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Abstract
We consider the Bardeen—Cooper—Schrieffer (BCS) free energy functional with

weak and macroscopic external electric and magnetic fields and derive the Ginzburg-
Landau functional. We also provide an asymptotic formula for the BCS critical tem-
perature as a function of the external fields. This extends our previous results in
for the constant magnetic field to general magnetic fields with a nonzero magnetic flux
through the unit cell.
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1 Introduction and Main Results

1.1 Introduction

Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory has been introduced as the first macroscopic and phe-
nomenlogical description of superconductivity in 1950 [29]. The theory comprises a sys-
tem of partial differential equations for a complex-valued function, the order parameter,
and an effective magnetic field. Ginzburg-Landau theory has been highly influencial and
investigated in numerous works, among which are |7} [8) 46, 45, 110, 11, 13} |12, 1] and
references therein.

Bardeen—Cooper—Schrieffer (BCS) theory of superconductivity is the first commonly
accepted and Nobel prize awarded microscopic theory of superconductivity [2]. As a major
breakthrough, the theory features a pairing mechanism between the electrons below a
certain critical temperature, which causes the electrical resistance in the system to drop
to zero in the superconducting phase. This effect is due to an effective attraction between
the electrons, which arises as a consequence of the phonon vibrations of the lattice ions in
the superconductor.

One way to formulate BCS theory mathematically is via the BCS free energy func-
tional or BCS functional for short. As Leggett pointed out in [38], the BCS functional can
be obtained from a full quantum mechanical description of the system by restricting at-
tention to quasi-free states, see also [28]. Such states are determined by their one-particle
density matrix and the Cooper pair wave function. The BCS functional has been studied
intensively from a mathematical point of view in the absence of external fields in |32} |20,
34, 135, |26, |4, 23| [15] and in the presence of external fields in [36} 5, [24, |14} 6]. The BCS
gap equation arises as the Euler—Lagrange equation of the BCS functional and its solution
is used to compute the spectral gap of an effective Hamiltonian, which is open in the
superconducting phase. BCS theory from the point of view of its gap equation is studied
in [43, 3, 50, (51}, 41, |52].

The present article continues a series of works, in which the macroscopic GL theory is
derived from the microscopic BCS theory in a regime close to the critical temperature and
for weak external fields. This endeavor has been initiated by Gor’kov in 1959 [30]. The
first mathematically rigorous derivation of the GL functional from the BCS functional has
been provided by Frank, Hainzl, Seiringer, and Solovej for periodic external electric and
magnetic fields in 2012 in [21]. An important assumption of this work is that the flux
of the external magnetic field through the unit cell of periodicity of the system vanishes.
This excludes for example a homogeneous magnetic field. The techniques from this GL
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1.1 Introduction

derivation have been further developed in [22] to compute the BCS critical temperature
shift caused by the external fields. The first important step towards overcoming the zero
magnetic flux restriction in [21, |19] has been made by Frank, Hainzl, and Langmann,
who considered in [19] the problem of computing the BCS critical temperature shift for
systems exposed to a homogeneous magnetic field within the framework of linearized BCS
theory. Recently, the derivation of the GL functional and the computation of BCS critical
temperature shift (for the full nonlinear model) could be extended to the case of a constant
magnetic field by Deuchert, Hainzl, and Maier in |16]. The goal of the present work is to
further extend the results in [16] to the case of general external magnetic fields with an
arbitrary flux through the unit cell.

GL theory arises from BCS theory when the temperature is sufficiently close to the
critical temperature and when the external fields are weak and slowly varying. More
precisely, if 0 < h < 1 denotes the ratio between the microscopic and the macroscopic
length scale, then the external electric field W and the magnetic vector potential A are
given by h2W (hz) and hA (hz), respectively. Furthermore, the temperature regime is such
that T — T, = —T,Dh? for some constant D > 0, where T, is the critical temperature in
absence of external fields. When this scaling is in effect, it is shown in [21] and [16] that
the Cooper pair wave function a(z,y) is given by

(1.1)

o(,y) = hau(r —y) (W)

to leading order in h. Here, o is the microscopic Cooper pair wave function in the absence
of external fields and v is the GL order parameter.

Moreover, the influence of the external fields causes a shift in the critical temperature
of the BCS model, which is described by linearized GL theory in the same scaling regime.
More precisely, it has been shown in [22, [19], and [16] that the critical temperature shift
in BCS theory is given by

T.(h) = Te(1 — Dch?) (1.2)

to leading order, where D. denotes a critical parameter that can be computed using
linearized GL theory.

The present work is an extension of the paper [16], where the case of a constant
magnetic field was considered. In this article, we incorporate periodic electric fields W and
general vector potentials A that give rise to periodic magnetic fields. This, in particular,
generalizes the results in |21, [22] to the case of general external magnetic fields with non-
zero flux through the unit cell. We show that within the scaling introduced above, the
Ginzburg-Landau energy arises as leading order correction on the order h*. Furthermore,
we show that the Cooper pair wave function admits the leading order term and
that the critical temperature shift is given by to leading order. The main technical
novelty of this article is a further development of the phase approximation method, which
has been pioneered in the framework of BCS theory for the case of the constant magnetic
field in [19] and [16]. It allows us to compute the BCS energy of a class of trial states
(Gibbs states) in a controlled way. This trial state analysis is later used in the proofs
of the upper and of the lower bound for the BCS free energy. The proof of our lower
bound additionally uses a priori bounds for certain low-energy BCS states that include
the magnetic field and have been established in [16].
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1.2 Gauge-periodic samples

1.2 Gauge-periodic samples

Our objective is to study a system of three-dimensional fermionic particles that is subject
to weak and slowly varying external electromagnetic fields within the framework of BCS
theory. Let us define the magnetic field B := h%es. It can be written in terms of the vector
potential Ag(z) = %B/\% where Ay denotes the cross product of two vectors z,y € R3,
as B = curl Ag. To the vector potential Ap we associate the magnetic translations

T)f(x) = ei%‘(””)f(w + ), veR3, (1.3)

which commute with the magnetic momentum operator —iV+Ag. The family {T'(v) },crs
satisfies T'(v + w) = ei%'(”Aw)T(v)T(w) and is therefore a unitary representation of the
Heisenberg group. We assume that our system is periodic with respect to the Bravais
lattice A, == v27 h~! Z? with fundamental cell

Q) = [o, \/%h—f’ C R3. (1.4)

Let b; = v/2m h™!'e; denote the basis vectors that span Aj. The magnetic flux through
the face of the unit cell spanned spanned by by and by equals 27, and hence the abelian
subgroup {T'(\)}xen, is a unitary representation of the lattice group.

Our system is subject to an external electric field Wj(x) = h?W(hz) with a fixed
function W: R? — R, as well as a magnetic field defined in terms of the vector potential
Ay (z) = hA(hz), which admits the form A = A, + A with 4: R? — R? and A, as
defined above. We assume that A and W are periodic with respect to A;. The flux of
the magnetic field curl A, through all faces of the unit cell )}, vanishes because Ay is a
periodic function. Accordingly, the magnetic field curl Ay has the same fluxes through the
faces of the unit cell as B.

The above representation of Ay, is general in the sense that any periodic magnetic field
field B(x) that satisfies the Maxwell equation div B = 0 can be written as the curl of a
vector potential Ap of the form Ap(x) = $bAx+ Aper(2), where b denotes the vector with
components given by the average magnetic flux of B through the faces of @}, and Ape, is
a periodic vector potential. For more information concerning this decomposition we refer

to [40, Chapter 4]. For a treatment of the two-dimensional case, see [49).

1.3 The BCS functional

In BCS theory a state is conveniently described by its generalized one-particle density
matrix, that is, by a self-adjoint operator I' on L?(R3) @ L?(IR?), which obeys 0 < T < 1

and is of the form
y «
I'= (a 1_ 'y> . (1.5)

Here, @ denotes the operator o with the complex conjugate integral kernel in the position
space representation. Since I is self-adjoint we know that « is self-adjoint and that « is
symmetric in the sense that its integral kernel satisfies a(z,y) = a(y,z). This symmetry
is related to the fact that we exclude spin degrees of freedom from our description and
assume that all Cooper pairs are in a spin singlet state. The condition 0 < I" < 1 implies
that the one-particle density matrix v satisfies 0 < v < 1 and that « and v are related
through the inequality

aa” < y(1—7). (1.6)
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1.3 The BCS functional

Let us define the magnetic translations T()\) on L?(R3) @ L?(R?) by

T(v) = <T(()”) T?v)> , v eR?,

We say that a BCS state I is gauge-periodic provided T(A) T T(A)* = I holds for any

*

A € Ap. This implies the relations T'(A) yT'(A)* = v and T(A\) aT(\) = «a, or, in terms
of integral kernels,

Y(w,y) = TN (g4 Xy + ),
alz,y) = el3 - (MN@+y) alx+ Ny +N), A€ Ay (1.7)

We further say that a gauge-periodic BCS state I' is admissible if
Tr [’y + (—iV + AB)27} < 00 (1.8)

holds. Here Tr[R] denotes the trace per unit volume of an operator R defined by
1
Tr[R] = mTrLz(Qh)[XRx], (1.9)

where x denotes the characteristic function of the cube @}, in and Trz2(q,)['] is the
usual trace over an operator on L?(Qy). By the condition in , we mean that yvyx
and x(—iV + Ap)?yy are trace-class operators. Egs. , , and the same inequality
with v replaced by 7 imply that «, (—iV 4+ Ap)a, and (—iV + Ap)@ are locally Hilbert—
Schmidt. We will rephrase this property as a notion of H'-regularity for the kernel of o
in Section [2 below.

Let I" be an admissible BCS state. We define the Bardeen—Cooper—Schrieffer free
energy functional, or BCS functional for short, at temperature 7' > 0 by the formula

FRED) = Te[((—iV + Ap)? = p+ Wy )y| = TS(D)

A ax [ arve)lex, R (10)
1Qnl Jo, R3

where S(I') = — Tr[["In(I")] denotes the von Neumann entropy per unit volume and p € R
is a chemical potential. The interaction energy is written in terms of the center-of-mass
and relative coordinates X = xTer and r = x — y. Throughout this paper, we write, by
a slight abuse of notation, a(z,y) = a(X,r). That is, we use the same symbol for the

function depending on the original coordinates and for the one depending on X and 7.
The natural space for the interaction potential guaranteeing that the BCS functional
is bounded from below is V € L%?(R3) + L°(R?), that is, the set of interaction poten-
tials, for which V is relatively form bounded with respect to the Laplacian. Under these

assumptions it can be shown that the BCS functional satisfies the lower bound

1
FRPM) > 5T 7+ (-iV + Ap)?y| - C (1.11)
for some constant C' > 0. In other words, the BCS functional is bounded from below and
coercive on the set of admissible BCS states.

The normal state I'g is the unique minimizer of the BCS functional when restricted to
admissible states with a = 0 and reads

_ [0 0 B 1
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1.4 The translation-invariant BCS functional

Its name is motivated by the fact that it is also the unique minimizer of the BCS functional
if the temperature T' is chosen sufficiently large. We define the BCS free energy by

FES(h, ) = inf{ FPES (D) — FF5(To) : T admissible | (1.13)

and say that the system is superconducting at temperature T if FB®S(h, T) < 0. Although
it is not difficult to prove that the BCS functional has a minimizer, we refrain from giving
a proof here. If we assume that the BCS functional has a minimizer I" then the condition
FBCS(h,T) < 0 implies o = T'y5 # 0.

The goal of this paper is to derive an asymptotic formula for FB®S(h, T) for small
h > 0. This will allow us to derive Ginzburg-Landau theory and to show how the critical
temperature depends on the external electric and magnetic field and on h. For our main
results to hold, we need the following assumptions.

Assumption 1.1. We assume that the interaction potential V is a radial function that
satisfies (1+|-]?)V € L?(R3)NL>(R3). Moreover, the electric and the magnetic potentials
W e WHe(R3) and A € W3°(R3;R?) are Aj-periodic functions, i.e. W(z + \) = W (x)
and A(z + \) = A(x) for A € Ay and all z € R?. We also assume that A(0) = 0.

1.4 The translation-invariant BCS functional

In the absence of external fields we describe the system by translation-invariant states,
that is, we assume that the integral kernels of v and « are of the form ~(z — y) and
a(x —y). The trace per unit volume is in this case defined with respect to a cube with

sidelength 1. We denote the resulting translation-invariant BCS functional by F; B%S. The

ti,
translation-invariant BCS functional is studied in detail in [32], see also the review article
[31]. In [32] it has been shown that there is a unique critical temperature T, > 0 such that
fg’(%s has a minimizer with o # 0 for T' < T,. The normal state in with h = 0 is the
unique minimizer if 7" > T.. Moreover, the critical temperature T, can be characterized

by a linear criterion: It equals the unique temperature 7' such that the linear operator
Kp—-V

has zero as its lowest eigenvalue. Here K = Kp(—iV) with the symbol

2
Kr(p) = 2 (1.14)
tanh 2K

The operator K7 — V' is understood to act on the space Lgym(R?’) of reflection-symmetric
square-integrable functions on R3. To be precise, the results in [32] have been proven
without the assumption a(—x) = a(r) for a.e. z € R3. In this case, the operator K7, — V
acts on functions in the Hilbert space L*(R?) instead of L2 (R?). The results in [32],
however, equally hold in the case of symmetric Cooper pair wave functions. That is,
they hold in the same way if V is reflection symmetric and if the translation-invariant
BCS functional is minimized over functions v(z) and «(z) that are both assumed to be
reflection symmetric.

We note that the function Kr(p) satisfies the inequalities K7 (p) > 2T for p > 0,
as well as Kp(p) > |u|/tanh(|u|/(2T)) for p < 0. Our assumptions on V guarantee
that the essential spectrum of K7 — V equals that of K7, and hence an eigenvalue below
2T for p > 0 or below |u|/tanh(|u|/(2T)) for p < 0 is necessarily isolated and of finite
multiplicity. This, in particular, applies to an eigenvalue of K7 — V at 0.
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1.5 The Ginzburg-Landau functional

We are interested in the situation, where 7, > 0 and where the translation-invariant
BCS functional has a unique minimizer with a radial Cooper pair wave function (s-wave
Cooper pairs) for T' close to T.. The following assumptions guarantee that we are in such
a situation. Part (b) should be compared to |15, Theorem 2.8].

Assumption 1.2. We assume that the interaction potential V is such that the following
holds:

(a) We have T, > 0.
(b) The lowest eigenvalue of K7, — V' is simple.

As has been shown in [32, Theorem 3|, our first assumption is satisfied if V' > 0 does
not vanish identically. Throughout this paper we denote by a, the unique solution to the
equation

Kr o, =Va,. (1.15)

Since V is radial we know that the same is true for a,.. Without loss of generality we will
assume that o is real-valued and satisfies ||| 2rsy = 1. If we write the above equation

as o, = KiIVa*, we see that V € L°(R3) implies o, € H?(R3). Moreover, we know
from [21}, Proposition 2| that

/ dz [|x”a*(x)\2 + \x”Va*(ac)\Q} < 0o (1.16)
R3
holds for v € N3.

1.5 The Ginzburg—Landau functional

We say that a function ¥ on @y, is gauge-periodic if the magnetic translations of the form
Th(A)U(X) = B g(x 4 )), A€ Ay, (1.17)

leave ¥ invariant. We highlight that T'(\) in (1.3) equals T} (\) provided we replace B by
2B. Let Ag,A2,A3 > 0, A1, D € R, and let ¥ be a gauge-periodic function in the case
h = 1. The Ginzburg-Landau functional is defined by

1
EGM(V) :

= o | X { Ao [(—IV + 28)W(X)? + Ay W(X) [9(X)[?
|Q1| Q1

—DAQ\\I/(X)]2+A3\\I/(X)|4}. (1.18)
We highlight the factor 2 in front of the magnetic vector potential in ([1.18)). Its appearance
is due to the fact that ¥ describes the center-of-mass motion of Cooper pairs carrying twice

the charge of a single fermion.
The Ginzburg-Landau energy is defined by

ECH(D) = int{E5H(W) - W € HL,,(Qu)}.
We also define the critical parameter

1. . 2
D, = A inf SPeCr2. (Qu) (Ao (-iV+A) + Ay W) (1.19)
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1.6 Main results

As has been shown in [22, Lemma 2.5], we have EG4(D) < 0 if D > D. and ES*(D) =0
if D < De.

In our analysis we encounter the Ginzburg—Landau functional in an h-dependent ver-
sion, where @1, A, W, and D in are replaced by Qp,, Ay, Wy, and h2D respectively.
If we denote this functional by SSI;Z(\I/) we have

inf{ 5%, (¥) : ¥ € HY,y(Qn) } = H*ESH(D),
which follows by scaling. More precisely, for given v the function
U(X):=hy(hX), X € R3, (1.20)
obeys
£ (W) = WEGE (). (1.21)

1.6 Main results

Our first main result concerns an asymptotic expansion of the BCS free energy in the
small parameter h > 0. The precise statement is captured in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let Assumptions and hold, let D € R, and let the coefficients
Ao, A1, Ao, and A3 be given by (3.20)-(3.23)) below. Then there are constants C > 0 and
ho > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg, we have

FBOS(h, T.(1 — Dh?)) = h* (ES(D) + R), (1.22)
with R satisfying the estimate
Ch>R>—-R:=—Ch's (1.23)
Moreover, for any approzimate minimizer I' of ]:}liqu at T = T.(1— Dh?) in the sense that
FRE D) = FRS (D) < b (E“(D) + p) (1.24)
holds for some p > 0, we have the decomposition
a(X,r) = a(r)¥(X)+o(X,r) (1.25)

for the Cooper pair wave function o = I'15. Here, o satisfies

1 )
—— [ Ax [ dr|e(X,r)> < Ch", (1.26)
1Qnl Jo, R3

o 18 the normalized zero energy eigenstate of K1, — V', and the function ¥ obeys
EGL(w) < h* (ES“(D) + p+ R) . (1.27)

Our second main result is a statement about the dependence of the critical temperature
of the BCS functional on A > 0 and on the external fields.

Theorem 2. Let Assumptions and hold. Then there are constants C > 0 and
ho > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg the following holds:

February 14, 2023 8 Deuchert, Hainzl, Maier
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(a) Let 0 < Ty < T,. If the temperature T satisfies

To < T < T (1—h%(De + Ch'?)) (1.28)

with D¢ in (L.19)), then we have
FBSS(h,T) < 0.

(b) If the temperature T' satisfies

T>T.(1-h?(D.—R)) (1.29)
with D¢ in (1.19) and R in (1.23), then we have
Fi (1) = FRg5(To) > 0

unless I' = T'y.

Remarks 1.3. (a) Theorem [1| and Theorem [2 extend similar results in [21] and [22]

to the case of general external electric and magnetic fields. In these references the
main restriction is that the vector potential is assumed to be periodic, that is, the
corresponding magnetic field has vanishing flux through the faces of the unit cell @y,
compare with the discussion in Section [1.2] Removing this restriction causes major
mathematical difficulties already for the constant magnetic field because its vector
potential cannot be treated as a perturbation of the Laplacian. More precisely, it was
possible in [21}, 22] to work with a priori bounds for low-energy states that do not
involve the external magnetic field. As noticed in the discussion below Remark 6 in
[19], this is not possible if the magnetic field has nonzero flux through the faces of the
unit cell. To prove a priori bounds that involve a constant magnetic field one has to
deal with the fact that the components of the magnetic momentum operator do not
commute, which leads to significant technical difficulties. These difficulties have been
overcome in [16], which allowed us to extend the results [21} [22] to the case of a system
in a constant magnetic field. Our proof of Theorem [I] and Theorem [2] uses these a
priori bounds, and should therefore be interpreted as an extension of the methods in
[16] to the case of general external electric and magnetic fields. The main technical
novelty of this article is a further development of the phase approximation method,
which has been pioneered in the framework of BCS theory for the case of the constant
magnetic field in [19] and [16]. It allows us to compute the BCS free energy of a class
of trial states (Gibbs states) in a controlled way, and is the key new ingredient for our
proof of upper and lower bounds for the BCS free energy in the presence of general
external fields.

When we compare our result in Theorem (1| to the main Theorem in [21], we notice
the following differences: (1) We use microscopic coordinates while macroscopic co-
ordinates are used in [21, 22|, see the discussion above [21, Eq. (1.4)]. (2) Our free
energy is normalized by a large volume factor, see and . This is not the
case in 21}, [22]. Accordingly, the GL energy appears on the order h* in our setting
and on the order h in the setting in [21]. (3) The leading order of the Cooper pair
wave function in |21, Theorem 1] is of the form

S — ) (W) + V() (130

This should be compared to ([1.25]), where relative and center-of-mass coordinates are
used. When we use the a priori bound for [|[V¥||2 below Eq. (5.61) in [21], we see that
this decomposition equals that in (1.25)) to leading order in h.
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(c) The Ginzburg-Landau energy appears at the order h*. This needs to be compared to
the energy of the normal state, which is of order 1 in h. To understand the order of the
GL energy we need to realize that each factor of ¥ in ES’I;l defined below carries
a factor h. This follows from the scaling in and the fact that the GL energy
is normalized by the volume factor |Qx|~!. Moreover, every magnetic momentum
operator carries a factor h because W varies on the length scale A~! and the electric
potential carries a factor h2. In combination, these considerations explain the size of
all terms in the GL functional. It is worth noting that the prefactor —h?D in front of
the quadratic term without external fields equals (T — T¢)/Te.

(d) The size of the remainder in should be compared to the L?-norm per unit
volume of the leading order part of the Cooper pair wave function in , which
satisfies

Ll ax [ ar janm (X)) ~ B2

@Qnl Jg,  Jrs
if D > 0. We highlight that «, varies on the microscopic length scale 1 and that ¥
captures the effects of the external fields on the macroscopic length scale h1.

(e) Our bounds show that D in Theorem [I| can be chosen as a function of h as long as
|D| < Dg holds for some constant Dy > 0.

(f) The upper bound for the error in (1.23)) is worse than the corresponding bound in
[16] by the factor h=!. Tt is of the same size as the comparable error term in [21}
Theorem 1].

(2) Theorem gives bounds on the temperature regions where superconductivity is present
or absent. The interpretation of the theorem is that the critical temperature of the
full model satisfies

To(h) = T. (1= Dch?) + o(h?),

with the critical temperature T¢ of the translation-invariant problem. The coefficient
D, is determined by linearized Ginzburg-Landau theory, see . The above equa-
tion allows us to compute the upper critical field B.o, above which superconductivity
is absent. It also allows to to compute the derivative of B with respect to T at T¢,
see |19, Appendix A].

(h) We expect that the assumption 0 < Ty < Tt in part (a) of Theorem [2 which also
appeared in [19, [16], is only of technical nature. We need it because our trial state

analysis breaks down as T' approaches zero. We note that there is no such restriction
in part (b) of Theorem [2| or in Theorem

1.7 Organization of the paper and strategy of proof

For the convenience of the reader we give here a short summary of the organization of the
paper and the proof of our two main results.

In Section [I.8 we provide a brief non-rigorous computation that shows from which
terms in the BCS functional the different terms in the GL functional arise. Afterwards
we complete in Section 2] the introduction of our mathematical setup. That is, we collect
useful properties of the trace per unit volume and introduce the relevant spaces of gauge-
periodic functions.

In Section [3| we collect the results of our trial state analysis. We introduce a class of
Gibbs states with Cooper pair wave functions that admit a product structure of the form
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1.7 Organization of the paper and strategy of proof

ax(r)¥(X) to leading order in h. Here, a, is the ground state wave function in (1.15)
and WV is a gauge-periodic function. We state and motivate several results concerning the
Cooper pair wave function and the BCS energy of these states. Afterwards we use these
statements to provide the proof of the upper bound for the BCS free energy in as
well as the proof of Theorem [2| (a). It is important to note that these results are needed
again in Section [6] where we give the proof of the lower bound on the BCS free energy in
and the proof of Theorem [2] (b).

In Section [4] we provide the proofs of the results in Section [3] concerning the Cooper
pair wave function and the BCS free energy of our trial states. It is the main part of our
article and contains the main technical novelties. Our approach is based on an application
of the phase approximation method for general magnetic fields to our nonlinear setting.
The phase approximation is a well-known tool in the physics literature, see, e.g., [37],
and has also been used in the mathematical literature to study spectral properties of
Schrodinger operators involving a magnetic field, for instance in [9) |42]. In the case of a
constant magnetic field, this method has been pioneered within the framework of linearized
BCS theory in [19] and for the full nonlinear model in [16]. An application of the phase
approximation method to the case of a magnetic field with zero flux through the unit cell
is contained in unpublished notes by Frank, Geisinger, Hainzl, and Tzaneteas [17]. The
main technical novelty in Section [4] is a further development of the phase approximation
method for general external fields in our nonlinear setting. This allows us to compute the
BCS free energy of a class of trial states (Gibbs states) in a controlled way, which is the
key new ingredient for the proof of upper and lower bounds for the BCS free energy in
the presence of general external fields. Our approach should also be compared to the trial
state analysis in [21, 22|, where a semi-classical expansion is used to treat magnetic fields
with zero flux through the unit cell. We highlight that the trial state analysis for general
external fields requires considerably more effort than the one for a constant magnetic field
in [16]. This is also reflected in the length of the proofs.

In Section [5] we prove a priori estimates for BCS states, whose BCS free energy is
smaller than or equal to that of the normal state Iy in (low-energy states). More
precisely, we show that the Cooper pair wave function of any such state is, to leading
order as h — 0, given by au(r)¥(X) with a, in and with a gauge-periodic function
W. The proof of the same statement in the case of a constant magnetic field has been the
main novelty in [16]. To treat the case of general external fields, we perturbatively remove
the periodic vector potential A and the electric potential W. This allows us to reduce the
problem to the case of a constant magnetic field treated in [16]. Similar a priori estimates
for the case of magnetic fields with zero flux through the unit cell had been proved for the
first time in [21].

The proofs of the lower bound on and of Theorem [2] (b), which go along the
same lines as those presented in [21| 22| |16], are given in Section @ They complete the
proofs of Theorem [I]and 2] The main idea is to use the a priori estimates in Section [5] to
replace a general low-energy state in the BCS functional by a Gibbs state, whose Cooper
pair wave function has the same leading order behavior for small h, in a controlled way.
This, in particluar, allows us to estimate the BCS energy of a general low-energy state in
terms of that of a Gibbs state, which has been computed in Sections [3] and 4l Because
of the considerable overlap in content with the related section in [16], we shortened the
proofs in this section to a minimal length.

Throughout the paper, ¢ and C denote generic positive constants that change from
line to line. We allow them to depend on the various fixed quantities like hg, Dq, u, Tc,
V, A, W, ay, etc. Further dependencies are highlighted.
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1.8 Heuristic computation of the terms in the Ginzburg—Landau functional

1.8 Heuristic computation of the terms in the Ginzburg-Landau func-
tional

In the following we present a brief and non-rigorous computation of the BCS energy of the
trial state that we use in the proof of the upper bound for the BCS free energy in Section 3]
The goal is to show from which terms in the BCS functional the different terms in the
Ginzburg-Landau (GL) functional arise. A more detailed and more precise discussion of
these issues can be found in Section [l

Our trial state (a Gibbs state) is defined by

Ya oA 1
=I'r=——7+. 1.31
(om 1—m> AT T4 o (50
Here, 371 =T = T.(1 — Dh?) and the Hamiltonian is given by
(—iV + Ah)2 — W A
Hy = A BN
A —(—iV+ Ap)?2 +

where the operator A is defined via its integral kernel

Az,y) = —2Vau(x —y) ¥y <$+ y) .

2

The function ¥, (X) = hi(hX) is chosen such that ¢ is a minimizer of the Ginzburg-
Landau functional in (1.18]). We therefore have

1
—— [ dX |V, (X)]> ~ h?
1@Qnl Jo,
as well as A
Tr[A*A] = dX |\I!h(X)|2/ dr |V (r)ax(r)|* ~ h2. (1.32)
1Qn] Qn R3

Here r = z — y and X = (z + y)/2 denote relative and center-of-mass coordinates. The
operator A in (|1.31]) is therefore a small perturbation if 0 < h < 1.
The BCS free energy of the trial state I'a is given by

FRG(Ta) — FPGS(T) = 5 T [Ho(T's — T)] ~ TS(T) + TS(To)

1
—— [ dX [ drV(r)|aa(X, ),
|Qnl Jo, R3

where T'y denotes the normal state in (1.12). Applications of
Tr [Ho(Ta — To)] = Tr[HAT A — Hol'o] — Tr[(Ha — Ho)TAl

and |21}, Eqgs. (4.3-4.5)], allow us to rewrite this formula as

FRES(Ta) — FESS(T )——iTro[ln(l—i-exp(—BHA))—ln(l—i-exp(—BHo))}

26

<04*7 Va*>L2(]R3)

2
o /Q 4X [ ,(X)]

L[ ax drV(r)‘a(X,r)—a*(r)\Ifh(X)f. (1.33)
1@nl Jo, R3
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Here Tro[A] = Tr[PAP] + Tr[QAQ)] with

10
and Q =1— P.

To identify the terms in the GL functional, we need to expand the terms in
in powers of h. To that end, we first expand them up to fourth order in powers of A
because the Ginzburg—Landau functional is a fourth order polynomial in ¥;. Afterwards,
we expand the resulting terms in powers of h, that is, we use that the external fields
Whi(z) = h®W(hz) and Ap(x) = hA(hz) as well as the temperature T = T.(1 — Dh?)
with D > 0 depend on h. It turns out that the last term on the right side of is of
the order o(h?*). Since the GL energy appears on the order h* it does not contribute to
it. In our trial state analysis in Sections [3] and [ we show that there is a linear operator
L7 aw and a cubic map N7 a w(A) such that

~5 o1+ exp(-8)) ~ (1 + exp(-310) )
= (A Drawd) + (A, Npaw(A) +oh)  (134)

holds. In combination with the first term in the second line of ([1.33]), the quadratic terms
in (1.34) contain the quadratic terms in the Ginzburg—Landau functional:

<a*a Va*)LZ(R?’)

|Qn|

1
— LA LrawA) + | ax weop
Qn

=[x {80 (<Y + 28)Wh(X) + A Wh(X) [94,(X)[2 — Dh? Ag [, (X))
Qnl Jg,
+0(h4)

with Ag, Ay, and As defined in (3.20)-(3.22). From the quartic term in (1.34)) we will

extract the quartic term in the GL functional:

1
8

1Qnl Jo,

The coefficient Aj is defined in (3.23)). Accordingly,

(A, Npaw(A)) dX |U,(X)|* 4 o(hh).

FRE(Ca) = FRE(To) = bt (EH(D) +o(1)) ,

where we used 58}3(‘1%) = h*ECSY(D) in the last step.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Schatten classes

The trace per unit volume in (|1.9)) gives rise to Schatten classes of periodic operators,
whose norms play an important role in our proofs. In this section we recall several well-
known facts about these norms.

For 1 < p < oo, the p'" local von-Neumann-Schatten class SP consists of all gauge-
periodic operators A having finite p-norm, that is, [|A||} := Tr(JA|?) < co. The space of
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2.2 Gauge-periodic Sobolev spaces

bounded gauge-periodic operators S is equipped with the usual operator norm. We note
that the p-norm is not monotone decreasing in the index p. This should be compared to
the usual Schatten norms, where such a property holds, see the discussion below |21}, Eq.
(3.9)].

We recall that the triangle inequality

1A+ Bllp < [Allp + [|Bllp

holds for operators in SP for 1 < p < co. We also have the generalized version of Holder’s
inequality

IAB]» < [ AllpllBllg; (2.1)
which holds for 1 < p, q,r < oo with % = % + %. The familiar inequality
| Tr Al < [[A]lx

also holds in the case of local Schatten norms.

The above inequalities can be deduced from their versions for the usual Schatten norms,
see, e.g., |48, with the help of the magnetic Bloch-Floquet decomposition. We refer to
[44}, Section XIII.16] for an introduction to the Bloch-Floquet transformation and to [27]
for a treatment of the magnetic case. To be more precise, a gauge-periodic operator A
satisfies the unitary equivalence

@
AZ dk Ag,
[0,v27 h]3
which we use to write the trace per unit volume as

dk
TI'A = /[0 \/%h]B W TI'LZ(Qh) Ak (22)

Here, Try2(q,) denotes the usual trace over L?(Qp). When we use that (AB), = ApB,
holds for gauge-periodic operators A and B, the above mentioned inequalities for the trace
per unit volume are implied by their usual versions.

2.2 Gauge-periodic Sobolev spaces

In this section we introduce Banach spaces of gauge-periodic functions, which will be used
to describe Cooper pair wave functions of BCS states.

When working with center-of-mass and relative coordinates (X, r) it is useful to define
the magnetic momentum operators

1
IIa = —iVx + 2A(X), Ta = =iV, + SA(r). (2.3)
We will also use the notation
1

If several coordinates appear in an equation we sometimes write IIx and 7, to highlight
on which coordinate II and 7 are acting.
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2.2 Gauge-periodic Sobolev spaces

A function ¥ € LP (R3) with 1 < p < oo belongs to the space L8 05 (Qn) provided

Th(A\)¥ = ¥ holds for all A € Ay, (with T),(A) in (1.17)). We endow L7 .. (Qp) with the
usual p-norm per unit volume

1
= dX |[T(X)P = — dX |U(X)P 2.5
oo = f, X WOP = [ ax e (25)

if 1 < p < oo and with the L*(Qp)-norm if p = co. When it does not lead to confusion
we use the abbreviation |||,

Analogously, for m € Ny, we define the Sobolev spaces of gauge-periodic functions
corresponding to the constant magnetic field as

117,

m.

Hipog(Qn) = {¥ € L2,y (Qn) : TPW € L2, (Qn) Wv € NG, vl <m},  (26)

where |v]; == 323, 1; for v € N3. It is a Hilbert space when endowed with the inner
product
— —2-2lv v v
@, W) g gy = 3 W BT q,) .1
[v[1<m

We note that if ¥ is a gauge-periodic function then so is I[I" W, since the magnetic momen-
tum operator II commutes with the magnetic translations 7j,(\) in (1.17). Furthermore,
IT is a self-adjoint operator on HJ..(Qn).

The norms introduced in and display a scaling behavior with respect to h,
which is motivated by the Ginzburg-Landau scaling in . More precisely, whenever
Y € LB ae(Q1) and ¥(z) = hip(hzx), then

19022, 00 = R 1l 280 (2.8)

for every 1 < p < oo. That is, ¥ ~ h in any p-norm per unit volume.
The inner product in (2.7)) is chosen such that

H\IJHHITr?ag(Q}L) = HwHHrrnnag(Ql)

holds. This follows from and the fact that ||TI*¥||3 scales as h2T2VI' for v € N3. Such
scaled norms have also been used in [16] but not in |21, [22].

For the sake of completeness, let us also mention the following magnetic Sobolev in-
equality. There is a constant C' > 0 such that for any h > 0 and any ¥ € H..(Qp), we
have

19135, (@ < CR2ITTIT: g, (2.9)

The proof can be found in [16] below Eq. (2.7).

The Cooper pair wave function « of an admissible BCS state I' belongs to the Hilbert—
Schmidt class S? defined in Section see the discussion below . The symmetry
and the gauge-periodicity of the kernel of « in can be reformlated as

a(X,r) =B a(X + A1), Ae Ay a(X,r) = a(X,—r) (2.10)

in terms of center-of-mass and relative coordinates. In other words, a(X,r) is a gauge-
periodic function of the center-of-mass coordinate X € R3 and a reflection-symmetric
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function of the relative coordinate r» € R3. We make use of the unitary equivalence of S?
and the space

L*(Qn x RY) == L2, (Qn) ® LZ,,(R?),

which consists of all square-integrable functions satisfying (2.10)). We also define the norm

1

2 2 2
« = dX dr |a X,?“ = — dX dr |« X,?“ .
H HI,Q(Q;LXRg’) ][h 5 ‘ ( )‘ |Qh| . 5 ’ ( )’

The identity [[afls = |laflr2(g, xrs) follows from (2.10). In the following we therefore
identify the scalar products (-,-) on L?(Qy x R3) and S? with each other and we do not
distinguish between operators in S? and their kernels as this does not lead to confusion.

By HY(Qp x R3) we denote the Sobolev space of all functions o € L?(Qy, x R2), which
have finite H'-norm defined by

o371 (@, xm) = lerll3 + [Tall3 + [ 7|3 (2.11)

with IT and 7 in (2.4).
We highlight that the norm in (2.11)) is equivalent to the two norms

Trlaa™] + Tr[(=iV + Ap)aa™ (—iV + A)| + Tr[(—iV + Ap)a*a(—iV + Ap)] (2.12)
and
|3 + [[(=iV + Ag)all3 + [a(~iV + Ap)|3, (2.13)

compare also with the discussion below ([1.9]). We also note that the H™-norm in and
the H'-norm in (2.11)) are equivalent to the norms that we obtain when Ap is replaced
by A = Ag + A with a periodic vector potential A € L (R3).

3 Trial States and their BCS Energy

In this section we introduce a class of trial states (Gibbs states), state several results
concerning their Cooper pair wave function and their BCS free energy, and use these
results to prove the upper bound on as well as Theorem [2| (a). The trial states
I'pA are of the form stated in . In Proposition we show that if A is given by
Vau(r)¥(X) with a gauge periodic function ¥ that is small in an appropriate sense for
small h, then ['al12 = aa =~ a.(r)¥(X) to leading order in h. In Proposition we
prove a representation formula for the BCS functional that allows us to compute the BCS
energy of the trial states I'a. Finally, in Theorem [3.6]we extract the terms of the Ginzburg—
Landau functional from the BCS free energy of I'a. The proofs of these statements are
given in Section ] Our trial analysis should be viewed as further development of that
in [16] for the constant magnetic field. The techniques we develop in Sections [3| and
are based on gauge-invariant perturbation, which has been pioneered in the framework of
linearized BCS theory for a constant external magnetic field in [19]. Our approach should
also be compared to the trial state analysis in [21], 22], where a semi-classical expansion is
used to treat magnetic fields with zero flux through the unit cell.
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3.1 The Gibbs states I'a

3.1 The Gibbs states I's
For ¥ € L2 (Qp) we define the gap function A € L?(Qy x R3) by

mag
AX,r)=Ag(X,r) = =2 Va,(r)¥(X). (3.1)

We also introduce the one-particle Hamiltonian

baw =bha +W = (—iV+ A2+ W), — (3.2)

o _ (baw 0 0 A\ (baw A
P R BT B CURP S R

The Gibbs state at inverse temperature § = T~! > 0 is defined by

<M aa ):rA: 1 (3.4)

ar 1-7a T 1+ efHA

as well as

We highlight that the choice A = 0 yields the normal state I'g in . In our proof
of the upper bound for the free energy in (|1.22)) we will choose ¥ as a minimizer of the
Ginzburg-Landau functional in , which satisfies the scaling in . Since the
L?(R3)-norm of Vv is of the order 1, the local Hilbert-Schmidt norm of A is of the order
h in this case. In the proof of the lower bound we have less information about the function
U. The related difficulties are discussed in Remark B.3] below.

Lemma 3.1 (Admissibility of I'a). Let Assumptions and hold. Then, for any
h >0, anyT >0, and any ¥ € H&lag(Qh), the state T'a in (3.4) is admissible.

The choice of the states I'ao is motivated by the following observation. Using standard
variational arguments one can show that any minimizer I' of the BCS functional satisfies
the nonlinear Bogolubov—de Gennes equation

_ 1 [ baw —2Va
L= Hva = <_2 Va _W> | (3:3)

Here, Va is the operator given by the integral kernel V' (r)a(X,r). Since we are interested
in approximate minimizers of the BCS functional, we choose I'A as an approximate solution
to the BdG-equation in . The next result shows that, as far as the leading order
behavior of aa is concerned, this is indeed the case. It should be compared to ((1.25]).

Proposition 3.2 (Structure of ap). Let Assumption and (a) be satisfied and let
To > 0 be given. Then, there is a constant hg > 0 such that for any 0 < h < hg, any
T > Ty, and any ¥ € Hglag(Qh) the function ap in with A = Ag as in has
the decomposition

an(X,r) = VU(X)a.(r) —no(A)(X,r) = nL(A)(X, 7). (3.6)
The remainder functions no(A) and 1y (A) have the following properties:

(a) The function ng satisfies the bound

Imoll3 g xmsy < C (B° + B2 T = Te) (19015 o + 1913 0n)-  (37)

mag
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3.2 The BCS energy of the states I'a

(b) The function n, satisfies the bound
Ny [y oy L LT (3.5)

(¢) The function n, has the explicit form

n(X,r) = /RS 4z /RS ds kr(Z,r = 5) Va(s) [eos(Z - TT) — 1| W(X)

with kp(Z,r) defined in Section {4 below (4.108)). Moreover, for any radial f,g €
L?(R3) the operator

///Rg dZdrds f(r) kr(Z,m — s) g(s) [cos(z ) — 1}

commutes with II?. In particular, if P and Q are two spectral projections of I1? with
PQ =0, then n, satisfies the orthogonality property

(£(r) (PR)(X), 1 (Aqu)) = 0. (3.9)

Remark 3.3. The statement of Proposition should be read in two different ways,
depending on whether we are interested in proving the upper or the lower bound for the
BCS free energy. In the former case, the bound on |||r|nL(|z2(g, xrs) in part (b) and
part (c) are irrelevant. The reason is that the gap function A = Ay is defined with a
minimizer ¥ of the GL functional, whose anag(Q p)-norm is uniformly bounded. In this
case all remainder terms can be estimated using and .

In contrast, in the proof of the lower bound for the BCS free energy in Section [6] we are
forced to work with a trial state I'n, whose gap function is defined in terms of a function
¥ that is related to a low-energy state of the BCS functional. The properties of such a
function are captured in Theorem below. In this case we only have a bound on the
H} s (Qn)-norm of ¥ at our disposal. To obtain a function in H2,,(Qn), we introduce
a regularized version of ¥ as in |21, Section 6], [22, Section 6], [19, Section 7], and [16,
Section 6] by V¢ = 1o (IT?)¥ for some h? < ¢ < 1, see Corollary The Hglag(Qh)—
norm of W< is not uniformly bounded in &, see below. This causes a certain error term
in the proof of the lower bound to be large, a priori. Part (b) and (c¢) of Proposition
are needed to overcome this problem. Since many details of the relevant proof in Section [6]
have been omitted because they go along the same lines as those in |16, Section 6] we refer

to [16, Remark 3.3] for more details.

3.2 The BCS energy of the states ['a

In this section we compute the BCS free energy of our trial states I'a. The goal is to show
that this energy minus the energy of the normal state I'g is, to leading order as h — 0,
given by the Ginzburg—Landau energy of the function ¥ appearing in the definition of A.
For a brief heuristic summary of these computations we refer to Section [L.8

We start our discussion by introducing the operators L A w and N7 a w that naturally
appear when the BCS energy of I"z is expanded in powers of the gap function A, see .
The Matsubara frequencies are given by

wp =m(2n+ 1)T, n € Z. (3.10)
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3.2 The BCS energy of the states I'a

For a local Hilbert—Schmidt operator A with integral kernel A(z,y) satisfying (1.7) and
A(z,y) = Ay, z) we define the linear map Lz a w by

2 1 1
LrawA = 3 Z - A

S (3.11)
s wn —baw iwp +baw

The operator ha w is defined in . In the parameter regime we are interested in, we
obtain the quadratic terms in the Ginzburg-Landau functional from (A, Ly o wA). The
spectral properties of the operator Lt a w have been studied in great detail for W = 0
and A = A, in [19]. This allows the authors to compute the BCS critical temperature
shift caused by a small constant magnetic field within the framework of linearized BCS
theory. That this prediction is accurate also if the nonlinear problem is considered has
been shown in [16].
Moreover, the nonlinear (cubic) map Nr a w is defined by

2 1 1 — 1 1
N A)=25" A A A (312
Aw(8) B nze:Z lwp —baw  iwp+baw  wn—baw iw, +baw (3.12)

The expression (A, N7 a,w(A)) gives rise to the quartic term in the Ginzburg-Landau
functional. The operator N7 o w also appeared in [17] and in [16].

From the following lemma we know that Ly A wA and Ny a w(A)(A) are both in
L?(Qp x R?) provided A satisfies the symmetry relations in and some mild regu-
larity assumptions.

Lemma 3.4. The map LT A w is a bounded linear operator on L?(Qn x R2). Assume
that the integral kernel A € L?(Qp x R2) defines a bounded operator on L?(R3). Then we
have NT,A,W(A) S Lz(Qh X Rg)

The following representation formula for the BCS functional is the starting point of
our proofs of Theorems [T]and 2] It will be used to prove upper and lower bounds, and is
therefore formulated for general BCS states and not only for our trial states. The proof
of Proposition [3.5 can be found in |16, Proposition 3.4].

Proposition 3.5 (Representation formula for the BCS functional). Let I' be an admissible
state. For any h > 0, let ¥ € H&lag(Qh) and let A = Ay be as in (3.1). For T >0 and if

Vo, € L5(R3) N L2(R?), there is an operator 'R’%EA,W(A) € St such that
Fi (0) = Fig* (To)

1 1
= ;A Lrawh) + §<Av Nraw(A)) + 12z, @u) (s Veou) r2(rs)

+ Tr [Ris 1w (A)]
T 2
+ S Ho(T,Ta) — ][ ax [ dr v(r) ‘a(X, r)—a(MU(X)|,  (3.13)
h R3
where
Ho(T, Ta) = Trg[T(InT = InTx) + (1 = T)(In(1 = ) = In(1 = T'5))] (3.14)

denotes the relative entropy of I' with respect to I'an. Moreover, RE}LW(A) obeys the
estimate

1 }
IR w (A < C T WS 10)8 (-
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3.2 The BCS energy of the states I'a

The definition (3.14]) of the relative entropy uses a weaker form of trace called Try,
which is defined as follows. We call a gauge-periodic operator A acting on L?(R?)® L?(R?)
weakly locally trace class if PyAPy and Qg AQ)o are locally trace class, where

=y o) (.15

and Qg = 1 — Fy. For such operators the weak trace per unit volume is defined by
Tro(A) = Tr(POAPO n QOAQ0>. (3.16)

If an operator A is locally trace class then it is also weakly locally trace class but the
converse statement does not hold in general. The converse is true, however, if A > 0. We
highlight that if A is locally trace class then the weak trace per unit volume and the trace
per unit volume coincide. Before their appearance in the context of BCS theory in |21}
22, 116], weak traces of the above kind appeared in [33, 25].

Let us have a closer look at the right side of . From the terms in the first
line we will extract the Ginzburg-Landau functional, see Theorem below. The terms
in the second and third line contribute to the remainder. The term in the second line
is small in absolute value, but the techniques used to bound the third line differ for
upper and lower bounds. This is responsible for the different qualities of the upper and
lower bounds in Theorems (1| and |2} see . For an upper bound we choose I' :== I'A.
Hence Ho(I'a,T'A) = 0 and the last term in can be estimated with the help of
Proposition [3.2] To obtain a lower bound, the third line needs to be bounded from below
using the lower bound for the relative entropy in |16, Lemma 6.1], which appeared for the
first time in |21, Lemma 5].

Before we state the next result, we introduce the function

Vas(p) = /RB dz e PV (z)ax(x), (3.17)

which also fixes our convention of the Fourier transform.

Theorem 3.6 (Calculation of the GL energy). Let Assumptions and (a) hold and
let D € R be given. Then, there is a constant hg > 0 such that for any 0 < h < hg, any
Ve H2 .(Qn), A=Ay as in (3.1), and T = T.(1 — Dh?), we have

mag

1 1
_Z<A’ LpawA)+ §<A, Nraw(A)) + H\PH%?mg(Qh) (o, V) r2(ra)
= ER (W) + R(h).  (3.18)

Here,

R < C [° ¥l 00 + 1 I 0] [+ 1910
and with the functions

_tanh(r/2) 1 1 _ 1 tanh(z/2)

x? a 2z cosh?(z/2)’ g2(2) = 2z cosh?(z/2)’ (3.19)

g1(z) :
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3.3  The upper bound on (|1.22|) and proof of Theorem 2| (a)

the coefficients Ag, A1, Ao, and A3 in 587171 are given by

2 —
o= P2 /R 3 (;f’)g 2V )P (01(8? — 1) + 587 20507 — ), (3:20)

- 16
2 —
Ay = ﬂ; /Rj (;f)g (=2)Va.(p)I” g1(Be(p® — p)), (3.21)
_ B dp  [(=2)Va.(p)
Az = 8 /R3 (2m)3 COSh2(%(p2 _ Iu))’ (3.22)
_ B dp —— 91(Be(p® — 1))
Az = 16 /]R3 (2m)3 ‘(—Q)Va*(p)’4 W (3.23)

It has been argued in |21} 22] that the coefficients Ay, A2, and A3 are positive. The
coefficient A; can, in principle, have either sign. Its sign is related to the derivative of Tt
with respect to u, see the remark below Eq. (1.21) in [21].

We highlight the small factor h° in front of the Hélag-norm of ¥ in the bound for |R(h)].
It is worse than the comparable estimate in [16, Theorem 3.5], which is a consequence of
the presence of the periodic vector potential A. The error is, however, of the same size as
the related error terms in [21} 22].

Theorem provides us with a result for the BCS energy for temperatures of the
form T = T.(1 — Dh?) with D € R fixed. In the proof of Theorem [2| (a) we also need
the information that our system is superconducting for smaller temperatures. The precise
statement is captured in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7 (A priori bound on Theorem [2| (a)). Let Assumptions and (a)
hold and let Ty > 0. Then, there are constants hg > 0 and Do > 0 such that for all
0 < h < hg and all temperatures T' obeying

To < T < Te(1 — Doh?),
there is a BCS state I' with
FrRed (L) = FRgS(To) < 0. (3.24)

3.3 The upper bound on (1.22)) and proof of Theorem 2| (a)

The results in the previous section can be used to prove the upper bound on (1.22) and
Theorem [2f (a). These proof are almost literally the same as in the case of a constant
magnetic field, and we therefore refer to |16, Section 3.3] for a detailed presentation.

4 Proofs of the Results in Section [3

4.1 Schatten norm estimates for operators given by product kernels

During our trial state analysis, we frequently need Schatten norm estimates for operators
defined by integral kernels of the form 7(x — y)¥((z + y)/2). The relevant estimates are
provided in the following lemma, whose proof can be found in [16, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 4.1. Let h > 0, let ¥ be a gauge-periodic function on Qp and let T be an even
and real-valued function on R3. Moreover, let the operator o be defined via its integral
kernel a(X,r) == 7(r)¥(X), i.e., a acts as

af(@) = [ vt = v (5 2) ), /€ (®).
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4.2 Magnetic resolvent estimates

(a) Letp € {2,4,6}. If Ve LP . (Qn) and T € Lﬁ(R‘g), then o € SP and

mag
lallp < C NIl e (1915

(b) For any v > 3, there is a C,, > 0, independent of h, such that if (14| -])’7 € LY/*(R?)
and ¥ € L?ﬂag(Qh), then o € S and

leloo < Co b~ max {1} |[(1+ |- [)*7lloss ¥ ]lo-

4.2 Magnetic resolvent estimates
In this section we provide bounds for the resolvent kernel

1
z—(—iV+ A2+

Gi(x,y) = (,y), z,y € R’ (4.1)
of the magnetic Laplacian that will be applied extensively in the proofs of Proposition
and Theorem [3.6] Our analysis is based on gauge-invariant perturbation theory in the
spirit of Nenciu, see [42, Section V], and generalizes the analysis for the constant magnetic
field in [19, Section 2] and [16, Section 4.4.1]. In case of a bounded magnetic vector
potential, versions of some of our results appeared in [17].

We introduce the non-integrable phase factor, also called the Wilson line, by

T 1
Da(x,y) = —/ A(u) - du = —/0 dt Ay +t(z —vy)) - (x — y). (4.2)

In case of the constant magnetic field the right side of (4.2) reduces to % “(xNy). We
also define the gauge-invariant kernel g7 (x,y) via the equation

Gi(,y) = P2 @V g2 (1, y), z,y € R®. (4.3)

It should be compared to the translation-invariant (and gauge-invariant) kernel g3 (z —y)
introduced in [19, Eq. (4.27)] for the constant magnetic field. Its gauge-invariance makes
it the natural starting point for a perturbative analysis.

The integral kernel of the operator (z + A + u)~! will be denoted by g&(x — y). The
main result of this subsection is the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Assume that A = A, + A with A € W3°(R3 R3). Fort,w € R let

|w| + [t + pl
flt,w) = , (4.4
)= ol -7 )
where x_ = —min{xz,0}. For any a > 0, there are constants d,,Cq > 0 such that for

all t,w € R and for all h > 0 with f(t,w)h* < 8, there are (h-dependent) even L'(R?)-
functions p“ T, p@"'t, vttt and Té""'t such that

g (2, y)| < Pz — ),
Vaogi ™ (z,y)| < pgt(z —y),
Vg (@, y)] < pg“ Tz —y), (4.5)
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4.2 Magnetic resolvent estimates

as well as
g1 (,y) — g6°H (w —y)| < TV (@ —y),
IVagi ™ (2,y) = Vage ™ (@ — y)| < 07 (2 — y),
IVygi (@, y) = Vyge ™ (z — y)| < 7 (@ — ). (4.6)
Furthermore, we have the estimates
- 10" ¥ ) < Ca f(t,w)' 2,
-8 < Copleps s 14 WEEEZEL, (1)
wl + (t = p)-
and
][+ 1 < Cah® f(t,w) 3T,
I or < Gl £t w814 ML EE AL, (45)

Remark 4.3. The bounds in the above proposition should be compared to those for
g5 (x) in [19, Lemma 10] (estimates without gradient) and [16, Lemma 4.5] (estimates
with gradient). Although the kernel gf (z,y) defined in is not translation-invariant,
\g7.(x,9)|, |g7.(x,y) — g5(x — y)|, and the same terms with a gradient can be bounded
by translation-invariant kernels. Moreover, these translation-invariant kernels satisfy L'-
norm bounds that are mostly of the same quality as those obtained for the kernels g (z)|,
lg%(x) — g§(x)|, and the same terms with a gradient in |19, [16]. We highlight that, in
comparison to [16, Eq. (4.34)], we lose a power of the small parameter h in the estimate in
(4.8). This is due to the second term in the bracket in below and it is in accordance
with comparable bounds in [21] and [22]. The fact that the above kernels can be bounded
from above by translation-invariant kernels is an important ingredient for the proofs of
Proposition [3.2] and Theorem [3.6]

Before we give the proof of Proposition [£.2] we provide two lemmas. The first lemma
concerns L!-norm bounds for the kernel g¢ and its gradient. Its proof can be found in
[16, Lemma 4.4]. The bound for g§ (but not the one for Vg§) appeared previously in [22,
Lemma 9].

Lemma 4.4. Let a > —2. There is a constant C, > 0 such that for t,w € R, we have

|1 120, < Ca fit,0)' (4.9)
with f(t,w) in (4.4). Furthermore, for any a > —1, there is a constant Cyq > 0 with
el tlttul ] (4.10)
jwl =+ (¢ + p)—

The second lemma provides us with formulas for the gradient of the function ®a (x,y)
defined in (4.2)) with respect to = and y.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that A = A, + A with A € W*>®(R3,R3). Then we have

vmq)A<xvy) = —A($) + A(.%', y)v vy(I)A(xv y) = A(y) - A(:l/ax): (4'11)

H |- !"'Vgé“’“HI < Co flt,w)2Ts {1 i

where

1
A(z,y) = /O dttcurl A(y +t(x —y)) A (z —y) (4.12)

is the transversal Poincaré gauge relative to y.
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4.2 Magnetic resolvent estimates

Remark 4.6. The function ®a(z,y) is a gauge transformation that relates A(x) and

A(z,y).

Proof of Lemma [A.5] From Morrey’s inequality we know that curl A is Lipschitz continu-
ous, and hence the line integral in (4.12)) is well defined. For two vector fields v and w we
have

V- -w)=(v-V)w+ (w-V)v+vAcurlw+ w A curlv. (4.13)
We apply this equality for fixed y € R? to
1
oo) = [ dt A+ tla ), w(z) =z —y.
0

Our definition implies curlw = 0 and we find that
1
~Vataloy) = ([ dt AL+t 9) V) @)
0

1 1
+ ((z—y) - Va) /0 dt A(y +t(z —y)) + (z —y) /\/0 dt t curl A(y + t(z —y)). (4.14)

The first term on the right side equals

3 1 1
S [ atawrte-oae-n= [ dAyrte-y). @)
i=17/0 0

To rewrite the second term on the right side of (4.14), we use integration by parts and
find

1 1
(@=9)-Vo) [ @t Al+tla=—y) = [ dtt GAG+ =)

1

1
LAy +t(r—y)) —/0 A Ay +t@—y).  (4.16)

0

Therefore, the sum of the terms in (4.15) and (4.16)) equals A(z). Since the last term
on the right side of (4.14) equals —A(z,y), this proves the first equation in (4.11)). The
second equation follows from ®a (z,y) = —Pa(y, ). O

Proof of Proposition [£.2 'We use the abbreviation z = iw + ¢ throughout the proof. In the
first step we express G7(x,y) in (4.1)) in terms of the kernel

Gi(x,y) = 2@V g2 (z — ). (4.17)
From we know that
(—iVy + Ap(z)) e ®an@Y) = ¢4, @Y (L7, + A (2, 1)), (4.18)

where A(m,y) in (4.12) is our vector potential in Poincaré gauge. Furthermore, a short
computation shows that (4.18) implies the operator equation

(z = (—iV+ AR+ G =1 - TF, (4.19)
where T} is the operator defined by the integral kernel

T? (2, y) = e ®an(®v) (2 A, y)(~iVy) — idive Ay(z,y) + |As(a, y)\z) gi(x —y). (4.20)
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4.2 Magnetic resolvent estimates

Since g is a radial function and the vector A(x, y) is perpendicular to z — y the first term
on the right side vanishes. The operator T} also appears in [42].
We claim that

TF (2, )] < Ma b3 197 (x — y) (4.21)

holds, where n* is the (h-dependent) function

(@) = (ol + | curl AILL Rlal?) lg3 (=) (122
and
Ma = max{H curl(curl A) || o , || CurlAHi/j}. (4.23)

We note that the bound in (4.21]) holds as an equality with a similar function on the right
side in the case of the constant magnetic field, see the proof of Lemma 10 in [19].
To prove ([4.21]), we first derive a bound for | div, A(x,y)|. For two vector fields v and

w we have
div(v Aw) = curl(v) - w — curl(w) - v.

We apply the above equality with the choice v(z) = curl A(y + t(z — y)), w(z) =z —y
and use curlw = 0 to write

div, (curlA(y +it(z—y) A (z— y)) =t curl(curl A)(y + t(z — y)) - (x — ).

Since curl(curl A) is Lipschitz continuous, which follows from A € W3>(R3 R3), we
conclude that

1
| div, A(z,y)| < / dt £ | curl(curl A)(y + t(z — y)) - (z — y)|
0
< JJeurl(curl A) || |2 — y. (4.24)

We also have

~ 1
\A<x7y>|</0 dt t | curl Ay + t(z — ) A (@ — )|

< |leurl Ao |2 — y. (4.25)

In combination with || curl(curl Ap)|looc < Mah? and | curl Alj2, < MAchrlAHi,/th‘l,

this proves (4.21)).

Next, we have a closer look at the function n?. Lemma [£.4] and the assumption
f(t,w)h? < §, imply the bound

11+ 07l < Ca F(t,w) 28 [T+ b f(t,w)72] < C f(t,0) 375, (4.26)
In particular,
3 |2 3 3 1
Mah* [l < C Mo h® f(tw)? < 5 (4.27)

for all allowed ¢,w and h provided &, is chosen small enough. The bound in (4.21)) and an

application of Young’s inequality therefore show that the operator norm of 7T satisfies

1
ITilloo < Mab® 11 < 5 (4.28)
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4.2 Magnetic resolvent estimates

We use (4.19) and this bound to write the resolvent of the magnetic Laplacian as

1 ~ 1 ~ e j
, =Gj, =Gj, 7). 4.29
— (-iV+Ap)2 +p h1-Tf hjzo( h) (4.29)

This finishes the first step of our proof. In the second step we use to prove the
claimed bounds for the integral kernel g7 (x,y). Our first goal is to prove the bounds for
g;.(x,y) without a gradient.

In the following we use the notation 87 = 352, (T%)’. Eq. allows us to write
the kernel gj (z,y) as

gi(wy) = gi(x —y) + e M@ [ du A g5 (2 — ) Sfi(u, y). (4.30)
R3

We use (4.21)) to bound the integral kernel of the operator S; by
|S7 (2, )] Z (MaR?Y ()" (2 — y) = (2 — y), (4.31)
7=1

where (77)* denotes the j-fold convolution of n* with itself. An application of the in-
equality
4 ] <O (| ) (4.32)

with a > 0 and x4 = max{0, z} allows us to see that the function s* satisfies the pointwise
bound

00 J
2] 5*(@) < SO(Mah®Y Y2 5O w o (-7 ) o w(0).
j=1 m=1

Here, | - |*n? appears in the m'™ slot. An application of (4.26)), (4.27), and Young’s
inequality therefore implies

00 14(a—1)4 s .
Jou e Bl @) S MAR - P e < Cul S )
J
Let us also define the functions
p*(x) = g5 ()| + lgg| * s7(x), (@) = |g5| * 57 (x).
From we know that
|9 (z,y)| < p*(x —y) 9r(z,y) — g5(z —y)| < 77 (x — ).

The claimed bounds for the L!'(R3)-norms of p* and 77 in (4.7) and (4.8) follow from
Lemma, (4.31), and (4.33]). It remains to prove the bounds involving a gradient.

An application of Lemma and (4.25)) show
|V e 12al@v)ei®al@w)| <A (2, y)| + |[A(z,u)] < Ch? (j —y| + |z — u]) .
In combination with (4.30) and (4.31)), this implies

Vagi(2,9)| < [Vgi(z —y)| + Oh? /}Rd du (|2 — u| 4 [u = yl) |g5(x — u)|s*(u — y).

We denote the right side of the above equation by p&(xz — y). The claimed bound for
p% follows immediately from those for g§ and s®, see Lemma and , and the
assumption f(t,w)h? < &,. A bound for |V.gi(z,y) — Vgi(z — y)| can be obtained
similarly. The bounds for |Vyg;(z,y)| and |Vyg5(x,y) — Vg§i(x — y)| can be obtained
when we use the identity G (x,y) = G7(y, ). This proves Proposition O
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4.3 Proof of Lemma

4.3 Proof of Lemma [3.1]

Let us recall the definition of I'p in . From its definition we infer that it is a gauge-
periodic generalized fermionic one-particle density matrix. Consequently, we only need to
verify the trace class condition in ([1.8)).

We use the identity (exp(x) + 1)~ = (1 — tanh(x/2))/2 to write ['a as

1 1 3
Ta=5-5 tanh(gHA) (4.34)

Let us also recall the Mittag—Leffler series expansion

tanh( 2) =- Z

see e.g. [16, Eq. (3.12)]. Its convergence becomes manifest by combining the +n and —n
terms. When we use (4.34)), and the resolvent identity

(4.35)

1wn—z

-T)'=GE=-9""+E-T)""(S-T)(z-9)"" (4.36)
for two operators S and 7', we find

1 1 I6;
I'a = 573 tanh(EHA> -4+ = Z lwn — =Tog+0+ QT,A,W(A)- (4'37)

Here T’y denotes the normal state in ((1.12]) and
1 1
0 )
— Hy iw, — Hy
Z 1 5 1
oyer 1wn Ho iw, — Hy iw, — Ha

O =

1
B
Qraw(A) = ; (4.38)

with § in (3.3)).
Since the diagonal components of the operator O equal zero, this term does not con-
tribute to the 11-component yao of I'a. In the following, we use the notation 7 = —iV+Ag.

To see that (14 72)[Qr,a,w(A)]11 is locally trace class, we use

1 1
1 5 1 5 — iwntha w Aiwn:Ff)A,W A io
iwn & Ho  iwy, + Hy 0 e D A

iwpFhaw  wnthaw

to write it as

1 1 1L x[ 1!
A == A——r—A
Qraw(d)], p 7;2 iwn —baw  iwn +haw [i”" - HA] 1

The operator ha w is defined in (3.2)). An application of Holder’s inequality in (2.1]) shows
that the local trace norm of the term inside the sum is bounded by

H(l—i—ﬂ2).

A
1Wn_bAVVHoo ’wn|2 H H2

Using Cauchy-Schwarz, we see that ha < C(1 + 7%), which implies that the operator
norm in the above equation is bounded uniformly for n € Z. Since |w,|~2 is summable in
n and A is locally Hilbert-Schmidt these considerations show that (1 +72)[Q7a,w (A)]11
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4.4 Proof of Lemma

is locally trace class. It remains to show that (1 + 72)vy with 7o in (1.12)) is locally trace
class.
To that end, we first note that

1

147 —————
( )1+[JA,W+M

220, <

H(l +bhaw + M)’YoHl :

o0

We argue as above to see that the first norm on the right side is finite. To obtain a
bound for the second norm, we first note that there is a constant C' > 0 such that (1 +
z)(exp(B(x — ) +1)~! < Cexp(—Bz/2) holds for & > a > —oo. The constant C depends
on (B, u, and a. Accordingly,

H(l +baw + “)%H1 < CTrexp(—Bha,w/2).

From Corollary A.1.2 and Corollary B.13.3 in [47] we know that for any ¢ > 0 the operator
exp(—tha w) has an integral kernel k(x,y) that satisfies

[ —— / dy [k, ) < oo.
z€R3 R3

Accordingly,
2
Trexp(—Bhaw /2) = ||exp(—Baw /1) = ]é du /R dy lhgya(e, ) < syl oo
h
We conclude that (1 + 72)y is locally trace class. This ends the proof of Lemma

4.4 Proof of Lemma [3.4]

We start by proving that Ly a w is a bounded linear operator on L?(Qn x R?). To that
end, we first check that for A € L?(Qp, x R2), we have LrawA € S2. Using Holder’s
inequality for the trace per unit volume in (2.1) and w, = 7(2n 4+ 1)T", we see that

1 1 1 1
. A= <[Al22 = <ClAl2 2 573>  (439)
72 lwn —baw iwn +haw|, 72 w? T% (2n+1)2

which proves the claim.
Next, we show that Lt o wA satisfies (2.10]). To that end, we need the identity

1 1
. —(7,y) = ——
iwy +baw —p —iwp, —baw + 1

(y,x). (4.40)

It follows from R*(z,y) = R(y,x) for a general operator R with kernel R(z,y) and

e Ceyene |
Z—hA,WJru_ z—baw+u/

Using the coordinate transformation (wy,ws) — (wy + v, w2 + v) and the above identities
for the resolvent kernel, we see that

2 +
LT’AywA(X + U,?”) = B Z // dwldwg A(w + v, w1 — UJQ)
nez R3 xR3
1 T 1 T
X — X - = 4.41
Xiwn_hA,W‘l‘N( +U+2’w1>—iwn—bA,W+M( v 2’w2) (4.41)
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4.5 Proof of Theorem

holds. We highlight that we wrote A in terms of relative and center-of-mass coordinates in
(4.41). We have T'(v)ha,wT(v)* = baw, v € Ap, where T'(v) is the magnetic translation
in ([1.3), and hence the same identity with ha w replaced by its resolvent. In combination
with

// dzdy o(2) [T(0) (2 — baw) ' T(0)" )@ y) o(y)
R3xR3

= / dzdy ¢(x) o2 (A (z—) (z — f)A,W)il(fU + v,y +v)p(y),
RS

which holds for z € p(ha w), this proves that the resolvent kernel of ha y obeys the first
relation in ((1.7). When we combine this and the fact that A satisfies the second relation
in (|1.7), we see that we pick up the total phase

ei%-(v/\(X—l—%—wl)) ei%(v/\(X—%—wg)) ei%(v/\(wl—i-wg)) — oiB-(vAX)

€

in . This proves the first equation in for Ly A wA(X, 7).

To see that the second equation in is true, we further observe that the Matsubara
frequencies obey —wp, = w_(,41). Hence, the index shift n — —n —1 and imply the
desired symmetry. This proves that L1 a w is a bounded linear operator on L3(Qp x R?).

To show that Ny a w(A) € 82, we use the bound

D

nel

1 1 — 1 1
lwp, —baw  iw, +haw lwn—baw  iw, +bhaw

2
<CllAll 1A% Y
nel

The proof of (2.10) for N7 a w(A) goes along the same lines as that for Ly Ao wA. This
proves Lemma [3.4]

1
(2n+ 1)

4.5 Proof of Theorem [3.6]

Before we start with the proof of Theorem we briefly mention the two main steps. In
the first step we compute (A, L1 o wA). To that end, we decompose the operator Ly a w
into several increasingly simpler parts, which allows us to extract the quadratic terms in
the GL functional. The related analysis can be found in Sections The quartic
term in the GL functional emerges from (A, N7 Ao w(A)). In the second step we study the
nonlinear operator N7 A w and introduce comparable steps of simplification as for L7 A w .
The related analysis starts in Section [£.5.9] The relation to the existing literature will be
discussed mostly in Sections[4.5.2] [£.5.6] and [£.5.9] after the relevant mathematical objects
have been introduced.

4.5.1 Decomposition of L1 o w — separation of W

We use the resolvent equation in (4.36]) to decompose the operator Lz A w in (3.11) as

Lraw = Lra+Wra + Rg)A,W, (4.42)
where LT,A = LT,A,O,
2 1 1 1
WralA = —— [ Wh, - A- =
o B 7% iwp, — ba h iwp, — ba iwp, +ba
1 1 1
— - A W, , (4.43)

s — h - —
iwp, —ba  iw, +ba iwp, +bha
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4.5 Proof of Theorem

and
2 1 1 1 1
RP, A =2 { Wi - Wi - A __
naw B = livn — ba "iwn—ba  "iwn—baw  iwn +Da
1 1 1 1
+ - A - — Wi - —— W - —
iw, —bha iwp, +ba 1wy, + hA,W iw, +ba
1 1 1 1
- W, - A |, (4.44)

. - —— W} -
iwp, —ba iwp, —baw  iwp, +haw iwp, +ba

In the special case of a constant magnetic field, the operator L7 o appeared for the first
time in [19]. The operator Wy (case of no external magnetic fields) was studied in [18]. In
the sections [4.5.2 we analyze (A, Ly AA) and extract the first and the third term in
the GL functional from it. Afterwards, we study in Sections and the quadratic
form (A, Wr aA), which contributes the second term of the GL functional. Finally, in
Section we collect the results of the previous sections and provide a bound for
(A, Rg? kyWA> showing that this term does not contribute to the GL functional.

4.5.2 A representation formula for L7 o and an outlook on the quadratic
terms

In the following subsections we compute the contribution from (A, L7 A A) to the Ginzburg-
Landau energy. Our analysis is based on the following representation formula for the op-
erator L1 A, which characterizes its action solely in terms of relative and center-of-mass
coordinates.

Lemma 4.7. The operator Lt a: L*(Qn x R3) — L?(Q), x R?) acts as

(Lra0)(X,7) = // dZds kra(X, Z,1,5) (¢ZC1900)(X, s)
R3 xR3

with
2 =
kra(X, Z,r,s) =2 Y Kpa(X, Z,r,s) ePan02rs) (4.45)
NneZ
where
n o iwp C f —iwp, _ C — f
K a(X, Z,7,s) = gy (X + S X+ 2+ 2) g, (X 5 X +7 2) (4.46)
with g; in (4.3) and
~ r S T S
BA(X, Z,7,5) = DA (X + X +Z+ 5) +@a (X - S X +Z- 5) (4.47)

with @ in (4.2)).

Remark 4.8. Lemma should be compared to the representation formula in [19,
Lemma 11| for the operator Ly p in [19, Eq. (8)]. The differences between the two
representation formulas are related to the fact that our magnetic field is non-constant.
Accordingly, the kernel g7 (x,y) is not translation-invariant and ®4, (z, y) does not simply
equal % -(z Ay). This results in the dependence of the function ki 5 on the coordinate X
and in the fact that the representation formula in Lemma is not symmetric under the
transformation Z — —Z. As a consequence, the operator cos(Z - II) in |19, Lemma 11] is
replaced by exp(iZ - (—iVx)). Both the cosine function and the full magnetic momentum
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operator in its argument, will be recovered at a later stage, see below. The main
guiding principle behind the definition of the above representation formula and its subse-
quent analysis is that we should think of ®4, (z,y) as a generalization of 2 - (x Ay). The
latter has more convenient algebraic properties, which is responsible for much of the sim-
plicity of the analysis in [19, |16] in comparison to the present work. In case of ®x, (z,y)
we do computations as if similar relations were satisfied and afterwards carefully bound
the emergent remainder terms.

Proof of Lemma [£7. With (4.40) applied to W = 0 the integral kernel of Ly s can be

written as

2 i —iw.
Lyaa(z,y) = 5 Z //}R3 -, dudv G (z,u) G, (y,v) o, v).
neZ X

We note that o and L7 aa are not yet written in terms of relative and center-of-mass
coordinates, which will be done in the next step. To that end, we define the coordinates

T+
X=5% r=x—y,

u:X+Z—|—§, v:X+Z—§, (4.48)

and introduce the notation (% = X + 4. This allows us to write the above equation as
2 i i o
Lraa(Xr) =35 [ a2ds G2 (G Gioon) G (57 Gt ol X + Z2),
B 2= Mrexrs

We highlight that, by a slight abuse of notation, we denoted the kernels of o and L1 acx
when expressed in terms of relative and center-of-mass coordinates still by the same sym-
bols. When we use the relation Gj (x,y) = exp(i®a(z,y))g; (z,y) and

(X + Z,5) = eZ VX)X 5),
we see that the above identity implies the claimed formula. ]

We analyze the operator L7 a in four steps. In the first three steps, we introduce three
operators of increasing simplicity in their dependence on Aj. More precisely, we write it
as

Lra = (Lra—Lra)+ (Lra — Mpa) + (Mpa — Mpa) + Mra (4.49)

with the operators ET,A, MT,A, and M7 A defined below in (4.50)), (4.76)), and (4.108),
respectively. As we will show, the operators in brackets in (4.49) do not contribute to

the GL functional. The operator Lt a is obtained from L7 A when we replace the kernels
gi(x,y) in by g§(z—y). To obtain the operator MTA from ET’A, we need to replace
the phase factor in the definition of k7. 5 (X, Z, 7, s) by exp(—i(r — s) - DAL(X)(r + 5)/4),
where DA}, denotes the Jacobi matrix of Ay, and exp(iZ - (—iVx)) by cos(Z - Ila,).
Finally, M1 A emerges when we replace exp(—i(r —s)- DA,(X)(r+s)/4) in the definition
of MT, A by 1. In the fourth and final step we extract the quadratic terms in the GL
functional (except the one proportional to W) as well as a term that cancels the last
term on the left side of from (A, MpaA). To that end, we expand the operator
cos(Z - a,) up to second order in powers Z - 11, and use T = T.(1 — Dh?).

In the case of a constant magnetic field a similar decomposition of L7 s has been
introduced for the first time in [19]. In this reference the operator ET7 A is called Mt A
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and our My A is called Ny g. We did not follow the notation in [19] because the symbol
Nr A w is reserved for the nonlinear term in our paper. The decomposition of Ly A in [19]
has also been used in [16]. In comparison to these two references we have an additional
term (the operator My a) in our decomposition of Ly s, which is a consequence of the
fact that we are dealing with a general magnetic field. Generally speaking, the magnetic
vector potential Ay is more difficult to treat than Ag because several algebraic relations
that hold for the latter do not hold for the former. Our main contribution in this section
is that we overcome the related mathematical difficulties in the computation of the above
terms. Another main difference between our work and [19] is that we additionally need
Hmag(Qh) norm estimates. In the special case of a constant magnetic field such bounds
have been proved in [16]. It should also be noted that Ly a acts on L*(R%) in [19], while
it acts on L2(Q x R?) in our case and in [16].

4.5.3 Approximation of L A
4.5.3.1 The operator ETA. We define the operator FI?TA by

Lrao(X,r) = // dZds ET,A(X, Z,r,s) (e 7Vx)a) (X s) (4.50)
R3xR3
with
kra(X,Z,r,s) =3 Z kr(Z,r—s)e 1‘I)Ah(XZ”) (4.51)
neZ

where @ is defined in (4.47) and

n N iwn AR YT
KH(Z.7) = Ko(0, 2,7, 0) = g5 (2 = 5) 95" (2 + 5)- (4.52)
The following proposition allows us to replace the operator L1 A by ET, A in the com-
putation of the BCS energy of our trial state.

Proposition 4.9. Assume that A = A., + A with A € W2>(R3,R?) periodic, let | -
*Va, € L2(R3) for k € {0,1}, ¥ € Hpog(Qn), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1). For any
Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that for any 0 < h < hg and any T > Ty we have

1L1AA — Lr Al g, ms < C 1 (IVaulB+11 - [Vaul3) 1913 qu-

mag

Remark 4.10. In order to prove Theorem we only need the bound
(A, (Lra = Lra)A) < C R ([VaulB+ 11 |- [Veul3) 1913 )

which is a direct consequence of Cauchy—Schwarz, Proposition , Lemma and ([2.7)).
We prove the more general statement in Proposition [£.9] here because we need it in the
proof of Proposition in Section below.

Let us define the functions

Fhai= 230 (1 e e g b ()

m=0neZ
(-1 lgien 1) o r o 4 fgen e (1277 (4.53)
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with a > 0 and

2 . . . i . . . e
GT,h — B Z Z Té#lwn * p—lwn + len % pv#lwn + ‘vg(:;)éélwn| % T—lwn + ‘géwn‘ * Tv#lwn’
#e{+} neZ
(4.54)

which play a prominent role in the proof of Proposition 4.9 We also recall the definition
of the Matsubara frequencies w,, in , of g§ in , and of the functions p?, 7%, pg,
and 7& in Proposition .2}

We claim that for any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that for any 0 < h < hg and any
T > Ty we have

IFEullt + |Grpll < Ca b2, (4.55)

To prove this claim, we apply Young’s inequality, Proposition and Lemma |4.4] and
note that the function f(¢,w) in (4.4) obeys the estimate

f0,w,) <C 20+ 17 (4.56)
Moreover,
|4 JenlEIml (4.57)
|wn | + p—

In combination, these considerations prove our claim. We are now prepared to give the
proof of the above proposition.

Proof of Proposition [£.9. 'We have
IL7,AA = L a A, xrs) = ILT.aA — L a A3
+[[TI(L7,aA = LT aA) |3 + [F(Lr,aA — LT aA)|f3 (4.58)
and we claim that the first term on the right side satisfies
ILT,aA = Lr a A3 < 4 (193 [|FR * Va3 (4.59)

Using Young’s inequality, (2.7)), and (4.55]), we see that the right side of (4.59)) is bounded
by a constant times h8||Va.|j3]¥|3, @ 1 (4.59) holds, this therefore proves the
mag

claimed bound for this term.
To prove (4.59)), we start by noting that

|Lral — Ly aA|3 < 4/ dr// dZdZ’// dsds’ |V (s)| [Vou(s')]
R3 R3xR3 R3 xR3

x esssup |(kr,a — %T,A)(X’ Z,r,s)|

XER3
x esssup |(kr.a — kra)(X, Z',r,s')|
XeR3
X][ dX [ Vw0 [Z V0N (4.60)
Qn
Since the norm of the operator e# (-1Vx)

equals 1, we have

][ dX [eZ Vg (x)| 4 TVOw (X)) < |93 (4.61)
Qn
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Consequently, (4.60]) yields

ILr,aA — Ly aA|3 <473
2

X / dr // dZds esssup |(kr.a — %T,A)(X, Z,r,s)| |Vau(s)| (4.62)
R3 R3 xR3 XeR3
We note that
kr a(X,Z,7,s8) — kp(Z,7 — s)
= (g —gb) (X + 5. X+ 2+ ) g (X - 5. X +2-3)
—i—g(i)wn(z_T’;S) (g}:iwn_go—iwn)<X—g7X+Z—§) (4.63)

and hence, by Proposition the integrand in (4.62)) is bounded by

‘(k?T,A —%T,A)(X, Z,r, 5)‘ < ;7;2 [Tiwn (Z— T ; s) i (Z+ 7“;3)
r—s

iwn _ —iwn r—3s
+ a5 (2 ) e (Z+ 5 )| (@64
We combine (4.64)) and the fact that the functions in (4.64]) are even (see Proposition [.2)),
to show

|42 esssup (brn ~ Fra) (X, Z2r5)| < Ff(r = 9) (4.65)
R3 XeR3 ’

where FQQ’ A is the function in (4.53)). When we apply (4.65]) to (4.62)), we obtain (4.59).

Let us pause for a moment and highlight the main idea behind the above bound
because it will reappear frequently in the subsequent analysis. The kernels in are not
translation-invariant. From Proposition [4:2] we know, however, that they can by bounded
by translation-invariant kernels. When we do this, we see that we obtain convolutions
of translation-invariant kernels after the integration over Z has been carried out. These
convolutions can now be estimated with the L'-norm bounds in Proposition We
highlight that this emergent simplicity is difficult to find when working in the operator
picture. Our analysis is inspired by the analysis for the constant magnetic field in [19],
where much of the above structure is more apparent.

For the second term on the right side of , we claim the bound

(LA — Ly aA)l3 < C R |(Ffp + Gra) * [Vasl 113 1913, ()

<O Vauld 191y, g (1.66)
The second inequality follows from Young’s inequality and (4.55). To prove the first
inequality in (4.66)), we note that the gradient can act either on W or on kra — kra
and we start by considering the term, where it acts on ¥. We therefore apply (4.60)) with
exp(iZ-(—iVx)) replaced by Ilx exp(iZ-(—iVx)) (we recall that IIx = —iVx+2Agp(X))
and replace (4.61]) by

Fax e e G0 1 7 T x)
Qn

< HHX eiZ~(—iVX)\I,||2 ||HX eizl'(_iVX)\I/Hg.
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From a direct computation, we know that
Ty elZ (FiVx) = ¢iZ:(=iVx) [HX ~BA Z}. (4.67)
Using this and , we find
Ty ¢ VW, < [T + [BI[Z] [Tl < CB [l (0, (1+12]),  (4.68)
which subsequently proves

ITL(L7AA — Ly aA)|3 < C B2 ”‘I’HHl L(Qn)
2
x/ dr( ’// dZds h(1+|Z|) esssup|(kr,a — kr,a)(X, Z,7, s)||Va.(s)]
R3 R3 xR3

XeER3
_ 2
+ ' // dZds esssup [(Vxckra — Vkra) (X, Z,r, )| Ve (s)] ) (4.69)
R3xR3 XeR3
We claim that
~ r—s
VxBa(X.Z,r5)| < O DA |2 + z-2%)  am

holds, where DA denotes the Jacobi matrix of A. To see this, we use Lemma and
compute

VXEI;A(X,Z,r,s):A(X+Z+§) —A(X+g) +A(X+Z—§) —A(X—g)

FA(X+ X+ 2+ )—A(X+Z+5 X +7)

2 2
+A(X—§,X+Z—§)—A(X+Z—§,X—g).

The claim is a direct computation of this equality and a first order Taylor approximation.
In combination, Proposition (4.63)), and (4.70) imply that, for h small enough,

/ dZ esssup |(Vxkra — VX%TA)(X, Z,rs)| < (GTJL + F%yh)(r —5).
R3 XceR3

The functions FTh and G, are defined in (4.53) and (4.53)), respectively. A similar
argument that uses |Z| < |Z + §| + |Z — §| shows

/ 47 (1+|2) esssup|(kra — Fra)(X, Z,7 8)| < Fhp(r — o).
R3 X€R3 ’

When we insert these two bounds into (4.69)), this proves (4.66]). It remains to consider
the third term on the right side of (4.58]).
We claim that it satisfies
17 (LA — L al) 3 < C 193 [|(Ffy + Grp) | |- [Vl |13
SO ||| Va3 1913 on- (4.71)

mag

The second inequality follows from Young’s inequality, (2.7)), and (4.55)). To see that the
first inequality holds, we first estimate

|F(Lr,aA — Ly ad)|3 < 4|93
X / dr
RS
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We start by noting that
Thra(X, Z,r,s) — Thra(X, Z,1,5)

~ 1 - 92 _
_ BANZr) (i, (BATHVOAX. Z,r, )% S Fha(X, Z,r,5) = K(Z,r — 5))
nez

and

VT;I;A(X, Z,r,8) = —%{A(X—i— %) — A<X — g)}

+%[A(X+%,X+Z+§)—A(X—%,XJFZ—%)},

which follows from Lemma We combine these two identities and estimate

- o 2 B
Thra — Thral <5 D (Vika — Vok| + [kra — kbral <’ | +h2||DA||oo>
nez

r—s

r—s
x<|r—s|+|s|+‘Z+2‘+)Z—

) . (4.73)

S|a

“gz(a1)+<‘z—r2$‘a+lz+r2 ‘) (4.74)

2

which holds for @ > 0, with @ = 1 to bound |r — s| in (4.73). When we put (4.73]) and
(4.74) together, and additionally use Lemma (4.63) and (4.73]), we find

/ 47 esssup|(hr.a — Thr,a) (X, Z,1,8)| < O(Fhy + Gra)(r— )1+ sl).  (4.75)
R3 X€R3 '

Finally, (4.75)) and (4.72) imply (4.71]), which finishes the proof of Proposition O

4.5.3.2 The operator MT7A. We define MT,A by

r—s

]\A/fTAa(X,r) = // dZds kp(Z,r —s)e '
R3xR3

DARX)(+9) (cos(Z - TTa, )a)(X, 5),
(4.76)

where

=53 Z g (7 - 7) o (Z + 2) (4.77)

By (DA);; == 0;A; we denote the Jacobi matrix of A. Here and in the following we use the
notation that DA, (X)(r + s) denotes the matrix DA}, (X) applied to r 4+ s. Accordingly,
% - DA (X)(r + s) is the inner product of this vector with **

The following proposition allows us to replace fq; A by Mrﬂ A in our computations.

Proposition 4.11. Assume that A = A., + A with a periodic vector potential A €
W22(R3,R3), let |- |*Va, € L2(R®) fork € {0,1,2}, ¥ € Hiog(Qn), and denote A = Ay
as in (3.1). For any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that for any 0 < h < hg and any T > Ty
we have

IL7AA = M aA |5 (g, xgg) < C B° max |- MVesll3 19013, @u)- (4.78)
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Before we give the proof of Proposition .11 we state and prove two preparatory
lemmas. The first lemma allows us to extract the term ®54, (X, X + Z) and to replace
iZ:(-1V) by 12 Ay in the definition of ZT7 A- In [19,16], where only the constant magnetic
field is present, this approximation holds as an algebraic identity. A version of the first
bound in has, in case of a periodic vector potential, been proved in [17]. In this
reference Z does not appear on the right side, which is why this bound appears to be
wrong.

Lemma 4.12. Assume that A € W2 (R3;R3). We then have

sup

- 1
Ba(X, Z,7,5) = ®2a(X, X + Z) + L (r — ) - DAX)(r + 5)
XcR3 4

< C DAl (1214 Ir = s]) (s + |r = 5[2), (4.79)

where ® 4 is defined in (4.2]) and Dy is defined in (4.47). We also have

sup |Vx®a(X, Z,r,5) — VyPou(X, X + Z)‘
XeR3
< CID*Alloo (121 + r = s]) (Is] + |r = s]) (4.80)

as well as

sup |Vx(r = 5) - DA(X) - (r +5)| < Cl|D* Al r = s (|s] + | = 5] (4.81)

X€ER3
and

sup |V, ®4(X, Z, 7, s) + v (r—s)- DAX)(r+5)|

XeR3

< C DAl (Isl* + Ir = s +12[?). (4.82)
The same bounds hold if A is replaced by A, + A.

Proof of Lemma [4.12, We use the notation (% = X + § and start by writing
= s+t(r—s s—t(r—s
PA(X, Z,1,5) :/ [ (CX+Z tZ) +A(CX+Z tZ))} "z
s+t(r—s) s—t(r—s) r—sS
_/ [ (CX+Z tZ) (CX.‘.Z 7 )] 5 (4.83)

A second order Taylor expansion in the variable +4(s 4 t(r — s)) allows us to show that

S+t(27“_3)) —AX+Z-t2)F %DA(X+Z—tZ)(s+t(r - 5))‘

‘A(X +Z—tZ+
<CID*Alloo (Js2 + | = sP?). (4.84)

For the first term on the right side of (4.83)), this implies

at [A(GHS) + A(GH5)] - 2 - 2an(X.X 4 2)

<C|D*Alloo |2] (|sP +Ir = 52),  (4.85)
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and we find

‘_ /01 { (C;:f; ts%) (CXiZt rtZS))} z ; 4+ i(r —5)-DA(X)(r + s)

. 1
< ‘—T i / dt [DA(X + Z — t2) DA(X)}(SnLt(rs))’
0
+C DAl (Is2 + |r = s2) | — 5|
< C||D*All 1 — s [|s|2 +lr— s+ <|s| +r — s\)|2|} (4.86)

for the second term. Adding up 5)) and (|4.86} proves . The proof of (4.80] - ) results

from a first order Taylor expansion and that of is a stralghtforward computation.
It remains to prove (4.82)).
When we differentiate (4.83)) with respect to r this yields

Vs Ziro) = [ a2 [DA(GHS) - DA
-y I o)+ oa()

1! s+t(r—s) s—t(r—s)
-3 | w[alaiE) - Al (4.87)
A first order Taylor expansion shows that the absolute value of the first term on the right
side of ([4.87)) is bounded by C||D?Al|oo(|s| + |r — s])|Z|. We also note that
1 1 1
ZVT(T —8)- DA(X)(r+s) = Z(r —3)-DA(X) + EDA(X)(T +s). (4.88)
The second term on the right side of (4.87) obeys

/

< /Oldt g (r—s) [DAKX + Z - 2) - DA(X)H + C|D?Alloo (|l + r = [ ) Ir = s|

T [DA(GHST) + DA(GYS)] - - 9) - DAX)

< C D Allus [Ir = /12| + (|s] + Ir = s]) 7 = s]]. (4.89)
For the third term on the right side of (4.87)), we use the bound

’;/ [A(GHSS) - A(RESD)] - FPAO G +9)| S To + T+ T,

where

T = ‘;/Oldt[ () :FA(X+Z—tZ)—;DA(X—FZ—tZ)(s—I—t(r—s))H

and
1/t 1
T = ’2/ dt DAX +Z —tZ)(s+1t(r—s)) — ZDA(X)(T + s)|.
0
By , we have
T <CID*Allss (IsP +r = s?), T <CID*Aflss (I8l + Ir = s1) 12].

In combination with (4.89), these considerations imply (4.82). The proof for A., + A is
literally the same. O
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The next lemma is a substitute for the identity
eiB-(X/\Z)eiZ-PX — eiZ'HX (490)
in the case of a general magnetic field. It holds because B- (X A Z) = Z- (B A X) and the
latter commutes with Z - I[Ix. Here, we used the notations P = —iV for the momentum
operator and Il = —iV + 2Ap for its magnetic counterpart. Sometimes when several

variables appear in an equation we write, e.g., Px, Ilx, etc. to indicate on which variable
P, 11, etc. is acting.

Lemma 4.13. Assume that A € L®(R3,R3) is a periodic function. Then

eiq>2Ah(X7X+Z) eiZ'HX — eiZ.HAh’ (491)

where 11, = Px + 2A,(X) is understood to act on the X coordinate.

The above lemma is a consequence of the following more abstract proposition, whose
proof can be found in [37, p. 290]. For the sake of completeness we repeat it here.

Proposition 4.14. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, let P: D(P) — H be a densely
defined self-adjoint operator, and assume that @) is bounded and self-adjoint. Assume
further that [e*F Q e™F &P Q e™F] = 0 for every t,s € [0,1]. Then, we have

1
exp <1/ dt eitP Qe—itP> olP — ei(P+Q)_
0

Proof. For s € R we define Q(s) = e Qe P and W (s) = *(P+Q) ¢~ On D(P), we
may differentiate W to get

—iW/(S) _ eis(P+Q) (P + Q) e—isP N eis(P+Q) Pe—isP _ eis(P—l—Q) Qe—isP _ W(S) Q(S)

Using that @) is bounded we conclude that this identity also holds on H. Hence, W satisfies
the linear differential equation W’(s) = iW (s) Q(s). Since by assumption [Q(s), Q(t)] =0
holds for all s,¢ € [0,1], we conclude that the unique solution to this equation can be
written as

W(s) = exp(i /O dt Q(t)),
and hence
exp <i /OS dt Q(t)) = o(PHQ)oisP,

With the choice s = 1 this equation proves the claim. O
Proof of Lemma [£.13] We first show that

eiq’zAh(X,X'f‘Z) eiZ'PX — eiZ'(PX+2Ah(X)) (492)

holds. To that end, we apply Proposition [{.14] with the choices P = Z - Px, where
Px = —iVx,and Q =27 - A,(X) and find

1
exp <1/ dt "2 Px 27 . A (X) e_itZ'PX) elZ-Px — Qi(Z-(Px+2A(X)))
0
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It remains to compute the integral in the exponential, which reads

1 1
/ dt 2 Px 27 . Ap(X)e 4 Px =9 / dt Z - Ap(X +1Z) = ®ga, (X, X + Z).
0 0

To obtain the last equality we applied the coordinate transformation t — 1 —¢. In
combination, these considerations prove .

Next, we use and (| - to see that

oi®2a, (X, X+2) (iZ10x _ (i®on, (X,X+2) (iZ-Px JB-(XAZ) _ (iZ-(Px+244(X)) 4iB-(XAZ)

— o Z1la,

holds. This proves Lemma [£.13] O

For a € Ny we define the functions

Z > Z( ) (I 1P 1gs1) = (11" lgo 1) (4.93)

nEZm 0b6=0

and

Z ) Z( ) (1 P 19gs 1) « (1 1" gg ™)

nEZm 0b=0 + <| ) ’b |glwn|> (| ’m b’v 1"""|) (4.94)

which play an prominent role in the proof of Proposition[f.11] An application of Lemma[4.4]
(4.56)), and (4.57) shows that for T > Ty > 0 and a € Ny, we have

1F7[l + Gl < Co. (4.95)

We are now prepared to give the proof of Proposition Fll_ﬂ

Proof of Proposition [A.11] We use and ®a(z,y) = B - (v Ay) to write the operator
ZT,A as

Lraa(X,r) = // AZds TN pr (7,7 — 5) e Pan(KZms) (G121 (X ),
R3 xR3

where II = —iV + 2Ag. With the identities

- B
. S-DAB(r—i—s):Z-(r/\s), Bony (X, X +2)=Z - (BAX),
and (4.47)) we check that
Bay(X,Z,1r,s) = —— DAB(X)(r + 5) + ®oap (X, X + Z).

4

In combination with Lemma and the fact that the integrand in the definition of J,\ZT, A
is an even function of Z, this allows us to write Mr A as

Mraa(X,r) // dZds e'7 (”\S)kT(Z r— 5) e P24 (XX +2) =157 DAR(X)(r+s)
R3xR3
x (e Ma)(X, s),
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and consequently,

(ETAA - MT,AA) (X,7) = —2 // dZds e 5 A kp(Z,7 — 5) Vau(s) (21)(X)
R3 xR3

y {eigAh(X,Z,r,s) _ oi®2a, (X,X-}—Z)e—irzs~DAh(X)(r+s)}. (4.96)

We claim that

IZraA — MraAl3 < CIWI3 | D*Anll3 P2 [Vau] + Fp x| - [ [Vaul |13

<
8 k 2 2
<O max ||| [Vaul 191, 00 (497)

The second bound in the above equation follows from Young’s inequality, (2.7)), and (4.95)).
To prove the first bound in (4.97)), we use (4.61]) and find

|Zr.ad = Srasp <4l [ ar
R

// dZds |kr(Z,7 — s)| |V au(s)]
R3 xR3

~ 2
% sup eiq>Ah(X7Z7T,s)—i<1>2Ah(X,X-‘rZ)-i—iTZS'DAh(X)(’I’-I—S) o 1‘ (498)
XeR3
Furthermore, an application of Lemma implies
/ dZ |Z|" |kr(Z,r — s)| sup oA (X Z,r,8)—i%24 (X, X+2)+HiEF2 DA (r+5) _ 1‘
R3 XeR3
< C|D? Al [ EF*(r — 5) + B (r — ) |s]?] (4.99)

with F77 in . We need this bound here only for the case a = 0 but state it for general
a > 0 for later reference. In combination with , this proves .

We claim that the term involving II = —iV 4+ 2Apg, which is understood to act on the
center-of-mass coordinate, is bounded by

(LAl — Mral)|3 < CR %y o, ID*Anl% (1+ 1D A%
x (B [Vaul I+ 1B - [[Voaul [3+ |1 FF + |- F[Vaul 3] (4.100)

If this holds, the desired bound for this term follows from Young’s inequality and (4.95)).
To prove (4.100]), we use (4.96|) and argue as in the proof of (4.69) to see that

IT(EraA — MiraA)|2 < C 2 ||\p||§{rlmg@h)/ dr ( ‘// dZds |Va.(s)|
R3 R3xR3

iy, (X, Z,m,8) =P, (X, X+2)+i 52 DA(X)(r+s) _ 1‘

] ‘2) (4.101)

X |kp(Z,r — )| [h(l +1Z|) sup
XeR3

+ sup VXeiCI?’Ah(X,Z,T',S) _ VXei¢2Ah(X’X+Z)e_iTZS'DAh(X)(T+S)

X€eR3

The difference of the phases involving a gradient can be estimated as

‘ vXeich(X,Z,r,s) . vxe@gA(X,XJrZ)efi LS. DA(X)(r+s)

< |ei®a(X.Zir5)—i®2a (XX +2)H 772 DAX) (r+s) _ 1‘|VX&)A(X7 Z,r,5)|

i

+|Vx®a(X, Z,7,5) = Vx®ou(X, X + 2)| + |Vx(r = 5) - DAXX)(r + )
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which, by and Lemma is bounded by
C[ID*Allss (1 + | DAll)
< [(s2 4 1r = sP) (1412 + [ = s2) + (sl + Ir = s]) (12] + |r = s1)]-

Accordingly,

VXeiq)A (X,Zr,s) VXeiq)QA (X,X+Z)efi’"15 -DA(X)(r+s)

/ dZ |kp(Z,r — s)| sup
R3 XeR3

< C DAl (1+ | DA )

x [P = s) + Fi(r — ) |s| + PE(r = s) |s[?].

Using (4.99)), we also find

/ dZ |kr(Z,r — s)|h (1 +|Z|) sup ei%A(X,Z,ﬁs)*iq’QA(X,X+Z)+irzs-DA(X)(rJrs) -1
R3 XeR3

< C|D* Ao [FA(r = s) + F3(r = s)[s[?]-

In combination with (4.101), this proves (4.100|).

We claim that the term involving 7 = —iV + %AB, which is understood to act on the
relative coordinate, is bounded by

|7(Lr.al = Mrad)[3 < CR2 W (o, 1D Anll% (1+ 14nl% + | DAL
4 2 2 2

x|t + Gy (L1 PVl

SOy o 10 +]- Va3 (4102)

The second inequality is a consequence of Young’s inequality and 14.95: . To prove the
first inequality in (4.102)), we first use (4.96]) and argue as in the proof of :4.69) to see that

[#(Lrad - Mrad)E < O €% o / dr ( ‘ // dZds |Vau(s)|
R3 R3xR3

ei?éAh (X,Z,r,8)~iPoa, (X, X+2)+H 72 -DAR(X)(r+s) _ 1’

|

A brief computation shows that the operator T obeys the following intertwining relation

X ‘%kT(Z, r— s)ei%(MS)

sup
X€eR3

¥ |kr(Z, 7 — )| sup vre@Ah(X,Z,r,s) Y, el ®2,, (XX 42) 1552 DAL (X) (r+5)

XeR3

with respect to T (1),
i i 1
7 AP0 = BN (g, 4 (BA(r- 5))- (4.103)

The notation 7, in the above equation highlights on which of the two variables the operator
7 is acting. An application of this identity shows

i B
Tk (2,1 — )T < |V kp(Z,r — 8)| + |4 Ir — s||kr(Z,r — 5)|. (4.104)
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Hence, a computation similar to that leading to (4.99) shows that

AZ [7hp(Z,1 — 5)e' 1 19|
RS

ei?{?A (X,Z,1,8)—i®o 4 (X, X +2Z)+i

X sup
XeR3

< C|D* Ao (P +G)(r =)+ (F+ Gp)(r—s) |s?]  (4.105)

52 DA +) _ )

with the function F¢ in (4.93) and G% in (4.94). Let us also note that we estimate the
factor |B| coming from the second term in (4.104) by 1.
We also have

‘vreigA(X,Z,r,s) _ VP24 (XX +2) =552 DAX) (r+5)

e@A(X,Z,r,s)—i¢>2A(X,X+Z)+i

< 22 DA(X)(r+s) _ 1’!VT§A(X, Z,r,s)|
+‘VT5{V>A(X,Z,T,S)+VTT;S 'DA(X)(T-FS)’. (4.106)
We use
Vi Ba(X, Z,1,8)| < O (Al + IDAl) (|2 + 57|+ [2-257])  (107)

and Lemma to see that the right side of (4.106) is bounded by
C D Alloo (1+ [[Alloo + 1D A0 [Is]? + Ir — 5[ + | 22

+(|s|+|r—sy)(|Z|+|r—s|)(]z+T;S\+]Z—T;SD]

In combination with (4.74]) these considerations imply

/ 4z ‘kT(Z r— 8)‘ sup Vrei&;A(X’Z’T’s) - vreith(X,XJrZ)efirzs-DA(X)(rJrs)
R3 ’ XeR3

< C[D*Afloo (14 [ Alloo + [ DA]0)
x [PR(r = s) + FR(r — ) |s| + PR(r = s) |s[?].

When we combine this with (4.105), we obtain (4.102]). O

4.5.3.3 The operator M7 a. We define the operator Mr A by
Mrao(X,r) = // dZds kp(Z,r — s) (cos(Z - A, )) (X, s), (4.108)
R3xR3

where k7 is defined below (4.76)). In our calculation, we may replace MT, A by Mrp A due
to the following error bound.

Proposition 4.15. Assume that A = A, + A with a A € W2(R3,R3) periodic, let
|- "V, € L2(R?) for k € {0,1,2}, ¥ ¢ Hiog(Qn), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1)). For
any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that for any 0 < h < hg and any T > Ty we have

107 A D = MraA i guuryy < C 1 (max I [*Vaul3) 191, (4109)
Furthermore,
(A, Mrad = Mral)| < OB ([Vaul3 + 11| PVadl3) 1013y, g, (4110)
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Remark 4.16. The two bounds in and are needed for the proof of Propo-
sition and Theorem respectively. We highlight that the bound in is not
strong enough to be useful in the proof of Theorem [3.6f More precisely, if we apply
Cauchy—Schwarz and use Lemma as well as to estimate ||All2, we obtain a
bound that is only of the order h*. This is not good enough because h* is the order of
the Ginzburg-Landau energy. To obtain , we exploit the fact that Va, is real-
valued, which allows us to replace exp(—i‘3* - DA (X)(r 4 s)) in the definition of M7 A
by cos("5% - DA, (X)(r + s)) and to win an additional factor h?.

Proof of Proposition [£.15. The proof is similar to that of Proposition We begin by
proving (4.109) and claim that

IMr.AA — My a A3 < O[3 DAL 1FF « [Veau| + B |- [[Vau] 5 (4.111)

with the function F# in (4.93). If this holds, the desired bound for this term follows from

Young’s inequality, (2.7), and the L'-norm estimate on F% in (4.95)). To prove (4.111)), we
argue as in (4.60)—(4.62)) and obtain

M7, Al — My aA|3 < 493

x/ dr // dZds |kp(Z,r — s)| sup
R3 R3xR3 X€R3

2

e—i%.DAh(X)(r-i-s) _ 1‘ |Va*(8)|

(4.112)
When we combine the bound
(7 = 5) - DA(X)(r +5)| < | DAlloo |r = 5| (2[s] + |7 = 5] (4.113)
and the estimate for |r — s| in (4.74]), we obtain
/ AZ |kp(Z,r — s)| sup e T PAX(r+s) _ 1‘
R3 XeR3
< C || DAl [F2(r — 5) + FH(r = 5) |s]]. (4.114)

In combination with (4.112)), this proves (4.111]).

We also claim that the term involving II is bounded by
II(0Erad — My aA)3 < OB [¥]3 o)
X [(IBI2 + |D2Ap[2) (1 + B + | D* AR |12) | Ff # [Vau] + F o+ | - | [Vl |3
+ | D> ARl 1F7 % [Vau| + Frox | - | [V H%}- (4.115)

If this is correct, an application Young’s inequality and (4.95)) shows the desired bound
for this term. To prove (4.115]), we first show that

[TLeos(Z - TLa, ) ¥ll2 < C 2 (1 + |2]) W], (0 (4116)
holds. From Lemma [L.13] we know that

oHZTIA, _ (FZ T —i®oa, (X, XFZ)

holds. An application of the intertwining relation in (4.67) for Ilx and e#1'x therefore
shows

[H’e:tiZHAh] — e:I:iZ-HAh [:FQB N7 — VX(I’QAh (X,X ¥ Z)}
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We highlight that II and 115, in the two equations above act on the coordinate X. Using
Lemma we check that

Vx®oa(X, X TZ)=2A(X T Z) — 2A(X) + 2A(X, X T Z) — 2A(X T Z, X)
holds. Accordingly, |Vx®oa(X, X F Z)| < C||DA||x|Z|, which implies
I[IT, cos(Z - TIa, )] ¥ |2 < C (1B + | DAn]l0) [2] [ W]]2 (4.117)

as well as (4.116)). Finally, a computation similar to the one leading to (4.69)), Lemmam
(4.114)), (4.116f), and the above considerations prove (4.115]). It remains to consider the

term proportional to 7.
With an argument that is similar to the one leading to (4.72), we see that

7 (Mr.aA = Mrad)|3 <423

x / dr // dZds |Fhr(Z,r = s)[e”
R3 R3xR3

We also note that

2

r—

== DAL (X)-(r+s) _ 1” Va(s)]

Vo(r = ) DA(X)(r +5)| < C DA oo (Js] + | = 5]).

In combination with (4.113) and |[Ag(r)| < |B| (Jr — s| +|s|), this implies

/ dz ‘%kT(Z, r— 8) {efiTZS-DA(X)'(Tﬁ*S) —_ ]_:| ‘
R3
< C (B +[IDA]wo) ((F} + GH)(r = 5) + (Ff + G1)(r — 5) |3

with the function F¢# in (4.93) and G% in (4.94). When we apply Young’s inequality and
(4.95)), we obtain (4.109)). It remains to prove (4.110j).

To that end, we need to consider

(A, MpaAA — MpaA) =4 //

s drds (e_i%'DAh(X)'(’”“S) — 1) Va(r)Vaou(s)
X

X /Rs dZ kr(Z,r — s) ]gh dX U(X)cos(Z -Tla,)¥(X).  (4.118)

The left side of this equation is real-valued. It therefore equals 1/2 times the right side plus
1/2 times the complex conjugate of the right side. When we use that Va is real-valued,
that the Matsubara frequencies in satisfy —wp = w_(n41), and the transformation
n — —n—1 in the sum in the definition of kr(Z,r — s), we see that the complex conjugate
of the right side equals the same expression with exp(—i"3* - DA (X)(r + s)) replaced by
its complex conjugate. Using this and the identity cos(z) — 1 = —2sin?(%) we find

(A, My AN — MpaA) = 8//

drds sin? <(T —9) . DAL(X) - (r+ 5))
R3xR3 8

X Vo (r)Vag(s) /R3 dZ kr(Z,r — s)]é dX U(X)cos(Z -Tla,)¥(X). (4.119)

Furthermore, (4.113]) implies

1
sin® (5(r — ) - DAWX)(r +5)) < CIDAWI Ir = s (s + I = s).
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We use this bound, (4.119)), and || cos(Z - IIa, )|l < 1 to see that

(A, MraA — MpaA)| < | DA [[¥]3

’|Va*| (Pt [Vau| + Ff+ |- |2\v@*\)Hl.

The desired bound in (4.110)) follows when we apply Young’s inequality and use ([2.7]) as well
as the L!-norm estimate for ¢ in ([4.95)). This completes the proof of Proposition{4.15 [
4.5.4 Analysis of M7 A and calculation of two quadratic terms in the Ginz-

burg—Landau functional

We decompose as Mr A = Mq(}) + Mj(?‘)A + M}?}A, where

MPa(X,r) = // dZds kr(Z,r — s) a(X, ), (4.120)
R3xR3
M2, a(X,r) = -+ // dZds kp(Z,r — s) (Z - TIa,)? a(X, s), (4.121)
' R3xR3
MP, o(X,r) = // dZds kr(Z,r — s) R(Z - TIa, ) a(X, s), (4.122)
’ R3xR3

and R(z) = cos(z) — 1 + 22

4.5.4.1 The operator M}l). From the quadratic form <A,M}1)A) we extract the
quadratic term without external fields or a gradient in the Ginzburg—Landau functional
in . We also obtain a term that cancels the last term on the left side of . The
relevant computation can be found in |16, Proposition 4.11]. For the sake of completeness,
we state the result also here. We recall that A = Ay = -2V, V as in .

Proposition 4.17. Let Va, € L*(R%), ¥ € L2,.(Qn), and A = Ay as in (3.1). Then
the following statements hold.

(a) We have M:(Fi)A(X,r) = —2a,(r)¥(X).
(b) For any Ty > 0 there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for Ty < T < T, we have

T.—T
Tc

(A, MWA — MPA) > ¢ w3

(¢c) Given D € R there is hg > 0 such that for 0 < h < hg, and T = T.(1 — Dh?) we have
(A, MPA — MYPA) =4 DR? Ay 9|3+ R(A)
with the coefficient Ao in , and
RA) < C KO [Voul3 191 o

(d) Assume additionally that | - |Va, € L2(R3). Then, there is hg > 0 such that for any
0<h<hg, any ¥ € Hrlnag(Qh), and any T > Ty > 0 we have
1M A — MY A <SCRT =T ([Vaul3+ 111 [Veu|3) 2]}
T Te IHY(QnxRE) ¢ *12 *l2 Hog (Qn)
Remark 4.18. Parts (a) and (c) of the above proposition are needed for the proof of
Theorem [3.6, part (b) is needed for the proof of Proposition and part (d) for the proof
of Proposition
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4.5.4.2 The operator M:(FQL_. The kinetic term in the Ginzburg—Landau functional in

(1.18) is contained in (A, M}?LA) with M}ZA defined in (4.121)). The following proposition
allows us to extract this term.

Proposition 4.19. Let Va, € L?(R3) be a radial function, let A € WH°(R3 R3) be
periodic, assume ¥ € H&lag(Qh), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1). We then have

2
(A, MPAA) = —4 A |TTa, |3 (4.123)
with Ay in (3.20). Moreover, for any T > Ty > 0 we have
2 2
(A MEAA = MP L, A) < C R T =T [Vaull3 191, 0n)- (4.124)

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of |16, Proposition 4.13] with the obvious
replacements, and is therefore omitted. O

4.5.4.3 The operator Mj(f’) . The term <A,M7(ﬂ?:) A) with Mq(fg in (4.122)) does not
contribute to the Ginzburg-Landau energy. To obtain a bound for it, we need, as in [16],
the HZ,.(Qn)-norm of W.

Proposition 4.20. Let Vo, € L*(R?), let A € WH°(R3 R3) be periodic, assume that
U e HL (Qn), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1). For any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that

mag

for any T > Ty and any 0 < h < hg we have
3
(A, MELA) < C RO [Vaul3 193, 0,

Before we give the proof of Proposition [4.20, we state and prove the following lemma.
Lemma 4.21. Assume that A = A, + A with a periodic function A € W2 (R3,R3).

(a) Fore >0 we have

1Z-TaAl* < C|2)* [Hi +el4 + |curl A2 +&7* (\ curl(curl A)|? + \V(curlA)\g)}.
(4.125)

The gradient in the last term is understood to act on each component of curl A sepa-
rately. The result is a vector field with nine components.

(b) Assume that ¥ € HZ .. (Qn). There is a constant ho > 0 such that for any 0 < h < ho,
we have

4 617/ 2
(U, |Z - Ta, [*®) < C B |21 |92, (0,

Proof. We first give the proof of part (a) and start by noting that

3

), 1] = =13 eijn (curl A, (4.126)
k=1

with the Levi-Civita symbol €5, which is defined as 1 if (¢, j, k) is a cyclic permutation of
{1,2,3}, as —1 if it is an anticyclic permutation, and zero if at least two indices coincide.
We claim that

Ta T4 o = T} + 2| curl A]> — curl(curl A) - T4. (4.127)
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If this holds, then we can use the fact that all terms in the above equation except for the
last are self-adjoint, to see that

[curl(curlA), HA] = 0. (4.128)

To prove (4.127)), we first note that

3 ) ) 3 ) .
Tla I = 10 T +2 3 [Ta, Q]I + 370, [, 110 (4.129)
=1 =1

Moreover, an application of (4.126)) shows that

3 . .
3 [, T = i(curl A) A Tia (4.130)
=1
and
3
Z[ [, Y]] = — curl(curl A). (4.131)
=1

We combine and find

Tis Hi s = ng +2i((curl A) ATIa ) - Tla — curl(curl A) - s

Using additionally the identity i((curl A) ATl )-TIa = |curl A|?, we conclude that (4.127)
holds.
Our next goal is to prove the formula

(Z -TA)% (Z -TIa) =T (Z -TIA)*TA + (Z - curl(curl A)) (Z - TIn)
+(ZATIa) - ((Z- V) (curl A)).  (4.132)

We note that
(Z -TIA)TIA (Z - TIa) = 23: Z,z; 19 13 mf) (4.133)
ij=1
and
O N - 3 (0§ g g g+ i i . )+ . g ).
m=1

The sum in is left unchanged when we exchange the indices ¢ and j. Motivated by
this, we combme 5 times the original term and 1 times the term with ¢ and j interchanged
and find

. . . . 3 . . . .
n i ny) + 0w ng = 3 (n{Y oy o ng? + nf ng o) gy
m=1
+ [, my), ngY ] + [, ng), ny n]). (4134)
Using the commutator identity [A, BC| = B [A,C] + [A, B] C we write the third term as

[, ), mg? mQ | = o [, n§), n] + [, ng?), nr | ng) (41s5)
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and likewise for the term with ¢ and j interchanged. We also use to see that
1 23: Zizj([[r[g),HA],HA}HX) + [[HE@,HA],HA}H@) = (Z - curl(curl A)) (Z - TI4)
2 ij=1
holds. Concerning the first term on the right side of , can be used to show
0, 1], 19)] = 3 i curt A,
k=1
which implies
% 23: 2:2; (A [0, 1A}, 1] + 1A [0, 11,], Y] ) = (Z ATLA) - (2 V) (curl A)).

ij=1
(4.136)

When we combine (4.133))-(4.136)), this proves proves (4.132)). We are now prepared to

give the proof of (4.125)).
We start by noting that |A + B + C|? < 3(|A|? + |BJ?> + |C|?) holds for three linear

operators A, B, C, which implies
(Z-Ta)? <3 (22 MY+ 23 MP )2+ 23 (MY))?) <32 114 (4.137)
We use , , and to show
(Z-Ta) 1T, (Z-T1a) < 3|22 (I} + 2| curl A]? — curl(curl A) - T )
+(Z - curl(curl A)) (Z - T1a) + (Z ATla) - ((Z - V)(curl A) ).

Next, we write |Z - Ha|* = (Z - TIA)(Z - TIA)?(Z - T A), apply ([#.137) to the term in the
middle, and find

|Z - Tal" < 9[2]*(IT} + 2| curl A2 — curl(curl A) - TTa )
+3|2]2[(Z - ewl(curl A)) (Z - TIa) + (Z ATLa) - ((Z - V) (curl A)) .

Moreover, AB+ BA < ¢ A2+ 4—15 B? for € > 0 and self-adjoint operators A and B, ({#.137)),
and |Z ATl |? < 3|Z|*11% imply that the right side of the above equation is bounded by

C12Z|' [T} + eurl AP + =115 + (| curl(curl A)[? + [V (curl A)[?) .
This proves part (a).
The proof of part (b) is a direct consequence of part (a) with the choice ¢ = h?, and

is therefore left to the reader. This proves Lemma [£.21] O

Proof of Proposition [£.20, We use the definition of M;& to write

(A, MP) A) = 4/// drdsdZ Ve, (r)Vas(s) kr(Z,r — s) (U, R(Z - TIa, ) T).
’ R3 xR3 xR3
(4.138)
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The function R(x) = cos(z) — 1+ % ® satisfies the bound 0 < R(z) < 572, and hence an
application of Lemma shows

(U, R(Z -TIa,)¥) < C K8 | Z|* qu\ﬁ,?nag@h). (4.139)
When we apply the estimate |Z|* <|Z + 5[* + |Z — L|*, we see that
/RS Az |Z|* |kr(Z, )| < Fp(r) (4.140)
holds with F# defined in . But this also shows
A MENA < C RS [ gy I(Va) B+ (Vau) .

In combination with the L!(R?)-norm bound for F# in (4.95)), this proves the claim. [

4.5.5 A representation formula for the operator Wr s

In the next five subsections we study the operator Wr a in . In particular, we
extract the term in the GL functional that is proportional to W from (A, Wr aA). The
operator Wr has previously been studied in [18]. After the magnetic field has been
removed, our analysis mostly follows ideas in this reference. Because of this and because
several ideas of the previous sections appear again, we keep our presentation rather short
and only mention the main ideas. As in the case of L o, we start our analysis with a
representation formula for Wr a in terms of relative and center-of-mass coordinates.

Lemma 4.22. The operator Wr a: L*(Qn x R3) — L*(Qp, x R?) in (4.43)) acts as

Wraa(X,r) = // dZds kraw (X, Z,r, s) (€2 TV)a) (X, s), (4.141)
R3XxR3
where
ok (Y,Z,r,s)
kraw(X,Z,rs) = / dY Wp(X +Y) {kTAJr(X Y, Z,r, s) O,
nEZ
+ kA (X, Y, Z,7,5) O A0, (4.142)

where
B (XY, 2,1, 8) = g (X £ 5, X +Y) g7 (X + V. X + 2% )

T S
x g (X FoX+Z7F 5). (4.143)

The function g; is defined in (4.3)) and
OX(Y, Z,1,5) = 0a (X & g,XJrY) +oA(X+Y, X+ 2+ g)

+<I>A(X:F%,X—|—thg). (4.144)

Proof. The proof that Wr a is a bounded linear map on L?*(Q), x R?) goes along the same
lines as that of Lemma The proof of the representation formula is analogous to the
proof of Lemma We use m ) for W = 0 to write

Wraa(z,y) Z /// dudvdw G“”"(a: w) Wi, (1) G¥ (u, v) al(v, w) Gy, " (y, w)

nEZ
+ G () a0, w) Gy (u, w) Wi(u) G (y,w)] - (4.145)
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When we define the coordinates X = L;”’ and 7 = x — y, apply the change of variables
u=X+Y, u:X+Z+§, w:XJrZ—g,

and use (4.3]), this yields (4.141). We highlight that, by a slight abuse of notation, we
denoted the function a depending on the original coordinates in (4.145)) and the function
depending on relative and center-of-mass coordinates in (4.141)) by the same symbol. [

4.5.6 Approximation of the operator Wr A

The operator Wr a will be analyzed in three steps. More precisely, we write
Wra = (WT,A - VNVT,A) + (VNVT,A - WT) + Wr, (4.146)

where )/NVT7 A and Wrp are operators of increasing simplicity in their dependence on W and
A. They are defined below in (4.147)) and (4.150)), respectively. The term in the Ginzburg—
Landau functional that is proportional to W will be extracted from the expectation of the
operator Wp with respect to A. The expectation of the first two terms in will be
shown to be negligible.

4.5.6.1 The operator VNVT,A. We define the operator
Wraa(X,r) = Wy(X) // dZds krao(X, Z, 7, s) (2 V¥)a)(X,5),  (4.147)
R3xR3
where k7 a w is defined in (4.142). The following proposition allows us to estimate the

expectation of the first term in (4.146]) with respect to A.

Proposition 4.23. Let |- |[*Va, € L?(R3) for k € {0,1}, let A € W3®(R3,R3) and
W € WL2(R3 R) be periodic, assume ¥ € mag(Qh) and denote A = Ay as in (3.1)).
For any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that for any T > Ty and any 0 < h < hg we have

(A WraA = Wrad)| < OB max |||+ 1* Vaul3 1913 g,

Proof. We write
(A, WraA — WraA)|

<ol [ azards esssupl(bnaw — krao) (X Zrs)| [Vau ()| V(o) (4145
Xe

and note that
|(kTAW —kraw)(X, Z,r,s)|

S5 [ AV WX +Y) = W] (s + Kha )XY, Zirs). (4149
nEZ

When we use ([4.149), [W(X +Y) - W(X)| < [[VW| [Y], [Y] < |Y £ 5|+ [5], and
Proposition we see that the right side of (4.148)) is bounded by a constant times

I3 IV Whlloo 1L+ |- (V) Ef * [Vas] 1,

where
Z Z [( ‘bpiwn) *piwn *pfiwn + (, ) ‘bpfiwn) *pfiwn *piwn:| _
nEZb 0
With Proposition 4.2 E and (@.56) we show that ||F%[; < C. In combination with the bound
[VWh|ls < Ch3, this proves the claim. O
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4.5.6.2 The operator Wr. We define the operator Wr by

Wra(X,r) = Wi(X) // dZds kp(Z,r — s) a(X, s) (4.150)
R3 xRR3
where
kr(Z,r) Z(k“ (Z,r) + K3 _(Z, 7«)) (4.151)
ﬁ neZ
and
K (Z,r) = (g5« gi) (25 5) o (2 £ 3). (4.152)

Proposition 4.24. Let |- |*Va, € L2(R3) for k € {0,1}, let A € W3®(R3,R3) and
W e L*®(R*,R) be periodic, assume ¥ € HY . (Qpn), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1). For
any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that for any T = Ty and any 0 < h < hg we have

(A Wral = Wr)| < OB max |- Vol W1, 0,

Sketch of proof. The proof goes along the same lines as that of Propositions [£.9] [£.11], and
with the notable simplification that we only need to prove bounds for the quadratic
form. We therefore only mention the main steps that need to be carried out and leave the
details to the reader. In the first step gj is replaced by g§. In the second step the part of
the magnetic phase coming from Agp is split off. A careful analysis shows that

B
9§B(X,Y,Z,r,s) = Z-(B/\X)+§-9i(Y,Z,r,s),
where
T T T S
0:(Y, Z,7,5) = £ A (Y:Fi) T (Y:F§) A (Z—Yii)

fA(Z—Yig):Fg/\(ZiT;S). (4.153)

The phase exp(iZ - (B A X)) and exp(iZ - (—iVx)) are combined and give exp(iZ - II), see
. In the third step the magnetic phases coming from 61 and from the periodic vector
potential A, that is, from © 4, are removed. Afterwards, the emergent symmetry of the
integrand under the transformation Z — —Z is used to replace the operator exp(iZ - IT)
by cos(Z - II). In the final step, we apply the estimate 1 — cos(Z - II) < C|Z|*TI2. This
ends our sketch of proof. O

4.5.7 Analysis of Wr and calculation of the quadratic W-term

Proposition 4.25. Let Va, € L?(R3), let W € L*®(R3,R) be periodic, assume that
VNS Hmag(Qh), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1). There is hg > 0 such that for any
0 < h < hg we have

(A, WrA) = —4 Ay (T, W, T) (4.154)
with Ay in (3.21)). Moreover, for any T > Ty > 0 we have

(A WrA = Wr M) < C W T = Te| [Vaul3 1917, - (4.155)
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Proof. Using the definition of k7 (Z,r) in (4.151)), we write

dp dg el Z(p+4)oi5-(¢—p)
7%/11&3 (2m)3 /11@3 (2m)3 [(iwn + u— p?)2(iw, — p + p?)

kp(Z,7) = —Z

elZ-(p+q)eis-(p—q)

 (iwn — g+ p2)2(iwn + o — p?)

as well as

_ 4 dp ., P’ —pu
/RBde:T(Z,r)— BZ/RS(%)?)e (

= iwn + 4= p?)?(wn — o+ p?)*

With the Mittag-Leffler series expansion in (4.35]), we also check that

B 1 _d By_ 2 1
5coshz(gz) - &tanh(iz) N Z (4‘156)

holds. We use (4.156]) and the partial fraction expansion

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(iwn — E)2(iwp + E)2 ~ 4E2 {(iwn — E)? * (iwn + E)?]  4E3 [iwn —FE iw,+E
to see that

4 E -
52 @ B R =7 0P

with the function g; in (3.19)). Therefore,

d —
Aol a) = -2 [ S -DVa )P (507 - ) (8 W)
r3 (27)
= —4 A (U, W, 0).
This proves ({4.154]).
To obtain the bound in (4.155)), we argue as in the proof of (4.124)). O

4.5.8 Summary: The quadratic terms

In this section, we summarize our results concerning the quadratic terms (in A) that are
relevant for the proof of Theorem We also use our results to prove another statement
(Proposition below), which will later be used in the proof of Proposition We
start by summarizing our findings.

Let the assumptions of Theorem hold and recall the definition of RFE,? ZA,W in (4.44)).
An application of Holder’s inequality in and the bound ||(iwn — ha) Moo < |wn| ™!
show that

2
(A RD, A < C AR [WallZ < C R [W]3 < C RS W3 g,

We combine (4.42)), this bound, and the results of Propositions [4.17 [4.19} |4.20} 4.23] |4.24]
and to see that for T' = T,(1 — Dh?) with D € R the identity

(A, LrawA) + 195 (., Vau)
= Ao ||Ta, O[3 + Ay (U, W, W) — Dh? As | T[3 + Ro(A)  (4.157)

1
1
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holds. The remainder term Ra(A) obeys the estimate
Bo(A) < C (B 19030 @ + 0 11 )-

This concludes the computation of the quadratic terms in the Ginzburg—Landau functional.
It remains to compute the term that is proportional to |¥|*, which is the content of the
remaining part of Section

Before we continue with the proof of Theorem [3.6] we state and prove the following
statement, which will later be used in the proof of Proposition It is a straightforward
consequence of our results for the quadratic terms, and we therefore prove it here.

Proposition 4.26. Let |- |[*Va, € L*(R3) for k € {0,1,2}, let A € WH®(R3 R3) and
W € Whee(R3 R) be periodic, assume ¥ € H&lag(Qh), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1).
For any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that for any T = Ty and any 0 < h < hg we have

1 T 1T,
A Lrawd) + 1[5 (o, V) < e T 1|3+ Ch* H\I’H%{}nag(Qh)' (4.158)
Proof. We write
1 1 1
A Lrawl) = = (A Lral) = (A, LrawA — Lral) (4.159)

and use the resolvent identity in (4.36]) to write one of the operators on the right side as
2 1 1 1

D s A——

B i iwn —ba Tiwn —baw iw, +baw

1 1 1
— - A- —— W), - —. (4.160)
iwp, —ba  iw, + bA,W iw, +bha

LraAwA — Lt AA = —

An application of Holder’s inequality therefore implies the bound
4 2
(A, LrawA = Lr aQ)| S CR ¥ 0,

When we additionally use the decomposition of Lz a in (4.49)), Propositions and
415 we find

1
(A, Lrad) + 9] (o, Vau)

(A, MPA — MPA) = (A, Mrad — MYPA) + Ri(A),  (4.161)

1 1
4 4
with a remainder R;(A) obeying the bound

[Ri(A)] < Ch° H\I]H%}nag(Qh)‘

From Proposition [£.17] we know that
T-1T.
Tc

A MPA - MDA < 1wz

We also claim that the bound

1
(A, MraA = MPA) <O R Va3 1913 0,

holds. Its proof can be achieved with the same methods that have been used to prove
Proposition [£.15] The main point is that we have to use the bound

(W, [eos(Z - TLa) ~ YW < C b 1Z ¥l 0y (1163)

(4.162)

as well as the operator inequality in (4.137)) for (Z - ITo)2. Since no additional difficulties
occur, we leave the details to the reader. This completes the proof of (4.158)). O
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4.5.9 A representation formula for the operator Nt a

In this and the following sections we investigate the nonlinear operator
NT,A = NT,A,O (4164)

with Nz Ao w in . In particular, we show that the quartic term in the GL functional
emerges from (A, Ny a(A)). In Section we show that (A, Ny a(A) — Nraw(4))
yields a negligible contribution. In this section we will also collect all previous results and
finish the proof of Theorem

Before we state a representation formula for N7 o in terms of relative and center-
of-mass coordinates, we introduce the notation Z to denote the vector (Z1, Zs, Z3) with
Z1, 2o, Z3 € R3 as well as dZ = dZ,dZ,d Z3.

Lemma 4.27. The operator Nt a in (3.12) acts as

Nra(a)(X,r) = ///R Lz ///R s (A (X, Z,r,8) AX.Z.9),

A(X,Z,8) = 2 (VX)X 51) €122 (FIVX) (X, 59) 23 (1Y) o (X, 55) (4.165)

where

and
lra(X,Z,r,s) Zz (X,Z,r,s) e Tan(XN2ms) (4.166)
nEZ
Here,
n iwn, —iwn
A(X,Z,r,s) = g (X+ X+Zi+ 3 ) g (X+Zz+ X+2-3)
iwn _ s —iwn o _ 2
x gk (X+22 X+Z3+2) (X , X + Zs 2), (4.167)

with g in (4.3) and

TA(X,Z,T,S)—(I)A(X—{— X+Z1+2)+(I)A(X—|-Z2—|— X—{—Zl—5>

+®A<X+Z2—5,X+Z3+5>+<I>A(X—f X+Z3—5). (4.168)

Remark 4.28. The above representation formula for N7 o should be compared to that in
the case of a constant magnetic field in |16, Lemma 4.16] and to the representation formula
for Lt A in The following two properties are relevant for us: (a) The functions « are
multiplied by translation operators that can later be completed with appropriate phase
factors to give magnetic translation operators. (b) The coordinates appearing in T in
(4.168) equal those in the different factors in the definition of oy, AX,Z,r,s) in .
When proving bounds, this allows us to find a similar structure of nested convolutions
as the one we already encountered in the analysis of L1 a. The center-of-mass part of o
never participates in these convolutions.

Proof of Lemma [£:27, When we compute the integral kernel of Ny o using (4.40)) in the
case W =0, we get

Nra(a)(z,y) = nez///]Rg du/// dv GW" (x,u1) a(uy,vy) Gh " (ug,v1) (UQ,'UQ)

X G (v2, uz) alug, v3) Gy (y,v3),  (4.169)
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We highlight that, by a slight abuse of notation, o and N7 a () in the above equation are
functions of the original coordinates while they are functions of relative and center-of-
mass coordinates in . Let us denote X = “”+y , 7= —y and let us also introduce
the relative Coordlnate S and the center-of-mass coordlnate Z by

:X+Zi+%, UZ:X+ZZ-—%, i=1,2,3.
When we express the integration in (4.169) in terms of these coordinates and use (4.3),
we see that the claimed formula holds. ]

As the operator L1 A, we analyze the operator N7 a in four steps. More precisely, we
decompose Nt A as

Nra = (Nra — Nra) + (Nra — NOg) + (Nig — N2+ NP (4.170)

)

with NT7A defined below in , N%]é in , and N}Q) in . To obtain the
map NT7 A from N7 A we need to replace gi by g§. The operator N}lg emerges when we use
a part of the phase exp(iYa, (X, Z,r,s)) in the definition of {7 A in to replace the
translation operators exp(iZ - Px ) in front the « factors by magnetic translation operators.
The part of the phase factor that is not needed during this procedure is shown to yield
a negligible contribution. Finally, the operator N:(FQ) is obtained when we replace the just

found magnetic translations by 1. The above decomposition of N7 a should be compared
to that in [16, Eq. (4.120)]. In Section 4.5.10| we show that the terms in brackets in

(4.170) only yield negligible contributions. Afterwards, we extract in Section [4.5.11| the
quartic term in the Ginzburg-Landau functional from (A, Ng)(A)). In Section 4.5.12) we
summarize our findings.

4.5.10 Approximation of Ny A

4.5.10.1 The operator NT,A. We define the operator NT,A by

Nra(a)(X,r) ::/// dZ/// ds I, a(X,Z,7,s) A(X,Z,s) (4.171)
R9 R9
with A in (4.165]) and

Ir,A(X,Z,7,5) ZzT (Z,7,s) T an(X2rs),

B ne”L

where T o has been defined in (4.168)), and

) = (5 ) o (7 7 )

) 95 (25 + —52)- (4.172)

So + S3

X g(l)wn (Z2 — Z3 —

In our calculation of the BCS energy we can replace Ny a(A) by Ny a(A) because of the
following error bound.

Proposition 4.29. Let Vo, € L3(R3), let A € W3®(R3 R?) be periodic, assume that
VS Hmag(Qh), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1)). For any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that
for any T > Ty and any 0 < h < hg we have

(A, N1,a(A) = Nra(Q)] < C RS [Vaulli 1915 -

mag
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The function

2 . . . . . . . .
JT,A - =z Z len % p iwn *plwn % p iwn + ‘gé)wn‘ % T iwn *plwn % p iwn,

neL iwn

|5 [gg | * |ghem ] 77 (4.173)

iwn,

+ |g(i)wn| " ’gaiwn| " Tiwn " pfiwn 4 |90

plays a prominent role in the proof of Proposition [£.29] Using Lemmas [£.2 and [£.4] as well
as (4.56)), we see that for any T > T > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 such that

| Jr.a,l < C R (4.174)
holds.
Proof of Proposition [£.29. The function || is periodic, and hence (2.9)) implies
2w = )2 < OB [ o (1175)

In particular, we have
: Z:+(—iVx) - Zi(—iVx)
iZ;-(—i iZ;-(—i 4 4
]éh X o] [ CT0w0] < el J[ 1% O < O 19y,
(4.176)
as well as

(A, Npa(A) = Nra(a))]
<Ol g [ ar [ ds Vel Vausol Vas(sol Vas(sa)
R3 R9

X /// dZ esssup
R9 XE€ER3

Next, we define the variables 7, Z4, Z4 via the equation

(¢r.a — br,a)(X, Z,7,5) ’ (4.177)

R e A 52‘;83, Zy=Zy+ 5,
(4.178)

which implies

Zl— 7’—251 :Zi—(r—31—32—33). (4.179)
We argue as in the proof of (4.65) to see that

/// dZ esssup|({7.a — ETA)(X, Z,r, s)’ < Jra,(r—s1 — s — s3)
R9 X€ER3
holds with Jr a in (4.173). When insert this bound into (4.177)) and use
HVa* (Va* * Vo x Vo * JT’A>H1 <C ||Va*||§/3 | Jr.all1,

as well as (4.174]), this finishes the proof. O
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4.5.10.2 The operator N:(p1])3. We define the operator N:(Fll)g by

NS (@) (X, r) = ///R dz ///R (ds br(Z,r,5) Ap(X, Z,3), (4.180)

where
lr(Z,r,s) = Llro(0,Z,r,s), (4.181)
with 70 in and
AB(X,Z,s) = D1l (X, 51) e Ta(X, s9) €23 (X s3). (4.182)

The following bound allows us to replace (A, Ny a(A)) by (A, N;%(A» in our computa-
tion of the energy.

Proposition 4.30. Let |- |Va, € LY3(R?) for k € {0,1}, let A € L™(R3,R3) be periodic,
assume ¥ € Hmag(Qh), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1). For any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0
such that for any T > Ty and any 0 < h < hg we have

N7 1
(A, Nra(d) = Npg(A)] < O 8 max || |- F Vaully, [l g,

Before we give the proof of Proposition [£.30| we define the functions

ZW%(IMMDO\WﬂIMW
1as 1 (1 1™ 1) las™ 1+ (1- 195 ™" 1)
a6+ 19 ™+ (1 Holerl) = (1 Hgo ™ 1) (4.183)
and
#.ﬁz(uwﬁrmwwww%wuwwﬁumwomww%w

gk g e (1 1gi 1) L9 + gt o™+ gk = (11 1go™1).
(4.184)

Using Lemma and (4.56)), we show that for any Tp > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 such
that for T' > Ty we have

11 + 1751 < €. (4.185)

Proof of Proposition [£.30, We recall the definition of the phase YA in (4.168). A tedious
but straightforward computation shows that

B
Tap(X,2,1,8) =21 (BAX) =2y (BAX) +Z3-(BAX) + 5 - I(Z,1,5),

where
1= 50 (575 4 (e 5
+(Z2—Zg—82+83)/\(Z1—ZQ—81—;S2)
(2t ) N (2= 2= P2 o (s sa— D) A (21— 2 B2
" (Z3+T_283) " (Z3_ZQ+ 82;83> * (53—2) A (ZS—Z2+ 82;‘93). (4.186)
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By (4.90)), the operator NT, A can therefore be rewritten as

NTA M dz/// ds ET Z,r, S) 1TAh(Xer) 12 -I(Z,r,s) Ap (X,Z,S).
RY RY

This formula and the estimate in (4.176]) imply the bound
(A, Nra(A) - N (A)

)

<Cht H\IJ|Hnag(Qh)/ dr/// ds |Vau(r)] |[Vas(s1)] |[Vax(s2)| |Vax(ss)]

XZ///RQdZ\BTerﬂ ;gége

with T4 in (4.168)) and [ in (4.186]). In terms of the coordinates in (4.178)) and with the
help of (4.179), the phase function I can be written as

1TAh(X,Z,7"7S) elf' (Z,T,S) — 1‘ (4187)

I(Z,r,8) = (Z5 — Z3) N (Z1 = Z5) + Zy N (21 — Z5) + Z3 I\ (25 — Z3)
r T
+§A(Z{—(r—sl—SQ—s;g))—|—(32—|—53—§)/\(Z{—Zé)

r T
+ (55— 5) NZ5— 23) + 5 N 23, (4.188)

Moreover, using the definition of ® in (4.2]), the definition of T 4(X,Z,r,s) in (4.168),
(4.178)), and (4.179]), we obtain the bound

Ca(X, 2,7, 9)| < | Alloo (21 = (r = 51— 82— 53)) + (2] — Z) + (25— Z3) + Z4).

In combination with (4.187)), (4.188]), and an argument that is similar to the one used to
obtain (4.114)), we find

Z/// dZ |04,(Z,r,s)|

nEZ
< Ch [J:(Fl)(r — 81— 82— 83) + J%)(r — 81 — S92 — S3) (1 + |7+ [s1] + |s2] + \33|)]

olTa, (X.Z,rs) 1E‘I(Z,r,s) - 1‘

with the functions Fél) and F in (4.183) and (4.184)), respectively. Accordingly, an
application of Young’s 1nequahty shows that

(A, Nra(A) = Npg(4)]
1 2
<Ot (IVeaulidy + 11 IVaullyy) (1951 + 178711).
The claim of the proposition follows when we apply (4.185]) on the right side of the above

equation. 0]

4.5.10.3 The operator N}Z). We define the operator N?) by

NP (a)(X,r) = ///Rg dz //Rg ds t7(Z,r,s) ga(x, s;) (4.189)

with /7 in .

In the computation of the BCS energy we can replace (A, N}%(A» by (A, N}Q)(A»
with the help of the following error bound. Its proof can be found in [16, Proposition
4.20]. We highlight that the H2,,(Qp)-norm of ¥ is needed once more.

mag
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Proposition 4.31. Assume that |- |*V o, € L'3(R3) for k € {0,1,2}, let ¥ € H2,,(Qn),
and A = Ay as in (3.1). For any T > Ty > 0 there is hg > 0 such that for 0 < h < hg we
have

(1) (2) 6 k 4 3
(A, Npg(A) =Nz (A)| < Ch kr:n(;c}sz |- 1F Veaullas ¥z, @ 1Y I1E2,, @0)-

4.5.11 Calculation of the quartic term in the Ginzburg—Landau functional

The quartic term in the Ginzburg-Landau functional in (1.18]) is contained in (A, N}z) (A)).
It can be extracted with the following proposition, whose proof can be found in [16),
Proposition 4.21].

Proposition 4.32. Assume Vo, € L*(R3) and let U € Hrlnag(Qh) as well as A = Ay
as in (3.1). For any h > 0, we have

(A NZ(A) =8 Ay [0}
with As in (3.23). Moreover, for any T > Ty > 0, we have

(A NE(A) = NEP(AD] < CWHT = Tl [Vl 191, )

4.5.12 Summary: The quartic term and proof of Theorem

Let the assumptions of Theorem hold. We use the resolvent identity in (4.36]) to
decompose the operator Ny A w in (3.12) as

NT,A,W = NT,A + R$L7W (4.190)
with Nz a in (4.164) and
3
R aw(A)
2 1 1 1 — 1 1
= — Z [ Wi - - —— A - - —
B livn —ba  Tiwn —baw iw, +haw  iwn—baw  iw, +baw
1 1 1 — 1 1
— - A — W}, - = A - A - —
lwp —hA  iw, +ha  iw, Fhaw  lwn —baw  iw, +bhaw
1 1 — 1 1 1
+ 2 A - — A - Wy, - - _
iwp, —bha  iwp, +ha  iwp —ba lwp, —baw  iwy, +bhaw
1 1 — 1 1
- A A A . (4.191)

X X — . X — VWh?
iwp, — bha iwp, +ba iw, —ba iw, +bha lwy, + hA,W
We claim that the operator Rg? )A,W satisfies the bound

3 —
IR (D) 12y sy < CT™° 12113, -

This is a direct consequence of Holder’s inequality in (2.1]) for the trace per unit volume,
which implies that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm per unit volume of the terms in the sum in
(4.191)) are bounded by C'|w,| ™ |[Whlleo |AllZ. Moreover, an application of Lemma

and (2.9)) show that this expression is bounded by C |[2n + 1|57~ h5||\11||§1r1nag(Qh), which

proves our claim.
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4.6 Proof of Proposition

When we combine this bound, Lemma [£.27], and Propositions [£.294.32] we find
1
LA Nraw(2) = A [0+ Ralh), (4.192)
where the remainder R(h) satisfies the bound
B < C 11 ony (1 10y ) + 1 1¥03, 00

The statement in Theorem is a direct consequence of (4.192) and (4.157)).

4.6 Proof of Proposition
We assume that the assumptions of Proposition hold and recall the definition of I'a

in . Using the resolvent equation in and , we write ap = [['al12 as
an = [Oia + R%)A,W(A)
Here, O = 3 LS e - HO(SM 1H0 see ([£.38)), with § in and
1 1 1 1
RFEFAW = B;Lwn HO iwy, — Hy iwn—HAéiwn—HOLQ
Moreover, we have [O]12 = —%LT, AwA with Ly o w in . Using the decomposition
of L A,w in , we define

m(A) = %(LT,A,WA - LT,AA) + %(LT,AA - MT,AA> + %(M}I)A - M}PA)

(4.193)

1 4
+ 3 (MT,AA — Mr.a., A) + R(TZA,W(A%

E(Mn A A= MA), (4.194)

N (A) = 5

with M7 A in , LYVKA in , and M:(Fl) in . From Proposition |4.17| we know
that —%M}I)A = Ua,, which allows us to write aa asin . The operator M7 a,, equals
Mr A in with A replaced by A.,. The contribution from this operator needs to be
carefully isolated for the orthogonality property in to hold. This should be compared
to part (c) of |16, Proposition 3.2]. In the following, we will establish the properties of 1
and 7, that are stated in Proposition

We will first prove , and start by noting that

1 1 1 1
raw (8 %22 iwn —baw  iwp +haw  liwn —Halin iwn +haw

An application of Holder’s inequality shows HRT Aaw@)llz < CB3||A||3. With the op-
erator 1 = —iV + Ap understood to act on the z-coordinate of the integral kernel of
R (A) we also have

T,AW

2

) 1 1 1

(4 1 3
™R Al £ = T H - — [ ] Allg.
RIS L verd M oen yerd M| e rd M L
An application of Cauchy—Schwarz shows
1
(—iV+ AR+ A2+ W), > 5(—1V+AB)2 — Ch2. (4.195)
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4.6 Proof of Proposition

Accordingly, we have

1 H 1 . 1 Y2
T = || T
Wy — hA,W 0o 1wy + hA,W Wy — bA,W 0o
! (haw +p+Ch?) ! " C' |wn| =
_ e E— < w .
iwp, +ba,w AW TH iwp — baw llso "
It follows that
4
1T Ry (D)2 < C A, (4.196)

The same argument with obvious adjustments also shows that ||72¥l )A w(A)7||2 is bounded

by the right side of (4.196)), too. Finally, (2.13)), an application of Lemma and (12.9))

allow us to conclude that

4
IR (A1 (e < C A 118 0 (4.197)

m.

holds.
To control M7 AA — My, AeBA, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 4.33. Let |- |V, € L*(R3) for k € {0,1}, let A € WH(R3,R?) be periodic,
assume ¥ € Hrlnag(Qh); and denote A = Ay as in (3.1)). For any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0
such that for any T > Ty and any 0 < h < hg we have

M AA = Mra, Al g,z < CR° max | |- P VaulB W3, o, (4198)
Proof. Let us define the operator
Orpac(X,r) = // dZds kr(Z,r — s) e2iAn(X)-Z (eiZ'HOz)(X, s),
R3xR3

where kr(Z,r) = k7,0(0, Z,7,0) with k7o in (4.45) and II = —iV + 2Ap is understood to

act on the center-of-mass coordinate X of a. We start our analysis by writing
MT7AA — MT,A%A = (MT7AA — QT,B,AA) + (QT,B,AA - MT,Ae3 A). (4.199)

In the following we derive bounds on the H'(Qj, x R3)-norms of the two terms on the right
side of (4.198]). When we use that the integrand in the definition of M7 s is symmetric
with respect to the transformation Z — —Z and apply Lemma [£.13] we see that

(Mr,aa — Qrp,ac)(X,7)
= //R ., A2ds ke(Zor =) [eifP2a, (XAH2) _ 2AN(X)-Z] (12110 (X, 5)
X

holds. Let us also recall that ®4 is defined in (4.2)).
We have

Dop(X, X + Z) — 2A(X) - Z = 2/1 dt [A(X +(1-1)2) - A(X)| - 2,
0

and hence

el®2a (X, X+2) eZiA(X).Z‘ < || DA|so \Z\Q. (4.200)
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4.6 Proof of Proposition

When we apply this bound and |Z|? < |Z + 524 |Z — 5|2, it follows that
|MrAA = Qrp,aAll3 < C 0|3 | DAL N FR 1 1V all3

with F2 in ([£.93). Using the L'-norm bound for F# in (4.95)), we conclude the claimed
estimate for this term.
To obtain a bound for the first gradient term, we start by noting that

(s~ Ormad)f < C 3 [ ar
R

// AZds [kr(Z,r — 5)| [Va(s)
R3xR3

. . 2
x sup |V xel®24n (X, X+2) _ vXe21Ah(X)-Z‘ ‘

XeR3

+ Oy |, / dr
R3

// dZds |kr(Z,r — s)| |V ax(s)]
R3xR3

« sup |ei®2a, (X X+2) _ eZiAh(X)-Z’ 2,
XeR3
where II = —iV + 2Ap is understood to act on the center-of-mass coordinate. When we

additionally use

Vxe!?2a(XXHD) g o2ANZ] Vo (X, X + Z) — 2V A(X) - 7|
+[@24(X, X + 2) — 24(X) - 2| [Vx A(X) - Z]
< [ID*Alloo + [DAIZ] (1217 + 2],

as well as

a a

fz-f s (a201)

for the choices a = 2,3, ||D?A4||0 < Ch3, |DAy||%, < Ch*, [@.117), and ([4.200)), we see
that

,
Z1*< |\ Z+ =
21 <|z+

IT(MraA = Qrp Al < CH Wl (o, IVaul3 (IFFIT + IF2]3)

holds with Ff in (4.95)). An application of (4.95) proves the claimed bound for this term.
In the last step we consider

|7 (Mr AA — Qrp aA)|3 < C T3

x/ dr // dZds |tk (Z,r — s)| |V ax(s)| sup
R3 R3xR3

XeR3
- - 1 1
The estimate in (4.201)) and 7|B Ar| < 7|B|(|r — s| + |s]) allow us to prove the bound

2

oiP2a, (X, X+2) _ eQiAh(X)-Z’

/ AZ e (Z,r — 5)| |2 < F3(r — s) (1 + |s]) + G2(r — ) (4.202)
R3

with F# in (4.93) and G% in (4.94). In combination with (4.200)), this proves the claimed

bound for this term. It also ends the proof of the claimed bound for the first term on the
right side of (4.199)). It remains to consider the second term.
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4.6 Proof of Proposition

A short computation that uses kr(—Z,r—s) = kp(Z,r—s) and cos(z) —1 = —2sin?(%)
shows

(QrBac— Mra,,o)(X,7)
=2 // dZds kr(Z,r — s) sin?(Ap(X) - Z)(cos(Z - ) (X, s)
R3xR3
- / dZds kp(Z,r — s) sin(2An(X) - Z) (sin(Z - M)a)( X, s).
R3xR3
From this, we check that
1QrB,4A — Mr,a., A3 < C [H‘I’H% 1 4nll5 + ”H\I’H%HAth%o} IFZIT 1V end3
holds with F% in ([4.93). When we use (4.200)) to obtain a bound for the L'-norm of F2,

this proves the claimed bound for this term.
Next, we note that

[T(QrB,AA — M7A,, Ai<cC , dr
R

// dZds |kr(Z,7 — s)| |V au(s)]
R3xR3

x | sup |V sin?(Ap(X) - Z)| || cos(Z - ) ¥y + sup |sin?(A(X) - Z)|||[Hcos(Z - )|y
X€eR3 XeR3

2

+ sup |sin(24,(X) - Z)|||sin(Z - ¥y + sup |sin(24,(X) - Z)| ||Hsin(ZoH)\1JH2}
XeR3 XeR3

(4.203)

We have
Isin(Z - )W ||y < C > |9y, qu | ZI-

Furthermore, from a straight forward computation or from [16, Lemma 5.12], we know
that

IIx sin(Z -llx) =sin(Z - lx) lIx +2i cos(Z - IIx) BA Z,
and hence

[sin(Z - I)¥l2 < Ch2(| W]

mag

(@u (1 +12]).

To obtain the bound we used that |B| = h?. For Ilcos(Z - II)¥ a similar estimate was

obtained in (4.116)). Putting these bounds together, we find that the term on the left side

of ([4.203) is bounded by a constant times h®||V o3|/ %%, (@) 1t remains to consider
mag

the term proportional to 7.
A straightforward computation shows that

|7(Qr8,4A — Mra, A3 < C[IARlISIW13 + 1| An % 193]

2
x/ dr // 4Zds [Fhr(Z,r — )| |[Vau(s)| |2 .
R3 R3xR3

We use (4.202)) to see that the term on the left side is bounded by a constant times
RS maxg—o1 || |- |¥ Va3 912, Qn)’ This proves Proposition 4.33 O

’ mag
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4.7 Proof of Proposition

The next lemma provides us with a bound for the term in (4.194]) that is proportional
to LT,A,W — LT,A-

Lemma 4.34. Let Va, € L?(R3), let W € L®(R3) and A € L*®(R3,R?) be periodic,
assume ¥ € H}nag(Qh), and denote A = Ay as in (3.1)). For any Ty > 0 there is hg > 0
such that for any T > Ty and any 0 < h < hg we have

ILr.awA = LAl g, xmg) < CRIVaul3 1915, 01

Proof. To prove the lemma, we write Ly A wA — L7 AA as in (4.160) and use the rep-
resentation of the H'-norm in (2.13). The details are a straight forward application of
arguments that have been used already several times above, and are therefore left to the
reader. O

When we combine Propositions 4.11), |4.15} |4.17as well as (4.197)) and Lemma, m
we obtain the claimed bound for n9(A) in (3.7), that is, part (a) of Proposition The

proofs of parts (b) and (c) can be found in |16], see the proofs of Proposition 3.2 (b), (c).
This ends our proof of Proposition (3.2

4.7 Proof of Proposition

Let the assumptions of Proposition [3.7] hold. In the following we prove that there are
constants Dy > 0 and hg > 0 such that for 0 < A < hg and

0<Ty<T < Te(l— Doh?

there is a function ¥ € Hﬁlag(Qh), such that the energy of the Gibbs state I'n in ((3.4)
with gap function A(X,r) = =2V a,(r)¥(X) satisfies (3.24)).
Let ¢ € Hp,.(Q1) with 1Y/l 2, (@, = 1 and define ¥(X) = hep(hX). The function

W satisfies || W]/ g2 Q) = 1. When we apply Propositions as well as ((2.9)
and (4.192)), we find

FRE(Ta) = FRE(To) < b (=eDo [[¢]13 + )

for h small enough. The proof of Proposition is completed when we choose Dy = ﬁ
2

5 The Structure of Low-Energy States

In this section we prove a priori bounds for low-energy states of the BCS functional in
the sense of below. The goal is to show that their Cooper pair wave function has
a structure similar to that of the trial state we use in the proof of the upper bound in
Section [3} These bounds and the trial state analysis in Section [3| are the main technical
ingredients for the proof of the lower bound in Section[6 To prove the a priori bounds, we
show that the periodic external potentials W}, and A; can be treated as a perturbation,
which reduces the problem to proving a priori bounds for the case of a constant magnetic
field. The solution of this problem has been the main novelty in [16, Theorem 5.1] and we
apply it here. In case of a magnetic field with zero flux through the unit cell such bounds
have been proved for the first time in |21]. The idea to reduce the problem to the case of
a constant magnetic field is inspired by a similar perturbative analysis in [21].

We recall the definition of the generalized one-particle density matrix I' in , its
Cooper pair wave function a = I'19, as well as the normal state I'y in .
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Theorem 5.1 (Structure of low-energy states). Let Assumptions and hold. For
given Do, D1 > 0, there is a constant hg > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg the following
holds: If T > 0 obeys T — T. > —Doh? and if T is a gauge-periodic state with low energy,
that s,

FRE (D) — FRP(To) < Db, (5.1)
then there are ¥ € Hmag(Qh) and &€ € HY(Qp, x R2) such that
a(X,r) = a.(r)¥(X) + &(X,r), (5.2)
where
b V00 <O el ery < CH (I, 00+ D1)- (53)

Remarks. (a) Equation (5.3]) shows that U is a macroscopic quantity in the sense that
its HL,,(Qn)-norm scales as that of the function in It is important to note

mag

that the Hl  (Qp)-norm is scaled with h, see The unscaled Lmag(Qh)—norm of

mag

¥ is of the order h, and therefore much larger than that of &, see

(b) Theorem [5.1{ has been proven in [16, Theorem 5.1] for the case of a constant external
magnetic field, where A;, = 0 and W), = 0. Our proof of Theorem [5.I] for general
external fields reduces the problem to that case.

Although Theorem contains the natural a priori bounds for low-energy states, we
need a slightly different version of it in our proof of the lower bound for the BCS free
energy in Section [6] The main reason is that we intend to use the function ¥ from the
decomposition of the Cooper pair wave function of a low-energy state in ([5.2)) to construct
a Gibbs state I'a as in . In order to be able to justify the relevant computations with
this state, we need ¥ € Hﬁlag(Qh), which is not guaranteed by Theorem above, see
also Remark [3.3] The following corollary provides us with a decomposition of «, where the
center-of-mass wave function U< has the required mag(Qh)—regularity. A decomposition
with a cut-off function of the form in the corollary has also been used in (21}, 22, |19, |16].

Corollary 5.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem hold and let € € [h?, h3]. Let W be
as in (5.2) and define

Ve =1, I1%) 0, U = 1 o) (TP 0. (5.4)

Then, we have

H‘I’<HH1 L(Qn) H\IIHHrlnag(Qh)

H\I]<HH§Iag(Qh) < C(eh™2)! ||‘I’||Hr1nag (Qn)? k=2, (5.5)
as well as
1115 < Ce~'ht ||‘I’||§{r1nag(oh)> T |13 < CRH [ ®f3 L(Qn)" (5.6)
Furthermore,
oo(X, 1) = au(r) ¥ (X) (5.7)
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5.1 A lower bound for the BCS functional

satisfies

loollZ  nxrs) < Ce RPN (0, (5.8)

symm mag

and, with & in (5.2)), the function
o=+ oy (5.9)

obeys

Il ... conxrsy < CRY (e T3 (guy + D1)- (5.10)

In terms of these functions, the Cooper pair wave function a of the low-energy state I' in
(5.1) admits the decomposition

a(X, 1) = a,(r)V<«(X) + o(X,r). (5.11)

For a proof of the corollary we refer to the proof of Corollary 5.2 in [16].

5.1 A lower bound for the BCS functional

We start the proof of Theorem [5.1] with the following lower bound on the BCS functional,
whose proof is literally the same as that of the comparable statement in [21].

Lemma 5.3. Let 'y be the normal state in (1.12)). We have the lower bound
BCS BCS ], 4T £ 2
FRED) = FEP(T0) 2 Tr[(Kraw - Viaa'| + = Tr[(@*0)],  (5.12)

where

(—iV + Ah)2 + W, —pu

tanh( (4V+Ag:)r2+whfu)

Kraw = (5.13)

and Va(z,y) =V(z —y)a(z,y).

In Proposition in Appendix [A] we show that the external electric and magnetic
fields can lower the lowest eigenvalue zero of K7, — V at most by a constant times hZ.
We use this in the next lemma to show that K7 A w — V is bounded from below by a
nonnegative operator, up to a correction of the size Ch?.

Lemma 5.4. Let Assumptions and be true. For any Do > 0, there are constants
ho > 0 and Ty > 0 such that for 0 < h < hg and T > 0 with T —T, > —Doh?, the estimate

Kraw -V =c(l—P) (14731~ P)+cmin{Ty, (T —T.)+} — Ch? (5.14)

holds. Here, P = |av.){aw]| is the orthogonal projection onto the ground state o of Kp. —V
and m = —iV + Ag.

Proof. Since W € L*°(R?) we can use Lemma to show that Ko aw > Kr a0 — Ch?
holds. The rest of the proof goes along the same lines as that of [16, Lemma 5.4] with
the obvious replacements. In particular, |16, Proposition A.1] needs to be replaced by
Proposition [A-1] We omit the details. O
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5.1 A lower bound for the BCS functional

We deduce two corollaries from (5.12)) and Lemma The first statement is an a
priori bound that will be used in the proof of Theorem [2| (b). Its proof goes along the
same lines as that of [16, Corollary 5.5].

Corollary 5.5. Let Assumptions and be true. Then, there are constants hy > 0
and C > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg and all temperatures T > T.(1 + Ch?), we have
f,ﬁ%s(l“) — ]:}]igs(Fo) > 0 unless I' =Tg.

The second corollary provides us with an inequality for Cooper pair wave functions of
low-energy BCS states in the sense of . The left side of appears as a lower
bound for the full BCS functional. Despite of its apparent simplicity, it still contains all
the information needed for a proof of Theorem [5.I] Before we state the corollary, let us
define the operator

U = e iallx, (5.15)

with IIx in (2.4), which acts on the relative coordinate r = x — y as well as on the

center-of-mass coordinate X = ‘Zﬂ of a function a(X, 7).

Corollary 5.6. Let Assumptions and be true. For any Do, D1 > 0, there is a
constant hg > 0 such that if T is a low-energy state in the sense that it satisfies (5.1)), if
0 < h < hg, and if T is such that T — T, > —Doh?, then o =T obeys

(o, [U(1 = P)YA +7*)(1 = P)U* +U*(1 — P)(1 + 7*)(1 — P)U]a)
+Tr[(a"a)?] < Ch?|al3 + Dih?,  (5.16)
where P = |ay) (o and m = =iV, +Ag(r) both act on the relative coordinate r of a(X,r).

In the statement of the corollary and in the following, we refrain from equipping the
operator 7 and the projection P = |a,)(c.| with an index r although it acts on the relative
coordinate. This does not lead to confusion and keeps the formulas readable. The proof
of the corollary is inspired by the proof of |19, Proposition 23].

Proof of Corollary 5.6 In the following we use the notation 73 = —iV,+ A(z). We claim
that

A, = UWZZU*, ~Tp, = U*TF;; U, (5.17)
where 7, . = —iV, + A*(r) with
AE(r) = A, (1) £ A(X 7).

To obtain (5.17), we denote Px = —iVx and note that [r - Px,r - (B A X)] = 0 implies
U = el3 (XAT)g=i5Px_ Using this identity we conclude that

1 1
U (=iVy + A(r)) U = =iV, + S A(r) - 51Lx,
1 1
U*(-iV, + Ag(r))U = —iV, + 5AB(T) + §HX,

where IT = —iV 4+ 2Ag. Eq. (5.17) is a direct consequence of these two identities.
We also have

W(z)=UWT*(r)U*, W) =U*"W~(r)U, WE(r) = W(X £r).
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5.2 Proof of Theorem

Consequently, if K7 5 1 and K¥. , 1;, denote the operators K7 A w acting on the z and y
coordinate, respectively, we infer

K%,A,W —V(r)= U*(K’},AJF,W+ - V(r)U,
Kiaw = V() =U (Kpa-w-—V(r)U" (5.18)

We highlight that A* and W¥ depend on X.
The operator V' in (5.12)) acts by multiplication with the function V' (z — y). We use
the symmetry a(z,y) = a(y, z) to deduce

Tr[(KT,A,W — V)aa*}
- % ]é h da /R dy a@y)|(Kfamw = V) + (Kb py = V)]alz,y).  (5.19)

In combination, (5.1]), (5.12)), (5.18)), and (5.19)) therefore prove the bound

§<a, U (K ps e = V) U+ U (K gy = V(1) UJa) + e Tr[(0*a)?| < Dibt.

An application of Lemma on the left side establishes (5.16]). O

5.2 Proof of Theorem [5.1

The statement in Theorem is a direct consequence of Corollary above and the
results in [16]. More precisely, we need to combine Corollary [16, Proposition 5.7],
[16, Lemma 5.14], and the arguments in [16, Section 5.4].

6 The Lower Bound on ([1.22)) and Proof of Theorem [2| (b)

6.1 The BCS energy of low-energy states

In this section, we complete the proofs of Theorems [I| and [2] which amounts to providing
the lower bound on , the bound in , and the proof of Theorem (b). Since these
proofs mostly go along the same lines as those in [16], we only mention the differences and
keep the presentation to a minimal length. Once the a priori estimates in |16, Theorem 5.1]
are proved, the proofs of the lower bound for the free energy, the decomposition of the
Cooper pair wave function of an approximate minimizer, and the upper bound for the
critical temperature shift in [16] follow the same strategy as the related proofs in |21, 22].
In the following we will, however, only refer to [16] because our presentation is closer to
the analysis in this reference than to those in |21} 22].

Let D; > 0 and D € R be given, choose T = T.(1 — Dh?), and assume that I is a
gauge-periodic state that satisfies . Corollary guarantees a decomposition of the
Cooper pair wave function a = [I']12 in terms of W< in (5.4) and o in (5.9). The function
U satisfies the bounds

1<l < M, @n <O 1W<z, @ < CehIVIGL, @,  (61)

with ¥ in (5.2)). Let us define the state I'a as in (3.4) with A(X,r) = =2V (r)V<(X).
We apply Proposition and Theorem to obtain the following lower bound for the
BCS energy of I':

FRP(T) — FRES (o) > 1t E5M(T<) - C (h5 + €h4> H‘I’H%zrgag(cgh)

T
L Ho(T Ta) ]éh dx /R ar V) o (X (62)
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6.2 Estimate on the relative entropy

In the next section we prove a lower bound for the terms in the second line of (6.2)).

6.2 Estimate on the relative entropy

The arguments in [16, Egs. (6.1)-(6.14)] apply in literally the same way here, too. We
obtain the correct bounds when we replace B by h? in all formulas. This, in particular,
applies to the statement of [16, Lemma 6.2]. The only difference is that [16, Eq. (6.10)] is
now given by

_1/979 2 1/2
[(no, K1, awo)| < Ce /2h/2||‘1’\|Hrgag(Qh)(H‘I’Hﬂglag(cgh)+D1) ;

which is due to the reason that the bound for the L2-norm of 79 in Proposition [3.2]is worse
than the comparable bound we obtained in |16, Proposition 3.2]. This, however, does not
change the size of the remainder in the final bound because other error terms come with
a worse rate.

With the choice ¢ = h'/?, we therefore obtain the bound

FRES(T) — FRES(Ty)
1/2
> hl (5SL(\11<) — R gy (o) (|y\1/|@13mg@h) + Dl) ) (6.3)

which is the equivalent of [16, Eq (6.14)].

6.3 Conclusion

The arguments in [16, Section 6.3] apply in the same way also here and we obtain the
correct formulas when we replace B2 by h. This concludes the proof of Theorem (1| and
Theorem 2L

6.4 Proof of the equivalent of [16, Lemma 6.2] in our setting

To obtain a proof of the equivalent of |16, Lemma 6.2] in our setting, we follow the proof
strategy in [16]. The additional terms coming from the external electric potential are not
difficult to bound because W is a bounded function. To obtain bounds of the correct size
in h for the terms involving the periodic vector potential Ay, we need to use that A(0) = 0,
which is guaranteed by Assumption This is relevant for example when we estimate
our equivalent of the term on the left side of [16, Eq. (6.24)], that is,

74, +Wa(r) = prlooll2
with p, = —iV, and og in (5.7)). We write the operator multiplying o as
m —pp + W(r) + A(r) - m + w0 - A(r) + |A(r) %, (6.4)

where 7, = —iV, + Ag(r). When we use (5.6)), we see that the terms involving | 4;|? and
W}, are bounded by

(40112 + [Wall ) lloollz < Ce™ 204 @]l (@) (6.5)

mag
Moreover, from [16, Eq. (6.24)] we know that

17 = plovllz < Ce™ 2R 1@l gy, (@u-
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To obtain a bound for the contribution from the fourth and the fifth term on the right

side of (6.4]), we write
1
Ap(r) = h2/ dt (DA)(hrt) - r,
0

where DA denotes the Jacobi matrix of A. Hence,

1An(r) - 7 00ll2 < W2IDAfloo || | - [rasll2 W5 ]l2 < ChY™[ @l (Qn)-
The term involving 7, - Ap(r) can be treated similarly when we commute 7, to the right.
In combination, the above considerations show
2 2 4 1
74, + Wa(r) = pFloollz < Ch*e™ |19l (qu)-
All other bounds in the proof of the equivalent of [16, Lemma 6.2] in our setting that
involve W}, or Aj, can be estimated with similar ideas. We therefore omit further details.

— APPENDIX —

A Gauge-Invariant Perturbation Theory for K7 o —V

In this appendix, we discuss the behavior of the eigenvalues below the essential spectrum
of the operator K7, o —V for small h > 0, where K7, A = K7, A0 With K7 A ¢ defined in
. We recall that the full magnetic vector potential is given by A := A., + A with
the magnetic vector potential A, (z) = %63 Ax of a constant magnetic field and a periodic
vector potential A that satisfies A(0) = 0. We also recall the notation Ap(z) := hA(hz).
The goal of this appendix is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition A.1. Assume (1+]-?)V € L2 (R3)NL>®(R3) and let A € W3 (R3;R3) be a
periodic function. Then there is hg > 0 such that for 0 < h < hg the following statements
hold:

(a) Let \ be an isolated eigenvalue of multiplicity m € N of the operator K, — V with
spectral projection P. Then there are m eigenvalues \1(h), ..., A\m(h) of the operator
K, A —V with spectral projection P(h) such that

‘max | \(h) — A\ < Ch?, |P(h) — P|lss < Ch?. (A1)

i=1,....,m

(b) Assume that K1, —V has a simple lowest eigenvalue with eigenfunction o, and denote
by o the eigenfunction to the lowest eigenvalue of Kt A —V, which is normalized
such that {a., ) > 0 holds. Then we have the bound

11+ 72) (0! — )2 < OB, (4.2)
where w2 = (—iV + Ag)? denotes the magnetic Laplacian.

Remark A.2. The above Proposition should be compared to |16, Proposition A.1], where
a similar statement is proved in the special case, where V' > 0 and where A(z) = %63 Azx.
In the reference the assumption for V is needed to assure that the Birman—Schwinger
operator related to K7 A —V is self-adjoint. To prove the above proposition we investigate
the resolvent kernel of K7 A —V rather than the Birman-Schwinger operator, which is the
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reason why we do not need the positivity assumption for V. The main technical ingredient
of our proof is the estimate for the integral kernel of the resolvent of K7 —V in Lemma
below. Afterwards, we apply a standard version of gauge-invariant perturbation theory.
As has been shown in [40, Chapter 6] one can also obtain exponential decay estimates
for the resolvent kernel of K — V via Combes—Thomas estimates. The proof, however,
requires more effort than for the case of the Laplacian because K7 has a more complicated
structure. Since these estimates are not needed for the proof of Proposition[A.I]we refrain
from presenting them here.

We denote the resolvent of K7 a—V at z € p(K7 A—V') by Rgv = (z—(Kp,a—V))"?
The integral kernel of RZ’V is denoted by sz(w,y). We highlight that we use another
symbol for the resolvent and for its integral kernel in this section. Since we frequently
work with LP-norms of integral kernels this simplifies our notation. If A = 0, we write
R*V for RS’V and G=V for QS’V. Similarly, G* stands for G*Y. Before we give the proof
of the above proposition, we state and prove four preparatory lemmas.

A.1 Preparatory lemmas
The first lemma concerns the regularity of the kernel G=.

Lemma A.3. There is a continuous function a: C\[2T¢,00) — Ry such that
/R3 dz (14 22)[VG*(x)| < al2). (A.3)
Proof. We use the resolvent identity R* = R? + zR"R? to write G* as
G*(z) = go(x) + 2z /R3 dv Qo(x —v) G*(v), (A.4)
which implies
1L+ VG < @ +2]-1)VG° (1 + 2 I+ |2)QZ||1) : (A.5)

The second L'(R3)-norm on the right side of (A.5]) is bounded by

2) e

which, when multiplied with z, meets the requirements of the lemma. It therefore remains
to consider ||(1+|-[?)VG°|;.
From [21, Eq. (A.6)] and [39, Theorem 6.23] we know that G%(z) can be written as

I+ Pgh < C A r-WGZH?:C(/RBdP’“‘Ap)Qz—féT(p)

2 1 i(n—1)27T;
¢°(a) = = 3" ——Im g2 4y (A7)
n=1 2

1
772]a:| Z Imexp(\/u+i(n—2) 27TTC\J:|>,

where ¢§ is the resolvent kernel of the Laplacian in (4.3) and /- denotes the principal
square root. We use Im e = sin(Re z) exp(— Im z) for z € C and

m—é\/mmﬁsggb)\/m_a (A.8)

February 14, 2023 72 Deuchert, Hainzl, Maier




A.1 Preparatory lemmas

for a,b € R to see that

1
. . = o . + o —
Imexp(1\/u +i (n 2) 27T, |ac]> = sin (|x!cn> exp ( |ac]cn) , (A.9)

where

o = \}5\/\/u2 + ((n—1/2)27T,)? + p. (A.10)

In particular,

VG (z) = 27r2|x|3 Z % sin (|a:|c:§) exp (—|x|c;)
27r2\x|2 Z n— 1 cos (Jzle;)) exp (—leler )
27r2\g;|2 Z - 1 Sin (W‘f )exp (—\ﬂflcﬁ)- (A.11)

The above formula implies the bound

e¢] o0 o0
||(1+|-|2)vg°||1<22/ dr (1+r2+(r+r3)\/1+n)exp(—rc;) CZn 3
n=1 0

This proves the claim of the lemma. ]

The second lemma concerns bounds for the operator norm of (2 — (K7, — V))~! and
commutators of this operator with x, when viewed as maps from L?*(R3) to L*(R3).
Here and in the following we denote by ||A||2.0c the norm of a bounded operator A from
L?(R3) — L*°(R3). From [47, Corollary A.1.2] we know that if such an operator is also
a bounded from L?(R3) to L?(R3) then it has an integral kernel given by a measurable
function A(x,y), which obeys

1/2
ess sup / dy |A(z,y)|? < 0. (A.13)
T€ER3 R3
Moreover, the norm ||Al|2;00 equals the norm of the integral kernel of A in (A.13]).

The following Lemma implies that the resolvent kernel G satisfies

1/2
ess sup(/ dy (1 + |z — y|4)|gz’v(:v,y)|2> / < 0. (A.14)
z€R3 R3

In passing we note that our assumptions on V would allow for more: it can be shown that
G*V is exponentially decaying in the sense that holds with 1 + |z — y|* replaced
by e?l#=¥l for some § > 0 depending on the distance of z to the spectrum of K, —V. For
more information we refer to Remark above.

Lemma A.4. Assume that V € L™ (R3) vanishes at infinity. Then there is a continuous
function a: p(Kr, — V) — Ry such that

[x,RZ’V]H. + | o, RV, < al2). (A.15)

2;00
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Proof. We start by proving the bound for the first term on the right side of (A.15). We
use the fact that (1 — A)~! is a bounded linear map from L?(R3) to L>°(R?®) and the
resolvent identity to estimate

IR*Y [la00 < Cll(1 = AYR*Y [|oo < CJ[(1 = A)R?[loo (14 [V ][R [loc) . (A.16)

Our assumptions on V imply p(K7, — V) C p(K71.), whence both z-dependent terms on
the right side meet the requirements of the lemma.
To obtain a bound for the second term on the right side of (A.15]), we note that

[, R*V] = R*V [Kr,, 2] R*Y, (K., 2] = =i(Vf)(=iV), (A.17)
where f(p) = Kr.(p) is the symbol in ([1.14). Using this, we estimate
1z, R*Y |20 < I1R*Y [l2s00 [(VA(=IVIR®Y . (A.18)

A bound for the first factor on the right side was obtained in (A.16). Using the resolvent
identity again, we bound the second factor by

(VAR [|oo < (VAR oo (14 1V oo R 1) (A.19)

which proves the claim for the second term on the right side of (A.15). A bound for the
third term can be derived similarly, and we therefore leave the remaining details to the
reader. This proves the claim. ]

Lemma A.5. Assume (1+ |- |[2)V € L2(R?) N L>®(R3) and let o be an eigenfunction of
the operator K, —V with eigenvalue A < 21.. Then we have

I -1Vallz + - Pallz < oo (A.20)

Proof. We use the eigenvalue equation to write the Fourier transform of « as

1

(p) = TN Kn(p) (V =a)(p). (A.21)

a
Using Young’s inequality, we see that this implies

I-Fel = </R W |23 gy VD) 2>1/2

<O (7 *alle + |ATV * @) S CNA+]- PVl (A22)

To prove the other bound, we use the resolvent identity to write (A.21)) as

N V % @& A :
=T VO K ) A K )

: 2(R3 A 1 T -
We argue as in (A.22)) to see that the L*(R®)-norm of Vppmm(v * a)(p) is
bounded by a constant times ||| - |[V||c. To treat the other term, we go back to position
space and note that

(/s

In combination with Lemma these considerations prove the claim. ]

(V «a)(p). (A.23)

2

1/2
/dey 2| VG (x — y)| Va(y)| ) <A+ DV A+ DV s (A24)
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A.2  Proof of Proposition IE'

The last lemma provides us with a convenient representation for the operator Kt a.
Its proof can be found in |16, Lemma 6.4]. Before we can state the lemma we need the
following definition.

Definition A.6 (Speaker path). Let R > 0, assume that p > —1 and define the following
complex paths

i

c 2—9 +(1+D)R
i .
u(t) == + (1 +i)t t €0, R], u
20
() = T8 (1)t te0,1] 7
u = — s
2 25 1% » 4D . 2B, ‘
(1) (1) te[-1,1] o -
U = — — — ‘
3 2Bc 1% s L]y ‘}H .
i i
ug(t) == — —(p+1)(1—1) t €10,1], o 2
20
ﬂ-i . us
us(t) = —— 4+ (1 =)t t e [0, R].
25,
- 2—9 +(1-0)R
The speaker path is defined as the union of paths u;, i = 1,...,5, with u; taken in reverse

direction, i.e.,
g = —ur +HugFustug+ous.
If © < —1 we choose the same path as in the case y = —1.

Lemma A.7. Let H: D(H) — H be a self-adjoint operator on a separable Hilbert space H
with H > —p and let 8 > 0. Then, we have

H d 1
L — lim/ (s = (A.25)
tanh(gH) R—oo |, 2mi tanh(gz) z—H

with the speaker path g in Definition . The above integral including the limit is
understood as an improper Riemann integral with respect to the uniform operator topology.

In the following, we use the symbol [ < 10 denote the integral on the right side of (A.25))
including the limit and we denote ¥ = (Jp- 4z

A.2 Proof of Proposition

The proof of Proposition [A] is based on an adaption of gauge-invariant perturbation
theory for Schrodinger operators as introduced in [42] to our setting. The core of the
argument is contained in the following lemma.

Lemma A.8. Assume that (1+|-|>)V € L2(R3)NL®(R3). There is a continuous function
a: p(Kr, — V) — Ry such that the following holds: For every compact set K C p(Kr1, —V)
there is a constant h(K) > 0 such that for 0 < h < h(K) we have

RY = S5V + R (=) with  [[(1+72)m (=)o < a(2). (A.26)
Here SZ’V denotes the operator defined by the kernel
Siv(az,y) — l®a(zy) gZ’V(x,y) (A.27)
with the phase factor ®(z,y) in (4.2).
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Proof. We employ (4.18) and apply the integral representation in Lemma to K, A to
see that

K%C7A eltI’Ah («T,y) — eléAh ($7y) K%C,Ay (A.28)

holds. Here K7, 5 is understood to act on the z-coordinate and Ay (z) = :&(x, y) denotes
the vector potential in transversal Poincaré gauge relative to the point y, defined in (4.12]).
Using Lemma [A77) again, we also find the identity

Kra, = K1, = (=21(An)y(2) V. — idiv(As),(2) + |(An)y(2)]?) (A.29)

2 O T (VA (An)y)? T

< (=20(A1)y @)V — 1div(An), () + [(An)y (@)]2) —

24+ A+ pu’

where ¢(z) = (z/tanh(z/(271;)) — z). Let us define the operator TX’V via the equation

(2= (Kroa-V))Say =1-T5". (A.30)

Using (A.28), (A.29), and (A.30]), we write the integral kernel of Tj’v as

T3 (2,y) = Ay [ (—2iA, (2) V. — idiv Ay (@) + |Ay (@)) G (2,y)

d¢ 1
+/‘27Tig0(C)/]RG dvdw C—(—1V+Ay)2+u(m’v)

x (~21A, (v) Vo — idiv Ay (v) + Ay (0) ) g6 (v — w) G (v, y)]. (A.31)

In the next step we use this formula to prove a bound for the operator norm of TX’V.
Let us denote the first and the second term on the right side of (A.31)) by Tjgl)(x, Y)
and Tf) (x,y), respectively. Using (4.24]) and (4.25)), we see that

7A@ ) < CR* (|l = 9| V.97 (2,9)] + (le =yl + o = y?) |GV (@ p)]).  (A32)

Using the resolvent identity R*Y = R? + R*VR*V, we estimate the first term on the

right side of ((A.32]) by
o =yl [VaGY (@,p)| <|o - y| VG (z — )|
+ /3 dw ‘|x —w|VG*(x —w) V(w) gZ’V(w,y)’
R

+ /]RB dw ‘VQZ(;C —w) V(w)|w—y| gz’v(w,y)‘ . (A.33)

Eq. (A.33)) allows us to obtain the following bound for the operator norm of ng) :

I7AY oo < CR2[ 11 1V, (14 1V Iz IR 1200
+ (119G 1V 1) I, RV Tlaioo + s [, RV Nl |- (AL34)
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From Lemma and [A.4] we know that there is a continuous a: p(K7, — V) — Ry such
that the right side of (A.34)) is bounded by a(z). In the following we will denote by a(z)
a generic function with these properties whose precise form may change from line to line.

To obtain a bound for the operator norm of Tjg2)(z), we first estimate its kernel by

(2) i 2 su vaw 1 T,V
TRl < 0 il lot0)])sup | dvdw | oo )
x [lv =yl [Vg§ (v —w) + (I =yl + [v = 51?) lg5 (v — w)[[|G=V (w, ). (A.35)

From Lemma we know that the absolute value of the resolvent kernel of the magnetic
Laplacian is bounded from above by a function only depending on = — v, whose L!(R?)-
norm is bounded by a constant times f(Re(,Im() with f in (4.4). This, in particular,
implies that this L!(R3)-norm is uniformly bounded in ¢ € ¥ and h as long as the latter
is small enough, compare this to the bound in [16, Eq. (6.19)]. We use this bound,
lv —y| < |[v—w|+ |w—y|, and the resolvent identity for R*" to bound the operator norm

of TS) by
1742 lloe < h2C(sup (1 + - DVgSllt, sup [+ P)gllla s [+ )G1
ced ¢ced
IVll2 s 1R [lasoo » 12, R*V Y200+ [, [, RV la00) . (A.36)

The constant on the right side is an affine function of each of its arguments. From

Lemma we know that the norms involving gg are finite. In combination with Lem-

mas and this implies that the right side of (A.36]) is bounded by a(z). We

conclude that
172" o < a(2) b2 (A.37)

holds.
Let K C p(K71, — V) be compact. The above bounds allow us to find ho(K) > 0 such
that for z € K and as long as 0 < h < ho(K) we can write the resolvent of K7, A — V as

1

2,V 2 . -2 cz,V d z,V\n
=S7 h th =h ’ ™, A.
= oa—v) A TGt () =R, ) (TR (A8)

n=1

To show that the operator norm of (1 + 72)n;(z) is bounded by a(z), we use

11+ 7Y (2)lloo < (1 +73)SR, lloo Y B Pa(2)™. (A.39)

n=1

With the resolvent identity for R*" and Lemma we easily see that the operator norm
of (14 WQ)SZL/ is bounded by a(z). This proves the claim. O

With the resolvent estimates in Lemma at hand, we turn to the proof of Propo-
sition Let A < 2T¢ be an eigenvalue of the operator K7, — V. Our assumption on
V' guarantees that it has finite multiplicity m € N. We choose € > 0 such that the ball
B.(\) C C contains no other point of the spectrum of K7, — V than A\ and define

dz _.v dz v 2/ dz
( ) dB:()\) 2mi A dB:(\) 2mi An dBe:(\) 2mi nh( ) ( )
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From Lemma [A-8 we know that the operator norm of the second term on the right side
is bounded by a constant times h? provided h is small enough. The integral kernel of the
first term is given by

dz z i T S
</ A’V)(x,y) = PAED) Sy (@) (y), (A.41)
OB:()\) i=1

2mi

where the vectors {u;}", span the eigenspace of A. Let us denote by P the projection

onto that linear space. Using (A.40), (A.41), and |®a, (z,y)| < Ch?(|z|*> + |y|?), which
follows from the assumption A(0) = 0, we obtain the bound

IP(h) = Plloo < Ch* max ||| [*uil2. (A.42)

i=1,...,

In combination with Lemma this proves rank P(h) = m for h small enough as well
as the second bound in (A.1]).

To prove the bounds for the eigenvalues we use the identity

d
(Kia-VIPU) = [ 2Ry (A3
9B (1) <1

As long as h is small enough, the rank of this operator equals m and its eigenvalues are
given by Ai(h),..., Apn(h). Similar arguments to the above for the spectral projections
allow us to conclude that

(K14 = V)P(h) = (K1, = V)Plloo < Ch* max ||| [*uil2 (A.44)

i=1,...,

holds. This proves the claimed bound for the eigenvalues. It remains to prove .

Let us write o = a(h)ax + b(h)ép with (o, ¢5) = 0 and |a(h)|> + [b(h)|> = 1. Our
assumptions imply a(h) = (., a?) > 0. We rewrite the equation P(h)a! = ol to see that
b(h)on = (P(h) — P)al. An application of thus implies |b(h)| < Ch?. Using this,
la(h)|? +|b(h)|? = 1, and the fact that a(h) > 0, we see that |a(h) — 1| < Ch?. This allows
us to conclude that

11+ 7@ = alla < Jalh) = 1] (L + 722 + [b(R)] (1 +7)dnllz < CH%. (A.45)

To obtain the result, we used Lemma to see that [|(1 + 72)aull2 < oo, as well as
1+ 7%)nllz < 11+ 7?)aull2 + (1 + 7*)al ]2, and

10+ 72kl < CllKT a0k l2 < C (MG + [Valllz) < C (AR + [V]i) - (A.46)
This proves (A.2]) and also finishes the proof of Proposition
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