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THE RIGOROUS DERIVATION OF THE T? FOCUSING CUBIC NLS FROM 3D

SHUNLIN SHEN

ABSTRACT. We derive rigorously the 2D periodic focusing cubic NLS as the mean-field limit of the 3D
focusing quantum many-body dynamics describing a dilute Bose gas with periodic boundary condition in
the z-direction and a well of infinite-depth in the z-direction. Physical experiments for these systems are
scarce. We find that, to fulfill the empirical requirement for observing NLS dynamics in experiments, namely,
the kinetic energy dominates the potential energy, it is necessary to impose an extra restriction on the system
parameters. This restriction gives rises to an unusual coupling constant.

1. INTRODUCTION

Boes-Einstein condensate (BEC) is the phenomenon that occurs when particles the same quantum state.
The first experimental observation of BEC in an interacting atomic gas occurred in 1995, using laser cooling
techniques [2], 29].

Let t € R be the time variable and ry = (71,72, ...,7n) € R3* be the position vector of N particles in
R3. Then BEC naively means that the N-body wave function ¥y (t,rx) satisfies

N
on(ten) ~ [T et ry)
j=1

up to a phase factor solely depending on ¢, for some one particle state . That is, every particle takes the
same quantum state. Equivalently, there is the Penrose-Onsager formulation of BEC: if we take 7](\1;) be the
k-particle marginal densities associated with ¥y by

(11) ’y](\];) (t,rk,r%) = /1/)N(t,rk, I‘N,k)EN(t, rjc,rN,k)drN,k, rg, I‘;C (S ng.

Then BEC equivalently means
k
k _
(1.2) S CRNARSY || A = (s
j=1

It is widely believed that the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS)

(1.3) 0o = —Ap + plole,

which is called focusing if © < 0 and defocusing p > 0, describes BEC in the sense that ¢ satisfies NLS. In this
paper, we are interested in the focusing case. There have been many physical experiments [28] [30] 46, [66] and
mathematical results [21], 23] 24] 52 54, 55 58] regarding the focusing case. However, from the experiment
[28], one infers that not only it is very difficult to prove the 3D focusing NLS as the mean-field limit
of a 3D focusing quantum many-body dynamic, but such a limit also may not be true. Thus, in focusing
settings, both physical experiments and mathematical results emphasize one dimensional and two dimensional
behaviours. To our knowledge, physical experiments regarding the two dimensional behavior in the real-
world three dimensional setting are limited and the corresponding mathematical research only studies the
two dimensional behaviour in 2D. Therefore, we turn our attention to the derivation of 2D focusing NLS from
3D. Interestingly, our analysis produces an unusual microscopic-to-macroscopic coupling constant and might
provide some suggestions to the experiment. To expect a two-dimensional behaviour, we should confine
a large number of bosons inside a trap with strong confinement in one direction. We consider a simple
physical model, namely, quantum many-body dynamics with periodic boundary condition in the z-direction
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and a well of infinite-depth in the z-directiorl]. Such model with strong restriction in one direction was first
considered by Schnee and Yngvason [62] for the defocusing time-independent problem. Then, the defocusing
time-dependent 3D-to-2D program was studied by X. Chen and Holmer in [19], in which they used the
quadratic potential | - |? to represent the trap. Here, we model the trap by using a well of infinite-depth in
the z-direction. That is, we consider the Hamiltonian (see [62])

N

1 Ty — T
_ -2y, L, i 7
(1.4) Hy o= E (=A,, + L7V~ (2;/L)) + E a3671V ( pz ) ,

j=1 1<i<j<N

where

oo, z ¢ (—m/2,7/2).
For parameter a, the scaling of the interaction potential, we consider the case, which is called Region I in
[62]. Schnee and Yngvason define g = g(N, L, a) as follows

g~ (=In(L?p) + L/a)™",

where p is the mean density. The Gross-Pitaevskii limit means Ng ~ 1 and hence p ~ N. Then, the term
a/L dominates in the definition of g. Therefore,

1~Ng~ Na/L <= a~ L/N.

Vi(z) = {1, z € (~m/2,7/2),

For mathematical convenience, we take a = L/N and consider the Hamiltonian

N
L
(1.5) Hyp = ; R > Ve (ri—ry).

1<i<j<N

acing on the Hilbert space L2(QP"), the subspace of L2(Q$™) consisting of functions that are symmetric
with respect to permutations of the N particles, where

Vn,o(ri — ;) = (N/L)*’V (N/L)" (r; — ;)

and the domaind Q; = (—m,m)% x (—Lw/2, L7 /2). As L — 0, we see that the particles are strongly confined
in the z-direction. For more detailed analysis of system parameters, also see [19].

We take the periodic boundary condition in the z-direction and Dirichlet boundary condition in the
z-direction. We will derive rigorously T? focusing cubic NLS from the 3D quantum many-body dynamic.
For simplicity, we take cosz,(z) = (2/m)"/? cos(z/L)/L?, which is the normalized ground state eigenfunction.
With the lowest energy, we notice that, as L — 0, cosy,(z) has infinite energy. Thus, our main theorem is
better to be stated regarding the renormalization.

Let ¢y (t, ) = e .Lehn 1(0,-) denote the evolution of this initial data corresponding to the Hamiltonian
operator (LH). Define the rescaled solution

(1.6) ¥t rN) L LNy 1t xn, Lan), rn € TN x (=71/2,7/2),
and the rescaled Hamiltonian
- N 1 1 -
(17) HN,L:Z<_ALE]' —ﬁafj) +m Z VN7L(T‘Z'—T‘J‘),
j=1 1<i<j<N
where
(1.8) Va,o(r) = L(N/L)** V (N/L)?z, L(N/L)"z).
Then

(EN,L{/;N,L) (t,xn,zn) = LN? (Hy pn 1) (t,xn, Lzy),

LOur exact proof also works for the case in which we put R? in the z-direction. We choose T? here, considering all of these
limits problem originated from the thermodynamic limit on T3 (see a survey in [4]).

2When L = 1, we take 2 = Q1 for convenience.

3To match the periodic condition, Vi, 1, (r) is considered as the periodic extension in the z-direction of the rescaled V' which
is compactly supported on €.
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and hence, we have
(1.9) Uzt ry) = eitﬁN’L{/;N,L(O, ry).

Definition 1.1. We denote Cj,, the sharp constant of the 2D inhomogeneous Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimated
on torus:

1 1
(1'10) ||¢HL4(11‘2) < Cgﬂ”¢”22(1r2)” V31— A¢”22(T2)-

Theorem 1.2. Assume L(N/L)? — 1~ B and the pair interaction V is an even nonpositive smooth function

compactly support on Q such that |V || pep1 < 38 for some o € (0,1). Let {NJ(\?)L(t,rk,r;)} be the family
*L; 1 :

of marginal densities associated with the 3D rescaled Hamiltonian evolution @ZN,L(t) = eitﬁNvMZML(O) for
B €(0,3/7). Suppose the initial datum ¥, 1(0) satisfies the following:

(1) ¥n,1(0) is normalized, that is, ||1ZN7L(O)||L2 =1,
(17) ¥, (0) is asymptotically factorized in the sense that

~ 2 _
lim Tr *yj(\})L(O, T1,21; @), 21) — —¢o(x1)Po(x]) cos(z1) cos(z])| = 0,
N.1/L=s00 . s

for some one particle state ¢pg € H*(T?),
(#9i) Away from the z-direction ground state energy, ¥, 1(0) has finite energy per particle

Sj/\}llL’@N,L(O)a (N Hy,, —1/L*)¢n,(0)) < C.

Then Yk > 1, t > 0, we have the convergence in trace norm that

lim Tr
N,1/L—o0
L(N/L)?—1~

k
- 2 —
”y](\l,i)L(t,xk, 2 X, Z) — H ;gb(t, 25)(t, x;) cos(z;) cos(z})| = 0,
j=1

where ¢(t,x) solves the 2D periodic focusing cubic NLS with coupling constant

4
go = _2//V(x,z1 — zg)dx| cos(z1) cos(zo)|2dz1dze < 0,
T
that s
(1.11) 10k = —Dud + go|d|° ¢,
with initial condition ¢(0,x) = ¢o(x).

It is well-known that Theorem [[.2]is equivalent to Theorem [[.3] by the method of Erdds, Schlein, and Yau
132, 133, 34 135, 136).

Theorem 1.3. Assume L(N/L)? — 1~ and the pair interaction V is an even nonpositive smooth function

compactly support on Q such that |V || pep1 < &8 for some o € (0,1). Let {%(\?)L(t,rk,r;)} be the family
*L; 1 :

of marginal densities associated with the 3D rescaled Hamiltonian evolution @ZN,L(t) = eitﬁNvMZML(O) for

B € (0,3/7). Suppose the initial datum JML(O) is mormalized asymptotically factorized and satisfies the
energy condition that
(3i") there is a constant C > 0 such that

sup(9n.£(0), (N Hy ;. — 1/L%) kg 1 (0)) < CF, Wk > 1.
N

)

Then Yk > 1, t > 0, we have the convergence in trace norm that

k
: ~(k 2 —
N 11/1211%00 Tr ”y](V))L(t,xk, 25 X, Z,) — H ;gb(t, x5)p(t, ;) cos(z;) cos(2)| =0,
L(]\}/L)ﬁ—ﬂ’ =1

4There are many versions of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities on T2. Our proof works more or less the same.
5We use the notation L(N/L)® — 1~ to denote L(N/L)? <1 and L(N/L)? — 1.
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where ¢(t,x) solves the 2D periodic focusing cubic NLS with the coupling constant

go = %//V(z,zl — 29)dx| cos(z1) cos(22)[*dz1dzs < 0,
that is
(1.12) 1019 = —Du + golo* 9,
with initial condition ¢(0,2) = ¢o(x).
For 8 < 1/3, our exact proof also works for the case in which we put R? in the 2-direction.

Theorem 1.4. Under the same condition of Theorem[L2 with 5 € (0,1/3), then Vk > 1, t > 0, we have the
convergence in trace norm that

k
: 2 —
]\[711/1?1HOO TT"}/NL by Xp, Zh; X, Z, ) |_| ; B(t, ;) o(t, x;) cos(zj) cos(zj)| = 0,
L(N/L)?—1~ i=1

where ¢(t,x) solves the 2D focusing cubic NLS with the coupling constant

4
go = —2//V(:1:,zl — 29)dx| cos(z1) cos(22)[*dz1dzs < 0,
7T
that s

(1.13) 10k = —Dud + go|d|* ¢,
with initial condition ¢(0,x) = ¢o(z) € H'(R?).

We notice that Theorems [2] -[T.3] carry an extra requirement L(N/L)? — 1~ and a different coupling
constant@ if compared to the previous work, for example [19] 23] [24], in which the constant is usually f \%4
or the scattering length of V. It emerges from the empirical requirement for observing NLS dynamics in
experiments, namely, the kinetic energy dominates the potential energy. We will certainly explain it in
detail during the course of the proof. Due to the requirement, the limit of Vi 1 defined by (L) is not a 3D
o-function, though it scales like one.

There are two well-developed schemes to deal with this type of procedure. One is the Fock space method,
while the other is the hierarchy approach. We take the hierarchy approach herdl. The BBGKY hierarchy
associated with ¢y 1, is

(1.14) z@wNL—i{ Amju/YNL:| Lii{ az2J7~NL}

Jj=1

k
> [VN,L(H - Tj)ﬁz(\?,)L} + ]JYI— ]; > Tre, [VN,L(TJ' — 1), A g
1<i<j<k j=1

It was Erdos, Schlein, and Yau who first rigorously derived the 3D cubic defocusing NLS from a 3D
quantum many-body dynamic in their fundamental papers [32, [33 [34} [35, [36]. They proved a-prior L¥H
bound to establish the compactness of BBGKY with respect to a topology on the trace class operators.
Then, they showed that the limit point satisfies GP hierarchy. Finally, the proof for the uniqueness of GP
hierarchy was the principal part and also surprisingly dedicate due to the fact that it is a system of infinitely
many coupled equations over an unbounded number of variables. It motivated a large amount of works
[1L 18l [9] 10, [T, 121 13l 151 16, 17, 18 19, 25] 47, 48], [60], 67].

Subsequently, with imposing an additional a-prior condition on space-time norm, Klainerman and Mache-
don [48] gave an another proof of the uniqueness of GP hierarchy in a different space of density matrices
defined by Hilbert-Schmidt type Sobolev norms. Later, the approach of Klainerman and Machedon was used
by Kirkpatrick, Schlein and Staffilani [47] to derived the 2D cubic defocusing NLS from the 2D quantum
many-body dynamic both on R? and T?; by T. Chen and Pavlovié [I0] to derive the quintic NLS for d = 1,

6This extra requirement and the coupling constant certainly give rises to a density condition for the gas. We do not compute
this density as it is not our main goal here.

"We believe the Fock space method will reach the same result. We just prefer a H! result here. In fact, some techniques we
used come from the Fock space literatures [52} [55].
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2; by X. Chen [I8] to investigate the trapping problem in 2D and 3D; and by X. Chen and Holmer [19] to
derive 2D cubic defocusing NLS from the 3D quantum many-body dynamic.

Later on, T. Chen, Hainzl, Pavlovi¢ and Seiringer [8], using the quantum de Finetti theorem from [53],
provided a simplified proof of the L H!-type 3D cubic uniqueness theorem in [33]. This method in [§]
inspired the study for refined uniqueness theorems, such as [26] [45] [64].

Using Fock space methods to study the convergence rate has also been worked on by many authors, for
example, see [3| [7, 39, [40, 50, 51, 68| [61], and the references within.

For the focusing setting, which is a natural continuation of the defocusing problem, X. Chen and Holmer
[21] first derived the 1D focusing cubic NLS and later a 3D-to-1D reduction in [23]. But the 2D cubic case
did not see any process until [54], in which Lewin, Nam, and Rougerie used a quantitative version of the
quantum de Finetti theorem [27] to show that the ground state energy of the 2D N-body was described by
a NLS ground state energy. Using the finite-dimensional quantum de Finetti theorem in [54], X. Chen and
Holmer [24] derived 2D focusing cubic NLS from the 2D quantum many-body dynamic for 8 € (0,1/6). For
higher 8, Lewin, Nam, and Rougerie [55] used a bootstrapping argument to improve 3, which, together with
the approach in [24], implied the convergence of the quantum many-body dynamics to the focusing NLS for
B € (0,3/4). In the 2D focusing case, the stability of the second kind which is the energy bound when k = 1
was improved to S < 1 in [59]. Besides the convergence of density matrix, the convergence rate is also of
interest and extended to lower dimension in both focusing and defocusing cases by Nam and Napiorkowski
in [58] using H* regularity.

The derivation of 2D defocusing cubic NLS from 3D was first by X. Chen and Holmer in [19] and then by
Bofimann in [5] for the regime 8 € (0, 1]. To our knowledge, the derivation of 2D focusing cubic NLS from
3D has not been completed before. In this paper, we follow the lead of the aforementioned focusing works
[211, 23] 24) 52, (54, 5] and pursuit the treatment of 2D case from the 3D physical setting.

1.1. Outline of the Proof of Theorem We first establish in Section 2] under the assumption
L(N/L)? — 17—, that the renormalized kinetic energy controls the potential energy and hence yield an
H' regularity bound to make the other parts of the paper work.

In section Il we use scaling arguments to show why we choose the uncommon mixed norm ||V|| s z1 and
we are bounded by the extra restriction L(N/L)? — 1~. In fact, a similar requirement would also show up
in the harmonic well case studied by X. Chen and Holmer [I9] if one wants the renormalized kinetic energy
to bound the potential energy instead of dropping it. Subsequently we prove the energy bound with 8 < 1/2
when k& = 1, which is divided into two parts. First in Section 2.2] we get to 8 < 1/3. Instead of taking
the approach in X. Chen and Holmer [19] 23] 24], our proof improvises from Lewin, Nam, and Rougerie
[55] and Lewin [52]. This proof does not use the finite-dimensional quantum de Finetti theorem and thus
can be applied to the R? case as well. Hence, the main Theorem works the same for R? with 8 < 1/3.
Second in Section 23] we adapt the bootstrapping argument in [55] to reach 8 < 1/2. Then in Section [2.4]
we complete Theorem 2Tl when &k > 1, where the restriction 5 < 3/7 is required. In the defocusing case [19],
if we require a similar requirement, the index § can be improved to 3/7 as well.

In Section Bl we show the compactness of the BBGKY sequence. Then, we use a modified version of the
approximation of identity type lemma to show that limit points satisfy the GP hierarchy with the unusual
coupling constant go. The uniqueness for GP hierarchy on T2 has been well studied by Kirkpatrick, Schlein
and Staffilani [47], Herr and Sohinger [42, [43]. We use their uniqueness theorems to conclude our proof.

2. FOCUSING ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove focusing energy estimates. Define
Sji=(1-A,, —1/L*)Y2,

and write

k
S® =TT s;-
j=1
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Theorem 2.1. Assume L(N/L)? — 17, 8 < 2, and |V|p=p1 < &&= for some o € (0,1), then let

7 or
co = min (1_7;, %) , we have Yk > 0, there exists an No(k) > 0 such that
_ k
(2.1) (np, 2+ N Hy = 1/L%) yni) 2 | SPon Ll

for all N > Ny and for all Y 1 € L2(Q2N).
Proof. For smoothness of presentation, we postpone the proof of Theorem 2] to Section 2.2 {2.4] |

Now we convert the conclusions of Theorem [Z.1] into the statement about the rescaled solution, which we
will use in the remainder of the paper.

Let Py denote the orthogonal projection onto the ground state of —9? — 1 on the region L (—m/2,m/2) with
Dirichlet boundary condition and Ps; = I — Py. We define PJ and P} to be respectively Py and Ps; acting
on the z;-variable, and

(2.2) P,=P) - Pk
for a k-tuple o = (a1, ..., ) with a; € {0,1} and adopt the notation |o| = a1 + - - - + a. Then
(2.3) I=Y"P.,

where I : L2(QF) — L2(QF).
Corollary 2.2. Define
Si=(1—-A,, —02/L*—1/L*)"?,

and write
B ko k
gk — HSj’ (V) = H 1-A,,.
j=1

Assume L(N/L)? — 17. Let 1f/JVN1L(t) = e“HN’L{/JVNﬁL(O) and {%(\;C)L(t)} be the associated marginal densities.
Then for all £ > 0, we have the uniform-in-time bound

(2.4) TrSWFLS® = |SPhy 1 (1)]|2. < CF.
Consequently,

~(k ~
(2.5) Tr(V)BFE B = (V) Py 1 (1)]3 < CF,
and
(2.6) [Pation.zllzz < CELIL TP, AR, Pyl < CELIIHAL

where P, and 75ﬁ are defined as in (Z2]).
Proof. We notice that
(gjg{/)vN,L)(lf7 xn,zn) = LN2(S2¢n 1) (t, %N, Lzy),
(E[N,LJN,L> (t,xn,zn) = LN? (Hy pn1) (t,xn, Lzy),
where {/;N, 1, is defined by (L6]). Thus, we have
1S dn,2)172 = 1S® b, Lll72,
<JN,L, 2+ NﬁlHN,L - 1/L2)k{/;N,L> = (Wn, 24+ N "Hy, — 1/1?2)]C UN,L)-
From estimate (2.I)) in Theorem 2.1 we obtain
ISP Pn L (®)172 < C¥hn,n(t), (2 + N7 Hy,p — 1/L*) 4w (1))

The term on the right-hand side is conserved, so

ISWn L(@)F2 < C¥hn £(0), (24 N~ Hy,p — 1/L*)¥4n, (0)).
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Applying the binomial theorem twice,
k

IS dn LDl <C* @ 2 (n.2(0), (N~ Hy = /L) 4),1(0))

§=0
Ny
<cky° ( _)2j0’f—j
i=o N
=CF@2+C)F < CF,

where we used initial condition in the second-to-last line. So we have established (2.4]). Combining (Z4]) and
(A31)), estimate (Z3]) then follows. By ([2.4) and (A30), we obtain the first inequality of (2.6). By Lemma

T"”ﬁaﬁj(\?)Lﬁﬁ = <7A5a{/;N,La ﬁﬁJN,L%
so the second inequality of ([2.6]) follows by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
O

2.1. Explainations on the assumptions. We will explain the idea that we choose the mixed norm
[VI[zer: and the relationship L(N/L)? — 17, both of which are different from the previous work, such as
[19, 23, 24]. In fact, to derive the 2D focusing NLS equations, the key point is that the interaction energy
can be controlled by the kinetic energy, which is described by Theorem 2.1l when & = 1. By a scaling, we
can see that the mixed norm ||[V||z=p1 is reasonable and L(N/L)? should be bounded.

2.1.1. We begin by setting up some notations for simplicity. Let
Hij =S} + 57 + Hyj,
and
Hrij = LVN p(ri — 15),

where the subscript I represents the interaction energy. Then, we can rewrite

1
2. 1+ N 'Hy;, - 1/[P= —— H;..

1<i<j<N

When we take ¢¥n 1 = ¢¢" with ||¢r| 22 = 1, we find

(2.8) (Wnp, L+ N""Hy = 1/L*) ¢n,1) =
If Hi2 > 0, we can deduce that

(2.9) —L/Q2 Vn,(r1 = r2) oL (r1)dL(r2) |Pdridry <C(V)(S7oL(r1)oL(r2), ¢r(r1) oL (r2))
<CWVX(A = Ay)oL(r1)er(re), ¢on(r1)er(re)),

where C(V) depends on V. Moreover, if we assume C(V) = C||V||x where || - | x is a norm, by a scaling
argument, it should satisfy

(682, H1205?).

N~

[VIx <A2IV(/A)x, YA€ (0,1).

Indeed, we take VA(-) = V(-/A) and ¢} () = A™%/2¢1(-/)) to replace V and ¢, respectively. Since we take
the periodic condition in the z-direction, a scaling argument can only used for the function supported in the
interior of the domain. Thus, we consider the test function ¢ € C°(€r), the space of smooth functions
compactly supported in (—m,7)? x (—Lx/2, L7/2). For every ¢;, € C°(Qy), we have

(2.10) ~-L /Q2 V,L(r1 = r2)|or (1)L (r2)[*dridry = —L /Q2 VR L(r1 = r2)|¢7, (r1) 87, (r2) |Pdridra,

and
(2.11)

CIIVMx (1 = Ar)p3 ()87 (r2), 7. (r1)67 (r2)) < CIVAIXxAT((1 = Ap)pr(r1)dn(r2), ¢ (r1)or(ra)).
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If there exists a Ag € (0, 1) such that Ay %[|V(-/Xo)|lx < qo|V]|x for some go € (0,1), we take A\ = \g. Putting

@39 @I0) and @II) together, we get
—L/2 VN, L(r1 = 72)|oL(r)orL(r2)[*dridra < goC|V [ x (1 = A )or(r1)¢r(r2), ¢1(r1) oL (r2)),
Q2
for all ¢, € C(Qr). Tterating the process, it will lead to a contradiction for gy < 1.
On the one hand, the common norm || - ||z1 cannot satisfy the above requirement, since
IVIize =272V > A7V |z2, YA€ (0,1).
On the other hand, we note that
IVlizeerr = A2V /Mgy, YA€ (0,1).

That is, the mixed norm L°L. satisfies the requirement. Indeed, we can establish a general Lemma 2.7] in

Section

2.1.2. To derive the relationship between N and L, the key point is also that the interaction energy can
be controlled by the kinetic energy. More precisely, let us consider the rescaled system. We take the test

function 6(r) = f()j(=), where f(r) € C((~m,m)?), §(2) € C2*(~/2,w/2) and
| fllze = lIgll> = 1.

Define

(2.12) fo(e) = (/o) € O ((-mm), <€ (0,1),
(2.13) BA(2) = (/) € O (=/2.7/2), A€ (0.1)
(2.14) ben(r) = fe(x)ga(2),

(2.15) Ve a(r1,72) = dea(r1)@e A (r2).

where f.(z) should be considered as a periodic extension and f.(x) € C°°(T?).
The interaction energy is

(2.16) / Vv 11 — o)l (@0 (1) fo(2)G(z2) Pl iy

:/VN,L(E(M — @), Az1 — 22))| f (21)G(21) f (w2) G (22) | *drdrs.
The kinetic energy is

(217) <§12’@Za,)\u'§;a,)\>

~ - - 1 - -

1 (0= A @ ) L) () + —2<fs($)(—3f ~ ) L0 )
- 1 -

=l fll72 195117 (HV FellZ2N1gal72 + 1£= 1172195117 2 +t 13 ||f€||L2||azg)\”L2 - ﬁ||fa||%2||9x||%z)
. IV f|| 2 ~ 10:91l7. |~

= £117=1191l7- ( L=+ f1l7 ) + = I ||f||%2||9||%2 TL —glz= ) -

When we take A\~ = L(N/L)B7 =1 = (N/L)?, the interaction energy is equal to

L(N/L)35/V(:z:1 — 3,21 — 22)| f(21)3(21) f (22)g(22) | *dr1dr2
and the kinetic energy is controlled by
L*(N/L)*
1.2
Since L(N/L)? — oo, the interaction energy cannot be controlled by the kinetic energy. Therefore, it implies

that we should consider the case L(N/L)? < C. On the other hand, to make the limit of Vy.  exist, we
should take L(N/L)? to be a constant or tend to 0. For the case L(N/L)? — 0, we note that the limit of

(N/L)* + =2(N/L)*
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17N7 1 equals to 0, which is not sufficient to derive the cubic NLS equation. Hence, we only consider the case
L(N/L)? — 1 and it works the same for L(N/L)? — Ry.

Remark 2.3. A similar argument can also apply to [19] in the focusing setting. To control the interaction
energy instead of dropping it like the defocusing case, it also needs an extra condition (N/w)?w=1/2 < C.

2.2. Focusing energy estimates when k£ = 1.

Theorem 2.4. Assume L(N/L)? — 17, B < %, and ||V||p=or < 3= for some a € (0,1), then let
z x agn

co = min (1_7;‘, %) , we have YCq > 0, there exists an No > 0 such that

(2.18) (N1, (Co+ 1+ N Hy = 1/L*)¥n 1) > col|S1vow, |7z,
for all N > Ny and for all Y 1, € L2(Q3N).
We divide the proof of Theorem 2.4 into two parts. The first is Theorem where the energy bound

holds for 8 < 1/3 and the second is Theorem which implies Theorem 24 In this section, we prove
Theorem [2.5] with 5 < 1/3.

Theorem 2.5. Assume L(N/L)? — 17, 8 < g, and |V =p1 < Cz—g; for some o € (0,1), then YCy > 0,
there exists an Ng > 0 such that
(2.19) (Unz,(Co+ 1+ N Hy —1/L*)yn ) = (1 - a)|Sivn,clie,
for all N > Ny and for all Y 1 € L2(Q3MN).
The key of the proof of Theorem is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.6. Assume L(N/L)? — 17, 8 < %, and |V =p1 < g—g; for some o € (0,1), define the
operator
(2.20) Hijo = S} +aS} + Hpij.
Then YCqy > 0, there exists an Ng > 0 such that
(w1, (2C0 + Hi2,0)¥N,L) > 0,
for all N > Ny and for all ¥ 1, € L2(Q3N).
Proof of Theorem assuming Theorem 26l Using formula [277) and the symmetry of ¢ 1, we have
(N, (Co+1+N""Hyp —1/L*) ¢n,1)
:m 1§;SN<1/1N,L, (2Co + Hij)n,L)

:1<1/)N,L7 (200 + H12)1/}N,L>

2
1 l-«a 2 2
:§<1/)N,Lv (2Co + Hi2,0)¥N,L) + T<7/1N,L, (ST +S3)¢N,L)
>(1—a)||S1¥n,cll7e
O

Next, we turn our attention onto the proof of Theorem Under the assumption L(N/L)? — 17, the
renormalized kinetic energy can control the potential energy.

Lemma 2.7. Assume L(N/L)? — 17, M > 1, then for all ¢ar,1 € L2(QS™M) with |[varr| 22 = 1, we have

(2.21) L / Viv 1 (r1 — r2)|oan.p (r)pa, o (ra)dridr < O IV e (S20n.00 Yan.0).
QZ

L

where density function parr(r1) == [+ [ |a,p]?(r1, . rar)drs - - - drag. Especially, if Yarr = QSQL@M with
oLl =1, then

(2.22) L/ [Vw,L(r1 = 12)|62.(r1) ¢ (r2) [Pdridry < Cgp |V |l o1 (STr, éL).
02

L
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Proof. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s convolution inequality, we get
(2.23) L/2 IVN,L(r1 = r2)lpar,(r1)par,L(r2)dridry <LV * parpllperz loacloiz2
02

<L|Vn,clleerallomcl e

For ||par,L||21 ;2 on the right-hand side of [2.23)), we use 2D inhomogeneous Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

(CI0),
(2.24) ol Zarz =Ivoarzlizrs < Coullvmrrzlzzrz V1 — Auy/prrzlZare

=ConllvPrizlers (1AL 2Lz + I Vev/Pirliass ) -
By the Hoffman-Ostenhof inequality (A.T]), we have

(2.25) IVar/Parzlie < (—Autarn, Yars).

Now, puttting (Z25]) into [224)) and [Z24)) into ([Z23]), we have

(2.26) L/2 \Vn.£(r1 = 72)|par,(r1) pas,(r2)dridry < Co LIV Ll pee 1 (1 — Agy )¥oar, L, ¥ar,z).-
02

Noting that ||V cllreer1 = (N/L)?||V|| o1, with the assumption L(N/L)? — 17, we conclude that

(2.27) L/2 [V, L (r1 — 72)|par,n (1) par, . (12)drdrg < anHVHLgoL;«l — Ap ) UM, L, VML)
Q

L

Since S? > (1 — A,,), we arrive at the estimate (Z21]) from estimate (2.27).

The following lemma is used to estimate the two-body interaction energy by a one-body term.

Lemma 2.8. If V € C°(T? x R) and has a positive Fourier transform V> 0, then for all real function
n € LY(T? x R)

(2.28)

Z V(r; —rk) mE 277* Vi(r;) (2171')6 /]1‘2><]R /WXR V(ry —ro)n(ri)n(re)dridry — gV(O).

1<j<k<N

Proof. With the Fourier inversion formula,

(2.29) > V(-

1<j<k<N

= > HTIVE©dg

1<j<k<N

=%/’ZN:6“'”—77(§)‘ d§+ 3277*‘/ r5)

/ / V(r1 —r2)n(r1)n(re)dridre — EV( 0)
T2xR JT2xR

2(2m)8
N
; rj) (;ﬂ)ﬁ /sz]R /WX]R V(ry = r2)n(r1)n(ra)dridrs — gV(O),

where & = (n1,7n2,7) and [ -d¢ is short for [, > -dr. O

ni,n2

Remark 2.9. In our setting, the integral region is y. To use Lemma 2.8 Vx 1 should be understood as
the periodic extension in the z-direction and zero extension in the z-direction of the rescaled V' which is
compactly supported on Q. That is, V., € C2°(T? x R). Similarly, pn 1(r) and ¥y, should be seen as
pn.L(r)1a, (r) € LY(T? x R) and YN, L1gen respectively.
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In case VN,L > 0, if we take V = Viy 1, and = (27)3Npn 1, we obtain

(2.30) Z (N, VN,L(1j — T6)¥N,L)

1<j<k<N

N

N2 N
>N E /PN,L * Vo (rj)[Yn,o]? (rn)den — - (on,L * VN,L, pN,L) — 5VN,L(0)
j=1

N2

=5 /pN,L(n)pN,L(Tz)VN,L(Tl —ro)dridry —
S _ N(N/L)**V(0)

- 2 9

where we have used

/ o (1), 1(r2) Vi o (r1 — 2)drydry = (2m)° / P2 (6) PV 1 (€)de

N(N/L)**V(0)
2

and VN, 1 > 0 in the last inequality.
By estimate (230), we have

(N/L)**V(0)
2Cy + Hi2 o >2C) — ———~———> >0,
(¥n,L, (2C0 + Hiz,a)N,L) > 2Co N—DJL °
as long as 8 < 1/3 and N/L is large enough.
Hence, we have established Theorem if Vy.r > 0. Next, we will use Lemma 2.8 to deal with a general
interaction function V.

Proof of Theorem 2.6 For general V', we consider N = 2M particles which we split into two groups of M.
For the case N = 2M + 1, the proof works the same if we split the system into two groups of M and M + 1.
We denote the first M variables by r1,...,7a and the others by i = 41, ..., 73y = 2. We decompose
VN = VJL — Vi on the Fourier side where VJL = (ﬁv\L)Jr > 0and Vy, = (ﬁv\L)_ > 0. By its
symmetry in the 2M variables, we rewrite

1
§<¢N,L7 HrioYn 1)

L
TOM@M —1) ; V,z(rj — >
2M(2M — 1) <¢2M7L 1<KZMM N1y = Tk)Yam, L
L +
_m<w2M’L’ Z Vao(ri— Tk)¢2M,L>
1<j<k<M
L I M M
+ W_D<¢2M,L, Z VA?,L(TE - 7“;71)1/)2M,L> — W@)QM’L, Z Z V]\?,L(Tj _ Tf)1/12M,L>.

1<l<m<M i

This means that

1

(231) §<1/}2M,L, H1121/)2M,L> = <1/}2M,L, IM,L1/12M7L>,

where

(2:52) IML:# > W (7“‘—7“1@)—## S V=)

' UMM —1) N.LA MO —1) N1 =T
1sj<k=M 1<l<m<M
M M
L _
T M2 Z Z Vo (rj — ).

j=11=1

Then we have

(2.33) (anr, L, (200 + Hiao)anr,) =(anr, 1, (2C0 + 20nr, 1 + (ST + S3))tbans1)-
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Thus, in order to bound the interaction 2Cy + Hi2,, from below, it suffices to consider Ip; . We fix the
variables 74, ...,7, in the second group. For simplicity, we use the notation (,-)r,, to denote the integral
only in the variables rag := (r1,..,7a). We denote the one-particle density by

(234) pM7L(T‘, I‘iv[) = / . / |"/J2M,L|2(T7 T2, ...,T]w,l‘iv[)drz s d’f‘M.
Qr, Qr

Our goal is to get
(2.35) <1/)2M.,L, (200 + QIMyL + 04(812 + S%))1/)2M7L>rM

LV, (0) + LViy . (0)
2 (2a - C;lnHVHL;"’Li) <w2M,L7 512"/12M,L>r1v1 + /pM,L(Tv I‘iv[)dT‘ (200 - NI (M — 1)N’L .

First, we may assume [ pas,r(r, rjy)dr > 0. The case [ par,r(r,ryy)dr = 0 is easier and will be presented
later. By using Lemma [Z.8 with

(2m)2 M par (7, Thp)

V=Vi, n= ,
yp T J e, (r, iy )dr

we have
(2.36) (Yant, s I, L2 L) s

> ML /VJr (r1 — r2)par.n(r1, ) par,z (T2, g )dry dr

_2(M _ 1)pr,L(T,I‘iVI)dT N,L 1 2)PM,L\"1, YN )PM,L\T2, Y 1 2

LV 1(0) [ par.r(r; rpg)dr L I ,
- 2(M —1) + M(M —1) Z VN,L(TI — ) /pM,L(Ta ryp)dr

1<l<m<M

L M
- > omnx Vi (1))
=1

Next we use again Lemma [Z.8 with
(2m)*(M — 1)par,r(r, vp)

V=Vyp 0 J e, (r ) dr ’
and obtain
L L X
(2.37) M=) > Vel - T;n)/pMyL(Tv ryg)dr — i > paanx Vi (1)
1<I<m<M =1
(M —1) L

= 2M [ pan(r ry)dr /VJ\ZL(T1 ~r2)pa (T ) Parn (72, ) dradr

LVy £(0) [ paa,n(r, vpg)dr
2(M - 1)

Thus, we have

(2.38) (omr, L, Ing, L2, L) roa

L PML(Tl ry ) pum,L(re r} )
> ! d _V — 2 "M ) s+ M d d
_/pM’L(r’ ™) r/ 2 N’L(rl TQ)pr,L(Tariv[)dTfPM,L(TU I‘iv[)dr e
_/ QH)MUQAW+MQAM
pM,L y M 2(M— 1)
By Lemma 2.7, we obtain

(2.39) <1/)2M,L, (200 + QIMyL + 04(812 + S;))w2M1L>rM

LV (0) + LV ,(0)
> (2a = Cy \Vllpeorr) (Yans,, STan L)en + /PM,L(ﬁ ) dr <200 - N’L(M — 1)N’L .

We arrive at the estimate ([2.38) for the case [ pas,r(r, ryg)dr > 0.
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Next, if [ par,r(r, vy )dr = 0, we can deduce that pas,r(r,rh;) = 0 due to the nonnegativity and smooth-
ness of pys 1. Then, we have

(240) <1/}2M,L7IM LU)2ML>
L
:m Z /VJL |1/)ML(I‘M,I'M)| dras
1<j<k<M
L —
* M(M —1) Z VN,L(TE_T;n)/pM,L(T, )y )dr
1<i<m<M

M M
ZZ/VNL ) pa,L (15, Ty )dr;
j=11=1

=+ 1T+ 1I1.

Since VJL has a positive Fourier transform, we have I > 0. By the fact that pasr(r,ryy) = 0, we obtain
II =IIT =0. That is, the estimate (238 still holds.
Hence, when ||V||pep: < 2%, we have
z T gn

(2.41) (ban,1, (2C0 + Hiz,o)onr, 1) =(an 1, (2C0 + 21,1, + (ST + S3))bons, 1)
L(N/L)**(V*(0) + V—(0))
22C0 = 2(M —1) '

Since 8 < %, there exists an Ny > 0 such that

(2.42) (Yan, 1, (2Co + Hi2,0)2m,1) > 0,

for all N = 2M > N.
O

The proof also works for the case in which we put R? in the z-direction and hence the main theorem
works the same for R? with 3 < 1/3.

2.3. Bootstrapping argument. B In [65], Lewin, Nam, and Rougerie can improve the index S by a
bootstraping argument for 2D case. Here, such a method also works for § < 1/2 with a starting point
1o < (228 —4)/5 in our setting. Let us define

(2.43) Exp:=_inf (Ynr, (1+N'Hyp—1/L%) ¥NL),
I, cll2=1
N
(2.44) Enpe=__inf (¢np, |1+ N 'Hyp—1/L>—eN"") " S7 | gy 1),

l¥n,Lll2=1 =1

where Ey 1 denotes the many-body ground state energy per particle. From the definition (ZZ44]), estimate
I9) in Theorem 2.5 is equivalent to prove En 1-q > —Cp for N > Ny. Indeed, if En 1-o > —Cp for
N > Ny, it means that
Co+1+N'Hyp—1/L* - (1—-0a)S; >0,
for N > Ny, which is the estimate (219
Thus, our goal is to bound Ey 1. from below. We note that En 1. = (1 —¢)Ef , where Ef | is the
ground state energy with interaction function V¢ = (1 —¢&)~'V. So we only need to deal with EY . or En L.

A main tool is the finite-dimensional quantum de Finetti theorem (Lemma 2TT]). Then we can give a lower
bound on the Hamiltonian energy in Lemma [2.13] that is,

(2.45) <¢N,L, (1+ N"'Hy,p—1/L?) wN,L> > C(V,N,L, Az, Az, 1519, Ll 2, |S1S29 N, L | £2),

where A, and \, are cut-off parameters.

8The finite dimensional quantum de Finetti theorem is only used in this section. In Section 2] we have already reached
B < 1/3 without it. Hence, the main theorem works the same for R? with § < 1/3.
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Subsequently in Lemma 2.14] we will control || S1¢n 1|2 and ||S1S2¢n 1| L2 for the ground state ¢ f.
More precisely,

1+ |E
(2.46) Tr (SIQFY](\;,)L) < Cup%7
1+ |E 2
(2.47) Tr (S%‘Sg%(\?,)L) < C’Zp (%) ,

where C,,;, is an upper bound constant defined by (Z50).
With Lemma 2.13] and 2.14], we arrive at a closed control relationship, namely,

|EN1L| S 0(1/7 N7L7>\ma /\z; |EN,L,9|)-

Thus we can use the bootstapping argument to bound |En, 1 | as long as there exists a starting point.

Now, we present the above procedure in detail. First, we take ¢y 1 = %N with [|¢r]z2 = 1 and obtain
the NLS energy functional
(2.48) Eno(or) =(¢7™, (L+ N Hy o —1/L%) ¢77)
1 L
5 (07 o) = ($261.,00) + 5 [ Viars = r)lon(ra)o(r2) Pdradra.
Q2
Define
(249) EN,L ‘= in 5N,L(¢L)u
llgrlip2=1

where ey, stands for the ground state energy of the NLS energy functional. From the above definition, we
know en,r, > En,1 > En, ... To bound Ey f, . from below, it is necessary to bound ey, from below. Here,
we first give a sufficient condition to bound ey j, as follows.

Lemma 2.10. Assume L(N/L)? — 1~ and [VILserr < 5, then 0 < ey, < Cup, where

ci.’

(2.50) Cup =1+ M
Proof. For the lower bound, it suffices to prove En 1(¢r) > 0. From estimate ([Z22]) in Lemma 27 we have

L
(251) En.(0) =(S30r,00) + 5 [ Vil = r2)low(r)on (ra)Pdradr

02
ConlVirer
>(Stor, ¢r) — 2 —=

2 <Sl2¢L7¢L> 2 07

as long as [|V||pep1 < e

4
gn

For the upper bound, we use estimate ([Z22]) again and obtain

(252) En1(00) =(Ston.00) + 5 [ Vialrs = ra)lon () (ra) P

L

C V| b pt
§<S12¢L,¢L>+%<S12¢L,¢L>-

When we take ¢ (z,2) = cosi(z), which is the L? normalized ground state wave function of S7, then
(S2¢r,é1) = 1. Hence, we have

CE V|| 100
(253) eN,L <1+ 7(]”” 2||Lz L;.
O

To establish the lower bound estimate for En 1, we need the finite-dimensional quantum de Finetti
theorem. We define the Littlewood-Paley projectors (eigenspace projector) by

(254) ij,m = X{m}(_A$J)7 m 2 07
(2.55) Pr; <x = X[o,n2] (—Amj) s Paan= X[l/L2,,\2/L2](—33j),
(2.56) Ppysax=1—-PFPy; <x, Pysx=1-P, <x
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From the definition, we notice that P,; < and P,, > are L dependent. However, we omit it for simplicity.

N
Lemma 2.11 (Finite-dimensional quantum de Finetti[54]). Assume {7](\]&} is the marginal density

generated by an N-body wave function ¢y 1, € L2(QY) and Py, be a finite-rank orthogonal projector with
dim(Pp(L*(Qr))) = d < oo,

where d can be independent of L. Then, there is a positive Borel measure duy, 1, supported on the unit sphere

SP(L?(r)) such that

957 T P22, po2 _ ®2y1492|4 < 8d

(2.57) "IN Lt L |07 N br | dun,L(¢r)| < N
S(PL(L?*(22L)))

Moreover, we will need operator inequalities for two-body interaction as follows.

Lemma 2.12. Assume L(N/L)? — 1=. Foré € (0,1), the multiplication operator Vi r,(r1—r2) on L*(QF?)
satisfies

(2.58) LIVn,1(r1 = r2)] < Cs(N/L)° |V poo s (1 = Ay ),

(2.59) LIVN,L(r1 = r2)| < G5V peern (1 = Ag) )20 (1 = Ay, ) /2H0,
(2.60) (V)™ (V) V(1 = 72) (V)" H V) Hlop < ClIV |11
(2.61) S2LVy.1(r1 —7r9) + LVN 1(r1 —12)8% > —C5(V)(N/L)PT98%52,

where Cs(V') is dependent on V.

Proof. For smoothness of presentation, we put the proof in the Appendix.

Now, along with Lemma 2.11] we can establish the following lower bound estimate.

Lemma 2.13. Assume L(N/L)? = 17 and ||V||p=p1 < 5. Then for every § € (0,1/2), there exists a

constant Cs > 0 such that for all N >2, A\, > 1, A, >0 cmdgfor all wave functions Yy 1,
<'€/JN,L7 (1+ N"'Hy,—1/L?) wN,L>

d
2 = CollVlizrs (14 22)H20

min {1+ A%?KLL giLf) ETRERIE (r (st ) (e (525322, ))

where d = dim(Py <), P. <x.L*(Q1)).

Proof. For simplicity, we adopt the notation
P = Pw,gkaz,g)\zu QZl_Pu
Pli= Py <3, Pcn., @Qi=1-P,

k k
P® =T] Pey<rs Peyn. = [[ P
Jj=1 j=1
Recall His = S? + 53 + LVn (11 —r2) and S? =1 — A,, — 1/L% Using Lemma 211, we write

<'€/JN,L= (1+N"'Hyp—1/L? ¢N,L> :%<¢N,La HisYn,1)

1
>N, (1 —Ag, + §LVN,L(T1 —72))YN,L)
T IT+I11,
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where

262) 1= [(0F% (1= A + 3LV — 1205 dn.s(01)

1
(2.63) II=Tr ((1 — Ay + §LVN,L(7“1 —13)) {7](3& - P(2)71(\?7)LP(2)}>

PR, PO /

S(P(L2(21)))

1
(2.64) III=Tr <(1 - Ay + ELVNﬁL(Tl —r3))

|¢%2><¢%2IduN,L(¢L)] )

We only need to bound these terms from below.
We first handle I. By estimate (Z27) with ¢ar,, = ¢52, we have

1
(377, (1 — Aq, + §LVN,L(7‘1 —12))¢5%) > 0.

Noting that uy,7, is a positive measure, we obtain I > 0. Hence we can discard it.
We now deal with I and rewrite

(265) 11 =Tr (1= As) h) - PP PP)) + %Tr (Vv =r2) [79 - PG, PP])
—IIx +IIy.

Since (1 —A,,) > (1 — A,,)P?®, with Lemma [A7 we obtain

(2.66) 115 =Tr (1= Aa,) [4) - PO, PP))
=([(1 = A0) = (1= A0,) P Y1, Y1) > 0.

For 11/, we expand

(2.67) 2 (Vi (r1 = r3) = POLV 1 (r1 = 12)P?)
=LVy,1(r1 —r2)(1 = PP) 4+ (1 = P®) LV (r1 — r2)
+ (1= POYLVy (11 — r2) PP + PO LV (11 — 12)(1 — PP).

By Lemma [A7 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1
(2.68) 5‘% ((LVN,L(T1 — 1)1 — P®) 4 (1= POYLVy (11 — r2)) ”y](\?’)L) ‘

Z%‘@VN,L(?H —7r9)(1 — Py 1, on.1) + (LVN L(r1 — 72) N1, (1 — P(2))¢N,L>‘

<L|[|Vn,L(r1 — r2)["*¥n Ll 2 | [Viv,o (rn = 72)] Y2 (1 = PP )by L] 2.

Computing in the same way, we have

1
(269 3 ‘TT (1= PO LV, (11 = 12) PP + PO LV, 1(r1 = 72) (1 = P)) 7](3;‘
1
:§}<LVN,L(T1 — 7o) PPipy 1, (1 = POV 1) + (LVn (11 — 72)(1 — PPV 1, P(2)1/)N,L>}
<L|||Vi,L(r1 — r2)["2P® Yy L] 2| Vv, (1 — 12)[2(1 = PPy 1 12
Combining estimates (2.68) and (2:69), we obtain
(2.70) |[[Iv| <L (|||VN,L(7”1 — )Y 2N Ll e + ||V, (r1 — T2)|1/2P(2)¢N,L||L2)

< IViv,p(re = 72)|2(1 = PP | 2.
Next, we need to bound the right side terms. From estimate (2.59)), we obtain
LV, (r1 —72)| SC5||V [ poers (1= Ag, ) (1 — Ag,)) /2
1426
<CollVllpzrs (7101 = Au)(1 = Ay) + 915,
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where we have used the interpolation inequality for fractional powers in Lemma [A.3] in the last line. By
optimizing over n > 0, we have
(2.71) LIV, (ry = 72)[V*n L1 72 =(LIVa,L(r1 = r2) w2, ¥, L)
s
<OslIVllzmes (1= Do) (1= Ay ow, o) 277

Similarly,

272)  LlViv.olr — r2)[ V2P pl3e < G5V ry (0 = g )(L = Ay bn,zwon,2)) /24
Using estimate (Z59) again, we get

(2.73) (1= PP LV 1(r1 —1r2)|(1 = P®)

<Co|[Vllzeers (1= PP) (1= Ag))(1 = Ag,)) (1 - PR)
=G5V lpeors (1 = P@) (1 = Ag,)(1 = Ay,)2°,

where we used (1 — A, )P® = P@(1 - A,)) in the last equality.
Since 1 — P?) < Q, 4+ Q2, we use Property 3 in Lemma [A.6] to get

(2.74) (1= P (1= Ap)(1 = A )24 < (Q1 4 Qa2) (1= Ay ) (1= Ay,)) /2H0.
By min {1+ A2,1+ (A2 —1)/L?} Q < S?Q, we obtain
(2.75) (Q1+Q2) (1 —A,)(1 - Azg))l/2+6
<(@Q1 + Qu)(S253)1/>+
1 1/2+6 1/2+6
S2 (82 52 g2
Smim{1+A?E,1+<A§—1)/L2}1/H( &) (8) :)
1
<

10202 1426 2 2
nSTSy i (87 +55) ]
min{l + )\%7 14+ ()\g _ 1)/L2}1/2—6 [ 172 ( 1 2)}

where we have used the interpolation inequality for fractional powers in Lemma [A.3]in the last line.
Putting estimates (2.73) (2.74) and (2.78) together, we have

(2.76) (1 — PP)|LVy (r1 —r2)|(1 — P?)
Cs ||V | o
< et [t sist 4t (s34 53)].
min {14+ X2, 14+ (\2 —1)/L?}

By optimizing over 7, we deduce that
(2.77) LYV, (r = r2)|Y2(1 = PP)yn |72

=(L|Vi.L(r1 —72)|(1 = PP )y 1, (1 — PPy 1)

Smin{l + A%?i|T!L2?jé1)/L2}l/26 ( (Sf%(\} L))1/2_6 (Tr (Sl 52 (2) ))1/2+5 '

Combining estimates (2.70) (Z71) 72)) and Z1T), we get

(278)  I1>- CollVllzers (r (s 0)) " (e (s2530@,))
= min{1+)\%,1+()\§_1)/L2}1/4—6/2 1IN L YN L

For I11, we rewrite

(2.79) IIT =Tr(1 - A,,)

PRy@, po) / 652) (6% |dMN,L(¢L)‘|
SP(L2(Q1))

1
+ §TT (LVN,L(Tl —r2) [P 2 (2 /|¢ ¢%2|d/‘N>L(¢L)}>
=11l + 111y.
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For the first term IIIk, we can use the inequality |TrAB| < ||A]lopTr|B| to get

(2:80) 11| < (1= A0 Pl Tr| PO, P2 - [ 65207 i1 (61)].
SP(L?(r))
Using (1 — A,;)P < (1 + A2)P and Lemma 2.T1] we have
d
(2.81) |[ITTk| <(1+ /\i)ﬁ
For the second term I1Iy, we use the inequality |TrAB| < || Al|,pTr|B| again to get
(282) | <[PPIV — ro)l P o Tr|[PE PO - | 7)0F dnn. 1 (01)|
SP(L*(21))

By estimate (Z59) and P7(1 — A,,) < (14 A2)P7, we have
(2.83) PO|LVy 1 (r1 — r2)|[P? <Csl|[V | prs (P11 = Auy)) @ (P2(1 = A,,))) 2
<Cs||Vlpeerr (1 + AZ)H2p@e),
Noting that [P®)|LViy 1 (r1 — r2)|P?), P®)] = 0, by Property 2 in Lemma [A.:6, we deduce that
IPPILViy,L(r1 = r2)| PP lop < Csl|V [ popn (14 A7),

Therefore, using Lemma [ZT1] again, we get

(284) }TT (LVN)L(Tl — Tg)

P(2)'7](\$,)LP(2) _/ |¢%2><¢%Q|dﬂN,L(¢L)]> ‘
SP(L2(Qr))

SOV s (14222
Thus, for all § > 0, combining estimates (Z81]) and (Z84]), we obtain
(285) 11 2 ~CslV gy (1 + 222
Combining estimates (2.78) and (2.88), we get the desired lower bound, that is,
<¢N,L7 (1+ N"'Hy,—1/L?) ¢N,L>
OV Ny (142

_ min {1 + A%’féﬂ‘zﬂggiLf)/LQ}l/4_5/2 (Tr (Sf%(\;)L))l/zl—ém (Tr (Sl 827 @) ))1/2+5 |

O

From Lemma 213 to get the lower bound estimate for Ey 1, we are left to control Tr(Slzfy](\}y)L) and
Tr(S? Sgyj(\?L) for the ground state ¥ r.

Lemma 2.14. Assume L(N/L)? — 17, B < L. Let N1 be a ground state of 1 + Hx 1 — 1/L%. For all
6 € (0,1), we have

1+ |F
(2.86) Tr (L) < CWM,
1+|Enel\?
(2.87) Tr(s3s32,) S €2, (T
Proof. For estimate (2.80)), from the definition of En 1 ¢, we have
N
(2.88) 1+ N 'Hy,—1/L*=6N"'> "S> Eyn 0.

j=1
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Let 1n 1, be a ground state of 1 + N~'Hy ;, — 1/L?. By taking the expectation against ¢y 1, on both sides

of (2:8]), we obtain

I (SE0L) <5 (o (3 s~ /2 ) - B ) = i s

From Lemma 210, we see Cyp, > en.r, > En,r. > En,1,0. Therefore, |[En 1| < Cyp + |EnN,L,0| and

1 2Cp (1 + |En,10l)
(2.89) Tr (Sfy}V}L) < .
For estimate (2.87)), we notice that
N 2
2
(2.90) Tr (5552271(\?,2) < m<¢N,L7 > S 1/1N,L>-
j=1

Thus, it needs only to control the right term of (2.90). We rewrite
2

2 Y 2 1 2 1 al 2 1
(2.91) NE] > S| =(1+N'Hyp-1/L )NZSj+
- =

N
> 82 (1+ N Hy, —1/L?)
Jj=1

N
1
_ 7]\[2(]\/' — 1) Z Z (Sl-QLVNﬁL(Tj — Tk) + LVNﬁL(Tj — Tk)Sf) .
i=1 j<k

We need to control the right side terms of (291]).
For the first and second terms, by using the ground state ¢, and estimate (Z89), we have

N

1 1
(2.92) <¢N,L, (1+N"'Hyp —1/L?) NZSJQ—FNZSJQ (1+ N"'Hy—1/L?) wN,L>
j=1
28 402 (14 |En.1,
NL<¢NL7ZS ¢NL> o 9| w.ol)” .

For the third term, we decompose it into two cases. On the one hand, we consider the case j # i and
k # i. By estimate (258]), we have

1
(2.93) N EEY Z LVn,(rj — i)
NN -1) itj<ki
N N 1
_ -1 2 -1 2 -1 2 .
=1+ N"'Hy—1/L?> - 6N Zsj —(1-6)N ZSj WD ZLVN,L(H )
j=1 j=1 J#i
1-0  Cs(N/LY|IVIl o prss
> _ 2
>ENn o ( N + e ZS
Since [Vy,1(rj — 1), S?] = 0, by summing over i, we obtain
1
(2.94) MN-D Z Z (SPLVN,1(rj — i) + LVN,L(rj — 1%)S})
i=1 i#j<k#i
N 1 N
2 L0 CsON/LPVilepres\ &
ZNZSZ- (EN,L,e— < I + e ZSj
i=1 j=1
2
92BN XN:S2 2 (10, Cs(N/LY°|V || poo 1o XN:SQ
N 7N\ N N2 J
Jj=1 j=1
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On the other hand, when j = i or k = i, by estimate (2.61]), we have
SJQ»LVNyL(’I”j — ’I”k) + LVNyL(’I”j - ’I”k)SJQ» Z —Cg(V)(N/L)ﬁJréSJQSg
Therefore,

1

> (S2LVi,(ry = 12) + LV, (g = 14)S7)
Jj#k
N 2
N/L)B+o
e (8
Jj=1

Putting estimates (2.94) and (IM) together, we obtain

(2.96) ZZ (S?LVn,1(rj — 1) + LViN,1(rj — 14)S?)
=1 j<k
N 2 N
2 Cs(V )(N/L e ) 2ENL
> 1 (1—9 ) B ) SR

Taking the expectation against the ground state ¢, 1 on both sides of (298], we obtain

N
(2.97) m SO Wnn, (STLV Lrj — i) + LV L(rj — 74)S7) ¥ .1)
i=1j<k
2
B+8 N N
z—% (1—9+06<V)#>< WN.L, Z wN’L>+%Z<¢N,L75?¢N,L>
ot o
2
B+0 N )
= ]\?2 <1 -0+ w> <1/)N,L, 215]2 1/1N,L> — 2Cup (1 +9|EN1L,9|) ,
=

where we used estimate (2.89) in the last line.
Taking the expectation against the ground state 1y 1, on both sides of (2.91]), we use estimates (2.92)) and

(Z97) to obtain

2

N
2
(2.98) m<¢N,L7 ZSJQ 1/1N,L>
j=1
2 2 N ?
8C2 (14 |En,L0l) 2 Cs(V)(N/L)#+?
up s Ly
< 0 +W<1_9+T)< VN, L, g ¢N,L>-
Equivalently, we have
2
2 Cs(V)(N/L)B+3 N 8C2,(1+|En,L0)?
(2.99) el (9— S a— <1/)N,L7 ;Sj 1/1N,L> < 7 .

Since 8 < 1/2, we can take § such that 23+ § < 1. Then, with L(N/L)? — 1=, we deduce that
Cs(V)(N/L)*0 9 Cs(V)(N/L)>He
N - N/L
for large N and 1/L. With estimate (2.99), we conclude

2

N oL 2
Tr (52522 NL) < %< > 5; ¢N,L,¢N,L> < ACRELAR]) -
j=1

0— >0/2,

92
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Then, we prove the following theorem with a bootstrapping argument.

Theorem 2.15. Assume L(N/L)? =17, B < 1, and |V||pr1 < Z& for some o € (0,1), then we have
z x gn

lim inf EN,L,E 2 0
N,1/L—00
L(N/L)?—1~
fore e [0,1—a).
Proof. From Lemma and Lemma 214 we have

d
(2.100) Eni 2 —Cs|Vlper (1 + )\i)H%N

- Cs||Vlperr (cupa + |EN7L79|)>5/4+35/2
min {1+ A2, 1+ (A2 — 1)/L2}/470/2 0 '

Similarly, we use efy 1, B ., Ey 1 ¢ to denote the ground state energy and Cy,, to denote the upper bound

in Lemma 210 with interaction function V¢ = (1 — &)~V Then, we obtain

d
(2101) By 2CsI Ve (14031200

_ Cs[|Vl poe 1 <Cip(1 + |E18v,L,e|)>
min {1+ A2, 1+ (A2 —1)/L2}1/4*5/2 9
NOting tha.t EN,L,E = (1 - E)E]EV,L a.nd d 5 )\i)\z, we take 9 — (EI _ 5)/(1 . E) to Obtain
sAZA, N | En. o0 [3/4735/2
N min{1+)\%,1+()\g_1)/L2}1/4_5/2 .

forall0 <e<e' <1/2and é €(0,1/2), N > N(d,¢,¢’).
We make the induction hypothesis (labeled 1)

5/4+35/2

(2.102) Enpe>—C(V,5,¢¢) ((1 + A

. |EN. L]
2.103 limsup —————— < foralll<e<1-—a.
( ) N1/L—oo L+ (N/L)"
L(N/L)?—1~

We may assume I, holds for n = 79 as a start point. Under the assumption L(N/L)? — 1~, we have
N~'~ (N/L)P
Then, by taking A\, =2 and A\, = (N/L)” with 7 < 3, we deduce that I, holds provided that

(2.104) n' > max {47+ B — 1,5n0/4 — 7/2} .
With the optimal choice 7 = 519/18 4+ 2(1 — 5)/9, we get

(2.105) > o+ L‘gﬂ_l.
Noting that 7 < 8, we have to require

(2.106) no < 2%5_ 1

By Theorem [Z5] we can choose ng = 33 — 1, which satisfies (2.106). With 8 < 1/2, we choose a constant ¢
such that
948
9

O0<e<

and I,y holds with 7’ = ng — c. Repeating the process, we finally deduce that Iy holds. It means that
|En,Le| < C. for N > N.. Then by taking A\, = 2 and A\, = (N/L)” with 7 small enough, we use estimate
[2I02) to obtain
lim inf EN,L,& Z 0.
N,1/L—o0
L(N/L)? =1~
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By taking € = % in Theorem [ZT5] we obtain Theorem 2.4

2.4. High Energy estimates when k > 1. Assuming ([2.1]) holds for k, we now prove it for k + 2. By the
induction hypothesis, we have

) k+2

1 _
(N, 2+ N Hy L = 1/L%) 4w )
i)

1 _
2%||S<’“><2 + N 'Hy . —1/L%)n ]2
=MS + EC + Ep

where the main sum MS is

1
MS = 2NN 1) Z (S®(2 + Hiy g )N, S®(2+ Hiyjy )n,L),
0 1<ii <j1<N
1<ia<j2 <N
i1>k,i2>k

the cross error term FE¢ is

1
Ec = ENAN =12 Z 2Re(S™) (2 + Hi, j, )¥n,, S™(2+ Hiypo )N .L),
0 1< <j1<N

1<ia<jo <N
i1 <k,iz>k

and the nonnegative error term Ep is

1
— E (k) o (k) o
EP _C%NQ(N_ 1)2 <S (2+H11J1)¢N7L78 (2+H’L2J2)¢N7L>

1<i1<ji <N
1<ia<jo <N
i1<k,i2<k
1
:CQN2(N_1)2< Z S(k)@"‘Hij)@/’N,La Z S(k)(2+Hij)¢N,L>
0 1<i<j<N 1<i<j<N
i<k i<k

>0.

2.4.1. Handling the main sum. Commuting (1+ H;,;,) and (1 + H;,;,) with S®) in M S, we get
MS = M; + My + Ms,
where M7 consists of the terms with
{ilujl} N {i27j2} = (Z)u
M5 consists of the terms with
| {ila.jl} N {iQan} | =1,
and M3 consists of the terms with
| {i1, 1} N {2, j2} | = 2.
By symmetric of ¥y, 1,,we have

1
My = p(s(k)@ + Hipog 1) (o12)) VN0 SN2 + Hpop 3y (k4))UN, L)

Co
1 _
M, = FN YSMN(2 + Hir1yhr2)) N2, S™ (2 + Hipyoyhrs))¥N.),
0
1 _
My = 55N 2S®N(2 4+ H 1) (ko)) UL ST (2 + Hip 1y hy2) ) ON.L)
0

up to an unimportant combination number.
Since M3 > 0, we drop it. By the fact that

(2 4+ H g 1) (h42)> 2 + Hgg3) (k44)] = 0,
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we have
4(1 — a)?

My >
4ct

(SWy L, SR 187 2SS M L)

using Theorem and Lemma Recall cg = min ( 1_75‘, %), hence

(2.107) My > 2(SE Dy 1 SEFDpy 1) = 2| SEF Dy 113

To deal with Ms, we expand
My = Moy + Moo + Mag,

where

-1

My = —20(2) (2+ Skt + Sii2) S®py L, (2 + Shia+ Sg+3)5(k)1/)N,L>a

N~ > 5 ok *)

Mx = — Re((2+ Si11 + Siy2)SW YN L, LVN L(Tky2 — Tk43)S YN L),
0
—1

Mo = 5o (LVN,L(Tes1 = rir2)SP PN L, LVN L(rksa — rieys) ST ).
0

We keep only the Sp, terms inside My;, which is the main contribution. That is,
N1 _
(2.108) My 2= (871257125 w1, S 1) > 2N 7Sk S W g, STy 1)
0
=2N 85180 Dy g7
For Mss, we expand

2N -1

Moy = 2 (S®pn 1, LVN L (Thra — Tre3)SE N 1)
0
N7 ki k1
+ C—2<S( YN, L LVN, L (Tha2 — Tres) STy 1)
0
N1 g 2 )
+ C—2<S UN,L, Sy o LVN L(riy2 — Thy3) SN, L)
0
=M>s21 + Ma2s + Maas.
By estimate (2.58))
L(N/L)?+
(2.109) | Momn| + [ Moz 5% (8% 72 + 12 )
By estimate (2.61)),
N/L)8+
(2.110) | M 23] S%Ils(’“”)ww,dliz-

This requires 8 < %
For Mass, with Holder inequality, we have
(2111) | Mo
<N-! B B (k) 2
SN LVN, (P41 T“Q)HL?‘,’CHLQH | LVN,L(Tk+2 Tk+3)||L§2+3Li:+3 IS 1/)N,L||L2L;7€+1L;7€+3

SNTULA(N/L)# S0 Dy |3

Putting ZI07)(2I11) together, with the assumption L(N/L)? — 17, we arrive at the following estimate
for M S:

(2.112) MS > (2—C(N/L)*~') (||S<k+2>¢||§2 +N7! ||Sls<k+1>¢||§2) :
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2.4.2. Handling the cross error term. Next, we turn our attention to estimate EF-. We will prove that
(2.113)  E¢ > —Cmax (N-%(N/L)2B+,N—1(N/L)ﬂ+) (IS*+Dpy pl122 + N7YS18* Dy 1]12,).
Since L(N/L)? — 17, [@I13) is equivalent to

(2.114) Ec > =C(N/L)™=92(|| 8%+ 2y 1|22 + N7 S18%H gy )1 22).

That is, when 8 < 3/7, E¢ can be absorbable if added into (2.112)).
We assume k > 1, since Fc = 0 when k£ = 0. We decompose the sum into three parts

Ec =FE) + Ey + Es,

where E; contains the terms with j; < k, FEy contains the terms with j; > k and j; € {i2,j2} and Ej
contains those term with j; > k, j1 # ja.
Since H;; = Hj;, by symmetry of ¥, 1, we have

By =N"2(SW (24 Hys) ¢, S (2 + H (1) (k+2)) N,L),
Ey = N~3(S® (2+ Higt1)) N, L, Sk (2+ Hir1)(k42)) UN,L),
By = N"HS™ (2 + Hygy1) Y0 S® (2 + Hipoyers)) On,L),s

up to an unimportant combination number.
when k = 1, E; = 0. Therefore, we address E; for k > 2.

By = E1y + Eig + Ei3 + Eqg,
where
B = N"2(S® 2+ 87 + 53)vw, 1, S® (2 + 5741 + S710)0N, L),
Eig = N"2(S™ (2452 + S2)n 1, SPLVN L(rri1 — Try2)Un.L),
= N"2SWLVy L(r1 — r2)¥n,z, S® (2 + SEy + SEia)vn.),
N=2°S®LVx 1(r1 = m2)n 1, SP LV 1 (res1 — Thi2)¥n L)
Since E1; > 0, we discard it. For Eq5, by symmetry of 1n 1, we need to only consider
2SO SN 1, ST LV (ki1 — Thi2)Un,L)-
Since [V L(rk+1 — Tk+2),S1] = 0, we use estimate (Z58) to obtain
2SO SN 1, ST LV L (res1 — Ths2)n,L)
=N"2S®S1hn 1, LVN,L(rk+1 — Th+2)SM S19n 1)
SNT2L(N/L) 1818 % ey ][ -
Hence
(2.115) |E12] SNT2L(N/L)PT||S18% Wy 13-
For Ei3, we decompose
E13 = Ei31 + E132 + Eq33,

where

Ei31 = N"2(S® LV 1(r1 — r2)Yn.1, S(k)Sngrﬂ/)N,L%

Eizp = N"2(S®LVy 1(r1 — m2)¥n 1, S(k)S;%Jrsz,L%

Eizs = N"2(S® LV 1(r1 — r2)n 1, 28® by 1).
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For F131, we expand

k41 k41
Eysy =N"*(LVn.L(r1 = r2) [ | Sivw.0. 5755 [ [ SiPa>19m 1)
j=3 j=3
k+1 k+1
=N"*(LVy,(r1 —12) H SN, (1= Ay, —1/L%)S3 H 8Pz >1¢N,L)
=3 i=3
=F1311 + Fi312,
where
k1 k1
Ei311 = N"(LVy (r1 — 12) H SiN.L, —A, Sa H S;P., >1UN.L),
=3 i=3
k1 k41
Eysip = N"*(LVy,L(r1 = r2) [ [ Sivow.n. (1 = 1/L%)S5 [] S Py >19n.1)-
j=3 j=3
Using integration by parts for Fy311,
k1 k1
Eiz11 =NV, (LVi,L(r1 — r2) H Sjn.L), Vi, S5 H SiPz >19N,L)
Jj=3 j=3
k1 k1
=N"2L(N/L)? (Ve VIn.p(r1 = r2) [] Si¢w.0), Vi 83 ] 85 Per 519w,
j=3 j=3
k1 k1
+ N 2L(VN (11 — 12)V,, H SN L, Vi S5 H S;P., 1UN.L).
=3 i=3
Using Hoélder and Sobolev inequality,
k+1 k+1
|Brgin| SN 2LIN/L) (V)N el e 2o | ] ] SivwLll 2 1IVr, 53 11 SiP: >1m Ll
j=3 j=3
k+1 k+1
+ N72L||VN,L||LZOL§+HVT1 H Sﬂ/)N,L”LzL;‘;’ ||Vr1322 H SjPZ1,>1Z/1N,L||L2
=3 i=3
k41 k1
SNT2LN/L?*P | T Sivowcllzell Ve S5 [ SiPers1¢n.Lllz2
j=2 j=3
k1 k1
+ N2L(N/L*PH IV, [T Siton 2V S5 ] S5Per 5190w, 12
j=2 i=2

By estimates (A28) and (A29), with L(N/L)? — 17, we have

k+1
(2.116) |Ersu| SNA(N/L*H T Sivow ol 21928 o 1l 12
j=2

2N/ SET Dy [ 2| S2SE TV ]| 2
N7=E(N/L)PH(|SEH Dy 1]|22 + N7HS18F Dy 1)1 2).
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For E1312, with Holder and Sobolev inequality, we obtain

k+1 k+1
|Eusiz] SNTL7N Vvl poo g2 | [T Sivomall o 1183 TT S5 Per 519l e
j=3 j=3
k+1 k+1
SNT2LH NP8y T Siem cllzellS3 [ SiPas1¥n ol
=3 =3

By L72P,, >1 < S2P,, ~1, we get
(2.117) |EB1312] SNT2(N/L)?PH|S® iy ]| p2]| S1S* TN 1| 12

<N72(N/L)PH (ISP L)1F2 + N7HS18F Dy 132).
Estimated in the same way as Ei31,

(2.118) |Buas S N72(N/DPPF (ISP cl|72 + NISISH gy ]72),
(2119) [Biag| S N7 (N/LPPH(IS® 9w cl|Z + N7 S1S® Dy n22).
For E14, we decompose
k k
By =N"*(LVy 1(r1 —72) H SiUN.L, STSFLVN L(rki1 — Thi2) H SiPz >1¢N,L)
ot i=3
=FE1a1 + Ehae,
where
k k
By = N3 (LVnL(r1 = r2) [[ Sitws —Ar, LVN L(rks1 — Trr2)S5 [ [ SiPer 5198.L),
=3 =3
k k
Evg = N *(LVn,L(r1 — r2) H SNz, (1= 1/L*)LVN £(req1 — Ty2) S5 H SiPey >19N,L).
=3 i=3

For Fi41, using integration by parts, we obtain

k k
Eyyn =N"2L(N/L)’(V,, (LVN,(r1 — r2) H SiN.L), Vi LVN L(rks1 — Thy2) S5 H SjPey >19N,L),
=3 i=3
k k
=N L(N/L)?((V, V)N.p(r1 — 12) H SN, L Vi LV L (Prg1 — They2) S5 H SjPsy >19N,L)
Jj=3 j=3
k k
+ N 2L(VNL(r1 —72)Vs, H SUN.Ly Ve LVN L(rks1 — Thy2) S5 H SiP.y >19N,L)-
=3 i=3
Using Hoélder and Sobolev inequality,
|Eran
k k
<N2LA(N/DP (Ve V)N, poe 2+ 1_[3 Sivn.ollarzg-re Vel e V93 H3 SiPar >N Ll perz-
J= J=
k k
+ N72L2HVN,LHL§°L§+ IV, r[gSﬂbN,LHmL;‘;L;‘;;H ||VN,L||Lg°L;+||VnS22 I_IBSJ'PZ1,>11/)N,L||L2L;‘;;1
i= i=
k1 k+1
SNT2LA(N/L*H T Sivow ellz2 Ve S5 T SiPar s19m 22
Jj=2 j=3
k1 k+1

+ NN/, [T Sivwclle2 1V S5 T S5 Pey s 1wzl o
j=2 Jj=3
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By estimates (A28) and (A29), with L(N/L)? — 1=, we have
k+1

(2.120) |Evn| SN2(N/L?H T Sivow ol 219185 1]l 12
j=2

“AN/L)P STy 1l 2 1SS Y L 12
SNTE(NV/LPPH(|SE Dy L][3 + N7YS1SE Dy 1][32).
For E140, with Holder and Sobolev inequality, we obtain

(2.121)
k k
|Brasl SN2 Vazllpee s ] ] Sivnollpns-rs IV el 193 [I5iPas1¥nllpeps e

s ol Tht1
THN/LPHSPn L) 12| S1SF g 1| 12
SNTEH(N/LYPPH(| ST Dy p 72 + N $1SE gy 1]132).
Hence, we obtain
(2.122) By > —CN~5 (N/LPH(|S® Dy L3 + N7 S1SE Dy 132,
Next, we deal with F5. We write
E> = FEo1 + Eoa + Eag + Foy,
where
=N~ 2<S(k)(2 + Sl + Sk+1)‘/’N L, (k)(2 + Sk+1 + Sk+2)1/}N L>
= N"2(S® (2 + S} + SZ, )L, S LV 1(Ths1 — Thi2)¥n,L),
=N~ 2<S<k>LVN L(r1 = 1 )¥n, L, SP 2+ Sty + SEo)¥n.L),
Eoy = N"HSWLVy 1(r1 — ri41)UN,1, ST LV 1 (re1 — Thp2)¥n, 1)
Since F51 > 0, we can discard it. For Fao, we decompose
Eyy = Eg1 + Eaop + Eaaa,
where
Eyo = 2N 2SSy 1, ST LV L(rri1 — Thi2)n L),
Eazg = N~2(SW 20 1, SPLVN 1 (rrg1 — Thr2)¥n L),
Eaz3 = N72<S(k)513+11/1N,L, S® LVN 1 (Pt — eg2) N L)
By estimate ([2.58)), we obtain

(2.123) |Esor| S NT2L(N/L)PF||S* Dy 72,
(2.124) |Eaaa| S NT2L(N/LYP ]S84y 1| 2.
For Ess3, by Holder and Sobolev inequality, we have
(2.125) | o3 §N72||515(k+1)7/1N,L||L2||LVN,L||L;>°L§+||S(k)1/fN,L||L2L$111

SNT2L(N/L)*PH1S1S* Dy |7 ».
For Fs3, we expand
Es3 = Fa31 + Ea3z + Eass,
where
Eoz = N"2(SW LV (r1 — ri41)0n, 1, S SE othn 1),
Eoso = N"2(SW LV (r1 — ri41)¥n, 1, ST SE 100w 1),
Bz = N"2S® LV 1(r1 — rey1)¥n.1, 28® ey 1),

27
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For Fs31, we expand

k k
Es31 =N72<H S;Sk42 LV 1(r1 — k1) ¥N, 1, ST H S;Sk2Pzy >19UN,L)

=2 =2
=E5311 + Fa3i2,

where
k k
Es311 = N_2<H S;Sk2LVN (11 — riep1)UN, L, — A, H S Skt+2 Pz >1UN,L),
j=2 j=2
k k
Eaz12 = N72<H S;Sk2LVN (11 — Tri1)Un.L, (1 — 1/L?) H S;Sk+2Pz >1UN,L)-
Jj=2 Jj=2

For Fs311, using integration by parts, we have

k k
Eoz11 =N "2V, (LVy.L(r1 — Tki1) H S;Sk+2UN,L), Vi, H S;Sky2Pzy >1UN,L)
j=2 j=2
k k
=N L(N/L)((VV)N.(r1 — ri1) H S;Sky2¥N,L, Vi, H S;Sk+2Pzy >1UN,L)
j=2 j=2
k k
+ N 2L(VNnr(r1 — r441) Vi, H S Sk42¥N,L, Vi, H S Skt2Pz >1UN,L)-
j=2 j=2

Using Hélder and Sobolev inequality, we obtain

k k
| Ea311] Sf\f_zL(N/L)ﬂH(VnV)N,LHLgoL}E+ | H Sj5k+2¢N7L||L2L:‘;;1 IVr, H Sjs’“+2pzlv>1wN>L|‘L2L§7c11
=2 =2
k k
+ N 2LVl oo e IV T ] SiSk+2¥n.tllpepze Vi 11 SjSktaPe 19N, Ll 2
=2 =2
k+2 k+2
SNTPLN/DPPH T Sivom,ellez 1V, T S5 P12
=2 j=2
k+2 k42
+ N2L(N/L)P Vo, [ Sitn clleo Ve [ SiPors190ncll 2
j=2 j=2
By estimates (A.28) and (A29), with L(N/L)? — 1=, we have
(2.126) |Easin| S N72(N/L) [ SE 2y £]7s.
For Es312, with Holder and Sobolev inequality, we have
k k
| Eagia] SN 2L LVl poe e | [T SiSkr2¥n,ellpzpze- | 11 SjSk+aPer >19N Ll 2
=2 =2
k+2 k+2
SN2LNN/DPH T Sivewclleell [ SiPer s 1 ol e
=2 =2
By L72P,, »1 < S%P,, ~1, we get
(2.127) | Easia| S N7HN/L)PHSEH Dy £ 2| SEH 2 gy L 12

Estimated in the same way as Fi31,

(2.128) | Basa| SN™2(N/L)PF(|S* D n 1] 72 + N7 S1SE Dy 1]|72).
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Estimated in the same way as Fasq,

(2.129) |Eass| SNT2(N/L)PH STy L]7 ..
For Fs4, we decompose
k k
Eby =N"2(LVN (11 — Tht1) H SN, STLVN,L(Fkg1 — Th2) H S;iP. >19N,L)
j=2 j=2
=FEou1 + Eayo,
where
k k
Eoyn = N2 (LVN L(r1 — ris1) H SiUN L, —Ar LVN L(Thy1 — Tht2) H S;P., >1UN,L),
j=2 j=2

k k
Bz = N7 2(LVN,L(r1 — ri41) H SNz, (1= 1/L*)LVN L(rkt1 — Thy2) H SiP. >19N,L)-

Jj=2 Jj=2

For Fs41, with Holder and Sobolev inequality, we obtain

k k
|Boar| SN2 LV pllpe 2 | [T Siwom pllporss room IEVN Ellperze 180 T S5P s10ow pllre
j=2 j=2
k
SNTPLA(N/L)PHSE Dy Ll | Ay, [T S5 Pa >19w Ll 22
j=2
By estimate (A.29), with L(N/L)? — 1~, we have
(2.130) |Ban| SNT2(N/L)*H|SEH Dy 1|2 S1.8* D 1 2

SNTE(N/LPPH (ST g plFe + NTHISIS S Dy 1] 7).

For Es4o, with Holder and Sobolev inequality, we have
k k
(2-131) |E242| SN_2||VN,L||L§OL;Y || H Sij,LHL?L;‘;C;ngj* ||VN,L||L§OL;;+1 || H2 SJ’P21,>1¢N,L||L2L°°* L™
j=

! Th+1
Jj=2

SNT2(N/L)PH S Dy ] 7.
Hence, we get
(2132) By 2 —max (N~ H(N/LPH NT2AN/D)PH) (ISE Dy 1lfFe + N1 D 1 )32).
Finally, we handle F3 and expand
E5 = E31 + B3 + Ess,
where
Esi = N"HS® 2+ 87 + 719w, SP (2 + Hierayhts))Un, L),
By = N HS® LV L(r1 — rig1)¥n L, S (2 + SEoo + SFs)Un L),
B33 = N"YSWLVy 1(r1 — rie41)UNn, 1, ST LV 1 (Pea — Thts) N, L)
We first discard E3;, since E3; > 0 by Theorem [2.5] and Lemma [A.6l For Es3,, we expand
E3y = E321 + E322 + E3a3,
where
B30 = N"YS® LV 1(r1 — rey1)¥n1, S(k)SngrzU)N,L%
Ez9o = N"YS®OLVy 1(r1 — reg1)¥n L, S(k)S;%Jrng,L%
Eso3 = N"YS®O LVy 1(r1 — rey1) N0, 2S® ey 1),
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Estimated in the same way as Fasq,

(2.133) |Esor| S N™HN/L)PFSE Dy )72,
(2.134) |Esza| S N™HN/L)PHISEH 2y 1|7,
(2.135) |Es23] S NHN/L)PHS* 2 gy 1|7,

For Fs3, we expand

k k
Es3 =N"YLVn1(r1 — Tkt1) H S;N, Ly STLVN, 1(Tkt2 — Tht3) H SijvN,L)
j=2 j=2
=FE331 + E330,
where
k k
Es31 = N"NLVN (r1 — rs1) H Sion, L, —Ar, LVN, 1(Tkt2 — Tht3) H S;P., s1UN.L),
j=2 =2

k k
Es3o = N"YLVNL(r1 — ris1) H Sin.r, (1 —1/L*)LVy (rkta — Th43) H SiP., >1UN,L)-

Jj=2 j=2
Using integration by parts for Fs331,
k k
FEs31 =N"YV, LVN 1(r1 — r41) H SiN,L, Ve LVN L(Tkt2 — Tht3) H Sj P, >1UN,L)
j=2 j=2
k k
=NV, V)no(r1 = res1) [ [ Sivow.n, Vi, LV L (rig2 = rigs) [ [ SiPer s 1¢n.1)
j=2 j=2
k k
+ N LV L(r = ree) Vo [ [ S598,2 Vi LV (k2 = 7aes) [ [ S5 Po s 190 .)-
j=2 j=2

Using Holder and Sobolev inequality,

| E331
k k
SN_1L||(VTV)N,L||L30L;+ | H2Sj1/}N,LHL2L§‘;11Lg‘;12 ||VN,L||L30L;+HVT1 H2 SjP217>11/}N,LHL2L;‘;11L?;12
J= J=
k k
+ N LV il 2+ | Vi, HszN,L|\Lsz-;;L:-;;2 VN2 lpee 2 1V HQSjp“’>“”N»L”L2L:-;;1L:1;2
J= J=
k+2 k+2
SNTLN/LPPHTT Sivowcll eIV [T S5Pe s 1eom, el
j=2 j=2
k+2 k+2
+ NN/ [T Sitnclie2 IV [T SiPe s1ncllze.
=2 =2

By estimates (A28) and (A29), with L(N/L)? — 1=, we have

(2.136) |Ess1| SNTHN/L)PTISE Dy ]l 2 | STy 1 22
+ NHN/LYPH ST Dp 1] p2]| ST 1| 2.
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For E330, with Holder and Sobolev inequality, we obtain

k
| Base| SN Viv,pll g pae I TT Sitowrll o VN Ll e 2| H SjPey 19N Ll pope- o

JL'Ic«#l JL'Ic«#2 Tr+1 7 Tr+2

j=2 =2
k2 k2

N/DP T Sivowcleel [T SiPers1¥n.cllze.
Jj=2 j=2

By L72P,, »1 < S?P,, -1, with L(N/L)? — 17, we get

(2.137) |Ess2| <N NN/ ST Dpy Ll 2 | SET2 Ll e
That is
(2.138) Es 2 —N"'(N/L)P || S 2y 112,

Putting 2122), (Z132) and (2I38) together, we obtain the estimate for the cross error term
(2.139)  Ec > —Cmax (N*%(N/L)wﬂN*(N/L)“) (IS* 2y L]172 + N7HIS1SE ey 1][72).

Hence we have proved for all k£ and established Theorem 211

3. CoOMPACTNESS, CONVERGENCE, AND UNIQUENESS

To work on compactness, convergence and uniqueness, we introduce an appropriate topology on the
density matrices, as was previously done in [10, [16] 19, 23] 24} 32} B3] B34} B3], 36}, 47, 64]. Denote the spaces
of compact operators and trace class operators on L2(Q%*) as K, and L}, respectively. Then (Kj)' = Li.

By the fact that Ky is separable, we select a dense countable subset {Ji(k)} - C K in the unit ball of g
i>1

(so ||J( )||Op < 1 where || - ||op is the operator norm). For v 5(*) ¢ £1 e then define a metric dj, on £}
by

dp(y®, 7Py =3 27
i=1

~(k )

TTJi(k) (7(1@) - ﬁ(k)> ’

A uniformly bounded sequence 7y, € L}, converges to 7) with respect to the weak* topology if and only

if
lim  dp (3, 7%) =0
N,1/1£n—>oo kKON 7)
For fixed T' > 0, let C([0,T; L) be the space of functions of ¢ € [0, T] with values in £} that are continuous
with respect to the metric dj. On C([0,T]; £}), we define the metric

(3.1) d(v® (), 7% () = 2o di (v P (1), 7P (1)),

and denote by Tproq the topology on the space Q) k=1 C([0,T7; L}) given by the product of topologies generated
by the metrics di on C([0,T], L}).
3.1. Compactness of the BBGKY sequence.
Theorem 3.1. Assume L(N/L)? — 1=. Then the sequence
(3.2) {rmt) = {38 } } Q< ([0,7];
k>1

which satz’sﬁes the BBGKY hierarchy, is compact with respect to the product topology Tprod. For any limit

point T'(t {’y )}2021 , we have ¥%) is a symmetric nonnegative trace class operator with trace bounded
by 1.
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Proof. By the standard diagonalization argument, it suffices to show the compactness of %@L for fixed k

with respect to the metric dy. By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, this is equivalent to the equicontinuity of WEJC)L,

and by, this is equivalent to the statement that for every observable J*) from a dense subset of K, and for

every € > 0, there exists §(J*), ) such that for all ¢1, ty € [0,T] with [t; — t5] < 6, we have
(3.3) sup (TrJ®FQ), (1) — Tra ™7, (t)] < e.
N,L ’

We assume that compact operators J*) have been cutoff in Lemma [A8 Since the observable J*) can

be written as a sum of a self-adjoint operator and an anti-self-adjoint operator, we may assume J®*) is

self-adjoint. Inserting the decomposition (23]) on the left and right sides of ”y](\, )L, we obtain

ZPJ%“LPB,

where the sum is taken over all k-tuples « and .
To establish ([B.3)), it suffices to prove that, for each « and /3, we have

(3.4) sup | TrJ B PV, Pa(ty) — Trd P PAY), Pﬁ(tz)’ <e

N,L

To this end, we establish the estimate
(3.5) TrJ O PAG), Pa(tr) — Trd PP, Ps(ts))|
<Clty — t1] (1{(1:0,6:0} + max {17 L‘O‘IHBI_z} L{a0 or 37&0}) :

By (3]), we can directly establish (34 except for the case |a| + |3| = 1. However, from Corollary 22 we
can also get a bound

(3.6) |TrJ(k)P W“’ Ps(t1) — Trd O P, Pa(ts)]
<2sup (TR Pothn L(t), Paton, L(t)]

<2 TN opl Pathn, ()2 | Potbn, £ ()] 2
<plel+lBl

By averaging (3.35]) and (3.6) in the case |a| + |3 = 1, we obtain
[ Tr T M PaF Po(t1) = Trd O PaFy Palt)] S lt2 = ta],

which suffices to establish ([3.4]).
Thus, we are left to prove ([8.5) The BBGKY hierarchy (L14) yields

(3.7) O Tr IR P AW, By = I+ 11+ 111 +1V,

where
k
I=—i Z TrJ® [—Azj,ﬁa%(v’“iﬁﬁ} :

= —z— ZTTJ(k) [ ’Pa%(\i)LﬁB} ,

1 o N
] = ~ime— > Tra®p, [VN,L(m rj); %(52} Ps,
1<i<j§k
Nk ~ 5
IV = ~i Z TrJ® T’I”rk+173 [VN,L(TJ' = Tht1)s ”Y](\];Il)} Ps-
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First, we handle I. By Lemma [A.7 and integration by parts, we have

k
1 :iz (<J(k)Amjpa¢N,LuPB¢N,L> - <J(k)7’a¢N,L7PﬂAmj¢N,L>>
=1

k
=i (IO A, Path, Pathw,i) = (B, SO Patin i, Patin) )

Hence
k

(3.8) 1< 3 (1798, lop + 1180, TP lop ) 1Pati, 2 |Pstnclize < Ci oo,
j=1
where in the last step we used the energy estimate.
Next, we consider II. When a = 8 = 0, we have

= —z—ZTrJ [ 82 -1 Pov(k) 730} =0,

where we used [1, ﬁaﬁj(\i)Lﬁg] =0 in the first equality.
When |a| 4+ |8] > 1, applying Lemma [A.7 and integration by parts again, we have

11 _Z— Z ( (J® o2 P, Pathn.L, Pain,L) — <J(k)ﬁa"ZN,LaagjﬁB'@ZN,L>)

=1
1< ~ ~ =~ ~ ~ =~
=i > (T2 Patin., Pad.o) — (02, 7% Patin.c, Path) )
=1
Hence
1 & - -
Im-ﬁZ(ﬂWMﬁHJWMM%WﬂM%Wﬂm

By the energy estimate (Z.4]),
(3.9) 1] =0, ol + 18] =0,
(3.10) 11| S Gy g LI*FIPI72, laf + 8] = 1.

Next, we consider I11. Similarly,

—3 ~ = o D7
I =mea Y (TOPaVir(ri = r)0n., Patin.L)

1<i<j<k
i _ - ~
+ N_ 1 Z <J(k)Pa1/}N,L,PﬁVN1L(Ti—Tj)’l/}N1L>
1<i<j<k
—i o _ o
N Z (T PN L(ri — r:)¥N,1, Patn, L)
1<i<j<k
) ~ ~ ~ ~ -
+ Z (Paton .1, J B PV 1 (ri — ;) 0N.1).
1<i<j<k
Let N
Wij = <vTi>71<vTj>71VN7L(T'L‘ - Tj)<v7'i>71<v'rj>7l'
Hence

|III|§N71 Z ||J(k)<vn><vw>||0p||Wij||0p||<Vm><vrj>1ZN,L”L2||ﬁ,8JN,L||L2

1<i<j<k

N7 I N T opWigllopl V)V 0w, 2| 2| Pathn, L 2

1<i<j<k
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Since |[Wijllop < ||1~/N)L||LZOL; < |[Vlzeerr by (260), the energy estimates ([2.3) (2.6]) imply that
C
(3.11) 11| < 2EIE

For IV, we have

N—k . 5
IV =—i Z<J(k)PaVN,L(Tj — Tk41)¥N, L, P3YN,L)

N —1¢4
Jj=1
Nk L _
+ iN 1 ZUWP&VN,L(TJ‘ — Tk41)¥N,L, PsYN,L)-
j=1
Then, since J*¥(V,., ) = (V. )J®),
Nk - L _
IV = — i S TPV W1y (Vo WV VN2 P (Vi )N, L)
j=1
k
N —k () o N
+'LN_ 1 <<VTJ>J Po‘<vrk+1>1/}NvL’PﬁWj(k-‘rl)<vTj><ka+1>/l/}N1L>-
j=1

Hence
k ~ ~
IIVISZ(IIJ('“)<Vrj>||op+||<Vr]> ||0p>|| k1) lop Ve, XV DUN, L 22 KV )N L 22
j=1

By energy estimate (2.3)),
(3.12) V] < Cp oy

Integrating (87) from ¢; to t2 and putting (B.8), (9), BI0), BII) and BI2) together, we obtain ([B.3)).
O

Corollary 3.2. Let T'(t) = {ﬁ(k)}:)_l be a limit point of {I‘N)L( )= {%(\I,C)L}k }, with respect to the product
= 1

topology Tproq. Then ﬁ(k) satisfies the priori bound

(3.13) Tr(V) M7 (w) ) < oF,

and takes the structure
k

~ 2
(3.14) 3O, (e 20): (0 2)) = 50 (306536,) | [T 2 eos(z) eos()) |
j=1
where %k) =Tr,7%.
Proof. The estimate (BI3) follows by (28] in Corollary and Theorem Bl To establish the formula

BI9), it suffices to prove Pav(k)PB = 0 if either a # 0 or 8 # 0. This is equivalent to the statement that
for any J® e Ky, TrJ R P Pg = 0. By Corollary [2.2]), we obtain

(3.15) TrJ®WP,70Ps =  lim  TrJ®P,5F Py,
N,1/L—o0 *
L(N/L)?—1~
By Lemma [A7

TrI®PAN L Ps = (JEPahn.1, Potn.L),
and by Cauchy-Schwarz and (2.6)),
Trd®Podn,.Ps| <IT® opl| Pathn .l 12| Psvon, 2
<CkLlel+18l,
Hence the right side of (313 is 0. O
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Theorem 3.3. The sequence

N
o= {Forve =TrANL} € @C (10,7): L(T™))
- k>1

is compact with respect to the 2D version of the product topology Tproqa used in Theorem B.11

Proof. The proof is similar to the 3D case and we omit it. Also see [19, Theorem 5]. O

3.2. Limit points satisfy GP hierarchy. To prove the limit points satisfy the GP hierarchy, a technical
tool we need is the approximation of identity type lemma, which is used to compare the d-function and its
approximation Since we request L(N/L)? — 17, we see that Vi 1(x, z) defined by (L) formally converges
to 8(z) [ V(x,z)dz. Thus, we need a modified version of this type lemma as follows.

Lemma 3.4. Let p € LY(Q) be a function compactly supported on @ such that
sup/|p(:1c,z)||x|d:t < 00

and define pe x(z,z) = e 2X\"'p(x/e,2/N) and g(z) = [ p(z,z)dz. Then, for every k € [0,1), there exists
C > 0, such that

Trd® (pea(rj — ris1) — 0(z; — 2rg1)g(zj — Zk+1))7(k+1)’

<cetsup [ Ip(e e de (1(72,) IO, o+ 172,09 (F2,) o) Tl 2T )54

+Cyllprin — prall i Tr(V,e, )2 (V) 2D

for all nonnegative v*++1) ¢ E}CH
Proof. We will give a proof for Lemma [3.4] in the Appendix. a

Theorem 3.5. Assume L(N/L)? — 17, and let T'(t) = {7(’“)}211 be a limit point of

{rN,La) = {%&“L(ﬂ}:-l}

o0

with respect to the product topology Tproa. Then {7( ) = Trzﬁ(k)} is a solution to the coupled focusing
k=1

Gross-Pitaevskii hierarchy subject to initial data %(c )(O) = |¢o){do|®*, which, rewritten in integral form, is

(3.16)

N(k) *U(k) (k) Z/ t— $)Try, T [5(xj — xk+1)/V(:E zj — Zg1)dz, +1)( )| ds,

, N
where UR) (t) = H?:l ity T

Proof. Passing to subsequences if necessary, we have

(3.17) ydim s TrJ® (%@L O (t)) =0, vJ® €KLM)
L(]\}/L)Bﬁl’

(3.18) odm s Trg (50, — 50 0) =0, I e KEAT)
L(Z\}/L)Bﬁlf

from Theorem Bl and [33]
It suffices to test the limit point against the test function J&*) € K(L2(T2*)). We will prove that the limit
point satisfies

(3.19) TrJFFH0(0) = TrdM o) (do|®*,
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and
(3.20) TrJPFE () =TrJFU® ()75 (0)

+ ZZ/ Nt —s VT, T |6(x; — 2py1)g(25 — zk“)ﬁ(kﬂ)(s)} ds,
where we adopt the notation g(z f V(z, z)dx for simplicity.

To end this, we use the coupled focusing BBGKY hierarchy, which is

(-3E)5e

j=1

(3.21) Trg®50 (1) =

-1
i<j

where
k
A=TrgPU® )55 (0),
B = / TTJ( )y ®) (t—1s) F/N,L(Ti - Tj)ﬁj(\?,)L(S)} ds,

D= / TrIPUO (¢t — s) Vo = i) AL (5)] ds.

By (3I38), we have

(3.22) lim  TrJWFE () = TraRFE ),
N,1/L—00 A
L(N/L)?—1~
(3.23) lim — TrJPU® 37, (0) = TrJPU® (6730 (0).
N,1/L—00 Vs
L(N/L)?—1~

By the argument in [56], we know, from assumption (i¢) in Theorem [[.2]
~ 2 —
71(\})L(0) — —¢o(w1)o(x)) cos(z1) cos(z]), strongly in trace norm;
: T

that is,
ny 7 (0) — H =po(z)po(x %) cos(zj) cos(z;),  strongly in trace norm.
Jj= 1

Thus we have checked ([BI9), the left-hand side of [B20)), and the first term on the right-hand side of ([B.20)
for the limit point. We are left to prove that

B
.24 li — =
B2 . Moo
L(N/L)?—1~
(3.25) lim 1-— ka1 D= /t TrJPU® (t — s) [6(:10 — 2p41)9(2 — ze41), 7 ETV(s) | ds.
N,1/L—o0 N -1 o z J J ’

L(N/L)?—1~
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First, we will show the boundedness of |B| and |D| for every finite time ¢. Noting that [U®), (V,.)] = 0, we
have

815 [ 1o =) [Fatre =) 3810
= [T ) )T )T Wi (92 )3 (7))
— Tr(V, )V ) (V) V) U (= ) (V) (V) ) (V) (V) Wi |
S/Ot ds[[ (V1) " V) T T T lop T B o Wi o T (V1) (V1 2T, ()

t
+ / ds|| (V) (Vo )T ) ") ™ opllU P lopl Wi lopTr (V)2 (V) 2F 1 (5)
<Cjt.

|D| can be estimated in the same way as |B| and hence

|D| < Cit.
That is,
. B . (k+1)D
1 — = | ——— =0.
N,l/linﬁoo N -1 N,l/linﬂoo N -1
L(N/L)?—1~ L(N/L)?—=1~
Next, we will use Lemma [3.4] to prove
t
(3.26) lim D= / TTJm(k)U(k) (t—s) [5(%‘ — Tp1)9(25 — Zk+1)ﬁ(k+1)(5) ds
N,l/L*}OO 0
L(N/L)? =1~

Let n € LY(T?) be a smooth probability density function compactly supported on (—m,7)? and define
ne(z) = e~ 2n(x/e). For simplicity, we adopt the notation Ms(kt) = Jik)U(k)(t — 8). Then, we expand

Tra MU (¢ = 5) (Vi g = ris 3N () = 6z = w9z — 200)75(s))
=I+IT+IIT+1V,

where

I= TTMiﬁ) (VN,L(U —7r1) — 0(zj — TRy1)9(25 — Zk+1)) 7%“2”(8),

11 =TrM$) (3(x; — @) = nelzy — 2r1)) 925 — 2001)78 1, (5),

111 = TrM 8 (5 = 2r41)g(2; — 2010) (381" (5) = 7 D(s)

1V = TrM%) (ne(z; — wrp1) = 0z — 2111)) 925 — 200175 (s).
It needs only to prove I — IV converge to 0 as N, 1/L — oo. By Lemma B4l we have

(321) 1 =[TrM) (Vaen g = rasn) = 825 — wnan)gz — 21e) ) 3062 5)]

gi(N/i)ﬁﬁ Stzlp/|V(:E,z)||x|”d:E (H<vmj>J£’“’<vw>‘1 o Op>

~(k nd nd k
X TP (Vo NV )N (8) (Vs ) (Vs ) + CollVir = Vil Tr(Ve) 2 (Vi) 2y
sup, [ |V (z, 2)||z|"dx
(N/L)P"

+ |[(¥2,) 109

<c, [ T ILV/L)PV (, L(N/L)P2) — m,z)nu} |
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Similarly, for I1 and IV, via Lemma [3.4 we have

(3.28) |1 =[TrM S (3(aj = wipn) = ne(; = 741)) 925 — 217N 1 (5)]
<OVl [ taalvas

< TT{V e, )V DN () (Vo Vi, )
SCJgﬁu

(Va, ) I (V) 7

)

] )

Tj

where the last inequality follows from Corollary 2.2] and
(3.29) (V| =[TrMY (2 — 2ig) = 0(x; — wr41)) 925 — 2501)7 D (5)]
<CeVlazy [ nolatds ([(9.)089.)7

X T7°<ij ) <Vﬂck+1 >5(k+1) (5)<vwk+1 ) <V1j>
SOJEHa

|92 1)

where the last inequality follows from Corollary B2l That is,
11| < Cye™ and |IV| < Cye”.

Hence I1 and IV converge to 0 as ¢ — 0, uniformly in NV and L.

For IT1,
(330) T =|TrM ey — 2419 — 20e1) (LD (5) = 7540(9)) |
[T ey = mn)otes - 2 gy (WA -3 |
[T = i ) gzt (1) =740 )|

The first term in the above estimate goes to zero as N, 1/L — oo for every 6 > 0, since we have condition
BI17) and M( t)ng(:tj — Tp+1)9(2 — Zk'H)erHl) is a compact operator. Due to the energy bounds on

”y](\];'zl) and 7+ the second term tends to zero as # — 0, uniformly in N and L.

Putting together the estimates for I — I'V, we have established ([8:26). Hence, we have obtained Theorem
5.0l O

Combining Corollary B2l and Theorem 3.5 we see that ﬁ;k) solves the 2D Gross-Pitaevskii hierarchy with
the desired coupling constant go = = [ [ V(z, 21 — z2)dz| cos(21) cos(22) |*dz1dzs.

Corollary 3.6. Assume L(N/L)? — 17, and let T'( {*y }k , be a limit point of

{FN,L(t) = {%(\?L(t)}::l }

oo
with respect to the product topology Tproq. Then { FR) Trzﬁ(k)} is a solution to the 2D Gross-Pitaevskii
k=1

hierarchy subject to initial data ~(k)( 0) = |¢o){o|®* with coupling constant

4
go = —2//V(:1:,zl — z9)dx| cos(21) cos(22)|?dz1dza,
7T

which, rewritten in integral form, is

(331) AW =UM 0y —ZQOZ / (= $)Tra, , [8e; = wne0), 575D (5)] ds.
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Proof. The inhomogeneous term in hierarchy B.10)) is

t
z/ U® (t — 8)Tre, T, {5(%— - xk+1)/V(:1: Zj — Zy1)dx, 7(k+1)(5)] ds
0

t
:i/ U(k)(t — S)Trwk+1Trz (5(&[:] - ,’Ek+1)/V($, 25 — Zk+1)d$/’?(k+1) (3)) ds
0

t
_ z/ UM (t — $)Try, Tr. (5(95;. - x;M)/V(x,zj zk+1)dm<k+1>(s)> ds
0
=I—-1I.
From Corollary 3.2, we have

¢ k1
I zi/ UR (- 8)Try, | 0(2; — 2) TV (8) T, /V(x, zj — Zky1)dx H — cos(z;) cos(2}) ds
0 ™

7j=1
t
Zigo/o U(k)(t - S)Trwk+1 (6($ — T+ 1)7£k+1)( )) ds.

In the same manner we can see that

t
1 =ig [ UW (= 5)Trs,,, (300 = 1 T () s
0

In summary, we have

30 (1) =U (030 (0) - lgoz / (t = Ty, [3(a; — 25in), 780 (5)] ds.

O

3.3. Uniqueness of the 2D GP Hierarchy. By Bourgain [0], as we are below the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
threshold here, we have the H' global wellposedness for the T? focusing cubic NLS (LII). Thus, when

%(Ck)(O) = |¢0)(¢0|®*, we know one solution to the focusing GP hierarchy (ILI4), namely |¢)(¢|®*, where ¢

solves (LIT)).

Theorem 3.7 ([42] 43), 47]). There is at most one nonnegative operator sequence
{0}~ e@c (0,71, £4(T?)
- E>1
that solves the 2D Gross-Pitaevskii hierarchy (3.31)) subject to the energy condition

k
(3.32) Tr [ [ - AL |+ < c*.

Jj=1

From Theorem 3.7, we conclude that the compact sequence

{FN,L(t) = {%(\?)L}:[_l}

has only one L(N/L)? — 1~ limit point, namely

k
2
= 1:[ ; o(t, ) (t, ) cos(z;) cos(2]).

We then infer that as trace class operators

~(k) N H Zo(t gjj )cos(zj)cos( ) weak™.
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Since the limit point %) is an orthogonal projection, the well-known argument in [35, Pagg] upgrades the
weak* convergence to strong, by using Griimm’s convergence theorem [63] Theorem 2.19].
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APPENDIX A. BASIC OPERATOR FACTS AND SOBOLEV-TYPE LEMMAS
Lemma A.1 (Hoffman-Ostenhof inequality[d4]). For ¢y € H'(TV), we have
(A1) IVarv/pnL2(rey < IV Nl L2(rany.

with the one-particle density

pN(x):/ |z/JN(:v,:v2,...,:vN)|2d:vg---de.
Td Td

Proof. We may assume 1y is a test function, So py(x) € C>°(T?). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

V. 2
Voo +£l32 :/’ PN 1"

2\/pN +¢€ v
_ | [YUNVenday - - - d$N|2d$
pn(z) +e
< / |Vaoton 2y - - - dede
pn(z) +¢

< / |Voton |Pdedy - - - dey.

Thus, \/pn + ¢ is uniform bounded in H!(T9) norm. We note that —A, is a self-adjoint operator on H*(T¢)
and \/px + € converges to y/px in L2(T¢) norm as ¢ — 0. From the definition of adjoint operator, we deduce
that \/py € H'(T¢) and

Var/on 32 < /|V1¢N|2dxda:2 - dzy.
O

Lemma A.2. Assume L(N/L)? — 17. For§ € (0,1), the multiplication operator Vi r,(r1 —rs) on L*(QF?)
satisfies

(A.2) LIVN L(r1 —12)| < Cé(N/L)(;”VHL;oL;H(l = Agy),

(A.3) LIVN,L(r1 = r2)| < G|V peerr (1 = Ag ) /2H0(1 = AL, ) /2H0,
(A.4) (V1) ™ (V) V(1 = 72) (Vi)™ (Vi) Hlop < ClIV |11,
(A.5) S?LVN 1(r1 —r2) + LVN (r1 —12)S? > —C5(V)(N/L)PT0S353,

where Cs(V') is dependent on V.

Proof. For estimate (A2]), by Holder and Sobolev inequality, we get

(A.6) (LVN,L(r1 = r2)¢r, ¢r) §||LVN,L||L;<>L;+||<PL||ingo;
<CLN/D) IV e 1o | VT = By 13
=CSL(N/ LY |V e gis{(1 = s )or. o)

With L(N/L)? — 17, we obtain estimate (A2).

For estimate ([(A3]), we recall Littlewood-Paley projectors defined by ([2.54]) and decompose ¢y, that
(A7) oL =$rL1+¢L2,

where
$YL,1 = E PﬂChmle%szDLv

0<mi<me
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and
¢r2= > Pom Prymtr.

0<maz<m;

Then we have

(A.8) vV1—=Asprillz: <[V1—=Aserale,
(A.9) lvV1—=Aspr2lzz < V1= Az er2lLe

By estimates (AS), (A9) and Sobolev inequality, we find that
(A.10) (LVN,L(r1 = 7r2)¢L, oL)]
S/L|VN,L(7“1 —r2)|(lena > + |pr,2|?)dridrs
§L||VN,L||Lg<>L;(||90L,1||%2L;;<>1 + ||90L72||%2Lg°2)
<CLON/DP IVl ry (/T o) ¥ pn s + 1/ T= B ¥
<SCSL(N/L)P|IV || oo (1 = Agy) 210 (1 = Ag,) Y2 01, 01).

With L(N/L)? — 1~, we obtain estimate (A.3).
For estimate (A4), in the same manner as estimate (A.3)), we get

(A.11) (IV(r1 = r2)le, 0) < OV peeri (1 — Azy )(1 = Azy)p, ),
which is equivalent to
(A.12) (Vo) " HVa) V(e = r2) (V)" H{Vay) T S OV peer

By Property 2 in Lemma [A.6] we obtain estimate (A.4]).
For estimate (A1), we decompose

(A13) <S12LVN1L(T1 —TQ)@L,¢L>
=((1 = Az )(LVN.(r1 = r2)r), 1) + (=02, = 1/L*)(LVN,(r1 — r2)oL), 1)
—A+B.

It needs only to control A and B. Using the identity Vu, V(11 —72) = =V, Vv, £.(r1 — r2) and integration
by parts, we get

A

(Ve (LVN L(r1 = r2)¢L), Ve, 01)
=(LVN.L(r1 = 72)Vae, 00, Ve, or) + (L(Ve, VN L) (1 — r2)¢r, Vi, ¢1)
=(LVN.L(r1 = 72)Va, 01, Vi, or) = (L(Ve, VN L) (1 — r2)¢r, Vi, ¢r)

=(LVN,p(r1 —12)Va, 00, Ve, or) + /LVN,L(Tl —19)Vay 0L Ve, @ dridrs

+ /LVN,L(rl —719)0L Vo Ve, @rdridrs
=A; + Az + As.
By Holder and Sobolev inequality, we have
(A.14) [ As| <LV Lllzeore [ VayorlTers,

<SL(N/L)* |Vl r2 V1 = Doy Vayorl 2 Ve, orll e
SL(N/L)%”VHLgOLg (S1S30L, L)
Estimated in the same way as Aj,
(A.15) | Az| S/LWN,L(?H —12)[(|Vay oLl + Ve, or*)dridr

SL(N/L)26”V||L30L§ (S1S30L, L)
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For A3, we have
(A.16) |As| <[|[LVN,L(r1 = r2)eL2l| Ve, Vas oL || L2
SCL(N/LP(IV | o2 (1 = Ag)(1 = Asy)ors o1),

where we have used estimate (A3]) with § = 1/2 and V replaced by V2 in the last inequality.
Hence we have

(A17) |A| < CL(N/L)* ||V || peo2 (1 — A0, ) (1 = Auy)pr, 1)
Next, we decompose B into two terms
(A.18) B =((-02 —1/L*)LVN (r1 — 72)¢L, Psy >1L)
=(=02 (LVN,L(r1 = r2)¢r), Pey s101) — L™*(LVN (r1 — 12)¢r, Pey s1901)
=B + Bs.

For By, we expand
(A.19) By = Bi1 + B,
where
By = (L(02, VN L(r1 — 72))¢L, 0z Pz >10L),
Bz = (LVN,(r1 = 12)05, 01,02, Pz, >101)
For By, applying Holder inequality at x2, we obtain
(A.20) [Bu| SI1L0: Vo (r = 72)l| o g 0l 2 pog- 11020 Pos s102l 2 o
<CsL(N/L)**°)10.V| o prvs | Sopr || 1218202, Pay >160L | 12
SCéL(N/L)w-M||an||LgoL;+“<SfS§¢La orL)-

where we have used estimate (A29)) in the last inequality.
Computing in the same way, we have

(A.21) | B12| SHLVN,LHngLgHBZNPLHL?L?; ||821PZ1,>190L||L2L§';
SILVN Ll pos pay 1920z, 01|22 (19202 ey > 101 | 2
<Cs(N/L)* V| o 1t5]| 25101 |72,

where we have used (A28) and (A29) in the last inequality.
Hence, with L(N/L)? — 1~, we have

(A.22) |B1| < Cs(V)L(N/L)***°||S1Sa0L |7 2-
For Bs, we have
(A-23) |B2| SL_2||LVN,L||L33L}E;||90L||L2L;;*||Pz1,>130L||L2Lg;*
<CsLH(N/LY PV oo 15 1S20r | 12 | S2 Py 5102 | 12
SC[s(N/L)BHHVHL;oL;H <S125§<PL, oL,

where we used L™2P,, »1 < S?P,, ~1 in the last inequality.
Putting (A17) [(A22) and [A23) together, with L(N/L)? — 1~, we obtain estimate (A.5]). O

Lemma A.3. Let A: D(A) — H, be a positive selfadjoint operator in the Hilbert space H, and let 0 < o < 1.
Then

A* < (1—a)yy A+ anTs,

form e (0,1).
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Proof. By the spectral representation and the inequality
A <an I+ (1—a)pTe, YAe (0,00),

we obtain

(Au, ) gy = / d)| Byl
0

<(1-a)y / M| Exul} + o™= / 4| Exull3

=(1 —a)n Y Au,u) g + ant-= a(u u) -

Recall Lemma [3.4] we now give the proof as follows.

Lemma A.4. Let p € LY(Q) be a function compactly supported on € such that
sup/|p(:1c,z)||x|d:1c < o0

and define pe x(z,2z) = e 2\ tp(x/e,2/N) and g(z) = [ p(z,z)dz. Then, for every k € [0,1), there exists
C >0, such that

Trd® (pea(rj — ris1) — 0(z; — 2rg1)g(zj — Zk+1))7(k+1)’

<Ce"sup [ Ip(e e de (1(72,) IO, o+ (72,09 (F2,) o) Tl 12T )44

+Cyllpin — prall i Tr(Ve, )2 (V) 2D

for all nonnegative v*+1) E,lﬁLl

Proof. We present a proof by modifying the proof in [47]. Such a method has been used by various authors,
for example [19]. Tt suffices to prove the estimate for & = 1. Since the observable J™) can be written as
a sum of a self-adjoint operator and an anti-self-adjoint operator, we may assume J() is self-adjoint. We
represent 7 by 42 =37 X;0;)(p;], where ¢; € L*(Q?) and A; > 0. Then, we have

TrJ 1)(p8 A(ry —re) —0(z1 — x2)g(z1 — zz))7(2)
:Z/\j </7j,J (ps(Tl —T2) _5(x1 _xQ)g(Zl _22))90j>

= Z Aj (g5 (pea(rt —12) — 0(w1 — m2)g(21 — 22))9;),

where 1; = (JM) @ 1)¢p;. Then, we decompose
(Y, (per(r1 —12) — 0(x1 — 22)9(21 — 22))05) = Aj + By,

where
Aj = (W, (pe,1(r1 —r2) — 0(21 — 22)9(21 — 22))05),
Bj = (), (pea(r1 —12) — pe,1(r1 — 12))p5)-

For A;, switching to Fourier space in the z-direction, we find
|45 :‘ /‘/’j(nlvnz;21,22)@'(7”1,mz;zl,zz)Pl,A(l‘,Zl — z) (e’ imTm) 1)
x d(ny +ng —my — mg)dxdzleanldngdmldmg‘

S/|%Zj(n17n2;21,22)||35j(m1,m2;21722)|5(n1 +ng —mq —ma)

X ‘/p(x,zl — 22)(61'5””'(”17’”1) — 1)dw‘dzld22dn1dn2dm1dm2.
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Using the inequality that Vx € (0,1)

iex-(n1—my)

e — 1| <e"|z|"|n1 — mq|”

<e®a]® (Ina]” + [ma "),

we get
(¥, (pe,1(r1 —12) — 6(21 — 2)9(21 — 22))05)]
<e® sup/ |p(a:,z)||3:|”d3:/5(n1 +ng —my —ma)
(Jna]™ + |m1|ﬁ)|$j(n1= no; 21, 22)||@; (M1, ma; 21, 22)|dz1 dzadny dnadmy dms
—<sup [ |p(a,2)|ol"de (1 + 11),
where

I = /5(711 + ng — My — m2)|n1|“|1/1j (nl, nai 21, ZQ)HQ/ﬁj (ml, maj 21, 22)|d21d22dn1dn2dm1dm2,

II = /5(”1 =+ Ng — My — m2)|m1|’"‘|@zj (nl, no; 21, Zg)”g/ﬁj (ml,mg; Z1, 22)|d21d22dn1dn2dm1dm2.

The estimates for I and I are similar, so we only deal with I explicitly.
(n1)(nz) ~
I §/5(n1 +ng—my — m2)m|¢j(nlun2§zlaz2)|

X Mmj(ml,mz;Zl,Z2)|d21d22d”1d”2dm1dm2

(n1)t="(n2)
(n1)*(ng)*

SH / 6(n1 + Nnog —1Mq — mg) 2 |’§//J\] (nl,ng; Z1, zz)|2dzld22dn1dn2dm1dm2

(m1)?(m2)

m 2 m 2 —~
% |g0j (ml, maj zZ1, 22) |2dzld22dn1dn2dm1dm2
1 2

§9<¢j7 (1 - A11)(1 - Aiz)¢]> Slipz W

+9_1/(5(n1 + N9 — My —mg)

m2>2

1
-1 ) _ _ .
+07 oy (1— Ag,)(1 A“)%>Slrlzp§<m2—n>2(1_”)<m2>2'

Since

for k € [0,1), we have

(A.24) 451 < 005, (1= D)) (1= Aay)tby) + 07 g, (1= D)) (1= Aay)pj).
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Hence, we obtain
(A.25)

77D pes(r = r2) = d(ar = w2)g(e1 — 22)7?
<Ce"sup / |p(x, 2)||z|"dx (9Tr<vm>2<vu>%<2> + e*TrJ“Nvm>2<vwz>2J“>v<2’)

—C"sup [ [p(a,2) ol de(OT (72,2 (V)
F O (Vo) T (Vi) T (Ve ) 2T (V0 ) T Ve, Y (Vi )2V PV, ) (Vi)

<Ce" SUP/ lp(x, 2) || dx (9 + 971||<vw1>71‘](1)<vw1>||0p||<vw1>J(1)<V11>71||0p) TT<vw1>2<vwz>27(2)

—c="sup [ ot 2)al"de (|(F2) DT o+ T2 T DT 01) o) Tr{V 2T,
where we have taken 0 = |[(V,,)JM(V,,)7!|,p in the last line.
For B;, we use the operator inequality (also see [3I), (A.63)])
[Vi(re =) S CIV[pr (1 = Ar))(1 = Ay,
which can be estimated in the same way as estimate (A.4)). Then, we get
(A.26) |Bjl <O, 1(pex = pe,1) (11 = 12) [ + 07 (01, [(pex = pe)(r1 = 12)li)
SCHpa,)\ - pa,l”LiL,}v (6‘<¢17 (1 - Aﬁ)(l - ATz)wi> + 6‘_1<(pi7 (1 - Arl)(l - AT2)301>)
=Cllprx = pralleroy (0@, (1= Ap) (1 = Ay)thi) + 07 i, (1= A ) (1= Ay i) -
Similarly, we have
(A.27) Trd W (pe (1 = 72) = per(ri = r2))V® | < Callprn = pralln Tr(V ) (Vi) *y 2.
Together with estimate (A.25) and (A.27)), we complete the proof.

Lemma A.5. Recall
S?P=1-A,-1/L?
S2=1-A,—0?/L* -1/

We have

(A.28) (1-A,) <2L725%
(A.29) (1= AP, 51 <25%P, 5,
(A.30) S?P > L72Py,

(A.31) 252 >1-A,

Proof. For [A28), we have
1-A, =8*+1/L? <2L725%
For (A29), we note that
L72P, 51 < (=02 —1/L*)P, 51 < S?P. -1.
Thus, we obtain
(1 - A7“)})2,>1 = (S2 + 1/L2)F)z,>1 < 2Szf)z,>1-
For ([(A:30), we have
L72P, < (-82/L* —1/L*) P, < S*P.

For (A.31)), we note that

(A.32) 2(—02 —1)P, = —92P, + (—0? —2)P, > —9°Py.
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Then we have
(A.33) 252 >2(1 — A,) + 2L %(=0> — 1) P,
>2(1 - A,) — L202Py
>2(1 - A,) - 9Py
Noting that —83160 = ﬁo, we obtain
(A.34) 1—A,>1-02P,.
Putting (A.33)) and (A34) together, we establish (A31). O

We need the following facts as well. The proofs are elementary and we omit them.

Lemma A.6. 1. Suppose that A >0, P; = P;‘, and I = Py+ Py. Then A < 2PyAP, + 2P, AP;.
2.IfA> B >0, and AB = BA, then A* > B® for any o > 0. Especially, if & = 2, then ||Allop > || Bllop-
3. IfAl Z A2 Z 0, Bl Z BQ Z 0 and AlBJ = BJAl fO'l“ all 1 S i, j S 2, then AlBl Z AQBQ.

4. If A>0 and AB = BA, then AY/?2B = BA'/2.

Lemma A.7. Suppose o : L?(QF) — L?(Q%) has kernel
o(rp, 1)) = /1/J(I‘k,erk)E(rk,erk)derk,
for some 1 € L2(QF), and let A, B : L2(Q%) — L?(Q). Then the composition AcB has kernel

(AoB)(rs. 1)) = / (A (ri, o) (BF) (Kl ey )dlen—.

It follows that
TrAcB = (A, B*Y).

Lemma A.8. Let P]JQ be the orthogonal projection onto the sum of the first M eigenspaces with respect to
the spectral decomposition of L*()) to the operator -4, and

k
i _
J I1 7
j=1

1. Suppose that J*) is a compact operator. Then J](\I;) = Pﬁf)J(k)PIg;) converges to J*) in the operator
norm.

2. Ay, J](\;) and J](\;;)AT]. are bounded operators.

3. There exists a countable dense subset {T;} of the closed unit ball in the space of bounded operators on L*(QF)

such that T; is compact and in fact for each i there exists M (depending on i) such that T; = PIg;)TiPIg;).
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