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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 E is given by Enx = Nep +inf o (H) + on—00(1), where N is the num-
ber of particles, ey is the minimal Hartree energy and H is the Bogoliubov
Hamiltonian. As an intermediate result we show the existence of approxi-
mate ground states Wy, i.e. states satisfying (Hn)w, = EnN + oNoo(1),
exhibiting complete Bose—Einstein condensation with respect to one of the
Hartree minimizers.

1. Introduction and Main Results
We study the Hamiltonian Hy acting on the Hilbert space L2, (RY*4) ~ QN L2(RY)

of N identical bosons in R? for d > 1, given by

N
1

where T' is a non-negative and translation-invariant operator defined on the single par-
ticle space L?(R%) and the interaction potential v is an even function. Typically we
will think of T" as the non-relativistic energy T' = —A or the pseudo relativistic energy
T = vVm? — A — m, and of the interaction v as being attractive. The most promi-
nent features of this model are the mean field scaling ﬁ of the interaction energy
and the invariance of Hpy under translations, which especially means that the Hamil-
tonian Hpy describes an unconfined system of N bosons. By choosing a product state
U= u®" as a test function, we obtain the trivial upper bound on the ground state
energy Fn := info (Hy) per particle

NUBy < NTUHN)y = (T, + 5 [ [ lu@)Pote - p)lut)Pdsdy =

where &yy[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 ﬁ of the interaction. It is
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known under quite general assumptions on v and T that the upper bound

er == inf Eplu] (1.2)
flul=1
on the ground state energy per particle is asymptotically correct in the mean field limit
N — oo, see [19]. Furthermore, the Bogoliubov approximation [3] predicts that the
next order term in the approximation Ex ~ N e 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|,,Ei at a minimizer ug. In the past decade,
this conjecture has been proven for a variety of mean field models [8 211 28] 3], and
also for systems with more singular interactions [0 I 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 &y are not unique and that the Hessian Hess|,,En at
a minimizer ug does not exhibit a gap, i.e. we do not have an inequality of the form
Hess|y, € > ¢ with ¢ > 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 Ey = N en + inf o (H) 4+ on (1) for
translation-invariant systems. As an intermediate step, we will construct a sequence of
approximate ground states W 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®" evolve according to a (time-
dependent) Bogoliubov operator, even for translation-invariant systems [20].

Due to the translation-invariance, it is clear that Hy has no ground state and there-
fore we have to restrict our attention to sequences of approximate ground states Wy. We
will use the convention that states ¥ are normed Hilbert space elements, i.e. [|[¥| = 1.
In our first result we show the existence of a sequence of approximate ground states
U, with the property that Wy is close to a product state u?N where ug minimizes the
Hartree energy &y. In this context, close means that the sequence Wy satisfies com-
plete Bose—Einstein condensation with respect to the state wug, i.e. the corresponding

one particle density matrices 7](\}) satisfy <7](\})>u0 N—> 1. In general we define the k-
— 00

particle density matrix %(Ijk) corresponding to a state W € ®év L? (]Rd) by the equation
Tr ['y\(f ) B} =(B®1®---®1)y for all bounded k-particle operators B. This means in

particular that we use the normalization convention Tr {’y]((f)] = 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 — A)S —m? with m > 0

and s € (0,1], the interaction potential v satisfies limj, o v(z) = 0 and the chain of



mequalities
AN —A<v<| <AT+1) (1.3)

for some A € (0,2) and A € (0,00). Furthermore, the Hartree energy defined in Eq. (1.2)
is strictly negative, i.e. e < 0, and there exists a real-valued function uy € L? (Rd) that
minimizes the Hartree energy, i.e. eq = Enlug], and satisfies f[xr<ﬂ lug(2) > dz = 5 if
and only if t = 0, where x, is the r-th component of the vector z € R Up to a complex

phase, all other Hartree minimizers are given by translations of wug, i.e. all minimizers
are of the form eug; with 0 € [0,27),t € R? and ug+(x) := uo(z —t).

By the translation-invariance of the Hartree energy, any shift of a Hartree minimizer
uo(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 f[:vr<0} lug(z)|? do = % for all r €
{1,...,d}. In particular, in case the minimizers u of g satisfy u > 0, the existence of a
ug satisfying f[mr <] lug(z)|? do = % if and only if ¢ = 0 is always granted. Furthermore,
most of our proofs do not depend on the concrete structure T = (m2 — A)s — m? of
the kinetic energy, and it is sufficient to assume instead that the operator 1" is of the

translation-invariant form 7" = ¢(iV) for some t with ¢(p) ‘ ‘—> oo such that the Hartree
p|—o0

approximation %EN N—> ep as well as the IMS localization formula in Lemma [2.2]
—00
hold.

With Assumption [T at hand, we obtain our first main result Theorem [[2] which we
will prove in Section 2

Theorem 1.2. Given Assumption[I1l, there exists a sequence of states ¥ € ®év L? (Rd)
with <HN>\I/N = EN + oN—oo(1), exhibiting complete Bose—Einstein condensation with
respect to the state ug, i.e.

W)y — 1. (1.4)

U0 N—oo

Since Assumption [Tl implies the validity of the Hartree approximation in the form
N
%EN N:Zo er, see [19], it is clear that the product state u§ , which trivially satis-

fies perfect Bose—Einstein condensation, approximates the ground state energy to lead-
ing order, i.e. <HN>u®N = EN + ON00(N). In Theorem we improve this result

by constructing a Bos?efEinstein condensate that approximates Ey even up to terms
ON—co(1). Note, however, that Theorem claims nothing about the rate of conver-
gence in Eq. (I4). One can improve this result a posteriori by using the trial states
in our proof of the upper bound in Theorem [[.4] which yields for any given sequence
CN N:;o o0 a sequence of approximate ground states v N satisfying

| <'v(1)

CN



It follows from our proof of the lower bound in Theorem [[.4] that this result is optimal
in the sense that any sequence with | ﬁf(\})>m) — 1| = On—y (%) cannot be a sequence
of approximate ground states.

Furthermore it follows from the proof of Theorem that for any sequence ¢y N—>
— 00

00, there exist states W'y exhibiting complete Bose-Einstein condensation with (H N>‘1"N <
En + 5. 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>\D;V = En + On_Soo (%) does not
satisfy complete Bose—Einstein condensation.

Proof strategy of Theorem With Assumption [Tl at hand, we can apply
the results in [I9] which tell us that the Hartree asymptotics %EN Nl en holds true
— 00

and that any sequence of approximate ground states Wy 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 u supported on
functions u with [lul <1 and Eufu] = inf),—|, Eulv], such that the k-particle density
matrix of the subsequence Wy, satisfies

Tr [’y](\];j) K] ]?O /Tr [(!u> (u\)®kK} dp(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 [[.2], we have
to construct a sequence of approximate ground states Wy such that the corresponding
measure p in Eq. (L) is equal to the delta measure d,,. In particular this means that
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 u is always supported on normed elements.
For translation-invariant systems this is no longer the case, since one can always find
YN € R? such that \I’N N—\ 0 where

—00
By (20, ™) = vy (20— gy, ™) )

for all (x(l), ozl )) e RNV*4 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 Wy only
to configurations that are centered around zero. It turns out that the median of a
configuration x = (x(l),...,x(N)) € RNVX4 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



where % particles are very far from the other % 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 p in Eq. (L), note that all Hartree
minimizers are up to a complex phase translations of the minimizer ug, which is a func-
tion centered around zero. Consequently, up to this complex phase, ug is the only
minimizer with the property of being centered around zero. Using the support property
of Wy, this already suggests that the measure p should be supported on states of the
form {e®uq : 0 € [0,27)} only. Since |e®ug) (e”ug| = |ug) (ug| defines the same density
matrix for all complex phases €, this support property of the measure p implies the

(k)

k
convergence of the density matrix vy’ to a single condensate (|uo) <u0|)® .

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 Ey = N ey + o(N). In the following, let ug, u1, ..., ug, tgsr1,-.. be
a real orthonormal basis of L? (Rd), where ug is the Hartree minimizer from Assump-
tion [Tl and wuq,...,ug a basis of the vector space spanned by the partial derivatives
(O, g, - - ., Og,up). Since the functional &y is invariant under a phase change u — ey,
we can restrict ourself to states u with (ug,u) > 0. Then, the Hessian Hess|,,En of
the Hartree energy is a real quadratic form defined on {ug}+ c L? (Rd), and con-
sequently there exist coefficients Q;;,G;; € C, i,j € N, such that Hess|,,Enlz] =
Z;‘)Z’:l (Qi,jiizj —|—ai,jzizj + Gi,jEiEj), where z; are the coordinates of z € {ug}*. In
order to define the Bogoliubov operator H, let a;, al-L be the annihilation/creation opera-
tors corresponding to the state u; € L? (Rd). Following [21] we formally define H as the
second quantization of the Hessian Hess|,,&mq, i.e.

o0
H := Z <Qi,j ajaj +§i7j a;a; + Gi,j aIa}) . (1.6)
i,j=1
For a rigorous construction see Definition A3l
Note that due to the translation-invariance, the Hessian Hess|,,En is degenerate in
the directions u; for j € {1,...,d}, i.e. Hess|,,Enlu;] = 0. The following Assumption
makes sure that Hess|,,Ex is non-degenerate in all other directions.

Assumption 1.3. The partial derivatives of ug are in the form domain of T', and there
exists a constant n > 0 such that

Hess|u,Enlz] > n 2]/ (L.7)

for all z of the form z = iz;l:l sjuj+2sq with s; € R and z~q € {ug, O, o, - - - ,amduo}L.
Furthermore, the Hartree minimizer ug is an element of H?*(R?).

With the Assumption 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 o (H) of the Bogoliubov operator H.



Theorem 1.4. Let Ex be the ground state energy of the Hamiltonian Hy defined in
Eq. (I1), ey the Hartree energy defined in Eq. (1.2) and let H be the Bogoliubov operator
defined in Eq. (I.0). Given Assumption[L1 and Assumption 1.3, we have

En :NeH—i—ian(H) + ON— oo (1) (18)

Examples of systems satisfying both Assumptions[LL.I]and[L.3] and hence our Theorem
[C4] applies to, are as follows.

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

N
g 1
Hy = — A, —
N Z ‘ N—lz\xi—%’!
=1 1<J

with ¢ > 0. Existence and uniqueness of the Hartree minimizer ug, in the sense
of Assumption [T} have been shown in [22]. Moreover, ug is strictly positive and
smooth, hence satisfies all the other requirements of Assumptions [T and 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 ey < 0 and that
we can bound the interaction energy in terms of the kinetic energy by ‘—;‘ < —eA + i
for all € > 0.

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

N

HN_Z( m2_AZ m) N—lz|$i—$]‘|,

i=1 i<j

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 ug as
long as the coupling g is below a critical value, in which case the Hartree approximation
limy_y0o N"'Ex = ey holds true. The chain of operator inequalities in Assumption [[.1]
holds as long as the coupling is below the critical value %, see [I1l M3]. By restricting
the attention to possibly smaller couplings g € (0, g.) it has been shown in [16, [10] that
minimizers ug are unique in the sense of Assumption [[LJ Furthermore it follows from
the results in [16, [I0] that the Hessian is non-degenerate in the sense of Assumption
for couplings g below a critical value. We will verify this explicitly in Appendix [Al 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.)



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

al A
—Eaf—mz(m

i<j

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

5H[u]:/_ () dar — A/ (2)[4da.

For d = 1 we have § < —€0? + 4% for all € > 0 in the sense of quadratic forms, and
therefore Eq. (3] in Assumption [[I] holds. By a scaling argument it is clear that
epy < 0 and minimizers of the Hartree energy are unique in the sense of Assumption [L.T],
see [15] where the uniqueness of solutions to the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation
is verified. Furthermore the coercivity assumption in Eq. (7)) is a consequence of the
slightly different coercivity result in [34] (arguing, e.g., as in Appendix [Al).

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 [I.4I We will verify the upper bound in our main
result (L8]) 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 &g and the Hamiltonian Hpy. This correspondence becomes evident when
we rewrite Hpy in the language of second quantization. For this purpose, let us define

the rescaled creation operators b;r- = \/—%a:&j, where we suppress the N dependence in
our notation for simplicity. Then we can write
N 1
NlHy = Z Ti; bib; + 15 D Biike b] bTbkbg, (1.9)
1,7=0 i,k

where T; ; are the matrix entries of the operator T" with respect to the basis {u; : i € Ng}
and 9;; ¢ are the ones of the two body multiplication operator 0 = v(x —y) with respect

to the basis {u; ® u; : 4,5 € Ng}. Up to the factor =, the Hartree energy Enlul
> 1
u] = Z T ; 60j+§zﬁij,kz§§0k cy
1,7=0 ij,kl

is represented by the same symbolic expression as in Eq. (LO), i.e. we plug in the
complex numbers ¢; instead of the operators b;. Before investigating the next order term



in the energy asymptotics, let us discuss the next order expansion of the commutative
counterpart Exfu] = eg~+o (||lu — ug||), which is given by the Hessian of the functional .
Since the Hartree energy is defined on the infinite dimensional manifold {u € L? (Rd) :
ul =1, (uo,u) >0} C L* (RY), it is convenient to introduce the embedding

L:{{ze{UMirHdlél}—%{uélﬂ(R%iﬂuule“m“>ZOL (1.10)

zu(2) == /1= ||2]|% wo + 2.

Using the chart ¢, we can express the Hessian as Hess|,,éq = D?|o (g ot) and the
second order expansion at z = 0 is given by

Enlu(2)] = en + Hess|y Eulz] + o (||2]?) -

In contrast to confined systems, the Hessian for translation-invariant systems is always

degenerate in the directions uy,...,uq, i.e. Hess|, Eu[u;] = 0 for j € {1,...,d}. It
is important to observe that the manifold of minimizers M := {z : Ex[u(z)] = en} is
not contained in the null space of the Hessian {z : Hess|,,fu[z] = 0}. Therefore, we

do not have the crucial estimate Eu[c(z)] > en + (1 — €)Hess|y,Eulz], 0 < € < 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 € {ug}t : ||z < 1},
such that D|oF is the identity and such that F' flattens the manifold of minimizers M,

ie. &n [(L oF) (2?21 tjuj)} = ey for all t; € R. For a concrete construction of F' see

Eq. (@) in Section @ Under the assumption that the Hessian is only degenerate in the
directions uj, see Assumption [[L3] we obtain for any fixed € > 0 and z small enough the
important estimate

Eul(to F) (2)] > en + (1 — €)Hess|y, Eulz]. (1.11)

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

Uyx ( ®g U ®'1 Qs+ Ds uglm) = u?il Qs+ Dg u?jm (1.12)

for non-negative integers iy + - - - + i, = N, mapping the N particle space ®év L? (]Rd)
into the truncated Fock space F<y ({ug}*) := @,,« y QL {uo}* over modes orthogonal
to ug, where the symmetric tensor product ®g is defined as

Ve ®s e (x(l), . ,x(kJrz)) = x(ok)>¢z (x(alvkl)’ o ’x(0k+2))

,/wkvk+e Ejd%((m

for vy, € ®§ L? (R3) and vy € ®5 L? (R3), and S, is the set of permutations on
{1,...,n}. Regarding the transformation F', we construct the counterpart Wy in Defi-
nition 4.8 as a certain transformation reminiscent of the Gross transformation in [9} [30],



operating on the space F ({uO}L). Based on these correspondences and the observation
that the Bogoliubov operator is the non-commutative analogue of the Hessian Hess|,, &,
we obtain the following inequality analogous to Eq. (LI

WnUN)N " Hy (WhUN) ! 2 e+ (1 — e)N7IH. (1.13)

We write 2 for two reasons: There are errors of order o (%) coming from the non-

commutative nature of Hy; moreover Eq. (ILI3)) only holds for states ¥ that satisfy a
strengthened version of Bose-Einstein condensation of the form UnV € F<pry ({uO}L)
with My < N, which corresponds to the fact that Inequality (LII]) only holds for small

z. The rigorous verification of inequality (LI3]) will be the content of Sections ] and [l

Our construction of Wy and the proof of Inequality (LI3]) do not rely on the specific
structure of Hy or L?(R%), 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

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 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 [L4 In Section Bl 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 [2I] and reformulate our problem in a Fock space language using the excitation map
Upy. In Section [ we will discuss the energy asymptotics of Hy, starting with a precise
definition of the Bogoliubov operator H in Subsection [l the verification of the upper
bound in Subsection and the proof of the lower bound in Subsection B3] up to the
proof of the main technical inequality Eq. (LI3]). The proof of the latter is the content
of Section [l

2. Bose—Einstein Condensation of Ground States

In this section we will prove Theorem [[.2] by constructing a sequence ¥ of approximate
ground states satisfying complete Bose—Einstein condensation. The concrete construc-
tion of Wy will be part of Subsection 2], 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 W .

2.1. Localization of the Ground State

In the following we are constructing a sequence of states Wy, i.e. elements satisfy-
ing |[Wx| = 1, localized only to configurations z € RV*9 centered at zero, such that



(H N>\IIN = EN + 0N—oo(1). For such a sequence we will verify that mass cannot escape
to infinity. As it turns out, the regularized median My, which we will define in the
subsequent Definition 2], is the right statistical quantity to measure the center

Teenter - = <MN,k (xgl), .. ,ng)) yooy Mg (x&l), .. :C&N)>> c R?
of a configuration x = (ac(l), e ,x(N)) e RV*4 where 2U) = (xgj), .. m) € R is the
coordinate vector of the j-th particle.
Definition 2.1 (Localization). Given N € N and k such that k + & € N, we define the

regularized median My, : RY — R as the unique permutation-invariant function that
is defined for all z(1) < ... < z(V) a5

. Ntk
M (€0 RN ¢) D ()
N,k (1’ ) y L > 2k+1 ;k‘x
=5

In the IMS-type estimate of the following Lemma 2.2] which has been proven in [I:ﬂ,
Lemma 7], we will make use of the specific structure of the operator T = (m? — A) -
. Note that this is the only place where the specific structure is relevant for us.

Lemma 2.2. Let T = (m? — A)” —m? be as in Assumption T and let {x; : i € I} be
a family of W1 (]Rd) functions with ), XZZ = 1. With the definition C := m25= Vg we
have for all states u € L? (Rd)

D (D <D +C

icl

IVl

icl

[e.e]

Lemma 2.3. Let En denote the ground state energy of Hy and let ky be a sequence
with VN < ky < N such that kn + % € N. Then there exists a sequence of states Wy
in L2 (RNXd) with <HN>\I/N — Exn N—> 0 and a sequence 0 < any < 1, such that

—00

sym

‘MN,kN <$£1),,$§,N))‘ S N
for all € supp (V) C RN gnd r € {1,...,d}.

Proof. Let 0 < any <1 be a sequence with ‘,5—5 <ay<<landletrvy:R—>R, £ Z, be
a family of C* functions with Y, v7 = 1, supp(ry) C (€—1,0+1) and vy(z) = vo(z—0).
Then we define the family of functions xg, : RV*d 5 R with f € Z and r € {1,...,d}
as

1
. (1) (N)
Xer () == vg < NMN’kN <:cr R ))

and for ¢ = (04,...,4q) € Z¢ we define y, = X1l -+ Xeg,d- First of all Y7, o4 X =
<Z£1€Z Xa 1) <2ZdeZ X%d d) = 1. Furthermore, for any z € RV*? the family of

10



smooth functions {x; : ¢ € Z9} satisfies #{¢ € Z% : x,(x) # 0} = #Hle{z €Z:
Xzr(®) # 0} < 2% With the definition Cy := 2¢C, where C' is the constant from Lemma
221 we obtain any state ¥ € L? (]RNXd)

- - v _Cad
Z< Z Z XZ\I/ Cdz Sup H‘VJXA H >Z Z XZ\I’ 2dk2 H OH

Jj=1 j=1¢czd Jj=1v¢ezd

where we used the fact that [V;y,|? < Zf 0ixe, »? < Zf L Q%HVQTHQ 10 My gy 1265
10; My lloo < 75
that ey := Nagdkcé (AR fead 0. In the following let @y be a sequence of states with

1
(HN)g, — EN el 0, and let us define py g := [[x PN |* as well as ¢ := IONK xePn.

and ||V, |lco = [|)]lo for any z € Z. By our choice of ay it is clear

Since <I>N is a state, it is clear that ), py¢ = 1. We have the estimate

1
(Tiday + v+ 57 2 (@i =)oy = (Hn)ay + e
1 1<j

M=

ZPNE HN><1>N <
ezl J

and therefore there exists at least one [ € Z¢ such that (HN)gp,, < (HN)g) + €n-

We can finally define ¥y (:c(l), e ,x(N)) =Py (:U(l) +& ..., 2™ 4 f) with £ := apn/.

By translation-invariance of Hy, we have (H N>\PN < (H N><I>N + en and consequently

(HN)g, —EN e 0. Furthermore, W (x(l), . ,x(N)) # Oimplies for allr € {1,...,d}
— 00

1 1
_MN,kN <x5’1)+§7’7 cee 7'%'5’N)+§7"> - _MvaN <1’£1), s ’xg"N)> +€r = Supp(ygr)7
aN an
and therefore My (x&l), .. :cgN)> € (—an,an). [ |

Recall the inequality — (AT +A) < v < |v| < AT + 1) from Assumption [T Let
us denote with v := v(z — 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

~ AT+ A) @1 pay <0< 0] AT +1) @12 (ga).

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

Lemma 2.4. Given Assumption [l there exist constants ¢ and § > 0 such that

62 —C¢)<Hy<6 1ZT+c

7j=1

as well as ﬁzz‘q lv(z; —x;)| < c(Hy + N).
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Definition 2.5. Let us define ny,. . : RV*d 4 R as the density of particles z) e R4
that satisfy x(j) > L, i.e. for a configuration z = (ac(l), e ,x(N)) € RV*d with () =
<:cgj), . ,xé )) € R? we define

1N
NN, L(T ':NZ:: [Loo)< >

Furthermore, let Qn s be the set of all x € RV that satisfy nnrr(xz) > 6 and

My 1 (x&l), e ,x&N)) < &y, where ky is the sequence introduced in Lemma and

&o is some fixed positive number. Let Ey s denote the ground state energy of Hy
restricted to states ® with supp(®) C QN 1.5

Lemma 2.6. Given Assumption [[], there exist for all § > 0 constants vs > 0, Ly(9)
and No(0), such that for allr € {1,...,d}, L > Lo(6) and N > Ny(9)

Engrs> En+7sN. (2.1)

Proof. According to Definition 28], for any configuration z = (x(l), .. ,x(N)) € QN Ls
there are at least ﬂ — ky particles ) such that xfnj ) < & and at least N particles

%) such that x(k) > L. Heuristically, this means that N particles do not interact with
0N particles in case L — & is large compared to the range of the interaction v. Since
the interaction in Eq. (LI) scales like %, the absence of % X N 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. (Z]), we will apply the ideas of geometric localization from [I8] [19].
In the first step, we decompose the energy (Hy)y, of a state ¥ into a term E_ covering
contributions from the left side x(J <&+ Rwith € > ¢y and €+ R < L, a term F,
covering contributions from the right side x(] ) > ¢ and a localization error depending
on the length R of the overlap [¢,& + 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 I/ + F, is indeed larger than the ground state energy Exn 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 ¢ > 1. Then we
define for £ € R and R > 0 the functions f¢ g + : RY — [0,1] as fert(x) = fv <JCT—R_6
This family of functions clearly satisfies fe g _(z) = 1 for x, < &, fer—(x) = 0 for
zp > &+ R, fepi(z) =1for z, >+ R and ng+( x) = 0 for z, < . Furthermore,
there exists a constant & > 0 such that |V fg, Ri| < }%‘2. By Lemma we have the
IMS localization formula T > f¢ r T fe r— + fe.r+T fe R+ — RQ, K = 2kC. For a
state ¥ € ®év L? (]Rd), let us denote with v*) its reduced density matrices and with
p¥) the corresponding density functions, and let us further define the localized objects

12



Wék})% L= fg;,iw(k)fggi and the corresponding density functions pg%,i(xl, cey ) =

(k) (xl, e ,xk)f&R,i(xl)z e f&R,i(xk)Q. Then,
% (Hn)y = Tr [’Y(l) T} + l//p(z)(w,y)v(w —y)dady
=1 [yO7] 45 [ [P [+ ] (0) [+ 82 () vl — y)dady

>FE_+E, +//P (@, 9) fe,r— ()" fe,m4 () ”(m_y)dxdy_%’

where we define

EL = Tr[ //pgRi (x,y)v(z — y)dzdy. (2.2)

Note that we have vg := supj, > [v(z)| Pl 0 by Assumption IHL and therefore we

can estimate the localization error U J P (z ) fe,r—(2r)? fe rt-(yr)?0 | by

// | R}p(z)(x,y)fg,R,(w)2f5,3,+(y)2!v(w—y)!dxdervR//p(z)(w,y)dwdy
Tr—Yr|<

< // P (z,y)|v(z - y)|dady + vg,
[|$r—§‘<R}

where we used the fact that € supp (fer,—), ¥y € supp (fer+) and |z, —y,| < R is
only possible in case |z, — £| < R. Let us now define for n € N and m < n the points
&m = &+ 2Rm. Clearly, the intervals [|z, —&,,,| < R] are disjoint and therefore Lemma
2.4] yields

Z [ [ o2 woeylays [ [ o2 eyt o, +
“Ylz,—m| <R

Hence, there exists an m, < n such that ff[lmr e |<H] PP (z,y)v(z—y)| < 2 (Hy)y+
2nc We conclude that for n € N, there exists a £ with g < & < & + 2nR such that

1+ % K 2c
¥ (Hx)y >E_+E+———vR—? (2.3)

Let us now investigate the local energy contributions E1. As a first step, we follow
the framework in [I9] and define the mixed ¢ particle states

®NZ

N Vi ¢
Gf,i: <£>Tré+1~>N [ng,j:@)fER:F ’\I/> <\I/’ f?&i fER:F
where we used the notion Tryyq_,n [ . | for the partial trace over the indices £+1,..., N.

These mixed states satisfy Tr[G ] = Tr[Gy_s 4] as well as Zévzo Tr[Gy,—] = 1. Further-
more, it was shown in [19] that we can use these mixed states to express the localized

13



density matrices as

k k N 1l E (k)
o A g = <k> > <k> Go (2.4)

l=k

where G i is the k-th reduced density matrix of G +. In the following, let us assume that
the state W satisfies supp (V) C Qn 146 With 6 > 0and Ly > {y+R, i.e. all z € supp (¥)

satisfy My iy (x) < & and ny . r,(x) > . The first condition My, (z) < & implies

(4)

that at most N + ky indices j satisfy z;"" > £y and the second condition ny . r,(x) > 0

is equivalent to the fact that at most [(1—0)N]| indices satisfy 2 < Lo. Let us denote
N, (N) := max (% + kn,[(1 = 8)NT). From the support properties of f¢ p+ we obtain
for all ¢ with & < £ < Lo — R and z € supp (¥), that fep+ (z) ... fepy (209) =0
for all £ > N, (N) and f¢ g — (:U(”l)) . Jer— (a:(N)) =0 for all N —¢ > N,(N). Hence,
we obtain for all £ with either £ > N,(N)or { < N—N,(N), and { with §p <& < Lo—R

—1
<N> Tr[Gpy] = Tr [f€R+®f?gf ) (] fEp, © fEn z}
L/ ﬁR+ -ﬁﬁ#(xw)(ﬁﬁﬁ((ﬂl) Je.r - (ﬂNUﬂWFd$=0,
supp(¥)
and since Gy > 0 this implies Gy = 0 for all such ¢. Using Tr[Gy_] = Tr[Gn_g+],
we also obtain Gy _ = 0 for all / With ¢ > N.(N), respectively ¢ < N — N.(N).
Let us define rescaled versions H Z] T+ 7 ZKJ Av(x; — ;) of the Hamilto-

nian Hpy and let us denote the correspondlng ground state energy by E (A) =info (H >‘)
Note that there exists a d-dependent x5 < 1 and N1 € N, such that # < kg for all

N > N;. Applying Eq. (24) together with the identity Tr [G( ) T] —|———Tr [Gfi A} =

1
Tr [%HZ(NI) G&i} yields for all N > Ny and € with g < £ < Lo — R

0 g ~r)
E,=Tr [%,R,iT //pgRi:cy x — )dxdy—— Z Tr [HZNI Gyt
N N_N.(N)
1 "L ey R
> N EE Tr [Gg,:t] > N Z rksEy Tr [Gg,:t]
(=N—N.(N) I=N—N.(N)
1) 1 &
> i -E, | — T
> g, min ( i g> ~ > 0T (Gl

=0

where we used H/gh) > %HIEAQ) for all A\ < Ao as well as the fact that £y, = Eél) <0,
which is a direct consequence of the assumption er < 0. Observe that

1

N

1

NZKTr[Gg ZeTr Get] = ZeTr Gy N (N—e) Tr[Gy_] =
=0 =0
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and consequently we obtain for all N > Ny and £ with £y < £ < Ly — R the estimate

1
E_+FE, > i -F 2.5
+ B 2 ks EENIP}\%(N) Y (2:5)

where E is defined in Eq. (Z2). Furthermore, Assumption [[LT] enables us to apply the
results in [I9], which tell us that lim, $E, = ey, and since N — N,(N) L 00, we
—00

obtain that mingsy_n, (v %Eg N—> erp as well. For R > 0 and n € N, let us define
= —00
Ly := & + (2n + 1)R. Combining Inequalities (23] and (1)), we obtain

2c
— VR — —.
n

o 1 2c K
l}ggofﬁ [(1 + E) ENy Lo — EN] > (ks — 1)eg — i

Since kg < 1 and ey < 0, we can choose Rs and ng large enough, such that 85 :=
(ks — e — % — UR; — 2—2 > 0. With the choice Lo (6) := & + (2ns + 1)Rs we conclude
()

e 1 | . 2c

liminf = [En.r. o(9)s — En] > liminf = <m1n [(1 + n—5> ENyr,o(8).6: O] —En >
> min (f8s, —ep) > 0.

]

Corollary 2.7. Let Assumption[I1 hold and ¥ be a sequence as in LemmalZ.3. Then,

lim lim sup (ny .1, =0
et N—>oop< T >\1/N

for any r € {1,...,d}.

Proof. In the following, let x : R — [0, 1] be a function with y(x) = 0 for x < 1 and
x(x) =1 for z > 2, such that x and /1 — x? are C*°. Then we define

N (4)
1 2y
fN,r,L,é(ﬂU) =X W;X ( 7 ) >

/
gNna(@) = 1= f3, 15 and a = 12 ()2 + VI =x]1%). Note that we

have supp (fn,rr,s¥YN) C Qy, L 5. Therefore the localization formula from Lemma
A 2 K

and the result from Lemma tell us that there exists a s > 0 such that for all
L > 2L0(5) and NV > No((S)

4C
<HN>‘1’N 2 <HN>fN,r,L,6\I/N + <HN>9N,T,L,6\IIN o 52NL2a
4C
> (BN +%N) [1fnrpsUn|* + En (1= [ fnr s WnI%) = srze-
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(Hn)y y—EN+
“/5N

Nz — 0. Furthermore, note that

Consequently, 0 < ||fN,r,L,6‘I’NH2 < o

7)
x € supp (gnr,1,5) implies ny . 1(z) < zj 1 X (2“ ) < 24 and therefore

0 < (nNr L)y, = (MNrL) + <nN,r,L>gN’T’L’6\1/N < NfnrrsON|* +20 e 20

fNrLsYN

for all L > 2L(6). Hence lim limsup (nn,z)y, = 0. [

L—0o0 Noo

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
®y with (Hy)g, = En + o(IN) a probability measure v supported on the set of (not
necessarily normed) Hartree minimizers {u € H : Enlu] = en(||ul|)}, where ep(s) :=

inf),=s Eulv], such that a subsequence of the sequence chkN converges weakly to the

®F .
state [ (Ju) (u])” dv(u) for all k € N, i.e.

Tr [yfp’“;j B| = / T [ (ju) (u|)®kB] dv(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 ¥ constructed in Lemma
2.3l by using the fact that mass cannot escape to infinity as a consequence of Corollary
27 In this context, strong convergence means that Eq. (20) holds for all bounded &
particle operators B, and not only compact ones. In particular, ||u]| =1 on the support
of v.

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

7](\1;) denote the corresponding reduced density matrices. Given Assumption [L1l, there
exists a probability measure p1 supported on R and a subsequence N, such that for any
bounded k particle operator B

T (o) B] = [T (o) twod) B due),

j-)OO
where ugy is defined in Assumption [L1

Proof. As was shown in [19], any sequence of approximate ground states, such as Wy,
has a subsequence IN; that converges weakly to a convex combination of product states
over Hartree minimizers, i.e. there exists a probability measure v supported on the set of
Hartree minimizers u with [Ju|| < 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 v satisfies
the identity [ |jul|*dv(u) = 1. By Corollary 27, we know that

lim limsup Tr {7](\,) ]l[xpL}] = Lhm lim sup (nn; 1) = 0.

L—oo  j00 00 j o0 Vn Nj

16



Since the reflected states = — Wy (—x) still satisfy the conditions of Corollary 2.7 we
obtain lim limsup Tr [fy](v) g e L}] = 0 as well. Consequently,

L—oo  j 500

Lh_r)réo hjrgg;f Tr [’y](\,) ]1[_L7L]di| =1.
Since the operator 1[_p, p)e is not compact, we cannot immediately apply the convergence
2.06) for B :=1|_, 1ja. In order to obtain a convergence in a stronger sense, note that

(1)

by Lemma 2.4] we have a uniform bound on the kinetic energy of N i.e. there exists
a constant C' < oo, such that

Tr [(T+ 1)2 9\ (T + 1)%] <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 v and a subsequence,
which we will still denote by IV; for the sake of readability, such that for any compact
one particle operator K

Tr [(T+ 1)2 4y (T +1) K} — Tr|y K.

J—00

This in particular yields Tr {*y](\}) B] — Tr [(T +1)°z v (T + 1) for any com-

)
j—o0

pact B, and consequently (T'+ 1)~ 3y (T+1) -3 = [ Ju) (u| dv(u) by Eq. (2Z6). Since

the kinetic energy is of the form T = ¢ (iV) Wlth t(p) —> oo, the operator K :

|p|—o0
1

(T+1)"2 I g e (T+1)
so far yields

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

1= lim liminf Tr{ J(V) ]l[,LL]d} = lim liminf Tr {(T—i— 1)% 7](\}],) (T + 1)% K]

L—oo j—oo L—oo j—oo

. _1 _1 .
= ngréoTr {(T +D)7 2y (T+1)72 1, L]d] = LILH;O/Tr [|u> (ul ]l[,LL]d] dv(u)

/Tr[yu> (ul ] dv(u /HuH dv(u

As an immediate consequence we obtain that v is supported on Hartree minimizers u
with ||u|| = 1. By Assumption [T we know that all such Hartree minimizers are given
by eug, with 6 € [0,27) and t € R%. Recall that [e®ug ) (eug | = |uos) (uo,| defines
the same density matrix for all complex phases €. Therefore, defining the measure
1(A) == v({uos : t € A,0 € [0,2m)}) yields

T (o) B] = [T [(fune) tuoel) B dute) (2.7)

N Jj—r00

for all compact operators B. Since lim; Tr ['y](\,)} =1 = [pa Tr[|uos) (uos||dp(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 Uy be the sequence from LemmalZ3. For anye > 0 andr € {1,...,d},
consider the bounded two particle operator Ber := 1, < Ly, >ty < Liz,>—- Then
1

liminf T |4 Be,| > 3.

a0 Ber] 2 5

Proof. With the help of the function fy ., = m Zi# 1 [xﬁ“gg] 1 [xgj)z_e] we have

Tr [’y](\?)BE,T}: /fME,T(x)]\I/Nde.

RN xd

Let an and ky be the sequences introduced in Lemma and let N be large enough
such that ay < e. Then, My, (m&l),...,xgm)‘ < € for all z € supp (¥y), and

therefore at least % — kn particles satisfy x, < € and at least % — kn particles satisfy
—e < x,. Consequently

2 N 2 1
e,r Z _k o
Iner(®) N(N—1)<2 N) Noveo 2

and therefore l}\Ifn_)iglof fRNxd fN7E,T(£C)|\IfN|2 dz >

1
3 u
Lemma 2.10. The measure yu from Lemma[Z38 is supported on {0} C RY, i.e. p = 6.

Proof. Let us define the density function p(z) := |ug(z)|?, as well as the marginal density
function p,(z,) := [ p(z) dz;...dx,—1d2,41 ... dzg and the marginal measure p,(A) :=

2
p ([zr € A]). Note that the two particle density function corresponding to (|uo,¢) <u07t‘)®
is given by p(x — t)p(y — t), and therefore Lemmata 2.8 and imply

.. (2) ®?
3 < hjm Tr [VN]- BE,T} = /Tr {(|u07t> (uo4) BE,T} dp(t)
Rd
tr+e o0
= 2/ / pr(zy)dz, / pr(zr)dz, | dpr(t)
R — 00 tr—e

—2/fr (tr+€) (1= fr (tr —€)) dp(ts) /fr r) (L= fr(tr)) dur(tr)

with the definition f,(s) := [°__ p,(x;) da,, where we have used dominated convergence
and continuity of f,.. Hence we obtain the inequality

/fr r 1_fr(tr)) d#r(tr) Zi

Since the function h(q) := q (1 — q) is bounded by 7 and attains its maximum only for
q= ;, we conclude f,.(s) = 2 ur-almost everywhere. On the other hand, by Assumption
[L1 we know that f pr(z,) dz, = % if and only if s = 0 and therefore f,.(s) # % for
all s # 0. This together with the fact f,(s) = % ur-almost everywhere, implies p, = dg.
Since this holds for all marginal measures p, with r € {1,...,d}, we conclude p = d. W
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By choosing the bounded one particle operator B as the projection onto the state wug,
Theorem is a direct consequence of Lemmata 2.8 and 2,10

3. Fock Space Formalism

In order to prove Theorem [[L4] we will make use of the correspondence between the
Hartree energy £ and the Hamiltonian Hpy. 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 B.I] 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 Uy in order to arrive at an operator Uy HnU X,l
that only depends on modes a;, ¢ > 0, describing excitations, and not on the mode ag
corresponding to the condensate ug. The usefulness of this stems from the fact that all
the modes a;, 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 : ‘Hy — Ho with an operator A : Hos — Hs, 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 € L?(R) with a linear map C — L?(R), e.g. we write
ul - T - u for the expectation value (T'),. Furthermore, recall the real orthonormal basis

UQ, ULy -y Ud, Ugs1, - - . from the introduction, where ug is the Hartree minimizer from
Assumption [L1] and uq, ..., uq form a basis of the vector space spanned by the partial
derivatives 0., up, ..., 0y, ug. Moreover, let us define the spaces

H:=L*(RY),

Ho : = {up}* C H.

Definition 3.1. Let us denote with a; := a,,; the annihilation operator corresponding

to u; € H and Nop = 37725, a;r»aj. In the following, we will repeatedly use the Fock
spaces F := F (M), Fo := F (Ho) and F<ps := j<anFo C Fo, where N := N>;. For
any k € Ng we define the operator a>; : dom (\/Nzk) — FQH as

00
a>k = E a; & uj,
Jj=k

as well as the re-scaled operator b>j, := Z;’;k bj @ uj := ﬁazk, and the re-scaled and
restricted operator I := %N | Fon F<n — F<n, where we suppress the NV dependence

of b>; and LL in our notation. Furthermore, given two operators X = Yoo Xi @ uy
dom(X) — F@H and Y = > 7 Y; ®u; : dom (Y) — F @ H defined on subsets
dom(X),dom(Y) C F, we define the product operator X @ Y : D — F @ H ® H, with
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D:={¥eF:) 5, | X:Y; 91 < oo}, as

(o.0]
XQY:=X®ly Y=Y (X)) ®uau,
i,j=0
where we use the convention that tensor products are performed before operator prod-
ucts, ie. X @1y Y = (X ®@1y)- Y.

Remark 3.2. Recall that 7" is an operator acting on the one particle space H and
0 := v(x —y) is an operator acting on the two particle space H @ H. Then, 1r ® T is an
operator on F ® H and 1 ® v operates on F ® H ® H. With this, we have a convenient
way to express double and four fold sums of creation and annihilation operators

o
bl 1r @T bso= Y Tpj blb;,

i,j=0
[ee]
(b0 ® b0)' - 1r ® 0 bso ® bso = Z Dij ke bgb;bkbz-
i, kl=0

In order to avoid issues with operator domains, we will define products of the form
(b0 ® bzo)T 1 ®0-b>0 ® b>o as quadratic forms, i.e. we define the quadratic form

f . .
b>o ® b - (1lr®0) - (>0 ® b > = <1 ® v> .
((b20 @ b0)" (17 @) - (b20 & bxo) A L)
For the sake of readability, we will suppress the tensor with the identity in our notation,
i.e. we will simply write bJrZO T bZO and (bzo & bzo)T -0 bZO & bzo.

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

N

NHy =0, - T-b N
N =20 T

(b>0 @ bxo)" - @ bso @ bso. (3.1)
Since the Hamiltonian Hy is only defined on the subset ®év ‘H C 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 [2I] and map the Hamiltonian Hy to an
operator which acts on the truncated Fock space F<x of modes orthogonal to ug with the
help of the excitation map Uy. We will think of this map Uy as the quantum counterpart
to the embedding of the disc {z € {ug}™* : ||z|| < 1} into the sphere {u € H : ||jul| = 1}
via the map ¢ defined in Eq. (ILI0). The proof of the following properties of Uy is
elementary and is left to the reader.

Lemma 3.3. Recall the definition of the operator 1L in Definition[31] and the excitation
map Uy : QY H — Fen from Eq. (L13)

®%0 ®'1 ®m\ ._ @1 ®im
Un <u0 Qs Uy Qg+ Rs Uy > =Up Qs Qs Uy
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for non-negative integers ig + -+ - + iy, = N. Under conjugation with this unitary map
Uy, we have for all i,j > 1 the following transformation laws
Unbibo Uyt =11,
Un blbo Uy = blvI—L,
th =Lt
Unbjbi Uy = bsb;.

We can summarize the transformation laws from Lemmal3.3 as follows: In any product
of the form bjbj we exchange by with the operator /1 — L. In analogy to this, the zero

component of the embedding ¢(z) defined in Eq. (LI0) is given by uzr) a(z) = /1 —2])%
In order to express Uy HyU ;,1, let us first compute

U (bl T+ b20) UR' = UnRe | Too bibo+2" Tho blbo + > Ti by | UR'
i=1 ij=1

= Re | Too ( +2ZTZObT\/1— +ZTubb

5,j=1

= %e [l Toug (1-L) + 265, - T g VI - L+ 0L, T b |

where the real part of an operator is defined as Re [X] := XJFTXT Similarly, we can

express the transformed operator Uy ( SN=T) (b>0 ® b>0) - 0-bso ® bzo) Ugfl as

1
im[i(uo@uo) b-up @ uo fo(L)+2 (b @uo)f'v ug ® uo f1 (IL)
+ (b>1 ® 521)T b-up @ up f2 (L) + (b>1 @ uo)T - b>1 @ up f3 (L)
+ (uo ® bZl)T 0 b>1 @ ug fa (L) +2 (b>1 ® 521)T 0 -b>1 ® ug f5 (L)
1

+ 5(521 [ 521)T <0 b>1 ® b>1 fe (L)}, (3.2)
with fo<:c> = %(1 —a)(l—z =N, file) = g1 -z - N1z, folz) =
V1 - N1 -z, f3(z) := f4( ) = ( ), fs5(z) = F5v1—2 and
fo(x) := ==. In order to keep the notation compact let us name the essential building

blocks 1nvolved in the expressions above.
Definition 3.4. We define A := ug T ug, Ay : =2 b;l -T - ug and Ay := b;l T -b>1,
as well as By := %(uo ® uo)T <0 -up ® up and
Tos o Tos
621@210) -V - up ¥ ug, By = (uO@bzl) "U'bZl@UO,
f Moo b>1 ® ug,

(bzl [ bzl)T -0 - bzl [ bzl.
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With these building blocks at hand, we can express the transformed Hamiltonian as

2 6
UvNHyUR =3 e [AM/1 - LH} +3 Re (B, £, (L)]. (3.3)
r=0

r=0

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

Lemma 3.5. Let us denote with my the orthogonal projection onto F<pr. Given As-
sumption [I, there exists a constant ¢ such that for functions f:[0,1] — R

£ Re [Brf (L)) mar < ¢ sup | f(z)] \/g (3.4)

M

for all M < N, and for allt > 0 and i € {2,3,4} we have

g e [Bif (L)] mar < e sup [1(@)] [ 5 (¢4 6L, (T4 1) b )

<M
— N
M
£ Re [Bs f (L) mar < e sup |f(2)] (t +t7 bl (T 1) b21> ;
mg% N N

M M
o by (N T+ A) by < mar Me [Bg| mar < ﬁbgl (AT 4+ A) - bs,
where the constants X\, A are as in Assumption [T 1.

Proof. Using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality as in Lemma with Q :=15 ®0, A :=
b>1 @ ugmy and B := 2ug @ ug f (L) mpr, and defining & := (up ® )" - 9] - o ® ug, we
obtain for any s > 0

ta Re [BLf (L) mar = £9e [AT-Q-B} <sA Q- A+ s BT Q|- B

=S TM (bzl @uo)]L . ‘@‘ -bzl @UQWM+8714]€7TMf(L)27TM.

By Assumption [Tl [0| <A 1y ® (T'+1). Let K := A ug -(T'+1) - ugp, then

. M
7TM(b21@UO)T-|U|-b21@uO-TrMSKTFMI)TZI-blerMEKN.

2
Using masf (L) mar < <supx<M \f(ac)\) and choosing s := (/& sup, [ f(2)] yields
=N — N
Eq. (84). 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 [£.T3]
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Lemma 3.6. There exist constants ¢,6 > 0, such that for N > 2
S0, T by — e < UyNHyUy' < c (b*21 T by + 1) . (3.5)

Let us further denote with Py, the orthogonal projection onto Ljn—,Fo. Then there exists
a constant k, such that for N > 2

N
> Py (UNNT'HNUYY) Py <k (UnN'HNUR' + k) .
n=0

Proof. Recall from Lemma 24 that N~'Hy > % Zjvzl T; —dc =0 bT>0 T - b>g — dc.
Therefore we have the estimate -

UNNTHNUR' 2 8 (w0 VI =L+ bzl)T T (ug - VT = Lt bsy) = dc

b;l-T-bzl—éug-T-uo (1—L)—5CZ(§[)T21-T-[)21—5,

| S

>

with & := g and ¢ := 5ug T -ug+ dc. The upper bound in Eq. (83]) follows analogously.

In order to verify the second inequality note that the map A +— > P, AP, is monotone
and 3, Po (bhy - T bs1) Py =Ly T b1 3, P2 = 0L, - Ty, Hence,

N N
> P (UNNTHNURY) Pu< Y Pu(cbly - Tobsit o) P
M=0 M=0 N

=cbl, T b1 +c<d e UyNTHNUR' + (c+071c?).
|

In the subsequent Lemma we are going to verify that we can exchange the N-dependent
functions f; in Eq. [33]) with N-independent functions /1 — x Bi, for suitable 3;, 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 v/1 — x A than for the functions
fi
Lemma 3.7. Let By :=4,51:=3, B2 :=P3:=P4:=2, B5:=1 and Bg := 0, and let us
define the operators Ay and By acting on Fy as

_ i Re [Ar\/1 - }LH} , (3.6)
r=0

- i Re [Br\/l - }Lﬁ*] . (3.7)
r=0

Then, given Assumption L], there exists a constant K such that for all M < N

ar <UNN—1HNU];1—71N— o < _,/ bL, T bsy + 1) (3.8)
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Proof. According to Eq. (B3], we have
UnN"HyUy' — Ay — By = Zme [ ( L)~ v 5)} (3.9)
with the functions fy, ..., fs from Eq. (82). Note that for all N > 2

trmBo (fo(L)— (1 —L)?) mar = i%f}oo,oo mar (fo(L)— (1 —L)%) my

1 1 M
< Z 1— 2 < Z|9 B —
< 5 %00,00] ffp [fo(z) = (1 —2)7| < 2\voo,oo!(N_ DN

Furthermore, f, () =+/1— 240 (#) and therefore we obtain with Lemma 35 and
the choice t =1

inBr(fr( ) - Vi—z * _N,/ bT>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. (L))
rigorous in Subsection Bl In the following Subsection B2, we will verify the upper
bound in the energy asymptotics in Eq. (L8). We will then discuss the proof of the
lower bound in Subsection 3], while the verification of the main technical Theorem 12l
for the lower bound will be postponed to Section

4.1. Construction of the Bogoliubov Operator H

In the following Lemma (1] we will identify the Hessian Hess|,, &, and give a precise
definition of the Bogoliubov operator in the subsequent Definition Furthermore, we
shall see that the operator H is indeed semi-bounded. In the following let us denote with
dom [A] := dom(v/A) the form domain of an operator A > 0.

Lemma 4.1. Given Assumption[L], the Hessian of the Hartree energy Ey at the Hartree
minimizer ug 1S given by

1
§Hess\uO€H[z] =21 Qu-z+ GL 2@z24 (2®2)" - Gy, (4.1)

1 -1l

where Gy := 50 - up ® ug € Ho ®s Ho is in the closure of Hy ®s Ho with respect to
the norm |G|« = || 1y @ (T + 1)7% -G||, and the operator Qu is defined by the equation

A Quozi= T 24 Gou) b z@uo—pazl 2+ (W@ 2) 0 2@ g
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for all z € HoNndom [T'], with puy := ug T ug+ (ug®@ug)t - 0-ug@ug. Furthermore, Qy is
non-negative and satisfies v~ (T |y, +1) < Qu+1 < v(T|3,+1) for some constant v > 0.

Remark 4.2. By AssumptionlElﬂ, we know that ﬁl-u()@uo € Ho s ’Ho”'”*, which follows
from the fact that 13 @ (T'+1)"2-9- 14 ®(T'+ 1)~ 2 is a bounded operator and that ug €

dom [T]. For such elements G € Hy ®s ’Ho”'”*, we have that Greg := 1y ® (T + 1)*% -G
is an element of Hy ®s Ho and therefore we can define for all z € dom [T]

GT-z®z::GIeg-z®<(T+1)%-z).

In a similar fashion, we define the operator GT-b>;®b>; := GIeg b>1® <(T + 1)% : bzl)-

Proof of Lemma[{.1 With the help of the embedding ¢ defined in Eq. (LI0), we can
express the Hessian as Hess|,,Ex[z] = D?|o (€ o t) (2), where D?|,, f(2) denotes the sec-
ond derivative of a function f in the direction z evaluated at zy. An explicit computation
yields Eq. ([@I]). Regarding the second part of the Lemma, observe that Qg > 0 follows
from the fact that we can always find a phase 6, such that

1 .
21 Qu-z= 5Hess]uOSH[ewZz] > 0.

Furthermore, note that |v| < A(T + 1) implies & (13, ® ug)' - § - 13, ® ug < ¢ 13, with
c:= ug-A(T—i— 1) - up and

+ 1y ) 61 <1 L Y 1ol uo® 1y 4 - (1 o)1 <cl1
(uo®1g4,)" -0 HO®UO_2(UO® Ho) ' [0] uo® Ho+2( Ho®u0)" - [0]- 13, @ug <e 13y,

Hence Qu > 0 implies Qu+1 = Ty, +1—(2c4[p|+1) = Tlp +1—(1+2c+p1)(Qu+1),
and therefore (2 4+ 2¢ + u)(Qu + 1) > Ty, + 1. Furthermore 7' > 0 implies

Qu+1<T+2c+ [u| < (1+2c+ |p))(T)u, +1).
[

Definition 4.3. Let the selfadjoint operator Qg and Gy € Hg ®4 7—[0”'”* be as in Lemma
41l Then we define the Bogoliubov operator H as

H := a;l . QH S a>1 =+ GL S a>1 & ax>1 + (azl [ azl)T . GH (4.2)

Theorem 4.4. The quadratic form on the right side of Eq. ({.3) is semi-bounded
from below and closeable, and consequently defines by Friedrichs extension a selfad-
joint operator H with info (H) > —oo. Furthermore there exists a sequence of states

V) € dom |:(IT21 (T+1)-as1| NV Famr, [¥uml|| =1, such that

(H)y — info (H).

2% M—o0
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Additionally there exists a constant r, > 0 such that for all v < r, the operator H — rA
satisfies inf o (H — rA) > —oo as well, where

d

1 2

a==33 (a-af) +al, (T4 s (43)
i=1

The proof of Theorem 4] is being carried out in Appendix We emphasize that
H is degenerate, in the sense that z! - Qu - z + GL 2®z+ (2® Z)T -Gy = 0 for any
z in the vector space spanned by {ui,...,uq}, 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 Qy is
bounded.

4.2. Upper Bound

With the essential definitions at hand, we will derive the upper bound in Theorem
using the representation of Uy HyU ]\_[1 derived in the previous section. We follow the
strategy presented in [21], by sorting the operator Uy HnU ]Ql in terms of different powers
in b>; and identifying the zero component as the Hartree energy Nep defined in Eq. (L2))
and the second order component as the Bogoliubov operator H defined in Eq. ([@2]).

Lemma 4.5. Let Assumption 11 hold. Then there exists a constant C such that

3
n -1 ~1 -1 Mz T
v (UNNTHyUN —en — N 'H) mpy < C N L+al, (T+1) ax

for all M < N.

While Lemma will be useful for proving the upper bound in Theorem H@] 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 4131

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

1
eH:IIiﬂflé’H[U]Zug'T-uo+§(UO®U0)T'@'“0®“0:A0+BO’
all=

where A; and B; are defined in Definition B4l Since Exlug] < Eufu] for ||u| = 1, we
obtain by differentiation in any direction z L wug

O:DIUOSH(Z):ug-T-z—i—zT-T-uo—l—(z@uo)T-@-u0®uo+(u0®uo)T-@-z®u0,

and consequently u; T up + (u; ® uO)Jr -0 - ug ®@ug = 0 for all j > 1. Hence,

A1—|-Bl:2<b;1-T-uO—|-(b21@UO)T-@-UO@UO) =0.
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By Definition and Lemma [£T] we have
N~'H = Re [A2+BQ+B?,+B4—MH b, b

and consequently we can write for any M < N, using Eq. (33]),

v (UNNTHNUN — ey — N7HH) my = e (X 7
with

6
X = By (fo (L)=1+2L)+By (f1 (L) - )+ZB (fr (L)-1)+> B f (L),
r=>5

where we used A;v1—-L = —le/l — In order to estimate the first contribution,
note that |fo(x) — 1+ 2z <2 M) for all 0 <2 < & and therefore

M2

1
i?TMBQ (fo (L) — 1+ Q]L) TN = i§®OO,OO7TM (f() (]L) -1+ 2[[4) T < ’@00@0‘@.

Recalling that b>1 = \/—lﬁazl and Lemma [B.5] yields

M M

N—-1V N’

t7y By (fl (L) — ﬂ) v < c

Furthermore we obtain for r € {2,3,4} by Lemma with the choice t = % together
with the bound sup, . u |f,(z) — 1| < CX for a constant C > 0,
— N
M: ;
B, (f, (L) = ) mu < eC—z (1 +ab, (T +1)- azl) .
The estimates for Bsf5 (L) and Bgfg (L) can be obtained analogously. [ |

Theorem 4.6 (Upper Bound). Let Eyn be the ground state energy of Hy, ey the Hartree
energy defined in Eq. (13) and let H be the Bogoliubov operator defined in Eq. (4.2).
Given Assumption [, we have the upper bound

Eny <N eg+info (H) 4+ ony—eo (1) .

Proof. Let v be the constant from Lemma A1} such that the inequality Qy + 1 <
v (T, + 1) holds. For all € > 0, we know by Theorem [£.4] that there exists a state U €

Far with M < oo such that k := (aT21 (T'+1)-a>1), <ooand (H)y <info(H)+e.
Applying Lemma yields the estimate

<HN>U];1\I/§N6H+ +CMH 1+ a>1 T—l—l) a>1> >

< N e +info (H )—|—e+CM\/ (1+k).
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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. (LY). First of all let us define the operators ¢,p : dom [N] — Fy @ Hg as

d d
q::qu@)uj :z%Z(bj—i—b})@uj, (4.4)
j=1

j=1
d 1 d
— A e A A
J=1 J=1
which satisfy the commutation relations [px,q/] = %LN&M. Recall that due to the

translation-invariance of &y, the Hessian Hess|,, & is degenerate on the real subspace
{Z;lzl tju; : t; € R}. Therefore the Bogoliubov operator H, which we have defined
in Eq. (£2) as the second quantization of the Hessian Hess|,,Em, is degenerate with
respect to the operator ¢, i.e. it can be expressed only in terms of p, b~y and bT>d'
Due to this degeneracy, we cannot directly apply the strategy pursued in [2I] where
the residuum of the Bogoliubov approximation is being estimated by the Bogoliubov
operator itself. The problem is that the residuum Uy HyU X,l — Neg — H includes con-
tributions depending significantly on the modes g;, like q?, 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 %J\/’ , which indeed
dominates terms like q?, since we only have the a priori information () = o(N)
provided by Bose-Einstein condensation. The novel idea of this Subsection and the sub-
sequent Section[Hlis to apply a further unitary transformation Wy such that the residuum
WanUNHNU ]\_,1)/\/];1 — Ney — 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. (II3]). As a consequence we observe that, in contrast
to the particle number operator N, the Bogoliubov operator satisfies (H)yyw, =0Q1),
which, a posteriori, justifies estimating the residuum by the Bogoliubov operator.

Before we are going to construct a unitary map Wy satisfying Eq. ([I3]), we are
solving the corresponding problem on a classical level, i.e. we are going to construct a
map F' which satisfies Eq. (ILIIl). We will then define Wy as the quantum counterpart
to F.

Definition 4.7. For any y € R%, let us recall the functions ug ,(z) := ug(z — y) defined
in Assumption [T and let us define the map A : R — R?

d

AMy) = (u}L -uo,y>j:1 e R%.

Note that u; and wg, are real-valued functions, and therefore A is indeed R%-valued.
Since y — ug,y is a Cc? (Rd,%) function by Assumption [L3] DyA(0) has full rank and
A(0) = 0, there exists a local inverse A™! : Bys(0) — R? for § > 0 small enough, where
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B,(0) C R? denotes the ball of radius 7 centered around the origin. Let 0 < o < 1 be
a smooth function with o|pg;) = 1 and supp(c) C Ba5(0). Then we define the function
f:RY—H

f@):=0o(t) |ug a1 —( I U A1 ) Zt uj| = Z [i(t)uj, (4.6)

j=d+1

with f;(t) == U(t)u;r» “ug y-1(p)- Note that t — f() is a C? (R4, Ho) function, due to the
regularity of y +— wug,. Furthermore, f(0) = 0. We can now define the map F': Hy —
Hp for all z = z;l:l (tj +isj)uj + 25q € Ho with t,s € R? and z-g4 € {uq,...,ug}" as

d
Z (t; + is; Yuj+ 2sq + f(1), (4.7
7j=1

where s} := s; — Jm [0, ()T - 2]

The essential property of F'is that o F', where ¢ is the embedding defined in Eq. (ILI0),
maps the set {Z?Zl tju; : |t| < 0} into the set of Hartree minimizers

d d
toF Z tiuj | =1t Z tiu; + f(t) | = U, \=1(t)s
J=1 J=1

for all |t| < §. This also implies the central inequality Eq. (ILII]), as will be demonstrated
in the introduction of Section [B

The arguments so far are based only on the fact that [’ shifts the component z-4
by an amount f(¢). The identity (v o F) <2?21 tjuj> = ug\-1(4) would still hold if
we used s; instead of s;- in Eq. (@1). Nevertheless, it is natural that F' shifts the s
component as well, since this shift makes sure that dF' preserves the symplectic form
w(z1, 22) := Re[z1]" - Tm[z] — Im[z1]" - Re[zo]. Therefore it makes sense to look for a
quantum counterpart Wy, which we are going to define in the subsequent Definition 8]
In analogy to F' preserving the symplectic form w, the unitary map Wy is preserving
the commutator bracket.

Definition 4.8 (Unitary Transformation Wy : Fop — Fp). Based on the fact that the
operators qy, .. ., qq defined in Eq. (4] commute, we can assign to a function  : R —
Ho with components h;(t) := u; - h(t) an operator h(q) : Fo — Fo @ Ho

o0

Zh] qi, - "an ®u]’

29



where the operators hj(qi,...,qq) are well defined via functional calculus. Let f be the
function defined in Eq. ([4.6]), then we can define the unitary map Wy : Fo — Fp as

Whn = exp ]Vf(q)Jr cbsg — NbT>d : f(Q) =exp | N Z fj(qh ce 7Qd) (b] B bj) )
j=d+1
(4.8)

where we have used that u;r - f(t) =0 for j € {1,...,d}. Note that ¢1,...,qq and bsq
have an N dependence, which we suppress in our notation. Furthermore, we define the
transformed operators

P =Wnp Wy,

d
p=WapWy' =D 1 @u,
j=1

L': = WyLWy,

where p is defined in Eq. (£5) and L is defined in Definition Bl Note that the domain
of I is Wy F<n, since L is only defined on F<y.

That the unitary map Wy is indeed a quantum counterpart to the classical map F
defined in Eq. (7)) can be seen from the transformation laws described in the following
Lemma

Lemma 4.9 (Transformation Laws). We have the following transformation laws
Wy by W' = b + fi(q) for j > d,
WquW];l =q; for j e {1,...,d},
p;- =p;j —JIm [8%.]”((])T . b>d] forje{l,...,d},

and therefore W b>1 W;,l =q+ip' +bsa+ f(q).

The proof of Lemma 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 Yy, in a suitable sense
that is specific to our problem.

Definition 4.10. We say that sequences of operators Xy, Yy with Yy > 0 satisfy
Xn = 0.(Yn),

in case for all € > 0 there exists a § > 0, such that | (Xy) { < e (Yn)y for all M, N with
% < ¢ and all elements ¥ € Wy F< . Furthermore, we say that sequences of operators
Xy, Yy with Yy >0 satisfy

Xy = 0.(Yn),
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in case there exists a constant C' and dy > 0, such that | <XN>q,| < C (Yn)y for all
M, N with 2 < 6 and all ¥ € Wy F<pr.

Remark 4.11. Let us denote with my v = Wy 7y WK,l the orthogonal projection
onto the subspace WyF<p C Fo. Then the statement Xy = O, (Yn) holds true if and
only if there exists a constant C' and &g > 0, such that

TM,N Re [)\XN] TM,N S C 7TM7NYN7TM7N (4.9)

for all A € C with |A\| = 1 and & < §. Similarly, Xn = o. (Yy) is equivalent to the
existence of a function € : RT — RT with %ir% €(d) = 0, such that
—

M
7TM7N%8 [)\XN] TM,N <e <N> WM,NYNTFM,N (4.10)

for all A € C with [A\| =1 and M < N.

Theorem 4.12. Recall the o.(-) notation from Definition[{.10, the Hartree energy en
defined in Eq. (I.2) and the Bogoliubov operator H defined in Eq. ({{.3), and let us define

1
TN::pT-p—{—de-(T—}—l)-bNg—i—N. (4.11)

Then, given Assumptions 1] and [I.3, we have
WnUN) N"Hy WnUN) ' = e + N"'H + 0, (Ty) .

The proof of Theorem 12}, which in particular gives rise to a rigorous version of the
key inequality Eq. (II3]), will be the content of Section [fl With Theorem [£.12] at hand
we can verify the lower bound in the main Theorem [[.4]

Theorem 4.13 (Lower Bound). Let Eyn be the ground state energy of Hy, en the
Hartree energy defined in Eq. (I2) and let H be the Bogoliubov operator defined in
Eq. (£3). Given Assumptions L1l and[L3, we have the lower bound

Ex > Negy —i—me(H) + ON— oo (1) .

Proof. According to Theorem[L2] there exists a sequence of states Uy € ®év H, YN =
1, such that <HN>\I/N < Enx + ay with ay N—> 0 and
—00

EN = <bT21 ’ b21>UN‘I/N - < =
Let us abbreviate H N :=UNyH NUK,1 and let wps be the orthogonal projection onto the

space F<r as before. Furthermore, let 0 < f, g < 1 be smooth functions with 2+g% =1,

f(z) =1forz <% and f(z) =0 for z > 1, and let us define fy(z) = f (&) and
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grm(z) = g (45). Then the generalized IMS localization formula in [23, Theorem A.1],
in the form stated in [21Il Proposition 6.1], tells us that

Hy = fu (N) Hy far V) + gar V) Hy gar (N) — Rag v,

with Ry n < % ZZOZO P, (f[ N — EN> P,,, where P, is the orthogonal projection onto
Fen NFp_ 1, N = PO a;aj and R := 16 <Hf’|]go + Hg’Hio) Let us define My as

the smallest integer larger than /ey N and N 5. The exponent % is somewhat arbitrary

and we could use any sequence £y with N <l ~N < N instead. Using the estimate
1— fu(z)? < & yields

2 2N 2
PN ‘= <1_fMN(N)2>UN\I/N S M—N <N>UN\I/N = M—N <bT>1 ’ b21>UN\I/N S MEN — 0

N—oo

Let us define @y := (1 — pN)fé fary N)UnTP . Using Lemma and the inequality
Hy > Ep yields

N N R -
En+an>(HN)ypy = (1=pN) (HN) g, +PNEN— M2, (kHN+FN—EN)yy 0y -
(4.12)

Since limy N~'Ex = ey, we obtain that Sy := % (kfIN + k2N — EN>UN\I/N satisfies
N

An < R4 ((k—1)Ex + kay + k*N) — 0.

N3 N—o0
We can now rewrite Inequality (£I12) as

~ le% +
By 2 (g, — S0

Let r > 0 be as in the assumption of Theorem E4] and recall the definition of A in
Eq. (3)). Note that NTy = A + 1. By Theorem [£.12] and Remark [L.11], there exists a
function € with limg_, €(d), such that

~ My
(Hn)gy, = N en+ (Hy o, — € (T) A+ 1)y, 0

=N en+ <1 - %6 (%)) (Eyyyoy + %5 (%) (H —7rA)yy o, — € (%)

2N €H+inf0(H)+%e (%) (info (H—rA) —info (H)) — e (%)

for all N large enough such that 1 — %e <%> > 0. This concludes the proof, since
inf o (H —rA) > —oo by Theorem .41 [ |
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5. Taylor Expansion of WyUy) Hy (VVNUN)*1

This section is devoted to the verification of the main technical Theorem [£.12 which
is the rigorous version of inequality Eq. (LI3]). Before we explain the proof, recall the
definition of ¢ in Eq. (ILI0) and F in Eq. (A7), and let us verify the classical counterpart
Eq. (LII). For this purpose we define the functional

E'z) =&t (F(2))], (5.1)

which satisfies according to the definition of F' that &’ (ﬂ = ey for all t € R? with
t = Z;lzl tjuj, i.e. I flattens the manifold of minimizers of &y o¢. We will verify
Eq. (LII) by sorting the functional £ in terms of powers in the variables s and z-,4
for any z = Z;‘l:1 (tj +isj) uj + 2sq € Ho with 254 € {uq,... ,ug}t. In the following,
let w(z) := Z;lzl isju; + z>q be the projection onto V := 7 (Hp). We can now sort
&'(z) in terms of powers in s and Z>d; i.e. in terms of powers in 7(z), using a Taylor
approximation with expansion point ¢

Ez)=¢& (F—i— m(z)) =& (f) + D|7 &' (7(2)) + %D2|t~ &'(m(z)) + { HigherOrders }
=& (£)+ Dyl E'(z) + %D%L? &'(z) + { HigherOrders }, (5.2)

where D|,,&(v) is the first derivative of & in the direction v at zg, D?|,,&'(v) is the
second derivative in the direction v, and Dy|, &' (v) := D|;, &’ (r(v)) and D}[. & (v) :=
D2, & (7‘(’(?})) are the derivatives only with respect to directions in V. Using &’ (f ) = ey,
Dyl7 & = 0 and the fact that D}|;E'(v) > (1 —5) D3y &'(v) for t small enough by
continuity, we formally arrive at Eq. (LII]), which is claimed to hold only for small
121> = [t + |7 (2)]|* anyway.

By sorting the expression (WxUx) Hy WxnUy) ™! in terms of powers in the operators
p and b~ 4, we will verify that we end up with the same Taylor approximation we obtained
by sorting £’(z) in terms of powers in the variables s and z~4. More precisely, our goal
is to verify that

_ 1
(WNUN)N_lHN (WNUN) 1:€(q)+Dv‘q5(bzl)+§D%{05<621>+0* (TN) (5.3)
=en+ N 'H+ o, (Ty),

where £ : dom [T] — R is a differentiable extension to all of dom [T] of the functional
&'| 5, restricted to the ball B, := {z € Ho Ndom [T] : ||z|| < r} for a sufficiently small
r > 0. Note that the spectrum of the operators ¢, ..., qq is the whole real axis R. In

order to even define £ (¢) and Dy|q5 (b21> with the help of functional calculus, it is

therefore necessary that &£, in contrast to &', is an everywhere defined and differentiable
functional. For such a function £ we can define € (¢) via functional calculus starting from

the function t — & (Z;l:l tjuj) for t € R?. The so far formal objects Dy|q5 (bzl) and
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%D%| o€ <bz1) are later defined in Definition 54l Note that it is a necessity to restrict

&' to a sufficiently small ball B, first, to be precise we require that ||F(z)| <1 — ¢ for
all z € B, where 0 < 6 < 1, since &’ itself does not have a differentiable extension due
to the square root appearing in the definition of ¢, see Eq. (LI0).

In order to reduce the technical efforts of proving Eq. (53]), we will make use of the
fact that

(WNUN) N_lHN (WNUN)il = WNENWX[I + WNENWNI + o, (TN) ,

which, as we will see in the proof of Theorem BI2] is a consequence of Eq. [B.8). We
can then prove Eq. (3] separately for the operators Wy Ay W&l and Wy By W&l. In
fact, we are going to verify that

- 1
Wi Ax Wil = £ (0)+ Dv\q5A<b21) +5D%o€a (b21> n % Yo (Ty),  (5.4)

~ 1
Wy By W&l =E&p (q)+ Dv‘qgg <bzl) +§D]2;‘O€B <621) — % + 04 (TN), (5.5)

where the constant ¢ arises due to the non-commutative nature of the operators ¢ and
p, and €4 and Ep are differentiable extensions of £y, : B, — C

1
Ez):=ul - T u., Ep(z) = 5(u2®uz)T S0 Uy @ Uy, (5.6)

where u, := ¢ (F(2)). The proofs of Egs. (5.4) and (5.5) will be carried out in Subsections
BT and 521 respectively. We have to perform a variety of operator estimates, and since
WNENWK,I and WNENWK,I 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 Wy AyWy'

In order to structure the analysis, we split the operator WNX NVVK,1 into simpler oper-
ators Hj, introduced in Definition [51] and we split the classical counterpart €4 defined
in Eq. (5.6]) into atoms &7, defined in Definition In Lemma (3] we then explain
how WNAVNW];l and £4 can be written in terms of H; and £, respectively.

Definition 5.1. Recall the function ¢ — f(¢) from Definition E7l For i € {0,...,4},
we define operators h; : dom[N| — Fy @ H by hg := 15, ® up and

d d
hii=q=) q®u;, hy:=ip =iy <pj —Jm [ajf(Q)T : b>d]> ® uj,
i=1

j=1
h2 L= f(q)7 h4 = b>d7
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where f(q) and 0; f(q) are defined according to Definition A8 Furthermore, for a multi-
index J = (7,7) with 4,5 € {0,...,4} we define an operator H; on WyF<n as

mJj

Hy:=hl T h (1—L’>T,
where m counts how many of the indices in J = (i, j) are zero.

Definition 5.2. Let us decompose an arbitrary z € Hg as z = Z?Zl(tj +1i55) uj + 254,
with t,5 € R? and 2-q € {uq,...,uq}. For i € {0,...,4}, we define in analogy to
Definition .l the functions e; : Ho — H by ep(2) := up and

d d

61(2’) L= th Uy, 63(2’) = ZZ (Sj —Jm |:3jf(t1, e ,td)T . Z}) Uyj,
j=1 i=1
ea(z) 1 = f (1), ea(2) := z>a-

With this at hand, we can write the transformation F' : Hy — Ho from Eq. (7)) as
F(z) = e1(z) + e2(2) + e3(2) + ea(2).

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

<1 - HF(Z)HQ) > for even m,

N (2) == (5.7)

X(FER) (1 1PE)12) * for odd m,

where x is a smooth function with 0 < x(z) < 1, supp (x) C [0,1) and x(z) = 1 for
|z| < 3. Then we can define for a multi-index J = (i,7) with i,5 € {0,...,4} the
function &5 : Ho N dom[T] — C as

E1(2) = e T ej(2) nm, (2),
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 A o) := 1, A0 := 2,
AG,j) =1 and A j) := 0. Then

WN EN W&l = Z )\J Re [HJ] s (5.8)
Je{o,...,4}2

where Ay is defined in Eq. (34). Furthermore, the functional €4 defined as

Ealz)i= > Ay RelEs(2)], (5.9)

Je{0,...,4}2

is an extension ofEA‘B defined in Eq. [5.0), where B, := {z € HoNdom [T] : ||z]| < r}
and r > 0 is a constant such that |F(2)|| < & for all z € Ho with ||z| < r.
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Note that the operator Wy Ay W;,l involves terms with v/1 — I/ 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}

BT ugV/T= T 4 VI =Tl - T by = Re [0} - T ugyT— 17| = 2%e [Hj)]

Therefore we set all the coefficients Ag ;) in Lemma[B.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 Wy b>; WK,I = h1 + ho 4+ hg + hy4,
where h; is defined in Definition [5.1], and the definition L./ = WNLWK[l. Similarly we
obtain £4(z) = &/(2) for all z with ||z|| < r for r as above and the fact that

L(F(2)) = t(er(z)+ea(z)+es(2)+ea(z)) = V1-||F(2)]Peo+e1(z)+e2(z)+e3(z)+ea(z).
|

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

quantized Taylor coefficients Dv‘qé’ 7 <b21> and D%‘O Ey (bzl) are rigorously defined by
the following Definition.

Definition 5.4. Let L; : Hy — C be a bounded R-linear map for all ¢ € R, and let
w(t),w(t) be the unique elements in Hg such that L;(z) = w(t)" -z + 27 - w(t). Then we
define

Ly (b>1) i=w(g)" - bo1 + L, - @(q). (5.10)

Let furthermore A be an R-quadratic form on Ho with a unique decomposition A(z) =
Q- 2+G2@2+(2® z)T-G where @ is an operator on Hgy and G, G € H ®¢Hy (or,

more generally, in Hy ®g ’HO”'”* as introduced in Lemma [T]). Then we define A (b>1) as

Abz1) = bl - Q bz + G b1 @ boy + (b1 @ b1)'- G

In the following we want to verify that the residuum R; defined as

Ry:=Hj—&;(q) — Dv| & (b>1) - %D%‘OEJ (b>1) — CNJ (5.11)
is small, where the constant c; are given by
d 1, ,
€0,0) - = 7 Y- T-ug = ) Zatj ‘t:og(O,O) (t ) )
1< 1]_1d ;
ce3) = g Zluj Ty =g Zla‘?f|t=05(1’1) (), (5.12)
Jj= Jj=
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c(1,3) "= €(3,1) = —¢(3,3) and ¢ := 0 for all other J € {0,... ,4}2, where 1 := Z;lzl tiuj.
The proof will be spit into two parts. In Lemma we derive an explicit representation
of the residuum Rj; by sorting the operator H; in terms of powers in p and b~4, and
in Theorem (.7 we will make sure that this residuum is indeed small compared to the
operator Ty defined in Eq. ([@I1]), which is quadratic in the operators p and b 4.

In order to illustrate the emergence of the additional constants ¢y in the residuum R
in Eq. (&I10), let us first investigate the following toy problem.

Example. Consider the toy Hamiltonian Hi,y := bibl and the corresponding Hartree

functional oy : C — C given by &ioy[2] := |z|2. Using by = q1 + ip; and the commu-

tation relation [ip1,q1] = %, we obtain

1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1
Hioy = Q%-H?%—ﬁ = Q%—Z <bl—bJ{> “oN q%+§bJ{b1—Zb%—Z <bi) I (5.13)

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

1 1 , 1 1 1_
§D]2;|0 Eroy(2) = §D2|0 Eroy(is) = 8% = §|z|2 - 122 - 122'
With the definition cioy 1= —%aﬂ ooyt = —1 we can therefore rewrite Eq. (5.13) as

Ctoy

N

1
HtOy = gtoy [(h] + §D]2;|05toy(b1) +

Definition 5.5 (Taylor approximation of the square root). Let 7, be the function
defined in Eq. (1) and let us define the constant c,, := gd. We then define the

m

residuum corresponding to the operator Taylor approximation of <1 -/ > ?, for different

degrees of accuracy, as

By = (1-1)" = nnla),

B ::<1—]L’)

|3

— N (q) — Dv|q?7m (b>1),

m 1 -
EZ = <1 - L/) S (q) — Dv{qnm(bz1) - §D12;{077m(b21) - CW

Lemma 5.6. Let J = (i,j) € {0,...,4}? be such that Ay # 0, where \; is defined
in Lemma [23, and let Ry be the residuum defined in Eq. (511). By distinguishing
different cases with the help of the index ey := |[{¢ € J : ¢ € {3,4}}| and the index mj :=
{¢ € J: =0}, we can explicitly express Ry as

e In the case my =2, i.e. J =(0,0): Ry = (ug T uo) E3.

e In the casee; =0 and mjy < 2: Ry = <h;r-T-hj>E,1nJ.
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e In the case ey = 1, there exists a constant C' and functions Fy : R* — R with
|Fy(t)] < C|t|, such that

Fy(q)
N

Ry = (h}-T-h;) EY,, + (5.14)

e For ej; = 2 we distinguish further between the individual cases and obtain

LTy ()T (i — i),

Ry = (i —ip)" - T boa = R, 4,
R(474) =0.

R(33) = (i’ —ip)

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 EY, in Definition 5.5 the observation h; = e;(q)
and the fact that (ip’g)Jr = bT>1 (ug — 0u, f(q)) — (ug — 3Wf(q))T -b>1, we obtain

Hy=(ip)" T ej(q) (1-1)% = (i)' T ej(@mla) + (i)' T ej(q) ES,
d d
= %Z b (e =B, f (@) ul - T-e(q) 1 (a) - % (o= f (@) b3 1uf-T-e5(a) 1 )
=1 /=1
+ (i)' T - e5(q) BN, (5.15)

where m :=m. Our goal is to commute b>; in (u; — 8qu(q))T . bzlu} T - ej(q)nm(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 w as

1 d
5ZwT@><»wwm»
=1
and w(t) := —w(t). The commutation law [g(q),(w—awf(q))T-bzl] = [g(q),ipe] =
—ﬁ@gg(q), for C! functions ¢ : R — R then yields
1< T, t 1
=52 (e = 0u f (@) boruy T (@) nm(9) = wla) - bo1 + Su(9),

/=1

where y : R? — R is defined as y(t) := =1 >, 9 (ue - T - e;(t )nm(t)). Furthermore

(19m [(ae =01, 70))- 2 ) - Te; (7)o (F)

M&

Dyl;€5(z)=es(2)"-Te; (£ )im(F
=1

=wt)' -z + 20 @(t).
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Consequently we can rewrite Eq. (B.15) as

m
2

. 1 .
(ip) " T ej@) (1 =1') % = Dyl €5 (b=1) + (@) + (i)' T - e;(q) ES,.
Note that £ (2?) =0 and D%‘OEJ = 0. Therefore Eq. (B.I4) follows from the fact that
F(t) := y(t) — ¢y is Lipschitz and F'(0) = 0, which implies that there exists a constant

C such that |F(t)| < Clt. [ |

For the proof of the following Theorem, we will use various operator estimates derived
in Appendices [(] and

Theorem 5.7. Let J € {0,...,4}? be such that A\j # 0 and let Ry be the residuum
defined in FEq. (5.11). Then,

RJ = Ox (TN) s
with Ty defined in Eq. (Z-11) and the o.(-) notation from Definition [[-10}

Proof. Recall the definitions in Lemma of ey :=|{l € J: 1€ {3,4}}|, which counts
how many of the indices in J = (4, ) are equal to 3 or 4, my := |{l € J : | = 0}|, which
counts how many of the indices are zero, and the residuum R; defined in Eq. (5.I1]). In
order to prove the statement of the Theorem, we are going to verify R; = o, (Ty) for
all J with Ay # 0.

The case J = (0,0): In this case we have the identity R = <ug-T-u0> E3,
hence we have to verify E2 = o, (Ty). In order to do this, recall the function ny(z) =
1 — ||F(z)||? from Eq. (57) and let us compute using Lemma [£9]

1= =1—(q+ f(q) +ip' +bsa) - (g+ f(q) +ip| + bsa)

=1-q" g f@T flo) — F(@ - bsa— b, fla)
— bl bag — (pT-p> +%—pT-(p’—p)— W -p)'p
T

d
=m(q) + Dv| 2 (b=1) + DY (b21) + 1 =0+ (0 =) = (0 = 1) P,

2
where we used 12(q) = 1—¢"-¢—f(¢q)"- f(¢) and p"-p = 1 2?21 <2b}bj — b? — (b;r) )—l—%.
Note that 2 = %, where ¢y is the constant from Definition Since p? < Ty, it is
clear that p> = O, (Ty). In Lemmata and [(CF, we will verify that (p/)* = O, (Tx)
and (p' — p)> = 0, (Tn). Therefore we obtain by the operator Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-

ity in the auxiliary Lemma that pf - (p/ —p) as well as (p' — p)Jr - p/ are of order
0« (Tx). We conclude E? = o, (Ty).

The case ey =0, with J # (0,0): In this case m; € {0,1} and the error is given by

Ry=h}-T-hEL =e(q) T e(q) B}

my-*
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We clearly have E& = 0. For m; = 1, let us define the function V' (¢) := ¢; (f)Jr-T-ej (f),
which satisfies V(t) < CJt| for a constant C'. In Lemma we will then verify that
V(g)E{ = 0. (Tw).

The case e; = 1: In this case the error reads R; = (h;r ST hj) E,Q,LJ + FJT@), where
Fj(t) < C|t| for some constant C'. Using Lemma[D.2land Lemma[C4lfrom the Appendix,
we obtain that (E?)T EY = 0, (Ty) and FJT@) = 04 (%) Regarding the first term, note
that Eg = 0. Hence, we assume w.l.o.g. mj = 1. We are done once we can verify

(nl-T-ny) - (nf-T- hJ-)T = 0. (Ty) (5.16)

in case one of the indices 4,5 is in {3,4} and the other is zero. Let us first assume
i € {3,4}. Then hj T -h; = hj cw, with w := T - up € H, and therefore Eq. (5.10])
follows from Lemma [C.6]in the case i = 3 and from Lemma in the case ¢ = 4. The
proof of the case j € {3,4} follows analogously.

The case ey = 2: In this case, the error is a linear combination of (ip’ — z'p)Jr T - hj
and hj T (ip’ —ip) with hy, hj € {p',b=q}. Note that A := /T (13 — 7~q4) is bounded,
and therefore

(ip' —ip)" - T - (ip/ —ip) = (ip' —ip)" - ATA- (ip —ip)
<IAIP (i = ip)"- (i’ = ip) = 0. (Tw)
by Lemma Similarly, we have (p/)' - T -p' < || A|2(p)) - ' = O, (Tx) by Lemma
Hence Lemma tells us that (ip/ —ip)' - T h; and h;r -T - (ip’ —ip) are of order
Oy (TN) |

Corollary 5.8. Recall the functional E4 defined in Eq. (54) and let us define the con-
stant ¢ := ZJG{OWA}Q Ajey. Then

~ _ 1 c
WNANWNl = 5,4((]) + Dy‘qu (b21) + §D12;‘05A (621) + N + 04 (TN) .
Proof. The statement follows from combining Lemma and Theorem [B.7] |

5.2. Taylor Expansion of WNENWK,I

Similar to the previous subsection, we introduce atoms H; in Definition as well
as their classical counterparts £; in Definition .10 In Lemma BT we explain how
WnB NVVK,1 and £€p can be written in terms of H; and &£, respectively.

Definition 5.9. Recall the definition of h; : dom[N| — Fy ® H from Definition Bl
For a multi-index J = (4,7, k,¢) with i,7,k,¢ € {0,...,4}, we define an operator H; on
WnF<n as

m

Hy:=hioh) o -haoh(l-1)7,

where m; counts how many of the indices 1, j, k, ¢ are zero.
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Definition 5.10. Recall the definition of e; : Hy — H and 7, from Definition 5.2l For
a multi-index J = (4, j, k, ¢) with 4,5, k,¢ € {0,...,4}, we define &5 : HoNdom[T] — C

£1(2): = [e2) @ 0s(2)] -5 ea(2) @ er(2) o, (2),

where mj counts how many of the indices i, j, k,¢ are zero and 7, are the functions
defined in Eq. (57).

Lemma 5.11. Let us define for all i,j,k, £ € {1,...,4} the coefficients \(0,0,0) := %,

A100.0) = 25 X6,4,00) = AMi0,k0) = A0gik0) = L Aijr0) = 2 Agjme = 3 and all
other coefficients are defined as Ay := 0. Then
WNENWK[lz Z )\J %Q[HJ].
J€e{0,...,414

Furthermore, the functional Ep defined as
Ep(z) = > A RelEs(2)], (5.17)
Je{o,...,4}4

is an extension of g/B‘BT defined in Eq. [20), where B, := {z € HoNdom [T] : ||z]| < r}

and r > 0 is a constant such that |F(2)|| < & for all z € Ho with ||z| < r.

The proof of Lemma [5.1T] works analogously to the proof of Lemma Following
the strategy from Subsection 5] we are going to verify that the residuum R

C
Ry:=H;—&;(q) - Dy| £ (b=1) — Dv‘ogt] (b=1) — ]\‘; (5.18)
is small, where the constant c; are given by ¢ ,0,0) *= —3 Z] |02 !t 0€(0,0,0,0) (f) and
1
€(3300) = 7g D%l ofan00) () caro0 = ~Ceao0): €300 = €500
j:l
(3,0,3,0) Z o, li—o€1.0.10) () 030 = —CE030) €3O0 = (3030
€(0,3,3,0) * — Zatj {t 05(0 1,0) F) €0,1,3,0) *— —€0,3,3,0)s  €(0,3,1,0) ‘= —¢(0,3,3,0)>
(5.19)

and all other constants are defined as ¢; := 0. The proof will be split into two parts.
In Lemma we derive an explicit representation of the residuum Rj; by sorting the
operator Hy in terms of powers in p and b~4, and in Theorem we will make sure
that this residuum is indeed small compared to the operator T .
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Lemma 5.12. Let J = (i,j,k,f) € {0,...,4}* be such that \; # 0, where \j is
defined in Lemma [211, and let Ry be the residuum defined in Eq. (518). By dis-
tinguishing different cases with the help of the indices ey == |{{ € J : £ € {3,4}}] and
my = |{{ € J: =0}, we can explicitly express R; as:

In the case my =4, i.e. J=(0,0,0,0): Ry =(h; ® hj)T-ﬁ-hk ® hy E3.
In the case ey =0 and my < 4: Ry = (h; @hj)T-f}-hk@th}nJ.

In the case ey = 1, there exists a constant C' and functions Fj : RY — R with
|F5(1)] < Clt], such that Ry = (h; @ hyj)T - hy @ hy B, + 1),

In the case ey = 2 and myj = 2 when two of the indices are 4:

Ry=—(h; @ hj)l -9 -hy, @ by

In the case e; =2 and m; = 2 when one of the indices is 3 and another one is 4,
let us define hg :=p' —p and h, := h, for r € {0,1,2,4}. Then,

to b (7 o\ T T
Ry =—(hi ® hy) -v-hk@th—i—(hi@hj) 0T ® T

In the case ey = 2 and mj = 2 when two of the indices are 3, let us define the
ror!

coefficients Az’:’;;”o’o) == (u, ® uT/)Jr -0 - ug @ U, A(3,0,3,0) = (up ® uo)T DU @ ug

and A7("(’J7:£%3,0) = (u® ur)Jr <0 - up Q@ug. Then,
d !
Ry=—(hi @hj)' -6 hp@he L'+ > A} [(0h—pr) - Dot pr - (0 —ppr)] - (5.20)
rr/=1

In the cases ey =2 and mj < 2, respectively ey > 2: Ry = Hj.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma [(£.6] the proof of Lemma [EI2] 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. [2.20). Since &3 3,0)(2) is quadratic in 7(2), we immediately obtain
€(3,0,3,0) (t) =0and DV‘{5(3,0,3,0) = 0. Let us define the coefficients Ay := (uq ® ug) '

_1
1

U - uy ® ug, the operator Q = %Zi;y:l 00,0 Ua uI, and G € Ho® Ho by G =

d ~

ay=1 000,70 Ua @ Uy. Then

D%‘O £3,0,3,0)(2) :zT-Q-z—i-GT-z@z—i-(z@z)-G
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and therefore D%‘O 5(370,370) (b21) = szl Q- bzl + Gh. b21 ® b21 + (b21 & b21) -G. This
concludes the proof of Eq. (£.20), since

d
Hy—(ip @ uo)" -0 ip' @ uo (L) — Y A} [0 —pr) - B + 20 - (0l — )]
rr/=1
d 1 Pl
:(ip@uo)T-@-ip@uO:Z(ua@)uo)T-f)-uv@uo§<ba—bg) -g(by—bfy)
a,y=1
&
=L, Q bar+ (b21 @ b)) -G+ Gl bay @ by + 22

In the remainder of this subsection, we are going to verify that the residuum R is
small compared to the quadratic operator T . Note that the error term in the last case
of Lemma is quite different from the other cases, since it simply corresponds to
the whole operator H;. 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 (.13, Lemma [5.14] and Theorem (.15, we will systematically verify that H is
small compared to the quadratic operator T in the cases ey = 2 and mj < 2, respec-
tively ey > 2. Regarding all other cases, we will verify the smallness of the residuum in
Theorem In order to do this, we will repeatedly use results derived in Appendices
and

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

e In case one of the indices is contained in {3,4}, we have
(hi @ hj)T+[6] - by @ hj = O, (Tw).

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

(hi @ By)' (6] hi @ hj = 0. (Tn).

Proof. We will repeatedly use the inequality [v]| < A (T + 1) =: S from Assumption [[T]
which implies together with the translation-invariance of 7' the inequalities |0] < S® 1y
and [0] < 1y ®S.

The case i € {1,2} and j € {3,4}: Recall that hy = er(q) for k € {0,1,2} and let
us define the function ¢(t) := e; (t_’)]L <S¢ (5) Using the inequality [0] < S ® 1y we
obtain

(ei(q) ® hy)' - [0] - ei(q) ® hy < hl - d(q) - hy.
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Since |¢(t)| < C (|t| +|t[*) for a constant C, we obtain hg - #(q) - hg = 0. (Ty) and
h}l - #(q) - hy = 04 (Tx) by Lemmata and

The case i € {3,4} and j € {1,2}: Making use of the commutation laws [bn,qg] = 0
and [ipq, qg) = ﬁéa,g, this case follows from the previous one.

The case i = 3,5 = 3: Let m<q == S0, u, -uf. Since ()1 -p/)2 = 04 (Tx), we obtain

2
(W @) Jol-p @ <@ () ) @80 < lreaS el (0 -#) = 0u (Tw).
The case i =4 and j € {3,4}: Note that
(b>a & hy)T - [0] - bsa @ hy < 2(f(q) @ hy)' - |8] - f(9) & B
+2((bsa+ f(@) @ b)) [0 - (bsa + f () © by

By the previous case i € {1,2} and j € {3,4}, we know that (f(q) ® hj)T-]f)\-f(q) ®h; =
0« (Tn). For the second contribution, recall the definition of 7y y from Remark ETIT]
and let 77 x be the orthogonal projection onto the subspace VVNJ-";r v C Fo, where

oo
Fiy =T [ D al-a;|. (5.21)
j>d

Since we have by, ar, v = N b TN for k > d and [p;,ﬁ'M,N] = 0 by Lemma [C.3] we
obtain using 7w, n = TN Ty, N (which follows from Wiy F<pr C WN]:;LM)

TN (bsa+ £(@) @ b)) [0] - (bsa + £(@) @ by marn
< TN h} ' <ﬁM,N (bsa+ f(@) - (bsa + f(q)) 7ATM,N) ® S - hymN

M M
< N TMN h} Sohjryn <C N TM,N TN TM N

for a constant 0 < C' < 0o, where we used h;r» -S-hj = O, (Ty) and and the characteriza-
tion of the O, (+) notation in Remark . TT] for the last inequality. Using this characteriza-
tion for the inequality above yields ((bsq + f(q)) ® hj)T-|@|-(b>d—i—f(q)) ® hj =04 (Tn).

The case i = 3 and j = 4: Making use of the commutation laws [ip},, b] = — 550, (q),
this case follows from the previous one.

The case i =0 and j € {3,4}, respectively i € {3,4} and j = 0: Since hg = 175, ® ug
commutes with hg = ip’ and hy = b~g4, we assume w.l.o.g. i =0 and j € {3,4}. With
A= ug - S - ug, we obtain

(uo @ )T+ [8] - uo @ hy < A bl hy = O, (Tw).
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Lemma 5.14. In the following, let G : R — H @ H be a differentiable function and
let us define the operators X,Y : dom[N|] — Fo @ H as

00 d

X = (z'p’)T ® 1y -Gq) = — Ziijkp;' ® ug,
k=1 \j=1

YVi=bl, 01y Glg) =D | D iGsbl | @ u.
k=1 \j>d

Then we have the estimates
xtox <2\ 161 ZHO Gl*(q
V1Y < by |G () - boa + 1 IGI(0)

The proof of Lemma [5.14] is based on the commutation relations [b,, bg] = 04,5 and
[Pas 45] = 3iv0a,3, and is left to the reader.

Theorem 5.15. Let L' be the operator from Definition[.8 Then we have the following
estimates:

e In case at least two of the indices i,j,k,¢ € {1,...,4} are contained in {3,4}, we

have
(hi @ hy)' -0 hy @ hy = 0. (Ty),
e In case at least two of the indices i,j,k € {0,...,4} are contained in {3,4}, we
have

(hi @ h)T -9 hy, ® wg L' = o, (Tn),
e In case at least two of the indices i,j,k € {1,...,4} are contained in {3,4}, we
have

(hi@hj)Jr-f)-hk@UQ\/l—L/ZO*(TN).

Proof. Let us denote with e(,;) 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(; ;) > 1 and
€k,e) = 1, and the case e ) = 0. Note that the case e(; j) = 0 is only possible for the
first bullet point, and the proof of the statement follows from the case e, sy = 0, since

T
(hi®hj)T'@-hk@hg] :(hk@hg)T'@'hZ'@hj.
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The case e(; jy > 1 and e(; gy > 1: Let us define the operators A := h; ® h; and Q := 9,
and depending on the concrete bullet point let us define B as hy ® hy, hy ® ugll or
hi ® ugv/1—1L'. In any case we have to verify

AT Q-B=o,(Ty).

By Lemma[C1] it is enough to verify that one of the operators AT-|Q|- A and BT -|Q|- B
is of order o, (Tn), and the other one is of order O, (Ty), which follows from Lemma
B.I3 and the auxiliary Corollary [D.41

The case e, gy = 0: In this case we have 7, j € {3,4} for any of the bullet points. Let us
define the function G : R — H@H by G(t) := 13 (T +1)"2-i-¢, (f ) ®ey ( ). Note
that G(t) € HRH follows from Assumption[[.J] We define the operator X := (T + 1)5 -h
and depending on the concrete bullet point let us define Y := h;f ® 1y - G(q) Z with
7 =1z, 7 :=1L"or Z:=+/1—1'. In the following, we have to verify XT-Y = o, (Ty).
Since i € {3,4}, we know that XT- X = O, (Ty). By the Cauchy-Schwarz like result
in Lemma [C] it is therefore enough to verify YT-Y = o, (Tx). Applying Lemma [5.14]
yields in any case

vty =zt <h}®1H-G(q))T- (h}®1H-G(q)> Z

1
<270 |- IG@IP - by + FIG@I* + 3 ZH@G I\ 2

and Corollary [D.4] then yields that ZT||G(q)||* Z and ZT & (Zﬁzl H(?rG(q)HQ) Z are of
order 0,(1). Therefore, ZT +||G(q)||*Z and ZT - <Zf:1 H&»G(Q)HQ> Z are both of order
0. (Ty). Finally, ZT h} NG(@)|? - hj Z = 0. (Ty) follows from the auxiliary Lemmata
and [C.6] and the auxiliary Corollary [D.4l |

Theorem 5.16. Let J € {0,...,4}* be such that A\j # 0 and let Ry be the residuum
defined in Eq. (5.18). Then,

RJZO*(TN).

Proof. Let J = (i,j,k,¢) be a multi index with A\; # 0, and recall the index e; :=
{l e J:le{3,4}}| and the index my := [{l € J: [ = 0}| from Lemma [5.12] as well as
the residuum defined in Eq. (5I8). In order to prove the statement of the Theorem, we
have to verify R; = o, (Ty) for all J € {0,...,4}*.

The case ey = 0 and mj = 0: In this case we have a trivial residuum Rj; = 0.

The case e; = 0 and my = 1: In this case, Ry = V(¢)E}, with V(t) := (e; (') ®
ej (t) )Jr <0 - e (f) ® ey (5) Since the C! function V satisfies F(0) = 0, we obtain
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V(q)E} = 04 (Ty) by Lemma [D.21

The case e; = 0 and my = 2: In this case Ry = V(q)E}, with V(t) := (e; (') ®
€j (f))T-ﬁ-ek (f) ® ey (f) We compute

d

By Lemmata [C.4] and [C.6] we know that V(g )bT>d “bsa =V (q) bT>d ‘g and V(q) (p)-p/
are of order o, (Ty), and consequently V(¢)Es = o, (Ty).

The case e; = 0 and m; = 3: In this case Ry = V(q)E}, with V(t) := (e; (f) ®
€j (f) )T -0 e (f) ® ey (f) We compute

Ej:=(1-L)VI-L —u3(q) — Dy| n3(b>q)

= (1=m2(@) Bl = (@) -boa+b2a F(0)) E?—(bld-b>d+<p/> p —%) -
By Lemma [D.2, we know that V(q)(1 — nm2(q))Ef = 0. (Ty) and (E(l))2 = 0. (Ty).

Note that we further have [V (q) (f(q)" - bsq + bsa - f(q))] = o, (Tn), and therefore the
product V( ) (f(@)T - bsg+bsa- f(q)) EY is of order o, (Ty) as well. By making use of
Lemmata [C.4] and [C.6, and Corollary [D.4] we obtain

d

Vi(g) (bld-b>d+(p/)T p _W> 1-L' = o, (Ty).

The case ey =0 and my = 4: In this case Ry = (ug ® ug) -0 - up @ug Ez. We compute
= (1= L) ~naa) — Dyl (b1) — Dlyma(bn) -
2 t NT i
<f “bsq+bsq- f(q )) {f(Q) “bsg+bsa - f( (P) -p +b>d'b>d}
+ ((p) p +b>d-b>d) +{772(CJ), (p’)T-p’+bT>d-b>d}
d2

o R S S Y A
+2p"- (o' —p)+2( —p) -p ~L+ v

S ze

with the notation {A, B} := AB+BA. Clearly £1" = o, (Ty). From Lemmata[C4]
2
and[C.6, we know that all the operators p'-(p’ — p), (p' — p)T-p’, ((1)’)1L -p’)z, (bT>d . b>d> ,
2
<bT>d flg) + f(g)t- b>d) , m2(q) b];d bsq and 12(q) (p')Jr -p'm2(q) are of order o, (Ty).
Consequently, {1 (), (¢/)! -/ +bL4-bsa} and { F(@)! bt b £(@), ()" 0/ +8L 4 Dot}

are of order o, (Ty) as well.
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The case e; = 1: In this case, we have Ry = (h; ® hj)T -0 - hp ® th?nJ + FJT@).
By Lemma Lemma [C.4] we know that F"T(q) = 04 (Tn). Since we know that (E,Q,LJ)2 =

0« (T ) by Corollary [D.5] we are done once we can verify that XJ‘X} = Oy (Ty), where
Xyi=(h; @ hj)' -6 -hy @ hy.

With 3 € {i,7,k,£}: Let us first assume j = 3, and define w(t) := e; (L?)T @1y -0-
er (f)®er (). Clearly, X; = (ip)" - w(q) and therefore XJX} = O, (Ty) follows from
[C.6l The other cases ¢ = 3,k = 3 and ¢ = 3 follows from the commutation relation
[Pl 48] = 557 0a.s-

With 4 € {i,7,k,£}: In any case, X is either equal to w(q)!-bsq or b];d -w(q), where
w: RY — H with [|w(t)|| < c[t] and j > 0. Note that we use the commutativity of g;
and b4 here. Therefore, Lemma implies X - X} =0, (Ty).

The case ey = 2 and my = 2: In any case, we know by the second bullet point of
Theorem B.I5, that (h; @ hj)Jr <0 hp @ hy (=L') = 0. (Tn). In case {3, j, k, £} = {0,4},
this is the whole residuum Rj;. In case {i,7, k, ¢} = {0,3}, the residuum reads

d
Ry=(hi @ hj)' -0 -h @ he (<L) + > A5 [(0h = 1) P + e (0 — )] -

ror/=1

Since any of the products (p]. — p,) - pl, and p, - (pl., — py) are of order o, (Ty), we
conclude Ry = o, (Tx). The case {3, j, k, ¢} = {0, 3,4} works similarly, and is left to the
reader.

The cases ey = 2 and my < 2, respectively ey > 2: We obtain for mj = 0 by the first
bullet point of Theorem B.I5l and for m; = 1 by the third bullet point, that

R;y=Hj;=o0.(Tn).
|

Corollary 5.17. Recall the functional Eg defined in Eq. (5.17) and the constant ¢ from
Corollary [5.8. Then,

~ _ 1 c
WNBNWy' = Ep(q) + Dyl Ep (b>1) + 503\0 € (b>1) — 3 + 04 (Tn).

Proof. Let us define ¢ := ZJe{O LAY Ajcy. Combining Lemma [5.1T] and Theorem
immediately yields

- 1 é
WnBNWy' = Ep(q) + Dy| Ep (b>1) + §D12)(0 Ep (b21) + 5 + 0« (T).-
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Recall the definition of c¢; in Eq. (5I12) for J € {0,...,4}2, respectively Eq. (5I9) for
J €{0,...,4}*. Making use of the observation that most of the c; are zero, we obtain

cti= D et Y Aes =Moo T Aw [C(m) teEn t+ C(s,:a)}
Je{0,...,4}2 Je{0,..., 4}

+ 200,000,000 + A1,1,0,0) {0(3,3,0,0) +¢3,1,00) + C(L&QO)]

+ A1,0,1,0) [0(3 0,3,0) T €(3,0,1,0) T C(1,0,3,0)] + A0,1,1,0) [0(0,3,3,0) +€0,1,3,0) T C(0,3,1,0)}
9% l=o Z (Mon€oo ) +Aangan ) + Aosonfooos ()
+ 21,1,00E01,1,00 (£) + A101.0E1,010) () + X0,1,1,0E01,1,0) () >

Z@t ‘t O(EA —i—EB()):O,

where we have used in the first equality of the last line that ij { o €T (f ) =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 £4 (f) +E&p (5) =& (2?) = eg for t small
enough, where &’ is defined in Eq. (51]). [ ]

Proof of Theorem [{.12 Making use of Eq. ([B.8]), we obtain
(WNUN) N_lHN (WNUN)_l = WNAVNW];l + WNENW];l + 0. (TN) , (5.22)
where we have used that Wy bT21 T - b>1 W&l < 2(X; + X3) with
Xi:i=(q+ (@) T-(g+ f(a) = 0u(1),
Xy := (ip +b>d) ST (ip +b>d) = O, (TN),
see Lemmata [C4 and [C.6l Combining Corollaries 5.8 and (.17 yields
T -1 5 -1 Lo
WNANWN + WNBNWN =& (q)+ Dy‘qg <b21) +§DV|0€ (621) =+ 04 (TN) ,

with £ := €4 + Ep. Furthermore, note that £(z) = &'(z) for ||z]| < r where £ is defined
in Eq. (&), see Lemmata and G111 Therefore, £ (f) = ey and Dy{tﬁ =0 for ¢
small enough. As we will show in Lemma [C2] this implies £ (¢) = ey + 0. (Ty) and

DV‘qE (b21) = 0, (Ty). Furthermore, we have £ D3| € = Hess|,,En and therefore

lo
1. 1
§DV\05(b21) = N7IH.

In combination with Eq. (5:22]) this concludes the proof. [ |
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A. Coercivity of the Hessian in Example (Il)

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

(‘,’g[u]::<\/mz—A—m>u—(u®u)Jr S ® u,

. -u
2|z — g

satisfies the coercivity assumption in Eq. (L7) for g small enough, see Example (II) in
the introduction. Note that we are using the notation introduced in Section Bl Let
us denote with u, g the unique radial minimizer of the functional &; subject to the

rescaled condition |[ul| = 1 + 3, i.e. wuyp is radial, and satisfies |lug | = 1+ § and
Eglug gl = | ”inf ng [u]. Let us further denote the normed minimizers by ug := ug0. By
ul|=1+

a scaling argument it is easy to see that ug 3 = (1+ 5)ug(1 +p)2- For real-valued functions

fand hin {uy g} we can express the Hessian as %Hess\ugﬂfg[f—i—ih] = (L;‘B>f+(L;5>h,

where L; 3 and L; 5 are selfadjoint operators given by

Logi=Vm?—A—m— g5~ (10 ugp)" -

2
+ - t._ 49
Lyg:=1Lyp—(1®ugp) |z — y]

g
_J
|:c—y| @ Ug, B,

“Ug,8 @ 1,

with pg 5 = (Vm? — A — m>uq ,

denote the operators associated to the normed minimizers ug by L;t = L;EO. Note that

— (ugp @ ugp)l - ﬁ “Ug g @ ugg. Furthermore we

_ 29
LT — L"), = A >0
< g g>f (f®ug) |CC—y| ug®f

for all f # 0, and consequently it is enough to verify the following Theorem [AT]in order
to prove Eq. (L1).

Theorem A.1l. There exist constants go and n > 0 such that for all 0 < g < go and
feL?(RY) with f L {ug, 0y ug, Opytig, Opyug}

(L), = mlfIP.

In order to prove Theorem [AJ] we first need some auxiliary results regarding the
minimizers ug g subject to the rescaled condition [jug gl =1+ 5.

Lemma A.2. Let us define Ry g :=ug g —uy for € [0,1) (where 1 can be replaced by
any other positive number). Then there exist constants gy, C > 0 such that

+ —
Lg Rgvﬁ - 5gvﬁug + 6976’

with 6g,5| < CB and [|eg ]| < CHRQ,BHQ for g € (0,90) and B € [0,1).
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Proof. Since the elements u, g are minimizers of £, they satisfy the corresponding Euler-
Lagrange equations L; gug,p = 0. A straightforward computation yields
7~ 0y — 7+

with

Og.6 1= Hg,p — Mg
g
€98 1= (g5 = 11g) Ry + (1@ ug )T - oy Tos @ Hop

+(1®R975)T — 'Rg,6®ug+(1®Rg,B)T :

9
|z — vy

Let us first investigate the contributions involving ﬁ. From [I6l Proposition 1] it is

clear that there exists a constant C' such that [lug gl g1(rsy < €' < oo for all g small
enough and /5 € [0,1). With the notation S := /1 — A we obtain

-

_ 1
< alisugsl 157 2| IR 1P < o

g
|z — |

1
s HH IRy 11

g _
Hu@ug,ﬁ)T' |z — y| "Ry 3 ® Ry (1®Su975)T- 105! "Rgp® Rgp

1

where is the operator norm of the bounded one-particle operator S_llﬂﬁl

.

||

Similarly, the other contributions involving Irg%yl in Eq. (AJ) can be estimated by
Cy sty

|z]

| Rg,sl|* as well. The uniform control of the norm [ug || g1rsy < C < o0

furthermore implies |3y 5] = |p1g.5 — pg| < CB for some constant C. Note that || Ry sl >
lug.gll = llugll = B, and consequently || (g5 — 1) Ry sll < CB[ Ry 5]l < Cl[Ry . We
conclude that

~ 1
legsll < (c+3CgHs ﬂH) 1Ry ol

|
Lemma A.3. Let Ry 3 and €, 5 be as in LemmalA. 4 Then there exists a constant gy > 0
such that éimo % = 0 and limsup % < C for a suitable constant C > 0 and
— g, B_)O g,
9 € (0, 90).

Proof. By the results in [16] we know that 0 is an isolated eigenvalue of L;r, i.e. there
exists a constant § > 0 such that o (L;) N(=4,0) = {0}, with corresponding eigenvectors
Oz Ug, OzyUg, Oryug. Since ug g is radial, we know that Ry 5 L 0;;ug, and therefore we

obtain by Lemma [A.2]

0l Ryl < IILg Ry,sll < C (B + 1R 5l) - (A.2)
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Using [16], Proposition 1] again, it is clear that lOiIg . |Rg 5|l = 0 and therefore there
g_> ) ﬁ

exists a constant go such that ||Ryg| < % for all ¢ € (0,90) and /5 small enough.
Consequently Eq. (AZ2) yields ||[Ry 4] < Z£8. Using the fact that [jug || = 1+ 8, we
further obtain

20\
1+28 < (1+8)* =1+2(ug, Ryp) + | Rgpll* <1+2{ug, Ryp) + <7> B,

and therefore

|5g7ﬁ| < Cp
(ug, Rg8) = B —2 (%)252 p—0

Proof of Theorem [A 1l Let @ denote the projection onto the space {ug}l. Clearly there
exists a w € L2(R?) such that

tr_ O+
Lgf_QLgf+<w7f>ug
for all f € L*(R3). With R, 3,8, 5 and €, 5 from Lemma [A2] at hand, we obtain
L;r (6g,ﬁf —(w, f) Rgﬁ) = 59,BQL;L]C —(w, f) €g,85

and therefore | L (3,,5f — (w, £) By) || < 165,51 IQL f1| + ol leg sl /1. Using again
that there exists a constant § > 0 such that o (L}) N (—d,6) = {0} with corresponding
eigenvectors Oy, g, Oz, Ug, Oz, Uy, see [16], and that R, g as a radial function is orthogonal
to them, we obtain for all f € {ug, Oz, Uy, Opytig, Opytug}+

1Ly (0g,5f = (w, f) Ryp) || = 6110g,5f — (w, f) Rypll = 8] (ug, Ry ) || {w, £) .

Combining the estimates we have so far yields

sl o g4 el legsl ,
w, )| € 22 QL I+ VB =: gl QL 1 + wsl
[ 1)1 S g s QLS S+ g TR 1 =2 2l QL f11 4w |

By Lemma [A.3] we know that limsup|zg| < C for some constant C' > 0 and yg ﬁ] 0.
B—0 -

Using again that o (L}) N (—=d,8) = {0}, we obtain
I < NLg FIF < NQLg Fll + 1 (w, £) | < (1+2) |QL Il + ysll ]

and consequently QL f| > m”f” This holds for all (small) 5, hence 5 — 0 gives

1+:Bﬁ
IQLS fIl > 12+ f]l- Finally note that QLS Q > 0 since <L;r>f = 1Hess|y,&[f] > 0 for
real-valued f L ug4, which concludes the proof. |

52



B. The Bogoliubov Operator

In the following we will prove Theorem 4] i.e. we are going to verify that the Bogoliubov
operator H constructed in Definition [£3]is bounded from below and that its ground state
energy can be approximated by ¥ € (J /ey dom[aT>1 (TH+1)-a>1]NF<pr with [P = 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 Qg = Zi,jzl Qi u; - u;r and Gy = Zi,jzl Gij u; ® u; be as

in Lemma (1], and let us denote the operator Q| := Zij>d Qij u; - ul on H, =

J
(ug,uq, . .. ,ud>J‘ as well as G| = Zij>d Giju; ®u;. Then we define the operator H | as

Hi=al, QL asq+2%e [Gl 0>d 8 a>d} :

Lemma B.2. The operator H, is semi-bounded from below, i.e. info (H;) > —oo.
Furthermore, there exists a constant R > 0 such that

H, <R (aLd Q- asg+ 1) . (B.1)

Proof. Let us define the operator G, on H | by the condition zT-Gop z = 2GTL ‘ZQ®z, with
Z being the usual complex conjugation in L? (Rd). Then, z5-Q | - 2+ 2%Re [EJf ~Gop - z] =
Hess|y,Enlz] > nl|z||? for all z € H, with 7 > 0 by Assumption As pointed out in
Section 2.1 in [21], this implies @ > r > 0 as well as

C7Yop QJ_ -
where we have used that | is a real operator. Since Q| > 0, this is further equivalent
to Gop Q7" Ggp < Q1. Since Gug € Ho ®7—Lo”'”*, where the ||.||. norm is defined in

1 1
Lemma [} and since 27 - Q2 -2 < ¢2'- (T'+1)72 - z for a suitable constant ¢ and
z € H, which is an easy consequence of the operator inequality in Lemma 1] and the
fact that Q@ > r > 0, we obtain

1
2

T [Gop Q11 Gl | = ln, @ Q17 - Gilfiom < E[GulE <, (B2)
1

ie. Gop @, ? 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.J)

holds. |

13
co = 2?21 Gj.j, the quadratic function v(y) := —4 Z;{k:l Gjxyjyr for y € R and the
linear H wvalued function

Lemma B.3. Let us define P; := zl (aj - a}) = \/ij forj € {1,...,d}, the constant

d
w(yty ..., yq) =40 Zyj ZGijuk ceH,.
j=1  k>d
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Then we can rewrite the Bogoliubov operator H from Definition ({.3) as
H = ¢ —|—I/(P1,...,Pd) +U(P1,...,Pd)T -a>d+aT>d-u(P1,...,Pd) +H,. (B3)

Proof. Since Hess|y,&Enlz] = 27 - Qu - z + 2Re [GL 2 ® z] is degenerate in the direc-
tions w1, ..., uq, we obtain Q;, = —2G, ) in case j or k is in {1,...,d}. Writing H in
coordinates therefore yields

d d d
H:Z Gk (—2a}ak+ajak+a}a2) +2 Z ZGj,k <aj —GD ag—2 Z Z Gk <aj _GD aL

J.k=1 j=1k>d j=1k>d

+ Z <Qj,ka}ak + Gjrajay + Gj7ka}az)
J,k>d

= {Co—l-V(Pl,...,Pd)}—|—u(P1,...,Pd)Jr -a>d—|—ajr>d-u(P1,...,Pd)—i—HJ_,
where we have used —2a}ak + ajay, + a}az = —4P; P, + 6, in the second identity. W

Remark B.4. In the subsequent Lemmal[B.5, we want to get rid of the term u (P4, ..., Pd)T-
a4+ aid ‘u(Py,...,Py) in Eq. (B3] by completing the square, i.e. by applying a shift
a~q > a~q + w (Py,..., P;) where w(yi,...,yq) € 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,

A Lw) =2 QL w+2(we2) Gy,

for all z € H . Furthermore, let us define the real inner product (z,w)p := Re [ZT . w]
on H, . Clearly, L is symmetric with respect to this inner product. By Assumption
we have for all w € H |

(w, L(w))p = Hess|u,Enlw] = nw|?, (B-4)
and consequently we can define w(y) € H, for all y € R? 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))g > éw' - Q) -w (B.6)
where ¢ is a suitable constant, which follows from the fact that

2 G 2
2 (w®w)T-Gl‘ <w'(eQr+e | Gu?) w < ewT-Ql-w—l—% (w, L(w))g

for all € > 0, where ¢ is the constant in Eq. (B.2)).
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Lemma B.5. Let w : R? — H,| be the function defined by Eq. (B.3) and let us define
the unitary transformation R : Fo — Fo

R :=exp [w(Pl,...,Pd)T-a>d—aT>d-w(P1,...,Pd) .

Then there exists a non-negative quadratic function n: R* — R, s.t.
RHR ' =co+n(P,...,Py) +H,, (B.7)
where cg and H | are as in Lemma[B.3 and Definition [B1.

Proof. Let us define n(y1,...,ya) == v(y1,--,ya) +(wy1, - ya), w(y1, . .-, ya))g- With
n and the vector valued function w at hand, we can rewrite Eq. (B3) as

H=co+n(Pr ... P+ <a>d—w(P1,...,Pd)>T-Ql- (50— w (P P0))
+ 2% [Gi- <a>d—w(P1,...,Pd)> ® <a>d—w(P1,...,Pd))}. (B.8)
Eq. (B7) follows now from the representation of H in Eq. (B.8) and the fact that
RasqgR ' =asg+w(PL,...,Py).

In order to see that 7 is indeed non-negative, note that we can use n and w to complete
the square in Hess|,,Eu[z] as well, i.e. for z = 2?21 (tj +1is;)uj + z=q with t,s € R?
and z~4 € ‘H, we can write Hess|,,Eu(z] as

1)+ (25— w(5) Q.- (za—w(s)) +2%e [G - (20— w(s) D (20— w(s))]
Therefore, Hess|,,Ex[z] > 0 for all z implies 7(s) > 0 for all s € RY. [ |

Proof of Theorem [{4 Since the function 7 in Lemma [B.5] is non-negative, we immedi-
ately obtain the lower bound

info (H) > ¢p+info (H) > —c0.

In order to verify the bound from below for the operator H — rA, where A is defined in
Eq. (@3], we will make use of the improved coercivity

d
Hess|y,Enlz] > 74 Z s? + ZT>d (TH+1) 259 ], (B.9)
j=1

where 7, is a suitable constant and z = zj ((tj +is)u; + 25>q with z-4 € M, which
can be verified analogously to Eq. (B.6) in Remark [B.4l With the definition 7, :=r, —r
for r < r, we obtain, in analogy to Assumption [[.3]

Hess|y,nlz] — r Zs —|—z (T H1)25q | > n0ll2]?
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for all z of the form z = iZ;l:l sjuj + z>q with s; € R and z~4 € H . Therefore we can
repeat the proof of the lower bound for the operator H — rA, which yields
H—7rA >info (H—-rA) > —oc. (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 aq, as, 81,82 > 0 with

a1A — 1 <H < asA + fo.

In order to verify that there exists an approximate sequence of ground states W, with
Uy € F<yr and ¥y € dom [a; (T+1) -azl}, it is enough to prove that such states

are dense in dom [a; (T+1)- a21], the domain of the quadratic form which defines

the Bogoliubov operator H by Friedrichs extension, with respect to the norm ||| :=
(H+ C)y where C' > —inf o (H). The lower bound follows from Eq. (B.I0), while the
upper bound follows from Eq. (B.3) and Inequality (B.I). Furthermore, we have

[)1F < a2 (A)g + (B2 + OV ¥|> < |92,

for all ¥ € Fy, where ||¥]2 := ay <aT21 (T+1)-az1), + (B2 +C+ |||, Clearly,
Uy F<mr N dom |:(IT21 (T+1)- azl} is dense in the domain dom |:(IT21 (T+1) '(121}

with respect to the norm ||.||, and therefore it is also dense with respect to ||.||m. [ |

C. Auxiliary Lemmata

In the following section we will derive various operator estimates involving powers of
the operators p,p’,b~q and functions of ¢, with an emphasis on asymptotic results of
the form Ay = o.(By), where the o.(:) notation is introduced in Definition [LI0l It
is a crucial observation that all of our basic variables g;,p; and by, are of order o,(1),
and therefore the product of a basic variable with an operator Ay should be of order
0+(An), which we will verify for specific examples Ay. 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 A € C with |\| =1, t > 0, linear operators A : H1 — Ho and
B : Hy — Hs, and selfadjoint operator QQ : Ho — Ha, we have the operator inequality

%e[)\AT-Q-B]gtAT-]Q]-Ath_lBT-]Q\-B. (C.1)

Furthermore, let An, By be sequences of linear operators Hiy — Ho, Q a selfadjoint

operator on Ho and Cn : H1 — H1 a sequence of non-negative operators, which satisfy
Al - 1Q|- Ax = O, (Cy) and B, - |Q| - By = 0. (C). Then,

Al Q- By = 0. (Cw).
Bl -Q- Ay = 0. (Cx).
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Proof. Let @ = U|Q| be the polar decomposition of Q. Inequality (C.I)) immediately
follows from the inequality

)
og<x/EA—\EAUB> -|Q|-<\/%A_\/;UB>.

By our assumption A}rv Q| - Axn = O, (Cy) we know that there exist constants
¢,60 > 0, such that my n A;rv Q|- An TN < ¢(Cn)y for all % < 0g. Furthermore,
by our assumption B]TV -|Q| - By = 04 (Cy), there exists a function € : RT — Rt with
(%ii%e(é), such that mas n B;rv Q|- BTN < € (%) Cn. Applying Inequality (C.I) with

t:= /e (&) yields for all A € C with [\| = 1 and & < §

M

7TM7N9{8 [)\ A;rv'Q'BN] TMN < 6<W> Chn.

Consider a function g : R — R. The following Lemma states that the operator
9(q) depends, up to an exponentially small error, only on the local data of g in an
arbitrary small neighborhood [—e,€]? of the origin, ie. g(q) = g(g) + Ox (e7°V) in
case gl[_¢ a = G|[_¢e- This property plays a key role in the proof of the main technical
Theorem [4.T2] 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 : R — H; in Definition EZ7

Lemma C.2. Let qi,...,qq be the operators defined in Eq. {{4) and let g : R? — R be
a function such that g‘[_g’e]d = 0 for some € > 0. Furthermore, assume that g satisfies
the growth condition |g(t)| < C|t|%, with C > 0 and j € N. Then

g(q) = O <6’5N>

for some 6 > 0.

. J . .
Proof. Using the elementary estimate [¢t|* = <Zd t2> < d maxj<,<q % vields

r=1"r

d
9] < FCY 7 e ooy (1)) -
r=1

In the following we want to verify that there exist constants C', 6 > 0 and dy9 > 0 such
that <q3]]l(57oo)(|qr|)>\p < Ce™® for all states ¥ € Wy F<ur, [|[¥]| = 1, with 4 < 6y and
re{l,...,d}. Since Wy ¢, W&l = ¢y, it is equivalent to verify this for ¥ € F< s instead.

Due to the reflection symmetry g, — —g, of q,%j , it is furthermore enough to verify that
(]1(6700)(qr)q3]>\1j < Ce N for all states ¥ € F<py with & < §y. Note that the operators
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ar+ar

qr \/7 o depend on N. In the following we will make use of the description of the

Fock space F< s in terms of Hermite polynomials hy,, i.e. forr € {1,...,d} and ¥ € F<p,
1
there exist states ¥,, € F<pr—y, with a,¥,, = 0, such that ¥ = Zﬁio hn, <ar+7ar) U, see

for example Eq. (1.26), respectively Exercise 1(ii), in [25]. Furthermore we define the
:1;2 2
density matrix v(,) = S0 .~ (Wn,, Un,) by (2)hny (y) e~ 2 on L2 (R). With

ni,n2=0
v, at hand we have

00 2j
; T
<]l(5,oo)(%")qz]>q; = /\/We (\/ﬁ) r)/r(x’x)dx'

In order to estimate this quantity, let us define the harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian

12
H = —% + 22 on L?*(R). Since 7, involves only eigenfunctions h,(x)e” 2 of H with
n < M, we have the operator inequality v, < e*+1=H  Using the Mehler kernel for
e~ therefore yields for ¢ := ——L—— and A\ := coth(2) — cosech(2) > 0, and all

27 sinh(2)
M < EAN/2

oo 2j 0o 2j
T 2 XT 2 2
r(x, x)de < cef AN“/ < ) e M Az = Onoyoo (€M) .
/mve <\/2N ) e 2)de < Vave \V2N v ( )
|

The following Lemma is an auxiliary result, which will be useful for the verification of
various asymptotic results involving the operator b~g.

Lemma C.3. Recall the operators Wn,L',p; and f(q) from Definition [{.§ and the
definition of 7yr,n above Eq. (ZZ1). Then, q; and p;» commute with Ty N for j €
{1,...,d}, iy NL'O =L'mp N for all W € WyF<n, and by Tar N = T, bk TN for
all k > d. Furthermore, we have for all M < N the estimate

A (bsa+ F(@)T - (bsa + f(q) Farn <

AN by bsa Ty < 4. (C.3)

M
N (C.2)

Proof. Recall N := Z] 14;
mutes with L and ¢;,p; for j € {1,...,d}, we obtain that 7, x = Wy Lo ar) (Ny) W
commutes with ¢; = Wy ¢; W&l and p; = Wn pj VV_1 Similarly 7y, N]L'\I/ L'7tp N
for all ¥ € WyF<n. Making use of the fact that b; = Wy (b; — f;(q)) Wy yields

bj N = Wi (b — f5(q)) Lo an (N5) Wy'!
= Wn Lo an) V) (b = £i(@) Lo nn) N1 Wi = Farv by 7o v

a] and let us define Ny == > . a;r» - aj. Since Ny com-

Inequality (C2) follows from (bsq + f(q))T - (bsa+ (@) = ¥WN Ny Wy and

M

1
wa (bsa+ F@) (bsa+ f(q) Ty = ~ Vv N Lo (V) Wyt < N
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In order to verify Inequality ((C3), note that f(¢)T - f(t) < 1 for all t. Applying the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality as in yields

A

warn bl - bsa ity <2 (bsa + F(@) (bsa + £(@) Farn+27an £(@) £(@) Farw

)

<2M+2<4
J— N — .

The proof of the main technical Theorem consists of two steps: First one has to
identify the residuum Ry, which is carried out in the Lemmata and 5121 and in the
second step one has to derive asymptotic results for these residua R, which is carried
out in the Theorems (.7 and The following three Lemmata provide asymptotic
results for the types of operators most frequently encountered during our analysis of R ;.

Lemma C.4. Let ¢,® : R? — R be functions with |¢(t)] < C[t|* and |®(t)] < C(1 +
[t|F) for some k > 1. Then, ¢(q) = 0.(1) and ®(q) = O.(1). Furthermore,

1

S0y b =o. (1L boa+ 7). (©4)
1

D)8 ba = O (1L st ) (©5)

Proof. In the following, let 0 < 7 < 1 be a smooth function with supp (7) C B1(0) and
7(t) =1 for all t € B% (0), and let 7,.(t) := 7 (L) for r > 0. Clearly ¢(q) = 7,(q)¢(q) +

(1—-7-(¢q))¢(q). By our assumptions we know that |7,¢| < ¢, with €, = 0and (1—7)¢
T—
is zero in a neighborhood of zero, hence (1 — 7,(¢))$(q) = Ox (e7°") by Lemma

We conclude that |¢(q)| < € + O, (e7°V) for all r > 0, and consequently ¢(g) = o0.(1).
The corresponding statement for ®(g) follows from the fact that ®(¢) < C + ¢(q) with
o(t) = [f* and 6(q) = 0.(1).

Let us write similar to before ¢(q) bT>d-6>d =1.(q9)0(q) b];d-b>d+(1—7'r ()o(q) bT>d-b>d.
In order to verify Eq. (CH]). First of all 7,.(¢)¢(q) b];d cbsg < erbld - b~g, where we use
that ¢ commutes with b~ 4. For the treatment of the second term, recall Inequality (C.3))
and 77N (1 — 7(0))?¢r () Prar,y < C2e™ 2N for 4 < § with C,6 > 0, which follows
from Lemma Hence,

TN (1=70(0)) @) bL 4 - bsa s n =mas N (1=7(0)) [ @() | Farn Ly - bsamar, v

< HWM,N(l—Tr(Q))W(Q)’H HfTM,N bld : b>d7¢rM,NH < 4Ce™N,

We conclude that my vo(¢)mmn < 4Ce N erbid - b~g for % < ¢4, and therefore

o(q) = o0x (bld “bsg + %) The corresponding statement for ®(q) bT>d - bsq follows as
above. |
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Lemma C.5. Given w : R — H with [|w(®t)| < ¢ [t|¥ and W : R — H with
W ()| < c(1+[t*) for some ¢ >0 and k > 1, we define X := W (q)" - bsg and YV :=

w(q)" - bsq. Then, XTX and XX are of order O, (bld “bsg + %), and YTY and YY'T
are of order o, <bT>d “bsg + %) Furthermore, for ® : RY — R with |®(t)| < ¢ (1+ [t]7),

we obtain

®(q) (bT>d : b>d>2 = 04 (bld “bsq + %) -
Recall the operator p' from Definition[J.8. We have

@ -p)' @ —p) =o. <bT>d “bsa+ %) .

Proof. Let us define G(t) := W (t)T - W (t) and ¢(t) := w(t)' - w(t). Then we obtain by
Lemma [C4 together with the inequality W (t) - W (t)T < G(t) 1% the estimate

1
XTX = bT>d : W(q) : W(q)Jf : b>d < G(Q) bjr>d : b>d - O* <b1->d . b>d + N) .

Similarly, YTY < g(q) bT>d ~bsg = 0y <bT>d “bsg + %) For the reversed order, we use the
fact that [|G(q)||* = O. (1) and |lg(q)|I* = ox (1)

xxt=xTx+ NHG(q)H =0, <b>d “bag + N) ,

VY =YY 4 o =0 (s toat 7).

2
For the next statement, note that we have (bld . b>d) = bJ;d- <bT>d cbsg + %) -b~q and
b];d bog < 2(bsa+f(@)t-(bsa+f(q) +2f(¢)T- f(q), and consequently

a(q) (b -boa)” = Ba) L, (b; boat %) b
<L (boat £(0)T-®(@): (bsat £ (@) -bsa+22(q) f(@)T F(q) bL 4-bsa +L b boa.

Note that 2®(q)f(q)"- f(q) bT>d'b>d and % bT>d'b>d are of order o, (bT>d “bsg + %) by
Lemma [C.4l For the other term in the inequality above, note that we have the estimate

TM,N bT>d ) {¢(Q)(b>d + f(Q))T “(bsq + f(Q))] “bsa TN

= man bl {‘I’(q)ﬁM,N(bm +f@)t (bsa+ f(Q))fTM,N} “bsa TN

M 1
< — mun®(q) b];d “bsgmuN <C N TMN (b];d “bsa + N) TM,N,
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where we have used that 7y, v ®(q) b];d “bsamuN < C TN (b];d ~bsg + %) mu,N for

% < dp < 1, see Lemma[C.4l In order to verify the last part of the Lemma, let us define
the operators Yy := 9, f(q)" - b~4. From the previous part of this Lemma we know

d d
1 1
W -p)" (0 -p) = Im[vy)? < 3 > <YJYz+YzYJ> =0, (bld'b>d+ N) '
/=1 /=1

For the following Lemma [C.6] as well as for the results in Appendix[D] it is convenient
to define the operator

1

Since Qn < Ty, where Ty is defined in Eq. (£I1]), any sequence with Xy = O, (Qn),
respectively Xy = o, (Qn), satisfies Xy = O, (T ), respectively X = 0. (T ), as well.

Lemma C.6. Let ¢ : R — R be a function with |¢(t)| < c [t|*¥ and ® : R? — R with
|®(t)| < e (1+[t|F) for some constant ¢ and k > 1. Then

)" 0(a) 9 = 0. (Qw),
()" @(q) - = 0. (Qn).

In case the partial derivatives 8;¢(t), 0;®(t) and 9;0;®(t) are bounded by c (1 + [t)), we
also have

3(q) ()" P 6(q) = 0. (Qw),
2

®(q) [(p’)T -p’] ®(q) = 0. (Qn) .

Proof. Since p' - p < Q and (pf —P)T -(p' —p) = 0. (Qn) by Lemma [C.5] we obtain
(p/)T -p' =0, (Qn) as well, i.e.

N (@) Py < CL mr NQnTr N

for all M, N with % < 61 < 1 where §; and C4 are suitable constants. By Lemma
[C4 we know that mar n®(q)marn < Co for all % < J9 < 1 where J and Cy are
suitable constants, and 7y nO(@)TM N < € (%) with lims_,o €(d) = 0. Based on the

observation that p' mar N = mary1,n P Ta,N, we obtain for all M, N that satisfy % <
0 := 2min{dy, o2}

TM,N (p/)T : <I>(q) 'p/ TM,N =T M,N (ZDI)T : 7TM+1,N(I>((])7TM+1,N 'pl TM,N

<CiCy N -Qn - Ty N.
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Similarly, we have 7z N (p’)Jr ~p(q) - p' N < Cie (%) mv,N Qn 7y, n. Hence, (p’)Jr .

O(q) - p = 0,(Qn) and (p))' - ¢(q) - P = 0. (Qn). In case we have a polynomial
bound on the partial derivatives as well, let us define w(t) := %Zgzl Opp(t) ® up and

_ Sk

w(t) =1 Z?:l 9¢®(t) ®uy. Using the commutation relation [ip’, gr] = 357, we compute

T
o) )5 000) = (00 i+ i@ ) - (900) it + o).

From the previous part, we know that ((b( ) - ap’ )T ~#(q) - ip’ = 0. (Qu). Furthermore,
Lemma [CAl tells us that w(q)" - w(g) = O, (1), and therefore 1w (q)" - Hw(q) = 0. (Qn).
Hence, ¢(q) (p)" - p' ¢(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 — I/, where I/ is defined in Definition [£8] allowing us to prove a Taylor ap-
proximation for the operators (1 — L’)%, see Definition The easiest case m = 2 will
be discussed in the following Lemma [D.1] the case m = 1 is the content of Lemma
and the case m = 3 is covered by Corollary [D.5

Lemma D.1. Recall the opemtor Q N from Eq (C8) and the function f from Definition
[£7, and let us define g(t) := Zj 14 24 ()T - f(t). Then,
2
(L= g(q)]” = 0 (Qw)- (D.1)
Proof. Using the transformation laws in Lemma we obtain

d

L'~ g(a) = f(@)' - boa+ 6Ly (@) + ()9 + 8Ly bsa — 5

2 2
By Lemma [C.5 we know that [f(q)T “bsg + b];d . f(q)} 0« (Qn) and {b>d b>d] =
2
0« (Qn), and by Lemma [C.6] we know that {(p')Jr -p’} = 04 (Qn)- [ |

Lemma D.2. Let Assumption[I.3 hold and recall the function ny from Eq. (5-7). Then,
2
VI=T =m0 =o.(@n). (D.2)

Furthermore for any function V : R — R with |V ()

’ (!t! + |t|¥) and bounded
derivatives [0,V (t)| + |00,V (£)] < ¢ (1 + [t[*) for some k

<c
>1

we have
|4 [V 1-L"—m(q) — Dv|qn1(b21)} =0+ (Qn). (D.3)
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Proof. Let us define h(x) := x ()1 —z, where x : [0,00) — [0,1] is the function
from the definition of n; in Eq. (51), as well as the operator Q := ¢' - ¢ + f(¢)7 - f(q).
By the support properties of x we have for all % < % and ¥ € WyF<n

VI-L'U=h(L)V

and therefore it is enough to verify the statements of this Lemma for h (L') instead of

V1 —1'. With h at hand, we have n1(q) = h (|[F(¢)|*) = h(Q) and
Dy| m(v) = w(g)"- v+ o' w(q)

with w(t) = (ZJ 2@ )) F(t), for all v € Ho. Hence w(q) = K (Q) f(q).

In the followmg, let h be the Fourier transform of the smooth function h, normalized
such that h(z fh e"** dz. Then,

h(L') — h(Q) = /iL(Z) <eiz}y - eizQ) dz.
In order to investigate the integrand, we use the following integral representation
z
ezzIL _ ezzQ — Z/ 6zyIL (Ll o Q) ez(z—y)Q dy
0

— Z/ einL/ei(Z—y)Q dy (]L/ _ Q) +Z/ einL/ [Ll’ei(z—y)Q] dy
0 0

Let us define the operators B, :=1¢ fZ Wl ¢i(z=v)Q dy and R, = i OZ el [L’ Z(z_y)Q] dy.

Clearly, | B:|| < |z|. Regarding R, note that every term in the definition of L' commutes

with @, except (p’)-p’, which satisfies the relation [p;», qﬁ(q)} = [p;, 9(q)] = = (0;9) ().
We define the family of functions

(bx(t) — eil“( j=1 JﬂLf(t)Jr f@) (D.4)
and compute

[]L’,eixQ] = [( ) P, ds(q Z[ }

J=1
1 1
_ 2
TN Zl 0320 — jzl 95 ¢2(q)

We have the estimates [0j¢, ()| < c|z| |t| and ‘8]2¢x(t)‘ <c(1+]z?) (14 [¢]?) for some

¢ > 0, where we use the fact that ¢t — f(t) is a C? (R, Ho) function, see Definition E.7l
As before, let mps v be the orthogonal projection onto Wy (F<ps). By Lemma [C.4]

10j¢=(@)marn |l < cla] || gl mar ]l < ¢,
105 do(@)marnll < (1 + |2?) | (1 + [al*) marwll < € (1 + |2f?)

63



for some constant ¢ and all x € R and all M < N. Note that p;WN]:SM C WNF<m+1
and [|p; mar v < /2L and consequently we have for all M < N — 1

A

d d
A 2 1
I, 9] man| < N > N0562(q) Taran | 1P 7TM,NH+W > 102 ¢e(@) T
=1 j=1

< ylel+ e (L + |z)?) < %’le (1+ ).
Therefore, [|R,mp || < % (1+ |2[*) for some constant C.

Let us define B := [ h(z)B, dz and R := [ h(z)R, dz. From our estimates on B,, R.,
we deduce || B|| < [ |h(z)] |2] dz := C1 < oo and [|[Raan| < $ [1h(2)] (1 + |2%) dz =
% < oo. Hence, RTR = 0, (Qy). Since h (L") — h(Q) = B (L' — Q) + R, we obtain the

estimate
[ (1) =0 (@] =[B (L'~ Q)+ RI[B (L'~ Q) + A
<2(L'-Q)B'B(L' - Q) +2R'R
<2(C1)? (I = Q)* + 2R'R = 0. (Qw)

where we have used that (L' — Q)% is of order o, (Qy), see Lemma [Dl This proves

Eq. (D2).

In order to verify Eq. (D.3)) let us compute
V1L —m(q) — Dy| m(b=1) =h (L) =1 (Q) - 1 (Q) (bT>d o)+ f ()T b>d)
— /il(z) [Z/Z eiyJL' (]L'—Q) ei(zfy)Q dy — iz 2@ <f(q)T . b>d+bT>d . f(q)>] dz
0

— R+ / h(z) [Z / ’ e 1Ry (L~ Q) —iz 79 (f(q)T cbog+bl f(q))} dz

0

=R+ / h(z) /z (eiy]L/ - ein> YR dy dz (L' - Q) (D.5)
0
+i [ () 0z (L= Q= @) boa =Ly @)

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)T “bsqg + bT>d . f(q))] is
of order o, (Qy). By Lemma [C4 we know that [V|?(q) = 0.(1) and from the previous

part it is clear that my n RTRmy v = Oi(5z). Hence, V(q)R = o0.() and especially

V(¢)R = 0.(Qn). Regarding the second term in Eq. (D.5), recall that ¥l — @ =
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(L'-Q) BT_ + RT_ . Therefore,

/ / L’ zyQ ei(z—y)Q dy dz (IL/ _ Q)

/ / Q) B, +R! ] i=9Q gy dz (L' — Q)
= |- BT+RT] (L'-Q).

with B := —i [ h(2) Iy eW=2Q@pB_, dy dz and R = —i [ h(2) ) [y ¢ W=2Q@R_, dy dz.
In the following we want to verify that V(q) [(]L’ —Q)Bi + RT] (L'= Q) = 0. (Qn).

Since (L' — Q)? = o0, (Qn) by Lemmal[D] it is enough to verify that V(¢)RT RV (q) and
Vig) (L' —Q)B'B(L' - Q) V(q) are of order o, (QN) Recall that we have the identity
R, =i [} eV [L'-Q,ew ™) dx = i [} eV [( N p', ¢s(q)] dz with the function ¢,
from Eq. (D.4). We can further express [(p') - ', ¢.(¢)]V (q) as

d
5 (S 20V @, - 5000V @) - 10V ().

Jj=1

Similar to before, this leads to the estimate ||R.V(¢)marn]|| < % (1+ [z[?) for some

constant C, and consequently H]?ZV(q)mm N < % for some constant C}. Hence we have
V(g )]EET]?EV( ) = 0« (Qn). Regarding the term V(q) (L' - Q) B'B(L' — Q) V(q), note
that || B||2 =: Cy < co. Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz yields

V(g) (L' = Q) B'B (L' = Q) V(q) < C2 V(9) (L' = Q)" V(g)

. ot f i N (o 2, &
<SCV (@)@ a0 L P @) ot (0 -p) #(Ltod) + 5] V(@)
Let us define the function w(t) := V (¢)f(t). By Lemma [C.5] we obtain that

)
V(Q)f( ) obsa by f(@) Vig) = w(@)t - boq b, - w(q) = 0. (Qn),
V)b, f(@) F@F - b2aV(g) = b, w(g) w(@)t - bea = 0. (Qw),

and V(q) (bT>d : b>d>2V(q) = 04 (Qu). Furthermore, V(q) [(p’)Jr p]2 V(g) = 0« (Qn)
by Lemma [C8 We conclude that V(q) (L' — Q) BTB (L' — Q) V(q) = 0. (Qn).
Let us now verify that the final term V (¢) ( L'—Q-— bT flq) — f(g)T- b>d> in Eq. (D.A)

is of order o, (Qy), where V(¢ () [ h(z)iz € A(SI B OTF0) g, By the defini-
tion of I and @, we have the 1dent1ty

. . . d
V(@) (L= Q= f@' boa =l F(@) = Vighly - boa + Via) (7)1 = 55V (@
The first term is of order o, (Qx) by Lemma[C.4] the second term is by Lemma [C.6 and
regarding the last term we know that 5%V (q) = o (Qx) by Lemma [ ]
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3
Before we can verify the Taylor approximation for the operator (1 —1L)2 in Corollary
D5l we need the following two results, which are of independent relevance for the proof
of Theorem (.10

Lemma D.3. We have (I)* = o, (1), and furthermore
L'QyL = 0. (Qn). (D.7)

Proof. Note that |[L'man|| = & for all M < N, and therefore we immediately obtain
(I)* = 0, (1). In order to verify Equations (0.6) and (D7), it is enough to prove that
VI-L/ (-6 V1I-1 =0,(Qn) and L' (¢ - &) L' = 0, (Qu) for £ € {p/,b>4}-

The case { = p': In order to verify v1—L7 (¢ ¢)v1—L7 = O, (Qn), observe that
we have for all ¥ € Wy F<n_1 the commutation law

ViU - +/1-L+4 Ji-L-%-\J1-v+4
N N N N
PivVI L0 = 5 Py + 5 q;V.

1-L/—L 4. /1-L/+L
For M < N — 2, let us define the operators By y := \/ NQ\/ N7TM+17N and

~ 1-L/—L1 /14t ~
By N = \/ NZ\/ N rps1n. Note that ||Byn|| < 1 and ||Byy|? < % for
all % < dg, where C and 0 < § < 1 are suitable constants. Consequently

- 2
Tu,NV1—1L (p')T-p' V1-LUnryny= ‘(BM7N®1’H']9/+BM,N®1’H'(]) WM,N‘

2 ~ 2
<2|[Bun @1y - p' | +2 ‘BM,N ® 1y - qmmN

C(d+1)
N2 7
which concludes the proof of I — L/ (p/)" - p/ V1 — L/ = O, (Qn). The estimate L’ (p’)" -

p' L = 0, (Qu) follows from an analogue commutation law.

< TMN (;D/)T P TN+

The case £ = b~4: In order to verify /1 — L/ bT>d “bsgv1—L"= 0, (Qu), note that
[VI-L'— 771((1)]2 = 0. (Qn) by D2 ie. there exists a function e with €(d) S 0
—

and 7N [\/1 — L/ - nl(q)]27rM7N < e (%) 7N Qn 7o n. By Lemma [C3] we know
that 7 N bid “bsqmy,n < C for a constant C'. Furthermore [\/1 - L/ - nl(q)] TMN =

TMN [\/1 — L/ — nl(q)]. Let us define S := [\/1 — L/ — nl(q)] b];d'b>d [\/1 — L — nl(q)],

and estimate

TMNSTM,N = TM,N [V 1-L"— 771((1)} TM,N bT>d'6>d TM,N [V 1-1L — 771((1)} TM,N

2 M
<47mTunN {Vl - L/ - 771(Q)] TN <4 e (W) mv,N QN T N-
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Hence, S = 0, (Qn) and therefore
VIZIBL g VI= T <2 (S +m(@)bLy - boam (@) = O. (@n).

The proof of L/ bT>d ~bsql’ = 0, (Qu) can be carried out in a similar fashion. |

Corollary D.4. Let Xn be a sequence with Xy = O, (Qn) and Yn a sequence with
YN = 0. (Qn). Then,

V1-L'XyV1-L' =0, (Qu), (D.8)
V1-LYyV1-L" =0, (Qn), (D.9)
L,XNL, = O (@N) . (DlO)

Proof. The Corollary follows from Lemma [D.3] and the fact that my; y commutes with
V1 —1L" and I'. 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 ¢ > 0, such that

TN XN TN < Cmyr, v Qn 7w, n. Consequently

TN V1I—LXyV1—Layn=vV1-LnaynyXyrunvV1l—L
< CruynV1-LQnV1-L 7y y =0, (Qn),

where we have used Eq. (D.6]) from Lemma [D.3]in the last equality. [ |

Corollary D.5. Let Assumption hold and let n,, be the functions from Eq. (5.7),
with m € {0,...,3}. Then

S

[(1 —-1L)? - nm(q)]2 = 0. (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.Jl Let us now verify the statement in the case m = 3.
Using the fact that n3(t) = n2(t)n1(t), we obtain

(1-L)vV1-L" —n3(q) = [(1=L") —m(q)] V1 —L" +n2(q) [\/1 -L'— 771((1)]

= (@ b by 1@+ @ By b= ) VIS

+ 7 (0)m2(q) [v 1-1/— m(q)} +[1 = 7(q)] n2(q) [v -1~ 771((1)} :

where 7 : R — R is a function with 7|z, o) = 0, T|ga\By(0) = 1 and 0 < 7 < 1. Since
the function 77 = (1 — 7)n9 is bounded by a constant ¢, we obtain using Lemma [D.2]

V=T - m@)] ) [VT= T - m@)] < V=T -m@)] =o. (@),
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Note that 7' := (7 12)? is zero in a neighborhood of zero. Therefore, 7/(q) = O, (e7N)
and 7?(q)n' (q) = Oy (e V) for some § > 0 by Lemma [C2l By Corollary [D.4], we obtain

in particular that v/1 —L'n'(¢)v/1 — L = 0. (Qn). Hence we have the estimate

vl—L’—m(q)] 1'(q) [vl—L’—m(q)} <2V1-L'n ()V1-L'+2ni(q)n' (g) = 0. (Qn) -

By Lemma [C.5] Lemma and Corollary [D.4] we know that the operators

VIZT (B F(@) + f(@)! boa) VI- T
V1-1/ ((p’)T -p’)2 V1 —1as well as /1 — I/ <bT>d . b>d)2 V1 — 1L/ are of order o, (Qn)

as well, and therefore

d\2
I=T (B @)+ £@) boa + (0 8Ly o= 550 ) VIS T = 0. (@),
We conclude that (1 —L")v1—L"—n3(q) = T4 + 1> + T3 is a sum of terms with
T;Ti = 0, (Qn), and therefore [(1—-L")v1 -1’ — 7’]3((])]2 =0, (Qn). [ |
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