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Abstract

We prove a rigorous upper bound on the correlation energy of interacting fermions in the
mean-field regime for a wide class of interaction potentials. Our result covers the Coulomb
potential, and in this case we obtain the analogue of the Gell-Mann—Brueckner formula
c1plog (p)+cap in the high density limit. We do this by refining the analysis of our bosoniza-
tion method to deal with singular potentials, and to capture the exchange contribution which
is absent in the purely bosonic picture.
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1 Introduction

Although interacting Fermi gases have been studied extensively from the beginning of quantum
mechanics, their rigorous understanding remains one of the major issues of condensed matter
physics. From first principles, a system of N fermions in R? can be described by a Schrédinger
equation in R3*V | subject to the anti-symmetry condition between the variables due to Pauli’s
exclusion principle. However, this fundamental theory becomes very complex when N — oo,
leading to the need of various approximations. Justifying these approximations is an important
task of mathematical physics.

One of the most basic approximations for fermions is the Hartree-Fock (HF) theory. In HF
theory, the particles are assumed to be independent, namely the HF energy is computed by
restricting the consideration to Slater determinants. In spite of its simplicity, the HF theory
is used very successfully in computational physics and chemistry to compute the ground state
energy of atoms and molecules. The accuracy of the HF energy (in comparison to the full
quantum energy) for large Coulomb systems was investigated in the 1990s by Fefferman and
Seco [12], Bach [1], and Graf and Solovej [15].

On the other hand, for the electron gas (e.g. jellium, a homogeneous electron gas moving
in a background of uniform positive charge), the HF theory is essentially trivial in the high
density limit since the HF energy only contains an exponentially small correction to the energy
of the Fermi state, the ground state of the non-interacting gas [14]. Therefore, computing the
correlation energy®, namely the correction to the HF energy, is a crucial task to understand
the effect of the interaction. It was already noticed by Wigner in 1934 [23] and confirmed
by Heisenberg in 1947 [17] that it would be very challenging to accomplish this task within
perturbation theory due to the long-range property of the Coulomb potential. Nevertheless, a
remarkable attempt in this direction was done by Macke in 1950 [18] when he used a partial
resummation of the divergent series to predict the leading order contribution ¢jplog (p) of the
correlation energy (with density p — o0).

A cornerstone in the correlation analysis of the electron gas is the random phase approximation
(RPA) which was proposed by Bohm and Pines in the 1950s [7, 8, 9, 19]. As an important
consequence of the Bohm-Pines RPA theory, the electron gas could be decoupled into collective
plasmon excitations and quasi-electrons that interacted via a screened Coulomb interaction. The
latter fact justified the independent particle approach commonly used for many-body fermion
systems. The justification of the RPA was a major question in condensed matter and nuclear
physics in the late 1950s and 1960s. An important justification was given by Gell-Mann and
Brueckner in 1957 [13] when they formally derived the RPA from a resummation of Feynman
diagrams where each term separately diverges but the sum is convergent. More precisely, by
considering the diagrams corresponding to the interaction of pairs of fermions, one from inside
and one from outside the Fermi state, Gell-Mann and Brueckner were able to produce the leading
order contribution ciplog (p) + cop of the correlation energy.

Soon after the achievement of Gell-Mann and Brueckner, Sawada [21] and Sawada—Brueckner—
Fukuda—Brout [22] proposed an alternative approach to the RPA where the pairs of electrons
are interpreted as bosons, leading to an effective Hamiltonian which is quadratic in terms of
the bosonic creation and annihilation operators. Note that within the purely bosonic picture,
quadratic Hamiltonians can be diagonalized by Bogolubov transformations [6], and hence their
spectra can be computed explicitly. Therefore, the Hamiltonian approach in [21, 22] is concep-
tually more transparent than the resummation method in [13]. Unfortunately the analysis in

! This name comes from the fact that Slater determinants are the least correlated wave functions under Pauli’s
exclusion principle.



[21, 22] only gives the contribution ¢jplog (p) of the correlation energy because the exchange
contribution of order p is missed in the purely bosonic picture.

Recently, the bosonization argument in [21, 22] has been revisited and made rigorous in the
mean-field regime with smooth interaction potentials [16, 2, 3, 4, 10, 5, 11]. In principle, if
the interaction is sufficiently weak, then the non-bosonizable terms of the interaction energy
are negligible, and the quasi-bosonic Hamiltonian can be analyzed with great precision. In
particular, the correlation energy has been successfully computed to the leading order [2, 3, 10, 5].
However, the boundedness of interaction potentials is crucial for all of these works, and extending
the analysis to the electron gas remains a very interesting open question.

In the present paper, we will give the first rigorous upper bound to the correlation energy of the
electron gas in the mean-field regime. Our bound is consistent with the Gell-Mann—Brueckner
formula cyplog (p) + cop for jellium in the high density limit [13]. Although our trial state
argument is inspired by the bosonization method in [21, 22], we are able to capture correctly
the exchange contribution by carefully distinguishing the purely bosonic picture and the quasi-
bosonic one. On the mathematical side, we will use the general method in our recent work [10],
but several new estimates are needed to deal with the singularity of the potential. The matching
lower bound in the mean-field regime, as well as the corresponding result in the thermodynamic
limit, remain open, and we hope to be able to come back to these issues in the future.

On the technical side, the key idea of [10] is that while the bosonic property of fermionic pairs
holds only in an average sense, this weak bosonic property is sufficient to extract correctly
the correlation energy by implementing a quasi-bosonic Bogolubov transformation. The main
contribution of the present paper is to show that this approach is also sufficient to extract the
exchange correction to the purely bosonic computation. On the other hand, another bosonization
method has been proposed in [2], where the bosonic property of fermionic pairs is strengthened
by using suitable patches on the Fermi sphere for the quasi-bosonic creation and annihilation
operators, making the comparison with the purely bosonic computation significantly easier. In
fact, as explained in [5], the approach in [2] can be extended to give the leading order of the
correlation energy upper bound for potentials satisfying > Vk2|k‘| < 00. Although this condition
only barely fails for the Coulomb potential, there is a huge difference to the Coulomb case.
While for Y V;2[k| < oo the bosonic correlation contribution is of order kg and the exchange
correlation is of lower order o(kp), for the Coulomb potential the exchange contribution raises to
the order kg, whereas the bosonic correlation behaves as kr log(kr), which makes the Coulomb
case much more challenging (here kp is the radius of the Fermi ball). In particular, the method
in [2, 5] does not seem to capture the exchange contribution which is indeed important for the
Coulomb potential.

1.1 Main Result

Let T3 = [0, 27]® with periodic boundary conditions. Let V : T3 — R be defined by

1 .
Vie)= =g > Vet ZE=7°\{0}, (L.1)
(2m)" (s
€73
with Fourier coefficients satisfying
Vk >0, Vk = V,k, Z ‘A/kQ < 00. (1.2)

We implicitly assume that Vo = 0, or equivalently that the “background” has been subtracted.



For kg > 0, let N = | Br| be the number of integer points in the Fermi ball Br = B (0, kr) N Z>
and consider the mean-field Hamiltonian

N
== Ajtkp' Y Vi(wi— ) (1.3)
i=1 1<i<j<N

on the fermionic space Hy = /\Nh with h = L? (T3)2. The leading order of the ground state
energy of Hy is given by the Fermi state

Ups= N up up(@) = (2m) 73 P (1.4)

pEBR

It is straightforward to find (see e.g. [10, Egs. (1.10) and (1.20)])

Ers = (yrs, Hvvrs) = Y |p/* + PO > V() (|Li| = N) (1.5)

pEBR kez3
where for every k € Z3, we denoted the lune associated to k by
Ly=(Bp+k)\Br={peZ’||p—k| <kp <|p|}. (1.6)

Our main result concerns the corrections to the ground state energy. For every k € Z2, define
1 2 2
Aep = 5 (Ipl —lp— k| ) , VP € L. (1.7)

We will prove the following:

Theorem 1.1. As kr — oo it holds that

info (HN) < Epg + Ecorr,bos + Ecorr,ex +C Z sz min {’]{7’ 7kF}

keZ3
where
ka‘f Ak
corrbos: Z/ 2 3 Z)\Q —ft2 dt, F(m)zlog(l—i—x)—x,
)
keZ3
is the bosonic contribution and
ViVt
E < = T R'PTG—R
corr,e 6 Z Z kp + )\k ,q

keZ3 p,acLy
is the exchange contribution, for a constant C' > 0 depending only on ) ;. ys ‘A/,f.

Some remarks on our result:
1. Consider the Coulomb potential, Vj, = g \k]_Q for a constant g > 0. Following the analysis of
[15], we find that

inf o (Hy) = Eps + o (k},) (1.8)
where Erg contains the kinetic energy of order k%, the direct interaction energy of order k% and
the exchange interaction energy of order k‘% Furthermore, it is straightforward to adapt the

2We consider spinless particles for simplicity. Including the spin only requires slight modifications of the
analysis.



proof in [14] to see that the difference between Erg and the HF energy is exponentially small
as krp — oo. Therefore our result really concerns the correlation energy, which we bound from
above by

Ecorr,bos ~ _kF log (kF) and Ecorr,ex ~ kF (19)

plus the error term of order

> VZmin {|k|, kr} ~ \/log (k). (1.10)

kez3

In fact, it is easy to verify (1.10) using > <, V2|k| ~ log(kr) and D |k[>kp V2 ~ kpt. To see
the leading order behavior Eeorrex ~ kp in (1.9), one may use that Ay, ~ |k| max{|k|,kr} (in
an average sense) and that |Lg| ~ k% min {|k|, kr}. Moreover, from the expansion

log(1+ ) —z =~ —2%/2 4+ o(2) 20 (1.11)
we have
2
2 Ak
Ecorr,bos ~ = 179-\6 Z kk 2 / Z 74)2 dt
27T k€Z3 0 pEL )\ +t
1
- s D Y 112)
27T keZ3 P,qELy )\k’p + )\k’q

and hence the asymptotic behavior Eeorr pos ~ —krlog(kr) in (1.9) follows similarly.

Note that the correlation energy Ecorrbos + Ecorrex in Theorem 1.1 is exactly the mean-field
analogue of the Gell-Mann—Brueckner formula ¢;plog (p)+ cop for jellium in the thermodynamic
limit [13]. Indeed, substituting k:I?If/k — 4me? |k|~? and (27)® — the volume Q, Ecorr,bos agrees
with [22, Eq. (34)] which is equivalent with [13, Eq. (19)] (accounting also for spin). In the
thermodynamic limit, the right-hand side of (1.12) always diverges, no matter if we have the
mean-field scaling or not, but the full expression on the left-hand side converges in either case.

Furthermore, we also obtain the exchange contribution Ecorr ex, which is the analogue of [13, Eq.
(9)], which is completely absent from the bosonic model of [22]. With the same substitutions as
above, the exchange contribution takes the form

2
ECOI‘I‘,eX: 4 2 Z Z 47Te dne ! ’ >

k€Z3 p,q€Ly, \p—i—q ’ <\p\ + [p — K| > %(\q[Q—l—]q—k:Z

8m2et 1
=5 Y 1.13
02 2 —kPk-(p+q—k) (113)

]CEZE p,qELk ‘k’ ’p + q

which agrees with [20, Eq. (9.14)] (noting that we take m = 1/2).

2. If the potential satisfies ) ;.73 V,f |k| < 0o, and so is less singular than the Coulomb potential,
then the bosonic contribution Eeorr bos is of order kp, while the exchange contribution is o (kr).
In this case, the upper bound

inf o (HN) < Ers + Ecorr,bos +o0 (kF) (114)

is already known; see [10, Remark 1 after Theorem 1.3] and [5, Appendix A]. Under the stronger
condition S V; |k| < oo the matching lower bound was established in [10, 5] (see also [2] and [3]
for previous results on the upper and lower bounds, respectively, when Vi is finitely supported).
In comparison, the Coulomb potential is much more challenging to analyze, since it leads to an



additional logarithmic factor in the bosonic contribution, and lifts the exchange contribution to
the order kp. On the mathematical side, working with the Coulomb potential thus requires a
substantial refinement of the bosonization method compared to the existing works.

3. Although the case of the greatest physical interest is the Coulomb potential, our result
covers a far greater class of singular potentials: Under the condition )3 V,f < o0, the error

term \/ZkeZE V,f min {|k|, kp} is of order at most O (vkr), and so Theorem 1.1 is always a
meaningful result.
1.2 Overview of the Proof

We will construct a trial state by applying a quasi-bosonic Bogolubov transformation to the
Fermi state 1pg. We will follow the general formulation of the bosonization method in [10]. We
quickly recall this here for the reader’s convenience, after which we explain the new components
of the proof and the structure of the rest of the paper.

Rewriting the Hamiltonian

We will use the second quantization formalism in which we associate to every plane wave state

uy, of equation (1.4) the creation and annihilation operators ¢, = a*(u,) and ¢, = a(uy) on the

fermionic Fock space. They obey the canonical anti-commutation relations (CAR)
{ep,cq} = {c;‘,,c;} =0, {cp,c;} =0pg D, qE 73. (1.15)
The Hamiltonian Hpy of equation (1.3) can then be written as Hy = Hy, + k;let where
Hyin = Z P> iy, Hine = ﬁ Z Z ViCh k€ kCqCp (1.16)
pEZ3 kEZ3 p,qeZ3
Note that the Fermi state ¢rg obeys (Bf% denoting the complement of By with respect to 73)
cpvrs =0 = cybvs, p € By, q € Br, (1.17)

and so it follows by the CAR that the kinetic energy of the Fermi state is

(Vrs, Hintors) = > |pl*. (1.18)

pPEBFR

We define the localized kinetic operator Hy, by

Hig, = Hign — (Vrs, Hyintrs) = Z \p\Zc;cp — Z \p[QCpc;‘, (1.19)
pEB% pEBF
2 * 2 *
= > (PP = k) chep+ - (kE—1pP) ey,
pEB% pEBR

where we for the last identity used the “particle-hole symmetry”

Ng = Z Cpep = Z cpcy on Hy. (1.20)

pEB% pEBR

From the last identity of equation (1.19) it is clear that Hj,  is non-negative.



We normal-order Hj,s with respect to ¢pg: Using the CAR and the fact that Zpezg c;cp =N =
N on Hpy, it factorizes as

Hiy = 2@ SV | DD Gepn > e | - N |- (1.21)

keZ3 pEZ3 qeZ3
Decomposing for every k € Z2
> ¢ yep=Br+B 4+ Dy, Br= ) ¢ 10p (1.22)
pez? pELy
we can write
1 ~ *
Hi == > Vi ((Bx+B%;)" (Bx+B*;) - N) (1.23)
2 (2m) nezs
+——=3 > Vi (2Re ((Bi + B*})" Di) + DiDy) .
2 (2m) nezs

Using the CAR again it is easy to compute that

(B, Bl = Lel = > (chep + cprchs) (1.24)
pELy,

whence (using also that Vi, = V_j)

1 X
Hipy = — 22 Z Vi (N = |Li) + = > Vi (2B;Bi + ByB_j, + B* B})
NPY T (2n)° > Vi | 2Re((Bi+B*) D) + DiDp — > (chep + cprcyy) | - (1.25)
kez3 pely

Note that the first sum is finite as |Lx| = N for |k| > 2kp. It is easily verified that Dyips =
Di+pps = Bpyrs = 0, so we deduce from this identity that

(Yrs, Hinttrs) = 320 Z Vi (N — | L) (1.26)

kezZ3
and we summarize the calculations above in the following:

Proposition 1.2. It holds that

pl
Hy = Eps + Higy + Y Vi

(2Bk5k BrB_j, B*kBk) C Q
A 32(2W)
€Z3

where Eps = (Yps, HNYrg) and the cubic and quartic terms, C and Q, are defined by

kit . .
C=—r Z Vi.Re ((Bx + B*},)" Dy),
(27T) keZ3
k! .
Q= 2(271')3 Z Vi | DDy — Z (cpcp +Cp—k0p_k)

keZ3 PELg



We will prove that the cubic and quartic terms are negligible, and so the main contribution to
the correlation energy comes from the bosonizable terms

Hkln + Z

keZ3

= (2BBy + ByB_j, + B* . By) . (1.27)

We will write these in terms of quasi-bosonic operators, which will lead us to define a quasi-
bosonic Bogolubov transformation that serves to effectively diagonalize them.

The Quasi-Bosonic Quadratic Hamiltonian

We define the ezcitation operators bz’p, bip, for k € 72 and p € Ly, by
bip = Cp_1Cp> by = ChCpi- (1.28)
The name is due to the fact that b};p acts by annihilating a state with momentum p — k € Bp

and creating a state with momentum p € Bf, i.e. it excites the state p — k to the state p.

For the purpose of computations it is convenient to also introduce a basis-independent notation
for the quasi-bosonic operators. Consider for k € Z3 the auxilliary space £2(Ly), which we will
consider only as a real vector space, with standard orthonormal basis (ep)pe 1, Forany k € YA

and ¢ € (*(Ly) we define the generalized excitation operators by(y) and bf(¢) by

bi(p) = D (prep) i, DE(9) = D (€p, ) b (1.29)

pELy pELy,

Note that the assignments ¢ — bx (i), b () are both linear (as we only consider ¢*(Ly) as a
real vector space). In this notation we simply have that by, (e;) = by ,. A short calculation using
the CAR shows that these operators are quasi-bosonic in the following sense:

Lemma 1.3. For any k,l € Z3, ¢ € (*(Ly) and € (*(L;) it holds that

(b (@), br (V)] = [br(2), b7 (V)] =0, [br(0), b] (¥)] = Sk,1 {0, ¥0) + €na (@39)

where the exchange correction ey (p;v) is given by

* *
ek ( § : § : ©, ep) (eq; >(5p,chflcpfk+5pfk,qflcqcp)'

pELK qELy

Note that in the purely bosonic picture the exchange correction is absent. In our quasi-bosonic
case, these corrections are small but non-zero; it will be important to keep careful track of them
as it is these that gives rise to the exchange contribution Eiorr ex.

For any operators A, B on (?(Ly), we define the associated quadratic operators Q¥(A), Q5(B)
on Hy by?

Qlf(A) = Z (ep, Aeq) by pbrq = Z bi(Aep)bip (1.30)
p,9€Ly pELy
and
QS(B) = Z (ep, Beg) (bk,pb*k‘ﬁq + btk,fqblt:,p) = Z (bk(Bep)bfk‘ﬁp + btk,—pr(Bep)) .
p,gELy pELy
(1.31)

¥Note that these definitions differ slightly from those of [10]. The main change is the definition of Q% (A); this
operator is what was denoted Qf(A) in that paper.



Defining the operator P, on ¢?(Ly) by

Vik ot 5 Vikp!
Py = log) (vi|, vk = 5 Y ep €L7(Ly), sothat (ep, Preg) = —L=,  (1.32)
2 (2r) 2(2m)
PELy
we can express the interaction part of the bosonizable terms as
ka;1 * * * k k
> 5 (2BiBy + ByB_y + B*,B;) = Y (2 Q1 (Py) + Q3 (Pk)) (1.33)
nezs 2(2m) ;
[SY/ keZ3

Vikp' . Vik ! . .
=> 12> 72(2;3bk7pbkvq+ > Q(QF (bhpb—k,—q + U™ 4 —gDi )

kez3 P,g€Ly p,gELy

The localized kinetic operator H, cannot be written exactly in a quadratic quasi-bosonic form,
but due to the commutation relation

[Hansbiy) = (1P = 1= B) b, = 20,07, (1.34)

(see [10, Eq. (1.76)]) and the quasi-bosonicity of the by , operators, it is sensible to consider it
analogous to a quadratic operator of the form

D0 bl by = > 2Q1 () (1.35)

keZ3 pELy kez3

where the operators hy on £?(Ly,) are simply defined by hiep = A pep. In all we thus consider
the bosonizable terms as being analogous to a quasi-bosonic quadratic operator as

Hg~ Y <2 QY (hi + Pr) + Qg(Pk)) : (1.36)

keZ3

The Quasi-Bosonic Bogolubov Transformation

If the quadratic Hamiltonian on the right-hand side of equation (1.36) was exactly bosonic,
it could be diagonalized by a Bogolubov transformation. Motivated by this we define such a
transformation in the quasi-bosonic setting, while keeping careful track of the additional terms
arising from the exchange correction.

Let Ky, : £2(Ly) — 2(Ly), k € Z2, be a collection of symmetric operators satisfying
<€pa cheq> = <e*p’K—ke*q> , ke Zi’ Py q € Lg. (137)

Then we define the associated quasi-bosonic Bogolubov kernel IC on Hy by

1
K=3 DD (ep Kieg) (bipbi,—q — b5y _gbiy) (1.38)

1eZ3 p,q€ly

1 . .
=52 > (uKieg)bg g — by b (Kieg))

lez3 qely

It is obvious from the second equation that K is skew-symmetric; K thus generates a unitary
transformation e* : Hy — Hn - the quasi-bosonic Bogolubov transformation.

We consider the case ;s \|Kk||12{S < 00, in which case K is not only well-defined but even
bounded as an operator on Hy, as we will prove in the next section.



We choose the operators (K}) such that e* would diagonalize the right-hand side of equation
(1.36) if it was exactly bosonic. As explained in [10, Section 3] the diagonalizing kernel is

1
1 _L/ 1 1\N2 _1
K = 3 log (hk 2 <h,§ (hg + 2Py) h,ﬁ) hy, 2) . (1.39)
Keeping careful track of the quasi-bosonic corrections, the action of €X on the bosonizable terms

are as follows:

Theorem 1.4. Let Heg be as in (1.27). Assume ) ;. ys V2 < 00. Then e* is well-defined and

K —K / ki —K —-K
e~ Hege = Lcorr,bos 1 Hkin +2 Z Ql (6 Fhre TR — hk)
keZ3

- Z/ (DK (e, ({ Ky, Br(t)}) + 2Re (E4(Ak(t))) + 2Re (EX(Bi(t)))) e Xt

keZ3

where for any symmetric operators Ay, By, : 12(Ly,) — ¢?(Ly,) we define

en(Ar) = — Z (ep, Akep) (chen + ki)

pELy

k) = Z Z Z bi(Arep) {5k,l(ep§eq)=b*—l(Kfle—q)}7

lEZS pELk qELl

i (By) = Z DN {bk(Brep) {e—k—ile—pie—g), b (Kieg)}}

leZ3 pELy gely
and for t € [0,1] the operators Ay(t), By(t) : £2(Ly) — £?(Ly) are given by
(etK’“ (hx + 2Py) e Br 4 oKk hke_th) — hg,

(eth (hx + 2Py) et Bk — o TtKk hkeftK’“) )

N =D -

This result is essentially the same as [10, Proposition 5. 7], except that we now do not introduce
a momentum cut-off and assume only that Zkezg, Vk < oo. For the readers convenience, we
include in Appendix A the proof of the identity of Theorem 1.4 - that the condition ), ;s Vk

K

oo is sufficient to define e is proved in the next section.

Outline of the Paper

Now we come to the main part of the paper. We will choose as our trial state ¥ = e ®eppg. As
mentioned the cubic and quartic terms are negligible, so the energy of our trial state energy is
by Theorem 1.4, to leading order,

<\II HN\II> ~ Ers + Ecorr ,bos (140)

b0 [ (s e (e (i Bl0)) + 2R (61(A4(0) + 2 Re (E20B(1)) e~ s .

keZ3

The main task will thus be to extract the exchange contribution Ecorex from this last term.
The outline of the paper is as follows:

10



In Section 2 we show that € is well-defined by proving that K is bounded under the condition
> hezs Vk2 < 0o. We do this by employing a type of higher-order fermionic estimate, resulting

in a bound of the form
+tK<C [Y V2Ng (1.41)
keZ3

which will also be crucial in allowing us to control N later.

In Section 3 we establish various bounds on the one-body operators Ky, Ag(t) and By(t). This
is conceptually similar to the one-body analysis in our previous paper [10], but we must refine
several estimates in order to establish control using only the assumption that >, ;s V,f < 00.

In Section 4 comes the main new work: We engage in a detailed study of the exchange terms
5; (Ag) and 5;%(319) so that we can extract Egorr ex from the last term of equation (1.40), first in
the form

1
Z/ (Vrs,2Re (EF(Bx(t))) vrs) dt, (1.42)
kezs V0

and then analyze this expression further to obtain the leading order of this, which is precisely
Ecorrex as given in Theorem 1.1.

Finally in Section 5 we control the non-bosonizable cubic and quartic terms, and bound the
number operator Nz and its powers by a Gronwall argument. We end the paper by concluding
Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank the editor and the referees for helpful suggestions.
MRC and PTN acknowledge the support from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG
project Nr. 426365943).

2 The Bogolubov Kernel

We consider the kernel K defined by (1.38). We prove the following:

Proposition 2.1. Let K; : (?(L;) — (?(L;), | € Z3, be a collection of symmetric operators.
Then provided ). zs | K)|[5g < 00, the expression

1 * *
K= D> lep Kieq) (bipb—i—q — 0"y _ b5 ,)

1€Z3 p,gely

defines a bounded operator KK : Hy — Hpn, and for any ¥, P € Hy we have

(@, K0)| < V5 > 1 Killis v/ (¥, (NE +1) W) (@, (Ng + 1) ).

lez3

B . . B . .
Note that Ng = ZpeB% CpCp = ZpEBF cpCpy < |Br| = N on Hy. Moreover, it was shown in

[10] (see also Theorem 3.1) that the kernels in (1.39) satisfy ||Kg|yg < CVi, and hence the
boundedness of K follows from the assumption ), ;s f/,f < 00. Let us write

N . N 1
K=K-K', K=; D> lep Kieg) bigh—i g, (2.1)

1€73 p,geLy

and focus on the boundedness of IC. Since

2K = Z Z (ep, Kieq) bipc” g11¢-q = Z Z Z 11,(q) (ep, Kieq) bipc” g1y | =gy (2.2)

1eZ3 pgely qeBS. \leZ3 pel,;
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for any WV, ® € Hy we may estimate by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

2
- 1 2
k) < SIS S0 100 (e ) gty ¥ [ gl
\qufF 173 pely q€By
2

Z Z Z 11, (q) (Kieq, €p) fq+lbzk,p\I’ (D, Ng®). (2.3)

1
2
qEBE ||lez3 pely

The operator appearing under the root can be written as

Z Z 11,(q) (Kieq, ep) c—quib], = Z Z 11, (q) (Kieg, ep) cpcp—ic—q i,

lezZ3 pely leZ3 pely
*
E Z E Z Op pOq’ p—10rr — 11, (@) (Kieg, ep) | cpreqrer. (2.4)
P'EBS ¢/ 1'€Bp \1€Z3 peL,

Let us estimate the following general expression, with some coefficients A, ,,

Z Z Ap.q.rCpCqCr- (2.5)

peBS q,reBp

A Higher Order Fermionic Estimate

Note that the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality trivially implies that

IS At < 3 14nllepl < /3 14,23 vl 26)

but this is non-optimal for fermionic states. The “standard fermionic estimate” states that

|32 Apeo s |32 Apew]| < /2 14, o, 2.7)

which can be proved by appealing to the CAR as follows:

(Z Apcp)* <Z chq) = {(Z Apcp>* ) (Z chq)} = ZA_pAq {C;’Cq} = Z |Ap|2-

One can imagine generalizing this to quadratic expressions of the form Zp’ g Ap.q4Cpcq, but this
fails since the CAR only yields a commutation relation for such expressions, and not an anti-
commutation relation. However, for cubic expressions, such as Zp’ o Ap q.rCpCqCr, the CAR does
yield an anticommutation relation, allowing the trick to be applied. The anticommutator is of
course not constant, but rather a combination of quadratic, linear and constant expressions, but
this still yields a reduction in “number operator order”, which will be crucial for our estimation
of e*N }{J”e_lc later on. We will need the following basic anticommutator:

Lemma 2.2. For any p,p’ € B, and q,q',r,r" € Bp it holds that
* _ * K * * * *
{(cpcqcr) ,cp,cq/crl} = Opp/Cq CrrCrCy + 5q7q/cp,c,~/c,,cp + 5T,T/cp,cq/cqcp
— O g Cpy Crt CyCp — O Cpy Crr CyCyp

* *
— 84,4/ Or1 Cp Cp — Op,pt O/ Cq € — O,y Og,q7 Crv €

p q
*
+ Og,rOr.q' p’cp + 5p,p’5r,q’cr’cq + Op,pr Og,r CqrCr

5p,p’5q,q’5r,r’ - 5p,p’5q7r/5r7q/

12



We can now conclude the desired bound:

Proposition 2.3. Let A, ,, € C for p € Bf. and q,r € Br with ZpeB% Zq reBp |Ap,q,,~|2 < 00
be given. Then for any ¥ € Hy

2
Z Z ApgrCicger | <5 Z Z |Ap g2 (T, (NE +1) 0).

pEBL q,r€BR pEBL q,r€EBR

Proof: As in the proof of the standard fermionic estimate (2.8), we have

2
Z Z Apgrcpcecr || < Z Z Ap g Ay g v <\I’, {(c;‘,cqcr)*  Cp Cyf crf} \I’> )

pEB% q,rEBFR p,p'€B% q,q' ;7,7 €BR

Hence, by the identity of Lemma 2.2, we bound the left-hand side by

1 * % * * * *
E E Ap,q,rAp’,q’,r’ <\If, (5p,p/cq/cr/crcq + 5q7q/cp/cr/crcp + 5T,T/cp/cq/cqcp) \I’>

p,p'€B% q,q' ;7,7 €BR

* * X *
— E E ApgrAy o v <\If, (6r,q/cp/cr/cqcp + 5r,q/cp/cr/cqcp) \I’>

p,p'€B% q,q' ;7,7 €BFR

* * *
- E E AparAp o <\I’7 (5q,q’5r,r’cp’cp + 5p,p’5m/cq/cq + 5p,p/5q,q/cr’cr) \I’>

p,p'€B% q,q' ;7,7 €BFR

+ Z Z Ap,q,rAp’,q’,r’ <\If, (5(177"/57"7(1/0;/0], + 6p,p’5r,q’0r’cz + 5p,p’5q,r’cq’6:) \I’>

p,p'€B% q,q' ;7,7 €BFR

+ > > A Ay g (U, (0 Oa.q Ot — OpyyOgrBrgr) W) (2.9)

p,p'€B% q,q' ;7,7 €BFR

We estimate the different types of expressions appearing above. Firstly, by the standard
fermionic estimate (2.8),

2
Z Z ApgrAp g <\I/, (5p,p’cq/cr/c:02) \I’> = Z Z Ap,q,rc:fc;\IJ
p,p'€B% q,q',m,7' €BFR pEBY, ||q,rEBFR
2 2
R 2
SDIN DI | IR Al BN I DIN DD a]
pEB% \9€BF reBp pEBS. \q€BF \ reBr
2 2 2
<SS AP D 7)) = D0 D0 14pgn? (U, NeT) (2.10)
pEBY. q,r€BF qEBF pEBY q,r€BR

and likewise for the other two terms on the first line of equation (2.9). For the terms on the
second line we similarly estimate

Z Z Ap g Ay g 1 <\Il, (5r7q/c;,c,~/c(’;cp) \IJ>

p,p'€B% q,q',r, 7' €BFR

< Z Z Z Ayt i sV Z Z %CZCP\I/

re€Br ||p'€Bg r'eBr pEB% q€EBR

2 2
<S03 IS APl | 1A gl llep vl
pGB} rr’'€Bp p/GB} qeEBp

13




DINDS

reBr |\ pEB%

S 1A D03 MApanl® D e ®l* [ el

r'"€Bp pEB% q€EBFR r'"€Bp pEBY

<D A (B, NET). (2.11)

pGB% qEBFR

The terms on the third line of equation (2.9) all factorize in a manifestly non-positive fashion,
and so can be dropped, while for the fourth line

)IEEDY

p,p'€B% q,q' ;7,7 €BFR

¢,r€Br \p'€BY

|z (z

ApgrAp g <\I’7 (5q,r’5r,q’C;’cp) \I’>

raCp s Z Ap,qﬂ"cp\l’> < Z Z Ap gV Z %Cp\p

PEBE 4,r€BF ||p'€BS, pEBS,

IN

qr€BF || p'EBE

SIS Aved® I 14 PP < ST A PR (2.12)

pEBE pEBE q,rEBR

Lastly, the terms on the fifth line are seen to simply be constant and easily bounded by
ZpeB% > qreBy |Ap,q,r|2, whence the proposition follows. O

We can now conclude the following bound for K, which in turn implies Proposition 2.1.

Proposition 2.4. For any ¥, ® € Hy it holds that

(W ko) < L[S K s 0 N + 1) ) (@ V).

lez?

Proof: By (2.3) and (2.4), combined with the estimate of Proposition 2.3, we can bound

V5

2

(WER) <=1 D >0 D D0 D walyptdr—griln(e) (Kiegep)|  (213)
qE€BE p'€BS ' ' €Br |1€Z3 peLy
VU, (N + 1) 0) (D, Npd).
The sum inside the first square root is exactly equal to ), 73 | K H%IS 0

3 Analysis of the One-Body Operators

In this section we analyze the operators Ky, Ax(t) and By (t) which appear in Theorem 1.4,
obtaining the following:

Theorem 3.1. For any k € Z2 it holds that

1Kk llys < CVimin {1, kF [~}

Moreover, for all p,q € Ly, and t € [0,1],

(ep,

ka‘gl
K <c—EE
|<6p keq>| N Ak,p + Ak,q
Viko! 1 V2k!
(—Kp)eg) — — L <O A
2(27)% Mep + Akg Akp + Akg

14



[ep Ar(B)eq)] s |(ep, Bu(theg)| < € (1+V2) Vik',

e Rk BeD)} eq)] < € (14 V2) V2K,

‘<ep, </OlBk(t)dt> 6q> B ﬁfgﬁ,

for a constant C > 0 independent of all relevant quantities.

IN
Q
/N
+
w)
N—
NA
50

The analysis of this section is similar to that of [10, Section 7], but compared to that section, the
estimates of this section are considerably more precise: We quantify the error of the upper bound
on (ep, (—K}) eq), obtain elementwise estimates for Ay(t) and By(t) (rather than only estimates
for the norm |-, , as in [10]), and determine the leading term of the operator fol By (t)dt which
will be needed to extract the exchange contribution in the next section.

3.1 Matrix Element Estimates for K-Quantities

To ease the notation we will abstract the problem slightly: Instead of ¢2(Lj) we consider a
general n-dimensional Hilbert space (V,(-,-)), let h: V' — V be a positive self-adjoint operator
on V with eigenbasis (z;);_, and eigenvalues ()\;);_,, and let v € V be any vector such that
(xj,v) > 0 for all 1 <i < mn,and let Py, (-) = (w,-) w be the projection onto w € V. Theorem
3.1 will then be obtained at the end by insertion of the particular operators hy and Pj.

We define K : V — V by

1
2

1 _1 /1 1 _1 1 _1 31
K = —3 log <h : (m (h+2Pv)h2> h 2> ~ —5log (h : <h2+2Ph%v)2h 2>. (3.1)

NI

As (h2 + 2Ph% ) > h we see that K < 0. In [10, Section 7.2] we proved the following result.
v

Proposition 3.2. For all 1 <i,5 <n it holds that

2 (i, v) (v, ;) oKk , , 2K (i, v) {v,z;)
1+2<v,h*1v> )‘i+)\j §<x“ (e _1):6J>’<xl’ (1_6 )x1>§2 )\i+)\j :

Below it will be more convenient to consider the hyperbolic functions sinh (—2K') and cosh (—2K)

rather than e~ 2% and e?X. The previous proposition implies the following for these operators:

Corollary 3.3. For any 1 <i,j <n it holds that

(i v) (v, z5)
i + )‘j ’

2(v,h7 M) (2,0) (v, ;)
(xi, (cosh (—2K) — 1) z;) < TE2 i) Nty

(i, sinh (—2K) z;) <2

Proof: These bounds follow from Proposition 3.2 and the identities
sinh (—2K) = = ((e 72K = 1) + (1 — 7)), (3.2)

cosh (—2K) — 1= —1)—(1—62K)). O

N — DN
—

—

rbI

[\

=

Now we extend our elementwise estimates to more general operators. These estimates are similar
to those of Proposition 7.10 of [10], but more precise. First we consider K itself:

15



Proposition 3.4. For any 1 <1,j5 < n it holds that

1 <xivv> <U7xj> <xi7v> <vaj>
<Az;, (—K)z;) < 2L 170,
1 —|—2<’U,h_1’0> i —|—)\J <x“( ).%']> B A +)\]
Proof: From the identity
I 1
5251% . <0, (3.3)

=1

which follows by the Mercator series, we thus have that —K = %
that Proposition 3.2 in particular implies that <£UZ', (1 — eQK) > >
also <xz~, (1 — eQK)mxj> > 0 for any m € N, we may estimate

el m( QK)m Noting
for all 1 <1i,j < n, whence

2om
0

(@i, (K 2;) = % Z % (2 (1= )" ;) > %<~% (1 =€) ;) (3-4)

L1 ey
- 1+2(v,h_1v> )\i+)‘j

which is the lower bound. This similarly implies that (z;, (—K)™ z;) > 0 for all 1 < ,j < n,
m € N, so the upper bound now also follows from Proposition 3.2 by noting that

(i, 0) (v, 25) Dl (e — li Ll (<2 25) > (o, (—K) 2y) . (3.5)
iAo T 2YY 2 4<m! - !
The proof of Proposition 3.4 is complete. U

The fact that (x;, (—K)™ x;) > 0 for all 1 < 4,5 < n, m € N, has the important consequence
that for any such ¢ and j, the functions

t = (x4, sinh (—tK) z;) , (x;, (sinh (=tK) + tK) x;), (x;, (cosh (=tK) — 1) ;) (3.6)

are non-negative and convex for t € [0, 00), as follows by considering the Taylor expansions of the
operators involved. This allows us to extend the bounds of Corollary 3.3 to arbitrary ¢ € [0, 1]:

Proposition 3.5. For all 1 <i,5 <n and t € [0,1] it holds that

1 (zi, ) (v, ;)
1+2<U,h711)> )\i+)‘j

(zi,v) (v, 25)
X+ A

t < (xj,sinh (—tK)xz;) < t,

0 < (x4, (cosh (—tK) — 1) z;) < 1 _52{; W >1 ) <%;\ZJ>—’_<?;:]%>’

(s, (e — 1) ;)| < %@;ﬁ

Proof: By the noted convexity we immediately conclude the upper bounds

, b (i, v) (v, ;)
(xj,sinh (—tK) z;) < 3 (xj,sinh (—2K) z;) < Wt (3.7)

L (@i, (cosh (—2K) — 1) z;) < <U h” U> (z5,v) (v, 75)

) h (— _ N\ <
(x4, (cosh (—tK) — 1) zj) < 9 T142(w,h o) N+

and by non-negativity of (z;, (sinh (—tK) 4+ tK)x;) and Proposition 3.4, the lower bound

. 1 (i, v) (v, ;)
; h(—=tK)z:) > (x;, (—tK) x;) >
(zi,sinh (=tK) z;) > (2, (~tK) z;) > 142w h ) N npy

t. (3.8)

16



Lastly we can apply the non-negativity of the hyperbolic operators to conclude the bound for

e — 1 as

Kwi, (etK — 1) xj>| = |(z4, ((cosh (—=tK) — 1) — sinh (—tK)) x;)]

< max {{z, (cosh (—tK) — 1) ;) , (w1, sinh (—tK) )} < L0 {0223)

Ai + A
3.2 Matrix Element Estimates for A(t) and B(t)
We now consider operators A(t), B(t) : V. — V defined by
(e (h +2P,) e + e he ) — p,
(etK (h +2P,) e — e*tKhe*tK) ,

for t € [0, 1]. We decompose these as

A(t) = Ap(t) + B P B(t) = (1 —t) Py + By(t) + e Pt — P,

with
Ck(t) = cosh (—tK)—1, Sk(t)=sinh(—tK),
Ap(t) = cosh (—tK) hcosh (—tK) + sinh (—tK) hsinh (—tK) — h
= {h,Ck (t)} + Sk(t)h Sk (t) + Cx (t)h Ck (1),
By(t) = —sinh (—tK) hcosh (—tK) — cosh (—tK) hsinh (—tK) + t P,
=tP, — {h, Sk ()} = Sk(t)h Ck (t) — Cr(t)h Sk (t).
We begin by estimating the et P,etX terms:
Proposition 3.6. For all 1 <i,j5 <n and t € [0,1] it holds that
Kwi, (etKPvetK — PU) x]>| < (2 + <v, h_lv>) <v, h_1v> (zi,v) (v, x5) .
Proof: Writing
etKPvetK — P, = {Pv,etK — 1} + (etK — 1) P, (etK — 1)
we see that
<:cl-, (etKPvetK - PU) ﬂ:j> = (z4,v) <(etK — 1) v,xj> + <xi, (etK — 1) v> (v,xj)
+ <xi, (etK — 1) v> <(etK — 1) v,xj> .
Now, by Proposition 3.5 we can for any 1 < i < n estimate

n n

(o (K = 1) )] = |32 G (6 = 1) ) o) < 3 L5 g 0
j=1

A
E)
=

= (z4,v) (v,h" ')

whence the claim follows.

Note that for <xi, K p ettt ﬂ:j> this in particular implies the bound
|(zi, etKPvethjM < (14 (v, h*1v>)2 (zi,0) (v, x5) .

We now consider Ay, (t) and By, (t):
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Proposition 3.7. For all 1 <i,5 <n and t € [0,1] it holds that
(@i, An(8)z5)|, @i, Ba(t)a;)| < 4 (v, h™ ) (@i, v) (v,25).

Proof: The estimates of Proposition 3.5 imply that

(i {h, Ck (1)} z5)| = (A + Aj) @i, Ok (t)5)| (3.17)
v, h v i, v) (v, x; _
< (it 2y) 1 +<2 <v,h>1v> : )\i>+<)\j : < (o b0 i) fvs2)
and
|(z4, Sk (t)h Sk (t)x;)| = Z)\k (@i, Sk (t)xk) (xk, Sk (t)x;) (3.18)
k=1

< Z)‘ (zi,v) (v, 28) (2R, V) (V, T5) < (z4,0) (v x>zn:M - <v h*11)> (xi,v) (v, x;)
)\ +)\k )\k—F)\J i U () P )‘k ’ 1) LtV

The latter estimate only relied on the inequality

(zi, v) (v, ;)
i K (1)2))| £ —V—F—7— 1
(a0 Sx(t)a)] < 5L (3.19)
which is also true for Ck(t), so the terms Ck(t)h Ck(t), Ck(t)h Sk (t) and Sk (t)h Ck (t) also
obey this estimate. It thus only remains to bound tP, — {h, Sk (t)}. From Proposition 3.5 we
see that

%t < (@i, {h, Sk ()} x5) < (@5,0) (v, 25) t (3.20)

whence
(i, Py — {h, Sk (D)}) 25)| = (@4, Pyaj) t — (xi, {h, Sk (t)} z5) (3.21)
< (1 - m> (4,0) (v, ;) t < 2{v,h 1) (i, 0) (v, 7). O

Combining equation (3.16) and Proposition 3.7 we conclude the following:

Proposition 3.8. For all 1 <i,5 <n and t € [0,1] it holds that

|(zi, A(t)zj)|, [(xi, B(t)z;)| <3 (1 + <v, h_lv>)2 (xi,v) (v, 25) .

Analysis of {K, B(t)} and fol B(t)dt

We end by estimating { K, B(t)} and fo t)dt, the latter of which will be needed for the analysis
of the exchange contribution in the next sectlon.

Proposition 3.9. For all 1 <i,j5 <n and t € [0,1] it holds that
s, {I, B() Y ;)] < 6 (14 (0, h ) (0, i) (4, 0) (v, 25) .

Proof: Using the Propositions 3.4 and 3.8 we see that

n

[(@s, KB(t)a;)| = Y (s, Kay) (wx, B(t)zs)
k=1

18



n

< 3(1+ (v, h_1v>)2 Z (@i, v) (v, 2) (zg,v) (v, 25)

P i + A
n 2
<30+ b)) S L ) (322)
k=1

=3(1+ (v, h_lv>)2 (v, h_lv> (xi,v) (v, 25) .
This estimate is also valid for |(z;, B(t)Kx;)| whence the claim follows. O

Proposition 3.10. For all 1 < 14,5 < n it holds that

(o[ Bi0) )~ v

(xi, Pyx;) and that

< (6 + (v, hilv>) (v, h71v> (wi,v) (v, 25) .

Proof: Noting that % (x4, 0) (v,xj> — %

! 1 ! 1
/ B(t)dt — 5P, = / (1 —t) Py + Bp(t) + e Pye™ — P,) dt — L (3.23)
0 0
1
_ / (Bi(t) + K Pet™ — B, dt
0

we can estimate using the Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 that

‘<m (/01 B(t)dt — %1%,) mj>‘ < /01 (i, Bu(t)zy)| + [(zi, (™ Poe!™ — P,) x;)|) dt  (3.24)

< (6+ (v,h0)) (v, h ™ ) (@, v) (v, 25) - D

Insertion of the Particular Operators h; and Py

Recall that the particular operators we must consider are hy, Py, : £2(Ly) — ¢?(Ly,) defined by

hrep = Agpep, Aep = % <\p[2 —lp— k’2> )

T (3.25)
Pk() = <Uk’-> (O Vi = k ZPELk -

For these we have that

<1)k,h Uk ka_3 Z (3.26)
pELy

In [10] the following estimates for sums of the form >_ ., )\k , were proved:

Proposition 3.11. For any k € Z2 and B € [—1,0] it holds that

S <c {k%*%”ﬁ k| < 2kp
kp — 2
ok k3 k|%P k| > 2kp

for a constant Cg > 0 independent of k and kp.

In particular, it holds that

> App < Chpmin {1, k7 [k}, (3.27)
pELy

19



SO <vk, h,;lvk> < OV Additionally,
ka‘;ﬁl
2 (2m)3

Inserting these quantities into the statements of the Propositions 3.4, 3.8 and 3.9 yields Theorem
3.1, noting also that by Proposition 3.4

ka_l 1
1Blls = | 22 |<ep,Kkeq>|2_ 2 G S 2y (3.29)
p.g€Ly p,g€Ly, 7p+ kq) (2m) pely, kP

< CVjmin {1, k% [k|~2}.

(ep, VE) (Vi €q) = (3.28)

4 Analysis of the Exchange Terms

In this section we analyze the exchange terms, by which we mean the quantities of the expression

Z/ DK (e ({ Ky, Be(1)}) + 2Re (EL(AR(1))) + 2Re (EX(Bi(1)))) e W%t (4.1)
kez3

which appears in Theorem 1.4. The name is apt as these enter our calculations due to the
presence of the exchange correction ey (p;¢q) of the quasi-bosonic commutation relations (see
Lemma 1.3). To be precise, we will consider in this section the operators ey ({ Ky, Br(t)}),
EL(Ag(t)) and EZ(By(t)), and the effect of the integration will be handled in the next section.
The main result of this section is the following estimates for them:

Theorem 4.1. For any ¥ € Hy and t € [0,1] it holds that

> (W e ({Ky, Br(H)})W)| < Ckp' (U, Np¥),

keZ3
S E(Am)E)| < C > VEmin{|k| kp} (U, (NF+1) T),
keZ3 keZ3
> KW, (ER(Br(1) — (vrs, E(Br(t))trs)) O)| < C [ V2min{[k], kr} (¥, N3T)
kez3 kez?

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Zkezé f/,f.

The constant terms in the final estimate of the theorem give the exchange contribution

> / (¢rs, 2Re (EF(Bi(t))) vrs) dt. (4.2)
keZ3

It is not generally negligible for singular potentials V', and the leading behavior is given by by

Proposition 4.2. It holds that

Z/ <7;Z)FSa2Re gk; Bk( ))) wFS>dt_Ecorr,ex SC\/Z Vkaln{|k|akF}

kezZ3 kezZ3

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Zkezg f/,f, where

B Vkv}qu ko
Ecorr,ex - 6 § g + \
keZ3 p, qeLk kop k.
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Analysis of ¢, Terms

Let us first consider terms of the form ), ;s £1(Ax), where we recall that

er(Ay) = — Z (eps Agep) (C;Cp + Cp—kC;—k) : (4.3)
pELy

When summing over k € Z32, we can split the sum into two parts and interchange the summations
as follows:

- Z ex(Ay) = Z Z (ep, Arep) cpep + Z Z (€q+ks Ak€qrk) CqCq (4.4)

kez3 keZ3 pELy keZ3 qe(Ly—k)

= Z Z 11, (p) (ep, Arep) | cpep + Z Z 12,(q + k) (€qri, Areqtk) | CqCq-

pEBL \keZ3 q€EBr \keZ3

*

Recalling that Ng = zpe B, CpCp = > qeBp CgCq O H v, we can then immediately conclude that

+ Y en(Ar) < | sup > 11, (p) (e, Arep)| + sup Y 11, (g + k) [(eqr Areqri)| | N
kez3 PEBE 1. c73 9€BF 173

<2 Z sup |{ep, Axep)| | Ne. (4.5)
kez3 PELk

By the estimates of the previous section we thus obtain the first estimate of Theorem 4.1:

Proposition 4.3. For any ¥ € Hy and t € [0,1] it holds that
Y (Ten({ Ky, Bu()})T)| < Chy' (U, Np¥)
keZ3
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Zk€Z§ V,f.
Proof: By Theorem 3.1 we have that
[eps ks B(D)} )| < C (14 V2) V2kE! ke Z3 pog € Iy, (4.6)

for a constant C' > 0 independent of all quantities, so

o (Wen({Ke, BeON) <2 D sup [{ep, {Ki, Be(t)} ep)| | (B, Np¥)  (4.7)

kez? kez3 PELk
<Ckp' ) (1 + f/,f) V2 (U, Np¥) < Ckp! (1 + HVH@O) > V(U NpT).
kez3 kez3
As [[V]12, < VI3 = Ypezs V2 the claim follows. O

4.1 Analysis of & Terms

We consider terms of the form

51%(Ak) = Z Z Z bi (Arep) {5k,l(€p§ eq)’b*—l(K—lefq)} : (4.8)

l€Z3 pELy gL
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Recalling that
Eriepieq) = — (5p,ch—lc;;—k + 5p—k,q—lcch) (4.9)

we see that £} (Ay) splits into two sums as

—&(Ay) = Z Z Z bi.(Arep) {0p.aCq—1€p 1, V" (K 1e—q) }

€73 peLy qel,

+3 00> > i Akepin) {OpaCinicorr b (K e 1) }

1€73 pe(Li—k) qe(L;—1)

= Z Z bi.(Akep) {cp 1Cy— k> b K_le,p)}

lezs peLNL;

+Z Z by (Akeerk {Cp+l0p+k7b (K 1€—p— l)} (4.10)
1€Z3 pe(Li—k)N(L;—1)

The two sums on the right-hand side have the same “schematic form”: They can be written as

P

N € B¢
Z Z by, (Axep,) { ,Cpss b’ K—l€p4)} Cp:{cf P " (4.11)

1€73 peSLNS, ¢, pEBFp

where the index set is either the lune Sy = Lj or the corresponding hole states Sy = Ly — k,
and depending on this index set the variables p1, p2, p3, p4 are given by

(p7p_l7p_k7_p) Sk:Lk

- . (4.12)
p+kp+lp+k,—p-1) Sp=Ly—k

(p1,p2,P3,P4) = {

Note that in either case p1, p3 only depend on p and k, while po, ps depend only on p and .
Additionally, p; is always an element of L; and p4 is always an element of L_;.

Since by p = ¢, _p¢p = Cp—pCp it is easily seen that [b,¢] = 0, so in normal-ordering (with respect
to Yps) the summand of equation (4.11) we find

bk (Akepl {CpQCPS’ bt (K—lem)}
- bk (Akepl) szcpsb* (K—lem) + blt (Akepl) b (K—lem) szcp?) (4'13)
Cpgbk (Akepl) br (K lep4) Cps + c bk (Akepl) [cp37 b* (K lep4)] .

To bound a sum of the form »°, ;s EF(Ag) it thus suffices to estimate the two schematic forms

Z Z Akepl) b*—l (K—l6p4) 6p3a (414)

k,lez3 pESkﬁSl

Z Z bk Akem) [b (K lep4)7 p3:|*'

k,l€Z3 peSENS)

Preliminary Estimates

We prepare for the estimation of these schematic forms by deriving some auxilliary bounds for
the operators involved. Recall that for any k € Z3 and ¢ € (?(Ly,),

bi(p) = > (orep)bip= D (P.ep)ch xCp (4.15)

pELy pELy

Denote Ny, =3 1. b; ,bkp- We can bound both by (¢) and b (¢) as follows:
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Proposition 4.4. For any k € Z3, ¢ € (*(Ly) and V € Hy it holds that

1 . 1
16k ()N < (Il INZ I, (10p (@)l < ol | (Me +1)2 .

Proof: By the triangle and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities we immediately obtain

1
1B(2) TN < > s e b p®l < llell [ Mok I = lleoll N2 (4.16)
pELg pELy

and the bound for [|b}(¢)¥|| now follows from (4.16) and the fact that

e (950) = (), b ()] = el = = Y Hep @) (cpncl + chep) < 0. (4.17)
pELy

It is straightforward to see that Ny < Np. Moreover, by rearranging the summations,

SN=S Y o= do S crciy =N (4.18)

kez3 keZ3 peLy, pEB ke(Br+p)
on Hy. We also note that for any ¥ € Hy and p € Z3
1 1 1
INZ & < lepNg ¥ < [IGNE Yl (4.19)
1 - 1 - 1
| (N +1)7 &0 < |16y (Ne +1)2 V|| < [|&, (N +1)2 ¥,

as follows by the inequality (considering p € BY, for definiteness)

EpNrtp = Z CyCq—kCy_kCqCp = Z CoCq—kCy cq —0pq) (4.20)

q€Ly, qELy
_ * * * *
= Nicpep — 11, (D)Cpp1Cp_ip < Nicpep

and the fact that [y, Ni] = 0 = [&cp, Np]. Similarly
i R 1
INZEU| < IGNEY], | (N +1)% 50| < |6, (WE + 1) ¥ (4.21)

To analyze the commutator term [b (K_iep,), ¢
1€7Z2, e ?(L;) and p € Z3

, p3] we calculate a general identity: For any

=1, (p+1){¢,ept1) Cpri p € Br
[bl(¢), p]: l( )<~ p+> p+ o (4‘22)
12,(p) (¥, ep) Cpi p € By
so for our particular commutator we obtain
-1 — ) (K_ ) Cpag Sp=1L
oot (1) 5] = 4 102 DG ot Gt S = g
1L4(p3) <K—lep4’ 6p3> Cp3+1 Sk =1Lk —k
It will be crucial to our estimates that the prefactors obey the following:
Proposition 4.5. For any k,l € Z2 and p € Sy N S; it holds that
N 11, (p2 — k)1, (p3—1)
1, (ps — ) (K_iep,, eps1)| < CV_iky! - Sk = Lg,
e o €oa)| "V Mo F AV At T At
> -1 1L—k (p2)1L—l (p3)
|1L_l(p3) <K,l€p4, €p3>| S CV,l/{?F s Sk = Lk — k.

VAt T A kpa VA 1ps T A ips
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Proof: Recall that pi,po, p3, ps are given by

p,p—lp—Fk,—p Sy = Ly,
(p1,p2,P3,P1) = ( ) : (4.24)
(p+kp+lp+k,—p—1) Sp=1Lp—k
From this we see that for any p € S NS
I ,(p3—1) Sk= Ly _ )l (2= k) Sk =Ly (4.25)
17,_,(ps) Se=Lp—k |1p_.(p2) Sp =Ly —k

where the assumption that p € S N S; enters to ensure that 1p,.(p — k) =1 = 1p,(p —1) or
1pe, p+k)=1=1 B: (p + 1), respectively. Importantly this also implies that, when combined
with such an indicator function, we also have the identity

Atps—t tAape Sk =Li [ Aep + A ppo-r Sk = L (4.26)
Atpg + Aipy Sk=Lr—Fk Akpr + A—kpo Sp=1Li—k
The claim now follows by applying these identities to the estimates
1, (ps — DV_ikpt
|1L—z(p3 —1) <Kflep47 ep37l>‘ <C l F ) Sk = Ly, (4.27)
Atips—1 + Alps
11, (p3)Voikp!
1 K_ o= Sp=Ly—k
‘ L_l(p3)< l€p4a€p3>‘ — A—l,pg + )\—l,p4 ) k k )
which are given by Theorem 3.1. U
Below we will only use the simpler bound
112, (ps — 1) (K_iep,, €ps—1)| Sk = Ly Voikg!
< O———— (4.28)
|12, (p3) (K —1ep,. epy)| Sk=Li—k =\ emAip

but for the 51% terms the more general ones will be needed.

Estimation of Y, ;s EL(Ax(t))
Now the main estimate of this subsection:

Proposition 4.6. For any collection of symmetric operators (Ay) and U € Hy it holds that

DT> (W&, b5 (Aep,) b7y (K _iey,) by, >\<C\/Z max | Aey | |(NVe+1)% |

k,l€Z3 peSENS; kez3

_1 _1
Yoo D> [WE,b (Akep) [b-i (Koiep,) ,8,]" 3 ¥)| < Chp® | D | ARR 2 s (N + 1) )%

k,l€Z3 pESKNS) keZ3

Proof: Using the triangle and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities and Proposition 4.4 we estimate
Z Z U, &, b5 (Arep, ) 074 (K—lem)épskl'ﬂ
k,leZ3 peSrNS;

< Z Z b (Akem)épz‘l'n Hb*—l (K—lem)éps‘PH
k,leZ3 peSENS,

1
<D DD s lAkep I K—iep, | HNQépQ‘I’HII(N 1+ 1)2 &, (4.29)

keZ? peSy leZ3
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< Y (maxlienl ) X e o+ 0301 (5 1900 1Kot | 3 150l w12

kez3 PESk lez? lez3
2
< Y (sl ) VAN, 5 o V4 D2 012 (55 57 15000 1 s
kez3 e PESy PESK €73
1 1
> maxlldsel? [3 1Kl |V + 0wl | S INEA W
keZS lez? kez3
> ma Ay P [ 1Kl |G + 1) R
keZS lez?

and the first bound now follows by recalling that HKZH%IS < C'V}. For the second we have by the
equations (4.23) and (4.28) that

Z Z U, &, by, (Arep,) [b—l (K_iep,) ’5;3]* \I’>‘

k lEZS peESELNS;

<3 e (i) ) 6 15 (Arey) ¥

k,leZ3 peSENS;

<O YD 150 [ Arep ﬁ i Wl || (M + 1)% 0| (4.30)
€73 pES; keZ3 k.p1 72—
15 1
< Ok Wi+ 12w S0 5" BB [ S g ()| Avhy 262 | D 15, (0) s, 1
p 1eZ3 —Lps kez3 keZ3
_ 1 1
< Ok W+ D2 Y | S 15,04k, Ten P | 3 10— | 3 15 @)e.NE P
P kez3 lez3 —Lpa lez3

1 _1
< Chp' | We+ 102 OV | Y0 > Ak enl? |3 V2D 5

keZ3 peSy 1€73 peSL —Lpa

B -1 - 1 1
< Okt | 2 1Ay P lis | S0 V2 D2 (Vi + 12 W] [Ny

keZ3 €73 pel; P

Aph, 26 . The claim follows by § Ckp. O
k  “P1

1
where we used ||Agep, || A, 2 o= pely A
The bound on Y czs EL(Ax(t)) of Theorem 4.1 now follows by our matrix element estimates:
Proposition 4.7. For any V € Hy and t € [0, 1] it holds that

> K, & (At >\<c\/2v2mm{\k1 kp} (U, (NE+1) 0)

keZ3 keZ3

- 72
for a constant C > 0 depending only on Zk€Z§ Viz.

Proof: By Theorem 3.1 we have

[eps Ax(®)eq) < C (14 V2) Vikz!, ke Zi p.ge Ly (4.31)
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Combining with |Ly| < C'min {k% |k|, k% } since Y- )\;}I < Ckp, we get

qELy

3 ma | Ay (1 (tepl? < = Z (1+Vk> V2| Ly :C<1+H‘7H§o) > V2 min { |k, kr}

ke Z3 kez3
2
_1 .

S IO s = X 3 | (e Artntey )| < 0 X (1492) R 1L Y 5

kezZ3 keZ3 p,q€Ly keZ3 q€Ly, k.q
< Ckp (1 + ||V\|§o) 3" V2 min (||, kr} . (4.32)
keZ3

Inserting these estimates into Proposition 4.6 yields the claim. O

4.2 Analysis of £ Terms

Now we come to the terms

ER(By) = Z Z Z {br(Brep), {e—k,—1(e—p;e—q), by (Kieq) }} - (4.33)

leZ3 peLy qel,

We will analyze these similarly to the £}(Ay) terms. Noting that
e—,—1(e—pi—q) = = (Op.qCqtiC’ ik + Op—kg—1€" 4C—p) (4.34)
we find that £Z(By) splits into two sums as

—2&;(By) = Z Z Z {b1(Brep), {0p.qc—q+16” pi- b7 (Kieg) } }

lez3 peLy qely

> > > e Brepn) Apactgicpn b (Kiegr)}} (4.35)

lez3 pe(Ly—Fk) q(L—1)

=3 > {b(Brep), {copiic i U (Kiep)}}

leZ3 peLpNLy

+ > > {br (Brepsr) , {¢" ) 1cop—i b (Kiepsa) }}

1€23 pe(Li—k)N(L;—1)

and again these share a common schematic form, namely

S0 {ok (Brew) , {E,6, b (Kiep,) ) (4.36)

IEZ?’ PESELNS;

where the momenta are now

p,—p+l,—p+kp Sp=1L
(p1, P2, 3, a) = ( ) A (4.37)
p+k,—p—lL—p—Fkp+l) Sp=1Lp—k
Again p1, ps only depend on p and k while ps, ps only depend on p and I.
We normal order the summand: As
bk(lgkep1) {6;25p3’b7(}{i6p4)}
- E* bk‘ (Bkem) {Epaa 57 (Klem)} + [bk (Bkepl) ) pg] {Cpaa bl (Klem)}
- 20 bk (Bkepl) bl (Klep4) Cps T C bk (Bkepl) [bl (Klem) ’Cpg]*
+2 [bk (lgkepl) ) pg] bl (}<26p4) Cps + [bk (lgkepl) ’ pg] [bl(}{26p4) ’6;3]* (4'38)
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= 25* 01 (Kiepy) b (Brep, ) Epy + 20 o [0k (Brep, ) . b (Kiep,)] Gy,
& (b (Kiep,) , &1 br, (Brep,) + &, [br (Brep, ), [bi (Kiep,) . 65,17
+ 257 (Kiep,) [bk (Brep,) .G, ] s + 2 [b (Kiep,) s [br (Brep,) 1 E5,]7]" G
- [bl (Kiep,) , pa] [bk‘ (Brep,) ¢ pz] + { [bk (Brep,) » pz] [bl (Kiep,) ¢ pa]*}

and simply

{6;251737 by (Kiep,) } br Bk‘epl) = 522 {Ep3, b (Klep4)} b (Bkepl) (4.39)
=265, b (Kiep,) by (Brep,) &y + G, (b1 (Ki€p,) , Gy ] bre (Brep, )

the summand decomposes into 8 schematic forms as

{bk (Bkem) ) {5;251)3’ b (Klem)}}
= 4¢,,b; (Kiep,) by (Byep, ) Cps + 26, [br (Biep,) , b (Kiep,)] &y,
+28, [bi (Kiep,) . 6,]" bi (Brep,) + 20 (Kiep,) [bi (Brep,) 5, | s (4.40)
+ &, [bk (Brep,) » [ (Kiep,) 5 65,71 + 2 (b (Kiep, ), [br (Brep,) 5,1 7] " épy
— [by (Kiep,) 5,17 [br (Brep,) G, ] + { [bk (Brep,) .65, [br (Kiep,) . E5,] 7}
Of these it should be noted that only the last one is proportional to a constant (i.e. does not
contain any creation or annihilation operators). As the rest annihilate 1pg, it follows that (when

summed) the constant term yields precisely <7/)FS, E ,? (Bk)¢ps>, whence bounding the other terms
amounts to estimating the operator

Er(Br) — (¥rs, £ (Br)vrs) (4.41)

as in the statement of Theorem 4.1.

Estimation of the Top Terms

We begin by bounding the “top” terms

S>> b (Kiep,) bi (Brep,) &y and Y > & (b (Brey,) b} (Kiep,)] Gps-

k lEZS pESELNS) k lEZS pESENS]

By the quasi-bosonic commutation relations, the commutator term reduces to

Yo D &, bk (Brep) b (Kiep,)] &, (4.42)

k l€Z3 pESELNS;

= Z Z (Brep,, Krep,) cp36p3+ Z Z okl (Brep s Kiep,) Cpg

ICGZS pESK k lEZS peESENS)

where we used that p; = p4 and po = p3 when k = [. Now, the exchange correction of the second
sum splits as

—eri (Brep Kiep,) = Y > (Brep,,eq) (e, Kiep,) (Sq.qcqr 165k + Oq— kg —1€65¢q)
q€Ly ' €Ly

= Z (Bk€p1,€q><€anl€p4>5;—léq—k (4.43)
qeLNLy

o~
+ Z (Brepy» €q+k) (€q+1: Kiep,) CqyiCotk
a€(Ly—=k)N(L1=1)
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which are both of the schematic form zqesl ns] (Brep, s €qy) (equs Kiep,) C,Cqs-

To estimate Dy 1cz3 D pes,ns, CpaChit (Brepyi Ki€p,) Cpg it thus suffices to consider

Z Z Z Bkepueth <eq4=Klep4> pgchCQ?,ép?,' (4.44)

k lGZS pESELNS; qES, ﬁS,
The estimates for the top terms are as follows:
Proposition 4.8. For any collection of symmetric operators (By) and ¥ € Hy it holds that

S S (Wb (Kiep,) b (Brey,) é, ><<0\/ 3 max | Bey PN 0

k,1€Z3 peSENS; keZS

Z Z U, &, b (Brep, ), by (Kiep,)] ép, ¥ |<C Z Z max] epok‘eqH INEY |

k,leZ3 peSENS; kez3 pELl€

~ 72
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Zkezij Vi

Proof: The first term we can estimate as in Proposition 4.6 by

Yo D [(WE,b (Kiep,) b (Brep) & 1))

k lGZS PESLNS;

< D D b (Kiep,) &Yl br (Brep, ) é, Y|
k,l€Z3 pESENS;

1
<D DD 15,(0) 1Bre, || | Kaep, | N B[ N2 5, 0| (4.45)

kEeZ3 peSy, 1eZ3

< Y (maxliznend ) 16, A000 3 1600 1Kien P | 3 15 ) mAE

kez3 PESk €73 1ez3

<\|NE\P||Z(;nax||Bkepu) S I O[S0 S 16,0) [ Kiepl?

kEZS pESK pESK lEZS

S s IV S (maqukepn) VAN
€73 keZ3

11 3
and obviously [[NZN2Y| < [[Ng¥|[|NZ¥|. For the commutator term we have

Z Z [(Brep,, Kpep,) (U, &0, U)| < Z max\ Byep, Kiep)| Z s CpyCps ¥ (4.46)

keZ3 peSy, keZS PESK
Z max |{ep, B Kep)| (¥, NpU).
keZS

By the matrix element estimate for K of Theorem 3.1 we have for any p € L that

ka‘fl
[(Brep, Kiep)| < Z [(Brep, €q)| [(eq, Kiep)| < C Z |(ep, Breq)| ﬁ (4.47)
qELy, qELy k.a k.p
. 1
< OVik it .B — <V .B
< Tt (e Buel) 32 51 < Clima e B
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since quLk )\l;; < Ckp. Consequently

Z Z |(Brep,, Kpep, ) (U, 6.0, 0)| < C Z Vi < max | ep,BkeqH) (U, Ng¥) (4.48)

keZ3 peSk keZ? Pache
<C Z V2 Z max (e, Breg)|* (¥, Np¥)
keZ? keZ3pq€
and clearly
max |(e,, Breg)|® < Z max (e, Breg)|? . (4.49)
p,qE Ly pely qeL

Finally

Z Z Z |[(Brep, €q,) (equ Kiep,) (. ¢, Cq,Cq5Cps V)|

k,l€Z3 p€SKNS; qeS;.NS]

Z Z Z [(Brepy» €q1) | [{€qu Kiepy) | [|CqCpy V|| [|CqsCps V| (4.50)

k€73 peSENS) qeS,NS]

< Z Z Z |<Bk6p1aeq1>| ||qucp2‘1'|| Z Z Z €q4,Klep4| ||5q35p3\1'||2

IN

k,l€Z3 peSKNS; geS;NS) k€73 p€SENS| g5, NS

< Z Z max ep17Bkeq Z 151 HCPQN2\I’H2 Z Z HKIGIMH Z 1Sk Hcpa\PH
kez? pesy ! lez? l€Z2 pES; keZ?

<[> max |(ep, Byeg) > 1Kl V2 2 I
keZ3 peL;C lez?

whence the claim follows as || K;||yg < V. O

Estimation of the Single Commutator Terms

For the single commutator terms

YD &, i(Kiep,) &, bk (Brep,) and > > b (Kiep,) [be (Brep,) , 85, ] G

k l€Z3 pESkﬁSl k,leZi pESENS)
we note that by equation (4.22), the commutator [b; (Kep,) , ¢, ] is given by
-1 1) {(Kep,, e c Sy =1L
[bl (Klep4)7 ps] = Ll(p3 - )< : p4~ p3+l> patl F F . (4.51)
11,(p3) (Kiepy, €ps) Cps—1 Sk =Ly —k
The prefactors again obey an estimate as in Proposition 4.5:

Proposition 4.9. For any k,1 € Z2 and p € Sy N S; it holds that

Ir,(p2 + k)1g,(p3 +1)
VAkp1 F Mepotk v/ Apsl + Ny

1Lk (p2)1Ll (pg) Sk — Lk: _ ]{7
\/)‘k,pl + )‘k,pQ \/Al,ps + )‘17P4 ’

‘1Lz (pg + l) <Klep47 ep3+l>‘ < C‘A/lkpjl Sy = Ly,

HLI (p3) <Klep47 ep3>‘ < CVzk;l
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The proof is essentially the same as that of Proposition 4.5 (indeed, this proposition can be
obtained directly from the former by appropriate substition, but some care must be used since
the p;’s differ in their definition).

For the single commutator terms we again only need the simpler bound

{|1Ll<p3+z><Klep4,ep3+z>| Se=Li  _,_ Vikg' (4.52)

11, (p3) (Ki€pys epy)| Sk=Lik—k = /AkpALp,
but the full one will be needed for the double commutator terms below. Now the estimate:

Proposition 4.10. For any collection of symmetric operators (By) and U € Hy it holds that

_1 _1
S KW, i (Kiep) &, be (Brep ) W)| < Chy® | S 1By [i3g NG,
k IEZ?’ pESENS; k‘EZé
Z Z \I’ br (Kiepy) [bk‘ (Bkep1)7cp2 Cps ¥ | <C Z Z max[ eankeqH HNE\I’H
k l€Z3 pESkﬁSl k‘EZ3 pELk

~ 72
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on ZkeZ§ Vi

Proof: As in the second estimate of Proposition 4.6 we have

SN (W, b (Kiep,) 8] bi (Brey,) )

k,l€Z3 pESENS;

Z Z bl Klep4 ) pg] Cp2\IJH ku (Bkepl) \IJH
k lEZS pESENS;

Viknt 1
<CY DD 15.(0) 1Brep, | ——Eee |, || IV T (4.53)

1€73 peS) keZ3 Ak,p1 ALps

Ls,(p
<okl vz SO S I EST ) Buy ? em\\?\/zlsk D) [yt ¥

P 1eZ3 Alps kez3 kez3

1
< CERMNEOID . | D 15, ()| Behy, ® ele 2151(

> s ()lEp N, ‘I’||2

P keZ3 lez3 7p4 173
1
< CR N NG| | ST ST Bihy 2o 2 ZVQZ
k€73 pES) 1ez3 PES Alpa

_1 _1 N 1
< Ckp® | > 1Bl s, | D VEINE U VB

kez3 lezs

By equation (4.22) it holds that

bk (Brep,) , Gy, | (4.54)

_1Lk (p2 + k) <Bk€p1aep2+k> épg—i—k p € Bp
11, (p2) (Brepy s €ps) Cpy—k p € By

so the second term can be bounded as

Z Z \If b (Kiep,) [bk (Biep, ), C pz] CPS\I]H

k lEZS pESENS;
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< Z Z Hbl (Klem) \IJH H [bk‘ (Bkem) 75;22] Eps\I}H

k€72 peSENS;

1
<IN D 150 <maX (€p1,Bk€q>|> [ Krep, || 1IN Wl | Epy s W |

kEZ3 pESK 1€Z3

< HNZ\I’H Z Z 1Sk <max‘<ep17Bkeq ) \/Z 151 ‘KlemH Z 151 ‘cpzikcp:a\y”

P keZ3 1€z3 lez?

SIS 3 150 el | 3 15,00 (maxlten. Bee) | 3 15,0 lemA b

p lez? keZ3 keZ3
1
S NZOINED YD IKepll” [0 ) maXI €py> Bieg) |’ (4.55)
leZ2 peS; keZ3 peSk
< 22 D0 maxlley Breg)l > IKillis N2 N O
l<;eZ3p€L;C 1ez3

Estimation of the Double Commutator Terms

Finally we have the double commutator terms

ST &, bk Brep) . b (Kiep,) . 35,] 7]

k lEZ pESELNS)

Z Z bl (Kiepy) » [bk (Bkem),é;g]*]*épsa

k lEZS peESENS)

S [i(Kiep,), )" bk (Bren,) &, ] - (4.56)

k,le€Z3 peESKNS;

An identity for the iterated commutators is obtained by applying the identity of equation (4.22)
to itself: For any k,l € Z3, ¢ € (?(Ly,), ¢ € ¢*(L;) and p € Z3

1+ 1) (epi, ) [bk«o), G| peBr
11,(p) {eps ) [B1(9), G5 pe B

-1z, (p+ l)le (p+1) (o, ep+l> <ep+la ) Copti—k p € Bp
_1Lk (p -1+ k) 1Ll (p) <907 epfl+k> <ep7 ¢> EpflJrk‘ JAS B%

The estimates are the following;:

[br(0), [0 (9).5]7] = (4.57)

Proposition 4.11. For any collection of symmetric operators (By) and U € Hy it holds that

Yo > Kw.g, [br (Brep), (b (Kiep,) . &,] ] ¥)

k l€Z3 peESENS)

DY 1< b1 (Kiep, ) [ (Brens) 1 5,])" )

k ZEZ pESENS)

Yoo W b (Kiep,)  &,]" (b (Bren,) . &,] )

k l€Z3 peESENS)

)

)

)

are all bounded by

1
Ckp® | > maxHh 2BkepH2<\I/ Npl)
keZ3

~ 72
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Zkezij Vi
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Proof: For these estimates we consider only the case Si = Lj for the sake of clarity, i.e. we let

(p1:p2:03,04) = (0, —p+ 1, —p+k,p); (4.58)

the case S = Ly — k can be handled by similar manipulations.

Using the identity of equation (4.57) we start by estimating (by the bound of Proposition 4.9)

Z Z v, p2 bk (Bkem) [bl (Klem)v pg]*] \I’>|

k,leZ3 peLiNl,

= Z Z |1Lk (p3 + l)le (ps +1) <Bkeplvep3+l> <ep3+l7 Klep4> <\I’7 Cpgcszrlfk‘\IIM
k€72 pe LNl

Vikp' 1, (p2 + k)1r, (p3 + 1)
<C Z Z 1z, (p3 + 1) [{Brep, s €py+1)| /A +; U l A
k,l€Z3 pe LNy o fipat iV Alpat! o

~ _1
SCk}leZ Z 1Lk 1Lk p3+l)‘<€p,hk2Bk€p3+l>

l€z3 pely \ keZ3

s+l g = -
> Y (W, & 18 pta¥)

< Ck;? DV Y D i+ D1 (ps)

€z3  pe(L;-1) \ kez3

_1
<ep+l7 hk 2Bk€p3>
_1 ~
<ot Y Y| Y 1+ )

1
-3
<ep+l7 hy, Bkep3>
pEBF \ 1€Z3 k,lez3

_1
< Ckp? Zmax”h 2BkepH2 > V2 (U, NpD)
keZ3 lez?

where we used 3y c7s 11, (p3 + l))\l_plg-f—l < ueny )\l_ql < Ckp. From (4.57) we have

(b1 (Kiep,) , [br (Brep,) 8]
= —1p,(p2 + k)1, (P2 + k) (Kiep,, epyik) (€poths Brep,) Cpotht
= —1p,(p2 + k)1L,(p3 + 1) (Kiep,, €ps 1) (€paiks Brep,) Cpy (4.60)

so the second term can be similarly estimated as

3 (i) [ (Bren) 5,1 )|

k,l€Z3 pESKNS;

Vikp'1r, (p2 + k)1r, (p3 + 1)
<C A l [(€po-ti> Brep, )| (¥, G5, Ep, W)
k,lZG;fi pELZk;Ll Vw1 + Motk Mps 1+ Ay " 1 e

<o Y Y | o | Y et ‘<ep2+k,hk23kepl
173 Alpa 173

(W,E5,6p, )

’ “p2 P2

2

2
(W, ,e_p,¥)  (4.59)

2
(0,& 6, 0)

2
(U,&  lpsr V)

keZ3 peLy

< Ck*l 21Ll (p+ k) 2

SCkp! Y0 D tekl®), | 0 ViP5 I Brepiall (0. 85,6,0) (4.61)
pEBF keZ3 €73 Ptk

<ot Y | vp s WD IS e, e (w. e )

pEBr \ €73  keZ3 Al p+k keZ3
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_1
< Ckp® | ) maxHh BkepH2 [> V(U NpD).
keZ3 lez?

Finally, from (4.51) and (4.54) we see that [b; (Kiep,) .5, ]" [0k (Brep,) . G,] is equal to

1Lk (pQ + k)le (p3 + l) <Bkep17 ep2+k> <ep3+l7 Klep4> 6;k)?,-l-lépfrk‘? (4'62)

so we estimate

Z Z (@, [br (Kiep,) . ps] (b (Brep,) . ¢, ] ©)

k l€Z3 pESENS)

0 —1
ey ¥ Vikp' 1, (p2 4+ k)1L,(ps + 1)

N ) ) N |<Bk6p1’ep2+k <\II’ p3+lcp2+k\ll>
k‘,lEZépeLknLl \/ k,p1 + k‘,pg—}—k\/ 1,p3+1 + l,pa

_1
<€p= hy, 23kep+k+l>‘

_1
<ep+k+l7 hk 2 Bke_p> ‘ <\If, E*_pé_p\I/>

_ 1
< CkFl E E Lnn, (o (—p+k +1)——
pEBS, k173 Lp

(W, ki Coprhtt¥)

B Vi

peBé kicz? VALptk4

2

<Ckp' > | D 1l (p+k+ D1, (—p)

pEBS \ k,l€Z3

L (p+k+1
S vl TR vy o oy (4.63)
wiers Al ptk+l

> max||h Bkep\|2 > V(T NET). O
keZ3 1€z3

The 5,? bound of Theorem 4.1 now follows:

_1
<€p+k+l, hy, 2B/~c€p>

< Ckp,

1
2

Proposition 4.12. For any ¥ € Hy and t € [0,1] it holds that

>, (E2(Br(t) — (vrs, E(Bi(t))vrs)) ©)| < C \/ > VZmin {[k|, kp} (¥, NZT)

keZ3 kez3
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Y} s V,f.

Proof: Clearly
_1 ) 1y
maxHBkepH Z max] epok‘eqH ;- max ||hy ® Brepl|” < [|Bihy, * [|s, (4.64)
pELy pELk pELy,

for any By, and as our estimate for Bj(t) in Theorem 3.1 is the same as that for Ag(t), the
bounds

> 3 max(ep Bueg) . k' Y 1Buhy s < C (1 VL) 3 Vi min {Jk] )

keZ3 peLk keZ3 kez3

follow exactly as those of Proposition 4.7. Insertion into the Propositions 4.8, 4.10 and 4.11
yields the claim. O
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4.3 Analysis of the Exchange Contribution

Finally we determine the leading order of the exchange contribution. To begin we derive a
general formula for a quantity of the form <¢FS, g;%(Bk)T,Z)FS>3 We can write

—2(¢ps, EF(Br)vbrs) = — > DY (s, b(Brep)e—k—i(e—p; e—q)bj (Kieg)tbrs)

leZ2 peLly qely

=3 > (vrs be(Brep) e piibi (Kiep) trs) (4.65)

l€73 peLyNL;
+) > (Yrs, b (Breptk) & 1e—p—ib] (Kiepi) rs)
€73 pe(L—k)N(L;—1)
= A+ B

where, using equation (4.22) in the form
- d —1 ¢7 €q) C pe BF
[bl (w)’ p] _ ZqELl Y2 < q> q 3 o (466)
ZqE(Ll—l) 5p7q+l (¥, 6q-i-l> ¢g pEBp

the terms A and B are given by

A= 3" (v, [be(Brep), @] [0 (Kiep) & ] vres) (4.67)

1e73 peLNL;

= Z Z <¢FS, Z 57p+l,qfk <Bk€p, €q> Eq Z 57p+k,q’fl <eq/, Klep> E;k]/ 1/JF3>

lezs peLynL; qeLy, q el

= Z Z Op+qk+1 (€ps Breg) (eq, Ki€p)

1€7Z3 p,qeLiNLy

and similarly

B = Z Z <¢FS, [bk (Bkeerk) 76ipfl] [bl (Kleerl) 76ip7k]* 1/JF3> (4.68)

1eZ3 pe(Lr—k)N(L;—1)

= E : Z O—p—q,k+1 (€p+ks Breqrr) (g1, Kiep1) -
1€Z3 p,q€(Lx—k)N(Li—1)

Although non-obvious, there holds the identity A = B. To see this we rewrite both terms: First,
for A, we note that the presence of the 6,4 x4, makes the L; of the summation p,q € L N L,
redundant: For any p,q € Bf there holds the equivalence

P4 € Lppq-k <> D,q € Ly (4.69)
by the trivial identities
p—kl=lg—(p+q—K)l|, l¢g—kl=Ip—(p+q—kK), (4.70)
so A can be written as
A= Z Z Op+q,k+i (€p Breqg) (eq, Kiep) = Z (ep, Breq) (€q; Kptq—rep) - (4.71)
P,qELy 1€Z3 p,qELy,

A similar observation applies to B: For any p,q € Br we likewise have

g€ (Lpygr+p+aq+k)=p+kq+kelyqr<=pqc(Lp—k) (4.72)
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SO

B = Z Z O—p—qk+1 (€p+hs Breqrr) (€qis Kiep+1) (4.73)
p.a€(Li—k) 1€Z3

= > epsk Bregun) (6 p i K pg kg k) = Y {ep, Breg) (g, Kpyq rep)
p,q€(Lr—Fk) P,g€Ly

where we lastly used that the kernels K} obey
(e—p, K _pe_q) = (e, Kieg) = (eq, Kiep), k€73, p,q€ Ly. (4.74)

In all we thus have the identity
<¢FS75k By) wFS Z Z Optqk+i ep7Bkeq> <eq=Klep> (4.75)
1€73 p,qeLiNLy

== Z (ep, Breg) (eq, Kp+g-kep) -
D,qE Ly

Our matrix element estimates of the last section now yield the following:

Proposition (4.2). It holds that

Z/ <7;Z)FSa2Re gk; Bk( ))) wFS>dt_Ecorr,ex SC\/Z Vkaln{|k|,k:p}

kezZ3 kezZ3

or a constant C' > 0 depending only on 3 VQ, where
g Y kez3 Vi

E . Z Z Vk%ﬂrq k
corr,ex — T g )\
27T keZ3 p,gELy, kp T Mg

Proof: Since all the one-body operators are real-valued we can drop the Re () and apply the

above identity for
1
Z / (vrs, 2Re (EF(Bi(t))) vhrs ) dt = Z 2 <?,Z)FS,5/§ </ Bk(t)dt> TZJFS> (4.76)
kez3 kez3 0
1
=2 Z Z Op-+q,k+1 <ep7 (/ Bk(t)dt> eq> (e, (—K1) ep) -
k€72 p,ge LNl 0

Now, note that Feorex can be written as

Vikp!t Vikpt 1
Corr ex — Z Z p+q,k+l 3 (477)
k€72 p,ge LNl (2 ) 2(27T) )‘lvp"‘)‘l,q

since, much as in Proposition 4.5, the 9,44 1+ implies the following identity for the denominators:

Mo+ dig =5 (1P — I~ 1) + 5 (1 — la 1) (1.78)
= 2 (1pP g = H2) + 5 (IaP ~ 1o~ ) = Ay + deg

In conclusion we thus see that

Z / <11Z)FS’2R€ glc Bk( ))) ZZ)FS> dt — Ecorr,ex

keZ3
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=2 Z Z Optqk+l << (/ By(t > > ;éf:;g,)@qa(—f(l)eﬁ (4.79)

k,I€Z3 p,qeLiNL;

kaF ‘/lk_ 1
+ 1) ——— | {eq, (= Kj) e = A+ B.
Z Z p+(I7k+l2 (27{')3 << q ( l) P> 2( ) )\l,p i )\l7q>

kJleZ? p,geLyNL,

We estimate A and B. By the matrix element estimates of Theorem 3.1 we have that (using
our freedom to replace A, + A g by App + Ak g)

. . Vikp!
k,l€Z3 p,qe LNl D 'q

<O (1+1V]) 372 Y — szﬂk (4.80)

keZ3 pELy kip ger,

3
Ckp? (14 |V]eo) [ V2 %
( ) 52; ;%;g kz;zgi v
< (141V]) ZWZ%Wm@éW%
lez3 kez3

where we applied the inequality > geLy )\,;; < Ckp and also used that Proposition 3.11 implies

that )
;2;i v Akp

for a C' > 0 independent of all quantities. By Cauchy-Schwarz we can further estimate

~ 3 ~ ~
Zﬁw%m&@wﬁs¢zw¢zwwmmmwﬁ} (482

IN

< Ck2 [K® min {1, k2 |k]"3) (4.81)

kez3 keZ3 keZ3
< DO VES T VEmin{k] kel
kez3 kez3

for the bound of the statement. By similar estimation also

V2kR! _s
BI<C Y Y SprqurVikp! ™ —LE Yy <c >y V2 1|7 min {1, k 3!
q

k,leZ3 p,geLxNLy keZ3 1ez3

and the claim follows likewise. OJ
5 Estimation of the Non-Bosonizable Terms and Gronwall Es-
timates

In this section we perform the final work which will allow us to conclude Theorem 1.1.

The main content of this section lies in the estimation of the non-bosonizable terms, by which
we mean the cubic and quartic terms

C:

k! - ;
(271:)3 > ViRe((Bp+ B*;)" Dy), (5.1)
keZ3
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kil 9 * *
Q= 5 2F)3 Z Vi | D;Dy, — Z (cpcp +Cp—k‘cp—k;)
( 4 kezZ3 pEL

The cubic terms C will not present a big obstacle to us: As was first noted in [2] (in their
formulation), the expectation value of these in fact vanish identically with respect to the type
of trial state we will consider. The bulk of the work will thus be to estimate the quartic terms.
We prove the following bounds:

Theorem 5.1. It holds that Q = G + Qrr + Qsr where for any ¥ € Hy

(T, GU)| < C | > VZmin{|k|, kp} (¥, Np¥)
keZs3

(@, QLr®)| < C [ VZmin{[k], ke} (¥, N3T)
kezZ3

and e* Qgre™ = Qqr + fol etk (2Re (G)) et for an operator G obeying

(T, g0)| < C | > VZmin{|k|, kp} (¥, (Vg +1) T),
keZ3

C > 0 being a constant independent of all quantities.

With these all the general bounds are established. As all our error estimates are with respect to
NEg and powers thereof, it then only remains to control the effect which the transformation e
has on these. By a standard Gronwall-type argument this control will follow from the estimate
of Proposition 2.4, and we then end the paper by concluding Theorem 1.1.

Analysis of the Cubic Terms
Expanding the Re (+), the cubic terms are

_ ke
~2(2m)8

> Vi ((Bi + B_x) Dy, + D (Bi. + B%))) - (5.2)
keZ3

The operators By, can be written simply as By, =
bep = c;)fkcp, whence it is easily seen that

peL bi,p in terms of the excitation operators

g, By] = =By, [Ng, Byl = By. (5.3)

As a consequence, Bj maps the eigenspace {Ng = M} into {Ng =M —1} and B} maps
{Ng = M} into {Ng = M + 1}. Meanwhile, the operators Dy, preserve the eigenspaces: Writing
Dy = Dl,k + D27k for

Dy =dl <PBFe_ik'“3PBF)

S paCia=— Y. gk (5.4)

P,q€BF gEBFN(Br+k)
_ —ik-x _ « ok~
D27k =dI’ <PB%6 PB%) = E 5p7q,kcpcq = E CpCerk
p,gEBE pEBEN(BS—k)

these annihilate and create one hole or excitation, respectively, whence [Ng, Dy| = 0 = [Ng, D].
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It follows that C maps the eigenspace {Ng = M} into {Ng =M — 1} & {Ng =M + 1}. De-
composing H orthogonally as Hy = HG" @ ’H(j\?d for

HY" = D Ve =2m}, HY' =P {Ne=2m+1}, (5:5)
m=0 m=0

we thus see that C maps each subspace into the other. On the other hand, since our transfor-
mation kernel K is of the form

1 * *
=320 20 (emKicq) (bupb-i.g = b1, bi) (56)
lEZg pvqeLl
we note that K maps each {Ng = M} into {Ng = M —2} & {Ng = M + 2}, hence K preserves

HG and H3, and so too does the transformation e . As any eigenstate ¥ € Hy of Ny is

contained in either H{" or ’H(j\fld, and these are orthogonal, we conclude the following:

Proposition 5.2. For any eigenstate ¥ of Ng it holds that

<e*K\I/,Ce*K\I/> =0.

5.1 Analysis of the Quartic Terms

Now we consider the quartic terms

kil 9 * * *
Q= 5 2F = Z Vi | D; Dy, — Z (cpcp +Cp—k0p_k) ) (5.7)
( W) kezZ3 pEL

We begin by rewriting these: Recalling the decomposition Dy, = Dy j + Ds ), above, we calculate

* _ ~% o~ ko _ ~% ko ~ ~ o~
DLle,k = E Cp—kCpCyCq—k = E Cp—iCqCq—kCp + E Cq—kCq—k
P,q€BrN(BF+k) P,q€EBFN(Br+k) qEBFN(Br+k)
~% ~k ~ ~ ~%k ~
= E Cp—1CyCq—kCp + g 1 (q+ k)¢,¢q (5.8)
p,qEBFﬂ(BFJrk) pEBR

and similarly

* ~k o~ ok~ ok ok~ ~ ok~
D3 Doy = E CpikCpCaCqtk = g CpikCqCqriCp + g Lpe (p — k)¢,
p,q€BEN(BE—k) p,q€BEN(BE—k) pEBE
~ ok~ ~ ~% ~
= E CpikCyCqrkCp + NE — g 1B, (p — k)G, cp. (5.9)
p,q€BEN(BE—k) pEBS,

For any k € Z2 we can likewise write ZpELk <c;§cp + Cp—kC;,k> in the form

Y (Gt epit )= I (0—k)EdH+ Y 1pe(q+k)Ed (5.10)
pELy pEBfw q€EBFp
=Y 1. (p—kK)EEH+Ne— Y 1p.(q+k)Eé,
pGB% qeBp

Noting that Dy j, = 0 for |k| > 2k, as then BpN(Br + k) = ), we thus obtain the decomposition

Q=G+ Qir + 9sr (5.11)
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where G is the one-body operator

S lp g+ k)G — Y s (0~ K)EGE | | (5.12)
keZ3 qEBF peBS

the long-range terms Qpr are given by

kp! . o *
= 2 (; ) >, > Cp—kCylq—kCp + DT Do + D33 D1g | (5.13)
T keB(0,2kp)NZ3 p,q€BrN(Br+k)

and the short-range terms Qgsgr are

Osg = 7 Z A Z &k Colaqrklp. (5.14)

keZi  pgeB&LN(BL—k)

Estimation of G and Qi

G and the long-range terms are easily controlled: First, interchanging the summations we can
write G as

32 P qq— 32 Y u| &g (5.15)

qEBFr \ke(Brp—q)NZ3 pEBE \k€(Bp+p)NZ3

from which it is obvious that G' obeys

kit .
+ G < ma L Vi | Ng. 5.16
B peZ)':‘( (2n)? L Z B (5.16)
€(Bp+p)NZ3

This implies the following:

Proposition 5.3. For any ¥ € Hy it holds that

(W, G| < C\/Z V2 min {|K] , kp} (U, Np0)

keZ3
for a constant C' > 0 independent of all quantities.

Proof: For any p € Z3 we estimate by Cauchy-Schwarz

Yo W< > V2min{|k|, ke} > min{lk| kp} ! (5.17)

ke(Bp+p)NZ3$ ke(Br+p)NZ3 ke(Bp+p)NZ3
< > VEmin{lk ke [>T BT+ kR
keZ3 keBp\{0}

where we lastly used that k — min {|k|,kr} " is radially decreasing and that (Bp + p) N Z3
contains at most |Bp| points. As it is well-known that ZkeE(O R\{0} k"' < CR* as R —
the bound follows. O

Q1R can be handled in a similar manner:
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Proposition 5.4. For any ¥ € Hy it holds that

(@, QurW)| < €[> VZmin{[k], kp} (T, NZP)

keZ3
for a constant C > 0 independent of all quantities.

Proof: Consider the first term in the parenthesis of (5.13): For any k € Z3 we can estimate

Z K\I/’g;_kéZqukép\IlM < Z lI€qCp—k Y|l [|Cq—rCp ¥ (5.18)
p,g€BrN(Br+k) p,g€BrN(Br+k)
< )R [ Yo Yt < (VN
p,q€BrN(Br+k) P,g€BrN(Br+k)
Ase.g.
Dy D2, = Z Z Ca—kCaCplp+h = Z Z CpCa—kCaCpth
pEBLN(B%—k) 4€BFN(Br+k) pEBLN(BL—k) 4€BrN(Br+Fk)

the terms Di D21 and D;,le,k can be handled similarly, whence

3ky! - -
(P, QW) < L Yoo V| NRY) <C Y VEmin{ k| ke )} (U, NET)
2 (2m) — 3
k€B(0,2kp)NZ3 keZ3
where ZkeE(O e ) (V3 Vi, was bounded as in equation (5.17). O
Analysis of Qgsgr
Lastly we come to
kgt SO
o Z % Z Cp-kCyCqtkCp- (5.19)

keZi  pqeB&LN(BgL—k)
Recall that the transformation K can be written as K = K — K* for
-1 1
K= 5 Z Z (ep, Ki€q) bipb—1,—q = ) Z Z bi(Kieq)b—1,—g- (5.20)
1eZ3 p,gely leZ3 qely

K we will need the commutator [IC, Qsg] = 2Re <[I€, QSRD. Noting
that for any p € B% and [ € 72, q € L;, we have
[blvq’éz] = [c:;_lcq,c;] = p,qC:;—l = 0p,qCq—1s (5.21)

we deduce (with the help of Lemma A.1) that

[I@,E;] = ZZ by (Kieq) bl —q p] [bl(Kleq) ]bflﬁq)

To determine eXQgre™

ZEZ3 qel,
1 i ~
D) Z Z (bu(Kieq) [b-1,—g: 6] + [brg, ] b—1(K1e—y)) (5.22)
lez3 qely
1 N N
9 Z Z (bi(K1eq)0p,—qCqit + OpgCqib_i(K_je—g))
ZEZS ELl
- Z Z Op,—qb1(Kieq)¢ g1 = Z 11, (=p)bi (Kie—p) Cpi-
1€Z3 q€Ly €73

Using this we conclude the following;:
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Proposition 5.5. It holds that ¢ Qgre ™™ = Ogr + fo K (2Re (G)) e dt for

k:_ . B ~ ~
:( 5 > Vi > 12, (q)epbi(Ki€q)C—g1C—g4kCp—i
kl€Zi  pqeBEN(B&+k)

Z 1, (p)1,(q) (Kieq, €p) Cp—1C—giiCqikCpi-
k A€ZE  pgeBsN(Bgy+k)

Proof: By the fundamental theorem of calculus

1
“Qsre™™ = Qsr + / e [K, Osr] e Xt (5.23)
0

and as noted [KC,Qsr] = 2Re <[I€, QSRD. Using equation (5.22) we compute that G :=
{l&, QSR} is given by

kj_ - - - ~: ~ ~
G=sin X% > Y (s[Ra]+[Ra]a)ane
k€Z?  peB&LN(Bg+k) qeBLN(BL—k)
kit ) -
B 2 (2F7T 3 Z Z 1Ll (_Q)c;;bl (Kle—q) Cq+1Cq+kCp—k
k‘leZ3 pEBC (Bc +k) qu%m(B%fk)
1
i 2 77 3 Z Z Z 1Ll(_p)bl (Kle—p) EIﬂrlézéquk‘Epfk (5.24)

kIEZE  peBgN(Bg+k) g€ BEN(Bs—k)

= 2P Z o (=) {bi(Kie—g) . &} Eqrifaratpk

kIEZE  peByN(Bg+k) qeBEN(By—k)

kit o
=3 (QFW 5 Z 11, (q) {bi(Kieq), T } ¢ qiiC—qrkCphs
kl€Zd o, qu;m(B;Jrk)

where we for the third inequality substituted p — ¢ and k¥ — —Fk in the second sum. By the
identity of equation (4.22) the anti-commutator is given by

{bi(Kieq), ¢} = 2¢5bi(Keq) + 11, (p) (Kieq, ep) o (5.25)
which is inserted into the previous equation for the claim. ]
We bound the G operator as follows:

Proposition 5.6. For any ¥ € Hy it holds that

(W, gw>\<c\/z V2 min {|k|, kr} (T, (N3 +1) ¥)

kez3
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Y ;s f/,f.

Proof: Using Proposition 4.4 we estimate the sum of the first term of G as

Z Vi Z 1Ll(q)|< Epbi(Kieq)Cgi1C—g1kCp k\1’>|

kIEZE  pqeBEN(Bg+k)
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< Z Vk Z 1Lz(q) ”bT(Kleq)ép\p“ Héfqntlequrképfk\I’H
kIEZE  pqeBEN(Bgy+k)

N - 1 ~ ~ ~
<> Ve D (@) Kl 1 We + 1)2 U] 1E-kE—gri—qer P
kIEZE  pqeBEN(By+k)

o 1
<IWNe+ DY T IKieql D 1pe 1@ Ville—quntgrNE Y| (5.26)
le23 qely kez3
< D VEIWNE+ D)WY Y Kl lle-gniNE Y|
keZ3 1eZ3 qe Ly
<

% 3
STV DT 1Kl | IV + 1) @ INVE 0.
keZ3 lezs

Now, the || K}|lyg estimate of Theorem 3.1 and Cauchy-Schwarz lets us estimate

min {1, k4 [k~

9 . 2 -2 } "7 .
Z HKICHHSSCZ Vkmln{lka’k‘ }SC Z min{]k\,kp} Z Vk mln{‘klka}v

kez3 kez3 kez3 kez}
and A .
min {1, kg, [k[ "} 1 3 1 2
: = — +k — < Ck 5.27
kzg min {|k|, kr} 2. k[ Z k[t~ (527

for a constant C' > 0 independent of all quantities, so in all the first term of G obeys
k;1 E C E ~k ~ ~ ~
3 Vk 1Ll (q) |<\If, Cpbl(Kleq)ch+lch+kcp,k\1/>| (5.28)
2 (2m) 5
kIEZE  pqeBEN(Bg+k)

- P 3
<0 STV [ V2 min{Jk|, ke} |(Np + 1) U] [N

kez3 kez3

Similarly, for the second term (using simply that [|¢,—|, = 1 at the beginning)

Z Vi Z 12, (p)1,(q) [(Kieq, €p) (¥, EpiCgiiCginCp—r V)|
RIEZE  pqeByN(Bg+k)

<Iel > Vi Yo 1n0)n (@) (K ep) [18-ki—grid—grn Y| (5.29)
RIEZE  pqeByN(Bs+k)

~ 1
<D Kiegll > 1o 1(@) Ville—giré—qriN2 T

leZ3 gLy kez3

N 3
< ISV S Kl | 1) IVE @) O
kez3 lez3

5.2 Gronwall Estimates

We now establish control over the operators e“N g”e_lc for m = 1,2,3. Consider first the
mapping t — e Nge *: Noting that for any ¥ € Hy

% (0, (N +1) e T = (T, K [0, N e, (5.30)
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Gronwall’s lemma implies that to bound e’* (Mg 4 1) e~ it suffices to control [KC, Ni] with
respect to Ng + 1 itself. We determine the commutator: As K = K — K* for

~ 1
K= 2 Z Z (ep; Kieq) bipb—i1,—q (5.31)

leZ3 p,gel,

and (b, Ng| = by, it holds that [I@,NE} — 2K, whence

[IC,NE]:2Re<[I€,NE]> = 2K +2K". (5.32)
The estimate of Proposition 2.4 immediately yields that
+ [K,Ng] < C(Ng+1) (5.33)
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on ZkeZE’; V,f, whence by Gronwall’s lemma
(U, e (Np +1) e ®0) < (0, (Np+1)0) <O, Np+1)0), [t <1 (5.34)

This proves the bound for Ng; for N: }«% we will as in [10] apply the following lemma:

Lemma 5.7. Let A, B, Z be given with A >0, Z >0 and [A,Z] =0. Then if £[A,[A,B]] < Z
it holds that 1
+[A2,[Az,B]| < ATz

The estimates are as follows:
Proposition 5.8. For any U € Hy and |t| <1 it holds that
—tKC m —tIC m _
(e, (NF+1) e ™) <C(U, (N +1)¥), m=1,2,3,
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Y, s V,f.

Proof: The case of m = 1 was proved above. For m = 2 it suffices to control [IC,./\/ g] in terms
of N2 + 1; by the identity {A, B} = A2BA: + [A%, [A%,B]] we can write

(K, NE] = {N&, [, Ngl} = {Ne + 1, [K,Ng]} - 2[K, Ng] (5.35)
= (N +1)% [IK,Np] (N +1)% + [(We +1)%, [(Wp + 1), [K, ]l - 2 K, Np)
and note that the commutator [I@,J\/ E} — 2K also implies that
Ne, Ne, [K,Ng]]] = 4[K,NE], (5.36)

so by Lemma 5.7 and equation (5.33)
+ [K,NE] <C ((NE +1)% 414+ Ng+ 1)) <C'(NE+1). (5.37)
Similarly, for Ng,

[K,NE] = 3NE [K,Ng| Ng + [Ng, We, [K,NEg]]| = 3NE [K,Ne] Np + 4[K,NEg]  (5.38)

implies that
£ [KNE] <CWNgWNg+ 1D)Ng+ (Ng+1) <C' (Mg +1) (5.39)

hence the m = 3 bound. U
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Conclusion of Theorem 1.1

We can now conclude:

Theorem (1.1). It holds that

inf o (HN) < EF + Ecorr,bos + Ecorr,ex + C\/Z ‘A/]f mln{‘k’ ,kF}, ]ﬁ?F — 00,
keZ3

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on Zkez§ V2.

Proof: By the variational principle applied to the trial state e ®pg we have by Proposition
1.2 and the Theorems 1.4, 3.1 and 5.1 that

Viek 7!
info (Hy) < Ep + <¢Fs,e’< Hi. + § E“ F)3 (2B; By, + ByB_j, + B* By e’C¢FS>
Y
keZ3

+ (vrs, € Ce ™ Pps) + (s, € Qe M ipps)

= Ep + Eeorrbos + (¥rs, Higntrs) +2 Y <¢FS, QF (e Krhye K — hy) ¢F3> (5.40)
kez3
1
+y /O <e_(1_t)’C1/JFS, (ex({Kx, Br()}) + 2Re (E-(Ax (1)) + 2Re (E2(Bk(1)))) e—<1—t>’C¢FS> i
kez3

1
+ (s, (G + Qur) e *vps) + (Yrs, Qsrips) + /0 (e " yps, (2Re (G)) e Fyps) dt

= FEr + Ecorr,bos + Ecorr,ex + €1 + €2 + €3,

where we also used that
Higtbps = QF (A)vps = Qsriprs = 0 (5.41)
and that <7/)FS, e’CCe_’CQ/JFS> = 0 by Proposition 5.2. The errors €1, €5 and €3 obey

1
a=y /0 (vrs, 2Re (EX(Bi(t))) ¥rs) dt — Beorrex < C Y | > VZmin{[k|, kr} (5.42)

keZ3 keZ3 \| keZ?

by Proposition 4.2,

1
2=, / (0% s, (e ({K, Br(8)}) + 2Re (E(Ax(1)))) e~y ) dt

kezd ’0
1
+ > / (70 s, (2Re (E2(Bi(t) = (b, E(Br®)r))) e~ yeg ) dt - (5.43)
kezs V0
<Ckp'+C > VZmin{[k|, kp} <C" [ VZmin{|k|, kr}

keZ3 keZ3
by Theorem 4.1, and

1
e3 = (e Mipps, (G + QLr) e “ps) +/O (e ™ epps, (2Re (G)) e ®ipps) dt (5.44)

<C > VZmin{|k|, kr}
keZ3

by Theorem 5.1, where we for the last error terms also used that
(e M yps, WE +1) e Myps) <O, 1] <1, m=1,2,3, (5.45)
as follows by Proposition 5.8. U
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A Diagonalization of the Bosonizable Terms

In this section we derive the identity of Theorem 1.4. This is to a degree equivalent with the
contents of Section 5 of [10], but for the reader’s convenience, and since the notation used in the
papers differ, we include a brief derivation in this appendix.

To determine the action of €X, we must first compute several commutators involving K. To
simplify the calculations we will make repeated use of the following result ([10, Lemma 3.2]).

Lemma A.1. Let (V,(-,-)) be an n-dimensional Hilbert space and let ¢ : V xV — W be a
sesquilinear mapping into a vector space W. Let (ei)ﬁ\il be an orthonormal basis for V. Then
for any linear operators S, T : V — V it holds that

ZH:Q(S%TQ) = Zn:q(ST*ei,ei) .
1=1 i=1

The lemma is easily proved by orthonormal expansion. In our case, where we regard ¢?(L;) as
real vector spaces, sesquilinearity is simply bilinearity. Moreover, the operators K satisfy

LK, = K_1Ix (A.1)

where I, : ¢2(Ly,) — ¢? (L_j) denotes the unitary mapping defined by Ire, = e_p, p € Li. Thus
Lemma A.1 allows us to move operators from one argument to another (when summed), as e.g.

Z by (Kieq)b_—q = Z bi(Kieq)b_i (L1eq) = Z by (eq) b_; ([} K[ eq) Z brgb_1(K_je_q).

qel, qel, qely qel,
(A.2)

We start by computing the commutator of K with an excitation operator:

Proposition A.2. For any k € Z3 and ¢ € (*(Ly) it holds that
€, bk ()] = 0y (I Kkp) + E(), (K, b (9)] = bk (IeKiip) + Ex(p)"

p) = % Z Z {eni(preq) b2y (K je—q)}

I€Z3 q€Ly

where

Proof: It suffices to determine [K, b;(¢)]. Using Lemma A.1 and Lemma 1.3 we calculate that

[IC, b (p Z Z { br(¢p e—q)] 7b7(Kleq)}

leZ3 qeL,;
1 *
=5 30 S Bkt ot (B eg) B (Kiey)}
€73 qe Ly
where in the last identity we recognized K_p quL . (pye_q) eq = K I = I Kpp. 0

Using this relation we can now determine the commutators with Q¥ terms:

Proposition A.3. For any k € Z2 and symmetric operators Ayy, : €2(Liy) — (2(Lyy) such
that I, Ay, = A_i I}, it holds that

208 (40) +2Q7 (40| = Q5K A}) +2Re (E1(41) + (k — —k)

where

5k Ak Z Z Z bk Akep {6]” ep,eq (K_lefq)} .

1€Z3 pELy q€L,
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Proof: Using Proposition A.2 (and Lemma A.1 together with symmetry of Ax) we find that

€. QE (AR = 37 (B Arep) IS b (e)] + [, bi(Arey)] b (e5))

pELy

=) (0", bk (AkKrep) + by (AEKyep) g —p) +2Re [ Y bi(Arep)Er (ep)
pELy, pELy

= Q5(ARK)) +2Re [ > bj(Axep)Ex () | - (A.4)
pELy,

The assumption that Iy Ay = A_iI;, yields Q5(ALK}) = Q;k(K_kA_k). Summing over both k
and —k, we obtain the desired identity. O

To state the commutator of X with Q’; terms we note the identity
Z b (ep) bj.(Arep) = QT (Ar) + tr(Ax) + ex(Ax) (A.5)
pELy,

where we introduced the convenient notation

erp(Ag) = Z ik (ep; Apep) = — Z (ep, Arep) (Cpep + cpirCy ) - (A.6)
pELy pELy,

The commutator is then given as follows:

Proposition A.4. For any k € Z2 and symmetric operators By, : €*(Liy) — (2(Lyy) such
that IkBk = B,kfk, it holds that

K,Q5(By) + Qz_k(B—k)] = 2QY({ Ky, Bi}) + tr({ Ky, Br}) + e ({ Ky, By })
+2Re (E7(By)) + (k — k)

where

EB) = 3 30 30 3 bu(Brey). {e ey q)o b (Kieg) 1

1€73 pELy qeLy
Proof: Writing Q5(B}) = 2Re (szLk bi(Brep)b_k (e_p)> and using Proposition A.2 we get

[C.Q5(B)| = 2Re | D7 (bu(Buey) [, b (e-p)] + (K, bi(Brey) bk (e-p))
pELy,

= 2Re Z (ka,bz (KkBkep) + bik (K_kB_kefp) b—k,—p)
pEL

+2Re | D (be(Brep)é—i (e—p) + &k (€p) boi (Bre—p)) | = () + (II).

PELy

For (I), the first term on the right-hand side, using (A.5) we find that

() = QY({Kk, Bi}) + tr({ Kk, Bi}) + ex({ Kk, Bi}) + Q *"({K 1, B-i}). (A7)
Summing over k and —k and using £2(By) = > per, 10k(Brep),E—i (e—p)} for (II), we obtain
the desired identity. O

Finally we calculate the commutator with Hj, :
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Proposition A.5. It holds that

K Hg,] = Q5({ Kk, hi}).

keZ3

Proof: By equation (1.34) we have

so using that Iphy = h_pI; we find

,C Hkln = Z Z bk Kk‘eq b k‘(e—q) Hkln] [bik (e—q) blt: (Kkeq)7Hl/<in]) (Ag)
]CEZS qeLk
= > > (e (B huy eg) bk (e—g) + b7 (e—g) b ({ Kk bt eg)) = > Q5({ Kk, b }). O
ke€Z3 gLy, keZ3

Now we can now determine the action of €& on quadratic operators:

Proposition A.6. For any k € Z2 and symmetric operators Ty, : £2(Ly,) — £?(L+y) such that
Ika = T,ka 1t holds that

(2@ + 20T e = o (1) - 1) + 2 Q1T (1) + Q5 (T(1)
+/01 =K (e ({ K3, TE() ) + 2Re (EX(TE(1))) + 2Re (EF (TE(1)))) e WXdt + (k — —k)
and

(@) + QNI ) e = (1R(D) + 20 (T2(1) + QST (1)

+/01 UK (e ({ K TH) }) + 2Re (EL (TE(1))) +2Re (EX(TE (1)) e W=D%at + (k — —k)
where for t € [0,1],

1

Tkl(t) = (ethTketh + e—thTke—th) , T]?(t) _ 5 (ethTketh _ e_thTke_th) ‘

N | =

Proof: We prove the first identity, the second following by a similar argument. Note that the
operators Ag(t) = TH(t), Bi(t) = T2(t) satisfy

Al(t) ={Ky,Bi(t)}, By(t) ={Kp, Ax(t)}, Ap(0) =Ty, By (0)=0. (A.10)

By Propositions A.3 and A.4 we get

LS <2Qlf(Ak( + Q5 (B (t >€m+ (k — —k)

dt
_tIC<2Q1(A’( )+Q2(Bkt) [IC 2Q% (Ak (1)) +Q2 (B ( )D (k — —k)
(t

) -
= —tr({Ky, Br(t)}) + e~ <2 QY (AL(t) = { Kk, Br(t)}) + Q5 (B, (t) — { K, Ax(t )})> e
— etk (ak({Kk7Bk(t)}) + 2Re (Eli(A (t ))) + 2Re (Ek By (t )) e (k — —k).

The second term on the right-hand side vanishes due to (A.10). Specifying also the initial
conditions in (A.10) we conclude by the fundamental theorem of calculus,

©(2Q8T) +2075(T ) e™F = tr (A1) - Th) + 2QF (A (1)) + Q5(Bi(1)) (A.11)
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+/1 U0 (ek ({ K, Bi(8)}) + 2Re (EL(A(1)) + 2Re (EX(Bi(#)))) e "Nt + (k — —k)
0

where we also used that by the assumptions on A (t) and By(t)

1 1
/tr({Kk,Bk(t)})dt:tr </ A;(t)dt>:tr(Ak(1)—Tk). (A.12)
0 0

The proof of Proposition A.6 is complete. U
From this we can also easily deduce the action of e on H|. :

Proposition A.7. It holds that

N Hpye™ = 37 tr (1) = i) + Higy + > (2Q8 (1) = i) + Q5 (12(1))

kez3 kez3
+> / 0K (ep ({Ki iR (1) }) + & (Ri(t) — b)) + &2 (hR(1))) e DKt
kez3

where for t € [0,1],

1 1
hi(t) = 3 (eﬂ<’“hketK’C + e_tK’“hke_tK’“) . hi(t) = 3 (etK’Chke“(’C - e_tK’“hke_th) .
Proof: By the Propositions A.3 and A.5 we see that
K Higy = D 2Qi(h) | = = Y 2Re (& (hy)) (A.13)
keZ3 kez?

whence by the fundamental theorem of calculus

|\ Hign — > 2Q5(h) | e = Higy = 3 2Q1 () = ) / (2Re (& (hi))) e~ dt.
kezZ3 kezZ3 kez3
(A.14)
Applying Proposition A.6 now yields the claim. O

We are now equipped to conclude Theorem 1.4. By the two previous propositions, we see that

FHore ™ = |y + Y (24P + Qb)) | e

keZ3
=3 () = P+ Hig + > (2Q5(4k() + @5(BL(1)))  (A15)
kez3 kez3
Ly / (0K (4 ({ Ky, Bo(t)}) + EL(AR()) + E2(Bi(1))) e~ =%t

keZ3

where the operators Ag(t), By (t) : £2(Ly) — (?(Ly,) are given by

; (etK’“ (hy + 2Py) etk + et hkefth) — hi (A.16)

(ek (hg + 2P;) e — e HrppetHr)

A(t) = hy(8) + P () + PE(t) -

hp.
Bi(t) = hi(t) + PL(t) + PA(t) = %
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Now we choose K}, such that By(1) = 0. This amounts to the diagonalization condition
Kk (hy, 4 2P) ef% = e Krpye=Br (A.17)

of which the solution is given in (1.39). Since (A.17) is fulfilled, it follows that also Ax(1) =
e Krhpe 5% — hy, and so the identity in Theorem 1.4 follows provided we can show that

Z tr (G_Kk hke_K’“ — hk — Pk) - Ecorr,bos- (A18)
keZ3

To establish this final identity we will use the following integral representation of the square
root of a one-dimensional perturbation, first used in [2]:

Lemma A.8. Let A :V — V be a positive self-adjoint operator. Then for any w € V and
g € R such that A+ gP, > 0 it holds that

29/ t2 p
) .
T Jo 1+g<w, (A+¢2)7! w> (A

tr ((A—l—ng)%) =tr (A%> + % /Ooo log (1 +g<w, (A +t2)_1w>) dt.

The trace identity (A.18) now follows (note that this is essentially Proposition 7.6 of [10]):

(A—i—ng)% :A%‘i‘ 1,,dt,

Proposition A.9. Let F (x) =log (1 + x) — . For any k € Z2 it holds that

1 [ A
ctemme a0 s )
0 7T

Proof: By cyclicity of the trace and Lemma A.8, tr (e*K’“ hye Kk — hk) is equal to

1 9]
tr ((hi—i—QPh% >2> - %/ log (1+2<vk,hk (hi+t2)‘1vk>) dt. (A.19)
L Vk 0

The claim follows by inserting the definition of h; and vy, and noting also that

2/00@ P (B + 1) ™ vy ) dt = ke | Ll — ol = tx(Py) (A.20)
=)y ks e (P k 2 (2)? Ly, k e .
where we used the integral identity fooo a/(a® + t?)dt = 7 /2 for every a > 0. u
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