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Abstract

The leading term of the ground state energy /particle of a dilute gas of bosons
with mass m in the thermodynamic limit is 27rh?ao/m when the density of the
gas is p, the interaction potential is non-negative and the scattering length a is
positive. In this paper, we generalize the upper bound part of this result to any
interaction potential with positive scattering length, i.e, a > 0 and the lower
bound part to some interaction potentials with shallow and/or narrow negative
parts.

1 Introduction and main theorems

In Dyson’s work [9] and Lieb, Yngvason and Seiringer’s work [7, [6], it is rigor-
ously proved that the leading term of the ground state energy/particle of a three
dimensional dilute bose gas of mass m in the thermodynamic limit with density o is
2rhap/m, i.e.,

e(o,m) = 2rh2ap/m(1 + o(1)) if ap < 1 (1.1)

where they assumed that the interaction potential is non-negative, the scattering
length a is positive. This result is generalized to a two dimensional dilute bose gas in
[8]. In this paper, first, in Theorem 1, we generalize the upper bound part of (ILI]) to
general interaction potentials v with positive scattering length. On the other hand,
for the lower bound on the ground energy, it was conjectured in [7] that the lower
bound part of (II]) should hold if the scattering length is positive and v has no N-
body bound states for any N. Recently, it is proved in [11] that in some cases with
partly shallow negative potential the lower bound part of (II]) holds. In Theorem
2, we introduce a different method for the lower bound on (LI) when v can have
shallow and/or narrow negative components and provide better(smaller) error term.
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We begin with describing the questions more precisely. We write the Hamiltonian
of a system of N interacting bosons which are restricted to a cubic box of volume
A = L3 in the following way (in units where h = 2m = 1):

N
Hy=> -Ai+ > v™(w —aj) (1.2)

i=1 1<i<j<N
Here A denotes the Laplacian on A with periodic boundary condition and v® is a
scaled interaction potential, i.e.,

v4(x) =a % v(x/a), a>0 (1.3)
The pair interaction potential v is spherically symmetric and supported on the set
{x € R3: |z| < Ry} for some Ry > 0.

DEFINITION 1 (Scattering Length). Assume that w is a pair spherically sym-
metric interaction potential with compact support. Denote E[p| as the energy of the
complezx-valued function ¢ on R® as follows,

5] = [ 190 + bula)lota) P (1.4

Define the scattering length SL(w) of potential w as the following minimum energy.
1

SL(w) = m;n {EE[QS] : ‘xl‘iinoo o(z) = 1} (1.5)

Note: If SL(w) > —o0, one can easily prove that the Hamiltonian —A + Jw has
no bound state. In particular, when w > 0, we have SL(w) > 0 and w has no bound
state. One can see that this definition is equivalent to the definition of scattering
length in [5] when w > 0.

With the relation between v and v® in ([IL3]), we can assume that

SL(v)=1, SL(v*) =a (1.6)
Let fi(x) be the solution of the zero-energy scattering equation of v, i.e.,
— Afi(z) + %U(m)fl(a:) =0, (1.7)

then we have that f,(x) = fi(z/a) is the solution of the following zero-energy scat-
tering equation of v%.

— Afo(z) + %fu“(az)fa(x) =0, (1.8)
As in [5], one can prove that if f, is normalized as lim|g|_,o, fo(x) = 1, then
fa(z) =1—a/z, for |z| > Roa (1.9)

In this paper, we are interested in the ground energy E(N,A) of Hy in the thermo-
dynamic limit that A — oo, N — 0o and N/A = p. Low density means that the
average inter-particle distance o~/3 is much larger than the scattering length a, i.e.
ado < 1.

First, we state that for any fixed v, the upper bound on (ILI]) holds for the dilute
bose gas.



THEOREM 1. Fiz v with SL[v] =1 and v® satisfying (1.3). Let fi be the solution
of zero-energy equation of v and normalized as: fi(co) = 1. In the thermodynamic
limit, limy_o0 N/A = o, we have the following upper bound on E(N,A), which is
the ground energy of Hy in (1.3),

E(N,A
lim sup EW,A)

<1 t. (a®0) /4 1.10
msup PN S + const. (a”p)™ /%, ( )

for some constant depending on || f1||co, provided that 4?”a?’g <1.

Note: So far, the best proof of the error term on upper bound, when v > 0, is
O(a®0)'/3, as in [A].

On the other hand, for the lower bound in (L.I), we prove that as long as v has a
positive core and is bounded from below, (II]) holds when the negative part is small
enough (shallow and/or narrow). In the appendix, we show that if v* is a continuous
function on R? and Hy has no bound state for any N, v® satisfies the above two
requirements, i.e.,

v*(0) > 0, minv®*(r) > —o0 (1.11)

The above two inequalities (III]) also hold when v® is stable [I] (the stability of
potential is assumed in [11]).

THEOREM 2. We assume that v(z) = vi(x) +v_(x), v4(z) > 0, v_(z) > —A_,
A— > 0 and vy has a positive core, i.e. 3ry, such that vy(x) > Ay > 0 for |z| < r.
Here v_ need not be negative.

There exist ¢1(Ro/r1) and ca(Ro/r1), which are greater than one and only depend
on Ry/r1, such that the following holds.

If there exists some positive number t satisfying

SL[Cl(R()/Tl) . (U + t?)_)] >0 and Ay > (1 + t_l)CQ(RO/Tl) AL, (1.12)
we have the following lower bound on E(N,A),

E(N,A
lim inf M

>1_ (a3 1/17 1.1
N—o00 47TCLQN - const (a Q) ’ ( 3)

for some constant depending on vy and v_, provided that 4%&39 is smaller than some
constant depending on vy, v— and t.

Note: So far, the best estimation of the error term of the lower bound, when
v > 0, is also O(a®0)'/17, as in [5].
This theorem implies the following two corollaries.

COROLLARY 1. Assume that

v(x) =vie(z) + Aov_(x), ve(z) >0, v_(z) > -1 (1.14)



and vy has a positive core, i.e. Iry such that vy(x) > Ay for |x| < ri. There exists
Ao(r1, Ro, Ag,v_) such that, if 0 < A_ < Ao, i.e., the potential is shallow enough, we
have the following lower bound on E(N,A),

l}\l{li};lof % > 1 — const. (a®)'/1" (1.15)

provided that 4%ra?’g is smaller than some constant depending on vy and v_.

Proof. For fixed Ry, 1 and Ay, when A_ is small enough, we have that
SL[c1(Ro/r1)(vy + 2 _v_)] >0 and Ay > 2ca(Ro/r1)M—. (1.16)

Using Theorem 2, with the choice ¢ = 1, we arrive at the desired result. |

COROLLARY 2. Assume that
>v_(z) > —A_ (1.17)

v(@) = vy (@) + v (2), vile) >

0>w
and vy has a positive core, i.e. Iry such that vy(x) > Ay for |x| < ry. There exist
Mo(Ro/r1,A=) and € (Ro, 1, A=) such that, if

Ay > Ao and / lo_(2)|dz < = (Ro,r, A_), (1.18)
z€R3
we have the following lower bound on E(N,A),

.. E(N,A) 3 51

lim inf ————2 > 1 — const. /17 1.19
W Tragy =17 omet-(a70) (19
provided that %’ra?’g is smaller than some constant depending on vy and v_.

Proof. We choose Ao = max{3,2c2(Roy/r1)} =, then we have that Ay > \g > 3A_,
which implies that
[v+v_](z) > Ay/3>0 for |z| <nr (1.20)

Then we claim that for any n > 1 and Ay > 3A_, there exists {(n) > 0,
/ v (2)|dz < £(n) = SLn(v+v_)] > 0. (1.21)
R3

To prove (LZI), we shall prove that there exists £(n) > 0, if [ps [v_(z)|dz < &(n),
for any non-negative radial function f,

/| GO o 0t v) )iz > 0. (1.22)
We can see, with (L.20),
[ 9@+ e+ o)) da (1.23)
lz|<Ro
> VFI2(z) — |Inv_]|e f2(2)] dz
> /WKRO [1VP(@) — Inv_lsof>@)]
>

/ VP ()de — nA P (2)de
r1<|z|<Ro r1<|z|<Ro
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Hence, if (I.22)) does not hold, the right side of (I.23)) is less than 0. With Sobolev
inequality and Schwarz’s Inequality, we obtain that there exists n(n) such that

1/2
( / !f(w)!4dx> < n(n) / () de (1.24)
r1<|z|<Ro r1<|z|<Ro

On the other hand, with (20)), v +v_ > 2v_ and Schwarz’s Inequality, we have that

[ i@ oo s .
lz|<Ro
(o nAs 2 x)— nv_(z)| f(z)?dz
- /x<Ro'Vf'”+/|x|<n s ([ @@
>

2 Ay o
/wSROIVfI (2) + /mgn A 2 (a)

1/2
—nn(n) / v? (x)dx
r1<|z|<Ro

/ P (0)dx
r1<|z|<Ro

233‘ %233—7171 v 1/2 2$$
> [ R@ s [T e e [

|z| <71 lz|<Ro

Thus, for n > 1, if
1 - Nag<r, VIP@) + o<, et f2(x)d

- min ,
na(n) —f f\T’\SRO |f?(z)dz

the inequality (L.22]) holds. We note that it is easy to see that {(n) > 0. Hence we
arrive at the desired result (L2I]). At last, choosing

lo— 1" < (£(n))*?

€(R0,’r’1,)\_) :f(cl(Ro/’r’l)) (1.26)
and using the result of Theorem 2 with ¢ = 1, we arrive at the desired result (L.I9).
|

Remark: Compared with the result of [II], we improve the error term (It was
(a®0)Y/3! in [I1]) and generalize the shapes of potentials, i.e., the negative part
of potential can be shallow and/or narrow. In particular, there is no restriction
on the depth of the interaction potential v, i.e. for VA_ > 0, there Jv satisfying
mingeps v(z) < —A_ and Theorem 2 holds.

2 Proofs

2.1 Proof of Theorem one

Proof. As usual, to prove the upper bound on the ground state energy, we only need
to construct a sequence of trial states Wy 5 satisfying

U|Hy|W
limsup< [ |9)

————— < 4map(1l + const. Y 2.1



for some constant that depends only on || fi||oc. Here we denote Y as

1/4
Y = <4§a39> (2.2)

Following the ideas in [9, [6], we construct the trial state of the following form,

N
vy =[] 5 (2.3)
p=1

In [9], F,, depends on the the nearest particle to the x, among all the x; with i < p,
ie.,
Fy = f(tp), tp:ggg{‘xi_xp‘} (2.4)

via the function f which is very close to the zero energy scattering solution and
satisfies
0<f<1, f'20 (2.5)

Hence in [9], F}, has the following property
Fyi+ f(lzp —ail) S Fp < By (2.6)

Here F), ; is defined in [9] as the value that F}, would take if the point z; were omitted
from consideration.

But in our case where the potential has a negative part, the zero energy scattering
solution f, of v* may not be an increasing function or bounded by 1 (if it was, the
proof would be much simpler). Hence we do not have the property (2.6]). For this
reason, our choice of F}, will be more complicated. Our F), depends on all particles
near the z,, not just the nearest.

We remark that the function F), should have following properties.

1. F), is a continuous function of z; (1 <i < N).

2. When |z; — z,| is large enough, the position of z; does not effect F,, i.e.,
V. Fp = 0.

3. F), has a similar property as (2.6]).
_ First we define 6, (z) as the characteristic function of the set {z : |z[ < r} and
0, =1 —0,. Choosing b =a/Y, we have
4m 4
a/b:?b N/A =Y. (2.7)

Without loss of generality, we assume that b > max{2Rpa, 4a}, as in [0, 5]. We define
f(z) as
o(x)/fold) D> |z| >0

otherwise,



Here f, is the zero energy scattering solution of v*, as in (L8]). With the equation
(L9), we note that

o) = 20,

Let R = max{Rga,2a}, which implies that f(R) > 1. We define e, e (1<p<
N) as

for b > |z| > Rya. (2.9)

0y = [ 0a(a; —zp), €5 =[] 05(x; — ) (2.10)

i<p Jj<p

We can see that ©" = 1 when |z; — x| < R for all j < p and 9 = 1 when

|zj — xp| > R for all j < p. With O and ©9", we can define rp(xy1,- - ,zx) and

Rp(x1,-++ ,xN) as follows, (z; € [0,L]*,i =1,--- N)
rp= (2.11)
1 — %4 . mi i — . P — = mi - s — <§
(1= 03) min { o1 = |+ o~ ) = min (o = ) by = ] < )}
RPEE.@;"—F(l—@;") xmin{\xi—xp\ o — x| > E}
1<p

With the definition of R, and (Z3]), we have that
1. f(Rp) < f(zj — zp) for any j < p satisfying |z; — x| > R,
2. R, <|x; — xp| for any j < p satisfying |z; — xp| > R.
3. R,>R
4. When ©2" = 0, there exists j, such that |z;, —z,| = R,
Similarly, we have
1. f(rp) < f(xj — zp) for any j < p satisfying |z; — xp| < R,
2. rp <|zj — zp| for any j < p satisfying |z; — xp| < R and flxj —xp) = f(rp).
3. 1p < E
4. When ©9"* = 0, there exists i, such that |z;, — z,| =1,

Then, we define a continuous function T on R as follows

1 2R > |z
T(z[) =< (2P =bH2R*—b1)"! b>|z| >2R (2.12)
0 lz| > b,



At last we define Fj(z1,--- ,2n) on [0, L]3N as follows (1 < p < N),

f(rp) @;n =1
F,=4 f(Rp) @f,“t =1 (2.13)
f(rp) + T(Ry) [f(Rp) — f(rp)]_  otherwise,
and F; = 1. Here [|_ denotes the negative part, i.e., [z]- = x when z < 0 and
[z]— = 0 when x > 0. We note that for any «
[z]_ <0 (2.14)

Note: If v > 0, it is well known that f is an increasing function, which implies
the F}, we defined is equal to the F, in [9].

One can prove that F), is a continuous function of (x1,--- ,zxN) by checking that,
for any j # p > 1 and fixed x1, -+ ,2j—1,Tj4+1, - , TN, F) is a continuous function
of z;. First we can see that it is trivial for j > p, since F}, is independent of z; when
j >p. Forj < P, it only remains to check that F}, is continuous when x; moves
from |z; — x| = R to |z — zp| = R+0%. One can see that when |z; —zp| = R,

f(Rp) > f(é) = f(x] - 517;0) > f(rp)a so I = f(rp)a Le.
F, = min{ min  {f(xg —xp) @ |2k — 2p| < E},f(xj — xp)} (2.15)

k:k#5,k<p

On the other hand, when |z; — x,| = R+0t < ZE, we can see that R, = |z; — x|,
T(Ry,) =1 and f(R,) = f(R) + 0. Hence,

Fo=win{ i () ool B S —a)| @19

k:k#5,k<p

Hence we arrive at the desired result that [}, is continuous function.
We can also see that F}, is non-negative and bounded as follows

M = Flloe = lIflloo < (1= a/b) " falloo = (1 = a/b) M filloo < 2llfillc.  (217)

Here we use the fact f,(x) = fi(z/a).
By the definition of F),, one can see that Fj, = 1 when Hq<p p(rp — z4) = 1 and

F, <1when [],_, 05(zp —xq) =1, s0
1= Oy —2q) S Fp < 14> (M — 1)z, — 24) (2.18)
q<p q<p

We now construct the state functions @y as follows (1 < k < N)

Note: all ®’s are functions on [0, L]*V and @y, is independent of z; for [ > k. We will
choose ¥ = @ for (1.



As in [7], for proving the upper bound on the total energy (®n|Hy|®n)||®n]5 2,
we shall estimate the upper bounds on

Jon]52 / Z\WNPde] and @52 / S0 (ai — ;)| B 2 Hda:k

1<j
(2.19)
Since in our case v* has negative parts, our strategy is more complicated, i.e., we
need to estimate the upper bounds on

N
l@l;2 / erNPde] and @52 / S [ () [ T
k=1

1<J
(2.20)
and the lower bound on

Jonlz? [ 3 |-

1<)

- zj)

N
A@n* I das (2.21)
k=1

In the remainder of this section we are going to prove the following three inequalities
_ N 2
o lenll2? [ 32 IVin P TT,L, daj < (14 0(1) 55 [rs [V f(2)da

b ”(I)N”2_2f2i<j[va] x])‘CI)N] Hk 1 dxy < (1+o(1 f]R32 vl | f(= ‘2dx

o [onlz” [ Yie, |° NPT doy > (1 — o(1)) AT fos 3 |IW]-] -

|f ()P da.

To prove these inequalities, we begin with proving the following three inequalities
(all ®’s are functions on [0, L]*):

|- (@i — )

1. For any m-variable function g, (z;, --- x;,,), m < k < N, i; # iy, for j # k, we
have

1@REL "y Lgmll3 < M)A @ Bllgmll3 (222)

2. For any two variable function go(z;,z;) (i <), we have

1®xEy g2l < llg2l3A72| @ [[3(1 + const. Y) (2.23)

3. Let f; v = f(x; —xy), for any two variable function gs(z;,z;) (i < 4’), we have
1@ fi 9213 > llgal3A7 [P [3(1 — const. V) (2.24)
Note: if f; » =0 and 7 < 4/, then F;y =0, so <I>]\/!)"Z._Z.:,l is definable.

We will use ([2:22) for controlling the error terms. The inequalities ([2:23) and
[224) will be used in estimating the terms (2.20) and (221]), respectively.



We begin with deriving a lower bound on || ®y||3. For i # p, Let F},; be the value
that F}, would take if changing the order of particles as follows,

Fpﬂ'(l’l s LZ'N) = Fn(p,i)(xl o Li—1,Ti41 TN, X ) (2.25)

Here n(p, i) is defined as follows (i # p)

N _ D 1>Dp
oy ={?_ 2P (226)

Similarly, we can define Fp,; j(x1---xn) as

Fpij(w1-2N) = Fppig) (@1 Tio1, Tig1 - Tj1,Tjp1 - TN, T, x5 ) for i < j
(2.27)
and Fp,; j = F}, ;; for j <i. Here m(p,1,j) is defined as the number of the elements

of the set {1,--- ,p}\ {4,7}
Note: As we mentioned F, we defined is equal to the F), in [6] in the case when

v > 0. Furthermore, one can see that our definitions of F},; and F),; ; are equivalent
to those definitions in [6] when v > 0.

With the definitions of F), and F), ;, we obtain that F},; is independent of x; and
F, is bounded from below as follows

F,; 1>0p
F,(x1---zny) > Pt . 2.28
p(71 N)_{ F,i0y(zp — i) i<p, (2.28)

and

Then <I>?V is bounded from below, for any fixed i, by

2

Fy-F---Fy > \Fyi - Fio, B Fni XHH_b(xi_$3) (2.29)
J#i
2
> \Fi FioqiFipa,i - Fni| X <1—29b($z x])>
J#i
Integrating both sides with [ H;V: 1 dxj, we obtain that
1Pnl2 = [®n-1ll2 (1= —=N/A ) = [[@n-1l3(1 —Y) (2.30)

Here we used the fact that

lox_1]3 = /

Similarly, one can also prove that for £k < IV,

Fy i Fi1,iFi,i Fni

2 1 d=;. (2.31)

1@x3 > | @r-1]3(1 ~Y) (2.32)
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Next we are going to prove (2.22]) in the case m =1,k = N, i.e,,
[N E  gills < AMPATY|Dn_1l3 [lg1ll3 (2.33)
One can check that Fj, > F},; only when the following conditions are satisfied:
1. i<p
2. |z — x| <R,
3. for any other j < p, |x; — x| is greater than R,
4. T(Rp) < 1, i.e. for any other j < p, |x; — zp| > 2R,

i.e.,
Fpy>Fpi= Gpi =05y — 1) H O, (x5 —xp) =1 (2.34)
J<p,j#i

On the other hand, using the fact that f(é) > %, one obtains that if F}, > F, ;,

_ ~ _ 1 _
Fpi I Ooplzi—xp) > F(R) ] Oppla; —=p) = 3 I 0.5z — )
J<p,j#i J<p.j#i J<p.j#i
Hence when G); = 1, we have 2M F, ;G,,; > M > F,, i.e.,
Fpﬂ; 7> p
F, < . 2.
p= Fp,i<1 + (2M — 1)Gp,2-> i<p. (2.35)
By the definition of G’s, one can see that if p,q > i and p # ¢,
GpiGqi=0. (2.36)
Hence, we have that
11 <1 +(2M — 1)Gp7,~> <2M (2.37)

p>i

Combining ([235) and (237, we have the upper bound on |®xF; *| as follows,

2
< 4M?

2

Fy - Fy-- FyF Fri-FiqiFii o Fngl (2.38)

which implies the desired result (2.33]) with (2.31]). Furthermore, for any m-variable
function g (i, - - @i, )

N Et - Fy g3 < (2M)* AT [ @ n— 13 gml13 (2.39)

11



With the inequality (2.30) and the fact F; < M for any i < N, we get

(2M2)2mHCI)N—mH%”gm”% (2'40)
(1=Y)""2M?*)* A |0 N5 gm 13

12N gmll3 <
<

Similarly, we can generalize this result to m < k < N
1Prgml3 < M) Phormnl3lgm 3 (2.41)
< (L=Y)TmEMAPAT0 3] 9ml3

Now we shall prove the upper bound on ||® |3 with (Z4I)). Choosing p = N, with
the bounds of F}, in ([2.18]), we get that

O} < FFPFRoy (14 ) M0z — an) (2.42)
j<N
= PN+ P > MPOp(z; — )
j<N

Hence, using the inequalities (2.41])(m = 1) and ([2.32)), we obtain that

lonl < l@n-1l3+ (1Y) @MY || on—23 (2.43)
< || ®n_1/5(1 + const. Y)

Putting (2.43]) and (2.30) together, we obtain the relation between || ® || and ||®n_1]|
[on]3 = [@n-1]3(1 +O(Y)) (2.44)

Similarly, for k < N
194113 = |9%-1/5(1 + O(Y)) (2.45)

Next, we shall prove (2.23)), i.e.,
1onFy g2]13 < llgall3A7 2 @n13(1 + const. Y). (2.46)

Using the inequalities F; < (1+ >, (M — 1)0z(x; — 2;)) and (2.38), with the prop-
erty of the G’s in (2.36]), we get

[ < <1 +) (M = 1)05(z; — xi)> IT 5. <1 +) 2MG]-7,~>(2.47)
ki I<i ki i 7>t

Similarly, replacing F,;’s with F}, ; »’s and using the fact that G < 05(x), — 27), we
get

ki i I<i
X (1 +) 2MO5(z; - xi)> X (1 + ) 2MO (2] — g;;))
j>i jl>i/

12



Expanding (2:48]), multiplying g2(x;,z#) to each side and integrating them with
H]kvzl dxy, with the result of ([2.41] Z45]), we obtain that

1®xF7 2113 < [lg2lBA™% [ @ [[3(1 + const. Y) (2.49)

So far we proved some upper bounds of the expectation value of ®p. Next we
are going to prove the following lower bound on || Py fi_i,lggﬂgz

1@ £ 92013 = g2 l3AT2||@w][3(1 — const. Y) (2.50)

Here we denote f; v = f(x; —xir) (i <7z" ). First, by the definition of Fj/, one can see
that Fiy = f(2; — xy) when [[; y p; Op(zi — 27) = 1, Le.,

(2

Fﬁ > f(l‘l - :EZ'/)2 1-— Z Hb($k — 5171") (2.51)
k<i/ k#i

Using this inequality and (2:39]) with m = 3, i1 = i, i3 = ¢’ and i3 = k, we obtain
that

_ 2 _ 2 _
H@Nfi,i,lngz > || ®nEy gs)? — const. Y [|ga]|2 A2 || @] (2.52)

Then with the lower bound on F? in 2I8), i.e., F2 > 1=, _, 6y(z —;), we obtain
that

1N fir 9213 = 10N E; " Fy  gall3 — const. Ylga|[3A72(|@ w3 (2.53)

Again, using the bound on F, in (2.28)), we see that

(I)NFZ-_lFZ-Tl > H Fiir <1 - Zeb(ﬂfl - xz)) x [ 1- Z Op(zr — T4)

ki, I<i V<il, Ui

Then using ([2:47]) and (2.45]), we arrive at the desired result (2.50).

So far, we have proved the inequalities we need for calculating the value of
(@22, ;v (wi — 2)|®N). Then we need to calculate V;®y. We denote i, as the
particle satisfying i, < p and |x;, —x,| = r, and nj, as the unit vector in the direction
of x;, — x;,. Similarly, denote j, as the particle satisfying j, < p and |z;, — z,| = R,
and nf as the unit vector in the direction of z;, — z;,. We remark that such i, or
Jp may not exist in some cases, but we do define them as 0. We denote VoFj,, = 0.

Recall the definition of F), in (ZI3). We have

_V,F, =V, F,+V,F, (2.54)
ViE, = -nlf'(ry) (@;" 165 (1-T(Ry) + @;)
Vijp = —nﬁ <@;“tf'(Rp) + @;T(Rp)f/(Rp) + @gT'(Rp) (f(Rp) — f(rp))>

13



Here ©} is the function of (x1---xy) which is defined as

OF = [1—-0" -0 - h[f(Ry) — f(rp)] (2.55)
and O, is defined as

e, = [1 —e" — @"“t] . h[f(rp) — f(Rp)] (2.56)
Here h is the Heaviside step function. By the definition of ®,, we obtain that

|Vp<I>N|2

FWE = |-F, 'V, F, — F, 'V, B+ Y Fy'WVF + Y FV,E,
N

Qiq=p :Jq=P

Then with (2.54]), we have that
S IVpdnP < 20N ZF <yf )2 (O + 0, |1 — T(R,)|> + )
p
+[T( p) ( p)‘ @p + ‘T (Rp)lz‘f(Rp) _f(rp)P@;
HIT(Ry)| - [L =T (Rp)| - £ (rp)] - 1F'(Bp)|©, + If'(Rp)|2@Z“t>

r2esP 3 F R (VB IVl + V4 [VeF
k<p<q

Because 0 < T < 1 and 4, # jp, one can easily prove that for any fixed p,
(17 P} + 0511 = TR +6F) + 1 () Pog

T TR RO, + TR [1— TRy - 1 (rp)] - | (R >r@>
< Y ay - ml)?

k:k<p

and

T (Ry)PIf (By) = f ()P0, < M ) ( (|op = z)* D Op(a; — )

k:k<p J:i#k,p

14



Hence, we obtain that

@nliivien) <23 [1onPE (4G - 2Pl - 2l + £ o - 27

1<j
23" [lax —xJ-)(%f?(:vi—xj) o(a —xm_D
1<j
+22/;<1>Ny M2 (T — ) S 0 (2.58)
i<j k<p J:i#k,p

+2 ) /ycpNy Fy'E <\ka\ Vo Fyl + |VLE| - [ViE, y)

k<p<q

Here [-]; and [-]_ denote the positive and negative part, respectively and we used
the fact that F; < f(z; — ;) when ¢ < j and |z; — ;| < R, which implies that

foei — )y < Fy2 flas — a2 (ol — )]+ (2.59)

With the results in ([2.49) and (2.50]), we can obtain the upper bound on the main
part of (Py|Hn|Pn), i.e

23" [ fonl? x

1<J
2 Ty — Ty
5 (577 12—l — 2 + 1 o= ) = =R (e =)
< 4maN?/A(1 + const. Y) || ® v |3 (2.60)

With the definition of 7" in (2.12)) and (240]), we obtain that the third line of (2.58])
is bounded as const. aN2Y ||®y||3/A. For the other terms, we have

Vi, Fpl < 1f (i, — )l V3, Bl <1 (|2, — 2pl)| + MT (|2, — xp])  (2.61)

Hence, with the inequality (2.39]), we can prove that the last line in (Z.58)) are bounded
as

const. N>A™2(K + L)?||® x5 (2.62)
Here K and L are defined as follows
K= [ 1f(e=sDldy L= [ T'(c ) (2.63)
R3 R3

Note that K and L are independent of z. By the definitions of f in (2.8]) and T in
[212]), we get that N
K = O(ab), L= O(Rb) = O(ab) (2.64)

Hence we obtain that the last line in (Z58]) are bounded by const. aN2Y 2. Combining
this result with (2.60), we get the following result,
(Pn|HN|PN)

-~ < 4maN?/A(1 + const. Y') (2.65)
113
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At last, by choosing ¥ = ®y, we arrive at the desired result (2.I), which implies
Theorem 1. |

2.2 Proof of Theorem Two

Proof. Following the ideas in [7], we need to replace the hard potential by a soft
potential at the expense of local kinetic energy. This method has been used in many
papers on dilute bose or fermi gases [7, [8, [6, 2, 3]. But in this method the kinetic
energy of particle ¢ only can be used for the hard-soft potential replacement between
the particle i and one other j (the nearest particle [7]). In our case that v® is
partly negative, we can not ignore the potential between ¢ and other k’s for the lower
bound on the energy. To solve this problem, we begin with separating the whole
Hamiltonian into two parts, (1) The Hamiltonian of the energy when two particles
are close to each other and they are far away from the others. (2) The Hamiltonian
of the remaining energy. In the remainder of this section, we prove that the first part
is greater than 4raN?A~'(1 — O(a®0)"/'7) and the second part is non-negative.
Another important property Lieb and Yngvason used in [7] is the superadditiv-
ity of the ground energy E(n,f) of n particles in [0,/]® with Neumann boundary
condition, i.e.,
E(n+n',0) > E(n,0) + E(n',0) (2.66)

This property is trivial in the case v® > 0. In our proof, we are not going to prove
any similar property, actually we only need the property (2ZI34]) that for fixed ¢,
when n is larger than 403, the energy/particle is greater than 87wap, as in (2.62) of
B, ie.,

E(n,?)/n > 8map(1 — const. (a0)"/17) (2.67)

which will be proved in Lemma 1.
Choosing
R = a(a®0) 17 > 2Rya, (2.68)

we define F; ; for ¢ # j as follows:
Fij =0n(w; —x;) [] Oarlzi — i) (2.69)
k#i,j

Here 6 is the characteristic function of the open set |z| < R, and f = 1 — . We
note that F; ; # F;; and F; ; is equal to 1 only when z; is close to x;, but the other
xp’s are not. It is easy to check that Zi:i# F;; <1,s0

—V; Y Fi;V; <-4, (2.70)
Q]

for any fixed x1, - 2j_1,Tj41, -, TN.
Then we denote v% and v as scaled potentials as follows
il p ;

vi(r) = a vy (r/a), vi(r)=av_(r/a) (2.71)
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Choosing
Y = (a®o)"/V7 (2.72)

and ¢ satisfying

-1
. t
3- <m1n{1,SL[v+]}> Y=e< S0 E0) (2.73)
with the definition
v =0 —evf, (2.74)
we separate the Hamiltonian Hy as follows
Hy = (2. 75)
19T, AT+ SR e -S4 E
i#J i#j
z V1 Y+ 0 - ) - )

i#]

First, we claim the following Lemma 1, which will be proved in next section.

Lemma 1. Define Y, Fyj, €, v¢ and R as in (273), (2.69), (273), (2-74) and

(2.68) respectively. There exists C' depending only on v such that
H' = (2. 76)

(1-¢ Z Y ZFMV +ZFw zi - sZA +eZ”+
i#£] i#£j
> 47raN2 JA(1 — C’Y)

Hence, to obtain Theorem 2, it only remains to prove that the last line of ([2.75]),
as an operator, is bounded from below by zero, i.e.,

1—52 ~V( 1—ZFMV +) (1= Fy)svl (e — ;) > 0

i#]
By the assumptions e < ¢ (2 + 2t)~!, we have

0o 2+t

’UE - mvi +'Ua_.

Hence, it remains to prove that

o 2t 24t
1]
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Because limy_,o E(N,A)/N exists, for proving Theorem 2, we can assume that N is
even, i.e., N = 2Nj. Consider any partition P = (71, m3) of 1,..., N into two disjoint
sets with /N7 integers in 71 and 7y respectively. For each P, we define that

2+t
Hp = Hrym) = 1+¢ Z —Vi 1_ZF” Vit Z Ull( )
Jem i#j i,jEmM
+ Z (1= Fi )58 (w: — x5) + Z (1— Fij)5059(zi — z5)
1€ETe,jEML 1,jET2

Here we denote v g as the interaction potential between particles in 7, and 7g,
which are chosen as

t
+1

Vi = vhy = : vi >0, vy, = T tv+ + 4v?, (2.77)

SO
1

1 (U%,L +v5; + Ug,z)
It is easily to check that

24t .
2+2t++v _'UE.

Hy=> Hp/) 1 (2.78)
p P

Hence, to obtain Hj, > 0, it remains to prove that for VP, Hp > 0. Because
there is no kinetic energy of particles in w5, we can fix the configuration of x;’s with
1 € my. Since permutation of the labels in m; and o is irrelevant, we assume that
m =1, N1}, ;g={Ny+1,--- N}

As we can see v§; is the only partly negative component in Hp. For fixed 72
particles, we can write v§,(z; — z;) as

vy (x5 — x;) = v (25 — ;) (1 — xa(xi)) +v3 1 (25 — 25)xA(T5) (2.79)

Here 4 is the characteristic function of A, which is a subset of [0, L]* ([2.96]). We
shall show A is the area where the density of my particles is less than some fixed
number. To obtain Hp > 0, our strategy is to prove that

1. The total energy of the interaction potential v{; and v§ 5 cancels out the neg-
ative part of vg (1 — xa).

2. The total kinetic energy and the positive part of v, cancels out the negative
part of v x4.

To make the strategy more clear, we shall define A where the density of o
particles is less than some fixed number. First we divide the cubic box [0, L] into
small cubes B;,, (n € N) of side length ¢, with

(=1 3ria.

Then, with fixed x;’s, i € mo, for any z € [0, L], we define the G(x) as the set of i’s
which satisfy i € w9 and |z; — x| < Rya, i.e.,

G(z)={i € mo: |z; — x| < Roa} (2.80)
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We denote |G(z)| as the number of the elements of G(x).

We denote d(x, B,,) as the distance between the cube B, C R? and 2 € R3. Since
|G(y)| is uniformly bounded (|G(y)| < Ny), there must exist a point X (B,) € R3
satisfying d(X (B,,), Bn) < 2Rpa and

|G(X(Bn))| = max{|G(y)| : d(y, Bn) < 2Roa} (2.81)

We define G(B,) = G(X(B,)). We are going to prove that there exists n; € N
depending on Ry/rq such that

1. The total energy of the interaction potential v{; and v§ 5 cancels out the neg-
ative parts of v§,(z;,z;)’s when x; is in a cube B,, such that |G(B,)| > ni.

2. The total kinetic energy and the positive part of v§; cancel out the negative
part of the remaining v5,’s.

First, we derive the lower bound on the total energy of v5,, i.e. (2.86] 2.88].
With the definition of G(B,) = G(X(B,)), we know that the set {z} : k € G(B,)}
can be covered by a sphere of radius Rga. So the number of the cubes which one need
to cover this set is less than const. (Ro/r1)3. We denote these cubes as By, -+ By,,
(m < const. (Rg/r1)?) and assume the number of i’s satisfying i € G(B,,) and z; €
By, is ay,. Because the side length of B, is equal to rja/2, the distance between

the two particles in the same cube is no more than @Tla < ria. Hence we have

Z 97‘1&(332' - xj) > Z ank ank)] (2'82)
(

1,j€EG(Bn) k=1

m
> M Zam

> const. (Ro/r1)” 3\G( By)|* = |G(By))

Hence, we obtain that there exist ny > 3 and nq,ny = const. (Ro/r1)3 such that
when |G(B,,)| > ni,

1
Z 07*1(1($i - xj) > n_|G(Bn)|2v (283)
i.j€G(Bn) 2
which implies
u thra=?
> alei—w) 2 o IGB (2.84)
1,j€G(Bn) 2
Here, we used ([2.77)) and 2.71)), i.e
. t t
v39(r) = (1+t)v+(7”) DN v, (r/a) (2.85)
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Again, with the fact that the set {z} : kK € G(B,)} can be covered with a sphere of
diameter 2Rpa < R, one can see that if i € G(B,,) and |G(B,,)| > 3, we have F; ; =0
for any j # i. Hence we obtain that, for any fixed B, satisfying |G(B,)| > ni,

a2
> G-Fgalm—a) = Y thale—a) 2 GBI (256)

1,J€G(Bn) 1,J€G(Bn) L+t

Then, we are going to sum up all the cubes satistying |G(B,,)| > ny. It is easy to
see that
d(z;, By) < 3Rpa, for i€ G(By,), (2.87)

which implies that for any fixed i € 72, the number of cubes B,,’s satisfying i € G(B,,)
is less than some constant ng, which is less than const. (Ry/r1)3. Hence, summing
up all the blocks satisfying |G(B,)| > n1, with the inequality (2.80]), we get that

S A=F)sslzi—z) = > > (A= Fjia(e — )

1,jET2 n:|G(Bn)|>n1 4,J€G(Bn)

> Y M e ey

wlG(Boyzn, T HI21

Second, we derive the lower bound on the interaction potential between particles in
1. Because the distance between any two points in the same cube is less than rja,
we have v{  (z; — ;) > a2\it(1+¢)~" when i,j € m and z;,z; € By, ie.,

CL_2
S o (- ) > LA <|H1<Bn>|2 - |H1<Bn>|) (2.80)

1
4,j€I11(Bn) +

Here II;(B,,) is defined as the set of i’s such that ¢ € m; and z; € B,, and |II;(B,,)|
is the number of the elements of II;(B,,). Furthermore, if z; € B,, and |G(B,,)| > 1,
there must be a k € my satisfying |z; — x| < 4Rpa < 2R, hence F; ; = 0 for any
other j € 7. Using this result, for any B, satisfying |G(B,)| > 1, we have that

t)\+a_2
1+1¢

> - Rt o) 2 S (IMBF - M) @90

i,j€Il1 (Bn)

At last, we derive the lower bound on v§;. By the definitions of |G(B,)| and 5,
we have that Vx € B,,,

S W8] ( — zi) > —4A_a72|G(By)].
1ET2
Here we denote [v5,]- as the negative part of v§; which is equal to 4[v?]_. With

the facts 0 > 4[v%]_ > —4X_a"2 and 0 < F; ; <1, we have the following inequality

Y (=Fips - (e —z) > —4r a7 [(By)] - [G(B,)|  (2.91)
JEII1(Bn), i€m
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One can check that if |G(B,)| > n; and
Ay > (1 4+t7HAal maX{Zw/ngng, } ~ const. (1 4+t HA_(Ro/m)?,  (2.92)

the sum of the right sides of (2.90) and (2.91]) is bounded from below as follows,

B G + 2 (P - Im(B,)]) (299

A,

2
T gy )

Hence, with (2.90) and (2.91]), we obtain that if (2.92]) holds and |G(B,,)| > n1,

t )\+CL_2 9 u
0 o 1 +t nong ’G(Bn)‘ ™ o Z (1 - ‘szj)vl,l(xz - .Z']) (294)
27.]€H1(Bn)
* Z (1= Fpj)vgq]-(w — ),

J€Ily (B7L)7 1€

Then summing up all the B,,’s satisfying |G(B,)| > ny, with (2.88]) and v1; > 0, we
obtain that as long as (Z92)) holds,

0< > (I=Fy)3vsawi—ay)+ > (1= F g0l (zi—a;)  (2.95)

1,jEM2 1,JEM
+ Y (= F)3s]- (@i — ;) (1= xalzy))
JET,iET2

Here A is defined as the set U|g(B,,)|<n, Bn-
A= U|G(Bn)|§nan (2.96)

So far, we proved the interaction potential between particles of the same groups
cancels out the negative part of the v§ (1 — xa) term in (2.79). We shall show that
the kinetic energy and the positive part of v§; cancel out the remaining negative
part of v5 ;.

For the other terms in the Hamiltonian Hp, we claim that as long as

SL[4ni(v+tv_)] >0 (2.97)
we have
1
o< 3 % - F (- o)+ (- ouale)) 299)
JET,1ET2
241t
+1—+t]; \ <1—ZFZJ) \
T )
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As we can see that (2.95) and (2.98) implies that Hp > 0 when SL[4ny(v+tv_)] >0
and (Z92)) holds, i.e., Ay > const. (1+t~1)A_(Rg/r1)?, which completes the proof of
Theorem 2.

To prove (2.98)), we only need to prove the following operator inequality, for any
fixed xo, -+ , N,

N
24t
< N — 1-— F; 2.
0< 1+tV1( ; 1)V1 (2.99)

130 B (1 <x1—xj>+[vs,1]_<x1—xj>x,4<x1>)
JE™2

First, if [v5,]- (21 — zj)xa(21) # 0, then d(B}*, z;) < Roa, here the Bj! is the cube
where 1 is. We obtain that j € 75, C 79, here 7} is defined as

={j’ € my: 3B, D(zj/, By) < Roa,|G(By)| < n1} (2.100)
Hence, it only remains to prove that

2+1¢

0< —1—+tv11—ZFZ1v1+2; DV (e — ) (2.101)
]7'(2

Second, we claim the following inequality which will be proved later.
<1—ZFH) > > (1= Fj1)broa) (21 — ;) (2.102)
j€7r2
which implies that

-V (1—ZE1> v1>——v1§j< — Fj1)0(rpa) (w1 —2;)V1 (2.103)

=2 ]€7T2

With (2.1I03)), we obtain that the right side of (2.I0T]) is not less than

2+t 1
> (- nlivl(l = F51)0(Roa) (21 = 5) Vi + 5 (1 = Fja)vg (x5 — x1)>

14t
= (1+1)
_ 2
> _ . [
> 3 (1 T daen o) <
JETS k#lorj
X < — Vle(ROa) (a;l — LZ'j)Vl + 2711 (’Ua + tv‘l)(a:j — $1)> (2.104)

Here we used the definition of Fj; and @217, i.e., v§; = 1+t [v? + tv®]. With the
assumption SL[4ny(v+v_)] > 0, we obtain that (2.104)> 0, which implies inequality

@I
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Hence, it only remains to prove ([2I02]). For zo,--- ,xy fixed, we define 73 as
following,

m3=192<j<N: [ Oz —ax)=1 (2.105)
2<k<N,k#j
With the definition of 73, we obtain that
o 93($j—$1) jETFg
Fj, _{ 0 Pdm (2.106)

Hence, it only remains to prove that

ny <1 — Z HR(.Z'l — LZ'Z)) > Z H(Roa)(arl — xj) (2.107)

1ET3 jEWé,j¢W3

or

max | nq Z Op(x —x;) + Z O(Roa) (T — 75) | <ma (2.108)

rER3 : . ;
i€m3 JETY,jET3

Because the distance between z; (i € m3) and z; (2 < j < N, j # i) are not less than
2R, we have that if i € w3

Op(x —2;)=1= Y  Op(z—xz;)=0 (2.109)
AL

So, it only remains to prove that

max Z O(Roa) (T — 25) | <mq (2.110)
jemy,j¢ms

By the definition of 5 in (ZI00), if j € 75 and O(g,q)(r — x;) = 1, there exist By,
satisfying |G(By,)| < n1 and d(x, By,) < 2Rpa. Hence by the definition of G(B,,) in
(Z8T) and (2:80), we obtain that, for Vo € R3

Z H(Roa)(ilt —x;)=1= Z H(Roa)(ﬂj —x;) <m (2.111)

ien), 1€ET2

With the fact that 7/, C ma, we arrive at the desired result (ZI10) and complete the
proof of Theorem 2. [ ]

2.3 Proof of Lemma 1

Proof. Let 62 be any infinitismal solid angle. With the definition of scattering length,
we have that if ¢ is a complex-valued function such that

d(r) =1 for 1 € SQ®R and |z| = R’ > Rpa (2.112)
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then
50 - a g/ V(@) + 1o%()|é() Pda (2.113)
Q®[0,R]

Hence we obtain that
a/ (|2 — R")|g(x)Pda < / V() * + 0% (2)|p(z) [ dx (2.114)
R3 |z|<R’

which says that for any non-negative radial function Uy(x), supported in the annulus
Roa < |z| < R, with [ps Up(x) do = 47, we have
— VOg(z)V + 20* > al (2.115)

Note: The result of lemma 2.5 of [5] shows the fg(z) in above inequality can be
replaced with the characteristic function of any star-shaped set when v* > 0.
Furthermore, one can easily prove that for fixed v (SL[v] = 1), v; and small
enough ¢,
SLjv—cevy] >0, |fe|loo < const. (2.116)

Here we denote f. as the normalized solution (lim;|_ fe(#) = 1) of the zero-energy
scattering equation of v — evy. Hence, by the definition of scattering length, using
fe as the trial function for v, we obtain that

SLv] < SLv —evy] +¢€llvg|li - [feloo < SL[v — evq] + const. e (2.117)
Combining this result with ([2Z.115]) and the definition of v¢, we have,
— (1= ¢)VOg(z)V + 2o > (1 — const. )aly (2.118)
and
— (1—¢)V;E;Vj +iF, jvl(x; — x;) > (1 — const. e)aF, jUp(z; — z;)  (2.119)

Hence, we obtain the following lower bound on H”, which is defined in (2.76))

H' > EZ —Aj —i—EZUJF T — Tj) (1—const.€)aZW,~7j (2.120)
i#] i
Here W; ; is defined as
Wi,j = FijU0($i — l‘j) Z 0 (2.121)
As in [4], we choose
(=aY™© (2.122)

and divide A into small cubes with side length ¢. Then we have

H" > HG —EZ —A; —I-EZ (1 — const. €)a Z (2.123)
1#£] i#]
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Here W’ is defined as
Wi; = GijUo(zi — z;), Gy = Fyyx(wi)x(z;) = 0, (2.124)

and x(x) is equal to 1 when the distance between x and the edges of the small cubes
is greater than 2R; otherwise it is equal to 0. As we can see the particles in different
cubes don’t affect each other in H®).

We are going to estimate the ground energy E®) (n,¢) of H ®) for n particles in
[0, ] with Neumann boundary condition.

First, in the case that n < % o3Y ~! with the definition of ¢ in (Z73)), we have
that

H® >3V —Aj+ (1 —const.Y)ay Wy, (2.125)
J i#]

Then with the Temple inequality in [10], as in [5] (Ineq. 2.60, 2.66), we have that

E® (n,0) an 1 2R arn (2R\*\
- V> I _ _ - | =
- > Ar 7 (1 n> (1 — const.Y') <1 7 > 1+ 3 ( 7 >

-3 a (2.126)

T <R3 - (aR0)3> (3rY (-2 — 4a€—3n2)

an
> 47

> 6_3(1 - %)(1 —const. Y)(1 — —Y)

663
Second, when n > %gﬁgY_l, using the fact W/ > 0, we obtain that
H® >cHW _E<Z —A, +Z —x]> (2.127)
i#]

Using superadditivity of the ground state energy of H® we obtain that the ground
energy E®(n,¢) of H® is bounded from below as follows, (n > p)

B0 2 | 2] B0 2 2500 (2128)
p p

Here [n/p] is the largest integer not greater than n/p. Actually, H® is just the
Hamiltonian for the pure non-negative interaction potential, as in [7]. Denote ay as
follows:

ay =min{SL(v"),SL(v})} <a (2.129)

Replacing v with soft potential, we obtain that,

HY > 3YZ —Aj; + (1 —const. Y)ay ZWZI (2.130)
J i#j
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As ([2126]), we can prove that when p = ggﬁ?’Y_l,
32 1 16
EW(p,0)/p > §7T(I+QY_1 <1 - §> (1 —const.Y') > ?Tra_l'_QY_l (2.131)

Hence when n > %gﬁ?’Y_l, we have the following lower bound on the ground energy
E®)(n,t) of H®)

E®(n,0)/n > ecEW(n,0)/n > §W6a+gY_l > 8map (2.132)

For the last inequality, we used the definition of ¢ in (273]). So far we proved that

E®)(n,0) U [ A 2 (1 —const. YV)(1 = gA=Y) 1<n< 5y (2.133)
n — | 8mao n > gﬁ?’gY_l , ’
which implies that when Y is small enough,
EG)(n,0) L ArE- Ly 1<n<463 (2.134)
n(l —const.Y) = | 8map n> 406, ’

Recall the following two facts,

1. the interaction potential Wi”j only depends on the particles in the same cubes
as 7 and 7,

2. the particles in different cubes have no interaction.

Using the inequality above (2.I34]), with the method in [7] (Ineq. 2.55, 2.56), one
can prove that the ground state E(?’)(N ,A\) of H () of N particles in big cubic A is
greater than

E®)(N,A)/N > 4rap(1 — const.Y). (2.135)

Here Y is defined in (272]), which implies the desired result (Z76]). [ |

3 Appendix

In this appendix, we show that if v® is a continuous function and Hy has no bound
state for any N, v® has a positive core and bounded from below, i.e.,

v*(0) > 0, minv?(r) # —oo (3.1)

And these inequalities also hold when v® is stable [I] in the sense of (8.2). One can
see that min v®(r) # —oo is trivial when v is continuous. So it only remains to prove
that v*(0) > 0.

First, we prove the statement in the case when v® is stable, which is defined as

follows: there exists constant C, for any N, z1,--- ,zn,
Z v*(x; —xj) > —CN, (3.2)
1<i#j<N
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Inserting
Ty =x2 =" =N/ =0, Znj241 = Tvjg42 =0 = TN = 20 (3.3)
into the left side of ([3.2)), for some z € R3 satisfying v®(xg) < 0, we obtain that
const. v*(0)N? — const. v*(zo)N? > —CN, (3.4)

which implies the desired result that v%(0) > 0.
Next, we prove the statement in the case that Hy has no bounded state for any
N. Because v* is not pure non-negative, there exist zo € R3,r;,C € R satisfying
that
v (x) < —C, for x € B(z,r1) C R (3.5)

Here B(zg,r1) is the sphere of radius rg centered at xg. If v*(0) < 0, there exists
ro < r1/2 satisfying that

v¥(z) < C/2, for x € B(0,r2) (3.6)
We construct the trial state such that 1,2, -+ ,2y/9 are localized in B(0,72)
with the Dirichelet boundary condition and z[n/2)41, Z[n/2]42, - , TN are localized

in B(xg,r2) with the same boundary condition. The energy of this state is less than

ey comst (3.7)
8 ry

Here the first term is potential energy and the second term is kinetic energy. When
N goes to infinity, the energy of this trial state is negative and hence there are bound
states, which is a contradiction with our assumptions. So we arrive at the desired
result that v%(0) > 0.
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