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Validity of Bogoliubov’s approximation for
translation-invariant Bose gases

Morris Brooks and Robert Seiringer

Abstract. We verify Bogoliubov’s approximation for translation-invariant
Bose gases in the mean field regime, i.e. we prove that the ground state en-
ergy EN is given by EN = NeH+inf σ (H)+ oN→∞(1), where N is the num-
ber of particles, eH is the minimal Hartree energy and H is the Bogoliubov
Hamiltonian. As an intermediate result we show the existence of approxi-
mate ground states ΨN , i.e. states satisfying 〈HN 〉ΨN

= EN + oN→∞(1),
exhibiting complete Bose–Einstein condensation with respect to one of the
Hartree minimizers.

1. Introduction and Main Results

We study the Hamiltonian HN acting on the Hilbert space L2
sym(R

N×d) ≃ ⊗N
s L

2(Rd)

of N identical bosons in Rd for d ≥ 1, given by

HN :=

N∑

i=1

Ti +
1

N − 1

∑

i<j

v(xi − xj), (1.1)

where T is a non-negative and translation-invariant operator defined on the single par-
ticle space L2(Rd) and the interaction potential v is an even function. Typically we
will think of T as the non-relativistic energy T = −∆ or the pseudo relativistic energy
T =

√
m2 −∆ − m, and of the interaction v as being attractive. The most promi-

nent features of this model are the mean field scaling 1
N−1 of the interaction energy

and the invariance of HN under translations, which especially means that the Hamil-
tonian HN describes an unconfined system of N bosons. By choosing a product state
Ψ := u⊗

N
as a test function, we obtain the trivial upper bound on the ground state

energy EN := inf σ (HN ) per particle

N−1EN ≤ N−1 〈HN 〉Ψ = 〈T 〉u +
1

2

∫ ∫
|u(x)|2v(x− y)|u(y)|2dxdy =: EH[u],

where EH[u] is referred to as the Hartree energy functional. This upper bound is inde-
pendent of the particle number N due to the scaling by 1

N−1 of the interaction. It is
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known under quite general assumptions on v and T that the upper bound

eH := inf
‖u‖=1

EH[u] (1.2)

on the ground state energy per particle is asymptotically correct in the mean field limit
N → ∞, see [19]. Furthermore, the Bogoliubov approximation [3] predicts that the
next order term in the approximation EN ≈ N eH is of order one and given by the
ground state energy of the corresponding Bogoliubov Hamiltonian H, which is formally
the second quantization of the Hessian Hess|u0EH at a minimizer u0. In the past decade,
this conjecture has been proven for a variety of mean field models [8, 21, 28, 31], and
also for systems with more singular interactions [6, 1, 2, 4, 5, 29]. However, the rigorous
verification of Bogoliubov’s approximation has so far been restricted to confined systems
only. In the case of translation-invariant models, we face the problem that minimizers
of the Hartree energy functional EH are not unique and that the Hessian Hess|u0EH at
a minimizer u0 does not exhibit a gap, i.e. we do not have an inequality of the form
Hess|u0EH ≥ c with c > 0. Novel ideas and techniques are required in order to deal with
these translation-invariance specific problems, which we will develop in the course of this
paper allowing us to verify Bogoliubov’s prediction EN = N eH + inf σ (H) + oN (1) for
translation-invariant systems. As an intermediate step, we will construct a sequence of
approximate ground states ΨN satisfying complete Bose–Einstein condensation, which
we believe to be of independent interest.

Note that the situation is different for time-dependent problems, where it is already
well-known that fluctuations around a product state u⊗

N
evolve according to a (time-

dependent) Bogoliubov operator, even for translation-invariant systems [20].

Due to the translation-invariance, it is clear that HN has no ground state and there-
fore we have to restrict our attention to sequences of approximate ground states ΨN . We
will use the convention that states Ψ are normed Hilbert space elements, i.e. ‖Ψ‖ = 1.
In our first result we show the existence of a sequence of approximate ground states

ΨN , with the property that ΨN is close to a product state u⊗
N

0 where u0 minimizes the
Hartree energy EH. In this context, close means that the sequence ΨN satisfies com-
plete Bose–Einstein condensation with respect to the state u0, i.e. the corresponding

one particle density matrices γ
(1)
N satisfy 〈γ(1)N 〉

u0
−→
N→∞

1. In general we define the k-

particle density matrix γ
(k)
Ψ corresponding to a state Ψ ∈ ⊗N

s L
2
(
Rd
)
by the equation

Tr
[
γ
(k)
Ψ B

]
= 〈B ⊗ 1⊗ · · · ⊗ 1〉Ψ for all bounded k-particle operators B. This means in

particular that we use the normalization convention Tr
[
γ
(k)
N

]
= 1. In order to prove com-

plete Bose–Einstein condensation, we need certain assumptions concerning the kinetic
energy operator T and the Hartree theory, as well as a relative bound of the interaction
potential v in terms of the kinetic energy.

Assumption 1.1. The kinetic energy is given by T :=
(
m2 −∆

)s −m2s with m > 0
and s ∈ (0, 1], the interaction potential v satisfies lim|x|→∞ v(x) = 0 and the chain of

2



inequalities

−λT − Λ ≤ v ≤ |v| ≤ Λ(T + 1) (1.3)

for some λ ∈ (0, 2) and Λ ∈ (0,∞). Furthermore, the Hartree energy defined in Eq. (1.2)
is strictly negative, i.e. eH < 0, and there exists a real-valued function u0 ∈ L2

(
Rd
)
that

minimizes the Hartree energy, i.e. eH = EH[u0], and satisfies
∫
[xr≤t] |u0(x)|2 dx = 1

2 if

and only if t = 0, where xr is the r-th component of the vector x ∈ Rd. Up to a complex
phase, all other Hartree minimizers are given by translations of u0, i.e. all minimizers
are of the form eiθu0,t with θ ∈ [0, 2π), t ∈ Rd and u0,t(x) := u0(x− t).

By the translation-invariance of the Hartree energy, any shift of a Hartree minimizer
u0(x− t) is again a minimizer. Therefore, we can always choose the Hartree minimizer
such that it is centered around zero, i.e. such that

∫
[xr≤0] |u0(x)|2 dx = 1

2 for all r ∈
{1, . . . , d}. In particular, in case the minimizers u of EH satisfy u > 0, the existence of a
u0 satisfying

∫
[xr≤t] |u0(x)|2 dx = 1

2 if and only if t = 0 is always granted. Furthermore,

most of our proofs do not depend on the concrete structure T =
(
m2 −∆

)s −m2s of
the kinetic energy, and it is sufficient to assume instead that the operator T is of the
translation-invariant form T = t(i∇) for some t with t(p) −→

|p|→∞
∞ such that the Hartree

approximation 1
N
EN −→

N→∞
eH as well as the IMS localization formula in Lemma 2.2

hold.
With Assumption 1.1 at hand, we obtain our first main result Theorem 1.2, which we

will prove in Section 2.

Theorem 1.2. Given Assumption 1.1, there exists a sequence of states ΨN ∈⊗N
s L2

(
Rd
)

with 〈HN 〉ΨN
= EN + oN→∞(1), exhibiting complete Bose–Einstein condensation with

respect to the state u0, i.e.

〈γ(1)N 〉
u0

−→
N→∞

1. (1.4)

Since Assumption 1.1 implies the validity of the Hartree approximation in the form
1
N
EN −→

N→∞
eH, see [19], it is clear that the product state u⊗

N

0 , which trivially satis-

fies perfect Bose–Einstein condensation, approximates the ground state energy to lead-
ing order, i.e. 〈HN 〉

u⊗N

0

= EN + oN→∞(N). In Theorem 1.2 we improve this result

by constructing a Bose–Einstein condensate that approximates EN even up to terms
oN→∞(1). Note, however, that Theorem 1.2 claims nothing about the rate of conver-
gence in Eq. (1.4). One can improve this result a posteriori by using the trial states
in our proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.4, which yields for any given sequence
cN −→

N→∞
∞ a sequence of approximate ground states Ψ̃N satisfying

| 〈γ̃(1)N 〉
u0

− 1| ≤ cN
N
.
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It follows from our proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.4 that this result is optimal

in the sense that any sequence with | 〈γ̃(1)N 〉
u0

− 1| = ON→∞
(
1
N

)
cannot be a sequence

of approximate ground states.
Furthermore it follows from the proof of Theorem 1.2 that for any sequence cN −→

N→∞
∞, there exist states Ψ′

N exhibiting complete Bose–Einstein condensation with 〈HN 〉Ψ′
N
≤

EN + cN
N
. Again it is a consequence of our proof of the lower bound that this result

is optimal in the sense that any sequence with 〈HN 〉Ψ′
N

= EN + ON→∞
(
1
N

)
does not

satisfy complete Bose–Einstein condensation.

Proof strategy of Theorem 1.2. With Assumption 1.1 at hand, we can apply
the results in [19] which tell us that the Hartree asymptotics 1

N
EN −→

N→∞
eH holds true

and that any sequence of approximate ground states ΨN has a subsequence such that
the k-particle density matrices converge weakly to a mixture of not necessarily normed
Hartree minimizers. This means that there exists a probability measure µ supported on
functions u with ‖u‖ ≤ 1 and EH[u] = inf‖v‖=‖u‖ EH[v], such that the k-particle density
matrix of the subsequence ΨNj

satisfies

Tr
[
γ
(k)
Nj

K
]
−→
j→∞

∫
Tr
[(
|u〉 〈u|

)⊗k

K
]
dµ(u) (1.5)

for any compact k particle operator K. The proofs in [19] rely on the quantum de
Finetti theorem (see also [32, 12]), which identifies states on the infinite symmetric tensor
product as the convex hull of product states. In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we have
to construct a sequence of approximate ground states ΨN such that the corresponding
measure µ in Eq. (1.5) is equal to the delta measure δu0 . In particular this means that µ
has to be supported on the set of normed elements ‖u‖ = 1, or equivalently we have to
make sure that mass cannot escape to infinity. For confined systems satisfying a binding
inequality, it has been shown in [19] that µ is always supported on normed elements.
For translation-invariant systems this is no longer the case, since one can always find
yN ∈ Rd such that Ψ̃N ⇀

N→∞
0 where

Ψ̃N

(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
:= ΨN

(
x(1) − yN , . . . , x

(N) − yN

)

for all
(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
∈ RN×d, and therefore the corresponding measure is supported

on {0} only. While one could circumvent this issue by factoring out the center-of-mass
variable, we avoid doing this since there is no straightforward analogue of product states
and Bose–Einstein condensation in the space of relative coordinates. Alternatively we
overcome this problem by localizing a sequence of approximate ground states ΨN only
to configurations that are centered around zero. It turns out that the median of a
configuration x =

(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
∈ RN×d, respectively a regularized version of the

median, is the right statistical quantity to measure whether a configuration is centered
around the origin or not. Furthermore, we will energetically rule out configurations
where the mass is split up in two or multiple parts, e.g. we will rule out configurations
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where N
2 particles are very far from the other N

2 particles. We conclude that the mass
is concentrated at the origin and therefore it does not escape to infinity.

In order to identify the support of the measure µ in Eq. (1.5), note that all Hartree
minimizers are up to a complex phase translations of the minimizer u0, which is a func-
tion centered around zero. Consequently, up to this complex phase, u0 is the only
minimizer with the property of being centered around zero. Using the support property
of ΨN , this already suggests that the measure µ should be supported on states of the
form {eiθu0 : θ ∈ [0, 2π)} only. Since |eiθu0〉 〈eiθu0| = |u0〉 〈u0| defines the same density
matrix for all complex phases eiθ, this support property of the measure µ implies the

convergence of the density matrix γ
(k)
N to a single condensate

(
|u0〉 〈u0|

)⊗k

.

Having a sequence of approximate ground states at hand that satisfies complete Bose–
Einstein condensation is a crucial prerequisite in identifying the sub-leading term in the
energy asymptotics EN = N eH + o(N). In the following, let u0, u1, . . . , ud, ud+1, . . . be
a real orthonormal basis of L2

(
Rd
)
, where u0 is the Hartree minimizer from Assump-

tion 1.1 and u1, . . . , ud a basis of the vector space spanned by the partial derivatives
〈∂x1u0, . . . , ∂xd

u0〉. Since the functional EH is invariant under a phase change u 7→ eiθu,
we can restrict ourself to states u with 〈u0, u〉 ≥ 0. Then, the Hessian Hess|u0EH of
the Hartree energy is a real quadratic form defined on {u0}⊥ ⊂ L2

(
Rd
)
, and con-

sequently there exist coefficients Qi,j, Gi,j ∈ C, i, j ∈ N, such that Hess|u0EH[z] =∑∞
i,j=1

(
Qi,jzizj +Gi,jzizj +Gi,jzizj

)
, where zi are the coordinates of z ∈ {u0}⊥. In

order to define the Bogoliubov operator H, let ai, a
†
i be the annihilation/creation opera-

tors corresponding to the state ui ∈ L2
(
Rd
)
. Following [21] we formally define H as the

second quantization of the Hessian Hess|u0EH, i.e.

H :=

∞∑

i,j=1

(
Qi,j a

†
iaj +Gi,j aiaj +Gi,j a

†
ia

†
j

)
. (1.6)

For a rigorous construction see Definition 4.3.
Note that due to the translation-invariance, the Hessian Hess|u0EH is degenerate in

the directions uj for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, i.e. Hess|u0EH[uj ] = 0. The following Assumption
makes sure that Hess|u0EH is non-degenerate in all other directions.

Assumption 1.3. The partial derivatives of u0 are in the form domain of T , and there
exists a constant η > 0 such that

Hess|u0EH[z] ≥ η ‖z‖2 (1.7)

for all z of the form z = i
∑d

j=1 sjuj+z>d with sj ∈ R and z>d ∈ {u0, ∂x1u0, . . . , ∂xd
u0}⊥.

Furthermore, the Hartree minimizer u0 is an element of H2(Rd).

With the Assumption 1.3 at hand, we arrive at our second main Theorem, which
identifies the sub-leading term in the energy asymptotics as the ground state energy
inf σ (H) of the Bogoliubov operator H.
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Theorem 1.4. Let EN be the ground state energy of the Hamiltonian HN defined in
Eq. (1.1), eH the Hartree energy defined in Eq. (1.2) and let H be the Bogoliubov operator
defined in Eq. (1.6). Given Assumption 1.1 and Assumption 1.3, we have

EN = N eH + inf σ (H) + oN→∞ (1) . (1.8)

Examples of systems satisfying both Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3, and hence our Theorem
1.4 applies to, are as follows.

Example (I). Let us first consider a system of N non-relativistic bosons in R3 inter-
acting with each other via a Newtonian potential

HN := −
N∑

i=1

∆i −
g

N − 1

∑

i<j

1

|xi − xj|

with g > 0. Existence and uniqueness of the Hartree minimizer u0, in the sense
of Assumption 1.1, have been shown in [22]. Moreover, u0 is strictly positive and
smooth, hence satisfies all the other requirements of Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3. The
non-degeneracy of the Hessian follows from the results in [16] by standard arguments,
see for instance [7]. Furthermore, it is clear by a scaling argument that eH < 0 and that
we can bound the interaction energy in terms of the kinetic energy by 1

|x| ≤ −ǫ∆ + 1
4ǫ

for all ǫ > 0.

Example (II). As a second example let us consider a system of N pseudo-relativistic
bosons in R3 with positive mass m > 0, interacting with each other via a Newtonian
potential

HN :=

N∑

i=1

(√
m2 −∆i −m

)
− g

N − 1

∑

i<j

1

|xi − xj |
,

where we assume that the coupling strength satisfies g ∈ (0, g∗) for a suitable positive
constant g∗ > 0. It has been shown in [24] that there exists a Hartree minimizer u0 as
long as the coupling g is below a critical value, in which case the Hartree approximation
limN→∞N−1EN = eH holds true. The chain of operator inequalities in Assumption 1.1
holds as long as the coupling is below the critical value 4

π
, see [11, 13]. By restricting

the attention to possibly smaller couplings g ∈ (0, g∗) it has been shown in [16, 10] that
minimizers u0 are unique in the sense of Assumption 1.1. Furthermore it follows from
the results in [16, 10] that the Hessian is non-degenerate in the sense of Assumption 1.3
for couplings g below a critical value. We will verify this explicitly in Appendix A, using
an argument similar to the one in [7] for non-relativistic systems. (The argument in
[7] is based on scaling the coordinates and hence not directly applicable in the pseudo-
relativistic case.)
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Example (III). As a third example let us consider the exactly solvable model of N
non-relativistic bosons on the real line R, interacting with each other via an attractive
delta potential

HN := −
N∑

i=1

∂2i −
λ

N − 1

∑

i<j

δ(xi − xj),

where λ > 0, see [26] for an explicit expression of the ground state energy. In this case
the Hartree energy EH is given by

EH[u] =
∫ ∞

−∞
|u′(x)|2dx− λ

2

∫ ∞

−∞
|u(x)|4dx.

For d = 1 we have δ ≤ −ǫ ∂2 + 1
4ǫ for all ǫ > 0 in the sense of quadratic forms, and

therefore Eq. (1.3) in Assumption 1.1 holds. By a scaling argument it is clear that
eH < 0 and minimizers of the Hartree energy are unique in the sense of Assumption 1.1,
see [15] where the uniqueness of solutions to the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation
is verified. Furthermore the coercivity assumption in Eq. (1.7) is a consequence of the
slightly different coercivity result in [34] (arguing, e.g., as in Appendix A).

We remark that in Examples (I) and (III), the value of the coupling constant, and
hence also the factor 1/(N − 1) in front of the interaction term, is irrelevant, since it
can be replaced by any other value by a simple scaling of the coordinates. This does not
apply to Example (II), however.

Proof strategy of Theorem 1.4. We will verify the upper bound in our main
result (1.8) analogously to the proof of the energy asymptotics for confined systems in
[21]. The more difficult lower bound will be based on the correspondence between the
Hartree energy EH and the Hamiltonian HN . This correspondence becomes evident when
we rewrite HN in the language of second quantization. For this purpose, let us define
the rescaled creation operators b†j := 1√

N
a†uj , where we suppress the N dependence in

our notation for simplicity. Then we can write

N−1HN =

∞∑

i,j=0

Ti,j b
†
i bj +

N

N − 1

1

2

∑

ij,kℓ

v̂ij,kℓ b
†
ib

†
jbkbℓ, (1.9)

where Ti,j are the matrix entries of the operator T with respect to the basis {ui : i ∈ N0}
and v̂ij,kℓ are the ones of the two body multiplication operator v̂ = v(x− y) with respect
to the basis {ui ⊗ uj : i, j ∈ N0}. Up to the factor N

N−1 , the Hartree energy EH[u]

EH [u] =

∞∑

i,j=0

Ti,j ci cj +
1

2

∑

ij,kℓ

v̂ij,kℓ ci cj ck cℓ

is represented by the same symbolic expression as in Eq. (1.9), i.e. we plug in the
complex numbers ci instead of the operators bi. Before investigating the next order term
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in the energy asymptotics, let us discuss the next order expansion of the commutative
counterpart EH[u] = eH+o (‖u− u0‖), which is given by the Hessian of the functional EH.
Since the Hartree energy is defined on the infinite dimensional manifold {u ∈ L2

(
Rd
)
:

‖u‖ = 1, 〈u0, u〉 ≥ 0} ⊂ L2
(
Rd
)
, it is convenient to introduce the embedding

ι :

{
{z ∈ {u0}⊥ : ‖z‖ ≤ 1} −→ {u ∈ L2

(
Rd
)
: ‖u‖ = 1, 〈u0, u〉 ≥ 0},

z 7→ ι(z) :=
√

1− ‖z‖2 u0 + z.
(1.10)

Using the chart ι, we can express the Hessian as Hess|u0EH = D2|0 (EH ◦ ι) and the
second order expansion at z = 0 is given by

EH[ι(z)] = eH +Hess|u0EH[z] + o
(
‖z‖2

)
.

In contrast to confined systems, the Hessian for translation-invariant systems is always
degenerate in the directions u1, . . . , ud, i.e. Hess|u0EH [uj ] = 0 for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}. It
is important to observe that the manifold of minimizers M := {z : EH[ι(z)] = eH} is
not contained in the null space of the Hessian {z : Hess|u0EH[z] = 0}. Therefore, we
do not have the crucial estimate EH[ι(z)] ≥ eH + (1 − ǫ)Hess|u0EH[z], 0 < ǫ < 1, not
even in an arbitrary small neighborhood of zero. In order to obtain such an inequality,
we will introduce yet another transformation F on the ball {z ∈ {u0}⊥ : ‖z‖ ≤ 1},
such that D|0F is the identity and such that F flattens the manifold of minimizers M,

i.e. EH
[
(ι ◦ F )

(∑d
j=1 tjuj

)]
= eH for all tj ∈ R. For a concrete construction of F see

Eq. (4.7) in Section 4. Under the assumption that the Hessian is only degenerate in the
directions uj, see Assumption 1.3, we obtain for any fixed ǫ > 0 and z small enough the
important estimate

EH[(ι ◦ F ) (z)] ≥ eH + (1− ǫ)Hess|u0EH[z]. (1.11)

Returning to the Hamiltonian HN , we will introduce non-commutative counterparts
to the embedding ι and the transformation F . The counterpart to ι is the excitation
map UN introduced in [21], where it has already been used to verify the next order
approximation of the ground state energy for confined systems. It is defined as

UN

(
u⊗

i0

0 ⊗s u
⊗i1

1 ⊗s · · · ⊗s u
⊗im

m

)
:= u⊗

i1

1 ⊗s · · · ⊗s u
⊗im

m (1.12)

for non-negative integers i0 + · · ·+ im = N , mapping the N particle space
⊗N

s L2
(
Rd
)

into the truncated Fock space F≤N

(
{u0}⊥

)
:=
⊕

n≤N

⊗n
s {u0}⊥ over modes orthogonal

to u0, where the symmetric tensor product ⊗s is defined as

ψk⊗sψℓ

(
x(1), . . . , x(k+ℓ)

)
:=

1√
ℓ!k!(k+ℓ)!

∑

σ∈Sk+ℓ

ψk

(
x(σ1), . . . , x(σk)

)
ψℓ

(
x(σk+1), . . . , x(σk+ℓ)

)

for ψk ∈ ⊗k
s L

2
(
R3
)
and ψℓ ∈ ⊗ℓ

s L
2
(
R3
)
, and Sn is the set of permutations on

{1, . . . , n}. Regarding the transformation F , we construct the counterpart WN in Defi-
nition 4.8 as a certain transformation reminiscent of the Gross transformation in [9, 30],
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operating on the space F
(
{u0}⊥

)
. Based on these correspondences and the observation

that the Bogoliubov operator is the non-commutative analogue of the Hessian Hess|u0EH,
we obtain the following inequality analogous to Eq. (1.11)

(WNUN )N−1HN (WNUN )−1 & eH + (1− ǫ)N−1H. (1.13)

We write & for two reasons: There are errors of order o
(
1
N

)
coming from the non-

commutative nature of HN ; moreover Eq. (1.13) only holds for states Ψ that satisfy a
strengthened version of Bose–Einstein condensation of the form UNΨ ∈ F≤MN

(
{u0}⊥

)

with MN ≪ N , which corresponds to the fact that Inequality (1.11) only holds for small
z. The rigorous verification of inequality (1.13) will be the content of Sections 4 and 5.

Our construction of WN and the proof of Inequality (1.13) do not rely on the specific
structure of HN or L2(Rd), and they can be generalized for various mean field models
with continuous symmetries. The essential assumption is that the dimension of the sym-
metry group agrees with the nullity of the Hessian, i.e. the Hessian is as non-degenerate
as possible in the presence of a continuous symmetry, see Assumption 1.3.

Outline. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we construct a sequence
of approximate ground states satisfying complete Bose–Einstein condensation, which
verifies our first main Theorem 1.2. The methods and results of Section 2 can be read
independently of the rest of the paper, which is dedicated to the proof of our second
main Theorem 1.4. In Section 3, we will introduce the relevant Fock spaces as well as
a useful notation for second quantized operators, which we believe to be intuitive and
natural for our problem. With the basic notions at hand, we will follow the strategy
in [21] and reformulate our problem in a Fock space language using the excitation map
UN . In Section 4 we will discuss the energy asymptotics of HN , starting with a precise
definition of the Bogoliubov operator H in Subsection 4.1, the verification of the upper
bound in Subsection 4.2 and the proof of the lower bound in Subsection 4.3, up to the
proof of the main technical inequality Eq. (1.13). The proof of the latter is the content
of Section 5.

2. Bose–Einstein Condensation of Ground States

In this section we will prove Theorem 1.2 by constructing a sequence ΨN of approximate
ground states satisfying complete Bose–Einstein condensation. The concrete construc-
tion of ΨN will be part of Subsection 2.1, where we introduce a suitable localization
method and verify that mass does not escape to infinity. In the following Subsection 2.2,
we will use this to verify complete Bose–Einstein condensation of the sequence ΨN .

2.1. Localization of the Ground State

In the following we are constructing a sequence of states ΨN , i.e. elements satisfy-
ing ‖ΨN‖ = 1, localized only to configurations x ∈ RN×d centered at zero, such that

9



〈HN 〉ΨN
= EN + oN→∞(1). For such a sequence we will verify that mass cannot escape

to infinity. As it turns out, the regularized median MN , which we will define in the
subsequent Definition 2.1, is the right statistical quantity to measure the center

xcenter :=
(
MN,k

(
x
(1)
1 , . . . , x

(N)
1

)
, . . . ,MN,k

(
x
(1)
d , . . . , x

(N)
d

))
∈ Rd

of a configuration x =
(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
∈ RN×d, where x(j) =

(
x
(j)
1 , . . . , x

(j)
d

)
∈ Rd is the

coordinate vector of the j-th particle.

Definition 2.1 (Localization). Given N ∈ N and k such that k+ N
2 ∈ N, we define the

regularized median MN,k : RN −→ R as the unique permutation-invariant function that
is defined for all x(1) ≤ · · · ≤ x(N) as

MN,k

(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
:=

1

2k + 1

N
2
+k∑

j=N
2
−k

x(j).

In the IMS-type estimate of the following Lemma 2.2, which has been proven in [17,
Lemma 7], we will make use of the specific structure of the operator T =

(
m2 −∆

)s −
m2s. Note that this is the only place where the specific structure is relevant for us.

Lemma 2.2. Let T =
(
m2 −∆

)s −m2s be as in Assumption 1.1 and let {χi : i ∈ I} be

a family of W 1,∞(Rd
)
functions with

∑
i χ

2
i = 1. With the definition C := m2(s−1)s we

have for all states u ∈ L2
(
Rd
)

∑

i∈I
〈T 〉χiu

≤ 〈T 〉u + C

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

i∈I
|∇χi|2

∥∥∥∥∥
∞
.

Lemma 2.3. Let EN denote the ground state energy of HN and let kN be a sequence
with

√
N ≪ kN ≪ N such that kN + N

2 ∈ N. Then there exists a sequence of states ΨN

in L2
sym

(
RN×d

)
with 〈HN 〉ΨN

−EN −→
N→∞

0 and a sequence 0 < αN ≪ 1, such that

∣∣∣MN,kN

(
x(1)r , . . . , x(N)

r

)∣∣∣ ≤ αN

for all x ∈ supp (ΨN ) ⊂ RN×d and r ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

Proof. Let 0 < αN ≤ 1 be a sequence with
√
N

kN
≪ αN ≪ 1 and let νℓ : R → R, ℓ ∈ Z, be

a family of C∞ functions with
∑

ℓ∈Z ν
2
ℓ = 1, supp(νℓ) ⊂ (ℓ−1, ℓ+1) and νℓ(x) = ν0(x−ℓ).

Then we define the family of functions χℓ,r : R
N×d −→ R with ℓ ∈ Z and r ∈ {1, . . . , d}

as

χℓ,r (x) := νℓ

(
1

αN
MN,kN

(
x(1)r , . . . , x(N)

r

))

and for ℓ = (ℓ1, . . . , ℓd) ∈ Zd we define χℓ := χℓ1,1 . . . χℓd,d. First of all
∑

ℓ∈Zd χ2
ℓ =(∑

ℓ1∈Z χ
2
ℓ1,1

)
. . .
(∑

ℓd∈Z χ
2
ℓd,d

)
= 1. Furthermore, for any x ∈ RN×d the family of

10



smooth functions {χℓ : ℓ ∈ Zd} satisfies #{ℓ ∈ Zd : χℓ(x) 6= 0} = #
∏d

r=1{z ∈ Z :
χz,r(x) 6= 0} ≤ 2d. With the definition Cd := 2dC, where C is the constant from Lemma
2.2, we obtain any state Ψ ∈ L2

(
RN×d

)

N∑

j=1

〈Tj〉Ψ≥
N∑

j=1

∑

ℓ∈Zd

〈Tj〉χℓΨ
−Cd

N∑

j=1

sup
ℓ∈Zd

∥∥|∇jχℓ|2
∥∥
∞≥

N∑

j=1

∑

ℓ∈Zd

〈Tj〉χℓΨ
−N

Cdd

α2
Nk

2
N

‖ν ′0‖2∞,

where we used the fact that |∇jχℓ|2 ≤ ∑d
r=1 |∂jχℓr,r|2 ≤ ∑d

r=1
1

α2
N

‖ν ′ℓr‖2∞‖∂jMN,kN‖2∞,

‖∂jMN,kN ‖∞ ≤ 1
kN

and ‖ν ′z‖∞ = ‖ν ′0‖∞ for any z ∈ Z. By our choice of αN it is clear

that ǫN := N Cdd
α2
N
k2
N

‖ν ′0‖2∞ −→
N→∞

0. In the following let ΦN be a sequence of states with

〈HN 〉ΦN
− EN −→

N→∞
0, and let us define ρN,ℓ := ‖χℓΦN‖2 as well as ΦN,ℓ := ρ

− 1
2

N,ℓ χℓΦN .

Since ΦN is a state, it is clear that
∑

ℓ ρN,ℓ = 1. We have the estimate

∑

ℓ∈Zd

ρN,ℓ 〈HN 〉ΦN,ℓ
≤

N∑

j=1

〈Tj〉ΦN
+ ǫN +

1

N − 1

∑

i<j

〈v(xi − xj)〉ΦN
= 〈HN 〉ΦN

+ ǫN ,

and therefore there exists at least one l ∈ Zd such that 〈HN 〉ΦN,ℓ
≤ 〈HN 〉ΦN

+ ǫN .

We can finally define ΨN

(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
:= ΦN,ℓ

(
x(1) + ξ, . . . , x(N) + ξ

)
with ξ := αNℓ.

By translation-invariance of HN , we have 〈HN 〉ΨN
≤ 〈HN 〉ΦN

+ ǫN and consequently

〈HN 〉ΨN
−EN −→

N→∞
0. Furthermore, ΨN

(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
6= 0 implies for all r ∈ {1, . . . , d}

1

αN
MN,kN

(
x(1)r +ξr, . . . , x

(N)
r +ξr

)
=

1

αN
MN,kN

(
x(1)r , . . . , x(N)

r

)
+ℓr ∈ supp(νℓr),

and therefore MN,kN

(
x
(1)
r , . . . , x

(N)
r

)
∈ (−αN , αN ). �

Recall the inequality − (λT + Λ) ≤ v ≤ |v| ≤ Λ(T + 1) from Assumption 1.1. Let
us denote with v̂ := v(x − y) the two body multiplication operator associated to the
interaction potential v. Due to the translation-invariance of T , we can promote the one
body operator inequality from above to the two body operator inequality

− (λT + Λ)⊗ 1L2(Rd) ≤ v̂ ≤ |v̂| ≤ Λ(T + 1)⊗ 1L2(Rd).

As an immediate consequence of this inequality we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Given Assumption 1.1, there exist constants c and δ > 0 such that

δ

N∑

j=1

(Tj − c) ≤ HN ≤ δ−1
N∑

j=1

(Tj + c),

as well as 1
N−1

∑
i<j |v(xi − xj)| ≤ c (HN +N).
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Definition 2.5. Let us define nN,r,L : RN×d −→ R as the density of particles x(j) ∈ Rd

that satisfy x
(j)
r ≥ L, i.e. for a configuration x =

(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
∈ RN×d with x(j) =(

x
(j)
1 , . . . , x

(j)
d

)
∈ Rd we define

nN,r,L(x) :=
1

N

N∑

j=1

1[L,∞)

(
x(j)r

)
.

Furthermore, let ΩN,r,L,δ be the set of all x ∈ RN×d that satisfy nN,r,L(x) ≥ δ and

MN,kN

(
x
(1)
r , . . . , x

(N)
r

)
≤ ξ0, where kN is the sequence introduced in Lemma 2.3 and

ξ0 is some fixed positive number. Let EN,r,L,δ denote the ground state energy of HN

restricted to states Φ with supp(Φ) ⊂ ΩN,r,L,δ.

Lemma 2.6. Given Assumption 1.1, there exist for all δ > 0 constants γδ > 0, L0(δ)
and N0(δ), such that for all r ∈ {1, . . . , d}, L ≥ L0(δ) and N ≥ N0(δ)

EN,r,L,δ ≥ EN + γδN. (2.1)

Proof. According to Definition 2.5, for any configuration x =
(
x(1), . . . , x(N)

)
∈ ΩN,r,L,δ

there are at least N
2 − kN particles x(j) such that x

(j)
r ≤ ξ0 and at least δN particles

x(k) such that x
(k)
r ≥ L. Heuristically, this means that N

2 particles do not interact with
δN particles in case L − ξ0 is large compared to the range of the interaction v. Since
the interaction in Eq. (1.1) scales like 1

N
, the absence of N

2 × δN interaction pairs cor-
responds to an increase in energy of order N . In order to make this rigorous, i.e. in
order to verify Eq. (2.1), we will apply the ideas of geometric localization from [18, 19].
In the first step, we decompose the energy 〈HN 〉Ψ of a state Ψ into a term E− covering

contributions from the left side x
(j)
r ≤ ξ + R with ξ > ξ0 and ξ + R < L, a term E+

covering contributions from the right side x
(j)
r ≥ ξ and a localization error depending

on the length R of the overlap [ξ, ξ + R] of the two regions, which can be neglected for
large separations R ≫ 1. In the second step, we will verify that the sum of the local
energies E− + E+ is indeed larger than the ground state energy EN by a contribution
of order N , which corresponds to the observation that E− + E+ does not involve any
interactions between particles on the left side and particles on the right side.

In the following let us fix an r ∈ {1, . . . , d}, and let f−, f+ : R −→ [0, 1] be smooth
functions with f2− + f2+ = 1, f−(t) = 1 for t ≤ 0 and f+(t) = 1 for t ≥ 1. Then we

define for ξ ∈ R and R > 0 the functions fξ,R,± : Rd −→ [0, 1] as fξ,R,±(x) := f±
(
xr−ξ
R

)
.

This family of functions clearly satisfies fξ,R,−(x) = 1 for xr ≤ ξ, fξ,R,−(x) = 0 for
xr ≥ ξ + R, fξ,R,+(x) = 1 for xr ≥ ξ + R and fξ,R,+(x) = 0 for xr ≤ ξ. Furthermore,
there exists a constant k > 0 such that |∇fξ,R,±|2 ≤ k

R2 . By Lemma 2.2 we have the

IMS localization formula T ≥ fξ,R,−Tfξ,R,− + fξ,R,+Tfξ,R,+ − K
R2 , K := 2kC. For a

state Ψ ∈ ⊗N
s L

2
(
Rd
)
, let us denote with γ(k) its reduced density matrices and with

ρ(k) the corresponding density functions, and let us further define the localized objects
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γ
(k)
ξ,R,± := f⊗

k

ξ,R,±γ
(k)f⊗

k

ξ,R,± and the corresponding density functions ρ
(k)
ξ,R,±(x1, . . . , xk) :=

ρ(k)(x1, . . . , xk)fξ,R,±(x1)2 . . . fξ,R,±(xk)2. Then,

1

N
〈HN 〉Ψ = Tr

[
γ(1) T

]
+

1

2

∫ ∫
ρ(2)(x, y)v(x − y)dxdy

=Tr
[
γ(1)T

]
+
1

2

∫ ∫
ρ(2)(x, y)

[
f2ξ,R,−+f

2
ξ,R,+

]
(x)
[
f2ξ,R,−+f

2
ξ,R,+

]
(y) v(x− y)dxdy

≥ E− + E+ +

∫ ∫
ρ(2)(x, y)fξ,R,−(x)

2fξ,R,+(y)
2v(x−y)dxdy− K

R2
,

where we define

E± = Tr
[
γ
(1)
ξ,R,± T

]
+

1

2

∫ ∫
ρ
(2)
ξ,R,±(x, y)v(x− y)dxdy. (2.2)

Note that we have vR := sup|x|≥R |v(x)| −→
R→∞

0 by Assumption 1.1, and therefore we

can estimate the localization error
∣∣∫ ∫ ρ(2)(x, y)fξ,R,−(xr)2fξ,R,+(yr)

2v(x− y)
∣∣ by

∫ ∫

[|xr−yr |<R]
ρ(2)(x, y)fξ,R,−(x)

2fξ,R,+(y)
2|v(x− y)|dxdy + vR

∫ ∫
ρ(2)(x, y)dxdy

≤
∫ ∫

[|xr−ξ|<R]
ρ(2)(x, y)|v(x − y)|dxdy + vR,

where we used the fact that x ∈ supp (fξ,R,−), y ∈ supp (fξ,R,+) and |xr − yr| < R is
only possible in case |xr − ξ| < R. Let us now define for n ∈ N and m ≤ n the points
ξm := ξ0+2Rm. Clearly, the intervals [|xr − ξm| < R] are disjoint and therefore Lemma
2.4 yields

n∑

m=1

∫ ∫

[|xr−ξm|<R]

ρ(2)(x, y)|v(x−y)|dxdy≤
∫ ∫

ρ(2)(x, y)|v(x−y)|dxdy≤ 2c

N
〈HN 〉Ψ + 2c.

Hence, there exists anm∗ ≤ n such that
∫ ∫

[|xr−ξm∗ |<R] ρ
(2)(x, y)|v(x−y)| ≤ 2c

nN
〈HN 〉Ψ+

2c
n
. We conclude that for n ∈ N, there exists a ξ with ξ0 ≤ ξ ≤ ξ0 + 2nR such that

1 + 2c
n

N
〈HN 〉Ψ ≥ E− + E+ − K

R2
− vR − 2c

n
. (2.3)

Let us now investigate the local energy contributions E±. As a first step, we follow
the framework in [19] and define the mixed ℓ particle states

Gℓ,± =

(
N

ℓ

)
Trℓ+1→N

[
f⊗

ℓ

ξ,R,± ⊗ f⊗
N−ℓ

ξ,R,∓ |Ψ〉 〈Ψ| f⊗ℓ

ξ,R,± ⊗ f⊗
N−ℓ

ξ,R,∓

]
,

where we used the notion Trℓ+1→N [ . ] for the partial trace over the indices ℓ+1, . . . , N .
These mixed states satisfy Tr[Gℓ,−] = Tr[GN−ℓ,+] as well as

∑N
ℓ=0Tr[Gℓ,−] = 1. Further-

more, it was shown in [19] that we can use these mixed states to express the localized
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density matrices as

f⊗
k

ξ,R,± γ(k) f⊗
k

ξ,R,± =

(
N

k

)−1 N∑

ℓ=k

(
ℓ

k

)
G

(k)
ℓ,±, (2.4)

whereG
(k)
ℓ,± is the k-th reduced density matrix ofGℓ,±. In the following, let us assume that

the state Ψ satisfies supp (Ψ) ⊂ ΩN,r,L0,δ with δ > 0 and L0 > ξ0+R, i.e. all x ∈ supp (Ψ)
satisfy MN,kN (x) ≤ ξ0 and nN,r,L0(x) ≥ δ. The first condition MN,kN (x) ≤ ξ0 implies

that at most N
2 + kN indices j satisfy x

(j)
r > ξ0 and the second condition nN,r,L0(x) ≥ δ

is equivalent to the fact that at most ⌈(1− δ)N⌉ indices satisfy x
(j)
r < L0. Let us denote

N∗(N) := max
(
N
2 + kN , ⌈(1− δ)N⌉

)
. From the support properties of fξ,R,± we obtain

for all ξ with ξ0 < ξ < L0 − R and x ∈ supp (Ψ), that fξ,R,+

(
x(1)

)
. . . fξ,R,+

(
x(ℓ)
)
= 0

for all ℓ > N∗(N) and fξ,R,−
(
x(ℓ+1)

)
. . . fξ,R,−

(
x(N)

)
= 0 for all N − ℓ > N∗(N). Hence,

we obtain for all ℓ with either ℓ > N∗(N) or ℓ < N −N∗(N), and ξ with ξ0 < ξ < L0−R
(
N

ℓ

)−1

Tr [Gℓ,+] = Tr
[
f⊗

ℓ

ξ,R,+ ⊗ f⊗
N−ℓ

ξ,R,− |Ψ〉 〈Ψ| f⊗ℓ

ξ,R,+ ⊗ f⊗
N−ℓ

ξ,R,−

]

=

∫

supp(Ψ)

fξ,R,+

(
x(1)

)2
. . . fξ,R,+

(
x(ℓ)
)2
fξ,R,−

(
x(ℓ+1)

)2
. . . fξ,R,−

(
x(N)

)2
|Ψ|2 dx = 0,

and since Gℓ,+ ≥ 0 this implies Gℓ,+ = 0 for all such ℓ. Using Tr[Gℓ,−] = Tr[GN−ℓ,+],
we also obtain Gℓ,− = 0 for all ℓ with ℓ > N∗(N), respectively ℓ < N −N∗(N).

Let us define rescaled versions H
(λ)
ℓ :=

∑ℓ
j=1 Tj+

1
ℓ−1

∑ℓ
i<j λv(xi−xj) of the Hamilto-

nian HN and let us denote the corresponding ground state energy by E
(λ)
ℓ := inf σ

(
Hλ

ℓ

)
.

Note that there exists a δ-dependent κδ < 1 and N1 ∈ N, such that N∗(N)−1
N−1 ≤ κδ for all

N ≥ N1. Applying Eq. (2.4) together with the identity Tr
[
G

(1)
ℓ,± T

]
+ l−1

N−1
1
2Tr

[
G

(2)
ℓ,± v̂

]
=

Tr

[
1
ℓ
H
( ℓ−1
N−1)

ℓ Gℓ,±

]
yields for all N ≥ N1 and ξ with ξ0 < ξ < L0 −R

E± = Tr
[
γ
(1)
ξ,R,± T

]
+

1

2

∫ ∫
ρ
(2)
ξ,R,±(x, y)v(x − y)dxdy =

1

N

N∗(N)∑

ℓ=N−N∗(N)

Tr

[
H
( ℓ−1
N−1)

ℓ Gℓ,±

]

≥ 1

N

N∗(N)∑

ℓ=N−N∗(N)

E
( l−1
N−1)

ℓ Tr [Gℓ,±] ≥
1

N

N∑

l=N−N∗(N)

κδEℓ Tr [Gℓ,±]

≥ κδ min
ℓ≥N−N∗(N)

(
1

ℓ
Eℓ

)
1

N

N∑

l=0

ℓ Tr [Gℓ,±] ,

where we used H
(λ1)
k ≥ λ1

λ2
H

(λ2)
k for all λ1 ≤ λ2 as well as the fact that Eℓ = E

(1)
ℓ < 0,

which is a direct consequence of the assumption eH < 0. Observe that

1

N

N∑

l=0

ℓ Tr [Gℓ,−] +
1

N

N∑

l=0

ℓ Tr [Gℓ,+] =
1

N

N∑

l=0

ℓ Tr [Gℓ,−] +
1

N

N∑

l=0

(N − ℓ) Tr [Gℓ,−] = 1,
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and consequently we obtain for all N ≥ N1 and ξ with ξ0 < ξ < L0 −R the estimate

E− + E+ ≥ κδ min
ℓ≥N−N∗(N)

1

ℓ
Eℓ, (2.5)

where E± is defined in Eq. (2.2). Furthermore, Assumption 1.1 enables us to apply the
results in [19], which tell us that limℓ

1
ℓ
Eℓ = eH, and since N − N∗(N) −→

N→∞
∞, we

obtain that minℓ≥N−N∗(N)
1
ℓ
Eℓ −→

N→∞
eH as well. For R > 0 and n ∈ N, let us define

L0 := ξ0 + (2n + 1)R. Combining Inequalities (2.3) and (2.5), we obtain

lim inf
N→∞

1

N

[(
1 +

2c

n

)
EN,r,L0,δ − EN

]
≥ (κδ − 1)eH − K

R2
− vR − 2c

n
.

Since κδ < 1 and eH < 0, we can choose Rδ and nδ large enough, such that βδ :=
(κδ − 1)eH − K

R2
δ

− vRδ
− 2c

nδ
> 0. With the choice L0(δ) := ξ0 + (2nδ +1)Rδ we conclude

lim inf
N→∞

1

N

[
EN,r,L0(δ),δ − EN

]
≥ lim inf

N→∞
1

N

(
min

[(
1 +

2c

nδ

)
EN,r,L0(δ),δ , 0

]
−EN

)

≥ min (βδ,−eH) > 0.

�

Corollary 2.7. Let Assumption 1.1 hold and ΨN be a sequence as in Lemma 2.3. Then,

lim
L→∞

lim sup
N→∞

〈nN,r,L〉ΨN
= 0

for any r ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

Proof. In the following, let χ : R −→ [0, 1] be a function with χ(x) = 0 for x ≤ 1 and
χ(x) = 1 for x ≥ 2, such that χ and

√
1− χ2 are C∞. Then we define

fN,r,L,δ(x) := χ


 1

δN

N∑

j=1

χ

(
2x

(j)
r

L

)
 ,

gN,r,L,δ(x) :=
√

1− f2N,r,L,δ and α := ‖χ′‖2∞
(
‖χ′‖2∞ + ‖

√
1− χ2

′‖2∞
)
. Note that we

have supp (fN,r,L,δΨN ) ⊂ ΩN,r,L
2
,δ. Therefore the localization formula from Lemma 2.2

and the result from Lemma 2.6 tell us that there exists a γδ > 0 such that for all
L ≥ 2L0(δ) and N ≥ N0(δ)

〈HN 〉ΨN
≥ 〈HN 〉fN,r,L,δΨN

+ 〈HN 〉gN,r,L,δΨN
− 4C

δ2NL2
α

≥ (EN + γδN) ‖fN,r,L,δΨN‖2 + EN

(
1− ‖fN,r,L,δΨN‖2

)
− 4C

δ2NL2
α.
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Consequently, 0 ≤ ‖fN,r,L,δΨN‖2 ≤ 〈HN 〉ΨN
−EN+ 4C

δ2NL2 α

γδN
−→
N→∞

0. Furthermore, note that

x ∈ supp (gN,r,L,δ) implies nN,r,L(x) ≤ 1
N

∑N
j=1 χ

(
2x

(j)
r

L

)
≤ 2δ and therefore

0 ≤ 〈nN,r,L〉ΨN
= 〈nN,r,L〉fN,r,L,δΨN

+ 〈nN,r,L〉gN,r,L,δΨN
≤ ‖fN,r,L,δΨN‖2 + 2δ −→

N→∞
2δ

for all L ≥ 2L(δ). Hence lim
L→∞

lim sup
N→∞

〈nN,r,L〉ΨN
= 0. �

2.2. Convergence to a Single Condensate

It was shown in [19] that under quite general assumptions, including ours, on the decay
and regularity of the interaction potential v, there exists for any sequence of states
ΦN with 〈HN 〉ΦN

= EN + o(N) a probability measure ν supported on the set of (not
necessarily normed) Hartree minimizers {u ∈ H : EH[u] = eH(‖u‖)}, where eH(s) :=

inf‖v‖=s EH[v], such that a subsequence of the sequence γ
(k)
ΦN

converges weakly to the

state
∫ (

|u〉 〈u|
)⊗k

dν(u) for all k ∈ N, i.e.

Tr
[
γ
(k)
ΦNj

B
]
−→
j→∞

∫
Tr
[(
|u〉 〈u|

)⊗k

B
]
dν(u) (2.6)

for any compact k particle operator B. In Lemma 2.8, we will lift this weak convergence
to a strong one for the sequence of approximate ground states ΨN constructed in Lemma
2.3, by using the fact that mass cannot escape to infinity as a consequence of Corollary
2.7. In this context, strong convergence means that Eq. (2.6) holds for all bounded k
particle operators B, and not only compact ones. In particular, ‖u‖ = 1 on the support
of ν.

Lemma 2.8 (Strong Convergence). Let ΨN be the sequence from Lemma 2.3 and let

γ
(k)
N denote the corresponding reduced density matrices. Given Assumption 1.1, there

exists a probability measure µ supported on Rd and a subsequence Nj , such that for any
bounded k particle operator B

Tr
[
γ
(k)
Nj

B
]
−→
j→∞

∫

Rd

Tr
[(
|u0,t〉 〈u0,t|

)⊗k

B
]
dµ(t),

where u0,t is defined in Assumption 1.1.

Proof. As was shown in [19], any sequence of approximate ground states, such as ΨN ,
has a subsequence Nj that converges weakly to a convex combination of product states
over Hartree minimizers, i.e. there exists a probability measure ν supported on the set of
Hartree minimizers u with ‖u‖ ≤ 1, such that Eq. (2.6) holds for any compact k particle
operator B. As the central step of this proof, we will verify that the measure ν satisfies
the identity

∫
‖u‖2dν(u) = 1. By Corollary 2.7, we know that

lim
L→∞

lim sup
j→∞

Tr
[
γ
(1)
Nj

1[xr>L]

]
= lim

L→∞
lim sup
j→∞

〈nNj ,r,L〉ΨNj

= 0.
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Since the reflected states x 7→ ΨN (−x) still satisfy the conditions of Corollary 2.7, we

obtain lim
L→∞

lim sup
j→∞

Tr
[
γ
(1)
Nj

1[xr<−L]

]
= 0 as well. Consequently,

lim
L→∞

lim inf
j→∞

Tr
[
γ
(1)
Nj

1[−L,L]d

]
= 1.

Since the operator 1[−L,L]d is not compact, we cannot immediately apply the convergence
(2.6) for B := 1[−L,L]d. In order to obtain a convergence in a stronger sense, note that

by Lemma 2.4 we have a uniform bound on the kinetic energy of γ
(1)
Nj

, i.e. there exists
a constant C <∞, such that

Tr
[
(T + 1)

1
2 γ

(1)
Nj

(T + 1)
1
2

]
≤ C

for all j ∈ N. Since the trace class operators are the dual space of the compact operators,
there exists by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem a trace class operator γ and a subsequence,
which we will still denote by Nj for the sake of readability, such that for any compact
one particle operator K

Tr
[
(T + 1)

1
2 γ

(1)
Nj

(T + 1)
1
2 K

]
−→
j→∞

Tr [γ K] .

This in particular yields Tr
[
γ
(1)
Nj

B
]

−→
j→∞

Tr
[
(T + 1)−

1
2 γ (T + 1)−

1
2 B

]
for any com-

pact B, and consequently (T + 1)−
1
2 γ (T + 1)−

1
2 =

∫
|u〉 〈u|dν(u) by Eq. (2.6). Since

the kinetic energy is of the form T = t (i∇) with t(p) −→
|p|→∞

∞, the operator K :=

(T + 1)−
1
2 1[−L,L]d (T + 1)−

1
2 is compact. Collecting all the results we have obtained

so far yields

1 = lim
L→∞

lim inf
j→∞

Tr
[
γ
(1)
Nj

1[−L,L]d

]
= lim

L→∞
lim inf
j→∞

Tr
[
(T + 1)

1
2 γ

(1)
Nj

(T + 1)
1
2 K

]

= lim
L→∞

Tr
[
(T + 1)−

1
2 γ (T + 1)−

1
2 1[−L,L]d

]
= lim

L→∞

∫
Tr
[
|u〉 〈u| 1[−L,L]d

]
dν(u)

=

∫
Tr
[
|u〉 〈u|

]
dν(u) =

∫
‖u‖2dν(u).

As an immediate consequence we obtain that ν is supported on Hartree minimizers u
with ‖u‖ = 1. By Assumption 1.1, we know that all such Hartree minimizers are given
by eiθu0,t with θ ∈ [0, 2π) and t ∈ Rd. Recall that |eiθu0,t〉 〈eiθu0,t| = |u0,t〉 〈u0,t| defines
the same density matrix for all complex phases eiθ. Therefore, defining the measure
µ(A) := ν

(
{u0,t : t ∈ A, θ ∈ [0, 2π)}

)
yields

Tr
[
γ
(k)
Nj

B
]
−→
j→∞

∫

Rd

Tr
[(
|u0,t〉 〈u0,t|

)⊗k

B
]
dµ(t) (2.7)

for all compact operators B. Since limj Tr
[
γ
(1)
Nj

]
= 1 =

∫
Rd Tr

[
|u0,t〉 〈u0,t|

]
dµ(t), this

convergence holds even in the strong sense, see [33], i.e. the convergence (2.6) holds for
all bounded operator B. �
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Lemma 2.9. Let ΨN be the sequence from Lemma 2.3. For any ǫ > 0 and r ∈ {1, . . . , d},
consider the bounded two particle operator Bǫ,r := 1[xr≤ǫ] 1[yr≥−ǫ]+1[yr≤ǫ] 1[xr≥−ǫ]. Then

lim inf
N→∞

Tr
[
γ
(2)
N Bǫ,r

]
≥ 1

2
.

Proof. With the help of the function fN,ǫ,r :=
2

N(N−1)

∑
i 6=j 1

[
x
(i)
r ≤ǫ

]1[
x
(j)
r ≥−ǫ

] we have

Tr
[
γ
(2)
N Bǫ,r

]
=

∫

RN×d

fN,ǫ,r(x)|ΨN |2dx.

Let αN and kN be the sequences introduced in Lemma 2.3 and let N be large enough

such that αN < ǫ. Then,
∣∣∣MN,kN

(
x
(1)
r , . . . , x

(N)
r

)∣∣∣ < ǫ for all x ∈ supp (ΨN ), and

therefore at least N
2 − kN particles satisfy xr ≤ ǫ and at least N

2 − kN particles satisfy
−ǫ ≤ xr. Consequently

fN,ǫ,r(x) ≥
2

N(N − 1)

(
N

2
− kN

)2

−→
N→∞

1

2
,

and therefore lim inf
N→∞

∫
RN×d fN,ǫ,r(x)|ΨN |2 dx ≥ 1

2 . �

Lemma 2.10. The measure µ from Lemma 2.8 is supported on {0} ⊂ Rd, i.e. µ = δ0.

Proof. Let us define the density function ρ(x) := |u0(x)|2, as well as the marginal density
function ρr(xr) :=

∫
ρ(x) dx1 . . . dxr−1dxr+1 . . . dxd and the marginal measure µr(A) :=

µ ([xr ∈ A]). Note that the two particle density function corresponding to
(
|u0,t〉 〈u0,t|

)⊗2

is given by ρ(x− t)ρ(y − t), and therefore Lemmata 2.8 and 2.9 imply

1

2
≤ lim

j
Tr
[
γ
(2)
Nj

Bǫ,r

]
=

∫

Rd

Tr
[(
|u0,t〉 〈u0,t|

)⊗2

Bǫ,r

]
dµ(t)

= 2

∫

R




tr+ǫ∫

−∞

ρr(xr)dxr






∞∫

tr−ǫ

ρr(xr)dxr


 dµr(tr)

= 2

∫

R

fr (tr + ǫ) (1− fr (tr − ǫ)) dµr(tr) −→
ǫ→0

2

∫

R

fr(tr) (1− fr(tr)) dµr(tr)

with the definition fr(s) :=
∫ s

−∞ ρr(xr) dxr, where we have used dominated convergence
and continuity of fr. Hence we obtain the inequality

∫

R

fr(tr) (1− fr(tr)) dµr(tr) ≥
1

4
.

Since the function h(q) := q(1 − q) is bounded by 1
4 and attains its maximum only for

q = 1
2 , we conclude fr(s) =

1
2 µr-almost everywhere. On the other hand, by Assumption

1.1 we know that
∫ s

−∞ ρr(xr) dxr = 1
2 if and only if s = 0 and therefore fr(s) 6= 1

2 for

all s 6= 0. This together with the fact fr(s) =
1
2 µr-almost everywhere, implies µr = δ0.

Since this holds for all marginal measures µr with r ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we conclude µ = δ0. �
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By choosing the bounded one particle operator B as the projection onto the state u0,
Theorem 1.2 is a direct consequence of Lemmata 2.8 and 2.10.

3. Fock Space Formalism

In order to prove Theorem 1.4, we will make use of the correspondence between the
Hartree energy EH and the Hamiltonian HN . For a rigorous treatment of this correspon-
dence, we first need to formulate our problem in the language of second quantization. In
the subsequent Definition 3.1 we will define the necessary formalism including the rele-
vant Fock spaces with the corresponding creation and annihilation operators. Following
[21], we will use the excitation map UN in order to arrive at an operator UNHNU

−1
N

that only depends on modes ai, i > 0, describing excitations, and not on the mode a0
corresponding to the condensate u0. The usefulness of this stems from the fact that all
the modes ai, i > 0, can be thought of as being small due to Bose–Einstein condensation.

Before we start introducing the Fock space formalism, let us fix some notation. In
the following we will repeatedly use the notation A · B for the composition of an op-
erator B : H1 −→ H2 with an operator A : H2 −→ H3, especially when we want
to stress that the involved operators map different Hilbert spaces. In order to have a
consistent notation, we will occasionally write expectation values as operator products
by identifying an element u ∈ L2(R) with a linear map C −→ L2(R), e.g. we write
u† · T · u for the expectation value 〈T 〉u. Furthermore, recall the real orthonormal basis
u0, u1, . . . , ud, ud+1, . . . from the introduction, where u0 is the Hartree minimizer from
Assumption 1.1 and u1, . . . , ud form a basis of the vector space spanned by the partial
derivatives ∂x1u0, . . . , ∂xd

u0. Moreover, let us define the spaces

H : = L2
(
Rd
)
,

H0 : = {u0}⊥ ⊂ H.

Definition 3.1. Let us denote with aj := auj
the annihilation operator corresponding

to uj ∈ H and N≥k :=
∑∞

j=k a
†
jaj. In the following, we will repeatedly use the Fock

spaces F := F (H), F0 := F (H0) and F≤M := 1[N≤M ]F0 ⊂ F0, where N := N≥1. For

any k ∈ N0 we define the operator a≥k : dom
(√

N≥k

)
−→ F ⊗H as

a≥k :=

∞∑

j=k

aj ⊗ uj,

as well as the re-scaled operator b≥k :=
∑∞

j=k bj ⊗ uj :=
1√
N
a≥k, and the re-scaled and

restricted operator L := 1
N
N
∣∣
F≤N

: F≤N −→ F≤N , where we suppress the N dependence

of b≥k and L in our notation. Furthermore, given two operators X =
∑∞

i=0Xi ⊗ ui :
dom(X) −→ F ⊗ H and Y =

∑∞
i=0 Yi ⊗ ui : dom (Y ) −→ F ⊗ H defined on subsets

dom(X),dom(Y ) ⊂ F , we define the product operator X ⊗ Y : D −→ F ⊗H⊗H, with
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D := {Ψ ∈ F :
∑∞

i,j=0 ‖XiYjΨ‖2 <∞}, as

X ⊗ Y := X ⊗ 1H · Y =
∞∑

i,j=0

(XiYj)⊗ ui ⊗ uj ,

where we use the convention that tensor products are performed before operator prod-
ucts, i.e. X ⊗ 1H · Y := (X ⊗ 1H) · Y .

Remark 3.2. Recall that T is an operator acting on the one particle space H and
v̂ := v(x− y) is an operator acting on the two particle space H⊗H. Then, 1F ⊗T is an
operator on F ⊗H and 1F ⊗ v̂ operates on F ⊗H⊗H. With this, we have a convenient
way to express double and four fold sums of creation and annihilation operators

b†≥0· 1F ⊗ T · b≥0 =

∞∑

i,j=0

Ti,j b
†
ibj ,

(b≥0 ⊗ b≥0)
† · 1F ⊗ v̂ · b≥0 ⊗ b≥0 =

∞∑

ij,kℓ=0

v̂ij,kℓ b
†
ib

†
jbkbℓ.

In order to avoid issues with operator domains, we will define products of the form(
b≥0 ⊗ b≥0

)† · 1F ⊗ v̂ · b≥0 ⊗ b≥0 as quadratic forms, i.e. we define the quadratic form
〈(
b≥0 ⊗ b≥0

)† ·
(
1F ⊗ v̂

)
·
(
b≥0 ⊗ b≥0

)〉
Ψ
:=
〈
1F ⊗ v̂

〉
b≥0⊗b≥0Ψ

.

For the sake of readability, we will suppress the tensor with the identity in our notation,
i.e. we will simply write b†≥0 · T · b≥0 and (b≥0 ⊗ b≥0)

† · v̂ · b≥0 ⊗ b≥0.

In the following, we will make use of the fact that we can express the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (1.1) in terms of the rescaled creation and annihilation operators as

N−1HN = b†≥0 · T · b≥0 +
N

2(N − 1)
(b≥0 ⊗ b≥0)

† · v̂ · b≥0 ⊗ b≥0. (3.1)

Since the Hamiltonian HN is only defined on the subset
⊗N

s H ⊂ F , the equation above
only holds in this subspace of fixed particle number N . In order to focus on excitations
above the condensate, we follow the strategy in [21] and map the Hamiltonian HN to an
operator which acts on the truncated Fock space F≤N of modes orthogonal to u0 with the
help of the excitation map UN . We will think of this map UN as the quantum counterpart
to the embedding of the disc {z ∈ {u0}⊥ : ‖z‖ ≤ 1} into the sphere {u ∈ H : ‖u‖ = 1}
via the map ι defined in Eq. (1.10). The proof of the following properties of UN is
elementary and is left to the reader.

Lemma 3.3. Recall the definition of the operator L in Definition 3.1 and the excitation
map UN :

⊗N
s H −→ F≤N from Eq. (1.12)

UN

(
u⊗

i0

0 ⊗s u
⊗i1

1 ⊗s · · · ⊗s u
⊗im

m

)
:= u⊗

i1

1 ⊗s · · · ⊗s u
⊗im

m ,
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for non-negative integers i0 + · · · + im = N . Under conjugation with this unitary map
UN , we have for all i, j ≥ 1 the following transformation laws

UN b†0b0 U
−1
N = 1− L,

UN b†jb0 U
−1
N = b†j

√
1− L,

UN b
†
jbi U

−1
N = b†jbi.

We can summarize the transformation laws from Lemma 3.3 as follows: In any product
of the form b†ibj we exchange b0 with the operator

√
1− L. In analogy to this, the zero

component of the embedding ι(z) defined in Eq. (1.10) is given by u†0 · ι(z) =
√

1− ‖z‖2.
In order to express UNHNU

−1
N , let us first compute

UN

(
b†≥0 · T · b≥0

)
U−1
N = UN Re


T0,0 b†0b0+2

∞∑

i=1

Ti,0 b
†
ib0 +

∞∑

i,j=1

Ti,j b
†
ibj


U−1

N

= Re


T0,0 (1− L) + 2

∞∑

i=1

Ti,0 b
†
i

√
1− L+

∞∑

i,j=1

Ti,j b
†
i bj




= Re

[
u†0 · T · u0 (1− L) + 2 b†≥1 · T · u0 ·

√
1− L+ b†≥1 · T · b≥1

]
,

where the real part of an operator is defined as Re [X] := X+X†

2 . Similarly, we can

express the transformed operator UN

(
N

2(N−1) (b≥0 ⊗ b≥0)
† · v̂ · b≥0 ⊗ b≥0

)
U−1
N as

Re

[1
2

(
u0 ⊗ u0

)† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0 f0 (L) + 2
(
b≥1 ⊗ u0

)† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0 f1 (L)

+
(
b≥1 ⊗ b≥1

)† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0 f2 (L) +
(
b≥1 ⊗ u0

)† · v̂ · b≥1 ⊗ u0 f3 (L)

+
(
u0 ⊗ b≥1

)† · v̂ · b≥1 ⊗ u0 f4 (L) +2
(
b≥1 ⊗ b≥1

)† · v̂ · b≥1 ⊗ u0 f5 (L)

+
1

2

(
b≥1 ⊗ b≥1

)† · v̂ · b≥1 ⊗ b≥1 f6 (L)
]
, (3.2)

with f0(x) :=
N

N−1(1 − x)(1 − x − N−1), f1(x) :=
N

N−1 (1 − x − N−1)
√
1− x, f2(x) :=

N
N−1

√
1− x−N−1

√
1− x, f3(x) := f4(x) := N

N−1(1 − x), f5(x) := N
N−1

√
1− x and

f6(x) :=
N

N−1 . In order to keep the notation compact, let us name the essential building
blocks involved in the expressions above.

Definition 3.4. We define A0 := u†0 · T · u0, A1 := 2 b†≥1 · T · u0 and A2 := b†≥1 · T · b≥1,

as well as B0 :=
1
2

(
u0 ⊗ u0

)† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0 and

B1 : = 2
(
b≥1 ⊗ u0

)† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0, B4 :=
(
u0 ⊗ b≥1

)† · v̂ · b≥1 ⊗ u0,

B2 : =
(
b≥1 ⊗ b≥1

)† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0, B5 := 2
(
b≥1 ⊗ b≥1

)† · v̂ · b≥1 ⊗ u0,

B3 : =
(
b≥1 ⊗ u0

)† · v̂ · b≥1 ⊗ u0, B6 :=
1

2

(
b≥1 ⊗ b≥1

)† · v̂ · b≥1 ⊗ b≥1.
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With these building blocks at hand, we can express the transformed Hamiltonian as

UNN
−1HNU

−1
N =

2∑

r=0

Re

[
Ar

√
1− L

2−r
]
+

6∑

r=0

Re [Brfr (L)] . (3.3)

In the subsequent Lemma 3.5 we will derive estimates for operator expressions of the
form Br f (L). Such estimates will be useful for the identification of lower order terms
in the energy asymptotics in Eq. (1.8).

Lemma 3.5. Let us denote with πM the orthogonal projection onto F≤M . Given As-
sumption 1.1, there exists a constant c such that for functions f : [0, 1] −→ R

±πM Re [B1f (L)]πM ≤ c sup
x≤M

N

|f(x)|
√
M

N
(3.4)

for all M ≤ N , and for all t > 0 and i ∈ {2, 3, 4} we have

±πM Re [Bif (L)]πM ≤ c sup
x≤M

N

|f(x)|
√
M

N

(
t+ t−1 b†≥1 · (T + 1) · b≥1

)
,

±πM Re [B5f (L)]πM ≤ c sup
x≤M

N

|f(x)| M
N

(
t+ t−1 b†≥1 · (T + 1) · b≥1

)
,

−M

2N
b†≥1 · (λ T + Λ) · b≥1 ≤ πM Re [B6]πM ≤ M

2N
b†≥1 · (ΛT + Λ) · b≥1,

where the constants λ,Λ are as in Assumption 1.1.

Proof. Using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality as in Lemma C.1 with Q := 1F0 ⊗ v̂, A :=
b≥1 ⊗ u0 πM and B := 2u0 ⊗ u0 f (L)πM , and defining k := (u0 ⊗ u0)

† · |v̂| · u0 ⊗ u0, we
obtain for any s > 0

±πM Re [B1f (L)]πM = ±Re

[
A† ·Q · B

]
≤ s A† · |Q| · A+ s−1 B† · |Q| ·B

= s πM (b≥1 ⊗ u0)
† · |v̂| · b≥1 ⊗ u0 πM + s−14k πMf (L)

2 πM .

By Assumption 1.1, |v̂| ≤ Λ 1H ⊗ (T + 1). Let K := Λ u†0 · (T + 1) · u0, then

πM (b≥1 ⊗ u0)
† · |v̂| · b≥1 ⊗ u0 · πM ≤ K πM b†≥1 · b≥1 πM ≤ K

M

N
.

Using πMf (L)
2 πM ≤

(
supx≤M

N
|f(x)|

)2
and choosing s :=

√
N
M

supx≤M
N
|f(x)| yields

Eq. (3.4). The other inequalities can be derived similarly. �

The following two Lemmata will be useful tools in the verification of the lower bound
of the energy asymptotics in Theorem 4.13.

22



Lemma 3.6. There exist constants c, δ > 0, such that for N ≥ 2

δ b†≥1 · T · b≥1 − c ≤ UNN
−1HNU

−1
N ≤ c

(
b†≥1 · T · b≥1 + 1

)
. (3.5)

Let us further denote with Pn the orthogonal projection onto 1[N=n]F0. Then there exists
a constant k, such that for N ≥ 2

N∑

n=0

Pn

(
UNN

−1HNU
−1
N

)
Pn ≤ k

(
UNN

−1HNU
−1
N + k

)
.

Proof. Recall from Lemma 2.4 that N−1HN ≥ δ
N

∑N
j=1 Tj − δc = δ b†≥0 · T · b≥0 − δc.

Therefore we have the estimate

UNN
−1HNU

−1
N ≥ δ

(
u0 ·

√
1− L+ b≥1

)†
· T ·

(
u0 ·

√
1− L+ b≥1

)
− δc

≥ δ

2
b†≥1 · T · b≥1 − δu†0 · T · u0 (1− L)− δc ≥ δ̃b†≥1 · T · b≥1 − c̃,

with δ̃ := δ
2 and c̃ := δu†0 ·T ·u0 + δc. The upper bound in Eq. (3.5) follows analogously.

In order to verify the second inequality note that the map A 7→∑
n PnAPn is monotone

and
∑

n Pn

(
b†≥1 · T · b≥1

)
Pn = b†≥1 · T · b≥1

∑
n P

2
n = b†≥1 · T · b≥1. Hence,

N∑

M=0

Pn

(
UNN

−1HNU
−1
N

)
Pn≤

N∑

M=0

Pn

(
c b†≥1 · T · b≥1+ c

)
Pn

= c b†≥1 · T · b≥1 + c ≤ δ−1c UNN
−1HNU

−1
N + (c+ δ−1c2).

�

In the subsequent Lemma we are going to verify that we can exchange theN -dependent

functions fi in Eq. (3.3) withN -independent functions
√
1− x

βi , for suitable βi, without
changing the operator substantially. This will be convenient in the lower bound of the
energy asymptotics, since there we have to verify an operator Taylor approximation,

which will be more convenient to do for the functions
√
1− x

βi than for the functions
fi.

Lemma 3.7. Let β0 := 4, β1 := 3, β2 := β3 := β4 := 2, β5 := 1 and β6 := 0, and let us
define the operators ÃN and B̃N acting on F0 as

ÃN : =
2∑

r=0

Re

[
Ar

√
1− L

2−r
]
, (3.6)

B̃N : =
6∑

r=0

Re

[
Br

√
1− L

βr
]
. (3.7)

Then, given Assumption 1.1, there exists a constant K such that for all M ≤ N

±πM
(
UNN

−1HNU
−1
N −ÃN−B̃N

)
πM ≤ C

N

√
M

N

(
b†≥1 · T · b≥1 + 1

)
. (3.8)
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Proof. According to Eq. (3.3), we have

UNN
−1HNU

−1
N − ÃN − B̃N =

6∑

r=0

Re

[
Br

(
fr (L)−

√
1− L

βr
)]
, (3.9)

with the functions f0, . . . , f6 from Eq. (3.2). Note that for all N ≥ 2

±πMB0

(
f0(L)−(1− L)2

)
πM = ±1

2
v̂00,00 πM

(
f0(L)−(1− L)2

)
πM

≤ 1

2
|v̂00,00| sup

x≤M
N

|f0(x)− (1− x)2| ≤ 1

2
|v̂00,00|

M

(N − 1)N
.

Furthermore, fr (x) =
√
1− x

βr + O
(
1
N

)
and therefore we obtain with Lemma 3.5 and

the choice t = 1

±πMBr

(
fr(L)−

√
1− x

βr
)
πM ≤ C

N

√
M

N

(
b†≥1 · T · b≥1 + 1

)
,

for a constant C and r ∈ {1, . . . , 6}. �

4. Asymptotics of the Ground State Energy

We start by making the formal definition of the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian H in Eq. (1.6)
rigorous in Subsection 4.1. In the following Subsection 4.2, we will verify the upper
bound in the energy asymptotics in Eq. (1.8). We will then discuss the proof of the
lower bound in Subsection 4.3, while the verification of the main technical Theorem 4.12
for the lower bound will be postponed to Section 5.

4.1. Construction of the Bogoliubov Operator H

In the following Lemma 4.1 we will identify the Hessian Hess|u0EH, and give a precise
definition of the Bogoliubov operator in the subsequent Definition 4.3. Furthermore, we
shall see that the operator H is indeed semi-bounded. In the following let us denote with
dom [A] := dom

(√
A
)
the form domain of an operator A ≥ 0.

Lemma 4.1. Given Assumption 1.1, the Hessian of the Hartree energy EH at the Hartree
minimizer u0 is given by

1

2
Hess|u0EH[z] = z† ·QH · z +G†

H · z ⊗ z + (z ⊗ z)† ·GH, (4.1)

where GH := 1
2 v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0 ∈ H0 ⊗s H0

‖.‖∗
is in the closure of H0 ⊗s H0 with respect to

the norm ‖G‖∗ := ‖1H ⊗ (T +1)−
1
2 ·G‖, and the operator QH is defined by the equation

z† ·QH · z : = z† · T · z + (z ⊗ u0)
† · v̂ · z ⊗ u0 − µH z

† · z + (u0 ⊗ z)† · v̂ · z ⊗ u0
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for all z ∈ H0∩dom [T ], with µH := u†0 ·T ·u0+(u0⊗u0)† · v̂ ·u0⊗u0. Furthermore, QH is
non-negative and satisfies ν−1(T |H0+1) ≤ QH+1 ≤ ν(T |H0+1) for some constant ν > 0.

Remark 4.2. By Assumption 1.1, we know that v̂ ·u0⊗u0 ∈ H0 ⊗s H0
‖.‖∗

, which follows
from the fact that 1H⊗(T +1)−

1
2 · v̂ ·1H⊗(T +1)−

1
2 is a bounded operator and that u0 ∈

dom [T ]. For such elements G ∈ H0 ⊗s H0
‖.‖∗

, we have that Greg := 1H ⊗ (T + 1)−
1
2 ·G

is an element of H0 ⊗s H0 and therefore we can define for all z ∈ dom [T ]

G† · z ⊗ z := G†
reg · z ⊗

(
(T + 1)

1
2 · z

)
.

In a similar fashion, we define the operator G† · b≥1⊗b≥1 := G†
reg · b≥1⊗

(
(T + 1)

1
2 · b≥1

)
.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. With the help of the embedding ι defined in Eq. (1.10), we can
express the Hessian as Hess|u0EH[z] = D2|0 (EH ◦ ι) (z), where D2|z0f(z) denotes the sec-
ond derivative of a function f in the direction z evaluated at z0. An explicit computation
yields Eq. (4.1). Regarding the second part of the Lemma, observe that QH ≥ 0 follows
from the fact that we can always find a phase θz such that

z† ·QH · z = 1

2
Hess|u0EH[eiθzz] ≥ 0.

Furthermore, note that |v| ≤ Λ(T + 1) implies ± (1H0 ⊗ u0)
† · v̂ · 1H0 ⊗ u0 ≤ c 1H0 with

c := u†0 · Λ(T + 1) · u0 and

±(u0⊗1H0)
† ·v̂ ·1H0⊗u0 ≤

1

2
(u0⊗1H0)

† ·|v̂|·u0⊗1H0+
1

2
(1H0⊗u0)† ·|v̂|·1H0⊗u0 ≤c 1H0 .

Hence QH ≥ 0 implies QH+1 ≥ T |H0+1−(2c+ |µ|+1) ≥ T |H0+1−(1+2c+µ)(QH+1),
and therefore (2 + 2c+ µ)(QH + 1) ≥ T |H0 + 1. Furthermore T ≥ 0 implies

QH + 1 ≤ T + 2c+ |µ| ≤ (1 + 2c+ |µ|)(T |H0 + 1).

�

Definition 4.3. Let the selfadjoint operator QH and GH ∈ H0 ⊗s H0
‖.‖∗

be as in Lemma
4.1. Then we define the Bogoliubov operator H as

H := a†≥1 ·QH · a≥1 +G†
H · a≥1 ⊗ a≥1 + (a≥1 ⊗ a≥1)

† ·GH. (4.2)

Theorem 4.4. The quadratic form on the right side of Eq. (4.2) is semi-bounded
from below and closeable, and consequently defines by Friedrichs extension a selfad-
joint operator H with inf σ (H) > −∞. Furthermore there exists a sequence of states

ΨM ∈ dom
[
a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1

]
∩ F≤M , ‖ΨM‖ = 1, such that

〈H〉ΨM
−→

M→∞
inf σ (H) .
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Additionally there exists a constant r∗ > 0 such that for all r < r∗ the operator H − rA
satisfies inf σ (H− rA) > −∞ as well, where

A := −1

4

d∑

j=1

(
aj − a†j

)2
+ a†>d · (T + 1) · a>d. (4.3)

The proof of Theorem 4.4 is being carried out in Appendix B. We emphasize that
H is degenerate, in the sense that z† · QH · z + G†

H · z ⊗ z + (z ⊗ z)† · GH = 0 for any
z in the vector space spanned by {u1, . . . , ud}, and therefore we cannot directly apply
the results in [27]. We also note that the semi-boundedness of Bogoliubov operators
with degeneracies has been verified in [14] under the additional assumption that QH is
bounded.

4.2. Upper Bound

With the essential definitions at hand, we will derive the upper bound in Theorem 4.6
using the representation of UNHNU

−1
N derived in the previous section. We follow the

strategy presented in [21], by sorting the operator UNHNU
−1
N in terms of different powers

in b≥1 and identifying the zero component as the Hartree energy NeH defined in Eq. (1.2)
and the second order component as the Bogoliubov operator H defined in Eq. (4.2).

Lemma 4.5. Let Assumption 1.1 hold. Then there exists a constant C such that

±πM
(
UNN

−1HNU
−1
N − eH −N−1H

)
πM ≤ C

(
M

N

) 3
2 (

1 + a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1

)

for all M ≤ N .

While Lemma 4.5 will be useful for proving the upper bound in Theorem 4.6, it is
insufficient for proving the corresponding lower bound. This is due to the fact that
Bose–Einstein condensation only provides the rough a priori information M = o(N), see
also the proof of Theorem 4.13.

Proof. Observe that u0 minimizes the Hartree energy, and therefore

eH = inf
‖u‖=1

EH[u] = u†0 · T · u0 +
1

2
(u0 ⊗ u0)

† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0 = A0 +B0,

where Ai and Bi are defined in Definition 3.4. Since EH[u0] ≤ EH[u] for ‖u‖ = 1, we
obtain by differentiation in any direction z ⊥ u0

0 = D|u0EH(z) = u†0 · T · z + z† · T · u0 + (z ⊗ u0)
† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0 + (u0 ⊗ u0)

† · v̂ · z ⊗ u0,

and consequently u†j · T · u0 + (uj ⊗ u0)
† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0 = 0 for all j ≥ 1. Hence,

A1 +B1 = 2
(
b†≥1 · T · u0 + (b≥1 ⊗ u0)

† · v̂ · u0 ⊗ u0

)
= 0.
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By Definition 4.3 and Lemma 4.1, we have

N−1H = Re

[
A2 +B2 +B3 +B4 − µH b†≥1 · b≥1

]
,

and consequently we can write for any M ≤ N , using Eq. (3.3),

πM
(
UNN

−1HNU
−1
N − eH −N−1H

)
πM = πMRe [X] πM

with

X := B0 (f0 (L)−1+2L)+B1

(
f1 (L)−

√
1−L

)
+

4∑

r=2

Br (fr (L)−1)+
6∑

r=5

Brfr (L) ,

where we used A1

√
1− L = −B1

√
1− L. In order to estimate the first contribution,

note that |f0(x)− 1 + 2x| ≤ 2 M2

(N−1)N for all 0 ≤ x ≤ M
N

and therefore

±πMB0 (f0 (L)− 1 + 2L)πM = ±1

2
v̂00,00πM (f0 (L)− 1 + 2L)πM ≤ |v̂00,00|

M2

(N − 1)N
.

Recalling that b≥1 =
1√
N
a≥1 and Lemma 3.5 yields

±πMB1

(
f1 (L)−

√
1− L

)
πM ≤ c

M

N − 1

√
M

N
.

Furthermore we obtain for r ∈ {2, 3, 4} by Lemma 3.5 with the choice t = 1√
N
, together

with the bound supx≤M
N
|fr(x)− 1| ≤ CM

N
for a constant C > 0,

±πMBr (fr (L)− 1) πM ≤ cC
M

3
2

N2

(
1 + a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1

)
.

The estimates for B5f5 (L) and B6f6 (L) can be obtained analogously. �

Theorem 4.6 (Upper Bound). Let EN be the ground state energy of HN , eH the Hartree
energy defined in Eq. (1.2) and let H be the Bogoliubov operator defined in Eq. (4.2).
Given Assumption 1.1, we have the upper bound

EN ≤ N eH + inf σ (H) + oN→∞ (1) .

Proof. Let ν be the constant from Lemma 4.1, such that the inequality QH + 1 ≤
ν (T |H0 + 1) holds. For all ǫ > 0, we know by Theorem 4.4 that there exists a state Ψ ∈
FM with M < ∞ such that κ := 〈a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1〉Ψ < ∞ and 〈H〉Ψ ≤ inf σ (H) + ǫ.
Applying Lemma 4.5 yields the estimate

〈HN 〉
U−1
N

Ψ ≤ N eH + 〈H〉Ψ + C M

√
M

N

(
1 + 〈a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1〉Ψ

)

≤ N eH + inf σ (H) + ǫ+C M

√
M

N
(1 + κ) .

�
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4.3. Lower Bound

In the following, we will give the proof of the lower bound in the energy asymptotics in
Eq. (1.8). First of all let us define the operators q, p : dom [N ] −→ F0 ⊗H0 as

q :=

d∑

j=1

qj ⊗ uj :=
1

2

d∑

j=1

(
bj + b†j

)
⊗ uj , (4.4)

p :=

d∑

j=1

pj ⊗ uj :=
1

2i

d∑

j=1

(
bj − b†j

)
⊗ uj , (4.5)

which satisfy the commutation relations [pk, qℓ] = 1
2iN δk,ℓ. Recall that due to the

translation-invariance of EH, the Hessian Hess|u0EH is degenerate on the real subspace
{∑d

j=1 tjuj : tj ∈ R}. Therefore the Bogoliubov operator H, which we have defined
in Eq. (4.2) as the second quantization of the Hessian Hess|u0EH, is degenerate with

respect to the operator q, i.e. it can be expressed only in terms of p, b>d and b†>d.
Due to this degeneracy, we cannot directly apply the strategy pursued in [21] where
the residuum of the Bogoliubov approximation is being estimated by the Bogoliubov
operator itself. The problem is that the residuum UNHNU

−1
N −NeH −H includes con-

tributions depending significantly on the modes qj, like q
3
j , which we cannot compare

with the Bogoliubov operator H due to its degeneracy. Furthermore, it is insufficient to
compare the residuum with the (rescaled) particle number operator 1

N
N , which indeed

dominates terms like q3j , since we only have the a priori information 〈N〉UNΨN
= o(N)

provided by Bose–Einstein condensation. The novel idea of this Subsection and the sub-
sequent Section 5 is to apply a further unitary transformationWN such that the residuum
WNUNHNU

−1
N W−1

N − NeH − H no longer includes this kind of contributions and con-
sequently we can compare the residuum with the Bogoliubov operator H. This leads to
the important inequality in Eq. (1.13). As a consequence we observe that, in contrast
to the particle number operator N , the Bogoliubov operator satisfies 〈H〉UNΨN

= O(1),
which, a posteriori, justifies estimating the residuum by the Bogoliubov operator.

Before we are going to construct a unitary map WN satisfying Eq. (1.13), we are
solving the corresponding problem on a classical level, i.e. we are going to construct a
map F which satisfies Eq. (1.11). We will then define WN as the quantum counterpart
to F .

Definition 4.7. For any y ∈ Rd, let us recall the functions u0,y(x) := u0(x− y) defined
in Assumption 1.1 and let us define the map λ : Rd −→ Rd

λ(y) :=
(
u†j · u0,y

)d
j=1

∈ Rd.

Note that uj and u0,y are real-valued functions, and therefore λ is indeed Rd-valued.
Since y 7→ u0,y is a C2

(
Rd,H

)
function by Assumption 1.3, Dyλ(0) has full rank and

λ(0) = 0, there exists a local inverse λ−1 : B2δ(0) −→ Rd for δ > 0 small enough, where

28



Br(0) ⊂ Rd denotes the ball of radius r centered around the origin. Let 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1 be
a smooth function with σ|Bδ(0) = 1 and supp(σ) ⊂ B2δ(0). Then we define the function

f : Rd −→ H

f(t) : = σ(t)


u0,λ−1(t) −

(
u†0 · u0,λ−1(t)

)
u0 −

d∑

j=1

tj uj


 =

∞∑

j=d+1

fj(t)uj , (4.6)

with fj(t) := σ(t)u†j · u0,λ−1(t). Note that t 7→ f(t) is a C2
(
Rd,H0

)
function, due to the

regularity of y 7→ u0,y. Furthermore, f(0) = 0. We can now define the map F : H0 −→
H0 for all z =

∑d
j=1 (tj + isj)uj + z>d ∈ H0 with t, s ∈ Rd and z>d ∈ {u1, . . . , ud}⊥ as

F (z) :=

d∑

j=1

(
tj + is′j

)
uj + z>d + f(t), (4.7)

where s′j := sj − Im
[
∂jf(t)

† · z>d

]
.

The essential property of F is that ι◦F , where ι is the embedding defined in Eq. (1.10),
maps the set {∑d

j=1 tjuj : |t| < δ} into the set of Hartree minimizers

ι ◦ F




d∑

j=1

tjuj


 = ι




d∑

j=1

tjuj + f(t)


 = u0,λ−1(t),

for all |t| < δ. This also implies the central inequality Eq. (1.11), as will be demonstrated
in the introduction of Section 5.

The arguments so far are based only on the fact that F shifts the component z>d

by an amount f(t). The identity (ι ◦ F )
(∑d

j=1 tjuj

)
= u0,λ−1(t) would still hold if

we used sj instead of s′j in Eq. (4.7). Nevertheless, it is natural that F shifts the s
component as well, since this shift makes sure that dF preserves the symplectic form
ω(z1, z2) := Re [z1]

† · Im [z2] − Im [z1]
† · Re [z2]. Therefore it makes sense to look for a

quantum counterpart WN , which we are going to define in the subsequent Definition 4.8.
In analogy to F preserving the symplectic form ω, the unitary map WN is preserving
the commutator bracket.

Definition 4.8 (Unitary Transformation WN : F0 −→ F0). Based on the fact that the
operators q1, . . . , qd defined in Eq. (4.4) commute, we can assign to a function h : Rd −→
H0 with components hj(t) := u†j · h(t) an operator h(q) : F0 −→ F0 ⊗H0

h(q) :=

∞∑

j=1

hj(q1, . . . , qd)⊗ uj ,
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where the operators hj(q1, . . . , qd) are well defined via functional calculus. Let f be the
function defined in Eq. (4.6), then we can define the unitary map WN : F0 −→ F0 as

WN := exp
[
Nf(q)† · b>d −Nb†>d · f(q)

]
= exp


N

∞∑

j=d+1

fj(q1, . . . , qd)
(
bj − b†j

)

 ,

(4.8)

where we have used that u†j · f(t) = 0 for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Note that q1, . . . , qd and b>d

have an N dependence, which we suppress in our notation. Furthermore, we define the
transformed operators

p′j : = WN pj W−1
N ,

p′ : = WN pW−1
N =

d∑

j=1

p′j ⊗ uj ,

L′ : = WN LW−1
N ,

where p is defined in Eq. (4.5) and L is defined in Definition 3.1. Note that the domain
of L′ is WNF≤N , since L is only defined on F≤N .

That the unitary map WN is indeed a quantum counterpart to the classical map F
defined in Eq. (4.7) can be seen from the transformation laws described in the following
Lemma 4.9.

Lemma 4.9 (Transformation Laws). We have the following transformation laws

WN bj W−1
N = bj + fj(q) for j > d,

WN qj W−1
N = qj for j ∈ {1, . . . , d},

p′j = pj − Im

[
∂uj

f(q)† · b>d

]
for j ∈ {1, . . . , d},

and therefore WN b≥1 W−1
N = q + ip′ + b>d + f(q).

The proof of Lemma 4.9 is elementary and is left to the reader. Before we state the
main Theorems of this subsection, let us define what it means for a sequence of operators
XN to be asymptotically small compared to another sequence YN , in a suitable sense
that is specific to our problem.

Definition 4.10. We say that sequences of operators XN , YN with YN ≥ 0 satisfy

XN = o∗(YN ),

in case for all ǫ > 0 there exists a δ > 0, such that
∣∣ 〈XN 〉Ψ

∣∣ ≤ ǫ 〈YN 〉Ψ for allM,N with
M
N

≤ δ and all elements Ψ ∈ WNF≤M . Furthermore, we say that sequences of operators
XN , YN with YN ≥ 0 satisfy

XN = O∗(YN ),
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in case there exists a constant C and δ0 > 0, such that
∣∣ 〈XN 〉Ψ

∣∣ ≤ C 〈YN 〉Ψ for all

M,N with M
N

≤ δ0 and all Ψ ∈ WNF≤M .

Remark 4.11. Let us denote with πM,N := WN πM W−1
N the orthogonal projection

onto the subspace WNF≤M ⊂ F0. Then the statement XN = O∗ (YN ) holds true if and
only if there exists a constant C and δ0 > 0, such that

πM,N Re [λXN ] πM,N ≤ C πM,NYNπM,N (4.9)

for all λ ∈ C with |λ| = 1 and M
N

≤ δ0. Similarly, XN = o∗ (YN ) is equivalent to the
existence of a function ǫ : R+ −→ R+ with lim

δ→0
ǫ(δ) = 0, such that

πM,N Re [λXN ]πM,N ≤ ǫ

(
M

N

)
πM,NYNπM,N (4.10)

for all λ ∈ C with |λ| = 1 and M ≤ N .

Theorem 4.12. Recall the o∗(·) notation from Definition 4.10, the Hartree energy eH
defined in Eq. (1.2) and the Bogoliubov operator H defined in Eq. (4.2), and let us define

TN := p† · p+ b†>d · (T + 1) · b>d +
1

N
. (4.11)

Then, given Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3, we have

(WNUN )N−1HN (WNUN )−1 = eH +N−1H+ o∗ (TN ) .

The proof of Theorem 4.12, which in particular gives rise to a rigorous version of the
key inequality Eq. (1.13), will be the content of Section 5. With Theorem 4.12 at hand
we can verify the lower bound in the main Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 4.13 (Lower Bound). Let EN be the ground state energy of HN , eH the
Hartree energy defined in Eq. (1.2) and let H be the Bogoliubov operator defined in
Eq. (4.2). Given Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3, we have the lower bound

EN ≥ N eH + inf σ (H) + oN→∞ (1) .

Proof. According to Theorem 1.2, there exists a sequence of states ΨN ∈⊗N
s H, ‖ΨN‖ =

1, such that 〈HN 〉ΨN
≤ EN + αN with αN −→

N→∞
0 and

ǫN := 〈b†≥1 · b≥1〉UNΨN
= 〈b†≥1 · b≥1〉ΨN

−→
N→∞

0.

Let us abbreviate H̃N := UNHNU
−1
N and let πM be the orthogonal projection onto the

space F≤M as before. Furthermore, let 0 ≤ f, g ≤ 1 be smooth functions with f2+g2 = 1,
f(x) = 1 for x ≤ 1

2 and f(x) = 0 for x ≥ 1, and let us define fM(x) := f
(

x
M

)
and
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gM (x) := g
(

x
M

)
. Then the generalized IMS localization formula in [23, Theorem A.1],

in the form stated in [21, Proposition 6.1], tells us that

H̃N = fM (N ) H̃N fM (N ) + gM (N ) H̃N gM (N )−RM,N ,

with RM,N ≤ R
M2

∑∞
n=0 Pn

(
H̃N −EN

)
Pn, where Pn is the orthogonal projection onto

F≤n ∩ F⊥
≤n−1, N =

∑∞
j=1 a

†
jaj and R := 16

(
‖f ′‖2∞ + ‖g′‖2∞

)
. Let us define MN as

the smallest integer larger than
√
ǫNN and N

2
3 . The exponent 2

3 is somewhat arbitrary

and we could use any sequence ℓN with N
1
2 ≪ ℓN ≪ N instead. Using the estimate

1− fM(x)2 ≤ 2
M
x yields

ρN := 〈1−fMN
(N )2〉UNΨN

≤ 2

MN
〈N〉UNΨN

=
2N

MN
〈b†≥1 · b≥1〉UNΨN

≤ 2√
ǫN
ǫN −→

N→∞
0.

Let us define ΦN := (1 − ρN )−
1
2 fMN

(N )UNΨN . Using Lemma 3.6 and the inequality

H̃N ≥ EN yields

EN+αN ≥〈H̃N 〉UNΨN
≥(1−ρN ) 〈H̃N 〉ΦN

+ρNEN− R

M2
N

〈kH̃N+k2N−EN 〉UNΨN
.

(4.12)

Since limN N
−1EN = eH, we obtain that βN := R

M2
N

〈kH̃N + k2N − EN 〉UNΨN
satisfies

βN ≤ R

N
4
3

(
(k − 1)EN + kαN + k2N

)
−→
N→∞

0.

We can now rewrite Inequality (4.12) as

EN ≥ 〈H̃N 〉ΦN
− αN + βN

1− ρN
.

Let r > 0 be as in the assumption of Theorem 4.4 and recall the definition of A in
Eq. (4.3). Note that NTN = A + 1. By Theorem 4.12 and Remark 4.11, there exists a
function ǫ with limδ→0 ǫ(δ), such that

〈H̃N 〉ΦN
≥ N eH + 〈H〉WNΦN

− ǫ

(
MN

N

)
〈A+ 1〉WNΦN

= N eH +

(
1− 1

r
ǫ

(
MN

N

))
〈H〉WNΦN

+
1

r
ǫ

(
MN

N

)
〈H − rA〉WNΦN

− ǫ

(
MN

N

)

≥ N eH + inf σ (H) +
1

r
ǫ

(
MN

N

)(
inf σ (H− rA)− inf σ (H)

)
− ǫ

(
MN

N

)

for all N large enough such that 1 − 1
r
ǫ
(
MN

N

)
≥ 0. This concludes the proof, since

inf σ (H− rA) > −∞ by Theorem 4.4. �
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5. Taylor Expansion of (WNUN)HN (WNUN)
−1

This section is devoted to the verification of the main technical Theorem 4.12, which
is the rigorous version of inequality Eq. (1.13). Before we explain the proof, recall the
definition of ι in Eq. (1.10) and F in Eq. (4.7), and let us verify the classical counterpart
Eq. (1.11). For this purpose we define the functional

E ′(z) := EH [ι (F (z))] , (5.1)

which satisfies according to the definition of F that E ′ (~t
)
= eH for all t ∈ Rd with

~t :=
∑d

j=1 tjuj, i.e. F flattens the manifold of minimizers of EH ◦ ι. We will verify
Eq. (1.11) by sorting the functional E ′ in terms of powers in the variables s and z>d

for any z =
∑d

j=1 (tj + isj) uj + z>d ∈ H0 with z>d ∈ {u1, . . . , ud}⊥. In the following,

let π(z) :=
∑d

j=1 isjuj + z>d be the projection onto V := π (H0). We can now sort
E ′(z) in terms of powers in s and z>d, i.e. in terms of powers in π(z), using a Taylor
approximation with expansion point ~t

E ′(z) = E ′ (~t+ π(z)
)
= E ′ (~t

)
+D|~t E ′(π(z)

)
+

1

2
D2|~t E ′(π(z)

)
+ { HigherOrders }

= E ′ (~t
)
+DV |~t E ′(z) +

1

2
D2

V |~t E ′(z
)
+ { HigherOrders }, (5.2)

where D|z0E ′(v) is the first derivative of E ′ in the direction v at z0, D
2|z0E ′(v) is the

second derivative in the direction v, and DV |z0E ′(v) := D|z0E ′ (π(v)) and D2
V |z0E ′(v

)
:=

D2|z0E ′(π(v)
)
are the derivatives only with respect to directions in V. Using E ′ (~t

)
= eH,

DV |~t E ′ = 0 and the fact that D2
V |~t E ′(v) ≥

(
1− ǫ

2

)
D2

V |0 E ′(v) for t small enough by
continuity, we formally arrive at Eq. (1.11), which is claimed to hold only for small
‖z‖2 = |t|2 + ‖π(z)‖2 anyway.

By sorting the expression (WNUN )HN (WNUN )−1 in terms of powers in the operators
p and b>d, we will verify that we end up with the same Taylor approximation we obtained
by sorting E ′(z) in terms of powers in the variables s and z>d. More precisely, our goal
is to verify that

(WNUN )N−1HN (WNUN )−1=E(q)+DV
∣∣
q
E
(
b≥1

)
+
1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
E
(
b≥1

)
+o∗ (TN ) (5.3)

= eH +N−1H+ o∗ (TN ) ,

where E : dom [T ] → R is a differentiable extension to all of dom [T ] of the functional
E ′∣∣

Br
, restricted to the ball Br := {z ∈ H0 ∩ dom [T ] : ‖z‖ < r} for a sufficiently small

r > 0. Note that the spectrum of the operators q1, . . . , qd is the whole real axis R. In

order to even define E (q) and DV
∣∣
q
E
(
b≥1

)
with the help of functional calculus, it is

therefore necessary that E , in contrast to E ′, is an everywhere defined and differentiable
functional. For such a function E we can define E (q) via functional calculus starting from

the function t 7→ E
(∑d

j=1 tjuj

)
for t ∈ Rd. The so far formal objects DV

∣∣
q
E
(
b≥1

)
and
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1
2D

2
V
∣∣
0
E
(
b≥1

)
are later defined in Definition 5.4. Note that it is a necessity to restrict

E ′ to a sufficiently small ball Br first, to be precise we require that ‖F (z)‖ ≤ 1 − δ for
all z ∈ Br where 0 < δ < 1, since E ′ itself does not have a differentiable extension due
to the square root appearing in the definition of ι, see Eq. (1.10).

In order to reduce the technical efforts of proving Eq. (5.3), we will make use of the
fact that

(WNUN )N−1HN (WNUN )−1 = WN ÃNW−1
N +WN B̃NW−1

N + o∗ (TN ) ,

which, as we will see in the proof of Theorem 4.12, is a consequence of Eq. (3.8). We
can then prove Eq. (5.3) separately for the operators WN ÃN W−1

N and WN B̃N W−1
N . In

fact, we are going to verify that

WN ÃN W−1
N = EA (q)+DV

∣∣
q
EA
(
b≥1

)
+
1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
EA
(
b≥1

)
+

c

N
+ o∗ (TN ) , (5.4)

WN B̃N W−1
N = EB (q)+DV

∣∣
q
EB
(
b≥1

)
+
1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
EB
(
b≥1

)
− c

N
+ o∗ (TN ) , (5.5)

where the constant c arises due to the non-commutative nature of the operators q and
p, and EA and EB are differentiable extensions of E ′

A, E ′
B : Br −→ C

E ′
A(z) : = u†z · T · uz, E ′

B(z) :=
1

2
(uz ⊗ uz)

† · v̂ · uz ⊗ uz, (5.6)

where uz := ι (F (z)). The proofs of Eqs. (5.4) and (5.5) will be carried out in Subsections
5.1 and 5.2, respectively. We have to perform a variety of operator estimates, and since
WN ÃNW−1

N and WN B̃NW−1
N involve factors of the form

√
1− L′ with L′ defined in

Definition 4.8, we need in particular to estimate the Taylor residuum corresponding to
approximations of such terms. The operator estimates can be found in Appendix C,
respectively Appendix D for the operator square root specifically.

5.1. Taylor Expansion of WN ÃNW−1
N

In order to structure the analysis, we split the operator WN ÃNW−1
N into simpler oper-

ators HJ , introduced in Definition 5.1, and we split the classical counterpart EA defined
in Eq. (5.6) into atoms EJ , defined in Definition 5.2. In Lemma 5.3, we then explain
how WN ÃNW−1

N and EA can be written in terms of HJ and EJ , respectively.

Definition 5.1. Recall the function t 7→ f(t) from Definition 4.7. For i ∈ {0, . . . , 4},
we define operators hi : dom[N ] −→ F0 ⊗H by h0 := 1F0 ⊗ u0 and

h1 : = q =

d∑

j=1

qj ⊗ uj, h3 := ip′ = i

d∑

j=1

(
pj − Im

[
∂jf(q)

† · b>d

])
⊗ uj ,

h2 : = f(q), h4 := b>d,
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where f(q) and ∂jf(q) are defined according to Definition 4.8. Furthermore, for a multi-
index J = (i, j) with i, j ∈ {0, . . . , 4} we define an operator HJ on WNF≤N as

HJ : = h†i · T · hj
(
1− L′

)mJ
2
,

where mJ counts how many of the indices in J = (i, j) are zero.

Definition 5.2. Let us decompose an arbitrary z ∈ H0 as z =
∑d

j=1(tj + isj) uj + z>d,

with t, s ∈ Rd and z>d ∈ {u1, . . . , ud}⊥. For i ∈ {0, . . . , 4}, we define in analogy to
Definition 5.1 the functions ei : H0 −→ H by e0(z) := u0 and

e1(z) : =
d∑

j=1

tj uj , e3(z) := i
d∑

j=1

(
sj − Im

[
∂jf(t1, . . . , td)

† · z
])
uj ,

e2(z) : = f (t) , e4(z) := z>d.

With this at hand, we can write the transformation F : H0 −→ H0 from Eq. (4.7) as

F (z) = e1(z) + e2(z) + e3(z) + e4(z).

Furthermore, consider for m ∈ {0, . . . , 4} the functions

ηm (z) :=





(
1− ‖F (z)‖2

)m
2
for even m,

χ
(
‖F (z)‖2

)(
1− ‖F (z)‖2

)m
2
for odd m,

(5.7)

where χ is a smooth function with 0 ≤ χ(x) ≤ 1, supp (χ) ⊂ [0, 1) and χ(x) = 1 for
|x| < 1

2 . Then we can define for a multi-index J = (i, j) with i, j ∈ {0, . . . , 4} the
function EJ : H0 ∩ dom[T ] −→ C as

EJ(z) := ei(z)
† · T · ej(z) ηmJ

(z) ,

where mJ counts how many of the two indices i, j are zero.

Lemma 5.3. Let us define for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , 4} the coefficients λ(0,0) := 1, λ(i,0) := 2,
λ(i,j) := 1 and λ(0,j) := 0. Then

WN ÃN W−1
N =

∑

J∈{0,...,4}2
λJ Re [HJ ] , (5.8)

where ÃN is defined in Eq. (3.6). Furthermore, the functional EA defined as

EA(z) : =
∑

J∈{0,...,4}2
λJ Re [EJ(z)] , (5.9)

is an extension of E ′
A

∣∣
Br

defined in Eq. (5.6), where Br := {z ∈ H0 ∩ dom [T ] : ‖z‖ < r}
and r > 0 is a constant such that ‖F (z)‖ < 1

2 for all z ∈ H0 with ‖z‖ < r.
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Note that the operator WN ÃN W−1
N involves terms with

√
1− L′ on the right side as

well as on the left side. In order to reduce the technical effort later, it will be convenient
to have all of them on one side, say the right side. This can be achieved by using the
real part, e.g. we can write for j ∈ {1, . . . , 4}

h†j · T · u0
√
1− L′ +

√
1− L′u†0 · T · hj = Re

[
h†j · T · u0

√
1− L′

]
= 2Re

[
H(j,0)

]
.

Therefore we set all the coefficients λ(0,j) in Lemma 5.3 to zero, since the (0, j)-contribution
is already included in the real part of the (j, 0)-contribution.

Proof. Eq. (5.8) follows from the transformation law WN b≥1W−1
N = h1 + h2 + h3 + h4,

where hi is defined in Definition 5.1, and the definition L′ = WN LW−1
N . Similarly we

obtain EA(z) = E ′
A(z) for all z with ‖z‖ < r for r as above and the fact that

ι
(
F (z)

)
= ι (e1(z)+e2(z)+e3(z)+e4(z)) =

√
1−‖F (z)‖2e0+e1(z)+e2(z)+e3(z)+e4(z).

�

In order to prove the Taylor approximation in Eq. (5.4), we will verify that each of
the atoms HJ can be approximated using the quantized Taylor coefficients of EJ . The

quantized Taylor coefficients DV
∣∣
q
EJ
(
b≥1

)
and D2

V
∣∣
0
EJ
(
b≥1

)
are rigorously defined by

the following Definition.

Definition 5.4. Let Lt : H0 −→ C be a bounded R-linear map for all t ∈ Rd, and let
w(t), w̃(t) be the unique elements in H0 such that Lt(z) = w(t)† · z + z† · w̃(t). Then we
define

Lq (b≥1) := w(q)† · b≥1 + b†≥1 · w̃(q). (5.10)

Let furthermore Λ be an R-quadratic form on H0 with a unique decomposition Λ(z) =
z† ·Q · z+G† · z⊗ z+(z ⊗ z)† · G̃ where Q is an operator on H0 and G, G̃ ∈ H⊗sH0 (or,

more generally, in H0 ⊗s H0
‖.‖∗

as introduced in Lemma 4.1). Then we define Λ (b≥1) as

Λ (b≥1) := b†≥1 ·Q · b≥1 +G† · b≥1 ⊗ b≥1 + (b≥1 ⊗ b≥1)
† · G̃.

In the following we want to verify that the residuum RJ defined as

RJ : = HJ − EJ(q)−DV
∣∣
q
EJ (b≥1)−

1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
EJ (b≥1)−

cJ
N

(5.11)

is small, where the constant cJ are given by

c(0,0) : =
d

4
u†0 · T · u0 = −1

8

d∑

j=1

∂2tj
∣∣
t=0

E(0,0)
(
~t
)
,

c(3,3) : =
1

4

d∑

j=1

u†j · T · uj =
1

8

d∑

j=1

∂2tj
∣∣
t=0

E(1,1)
(
~t
)
, (5.12)
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c(1,3) := c(3,1) := −c(3,3) and cJ := 0 for all other J ∈ {0, . . . , 4}2, where ~t :=
∑d

j=1 tjuj.
The proof will be spit into two parts. In Lemma 5.6 we derive an explicit representation
of the residuum RJ by sorting the operator HJ in terms of powers in p and b>d, and
in Theorem 5.7 we will make sure that this residuum is indeed small compared to the
operator TN defined in Eq. (4.11), which is quadratic in the operators p and b>d.

In order to illustrate the emergence of the additional constants cJ in the residuum RJ

in Eq. (5.11), let us first investigate the following toy problem.

Example. Consider the toy Hamiltonian Htoy := b†1b1 and the corresponding Hartree
functional Etoy : C −→ C given by Etoy[z] := |z|2. Using b1 = q1 + ip1 and the commu-
tation relation [ip1, q1] =

1
2N , we obtain

Htoy = q21+p
2
1−

1

2N
= q21−

1

4

(
b1−b†1

)2
− 1

2N
= q21+

1

2
b†1b1−

1

4
b21−

1

4

(
b†1
)2

− 1

4N
. (5.13)

Let DV be the derivative with respect to the imaginary part and z = t+ is ∈ C, then

1

2
D2

V |0 Etoy(z) =
1

2
D2|0 Etoy(is) = s2 =

1

2
|z|2 − 1

4
z2 − 1

4
z̄2.

With the definition ctoy := −1
8∂

2
t

∣∣
t=0

Etoy[t] = −1
4 we can therefore rewrite Eq. (5.13) as

Htoy = Etoy[q1] +
1

2
D2

V |0Etoy(b1) +
ctoy
N

.

Definition 5.5 (Taylor approximation of the square root). Let ηm be the function
defined in Eq. (5.7) and let us define the constant cm := m

8 d. We then define the

residuum corresponding to the operator Taylor approximation of
(
1−L′

)m
2
, for different

degrees of accuracy, as

E0
m : =

(
1− L′

)m
2 − ηm (q) ,

E1
m : =

(
1− L′

)m
2 − ηm (q)−DV

∣∣
q
ηm
(
b≥1

)
,

E2
m : =

(
1− L′

)m
2 − ηm (q)−DV

∣∣
q
ηm
(
b≥1

)
− 1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
ηm
(
b≥1

)
− cm
N
.

Lemma 5.6. Let J = (i, j) ∈ {0, . . . , 4}2 be such that λJ 6= 0, where λJ is defined
in Lemma 5.3, and let RJ be the residuum defined in Eq. (5.11). By distinguishing
different cases with the help of the index eJ := |{ℓ ∈ J : ℓ ∈ {3, 4}}| and the index mJ :=
|{ℓ ∈ J : ℓ = 0}|, we can explicitly express RJ as

• In the case mJ = 2, i.e. J = (0, 0): R(0,0) =
(
u†0 · T · u0

)
E2

2 .

• In the case eJ = 0 and mJ < 2: RJ =
(
h†i · T · hj

)
E1

mJ
.
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• In the case eJ = 1, there exists a constant C and functions FJ : Rd −→ R with
|FJ (t)| ≤ C|t|, such that

RJ =
(
h†i · T · hj

)
E0

mJ
+
FJ(q)

N
. (5.14)

• For eJ = 2 we distinguish further between the individual cases and obtain

R(3,3) =
(
ip′ − ip

)† · T · ip′ + (ip)† · T ·
(
ip′ − ip

)
,

R(3,4) =
(
ip′ − ip

)† · T · b>d = R†
(4,3),

R(4,4) = 0.

Proof. The Lemma can be verified by straightforward computations for the different
individual cases. For the purpose of illustration, we will explicitly carry out the compu-
tations for the case J = (3, j) with j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, i.e. we are going to verify Eq. (5.14) for
this special case. Using the definition of E0

m in Definition 5.5, the observation hj = ej(q)

and the fact that (ip′ℓ)
† = b†≥1 ·

(
uℓ − ∂uℓ

f(q)
)
−
(
uℓ − ∂uℓ

f(q)
)† · b≥1, we obtain

HJ =
(
ip′
)† · T · ej(q)

(
1− L′)m

2 =
(
ip′
)† · T · ej(q)ηm(q) +

(
ip′
)† · T · ej(q)E0

m

=
1

2

d∑

ℓ=1

b†≥1 ·
(
uℓ−∂uℓ

f(q)
)
u†ℓ ·T ·ej(q) ηm(q)− 1

2

d∑

ℓ=1

(
uℓ−∂uℓ

f(q)
)† ·b≥1u

†
ℓ ·T ·ej(q) ηm(q)

+
(
ip′
)† · T · ej(q)E0

m, (5.15)

where m := mJ . Our goal is to commute b≥1 in
(
uℓ − ∂uℓ

f(q)
)† · b≥1u

†
ℓ · T · ej(q) ηm(q)

to the right side, in order to obtain an expression which is of the same form as (5.10).
We define the corresponding functions w and w̃ as

w := −1

2

d∑

ℓ=1

(
u†ℓ · T · ej

(
~t
)
ηm
(
~t
)) (

uℓ − ∂tℓf(t)
)

and w̃(t) := −w(t). The commutation law
[
g(q),

(
uℓ−∂uℓ

f(q)
)† ·b≥1

]
= [g(q), ipℓ] =

− 1
2N ∂ℓg(q), for C

1 functions g : Rd −→ R then yields

−1

2

d∑

ℓ=1

(
uℓ − ∂uℓ

f(q)
)† ·b≥1 u

†
ℓ · T · ej(q) ηm(q) = w(q)† · b≥1 +

1

N
y(q),

where y : Rd −→ R is defined as y(t) := −1
4

∑
ℓ ∂ℓ

(
uℓ · T · ej(~t )ηm(~t )

)
. Furthermore

DV
∣∣
~t
EJ(z)=e3(z)† ·T ·ej

(
~t
)
ηm
(
~t
)
=

d∑

ℓ=1

(
iIm

[(
uℓ−∂tℓf(t)

)† ·z
]
uℓ

)†
·T ·ej

(
~t
)
ηm
(
~t
)

= w(t)† · z + z† · w̃(t).
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Consequently we can rewrite Eq. (5.15) as

(
ip′
)† · T · ej(q)

(
1− L′)m

2 = DV
∣∣
q
EJ (b≥1) +

1

N
y(q) +

(
ip′
)† · T · ej(q)E0

m.

Note that EJ
(
~t
)
= 0 and D2

V
∣∣
0
EJ = 0. Therefore Eq. (5.14) follows from the fact that

F (t) := y(t) − cJ is Lipschitz and F (0) = 0, which implies that there exists a constant
C such that |F (t)| ≤ C|t|. �

For the proof of the following Theorem, we will use various operator estimates derived
in Appendices C and D.

Theorem 5.7. Let J ∈ {0, . . . , 4}2 be such that λJ 6= 0 and let RJ be the residuum
defined in Eq. (5.11). Then,

RJ = o∗ (TN ) ,

with TN defined in Eq. (4.11) and the o∗(·) notation from Definition 4.10.

Proof. Recall the definitions in Lemma 5.6 of eJ := |{l ∈ J : l ∈ {3, 4}}|, which counts
how many of the indices in J = (i, j) are equal to 3 or 4, mJ := |{l ∈ J : l = 0}|, which
counts how many of the indices are zero, and the residuum RJ defined in Eq. (5.11). In
order to prove the statement of the Theorem, we are going to verify RJ = o∗ (TN) for
all J with λJ 6= 0.

The case J = (0, 0): In this case we have the identity R(0,0) =
(
u†0 · T · u0

)
E2

2 ,

hence we have to verify E2
2 = o∗ (TN ). In order to do this, recall the function η2(x) =

1− ‖F (x)‖2 from Eq. (5.7) and let us compute using Lemma 4.9

1− L′ = 1−
(
q + f(q) + ip′ + b>d

)† ·
(
q + f(q) + ip′ + b>d

)

= 1− q† · q − f(q)† · f(q)− f(q)† · b>d − b†>d · f(q)

− b†>d · b>d −
(
p† · p

)
+

d

2N
− p† ·

(
p′ − p

)
−
(
p′ − p

)† · p′

= η2(q) +DV
∣∣
q
η2
(
b≥1

)
+D2

V
∣∣
0
η2
(
b≥1

)
+

d

4N
− p† ·

(
p′ − p

)
−
(
p′ − p

)† · p′,

where we used η2(q) = 1−q†·q−f(q)†·f(q) and p†·p = 1
4

∑d
j=1

(
2b†jbj − b2j −

(
b†j
)2)

+ d
4N .

Note that c2
N

= d
4N , where c2 is the constant from Definition 5.5. Since p2 ≤ TN , it is

clear that p2 = O∗ (TN ). In Lemmata C.6 and C.5, we will verify that (p′)2 = O∗ (TN )
and (p′ − p)2 = o∗ (TN ). Therefore we obtain by the operator Cauchy–Schwarz inequal-
ity in the auxiliary Lemma C.1 that p† · (p′ − p) as well as (p′ − p)† · p′ are of order
o∗ (TN ). We conclude E2

2 = o∗ (TN ).

The case eJ = 0, with J 6= (0, 0): In this case mJ ∈ {0, 1} and the error is given by

RJ = h†i · T · hj E1
mJ

= ei (q)
† · T · ej (q) E1

mJ
.
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We clearly have E1
0 = 0. For mJ = 1, let us define the function V (t) := ei

(
~t
)† ·T ·ej

(
~t
)
,

which satisfies V (t) ≤ C|t| for a constant C. In Lemma D.2 we will then verify that
V (q)E1

1 = o∗ (TN ).

The case eJ = 1: In this case the error reads RJ =
(
h†i · T · hj

)
E0

mJ
+ FJ(q)

N
, where

FJ(t) ≤ C|t| for some constant C. Using Lemma D.2 and Lemma C.4 from the Appendix,

we obtain that
(
E0

1

)†
E0

1 = o∗ (TN ) and FJ (q)
N

= o∗
(
1
N

)
. Regarding the first term, note

that E0
0 = 0. Hence, we assume w.l.o.g. mJ = 1. We are done once we can verify

(
h†i · T · hj

)
·
(
h†i · T · hj

)†
= O∗ (TN ) (5.16)

in case one of the indices i, j is in {3, 4} and the other is zero. Let us first assume

i ∈ {3, 4}. Then h†i · T · hj = h†i · w, with w := T · u0 ∈ H, and therefore Eq. (5.16)
follows from Lemma C.6 in the case i = 3 and from Lemma C.5 in the case i = 4. The
proof of the case j ∈ {3, 4} follows analogously.

The case eJ = 2: In this case, the error is a linear combination of (ip′ − ip)† · T · hj
and h†i · T · (ip′ − ip) with hi, hj ∈ {p′, b>d}. Note that A :=

√
T (1H − π>d) is bounded,

and therefore
(
ip′ − ip

)† · T ·
(
ip′ − ip

)
=
(
ip′ − ip

)† ·A†A ·
(
ip′ − ip

)

≤ ‖A‖2
(
ip′ − ip

)† ·
(
ip′ − ip

)
= o∗ (TN )

by Lemma C.5. Similarly, we have (p′)† · T · p′ ≤ ‖A‖2(p′)† · p′ = O∗ (TN ) by Lemma

C.6. Hence Lemma C.1 tells us that (ip′ − ip)† · T · hj and h†i · T · (ip′ − ip) are of order
o∗ (TN ). �

Corollary 5.8. Recall the functional EA defined in Eq. (5.9) and let us define the con-
stant c :=

∑
J∈{0,...,4}2 λJcJ . Then

WN ÃNW−1
N = EA(q) +DV

∣∣
q
EA (b≥1) +

1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
EA (b≥1) +

c

N
+ o∗ (TN ) .

Proof. The statement follows from combining Lemma 5.3 and Theorem 5.7. �

5.2. Taylor Expansion of WNB̃NW−1
N

Similar to the previous subsection, we introduce atoms HJ in Definition 5.9 as well
as their classical counterparts EJ in Definition 5.10. In Lemma 5.11 we explain how
WN B̃NW−1

N and EB can be written in terms of HJ and EJ , respectively.
Definition 5.9. Recall the definition of hi : dom[N ] −→ F0 ⊗ H from Definition 5.1.
For a multi-index J = (i, j, k, ℓ) with i, j, k, ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , 4}, we define an operator HJ on
WNF≤N as

HJ : = (hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ

(
1− L′)mJ

2 ,

where mJ counts how many of the indices i, j, k, ℓ are zero.
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Definition 5.10. Recall the definition of ei : H0 −→ H and ηm from Definition 5.2. For
a multi-index J = (i, j, k, ℓ) with i, j, k, ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , 4}, we define EJ : H0 ∩ dom[T ] −→ C

EJ(z) : =
[
ei(z)⊗ ej(z)

]†
· v̂ · ek(z)⊗ eℓ(z) ηmJ

(z),

where mJ counts how many of the indices i, j, k, ℓ are zero and ηm are the functions
defined in Eq. (5.7).

Lemma 5.11. Let us define for all i, j, k, ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 4} the coefficients λ(0,0,0,0) :=
1
2 ,

λ(i,0,0,0) := 2, λ(i,j,0,0) := λ(i,0,k,0) := λ(0,j,k,0) := 1, λ(i,j,k,0) := 2, λ(i,j,k,ℓ) :=
1
2 and all

other coefficients are defined as λJ := 0. Then

WN B̃N W−1
N =

∑

J∈{0,...,4}4
λJ Re [HJ ] .

Furthermore, the functional EB defined as

EB(z) :=
∑

J∈{0,...,4}4
λJ Re [EJ(z)] , (5.17)

is an extension of E ′
B

∣∣
Br

defined in Eq. (5.6), where Br := {z ∈ H0 ∩ dom [T ] : ‖z‖ < r}
and r > 0 is a constant such that ‖F (z)‖ < 1

2 for all z ∈ H0 with ‖z‖ < r.

The proof of Lemma 5.11 works analogously to the proof of Lemma 5.3. Following
the strategy from Subsection 5.1 we are going to verify that the residuum RJ

RJ : = HJ − EJ(q)−DV
∣∣
q
EJ (b≥1)−

1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
EJ (b≥1)−

cJ
N

(5.18)

is small, where the constant cJ are given by c(0,0,0,0) := −1
8

∑d
j=1 ∂

2
tj

∣∣
t=0

E(0,0,0,0)
(
~t
)
and

c(3,3,0,0) : = −1

8

d∑

j=1

∂2tj
∣∣
t=0

E(1,1,0,0)
(
~t
)
, c(3,1,0,0) := −c(3,3,0,0), c(1,3,0,0) := c(3,3,0,0),

c(3,0,3,0) : =
1

8

d∑

j=1

∂2tj
∣∣
t=0

E(1,0,1,0)
(
~t
)
, c(1,0,3,0) := −c(3,0,3,0), c(3,0,1,0) := −c(3,0,3,0),

c(0,3,3,0) : =
1

8

d∑

j=1

∂2tj
∣∣
t=0

E(0,1,1,0)
(
~t
)
, c(0,1,3,0) := −c(0,3,3,0), c(0,3,1,0) := −c(0,3,3,0),

(5.19)

and all other constants are defined as cJ := 0. The proof will be split into two parts.
In Lemma 5.12 we derive an explicit representation of the residuum RJ by sorting the
operator HJ in terms of powers in p and b>d, and in Theorem 5.16 we will make sure
that this residuum is indeed small compared to the operator TN .
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Lemma 5.12. Let J = (i, j, k, ℓ) ∈ {0, . . . , 4}4 be such that λJ 6= 0, where λJ is
defined in Lemma 5.11, and let RJ be the residuum defined in Eq. (5.18). By dis-
tinguishing different cases with the help of the indices eJ := |{ℓ ∈ J : ℓ ∈ {3, 4}}| and
mJ := |{ℓ ∈ J : ℓ = 0}|, we can explicitly express RJ as:

• In the case mJ = 4, i.e. J = (0, 0, 0, 0): RJ = (hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ E

2
4 .

• In the case eJ = 0 and mJ < 4: RJ = (hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ E

1
mJ

.

• In the case eJ = 1, there exists a constant C and functions FJ : Rd −→ R with
|FJ (t)| ≤ C|t|, such that RJ = (hi ⊗ hj)

† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓE
0
mJ

+ FJ(q)
N

.

• In the case eJ = 2 and mJ = 2 when two of the indices are 4:

RJ = − (hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ L

′.

• In the case eJ = 2 and mJ = 2 when one of the indices is 3 and another one is 4,
let us define h̃3 := p′ − p and h̃r := hr for r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 4}. Then,

RJ = − (hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ L

′ +
(
h̃i ⊗ h̃j

)†
· v̂ · h̃k ⊗ h̃ℓ.

• In the case eJ = 2 and mJ = 2 when two of the indices are 3, let us define the

coefficients Λr,r′

(3,3,0,0) := − (ur ⊗ ur′)
† · v̂ ·u0⊗u0, Λr,r′

(3,0,3,0) := (ur ⊗ u0)
† · v̂ ·ur′ ⊗u0

and Λr,r′

(0,3,3,0) := (u0 ⊗ ur)
† · v̂ · ur′ ⊗ u0. Then,

RJ =−(hi ⊗hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗hℓ L′+

d∑

r,r′=1

Λr,r′

J

[
(p′r−pr) · p′r′+ pr · (p′r′−pr′)

]
. (5.20)

• In the cases eJ = 2 and mJ < 2, respectively eJ > 2: RJ = HJ .

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 5.6, the proof of Lemma 5.12 follows from a
straightforward computation for the individual cases. For the purpose of illustration,
we will explicitly carry out the computations for the case J = (3, 0, 3, 0), i.e. we are
going to verify Eq. (5.20). Since E(3,0,3,0)(z) is quadratic in π(z), we immediately obtain

E(3,0,3,0)
(
~t
)
= 0 and DV

∣∣
~t
E(3,0,3,0) = 0. Let us define the coefficients λα,γ := (uα ⊗ u0)

† ·
v̂ · uγ ⊗ u0, the operator Q = 1

2

∑d
α,γ=1 v̂α0,γ0 uα · u†γ and G ∈ H0 ⊗ H0 by G =

−1
4

∑d
α,γ=1 v̂α0,γ0 uα ⊗ uγ . Then

D2
V
∣∣
0
E(3,0,3,0)(z) = z† ·Q · z +G† · z ⊗ z + (z ⊗ z) ·G
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and therefore D2
V
∣∣
0
E(3,0,3,0) (b≥1) = b†≥1 ·Q · b≥1 +G† · b≥1 ⊗ b≥1 + (b≥1 ⊗ b≥1) ·G. This

concludes the proof of Eq. (5.20), since

HJ −
(
ip′ ⊗ u0

)† · v̂ · ip′ ⊗ u0
(
−L′)−

d∑

r,r′=1

Λr,r′

J

[
(p′r − pr) · p′r′ + pr · (p′r′ − pr′)

]

= (ip ⊗ u0)
† · v̂ · ip ⊗ u0=

d∑

α,γ=1

(uα ⊗ u0)
† · v̂ · uγ ⊗ u0

1

2

(
bα − b†α

)†
· 1
2

(
bγ − b†γ

)

= b†≥1 ·Q · b≥1 + (b≥1 ⊗ b≥1)
† ·G+G† · b≥1 ⊗ b≥1 +

c(3,0,3,0)

N
.

�

In the remainder of this subsection, we are going to verify that the residuum RJ is
small compared to the quadratic operator TN . Note that the error term in the last case
of Lemma 5.12 is quite different from the other cases, since it simply corresponds to
the whole operator HJ . This is not surprising, however, since the second order Taylor
approximation of an object that is already of an higher order than two is zero, i.e. the
residuum coincides with the object itself. With the help of the following three results
in Lemma 5.13, Lemma 5.14 and Theorem 5.15, we will systematically verify that HJ is
small compared to the quadratic operator TN in the cases eJ = 2 and mJ < 2, respec-
tively eJ > 2. Regarding all other cases, we will verify the smallness of the residuum in
Theorem 5.16. In order to do this, we will repeatedly use results derived in Appendices
C and D.

Lemma 5.13. For indices i, j ∈ {0, . . . , 4}, we have the following estimates:

• In case one of the indices is contained in {3, 4}, we have

(hi ⊗ hj)
† · |v̂| · hi ⊗ hj = O∗ (TN ) .

• In case one of the indices is contained in {3, 4} and the other one is contained in
{1, . . . , 4}, we have

(hi ⊗ hj)
† · |v̂| · hi ⊗ hj = o∗ (TN) .

Proof. We will repeatedly use the inequality |v| ≤ Λ (T + 1) =: S from Assumption 1.1,
which implies together with the translation-invariance of T the inequalities |v̂| ≤ S⊗ 1H
and |v̂| ≤ 1H ⊗ S.

The case i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {3, 4}: Recall that hk = ek(q) for k ∈ {0, 1, 2} and let

us define the function φ(t) := ei
(
~t
)† · S · ei

(
~t
)
. Using the inequality |v̂| ≤ S ⊗ 1H we

obtain

(ei(q) ⊗ hj)
† · |v̂| · ei(q) ⊗ hj ≤ h†j · φ(q) · hj .
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Since |φ(t)| ≤ C
(
|t|+ |t|2

)
for a constant C, we obtain h†3 · φ(q) · h3 = o∗ (TN ) and

h†4 · φ(q) · h4 = o∗ (TN ) by Lemmata C.4 and C.6.

The case i ∈ {3, 4} and j ∈ {1, 2}: Making use of the commutation laws [bα, qβ] = 0
and [ipα, qβ] =

1
2N δα,β, this case follows from the previous one.

The case i = 3, j = 3: Let π≤d :=
∑d

r=1 ur ·u
†
r. Since

(
(p′)† · p′

)2
= o∗ (TN ), we obtain

(
p′ ⊗ p′

)† · |v̂| · p′ ⊗ p′ ≤ (p′)† ·
(
(p′)† · p′

)
⊗ S · p′ ≤

∥∥π≤d S π≤d

∥∥
(
(p′)† · p′

)2
= o∗ (TN ) .

The case i = 4 and j ∈ {3, 4}: Note that

(b>d ⊗ hj)
† · |v̂| · b>d ⊗ hj ≤ 2 (f(q) ⊗ hj)

† · |v̂| · f(q) ⊗ hj

+ 2 ((b>d + f(q)) ⊗ hj)
† · |v̂| · (b>d + f(q)) ⊗ hj

By the previous case i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {3, 4}, we know that (f(q) ⊗ hj)
† ·|v̂|·f(q) ⊗ hj =

o∗ (TN ). For the second contribution, recall the definition of πM,N from Remark 4.11
and let π̂M,N be the orthogonal projection onto the subspace WNF+

≤M ⊂ F0, where

F+
≤M := 1[0,M ]




∞∑

j>d

a†j · aj


 . (5.21)

Since we have bk π̂M,N = π̂M,N bk π̂M,N for k > d and [p′j , π̂M,N ] = 0 by Lemma C.3, we

obtain using πM,N = π̂M,N πM,N (which follows from WNF≤M ⊂ WNF+
≤M )

πM,N ((b>d + f(q)) ⊗ hj)
† · |v̂| · (b>d + f(q)) ⊗ hj πM,N

≤ πM,N h
†
j ·
(
π̂M,N (b>d + f(q))† · (b>d + f(q)) π̂M,N

)
⊗ S · hj πM,N

≤ M

N
πM,N h

†
j · S · hj πM,N ≤ C

M

N
πM,N TN πM,N

for a constant 0 < C <∞, where we used h†j ·S ·hj = O∗ (TN ) and and the characteriza-
tion of the O∗(·) notation in Remark 4.11 for the last inequality. Using this characteriza-
tion for the inequality above yields ((b>d + f(q)) ⊗ hj)

† ·|v̂|·(b>d+f(q)) ⊗ hj = o∗ (TN ).

The case i = 3 and j = 4: Making use of the commutation laws [ip′α, b] = − 1
2N ∂αf(q),

this case follows from the previous one.

The case i = 0 and j ∈ {3, 4}, respectively i ∈ {3, 4} and j = 0: Since h0 = 1F0 ⊗ u0
commutes with h3 = ip′ and h4 = b>d, we assume w.l.o.g. i = 0 and j ∈ {3, 4}. With

λ := u†0 · S · u0, we obtain

(u0 ⊗ hj)
† · |v̂| · u0 ⊗ hj ≤ λ h†j · hj = O∗ (TN ) .

�
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Lemma 5.14. In the following, let G : Rd −→ H ⊗H be a differentiable function and
let us define the operators X,Y : dom[N ] −→ F0 ⊗H as

X :=
(
ip′
)† ⊗ 1H ·G(q) = −

∞∑

k=1




d∑

j=1

iGj,kp
′
j


⊗ uk,

Y := b†>d ⊗ 1H ·G(q) =
∞∑

k=1



∑

j>d

iGj,kb
†
j


⊗ uk.

Then we have the estimates

X† ·X ≤ 2

[
(
p′
)† · ‖G‖2(q) · p′ + d

N2

d∑

α=1

‖∂αG‖2(q)
]
,

Y † · Y ≤ b†>d · ‖G‖2(q) · b>d +
1

N
‖G‖2(q).

The proof of Lemma 5.14 is based on the commutation relations [bα, b
†
β ] =

1
N
δα,β and

[pα, qβ] =
1

2iN δα,β , and is left to the reader.

Theorem 5.15. Let L′ be the operator from Definition 4.8. Then we have the following
estimates:

• In case at least two of the indices i, j, k, ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 4} are contained in {3, 4}, we
have

(hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ = o∗ (TN ) ,

• In case at least two of the indices i, j, k ∈ {0, . . . , 4} are contained in {3, 4}, we
have

(hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ u0 L

′ = o∗ (TN ) ,

• In case at least two of the indices i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , 4} are contained in {3, 4}, we
have

(hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ u0

√
1− L′ = o∗ (TN) .

Proof. Let us denote with e(a,b) the number of indices in (a, b) that are elements of
{3, 4}. In the following, we will verify the theorem separately for the case e(i,j) ≥ 1 and
e(k,ℓ) ≥ 1, and the case e(k,ℓ) = 0. Note that the case e(i,j) = 0 is only possible for the
first bullet point, and the proof of the statement follows from the case e(k,ℓ) = 0, since

[
(hi ⊗ hj)

† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ

]†
= (hk ⊗ hℓ)

† · v̂ · hi ⊗ hj .
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The case e(i,j) ≥ 1 and e(k,ℓ) ≥ 1: Let us define the operators A := hi ⊗ hj and Q := v̂,
and depending on the concrete bullet point let us define B as hk ⊗ hℓ, hk ⊗ u0 L

′ or
hk ⊗ u0

√
1− L′. In any case we have to verify

A† ·Q · B = o∗ (TN ) .

By Lemma C.1, it is enough to verify that one of the operators A† · |Q| ·A and B† · |Q| ·B
is of order o∗ (TN), and the other one is of order O∗ (TN ), which follows from Lemma
5.13 and the auxiliary Corollary D.4.

The case e(k,ℓ) = 0: In this case we have i, j ∈ {3, 4} for any of the bullet points. Let us

define the function G : Rd −→ H⊗H by G(t) := 1H⊗(T + 1)−
1
2 · v̂ ·ek

(
~t
)
⊗eℓ

(
~t
)
. Note

thatG(t) ∈ H⊗H follows from Assumption 1.1. We define the operatorX := (T + 1)
1
2 ·hi

and depending on the concrete bullet point let us define Y := h†j ⊗ 1H · G(q)Z with

Z := 1F0 , Z := L′ or Z :=
√
1− L′. In the following, we have to verify X† ·Y = o∗ (TN ).

Since i ∈ {3, 4}, we know that X† · X = O∗ (TN ). By the Cauchy–Schwarz like result
in Lemma C.1, it is therefore enough to verify Y † · Y = o∗ (TN ). Applying Lemma 5.14
yields in any case

Y † · Y = Z†
(
h†j ⊗ 1H ·G(q)

)†
·
(
h†j ⊗ 1H ·G(q)

)
Z

≤ 2 Z†
[
h†j · ‖G(q)‖2 · hj +

1

N
‖G(q)‖2 + d

N2

d∑

r=1

‖∂rG(q)‖2
]
Z,

and Corollary D.4 then yields that Z† ‖G(q)‖2 Z and Z† 1
N

(∑d
r=1 ‖∂rG(q)‖2

)
Z are of

order o∗(1). Therefore, Z† 1
N
‖G(q)‖2Z and Z† d

N2

(∑d
r=1 ‖∂rG(q)‖2

)
Z are both of order

o∗ (TN ). Finally, Z† h†j · ‖G(q)‖2 · hj Z = o∗ (TN ) follows from the auxiliary Lemmata
C.4 and C.6, and the auxiliary Corollary D.4. �

Theorem 5.16. Let J ∈ {0, . . . , 4}4 be such that λJ 6= 0 and let RJ be the residuum
defined in Eq. (5.18). Then,

RJ = o∗ (TN ) .

Proof. Let J = (i, j, k, ℓ) be a multi index with λJ 6= 0, and recall the index eJ :=
|{l ∈ J : l ∈ {3, 4}}| and the index mJ := |{l ∈ J : l = 0}| from Lemma 5.12 as well as
the residuum defined in Eq. (5.18). In order to prove the statement of the Theorem, we
have to verify RJ = o∗ (TN ) for all J ∈ {0, . . . , 4}4.

The case eJ = 0 and mJ = 0: In this case we have a trivial residuum RJ = 0.

The case eJ = 0 and mJ = 1: In this case, RJ = V (q)E1
1 , with V (t) :=

(
ei
(
~t
)
⊗

ej
(
~t
) )† · v̂ · ek

(
~t
)
⊗ eℓ

(
~t
)
. Since the C1 function V satisfies F (0) = 0, we obtain
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V (q)E1
1 = o∗ (TN ) by Lemma D.2.

The case eJ = 0 and mJ = 2: In this case RJ = V (q)E1
2 , with V (t) :=

(
ei
(
~t
)
⊗

ej
(
~t
) )† · v̂ · ek

(
~t
)
⊗ eℓ

(
~t
)
. We compute

E1
2 =

(
1− L′)− η2(q)−DV

∣∣
q
η2
(
b≥1

)
= −

(
b†>d · b>d + (p′)† · p′ − d

2N

)
.

By Lemmata C.4 and C.6 we know that V (q) b†>d · b>d = V (q) b†>d · b>d and V (q) (p′)† · p′
are of order o∗ (TN ), and consequently V (q)E1

2 = o∗ (TN ).

The case eJ = 0 and mJ = 3: In this case RJ = V (q)E1
3 , with V (t) :=

(
ei
(
~t
)
⊗

ej
(
~t
) )† · v̂ · ek

(
~t
)
⊗ eℓ

(
~t
)
. We compute

E1
3 : =

(
1− L′)√1− L′ − η3(q)−DV

∣∣
q
η3
(
b≥q

)

= (1−η2(q))E1
1−
(
f(q)† ·b>d+b>d ·f(q)

)
E0

1−
(
b†>d ·b>d+(p′)† ·p′− d

2N

)√
1−L′.

By Lemma D.2, we know that V (q)(1 − η2(q))E
1
1 = o∗ (TN) and

(
E0

1

)2
= o∗ (TN ).

Note that we further have
[
V (q)

(
f(q)† · b>d + b>d · f(q)

)]2
= o∗ (TN ), and therefore the

product V (q)
(
f(q)† · b>d + b>d · f(q)

)
E0

1 is of order o∗ (TN ) as well. By making use of
Lemmata C.4 and C.6, and Corollary D.4, we obtain

V (q)

(
b†>d ·b>d+(p′)† ·p′− d

2N

)√
1−L′ = o∗ (TN ) .

The case eJ = 0 and mJ = 4: In this case RJ = (u0 ⊗ u0) · v̂ ·u0⊗u0 E2
4 . We compute

E2
4 : =

(
1− L′)2 − η4(q)−DV

∣∣
q
η4
(
b≥1

)
−D2

V
∣∣
0
η4
(
b≥1

)
− c4
N

=
(
f(q)† · b>d + b>d · f(q)

)2
+
{
f(q)† · b>d + b>d · f(q),

(
p′
)† · p′ + b†>d · b>d

}

+
((
p′
)† · p′ + b†>d · b>d

)2
+
{
η2(q),

(
p′
)† · p′ + b†>d · b>d

}

+ 2p† ·
(
p′ − p

)
+ 2

(
p′ − p

)† · p′ − d

N
L′ +

d2

4N2
,

with the notation {A,B} := AB+BA. Clearly d
N
L′ = o∗ (TN ). From Lemmata C.4, C.5

and C.6, we know that all the operators p†·(p′ − p), (p′ − p)†·p′,
(
(p′)† · p′

)2
,
(
b†>d · b>d

)2
,

(
b†>d · f(q) + f(q)† · b>d

)2
, η2(q) b

†
>d · b>d and η2(q) (p

′)† · p′ η2(q) are of order o∗ (TN ).

Consequently, {η2(q), (p′)† ·p′+b†>d ·b>d} and
{
f(q)† ·b>d+b>d ·f(q), (p′)† ·p′+b†>d ·b>d

}

are of order o∗ (TN ) as well.
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The case eJ = 1: In this case, we have RJ = (hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓE

0
mJ

+ FJ (q)
N

.

By Lemma Lemma C.4, we know that FJ(q)
N

= o∗ (TN ). Since we know that
(
E0

mJ

)2
=

o∗ (TN ) by Corollary D.5, we are done once we can verify that XJ ·X†
J = O∗ (TN ), where

XJ := (hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ.

With 3 ∈ {i, j, k, ℓ}: Let us first assume j = 3, and define w(t) := ei
(
~t
)† ⊗ 1H · v̂ ·

ek
(
~t
)
⊗ eℓ

(
~t
)
. Clearly, XJ = (ip′)† ·w(q) and therefore XJX

†
J = O∗ (TN ) follows from

C.6. The other cases i = 3, k = 3 and ℓ = 3 follows from the commutation relation
[ip′α, qβ] =

1
2N δα,β.

With 4 ∈ {i, j, k, ℓ}: In any case, XJ is either equal to w(q)† · b>d or b†>d ·w(q), where
w : Rd −→ H with ‖w(t)‖ ≤ c|t|j and j ≥ 0. Note that we use the commutativity of qj
and b>d here. Therefore, Lemma C.5 implies XJ ·X†

J = O∗ (TN ).

The case eJ = 2 and mJ = 2: In any case, we know by the second bullet point of
Theorem 5.15, that (hi ⊗ hj)

† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ (−L′) = o∗ (TN ). In case {i, j, k, ℓ} = {0, 4},
this is the whole residuum RJ . In case {i, j, k, ℓ} = {0, 3}, the residuum reads

RJ = (hi ⊗ hj)
† · v̂ · hk ⊗ hℓ

(
−L′)+

d∑

r,r′=1

Λr,r′

J

[
(p′r − pr) · p′r′ + pr · (p′r′ − pr′)

]
.

Since any of the products (p′r − pr) · p′r′ and pr · (p′r′ − pr′) are of order o∗ (TN ), we
conclude RJ = o∗ (TN). The case {i, j, k, ℓ} = {0, 3, 4} works similarly, and is left to the
reader.

The cases eJ = 2 and mJ < 2, respectively eJ > 2: We obtain for mJ = 0 by the first
bullet point of Theorem 5.15, and for mJ = 1 by the third bullet point, that

RJ = HJ = o∗ (TN ) .

�

Corollary 5.17. Recall the functional EB defined in Eq. (5.17) and the constant c from
Corollary 5.8. Then,

WN B̃NW−1
N = EB(q) +DV

∣∣
q
EB (b≥1) +

1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
EB (b≥1)−

c

N
+ o∗ (TN ) .

Proof. Let us define c̃ :=
∑

J∈{0,...,4}4 λJcJ . Combining Lemma 5.11 and Theorem 5.16
immediately yields

WN B̃NW−1
N = EB(q) +DV

∣∣
q
EB (b≥1) +

1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
EB (b≥1) +

c̃

N
+ o∗ (TN ) .
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Recall the definition of cJ in Eq. (5.12) for J ∈ {0, . . . , 4}2, respectively Eq. (5.19) for
J ∈ {0, . . . , 4}4. Making use of the observation that most of the cJ are zero, we obtain

c+ c̃ =
∑

J∈{0,...,4}2
λJcJ +

∑

J∈{0,...,4}4
λJcJ = λ(0,0)c(0,0) + λ(1,1)

[
c(1,3) + c(3,1) + c(3,3)

]

+ λ(0,0,0,0)c(0,0,0,0) + λ(1,1,0,0)

[
c(3,3,0,0) + c(3,1,0,0) + c(1,3,0,0)

]

+ λ(1,0,1,0)

[
c(3,0,3,0) + c(3,0,1,0) + c(1,0,3,0)

]
+ λ(0,1,1,0)

[
c(0,3,3,0) + c(0,1,3,0) + c(0,3,1,0)

]

= −1

8
∂2tj
∣∣
t=0

d∑

j=1

(
λ(0,0)E(0,0)

(
~t
)
+ λ(1,1)E(1,1)

(
~t
)
+ λ(0,0,0,0)E(0,0,0,0)

(
~t
)

+ λ(1,1,0,0)E(1,1,0,0)
(
~t
)
+ λ(1,0,1,0)E(1,0,1,0)

(
~t
)
+ λ(0,1,1,0)E(0,1,1,0)

(
~t
))

= −1

8

d∑

j=1

∂2tj
∣∣
t=0

(
EA
(
~t
)
+ EB

(
~t
))

= 0,

where we have used in the first equality of the last line that ∂2tj
∣∣
t=0

λJEJ
(
~t
)
= 0 for

J /∈ {(0, 0), (1, 1), (1, 1, 0, 0), (1, 0, 1, 0), (0, 1, 1, 0)}

and in the second equality of the last line that EA
(
~t
)
+ EB

(
~t
)
= E ′ (~t

)
= eH for t small

enough, where E ′ is defined in Eq. (5.1). �

Proof of Theorem 4.12. Making use of Eq. (3.8), we obtain

(WNUN )N−1HN (WNUN )−1 = WN ÃNW−1
N +WN B̃NW−1

N + o∗ (TN ) , (5.22)

where we have used that WN b
†
≥1 · T · b≥1W−1

N ≤ 2 (X1 +X2) with

X1 : = (q + f(q))† · T · (q + f(q)) = o∗(1),

X2 : =
(
ip′ + b>d

)† · T ·
(
ip′ + b>d

)
= O∗ (TN ) ,

see Lemmata C.4 and C.6. Combining Corollaries 5.8 and 5.17 yields

WN ÃNW−1
N +WN B̃NW−1

N = E (q)+DV
∣∣
q
E
(
b≥1

)
+
1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
E
(
b≥1

)
+ o∗ (TN ) ,

with E := EA + EB . Furthermore, note that E(z) = E ′(z) for ‖z‖ < r where E ′ is defined
in Eq. (5.1), see Lemmata 5.3 and 5.11. Therefore, E

(
~t
)
= eH and DV

∣∣
t
E = 0 for t

small enough. As we will show in Lemma C.2, this implies E (q) = eH + o∗ (TN ) and

DV
∣∣
q
E
(
b≥1

)
= o∗ (TN ). Furthermore, we have 1

2D
2
V
∣∣
0
E = Hess|u0EH and therefore

1

2
D2

V
∣∣
0
E
(
b≥1

)
= N−1H.

In combination with Eq. (5.22) this concludes the proof. �
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A. Coercivity of the Hessian in Example (II)

In the following we are going to verify that the Hartree energy of a system of pseudo-
relativistic bosons in R3 interacting via a Newtonian potential, given by

Eg [u] :=
〈√

m2 −∆−m
〉
u
− (u⊗ u)† · g

2|x− y| · u⊗ u,

satisfies the coercivity assumption in Eq. (1.7) for g small enough, see Example (II) in
the introduction. Note that we are using the notation introduced in Section 3. Let
us denote with ug,β the unique radial minimizer of the functional Eg subject to the
rescaled condition ‖u‖ = 1 + β, i.e. ug,β is radial, and satisfies ‖ug,β‖ = 1 + β and
Eg[ug,β] = inf

‖u‖=1+β
Eg[u]. Let us further denote the normed minimizers by ug := ug,0. By

a scaling argument it is easy to see that ug,β = (1+β)ug(1+β)2 . For real-valued functions

f and h in {ug,β}⊥ we can express the Hessian as 1
2Hess|ug,β

Eg[f+ih] = 〈L+
g,β〉f+〈L−

g,β〉h,
where L+

g,β and L−
g,β are selfadjoint operators given by

L−
g,β :=

√
m2 −∆−m− µg,β − (1⊗ ug,β)

† · g

|x− y| · 1⊗ ug,β,

L+
g,β := L−

g,β − (1⊗ ug,β)
† · 2g

|x− y| · ug,β ⊗ 1,

with µg,β :=
〈√

m2 −∆ − m
〉
ug,β

− (ug,β ⊗ ug,β)
† · g

|x−y| · ug,β ⊗ ug,β. Furthermore we

denote the operators associated to the normed minimizers ug by L±
g := L±

g,0. Note that

〈L−
g − L+

g 〉f = (f ⊗ ug)
† · 2g

|x− y| · ug ⊗ f > 0

for all f 6= 0, and consequently it is enough to verify the following Theorem A.1 in order
to prove Eq. (1.7).

Theorem A.1. There exist constants g0 and η > 0 such that for all 0 < g < g0 and
f ∈ L2

(
Rd
)
with f ⊥ {ug, ∂x1ug, ∂x2ug, ∂x3ug}

〈L+
g 〉f ≥ η‖f‖2.

In order to prove Theorem A.1, we first need some auxiliary results regarding the
minimizers ug,β subject to the rescaled condition ‖ug,β‖ = 1 + β.

Lemma A.2. Let us define Rg,β := ug,β − ug for β ∈ [0, 1) (where 1 can be replaced by
any other positive number). Then there exist constants g0, C > 0 such that

L+
g Rg,β = δg,βug + ǫg,β,

with |δg,β| ≤ Cβ and ‖ǫg,β‖ ≤ C‖Rg,β‖2 for g ∈ (0, g0) and β ∈ [0, 1).
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Proof. Since the elements ug,β are minimizers of Eg, they satisfy the corresponding Euler-
Lagrange equations L−

g,βug,β = 0. A straightforward computation yields

0 =L−
g,βug,β − L−

g ug = L+
g Rg,β − δg,βug − ǫg,β

with

δg,β := µg,β − µg,

ǫg,β := (µg,β − µg)Rg,β + (1⊗ ug,β)
† · g

|x− y| ·Rg,β ⊗Rg,β

+ (1⊗Rg,β)
† · g

|x− y| ·Rg,β ⊗ ug + (1⊗Rg,β)
† · g

|x− y| · ug ⊗Rg,β. (A.1)

Let us first investigate the contributions involving g
|x−y| . From [16, Proposition 1] it is

clear that there exists a constant C such that ‖ug,β‖H1(R3) ≤ C < ∞ for all g small

enough and β ∈ [0, 1). With the notation S :=
√
1−∆ we obtain

∥∥∥∥(1⊗ ug,β)
† · g

|x− y| · Rg,β ⊗Rg,β

∥∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥(1⊗ Sug,β)
† · 1⊗ S−1 g

|x− y| · Rg,β ⊗Rg,β

∥∥∥∥

≤ g‖Sug,β‖
∥∥∥∥1⊗ S−1 1

|x− y|

∥∥∥∥ ‖Rg,β‖2 ≤ Cg

∥∥∥∥S
−1 1

|x|

∥∥∥∥ ‖Rg,β‖2,

where
∥∥∥S−1 1

|x|

∥∥∥ is the operator norm of the bounded one-particle operator S−1 1
|x| .

Similarly, the other contributions involving g
|x−y| in Eq. (A.1) can be estimated by

Cg
∥∥∥S−1 1

|x|

∥∥∥ ‖Rg,β‖2 as well. The uniform control of the norm ‖ug,β‖H1(R3) ≤ C < ∞
furthermore implies |δg,β| = |µg,β − µg| ≤ C̃β for some constant C̃. Note that ‖Rg,β‖ ≥
‖ug,β‖ − ‖ug‖ = β, and consequently ‖ (µg,β − µg)Rg,β‖ ≤ C̃β‖Rg,β‖ ≤ C̃‖Rg,β‖2. We
conclude that

‖ǫg,β‖ ≤
(
C̃ + 3Cg

∥∥∥∥S
−1 1

|x|

∥∥∥∥
)
‖Rg,β‖2.

�

Lemma A.3. Let Rg,β and ǫg,β be as in Lemma A.2. Then there exists a constant g0 > 0

such that lim
β→0

‖ǫg,β‖
〈ug ,Rg,β〉 = 0 and lim sup

β→0

|δg,β |
〈ug ,Rg,β〉 ≤ C for a suitable constant C > 0 and

g ∈ (0, g0).

Proof. By the results in [16] we know that 0 is an isolated eigenvalue of L+
g , i.e. there

exists a constant δ > 0 such that σ
(
L+
g

)
∩(−δ, δ) = {0}, with corresponding eigenvectors

∂x1ug, ∂x2ug, ∂x3ug. Since ug,β is radial, we know that Rg,β ⊥ ∂xj
ug, and therefore we

obtain by Lemma A.2

δ‖Rg,β‖ ≤ ‖L+
g Rg,β‖ ≤ C

(
β + ‖Rg,β‖2

)
. (A.2)
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Using [16, Proposition 1] again, it is clear that lim
g→0,β→0

‖Rg,β‖ = 0 and therefore there

exists a constant g0 such that ‖Rg,β‖ ≤ δ
2C for all g ∈ (0, g0) and β small enough.

Consequently Eq. (A.2) yields ‖Rg,β‖ ≤ 2C
δ
β. Using the fact that ‖ug,β‖ = 1 + β, we

further obtain

1 + 2β ≤ (1 + β)2 = 1 + 2 〈ug, Rg,β〉+ ‖Rg,β‖2 ≤ 1 + 2 〈ug, Rg,β〉+
(
2C

δ

)2

β2,

and therefore

‖ǫg,β‖
〈ug, Rg,β〉

≤ C
(
2C
δ

)2
β2

β − 2
(
C
δ

)2
β2

−→
β→0

0,

|δg,β |
〈ug, Rg,β〉

≤ Cβ

β − 2
(
C
δ

)2
β2

−→
β→0

C.

�

Proof of Theorem A.1. Let Q denote the projection onto the space {ug}⊥. Clearly there
exists a w ∈ L2(R3) such that

L+
g f = QL+

g f + 〈w, f 〉 ug

for all f ∈ L2(R3). With Rg,β, δg,β and ǫg,β from Lemma A.2 at hand, we obtain

L+
g (δg,βf − 〈w, f 〉Rg,β) = δg,βQL

+
g f − 〈w, f〉 ǫg,β,

and therefore ‖L+
g (δg,βf − 〈w, f 〉Rg,β) ‖ ≤ |δg,β| ‖QL+

g f‖+ ‖w‖ ‖ǫg,β‖ ‖f‖. Using again
that there exists a constant δ > 0 such that σ

(
L+
g

)
∩ (−δ, δ) = {0} with corresponding

eigenvectors ∂x1ug, ∂x2ug, ∂x3ug, see [16], and that Rg,β as a radial function is orthogonal
to them, we obtain for all f ∈ {ug, ∂x1ug, ∂x2ug, ∂x3ug}⊥

‖L+
g (δg,βf − 〈w, f 〉Rg,β) ‖ ≥ δ‖δg,βf − 〈w, f 〉Rg,β‖ ≥ δ| 〈ug , Rg,β〉 | | 〈w, f 〉 |.

Combining the estimates we have so far yields

| 〈w, f 〉 | ≤ |δg,β|
δ| 〈ug, Rg,β〉 |

‖QL+
g f‖+

‖w‖ ‖ǫg,β‖
δ| 〈ug , Rg,β〉 |

‖f‖ =: xβ‖QL+
g f‖+ yβ‖f‖.

By Lemma A.3 we know that lim sup
β→0

|xβ| ≤ C for some constant C > 0 and yβ −→
β→0

0.

Using again that σ
(
L+
g

)
∩ (−δ, δ) = {0}, we obtain

δ‖f‖ ≤ ‖L+
g f‖ ≤ ‖QL+

g f‖+ | 〈w, f 〉 | ≤ (1 + xβ) ‖QL+
g f‖+ yβ‖f‖

and consequently ‖QL+
g f‖ ≥ δ−yβ

1+xβ
‖f‖. This holds for all (small) β, hence β → 0 gives

‖QL+
g f‖ ≥ δ

1+C
‖f‖. Finally note that QL+

g Q ≥ 0 since 〈L+
g 〉f = 1

2Hess|ugEg[f ] ≥ 0 for

real-valued f ⊥ ug, which concludes the proof. �
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B. The Bogoliubov Operator

In the following we will prove Theorem 4.4, i.e. we are going to verify that the Bogoliubov
operator H constructed in Definition 4.3 is bounded from below and that its ground state
energy can be approximated by Ψ ∈ ⋃M∈N dom[a†≥1 · (T +1) ·a≥1]∩F≤M with ‖Ψ‖ = 1.
Our strategy is to decouple the degenerate modes from the non-degenerate ones and to
apply the general framework for non-degenerate Bogoliubov operators in [27].

Definition B.1. Let QH =
∑

i,j≥1Qi,j ui · u†j and GH =
∑

i,j≥1Gij ui ⊗ uj be as

in Lemma 4.1, and let us denote the operator Q⊥ :=
∑

i,j>dQi,j ui · u†j on H⊥ :=

〈u0, u1, . . . , ud〉⊥ as well as G⊥ :=
∑

i,j>dGijui⊗uj . Then we define the operator H⊥ as

H⊥ := a†>d ·Q⊥ · a>d + 2Re

[
G†

⊥ · a>d ⊗ a>d

]
.

Lemma B.2. The operator H⊥ is semi-bounded from below, i.e. inf σ (H⊥) > −∞.
Furthermore, there exists a constant R > 0 such that

H⊥ ≤ R
(
a†>d ·Q⊥ · a>d + 1

)
. (B.1)

Proof. Let us define the operator Gop onH⊥ by the condition z†·Gop ·z = 2G†
⊥ ·z⊗z, with

z being the usual complex conjugation in L2
(
Rd
)
. Then, z† ·Q⊥ ·z+2Re

[
z† ·Gop · z

]
=

Hess|u0EH[z] ≥ η‖z‖2 for all z ∈ H⊥ with η > 0 by Assumption 1.3. As pointed out in
Section 2.1 in [21], this implies Q⊥ ≥ r > 0 as well as

(
Q⊥ G†

op

Gop Q⊥

)
≥ 0,

where we have used that Q⊥ is a real operator. Since Q⊥ > 0, this is further equivalent

to GopQ
−1
⊥ G†

op ≤ Q⊥. Since GH ∈ H0 ⊗H0
‖.‖∗

, where the ‖.‖∗ norm is defined in

Lemma 4.1, and since z† · Q− 1
2

⊥ · z ≤ c z† · (T + 1)−
1
2 · z for a suitable constant c and

z ∈ H⊥, which is an easy consequence of the operator inequality in Lemma 4.1 and the
fact that Q⊥ ≥ r > 0, we obtain

Tr
[
GopQ

−1
⊥ G†

op

]
= ‖1H⊥

⊗Q
− 1

2
⊥ ·G⊥‖2H⊗H ≤ c2 ‖GH‖2∗ <∞, (B.2)

i.e. GopQ
− 1

2
⊥ is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. By the general results in [27], this implies

that H⊥ is semi-bounded as well as the existence of a constant R > 0 such that Eq. (B.1)
holds. �

Lemma B.3. Let us define Pj :=
1
2i

(
aj − a†j

)
=

√
Npj for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, the constant

c0 :=
∑d

j=1Gj,j, the quadratic function ν(y) := −4
∑d

j,k=1Gj,kyjyk for y ∈ Rd and the
linear H⊥ valued function

u(y1, . . . , yd) := 4i

d∑

j=1

yj
∑

k>d

Gj,kuk ∈ H⊥.
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Then we can rewrite the Bogoliubov operator H from Definition (4.3) as

H = c0 + ν (P1, . . . , Pd) + u (P1, . . . , Pd)
† · a>d + a†>d · u (P1, . . . , Pd) +H⊥. (B.3)

Proof. Since Hess|u0EH[z] = z† · QH · z + 2Re

[
G†

H · z ⊗ z
]
is degenerate in the direc-

tions u1, . . . , ud, we obtain Qj,k = −2Gj,k in case j or k is in {1, . . . , d}. Writing H in
coordinates therefore yields

H=
d∑

j,k=1

Gj,k

(
−2a†jak+ajak+a

†
ja

†
k

)
+2

d∑

j=1

∑

k>d

Gj,k

(
aj−a†j

)
ak−2

d∑

j=1

∑

k>d

Gj,k

(
aj−a†j

)
a†k

+
∑

j,k>d

(
Qj,ka

†
jak +Gj,kajak +Gj,ka

†
ja

†
k

)

=
{
c0 + ν (P1, . . . , Pd)

}
+ u (P1, . . . , Pd)

† · a>d + a†>d · u (P1, . . . , Pd) +H⊥,

where we have used −2a†jak + ajak + a†ja
†
k = −4PjPk + δj,k in the second identity. �

Remark B.4. In the subsequent Lemma B.5, we want to get rid of the term u (P1, . . . , Pd)
†·

a>d + a†>d · u (P1, . . . , Pd) in Eq. (B.3) by completing the square, i.e. by applying a shift
a>d 7→ a>d + w (P1, . . . , Pd) where w(y1, . . . , yd) ∈ H⊥ is a suitable vector. In the fol-
lowing we are going to construct such a w(y). Let us first define the R-linear map
L : H⊥ −→ H⊥

z† · L(w) := z† ·Q⊥ · w + 2 (w ⊗ z)† ·G⊥,

for all z ∈ H⊥. Furthermore, let us define the real inner product 〈z, w〉R := Re
[
z† · w

]

on H⊥. Clearly, L is symmetric with respect to this inner product. By Assumption 1.3
we have for all w ∈ H⊥

〈w,L(w)〉R = Hess|u0EH[w] ≥ η ‖w‖2, (B.4)

and consequently we can define w(y) ∈ H⊥ for all y ∈ Rd as the solution of the equation

L · w(y) = −u(y). (B.5)

We note that w(y) ∈ dom[Q⊥] due to the improved coercivity

〈w,L(w)〉R ≥ c̃ w† ·Q⊥ · w (B.6)

where c̃ is a suitable constant, which follows from the fact that

2
∣∣∣(w ⊗ w)† ·G⊥

∣∣∣ ≤ w† ·
(
ǫQ⊥+ǫ

−1c2‖GH‖2∗
)
·w ≤ ǫw† ·Q⊥ ·w+

c2‖GH‖2∗
ǫη

〈w,L(w)〉R

for all ǫ > 0, where c is the constant in Eq. (B.2).
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Lemma B.5. Let w : Rd → H⊥ be the function defined by Eq. (B.5) and let us define
the unitary transformation R : F0 −→ F0

R : = exp
[
w (P1, . . . , Pd)

† · a>d − a†>d · w (P1, . . . , Pd)
]
.

Then there exists a non-negative quadratic function η : Rd −→ R, s.t.

RHR−1 = c0 + η (P1, . . . , Pd) +H⊥, (B.7)

where c0 and H⊥ are as in Lemma B.3 and Definition B.1.

Proof. Let us define η(y1, . . . , yd) := ν(y1, . . . , yd)+ 〈w(y1, . . . , yd), u(y1, . . . , yd)〉R. With
η and the vector valued function w at hand, we can rewrite Eq. (B.3) as

H = c0 + η (P1, . . . , Pd) +
(
a>d − w (P1, . . . , Pd)

)†
·Q⊥ ·

(
a>d − w (P1, . . . , Pd)

)

+ 2Re

[
G†

⊥ ·
(
a>d − w (P1, . . . , Pd)

)
⊗
(
a>d − w (P1, . . . , Pd)

)]
. (B.8)

Eq. (B.7) follows now from the representation of H in Eq. (B.8) and the fact that

R a>d R−1 = a>d + w (P1, . . . , Pd) .

In order to see that η is indeed non-negative, note that we can use η and w to complete
the square in Hess|u0EH[z] as well, i.e. for z =

∑d
j=1 (tj + isj) uj + z>d with t, s ∈ Rd

and z>d ∈ H⊥ we can write Hess|u0EH[z] as

η(s)+(z>d−w(s))† ·Q⊥ ·(z>d−w(s))+2Re

[
G†

⊥ · (z>d−w(s))⊗(z>d−w(s))
]
.

Therefore, Hess|u0EH[z] ≥ 0 for all z implies η(s) ≥ 0 for all s ∈ Rd. �

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Since the function η in Lemma B.5 is non-negative, we immedi-
ately obtain the lower bound

inf σ (H) ≥ c0 + inf σ (H⊥) > −∞.

In order to verify the bound from below for the operator H− rA, where A is defined in
Eq. (4.3), we will make use of the improved coercivity

Hess|u0EH[z] ≥ r∗




d∑

j=1

s2j + z†>d · (T + 1) · z>d


 , (B.9)

where r∗ is a suitable constant and z =
∑d

j=1(tj + isj)uj + z>d with z>d ∈ H⊥, which
can be verified analogously to Eq. (B.6) in Remark B.4. With the definition ηr := r∗− r
for r < r∗ we obtain, in analogy to Assumption 1.3,

Hess|u0EH[z]− r




d∑

j=1

s2j + z†>d · (T + 1) · z>d


 ≥ ηr‖z‖2
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for all z of the form z = i
∑d

j=1 sjuj + z>d with sj ∈ R and z>d ∈ H⊥. Therefore we can
repeat the proof of the lower bound for the operator H− rA, which yields

H− rA ≥ inf σ (H− rA) > −∞. (B.10)

Note that this further implies that the Friedrichs extension of the quadratic form H is
well-defined, i.e. H is semi-bounded and closeable, since H is comparable to the non-
negative selfadjoint operator A, i.e. there exist constants α1, α2, β1, β2 > 0 with

α1A− β1 ≤ H ≤ α2A+ β2.

In order to verify that there exists an approximate sequence of ground states ΨM with

ΨM ∈ F≤M and ΨM ∈ dom
[
a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1

]
, it is enough to prove that such states

are dense in dom
[
a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1

]
, the domain of the quadratic form which defines

the Bogoliubov operator H by Friedrichs extension, with respect to the norm ‖Ψ‖2H :=
〈H+ C〉Ψ where C > − inf σ (H). The lower bound follows from Eq. (B.10), while the
upper bound follows from Eq. (B.3) and Inequality (B.1). Furthermore, we have

‖Ψ‖2H ≤ α2 〈A〉Ψ + (β2 + C)‖Ψ‖2 ≤ ‖Ψ‖2⋄,

for all Ψ ∈ F0, where ‖Ψ‖2⋄ := α2 〈a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1〉Ψ + (β2 + C + d
4 )‖Ψ‖2. Clearly,

⋃
M F≤M ∩ dom

[
a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1

]
is dense in the domain dom

[
a†≥1 · (T + 1) · a≥1

]

with respect to the norm ‖.‖⋄ and therefore it is also dense with respect to ‖.‖H. �

C. Auxiliary Lemmata

In the following section we will derive various operator estimates involving powers of
the operators p, p′, b>d and functions of q, with an emphasis on asymptotic results of
the form AN = o∗(BN ), where the o∗(·) notation is introduced in Definition 4.10. It
is a crucial observation that all of our basic variables qi, pj and bk are of order o∗(1),
and therefore the product of a basic variable with an operator AN should be of order
o∗(AN ), which we will verify for specific examples AN . Let us first discuss an important
tool, which we will repeatedly use, given by the following Cauchy–Schwarz inequality
for operators.

Lemma C.1. For any λ ∈ C with |λ| = 1, t > 0, linear operators A : H1 −→ H2 and
B : H1 −→ H2, and selfadjoint operator Q : H2 −→ H2, we have the operator inequality

Re

[
λ A† ·Q ·B

]
≤ t A† · |Q| ·A+ t−1 B† · |Q| ·B. (C.1)

Furthermore, let AN , BN be sequences of linear operators H1 −→ H2, Q a selfadjoint
operator on H2 and CN : H1 −→ H1 a sequence of non-negative operators, which satisfy
A†

N · |Q| ·AN = O∗ (CN ) and B†
N · |Q| · BN = o∗ (CN ). Then,

A†
N ·Q · BN = o∗ (CN ) ,

B†
N ·Q · AN = o∗ (CN ) .
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Proof. Let Q = U |Q| be the polar decomposition of Q. Inequality (C.1) immediately
follows from the inequality

0 ≤
(
√
t A−

√
1

t
λ UB

)†

· |Q| ·
(
√
t A−

√
1

t
λ UB

)
.

By our assumption A†
N · |Q| · AN = O∗ (CN ) we know that there exist constants

c, δ0 > 0, such that πM,N A
†
N · |Q| · AN πM,N ≤ c 〈CN 〉Ψ for all M

N
≤ δ0. Furthermore,

by our assumption B†
N · |Q| · BN = o∗ (CN ), there exists a function ǫ : R+ −→ R+ with

lim
δ→0

ǫ(δ), such that πM,N B
†
N · |Q| ·BN πM,N ≤ ǫ

(
M
N

)
CN . Applying Inequality (C.1) with

t :=
√
ǫ
(
M
N

)
yields for all λ ∈ C with |λ| = 1 and M

N
≤ δ0

πM,N Re

[
λ A†

N ·Q ·BN

]
πM,N ≤

√
ǫ

(
M

N

)
CN .

�

Consider a function g : Rd −→ R. The following Lemma states that the operator
g(q) depends, up to an exponentially small error, only on the local data of g in an
arbitrary small neighborhood [−ǫ, ǫ]d of the origin, i.e. g(q) = g̃(q) + O∗

(
e−δN

)
in

case g|[−ǫ,ǫ]d = g̃|[−ǫ,ǫ]d. This property plays a key role in the proof of the main technical
Theorem 4.12, since the involved functions are (somewhat arbitrary) extensions of locally
constructed functions with specific properties, which the extensions no longer have, see
for example the definition of f : Rd −→ H0 in Definition 4.7.

Lemma C.2. Let q1, . . . , qd be the operators defined in Eq. (4.4) and let g : Rd → R be
a function such that g|[−ǫ,ǫ]d = 0 for some ǫ > 0. Furthermore, assume that g satisfies

the growth condition |g(t)| ≤ C|t|2j, with C > 0 and j ∈ N. Then

g (q) = O∗
(
e−δN

)

for some δ > 0.

Proof. Using the elementary estimate |t|2j =
(∑d

r=1 t
2
r

)j
≤ dj max1≤r≤d t

2j
r yields

|g(t)| ≤ djC
d∑

r=1

t2jr 1(ǫ,∞) (|tr|) .

In the following we want to verify that there exist constants C, δ > 0 and δ0 > 0 such
that 〈q2jr 1(ǫ,∞)(|qr|)〉Ψ ≤ Ce−δN for all states Ψ ∈ WNF≤M , ‖Ψ‖ = 1, with M

N
≤ δ0 and

r ∈ {1, . . . , d}. SinceWN qr W−1
N = qr, it is equivalent to verify this for Ψ ∈ F≤M instead.

Due to the reflection symmetry qr 7→ −qr of q2jr , it is furthermore enough to verify that
〈1(ǫ,∞)(qr)q

2j
r 〉

Ψ
≤ Ce−δN for all states Ψ ∈ F≤M with M

N
≤ δ0. Note that the operators
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qr :=
1√
2N

ar+a
†
r√

2
depend on N . In the following we will make use of the description of the

Fock space F≤M in terms of Hermite polynomials hn, i.e. for r ∈ {1, . . . , d} and Ψ ∈ F≤M

there exist states Ψn ∈ F≤M−n with arΨn = 0, such that Ψ =
∑M

n=0 hn

(
ar+a

†
r√

2

)
Ψn, see

for example Eq. (1.26), respectively Exercise 1(ii), in [25]. Furthermore we define the

density matrix γr(x, y) :=
∑M

n1,n2=0 〈Ψn1 ,Ψn2〉 hn2(x)hn1(y)
1√
π
e−

x2+y2

2 on L2 (R). With

γr at hand we have

〈1(ǫ,∞)(qr)q
2j
r 〉

Ψ
=

∫ ∞
√
2Nǫ

(
x√
2N

)2j

γr(x, x)dx.

In order to estimate this quantity, let us define the harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian

H := − d2

dx2 + x2 on L2(R). Since γr involves only eigenfunctions hn(x)e
−x2

2 of H with
n ≤ M , we have the operator inequality γr ≤ e2M+1−H . Using the Mehler kernel for
e−H therefore yields for c := 1√

2π sinh(2)
and λ := coth(2) − cosech(2) > 0, and all

M ≤ ǫ2λN/2

∫ ∞
√
2Nǫ

(
x√
2N

)2j

γr(x, x)dx ≤ c eǫ
2λN+1

∫ ∞
√
2Nǫ

(
x√
2N

)2j

e−λx2
dx = ON→∞

(
e−ǫ2λN

)
.

�

The following Lemma is an auxiliary result, which will be useful for the verification of
various asymptotic results involving the operator b>d.

Lemma C.3. Recall the operators WN ,L
′, p′j and f(q) from Definition 4.8 and the

definition of π̂M,N above Eq. (5.21). Then, qj and p′j commute with π̂M,N for j ∈
{1, . . . , d}, π̂M,NL′Ψ = L′π̂M,NΨ for all Ψ ∈ WNF≤N , and bk π̂M,N = π̂M,N bk π̂M,N for
all k > d. Furthermore, we have for all M ≤ N the estimate

π̂M,N (b>d + f(q))† · (b>d + f(q)) π̂M,N ≤ M

N
, (C.2)

π̂M,N b
†
>d · b>d π̂M,N ≤ 4. (C.3)

Proof. Recall N :=
∑∞

j=1 a
†
jaj and let us define N+ :=

∑
j>d a

†
j · aj. Since N+ com-

mutes with L and qj, pj for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we obtain that π̂M,N = WN 1[0,M ] (N+)W−1
N

commutes with qj = WN qj W−1
N and p′j = WN pj W−1

N . Similarly π̂M,NL′Ψ = L′π̂M,NΨ

for all Ψ ∈ WNF≤N . Making use of the fact that bj = WN (bj − fj(q)) W−1
N yields

bj π̂M,N = WN (bj − fj(q))1[0,M ] (N+)W−1
N

= WN 1[0,M ] (N+) (bj − fj(q))1[0,M ] (N+)W−1
N = π̂M,N bj π̂M,N .

Inequality (C.2) follows from
(
b>d + f(q)

)† ·
(
b>d + f(q)

)
= 1

N
WN N+W−1

N and

π̂M,N (b>d + f(q))† · (b>d + f(q)) π̂M,N =
1

N
WN N+1[0,M ] (N+) W−1

N ≤ M

N
.

58



In order to verify Inequality (C.3), note that f(t)† · f(t) ≤ 1 for all t. Applying the
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality as in C.1 yields

π̂M,N b
†
>d · b>d π̂M,N ≤2π̂M,N (b>d + f(q))† · (b>d + f(q)) π̂M,N+2π̂M,N f(q)

† · f(q) π̂M,N

≤ 2
M

N
+ 2 ≤ 4.

�

The proof of the main technical Theorem 4.12 consists of two steps: First one has to
identify the residuum RJ , which is carried out in the Lemmata 5.6 and 5.12, and in the
second step one has to derive asymptotic results for these residua RJ , which is carried
out in the Theorems 5.7 and 5.16. The following three Lemmata provide asymptotic
results for the types of operators most frequently encountered during our analysis of RJ .

Lemma C.4. Let φ,Φ : Rd −→ R be functions with |φ(t)| ≤ C|t|k and |Φ(t)| ≤ C(1 +
|t|k) for some k ≥ 1. Then, φ(q) = o∗(1) and Φ(q) = O∗(1). Furthermore,

φ(q) b†>d · b>d = o∗

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
, (C.4)

Φ(q) b†>d · b>d = O∗

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
. (C.5)

Proof. In the following, let 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1 be a smooth function with supp (τ) ⊂ B1(0) and
τ(t) = 1 for all t ∈ B 1

2
(0), and let τr(t) := τ

(
t
r

)
for r > 0. Clearly φ(q) = τr(q)φ(q) +

(1− τr(q))φ(q). By our assumptions we know that |τrφ| ≤ ǫr with ǫr −→
r→0

0 and (1− τr)φ
is zero in a neighborhood of zero, hence (1 − τr(q))φ(q) = O∗

(
e−δN

)
by Lemma C.2.

We conclude that |φ(q)| ≤ ǫr + O∗
(
e−δN

)
for all r > 0, and consequently φ(q) = o∗(1).

The corresponding statement for Φ(q) follows from the fact that Φ(q) ≤ C + φ(q) with
φ(t) := |t|k and φ(q) = o∗(1).

Let us write similar to before φ(q) b†>d·b>d = τr(q)φ(q) b
†
>d·b>d+(1−τr(q))φ(q) b†>d ·b>d.

In order to verify Eq. (C.5). First of all τr(q)φ(q) b
†
>d · b>d ≤ ǫrb

†
>d · b>d, where we use

that q commutes with b>d. For the treatment of the second term, recall Inequality (C.3)
and πM,N(1 − τr(q))

2|φr(q)|2πM,N ≤ C2e−2δN for M
N

≤ δ with C, δ > 0, which follows
from Lemma C.2. Hence,

πM,N(1−τr(q))|φ(q)| b†>d · b>d πM,N =πM,N (1−τr(q))|φ(q)|π̂M,N b†>d · b>d πM,N

≤
∥∥∥πM,N(1−τr(q))|φ(q)|

∥∥∥
∥∥∥π̂M,N b

†
>d · b>d π̂M,N

∥∥∥ ≤ 4Ce−δN .

We conclude that πM,Nφ(q)πM,N ≤ 4Ce−δN + ǫrb
†
>d · b>d for M

N
≤ δ, and therefore

φ(q) = o∗
(
b†>d · b>d +

1
N

)
. The corresponding statement for Φ(q) b†>d · b>d follows as

above. �
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Lemma C.5. Given w : Rd −→ H with ‖w(t)‖ ≤ c |t|k and W : Rd −→ H with
‖W (t)‖ ≤ c

(
1 + |t|k

)
for some c > 0 and k ≥ 1, we define X := W (q)† · b>d and Y :=

w(q)† · b>d. Then, X†X and XX† are of order O∗
(
b†>d · b>d +

1
N

)
, and Y †Y and Y Y †

are of order o∗
(
b†>d · b>d +

1
N

)
. Furthermore, for Φ : Rd −→ R with |Φ(t)| ≤ c

(
1 + |t|j

)
,

we obtain

Φ(q)
(
b†>d · b>d

)2
= o∗

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
.

Recall the operator p′ from Definition 4.8. We have

(
p′ − p

)† ·
(
p′ − p

)
= o∗

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
.

Proof. Let us define G(t) := W (t)† ·W (t) and g(t) := w(t)† · w(t). Then we obtain by
Lemma C.4 together with the inequality W (t) ·W (t)† ≤ G(t) 1H the estimate

X†X = b†>d ·W (q) ·W (q)† · b>d ≤ G(q) b†>d · b>d = O∗

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
.

Similarly, Y †Y ≤ g(q) b†>d · b>d = o∗
(
b†>d · b>d +

1
N

)
. For the reversed order, we use the

fact that ‖G(q)‖2 = O∗ (1) and ‖g(q)‖2 = o∗ (1)

XX† = X†X +
1

N
‖G(q)‖2 = O∗

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
,

Y Y † = Y †Y +
1

N
‖g(q)‖2 = o∗

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
.

For the next statement, note that we have
(
b†>d · b>d

)2
= b†>d ·

(
b†>d · b>d +

1
N

)
· b>d and

b†>d · b>d ≤ 2(b>d+f(q))
† ·(b>d+f(q)) + 2f(q)† ·f(q), and consequently

Φ(q)
(
b†>d · b>d

)2
= Φ(q) b†>d ·

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
· b>d

≤ 2b†>d ·(b>d+f(q))
† ·Φ(q)·(b>d+f(q))·b>d+2Φ(q)f(q)† ·f(q) b†>d ·b>d+

Φ(q)

N
b†>d ·b>d.

Note that 2Φ(q)f(q)† ·f(q) b†>d ·b>d and Φ(q)
N

b†>d ·b>d are of order o∗
(
b†>d · b>d +

1
N

)
by

Lemma C.4. For the other term in the inequality above, note that we have the estimate

πM,N b
†
>d ·

[
Φ(q)(b>d + f(q))† · (b>d + f(q))

]
· b>d πM,N

= πM,N b
†
>d ·

[
Φ(q)π̂M,N (b>d + f(q))† · (b>d + f(q))π̂M,N

]
· b>d πM,N

≤ M

N
πM,NΦ(q) b†>d · b>d πM,N ≤ C

M

N
πM,N

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
πM,N ,
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where we have used that πM,NΦ(q) b†>d · b>d πM,N ≤ C πM,N

(
b†>d · b>d +

1
N

)
πM,N for

M
N

≤ δ0 < 1, see Lemma C.4. In order to verify the last part of the Lemma, let us define
the operators Yℓ := ∂ℓf(q)

† · b>d. From the previous part of this Lemma we know

(
p′ − p

)† ·
(
p′ − p

)
=

d∑

ℓ=1

Im [Yℓ]
2 ≤ 1

2

d∑

ℓ=1

(
Y †
ℓ Yℓ + YℓY

†
ℓ

)
= o∗

(
b†>d · b>d +

1

N

)
.

�

For the following Lemma C.6 as well as for the results in Appendix D, it is convenient
to define the operator

QN := p† · p+ b†>d · b>d +
1

N
. (C.6)

Since QN ≤ TN , where TN is defined in Eq. (4.11), any sequence with XN = O∗ (QN ),
respectively XN = o∗ (QN ), satisfies XN = O∗ (TN ), respectively XN = o∗ (TN ), as well.

Lemma C.6. Let φ : Rd −→ R be a function with |φ(t)| ≤ c |t|k and Φ : Rd −→ R with
|Φ(t)| ≤ c

(
1 + |t|k

)
for some constant c and k ≥ 1. Then

(
p′
)† · φ(q) · p′ = o∗ (QN ) ,

(
p′
)† · Φ(q) · p′ = O∗ (QN ) .

In case the partial derivatives ∂iφ(t), ∂jΦ(t) and ∂i∂jΦ(t) are bounded by c
(
1 + |t|j

)
, we

also have

φ(q)
(
p′
)† · p′ φ(q) = o∗ (QN ) ,

Φ(q)
[(
p′
)† · p′

]2
Φ(q) = o∗ (QN ) .

Proof. Since p† · p ≤ QN and (p′ − p)† · (p′ − p) = O∗ (QN ) by Lemma C.5, we obtain
(p′)† · p′ = O∗ (QN) as well, i.e.

πM,N (p′)† · p′πM,N ≤ C1 πM,NQNπM,N

for all M,N with M
N

≤ δ1 < 1 where δ1 and C1 are suitable constants. By Lemma
C.4, we know that πM,NΦ(q)πM,N ≤ C2 for all M

N
≤ δ2 < 1 where δ2 and C2 are

suitable constants, and πM,Nφ(q)πM,N ≤ ǫ
(
M
N

)
with limδ→0 ǫ(δ) = 0. Based on the

observation that p′ πM,N = πM+1,N p
′ πM,N , we obtain for all M,N that satisfy M

N
≤

δ := 2min{δ1, δ2}

πM,N

(
p′
)† · Φ(q) · p′ πM,N =πM,N

(
p′
)† · πM+1,NΦ(q)πM+1,N · p′ πM,N

≤ C1C2 πM,N ·QN · πM,N .
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Similarly, we have πM,N (p′)† · φ(q) · p′ πM,N ≤ C1ǫ
(
M
N

)
πM,N QN πM,N . Hence, (p′)† ·

Φ(q) · p′ = O∗ (QN ) and (p′)† · φ(q) · p′ = o∗ (QN ). In case we have a polynomial
bound on the partial derivatives as well, let us define w(t) := 1

2

∑d
ℓ=1 ∂ℓφ(t) ⊗ uℓ and

W (t) := 1
2

∑d
ℓ=1 ∂ℓΦ(t)⊗uℓ. Using the commutation relation [ip′j , qk] =

δj,k
2N , we compute

φ(q)
(
p′
)† · p′ φ(q) =

(
φ(q) · ip′ + 1

N
w(q)

)†
·
(
φ(q) · ip′ + 1

N
w(q)

)
.

From the previous part, we know that (φ(q) · ip′)† · φ(q) · ip′ = o∗ (QN ). Furthermore,
Lemma C.4 tells us that w(q)† ·w(q) = O∗ (1), and therefore 1

N
w(q)† · 1

N
w(q) = o∗ (QN ).

Hence, φ(q) (p′)† · p′ φ(q) is of order o∗ (QN ) as well. The last estimate in the Lemma
can be verified analogously. �

D. Analysis of the Operator Square Root

In the following section we derive asymptotic results for operators involving the square
root

√
1− L′, where L′ is defined in Definition 4.8, allowing us to prove a Taylor ap-

proximation for the operators (1− L′)
m
2 , see Definition 5.5. The easiest case m = 2 will

be discussed in the following Lemma D.1, the case m = 1 is the content of Lemma D.2
and the case m = 3 is covered by Corollary D.5.

Lemma D.1. Recall the operator QN from Eq. (C.6) and the function f from Definition
4.7, and let us define g(t) :=

∑d
j=1 t

2
j + f(t)† · f(t). Then,

[
L′ − g(q)

]2
= o∗ (QN ) . (D.1)

Proof. Using the transformation laws in Lemma 4.9 we obtain

L′ − g(q) = f(q)† · b>d + b†>d · f(q) +
(
p′
)† · p′ + b†>d · b>d −

d

2N
.

By Lemma C.5, we know that
[
f(q)† · b>d + b†>d · f(q)

]2
= o∗ (QN ) and

[
b†>d · b>d

]2
=

o∗ (QN ), and by Lemma C.6 we know that
[
(p′)† · p′

]2
= o∗ (QN ). �

Lemma D.2. Let Assumption 1.3 hold and recall the function η1 from Eq. (5.7). Then,

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]2
= o∗ (QN ) . (D.2)

Furthermore for any function V : Rd −→ R with |V (t)| ≤ c
(
|t|+ |t|k

)
and bounded

derivatives |∂tiV (t)|+ |∂ti∂tjV (t)| ≤ c
(
1 + |t|k

)
for some k ≥ 1, we have

V (q)
[√

1− L′ − η1(q)−DV
∣∣
q
η1
(
b≥1

)]
= o∗ (QN ) . (D.3)

62



Proof. Let us define h(x) := χ (x)
√
1− x, where χ : [0,∞) −→ [0, 1] is the function

from the definition of η1 in Eq. (5.7), as well as the operator Q := q† · q + f(q)† · f(q).
By the support properties of χ we have for all M

N
< 1

2 and Ψ ∈ WNF≤M

√
1− L′Ψ = h

(
L′)Ψ,

and therefore it is enough to verify the statements of this Lemma for h (L′) instead of√
1− L′. With h at hand, we have η1(q) = h

(
‖F (q)‖2

)
= h (Q) and

DV
∣∣
q
η1(v) = w(q)† · v + v† · w(q)

with w(t) := h′
(∑d

j=1 t
2
j + f(t)† · f(t)

)
f(t), for all v ∈ H0. Hence w(q) = h′ (Q) f(q).

In the following, let ĥ be the Fourier transform of the smooth function h, normalized
such that h(x) =

∫
ĥ(z) eizx dz. Then,

h
(
L′)− h (Q) =

∫
ĥ(z)

(
eizL

′ − eizQ
)

dz.

In order to investigate the integrand, we use the following integral representation

eizL
′ − eizQ = i

∫ z

0
eiyL

′ (
L′ −Q

)
ei(z−y)Q dy

= i

∫ z

0
eiyL

′

ei(z−y)Q dy
(
L′ −Q

)
+ i

∫ z

0
eiyL

′
[
L′, ei(z−y)Q

]
dy.

Let us define the operators Bz := i
∫ z

0 e
iyL′

ei(z−y)Q dy andRz := i
∫ z

0 e
iyL′ [

L′, ei(z−y)Q
]
dy.

Clearly, ‖Bz‖ ≤ |z|. Regarding Rz, note that every term in the definition of L′ commutes

with Q, except (p′) ·p′, which satisfies the relation
[
p′j, φ(q)

]
= [pj, φ(q)] =

1
i2N (∂jφ) (q).

We define the family of functions

φx(t) := eix(
∑d

j=1 t
2
j+f(t)†·f(t)) (D.4)

and compute

[
L′, eixQ

]
=
[(
p′
)
· p′, φx(q)

]
=

d∑

j=1

[(
p′j
)2
, φx(q)

]

=
1

iN

d∑

j=1

∂jφx(q)p
′
j −

1

4N2

d∑

j=1

∂2j φx(q).

We have the estimates |∂jφx(t)| ≤ c|x| |t| and
∣∣∣∂2j φx(t)

∣∣∣ ≤ c
(
1 + |x|2

) (
1 + |t|2

)
for some

c > 0, where we use the fact that t 7→ f(t) is a C2
(
Rd,H0

)
function, see Definition 4.7.

As before, let πM,N be the orthogonal projection onto WN (F≤M ). By Lemma C.4

‖∂jφx(q)πM,N‖ ≤ c|x| ‖ |q|πM,N‖ ≤ c̃|x|,
‖∂2j φx(q)πM,N‖ ≤ c

(
1 + |x|2

)
‖
(
1 + |q|2

)
πM,N‖ ≤ c̃

(
1 + |x|2

)
,
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for some constant c̃ and all x ∈ R and all M ≤ N . Note that p′jWNF≤M ⊂ WNF≤M+1

and ‖p′j πM,N‖ ≤
√

M+1
N

, and consequently we have for all M ≤ N − 1

‖
[
L′, eixQ

]
πM,N‖ ≤ 2

N

d∑

j=1

‖∂jφx(q)πM+1,N‖ ‖p′j πM,N‖+ 1

N2

d∑

j=1

‖∂2j φx(q)πM,N‖

≤ dc̃

N
|x|+ dc̃

4N2

(
1 + |x|2

)
≤ 2dc̃

N

(
1 + |x|2

)
.

Therefore, ‖RzπM,N‖ ≤ C
N

(
1 + |z|3

)
for some constant C.

Let us define B :=
∫
ĥ(z)Bz dz and R :=

∫
ĥ(z)Rz dz. From our estimates on Bz, Rz,

we deduce ‖B‖ ≤
∫
|ĥ(z)| |z| dz := C1 <∞ and ‖RπM,N‖ ≤ C

N

∫
|ĥ(z)|

(
1 + |z|3

)
dz :=

C2
N
<∞. Hence, R†R = o∗ (QN ). Since h (L′)− h (Q) = B (L′ −Q) +R, we obtain the

estimate

[
h
(
L′)− h (Q)

]2
= [B

(
L′ −Q

)
+R]†[B

(
L′ −Q

)
+R]

≤ 2
(
L′ −Q

)
B†B

(
L′ −Q

)
+ 2R†R

≤ 2(C1)
2
(
L′ −Q

)2
+ 2R†R = o∗ (QN ) ,

where we have used that (L′ −Q)2 is of order o∗ (QN ), see Lemma D.1. This proves
Eq. (D.2).

In order to verify Eq. (D.3) let us compute

√
1− L′ − η1(q)−DV

∣∣
q
η1
(
b≥1

)
=h

(
L′)−h (Q)− h′ (Q)

(
b†>d · f(q)+f(q)† · b>d

)

=

∫
ĥ(z)

[
i

∫ z

0
eiyL

′ (
L′−Q

)
ei(z−y)Q dy − iz eizQ

(
f(q)† · b>d+b

†
>d · f(q)

)]
dz

= R+

∫
ĥ(z)

[
i

∫ z

0
eiyL

′

ei(z−y)Qdy
(
L′−Q

)
−iz eizQ

(
f(q)† · b>d+b

†
>d · f(q)

)]
dz

= R+ i

∫
ĥ(z)

∫ z

0

(
eiyL

′ − eiyQ
)
ei(z−y)Q dy dz

(
L′ −Q

)
(D.5)

+ i

∫
ĥ(z)z eizQ dz

(
L′ −Q− f(q)† · b>d − b†>d · f(q)

)
.

Let V be a function that satisfies the assumptions of the Lemma. To complete the

proof, we need to verify that V (q)
[
h (L′)− h (Q)− h′ (Q)

(
f(q)† · b>d + b†>d · f(q)

)]
is

of order o∗ (QN ). By Lemma C.4, we know that |V |2(q) = o∗(1) and from the previous
part it is clear that πM,N R

†RπM,N = O∗( 1
N2 ). Hence, V (q)R = o∗( 1

N
) and especially

V (q)R = o∗(QN ). Regarding the second term in Eq. (D.5), recall that eiyL
′ − eiyQ =
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(L′ −Q) B†
−y +R†

−y. Therefore,

∫
ĥ(z)i

∫ z

0

(
eiyL

′ − eiyQ
)
ei(z−y)Q dy dz

(
L′ −Q

)

=

∫
ĥ(z)i

∫ z

0

[(
L′ −Q

)
B†

−y +R†
−y

]
ei(z−y)Q dy dz

(
L′ −Q

)

=
[(
L′ −Q

)
B̃† + R̃†

] (
L′ −Q

)
,

with B̃ := −i
∫
ĥ(z)

∫ z

0 e
i(y−z)QB−y dy dz and R̃ := −i

∫
ĥ(z)

∫ z

0 e
i(y−z)QR−y dy dz.

In the following we want to verify that V (q)
[
(L′ −Q) B̃† + R̃†

]
(L′ −Q) = o∗ (QN ).

Since (L′ −Q)2 = o∗ (QN ) by Lemma D.1, it is enough to verify that V (q)R̃†R̃V (q) and
V (q) (L′ −Q) B̃†B̃ (L′ −Q)V (q) are of order o∗ (QN ). Recall that we have the identity
Ry = i

∫ y

0 e
ixL′ [

L′−Q, ei(y−x)Q
]
dx = i

∫ y

0 e
ixL′ [

(p′)† · p′, φx(q)
]
dx with the function φx

from Eq. (D.4). We can further express [(p′)† · p′, φx(q)]V (q) as

d∑

j=1

(
1

iN
∂jφx(q)V (q)p′j −

1

2N2
∂jφx(q)∂jV (q)− 1

4N2
∂2j φx(q)V (q)

)
.

Similar to before, this leads to the estimate ‖RzV (q)πM,N‖ ≤ C̃
N

(
1 + |z|3

)
for some

constant C̃, and consequently ‖R̃V (q)πM,N‖ ≤ C̃1
N

for some constant C̃1. Hence we have

V (q)R̃†R̃V (q) = o∗ (QN ). Regarding the term V (q) (L′ −Q) B̃†B̃ (L′ −Q)V (q), note
that ‖B̃‖2 =: C̃2 <∞. Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz yields

V (q)
(
L′ −Q

)
B̃†B̃

(
L′ −Q

)
V (q) ≤ C̃2 V (q)

(
L′ −Q

)2
V (q)

≤5C̃2V (q)

[
f(q)† ·b>d b

†
>d ·f(q)+b

†
>d ·f(q)f(q)† ·b>d+

(
(p′)† ·p′

)2
+
(
b†>d ·b>d

)2
+
d2

N2

]
V (q).

Let us define the function w(t) := V (t)f(t). By Lemma C.5 we obtain that

V (q) f(q)† · b>d b
†
>d · f(q)V (q) = w(q)† · b>d b

†
>d · w(q) = o∗ (QN ) ,

V (q) b†>d · f(q) f(q)† · b>d V (q) = b†>d · w(q)w(q)† · b>d = o∗ (QN ) ,

and V (q)
(
b†>d · b>d

)2
V (q) = o∗ (QN ). Furthermore, V (q)

[
(p′)† · p′

]2
V (q) = o∗ (QN )

by Lemma C.6. We conclude that V (q) (L′ −Q) B̃†B̃ (L′ −Q)V (q) = o∗ (QN ).

Let us now verify that the final term Ṽ (q)
(
L′ −Q− b†>d · f(q)− f(q)† · b>d

)
in Eq. (D.5)

is of order o∗ (QN ), where Ṽ (t) := V (t)
∫
ĥ(z)iz eiz(

∑d
j=1 t

2
j+f(t)†·f(t)) dz. By the defini-

tion of L′ and Q, we have the identity

Ṽ (q)
(
L′ −Q− f(q)† · b>d − b†>d · f(q)

)
= Ṽ (q)b†>d · b>d + Ṽ (q)

(
p′
)† · p′ − d

2N
V (q).

The first term is of order o∗ (QN ) by Lemma C.4, the second term is by Lemma C.6 and
regarding the last term we know that d

2N V (q) = o∗ (QN ) by Lemma C.4. �

65



Before we can verify the Taylor approximation for the operator (1− L)
3
2 in Corollary

D.5, we need the following two results, which are of independent relevance for the proof
of Theorem 5.16.

Lemma D.3. We have (L′)2 = o∗ (1), and furthermore
√
1− L′QN

√
1− L′ = O∗ (QN ) , (D.6)

L′QN L′ = o∗ (QN ) . (D.7)

Proof. Note that ‖L′πM,N‖ = M
N

for all M ≤ N , and therefore we immediately obtain

(L′)2 = o∗ (1). In order to verify Equations (D.6) and (D.7), it is enough to prove that√
1− L′ (ξ† · ξ

)√
1− L′ = O∗ (QN ) and L′ (ξ† · ξ

)
L′ = o∗ (QN ) for ξ ∈ {p′, b>d}.

The case ξ = p′: In order to verify
√
1− L′ (ξ† · ξ

)√
1− L′ = O∗ (QN ), observe that

we have for all Ψ ∈ WNF≤N−1 the commutation law

p′j
√
1− L′Ψ =

√
1− L′ − 1

N
+
√

1− L′ + 1
N

2
p′jΨ+

√
1− L′ − 1

N
−
√
1− L′ + 1

N

2
qjΨ.

For M ≤ N − 2, let us define the operators BM,N :=

√
1−L′− 1

N
+
√

1−L′+ 1
N

2 πM+1,N and

B̃M,N :=

√
1−L′− 1

N
−
√

1−L′+ 1
N

2 πM+1,N . Note that ‖BM,N‖ ≤ 1 and ‖B̃M,N‖2 ≤ C
N2 for

all M
N

≤ δ0, where C and 0 < δ < 1 are suitable constants. Consequently

πM,N

√
1− L′ (p′

)† ·p′
√
1− L′πM,N =

∣∣∣
(
BM,N⊗1H ·p′+B̃M,N⊗1H ·q

)
πM,N

∣∣∣
2

≤ 2
∣∣BM,N ⊗ 1H · p′ πM,N

∣∣2 + 2
∣∣∣B̃M,N ⊗ 1H · q πM,N

∣∣∣
2

≤ πM,N

(
p′
)† · p′ πM,N +

C(d+ 1)

N2
,

which concludes the proof of
√
1− L′ (p′)† ·p′

√
1− L′ = O∗ (QN ). The estimate L′ (p′)† ·

p′ L′ = o∗ (QN ) follows from an analogue commutation law.

The case ξ = b>d: In order to verify
√
1− L′ b†>d · b>d

√
1− L′ = O∗ (QN ), note that

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]2
= o∗ (QN ) by D.2, i.e. there exists a function ǫ with ǫ(δ) −→

δ→0
0

and πM,N

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]2
πM,N ≤ ǫ

(
M
N

)
πM,N QN πM,N . By Lemma C.3, we know

that π̂M,N b
†
>d · b>d π̂M,N ≤ C for a constant C. Furthermore

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
π̂M,N =

π̂M,N

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
. Let us define S :=

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
b†>d·b>d

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
,

and estimate

πM,NSπM,N = πM,N

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
π̂M,N b

†
>d ·b>d π̂M,N

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
πM,N

≤ 4 πM,N

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]2
πM,N ≤ 4 ǫ

(
M

N

)
πM,N QN πM,N .
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Hence, S = o∗ (QN ) and therefore

√
1− L′ b†>d · b>d

√
1− L′ ≤ 2

(
S + η1(q) b

†
>d · b>d η1(q)

)
= O∗ (QN ) .

The proof of L′ b†>d · b>d L
′ = o∗ (QN ) can be carried out in a similar fashion. �

Corollary D.4. Let XN be a sequence with XN = O∗ (QN ) and YN a sequence with
YN = o∗ (QN ). Then,

√
1− L′XN

√
1− L′ = O∗ (QN ) , (D.8)

√
1− L′YN

√
1− L′ = o∗ (QN ) , (D.9)

L′XNL′ = o∗ (QN ) . (D.10)

Proof. The Corollary follows from Lemma D.3 and the fact that πM,N commutes with√
1− L′ and L′. For the purpose of illustration, let us verify Eq. (D.8). By the as-

sumptions of the Corollary we know that there exist constants C and δ > 0, such that
πM,N XN πM,N ≤ CπM,N QN πM,N . Consequently

πM,N

√
1− L′XN

√
1− L′ πM,N =

√
1− L′πM,N XN πM,N

√
1− L′

≤ CπM,N

√
1− L′QN

√
1− L′ πM,N = O∗ (QN ) ,

where we have used Eq. (D.6) from Lemma D.3 in the last equality. �

Corollary D.5. Let Assumption 1.3 hold and let ηm be the functions from Eq. (5.7),
with m ∈ {0, . . . , 3}. Then

[(
1− L′)m

2 − ηm(q)
]2

= o∗ (QN ) .

Proof. The case m = 0 is trivial. The case m = 1 is the content of Lemma D.2 and the
case m = 2 follows from Lemma D.1. Let us now verify the statement in the case m = 3.
Using the fact that η3(t) = η2(t)η1(t), we obtain

(
1− L′)√1− L′ − η3(q) =

[(
1− L′)− η2(q)

]√
1− L′ + η2(q)

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]

= −
(
f(q)† · b>d + b†>d · f(q) + (p′)† · p′ + b†>d · b>d −

d

2N

)√
1− L′

+ τr(q)η2(q)
[√

1− L′ − η1(q)
]
+ [1− τr(q)] η2(q)

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
,

where τ : Rd −→ R is a function with τ |B1(0) = 0, τ |Rd\B2(0) = 1 and 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1. Since
the function η̃ = (1− τ)η2 is bounded by a constant c, we obtain using Lemma D.2

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
η̃2(q)

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]
≤ c

[√
1− L′ − η1(q)

]2
= o∗ (QN ) .
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Note that η′ := (τ η2)
2 is zero in a neighborhood of zero. Therefore, η′(q) = O∗

(
e−δN

)

and η21(q)η
′(q) = O∗

(
e−δN

)
for some δ > 0 by Lemma C.2. By Corollary D.4, we obtain

in particular that
√
1− L′η′(q)

√
1− L′ = o∗ (QN ). Hence we have the estimate

[√
1−L′−η1(q)

]
η′(q)

[√
1−L′−η1(q)

]
≤2

√
1−L′η′(q)

√
1−L′+2η21(q)η

′(q)=o∗ (QN ) .

By Lemma C.5, Lemma C.6 and Corollary D.4, we know that the operators

√
1− L′

(
b†>d · f(q) + f(q)† · b>d

)2 √
1− L′

√
1− L′ ((p′)† · p′

)2√
1− L′ as well as

√
1− L′

(
b†>d · b>d

)2 √
1− L′ are of order o∗ (QN )

as well, and therefore

√
1− L′

(
b†>d · f(q) + f(q)† · b>d + (p′)† · p′ + b†>d · b>d −

d

2N

)2 √
1− L′ = o∗ (QN ) .

We conclude that (1− L′)
√
1− L′ − η3(q) = T1 + T2 + T3 is a sum of terms with

T †
i Ti = o∗ (QN ), and therefore

[
(1− L′)

√
1− L′ − η3(q)

]2
= o∗ (QN). �

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to Rupert Frank for helpful discussions at an early stage of this project.
Funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme
under the ERC grant agreement No 694227 is acknowledged.

References

[1] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, and B. Schlein. Bogoliubov theory in
the Gross–Pitaevskii limit. Acta Math., 222:219–335, 2019.

[2] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, and B. Schlein. The excitation spectrum
of Bose gases interacting through singular potentials. J. Eur. Math. Soc., 22:2331–
2403, 2020.

[3] N. Bogoliubov. On the theory of superfluidity. Journal of Physics (USSR), 11:23–32,
1947.

[4] C. Brennecke, M. Caporaletti, and B. Schlein. Excitation Spectrum for Bose Gases
beyond the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime. preprint arXiv:2104.13003.

[5] C. Brennecke, B. Schlein, and S. Schraven. Bogoliubov Theory for Trapped Bosons
in the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime. Annales Henri Poincaré, 23:1583–1658, 2022.
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