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ANOTHER PROOF OF BEC IN THE GP-LIMIT

CHRISTIAN HAINZL

ABSTRACT. We present a fresh look at the methods introduced by Boccato, Brennecke, Ce-
natiempo, and Schlein concerning the trapped Bose gas and give a conceptually very simple
and concise proof of BEC in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit for small interaction potentials.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the major achievements in mathematical quantum mechanics within the last 25
years was the proof of Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) for trapped Bose gases by Lieb
and Seiringer in 2002 [13], see also [14] [16]. Their work was based on preceding works of
Dyson [9] and Lieb and Yngvason [17] on the ground state energy of dilute Bose gases. Since
then several different proofs of BEC in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, and beyond, have been
carried out. Nam, Rougerie and Seiringer [19] gave a proof using the quantum de Finetti
theorem. Nam, Napiorkowski, Ricaud and Triaud [I8] used ideas of 7}, 8], while more recently
Fournais [I0], by means of techniques developed in his joint work with Solovej [11] on the
Lee-Huang-Yang conjecture, gave a relatively short proof, valid well beyond the GP-regime.
While the above approaches are based on localization techniques in configuration space,
Boccato, Brennecke, Cenatiempo and Schlein (BBCS), prior to [I8], 10, [7, [11], developed
a different approach, more in the spirit of Bogolubov’s original work. They use unitary
rotations to encode the expected ground state. On the one hand they achieved optimal error
bounds in their proof of BEC [2] [4], on the other hand this approach culminated in the
rigorous establishment of Bogolubov theory on a periodic box [3]. Although their works are
voluminous, the methods are conceptually quite accessible and rather straight forward.

The aim of the present work is to take a fresh look at the approach of BBCS, with the
obvious difference that we treat the system in a grand-canonical way, inspired by Brietzke and
Solovej [7]. This allows us to conceptually simplify the approach of BBCS and additionally
streamline the error estimates. A further advantage of this approach is that the emergence
of the scattering length in the final result comes out automatically and does not have to be
put in from the beginning. Thanks to the smallness assumption on the interaction potential
we achieve to present a concise proof of BEC in the GP-limit with optimal error bounds. It
should also be remembered that another advantage of the use of unitary rotations is the fact
that one simultaneously produces precise upper and lower bounds. On the downside it is fair
to mention that one needs regularity assumptions on the interaction V', excluding the hard-
core potential which is included in the results [I3], 19, 10, [I8]. The smallness assumption of
the interaction potential simplifies our approach significantly. In [I] Adhikari, Brennecke and
Schlein managed to overcome the smallness condition by an independent argument, without
relying on previous results [13} [19], using additional cubic and quartic transformations, which
makes the proof technically even harder than [2, [4]. This suggests that getting rid of this

smallness condition, however, seems to be a major task within this approach.
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We consider a system of bosons in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime by means of the grand
canonical Hamiltonian
HM = HN — MN,
with Hy = €D, Hy, where the n-particle Hamiltonian is given by

HN—Z A+/<;ZVN T — Tj).

1<j

H,, is acting on the bosonic Fock space

H) = é HEen
n=0

with H = L?(A), with A = [-1/2,1/2]3. Further the GP-regime is reflected by the scaling
of the potential

Vy(z) := N*V(Nz),
where V(z) is assumed to be positive and compactly supported and € LY(R3) N L3(R3).
We impose periodic boundary conditions on the box A = [-1/2,1/2]3. In that sense the
Hamiltoinan H,, should actually contain the periodized potential. However, we will work
mainly with the variant in momentum space, where the periodization is automatic.

Notice that N in the Hamiltonian H, acts as a parameter. However, we choose the
chemical potential so that the expected number of particles in the ground state, to the
leading order, is N. More precisely, we follow [7] and choose the chemical potential as
u = 8ma, where a is the scattering length of KV.

In contrast to previous works we define the scattering length via its Born series, in the

K K 1 I
4 = = — — - 1
Ta 2/R?)V(gzc)dac <2V’—A+%V2V>’ (1)

for the simple reason that this is exactly the way how the scattering length appears in our

form

approach. In a more concise way, see [12], the scattering length () can also be expressed as

1
b= (Vo )

with v = %V.
2. MAIN RESULTS

For convenience we rewrite the Hamiltonian H, in momentum space via

Hy = Z (p” — pla Z Vi (r p+r qapanrT’
r.p.q
with p € A* := 2773, and ap = a'(¢p), a, = a(¢p) the usual creation and annihilation

operators on the Fock space over the periodic box, i.e., ¢p(z) = e Notice,

V() = =V (/).

Let
E,(N) :=inf{(¢, H,¥)[¢ € F, [[¢]| =1}
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be the ground stat energy on the Fock space. The first theorem concerns the grand-canonical
ground state energy. The statement resembles well known results in the literature, e.g.
[15) 2, B]. Its proof forms the basis for the subsequent establishment of BEC.

Theorem 1. Let u = 8ma. Then for k small enough
E,(N) = —4maN + O(1),
asymptotically as N tends to infinity.
In the proof of Theorem [ we use the fact, that the number operator N/ commutates
with the Hamiltonian, i.e. [H,, N| = 0, which allows us to restrict the determination of the

ground state energy as well as the proof of BEC to eigenfunctions ¢ of the number operator,

Ny = na.

Remark 2. As a consequence of the proof of Theorem [I] we see that any approximate ground
state 1y, with fixed particle number n, N, = ni,, whose energy is O(1) away from E,(N),
ie., (Y, Hybn) < —4dmaN + O(1), satisfies [n/N — 1| < O(1/v/N), meaning that a-priori n
equals the external parameter N only up to an error of v/N.

Theorem 3. Let p = 8ma, and let ¢ € F be normalized, with N1 = ni and satisfy
(Y, Hpp) < —4maN + O(1).
Then, for k small enough,
(¥, Nyy) < O(1). (2)
Since,
(90, 7b0) = (¥, abaoy) = (1, (N = N ) = n— (, Now)) = n+ O(1),
this implies complete BEC.

More precisely, the highest eigenvalue of the one particle density matrix v, of any ap-
proximate ground state v, with N'¢b = n) is macroscopically occupied, implying BEC with
optimal error bounds in terms of n. Let us recall that in terms of creation and annihila-
tion operators the one particle density matrix -, can be expressed via the matrix elements

<71Z),a;r)aq¢>, with D, q € 27TZ?’a i'e'a r%ﬂ(pa Q) = <¢’ a;aqw>-

Remark 4. As easy consequence of the proof of Theorem [Il we will see that one can find a
state Wy, with N¢n = Nepy, and

<¢N, H;ﬂ/}N> < —4maN + O(l),
such that the corresponding one-particle density matrix v, satisfies

(G0, Yy P0) = N + O(1),

with optimal rate in the parameter N.

As corollary of Theorem [l and Remark [ we immediately obtain the energy asymptotic
of the ground state energy of an N-particle system. Recall,

N N
H]]\\; = Z _Ai + KJZ VN(.%'Z' — .%'j).
i=1 1<j
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Corollary 5. Let En = inf spec H]]\\,f, then
EN = 4mralN + O(l)

Proof. The upper bound is provided in the proof of Theorem [, cf. Remark [, by an explicit
trial state with particle number N. The lower bound follows from a simple variational
argument [7]. Let ¥ be the ground state of HY. Then, (1 = 87a),

Eyn = <1/JN,H%1/}N> = <1/JN,HN1/}N> = 8maN + <1/}N7H;ﬂ/}N> > 8ralN +EM > 4ralN + O(l),
using Theorem [I1 d

Remark 6. The proof of Theorem [] can easily be extended to general values of the chemical
potential g > 0. Indeed, for any x4 > 0 and & small enough one gets

2

"

as IV tends to infinity. For approximate ground states 1 € F, with N1 = n), and

12

<71Z), Hu¢> S - 1671'@

N +0(1)

one obtains again complete condensation (1), Ny 1)) < O(1), however, the expectation number
of particles is now n = X + O(v/N).

8ma

In the following section [Blwe present the main steps of the proof of Theorem[Iland complete
the proof of BEC in section [ The rest of the paper is concerned with technical estimates
which are not important for the understanding of the main ideas of the proof.

3. STRATEGY AND MAIN STEPS OF THE PROOFS

Notice that the Hamiltonian H, and the number operator A’ commute, which tells us
that we can restrict to states with fixed quantum number N¢ = ni. Following ideas from
Brietzke and Solovej [7] we can restrict our attention to the case where NV < 10N, with 10
being chosen for aesthetic reasons (anything larger than 4 would do).

The key observation from [7] is that whenever there are more than 10N particles one can
combine them in groups with each group consisting of a number of particles between 5N and
10N. Since the interaction is positive, one can simply drop the interaction between different
groups for a lower bound. Since we will further show that the energy of a system with more
than 5N particles is actually nonnegative, this tells us that we can restrict from the very
beginning to A/ < 10N. Notice that in the grand canonical case with positive chemical
potential it is easy to see that the ground state must necessarily be negative.

Under the assumption of N' < 10N we are now in the position to apply the strategy
developed by Boccato, Brennecke, Cenatiempo, and Schlein [2, [4, 3], based on ideas of [6].

We will look for an appropriate unitary rotation €2, with B = B— B* a number conserving
operator on the Fock space, which encodes the ground state, in the sense that e 8 H MeB has,
to leading order, Hi]\;ﬂﬁo as approximate ground state. This further implies that ¢ ~
eBHij\iltbo is an approximate minimizer for H,,.
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First we follow Bogolubov’s way and decompose the interaction potential in different terms
depending on the number of ag’s and a;’s:

R~ ~
2 Z Vi (r p+7"aqapaq4rr = §VN(0)a$a$aoao + HZ VN(O)a;apagao

N K N
+ K Z VN(r)aiaragao + 5 Z Vn(r) [aiatraoao + a,raragag +
r#0 r#£0
K ~
Z Vn(r { q+ra #0qQ0 + aTa ,naq+ra8} + B Z VN(r)a;Jrra};apaqH (3)
q,m,q+r7#0 p,q#0,r#—p,r#—q

Let us denote the number operator counting the number of particles in the state ¢g as
Ny = agao =N - N,.
Since
ababaoao = NoWo — 1) = (N = NN =Ny —1) = NN = 1) = N, (2N — 1) + N2,
we can rewrite the Hamiltonian H,, in the form
H, = Ho(p) + Hi + Hy + Q2 + Q3 + Q4,

where

Ho(p) = NWN —1) — pN, H, = sza;ap,

p#0

&V (0
ZVP/N bap(N = N — 2;,)/\@(/\/}—1)
p#O
The rest of the interaction then has the form

K N
Q2 =oN Z V(p/N)| a;aipaoao + h.c]

p#0
Z V(r/N) { Ay _raqao + h.c.
qrq-‘,—r;éO
K
Q4 “oN Z (T/N) OpyrQ j;apaq+r
P,q#0,r#—p,r#£—q

In the following we will assume that a, or a}: automatically means that p # 0 which allows

us to skip the distinctions in the sums. E. g., instead of Zpﬂ) a;r,ap we simply write Zp a;r,ap.
Let us recall Duhamel’s formula

1 1 s
e PAeP = A+ / e *B[A, Ble*Pds = A+ [A, B] + / / e 'B[[A, B], Ble!Pdtds.
0 0
Applying the second equality of the formula to H; + Q4 and the first to Q2 we obtain

efBHﬂBB = 678[Ho( )+ Hi+Q4+Qa+ Ho + Q3]€B (4)
= Ho(p) + Hy + Qu + [Hy + Qu, Bl + Qo + e B(Hy + Q3)e?

1
// tB H1+Q4, B, }thtd,H—/ e *B1Q,, Ble*Bds.
0
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Let us explain the main idea of the strategy. The term Hgy(u) clearly contributes to the
leading term. In Bogolubov’s original approach @3 and @4 was omitted and Bogolubov [5]
diagonalized the quadratic part Hy 4+ Ha+ Q2. But he did not get the leading term correctly,
since he missed the contribution coming from (4. We perform an “almost” diagonalization
by choosing B in such a way that

[H1 4+ Q4,B] + Q2 ~ 0.

We will treat Ho and Q3 as error terms, since they do not contribute to the leading order.
The requirement that [Hy + Q4, B] + Q2 vanishes apart from higher order terms, suggests a
choice of B, of the form

QNngpa »@0ap — h.c.] =B - B, (5)

with ¢, appropriately chosen. In fact, to leading order, ¢, will satisfy the scattering equation.

Lemma 7. Let B be defined as in (B). If ©p satisfies the equation
K ~ K ~
Prep+ 5 D V0= 0)/N) 9y = =5V (p/N), (6)
q

then
[Hl(ﬂ) + Q47B] = _Q2 + Fa (7)
with

r= N2 Z V(r/N) <pp[ - gaipaqwaoao + h.c.]
P4

Proof. Straightforward calculations yield
H17 sz QOP p 7pa0a0+hc]

and

[Q4, B] 2N2 Z (p— 9)/N)pqahal aoag

Z V(r/N) (gopap_H, gajr plq+r@0ag + gpq+ra;+ra2aiq_rapaoao> + h.c., (8)
7,p,q

where the two terms in the last line are actually equal, which can be seen by changing

variables, p — p—r, ¢ = ¢ — r and then r — —r. Collecting all terms involving a;r,aJr apag

and recalling the form of Q2 we see that

[Hi +Q4,B] = -Q2+ T
is satisfied if ¢, solves the equation (@). O

Remark 8. Let us apply the discrete inverse Fourier transform
P gla) = 55 Ze Mg RV =55 Ze F20 (p/N), ©)

where Py is the projection on the constant function ¢g, and the orthogonal projection comes
about because all sums run over p # 0. Applying this transformation to equation (6) and



BEC GRAND CANONICALLY 7

assume that N is large enough that {/(x) = V(z) on [-N/2,N/2], then we obtain the
equation

K .
P (A + SV @) B p(e) = 5 BV (2), (10)
which can be inverted by
. K 1
Pypa) = - Py V(x). (11)

2N2 PH(—A + 5V)PL 0
Among others this shows that equation (@) has a unique solution ¢,. Useful properties of
this function ¢, are provided in Lemma [I4]

We continue with equation (]). We plug [H1 4+ Q4,B] = —Q2 + I into the last two terms
in (@) and obtain

1 s 1
/ / e*tB[[Hl + Q4,B],B] eBdtds + / e1B[Q,, Ble'Bdt
0 0 0

1 S 1 1 1 S
- / / e B1Qy, BleBdtds + / / e B[Qo, BleBdtds + / / e B[, BleBdtds
0 0
/ / B1Q,, Ble!Bdtds + / / BT, BlePdtds.

Rewriting () accordingly we arrive at
e BH,eP = / / B1Q,, Ble!Bdtds + Hy + Q4

+T+ / / e B[l", Ble!Bdtds + e B(Hy + Q3)é”. (12)
0 JO

The idea now is rather simple. The leading order is contained in the first two terms on the

right hand side,
1,1
+/ / e BQy, BleBdtds.
0 Js

The positive term H; 4+ @4 is used to dominate the error terms coming from the rest. Here
the smallness of the potential x will be used. Thanks to the gap, all errors of the form
kCN, will be absorbed by H; for small enough . In the following we extract the leading
contribution of the term fol fsl e B[Q,, BletBdtds.

Lemma 9. One has
7t8 tB ”N >
/ / Qa, BleBdtds = Zp)v (b/N)gp + . (13)
with

2E=— Nizvp/Ngop// e BNLN — Ny — 1)elBdtds

p

+ FF; Z v(p/N)‘Pp/O /S e_tBNo(No — 1)a;r)apet5dtd3

- N2 ZV (p/N) cpq/ / fal ja_gaq(1+ 2Np)eBdtds. (14)
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Proof. We calculate

[Q2, ] N2 Z V p/N Pq [ap JLpaOaO + a*pa’pagag’ a’(gaiqa’oao - a’*qaqagag]
p,q
K N
=N Z V(p/N)eq ([a_papagag, aanT_qaoao] — [a;aT_paoao, a_qaqa:ga:g]) (15)

p,q

The two terms in the bracket are hermitian conjugates. Hence it suffices to calculate the
second one,

—[a;aipaoao,a_qaqagag] = [a_qaq, a;aip]agagaoao — a;,aipa_qaq[aoao,agag],
where
[a—pap, a:r;aT ] = (0p,g +0p,—g)(1 + a;r,ap + a’ipa—p%
and

agagaoao =NoWNo —1)=NWN —1) =2NNL + N (Ny = 1), [agap, agag] = 2(2\p + 1).

Plugging into (I5) and integrating over s,¢ implies the statement. Observe that for the
leading term the integral over s, gives a factor 1/2. O

Let us now define
dray = < Z V(p/N)p ) (16)

With this definition and the previous Lemma we rewrite (I2) as

-1
e PH,ebB = 47TaN% —uN+H +Qs+E+E (17)

where

£ = r+// 51, BleBdtds + e B(Ha + Q3)eP

Let us recall that we are able to restrict to wavefunctions with fixed particle number, N1 =
niy, (and additionally assume n < 10N). Further,

(v, Hyt)) = (B, e B H,ePeBy) =

n(n —1)

v — un + <678¢7 (Hi +Qu+ =+ 5)6781@7 (18)

= 47TaN

using that
Ne By = e BNy = ne By
The following lemma, which was proven in [2], tells us that the error terms £ 4+ E can be

absorbed by Hi 4+ Q4.

Lemma 10 ([2]). Assume ¢ € F with N = nip, with n < 10N and denote ¢ = e 5.
Then for k small enough

6, (€ +2))| < 2(E (Hr + Qu)E). (19)

Furthermore, we now point out that ay converges to the scattering length, see [6, 2].
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Lemma 11. Let a be the scattering length defined in ({Il). Then we obtain for ay, defined
in (I8),
lany —al < 1/N. (20)

We postpone the proof of Lemma [[Il Applying these two lemmata to (I8]) we conclude
that there is a constant C', such that

n? 1
(Y, Hyp) > 47TGN —pn—C+ 5(5,H15>
_ no_ kP BN ol
= 4naN [N 8m] AraN (Sm> C + 36 Hig). (21)
Lemma 12. With yu = 8ra and N¢ = ni), and n € [5N,10N], then
(t, Hyp) > 0 (22)

for N large enough.
Proof. Equation (2I)) implies
(Y, H,p) > 4maN [(n/N) —1)* —=1] — C > 4naN(4*> — 1) — C > 0,
for N sufficiently large. O
Lemma [I2] and equation (2I) imply for x = 8ma that

(4, Hy) > ~dmalN — C + (€, Fie).

This implies the lower bound in the statement of Theorem [Il
The upper bound is obtained using the simple trial state ¢ = elgﬂﬁilqﬁo plugged into (I8)).
This implies

N-1)

E,(N) < (¢, Hyaby = (TY o, e B H,ePTIY ) = 4mNN ( —8maN = —4raN+O(1),

where we used the simple fact
(Y o, (H1 + Qa + E+ E)IY o) = 0.
4. Proor or BEC

Let us restrict to states ¢» € F, with Nyp = n1), which are approximate ground states,
ie.
7 (Y, Hyp) < —4maN + O(1).
Equation (2]]) implies for such ¢ and p = 8ma that
—4raN +O(1) > (¢, H,)) > 4waN [% - 1} L iraN-C+ %(w, ENLe By),  (23)
using H; > N, . This shows on the one hand that
(i, PNLe~By) < O(1),

and on the other hand we obtain

which yields
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Hence, in order to deduce condensation it suffices to show that N, is invariant under unitary
transformation of €8, at least for N' < 10N.

Lemma 13 ([6]). There is a constant C > 0 such that for all t € [—1,1], as operator on
XN<10NF,

e BN, + 1B <COW, +1). (24)
More general one has for n = {1,2,3} ,
e BN +1)"eP < Cp(Ny + 1) (25)

Proof. Denote
F(t) = e BN +1)eb.

Therefore, via explicit calculation,

d 1
%F(t) = e BN, Ble!B = ﬁe_tlg chpk [a;ap,altaikaoao —h.cle?
p7
1

= ﬁeftg g gok(a,taoatkao + h.c.)etB
1

< Ne_tlg Z(azaoakag + @%akazagao)etlg

k
1
= Y (a1 + @)+ 1)+ A S F(D), (26)
k
where we used that Ny < N < 10N, and the fact that ¢ has bounded infinity- and 2-norm,
see (28), (29) With Groenwall’s Lemma we obtain (24)).
With respect to (28] lets look at the case n = 3. Then

%6_88(N+ + 1)3658 — 6_88[(N+ + 1)3,3]688

= 7B (2N + 1) Wi, B + (N + DIV, BIWy + 1) + Ve, BI(NV + D)%) B (27)

Using further that AV a} = a} (N4 + 1), which yields N+a;,aip = a;,aip(./\ﬁr + 2), together
with Cauchy-Schwarz, one obtains

d
Ee—sB(J\/’Jr + 1)3688 5 6_58(N+ + 1)3688,
which yields the result via Gronwall’s Lemma. O
By Lemma [I3]

(0, W4+ 1)¢0) = (B, BNL + De PPy < Olpe PV + 1)ePy),
which finally allows us to conclude from (23)) that
(¥, Nyy) < 0(1),

which implies complete BEC condensation. Further

(U, Noy) = (b, (N = N)v) = n+ O(1),

or expressed differently

(B0, Twdo) = (¥, abagh) = n + O(1).
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5. PrRooF or LEMMA [0

The proof of Lemma [[(] was carried out in detail in [3]. The estimates of some terms are
tedious, however, straightforward. The goal of this section is to outline and streamline the
strategy of [3]. Let us start with collecting some information about ¢,,.

Lemma 14. For small enough k one has

eplloe < (28)
eplle < = (29)
loplli S &N (30)
1 N
5 2 V/N)gy| S (31)
P
Proof. The estimates (29), (28)), (3I) are a consequence of the inequality
sup [pPpp| < . (32)

peA*\{0}

To see this, recalling (@), we estimate

ey K [V = 9)/N)
I~ > Vilp—q)/N)gy| < N > q—2|q2s0q| S fSup ¢,
q q
with

IV~ q )/N) V((p /NI
Z - N3 Z q/N < Ck,

which can be seen by treatlng the latter expression as the Riemann sum of the convolution
\V\ * 1/p? which is a uniformly bounded function. Hence one can bound the absolute value
of the left hand side of (@) from below by sup, [p*¢,|(1 — Ck) which implies (32) using the
boundedness of V. The inequality |¢,| < x/p? immediately implies @9), @), @I). In order
to see ([B0) we need more decay for large p. In configuration space this corresponds to more
smoothness. This is usually implied by a bootstrap argument. This can be done here as
well. Plugging |¢,| < r/p? into equation (@) yields

K

< — N) —|— g V((

~ p ((r—q)/

ol Ny |V My
which implies
K
< % __G@p/N

with G(p/N) at least bounded by

G(p/N) £1/(1+ (p/N)?).

Continuing the bootstrap argument allows to improve the fall off properties of ¢, further,
which however, is not necessary for our purpose. The bound (33]) implies ([B0) by considering
the sum as Riemann sum. O
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Let us remark that we perform all our estimates on states £ € F, with
NE=n& n <10N.
Equivalently we will frequently use the operator estimates
NN, My SN, Ny SN

We start with looking at the terms Z + £. The strategy is rather straightforward. When-
ever the terms inside the bracket of e™5(...)e5 can be estimated by C(Ny + 1)™, then
Lemma [I3] can be used to bound the total expressions by < x(N; + 1).

Let us demonstrate this in the case of the first two terms of Z in (3] as well as e 5 Haeb.
For convenience denote

1 1
1= —% > V(p/N)wp/ / e BN (2N — Ny — 1)ePdtds
» 0 Js

(1]

o X .
t N2 ZV(p/N)gop/O / e BNy(Ny — 1)a;apet5dtds. (34)
p S
Using Ny <N < N and Lemma [I3 we derive

1 .
21 S AW + D)5 D IVB/N)ppl S (N + 1),
p

where in the last step we used (BI)). The estimate for e BHyeB works in an analogous way.
Hence we obtain

(6, (21 + e B HaeB)p) S wlth, (N + 1)), (35)

Next, let us look at the term I'. This cannot simply be estimated by N, . We additionally

need the interaction Q4. This is no problem as long as the term is not in between e~ *5...e58,

due to the fact that e *BQue®B cannot be dominated by @4 and N, since e *8Q4e%B

produces an terms of order V.

Remark 15. In the following it is important to absorb some error terms by the interaction
term Q4. To this aim let us recall first that the bosonic Fock space can written as

FH)=F{oo}®@HL) =Fo FL

where Fj is the Fock space spanned by the one dimensional space {¢o} and F| = F(H,),
the Fock space built by all states orthogonal to ¢g. In order to see the positivity of ()4 one
has to rewrite the term in configuration space. With

Gy = E ape’”?, ap:/dmem'p,
D A

one can check that for states n € F|

(n, Qan) = (n, // dedyrVi (x — y)alalayagn) = // dzdyrVy (z — y)|ayan|?,

where the last term is fundamentally positive for any positive interaction. For that reason it
turns out to be convenient to estimate some of the error terms in configuration space. Hence,
whenever we use the interaction [[ dzdysVn(z — y)aiazayax it has to be remembered that
it only acts on F|. For sake of convenience we omit the corresponding symbols indicating
the restrictions on F .



BEC GRAND CANONICALLY 13

Lets come back to the term I'. Denoting A = [~1/2,1/2]® we calculate

.I.
Z VN (r cppaerr qa plg+r A0A0

= ZVN(T)wp/alem(pH)dx/ azeiyqdy/ aie_izl’dz/ dwe ™) dwagag
A A A

D9

—Z/// drdydzVy (r)p aLa eZp(m*Z)e"(x*y)aoao
A3

—Z
A2 N——
=:pz(2)
= // drdyVy (z — y)atala’ (o.)ayaoan,
A2

where we used from the second to the third line that >, W= = §(y — w). In terms of
expectation values we thus obtain for I

§ Z VN p+r ;aipaq+7"a0a0§> ‘

<+ // dadyrVi (@ = 9) €] ' (o) a0aot |

1 i 1
< 5 ([ dstvete - wiaane?) ([ dodnvvte - plator)agane)?)

< V2 (6, Qué)? [|llor"? Vi) N°<N++1> Ni”f‘ (36)

By means of Cauchy-Schwarz, and the fact that ||V ||1 = ||V||1/N, we conclude that for any
0 there is a Cj such that

(€, T€) < 3(¢, Qu€) + Csr> (€, (N5 + 1)8). (37)

1 rs
/ / e B[, BletPdtds.
0 JO

For convenience, we neglect the terms agag/N, which are bounded by a constant anyway at
the end. To this aim we first calculate the commutator [T, B]

Next, consider the term

1
[Z Vi (r)epa p+r e T_panrraoao + h.c., 3 Z cpl(a;raT_laoao — h.c.)}

:W Z VN(r)gppgol {a;+ra2a1paq+raoao,a;r T_laoao —a_ lal%%] + h.c.
D,q,75l

Evaluating these commutators leads to three types of terms. First

K ~
N2 Z VN(7“)cppa;ﬂrrajJaT_paT_q_rcqurraoaoaoao + h.c. (38)
p7q7r
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second, —ANp(Np — 1)/N? times the expression

al T
K Z VN SDP ( Apyr @ :r]apanrTSDP + ap—f—r —pl—qQq+rPq + a:r]a—pa*pfranrT@erT)
p,q,T

8 U ad aper + 1 3 Tn(O)gRadag + 1 3 U (F)apperafay.  (39)
. bt .
The third term stems from the commutator [apao, agay] = 2(2Np + 1), i.e.,

(2./\/0 + 1

N2 Z VN @pwka;rra:g ipaqwa,kak—i—h.c. (40)

D,q,7r,k

—tB__etB. This complicates the esti-

Recall that all terms have to be sandwiched between e
mates whenever it is not possible to bound the terms solely by the number operator N, but
instead we are forced to use the potential Q4. For that reason we postpone the estimation
of the terms (38]) and (@0). For the moment we only concentrate on ([B9). Let us start with
the quadratic expressions in the last line in ([39). Since M]\?_l) < 1, the corresponding first

two terms in the second line of (39]) are simply bounded by

NZV r—p)/N)p2ala, + NZV aq<C’/£3'/\]/\’;L

using the L?-bound of ¢p. For the third quadratic term we use that

K ~ K~
2 sup 3V N)popen] < IV lcligplillgplle < O,
P
with Lemma [T4] such that

KZVN (Pp‘Pp-Fra ap S KNG

P

The analogue estimates hold after performing the integrals fo f S e !B eBdtds using Lemma
@3

Concerning the quartic terms in (B9]), the term where both functions ¢, have the same
index cannot be estimated solely by N, either, but also needs the interaction Q4. The
other terms, however, can simply be bounded by N, . Thanks to Lemma [[3] the application
of e B...eB lets the bounds unchanged. Let us demonstrate such an estimate on the term
including ¢pp,. Using Cauchy-Schwarz in p, ¢, we obtain

K ~
& 2 VO /N)epeqlé,abyral yagagr€)

p7q7r

i s s
S = 3 leulllapapiréllia-gag lgpl S s S BN 2. (1)

p7q7r
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5.1. Remaining terms. Finally we collect the remaining terms

e BQzel — ZV r/N) cpp/ / —tB ;H qapanrr./\/o(./\/o—i— DetBdtds

™D,q

Z V (r/N) quJrrgDp/ / —tB IT,JFT fal paT_q_raoaoaoaoethtds + h.c.

p,q,r

K
~ o33 ZV (p/N) <pq/ / a p0—qaq(1+2Np)e B4tds

Z Vi (r ‘Pp‘Pk/ / B ;M *paqwa,kak(./\/o—i—l)ethtds, (42)

pqu

whose estimates are more elaborate. Brennecke and Schlein realized in [6] that these terms
can be expressed via a convergent geometric sum where the bounds of each terms can be
classified in a straight forward way. Thereby the convergence is guaranteed by the smallness
of k. In the following we present an alternative way of estimating these terms. The method
is essentially the same for all terms in (42). We will demonstrate the method on the first
and the last two terms. The others work analogously. We start with the term e"5Q3e?. To
this aim we rewrite it as

e BQ3el = Z V(r/N) { q+r ,,,eBe*BaqaoeB + h.c.] . (43)
N rder

Via Duhamel’s formula we have

1
-5 2+raT_reB = aIHTaT_r + / e*SB[aIHTa*_T, Ble*Bds. (44)
0

The idea behind this is the simple fact that the corresponding term in ([@3]) involving aj; +TaT_r

will be estimated by (4. The remaining terms, however, coming from [aZ +raL,,B] can be

bounded by A, which is stable under application of e~5..eB. In order to recover Q4 the
term

K - _
N Z V(r/N)aZHaire Bagaoe®
has to be estimated in configuration space, where the term reads
H/ dxdyVy(z — y)dldle_deaoeB,
A2

whose expectation value of £ is bounded by

1/2 1/2
(/) dotnvivto - llaasel?) ([ astuvivte - plleSasancse)?
S 0(8, Qal) + (& (N +1)E). (45)

The remaining term has the form

1
% ZV(T/N)/ e*SB[a:;JrraT_r,B]eSBefgaqaoeBds.
0
T
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Since

2
:g-l—raJr—rv B] = N <(p7’a:g+7"a7" + (PT-anT—ra—q—?” + (107”511,0) a(Jga(Jg7
and the fact that the sum ) o by assumption, does only include indices different from 0,

only the first two terms need to be estimated. Since they are similar we only consider

[a

1
K ~ _
N2 Z V(r/N)er /0 SBa:;HaTagage Be=BagagePds. (46)
T
Using Cauchy-Schwarz for the expectation value of £ we deduce
)< 355 3 el | dsllagsravnneellone=PasanPe] < 21N + DI
where we used |agag] SN < N, Lemma [I3] and
> llare® VBaga0eBg)* < Z INY2els=DBa a0eBe? = [l VBN aga0eBE |
7,q q
1/2
< D INENG PageBel S NN+ D)YeR (47)
q

Next we look at the second to last term in ([42]). To this aim, notice that the operator norm
of & =3 ¢pa_pa, can be estimated by

@] S KNG +1), (48)
which can be seen by applying Cauchy-Schwarz

IZ% apap| < Z (kahap + (fp|*/r)a—pal ) S KNG +1).
Further we write

1,1
K -~ _
INZ E V(p/N)goq/ / e tBa;,aT,pa_qaq(Q+2N0)et8dtds
P.q 0 Js

1,1
= 2i Z V(p/N) eftBa;r,aT_petBeftBQ)@ +2Np)/NeBdtds  (49)
P 0 Js
where
t
e_tBa;Ea]:petB = a;r)aip + / e_SB[a;EaJLp, Ble*Bds, (50)
0
and
il abal f t
—lapal ,, B] = Tcpp(apap +alja_p+1).

Hence, the expression coming from the second term on the right hand side of (B0) gives

—ZV (p/N) (p,,/ / / “BAN (gl a,+1)e Be BB(142N5) /NeBdtds S kP (N +1).
(51)
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The first term on the right hand side of (50), including a;r,aip, is again evaluated by rewriting

it in configuration space

1l
/ / / dadyrVy(z — y)alale P o(2+ 2Np)/NePdds,
0 Js JA2

which can be bounded by
6Qq + k2N +1).

Finally, consider the last term in (42), which we conveniently rewrite as

N2 Z Vi (r ‘Pp/ / -5 ;+ aTetBe BaT_panrrCI)(No + 1)eBdtds,

p,q,r

using again the notation ® = >, ¢ra_rax. Next we apply Duhamel again, similar to (44), to

—tB L +raget8 and obtain two terms, where the first one including aL T

by Q4. More precisely, in configuration space that term has the form

at(z)a, PNy + 1
///AQdmdyRVN T — )ade ) Z?V?( 0 )ethtds§5Q4+n2(N++l).

e aj; has to be estimated

The second term involving

t
/0 e—sB[ al,.a (JS’B] sBdS

i.e.,

Nz ZVN <,Op/ / / +,, J;,B] Be tBaipanrr (No + D)eBdrdtds,

p.q,r

is again estimated by x3(N, + 1).

6. PROOF oF LEMMA [I1]

Using (@) we can write

1 N 1 N
5 2 V0/N)gp = N2 > V(p/N)gy = N*(By-0, Py Vn
P p#0

1 K
= (VP P2V (52)
< PP (-A+ 5V 2 >N

where we used (1)) to obtain the last equality.
This implies now for ay

kKV(0) 1 K~
drayn = 5 +N 4 EV(p/N)cpp
K K 1 K
=_ Viz)—{ 2V, Pt ~ PZV) L (53)
2/[_%%]3 <2 CRH-Aa+sVRE 2 )
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On a formal level this converges for N — oo as

K K 1 K
= V(z)—( 2V, Py - P2V —NLee
2 /[1;,1;]3 <2 PH(=A+5V)Pt 7 2 N -

g/R V() - <gv ﬁg@ - <\/6, ﬁ\/ﬂ> (54)

with v = §V. The right hand side is 47a, with a being the scattering length. In order to
obtain the bound |a — ay| < O(1/N), lets denote

Iy = lep)epl,  lep) = e "N /N¥2,
p#0

such that 1 + |eg){eo| is the identity on L?([~N/2, N/2]?). Then we can write

<U,P0 e A1+ Sy >N _ <v,]1N_A1+U]1NU> _ <v, (1 5N)—Al+v(]1 - 5N)v>,

with 6 = 1 —1, where 1 denotes the identity on L?(R?). Notice, we implicitly assume that

the application of 1y means that one only integrates over [~N/2, N/2]3. We also assume
that N is large enough such that the support of v is in [-N/2, N/2]3. Hence, we can write
the difference of @ — ay as

1 1
a—ay = <v,]lNT+v]le> — <v, —A+vv>

= 2R <v, SN —A1+ vv> + <v7 SN —A1+ U5Nv> . (55)

v is the solution of the scattering equation on the whole space,

Observe that ¢ = —fﬂ}
which is smooth function with falloff 1/|z| in configuration space, due to the properties of
V. The first term of the right hand side of (B3]) is

<U,6N_A1+UU>Z/RSV( )& ( Z@p/N (p/N),

which is the difference of the Riemann sum and its integral. A second order Taylor expanding
of p(p) shows that this error is of order 1/N due to the 1/p? behavior for small p. Notice
that a quick first order expansion gives an error of log N/N.

For the second term in (B5), observe

1 1
<’U,6NT_H}(SN’U> S <U,(SNI6N’U> =

o(p ) 2
:/R'( - DL —oam). (56)

which is again the difference of a specific integral and its Riemann approximation.
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