arXiv:2305.00797v2 [math-ph] 22 May 2023

Lower bounds on the energy of the Bose gas

Søren Fournais^{∗1}, Theotime Girardot^{†2}, Lukas Junge^{‡3}, Leo Morin^{§4}, and Marco Olivieri^{¶5}

1,2,3,4,5Department of Mathematics, Aarhus University, Ny Munkegade 118,

DK-8000 Aarhus C, Denmark

May 28, 2023

Abstract

We present an overview of the approach to establish a lower bound to the ground state energy for the dilute, interacting Bose gas in a periodic box. In this paper the size of the box is larger than the Gross-Pitaevski length scale. The presentation includes both the 2 and 3 dimensional cases, and catches the second order correction, i.e. the Lee-Huang-Yang term. The calculation on a box of this length scale is the main step to calculate the energy in the thermodynamic limit. However, the periodic boundary condition simplifies many steps of the argument considerably compared to the localized problem coming from the thermodynamic case.

1 – Introduction and Main Results

1.1 – Introduction

The understanding of the ground state of a Bose gas is of major interest in many-body quantum theory, especially since the first experimental observation of Bose-Einstein condensates [2]. It is a very challenging problem to find properties of this ground state, and the mathematical proof of condensation in the thermodynamic limit is still out of reach. In this paper, we focus on the asymptotic behaviour of the ground state energy in the dilute limit, both in dimensions d = 2 and 3. To state the results, we consider a gas of N bosons in a box Ω, in the thermodynamic limit |Ω| → ∞, with fixed density ρ = N/|Ω|. The first terms of the expansion of the ground state energy density of such a gas depend only on the scattering length a of the inter-particle potential (as defined in Section 1.2 below) and the density ρ. In the 3-dimensional case, the ground state energy density has the following expansion in dilute limit ρa^3 → 0,

e^{3D}(ρ) = 4πρ^2a ( 1 + 128 15 √ π √ ρa^3 ) + o ( ρ^2a √ ρa^3 ) . (1.1)

The leading term of this asymptotic formula was first derived in [33], and the second term, the Lee-Huang-Yang term, was given in [9, 32]. Mathematical proofs of the leading order term were given in [16] for the upper bound and in [38] for the lower bound. The first upper bound to LHY precision was given in [17], and the correct constant in [43] with recent improvements in [5], for sufficiently regular potentials. The matching lower bounds were given in [22, 23] including the crucial case of hard core potentials. The upper bound in the case of potentials with large L^1-norm,

∗fournais@math.au.dk †theotime.girardot@math.au.dk ‡junge@math.au.dk §leo.morin@math.au.dk ¶marco.olivieri@math.au.dk

Introduction and Main Results

such as the hard core interactions, is still an open problem. However, the reader may find recent improvements in [4].

In the 2-dimensional case, the asymptotic formula is

e^{2D}(ρ) = 4πρ^2δ ( 1 + [ 2Γ + 1 2 + log(π) ] δ ) + o(ρ^2δ^2), (1.2)

where Γ ≃ 0.57 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and δ is a small logarithmic parameter given by

δ := 1 | log(ρa^2| log(ρa^2)|^{−1})|

. (1.3)

This formula was first given in [12, 29, 40, 42], and the leading order was first proven in [39]. Both upper and lower bounds to second order precision were recently proved in [20], and they include the case of hard core interactions. We refer to [3, 41] for overview articles. Similar expansions for Bose gases in 2D were obtained, in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime in [11] or in different regimes, see [21].

The case of interacting Fermi gases is equally interesting and has seen major progress in recent years, see for instance [34, 15, 13, 14, 6, 7, 18, 24, 25, 31, 30].

The purpose of the present paper is to explain the proof of lower bounds in [22] and [20] for the 3D and the 2D case, respectively, which are similar in many aspects. The very first step, both in 2D and 3D, is to reduce the problem to lengthscales ℓ which are much smaller than the thermodynamic length L but larger than the Gross-Pitaevski length scale. This localization procedure is now quite standard [10], but gives rise to technical complications. Mainly, the kinetic energy is inconveniently modified, including localization functions which affect the algebra of calculations and require more involved estimates. For this reason, we decide here to directly consider a gas of bosons on a periodic box of the right ρ-dependent length scale and to carry out all the analysis in this setting omitting the localization step. Since many terms are simpler and many errors vanish, this should help the interested reader understand the general strategy of lower bounds for Bose gases.

Before introducing the energy and the associated result we need to recall some basic facts about the scattering equation.

1.2 – Scattering length

An important difference between 2 and 3 dimensions concerns the properties of scattering solutions, which can be found in [37, Appendix A]. We recall here the main definitions, and fix notations.

In this paper we will only consider radial, compactly supported and positive potentials v : R^d → [0, ∞], with R > 0 such that supp(v) ⊆ B^d(0, R), where we denote by B^d(y, r) the ball of radius r centered in y in R^d.

Let us consider the minimization problem, for an arbitrary ~R > R,

E_d(v, ~R) = inf_φ � B^d(0, ~R) ( |∇φ|^2 + 1 2 vφ^2 ) dx, (1.4)

where the infimum is taken over φ ∈ H^1(B^d(0, ~R)) such that φ|_{∂Bd (0, ~R)} = 1. We define the scattering length a = a(v) by

E_2(v, ~R) = 2π log(^{~R}_a )

, and E_3(v, ~R) = 4πa 1 − a/ ~R . (1.5)

It is a well-known result that a is independent of ~R > R. The associated minimizers are of the form

φ_Rd = 1 log(R̃/a) φ^0_Rd , if d = 2, 1 1 − a/ ~R φ^0_Rd , if d = 3,

(1.6)

Introduction and Main Results

where φ^0_{Rd} solves the scattering equation

− Δφ^0_Rd + 1 2 vφ^0_Rd = 0, (1.7)

in a distributional sense. The solution is such that, for |x| ≥ R, we have the explicit form

φ^0_R2 (x) = log (|x| a ) , and φ^0_R3 (x) := 1 − a |x| . (1.8)

If d = 3, we choose ~R = ∞ so that φ^0_R3 = φ_R3 . The logarithm in the 2D-scattering solution is clearly unbounded for large values of |x|. This is a major difference to the 3D behaviour. Therefore the length ~R is of much greater importance. In this paper, when d = 2, we choose

~R = ae^12δ , i.e. δ = 1 2 log ( ~R a )_{−1} , (1.9)

so that φ_R2 := 2δφ^0_R2 (1.10)

is then normalized to 1 at distance ~R, with δ given in (1.3).

1.3 – Main result

We consider N interacting bosons on the torus of unit cell Λ = [ −^ℓ_2 ,^ℓ_2 ]_d . We define the associated Hamiltonian with periodic boundary conditions

H_N = N∑ j=1 −Δ_j + ∑ 1≤i<j≤N v(x_i − x_j ), (1.11)

acting on the space of symmetric square integrable functions L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ), where −Δ is the periodic Laplacian on Λ and the potential depends on (x_i − x_j )^∗, the distance between particle i and j on the torus. More precisely, we define x^∗ ∈ R by

x^∗ = min_{z∈Zd} |x − zℓ|, (1.12) and v(x) = v_Rd (x^∗), with v_Rd : R^d → R_+. (1.13) We assume v_Rd to be a positive, radially symmetric interaction with support in the ball of radius R ≤ ℓ/4. This condition on the support will be made precise later, all we need for now is the support of v to fit in the box. We have here committed a mild abuse of notation using that v_Rd is radially symmetric. Using the positivity of the potential it is standard that H_N defines a self-adjoint operator. If φ_Rd is the scattering solution associated to v_Rd , we define

ω_Rd := 1 − φ_Rd , g_Rd := v_Rd (1 − ω_Rd ) = v_Rd φ_Rd , (1.14)

and their periodic versions

ω(x) := ω_Rd (x^∗), g(x) := g(x^∗), x ∈ Λ. (1.15)

Note that we dropped the dependence on d in the notation. The function g has a specific role in the analysis, and its Fourier transform satisfies, through a manipulation of the scattering equation (1.7), the relation

^g(0) = { 8πδ, if d = 2, 8πa, if d = 3. (1.16)

Introduction and Main Results

Notice that since R ≤ ℓ/4, we have that the Fourier transforms and Fourier coefficients agree at zero, i.e. ^g(0) = ^g_Rd (0). We scale the system in the following way: for a given density ρ we define

ℓ := K_ℓ √ ρ^g(0) (1.17)

where K_ℓ ≫ 1 is a large ρ-dependent parameter chosen in (F.13). This scaling has to be understood under the dilute regime assumption, that is ρa^d ≤ C^{−1} for a large enough constant C. The regime K_ℓ = 1 corresponds to the well-known Gross-Pitaevskii regime. In this paper, the particular choice K_ℓ ≫ 1 is needed to control the errors obtained at the different steps of the proof, as the c-number substitution of Section 3 and to go from sums to integrals at a negligible cost, in particular to get the correct LHY constant.

The number N of particles in the box is defined through N = ρℓ^d. We can observe using (1.7) that the Fourier transform ^gω(0) can be written by means of an auxiliary function ^gω(0) = 1 (2π)^d � R^d G_d(k)dk, G_d(k) = ^g_Rd (k)^2 − ^g_Rd (0)^21_d(ℓ_δk) 2k^2

, (1.18)

where we introduced the cut-off 1_d(t) := δ_{d,2}1_{{|t|≤1}}(t), (1.19) with δ_{i,j} being the Kronecker delta, to deal with the 2D case where the Fourier transform of a logarithm involves a renormalization around zero. This renormalization is done at the scale

ℓ_δ = a 2 e^{12δ} e^Γ = 1 2 √ ρδ e^Γ(1 + o(1)), (1.20)

where we recall that Γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. We define the Lee-Huang-Yang energy in dimension d as E^{LHY}_d (ρ, Λ) := ρ^2 2 |Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d I^{Bog}_d , (1.21)

where

λ^{LHY}_d = {√ ρa^3, if d = 3, δ, if d = 2, (1.22)

is the Lee-Huang-Yang correction order, and

I^{Bog}_d := ( 2 π )_{d/2} �

R^d √ (t^2 + 1)^2 − 1 − t^2 − 1 + 1 2t^2 ( 1 + 1_d( √ 2πe^Γt) ) dt, (1.23)

is the Bogoliubov integral of dimension d.

We also define the LHY error in dimension d denoted o^{LHY}_d as a quantity of smaller order than the LHY precision in term of the small parameter of the dilute regime ρa^d. For any error term E we write E = o^{LHY}_d if there exist constants C > 0 and η > 0 such that |E| ≤ { Cρ^2|Λ|δ^{2+η} , if d = 2, Cρ^2|Λ|a ( ρa^3 ) 1_{2 +η} , if d = 3.

(1.24)

Let us recall the expressions of H_N and Λ below, for reader’s convenience:

H_N = N∑ j=1 −Δ_j + ∑ 1≤i<j≤N v(x_i − x_j ),

Λ = [ − ℓ 2 , ℓ 2 ]_d , ℓ = K_ℓ √ ρ^g(0) . We can now state the main theorem of the paper.

Introduction and Main Results

Theorem 1.1. There exists C > 0, such that, if v ∈ L^2(Λ) is a positive, spherically symmetric, compactly supported potential with scattering length a > 0 and if ρ > 0 is such that ρa^d ≤ C^{−1}, then for any bosonic, normalized state Ψ in the domain of H_N we have ⟨Ψ, H_N Ψ⟩ ≥ 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + E^{LHY}_d (ρ, Λ) + o^{LHY}_d .

I.e. inserting the values of ^g(0), E^{LHY}_d and I^{Bog}_d ,

inf Spec(H_N ) ≥ 4πρ^2|Λ|a ( 1 + 128 15 √ π √ ρa^3 ) + o ( ρ^2|Λ|a ) , if d = 3, 4πρ^2|Λ|δ ( 1 + [ 2Γ + 1 2 + log(π) ] δ ) + o ( ρ^2|Λ|δ ) , if d = 2.

(1.25)

Remark 1.2 (Bogoliubov integral). The integral (1.23) can be explicitly calculated and provides the expected coefficients for the LHY corrections

I^{Bog}_d =

2Γ + 1 2 + log π, if d = 2, 128 15 √ π , if d = 3.

(1.26)

Notice furthermore, that the whole second order term E^{LHY}_d of the energy comes from the calculation of the integral |Λ| 2(2π)^d � R^d (√ k^4 + 2k^2ρ^g(k) − k^2 − ρ^g(k) + ρ^2G_d(k) ) dk, (1.27)

from which we recover (1.21) thanks to a change of variables k → √ ρ^g(0)k, and a passage to the limit ρa^d → 0.

Remark 1.3 (Assumptions on the potential). The L^2 assumption on v in Theorem 1.1 is technical and not needed in the actual papers dealing with the thermodynamic limit [23, 20], where L^1 suffices. In the present paper we need this assumption in the comparison between the discrete sums over the dual lattice and the corresponding continuous integrals (see (A.1) and the proof of Proposition 4.1). Actually, for this point the assumption v ∈ L^p(Λ) for any p > 6/5 would suffice.

These L^p-assumptions on the potential v exclude the hard core case. These assumptions are actually also not necessary. Indeed, the inequalities of the proof in the thermodynamic setting allow for a large L^1-norm. This is enough to extend the result to the hard core case approximating it through a sequence of growing L^1-potentials. See [22, Theorem 1.6] and [20, Section 3.3] for the 3D and 2D-case respectively.

The compact support assumption on the potential v can also be relaxed in the thermodynamic regime. We can allow for a tail under a proper decay assumption provided that, avoiding the contribution from the tail does not affect the scattering length too much. See [22, Theorem 1.6] and [20, Section 3.2].

Remark 1.4. The present article reviews, in the simpler setting of the periodic box, results stated in [22, Theorem 1.3] and [20, Theorem 2.3] for the 3D, 2D-case respectively, neglecting the complications derived from the double localization for the thermodynamic limit. Nevertheless we included an original bound on the number of high momentum excitations (E.3). Similar results in three dimension were proven in [1] with different methods.

Remark 1.5. As already mentioned, the purpose of the present paper is mainly expository. The main ideas of [22, 23, 20] are clearest in the periodic setting, which is the setting of this paper. To prove the analogous lower bound in the thermodynamic setting one would first need to localize in such periodic boxes, but it is not clear how to make such a localization with the right precision. Indeed, in [22, 23, 20], the localization is done by a sliding technique which produces a much more complicated kinetic energy in the boxes.

In the papers [8, 27] the corresponding localization procedure is done by imposing Neumann bounday conditions which also introduces substantial technical difficulties compared to the periodic case.

Introduction and Main Results

1.4 – Strategy of the proof

1. Splitting of the potential and renormalization. We expect the ground state of our operator to exhibit condensation, meaning that most particles should have zero momentum. This is why we start by decomposing the potential energy according to creation or annihilation of bosons with zero and non-zero momenta. We define the following operators on L^2(Λ), denoting by |1⟩ the function which has constant value 1 on Λ,

P = |Λ|^{−1}|1⟩⟨1|, Q = 1 − P = 1_{(0,∞)}( √ −Δ), projecting on the condensate and on excitations respectively. We recall that here −Δ is the periodic Laplacian on Λ. With this notation, the number of particles in the condensate n_0, and the number of excited particles n_+ are given by

n_0 := N∑ j=1 P_j , n_+ := N∑ j=1 Q_j = N − n_0,

where P_j and Q_j denotes P and Q acting on the j-th variable. We insert these projections in the potential energy, ∑ i<j v(x_i − x_j ) = 4∑ k=0 Q_k, (1.28)

where Q_k contains precisely k occurences of Q’s. For instance,

Q_0 = ∑ i<j P_iP_j v(x_i − x_j )P_j P_i. (1.29)

One should also note that Q_1 = 0 by momentum conservation.

We need terms to depend on g instead of v in order for the scattering length to appear. We are able to overcome this problem modifying each Q_j into Q^{ren}_j and collecting in the last term Q^{ren}_4 , which is positive, all the error terms produced by the renormalization. For a lower bound Q^{ren}_4 can be discarded.

2. c-number substitution. From this point on, we work in momentum space and second quantization; the operator can be rewritten in terms of creation and annihilation operators of plane waves a^†_k, a_k (Proposition 2.2). The next step is a rigorous justification of the so-called c-number substitution, which is given by expanding the operator on projectors on coherent states living in the 0-momentum space. This allows us to replace a_0 and a^†_0 by their actions as multiplication by complex numbers z on the coherent states (Proposition 3.1). This amounts to consider the condensate of 0-momenta particles having fixed density ρ_z = |z|^2|Λ|^{−1} and to only work on the remaining degrees of freedom in the space of excitations.

3. Bogoliubov diagonalization. We first focus on Q^{ren}_0 and the quadratic excitation operator Q^{ren}_2 . The sum of these with the kinetic energy produces a K(z) that can be diagonalized, as in the standard Bogoliubov theory. This procedure gives rise to the Bogoliubov integral I^{Bog}_d , times the LHY order, which is the second order term of the energy, together with a positive diagonal operator K^{diag} (Proposition 4.1). The remaining quadratic terms have to be bounded by the contribution given by the soft-pairs in Q^{ren}_3 , introduced in the next step.

4. Localization of 3Q terms. One of the major difficulties is to deal with the 3Q terms Q^{ren}_3 .

These terms can be interpreted as the energy generated by one pair of excited momenta, interacting to give one zero and one excited momentum or the other way around. The upper bound calculations of [43] show that such pairs are crucial to find the correct energy to LHY precision, and especially the soft pairs. Those pairs have high momentum, and interact to create one zero momentum and one low momentum. In fact, we show in Proposition 5.1 that Q^{ren}_3 gives almost the same contribution to the energy as the analogue soft pairs operator Q^{soft}_3 .

Splitting of the Potential Energy and Renormalization

5. The energy of soft pairs. Section 6 is dedicated to the bounds on Q^{soft}_3 . It absorbs the remaining part of the quadratic energy Q^{ex}_2 , using the high momenta part of K^{diag}. The precise understanding of the Q^{soft}_3 is a key calculation in our approach.

6. Bounds on the number of excitations. Most of our bounds require estimates on the number of excited particles n_+, the number of high-momenta excited particles n^H_+ and the number of low momenta excited particles n^L_+. In B, we use the technique called localization of large matrices to show that we can restrict to states having bounded n^L_+. In E, we directly get bounds on n_+ and n^H_+ , i.e., condensation estimates on Λ.

7. Conclusion. In the final Section 7 we combine all the estimates to finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.

The proof depends on several parameters that have to be suitably tuned. These parameters and their relations are collected in F.

2 – Splitting of the Potential Energy and Renormalization

By means of the projectors onto and outside the condensate, we split the potential in a sum of operators by expanding

v(x_i − x_j ) = (P_i + Q_i)(P_j + Q_j )v(x_i − x_j )(P_j + Q_j )(P_i + Q_i)

and reorganize it as a sum of Q_j , where in each Q_j , the projector Q is present j times. An idea similar to this already appeared in the early work [26]. We then renormalize the Q_j to obtain Q^{ren}_j where v has been replaced by g. More precisely we have Lemma 2.1. The following algebraic identity holds 1 2 ∑ i≠j v(x_i − x_j ) = 4∑ j=0 Q^{ren}_j , (2.1)

where

0 ≤ Q^{ren}_4 := 1 2 ∑ i≠j [ Q_iQ_j + (P_iP_j + P_iQ_j + Q_iP_j ) ω(x_i − x_j ) ] v(x_i − x_j ) × [ Q_j Q_i + ω(x_i − x_j ) (P_j P_i + P_j Q_i + Q_j P_i) ] , (2.2)

Q^{ren}_3 := ∑ i≠j P_iQ_j g(x_i − x_j )Q_j Q_i + h.c., (2.3)

Q^{ren}_2 := ∑ i≠j P_iQ_j (g + gω)(x_i − x_j )P_j Q_i + ∑ i≠j P_iQ_j (g + gω)(x_i − x_j )Q_j P_i + 1 2 ∑ i≠j P_iP_j g(x_i − x_j )Q_j Q_i + h.c., (2.4)

Q^{ren}_1 := ∑ i,j ( Q_iP_j (g + gω)(x_i − x_j )P_j P_i + h.c. ) = 0, (2.5) and Q^{ren}_0 := 1 2 ∑ i≠j P_iP_j (g + gω)(x_i − x_j )P_j P_i. (2.6)

Proof. The lemma is proven by algebraic computations using that g = v(1 − ω), and Q^{ren}_1 is zero because, for any f ∈ L^1(Λ),

Q_iP_j f(x_i − x_j )P_j P_i = 1 |Λ| ‖f‖_L1 Q_iP_i = 0.

Splitting of the Potential Energy and Renormalization

We continue our analysis in momentum space considering the second quantization of the Hamiltonian. Let us introduce

a^†_k := 1 |Λ|^{1/2} a^†(e^{ikx}), a_k := 1 |Λ|^{1/2} a(e^{ikx}), (2.7) i.e. the usual bosonic creation and annihilation operators of bosons with momentum k ∈ Λ^∗ =^{2π}_ℓ Z^d. Note that for zero momentum, a^†_0 creates the function 1, the condensate in Λ. The operator H_N can be written, by abuse of notation, as the action on the N−boson space of a second quantized Hamiltonian acting on the Fock space F_s(L^2(Λ)) = ⨁_∞ N=0 L^2_s(Λ^N ) involving a_k and a^†_k. We can write the number operators as

n_0 = a^†_0a_0, n_+ = ∑ k∈Λ^∗ a^†_ka_k. (2.8)

Proposition 2.2. The Hamiltonian H_N acts on L^2_s(Λ^N ) as

H_N = ∑ k∈Λ^∗ k^2a^†_ka_k + 1 2|Λ| ( ^g(0) + ^gω(0) ) a^†_0a^†_0a_0a_0 + 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈Λ^∗ ( (^g(k) + ^gω(k))a^†_0a^†_ka_ka_0 + 1 2 ^g(k)(a^†_0a^†_0a_ka_{−k} + h.c.) )

+ ( ^g(0) + ^gω(0) )n_0n_+ |Λ| + Q^{ren}_3 + Q^{ren}_4 . (2.9)

Proof. The first term of (2.9) is obtained by a simple application of the second quantization to the Laplacian. The other terms require some manipulations with the Q^{ren}_j . We observe that n∑ j=1 P_j g(x_i − x_j )P_j = 1 |Λ| n∑ j=1 P_j � Λ g(x_i − y)dy = n_0 |Λ| ^g(0). (2.10)

In particular Q^{ren}_0 is Q^{ren}_0 = n_0(n_0 − 1) 2|Λ| (^g(0) + ^gω(0)), (2.11)

and by the second quantization we get the second term in (2.9). For Q^{ren}_2 , we use (2.10) for ∑ i≠j P_iQ_j (g + gω)(x_i − x_j )Q_j P_i = ( ^g(0) + ^gω(0) )n_0n_+ |Λ| . (2.12)

The second quantization of the whole Q^{ren}_2 is obtained by a standard calculation which provides the third and fourth terms of (2.9). We only provide here an example of this calculation for the term Q^1_2 := ∑ i≠j P_iQ_j g(x_i − x_j )P_j Q_j . (2.13)

We denote the basis elements e_p(x) =^{eipx}√_{|Λ|} and write a Ψ ∈ L^2(Λ^N ) as Ψ = ∑ p,k c_{pk}e_p(x_j )e_k(x_i) with c_{pk} = 1 √ N(N − 1) a_pa_kΨ. We can then compute

Q^1_2Ψ = 1 |Λ| ∑ k≠0 ^g(k) ∑ i≠j e_k(x_j )e_0(x_i)a_0a_kΨ (2.14) = 1 |Λ| ∑ k≠0 ^g(k)a^†_ka^†_0a_0a_kΨ. (2.15) c-Number Substitution

3 – c-Number Substitution

Now that the operator is written in second quantization, as stated in Proposition 2.2, we proceed to the c-number substitution. Thanks to this procedure, we can turn the action of the a_0’s into multiplication by complex numbers z. It amounts to consider the condensate of 0-momentum particles as having a fixed density ρ_z = |z|^2|Λ|^{−1}, and only deal with excitations. This is done by diagonalizing a_0 in the following way. The decomposition L^2(Λ) = RanP ⊕ RanQ leads to the splitting of the bosonic Fock space F_s(L^2(Λ)) = F_s(RanP ) ⊗ F_s(RanQ). Denoting by Ω the vacuum vector, we introduce the class of coherent states in F_s(RanP ), labeled by z ∈ C, |z⟩ = e^− (_{|z|2} 2 +za^†_0 ) Ω, (3.1)

which are eigenvectors for the annihilation operator of the condensate. It is simple to show that

a_0|z⟩ = z |z⟩ and 1 = 1 π � C |z⟩⟨z| dz. (3.2) Here ⟨z| is the partial trace along F_s(RanP ). Thus, for any Ψ ∈ F_s(L^2(Λ)) the state Φ(z) = ⟨z|Ψ⟩ is in F_s(RanQ).

Proposition 3.1. For z ∈ C, set ρ_z = |z|^2|Λ|^{−1}. The Hamiltonian H_N acts on L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) as H = 1 π � C K(z)|z⟩⟨z|dz + Q^{ren}_3 + Q^{ren}_4 + R_0, (3.3)

where the z−dependent Hamiltonian is

K(z) := Q(z) + Q^{ex}_2 (z) + (ρ_z − ρ)n_+^g(0) − ρρ_z|Λ|^g(0) + ρ^2|Λ|^g(0), (3.4)

with Q(z) := 1 2 ρ^2_z|Λ|(^g(0) + ^gω(0)) + K^{Bog}, (3.5)

where K^{Bog} is a quadratic Hamiltonian in creation and annihilation operators that we call the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian:

K^{Bog} = 1 2 ∑ k≠0 A_k ( a^†_ka_k + a^†_{−k}a_{−k} ) + 1 2 ∑ k≠0 B_k ( a^†_ka^†_{−k} + a_ka_{−k} ) , (3.6)

with A_k := k^2 + ρ_z ^g(k), B_k := ρ_z ^g(k). (3.7) The remaining 2Q term is

Q^{ex}_2 (z) = ρ_z ∑ k≠0 ( ^gω(k) + ^gω(0) ) a^†_ka_k. (3.8)

Moreover, there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the error term satisfies

|⟨R_0⟩_Ψ| ≤ CN|Λ|^{−1}^g(0), ∀Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) normalized. (3.9)

Proof. As a first step, we add and subtract in the Hamiltonian the term ρ^2|Λ|^g(0), exploiting the identity on L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) = ρ(n_0 + n_+)^g(0). (3.10) We focus then on H − ρn_0^g(0), and apply to this term the c-number substitution, briefly described below. The expansion on coherent states allows to perform, for instance, the following formal substitutions in (2.9)

a^†_0a^†_0a_0a_0 → |z|^4 − 4|z|^2 + 2, a^†_0a_0 → |z|^2 − 1. (3.11)

Estimates for ρ_z close to ρ

We give an example of the rigorous derivation of the second term in (3.11) as follows. For any f, g ∈ F_s(L^2(Λ)), using (3.2), ⟨f|a^†_0a_0g⟩ = ⟨f|a_0a^†_0g⟩ − ⟨f|g⟩ = 1 π � C |z|^2⟨f|z⟩⟨z|g⟩dz − 1 π � C ⟨f|z⟩⟨z|g⟩dz, (3.12) yielding a^†_0a_0 = 1 π � C (|z|^2 − 1)|z⟩⟨z|dz, (3.13) and the other terms can be treated in a similar manner. We now prove how low order terms produced in the aforementioned substitution are actually errors. For instance, focusing again on the |z|^2 in the first term of (3.11), we have that ^g(0) 2π|Λ| � C |z|^2|z⟩⟨z|dz = ^g(0) 2|Λ| a_0a^†_0 ≥ −C n_0 + 1 |Λ| ^g(0). (3.14)

The substitution step leads to the result, with

R_0 = − 1 2|Λ| ( ^g(0) + ^gω(0) )( 4n_0 − 2 ) − ^gω(0) n_+ |Λ| (3.15) − 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈Λ^∗ ( (^g(k) + ^gω(k))a^†_ka_k + 1 2 ^g_k(a_ka_{−k} + h.c.) ) , (3.16)

and bound the error term using a Cauchy-Schwarz on the a_ka_{−k} terms to get |R_0| ≤ C n_0 + n_+ |Λ| ^g(0) ≤ C N |Λ| ^g(0). Notice that the substitutions of a_0a_0 and a^†_0a^†_0 should give a z^2 and a z^2 in the definition of B_k := |z|^2|Λ|^{−1}^g(k). To circumvent this issue we write z = |z|e^{iϕ} and absorb the phase in the a_k’s. This does not affect the later computations which only involve commutations of such a_k’s.

By Proposition 3.1 we are reduced to study a Hamiltonian dependent on the free parameter z ∈ C. The density ρ_z describes the particles in the condensate, but we have no restriction on it. We expect to have full condensation, i.e. ρ_z ≃ ρ. In this regime we need to make very precise estimates which are established in the main part of the paper. The regime where ρ_z is far from ρ seems less physical and, in fact, there rougher bounds suffice.

We define the threshold magnitude for the densities

ε_+ := max{K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L , (λ^{LHY}_d )^{1/2}}, (3.17)

with K_L being introduced in (5.2) below (and fixed in F). In the following sections, we will study the regime |ρ_z − ρ| < ρε_+, (3.18) while we deal with the regime |ρ_z − ρ| ≥ ρε_+ in D.

4 – Estimates for ρ_z close to ρ

4.1 – Diagonalization

We apply the diagonalization procedure to the operator Q(z) = ρ^2_z 2 |Λ|(^g(0) + ^gω(0)) + K^{Bog} (4.1)

defined in (3.5) and containing the LHY integral and a positive operator, diagonal in creation and annihilation of excitations.

Localization of 3Q terms

Proposition 4.1. Let ε_+ be as in (3.17) and assume the relations between the parameters in F. For any z ∈ C such that |ρ − ρ_z| ≤ ρε_+, the following equality holds: Q(z) = ρ^2_z 2 |Λ|^g(0) + E^{LHY}_d (ρ_z) + K^{diag} + R^{(d)}_1 ,

where we define the diagonalized Bogoliubov Hamiltonian as

K^{diag} = ∑ k≠0 D_kb^†_kb_k, D_k = √ k^4 + 2k^2ρ_z^g(k), (4.2)

where b_k = 1 √ 1 − α^2_k ( a_k + α_ka^†_{−k} ) , α_k = k^2 + ρ_z ^g(k) − √ k^4 + 2k^2ρ_z^g(k) ρ_z^g(k) , (4.3)

and where the error term R^{(d)}_1 (ρ_z) satisfies

|R^{(d)}_1 (ρ_z )| ≤ { C|Λ|ρ^2_zδ^2K^{−1}_ℓ , if d = 2, C|Λ|ρ^2_za ( ρ_za^3

) 1_2

log(ρ_z)K^{−1}_ℓ , if d = 3.

(4.4)

The constant in (4.4) depends on L^p-norms of the potential.

Proof. Applying Theorem C.1 with A_k = k^2 + ρ_z ^g(k) and B_k = ρ_z ^g(k), we get D_k and α_k from (4.2) and (4.3),

and we can write, for all k ≠ 0,

A_k(a^†_ka_k + a^†_{−k}a_{−k}) + B_k(a^†_ka^†_{−k} + a_ka_{−k}) = D_k(b^†_kb_k + b^†_{−k}b_{−k}) + √ k^4 + 2k^2ρ_z ^g(k) − k^2 − ρ_z ^g(k). (4.5)

Then, using that A_k and B_k are even functions of k, we deduce Q(z) = 1 2 ρ^2_z|Λ|^g(0) + 1 2 ∑ k≠0 (√ k^4 + 2k^2ρ_z ^g(k) − k^2 − ρ_z ^g(k) )

+ 1 2 ρ^2_z|Λ|^gω(0) + K^{diag}. (4.6)

Changing the sum in (4.6) into the integral |Λ| 2(2π)^d � (√ k^4 + 2k^2ρ_z ^g(k) − k^2 − ρ_z ^g(k) ) dk, (4.7)

can be done up to an error term R^{(d)}_1 (ρ_z) which can be estimated as in (4.4). The constant in (4.4) depends on L^p-properties of the potential, since we need some decay of ^g(k) to control the decay of the summand. This is easily achieved through an expansion of the square root and a Hölder inequality on the sum.

We recall here that ^gω(0) defined in (1.18) can be written as an integral,

ρ^2_z 2 |Λ|^gω(0) = ρ^2_z|Λ| � ^g^2_{Rd} (k) − ^g^2_{Rd} (0)1_d(ℓ_δk) 4k^2 dk (2π)^d

. (4.8)

The proposition follows then using Lemma C.4 to calculate the value of the integral.

5 – Localization of 3Q terms

In this section we focus on the effect of the 3Q-term, namely

Q^{ren}_3 = ∑ i≠j P_iQ_j g(x_i − x_j )Q_iQ_j + h.c. (5.1)

Localization of 3Q terms

Since 3Q’s appear in this term, we can interpret it as the energy produced when 2 non-zero incoming momenta create 1 non-zero momentum and 1 zero momentum (or vice versa). We prove below that we can restrict this interaction to soft pairs, i.e., when two “high” momenta and one “low” momentum are involved in this process. More precisely, let us define the sets of low and high momenta by P_L = {p ∈ Λ^∗, 0 < |p| ≤ K_Lℓ^{−1}}, P_H = {k ∈ Λ^∗, |k| ≥ K_H ℓ^{−1}}, (5.2) where the parameters K_L, K_H are fixed in F. The condition K_L ≪ K_H , which is part of (F.3), will ensure that these sets are disjoint. We define the localized projectors by

Q_L := 1_{PL} ( √ −Δ), Q_L := Q − Q_L = 1_{(KLℓ}−1_{,∞)}( √ −Δ), (5.3) Q_H := 1_{PH} ( √ −Δ), Q_H := Q − Q_H = 1_{(0,KH ℓ}−1_)( √ −Δ). (5.4)

The number of high excitations, namely the number of bosons outside the condensate and with momenta not in P_L, is

n^H_+ := n∑ j=1 Q_{L,j} , (5.5)

acting on L^2_{sym}(Λ^n) for any n. Similarly, we define the number of low excitations by

n^L_+ := n∑ j=1 Q_{H,j} . (5.6)

Notice that n^L_+ + n^H_+ ≥ n_+, due to the overlap of the regions in momentum space.

The reduction to soft pairs is then given by the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Assuming the relations between the parameters in F, there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for all N-particle states Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) satisfying Ψ = 1_{[0,2M]}(n^L_+)Ψ and assumption (E.1), we have

|⟨Q^{ren}_3 ⟩_Ψ − ⟨Q^{soft}_3 ⟩_Ψ| ≤ 1 4 ⟨Q^{ren}_4 ⟩_Ψ + o^{LHY}_d .

where Q^{soft}_3 = 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H , p∈P_L ^g(k) ( a^†_0a^†_pa_{p−k}a_k + h.c. ) . (5.7)

The proof of Proposition 5.1 will follow from the Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 below. Lemma 5.2. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for all ε_1 > 0 and all N-particle states Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ), we have

|⟨Q^{ren}_3 ⟩_Ψ − ⟨Q^{low}_3 ⟩_Ψ| ≤ 1 4 ⟨Q^{ren}_4 ⟩_Ψ + ρ^g(0) ( Cε_1⟨n_+⟩_Ψ + (C + ε^{−1}_1 )⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Ψ ) , (5.8)

where Q^{low}_3 := ∑ i≠j (P_iQ_{L,j} g(x_i − x_j )Q_iQ_j + h.c.). (5.9) Proof. From the definitions we have

Q^{ren}_3 − Q^{low}_3 = ∑ i≠j (P_iQ_{L,j} g(x_i − x_j )Q_iQ_j + h.c.). (5.10) In the right-hand side we aim to reconstruct the Q^{ren}_4 terms as ∑ i≠j (P_iQ_{L,j} gQ_iQ_j + h.c.) = ∑ i≠j P_iQ_{L,j} g [Q_iQ_j + ω(P_iP_j + P_iQ_j + Q_iP_j )] + h.c. − ∑ i≠j P_iQ_{L,j} gω(P_iP_j + P_iQ_j + Q_iP_j ) + h.c. (5.11)

Localization of 3Q terms

We use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on both terms. Using that g ≤ v in the support of v, the first line of (5.11) is controlled by C ∑ i≠j P_iQ_{L,j} g(P_iQ_{L,j} )^† + 1 4 Q^{ren}_4 = C^g(0) n_0n^H_+ |Λ| + 1 4 Q^{ren}_4 .

In the second line of (5.11), the P_iP_j term vanishes because Q_{L,j} P_j = 0. The two other terms can be estimated as above. For instance, for any ε_1 > 0, ∑ i≠j (P_iQ_{L,j} gωP_iQ_j + h.c.) ≤ ε^{−1}_1 ∑ i≠j P_iQ_{L,j} gω(P_iQ_{L,j} )^† + ε_1 ∑ i≠j P_iQ_j gωP_iQ_j ≤ ^g(0) n_0 |Λ| ( ε^{−1}_1 n^H_+ + ε_1n_+ ) , (5.12)

and conclude observing that n_0 ≤ N when applied to Ψ.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for all ε_2 > 0 and all N-particles state Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) we have

|⟨Q^{low}_3 ⟩_Ψ − ⟨Q^{soft}_3 ⟩_Ψ| ≤ Cρ^g(0) ( ε_2K^d_H ⟨n_+⟩_Ψ + ε^{−1}_2

⟨n_+n^L_+⟩_Ψ N ) . (5.13)

Proof. First of all, we can rewrite (5.9) in second quantization,

Q^{low}_3 = 1 |Λ| ∑ p∈P_L,k≠0 ^g(k) ( a^†_0a^†_pa_{p−k}a_k + h.c. ) . (5.14)

From the definition (5.7) of Q^{soft}_3 we deduce

Q^{low}_3 − Q^{soft}_3 = 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P^c_H ,k≠0 p∈P_L ^g(k) ( a^†_0a^†_pa_{p−k}a_k + h.c. ) . (5.15)

When applying to Ψ, we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with weight ε_2 > 0 and deduce

|⟨Q^{low}_3 ⟩_Ψ − ⟨Q^{soft}_3 ⟩_Ψ| ≤ C ^g(0) |Λ| ∑ k∈P^c_H ,k≠0 p∈P_L ( ε_2⟨a^†_0a^†_pa_pa_0⟩_Ψ + ε^{−1}_2 ⟨a^†_ka^†_{p−k}a_{p−k}a_k⟩_Ψ ) . (5.16)

In the first term of (5.16) we recognize n_+ and a volume of P^c_H . Similarly in the second term, the p-sum gives n_+ and the k-sum gives n^L_+ (and the remaining commutator is controlled by the other terms). Thus,

|⟨Q^{low}_3 ⟩_Ψ − ⟨Q^{soft}_3 ⟩_Ψ| ≤ C^g(0) ( ε_2K^d_H N⟨n_+⟩_Ψ |Λ| + ε^{−1}_2

⟨n_+n^L_+⟩_Ψ |Λ| ) , (5.17)

and this concludes the proof.

We are now ready to prove Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Joining together Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3, we get that the error made approximating Q^{ren}_3 by Q^{soft}_3 , testing on a state Ψ as in the assumptions such that n^L_+ ≤ M, is bounded by 1 4 ⟨Q^{ren}_4 ⟩_Ψ + Cρ^g(0) ( K^{−2}_ℓ + K^{d/2}_H ( M N )_{1/2}) ⟨n_+⟩_Ψ + Cρ^g(0)K^2_ℓ ⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Ψ (5.18)

where we chose ε_1 = K^{−2}_ℓ and ε_2 = (_M NK^d_H )_{1/2} . Let us focus on the n_+ terms. We use (E.2) of Theorem E.1 to bound ⟨n_+⟩_Ψ and (F.7) to conclude that the expression is of an order smaller than LHY. For the n^H_+ terms, we use (E.3) instead and (F.3).

Bounds on Q_3 when ρ_z ≃ ρ : the effect of Soft Pairs

6 – Bounds on Q_3 when ρ_z ≃ ρ : the effect of Soft Pairs

In this section we explain the effects of soft pairs on the energy in the case when ρ_z is close to ρ. In the remaining part of this section, we only assume that |ρ_z − ρ| ≤^1_2 ρ, so that we can replace ρ_z by ρ in error estimates.

We will see how Q^{soft}_3 , Q^{ex}_2 and K^{diag} can be combined together, as stated in Proposition 6.1 below. Actually, only the high momenta in K^{diag} are needed, namely

K^{diag}_H = ∑ k∈P_H D_kb^†_kb_k. (6.1)

Note that we can use c-number substitution to rewrite Q^{soft}_3 as

Q^{soft}_3 = � C Q^{soft}_3 (z)|z⟩⟨z|dz, (6.2)

with Q^{soft}_3 (z) = 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L ^g(k) ( z̄a^†_pa_{p−k}a_k + h.c. ) . (6.3)

With this notation, we prove the following result.

Proposition 6.1. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the following holds. Let ρa^d ≤ C^{−1} and z ∈ C be such that |ρ_z − ρ| ≤^1_2 ρ. Then for any normalized state Φ ∈ F_s(RanQ) satisfying Φ = 1_{[0,M]}(n^L_+)Φ,

we have, for a small fraction ε_{gap} of the spectral gap, suitably chosen in F with the other parameters,

⟨Q^{soft}_3 (z) + K^{diag}_H + Q^{ex}_2 (z)⟩_Φ ≥ −ε_{gap}

⟨n_+⟩_Φ

ℓ^2 − K^2_ℓ ⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Φ ℓ^2

+ o^{LHY}_d . (6.4)

In order to prove Proposition 6.1, we start by rewriting Q^{soft}_3 (z) in terms of the b_k’s defined in (4.3). Note that

a_k = b_k − α_kb^†_{−k} √ 1 − α^2_k , a_{p−k} = b_{p−k} − α_{p−k}b^†_{k−p} √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} . (6.5)

Therefore, a_{p−k}a_k = ( b_{p−k}b_k − α_kb_{p−k}b^†_{−k} − α_{p−k}b^†_{k−p}b_k + α_{p−k}α_kb^†_{k−p}b^†_{−k} ) √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} ,

and Q^{soft}_3 (z) = Q^{(1)}_3 + Q^{(2)}_3 + Q^{(3)}_3 + Q^{(4)}_3 where

Q^{(1)}_3 = 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H , p∈P_L ^g(k) √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} ( z̄a^†_pb_{p−k}b_k + α_kα_{p−k}z̄a^†_pb^†_{k−p}b^†_{−k} + h.c. ) , (6.6)

Q^{(2)}_3 = − 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H , p∈P_L ^g(k)α_k √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} ( z̄a^†_pb^†_{−k}b_{p−k} + zb^†_{p−k}b_{−k}a_p ) , (6.7)

Q^{(3)}_3 = − 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H , p∈P_L ^g(k)α_{p−k} √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} ( z̄a^†_pb^†_{k−p}b_k + zb^†_kb_{k−p}a_p ) , (6.8)

Q^{(4)}_3 = − 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H , p∈P_L ^g(k)α_k √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} [b_{p−k}, b^†_{−k}](z̄a^†_p + za_p) = 0. (6.9)

Notice that Q^{(4)}_3 cancels due to the commutation relation [b_{p−k}, b^†_{−k}] = δ_{−k,p−k}. In Lemmas 6.2

and 6.3 below, we get bounds on Q^{(1)}_3 , Q^{(2)}_3 , and Q^{(3)}_3 , thus proving Proposition 6.1.

Bounds on Q_3 when ρ_z ≃ ρ : the effect of Soft Pairs

6.1 – Estimates on Q^{(1)}_3

The first part Q^{(1)}_3 absorbs Q^{ex}_2 using (1 − ε_K )K^{diag}_H for some parameter ε_K chosen in F. The remaining fraction ε_K K^{diag}_H will be later in the proof to control other terms.

Lemma 6.2. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the following holds. If ρa^d ≤ C^{−1}, |ρ_z − ρ| ≤^1_2 ρ, and if the parameters ε_K , ε_{gap} ≪ 1 and M > 0, satisfy the relations in F, then for any normalized state Φ ∈ F_s(RanQ) satisfying

Φ = 1_{[0,M]}(n^L_+)Φ,

we have ⟨ Q^{(1)}_3 + Q^{ex}_2 + ( 1 − ε_K ) K^{diag}_H ⟩ Φ ≥ −ε_{gap}

⟨n_+⟩_Φ

ℓ^2 − K^2_ℓ ⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Φ

ℓ^2

+ o^{LHY}_d .

Proof. We first reorder the creation and annihilation operators, applying a change of variables k → −k, p → −p in the α terms, Q^{(1)}_3 = 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L ^g(k) √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} × ( z̄a^†_pb_{p−k}b_k + α_kα_{p−k}z̄a^†_{−p}b^†_{p−k}b^†_k + zb^†_kb^†_{p−k}a_p + α_kα_{p−k}zb_kb_{p−k}a_{−p} )

= 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L ^g(k) √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} (( z̄a^†_pb_{p−k} + α_kα_{p−k}zb_{p−k}a_{−p} ) b_k

+ b^†_k ( zb^†_{p−k}a_p + α_kα_{p−k}z̄a^†_{−p}b^†_{p−k} ) + α_kα_{p−k} ( z [b_k, b_{p−k}a_{−p}] + z̄ [ a^†_{−p}b^†_{p−k}, b^†_k ])) . Note that the two last commutators vanish. Thus, we can complete the square to get,

Q^{(1)}_3 + (1 − ε_K )K^{diag}_H = (1 − ε_K ) ∑ k∈P_H D_kc^†_kc_k + ∑ k∈P_H T (k), (6.10)

where we keep a small portion of K^{diag}_H in order to bound other error terms, and we define

c_k = b_k + 1 D_k(1 − ε_K )|Λ| ∑ p∈P_L ^g(k) √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} ( zb^†_{p−k}a_p + α_kα_{p−k}z̄a^†_{−p}b^†_{p−k} ) , (6.11)

T (k) = − ^g(k)^2 (1 − ε_K )D_k(1 − α^2_k)|Λ|^2 ∑ p,s∈P_L 1 √ 1 − α^2_{s−k} √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} × ( z̄a^†_pb_{p−k} + α_kα_{p−k}zb_{p−k}a_{−p} )( zb^†_{s−k}a_s + α_kα_{s−k}z̄a^†_{−s}b^†_{s−k} ) . (6.12)

The positive c^†_kc_k term in (6.10) can be dropped for a lower bound, and we can focus on the remaining term T (k). One can write z̄a^†_pb_{p−k} + α_kα_{p−k}zb_{p−k}a_{−p} = z̄a^†_pb_{p−k} + α_kα_{p−k}za_{−p}b_{p−k} + α_kα_{p−k}z[b_{p−k}, a_{−p}], and the last commutator vanishes. Therefore T (k) = − ^g(k)^2 (1 − ε_K )D_k(1 − α^2_k)|Λ|^2 ∑ p,s∈P_L 1 √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} √ 1 − α^2_{s−k} × (z̄a^†_p + α_kα_{p−k}za_{−p})b_{p−k}b^†_{s−k}(za_s + α_kα_{s−k}z̄a^†_{−s}).

Bounds on Q_3 when ρ_z ≃ ρ : the effect of Soft Pairs

Now we use a commutator to write T = T_{op} + T_{com} in normal order for the b_k. Since [b_{p−k}, b^†_{s−k}] = δ_{s,p} we get

T_{op}(k) = − ^g(k)^2 (1 − ε_K )D_k(1 − α^2_k)|Λ|^2 ∑ p,s∈P_L 1 √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} √ 1 − α^2_{s−k} × (z̄a^†_p + α_kα_{p−k}za_{−p})b^†_{s−k}b_{p−k}(za_s + α_kα_{s−k}z̄a^†_{−s}), (6.13) T_{com}(k) = − ^g(k)^2 (1 − ε_K )D_k(1 − α^2_k)|Λ|^2 ∑ p∈P_L |z|^2 1 − α^2_{p−k} × (a^†_p + α_kα_{p−k}a_{−p})(a_p + α_kα_{p−k}a^†_{−p}). (6.14)

• In order to estimate the error term T_{op}, we introduce

τ_s := za_s + α_kα_{s−k}z̄a^†_{−s}. (6.15)

In T_{op} we commute the b’s through the a’s, τ^†_p b^†_{s−k}b_{p−k}τ_s = b^†_{s−k}τ^†_p τ_sb_{p−k}, since the commutators vanish in our range of indices. We use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality τ^†_p b^†_{s−k}b_{p−k}τ_s ≤ 1 2 (b^†_{s−k}τ^†_p τ_pb_{s−k} + b^†_{p−k}τ^†_s τ_sb_{p−k}). Inserting this in T_{op}, bounding (1 − ε_K )(1 − α_k) ≥ 1/2 for k ∈ P_H (by Lemma A.2), and noticing that we can exchange s and p in the sum, we find |⟨T_{op}(k)⟩_Φ| ≤ C ^g(k)^2 D_k|Λ|^2 ∑ p,s∈P_L 1 √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} √ 1 − α^2_{s−k} |⟨b^†_{s−k}τ^†_p τ_pb_{s−k}⟩_Φ|.

For states Φ satisfying 1_{[0,M]}(n^L_+)Φ = Φ we get, bounding each τ^†_s τ_s by C|z|^2a^†_sa_s directly or by a means of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and a change of variables, by |⟨T_{op}(k)⟩_Φ| ≤ C ^g(k)^2 D_k|Λ|^2 |z|^2M ∑ s∈P_L ⟨b^†_{s−k}b_{s−k}⟩_Φ.

Finally, using (A.3), ∑ k∈P_H |⟨T_{op}(k)⟩_Φ| ≤ Cρ_z ℓ^{4−d}^g(0)^2K^{−2}_H K^d_LM

⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Φ

ℓ^2

. (6.16)

This term can be absorbed in K^2_ℓ ℓ^{−2}n^H_+ , as long as the relation (F.9) holds.

• We now turn to T_{com} given in (6.14). This term will absorb Q^{ex}_2 . Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have |⟨(a^†_p + α_kα_{p−k}a_{−p})(a_p + α_kα_{p−k}a^†_{−p})⟩_Φ − ⟨a^†_pa_p⟩_Φ| ≤ C|α_k α_{p−k}|⟨a^†_{−p}a_{−p} + a^†_pa_p⟩_Φ + |α_kα_{p−k}|^2. We deduce that ∑ k∈P_H T_{com}(k) = − 1 |Λ|^2 ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L |z|^2^g(k)^2 (1 − ε_K )D_k a^†_pa_p + E, (6.17)

where (using in particular Lemma A.2) |⟨E⟩_Φ| ≤ C |Λ|^2 ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L |z|^2^g(k)^2 D_k ( |α_kα_{p−k}|⟨a^†_pa_p⟩_Φ + |α_kα_{p−k} |^2 )

≤ Cρ^3_z ^g(0)^4ℓ^{6−d}K^{d−6}_H ⟨n_+⟩_Φ + ^g(0)|Λ|^{−1}K^d_LK^{10}_ℓ K^{d−10}_H . (6.18)

Bounds on Q_3 when ρ_z ≃ ρ : the effect of Soft Pairs

The first term in (6.18) can be absorbed in a fraction of the spectral gap if ρ^3_z ^g(0)^4ℓ^{8−d}K^{d−6}_H ≪ ε_{gap} using F, the second term is smaller than LHY by (F.3). For the main term in (6.17) we do several approximations. First, ∑ k∈P_H T_{com}(k) = − ( 1 + O(ε_K + ℓ^2ρ^g(0)K^{−2}_H ) ) ρ_z |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H ^g(k)^2 k^2 ∑ p∈P_L a^†_pa_p + E, (6.19)

where we used (A.3). Second, the k-sum is an approximation of 2|Λ|^gω(0) by Lemma A.1, and thus ∑ k∈P_H T_{com}(k) = −2ρ_z ^gω(0) ∑ p∈P_L a^†_pa_p + E^′ + E, (6.20)

with |E^′| ≤ C(ε_K ^g(0) + ℓ^2ρ_z ^g(0)K^{−2}_H + ^g(0)^2K^{−1}_H + E_d)ρ_z n_+. This error is absorbed in the spectral gap ε_{gap}n_+ℓ^{−2} using (F.11). Then, for p ∈ P_L, we can replace ^gω(0) by ^gω(p), ∑ k∈P_H T_{com}(k) = −ρ_z ∑ p∈P_L ( ^gω(0) + ^gω(p) ) a^†_pa_p + E^{′′} + E^′ + E, (6.21)

with error |E^{′′}| ≤ CR^2ℓ^{−2}K^2_Lρ_z ^g(0)n_+, absorbed in the spectral gap again by (F.12). Finally, if we add Q^{ex}_2 defined in (3.8), we get a sum on P^c_L which can be bounded by n^H_+ , | | | ∑ k∈P_H ⟨T_{com}(k)⟩_Φ + ⟨Q^{ex}_2 ⟩_Φ | | | ≤ Cρz ^g(0)⟨n^H_+ ⟩Φ + |⟨E + E^′ + E^{′′}⟩Φ|, (6.22) and this concludes the proof of Lemma 6.2.

6.2 – Estimates on Q^{(2)}_3 and Q^{(3)}_3

Here we show the remaining ε_K K^{diag}_H can control Q^{(2)}_3 and Q^{(3)}_3 .

Lemma 6.3. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the following holds. If ρa^d ≤ C^{−1}, |ρ_z − ρ| ≤^1_2 ρ, and if the parameters satisfy the relations in F, then for all normalized states Φ ∈ F_s(RanQ) satisfying Φ = 1_{[0,M]}(n^L_+)Φ, (6.23)

we have | | | ⟨ Q^{(2)}_3 + Q^{(3)}_3 ⟩ Φ | | | ≤ εK ⟨K^{diag}_H ⟩Φ Proof. Notice that Q^{(2)}_3 and Q^{(3)}_3 are identical except for the substitution of −k by k − p, so we can focus on Q^{(3)}_3 . We can commute the creation operators to write this term as

Q^{(3)}_3 = − 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L ^g(k)α_{p−k} √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} ( z̄b^†_{k−p}a^†_pb_k + zb^†_ka_pb_{k−p} ) , (6.24)

We use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with weight ε > 0, and by (A.3),

|⟨Q^{(3)}_3 ⟩_Φ| ≤ |z| |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L |^g(k)α_{p−k}| √ 1 − α^2_k √ 1 − α^2_{p−k} ⟨εb^†_{k−p}a^†_pa_pb_{k−p} + ε^{−1}b^†_kb_k⟩_Φ

≤ C |z| |Λ| ℓ^2ρ_z ^g(0)^2K^{−2}_H ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L ⟨εb^†_{k−p}a^†_pa_pb_{k−p} + ε^{−1}b^†_kb_k⟩_Φ,

and using (6.23), ∑ p∈P_L ⟨b^†_{k−p}a^†_pa_pb_{k−p}⟩_Φ ≤ CM⟨b^†_kb_k⟩_Φ. (6.25)

Conclusion

We choose ε = √ K^d_L/M, and insert D_k ≥ K^2_H ℓ^{−2}, obtaining

|⟨Q^{(3)}_3 ⟩_Φ| ≤ C|z|ℓ^{2−d}ρ_z ^g(0)^2K^{−2}_H (εM + ε^{−1}K^d_L) ∑ k∈P_H ⟨b^†_kb_k⟩_Φ ≤ C|z|ℓ^{4−d}ρ_z ^g(0)^2K^{−4}_H K^{d/2}_L √ M ∑ k∈P_H D_k⟨b^†_kb_k⟩_Φ. (6.26)

Thanks to condition (F.8), Q^{(3)}_3 can be absorbed in the positive ε_K K^{diag}_H term.

7 – Conclusion

In all this section, we assume that all our parameters satisfy the relations in F, and prove Theorem 1.1 by combining as follows all the previous estimates.

Let us first fix C_B ≥ 2I^{Bog}_d , and assume that there exists a normalized N-particle state Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) with energy ⟨H⟩_Ψ ≤ 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0)(1 + C_B λ^{LHY}_d ). (7.1)

If Ψ does not exist we are clearly done.

For such a state Ψ we use the localization of large matrices Lemma B.2 to decompose Ψ into Ψ^m’s satisfying that,

Ψ^m = 1_{{n}L_{+≤} M_{2 +m}}Ψ^m, and ∑ m ‖Ψ^m‖^2 = 1 (7.2)

with ⟨Ψ, HΨ⟩ ≥ ∑ 2|m|≤M ⟨Ψ^m, HΨ^m⟩ + |Λ| 2 ρ^2^g(0) ( 1 + 2C_B λ^{LHY}_d ) ∑ 2|m|>M ‖Ψ^m‖^2 + o^{LHY}_d . (7.3)

The next goal is then to prove our lower bound for each term of the first sum of above to reconstruct ∑ m ‖Ψ^m‖^2 = 1. Hence we only have to prove the desired lower bound for states Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) satisfying Ψ = 1_{{n}L_{+≤M}}Ψ. (7.4)

For such a Ψ, we use the second quantization from Proposition 2.2, the c-number substitution from Proposition 3.1 and the localization of the 3Q term in Proposition 5.1 to deduce ⟨H⟩_Ψ ≥ 1 π � C ⟨K(z) + Q^{soft}_3 (z)⟩_{Φ(z)}dz + o^{LHY}_d , (7.5)

where Φ(z) = ⟨Ψ|z⟩ ∈ F_s(RanQ) was introduced in Section 3. Note that we dropped the remaining part of Q^{ren}_4 > 0, and that the error terms are estimated using Theorem E.1. Now we split the integral according to the values of ρ_z. We recall that ε^2_+ = max{K^4_ℓ K^{−2}_L , λ^{LHY}_d } and consider the two following cases.

• If |ρ_z − ρ| ≥ ρε_+, we can apply Theorem D.2 to get a lower bound larger than the LHY term, since E^{LHY}_d > 0, i.e.

⟨K(z) + Q^{soft}_3 (z)⟩_{Φ(z)} ≥ ( 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + 2E^{LHY}_d + o^{LHY}_d ) ‖Φ(z)‖^2 − Cρ^g(0)⟨n^H_+ ⟩_{Φ(z)}. (7.6)

The integral of the last term over {z ∈ C : |ρ_z − ρ| ≥ ε_+ρ} can be bounded by the integral over all of C, giving Cρ^g(0)⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Ψ that, thanks to (E.3), is of order o^{LHY}_d .

Miscellaneous Estimates

• Now we want to prove the desired lower bound for |ρ_z − ρ| ≤ ρε_+. Recall that K(z) is given by K(z) = Q(z) + Q^{ex}_2 (z) + (ρ_z − ρ)n_+^g(0) − ρρ_z|Λ|^g(0) + ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + o^{LHY}_d ,

where we have omitted the error term R^{(d)}_1 (ρ_z ), which is lower order when ρ_z ≈ ρ. We diagonalize Q(z) with Proposition 4.1 to get

K(z) − o^{LHY}_d (7.7) ≥ |Λ| 2 ρ^2_z ^g(0) + E^{LHY}_d (ρ_z ) + K^{diag} + Q^{ex}_2 + (ρ_z − ρ)n_+^g(0) − ρρ_z|Λ|^g(0) + ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) = |Λ| 2 ρ^2^g(0) + E^{LHY}_d (ρ_z ) + K^{diag} + Q^{ex}_2 + 1 2 (ρ − ρ_z)^2|Λ|^g(0) + (ρ_z − ρ)n_+^g(0).

The last term we can bound by integrating and using (E.2), � {|ρ_z −ρ|≤ρε_+ } (ρ_z − ρ)⟨n_+⟩_{Φ(z)}^g(0) dz ≤ Cρε_+^g(0)⟨n_+⟩_Ψ = o^{LHY}_d , (7.8)

thanks to the choice of ε_+. Therefore, we deduce � {|ρ_z −ρ|≤ρε_+} ⟨K(z)⟩_{Φ(z)}dz ≥ (7.9) � {|ρ_z −ρ|≤ρε_+} ( |Λ| 2 ρ^2^g(0) + E^{LHY}_d (ρ_z) ) ‖Φ(z)‖^2 + ⟨K^{diag} + Q^{ex}_2 (z)⟩_{Φ(z)} dz + o^{LHY}_d .

The contributions of Q^{soft}_3 , Q^{ex}_2 , and K^{diag} are combined using Proposition 6.1. Bounding the remaining positive terms by 0 and estimating the errors with the relations from F, we deduce � {|ρ_z −ρ|≤ρε_+} ⟨K(z)⟩_{Φ(z)} dz ≥ � {|ρ_z −ρ|≤ρε_+ } (1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + E^{LHY}_d (ρ_z) ) ‖Φ(z)‖^2dz + o^{LHY}_d . (7.10)

Finally, in this case we can replace ρ_z by ρ up to errors of order o^{LHY}_d . Hence we have a lower bound for all z, and we deduce from (7.5), from the contributions of the integrals in (7.6) and (7.10) on the domains {z ∈ C : |ρ_z − ρ| ≥ ε_+ρ} and {z ∈ C : |ρ_z − ρ| < ε_+ρ}, respectively, that ⟨H⟩_Ψ ≥ ρ^2 2 |Λ|^g(0) + E^{LHY}_d (ρ) + o^{LHY}_d , (7.11)

which concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

A – Miscellaneous Estimates

Lemma A.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that the following estimate holds | | |^gω(0) − 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H ^g(k)^2 2k^2 | | | ≤ C^g(0)K^{−1}_H + Ed, where E_d ≤ { CR^2ℓ^{−2}_δ ^g(0)^2 + C^g(0)^2| log K_H ℓ_δℓ^{−1}|, if d = 2, C^g(0)^2K_H ℓ^{−1}, if d = 3.

The constant C in the error bounds depends on L^p-properties of the potential, p > 1.

Localization of Large Matrices: restrictions of n^L_+

Proof. First of all, one can replace the sum by an integral, | | | 1 |Λ| ∑ k∈P_H ^g(k)^2 2k^2 − � |k|≥K_H ℓ^{−1} ^g(k)^2 2k^2 dk (2π)^d | | | ≤ C^g(0)K^{−1}_H . (A.1)

This can be proven by bounding the derivatives of the integrand on small boxes of size (2π)ℓ^{−1}, but depends on L^p-properties of the potential, since we need some decay of ^g(k) to control the decay of the summand. The estimate is obtained through a Hölder inequality on the sum.

Now we can compare the integral with ^gω(0) (in d = 3 for instance), | | |^gω(0) − � |k|≥K_H ℓ^{−1} ^g(k)^2 2k^2 dk (2π)^d | | | ≤ | | | � |k|≤K_H ℓ^{−1} ^g(k)^2 2k^2 dk (2π)^d | | | ≤ C^g(0)^2K_H ℓ^{−1}. (A.2)

The estimate is similar in d = 2, except we must bound |^g_k − ^g(0)| ≤ R^2^g(0)k^2 for small k’s, to have integrability.

We end this section by stating, without proof, the following simple bounds, which will be useful for further estimates.

Lemma A.2. If |ρ_z − ρ| ≤^1_2 ρ and |k| ≥ K_H ℓ^{−1}. Then |α_k| ≤ C |ρ_z ^g(k)| k^2

, and |D_k − k^2| ≤ Cℓ^2ρ^g_0K^{−2}_H k^2. (A.3)

B – Localization of Large Matrices: restrictions of n^L_+

Some of our errors depend on n^L_+. Thus, we need a priori bounds on this excitation number, for low energy states. We explain how we can reduce the analysis to states with bounded number of low excitations, n^L_+ ≤ M, in Proposition B.1.

Proposition B.1. There exist C, η > 0 such that the following holds. Let Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) be a normalized N-particle state which satisfies ⟨H⟩_Ψ ≤ 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + C_B ρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d (B.1)

for some C_B > 0. Assume that M and ‖v‖_1 satisfy (F.4). Then, there exists a sequence {Ψ^m}_{m∈Z} ⊆ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) such that ∑ m ‖Ψ^m‖^2 = 1 and

Ψ^m = 1_{[0,} M_{2 +m]}(n^L_+)Ψ^m, (B.2)

and such that the following lower bound holds true ⟨Ψ, HΨ⟩ ≥ ∑ 2|m|≤M ⟨Ψ^m, HΨ^m⟩ + |Λ| 2 ρ^2^g(0) ( 1 + 2C_B λ^{LHY}_d ) ∑ 2|m|>M ‖Ψ^m‖^2 + o^{LHY}_d .

The proof of Proposition B.1 will follow from the Lemmas B.2 and B.3 below. The proof of Lemma B.2 is inspired by the localization of large matrices result in [36]. It is also similar to the bounds in [28, Proposition 21]. It can be interpreted as an analogue of the standard IMS localization formula. The error produced is written in terms of the following quantities d^L_1 and d^L_2 (i.e the terms in the Hamiltonian that change n^L_+ by 1 or 2).

d^L_1 := ∑ i≠j (P_i + Q_{H,i})Q_{H,j} v(x_i − x_j )Q_{H,i}Q_{H,j} + h.c. + ∑ i≠j Q_{H,i}(P_j + Q_{H,j} )v(x_i − x_j )(P_i + Q_{H,i})(P_j + Q_{H,j} ) + h.c. (B.3)

Localization of Large Matrices: restrictions of n^L_+

and d^L_2 := ∑ i≠j (P_i + Q_{H,i})(P_j + Q_{H,j} )v(x_i − x_j )Q_{H,j} Q_{H,i} + h.c. (B.4)

where Q_{H,j} is defined in (5.4). These error terms are estimated in Lemma B.3.

Lemma B.2. Let θ : R → [0, 1] be any compactly supported Lipschitz function such that θ(s) = 1 for |s| <^1_8 and θ(s) = 0 for |s| >^1_4 . For any M > 0, define c_M > 0 and θ_M such that

θ_M(s) = c_Mθ ( s M ) , ∑ s∈Z θ_M(s)^2 = 1.

Then there exists a C > 0 depending only on θ such that, for any normalized state Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ), ⟨Ψ, HΨ⟩ ≥ ∑ m∈Z ⟨Ψ^m, HΨ^m⟩ − C M^2 ( |⟨d^L_1 ⟩_Ψ| + |⟨d^L_2 ⟩_Ψ| ) , (B.5)

where Ψ^m = θ_M(n^L_+ − m)Ψ.

Proof. Notice that H only contains terms that change n^L_+ by 0, ±1 or ±2. Therefore, we write our operator as H = ∑ |k|≤2 H (k), with H^{(k)}n^L_+ = (n^L_+ + k)H^{(k)}. Moreover, H^{(k)} + H^{(−k)} = d^L_k for k = 1, 2. We use this decomposition to estimate the localized energy, ∑ m∈Z ⟨Ψ^m, HΨ^m⟩ = ∑ m∈Z ∑ |k|≤2 ⟨θ_M(n^L_+ − m)θ_M(n^L_+ − m + k)Ψ, H^{(k)}Ψ⟩ = ∑ m,s∈Z ∑ |k|≤2 ⟨θ_M(s − m)θ_M(s − m + k)1_{{n}L_{+=s}}Ψ, H^{(k)}Ψ⟩ = ∑ m,s∈Z ∑ |k|≤2 θ_M(m)θ_M(m + k)⟨1_{{n}L_{+=s}}Ψ, H^{(k)}Ψ⟩,

where in the last line we changed the index m into s − m. We can sum on s to recognize ∑ m∈Z ⟨Ψ^m, HΨ^m⟩ = ∑ m∈Z ∑ |k|≤2 θ_M(m)θ_M(m + k)⟨Ψ, H^{(k)}Ψ⟩. (B.6)

Furthermore the energy of Ψ can be rewritten as ⟨Ψ, HΨ⟩ = ∑ |k|≤2 ⟨Ψ, H^{(k)}Ψ⟩ = ∑ m∈Z ∑ |k|≤2 θ_M(m)^2⟨Ψ, H^{(k)}Ψ⟩, (B.7)

by definition of θ_M. Thus, the localization error is ∑ m∈Z ⟨Ψ^m, HΨ^m⟩ − ⟨Ψ, HΨ⟩ = ∑ |k|≤2 δ_k⟨Ψ, H^{(k)}Ψ⟩, (B.8)

with

δ_k = ∑ m∈Z ( θ_M(m)θ_M(m + k) − θ_M(m)^2 ) = − 1 2 ∑ m ( θ_M(m) − θ_M(m + k)

)_2 . (B.9)

Since δ_0 = 0, δ_k = δ_{−k} and d^L_k = H^{(k)} + H^{(−k)} we find ∑ m∈Z ⟨Ψ^m, HΨ^m⟩ − ⟨Ψ, HΨ⟩ = δ_1⟨d^L_1 ⟩_Ψ + δ_2⟨d^L_2 ⟩_Ψ, (B.10)

and only remains to prove that |δ_k| ≤ CM^{−2}. This follows from (B.9) using that θ is Lipschitz and restricting the sum to m ∈ [ −^M_2 ,^M_2 ] .

Localization of Large Matrices: restrictions of n^L_+

To estimate the error in (B.5), we need the following bounds on d^L_1 and d^L_2 .

Lemma B.3. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for any Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ), with our choices of parameters we have

|⟨d^L_1 ⟩_Ψ| + |⟨d^L_2 ⟩_Ψ| ≤ C‖v‖_1ρK_H ⟨n_+⟩_Ψ + C⟨Q^{ren}_4 ⟩_Ψ. (B.11)

Proof. First note that we have the following bound on the operator norm ‖Q_{H,x}v(x − y)Q_{H,x}‖ ≤ CK^2_H ℓ^{−d}‖v‖_1. (B.12) Indeed, for all φ ∈ RanQ_{H,x}, ⟨Q_{H,x}v(x − y)Q_{H,x}φ, φ⟩ ≤ � Λ |φ(x)|^2v(x − y)dx ≤ ‖φ‖^2_∞‖v‖_1 ≤ Cℓ^{2−d}‖Δφ‖‖φ‖‖v‖_1, (B.13) by Sobolev inequality. Moreover such φ’s satisfy ‖Δφ‖ ≤ K^2_H ℓ^{−2}‖φ‖ by definition of Q_H , and (B.12) follows.

We split d^L_1 , d^L_2 in several terms multiplying out the parentheses in (B.3) and (B.4). Here we just bound some representative examples to illustrate the procedure.

For instance, we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with weight K_H and equation (B.12) to find, | | | ⟨ ∑ i,j P_iQ_{H,j} vQ_{H,i}Q_{H,j} ⟩ Ψ | | | ≤ KH N |Λ| ‖v‖_1⟨n^L_+⟩_Ψ + K^{−1}_H ‖Q_H vQ_H ‖N⟨n^L_+⟩_Ψ, ≤ C‖v‖_1K_H ρ⟨n_+⟩_Ψ where we used n^L_+ ≤ n_+.

We also estimate a term where the need for Q^{ren}_4 becomes clear. In order to do that we complete the Q_H to a Q = Q_H + Q_H , | | ⟨ ∑ i≠j Q_{H,i}P_j vQ_{H,i}Q_{H,j} + h.c. ⟩ Ψ | | ≤ | |⟨ ∑ i≠j Q_{H,i}P_j v(Q_{H,i}Q_{H,j} + Q_{H,i}Q_{H,j} ) ⟩ Ψ + h.c. | |

+ | | | ⟨ ∑ i≠j Q_{H,i}P_j vQ_iQ_j ⟩ Ψ + h.c. | | | + | | | ⟨ ∑ i,j P_iQ_{H,j} vQ_{H,i}Q_{H,j} ⟩ Ψ | | |. The first and the third terms can be estimated in the same manner as above, so let us focus on completing the second term in order to obtain 4Q terms. | |⟨ ∑ i≠j Q_{H,i}P_j vQ_iQ_j ⟩ Ψ + h.c. | | (B.14)

≤ | | | ⟨ ∑ i≠j Q_{H,i}P_j v(Q_iQ_j + ω(P_iP_j + P_iQ_j + Q_iP_j )) ⟩ Ψ + h.c. | | | (B.15) + | | | ⟨ ∑ i≠j Q_{H,i}P_j vω(P_iQ_j + Q_iP_j )) ⟩ Ψ + h.c. | | | (B.16) + | | | ⟨ ∑ i≠j Q_{H,i}P_j vωP_iP_j ) ⟩ Ψ + h.c. | | |. (B.17)

The second and the third terms are treated as above, using that 0 ≤ ω ≤ 1 on the support of v. By a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on the first term we get

(B.15) ≤ ⟨Q^{ren}_4 ⟩_Ψ + C N |Λ| ‖v‖_1⟨n_+⟩_Ψ.

Rigorous Bogoliubov Theory for Quadratic Hamiltonians

Now we can combine Lemmas B.2 and B.3 to prove Proposition B.1.

Proposition B.1. Given Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) satisfying (B.1), we can apply Lemma B.2 and write Ψ^m = θ_M(n^L_+ − m)Ψ. In (B.5) we split the sum into two. The first part, for |m| <^1_2 M, we keep. For |m| >^1_2 M, Ψ_m satisfies

⟨n_+⟩_Ψm ≥ ⟨n^L_+⟩_Ψm ≥ M 4 ‖Ψ^m‖^2, (B.18)

due to the cutoff θ_M(n^L_+ − m). Since we have from (F.5) that M ≫ ρ^2ℓ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d , this is a larger bound than (E.2), and thus the assumption of Theorem E.1 cannot be satisfied for Ψ^m and we must have the lower bound ⟨Ψ^m, HΨ^m⟩ ≥ ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) ( 1 2 + C_B λ^{LHY}_d ) ‖Ψ^m‖^2. (B.19)

We finally bound the last term in (B.5), using Lemma B.3. We use the condensation estimate (E.2) and the bound (E.4) on Q^{ren}_4 to obtain M^{−2} ( |⟨d^L_1 ⟩_Ψ| + |⟨d^L_2 ⟩_Ψ| ) ≤ CM^{−2} ( ρK_H ‖v‖_1ℓ^2 + 1 ) |Λ|ρ^2^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d

= o^{LHY}_d , (B.20)

for M and ‖v‖_1 satisfying (F.4). Using the estimates (B.19) for m >^1_2 M and (B.20) in formula (B.5) we conclude the proof.

C – Rigorous Bogoliubov Theory for Quadratic Hamiltonians

C.1 – Diagonalization of quadratic Hamiltonians

In the next proposition we show a simple consequence of the Bogoliubov method, see [35, Theorem 6.3] and [10], that we use to diagonalize the quadratic term Q(z) of Proposition 3.1.

Theorem C.1. Let a_± be operators on a Hilbert space satisfying [a_+, a_−] = 0. For A > 0, B ∈ R satisfying |B| < A and arbitrary κ ∈ C, we have the operator identity

A(a^†_+a_+ + a^†_−a_−) + B(a^†_+a^†_− + a_+a_−) + κ(a^†_+ + a_−) + κ(a_+ + a^†_−)

= D(b^†_+b_+ + b^†_−b_−) − 1 2 αB([a_+, a^†_+] + [a_−, a^†_−]) − 2|κ|^2 A + B , where D =^1_2 ( A + √ A^2 − B^2 ) , and

b_+ = 1 √ 1 − α^2 ( a_+ + αa^†_− + c̄_0 ) , b_− = 1 √ 1 − α^2 ( a_− + αa^†_+ + c_0 ) , (C.1)

with α = B^{−1} ( A − √ A^2 − B^2 ) , c_0 = 2κ̄ A + B + √ A^2 − B^2

. (C.2)

Remark C.2. Note that the normalization of b_± is chosen such that

[b_+, b^†_+] =

[a_+, a^†_+] − α^2[a_−, a^†_−] 1 − α^2

, (C.3)

and we recover the canonical commutation relations [b_+, b^†_+] = 1 when a_+ and a_− satisfies them as well.

Proof. This follows directly from algebraic computations.

When ρ_z is far from ρ

C.2 – Evaluation of the Bogoliubov integral

In this section we report two lemmas for the calculation of the Bogoliubov integral. The first one, under weak assumptions, gives a bound for general Bogoliubov-type integrals, expressing the dependence on the parameters involved in the spectral gaps. The second one is a more precise calculation which lets us obtain the exact value of the Lee-Huang-Yang constant. Let us recall the definition of G_d in (1.18): G_d(k) :=

^g_Rd (k)^2 − ^g_Rd (0)^21_d(ℓ_δ k) 2k^2

. (C.4)

Lemma C.3. Let A, B : R^d → R be two functions such that, for parameters satisfying κ > 0, 0 < K_2 ≤ K_1, ℓ^{−1}_δ ≤ K < a^{−1}, A(k) ≥ κ[|k| − K]^2_+ + 2K_1^g(0), |B(k)| ≤ 2K_2^g(0), |B(k) − B(0)| ≤ K_2R^2^g(0)|k|^2, (C.5)

and let us introduce the integral, recalling (1.18), I(d) = � R^d ( A(k) − √ A(k)^2 − B(k)^2 ) dk − K^2_2 κ � R^d

G_d(k)dk, (C.6)

then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

• For d = 3, I(3) ≤ C KK^2_2 a κ ^gω(0) + C^g(0)K^2_2 ( K^{−1}_1 K^3 + κ^{−1}^g(0)K log((aK)^{−1}) )

+ min ( κ^{−3}^g(0)^4

K^4_2 K^3 , K^4_2 K^2_1 ^gω(0) ) . • For d = 2,

I(2) ≤ C^g(0)K^2_2 ( ^g(0)(ρK^{−1}_1 + κ^{−1}R^2ℓ^{−2}_δ ) + κ^{−1}^g(0)| log(2Kℓ_δ)| + κ^{−1}^g(0) )

+ min ( κ^{−3}^g(0)^4

K^4_2 K^4 , K^4_2 K^2_1 ^gω(0) ) . Proof. The proof of the 3D and 2D cases can be found in [23, Lemma C.1] and [20, Lemma C.5], respectively.

Lemma C.4. There exists a C > 0 such that 1 2(2π)^d � R^d (√ k^4 − 2k^2ρ^g(k) − k^2ρ^g(k) − ρ^2G_d(k) ) dk = ρ^2 2 I^{Bog}_d ^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d + E^{int}_d (ρ), (C.7)

where

|E^{int}_d (ρ)| ≤ { Cρ^2^g(0)^3ρR^2 log(^g(0)), if d = 2, Cρ^2^g(0)^3ρR^2 √ ρ^g(0)^3, if d = 3.

(C.8)

Proof. The idea of the proof is to estimate the error made approximating ^g(k) with ^g(0) and then changing variables k → √ ρ^g(0)k to reduce to I^{Bog}_d . The details can be found in [20, Proposition C.3] and [23, Lemma C.2] for dimension 2 and 3, respectively.

D – When ρ_z is far from ρ

Before establishing the lower bound when |ρ − ρ_z | ≥ ρε_+, we first need the following intermediate lemma, which states that the elements corresponding to the soft pairs interaction in Q^{ren}_3 can be bounded at the price of a small part of the kinetic energy. We recall the definition of Q^{soft}_3 in (5.7) and the definition of the momenta spaces P_L and P_H in (5.2).

When ρ_z is far from ρ

Lemma D.1. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for any z ∈ C, any ε > 0, and any Φ ∈ F_s(RanQ) satisfying ⟨n_+⟩_Φ ≤ ρ|Λ|, (D.1) we have ⟨ ε 2 ∑ k∈P_H k^2a^†_ka_k + Q^{soft}_3 (z) ⟩ Φ ≥ −C|Λ|ε^{−1}ρρ_z ^g(0) K^2_ℓ K^2_H

⟨n^L_+⟩_Φ N K^d_L. (D.2)

Proof. Introducing the operators

b_k := a_k + 2 ε|Λ| ∑ p∈P_L ^g(k) k^2 za^†_{p−k}a_p, (D.3)

and K^{diag}_ε = ε 2 ∑ k∈P_H k^2a^†_ka_k (D.4)

we can complete the square in the following expression, obtaining

K^{diag}_ε + Q^{soft}_3 = ∑ k∈P_H ( ε 2 k^2b^†_kb_k − 2|z|^2 ε|Λ|^2 ∑ p,s∈P_L ^g(k)^2 k^2 a^†_sa_{s−k}a^†_{p−k}a_p )

≥ − 2|z|^2 ε|Λ|^2 ∑ k∈P_H ^g(k)^2 k^2 ∑ p,s∈P_L a^†_s ( a^†_{p−k}a_{s−k} + [a_{s−k}, a^†_{p−k}] ) a_p.

For the term without commutator, estimated on a state Φ which satisfies (D.1) and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality a^†_sa^†_{p−k}a_{s−k}a_p ≤ C(a^†_sa^†_{p−k}a_{p−k}a_s + a^†_pa^†_{s−k}a_{s−k}a_p) (D.5) we have 2|z|^2 ε|Λ|^2 ⟨ ∑ k∈P_H ^g(k)^2 k^2 ∑ p,s∈P_L a^†_sa^†_{p−k}a_{p−k}a_s ⟩ Φ ≤ Cε^{−1} ρ_z^g(0)^2 |Λ| ∑ k∈^1_2 P_H ∑ s∈P_L 1 k^2 ⟨a^†_sa^†_ka_ka_s⟩_Φ ( ∑ p∈P_L 1 )

≤ Cε^{−1}ρρ_zℓ^2^g(0)^2

⟨n^L_+⟩_ΦK^d_L

K^2_H

, (D.6)

where in the last line we used that the sum over^1_2 P_H of a^†_ka_k can be bounded by the number of bosons N = ρ|Λ|, while the sum over P_L of the a^†_sa_s can be bounded by C⟨n^L_+⟩_Φ thanks to the assumptions on Φ.

On the other hand, the commutator satisfies a^†_s[a_{s−k}, a^†_{p−k}]a_p = δ_{s=p}a^†_pa_p, so we get 2|z|^2 ε|Λ|^2 ⟨ ∑ k∈P_H ^g(k)^2 k^2 ∑ p,s∈P_L a^†_s[a_{s−k}, a^†_{p−k}]a_p ⟩ Φ ≤ C |z|^2 ε|Λ|^2 ∑ k∈P_H ,p∈P_L ^g(k)^2 k^2

⟨a^†_pa_p⟩_Φ ≤ Cε^{−1}ρ_z ^g(0)⟨n^L_+⟩_Φ, (D.7)

where we used Lemma A.1, and we obtain a term which is smaller than the error stated in the lemma provided^{K2ℓ KdL}_{K2H} ≤ 1.

Combining the inequalities from (D.6) and (D.7) we get the estimate of the lemma.

When ρ_z is far from ρ

We are now ready to state the theorem which gives a lower bound for the expression (3.3) when |ρ − ρ_z| ≥ ρε_+. We use the notation Φ(z) := ⟨z|Ψ⟩, z ∈ C, (D.8) where |z⟩ belongs to the family of coherent states of the form (3.1), so that, from the c-number substitution, we can write ⟨Ψ, HΨ⟩ = 1 π � C ⟨Φ(z), (K(z) + Q^{ren}_3 + Q^{ren}_4 + R_0)Φ(z)⟩dz. (D.9)

We further observe that, since Ψ = 1_{[0,M]}(n^L_+)Ψ, we have

⟨n^L_+⟩_{Φ(z)} ≤ M‖Φ(z)‖^2, (D.10)

and the simpler ⟨n_+⟩_{Φ(z)} ≤ N‖Φ(z)‖^2. (D.11) Theorem D.2. Assume |ρ − ρ_z| ≥ ρε_+ and that the relations between the parameters in F hold true. If there exists a C > 0 such that ρa^d ≤ C^{−1}, then for any normalized, N−particle state Ψ ∈ F_s(L^2(Λ)) satisfying (E.1) and Ψ = 1_{[0,2M]}(n^L_+)Ψ, the following lower bound holds,

⟨K(z) + Q^{soft}_3 (z) + R_0⟩_{Φ(z)} ≥ (1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + 2E^{LHY}_d ) ‖Φ(z)‖^2 − Cρ^g(0)⟨n^H_+ ⟩_{Φ(z)}. Proof. We start by proving the following lower bound

⟨K(z) + Q^{soft}_3 ⟩_{Φ(z)} ≥ |Λ|^g(0) ( 1 2 ρ^2_z + ρ^2 − ρρ_z − CK^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L (ρρ_z + ρ^2_z + ρ^2) − Cρ^2λ^{LHY}_d ) ‖Φ(z)‖^2 − Cρ^g(0)⟨n^H_+ ⟩_{Φ(z)}. (D.12)

We use Lemma D.1. Subtracting a small part of the kinetic energy from K(z), we get a bound on Q^{soft}_3 (z), ε 2π ⟨ ∑ k∈P_H k^2a^†_ka_k + Q^{soft}_3 (z) ⟩ Φ(z) ≥ −C|Λ|ε^{−1}ρρ_z ^g(0) K^2_ℓ K^2_H

⟨n^L_+⟩_{Φ(z)} N K^d_L

≥ −C|Λ|ε^{−1}ρρ_z ^g(0) K^6_ℓ K^3_L

‖Φ(z)‖^2, (D.13)

where we used (D.10) and the assumption on Ψ to have ⟨n^L_+⟩_{Φ(z)} ≤ CM‖Φ(z)‖^2 and the relations between the parameters. Choosing ε = K^4_ℓ K^2_L

≪ 1, (D.14)

this term can be absorbed in the K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L term in (D.12).

Subtracting ε/2 ∑ k^2a^†_ka_k from K^{Bog}, for ε ≪ 1, this is turned into

~K^{Bog} = 1 2 ∑ k≠0 ~A_k(a^†_ka_k + a^†_{−k}a_{−k}) + 1 2 ∑ k≠0 B_k ( a^†_ka^†_{−k} + a_ka_{−k} ) , (D.15)

where ~A_k := (1 − ε)k^2 + ρ_z^g_k. (D.16)

The diagonalization procedure in Proposition 4.1 can be adapted with the modified kinetic energy, and we find

~K^{Bog} ≥ − 1 2 ∑ k≠0 ( ~A_k − √ ~A2_k − B2_k )

≥ − |Λ| 2(2π)^2 � R^d ( ~A_k − √ ~A2_k − B2_k ) dk + o^{LHY}_d , (D.17)

A priori Bounds for the Number of Excited Bosons

where we approximated the series by the integral obtaining a small error absorbed in the last term. Since ~A_k ≥ (1 − ε) [ |k| − √ ρ^g(0) ]_2 + + 1 2 ρ_z ^g(0), (D.18)

we satisfy the assumptions of Lemma C.3, with κ = (1 − ε), K = √ ρ^g(0), K_1 =^1_2 ρ_z , K_2 = ρ_z, and therefore we get the estimate 1 2 ρ^2_z|Λ|^gω(0) − |Λ| 2(2π)^2 � R^d ( ~A_k − √ ~A2_k − B2_k ) dk ≥ −Cερ^2_z|Λ|^gω(0) − Cρρ_z |Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d − Cρ^2_z|Λ|^g(0)(1 − ε)^{−1}(λ^{LHY}_d + R^2ℓ^{−2}_δ 1_{d,2}) + o^{LHY}_d ≥ −Cρ^2_z|Λ|^g(0)(ε + R^2ℓ^{−2}_δ 1_{d,2} + λ^{LHY}_d ) − Cρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d , (D.19)

where we reconstructed ^gω(0) obtaining an error reabsorbed in the first term of the third line, and we used a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on the second term in the second line. Thanks to the choice of ε made in (D.14) and the relations between the parameters, we have that ε is the dominant term in the first addend, and it can be reabsorbed in the K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L term in (D.12), while the second addend is dominated by error term in (D.12).

We bound by zero the positive terms in the quadratic elements in creation and annihilation operators

⟨(ρ_z − ρ)n_+^g(0) + Q^{ex}_2 (z)⟩_{Φ(z)} ≥ −ρ^g(0)⟨n_+⟩_{Φ(z)} ≥ −Cρ^g(0) ( M‖Φ(z)‖^2 + ⟨n^H_+ ⟩_{Φ(z)} ) , (D.20)

where we used the simple bound n_+ ≤ C(n^L_+ + n^H_+ ) and (D.10). The first term, thanks to (F.6), contributes to the K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L terms in (D.12), and the last term to the relative n^H_+ term in (D.12).

Collecting the inequalities (D.13), (D.19) and (D.20), we deduce the lower bound in (D.12). By the simple algebraic equivalence 1 2 ρ^2_z + ρ^2 − ρρ_z = 1 2 (ρ − ρ_z)^2 + 1 2 ρ^2, (D.21)

and using that the coefficients of the K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L in (D.12) can be bounded by

C(ρ − ρ_z)^2^g(0)|Λ| + Cρ^2^g(0)|Λ|, (D.22)

we get the bound

(D.12) ≥ ( 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + 1 2 (ρ − ρ_z )^2|Λ|^g(0)(1 − CK^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L )

− Cρ^2|Λ|^g(0)K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L − Cρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d ) ‖Φ(z)‖^2 − Cρ^g(0)⟨n^H_+ ⟩_{Φ(z)} ≥ ( 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + 1 4 (ρ − ρ_z )^2|Λ|^g(0) − Cρ^2|Λ|^g(0)K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L − Cρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d ) ‖Φ(z)‖^2 − Cρ^g(0)⟨n^H_+ ⟩_{Φ(z)}, (D.23)

and we can conclude using the assumption |ρ − ρ_z| ≥ ρε_+, where ε_+ is chosen in order to dominate the K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_L terms and the error and to have that the second term in the previous expression positive and bigger than the Lee-Huang-Yang precision, to obtain the desired bound.

E – A priori Bounds for the Number of Excited Bosons

In this section we bound the number of excitations for states of suitably low energy.

A priori Bounds for the Number of Excited Bosons

Theorem E.1. Assume the relations between the parameters in F and that ρa^d is small enough. There exists a C_B > 0 such that, if Ψ ∈ L^2_{sym}(Λ^N ) is a normalized state satisfying ⟨H⟩_Ψ ≤ 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0)(1 + C_B λ^{LHY}_d ), (E.1)

then there exists a C > 0 such that

⟨n_+⟩_Ψ ≤ C { C_B NK^2_ℓ ^g(0), d = 2, C_B NK^2_ℓ √ ρa^3, d = 3. (E.2)

⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Ψ ≤ C { C_B N K^{−2}_L K^2_ℓ ^g(0), d = 2, C_B N K^{−2}_L K^2_ℓ √ ρa^3, d = 3. (E.3)

⟨Q^{ren}_4 ⟩_Ψ ≤ C_B ρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d . (E.4) In order to prove the Theorem E.1, we need to prove a lower bound on H localizing on boxes B with Gross-Pitaevskii length scale ℓ_{GP} ≪ ℓ, where

ℓ_{GP} := ρ^{−1/2}^g(0)^{−1/2}. (E.5)

We introduce the small box centered at u ∈ Λ to be

B_u = u + [ − ℓ_{GP} 2 , ℓ_{GP} 2 ]_d . (E.6)

The associated localization functions are

χ_{Bu} (x) := χ ( x − u ℓ_{GP} ) , (E.7)

where χ ∈ C^∞(R^d), 0 ≤ χ, supp χ ⊆ B 1_2 (0), ‖χ‖_L2 = 1. We emphasize that � Λ � B_u |χ_{Bu} |^2dxdu = |Λ|. (E.8)

We also introduce the projectors on the condensate in the small boxes P_{Bu} and their complements Q_{Bu} , P_{Bu} := 1 |B_u| |1_{Bu} ⟩⟨1_{Bu} |, Q_{Bu} := 1_{Bu} − P_{Bu} . (E.9)

In order to construct the small box Hamiltonian, we introduce the localized potentials

v^B (x) := v(x) χ ∗ χ(x/ℓ_{GP}) , w_{Bu} (x, y) := χ_{Bu} (x)v^B (x − y)χ_{Bu} (y), (E.10)

v^B_1 (x) := g(x) χ ∗ χ(x/ℓ_{GP}) , w_{1,Bu} (x, y) := χ_{Bu} (x)v^B_1 (x − y)χ_{Bu} (y), (E.11)

v^B_2 (x) := g(x)(1 + ω(x)) χ ∗ χ(x/ℓ_{GP}) , w_{2,Bu} (x, y) := χ_{Bu} (x)v^B_2 (x − y)χ_{Bu} (y), (E.12)

where we see that w_B , w_{1,B} , w_{2,B} are localized versions of v, g, (1 + ω)g, respectively.

For the kinetic energy, the localization to the small boxes is contained in the lemma below. Lemma E.2. There exists a constant b > 0 such that, for s > 0 small enough, the periodic Laplacian on Λ satisfies − Δ ≥ |B|^{−1} � Λ T_u du + b ℓ^2

Q_Λ, (E.13)

where Q_Λ is the projector outside the condensate of the box Λ, and where the new kinetic energy has the form T_u := Q_{Bu} χ_{Bu} ( − Δ_Rd − s^{−2}ℓ^{−2}_{GP} ) + χ_{Bu} Q_{Bu} + bℓ^{−2}_{GP}Q_{Bu} . (E.14)

A priori Bounds for the Number of Excited Bosons

Proof. The proof can be found in [19, Lemma 3.3].

Since we do not know how the particles distribute in the boxes, we introduce a chemical potential ρ_μ. We will impose ρ_μ = ρ to be coherent with the original density. In this way we can define the grand canonical large box Hamiltonian, on the sector with n bosons, as

H_Λ(ρ_μ)_n := n∑ j=1 ( − Δ_j − ρ_μ � R^d g(x_j − y)dy ) + n∑ i<j v(x_i − x_j ). (E.15)

The small-box Hamiltonian H_B which acts on F_s(L^2(B_u)) is

H_{Bu} (ρ_μ)_n := n∑ j=1 ( T_{j,u} − ρ_μ � R^d w_{1,Bu} (x_j , y)dy ) + n∑ i<j w_{Bu} (x_i, x_j ). (E.16)

Joining Lemma E.2 and a direct calculation for the potential, we obtain the relation between the last two Hamiltonians in the theorem below.

Theorem E.3. H_Λ(ρ_μ)_n ≥ n∑ j=1 b ℓ^2

Q_{Λ,j} + 1 |B| � Λ H_{Bu} (ρ_μ)_ndu. (E.17)

A lower bound for H_{Bu} gives a lower bound for H_Λ(ρ_μ)_n still conserving the contribution from the spectral gap. In the next proposition we give a lower bound for H_{Bu} . The proof, that we omit, is identical to the one given in [19] for the 3D case (see also [22, Appendix B] and [20, Appendix D]).

Proposition E.4. Assume the conditions in F are true, then there exists a constant C_B > 0 such that, for sufficiently small values of ρ_μa^d,

H_B (ρ_μ)_n ≥ − 1 2 ρ^2_μ|B|^g(0) − C_B ρ^2_μ|B|^g(0)λ^{ρμ}_d , (E.18) where λ^{ρμ}_d has the same expression as λ^{LHY}_d , with ρ_μ in place of ρ.

Plugging the result of this last proposition into (E.17), and since all the H_{Bu} are unitarily equivalent, we get a lower bound for the large box Hamiltonian, contained in the next theorem.

Theorem E.5. We have the following lower bound for the large box Hamiltonian

H_Λ(ρ_μ)_n ≥ b 2ℓ^2 n_+ − ρ^2_μ|Λ|^g(0) (1 2 + C_B λ^{ρμ}_d ) . (E.19)

To lower bound the large box Hamiltonian by the spectral gap plus the energy contribution up to the Lee-Huang-Yang level, allows us to finally prove the bound on the number of excitations for states of low energy.

Proof of Theorem E.1. We only sketch the proof, details can be found in [20, Appendix D] and [22, Appendix B]. Choosing ρ_μ = ρ we have that the original large box Hamiltonian can be expressed, in relation to the grand canonical one, as

H_N = H_Λ(ρ)_N + ρ^g(0)N. (E.20)

Therefore, comparing the upper bound from the assumption (E.1) on Ψ and the lower bound from Theorem E.5, we get b 2ℓ^2

⟨n_+⟩_Ψ + 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) − C_B ρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d ≤ ⟨H⟩_Ψ ≤ 1 2 ρ^2|Λ|^g(0) + C_B ρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d , (E.21)

which yields, for n_+, b 2ℓ^2

⟨n_+⟩_Ψ ≤ 2C_B ρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d , (E.22)

A priori Bounds for the Number of Excited Bosons

giving the desired bound.

The bound of n^H_+ follows from the one of n_+ and a lower bound on the Hamiltonian in the large box Λ, and we give a sketch of the proof below.

We write the Laplacian in second quantization and on the N boson space as

− Δ = ∑ k∈Λ^∗ τ_ka^†_ka_k + b

K^2_L ℓ^2 n^H_+ , (E.23)

where, for a b <^1_{100} ,

τ_k := |k|^2 − b1_{[KLℓ}−1_{,+∞)}(k)

K^2_L ℓ^2

, (E.24)

isolating, in this way, the spectral gap for high momenta. Thanks to this observation and Proposition 2.2, the Hamiltonian acting on the N Fock space sector can be bounded as

H_n ≥ K_{quad} + b

K^2_L ℓ^2 n^H_+ + n_0(n_0 − 1) 2|Λ| ( ^g(0) + ^gω(0) )

+ Q^{ren}_3 + Q^{ren}_4 − Cn^g(0) n_+ |Λ| , where by K_{quad} we denoted the quadratic part of the Hamiltonian in a^#_k :

K_{quad} := ∑ k∈Λ^∗ τ_ka^†_ka_k + 1 2|Λ| ∑ k∈Λ^∗ ^g_k(a^†_0a^†_0a_ka_{−k} + h.c.). (E.25)

Here we do not need to reach the Lee-Huang-Yang precision, therefore we do not have to work with soft pairs and the bound on Q^{ren}_3 and Q^{ren}_4 is easier. It is obtained by an application of a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on Q^{ren}_3 and estimating the missing terms to reconstruct Q^{ren}_4 in a similar way as in (2.12): Q^{ren}_3 + 1 2 Q^{ren}_4 ≥ −C n_0 |Λ| n_+^g(0). (E.26)

We introduce a new pair of creation and annihilation operators

b_k := a^†_0a_k, b^†_k := a_0a^†_k, (E.27)

and adding and subtracting A_0 := ^g(0) 2|Λ| ∑ k∈Λ^∗ (b^†_kb_k + b^†_{−k}b_{−k}), (E.28)

where |A_0| ≤ CN ^g(0)^{n+}_{|Λ|} , we get

K_{quad} + A_0 ≥ 1 2|Λ| ∑ k∈Λ^∗ ( A_k(b^†_kb_k + b^†_{−k}b_{−k}) + ^g_k(b^†_kb^†_{−k} + b_{−k}b_k) )

where A_k :=^{|Λ|}_{(N+1)} τ_k + ^g(0). By the standard Bogoliubov theory of diagonalization and recalling the definition of G_d in (1.18), we bound the previous expression by the Bogoliubov integral

K_{quad} + A_0 ≥ I(d) −

N(N + 1) 2|Λ| ^gω(0), (E.29)

with I(d) := − N 2(2π)^d � R^d ( A_k − √ A^2_k − ^g^2_k −

N + 1 |Λ| G_d(k) ) dk. (E.30)

We calculate the integral in a similar way as in Lemma C.3, splitting into two regions for momenta higher or lower than K_Lℓ^{−1}, obtaining, since K_ℓ ≪ K_L, that there exists a C > 0, such that I(3) ≥ −C N(N + 1) |Λ| ^g(0) √ ρ^g(0)^3 K_L K_ℓ , I(2) ≥ −C N(N + 1) |Λ| ^g(0)^2, (E.31)

Parameters

Collecting the inequalities (E.31), the bound on A_0 and (E.26), using the bound we obtained for n_+ and considering the quadratic form of the N−particle state Ψ from the assumptions, we get the following lower bound for the Hamiltonian:

⟨H⟩_Ψ ≥ b K^2_L ℓ^2

⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Ψ + 1 2 ⟨Q^{ren}_4 ⟩_Ψ + 1 2 ρN ^g(0) × ( 1 − C √ ρa^3 K_L K_ℓ ) , for d = 3, ( 1 − C^g(0) ) , for d = 2,

(E.32)

which, together with the assumption (E.1) on Ψ, gives the bounds

⟨Q^{ren}_4 ⟩_Ψ ≤ CρN ^g(0) √ ρa^3, (E.33) b K^2_L 2ℓ^2 ⟨n^H_+ ⟩_Ψ ≤ CρN ^g(0) × C √ ρa^3 K_L K_ℓ , for d = 3, C^g(0), for d = 2, (E.34)

from which the bounds on n^H_+ and Q^{ren}_4 follow.

F – Parameters

In this appendix we list the parameters needed in the proof and the relations they have to satisfy. Finally, in (F.15) below we give a concrete choice satisfying those conditions. Throughout all the paper, the following parameters are used

ε_K , ε_{gap} ≪ 1 ≪ M, K_ℓ, K_L, K_H , (F.1)

We use the notation A ≪ B to mean A ≪ B ⇔ { A ≤ C(ρa^3)^ζ B, if d = 3, A ≤ Cδ^ζ B, if d = 2. (F.2)

for a constant C > 0 and a ζ > 0.

Recall that K_L and K_H define the sets of low and high momenta respectively. They must satisfy K_ℓ ≪ K^4_ℓ ≪ K_L ≪ K_H . (F.3) The chain of conditions is important in many inequalities throughout all the paper. M is the bound on n^L_+ that we allow our states to satisfy. Our localization result on n^L_+, Theorem B.1, respectively requires in equation (B.20) and in equation (B.18)

M ≫ ℓρ^{1/2}K^{1/2}_H ‖v‖^{1/2}_1 , (F.4) and M ≫ ℓ^2ρ^2|Λ|^g(0)λ^{LHY}_d . (F.5)

The parameter M has to be smaller than the total number of particles according to the following condition M N ≪ ( K_ℓ K_L )_4 ≪ 1, (F.6)

where the last inequality follows from (F.3) using (F.1). The errors when localizing the 3Q terms in Proposition 5.1 require the following condition M N K^d_H ≪ 1. (F.7)

When dealing with the 3Q terms, we need a small fraction ε_K ≪ 1 of K^{diag}_H to control some errors. This coefficient needs to be large enough,

ε^2_K ≫ ℓ^{8−d}ρ^3^g(0)^4K^{−8}_H K^d_LM. (F.8)

REFERENCES

Other errors from 3Q are controlled by n^H_+ using

K^2_ℓ ≫ ℓ^{4−d}ρ^g(0)^2K^{−2}_H K^d_LM, (F.9)

or by a fraction ε_{gap} ≪ 1 of the spectral gap, which needs to satisfy

ρ^3^g(0)^4ℓ^{8−d}K^{d−6}_H ≪ ε_{gap}, (F.10) ε_K ℓ^2ρ^g(0) + E_dℓ^2ρ + K^2_ℓ K^{−1}_H ≪ ε_{gap}, (F.11) R ℓ K_Lℓ^2ρ^g(0) ≪ ε_{gap}, (F.12)

where E_d is the error from Lemma A.1.

We explain here how to get explicit choices of parameters, starting from any box Λ satisfying K_ℓ ≪ { δ^{− 126} , if d = 2, (ρa^3)^{− 128} , if d = 3.

(F.13)

Given such a K_ℓ, there exists an ε ∈ (0, 1) small enough such that { K^{−26−19ε} ℓ ≫ δ, if d = 2, K^{−28−16ε} ℓ ≫ ρa^3, if d = 3.

(F.14)

Then, with the choice

K_L = K^{4+2ε}_ℓ , K_H = K^{4+3ε}_ℓ ,^M_N = K^{−12−10ε}_ℓ , ε_{gap} = K^{−2}_ℓ , ε_K = K^{−18+2d+(d−16)ε} ℓ , (F.15)

all the conditions (F.3), (F.4), (F.6), (F.7), (F.9), (F.8), (F.10), (F.11), (F.12) are satisfied, for potentials satisfying ‖v‖_1 ≤ C and ρ^g(0)R^2 ≤ K^{−9}_ℓ .

References

[1] A. Adhikari, C. Brennecke, and B. Schlein. Bose–Einstein Condensation Beyond the Gross–Pitaevskii Regime. Ann. I. H. Poincaré, 22(4):1163–1233, April 2021.

[2] M. H. Anderson, J. R. Ensher, M. R. Matthews, C. E. Wieman, and E. A. Cornell. Observation of Bose-Einstein condensation in a dilute atomic vapor. Science, 269(5221):198–201, 1995.

[3] G. Basti, C. Caraci, and S. Cenatiempo. Energy expansions for dilute Bose gases from local condensation results: a review of known results, 2022, ArXiv.2209.11714.

[4] G. Basti, S. Cenatiempo, A. Olgiati, G. Pasqualetti, and B. Schlein. A second order upper bound for the ground state energy of a hard-sphere gas in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. Commun. Math. Phys., 399:1–55, 2023.

[5] G. Basti, S. Cenatiempo, and B. Schlein. A new second order upper bound for the ground state energy of dilute Bose gases, 2021, ArXiv 2101.06222.

[6] N. Benedikter, P. T. Nam, M. Porta, B. Schlein, and R. Seiringer. Optimal Upper Bound for the Correlation Energy of a Fermi Gas in the Mean-Field Regime. Commun. Math. Phys., 374(3):2097–2150, 2020.

[7] N. Benedikter, P. T. Nam, M. Porta, B. Schlein, and R. Seiringer. Correlation energy of a weakly interacting Fermi gas. Invent. Math., 225(3):885–979, 2021.

[8] C. Boccato and R. Seiringer. The Bose Gas in a Box with Neumann Boundary Conditions.

Ann. I. H. Poincaré, 24(5):1505–1560, May 2023.

REFERENCES

[9] N. N. Bogolyubov. On the theory of superfluidity. Izv. Akad. Nauk., 11:77–90, 1947. Eng.

Trans. Journal of Physics (USSR), 11, 23 (1947).

[10] B. Brietzke and J. P. Solovej. The Second-Order Correction to the Ground State Energy of the Dilute Bose Gas. Ann. I. H. Poincaré, 21(2):571–626, February 2020.

[11] C. Caraci, S. Cenatiempo, and B. Schlein. The excitation spectrum of two dimensional Bose gases in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, 2022, ArXiv.2205.12218.

[12] A. Yu. Cherny and A. A. Shanenko. Dilute Bose gas in two dimensions: Density expansions and the Gross-Pitaevskii equation. Phys. Rev. E, 64:027105, Jul 2001.

[13] M. R. Christiansen, C. Hainzl, and P. T. Nam. On the effective quasi-bosonic Hamiltonian of the electron gas: collective excitations and plasmon modes. Lett. Math. Phys., 112(6):114, November 2022.

[14] M. R. Christiansen, C. Hainzl, and P. T. Nam. The random phase approximation for interacting fermi gases in the mean-field regime, 2022, ArXiv.2106.11161.

[15] M. R. Christiansen, C. Hainzl, and P. T. Nam. The Gell-Mann–Brueckner Formula for the Correlation Energy of the Electron Gas: A Rigorous Upper Bound in the Mean-Field Regime. Commun. Math. Phys., February 2023.

[16] F. J. Dyson. Ground-state energy of a hard-sphere gas. Phys. Rev., 106(1):20–26, apr 1957.

[17] L. Erdős, B. Schlein, and H.-T. Yau. Ground-state energy of a low-density Bose gas: A second-order upper bound. Phys. Rev. A, 78(5), nov 2008.

[18] M. Falconi, E. L. Giacomelli, C. Hainzl, and M. Porta. The Dilute Fermi Gas via Bogoliubov Theory. Ann. I. H. Poincaré, 22(7):2283–2353, July 2021.

[19] S. Fournais. Length scales for BEC in the dilute Bose gas. In The Ari Laptev Anniversary Volume, number 3-4, pages 115–133. 2021.

[20] S. Fournais, T. Girardot, L. Junge, L. Morin, and M. Olivieri. The ground state energy of a two-dimensional Bose gas, 2022, ArXiv.2206.11100.

[21] S. Fournais, M. Napiórkowski, R. Reuvers, and J. P. Solovej. Ground state energy of a dilute two-dimensional Bose gas from the Bogoliubov free energy functional. J. Math. Phys., 60(7):071903, 17, 2019.

[22] S. Fournais and J. P. Solovej. The energy of dilute Bose gases. Ann. Math., 192(3):893–976, Nov 2020.

[23] S. Fournais and J. P. Solovej. The energy of dilute Bose gases II, The general case. Invent.

Math., 232:863–994, May 2023.

[24] E. L. Giacomelli. Bogoliubov theory for the dilute fermi gas in three dimensions, 2022, ArXiv.2207.13618.

[25] E. L. Giacomelli. An optimal upper bound for the dilute Fermi gas in three dimensions, 2022, ArXiv.2212.11832.

[26] G. M. Graf and J. P. Solovej. A correlation estimate with applications to quantum systems wth coulomb interactions. Rev. Math. Phys., 06(05a):977–997, 1994.

[27] F. Haberberger, C. Hainzl, P. T. Nam, R. Seiringer, and A. Triay. The free energy of dilute bose gases at low temperatures, 2023, ArXiv.2304.02405.

[28] C. Hainzl, B. Schlein, and A. Triay. Bogoliubov theory in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit: a simplified approach, 2022, ArXiv.2203.03440.

REFERENCES

[29] D.F. Hines, N.E. Frankel, and D.J. Mitchell. Hard-disc Bose gas. Phys. Lett. A, 68(1):12–14, 1978.

[30] A. B. Lauritsen. Almost optimal upper bound for the ground state energy of a dilute fermi gas via cluster expansion, 2023, ArXiv.2301.08005.

[31] A. B. Lauritsen and R. Seiringer. Ground state energy of the dilute spin-polarized fermi gas:

Upper bound via cluster expansion, 2023, ArXiv.2301.04894.

[32] T. D. Lee, K. Huang, and C. N. Yang. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of a Bose system of hard spheres and its low-temperature properties. Phys. Rev., 106(6):1135–1145, jun 1957.

[33] W. Lenz. Die Wellenfunktion und Geschwindigkeitsverteilung des entarteten Gases. Z. Phys., 56(11-12):778–789, nov 1929.

[34] E. H. Lieb, R. Seiringer, and J. P. Solovej. Ground-state energy of the low-density fermi gas.

Phys. Rev. A, 71:053605, 2005.

[35] E. H. Lieb and J. P. Solovej. Ground state energy of the one-component charged bose gas.

Commun. Math. Phys., 217(1):127–163, 2001.

[36] E. H. Lieb and J. P. Solovej. Ground state energy of the two-component charged Bose gas.

Commun. Math. Phys., 252(1-3):485–534, 2004.

[37] E. H. Lieb, J. P. Solovej, R. Seiringer, and J. Yngvason. The Mathematics of the Bose Gas and its Condensation. Birkhäuser Basel, 2005.

[38] E. H. Lieb and J. Yngvason. Ground State Energy of the Low Density Bose Gas. Phys. Rev.

Lett., 80(12):2504–2507, mar 1998.

[39] E. H. Lieb and J. Yngvason. The ground state energy of a dilute two-dimensional Bose gas.

J. Stat. Phys., 103(3-4):509–526, 2001. Special issue dedicated to the memory of Joaquin M. Luttinger.

[40] C. Mora and Y. Castin. Ground state energy of the two-dimensional weakly interacting Bose gas: First correction beyond Bogoliubov theory. Phys. Rev. Lett., 102:180404, May 2009.

[41] B. Schlein. Bose gases in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit: a survey of some rigorous results. In The Physics and Mathematics of Elliott Lieb, Volume II, pages 277–305. EMS press, 2022.

[42] C. N. Yang. Pseudopotential method and dilute hard “sphere” Bose gas in dimensions 2, 4 and 5. EPL-Europhys. Lett., 84(4):40001, oct 2008.

[43] H.-T. Yau and J. Yin. The Second Order Upper Bound for the Ground Energy of a Bose Gas.

J. Stat. Phys., 136(3):453–503, jul 2009.