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Abstract

We study bosons on the real line in a Poisson random potential (Luttinger—Sy
model) with contact interaction in the thermodynamic limit at absolute zero temper-
ature. We prove that generalized Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) occurs almost
surely if the intensity vy of the Poisson potential satisfies [In(N)]*/N'=2" < vy <1
for arbitrary 0 < n < 1/3. We also show that the contact interaction alters the type
of condensation, going from a type-1 BEC to a type-III BEC as the strength of this
interaction is increased. Furthermore, for sufficiently strong contact interactions and
0 < 1 < 1/6 we prove that the mean particle density in the largest interval is almost
surely bounded asymptotically by vy N3/t for § > 0.

!'E-mail address: joachim.kerner@fernuni-hagen.de
2E-mail address: maximilian.pechmann@fernuni-hagen.de
3E-mail address: wolfgang.spitzer@fernuni-hagen.de


http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.07697v1

1 Introduction

Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) generally refers to a macroscopic occupation of a single-
particle state. In the non-interacting Bose gas and as illustrated by the initiating work
of Einstein [Ein24l [Ein25], this one-particle state is the ground state of the one-particle
Hamiltonian while, in the more general case of an interacting gas, one considers the ground
state of the reduced one-particle density matrix instead [PO56]. More general definitions
of BEC leading to the notion of generalized BEC require a macroscopic occupation of an

arbitrarily narrow energy band of single-particle states [Cas68|, vI.82] van83| v.P86, V.86,

[ZB01] and condensation in this generalized sense is thought to be thermodynamically more
stable [Gir60l JPZ10]. More explicitly, BEC is classified into three different types: Type-I
or type-II is present whenever finitely or infinitely many single-particle states in this narrow
energy band are macroscopically occupied. A generalized BEC without any single-particle
state in this band being macroscopically occupied is defined as type-III.

In this paper, we are concerned with (generalized) BEC in the Luttinger-Sy model
[LS73bl LS73al with a contact interaction of strength g of the Lieb—Liniger type [LL63] in
the thermodynamic limit at absolute zero temperature. In particular, we are interested in
determining its type and in estimating the maximal particle density per interval. Note that
the Luttinger—Sy model is a random model with the real line as one-particle configuration
space in which singular point impurities (or singular external potentials for that matter)
are Poisson distributed and consequently divide the real line into a countable number of
disjoint intervals. In the original model, the intensity v of the Poisson distribution was kept
fixed but in this paper we will allow it to vary with the number of particles, N. Likewise,
the strength ¢ of the contact interaction depends on N. In fact, we always assume that
gn goes to 0 as N becomes large.

It is interesting to note that, despite its singularity, the Luttinger—Sy model is consid-
ered a good approximation to more general Poisson random potentials [Zag07]. Regarding
Bose—Einstein condensation, being in accordance with a conjecture for bosonic systems
with quite general random potentials [LPZ04], BEC in the non-interacting Luttinger—
Sy model is of type-I and leads, in the thermodynamic limit, to an unbounded particle
density of order In(V) in the largest interval [Zag07]. Due to the diverging particle den-
sity, interactions between bosons cannot be neglected and BEC has to be investigated for
the interacting Luttinger-Sy model. So far, however, only a limited amount of rigorous
results regarding BEC in (random and non-random) interacting bosonic systems exist,
e.g. [KLS88, [LS02, LVZ03) [LSSY05]. This is even more true for one-dimensional many-
particle systems [SYZ12, [dS86] or quasi one-dimensional systems such as quantum graphs
[BK14l, BK16] since Bose-Einstein condensation in one dimension is much more unstable
[Hoh67, CW79).

In large parts we follow the paper [SYZ12] by Seiringer, Yngvason, and Zagrebnov,
in which an equivalent model is considered, however, with the unit interval as the fixed
one-particle configuration space. This implies that the thermodynamic limit is a high-
density limit. There, BEC is exclusively discussed in the sense of a macroscopic occupation
of a single-particle state. These authors were able to prove condensation and to make



conclusions of its localization among the intervals, assuming a fast decay of the intensity,
ie., 1/N < vy < [In(N)]?/N, cf. Appendix [Bl In the present paper, by considering BEC
in the generalized sense, we are able to prove condensation in the almost sure sense and to
obtain knowledge of the distribution of the condensate among the intervals for an intensity
[In(N)]*/N'" < vy <1 for any 0 < i < 1/3, see Theorem Bl In addition, we show that
the type of the BEC changes with the strength of the contact interaction, see Theorem
5.0l

We also provide an upper bound for the particle density in the largest interval that
depends on the strength of the interaction. In particular, we prove that for strong in-
teractions gy > vy N~V6[In(NN)] 72, this density is almost surely non-divergent in case of
[In(N)]*/N*"2" < vy S N3/ forany 0 <5 < 1/6,0 < § < 2/5 — 27 and is asymp-
totically bounded by vy N3°+% for any ¢ > 0 in the case of [In(N)]*/N'"2" < vy <1,
0 <n<1/6, see Theorem 3.4

2 The model

We consider bosons on the real line that interact pairwise repulsively via a delta-function
potential as in the Lieb—Liniger model [LL63] and with an external random potential as
in the Luttinger-Sy model [LS73a]. For given intensity v > 0 we think of a Poisson point
process X on R as a random variable on some probability space (2, F,P). We assume
that X(w) = {z;(w) : j € Z} is a strictly increasing sequence of points z; = z;(w) € R
and that 0 € (z9(w), x1(w). For any bounded Borel set A C R with Lebesgue volume |A|,
the probability that A contains exactly m points z;(w) is

P(card(X(w)NA)=m) = % e meN, . (2.1)
And, if A and A’ are two such subsets which are disjoint, then the events {X (w) N A} and
{X(w) N A’} are (stochastically) independent.

In this paper, we will write P = P¥ and E = E” if v > 0 is constant. The external
random potential we consider is then of the form o>, 6(2 —x;(w)). Actually, we restrict
the analysis to the case of infinite strength, that is, we set informally ¢ = oo. The pair
interaction is also described by a delta-function but now of finite strength g > 0; in fact,
g will tend to zero as the number of particles increases. In order to define the full many-
boson Hamiltonian we only need (since 0 = oo implies Dirichlet boundary conditions at the
endpoints of the intervals) to define the many-boson Hamiltonian on a bounded interval
and take their direct sum.

When we perform the thermodynamic limit we define for any particle density p >
0 and any particle number N € IN the length Ly := N/p and introduce the interval
Ay = (—=Ln/2,Ly/2). Later, we will define W; = W;(w) = (z;(w), zj41(w)) N Ay for
any realization X(w) and denote the number of non-empty intervals W; by ky, which
almost surely is finite and has the asymptotic behavior limy_,o, kn/Ly = v [Zag07], see
also Theorem [C.2 But for now, we consider an arbitrary interval A C R, an arbitrary
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set {x; : j € Z} C R such that only finitely many are contained in A and define W; :=
(j,2j41) NA . Let [; :== [W;] be the (later random) length of the interval W;. Note that
> jezli = Ly and L2(A) = @]ez L*(W;). The inner product is always denoted by (-, )
with norm ||| := (¢, ¥)"? := ([ |[¢(2)]? dz)'/2.

We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions for the Laplacian —0? at the end points of
an interval W with length [ := |W| > 0. For any n € IN,g > 0 we define the n-boson
Hamiltonian on the interval W,

H(n,l,g): 282+g Z 0z —2z), 9g=>0, (2.2)

1<i<j<n

acting as a quadratic form on the n-fold symmetric tensor product L?(W). For com-
pleteness, we set H(0,l,g) = 0 for any [ > 0.

Now, let A, W;, and [; be as above. We call N = {M, : j € Z} an admissible sequence
(ad. seq.) of the particle number N if M; € Ny, if M; = 0 for any j € Z with [; = 0, and
if the total number of particles is » jez Mj = N. Furthermore, we call {M;}cz a general
admissible sequence (gen. ad. seq.) if it fulfills the first two requirements of but not the
last. Then the full N-boson Hamiltonian on the interval A,

H(N,A,g) =D H(M, (2.3)

JEZL

acts on the N-fold symmetric tensor product ®iv L2(A).

For any (general) admissible sequence {1, };cz we denote by M3, := max{M, : j € Z}
the largest particle number M;. Sometimes we will also need the (later random) lengths of
the intervals [; arranged in descending order. We denote them by (3 =: l;’l > l;,’z > ..,
(% = max{l; : j € Z} being the length of the largest subinterval W; of A. Note here that
we added the particle number N as an index since these numbers will eventually depend
on N.

One of our main concerns is the ground-state energy of the full N-boson Hamiltonian
in the thermodynamic limit. So, let E(n,1, ¢) and ESM(N, A, g) be the ground-state

energies of the Hamiltonians H(n,[, g) and H(N, A, g), respectively. That is,

E@(n,1,9) i= inf { (¢, H(n. 1, g)) : v € ®H )Nl =1}, (2.4)

EPM (N, A, g) = inf { (v, H(N, A, )1} we@@)Hl Jlwll=1}.  @29)

The latter energy will eventually be random due to the random location of the points x;
that partition the interval Ay into the intervals W;.



The relevant quantity is the lowest ground-state energy among all possible distributions
of particles in the intervals W, i.e.,

EE (N, A, g) = inf {E?M(N,A, 9): N ad. seq. of N}
— inf{ZEéQM(Mj,lj,g) : {M,}jez ad. seq.,ZMj — N}

JEZ JEZ (2'6)
= inf { ZE?M(Mj,lj,g) : {M,}jez gen. ad. seq., ZMj > N} .
jEz jez

Note that, for fixed A C R and g > 0, EI(?SM(N, A, g) is non-decreasing in N.

Remark 2.1. The energy ESSM(N,A,g) is (for o = o0) the ground-state energy of the
self-adjoint operator

H(N,A,g) : Z tan Y, Sz oY 0(z— ) (2.7)

1<i<k<N JEZ
N
defined on Q) L*(A\).

The ground-state energy E(?M(N ,\, g) will be approximated by the ground-state en-
ergy of a mean-field Hamiltonian A: In order to introduce this operator we fix some interval
W of length [ = |W| > 0 and, as above, let g > 0. For n > 0, the Gross—Pitaevskii (GP)
functional £9F(n,1,g) on W with domain {¢ € Hy(W) : [, |¢(z)|*dz = n} then maps a
function ¢ from the Sobolev space Hgy(W) to

9

£ (1,96 = [ (10)7 + Jlolal!) d. (28)
W

As is well- known [m there is a unique, non-negative minimizer of £%¥(n, 1, g), which

we denote by € Hy(W). Let

nlg

B (n,1, 9) = £ (n, 1, 9) 0%, = inf {£5(n, 1, )[¢] : 6 € HYW), 6] =n} . (2.9)

Setting e“F(g) := E“P(1,1, g), we obtain by scaling [LSY04]

1
E®(n,1,9) = nE(1,1,ng) = 5B (n,1,1g) = 3¢ (nlg) . (2.10)

n
12°
We also set ESF(0,1,9) := 0 and ¢ := ¢}, for any I,g > 0.

Finally, the self-adjoint (one-particle) mean-field Hamiltonian h = h(l, g) on the one-
particle Hilbert space L?(WW) shall be

hmw:-ﬁ%gWWQ——/w ()| dz | (2.11)



and on @ L*(W) we introduce
(g =10 01oh(lg®le a1, (2.12)
where h(l, g) acts on the ith component in the n-fold tensor product.

Remark 2.2. The minimizer ¢SgP is also the ground state of h(l,g) with corresponding
ground-state energy ESY(1,1,g).

Now, in a first result we compare the operator H(n, [, g) with the second quantization
of h(l7 g)a 18, Zz h(Z)(la g)

Lemma 2.3. Let n € Ny, [ > 0, and g > 0 be given. Then there exist finite, positive
constants ¢, & (independent of n and 1) such that if ¢(n*/?lg)"/? < 1 we have, for some T
with 0 < 7 < £(n'/31g)"/2,

H(n,l,g)>(1—7 Zh (1,ng) + mnl~2eSF (nlg) — en®3glt (eGP(nlg))l/2 . (2.13)

i=1

This estimate is contained in the proof of [SYZ12, Theorem 2.1] but we take a slightly
different route, which is the reason why we recall the main steps.

Proof. The statement is trivial for n = 0 and we therefore assume n > 0 in the following.
Let € € (0,1) and b > 0 be given. As demonstrated in [SYZ12], one has the operator
inequality

— e+ go(z) > ma( 2, (2.14)

where 8,(z) := 5 exp(—|z|/b) is a function of positive type.
Now, setting p; := —id,, we follow [SYZI2] (7-15)] to obtain

H(n,l,g)Zi[(l-%)pﬂ_|_g(1—|—b;l—€g) h Z 0p(zi — )
i—1

1<i<k<N

>Z <1_‘>pz+"9|¢zng )I* - /\mg (2)|* dz| + (2.15)

1/2 3/4 ng
+ Z { EGP(l l,ng))’" —cng (EGP(l,l,ng)) b'/2 — il

for some constant ¢ > 0. Since

__) p; +ng|¢lng 2 /|¢lng |4 dz
(2.16)

>
o[- s 5]



we obtain

3

H(n,l, g) > Z [(1 — g) h(i)(l,ng) + gEGP(l, l,ng)]
i=1

- Z |:6EGP (1. Lng) + b(ng)* (B (1,1, ng))""? (2.17)

2¢

+ eng (ECP(1, l,ng))3/4 b2 I—ngb} :

—1/4 1

Next, choosing € = 27/2b/2ng (EGP(I, l, ng)) and b = &n~%/3 (EGP(I, l, ng))_ /2 with

some constant ¢ > 0 yields, 7 := ¢/2,

n

H(n,l,g) > (1= 7) > b (L, ng) +mE (1,1,ng) — én (n)* g (B (1,1,n9))""* (2.18)

i=1

with some constant ¢ > 0.
Finally, note that the bound on 7 follows from the definitions of ¢ and b and from

1 ng
EGP(LL”’Q) = 1_26 2[2 /‘(bl nlg d > 2_l ) (219>

which holds due to

2
4 —
/ 52 s = (08 0 ) = (il 1], ) =10 20

where we used Holder’s inequality. O

In a next step we bound the ground-state energy of each component in (23)) in terms
of the corresponding Gross—Pitaevskii energy.

Theorem 2.4 (An energy bound). Let 0 < e <1, g > 0 and N € N be given. Then, for
any general admissible sequence {M;};ez with associated lengths {l;} ez that fulfills inequal-
ity [((MZ)V3039]V? < €/ max{v/2¢, &} (where ¢ and & are the constants from Lemma[23),
one has

M;ESP (1,15, Myg) > Eg™ (M, 15, 9) > (1 —€) MyESP(1,1;, Myg) (2:21)
for all j € Z where l; > 0.

Proof. Since the inequality (Z21]) is trivial for M; = 0, we assume M; > 1 in the following.
Upper bound: this follows directly from a standard variational argument using the
product state ®¢>l Mg



Lower bound: Since h(l;, M;g) > EF(1,1;, M;g) for j € Z with M; > 1 by Re-
mark and since

1/2 1/2
e[ Pug| < e (MR <1, (2.22)
213) implies
EFY(M;, 15, 9) > MESP (1,15, M;g) (1 — Mg (EP(1,1;, Mjg))71/2> - (223)
Finally, applying inequality (ZI9) then yields the statement. O

In a next result we estimate the fraction of particles occupying the Gross—Pitaevskii
ground state ¢1C;,P;wj ;- For this note that

1
N, = TI'LQ(W]JV)[pEM)] 2,13\4]'9( lcj,llj)\djga )] (224>

is the number of particles occupying ¢85\4j 4. Here

1) Mj TI'H%J-—U [pMj] if Mj Z 2 s

i = (2.25)

P1 lfszl,

with H%Fl) = SMj,lLQ(WJMj_l) and Syz,—1 being the symmetrizer on LQ(WJMj_l), is the
reduced one-particle density matrix that is obtained from the many-particle ground state

pu; of H(Mj, 15, g) by taking the partial trace. Most importantly, Tr [Zf\iﬁ R (1, g)pMJ =
Tr [h(l;, g)pg\z], see [MicO7] for more details.

Theorem 2.5 (Occupation number of single-particle state). Let N € IN and a general
admissible sequence {M;} ez with associated lengths {l;}ez. Suppose ¢ [(M3)Y3(3g] Y2
1/2 (with the constant ¢ from LemmalZ.3). Then for any j € Z with M; > 1,

_ 2 1/2 -1

J

with the constant ¢ from Lemma [2.3.

Proof. We write E?M(l, lj, M;g) for the second eigenvalue of the mean-field Hamiltonian
h(1,1;, M;g). After tracing (ZI3)) with the density matrix associated to the ground state
of the Hamiltonian H (M;,l;, g) as in [SYZ12| proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2], one obtains

EM(M;,1,9) > (1 —7) nar, ESY (1,1, M;g) + (M, — nMj)ElQM(]le?Mjg)} +

2 GP 5/3 ;-1 (_GP 1/2 (227)
+ TM;l e (Mylig) — e M gl; (e (M;l;9))



Note here that inequality (Z20]) is slightly improved if compared to [SYZ12, Theorem 2.2]
because we omit an estimation of (e“F(M;l;g))*/? in the last term of this inequality. Then,
using the upper bound of Theorem 2.4] we obtain

| ECP(1,1,, M;g))""”
(1 . %) <e(l—7)"—gm (BT, b, Mig) Mg (2.28)
M, By (L1, Myg) — ECP (1,15, M;g)

J

GP (L1 o)) 2 —1
< 2 LT (M) o5 {In (14 me2VFELO L0 (2.29)
(7T2 + 3Mjljg)

for all sufficiently large N € IN. For the last estimate we used

n _
E™M(1,1,ng) — ESP(1,1,ng) > B In (1 + me™>") (2.30)

with n = /72 + 3nlg and 1, g > 0, see [KS85] and [SYZI2, (A.8)].
The statement then follows with
eCF(M;l;9) - eCF(M;l;9) — e“F(0) 2

< + ==
7T2—|—Mjljg Mjljg 7T2

] =3

, (2.31)

where we used (e“F(k) — e“F(0))/r < 3/4 [SYZ12] (31)] for £ > 0 as well as e“F(0) =
2. U

From now on we assume a partition of Ay = (—Lx/2, Ly/2) caused by a Poisson point
process as described at the beginning. Moreover, we now allow the intensity of impurities
v and the pair interaction ¢ to vary with the particle number N. In order to account for
variable impurity intensities, we do the following: We introduce a sequence (sy)yeny C R
such that sy < 1 and perform the scaling x;(w) — sy 7;(w) and we set vy = vsy. If we
consider a constant intensity v = const. we set sy = 1 for any N € IN. We define

l~j = |W]| = }(sj}lxj(w),sjlejﬂ(w)) OAN’ ) (2.32)

We have l~j = s]_yllj for any ZNJ > () except possibly for the first and last subinterval ﬁ/J] within
Ayx. We write kx for the number of the scaled subintervals Within~ the Windoxy Ax. Then
limy_yo0 kn/(Lyvy) = 1 almost surely by scaling. We also define (3, := max{l; : j € Z}.

Remark 2.6. Comparing Theorem and 23 to [SYZ12, Theorems 2.1 and 2.2] one
observes that we only require (M3)Y303.gx instead of NY/3 Ly gy to converge to zero. This
will allow us to consider stronger interactions in the sense that gy converges more slowly
to zero.

Note that the lengths |(x;(w), z;41(w)| are exponentially distributed random variables
with parameter v for any j € Z\{0} [Kin93, Ch. 4]. For any N € N and any [, i > 0 we
define the function [ — Ny, (1) to be the unique minimizer of the Legendre transformation



of the map N — ECP(N, 1, gy) (see [SYZIZ] for details). More explicitly, Ny (1) is such
that

B (Noy 1) 1.9) = iy (1) = inf (B (N,Lgn) =iN) . (233)
We remark that N, (1) obeys
2l 7, < Ny ll) < o [fl? — ] (234
3lgn + lgn +
with [z] := max{z,0}. Consequently,
gwiyge””/ﬁ <E[N,, ] = 0/ N,y () veidl < s e~/ (2.35)

with (compare with [SYZ12l (45)])

0o 2
1< &=/ Vi / t— (L”> e tde <2 (2.36)
mx/\/ﬁ

Thus we have

E[N,, 2] = gNgNLVge—W/\/ﬁ (2.37)

with 2/3 < (y <1 for any N € IN. Since (ﬁ/gNVN)e_””N/\/’:‘ is a continuous function of
11 that converges to zero for © N\, 0 and to oo for ;1 — oo, for any N € IN we are able to
choose a py in such a way that

I [NQN BN SN / Ny, MN 1l Ml = / N, MN VNe_VNl dl
msN/ VN N/ (2.38)
=: BV [NngltN] CN—g _WN/\/W = CNSNPVN
gNVUN
with

o0 2
1 < £y = e™N/VEN / (t - <%) t1> etdt <2 (2.39)

TUN [N
Hence
2 _ _
gPVNl <k [NgN,uN(SNl')} < 2pvyt . (2.40)

10



Similar to [SYZ12, Subsection. 3.3.3], we define the occupation numbers
My = | Nyyux ()] (2.41)

for all intervals ﬁ/J] with le > 0 except for Wg and the first and last interval within Ay and
set M; := 0 else. We remark that we set My = 0 because, unlike |(z;(w), z,41(w))| for any
j € Z\{0}, the length |(xo(w),z1(w))| is not exponentially distributed (cf. waiting time
paradox [Kin93]). We also note that {M;},cz is a general admissible sequence.

We define

AN = IP(Z > 8N7T/\//,LN) = / Vefl'l dl = e*m/N/\/ﬂiN (2_42)
SNT/\/ON

and note that Ay is asymptotically equal to the fraction of intervals that are large enough
to be, according to our choice ([Z41]), occupied by at least one particle. Moreover, after
taking into account (Z38) and (Z37) we are able to establish the relationship

2
19 ANVy

7r o] (2.43)

gy = p N AN = p
For the proof of the next theorem we need the following fact about the length €~J>\, of
the largest scaled subinterval.

Lemma 2.7. For 1/N < vy <1, for any k > 4 and for almost any w € ) there exists an
N € IN such that for any N > N the inequality

(% < kgt In(N) (2.44)
holds.

This has been proved in [Theorem 6.2,[SYZ12]] for vy = const. and can be extended
to variable vy by scaling. More precisely, for any £ > 4 and almost any w € €2 there exists
an N € IN such that for any N > N it is {3 = max{|(z;(w),zj1(w)) NAy : j € Z} <
kvt In(N) and therefore

B = max{[¥5] : j € Z} = max{|(s51;(w), 512501 () N An] : ] € Z) (2.45)
= sy max{|(z;(w), ;1 (w)) NsyAy| : j € Z} = sjvlﬁiiN < rkvy'In(N) .  (2.46)

Finally, we establish the main theorem of this section which plays a central role in proving
BEC in the following section. For its proof we will use Theorem which itself is proved
in the appendix.
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Theorem 2.8. Let [In(N)]*/N'™2" < vy < 1 cmd gy < VvENIn(N)]™2 with an 0 < n <
1/3 be given. Then, with K(n) :=10-5%-7°n~2+1 and c,(n) := 90EY (1,1, K(n))n~2 one
obtains

1 V3
— BN, A < N 2.47
N LS ( ’ N7gN> = Cl(ﬁ) (ln(N))2 ( )
which holds for all but finitely many N € IN almost surely.
Proof. We introduce the new interaction strength gy := p~'[r?v3n 2 In(N)"2JN~" and

using relation (Z43) one obtains fiy = 72v4n 2(In(N))~2. Note that the hat characterizes
the corresponding quantities associated with the pair (gy,vy). By assumption gy < gy
for all but finitely many N € N and Ay = N~". Furthermore, we choose M as in (2.47]).

Since Ay = N7 >> In(N) In(vyN)(vyN) "2 it is 1/9 < N~ Yicz M; < 9 for all but
finitely many N € IN almost surely by Theorem [C.4l

Defining niy :== N/ > .y M; one clearly has >icz [ﬁNMj—‘ > N for all but finitely
many N € IN almost surely. Note that [ﬁNMj—‘ is a general admissible sequence. By

Theorem 4, because M; > 0 if and only if [; > 7 /+/fiy and with (ZG),

1 1 N
B (N Avgn) < 5 DB ((nNMJ ,lj,gN) (2.48)
JEZL
1 fost] N
<+ > S E (1 [l lgy) (2.49)
jeZ:[j>ﬂ'/m ]
pn 1 SR SR I
S ?N Z IVTLNMJ‘—‘ EGP (1, ]_, lrnNMj-‘ ljgN) (250)

jGZ:[j>ﬂ/m
for all but finitely many N € IN almost surely. o o
Finally, we have [AnM;] < (9M; + 1) < 10M; and hence [7iy M;]]gn < 10M;l;G8 <
10/n(€3)? + 100Gy < 10 - 527T2n_2 + 1= K(n) for any j € Z. This yields

2
N 1 GP
P[In(N)]> N 2. [wM1E (1.1, [ M, Gigw ) (2.51)
JEL: [;>7 )\ fin

C1 (77 I/N ijv
= M = 2.52
B 9 2 N Z Cl (N)]2 ( 5 )

JEZ

for all but finitely many N € IN almost surely. 0

3 Main results

Generalized BEC in non-interacting Bose gases is said to occur (almost surely) if, for the se-
quence (¢} ) ez of eigenstates with respective occupation numbers n & (see Definition 2:27])
N

12



and energies F > 0 one has that

- 1
iy 2 m )
JEZ:E)<e

is (almost surely) larger than zero [vL82]. By analogy, we say that generalized BEC occurs
almost surely in our model, the Luttinger—Sy model with interaction, if

1
= lim li — . 2
£0 1{% lzr\?jip N Z n; > 0 (3.2)
]EZ:EGP(lvlijjgN)Se

is almost surely larger than zero. Here ny; is the number of particles occupying the single-

particle state lj’ Nyon €€ Definition ([2:24]). Consequently, we refer to the case

1
lim lim — Z ny; =1 (3.3)

eN\0 N—oo ~
jGZ:EGP(l,lj,NjgN)SE

almost surely as almost sure complete generalized BEC.

In general, a single-particle state ¢ with respective occupation number n, is called
almost surely macroscopically occupied if almost surely limsupy_ ., ns/N > 0. In this
paper we refer to almost sure type-I (type-1I) BEC if finitely (infinitely) many states

IGF;V are almost surely macroscopically occupied. If for almost any w € () one has

po > 0 without any state
type-111 BEC.

l N o~ being macroscopically occupied we speak of almost sure

Theorem 3.1. [Generalized BEC] Assume that [In(N)]*/N'™" < vy <1 and gy <
v N7In(N)]~2 with 0 < n < 1/3. Then almost sure complete generalized BEC occurs.

Proof. For any N € IN let {N;},cz be a sequence of occupation numbers of the intervals

with respect to the ground state of the Luttinger—Sy model, i.e. one has ELS (N,An,gn) =
> iz EPM(N;, 15, gn). We will show that

1
pPo = h\IJn h]{/n inf N Z ny;, =1 (3.4)

m ~
jEZ:EGP(l,lj,NjgN)Se

which then proves the statement. R R
Recall that according to Lemma 27 there exists a set 1 C Q with P(2) = 1 and

the following property: for any w € Q there exists an N, (w) € N such that for any
N > Ny (w ) one has % < 5uy5" In(N). Moreover, for any w € € we define N (w) such that
Ni(w) > Ny(w) and gy < v3N~"[In(N)]~2 for s any N > Ni(w).

In a first step we show that for any w € Q any j € 7Z as well as any N > NQ( ) =
max{3, Nl( ), (40(& + v20)%3||unloo) "} with [|vn e = max{vy : N € N} the inequality

13



v; = Njlign < [In(N)]"/? implies Nl/?’ljgN < 1/(4(¢ 4+ +v/2¢)?), ¢ and ¢ from Lemma B3 :
To do this let w € Q and N > Ny(w) be given. If N; > 4322 (In(N))*/* then

- 1
NPligy = NP Njljgy < NP In(N)Y2 < ——— 3.5
jIN = LV jli9N j [In(N)]/* < 4+ \/50)2 (3.5)
On the other hand, if N; < 4%3/2¢%(In(N))3/* then
~ 1
NPlgn < 28 (In(N) VRN T In(N)] 2 € ———— (3.6)
4(¢ + v/2¢)?
We now prove that
.1
Jim > N; =1 (3.7)

JEZ:vj<(In(N))1/2

almost surely Suppose there exists a set Q C Q with ]P(Q) > 0 such that for any w € QO
there is a d > 0 with lim SUPy oo N 7! E]EZW Sz Ny = d. Then for any w € QN €,
using Theorem 24 (with € = 1/2), equation (2I0), inequality (ZI9) while setting ¢y :=
d/(8 - 5%), we obtain

1 1
FES WAz 3 B WNlaw) 5.5)
JE€Ziry;2(In(N))1/2
1 1 Njgn V2
Z AT —N J > 027]\[ (39)
N jeZ:vj;N)l 12 20, (In(N))3/2

for infinitely many N € IN. However, since P(Q2 N Q) = P(Q) > 0 this is in contradiction
with Theorem 2.8 R R R

Next, we prove that for any w € Q and any N > max{ Ny (w), e/, (5||vy |0 )¥", N3(w)}
one has

1 C3 1
N2 1/2”Nf2<1‘1n<zv>)ﬁ 2 N 10

JE€Z:y;<(In(N)) JE€Z:yj<(In(N))1/2

with c3 := v/7c (1 + e ?") e*™ and ¢ > 0 as in Theorem By Theorem 2.5 and using that
In(1+z) > x/(1 + z) for x > —1 one infers that if 7; < (In(N))/? and N; > 1 for some
J € Z then

ny. [ -1 7
(1 . ]\][V]) S ﬁc . {ln [1 4 672(7r2+3lejgN)1/2:|} N]2/3l]gN (311)
J
o Lte™ s 3.12
N .

14



On the one hand, for any j € Z with v; < (In(N))~! it is

2 — 1 ¢
7o (14 e 2m) 2V 37 N3, /70 (1 4 e 27) ei7 -3 3.1
\/_c( +e ) e ;S Ve (T+e e In(N)  In(N) (3.13)

On the other hand, for any j € Z with (In(N))™! < v; < (In(N))Y2 we have

N;N™"2 > NilZgn > Niljgn =5 >

> 5 (3.14)

since (3 < SvytIn(N) and N > (5||lun]le)?” imply gy < (N720%)71. Thus N; >
N2 /In(N) which leads to

Ve (14 e72m) Vrsu Ny < mZ)\I) (3.15)

for all N > Nj(w), N3(w) some constant. Hence, we have (1 — ny,/N;j) < c3/In(N) or,
equivalently, (1 — [c3/In(N)])N; < ny, which implies ([B.10).
Our last step is to show that for any € > 0

1
lim — > ny, =0 (3.16)

JEZy;<(In(N))V/2,Ej>e

almost surely with E; := EGP(l l ,Njgn): We assume to the contrary that there exist an
e >0 and a set 2 C Q with IP(Q) > 0 such that for any w € Q there is a constant 7 > 0

with limsupy_,. N7 > m(N))1/2,5,5¢ N, = 7. Then for any w € Q one also has

JEZL:y;<
, 1 , 1 .
lim sup v g N; > limsup v g ny, > T (3.17)
N—o0 . N—o0 .
JEZ:y;<(In(N))1/2,E;>e JEZ:y;<(In(N))1/2,E;>e

since Nj > ny, for any j € Z, N € IN. Hence, with Theorem 2.4 (¢ = 1/2), equation (Z.10)
and inequality (2.19),

1

CEMN Ao >+ Y BN gw) (319)
JEZvj<(In(N))1/2,E;>e
Z % Z %EGP(N]‘,ZJ‘,QN) (319)
JEZ:y;<(In(N))V/2 E;>e
el €
> o > N; = 57 (3.20)

jEZ:’yj<(ln(N))1/2,Ej>E

for infinitely many N € IN which is again a contradiction to Theorem 2.8 Note that the
assumptions of Theorem 2.4 (e = 1/2) are fulfilled according to (3.3]) and (B.6]).

15



Altogether we have shown that, using (B.16), (B.10) and ([B.7)) respectively,

1 1
T S Tim liminf A | '
ity > mo zlglhphty >,y 3:21)
JEZ:E;<e JEZvj<(In(N))1/2 E;<e
TR |
= 11{‘% hNnLlO%f N Z Ny, (3.22)
JEZ:y;<(In(N))1/2
. C3 1
>1 fll——— | = N; =1 2
Sl e ( 1n(N)) N g (3:23)
JEZ:vj<(In(N))1/2
almost surely. O

Remark 3.2. Whereas in [SYZ12)] type-1 BEC in probability is shown in the regime where
1/N < vy < [In(N)]?/N, see Appendiz[B, we are able to allow for vy = (const.) which
1s mainly due to two reasons: Firstly, we consider BEC in the generalized sense. Having
proved now complete BEC in a generalized sense we may replace the limsup in Definition
B2) by lim. Secondly, instead of the whole system length Ly and particle number N,
we established Theorem and Theorem 20 containing the occupation numbers N; and
lengths le of the individual intervals. This eventually enables us to use stronger interactions
than in [SYZ12] in the sense that gy converges to zero more slowly, see again Appendiz[B.

Theorem 3.3 (Transition of condensation). Let 0 < n < 1/3 and [In(N)*/N'™2" <«
vy S 1 be given. Then, 1) if gy = 0 then almost surely ezactly one single-particle
state is macroscopically occupied and hence complete type-I BEC occurs, 2) if gn <
vy N"In(N)| ™2 then BEC is almost surely of type I or II, 3) BEC is of type-III almost

surely if ynN~!In(N)] ™' < gy < V4N "[In(N)] 2.

Proof. Assume that {N;},cz are occupation numbers of the intervals with respect to the
ground state of the Luttinger-Sy model, i.e. ES' (N, Ay, gn) = > iz EM(N;, 15, gn) for
any N € IN. As before, ny, denotes the number of particles occupying the single-particle

state ¢SF

l.7N. °
The]ﬁlfsgév part of the theorem regarding the case gy = 0 follows readily since almost
surely there is only one largest interval and, since the temperature is zero, all particles
occupy the ground state corresponding to this length.
Next, we treat the case gy < vy N [In(N)]2: According to Corollary [C.§ there exists,

for any 1 > 0 and any Cs > 2¢"/?, an N (1) € N such that for N > N(n') it is
P(Q)) >1—19 (3.24)
with

Q= {w €Q: 03 > (125 In(uwN) , B3 — [P/ @t o 1n(03/(2ev/p))}
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and C := —v/[4In(n'/2)]. Also, Iy [2vCs /DT i the ([2vC3/(Cyn')]+1)th largest length
of {I;},ez. Note that if w € ©; then there are at most ([2vCs/(C177')] + 1) many intervals
that have a length larger than [y := (3 — vy In(Cs/(2e7/7)).

For convenience we define BV (0,0,¢) := 0 for g > 0. Furthermore, for any N € N
and j € Z we write N1 := > jezissiy IV and N® .= > jemiy<iy Ny Let N3 denote the
particle number in the largest interval.

Now, let w € €21 be given. Then

E[(?MNANagN ZEQM jagN)
JEZ

> Y BN gn) + EQNNGL 07,00 + EQUN®, Iy, 0)
jGZ:[J’Z[N,[J’;ﬁZ?V

— > EPM(N; L, gn) + N

jGZ:[J’Z[N,[J’;ﬁZ?V

(3.25)

+N@— .
(f?v)2 I

On the other hand, with ¢g the ground state of H(1,1,0), C' := fol |po|*, we can employ a
simple variational argument to obtain (see also proof of Theorem 2.4])

EPU NG + N? 77 gx) < ESP(NZ + N® 3, gn)

(N> + N( ) eGP 2

e r—— 1,1, (N3 + N®)g

_ (VR ) o, N+ N<2>>2gN
(03)? 203,

According to (ZZ), [(3 — kvy' In(N)], converges almost surely to zero and hence in
probability to zero for any x > 4. Therefore, for any 1’ > 0 there exists an N (n') € IN such
that for any N > N() it is P(Q,) := P((3 < 5v3 In(N)) > 1—7.

Let €,7/, > 0 and w € ; N Qs be given. Note that P(Q2; N Q) > 1 — 27 for any
N > max{N(7), ( "}. Moreover, let N > max{N (), (77')} be such that

2’ vyt In(Cs/(2e7/7)) 1

INS TG T G m(N)) N (3.27)

and

) 1 . 1 NI
ES"(1,1y, Ngn) < ngGP(la 1, Ningn)[¢o] = 3 (WQ + %QNC) <e (3.28)
N N

hold.
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Now we assume that N /N > n which will lead to a contradiction with the above.
Since N5 + N® < N we conclude that, for N € IN large enough,

N (NKT+N(2))QN _ 1 Ngn <I/;,1111(C3/(2€V/p))

— = _ < £ 3.29
N®  2m2fy, 2wy 03 (63)° R 20
1 1
N (3.30)
I (R)?
and therefore
2 o~ AT(2))2 2
jo ™ N+ NPy g™ (3.31)
Gr 0 B

Comparing this with ([325) and (B20) we arrive at a contradiction since Er% (N, Ay, gn)
is minimal.

From the assumptions limy_, NgfvgN = 0 almost surely and with Theorem (Z.3),
max;ez:n;>011 — 1y, /N;} converges to zero almost surely. Therefore, for any €,7,7" > 0

and C’3~> 2¢¥/P there exists an N € IN such that for any N > N it is, with E; =
EGP(lvlj7NjgN>7

1
LR Y NS pnnD | =P(QinQ)>1-27  (3.32)
jEZ:[jZ[N,EjSE
and
1

jGZ:[jsz,Ejge

>P 1— L - N. < 0O 0 1-37 a4
- je%]%ﬁo{ Nj}N ~Z g=np NNl ) > 3n (3.34)
jGZ:ljle,EjSE

Hence, by the previous two inequalities,

N> 1 1 — 27] ny. 1-— 27]
IP N > > IP J >
( N T 22vC3/(Cin')] + 1) - (jezzig%i@gs{ N } — [2vCs/(Cin')] + 1)

1
>P (1 |% Y ony -1 <N N (3.35)

jGZ:[jziN,EjSE
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1 1

JEZ: >IN, Ej<e JEZ:l; >IN, Ej<e

ﬂQlﬂQQ) >1—577/.

Now, suppose there exists a 0 < C' < 1 such that P(limy_,ccny> /N = 0) > C' > 0. Then

Ton>

limsup P | 2% > L ! <P (1 My ol !

11m su — 11m su —

ol VAN T AT20G /(GO 1 1) =0 U N T 471200, /(C10)] + 1
TAr>

. N
< - N = <1]1-
P ( (]\}lm N O)) 1-C.

However, we have shown above that, with n = 1/4 and ' = C//6, there exists an NeN
such that for any N > N it is

P N> >1 - — 3.37
( N = 4120C,/(C10))] +1) =176 (3:37)

(3.36)

see (B35H). Comparing (B37) with (B36) one arrives at a contradiction. Hence
P(limy—e0 npyz /N = 0) = 0 and consequently P(limsupy_,, nyz /N > 0) = 1.

Now we prove the last part of the theorem: We assume to the contrary that there
exists a set 2 C Q with P(Q2) > 0 such that for any w € Q there is a ¢ > 0 with
lim supy_, . maxjez {ny, /N} > ¢

Since N; > ny, for any N € N and j € Z one also has limsupy_, . {Ny/N} > ¢ Thus
with Theorem 4] (e = 1/2), inequality (2I9) and gy := min{gy, vy N~/3[In(N)]~2}, for
any w € QN (see beginning of proof of Theorem B.]] for definition of the set @) it holds

%EI(?SM(Nu An,gn) > %E(?M( < 0%, 9n)
> SEPUNG, B )
> L LB (VR ) 535
L 11N v o 11 (@2DN) g
T4N % T 20N vy'In(N)

for infinitely many N € IN. Note that we inserted the length of the largest interval in the
first step which is possible since the energy goes down when increasing the length.
However, since gy > vn(In(N)) "I N~1 and P(Q2NQ) = P(Q) > 0, this contradicts The-
orem 2.8 Therefore almost surely limy_,o, max;ecz {n N; /N } = 0 and hence the statement
follows with Theorem [B.I1 O
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Theorem 3.4 (Particle density in largest interval). Let [In(N)]*/N1™%" < vy < 1 and
gy <K VAN TIn(N)]72 with an 0 < n < 1/3 be given. Moreover, for any N € IN let
{N;}jez be occupation numbers of the intervals with respect to the ground state of the
Luttinger—Sy model, i.e., EI?SM(N, Ay, gn) = ZjeZ E(?M(Nj, Li,gn).

Then, with c1(n) as in Theorem[2.8 one has

Ny - /3 Za 1 ‘ VN 71/2]\[1/2 3.39
< VRO T (e vt ) (339

for all but finitely many N € IN almost surely. Furthermore, almost surely and for all but
finitely many N € IN one has

N>
N < \/SCl(n)WNS/SM (3.40)

s

for any 6 >0 if n < 1/6 and gy > vy N~Y/%[In(N)]~2.

Proof. We define G () := vy N?[In(N)]~2 for any 8 > 0. Let w € Q and N = N(w) €
IN such that the upper bound ([Z44) for the length of the largest interval with k = 5,
inequality N'/303Gy(1/3) < (2max{v/2¢, &})~? with constants ¢, & > 0 from Lemma 23]
and inequality (Z4T) of Theorem hold for any N > N. Then, with Theorem 8]
Theorem 2.4] (¢ = 1/2), equation (2.I0), and inequality (Z.19) we have

V2 1

1 -
1 . _

> B (MR G min {on, v (1/3)}) (3.43)
11 L

> B (NG B min (g, Gv(1/3)}) (3.44)
11 (NF)?2 . N

> - VN .

and therefore
- 1/2
N < Ve v N2 (3.46)

In(N) \ min {gn,gn(1/3)}

for any N > N. The first part of the statement then follows taking into account that
almost surely /3 > (1/2)vy" In(vyN) for all but finitely many N € N, see Theorem
Recall that gy > vy N~Y5[In(N)]~2 by assumption. We then define 8, := 1/3 and
Bn = (14 5,-1)/6 for any n € N. We now show by induction that for any n € N,
(N33 G (Bn) converges to zero almost surely: Firstly, one has Ny < N for any N € N
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and N/30% ~In(Bo) converges to zero almost surely. Next, we assume that for arbitrary
n € NN, (N >)1/ 30 NgN(Bn) converges to zero almost surely. Then for almost any w € €2 there
exists an N, = N,,(w) € IN such that gN(Bn) < gn, (N>)1/3£NgN(Bn) < (2max{v/2c,&}) 72,
and inequality (Z47) of Theorem 28 holds for any N > N,. We therefore can conclude
that

2

VN 1 qum
_N > =
1 (77) [IH(N)]Q - NELS (Na AN7 gN)

1 ~

1 ons . (3.47)
11 S 11 (N3)29n(6n)
> EGP > > > N K n
— 9N ( N7£N7gN(ﬁn>>—4N £]>V
or, equivalently,
N7 < ey (n)(vn )2 N5 /2 (3.48)

for any N > Nn Hence, (N3)Y 3¢ 2 In(Bni1) converges to zero almost surely.
Lastly, note that (5,)nen, converges to 1/5. For arbitrary 6 > 0 we choose an n € IN
such that 5, < 1/5+ 26. Hence,

N7 < Vaer () (un ) YVEN G2 < ey () oy NOFY5H20/2 2 0 (1 N 1/2 (3.49)

for all but finitely many N € IN almost surely. O

Note that Theorem 34l implies the following: For interactions gy > vy N~/6[In(N)] 72,
the particle density in the largest interval is almost surely bounded (actually converging to
zero) in case of [In(N)]* /N2 < vy S N3/ forany 0 <1 < 1/6,0 < d < 2/5—2n and
it is asymptotically bounded by vy N3/°%9 for any § > 0 in the case of [In(N)]*/N'=" «
vy < 1. In particular, note that for [In(N)]*/N'=%" < vy < N73/°79 the particle density
in the largest interval diverges in the non-interacting model, i.e., if gy = 0. Hence, we
conclude that the repulsive interaction between the particles is pivotal.

A Notation

For two real-valued sequences (ax)nen, (by)nven with all elements positive and unequal
to zero we write ay ~ by if there exist constants ¢, C' > 0 such that ¢ < ay/by < C for
all but finitely many N € IN. We also write ay < by if ay /by tends to zero. We combine
these two possibilities through writing ay < by, meaning either ay ~ by or ay < by.
Moreover, we also write ay ~ by in the case that ay = by = 0 for all but finitely many
N € IN to simplify the notation.
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B On the connection to the results of [SYZ12]

We first note that, in contrast to the model discussed in this paper, in [SYZ12] the unit
interval is the fixed one-particle configuration space. However, by an appropriate scaling as
discussed in [SYZ13, Sec. 4.4] and at the end of this section, the results can be translated
into each other.

The Hamiltonian in [SYZ12] is formally given by

H=Y (=0 + V(=) + % 3 6z — =) (B.1)

i=1 i<j

where

Vo(2) =0 6(z—2) (B.2)

with v > 0 the coupling parameter for the interaction among the particles, v the density of
scatterers {24}, o the strength of the scattering potential (note that o = oo in our model),
and m the number of scatterers in the unit interval. In [SYZ12 Theorem 2.2] which is
subsequently used to prove BEC they established the estimate

<1 - %) < (const.)

with N the total number of particles and Ny the number of particles occupying the min-
imizer of the Gross—Pitaevskii functional. In addition, [SYZ12l Lemma 5.1] provides the
lower bound e; — g > nln(1 + me~2") with n = /72 + 3mo + 37.

Now, with v > 1, ¢g = E“F(1,1,7) > /2, and In(1 + z) < z for z > 0 it follows

N~ min{y, 772} (B.3)

€1 — €p

o
nln(1l + me=2n)

32
N=Y3min{y, 42} > L N~V3e21 (B.4)
n
In the case of v > mo it is

3/2 3/2
LN*I/iSe?n > LN*I/%?\N . (B.5)
U

If v > [In(N)]?, this converges to infinity and therefore (B.3]) does not prove BEC. On the
other hand, if v < mo then

3/2
V2 1/ > 1 N-usevam (B.6)

i vmo

which, for mo > [In(V)]?, again converges to infinity. Hence, in order to establish BEC
with the estimate (B.3) it must hold that mo < [In(N)]? and therefore vy < [In(V)]2.

22



Furthermore, the assumptions in [SYZ12, Theorem 3.1, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3] are
such that v — oo, v — oo, and v > v/(Inv)?. Therefore

(NP > 7 > v/(nv)® 2 v (B.7)

for any € > 0. This however implies that ¥ must grow slower than [In(N)]3.

We are now in position to compare with our results: as described in [SYZ13, Sec. 4.4] the
above translates to a density vy < [In(N)]?)/N when working on the interval
(—=Ln/2,LNn/2). Furthermore, since the condition v > 1 implies vy > 1/N one con-
cludes that 1/N < vy < In(N)?/N is a necessary requirement in [SYZ12] to prove BEC.
Also, v = LyNgy < [In(N)]? implies the requirement gy < [In(N)]?/N2.

Hence, comparing with Theorem Bl Theorem and Theorem B.4] we see that we are
able to allow for densities vy which converge to zero more slowly or even are constant.

C Miscellaneous results

Let ([\ ) Nen be an arbitrary sequence of intervals in R. For any N € IN, we define
Ly := |A ~| and £y as the number of atoms (impurities) of the Poisson random measure
with intensity v > 0 within the interval An.

The following (large deviation type) lemma is needed for the proof of the subsequent

Theorem [C.2] Note here that 1 — 6+ 601Inf > 0 for § € (0,00)/{1}.
Lemma C.1. Let v > 0 and N € IN be given. Then for any 6 > 1

P (/@N > QVﬁN> < e~vIn(1-0+01n6) , (C.1)
and for any 0 < 0 <1

P (/@N < HVEN> < e vLn(1-6+61n0) (C.2)

Proof. For 6 > 1 we have
A~ N i m
P </‘€N > QI/LN> = Z ]P(/{N = m) — Z e_VLN (1/ N)

m!
m>0vLy m>0vLyn

E e*VLN VLN emfGVﬁN S efulA/N(lfeJr@lnG) )

m>0uLN
On the other hand, for 0 < 0 < 1,
. L
Poy<tvin)= 3 Pley=m= 3 evivl)
mSGViN m<0VLN
—viy (VLN)m m—0vL N fl/[A/N(17€+€ln9)
< Z e 0 <e

2 m)!
m<OvLy
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Theorem C.2. Let (AN)NeN with Ly > In(N) be given. Then, for any € > 0 and for
almost any w € Q) there exists an N = N(e,w) € N such that for any N > N we have

(1—€)I/LN < KJN (1—|—€)I/LN . <C3)
[n particular, almost surely imy_ o kn/Ly = v and limy_, ];}N/<I/NLN) =1 in case of
In(N)/N < vy < 1.
Proof. Let € > 0 be given. Then, with Lemma we obtain
ZIP(/@N (1— E)VLN) < oo and ZIP(FLN > (1 +e)yﬁN) < 00 .
N=1 N=1

Hence, the first part of the statement follows with the Borel-Cantelli lemma.
Consequently, for any € > 0 and almost any w € €2,

>(1—¢€r and limsup N < (1+ew
N—ro0 LN N—oo LN

Setting AN = Ay, N € N, we conclude that almost surely limy_,o ky/Ly = v. Fur-
thermore, recalling that vy = syv we obtain limy_,o kn /(vnLy) = 1 almost surely by
setting Ay = snyAn, N € IN. Note here that the assumption In(N)/N < vy < 1 implies
[A/N > hl(N) ]

For a Poisson random measure with intensity v > 0 we define [; = |(z;(w), 241 (w))|
for any j € Z with {z;(w) : j € Z} the strictly increasing sequence of the atoms of the

Poisson random measure, see Section Bl Note that {[; : j € Z\{0}} are independent and
identically distributed random variables with common density ve=** [Kin93, Ch. 4]. We
also define the set J; := {—k, —k+1,...,k —1,k}\{0} for any k € IN.

Lemma C.3. Assume that In(N)/N < vy < 1 holds. Then, for any 0 < € <1 and
almost cmy w € Q there exists an N = N(e w) € N such that for any N > N one has
l = le for any j € Jiu—epwnin/2)s l < le for any j € Juyiy andl = 0 for any
7€ Z\(Jyyry) UL0}).

Proof. Let 0 < e < 1 and 0 < ¢ < € be given. For any N € IN we divide the window
(=svLn/2,snyLy/2) into (—syLy/2,0] and [0, —syLy/2). Due to Theorem there
exists a set Q0 C Q with ]P(Q) = 1 and the following property: For any w € Q there exists an
N € N such that for any N > N one has (1/2)(1—¢)vy Ly < /{S\,), 5\2, <(1/2)(14+€)vnLy
with /15\1,) and /{5\2,:) denoting the number of atoms within (—syLy/2,0] and [0, syLy/2),
respectively.
The statement of the lemma now follows since sy'l; = sy*|(x;(w), z;41(w))| and I; =
(W), 7501 (w)) N syAy| for any j € Z. Note that we divide the window sNAn =
( sNLN/Q syLy/2) into the two intervals in order to ensure that, for N > N, both
intervals with associated lengths I [(1—e)vn Ly /2] and l((l ovnLy/2] are entirely within the
window syApy and that lj =0 forany j < —|vyLyn]| —1 and for any j > |vyLy|+1. O
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Theorem C.4. Assume that In(N)/N < vy <1 holds. Furthermore, let (gn)new be such
that imy oo vnAy = 0 and Ay > In(N) In(vyN)(vyN) Y2 with (Ay)nen as in (Z43).
Then ] 5 ]

lim inf — Z M; > 5 and  limsup N Z M; <6 (C4)

N—oco N
jez N—o0 jez

almost surely with M; as in (ZZI).

Proof. Let Fy(l) := (2k)™*Y

to the random variables {I; : j € Z\{0}}. Then, for any I € R, there is a unique measure

F}(dl) defined by fioo Fy(de) .= FY(l) and we also set F¥(I) := fol Lio,00) (e dx.
Then P(supycg |[F¥ (1) — FY(I)] > €) < 272 for any ¢ > 0 and k € N due to

Dvoretzky—Kiefer—Wolfowitz inequality [DKW56, [Mas90]. Therefore, for any ¢ > 0 and
with K € IN such that In(K) > ¢ 2 we obtain

jen 1 < be the empirical distribution function with respect

00 k’l/2 00
P sup |[FY() — F'(D)] > e ) <2) e 2 < o C.5
3P (G sp O~ 01> <) <23 (©5)
Hence,
1/2
lim sup |FY (1) — F*()] =0 (C.6)

k—o0 ln(k) IER

almost surely by the Borel-Cantelli lemma.
Note that one has py > 72/[5vy" In(N)]? for all but finitely many N € N since oth-
erwise Ay < N~° which then contradicted Ay > In(N) In(vyN)(vyN)~2. Moreover, by

Lemma 27, (5 < kv~ 'In(N) for any # > 4 and therefore FY, ;- .(1) = I, ; (I) =1
for [ > 57t In(N) for all but finitely many N € IN almost surely.
Therefore, almost surely with F”(d/) = ve~"*d/,
Cy = [ (0 ) (m dr) — Fr(de
N = fg—N MNg—W ( (VNLN/AJ( ) — F*( ))
sN/VEN
50~ In(N) 00
N HN
< ¢ (F7, ded) — F¥(de)) | + / CFY(de
I [ (Fprm@0) - P@0) | + (@)
TSN /N 50~ 11n(N) (C?)
50~ 1In(N)
25N —1 v v
TSN /N
2SN 1w
+ T — / ¢ Fr(de) .
gnN
501 1n(N)
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Since Fy, ; (1) =1 for any | > 5v~ 1 In(N) we obtain, with an integration by parts in
the first and third term,

Cn = TSN (5071 In(N)) [ FY, 1y jy (Bv™ In(N)) = F¥(507 In(N)) |
N TS I ,
+ gN];[N \/i‘ [vn Ly /4] <7TSN/\/MN) —F <7TSN/\//~LN)‘
501 1n(N) -
KN v v KN 4
gNSN / (FfVNLN/‘ﬂ (f) —F (E)) de| + INSN / Cye V" dl
TSN/ VN 501 In(N)
S _ —1 u . 5 B
" WQQ_Z (51/ 1 ln(N)) }FP/NLN/41 (50~ In(N)) — F” (507" ln(N))} (C.8)
9SN VHN 5
T gg TSN | FE b4 (Tsn //in) — F¥ (msn /y/iw) |
_11n(N)
9S B . ,
o Q_Z / - (F’—VNLN/41 (E) dt—F (E)) de
TSN /N
25N -1, —ul
+ T / T rve " de .
gn
501 1n(N)

Calculating further we obtain

Oy <3 — FY ) — F"(l _
NS T ?Up| fow L /41 (D) (O] + In O NG (C.9)
5In(N) px un 1 5In(N)
43 sup | F, 0 — )+ Y
Un 0N ek p| NLN/4]() ()] gy Uy NP

and since py > 72/[5vy" In(N)]? we get

1 In(N) 10In(N)+1 1
Cn<6-5- p— A D=F O+ p— S~
N<6-5 puN N ?élp| VNLN/41() (D +p UNAN NP

(C.10)

with (Z43) for all sufficiently large N € IN. Hence, with (C.6) and due to Ay >
In(N) In(vyN)(vyN)~Y? we conclude that limy_, Cy = 0.

Since
! SN (2 2 SN ()2 2
— —_ = FY(dl) = vyEY 7 — A1
o [ (g ) P = [l - | e
TSN /\/IN



> UNE" [Ny (53 ()] = 5 (C.12)
for any N € N, see (234) and (2.40). Hence we conclude that almost surely

. r SN 62 2 v
thrSOréf UN / fg—N (,UNST -7 ) F[VNLN/zq (d@

W o

N
TNV (C.13)
.. T SN 62 2 2
— v > ).
hNHLlorcl,f UN / Ton (MNSN 7T) Fr(de) | > 5P
TSN //EN
Also, repeating the arguments from above we one can show that almost surely
I oy (L) (m (e - F(e)| = 0 C.14
Ngr(lx) VN EgN MNSN ( LVNLNJ( ) - ( )) ) ( : )
TSN /N
SN 62 v v -1
vy 2 vy =7 ) PG < S [Ny (53] <39 (C15)
gN SN
TSN /VEN
for any N € N, see (2.34)) and (Z40). Consequently
. T SN f2 2
1 — — — Fr de
e O I CE ) RO
N VN (C.16)

= limsup | vy / N <,uNT - 7T2) Fr(de) | <3p.
N—o0 lgn
T IR

Due to Lemma (with € = 1/2), there exists a set Q C Q with P(Q) =1 and the
following property For any w € Q there exists an N (w) € N such that for any N > N (w)

we have [; = le for any j € Jryry /415 l < le for any j € J| 1y, and [; = 0 for any
J € Z\(J|uyrLy) U{0}). Consequently we obtain (M = 0), for any N > N(w),

Z
Z w PN =T <
) N N

J€Ju Ly /4] igN

7 @Ng_ﬂﬂ+
jezm;>1 9N

. (C.17)
< Z ASN [MNL_T(Q] ]
+

jEJ[VNLNJ ljgN
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Lastly, due to 241]), 234), (C17), (C13), (C1d), and My = 0, we have almost surely

VN

lim inf M; > liminf ———
N—o00 VNLN/2 ez N—o00 VNLN/2 EZZM>1 gNﬂN
2 VN 1 ~
—liminf ——— — [,uNl? — 7T2:|
N—oo vynLy/2 eZ:Zszl Lign ! +
2 12
> —hmlnfyiN AS—N [,MN% — 7T2]
3 N-ooco VNLN/2 €T o b 41 JIN SN N
2 . . T SN l2 2 v
> 3 liminfuy / . (MN e By py ) (d0)
TSN /N
2\ 2
> | = .
> (3)
Similarly,
1 .
lim sup M; <limsup ~—[ I —7T2]
N—oo 2UnL Z N—00 VNLN ]EZ_ZMVN lign KN +
M;>
. VN
1 1
+N1—I>rcl>o 2un Ly Z

JEZ:M;>1

2
< lim sup il E SN [MN% — 7r2]
+

Nooo 2UNLpn el ot 9N SN
+ lim - ”NL 1
N=eo 2N N jez:M;>1
<li 70 il P2 (d0)
imsup v — — =T
o N%oop N lgN MNS?V k]
SN
+ ]\}LH(I)OI/N / ey (dl) < 3p,
TSN //EN

since, due to (C.6l), (242), and our assumptions,

o0

]\}LH})O VN / F[VVNLNJ((M) - ]\}LH;O VN [1 - F[;’NLNJ (TFSN/V 'uN)}
oy (C.18)
= ]\}grgo VN [1 - F (WSN/\/[LN)] = ]\}Ln}x) vnAy =0 .
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We therefore obtain almost surely

Nol i \V)

hNHi}Oréf— ZM = — <11Nn1>101(1>f I/NLN/2 ZM) — (C.19)

JEZ

and

1
lim sup — > M;<6. (C.20)

0

Theorem C.5. Let 1/N < vy S 1 be given. Then for any 0 < € < 1 and for almost any
w € 2 there exists an N = N(e,w) € N such that for any N > N we have

7> yj;l{ In(Ljsyny) — (1+€) ln[ln(LLsNNJ)]} . (C.21)

Proof. Let 0 < e < 1 be given. Then, for almost any w € € there exists an N; = ]/\\71(6, w) €
IN such that

{0+ € Tracauinsm} € 1§ € 2O} }\{0) (C.22)

for any N > ]/\}1 by Lemma Moreover, since {Zj : J € Z} are mutually independent
exponentially distributed random variables one obtains

P (max {l 1 J € Jia—e VLN/Q]} _1{ In(Ly) — (1+¢) ln[ln(LN)]}> (C.23)
(1o iy o

Moreover, since In(1 — ) < —z for any 0 < x < 1 we have

2 [%W -In [(1 — %)} < —(1—ew[In(Ly)]'** < —2In(N) (C.25)

for all but finitely many N € IN and therefore

0 Lty 2[(1-9wLy]/2
> (1 - M) <o00. (C.26)

L
N=1 N

Hence, with Borel-Cantelli’s lemma there exists a set Q C € with ]P(fvl) = 1 such that for
any w € Q there is an Ny = Ny(e,w) € N with

7> max{z L€ i EVLNM} *l{m(LN) (14 1n[1n<LN)]} (C.27)

29



for any N > ]/\72. _ N ~
Finally, for any w € Q we define N(e,w) such that [syN]| > Ny(e,w) for any N >
N(e,w). Hence, ETSN N denoting the length of the largest interval within the window

ALSNNJ7
SN Ny > y;vl{ In(Lisyn) — (1+€¢)In [1n(LLsNNJ)]} (C.28)
for any N > N(e,w). The statement then follows since (3, > SJ_\}EENNJ' O

Theorem C.6. For any 0 < n' < 2 there exists an N(n’) € N such that for any N > N(fr;’)
one has

]P(@V > v In(Ly) + In (01)]) 1 %n’ (C.29)

with Cy = —v/[41n(n'/2)] > 0.

Proof. According to Lemma (with e = 1/2), for almost any w € () there exists an
N = N(w) € N such that for any N > N one has

{l;:5 € Jprnm} S {l; 5 € Z\{0}}\{0} .

Hence, [max{l; : j € Jrvry /a1t — €3]+ converges to zero almost surely and consequently,
for any n > 0,

lim P (E?V < maX{Zj VA J’—VLN/4]} - 77)

N—ro0
< A}gr(lx)]P ([max{lj 1] € J[VLN/4]} —EJT,LF > n) =0.
Furthermore, since In(1 —z) = —z for 0 < x < 1,

P(max{l} 15 € Jruryyay < v In(Ly) + ln(401/3)})

1 2[vLy /4]
) < 6731//(86'1)

: (1 T @B,

for all but finitely many N € IN. Hence, altogether one obtains, with n = —v~!1n(3/4),
]P(@V > v [In(Ly) + In (01)])
> P(ﬁf, > max{l}- j c J]'VLN/4]} — T])

+ IP(maX{Zj :J € Jrurysa} > v In(Ly) 4+ In (401/3)]> —1

1
>1— =
> 5"l
for all but finitely many N € IN. O
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Recall that (3 = I3 is the largest and 13", k € IN, is the kth largest length of the
set {l; = |(z;(w), z;41(w)) N Ay| : j € Z}. In the same way we define I3" for the scaled
lengths.

Theorem C.7. For any 0 < 1/ < 2 and any Cy > 2 there exists an N = N(n’,Cg) eN
such that for any N > N

P@§>y4mumcgJ;W@“M““SVAUMLM1y4maymD>1_n'(ow)

with Cy = —v/[41n(n'/2)].

Proof. According to Theorem there exists a number N (') € N such that for any
N > N(7/) one has, Q; :=={w e Q: (3 >v 'In(CiLy)},
1

P() > 151 . (C.31)

Moreover,
E [N3(B)] < NL(E) (C.32)

for any £ > 0 and N € IN [PF92, Theorem 5.25]. Here, Ny“(E) = Ly} {i: B < E}|
is the finite-volume integrated density of states, i.e., the number of eigenvalues of the non-
interacting Luttinger—Sy model that are smaller than or equal to E divided by the volume
of the system, and

_ —1/2
e vE

1— efmrE*l/2

NL(E)=v (C.33)

is the limiting integrated density of states of the non-interacting Luttinger—Sy model, see

e.g. [Zag07, Proposition I11.2].
Hence, £ := m/%[In(C) Ly) — In(C5/2)] 72,

{i:E}'&gEHz@g%jP({i:E@”gEH:j)

e[ e < ) <, 2

kP (

Gy
for any k£ € IN and all but finitely many N € IN. Setting
. o 2vC;
QQ::{WEQ: HZ:EN SEH< [le-‘}
one obtains
1
P(Qy) >1— 577' . (C.34)
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for all but finitely many N € IN.
Finally, P(Q; N €Qs) > 1 — 7/ for all but finitely many N € N, and for any w € ; Ny
one has

(% > v 'In(CyLy)

and
[/t < [ln(ClLN) —In (9)]
N < 5 .
Consequently, (3, — Iy [2vCs/(CTHL > -1 In(C5/2) for any w € 5 N Q. O

Corollary C.8. Let 1/N < vy <1 be given. Then for any 0 < ' < 2 and any C3 > 2e*/°
there is an N = N(n/,C3) € N such that for any N > N we have

P (B > vy (CiLiyny) s G = P/ O S (G (2019))) > 1= (C.35)

with Cy = —v/[41n(n'/2)].

Proof. With Theorem there exists an N = N (') € N such that for any N > N one
has

P <8?v1€fsNNJ > vy I(Cr L) s syHw /O < Uit In(Cy L) — 111(03/2)})

>1-—1n".
(C.36)
As in the proof of Theorem we use (3 > SJ_VlEisNNJ as well as ﬁ’pucﬁ(cl#ﬂﬂ <
s]_vllfs’]gzj\yffj{(cm 1 ¢ obtain
7 7>,[2vC3/(C1n’)]+1 -1 >,[2vC3/(Cin’)]+1
£J>V — Iy v Z SN <ZL>SNNJ o lLSNNle v )
Now, using the two inequalities appearing in (C.36]) we conclude
B — ostenin 5 oy (O
NN Z VN a0
from which the statement readily follows. O

By slightly changing the proof we could also allow for C3 > 6 instead of C5 > 2e¥/7.
This would replace In(C3/2e*/?) in (C35) by In(C5/6).
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