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Abstract

We consider a system of N bosons in a unitary box in the grand-canonical setting
interacting through a potential with scattering length scaling as N ~'** x € (0,2/3).
This regimes interpolate between the Gross-Pitaevskii regime (k = 0) and the ther-
modynamic limit (k£ = 2/3). In [5], as an intermediate step to prove an upper bound
in agreement with the Lee-Huang-Yang formula in the thermodynamic limit, it is
obtained a second order upper bound on the ground state energy for k < 5/9. In
this paper, thanks to a more careful analysis of the error terms, we extend the result
in [5] to kK < 7/12.

1 Introduction and main result

It was predicted by Lee, Huang and Yang in [I9] (see also [9]) that the ground state
energy per unit volume of a dilute Bose gas satisfies

e(p) = dmag? |1+ T (pa) 2 + of(pa) ) (1)
where p denotes the particle density of the gas, a the scattering length of the interac-
tion potential and dilute refers to the fact that the mean interparticle distance is much
larger than the scattering length, i.e. pa® < 1. The expansion (L)) is known as Lee-
Huang-Yang formula and its rigorous proof has been an open problem for a long time.
In fact, while the leading term was already derived in [I2] as an upper bound for hard
sphere interactions, the matching lower bound was obtained 40 years later in [22]. On
the other hand, it was only with [27] (we also mention [I3] where the correct constant
is recovered in the weak coupling limit) that the next to leading order was proved to be
correct as an upper bound for regular potentials and later, with [5], for all potentials in
L3. Finally, in [16], the Lee-Huang-Yang correction was established as a lower bound for
all L' potentials and in the recent paper [I7] for a larger class of potentials including the
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hard sphere case. Note that in the latter case the matching upper bound is still missing.
We mention that the fermionic analogue of the expansion (1) predicted in [I8] has not
yet been proved, see [20] and [I4] where the first two orders are derived (due to the Pauli
principle an extra term of order p5/ 3 appears).

In this paper we will discuss and complement the result obtained in [5]. There, as in
[27], the core of the proof is to build a grand canonical trial state in a box with periodic
boundary conditions whose size is changing with p, in particular the side length is as-
sumed to be p~7 for some v > 1. Indeed, following a well known localization procedure
(see e.g. [20]), this trial state can then be easily modified to provide a trial state with
the correct energy on a lager box with Dirichlet boundary conditions. The latter can
finally be replicated to recover the thermodynamic box in the limit. Note that in the
limit a grand canonical trial state can be proved to give an upper bound on the canonical
ground state energy.

Due to the strategy just described, the paper [5] produces a side result of some
interest on its own. Namely, it provides an upper bound correct up to the second order
on the energy of an Hamiltonian acting on the Fock space built on a box whose side
length is of the form p~7 for some v > 1. By scaling the described setting is equivalent
to consider N bosons in the unitary box A = [~1/2,1/2]*> C R3 interacting through the
Hamiltonian Hy acting on the bosonic Fock space F(A) whose action on the n-particle
sector is given by

Z —Ap;+ Y NV(N'" (2 — 25)) (1.2)

1<4,5<n

with k € (1/2,2/3) (note that the request £ > 1/2 comes from the assumption v > 1
needed to use the localization technique but it is never used in the proof of (L3]) below
which remains valid for 0 < k£ < 1/2). In [5] it has been shown that, under suitable
assumptions on the potential V, the ground state energy Exn of the hamiltonian Hy,
satisfies

EN < 47TC1N1+H <1+ 128 ( 3N3,‘@—2)1/2> +CN5H/2 maX{N_E, N9f€—5+6€7 N21H/4—3+36}

15/
(1.3)

for all K € (1/2,2/3) and € such that 3k—2+4¢ < 0. Let us stress that Eq. (IL3]), whenever
Kk < 5/9, is just the equivalent of Eq. (III) written for the rescaled hamiltonian (L2])
(note that the scattering length of the rescaled potential is given by a/N'~* with a the
scattering length of the original potential).

The main idea to construct the trial state leading to (3] is to first generate the
condensate, since Bose Einstein condensation is expected to hold in the ground state of
([L2), and then to add correlations acting with a Bogoliubov transformation. However,
it is known (see [13, 25]) that a quadratic operator in not enough to capture the correct
second order of the energy. In [27] the exponential of the sum of a quadratic and a cubic
operator was taken into account to better describe correlations. On the other hand, in
[0] the exponential of a quadratic and of a cubic operator act separately, inspired by



the methods developed in recent years in [7, [§] to study the Gross-Pitaevskii regime
(corresponding to x = 0 in ([2)). The drawback in considering the exponential of a
cubic operator is the lack of explicit formulas for its action that makes computations
harder. In particular, to handle the desired more singular regimes x > 1/2 new ideas
are needed w.r.t. those used in [7, §]. In fact, in [5] the cubic operator is implemented
as a non unitary operator acting directly on the vacuum with some crucial restrictions
on the allowed momenta.

In [5] it was stated as a remark that the same method could have been pushed to
cover all k < 7/12 but such extension was out of the scope of that paper. Our aim here
is to prove this statement thanks to a more careful analysis of some error terms. More
precisely, we want to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < k < 7/12 and € > 0 small enough. Let V € L3(R3) be non-
negative, radially symmetric, with supp(V) C Br(0) and scattering length a. Then, for
all N large enough

128
15,/

We conclude this section with some comments about the scaling in ([2)). As we
already mentioned, for k = 0 one recovers the well known Gross-Pitaevskii regime. In
this setting the expansion of ground state energy has been established to first order in
[211 221 25] while the second order was proved in [§] (where also the low energy spectrum
is derived) for all potentials in L? (and can be extended to all L' interactions as discussed
in [24]). Recently, in [3] (see also [4]) the second order correction has been established
as an upper bound in the hard core case. On the other hand, regimes with positive
k are considered in [I0] where the expansion of the ground state energy up to second
order is obtained for sufficiently small k. We also mention [I] and [I5] where Bose
Einstein condensation is proved for £ < 1/43 and k < 2/5 respectively (see also [11]
where a similar but simpler regime is considered). Proving condensation for xk = 2/3,
i.e. directly in the thermodynamic limit, is a challenging and widely open problem so
far, see [6l 2] for preliminary results. Note that all the mentioned results are valid in the
canonical setting while, on the contrary, the grand canonical setting is considered here.

Acknowledgment The author gratefully acknowledge the support from the GNFM
Gruppo Nazionale per la Fisica Matematica - INDAM.

Ey < 4waN'*r (1 + — 3N3"‘_2)1/2> + CNOF/2NE, (1.4)

2 Definition of the trial state

To get an upper bound on the ground state energy of the operator Hy defined in (L2])
we have to exhibit a trial state whose energy is bounded by the r.h.s. of (L4]). We first
rewrite the Hamiltonian using the bosonic creation and annihilation operators a,, a,
p €N =2773 :

1 17 1—kKy % *
Hy = Z prayap + NT=% Z V(r/N"")ay apaq1rap.
peA® pg,rEA*
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Our trial state is defined as in [5], we recall here the definition referring the reader to [5
for more details. First, we introduce the Weyl operator

W, = exp [\/Noaé — Noao]

where Ny > 0 is a parameter to be fixed. The role of Wy, is to generate the condensate,
indeed we expect most of the particle to be in the condensate wave function (i.e. p(z) =1
which is the ground state of the non interacting problem). Next, we have to take into
account correlations among particles due to the presence of interaction. To this end we
consider the solution to the Neumann problem on the ball |z| < N17%¢:

[—A + %V] fe=Xefe

with 0 < ¢ < 1/2 and with the boundary condition f(x) = 1if |x| = N'=*/. Furthermore,
we define fy () = fo(N'"*x) and we set 1, = —N@y ¢(p) where wy p = 1— fn ¢ and the
hat denotes the Fourier transform. Note that |n,| < CN®p~2. To define the quadratic
transformation we also have to introduce two sets of momenta: the set of low momenta
Pp = {p € A*:|p| < N®/2t} C A* and its complement PC. Then, to get the desired
upper bound we will consider a Bogoliubov transform whose kernel coincides with 1 on
PLC . On the other hand, on the set of low momenta we consider the kernel 7 defined by

8mraN*

tanh(27,) = ————+——.
anh(27;) p? + 8malN#

We are now ready to introduce the Bogoliubov transformation

T, = exp ( % Z yp(a;a*_p — h.c.) )

pEAT

where the coefficients v, are defined as follows: v, = n, for p € PLC and v, = 7, for
p € Pp. However, T}, is still not enough to get the energy correct up to the second order
and to give a more precise description of correlations we are going to consider a cubic
operator. To do so we first introduce the notations v, = cosh(vp), o, = sinh(rv,). We
also need two new sets of momenta: Py = {p € A* : [p| > N17""¢} and Ps = {p € A*:
N*®/2=¢ < |p| < N¥/>t¢} ¢ Pp. Let us mention that, considering the restriction of 7 to
Py (denoted by ng) and the restriction of v,0 to Ps (denoted by ~g,0g respectively)
we have

Inal* < NP2 ing 3 < CNYSL lnpllee < CNT2E (2.1)

and
HO,SH2 < CN3/@/2 ’ HUSH%H < CN5I€/2+€’

(2.2)
lysosly < ON*2%¢ |lys%, llos|Z < CN®.



With this notation at hand we can finally define the desired cubic operator. Namely,

1
* x %
A, = —/N § 0w arJrvafrafv@?"vv
rePy,vePg:

r+v€E Py

(2.3)

where the operator ©,.,, for r € Py,v € Pg with r» +v € Py is defined by

O, = H [1 — X(WNs > 0)x(N_gyp > O)]
s€ Py

< 11 [1 — XN > 0O)XWNy—p + Noyp > 0)].
we Pg
In @) N, = apap counts the number of particles with momentum p and x is the char-
acteristic function. The trial state we are going to consider to prove (4] is obtained

acting on the vacuum vector 0 € F first with the operator e/, then with T, followed

by Wh,; finally, since e’ is not a unitary operator we have to normalize:
o WNOT,,GA”Q
N= T 1o
lev Q|2

Here, we fixed Ng = N — ||or|%.

Let us stress that the role of the operator ©,.,, in the definition of A, in (Z3]) is to avoid
certain relations among momenta created by the action of e* on the vacuum and this
results in a drastic simplification of the computations. As discussed in [5, Sec. 2], one
can write

m 1 =
Apo=—s 3 > ]

r1€Py,v1€Ps: rmEPr ,vm€Pg:i=1
ri+vi€Py rm+vm€Py

o aam * * * * * *
x 0({rj v} ii)ag, wo, @y @y gy al, ag

where 0 encodes all the restrictions mentioned above:

m
m ) _
9({Tj’vj}j:1) = H H 6—pi+vﬂépk‘
i,J,k=1 p;&{—riritv;}
J7#k pre{—ri,ri+or}

Then, setting &, = e, one has

1 1 o 9
2 2
1&11° = Z Il Nm Z Z 9({7°j=7’j}2n:1) H (nn- +777’i+Ui) Oy,
m>0 ’ v1€P5,T1€PH: UmGPS,T‘mGPH: =1
ri+v1€Py Tm+uvm€EPy

(2.4)



3 Proof of the main theorem

In this section we discuss the modifications which are needed to extend the result ob-
tained in [5] to a larger set of choices of k, proving Theorem [[T]
Let

On =T, Wy, HNWnN, T,

so that (U, HyUN) = (En, GNEN)/|IEN 2. Moreover, let us introduce the kinetic energy
operator K = ZpEA* pza;ap and the operators

H 1
v = D NV (r/N'""ak, abapaqr
reN*, p,qePy:

p+r,g+r€Ph

and
V K
Cn = E N V T/Nl )O-erT’Ypryr( p+r@ —p —r+hc)

p,r€Py
p+rePg

Finally, let

Nl—i—/@
Cgy = Z p202+ Z N5V (p/N*" o,
pGA* peA*
+ Z NV (p/N'~ H)O‘ +— 2N N“‘/}(T/Nl_“)apap,rvap,r
pPEPL p,rEAT

r#p

_% Z O.g Z Nli‘//\'(p/le/i)np

veEP], peEP}

It has been shown in [5, Prop. 3.1] that, for any 0 < x < 2/3 and £ > 0 such that
3k —2+4e <0,

v ONEy b (KA VD +C08) | (6066
el 1€ 1€
with
% < CNS/@/Z . maX{N—57N95—5+667N21n/4—3+36}. (3.2)

(H)

Moreover, Cg, and the expectation on &, of the operators KC,C, V"’ provide the correct
energy up to an error which is small under the previous assumptions (see [5, Sec. 3 and

5)):

(&, (K + V](\{{) +Cn)év) 14 128 o3 N3R—21/2
< dmaN'tr(1 N3
Cgy + THE ma + 15\/_( )
+ CON®*/2 max{N =, N12r=TH5}

(3.3)



The bound ([B2) was obtained in [5] using suitable bounds on the expectation over
&, of products of the kinetic energy K and powers of the particle number operator
N = Zpe A+ @yap. However, it is clearly not compatible with the claim that (L4]) is
satisfied for all x < 7/12 and is indeed responsible for the request x < 5/9 in [5].
Therefore, in order to prove Theorem [T, we have to obtain an improved estimate on
the expectation of the error term £ coming from the quadratic transformation.

Remark Note that the error of the form N®F/2N126=7T+5% appearing in ([B3) and
coming from the action of the cubic operator e, in particular from the restrictions on
the allowed momenta encoded in the operator ©, cannot be improved with the methods
presented here. Therefore, to treat k > 7/12 new ideas are needed.

To improve the estimate ([3.2)) we first identify, with a careful reading of the proof of
Prop. 3.1 in [5], those terms in £ giving the worst rat rewriting

E=E1+& (3.4)
with e
et s owe (35)

for all kK < 2/3 choosing e small enough. Thus, we can focus on & which can be splitted
as
E=Ec+Es+Eg+Em. (3.6)

Here, &¢ is the cubic operator defined by

NO * * *
Eo :—'N E a(p,r)(ap;a”,a”, +h.e.)
PEPH,rePs:
p+rePy

where we introduced the notation

k(17 r i p
a(p,r) =N <V<m> + V(m)) (" WpOptr + OrOpYpsr)-

On the other hand £g,&y and &)y are quartic operators. In particular, in £y only
operators with high momenta appear and it is defined by

&y = €H71 + €H72
1 *a* 1 * *
=5N Z Z B1(p, ¢, 7)ay g, aqaptr + N Z Z Ba(p,q,7)ay 0% Jag 1 ra—g

reA* p,qEPm: reN}  p,gEPp:
p+r,q+reEPy p+r,q+rePy

'The terms in the proof of [5] Prop.3.1] responsable for the worst rate come from the conjugation of
the cubic and quartic terms. More precisely (using the notation used in [5l Sec. 4]), they are F», F3, the

first two terms in G, the first term in G3 and G1 — VI(VH)A



where
~/ T
Bi(p,q,7) :N"‘V<m) [(7p7q7p+r7q+r = 1) + 0pOp+r0aOgsr + 7p7p+r0q0q+7’]
~/ T
B2(p,q,7) :Nﬁv<m)7p+r7q+r0p0q-

Conversely, in £g only momenta in Pg are involved. In fact, setting

~/ T
Gi(p,q,r) =N"V (Nl_"‘) (OpOp+rTqOqtr + W VgVp+rVatr + W Vp+r0g0q+r)
~/ T
Ca(p,q,7) =N"V (m)%w’mwapaq-
we have

Es=Es1+Es2

! a 1 * *
= ﬁ Z Z Cl (p’ q, T)apaq+r(lq(lp+r + N Z Z CQ(p, q, T)a’p—l—ra—pa’qurafq-

r€A* p,gE€Ps: r€AL p,g€Ps:
p+r,g+r€Ps p+r,g+r€Ps

Finally, £y contains terms where two operators have momenta in Py and two operators
have momenta in Pg. More precisely,

Ev =Em1 +Em2+Em3

1 * %
:N Z Z ®1 (p7 q, T)apaq+raqap+r

r€EA*  p,qEPH:
p+r,g+r€Ps

1 * *
+ % ©2(P, ¢, 1) ap 40 pag4ra—g
reAl  pgeP:
p+r,qg+r€Ps

1 * %
+ N ©3 (pa q, T)apanrraqap—H"
reA* pePg,qePy:
p+rePs,q+rely

with

v1(p,q,7) =N"V (le’f) (0p04Op+rTgtr + Vp Vg Vp+rVatr + 20 Vp+r0qTqtr)
~/ T

pa(p,q,7) =N"V (m) (Vo+rVg+rOpTq+VpVa+r0p+r0g+Vp+rVgOpTqtr +VpVq0p+rTg-tr)
|4

~ r
v3(p,q,7) =N" (m) (OpOptrTqTqr +Yp Vg VotrYatr + V0 Vp+r0q0q+r+0q0prrVpVa+r)-

Our goal is to prove
<§V7 €2§V>
160112

for all k < 2/3 and & small enough.

Then, Eq. (4] immediately follows by B1)), B3), B.4), (1) and B.71).

< ONOw/2=¢ (3.7)



To get the improved estimate ([B.7) the idea is to compute the expectation of each
operator appearing on the right hand side of ([B.) using the definition of £,. This is
done in the rest of this section.

Remark Note that by (3.1 and [B.7) it follows that the quadratic conjugation only
produces errors that remain small up to the thermodynamic limit, i.e. for all K < 2/3.
Indeed, the restriction to k < 7/12 come from the action of the exponential of the cubic

operator (see ([B3])).

3.1 Bound of the expectation of £ on ¢,

We start noting that the cubic error term & has the same structure as the cubic term
C giving a large contribution to the energy analyzed in [5, Sec. 5.2].
Recalling the definition of A, given in (23] we easily get

<£I/aEC£l/>
Spa P

Z (pa T)<AZLQ’ aerrafpa’frAm 1Q>
pEPy,rePg:
p+rePy

—2\/V° Zm. _1,Nm S e, 5

v1,01€Pg,r1,711€Py: v E€Pg,rm€Pyr:
r1+v1,71+01€Py T'm+vm€Py

- 1)

m—1

m
* *
anrjaij N7, 0% g (P, ), Ayt -+ Oy @y a0t ar L al g ).

J=1 pEP,rePg:
pt+rePy

Noting that the expectation in the last line vanishes unless there exists an index i €

{1,...,m} such that » = v; and pairing the remaining momenta in Ps (by symmetry we
can assume r = —v,, and v; = v; for all j =1,...,m — 1) we find
§V7 €C§V

—2\/FOZ _1le DR S (DR i LI CEr R i)

v1E€Pg,r1,M1EPy: vm€E€Ps,rm€Py:
ritvi,fitv €l rmtom€Py

m—1
2 E * *
X H 777']77;] Uvj nrmo-vm Oé(p, /Um)<Q’ Armﬂ)m Tt Arlyvl Ap7’l)m e A—f17’l}19>
J=1 pEPH:

ptum€PH
(3.8)
where we introduced the notation A,, = a,4,a_, for any v € Ps,r € Py such that
r+v € Py (and A7, to denote the adjoint). Using now the fact that, due to the

presence of 0({r;,v;}7L;)0({7}, v; };-”:_11), cach A, ,; has to be contracted with A7~ for



any j =1,...,m — 1 and therefore A

Tm,Um

is contracted with A7~ we get

guagCgu

_2\/FOZ _1|Nm DRI S IC (PR R (R iy

v1E€Pg,r1,71EPy: vmE€Pg,rm€Pyy:
ritvi,fitvi€Py rmtom€P

m—1
2
X H N M7 (6fj,rj + 67F]',TJ’+’U]')O-’U]' Mrm Ovm, E a(p, vm) E : 5*p,pm'
Jj=1 pEPy: me{—T'mvrm‘f'Um}

erUmGPH
(3.9)
We now note that

‘a(pavm)(sp,—pm‘ S CNR(vam’U_pm‘i"Um’ + ‘UUmHUPm’)

Takng the absolute value in ([3.9) and using the fact that when all terms in the sum are
positive we can replace 6({r;,v;}7L;) with 6({r;, vj}?;ll) obtaining an upper bound we

conclude by 24)), 2I) and 22

[(&v, Ecéu)
160112

for all k < 2/3 and ¢ small enough.

<ON*nu|(Irsos|h + los]?) < CNF/> (3.10)

3.2 Bound of the expectation of £y on &,

To bound the quartic error term &, we start considering £x,1 which has the same form
as the large quartic term V](VH) (see [5l Sec. 5.3]).

We write,
<£V,5H,1£l/>
1 1 -
=> oML > > 0 )0 v i) T e on,
m>1 v1E€EPg,r1,7T1EPy: vm€EPs,rm,TmEP: 7j=1

r14+v1,71+v1EPH  Tm4+Vm,Fm+vmE€PH

* % * *
X E E 51 (p’ q, T)<Q? ATI,UI e AT‘m,”mapaq—i—raqaerTAFl,Ul e Afm7va>
r€EA*  p,gEPp:
p+r.qg+rePy

where we paired all momenta in Pg.

We now distinguish two contributions: the first one corresponds to the situation in
which ag, ap4, are annihilated with A7 = for some i =1,. m (this also implies, taking
into account the presence of 9({7’],2}]}] 1)0 ({r],v]}]zl) that ay,ay., are annihilated
with A, »,). The second case on the other hand, arises when aq,aerr are annihilated

with agi,a;gj for pp € {—7¢, 7y + v}, £ = i,j with i # j (then aj,a;,, are annihilated

with ay,, ap,, for p; € {=re,r¢ + v}, £ =4,j and a* are annihilated with

Pitv;? a*ﬁj +u;

10



A—p;+v;s C—pj+v; )
We denote the two contributions just described by A and B respectively so that
(€,€m16) = A+ B (3.11)

with
. . m ~. . m
A= Z m—1) '2Nm+1 E Z ‘9({737Uj}jzl)e({rjvvj}jzl)
v1E€Pg,r1,M1EPy: Vm EPs P, Tm € Py :
r1+v1,71+0v1E€EPE T +Um, TmtomEPH

-1
XH T MO v (57’jfj + 0 ijty) Z Z Bi(p;vm —p —7.7) Z Op,pra Op-+7.m
pme{ T'm77’m+Um}

j=1 reA* pe Py
ﬁme{*mefm‘f’Um}
1
. \m = \m
B = E — 2 | 9 Nm+1 E E ({TJ7U]}jil)a({r]’vj}jil)
v1EPs ,r1,71EPY: UmE€Ps ;Tm,TmEPp:
7"m+’Um77’m+’Um€PH

ri+uvi, F1+v1 €EPy

m m—
X Hnnnn O, H Ty +54¢,r¢+vi) Z Z Bi(p,q,7) Z Op,pm Og-+7,pm—1
- j=1 reA* p,gePy pe€{—re,retue}
l=m—1,m
X Z (5Q7ﬁm5p+7"71§m71 + 5‘17ﬁm715p+7’7ﬁm) (5I3m,pm + 5_pm+Um7_pm 1+Vm 1)

Pe€{—T¢,Fotvg}
l=m—1m

Thus, the bound

181(P: vm = P = 1.7 Opripnl SONV (<7 ) (0l + o + i+ 0, )
o+ ON (st 2 1] + 1 )

yields
”5 Tl <ON"|los|*(Nng 2 llnel® + el lne |t + lna|*) (3.12)
where we used the bound sup,cx« > cp,, N5V (r/N'%)/|p — r|> < N and the fact that
np| < CN¥[p|~2.
On the other hand, since sup,ea* pgepy: |81(p; ¢,7)| < ON®||nu ||, we get
p+r.g+rePy

|B| -
<CN*|los|*llnz " Ins 1% (3.13)

1§11~

11



We now consider £p 2. First, pairing all momenta in Pg, we rewrite

<£V’EH,2£V>
1 1 m ~ m . 2
= Z WW Z Z ({Tjavj}j:1)9({7"javj}j:1)Hﬁrﬂfj%j
m>1" v1€Ps,r1,71E€PE:  vmEPs,rm,Fm€Py: j=1

r14+v1,71+v1EPH  Tm+Um,Pm+vmEPy

X Z Z Ba (p7 4, T) <Qa AT’l,Ul T Armyvma;-l—?"a*—paq"‘ra_qA:l vy A;mﬂ)mQ>'
reA*  pqEPy:
p+rq+rePy
We note that also in this case we can distinguish two contributions, depending on whether
the operators a,,a_, are annihilated with A;j,vj or with a;j sag, , with pp € {=7¢, Fo+uve},
{=j,kand j # k.
Hence, we split

(€,€m26) =C+D (3.14)
with C, D defined by

C= Z Nm+1 > > 0 v D0 F s v Y )M i O

m>1 v1€Ps,r,F1E€PH:  vm€PS,Tm,FmEPy:
r1+v1,71+0v1€EPH  Tm+Um,Tm+vm €PH

m—
H ;M7 0 v] r],rj + 5frj,r]+vj Z B2 (P, 4, vm) Z O—p,pmO—q.pm

p,9€Py PmE€{—Tm,rm~+vm}
ﬁmE{*Fm f’m“l”vm}

Z _Q.Nmﬂ > S o0 0

m> v1E€Pg,r1,M1EPy: Vm EPs P, Tm € Py :
ritvi,F1tv1€Py Tm+Vm,Pm+vm€Ph
2
X H T T O, H 577],7’] + 57r],r]+v] E E Ba(p.q,7) § : 0—q.5m Og-+7Prm—1
r€A* p,gEPy Pe€{—"p,metve}
Pe€{—T¢,Fotve}
l=m—1m

X (6*p,pm 6p+7‘7pm—1 + 57p7pm— 1 6p+7‘,pm ) (5pm \Dm. + 5*ﬁm+vm y—Pm—1FVm—1 ) .

Taking the absolute value, which allows us to forget 6({7;, v; }7) and replace 6({r;, v; }7.,)
with 0({7“j,vj};71:_11), and noting that |B2(p, ¢, 7)| < CN"|np||ng| for any r € A*,p,q € Py
with p+7,q +r € Py we obtain

el

ez < ON*llos |l |* (3.15)
1601

and

1Dl
T SN Hlos I lmer |l 2 (3.16)
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By (31I1) and (3.14]), using the bounds (312)), B.13), 313, (3I0) and recalling (2.1]) and
22) we get
(€0, Endy)]

1€0112

for any k < 2/3 and e small enough.

< ONO/2=¢ (3.17)

3.3 Bound of the expectation of £ on &,

In this subsection we focus on £g. Let us first consider &g 1; by definition

1 1
(& Es16) =Y (mD)? 2N > >

m>2 v1,01€Pg,r1,F1E€Py: VUm,Um €EPg,rm,TmE€Ph:
r1+v1,71+01 EPH Tm+Vm,Tm+0mEP

9({Tj’vj};'n=1) {T]’v]}_] 1 Hnrjnrjavjo'vj Z Z Ci(p,q.m)

reA* p,q€Ps:
p+r,q+r€Pg

X AQ, Ay 40 Oy Ay Oy Oy Qg OO 5 O G - a” g )
(3.18)
We note that the scalar product in the last line of ([B.I8) does not vanish only if there
exist i, j, k, £ such that ¢ = —0;,p +r = —0j,p = —vg,q +r = —vy which immediately
implies r = v, — ¥; and U; = vy + vy — v;. By symmetry we can assume 7 = k = m and
j = =m — 1 getting a factor m?(m — 1)? in front. Pairing also the remaining m — 2
momenta in Pg we obtain

<£w55 1£l/>

_Z _2 |2N3n+1 Z Z Cl(_vma_ﬁmavm_ﬁm—l)

V1,01 €Ps,r1,F1EPH:  Um,0mEPS,T'm,fmEPH:

ritvi,71+01€Py T'm+Vm,Pm+0m € Py
m—2
. am
0({rj7vj}j:1) ({r],vj}] 1 Hnrjﬁrjavjavjévmmm#-vm 1=0m—1 H 0%; 0,
7=1 =1
* * * *
X <Q’ AT’m,Um e Arlvvl Afmyvm“l‘vmfl_{)mflAfmflyamflAme27Umf2 ‘/47"177)1g2>

We now distinguish three contributions. The first contribution, which we will denote
by I, corresponds to the situation in which the operators in A and A
annihilated with the operators in A% s U1~ ,and in A7 5, Tespectively (note
that this immediately implies v,—1 = Up—1). The second contrlbutlon denoted by 11,
is on the contrary obtained when A,,, ,,, is annihilated with Az - and A,,, 4, ,
is annihilated with Az .~ _;  (then Up,_1 = vy,). Finally, there is a third term,
denoted by I11, arising when one operator in A, ,,, is annihilated with an operator in

15y, and the other with an operator in A7 . =~ 5 (and analogously an
operator in A, , 4, , is annihilated with an operaotr in A7 - and the other with
an operator in Az . - ). Let us stress that in all these cases the operators

Ay, v; are annihilated with the operators A;ij for any 7 = 1,...,m — 2 due to the

Tm,Um Tm—1,Um—1 are

13



presence of the restrictions encoded in 6({r;, v;}72;)0({7;, 0;}72,).
Summarizing, we have (§,,Es1&,) = I + I1 + 111 with

1 1
I= Z (m _ 2)[ o Nm+1 Z e Z Cl(_vnu —Um, Um — Um—l)

m>2 v1€Ps,r,F1E€PH:  vm€EPS,Tm,FmEPy:
r1+v1,71+01 EPH Tm+Um,Tm+vm Py

4 ({Tj’ Uj };nZI) 0 ({f]’ Uy }_1]n=1) H M 175 0'12}]. (577]',73 + (S,fﬁrijvj)

Jj=1
1 1 - -
=2 (m —2)l 2Nm+1 Z A > o G(vm = Om, U = Om1)
m=2 v1,01€Pg,m1,F1EPH:  Vm,0mEPS,Tm,Fm€PH:
r1+v1,71+01 €Py Tm~+Vm,Tm+Um EPH
m
9({7“- v )9({7:' 0; 3 ) 5 Oy 0505 5
JrVisj=1 JrVisi=1 M ;75 00, 055 0% 0 +0m—1 —Vm—1
Jj=1
m—2
X 5”27”1 Tq,T4 +5*7‘277‘2+U1)6Um 1,Um § : 6ﬁm—17pm6ﬁm7pm—1
=1 PeE{—TereFve}
PeE€{—T¢,To+0e}
l=m—1m
1 1 - -
=2 (m —2)1 2Nm+1 Z S > o Glvm = Om, U = Un1)
m>2 v1,01E€Ps,r1,71€EPH: Vm,UmEPs,rm,TmEPp:
ri+ov1,71+01€PH Tm+Um,Tm+0m Py

m
0 ({Tj’ Vj };nzl) 0 ({f]" 61' };{L:l) H NriNr;0v; 0, 65m,vm+vm—1*6m—1

Jj=1
m—2
X 5”27”1 T3,Ti + 677‘277‘24’7}1) § : 6ﬁm—1 Pm—1 6ﬁm sPm 5*ﬁm—l+6m—l ,—Pm+Um
=1 peE{—reretuc}
DPe€{—To,Te+0¢}
{=m—1,m

Recalling the definition of ¢; and using Z2) we find [(1(p,q,7)] < CN*T% for any
r € A*,p,q € Ps such that p+r,q +1r € Ps. Thus,

|| + 11|
[1€0 112
To bound 111 we note that

< ON*5log|Hlnm " (3.19)

|66m,vm+vm_176m_1gl(_vma _i}ma Um — fDmfl)| S CNH

X (100 1051 |Tvm 1 [l5]l00 + 1Yo [V -1 1Vom—1 VS loo + Vo [V 1 [0w—1 IO loo)-
Hence,

|111|

ez < ON" a3 los )
1€

(3.20)
x (losl®lloslloo + Irsosllillvsleo + losl*lvsoslillos o)
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From (3.I9) and [B20), unsing (2.10),(22]) we conclude
(v, Es18)| _ |+ 11| + 11|
(17— 160112

for any k < 2/3 and e small enough.
The error term Ego can be bounded analogously. Indeed, reasoning as before we split

< ONO/2=¢ (3.21)

<§l/7 55’,25y> = T—F ﬁ + m

- Z — Nm+1 Z . Z C2(Vim, Vmy —Um — V1)
m>2

v1€Ps,r1,71€P:  vmE€Ps,Tm,TmEPy:
r1+v1,714+v1E€EPH  Tm+Um Tm+vmEPH

0({rj, v }70) 0 ({75, 053 70) [T s 00, 05y s + 00

j=1

Z _ 2 |Nm+1 Z Z CQ(Un%@ma_Um _Um—l)
m>2

v1,01 €EPs,r1,F1EPH:  Um,0mEPs,rm,fmEPH:

ritvi,71+01€Py Tm+Vm,Fm+Um €Py
m
m =~ -~ m
0 ({rﬁ Uj }jzl)‘9 ({rjﬁ Uj }jzl) H NN 0v; 06, 5{}7nvvm+vm71 —Um—1
Jj=1
m—2
X 5U 'Uz 7"177’1 + 5_7’177"1+U1)5U'm 1,Um § : 5ﬁm717pm5ﬁmvpmfl
i=1 pee{—rpretur}
PeE{—T¢,To+0g}
l=m—1m

mzz ﬁ# Z Z CQ(Umyﬁma_Um_Um—l)

m>2 v1,01E€Ps,r1,711€Pg: Vm,0mEPs,rm ,Tm€EPp:
ri+v1,71+01 €Py T'm+Vm,Fm+0mEPH
m
. . m -4 . 7 . m ~ ~ ~ ~
0({73 , Uj }j:l)e({rj , Uj }j:l) H NN 0v; 06, 5vm,vm+vm71—vm,1
Jj=1
m—2
X 5”17'01 T3, + 5_7’177"1+U1) § : 5ﬁm717pm715ﬁm7pm5_ﬁmfl+7~)mfl7_pm+vm'
=1 peE{—roretoc}
PeE{—To,Fo+Ds}
l=m—1m

Hence, noting that [2(p, q,7)| < ON"ypir|Vgsrllopllogl, we find

I+ |11 _
iz < ON302 o (322)
and -
|111)
Tez < ON Pl e s [elsos| s (5:29

15



Using (2.1)) and Z2) we get from (B21)), (322) and (3.23]) that

‘<§V7€S§V>’ < CNEJH/Q—E 3 24
. o

for any k < 2/3 and ¢ small enough.

3.4 Bound of the expectation of £, on ¢,

To conclude the proof of ([B.7) it remains to study £y We start focusing on Eps1; we
rewrite

1 1
(€ Emal) =) (mh)? Nt > >

m=1 v1,01€Ps,r1,M1E€PH:  Um,0mEPS,Tm,FmEPpH:
r1+vl,r1+vlePH Tm+Um,Tm+0m Py

0 ({rj, vi}7e)0 ({75, 95} 7y Hnrmm%% > war)

reA*  p,qcPp:
p+r,g+r€Ps

* * * *
X A, Ay o, Oy Oy Qg OOy 4 o025 ).
We now have to assume the existence of i,7 = 1,...,m such that p +r = —v; and
q +r = —0; otherwise the expectation on the last line would vanish. In particular we
assume i = j = m since the m? cases are all equivalent. Pairing the remaining momenta
in Pg we obtain

<§V7€M 1§V>
1
N Z ) Nt E : E : 0({rj, v;}721) 0 ({75, 9;}7%1)
m>1 v1,01€Ps,r1,F1EPH:  Vm,OmEPs,Tm,FmEP:
r1+v1,71+01 €Py T'm+Vm,Fm+0mEPH
m m—1
X H Nr; 17300, 05, H Ov; E O1(—=1r — Uy, =1 — Oy, 1)
j=1 i=1 reA*:
+Um,T+0m € Py
* * *
X <Q7 AT’m,’Um o AT‘l,Ul a’*T*f}ma_r_Um Afm,f}m AT1 V1 Q>

At this point we recognize that, due to the presence of the restrictions encoded in
9({Tj,’0j};n:1)9({fj,2~}j};-n:1), if the operator a_,_,, is annihilated with an operator in
A% - then the operator a*,_; has to be annihilated with an operator in A, , . In
FERH] m 2073
particular, if j = m then the remaining operator in A7 - has to be contracted with
the remaining operator in A, ., and we obtain a contribution denoted by M;. On the
other hand, if j # m (by symmetry we assume j = m — 1) we distinguish two cases:
either the remaining operator in A7~ is annihilated with the remaining operator
in Ay, v,_, and the operators A% . and A, ., are contracted among themselves
(imposing vy, = ¥,) or the remaining operator in A% ~  ~ is contracted with an
operator in A and the remaining operator in A is contracted with an

Tm,Um Tm—1,Um—1
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operator in A% - (then we are left with one operator in A7 - and onein A that
are necessarily contracted with each other). We denote these contributions with Ay and
M3 respectively.

Explicitly,

Tm,Um

(€v, En1&n) = My + My + M3 (3.25)
with

T LI

m2>1 v1,01€Ps,m1,71€PH:  Vm,0mEPs,Tm,TmEPp:
ri+v1,71+01 €Py rm~+Vm,"m+0mEPH
m m—1
X H nT‘jnfj O"Uj O-f)j H 5Ui,ﬁi (5FZ + 5771-4—1)1-) E 801(_7‘ — Umy, =T — Um, 71)
7j=1 =1 reA*
X Z 57‘7_pm—7~)m 5ﬁmypm+7~)m—vm

me{*Tm 77'm+vm}
ﬁme{Fm Tm +'5m}

My =) ﬁﬁ > > 0 ({rj, v }1y)0 ({75, 0;}71)

m2>2 v1,01€Ps,m1,71€PH:  Vm,0mEPs,Tm,TmE€Pp:
ri+v1,71+01 €Py rm~+Vm,"m+0mEPH
m m
X H Nr; M7 Ov; 065 H Ovi,5; (Ory 7 + O—ry Fitus) § P1(=1 = Uy =7 — U, 1)
j=1 i=1 reA*
i#£m—1
X 57~)m7177}m71 z : 57‘7_pm71_7}m5ﬁm717pm71

pm—le{*rm—l 77‘m—1+vm—1}
ﬁm—le{_melvfmfl‘f'Umfl}

Ms =) ﬁﬁ > > 0 ({rj, v }11)0 ({75,053 721)

m>2 v1,01€Ps,r1,M1E€EPH:  Vm,OmEPs,Tm,TmEP:
ri+v1,71+01 €Py rm~+Vm,"m+0mEPH
m m—2
X H ;M7 Ov; 00, H 5%752'(671’ + 5f¢+vi)5f1m—1,vm—1 Z 901(_T = Um, =T — Um, T)
j=1 i=1 reA*

X 2 : 6T77pm—1*6m 5ﬁm—17pm—l+ﬁm7vm6ﬁm7pm7vm+ﬁm6pm—l7*pm+’vm7’5m+’vm—1 N

peE{=reretue}
Pe{Te,To+0e}
l=m—1,m

Since,
|g01(—'l" — Um, —'I"—i}m, T)éryfpm*ﬁm6ﬁmvpm+6mfvm|
< ON"([108 12100 1050 | + Vo | Vo | + 118 |00 17000 |95, ])

we have

| M | _
FE <CN"?|lng|*(los*nalZ + losyslt + loslllvsoslllngllo) (3.26)
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On the other hand, using the fact that
’@1(—T —Um, =T — Um, T)‘(Sry_pmfl_vméﬁmflypmfl‘
< CN"([nxlZllosliz + [1vsl3 + I7slloollos o lnelloo)

we obtain

| Ms|
1§11~

Finally, we note that

<CN*|nu|*llos* (losllZ 12 + 1vsl + Isllsclloslleollnzlle) — (3:27)

|901(_T —Um, =T — fDm’ T)(Sryfpm—l*’Em&ﬁm—lvpm—l‘f’@mfvm|
< ON" (101115100 1550 | + Yo 175 | + (1121 10 Yo [175, ) -
Therefore,

| Ms|
e <N llnalPln |2 llosl(losl* 13 + Isoslli + los?lsoslllineg ).
v
(3.28)
By 323),B.28), 3.217),[328]) we conclude, using (2.1) and (22, that for any ~ < 2/3

and € small enough
<§l/7 €M71§ll>

1§17

We now consider the expectation on &, of £y72. We have by definition

<§V78M,2§l/>
= ﬁ—NiH > > 0({rj v; i) 0 ({75, 0;1741)

m>1 v1,01€Ps,r1,F1EPH:  Um,0mEPs,Tm TmEP:
ri+uv1,71+01 €Py Tm~+Vm,Tm+0m EPH

X Hnrjnrjo'vjo'vj Z Z cpz(p,q,r)

reA*  p,q€Pq:
p+r,g+rePs

<CNOk/2=¢, (3.29)

* * * *
X AQ, Ao, = Oy Oy Q7 Qg Qg g o0l S2).

We note that there are necessarily ¢, j such that p+r = —v; and ¢+ = —0;. Assuming
by symmetry ¢ = j = m and pairing the remaining m — 1 momenta in Pg we get

(&, Em, 2$u>
_ Z Nm+1 S > 0({rj, v }11)0({7, 05} 7%1)

v1,01€Ps,r1,71E€EPH:  Vm,UmEPs,rm ,TmEPp:

ritvi,r1+01€Py Tm+Vm,Tm+0m Py
m m—1
< [Tmmeon0m T[] 05w Do @a(=1 = vmy =1 = 1)
Jj=1 i=1 reA*:
T4V, r+0m € Py
* * * *
X <Q7 AT’m,Um T AT’l,Ul a?’“‘r’vmar"l_ﬁmAFmﬂ}mAmel7’Um71 ’ Ar17v1Q>
=My + My + Ms;
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where

Mlzzlﬁﬁ > > 0 ({rj, v }11)0 ({75, 0;}721)

m> v1,01€Ps,r1,M1E€EPH:  Vm,OmEPs,"m,TmEP:
ri+uv1,71+01 €Py rm~+Vm,"m+0mEPH
m m—1
X H T M7 Ov; 00, H 5%752'(671’ + 5f¢+vi) E @2(_7" = Um, =7 — Um, 7")
j=1 =1 reA*
X : : 67’7pm*’vm 6ﬁm Pm+0m—vm

pm@{—rm y'm +'Um}
P €{Fm,Fm+0m }
1 1

— - - . . m n.ony.am
My = E (m — 2)] Nt E E 9({Tj,v]}]:1)9({rj,v]}]zl)
m>2 v1,01€Ps,r1,M1E€EPH: Vm,OmEPs,Tm,TmEP:
ritvi,71+01€Py Tm+Vm,Tm+0m €Py

m m
X H T3 M5 0v; Ot H 6”2’7?71(5%?1 + (Lnfﬂrvi) Z 2(—=T = VU, =7 — Uy, T)

j=1 i=1 reA*

i#m—1

X 66m—lyvm—l E : 67’7*pm—1*1}m6ﬁm—17pm—1

pm—le{_rmflvrmfl‘f'vmfl}
ﬁm—le{*Fm—l fm—l‘f’vm—l}

M=) (m i 2)! anwﬁ > > 0({rg, 033520 0175, 9335%)

m>2 v1,01€Pg,m1,F1E€EPH:  Vm,0m€EPg,rm,fmEPy:
ritvi,71+01€Py T'm+Vm,Tm+0m Py
m m—2
X H ;M7 Ov; 00, H 5%752'(671’ + 5f¢+vi)5f1m—1,vm—1 Z 902(_T = Um, =T — Um, T)
7j=1 i=1 reA*
X : : 5r7pm—17’vm 6ﬁm—17pm—1+6mfvm 5ﬁm,pmfvm+6m 6pm—1 ,—DPm+Vm —0m+Um—1"

pee{—re,retue}
PeE{Te,Te40,}
l=m—1m

Thus, the bound

’@2( =T = Un, =T — ﬁm? r)5T7pm—Um5ﬁm,pm+ﬁm—vm’
< ON" (1236l ¥om | Yo | + 112100 1V5m 00 | + 12 o0 Yo 105, ] + |00, 105, ])

implies

|M,| -
THE <ON*?|nu|*(IvsosliinulZ + vsoslillos?Inumlle + llos*). (3.30)

On the other hand, noting that

‘802(_70 = Um, =T — Um, T)(S{)mflﬂ)mfl5r7_pm71_vm5ﬁmflypmfl’

< ON™ (s3I 3 + vl losloo nr |0 + llosizo)
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we get

| M| _
B <ON"3ng|*losl*(lvs 2 Inu % + nullsollosllsolvsllso + llos]lZ)-

Finally, by

|g02(—7“ = Um, =T — /ljm’ T)(Srypm—lfvm(sﬁm—l7pm—1+f}m*’vm|

< CN"(Ina 36 you 1o + 108 o]V, 100, | + 10 llo0 1Yo 105, | + |00, 1075,4])

we obtain
|M;| .
TE <CN"|ng|?InalZlles|*(lvsoslilnglz + Ivsoslilos|*nglle + los]?).

(3.31)
From B30)-B31) and recalling (Z1)) and (Z2), we obtain for x < 2/3 and e small

enough

(€, En2E))  |My|+ | My| + | Ms|
e BE

To conclude we still have to bound the expectation of £y73 on the state §,. Proceeding
similarly as before we write

< CNS/@/Z—& (3‘32)

<£I/55M,3£l/> = M{ + Mé + M?,,

where we introduced the notations

S s D DISEEND DR (RN LG8

m>1 v1,01€Ps,71,71€Pg: Vm,0mEPs,rm ,TmEP:
ri+uv1,71+01 €Py rm~+Vm,"m+0mEPH
m m—1
X H T’T‘j T’fj O"Uj O-f)j H 5Ui,ﬁi (5F1’77’i + 5—F,',7"i+vi) E 803(_/0777,7 q,Um — Um)
j=1 i=1 g Py
X Z 5ﬁm,q5q,pm+f}m7vm

pm@{—T’m NE) +'Um}
P €{—Tm,Fm~+0m }

M=) ﬁﬁ > > 0 ({rj,vi}7e1)0 ({75,053 71)

m>2 v1,01€Pg,m1,F1E€EPH:  Um,0m€EPg,'m,fmEPy:
ri+v1,71+01€EPY Tm+Vm,Tm+Um €Py
m m
i H T M7 Ov; 00, H 5”2'761’(6”@ + 5*T¢7Fz‘+vi) E 903(_Uma q,VUm — Um)
j=1 i=1 qEPy
i#=m—1
X 66m—lyvm—l E : 6Q7Pm—l6ﬁm—lvpm—1

pm—le{_rmflvrmfl‘f'vmfl}
ﬁm—lE{*Fm—l fm—l‘f’vm—l}
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M= ﬁ# > > 0 ({rj,vi}7e1)0 ({75, 0} 71)

m>2 v1,01€Pg,m1,F1E€EPH:  Vm,0m€EPg,rm,fmEPy:
ritvi,71+01€Py Tm+Um,Tm+Um €PH
m m—2
X H T M7 Ov; 00, H 5”1‘752'(571‘ + 5f¢+vi)5f}m—1,vm—1 Z 903(_Um, q,Um — 'Um)
j=1 i=1 qePy
X Z : 5‘17pm71+'1~1m—'vm 5ﬁm—17q5ﬁm \Pm—Um+Um 5pm71,—pm+vm—'l~1m+vmfl .

pe€{—re,rotuc}
PeE{Te, o4y}
l=m—1m

Hence, we have

Mo
e <ON Il

< (llos|* Iz + llvsoslli + llvsoslinglZ + losllvsoslngllso)
(3.33)

where we used the bound
|03(=vim: @5 Vm = Um)0py,a04,pm+5m—vim |
< CON™(|1n11113610,0 105 | + 1Yo [V | 108 6 Yo |75 | 1287 | 0|05, | [V ) -
Moreover, since
|03(=Vms @ U — Um)0q.prm—105m—1,pm—1|
< ON*(|lnmll3llosliz + 1vsl3 + sl HnelZ + llosloollnm ool vslso)

we get

M! B
IV N3 g s

1€u11”

% (losiZllnzllz + Isllz + sl + 1vsllsllos loolnmls)-
Finally, we note that
|23(=Vms @, Um = Um)Og,p—145m—vim Opm—1.4
< ON"([[n8 113100 105, | + Vo 15| + 1136 Y00 [V |+ 02 51105, 170, ])

which implies

| M| -
G T!Q <CN*loslllnm I 1% (los | 1% + lvsosl® + lvsoslillos|nzll)-
(3.34)
The bounds (333)-(334) yield, recalling (1)) and (Z2),
/ !/ /
(60,6 _ M+ MG+ M s )

17— 1€117

under the assumptions x < 2/3 and e small enough.

From (B),E10), B17). G2, B2, G32) and G we get BD).
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