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Abstract

We prove an upper bound for the ground state energy of a Bose gas consisting
of N hard spheres with radius a/N, moving in the three-dimensional unit torus A.
Our estimate captures the correct asymptotics of the ground state energy, up to
errors that vanish in the limit N — oo. The proof is based on the construction
of an appropriate trial state, given by the product of a Jastrow factor (describing
two-particle correlations on short scales) and of a wave function constructed through
a (generalized) Bogoliubov transformation, generating orthogonal excitations of the
Bose-Einstein condensate and describing correlations on large scales.

1 Introduction and main result

In [24], Lee-Huang-Yang predicted that the ground state energy per particle of a system
of N bosons moving in a box with volume N/p and interacting through a potential with
scattering length a is given, as N — oo, by

128
— dmap|1+ ——=(pa®)!/? + ... | 1.1
e(p) = 4map |1 + 15ﬁ(pa) + (1.1)
up to corrections that are small, in the low density limit pa® < 1 (see [32, 28] for
the heuristics behind this formula and its relation with the expected occurrence of Bose-
Einstein condensation in dilute Bose gases). At leading order, the validity of ((ILT]) follows
from the upper bound obtained in [16] and from the matching lower bound established
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in [29]. Recently, also the second order term on the r.h.s. of (II]) has been rigorously
justified. The upper bound has been shown in [35] (through a clever modification of a
quasi-free trial state proposed in [I7]) and (for a larger class of interactions and using a
simpler trial state) in [3]. As for the lower bound, it has been first obtained in [20] for
integrable potentials and then in [21], for particles interacting through general potentials,
including hard-spheres. The upper bound for the case of hard-sphere potential is still
an open question. An alternative approach to the study of the ground state energy of
the zero temperature Bose gas, still not justified rigorously but possibly valid beyond
the dilute regime, has been proposed in [26] and recently revived in [12] 13| [14].

Trapped Bose gases can be described as systems of N bosons, confined by external
fields in a volume of order one and interacting through a radial, repulsive potential
V with scattering length of the order N~—!; this scaling limit is known as the Gross-
Pitaevskii regime (see [28, Chapter 6] for an introduction, and [33] B4] for reviews of
more recent results). Focussing for simplicity on systems trapped in the unit torus A,
the Hamilton operator takes the form

N N
Hy =Y —Ay + > N°V(N(z; — ;) (1.2)
j=1 i<j

and acts on L2(A"), the subspace of L?(A") consisting of functions that are symmetric
w.r.t. permutations of the IV particles. Note that x; — x; is here the difference between
the position vectors of particles 7 and j on the torus. Equivalently, we can think of x; —x;
as the difference in R3; however, in this case, V has to be replaced by its periodisation.
As proven in [29, 27, [30], the ground state energy Ex of (L2) is given, to leading order,
by

En =4maN + o(N) (1.3)

in the limit N — oco. For V € L3(R?), more precise information on the low-energy
spectrum of (2] has been determined in [§]. Here, the ground state energy was proven
to satisfy

En = 4ma(N — 1) + epa®
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-3 Z [pZ + 8ra — /|p|* + 16map? — (827;;) ] L ONVY (1.4)
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where A% = 2773\ {0} and

_ : cos(|p|)
en =2 — MthOo Z PERE (1.5)
p€Z3\{Ok
[p1l,|p2l;|ps| <M

Additionally, the spectrum of Hy — En below a threshold ¢ > 0 was shown to consist
of eigenvalues having the form

> np/Ipl* + 16map? + O(N V4. (1.6)
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A new and simpler proof of (L)), (LG) was recently obtained in [22], for V' € L2(A).
Moreover, these results have been also extended to the non-homogeneous case of Bose
gases trapped by external fields in [3T], [11].

While the approach of [31] applies to V € L'(R?), the validity of (L4)), (L8] for
bosons interacting through non-integrable potentials is still an open question. The goal
of this paper is to prove that ([4) remains valid, as an upper bound, for particles
interacting through a hard-sphere potential.

We consider N bosons in A = [—%, %]3 C R3, with periodic boundary conditions. We
assume particles to interact through a hard-sphere potential, with radius a/N, for some
a > 0. We are interested in the ground state energy of the system, defined by

N
EbS = inf <\11]Z; —Am].\11> (1.7)

where the infimum is taken over all normalized wave functions ¥ € L2(A") satisfying
the hard-core condition
\11(1'1,...,.%']\7):0 (18)

almost everywhere on the set
N
U {(.%'1,...,1‘]\[) S RSN : ‘.%'Z —.%'j’ < Cl/N} .
1<j
Theorem 1.1. Let E% be defined as in (LT). There exist C,e > 0 such that
EM < dma(N —1) + epa?

1 87a)?
) Z [pQ +8ma — /|p|* + 16map? — ( ;c;) +CN ¢ (1.9)
p

peAj

for all N large enough, with ep defined as in [{I1).

Remarks.

1) Theorem [[T] establishes an upper bound for the ground state energy (L7). With
minor modifications, it would also be possible to obtain upper bounds for low-energy
excited eigenvalues, agreeing with (LG). To conclude the proof of the estimates (L4]),
(L8] for particles interacting through hard-sphere potentials, we would need to establish
matching lower bounds. A possible approach to achieve this goal (at least for the ground
state energy) consists in taking the lower bound established in [2I], for particles in the
thermodynamic limit, and to translate it to the Gross-Pitaevskii regime.

2) We believe that the statement of Theorem [[LT] and its proof can also be extended
to bosons in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime interacting through a larger class of potentials,
combining a hard-sphere potential at short distances and an integrable potential at larger



distances. This would require the extension of Lemma 2] to more general interactions.
To keep our analysis as simple as possible, we focus here on hard-sphere bosons.

3) Theorem [[J] and its proof could also be extended to systems of N bosons inter-
acting through a hard-sphere potential with radius of the order N~='** for sufficiently
small x > 0 (results for integrable potentials with scattering length of the order N~1*#
have been recently discussed in [T} 9] 191 2]).

The proof of (I4)), (LG) obtained in [§] is based on a rigorous version of Bogoliubov
theory, developed in [5] [0 [7]. The starting point of Bogoliubov theory is the observation
that, at low energies, the Bose gas exhibits complete condensation; all particles, up to a
fraction vanishing in the limit N — oo, can be described by the same zero-momentum
orbital ¢g defined by ¢o(x) = 1, for all z € A. This, however, does not mean that the
factorized wave function go%i’N is a good approximation for the ground state of (L2]); in
fact, its energy does not even approximate the ground state energy to leading order. To
decrease the energy and approach (3], correlations are crucial. The strategy developed
in [5] 6 7, 8] is based on the idea that most correlations can be inserted through the
action of (generalized) Bogoliubov transformations, having the form

1
T = exp 5 Z Mp (b;b*_p — bpb_p) (1.10)
pEA:

where the (modified) creation and annihilation operators b, b, act on the Fock space
of orthogonal excitations of the Bose-Einstein condensate; the precise definitions are
given below, in Section [{ (to be more precise, the action of ([LI0) has to be corrected
through an additional unitary operator, given by the exponential of a cubic, rather than
quadratic, expression in creation and annihilation operators; see [8] for details). An
important feature of (generalized) Bogoliubov transformations of the form ([LI0), which
plays a major role in the derivation of (IL4l), (IL6), is the fact that their action on creation
and annihilation operators is (almost) explicit. This makes computations relatively easy
and it gives the possibility of including correlations also at very large length scales.

Unfortunately, Bogoliubov transformations of the form (L.I0]) do not seem compatible
with the hard-core condition (L8]). As a consequence, they do not seem appropriate to
construct trial states approximating the ground state energy of a system of particles
interacting through a hard-sphere potential. A different class of trial states, for which
(L)) can be easily verified, consists of products having the form

Uy (2, oy) = [ [ i — ) (1.11)

for a function f satisfying f(x) = 0, for all |x| < a/N (as mentioned after (2], also here
x; — x; is interpreted as difference on the torus). Such an ansatz was first used in the
physics literature in [4], 15, 23]; it is often known as Jastrow factor. In order for (II1]) to



provide a good approximation for the ground state energy, f must describe two-particle
correlations. Probably the simplest possible choice of f is given by the solution

[0 if |z| < a/N
T@=V1- g iflel 2 /N

of the zero-energy scattering equation —A f = 0, with the hard-core requirement f(z) =
0 for |z| < a/N and the boundary condition f(z) — 1, as |z| — oo. The problem with
this choice is the fact that f has long tails; as a consequence, it is extremely difficult
to control the product (LII]). To make computations possible, we need to cutoff f at
some intermediate length scale a/N < ¢ < 1, requiring that f(z) = 1 for |z| > ¢ (the
cutoff can be implemented in different ways; below, we will choose f as the solution
of a Neumann problem on the ball |z| < ¢ and we will keep it constant outside the
ball). Choosing ¢ small enough (in particular, smaller than the typical distance among
particles, which is of the order N~/ 3), the Jastrow factor becomes more manageable
and it is not too difficult to show that its energy matches, to leading order, the ground
state energy (L3)). In the thermodynamic limit, this was first verified in [16], using a
modification of (IIIl), considering only correlations among neighbouring particles.

While Jastrow factors can lead to the correct leading order term in the ground state
energy, it seems much more difficult to use (III]) to obtain an upper bound matching also
the second order term on the r.h.s. of (I9]). The point is that the second order corrections
are generated by correlations at much larger length scales; to produce the term on the
second line of (L9) we would need to take ¢ of order one, making computations very
difficult.

In order to prove Theorem [[LT] we will therefore consider a trial state given by the
product of a Jastrow factor (LII]), describing correlations up to a sufficiently small
length scale 1/N <« ¢ < 1, and of a wave function ®p, constructed through a Bo-
goliubov transformation, describing correlations on length scales larger than ¢. This
allows us to combine the nice features of the Jastrow factor (in particular, the fact
that it automatically takes care of the hard core condition (L)) and of the Bogoliubov
transformation (in particular, their (almost) explicit action on creation and annihilation
operators, which enables us to insert correlations at large length scales).

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we define our trial state ¥ as the
product of a Jastrow factor and an N-particle wave function ®y, to be specified later on,
and we compute its energy. One of the contributions to the energy of W is a three-body
term; under certain conditions on ®y (see ([B.])), we show that this term is negligible in
Sect. Bl In Sect. Ml we then prove that the remaining contributions to the energy can be
reduced (again under suitable assumptions on ®y; see (£4])) to the expectation of an
effective Hamiltonian H§, defined in (Z3)). Sects. [ and [ are devoted to the study of
H}’\,ﬂ; the goal is to find @5 so that the expectation of H}’\,ﬂr produces the energy on the
r.h.s of ([LA)), up to negligible errors. Here, we use the approach developed in [5] [6] [7].
In Sect. [ we show that the chosen wave function ®y satisfies the bounds that were
used in Sects. Bl and [ Finally, in Sect. [, we put all ingredients together to conclude
the proof of Theorem [L.Tl The proof of important properties concerning the solution of



the scattering equations is deferred to Appendix [Al

2 The Jastrow factor and its energy

As explained in the introduction, our trial state involves a Jastrow factor, to describe
short-distance correlations. To define the Jastrow factor, we choose 1/N <« ¢ < 1 and
we consider the ground state solution of the Neumann problem

{ —Afi(z) = Mo fe(x) for a/N <|z| </

O fe(x) = 0, it |z =¢ (2.1)

on the ball By = {z € R3 : |z| < ¢}, with the hard-core condition fy(x) = 0 for |z| < a/N
and the normalization fy(z) = 1 for |x| = ¢ (we denote here by 9, the radial derivative).
We extend f; to A setting fy(x) =1 for |z| € A\B,. We have

— Afe(z) = Aoxe(®) fe(z) (2.2)

where Yy denotes the characteristic function of By. The following lemma establishes
properties of Ay, fy, of the difference wy(x) =1 — fy(x) and of its Fourier coefficients

Bulp) = / ¢y (2)d
defined for p € A* = 27Z3 (since wy has compact support inside [—~1/2;1/2]3, we can
think of the integral as being over R?).

Lemma 2.1. Let Ay denote the ground state eigenvalue appearing in (Z1]). Then

tan (v/A¢ (€ — a/N)) = /AL (2.3)

For N{ — oo, we find

3a 9 a a?
- = |14 = — . 2.4
M= NE [ +5N€+O<N2£2>] (24)
The corresponding eigenvector f; is given by
¢ sin(vAe(|z| — a/N))
fe(r) = ——

|z[ sin(vA¢(€ — a/N))

for all a/N < |z| <L (fi(x) =0 for |z| < a/N and fi(x) =1 for |x| > ). We find

(2.5)

2 2

24 «a a
2 — _
N)\@/ngz dx = 4ma + 57T£N+O<N2€2>. (2.6)

With the notation we(x) =1 — fo(z), we have wy(x) =0 for |z| > € and, for |x| < ¢, the

pointwise bounds
Ca Ca

< < W, (2.7)



for a constant C' > 0. Furthermore, there exists a constant C' > 0 so that

2 12 a?l
_Z il |l <l )
loells = £ ma 5| < O (2.8)
and, for all p € [1,3) and q € [1,3/2),
3_1 -1 3_9 —1
llwell, < Clr~"N~*, |[Vwellq < Cla "N~ (2.9)

Finally, for p € A*, let @, denote the Fourier coefficients of wy. Then

oo < cmin {5 Lo o) 210)
min ; . .
N’ NP2 Ip]®
We defer the proof of Lemma 2T to Appendix [Al
With the solution f; of the Neumann problem (2.1]), we consider trial states of the
form

\I/N(.%'l,...,x]v) (I>N 1‘1,..., Hfg —.%'] (211)
1<J

for @y € L2(AY) to be specified later on. Again, x; — z; should be interpreted as
difference on the torus (or f; should be replaced with its periodic extension). Note that
a similar trial state has been used in [27]. However, for us the wave function @y serves
a completely different purpose (in our analysis, ®y carries correlations on length scales
larger than /; in [27], on the other hand, it was a product state, describing the condensate
trapped in an external potential).

We compute

A, U AU i)
; N(z1 QUN):{_ xj_2ZVf££C] z ,ij]ch(:cl,...,xN)

[L% fels =) folw; — ;)
N —Afe(ﬁﬂ' — ;)
+;;E@ﬁ§i@MMWWM)

N
Viz; —zi) Viz; —xm)
_Z . @N(xl,...,m]v)
- fo(zgo— i) folwg — )
where the sum in the last term runs over 4, j,m € {1,..., N} all different. Noticing that
the operator on the first line is the Laplacian with respect to the measure defined by



(the square of) the Jastrow factor, and using (2.2)) in the second line, we conclude that

N
(Un, Z —Az, VN)

j=1
N
= 3 19 T e~ 2

N (2.12)

+22)\5/Xg —.%'] "I)N ‘2 H fé
1<j n<m
Z Vix; —a;) Vifelx; — ) |2 H f .

_ . 2(2n — Tm)
a) felwg ) flag - ) il

where we introduced the notation x = (x1,...,zy) € AN,

3 Estimating the three-body term

In the next proposition, we control the last term on the r.h.s. of ([2I2]). To this end,
we need to assume some regularity on the N-particle wave function @, appearing in
@I0) (we will later make sure that our choice of @y satisfies these estimates).

Proposition 3.1. Let N~'t¥ < ¢ < N=Y27_ for some v > 0. Suppose & € LZ(AN)
s such that

(@, (1= Ap)(1 = Ag,)(1 — Ay, )By) < C (1 + %@3) (3.1)

and define Wy as in (ZI1]). Then, for every 6 > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that

Viz; —x;) Vfelx; —
‘ W2 ¢ Z fo %j— x) f/z(xj]— Tk) CF ngn fite ‘ (3.2)

1
2—48
< CN¢ <1+N2€3> .

To prove this proposition, we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let W : R® — R, with suppW C [~1/2;1/2]3. Then W can be extended
to a periodic function (i.e. a function on the torus A) satisfying, on L*(A) @ L?(A), the
operator inequalities

tW(z —y) <CO[Wl3/2 (1 - Ag)

EW (@ —y) < CIW 2 (1= A0)™"



for a constant C' > 0, independent on W. Moreover, for every § € [0,1/2) there exists
C > 0 such that

W —y) < CIWI {1+ (—a)Y 4 (—a,) 4002 ) (3.3)
Additionally, for any r > 1, there exists C > 0 such that
W (x —y)W(r —2) S C[WI (1= A.) (1-4y) (1 -A;). (3.4)

Proof. The proof is an adaptation to the torus of arguments that are, by now, standard
on R3. For example, (B3] follows by writing, in momentum space

‘<Q0a W(:C - y)@” = ‘ Z W(pl - QI)S/’B(pl,pQ)@(QIa QQ) 6p1+p2,Q1+Q2
P1,P2,41,92EA*

< CO|Wlloo sup Y
peEA* quj’

o1+ oo, P
< CIW 1 (g, [1+ (=D )PAFO2 (= A, )3/4H0/2] )

1
1+ |q[3/2+0|p — g[3/2+6

To show ([B.4]), we proceed similarly, writing

(o, W (z — y)W (z — 2)¢)|

= ( > Wip2 — q2)W (ps — 43)@(p1, P2, p3)B(q1, 02, 43) Opy +pa-tps.an +a-as

W (p2 — 42)|W (ps — q3)|
< (C'su
- P Z 1+ 1p—q—a3?)(1 + |g2>)(1 + |g3]?)

X <90’ (1 - Am)(l - Ay)(l - AZ)SD>
< CIWI (e, (1 — Ag)(1 — Ay)(1 — AL)g)

where 1/r +1/r’ =1 and where we used the bound

1
<cC
“ %ZGA* (14 p—q2—q31>)"(1 + |g2*)" (1 + |g3]?)"

uniformly in p, for any r > 1. O
We are now ready to show Proposition Bl

Proof of Prop. [31]. Using the permutation symmetry, 0 < f; < 1 and then Lemma 3.2
(in particular, (34])), the bound (Z3)) and the assumption (1)), we can estimate the



numerator in (3.2)) by

ST S e e
<N / Y folar — )|V fo(on — 23)[Bx(0)Pdx  (3.5)
< ON?(Vfell(@n, (1= Ag ) (1= Ay (1 = Ay, )0x)
<oNe (14 N%)

for any r > 1. As for the denominator in [B.2]), we write uy = 1 — ff = 2wy —w?, with wy
defined after (22]), and we bound (see (6] below for a justification of this inequality)

N
Hff n— Tm) >1—Zw(azn—xm).
n<m n<m

Using [|[@n| = 1, Lemma (in particular, (33])), the bound (23] and again the
assumption (BI]), we arrive at

/"I)N ’2 H fg dX> 1— /"I)N U,g —xm)d
n<m

n<m
> 1= ON?|Jug||1{®n, (1 = Az, )(1 = Asy) @)
C C
>1-CNE(14 ) > 1-CNE - = >1/2
CNE (1 + N2gE) 2 CN/{ N7 2 /
for N~! « ¢ « N~'/2. Combining this estimate with (3] and choosing r > 1 so that
6/r —4 > 2 — ¢, we obtain the desired bound. O

4 Reduction to an effective Hamiltonian

Let us introduce the notation

N
Fn (@) :Z/yva@N(m,..., )2 H F(an — 2)das ... doy
j=1 n<m
Epot(Pn) = 22)%/ x; —x5)|Pn(21,. .., 2 |2 H fz n— Tm)dry...dry .
1<j n<m
(4.1)
It follows from (2.I2)) and Prop. Bl that
1 al 1
7<\I’N, —Ax,\I’N> = — Ekin(q)N) + F ot(q)N) + & (4.2)
TV 2~ ) = | per (2]

10



where £€ < CN279(1 + 1/(N?¢3)), provided @y satisfies (B1]).

The goal of this subsection is to rewrite the main term on the r.h.s. of (£2) as the
expectation, in the state ®y € L2(AY), of an effective N-particle Hamiltonian having
the form

N N N
HSE = Z —AJ;J. + 2 Z VJ;J. “ug(x; — xj)sz + 2 Z Aexe(zi — mj)fzz(xl — mj) (4.3)
j=1 1<j 1<j

where uy = 1 — ff. To achieve this goal, we will make use of the following regularity
bounds on the wave function ®5 (when we will define ® 5 in the next sections, we will
prove that it satisfies these estimates):

C

(N, (—Az)®nN) < N7
(B, () (D) B) < 150
(B, (D) (-2, ) (D)) < <0 -
(O () () () (0 )B) < o7
(B, (— Ay P (LA, P (LA, ) < NnC;an
@N’ (_Awl)(_Al‘g)3/4+6(_A933)3/4+6 o (_Axn)3/4+6CI)N> < wan

for all n < 6 and 0 > 0 small enough and for sequences «,,, 3, defined by «,, = (7/6 +
Mn — (4/9)(1 — (=1/2)") and B, = an + 1/2 —§. In applications (in particular, in
Prop. [41] below) we will only need the last two bounds in (@4 for n = 2,4,6 and,
respectively, for n = 3,4,5. The relevant values of a,,, 5, are given by: as = 2 + 29,
ay =17/4+ 46, ag = 105/16 + 68, P35 =T7/2 + 25, By = 19/4 + 30, B5 = 47/8 + 40.

Proposition 4.1. Consider a sequence ®y € L2(AYN) of normalized wave functions,
satisfying the bounds (1.4) and such that (Pn,HF ®n) < 4waN + C, for a constant
C > 0 (independent of N ), and for all N large enough. Suppose N~V < < N—3/4-v,
for some v > 0. Then, there exists C,e > 0 such that

1 N(N— 1)
W2 2 (4.5)
X <CI)N7 { [H](i/ﬁ,Q — 47TC(N] ®Ug(.%'N_1 — .%'N)}‘I)N> +CN~E.

[Exin(PN) + Epot(Pn)] < (P, HY ®N) —

Remark: we will later prove a lower bound for H]e\}iQ — 4mraN which will allow us to
show that the second term on the r.h.s. of (LX) is negligible, in the limit N — co.

11



Proof. Writing again uy = 1 — fzz, we can estimate

N
[I @i > 1= uwewi — )

i<j i<j

N 1 (4.6)
l_Ifg(a:Z —xj) <1-— Zuz(azz —xj) + 3 Z wp(x; — ) up(Tm — xn) -

1<j 1<j 1<j; m<n:

(6,5)#(m,n)

These bounds follow by setting h(s) = Hi]\ij(l — sup(x; — xj)), for s € [0;1], and by
proving that

N
h'(s) > — ZW(%‘ —xj), h"(s) < Z we(xy — ) up(Tm — xn)
i<j i<gim<n:
(4,.5)#(m,n)

for all s € (0;1). Thus, we obtain the upper bound

Eyin(®n)
§N/|Vxl<I>N(x)|2dx—N/|V11<I>N(x)|QZw(xi—xj)dx
1<J
N 2 L
25 (198G 3wl = w)unten — o) dx
o (4.7)

= N/ |V, ®n (%) 2 (1 = (N — Dug(zy — 2))dx

N(N —1)(N —2
— ( 2)( ) /\Vm@N(x)]Q(l — (N = 3)ug(x1 — 22))ug(xs — x4) dx
+€kin
where
gkin S CN3/ ’Vm‘I)N(X)‘QUg(m'l — 1‘2)21@(.%’1 — xg)dX
+CN? / |V$1(I)N(X)|2Ug($1 — x9)uy(re — x3)dx

+CN* / ‘Vxlq)N(X)PuZ(xZ — x3)ug(xe — 24)dx (4.8)

+ CN°® / |V$1(I)N(X)|22M($2 — x3)ug(ry — x5)dx

1

= Eyin + i+ i+ -

n n

Consider the first error term on the r.h.s. of (L8]). Writing p = |¢0)(¢o| for the orthog-
onal projection onto the condensate wave function ¢g(x) = 1, p; for p acting on the j-th

12



particle and q; = 1 — p;, we find
£ = CN*(Vo, @, ug (w1 — ) ug(wy — 23) Vi, @)
< ON*(Ve,q3Pn, ug(w1 — m2)ug(1 — 23) Vi, qsPy)
+ CN?(|ugll1 (Vo p3® v, ug(1 — 22) Vi, p3P )
< ON* (Vi 2030 N, ue (21 — wa)ug(w1 — 23) Ve, G2da®n)
+ CN?’HUZH1<VJ»‘1C|2F'3(I>N7 Ug(.%'l - 1’2)V$1C|2]Jg‘1>]v>
+ CN?[Jug |}V, p2ps @ || -
With Lemma [3.2] and observing that, on the range of q, (1 — A) < —CA, we obtain
1
E < OVl (@, (=) (= A0 (— A O)
+ CN?[fugll1 uellsja{Pn, (D0 ) (= Au)Pn) + CON?|lue|[ (P, (= Az, )PN) -
The term &, (2 ) can be treated like &; {1 ) Proceeding analogously, we also find, with (3.4]),
Ein < ON e [H@, (=D, )(= By ) (= By )(= A, ) @)
+ ONugl F@n, (—Day) [14 (Aay By ] 2)
for any r > 1, and
4
Exin < ON e [}(@ws (= 8ay) [L+ (Do D)0 4 (Ay Dy Dy Ay 4| By

n

From uy = 1 — f7 = 2wy — w?, we obtain 0 < uy < 2wy and thus, with (23),

lugll, < CO»~Y/N (4.10)
for any p > 1. From the assumption ([@4]), we find
e O o O e <o oy O

= N2g2°  “kin = £N2p246(1-1/r) in = N2¢15/8+45 °

Choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and r > 1 sufficiently close to 1, we conclude that there
exist C,e > 0 such that Egn < CN~ if N << N=2/3% forav>0,and N € N
is large enough.

Let us now consider the potential energy. From (1), we can estimate

Epot(Pn) < N(N — 1)>\£/Xz(901 — @9) fi (w1 — m2)| PN (x)]? H fE (i — x)d

3<i<y
With ([£6) (applied now to the product over 3 < i < j), we obtain

Epot(q>N)
< N(NV - 1A, / Xel@r — w2) f3 (w1 — )| By (x) P

NV - 1)(N -2V -
2

5y / Yel@r — x9) f2 (@1 — 22)| B () Pue(s — wa)dx

+ Epot
(4.11)
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where
Epot < CNG)\@/XK(% — x9) fE (1 — 29)| PN (%) [Pug (w3 — x4)up(zs — 26)dx

+ CN5)\g / Xg(m'l — .%'Q)fgz(.%'l - xz)‘CI)N(X)IQUg(.%'g — 1‘4)11,@(.%'4 — .%'5)dX
1 2
= £y + Exar-
Proceeding similarly to ([9) (introducing the projections p;, q;), we can bound

Eper < ONN el el |1+ (@, (A A0 + (v, (A, - D) Ho0y)

(BN, (D D)0y )|
£

pot < CNNelixellt ey uells o

X (@ (=) (B - BB} (@, (=B By By 00|

+ ONONell el [ 1+ (@, (B, 805 H00) + (@, (B - Ag ) 4001 ]

From Lemma BTl we have Ay < C/(N¢3). From the assumption (@4 and from @I0),
we obtain

1) 3,4 25 1 1
Epot < C[N CHNCTY st N3g41/16+65}
2) 2,4 | 125 1 1 1
gpot < C|:N e +1 + N2¢1/4+48 + Np1/2+8 + N3€23/8+46] ’

Thus, choosing ¢ > 0 small enough, we can find C,e > 0 such that &,oq < CN7°, if
N7 <¢ < N34 forav >0, and N € N is large enough.

Finally, we consider the denominator on the r.h.s. of ([@2]). With the lower bound in
(L8 (and the assumption ||Px]||2 = 1), we find

N
/|<I>N(x)|2 [ @i—aj)dx>1- NNV -1 /W(xl — 29)| P (x)]?dx.

- 2
1<)
Observing that, by (83), (£10) and by the assumption (£.4),

W/‘@N(X)Puﬂxl —.%'Q)dX

1
< ON?[Jug|l1 [1+ (D, (Agy Agy)Y/*H00p)] < C[NEQ + N@a}

we conclude, choosing § > 0 sufficiently small and recalling that £ < N=3/4=%_ that
1 N(N —1)

<1+
J1@oN)PTIY, 2 (2 — 25)dx 2

/W(xl — x2)|<I>N(X)|2dX +CN ¢
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for ¢ > 0 small enough. Combining the last equation with (A7), (£II) we arrive at
(recall the assumption (®y, H® ) < draN + C)

T an () + B (@)
< [1 + w /W(xl — 1) |y (x)[dx + CN*3/2]
X [(@N, H P ) — W@N, [HSE @ ug(zy_1 — 2n)]®n) + CN—a]
<Oy, H @ N) + M@N,Hﬁf@m / P n (%) Pue(zy—1 — 2n)dx
- W@N, [HSE , @ we(zn-1 — 2n)]ON) + CNF
N -1

< (D, HFOy) — (on, { [H§E, — 4maN] @ wg(on 1 — 2n) fON ) + ON %

2
O

5 Properties of the effective Hamiltonian

Motivated by the results of the last sections, in particular by (ZI2), by Prop. Bl and
by Prop. Bl we would like to choose @y € L2(AY) as a good trial state for the effective
Hamiltonian H§F defined in @3] (i.e. ®x should lead to a small expectation of H§E
and, at the same time, it should satisfy the bounds ([@4])). Since uy, = 1 — fz2 is small,
unless particles are very close, we can think of H}’\,ﬂr as a perturbation of

N N
Hon =3 =g, +20 Y xelwi — 7)) (5.1)
7j=1

i<j

Keeping in mind that, by @4), A\; ~ 3a/N¢3 and that 1/N < ¢ < 1, (51 looks like
the Hamilton operator of a Bose gas in an intermediate scaling regime, interpolating
between mean-field and Gross-Pitaevskii limits. The validity of Bogoliubov theory in
such regimes has been recently established in [6]. The goal of this section is to apply
the strategy of [6] to the Hamilton operator ([A3]). This will lead to bounds for the
operator Hf\})f and, eventually, to an ansatz for ®. While part of our analysis in this
section can be taken over from [6], we need additional work to control the effect of the
difference uy = 1 — ff, appearing in the kinetic and the potential energy in the effective
Hamiltonian (Z.3)).

To determine the spectrum of (3], it is useful to factor out the condensate and
to focus instead on its orthogonal excitations. To this end, following [25], we define a
unitary map Uy : L2(AY) — }EN = @nNzo L% (A)®s™, requiring that

Unt = {ag,0n,...,an} € F5V (5.2)
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if
¥ = appS N + a1 @ @?(N_l) +--Fay.

Here ¢o(x) = 1 for all x € A denotes the condensate wave function, and L2 (A) is
the orthogonal complement of ¢y in L?(A). The action of the unitary operator Uy is
determined by the rules

UNaSaOU}:, ZN—N+
Un ajao Uy = aj/N — Ny = VNb;
Uy aa, Uy = /N — Ny a, = VNb,

* * %k
Un a,aq Uy = ayaq.

(5.3)

where Ny denotes the number of particles operator on }EN (it measures therefore the
number of excitations of the condensate) and where we introduced modified creation and
annihilation operators by, b, satisfying the commutation relations

. N 1, -
[bp, byl = <1 - ﬁ) Opg = N Yl [bp, bg] = [by,, b5] =0 (5.4)
and
layas, by] = 0p sby, larag, bp) = —0y pbs . (5.5)

On the truncated Fock space ]:_EN, we can define the excitation Hamiltonian E‘j\ﬁf =
UnHSEUY. To compute £5E, we first rewrite (3] in momentum space, using the for-
malism of second quantization, as

eff 2 % ~ * *
Hy = Z D-apap — Z p-(p+r)ue(r)ay, .aq_ apaq
pPEA* p,q,rEN*

—
* *
+ N E Xef; (T)ap+raqaq+rap .
P,q,TEN*

(5.6)

Then, we apply (B3]). This will produce a constant term, as well as contributions
that are quadratic, cubic and quartic in (modified) creation and annihilation operators.
Following Bogoliubov’s method, we would like to eliminate cubic and quartic terms.
This would reduce E?\l;f to a quadratic expression, whose spectrum could be computed
through diagonalization with a (generalized) Bogoliubov transformation. As explained
in [6], though, cubic and quartic terms in E?\l;f are not negligible (they contribute to the
energy to order /~1). Before proceeding with the diagonalization, we need to extract
relevant contributions to the energy from cubic and quartic terms. As in [6], we do so by
conjugating E‘j\iff with a (generalized) Bogoliubov transformation removing short-distance
correlations characterising low-energy states. To reach this goal, we fix £y > ¢, small,
but of order one, independent of N. Similarly as in ([2.10), we define fy, to be the ground
state solution of the Neumann problem for the hard sphere potential in the ball By,.
Extending fy, to the box A, we find

—Afeo(®) = Moo Xeo (%) feo (2)
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with fg,(z) = 0 for || = a/N (the eigenvalue )y, is approximately given by (2.4)),
of course with ¢ replaced by £¢y). For a/N < |z| < ly, we can then define gy (x) =
feo(2)/ fe(x). We can also extend gy, to A, setting gy, (x) = limy a/n 9o, (y) for all
|z] < a/N and gy, (z) = 1 for all z € A\By,. A simple computation shows that gy, solves
the equation

— V3V ai,] + Mexef29e, = Mo xeo FE900 (5.7)

with the Neumann boundary condition 9, gy, (z) = 0 for |z| = £y (this follows easily from
the observation that, for ¢ < |z| < {y, gs,(x) = fo,(x)). Conversely, it is interesting to
observe that, integrating (0.7 against gy, we find

/ eIV g, + Mg / Xefé gy = Mgy / Xto J7 97, de - (5:8)
With (2.1]), we find
[ 1) Pz =Ny [ xinl(Fogio) P (59
which implies that (5.7) is solved by g¢, = fr,/ fe-
With gg,, we define 7(x) := —N(1 — g, (z)). Some properties of gg,,7 and of their

Fourier coefficients are collected in the next lemma, whose proof is deferred to Ap-
pendix [Al We introduce here the notation

Vi(z) = 2N Aoxe(2) 7 (). (5.10)

Lemma 5.1. We have 1j(z) = 0 for |z| > £y. For |z| < {y, we have the bounds

Ca Ca
A(2)] < : Vi(z)] < ——0 . 5.11
) < o VI < e (5.11)
Furthermore
'/Vg(x)ggo(x)dx — 8rma| = ‘QN)\g/Xg(x)fg(x)ggo(x)dx —8ra| < CN!
| | . (5.12)
[ Vi@t is] = 20 [l (@] < g
and, analogously,
28, [ a7 @)y )i — sma < O
A c (5.13)
2V [ (o) 2@ (e 7] <
Recall the definition uy =1 — ff. Forpe A%, let
Dp== p-(p+7)ig(r)pssr (5.14)

reA*
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and denote by n, the Fourier coefficients of 7). Then (5.7) takes the form

P*np + Dy + NXo(Xef? * Guy ) (p) = N iy (xeo f7 * G (P) - (5.15)

or, equivalently, with the definition (210),

P+ Dyt SVil0) + 5 (V) (0) = Ny (xaoJ2 5 3) (0) - (5:16)
We have )
o = —%waﬂg + 0(%0) +O(al?) (5.17)
and, for p e A,
scmn{ ot )
‘pl’Q e ’f * (5.18)
|Dp| < C'min { N gQ,p‘z} :
In particular, this implies
> Mg < cetr (5.19)
qeA”.

for all 1 <r <5.

Using the coeflicients 7,, for p € A%, we define now

1 * 7 %k
B(n) = 3 Z mp (b5b* ., — bpb—p) (5.20)
peAj

and we introduce the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian
g, = e PO Uy H U B0 (5.21)

As explained in [6], conjugation with the generalized Bogoliubov transformation eBm)
models correlations up to scales of order one (determined by the radius ¢ of the ball used
to define gy, ). It extracts important contributions to the energy from terms in E‘j\iff that
are quartic in creation and annihilation operators. This will allow us to approximate
Q}a\? by the sum of a constant and of a quadratic expression in creation and annihila-
tion operators, whose ground state energy will be computed by simple diagonalization
(through a second Bogoliubov transformation). Unfortunately, conjugation with eBm
also produces several error terms, which need to be bounded. For 1 < r < 5, we consider
the positive operator

PO =" |pl"aza, (5.22)

peAj

acting on .FEN. The growth of P(") (and of products of P) with moments of the number
fo particles operator) under the action of B(n) is controlled by the next lemma.
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Lemma 5.2. Let B(n) be defined as in (5.20). Then, for every n € N and r € (1;5)
there is C' > 0 such that, for all t € [0;1],

e BN+ 1)eB) < O(Ny +1)"

5.23
e BOPO (N, 1)t B0 < 0(PT) 4 V(W + D)™ (5.23)

Proof. The proof of the first bound in (.23)) is standard and can be found for example
in [I0, Lemma 6.1]. As for the second inequality, let us consider the case n = 0. For any
€ ffN and t € [0; 1] we write

(&, e BpeBine) — (¢, e + / s (€, B0 [P"), B(n)]e?PM¢)  (5.24)
0

where

PO B = lal"ngbib™, + hec..
S

By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and (5.19]) we get
&, [PD, B)IE)| < C Y lal"lmglllagéllazé]
qui
<C Y lal"Inglllagél [lagell + €] < €€, PIE) + 7]

qEA:

Inserting this into (5.24)) and using Gronwall’s Lemma, we obtain the desired bound.
The proof for n > 1 is similar, we omit further details. U

With Lemma we are ready to establish the form of g}a\%, up to errors which are
negligible on our trial state. We use the notation (recall the definition (EI0) of V)

1 ~ .
K= E p2a;ap, and V= N E Vio(r)ay  ragapaq iy . (5.25)
PEAT p.geN’  TEA*:
r#—p,—q

Proposition 5.3. Let gfvﬁ; be defined as in (B.21)), with B(n) as in (20), with £ >

N~ for some v > 0 and £y > 0 small enough (but fized, independent of N ). Let P
be defined as in (5.22). Then, for any 0 < k < v/2 we have

C

G, > amaN — C(N4 +1) — o PEFI NG +1). (5.26)

On the other hand, using the notation vy, = cosh(n,) and o, = sinh(n,), let

N—-1) = 1 %
Oy = ( 5 )Ve(O) + 3 [p%,f +Vi(p) (o + opp) + N > Vilp — @)npng + Dpnp]
peEAY q7#0

(5.27)
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with D, defined in (5.14]). Denote also

1
One= ), [Fpa;;ap + 3Gy (b3b*, + bpb_p) (5.28)
PEAT

with

Fp :p2(U§+’Y§)+(Ve*/g\éo)(p)(’yp+ap)2 (5.29)

Gy = 20" 90 + (Ve * ey ) (0) (p + 0p)° + 2D, -
Then

G, = Cnu+ Que + Enve (5.30)

where,

C
+EN4 < —= (K + Vi +PO2DYNL +1),
N/ = V@vz( L )( + )

and IC and Vy are defined in (5.25]).
Proof. According to (5.6]) we can decompose
Q?fog =GN+ TNy
with
- * 1 > * *
One=ce By Z p2apap + N Z Vi(r)ay rayaq1rayp U eBm (5.31)
pEAT pig,rEN
and
Ine = —e Byy p-(p+r)u(r)a, a ' apa, | UseP 5.32
) p+r“q—r“pq N
pig,rEN

We can compute Q]e\% with tools developed in [6]. From Propositions 7.4 — 7.7 of [6], we

obtain, on the one hand, the lower bound

(N -1)
2

D0 + X [P+ Tulo) + 515 (Ve < )0)]
pGA:

15 1 = %7 %
- g{\: [P0y + SVe(p) + 5 (Ve s m) ()] (bob—p + B07,) — C(N +1)
peiy

OGNy >

(5.33)
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and, on the other hand, the approximation

N —-1)~ = = 1 >
One = (72)‘/@(0) + > [Py + Vep)op + Vilhnop + 55 > Velp — a)npng]
pEAj‘r qui

+ Z [213202 + ‘76(1))(% + Up)z]b;bp +K+Ve

peEAY
1 k7 %k

+ Z [p20p7p + 5‘/}( p)(wp + Up Z Vf @)1q (b bp+ bpb*p) +&

pEA: qu*

(5.34)

where o
£ < ——=K+V+ 1Ny +1).

VN?
Some care is required here when we apply results from [6]. First of all, the interaction
potential considered in [6] has the form N3 (NPz), for some 0 < # < 1. The potential
Vi(z) = 2N Xoxe(x) f2(z) appearing in (5.31]) has this form only if we approximate f; ~ 1
and A\, ~ 3a/(N¢3). A closer inspection to [6] shows, however, that (5.34]) does not rely
on the precise form of the interaction potential but instead only on the bounds

v, v,
sup § | K(T)L SC%fl’ § | f(";)| 5 506727
qeht 5 la+ | rentgear 19 TPldl
r#-q r#—q

which are the analog of [6, Eq. (7.5) and (7.75)] and follow from ||Vy|sc < C and
Vel < C€73/2. Moreover, the estimate (5.34) was proven in [6] under the assumption
that W = AV, for a sufficiently small A > 0. This assumption was used in [6] to make
sure that the ¢?-norm of 7 is sufficiently small. As later shown in [§], smallness of |||
can also be achieved by choosing the parameter ¢y small enough, with no restriction on
the size of the interaction potentlalﬁ Finally, in [6], the choice of i was slightly different
from the definition given after (7)) (the presence of the second term on the r.h.s. of
(B8] affects the choice of 7, as we will see shortly). However, the derivation of (5.34])
does not depend on the exact form of 1, but rather on bounds, proven in Lemma [G.1],
that holds for both choices of 7. This explains why (5.34]) holds true, for sufficiently
small values of £.
Let us now consider (£.32). With (5.3]) we find

Un[~ 3 b0+ )Tl as apag| Uk = 20+ 2> + 7
p,q,TEA*

n [6], smallness of the potential was more importantly used to establish Bose-Einstein condensation
for low-energy states; here, we do not need to show Bose-Einstein condensation, because we are only
interested in an upper bound on the energy.
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with
Zi= —(N=ND@©) Y paa,

PEAT
Zy= —VN Z (p+r)ae(r) (b, ,a* a, + h.c.)
p,rEAT: (535)
p+r7£0
Zy=— > p-+r)Ar)ap,,aapa,.
TGA*,p,qGAiz
r#—p,q

Using Lemma 211 to bound ||ty|le < |Jueli < Cllwelli < C2N~! and Lemma B2 (in
particular, the second inequality in (5.23]), with r = 2), we find

(€, e P Z1eP0E)| < ONug|1lI(K + 1) 2ePMe|? < Crj(E+1)12¢)1?,

because Ny < CK. As for the term Zy, we have, from |uy||o < Cllw|l2 < C¢Y?/N and
by Lemma [(.2],

(B¢, ZyeBM ey
1/2 . 1/2
SVR( Y It rPlaperare D) (03 () PloP lape” )

p,rEATL: p,rENT:
p+r#0 p+r#£0

< CVN JJugl|a|[IC/2N 2B e[| IC1 /2B g
< C(@N)—l/Q”(IC + 1)1/2(N+ + 1)1/25“2.

Hence, we obtain
1
INe =23 +/ e B[ 75, B(n))ePMdt + &
0

with
+& < C(NO)TV2K +1)(Ny +1).

Using (5.5]) we find

25, B(n)] = S Wi
i=1
with
W = Z b (Bpb7, + bpb—p)
PEAT
Wo=— > p-(p+r)ap(r)ngr (b ,aiapr + hoc.)
TGA*,p,qui:
p+r, q—r#0
Wo= = 3 (o)) (b, biaga, . +he).
rEA, p,gEAY :
p+r, g—r#0
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For any ¢ € [051], we have (using again [[ulls < C£Y2/N and [yl < C, from (&I5))
|<6tB(77)£’ W2etB(n)£>|
S |: Z ‘p’2”aqb7’—qbp(./\/+ =+ 1) 1/2 tB gH

reA*, p,gEAT:
p+r,q—r#0

~ 1/2
x [ Z [T (r) |2 [1g—r 2P + 712 apr (N + 1)1/ 2B ¢
TGA*7p7q€A::
p+r, q—r#0

< Nuelzlnll2[ICV2 (N + 1)2eP0e|2 < CO2(NOTHE 2 (WL + 1) 2¢)7.

The contribution of W3 can be bounded similarly. Hence,

j Z3+W1+/ dt/ dse” sB Wl, ( )] sB(n)+52

with

+6 < \/_ (K+ 1Ny +1).

With (54]), we compute
(W1, B Z X; + h.c.

where

Xi=)_ Dy
pEAT

v Eon{(4) (05

pEAi

2 1
X3=2 Z Dynp ay, (1 — N+N+ > (1 — N+N+ >ap

pEAT
Ny 3
Z Dpnq p _p|: <1 — W) — N:| aqa_q .

pqEA*

With (518), we find, for any ¢ € [0;1],

(B e, XyetPM )| < N[ Z " ’2 Z 7 ’4“]\/ +1)/2tB g 12

pEA* peA*
Ip|<e—t \p\zé‘l

< C(NOTHIWE + 1) 22
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Again from (5I8), we have |D,n,| < C(N¢)~! for all p € A%. Thus

(P, X3 PMe)| < CNO TN ZPMe2 < CNE W + 1))
As for the expectation of Xy, using (5.I8]) we obtain

\(etB(")f, X4etB(n)§>,

c |Dp|2 tB( 1/2
< = E m¢||2
— N< ’p‘Q Ha'fqa'qe 5” )

P,qEA]
1/2
< (3 InaPloPllapa, e PMe]?)
P,qeA]

= N€1/2”’C1/2N1/2 e[| NG e P < —H(ic+1>1/2w + )¢

We conclude that
INe =23+ W1+ X1+ &3
with

+& < Wi (K+1)Ny+1).
Let us now go back to control the term Z3, as defined in (.35). We can estimate,
for any x > 0,

ezol<e( Y Pl o ae2)

K
reA*, p,gEAT: |p T |
p+r, g—r#0

D S - D

rlk
reA*vplvqleAi: ’p ‘
p' =7, ¢ +r#0

C
< 3 (6 PEINLE),

where we used the change of variables p’ = p +r,¢' = ¢ — r and the bound

Bl o, 0

sup
pEAL reN*:r#—p

valid for any x > 0. To prove (5.36]), we use the bound (2I0) for |@,(r)|. More precisely,
we consider separately the sets where i) |[p —r| < N and |r| < N (here we use |wy(r)| <
C/(N|r|?) and we estimate |r|=2|p —r|7* < |r| 27" + |p — r[727%), ii) [p— 7| > N and
7| 2 N (here we apply [@(r)] < C/|r[® and we use [r|*|p—r[~ < |r|-5="+[p—r|~5-%),
iii) [p — 7| < N and |r| > N (here we estimate |@,(r)] < CN73),iv) |p —r| > N and
|r| < N (here we use |@y(r)| < C/(N|r|?) and we estimate [p — |~ < CN~F).

24



Thus, for any x > 0, we arrive at

Ine = Z Dy + Z D, (b3b*, + byb—p) + E7

peA: peA:
where o o
+E7 < —— K+ DWWy +1) + —PEHNL 4+ 1). 5.37
J_m( )(+)N,,u Ny +1) (5.37)

Combining the last estimate with (5.33]), we obtain

N-1)~ > Ly

G, > ( . )9,00) + > [P+ Dy + Velp) + 5 (Ve ) ()]
pEAi
1A~ 1 =5 * 7%k
+ Z [p277p + D, + ng(p) + ﬁ(‘/g 1) (p)] (bpb—p + bpb—p)
peA]
C @)
—CNf +1) — PN, +1),

N&
now with the restriction 0 < k < v/2 (from ¢ > N~1*¥ it then follows that N{ >
NV > N?%: thus, the first term on the r.h.s. of (537) can be controlled by the second).

With the scattering equation (5.I6) and using the bound on the second line of (5I3)),
we obtain

C

- mP(”“) Ny +1)

N
e = 5 [ Vil@)gy (@)dz — C(Ny +1)

for any 0 < k < v/2. With (5.12]), we find (5.26]).
On the other hand, combining (£.37) with (5.34]), we arrive at

Gl
(N-1)
a 2

R . . 1 PN
2 2 2 -
Vi) + Y [PPop + Vap)og + Ve oy + 5 > Velp = @)y + Dy
pEAi qEAi

1~ 1 > * 7%
+ Z [pQUp% + 5‘/6(1))(% + Up)2 + ON Z Vi(p — Q)nq + Dp] (bpb*p + bpb—p)
pEAi qEAi

+ 3 [20%02 + Va) (p + 0) ] Bsbp + K + Ve + Enve
pEAi

where o
(K+Ve+ DNy +1) + —PEH (N, +1),

+Eny < NF

c
VNI
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for any 0 < k < 1. Observing that

1 ~ N C
5 X V- anon + €] < 1 IV + 1)
peA:,qu*
1 ~ C
‘N Z Ve(p — Q)Uq((ap + %)2 - 1) (& bpb_p&)| < WH(N‘F + 1)1/25H2
pEA®  gEA*
* * C 1/2
| s Bty — apa)6)| < KN %
pEAT
and that
1 i * *
(&Ve§) = 2N Z Ve(r)(&, ap+raqaq+rap£>
p,quj,reA*
r#F—p,—q
1 Ve(r) 2 2 _ O 12, 1/242
< — <
SoF D el < IR )
p,qeEN ;reN*
r#—p,—q

we arrive at (B.30]), choosing k = 1/2.

6 Diagonalization of the effective Hamiltonian

According to Prop. B3] we need to find a good ansatz for the ground state of the
quadratic Hamiltonian Qp ¢, defined in (5.28]). To this end, we are going to conjugate
Q}s\% with a second generalized Bogoliubov transformation, diagonalizing Qx . In order
to define the appropriate Bogoliubov transformation, we first need to establish some
properties of the coefficients F),, G, defined in (5.29)).

Lemma 6.1. Suppose £ > N~ for some v > 0. Then there exists a constant C' > 0

such that

C
p2/2§Fp§C(1+p2), ‘Gp’§ﬁ7 ’Gp‘<Fp

for all N € N large enough.

Proof. Recall the notations -, = cosh(7,) and o, = sinh(7n,). With (012) —|—7§) < C (from
the boundedness of 7,) and (5.I3) in Lemmal[E.1] we immediately obtain F, < C(1+p?).
To prove the lower bound for F, let us first consider |p| > ¢~1/2. With (012, + 71%) =
cosh(2n,) > 1, we find F, > p> — C > p?/2, if N is large enough (so that £ is small

enough). For |p| < ¢71/2, we use (x¢f? * G,)(0) > 0 to estimate
(ef? %30 ) 0) > (xef? 310 ) () = (xef7 %, ) (0)
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With
(o2 +30) 0) — (3237 30) O] = Clol [ lebeto) 2@y () <

we conclude that )
Fy>p?—CMY2 > %.

Next, we show |G,| < C/p*. With the scattering equation (5.I6), we obtain

o —

Gp = 2NNy (Xeo J7 * G20) () + 2% (Vpp — 1p) + (Vi G ) (0) [(4p + 0)2 — 1] .

Since
1 . 3
Ypop — Tp| = ‘581nh(2np) - np‘ <Clnpl” <

sinh(2m,) + cosh(21,) — 1) < Clnp| < —

p

p
|(7p+0p)2_1|: ‘

and using (5.13) we obtain |G,| < C/p?, as claimed.
It remains to show |G,| < F},. To this end, we write

F,—Gp= p2 (v — Jp)2 — 2Dy,
Fp+Gp = [p2 +2(Ve * /Q\Zo)(P)] (vp + Up)2 +2D)p.

By Lemma B.] we have |D,| < C/(N{). Hence, we find, for N large enough, F, — G, >
p* — C/(NV) > 0 and, similarly as in the proof of F, > p?/2 (distinguishing small and
large |p|), F, + G, > Cp*> — C/(N{) > 0. This shows that F, > |G,| and concludes the

proof of the lemma.

O

With Lemma [6.1] using in particular the bound |G| < F),, we can define, for every

p € A%, 7, € R through the identity

G
tanh(27,) = —FI’:.
Equivalently,
1 1-G,/F
T, = —log v/ By
4 " 14+ Gp/F,
From Lemma we obtain
Gpl _ C
ITpl < C—= < T4
Fy p|

B(r) =5 D m(bpb™, — byb-p)
pEAT

and we consider the generalized Bogoliubov transformation eZ(7).
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Lemma 6.2. Let 7, be defined as in [G2). Then, for every n € N any r € (0;5) there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

e PO+ Vi + PO + DNV, + 1P < CK+ Ve +PY + DNy +1)" . (6.5)

Proof. Proceeding as in [6, Lemma 5.4] and using that, by €3], (7|1, ||7|l2 and ||7] 52
are all bounded uniformly in ¢ and N, we find

e BOK+V+ 1)V, +1)ePD < CK+ Vi + 1)V, +1).

The growth of P) (N +1) can be controlled as in Lemma 5.2, with the only difference
that now ) q|"|7y|? < O, forall 0 < r < 5. For n > 1, we can proceed similarly. [

qENT

The reason why we are interested in the Bogoliubov transformation e?(7) is that it
diagonalizes the quadratic operator Qy , defined as in Prop.

Lemma 6.3. Let Qn be defined as in (5.28), and 7, as in (6.2). Then, we have
—B(T T 1
e PO Q P = 2 % [—Fp +\/F2 - Gg] + 3 JF2 - G2 ata, + oy
pEA’jr pEA’jr

where o
Hone < (K + LN +1).

Proof. The proof of Lemma follows exactly as in [8, Lemma 5.3], using Lemma
(which implies ||7][; < C), Lemma [5.21 and Lemma [6.2] O

With the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e®( we define a new excitation
Hamiltonian M‘?\iffg : ffN — ffN, settingﬁ

M, = e*B<T>g§§f€eB<ﬂ . (6.6)

Since the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e?(") diagonalizes the quadratic part
of Q?\l;fé, the vacuum vector Q) € J:EN is a good trial state for ./\/l‘j\l;fé. This correspond to

the trial state ®y = Uz ePMeBMQ € L2(AN) for the Hamiltonian HSH.

Proposition 6.4. Let Mf{?} be as defined in (6.0), with B(T) as in (0.4) and g;ﬁg as
in (B21), with £ > N~ for some v > 0 and fy > 0 small enough. Then, we have

(Q, M Q) = dma(N — 1) + epd®

1 8ma)?
-3 > [pz + 8ra — +/|p|* + 16map? — ( 27;? + O(N7/?)

pEAT

with ey defined as in (ILJ3).

*Instead of considering first (in Sect. [)) the action of B(n) and then (here in Sect. [B) the action of
B(7), we could have combined both unitary maps into a single Bogoliubov transformation exp(B(p)),
with p interpolating between 7, for large momenta, and 7, for small momenta. We chose to keep the two
transformations apart, because this allowed us to apply several results from [6].

28



Proof. With (530) and Lemma [6.2] we have
NZ == CN[ + e B(T) QN’[GB(T) + 5}\[7[
with

+Eh, < (K+Ve+PO2 L )N} +1).

-
(N€)1/2
With Lemma B3] and the assumption ¢ > N~ we obtain
€ 1 —V
(M) = Cret+5 D [-Fo+ /17 - 63| +ov72) (6.7)
peAj

with Cn ¢, F,, and G), defined as in (5.27) and (5:29). We rewrite

(N

—1) 5 ~ 1 =
Onye = —5—Ve(0) + gA: [p%% +Velp)np + 5 (Vex ) (p)np + Dpnp}
p

N 1 ~
+ ) [ = 1p) +W(p)(012)+7p0p_77p)_ﬁvﬁ(p)npno}-
pEA*

(6.8)

With the scattering equation (5.I6]) we find

One =000+ 30 [T+ N (f) #0) 0,

~ 1 ~
+ 3 [PPOR =) + V) (0 + 00 =) = 53 Ve®)mpmo|

Recalling that V, = QNAngfZZ we obtain, switching to position space,

Cve =NV =0 [ xula) a)da + N [ xala) (e
Ny [ X )7 @)ty ()i = NAT) 0w — N (xto 7 5 Gt) O
+ > { 0% —n2) + Va(p) (0} + oy — 1) — %%(p)npno} .
pGA*

With 77 = N(gg, — 1), we arrive at

Cve = NV =D [ ule) F(a)da + N2\ [ xola) 17 @)giy )
=N [ @) s+ N [ (@) @0t (o)
—WM/m@W@%@WFNME%@mJWM%EWM@W

1 ~
+ 3 [ 2) + Ve(p) (02 + pop — 1) — WVZ(P)??MO} :
pEAL

29



With (5.7) and since g, satisfies Neumann boundary conditions, we notice that

A /B xe() F2(@) gt () — Mgy / to (2) 12() gty () = / Y (f2(5)Vgr, () dz = 0.

20 By, By,

Thus, using fo, = frge,, we conclude that [
Cve = NV = Dy [ (o) 2, (0
Ny, [ @) ff (@)do = Ny [ @)oo

E o (6.9)
- N)\g(ng})(O) 1m0 — N gy (Xeo F7 * ) (0)n0
+ ) [ oy — ) + Vep) (05 +7p0p — 1) - %@(p)npno -

pEAT

To bound the terms on the second line of ([G.9]), we use Lemma 2] to show that
‘N)\g /Xg (z) f2 (z)dx 47Ta‘ < s
0 0 0 Ny

‘N)\g/xg(x)fg(x) —Aral < %

Similarly, we find

—NA2) 010 = Ny (xeo P2 # Gy ) (0)110 = —8ang + O((N) ™).

As for the terms on the fourth line, the last contribution can be bounded, using that
Ino| < C, by

C
‘QN > Vil 77”770‘ Ne
pEA*

To handle the other terms on the fourth line of (6.9), we combine them with the first
term in the sum on the r.h.s. of (67). Recalling (5:29), we find (using again £ > N~1*V)

_ 1
> [pQ(of; — ) + Vi(p) (o, + 7p0p — 1p) — §Fp]
pEA:

== [ Vz*gzo)( )+p2n§+(@*§go)(p)np} +O(NY)

pEA*

(6.10)

where we bounded, using |02 4 v,0, — 1| < Clnp|? < C/|p|* (see @),

| 3 (00 = )+ 200 =) < =.

*Instead of applying the scattering equation on the first line of (EX]), we could have switched to
position space and argued as in (5.8]) to reconstruct the term on the r.h.s. of (59); this would have given
an alternative derivation of (69]).
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As for the remaining term on the r.h.s. of (6.7)), we can write
FY = Gy = [pl* +2p° (Ve * G, ) (p) + 4y

with the notation
Ap = _4Dp<(‘7£ * Geo)(2) (vp + Jp)Q + Dy + 2102%01)) .

From (5.I8), we have |D,| < C/(N¥¢). Thus, with (y,+0,)* < C and |y,0,| < C|p| =2, we
obtain |A,| < C/(N¥¢). Using this bound and the observation that |p|* + 2p?(V; * gy, ) (p)
and |p[* + 2p?(V % Gy, ) (p) + A, are positive and bounded away from zero we write

\/ﬂ - \/|p|4 +2p2(Vi * G, ) (p)
Ap

V1P + 202 (V% o) () + Ay + /I + 20° (Vi 3, ) ()

Expanding the square roots in the denominator around p?, we easily find (using again

[4p| < C/(ND)),
A

L — —Z—Jro N7Y).

peA] \/!P\4 + 292 (Ve * ao) (p) + Ap + \/!p\‘1 +2p2 (Ve % ge,)(p) - peny
Combining the last two equations with (6.7), (6.9]), (6.10), we find
(M)

= N(N — D)y, / xto () f2 (2)dax — Sy

~ 2
PO Vi * Gy ) (P
pGA*
4,  ((Vex3u)®)’ 2
= 2 |7 (Ve i) )y — e | OV,
pGA* P g

(6.11)

Estimating (v, +0,)* = 1| < Clnp| < C/|p|* and |y —1p| < CWS < C/Ipl° (see @),
we obtain

> A—g == % [2p2?7p+ (Vi * Ge,) (p) +Dp} +O(N7Y).

. 4p .
peA+ p€A+

Solving the scattering equation (L.I6]) for D,, we obtain

Z A—I; = - Z % [p277p + %(‘76 * 9) (P) +N}‘50(X€0f£2 *ﬁfo)(p)} +OWNT).

4
PEAT p PEAT
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Inserting this bound in the last line of ([G.I1]), we get

>

— A, ((VexGe) )
P+ (Ve xGoy ) (p)mp — —2 + WVex @)

2 2
pEA: 4p 4p
1o .o Vi Gi)(p) | D
= Z[p2np+§(w*géo)( —i—D}np—i—Z w*ggo ){%4_%_’__5
pEA"_‘F pEA* P p
N e f2*G
I Z o (Xzofg 920)(17) Dp I O(N_y).
PEAT p
With the scattering equation (5.16)), we find
S 2
5o Ay ((Vexgey)(p)
> [P+ T o, — oy {20
pene p p
N)‘KO (X/fo?g * jq\fo)(p) 2 1~ L
= 3 Pop+ 5 (Vex Gey)(p) + Dy | + O(N™Y)
* p
PEAT
) 2
B [Ny (X0 7 * Geo) ()] Xzo N
- Z p2 - Z )
pEA: pEA*

where in the last step we used Lemma 2] and Lemma Bl From (GII]), we conclude
that

(2 M) = NV =1 [ (o) (0o — s = % 3 K02

pGA*
1
=5 Y enp) + OV )
peA:

(6.12)

where we introduced the notation

SN 2
ex(p) =8+ (V) )~ ol + 2200w ) — (T80

Expanding the square root, we find that |ey(p)| < C|p|~*, uniformly in N and ¢. This
allows us to cut the sum to [p| < £ ! with a negligible error. For |p| < ¢!, we can then
compare (Vj x 9e,)(p) with (Vg = ggo)( ) and then with V;(0). Proceeding s1m11ar1y to [8,
Eq. (5.26)-(5.27)], we conclude that

Z en(p) = Z [pQ + 8ma — /[p|* + 16map? — (827;?2} + O(log?) . (6.13)

peEA”, peEA’
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Finally, let us compute the last term on the first line on the r.h.s. of ([6I2]). Using the
expressions (see [8, Eq. (5.5), (5.29) and (5.33)]):

. Amly (sin(ﬁolp\) >
0, (p) = — cos(lop
Xto (?) pl2 \ Lolpl (fop)
— 4l 6sin(lglp]) = 6cos(bop)  3sin(lp|pl)
(vl P)0) = Tk (- — cos(top)
’ p[? Glpl 5lpl? Colp|
—= 47
(Xeol - 17H)(p) = W<1 - COS@OP))
we can rewrite
9a Xeo (p) a Xeo(p) | 3a < T
—g D g = 12y e+ 22 S %) (el @)
60 p 60 ‘p’ 20
peA peA; €AY
(6.14)
9 a2 ~ 5 3a ~ —
— o 22 Xe@) 7 2 Xe () (el - 17H(@)
0 peny 0 peAr
From [8 Eq. (5.31)] we have
2 o~
a Xto (P) 2 1 4
127 — = Ip—— — —7/¢ d
ng |p|2 6ma ( 0 EO 157T 0) (6 5)
pEA:
where . )
o= 2 g Y D
3T 3T M—oo p2
pEAi:
|ps| <M

Computing the different terms on the r.h.s. of ([€I4) and using (6.15) we obtain

9a Xt (p)? 24 o 16
_16 Z Xeo (P) = 6maly ¢ m2a’l? .
l P2
0 peA:
Inserting (6.13), (Z0), (5I7) and the last equation in (6.I2]), we conclude that
(M)

1 8ma)? —
= 4ra(N — 1) + epa® — 3 Z [p* + 8ma — /|p|* + 16map? — (272)} + O(N7V/?)

peAi

with ep defined as in (3. O

7 Bounds on the trial state

We introduce some operators to control the regularity of our trial state. First of all, we
recall the definition of the operator P("), defined in (E23) for 1 < 7 < 5. Furthermore,
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we need some observables acting of several particles. For n € N, we define

_ 2 2 % *
Tn = g P Dplp -Gy Ap, oo Opy (7.1)
P1,-Pn€AL

Since 1 has limited decay in momentum space (see (5.18])), we will only be able to control
the expectation of 7, for n = 2,3,4. To control some error terms, it is also important
to use less derivatives on each particle. We define, for § > 0 small enough (we will later
impose the condition § € (0;1/6)),

AD = > pPP PP a) ap, . ap, - (7.2)

plw“ypneAj_

We will be able to control the expectation of Aﬁ{”, for all n € N. Additionally, we will
also need the observable

S = " PP a0y al ap, . ay, (7.3)
P1s-Pn€AL

All these operators act on the excitation Fock space .FEN. In order to bound their
expectation on our trial state, we need to control their growth under the action of B(n),
similarly as we did in Lemma for P

Lemma 7.1. For n € N\{0} and 0 < 6 < 1/6, we consider AY) s in (7-3). We define
recursively the sequence o, (depending on the parameter §) by setting oy = 1/2 + 0,
ag =2+ 20 and

o = a1+ an_o|/2+T/4+36/2. (7.4)
Then, for every k € N, there exists a constant C' > 0 (depending also on n and 0) such
that

(P, AD N+ P0e) < Comon {| Wi+ 126+ (e AP W+ D8} (7.5)
j=1
for all ¢ € FEN.
For n € N\{0}, let

T = {(g:0) € (—1;3) x (0;1/6) : & + 26 < 3/2("= D},

For (g;0) € Z,, we consider Sr(f’é) as in (7-3). Moreover, we define the sequence (5, =
an +1/2 4+ ¢ =9, with o, as in (74) (the sequence B; depends also on §; since this
dependence does not play an important role in the proof, we do not make it explicit in
the notation). Then, for every k € N, there exists a constant C > 0 (depending also on
n,e,d) such that

B(n) ¢ o(=9) B(n) e o N (0)
(P SENP0E) < ol + 3 sup (6,576 (7.6)

=1 €,0€Z;
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for all ¢ € FEN.
Forn € {2,3,4}, we can also control the growth of the operator Ty, defined in (7.3).
We find
(P, ToePe) < O3, (1+PW + To)é)
(B¢, ToePWe) < Ce=4g, (1+PW + 240 + T3)8) (7.7)
(P, TaePMe) < OO, (1+PW + Zaa + Zap2 + Ta)é)

for every & € ]:_EN. Here we introduced the notation (for m = 2,4)

Zyo = Z Ip1l*p3 Qpy, Uiy Ops Oy 244 = Z 1 [*[p2|* Uy, gy, sy Uy
p1,p2€AT: p1,p2€AT:
p17£Ep2 p1#Ep2 (7.8)
Z4,2,2 = Z |p1|4p%p§ azla;)ga;;gapSaanpl .
p1,p2,p3EAY:
p17#+p2,Ep3

Finally, we will also need an improvement of (7.6]), forn =3. Fore > —1,0<6 <1/6
with € + 0 < 1, we find

(ePe, S0eBMe) < o= (e [14+PW + Z45]6) + S s59} (7.9)
£,0)€ls

for all £ € J:EN (observe that, in (7.0), 55 =T7/2 +¢e+26).

Remark. The sequence «, defined in (Z4) is given explicitly by

o (L) 2 (- (1)) a0

Proof. We begin with (Z5]). We consider k = 0; the case k > 0 can be handled similarly.
Forn>1and 0 <d < 1/6, we set

FO () = (eBMe, ADtB ey

n

For n > 2, we compute

dF)
i

(t) = (B¢ [AD) B(n)]eBM¢)

= Z 1327 . |pa| 320 (B, [a;‘)l...a;napn...apl,B(n)]etB(n)@.
plv"'vpneA:

With the identity

* * * . * * * * *
[apl Oy A, apl,bq] = g 6q,pjbpjap1 el GOy GG Gy Gy
J=1
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we find

* * % 7 %
[apl cely Gp, apl,bqb_q]

_ Kk % * * *
= g Opi— bqbp Upy w O Gy e Oy Gipy e Oy Gy e Gy

* * * *
+ E Op;.qbp i Opy = O Gy e e O Gy oG G G DT
Thus
* * % 7 %
[apl oGy p, e Apy bqb_q}

n
. k7 %k * * * *
= g (Opj,—q + Opsq) Ugblgay, - ap ap. ooy Ay ey Apy Gy

=1

! (7.11)

+ Z Z 6pj7q Pi,— b*b* —q ;1 ;j 1a;;g+1 e 'a;i—la;i+1 e 'a;;n

J=1i#j
X p,, w e Op Gy e Oy Gy g e e Oy
Therefore, we can bound
dF” 3/245 | (3/246 3/246
Zwl<e >0 Il
PlyeesPr—1,q €AY
B B
x |lagap, .- - ap, €' (")£H||a*_qapl o, € Mg (7.12)

+C D> IngllgP PP o
P1sePn—2,gEAT

X |lagap, - . apHetB(")ﬁH ”a*—qam e apnfzetB(n)f”

for a constant C' depending on n. Estimating [la* (|| < [la—C]| + [[C]| and applying
Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we obtain, for any n > 3,

dF(é) ) !
0] < Cllal O + CEO @R 0 [ T 1]
S
+C[ sup ’q‘3/2+5 ] (5) ( )+CF(5) (t) %F %[ Z ’q‘9/2+35 2]
geN]

qGA*

With Lemma b1l we arrive at

‘ dFr(f)

()| < CEO @) + e ED, (1) + CTARRED (03 B, (03 (7.13)

This bound is also valid for n = 2, setting F( (t) = [|€]|?. If n = 1, we can use (5.23) to
estimate

FOt) < V2|2 + (¢, ADg)]
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for all ¢t € [0;1]. Inserting this bound on the r.h.s. of (ZI3) (with n = 2), we obtain
B (1) < CR(0) + Co2 2 [l + AP ]e) < 072, [1+ AV + AP ]g).

Defining the coefficients «, iteratively, as in (7.4)), by simple induction we conclude from
([CI3) that, for all n € N, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

FO@t) < cronle, [1+ f: ADey. (7.14)

Let us consider (Z.0), again for k = 0. For n > 1, (¢;0) € Z,, t € [0; 1], we define
GE() = (B, SED PO g).

Proceeding similarly to (ZI3]) we find, for n > 2 (with the convention that G(()E’é) (t)=0
and F*(t) = ||¢]|2 for all ¢ € [0;1]),

n—1

dG0 (1) c.5) (£6) ()1 ~(e)
‘7‘ < CGEN () + Co 120G (1) 4+ o T2 G (1 @

(

+ CU R () + e G (1) B (1)

for a @ > e+ 20. The second line arises from the contributions to the commutator (Z.1T])
where ¢ coincides with the variable raised to the power 2 + €. In fact, the contribution
from the first term in (ZI1]) can be estimated by

ST a0 pa P
q:p1,-Pn—1E€EAY

X |lagap, - .- apn—letB(n)fHHa*—qam X -apn—letB(n)fH

< Cllnlloc G (1) + CGED [an|q|2+6]

NI

< CGEN () + co = FY (1),

The contribution from the second term on the r.h.s. of (ZII]), on the other hand, can
be bounded by

Z ’nq"q’7/2+6+5’p1’3/2+5.“ ‘pn_2‘3/2+5

4,1, Pn—2EAT

B B
X ||agap, "'a’pn—Qet (n)fHHa*—qam e a’pn—Qet (W)g”

1
< O sup gl )G 1) + OGO ED, 03[ 1ol 002
q
< CGN (1) + Cr> o R <t>%F£‘i’2<t>%

for a @ > ¢ 4 26 (this condition is needed to apply (5.19), in Lemma [5.1]).
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If n =1, we use again (5.23)) to estimate

G < o g + 6 SV F < cei{e + swp (6,80}

(e,0)€Th
for all ¢ < 3 (G(€’5) does not depend on ). Inserting this bound in (ZI5]), we arrive at

dG(e d)
L0 < o6 ) + o e+ s (6,51}

(875)611
if we can find 6 > 0 such that > e+20 and e+ 6 < 3, i.e. if e+ 0 < 3/2 (this condition
is certainly true, if e +20 < 3/2). By Gronwall’s lemma (noticing that 55 = 5/2+¢+4),
we conclude that

5 e ¥ 5
G5 <o g+ sup (6.85%) + sup (6,856}
(e,0)€Zy (,0)€Zs
for all § € (0;1/6), € € (—1;3) such that € + 2§ < 3/2. Now, we proceed by induction.
We fix n € N and we assume that for all j < n — 1 there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

G < oo’ {H§H2+Z sup (6:5776)}
i=1 (&
for all § € (0;1/6) and all £ € (—1;3) with ¢+ < 3/20~Y and all t € [0;1]. Then,
using also (CI4]), (CI5]) implies that
dG(56 5)
(7(<ca<€5><)+ce ﬁn{\|5||2+z sup (6,8 5>} (7.16)

i=1 (E 6)611
if we can show that

c>p 1 +0—1/2

B > 7/4+36/2+ (B, + B5_)/2

G5 >1+e+an
BE>2464¢/2—0/2+510/2+ a, o/2

(7.17)

and if we can find § € R such that § > ¢4 26 and £ + 0 + 25 < 3/2""2) je. if
£+26 < 3/2"=D. To verify (ZIT7), we use that 55 = o, + 1/2 +¢ — 6. The first and
the third conditions in (.I7) are equivalent to

ap > oap—1+1/2496

which follows easily from the explicit formula (ZI0). The second and the fourth condi-
tions are immediate consequences of the recursive definition (Z4) of the coefficients .
From (ZI6]), by Gronwall’s lemma we conclude that

G () < Ce {u«su?+2 up (6.5 (7.18)

216’
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for all § € (0;1/6),e € (—1;3) with £ + 26 < 3/2(r~1),
Next, we show (7). For t € [0;1] and for n = 2,3, 4, we set

Hi (1) = (P, TeB0e)
Proceeding as in the proof of ({.I2), we find

dHs( )
‘ 2(t ‘ C Z !nq\qu HaqapetB(n)SHHa_qapetB(")gu
P (7.19)
+C Y gl lal'llage PP lla” e P
qENT

Using [[a* ¢ < [la—¢C|| + [|¢]| and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality we obtain, with (5.23)
and (B.19),

‘dH2 | < CHy(t) + C2E (14 PO)e) + CLE (14 PO

By Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that
Hy(t) < CL73(E, (1+ TP + PW)¢) (7.20)

for all ¢ € [0;1].
Analogously to (ZI9), we find

dfﬂﬂt) 2,2 2 B B
S22 <0 Y Il 203 g ap e PO 0 ap ape PO
q:p1,p2€AY
+C Y7 Il lal'p lagape e la” yape ]
q,pEAY
Thus

dHj;(t
B0 < oy + O )+ 0 Y Inglal'P e D elllae POEl (7.1,

q,pEAL
To control the last term, we distinguish the contribution
> nallal’lage e lllage e < Cle e, PO N, +1)e )
gent, (7.22)
< CO3g, PO+ 1)¢)

arising from terms with p = ¢, a similar contribution from terms with p = —¢ and the
contribution arising from terms with p # —q, ¢, which can be bounded, with Cauchy-
Schwarz’s inequality, by

S Imllal*pllagape PO [lapePWe| < CTIPWL (1) (P g, PR tBM )1/
¢,pENY :p#—q,q

< Waa(t) + CHE (1 +PP)eE)
(7.23)
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where we applied (5.23) and we defined

Waa(t) = > 1193 llap, ap,e P PE|?. (7.24)

p1,p2EAY p1F#—Dp2,p2

To compute the derivative of Wy 2, we proceed once again as in ((IZ), noticing however
that, because of the restriction to p; # —po, p2, the contribution from the second term

on the r.h.s. of (ZII]) vanishes. We find, with (5.23]),

AWy o (t
‘T()‘SC S Ingllal*p?llagapePME|a* jape P
¢,pENY :p#£—q
£C Y mld?lpl lagape el a” yane P
q,pENY p£—q

< CWya(t) + Cr=3 (B g PR etBMgy 4 Cp=l (B¢ pAetBM)¢)
< CWaa(t) + CL4E, (1+PW)e).

By Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude (recalling (Z.8])) that
Wia(t) < CLHE (1+PW + 245)8) (7.25)

for all ¢ € [0;1]. Inserting this estimate in (C23]), and then, together with (Z22]), in
([ZZI0), we obtain (using also that PN < Z45)

1ng 1<0H3<>+ce YHy(t) + COHE (14 PW + 249)8) .

With (Z20) and Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that
Hy(t) < CUNE (14+ TP + 240+ PW)g). (7.26)

To control Hy, we proceed again as we did to show (Z2I]) and we bound

‘dH‘* | < CHu) + Cr (1)

+C Z nqllal p?pgllaqaplap—ww(")ﬂl||ap1ap2€tB(”)£H :
q,p1,p2EAT

In the last term, if ¢ = £p; or ¢ = £p9, we find terms that can be bounded using (B.I8))
and (Z.26) (and the trivial estimate 2N < T3) by

> Ingllgl®p? lagasqape M| asqapePMe||
a,peA]

< ¢~ 2 Z qu Haqap 1/2 etB() f”HaiqapetB(")ﬂ\ (7.27)
g,pEAT

< O PIE TN + 1)eP0e) < COME, (1+ Ty + Zap + PY)E)
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Contributions from terms with g # +p1, £ps, on the other hand, can be estimated (with

(C20)) by

Z ngllal*pip3llaqay, ap, B¢ HaplametB(n)gH

q,P1,p2:q7#Ep1,Ep2

< CORWI B0, TPz (T2)

< CWyaa(t) + CL78, (1 +To + PW)e)

where we defined

4.2 2 B 2
Wioa(t) = Z Ip1|"p3 3 Haplamapset (")5H :
p1,p2,p3EAY :p1F#+Ep2,£p3

We compute

‘ dWa22(t) ‘

@ 1=C ) 1all2*P3p2 ) agp, ap, e BODE]|[a” yapy ap,e BO]|

q,p2,p3 €N :q#Ep2,Ep3

B B
+C > Pl B3l agap, ap,ePDVE ] la* yap ape "]
4,p1,p2EN ip1#£+q,Ep2

+C Y Ipl'al Ingl lagape Ve[t gaye T V]|
q,pEAT :qFEp

which leads to

‘C”/WT?(Q‘ < CWaaa(t) + C€*6<§7 (1+ p@ 4 Z49)E) + CWau(t) (7.29)

where

Wia®) = > lallpl*llagaye’™¢|?
q,pEAY :q#Lp

satisfies the estimate

AWy 4(t *
‘%()‘ < O [pltlal*ngllagaye B¢ |at apet B¢

q#p
< CWaa(t) + C 8, (1 +PW)e).

Thus, recalling the definition (Z.8]), we find
Waa(t) < COE A+ PW + Z44)8) .
Inserting this bound in (7.29]), we obtain

Wio(t) < CE8E (1+PW 4 240+ 2490)€).
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Plugging the last equation in (Z.28]) and using (.27]), we arrive at
Hy(t) < C %, (1+ PW Zya+ Za22+ Ta)§) .
Finally, we prove ([Z9). For e > —1, § € (0;1/6) with £ + 0 < 1, we define
JE (1) = (B¢, SV etB gy |

Proceeding as in the proof of (T.I5]), we find

dJE0) (1) s o S
R R R RO RNl G 0
+ Z ‘Wq!\q!7/2+5+5]p\3/2+6HapaqetB(’7)§HHapetB(")fﬂ
P.gEAT
+ > InallaP el lapage el [lape PO
P,gEANT

Recalling the definition (T24]), we can estimate (distinguishing p = ¢ from p # q)

Z !nq!\q!7/2+€+5!p\3/2+5HapaqetB(")é“H HapetB(n)f”
p.aeA;

< C<etB(n)£, 73(3+6+25) (N+ + 1)6tB(17)£>

1
+ CW4,2(75)%( 3 n2|q|3+25+25) 2 ((tBln) ¢ p+20) B g) 3
qEA’jr

< C<etB(n)§7rp(3+e+26) etB(n)§> + 08_1_5_5W4 g(t)% <etB(n)§7fP(1+26) etB(n)§>%

and, similarly,

Z |77q||Q|3+25|p|2+€||apaqetB(77)§H||ap6tB(n)§H
p,geN’,

< C<6tB(77)f, 73(3-}-6—}—26) (N+ + 1)6tB(77)§> + Cf_%_Z(SWz; Q(t)% <6tB(77)f, 73(2+25)6tB(77)£>% ]

With Lemma (.2 with (ZI4), (ZI8) and (Z.25]), we conclude that

d.J=0) (t)
— < (676)
| =000
+ B e (14 PW 4+ Z10)0) + swp (6,856}
(€,0)EL2
for all ¢ € [0;1]. By Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain (7.9)). O
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8 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

With the unitary operator Uy as in (5.2)), with 1 as introduced after (5.7) and 7 as in
©2), we define ®y € L2(AY) setting

Dy = Uy ePMeBOQ (8.1)

We recall that we assumed N~1*¥ < ¢ < N=3/4% (see Prop. HI)) and £y > 0 small
enough (independent of V). From Prop. [6.4] we find that

(B, Hi'®n) = (2, M5 ,0)
= 4ra(N — 1) + epa?

1 8ma)?
-3 Z [p2 + 8ma — +/|p[* + 16map? — %] + O(N7°)

peAj

(8.2)

for a sufficiently small £ > 0.
Additionally, with Lemmal[7Ilwe obtain important regularity estimates for ®. From
([C7) (and from (5:23]) in Lemma [B.2]), we find C' > 0 such that

_ <
(PN, (—Az,)PN) < N7
C
293
NCE (8.3)
N34
- C
- N4

From (Z3]) we find, for n € Nand 0 < 6 < 1/6, a constant C' > 0 such that

<(I>N7 (_Axl)(_Ax2)cI)N> <
<(I)N’ (_Aml)(_A$2)(_A:B3)(I)N> <

<(I)N’ (_Al'l )(_A$2)(_A$3)(_A:B4)(I)N>

(@, (=0, T2 (=0, o) < Nngon

From (Z.6) in Lemma [T], we find, for n € N and for every ¢ € (—1;3), 6 € (0;1/6) such
that ¢ + 25 < 3/2"1, a constant C' > 0 such that

(8.4)

(8.5)

C
(@ (=80 D) (200 ) RO < e

Let us prove (85, the other bounds can be shown similarly. First of all, we sym-
metrize the expectation on the Lh.s. of (8X]), writing

(D, (= A, )2 (AL A2 (C A, P20 )

1
= = Z (D, (_A%)1+e/2(_A$i2)3/4+5/2 n (—Axin)3/4+6/2‘1>1v> .

(n) 1<i < <in <N
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Next, we express the observable in second quantized form and we apply the rules (5.3)).
We find

(@, (=00)) 2 (=00, 2 (=0, )Y Py

C d d
ST DR 1 b IO
P1,-Pn€AL

B(n) ,B(t * *
x (eBMe ()Q,apl...apnapn...

ap, M PO
With (Z.6]), we conclude that
<(I)N,(_Azl)1+€/2(_A:v2)3/4+6/2 B (_Az )3/4+6/2(I) >

C B )
1 § j MQ, sED By L
- NnEBE { T — Esélg% S >}

To control the growth of 5}8’6), we can proceed exactly as in the proof of Lemma [T.T}
the difference is that, by (E3)), |7,| < C/|p|*, uniformly in N, ¢ (this should be compared
with the bound (B.I8]), for the coefficients 7,). As a consequence, for 0 < r < 5, we find

Yl <c

peAj

and thus the analog of the bounds in Lemma [I.T] with B(n) replaced by B(7), holds
uniformly in ¢. This observation leads to (8.5]).
With ®y as in (81]), we define the trial function ¥y € L2(AN) by

qﬁv ]i[fk __x]

1<j

The presence of the Jastrow factor guarantees that W satisfies the hard-sphere condition

(C8). Combining (2.12]), Prop. Bl and Prop. 1] we obtain

<\IIN,Z Az]\I]N>
H‘I’NH2

N(N —1)

<Dy, H®y) - 5

(@, { [H§E, — 47aN] @ ur(an 1 — on) JOx ) + ON7F.
(8.6)

Here we used [83), B4) and ([&3) to verify the assumption (BI)) of Prop. Bl and
the assumption (£4]) for Prop. Il Moreover, we used (82]) to verify the condition
<<I>N,H}3§f<I>N> <4maN + C in Prop. &1l
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Inserting (8.2]) on the r.h.s. of (86, we arrive at

(U, Y0 — Ay, UN)

W2
1 8ra)?
< dna(V = 1)+ ena? — 3 3 [P+ sma— VBT F omar - 2] w)
pGA:
N(N -1
— %«DN, { [H]e\}:{Q — 47TC(N] & Ug(.%'N_l — wN)}CDN> +CN~E.

To conclude the proof of Theorem [Tl we still have to show that the contribution on
the last line is negligible, in the limit N — oo.

From (£.20) in Prop. B3 we find
HSE , — 4waN > UJ*V_zeBW{ —CNL+1)=CN"PEHI (N, + 1)}e—B<"> Un_a (8.8)

for 0 < k < v/2. Notice here that both sides of the equation are operators on the Hilbert
space L2(AN~2) describing states with (N — 2) particles.
For i > 0 to be chosen small enough, we can estimate

(N4 +1)  ON#+ G + (N > N¥) < ONF £ CN (N + )™ (8.9)

for any m € N. Thus, the contribution arising from the first term in the parenthesis on
the r.h.s. of (B8] can be bounded by

W@W, { [thfoQB(n) (N} + 1)e B0 UN—2] Qup(rN-_1 — $N)}‘I>N>

< ON*"(@y, up(zn -1 — 2n)PN)
+ CN27m‘u<(I)N, { [UX/72€B(77) (N+ + 1)m+1673(n)UN_2} (024 Ug(m'N_l — -%'N)}(I)N> .
Using |luglly < C#2/N and B3) in the first and |ju/|lc < C in the second term (by
Lemma [Z7]), we obtain

N(N -1
%@H\r, { [UX/JGB(") (N + 1) B0 UN72] ® up(TN—1 — fUN)}‘I’N>
S ON"TH (P, (1= Ay ) (1= Agy)®n)

+ CNQ*mﬂ<eB(’7) eB(T)Q, (./\/+ + 1)m+leB(n) eB(T)Q> .

Here we used Lemma[5.2] to control the growth of (A, +1)™*! under the action of B(n).
Moreover, with q = 1—|¢o)(@o| denoting the projection onto the orthogonal complement
to the condensate wave function g in L?(A) and with q; =1®---®@q® -+ ® 1 acting
as q on the j-th particle, we estimated, on the N-particle space L2(A"),

N-2 N
Uy o NyUn 2©@1=> ;<> q5=UxN Uy (8.10)
j=1 j=1
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(with a slight abuse of notation, Ay denotes the number of particles operators on
ff(N_Q) on the Lh.s. and the number of particles operator on ffN on the r.h.s.).

Using again Lemma (and Lemma [6.2] for the action of B(7)), together with the
bounds in ([83]), we conclude that

N(Nf_l)cij, { {U}(,_QeB(”) (N4 + 1)6_3(”)UN_2} Qup(rn—1 — mN)}CIDN>
< NUH2 (14 Ni )+ ON?T < ONTE

(8.11)

choosing first g > 0 small enough and then m € N large enough.
Let us now focus on the contribution of the second term in the parenthesis on the
r.h.s. of ([88). Also here, we use (83) to estimate

W@N’ {[T3—oeBPPEOW, + 1)e BVUN ] @ uplan—1 - ox) 2w )

< CN27H+“<CI)N, { [U;{[72€B(n)7)(2+n)eiB(n)UN_Q] (= Ug(m'N_l — -%'N)}(I)N>

+ CNQiR*m“«I)N, { [UE’{[,QGB(n)’P(QJFR) (N+ + 1)m+lefB(n) UN,Q] ® u@(xN,l — xN)}q)N>
=R; +Rs.
To bound Ry, we can estimate ||us||oc < C, we can apply Lemmal[52to control the growth

of PCH#) (N, + 1)+ under conjugation with e and we can proceed similarly as in
BI0) to replace Uy_o with Uy. We find

R, < CN27nfm;L<eB(n) eB(T)Q’ (7)(2+n) + 6717.‘@) (N+ + 1)m+leB(n) eB(T)Q> )

Applying again Lemma (and then Lemma [62] for the action of B(7)), we conclude
that

Ry < CN2r—mup=l=r (8.12)
As for the term Ry, we first use (B3] in Lemma [3.2] to estimate, for § > 0 small enough,
R < CN27H+“||UA|1<(I)N, { [U;{[72GB(17)73(2+/@)673(77)UN72] ® 1}‘1>N>
+ ONZ7Hfug |y

% <q)N, { [UE72€B(77)P(2+H)673(77) UN*2j| ® (AmN_lAmN)3/4+6/2}(I)N>
= Ri1 + Rio.

(8.13)

To control Ris, we apply Lemma [5.2] to bound

U _pePOPpRHRe=Byy o < CUR_, [P 467175 UN
N-2

_ C’[ Z (_ij)pm/z n gflfli] _

J=1
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Thus
Rip < CN_1—5+M£2<GB(7Z)QB(T)Q’ [S?Emé) +£—1_HA56)]GB(7;)GB(T)Q>_
With (ZH) and with (T3) from Lemma [T}, we conclude that
Ris < CNHN—F (8.14)

for some € > 0, if § is chosen small enough, and 0 < kK < v/2.

It turns out that the term R is more subtle; here we cannot afford the error arising
from conjugation of P2+%) with e~ 5 Instead, we have to use the fact that we conju-
gate back with e when we take expectation in the state @y = ePM B, The two
generalized Bogoliubov transformations do not cancel identically (because one acts on
(N —2) particles, the other on N), but of course their combined action produce a much
smaller error. We will make use of the following lemma.

Lemma 8.1. For r € (1;4] we have

e~ B p(r) Bn) — p(r) + Z ‘p’rnp (b;b*_p—l—h.c.) + Z ‘P’rﬁi‘i‘/lﬁ (8.15)
pEAT pEAT
with
X < OWNy + 1)+ CN~HPW 4 27" (W +1).
Moreover,
e BN p| ny (b5b*, + b )P = " [p|Ty, (b, 4+ bpbop] +2 ) |pI 0] + Xy
peA’. peEA”. peEA.
(8.16)
with

+Xy < C(N} +1) + CN7HPW 4 /") (W, + 1),

We defer the proof of Lemma to the end of the section, showing first how it can
be used to estimate the error R1; and to conclude the proof of Theorem [Tl Notice first

that 2+ x < 4 since kK < v/2 and v is small enough. We can therefore apply Lemma [R]]
to find

<‘I)N,{ [UE—QGB(U)P(HH)@_B(W UN—Q] ® 1}‘1>N>
<O {UKN PP UN 2 @ 1} By) + Z >+

pEAi
+ ) P (en{UR o [bjb", + hee.|Un—s @ 1}0n)
peAj

+ C(@n, {UN o [L+ NTH PP 4 17 [Ny + DUn-—2 @ 1} ).
We observe that

N—-2 N
Uk P Un-2 @ 1=} (=07 < ) (=44 = UR P Uy
Jj=1 j=1
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and that, similarly,

Uk—a[1+ N7HPED 4 79[V + 1)Uy
SUR[1+ NTHPEH 4 077 [(Wy + 1)U

Moreover, we find

>k 7k 1
Z > Uk s [bpb,p +h.c.|Uy_o = N _2 Z ‘P’2+H77p[ a,a’ ,aoag + h.c.]
peAL peA’
; N2

T N2 > [0(zi — z;)(pi @ p;) + hec]

= > [0@i— ;) (pi @ p;) + hc]

v 2 [0@i—z)kiep)+he]
1<j:
j=N—-1,N

with 6 defined by the Fourier coefficients ép = |p|*"*n,, and with p; denoting the orthog-
onal projection p = |pg){po| on the condensate wave function acting on the j-particle.
Rewriting the first term in second quantized form (but now, on the N-particle space),

we find

D PP npUs s [bpbt, + he ] Un 2
pEAT

N
“N_2 Z ’p‘2+n77pUN [b;b*,p + h.c.] Uy
peEA’

1
“Nv—3 2 [0@i—a)piop)+hel].

i<jij=N—1,N
Therefore, we find

(@ {[UN oD PE e By ®1}<I>N>

< (BB ptr) Bl B Z ipl2+n2
pEA’
- Z Ip|2 T, (B BOIQ, (bypb*, + bpb_p) P POIQ) (517
peA*
1
tv 3 2 (v [0z @ p)) +he]Py)
i<j:j=N—-1,N

+ CBMBNQ 14+ NTHPEH) 1 =17 (W + 1)ePeB0Qy .
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Applying again Lemma to the first and third terms on the r.h.s. of (8I7), and
Lemma 5.2 to the last, we obtain

(®n,{ [UX[_QQB(W)@(HH)@—B(W)UN_Q] @1} oy)

2N
B(1 2+I€ B(7 2+I€ 2

peA*
s X R0 [, PO (s
pEA*
1
TN -9 > (@, [0 — ;) (pi @ p;) + hoc ] Dp)

i<jij=N—1,N
+CEPDQ, [14+ NP 4 7 1m9) (W 4+ 1)ePTay.

With the properties of 7 (see Lemma [6.2)) it is easy to check that all expectations in the
state e2(MQ are bounded, uniformly in N, ¢. Moreover, by (EI9)), we find

C
24K
[2_—] 2 W |+77”—Nel+n‘

pEA*

Finally, we can estimate the term on the fourth line in (8IF]) by

‘m > (ew, [a(xi—wj)(Pi@?Pth-C-]‘I)N>‘ < C(®n, O(z1—22)(p1©p2) )| -
i<jii=N—1,N

Since p16(z1 — x2)p1 = pléo = 0 and, similarly, p2f(x; — z2)p2 = 0, we have

(P, 0(x1 — z2)(p1 @ p2)®n)| = [(Pn, (01 @ G2)0(z1 — T2) (1 © P2)Pn)|
< 10]l2ll(q1 @ g2)@n I[P -

With [|0]]2 = [|0]]2 < C73/27% for 0 < k < 1/2, and with

N
(a1 ® a2)®n|? < CN"2(@n, [ 0] @)
= ON2(eBMeBOQ (N, +1)2ePMeBNQ) < ON2

we conclude that

1 C
‘m Z <CI)N7 [e(xi_mj)(pi@’pj)+h-C-]‘I>N>‘ < NO32tr
i<jij=N—1,N
Therefore, we obtain
" % c
‘(@N,{[UN,2eB(")P(2+ Je BNy _ 2] ® 1}(I)N>‘ NI
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for £ < N=%/3. Since |jug||; < C¢?/N by Lemma 1] the error term Ry; introduced in
[BI3) is bounded by
Rip < ON—FHegl/2=n < CN#e2,

With (814]), we find -
R; < CNHN™F

for £ > 0 small enough. Combining this bound with ([8I2]) we conclude, choosing first
1 > 0 small enough and then m € N sufficiently large, that

N(N -1
%‘<@N7 { [UE’{[,QGB(n)P(QJFR) (N++1)efB(n)UN_2] ®Ug(1'N_1—1'N)}‘I>N>‘ <CN~*¢
for a sufficiently small £ > 0. Together with ([88]) and (81]), this estimate implies that
N(N -1
SN 5 L@, {[HSE, — 47aN] @ uslan 1 — o) }Oy) < ON<.

From (81]), we obtain

(On, 30 —Ag, W)
RE

1 8ma)?
§47Ta(N—1)+€ACl2—§ Z {p2+87ra—\/!p\4+167rap2— (27;) ]—i—CN*e.

pEAi

We conclude the proof of Theorem [[LT] by giving the proof of Lemma
Proof of Lemmal81. With (53], we can compute [P, B(n)] to show that
1
e Bpr) B — p(r) 4 / ds e=sBM Z Ip|"np [b;b*_p + bpb_p] B | (8.19)
0 pGA:
Furthermore, expanding the integrand on the r.h.s. of (8I9]), we write

e~ B0 S Ip| by, + byby | B0
pEAT

- EA:: [Pl D3, + byb | (5.20)

+ / dt e~ B0 § |p|r77p {b;bip + bpb—p, B(n)} e B
0
peAj

Let us compute the last commutator. With (5.4]), we find

* 7 %k 1 * 7%
> ol mp [bpb_p - bpb_p,B(n)] =5 > 1pl mpng [bpb—p, U0, ] + hec.
pEAL PgeA]
=2 |pl'n; +E
pEA:

20



with

Ni+2 Ni+1 1
H—4Z|p|rnpap [<1— ~ 1-— N ~oNE| W

PEAT
Ni+1 N
r, 2 + +
+2Z!p\77p[<1— v 1= ) -1
PEAT
N |p|r77p77qaqa_q [2 (1 - W) — N] apa—_p +h.c..
P,gEAT
To control the last term, we write aga® japa—p, = agapa” a—p,—9_g paga—p, and we bound,

for an arbitrary & € ]:_EN,

1 * *
‘N Z |p|rnpnq<£’aqapa—qa*p£>‘

P,qEA]
1 *
<5 > ol mplinglllapagélllla™ ga—péll
P,gEAT
1
< N Z p|"[7p][7q] [HapaqﬁH + HaqﬁH] [Ha—qa—pﬁH + Ha—pﬁ\ﬂ-
P,gEAT

With Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and with the bounds r < 4, |n,| < C|p|~2, we find
LZE <Oy +1)+CN™! (P(” + EH> Ny +1).
Inserting this back in ([820) and using (5:23) we obtain

e BN " |p[m, [b;;b*_p+bpb,p] B0 = N |p|n, [b;;b*_erbpbfp} +25 Y |pl'np+E
peENT pEAT pEAT

again with

L <Oy +1)+CN™? (7?(7‘) + 61—7‘> Ny +1).
Setting s = 1, this proves ([8I0). Plugging now (RI0) in (8I9) and integrating over s
we find (8I3). O

A Properties of one-particle scattering equations

In this section we provide the proof of Lemma[ZT]and Lemmal[5. Il We start with Lemma
2.1 where we describe properties of the solution of the eigenvalue equation ([2.2).

Proof of Lemma[2]]. By standard arguments, the ground state solution of (2.]) is radial.
Thus, we consider the ansatz f;(z) = my(|z|)/|z|, which leads to the equation

m”(r) + Agm(r) =0
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for r € [a/N; /], with the boundary conditions m(a/N) = 0, m/(¢) = 1 and m(¢) = £.
From m(a/N) = 0 and m(¢) = ¢, we obtain

m(r) = ¢ sin(v/Mo(r — a/N))
sin(vVA¢(£ — a/N))
for all r € [a/N;¢]. This proves [Z). Imposing m’(¢) = 1, we arrive at
tan (v/A¢ (€ — a/N)) = /A4 (A1)

which shows (23]). This equation allows us to estimate the eigenvalue ;. As already
shown in [I8 Lemma A.1], we find

3a
= v

which implies that X(¢ — a/N) ~ /Al ~ (N{)~'/? <« 1. With tans = s + s°/3 +
25° /15 + O(s"), we obtain

¢ 14 O(a/NY)) (A.2)

VA= V(= o/N) + 0 (0= a/N) + SN (- /N OV )

which leads to (2.4)).
With ([A2) for Ay, we can expand the expression ([ZH). We find, for a/N < |z| < ¢,

_ a 3a a? alz|? a?
Jelw) =1- Nz Tane T oneea] ane T O(N2£2) (A-3)
o a a|z| a?
Ohfe@) = NE " Np T O<N2€2|x|> ' (A-4)

With these approximations, we obtain ([2.0)), ([2.7), (Z8) and (29]). Finally, we show
[2I0). An explicit computation (using also the eigenvalue equation (A.T])) gives

~ o~ 27l ¢ . " : —i|p|r cos
Wp = Xe(p) — S (e (€= /) /a dr rsin (\/)\7(7" —a/N)) / dfsinf e 0

/N 0
_ et sine 4 sin(|pla/N)
Y- 7 LDl P10 — ) cos(vAe(l — ay))

For [p| > ¢71, we have |\, — p?| > cp?. With (A2), we easily find |@&,| < C/(Np?), if
=1 <|p| < N, and |&,| < C/|p|?, if |p| > N. From &), we also have |@,| < [|w|; <
C/%/N for all p € A*; this implies (ZI0). O

— cos ]pw] —

Next, we show Lemma 5] devoted to the properties of the solution of (B.7]).

Proof of Lemma 51 We begin with (5.II). From the definition g, (x) = fo,(x)/ fe(z)
and the explicit expression (Z3]) we have

_ by sin(v g (Jz] — a/N)) sin(vAe(£ — a/N))

90 = G aalo — o/ N)) sVl — o/N))

(A.5)
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for all a/N < |z| < ¢. Expanding, we find gy, (z) = 1 + O(a/N¥) and thus |7(z)| <
Ca/l < Ca/(|z| +¢) for all a/N < |z| < L. For |z| > ¢, gg,(x) = fo,(x) and ([27) implies
that |7(x)| < Ca/|z| < Ca/(|z| + £). Finally, for |z| < a/N, we defined

. 3a 1
gu() = lim () =1 335 +0(5)

which gives |7(z)] < Ca/l < Ca/(|z| + ¢). This shows the first estimate in (B.I]). To
bound V7, we proceed similarly. For a/N < |z| < ¢, we find

) Ve 1
O ful) = fulw) (tan (vVAe(r —a/N)) B ;> (A-6)
and thus
N(x) = T Ve — \/)\_KO
(@) = Ngo(@) <tan (V2| = a/N))  tan (v/Ag (2] — a/N))) - @&

With |gg,(z)] < C and expanding tans = s + O(s®), we find |Vi(z)] < Ca/f? <
Ca/(|z| + £)2, for all a/N < |z| < ¢. For |z| > ¢, we have gy (z) = fi,(v) and the
estimate |Vi(z)| < Ca/(|x| + £)? follows from 7).

Next, we show (5I2). With (B7) (noticing that the flux of f?Vg, through the
spheres |z| = a/N and |z| = ¢y vanishes), we have

2N [ xala) @ )ony () = 2N, [ o) P 0)g1y ()
= 2Ny, /Xgo (x)dx 4+ 2N Ny, /Xgo(x)(fgfgo —1)(z)
since g, (z) = fo (z)/fe(x). With Lemma I we have
(2NA40 / Xeo (@)dz — 87ra‘ <CON-
and
23, [ xio(&)0(2) o) — 1] < Clly 1 < €/N
23 [ xio(2)(fale) ~ Vs < Clladh < CEN.

This proves the first bound in (512]) and also in (5I3]). To show the second bound in
(E12), we compute (with a slight abuse of notation we write here, for r > 0, f(r), ge, (r)
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to indicate the values of fy(x), g, (z), for |z| = 1)

2N Ay /Xg(x)fg ()ge, (x)eiip'zdx

ArNX [* :
= T g () sin(lplr)dr
’p‘ a/N

- fN [(20) + 20 £sr) 00 o)ty () + 7T, )] cos(lpir)d
B 4TlN )Ny

[p|*
From Lemma 1] we have fy(r), 7|0, f¢(r)] < C. From (EII), we find (recalling that
ge, = 1 +1/N) that |0,gs,(r)| < C/(N£?). With the bound ) (or [(A2)) for Ay, we

conclude that

9eo (£) cos([plf) -

28 [ xile) g @) 77| < 7.

The second bound in (5I3) can be proven analogously (on the r.h.s. £ is then replaced
by £y, which is chosen of order one).

Eqgs. (&I15), (5I6) follow directly from (B.7). As for (5I7), we rewrite
Ny = /ﬁ(w) de = / n(x)de — N wy, (z) dz . (A.8)
|x|<t |x|>2
Using (Z8)),([A3]) and the fact that g, (z) = 1+ O(a/N?) for |z| < ¢, we obtain
o 2 2 a2€0 2
no=—N [ wy,(x)de+ n(z) de+N wey(x) dr = —gﬂa€0+(9<T>+(9(a€ ).
|x|<t |x|<t

To prove (I8]), we consider the Fourier coefficients D, defined in (5I4]) and the
corresponding function D(z) = =V - [(fZ(z) — 1)Vij(z)]. For any p € A*, we have

D, < / D(a)|dx . (A.9)
a/N<]|c|<t
For a/N < |z| < ¢, we find

D(a) = 2f() (0 fo) (x)(9,i7) () + (f7 () — 1) Adj(x)
(0 fo)(x) (A.10)

= Ngro () (A = o) (f7 () = 1) — 2(6”7)(90)W

where in the second line we used the definition 7 = N(gs, — 1) = N(fo,/f¢e — 1) and the
scattering equation (ZII) for f, and fy, to replace

V fo(x)
fo(z)

Anj(z) = —2N Vi (@) + N(Ae — Aey) g () -

54



Using (&) to bound |ge,(z)| < C, @7) to show |fZ(z) — 1| < Ca/(N|z|) and using
(AL6), (A7) to control the second term on the r.h.s. of (AI0Q), we find

Ca Ca?

|D(x)] < ‘7()\6 —Agp) < Na | (A.11)
for all a/N < |z| < . Inserting (AII) in (A9), we arrive at
|Dp| < C/(N). (A.12)
From the scattering equation (5.I5]), we can estimate
C 5. — 3~
np| < W(\Dp\ + (Ve * Geo ) ()| + [N Ao (xe0 f7 * gzo)(z?)\) - (A.13)

Combining (A12]) with the first bounds in (&12]), (I3]), we immediately conclude that
Iny| < C/p*. To prove the remaining bounds in (518, we write

_471' €

b =T r D(r) sin(|p|r)dr
. N o (A.14)
— W [rD(r) Cos(|p|7“)] |r=a/N + W /a/N [D(r) + ’I“arD(T)} cos(|p|r)dr .
With (AI]l) and N¢ > 1, we can estimate the boundary term by
s . C
;? [TD(T) COS(|p|’I“)] |ra/N‘ < ]92—62 (A.15)
From (A1Q) we get
0rD(r) = 9ei(r) (e = o) (fE(r) = 1) + Ngay (r) (e — Aeo)2fe(r) 0y fu(r)
o (O fo)(r) (A.16)
— 20, <(3r77)(7“)w> -

Using the bounds |9,7(r)| < Cr=2, 19, fo(r)| < (CN7?)~!, the boundness of f, and gy,
and (24) we easily see that the first line of (AI6) is bounded by O((N£3r?)~1). As for

the second line of (A16]), we find, using (A6) and (A7),

o (Onfe)(r)
RGO
B \/)\_g _ )\go 2 \/)\_Z _
= Ngg,(r) [(tan (Vae(r—a/N))  tan (/A (r — a/N)) > (tan (VAd(r —a/N)) )

+ < ; - o > < - 1
sin® (VAe(r —a/N))  sin® (y/Ag(r — a/N)) "

)
- <tan (W;{?— a/N))  tan (\/E(Afo— a/N))> (712 ~ sin? (\/)\—z)(\:: - a/N))>
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Expanding 1/tan(s) = 1/s+5/3+ O(s®) and 1/sin?(s) = 1/52+1/3+ O(s?), we obtain

3fz )_ C

o ((0,1)(r) ~ M) € w7

Thus, |r0,D(r)] < C/(N£r) < C/£3 for all a/N < |z| < £. Combined with (AT,
(A14) and (A1), we conclude that

C
[ Dp| < Tl
Inserting this estimate in (A13]), together with the second bounds in (BI2), (EI3),
we obtain |n,| < C/(¢%|p|?), which finishes the proof of (5.I8). Eq. (G.I9) is a simple
consequence of (B.I8)). O
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