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1. INTRODUCTION
Let us consider the Hartree equation in R%:

10,0 (1, 1) = —5 AV (2, t) + (V(2,8) + Ula, t)) W& (z, t), "
1
Ve (z,0) = V§(x),

where

Ve t) = / ol — )|V (y, )| 2dy 2)

is a self-consistent potential given by a smooth two-body interaction, ¢ : R — R, even, and
U(-,t) : R4 = R for all t > 0, is a smooth external potential (see the next section for the precise
assumptions on ¢ and U).

In a recent paper [1] the authors of the present one considered the semiclassical limit of the
version of the Hartree equation corresponding to mixed states, for initial data whose Wigner
functions do not concentrate at the classical limit.
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2 COHERENT STATES PROPAGATION FOR THE HARTREE EQUATION

The problem we deal with in the present paper is the semiclassical asymptotics for (1)
when the initial state is a coherent state centered around the point ¢,p of the classical phase
space, namely:

_a (T —q)\ pe-a a
Uo(z) =« 4a0( NG )e = =g (w). (3)

This problem was studied in [9] in the kinetic (Wigner) picture, see Théoreme IV.2 therein.
There it is shown that, under appropriate conditions, the solution W¢ of the Wigner equation
corresponding to the dynamlcs ) namely

€y

OWE + k-9, W = @ Vie+ ) = Vie -, ))dyWE(xk: €)de +

+ o // (U + L) - U= L)) dy Wl k- €)de, (4)

where V' (z,t) is the same as in (1) equivalently written as

Viet) = / ol — y)We(y. k. t)dkdy, (5)

converges, in weaks*-sense, to the solution of the (classical) Vlasov equation

Oif +k-0uf —0uVi(a,t) - Ouf — OU(2,t) - Of =0

f(xa kat)’tzo = fO(ka)a

where
Vol t) = / ol — 1) f (9, &, D)dkdy,

and U(z,t) is the same as in (1) . The initial condition for (6) is given by fo = w —* lin% WE§.
E—>

It is easy to check that the conditions of Théoreme IV.2 in [9] are satisfied for W§(z,v) =

We e (z,v), U5 as in equation (3). In that case (under appropriate assumptions on the pair-

interaction potential ¢ and the external potential U) it can be seen that the Wigner measure

of the wave function verifies

W] (2, k) — 6(z — X(£))5(k — K(t), as e — 0,

where
X(t)=K(@1), K(t)=-VU(X(),t), X0)=q, K(0)=np.

In that sense, the semiclassical limit of the problem (1) is known to be the Vlasov dynamics (6),
since it is easy to recognize that, due to the smoothness of the potentials, the limiting measure
d(z— X(t))0(k— K(t)) is the unique (weak) solution of the Vlasov equation with initial datum
6(z — q)o(k — p).

The goal of the present work is to strengthen this approximation in two ways: first of all,
we construct L? approximations, as opposed to the with weakx-limit. This gives much more
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explicit a priori control over the errors in €, and of course allows the recovery of the shape with
which W*¢ concentrates to a singular measure in phase-space.

2. MAIN RESULT

We will consider the Hartree equation in R%:

10,0 (x,1) = —S AW (2, t) + (V (2, 1) + Uz, t)) U (z, t),

Ve (x, 0) = W5(x),
where

Va.t) = [ 6(la =) ¥ (o) dy ®)

The initial condition will be of the form

Ug(x) =¢ 4a0< NG )ep o =Yg

and we will make the following assumptions on ag, ¢ and U:

Assumption 1.
laoll 2 = 15l 2 = 1,

1208 ay(x) € L? for any pair A, B € N with |A| + |B| < 3,
/xi]ag(x)|2dx:0, Vi=1...d. 9)
Assumption 2.
CH(R) > ¢ even

Assumption 3.
U e Ct (R, CHRY)) .

Here and henceforth we denote by CF(R™) the space of continuous and uniformly bounded
functions on R™ whose all derivatives up the order k are also continuous and uniformly bounded.

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptions 1, 2 and 3 there exist constants C7 and Cy depending only
on d,¢,U,ay such that, ¥Vt > 0,

|05 1) — & HOYE e < Cre®! Ve, (10)

a(t)p(t

where By is the solution of

i@mwz(—§+d@”<+<%VUf@¢“>)@u» (11)

Bo(x) = ap(x), (12)
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)= =52 [ [opl.cnanas, (13)

(q(t),p(t)) is the Hamiltonian flow associated with %2 + Ul(q,t) + ¢(0) issued from (q,p),

and

Ewr=A(M$W2—UMG%@—¢®»%

(the Lagrangian action along such Hamiltonian flow).

Remarks:

e Note that in the classical flow the nonlinear potential enters only via the inessential
constant ¢(0). Indeed, due to the symmetry and smoothness of ¢, we have ¢'(0) = 0 so
that, in case of concentration as ¢ — 0, the self-consistent field vanishes.

e A similar problem for ¢”(0) > 0 has been faced in [2] in a semirigorous way. Here
we treat the case ¢”(0) < 0 as well and present an explicit control of momenta and
derivatives of the solutions (see Lemma 2.3 below) which allow us to estimate the error
in L2

e For a related result (Gross-Pitaevskii equation with a different scaling) see [3].

e Assumption 1 can be relaxed by dismissing equation (9). Indeed even if (9) doesn’t
hold one can always make a change of variables x — x — [ z|ag(2)|*dz. However in that
case one would have to adjust appropriately the external potential, which of course isn’t
translation invariant.

e The constants depend on the data of the problem, i.e. the potentials and ag, only

through ||U||was, ||¢]lwae and  sup ||2B0%ag|| .
|Al+|B|<3

3. PROOFS

3.1. A Lemma. We first prove the following
Lemma 3.1. by(z) := "W G,(x) as defined by (11,12,13) is the unique solution of the equation:

(00 + 58) blw) = 5 [ | = nP )Py (o) + ZELRZ (2, "
bo(x) = ap(z).
Proof.
Zatbt(.r) = —Wl(t)bt(x) + eiW(t)iatﬁt(m). (15)
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By virtue of equations (11), (12) and (13) we find
() = “52 [P Bu(n) Py bu(x) + €O (=§(w) + L0 By(a) + TGO () ),

bo(x) = ap(z), "

namely

iy () = —2by(x) + L0022 by () + L [ 1218,(n) 2dn by () + =2U@OD> g (4

bo(x) = ap(x).

We first notice that the equation (11) for f;(x) is a linear Schrédinger equation with an
harmonic potential; therefore the solution [3;(z) of the initial value problem (11)-(12) is uniquely
determined in L?(R?) and

(17)

1Bell 2 = llaoll - = 1, V€ R. (18)
As a consequence of that, it turns out that equation (17) can be rewritten as
Oy (x) = —%bt( f$2|5t )[2dn by(z) O f77 |Be(n)[Pdn be(z) + w be(z),
bo(x) = ap(z).
(19)
Furthermore, it is easy to check that if
zag(z), Oyao(r) € L*(RY), (20)
then
l’ﬁt<l‘), 6xﬁt(x) S LQ(Rd)7 for all t? (21)

(see Observation 4.3 below).
Condition (20) is satisfied under Assumption 1, so the property (21) holds and, in particular,
there exists a constant C finite for any time ¢ such that

[Pl <. v rer (22)
Thus, by virtue of (22) and of Assumptions 1, 2 and 3, it follows that the initial value problem
(19) is guaranteed to have a unique solution in L? and, clearly, ||b;]|;2 = [laoll;2 =1, V¢ In

fact, the equation for b;(x) has turned to be a linear Schrodinger equation with an harmonic
potential (and all constants appearing in the potential terms are finite thanks to Assumptions
2 and 3 and to (22)).

Now, it remains only to recognize that (19) is exactly the same as (14). To this end it
is sufficient to observe that, since the equation (11) for 5;(z) is a linear Schrédinger equation
with an harmonic potential, the condition (9) valid at time ¢ = 0 propagates in time, i.e

/M@@WWFﬂLVt- (23)
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Thus, by virtue of (23), it follows straightforwardly that (19) can be rewritten as
iOpby(z) = Abt f|$ 1218 (n) Pdn be(z) + M by(),

bo(x) = ap(x).

Finally, it is clear, by the definition of b;(x), that |5;(x)| = |b;(x)| for any = and ¢. Therefore
(24) turns to be exactly the same as (14). O

(24)

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1. We seek an approximate solution to equation (1) of the form as
e.g. in [6, 7, 8, 11, 12]

Ve (1) = e Sa( > _\/%(t) el M i (25)
where
q(t) = p(t), p(t) = =VU(q(), 7). (26)
By inserting the ansatz (25) in equation (1) we get
0 (z,t) = i [is@ta(x _\/g(t) t) — iv/eVa(Z f( ) i+
= £0a" =20 - G0~ a0) - s a "L )] x
WEECECECEC ’ (27)
and
? A o af e, w—qlt) o P w—q(t)
——AUVS(z,t) = € {—iAa( 7 1) + ) a( 7 )+
—iv/eVa(~ ﬁ(t),w -p(t)] N (28)
while, with regard to the potential terms in (1), we find
(V(@,t) + U, 1) V() = = ( [ ot —aela” ‘j;“,tﬂ?dy + U<x,t>) ><
y a<x —q(t t)e OISOy (29)

N

By (27), (28) and (29) we get that the amplitude a solves the following initial value problem:
(10 + 34) a(p, t) = 2Ve(p, t)a(p, 1)

+2 (Ula(t) + Vep,t) — Ula(t),t) — VeVU(q(t),t) - 1) alps, 1), (30)

a(p, 0) = ao(p),
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where
V(i t) = / (6v/El — ) — 6(0)) la(iy 1) 2dn, (31)

q(t),p(t) are as in the claim of Theorem 2.1 and we have used the rescaling p = xi/qgt).

Note that we should have

V) = [ 6 (el = nl) ol O dn - o(0), 32

instead of (31) in equation (30). However equation (30) with potential (32) is an Hartree
equation which preserves the L? norm so that we can replace (32) by (31).
Since ¢ € C3(R) is even ¢/(0) = 0 and the Taylor expansion yields

S(VEln —nl) — ¢(0) = 21 67(0) + 23 R(|p — n)),

(33)
[R(Jp = nD| < Cl¢" ||| = nl?,
while for the terms involving U we find:
U(q(t) + Vep.t) — Ug(t),t) — VEVU (q(t),t) - o = e < o, T > 43 Ry (1),
(34)

|RU(M7 t)‘ <C SUPyeNd:|a|=3 |VQU(Q(t)7 75)“#’37

where V?:=V ® V. , ,
The core of the proof is to estimates the two remainders €z R(|u — n|) and €2 Ry (p, t) so

that we can substitute (¢(v/2|lp — n|) — <;5(20)) by M(ﬁ”(O) (asin (33)) and U(q(t) +/ep, t) —
U(q(t),t) = VEVU((t), 1) - pp by & < i, Oy > (as in (34)).

In the framework of semiclassical approximation for the linear Schrédinger equation using
coherent states the method is standard (see e.g. [6, 7, 8, 11, 12]), however we establish these
estimates again for completeness.

Denote a;(p) := a(p,t) and

he(p) = be(p) — ae(p).- (35)
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By straightforward substitution we get that ho(u) = 0 (see (14)) and

[ = PP < 2O g -

>

o1 ¢"(0)
z@t + EA — ( 5

g

Vo (pst)
¢Il
| 2(1be(m)|* = lac(m)]?) dn aw(p) +
Il(ut)

_\[/ (1t = n)las(m) 2y ax(u ) —VERy (p,t)ar(p).

I2 (Mvt)

By standard manipulations it turns out that

Ml e < L0, b+ VR B+ VEIRGC B0 )

Moreover, the term involving I; can be estimated as follows:

k) < / / =l ()2 = lae()]?) dn @) h(pe)dp| =

- / / =12 (15en)] — lae () (1be)] + lae()]) dy () he(ps) | <

IN

/ / = Pl (b)) + lar () dy @) (o) | <

< 2 [ PP )]+ )

while, thanks to (33), the term involving I is estimated by:

(L2, )] < Cl9"]] 1o

IS 1= nlPlac(n)Pdn @(p)h(p, t)dp| <

< C 1" e (S dnlnPlacm)[?) laellz2] Bl | 2+
+3 ([ dn InPlacm) ) 1hl |2 + 3 (] dpe | ul*ac()2) " (f dnnl lan(m)[2) [hd| 2+

o (J dplal®lan () Nl 22l 22 )

(36)

(37)

(38)

(39)
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One should observe here that [ dn|n||a:(n)|* < ([ dn (14 |n*) |a:(n)]?).

Finally, due to (34), the term involving Ry (u,t) is controlled as follows:

(Bol o hdl < € swp (VU0 | [ dulibatndl| <

a:lal=3

1/2
< Cswp sup |V“U<q<t>,t>r( / duwatw) Il (40)

T ola]=3

Making use of Lemma 4.2 and equation (67) below to estimate terms of the form || | -

1/2 1/2
aillze = ([ dnlnla(m[?)", for m < 3, and || |- ["billz2 = ([ dnln"bi(n)?)"?, for
m < 2, in terms of the same quantities evaluated at time ¢ = 0, we easily show, by summing
up the previous estimates, that there exist two e-independent constants C, Cy such that:

d
EW%HL? < VeCy + Cyllhy | 2. (41)

In particular C,Cy depend on the potentials ¢ and U and on the L?>-norm of moments and
derivatives of ay (up to the order 3).
The conclusion follows with application of the Gronwall lemma.
O

4. AUXILIARY RESULTS

Observation 4.1. Observe that under our assumptions the nonlinear equation (30) can be
shown to have, for any T > 0, a unique solution in C* ([0,T], L*(R?)) (see e.g. [4]). Therefore
it follows (see e.g. [13]) that the correspondz’ng time-dependent linear problem

(0 + 58) u(p,t) = 2 [ (6(Veln —nl) — ¢(0) laln, )Py up, 1)+
+2 (U(g(t) + vep,t) = Ulg(t),t) = VEVU(q(t), 1) - p) ulp 1), (42)

u(@,0) = uo(x), g € L*RY) Jlugll2 = 1,

has a unique and well-defined L? propagator.

Lemma 4.2 (Propagation of Moments and derivatives for a(x,t)). Let a(x,t) be the solution
of the initial value problem (30). Suppose that for some m € N there exists an e-independent
constant M,, > 0 such that
2407 aol| 2 < My, (43)
for all A, B € N¢ such that |A| + |B| < m.
If $ € C""'(R) and U € CYRS,C;" 1 (RY)), then there exists a (finite) e-independent
constant C(t) such that
|07 a(t)||r2 < C(t) M, (44)



10 COHERENT STATES PROPAGATION FOR THE HARTREE EQUATION

for all A, B € N¢ such that |A| + |B| <m

Remarks:

e We refer to the proof for a precise expression on the behaviour in time of the error.

e The proof makes no use of an energy conservation argument, and this is the reason why
the Lemma can be established for both signs of ¢”(0).

Proof. Denote
(e, t) = 2P0 a(x, 1), (45)

e.g. Y09z, t) == a(x,t).
It is straightforward to check that

(300 + 34 = 1Ve(w, 1) = L0(q(t) + VEw, 1) + LU(g(t),1) + L VU (1), 1) - 2) v (a,1) =

i [Bk Bj— 1)wAB Qek(l, t)+Bk1/)A+ekB ek(I t)} _’_% z H (Ak)aA lV (:L‘ t)¢l’B(w,t)+

k=1 0<I<A k=1
d d
+1 [T (3907 U(a(t) + Ver, )t B (e, t) — 2 > T (59)0% (VU (g(t), ) - ) AP (x,t)
0<l<Ak=1 " 0<I<A, k=1 "
[7]<1
(46)
WhereB:(Bl,...,Bk,...,Bd) = ( 1y - lk,.. ld)A (Al,.. Ak,.. Ad)and0<l<A

means that 0 <[, < Ay for any £ =1,2,...,d. The consistent initial data (46) are defined by
VP (x,0) = 2707 ao(x),

and in particular ¥*%(z,0) := ao(x).

Some remarks with regard to our notation are in order; it is clear for example that if
By =0 or B, =1, then the first term on the right-hand side yields no contribution. Similarly
for By = 0 in the second term and |A| = 0 for the remaining terms respectively.
The derivation of (46) is straightforward by induction.

Denote by P(t,7) the propagator associated with the left-hand side of equation (46), which
is known to be uniquely well defined in L? (see Observation 4.1). As a consequence, for m = 0,
the result claimed by Lemma 4.2 follows from the existence of the propagator. We will proceed
for m € N by induction.

H
We will work with vectors including all the moments and derivatives, namely, ¥ =
{¢A’B}A,B:|A|+\B\gm € X,, and

ﬁ
||\Ij||X7n = Z ||¢A7B||L27

0<|A[+| Bl<m

where X, := L?(R%).
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For m = 1 we have

(zat + %A - éva(a:, f— %U(q(t) bR ) + éU(q(t),t) + L vuew), - a:) W0 () =

\/E
— %axjve(x, )20 (z,t) + éaij(q(t) + Ve, )0 (z,t) — % 02, U (2, 1) | amgry W™ (2, 1),
(47)
and
(z’@t + %A _ évs(x, 0 - éU(q(t) + ) + éU(q(t),t) + %VU(q(t),t) . x) 50 ()
=40, 1) )

By virtue of the Duhamel formula we get:

Vil(z,t) = P(t,O)z/Jej’O(x,O)+/td7'P(t,T) E 3%\/5(%7')1/10’0(%7')} +
0

b [Car o) 2o, tatn) + VEn o) - <0, Ula(r), 1) 0 ar7)

NG
(49)
and
t
005 a,8) = P(6,0)4°% (0,0) + [ dr P(t.7) [59%(z.7)]. (50)
0
Then, by recalling that P(¢,7) is L?>-norm preserving, we find
¢ 1
Hweg‘,O(t)HLQ < Hwej,o(o)”LQ —|-/0 dr gaxj‘/g(a:’T)wo,o(T) +
L2
+ [ | (Ro vt + vEnn) - S0, 0 )
T — Oy T ,7- - T = Zj T 77- AT
0 e Ve L?
(51)

and

Hwo,ej(t)HLQ < Hwo’ejm)HLz +/0 dr ||1/fej’0<7')”L2' (52)
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Now, taking into account the terms involving U in (51), we get

éaij( (1) + Vez, 7) — \}E@JU(q(T),Tb
1

1
= %aZJU(Z7 T)|z:q(r)+ﬁx - % asz(Zv T)|Z=Q(T) =
= |2 Uz _yos m] z;, for some d € (0,¢), (53)
therefore

H (é 9:,Ula(r) + Vew, ) - % 9, U(q(7), T)> ()

L2

L2

- H [asz(z 7)l.- q(T)+x/5z] L (R ‘

= | [2 U crrivsa 879 7]

< sup [|0°U ()| o [[079 ()] - (54)
T€[0,t]

On the other side, with regard to the term involving V; in (51), we have

1
_890‘/;? 9
= s, (x,7)

_ ' [ nn,Zotvels = aiv* )1

< [an
where L is the global Lipschitz constant of ¢ (i.e., the L>®-norm of ¢”). Then, by (55) we get
that

I(VE \‘f ) '|¢°077, <L [dgle =l P, 69

2

H éa%,vs(x, P00 ()

< / dz / dnle — nl[0°(n, 7)? / d'x — of |00, ) 2100 (a7 P

L2
2
< 2 [Pl e + 322 ([ Wlltmnban) <
< L2 o™ (n)I[Ze + BL2] |2[™0(7)|IZ2, (56)
where we made use of the fact that ||¢%°(7)||z2 = ||¥*°(0)||z2 = ||ao||z2 = 1, for any time 7.
At this point we observe that || [z[¢"°(7)||2. = || |z]a(7)]|3. = Z |[¢%< (7)[|2,. So that, we

have just proven that there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on the L*-norm of the
second derivative of ¢, such that

H —0,,Ve(z, )0 (7)

\/Z 190 ()17 = 110 (7)]] e (57)
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Now, by using (54) and (57) in (51), we obtain that

60 ()| 12 < ]2 0(0)]| 12 + Cg’dr||¢0’1(r)||m + Cofdr 0% (1)]| ;2 (58)

where C' is not the same constant of formula (57) - we denoted it by the same symbol just for
the sake of simplicity - since here it is depending on ¢, as previously, but even on U (through
the L>-norm of its second derivative, according to (54)).

Now after (54), summing over j = 1,...,d in equations (58) and (52) and then adding them,
we get

— — t —
1V (O)llx, < 1 (0)|lx, +C [ dr [V (7)]]x,. (59)
0
The conclusion follows by applying the Gronwall lemma, i.e.
—> —
1P (O)]]x, < [1P(0)]]x,e“" < Mye®, (60)

where M; has been defined in (43).

For m > 1, the previous inductive step from m = 1 applies almost verbatim: first, by
virtue of the Duhamel formula, we write the solution of equation (46) by using the propagator
P(t, ) associated with the time evolution on the left-hand side. Then, by using the L?-control
on P(t,7), it only remains to show that the “source terms” appearing on the right-hand side of
(46) are suitably uniformly bounded in |[1)*?||2, or equivalently ||¥||x,.. The way to do that
is by using [|¢*45]|12, |A] + |B| < m as constants now:

For example, the estimation for the term involving the potential V, on the right-hand side
of (46) reads as:

102" [ Lo(VElw — n)|wo(n, 6)Pdn 617 (2, 1)|13, <
|A=l-1
< (2 Lan) 1S fo =l 1) 2y 0B (1) 2 <

< 2D In[® Ol [ F O] z2] 2" (©)]122 + DI Inl™ Ollz2l[W"F ()72 + DII [ (#)[]72 =

= DI O O Ol DI Ol Ol + D7 Ol

61

where L4 ; is the Lipschitz constant for ¢“=V(z) (i.e. Lay = ||¢“"*Y(2)||1, reminding
that A—1+1< A+1<m+1and ¢ € C/"(R) ) and D is a constant only depending
on L,_;. Furthermore, it is easy to check that, by construction, we are guaranteed that the
exponent % for e is non negative. (If |A — ] > 1, we can use instead the simpler estimate

|02~ 20Vl — )| <e 7 ([0 (@)]|p)-
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Now, by virtue of the estimate we proved for m = 1 (see (59)), from (61) we find that
10771 [ 2o(Vele — a0 (n, )Py ¥4 (2, 1)] 7. <
< DM [ F ()| 2|91 (0] 2 + DMie* || F ()72 + DI E ()],

and we recall that |||+ |B| < |[A—1|+|B|<m—1and |[|+|B|+1<|A—-1|+|B|+1<m.
Thus:

(62)

1047 [ Lo(v/Elx — ) [0 (n, £)dy vB (2, D[22 < DMy + 1)[[ W (D)5, (63)

Concerning the terms involving the potential U on the right-hand side of (46), the idea is
quite similar. In fact, we observe that

LS T ()08 Ua(e) + Ver DR, )

0<I<A k=1
d
~%, 2 L)% (VU1 ) 0t () =
0<I<A, k=1
<1
= 5 O (,U(qft) + VER WA, t) — 0, (VUG(0), 1) 2) e 0 0)) b O
i

d
+1 > I (oMU a() + ver, P (e, t),
0<I<A, k=1
|[A—1|>1
where we made a discrete change of variable [ — A — [ in the first term of the left-hand side.
Now, with regard to first term of the right-hand side, the estimation that has to be used

is exactly the one we did in (54), thus one finds: V|| =1

H%axm(t) e () — %ax (VUG(0).0)-2) 0 20)| <
< sup U0 [0 < 00 JFUC ) [T O, )

(the adjustment for [ = 0 is obvious).
Now, for the last term in (64) we have

< 5% sup 04U ) [0 1) <

L0200t + Vo 0001
L2

B
< sup 10U, )|~ ¥ (B x,.. (66)

where we used that A — [ < A<m, |[A—-I|—-2>0and [+ B< A+ B <m.
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Similar (simpler, in fact) estimates can be shown for the other terms on the right-hand
side of (46).
O

Observation 4.3. [Propagation of moments and derivatives for (5,(x)] f,(z) was defined in
equations (11), (12). Under the assumptions of lemma 4.2, reqularity for Bi(x) analogous to
Lemma 4.2 for a(z,t), i.e.

125028l < Ct) > a0 aollr2, VA Be N': A+ B <m t,

|AY|+[B’|<m

follows.

Remarks:

e The proof is in fact simpler with respect to the one of Lemma 4.2: it can be checked
easily that, due to the fact that we have to deal with harmonic potentials, the terms
that arise from the differentiation of the potentials turn to be exactly of the form z3;(x)
(~ Hﬁ)g(t)HXl if we denote by wé’B(m, t) the quantities x2943,(x) and we define 35(25)
consistently), i.e., precisely the kind of objects we want to recover to apply the Gronwall
Lemma (see the proof of Lemma 4.2).

e As a consequence of Observation 4.3, by Assumptions 1, 2, 3 we are guaranteed that,
in particular, there exists a e-independent constant C' > 0 depending on the L*°-norm
of the second z-derivative of U(z,t) and on |¢”(0)|, such that

/dm|x\2|5t(x)|2 < (/dx|x]2\a0(:c)|2> €t <00, V¢,

We remind that this is exactly what we need to make the proof of Theorem 2.1 work
succestully (see (22)).

Observation 4.4. [Propagation of Moments and derivatives for b,(x)] Although apparently

bi(x) solves a nonlinear equation, it can be obtained as the solution of a linear Schrédinger

equation with an harmonic potential whose coefficients are determined by the L*-norm of the

first moment of By(z), by ¢"(0) and V*U (see (24) and Lemma 3.1).

Therefore, as a consequence of Observation 4.3, it follows that, as long as U € C* (Rf, C’;”H(]Rg))
and ¢"(0) is finite, we can get a result for by(x) e.g. analogous to Lemma 4.2 for a(z,t), i.e.

2200, € L?, VA Be N': |[A|+|B|<m Vt,

under the same assumption (43) on the (common) initial datum ao(x).



16 COHERENT STATES PROPAGATION FOR THE HARTREE EQUATION

Note that, in particular, by Assumptions 1, 2, 3 we are guaranteed that there exists a e-
independent constant C; > 0 depending on the L*-norm of the second z-derivative of U(z, 1),
on |¢”(0)| and on time ¢ (but finite for any t), such that

/dm |z b (z) ]2 < Oy, ¥ t, m < 3. (67)

We observe that (67), for m = 2, is exactly what we need to make the proof of Theorem 2.1
work succesfully (see (38), (39) and (40)).

5. HIGHER ORDER APPROXIMATIONS

On the basis of the above results, it seems natural to ask whether it is possible to go beyond
the y/z-approximation discussed previously (see (10)) and to find higher order corrections al®( n)
to the amplitude a\” () := by(p) so that the right-hand side of (10) gets of size of any power of
¢, as this is the case for the linear Schrodinger equation [11, 12]. Although we will not present
all the (tedious) details of the construction, we claim that one can determine a semiclassical

expansion
ai (1) = a{” () + Ve ai () + ea® () + - + 20 () + (68)
with
k
(1) = S0a0(11), (69)
such that

iEW o0
V(1) = = Tyl 4+ O(€).

)p(
In order to determine the equations governing the evolution for each coefficient aﬁk) (1) we need
to look at the expansion for the potential terms appearing in (30). With regard to the nonlinear
part involving the pair interaction ¢, we get:

Velp—nl?

Lotvan - —00) = )+ o o) 4 YL gy
+ -~-+W¢<k><0)+... (70)

In Theorem 2.1 we were assuming ¢ € Cy(R). Clearly, if we want to go to higher orders in
the approximation we need more smoothness on ¢ and on the external potential U. Therefore,
here and henceforth we assume:

¢ € C°(R), and ¢ even (71)

so that we have

L (otvale—a - 60) = L5 0y +4 (vap A g 4z 2

Observation 5.1. Assumption (71) is actually too strong if one wants to deal with an approz-
imation up to a certain order k.
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With regard to the linear terms in (30) involving the external potential U, we get:
£ (Ula(t) + Ve t) = U(q(t),t) = VEVU(q(t), 1) - 1) =

=< va V2U(g(t)vt)lu > _|_ - + (\/g)n—l VnU(Q(t)vt) . ,Un + o

n!
where of course n > 3. Here we are using the notation
o"u
VU - = Y mma—ar K (73)
ol 027" Oxy”

> ai=n

Analogously to what we observed for the pair-interaction ¢, we need more smoothness, so
that here and henceforth we require:

U e CHR/,Ce(RY)). (74)

Now, inserting (68), (72) and (73) in (30) we readily arrive to a sequence of problems for
the coeflicients agk)(,u) of the expansion (68). For k = 0 we obviously find:

( 0+ 2 ;- ¢”( ) /dn = 2@ () P < o, DD, >> ai” (1) =0,

2
0 €
al’ (1) = a(n),

(75)

namely, the initial value problem that we had for b;(x) in the previous sections (see (14)). Then,
for £ =1, we find:

( ( 0+ = d)ﬂ( ) /dnlu —nPlaf” () P+ < 1, wu >> oM () =
= ¢N2(0) ( / dn |i — nf*2R[a” (magn(m]) () + w B, ()
Lay () = 0

This is a linear initial value problem where the left-hand side is known to have a unique well-
defined L2-propagator P (t) due to the existence and uniqueness in L? of the solution al” (1)
of the zero-order initial value problem (75) and to the L2-control on its first moment (see

Observation 4.4 and (67)). Then, it is easy to see that, writing the solution al’ )(,u) through
the Duhamel formula (with “leading” propagator P (¢ )) the well-posedeness in L? for (76) is

guaranteed by the L?-control on the source term M w? a( )(u) (which is achieved thanks
to the smoothness of U and to the L?-control on the third moment of a'” (i) - see (67)) and
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by the following estimate:

L32[ o= 2R el ) 00|

- (¢” ) /d“/dm“ na@” (n)a;” (n )/dn’\u—77’!269(77’)@5”(77’)\a§0)(u)l2+
(W )/W/“W"VW> U/MM—W$%%meMWS

C’

(77)

Here Caio) > (0 is a constant that only depends on the moments of ago)(,u) up to order 3,
depending on the potentials U (trought the L>*-norm of its second derivative) and ¢ (through
the quantity |¢”(0)|) and on the initial derivatives and moments of al” (1) up to the order 3 (see
Observation 4.4), that, as in the previous sections, we assume to be finite. By virtue of (77)
and the L?-control on the term involving U in (76), the Duhamel formula and the Gronwall
lemma allow to conclude that

ol € LX(RY), Vt. (78)

Moreover, following the same lines of the proofs presented and discussed in the previous sections
(see Lemma 4.2, Observation 4.4 and subsequent remarks), it can be easily checked that by
assuming enough regularity for the (zero-order) “full” initial datum a(()o)(,u) = ag(p), in such
a way that we control in L? a sufficiently high number of moments and derivatives, we can

control the derivatives and moments of agl)(u) up to any fixed order m, i.e:
2PoralY € LX(RY), Vi, V A, BeN:|A|+|B|<m. (79)

This will be crucial to go on with the higher orders dynamics because, for example, the equation

for the second coefficient @gz)(u) is

(zat + d)’/( ) /dn e =nllat” )P+ < %@’% >) ot (1) =
—?%9(/dmu—m%md%m¢%m0a@uo+23§§12~w¢mww-

+¢ﬂ?>(/mﬂu—mﬂ£WmP)@“wy+¢§”(/ﬁmu—nm¢%mﬁ)ﬁWm+

i ¢H2(O) (/ dn|p — nlzm[ﬁio)(n)ail)(n)]) oM () + W a0,
ag? (1) =0,

(80)
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So, again, as for the case kK = 1, we obtained a linear initial value problem where the propagator

associated with the left-hand side is P()(¢), that is known to be uniquely well-defined in L2.
Then, as before, the solution a§2)(u) can be written through the Duhamel formula, applying the
propagator P (t) to the term @ (f dn |p — n22R[@” (n)al® (77)]) a!” (1) and to the various

source terms in (80). The term which is linear in a§2) (u) is estimated as in (77) while the source

terms are controlled in L? by virtue of the control on moments and derivatives of ago)(,u) and

agl)(u). In the end, by using the Gronwall lemma, we get

al? € LA(RY), vt (81)

and, moreover, by assuming a sufficiently high number of moments and derivatives of the (zero-

order) “full” initial datum a(()o) (1) = aog(p) to be controlled in L?, we can control as well the

derivatives and moments of a§2) (1) up to any fixed order m, i.e:

2P04a? € LXRY), V¢, V A BeN:|A|+|B|<m. (82)

At this point it is clear how to proceed in general. The equation for aﬁk) (1) is a linear

Schrodinger equation with a source term involving the coefficients ain) (u) with n < k, which
have been estimated by the previous steps. The L2-control of agk) (u) follows by the L?-control
on a sufficiently high number of moments and derivatives of ain)(,u) with n < k.
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