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BOGOLIUBOV THEORY IN THE GROSS-PITAEVSKII LIMIT:

A SIMPLIFIED APPROACH

CHRISTIAN HAINZL, BENJAMIN SCHLEIN, AND ARNAUD TRIAY

Abstract. We show that Bogoliubov theory correctly predicts the low-energy spectral

properties of Bose gases in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. We recover recent results from

[6, 7]. While our main strategy is similar to the one developed in [6, 7], we combine it

with new ideas, taken in part from [15, 25]; this makes our proof substantially simpler

and shorter. As an important step towards the proof of Bogoliubov theory, we show that

low-energy states exhibit complete Bose-Einstein condensation with optimal control on the

number of orthogonal excitations.

1. Introduction

We consider a Bose gas consisting of N particles moving in the box Λ “ r´1{2; 1{2s3, with
periodic boundary conditions. In the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, particles interact through a

potential with scattering length of the order 1{N . The Hamilton operator acts on the Hilbert

space L2
spΛN q of permutation symmetric complex valued square integrable functions on ΛN

and it has the form

HN “
Nÿ

i“1

´∆i `
Nÿ

iăj

VN pxi ´ xjq (1)

where

VN pxq :“ N2V pNxq,

for a V P L2pR3q non-negative, radial and compactly supported. We denote the scattering

length of V by a ą 0. Following [15, 16] we define it through the formula

4πa “ 1

2

ż

R3

V pxqdx´
C

1

2
V,

1

´∆ ` 1
2
V

1

2
V

G
. (2)

As first proven in [22, 20], the ground state energy EN of (1) satisfies

EN{N Ñ 4πa (3)

in the limit N Ñ 8. In particular, to leading order, the ground state energy only depends

on the interaction potential through its scattering length a. In [18, 21, 24], it was also

shown that the ground state of (1) and, in fact, every normalized sequence ψN P L2
spΛN q of

approximate ground states, with

1

N
xψN ,HNψN y Ñ 4πa,

1
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exhibits complete Bose-Einstein condensation in the zero-momentum state φ0pxq “ 1, for all

x P Λ, in the sense that the corresponding one-particle reduced density matrix γN (normal-

ized so, that Tr γN “ 1) satisfies

lim
NÑ8

xφ0, γNφ0y “ 1 .

Recently, a rigorous version of Bogoliubov theory [8] has been developed in [4, 5, 6, 7] to

provide more precise information on the low-energy spectrum of (1), resolving the ground

state energy and the low-lying excitations up to errors that vanish in the limit N Ñ 8, and

on the corresponding eigenvectors, showing Bose-Einstein condensation with optimal control

on the number of orthogonal excitations. Analogous results have been established also for

Bose gases trapped by external potentials in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime [23, 10, 25, 11] and

for Bose gases in scaling limits interpolating between the Gross-Pitaevskii regime and the

thermodynamic limit [1, 9]. Very recently, the upper bound for the ground state energy has

been also extended to the case of hard-sphere interaction, as announced in [2].

In this paper, we propose a new and substantially simpler proof of the results established

in [6, 7]. Our approach follows some of the ideas in the proof of Bose-Einstein condensation

with optimal bounds on the number of excitations obtained in [15]. Moreover, it makes use

of some ideas introduced in [25], for the case of particles trapped by an external potential.

The next theorem is our main result, it describes the low-energy spectrum of (1).

Theorem 1. Let V P L2pR3q be non-negative, radial and compactly supported, and let EN
denote the ground state energy of (1). Then, the spectrum of HN ´ EN below a threshold

Θ ď N1{17 consists of eigenvalues having the form
ÿ

pP2πZ3zt0u

np
a

|p|4 ` 16πap2 ` OpN´1{17Θq (4)

with np P N, for all p P 2πZ3zt0u.

Remark. Our analysis also provides a precise estimate for the ground state energy EN of

(1), showing that

EN “ 4πaN pN ´ 1q ` 1

2

ÿ

pP2πZ3zt0u

”a
|p|4 ` 16πap2 ´ p2 ´ 8πa ` p8πaq2

2p2

ı
` OpN´1{17q (5)

with a “box scattering length” aN , which will be defined in the next section, satisfying

|aN ´ a| À N´1. This immediately implies that EN is given by (5), with aN replaced by

the true scattering length a, up to an error that remains bounded, as N Ñ 8. In [6], also

the order one correction arising from NpaN ´ aq was computed. Here we skip this step, to

keep our presentation as simple as possible. Note that an estimate similar to (5) has been

recently shown to hold in the thermodynamics limit; see [13, 14] for the lower bound and

[27, 3] for the upper bound.

The main strategy we use to prove Theorem 1 is similar to the one developed in [6].

First of all, we switch to the formalism of second quantization, expressing the Hamilton

operator in momentum space, in terms of creation and annihilation operators. Afterwards,

we renormalize the Hamilton operator, conjugating it first with a generalized Bogoliubov

transformation (the exponential of a quadratic expression in the modified creation and an-

nihilation operators b:
p “ a

:
pa0{

?
N , bp “ a

:
0ap{

?
N) and afterwards with the exponential
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of a cubic expression in (modified) creation and annihilation operators. Effectively, these

conjugations regularize the interaction potential. At the end, we diagonalize the resulting

quadratic Hamiltonian; this allows us to establish Bose-Einstein condensation with optimal

bounds on the number of excitations and to compute the low-energy spectrum, proving (4).

Compared with [6], our approach has the following advantages. First of all, we make a

different choice for the coefficients ϕp of the quadratic and cubic transformations that are

used to renormalize the Hamiltonian and that should model correlations among particles.

Instead of the ground state of a Neumann problem on a ball of radius ℓ ą 0, we consider

here the solution of an appropriate zero-energy scattering equation, describing scattering

processes inside the box Λ. This simplifies the proof of important properties of ϕ and im-

proves cancellations between different terms arising in the many-body analysis. Second, we

restrict the quadratic conjugation to momenta |p| ą Nα, for some 0 ă α ă 1. As a con-

sequence, it is enough to expand its action to first or, in few cases, to second order; higher

order contributions are negligible. This is a substantial advantage, compared with [6], where

no cutoff was imposed and all contributions had to be computed precisely (in contrast to

standard Bogoliubov transformations, the action of generalized Bogoliubov transformations

is not explicit). The presence of the cutoff means that the interaction is regularized only up

to length scales ℓ ď N´α; this needs to be compensated at the end, when we diagonalize the

quadratic Hamiltonian resulting from the renormalization procedure. Another important

simplification of the analysis concerns the final diagonalization. As in [6], we implement it

through a generalized Bogoliubov transformation, defined (like the first quadratic transfor-

mation) in terms of the modified creation and annihilation operators b:
p, bp. Here, however,

instead of expanding the action of the generalized Bogoliubov transformation to all orders,

we compare it directly with the explicit action of the corresponding standard Bogoliubov

transformation, making use of an appropriate interpolation. Finally, we use the tool of lo-

calization in the number of particles, not only to show Bose-Einstein condensation (similarly

as in [7]), but also to compute the spectrum and prove Theorem 1, This makes the analysis

substantially simpler (but it provides a worse estimate on the error).

2. Fock space formalism

We introduce the bosonic Fock space

F “
à
ně0

L2
spΛnq.

For a momentum p P Λ˚ “ 2πZ3 and denoting uppxq “ eip¨x we define a:
p “ a:pupq and

ap “ apupq, where a: and a are the usual creation and annihilation operators. They satisfy

the canonical commutation relations
“
ap, a

:
q

‰
“ δp,q,

“
ap, aq

‰
“
“
a:
p, a

:
q

‰
“ 0. (6)

We denote, in configuration space, the creation and annihilation operator valued distribu-

tions by ǎ:
x, ǎx, they satisfy a

:
p “

ş
eip¨xǎ

:
xdx, ap “

ş
e´ip¨xǎxdx. The number of particles

operator N on F is given by

N “
ÿ

pPΛ˚

a:
pap.
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In the formalism of second quantization, the Hamilton operator (1) takes the form

HN “
ÿ

pPΛ˚

p2a:
pap ` 1

2

ÿ

r,p,qPΛ˚

V̂N prqa:
p`ra

:
qapaq`r, (7)

with

V̂N prq “ 1

N
V̂ pr{Nq. (8)

To recover (1), we have to restrict (7) on the sector with N “ N .

Because of the presence of Bose-Einstein condensation, the mode with p “ 0 plays a

special role when considering states with low energy. We introduce the notation N0 “ a
:
0a0

and N` “ N ´ N0 for the operators measuring the number of particles in the condensate

and the number of excitations, respectively. Following Bogoliubov [8], we decompose (7)

according to the number of a0, a
:
0 operators. Since (on tN “ Nu)

a
:
0a

:
0a0a0 “ N0pN0 ´ 1q “ pN ´ N`qpN ´ N` ´ 1q “ NpN ´ 1q ´ N`p2N ´ 1q ` N 2

`,

we can rewrite (7) as

HN “ H0 `H1 `H2 `Q2 `Q3 `Q4, (9)

where

H0 “ V̂N p0q
2

NpN ´ 1q, H1 “
ÿ

p‰0

p2a:
pap,

H2 “
ÿ

p‰0

V̂N ppqa:
pappN ´ N`q ´ V̂N p0q

2
N`pN` ´ 1q.

and

Q2 “1

2

ÿ

p‰0

V̂N ppqra:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.s,

Q3 “
ÿ

q,r,q`r‰0

V̂N prq
”
a

:
q`ra

:
´raqa0 ` h.c.

ı
,

Q4 “1

2

ÿ

p,q‰0,r‰´p,r‰´q

V̂N prqa:
p`ra

:
qapaq`r.

(10)

Since we isolated the contributions of the zero modes, we follow from now on the conven-

tion that the indices appearing in creation and annihilation operators are always non-zero,

except stated otherwise.

Naive power counting, based on the fact that a0, a
:
0 »

?
N due to the presence of Bose-

Einstein condensation and on the scaling (8) of the interaction, suggests that the terms Q3

and Q4 are small. For this reason, Bogoliubov neglected these contributions, and diago-

nalized the remaining quadratic terms. This led to expressions similar to (4), (5) for the

low-energy spectrum of (1), but with the scattering length replaced by its first and second

Born approximations. In fact, because of the slow decay of the potential in Fourier space, the

operators Q3 and Q4 are not small. They contain instead important terms, which effectively

renormalize the interaction and produce the scattering length appearing in the formulas (4),

(5). To obtain a rigorous proof of Theorem 1, it is therefore crucial that we first extract the

large contributions to the energy that are hidden in the cubic and quartic operators Q3, Q4;

only afterwards we can diagonalize the remaining quadratic terms.
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Let us give a little more detail about the main ideas of the proof. Following the strategy

of [6], we will first conjugate (9) with a unitary operator of the form eB2 , where B2 is a

quadratic expression in creation and annihilation operators ap, a
:
p, associated with momenta

p ­“ 0. The goal of this conjugation is to extract contributions that regularize the off-diagonal

term Q2 and, at the same time, reconstruct the leading order ground state energy 4πaNN ,

when combined with H0. Roughly speaking, neglecting several error terms, we will find

e´B2HNe
B2 » 4πaN pN ´ 1q `

ÿ

|p|ďNα

p4πaN q2
p2

`
ÿ

pPΛ˚

pp2 ` 2V̂ p0q ´ 8πaN qa:
pap `

ÿ

|p|ďNα

4πaN ra:
pa

:
´p ` h.c.s `Q3 `Q4.

(11)

As explained in the introduction, an important difference, compared with [6], is that here

we impose an infrared cutoff in B2, defined in (13), letting it act only on momenta |p| ą Nα.

On the one hand, this choice simplifies the computation of the action of B2 (it allows us

to expand it; important contributions arise only from the first and second commutator).

On the other hand, it produces terms, like the sum on the first line and the regularized

off-diagonal quadratic term on the second line of (11), which contribute to the energy to

order Nα; these terms are larger than the precision we are looking for, and will need to be

compensated for, with the second quadratic transformation. Notice that the idea of using

an infrared cutoff in the quadratic conjugation already appeared in the proof of complete

Bose-Einstein condensation given in [4] and, more recently, in the proof of the validity of

Bogoliubov theory for Bose gases trapped by an external potential obtained in [25].

Observing (11), it is clear that we still have to renormalize the diagonal quadratic term

(proportional to V̂ p0q) and the cubic term Q3. To this end, we will introduce a unitary

transformation eB3 , with B3, defined in (59), cubic in the operator ap, a
:
p, with p ­“ 0. Up to

several negligible errors, conjugation with eB3 will lead us to

e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3 » 4πaN pN ´ 1q `

ÿ

|p|ďNα

p4πaN q2
p2

.

`
ÿ

pPΛ˚

pp2 ` 8πaN qa:
pap `

ÿ

|p|ďNα

4πaN ra:
pa

:
´p ` h.c.s `Q4 .

(12)

The only term on the r.h.s. of the last equation, where we still have the original, singular,

potential V̂N is Q4; all other terms have been renormalized and are now expressed in terms

of the scattering length aN . Fortunately, Q4 is positive; for this reason, we do not need to

renormalize it (for lower bounds, it can be neglected; for upper bounds, it only needs to be

controlled on special trial states). Finally, in section 5, we will apply a second quadratic

transformation eB4 to diagonalize the remaining quadratic Hamiltonian on the r.h.s. of (12).

This will lead us to

e´B4e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3eB4 » 4πaN pN ´ 1q ` 1

2

ÿ

p

„a
p4 ` 16πaNp2 ´ p2 ´ 8πaN ` p8πaN q2

2p2



`
ÿ

p

a
p4 ` p216πaN a

:
pap `Q4
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which will allow us to show Theorem 1. To control error terms, we use the tool of localization

in the number of particles to show Bose-Einstein condensation (similarly to [7, 25]).

3. Quadratic renormalization

Starting with the quadratic transformation we conjugate (7) with the unitary eB2 , where

B2 “ 1

2

ÿ

p

ϕ̃pra:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ´ h.c.s. (13)

We are going to fix the coefficients ϕ̃p so that the commutator rH1 ` Q4,B2s arising from

the action of (13) renormalizes the off-diagonal quadratic term Q2 (effectively replacing the

singular potential VN with a regularized interaction having the same scattering length). To

this end, we choose ϕp satisfying the relations

p2ϕp ` 1

2

ÿ

q‰0

V̂N ppp´ qqqϕq “ ´1

2
V̂N ppq , (14)

for all p P Λ˚
` “ Λ˚zt0u. Eq. (14) is a truncated version of the zero-energy scattering

equation for the potential VN on the whole space R
3.

To prove the existence of a solution of (14), we consider the operator

h “ ´∆ ` 1

2
VN

acting on the one-particle space L2pΛq (for N large enough, VN is supported in r´1{2; 1{2s3
and can be periodically extended to define a function on the torus). Denoting by PK

0 the

orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of the zero-momentum mode ϕ0 in

L2pΛq, we find (since VN ě 0), that PK
0 hPK

0 ě C ą 0 and therefore that PK
0 hPK

0 is invertible.

Thus, we can define ϕ̌ P L2pΛq through

ϕ̌ “ ´1

2
PK
0

„
PK
0

´
´ ∆ ` 1

2
VN

¯
PK
0

´1

PK
0 VN . (15)

It is then easy to check that the Fourier coefficients of ϕ̌ satisfy the relations (14).

Using the sequence tϕpupP2πZ3zt0u, we can define the “box scattering length” of VN by

8πaN :“ N
”
V̂N p0q `

ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕp
ı

“ V̂ p0q `N
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕp . (16)

As proven in [15], we have that |aN ´ a| À N´1.

As explained earlier, we renormalize first the high-momenta part of Q2, for this reason we

use a cutoff version of ϕp to momenta |p| ą Nα, for some 0 ă α ă 1. We define therefore

ϕ̃p “ ϕpχ|p|ąNα . (17)

The next lemma lists some important properties of the sequences ϕ, ϕ̃ and of the scattering

length aN , which will be useful for our analysis.

Lemma 2. Let V P L2pR3q be non-negative and compactly supported. Define ϕ̌ as in (15)

and denote by ϕp the corresponding Fourier coefficients. Then ϕp P R, ϕ´p “ ϕp and

|ϕp| À 1

Np2
(18)
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for all p P 2πZzt0u. Moreover, with (17), we have

}ϕ̃}2 À N´1´α{2, }ϕ̃}8 À N´1´2α, }ϕ̃}1 À 1,

and

N
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p “ 8πaN ´ V̂ p0q ` OpNα´1q. (19)

Proof. Multiplying equation (14) by ϕp, summing over p and using that V ě 0, we obtain

2}pϕ}22 “ ´
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕp ´
ÿ

p,q

V̂N pp ´ qqϕpϕq ď ´
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕp . (20)

On the one hand, this implies that }pϕ}2 À }VN}2}ϕ}2 ă 8 (the last bound is not uniform

in N ; it follows from Eq. (15)). On the other hand, (20) leads to

2}pϕ}22 ď }VN{|p|}2}pϕ}2 .

Dividing by }pϕ}2 and squaring, we obtain

}pϕ}22 À
ÿ

p

|V̂N ppq|2
p2

À }V̂N}28}|p|´2χ|p|ăN}1 ` }V̂N}8}V̂N}2}|p|´2χ|p|ąN}2 À N´1. (21)

Using again (14) we obtain the pointwise bound

|p2ϕp| ď |V̂N ppq| `
”ÿ

q

|V̂N pp ´ qq|2
q2

ı1{2
}qϕ}2 À N´1 (22)

where we proceeded as in (21) to bound }|V̂N |2 ˚ |q|´2}8. This proves (18) and immediately

implies the bounds for }ϕ̃}2, }ϕ̃}8. To obtain the bound on }ϕ̃}1 we divide (14) by |p|2.
Proceeding as in (21), we obtain

ÿ

p‰0

|V̂N ppq|
|p|2 À 1 ,

hence we only have to bound }|p|´2pV̂N ˚ ϕq}1. Iterating (14) and using the regularizing

estimate }|p|´2V̂N ˚ g}6p{p6`pq`ε ď Cε}V̂N}2}g}p for all ε ą 0, p ě 6{5, g P ℓppΛ˚q and some

Cε ą 0, we obtain that }ϕ}1 ă 8. Separating high and low momenta, we obtain for A ě 1

and ε ą 0,

}ϕ}1 À 1 ` }χ|p|ąAN |p|´2}2}VN ϕ̌}2 ` }χ|p|ďAN}1}V̂N ˚ ϕ}8

À 1 `A´
1
2 }ϕ}1 `A ,

where we used that }ϕ̌}8 ď }ϕ}1 and the Hölder inequality as in (22) to estimate }V̂N ˚ϕ}8.

Taking A sufficiently large but fixed we obtain }ϕ}1 À 1.

Eq. (19) follows by noticing that, from the definition (16),
ˇ̌
ˇ8πaN ´ V̂ p0q ´N

ÿ

p

VN ppqϕ̃p
ˇ̌
ˇ ď N

ÿ

|p|ďNα

|V̂N p0q||ϕp| À 1

N

ÿ

|p|ďNα

1

|p|2 À N´1`α

where we used (18) and }V̂N}8 À N´1. �
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Using the bounds in Lemma 2 we can control the growth of the number of excitations

w.r.t. the action of B2; the proof of the next lemma can be found, for example, in [12,

Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3. For every n P N and |s| ď 1, we have

˘pe´sB2N`e
sB2 ´ N`q À CN´α{2pN` ` 1q,

e´sB2pN` ` 1qnesB2 À pN` ` 1qn.

In the next Proposition, we describe the action of the operator B2, defined as in (13), on

the Hamilton operator (9).

Proposition 4. We have

e´B2HNe
B2 “ 4πaN pN ´ 1q `

ÿ

|p|ďNα

p4πaN q2
p2

`H1 ` H̃2 ` Q̃2 `Q3 `Q4 ` EB2
, (23)

with

H̃2 “ p2V̂ p0q ´ 8πaN qN`, (24)

Q̃2 “
ÿ

|p|ďNα

4πaN

”
a:
pa

:
´p

a0a0

N
` h.c.

ı
, (25)

and

˘EB2
À N´α{2Q4 `

“
N´α{2 `N´1`5α{2

‰
pN` ` 1q `N´1`αN 2

` `N´2H1.

In order to show Prop. 4, we define

Γ2 :“ rH1 `Q4,B2s `Q2 ´ Q̃1
2 (26)

with

Q̃1
2 “

ÿ

p

Ŵ ppqa:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c., (27)

and

Ŵ ppq “ 1

2
χ|p|ďNα

”ÿ

q

V̂N pp´ qqϕq ` V̂N ppq
ı

´ 1

2

ÿ

|q|ďNα

V̂N pp ´ qqϕq.

We observe that

e´B2HNe
B2

“ H0 `H1 `Q4 `
ż 1

0

e´tB2 rH1 `Q4,B2setB2dt` e´B2Q2e
B2 ` e´B2pH2 `Q3qeB2

“ H0 `H1 `Q4 `
ż 1

0

e´tB2p´Q2 ` Q̃1
2 ` Γ2qetB2dt` e´B2Q2e

B2 ` e´B2pH2 `Q3qeB2

“ H0 `H1 ` Q̃1
2 `Q4 `

ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2 rQ2,B2setB2dtds`
ż 1

0

ż s

0

e´tB2Q̃1
2e
tB2dtds

`
ż 1

0

e´tB2Γ2e
tB2dt` e´B2pH2 `Q3qeB2

(28)



BOGOLIUBOV THEORY 9

where in the last step we used
ż 1

0

e´tB2Q̃1
2e
tB2dt “ Q̃1

2 `
ż 1

0

ż s

0

e´tB2rQ̃1
2,B2setB2dtds

e´B2Q2e
B2 ´

ż 1

0

e´tB2Q2e
tB2dt “

ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2 rQ2,B2setB2dtds .

The proof of Prop. 4 now follows by controlling the terms on the r.h.s. of (28). This is

accomplished through a series of lemmas. We start by controlling the contribution arising

from H2.

Lemma 5. On tN “ Nu, we have

e´B2H2e
B2 “ V̂ p0qN` ` EH2

, (29)

with

˘EH2
À N´α{2pN` ` 1q ` N

2
`{N `N´2H1.

Proof. We have

e´B2H2e
B2 “ N

ÿ

p

V̂N ppq
ˆ
a:
pap `

ż 1

0

e´sB2ra:
pap,B2sesB2ds

˙

´ e´B2

˜ÿ

p

V̂N ppqa:
papN` ` V̂N p0q

2
N`pN` ´ 1q

¸
eB2 . (30)

The term on the second line is controlled using Lemma 3 by N´1N 2
`. As for the second

term in the parenthesis in the first line, we use Lemma 3 to estimate

˘
ÿ

p

NV̂N ppqra:
pap,B2s “ ˘

ÿ

p

NV̂N ppqϕ̃pa:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.

ď C}ϕ̃}2pN0 ` 1qpN` ` 1q ď N´α{2pN` ` 1q,

where we used that N0 À N and Lemma 2. Finally, since VN is even, we obtain

N |V̂N ppq ´ V̂N p0q| ď }x2V }1N´2p2 ď CN´2p2

which gives

˘
˜
N

ÿ

p

V̂N ppqa:
pap ´ V̂ p0qN`

¸
ď N´2H1 .

�

The estimate of the term involving Q3 is obtained analogously to [7, 15]. We repeat the

proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 6. We have

e´B2Q3e
B2 “ Q3 ` EQ3

,

with

˘EQ3
À N´α{2pQ4 ` N` ` 1q.
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Proof. We can rewrite

e´B2Q3e
B2 “

ÿ

q,r

V̂N prq
”
e´B2a

:
q`ra

:
´re

B2e´B2aqa0e
B2 ` h.c.

ı
. (31)

Via Duhamel’s formula we have

e´B2a
:
q`ra

:
´re

B2 “ a
:
q`ra

:
´r `

ż 1

0

e´sB2ra:
q`ra

:
´r,B2sesB2ds (32)

and

e´B2aqa0e
B2 “ aqa0 `

ż 1

0

e´sB2pϕ̃qa:
´qa0a0a0 ´ aq

ÿ

l

ϕ̃la´lala
:
0qesB2ds.

The product of the first terms, combined with its hermitian conjugate, corresponds to Q3 in

the statement of the lemma. All other terms will be estimated in three steps.

Step 1. Passing to x-space, we find

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

q,r

ϕ̃qV̂N prq
ż 1

0

@
ξ, a

:
q`ra

:
´re

´sB2a
:
´qa0a0a0e

sB2ξyds
ˇ̌
ˇ

“
ż 1

0

ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx ´ yq
@
ξ, ǎ:

xǎ
:
ye

´sB2 ǎ:p ˇ̃ϕxqa0a0a0esB2ξ
D
ds

ď
´ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx´ yq}ǎxǎyξ}2
¯1{2

ˆ
´ ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx ´ yq
ż 1

0

}ǎ:p ˇ̃ϕxqa0a0a0esB2ξ}2ds
¯1{2

ď CN3{2}VN}1{2
1 }ϕ̃}2}Q1{2

4 ξ}}pN` ` 1q1{2ξ}
ď CN´α{2xξ, pQ4 ` N` ` 1qξy

(33)

where we used Lemma 2, Lemma 3 and the bound N0 ď N .

Step 2. Similarly, we have

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

q,r

V̂N prq
ÿ

l

ϕ̃l

ż 1

0

ds
@
ξ, a

:
q`ra

:
´re

´sB2aqa´lala
:
0e
sB2ξ

Dˇ̌
ˇ

“
ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

l

ϕ̃l

ż 1

0

ds

ż

Λ2

dxdy VN px ´ yqxξ, a:
xa

:
ye

´sB2axa´lala
:
0e
sB2ξy

ˇ̌
ˇ

ď C}ϕ̃}2}VN}1{2
1 }Q1{2

4 ξ}}pN` ` 1q2ξ} ď CN´α{2xξ,Q4 ` N` ` 1qξy .

(34)

Step 3. The remaining term has the form

ÿ

q,r

V̂N prq
ż 1

0

e´sB2ra:
q`ra

:
´r,B2seps´1qB2aqa0e

B2ds

A straightforward computation gives

ra:
q`ra

:
´r,B2s “ ´

´
ϕ̃ra

:
q`rar ` ϕ̃´r´qa

:
´ra´q´r

¯
a

:
0a

:
0.
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The contributions of the two terms in the parenthesis can be handled similarly. Let us

consider, for example, the expectation

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

q,r

V̂N prqϕ̃r
ż 1

0

xξ, e´sB2a
:
q`rara

:
0a

:
0e

ps´1qB2aqa0e
B2ξyds

ˇ̌
ˇ

À 1

N

ÿ

r,q

|ϕ̃r|
ż 1

0

}aq`ra0a0e
ps´1qB2ξ}}aresB2aqa0e

B2ξ}ds

À }ϕ̃}2}N 1{2
` ξ}

ż 1

0

´ÿ

r,q

}areps´1qB2aqa0e
B2ξ}2

¯1{2
ds

À }ϕ̃}2}N 1{2
` ξ}}pN` ` 1q3{2ξ} ď N´α{2xξ, pN` ` 1qξy

(35)

where we used Lemma 2 and Lemma 3. �

Next, we recall the definition (26) and we consider the term containing Γ2, appearing on

the r.h.s. of (28).

Lemma 7. We have

Γ2 “
ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N prqϕ̃pra:
p`ra

:
qa

:
´paq`ra0a0 ` h.c.s (36)

and ż 1

0

e´tB2Γ2e
tB2dt À N´α{2pQ4 ` N` ` 1q. (37)

Proof. Straightforward calculations yield

rH1,B2s “
ÿ

p

p2ϕ̃pra:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.s

and

rQ4,B2s “ 1

2

ÿ

p,q

V̂N pp ´ qqϕ̃qa:
pa

:
´pa0a0 `

ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N prqϕ̃pa:
p`ra

:
qa

:
´paq`ra0a0 ` h.c. (38)

Hence,

rH1 `Q4,B2s `Q2 “
ÿ

|p|ąNα

´
p2ϕp ` 1

2

ÿ

q

V̂N pp´ qqϕq ` 1

2
V̂N ppq

¯
pa:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.q

´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ąNα,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqpa:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.q

` 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

´ ÿ

|q|ąNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕq ` V̂N ppq
¯

pa:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.q

`
ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N prqϕ̃pa:
p`ra

:
qa

:
´paq`ra0a0

“ Q̃1
2 `

ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N prqϕ̃pa:
p`ra

:
qa

:
´paq`ra0a0

where we used the scattering equation (14) and (27). Comparing with (26), we find (36).



12 C. HAINZL, B. SCHLEIN, AND A. TRIAY

To prove (37), we write
ż 1

0

e´tB2Γ2e
tB2dt “

ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N prqϕ̃p
ż 1

0

e´tB2a
:
p`ra

:
qe
tB2e´tB2a

:
´paq`ra0a0e

tB2dt

and we proceed similarly as in Lemma 6. We omit further details. �

Next, we focus on the contribution with the commutator rQ2,B2s on the r.h.s. of (28).

Lemma 8. On tN “ Nu, we have
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2 rQ2,B2setB2dtds

“ ´pN ´ 1q
2

pV̂ p0q ´ 8πaN q ´ NpN ´ 1q
2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

V̂N ppqϕp ` N`pV̂ p0q ´ 8πaN q ` ErQ2,B2s,

(39)

and

˘ ErQ2,B2s À pN´α{2 `Nα´1qN` `N´1pN` ` 1q2 `N´α{2Q4. (40)

Proof. First, we claim that
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2rQ2,B2setB2dtds “ NpN ´ 1q
2

ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p ´NN`

ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p ` E 1
rQ2,B2s (41)

with

E
1
rQ2,B2s “ ´2N

ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

“
e´tB2N`e

tB2 ´ N`

‰
dtds

`
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2N`pN` ` 1qetB2dtds

` 2
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2N0pN0 ´ 1qa:
pape

tB2dtds

´
ÿ

p,q

V̂N ppqϕ̃q
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2a:
pa

:
´pa´qaqp2N0 ` 1qetB2dtds . (42)

To prove (42), we calculate

rQ2,B2s “ 1

4

ÿ

p,q

V̂N ppqϕ̃qra:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` a´papa

:
0a

:
0, a

:
qa

:
´qa0a0 ´ a´qaqa

:
0a

:
0s

“ 1

4

ÿ

p,q

V̂N ppqϕ̃q
´

ra´papa
:
0a

:
0, a

:
qa

:
´qa0a0s ´ ra:

pa
:
´pa0a0, a´qaqa

:
0a

:
0s
¯
. (43)

The two terms in the bracket are hermitian conjugates. Hence, it suffices to compute the

second one

´ra:
pa

:
´pa0a0, a´qaqa

:
0a

:
0s “ ra´qaq, a

:
pa

:
´psa:

0a
:
0a0a0 ´ a:

pa
:
´pa´qaqra0a0, a:

0a
:
0s,

where

ra´pap, a
:
qa

:
´qs “ pδp,q ` δp,´qqp1 ` a:

pap ` a
:
´pa´pq, (44)
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and

a
:
0a

:
0a0a0 “ N0pN0 ´ 1q “ NpN ´ 1q ´ 2NN` ` N`pN` ` 1q,

ra0a0, a:
0a

:
0s “ 2p2N0 ` 1q.

(45)

Inserting these identities on the r.h.s. of (43), conjugating with etB2 and integrating over t, s

we obtain (42).

With the definition (16), we write

NpN ´ 1q
2

ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p “ pN ´ 1q
2

pV̂ p0q ´ 8πaN q ´ NpN ´ 1q
2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

V̂N ppqϕp,

and we use (19) to estimate

˘
”

´NN`

ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p ` p8πaN ´ V̂ p0qqN`

ı
À Nα´1

N` .

Thus, Lemma 8 follows from (41), if we can prove that E 1
rQ2,B2s satisfies the estimate (40).

Using the bound ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ˇ̌
ˇ À N´1

and Lemma 3, we can bound the first term on the r.h.s. of (42) by

˘2N
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

“
e´tB2N`e

tB2 ´ N`

‰
dtds À N´α{2pN` ` 1q .

Also the second term on the r.h.s. of (42) can be bounded with Lemma 3; we find

˘
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2N`pN` ` 1qetB2dtds À N´1pN` ` 1q2 .

As for the third term, we use }V̂N}8 À N´1, }ϕ̃}8 À N´1´2α together with N0pN0´1q ď N2

and again Lemma 3 to conclude that

˘2
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2N0pN0 ` 1qetB2dtds À N´2α
N` .

To control the last term on the r.h.s. of (42), we write

ÿ

p,q

V̂N ppqϕ̃q
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2a:
pa

:
´pa´qaqp2N0 ` 1qetB2dtds

“
ÿ

p

V̂N ppq
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB2a:
pa

:
´pe

tB2e´tB2Φp2N0 ` 1qetB2dtds (46)

where we defined Φ “ ř
q ϕ̃qa´qaq so that, by Lemma 2,

}Φξ} À }ϕ̃}2}N`ξ} À N´1´α{2}N`ξ} . (47)

Next, we expand

e´tB2a:
pa

:
´pe

tB2 “ a:
pa

:
´p `

ż t

0

e´τB2ra:
pa

:
´p,B2seτB2dτ. (48)
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Inserting this identity into (46), we obtain two contributions. The first contribution can be

controlled passing to position space. We find

˘
ÿ

p

V̂N ppq
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

a:
pa

:
´pe

´tB2Φp2N0 ` 1qetB2dtds

“ ˘
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

ż

Λ2

dxdyκVN px´ yqǎ:
xǎ

:
ye

´tBΦp2N0 ` 1qetBdtds` h.c.

À δQ4 ` δ´1N2}ϕ}2L2}VN }1pN` ` 1q2 À N´α{2Q4 `N´1´α{2pN` ` 1q2.
On the other hand, the contribution arising from the second term on the r.h.s. of (48) can

be controlled by

˘
ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

ż t

0

e´τB2a
:
0a

:
0p2a:

pap ` 1qeτB2e´tBΦp2N0 ` 1qetBdtds` h.c.

À N´1´α{2pN` ` 1q2. (49)

This concludes the proof of (39), (40). �

Finally, we control the contribution with the commutator rQ̃2,B2s in (28).

Lemma 9. We have
ż 1

0

ż s

0

e´tB2rQ̃2,B2setB2dtds “ ´NpN ´ 1q
2

ÿ

|p|ąNα,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕpϕq ` ErQ̃2,B2s, (50)

with

˘ErQ̃2,B2s À N´α{2Q4 `N´1`αpN` ` 1q2 .

Proof. Using that χ|p|ďNαϕ̃p “ 0, similar computations as in the proof of Lemma 41 yield

rQ̃2,B2s

“ 1

4

ÿ

|p|ąNα,|q|ďNα,r

V̂N pp ´ qqϕqϕ̃r

ˆ pa:
pa

:
´para´rra0a0, a:

0a
:
0s ` ra:

pa
:
´p, ara´rsa:

0a
:
0a0a0q ` h.c.

“
ÿ

|p|ąNα,|q|ďNα

1

4
V̂N pp´ qqϕq

ˆ
`
p2a:

pa
:
´pΦp2N0 ` 1q ` h.c.q ´ 4ϕ̃ppa:

pap ` a
:
´pa´pqN0pN0 ´ 1q ´ 4ϕ̃pN0pN0 ´ 1q

˘

(51)

with the notation Φ “ ř
r ϕ̃rara´r. To bound the contribution arising from the first term

in the parenthesis, we decompose

1

2

ÿ

|p|ąNα,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqa:
pa

:
´pΦp2N0 ` 1q

“ 1

2

ÿ

p,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqa:
pa

:
´pΦp2N0 ` 1q ´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqa:
pa

:
´pΦp2N0 ` 1q .

(52)
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The first term can be controlled switching to position space. With the notation ϕ̌ă for the

Fourier series of χ|q|ďNαϕq, we find

˘1

2

ÿ

p,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqa:
pa

:
´pΦp2N0 ` 1q

“ ˘
ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx ´ yqϕ̌ăpx ´ yqa:
xa

:
yΦp2N0 ` 1q ` h.c.

À δQ4 ` δ´1N´α}V 1{2
N ϕ̌ă}22pN` ` 1q2

where we used the bound (47) for Φ and N0 ď N . With

}V 1{2
N ϕ̌ă}22 “

ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp ´ qqϕpϕq À 1

N3

” ÿ

|p|ďNα

1

|p|2
ı2

À N2α´3 (53)

and choosing δ “ N´α{2, we conclude (since α ă 1) that

˘1

2

ÿ

p,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqa:
pa

:
´pΦp2N0 ` 1q À N´α{2Q4 `N´1´α{2pN` ` 1q2 .

As for the second term on the r.h.s. of (52), we estimate

˘1

2

ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqa:
pa

:
´pΦp2N0 ` 1q ` h.c. À N´α{2}χ|p|ďNαV̂N ˚ ϕă}2}pN` ` 1q2

where, again, we used (47) and N0 ď N . With

}χ|p|ďNαV̂N ˚ ϕă}2 ď }χ|p|ďNα}L2}VN ϕ̌ă}1 À N3α{2}V 1{2
N }2}V 1{2

N ϕ̌ă}2 À N´2`5α{2

we conclude that

˘1

2

ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqa:
pa

:
´pΦp2N0 ` 1q ` h.c. À N´2´2αpN` ` 1q2 .

The contribution arising from the second term in the parenthesis on the r.h.s. of (51) can

be bounded by

˘
ÿ

|p|ąNα,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp ´ qqϕqϕ̃pa:
papN0pN0 ´ 1q À N´1´αN`,

using that }ϕ̃pV̂N ˚ ϕăq}L8 À }ϕ̃}8}VN ϕ̌ă}1 À N´3´α. As for the contribution arising from

the last term on the r.h.s. of (51), we write N0pN0 ´1q “ NpN ´1q ´2NN` `N`pN` `1q.
The contribution proportional to NpN ´ 1q produces the main term on the r.h.s. of (50).

The other contributions can be bounded, noticing that
ˇ̌
ˇ

ÿ

|p|ąNα,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕpϕq
ˇ̌
ˇ ď } ˇ̃ϕVN ϕ̌ă}1 ď } ˇ̃ϕ}8}VN ϕ̌ă}1 À N´2`α,

where we used } ˇ̃ϕ}8 À }ϕ̃}1 À 1, by Lemma 2. �

We can now finish the proof of Prop. 4.

Proof of Prop. 4. Combining (28) with the bounds proven in Lemma 5, Lemma 6, Lemma

7, Lemma 8 and Lemma 9, we conclude that

e´B2HNe
B2 “ 4πaN pN ´ 1q `Aα `H1 ` H̃2 ` Q̃1

2 `Q3 `Q4 ` E (54)
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where

˘ E À N´α{2Q4 `
“
N´α{2 `Nα´1

‰
pN` ` 1q `N´1`αN 2

` `N´2H1 (55)

and where we defined

Aα “ ´NpN ´ 1q
2

” ÿ

|p|ďNα

V̂N ppqϕp `
ÿ

|p|ąNα,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp ´ qqϕpϕq
ı

“ ´NpN ´ 1q
2

” ÿ

|p|ďNα

pV̂N ppq ` V̂N ˚ ϕqϕp ´
ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp ´ qqϕpϕq
ı
.

The second term in the parenthesis can be estimated as in (53). Setting, in position space,

f “ 1 ` ϕ̌ we find

Aα “ ´NpN ´ 1q
2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

pV̂N ˚ f̂qppqϕp ` OpN2α´1q. (56)

From (16), we have zVNfp0q “ 8πaN . Hence

|pV̂N ˚ f̂qppq ´ 8πaN {N | ď
ż

Λ

VN pxqfpxq|e´ip¨x ´ 1|dx ď C|p|{N2 . (57)

Moreover, from the scattering equation (14), we find

ϕp “ ´ 1

2p2
pV̂N ˚ f̂qppq

which implies, by (57),

ˇ̌
ˇϕp ` 4πaN

Np2

ˇ̌
ˇ ď 1

2p2

ˇ̌
pV̂N ˚ f̂qppq ´ 8πaN

ˇ̌
ď C

|p|N2
.

Inserting in (56), we obtain

Aα “
ÿ

|p|ďNα

p4πaN q2
p2

` OpN2α´1q .

To conclude the proof of Prop. 4, we still have to compare the operator Q̃1
2 appearing on

the r.h.s. of (54) with the operator Q̃2 defined in (25). From (27), we can write, using again

the notation f “ 1 ` ϕ̌,

Q̃1
2 ´ Q̃2 “ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

”
pV̂N ˚ f̂qppq ´ 8πaN

N

ı
a:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ´ 1

2

ÿ

p,|q|ďNα

V̂N pp´ qqϕqa:
pa

:
´pa0a0 `h.c.

(58)

The first term on the r.h.s. of (58) can be bounded with (57) by

˘
ÿ

|p|ďNα

”
pV̂N ˚ f̂qppq ´ 8πaN

N

ı `
a:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.

˘

À 1

N
}|p|χ|p|ďNα}2pN` ` 1q À N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q .
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As for the second term on the r.h.s. of (58), we set ϕă
p “ ϕpχ|p|ďNα and we estimate,

switching to position space,

˘
ÿ

p

pV̂N ˚ ϕăqppq a:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.

“ ˘
ż

Λ2

dxdy VN px´ yqϕ̌ăpx ´ yqa:
xa

:
ya0a0 ` h.c.

À δQ4 ` δ´1N2}VN }1}ϕ̌ă}28 À δQ4 ` δ´1N´1`2α ď N´α{2Q4 `N´1`5α{2

since }ϕ̌ă}8 À }ϕă}1 À Nα, from Lemma 2 (in the last step, we chose δ “ N´α{2). The last

two estimates show that the difference Q̃1
2 ´ Q̃2 can be added to the error (55) and conclude

therefore the proof of Prop. 4. �

4. Cubic renormalization

While conjugation with eB2 allowed us to renormalize the quadratic part of the Hamil-

tonian HN , regularizing the off-diagonal term Q2, it did not significantly change the cubic

operator Q3. To renormalize Q3, we proceed with a second conjugation, with a unitary

operator eB3 , where

B3 “
ÿ

p,q

ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNα a
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ´ h.c., (59)

with the same 0 ă α ă 1 used in the definition (17) of ϕ̃. Similarly as we did in Lemma 3 for

the action of B2, it is important to notice that conjugation with eB3 does not substantially

change the number of excitations.

Lemma 10. For all s P r´1; 1s and all k P N, we have

˘
”
e´sB3N`e

sB3 ´ N`

ı
À N´α{2pN` ` 1q , (60)

e´sB3pN` ` 1qkesB3 À pN` ` 1qk . (61)

Proof. We proceed similarly as in the proof of [7, Prop. 5.1]. For ξ P F , we set fpsq “
xξ, e´sB3pN` ` 1qesB3ξy. For s P p0; 1q, we find

f 1psq “ xξ, e´sB3rpN` ` 1q,B3sesB3ξy
“

ÿ

p,q

ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNα xξ, e´sB3a
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0e

sB3ξy ` h.c.

À δ
ÿ

p,q

xξ, e´sB3a
:
p`qa

:
´pa´pap`qe

sB3ξy ` δ´1
ÿ

p,q

|ϕ̃p|2 xξ, e´sB3a:
qaqa

:
0a0e

sB3ξy

À δxe´sB3N 2
`e

sB3ξy ` Cδ´1N}ϕ̃}22xξ, e´sB3N`e
sB3ξy À N´α{2fpsq

(62)

where we put δ “ N´1´α{2 and we used that N`,N0 ď N , }ϕ}2 À N´1´α{2, by Lemma 2.

With Gronwall’s lemma [26, Theorem 1.2.2], we obtain fpsq À xξ, pN` ` 1qξy, for all s P
r´1; 1s, proving (61). Inserting this estimate on the r.h.s. of (62) and integrating over s, we

obtain (60). For k ą 1, the bound (61) can be shown similarly. �

The operator B3 is chosen (similarly as we did with B2 in Section 3) so that the commutator

rH1 ` Q4,B3s, arising from conjugation with eB3 , cancels the main part of Q3. The goal of

this section is to use this cancellation to prove the following proposition.
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Proposition 11. We have

e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3

“ 4πaN pN ´ 1q ` 1

4

ÿ

|p|ďNα

p8πaN q2
p2

`
ÿ

p

pp2 ` 8πaNχ|p|ďNαqa:
pap ` 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

8πaN ra:
pa

:
´p
a0a0

N
` h.c.s `Q4 ` EB3

,

(63)

with

˘EB3
À N´3α{2H1 `N´α{2Q4 `N´α{2pN` ` 1q

`N p3α´1q{2pN` ` 1q3{2 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2.
(64)

To prove Prop. 11 we define

Γ3 :“
“
H1 `Q4,B3

‰
`Q3 . (65)

Starting from (23), we compute

e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3 ´ 4πaN pN ´ 1q ´

ÿ

|p|ďNα

p4πaN q2
p2

´ e´B3pH̃2 ` Q̃2 ` EB2
qeB3

“ H1 `Q4 `
ż 1

0

e´tB3 rH1 `Q4,B3setB2dt` e´B3Q3e
B3

“ H1 `Q4 `
ż 1

0

e´tB3p´Q3 ` Γ3qetB3dt` e´B3Q3e
B3

which leads to

e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3 “ 4πaN pN ´ 1q `

ÿ

|p|ďNα

p4πaN q2
p2

`H1 `Q4 ` e´B3pH̃2 ` Q̃2 ` EB2
qeB3

`
ż 1

0

e´tB3Γ3e
tB3dt`

ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB3rQ3,B3setB3dtds .

(66)

To show Prop. 11, we are going to control all terms on the r.h.s. of (66). We start by

computing and estimating the commutator in (65), defining the error term Γ3.

Lemma 12. We have

rH1,B3s “
ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N pp ´ rqpδ0,r ` ϕrqχ|p|ąNαχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c. ` ErH1,B3s, (67)

rQ4,B3s “
ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N pp´ rqϕ̃rχ|q|ďNαpa:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c.q ` ErQ4,B3s, (68)

where

˘ErH1,B3s À N´3α{2H1 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2,
˘ErQ4,B3s À N´α{2Q4 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2.

(69)
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Proof. A simple computation shows that

rH1,B3s “
ÿ

p,q

“
pp` qq2 ` p2 ´ q2

‰
ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa

:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c.,

“ 2
ÿ

p,q

p2ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c. ` ErH1,B3s,

with

ErH1,B3s “ 2
ÿ

p,q

p ¨ qϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c.

Using the scattering equation (14) yields (67). We now estimate ErH1,B3s. Using |q| ď Nα,

we find, for any δ ą 0,

˘ErH1,B3s “ ˘2
ÿ

p,q

p ¨ qϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´ppN` ` 1q´1{2pN` ` 1q1{2aqa0 ` h.c.

À δ
ÿ

p,q

p2a
:
p`qa

:
´ppN` ` 1q´1a´pap`q ` δ´1

ÿ

p,|q|ďNα

q2|ϕ̃p|2 a:
qpN` ` 1qaqpa:

0a0q

À δH1 ` δ´1N1`2α}ϕ̃}22pN` ` 1q2.

Choosing δ “ N´3α{2, we conclude that

˘ErH1,B3s À N´3α{2H1 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2 .
Let us now turn to (68). Recalling (10) and (59), we find

rQ4,B3s “ 1

2

ÿ

r,p,q

ÿ

m,n

V̂N prqϕ̃mχ|n|ďNα

“
a

:
p`ra

:
qapaq`r, a

:
m`na

:
´mana0

‰
` h.c.

“ 1

2

ÿ

r,p,q

ÿ

m,n

V̂N prqϕ̃mχ|n|ďNα

ˆ
!
a

:
p`ra

:
q

“
apaq`r, a

:
m`na

:
´m

‰
ana0 ` a

:
m`na

:
´m

“
a

:
p`ra

:
q, ana0

‰
apaq`r

)
.

Using (6) and rearranging all terms in normal order, we arrive at

rQ4,B3s “
ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N pp´ rqϕ̃rχ|q|ďNαpa:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c.q ` ErQ4,B3s

where

2ErQ4,B3s “ ´
ÿ

p,q,m,r

V̂N prqϕ̃mχ|p`r|ďNα a
:
m`p`ra

:
´ma

:
qaq`rapa0

´
ÿ

p,q,m,r

V̂N prqϕ̃mχ|q|ďNα a
:
m`qa

:
´ma

:
p`raq`rapa0

`
ÿ

p,q,m,r

V̂N prqϕ̃mχ|q`r´m|ďNα a
:
p`ra

:
´ma

:
qaq`r´mapa0

`
ÿ

p,q,m,r

V̂N prqϕ̃mχ|p´m|ďNα a
:
p`ra

:
´ma

:
qaq`rap´ma0

`
ÿ

p,q,m,r

V̂N prqϕ̃´q´rχ|m|ďNα a
:
p`ra

:
qa

:
´q´r`mapama0

`
ÿ

p,q,m,r

V̂N prqϕ̃´pχ|p´m|ďNα a
:
p`ra

:
qa

:
´maq`rap´ma0 ` h.c. “:

6ÿ

i“1

Ei.
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For a parameter δ ą 0, we find

˘E1 À δ}VN }28}χ|¨|ďNα}1N 3
` ` δ´1}ϕ̃}22}χ|¨|ďNα}1N 2

`N0 ,

À N´1`5α{2
N

2
`

where in the last step, we chose δ “ N´α{2 and we used N0 ď N (and Lemma 2). To

estimate E2, . . . , E6, we switch to position space. For arbitrary δ ą 0, we find

˘E2 “ ˘
ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx ´ yqχ̌|¨|ďNαpz ´ yqa:
za

:p ˇ̃ϕzqa:
xaxaya0 ` h.c.

ď δ}χ|¨|ďNα}22Q4a
:
0a0 ` δ´1

ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx ´ yqa:
za

:p ˇ̃ϕzqa:
xaxap ˇ̃ϕzqaz

À δN1`3αQ4 ` δ´1N´3´α
N

3
`

À N´α{2Q4 `N´2`5α{2
N

3
`,

where, in the last line, we fixed δ “ N´1´7α{2. Similarly, we find

˘E3 “ ˘
ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx´ yqa:
xa

:
ya

:p ˇ̃ϕzqapχ̌y
|¨|ďNαqaxa0 ` h.c.

À δQ4 ` δ´1N}VN}1}χ̌|¨|ďNα}22}ϕ̃}22pN` ` 1q3

À N´α{2Q4 `N´2`5α{2pN` ` 1q3,

taking δ “ N´α{2. Furthermore, for an arbitrary ξ P F , we have

|xξ, E4ξy| “
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx´ yqχ̌|¨|ďNαpx ´ zqxξ, a:
xa

:
za

:p ˇ̃ϕxqayaza0ξy
ˇ̌
ˇ

ď }χ̌|.|ďNα}8

ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx ´ yq}axazap ˇ̃ϕxqξ}}ayaza0ξ}

À }χ|.|ďNα}1}ϕ̃}2}VN}1
“
xξ,N 3

`ξy ` xξ,N 2
`N0ξy

‰

À N´1`5α{2xξ,N 2
`ξy.

As for E5, we estimate

˘E5 “ ˘
ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx´ yq ˇ̃ϕpy ´ zqa:
xa

:
ya

:
zpN` ` 1q´1{2pN` ` 1q1{2axapχ̌z|¨|ďNαqa0 ` h.c.

ď δQ4 ` δ´1

ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx´ yq| ˇ̃ϕpz ´ yq|2a:
xa

:pχ̌z|.|ďNαqa:
0pN` ` 1qa0apχ̌z|.|ďNαqax

À δQ4 ` δ´1N}VN}1}χ̌|¨|ďNα}22}ϕ̃}22pN` ` 1q3

À N´α{2Q4 `N´2`5α{2N 3
`,

choosing again δ “ N´α{2. By a simple change of variable, it is easy to check that E6 “ E5.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. �

With the bounds from the last lemma, we can estimate the operator Γ3, defined in (65).

Lemma 13. We have

˘Γ3 À N´3α{2H1 `N´α{2Q4 `N3α{2´1{2pN` ` 1q3{2 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2. (70)
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Proof. With Lemma 12, we find, using the scattering equation (14),

Γ3 “
“
H1 `Q4,B3

‰
`Q3 “ Q̃3,1 ` Q̃3,2 `Qą

3 ` ErH1,B3s ` ErQ4,B3s

with

Q̃3,1 “ ´
ÿ

p,q

p2ϕpχ|p|ďNαχ|q|ďNα a
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c., (71)

Q̃3,2 “ ´
ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N pp´ rqϕrχ|r|ďNαχ|q|ďNα a
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c., (72)

Qą
3 “

ÿ

p,q

V̂N ppqχ|q|ąNαa
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c. (73)

It follows easily from Lemma 2 that }χ|p|ďNαp2ϕp}2 À N´1`3α{2; thus

˘Q̃3,1 À N´1{2`3α{2pN` ` 1q3{2.

Denoting ϕă
p “ ϕpχ|p|ďNα, we write Q̃3,2 in position space as

˘Q̃3,2 “ ˘
ż

Λ3

dxdydz VN px ´ yqϕ̌ăpx ´ yqχ̌|¨|ďNαpx´ zqa:
xa

:
yaza0 ` h.c.

ď δQ4 ` δ´1N}V 1{2
N ϕ̌ă}22}χ|¨|ďNα}28pN` ` 1q

À N´α{2Q4 `N´2`5α{2pN` ` 1q ,

where we chose δ “ N´α{2 and we used the estimate
ż

Λ

a:pχ̌x|.|ďNαq apχ̌x|.|ďNαqdx “ dΓpχ2
|p|ďNαq ď }χ|.|ďNα}28 N` ď N` . (74)

Proceeding similarly, we find

˘Qą
3 “ ˘

ż

Λ3

dxdydz VN px ´ yqχ̌|¨|ąNαpx ´ zqa:
xa

:
yaza0 ` h.c.

À δQ4 ` δ´1N1´2α}VN}1H1 À N´α{2Q4 `N´3α{2H1,

where we took δ “ N´α{2 and we used that
ż

Λ

a:pχ̌x|¨|ąNαqapχ̌x|¨|ąNαqdx “
ÿ

|p|ąNα

a:
pap ď N´2αH1 .

Combining the bounds for Q̃3,1, Q̃3,2, Q
ą
3 with the estimates for ErH1,B3s, ErQ4,B3s from Lemma

12, we obtain (70). �

In order to obtain similar bounds also for the integral, we also need a-priori control on

growth of H1, Q4.

Lemma 14. We have

e´sB3Q4e
sB3 À Q4 ` N` ` 1 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2, (75)

e´sB3H1e
sB3 À H1 `Q4 ` N` ` 1 `N´1`3αpN` ` 1q2. (76)
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Proof. For arbitrary ξ P F , we define fpsq “ xξ, e´sB3Q4e
sB3ξy, so that

f 1psq “ xξ, e´sB3rQ4,B3sesB3ξy .

From Lemma 12, we find

rQ4,B3s “
ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N pp´ rqϕ̃rχ|q|ďNαpa:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c.q ` ErQ4,B3s.

where

˘ErQ4,B3s À N´α{2Q4 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2 .
Switching to position space, we have

ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N pp´ rqϕ̃rχ|q|ďNαpa:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c.q

“
ÿ

r,p,q

V̂N pp´ rqϕ̃rχ|q|ďNαpa:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c.q

“
ż

Λ2

dxdy VN px ´ yq ˇ̃ϕpx ´ yqa:
xa

:
yapχ̌x|¨|ďNαqa0 ` h.c.

À Q4 `
ż
dxdy VN px´ yq| ˇ̃ϕpx ´ yq|2a:

0a
:pχ̌x|.|ďNαqapχ̌x|.|ďNαqa0

À Q4 `N}VN}1}ϕ̃}28}χ2
|.|ďNα}8 À Q4 ` N`,

where we used Lemma 2 and we argued as in (74). We conclude that

˘
“
Q4,B3

‰
À Q4 ` N` `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2.

Therefore, using Lemma 3, we find

f 1psq À fpsq ` xξ,N`ξy `N´1`5α{2xξ, pN` ` 1q2ξy.

By Gronwall, we obtain (75).

To prove (76), we proceed similarly. For ξ P F , we define gpsq “ xξ, e´sB3H1e
sB3ξy, for

any |s| ď 1, which leads to

g1psq “ xξ, e´B3H1e
sB3ξy.

From Lemma 12, we have
“
H1,B3

‰
“

ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N pp ´ rqpδ0,r ` ϕrqχ|p|ąNαχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c. ` ErH1,B3s

where

˘ErH1,B3s ď N´3α{2H1 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2 .
Writing χ|p|ąNα “ 1 ´ χ|p|ďNα, we decompose

ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N pp´ rqpδ0,r ` ϕrqχ|p|ąNαχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c. “ E1 ` E2

where

E1 “ ˘
ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx´ yqp1 ` ϕ̌qpx ´ yqa:
xa

:
yapχ̌x|.|ďNαqa0 ` h.c.

À Q4 `N}VN}1}p1 ` ϕ̌q}28}χ|¨|ďNα}28N` À Q4 ` N`
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and

˘E2 “ ˘
ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N pp´ rqpδ0,r ` ϕrqχ|p|ďNαχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` h.c.

À }VN}1}p1 ` ϕ̌q}8

”
δN 2

` ` δ´1N}χ|.|ďNα}22N`

ı

À N´1
”
δN 2

` ` δ´1N1`3α
N`

ı
À N` `N´1`3α

N
2
` ,

choosing in the last step δ “ N3α. Thus, with Lemma 3, we find

g1psq À fpsq ` gpsq ` xξ,N`ξy `N´1`3αxξ, pN` ` 1q2ξy.

With (75) and applying Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain (76). �

In the next lemma, we control the contribution on the r.h.s. of (66), arising from the

commutator rQ3,B3s.

Lemma 15. We have
ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB3rQ3, B3setB3dtds “ 2p8πaN ´ V̂ p0qqN` ` ErQ3,B3s,

with

˘ErQ3,B3s À N´2αH1 `N´α{2Q4 `
“
N´α{2 `N´1`α

‰
pN` ` 1q `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2.

Proof. We compute

rQ3,B3s “
ÿ

p,q,r,s

V̂N ppqϕ̃rχ|s|ďNαra:
p`qa

:
´paqa0 ` a

:
0a

:
qa´pap`q, a

:
r`sa

:
´rasa0 ´ a

:
0a

:
sa´rar`ss

“
ÿ

p,q,r,s

V̂N ppqϕ̃rχ|s|ďNαra:
p`qa

:
´paqa0, a

:
r`sa

:
´rasa0s ` h.c.

`
ÿ

p,q,r,s

V̂N ppqϕ̃rχ|s|ďNαra:
0a

:
sa´rar`s, a

:
p`qa

:
´paqa0s ` h.c. “: pIq ` pIIq.

(77)

We start by estimating the term pIq. With the canonical commutation relations, we obtain

pIq “
ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N ppq
”
ϕ̃rχ|q´r|ďNαa

:
p`qa

:
´pa

:
´raq´r ` ϕ̃qχ|r|ďNαa

:
p`qa

:
´pa

:
´q`rar

´ ϕ̃rχ|q`p|ďNαa
:
r`p`qa

:
´ra

:
´paq ´ ϕ̃rχ|p|ďNαa

:
r´pa

:
´ra

:
p`qaq

ı
a0a0 ` h.c.

“: pIqa ` pIqb ` pIqc ` pIqd.

(78)

To estimate the first term, we rewrite it in position space. We find

˘pIqa “ ˘
ż

Λ2

dxdy VN px´ yqa:
xa

:
ya

:p ˇ̃ϕxqapχ̌x|¨|ďNαqa0a0 ` h.c.

ď δQ4 ` δ´1

ż

Λ2

dxdy VN px ´ yqa:pχ̌x|¨|ďNαqap ˇ̃ϕxqa:p ˇ̃ϕxqapχ̌x|¨|ďNαqa:
0a

:
0a0a0

À δQ4 ` δ´1N2}ϕ̃}22}VN}1}χ|¨|ďNα}28pN` ` 1q2

À δQ4 ` δ´1N´α´1pN` ` 1q2 ď N´α{2Q4 `N´1´α{2pN` ` 1q2
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where we used that N0 ď N and the bound (74) and, in the last step, we set δ “ N´α{2.

The second term in (78) is dealt with similarly. We obtain

˘pIqb “ ˘
ż

Λ3

dxdydz VN px ´ yq ˇ̃ϕpx ´ zq a:
xa

:
ya

:
zapχ̌z|¨|ďNαqa0a0 ` h.c.

ď δQ4 ` δ´1

ż

Λ3

dxdydz VN px´ yq| ˇ̃ϕpx ´ zq|2a:pχ̌z|¨|ďNαqpN` ` 1qapχ̌z|¨|ďNαqa:
0a

:
0a0a0

À δQ4 ` δ´1N2}ϕ̃}22}VN }1}χ|¨|ďNα}28pN` ` 1q2

À N´α{2Q4 `N´1´α{2pN` ` 1q2

choosing again δ “ N´α{2. As for the third term in (78), we bound it, for an arbitrary δ ą 0,

with Cauchy-Schwarz by

˘pIqc À δ
ÿ

p,q,r

|V̂N ppq|a:
r`p`qa

:
´ra

:
´ppN` ` 1q´1a´pa´rar`p`q

` δ´1
ÿ

p,q,r

|V̂N ppq||ϕ̃r|2χ|q`p|ďNαa:
qpN` ` 1qaqa:

0a
:
0a0a0

À pδ}V̂N }8 ` δ´1N2}ϕ̃}22}V̂N ˚ χ|¨|ďNα}8qpN` ` 1q2

À N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2

where at the end we took δ “ N´α and we used }V̂N ˚ χ|¨|ďNα}8 ď }V̂N }8}χ|¨|ďNα}1 À
N´1`3α. The last term in (78) can be bounded, again by Cauchy-Schwarz, by

˘pIqd À δpN` ` 1q2 ` δ´1N2}V̂N}28}ϕ̃}22}χ|.|ďNα}1pN` ` 1q2 À N´1`αpN` ` 1q2

where we used δ “ Nα.

Let us now consider the term pIIq in (77). We write

pIIq “
ÿ

p,q,r,s

V̂N ppqϕ̃rχ|s|ďNα

ˆ
!
a

:
0a

:
s

“
a´rar`s, a

:
p`qa

:
´p

‰
aqa0 ` a

:
p`qa

:
´p

“
a

:
0a

:
s, aqa0

‰
a´rar`s

)
` h.c.

“: pIIqa ` pIIqb .

(79)

With

a
:
p`qa

:
´p

“
a

:
0a

:
s, aqa0

‰
a´rar`s “ ´δsq a:

p`qa
:
´pa

:
0a0a´rar`s ´ a

:
p`qa

:
´paqa

:
sa´rar`s

we obtain

pIIqb “ ´
ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N ppqϕ̃rχ|q|ďNα a
:
p`qa

:
´pa

:
0a0a´rar`q

´
ÿ

p,q,r,s

V̂N ppqϕ̃rχ|s|ďNα a
:
p`qa

:
´pa

:
saqa´rar`s

´
ÿ

p,r,q

V̂N ppqϕ̃rχ|q|ďNα a
:
p`qa

:
´pa´rar`q “: pIIqb1 ` pIIqb2 ` pIIqb3.

We can bound pIIqb3 switching to position space. We find

˘pIIqb3 “ ˘
ż

Λ4

dxdydudv VN px ´ yqχ̌|.|ďNαpx´ uq ˇ̃ϕpu ´ vqa:
xa

:
yauav ` h.c.

À δ} ˇ̃ϕ}22Q4 ` δ´1}χ̌|.|ďNα}22 pN` ` 1q2 À N´α{2Q4 `N´3`5α{2pN` ` 1q2 .



BOGOLIUBOV THEORY 25

The term pIIqb1 can be bounded analogously, but it contains an additional factor N0 “
a

:
0a0 ď N . Thus

˘pIIqb1 ď N´α{2Q4 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2.
Also pIIqb1 can be bounded in position space. We obtain

˘pIIqb2 “ ˘
ż

Λ3

dxdyduVNpx´ yq a:
xa

:
ya

:pχ̌u|.|ďNαqaxap ˇ̃ϕuqau ` h.c.

ď δ}χ̌|.|ďNα}22Q4N` ` δ´1}VN}1} ˇ̃ϕ}22pN` ` 1q3 À N´α{2Q4 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2

where we chose δ “ N´1´7α{2.

Let us now consider the term pIIqa, defined on the r.h.s. of (79). With

a
:
0a

:
s

“
a´rar`s, a

:
p`qa

:
´p

‰
aqa0

“ a
:
0a

:
s

!
δ´r,p`qa

:
´par`s ` δr,pa

:
p`qar`s ` δr`s,p`qa´ra

:
´p ` δr`s,´pa´ra

:
p`q

)
aqa0

we obtain, rearranging terms in normal order (with appropriate changes of variables)

pIIqa “
ÿ

p,q

`
V̂N ppq ` V̂N pp ´ qq

˘
ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa

:
0a

:
qaqa0

` 4
ÿ

p,q,s

V̂N ppqϕ̃p`qχ|s|ďNα a
:
0a

:
sa

:
´pa´p´q`saqa0 ` h.c.

“: 2
ÿ

p,q

`
V̂N ppq ` V̂N pp´ qq

˘
ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa

:
0a

:
qaqa0 ` pIIqa1

(80)

where we can bound, with N0 “ a
:
0a0 ď N ,

˘pIIqa1 À N}V̂N}8

”
δ}ϕ̃}22 ` δ´1}χ|.|ďNα}22

ı
N

2
` À N´1`αpN` ` 1q2

choosing δ “ N1´α. Collecting all the estimates we proved so far, we conclude from (77)

that “
Q3,B3

‰
“ 2

ÿ

p,q

`
V̂N ppq ` V̂N pp ´ qq

˘
ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa

:
0a

:
qaqa0 ` E1

where

˘ E1 À N´α{2Q4 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2. (81)

At the expenses of adding an additional small error to the r.h.s. of (81), in the main term

we can replace a:
0a0 “ N ´ N` by a factor of N , since

˘
ÿ

p,q

pV̂N ppq ` V̂N pp ´ qqqϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa:
qN`aq À N´1}ϕ̃}1pN` ` 1q2 À N´1pN` ` 1q2.

Moreover, from

˘N
ÿ

p,q

´
V̂N pp´ qq ´ V̂N ppq

¯
ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa:

qaq

À
ÿ

p,q

|q{N |}∇V̂ }8|ϕ̃p|χ|q|ďNαa:
qaq À }ϕ̃}1N´1`α

N` À N´1`α
N`, (82)

we arrive at “
Q3,B3

‰
“ 4N

ÿ

p

V̂N ppqϕ̃p
ÿ

|q|ďNα

a:
qaq ` E2
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where

˘E2 À N´α{2Q4 `N´1`αN` `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2.

Conjugating with etB3 and integrating over t, s, we obtain, with the help of Lemma 10 and

Lemma 14 (and of the observation that the first estimate in Lemma 10 also holds, if we

replace, on the l.h.s. N` by
ř

|p|ďNα a
:
pap),

ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB3 rQ3,B3setB3dtds “ 2N
ÿ

q

V̂N pqqϕ̃q
ÿ

|p|ďNα

a:
pap ` E3

where

˘E3 À N´α{2pQ4 ` N` ` 1q `N´1`αN` `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2 .

The claim now follows from (19) and the observation that

N` ´
ÿ

|p|ďNα

a:
pap “

ÿ

|p|ěNα

a:
pap ď N´2αH1 .

�

Finally, we consider the conjugation of the operator Q̃2, defined in (25).

Lemma 16. We have

e´B3Q̃2e
B3 “ Q̃2 ` EQ̃2

(83)

with

˘EQ̃2
À N´1{2`αpN` ` 1q3{2 `N´3{2`αpN` ` 1q5{2.

Proof. We have

e´B3Q̃2e
B3 ´ Q̃2 “

ż 1

0

e´sB3rQ̃2,B3sesB3ds

“ 4πaN
N

ÿ

|r|ďNα

ż 1

0

e´sB3ra:
ra

:
´ra0a0 ` h.c.,B3sesB3ds.

We compute the commutator

ra:
ra

:
´ra0a0 ` h.c., a:

p`qa
:
´paqa0 ´ h.c.s (84)

“ ra:
ra

:
´ra0a0, a

:
p`qa

:
´paqa0s ` ra:

0a
:
0ara´r, a

:
p`qa

:
´paqa0s ` h.c.

“ 2
!
a

:
0a

:
0

`
δp`q,ra

:
´pa´p´q ` δp,ra

:
p`qap

˘
aqa0

´ δr,qa
:
p`qa

:
´pa

:
´qa0a0a0 ´ a

:
p`qa

:
´pa

:
0aqara´r

)
` h.c. (85)
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Hence, we obtain

4πaN
N

ÿ

|r|ďNα

“
a:
ra

:
´ra0a0 ` h.c.,B3

‰

“ 8πaN
N

ÿ

p,q:|p`q|ďNα

ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa
:
0a

:
0a

:
´pa´p´qaqa0

´ 4πaN
N

ÿ

p,|q|ďNα

ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´pa

:
´qa0a0a0

´ 4πaN
N

ÿ

p,q,|r|ďNα

ϕ̃pχ|q|ďNαa
:
p`qa

:
´pa

:
0aqara´r “: pIq ` pIIq ` pIIIq.

With Cauchy-Schwarz and using the bounds from Lemma 2, we can bound

˘pIq À N´1{2´α{2pN` ` 1q3{2,

˘pIIq À N´1{2`αpN` ` 1q3{2,

˘pIIIq À N´3{2`αpN` ` 1q5{2.

The claim now follows with Lemma 10. �

We are now ready to conclude the proof of Prop. 11.

Proof of Prop. 11. Recall from (66) that

e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3 “ 4πaN pN ´ 1q `

ÿ

|p|ďNα

p4πaN q2
p2

`H1 `Q4 ` e´B3pH̃2 ` Q̃2 ` EB2
qeB3

`
ż 1

0

e´tB3Γ3e
tB3dt`

ż 1

0

ż 1

s

e´tB3rQ3,B3setB3dtds

where

˘EB2
ď N´α{2Q4 `

“
N´α{2 `N´1`5α{2

‰
pN` ` 1q `N´1`α

N
2
` `N´2H1.

With Lemma 10 and Lemma 14, this also implies that

˘e´B3EB2
eB3 À N´α{2Q4 `N´2H1 `

“
N´α{2 `N´1`5α{2

‰
pN` ` 1q

`N´1`2αpN` ` 1q2.

Applying the first bound in Lemma 10 to the operator H̃2 “ p2V̂ p0q ´ 8πaN qN`, defined in

(24), we obtain

˘
”
e´B3H̃2e

B3 ´ H̃2

ı
À N´α{2pN` ` 1q.

Combining Lemma 13 with Lemma 14 we obtain
ż 1

0

e´tB3Γ3e
tB3dt

À N´3α{2H1 `N´α{2Q4 `N´α{2pN` ` 1q
`N3α{2´1{2pN` ` 1q3{2 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2.
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Together with the bounds in Lemmas 15 and 16 and with the observation that

8πaN
ÿ

|p|ąNα

a:
pap ď N´2αH1

we conclude the proof of Prop. 11. �

5. Diagonalization of quadratic Hamiltonian

From Prop. 11, we find

e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3

“ 4πaN pN ´ 1q ` 1

4

ÿ

|p|ďNα

p8πaN q2
p2

`
ÿ

|p|ąNα

p2a:
pap `Q4

`
ÿ

|p|ďNα

pp2 ` 8πaN qa:
p

a0a
:
0

N
ap ` 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

8πaN ra:
pa

:
´p
a0a0

N
` h.c.s ` E ,

(86)

with an error E satisfying the bound (64). Here we used the observation that, on the sector

tN “ Nu, we can write

ÿ

|p|ďNα

pp2 ` 8πaN qa:
pap “

ÿ

|p|ďNα

pp2 ` 8πaN qa:
p

a
:
0a0 ` N` ` 1

N
ap

“
ÿ

|p|ďNα

pp2 ` 8πaN qa:
p

a0a
:
0

N
ap ` 1

N

ÿ

|p|ďNα

pp2 ` 8πaN qa:
pN`ap

where the term
1

N

ÿ

|p|ďNα

pp2 ` 8πaN qa:
pN`ap À N2α´1pN` ` 1q2

can be absorbed on the r.h.s. of (64).

In this section, we are going to diagonalize the operator on the last line of (86). Inspired by

Bogoliubov theory (on states with a0, a
:
0 „

?
N , this operator is approximately quadratic),

we define, for |p| ď Nα, the coefficients

τp “ ´1

4
log

„
1 ` 16πaN

p2



so that

tanhp2τpq “ ´ 8πaN
p2 ` 8πaN

.

We also introduce the notation γp “ cosh τp and νp “ sinh τp.

Lemma 17. We have the pointwise bound γp À 1 and τp, νp À χ|p|ďNα{p2. Moreover,

}τ}8 ď }τ}2 À 1, }ν}8 ď }ν}2 À 1, }γ ´ 1}8 ď }γ ´ 1}2 À 1

and

}τ̌}8 ď }τ}1 À Nα, }ν̌}8 ď }ν}1 À Nα.
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With these coefficients, we can write

ÿ

|p|ďNα

pp2 ` 8πaN qa:
p

a0a
:
0

N
ap ` 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

8πaN ra:
pa

:
´p

a0a0

N
` h.c.s

“
ÿ

|p|ďNα

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

`
γpa

:
p

a0?
N

` νp
a

:
0?
N
a´p

˘`
γp

a
:
0?
N
ap ` νpa

:
´p

a0?
N

˘

´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

“
p2 ` 8πaN ´

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

‰
` δ

with an error δ satisfying

˘δ À Nα´1pN` ` 1q .
Here, we used the relations

γ2p ` ν2p “ coshp2τpq “ 1b
1 ´ tanh2p2τpq

“ p2 ` 8πaNa
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

,

2γpνp “ sinhp2τpq “ tanhp2τpqb
1 ´ tanh2p2τpq

“ 8πaNa
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

,

ν2p “ 1

2

“
coshp2τpq ´ 1

‰
“ 1

2

p2 ` 8πaN ´
a

|p|4 ` 16πaNp2a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

,

and the commutator

“ a:
0?
N
a´p, a

:
´p

a0?
N

‰
“ 1

N
a

:
0a0 ´ 1

N
a

:
´pa´p “ 1 ´ 1

N
pN` ` a

:
´pa´pq .

The contribution proportional to N´1 on the r.h.s. of the last equation produces (using

Lemma 17) the error δ. Inserting in (86), we conclude that

e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3

“ 4πaN pN ´ 1q ´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

”
p2 ` 8πaN ´

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 ´ p8πaN q2

2p2

ı

`
ÿ

|p|ďNα

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

`
γpb

:
p ` νpb´p

˘`
γpbp ` νpb

:
´p

˘
`

ÿ

|p|ąNα

p2a:
pap `Q4 ` E ,

(87)

where E still satisfies the estimate (64) and where we introduced the modified creation and

annihilation operators

bp “ a
:
0?
N
ap, b:

p “ a:
p

a0?
N

(88)

satisfying the commutation relations

“
bp, bq

‰
“
“
b:
p, b

:
q

‰
“ 0,

“
bp, b

:
q

‰
“ δp,q

`
1 ´ N`

N

˘
´ 1

N
a:
qap (89)

and ra:
par, b

:
qs “ δr,qb

:
p, ra:

par, bqs “ ´δp,qbr. On states with few excitations a0, a
:
0 »

?
N we

have b:
p » a

:
p, bp » ap. According to Bogoliubov theory, we can therefore expect that the

operators pγpb:
p.` νpb´pq and pγpbp ` νpb

:
´pq can be rotated back to b:

p and, respectively, bp,
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through conjugation of the Hamiltonian with the unitary transformation generated by the

antisymmetric operator

B4 “ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

τp
`
b:
pb

:
´p ´ bpb´p

˘
“ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

τp
`
a:
pa

:
´p
a0a0

N
´ h.c.

˘
.

Notice that B4 has the same form as the operator B2 defined in (13) (with a different choice

of the coefficients, of course; here it is more convenient to keep the factor N´1 out of τp).

To control the action of B4, we will need rough a-priori bounds on the growth of the number

and the energy of the excitations.

Lemma 18. For every k P N, we have 1

e´B4pN` ` 1qkeB4 À pN` ` 1qk, (90)

Moreover

e´B4H1e
B4 À H1 `Nα, (91)

e´B4Q4e
B4 À Q4 `N´1`2α `N´1pN` ` 1q2. (92)

Proof. The proof of (90) is standard (based on Gronwall’s lemma and on the bounds in

Lemma 17). To prove (91), we define gpsq “ e´sB4H1e
sB4 and we compute (using the

commutation relations after (89))

g1psq “ e´sB4rH1,B4sesB4 “
ÿ

|p|ďNα

p2τpe
´sB4

“
b:
pb

:
´p ` h.c.

‰
esB4 À e´sB4H1e

sB4 `
ÿ

|p|ďNα

p2τ2p .

From Lemma 17, we have
ř
p p

2τ2p À Nα; with Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain (91).

In order to show (92), we set hpsq “ e´sB4Q4e
sB4 , then

h1psq “ e´sB4rQ4,B4sesB4 . (93)

Proceeding as in (38), we find (we use here the convention that τq “ 0, for |q| ą Nα)

rQ4,B4s “ 1

2

ÿ

q

pV̂N ˚ τqpqqb:
qb

:
´q `

ÿ

p,q,s

V̂N pq ´ pqτsb:
p`s´qb

:
qa

:
´sap ` h.c.

Switching to position space, we write

rQ4,B4s “ 1

2

ż

Λ2

dxdyVNpx´ yqτ̌px´ yqb:
xb

:
y `

ż

Λ3

dxdydzVNpx´ yqτ̌px´ zqb:
xb

:
ya

:
zay ` h.c.

With the bounds from Lemma 17, we conclude

˘rQ4,B4s À Q4 `N´1`2α `N´1pN` ` 1q2.

Inserting this in (93), applying (90) and then Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain (92). �

We are now ready to state the main result of this section, which shows that conjugation

with eB4 diagonalize the quadratic part of the Hamilton operator.

1The estimate for Q4 will only be used in the next section, to show upper bounds on the eigenvalues of

HN ; for the lower bounds, we will only use the fact that Q4 ě 0.
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Proposition 19. We have

e´B4e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3eB4

“ 4πaN pN ´ 1q ` 1

2

ÿ

p

„a
p4 ` 16πaNp2 ´ p2 ´ 8πaN ` p8πaN q2

2p2



`
ÿ

p

a
p4 ` 16πaNp2 a

:
pap ` e´B4Q4e

B4 ` EB4

(94)

where

˘EB4
À N´3α{2pH1 `Nαq `N´α{2e´B4Q4e

B4 `N´α{2pN` ` 1q
`N p3α´1q{2pN` ` 1q3{2 `N´1`5α{2pN` ` 1q2.

(95)

Proof. For s P r0; 1s, we define

Epsq “
ÿ

|p|ďNα

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

`
γspb

:
p ` νspb´p

˘`
γspbp ` νspb

:
´p

˘

with the operators bp, b
:
p defined in (88) and with the notation γsp “ coshpsτpq and νsp “

sinhpsτpq. In particular, for s “ 1, this is exactly the operator appearing in (87), on the

third line of the equation. For ψ in the sector tN “ Nu, we define fψ : r0; 1s Ñ R by

fψpsq “ xψ, e´sB4EpsqesB4ψy .
The idea is that the generalized Bogoliubov transformation esB4 approximately cancels (on

states with few excitations) the symplectic rotations determined by the coefficients γsp, ν
s
p (it

would precisely cancel it, if the operators b:
p, bp satisfied canonical commutation relations);

hence, on states with few excitations, we expect fψ to be approximately constant in s. More

precisely, we claim that ˇ̌
f 1
ψpsq

ˇ̌
À N2α´1xψ, pN` ` 1q2ψy . (96)

Assuming for a moment (96) to hold true, we could conclude, integrating over s P r0; 1s, that
e´B4Ep1qeB4 “ Ep0q ` δ

with

˘δ À N2α´1pN` ` 1q2 .
With the bounds from Lemma 18 (and noticing that the action of B4 on the high-momenta

part of the kinetic energy is trivial), this would imply that

e´B4e´B3e´B2HNe
B2eB3eB4

“ 4πaN pN ´ 1q ´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

”
p2 ` 8πaN ´

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 ´ p8πaN q2

2p2

ı

`
ÿ

|p|ďNα

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 a

:
p

a0a
:
0

N
ap `

ÿ

|p|ąNα

p2a:
pap ` e´B4Q4e

B4 ` E ,

(97)

where E satisfies (95). Writing a0a
:
0 “ a

:
0a0 ` 1 “ N ´ N` ` 1, we could then replace

ÿ

|p|ďNα

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 a

:
p

a0a
:
0

N
ap “

ÿ

|p|ďNα

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 a

:
pap ` δ
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with

˘δ ď 1

N

ÿ

|p|ďNα

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2a

:
ppN` ` 1qap À N´1`2αpN` ` 1q2 .

Furthermore, since
ˇ̌
ˇ p2 ` 8πaN ´

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 ´ p8πaN q2

2p2

ˇ̌
ˇ À p1 ` p2q´2

we could write

ÿ

|p|ďNα

„
p2 ` 8πaN ´

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 ´ p8πaN q2

2p2



“
ÿ

p

„
p2 ` 8πaN ´

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 ´ p8πaN q2

2p2


` OpN´αq.

Similarly, from
ˇ̌
p2 ´

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

ˇ̌
À 1, we could bound

˘
ÿ

|p|ąNα

“
p2 ´

a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2

‰
a:
pap À N´2αH1 .

Inserting all these estimates in (97), we would end up with (94) and (95).

It remains to show the bound (96). To this end, we observe that

f 1
ψpsq “ d

ds

@
ψ, esB4Epsqe´sB4ψ

D
“
@
ψ, esB4

 “
B4, Epsq

‰
` BEpsq

Bs
(
e´sB4ψ

D
(98)

We have, denoting εp “
a

|p|4 ` 16πaNp2,

“
B4, Epsq

‰
“ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εp
ÿ

|q|ďNα

τq
 “
b:
qb

:
´q, pγspb:

p ` νspb´pq
‰
pγspbp ` νspb

:
´pq

` pγspb:
p ` νspb´pq

“
b:
qb

:
´q, pγspbp ` νspb

:
´pq

‰(
` h.c.

A long but straightforward computation, based on the commutation relations (89), leads to
“
B4, Epsq

‰

“ ´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εpτpν
s
pb

:
p

`
1 ´ N`

N

˘
pγspbp ` νspb

:
´pq ´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εpτpν
s
p

`
1 ´ N`

N

˘
b:
ppγspbp ` νspb

:
´pq

´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εpτpγ
s
ppγspb:

p ` νspb´pqb:
´p

`
1 ´ N`

N

˘
´ 1

2

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εpτpγ
s
ppγspb:

p ` νspb´pq
`
1 ´ N`

N

˘
b

:
´p

` 1

2N

ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

εpτqν
s
p

“
b:
qa

:
´qa´p ` a:

qa´pb
:
´q

‰
pγspbp ` νspb

:
´pq

` 1

2N

ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

εpτqγ
s
ppγspb:

p ` νspb´pq
“
b:
qa

:
´qap ` a:

qapb
:
´q

‰
` h.c.

(99)

To compute the explicit time derivative of the observable Epsq, on the other hand, we notice

that dγsp{ds “ τpν
s
p and that dνsp{ds “ τpγ

s
p. Thus, we obtain

BEpsq
Bs “

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εpτp
`
νspb

:
p ` γspb´p

˘`
γspbp ` νspb

:
´p

˘
`

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εpτppγspb:
p ` νspb´pqpνspbp ` γspb

:
´pq .
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Combining the last equation with (99), we observe that (as expected) all large contributions

cancel. We find

“
B4, Epsq

‰
` BEpsq

Bs “ 1

N

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εpτpν
s
p N`b

:
ppγspbp ` νspb

:
´pq

` 1

N

ÿ

|p|ďNα

εpτpγ
s
p pγspb:

p ` νspb´pqN`b
:
´p

` 1

N

ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

εpτqν
s
p b

:
qa

:
´qa´ppγspbp ` νspb

:
´pq

` 1

N

ÿ

|p|,|q|ďNα

εpτqγ
s
p pγspb:

p ` νspb´pqb:
qa

:
´qap ` h.c.

Using the bounds in Lemma 17, with the estimate εp À p2 and the restrictions |p|, |q| ď Nα,

we arrive at

˘
"“

B4, Epsq
‰

` BEpsq
Bs

*
À N2α´1pN` ` 1q2 .

From (98), this implies that

|f 1
ψpsq| À N2α´1xψ, e´sB4pN` ` 1q2esB4ψy .

Applying Lemma 18, we obtain (96). �

6. Optimal BEC and Proof of Theorem 1

Let us denote

rHN “ HN ´ 4πaN pN ´ 1q ` 1

2

ÿ

p

„a
|p|4 ` 16πaNp2 ´ p2 ´ 8πaN ` p8πaN q2

2p2


, (100)

and

E8 “
ÿ

p

a
|p|4 ` p216πaN a

:
pap . (101)

Moreover, let U “ eB2eB3eB4 . Observe that U is a unitary operator. From Prop. 19, we have

U
: rHNU “ E8 ` e´B4Q4e

B4 ` EB4
, (102)

where EB4
satisfies the bound (95). To prove that the error term EB4

is small, we show first

that low-energy states exhibit complete Bose-Einstein condensation.

Proposition 20 (Optimal BEC). On tN “ Nu, we have

HN ě 4πaNN `C´1
N` ´ C, (103)

for some constant C ą 0 independent of N .

Proof. To take care of the terms on the second line of (95), we use localization in the number

of particles, a tool developed in [17] and, in the present setting, in [7]. We make use, here,

of the results of [18, 19, 24], which imply that, if ψN P L2
spΛN q is a normalized sequence of

approximate ground states of the Hamilton operator HN , satisfying
ˇ̌
ˇ 1
N

xψN ,HNψN y ´ 4πaN

ˇ̌
ˇ Ñ 0
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as N Ñ 8, then ψN exhibit condensation, in the sense that

lim
NÑ8

1

N
xψN ,N`ψN y “ 0. (104)

Let now f, g : R Ñ r0, 1s be smooth functions, such that fpsq2 ` gpsq2 “ 1 for all s P R, and

fpsq “ 1 for s ď 1{2, fpsq “ 0 for s ě 1. For M0 ě 1, we define fM0
pN`q “ fpN`{M0q and

gM0
pN`q “ gpN`{M0q. Then, we have

HN “ fM0
HNfM0

` gM0
HNgM0

` EM0
, (105)

with

EM0
“ 1

2
prfM0

, rfM0
,HN ss ` rgM0

, rgM0
,HN ssq . (106)

In view of (9), we can write (with h “ f, g),

rhM0
, rhM0

,HN ss “
“
hpN`{M0q ´ hppN` ´ 2q{M0q

‰2 ÿ

p‰0

V̂N ppqa:
pa

:
´pa0a0 ` h.c.,

`
“
hpN`{M0q ´ hppN` ´ 1q{M0q

‰2 ÿ

q,r,q`r‰0

V̂N prqa:
q`ra

:
´raqa0 ` h.c.,

This easily implies that

˘EM0
À M´2

0 pQ4 `Nq1tM0{3ďN`ď2M0u. (107)

We chooseM0 “ εN , for some ε ą 0, independent of N , to be fixed later on. We introduce

the notation N U
` “ U:N`U . We use (102) with the bound (95) for the error term E4; we

pick α “ ´ log ℓ{ logN , so that Nα “ 1{ℓ, for some ℓ ą 0, independent of N , to be specified

below. For N large enough, we obtain from Prop. 19,

fM0
pN`qHNfM0

pN`q “ UfM0
pN U

` qU:HNU fM0
pN U

` qU:

ě UfM0
pN U

` q
`
4πaNN `H1 ´ C ` e´B4Q4e

B4 ` E4
˘
fM0

pN U
` qU:

ě UfM0
pN U

` q
`
4πaNN ` p1 ´ Cℓ1{2 ´ Cℓ´5{2N´1 ´ Cℓ´7{2εqpH1 ` 1q

` p1 ´ Cℓ1{2qe´B4Q4e
B4

˘
fM0

pN U
` qU:

ě fM0
pN`q2p4πaNN ´ C ` C´1

N`q, (108)

choosing first ℓ ą 0 small enough and then ε ą 0 sufficiently small. Here, we used pN``1qj À
pN U

` `1qj (as follows from Lemma 3, Lemma 10 and Lemma 18), to estimate the error terms

on the second line of (95). Moreover, we bounded N`,N
U
` À H1.

On the other hand, following an argument from [7, Prop. 6.1], we find

gM0
pN`q pHN ´ 4πaNNqgM0

pN`q ě C´1
N`gM0

pN`q2. (109)

Indeed, otherwise we could find a normalized sequence ΨN , supported on tN` ą εNu,
satisfying ˇ̌

ˇ 1
N

xψN ,HNψNyΨN
´ 4πaN

ˇ̌
ˇ Ñ 0

as N Ñ 8, in contradiction with (104).

Finally, we deal with the error term EM0“εN . For ψN with xψN ,HNψNy ď CN , we

immediately find, from (107), that

xψN , EM0“εNψN y À ε´2N´1.
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Since (103) holds trivially, on states with xψN ,HNψNy ě CN , this, together with (108) and

(109) concludes the proof of Prop. 20. �

With Prop. 19 and Prop. 20, we are now ready to show Theorem 1, determining the

low-energy spectrum of the operator Hamilton operator HN .

Proof of Theorem 1. We continue to use the notation rHN and E8 introduced in (100), (101).

Moreover, we denote by λ1p rHN q ď λ2p rHN q ď . . . and by λ1pE8q ď λ2pE8q ď . . . the

ordered eigenvalues of rHN and, respectively, of E8. We choose now L P N, with λLp rHN q ď Θ

for some 1 ď Θ ď N1{17. Then, we claim that

λLp rHN q “ λLpE8q ` OpΘN´1{17q. (110)

Since λ0pE8q “ 0, (110) shows that the ground state energy EN of HN satisfies (5). It is

then easy to check, using (110) that the excitations of HN ´ EN satisfy the claim (4).

To prove (110), we first show a lower bound and then a matching upper bound. We use

again Prop. 19, but this time we choose the exponents α “ 2{17.
Lower bound on λLp rHN q. We use again the localization identity (105) but this time we

take M0 “ N1{2`1{34. Let Y denote the subspace generated by the first L eigenfunctions of
rHN and let us denote Z “ U:Y which is of dimension L. From of (105), we have

λLp rHN q ě PY

´
fM0

pN`q rHNfM0
pN`q ` gM0

pN`q rHNgM0
pN`q ` EM0

¯
PY . (111)

From Prop. 20, we have

gM0
pN`q rHNgM0

pN`q ě Cg2M0
pN`qpC´1M0 ´ Cq ě 0

for N large enough (recall the choice M0 “ N1{2`1{34). Here, we used that gM0
is supported

on N` ą M0{3. Moreover, with (107), we find

PY EM0
PY ě ´CM´2

0 PY pQ4 `NqPY ě ´CM´2
0 PY pHN `NqPY ě ´CM2

0N ě ´CN´1{17

because (from the upper bound) we know that HN ď CN on Y . From (111), we obtain

λLp rHN q ě PY fM0
pN`q rHNfM0

pN`qPY ´ CN´1{17.

We now use Prop. 19 to estimate

PY fM0
pN`q rHN fM0

pN`qPY
ě UPZfM0

pN U
` q1tN`ďNu

`
eB4pE8 ` E4qe´B4 `Q4

˘
1

tN`ďNu fM0
pN U

` qPZU:.

Using that N` À H1 ď E8 and the choices M0 “ N1{2`1{34, α “ 2{17, we find

PY fM0
pN`q rHN fM0

pN`qPY
ě
´
1 ´ CN´1{17

¯
UPZfM0

pN U
` qeB4 E8 e´B4fM0

pN U
` qPZU:.

Now, it turns out that for N large enough dim fM0
pN U

` qPZ “ L because

max
ξPPZ

››››
b

1 ´ fM0
pN U

` q2ξ
››››
2

}ξ}2 ď CM´1
0 max

ξPPY

}N 1{2
` ξ}2
}ξ}2 ď CλLp rHN qM´1

0 ÝÑ
NÑ8

0,
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see for instance [17, Prop. 6.1 ii)]. Thus

λLp rHN q ě max
ξPY

xe´B4fM0
pN U

` qPZU:ξ,E8e
´B4fM0

pN U
` qPZU:ξy

}ξ}2 ´ CΘN´1{17

ě max
ξPe´B4fM0

pNU
` qZ

xξ,E8ξy
}ξ}2 p1 ´ CλLp rHN qM´1

0 q ´ CΘN´1{17

ě min
dimX“L

max
ξPX

xξ,E8ξy
}ξ}2 p1 ´ CλLp rHN qM´1

0 q ´ CΘN´1{17

ě λLpE8qp1 ´ CΘN´1{2q ´ CΘN´1{17.

which implies λLp rHN q ě λLpE8q ` OpΘN´1{17q.
Upper bound on λLp rHN q. Let Z denote the subspace generated by the first L eigenfunc-

tions of E8 and PZ be the orthogonal projection onto Z. The normalized eigenfunctions of

E8 have the form

ξ “
kź

j“1

a:ppjqnj

a
nj!

Ω, (112)

for some k ě 1, pj P Λ˚
`, nj ě 1 and where Ω is the vacuum. Note that

PZN`PZ À PZH1PZ ď PZE8PZ ď λLpE8q ď CΘ ď CN1{17,

where we used the lower bound we proved above. Since rPZ ,N`s “ 0, this bound can be

also applied to powers of N`. Note also that eB4E8e
´B4 almost commutes with N` in the

sense that

1
tN`ďNueB4E8e

´B41
tN`ďNu ´ eB4E8e

´B4 ď 1

2

ÿ

p

8πaNχ|p|ďNα

“
1

tN`ąNua:
pa

:
´p ` apa´p1

tN`ąNu
‰

ď CN3α{2´1pN` ` 1q2.

Hence, we have

PZe
´B41

tN`ďNueB4E8e
´B41

tN`ďNueB4PZ ď PZ

ˆ
E8 ` CN3α{2´1pN` ` 1q2

˙
PZ

ď λLpE8q ` CΘN´1{17.

Together with Prop. 19, we find

λLpE8q ` CΘN´1{17 ě PZe
´B41

tN`ďNu
´
U: rHNU ´ eB4E4e

´B4 ´Q4

¯
1

tN`ďNueB4PZ .

(113)

Again, because

max
ξPeB4PZ

››1tN`ąNuξ
››2

}ξ}2 ď CN´1max
ξPPZ

››e´B4N
1{2
` ξ

››2

}ξ}2 ď CΘ0N
´1 ÝÑ

NÑ8
0,

we have dim1
tN`ďNueB4PZ “ L for N large enough. With Lemma 18, we obtain

PZe
´B41

tN`ďNu

ˆ
eB4E4e

´B4 `Q4

˙
1

tN`ďNueB4PZ À N´1{17Θ ` PZQ4PZ .
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To estimate PZQ4PZ , we use an argument from [6, Lemma 6.1]: from PZE8PZ ď Θ, we

must have apξ “ 0 for all |p| ą Θ1{2 and ξ P Z. This implies that

xξ,Q4ξy ď
ÿ

p,q,r

V̂N prqχ|r|ďΘ1{2}ap`raqξ}}apaq`rξ}

ď CΘ3{2N´1}pN` ` 1qξ}2 ď CΘ7{2N´1}ξ}2 ď CN´1{17}ξ}2,
for all ξ P Z. Applying the min-max principle, we conclude from (113) that

λLpE8q ě max
ξPU1tN`ďNueB4Z

xξ, rHNξy
}ξ}2 ´ CΘN´1{17

ě min
dimX“L

max
ξPX

xξ, H̃Nξy
}ξ}2 ´ CΘN´1{17

ě λLp rHN q ´ CΘN´1{17.

�
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