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Abstract

We consider the ground state and the low-energy excited states of a system of NV
identical bosons with interactions in the mean-field scaling regime. For the ground state,
we derive a weak Edgeworth expansion for the fluctuations of bounded one-body operators,
which yields corrections to a central limit theorem to any order in 1/ V/N. For suitable
excited states, we show that the limiting distribution is a polynomial times a normal
distribution, and that higher order corrections are given by an Edgeworth-type expansion.

1 Introduction

A quantum mechanical system of N identical bosons is described by a wave function ¥ that
is square integrable and symmetric under the exchange of any two particles, i.e.,

U(x1, ..oy @iy ooy Tjy ooy &N) = V(T1, oy Ty ooy Ty oo TN) i,7€{1,...,N}. (1.1)

Hence, ¥ is an element of the symmetric subspace f)é\{,m of the N-body Hilbert space $%,
where

AV = 9%V ol =9V 6= L2RY), (1.2)
for d > 1 the spatial dimension of the system and where ®gym denotes the symmetric tensor
product. We study the statistics of measurements described by self-adjoint operators on $V.

In particular, we consider one-body operators on £V, i.e., operators of the form
Bi=12 - 219B1l® a1 (1.3)
T N
j- —J

for bounded self-adjoint operators B on ). Since we consider indistinguishable bosons, we
study symmetrized operators, i.e., operators of the form Z;V:1 Bj. An example is the number
of particles in a bounded volume V C R%, described by the operator

N

> xvl)), (1.4)

J=1

where xy denotes the characteristic function on V. The goal of this article is to better
understand the statistics of such operators.
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Due to the permutation symmetry , the family of one-body operators { B; }jvzl defines
a family of identically distributed random variables, whose distribution is determined by the
wave function ¥ via the spectral theorem. The probability that the corresponding random
variable B; takes values in a set A C R is given by

Pu(B; € A) = (¥, xa(B)V) | (15)

where x4 denotes the characteristic function of the set A and where (-,-) denotes the inner
product of H”. Functions of self-adjoint operators are defined via the functional calculus. Note
that the operators ; Bj are formally the analogue of sample averages, which, in probability
theory, are often interpreted as repeated measurements. This interpretation does not apply
in our setting: the operator ) ; Bj does not describe N single-particle measurements on N
copies of the system (these measurements would always be independent of each other).

If the N-body wave function is a product state, i.e., if W = ®" for some ¢ € $), the random
variables B; are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.). Consequently, N -1y ;i Bj
satisfies the law of large numbers (LLN), and the fluctuations around the expectation value
are, in the limit N — oo, described by the central limit theorem (CLT). Moreover, for large
but finite IV, the fluctuations can be expanded in an asymptotic Edgeworth series, providing
higher order corrections to the central limit theorem to any order in 1/v/N (see Section
for a more detailed discussion).

A factorized wave function ¥ = p®V describes the ground state of an ideal Bose gas, i.e.,
a system without interactions between the particles. In this work, we are interested in the
situation where the bosons interact weakly with each other. We consider a system of /N bosons
in R? described by the many-body Hamiltonian

N

Hy =Y (-8 + V) + oy O vlwi— ;) (16)
j=1 1<i<j<N

acting on Y)é\}f,m, under suitable assumptions on the interaction v and the external trapping

potential V' (see Section[L.1)). This describes a Bose gas in the so-called mean-field (or Hartree)
regime, where the interactions are weak and long-ranged. We consider the ground state \II%\?
and suitable low-energy excited states WS of the Hamiltonian Hy, i.e.,

HyU§ =805, U8 enlln (1.7)
and

HN\I]QX:gJe\;( ?\7’(’ (]e\)[( Eﬁé\;ma (18)
where % := infspec(Hy) is the ground state energy and £ denotes a suitable excited

eigenvalue of Hy (see Definition . Due to the interactions between the particles, these
states are no product states but correlated. Consequently, the family {B;}; of one-body
operators defines a family of (weakly) dependent random variables. In fact, one can deduce
from [4] that their covariance is

Covy  [B;, Bj] := Euy[BiBj] — By [Bi] By [Bj] = O(N™Y) (i # j), (1.9)

where Eg , [] := (¥n, - Un). Despite this dependence, the family { B;}; satisfies a LLN, which
is comparable to the situation of i.i.d. random variables (see Section . Moreover, one can
prove a CLT (see, e.g., [1I [0, 29, 28]), which is a result of the formal analogy of quasi-free



states and Gaussian random variables. Due to the dependence of the random variables {B;},
the variance of the limiting Gaussian in the CLT is not given by Var,[B] but differs by O(1)
(see Section E|

In this work, we prove that the statistics of bounded one-body operators with respect
to the N-body ground state % admit a weak Edgeworth expansion, which differs from the
expansion for the i.i.d. case due to the interactions. Moreover, we prove an Edgeworth-type
expansion for a class of low-energy excited states W.

1.1 Assumptions

It is well known that the ground state ¥%; as well as the low-energy excited states US¥ of Hy
exhibit Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC), ie

— ) {el®*| =0 (1.10)

lim Tr
N—o0 ﬁk

for any k > 0. Here, |p)(p| denotes the projector onto ¢ € ), i.e., the operator with integral

kernel ¢(z)p(y), and 7](\,) denotes the k-particle reduced density matrix of ¥ € {¥%, U},
whose integral kernel is defined as

71(\]7)(951,---,$k;y17---,yk) = /(N . UN (215 EN)YN (Y15 o5 Yhs Thop 1 - TN) ATpq1 oo doy
(1.11)
The condensate wave function ¢ is given by the minimizer of the Hartree energy functional,
uld)i= [ (Vo) + V@lo@P) do+ [ oo - lo@Plol)Pdedy, (112

R4 R2d

for ¢ € Q(—A + V) under the mass constraint [|¢|ls = 1. The minimizer ¢ solves the
stationary Hartree equation he = 0 in the sense of distributions, where h is the operator on
D(h) =D(—A+V) C $ defined by

hi=—-A+V+uv*p?— g, MH::<<,0,(—A+V+U*<,02)90>. (1.13)
The corresponding Hartree energy is denoted by
e == Euly] . (1.14)

We make the following assumptions on the interaction potential v and the trap V', which, in
particular, ensure that ¢ is unique and can be chosen real-valued:

Assumption 1. Let V : R? — R be measurable, locally bounded and non-negative and let
V(z) tend to infinity as |x| — oo, i.e.,

inf V(z) =00 as R— o0. (1.15)
|z|>R

Assumption 2. Let v : R? = R be measurable with v(—z) = v(x) and v Z 0, and assume
that there exists a constant C > 0 such that, in the sense of operators on Q(—A) = H'(R?),

w2<C(1-A). (1.16)

Besides, assume that v is of positive type, i.e., that it has a non-negative Fourier transform.

!Strictly speaking, this implies that the result is no (standard) CLT in the classical sense of probability
theory. However, this notion has been used in all previous works in the context of the Bose gas ([I} 6}, 29 [2§]),
and we use it here as well.



Assumption 3. Assume that there exist constants C1 > 0 and 0 < Cy < 1, as well as a
function e : N — ]RE)" with

lim N"3s(N) < (4, (1.17)
N—oo
such that
N
Hy — New > Cp Y hyj —£(N) (1.18)
j=1

in the sense of operators on D(Hpy).

Assumption [I] ensures that V' is a confining potential; an example is the harmonic oscil-
lator potential, V() = x2. Assumption [3| ensures that low-energy eigenstates of Hy exhibit
complete BEC in the Hartree minimizer, with a sufficiently strong rate. Assumptions [2| and
are, for example, satisfied by any bounded and positive definite interaction potential v, and
by the repulsive three-dimensional Coulomb potential, v(x) = 1/|z|.

Assumptions |1| to |3 are precisely the assumptions made in [4]. They ensure that we can
expand the low-energy eigenstates of Hy and the corresponding energies in an asymptotic
series in 1/ VN (see Section , which is crucial for deriving the Edgeworth expansions.

Our main result holds for the ground state ¥%; of Hy and for a class of excited eigenstates

N € C](\?). The set C](\7) - Y)é\;m consists of all eigenstates U3 of Hy where Hy¥y =
EFUS such that £FF — Nep converges to a non-degenerate eigenvalue of the Bogoliubov
Hamiltonian, and where the corresponding Bogoliubov eigenstate is a state with 1 quasi-
particles (see Definition . In particular, the ground state \I/‘}g\? is contained in 61(\7,7) for

n=20.

1.2 Main Result

We are interested in the statistics of the symmetrized operators ), B;. After centering around

the expectation value, we rescale by dividing by v/N. This scaling is chosen as it is the size
of the standard deviation of }_; B;, which follows from (1.9) and (1.10) because

N

>.5

J=1

N
= Y Covy,[B;jBi]+ Y Varg,[B;] = O(N). (1.19)
1<j#R<N i=1

Vary

This leads to the random variable
1 N
By = — (B; —Eg,[B]) (1.20)
7 B,

for self-adjoint B € L($)), where Ey,, denotes the expectation value of a random variable with
respect to the probability distribution determined by Wp. Moreover, we consider operators
B such that the Hartree minimizer ¢ is not an eigenstate of B. This is equivalent to the
statement that the standard deviation o of the limiting Gaussian in the CLT (see our theorem
below) is nonzero, see . Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1. Let Assumptions (1| to @ hold and let Uy € C](\7) for some n € Ny, with
C](y) as in Definition . Let a € Ny and g € LY(R) such that its Fourier transform



g € LY(R, (1 + [s]3¢*4). Then, for any self-adjoint bounded operator B € L(£)) such that
the Hartree minimizer o is not an eigenstate of B,

1 _i _a+1
Euylg ZN [ gtalnse) s | < Culagv (121)

for o as in (3.12). Here, the functions pj(z) are polynomials of finite degree with real coeffi-
ctents depending on B, V and v. The error can be estimated as

Cala,g) < Cla) 1+ |BI™) [ dsiglo)] (1+ s+ + N3 s +1) (1.22)
R

for some C(a) > 0, where ||-||op denotes the operator norm on L($)).

(a) If Uy = U € C](\[,)), then pfs is a polynomial of degree 3j which is even/odd for j
even/odd. In particular,

pe(z) = 1, (1.23a)
W) = (D) (1.23b)

with ag as in (4.25) and where Hs is the third Hermite polynomial (see (3.26]) ).

(b) If Uy = UK € CO7 for some n > 0, then p* is a polynomial of degree 3j + 2n which is
even/odd for ] even/odd The leading order pg* s computed in Proposition .

Remark 1.1. Theorem [I| implies a quantitative version of the CLT for the ground state with
improved rate. Following the proof of |6, Corollary 1.2], we approximate the characteristic
function Xx[q g for some o, € R from below and above by some smooth and compactly
supported functions g and g%. For € > 0, we define these functions as g3 = X[age g+e] * (e
for ¢.(z) = e~1¢(x/e), where ¢ € C2°(R) is some non-negative function such that ¢(x) = 0 for
|z| > 1 and [, ¢ = 1. Consequently,

Eqe (9 (Bx)] < Pys: (By € o, 8]) < Eyerlg (Bx)) (1.24)

Analogously to [6], one obtains the estimate g5 (s)| < C|Z(es)| min{|s| =%, |3 — a|} for some
constant C' > 0, hence Theorem (1| leads (for any a € Ny) to

a

< Cla (NJTH{(?’“”’) +N- 325*(3‘”4)) . (1.25)

Bug [9(Bx)] ~ [ g5(0)ha(e) da

where the constant C' depends on B, « and 8 and where we abbreviated
1 2
ZN 2pJ ——c 7. (1.26)

Since | [ 95ba f ba(x)| < Ce, this yields

a+2

B
Pye (B € [a, 8]) - / bo(2) dz| < C(a) <5+N e Betd) 4 N —<3a+4>) . (1.27)




a+1
The right hand side of ((1.27)) is minimal for e = N _ﬁ, which, in particular, implies that it
is always larger than N~ 6. Consequently, choosing a sufficiently large yields

e2o dx

1
<C,N77 for any v < 5 (1.28)

IP\I’%G (BN € [a7 B]

V2ro?

This improves the previous estimate N
account only the leading order a = 0.

—1/8 which follows analogously to [29] by taking into

Remark 1.2. Theorem (1] constitutes a weak Edgeworth expansion as introduced in [14}, 5] 11].
In particular, our result does not imply an asymptotic expansion of the probability Py, (By €
[, B]). The reason why we can only state our result in this weak form is that our error estimate
when truncating the expansion of the characteristic function Ey [e!*BN] grows polynomially
in s (Proposition . Hence, we can not simply apply the Fourier transform to obtain an
expansion of the probability density. It is an open question whether a strong Edgeworth
expansion exists, i.e., whether there exist constants C, such that

*) |

Pys: By € | / ZN" 2m

a J7=0

(1.29)

If the N-body system is in its ground state W%, Theorem (1] implies that By admits a
weak Edgeworth expansion although the random variables are not independent. However, the
interactions affect the precise form of the Edgeworth series: the standard deviation o of the
Gaussian as well as the polynomials pg differ from the expansion for the non-interacting Bose
gas (see Sections and (3 - 6| for a detalled discussion). To prove Theorem |1 ' we expand the
characteristic functlon

55(e) = (U5, B %)

in powers of N~1/2. To leading order, gb}g\,(s) is given by the expectation value of a Weyl

operator with respect to a quasi-free state . Quasi-free states satisfy a Wick rule comparable
to Wick’s probability theorem for Gaussian random variables, and this formal analogy is the
reason why we obtain a CLT for the ground state. Technically, we use an equivalent formu-
lation of Wick’s rule, namely the fact that a quasi-free state is a Bogoliubov transformation
of the vacuum. This allows us to reduce the computation of ¢%(s) to the computation of
vacuum expectation values, which are non-zero only if they contain equal numbers of creation
and annihilation operators.

For low-energy excited states, the leading order of the corresponding characteristic function
#SF(s) is no longer given by an expectation value with respect to a quasi-free state, but rather
a state with a finite number of creation/annihilation operators acting on a quasi-free state.
Consequently, the limiting distribution is not a Gaussian but a Gaussian multiplied with a
polynomial. One still obtains an Edgeworth-type expansion, but each order of the distribution
is now the Gaussian times a (different) polynomial.

Theorem [1]is, to the best of our knowledge, the first derivation of an Edgeworth expansion
for an interacting quantum many-body system. Asymptotic expansions for (weakly) dependent
random variables have been derived in [23| [24] [I8] for Markov processes, in [14] for stochastic
processes which are approximated by a suitable Markov process, and in [7] in the context
of dynamical systems. In [11], the authors prove the existence of Edgeworth expansions for



weakly dependent random variables under fairly generic conditions, which includes random
variables arising from dynamical systems and Markov chains but excludes our modeﬂ

As discussed in Section for the i.i.d. situation, Theorem [I| yields a very precise de-
scription in the center of the distribution. In contrast, it does not generally provide a good
approximation of the tails of the distribution. For the dynamics generated by Hy, large
deviation estimates have been proven in [20, [30].

We expect that Theorem [I] can be generalized to all situations where the N-body wave
function admits an (explicitly known) asymptotic expansion in the spirit of Lemma For
example, it seems obvious that a dynamical Edgeworth expansion should exist, which provides
corrections to [1]; moreover, generalizations to k-body operators as in [28] and to k one-body
operators as in [6] seem feasible.

The remainder of the article is structured as follows: In Section [2, we summarize the
quantum many-body framework and collect known results for the mean-field Bose gas which
we require for the proof. Section [3]is a review of the probabilistic picture, including existing
results on the CLT for the interacting Bose gas. In particular, we analyse the effect of the
interactions on the Edgeworth series (Sections and . Finally, Section [4| contains the
proof of Theorem

2 Many-body framework

2.1 Excitations from the condensate

We consider N-body states ¥ which exhibit complete BEC in the Hartree minimizer ¢ in the
sense of . However, this does in general not imply that ¥ = ¢®V: in fact, an O(1) fraction
of the particles forms excitations from the condensate. To describe them mathematically, one
recalls, e.g. from [22], that any ¥ € Y can be decomposed as

sym

N

k
=Y o®V P gumx®,  xPe@{}, (2.1)
k=0 sym

with the usual notation {¢} := {¢ € $ : (¢, ¥) = 0}. The sequence
N
x = (") (2.2)
of k-particle excitations forms a vector in the (truncated) excitation Fock space over {p}+,
N k o k
<N 1 1
FN =PRIt c FL=P R} (2.3)
k=0 sym k=0 sym

and vectors in F (resp. ]:EN) are denoted as ¢ (resp. ¢ ). The creation and annihilation
operators on F , af(f) and a(f) for f € {p}*, are defined in the usual way as

k
(@ (F)d) B (@1, .., 25) = \}% S £ @)% D (@1, ooy 251, B0, s ) (2.4a)
j=1

?In [1], the authors consider a Banach space B and assume that the characteristic function is of the form
én(s) = £(LYv), where L, : B — B is a family of bounded linear operators and where v € B, £ € B’. Applied
to our setting, we would identify v with the ground state Wy, and ¢ with the projection on the ground state.
However, ¢**®V is not of the form £Y for some N-independent £,. Even if we would introduce £s = eis%BN,
this operator would not satisfy the assumptions made in [11], which include that the spectrum of £ is contained

in the open disc of radius 1 for all s # 0, and that [|£)|| < 145 for some r2 > 0.




(a(f)P) P (a1, ..., z) = VE+1 /dxf(:c)gb(kﬂ)(xl, ooy Ty ) (2.4Db)

for £k > 1 and k£ > 0, respectively, and ¢ € F,. They can be expressed in terms of the
operator-valued distributions al and a,,

d(h = [def@al, )= [wT@ . (25)
which satisfy the canonical commutation relations

[am,a;f/] =d0(x—y), laz, ay] = [al,al] = 0. (2.6)

T Y
We denote the second quantization in F (resp. F) of an operator A by dI"; (A) (resp. dI'(A4)).
The vacuum is denoted by |2) and the number operator on F| is given by

Ni=dl (1), (Vi)W =k for ¢ € F . (2.7)

An N-body state ¥ is mapped onto its corresponding excitation vector x by the unitary
excitation map Uy,

Ungp: 9V = F=N | 0 Uy, ¥ = x, (2.8)
introduced in [22]. For f,g € {p}*, it acts as

Unpad'(p)a(p)Uk, = N-Ni, (2.92)
Unpa (fa(@)Ux, = al(H)V/N-NL, (2.9b)
Unpal(p)a(9)Ux, = VN—-Nialg), (2.9¢)
Ungal(fa(@Ux, = al(f)alg) (2.9d)

as identities on FEN. We extend Uy, trivially to a map to the full space 7. Analogously,

elements of ]-'EN are naturally understood as elements of F | .
2.2 Bogoliubov theory

It was shown in [4] that the low-energy eigenstates of Hy can be retrieved by perturbation
theory around the eigenstates of the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian, which is given by

HO = Ko—i-Kl—l-KQ—i-K;. (210)
Here,
Ko = /diL‘ a;rchmax , (2.11a)
Ky := /dxl dzs (¢Kq)(z1; xg)allam , (2.11b)
Ky := ;/dwl dzo (12 K) (21, xg)allaL , (2.11c)
for h from (1.13)), where K is the operator with kernel
K(z;y) = v(z —y)e(r)e(y) (2.12)
and where we used the orthogonal projectors
p=lo)el,  q=1-p (2.13)

onto the condensate and its complement.



2.2.1 Bogoliubov transformations

The Bogoliubov Hamiltonian Hy can be diagonalized by Bogoliubov transformations (see, e.g.,
[32]), which are defined as follows: For F' = f @ g € {p}+ @ {p}*, one defines the generalized
creation and annihilation operators A(F) and Af(F) as

A(F) = a(f) +a(g), AYF)=ATF)=al(f) +alg), (2.14)
where J = (9 ¢) with (Jf)(z) = f(z). An operator V on {¢}+ @ {¢}* such that
ANVF) = AVTF),  [AVF), A((VER)] = [A(R), AY(F)], (2.15)

is called a (bosonic) Bogoliubov map. It can be written in the block form

. <‘[i g) LUV ol S o)t (2.16)

where U and V denote the operators with integral kernels U(x,y) and V (z,y), respectively.
If V' is Hilbert-Schmidt, V is unitarily implementable on F |, i.e., there exists a unitary
transformation Uy : F| — F, called a Bogoliubov transformation, such that

Uy A(F)US, = A(VF). (2.17)

The identity (2.14]) leads to a transformation rule of creation/annihilation operators under a
Bogoliubov transformation,

Uya(f) Uy = a(Uf)+a"(V]),

P SR (2.18)
Uya'(f)Uy = a(Vf)+a"(Uf)
for f € {¢}*. In particular, powers of | conjugated with Uy, can be bound as
Up(NL + 1)U < CL0° (N +1)  (beN) (2.19)

in the sense of operators on F, , where Cy := 2|V ||fg + [|U]|2, + 1 [3, Lemma 4.4].

2.2.2 Quasi-free states

Finally, we recall that a normalized state ¢ € F| is called quasi-free if there exists a Bogoliubov
transformation Uy, such that

»=Uy|Q). (2.20)
Quasi-free states satisfy Wick’s rule (e.g. [25, Theorem 1.6]: for ® quasi-free, it holds that
(¢.a*(f1) 0 (fon-1)) =0, (2.21a)
Fi
<¢, zzbﬁ(fl)...atf(f2n)qz5>JTL = EZP jl_[l<¢, aﬁ(fa(zj—l))aﬁ(fa(Qj))¢>h (2.21b)
o 2n J=

for af € {af,a}, n € Nand fi, ..., fon € {p}*. Here, Py, denotes the set of pairings
Py, :={0 € Gy, : 0(2a — 1) < min{o(2a),0(2a + 1)} Va € {1,2,...,2n}}, (2.22)

where Gg,, denotes the symmetric group on the set {1,2,...,2n}.



2.2.3 Eigenstates of Hj
We denote by Uy, : 7| — F| the Bogoliubov transformation that diagonalizes Hp, i.e.,
Uy, HoUy,, = dI' 1 (D) + inf o (Hp) , (2.23)

where D > 0 is a self-adjoint operator on {@}*. It admits a complete set of normalized
eigenfunctions, denoted as {£;};>0. The ground state x§° of Hy is unique and given by

xg = U, 9) - (2.24)
Any non-degenerate excited eigenstate x§* of Hy can be expressed as

Xex — U* (aT(go))WO (aT(gl))m (aT(fk))nk
AN NN N

k+1
0

1) (2.25)

for some k € Ny and some tuple (1o, ..., nx) € N
ing to Uy, is denoted by

. Finally, the Bogoliubov map correspond-

_(Uy Vo
Vo = (VO Uo> . (2.26)

2.3 Low-energy eigenstates of Hy

Assumptions [I] to [3] ensure that Hy has a unique ground state and a discrete low-energy
spectrum. We will consider the following class of eigenstates of Hy:

Definition 2.1. Let n € Ng. Then ¥y € ﬁé\;m is an element of the set C](\T,’) iff all of the
following are satisfied:

(a) Uy is an eigenstate of Hy, i.e., Hy Wy = EnUp.
(b) There exists a non-degenerate Bogoliubov eigenstate, Hoxo = EoXg, such that

lim (Ex — Nep) = Ey.

N—o0

(c) xo is a state with n quasi-particles, i.e., it is given by (2.25) with no+n1+ -+ +nx = 1.

In particular,
v ecl, (2.27)

i.e., the ground state is contained in the set C](\y;) with zero quasi-particles.

To keep the notation simple, we will indicate the quasi-particle number 7 only when it is
inevitable to avoid ambiguities. If ¥ € C](g) for some n € Ny, it was shown in [4], Theorem 3]

that x = Uy, ¥ admits an asymptotic expansion in the parameter (N — 1)~1/2, namely

|~ S - 145 < caywy - 12 (2.29)
=0

for some constant C'(a) > 0 and for coefficients x, € F, given in [4, Theorem 3, Eqn. (3.26)].

For the proof of Theorem [I] it is more convenient to have a full expansion of these states
in powers of N~/2 instead of (N — 1)~'/2, which can be deduced from the results in [4] in a
straightforward way.

10



Lemma 2.2. Let Assumptions to@ hold, let Uy € C](\?) for some n € Ny and denote the
corresponding excitation vector by x = Uy ,V.

(a) For any a € Ny, there exists a constant C(a) > 0 such that

[x=>"nx| < clan =, (2:29)
=0
where
3+
x, = Uy, Z /dx(J)@éZ.)(xm)all ---alj_]Q) (2.30)
=0
Z+7]J+j even
for some functions 927].) € Lgym(Rdj).

(b) For any ¢,b € N, there exists a constant C(£,b) such that

INVL +1)"x,l < O(4,0). (2.31)

(c) Let B € L($). For any a € Ny, there exists some constant C(a) > 0 such that

(Un, Bi1¥n) — > N'BO| < C(a)||BllopN~*FY, (2.32)
=0
where the coefficients
¢
BY =3 " (Z)Try1xB R (2.33)
k=1
can be bounded as
|BO] < C(0)]Bllop (2.34)

for some constants C(¢) > 0. In particular, B®) = (¢, By), and

BW = <X07 (aT(qB@) + a(quO)) x1> + <x1, (aT(qu) + a(quO)) Xo>

+ <Xo, dF(qéq)Xo> : (2.35)

The functions @gnj) can be computed using perturbation theory, and we refer to [4] for the

explicit expressions. In a similar way, one obtains explicit expressions for B(®); see [2].

3 Probabilistic picture

To illustrate the effect of the interactions, we compare in this section the random variables
with probability distribution determined by ¥y € C%]) (for some n € Np) with the random
variables distributed according to the product state

gid . — N (3.1)

To underline differencences between the ground state \Il‘}g\? € C](\(,)) and excited states USf € CJ(\TZ)
for n > 0, we will indicate this in the notation by using the superscripts & and ** when
appropriate.
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3.1 Random variables

A self-adjoint one-body operator B € L($)) defines a family {B; }évzl of random variables with

common probability distribution determined by the N-body wave function ¥p. For \Ili]i\}i, the
random variables are i.i.d., and the expectation value E,[B], the variance Var,[B] and the
standard deviation ojq are given by

Eo[B] = (p, Be) ,  Varg[B] = oy = (9, B*) — (v, Bp)” . (32)
For an eigenstate U € C](\?) of Hy, the random variables are no longer independent, and the
corresponding quantities Ey , [B], Vary, [B] and oy can be computed as

N

Ey,[B] = %Z@N,Bjxpm:@w,&\pm, (3.3)
j=1

Varg,[B] = o% = (Un,Bi¥y) — (Uy, B1¥y)? (3.4)
due to the bosonic symmetry (|1.1)) of Ux. Note that by (1.10)),

lim Ey,[B] =E,[B], lim Vary,[B] = Var,[B]. (3.5)

N—o0 N—oo

3.2 Law of large numbers

For the product state \I/“d the weak LLN states that the empiric mean converges to its
expectation value, i.e.,

N
lim Py Z (p, Bo)| >e| =0 (3.6)

N—oo
=1

for any £ > 0. Abbreviating B := B — (p, By), Markov’s inequality yields for the interacting
gas (see, e.g., [I, Sec. 1])

1 ~
Py NZB]- >
=1

1 N2
N2 2<‘I’N’(ZBJ') \I’N>
j=1

£2 <\I/N,§1§2\IJN> L N2 <\I/N,§%\I!N> . (37)

IN

hence ((1.10)) yields

lim Py, NZB (p, Bo)| >¢e | =0. (3.8)

N—o0

The LLN for ¥y looks formally like the LLN for independent random variables. Let us stress
that \Il?\}i is not the ground state of the ideal gas because ¢ is the minimizer of the Hartree
energy functional, which depends on the interactions. In this sense, the interactions have an
effect already on the level of the LLN.

12



3.3 Central limit theorem for the ground state

Let us first compare the ground state U%; of the interacting gas with the product state \I’}l\?
The fluctuations around the respective expectation values are described by the rescaled and
centred random variables

11d 1 a 1 X
: JN Z By = TZ: IE\IJN B]) . (3.9)

J=1

For the i.i.d. situation, the CLT states that the distribution of Bi]{fl converges to the centred
Gaussian distribution with variance o2y, i.e.,

llm P\I,nd Blld

Jin [
& 271'01 4

By the Berry—Esséen theorem, the error in (3.10)) is of the order O(1/v/ N).
Obtaining a comparable statement for the interacting Bose gas has been the content of
several works. For our model, one can show along the lines of [29] that

o dz| =0. (3.10)

lim |Pyes(By € A) — /e 207 dz| = 0 3.11
i Pue (B o (3.11)

for
o= |vl|,  v:=UgBy+VoqBy, (3.12)

for Uy and V} from and g as in . In general, o and oy differ by an error of order
O(1). Hence, the interactions have a visible effect on the level of the CLT: they change the
variance of the limiting Gaussian random variable.

The simplest way to understand this effect is via the characteristic functions of the random
variables B}{}i and By, which are given by

id () 1= <<P®N elsB“d¢®N> _ <%e\}sﬁ(3—<w,3w>)gp>N (3.13)

for the ideal gas, and by

O3 (s) 1= (TF, ePVUL) (3.14)

for the interacting gas. To compute the inner products in (3.13]) and (3.14)), one applies the map
Un,, from (2.8)) to the N-body states ©®N and Uy. Since p®¥ is the pure condensate, Un,p
maps ©®N onto the vacuum |Q) of the excitation Fock space, whereas Un,, W5 = Uy, [Q) +

O(N2) (see Lemma. Conjugating By with Uy, and, for the interacting gas case, with
Uy,, leads to the identities

|282

W) = (QeltamaelaBog) 4 o(N3) = o iliB™ L o(NT), (3.15)

5(s) = (QUyer! (aP-aGaBoyy ) L O(NT) = 37 L O(NTE) (3.16)
(see Section [4.2| for the details). Since

lgBoll* = (¢, B(1 — |0){¢)By) = oiiq , (3.17)

13



the inverse Fourier transform leads to the Gaussian probability densities as in (3.10)) and (3.11] -

The mathematical derivation of quantum central limit theorems has first been studied in
the 1970s in [9] [I7] and was followed by many works in different settings, e.g., [13}, 33} 21 [16]
19, B]. For the ground state of an interacting N-body system, (3.11)) was proven in [29] for
interactions in the Gross—Pitaevskii regime. For the mean-field Bose gas, the corresponding
dynamical problem was first studied in [I], where the authors consider the time evolution
generated by Hpy of an initial product state. This was generalized in [6] to k& one-body
operators (corresponding to a multivariate setting), in [27] to singular interactions, and in [2§]
to k-body operators (corresponding to m-dependent random variables).

3.4 No Gaussian central limit theorem for low-energy eigenstates

So far, we have considered the situation where the interacting Bose gas is in its ground state.

](\7,7) for n > 0, the limiting distribution of the

fluctuations is not Gaussian. For example, if the first excited state \Ilg\l,) is contained in C](\}),

it satisfies UN,¢\I/§\1,) = UT,OaT(f)|Q> + O(N~1/2) for some normalized € € §) (see Lemma [2.2al).
In this case, we find that

If, instead, it is in a low-energy eigenstate ¥ € C

lim
N—oo

V)2 [ a? 1 _a?
b (z) = <1+|<0_2>| (02—1>> — ¢ 27 (3.19)

(see also [29, Appendix A]). The general case with n excitations is treated in Proposition

=0, (3.18)

Py (By € 4) - / b)) (z) da
A

where

3.5 Edgeworth expansion for the product state

For the case of i.i.d. random variables, one can go beyond the order N~/2 of the CLT and
approximate the probability distribution of B“d in an Edgeworth series, i.e., in a power series
in powers of N~1/2 which is determined by the cumulants of the distribution. We follow the
discussion from [12, Chapter 2]. The £’th cumulant of the distribution of Bid is defined as

reBRY] = (i) (&) m ol (s) o (3.20)
for £ € N, and one easily verifies that
Ko[BI) = N'=25,[B], (3.21)
where we abbreviated B
B :=B — (p,By) . (3.22)
The first three cumulants coincide with the first three central moments; in particular,
k1[B] =E,[B] =0,  k|B] = Var,[B] = o2. (3.23)

The basm idea of the Edgeworth series is to expand “d around the characteristic function

exp(—s202,/2) of the corresponding Gaussian random Varlable Since the ¢’th cumulant is
the £’th coefficient in the Taylor expansion of In ¢lid(s) around zero, one (formally) computes

with -

51\?( ) = lrl‘z’”d(“”)JQS fd e~ 35°%ha
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l
Hg 1.2 2
= exp E N~ +1 ) e 2% %id
>3

s )4 2(:.\6
- (1+Nﬁ3(318) +N™ (”4(18) L Fislis) )+...>e%5203d, (3.24)

where we abbreviated k, := /ﬁ?g[é]. Applying the inverse Fourier transform leads to a series
expansion for the probability density b“d of the random variable B”d

H3 <011d >
2 o?

-1 K4 z K3 - 1 -5
o <240§dH4 (Und) - 720§dH6 (m)) + >\/ﬂade i 3.25)

bid(z) = <1+N—%
Uud

where ) )
Hyz) =7 (- 1) e 7 (3.26)
are the (Chebyshev-)Hermite polynomials, for example
Hy(z) = 2°—1, (3.27a)
Hs(z) = 2° -3z, (3.27h)
Hy(z) = 2% —62%+3, (3.27¢)
Hg(z) = 2% —152% + 4522 —15. (3.27d)

The functions H; are polynomials of degree j which are even/odd for j even/odd. The complete
(formal) Edgeworth expansion is given by the formula

1 -
b'(z) = |14+ Nzpj(x) | ———e *id (3.28)
; V27oiiq
with
HE—}—Qm o—nd Kln—‘,-Z
pi(w) = Z — e 2 H G (3.29)
m=1 011d FJEN™ n=1 ‘]
|71=¢

The ¢'th Edgeworth polynomial p“d is a polynomial of degree 3¢ which is even/odd for ¢
even/odd and whose coefficients depend on the cumulants of B of order up to £ + 2. If the
expansion is truncated after finitely many terms, the right hand side of is in general no
probability density since it may become negative for large values of |z| and is not necessarily
normalized. The Edgeworth expansion is thus a local approximation, which is good in the
center of the distribution but can be inaccurate in the tails.

The expansion was first formally derived by Chebyshev and Edgeworth in the end
of the 20’th century, and the first proof is due to Cramér. Under the assumption that all
relevant moments of the distribution exist, the rigorous statement is usually formulated as an
asymptotic expansion of the cumulative distribution function or the probability density, with
an error that is uniform in x, i.e.,

22

1 502 a
blld 1 + N lld 2 %iid = =0 (N 2 ) 330
( Z NoZE iid (330
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(see, e.g., [34, 10, 26, 12 15] and the references therein). In general, one cannot take the limit
a — oo since the series does usually not converge. Generalizations of Edgeworth expansions
for i.i.d. random variables, for example to different statistics, the multivariate case or the
situation when the leading order is not Gaussian, can be found in the literature mentioned
above.

3.6 Edgeworth expansion for the interacting gas

Let us consider the ground state \Il'}g\? of the interacting gas. Due to the dependence of the
random variables, this situation is much more intricate than for the product state. In Theo-
rem [I] we prove that the probability density by of the random variable By with probability
distribution determined by Wy is given by

a j 1 ,i a+1
bnv(z)=[1+S N opi(z) | ——e 27 -+ O(N~ 2 3.31
~(z) ; pj(z) Noro ( ) (3.31)

in the weak sense of (1.21]). Let us provide a formal derivation of this result. As a consequence
of the interactions, the cumulants

KEIBN] = (—id) o (s)|,_, = (i) In (U, BV 0% | (3.32)

s=0

do not have the cumulative property that would lead to the exact scaling behaviour (3.21]).
Instead, each cumulant m%s [Bn] has a series expansion in powers of 1/N, for example

H%S[BN] = K20t N_llig;l + N_zlig;g + ..., (3.33&)
KEBN] = N 2rsg+ N 2k + N Skgo+..., (3.33D)
H%S[BN] = N71/€4;0 + N72,‘£4;1 + N73/<&4;2 + ... (3.33C)
with
K2:.0 = 0‘2 5 K30 = 3 (3.34)

for o as in and ag as in (4.25). Note that the leading order of x§°[By] for ¢ = 2,3,4
is N=¢/2+1 which is the scaling behaviour of the corresponding cumulant in the i.i.d. case.
Moreover, only even/odd powers of N~/2 contribute for £ even/odd.

Proving in full generality for each ¢ > 2 would be extremely tedious, which is why
we refrain from following that route for a proof of Theorem [I} Assuming one could prove the
(formal) identity

KBy =Y NTE ey, (3.35)

v>0

for each ¢ > 2, a computation along the lines of (3.24]) (formally) yields

bn(z) = <1 + N_% 604;»,3[{3 (%)

B A N o L Fo . |t
+N 1 (20’H2(0)+ 240.4H4 (E) + 720_6H6 (o’)) +> (S 202 ) (336)

which is consistent with the rigorous result obtained in Theorem
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4 Proofs

4.1 Preliminaries

4.1.1 Weyl operators

As a preparation, we recall in this section the concept of Weyl operators (see, e.g., [31]) and
collect some of their well-known properties. For any f € §), the Weyl operator is defined as

W(f) = e (—alf),
It is unitary with W*(f) = W(—f) and satisfies the shift property

W*(Ha@W(f) =alg)+(g.f) .  W*(Hal(@W(f) =d'(g) + (f.9)

(4.1)

(4.2)

for all f,g € $. Conjugation with a Bogoliubov transformation Uy, V = (gg), transforms

a Weyl operator into another Weyl operator as
UW(H)Up = W(g), g:=Uf-V7.
The Baker—Campbell-Haussdorff formula yields
W(f) = ot (Na=alNa=3zl/fI? 7

which leads to the identity
1
(@, W(f)Q) =z,

The number operator transforms under a Weyl operator as
NIW(f) =W () (N1 +af () + a(f) + 111)
which leads to the following result:

Lemma 4.1. Let b € 1Ny and f € $. Then there exists a constant C(b) such that

I+ D)MW (N < C) (IVL+ D%l + 171 gl )

for any £ € F.

Proof. By unitarity of the Weyl operator,

IV + D' WEL = WL+ 1+al(f)+alf) + 1 £12)%]
< o) (I + 1%+ 171 €]

where we used the estimate ||a?(f)&]| < || f||I[(NL + 1)%£H for af € {af,a}.
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4.2 Strategy of proof

In this section, we give an overview of the proof of our main result, Theorem [I] We will in the
following always assume that Assumptions [1| to |3| are satisfied and that Uy € C](\?) for some
n € Ny (see Definition . Moreover, we will use the notation x = Uy V¥ and denote by
X, the coeflicients of the asymptotic expansion . As above, we will only indicate the
dependence on 7 in the notation where it is inevitable. Our goal is to compute the quantity

Evy[9(Bn)] = (YN, g(BN)UN) = /Rd8§(5)¢N(5) (4.9)
with .
on(s) = (T, e PV Uy ) (4.10)

for By as in (3.9) and g : R — C some integrable and sufficiently regular function. As a first
step, we use the excitation map Uy, from ([2.8) to re-write the characteristic function as

on(s) = <x,eiSBx> ; (4.11)
where B denotes the operator on F defined by
B:= UN,L/?BNUXLSO . (412)

Applying the substitution rules (2.9) and expanding the square roots /1 — N /N in N~!
leads to the following asymptotic expansion (see Section for the proof):

Lemma 4.2. We have

B= N 3B+ N "3 R,, (4.13)
{=0
where
B, = dI'(¢Bq)—BW, (4.14a)
By = o (al(aBoNE + Nla(gBp))  (€20), (4.14b)
Byey1 = —BED (1> 1) (4.14c)

for BY as in [2.33), with co =1, ¢1 = —1/2, co = —(20 — 3)11/(2%0) (¢ > 2) and with
IRl < 1BllopCla) (INL + 1) e]l + d0oN 2N+ 1) %)) (4.15)

for some constant C(a) > 0 and any & € F.

Note that the estimate (4.15) is by far not optimal in the powers of N except for a = 0,
which determines the largest power of s in Proposition [£.4] In combination with Duhamel’s
formula,

S
eloB = oisBo 1 i/dTeiTIB (B — By) e~ 7)o (4.16)
0

Lemma leads to an expansion of ¢*®. Together with the asymptotic series (2.29) for x,
this yields the following expansion of (4.11]), which is proven in Section m
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Proposition 4.3. For ¢n as defined in (4.10)), it holds that

ZN 2 ZZ<X7L7 Jj— m Xm n> SN ( (CL)—F‘SQ(S)’), (417)

m=0n=0
where
To(s) := elsBo (4.18a)
J
Ti(s) = > > I (j=>1), (4.18b)
k=1 peN*
|€|=j
a a—mm—+1
Sals) = > (Xammon T ()% ) (4.18¢)
m=0 n=0 k=1 gcNFk—1
€| <m
with
]ng)(s) = / dTeiT‘“BOIB%gkei(T’“—l_Tk)BOIB%gk_lei(Tk—z_T’“—l)---Bglei(s_n)ﬁo, (4.19a)
Ag
Jgjzl)(s) — / dTeiTkleBRafw‘ei(TkiTk+1)B0B€kei(TkiliTk)BOIBEkil"‘]Bﬂlei(87‘r1)B0 (4.19b)
Ak

for £ = (1, ...,4) € N* B, and R, as in Lemma and where we used the notation

s S T1 Tj—1
/ dr := ij/dTl/dTQ"‘ / drj. (4.20)
A 0 0 0

To control the remainders of the expansion, it is crucial that By = af(¢By) + a(qBy),
hence )
™80 — W (irqBy) (4.21)

is a Weyl operator. Moreover, the operators R, and B, can be bounded by powers of the
number operator. Hence, applying Lemma repeatedly and making use of the fact that
moments of the number operator with respect to x, are bounded uniformly in N (Lemma
yields an estimate of the error S,(s) (see Section for a proof):

Proposition 4.4. The term S,(s) from (4.18¢c) satisfies
Sa(s)] < Cpla) (1+ |s* %+ N5 |sf ) (4.22)

where Cp(a) < C(a)(1+ ||BH3“+4) for some constant C(a).

The next step is to compute the coefficients in the expansion (4.17), which is done in
Section [4.3.4 Since an explicit evaluation to any order is too complex to obtain in full
generality, we focus on the dependence of the coefficients on s:

Proposition 4.5. For T; as in Proposition[{.5, we have

ZZ<Xm jom(8)Xm—n) = Py (s)e ™2+ (4.23)

m=0 n=0
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for o as in (3.12)) and where pg-n) is a polynomial of degree 3j + 2n with complex coefficients
depending on ¢, B, Vy and Gyj). Moreover, p(.n) is even/odd for j even/odd.

J

For the ground state U%; € C](\(,)), an explicit computation of the leading and next-to-leading
order of the approximation is still feasible and yields the following result (see Section for
the details of the computation):

Proposition 4.6. Let n = 0. For j = 0,1, the polynomials in (4.23) are given by

i
s)=1,  pV(s) = —604353, (4.24)

where

az = 128 <u®3, @§?§> + <u, (quéqu n Voqéqvo*) u> AR <u, quéqvo*v> ,(4.25)

and where @g?% is given in [3, Appendix B].

Theorem (1| follows from Propositions to by Fourier inversion (see Section for

the proof). For excited states U € 61(\7,7) with n > 0, we explicitly compute only the leading
order polynomial. The proof of the following proposition is given in Section [4.5

Proposition 4.7. Let 7 > 0 and denote the quasi-particle states by &1, ...,&, € L?*(RY), i.e.,
Xo = Uyyal (€1)--a"(&,)10) . (4.26)
Then pg* in Theorem s given by
n i\ 2 .
(1) = ) m (7) , 4.7
=S () (1.27)

with Hy, the k-th Hermite polynomial (as defined in (3.26))) and where

(1)’ T :
0t = OO > I &m&o) 11 Eoyv) (e - (4.28)

m,m' €6y j=1 j'=n—(+1
Note that & = & for ¢ # j is admitted, and that the formula for ¢, , simplifies if the
functions {; are orthonormal. For 1 = 1, we recover (3.19).
4.3 Proofs of the propositions
4.3.1 Proof of Lemma [4.2]

We decompose By as

By = —— dI'(B) = (dF(qu) +dT(¢Bp) + dr(qéq)) (4.29)

-
-

with

B:=B— (p,By) . (4.30)
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Note that

N & 1) ~
J1- N =N TN AN Ry, R < COINTTE (4.31)
=0

for any € € F and b € Ny and where []@%,N 1] = 0. Besides, by Lemma there exists
some rg(a) € R with |rg(a)| < C(a)||Bllop such that

(U, B1¥Un) — (¢, Bp) =Y NBO 4+ N~ rp(a). (4.32)
(=1

Consequently,

B = N 2Un, (dF(qu) +dI'(pBq) + dI'(qBq) — N (¥ x, B1¥Un) — (¢, Bw))) Un

N ~
= a'(¢By) \/1 AL \/1 — Wj‘a(qup) + N2 dI'(¢Bq)
(ZN (= BO 4 N~ *+3)rg(a >>
— Z]\F%Be L+ N~R, (4.33)
=0
for By as in (4.13)) and where R, satisfies (4.15)). O

4.3.2 Proof of Proposition
From (£.13)), it follows that B — By = N—'/2R, with

b
Ro=> N7 B+ N :R,. (4.34)
/=1

Hence, (4.16) implies that

S
a
: : 1 . 011 “ .
B = el N2 /dTelTlB E N~"7 By, + N iR, | ci(s=m)Bo
Ay l1=1

151830 + Z N— / dTelTﬂBOB el(s 71)Bo
/1=1

+N,L+1 [/ dTerrlIB%R el(S 71)Bo + Z / dTeiTQBRa,glei(Tlng)BOBglei(sfﬁ)BO

l1=1
a a—¥{1 e s
i Z Z N_12/ dTei’TQBB€2ei(’TI—TQ)]BOIBglei(S—Tl)]EO
G1=1fr=1 Az
= ..., (4.35)
which eventually leads to the expansion
a+1
I CR S DI IR (130)
k=1 geNF-1
lt|<a
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with T;(s) and Jgkz( ) as in and (4.19). This implies (4.17) by (2-29) because
a ) a ) a—n
o) = (x- ZN_2xme”Bx> 3N (e (x i)
n=0 m=0

n=0
a a—n N
= (X B ) (4.37)
n=0m=0
O

4.3.3 Proof of Proposition
Recall from (4.18) that

ptl

-2 Y Yy Y (Xacmns Tone(8)Xn )

m=0 n=0 p=0 k=1 pcNk—1

with

s
J(k) (S) _ /A dTelTkBRm—|£|el(Tk_l_Tk)BOBZk_lel(Tk_Q_Tk_l)]BO]Bfk_g "'Bglel(S_Tl)Bo ]
k

m;l
By (4.15)), we find for any &,&’ € F that

k
[GRAAGI
< ’/A dTHRm*|£|ei(Tk717Tk)BOB€k71 h 'Bﬁ1ei(87Tl)BO£H H£IH
k

< C(m)IIBHopHE'H/[O " dr [W\Q + 1) W (1641 f)By, B, W(id0 /)€l (4.38a)

+ S ol N V2N + 1)P2W (161 f)Be,_, - Be, W (100 £)E]| | (4.38b)

where we used the notation f = ¢By and abbreviated
Op—1:=Thp_1—Tr Op:=8—T1. (4.39)
By definition (4.14)) of the operators B, and using Lemma we find that

0 it £ > 3 odd

INVL +1)°Beéll < C(40) | Bllop |(NL + 1)"F€]|, e=q1  if£=1 (4.40)

HTl if ¢ even

for any b € $No. With 5] < |s| for all j € {0,...,k — 1} for T € [0, s]*, Lemma[i.1] and (£-40)
imply

I+ 1YW (i85 1./)Br, €]
< C(6,5) (IIVL +1)Be, &l + (511 Bllop)* [Be, , €]))
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b 2(b
< CB)Blop (1N + 1) 1€ + (sl Bllop) - lel]) . (4.41)
Using this estimate repeatedly yields

JNVL + L)W (61 ) By, B, W (00 )€]
< C@B)(1+ || Bll5y FEHT0) (14 [s2HT0) (N + 1) Teg]] (442)

where
o=, +---+ Ve, _q s 0<TIy< |£| (4.43)

by definition (4.40|) of v¢. Moreover, k < || + 1, hence
@35 < Clm) (1 + B2 [N + 1 e/) (1+ [sf21e) (4.44a)
[3SE) < 6y COmIN™3 (1 + | BETH) (VL + DY 2Fme €] (14 [sFmH) . (4.44b)
By (2.31]), we conclude that

Sals)] < Cla)(1+ | BT (1 + |sf*+* + N73]s+4) . (4.45)

4.3.4 Proof of Proposition

Let us introduce the abbreviation

¢(g) == a'(9) + a(g) (4.46)

for any g € §, and denote as above f = qBy and v = Uy f + Vo f, for Uy and Vj as in (2.26)).
Recall that o = ||v|. For an operator A € L($)), the relations (4.2)) for the Weyl operator
yield

W(g)dI'(A)W(g)" = dI'(A) — ¢(Ag) + (g, Ag) , (4.47)

hence the operators By from (4.14]) transform as
BBy, e R = By, (€>1), (4.48a)
BB IR0 — (IB%l — 7¢(i¢BqBy) + 7° <%Bq§quo>) , (4.48b)

eirBoB%e—iv—Bo = ¢ |: (CLT(f) + lTHfH2) (NL —71o(if) + 7'2||f||2)€

. L .
L= rolh) + TP () )| dse)
We summarize these expressions in the following way, keeping only track on the 7-dependence
and on the total number of creation/annihilation operators af:

Definition 4.8 (Equivalence classes). Consider a self-adjoint polynomial of degree j in Ny
and af, i.e., an expression of the form

SO Y Mg he ()

n,m>0 v=0pu=0kec{-1,1}»
2n+m=j

for some &, € L*(R). Here, we used the notation a*1 :=a and af' := al.
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(a) Two polynomials (4.49)) are equivalent with respect to the relation ~ iff they have the
same degree j and the number of operator-valued distributions ai in each summand is
even/odd for j even/odd. We denote the representatives of the equivalence classes with

respect to the relation ~ by F;, i.e.,

By~ ) 2": > > NI/dw(“)ﬁu(w(“))aiﬁl--~aiﬁ“+h.c.. (4.50)

n,m>0 v=0 0<u<m ke{-1,1}»
2n+m=j Jj+u even

(b) Two polynomials (4.49)) are equivalent with respect to the relation ~; iff they have a de-
gree < j and the number of operator-valued distributions CLE; in each summand is even/odd
for j even/odd. We denote the representatives of the equivalence classes with respect to
the relation ~; by F<;, i.e.,

Fej ~j IF; (4.51)

for any :7v < j. When using the notation F<;, we will drop the index j from ~;.

With respect to these equivalence classes, ]ng)(s) ~ ]I%k)(s) if € and £ differ only by a

permutation of indices. Moreover, ]ng) (s) is equivalent to the operator where [ zj dT is replaced

by f[o o7 d7. The identities (4.48) yield

~ s . .
Bopy1 = / elTBOBQg_;_lef”BO dr ~ sFy, (4.52&)
0
3
o~ s . .
B, = / e FOBe TR dr ~ Y 57T, (4.52b)
N s . 2042
By = / e TFOBye T dr ~ Y 5T Fapyng- (4.52¢)
0
qg=1

Consequently, for [£| = j,
I (s) ~ By, By, By, B0 ~ B B2 B oi*Bo (4.53)

where (k1,...,k;) € {0,...,5}, k1 + -+ + k; = k and Zizl nky, = j. From (4.52), one infers
that

sk if £ > 3 odd,
Bf ~ 30k 5" Fap ife=1, (4.54)
Zﬁ(ﬁ:m §" Freq2)—n if £ even.

Using the notation

koda == Z kq, Jodd = Z qkyq

3<q<y 3<q<j
q odd q odd

one computes

mkimks | Wk mke | wk1 mkq
BYBS B ~ | [ Be* |BY| ] Be
3<q<j 2<q<j
q odd q even
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3k kq(q+2)

~  grodd S IF31@1 —n1 H quq q+2 —ng

n1=k1 2<q<j ng=kq
q even

2k+j—(2kodda+Jodd)

ko "
~  gFoad Z S F2k+j—(2kodd+jodd)_n
n:k_kodd
2k+j—(kodd+Jjodd)
. n
- Z 8 F2k+j_(kodd+jodd)_n (4.55)
n=~k

and consequently

i 2k+j—(koda+Jodd)

J
Tj(s) ~ Z Z Sn]F2k+j_(kodd+jodd)_n oo, (4.56)
k= n=k

—_

Note that koqq + joad = 23<q<j odd (@ + 1)k, is even, hence the power of s and the degree of F
sum up to an even/odd number if j is even/odd. Moreover, the highest power of s is attained

(4)

for k = j (where koqq = Jjoaa = 0), which corresponds to the term ]I( ~ 1)(s). Hence, we
conclude that
J . 3j A
Z s" Fggj_n + Z s" F?)j—n elSBO ~ Z s" Fggj_n eISB0 . (4.57)
_ — n=1
Moreover,
37
Uy Tj(5)U3, ~ D 8" Fegje W (isv) (4.58)
/=1

where we have used that Uy,BoU3,, = ¢() and e*?(") = W (isv). By (2.30)), we obtain

<Xn7 Tj—m(S)Xm—n>

S SN SE o) FtCec I

0<p<3n+n 0<q<3(m—-n)+n (=1
p+n+n even g+m— n-+mn even

x| (@) <Q Gy gy Fs(jmy—e W (isv)al, .-.ajcq9> . (4.59)
Using that
W (isv)al, -+af, |Q) = e 257 (al, + isv (1)) (al, + isv(zg))e™” )]0) (4.60)

we find by permutation symmetry of @ﬁn) n,q that

/dx(q)@fn) (@)W (isv)af, - al, |9)
q
e %52“22 (is)77"( /dx(’")@gg)nqr( (r))ajcl"'al foal (v gty (4.61)
r=0

for 6 () = [dapi1- dogy(zrg) vz )@(77) (2(9). The inner product in (&.59)

m—n,q,r m—n,q
is non-zero only if it contains equal numbers of creation and annihilation operators. Since the
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operators F<3(;_,;,)—¢ have been conjugated by a Bogoliubov transformation (see (4.58), they
contain at each degree of the polynomial all possible combinations of creation and annihilation
operators. Hence, expanding eisat(v) yields

/dx(r) dzgqr-- dxq+pé£:z)fn,q,r(x(r))@%(%H: s Tptq)

isal
X <Q, aqurl "'aIITqupFS?’(j—m)—f a;[fl ..,al‘relsa (V)Q>

3(j—m)—4
S g 4
v=0

(n)

for some coefficients c,
v,j;m,nt,q,r

by - In summary,

<Xn7 Tj*m(s)Xm—n>

q
B D S S [ s g dogs, 82, )

0<p<3n+n 0<qg<3(m—-n)+n (=1 r=0
p+n+n even g+m—n+n even

€ C. In particular, there is a non-zero contribution from v = 0

isat (v
x@%,(:nqﬂ, ...,l'p+q) <Q,azq+l (qu+ <3(j—m)—t 131 -a,j;re sa'( )Q>

(j—m m)—¢
~ 6750252 Z Z 3 ]z: Zq: Z l/J m,n,t,q,r 5p+q+3(j7m)72(r+y) . (463)

0<p<3n+n 0<q<3(m—n)+n ¢=1 r=0 v=0
p+n+n even g+m—n+n even

Note that the highest power of s is 3j + 2n and that p+ ¢+ 3(j — m) — 2(r + v) is even/odd
when 37 is even/odd. This yields (4.23) with

pMsy= Y st (4.64)
0<k<3j+2n
k+j even
for c( " ¢ C with C3J+2n £ 0. O

4.3.5 Proof of Proposition
From Propositions [4.3] and [£.4] we know that

on(s) =725

S

+iNTS / dr <W(—is Fxo, W(—irf) dr(qéq)W(in)X0> (4.652)
+ N7 <O<W(—18f)xo,xl> + (1 W (isf)xo) ) (4.65D)
— iN"zBW /Sdf (X0, W (is£)x0) (4.65¢)
+O(Nh 0

with f = ¢By as above.
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Computation of (4.65a). As above, we abbreviate v = UyqOp + Vg qOp. With (£.3) and
(4.4), we find

S
[.65a) = iN~2 / dr <W(—isy)Q,W(—iru)UV0 dr(qéq)U;OW(m)@

0
s

/ dr <e—isa*(”>Q,W*(iw)UV0 dr(qéq)uJ{,OW(iw)Q> . (4.66)
0

1

L1 _1.2.2
=iN 2¢ 2%°

For any one-body operator A, any ONB (p;) of $,, and g € $,, we have

W*(g)Uy, dT(A) U3, W ZA”( (Vogi) + <V090i>9>+aT(U090i)+(gaU090i>)

< (a(Uow) + Wiy, 9) + al (Vo) + (9, Vogs) ) o (467)

where we denoted A;; := (¢4, Apj). Consequently, expanding the exponential yields

s

([4.65a) = iN 2o 350" Z(QEQ)“ /dT <€_isaT(V)Q,

7 0

a' (Uopi)a' (Vow;)

+ < (Vowi, itv) + (itv, Upps) )CLT(V()%‘) +a' (Uowpi) ( (Uopyj,itv) + (itv, Vo) )

?)

—iN"2e 2 (s + %), (4.68)

+ (Vowi, Vows) + ( (Vogisirv) + irv, Ui ) ( (Uogs, i) + (iv, Vows) )

where ¢1,¢3 € R are given by

a = Tr(VogBgVy), (4.69a)
3 = —% ( <I/, UOqEqUS‘I/> + <§, VongVo*ﬁ>> - %8‘% <1/, qugq‘/b*ﬁ> . (4.69b)
Computation of (4.65b)). Using that
" 0
xi = Uy, ( [ awell@alio) + [ @@l al ol ) ) (4.70)

by Lemma one computes
[L85E) = iN~2e5 " (20 (1,6(7)) s — 20 (v, 01 ) *) . (4.71)
Computation of . We find, using first and then Lemma that
(@650 = LIN" V203507 s g(D)

= —iN T35 (. 0(aBe)Xs) + (X1 6(aBe)X0) + (X0 AT (0Ba)x0 ))

= — T8 — <(|4 653) + (& 65b|)> ‘
= —iN~ 2e —3s0? <61 + 2%< 11V >> (4.72)
This concludes the proof of Proposition O
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4.4 Proof of Theorem [1I
Combining Propositions and [£.4] we find that

a+1
2

(1+|s[3+3) + N—“T“\s\3a+4> . (4.73)

‘¢N(S) . ZN_%pgn)(S)e_%S%Q < Cp(a) <N_
=0

Consequently, by (4.9),

a
a+1

< OB(Q,(I)Ni 2

2

o (4.74)

Ela) = YN [ asgon? et

J=0

because g € L'(R, (1 + |s[3¢**). Finally, Plancherel’s theorem implies that

-~ k —1g252 1 . d b _a?
dsg(s)s"e 2 = V2ol dzg(x) 15 e 202

_ \/;7 (;i)k/g(x)Hk (&)e i (4.75)

where Hy(z) is the k-th Hermite polynomial as defined in (3.26). This yields (1.21) with
polynomials p;(x) of degree 3j + 27 in & € R which are even/odd for j even/odd. Note that
the coefficients of the p; must be real-valued because E[g(Bx)] € R for real-valued g. O]

4.5 Proof of Proposition

We consider x, € C](\7,7) for some n > 0. The leading order of <b§g)(s) is given by <x0, elsBo Xo>

and can be computed similarly to Propositions and Using and abbreviating
aj = &) (4.76)
we find that
(X0 Fx0) = (al&)alg)Wisv)al (&1)--al(€)2)

— 14252 ! 2(n—0) (_1)71—6
- ¢z Zs 0((n — 0))2 Z I (t+1)""Im(m)

eSS,

"
= e 2% Z cnm,ng("*f) , (4.77)

where &, denotes the set of permutations of £ elements. To compute the coefficients ¢, 4, let
us introduce the notation

é-ﬂ j ]:1776
Gi=1" (4.78)
v j=f0+1,....n

and I, := {1, ...,n}. Since
(2 a(&)-a(&)al (¢1)-+al()0)
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n
= <£777(j> <Qva(£1)“'a(&71)< H aT(CJ))Q>
J=1 pelp\{j}
= (&rr(1): C1) + (&arimyr Cn)
€6y
= (En1):&ry) - (&rr(0), &n(0)) Trr(t)) T (i) » (4.79)
'ed

n

the coefficients ¢, , are given by

—1)¢
ot :(77—(5)!()(@!)2 D ) n)) - Ennt) Entn-0)) Txin—t41) T

m,m' €6y (480)
X Oxt (n—L+1)""" O (n) -
This concludes the proof by (4.75]). O
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