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Abstract

We consider a system of N bosons, in the two-dimensional unit torus. We assume
particles to interact through a repulsive two-body potential, with a scattering length
that is exponentially small in N (Gross-Pitaevskii regime). In this setting, we es-
tablish the validity of the predictions of Bogoliubov theory, determining the ground
state energy of the Hamilton operator and its low-energy excitation spectrum, up
to errors that vanish in the limit N — oo.

1 Introduction

In the past decades, Bose-Einstein condensates (BEC) have emerged as important quan-
tum systems, in view of the precision and flexibility with which they can be manipulated.
Experiments on thin films [5] or in highly elongated magnetic and pancake-shaped op-
tical traps (see e.g. [IIl Sect.1.6]) have also pushed forward the study of BEC in low
dimensional systems. As a matter of fact, dimensionality plays a crucial role in situa-
tions where spontaneous symmetry breaking of continuous symmetries occurs [30, 23].
Hence, it is not surprising that equilibrium properties of the two dimensional Bose gas
exhibit significant differences compared with the three dimensional case (see e.g. [27,
Chapter 3|, [35] Chapter 23], [17]).

In this paper, we are interested in the low energy spectrum of two dimensional dilute
Bose gases, describing systems where both the quantum and thermal motions are frozen
in one direction (see [36} [10] for a discussion of regimes where the confined system has
rather a three dimensional character). In particular, we consider N bosons moving
in the two-dimensional box A = [~1/2;1/2]?, with periodic boundary conditions (the
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two-dimensional unit torus) and described by the Hamilton operator

_ Y _ Y 2N N(,. _
Hy=> —Au + > V(e —ay)), (1.1)
j=1

i<j

acting on the Hilbert space L2(A"), the subspace of L?(A") consisting of functions that
are symmetric with respect to permutations of the N particles. Here V' is a non-negative,
compactly supported and spherically symmetric two body potential. The form of the
scaled interaction Vi (x) = 2NV (eNx) is chosen so that the scattering length of Vi is
equal to e Na, with a the scattering length of V. Indeed in two dimensions and for a
potential V' with finite range Ry the scattering length is defined by
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1®M®_§AJNM+J%’M (1.2)
where R > Ry, Bp is the disk of radius R centered at the origin and the infimum is taken
over functions ¢ € H'(Bg) with ¢(x) = 1 for all  with |z| = R (see for example [27]
Sect. 6.2]). In the scaling limit defined by (IIl), known as the two dimensional Gross-
Pitaevskii regime, we provide an expression for the ground state energy and the low-
energy excitation spectrum, up to errors vanishing as N — oo, validating the predictions
of Bogoliubov theory [9]. In particular we exhibit a proof of the linear dependence of
the dispersion of low-lying excitation at low-momenta, a fact which is interpreted in the
physics literature as a signature for superfluidity.

Remark that, rescaling lengths, the two dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii regime can be
interpreted as describing an extended Bose gas (of particles interacting through the un-
scaled potential V') at a density that is exponentially small in N. While the exponential
smallness of the density (or, equivalently, of the scattering length) makes it difficult to
directly apply our results to physically relevant situations, it should be stressed that the
Gross-Pitaevskii regime provides a first example of scaling limit in which peculiarities of
two-dimensional systems can be observed.

The following theorem is our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let V € L3(R?) be non-negative, compactly supported and spherically
symmetric. The ground state energy En of the Hamiltonian Hy defined in (1)) is such
that, as N — oo,

Eyn =2r(N — 1) + n%a?

’ 1
+ % Z {\/m - p2 — 47 + (izg (1 — J0(|p|a))] + O(N*TOwL(S) (13)

peAj

for any § > 0. Here, we use the notation N* = 277>\ {0} and Jy indicates the zero-th
order Bessel function of the first kind (taking into account that Jo(r) ~ r—1/? asr — oo

and expanding +/|p|* + 8wp? for large |p|, it is easy to check that the sum on the second
line converges).



Moreover, the spectrum of Hy — En below a threshold ( > 0 consists of eigenvalues

having the form

for

)

i)

iii)

S npy/Iplt + 8792 + O(N~H (1 + ¢17)) (1.4)

pEA:

any 0 > 0. Heren, €N for all p € A%, and n, # 0 for finitely many p € A% only.

Remarks.

To keep our analysis as simple as possible, we restrict our attention to bosons
moving in the two-dimensional unit torus. Our results could be extended to more
general trapping potentials, combining the proof of Theorem [L.I] with ideas from
[32] 141, 33| [15], recently developed in the three dimensional setting.

To leading order, the first rigorous computation of the ground state energy of a di-
lute two-dimensional Bose gas has been obtained in [2§]. In this paper, the authors
considered a system of N particles, moving in a box with side length L and interact-
ing through a two-body potential with scattering length a. In the thermodynamic
limit N, L — oo at fixed density p = N/L?, they considered the ground state energy
per particle, e(p), and they proved that

4d7tp Cp

e — < .
(") = Tiogloatl| < Log(pa?) /%

Translating to the Gross-Pitaevskii regime (where p = N and the scattering length
is given by eV a), this bound implies that

- 4 N2
" [log(Ne—2Na?)]

Ex [1 + O(N*1/5)] (1.5)
which is consistent with the leading order term in (L3). The estimate (LI) has
been extended to general trapping potentials in [25]. Recently, also the free energy
of a two-dimensional dilute Bose gas at positive temperature has been computed
to leading order in [I8 [29] (thermodynamic limit) and in [I9] (Gross-Pitaevskii
regime).

It is interesting to compare our bound (L3]) with the second order approximation
of the energy per particle in the thermodynamic limit, given by

e(p) = 47pr<1 — b|log b| + (% + 27 +log 7r>b + o(b)) (1.6)

with b = |log(pa?)|~! and where v = 0.577.. is Euler’s constant. This expression,
first predicted in [2, B1] [34], has been recently proved, for all positive potentials
with finite scattering length, in [20] (partial results have been previously obtained
in [21], restricting the analysis to quasi-free states). In the Gross-Pitaevskii limit,
where p = N and b = (2N —log N —log a®)~!, one can check that (L)) is consistent



iv)

with (L3) (in the thermodynamic limit, the lattice spacing in A* tends to zero,
and the sum over p € A* is replaced by an integral, which is convergent because
limrﬁo Jo(T’) = 1)

It is interesting to observe that (I3]) and (L4]) only depend on the interaction
potential through the term 7%a? and the argument of the Bessel function .Jy in the
expression for the ground state energy. Observing that the quantity

—2mlog(¢/a) + 724? — 4r? Z Jo(£Ipl) /p°
peA’

is independent of the choice of ¢ > 0 (see the end of the proof of Prop. E3]), we

could also rewrite

2

1 4
Ey =2n(N—~1)+2rloga+n’+5 ) [V/Ipl + 8mp?—p?—am+ (223 (1=Jolp) |

PEAT

up to errors O(N~/1049) making the logarithmic form of the dependence of Ey
on a explicit. If we replace the potential 2NV (eVN.) in () with an interaction

having scattering length ag\lf) = e N/Eq for some R > 0, the estimates in Theorem
[LT] would depend on R; in particular (L3)) would read

EWY = 27R(N — 1) + R?log R + 7°a®R

+ % > <\/1W7er2 —p® —4ArR+ Gl (1- J0(|p|a/\/ﬁ)))

2 2
pe2nZ2\{0} p

and the dispersion of the low-energy excitations would be given by e(?) (p) =
Vp*+ 8TRp?. Approximating the sum with an integral (in the limit of large R,
after replacing the variable p with p/v/R), this leads to

E](\?) ~ 27RN + mR? [% + 27 + log (wRaQ/Q)}

which is perfectly consistent with the formula (L6]) obtained in the thermodynamic
limit.

The assumptions on V' are technical; the result is expected to hold true for any pos-
itive interaction with finite scattering length (in particular bounds compatible with
(L3) and upper bounds matching (4] for hard core interactions can be obtained
following [20, [3]) and also, more generally, for a certain class of (not necessarily non-
negative) potentials having positive scattering length. The condition V € L3(R?) is
used to show some properties of the solution of the scattering equation, in Lemma
211 The restriction to V' > 0 is used to discard certain error terms, when proving
lower bounds for the eigenvalues of (LII).



The proof of Theorem [L.Tlis based on Fock space methods, recently developed in the
three-dimensional setting, to study the dynamics of Bose-Einstein condensates [4, [I3] and
to investigate the equilibrium properties of dilute gases in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime.
In particular, these techniques led to the verification of the predictions of Bogoliubov
theory for the ground state energy and the excitation spectrum of three dimensional
Bose gas in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, confined on the unit torus [8] 22] or by more
general trapping potentials [I5] [33].

The starting observation is that, in order to investigate the low-energy properties
of Bose gases, it is convenient to factor out the Bose-Einstein condensate and to focus
on its orthogonal excitations. This suggests to introduce a unitary transformation Uy,
mapping the N-particle Hilbert space L2(A") into the truncated bosonic Fock space

N N
FEN=@Primn = Primn (17)

n>0 n>0

constructed over the orthogonal complement L2 (A) of the condensate wave function ¢
(defined by ¢o(x) = 1, for all x € A). On the Hilbert space ]:_EN we introduce the
excitation Hamilton £y = UnHNUy;, given by the sum of a constant and of terms that
are quadratic, cubic and quartic in (appropriately defined) modified creation and anni-
hilation operators (see (23] below). In the very spirit of the Bogoliubov approximation,
we aim at reducing Ly to a quadratic (and therefore diagonalizable) Hamiltonian, up to
error terms vanishing in the limit of large N. To achieve this goal, we conjugate £y with
suitable unitary operators, modelling the correlation structure created by the singular
two-body interaction.
The main input for our analysis are the recent results of [16], proving a bound of the
form
2rN — C < En < 27N + Clog N (1.8)

for the ground state energy and, most importantly, showing that the ground state and
low-energy states of (1) exhibit complete Bose-Einstein condensation, with at most
order log N excitations. This estimate is used here to show that several error terms,
emerging from the unitary conjugations can be neglected.

While this strategy is similar to the one used in the three-dimensional setting (see,
for example, [0, 8, 221 B3], 15], 12]), the choice of the appropriate unitary transformations
and their action strongly depend on the specific problem under consideration.

Compared with the three-dimensional setting, a first important difference we have
to face to prove Theorem [[T] is the fact that, in the two-dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii
regime, correlations among particles are much stronger. This can already be seen by
noticing that the expectation of (LI on factorized states is of the order N2, in the
limit of large N. Hence, correlations among particles are responsible for reducing the
ground state energy of (IT]) to a quantity of order N. As a consequence, some additional
care is required when studying the action of quadratic and cubic transformations that
generate the correlation structure characterizing low-energy states. In particular, since
cubic terms in the Hamilton operator carry large contributions to the energy (growing



with N, as N — oo) we are not able to prove a-priori bounds on moments of the number
of excitations (nor on products of the energy with moments of the number of excitations
operator), which were important in the three dimensional setting [8]. To overcome
this problem, we are going to apply a localization on the number of particle argument
(similarly to the one recently exploited in [33], 22]), combined with a-priori bounds on
the energy of the excitations. A second important difference, compared with the three-
dimensional setting, is that even after quadratic and cubic conjugations, the quartic part
Vy of the (renormalized) excitation Hamiltonian is not negligible on uncorrelated states.
While this is not a problem for the derivation of lower bounds (Vy is the restriction of
the potential energy on the orthogonal complement of ¢g; therefore, it is non-negative),
it affects the proof of upper bounds for the eigenvalues of Hpy. To circumvent this
problem, we need to implement an additional unitary transformation, defined by the
exponential of a quartic expression in creation and annihilation operators. Through this
quartic conjugation, we eliminate the low-momentum part of V. This allows us to show
upper bounds for the ground state energy and for low-energy excited eigenvalues of H
using uncorrelated states with low-momenta. This part is the main novelty of our work.
We remark that unitary operators given by the exponential of quartic expressions in
creation and annihilation operators have already been used in three dimensions in [IJ.
The action of the quartic operators used here, however, is quite different. In particular,
they renormalize the interaction up to contributions which are only negligible on suitable
low-momentum states (we will use such low-momentum states as trial states, to prove
upper bounds on the eigenvalues of (LT)).

The plan of the paper is as follows. In the next section we introduce the formalism of
second quantization and the map Uy, factoring out the condensate. Moreover, we define
the quadratic transformation e® and the cubic transformation e? that allow us to ap-
proximate the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian Ry = e~ “4e B LyePe? by the sum
of a quadratic Hamiltonian and of the quartic term Vy. The action of the unitary oper-
ators eB, e, the properties of Ry and their implications for Bose-Einstein condensation
in low-energy states of (ILI)) are discussed in Section [2 Up to this point the analysis is
similar to [I6] (some adaptation is still required, because we need here slightly stronger
bounds, compared with those established in [16]; for example we need an estimate for
the energy of excitations, not only for their number). The real novelty of the present
paper is in the Sects. BBl where we show how to extract order one contributions to the
ground state energy (to go from (L8] to the much more precise estimate ([3])) and to
compute low-energy excitations. In Sect.[ we introduce the quartic conjugation e” and
we show how it can be used to get rid of the low-momentum part of Vy. In Sect.l we
diagonalize quadratic Hamiltonians that have been derived in Sect.2 and in Sect.3] (we
will work with two different quadratic Hamiltonians, one for the upper bounds, one for
the lower bounds). The results from Sect.2H4l are combined in Sect.[] to complete the
proof of Theorem [[T} for the proof of the lower bounds, we apply here a localization
argument.
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2 The Renormalized Excitation Hamiltonian

We are going to describe excitations of the Bose-Einstein condensate on the truncated
Fock space }EN = @7]:[:0 Liwo (A)®=" constructed on the orthogonal complement of the
zero-momentum orbital pg(z) = 1 for all z € A. As first observed in [24], we can define
a unitary map Uy : L2(AY) — ]—"EN by requiring that Unyn = {ag, aq,...,an}, with
aj € L% (A)® for all j =0,1,..., N, if

Nf
¢N:O£0g08§N+011®3806®( Dy tan.

By definition, Unyn € ffN describes the orthogonal excitations of the condensate, in
the many-body state .
For any p,q € A% = 27Z*\{0}, we find (see [24, Prop. 4.2])

UNCLS(I()UX/ = N—N+
Un akao Uy = ajy/N — Ny = VNb,

(2.1)
Un agap Uy = /N — Ny a, =: VNb,
Un apa, Uy = apaq
where Ny = Zpe AL apap is the number of particles operator on .F_EN and where we

introduced modified creation and annihilation operators b, b, on }EN, satisfying

[bp, bg) = (1 - ﬁ) Opg — N Ya%p
[bp, bg] = (b, b3 = 0

[bp, agar] = bp,gbr [6h» agar] = —0p.rbg

(2.2)

for all p,q € A*.
With Uy, we define the excitation Hamiltonian £y := UnHNUy;, acting on a dense
subspace of ]—"EN. Expressing (L)) in second quantized form and using (2.1]), we find

Ly =L +25 +2% + (2.3)



where
1= 1=
LY = VO ~ DN = Ny) + SVONLN = A)
_ N
ﬁ%) =K+N Z V(p/e™) {bpbp — Napap}
peA:

N 37 N * 7 %
+ 5 D Vp/e™) [0pbr, + by (2.4)
peAj

3 % *oat ;
Eg\/) =VN Z Vi(p/e™) [bp-i-qa—paq T aqa_pbp+q]
P,qEA 1 p+q#0

LY =vy.

Here, we defined the Fourier transform of V' by
V(k) = / V(z)e *td
RQ

for all k& € R?, and we introduced the notation

1 —~
K= Z an;ap, Vy = 3 Z V(T/eN)a;+raZapaq+r (2.5)
peEAL P.gENY TENT:
r#—p,—q

for the kinetic and potential energy operators, restricted to the orthogonal complement
of the condensate wave function. In the rest of the paper we are going to use the notation
Hyn =K+ V.

The Hamilton operator Ly is the starting point for our analysis. As discussed in
the introduction, we are going to conjugate £y by suitable unitary operators to extract
large contributions to the energy that are still hidden in Eg\?;), ng}). To construct these
unitary operators, we consider the ground state solution f; of the eigenvalue problem

(= 2+ 5V@) folw) = M flw) (26)

on the ball |z| < M/, satisfying Neumann boundary conditions and normalized so that
fe(x) =1 for |z| = e™¢ (for simplicity we omit here the N-dependence in the notation
for f;, and for \;). We will later choose £ = N~% with a > 0 so that e ™ < £ < 1. The
next Lemma (proven in Appendix [B]) collects properties of fy, A\; that will be important
for our analysis.

Lemma 2.1. Let V € L3(R?) be non-negative, compactly supported (with range Ry) and
spherically symmetric, and denote its scattering length by a. For any 0 < ¢ < 1/2, N
sufficiently large, let f; denote the solution of (26l). Then
i)
0< fi(z) <1 Vx| < eMNe. (2.7)



it) We have

2 3.1 c 1
N e ZWM S Gy

i11) There exist a constant C' > 0 such that

' / dwV(x)folw) - 1og(jf7vre/a) (1 * 210g(elN€/a)>‘ = 1og3(gve/a) '

iv) Let wp =1 — fy. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

lwe(z)] < € e e
A\Z)| = C% if Ro < || < et
C 1

|Vwg(z) for all |z| < eNe.

<
= log(eNt/a) |z| +1

We rescale the solution of (Z6]), setting fy¢(z) := fo(eNx) for [z| < £, and fy(z) =
1 for x € A, with |z| > ¢. Then

N
(—A + %V(GNCC)) fne(@) =M Aofne(@)xe(a) (2.10)

with x, denoting the characteristic function of the ball |z| < ¢. Setting wn, =1 — fn e,
we find wy o(x) = we(eMN ), if |2| < ¢, and wy (z) = 0, if z € A and |z| > £ (recall, from
Lemma 2] that wy =1 — f;). We can then define 77: A — R as

i(x) = =Nwy(r) = —Nuwg(eV), (2.11)
with Fourier coefficients
np = =Ny (p) = —Ne *Nwy(p/e"). (2.12)

Notice that 7, € R (from the radial symmetry of fy). To express the scattering equation
(210) in terms of the coefficients 7,, it is useful to introduce the function wy € L*(A),
defined through the Fourier coefficients

wn(p) = 2N62N)\g§<\g(p) =gn X(Up), gN = INe*NV 2 )\, (2.13)

for all p € A% (here X/(p) and X(p) denote the Fourier coefficients of the characteristic
functions of the ball of radius £ and one respectively, and we used that x¢(p) = £2X(¢p)).
Again, we find Wy (p) € R (by radial symmetry of x;). In the next lemma, we list some
properties of 77 and of wy.



Lemma 2.2. Let V € L3(R?) be non-negative, compactly supported and spherically
symmetric, and denote its scattering length by a. For any 0 < £ < 1/2, N sufficiently
large, let 1 and wy be defined as in ZII) and ZI3), respectively. Then, we have
Ino| < CP? and Wn(0) = mgn with |gn| < C, uniformly in N. More precisely, we find

|On(0) = NIV fell| <ON™T. (2.14)

Moreover, we have Wy(p) > 0 for all p € A% with £|p| <1 and the pointwise bounds

C . . 1
< s B < Cmin {1 s )

for all p € A . We also have the estimates
Inll3 = 51> < Ce2, |illz, < CON.

Finally, for every p € A*, we can write (Z10) as

N 1, -
PP + ( (./eN) % fne) = §(WN * fne)
or, equivalently, as
P + Vp/e ZVP q)/e™ g
e - 1 (2.15)
=5 ()+W ON(p— @)1y -

qeEN*

Proof. The bounds for |no|, |np|, [|n]]2, [|7]| g1 have been established in [I6] Sect. 3]. The
bounds for Wy (0) are a direct consequence of Lemma 2] (in particular, of parts (ii) and
(ili)). To prove that Wy (p) > 0 for p € A% with £|p| < 1 and to show the estimate for
|on (p)|, we observe that, denoting by J; the Bessel function of the first kind of order 1,

J1(£]pl)

: (2.16)

From 0 < Jy(r) < Crfor all 0 < r < 2, |Ji(r)] < Cr=1/2 for all » > 1, we obtain the
claim. O

As mentioned above, we choose £ = N~ so that ||n]|?, |no] < CN 2% will be small
factors. With the coefficients 7, introduced in ([ZI2]) we define, following [I6], the
antisymmetric operators

1 k7 %
B=g5 Y (b, —hc) (2.17)
pGA*
and 1
A= i > np(bpy 0ty —hec). (2.18)
p,vEA

10



We will consider the unitary operators e and e. For our analysis, it will be important
to control the growth of number of particles and energy with respect to the action of
eP e the following lemma is proven in [I6], Sect. 3-4].

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that B, A are defined as in (2.17) and (218). Then, for any
k € N there exists a constant C > 0 (depending on k) such that

e PN+ D)Pe”, e N + Dt <O+ 1D)F,

Moreover, we also have the following bound for the growth of the energy w.r.t. e” (a
similar estimate also holds for the action of €®, but we will not need it in the sequel):

e A Hyet < OHy + ON(N; +1)

holds true on ]:fN, for any a > 0 (recall the choice £ = N~% in the definition (Z12) of
the coefficients n,), for all « > 1, s € [0;1] and N € N large enough.

With A, B, we define the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian
Ry = e e BUNHNUGP et . (2.19)

In the next proposition, we collect important properties of Ry. Part a) isolates the
important contributions to R y; its proof follows closely the proof of Prop. 4 in [16] and
is deferred to Appendix[A]l Part b) and c), on the other hand, are consequences of part
a) and will be used to show upper and, respectively, lower bounds on the eigenvalues.

Proposition 2.4. Let V € L3(R?) be compactly supported, pointwise non-negative and

spherically symmetric. Let Ry and Oy be defined in (Z19) and ZI3)), respectively. Let
=N~ and a>5/2.

a) There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

N o~ - N 1 ~
Ry = E(v(./eN) * fne)(0)(N —1) (1 — ﬁ) t3 Z W (p)np
pEAi
N ~ ~ N.
=+ E(V(/QN) * fN,Z) (O) N+ <1 — ﬁ)
~ . N 1 . s 2.20
+ won(0) Z apap<1 — ﬁ) + 3 Z Wn(p) [bpb_p + bpb_p] ( )
peA: peA:
1 ~
+—= Z N (r)[byipa* ap + hoc] + Hy + Er
r,vGAj_:
r#—uv
where
+Er <CNV2(log N)YV2(Hy + 1), (2.21)

for N € N sufficiently large.

11



b) Let
1

N ~ ~ ~
Cr =5 (VC/M)x v OWN =) +5 > onlom.  (222)
pEAi
Let Py, be the low-momenta set
Pr={pe A} :|p| <N}, (2.23)
with v € (0;1/2). Let
L ~ * 1 P * 7ok
&=+ on )b, + 5 D ON(P)[bpb=, + bpbp] - (2.24)
pEPL pEPL
Then
Ry =Cr+ Q%'+ Y vPaja, + Vv + &k, (2:25)
PEPL

for an error term £ satisfying
+E <C [NT¥2 4 N7 (1og N)V2| (W) + 1)(H +1) (2.26)

<N
on]:+ .

¢) Finally, let v € (1/6;1/2) and Py, as above; then there exists a constant C such
that for any v € (0;1/4) we have

Ry>Crt Y ((1 _ONT)? +aN(p))b;bp AN Y ata,

pEPL pEAT\PyL
1 -~ k7 %k -1 9 _
T3 ; “n(p) [bsb*, + byb_p] — Clog N)NTH (N4 +1)* —=CN 7.
pelrL

(2.27)

Remark. Conjugating with the unitary operators e? and e, we effectively replace the
interaction /Y}(p/ eN) appearing in (24) with the renormalized potentials (/17( /) *.]/C\Nj)
and N~1%y. More precisely, conjugation with e? renormalizes the off-diagonal quadratic
term (second term on the third line of (2Z.20])), while the cubic conjugation renormalizes
the diagonal quadratic and the cubic terms. Renormalization arises when combining
terms in Ly with contributions from the commutators [B,Ly] and [A4, Ly]. At the
same time, this procedure produces new constant terms, reducing L'g\of) in (Z4) (a term
of order N?) to the first line in ZI9) (order N). After renormalization with e? and e?,
the only term in (220) still depending on the original potential ?(p/ eN) is the quartic
term Vy (contained in Hy = K + Vy). In contrast with the three-dimensional setting,
Vn is here of order one (on uncorrelated trial states); this is the reason why, to show
upper bounds on the eigenvalues of Ry, we will need an additional conjugation, with a
quartic phase.

12



Proof of Prop. [27) As explained above, the proof of part a) is sketched in App. [Al
Part b) follows from part a). In fact, the cubic term appearing on the r.h.s. of (Z20)
can be estimated by

1 ~ * *
‘ \/—N Z WN(T) <§7 br+va’fravé.>
rmEAi

r#—uv

IN

2=

> @MWV + 1) a L[NV + 1)V 2an]|
rmEAi
r#£—uv

1/2
PPNV + 1), el (2.28)
nvEAi
r#—v

2=

@ (r)[?
P
rVEAT

r#£—uv

1/2
(W + 1) anelP]

C(log N)1/2
< % 12V + D]

where we used that

3 |”N(f)| < ClogN. (2.29)
o]
Moreover, we can write
Z prasa, = Z pPbib, + &1 (2.30)
pEPL peEPL,
and I
~ * + ~ *
oy (0) Y aray (1 — W) = On(p)biby + &2 (2.31)
pEA: pEPL
for error terms &1, & satisfying
+ 6,8 <CN YK +1)WN, +1) (2.32)

for all & > 1 (here we used |[Wn(p) —wn(0)| < Clp|/N® and also the bound Wy (p) < C,
to control the contribution from |p| > N**").
As for the off-diagonal quadratic contribution associated with momenta p € Py, we

find, with Lemma 2.2]

On(p)]? N3 .
— 7 < — < CN™Y,
jz: p2 — jz: -

5
peEP} peEP} |p|
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Hence

€Y antbb 8l <C[ Y '“‘”|V ; } I3 Pl } IV + D)Y2

peEP} pEP} pEP}
< CNT#RICPE||| (W +1)12¢)) .
(2.33)

From Eq. (Z28) and Egs.(230)-233]), together with the simple bound

ST/ P O N~ DN /N — N (1= N N)]| < T2

we obtain (2.25]).
Finally, we show part ¢). Again, we start from (220) and we use ([228]) to bound

the cubic term and (2.33]) to control the off-diagonal quadratic contribution associated
with p € Pf. Instead of (Z31), we notice that, since &y (0) > 0,

3 @N(O)a;;ap<1 - %) > 3" an(0)bib, — %M-

pEA’jr pEPL

This bound, combined with the observation that, by (2.13]),
[ @n) ~an () (€ bibye)| < CNT 3 Iplllayé]? < ON 72K ¢
pEPL, peEPL,
and with Vx > 0 implies that, for any v > 0,
~ ¥ 1 ~ ok
Ry >Cr+ > @n(p)biby + 3 > On(p)[bpd”, + bpb_p]
PEP pePr,
log N
N1

Later on we will need to fix v < 1/4 to control the error proportional to J\/JQr With this
restriction and for v € (1/6;1/2) there exists C such that

~ * 1 5k 1
Ry > C’R + Z WN(p)bpbp + 5 Z ( )[bpbfp + bpb*p] + ENW Z
pPEPL pEPL PEAT\PL

+K-C {N’” + N~%/2 4 N~ (log N)1/2] (K+1)— Ny +1)2,

+(1-CN)Y " pPata, - NM(J\/++1) —~CN7.
pePL

Here, we divided the kinetic energy into the sum of two operators; in the one associated
with p € A%\ P we estimated p? > N7. With a%a, > bib,, we obtain (Z.2T)). O

As shown in [I6], Theorem 1.1], an important consequence of part a) of Prop. 24
is the emergence of Bose-Einstein condensation for low-energy states, with an optimal
control on the number of orthogonal excitations. This also implies an upper bound for
the expectation of the operator H, on the excitation vectors associated with low-energy
states; this is the content of the next proposition.

14



Proposition 2.5. Let V € L3(R?) be non-negative, compactly supported and spherically
symmetric. Let ¥y € L2(AN) with ||[¢n|| = 1 belong to the spectral subspace of Hy with
energies below 2N + (, i.e.

YN = 1 _oo2nn+¢) (HN)YN - (2.34)

Let En = e*Ae*BUNl/JN be the renormalized excitation vector associated with 1. Then
for any a > 5/2, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(v (Hy +1)En) < C(1 4 ()(log N) . (2.35)

Proof. Combining the bounds [16, Egs. (58)-(59)] for the excitation Hamiltonian R‘j\%a
defined in [I6] Eq. (47)] with the estimate (Z2I]) (and with the observation that, by
&), IRSF, — (Ry — €r)| < C), we conclude that

1
RN Z 27TN—|— 57‘[N — C(logN)(N+ + 1)

for any a > 5/2 and N large enough. The assumption (2:34]), and the definition of &y
imply therefore that

(€, Hén) <2C+ C(log N){En, Ny + 1)En) -

From the condensation estimate [16, Eq. (61)] and from Lemma 23] we conclude that

(N, HnEN) S C(C+1)(log N).

3 Quartic conjugation

From (2Z.20)), it is clear that to prove upper bounds on the eigenvalues of Ry, we cannot
ignore the contributions of Vy on the r.h.s. of ([Z25]). Instead, we conjugate Ry with
a quartic phase, which (up to errors that can be neglected) removes the low-momentum
part of Vy, leaving us with an operator whose expectation vanishes on states generated
by the action of creation operators a,, with p € Pr, the low-momentum set defined in
[223). At the end, this will allow us to show upper bounds for the eigenvalues of Ry,
making use of trial states involving only particles with low momentum.
We consider the quartic operator

.1
D:=Dy—Dj = v Z N [ 4 Gy Oy — Ay @Ay — Gyt (3.1)

reA} v wePY,
VFE—T WHT

acting on .FEN. Here, 7, is defined as in 212) and P = {p € A% : [p| < N>V}

15



Since D commutes with the number of particles operator N, we trivially obtain
that
e Py +1)ke” = (W, +1)F
for all k£ € N.
We state now two lemmas that will be shown in the next subsections. In the first
lemma, we control the action of the quartic transformation on the kinetic energy oper-
ator.

Lemma 3.1. Let K and D be defined in (Z8) and in BII), respectively, with o > 5/2
and v € (0,1/2). Let k € N the smallest integer s.t. k > 4(a+ v — 1/2). Then there
exists C' > 0 such that

e PKeP < CK(WN: + 1)H+2 (3.2)

for N large enough. Moreover, we find

(log N)'/?
N1/2

Remark. Since N} commutes with D, [8.2) also implies that

+ [ePicel — ;c] <C KN, +1)5+3. (3.3)

e PN, +1)7eP < CK(Ny + 1)FH+2

for all j € N.
In the second lemma, we bound the growth of the potential energy operator.

Lemma 3.2. Let Vx and D be defined in (ZH) and 1), respectively. Fiz o > 5/2,
v € (0,1/2), and let k € N be the smallest integer such that k > 4(a+v—1/2). Recalling
the definition (Z23) of the set Pr, let

1 = %
V](VL) = N g V(u/e™) (a3 @y v +hec. (3.4)
uEA* v, wePy,
uFE—v,w

and

Vi = vy - VY

1 = 1 BN
=3 Z V(r/eN) ah,,al_ apay, + 1 Z Vi(r/eN) ah,, ak_ apa, +hc..
reA* vePy reA* v,wePf
wePy, r#E—v,W
rE—v,W
(3.5)
Then, we have

e PVye? =V 1 &, (3.6)

where
+Ep,y < CNY "2 (log NYV2K(N, + 1)+

for all N € N large enough.

16



Using the last two lemmas, we can describe the action of the quartic transformation
on the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian Rpy. Our goal consists in proving that, on
low-momentum states, the operator e”PRye” is given, up to negligible errors, by a
quadratic Hamiltonian which will be later diagonalized in Prop.

Proposition 3.3. Let Ry be defined as in [225]) and D defined as in (B1) with o > 5/2
andv € (0,1/2). Let Cr and Q%) be defined in [222)) and [224), respectively. Suppose
that &1, € ffN is such that a,&r, = 0, for all p € Pf, with the low-momentum set Pp,
defined as in (2.23). Then, we have

‘<£L, e PRyePer) — (&, (Cr + Q%))£L>‘

(3.7)
< C|:N73l//2 +N”*1/2(logN)1/2} (€, C (N + 1)n+5£L>’

where k € N is the smallest integer s.t. Kk > 4(a+v —1/2) and N € N is large enough.

Proof. From ([225)), we can write

Ry =Cr+ QY + K+ Vn+&r

where

~ * 1 %7 %
Q) = Q) = 3 phby = > o) By + 5 (B35, + byby)]
pePL pEPY,

and
+Er < C[N7¥2 4 N7 (0g N)2| (Hy + (N +1).

With Lemma Bl and Lemma B2l we find immediately that
|(€r. e PErePer)| < C[NT¥/2 + N™V2(0og N) 2 {er, KNG + 1)*F2¢1) . (3.8)

Moreover, with ([8.3) we obtain (using that a,&;, = 0 for all p € Py)

‘<§L767D,C6D§L>_ v <§Laa;ap§L>‘ < CON~2(log N)V2(¢p, KN +1)"13¢L) (3.9)
peEPy,

and, with (3.0)), we find
(€r,e”PVnePer) < ON"H2(log N)Y2 (0, KW +1)"H¢r) . (3.10)
It remains to study e~ é%)eD. Writing a;, .Gy, GGy = Q3 0y Gy oy — iy 1 GO o

and using (2.2]), we find
6

[%ﬂ:Z%
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with

1 ~ >k
Zl - ﬁ Z WN(U + T)nr (varra*wfrawbv + h.c. )
rGAi,quF@
r+vePr, r#w
1 A >k
22 - ﬁ Z WN(U)W (varra*wfrawa + h.C.)
reAi
’U,’LUEPL
r#E—v,W
1 A >k k%
Z3 = ﬁ Z WN(U + T)T/T (b—r—vbvawaw*T +h.c. )
rEAiﬂuwefi
v+rePr, w#r
1 ~
Zi=— Y Gn@+r)n by +he)
T‘EA*+7’UEPL
v+rePr,
1 A~ >k * *
Z5 - ﬁ Z WN(U)UT (bv—f—rb—vaw—raw + h.c. )
rGA:ﬂgwefi
r#E—v,w
1 ~
Zg = — m Z WN(U)UT (bvfrbvarr + h.c. ) :
T‘GA:,UEPL
vFEr
We can estimate 12
(log N)
=7 < O — KWy +1). (3.11)

forall t =1,...,6. Indeed

c .
(6 Z1 )L 1€ 22 1 < 5 1onllee Y Imrlllavsraw—réllllavant]]

reA}
v,we Py,
r#—v,w
C 1 1/2 12
EN{ > WHGHMW&HQ] [ > Inr|2|v|2\|avaw§\|2]
reAl reAy
v,wePr, v,wEPy,
T#*U,'u_} r?éf/u’w

< ON~'"%(log N) 2N ENICH2 (N + 1))
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As for Z3 we get

C . _
1€, 25 )] = 7 llon o > InlllWVe + 1720 buang [Ny + 1)V Pan ]|
rEAi,U,wEPL
VFE—T WFET

/
[ X i)

reAi,U,wePL
vE—TWHET

1
<[ RPIWE + )T buag)?
TEAi,v,wGPL
vE—T WHET

< ON~*H(log N) 2N N2 (N + 1))

<

2l

/2

Finally, using that |n,| < |r|~2, together with (229), we end up with

c _
€zl <5 D [an(o )|l Ve + 1)
reAY WEP
vFE—T
C on(v+T
<y X %Hbvsn\w\mnlﬂsn
reAY WEP
vE—T
log N 1/2 1 11/2
<R[ Y wPIee] [ 3 ] v + 1)
veEPL ve Py,
log N)3/2
< BN erragy v, +1)2¢).

The terms Z5 and Zg can be bounded similarly. With Lemma B we conclude that

e P QreP — Or = Z/ ds e P Z;e’P = €9 (3.12)
=170
where B
+Eo < CNV2(log NYV2IC(N, + 1)+3.
Combining B.8), (3.9), (3.10) and @.III), we obtain (B.7). O

3.1 Growth of the kinetic energy

In this section we show Lemma [3.]], establishing a-priori bounds on the growth of the
kinetic energy under the action of the unitary operator e”. We will use the following
preliminary estimate.
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Lemma 3.4. Let K be defined in [Z5]) and D defined as in B1), with o > 5/2 and
v e (0,1/2). Then for any s € [0, 1], there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

e_SD/CeSD < K+ CNQ(a+V—1/2)(N+ + 1)3 (3.13)
for all N large enough.

Proof of Lemma[3.7] The proof follows from Gronwall’s lemma. For a fixed £ € ]:_EN
and s € [0;1] we define
he(s) = (£,ePK e*Pe)

Then
he(s) = (€,e°P[IC, D]e*P¢).
With
[a;ap, aerra*w,,,avaw] = aerra:ufravaw(‘sp,var + Opw—r — Opw — 5p,w)
we find
1 * *
[’C7 D] = ﬁ Z (7’2 —+ 27" . U)?]rav+raw_ravaw —+ h.C_
reA} v weP
VFE—T WHT
Using the scattering equation (2.I5]) and the definition of Wy (p) in (ZI3) we get
1 £ N *
K, D] = — 1 Z (V('/GN) * fne)(r) (avHa*w,,,avaw + h.c.)
reA* v, we Py,
VE—T WHFET
1 n i * *
+ AN Z (@n * fo)(T)(aUJrraw_,navaw + h.c.)
TGA:,v,wEPL
e (3.14)
1 5% n *
1 2 (V) ) 0) (b auan + hic.)
v,we Pr,
1 4
* N Z T vy (a;_,_rafﬂ_ravaw + h-C-) = Z K;.
reN* v, wePy, i=1
VFE—T WHFET

To estimate the first term on the r.h.s of (BI4]) we use ([Z9) to estimate H?(/eN) *
Inilloo < C/N and @) to bound ||V (-/eN) * fa ]2 < CelN. We obtain

S O RG]
vEAT reA” |’U +T|2
r#—uv
—~ - 1 ~ -~ 1 1/2
<SIWVEM)s Fudloo Y s HIVEE) P Y ]
|rt+o|<eN ’1)4—7”’ |r+v|>elN ‘U—i—?“‘

(3.15)
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Hence

(€ e P K1e*Pg))|

<C Y AV In) IV + 17 agraw— e PEN (N + 1) P ayay,ePe]|

reAN* v, wePr,
VE—T WHFET

VI(-/eN) % Fa 1/2
S C|: N Z ’( ( /T,U :_*r{évj)(r)’ H(N+ + 1)1/2@aneSD§”2:|
reAN* v, wePr,

vFE—TWHET
~ - B . 1/2
x [ Yo V)« fna) @l + IV + 1) 2 ag an—e*PE)?

reN* v,wePy,
vE—T WHET

< ONP 2Ny 4+ 1)32esDe][|| KM 2esPe]|.
Similarly, with ||0y * fN,gHOO < Jwnll1 < C and ||y * foHQ < Jlwnlle < CN* we get

(@ * fv,e)(r)]

sup

r#—v
~ -~ 1 =R ~ 1 1/2
< ||@n * fielloo Z [FEE + ||on * fN7£||2[ Z m] <ClogN .
[r+v| <N« |r+v|>N
Hence
_ C WN * fNj r 1/2
|<£,€ SDK265D £>| < N[ Z ’( ‘U+r‘2)( )’Havaw(NJr+1)1/265D£||2]

TEA’jr,v,wEPL
vE—T WHET

1/2

[ ok rPlesrauss 1) ]
rGAj_,v,wEPL
VFE—T WHT
< CN*"Hlog )2 |IKY2ePe]|[| (N + 1) e P
As for K3 we use Eq. (2.9) in Lemma 2.T] to conclude:
—sD sD 9 sD ¢12 ¢ sD 12
(e PRy PO < = Y llavawe el < TIWG +De el (31)
v,we Py,

Finally, to bound K4 we write 7 -v = (r 4+ v) - v — |[v|?> and we split correspondingly

K, in two terms, denoted by K41 and Ky below. Recalling from Lemma that
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Inlle < CN~%, we bound

_ C 1/2
(e PEn ePe < < (sw )| D I Plavan(Vy + 1)1 2ePe)?]
N 'UEPL %
reN* v, wePr,
VFE—T WHFET

1/2
[ I ol v W+ )P
reN*, v,wePr,
VE—T WHFET

< ONOT2L e Pg] (V4 + 1) 2P
On the other hand
C 1/2
—sD sD <« = 21,12 —1/2 _sD ¢12
(e PR ePe << (swpol)| Y PP lavanNy + )72 Pe 2]

vePL reAN*, v,wePy,
vE—T WHET

1/2
8 { Z |@v-+raw—r (N3 + 1)+1/265D£H2}
reN*, v, we Py,
vE—TWHET

< ONFHIRY2esPe] ||| (W + 1) 2esPe]|.

Collecting the results above (and recalling that v < 1/2 and that Ny commutes with
D) we end up with

(&, e*P[KC, DlePe)| < (6, e *PKePe) + ON*CH 12 g, (W +1)%).
Hence, applying Gronwall’s lemma to the differential inequality
[he(5)] < he(s) + ON?ECH YD (e (N + 1)%€)
we end up with (BI3]). O
With the help of Lemma [3.4] we can now show Lemma [3.11

Proof of Lemma[3l We first show that the commutator [K, D] satisfies the bound
(log N)'/2
N1/2
Indeed, the bounds for the terms K;, Ko and K, defined in (3.14]) can be all improved

by using the kinetic energy operator. We have (recall the definition of P, in ([2:23)))

[(V(-/eN) = Frno)(r)]
Z v+ r[?

+[K,D]<C KN, . (3.17)

[v*llavaw]®

6 Ka)l < O ]

reAN* v, wePry:
r#£E—uv,w

1 1/2

[T Fad 0] o o+ Pl €l
reN* v, wePy,:
r#—v,w

< CN~Y2(log N)2| KMV2N 212,
(3.18)
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and, similarly,

c 3 (@ * Fne) )] o 2]t/
K. < — . vy
|<£’ 2 £>| =N |:T€Ai7v7w€PL: |U+’I“|2 |U| HCL a 5” ]
r#£E—vw

1 1/2
[ X e rPleon )]

reA} v,wePy:
r#£E—uv,w

< ON"Y(log N)|IKM2N %€ 2.

To show that K is also bounded from the r.h.s. of ([BI7) we split as before Ky into Ky
and Kjo. We get

C 1/2 1/2
e Kn Ol <o [ D mPoPlaantl?] | Y I o favsraw- €]
rel*, reA*,
v, wePr: v,weEPr:
r#E—v,W r#E—v,W

< ON"THIKYAN e

On the other hand, distinguishing the cases » +v € P, and r +v € P we find
(€, Ku2 &)
¢ 1 1/2
< N < sup M) [ Z i+ o2 ’U’2|’avaw§“2:|

vePL reN*, v, wePr,
w#r, r+ve Py,
1/2
<| X Pl vPlavaw €l

reN* v, we Py,
w#r,v+rePr,

2 1/2
v
S0 A e P laanl?]

2
r+uv
reN* v, wePr, | |
w#r, r+vEP]

1/2
<[ b oPlavian £l

reN* v, we Py,
w#r,v+rePY

< ON""Y(log N)V2 | KV2N %€ )2

2l

Eq. (BI1) then follows from the previous bounds, together with (8.14]) and ([B.16]). Now,
with (BI7) and using that [Ny, D] = 0 we rewrite

1
e PKel = IC—i—/ dt, e""P[KC, D]t P
0 (3.19)

(log N)V/2 1 1/2 1/2
S’C—i—CW ; dt1N+/ e tlD,CetlDN+/ .
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Iterating x — 1 times we obtain

(log N)i/?
jINi/2

1 N K/2 t1 tr—1 . "
og / dtl/ dt2---/ dtHN+/267tNDICetNDN+/2‘
0

Estimating the error term with Lemma [B.4] we find

e PKeP <IC+CZ KN

(log N) IC./\/'] (log N)”Q/2

!NJ/Q T N2(a+ufl/2) (N+ + 1)I€+3 ]

e Pice? <IC+CZ

Choosing k > 4a + 4v — 2 and N large enough, we obtain (3.2)). Applying (B17) to the
identity in (3I9]), we find

1 loc N 1/2 1
e Picel — IC} = :I:/0 dte P [IC,D] etP < C%/{) dt./\/’_lk/QeftDlCetD./\/'_,l_ﬂ.
With B2), we arrive at ([B.3]). O

3.2 Growth of the interaction potential Vy

The aim of this section is to prove Lemma B2 describing the action of the quartic
transformation e” on the potential energy operator Vy. To achieve this goal, we first
prove estimates for the commutator [V, D].

Lemma 3.5. Let VN and D be defined in [23) and BI) respectively, with o > 5/2 and

v e (0,1/2). Let V ) be defined as in ([37). Then, for N large enough, there exists a
constant C >0 such that

VN, Dl = =V + €y . (3.20)
with
£ Eyy.p) < CNYV2(log N)V2K (N +1)2. (3.21)
Moreover
+ [V, D] < ON""2(10g N)V2KC (N + 1)2 (3.22)

Proof. First, we prove Eq. (320, B2I]). A straightforward computation leads us to

[a;qtuazapanru’ a’:+ra’tv rava’w]
vt Gy gy Gy Qi Qg Gy Gy~ Ot o — Gy Oy Oy - Uy O
+ Op vqray, +uaqaw 1 Qg Oy Gy - 6, ,w_raeruaan,,aquuavaw (3.23)
= Oq,0 @y 4Gy —p i 44 G OpOgtu — Og,uw0ip Gy —p Qi 4o Vo ApQgtau

* * * * * *
= Optu,vly g Aoy —p O Qg Ap Qg ptu,w @y Gy —p A ApQgto, -

24



Normal ordering the terms in the first and in the last lines we obtain:

[VN’D]

1 —~
Z V(u/e™) Z Nr [0 4O Qg s Qg Oy @yl — hiC.]

" 8N
P.qEAY, u€A” reA, v,wEPL
,u?épvq u;ﬁf'u,w 3 (324)
1 P . )
N m Z V((u N T)/BN) T (av—l—uaw—uavaw + h.C.) + Z Vi ,
uEA*,reAj_ part
v,we Py,
uF—v,w
where
1 . . )
Vis—m > VeV (@, ah au- i +he.)
uGA*,TEA*+7v7w€PL
vE—TWHAT
1 N * *
Vomse Y Ve (a0l dgraaue, + he.)
ueEN* ,q,reN* v, wEP,
U#‘FT‘*w,jq,y;éfr,
1 R . ) )
‘/3 N _W Z V(U/GN)TIT (av+7‘aw—7’aqawav—uaq+u + hC) .

ueA* ,q,7"€/\’_‘F U, WE Py,
v#—r,w;ﬁr,u;ﬁv,—q

Using the definition 1, = —Nwy (r), and Wy ¢(r) = 00 — fN,g(r) we further split the
first term on the r.h.s. of (3.24)), thus getting

5

1 17 * *
[Vn, D] = - g V(u/eMN) (@) 0@l —yavaw + he. )+ E Vi (3.25)
ueN* i=1
v, we Py,
UFE—v,W

with

1 —~ .
Vy= 1 Z V(u/eN)no (aeruawiuavaw + h.c.)
ueA*
UﬂUGPL
uF—v,w

Vg == Z (V(-/eN) * ]/”\N,g)(u) (@5 4y 00 +hic.) .
ueN*
v,we Pr,
UFE—v,w
To conclude the proof of ([B20]), we are going to bound the terms V;, i = 1,...,5. We
notice that V5 = —K; (see ([B14)), hence it satisfies the bound in (BI8). On the other

hand, with |n| < N72% and



(which can be proved similarly as in (3I5)), with the difference that ||V (./eN)||s < ©),

we have

2 [V (u/eM)] 12
e viglson=e| 57 SR et ]
uEA;v,wePL

1 1/2
| Y cp et oPllasen-ul?]

uEN* v, wE P, |’U|
sUy L
UFE—v,w

< ONV2 2 (log )22 (N +1)2¢)

Next we bound V4. We split Vi in two terms Vi1 and Vo, defined by restricting to the
cases v + 1 € P, and v +r € Pf respectively; we have

c [V (u/eM)] 1/2
&Vl < & [ > TutoP v+ T|2||av+rawfr£||2]
uGA*,rGAj_,v,wEPL:
v+r€Pr, vE—TWwHT
[0, |? 1/2
o SR DR e LR (A

wEA* rEN] v WEPL:
v+rEPr, vE—Tw#T

< ONYT2(log NV YAV, + 1))

As for Vi, we have

V(w/eM)] o ’ 1/ 1
——————v+7r|7|a oy — su
3 o 10 Pl r€P] T s oy

|<£’ V12£>| < N
uEA*,rGAj_,v,wGPL:

v+re P}, vE—T,wH#T

1/2
B SR R T L

uEA*, rENT v, WEPL:
vH+rEP] , vE—TWHT

< ONY 2 (log N) V22 (W + 1)1 2¢) 2.

Next, we focus on V5. We get:

/V\UBNQ
3 [V (u/e?)]

1/2
o a1 st s

={le

ueA* 7q,rEAj_ U, wWE P,
u;é—f—r—w,—q,v;é—r,

w—1 4 ul? 1/2
X [ Z Q ||awfr+uaqav+r£”2]

v]?
uEAN* ,q,reN' v, wEPT,
u¢+r7w77qu#77ﬂ7

< ONY"Y2(log N)Y2||KV2 (N + D)€
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Finally to estimate V3, we consider the contributions coming from ¢ € P, and ¢ € P}
separately, which we denote with V3; and V39 respectively. We get

C IV (u/eN)[? 1/2
1€, Va16)| < N[ > o —uP Il |’aqav+raw—7‘§|’2]
uEA*,reAj_,q,v,wePL

v#—r,w;ﬁr,u;ﬁv,—q
1 1/2
<L Pl - uPlewesuagraglP]

lql?
wEA™,TENY ,q,0,WEPY
U#irﬂu;éryu;évyiq

< CNY""12(log N)V2|KV2 (N + 1)€)1%,
and

C Viu/eN)|? 1/2 1
vl <5 [ X B Pl an ] s o
uEA rEA® qePf 14
v,wePr,qEP}
VE—TWETUFEV,—q

1/2
<L Pl - uPlewesuagra]l]

uGA*,rEAj‘r,
vwe Py qe Py
v#—r,w;ﬁr,u;ﬁv,—q

< ONVTV2 IRV (NG + 1E)1%.

This concludes the proof of (B20), (B2I)). In order to show ([3:22]), we observe that

V](VL) = % Z V(u/eN)ak, ,at,_yavayw [x(v,w € Pr) + x(v+u,w —u € Pp)] .
u,v,wEN*

(3.26)
A part from the restrictions on the momenta, this is just the potential energy operator
Vy. Thus, the commutator [V](VL), D] will produce the same terms as the commutator
[V, D], just with additional restrictions on the momenta. We already proved that the
operators Vi, Va2, V3 on the r.h.s. of (B824]) can be bounded by the r.h.s. of [B21); this
will not change with the additional constraints. To conclude the proof of (3.22)), we only

have to show that also the first sum on the r.h.s. of ([8:24)), when restricted to momenta
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determined by ([B.20)), can be bounded by the r.h.s. of (B21]). This follows from
1

v Y Vi)l alaisanaag)
uEA" reAT v WEPL:
v+r,w—rePr,
1 —~
=W > V(u = r)/e")] I lllaw-uavuéll|avawt]|
wEA*,rENY v WEPL:
v4r,w—rePr,
| |2 1/2
D DR S (T o o
uEA*,TEAT U, WEPL:
v+r,w—repPy,
V((u—r)/eN)? 1/2
% [ Z ’ (( )/2 )‘ v2||avaw§\|2
(w—u)
uEA* rEAT v WEPL:
v+r,w—rePr,
< ONY2(log N2 (KNG + 1)12¢)17.
]

With Lemma B.5, we can now show the validity of Lemma

Proof of Lemmal[3.2 We write

1
e Pyyel = vy +/ ds e *P[Vy, D]esP
0

1
= VN +/ ds efSD[—V](VL) + 5[VN7D]]68D.
0

Expanding once more the integral and using (3.21)),[322) as well as Lemma Bl we
obtain

1 1 s
e Pyyel = vy —V](VL) +/ ds e_SDE[VN,D}eSD —i—/ ds/ dte_tD[V](VL),D]etD
0 0

0
=: VJ(VH) + &y
(3.27)
with V](VH) as defined in (B5) and where
+ Eyy < CNV"Y2(log N)YV2IC(N, + 1)5F4, (3.28)

Here k € N is the smallest integer such that £ > 4(a4+v—1/2) and N is large enough. [
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4 Diagonalization of quadratic Hamiltonians

From Prop.33l we observe that the renormalized Hamiltonian e PR ye” can be ap-
proximated, on low-momentum states and up to negligible errors, by the quadratic
(Bogoliubov) Hamiltonian
REE = Cr + QY (4.1)
which we are going to diagonalize in Sect.[I} this will be used later to prove upper
bounds on the eigenvalues of (LLT]).
On the other hand, by Prop. 24l the excitation Hamiltonian Ry can be bounded

below by the quadratic operator appearing on the r.h.s. of ([227]), which will be diago-
nalized in Sect.[d2} this will allow us later to establish lower bounds on the eigenvalues

of (IJ).
4.1 Diagonalization of (4.1])

For p € A% we introduce the notation
Fp=p"+0n(p),  Gp=0n(p) (4.2)

Lemma 4.1. Let V € L3(R?) be non-negative, compactly supported and spherically
symmetric. Let F,, and G, be defined as in [@2). Then there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

C
(1+ [pl/N@)3/2

2
()5 <F<CU+p), (i) |Gl < (i1i) | Gyl < Fy

for all p € A%

Proof. The upper bound in i) follows easily from Lemma For the lower bound we
use that, from Lemma 22 Gy (p) > 0 for [p| < N and |Gy (p)| < ON3/2/|p>/? < p?/2,
for [p| > N“.

Part ii) follows from Lemma Finally, we show iii). On the one hand we have
F, — G, = p? > 0; on the other hand it is easy to show that F, + G, = p? + 20y (p) >
p*/2 > 0, arguing as we did for the lower bound in part i). Thus, |G,| < F,. O

By Lemma (1] part (iii), we can introduce, for an arbitrary p € A*, the coefficient
Tp, requiring that

G
tanh(27,) = —=2.
p Fp
We define the antisymmetric operator
1 >k >k
B, = > (b b — bpby) (4.3)
pEPL

with the low-momentum set Py, defined in (223]). The generalized Bogoliubov transfor-
mation e? has the following properties.
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Lemma 4.2. Let B; be defined in (£3). Then, under the same assumptions of Theorem
(1 and for any k € N, there exists a constant C > 0 (depending on k) such that

e Pr (N} + 1)FePm < Cp (W + 1)
e B (K + 1Dy + DFeP < LKWV, + 1) + Cr(log N) (N4 + 1)k (4.4)
e Bryn (VL + DFePr < CLYn (VL + 1D)F + Cr(log N2 (N, + 1)FF2.

Proof. We proceed similarly as in [§, Lemma 5.2]. From Lemma E1] and from |7,| <
C|Gp|/ F,, we easily obtain

Irlz <€, |7l 7l < Clog N (4.5)

To show the first bound in ([£4), for £ = 1, we consider, for a fixed £ € .FEN,

fe(s) = (€, e3P (W} + 1)e*Prg) .
With

Ji(s) = (€, e (WG +1), Br]eP6) = 3 mpl€ e P (b + 0307 ,)e*P7E)
PEPL

and using [|7[|2 < C, we obtain [f{(s)| < Cfe(s). With Gronwall, we obtain the first
bound in [@4), for k = 1. The case k > 1 can be handled similarly.

As for the second estimate in ([£4]), let us consider the case k = 0. For £ € J:EN, we
set

ge(s) = (& e *PriCe’Pre)

and we compute

Ge(s) = (&, eI, Brler€) = D pPr(€, 7 (byboy + Bb7,)e E)
pePL

Using ||7]|%,, < Clog N, we obtain

94(3)] < Clog N)Y2[KCH 2P| (N + 1)1/ 26|
< ge(s) + Clog N) (&, e 5P (N + 1)e*P7€) < ge(s) + Clog N)(E, (N4 + 1))

where we used the estimate for the growth of Ay, shown above. By Gronwall, we obtain
the second bound in ([@4l), for k = 0. The case k > 0 can be treated analogously (in this
case, gé(s) contains an additional contribution, arising from the commutator of B, with
(Ny + 1)¥, which can also be treated similarly; for more details, see [8, Lemma 5.2]).
Finally, let us show the last estimate in ([@4]), focussing again on the case k = 0. For
fixed € € ]:_EN, we define
he(s) = (& e PrVnePre).
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We have
he(s) = (& e P [V, B;]e*Pr¢)

1 —~ . . . -
=5 2 V/M)mul€ e W by + burbowsr)eE)
wWEPL,reEAY
+ Z ?(T/BN)TU<£’ e_SBT (b:—l—rbiva:ju—raw + h.c. )GSBT£> .
vEPL, reA*

wEA:

Switching to position space, we find

1 . . .
he(s) == [ dady Y e ™ Vg, ANV (N (@ —y)(E, e P (ib] + beby)e )
A2

2
’LUEPL
+ / dxdy Z e e, 2NV (eN(x —y)) (€, e 3B (B;b’ivdz% +h.c.)esBre).
A2
veEP],

Using ||7|l1 < Clog N, ||7]| < C and the first estimate in (£4) (for k = 2), we find

1/2 —SDr 1/2 SDr SDr
H(s)] < Cllog N)[Vi*e*Pelle]l + CIVY e P&V + 1)e e
< he(s) + Clog N)* (€, (N4 +1)%) .
By Gronwall, we obtain the last bound in ([@.4), for £k = 0. The case k > 0 can be treated
similarly. U

In the next proposition, we show that conjugation with the generalized Bogoliubov
transformation e® diagonalizes the quadratic Hamiltonian (&IJ), up to negligible errors.

Proposition 4.3. Let V € L3(R?) be non-negative, compactly supported and spherically
symmetric. Let Rﬁog be defined as in (4.1) (with Cr and Q%) defined in (222 and,
respectively, (2Z24) with parameters o > 5/2 and v € (0;1/2)). Let

1 5 (47)?
Shog =5 ( A A L ) (4.6)
pEA:

Then

e*BTR%’geBT = Eﬁog + Z vV pt + 81p? aja, + 0Bog (4.7)
pPEPL
where
Jo(|pla)

Ey® =2m(N — 1) + 7a® + Spog — 4% , (4.8)

2
pens |

and the error term 0pog @s bounded by
+0pog < ON"2(log N)(Hn + 1)V} +1) + CN ™,

for N large enough.
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Proof. Proceeding very similarly as in [8, Lemma 5.3], using the bounds (&3]), we obtain
1
—-BrpB By _ *
IR =Crt 5 Y (VIR -G - F) + ) VE - Glaa+at (49)
pEPL pEPL

with Cr, F},, Gp as defined in (222]) and, respectively, [@2]), and where
C
+01 < 5 (log N)*(Hy + DN} +1).

We have F2 — G2 = (F, — Gp)(F, + G,) = [p|* + 2p*@n (p). With the estimate (see the
definition (2.I3)), recall from Lemma that |gn| < C and use the continuity of  at
the origin)

@ (p) — N (0)] < Clp[N~*

we can bound

‘ > [\/!p\“ + 208 (p)p? — +/Ipl + %N(O)p?J <§,a;;ap§>‘

pEPL

< CON™ Y |pl(€, apay€) < CNTE,KE).

peEPL

With |/p* + 205 (0)p? — /p* + 87p2| < C|on(0) — 47| < C(log N)/N (see (ZI4) and
3)), we conclude that

D VE - Ghajay = )Vt 48T aja, + 0 (4.10)

pPEPL pEPL

where +8; < CN~!(log N)(K + 1), for all a > 1.
Let us now consider the constant term on the r.h.s. of (£9). From ([222]) and (2],
we obtain (adding and subtracting the factor 3 p &% (p)/(4p?))

CR+% > (VF2-Gi-F)

PEPY,
~ o2
= 3TN i) OW =+ 5 vt - 3 D
@2
+ 3 Z (—p — o ( )+\/p4+2aN(p)p2+%%).

pEPL

Expanding the square root, we find

‘—p —wn(p) +\/p* + 20N (p)p? —l—l

1/2

‘ < Clp|™ (4.12)

uniformly in V. Up to an error vanishing as N~"/< we can therefore restrict the sum
on the last line of @II) to |p| < N'/4. After this restriction, we can use |Ox(p) — 47| <
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Clp|N~® + C(log N)/N, to replace Wy (p) by 4r. Comparing with (£6]) (and noticing
that ([@I2]) remains true, if we replace Wy (p) with 47), we conclude that

2

33 (7 o)+ i+ 2w + ;) s

pEPL

log N

<C .
- VN

(4.13)

Let us now consider the terms on the second line of (IT]). First of all, we observe that,

by 2.9),
g(?(-/eN) * ) (0)(N = 1) = 27(N — 1) — 2r(log(£/a) — 1) + O(log N/N).

As for the second term on the r.h.s. of (A1), we use the scattering equation (Z.I5]) and
the definition ([2I3]) to write

1 — - N — . (VM) s fng)p) 1 0%
Y onl = 2 3 Gxl) ) Ly et
A* A* p A* p
peiy peiy PERt (4.14)
1 . (On *n)(p)
+ _4N WN (p) pz
pEAi

Since ||Wn * 1]|loo < ||@n][n]] < C, the last term on the r.h.s. of (AI4]) is negligible, of
order (log N)/N. The second term on the r.h.s. of (£I4]), on the other hand, cancels
with the third term on the r.h.s. of ([@II]), up to a small error of order N~3” (because
ZpePg &% (p)/p? < N=%, from Lemma and by the definition ([223]) of the set Pr).

Finally, to estimate the first term on the r.h.s. of ([@I4]), we use that
|V (/™) % ) 0) = (V(/eN) % Ty 0)] < CeVpl

that |(V\(/€N) * fN,g)(O) —47/N| < CN~2log N and that, with gy as defined in (ZI3),
lgny — 4| < C/N by (2I4]). We arrive at

Crtg X (FF ~ G3=Fy) = 2n(V = 1) =2 (log(¢/)~ ) + Snog—dn 3 XL

PEPL peEAT

)

where +03 < C(log N)/v/N. Let us now compute the remaining sum. To this end, we
observe that, denoting by J,, the Bessel function of order n, we have

WE@:—w4AW)€*Mm_§AWW’

p> 2 [|p? 4 ||

which can be proved similarly to ([2I6]). Hence, with (2I6]) and (£I5) we find

(4.15)

X(Ip 1 —— Jo(bp) 0% _
Up) _ |.1>xe(p) +m 0;2 )+Zx(fp)

p? 40
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and thus

L (ep T — Jo(lp ~
—4r > X(g ) :—g—z\-\QXz(O)—‘lWQ > #‘WW(O)_X@(O”
< p 7 P
p€A+ pGA+

Jo(X 22
= a2 0 P T
peA: p

where we used that ¥,;(0) = 7¢? and @(0) = m¢*/2. Taking into account that
¢? ~ N72% and a > 5/2, we conclude that

1
Cr+35 > (VFR—G%—F,) =2m(N — 1) + Spog + I + 05 (4.16)

pEPL
where +d3 < C(log N)/v/N and where we defined

Jo(¢p) .

Iy = —2mlog({/a) + w02 — 47 Z
p

pEAi

(4.17)

We claim now that the value of I, is independent of the choice of ¢ (this is why it is
convenient to include the factor 72¢2 in the definition of I,, despite the fact that this
term is very small, for £ = N=% a > 5/2). In fact, with the identity

(ou(] /000 0) = 2 — 1y + 20D,

and using that Jo(z) = 1—(2/2)? + O(z*) close to z = 0, we find that, for any ¢1, /5 > 0,

Jo(4 Jo (4
Ry Z o( 12’]9‘) + 472 Z o( 22‘17’) = 27 log(t1/0) _7_‘_2(6% —6%).
pEAi p pEAi

which implies that I,, — Iy, = 0. Since I, is independent of ¢, we can evaluate the r.h.s.
of [@I6]) choosing for example ¢ = a. This completes the proof of ([F]). O

4.2 Diagonalization of quadratic Hamiltonian for lower bounds

Next, we discuss how to diagonalize the quadratic operator on the r.h.s. of (Z27). As
explained above, this will be used to show lower bounds on the spectrum of the Hamilton
operator. For v € (0;1/4) we introduce the notation

E) =(1—-CN)p*+dn(p)

and recall the definition of G, in ([£2)). For p € A% we consider the coefficient v, defined

through
1
tanh(2vp) = ap == reh <FIY —\/(F))? — G]%) , (4.18)
P
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and the antisymmetric operator

1 * 7 %
By = > wp(bpbt, = bpbp) . (4.19)
peEPL

With Lemma ] it is easy to check that |a,| < 1 hence v, is well defined. Moreover,
we have ||v|ls < C', hence in particular

e BN, + DFePr < oW, + 1)F (4.20)

for a constant C' > 0 (depending on k),proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2]
Remark. The choice ([AI8]) is motivated by the lower bound (£23]) because, up

*

.. B., 1% —-B, __ . * . . .
to negligible errors, e”vbybye” " = cycp, with ¢, ¢, defined in ([£22) and satisfying
canonical commutation relations.

Proposition 4.4. Let V € L3(R?) as in Theorem [I1, B, as in @EIJ), and let v €
(1/6;1/2). Then, for N € N large enough, and any v € (0,1/4), there exists a constant
C >0 s.t. such that

e BrRyePr > BN + (1 - CN7)D,

o ) B (4.21)
—C(log N) [N (NL +1)° + NTY(NL + 1)),
with Ef,og as defined in ({{.8) and where D is the quadratic operator
D, = Z Vot + 8mp?ana, + N7 Z Qi
peP’y pGAj_\PW
where Py = {p € A* : [p| < N/2}.
Proof. For p € Pr,, we introduce the notation
by + apb™
cp = L=t P (4.22)
1—a2

with «a; defined before (19). A standard completion of the square argument (see [37,
Sect. 3], so as [26l, Thm. 6.3]) leads to the lower bound

EY (bybp + b2 ,b—p) + Gy (bpb—p + b2 )
7\2 2 (o* * L Y 7\2 2 * *
>\ (F))? = G} (cpep + clpep) — ) (Fp —(F)? - Gp> ([bzh by) + [b—p, bfp]> :
(4.23)

Expanding the square roots we find

‘Fg_m‘gcw

Ip|?

B PG BB -G | < oy @

Ip|?
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for all p € Pr. Hence, we find
> (B - V) - 63) | < clogn,
pePL
and, similarly,
> (B~ V) -G~ B+ I = G3)| < ON T (1og V).
peEPL
With the commutation relations (2.2]), we conclude therefore that

1 Z (Fw \/7@) ([bp,b;;] [b,p,b*_p])

pEPL

> —% > (Fp —\/E2~ Gg) — CN"7(log N)(Ny +1).

pePL

Next we consider the first term on the r.h.s. of @23). We denote £7(p) = /(F}))? — G2.
Proceeding as in ([@I0]), we find

| E7(p) — \/Ip|* + 8x|p|2 | < C(N"p* + N~%|p| + N~ ' (log N)).

Hence
S e = D> VIplt +8alplP e, — CNTY Y plPee
pEPL pGPL pGPL (4 24)
>(1-CN7) Z E(p) cpep,
pEPL
where we introduced the notation €(p) = /[p|* + 8x|p|?, for p e P, = {p € A% : [p| <

N2} and E(p) = N7, for p € P\P,. Next, we use (see [8, Lemma 5.3] for a proof)
that

eBrb,e P = cosh(v,)b, + sinh(vp)bZ, + Dy, (4.25)

where the remainder operator D, satisfies

C C
IVs + 12Dyl < ol W + D)D)+ < /0 ds|ap (s +1)+2/2e5Bog]|

(4.26)
This implies that, after some algebraic manipulations, that
S Ew)icie, = S E)ePbibe B 4+ 6% + 6
pEPL peEPL,
with
55\}) = Z S(p)D;eB“bpe_B“, 5(2 Z E(p)( cosh(op)b, + sinh(oy)b* ) Dy .
PEP peEP,
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With ([£.26) and ([@20]) we easily bound
(€080 < (sup £(0) DT I+ 1)72DREI + 1) 2ePopye g
pePL, peP;
<SONT Y ol W + Délllape €]l < CNTH|(N + DEP.

pEPL

where we used ([@20). The term 5](3) can be bounded similarly. Using again ([20]), we
also obtain

+ Z {eB“b;bpe_B“ — eBugr

pape—Bv} < ON“Y(W, +1)2. (4.27)
peEPL

Summarizing, from ([@23])-(@27) we obtain that

S (1 ON W + Do)y + 5 3 B () [B3e, + by

pEPL, peP],
1 _ .
> LY (B VG -0V T VIR e ™ (o
pEPL pEPy
+ IN7 Z eB“a;ape*B“ —~ CN" YN, +1)2 = C(log N) NV (Ny +1).
pGPL\Py

Inserting on the r.h.s. of [227]), we find

RNZCR_%Z <\/F3—G%—Fp)+%N’Y Z

pEP], PEAY \Pr,

(1-CN™7) Z\/p +87Tp263“a ape B“—{—IN'Y Z aap —Bv
PEPy pEPL\Py
— CN" YN, +1)2 = C(log N)N V(N +1).

With Eq. ([£I6]) and [@I7) (choosing ¢ = a) and using the a-priori bound (Z£20]) we have

e PoRyelr > Ej%og +(1-CN7) Z vVt +8mp?aya,

PEPy

Y atap+INT > e Prazaye” (4.29)

pGPL\PW pGA* \Pr,
— C(log N) [NV YN + 1)+ N TNV, +1)] .

Observing that, by ([2.2) (in particular, the last two commutators), [By, aya,] = 0 for all
p € AL\Pp, (because, from (EI9), B, only contains the operators by, by with p € Pr),

we arrive at (L.21)). O
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5 Proof of Theorem [I.11

In this section we focus on the low energy spectrum of Hy. We fix « =5/2 and v = 1/5
(recall the definitions of £ = N and P, = {p € A% : |[p| < N®™} entering in the
definitions of the operators B, A and D defined in (2Z17)), (218) and B.1]) respectively).

First of all, we observe that, from Prop. (choosing &7, = eB7Q, with B, defined
as in ([43])) and Prop. 3] the ground state energy En satisfies

En < EX® 4 CN~3/10+9 (5.1)

for any 0 > 0, if N is large enough. Recall here the definition (8] of E]%Og.

Next, we prove lower bounds for the ground state energy and for the excited eigen-
values of Hy below the threshold Ex + (. For k € N, let A\;x be the k-th eigenvalue of
Hy — E]%Og and py the k-th eigenvalue of the quadratic operator

D, = Z V Iplt + 8mp?azap + - Z apap (5.2)

peP’y pEA’_‘F\Py

with P, = {p € A% : |p| < N?/2}, as defined in Prop. B4 (note that eigenvalues are
counted with multiplicity). We claim that

Ne > pup — CNTHI0H0(1 4 )2 (5.3)

for all k € N with Ay < ( 4+ 1 and for any § > 0. In view of the upper bound (&.1]), this
bound is enough to show (L3]) (taking & = 0) and to prove lower bounds matching (4]
for all eigenvalues of Hy — En below the threshold ¢, if IV is large enough. Here we use
the fact that the spectrum of the quadratic operator (5.2)) below a fixed { > 0 consists
exactly of eigenvalues having the form

Z npy/ [p|* + 8mp?

PEAT

with n, € N for all p € A% and n,, # 0 for finitely many p € A% only (to stay below the
threshold ¢ > 0, we cannot excite modes with |p| > N7/2).

To prove (B.3]), we apply a localization argument similar to those recently used in
33, 22], together with the a-priori bound on the energy of excitations established in
Prop. Let Ly and B be defined in ([23]) and (ZI7) respectively, and consider the
excitation Hamiltonian

Gy =e BLyeb. (5.4)

From [16, Eq. (61)], we have the condensation bound
Gy —EY®>cN, —C (5.5)

for all N € N sufficiently large (here, we used that 27N > E]%Og). We will make use of
the following lemma, which is proven in App. [Al
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Lemma 5.1. Let V € L3(R?) as in Theorem [I1. Let Gy be defined as in (5.4). Let
f,g: R — [0;1] be smooth functions, with f*(z) + g*(z) = 1 for all x € R. Moreover,
assume that f(x) =0 for x > 1 and f(z) = 1 for x < 1/2. For a small € > 0, we fiz
M = N°¢ and we set fyy(Ny) = f(NL/M), g (Ny) = g(Ny/M). Then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

On — Ex™ > N2 (On — EXY) faur(NE) + g (N (Gn — ER¥) g (N2 ) — En
(5.6)
with
N1/2 112 /12
Em = O IF115 + llg IS (o + 1) (5.7)

forallao > 1, M € N and N € N large enough.

Let now Y C ffN denote the subspace spanned by the eigenvectors of Gy — Ej%og
associated with its first (k 4 1) eigenvalues A\g < A\ < --- < \g. Since, by assumption,
M <C+1, we find Y C P<+1(]:_§N). We have

Ao = sup (€, (Gn — EX®)E)

ll€l=1
> 21615 (€ [FuWND(Gn — EN®) fur(NL) + g N4) Gy — EXE) g (V) — Enl€) .
ll€l=1

(5.8)

where M = N°¢ for a € > 0 to be specified below (we will choose € = 3/4 4+ 1/20). From
Eq. (&) we have that, for N large enough (recall M = N¢),

g ND)(Gn — Ex®)gnrNL) = g3 (V) (eNy — C) > g3, (W) (€M~ C) >0, (5.9)

since gpr = 0 for N; < M/2. Furthermore, for a normalized { € Y C PCH(]:_%N), we
find, combining (5.7) with Prop. and Lemma [2.3]

N1/2 N3/2

T (€ A My + Dete ) < O (log N)(1+¢), - (5:10)

(§&:EmE) <C

where we used again 27N > Eﬁog to make sure that e~ ¢ satisfies the assumptions of
Prop.
Finally, we look at the first term on the r.h.s. of (5.8]). With ([@2]]) we find

(€ ete™ Ny )e Pre (G — E®)ete™ fa(Ny)e PreA¢)
> (& e (N (1= CN)D, = &) (N )e Pree)

where we introduced the notation N, := e~ Pre 4N edePr and

&, <C(log N)[NT"H N + 1) + N7 (N4 +1)] .
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Now, with Lemma and Eq.(£20) we have
I WNDW + 12 W) < CM NN+ D V) < CM(Ny +1).
Hence, for any normalized £ € Y C PCH(]:EN), we find, with (.5,

(€ eteP frr(NDE fu(Ny e Pree)

C(log N)Y(MN"! + N7)(€, (Ny +1)€)

Clog N)(MNY™' + N7, (G — Ex*™® + C)E)
C(log N)(¢ +1)(MNT™L 4 N77).

IN

IN A

We conclude that

A > (1= CN7) sup (€, el far(N Dy far(Ny e Pre4¢)
ey
[I€]I=1

— C(log N)(¢ +1)(MN'"™t + N=7) — CN32M2(log N)(C +1).

Next we observe that, for any normalized £ € Y C PCH(]-"EN), we have (again, with

©.3)

C((+1)
—
This immediately implies that the linear subspace X = fus (JT/'JF)e_B“e_AY C ffN has
dimension (k + 1) (like Y') and that

Ve e el? > 1~ e Nog) > 1 - (511)

M > (1—CN7=C(C+1DM™Y) sup (£,D48)
gex ligll=1

—ClogN)(C+1)(MN"™ L+ N77) = CN32M~2(log N)(¢ + 1).
Thus, by the min-max principle for the eigenvalues of D,

M>(1—=CN=C(C+1)M Y,

— Clog N)(¢ + 1)(MNT™Y 4 N™7) — CN32M2(log N)(C + 1). (5.12)

Choosing M = N3/4+1/20 and v = 1/4 — 3/20, we obtain (using that (5.12)) in particular
implies that p, < CA\, < C(C+ 1))

A > iy — CNTV/10H5(1 4 )2 (5.13)

for any § > 0.

Finally, we show upper bounds for all the excited eigenvalues Ay of Hy — Ey

Bog (01“

equivalently of Ry — EBOg) with A\ < (41 (we already proved an upper bound for the
ground state energy, with k£ = 0, at the beginning of this section). We are going to use
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trial states given by eigenvectors of the operator D,, defined in (52). Fix k£ € N\{0},
with A < (. For j =1,...,k, the j-th eigenvalue p; of D has the form

Hj = Z ”g)gp

PEPL

with e, = +/|p|* + 8mp? and néj) € N, for all p € P, (since we consider eigenvalues
below a fixed ¢ > 0, there is no contribution from the second sum in (5.2)), running over
p € A% \Py, and there are only finitely many p € Pr, with nﬁ,ﬂ ) # 0). The eigenvector
associated with p; has the form

&= [ @y, (5.14)

peEPL

for an appropriate normalization constant C; > 0 (if the eigenvalue has multiplicity
larger than one, eigenvectors are not uniquely defined, but they can always be chosen in
this form). We denote by span(¢y, ..., &) the linear space spanned by the eigenvectors
defined in (5.I4]). From the min-max principle, we have

Ao = inf  sup (6, e Fre P (Ry — Ep8)ePelre)
ycFsN cey
dim Y=k l§lI=1
< sup (€, e_BTe_D(RN — E]%Og)eDeBT@ .
S 5pﬁ2|(|£117---7£k)

Since apeB ¢ = 0 for all p € P¢ and all € € span(&y,. .., &), we can apply Prop.
with k = 10 (so that K > 4(a + v — 1/2)) to conclude that (recall the definition (A1)

M swp [( (PR — BR))
3 Spﬁa('&i---,&k)

L ONH0+ e o= Bric (N, 4 1)15eBT§>] ’
for any § > 0. With Prop. and Lemma .2l we get

NS swp (6D + ONTIOUE (R + )W + 1))
ge Spﬁgl(lil,---,ik)

for any 0 > 0 (the value of § changes from line to line). Observing that, on span(¢y, ..., &),

Ewwey<C Yo [V r/eM)laprragtllapag ]

r€AN*,p.gEPL
r+p,q—rePr,
1 (5.15)

1/2
<C 3 oplaPlapac]? < Cllog N)IKHAAT )

r€AN*,p.gEPL
r+p,q—repPy,
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and, again on span(y,...,&), Ny < CK < CD, < Cu, < C(¢ + 1) (from the lower
bound (&3)), we have i < Ay +1 <+ 1, for N large enough), we conclude that

(€ (Hn + )Ny +1)1€) < Clog N)(E, (K + 1)(N4 +1)1%) < Clog N)(1 + )
for all normalized £ € span(&y,...,&). Thus, we find

A < sup <§,D§> + CN*3/10+5(1 + C)17 < g+ CN73/10+5(1 +C)17
ge Spﬁ2|(|€1i---,£k)

Together with the lower bound (5.3]), this concludes the proof of (L)) and of Theorem [L11

A Proof of Proposition 2.4l and of Lemma [5.7]

To show Prop. [2Z4] we start from the analysis carried out in [I6] Sec.6 and App.A].
First, we study the excitation Hamiltonian

Gy =e BLyeP ZQN , g](@') = eiBEE\i,)eB (A.1)

with E%) defined in (24) and B defined (ZI7]).

Proposition A.1. Let V € L3(R?) be compactly supported, pointwise non-negative and
spherically symmetric. Let Gy and Oy (p) be defined in (AJl) and (ZI3) respectively.
Then for £ = N~% there exists a constant C > 0 such that

N ~ ~ N 1 .
Gn = (V(/e")  Ine) (0)(N = 1) (1 - ﬁ) 3 ;: O (e,
peiy
—~ N ~ N ~ N+
4 {QNV(O) -5 (V(/e )*fN,é)(O)} Ny <1 - W) (A.2)
41 Z On(p)(bpb—p +hc) + VN S V(p/eN) [y 0" aq + hec.]
pEA* P,qEAT:
p+q7ﬁ0
+ HN + Eg )
with Eg satisfying
(6856} < C(N'272 4 NHog M) eIV + )%l o

+ ON'OY N+ 1)V2¢) 2,

fora>1, and N € N sufficiently large.
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Proof of Prop. [A 1. The proof of Prop. [A]l follows from the analysis performed in [I6],

App. A], where we establish properties of the operators Q%) =e B E%) eB. Recombining
the results of [16) Prop. 13-16] we have

V(0
ov =" (N - -
—~ 1 —~ N - N N-N;,-1
+ Z np[pznp+NV(p/eN)+§ Z V(r/eN)an]( N +>< N+ )
pEAT reN*
p+r#0
. . N
+K+N Z V(p/eN)apap(l— ﬁ)
pGA:
2 N N 1 i N k%
3 [Pt V@) 5 Y Ve | (5557, + by
PEAT reA*: p+r#0

+VN DT V(p/e) [0t pag +he ] + Vv + &
P,gEAT: p+q#0

(A4)
with K and Vy defined in (2.5]), and where
(&, £16)] < CNY2 | 2e ||V + 1)V + CN'O (W + 1)1 22
for any o > 1 and € € .FEN. With the scattering equation (Z15), we rewrite
~ 1 ~
> m|ptn+ NV ) +5 YV ]
PEAT reA*: p+r#0
N =~ R R 1~
- > np[ S V(p/e") + NeMARu(p) + €M Y | Xelp — a)ng — 5V (p/e™ ) ]
peA: qeEN*

With the bounds ]e2N)\g] < ON22=L In|| < CN=® and ||Xe*n|| = ||xeri|] < ||| < CN~9,
we estimate

A Y0 o= amanp| < N (el + e %l Inll < CN 7
pEAT  gEN”

On the other hand, using that /V(p/eN)]/]p\Q < CN and the bound |n| < CN2*

(see Lemma [22]), we have

pEAT

‘% > ?(p/eN)npno‘ < ON172,

peAj

Finally, by the definition (ZI2) of 7, and using again |ny| < CN~2% (since we need to
add the zero momentum mode), we rewrite

—~ 2 —~ ~ —~
NS Ve, = 2 (V) « P 0) - T(0) +£:
pEA:
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with £& < CN'72% With (ZI3) We conclude that

5 ol T+ ] S Tl (5 (Y

e’ eN* N
P preA;
1 - — 1 — -
=5 V) 5 Fne) (0) = VO (N =Ny =) (N = No) + 5 Y Gn(p)ip + Es
pEAi
(A.5)
where +& < CN'~2%, Using again (23], the fourth line of (A4]) reads:
N = 1 = . x
Z [p277p + EV(p/eN) + 3 Z V(r/eN)an} (bpb,p + bpb_p)
pEA: rEAf:p+rEA1
~ ~ 1= *7 %
= Z [NeQN)\ng(p) + 2N\, Z Xe(p —q)ng — §V(p/eN)770} (bpb*, + bpb_p) -
pEAi qeEN*
(A.6)
We focus on the last two terms on the r.h.s. of (A6). With zpeAjr ﬁ?(p/eN)‘/‘pP <CN
and |no] < CN~2% (from Lemma [ZZ)), we have
‘ > Vip/eM)mo(bpbt, + bpb*p)‘
peAi
. Vip/eN) 2112 1/2
<on 3o MELITE S iael] v + 1'%

pEAi pEAi

< ONV2 22 (W + 1) %]
The second term on the right hand side of (A6l can be bounded in position space:

(& €A D7 (e s m D) O3b5, + byb-p)€)|
peAj

< ON™ N + 12| [ | dedy el = )it = NG+ 1)72B,¢]

1/2
< ONTHW + 1)1 [ /A drdy xe(w = y) [Ny +1) 7 apa,¢)

The term in parenthesis can be bounded as (see [16, Eq. (80)] for details)
//\2 dedy xe(z —y)||(Ns + 1) 2a,a,€]|> < CaN T2/ K 2|2
for any ¢ > 2 and 1 < ¢’ < 2 with 1/¢ + 1/¢’ = 1. Choosing ¢ = log N, we get

(e N0 37 (e = M) (B, + byb—p)E)
pEAT

< ON"'(log N)'?|[(N+ + )2 KM%
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Combining the previous bounds with (A.6]) and using the definition (ZI3]) we obtain:

Z[pznpﬂL%?(p/e +— > Vir/e) 77p+r]( p0%p + bpbp)

A% reA*
pe + p+€r€A1 (A?)
= Z O (p) (b3b7, + bpb_p) + &1,
pEAT

with
(€, £48)] < CN~H(log N)V2(|(N + 1) 2|1 KCM2¢]

if @« > 1. Combining (A.4) with (A.5) and (A7) we conclude the proof of Prop. [AJl O

We are now ready to complete the proof of Prop. 2.4 to this end, we have to control

the action of the cubic conjugation e?.

Proof of Prop. [2) The proof is based on [I6] Sec. 6], except for a few changes that we
describe below. We decompose

OGN =On+K+Zn+Cn+Vn + &
with K and Vy as in (28], & as in (A3]), and with
~ N ~ ~ /V;. 1 ~
O = S (VM) Fx) O = 1) (1= T8) 4+ 2 5 oo,

GA*

1 ~
Zy =3 > Gn(p)(bpb—p + hoc.)
peAj
Cy =VN Z ?(p/eN)[m_qa p0q+hee ]

P,qEAT :p+q#0

Here, we take advantage of the analysis in [16, Sec. 6] where properties of e=4(Oy +
Zn +Cn + K + Vy)e were established, with

Oy = %@N(O)(N ~1) (1 - %) + {QN?(O) - %aN(O)} Ny (1 - %) .

In fact, since the operators Oy and On only differs for some constant terms and for the
fact that iy (0) in O is replaced by N( (-/eM) * fne)(0) in Op, one can easily check
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that the analysis of [16], Sec. 6] also apply here. One conclude (see [16, Sec. 6.6]):
“MNON + Zy +Cy + K + Vy)e?
N o~ —~ N 1 .
=X @ oo -1 (1-5E) 42 3 antom

peA]
N ~ -~ N
s N @y o (1-55)
o o (1o M), L # bEb* .+ byb
—{—wN(O) Z apap( —W> +§ Z WN(p)[ D —p+ P *p]
peAj pEA*
1 ~
7= Z WN(T) [bT+U frav—i_hc] +HN+€(1)
rVEAY
r#£—uv
with
+&W) < CN"Y2(log N)Y?(Hy + 1), (A.8)

for any o« > 5/2 and N sufficiently large. To conclude, we note that with Lemma 23]

e AEge < Clog N)/2e™4 (N73/2HN + NV2(N, + 1))6A
< C(log N)Y2(NTV2(Hy +1) + N3N} + 1))

which together with (A.8)) leads to (Z20) and (Z2T]). O

Finally, we show Lemma [B.1] which is used in Sect. [ to localize in the number of
excitations and to prove lower bounds on the spectrum of the excitation Hamiltonian.

Proof of Lemma 5l For simplicity, we omit the argument of the functions fj; (N5 ) and
gm(N4). From a direct computation, we find

On — EN® = fa(Gn — EX®) far + 9n (Gn — EXE)gar + En

with 1
& = 5 (Lfar, [Far, G + lonss o, G
From (A.2), we find (with A either f or g)

o o, )l = 5 3 Gow)as, o, (b + hic. )]
pEAi
+VN ST Vip/e™)lhar, [ha, (0 40" pag +hic. )] (A.9)
PgENT:
p+q#0

+ [hM’ [hMa Eg]]a )

46



since all the other terms commute with N,. For the commutator with the error term
&g, satisfying the bound in Eq. (A3]), one can argue as in [7, Prop. 4.2], and deduce
that

(&, [, [, £6]] €)] < CMT2 (N2 4 N~ (log N)M2) [y | [N € NIV + 12

for any o > 1. The point here is that the proof of (A.3) is based on an expansion of
&g in a sum of terms given by products of creation and annihilation operators, whose
commutator with A, has exactly the same form, up to a constant (given by the difference
between the number of creation and annihilation operators in the term). Thus, each
contribution to the commutator can be estimated as the corresponding term in the
expansion for & (the only difference is that terms where the number of creation operators
match the number of annihilation operators do not contribute to the commutator).
As for the quadratic off-diagonal term appearing in [A.9) we have

(6.5 3 Onlp)bboy + he)E)| < Cllog NN + 1)V KM 2. (A10)
pEA:

Since the commutators of N, with this term is proportional to the off-diagonal term
itself, it follows that the bound in (A.I0]) also holds for the commutator with hps, mul-
tiplied by a factor M 2|}, ||%. The same argument holds for the cubic term appearing
in the first line on the r.h.s. of [A.9). Indeed, we can bound it in position space as

(EVN DD Vip/e) b g0t 0, + e )E)]
p,qEAT:
p+q#0

< \/N/d:vdyewV(eN(:C — )llasayéllllastll < CVN VeIV ¢l

This implies (5.7). O

B Properties of the Scattering Function

For a potential V' with finite range Ry > 0 and scattering length a, and for a fixed
R > Ry, we establish properties of the ground state fr of the Neumann problem

(= 2+ 5V@)fa() = An fala) (B.1)

on the ball |z| < R, normalized so that fr(z) =1 for |z| = R. Lemma[21] parts (i)—(iv)
follows by setting R = eV N~/ in the following lemma.

Lemma B.1. Let V € L3(R?) be non-negative, compactly supported and spherically
symmetric, and denote its scattering length by a. Fiz R > 0 sufficiently large and denote
by fr the Neumann ground state of (B.Il). Set wgr =1 — fr. Then we have

0< frlzx) <1 (B.2)
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Moreover, for R large enough there is a constant C > 0 independent of R such that

2 3 1 C 1
A —7<1 —7> <, B.3
R Rolog(Rja) \'  dlog(R/a) ‘ = R21og*(R/a) (B:3)
and
‘/dﬂ/ ) fl (1+ ! >‘< ¢ (B.4)
RE T, g(R/a) 2log(R/a)/| ~ log*(R/a) '
Finally, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
log(|z|/R)
< < _ < <
wr(@)] < x(Ja] < Ro) + € 50 SR X(Ro <[+l < )
(B.5)
C  x(zl<R)

Vor@l < o) el +1

for R large enough.

Proof. The proof of Egs. (B.2)),([B3) and (B3] can be found in [16, App. B]. It remains

to show Eq. (B.4)), which needs to be improved with respect to the analogous bound

provided in [16], Lemma 7]. The starting point for its proof is the explicit expression for

/R, solution to the Neumann problem (B.), outside the range of the potential V. For

any x € A s.t. Ry < |z| < R one gets (see [16, Eq. (192)])

2 2 2z

i) = 1+ B (210g(R /1) 1+ 2) ~ Rrogayie) (142 )

< Cezll%(log 6R) 5

(B.6)

where €% = AgR?. With the scattering equation (Bl we write
/de(:v)fR(x) = 2/ dz Afgr(z) —i—2/ dzArfr(x).
|z|<R |z|<R
Passing to polar coordinates, and using that Afg(x) = |z|~0,|2|0, fr(z), we find that
the first term vanishes. Hence

/di(x)fR(m) = QAR/dfo(x)-

With Eq. (B.6), denoting
2 R 1 7,,2
h(r) =2log(R/r) — 1+ ﬁ — Zlog(R/r) ( R2)
and noting that

1

R 1 2
/ h(r)rdr = / h(Rr)R*rdr = U (—r?eh — 2e% + 4(ehr® + €% — 8) log r + 8r7))
Ro Ro/R 32 Ro/R
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we find

/dx V(z)fr(z) = 4mAR /OR drr( - %h(r) + O(e§%|logeR|2))

—2mAp(R? - % + O(ehllog )
47 3 1 1
= ety (" etz * O o)

. <1 B ilog(;/a) + O(logQ(lR/a)»
47 1 1
- log(R/a) <1 * 2log(R/a) * O<10g2(R/a))) ’

where in the third line we used (B.3]). This concludes the proof of (B.4)).
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