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Abstract

A well-known conjecture in mathematical physics asserts that the interacting
Bose gas exhibits Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) in the thermodynamic limit.
We consider the Bose gas on certain hyperbolic spaces. In this setting, one obtains
a short proof of BEC in the infinite-volume limit from the existence of a volume-

independent spectral gap of the Laplacian.

1. Introduction

The Bose gas plays a central role in quantum many-body physics. The key effect it dis-
plays is Bose-FEinstein condensation (BEC), macroscopic occupation of a single-particle
quantum state. BEC is immensely useful for technological applications because it ampli-
fies microsopic quantum effects to macroscopic scales. The original theoretical prediction
of BEC was made for an ideal (i.e., non-interacting) Bose gas by Bose and Einstein
M; M] A more realistic description of the Bose gas involves interactions between
particles, resulting in a full quantum many-body problem.

To describe N bosons confined to an Euclidean torus Ty, = (—L/2, L/2)? and interacting

via a repulsive two-particle interaction V' > 0, one uses the Hamiltonian

N

Hy =Y (-A)+ Y V(i — 1) (1.1)

i=1 1<i<j<N
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A famous conjecture, mathematically formulated by Lieb in 1998 M] but probably
several decades older, states that the Hamiltonian H exhibits Bose-Einstein condensation
in its ground state in the thermodynamic limit. More precisely, Lieb’s conjecture asserts

that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

?
/ / y(z,y)dordy > cL? (1.2)
T, JT,

where

Aay) = [, Wola, ) Wo(y, x)dx

L
denotes the 1-particle correlation function of the unique ground state Wg > 0 of Hy.

Indeed, (L2) captures the macroscopic occupation of a single one-particle state. Note for
example that (L2) is satisfied for the non-interacting Bose gas with V' = 0.

Despite the central role that the Bose gas plays in mathematical physics, this conjecture
remains open. FExisting proofs of BEC in the Euclidean thermodynamic limit require
reflection positivity ‘ﬁ] or other special positivity properties ‘mh Nonetheless,
spectacular progress has been achieved on the mathematics of the Bose gas in the past

twenty years. For instance, the famous Lee-Huang-Yang formula for the subleading energy

correction in the dilute limit pa® — 0 has been rigorously derived : ; 1,
which resolved a longstanding open problem. Many works have contributed to precise

understanding of BEC and the ground state energy in the Gross-Pitaevskii scaling regime;

see e.g. dDVS5ﬂMMMME&&dMMMM,
|DS2d For further background and references, see M] and the
recent survey m

1.1. Main result: BEC in the infinite-volume limit on hyperbolic

space

In this paper, we study the Bose gas in a hyperbolic geometry. The intriguing features of
hyperbolic geometry have long inspired mathematicians and physicists alike. The first uses
of hyperbolic geometry in condensed matter theory were to our knowledge based on the
AdS-CFT correspondence principle M; ] which has deepened our understanding
of quantum entanglement and may hold the key to quantum error correction.

More recently, experimentalists have been able to physically construct hyperbolic struc-
tures in the laboratory by confining particles to discrete hyperbolic lattices in circuit QED

.

These setups can serve, among other things, as tabletop simulators of quantum gravity.

; ; ; ; SMB.Z]J] and by using topoelectric circuits

These recent experimental advances spawned a new interdisciplinary subfield of theoreti-

cal physics that blends condensed-matter physics with quantum information science and



general relativity ﬂ]ﬁle;tZd; |MB2].|; |IAM2].|; [SI@:I:Z 1; [Zhaﬂjj] In particular, it was shown

that continuum limits of some of these héperbolic quantum lattice gases produce suit-

able hyperbolic continuum models |. Hyperbolic Bose gases were studied, e.g., in

m; m; lZ.bJJ;I:ZJJ] for example.

To summarize, it can be said that hyperbolic geometry has emerged as a viable, if

still exotic, theater of condensed-matter physics in general and Bose gases in particular.
Nonetheless, quantum many-body physics in hyperbolic space is mathematically consid-
erably less explored than its Euclidean counterpart.

The main result of this paper can be summarized as follows.

Main result: Interacting Bose gases on two- and three-dimensional hyperbolic mani-

folds rigorously display Bose-FEinstein condensation in the infinite-volume limit.

One can thus say that the hyperbolic analog of the conjecture formulated by Lieb holds
true. The change of the geometry from Euclidean to hyperbolic is instrumental to proving
our results. The key spectral feature in our appropriately chosen hyperbolic setting is the
existence of a volume-independent spectral gap for the Laplacian. It will not come as a
surprise to experts that the large spectral gap removes many of the central difficulties
present in the Euclidean case and leads to a rather short proof of BEC. Of course, one
still needs to account for the change to hyperbolic geometry in the analytical arguments,
in particular in the relevant two-particle scattering problem, but altogether this can be
handled rather straightforwardly. Apart from the size of the spectral gap, the change in
geometry then mostly surfaces in a different notion of scattering length a that is described
in the appendix.

We now describe the models of hyperbolic manifolds that are used in this paper and
summarize the result on BEC for these models. The precise setup is discussed in more
detail in Section

Model 1: Quotients by congruence subgroups. We consider hyperbolic manifolds of
the form
X, =HYT(L), L>2

where d € {2,3} and I'(L) is a group of isometries (congruence subgroup). The { X }1>o
form a family of non-compact hyperbolic manifolds with finite volume increasing to in-
finity,

vol(Xp) — oo, L — 0.

Since they are generated by quotienting the whole space with respect to isometries, the

X1’s can be regarded as natural hyperbolic analogs of Fuclidean tori. For d = 2, the X,



are known as modular surfaces.

Let us now formulate the result on BEC. Let p = be the particle density. We

I(X
fix a potential V' > 0 with suppV C Bpg,(0) for some finite range Ry > 0. We write a
for a hyperbolic analog of the scattering length; see Appendix [A] for its precise definition.

Then we introduce the auxiliary parameter

v _ pln tanh(a/2) for d = 2,
ptanha, for d = 3.
We prove that
lim  lim (g, v) = 1 where 1y = Lx, (1.3)
0, Y%o) = 1, 0= T :
Y —0 N,L—I>Voo VO](XL)
P=eIxXT)

where inner product is taken with respect to L?(Xp).

Comparing with (L2]), we see that (L3]) indeed proves BEC in the infinite-volume limit
for any sufficiently small Y. Crucially, “sufficiently small” does not depend on the system
size L since the Y-limit is taken after the infinite-volume limit in (L3)). In fact, (L3
proves that the occupation of the i-state converges to 1 as Y — 0. If all the particles
belong to a single state up to subleading errors, one speaks of complete condensation.

The precise statements for d = 2 and d = 3 are given in Corollaries 2.7 and 2.1T] below.
They show that the requirement that Y is “sufficiently small” can be made explicit in terms
of the other system parameters. Moreover, the same condition on Y being sufficiently
small also applies to finite systems of the same density. The infinite-volume limit in (I3))

is added only for emphasis and the actual result is more general.

Model 2: Random compact hyperbolic surfaces. There is a natural probability mea-
sure on compact hyperbolic manifolds of fixed volume called the Weil-Petersson measure
PP, Let M, denote the set of compact hyperbolic surfaces with genus ¢ up to isometry.
By the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, the volume of any hyperbolic surface X € M, equals
27(2g — 2). By taking g — oo, we obtain compact hyperbolic manifolds whose volumes
go to infinity.

Let € > 0. We prove that there exists a family of measurable subsets (events) A, C M,
such that

- WP _
" tl:il » ngli?voo P (Ay) =1 (1.4)

P=3m(29-2)
and for every hyperbolic manifold X € A4,, we have
1x

’y J—
<1/10, Nw0> >1—c¢, where 1y = 7\/01()(),



This proves that BEC occurs for random compact hyperbolic manifolds with probability
going to 1 in the infinite-volume limit. For the precise statement, see Corollary
These results rely on two main estimates for general hyperbolic Bose gases, Proposi-
tion and Theorem .3 The key common feature of the hyperbolic models described
above is that the spectral gap of the corresponding Laplacian (Laplace-Beltrami opera-
tor) is bounded from below independently of the volume by deep results of Selberg @
and Mirzakhani M] Quantitative improvements followed in m tRS&'ﬂ |EGM9_d

|BSB_].|; bﬂlﬂ; |KSDj], respectively M; .

1.2. Comparison to the Gross-Pitaevskii regime

As mentioned above, a commonly studied scaling limit in Euclidean setting is the Gross-
Pitaevskii (GP) regime which is suitable for describing dilute Bose gases with strong
short-ranged interaction. It is characterized by linking the length scale L of the torus to
the particle density p = % and the scattering length a € R (which captures the essential

features of strength and range of the potential V' for two-boson scattering) via

1
\/pa

L=C (1.5)
Combined with the dilute limit pa® — 0 this defines the GP scaling limit. This is in
contrast to the thermodynamic limit (which is the subject of the open conjecture in the
Euclidean setting and which we consider here in the hyperbolic setting), where one can
take N, L — oo independently for fized values of p and a.

The investigation of the ground state energy asymptotics and BEC in the GP regime is a

success storé of mathematical physics. Landmark works in this direction include Dyson’s

stud |, the various works of Lieb, Seiringer, and Yngvason m; |LS_K0_13|; |LSlld;
m (see also MD and more recent advances m_—tlg; m;tlé; m;ﬁd; |Namj:21|]

Recent approaches rigorously imilement a heuristic description of excitations above the

condensate due to Bogoliubov | through localization in Fock space, higher-order
Bogoliubov transformations, and other technical innovations. The occurrence of BEC

can be pushed to length scales larger than the GP scale (L) by further exploiting the

close link between energy estimates and BEC on different spatial scales |Li ; ;
|. For instance, it was shown in M] that BEC occurs up to length scales
(pa?)~*

1
L=C 0<d<-—.
= <8<y

and the upper bound on § could be further improved somewhat by using methods from

| as described in ﬂﬂu—ﬁl‘]



Despite these advances, the conjectured occurrence of BEC in the thermodynamic limit
(i.e. for L arbitrarily large) has remained open. A key reason for the failure of these
“energy methods” beyond certain length scales is the fact that the spectral gap of the
Laplacian on the torus Ty, = (—L/2, L/2)? vanishes as L2 for L — oc.

Our modest observation here is that energy methods are much more powerful in certain
hyperbolic spaces because the change in geometry implies that the spectral gap of the
Laplacian can be bounded independently of volume. (It is worth pointing out here that
there are also other plenty of other apparently-natural hyperbolic settings where the
spectral gap decreases with volume, e.g., balls with Neumann boundary conditions of
increasing radii , Theorem 5|, so Models 1 and 2 considered above have to be
chosen carefully.) At any rate, as a consequence of the spectral gap in Models 1 and 2,
the proof of the main result is quite short and does not require recent advances on rigorous
implementation of Bogoliubov’s heuristic. This means that the argument provides no new
insight on the Euclidean case.

The result raises some potentially interesting questions for further study in the hyper-
bolic setting.

(i) Our result on BEC is proved without identifying even the leading order of the
energy asymptotics in the dilute limit. The spatial localization that commonly appears
in energetic lower bounds is technically more challenging in the hyperbolic world because
the local spectral gap of the Laplacian can be smaller than the global gap depending on
the choice of boundary conditions. We leave it as an open problem to identify the leading
asymptotics of the ground state energy in the hyperbolic setting.

(ii) A more precise analysis of the energy asymptotics would presumably be linked to
a hyperbolic rendition of Bogoliubov theory ﬂ&zg_éd; |BQ¢_+_1§4; |&m_+_1d; |B;1c_+jd; |BS2d;
|ESZd; |ES21|; |H_a12].|] This should reveal finer information about excitations above the

condensate. It is conceivable that, as in the case of BEC considered here, the price

for studying a slightly more complicated geometry is made up by its favorable spectral
properties.

(iii) Another natural question concerns the fate of the BEC in the infinite-volume limit
at positive temperature. The analogous problem has been resolved in the Euclidean
setting, see e.g. the recent work ‘ﬂi and references therein. This could be of practical
relevance in case one finds a significantly larger critical temperature in the hyperbolic
setting, keeping in mind that it is now possible to set up quantum gases in hyperbolic
structures in the laboratory ﬂHu;l;ld; |KF_H_Ld; hﬁ)liZd; |A]_tj;2j_|; [SMB.Z]J; |Lﬂ1j:2_|_|]

(iv) Similarly to Point (iii), one could consider a magnetic field in a hyperbolic geometry
analogously to ﬂngﬂd; |LSQd; |NRS.1d] and others who proved BEC in the presence of

magnetic fields in the Euclidean GP setting.




1.3. Structure of the paper

This paper is organized as follows.

e In Section 2l we state the main abstract results, the upper and lower bounds The-
orem [Z.3] and Proposition 2221 Afterwards, we apply them to the concrete infinite-
volume limits of hyperbolic manifolds described above to derive Corollaries 2.7, 2. 1T
and

o In Section[3], we prove the upper bound Theorem [Z3] This follows an argument going
back to M] in the modern form of m; @] The change in geometry leads
to a few changes and, similarly to the Euclidean case, we obtain an upper bound on
the effective 2-particle problem by estimating integrals over the fundamental domain

by integrals over the universal cover (for us, this is H%), cf (B.II).

o In Section ], we use the spectral gap of the Laplacian and the non-negativity of the

potential to prove the lower bound, Proposition 2.2

o In Appendix[Alwe generalize the scattering length to the hyperbolic setting, defining
it via the radius of a hardcore potential, cf. Theorem [A.2l As in the Euclidean case,
we particularly use integration by parts and the inequality (A.3]) to estimate I(fgr),
J(fr) and K(fg). The results are analogous to the Euclidean setting and a key role
is played by the harmonic function in the hyperbolic setting (A.2).

2. Models and Main Results

2.1. General facts about hyperbolic Bose gases

For any d > 2 let H? denote the d-dimensional hyperbolic space. In d = 2 we will work
in the upper-half plane model

H2I{Zl+i22321€R, 22>O}QC
equipped with the Riemannian metric

1
ds* = ?(dzf +dz3).
2

For dimensions d > 3 it will be more convenient to work in the hyperboloid model

HY = {z € R* 2> 0and qu(z) = 1}, @(z) = £ —F—...—2  (21)

equipped with the pullback of the standard Lorentzian metric on R*+.



Remark 2.1. Throughout this paper we always use x for elements of the hyperbolic man-

ifolds and z for elements of their universal cover H.

Let X be a d-dimensional hyperbolic manifold, that is, a complete Riemannian manifold
of constant curvature —1. Equivalently, X = H?/T', where I' is a discrete subgroup of
Iso(H?) — the group of isometries of H¢. We assume that X has finite volume. Denote by
—A > 0 the standard Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on L?*(X). Furthermore, let V €
L*>®(R,) be a function with compact support and let Ry > 0 such that supp V' C [0, Ro).
For N € N particles consider the Hilbert space of N bosonic particles

Hy = PHLAH(XY),

Py being the symmetrization operator in the N components. In this space we define the

Hamiltonian for the Bose gas on X by

N

i=1 1<i<j<N
with domain D(Hy) = P¥D(XN, A;) = Py H?*(X*"), where A; denotes the operator
acting as A on the i-th component, d: X x X — [0, 00) the distance function on X, and

d(%;,%;) the multiplication operator by the function
X" 3 (21, .., 1) = d(z;, x)).

Note that Hy is self-adjoint on D(Hy) as V' is assumed to be essentially bounded. Fur-
thermore, Hx has a unique normalized ground state ¥y € Hy with corresponding ground
state energy Fy. This can be deduced from the strict positivity of corresponding semi-
group (cf. , Theorem XII1.44]), which in turn follows from V' > 0 and the fact that
the semigroup associated to the Laplace-Beltrami on connected manifolds is positivity-
improving (proven in |, see also , p-139)).

The one-particle density matrix v as a bounded operator on L?(X) is given by the

integral kernel

Y(z, ') = /XX(NA) Uo(z,x)Wo(2, x)dx. (2.3)

Furthermore, let 1 := vol(X)~/21 x be the ground state of —A on X, in other words,
the normalized constant function on X.
In order to establish BEC in the sense of (IL3]) we use the following abstract lower bound

for manifolds X where the Laplacian has a gap. The proof can be found in Section @l



Proposition 2.2 (Lower bound)
Let X = H?/T" where I is a discrete subgroup of Iso(H¢) such that vol(X) < co. Assume
there exists = > 0 such that —A(Id — |¢g) (1]) > Z. Then we have

1)
<’l/}077’l/}0> Z 1— N—g

Hence, in order to obtain a concrete lower bound, we need now an upper bound for Ey /N.
This will be now given in terms of a diluteness parameter defined as
pln((tanh(a/2))™") :d=2,

Y = (2.4)
ptanha cd =3,

where a is the ‘hyperbolic scattering length’ which depends only on the potential V' and

is defined in [A.2)). In fact, we can make Fy /N arbitrarily small if Y is small enough. To
this end, for any € > 0 let

§—5+1—1
min 3T’ (87T<R(] + 1)2)71 cd = 2,

Yole) (2.5)

16me2fo

N g—;+1—1
min { 34— (80 (Ry + 1))t} :d=3.

Then we obtain the following (see Section [3 for the proof).

Theorem 2.3 (Abstract upper bound)

Let X = H?/T" where I is a discrete subgroup of Iso(H?) such that vol(X) < co. Let V be a
potential supported in [0, Ry] with hyperbolic scattering length a, and set Ey = inf o (Hy).
Given that the diluteness parameter Y (defined as in ([2.4])) satisfies Y < (87 (Ro+ 1)%)~*
ind=2orY < (8*(Ry+1)*)7!in d = 3, we have

E 16mpY (14 &Y cd =2,
N 16mpefoy (1 + §7T62R0Y) cd=3.
In particular, we have Z¥ < ¢ for all Y < Yj(e).

We now apply the combination of Proposition and Theorem to two classes of
hyperbolic manifolds which are known to have spectral gaps. In order to be able to
obtain a thermodynamic limit, our goal is to find a sequence of manifolds of growing
volume tending to infinity with a uniform spectral gap. The first one comprises special

non-compact hyperbolic manifolds of finite volume.



2.2. Modular surfaces

The case of d = 2 dimensions where one considers so-called modular surfaces, cf. M],
is the most well-studied and most thoroughly understood one. The special linear group
PSLy(R) := SLy(R)/{£ Id} acts on H? C C via Mobius transformations

a b az+0b

zi=—

c d cz+d
and is isomorphic to the group of orientation-preserving isometries of H?. The modular
surfaces arise by considering the action of a discrete subgroup of PSLy(R), the modular

group PSLy(Z) := SLy(Z)/{£1d} and its congruence subgroups. The latter are defined

as those subgroups, which contain one of the principal congruence subgroups given by
(L) ={AeSLy(Z): A=1d mod L}, LeN,

where mod L is to be understood as taken in each entry of the matrices. We can then

define for each L € N a hyperbolic surface by
Xp = HQ/NL)a
A fundamental domain for X, is given by (cf. M, Lemma 2.3.1])
Fi={zcH?*:Rez<1/2, |2| >1},

and from that one can compute directly that vol(X;) = %. Furthermore, as

sa@ o] =2 T (1-2),

2
p prime, p|L p

see M, Exercise 1.2.3(b)], we can infer that

1
vol(X1) = [SLy(Z) : T'(L)] vol(X,) = L? 11 <1 — —2> g
p prime, p|L
In particular this shows that vol(X,) — oo, as L — oc.
Next, we need a uniform spectral gap. First, one can show that there is a gap of i for

the continuous spectrum of any hyperbolic surface.

Proposition 2.4 (dS_eJ.—lAI, ])

Let X be a Riemannian surface, that is, X = H?/T', where I is any discrete subgroup
of the group of isometries of H2. Then the continuous spectrum of the Laplacian on X

equals [1/4, 00).

10



It remains to find a similar bound for the lowest non-zero eigenvalue. Selberg conjec-

tured that one actually has the same lower bound 1/4 @] Although this remains
an open problem, there are several proofs for slightly weaker bounds, being sufficient for
our application. The to the authors’ best knowledge best one is given in the following

theorem.

Theorem 2.5 (M])

Let T’ be a congruence subgroup of PSLy(Z) and X = H?/T". For the smallest non-zero

eigenvalue A\;(X) of the Laplacian on X one has

1 7\2 975
> [ —
Al(X)—4 QM)

4096
Remark 2.6. Selberg already proved the bound A;(X) > & in M] For a discussion of
further bounds we refer the reader to .

Now, combining Proposition and Theorem with Theorem in the setting of

modular surfaces yields the following first application.

Corollary 2.7
Let Ry > 0. For all € > 0 and all potentials V' with supp V' C Ry, scattering length a and
all N, L € N satisfying

pln((tanha)™!) = %ln((tanha)l) <Y (

where Yj(+) is defined in (Z3]), we have

<’l/}077’l/}0> Z 1—e.

975 5)
4096

Remark 2.8. The statement of Corollary 2.7 implies the double limit statement in (L3).
However, it is stronger than (I.3]) in two ways: (a) it is quantitative and (b) the occurrence
of BEC only requires an assumption on p and a, so it also holds for any finite number of
particles N and volume vol(X}) corresponding to the same density. While we focused on
the infinite-volume limit in the introduction for emphasis, the result also applies to finite

systems.

2.3. Quotients of hyperbolic 3-space by congruence subgroups

The gap of modular surfaces can be generalized to higher dimensions. Here, it is more
convenient to work in the hyperboloid model, see (2.1]). For a unit ring R let SO41(R) be
the group of R-valued matrices with determinant one which leave ¢4 invariant. The group
of orientation-preserving isometries in H? is then given by SO&AR), which is defined as

the connected component of the identity matrix in SO4;(R).

11



Remark 2.9. In Section 222 we used that SOJ ; (R) 2 PSLy(R).

Now we can consider principal congruence subgroups as follows, see also M;
]. Let SOSJ(Z) = SOSJ(R) N SOg41(Z). Then the principal congruence subgroups

can be defined as
Iy(L) :={A€S0y,(Z): A=1d mod L}, LeN.

In particular, note that I'y(1) = SOgvl(Z). A congruence subgroup is then a subgroup of
SOY,(Z) which contains I'4(L) for some L.
Analogously to the 2-dimensional case we then define X, := H?/I'y(L) and obtain

hyperbolic manifolds of finite volume. Again,
vol(X ) = [SOq(Z) : T4(L)] vol(X1),

which equally tends to infinity as L — oo.
Finally, we need a variant of Theorem 2.5 i.e., the existence of a gap, for higher

dimensions. For d = 3 this was proven by Sarnak ]. In ﬂEQMQd] and | it was
first generalized to arbitrary dimension. Other versions for more general algebraic groups

can be found in M] and .

Theorem 2.10
Let d > 3, I' be a congruence subgroup of SOS,I(Z) and X = H?/T". For the smallest

non-zero eigenvalue A;(X) of the Laplacian on X one has

2 _
x> 228

Then, applying this theorem in combination with Theorem and Proposition once

more for the case d = 3 yields the following.

Corollary 2.11
Let d = 3 and Ry > 0. For all ¢ > 0 and all potentials V' with supp V' C [0, Ro], scattering
length a and all N, L € N satisfying

3
plntanha = Intanha < Y (ZS)

N
vol(X7p)
where Yy (+) is defined in (Z3]), we have

<¢0a7¢0> Z 1—e.

12



2.4. Random compact hyperbolic surfaces

Another possibility is to consider compact hyperbolic manifolds. An analogy of Selberg’s
conjecture in this case is only known in a probabilistic sense and leads to the theory of
compact random hyperbolic surfaces as developed by Mirzakhani. Recent surveys for this

topic can be found in ﬂjMiZd; |MQ112]_|]

A compact hyperbolic surface is given by H?/T", where I' C PSLy(R) is a discrete and

co-compact subgroup. For g € N let
M, = compact hyperbolic surfaces of genus ¢ / isometries ,

the so-called moduli space, which can be also represented as a quotient of the Teichmiiller
space by some group action , Section 2]. On M, one can construct a probability
measure PV originating from a natural symplectic form on M,, the so-called Weil-
Petersson form , 2.8]. By the Gauss-Bonnet theorem the volume of any X € M,
equals 27(2g — 2) and therefore we can consider ¢ — oo for an infinite volume limit.

In this limit an analog of Selberg’s 1/4 conjecture was formulated in :

1 ?
Pyr (X € M, : \(X) > i a) - 1 for all o > 0. (2.7)

g—0o0

As in the deterministic case, this remains an open problem but several weaker results

have been established as well. The currently best one is the following.

Theorem 2.12 (M, IM])

We have for all o > 0

. 3
QILIEOPXVP (X e M,: \M(X) > 6~ a) =1
Remark 2.13. This improves a famous result by Mirzakhani M, Theorem 4.8], where

5
she showed the same with constant i ( 27212112) ~ 0.02 instead of %.

Remark 2.14. In other settings of random hyperbolic manifolds, namely for conformally

compact infinite area hyperbolic surfaces ] and for finite area non-compact hyper-
bolic surfaces | the lower bound £ in Theorem 2.T2l could actually be improved to

1
47

Corollary 2.15
Let @ > 0 and £ < 1. Then there exists gy € N such that all g > gy there is a measurable
set A, with

see also references therein.

Py (Ag) > ¢

13



such that for all X € A,, Ry > 0, ¢ > 0, and all potentials V with supp V' C Ry, scattering
length a and and N € N satisfying

N

pln((tanha)™!) = (29 —9) In((tanha)™") < Y, ((1—?:3 — a) E)

where Yy (+) is defined in (Z3]), we have

<’l/}077’l/}0> Z 1—e.

Proof. For given o > 0 let

Ag::{XEMg:)\l(X)Zl%—a}.

Then we use Theorem and find for £ <1 a gg such that IP’;NP(.Ag) > ¢ for all g > go.

Now, for X € A, and under the given assumptions we have

3 Ey
> > .
M(X) =z oz = (2.8)
by Theorem 23] Thus, by Proposition
Ey &
>l——— > 1—-=¢. ]
(0, vtbo) > n(X) 2 £

Remark 2.16. The two properties (a) and (b) described in Remark also apply to
Corollary ZT5]

3. Upper Bound

In this part we give the proof of Theorem First, we show an abstract form of an
upper bound, which is in complete analogy with , Section 2.1], cf. also
(2.7)]. For a function f on [0, 00) we define a trial function ¥ € L*(Hy) by

Y

U(z1,...,xy) =[] Fi(z, ..., 2), (3.1)

=2

where

Fi(zy, ..., 25) = f(ti(wy, ..., 2i1)),
ti(xy, ..., 2;) == min{d(z;,z;) : j=1,...,i—1}.

14



Proposition 3.1
For any non-decreasing function f on [0,00) let ¥ given by [BI]). Let p := N/vol(X).
Then we have (U Hy ) N 5
) LIN 2
< (pI(5) + SueE (1))
45 (1= pI(f))? 3

given that the integrals

I(f) = /Hdu ~ f(d(o, z))z)dz
90y = [, (10,202 + Vo, 2) 70,2 )
K(f) = [, f(d(o0,2)f/(d0, 2))dz,

for any o € H? chosen as an origin, are finite and pI(f) < 1.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the Euclidean case M] with some modifications
for the hyperbolic setting. For a function ®: X*¥ — C let V; denote the gradient on
the manifold X with respect to the k-th component, that is, for each x = (z1,...,xy) €
X*N ' we get an element V;®(x) € T, X if ® is smooth enough around x. We write
() t TeX X T, X — R for the Riemannian metric of X at the point z, and [|-||;, x
for the corresponding norm on 7, X. For notational convenience we will mostly drop the
argument x.

By the chain rule we get for almost all x € X*V

Vk\I/ Z f th Z f de :L‘,,:L‘, )

Z>k z>k

where x;« denotes the nearest neighbor among the points zy,...,x; 1. Therefore,
Y 2 Y |\I/|2 / 2 : 2
S IV, = 3 s () S IV, x
k=1 o I
|‘1’|
+2 Z > F1(85) (Vid (i, wiv), Vid(j, 750)) g, 5

k=1 ]>z>k

where we use that there is a unique nearest neighbor almost everywhere and that we have
to sum over ordered pairs. Since [[V,d(z,y)[l;, x < 1 almost everywhere, observe that

T X < € and Y € < 2 for almost every x, where

1 :i=kort;=d(z;,x),

0 :else.
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Thus, we arrive at

W) SRR | 1PV r,)
12l ; T ; T1oP (3:2)
N €ik€; LAY
o 5o Dl mj()f(). -

k=1j>i>k

Now, for j < 7 we define F; ; in the same way as F; with the only difference that we omit
the point z; in the consideration of the nearest neighbors. Likewise, we define F; ;; by
omitting x; and ;. Then F;; does not depend on z; and Fj;, does not depend on x;
and xi. Furthermore, since f is monotonically increasing and 0 < f < 1, we have

F - F} F2 - F3<F%, - F2 F& . ---Fi,, (3.4)

J+15° —1,j i1, "

zﬁ~%z<h i(PﬂW%%»Oﬁm L

N (3.5)
k=1,#i
Furthermore, we trivially find
i—1
P el < 37 f(d(wi, ) [Vid (s, 25)), (3.6)
7j=1
F < f(d(:, ;). (3.7)

Now, the numerator of the right-hand side in ([32]) can be estimated from above using

[B4) together with ([B.6) and (B.1),
ZﬂMF%f 24 Y [PV () (38)

1<
< 2MZ/F2 F2 ]+1j F2 1]E2+1 i F]%f,l]dxl ----- N,ij (39)
1<t
x / (21" (d(s, ) + f(dws, 7))V (d(wi, 7)) ) dviday, (3.10)
where dxy, . n;; denotes the integration over all xq,..., 2y except x; and z;. For the

denominator we use (B.3]) and obtain similarly

1Ol = [ B2 P2 PR,

X (VOI(X) - > /X(l - f(d($j>$k))2)dxj)

k=1,7i,j

2 2 2
F 1jF;+1 ij FN,Z]
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x (VOI(X)— 3 /X (1- f(d(xi,xk))Q)dxi) dz1. s
k

=1

Now, we use that
/ g(d(z, 2))dz < / 9(d(0, 2))dz (3.11)
X=Hd /T Hd
for any positive function g defined on H¢ and all 7y € X, o € H?. This yields
G0 < [ [ (20f(d(0,2:))* + F(dlo,2,)*V (d(o, ;) dzda; = 2vol(X)J(f),
and for all k,
[0 = (s m))da; < [ (1= f(d(o,2)*)dz = 1(7).

The integral over dx; __n,; cancels in the numerator and denominator and we obtain

.....

SV F2 () [1V)*V(d (fvux]’))
Z I‘I’I ;] S
NV -1 2vol(X)J(f)

T2 (vol(X) = (N =DI(f)*

Next, we estimate the non-diagonal term (3.3)), cf. M] We get the same cancel-

lations in the numerator and denominator up to the term

Y S [ w1050 £ 007

k= 1j>z>k
<y Y [ (s w0) (@, 2) i, 2) (g, ) daida;
k=1j>i>k” "

2
= SUN(N = 1)(N = 2)K(f)2
This shows the desired bounds. O

Our choice for f in definition of the F; (31]) will be fr, R > 0, given as in (A.2)). Then
we have J(fr) = Eg, which is explicitly computed in Theorem [A.2l Therefore, it remains
to find explicit bounds for I(fr) and K(fg), which is the content of the following two

lemmas.

Lemma 3.2
For all R > Ry,

tanQTr 2 (R2_a2) IdZQ,
I(fR) S In tan}};((g//Q))
drtasho_panh R(R? —a2) :d = 3.

tanh R—tanh a

17



Proof. Using hyperbolic polar coordinates, we get

R
I(fr) = vol(Sdfl)/O (1 — fr(r)?) sinh® ! rdr
< vol(S*71) /a sinh?~! rdr + vol(S*1) /R (1 - ;00((;)) ) sinh®™* rdr

0
R 1 d— 1

= vol(S*™) / sinh?~! rd _ voll S / foo(1)? sinh® "t rdr.
0

Let u(r) := ] sinh®!(+/)dr’. With integration by parts the second term can be expressed

as

R i R
[ el bt e = [ 2u(O]E ~ [ 2l o))
= fOO(R)Q/O sinh?~! / 2f(r Yu(r)dr.
Thus, using that u(r) < rsinh® ' and f/_(r)sinh?'r = Cy(a) is independent of r (cf.
Remark [A.3),
vol(S4-1)
1r) < B [ ) ety

QCd( )VOI Sd 1

< (1) rdr

ST / L)
<fo(R)

Ca(a) vol($971) 2 _ 2
s— rm  Eoa)

Note that we have Cy(a) = 1 and Cs(a) = tanh a.

Lemma 3.3
For all R > Ry,

2R ] —
In tanT](R/Q) . d - 27
K(fR) S tanh(a/2)
4m tanh aR -d=23

__ tanha
tanh R

Proof. Using f(r) fr(r) = 3(fr(r)?)’, partial integration and (AZ3), we obtain

V01<Sd_1> /OR(fR<T)2),Sith_1 rdr

K(fr) = 9
— 7V01(§d_1)fR(R)2 sinhdfl(R) — 7\701(8(1_1) /R fr(r) 2(sinhd71 r) dr
< 7V01(§d1)fR(R)2 sinh?™*(R) \;}1 Sd ) / foo(r)?(sinh® =t 7)'dr
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d-1y
VOI S / Joo(T 7) sinh? ! rdr.

Using again that f. (r) sinh® 'y = Cy(a) is independent of r, we conclude
1 d—1 R 1 d—1
Cd(a’) Vo (% ) / oo(?‘)d’r’ < Cd(a’) Vo (S )
foo(R) foo(R)
Plugging in vol(S') = 27, vol(S?) = 4w, Cy(a) = 1, C3(a) = tanha, and fo(R) =

In (tta;?l}fl((f//;)) ) for d =2, fo(R) =1 — {224 for d = 3 yields the claimed estimates. O

K(fr) <

Remark 3.4. One can write the estimates from Lemmas and in a dimension-

independent way as

vol(S%-1)
foo(R)

vol(S%-1)
foo(R)

I(fr) < fio(R)sinh*™" R (R? —a?),

K(fr) < fio(R) sinh®™" R

as it can be seen in the proofs.

Proposition 3.5
Let R > Ry and R > a. In d = 2 we have for all p and a

tanh(R/2)
thl\(a/Q) tanh(a/2)

E 2w 4 s
WN S plu 3 (1+31 tan}ﬁR/Q)) )
(1 _ _QWL<R2 _ a2)> I tanh(f/2) tanh(a/2)

provided that W(R2 —a?) < 1 and in d = 3 we have for all p and a

tanh(a/2)
En - 4dmpp tanh a tanh R ( 8 mp tanh a tanh R)
N = (1 — 4mptanh a%f (tanh R — tanh a) 3 tanh I — tanha
provided that 4mp tanh a(tanhR% < 1.

Proof. Plugging in the concrete upper bounds of Lemma B.2] Lemma (in the form of
Remark B.4]) and Theorem in Proposition B yields

(U, HyW) < pCy(a)pvol(ST—1) ( 2 Cyla )VO](Sd1)>

2 2 I+5
NIV = (= a2 — ) 3 J<(R)

By using the values for Cy(a) and f.(R) for d = 2 and d = 3 one obtains the claimed
upper bounds. Ol
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Proof of Theorem[Z:3. Choose R := max{Ry,a + 1}, which is eligible in Proposition B.5l
Then we find, using a < Ry that R? — a? < (R + 1)?. Furthermore, for d = 2 we have

P p
tanh(R/2) _ In tanh(R/2)
In tanh(a/2) ln(tanh(a/z) 1) (]' - lntanh((a//2))
1
< 1 Intanh((a+1)/2) Y
" " Intanh(a/2)
1
< Y <2Y,
1—et
and for d = 3,
tanh R tanh(a + 1)

< % < 2o,
tanh R — tanha ~— tanh(a 4+ 1) — tanha — —

Using these estimates, the upper bounds of Proposition simplify as follows:
A py 8 S
En (1—4r(Ro+1)2Y)2 (1+FY) rd =2,

— <
= drpe?foy 81 2R R
N e (1+5emy) cd=3.

If we assume 47(Ry 4+ 1)%Y < 1 and 4me?™ (R, + 1)?Y < 1, respectively, we get (2.
For the choice of Yj(¢) note that the inequality aY (1 + bY) < ¢ has the solution

\4be/a+1—1
<
- 2b
for Y > 0. ]

4. Lower Bound

In this section we prove the lower bound (Proposition 22)). Recall that ¥, € L?(X*V)
is the ground state of the operator Hy (Z2) and ), the ground state of —A on X.
Furthermore, the one-particle density matrix v was defined in (Z3).

Proof of Proposition[Z.2. Since V' > 0, we have

1 I Ey
tr(—A’y) = \I’(], —N ZAZ\I[O S W
1=1

Let P, := 19, (—A) be the spectral projection of —A to all values smaller than m, which
makes —AP,, bounded. By dominated convergence using that tr(—AP,,v) < Ex/N we
see that tr((—A + AP,,)y) — 0, m — oco. Now, by the spectral theorem we can write

VZan <7¢n> ¢n7 an:L
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with (¢,) being an orthonormal basis of L?*(X). We obtain

tr(—Av) = 7711_%%0 Z <¢na _APm7¢n>

n

> =3 pu | lv0) Wol*
Thus,
(o, 180) = 3 pu | (o, 8udl” = S (1= o) (ol o)
= 1= 3 o) (ol o 21— 0
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A. Variational principle

In this part we show existence and uniqueness of the ground state for the key two-particle
scattering problem in the hyperbolic setting. This will be used in the choice of the
N-particle test functions in the upper bound in Section [3l We also define a ‘hyperbolic
scattering length’” a. As in the Euclidean case it will correspond to the radius of a hardcore
otential with the same scattering behavior. The arguments follow closely those in m;
@].
Let V': [0, 00) — [0, 00) be a measurable function with essential compact support and let
Ry > 0 such that supp V' C [0, Ry]. Let o € H? be fixed. For R > Ry and ¢ € H*(Bg(0)),

we define the functional
_ 2 1 5
en(o) = [ (IVeE)F + 5Vido.2) [6()F ) =

Remark A.1. With this functional we can describe two-particle energies on a d-dimensional

hyperbolic manifold X, cf. the proof of Proposition B.1I

Theorem A.2
In the class of functions ¢ € H'(Bg(0)) with ¢(z) = 1 for a.e. z with d(o,2) = 1 there
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exists a unique minimizer ¢r of Eg. It is spherically symmetric, non-zero and satisfies the

Euler-Lagrange equation

~pAG(2) + 3V (2)o(z) = 0. (A1)

For Ry < r < R, we have ¢(z) = fr(d(o, z)) with

G () a=o, \
fr(r) = TR foo(T) = | e s (A.2)

tanh r

for some number a > 0. The energy corresponding to ¢ is given by

27 R
By (o) — 1/ B)snh™ Ryl _ sy 42
R = R — — tanh(a
foo(R) Sma o d=
"~ tanh R
Finally, we have that fg is non-decreasing and
fr(r) > foo(r) for all r > a. (A.3)

~ Jeo(R)

Remark A.3. (a) Notice that we indeed defined a in such a way that f.(a) =0, i.e., if

V' is a hardcore potential with radius Ry, then a = R.

b) As f is an indefinite integral of (sinh? ')~!. the quantity f'(R)sinh® ' R only de-
(b) As f g , the g y f y

pends on a (or V) but not on R. Therefore, we also write
Cy(a) := f'(R)sinh” ' R.

Proof. First, we show that we can restrict to non-negative and spherically symmetric

functions as minimizers. Let f, g real-valued functions on R. Then we find (cf. ,

Theorem 7.8])
d * o (fg =gt
— 2 2 A AV N2
<d,,,\/f+g>rf”g2 (f)"+(d)
for all points where they are differentiable and f2 + ¢? > 0. Thus, we have a.e.

P

< (177 +1g1%)-

Furthermore,

Vd(o, z)

Vi) = /10|

2
for a.e. 2z € HY Hence, the map f — [ga (V\/f(d(o, z))) dz, is convex. For ¢ €
H'(Bg(0)) let ¢ be the spherically symmetric function given by the square root of the
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spherical average of ¢?. By the generalized Jensen inequality for probability measures, we
obtain HVQEHQ < IV¢|* and thus also Ex(¢) < Er(@) because the potential is assumed to
be spherically symmetric as well.

Existence of a minimizer: As Er is bounded from below, there exists a minimizing
sequence of spherically symmetric (¢,) in H'(Bgr(0)) with ¢,(z) = 1 for a.e. 2z with
d(o,z) = 1 and all n. Define ¢, € H'(H?) by ¢,(2) := ¢n(2) for z € Bg(o) and
¢On(2) = h(d(o,z)) for some h € C*°(Ry) with A(r) = 1 for r < R+ 1 and h(r) = 0
for r > 2R+ 1. As sup,, H(bn‘ < oo (and because H'(H?) is reflexive, cf. E@

H'(H4 ’
Proposition 2.4]), one can find a Sul)asequence (ank) in H'(H?) which converges weakly in
H'(H) to some ¢ € H'(H?), which is rotationally symmetric. We then have that (¢, )
also converges weakly to ¢ := 5\33(0) € H'(Bgr(0)). One gets ¢(z) = 1 for a.e. z with
d(0,z) = 1 because the radial part is continuous outside of the origin, and ¢(z) = 1 for
d(o,z) € (R, R+1). By equivalence of lower semicontinuity and weak lower semicontinuity
for convex functions, we obtain limy_,o, Eg(én,) > Er(¢) and therefore, ¢ is a minimizer.

The Euler-Lagrange equation (A1l follows by considering %| s=0€r(d + 01) = 0 for all
infinitely differentiable functions ¢ which vanish for all z with d(o, z) > R. Furthermore,
(A.I) can be written down for the radial part fr on (0, R) given by fr(d(o,z)) := ¢(2),
which is a linear ODE with boundary values fr(R) = 1, fr(R) = 0. Thus, it has a unique
solution.

For Ry < d(o,z) < R we infer from (A.Il) that —A¢ = 0. As the Laplace-Beltrami

operator on H? is given in hyperbolic polar coordinates by
A = sinh(r)' %, (sinh(t)d_lﬁr) + sinh(r) %Agy,

we find that 0, (sinh(t)d_l&f}g(r)) = 0. The corresponding solutions for d = 2 and d = 3

are given by (A.2)).

For the energy we use partial integration and f/_(r) = Thus we get

sth
Er = vol(S*™1) (u {sinhd_1 T'fR(T)arfR(T)}OR

+/ ( Slnhd . )3 L (sinh™ ' (r)0, fr(r)) + %V(r)fR(r)> Falr) Sinhd—l(r)dr>
VAQIC)

foo(R)?

+ VOI(Sdfl)/O (_,uArfR<T) + %V<T)f]{(7’)) fR(T) Sinhdil('r)dr

sinh® ' (R) f/_(R).

[e.e]

S 7 foo (1), foo ()]

_ pvol(Sa-1)
foo(R)
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The last statement (A.3)) follows in the same way as in M, Lemma C.2] from the

Hopf maximum principle. O
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