arXiv:2401.05773v1 [math.AP] 11 Jan 2024

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport Pseudometrics: From Hartree to Vlasov–Poisson

Mikaela Iacobelli

ETH Zürich, Department of Mathematics, Rämistrasse 101, 8092 Zürich, Switzerland

Laurent Lafleche

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

Abstract. In this paper we establish almost-optimal stability estimates in quantum optimal transport pseudometrics for the semiclassical limit of the Hartree dynamics to the Vlasov–Poisson equation, in the regime where the solutions have bounded densities. We combine Golse and Paul’s method from [Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 223:57–94, 2017], which uses a semiclassical version of the optimal transport distance and which was adapted to the case of the Coulomb and gravitational interactions by the second author in [J. Stat. Phys. 177:20–60, 2019], with a new approach developed by the first author in [Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 244:27–50, 2022] to quantitatively improve stability estimates in kinetic theory.

1. Introduction

1.1. General overview. In this article, we study the nonrelativistic quantum and classical equations that govern the dynamics of an infinite number of particles’ density in the mean field regime. These equations are known as the Vlasov equation and the Hartree equation, respectively. More precisely we aim to give an almost-optimal convergence rate, in the semiclassical limit, from the Hartree equation to the Vlasov– Poisson equation, in the so-called quantum optimal transport pseudometrics.

E-mail addresses: mikaela.iacobelli@math.ethz.ch, laurent.lafleche@ens-lyon.fr. 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 81Q20 · 81S30 · 35Q83 · 35Q55 (82C10, 49Q22). Key words and phrases. Hartree equation, Vlasov–Poisson equation, semiclassical limit, quantum optimal transport.

2 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

1.2. The Vlasov equation. The Vlasov equation is a non-linear partial differential equation that provides a statistical description of the collective behavior of a large number of charged particles undergoing mutual long-range interactions.

This model was originally introduced by Jeans in the context of Newtonian stellar dynamics [29] and was later developed by Vlasov in his work on plasma physics [49]. More precisely, it describes the evolution of the phase space distribution of particles f = f(t, x, ξ) where (x, ξ) ∈ R^6 are the position and velocity variables and t ∈ R is the time. The equation then reads

(1) ∂_tf + ξ · ∇_xf + E_f · ∇_ξf = 0,

where E_f = −∇V_f is the force field corresponding to the mean-field potential

V_f (x) = (K ∗ ρ_f )(x) = � R^3

K(x − y) ρ_f (y) dy

and ρ_f is the position density of particles defined by

(2) ρ_f (x) = � R^3

f(x, ξ) dξ.

In the sequel we will be interested in the Vlasov–Poisson equation in dimension d = 3. This equation serves as the classical kinetic model that characterizes dilute, completely ionized, and non-magnetized plasma, or galaxies. It corresponds to considering the coupling of the Liouville equation with the potential given by

(3) K(x) = κ 4π |x|

for some constant κ ∈ R. Assuming that the unit is chosen so that particles have charge 1, in the case of the Coulomb law, the constant κ is given by κ = 1/ε_0 where ε_0 is the electric constant. If the particles have mass 1, in the case of Newton’s gravitational law, κ is given by κ = −4π G with G the gravitational constant.

The well-posedness theory for this system has undergone extensive investigation, and readers can refer to the comprehensive survey paper [21] for an overview. Notably, global-in-time classical solutions have been established under a range of initial data conditions, as explored in works such as [48, 5, 7, 40, 43, 47]. Meanwhile, global-in-time weak solutions have been introduced in [3] and [25], primarily focusing on L^p initial data, as elaborated in [5, 6]. Concerning uniqueness, we will focus on a very important contribution to the theory made by Loeper [41], who proved uniqueness for solutions of the Vlasov–Poisson equation with bounded density by means of a strong-strong stability estimate in the 2-Wasserstein–(Monge–Kantorovich) distance. Loeper’s result is the cornerstone for several stability arguments, and it is a key tool in proving the validity of the quasi-neutral limit for the Vlasov–Poisson equation [19, 20, 24, 24, 23, 22]. In this paper we will rely on a recent improvement of Loeper’s estimate obtained in [26] (see also [27]).

1.3. The Hartree equation. In the context of quantum mechanics, the distributions of particles is described by wave functions, and more generally, by operators, which

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport 3

can be seen as incoherent superposition of wave functions. More precisely, we define the set of density operators by

P = { ρ ∈ L(L^2(R^3 )) : ρ ≥ 0 and h^3 Tr(ρ) = 1 } ,

where L(L^2(R^3 )) denotes the set of linear operators acting on L^2(R^3 ), Tr denotes the trace and h is the Planck constant. Such operators are trace-class, and so automatically compact operators. For such operators, one can define a quantum version of the position density

(4) ρ(x) = h^3 ρ(x, x),

where the formula should in general be understood in the weak sense � R^3 ρ φ =

h^3 Tr(ρ φ) for any φ ∈ L^∞(R^3 ).

The quantum analogue of the Vlasov–Poisson equation is the Hartree equation with Coulomb or gravitational potential, which can be written in its operator form as follows

iℏ ∂_tρ = [H_ρ, ρ] , H_ρ = − ℏ^2 2 Δ + V_ρ, (5) where ℏ =^h_{2π} is the reduced Planck constant, [A, B] := AB − BA denotes the commutator of operators and V_ρ is the mean-field potential V_ρ = K ∗ ρ(x) associated to ρ(x), with K again given by Equation (3). By the spectral theorem, it can also be written as a system of infinitely many coupled Schrödinger equations (see e.g. [39]).

The well-posedness for this equation is also well understood. Global existence and uniqueness of solutions was proved in [9] for repulsive interactions and in [28] for attractive interactions, for solutions in H^2, that is for operators such that Tr(−Δρ) is bounded. The regularity assumptions were then relaxed in [10] to the L^2 case, that is the case of trace-class density operators. In [10, Theorem 8.1], the propagation of higher Sobolev norms of the form Tr((−Δ)^nρ) for any n ∈ N is also proved, which can be interpreted as the quantum analogue of the propagation of moments.

In the context of this paper, we will consider that the quantum position density is initially bounded uniformly in ℏ. This was proved to remain true for finite times in [30] by first proving the propagation of moments of the form h^d Tr((−ℏΔ)^nρ) for any n ∈ N uniformly in ℏ. The global-in-time uniform-in-ℏ propagation of these quantities for n > 2 in the case of the Coulomb or gravitational potentials remains an open problem. This was however obtained in the case of more decaying potentials and small data in [31] and in the case of less singular potentials in [30], which was extended in [11] for the Hartree–Fock equation.

1.4. Previous results. Our objective is to improve the rate of convergence in Wasserstein distances from the Hartree equation with Coulomb potential to the Vlasov– Poisson equation in the semiclassical limit, that is when the Planck constant becomes negligible. This semiclassical limit is also rather well understood. It was first proved in a weak sense by Lions and Paul in [39] for general interaction potentials, including the Coulomb and gravitational ones. Quantitative rates of convergence were then obtained for sufficiently smooth potentials in strong topologies [4, 1, 2, 8]. The semiclassical limit was also investigated in the case of positive densities using relative entropy methods in [38].

4 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

In [16], Golse, Mouhot and Paul introduced a quantum analogue of the 2-Wasserstein distance to study the mean-field limit from the Schrödinger equation to the Hartree equation uniformly in the Planck constant, and then in [17], Golse and Paul introduced a semiclassical analogue of the 2-Wasserstein distance from which they obtained a quantitative estimate for potentials with Lipschitz forces. This was extended to singular potentials including the Coulomb and gravitational potentials in [30] and to the case of the presence of a magnetic field in [44]. For singular potentials, quantitative rates of convergence were then also obtained in stronger topologies in [45, 46, 35, 12]. A review of these recent results can be found in [36].

These latter results in strong topologies allow to have results that are global in time in the sense that they hold for any arbitrary large time, but they require more regular data for the limiting equation than the techniques using Wasserstein distances. On the other hand, for the Coulomb and gravitational potentials, the results in [30] are only local in time as they depend on the uniform-in-ℏ propagation of moments for the Hartree equation. Moreover, on the interval [0, T ] on which the propagation of moments holds, as was computed more precisely in [31], the rate of convergence in terms of ℏ deteriorates very rapidly in time as it is of the form ℏ^{exp(−λ(t))} where λ(t) is proportional to 1 + sup_{t∈[0,T ]}(‖ρ(t)‖_L∞_{(R}3_) + ‖ρ_f (t)‖_{L∞(R3 )}).

1.5. Notation. A typical object used to make the link between classical and quantum mechanics is the Weyl quantization [50], that associates to a function f = f(x, ξ) of the phase space, an operator

(6) ρ_f := � R^6

^f(y, ξ) e^{2iπ(y·x+ξ·p)} dy dξ

by analogy with the Fourier inversion formula. Here, (y, ξ) ∈ R^6 is the phase space variable, p = −iℏ∇ is the quantum analogue of the momentum, x is the operator of multiplication by the variable x, and ^f denotes the Fourier transform of f, defined by

F(f)(y, ξ) = ^f(y, ξ) = � R^6

f(y^′, ξ^′) e^{−2iπ(y·y′+ξ·ξ′)} dy^′ dξ^′.

An elementary computation (see e.g. [14, Chapter 2]) shows that ρ_f is the operator with integral kernel

ρ_f (x, y) = � R^3

e^{−2iπ(y−x)·ξ} f(^{x+y}_2 , hξ) dξ.

Another widely used object is the Wigner transform [51], which is the inverse operation: it associates to an operator ρ a function on the phase space

f_ρ(x, ξ) := � R^3

e^{−i y·ξ/ℏ} ρ(x +^y_2 , x −^y_2 ) dy.

One can then verify that ρ_{fρ} = ρ. In general, these pointwise identities should be understood in the sense of distributions. The Wigner transform verifies � R^3 fρ dξ =

ρ(x) where ρ was defined by Equation (4), and so in particular (7) � f_ρ dx dξ = � R^3

ρ(x) dx = h^3 Tr(ρ) = 1.

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport 5

The Wigner transform of a density operator is always a real-valued function, but it is not in general a nonnegative function. It is however also possible to associate to any density operator ρ a probability distribution on the phase space called the Husimi transform of ρ, and defined by

f̃_ρ := g_h ∗ f_ρ ≥ 0

with g_h(z) = (πℏ)^{−3} e^{−|z|2/ℏ} for z ∈ R^6 . Similarly, the Weyl quantization of a nonnegative function f of the phase space is always self-adjoint but not always nonnegative, and one can define an associated Toeplitz operator, also called (anti)-Wick quantization (see e.g. [37]) or averaging of coherent states (see e.g. [39]) by

~ρ_f := � R^6

f(z) ρ_{gh(z−·)} dz = ρ~_f

where f̃ = g_h ∗ f. It can be seen as a quantum convolution by a Gaussian converging to δ_0 (see e.g. [32]).

The Wigner transform of density operators being in general not nonnegative, the first equality in Equation (7) should in general be interpreted in a weak sense since f_ρ might not be integrable. However, f_ρ is always square integrable and the following identity holds ‖f_ρ‖^2_{L2(R3 )} = h^3 Tr � ρ^2 � , where the right-hand side, a scaled squared Hilbert–Schmidt norm, is always finite since ρ is trace-class. We refer the reader to [14, 39] for more properties on the Wigner and Husimi transforms.

In general, we will define the semiclassical generalization of the Lebesgue norms on the phase space in terms of scaled Schatten norms for p ∈ [1, ∞) by

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

� 1_p . (8) and by setting ‖ρ‖_L∞ = ‖ρ‖_∞ to be the operator norm when p = ∞. We will also denote the space of density operators with n bounded velocity moments as follows

P_n := { ρ ∈ P, h^3 Tr(|p|^n ρ) < ∞ } .

1.6. Quantum optimal transport pseudometrics. Our result follows the strategy introduced by Golse and Paul in [17] to use a semiclassical analogue of the Wasserstein distance. One first defines the set of couplings of a probability density f and a traceclass operator ρ as the set of measurable maps (x, ξ) → γ(x, ξ) from R^6 to the space of trace-class operators such that

Tr(γ(x, ξ)) = f(x, ξ) for a.e. (x, ξ) ∈ R^6 , � R^6

γ(x, ξ) dx dξ = ρ.

The set of all such couplings is denoted by C(f, ρ), and the pseudometric is then defined as follows:

(9) W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ)^2 := inf_{γ∈C(f,ρ)} � R^6

h^3 Tr(c(z) γ(z)) dz

6 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

with z = (y, ξ) and c(z) = |y − x|^2 + |ξ − p|^2. The term pseudometric is chosen because these quantities are not distances, as they can never be 0 since they verify W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ)^2 ≥ 3 ℏ.

However, they still behave similarly as distances when ℏ → 0. In particular, as proved in [18, Theorem 4.2], the following triangle inequality holds: W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ) ≤ W_2(f, g) + W_{2,ℏ}(g, ρ).

Using the previously defined Husimi transforms, these pseudometrics can also be compared with the classical Monge–Kantorovich–Wasserstein distances. It was proved in [17, Theorem 2.4] that (10) W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ)^2 ≥ W_2(f, f̃_ρ)^2 − 3 ℏ while in the special case of Toeplitz operators W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ̃_g)^2 ≤ W_2(f, g)^2 + 3 ℏ.

In the case of more general operators, it was proved in [34] that

(11) W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ) ≤ W_2(f, f̃_ρ) + � 3 ℏ + ℏ^2 ‖∇f^√_ρ‖^2_L2_{(R}6_).

This implies in particular that, at least for sufficiently smooth operators, W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ) is of the same order as W_2(f, f̃_ρ) up to a term of order √ ℏ. Actually, the quantity √ ℏ ‖∇f^√_ρ‖_L2_{(R}6_) is bounded uniformly in ℏ ∈ (0, 1) even for states converging to discontinuous functions of the phase space, such as spectral functions of the form ρ = 1_{R−} (−ℏ^2Δ + U(x)) for some smooth and confining potential U (see e.g. [15, 13, 33]).

2. Main results We compare solutions of the Vlasov and Hartree equations with bounded densities, that is ρ_f , ρ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R_+ , L^∞(R^3 )). To guarantee ρ_f ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R_+ , L^∞(R^3 )), we can rely on the following classical result from [42], where P(R^6 ) denotes the space of probability measures on R^6 .

Theorem 2.1 ([42], Theorem 2). Given k > 2, let f^{in} ∈ P∩L^∞(R^6 ) be a non-negative initial datum satisfying the following two assumptions � R^6

|ξ|^k f^{in}(x, ξ) dx dξ < ∞,

and for any R > 0 and T > 0 it holds sup ess{f^{in}(y−t ξ, w) : |y − x| ≤ Rt^{3/2}, |w − ξ| ≤ Rt^{1/2}} ∈ L^∞([0, T ]×R^3_x ; L^1(R^3_ξ )).

Then, there exists a unique weak solution f ∈ C^0(R_+ ; L^∞(R^6 ) − w∗) to the Cauchy problem for the 3-dimensional Vlasov–Poisson system such that, for any T > 0, we have sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖ρ_f (t, ·)‖_{L∞(R3 )} < ∞.

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport 7

As was indicated in Section 1.4 in introduction, there is no global-in-time uniformin-ℏ known analogous estimate for the quantum position density ρ, but a possibly-ℏ-dependent estimate is available for all times for example in [28], which can be stated in the following way.

Theorem 2.2 ([28], theorems 3.10 and 3.11). There exists a unique solution ρ ∈ C^0(R_+ , P ∩P_4)∩C^1(R_+ , P) with initial data ρ^{in} ∈ P ∩P_4 to the Hartree equation (5) with Coulomb or gravitational potential. It verifies for any T > 0, sup t∈[0,T ]

‖ρ(t, ·)‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ∞.

On the other hand, a finite-time uniform-in-ℏ estimate can be found in [30]. It gives the following.

Theorem 2.3 ([30], Theorem 5). Let ρ be the solution to the Hartree equation (5) as given in the previous theorem with initial condition ρ^{in} ∈ P such that

(12) h^3 Tr � |p|^{16} ρ^{in} � and � �1 + |p|^4 � ρ^{in} � � L^∞

are bounded uniformly in ℏ > 0. Then there exists T > 0 and C > 0 independent of ℏ such that sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖ρ(t, ·)‖_L∞_{(R}3_) ≤ C.

Hence, under the conditions of the three above theorems, the following quantity is bounded for any time t ≥ 0 and uniformly in ℏ up to some time T > 0

(13) C_∞(t) = max(1, κ) max � 1, ‖ρ_{f(t)}‖_L∞ , ‖ρ(t)‖_L∞ � . We are now ready to state our main theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let f be a solution of the Vlasov equation (1) with initial condition f^{in} ∈ P(R^6 ) verifying the hypotheses in Theorem 2.1 and let ρ be a solution of the Hartree equation with initial condition ρ^{in} ∈ P verifying the hypotheses in Theorem 2.3. Then, for any ε ∈ (0, 1) and any t ≥ 0,

W_{2,ℏ}(f(t), ρ(t)) < C^{1/6}_∞ � C^{in}_∞

� 1_3 max �_5

ε W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in})^{1−ε}, 3 W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in}) � e^{Λε(t)}

where C_∞ is given by Equation (13), C^{in}_∞ = C_∞(0) and

Λ_ε(t) = 2 Λ(t) +

(1 − ε) Λ(t)^2 ε with Λ(t) =

�_t 0 � C_∞(s) ds.

Remark 2.1. The previous theorem gives an almost-optimality of the rate of convergence in ℏ for the semiclassical limit in the following sense. Assuming that initially W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in}) ≤ C √ ℏ ≤ 1 and fixed ε > 0, it yields for any time t ∈ [0, T ] such that C_∞ ∈ L^∞[0, T ] uniformly-in-ℏ, √ 3 ℏ ≤ W_{2,ℏ}(f(t), ρ(t)) ≤ C_{T,ε} √ ℏ^{1−ε}

for some constant C_{T,ε} independent of ℏ. More precisely, it follows from the proof that for T > 0 sufficiently small, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of ℏ such that √ 3 ℏ ≤ W_{2,ℏ}(f(t), ρ(t)) ≤ C_T √ ℏ e^C

√_{|ln ℏ|} .

8 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

Remark 2.2. Thank to the above inequalities (10) and (11), the previous theorem yields the following convergence of the Husimi transform in the classical Wasserstein distances. Assuming W_2(f, f̃_ρ) ≤ 1 and √ 3 ℏ ≤ 1, then

W_2(f, f̃_ρ) <^{C eΛε(t)}_ε � W_2(f^{in}, f̃_ρin )^{1−ε} + ℏ^{1−ε2} + ℏ^{1−ε} D_ρin �

where C = 5 √ 3 C^{1/6}_∞ (C^{in}_∞)^{13} and D_ρ = ‖∇f^√_ρ‖_L2_{(R}6_). In particular, if f^{in} is such that W_2(f^{in}, f̃_ρin ) ≤ ℏ^{1−ε}2 , then, as proved in [34], the convergence is of order ℏ^{1−ε}2 for typical states such as ground states of systems of Fermions without interaction at zero or positive temperature.

3. Improved Loeper estimates

3.1. Heuristics in the classical case. To motivate the proof of our main result, we first revisit briefly the argument introduced in [26] and that we will adapt below to the quantum case.

Proposition 3.1. Let f_1 and f_2 be two solutions of the Vlasov–Poisson equation (1) with initial data f^{in}_1 , f^{in}_2 ∈ P(R^6 ) verifying the hypotheses in Theorem 2.1 and such that W_2(f_1, f_2) ≤ η ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists T > 0 and C > 0 independent of η such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

(14) W_2(f_1, f_2) ≤ √ η e^C

√_{|ln η|} . Remark 3.1. Notice that Equation (14) can also be written W_2(f_1, f_2) ≤ η^{1−θ(η)}2 where θ(η) = C_T / � |ln η| is small when η is small.

Sketch of the proof. For some coupling γ_0 of two solutions f_1 and f_2 of the Vlasov– Poisson equation and for X_k(t) and P_k(t) solutions of the Newton’s equations Ẋ_k(t) = P_k(t) and Ṗ_k(t) = E_{fk} (X_k)(t) with initial conditions (X_k(0), P_k(0)) = (x_0, p_0), we define Q_X2 = � R^{12} |X|

2 γ_0(dz_1 dz_2), Q_{X·P} = � R^{12} X · P γ0(dz1 dz2) and QP^2 = � R^{4d} |P |

2 γ_0(dz_1 dz_2) with X = X_1 − X_2, P = P_1 − P_2 and E = E_{f1} (X_1) − E_{f2} (X_2). Then defining Q_λ := λ Q_X2 + Q_P 2 for some time dependent function λ, we get

∂_tQ_λ = λ^′ Q_X2 + 2 λ Q_{X·P} + 2 Q_{P ·E}.

where λ^′ =^d_{dt} λ. Now, as shown in [26, Section 3.3], using the Loeper-type estimate

Q_E2 ≤ C_T Q_X2 ⟨ln Q_X2 ⟩^2 , where ⟨y⟩ = � 1 + y^2

(compare also with the proof of Lemma 3.3 below), we can bound

∂_tQ_λ ≤ λ^′ Q_X2 + 2 Q^{1/2}_{P 2} Q^{1/2}_{X2} (λ + C_T ⟨ln Q_X2 ⟩) .

Hence since Q_P 2 ≤ Q_λ and Q_X2 ≤^{Qλ}_λ , we obtain

∂_tQ_λ ≤ λ^′ λ Q_λ + 2 Q_λ �√ λ + C_T √ λ ⟨ln(Q_λ/λ)⟩ � .

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport 9

Now, slightly differently from [26], rather than considering Q_λ we consider Q := Q_λ/λ. Then the bound above gives

∂_tQ ≤ 2 Q �√ λ + C_T √ λ ⟨ln(Q)⟩ � . The idea now is to optimize with respect to λ the term in parenthesis. This corresponds to choosing λ as a function of Q, namely λ = C_T ⟨ln Q⟩. As shown in [26, Lemma 3.7] (see also the generalizations in [26, Section 4]), this choice of λ(t) is indeed admissible as long as Q(t) ≤ 1, and it leads to the bound ∂_tQ ≤ 4 Q � C_T ⟨ln Q⟩.

Now, define η := Q(0). Then assuming that η < 1 and solving the ODE ∂_tY = 2 C Y � |ln Y | with Y (0) = Q(0) for t ∈ [0, T ] where T is so that Y (t) ≤ 1 we get ∂_t |ln Y | = −2 C � |ln Y |.

Therefore |ln Y | = � |ln η| − C t

�_2

and so for any t ∈ [0, T ]

Q(t) ≤ Y (t) = e^−

�√_{|ln η|−C t}�2 = e^{ln η−C2 t2+2}

√_{|ln η| C t} = η e^2

√_{|ln η| C t} e^{−C2 t2} .

In particular when η is small, since on R_+ , x → ⟨ln(x)⟩ x is an increasing function and x^2 e^x ≤ e^{Cx}, it follows that ⟨ln Q(t)⟩ Q(t) ≤ ⟨ln Y (t)⟩ Y (t) ≤ η e^{CT}

√_{|ln η|} . Since λ ≥ 1, W_2(f_1, f_2)^2 ≤ Q_X2_{+P} 2 ≤ λ Q, which finishes the proof. □ 3.2. Quantum case. Let us start with the following Lemma which indicates that the semiclassical pseudometric (9) controls the classical 2-Wasserstein distance of the position densities.

Lemma 3.1. Let f ∈ P, ρ ∈ P and define the associated position densities ρ_f = � R^3 f dξ and ρ(x) = h

3ρ(x, x). Then (15) W_2(ρ_f , ρ) ≤ W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ). Proof. Let γ ∈ C(f, ρ) and define ρ_γ (x_0, x) := h^3 � R^3 γ(z0)(x, x) dξ0 in the weak

sense as in Equation (4) where z_0 = (x_0, ξ_0) and γ(z_0)(x, y) denotes the kernel of the operator γ(z_0). Then ρ_γ is a coupling of ρ_f and ρ since � R^3

ρ_γ (x_0, x) dx_0 = h^3 � R^6

γ(z_0)(x, x) dz_0 = h^3ρ(x, x) = ρ(x) � R^3

ρ_γ (x_0, x) dx = h^3 � R^3

Tr(γ(z_0)) dξ_0 = � R^3

f(z_0) dξ_0 = ρ_f (x_0). Therefore,

W_2(ρ_f , ρ)^2 ≤ � R^6

|x_0 − x|^2 ρ_γ (dx_0 dx) = h^3 � R^6 Tr � |x_0 − x|^2 γ(z_0) � dz_0

≤ h^3 � R^6

Tr(c(z_0) γ(z_0)) dz_0,

10 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

and so the result follows by taking the infimum with respect to all the semiclassical couplings γ ∈ C(f, ρ). □ The next lemma about the log-Lipschitz continuity of the Coulomb potential is also classical (see e.g. [41]). We give here a quantitative version. Lemma 3.2. Let K be given by Equation (3). Then

|∇K ∗ ρ(x) − ∇K ∗ ρ(y)| ≤ 2 C_∞ |x − y| � c + ln_+ � R^2 |x − y|^2 �

where C_∞ ≥ κ ‖ρ‖_L∞ , R^3 =^{3 κ ‖ρ‖L1}_{8 π θ31 C∞} with θ_1 =^{3−√5}_2 and c =^2_3 +^{√5−θ2}_2 with θ_2 the solution of θ^2 = (1 − θ_2)^3. The constant c verifies c < 1.57.

From this estimate, we obtain the following inequality.

Lemma 3.3. With the notation of Lemma 3.2, let Φ be the positive, concave and increasing function on R_+ defined by

Φ(x) = � � � x (c − ln(x))^2 if x ≤ x_0 Φ(x_0) + c^2 (x − x_0) if x > x_0 where ln(x_0) = c − 1 − √ 1 + c^2 (it implies x_0 ∈ (0.27, 0.28)). Then for any γ ∈ P(R^6 ), � R^6

|∇K ∗ ρ(x) − ∇K ∗ ρ(y)|^2 γ(dx dy) ≤ (2 C_∞)^2 R^2 Φ(Q_X /R^2) where Q_X := � R^6

|x − y|^2 γ(dx dy).

Lemma 3.4. Assume ρ = h^3ρ(x, x) ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞ and ρ_f = � R^3 f dξ ∈ L

∞. Then, with the notations of Lemma 3.3, for any smooth λ = λ(t) > 0, Q(t) := 1 λR^2 � R^6

h^3 Tr � λ(t) |x − y|^2 + |ξ − p|^2 � γ(z) � dz verifies

∂_tQ ≤ Q � � √ λ + C_∞

1 + 2 � Φ(Q)/Q √ λ � � , where C_∞(t) ≥ κ max(‖ρ_{f(t)}‖_L∞ , ‖ρ(t)‖_L∞ ) and R^3 =^{3 κ ‖ρ‖L1}_{8 π θ31 C∞} . Proof. Let γ(z) = γ(t, z) be such that γ(0, ·) = γ^{in} is the optimal coupling between f^{in} and ρ^{in} and ∂_tγ = −(ξ · ∇_x + E_f · ∇_ξ)γ + 1 iℏ [H, γ] .

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport 11

Then γ ∈ C(f(t), ρ(t)) (see e.g. [17, Lemma 4.2]). We define Q_λ := λ(t) Q_X + Q_P with Q_X := � R^6

h^3 Tr � |x − y|^2 γ(z) � dz Q_P := � R^6

h^3 Tr � |ξ − p|^2 γ(z) � dz with z = (x, ξ) and p = −iℏ∇_y. Then by a direct computation detailed in [17, Section 4.3], one can write the time derivative of the above quantities in the following way ∂_tQ_X = � R^6

h^3 Tr(((x − y) · (ξ − p) + (ξ − p) · (x − y)) γ(z)) dz and ∂_tQ_P = � R^6

h^3 Tr(((E_f (x) − E_ρ(y)) · (ξ − p) + (ξ − p) · (E_f (x) − E_ρ(y))) γ(z)) dz. By a variant of the Cauchy–Schwartz inequality for the trace of the form Tr(A^∗B γ)^2 ≤ Tr(|A|^2 γ) Tr(|B|^2 γ), it yields ∂_tQ_λ ≤ λ^′ Q_X + 2 λ Q^{1/2}_X Q^{1/2}_P + 2 Q^{1/2}_P Q^{1/2}_E where λ^′ denotes the derivative of λ with respect to time and Q_E = � R^6

h^3 Tr � |E_f (x) − E_ρ(y)|^2 γ(z) � dz. Denoting by γ(z)(y_1, y_2) the integral kernel of γ(z), we get Q_E = h^3 � R^6 � R^3

|E_f (x) − E_ρ(y)|^2 γ(z)(y, y) dy dz and since γ(z)(y, y) ≥ 0 as the diagonal of the kernel of a positive operator, by the triangle inequality Q^{1/2}_E ≤ I_1 + I_2 where I^2_1 = � R^3

|E_f (x) − E_ρ(x)|^2 ρ_f (x) dx I^2_2 = h^3 � R^6 � R^3

|E_ρ(x) − E_ρ(y)|^2 γ(z)(y, y) dy dz using the fact that h^3 � R^3 γ(z)(y, y) dy = f(z). By Loeper’s inequality [41, Theo-

rem 2.7], I_1 ≤ κ max(‖ρ_f ‖_{L∞} , ‖ρ‖_L∞ )^{12} ‖ρ_f ‖^{12}_L∞ W_2(ρ_f , ρ).

Therefore, by Lemma 3.1, and since γ is a coupling of f and ρ, it gives (16) I_1 ≤ C_∞ Q^{1/2}_X . On the other side, by Lemma 3.3, (17) I_2 ≤ 2 C_∞ R � Φ(Q_X /R^2).

12 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

Therefore, combining Inequality (16) and Inequality (17), we get Q^{1/2}_E ≤ C_∞ � Q_X + R � Φ(Q_X /R^2) � . That is, coming back to the inequality for ∂_tQ_λ,

∂_tQ_λ ≤ λ^′ Q_X + 2 Q^{1/2}_P � λ Q^{1/2}_X + C_∞ Q^{1/2}_X + 2 C_∞ R � Φ(Q_X /R^2) �

≤ λ^′ λ Q_λ + Q_λ �√ λ + C_∞ √ λ + 2 C_∞ � R^2 Q_λ Φ(

Q_λ λ R^2 ) �

where we used the fact that Q_X ≤ λ^{−1}Q_λ and (Q_P Q_X )^{1/2} ≤ Q_λ/(2 √ λ). □ It now suffices to study the ordinary differential equation associated to the above lemma. This gives the following inequalities.

Lemma 3.5. With the notations of Lemma 3.4, there exists λ = λ(t) > 0 such that Q(t) ≤ Q(0) e^{2Λ1(t)}

√_{(c2−ln Q(0))++2Λ2(t)}

where Λ_1(t) = Λ(min(t, τ)) and Λ_2(t) = √ c_2 (Λ(t) − Λ(τ))_+ − Λ_1(t)^2/2 with Λ(t) =

�_t 0 � 2 C_∞(s) ds

τ = Λ^{−1} � (c_2 − ln Q(0))_+ − √ c_2 + y_0 � + where y_0 = c − 1 − √ 1 + c^2 < 1.3, c_2 = c +^1_2 < 2.07 and λ verifies λ = C_∞ � 1 + 2 � Φ(Q)/Q � , with c and Φ defined in Lemma 3.3 Proof. Let ℓ(q) := C_∞ � 1 + 2 � Φ(q)/q � . This is a convex decreasing function which converges to the constant C_∞ (1 + 2 c) when q → ∞ and is such that ℓ(q) ∼ 2 C_∞ |ln q| when q → 0. Then by Lemma 3.4,

∂_tQ ≤ Q �√ λ + ℓ(Q) √ λ � . Optimizing with respect to λ, we take λ := ℓ(Q). More precisely, since for any α, β > 0, there is always a solution to the equation q = α + β/ℓ(q), we define Q as the solution of Q = Q_X + Q_P /ℓ(Q). This gives ∂_tQ ≤ 2 Q � ℓ(Q) and so ∂_t ln(Q) ≤ 2 � C_∞ � 1 + 2 Ψ(− ln(Q))

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport 13

where Ψ(y) = � Φ(e^{−y}) e^y. Let Y (t) := − ln(Q(t)), then this implies that Y^′ ≥ −2 � C_∞ � 1 + 2 Ψ(Y ).

Notice that Ψ(y) = c + y when y ≥ y_0, so that Y^′ ≥ −2 � 2 C_∞ � c_2 + Y where c_2 = c +^1_2 . Hence, assuming Y (0) ≥ y_0, Grönwall’s lemma implies that

(18) Y (t) + c_2 ≥ � c_2 + Y (0) −

�_t 0 � 2 C_∞(s) ds

�_2

for any t ∈ [0, t_0] where t_0 ∈ [0, ∞] is the first time such that Y (t_0) = y_0. In particular, this also holds for t ≤ τ where τ ∈ [0, t_0] is the first time such that the right-hand side of Inequality (18) takes the value y_0 + c_2. If we already had Y (0) ≤ y_0, then we set τ = 0. That is, setting Λ :=

�_t 0 � 2 C_∞(s) ds, in general, we define τ = Λ^{−1} � (c_2 + Y (0))_+ − √ y_0 + c_2 � + . When t ≥ τ, then Y (t) is larger than the solution Z(t) to Z^′ = −2 � C_∞ � 1 + 2 Ψ(Y ) with initial condition Z(τ) = min(y_0, Y (0)). Since Z is decreasing, Z(t) ≤ y_0 for any t ≥ τ and so Ψ(y) ≥ c. The Grönwall Lemma then implies Y (t) ≥ −2 √ c_2 (Λ(t) − Λ(τ)). For any t ≥ 0, we thus obtained the following inequalities

(19) Q(t) ≤ � � � e^{−(}

√_{(c2−ln Q(0))+−Λ(t))2 +c2} for t < τ max(x_0, Q(0)) e^{2 √c2(Λ(t)−Λ(τ ))} for t ≥ τ.

When t < τ, the above inequality can be written Q(t) ≤ Q(0) e^{2Λ(t)}

√_{(c2−ln Q(0))+−Λ(t)2} . Notice that it follows from the definitions that x_0 = e^{−(}

√_{(c2−ln(Q(0)))+ −Λ(τ ))2+c2} , so that when Q(0) > x_0 and t ≥ τ, one gets Q(t) ≤ Q(0) e^{2Λ(τ )}

√_{(c2−ln(Q(0)))+ −Λ(τ )2} e^{2 √c2(Λ(t)−Λ(τ ))} leading to the result. □ Proof of Theorem 2.4. Take C_∞(t) = max(1, κ) max(1, ‖ρ(t)‖_L∞ , ‖ρ_{f(t)}‖_L∞ ). Then by the definitions of Q and λ given in the proof of Lemma 3.5, one obtains that λ ≥ C_∞ (1 + 2 c) ≥ 1 and Q_X + Q_P ≤ R^2 λ(Q) Q and R^2 Q ≤ Q_X + Q_P .

Moreover, by definition, W_{2,ℏ}(f, ρ)^2 ≤ Q_X (t) + Q_P (t). Therefore, defining W (t) := W_{2,ℏ}(f(t), ρ(t))/R(t) and w = W (0)/R(0), by Lemma 3.5 and then by minimizing over all couplings γ ∈ C(f, ρ), it holds

W (t)^2 ≤ λ � w e^{2Λ1(t)}

√_{(c2−ln w)++2Λ2(t)}� w e^{2Λ1(t)}

√_{(c2−ln w)++2Λ2(t)}

14 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

and so if t ≤ τ

W (t) ≤ � C_∞ � c_2 − ln w − Λ(t) � w e^{Λ1(t)√c2−ln w+Λ2(t)}.

Using Young’s inequality for the product a √ b ≤ ε b +^{a2}_{4 ε} and the fact that for θ ≤ 1, − ln(θ) ≤ θ^{−ϵ}/(ϵ e), this can be written

W (t) ≤ � C_∞ c^{ϵ+ε}_2 ϵ e w^{1−ε−ϵ} e^{Λ2(t)+ Λ1 (t)24ε} .

This implies that for any ε > 0,

W (t) ≤ � C_∞

2 c^ε_2 ε e w^{1−ε} e^{Λ2(t)+ Λ1 (t)22ε} .

Recalling that R(t)^3 =^{3κ‖ρ‖L1}_{8πθ31 C∞} and assuming ‖ρ‖_L1 = 1, it yields

W_{2,ℏ}(f(t), ρ(t)) ≤ 2 ε e C^{1/6}_∞ � C^{in}_∞

�^{2(1−ε)}_3 � 3 κ c^3_2 8 π θ^3_1

� 2ε_3

W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in})^{1−ε} e^{Λ2(t)+ Λ1 (t)22ε} < 2 ε C^{1/6}_∞ � C^{in}_∞

� 2_3

W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in})^{1−ε} e^{Λ2(t)+ Λ1 (t)22ε} .

If t ≥ τ, λ is bounded by a constant and more precisely

W (t) ≤ � 2 C_∞ (c_2 + y_0) w e^{Λ1(t)}

√_{(c2−ln w)++Λ2(t)}

so using again Young’s inequality for the product

W (t) ≤ � C_∞ � 2 (c_2 + y_0) max(c^{ε/2}_2 w^{1−ε/2}, w) e^{Λ2(t)+ Λ1 (t)22ε} ≤ � C_∞ � 2 (c_2 + y_0) max(c^ε_2 w^{1−ε}, w) e^{Λ2(t)+ Λ1 (t)22ε} Hence, by the definition of R

W_{2,ℏ}(f(t), ρ(t)) ≤ � 2 (c_2 + y_0) C^{1/6}_∞ � C^{in}_∞

� 1_3 max �_{3 c3} 2 8 π θ^3_1

�^ε_3

W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in})^{1−ε}, W_{2,ℏ}(f^{in}, ρ^{in}) � e^{Λ2(t)+ Λ1 (t)22ε} ,

which yields the result using the fact that ε ∈ (0, 1). □

Appendix A. Explicit estimates for the Coulomb potential In this section, we give a proof of Lemma 3.2, allowing us both to be more selfcontained and to give explicit upper bound to the constants. We start by the following elementary inequality.

Lemma A.1. For any (x, y) ∈ (R^3 \ { 0 })^2,

(20) � � � � � x |x|^3 − y |y|^3 � � � � � ≤ |y − x| |x| |y| � 1 |x| + 1 |y| � .

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport 15

Proof. Since � � � � x |x|^3 − y |y|^3 � � � � 2 = |y|^6 |x|^2 + |x|^6 |y|^2 − 2 |y|^3 |x|^3 x · y |x|^6 |y|^6 = |y|^4 + |x|^4 − 2 |y| |x| x · y

|x|^4 |y|^4 = ||y| y − |x| x|^2 |x|^4 |y|^4 we deduce that � � � � x |x|^3 − y |y|^3 � � � � = ||y| y − |x| x| |x|^2 |y|^2 = ||y| (y − x) + (|y| − |x|) x| |x|^2 |y|^2 which gives Inequality (20) by the triangle inequality. □ Lemma A.2. Let ∇K =^x_{|x|3} . Then

|∇K ∗ ρ(x) − ∇K ∗ ρ(y)| ≤ 8π ‖ρ‖_L∞ |x − y| � c + ln_+ � R^2 |x − y|^2 � , with R^3 =^{3 ‖ρ‖L1}

8π θ^3_1 ‖ρ‖_L∞ , θ1 = 3− √ 5 2 and c < 1.57.

Proof. Using Inequality (20) yields

|∇K ∗ ρ(x) − ∇K ∗ ρ(y)| ≤ � R^3

ρ(w) � � � � � x − w |x − w|^3 − y − w |y − w|^3 � � � � � dw

≤ |y − x| � R^3

ρ(w) |x − w|^2 |y − w| + ρ(w) |x − w| |y − w|^2 dw � . Let I_Ω(k) = � Ω ρ(w) |x−w|^{3−k} |y−w|^k dw, θ ∈ (0, 1) and δ := |x − y|. Then since |x − w| ≤

θ δ implies |y − w| ≥ (1 − θ) δ, we get

I_{|x−w|≤θδ}(k) ≤ 4π (1 − θ)^k δ^k

‖ρ‖_L∞

�_{θδ} 0 r^{−1+k} dr ≤

4π θ^k k (1 − θ)^k

‖ρ‖_L∞ .

On another side I_{|x−w|,|y−w|≥R}(k) ≤

‖ρ‖_L1 R^3 . Finally, for δθ ≤ R,

I_{θδ≤|x−w|≤R}

|x−w|≤|y−w|

(k) ≤ 4π ‖ρ‖_L∞

�_R θδ r^{−1} dw = 4π ‖ρ‖_L∞ ln_+ � R θδ � . With the same estimates symmetrized in (x, y), one finally gets for any (θ, ϑ) ∈ (0, 1)^2, I := I_R3 (1) + I_R3 (2) ≤ 2 ‖ρ‖_L1 R^3

+ 8π ‖ρ‖_L∞ � θ 1 − θ + ϑ^2 2 (1 − ϑ)^2

+ ln_+ � R θδ � + ln_+ � R ϑδ � .

16 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

For k ∈ { 1, 2 }, let θ_k ∈ (0, 1) be the solution of θ^k = (1 − θ_k)^{k+1}. Then the optimal θ and ϑ above are of the form θ = min(θ_k,^R_δ ). To simplify, we just take θ = θ_1 and ϑ = θ_2. This gives

I ≤ 2

‖ρ‖_L1 R^3

+ 8π ‖ρ‖_L∞ � 3 2 − θ_1 − 1 2 θ_2 + ln_+ � R θ_1δ � + ln_+ � R θ_2δ �

where θ_1 =^{3−√5}_2 ∈ (0.38, 0.39) and θ_2 ∈ (0.43, 0.44). Optimizing in R when δ/R is small suggests to take R^3 =^{3 ‖ρ‖L1}_{8π‖ρ‖L∞} , yielding

I ≤ 8π ‖ρ‖_L∞ � 2 3 + 3 2 − θ_1 − 1 2 θ_2 + ln_+ � R θ_1δ � + ln_+ � R θ_2δ �

< 8π ‖ρ‖_L∞ � 2 3 + √ 5 − θ_2 2 + ln_+ � R^2 θ^2_1 δ^2 � . □ References

[1] L. Amour, M. Khodja, and J. Nourrigat. The Classical Limit of the Heisenberg and Time- Dependent Hartree–Fock Equations: The Wick Symbol of the Solution. Mathematical Research Letters, 20(1):119–139, Jan. 2013.

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

[3] A. A. Arsen’ev. Existence in the Large of a Weak Solution of Vlasov’s System of Equations.

Žurnal Vyčislitel no ı Matematiki i Matematičesko ı Fiziki, 15(1):136–147, Feb. 1975. [4] A. Athanassoulis, T. Paul, F. Pezzotti, and M. Pulvirenti. Strong Semiclassical Approximation of Wigner Functions for the Hartree Dynamics. Rendiconti Lincei - Matematica e Applicazioni, 22(4):525–552, 2011.

[5] C. Bardos and P. Degond. Global Existence for the Vlasov–Poisson Equation in 3 Space Variables with Small Initial Data. Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré C, Analyse non linéaire, 2(2):101– 118, 1985.

[6] C. Bardos, P. Degond, and F. Golse. A Priori Estimates and Existence Results for the Vlasov and Boltzmann Equations. Nonlinear systems of partial differential equations in applied mathematics, Part 2 (Santa Fe, N.M., 1984), 23:189–207, 1986.

[7] J. Batt and G. Rein. Global Classical Solutions of the Periodic Vlasov–Poisson System in Three Dimensions. Comptes Rendus de l’Académie des Sciences. Série I. Mathématique, 313(6):411– 416, 1991.

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

[9] F. Brezzi and P. A. Markowich. The Three-Dimensional Wigner–Poisson Problem: Existence, Uniqueness and Approximation. Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences, 14(1):35–61, Jan. 1991.

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

[11] J. J. Chong, L. Lafleche, and C. Saffirio. Global-in-time Semiclassical Regularity for the Hartree–Fock Equation. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 63(8):081904, Aug. 2022.

Enhanced Stability in Quantum Optimal Transport 17

[12] J. J. Chong, L. Lafleche, and C. Saffirio. On the L^2 Rate of Convergence in the Limit from the Hartree to the Vlasov–Poisson Equation. Journal de l’École polytechnique – Mathématiques, 10:703–726, 2023.

[13] A. Deleporte and G. Lambert. Universality for Free Fermions and the Local Weyl Law for Semiclassical Schrödinger Operators. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, to appear:1–79, Sept. 2021.

[14] G. B. Folland. Harmonic Analysis in Phase Space, volume 122 of The Annals of Mathematics Studies. Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J., Mar. 1989.

[15] S. Fournais and S. Mikkelsen. An Optimal Semiclassical Bound on Commutators of Spectral Projections with Position and Momentum Operators. Letters in Mathematical Physics, 110(12):3343– 3373, Dec. 2020.

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

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

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

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

[18] F. Golse and T. Paul. Quantum and Semiquantum Pseudometrics and Applications.

arXiv:2102.05184 [math], pages 1–33, Feb. 2021.

[19] M. Griffin-Pickering and M. Iacobelli. A Mean Field Approach to the Quasi-neutral Limit for the Vlasov–Poisson Equation. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 50(5):5502–5536, Jan. 2018.

[20] M. Griffin-Pickering and M. Iacobelli. Singular Limits for Plasmas with Thermalised Electrons.

Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 135:199–255, Mar. 2020.

[21] M. Griffin-Pickering and M. Iacobelli. Recent Developments on the Well-Posedness Theory for Vlasov-Type Equations. In From Particle Systems to Partial Differential Equations, volume 352 of Springer Proceedings in Mathematics & Statistics, pages 301–319, Cham, May 2021. Springer International Publishing.

[22] M. Griffin-Pickering and M. Iacobelli. Stability in Quasineutral Plasmas with Thermalized Electrons. arXiv:2307.07561, pages 1–46, Oct. 2023.

[23] D. Han-Kwan and M. Iacobelli. Quasineutral Limit for Vlasov–Poisson via Wasserstein stability Estimates in Higher Dimension. Journal of Differential Equations, 263(1):1–25, July 2017.

[24] D. Han-Kwan and M. Iacobelli. The Quasineutral Limit of the Vlasov–Poisson Equation in Wasserstein Metric. Communications in Mathematical Sciences, 15(2):481–509, Feb. 2017.

[25] E. Horst and R. Hunze. Weak solutions of the initial value problem for the unmodified non-linear Vlasov equation. Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences, 6(1):262–279, 1984.

[26] M. Iacobelli. A New Perspective on Wasserstein Distances for Kinetic Problems. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 244(1):27–50, Apr. 2022.

[27] M. Iacobelli and J. Junné. Stability Estimates for the Vlasov–Poisson System in p-Kinetic Wasserstein Distances. arXiv:2212.09293, pages 1–13, Dec. 2022.

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

[29] J. H. Jeans. On the Theory of Star-Streaming and the Structure of the Universe. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 76(2):70–84, Dec. 1915.

[30] L. Lafleche. Propagation of Moments and Semiclassical Limit from Hartree to Vlasov Equation.

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

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

[32] L. Lafleche. On Quantum Sobolev Inequalities. arXiv:2210.03013, pages 1–24, Oct. 2022. [33] L. Lafleche. Optimal Semiclassical Regularity of Projection Operators and Strong Weyl Law.

arXiv:2302.04816, pages 1–20, Feb. 2023.

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

18 M. IACOBELLI AND L. LAFLECHE

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

[36] L. Lafleche and C. Saffirio. Uniqueness Criteria for the Vlasov–Poisson System and Applications to Semiclassical Analysis. arXiv:2303.10634, pages 1–14, Mar. 2023.

[37] N. Lerner and Y. Morimoto. On the Fefferman–Phong Inequality and a Wiener-Type Algebra of Pseudodifferential Operators. Publications of the Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, 43(2):329–371, 2007.

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

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

[40] P.-L. Lions and B. Perthame. Propagation of Moments and Regularity for the 3-Dimensional Vlasov–Poisson System. Inventiones Mathematicae, 105(2):415–430, 1991.

[41] G. Loeper. Uniqueness of the Solution to the Vlasov–Poisson System with Bounded Density.

Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 86(1):68–79, July 2006.

[42] C. Pallard. Moment Propagation for Weak Solutions to the Vlasov–Poisson System. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 37(7):1273–1285, July 2012.

[43] K. Pfaffelmoser. Global Classical Solutions of the Vlasov–Poisson System in Three Dimensions for General Initial Data. Journal of Differential Equations, 95(2):281–303, Feb. 1992.

[44] I. B. Porat. The Magnetic Liouville Equation as a Semi-Classical Limit. arXiv:2210.04375, pages 1–32, Oct. 2022.

[45] C. Saffirio. Semiclassical Limit to the Vlasov Equation with Inverse Power Law Potentials. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 373(2):571–619, Mar. 2019.

[46] C. Saffirio. From the Hartree Equation to the Vlasov–Poisson System: Strong Convergence for a Class of Mixed States. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 52(6):5533–5553, Jan. 2020.

[47] J. Schaeffer. Global Existence of Smooth Solutions to the Vlasov–Poisson System in Three Dimensions. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 16(8-9):1313–1335, Jan. 1991.

[48] S. Ukai and T. Okabe. On classical solutions in the large in time of two-dimensional Vlasov’s equation. Osaka Journal of Mathematics, 15(2):245–261, 1978.

[49] A. A. Vlasov. The Vibrational Properties of an Electron Gas. Zhurnal Éksperimental’noĭ i Teoreticheskoĭ Fiziki, 8(3):291–318, 1938.

[50] H. Weyl. Quantenmechanik und Gruppentheorie. Zeitschrift für Physik, 46(1):1–46, Nov. 1927. [51] E. P. Wigner. On the Quantum Correction for Thermodynamic Equilibrium. Physical Review, 40(5):749–759, June 1932.