator as

wwwmmz/

wwwmww@mm:/
Rd

Vit y)[W(t,y), VIt ) dly = Vit o)
Rd

NEW(E o] = [ Wi Vialaly = [ Vi) v aly = v

Using the above relations it is simple to show that the number operator is preserved by the dynamics:

indeed™|
N, Wi(2)h(2)W(2)] = Wi(2)h(z)[N, ¥(2)] + [N, W' (2)]h(z)¥(z) = 0
N, W (@)W () V(J2 = y )W ()W ()] = [N, (@)W () V(|2 = )W (y) ¥ (2)+
+ W (@) N, W)V (J2 — y )W (y) V(@) +
+ W @)W ()N, V([ — y[)W ()] (2)+
+ VI @)W () V(jz — y )W ()N, ¥(z)] = 0

and therefore
ON

Yot

9Given two operators A and B their convolution product is defined as

=[N,H] =0

A+B(@) = [ Alz - 1)B) d'y
10We omit the time dependence for simplicity.

10



Chapter 1. The physical model

The conservation of the N operator can be seen also as a consequence of Noether’s theorem: indeed,
the Hamiltonian (|1.10)) is invariant under the following global U (1) transformation:

Vs eloy wl ey gmioyt acR

and the number operator is the conserved quantity provided by the theorem.

Now, it is convenient to rewrite the Hamiltonian in an alternative form, using the creation and anni-
hilation operators. Let us start from the first piece of equation ((1.10))

/d W (z)h( x)dx = Za al/ r@)h(z)p(z)de = Zazaxapk, he) = Zekazak (1.14)
R Kl e

then move on to the second
1 1
5 /R V@I )V (|l — gDV )W (@) dedy = 5 D 7 a(t)a] ()am (t)an(t) Viamn (1.15)

where

Vo = | | i@l 0on(@)eu )V (f2 = yl) Aoy

are the interaction coefficients of the potential. We will discuss more in depth some properties of this
object later on. Combining equations ({1.14) and (|1.15)) we can write

H= Zskakak + = Z a(t m(t)an () Viimn
k:lmn

Time evolution of the destruction operator satisfies the Heisenberg equation, namely

dak
i =larH Za ar,aja)] + 5 Zak,a fanar] Vimnr (1.16)

lmnr
Evaluation of the commutators is easily done through the CCR:

[ak,a;az] = [akaazr]al = axokl

[ak, alTaInanar] = [ag, alT]aInanar + a;r[ak, afnanar} = 5lkainanar + alT[ak, aln]anar
= 5lkajﬂanar + 6mka;ranar

and so one gets

dak
iy At g l%; (Oikal,anar + 5mkalana ) Vimnr
1
= €rar + 5 Z (a;rnanarvkmn'r + ainanarvmkm”>
mnr
= exar + Y ahanaVigmni
mnl

where V(km)nl = %(Vkmnl + Vinknt) is the symmetrized interaction coefficient.

11



Chapter 1. The physical model

1.4 Potentials

Confinement potential

We stated above that )
h(z) = —§v2 + u(z)

is our single particle Hamiltonian. We take the confinement potential to be the harmonic one, namely
L oo
u(z) = -|z
() = 5ol

where again m = 1 and w = 1. The single particle eigenfunctions ¢; are therefore given by the
solutions of the d dimensional harmonic oscillator.

Interaction potential and the Hardy class

Let us define the H'-Sobolev space as
H'(R?) = { : R? = R such that 19l L2y + IV p2(gay < 400}
we call the quantity [¢] ;1 (gay = [¥[2ray + VY] 12 (ray the H*'-Sobolev norm of 1.
Given a potential V : R — R we say it belongs to the Hardy class if
IVl L2 ay < Cv 9] o gay
where the constant Cy is the Hardy constant related to the potential V.

Potentials in Hardy class include the familiar Coulomb-type potential, indeed we have the following
proposition:

Proposition 1.1. The Coulomb potential V(z) = 4 obeys the Hardy inequality, namely

||

d—2\? V|2
<2> /Rd||$|2dx§/|v¢’2dx (1.17)

Proof. We will prove the result in one dimension. Let us write ¥ as an integral function, namely

b(x) = / " pe)at

Having written 1 in such a form, the inequality to prove is

/Ooo <i /Om £t dt>2 < 4/000 f(a)?da

By changing the variable ¢ — sz we get

</000 (2] dt>z>é - [ [T semas) dx]

By Minkowski inequality

[/OOO </Ul " ds>2 dx] | - /01 </ooo f(s2)? dx) *as

12
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Chapter 1. The physical model

Then, changing one more time variable in the dz integral z — %5 we get

[ ([ rtmran) an= [ repas)’ st ([ riorae)’
</ooo (; [ dt>2>% <2 (/OOO f(&)%&)é

and squaring both members we recover the desired inequality. O

we proved

Remark. There exists a more general form of Hardy inequality in LP(R?) spaces, namely

f

|z

p
< \ n
iy S 7 1 e

Remark. We furthermore remark that the Hardy inequality, equation , can be regarded as an
uncertainty principle. Indeed, it states that a function cannot be concentrated around one point (the
origin) unless its momentum is big, and vice-versa if its momentum is small then the function has to
be spread in the space (see [16] for more details). Interestingly, the Hardy inequality was introduced
in 1925 in the paper [29], two years before Heisenberg formulated the eponymous principle [30]: the
history beyond the motivation and the background that led to Hardy to formulate the inequality is
explained in the review paper [33].

Having introduced the Hardy class, let us consider some physically relevant aspects. In general, to
being able to model the bosonic interactions we want our 2-body potential to be

e Repulsive on short distances;
e Attractive at some intermediate distances;
e Vanishing at infinite distances.

This translates into the necessity of having two constants rg and r1 such that the potential V is
positivelE for r < rg, negative for ro < r < r1 and null for r > ry:

Vir)>0 ifr<mrg
V(r) <0 ifrg<r<r, wherer=|z|,zc R
V(ir)y=0 ifr>nr

Moreover, we introduce the constants a and b as

a= sup V(r) b=— inf V(r)

0<r<ro ro<r<ri

A graphical representation of the parameters rg, 1, a,b is showed in figure we will refer to such
parameters as bounding parameters.

If both a and b are finite, then the potential is limitedEL Indeed, a vast class of Hardy potentials is
given by the limited ones:

1YWe will commit a slight abuse of notation: thanks to spatial homogeneity, the potential is a function of just the
modulus of its argument, V(z) = V(|z|): sometimes we will put the modulus sign explicitly, other times we will just
compute the potential in some z € R? omitting the | - |.

12Recall that for 7 > 71 no divergence can occur, since by definition V(r)=0 for r > ri.

13



Chapter 1. The physical model

Figure 1.2: The parameters a, b, rg and r; determine the two rectangles that contain the potential.
As an example, two potentials are sketched.

Proposition 1.2. Let V be a limited potential, V € L”(Rd). Then V is in Hardy class and the
Hardy constant is given by
Cv = [V oo (ray

where the norm is given by

| £l oo (gay = inf{C > 0 : | f(z)| < C almost everywhere }
Proof. We have
Vil = [ V@@ P < [ o)<
<c? / p)Pdo+C? [ [V de = C 1ol e
It is then easy to show that C' = max{a, b}. O

A first potential that we can consider in our physical model is the step potential, defined as

Vo ifr<0
V(r)={ —e ifrg<r<r wherer=|z|,z R
0 ifr>mnr

and represented in figure [1.3} Clearly, the bounding parameters are

70 71 Vo=ua e=b



Chapter 1. The physical model

For such potential |V e (gay = max{Vp,e} = Cy. This means

IVl 2@ay < CF [l ey = max{Vo, e} |91 F1 (ray

for all .

A 4

Figure 1.3: Step potential.

Lennard-Jones potential is an improvement compared to the step potential since it is smooth and is
phenomenologically motivated, see [38] for instance. Analytic expression of such potential is

Viy(rim, o) = 4n [((;)6 N ((;)12}

where
1. parameter n is related to the depth of the potential well;
2. parameter o is related to the radius of the particle in the hard sphere model.

Lennard-Jones potential is positive for 7 < o: for small values of it fastly diverges, V oc =2, On
the other hand, such potential presents a (negative) potential well for » > o and it is vanishing as
V o 775 in the great distance (r > 1) limit, as can be seen in figure In order to being able to
include the Lennard-Jones potential in the (limited) Hardy class we mentioned above, we can consider
a truncated Lennard-Jones potential instead of the actual one. Truncated version is given by

Voy(rsn,o)  forr >\
Vi(r)=
Voi(\smyo)  forr < A

and the plot of this function is shown in figure [1.4

15
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Tro r

Figure 1.4: Truncated Lennard-Jones potential. Red dashed line represent the actual potential.

Hardy inequality for a given potential can be extended to field operators, as we show in the following
proposition. We recall that, given two operators A, B acting on a Hilbert space H, the notation

A<B
is used to indicate the following property:

(o, Ap) < (9, By)

for every ¢ € Dom(A) N Dom(B) in the domains of the operators.

Proposition 1.3. Let V be a potential in the Hardy class, and let Cy be its Hardy constant. The
field operator W obeys the following inequality:

/Rd V2(2)WW(z)de < C% (/Rd Vi (z) de + /Rd VUiV (z) dx>

Proof. Let us take an arbitrary ¢ € HX,, then

Given the orthonormal basis {¢;};, we call ¥; the projection of 1 along the j — th basis vector:
¥j(@) = (s (@))pet

Then we can write

(o, ‘VTW(w)@)H; = (W(@), (x)) =D [t ()]
§=0

16
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[e.9]

(0, VWIVW (@) )y = (Vi(2), V() = Y [V ()]
§=0
For each j we can write the Hardy inequality: since we are dealing with the projections of the
field operator computed against an arbitrary function ¢ we can use the traditional (i.e. functional)
inequality, getting
”V¢j ||L2(Rd) <Cy ”ﬂ’] ”Hl(Rd)

that can be squared to get

/ V2(2)y2(z) dz < C3 </R (15 (@) + Vb5 (@)[?) dx)

The above relation is valid for any j, therefore we can take the sum

oo 2$ 21’ . 0 2 ‘.CC2 .3;2 .
> [v@da g];cv(/w(w 2+ 7)) )

and therefore

(¢, /R ) V2(z)Wiv(z) dwg)ys < CZ(p, < /R ) Vi (z)dz + » VVUIvW(z) d:c) Pt

Given a potential V', we have already defined its interaction coefficients as the following quantity

Vo = | | @60V (@ = 9 (w)uy) dady

where ¢; are the single particle wavefunctions. Notice that this object contains information about both
potentials, namely the confinement (one-body) and the interaction (two-body) one. The information
of the former is given by the use of the single particles wavefunctions ¢;, while the latter appears
explicitly into the expression.

It is easy to verify that the coefficients Vi, obey the following symmetry
Viimn = Vrtznkl
Moreover, with our choice of u(z), we have that the ¢; are real functions for all j values, therefore

Vklmn = Vmnkl-

Remark. An explicit expression of Vi, is cumbersome to compute: indeed, even for a simple step
potential computations are long and there is little hope to find a closed and explicit formula for
Vitmn. For instance, in dimension d = 3 each index is a 3-dimensional multiindex, and the interaction
coefficient turns out to depend on 3 x 4 = 12 indices:

Vimn = V(kl) (zl) (ml) (m
ko lo mo ng)
k3/ \l3/ \m3/ \n3
For potentials in Hardy class we have the following proposition, giving a bound for the value of the

interaction coefficients (as long as the indices are bounded):

Proposition 1.4. Let |kl|,|l|,|m|, |n| be < A. The interaction coefficients Vi, obey the following
inequality

N|=

Vitmn| < Cv (1 +d(2A + 1))

17
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Proof. Starting from the definition of Vi, we can write

Viamal < [ 160011010 60 @ 6n@) V(& ~ )]y <
< [ en@lon ([ 1ollaiv - nlay) as

Now, from Holder inequality with p = 2 we have

/ |v<x—y>¢k<y>u¢l<y>\dys\/ / rczn(y)rzdy\/ / V(e — o) Pée()]? dy =
R4 Rd R4

= ||¢l||L2(Rd) \//]Rd V(@ —y)?|or(y)[* dy

Recall that [ @] 2gay =1 therefore

Vil < [ |¢m<x>\|¢n<x>\/ [ Wia = Plolayas

Then we can use the Hardy constant of the potential to estimate

/. |¢m<x>|r¢n<x>|\/ L V=Pl Pdyds < [ 16u(@)on@ICr 1+ Vol sz da

2 1

< lémlr2ay 190l 2y Ov (L + [Vr|T2ra))?
1
= Cv(1+ |Vérla(ga)?

We shall now estimate the gradient. The eigenvalue equation for the d-dimensional harmonic oscillator
is

d

d
1 1
<—2V2 + 2‘1"2) O = exop where g = ;kz + B

We multiply both sides by ¢, and then we take the integral obtaining

1 1
—2/ (V2¢k)¢>kdx—|—2/ \xy%zdx_gk/ $3 dz
R4 R4 R4

Using the fact that [ o2 dz = | 2 ®e) =1 and integrating by parts the first term (boundary terms
are vanishing) we get

d
1 1 1
[ orass [ aPotdr—a— 3 [ (Vard<d b+
2 Rd 2 R4 2 R4 i1

d
2
Since |k| = max; k; < A the estimate is

This yields to the result

N

Viimn| < Cv (14 d(2A + 1))

18
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Notice that the bounding term is not depending on indexes, and therefore for the symmetrized inter-
action coefficients the same estimate holds:

1 1 1
"/(k:l)mn‘ = §|Vklmn + kan| < 5 (‘Vklmn‘ + H/lkmn‘) < CV (1 + d(2A + 1))2
For brevity sake we call the bounding term By, and so

|‘/(k:l)mn| < Ba

19
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CHAPTER 2

Coherent states

Overview
Coherent states are usually introduced in two different ways:
e As eigenstates of the annihilation operator;
e As states that minimize the uncertainty in Heisenberg uncertainty principle.

The second property is the way in which coherent states were initially introduced by E. Schrodinger
in 1926, i.e. as a “minimum uncertainty Gaussian wavepacket” [48], while a description in terms of
the annihilation operator is more recent (1960) and due to R. Klauder [31]. Decades later, in 1963, R.
J. Glauber in the attempt of explaining a problem related to the physics of interferometersE] provided
a fully quantum-mechanical description of the electromagnetic field in terms of coherence [26]. Two
years later, F. T. Arecchi experimentally verified that a single-mode laser is in a coherent state with
an unknown phase [6].

Despite being of great theoretical and mathematical interest, coherent states have a wide success also
in applied fields. Indeed, the whole quantum optics and laser science field relies heavily on the concept
of coherent state.

Our aim in this chapter is to define coherent states in a general fashion, following [17], by introducing
a Lie group (the Weyl-Heisenberg group) and defining a translation operator acting on it. Then, a
coherent state will be given by the application of such operator on any function in Schwartz space. By
choosing as generating function the ground state of the harmonic oscillator we will get the so-called
canonical coherent states: then, we will show that our definition fulfills the two properties requested
above.

The expression of coherent states that we will use in the following chapters to compute coherent
expectation values of operators will be of the form

|2
by(z) = 5172

We will provide an explanation on how it is possible to achieve the above shape starting from the
canonical coherent states in the so-called Bargmann-Fock representation.

'More precisely the Hanbury Brown and Twiss (HBT) effect.
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Chapter 2. Coherent states

2.1 The Weyl-Heisenberg group

Historically, the definition of Weyl-Heisenberg group, which is motivated by Heisenberg commutation
relations for position and momentum operators, goes back to H. Weyl’s mathematical formulation of
quantum kinematics in [54].

Let us consider the standard n-dimensional quantum mechanics operators in L?(R")

. 0
Qj = .%'j Pj = —’Lhaixj

where Q; is the (j-th) position operator and P; is the (j-th) momentum operator. Such operators are
defined in the following domains

DomQ; = {¢ € L*(R™) such that z;9(x) € LQ(]R")}

DomP; = {¢ € L*(R") such that agf) € L2(R”)}
J

For brevity sake, we will denote as follows

Q=(Q1,...,Qn) P=(Py,...,Pn)
The operators obey the Heisenberg canonical commutation relation
[Qi, Pj] = —dijih
on the intersection of the domains, Dom Q N Dom P.
We can introduce the Weyl-Heisenberg translation operator as the following operator

7

() =exp (-Q =4 -P))

where (¢, p) € R?" is a point on the phase space and the - denotes the linear combination > piQi
(analogously for ¢ and P). With some hypotesis on the Hilbert Spaceﬂ we have a product law for the
above operators

T(21)T(22) = exp <—2iha(z1, 22)> T(z1 + 29) (2.1)

where z1 = (q1,p1) and 22 = (g2, p2). Also, in the above formula o (-, -) denotes the standard symplectic
product, defined aﬂ

() R xR - R o(z1,22) = 2{ (_(in 10n> 29

Skew-symmetry of the symplectic product allows us to express Heisenberg commutation relation in

2In particular, Baker-Campbell-Haussdorff formula must hold, see |17] for further details.
3Even dimension is crucial to define the symplectic structure on a given vector space.
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the integral form

We shall now focus on the reason why the operator is a translation one: indeed, the operator T satisfies

T(2) <§>T(Z)—1 - (S :;) (2.2)

To prove this relation, let us work component-wise: for the first row we have
iha (e%(p-qu-P)Qef%(p-qu-P)) —en®Q4P)Q p.Q—q-Ple F P IP) = _jpq
and analogously for the second.

One-dimensional case

Let us put in dimension d = 1 : let us define

1 1 1
- | _’p -
el 5h ) 5 e3 hQ
Easily one checks the following commutation relations:
[e2,e3] =2e;  [e1,e2] =0  [e1,e3] =0

The operators e; generate a 3-dimensional Lie algebra, the Weyl-Heisenberg algebra

hl = Span{e17 €2, e3}
whose generic element is expressed using the coordinates (t, ¢, p)
Witqp) = te1 + qe2 + pes
Lie bracket between two elements of the algebra is computed to be (using the shorthand z = (q,p)
and 2’ = (¢',p)):
(Wit,2), W 2] = 20(2, 2ey

Through the exponential mapping of the elements of fj; we can generate the elements of the associated
Lie group H(1): indeed, the exponential map exp : h1 — H(1) maps the element of the algebra W .,
into the the group element G .)

exp : [)1 — H(l) W(t,z) — exp (W(t,z)) = G(t,z)
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Then, consider
1
exp (W(t,z)) exp (W(t’,z')) = exp <2[W(t,z)aw(t’,z’)] + W) + W(t’,z')>
= exp (W(t—l—t’—i—a(z,z/),z-‘rz’))

this expession allows us to deduce that the group H(1) is R? endowed with the product

(t,2)o 2=+t +0(2,7),2+2)
Notice that:

e The identity is given by (0,0,0), since
(0,0,0) ® (¢,q,p) = (t,q,p) ©(0,0,0) = (¢, ¢, p)

e Given any (t,q,p), the inverse element is (—t, —q, —p)

(t,q,p) © (—t,—q,—p) = <t—t— (¢,p) <_01 é) <q>,q—q,p—p> = (0,0,0)

b

e The product ® is non-commutative.

In dimension n

We can easily generalize what seen in the d = 1 case to a n dimensional case. We define the basis as

1

=——1
T Ton

ej:—%ijherel<j§n+1 ei:%inheren+1<i§2n+1

The n-th Weyl-Heisenberg Lie algebra b, is a vector space of dimension 2n + 1 where each element
can be written as

n+1 2n+1
Witqp) = te1 + Z 7€ + Z Di€i
j=2 i=n+2

Therefore, a coordinate system for the vector space is given by (¢,z) = (t,q,p) € R x R™ x R™. Lie
bracket of two elements in b, is

[W(t’qm) ’ W/(t,q,p)] =20(z,2")ey

By repeating the same steps done in the one-dimensional case, one finds that the Weyl-Heisenberg
group H(n) is R?"*! endowed with the following non-abelian product:

(t,z) ot 2) =+t +0(2,2),2+7)
We can define a unitary map p : H(n) — L?(R") as
(t:2) = plt, 2) = 31T (2)

This is the Schrodinger representation, which is a unitary representatiorﬁ (i.e. a group homomorphism)
of the Weyl-Heisenberg group over the (infinite dimensional) Hilbert space L?(R™).

“Let V be a vector space over the field K, and let (G,-). A group representation of G over the vector space V its the

map
D:G— GL(V)

such that D(g1 - g2) = D(g1)D(g2) for all gi,g2 € G, where D(g) its an operator acting on the elements of V. The
dimension of V', which can be also infinite, is called dimension of the representation.

If the representation map is injective, then the representation is said to be faithful.

A unitary representation is a group representation where the operators satisfy D(g)"D(g) = D(¢9)D(g)" = 1 for all
g €GqG.
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Chapter 2. Coherent states

Remark. Schrodinger representation is irreducible, meaning that it admits no invariant subspaces.
The Stone-von Neumann theorem states that this is the unique irreducible representation of H(n) over
a vector space, up to conjugation with an unitary operator (see for instance |25][28][45]).

Coherent states definition

We are almost ready to define what is a generic coherent state. Let ¢ € L?(R"): the Weil-Heisenberg
translation operator acts on v as

(T(2)9)(x) = e~ IPei® P (z — q)

Similarly, let

be Fourier transform of ¢ (z): then

(T(2)) (k) = e2rPe™ 5"k — p)
Recall that the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions S(R™) is given by
SR") ={f € C*R") | |flap <00V a,pb}
where «, 8 are multiindices and

+-+0On
flog = sup [ DIf@ = sup  foage . agn T @)
’ rER? (z1,....xn ) ER™ 85611 R ol

is a semi-norm. Notice that S(R") C L?*(R™): moreover, since the L?(R™) basis {¢;}; is entirely
contained in S(R"), then S(R™) is densely contained in L?(R").

Take any 1) € S(R"): the coherent state associated to v and centered in the point z = (g, p) € R?" of
the phase space is defined as

V() = (T(2)¥)(z)
The function v is a generating function of the coherent states. In the following we will specialize to
the harmonic oscillator case and we will show that this definition of coherent state has all the desired
features.

2.2 Canonical coherent states

The case in which the generating function of the coherent states is the ground state of the harmonic
oscillator, i.e. the standard Gaussian, is called the canonical coherent states. We take as reference
state the n-dimensional Harmonic oscillator ground state

n x?
¢o(z) = (wh)™ % exp <_2h)
The coherent state associated to ¢g (the canonical coherent state) has the form

1 —1 i i —q)?
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Chapter 2. Coherent states

The coherent state ¢, is localized around the phase space point z = (g, p): the localization has size
vk in both the position and momentum direction The coherent state is in some sense the quantum
analogue of the classical state of the system, represented by the point z in the phase space. In this
regard, the action of the Weyl-Heisenberg group allows us to switch from the classical state to the
quantum coherent state.

— Re(60(x))
— Im(go(x))
1 2 3
—0.5
-1+
(a) 2 =(0,0) (b) 2= (1,4)

— Re(¢:(x))
— Im(¢-())
— =)

Figure 2.1: (a). Canonical coherent state centered in z = (0,0), corresponding to the ground state
of the harmonic oscillator. (b) and (c). Canonical coherent states centered in two different points
(z = (1,4) and z = (3, 2) respectively). Notice how the modulus function is centered in the ¢ value.

In the quantum harmonic oscillator is customary to define the creation and destruction operators as

_ 1 i af = 1 g

where both operators are defined on Dom(Q) N Dom(P). The operators obeys the following commu-

a

5Tn the sense that v/% is the variance of the Gaussian, and so 99.7% of the coherent state is contained in the z = q:|:3\/ﬁ
region.
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Chapter 2. Coherent states

tation relation, inherited by the non-commutativity of the position and momentum operators:
[3j:af] = 0

The Hamiltonian of the n dimensional harmonic oscillator can be written in terms of the ladder
operators:

_1 N~ (ah T
H2(P2+Q2)h;<ajaj+2>

It is easy to check that the ground state ¢ is the eigenstate of the annihilation operator associated
to the eigenvalue 0:

(xh)~4% [ a] 2 (7h)7i [ ] _aﬂx]
agg = r+h—|e 2" = xe 25 +he" 2w —| =0
=75 Bz NGT h

We can therefore ask ourselves if also the other coherent states we have defined are eigenstates of the
annihilation operator: the answer is affirmative, as we shall see immediately.

Let us define the following complex number

Qy

1 .
= \/727%((1 +ip) (2:3)

then the following holds
1
V2h

1 o
= —(Q-q+iP—ip)=a—a.

V2h

where equation (2.2)) was used. Combining this equation together to ¢g = T~1(2)¢. gives
(a—a.)p. = T(2)aT(2) ¢, = T(2)agy =0

which gives us the desired result: every coherent state is eigenstate of the annihilation operator, and
the corresponding eigenvalue is obtained mapping the point in which the coherent state is centered
(¢, p) into «, using the map defined in equation ([2.3)):

ag, = a.¢,

T(2)aT(z)" ! = T(2)(Q+iP)T(2)!

We have, using BCH formula
T * |a|2 t *
T(z) =exp(a-a' —a*-a) =exp 5 exp(a-a')exp(—a* - a) (2.4)

therefore, we can use the above equation to write the z coherent state aﬂ

o

¢. = exp (—2) exp(a - af) ¢y (2.5)

Coherent states are not orthogonal to each other: indeed, it is useful to compute the scalar product
between any of them: using the L?(R") product we have

(¢z, ) = exp (ia(;’;/)> exp <—|Z;;/|2> (2.6)

®Recall that agp = 0 and so exp (—a™ - a)po = exp (—a*0)¢o = ¢o.
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Chapter 2. Coherent states

We shall now proof equation ([2.6). We have, using equation (2.4))

2|2

(60, T(2)d0) = € F (o, e 2g) = =

(2.7)

>
o

But as shown above agy = 0 and therefore we have He*a*'aqboHiQ(Rn) = |¢o ”%2(Rn) =1

Moreover, using (2.1) we have

' i
T2 = TET(E)o0 = exp (= 35002 2) ) Tl + )00 = exp (= 500 2) ) dur
Using this results we can write the formula for the overlapping of two generic coherent states as

(62002) = (T(:)60,T(!) = xp (370(2) ) (60 T = 2)6n)

and using ([2.7) we can recover the product formula for two coherent states (equation ([2.6))).

In dimension 1 the k-th eigenstate of the harmonic oscillator is obtained applying k times the creation
operator to the ground state ¢q:

1
Yk = ﬁ(aT)%o

The multiplying constant is added to have |y, 2 ®) = 1.

Then, expanding the exponential in the formula (2.5 we get the following well-known identity

2
la|

2 <1+a-aT+;(a~af)2+...>¢0:e_2Z\/ngk (2.8)

_la? ot _
bz=¢e 2 e g =c¢

Equation ([2.8) relates the coherent state centered in an arbitrary point to the eigenfunctions of the
harmonic oscillator {¢y }.

This relation can be generalized to arbitrary dimension: let k = (k1,...,k,) € N be a multiindex,
then the k-th eigenstate of the harmonic oscillator is

() = (1) - - - Pr, (T0) Hsﬁk (z5)

Then, using the fact that each y; can be obtained by applying the creation operator to the ground
state we get

n (a’{)kj
o =] ]k: =0
j=1 Vi
and this gives us
|Z|2 o ozk
¢, = exp An st’k-
k=1
where for multiindices we have
o = 0/1“ afn k! =kl ky!
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Coherent states dynamics

Remarkably, dynamics of the Harmonic oscillator preserves coherent states, namely the time evolution
of a coherent state under the flow of the harmonic oscillator results in another coherent state with
different phase. The ODE describing the classical harmonic oscillator § + ¢ = 0 is equivalent to the
following first order system

{q - P (2.9)

p=-q
Let zp = (qo,po) be the initial datum in the phase space. Then, it is easy to show that the flow of
equation ([2.9) (i.e. the time evolution of the point under the dynamics of the system) is given by

2(t) = Ryzg where Ry = ( cost  sin t)

—sint cost

We can now switch to a quantum-mechanical treatment of the system: we will see how much the
classical behaviour of the system will appear in the (quantum) coherent states dynamics.

Let us recall that in the Heisenberg picture time evolution of a generic operator X at time ¢ is given by
it

X(t) = U(t)XUT(t) where U(t) = e~ %" is the unitary time evolution operator. Therefore, in quantum

harmonic oscillator case time evolution of the operators is given by

() -w(3)e
#lrw) = (a0)= (0 0) )

and therefore, the solution is given by
0 —t\/Q\ Q
(0 0)(5) = #(5)

&)

Now, let us compute the time evolution of a coherent state centered (initially) in z:

It is easy to show that

U(t)¢> = U T (20)UT(OU(8)do = T(21)U(t)g0 = T(ze)e ™ Mo = e "2 g,

We found that a coherent state evolves into another coherent state, centered at a point which is the
evolution of the original point under the classical flow of the system.

¢z (t) = eiit% szt

2.3 Bargmann-Fock representation

Bargmann-Fock representation is a possible representation of the coherent states which is well adapt-
able to the creation and annihilation operators of the harmonic oscillator. From now on we set 7 = 1.
We begin by defining a new transform:

Let u € L?(R"), lul 2gny = 1. Given a ¢ € L?(R™) we define its Fourier-Bargmann transform as

ffdj(z) - <uz;¢>

If u = ¢p, then ]-"f (z) is called standard Fourier-Bargmann transform and it is denoted simply as

FBy(z) = ¥#(2).
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Chapter 2. Coherent states

We map a generic phase space point into the following complex variable:

q—1ip

(q,p) — z= 7

Before defining Bargmann-Fock space (following 25l 42]) we recall the notion of anti-analytic function:
let us consider a function f : C¢ — C, given by f(2) = u(z,y) + iv(x,y) where z = z + iy. We say
that f is anti-analytic if % = (. Since o

of _of

0z 0z
it follows that f is anti-analytic if and only if f is analytic. An anti-analytic function obeys the
following modified Cauchy Riemann equations

ou ov ov  Ou

dx ~ 9y  Or Oy

Let A(C"™) be the set of the anti-analytic functions f : C* — C. The Bargmann-Fock space is defined
as

Fp(Ch) = {f e AC) | /|f(2)|2e_|z2 dzAdz < +oo} (2.10)

where the measure is
dzANdz=7n""dzdy, z=x+1iy

Such space is equipped with a scalar product that will be denoted as (-,-) and that is defined as
(f.9) = /f*(z)g(z)e‘ZP dz A dz

Remark. The use of antiholomorphic functions instead of holomorphic ones might seem strange:
however, for historical reasons the creation operator is a’ (one could equally develope a theory in
which c is a creation operator and its adjoint c' is the annihilation operator). It is however possible
to find equivalent definitions of Bargmann-Fock space that use holomorphic functions, for instance in
[56].

Let us define the Bargmann transform as the following map from L?(R") to Fock-Bargmann space
Fp(C")

p2+q?

b By = e

By redefining the Fourier-Bargmann transformﬂ it is possible to get Bargmann transform an isometry
from L?(R") to Fock-Bargmann space F5(C").

It is not immediate to see that the Bargmann transform is anti-analytic (i.e. it carries no dependence
on z), however we can get an explicit formula for the Bargmann transform: we have that

(9z,9) = e3P o Y(z)(do(x — Q))*e_%x'p dz = e3P4 e U(x)(po(z — q))*e—%x-p dz

and therefore

Bi(z) = (m)" 4 . ¥(x) exp <— <x; —V2z -z + Z;)) dz (2.11)

n
2

"By choosing to put (277) 2 instead of 1 as coefficient.
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Chapter 2. Coherent states

Using such representation is easy to see that B (Z) is an anti-holomorphic function since

OBy
0z

=0

By introducing the Bargmann kernel as

RO )

the Bargmann transform is simply given by the convolution of the kernel with the function:

BlYl(2) = | v(@)B(z,z)de =« B(z,)

R

Notice that Bargmann transform is linear thanks to the linearity of the integral, namely
Bl +hat)(2) = [ Oun(o) + Aava@) Bz, ) da
[ @B [ n(w)Ble) da (2.12)
= AlB[%]( ) + A2B[y] (2)

It is interesting to compute the Bargmann representation of the Harmonic oscillator. This representa-
tion will be simpler compared to the standard Schrodinger representation of the harmonic oscillator,
however Stone-von Neumann theorem ensures that they are unitarily equivalent (see [56)).

We begin by stating the following identities (see |17])

/n 3121) (z,x)de/ni/J(ﬂf) (Z—\fz> B(z,z)dx

o- [ w(@)B(z 2) do / () (h - 2) B(z,2)dz

Rn

which can be rewritten as

Bl0w(0)](2) = 1 Bl ()a)(2) — 2 2Bl(x)])(2) (213)
0 V2 N _
2 Ble@)(2) = 2Bl @) ) — Bu@)(E) (214)

By substituting equation (2.13)) into equation (2.14]) we get

V2 _ 10 Vz
?ZB[’L/J] 7(‘78[1”

1 z
= (8. - 7) B
and substituting equation (2.15)) into equation (2.13) we get

L Blo] = Bloww] + Y2210

L (0~ ) Bl + V2 aBi

V2h (2.15)

%\

= ﬁ (0 + 1) Bl
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Therefore, using the linearity property (2.12)) we can get the Bargmann representation of position and
momentum operators

Ba0)(2) = —(10: + 2)B(1)(2)

—_

B(hdy)(7) = —=(hdz — 2)B(¢)(2)

V2
which can be combined to get the Bargmann representation for the ladder operators

0

Bla'y)(z) = 2B[¢](2)  Blav|(z) = 5; BlWIZ)

Interestingly, this is the way in which V. Fock himself introduced the creation and annihilation oper-
ators in [24]. CCR are preserved by such representation of the ladder operators:

0 0
[ak,al | f(2) = agal, f(2) — al,an f(2) = PER (Zw f(2)) — Ek'a%gkf(?) = Opr f(2)
g 0 _ g 0

[ag, a] f(2) = araw f(Z) — apar f(2)

R AR e PR AC

[k, al)f(2) = afal f(2) — al,al f(2) = z2w f(2) — 2w 20 f (2) = 0
Quantum harmonic oscillator has therefore the following Bargmann representation

0 nh

Remark. The basis functions {¢;}; have a simple Bargmann representation
1
B 1\2
Bl = (5) 7

where j € N" is a multiindex. Moreover {B[y;|(Z)}; is an orthornormal basis of the Bargmann-Fock
space Fg(C") (see [17]).

Bargmann coherent states

Finally, we can proceed in computing the Bargmann representation of the canonical coherent states,
which we will employ in the upcoming sections. We recall the general expression of the coherent state
centered at the point Z = (z,€) is

= () oo s 257

and therefore the Bargmann transform can be computed using equation (2.11)), namely

_ 1\ y? _Z
Boz(z) = <7r> . oz(y)exp (—2 +V2y -z — 2) dy

3 ; 2 2 -2
/n exp (—;x . f) exp (i€ - y) exp (—(ny)> exp (_y2 +v2 -z — ’22> dy

3 52 ; 2
= (i) exp(—é—éx-{—é) /nexp<—y2+y-(\/§§+i§+x>dy

Il
7\
BN
N—
(V)
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Computing the integral one gets

2 g2 ; 22 2
ngz(z):exp(; <Z2+x22+i§«x+5§x-2+\2/%§'2>)exp(22;x-§x2>

B 2 &2 (x4if
—exp(ww“'( V2 ))

By mapping the point Z to the complex number n as
x — 1€
V2

we can finally write the Bargmann representation of the coherent state as

Z—n=

|

Bo() =%
In a slight abuse of notation we will denote such coherent states simply as
s Inl
on(2) = 11
and we will refer to them simply as Bargmann coherent states. Notice that this representation preserves
all the important features that were present in the canonical coherent states, namely:

Eigenstate of annihilation operator. We showed before how on Fock-Bargmann space the Bargmann
representation of the creation and annihilation operators is given by

ax(f) = ;;f(é) 2l () = 2/ (2)

It is easy to see that the Bargmann representation of coherent states is consistent with the fact that
all the ¢o(2) are the eigenstates of the annihilation operator

= D () (o)

ak¢w(2)

Product formula and normalization. Next, we can compute the product of two (possibly distinct)
Bargmann coherent states

(Ga; ) = /dz A dz eaZePZe— 5ol +IB1%) o—I2* —

2 [ drdy e@etioy) G pBetify) —iv) = HlaP+IBP) eIyl _
ﬂ-n RQ'IL

_ 1 < / de e(az+ﬁz)x+i(ﬁyay)xe|ﬂﬁ|2> < / dy e(ay+5y)y+i(azﬁz)yely|2> o~ L(lal+82) _
" n n

= L (/) met(ant B ilBy—0u) d () Hilan—52)? o~ 3 (10l +18P) —
7-‘-71

. . 1.2 1 .2 1p2 122
— e0bBetayfytiasfy—iayfe—g0z—50y—50:—38y —

= 67%‘0476'267’0.(&76)

o(a,B) = o((aw, ay), (Be, By)) = <Z§) : <_01 (1]> <gayc>

Notice that we recovered the same formula of the product of two canonical coherent states. In partic-
ular notice that the coherent states are normalized to 1 since

<¢o¢; (ba) = e*%|a*a|26io(a,a) -1

where

33



Chapter 2. Coherent states

2.4 Minimal uncertainty

Another reason for which we can regard coherent states as “quantum states approximating classical
behaviour” is that they have minimal uncertainty, namely satisfy Heisenberg uncertainty principle as

an equality.
Heisenberg uncertainty principleﬁ states that, given two self-adjoint operators A and B on an Hilbert
space H the following inequality holds

1

for any ¢ € H N Dom(A) N Dom(B) such that [+[,, = 1, where
e (-,-)3 is the scalar product of the Hilbert space;

o AyA is the quantum variance, defined as

AyA = (A~ (A)s1)2)y

where (A)y, = (1, A))y is the average;
e [A,B] = AB — BA is the operatorial commmutator;

The principle is general, in the sense that any couple of operators representing an observable can be
put into the inequality. We can specialize to the case in which A = Q and B = P: then, using the
standard commutation relation we get

AyQALP >

| St

where a normalized state |¢|,, = 1 was chosen.

Now we can see what happens if we choose 1 to be a canonical coherent state centered in a given
point z: coherent mean values are computed as

(¢2,Q¢:) = \/§<¢za (a+ah)e.) = \/E(Oéz +o7)
<¢Z’ P¢Z> = 1\/§<¢27 (a - aT)¢z> = \/Eaz;a:

Similarly, we can compute also the squared mean values:

(62, Q2 = (0=, (2% + (@) + 2ata + 1)62) = o (a2 + (a)” +20as + 1)

2 h a—al)? h 2 12 f h. o *\2 2
(0:,P70:) = 50, (257 020 = —5 (60 (0% + () = 231 - 1) =~ (a2 4 (02" ~ Zau — 1)

This allows us to compute the square of the quantum variances
(84.Q7% = (Q%) = (Q* =

(8s.P)? = (P%) = (P)? =

8The word “principle” survives for historical reasons, but this is actually a theorem about self-adjoint operators.
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and therefore their product is

Ay, QAy P = g

As expected, Heisenberg uncertainty principle is satisfied as an equality by computing the averages
and variances in canonical coherent states.
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CHAPTER 3

Regularized theory

Overview

In this chapter the regularized theory is developed. To regularize the theory, a cutoff is chosen and
just a finite number of terms in the evolution equations are considered. The regularized theory is
studied in the Fock-Bargmann space on the coherent phase space C¢, where ¢ is related to the value of
the cutoff. The structure of this space is analyzed further in this chapter. Other tools are introduced,
the most important being the Wick star product and the Wick symbol of an operator. In order to give
a context for Wick star product, a review on general star products and their relation to quantization
map choices is provided. Finally, the Gaussian thermal measure is introduced and the convergence in
the 8 — 400 limit is proven.

3.1 Canonical quantization and star products

In this section we will introduce the important concept of star product in the context of Wick quanti-
zation. In order to be able to understand the meaning of such operation we will briefly see which are
the possibilities (at least, some among the many) to achieve the so-called canonical quantization of a
system. We will follow mainly the review [14].

Canonical quantization and star products can be introduced in the framework of deformation quanti-
zation. In such a theory, non commutativity of operators in quantum mechanics is seen as a formal
associative deformation of the pointwise product of the algebra of classical observables, which is given
by C*°(M), the algebra of all complex-valued functions on a Poisson manifold M. The formal param-
eter of the deformation is an interpretation of Planck’s constant h: to give a better understanding
in this section we will momentarily restore h. Deformation quantization is a very universal method:
indeed, the construction is possible for any Poisson manifold (see [32]).

Generally speaking, a quantization procedure consists in the choice of a map F that maps classical,
commutative observables into quantum observables, represented by non-commutative operators on a
Hilbert spaceﬂ Any quantization scheme should satisfy the following classical limit condition, meaning

!This is actually more complex than simply choosing a map. Indeed, one has to perform a pre-quantization procedure
and then select a suitable subspace through the proper quantization map. Moreover, the procedure changes if it is
performed on a vector space or on a general manifold: for a detailed description see chapters 22 and 23 of [28].
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Chapter 3. Regularized theory

that for all classical observables f, g we have

F(f)F(9) =F(fg)+o(h)  F(f)F(g9) — F(9)F(f) = ihF({f, g}) + o(h®)
where the symbol {-, -} denotes the standard Poisson bracket, defined as the following bilinear map

O I YIS ()R o e
For our purposes it will be sufficient to choose f and g in the set of polynomials in given variables. We
will denote the space of complex polynomials in the variables z1,...,zy as Clx,...,xyN]. Similarly,
given N operators Ay, ..., Anx we will denote the set of polynomial operators with complex coefficients
as C[A1,...,An]. Now we want to see which are the most common quantization schemes and what
are their peculiarities.

Standard ordering
Consider the linear map ps : C[g, p] — C[Q, P] acting a{]
Lo p() =1 qopl)=Q  prps(p) =P  ¢"p" = ps(¢"p") = Q"P"

Now, let f € Clg,p] and let ¢ be a smooth complex-valued function, ¢ € C*°(R,C). Then it can be
proved that the quantization of f assumes the following form

nfo=3 O

| T
r=0 " ap p:0

"¢
oq”

Moreover, by defining the standard star product x5 as

(=ih)" 0" f d"g
rl Op" Oq"

Frsg =07 (ps(Pos(9) =

r=0

it can be showed that this is a well-defined associative non-commutative product on the space Clq, p)
obeying the classical limit, i.e.

df dg

— _ipd ZI 2

Weyl ordering

From a physical point of view the standard ordering is not satisfactory: indeed, the monomial gp is
mapped by ps into the operator QP. However, such operator is not symmetric since

(6, QPY) = ((QP)T¢, %) = (PTQT¢, ) = (PQg, ) # (QP, 1))

To avoid this problem, the Weyl-Moyal quantization map is introduced: the action of this quantization
map ‘symmetrizes’ the classical polynomial, therefore producing a symmetric operator. More precisely:

We define the Weyl-Moyal quantization map as the linear map pyn : Clg, p] — C[Q, P]) acting as

1 pwm(l) =1 qr— pwm(Q) =Q pr— pwm(p) =P

2It is sufficient to define the action of the quantization map on monomials and then use the linearity to extend it to
polynomials.
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m,.n m, n ]'
q"p" = pym(q"p ):m Z Aa(l)--'AU(m+n)

where each operator A; is defined as

A — Q ifl1<j<m
NP ifm4+1<ji<m+n

As stated above, the difference between standard and Weyl-Moyal quantization maps is that the latter
provides a symmetrization of the operators: for instance, let us consider the monomial ¢?p. Standard
quantization for such term would be

ps(a’p) = Q°P

while applying the Weyl-Moyal map gives us the “symmetrized” version of the operator, namely

1
pwm(qu) = g(QQP +QPQ + PQ2)
Notice that operators pym(f) are symmetric, since

Pwm(f)Jr = pwm(f)
and f is real, so f = f*.

Weyl-Moyal and standard quantization maps are related to each other: it can be shown that for any
f € C|g, p] it holds

pwm(f) = ps (6;826”f>

h 82
where €294 : C[q,p] — Clg,p] is an invertible map. Through the connection between ps and pym
written above, one can see that linearity and bijectivity of pg is inherited by pwm. Moreover, as in the
previous case we can define a star product:

Let us define the Weyl-Moyal star product as
. b\ 1 = (T s O'f g
wm § = wim wim = o - -1
frwm 9= Py (Pwm (f) pwm(9)) ;:0(2) 2 <S>( ) DOy g Dp*

s

Then, the following properties can be proved:

® xym is a well-defined non-commutative associative product on C[g, p|, satisfying the classical
limit

ih
f*wmg = fg+ E{fyg} +0(h2)
® x; and *y;, are isomorphic in the following sense

D(f *wm g) - (D(f)) *s (D(g))

® xyy is hermitian with respect to pointwise complex conjugation:
(f *wm 9)* = 9" *wm [~
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Wick ordering

A third quantization map is given by the Wick ordering, and this is the scheme that we will actually
use since it is related to the harmonic oscillator in the Bargmann representation.

We start by combining phase space variables in a very similar fashion to what we did in the Bargmann
representation of coherent states, namely

L q+1ip
V2

Recall that in Fock-Bargmann space the annihilation operator is given by

a0 = 5L

and its adjoint is
a')(2) = 2f(2)
The space of polynomials in the Z variable, C[Z], is a dense subspace of Fp(C’).
We define the Wick quantization map as the linear map py, = C|z, 2] — Cla,al] acting as follows
1= pw(l)=1 z pw(z) =a Z = po(Z) = af 12" s py (272" = (al)man
For instance, the classical polynomial 22z + 222 € C[z, 2] is mapped through py in the following
operator
pw(22Z + 222) = afa® + (af)?a
The action of py, on a given polynomial can be summarized in two steps: first, quantizing the expression

through the “substitutions”
o+ a arsal

and second imposing the so-called normal ordering, in which all the a operators appear on the left
of the a. As for the standard quantization, it can be proved that the Wick quantization of f assumes
the following form

87"
007"

pulf) =S 2O

| T
— ! 0z

for any f € C[z, z]. Also in this case we can define a star product, the Wick star product

o B OTf O
fawg=pt (ol Dpwlo) =D 8; a;

r=0

Wick star product obeys similar properties to the ones fulfilled by Weyl-Moyal product:

® x is a well-defined non-commutative associative product on C[g, p|, satisfying the classical limit

_ 0199 | yn2

® xy and *wpy are isomorphic in the following sense: there exists an operator

D' = ex E 672_{_872
PG 0q%>  Op?

such that for all f, g € C[q, p] it holds
D'(f *wm 9) = (D'(f)) *w (D'(9))

® x is hermitian with respect to pointwise complex conjugation:

(f*wg)*:g**wf*
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Chapter 3. Regularized theory

Generalization to higher dimensions

All the above maps were introduced in the case of a single degree of freedom, i.e. quantization in R,
but of course they can all be generalized to higher dimensions. For instance, Wick star product in R?"
can be written as follows: by mapping the phase space coordinates (gj,p;) into n complex numbers

as follows .
LT

V2

one can write the formula for the product as

Frag=> ﬁ 3 o7 99 (3.1)

—0 P 8Zk.1 e aZk:r szl e 821%

In the following we will use Wick star product only, therefore in order to have a lighter notation we
will denote it simply by .

3.2 Wick bracket

Wick star product is a non-commutative, binary operation: we can combine two of them to obtain a
skew-symmetric operator, the Wick bracket.

We define the Wick bracket of two functions f, g € C|z, 2] as

{figh=frg—gxf

This operator shares many properties of the standard Poisson bracket, such as

e Linearity: for all a,b € C and for all f,g,h € C|z, Z]

faf +bg, h} = af f, h} + bfg, h}

e Skew-symmetry: for all f,g € C[z,z] it holds {f,g} = —{9g, f}

e Leibniz property (under *): for all f,g,h € C[z, Z]

{{fag*h}}:{{f7g}}*h+g*{{fﬂh}}

e Jacobi identity: for all f,g,h € C[z, Z]

{{fv{{gvh} }—I—{{h,{{f,g} }]>+{{g,{{h,f}} }}:0

It is not by chance that we can export the properties of Poisson brackets to the Wick bracket, since
the latter can be seen as an algebraic deformation of the former as (see [§] for further details)

{f.9% = {f. g} + (%)

The second order term can be explicitly written using equation ([3.1)), obtaining

1 2f g g 0f
- Z — . 2
{{f’ g} {f7 g} + 2 Zkl: [8%62; 07,07 02,02 02,07 + (3 )
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3.3 UV regularized theory

We have seen in the first chapter, and in particular in equation that the Heisenberg equation for
the time evolution of any annihilation operator a; involves an infinite number of terms, resulting in a
infinite system of ODEs. What we want to do now is to introduce a maximum value for the indices
upon which the sum is performed: we call such value a cutoff and we will denote it with A. Then,
choosing to sum the terms only if the norm (in a suitable sense that will be explained shortly) of the
indices is smaller than A will gives us a regularized theory, namely a system in which the evolution of
a given aj is ruled by a finite number of equations. We begin by clarifying the concept of norm of a
multi-index:

Let k € N? be a multi-index. We define the multi-index norm |- | on N¢ as the following map

|-|:NY =N ke |k| = max{k;}

In this norm the “sphere”E] of radius A has a volume equal to
doo1=At=y
keNd : |k|<A
Take for instance d = 2, A = 3, then the set {k € N? : |k| < 3} has 9 = 32 elements
(0,0) (1,0) (2,0) (0,1) (1,1) (2,1) (0,2) (1,2) (2,2)

Notice this is different from the usual norm on the multiindices space, namely | - |, i., which is defined
as
’.‘m'i':Nd%N kH’k’m.i.:kl‘F"'-ﬁ-kd

but the two norms are equivalent. Indeed,
klmi < [k] < d|k[m.i.
and .
g“‘f\ < [klmi < [k
In the following we will adopt a simplified notation, putting >, ya . hj<A = ZQ -

Having introduced the cutoff, we define the regularized number operator and Hamiltonian as

A A A
1 0 in
Na = Zalak Ha = kazalak Ta Z Vidmnaja) aman = HE\) + HE\ !
k k klmn

As claimed above, in the regularized theory we obtain a finite version of the evolution equation ([1.16|)

dal(cA)(t) (A) (A) 1 A (At (A) A)
i— g =l (), H = exay (t)+2%vklmnal ®)aM()aM(t) (3.3)

Notice that also in the regularized theory the number operator is conserved, namely we still have
[NA7 HA] =0

for every value A > 1.

3Tt is actually a d-dimensional hypercube.
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Relation between Fock and Bargmann-Fock spaces

The introduction of the cutoff A allow us to discuss the relation between the physical bosonic Fock
space of second quantization F; and the Bargmann-Fock space ]-"B(Ce) that was introduced in the

first chapter (equation (2.10))).

We begin by building a finite dimensional linear subspace fp of the single particle Hilbert space Hi:
from the orthonormal basis {¢;}; select all the A? functions such that given ¢y, it holds |k| < A. The
selected functions will form the orthonormal basis for the subspace, that will be given by

fa = span{yy such that |k| < A}

Notice that the dimension is finite, dim f5 = A% Then, the symmetrized n-fold tensor product of f
is a subspace of H@% and the direct sum over all possible n values gives the desired subspace of the

bosonic Fock spac
n times

PriGre---afr)cFy
n=0

n times

d /_/%
Moreover, an isomorphism between F5(CA") and @°° 11 (fA ® - - - ® fo) can be built (see [25], section
1.6) and therefore
n tlmes

@Ih fa@- @) C Fy

Therefore, we can define an orthogonal projector Py : Fy — Fp(C™). Notice that we can obtain the
regularized Hamiltonian as
Hp = PAHPy

We also have that
HO = Py\HO = HO) py

No = PAN = NPy

but in general interaction term does not preserve Fg(C™) and so

H™ 2 HO® Py and  [HO®, py] #0

We define the regularized field operator as the truncated version of the full field operator (equation
(1.8)), considering only A? terms in the sum

A
)= aM(t)pk(x)
k

To declutter the notation we will omit the A over the creation and destruction operators from now
on. We will however continue to indicate it on all other quantities.

Now, let us take the coherent expectation value of equation (3.3]), where ¢, are the Bargmann coherent
states, obtaining

dak( )

<¢on — %a > = 5k<¢o¢aak( kalmn <Z>mal( )am( )an( )¢a>

lmn

4Recall that IT; is the bosonic projector, symmetrizing any N-particles state.
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A
(1, 0,3) = £44(1,00,0) + 3 D vt (G0 3] (Do (1)an (1))

Imn

Here we are denoting the coherent expectation Valueﬁ of destruction operators as

ak (ta «, d) = <¢Ow ak(t)(ba)
Remark. Unfortunately, for arbitrary times ¢ we have that

(Pas a;[(t)am(t)an(t)¢a> # (Pa; a;(t)¢a><¢a7 am(t)da){(Pa,an(t)Pa)

Instead, the correct relation is

(Pas a;(t)am(t)an(t)¢a> = (¢a, aj(t)¢a> * (Do am () Pa) * (Pas an(t) da)

3.4 Coherent phase space

Let us recall that A is the cutoff introduced before, and put £ = A“.

The vector space C* of (real) dimension 2A% and equipped with linear coordinates (o) k)< 1s called
coherent phase space, since its points are the coherent states eigenvalues

ak¢a = ak¢a

For instance, for A = 3 and d = 2 we have that the coherent phase space is C?, and the corresponding
9 linear complex coordinates are given by

0,00 o,1) X0 X02) X20 X2 X2l X1l X22)
It is possible to define a Poisson structure on the coherent phase space, where the Poisson tensor is
given by
o0 i~( 0 9 o _d
II=—i — AN =—C —
Z% Oay  Oay, 2 % (E?ak ®© oay, oay, ®© 80%)

It is a bit technical to show that II is a Poisson tensor: to prove it we must introduce the Schouten-
Nijenhuis bracket (we will follow [7]).

Let us consider a (0,m) tensor A and a (0,n) tensor B, whose expression in a local chart are
A(w) = A ()0 AN D,,  Ble) = — BRI (2)0y, A A D),
m! nl
The Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket between the two tensors is the ma;ﬁ
[ sy : T(TMN™) @ T(TMM) — T(TM ™1

defined as .

A Bl =

[A7 B]kl-”km-‘rn—lakl /\ e /\ akm+n—1

SThis is actually the Wick symbol of the operator ax. We will come back to the definition of Wick symbol in a further
section.
SWe denote the set of (0,m) tensors as I'(TM"™).
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Where the components [A, B]¥1-+Fm+n-1 of the tensor are given by

1 o 9 .
kl--.km#»nfl - - kl“-k’m+n*1 Vil-dm—1__—_ RJ1---Jn
[A) B] N (m — ].)'n' il---imfljl---jnA 8x”B +
m
D" bkt a9 g
i = D)1 s o

and where € represents the antisymmetric Kronecker symbol

i1 i1

. . 6]1 5.71)
i1..0p

€5, 4, = det : :

ip ip

5j1 5]1)

The Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket has the following properties:
e It extends Lie derivative, meaning that [-,-]sy with m =n =1 is the Lie bracketﬂ

o It is graded skew symmetric,

[A, B] = —(=1)(AI=DUBI=D[B 4]

e It is a graded derivation on T'(TM"):

[A,BAC] = [A,B|AC+ (—1)BIUA=DB A A, C]

e The Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket satisfies the following generalized Jacobi identity

(—=1)AI=DUCI=D1A B, €] + cyclic perm. of A, B,C' =0

The reason why we have introduced this object is that provides a characterization of Poisson tensor:
a tensor IT € T'(TM"?) is a Poisson tensor if and only if

[IL sy =0

"Given two vector fields, i.e. two (0,1) tensors on a manifold M
X el(TM) = X(M) Y e(TM) = X(M)
their Lie bracket is the vector field defined as
(X, Y(f) = X (Y () = Y(X(f))

We can obtain an expression in coordinates by choosing a local chart: suppose the vector fields can be written as
X=) X'(x)a Y=> Yi()9

then the Lie bracket in coordinates is

n n

ESIEDIHD (Xf ()8, Y(z) — Y’ (a;)ajxi(x)) o;

Lie bracket allows us to define Lie derivative of a vector field X along the flow of a vector field Y simply as

Ly X = [X,Y]
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Notice that thanks to the graded skew-symmetricity the SN bracket when acting on (0,2) tensors is
symmetric.

At this point we just need to show that the Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket of the II tensor with itself is
null, but this can be easily seen using the definition of the bracket:

1 , o .
55%};@?311% (@) 5 1" (z) =0

1 . o . .
kikoks __ k1kok
[T, TIJfthebs = STl (a) o T2 (o) +

9117152

Figure 3.1: Choice of the cutoff A selects only some coordinates from the full lattice, determining the
dimension on coherent phase space.

3.5 Wick symbol

From now on we will be working with regularized quantities. We will denote the space of truncated
polynomials as

A
Ca[A1, Ag] = < Polynomials of the form Z E cijmm(Al)?(Ag);”

ij nm

where A1 and As are either complex variables or operators. In this setting the Wick quantization map
can be restricted to a map py : Ca[z, 2] — Cala,af].

Given an operator F € Cy|a, aT], we define its Wick symbol as the expectation over coherent states
UW(F)(av 0_4) = <¢aa F¢a> (3.4)
where ¢, are the Bargmann coherent states on Fg(C¥).

Notice that if F is an operator coming from the Wick quantization of a classical function f, then its
Wick symbol is basically the inverse map, recovering the classical function starting from the quantum
operator.

In particular, we have the following “basic” Wick symbols (see [42]):
ow (ar) = (Pas akda) = ok
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ow(a ) (¢ara k¢a> Qg
O-W((a;r) a; ) = <¢O¢7 (az‘ )n m¢a> = @nagn
We have the following inequalities for Wick symbols of products of creation and annihilation operators:

Proposition 3.1. The following inequalities hold:

1
|ow(@iajalal) (@, @) * < 2+ 2oyl + 2] + |aiay|

{Uw(aiaj)(a,o‘z)]; <1+ |oyl

Proof. Both equations are proved by moving the creation operators to the left using CCR (equation
(1.7)). For the first one we have
ToT =) — o afat
ow(a;aja;a;)(a, @) = (¢a,2;2j3;2;0a)
= (¢a, (1 + ;5 + a;-rai + a}aj + 51']'333]- + 5z’ja;-ai + aja;aiaj)gbo)
=14 6ij + |ail” + |oy|? + Gjjaid + dioya; + |aq*lay?
<24 |i® + |y + uidj + oy + Jeil?|oy)?
= i + aj* + |y + 2

and using the sublinearity of the square rootﬂ we get

1
[aw(a ajajaj)(a,a)} ‘< \/|ozi + ;| + a2 + 2
< ai + aj] + |aie| + V2
< foul + laj] + |aiay] + 2
< 2|O¢i| + 2|ozj| + 2|ozl-aj| + 2

Similarly, for the second inequality we have
ow (aia])(@,@) = (da, (alai + 1)ga) = |oif* +1
and therefore )
ow(aia]) (@,a)|* <1+ |af
O

Another Wick symbol that will turn out to be useful is the one for the number operator N, multiplied
by a constant A:

(¢w; AN@w)

/ RN Za apdw(2)dz A dz =

2
_ —| | wz—f|w| E |wk”2 w-zZ— 2|w| dz A dz

7rn

_ Alwf?

77-77,

/ez|2 wi—ghwl gwz—glwl g, A 4z = Awl]?

8Meaning that for all 2,7 € RT we have

NN RN
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When f is not a polynomial we have that we can define F = W[f] as

F(y)(2) = /f(z, a)@[;(d)e—\aluaé da A da fzZ,a)= m

In general the Wick symbol defined above is the diagonal Wick symbol (since the scalar product is
taken between the same coherent states).

Remark. We can define also a more general symbol, the non diagonal one (following for instance
[12]). The non-diagonal Wick symbol of the operator F is defined as

_ <¢’UJ7 F¢Z>
ow (F)(w, 2) = ———="~
’ (Pw, P2)
For w = z this definition collapses to the one given in equation (3.4]). Furthermore, since any entire
function K (w, z) of the variables w and z is uniquely determined by its restriction to the diagonal
w = z, then a Wick symbol is uniquely defined by its diagonal Wick symbol ﬂ

Given an operator F and its Wick symbol oy (F)(w,w), we define the anti- Wick symbol of F (see [11])
as the function oz (F)(z, Z) such that

ow (F)(w, w) = / e~ FmWED) g0 (F)(Z,2) dz A dz
(CZ

Notice that this expression is implicit, and for an arbitrary operator the existence of o is not
guaranteed.

For instance, knowing that

ow (e M) (@, w) = e~

we can check that R ,
oaw (e N1) (2, 2) = eMe ("D (3.5)

by making an explicit computation: let z = = + iy and w = a + ib, where z,y,a,b € R, the

/ o (=) (=) M= (e D22 g, A g5 — / dody a2 y2 4 (a—ib)(@-tiy)+(atib)(e—iy)—a?—b?
ct R2¢ 7'('Z

(o= 2,2
o Me—(e D)@ +y?)

—(a2+b%) N

e e =22 =2
: (/ o—e 2420z dx) (/ o~ y2+2by dy)
T R¢ R¢

— 2 LA 2 A_ 2
:6>\€€ |w| e° |w| :e(e 1)|w|

as expected.

The reason why we have introduced the anti-Wick symbol, and in particular the anti-Wick symbol of
the cutoffed number operator is the following proposition, that will turn out to be useful to compute
traces:

Proposition 3.2. For any A € R and for any Wick operator F the following trace formula holds

Tr(FeNa) B oaw (e7N2) B
W = /C£<¢O” F¢CX>W da A da

%Also the proof that the function (w, z) — ow (F)(w, 2) is entire can be found in [25], section 2.7.
108ee appendix for computation.
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Proof. See [17]. O

—ANj .

We can use this proposition to compute the trace of the operator e : indeed, put F = 1 and we

get
—ANj
1:/ %m)da/\da
ce Tr(e=ANa)

from which we obtain, using equation (3.5|)
Tr(e N2y = / oaw (e ) da A da
ct

_ N / @ -Dla? 40 A da
el

3.6
_ exz/ e(ek—1)(x2+y2)i€ dz dy (3.6)
ct T
M f1 (e ‘
N erA—1) wt \er—1
We can combine the result of equation (3.5)) and (3.6)) to write
Tr(Fe M) Ay —(e 1) -
W = \/(CE <¢O¢7 F¢a>(€ — 1) e da A da (37)

3.6 The effective field

Let us define the scalar Hamiltonian Hp as the coherent expectation value of the regularized Hamil-
tonian Hy

A A
1
Ha(o, @) = (¢a; Hada) = Zk:&c@kak +t5 > VitmnOr@i0m o,

klmn

The Hamiltonian flow associated to Hjp is given by the following finite system

A
OH
ity = 864: (c,¢) = eper + % VilmnCiemtn
where the initial data is ¢ (0, o, @) = .
We define the reqularized effective field as
A
0
Wt 2) = D cr(t)pr(a) (38)
k

where the operators cj are such that oy (cx(t))(a, @) = cx(t, o, @).
Now, substituting each operator c; with its Wick symbol ¢ in equation (3.8)) gives us a scalar function

A

bat, ) =) enlt, o, @)pp()

k

which is the solution of the reduced scalar Hartree equation on L?(R%)

d o€ -
Z% = %(¢A7¢A) (3.9)
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with £ being the Hartree energy functional on L?(R%)

E(4,5) = (,h) + 5 10,V *6P0)

Notice that the initial datum is given by

A

A
Ya(0,2) = er(0,a, a)pp(x) = Y appr()
2

k

The effective field that was just defined is the field operator whose Wick symbols obey the Hartree
dynamics

A
(Ga WO (,2)60) = 3 ety @) pn(x) = Ya(t, @)
k

In the next section we will introduce the Gaussian thermal measure, that will be used to distribute
the initial data o € C’ and obtain an estimate for the deviation of the full quantum dynamics W(t)

from the effective field \UE\O) (t) (see proposition .

3.7 Gaussian measure convergence

Equation (3.7) motivates us to introduce a new measure, the thermal Gaussian measure. We begin
by defining the following Gibbsian operator

e_ﬁWNA
PA = T FoNe)

Wherﬁ b= %, with the temperature T being our convergence parameter towards Hartree dynamics.
Clearly, this operator has a unit trace

=1

—BwNp Tr( —,BwNA)
e e

T = T =

r(pa) ' <Tr(eBwNA)) Tr(e—PwNa)

and equation (3.6 ensures that the trace is finite.

Given a generic operator F, using proposition and equation (3.7) we can compute the following

Te(Fpa) = /C ow(F)(a,0) du(a, @)
where du(a, @) is the Gaussian thermal measure, defined as
dp(a, @) = (7 — 1)@27(6&]*1)'0“2 da A da = mg(a, @) da A da

The Gaussian thermal measure concentrates around o = 0 for temperature 7" — 07: this can be seen
clearly in the figure where the function m(a, @) is plotted for different values of S parameter.

More formally, consider the function

mp(a, @) = Ble Blal®

HBoltzmann constant kp is put equal to one here and everywhere else.
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(a) B =2 (b)g=3 (c) =45

Figure 3.2: Plot of function m(«, &) for three increasing values of 3.

where B = e~ — 1. Notice that the integral Jee dp(a, @) is well-behaved in the limit, namely its value
is not dependent from B:

lim dp(a, @) = lim mp(a,@)da A da
B—+o00 Jet B—oo Joe

It is easy to see that given an arbitrary function g(«, &) we have

lim g(o, @) dp(a, @) = lim mp(a, @)g(a, &) da A da

B—oo Jor B—oo Je
. B ‘ —B(q*+p?)
=pm e\ ) © 9(a.p) dpdg = g(0.0)

therefore

B—oo \ T

l
i (2 ¢ 2 8(q.) = 5@)3(0) = 3a) - 0a)301) -6

and in the § — +oo limit the Gaussian thermal measure reproduces a Dirac delta centered in o = 0,
namely

lim mp(a,a) =69 ()
B—o0

3.8 Gaussian thermal norm
Let w > 0 be the lowest eigenvalue of h,

w = inf{Spec(h)}

_yd d

In our case Spec(h) = {§, §+1, % +2,...}andsow = %, but for generality we will keep it unspecified.

We define the x-norm of a field operator ¢ as

[®], = \/Tr (PA /Rd ot (z)d(x) d%)
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Let us notice that for a generic operator F and its Wick symbols

O'W[F](av 64) = f(av 6‘) UW[FT](av d) = f(av 6‘)

the following inequality between Wick symbols holds:

wIFTFl(0,@) = (o, @) % f(a.a) = | flov )2 +Za Jlo@) 0@ @) e a)? (3.10)

oo™ oan
Now, decomposing the ¢ operator as

O(x) =Y or(r)d (3.11)

k

and considering the equation (3.10) we have the following bound, relating the x-norm of the operator
® with the sum of the norms of the Wick symbols of dg:

A A
012 3 [ low(de) P d(0.8) = 3 low(de) g (3.12)
k k

We can define another norm, sharper than |-|,, motivated by the inequality (3.12):

Let @ be as in equation (3.11). We define the Gaussian thermal norm, or simply p-norm, as the
following operator norm

192 = Z low ()24
From the above considerations, we have that the two norms introduced obey
2 2
[l < @[5 (3.13)

for every operator ®.

Proposition 3.3. The following formula holds for all A > 0

[t dutana) = =1 (5 +1) (3.14)

Proof. Let us prove this result: we can split the integral as

_ Bt
/(cﬁ ’Ozk’A dp(a, @) = /]Rzz ﬁe B(a2 +Oéy)(a 4 aky)z dagday = ...
where
az:(axl,...,ad)eRE ay:(ayl,...,ayg)ERz
Now, for brevity put
I = B ¢~ Blag;+ay;) doj day;
]R2

then we have

_ B
/cf gt dp(e, @) = Ll .o Ty1Djgr - I (

s

A
2

/eB( oh ) (a + « k) daxkdayk>
R2
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It is easy to show that for all j # k it holds I; = 1. Then, the integral inside round brackets can be
evaluated as follows: switching to polar coordinates (£ = /a2, + ozzk)

B _ 2 B e
PN (02 + o) dagdage = 2w [ e PR ag =

R2 T 0

and then substituting B&2 = z we get the thesiﬁ

oo M 0o
= 23/ szée% (i) > d2= B3 / e 23 t1-1q, — =3 <)‘ + 1>
o 2VB B 0 B)

Let us see two useful cases of the above general formula, equation (3.14)):
o for A =2 we have
2
d —
[ ol o) =
and by using proposition we can also relate the result to the following trace:

1
Tr(ala = —
r( k kPA) B

e for A =4 we have similarly

2
4 Y P —
/(CZ |04/€| d,u(oz,a) T B2

and so 5
Tr((a})*(ak)*pa) = 73

Remark. The proof of proposition can be easily adapted to prove the following result, since the
result of the integral is completely independent from the indices of the a:

n terms

/ |y .. am |7 du(a / lag ™ dp(or, @) (3.15)

A fundamental invariance property of the thermal Gaussian measure is stated in the next proposition.
Recall that, given an Hamiltonian vector field Xy € X(M) on a manifold M, we define its flow as the
function solving the ODE related to the vector field, namely as the function

%, RxM—M  (t,z)— Pk, (2)
such that

dol, (x
fg”zm&,{(w)) B () = 0

12Recall that the Euler’s ' function is defined as

I(n) = / e 2" 'dzforalln e R
0

The function is related to the factorial: when the argument is a natural number indeed one has

F'n+1l)=nlforallneN
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Proposition 3.4. Gaussian measure y is invariant under the discrete Hartree flow,

dp (@Y, (@) = dp(a) for all t >0

Proof. Measure can be written as a volume form on the coherent phase space:

A
1 2
dp(a) = Ze_Bla‘ l;Idozk A dag,
Since {Np, Hpy} = 0 we get
dp( @y, () = 7B|a|2 Hd P, () A (P, (@)1, = det(d(Py, (@))) dpa(er)

Recalling that (I)?IA is a one-parameter group of symplectomorphisms we have det(d(@%{\(a))) =1
and we get the thesis. O

The above proposition has a number of consequences, for instance in the invariance of averages of
Wick symbols, as shown in the following proposition:

Proposition 3.5. The following equation holds for all F € CyJa, af]
[, ow @ @.a) dute) = [ ow(F)o.a) duto)
where F(t) = F(a(t),af(t)).
Proof. We have
[, ow(F @) (@.) due) = Tr((F)n)
= Ty ethAFe—thAp )

(

A% TI‘(FG thA ltHA)

~ Tr(FefthAeltHApA)
(

= Tr(Fpn)
_ /CZ ow (F)(a, @) dp()
where in » we used cyclicity of the trace and in © we used [Hy, pa] = 0. O

3.9 Gaussian thermal measure and the Gibbs measure

In this short section we want to briefly discuss which is the relation between the Gaussian thermal
measure p that we have introduced above and the standard Gibbs measure g.

Recall that the Gibbs measure is defined as

M (@) o A da
f(Cfe (0a) da A d&

dg(a, @) =

Let w be as before, then ellipticity property for the Hamiltonian H implies H(a,a@) > w|a|? and

therefore

—AH(a,a) ~ e*AT

O<e
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Chapter 3. Regularized theory

Now, let us put e = Aw + 1: the anti-Wick symbol of e=*Na (equation (3.5)) then reads
gawle N (a, @) = Aw + 1)fe Al

We define another Gaussian measure, dm, as

oaw (e oN)

= _ £, —At|al? =

dm(a,a) =

It can be proved that there exists a constant C' (see [44]), depending from w, V" and ¢ such that

(Aw)~* N
Joe @H@3) da A da = C/dg(a’ @) =0

This implies the following inequality between norms

1Fz2009) < V12 = VIS,

stating that the p-norm and can be used to control the Gibbs norm.

In view of this inequality we are able to express the estimates about convergence towards Hartree
dynamics, namely equations (4.5)) and (4.6]), using the Gibbs norm instead of the py-norm.

3.10 A bound on the temperature

Let us consider the canonical Gibbs operator

efﬁHA
A = Tp(e—BHA)

where 8 = % We want to see that imposing the following condition
(Na)oy = Tr(eaNa) < N

namely that the average of the (regularized) number operator is not exceeding the number of particles
N implies a bound on the temperature,

(N)gy <N <= T €[0,Tc]

We aim to find such critical value T¢.

We begin by noticing that

l
Tr(e PwNa) = (BBH> <eb

and then
Tr(e_BWNANA) B %

Tr(e AxNR) a Tr(e AxXNR)

Tr(oaNa) <
where y is a constant such that the inequality wNjy < Hp < XNIQ\ is satisfied. The explicit expression

for such quantity is x = 27 4+ 2Cy where Cy is the Hardy constant of the potential (see [44] for a
detailed proof). A lower bound for the denominator is given by

e’} 1

© (72

Tr(e PXN3) > ¢ e Pxn® > f/ e Pxe g = = (>
( )2 T;) —Jo 2 \ Bx
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Chapter 3. Regularized theory

and therefore

Tr(oaNa) < % (B;()Q

Notice how the bounding term is A independent, but rather it shows a dependence from 7. We now

impose
1
2 (Bx)?
— =) <N

Now, both B and 8 are temperature-dependent objects, so we rewrite everything in terms of the
former by using 8 = 1 log(B + 1) and getting

1 2<1 wr
NB/) ~ 4xlog(l+ B)
By rearranging the above equation we get the following inequality, which cannot however be analyti-

cally solved
log(1 + B) < lwwNQ

B2 — 4 x

(3.16)
Even if we cannot write a solution explicitly, it is clear that the function log%%B) is strictly decreasing
in B, and therefore the inequality must be solved for B € [B¢, +0o0) for some Be. Then, since also
B itself is a decreasing function of T we get that B € [B¢, +00) implies T' € [0, T¢], as stated in the
beginning.

In order to write an explicit bound for 7', we use the stronger condition

1 1 wrN?
— < il (3.17)
VB 4 x
where ) lox(l + B
> og(l + B) forall B >0
VB B2
The resulting interval is
4y 2
Po 1>
c <w7rN2 )
and therefore o
0<T< =Tc (3.18)

4x 2
log (mr]\ﬂ) +1

We stress once more how the bound is independent from the cutoff A.

Remark. In [44] this computation is done for a more general confinement potential u(z): indeed, the
potential is left unspecified but the constraint

There exists ¢, ¢, > 0 and p € N such that c|z|? < u(z) < Qlz|P

is required. Notice that the harmonic potential that we chose satisfies such constraint for instance
with ¢ = %, q=2, 0= % and p = 2. Also with a generic p-potential the temperature is bounded,
namely

0<T<

=Te (3.19)

2 2
bg((mﬁw) (g)p§2+1>



Chapter 3. Regularized theory

where
Xp = 2(1+ Q)37 +2Cy

The p-potential u,(x) = |z|P in the limit p — +o00 reproduces the infinite well potential,

if 1
oo () = {0 if x| <

+o00 elsewhere

and also the critical temperature has a finite 1imi’c|ﬂ7 0 < limy 400 Te < +00.

Remark. The critical temperature appearing in equations and is smaller than the actual
one, since in both cases they were derived using the inequality , which is stronger than the
actual condition . Recall that we have used the stronger (and easier) inequality in order to get
an analytic expression for T¢.

13 .
Indeed, limp— 400 =2~ = 1.
T r(3)

o7



Chapter 3. Regularized theory

o8



CHAPTER 4

Convergence to Hartree dynamics

Overview

In this last chapter the main result about the convergence towards Hartree dynamics is presented.
The first part of the chapter is devoted to the discussion of bounds and preliminary results that will be
used in the proof of the convergence theorem. In the second part the result is presented and proved:
proof will follow the one presented in [44], using however some enhanced estimates. The proof is
followed by a short comparison of the result with some of the existing literature, mainly [9} [21}, |36].
Finally, a brief discussion about the application of the estimate to some physical potentials is carried
out.

4.1 Preliminary results

We need to find the equations of motions of the Wick symbols of annihilation operators a. We have
the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. Let Ly be the Lie derivative along the flow of Hy
Lo(-) = {-, Ha}

and let £ be the following differential operator

14 <a2HA 82 PHy 82 )
L, =

2 ” 86@86@' 80@80@' B 80@80@ 86%85@'
Then, a; satisfies the following
idk = (ﬁo + £1>ak
ar(0) = ay

Proof. We begin with the operatorial Heisenberg equation for time evolution

dt

The coherent expectation value of such expression is given by

idk(t) = {ak(t), HA}}

= [a(t), Ha(t)]
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Chapter 4. Convergence to Hartree dynamics

Now, using equation (3.2)) we can expand the Wick bracket as

1 A
flan(t), Ha} = {ar(t), Ha} + 5

ij

O?Hy 0%ay(t) _ O?Hy 0%ay(t)
8di6dj 6a1-8aj aaiaa]’ 80_41'(954]‘

where all the terms containing derivatives of third order or higher are vanishing since Hy is a polyno-
mial of degree 2 in the variables «, . O

We want to see how far is the evolution of the a; from the effective field’s ¢; through the evaluation
of the dynamics of the deviation term 0y (t) = ax(t) — cx(t).

Proposition 4.2. Let 6x(t) = ag(t) — cx(t). Then
on(t) = Lody + Lray,
for 6;(0) = 0.
Proof. We have i¢y, = {ck, Hy} = Lock, and Lie derivative is linear, therefore

idy, = i(ag — ¢x) = Lo(ax, — cx) + Lray, = Lody + Liay

Recall that the pull-back of a function f through the Hamiltonian flow <I>fXH (x) is defined as

(D) f = fodl,

In the following we will be interested in the pullback through the flow of Hj, therefore we shall indicate
<I>§(HA simply as ®°.

Proposition 4.3. The deviation term can be written as
¢ *
or(t) = / (®'°)" Liay(s)ds
0

Proof. We have

t

6mw—(@Y%m»+/(ﬂﬂfﬁmu@dw—ﬂuﬂﬂfcmu@®

0

Proposition 4.4. The py-norm of the deviation term is bounded by the term

n@@wis(AWEWA$thZ

Proof. By definition of g-norm we have

I6x(1)[2 = /0 s /0 "a /C @) L) (2) Lrans') du
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Chapter 4. Convergence to Hartree dynamics

We can apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get the thesis
t— s t—s
”(Sk /ds/ dS H ‘I’ £1ak H(‘I) ) Elak( )H
m
¢ / ds / as' |L1ax(3)l,, [Cran(s)] ,
0 0
t 2
_ (/ ”ﬁlak(s)uuds>
0

where in ({») the invariance of the measure was used.

Computation of the remainder

We want to estimate the remainder |Liak],. Recall that we have

A
1 PHy 9ag(s)  O*Ha 0%ay(s)
Liag(s) = ) ; <35<1'807j da; O B OJa;0aj 807@564;’)

Now, let f(a, @) = ow(F)(a, @), then the following identities that allow to express the derivative of

any Wick symbol to the Wick symbol of a commutator can be proved

of . _
() = (60 a1, F(a))00)
0 _
T (0,6) = (9us [F(a,01),]100)
Second derivatives of Hp are )
0“Hy
Jda;0a; B Z Viigymn Om Otn

mn

O?H _
Do = ; Vii(iz) Qi

where v v v v
ijmn T Viimn kl(ij) kl(j7)
Vigmn = =5 Vi =———5

Using equations (4.1) and (4.2) we can compute

D%aq(s) 0 Oag(s) 0 | -
da;0a; 0Oa; da; O (¢as [aj,2¢(5)]da) =

= (¢a, [3i, [3j,2¢(5)]]Pa) = (Pa; (a,-ajaq(s) —ajag(s)a; — aiag(s)a; + 3q(3)ajai> ba)

= (Pas 2iajag(8)Pa) — Qi{Dasajaqg(s)Pa) — aj(Pa,aiag(s)da) + aiajag(s)
and

D?ag(s) 0 0Oag(s) 0

80&1‘801]' N aai aaj N 87041<

Go [24(5), al]6a)

= (60, [3q(5); 2]].afl6a) = (¢a, (ag(s)ala] — alay(s)a] —alay(s)a] +afalay(s) ) ¢a)

= (paag(s)alal da) — Gi{daag(s)alda) — @j{padq(s)al da) + Gidijaq(s)
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Chapter 4. Convergence to Hartree dynamics

Recall that

A LA
Hp(o,a) = E ERQ Oy + 5 § Vitmn 0k Q0 0ty
k klmn

and so by putting all together we get

1
Liag(s) =5 ) V@j)mnaman<<¢aaq<s>a}ai o) — GiDadg(s)aida)—
ymn
- 43 {602y ()0} ) + itz (5) )
1
= 5 2 Vi ((0n:3:2,2,(5)00) — as(002524(3)6) -
ijkl

— aj(@a,aiag(s)da) + aiajaq(5)>

By renaming the indices as ¢, + k,l in the first sum and i,j — m,n in the second we can bring
everything under the same sum

Liagls) = 5 O [v(knmaman(wa, ag(s)a]ajba) — A(da,24()a] 6a) — AP, 2g(s)afda) + ardiag(s))
060 ((Gos msuia(5)6) — Gonlas (5
— i (Bas 2n2q(8)a) + Ananag(s))
Moreover, noticing that

1 1
‘/(kl)mn = 5 (Vklmn + ‘/kan) - 5 (Vklmn + Vklnm) - ‘/(mn)kl

we can rewrite

Elaq(s) = % Z ‘/(kl)mn (aman<¢aa aq(s)a;algéa) - aman@k<¢aa aq(5)3;¢a> — QpapQy <¢O¢a aq(5)3};¢a>+

klmn

- O_Zk@l@baa amanaq(5)¢a> - @kdlam<¢aa anaq(5)¢a> - O_Zko_‘lan<¢a7 amaq(s)¢a>)

Proposition 4.5. The following inequality holds

[Lraq(s)* < ow(ag(s)al(s))(a, @) (p(a, @))?

where p is the following polynomial

pla, @) = Z “/(kl)mn‘ (’aman‘ + |aramaon | + |gaman | + |amagan | + 2‘akalaman‘)

klmn

Proof. Employing triangular inequality in the following form
|21+ 224+ -+ 2| < 21| + |22 + - 4 |zn] forall zq,...,2, € C

we write

1
|£1aq(5)‘ < 5 Z ’V(kl)mn|( |aman|

klmn

(o aq(s)a;¢a> +

(Ba-34(s)afaléa)| + laman]

+ | omay| \<¢a,aq(s)a,1¢a> + |ar | [{Pa, amanag(s)da)| +
+ |araam| [(Pa, anag(s)da)| + |ardian|[(da, amag(s)da)l )
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Chapter 4. Convergence to Hartree dynamics

There are four type of coherent expectation values in this expression, and we shall estimate all of them:
each of the following estimates will depend explicitly on the Wick symbol of aq(s)ag(s), therefore for

brevity we denote such quantity as Qq = (P, aq(s)aj](s)gba>. For the first one we can use proposition

B.1

(bar2q(s)afa) o) <;<s>¢a7a*a,*¢a>
.|.
q

al(s)

IN

akajéa

<¢a,aq<s>aq<s>¢a>¢ (G0 arara]a] o)
< Q22+ || + oul + Jkau])

IN

and also for the second

(a}(5)®a» 2] Ga)
< lag(s)al 3]0
(D 20(5)2}(8)0a)\/ (B 213 60}
< Q21+ ai])

(b ag(5)a) da)

IN

Instead, for the third and the fourth one we have simpler expressions:
‘ m nqsa,aq )¢Oé>
’ ¢a7 aman¢a>

’<¢)a) amanaq

IN

a5 Iaman]

= Q& v/@nanta: amantu)
— Qdlamllanl
[(6as3n2q(8)9a)] = |(a]6as 34 (5)60)
— |(3}(5)9asanda)
< |Jat] sl
= Qi v/(anbu anda)
= Qilou|

We can put everything together and write

1

Q3 _
[L1a(3)| < =55 D Viatymn (1omam] (2 + o] + o] + anon]) + |amandn] (1 + [oa])+

klmn

+ lamamay| (1 + |ag]) + |ara] |[aman] + |@r@iam| |on| + |araian| oo )

3
< % Z Viymn! (2laman| + 2lagoman| + 2|logaman| + |amogan| + 4logaiamon|)

klmn

1
< Qé Z “/(kl)mn‘ (’aman‘ + lagaman| + |aaman| + |amagan| + Q‘O‘kalaman‘)

klmn
1
= Qi p(a)
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Chapter 4. Convergence to Hartree dynamics

Proposition 4.6. Assuming B > 1 we have
|L1ag(s)], < 2° S (Vi
klmn
Proof. From the previous proposition we have

1
2

|L1aq(s)]* < /C (B 2g(s)al(s)6a)p* (@) dpa(er, @) < [p°]], [ /C |(@aag()al()a)

dn(ena)]

We can compute the integral appearing on the right-hand side as follows: first, notice that from the
invariance of the measure we can write

fltewssarbioren] aute.0) = [ (onantishointoplsree anto.
[ (onantpntion) it

and then, using CCRs and proposition we have
/(CZ<¢a,aqajlaqaj1¢a>du(a,a) :/ <gz§a,( a a aq+3a ag + 1)¢q) du(a, @)

= [ Gl 3laf* + D dp(oa)

1424 2
B B

The norm of the polynomial p is instead harder to compute, and we will give an estimate for its upper
bound: let

2(12 _
Il = [

and let us put Primn = |aman| + |akaman| + |aqaman| + lamagan| + 2|lagoaman,|. Now, we know
from proposition that |Vigmn| < Ba and therefore

A 4
Hp2Hi = /Cf (Z |Vklmn|73k1mn> du(a, @)

klmn

4
/ (Z Bpklmn) d,u(oz, d)

klmn

4
Z |V(kl)mn’(|04m04n’ + ’akaman’ + |04104m06n‘ + ’amakan’ + 2’ak’alaman’) du(a, @)

klmn

Let us denote the quadruplets of multiindices as I = klmn, then opening the fourth power gives

A A A A

/z <Z Pklmn) du(a, @) =B /(C/Z ZZZZPIPFPI”PI”/ dp(a, @) (4.3)
I

/ I// I///
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Now, the product gives 70 terms but each of these terms has the same structure, namely it is the
modulus of a product of a given number of a with different indices:

|O[k/0(k// - Ogm///an///’

However, when integrating these terms over the phase space the indices are not relevant, and the
integrals depends only on the number of o contained in each modulus. Therefore the whole equation

(4.3)) reduces to

202 A A A A . o A A A A
IZET 90 90 39 DY (G MEROECD 35 9) B) /1
r r rr r oo

where we have called Jgjpm,, the following integral
Jklmn = /Z(Pklmn)4 d,u(a> O_é)
C

— /e [laman| + |akaman| + |ajaman| + |amaran| + 2|akalaman|]4 dp(a, @)
C

then it can be shown that for all B > 1 )

N
Jktmn < B (4.4)

where A is some integer constant, in our case N’ = 54, see the remark at the end of the proof for an

explanation. Then
4
2 N4 N 4
e (2) - (o)

klmn

The norm can be estimated as

1 1
205 3 2?2 NBp | 4g 3 92)\2
[£1aq(s)],, < P2 (1 tEtg) <(TpA 4o

and it is simple to verify that for every B > 1 the inequality

1
1 3 2\2 6
1424 2 Yo
<+B+B2><B

B
is satisfied. We conclude that /6
6
d
|L1ag(s)],, < NBANYL
O

Remark. We can motivate the bound of equation as follows: as already said the phase space
integral does not depend on the indices, but only on the number of o contained in each modulus.
Therefore we can group the terms having the same number of o and we can moreover omit the
indices: let us call A; the generic term containing the product of j « factors, then

Tumn = [ [14a]-+ 3143] + 2|44l o )

:/ (e |® + 12]ag|? + 62]cg| " + 180]cuye| M
Ct

+ 321 |ay| "2 + 360|ay| " + 248|ay | + 96|ay|* + 16|ay|*] du(a, @)
1
“ B
7949784
< - -
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wherdl] 7949784 = T'(5) + T(6)(12 + 62) + T'(7)(180 + 321) + T'(8)(360 + 248) + T'(9)(96 + 16). Since
V7949784 ~ 53.09 we put N = 54.
4.2 Convergence to Hartree dynamics

We are ready to state and prove the main results, using the propositions developed up to now. Recall
that B = % — 1.

Proposition 4.7. The regularized effective field has a time-independent py-norm, given by

o], = 75

Proof. Measure p is invariant under Hartree flow, thus

], = o], =[S e
k

“w
Then, using the p-norm definition we have
A
2 1 1
v H - 2 ——
w0 = >l =
and we get the thesis. O

Proposition 4.8 (Main result). Let:
1. W(t) be the solution of the dynamics on Fock space, iV = [W, H];
2. W, be the regularized field operator;
3. \IJE\O) be the effective field.
Then for B > 1, a cutoff A > 1 and positive time ¢ > 0 we have the following estimate

4CVA2dt
B3

[W(t) —va®)l, < (4.5)

where Cy is the Hardy constant of the interaction potential and d is the number of dimensions. The
fluctuation around the effective field satisfies the following estimate

_ N\/écv(1+d(2A+1)%)A4dt

[wat) - v “”HM =

(4.6)

where A is an integer constantﬂ

Proof. We begin by proving equation (4.5)): let us define the operator Ay as the following difference

Aa(t) = W(t) — Wa(t)

ITo work with integers, here we are over estimating each I' (%) that appears with I" (% + %)
2The exact value will be determined in the proof.
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Then, by definition of star norm

MO < L 1an@ = L (0 Al (t,2) A (t 4.7
[AA®)], < g 12Ol = 7 Tr Tele PoNN) Jpa At 2)Ap(E, ) (4.7)

From a semigroup of operators argument we have (see for instance [20])

t
AA(t) _ eiHAtAA(O)efiHAt +/ eiHA(tfs)[H o HA, w(s)]efiHA(tfs) ds
0

Using the sub-additivity of the normE] we can write the following inequality

. . t . .
[Bat)]. < [ ane |+ [ e -ty wisle ] ds
* 0 *
Star norm is invariant under unitary conjugation of operators, indeed
¢
IBa@)l, < [A40)], +/0 I[H = Ha, W(s)]|, ds =

¢

= [AA(0)],. +/ [(H—=HA)W(s) — W(s)(H—Ha)l, ds (4.8)

0

< [AA(0)], +/0 (I(H =HA)W(s)[, + [W(s)(H = Ha),) ds

The first term is vanishing: we have

13O =T+ (pa [ 870,080, 0)

R4
and easily we have that’]

AY(0,2)A(0,2) = (W (@) — W] (2))(¥(z) - Wa(2))

= Ul (2)W(z) — WI(2)PAV(2) — VT (2)P\W(z) + W (2) PAPAV ()
=V (2)V(z) — VI(z)PyW(z)
= PA\UT(.T)(l — PA)\U(l‘)PA

Therefore, the trace above reduces to

|AA(0)|? = Tr <pA /Rd Py (2)(1 — Py)V(z)Py da:)

=Tr (pAPA /]Rd Vi (z)W(x)dzPy — pA/ (4.9)

PAVT(2) PAW () Py dx>
Rd

— Tr (pAPANPy — paNy) = 0
Let us now focus on the second term: using cyclicity of the trace (in the |-|, definition) we have that

[(H=HA)W(s)], = [W(s)(H = Ha)l,

*Meaning that |A + B, < |A[, + [B],.
“Recall that (Pa)? = Pa.
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Therefore, let us compute the norm appearing on the right-hand side

e—BwNa

[W(s)(H = Hy)|2 = T (Tr(e_wm “Hy) /R V(s )V (s, ) da(H - HA>)

e—BwNa
=Tr (ﬂ}(e—5WNA)(H —-HA>N(H —-HA)>

—BwNp
¢ € 2
< Tr | —————(H—=Hj)*N

r < Ir(e—BwNA)( A) A>

where in () we used the relation
(H—=HA)N(H = Hy) = (HN — PAHPAN)(H — Hp) = (HN — PAHPEN)(H — Hp) = No(H — Hy)?
Now, since H = H® 4+ H™) we can write

[W(s)(H = Ha)l, < |W(s)(H® — HY)

Y LCIGERE N

*

However, also here the first term on the right-hand side is vanishing:
[WE HO = HP)| =T (paH® = HP)NA ) =0

since

and therefore .
W (s)(H = Ha)l, < [W(s) (O — H{™)

*

Then )
W (s)(H = )l < [T (pa(HO™ = H{™)N, )|

< [Tx (paNZ)]* [Tr (pa(HO™ - Hgnt>)4)}i o)
< (g) ’ [T (pa(HOm Hg\int))4)}}l

and notice that the bounding term is time independent. Therefore, combining equations (4.10)), (4.8])
and (4.9) we get

[Ax@)], <2t <§>é [ﬁ (pA(H(int) _ Hgnt))él)}ﬁll

and using the inequality (4.7]) we get
1\2 1
80, <2t () [ () — )] (411)
We want to write an estimate for the term Tr (pA(H(int) — Hg\int))‘l): consider the following identities

i in in in in in in 2 in in
Py(HO — {2 — (py Rt py gm0y ) _ gm0y — py (H( t>) — PyH() py H(nt)
_ PAH(int)(l _ PA)H(int)
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(H(int) _ Hg\int))z Py = (H(int) . HE\int))(H(mt) Py — mt) Py) ( (int) )  (int) Py H (int) Py
—H (mt) ( PA) H(lnt)

Combining the above equations we have
. : . . 2 .
PA(H(lnt) _ HXnt))4PA _ PAH(lnt)(l N PA) (H(lnt)) (1 - PA)H(mt)PA

and then| . ‘ .
Py(HO™) —H{™)1Py = Py |(1 — ARO[ Py

We are therefore able to write the following equality between traces

Tr (pA(H(int) - Hgnt))4> YTy (PAl(l — PA)H(int)‘4)

=

Now, since 0 < (H(mt))2 < 4CEN* we have

Tr <pA\(1 - PA)H(int>|4) <402 Ty (pAH<int>(1 — PyN4(1 — PA)Hﬁm))

& ) .
< 40‘2/ Tr (pAN4H(1nt)<1 _ PA)H(mt))

where in (¢) the commutation properties [N, Py] = 0 and [H®®) N*] = 0 were used. Then

d
Tr (pA}(l — PA)H(im)rl) <210y Tr (paN®) < 2°Cy Tr (paN)® = 24C (1; )

and we showed that

i A?
Tr(pa|(1 — PA)HM Y3 < 20y <B>

Using this estimate in equation (4.11)) gives

184001, = Zoocy (X))

which is the result we wanted to prove, namely equation (4.5)).

To prove equation (4.6)), we have that deviation term fulfills

t
H%@hmOSAH&%QMASSMmdm@t

But then

V6
”'Claq ”L2(“ < GBAAMF

and therefore the p-norm of the difference Wy (t) — \UE{)) (t) obeys

1
2

. LA LA 3 /6
H‘UA(t) - WE\)(t)H# = (Ad > ”5k(t)”%2(du)> < (Ad > " [L1ak]72a, t) < NBAAMft
k k

®Recall that for an operator F we have |F|?> = F'F, and therefore |F|* = FTFFTF.

69



Chapter 4. Convergence to Hartree dynamics

log;o G(A) —d=
—d=2
15 | d=
10
5 1
‘ A
1 5 10 15

Figure 4.1: Behavior of G(A) in different dimensions. Even if plotted as continuous lines, only the
integer values of A are meaningful.

The bound can be written explicitly as

H\IJA(t) —w® (t)”u < NBAA‘*dft

~ NV6CY(1+d(2A + 1)%)A4dt
B B

O

We can see the behavior of the bounding term with respect to the cutoff in figure [4.1, where the
function

G(A) = (1 + d(2A + 1)2)A%
is plotted for d =1, 2, 3.
Notice moreover that both the estimates (4.5) and (4.6]) are vanishing in the T — 07 limit:

4 A2d
V() — WD) < v A 0 for T —s 0F
" 5

2

_ NVBCy(1+d(2A + 1)2)A4d

} 3 t—0forT —0"

Juat) - v

as well as H\IJES) (t)Hu

Comparison with existing literature

The approach presented here and also in [44] presents some novelties in the literature. The object
studied in the standard literature, for instance [9, 36, 21|, is the one particle density operator T' :
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L*(R%) — L%*(R%) associated to a Fock coherent state ¢ /g € J+ centered on a fixed 0 € L*(RY),
which is defined as
<¢\/NQ7WT(t7y)\U(t7 x)¢\/ﬁe>

<¢\/N97 N¢m0>

We can also rewrite such operator by introducing the projector Fy onto the coherent state ¢ 5, as

L(t,z,y) =

Dt 2,y) = 5 TPV (1, y)W(t, )

In N. N. Bogoliubov’s original paper on superfluidity [13], the time dependent field operator W(t,x)
is decomposed as the sum of two distinct terms, namely W) (¢, 2) = 4(t,2)1 where the scalar (¢, x)
is a solution of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation and the normal fluid excitation field ©(t, x). Therefore

V(t,z) = VO (¢, 2) + O(t, x) = ¥(t, )1 + O(t, z)

The term W®) (t,z) has a one particle density operator given by

1
Ls(t,z,y) = 0" (8 y)e(t )
Such T is the projector onto the single particle state ¢(t) that solves the scalar Hartree equation
10 (t) = (h+ V * [0 2)9(t) with [¢]7. = N.

The typical estimate that is obtained in the literature is on the growth of the difference between the
one particle density operators I' and I'y in a trace norm, and reads (see for instance [9)])

Te|0(t) - I ()] < 24 % (cat))

for suitable constants ci,co > 0. We can make a short comparison between this result and the one
presented in proposition 4.8

Let us consider the deviation operator AX)) =V, — \UE\O) and the operator

T
or(t,x,y) =Tr (pA <A5\0)> AE\O)>

It can be showed (see [44]) that the following inequality is fulﬁlledlﬂ
1 0
T[0T > 0T s > 54 |85
and, thanks to equation (3.13) we get

RO (0)||?
01 = 5[], = 2]
We therefore obtained a lower bound for |0I'|g, and the lower bound grows at most linearly in time
as showed by proposition

Moreover, let us introduce a cutoff in the single particle density operators as

FA(t7 z, y) = TI'(pA\UJ]f\(t, y)wA(t> ZL‘))

%Here || denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, given by |6T(t, @, y) |y = [nea 6T(¢, x,y) dz dy.
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Tt 2, y) = Te(paV V7, )00 (1, 2))

with FS{)) being the regularized effective one. Then it can be proved that (see [44] for details)

() vafap)

2
Therefore, the quantity HFA — FXDHHS has an upper bound depending on the norm ”\IIA — \IJX))‘

d
e <o ofat ol
HFA Ta HS — Aa B 4] An

4 3
+2|ay

)
*

t
which in turn is a lower bound for |0I'|yg = Tr <pA (\IIA - \UE\O)) (WA - \IISXO)>>
Remark. The field W®) (¢, z) as defined in [13] can be decomposed as

URIEIEDY) (<sok,¢(t)>Lz<Rd>1) Pk

k

By putting fx = (@k, ¥ (t))12(re)1, We have that the Wick symbol ow (fx) = (¢k, ¥ (t)) 12(re), Which
is independent from «, is the projection along the basis {¢x} of the 1 (t) solving the scalar Hartree
equation with A = +00. We can compare this to our definition of the regularized effective field:
indeed, we have that the ¢, defined as the Wick symbols of the ¢ appearing in the definition of \UE\O),
are the k-th components of the Fourier decomposition of the solution of the reduced scalar Hartree

equation ({3.9), with arbitrary initial data.

Application to potentials

To conclude, we can apply the estimate of equation (4.5) to the potentials mentioned in the first
chapter. For this discussion we will limit ourselves to the d = 3 case.

Coulomb potential

For the three-dimensional Coulomb potential the optimal Hardy constant reads Cy = 2, therefore

6 2W6(1 + d(2A + 1)7)A%
HWA(t)—lllg\O)(t)H#SNBAA4d\]gt:N V6(1+ j(B +1)2)A,

Step potential and Lennard-Jones

Discussion for limited potentials is similar, so we group together the case of the step potential and the
more accurate truncated Lennard-Jones potential. For a generic potential with bounding parameters
a, b, ro,r1, where a, b, rg are finite and[] a > b, the estimate of equation (4.5 reduces to

_ /\/BAA“d@t ~ Nav6(1+d(2A + 1)%)A4dt
_— B -
“w

XORNIOI -

since in the described case the Hardy constant is precisely Cy = a.

"The condition a > b implies that for both the step potential and the truncated Lennard-Jones we require that the
repulsion is stronger than the short-range attractive force.
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