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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
[0, [7]. While our main strategy is similar to the one developed in [6] [7], we combine it
with new ideas, taken in part from [I5] 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 A = [~1/2;1/2]3, 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(AN) of permutation symmetric complex valued square integrable functions on AV
and it has the form

N N
Hy =) =i+ ) V(i — ) (1)

i=1 i<j
where

Vn(z) := N*V(Nz),

for a V e L%(R?) non-negative, radial and compactly supported. We denote the scattering
length of V' by a > 0. Following [15] [16] we define it through the formula

1 1 1 1
dra =+ ar— (v L Ly\ 5
a QJRBV(:U) . <2V, —A+%V2V> @)

As first proven in [22] 20], the ground state energy En of (1)) satisfies
En/N — 4ra (3)

in the limit N — oco. In particular, to leading order, the ground state energy only depends
on the interaction potential through its scattering length a. In [I8 21l 24], it was also
shown that the ground state of (I]) and, in fact, every normalized sequence ¥y € L2(AY) of
approximate ground states, with

1
N by, Hypn ) — 4ma,
1
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exhibits complete Bose-Einstein condensation in the zero-momentum state ¢g(x) = 1, for all
x € A, in the sense that the corresponding one-particle reduced density matrix vy (normal-
ized so, that Tr vy = 1) satisfies

lim {¢g, YN0y = 1.
N—w

Recently, a rigorous version of Bogoliubov theory [8] has been developed in [4} [5l [6] [7] to
provide more precise information on the low-energy spectrum of (), resolving the ground
state energy and the low-lying excitations up to errors that vanish in the limit N — oo, 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 [I} @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 [6l [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 [I5]. 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 ().

Theorem 1. Let V e L2(R®) be non-negative, radial and compactly supported, and let En
denote the ground state energy of (d). Then, the spectrum of Hy — En below a threshold
O < N7 consists of eigenvalues having the form

> np/Iplt + 16map® + O(N170) (4)
pe2nZ3\{0}
with ny € N, for all p € 2nZ3\{0}.
Remark. Our analysis also provides a precise estimate for the ground state energy En of
(D), showing that
8 2
> [ Ip|* + 16map? — p* — 8ma + ( ;c;) ] +O(N~VIT) (5)
pe2nZ3\{0} P

En = 4man(N — 1) +

N |

with a “box scattering length” apy, which will be defined in the next section, satisfying
lay —a] < N1 This immediately implies that Ey is given by (&), with ay replaced by
the true scattering length a, up to an error that remains bounded, as N — oo. In [], also
the order one correction arising from N(ay — a) was computed. Here we skip this step, to
keep our presentation as simple as possible. Note that an estimate similar to (Bl has been
recently shown to hold in the thermodynamics limit; see [I3] [14] for the lower bound and
[27, 3] for the upper bound.

The main strategy we use to prove Theorem [I] 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;r, = a};ao /VN, b, = agap/\/ﬁ ) 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 ¢, 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 £ > 0, we consider
here the solution of an appropriate zero-energy scattering equation, describing scattering
processes inside the box A. This simplifies the proof of important properties of ¢ and im-
proves cancellations between different terms arising in the many-body analysis. Second, we
restrict the quadratic conjugation to momenta |p| > N, for some 0 < o < 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 £ < N~%; 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;r,, b,. 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 [I], 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- @i,

n=0

For a momentum p € A* = 27Z3 and denoting u,(z) = e®* we define a;(, = a'(up) and

a, = a(up), where a' and a are the usual creation and annihilation operators. They satisfy
the canonical commutation relations

[ap,al;] = Op.g; lap, aq] = [a};,az] = 0. (6)
We denote, in configuration space, the creation and annihilation operator valued distribu-
tions by (zl«,dx, they satisfy a;(, = Seip'xd?;dx, ap, = Se_ip'$dxdx. The number of particles
operator N on F is given by
N = Z a;ap.

pEN*
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In the formalism of second quantization, the Hamilton operator (II) takes the form

1 N
Hy = Z pza;ap + 3 Z VN(r)a;Ha];apaqH, (7)
pEA* 7,p,gEA*
with 1
V(r) = i V(r/N). (8)

To recover (), 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 Ny = azgao
and N, = N — N for the operators measuring the number of particles in the condensate
and the number of excitations, respectively. Following Bogoliubov [§], we decompose ()

according to the number of ag, a;g operators. Since (on {N = N})
abadaoag = No(No —1) = (N =N )(N =N, —1) = N(N —1) = N (2N — 1) + N2,

we can rewrite (7)) as

Hy =Hyo+ Hy + Hy + Q2 + Q3 + Qq, 9)
where
Vi (0) 9
Ho=—5-N(N-1),  H = > pPafa,
p#0
. Vi (0
= Y Unafa (v - M) - O v 1),
p#0
and

1 N
Q2 =3 Z VN(p)[aLaT_paoao + h.c],

p#0
Q3 = Z VN(T) [a:;wairaqao + h.c.] , (10)
q,7,q+r#0
1 .
Q4 =7 Z VN(T)GL+raI]apaq+r-

P,q#0,r#—p,r#—q

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 ag, ag ~ +/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 (), (&) for the
low-energy spectrum of (), 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 (3 and Q4 are not small. They contain instead important terms, which effectively
renormalize the interaction and produce the scattering length appearing in the formulas (),
(). 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 @3, (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

B2 where By is a

of [6], we will first conjugate (@) with a unitary operator of the form e
quadratic expression in creation and annihilation operators a, a;r,, 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 4may N,

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

4 2
e B Hye® ~ dmay(N — 1)+ )] @
pi<ne P
+ Z (p* + 2V (0) — 87TaN)a;ap + Z dray [a;aT_p +h.c.]+ Q3+ Q4.
pEA* lp|<N

(11)

As explained in the introduction, an important difference, compared with [6], is that here
we impose an infrared cutoff in Bg, defined in (I3)), letting it act only on momenta |p| > N©.
On the one hand, this choice simplifies the computation of the action of By (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 (III), which contribute to the energy to
order N%; 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 (1)), it is clear that we still have to renormalize the diagonal quadratic term
(proportional to V(0)) and the cubic term Q3. To this end, we will introduce a unitary
transformation €5, with Bs, defined in (59), cubic in the operator ap, a;(,, with p = 0. Up to

several negligible errors, conjugation with €53 will lead us to
dray)?
e Bse B2 eP2eBs ~ dman (N — 1)+ Z @
pl<ve P (12)
+ Y (0 + 8man)afa, + Y dman[afal, + he]+ Q.
pEA* \p\SN“

The only term on the r.h.s. of the last equation, where we still have the original, singular,
potential Vy is Q4; all other terms have been renormalized and are now expressed in terms
of the scattering length ay. 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 [ we will apply a second quadratic
transformation €5 to diagonalize the remaining quadratic Hamiltonian on the r.h.s. of (I2).
This will lead us to

2

P
+ Z \Vp* + p216ray afa, + Q4
p

2p?

1 8may)?
e BieBse B2 g eP2eBseBa ~ dran (N — 1) + = Z [vp‘l + 16mayp? — p* — 8may + (Bran)”

|
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which will allow us to show Theorem[Il 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 () with the unitary 52, where
1 -
By = 3 Z gpp[a;r)aipaoao —h.ec]. (13)
P

We are going to fix the coefficients @, so that the commutator [H; + Qu, B2] arising from
the action of (I3]) renormalizes the off-diagonal quadratic term Q9 (effectively replacing the
singular potential Viy with a regularized interaction having the same scattering length). To
this end, we choose ¢, satisfying the relations

1 - 1.
Py + 3 Y Vnlp—a)pq = —5Vn(p), (14)
q#0
for all p € A% = A*\{0}. Eq. (I4) is a truncated version of the zero-energy scattering
equation for the potential Viy on the whole space R3.
To prove the existence of a solution of (I4l), we consider the operator

1
f)Z*A+§VN

acting on the one-particle space L?(A) (for N large enough, Vi is supported in [—1/2;1/2]3
and can be periodically extended to define a function on the torus). Denoting by POl the
orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of the zero-momentum mode ¢q in
L%(A), we find (since Viy > 0), that P;-hP;- > C > 0 and therefore that P;-hP;- is invertible.
Thus, we can define ¢ € L?(A) through

1
1 1
6 =3P [P&( A+ §VN>POL] PiVy. (15)
It is then easy to check that the Fourier coefficients of ¢ satisfy the relations (I4]).
Using the sequence {¢p}pcorz3 (0}, We can define the “box scattering length” of Vi by

Sray = N[VN(O) + VN(p)gDp] = V(0) + N Y Vn(p)ey - (16)

As proven in [15], we have that |ay —a] < N 7L
As explained earlier, we renormalize first the high-momenta part of QQo, for this reason we
use a cutoff version of ¢, to momenta [p| > N¢, for some 0 < o < 1. We define therefore

op = PpX|p|>Ne - (17)

The next lemma lists some important properties of the sequences ¢, » and of the scattering
length ap, which will be useful for our analysis.

Lemma 2. Let V € L*(R3) be non-negative and compactly supported. Define ¢ as in (I15)
and denote by ¢, the corresponding Fourier coefficients. Then ¢, € R, ¢_, = ¢, and

1

o % 72 (13)
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for all p € 2nZ\{0}. Moreover, with (17), we have

I@la s N2 @ s NP gl S L,
and
N> Vn(p)@p = 8ray — V(0) + O(N*1). (19)
p

Proof. Multiplying equation (I4]) by ¢,, summing over p and using that V' > 0, we obtain

QHPSD||2 = ZVN p)ep — ZVN Q)Pppq < ZVN (20)
P
On the one hand, this implies that |py|2 < |[Va|2/ells < oo (the last bound is not uniform
in N; it follows from Eq. (I&])). On the other hand, (20) leads to
2lpel3 < [Viv/Ipll2lpelle

Dividing by |pp||2 and squaring, we obtain
Vn®)P? _ ¢ - ’ ’ - -
Ipel3 < 7 S VNI xppr<nl + Vil Vivlzllpl x> vl < N71 (21)
p
P

Using again (I4)) we obtain the pointwise bound

~ Vn(p — 712 -
el < o)+ [ SO g, < vt (22)

q

where we proceeded as in (ZI) to bound [|Va|? # |¢| 2| . This proves (I8) and immediately
implies the bounds for ||z, [#]w. To obtain the bound on ||3||; we divide () by [p|*.
Proceeding as in (2I]), we obtain

5 [Vn(p)| <1,

= P

hence we only have to bound | |p|_2(VN # @)|1. Iterating (I4]) and using the regularizing
estimate |[p| >V * gllop/(64p)+e < Ce [V 2llgl, for all € > 0, p = 6/5, g € P(A*) and some
C. > 0, we obtain that |¢|1 < co0. Separating high and low momenta, we obtain for A >
and € > 0,

lel S 1+ [xpp>antpl =2 Vadlz + IxjpicanlilVa * @l
1
S1+A2|pfi + A,

where we used that ||@¢] . < [¢]1 and the Holder inequality as in ([22)) to estimate ||V # @] oo
Taking A sufficiently large but fixed we obtain |¢|; < 1.
Eq. (19) follows by noticing that, from the definition (I6]),

1 1 .
Sray — V(0 NZVN B <N Y, [VnO)llegl < ) TE SN
Ip|<N« Ip|<N®

where we used (I8) and |V | < N7 O
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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 Bg; the proof of the next lemma can be found, for example, in [12,
Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3. For every n € N and |s| < 1, we have

i(eisBQNJrBSBQ *./\/’Jr) $ CN7Q/2(./\/’+ + 1),
6_862 (N+ + 1)”6882 $ (N+ + 1)n

In the next Proposition, we describe the action of the operator By, defined as in (I3]), on
the Hamilton operator ().

Proposition 4. We have

4ma
e B HyeP = dmay(N - 1)+ ) M+Hl+Hz+Q2+Q:»,+Q4+&s=2, (23)

Ip|<Ne
with
Hy = (2V(0) — 8man )Ny, (24)
~ a
Q2 = Z 47TC(N[ apal, 3\70 +h.c.], (25)
Ip|<Ne
and

i582 < Nfa/2Q4 + [Nfa/Q +N71+5a/2](N+ + 1) +N71+QNJQF +N72H1.

In order to show Prop. Ml we define

Ty = [Hy + Q4. Ba] + Q2 — Qf (26)
with
Q'Q = Z W(p a;aT_paoao + h.c., (27)
and
W (p) = %XIpKNa[Zq:V N(p— q)pq + V(p ] -5 qu}va Vv —q)¢

We observe that

e_BQHNeB2
1

=Ho+ H + Q4+ f e B2 H| + Qu, BoleP2dt + e B2QqeP? + B2 (Hy + Q3)eP?
0
1

=Ho+Hi + Q4+ f e B2 (—Qq + Qb + T2)eP2dt + e P2Q0eP? + e7P2(Hy + Q3)e™
0

1 1 1 ps B
=Ho+ H + Q)+ Q4+ f f e~ B2[Qy, ByletP2dtds + f f e~B2QletP2dtds
0 Js 0 Jo

1
+ f e B2TyetB2dt + e 752 (Hy + Q3)eP?
0

(28)
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where in the last step we used

1 1 S
f efth Q/26t82 dt = Ql2 + f f efth [Ql2’ 82]61582 dtds
0 JO

0

1 1 pl
e B2QgeB — f e B2QqeP2dt = f f e B2(Qy, Byle™P2dtds .
0 0 Js

The proof of Prop. [ 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 Hs.

Lemma 5. On {N = N}, we have
e B2 HyeP? = V(0N + Em, (29)

with
&, S NNy +1) + N2/N + N2H,.

Proof. We have
1
e B2 HyeP2 — NZ Vi (p) (aLap + f e~sB2 [a;,ap, 82]6382d8>
0
P

Vv (0)

—e B2 (Z TA/N(jo)allapj\ﬂr + NyWNy — 1)) 2. (30)

The term on the second line is controlled using Lemma Bl by NV _1J\/'J2r. As for the second
term in the parenthesis in the first line, we use Lemma B to estimate

+ Z NVy(p) [a;(,ap, By] =+ Z NVy (p)(ﬁpa;aipaoao + h.c.
P P

< O@laNo + 1Ny +1) < N™2(Ny + 1),
where we used that ANy < N and Lemma[2l Finally, since Vi is even, we obtain
N|Vn(p) = Va(0)| < [2®V[1N7?p* < CN~2p?

which gives
+ (NZ VN(p)a;ap - V(O)N+> < N72H;.
P

0

The estimate of the term involving @3 is obtained analogously to [7, [I5]. We repeat the
proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 6. We have
e P2Q3e™ = Q3 + Eq,
with
+E0, < N"(Qq + Ny +1).
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Proof. We can rewrite
e P2QzeP2 = Z VN(T) [e_BQaj}HaLe&e_B2aqa0682 + h.c.] ) (31)
q7r

Via Duhamel’s formula we have

1
eiBQaj;-i-raT—reBQ = aj;-i-raT—T + fO 67882 [aj;-i-raT—r’ ‘82]6382d8 (32)
and
1
6782%&0@82 = aqa0 + L efSBQ(SEan_qaoaoao — aqz gbla_lalag)es&ds.
l

The product of the first terms, combined with its hermitian conjugate, corresponds to ()3 in
the statement of the lemma. All other terms will be estimated in three steps.
Step 1. Passing to z-space, we find

1

| San(r) | (€l al e Bl janaoane ey ds|
0

q7r

1
B jo JA2 dzdyVi(z - y)(&, alale P2al ($,)aoaoaoe’™€) ds
1/2
< (J dxdyVN(az — y)||dxdy£||2> (33)
A2

! St x sB 2 1/2
X (f dedyVy (z —y)f |a' (¢z)aoapaoe®2E| ds)
A2 0

< CN*2|Va V21 2]20Q1 1 [V + 1)V2¢)
S ON™2 (Qu+ Ny +1)6)

where we used Lemma 2] Lemma [B] and the bound Ny < N.
Step 2. Similarly, we have

1
’ ZVN(T) Z & f ds (¢, ajﬁ,,aire*sg? aqa,lalages‘g2 §>’
ar 1 0

1
- ‘Z 2 j dsj dzdy Vi (z — y)<§, ala;;e*s&ama_lalages&@
i 0 A2

< C|@la| VY2 1QY 2NNy + 1)2%€] < CN=%E,Qu + Ny +1)E).

Step 3. The remaining term has the form

q+r=—r>

1
ZVN(T)J e B2 [aT al 82]6(371)82%&0682(18
q,r 0

A straightforward computation gives

[aZHaL, By = — (@ra;rrar + g5_r_qa1,,a_q_r> agazg.
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The contributions of the two terms in the parenthesis can be handled similarly. Let us
consider, for example, the expectation

1
‘ Z VN (r)or fo (€, e_SBQajJHaragage(S_l)BQaqa0682§> ds‘
q?T‘
Lo [ _
s NZ‘(IOT|f Haq-i-raoaoe(s 1)825"HaT'GSBQG’aneBQngS
T,q 0 (35)
N 2., (s—1)Bs Bsey2) /2
S IglaINel | (D lare® D agaoe2e ) ds
r7q

< 1BV ZEN W + 1326 < N, (W + 1))

where we used Lemma 2] and Lemma [3. O

Next, we recall the definition (26]) and we consider the term containing I'y, appearing on

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

Lemma 7. We have

Iy = Z VN(r)gép[a;Jrra;aT_panrraoao + h.c.] (36)
r7p7q
and
1
f e BegetBadt < N=2(Qq + Ny + 1), (37)
0

Proof. Straightforward calculations yield

[Hla 82] = ZPQSEp[(I;,aT_paan + h.C.]
p
and

1oy - A .
[Q4,B2] = §ZVN(1) - q)goqa;aipaoao + Z VN(T)gppa;Jrra;aT_paqHaoao + h.c. (38)
P, 7,0,

Hence,

| 1.
[Hi+QuBol + Q= Y, (v + 5 2V — e + §VN(p)) (afal jagay + h.c.)
Ip|>N« q

A

1
- = Z Vn(p — q)gpq(a;aipaoao + h.c.)
Ip|>N,|q|<N*

1 « .
T
) 2 ( D, Vnlp—a)pq + VN(p)) (afa’ ,agag + h.c.)
Ip|<Ne |q|>N«o

+ Z VN(T)(ﬁpa;+raI]a1paq+raOaO

r7p7q
3! 7 = f
= QQ + Z VN(T)QDpap-l—ra;a—panrTaOaO
r7p7q

where we used the scattering equation (I4) and (27)). Comparing with (28]), we find (36).
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To prove ([B1), we write

1 1
L Ty VN(T)%L e Boal | aleBeetBql a, . agagetPdt
p?q?r

and we proceed similarly as in Lemma [l We omit further details. U
Next, we focus on the contribution with the commutator [Q2, B2] on the r.h.s. of (28).

Lemma 8. On {N = N}, we have

1 p1
f f e~ B2[Qy, ByletP2 dtds
0 Js

N-1) N(N -1 . .
= %(V(O) — 87TC(N) - % Z VN(p)SDp +N+(V(0) — 87TCIN) + g[Q27B2],
lp|<Ne
(39)
and
£ EjQusn) S (N2 + NOTONy + N7 +1)7 + N792Q,. (40)
Proof. First, we claim that
o NIN-1D <, .. .
jo f e "2 [Q2, BaJe2dtds = %Z VN (0)@p = NN Y Vn(0)@p + Elg,m,)  (41)

P P
with

1 1
Elgass) = 2N ) VN(P)%L f [e=B2 N eB2 — N, ] dtds
p S

1 pl
+, VN(p)épfO f e BN (V) + 1)efPadtds

p

1 1
+2> Vn(p)@p f f e B2 NG (Np — 1)alapeP2dtds
P 0 Js

1 p1
= VN(p)quf f e B2alal a_ja (2NG + 1)etP2dids. (42)
0 Js

p.q

To prove ([@2), we calculate
1 ~ -
[Q2,B2] = 1 Z VN(p)wq[a;aT,paoao +a_papabad, al;aiqaoao — a_qagabal]
P.g

1 - -
=1 ZVN(p)goq <[a_papaga$,a2aiqaoao] - [a;(,aipaoao, a_qaqagazg]) . (43)
P
The two terms in the bracket are hermitian conjugates. Hence, it suffices to compute the
second one

f[a;r)ad(_paoao,a,qaqagag] = [a_qaq, aTaT_p]agagaoao —a

ot o1
> »0Lp0—qgaq[aoao, agag],

where
[a_payp, al;aT_q] = (Op,g + 0p—q)(1 + a;(,ap + aT_pa,p), (44)
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and
agagaoao =NoNp—1)=N(N —1) —2NN; + N (N} + 1),

45
[aoao, abal] = 2(2Np + 1). “5)

Inserting these identities on the r.h.s. of [@3]), conjugating with B2 and integrating over ¢, s
we obtain (42]).
With the definition (I6), we write
N(N —1) - . (N—-1) - N(N —1) .
— 5 ZVN(p)SDp 5 (V(0) — 8man) — — 5 Z VN (p)ep,
p Ip|<Ne

and we use (I9) to estimate

J_r[ — NN: Y Va(p), + (8may — V(o))M] < NOIN
p

Thus, Lemma [ follows from (@Il), if we can prove that Eng B,) Satisfies the estimate Q).
Using the bound

)@ < N
P
and Lemma [3] we can bound the first term on the r.h.s. of ([@2) by
+2N ) Vi (p)@p Ll f [e B2 N B2 — N ] dtds < NT2(N +1).
P S
Also the second term on the r.h.s. of (42]) can be bounded with Lemma [} we find

1 p1
J_rZVN(p)@pL f e BN (N, + 1)etP2dids < NTYW, +1)2.
p S

As for the third term, we use |[Viv|oo S N1, [@]o S N~172 together with No(Np—1) < N?
and again Lemma [3 to conclude that

1 1
+2) Vi ()@ fo f e B2NG(NG + 1D)etP2dtds < N72N, .
P S

To control the last term on the r.h.s. of [@2]), we write

1 r1
Z Vi (p)@q f f e P a;,a]t_pafqaq(QNo + 1)6t52 dtds
0 Js

p,q

1 rl
= > Vn(p) f f e B2alal e B2p (2N, + 1)eB2dtds  (46)
P 0 Js

where we defined & = >’ ¢ Pal—qaq so that, by Lemma 2]

|2¢] < I@l2I VL€l s N2 INLE] (47)

Next, we expand

t
—tB B —7B B
et Qa;(,aT_pet 2 a;f)aT_p —I—L e 2[a;(,aT_p,lﬁ»’g]e 2dr. (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

1 p1
+> Vn(p) f f alal e BB (2N, + 1)e'P2dtds

= -I-J f f dzdys Vi (z — y)ala efth)(QNo + 1)etBdtds + h.c.
A2

< 0Qu + 0 N 2o | Viv 1 (Vs + 1)2 < N72Qu + N1 (W, +1)2

On the other hand, the contribution arising from the second term on the r.h.s. of [A8]) can
be controlled by

1l ot
+ Z VN(p)cﬁpfO f fo 6_782a8a8(2a;ap +1)e™P2e PO (2N, + 1)eBdtds + h.c.
S

SN2+ 12 (49)
This concludes the proof of (39)), (@0). O
Finally, we control the contribution with the commutator [Q2, Bs] in (28).

Lemma 9. We have

1 rs - N(N -1 Y
f f e~ tB2 [QQ, 82]6%'2 dtds = % Z Vi (p - Q)Qpp@q + g[QQ,BQ]’ (50)
0 Jo [p|> N, |gl<N*

with
+E0, 8 S N PQu+ NN, 4+ 1),

Proof. Using that x,<na®p = 0, similar computations as in the proof of Lemma H] yield

[Q2, Bo]
1 N

== > VN —9)epr

[p|>No[g|<Ner

x (a TaJr prQ_y [aoao,a;ga;g] + [a;aip,ara_r]a;gazgaoao) + h.c.

- ] ZVN (P — 9)q
[p|>Ne,[g|<N
x ((2afa’ ,®(2NG + 1) + h.c.) — 4@y (afa, + al ja_,)No(No — 1) — 45, Np(Np — 1))
(51)
with the notation ® = > @rara_,. To bound the contribution arising from the first term
in the parenthesis, we decompose

1 5
S Unlp— g)pgabal @M + 1)
p|>N,|q|<N=

1 . 1 .
=3 Z Vv(p — @)pgalal 02N +1) — = Z Vv (p — @)pqalal ,®(2N, +1).
plalsN lpl,la|<N<
(52)
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The first term can be controlled switching to position space. With the notation @< for the
Fourier series of x4 <na®q, we find

1 N
= > Vn(p— @)egalal @2 +1)
plg|<Ne

= if dedyVy(z — y)@~(x — y)alal‘b@/\fo +1) + h.c.
A2
< 0Qu+ 5N VYT IR + 1)

where we used the bound {7) for ® and Ny < N. With

1/2 . ~ 1
VPesIi= Y v - e S 5| D

[pl,lgl<Ne Ip|<Ne

1 12

< N2a73 53
o 3)

and choosing § = N~%2, we conclude (since a < 1) that

1 N
= > Vnlp—q)pgalal 02Ny +1) £ N72Qu + N2 (W, +1)2.
plglsN
As for the second term on the r.h.s. of (52]), we estimate

1 . B .
= Y Vn(p—)egalal 02N + 1) + hoe. £ N7y ena Viv + 0 o (Vs + 1)

P
Ipl,lg|l<Ne

where, again, we used ([@T) and Ny < N. With
~ - 1/2 1/2 . _
IXppiena ¥ * 0=l2 < [Xpjenelz2[Vag=lh S N33 V2o Vel 26l < N~2+50/2

we conclude that

1 N
= > Vn(p—a)pgala’ 02N + 1) + he. £ N72 2N +1)2.
Ipl,|gl<N«

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

be bounded by

+ Z VN(p - Q)(Pq@pa;;apNO(NO - 1) < N717QN+7
[p|>N2,|g|< N«

using that |@(Viy * ©5) 2o < |@llw|Va@<|1 < N7379. As for the contribution arising from
the last term on the r.h.s. of (BI]), we write No(Ng—1) = N(N —1) —=2NN; + Ny (N4 +1).
The contribution proportional to N(N — 1) produces the main term on the r.h.s. of (B0).
The other contributions can be bounded, noticing that

> Vn(p — ) eppq| < [8VN =1 < |8l V@™l < N72F,
Ip|>N,|g|[<Ne

where we used |@]o < ||@|l1 < 1, by Lemma 21 O
We can now finish the proof of Prop. Ml

Proof of Prop. [ Combining (28) with the bounds proven in Lemma [5] Lemma [6] Lemma
[0, Lemma B and Lemma [0 we conclude that

e B2 Hyel” = dran(N = 1)+ Ag + Hi + Hy + Qb+ Q3 + Q4 + & (54)
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where
+E SN PQu+ [N~ + NNy +1) + NTUeN? 4 N2, (55)
and where we defined
N(N N
Ao = — [ > V() + > V- Q)cppcpq]
Ip|<Ne [p|>N,|g|<N=
N(N -1 N N N
= —%)[ >, W) + Vs e)pp— ), VN(p—q)wp@q]-
Ip|<N« Ipl,lg|<Ne

The second term in the parenthesis can be estimated as in (B3]). Setting, in position space,
f=14 ¢ we find

=MD Sy e ), + O, (56)

2
lp|<N<
From (I6l), we have m(O) = 8may. Hence
(Vv * f)(p) — 8man/N| <f V() f(z)|e™"* — 1]dz < C|p|/N?. (57)
A
Moreover, from the scattering equation (I4]), we find

Yp = 7535

which implies, by (57)),

¢
Ip|N?Z

dman

1 ~ ~
’(Pp“rN—pQ Q—Zﬂ‘(VN*f)(p)_8ﬂ-aN‘<

Inserting in (B6), we obtain

(47TC1N)2 o
Ag= ). 5 O,
pl<ne P

To conclude the proof of Prop. [ we still have to compare the operator Q’z appearing on
the r.h.s. of (54]) with the operator Q2 defined in (25]). From (27)), we can write, using again
the notation f =1+ ¢,

- 1 o
Q/2 — QQ = — (VN * f)(p) — Tai apgag — = VN p q)cpan T, apag + h.c.
9 P 9 p@—p
lp|<N p.la[<N
(58)
The first term on the r.h.s. of (B8) can be bounded with (&1) by

) [(VN*f)(p)—SW%] (afa’ aoao + h.c.)

1 Q.
S yllPxpinal2WVs + 1) < N7 RN 1),
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As for the second term on the r.h.s. of (BS), we set ¢ = @pX|pj<ne and we estimate,
switching to position space,

+ Z(VN # ) (p) aLaT_paoao + h.c.
)

=+ j daxdy Vy(z — y)¢<($ - y)alazaoao + h.c.
A2
<6Qs+ 6T N2 Un |1 |@=|% < 6Q4 + 6 NI < NTO2Q, + N1H50/2

since <[l < [l¢=<[1 < N®, from Lemma (in the last step, we chose § = N~%?2). The last
two estimates show that the difference Q} — Q2 can be added to the error (53] and conclude
therefore the proof of Prop. [l O

4. CUBIC RENORMALIZATION

While conjugation with €52 allowed us to renormalize the quadratic part of the Hamil-
tonian Hy, regularizing the off-diagonal term ()2, it did not significantly change the cubic
operator Q3. To renormalize ()3, we proceed with a second conjugation, with a unitary
operator €53, where

Bg = Z @pX\q\sNa aLJran,paqao — h.C., (59)
P
with the same 0 < o < 1 used in the definition (I7) of ¢. Similarly as we did in Lemma [3] for
the action of By, it is important to notice that conjugation with €% does not substantially
change the number of excitations.

Lemma 10. For all s € [—1;1] and all k € N, we have
i[e_553./\/+6583 - N+] < N2(N, + 1), (60)
e BN, + DFesB < (W) + 1), (61)

Proof. We proceed similarly as in the proof of [7, Prop. 5.1]. For £ € F, we set f(s) =
(&,e7 B3N, 4 1)esB3¢). For s e (0;1), we find

F'(s) = (€, e B[Ny + 1), Bs]e™™€)

= Z PpX|ql<ne <&, B*SBSanaT_paqaoeSBS@ + h.c.
P
s 5Z<§’ e *%al ol ja_pap ™) + 57 Z |Bp” (&, e P alagafage”®e)
P v

S 8 BNTe ) + COTIN||3E e BN E) < N7 f(s)

(62)

where we put § = N~17%2 and we used that Ny, Ny < N, |l¢|2 S N7'=%2, by Lemma 21
With Gronwall’s lemma [26], Theorem 1.2.2], we obtain f(s) < (&, (N4 + 1)&), for all s €
[—1;1], proving (GI]). Inserting this estimate on the r.h.s. of (62]) and integrating over s, we
obtain (60). For k£ > 1, the bound (61]) can be shown similarly. O

The operator Bs is chosen (similarly as we did with Bs in Section3]) so that the commutator
[H + Qu, B3], arising from conjugation with €53, 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

678367821'[]\[682683

dray(N 1)+ Ly o)

e P (63)
+ Z p° + 87raNX‘p‘<Na)aTap + = Z 8ray|a L TPT + h.c.] + Q4 + Egs,
p |p|<N"
with
+Ep, S N732H + N™2Qq + N™*P(N + 1) (64)
6
+ ]\7(30171)/2(./\/'Jr + 1)3/2 + ]\7714r5oz/2(-/\/'Jr + 1)2.
To prove Prop. [I1] we define

L3 :=[Hi + Q4. B3] + Qs. (65)

Starting from (23)), we compute

dray)? -
e Bse B2 HyeP2ePs — Aman (N — 1) — Z @ — e B (Hy + Qs + 552)653
pi<ne P
1

=H{+Q4+ j e tBs [H1 + Qq, Bg]etBth + e*Bi”QgeB3
0
1

=Hi+ Q4+ f eftBS(—Qg + Fg)etBSdt + eiBSQgeBS
0

which leads to

4 . .
e BB eP2els = dray(N —1) + Z M +Hi+Q4+ e (H2 + Q2 + 582)683
lp|<N«
1 11
N f e—tB3 T, otBa gy +j f 155 [, Bs]e!Bodids .
0 0 Js
(66)

To show Prop. [[Il 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 I's.

Lemma 12. We have

[Hy,Bs] = Z VN(p —7)(do,r + <pr)X‘p‘>NaX‘q‘<Naa;f,Jran,paqao +hoc+ Emy By (67)
Psq;T

Q4,B3 Z VN SDT'X|q|<N°‘( I)—i—an—paqa’O + hC) + g[Q4,B3]’ (68)
P9

where
+ €011, 55 S N7PH + N7 4 1),
+E(Qu By S N Y2Qu + N1V, 4 1)2
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Proof. A simple computation shows that

[Hy,Bs] = Y [(p+ 0)* + P* — ¢*] @pXjgienatl g0’ paqao + hec.,
b,q

= ZZp wpx‘qKNaaLJrq T,paqao + h.c. + 5[H1733]7
g

with

El 5] = 2D .P - APpXjql<Neh4a] jagag + h.c.
p,q

Using the scattering equation (I4) yields (67). We now estimate &z, g,)- Using [¢| < N
we find, for any ¢ > 0,

ig[HLBg = +22p : q¢pX|q|<Naa;+an_p(N+ + 1)71/2(./\/-4,_ + 1)1/2aqa0 + h.c.

<5Zp 0ty + D)7 papig 070 Y IR al(Wy + Dag(afao)
Dlg|<Ne

S 0Hy + 6 N RN + )%
Choosing § = N—3%/2 we conclude that
£E(u1,.8,) € NTHPH + NTUORWVL 12
Let us now turn to (68). Recalling (I0) and (59), we find
[Q4, B3] = 5 Z Z VN (1) @mXnj<nalabsralapagr, aly s al anag] + hec.

0,9 T,

% Z Z VN(T)QEmXWgNQ

T‘?p?q m?”

T T T T f i
X {aer,,a(T] [apaqM, am+na,m]anao + ay pnal,, [aerra(T], anao]apanrr .

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

[Q4, B3] = Z Vi (p — T)(ﬁrX\q\sNa(a;Jrqaipaqao +h.c.) + &Q,.8s]

r7p7q
where
= [/ 5 f f
25[6‘24’83] - Z VN(T)(‘OWMPJFT\SNQ Umyptrdm@ I]aq-i-rapao
p7q7m77‘
Vi (r)@ al o al al. agirapa
NAT)PmX|q|<N® CmtqO—mApyrGqt+rapGo
p,qg,m,r
ool
+ Z VN )(‘OmXMJrT m|<Ne QpgpG_p @ gaq+r mapao
p,q,m,r
? ~ T
+ Z Vv (1) fm X |p—m| < e ap+ra—ma;aq+rapfmao
p7q7m7r
) 5 i f
+ Z VN(T)SO—q—rX‘m‘gNOé a’erTa;afq r+mpAmao
p7q7m77‘

+ Z VN (T)P—pX|p—m|<Ne a;Jrra];aT_maqHap,mao + h.c. =: Z &;.
p7q7m7r 3
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For a parameter § > 0, we find
+&1 S 0|Vl jenelNT + 071213 Ix < na liNFNG

< ]\7714r5oz/2-/\/;2r

where in the last step, we chose § = N~%2 and we used Ny < N (and Lemma [2). To
estimate &, ..., &, we switch to position space. For arbitrary § > 0, we find

+& =+ f ) dzdyVn(z — y)X|.j<ne (2 — y)alal($*)alaza,a0 + h.c.
A

< 0l e B Quabao +0°1 [ dadyViy(e — y)alal (F)alasa(@)a.
A

g 5N1+3CVQ4 + 5*1N7370¢N’i

< N—Oé/2Q4 + N_2+5a/2./\/_?_,

where, in the last line, we fixed § = N~1=7%/2_ Similarly, we find
+& = if dzdyVy(z — y)a;ﬂazaT(4,22)a()2f|<Na)a$ao + h.c.
A2 h

< 6Qq + 8T NVl Xy <va Bl GIEAN + 1)°
< N*Q/2Q4 + N72+5a/2(./\/’+ + 1)37

taking 6 = N~%/2. Furthermore, for an arbitrary & € F, we have

(6 EO1 = | | | dadyViv(o = ) e (@ = 2)6 alalel (3)a0.006)|

< %) j<nvello jm daedyViy (z — y)|aa-a($")¢]ayazaot|

< Ixenalil@lal Vvl [¢6N2E) + <& NENGE)]
< N—1+5a/2<£,./\/’i£>.

As for &5, we estimate

& = if dodyVy(z — y)o(y — z)aLaLaL(NJr + )TV 1)1/2axa()2f‘<Na)ao + h.c.
A2

<0Qu+6" ng dedyVy(z — y)|¢(z — y)IQaLaT(Xf‘SNa)aB(NJF + Daoa(X] < ne)a

S 0Qa+ 0 NIV |1 X< 3IGI5 NG + 1)
< N—Oé/2Q4 + N—2+5a/2j\/'i’

choosing again § = N~%2._ By a simple change of variable, it is easy to check that & = &s.
This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

With the bounds from the last lemma, we can estimate the operator I's, defined in (G5]).
Lemma 13. We have

+T3 < N732H + N72Qu + N3PV, +1)32 4 NTUS2(N L+ )20 (70)
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Proof. With Lemma [I2] we find, using the scattering equation (I4]),

T3 = [Hi + Qu, B3] + Qs = Q31 + Q32+ Q5 + Ey,Bs] + €1Q4,Bs]

with
Qg,l = — Zp2@pX‘p‘SNo¢X‘q‘gNa a;+qaipaqao + h.c., (71)
P,
Q39 = — Z Vi(p — )%rX|r|<NeX|g| <N aLJran,paqao + h.c., (72)
p?q?r
Q; = Z VN(p)X\q\>Naa;;+an—pa’qa0 +h.c. (73)
P,

It follows easily from Lemma [2] that HX‘p‘SNangﬁpHQ < N—1H30/2: thys

Denoting gplf = PpX|p|<Ne; We write (32 in position space as

i@gg =+ f dedydz Vv (z —y)@~ (2 — y)X|.|<ne (2 — z)alazazao + h.c.
AS
<0Qu + 5 NIV 6= Bl jenalZ N + 1)

< N—a/2Q4 + N—2+5a/2<N+ + 1)7
where we chose § = N~%2 and we used the estimate

fA QT(Xf\gNa)a(Xf|<Na)dx = dF(X|2p|<Na) < HXHSNO‘HgONJr <N (74)

Proceeding similarly, we find

+Q3 =+ f dzdydz Vi (z — y)X|.|>ne (T — z)alazazao + h.c.
A3

<O0Qu 4 6N V|| Hy < N™¥2Qu + N7392 Hy,

where we took § = N~%2 and we used that

L ' (Xf|ona)a(Xf o ya)de = ) aba, < NT2*Hy.
lp|>N«

Combining the bounds for Q371, Q372, Q3 with the estimates for 5, 5,], €[, B;] from Lemma

2l we obtain (70). O

In order to obtain similar bounds also for the integral, we also need a-priori control on
growth of Hy, Q4.

Lemma 14. We have

efngQZleng < Q4 _|_N+ +1+ N71+5a/2(N+ + 1)27 (75)
e BB S Hy + Qu+ Ny +1+ NN +1)2% (76)
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Proof. For arbitrary & € F, we define f(s) = (£,e *53Q4e5B3¢), so that

F'(s) = (&, e [Qu, Bs]e*™¢) .
From Lemma [I2] we find

Q4,83 Z VN SDTX\q\<Na( ;+an_paqa0 + h.C.) + 5[Q4,33].
P9

where
+E0s 8] < N72Qu + N7\ 4 1)2.
Switching to position space, we have
Z VN(P - T)@T‘X|q|§NQ(a;+qaipaqa0 + h.c.)
T‘?p?q

Z VN 7)PrX|ql<Ne (@ ;Jran aqao + h.c.)
7,psq

= fAQ dady Vi (z — y)@(x — y)alala(){ﬁgNQ)ao + h.c.

< Qut [ dady Vvl = 9)lé(e ) Palad (6 aneJali <y o
< Qu+ NIVl 81%Ix7 <nalloo S Qa + N,
where we used Lemma [2] and we argued as in ([74]). We conclude that
+[Qu, B3] € Qu+ Ny + NTIP2(N, 4+ 1)%
Therefore, using Lemma [3, we find
F'(5) S f(5) + &N + N7 (N +1)%).

By Gronwall, we obtain (75)).
To prove (Z6), we proceed similarly. For € € F, we define g(s) = (£, e 553 H e553¢), for
any |s| < 1, which leads to

g'(s) = (& e B3 HyesPs¢).

From Lemma [I2] we have

[Hl, Bg Z VN —7)(do,r + QDT)X‘p‘>NaX|q|<NaaL+q T,paqao +h.c. + &y By
P.a,r
where
£Et1y,50) < NTHVH) 4+ NTUSOR(WVL 12
Writing X|p|>ne = 1 — X|p|<ne, We decompose
Z Viv(p —7) (80, + gor)x‘p‘>NaX‘q‘gNaa;Jran_paqao +he. =& +&
p7q7r

where
&=+ J . dedyVn(z —y)(1 + @) (z — y)aTa a(Xl |<Na)a0 +h.c.
A

< Qa+ NIVN (L + @)% Ix) j<nalZNs < Qa+ N
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and

+& =+ Z VN(p —1)(dor + gor)x‘p‘gNaX‘q‘SNaa;Jran_paqao + h.c.
p7q7r

< IV + @)oo [ SN + 67 Vv 13N
< N [(wi + 5*1N1+3°‘N+] <N, + N~L¥sap2
choosing in the last step § = N3®. Thus, with Lemma [, we find

g'(s) £ f(5) +9(s) + (& Ni&) + NTE (W +1)%).
With (75) and applying Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain (70)). O

In the next lemma, we control the contribution on the r.h.s. of (66]), arising from the
commutator [Q3, Bs].

Lemma 15. We have
1 1
f f e B3[Q3, BslePdtds = 2(8man — V(0))Ny + E[qs.54]»
0 Js
with
+EQy85) S N TOHL + N7PQu+ [N 4+ NTUW + 1) + NP2 4 1)2,

Proof. We compute

[Q3,Bs] = Z VN(F)@T’XMSNQ [a;r)Jranfpaan + agaj;a—papﬂa alﬂairasao - agala—rar+s]
p?q?T‘?S
N Te(0)d ot ot b
N(p)ngXMSNa [ap+qa—pa’qa’0’ ar-‘:—sa—rasao] +h.c.
p7q7r7s
+ Z VN(P)@rX\SKNa [agaza,raHs,a;+qa1paqa0] +h.c. =: (I) + (I).
p7q7r7s

(77)
We start by estimating the term (I). With the canonical commutation relations, we obtain
(I = Z Vn(p) [957’X\q—r|<NO‘a;+an—paT—7~aqfr + SéqX\r\gNaa;-g-an—paT—q-i-rar
p7q7r
- - 78
- <p7’X|qup‘SN°‘al+p+qa1ra1paq — <PrX|p|<NaaLpaLa;+qaq] agpag + h.c. (78)

= (Da + @p + ) + (Da.

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

(), = if

- dzdy Vn (z — y)alazaT(gZx)a(XﬁgNa)aoao + h.c.
< 0Qu+57 [ dady Vit = 9)al (7 c)a(E)al (B0 o o
< 0Qu + 0 N Bl Viv 1l < ve 5 (W +1)2

S0Qq + 5T NTTH NG 4+ 1)P S NTVRPQu 4+ NTITOR (NG 4 1)
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where we used that ANy < N and the bound (74) and, in the last step, we set § = N~%/2,
The second term in (78) is dealt with similarly. We obtain

+(I), =+ J dzdydz Vy(z — y)@(z — 2) alalala(;{ﬁgN&)aoao + h.c.
A3

<0Qu+ 07! [ | dadyd Viv(e — p)ldle — 2)Pal (e OV -+ D v Jafabanas
< 6Qa + 5T N?|B3 1 Vv lllx) e |2 N4 + 1)
< Nfa/2Q4 + ]\771704/2(-/\/'Jr + 1)2

choosing again § = N~%2. As for the third term in ([78]), we bound it, for an arbitrary § > 0,
with Cauchy—SchwarZ by

<90 Z |VN |ar+p+qa a (N+ + 1) A—pQ—rQr4p+q
p,q,T

+0° ! Z |VN H‘pr| X|g+p|<NaGyq (N+ + 1)aqa$a$a0a0
p,q,r

< (8 Vlloo + 67 NIBI31 Vi # x| <nvalloo) (N + 1)
< N—1+5a/2(N+ + 1)2

where at the end we took d = N~ and we used |Viy * X||<nello < HVNHOOHX\-\sNaﬂl <
N—1+32 The last term in (78) can be bounded, again by Cauchy-Schwarz, by

+(D)a < 6N+ +1)° + 5 N2V I 12131 jane i Ve + 1) < NTHEWL + 1)

where we used § = N*.
Let us now consider the term (II) in (77). We write

(II) = Z VN (p)@rX|s|<Ne
p7q77"78
79
X {agal [a,ra,urs, a;+an_p] aqao + a;Jran_p [agal, aqao]a,rarﬂ} + h.c. ( )

: (ID)q + (ID) .

With
a;+an_p [agaz, aqao]a,rarﬂ = —0gq ap+an pagaoa,rarﬂ — a;+qa1paqala,rar+s
we obtain
(I = — Z VN(p)(ﬁTXIQKNO‘ a;+qaipa$a0a—rar+q
p?q?r
_ V()3 A
N(p)SDrX|s\<Na Apt g0 QsqQrCris
p7q7r7s
— > UN(P)BrXjglene Gy g pa—rariq = (D)1 + (D)2 + (D)3
p?T‘?q

We can bound (II),3 switching to position space. We find
+(I)pg = £ f dzdydudv Vi (z — y)X||<ne (T — u)p(u — v)alazauav + h.c.
A4

S 81213 Qa + 5 Xy a3 Wi +1)* £ N72Qq + N3N, + 1),
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The term (II),; can be bounded analogously, but it contains an additional factor Ny =
agao < N. Thus
i(II)bl < N—a/2Q4 +N—1+5O¢/2<N+ + 1)2

Also (IT)p; can be bounded in position space. We obtain

+(ID)pe = if dzdydu Vy(z — y) o} T T()q ‘<Na)ama(g2u)au + h.c.
A3

< 01X j<ve 3 QaNG + 6 [V @13+ +1)° £ N7O2Qq + NIV, + 1)

where we chose § = N~1-7/2,
Let us now consider the term (II),, defined on the r.h.s. of (79). With

T Tt
aoal [a_rarJrs, aerqa,p]aqao

= agal{(s—r,p+qalpar+s + 5r,pa;;+qar+s + 5r+s,p+qa—ratp + 5r+s,—pa—ra;+q}aqa0
we obtain, rearranging terms in normal order (with appropriate changes of variables)

(IT), = Z (VN(P) + VN(p - Q))SépX\Q\SNaaga;aqao
p,q

+4 Z VN(p)gbp+qX|s‘<Na agazaipa,p,qﬂaqao + h.c. (80)
p7q7s

=23 (Viv(p) + Vv (p — 0)) BpXjg<vaadalagao + (Iay

where we can bound, with Ny = a;gao < N,
(1) < NI Vivloo 01613 + 6~ Iy e B2 € N + 1)

choosing § = N'~®. Collecting all the estimates we proved so far, we conclude from (Z7)
that

[Q3,B5] = 22 (Vv (p) + Vv (p — Q))QapX|q|<Naa$aj;aqa0 + &

P
where

+ & $ N™PQq+ NN, +1)% (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;gao = N — N, by a factor of N, since

£ D05 (5) + Vil = Dpeneafocy < NP +1° 5 NHAL 1)
Moreover, from

£ N (Vo — ) = V() Gpxiganeafag
Y2

S D/ NIV olBplxigeneafag < [@1 NN < NTHON,, (82)
D,q
we arrive at

[Qs3,B5] = 4NZ Vi (p)@p Z al;aq + &

p lg|<Ne
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where

+E < N™2Qq + NTITON, + NP2\, 4 1)2,

Conjugating with 53 and integrating over t, s, we obtain, with the help of Lemma [I0J] and
Lemma [I4] (and of the observation that the first estimate in Lemma [I0 also holds, if we
replace, on the Lh.s. N} by 2ipl<Ne a;r,ap),

1,1
J j e tBs [Qs, Bg]etB?’dtds = 2NZ VN (q)@q Z a;,ap + &3
0 s q Ipl<Ne
where
+E8 SN 2(Qu+ Ny + 1)+ NTHON, + N7IF2(A7 41)2.

The claim now follows from (I9]) and the observation that

Ny — Z a;,ap: Z a;apémeHl.

lp|<Ne Ip|=N«
d
Finally, we consider the conjugation of the operator Q», defined in 25).
Lemma 16. We have
6783(22683 = QQ + 5@2 (83)
with
3 —1/2+a 3/2 —3/2+a 5/2
t85, S N Ny + 172+ N Ny +1)7=.
Proof. We have
~ ~ 1 ~
e B3Quels — Qy = f e B3[Qq, B3le*B3ds
0
dray b sBat ot B3
=~ Z e [ala!l  apag + h.c., Bsle®3ds.
[r|<Ne VO
We compute the commutator
[afal agao + hc..al, a' agag —h.c] (84)
r&—r@0¢0 o Uppq—pUqto L
= [alal ,a0ag,al, al aga0] + [a}alara_,,a, al agag] + h.c
Pl @000, Upq g —pUqg®0 oUoUrt—r, pq qt—pUq®0 .C.

= 2{“2}“2} (5p+q,raT—pafpfq + 5p7ra;+qap>aqa0

- 5r7qa;+an_paT_qa0a0ao - a;Jran_pagaqara,r} + h.c. (85)
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Hence, we obtain

4
7;\5;N Z [ala]t_raoa(] + h.c., Bg]

Irl<Ne

_ Sman - Fott
TN Z PpX|q|<N>yAoQ_pa—p—qAg@o
P.q:lp+g|<N
4ran

. Pt
Z PpX|gl<Nalpqd—_pd—_qaoadodo
plg|<N®

47TCLN ~
- Z cppx‘q‘gNaa;,Jran,paI)aqara_r =: (I) + (IT) + (III).
P,q,|r| <N

With Cauchy-Schwarz and using the bounds from Lemma 2] we can bound
+(1) S N7V 4+ 1)3/2
+(IT) £ N™V2H W, +1)%2
+(IT1) < N™¥2H(N, +1)%2,

The claim now follows with Lemma [I0] O

We are now ready to conclude the proof of Prop. [I1l

Proof of Prop. [[1l. Recall from (66]) that
dmay)? s~
e Bie B HyeP2eBs = dmay(N —1) + Y. @ + Hi+ Qq+ e B3(Hy + Qo + Ep, )
lp|<Ne

1 1,1
+J eftBSI‘getB?’dt +j f e B3 [Q3,83]6t83dtd5
0 0 Js

where
+&, < N™2Q + [N7%2 4 N7 N + 1) + N~1eN2 + N72H).
With Lemma [0 and Lemma [T4] this also implies that
te B3, e < NT2Qq + N72Hy + [N~/% + N1 (N, +1)
+ N7 +1)2

Applying the first bound in Lemma [I0 to the operator Ha = (2V (0) — 8may )N, defined in
([24]), we obtain

i|:6_83g2683 — ﬁg] < N—a/Z(N+ + 1)
Combining Lemma [[3] with Lemma [I4] we obtain

1
f e 1Bs FgetBS de
0

< N73e2f + N2, + ]\/—O‘/Q(J\/Jr +1)
4 ]\7304/2—1/20\/3r + 1)3/2 +N_1+5a/2(/\/'+ + 1)2‘



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

Together with the bounds in Lemmas [I5] and [16] and with the observation that

8man Z a;ap < N722H,
|p|>Ne

we conclude the proof of Prop. I1l O

5. DIAGONALIZATION OF QUADRATIC HAMILTONIAN

From Prop. Il we find
e_B3e_BQHNeB2eB3

1 8
=dran(N=1)+7 ), (WaN + > Plafa,+Q
4 p?
lp|<Ne |p|>N" (86)
CL 0a
+ > (p* + 8may)a) 0 O Oq Z 8ray|a TO +hel +&,
Ip|<N« \p\<Na

with an error & satisfying the bound (64]). Here we used the observation that, on the sector
{N = N}, we can write

agao + Ny +1

Z (p* + 87raN)a;,ap = Z (»* + 87TC(N)CL; I ap
Ip|<Ne Ip|<Ne
2 al 1 2
- ¥ wrsrond ety 3 0F+ sran)dNay
Ip|<Ne Ip|< N«
where the term
1
N Z (»* + 87raN)a; Nia, S N*7Y N, +1)2
lp|<N<

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 ag, ao VN, this operator is approximately quadratic),
we define, for |p| < N¢, the coefficients

1 16man
Tp = —Zlog {1+ > ]
so that
8
tanh(27,) = 72&.
p? + 8man

We also introduce the notation 7y, = cosh 7, and v, = sinh 7.

Lemma 17. We have the pointwise bound v, <1 and 7,,v, < X|p|<Na/p2. Moreover,
Il < lmle 1 vl <lvlesl, v =1o<ly—12s1

and

[Tl < Il = N% 7o < v s N
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With these coefficients, we can write

Q
M (p + 8ray) ; Z 8man[a 3\[0 +hel
lp| <N |p|<N“

T a
— N VI T (el by ) (- )

Ip|<Ne
1
~ 3 Z [p? + 8man — +/[p|* + L6manp?] + 6
lp|<N<
with an error § satisfying
+5 S NN, +1).

Here, we used the relations

1 >+8
'yg + yz = cosh(27,) = = p4 N 5 5
\/1 — tanh?(27,) VIp* + 16mayp
tanh(27,) _ 8ray

29pvp = sinh(27,) = = )
\/1 — tanh?(27,) VIpl* + 16manp?

1 1p? 4 8may — +/|p|* + 16manp?
Vg §[COSh(27p)_1] 2p il ]|V‘4+1|2;| 27T NP )
VP TaAND
and the commutator
a} PR O R Lo

1
a_p,=1- N(./\/Jr + aT,pa_p).

[Ta_p, 7p\/7] = %% ~ 774
The contribution proportional to N~! on the r.h.s. of the last equation produces (using
Lemma [I7) the error d. Inserting in (86]), we conclude that

678367821'[]\[682683

1 8 2

jpl<Ne & (&7)
+ Z V|p[* + 16Tanp? (prp + 1 ,p) (wpb + upb Z p? al pap + Qs + &,
|p|<Na |p|>Ne

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

annihilation operators
t

- % P of %0
bp = \/—Nap, bp = ap\/—N (88)
satisfying the commutation relations
Ny 1
bl = L] =0 [t} = 0,01~ 55) Ll (59)

and [a;r,ar, b,];] = 5r,qb};, [a};ar, bg] = —0p,qbr. On states with few excitations ao,a;g ~ /N we
have b}; ~ a;, b, ~ a,. According to Bogoliubov theory, we can therefore expect that the
operators (pr;,. + vpb_p) and (y,bp + Vpr_p) can be rotated back to b;, and, respectively, by,
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through conjugation of the Hamiltonian with the unitary transformation generated by the
antisymmetric operator

1 1 aoa
By = 5 Z Tp (b;r;bT—p —bpb_p) = B Z Tp(a;atp% —he).
[p|<Ne lp|<N

Notice that B4 has the same form as the operator B defined in ([I3]) (with a different choice
of the coefficients, of course; here it is more convenient to keep the factor N~! out of Tp)-
To control the action of By, we will need rough a-priori bounds on the growth of the number
and the energy of the excitations.

Lemma 18. For every ke N, we hcweﬂ

e BNV, + DREP < (V. + DF, (90)

Moreover
e BiH P < H + N©, (91)
e BrQueP S Qu+ NP2 NTHWV, +1)2 (92)

Proof. The proof of ([Q0) is standard (based on Gronwall’s lemma and on the bounds in
Lemma [7). To prove ([@I), we define g(s) = e 51 He%B* and we compute (using the
commutation relations after (89]))

g'(s) = e *BiH\, Byle®Bs = Z pPrye b [b;(,blp + h.(:.]eSB4 < e BB Z p27'§.
lp|<Ne lp|<Ne
From Lemma [I7], we have Zp p?72 < N9, with Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain (I1).
In order to show (@2)), we set h(s) = e~*54Q4e°B4, then
B (s) = e~ [Qu, Ba]e™™. (93)
Proceeding as in (B8]), we find (we use here the convention that 7, = 0, for |¢| > N¢)

1 N N
Qs Ba] = 3 D (Vv ) (@blp!, + > V(g — p)7bl o gblal s, + hec.
q p,q,s

Switching to position space, we write

[Q4,B4] = % fAQ dzdyVy(x — y)7(z — y)bLbL + JAS dedydzVy(x — y)7(z — z)blbzalay + h.c.
With the bounds from Lemma [I7] we conclude

+[Q4,B4] £ Q4+ N71F22 4 NTHNL +1)2
Inserting this in (93], applying ([@0) and then Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain (92]). O

We are now ready to state the main result of this section, which shows that conjugation
with e84 diagonalize the quadratic part of the Hamilton operator.

IThe 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 > 0.
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Proposition 19. We have
6784678367821'[]\[682683684

_aray(N 1)+ 23 [Vt + 1omanp? - p? — smay + ST
N B - p NP p N o2 (94)
+ 2Vt + 16manp? afay + e H1Qael + £,
p

where
+Ep, S N32(H, + N®) + N7%2e7B1Q e + N2V, +1)
+ ]\[(30471)/2(./\/'Jr + 1)3/2 + ]\7714r5oz/2(./\/'Jr + 1)2.
Proof. For s € [0;1], we define

E(s)= > /Ipl* + 16manp?® (vib} + vib_p) (v3bp + v5b',)

Ip|< N

with the operators bp,b;, defined in (88) and with the notation v, = cosh(s7,) and v, =
sinh(s7,). In particular, for s = 1, this is exactly the operator appearing in (7)), on the
third line of the equation. For # in the sector {N" = N}, we define fy, : [0;1] — R by

fu(s) = (e *B1E(s)eP1y) .
The idea is that the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e*54 approximately cancels (on
states with few excitations) the symplectic rotations determined by the coefficients ~,, v, (it
would precisely cancel it, if the operators b;, b, satisfied canonical commutation relations);
hence, on states with few excitations, we expect fy to be approximately constant in s. More
precisely, we claim that

[fu(s)] < N2, (W + 1)) (96)
Assuming for a moment (O6) to hold true, we could conclude, integrating over s € [0; 1], that
e BiE(1)ePr = E(0) + 6
with
+5 < N2 YW +1)2.
With the bounds from Lemma [I§ (and noticing that the action of B4 on the high-momenta
part of the kinetic energy is trivial), this would imply that
678467836782}[]\[682683684

1 8 2

2
pl<nve P (97)

i
+ p|* + 16manp?al 209, plala, + e B1QueB + €,
P N P pUpP

lp|<N« |p|>Ne

where £ satisfies (05). Writing aoag = azgao +1=N—N; +1, we could then replace

T
apaq,
Z Ip|* + 16mayp? GLTOCLP = Z Ip|* + 16mayp? a;,ap +46

Ip| <N« |p| <N«
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with
Z p[* + 16manpPal(Ny + Da, < NN, +1)2,
|p|<Na
Furthermore, since

Smay)?
‘pQ + 8may —+/|p|* + 16mayp? — %] <(1+pH)7?

we could write

8 2
> [pQ + 8man —+/|p|* + 16mayp? — (Bran ) mg) ]

2
|p|<Ne p

8 2
= Z {pQ + 8may — /|p|* + 16mayp? — (7;#]2\7)] + O(N™9).
P
)

Similarly, from [p? — +/|p[* + 16mayp?| < 1, we could bound
+ Y [p? = /Ip/* + L6manp?|afa, < N7*H; .

|p|>Ne

Inserting all these estimates in (7)), we would end up with ([©@4]) and (©5]).
It remains to show the bound (@6]). To this end, we observe that

oFE
fw _ _<1/}’ sB4E —SB4¢> <¢7 584{[84, ( )] %}6_884¢> (98)
We have, denoting €p = 4/|p|* + 16manp?,
[Bs, E( Z Ep Z o{[ bTbT Sb; +upb_p) | (vbp + V;bip)

\p\<N°‘ lg|<Ne
+ (30l + vsbop) [ohbL, (v3by + w30l )]} + hec

A long but straightforward computation, based on the commutation relations (89), leads to
[34, E(s)]

N S 1 S N S
==3 Z EpTpYyp bJr N)( >0y +1/pr_p) 2 Z 6prup(1—W+)bT( by +1/pr_p)

\p\<Na \p\sNa
%I Z 6p7p7p (v5bh + l/zs;bfp)bT_ (1- % - - |p|;w TS (Y0 + 12b_,) (1 %)bT_p
+ % " Z EpTqVy [bLaT_qa,p + aga,pblq](ygbp + I/;bT_p)
pl.lgl<Ne
* % Z EPTQVP(VPbT + vpb- )[b;atqap +a apr ] +h.c.
Ipllg|<N .

To compute the explicit time derivative of the observable E(s), on the other hand, we notice

that dv,/ds = 7,v, and that dv,/ds = 77v,. Thus, we obtain

0E(s)

s = Z 6p7'p( bp + vpb,p) (pr + Vst ) Z 6p7'p(’)/pb + v, 5h_ )(1/ by + WSbT_p) .
[p|< N« Ip|< N«
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Combining the last equation with ([@9), we observe that (as expected) all large contributions
cancel. We find

0E(s) 1
[B4,E(s)] + = =N Z apry;Ner;(*y;bp—l—V;bip)
lp|<N<
1
+ Z EpTpYp (’y;b;, + V;b_p)./\ﬂrbip
Ip|<N®
1
+ — Z EpTaV) bqa,qa_p(fypb —i—l/pr,p)
Ipl,lgl<N®

1
+ — Z EpTqVp (vpr + b )bga_qap +h.c.
pl;lal<N

Using the bounds in Lemma [I7} with the estimate €, < p? and the restrictions [p|, |¢| < N®
we arrive at

0E(s)
0s

+ {[84, E(S)] +
From (O8], this implies that
F4(5)] 5 NN e BN, + 1)),
Applying Lemma [I8, we obtain (96l). O

} < NN +1)2.

6. OpTiIMAL BEC AND PROOF OF THEOREM [

Let us denote

HN—HN 47TC(N +

8
3 {\/|p|4 Tomanp? — p® — Smay + gaf;) ] (100)
p

DN | =

and
Ey = > 4/ Ipl* + p*16may afay, . (101)
P
Moreover, let U = eB2eB3eB1. Observe that U is a unitary operator. From Prop. [, we have
UTHNU = E + e B1QuePt + &g, (102)

where &, satisfies the bound ([@3]). To prove that the error term &g, is small, we show first
that low-energy states exhibit complete Bose-Einstein condensation.

Proposition 20 (Optimal BEC). On {N = N}, we have
Hy = 4rayN + C7'N, - C, (103)
for some constant C > 0 independent of N.

Proof. To take care of the terms on the second line of (03]), we use localization in the number
of particles, a tool developed in [I7] and, in the present setting, in [7]. We make use, here,
of the results of [I8] 19, 24], which imply that, if n € L2(AY) is a normalized sequence of
approximate ground states of the Hamilton operator Hpy, satisfying

1
N<7;Z)N, Hyvyn) —4man| — 0
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as N — o0, then ¥y exhibit condensation, in the sense that
1
lim — = 0. 104
A =, Nayn) (104)

Let now f,g: R — [0, 1] be smooth functions, such that f(s)? + g(s)? =1 for all s € R, and
f(s)=1for s <1/2, f(s) =0 for s > 1. For My > 1, we define fy;,(Ny) = f(Ny/Mp) and
g, (N+) = g(Ny/Mp). Then, we have
Hy = faoHN farg + 9vo HN G0 + Ey (105)
with .
Emp = 5([fM0’[fM0’HN]] + (900, (9010, HN]]) - (106)
In view of (@), we can write (with h = f, g),

[Ptgs [hge, HN]] = [RN+/Mo) — (N5 — 2)/Mo)] Z Vv(p)ajal ,aoao + hec.,

p#0
2
T (AN /Mo) — RS = D/M)] ) Vn(r)al,,alaga0 + b,
q,r,q+7r#0
This easily implies that
+E0y S My (Qq + N)LIMo/3SN+<2Mo} (107)

We choose My = €N, for some € > 0, independent of IV, to be fixed later on. We introduce
the notation NY = UTN, U. We use (I02) with the bound (@5)) for the error term &y; we
pick a = —log ¢/log N, so that N® = 1/¢, for some ¢ > 0, independent of N, to be specified
below. For N large enough, we obtain from Prop. [I9]

Frag NG HN fatg (N4 ) = U farg WEOUTHNU farg (W EOUT
> U fagNY) (Amay N + Hy — C + e B4QueB + &) fary WHUT
> UfayNY) (dmay N + (1 — CLY2 — C52N1 — 00772y (Hy +1)
+ (1= COY)eB1QueB) fary (WU
> fa, N (drayN — C + C7INY), (108)

choosing first £ > 0 small enough and then ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. Here, we used (M, +1)7 <
(NY +1) (as follows from Lemma 3, Lemma[I0 and Lemma[I8), to estimate the error terms
on the second line of ([@5]). Moreover, we bounded ./\/'Jr,Nf < Hi.

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

gve NG (Hy — 4man N)gar, Ny) = C7 N L g, (N2 (109)
Indeed, otherwise we could find a normalized sequence Wy, supported on {N, > &N},
satisfying
%@/JN’HNl/JN%I/N —4mray| — 0
as N — oo, in contradiction with (I04]).

Finally, we deal with the error term Epj,—.n. For ¢y with (YN, Hytony) < CN, we
immediately find, from (I07]), that

GbNy EMtg=eNUNY S € 2N L,



BOGOLIUBOV THEORY 35

Since (I03) holds trivially, on states with (¢, HntYn) = CN, this, together with (I08]) and
([I09) concludes the proof of Prop. O

With Prop. M9 and Prop. 20, we are now ready to show Theorem [, determining the
low-energy spectrum of the operator Hamilton operator Hy.

Proof of Theorem 1. We continue to use the notation Hy and E,, introduced in (I00), (I0L).
Moreover, we denote by A (Hy) < Ae(Hy) < ... and by A(Ey) < Xa(Ex) < ... the
ordered eigenvalues of H ~ and, respectively, of E,,. We choose now L € N, with A L(}NI N) <O
for some 1 < © < NY17, Then, we claim that

A (Hy) = AL(Ex) + O(ON~YIT), (110)

Since A\o(Ey) = 0, (II0) shows that the ground state energy En of Hy satisfies (B]). It is
then easy to check, using (II0) that the excitations of Hy — En satisfy the claim (@).

To prove (I10)), we first show a lower bound and then a matching upper bound. We use
again Prop. [[9 but this time we choose the exponents a = 2/17.

Lower bound on )\L(ﬁ ~). We use again the localization identity (I05]) but this time we
take My = NY/2+1/34 Let Y denote the subspace generated by the first L eigenfunctions of
Hy and let us denote Z = Y'Y which is of dimension L. From of (I05), we have

AL(Hy) = Py (fMo(NJr)ﬁNfMO(NJr) + gnto N4 ) Hy garg (V) + 5M0) Py. (111)
From Prop. 20, we have
9 N Hn gy (Ny) = Cgigy (V) (CTH My — C) = 0

for N large enough (recall the choice My = N'/2¥1/34) Here, we used that gy, is supported
on N > My/3. Moreover, with (I07), we find

Py&y, Py = —CMy2Py(Qq + N)Py = —CM;2Py(Hy + N)Py = ~CM3N > —CN— Y17
because (from the upper bound) we know that Hy < CN on Y. From (II1]), we obtain
AL(HN) = Py fag (N2 Hy fagg N3 ) Py — ON7VIT,
We now use Prop. [[9 to estimate
Py fary W) Hy farg(N4) Py
> UPy fary N TV <N (BB, 1 £)e™B5 4+ Qu) 1V =N 1y (N Pt
Using that N, < H; < E and the choices My = NY2+1/34 o — 2/17, we find
Py fareWN4) Hy fary (N4 ) Py
> (1 - CN*I/") UPy Frry (NY)eBs By e B o (WYY P

Now, it turns out that for IV large enough dim fyy, (./\/'f)PZ = L because

2
1— farg(NY)2e N2

max < OM7 ! max
£ePy I1€11? D

Iy —1
B e < OAHEOMe o O
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see for instance [I7, Prop. 6.1 ii)]. Thus

~ —B4 UNP e B Ba U 1
AL(Hy) = max (e fatg (NF) PAUTE, O;’e faty NE)PAUE) CON-V1T
&Y 4l
> max 2208 o (A MY — CONTY
sty Jg (T AN
min max M(l — C’)\L(}NIN)MO*l) _ CON-T

T dimX=L &eX  [€]2
> A (Ey)(1— CON~Y2) — cON—VIT,

which implies Az (Hy) = Az (Ey) + O(ONYIT),

Upper bound on A L(}NI ~). Let Z denote the subspace generated by the first L eigenfunc-
tions of Fy, and Pz be the orthogonal projection onto Z. The normalized eigenfunctions of
E have the form

T(’%Q, (112)

k
é_: a
o

for some k > 1, pj € A%, n; > 1 and where (2 is the vacuum. Note that

A\

PN Py < PsH Py < PzEnPy < Ap(Ey) < CO < CNYIT,

where we used the lower bound we proved above. Since [Pz, Ny] = 0, this bound can be
also applied to powers of A,. Note also that €54 E e B4 almost commutes with A, in the
sense that

1
]l{NJrSN}eBA‘EOOe_B‘*]l{N*SN} — eB4Eooe_B4 < 3 287raNX|p|<Na []I{N+>N}a;,aip + apa_p]l{N+>N}]
p

< ON327HN, +1)2

Hence, we have
Pre BigWesi B o=Bag iN+<N} Bip, < py <Eoo + ON32LH N + 1)2>PZ
< AL(Eyp) + CON~YIT,
Together with Prop. M9, we find

A(Ey) + CONVIT > pyeBag N+ <N} (uT HyU — eBr&geB — Q4> 1W+sN}eBap,

(113)
Again, because
1 WV+>N} 2 6784./\/1/2 2
max M < CN_lmaXM <CON"! — 0,
¢eeBapy, €]l ¢ePy €] N—ow

we have dim 1WV+<N}eBsp, — [ for N large enough. With Lemma 8] we obtain

PyeBigiNe<N} <€B454e_54 + Q4>11W+<N}654PZ < N~VYQ 4 PyQuPy.
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To estimate PzQ4Pz, we use an argument from [6l Lemma 6.1]: from PzE,P; < O, we
must have a,§ = 0 for all |p| > ©'2 and ¢ € Z. This implies that

(€, Q46 < Z VN(T’)X|r|<@1/QHap+7"aq§HHapaq+r§H

p?q?r

< COYANTY(N, + 1)E[* < COPN !¢ < ONTIT¢?,

for all £ € Z. Applying the min-max principle, we conclude from (II3]) that

<£aﬁN£> —1/17
A (Ey) = == _(CON
HE0) 2 ey [EP
min max & HANE) CON—IT

T dimX=L &eX ¢
= )\L(ITIN) — C@N71/17.
O
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