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Abstract

We consider a low density Bose gas interacting through a repulsive potential in the
thermodynamic limit. We justify the Lee-Huang—Yang conjecture of 1957 concerning
the shape of the excitation spectrum. Rigorously we prove a lower bound for the free
energy at suitably low temperatures, where the modified excitation spectrum leads to
a second order correction to the ground state energy.

1 Introduction

Although thermodynamic properties of the ideal Bose gas have been well understood
since the pioneering work of Bose and Einstein [6, 12], the rigorous understanding of
interacting Bose gases remains a major challenge. In particular for dilute systems, Bose—
Einstein condensation and related phenomena at low temperatures have been observed
experimentally since 1995 [2, [10], but the derivation of these collective effects from first
principles of quantum mechanics is mostly open.

In 1957, Lee, Huang and Yang [20] used a pseudopotential method to analyze the
spectrum of dilute Bose gases. To be precise, for a Bose gas with density p > 0 interacting
through a repulsive potential with scattering length a > 0, they predicted that the ground
state energy per unit volume is given by

128
EQ = 47Tap2 <1 + W \ pa3> s (11)

and that the low-lying eigenvalues have the form

Eo+ Y mp\/pt+ 16mapp?, mp=0,1,2, ..., (1.2)

p#0

up to small errors in the dilute limit pa® — 0 (see Eqgs. (25) and (34) in [20], respectively).
Although the work in [20] focuses on the hard-sphere interaction, the Lee-Huang—Yang
formulas are expected to hold true for a large class of repulsive interactions. Thus (1)
and ([L2) exhibit a universality of dilute Bose gases. Namely, the ground state energy
and the excitation spectrum are well approximated solely in terms of the density of the
system and the scattering length of the interaction. Their rigorous justification from the
many-body Schrodinger equation has been an important problem in mathematical physics.
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For the ground state energy, the Lee-Huang—Yang formula (I.T]) has been established
in a series of remarkable works over the last six decades. The upper bound to the leading
order term 4map? was achieved by Dyson already in 1957 [I1], but it took more than 40
years until the matching lower bound was proved by Lieb—Yngvason in 1998 [27]. The
second order term 4mwap? x %W was proved by Yau—Yin in 2009 [32] for the upper
bound, and finally established by Fournais—Solovej in 2020 [14] for the lower bound. For
further developments, we refer to [I5] for an extension of the second order lower bound to
hard-sphere interactions, [3] for an alternative derivation of the second order upper bound,
and [I] 13] for related results in 1D and 2D, respectively.

The existing literature, however, does not provide information on the excitation spec-
trum. The goal of the present paper is to address this second aspect of the Lee-Huang—
Yang conjecture. Instead of justifying (L2]) for each individual eigenvalue, which is virtu-
ally impossible as it would require a precision way beyond what the current technologies
are capable of, we derive a collective version of (2] in terms of the free energy at low
temperatures. To be precise, combining (L.I]) and (L2]) suggests that the free energy per
unit volume at low temperatures T > 0 can be approximated by

Ey + I / log (1 _e Tl p4+16”pap2> dp
(277)3 R3

T5/2 _ 4 167'rpa 2
4drap <1 + 15\/_\/ > + E /]R3 log <1 e VP >dp. (1.3)

It is important to remark that the higher the temperature, the more challenging it is
to justify (L3). In fact, at temperatures around T ~ p?/3 = pa(pa3)71/ 3. which is of the
order of the critical temperature for Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC), the expansion
(L3) is no longer correct; see [30), [33] for detailed analysis at the leading order. This fact
is not surprising since at this critical temperature regime, BEC only holds partially, and
hence the Lee-Huang—Yang computation does not apply anymore. In the present work,
we are interested in (L3]) at low temperatures 7' ~ pa for which the entropy contribution is
proportional to the second order term of the Lee-Huang—Yang ground state energy. This
is the natural parameter regime to resolve the Lee-Huang—Yang conjecture (ILT)-(T2])
within a single formula. The precise statement of our result and an outline of the proof
will be provided in the next section.

1.1 Main result

Let V € L'(R3) be non-negative, compactly supported, radially symmetric decreasing and
a > 0 its scattering length (see Section 2] for the definition). Let A denote the Laplacian

with Neumann boundary conditions on Ay = [~L/2, L/2]3. For integers N > 2, consider
the Hamiltonian
Hy = Z “Ap+ > Vi (1.4)
1<i<j<N

acting on the bosonic space L2(AY) = ®é\y7m L?(Ap). This operator can be defined as a
self-adjoint operator by Friedrichs’ method, and it has compact resolvent.

The free energy of the system at temperature T' > 0 is defined by

where the infimum is taken over all mixed states I', that is all bounded operators I' > 0
with TrI" = 1, and where S(I') = —Tr (I'logI') denotes the entropy of I'. By the Gibbs



—Hy/T

variational principle the infimum is attained by the Gibbs state I'y = Z&le and

the free energy can be computed from the partition function Zy as
Fr(N)=-TlogZy = —TlogTre T .

We are interested in the free energy per unit volume in the thermodynamic limit

L Fr(N)
Flo.T) = tim FELY) (15)
NL3-p

It is well-known that the free energy density f(p,T) is well-defined and actually inde-
pendent of the boundary conditions we imposed on Ay. Our main result is the following
justification of (L3]) as a lower bound.

Theorem 1.1. Let v = 1/5000. In the dilute limit pa® — 0, for any 0 < T < pa(pa®)~",
the free energy density in (LB]) satisfies

128 T5/2 _ p4+ 167Tpap2
T) > 4map? [ 1+ —— 3 1 1—¢ V T
f(p,T) > 4map ( +15ﬁ\/pa>+(27r)3/RS 0g< e dp

— C(pa)*?(pa®)". (1.6)

Here the constant C > 0 depends only on V.

Here are some remarks on our result.

1. The free energy formula (L6]) holds for 7' > 0, thus not only recovering the result
on the ground state energy as established in [14] but also resolving the question on
the excitation spectrum as predicted in [20]. Our condition T' < pa(pa®)~ allows
the case T' ~ pa, which is particularly interesting, since in this case the temperature
correction is of the same order as the second order Lee-Huang—Yang correction to
the ground state energy. An upper bound condition on 7T is not merely technical, but
it is conceptually necessary. The formula (L6]) fails in the higher temperature regime
T ~ p?/3 = pa(pa?’)*l/ 3_and in this case deriving the correction to the leading order
term in [30, B3] remains a very interesting open problem.

2. Our assumptions on the potential V' can be relaxed in many ways. For example,
if V' is not decreasing but it is radial and satisfies V(z) < CV(y) for |z| > |y|,
then our proof applies equally well. In our analysis we fix V (and in particular
the scattering length a) and consider the low-density and low-temperature limits
p — 0 and T — 0. However, by simple scaling the relevant small parameters are the
dimensionless quantities a®p and a?T". Our error terms will be bounded only in terms
of the range R of V and its integral; more precisely, the constant C' in Theorem [I.1]
depends only on the dimensionless quantities R/a and [|V'||11(gs)/a.

3. We expect that a matching upper bound for (6] also holds, and that the result
can be extended to hard-sphere interactions. Proving such results requires new
techniques, which hopefully will be addressed in the near future.

Our proof strategy of Theorem [[LT]is different from the approach to the ground state
energy problem in [14] 15]. In an effort to obtain information on the excitation spectrum,
we introduce a new method, that revolves around a detailed analysis of local systems with
Neumann boundary conditions. We use unitary transformations in the spirit of Bogoli-
ubov’s diagonalization idea [7] together with subtle renormalization techniques. While



incorporating insights from recent developments [4], 29, [8, [19] on the excitation spectrum
in the fixed volume setting, our analysis in the thermodynamic limit introduces several
novel ingredients which serve to not only simplify but also extend existing approaches on
a conceptual level.

To quickly explain the novelty of the methodology, let us mention that the Lee—
Huang—Yang prediction [20] was based on the heuristic assumption of Bose-Einstein con-
densation (BEC), namely a macroscopic fraction of particles occupy the zero-momentum
mode. Proving BEC in the thermodynamic limit is a major open problem in mathematical
physics, but to compute the energy it is possible to consider localized systems in small
boxes where BEC is easier to prove. Therefore, the localization method is of central impor-
tance. This idea was already used in 1998 by Lieb and Yngvason [27] in their proof of the
leading order of the ground state energy, where they divided the thermodynamic box into
smaller cells with Neumann boundary conditions on each cell, which is the appropriate
method for a lower bound.

While this approach sounds plausible, the handling of the Neumann boundary con-
ditions for the second order term of the ground state energy poses a major challenge
compared to the typical periodic setting in unit volume [4, §]. In [14} 15], Fournais and
Solovej introduced a very subtle argument to localize the kinetic energy operator, which
allows them to keep the calculation essentially in the periodic setting. The intricate analy-
sis in [14], [15], however, does not seem to give access to the excitation spectrum. The main
new contribution of the present work is to perform a rigorous analysis of the excitation
spectrum on Neumann boxes, thus resolving the Lee-Huang-Yang prediction in a very
natural way. Further details of our proof will be given below.

1.2 Outline of the proof

General ideas. Our proof strategy is inspired by Bogoliubov’s 1947 approach [7] where
he proposed an effective method to transform the Hamiltonian of an interacting Bose
gas to a non-interacting one, thus enabling an approximation for not only the ground
state energy but also the excitation spectrum (the latter is particularly interesting due to
its connection to superfluidity). As mentioned already in [7], this method is reasonably
good in a mean-field situation where the particles are more or less independent, but it
is insufficient for dilute gases where the particles are highly correlated. In fact, a formal
application of the Bogoliubov approximation produces an incomplete form of (L3]) where
the first two terms in a Born approximation of the scattering length a appear instead of
a itself [25]. Thus the main conceptual difficulty in our proof is to put the Bogoliubov
approximation on a rigorous footing, including the subtle correction due to the correlation
between particles.

Heuristically, an important input for the Bogoliubov approximation is BEC. Although
proving BEC in the thermodynamic limit is a major open problem, we are able to prove
BEC in localized systems in small boxes, which is sufficient to estimate the free energy.
This idea has been carried out in the ground state problem [27, 14]. To be precise, we
decompose Ay, into smaller cubes Ay of side length

a

for some small parameter k > 0 that will be chosen later. This length scale is chosen
larger than the Gross—Pitaevskii length scale (also called healing length)

lop =

31
a



At the Gross—Pitaevskii length scale, the gap of the kinetic energy operator is of the same
order as the interaction energy of one particle, which makes the proof of BEC easier.
On the other hand, at the Gross—Pitaevskii length scale, the contribution from boundary
conditions affects the second order term of the energy [4]. Therefore, by focusing on
the length scale ¢ slightly larger than the Gross—Pitaevskii length scale, we still have a
reasonably good control on the number of excitations, and at the same time we control
boundary effects caused by the localization procedure.

The Gross—Pitaevskii regime has been studied extensively in the literature, often in the
equivalent formulation of having n particles in the unit box with the interaction potential
of the form n?V (n(z — y)). In this setting, the boundary of the domain matters. For
periodic boundary conditions, BEC was first derived in [24], and the excitation spectrum
was first computed in [4]. The key idea of [4] is that the Bogoliubov approximation can
be justified rigorously by using suitable unitary transformations. Later, the excitation
spectrum of inhomogeneous trapped Bose gases in R? was derived independently in [29]
and [8]. For us [29] is particularly relevant, as it contains several modifications of the
strategy in [4]. This already led to a simplified proof in the periodic setting in [19] and
will further be helpful for the analysis of the present paper.

For our purpose, we have to deal with the Gross—Pitaevskii regime with Neumann
boundary conditions. In this case, BEC with an almost optimal bound was derived recently
in [B], based on a suitable extension of the strategy in [4], but it turns out that the
Neumann boundary conditions cause a serious problem in the computation of the ground
state energy and the excitation spectrum. In the study of the ground state problem in
[14], a completely different localization technique has been used, which allows to avoid the
Neumann boundary issue but requires a subtle modification of the kinetic energy operator.

Thus, while Neumann boundary conditions appear very naturally when seeking a lower
bound, their are de facto incompatible with the translational invariant form of the interac-
tion potential V(z — y), making the justification of the Bogoliubov approximation in this
case intricate. Solving that problem is the main new contribution of the present work.
Roughly speaking, we will handle the Neumann boundary conditions by introducing a
mirror symmetrization technique to relevant transformation kernels, thereby enabling the
necessary extension of the strategy in [29] [19]. Moreover, while these works consider the
Gross—Pitaesvskii regime, we need push the analysis to much larger length scales, where
the interaction potential dominates the kinetic energy and the LHY term is visible com-
pared to boundary effects. This makes the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian harder but
is necessary to recover the correct free energy in the thermodynamic limit when summing
up the local free energies in all small boxes.

Detailed setting. We shall now explain the proof strategy in detail. It is convenient to
consider, for n > 0, the rescaled Hamiltonian

Hyo=Y —Dp+ > LV(Uzi — 1)) (1.8)
=1

1<i<j<n

acting on L2(A™), the space of square integrable functions that are invariant under per-
mutation of their variables, where A is the Neumann Laplacian on the unit box A =
[-1/2,1/2]3.

The Hamiltonians H,, defined as in (4] with (N, Ar) replaced by (n,Ay), and H,, ¢
defined in (L.§]) are related via

1
Hn = E_Qn*Hn,Zﬁ



with the unitary scaling transformation T,W(-) = ¢3*/2¥(¢-). Hence, we are interested in
the free energy

Hn,Z
Fy(n) = —=TlogTr (e 77 ). (1.9)
The main part of our work is devoted to the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Free energy on small boxes). Let £ be given in (L) with k = 5v = 1/1000.
Let 0 < T < (pa)(pa)™ and 0 < n < Cpl3 for some C > 0. Then, for pa® small enough,

Fy(n) > fisog(n, £) + O(E(pa)/2(pa®)"), (1.10)
where
B 128 )0 / L /o Tomant—1p7
fBog(nag) = 63 (1 + —F 15\/— / £3/2> + T Z log <1 — eT2VP pe
penN3\{0}
(1.11)

From Theorem [[.2] our main result in Theorem [T then essentially follows from the
superadditivity of the free energy.

We shall now explain the main ingredients in the proof of Theorem In this intro-
duction, to make the ideas transparent, we will not describe the error estimates in detail
and simply write A ~ B if the error is of order O(¢3(pa)®/?(pa®)¥) which appears in (LI0).

We will use the Fock space formalism (see Section 2.2)) and the unitary transformation
U: L2(A") = F5" = @7 _o(ug)®™ introduced in [22], defined in (ZId), to factor out
the contribution of the condensate described by the constant function uy = 1 € L?(A).
As explained in Lemma [22] using the projection ]LSF" onto ff" CF =@ _oL2(A™) we
can write

UH, U =13"H1T",

where
% 0000 (U) (U)
H ~ EVZ + Q1 +dF(—A)+H2 + Q2+ Q5 + Q4 (1.12)
is an operator on the full Fock space F, with
Ve = [ Vil - y)dady, (1.13)
A2
Q1= n3/2/ Vi(x — y)aidaxdy + h.c., (1.14)
A2
n * %k
Q2 = 5 //\2 Vi(z — y)azaydzdy + h.c., (1.15)
gU):\/ n—N+1) / Vi(z — y)azaya.dzdy + hec., (1.16)
1
Qi=y / Vi(w — y)ata;a,a,dady, (1.17)
A2

HéU) =n //\2 Vi(x — y)(ata, + atay)dzdy — nVOON

1
_ (5/ Vi(z —y)aza,dxdy N + h.c.> . (1.18)
A2

Here N is the number operator on Fock space.

We then conjugate this excitation Hamiltonian with the unitary maps 5, e8¢ and €52,
where the kernels By, By are quadratic in creation and annihilation operators and B, is
cubic in those, such that



e The first quadratic transformation e8! extracts the leading order of the correlation,
effectively renormalizing Q2 where the short-range interaction V; gets replaced by a
long-range one of mean-field type;

. . . U .
e The cubic transformation eB removes the cubic term Qg ), and also renormalizes

HéU) with a similar replacement for V;

e The second quadratic transformation €52 diagonalizes the quadratic Hamiltonian
emerging from the Bogoliubov approximation, thereby resulting in the correct ground
state energy and excitation spectrum.

Note that the Hamiltonian 7 is defined on the full Fock space F = F(L?(A)) even
though UH, ,U* is only defined on the subspace ff". Lifting the restriction on the
number of particles allows us to use the exact canonical commutation relations. Eventually,
we will evaluate the error terms on the Gibbs state of the system, which lives on ff".
Moreover, our estimates will always hold on F, which is left invariant under the unitary
transformations. In particular, we will often say that two expressions agree on F; when
they agree in the sense of quadratic forms on F .

In the mean-field regime, where V; is replaced by a long-range potential, only one
quadratic transformation is needed to justify the Bogoliubov approximation. This was
first done in [31] in the periodic setting and extended to trapped gases in R3 in [16], 22].
However, in the Gross—Pitaevskii regime, the use of a cubic transformation is crucial to
effectively get back to the mean-field regime and capture correctly the excitation spectrum.
This key idea was first implemented in [4] in the periodic setting and extended to general
trapped cases in R? in [29,8]. An attempt of adapting this strategy to Neumann boundary
conditions was given in [5], but it is insufficient to obtain the correct excitation spectrum.
Here we will resolve this issue. The main challenge for us is to choose the correct kernels
Bi, B., and By adapted to the Neumann boundary conditions and to be able to compute
the action of the corresponding transformation to the LHY order.

Modified scattering solution. To define the kernels we use the zero-scattering solution
wy associated with Vp (see Section 21J). Following the approach in [29], we introduce a
modified scattering solution

we (@) = we(z)xa(2),

where wy(r) = w(fx) and xx(r) = x(A~!z) with x a fixed C™ radial function approxi-
mating 1,<;. The function wy  satisfies

1 1 1 a._ " _
_Awg,)\ = §Vg(1 — (,Ug) — 565,)\, 56&)\(1‘) = Z)\ 3 <’X—‘> ()\ 11‘). (1.19)

In our final estimate we will eventually choose
<<l

The first constraint £~! < A, which is inspired by [4], ensures that the range of €¢,) in
(CI9) is much longer than that of V;, and hence in our calculation it plays the role of a
renormalized version of Vy. Moreover, the second constraint A < 1, which is inspired by
[29], ensures that ey ) tends to a delta interaction, thus simplifying several estimates and
also enabling us to go beyond the Gross—Pitaevskii regime.

Heuristically, as proposed in the previous works on the Gross—Pitaevskii regime [4) 29,
8], the correlation structure of particles can be encoded using two transformations 51 and
eBe. More precisely, by putting the scattering solution —nwy x in the kernels By, B, we



hope to replace the short range potential V; by the longer-range one €, y. The naive choice

OfBl
—n/ wer(z — y)azaydzdy — h.c.,
A2

does not work in our case since the function —nwy ) does not satisfy the Neumann boundary
conditions. To fix this issue, we use a symmetrization technique as follows.

Neumann symmetrization. We shall construct a kernel K (z,y) that can be interpreted
as a symmetrized version of —nwy (x — y) satisfying Neumann boundary conditions in an
appropriate sense. It belongs to H'(A?) and satisfies the following two useful properties:

K(z,y) = —nwer(z —y), Vr,ye{zeA:dist(z,0A) > A} (1.20)

and that the operator with kernel K (z,y) is diagonal in the Neumann basis, sce (L23).
The construction uses the same mirroring technique as in the construction of the
Neumann Green’s function. Denoting

Adz={z+z:x€A}, 2€Z3
we define the transformation
P,:AN—>A+z (P.x))i=(-1)"z;+ z, (1.21)

which maps a point = € A to its mirror point in the box A + z. For a visual illustration in
2D, we refer to Figure [Il, where the mirror points of x € A are plotted in the neighboring
boxes of A.

) . -P(Ll)(l')
. €T e -P(LO)(,CL')
P 1,0)(2)
A

Figure 1: Relevant mirror points of x shown in two dimensions.
We define the function K : A2 — R as

K(z,y)=— Y nwa(Pa(z) — y). (1.22)
2€7Z3

Observe that while {A + z : z € Z3} covers all of R, due to the cutoff y, there is a
contribution to the sum only if |P,(z) —y| < A < 1 and the property (L20) follows



Figure 2: The distance is conserved.

immediately. Taking into account that y € A we find that in the last term of (L.22]) only
the summands with
2 €73 ={z€7Z® max|z| <1}
- 7

are non-zero. Thus, the sum is finite and K is well-defined by (L22). Moreover, K is
symmetric, namely K (z,y) = K (y,z), since |P,(z) — y| = |P.(y) — z| for all z € 73| (see
Figure [2 for a 2D illustration). -

In fact, as we will see in Lemma 3.1}, it is also diagonal in the Neumann basis

K(x,y) = - Z nie \(p)up(@)up(y), (1.23)

3
peTNG

where u, € L?(A) are Neumann eigenfunctions given in (ZI1I)) and we used the following
convention of the Fourier transform

fo) = [ f@era (1.24)

Since the local property (L20]) does not obviously follow from (L23]), both the forms (L.22])
and (L23) will be useful in the following.

Next, we remove from the function K any contribution from the zero-momentum mode
by using the projection @ = 1 — |ug)(up|. This results in the function

K(x,y) = (Q%°K)(z,y) = K(2,y) + n@ex(0) = — > n@ea(p)up(z)up(y), (1.25)
penN\{0}

which is the key tool to define the transformations ' and eBe.

First quadratic transformation. We define the first transformation kernel

Bi=5 | K(zy)aya,drdy —h.c. (1.26)

2 /2
with K given in (L25]). We will show that by conjugating the excitation Hamiltonian #H
in (CIZ) by the quadratic transformation €5, we essentially renormalize Q2 and extract

the leading order contribution 4wan?¢~! (see Lemma [A.T]).
Note that thanks to the last identity in (I20]), we may rewrite (L20) as

1 ~ * %
B, = 5 Z (—=niea(p))aya, — h.c., (1.27)

pemNG\{0}



where we denoted aj = a*(u,) the creation operator on Fock space. The formula (L27)
can be compared with the kernel in the translation-invariant case in [4} [19], where aya* , is
used instead of aya,. However, the algebraic structure is not as nice as in the translation-
invariant case and it is often more convenient to work in configuration space where point-
wise estimates, the identity (L20) or the non-negativity of V' are available.

We shall now explain some details of the action of the transformation €. As we show

in Lemma 4], we have

dD(—A) + Q1 B)] ~ / (-8R () + 5 Vilar — ) K (2,9) ) a3 dedy + hc.

A2

which, together with the definition (L.25]) and the scattering equation (LI9), gives

[T (—A) + Qu, Bi] + Q2 ~ Q2 = /A2 Q2(,y)ajapdedy + hec., (1.28)
where
Qolay) = 5 Y eenP@)=y)+5 Y. (Vilwea—1)(Po(a)=y)~Vi(e—y)wen(P:(2)=y)).
2€23 2€Z3\{0}

Here ég(ﬂ:,y) contains the function € in the first sum, which can be interpreted as a
renormalized version of the short-range potential V; and inherits the symmetrization of
K, as well as some boundary contribution in the second sum which will disappear after
the cubic transformation . The approximation (28] is exactly the motivation for the
choice of the kernel By, in the same spirit as in [29, [17].

From (I28]) and the Duhamel expansion (see (A7) for an explanation) we can write

e BLAT (—A) + Q2 + Q4)ePr —dT(—A) — Q4

1 1 1
— / e_tBl([dF(—A)+Q4,Bl]+Q2)et51dt+ / / e~ BL[Qy, By|e*Frdsdt
0 Jt

0

1 » 1 1
~ / e~ BrQqetPrdt + / / e~*B1Q,, Bi]e*Frdsdt
0 0 t

_ 1 pt _ 1 pl
= Qs+ / / e~B1[Qq, By|e*Prdsdt + / / eB1[Qq, Bye*Prdsdt. (1.29)
0 0 0 t

As proved in Lemma [L5] the last two terms in (.29 are essentially two constant con-
tributions. In particular the last term helps us to correct the constant in (LI2) and we
recover the full leading order of the energy,

1 1 1
5n2V€0000 + / / 67381 [Q2, 81]6381 dsdt
0 t

1 1 1
§n2W0000 + §[Q2781] ~ §n2VZOOOO +

n

2

~ / Vi(z — y) K (z,y)dzdy ~ dran?e~1
A2
with an error smaller than the second order in the LHY formula. The other term is

1 pt . 1 ~ ne 2
/ / e *B1[Qq, B]e*P dsdt ~ (@281 ~ > ’2’#’ (1.30)
0o Jo penNG\{0} g

which will be combined with another constant contribution coming from the transforma-

tion eB2ePe to give the correct LHY second order term.

10



So far, we have seen that the quadratic transformation eB1 essentially replaces dI'(—A)+
Q4 + Q2 by dI'(—A) + Q4 + Q2 plus some constants. Furthermore, we will show in
Lemma that

e_Bllr-IéU)eB1 R~ n/ Vi(x — y)(aka, + abay)dady — Srant ™' N, (1.31)
A2

namely the term A'nV 0% + (% Ja2 Velz — y)ajaidedyN + h.c.) in HéU) is replaced by

8ray V. Moreover, as proved in Lemma A8 we have

e B1(Q; + QgU))eBl ~ Q3= \/E/A2 Vi(z — y)azayazdzdy + h.c. (1.32)

The cubic term Q3 then will be handled by the cubic transformation e below. In
summary we have

e BB ~ dran 0! + AT (—A) + Qs+ Q2 + Q3 + n/ Vi(z — y)(aray + apay)dady
A2

— 8ranl~'N.

Cubic transformation. Next, for the cubic transformation, we define

_ OuN)
Vi Ja

Here ¢, = a(Q), where Q,(y) = Q(z,y), is used instead of a, to ensure that B, leaves
F invariant, and )7 (N) is a smooth cut-off on the sector {N < M}, with 1 < M < n,
which prevents e8¢ from creating too many excitations.

As proved in Lemma [5.1] by using €5 we can remove the cubic term Q3 in (L32) and
also renormalize some quadratic terms. More precisely, using the Duhamel formula, we
can expand

B. K(z,y)q,a,q.drdy — h.c. (1.33)

e B (AP(—A) + Qu + Qs) e —dT(-A) - Qs
1 1,1
= / e~ tBe ([dF(—A) + Qu4, B + Qg)etBCdt +/ / e~ B¢ [Q3, BcJeBedsdt.  (1.34)
0 0 t
We have chosen the cubic kernel B, such that

[dr(_A) + Q4, Bc] + Q3 ~ 05

and hence the first term on the right-hand side of (LL.34)) is negligible. Moreover, the last
term in (I34]) can be put together with the transformations of (L3I]), and we can show
that

1 1
A2 0 t

is essentially 87Ta~n€_1j\/ . After the cubic transformation, we may remove the boundary
contribution in ()2 and obtain the desired pairing term (see Lemma [5.8))

B~ n .
e BeQqebe » 5 /2 g ee(Pz () — y)azaydzdy + h.c.
A
2€73
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which coincides with

1 ~ * ok
3 Z nep(p)(aya, + apap)
pETNG\{0}

when restricted to F. Thus we arrive at
e BeeBiyeBieBe o 4ran?e—t + Hpog + Q4

with the quadratic Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

AN 1 -~ .
Hpog = Z <p2 + 877112) a,ap + 3 Z nEz,A(p)(apap + apap)
perN\{0} penN\{0}
1 [nee\(p)|?
- ECA)T 1.
T3 X o (1.35)

pemNG\{0}

Second quadratic transformation. It is well-known that the quadratic operator in
(L35) can be diagonalized explicitly. To be precise, by choosing the second quadratic
transformation €52 with

1 * %k
By = 3 Z eplaya, — apap), (1.36)
pemNG\{0}

for suitable ¢, one can show that
6_62H30g682 +dran®l™ ~ 0 + Al (EBog)

on F; with the ground state energy

1 Srant—1)?
Eny:=4man?0~1 + = Z vVt + 16mant—1p2 — p? — Sral + (Brant” )7
’ 2 14 2p?
pemNG\{0}
and the effective Hamiltonian

dI'(EBog) = Z V1t + 16mant—1p? .
perNG\{0}

In this way, we recover all information on the excitation spectrum predicted by the Bo-
goliubov approximation [7].

Localization on Fock space. On the technical level, we can only estimate the relevant
errors in the above analysis on the low particle number sectors in .7-"_%". The high particle
number sectors have to be handled differently. By adapting the analysis in [24], we are
able to prove BEC for the Gibbs state, i.e. there are only few excitations. In combination
with the Gibbs variational principle, this allows to ignore the free energy coming from
the high particle number sectors. Finally, using the localization method on the number of
excited particles in the spirit of [26] 22], we put together the low and high particle number
sectors, thus concluding the proof of Theorem

Organization of the proof. In Section [2] we recall general properties of the scattering
length a and the scattering solution. We also introduce some notation on the Fock space
formalism; in particular we use the excitation map U defined in [22] to link H,, to an
excitation Hamiltonian on the Fock space of excitations F(ug ). In Section B} we explain

12



in detail the construction of the Neumann kernel K(z,y) by symmetrization. We then
conjugate this excitation Hamiltonian with the unitary maps €8, B and €82, The actions
of the transformations 5!, eBe and €52 are carried out in Sections @ [ and [ respectively.
In Section [7, we prove BEC for the Gibbs state associated with H,, ; as well as derive
some rough estimates for the kinetic and interaction energies, which are needed for the
localization technique on the number of excited particles. Finally, we prove Theorem
in Section B and conclude Theorem [[.1] in Section @l

Notation. We always use C' > 0 to denote a general constant which depends only on V.
We also write A < B if A < CB, and write A < B if A/B — 0 when pa® — 0. Moreover,
all operator inequalities are interpreted as quadratic forms, namely we write S > T on $
if (u, Su) > (u,Tu) for all u € § (which is in particular convenient when S and T" act on a
larger Hilbert space and do not leave §) invariant). When writing an operator in terms of
the distributional creation and annihilation operator, we omit the integration variable for
shortness if it is unambiguous, e.g. we write [ T'(z,y)a%a, instead of [T(x,y)aka,dzdy.

Acknowledgments. This work was partially funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemein-
schaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) — Project-ID 470903074 — TRR 352. PTN
was partially supported by the European Research Council (ERC CoG RAMBAS, Project
Nr. 101044249).

2 Preliminaries

In this section we collect some standard tools, which are helpful to transform the Hamil-

tonian H,, ¢ in (LS.

2.1 Scattering Problem

Here we recall some well-known facts about the scattering length of the potential V' and its
scattering solution. Under the assumption that V' is non-negative, compactly supported
and radially symmetric, it is well-known (see e.g. [25, Appendix C] or [28, Section 2]) that
the equation

—Aw = %V(l —w)inR?  lim w(z)=0 (2.1)

|x|—00

has a unique solution w satisfying 0 < w < 1. The scattering length a of V is defined as

87ra:/ V(1 —w). (2.2)
R3

Since the scattering solution w is harmonic outside the support of V, we have the exact
formula for x € R3 \ supp(V):

w(z) = —. (2.3)
In our application, we will consider a modified version of the scattering solution w. Let
¢ be as in (L7). Defining wy(x) = w(fz), and recalling that Vy(z) = £V (¢z), obviously

from (1)) we have the rescaled equation

1
—Awp = 5Vg(1 — wy). (2.4)

13



Next, let us introduce a cut-off version of wy. Following [29], for
2R/0 < X < 1/4, (2.5)

we define
wer(T) = welz)xa(z), xa(z) = x(A '),

where x is a fixed C* radial function satisfying
1
x(x)=0for x| >1 and x(z)=1 for |z] < 7

Under the assumption that suppV C {|z| < R} and that A > 2R¢~!, the truncated
scattering solution wy ) satisfies a modified scattering equation

1 1
—Awp ) = §Vz(1 —wy) — Y (2.6)
where
1
565,)\ = A(Wg,)\ — (,Ug) = QVC«)g . VX)\ + WgAX)\. (2.7)

From (2.7) we see that e,y and V; have disjoint support. Therefore, we may use ([2.3)) in
(270) and that x is radial to arrive at

geeale) = 937 (25) ), 2.8

where we interpreted x(z) = x(|x|) when writing x”.
Finally, we gather some of their properties in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let 2R/{ < ). Then for all x € R3, we have the pointwise bounds

Clijej<n) Cll{jo<xy C . 3
0 <wpa(z) < Tl 41 [Vwea(z)| < TP+l lee ()] < ?)\ Tiaj2<)zi<ay-
(2.9)
Moreover,
/ o = Smal™t, (2.10)
RS

Note that the last bound in (Z3)) implies that e, \(P;(z) —y) = 0 for z ¢ Z%l.
Proof. From (23] and 0 < w < 1 we obtain

C C
< .
T Ve < pr

0 <w(x) <
Moreover supp (xx) C Bx(0) and [Vxa| < CA "My jo<iz1<r}, which implies the first two

bounds in ([Z9)). The last bound in (23] follows from (7)) and supp(x”) C {\/2 < |z| <
A}. Finally, since wy ) is compactly supported, from (2.6]) and ([2.2]) we have

0=2 Aw&)\ = / Vo(l —wy) — / €4\ = 8ral~! — / THY
R3 R3 R3 R3
This implies (2.10). O
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2.2 Fock Space Formalism
For m € nN3 = 7{0,1,2,...}3, let us denote

1 mi:O

3

The family {Um}meng is an orthonormal basis of L?(A) satisfying Neumann boundary
conditions. A special role is played by the condensate function ug = 1 4.
Given a Hilbert space $), we consider

k

FO) =P, FHe) =Pa™n,

n>0 n=0

the bosonic Fock space over $) and its truncated version, respectively. In our application,
we focus on the cases where $ = L2(A) or the subspace ug C L?(A), and we will denote
respectively the Fock spaces

F=F(L*W), Fy=F(up).
The bosonic creation and annihilation operators are given by

1 n+1

(a*(g)\ll)(xl, - ,a?nJrl) = \/n:—H Zg(xj)\lf(xl, NP B R o S P ,$n+1),
j=1

(a(g)¥)(z1,...,Zn_1) =Vn - 9(xn)V (21, ..., xy)dx,,

for any g € L?(A),¥ € L2(A") and n > 0. We will also use the short-hand notations
ap = a(up),a; = a*(up) as well as the operator-valued distributions a; and a,, with
x € A, which satisfy

(o) = [ gwsds, alg) = [ Gtards
A A
for all g € L?(A). These operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations

[a(g1), alg2)] = [a"(91),a*(92)] = O, [al(g1), a™(g2)] = (g1, 92)
for all g1, go in L?(A), and

lay, ay] = [az,ay) =0,  [az,ay] = 6y,

for all z,y in A. For any one body operator A with coefficients A, ; = (u,, Au,) and kernel
A(z,y), we define its second quantized form

dI'(A) = Z Ap qapaq = /2 A(z,y)aya,dzdy.
p,geTNG A

In particular, the particle number and the excitation number are denoted

N=dr(1)= Y ara,, Ny =dl(Q) =) aay,

peTNG p#0
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where we introduced the notation >, := ZpenNg\{O} and recall @ = 1 — |ug)(ug|.
Additionally, we denote the orthogonal projections onto the excitation Fock space Fy and
onto the truncated Fock space ]:f" by 1, = 1W=N+} and ]l_%" = 1 IV=N V=) for
n > 0, respectively.

With this formalism, the n—particle Hamiltonian in (L8]) can be written as

1
Hy o= Z p’a ap+§ Z [/ g G (2.12)
pemN p,q,7,sETNS
1
:/Vzazvzaxdx—i—i/ Vi(z — y)azayaza,dedy, (2.13)
A

where we have denoted

Vzpqrs = (up ® ugq, Viu, ® uS>L2(A2) .
The right-hand side (2.I3)) is an operator on Fock space F = F(L?(A)) but we will always
consider its restriction to the n-particle sector which coincides with the expression in (L8]).

2.3 The Excitation Hamiltonian

In this section, we will rewrite the Hamiltonian H, , in the Fock space of excitations
Fy = F(ug). We do so by using the unitary transformation U : L2(A") — ]:f" introduced
in [22]

Q% a) V. (2.14)

&
On ff" and for all p,q # 0, it satisfies

UajagU* =n — N4, UayaU* = ayay, (2.15)

UayagU™ = ay/n — N, UagaU* = /n — Nia,. (2.16)
Implementing these transformations on UH,, ;U*, we obtain the following lemma.
Lemma 2.2. Let Hy, ¢ be as in (L8)). We have the following operator identity on ff"
UH, U =13"H1T",
where
2
n
H= VP + Qe dl(=2) + Hy + Qo+ Q) + Qo+ 6@ (217)
is an operator on the full Fock space F, Vgooooy Q1, Qo, QgU), Qy4, HQ(U) are given in
(CI3) (IS) and the error term EY), given by @I9), satisfies

nz(N +1)
J4

W

+£W < ¢ fenlQu+ et e o, (2.18)

g?
on F.

Proof. The computation of £U) is standard, see for instance [22, Section 4]: conjugating
the Hamiltonian H,, , in (213 with U and applying the rules (ZI6), we obtain U H,, ;U* =
]1<"7-L]l+ with H given by (ZI7) and £U) by

. N? —n+ N
EW) =13 (/A2 Vi(x — y)dﬂcdyfwr -/ Vi(z — y) (azas + azay) dzdy N
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—i—/ Vi(z — y)aidzdy ((n - N - 1)\/n—N—n%> + h.c.
A2

+%/A2V€(g;—y)a;a2d:cdy (\/n—N— 1\/n—N—n+N> +h.c.>]l§n

157 (£U0) 4 0D 1 g02)33n (2.19)

We shall estimate the right-hand side of (ZI9]) term by term. Due to the projections it is
enough to estimate U0 U1 and £W2) on ]:fn. Using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
we obtain

1+£WU0) < / Vi(z — y)dady (N + N + n) + 2/ Vi(z — y)azazdedy N
A2 A

2
C(J\/—i—l)2 +n _ Cnl/Q(./\/'—{—l)?’/2 +n
- l - l

on F:", where we used that ||V, < C¢~ 1.
For £UD we use the elementary inequality [vV1—t—1| < Ctfor 0 <t <1 to obtain

+EUN = +a*(V % ud) [ng <\/1 - %/ - 1) ~N+D)Vn—-N
_/\/ 2
<era” (Vo ud) W + 1)V a(Ve x ug) +e'n’ (\/ 1-— - 1) N+1)”

+ep! ((N +1)Vn— N>2 N+1)2
< Celf2(N +1)2 + 7 Cn(N +1)%2
< Cn2l YN +1)3,

+ h.c.

D=

on ff", where we used that HVg*ugHg < |IVe]l1 < C¢~1 and optimized over e; > 0. We pro-
ceed similarly for £U2) using the elementary bound V1I—t—n"1yT—t—14+t <n!
forall 0 <t <1—n"!. We obtain for all £ > 0

2
1
+8U2) < en=1Qy + 13|V < 1-— N_+\/1 —— -1+ ) <en'Q4+ e—lc%
on ]-'f". The proof of Lemma is complete. O
3 Symmetrization and Neumann Boundary Conditions

[_l 1]3

As already explained in the introduction, we cover R3 with copies of the box A = )
and label them canonically by z + A with z € Z3. Then we define P, : A — A + z as in

(C2I) and define K, K : A2 — R as in (I22) and (LZ9),

K=Q%K, Q=1-|u)(u|, K(z,y) Z nwe \(Px(x) — y). (3.1)
2€73

Let us now collect some useful bounds and properties of the function K. In particular
we show that its L?—norm is small if ) is, and that it is diagonal in the basis of Neumann
eigenfunctions.
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Lemma 3.1 (Properties of K). Assume 2R/{ < X\ < 1/4. Then we have

K(z,y) = K(z,y) + n@ex(0) = — Y ndpa(p)up(@)uy(y). (3.2)
penNg\{0}

Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that
2 n\?2 2 n\?2
IKlle < Cny IKIZ<OA(S) s swlElE <o (5)
4 TEN 14

where K, (y) := K(z,y) = K(y, ).
Let us start with the following useful identity.

Lemma 3.2. (Coefficients in the Neumann basis) Let f : R? — R be radial and integrable
with supp(f) C A. Then for all p,q € N3 we have

/ Z Y)up()ug(y)dzdy = 6y qf(p)
2€73
with the Fourier transform defined in (L.24]).

Proof. First note that terms with max{|z;|,7 = 1,2,3} > 2 are zero due to our assumption
on the support of f. Using simple coordinate transformations and wu,(P,(z)) = u,(z) for
all p € TN} we obtain for y € A

June) 3 1Pte) =wide = [ wlafe = e = [ e+ ),
2€73 (5,51 A
where we used that A C y 4 [—3, 3]3. Thus, with the definition of u, (2II) we arrive at

[ 3 1P~ wulaugtdoty = [ 16) [ wle+ (v

2€7Z3
- /Af(x) ljl /él [Cos(p i )up, (i) = V2 sin(pi) sin(pi (i + %))} g, (yi)dyda.

Observe that this formula trivially holds true for p; = 0. The second term vanishes if we
integrate over x since f is radial. We conclude that

3
[ 3 1P = wpla)ugo)dody = 5,y [ f@ [ eostpiade =3, [ flareao

z€Z3 i=1 R3
where in the second identity we used the fact that f is radial and supported in A. O

Proof of Lemmal3 1. From Lemma we immediately have

= D n@eaPup@)uply) . Key)=— Y a@ap)up(@)uy(y). (3.3)

pemNS penN3\{0}

Moreover, Lemma 2.7] yields

0< Ky = K(z,y) — K(z,y) = n@a(0) < cﬁ% (3.4)
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Let us emphasize that K5 is a constant. Next, note that |P,(z) — y| > |z — y| for all
z,y € A. Together with the first bound in (2.9]) and the finiteness of the sum this yields

= Cn]l\:vf [<X
K < — == 3.5
Rl < Tt (35)
From (B.5) and (3.4]) we obtain
Cn]l‘x, <A n
Koy < Shzuor | oen |
The uniform bound || K|« < Cn follows immediately. For the L?—norm we have
1,_ dzd 2
K3 < Cn2/ D ot (4)
A2 (1 + Lz —y|) ¢
A 2 2 n\ 2
< 2 rid 4 (N < Z
= on /0 TESTER (7) = (3)
Similarly, || K,||2 < CA(n/f)* independently of z. O

We may think of K as a modified scattering solution. Therefore, it is interesting to
compare the scattering length a with the one obtained by K. The following Lemma quan-
tifies their difference. This will be used to extract the scattering length a in computations
in the upcoming sections.

Lemma 3.3. (Boundary effects) The function

ha) = [ Vile = 9) (n+ K(o9)) dy — 870G, w €A )
A
satisfies
n log(¢ n
I < 28O g g, < 2, e (100)
¢ 7 1
Consequently,

nVKOOOO + /A2 Vi(x — y)K (z,y)dzdy — 871'11%‘ < Cnt™? log(?).

Proof. We choose R > 0 such that supp(V') C Bg(0). Using the uniform bound | K (z,y)| <
Cn from Lemma [3.I] and the obvious bound

1
/wx—y)dyg—/ v
A l Jrs

n
7
Moreover, this bound can be improved if = lies well within the interior of A. Indeed, for
x € A satisfying dist(x, OA) > R(™!, we claim that

we have

Ih(z)] < C2, V€A (3.8)

n

—i—Cé—z.

Ih(z)] < c%W (3.9)

From [B.8) and (3.9)), it is straightforward to deduce the desired LP bounds of h.
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It remains to verify (3.9). Using the definition (3.1]) and V(1 —w ) = V. f;, we obtain

/A Vi — y)(n + K (2, ) dy = /A (Vi) (& — y)dy — ; /A Vil — y)nwga(Px(x) — y)dy

+ K> /A Vi(z — y)dy (3.10)

with Ky = K — K. The last term of (3I0) is bounded easily by (34),

n

0< Kz [ Vila - )y < CRRIVIL < O,
A

For the first term on the right-hand side of (BI0)), from the assumption dist(xz,dA) >
R~ we have (A — x) N Bpy-1(0) = Bpy-1(0), which can be used together with the fact
supp(Vy) € Bge-1(0) to deduce that

n

[t -ay= [ aiswa- | ;

- n(Vefe)(y)dy = 8ma

For the second term on the right-hand side of (3.I0) we note that P,(x) ¢ A for z € A
and z # 0. In particular |P,(x) — y| > d(z,0A). Together with the first bound in (2.9])
this implies

) < < ¢
Y =110P(x) —y| = 1+ d(z,00)

wer(Py(z) — Vz € 73\ {0}. (3.11)

Therefore, as only finitely many summands in this term are non-zero,

1
Vi(x — P.(z) —y)dy < C Vil —y) ——————d
> | ila = pmanaPa) =y < € [ aVile 1) gy
n 1
<C-————.
414 4d(xz,0N)
This concludes ([B.9) as well as the proof of Lemma B3] O

4 The First Quadratic Transformation

In this section we apply the first transformation €' to the excitation Hamiltonian 4 in

2.17), where
1
Bi=5 | K(xy)aya,drdy —h.c. (4.1)
2 Jp2

with K given in ([B]). The role of this transformation is to replace the quadratic term @2
in (2.I7) by Qo, defined in (L28]), which is less singular, and extracts a scalar contribution
leading to the full leading order energy 4ran?¢~!. The main result of this section is the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that A (%)2 <1, that 2R/t < X\ < 1/4, and that ¢ is large enough.
Then we have

—Biay B _ 2,—1 |n€£,)\(l))|2 .
e BrHeP = dran?t + Y 5 +dl(-A) + Q4
perNg\0} T

+ n/ Vi(x — y)(ata, + ahay)dzdy — Srant ' N
A2
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+Qa+Q3+& (4.2)

on Fy, with
Q3 = \/ﬁ/ Vi(x — y)aya,azdzdy + h.c.,
A2
Qs = / QQ(x,y)a;adedy +h.c.,
A2

Qalwy) =5 Y een(Pula) =)

2€7Z3

+ 25 (Vileor — D(P(w) ) — Vil — e a(P-(2) — )
z7#0

and

2 3
+& <O+ N4 en HQu +C51 <WZ D - (N;;l) + A (%) > (N +1)

1 n\2 n %(./\/'—Fl)%
+COA <(Z) —|—Z>(J\/+1)+Cn =

nl/? n?log(¢) n n?
for all 0 < 4,6 < 1.

The remainder of this section is dedicated to proving this lemma. Let us first make
some remarks.

1. The condition 2R/¢ < A was already introduced in (Z3), it ensures that wy\ = wy

on the support of V. The condition A ( %)2 < 1 ensures that || K| remains bounded,
so that the first quadratic transform preserves powers of the particle number, see
LemmaL2 below. We will keep those constraints throughout the paper. Eventually,
we will additionally ask A < 1 so that only the first terms in the Duhamel expansion
of B will contribute to the LHY order.

2. We will eventually choose § = 0(1) ,43_,9. On the other hand, ¢ will be independent
of pa3.

3. We have chosen the transformation kernel of 31 in such a way that

[AL(=A) + Qu, B1] + Q2 = Qo. (4.4)

The renormalized quadratic term ég defined in Lemma [£1] consists of two parts,

N — O L Albe) _ A (e) * A (be) * %

Q2=0Q5" +Qy = /2 Q5 (z,y)aza,drdy + h.c. + /2 Qs (z,y)aza,drdy + h.c.
A A

with

Q) (@,y) =5 D cealPux) — ), (45)

2€73

2

) =5 X | (Ve = DP.() =) = Vel = ghea () = ).
270
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The part @g) comes from the cutoff we introduced in wy y, see (ZG), it is essen-

tially the desired renormalized form of Q2. The additional part @gbc) is a boundary
effect that arises from the symmetrization of the kernel K. This is an error term,

but for technical reasons we have to keep the boundary contribution @gbc) in ég in
Lemma 1] and will eliminate it later after conjugating with the cubic transforma-
tion.

We shall need the following standard estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (%)2 <1 and that 2R/{ < X\ < 1/4. For all k € N there is a
constant Cy > 0 independent of n,£ and X\ such that on F we have

e BN + 1)FeBr < OV +1)F, Vi [-1,1],

Proof. The proof that quadratic transformations preserve powers of the particle number
is well known, see for instance [29, Lemma 4] from which we have

BN + 1)ketPt < O (14 | K]3)" W+ D).
Thanks to Lemma 3.1l and the assumption on ), we have |[K|2 < C\(n/f)? < C. O
From (2.I7)) we have

2
67817_[681 _ <%VZOOOO + 6781 (dF(—A) + Qs+ Q4)€Bl> + efBlHéU)eBl

+ e—Bl (Ql + QgU))BBI + e_Blg(U)eBl
= (D)1 + (D)1 + IMD); + e Brg@ebr (4.6)

We will estimate (I)1, (II); and (III); in Sections 1], and [£3] respectively. Finally, in
Section 4.4l we gather all previous estimates and complete the proof of Lemma 411

4.1 Analysis of (I);
In this subsection we estimate the term (I); appearing in (4.0]).

Lemma 4.3. Assume that \ (%)2 < 1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that ¢ is large enough.
Then we have

2
(I)l _ %VKOOOO + 6781 (dP (—A) + QQ + Q4)€Bl

~ 2 .
=dmon®0T 3 ‘W%p)’ +dD(=A) + Qu + Qp + E[P)
e}
on Fy, with
2 2 2
9 < (54 CrIN)Qy + 06—1/\2—3(1\/ +1)%+ C/\%Z—Z(N +1)+ CZ_? log ¢,
for all0 <9 < 1.
To prove Lemma [4.3] we use the Duhamel-type identity

e BLAD (=A) + Q2 + Qq)eP —dD(~A) — Q4

1 1 1
— / e*tBl([dr(—A)+Q4,Bl]+Q2)et81dt+ /O /t e BQy, BylePrdsdt. (4.7

0

We deal with the two terms on the right-hand side of (47]) by using Lemmata [£.4] and
below.
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Lemma 4.4. Assume that X\ (%)2 <1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that ¢ is large enough.
Then we have

[AD(—A) + Qa, B + Q2 = Q2 + € (4.8)

on Fy, where Qy is given in Lemma[Jd] and & satisfies
1 2
i/ B gL < (5 -+ CN)Qs+ CHAT N1 FONT N 1) (49)
0

for all 0 < 6 < 1. Moreover, it holds that

2

e BrQ et < C <Q4 +

2
n 2
S HAFW ) ) , Vte[-1,1]. (4.10)

Proof. We use the momentum space representation from (33]) and Lemma [3.2] and calcu-
late

[dT'(—A ——anw“ a,a, + h.c.
p#0
=n Z / Awg (P, (r) — y)aza, + h.c. (4.11)
2€Z3
Moreover,
1 -
[Q4,B1] = 3 / Vi(z — y)K(z,y)aza, +hc. + & (4.12)
A2
where
1 k% k ko
&= 5[(2/ Vi(z — y)agay, + /2 Vi(z — y)azaya” (Ky)a, + h.c. (4.13)

with Ky = K — K the constant given in (3Z). With the definition of K in (L22) and the
scattering equation (2.6]) we compute

n Z AWg,)\(Pz(m') —y) + %Vz(ﬂﬂ - y)k(xay)

=TS (e — (Ve — ) (Po(2) — v) — Vil — ) (Po(2) ).

which is exactly equal to Qs (z,y) defined in Lemma [4.1] plus

n

§< - (Vg(l - ng))(PZ(x) —y) = Vi(x — y)wer(P:(x) — y)) l.=0 = —ng(aﬂ — ).

Therefore, we deduce from ([@IT]) and (AI2]) that
~ n ~
[AT(—A) + Qu, By = / (@s(ow) — 2Vile 1) )atay +he. + 6= Go— Qo +E.
A

We shall now prove the estimate (AI0). Recall the uniform bound |K(z,y)| < Cn
from Lemma Bl The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields

+ / Vi(z — y)K(z,y)ayza, + h.c.
A2

< / Vi(z — y)atalasay + / Vie — )K (2,9)? < Qu + Cn2tL,
A2 A2
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Moreover, the bound sup,¢ | Ky13 < CAn?/¢* again from Lemma B.1] gives
+ / Vi(z — y)azaya” (Ky)az + h.c.
A2
< [ Vite —yyazajoa, + [ Ve - ylata(i,)a’ (5, o,
A2 A2
< Q4+ CA N2 (4.14)

Therefore, from (AI2) and (£I3]) we have

2
+(B1,Qu] < 2Q4 + Cn20 ! + CAZ—3N2.

From this and Lemma [4.2] a standard Gronwall argument gives
e PP < C <Q4 +n20t 4 )\ (N—i— 1) > . Vtel[-1,1].

Now we have the tools to show the estimate ([£9) with £ given in ([AI3]) as the sum of
the two terms. For the first one, we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the inequality

([B.4) to obtain

1 2
=3k / Vi(w — y)ajay + e < (CA)Qu+ KF(CTIN) Vil < 7NQu + CA
A2

n
62

and by (4.10)

2

1
+e~tB1 <§K2/ Vi(z — y)atal +hc> Br < - 1)\2Q4+C)\3 (N+1) +C)\ZZ—2.
A2

(4.15)

For the second term in £ we write
t
e tBla*aZetlgl = aya, +tK(z,y) +/0 e B (ata(Ky) + aZa(Kz))eSBlds. (4.16)
We find
e B </2 Vi(z — y)azaya” (Ky)a, + h.c.) etB1
A
t
= [ vite =) (a4 1Ko+ [ e aali) + ajain)eas)
A2 0

x e Bra* (K, )ae + h.c.

We may now bound each term with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality while making use of
Lemma For § > 0 we obtain

i/ Vi(w = y)azaye” " a* (Ky)age™ +hoc. < 0Qu+ 5 Cl[Vally sup [ Ky B +1)%,
A2 y
£ [ Vil = 9K e B (K Jae® + he. < CVilmsup K, [a(V + 1)
A2 y
and

t
+ / Vi(x — y)/ e~ B (aja(Ky) + aZa(Kx))eSlglds e Bra* (K, )aze™ + hec.
A2 0
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< C|[Vellr sup || Ky 3N+ 1)%.
y
Then, ||K|lso < Cn and sup, ||Kyll2 < CAn?¢~? from Lemma B yield

+ 7B </ Vo(z — y)a;az’;a*(Ky)aw + h.c.) etB1
A2
<6Qq+ 0" 1CA (J\/+1) +C>\2—(N+1)+C/\ (J\/+ 12

Combining this with @I4), and A\, ¢/~ 6 < 1 to simplify some error terms, yields the
desired error bound (4.9). O

From (4.8)) and (4.1) we obtain the identity
e P AT (—A) + Q2 + Qu)eP' —dT(-A) — Q4
= Q? + / / 6_881 [QQ, Bl]esgldsdt
o Jo

1 1 1
+ / / e~ B1[Qy, Bye*Brdsdt + / e~ BrgetBiqy, (4.17)
0 Jt 0

where we again used the Duhamel formula. The last term in ([£I7) is an error term that
is controlled by (E.9).

As Q2,Q2 and B; are all quadratic, there are constant contributions in [Q2, ;1] and
@2, Bi]. They are extracted in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that X\ (%)2 <1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that £ is large enough.
Then we have

2

%VJ)OOO + %[QQ, By = dran2~t + =49, (4.18)
1 ~ TUE,
5@ Bl = % +z (4.19)
prN \{0}

() H()

on Fy where both of the error terms =7 and Z;” are bounded by

+2® 120 < oAl <—) N+ gt

02

Consequently,

2 1 1 1 gt _
%W0000+ / / e~ *B1[Qy, By|e*Brdsdt + / / e~ B1[Qy, By|e*Frdsdt
0 Jt 0 Jo

~ 2
:47Tan2€_1+ Z |n€£,>\(1))| +=

o . (4.20)
penN3\{0}
on Fi, with
_ 12 n?

+E, < OA (Z> (N +1) + 07 log .

Proof. Let us start with (I8]). A simple calculation shows that
[Q2, B1] = /2 nVy(zx —y)K(z,y) +n /2 Vi(z —y)a* (Kz)ay + h.c. (4.21)

A A
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For the first term on the right hand-side of (4.21]), which will be multiplied by a factor
1/2 = fol fot dsdt, we have by Lemma B.3]

n2
2

n

170000
¢+ 5

< Cn202log .

[ Vit = 9K ) - rante!
A2

For the second term in (4.2I)) we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and obtain

n

2
+n /A Vile — y)a* (Ky)ay + he. < Cnl[Vill sup [, |2 A < CA2 (z> N.
Yy

Thus (£I8)) holds.
The proof of (4.19) is more involved. To estimate

[Q2,B1] =2 /A 2 Qa(z, y)K (z,y) + 2 /A 2 Qa(x,y)a* (Ky)ay, + hec. (4.22)

let us decompose

Q2(z,y) = QY (x,y) + QY (2, y)

as in ([4.3) and derive pointwise estimates for @g) (z,y) and @gbc) (z,y). Note that in (4.3
both sums are finite (each sum contains at most 3% = 27 non-zero summands). From
Lemma 2] and the bound |P,(z) — y| > |x — y| for all z,y € A we have

QY (@, y)ldy < Cnl™]A3 3" 1ip )y
273

< Cnt='h\73 suZI?3 Lip,(e)—yl<r < Cnﬁ_l)\_g]l|$_y|§)\ Ve,y e Ao (4.23)
ze

Moreover, for all 0 # z € Z3 we have

CVZ(Pz(x) B y)

Ve(P2(2) —y) = Ve(P2(2) = y)la@on)<re-t < - fd(z,00)

since supp(Vy) C Bpgy-1(0). In combination with (BI1]) and |P,(x) — y| > |z — y|, as well
as the non-increasing assumption on |z| — V(x), we arrive at the bound

Vi(P () — y) Vi(x —y)

~(be) < Ve —y)
@2 (@ y)l < On %3 T4 (o) = " T edtm on)” (4.24)

Now we are ready to bound the last term in (£22]). From (£23) and (£.24]), we obtain

the pointwise estimate
|©2('Iay)| <Cn (E_lA_g]]'\x—y\ﬁh + ‘/K(m - y)) ) Vﬂ:,y €A

Combining this with the uniform bound sup ¢ || Kz |l2 < CAY2nf=! from Lemma B1] and
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with § = £/(\'/?n), we have

+2 [ Qu(x,y)a* (Kz)ay +h.c.
A2

<3 [ @)l (K)ol +57 [ (Qataplaa,

§C’5n€l/a*(Kz)a(Kx)—}—C’é1n€1/(z;ay
A A
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2
< Cont ' sup | KL|BN + Colnl TN < O (%) N
zeA

It remains to consider the constant term in (£22). The contribution involving Q (be)

negligible and can be estimated using (£.24]) and the uniform bound || K|l < Cn from
Lemma [3.1] as

~(be) < (2 Vi(z —y)
‘2/A2 Q3 (w,y)K(m,y)‘ <Cn /A2 15 (d(z, 08

< Cn?!

/;<c”—21 ¢
W1+ dd(z,0h) =2 BT

Finally we consider the important constant contribution involving @g). Combining (3.2])
and (43]) with Lemma 2] we obtain that

2 /A Ky =Y @) (4.25)

penNG\{0}

Covering Z3 \ {0} with 8 rotations of N®\ {0}, we overcount the points in the hyperplanes
{p; =0} for j € {1,2,3} at most 7 times. Recall from (28] that we can write
a,_s 1 . X” 3
eon(z) = Z)\ f(Az) with f= ] € C(R?). (4.26)

Using that both €,y and wy ) are radial (therefore so is f), we obtain from (£.25]) that

n2 Z /E\g,)\(p)@&)\(p) - % Z %\Z,A(p)aé,)\(p)

penN3\{0} penZ?
< CTL Z |Ef,)\(q’0)@£,)\(q’0)|
quZQ
< Y (foa0l<o(2))
qeTZ2

where we used that [|@g]lec < [|wealli < CA2071, which follows from (2.9). Using that
{%eip'”:}peﬂzs is an orthonormal basis of L?(2A), we obtain that

<o2)

We shall now suitably rewrite the second term. Recall the scattering equation (2.6]),

2 [ AR+ [ (s

1
g€x = Awer —we)  on R?,

and note that wy y —w; and Aw, have disjoint supports. Therefore,
0 =2((wex —we) , Awp) p2gay = 2 (A (wex — we) ,we) r2gsy = (€67 We) r2(r3)

and hence

—7”L2 /3 6@7)\(1')(,0@,)\(.%')(1.%' = —7”L2<€g7)\,Wg,)\ — WZ>L2(R3)
R
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1 — |A5£ )\(p)|
2 2 3 )
=n €o ), ——€ =n“(27r ———dp.
< A —2A Z’)\>[2(RS) ( ) /3 2p2 b

To conclude, we claim that the integral can be replaced by a corresponding Riemann sum,
namely

n2(27r)_3 /RS ‘%\Z,A(S)de _ Z ’ngg,)\gp)P <C (%)2 ) (427)

2 2
P perNiV0} T

Indeed, using (£26]) we see that (£.27)) is equivalent to

/R gAz)dz— > g(A2)| < CA? with g(z) = -

3
>0 2eN3\{0}

(4.28)

Since f € C°(R3), it is straightforward to check that all second derivatives D%, |a| = 2,
are bounded as

|D2g(2)] < Clz[ ", ¥z e R*\{0}.
Therefore, for every z € N3\{0} and ¢ € A + 2, we have the Taylor expansion
90N = g(A2) + A€ = 2) - (Vg)(A2) + O ).

Integrating over § € A + z and using [, £d¢ = 2 we find that

/A | 90€E = gx2) + OO, vz € N\ (o),

Summing up these bounds over z € N3\{0} and combining with

C
A\2)dz < / — _dz < CO\2
/Ag( ) A |Az|?

we obtain (£.28]). Thus the proof of (£I9]) is complete.
The last statement (4.20) in Lemma [4.5]follows from (4.18)), (4.19)) and Lemmad.2l O

Conclusion of Lemma [7.3 Inserting ([A20]) in (£I7) we obtain the claim.

4.2 Analysis of (II);

Here we estimate the term
(I); = 6_81]-[2([])661
appearing in ([A6]). We recall from (LI8) that

= 1
O < 5 v - (&

5 / Vi(z — y)azaydzdy N + h.c.) . (4.29)
A2

where nVj *u% is a multiplication operator and YA/g denotes the operator with integral kernel
Vi(z —y).

Lemma 4.6. Assume that \ (%)2 < 1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that ¢ is large enough.
Then we have

~ (U)
e_BlHéU)eB1 =drI (an * u% +nVy, — 87Ta%> + 51(H2 )
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on Fy, with

) 2 2
&) < 50, + 510W+1) + Oz ((%) + %) (N +1)

forall0 < < 1.

To control the diagonal terms in (£29]) we use the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Assume that \ (%)2 <1 and that 2R/ < X\ < 1/4. Let A : L*(A) — L*(A)
be a bounded, self-adjoint linear operator. Then on F we have

£ (e BT (A)e® — dT(A)) < Ol Allop | K12 (N + 1) < CllAlopA22 (W +1).

Proof. Applying the Duhamel formula yields
1
BN (A)eBt — dT(A) = / e~ BIAT(A), BB dt.
0

Let us denote by K the operator with kernel K (z,y) so that B; = 3 > m0 Am @ (Kum) —h.c.
From the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we find

+[dI'(A Z (AKup)ay, +hc. < C|AK|2(N +1) < CO||Allop|| K |l2(N +1).
m#0

The first inequality in Lemma [4.7] then follows from Lemma and the second one from
Lemma 311 O

Proof of Lemma[{.6l For the last term of HéU) we find with the aid of (416

1
e B (—/ Vi(z — y)aza,N + h.c.) B
2 /e

1
= _/ Vi(x —y)asa e_Bl./\/eB1 + h.c.
2 Ja2

+ [ Vit = pE e B
A2
1
—i—/ Vg(ﬂ:—y)/ e Brata(K,)eP ds e PN EP 4 hic.
A2 0

The second term on the right-hand side is the main term. The first term is controlled by
@4 with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Lemma [£2]

i/ Vi(z — y)aza 6781./\/’681 +h.c. <6Q4 + 051/ Vi(z — y)e B A 2B
A2 A2

(N + 1)2.

<6Qu+Co !t ;

For the third term we find similarly
1
+ / Vi(z —y) / e Brata(K,)eP ds e PN P 4 hec.
A2 0

< [ Vi) /0 (1515 e ata(K, )a* (5, Jaze™® + K [oe P A% ds

C(J\/+ 1)2

in )
< _
_CAzgz(N+1) VA
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where we used Az (n/€) <1 in the last estimate. The above bounds show that

By 7U) B _ —B1 2 v _ 81 (H(U))
e T1Hy ettt = e PidD ( nVy x ug + nV, Ve(x —y)(n+ K(z,y) +&
A2
(4.30)
with N )
2 1
L&) < ol (%) (N +1)+6Q4 + 051%.

From Lemma [3.3] we find

+ (/ Vilx —y)(n+ K(x,y)) — 87ra%) < Cnl2log(l) < C)\%%,
A2

where we used A > C¢~! > (log(¢)/£)? in the last estimate. Note that the operator in
the bracket in the first line of (@30) is bounded by Cnf~!. We now apply the previous
estimate together with Lemma [.7] to the first line of (430 and find the statement from
Lemma O
4.3 Analysis of (III),

Here we analyze
(1D = e (@1 + Q57 )e™
appearing in ([46]), where we recall that

Q = n?/? / Vi(x — y)aidzdy + h.c.,
A2
Q:(,,U) =vVn-N+1), / Vi(z — y)azayazdrdy + h.c.,
A2
Qs :n%/ Vi(z — y)asa}azdzdy + h.c.
A2

Lemma 4.8. Assume that (%)2 <1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that { is large enough.
Then we have
(I); = Q3 + &%)

on Fy where the error term satisfies

(@) L1y (W A1) ny3 L (N +1)3
+&7 < Co6Q4+ 0 C( ) +>\<€) (N+1)+Cn 7
1/2 n2log(/
+CZ5/6 <dF( A) + 755( )>

for any 0 <6 < 1.
Proof. We expand e~ 51 a;aZeBl as in (4.I6]) to obtain
efngg(J,U)GBI :/ Vi(z — y)azaje” Bragy/(n — N) et +hee.

Vi(z K(z,y)e Brag/(n — N) Pt +hee.

2

_l’_

>\>\

Vi(z / “B(ara(Ky) + aja(Ky)) e dtx (4.31)

2
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xe Blag\/(n— N e +hee.

The last term is an error term. In fact, using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality (for an

appropriate choice of 7 > 0) we obtain
1
+ / Vi(x — y)/ e Brata(K,)ePrdt e Braz/(n — N) Pt +hee.
A2 0
1
< 77/A2 Vi(z — y)/o [etBla;a(Ky)e(tl)Bl (N + 1)*%67(’571)81a*(Ky)agEetB1

7 Ce B/ (n = N ab(N + 1) Zag/(n — N5t |di

Njw

< (n sup |1, |3 + n‘10n> N +1)

IOILO
MIH

<CA2—(N+1)% <C (N+1)%.
In the first two lines of (31 we may replace \/(n — N); by /n, using
VA < X

which follows from the elementary inequality 1 — /(1 — z)4 <  for all x > 0. With the
aid of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we obtain

i/ Vi(z — y)K (z, )Blax<\/——\/m>e&+h.c.
/ @aaw4n% nt (V- V=N =15) W)
iﬁ

(N +1)2.

l\'}l»—t
v

| /\

| /\

In a similar way one shows that
i/’ww—)aae&%(Jiw/ “NT7) ¢ 4.
A2
§5Q4—|—5_1C/ Ve(z —y) Bl\/_ V(n—=N+1);)ata,(vn — \/(n—./\/'+1)+)651
A2

<6Qq + 51051M
for all § > 0. In particular, we have
B Q) By — \/—/ Vil — y)atale Braget + e,
+ \/E/A2 Vi(z — y) K (z,y)e PraePr + he. + gl(Q3) (4.32)
with
W +1)3 W+1*

£E% < Ont == 4 0Qu + 57 O
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The second term of ([E32) cancels with e 51Q1eP' as we will see below, whereas the first
line equals Q3 up to negligible errors. Indeed,

\/ﬁ/ Vi(x — y)aiaZefBlamegl +h.c. — Q3
A2
1
= \/ﬁ/ Vi(x — y)a;aZ/ e Ba,, Bi]ePrdt + h.c.
0
_ ! —tB1 * tB1
=vn Vg aza, [ e Clta’(Kg)e™'dt + h.c.
0

so that with the Cauchnychwarz inequality for all § > 0

+ </ n%w(az — y)a;aZe_Blamegl +h.c. — Q3>
A2

<6Q4 + 0 Cnsup | KL 3] Velh (N + 1)
3
2) W+, (4.33)

In order to control the second term in (4.32]) we recall the definition of A in Lemma [3.3]
and use (€, fA a;&) =0 for £ € F as well as that e B! leaves F, invariant to obtain

<6Qs+ 610N (

=

n

/ Vi(z — ) K (z,y)e BlaePt + hc. + e P1QeP
A2

n%/h(m)eglaxegl + h.c.
A

1
n? / h(z)a; + h.c. +n2 / h(x)/ e B (K, )ePrdt + h.c. (4.34)
A A 0

on F,. Both terms on the right hand side are small. Indeed, the Cauchy—Schwarz in-
equality and the estimates on h in Lemma [3.3] yield

1
i”5/ h(z) / e~ Ba* (K, )ePrdt + he. < Cn |[hl|y sup || Ky |2 (N +1)3
A 0 T

1n10g(€) in 1 n\3 n?log(¢)?
< — J— - - 7
Ont EEN RN 4+ 1)% < ,\(£> W+ 1)+ 5= (4.35)
Moreover, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we have for all n > 0
i / h(z)a; + h.c. < Cnnl/Q/ |h(z)|asay +C77_1n1/2/ |h(z)
A A A
< Cnn' [R5 j2dD(=A) + Cn~'n'?||h||y
< cnnl/%—?/?’%dr(—m + cn—lnl/%—l% log ¢
nl/? n?log(¢)
< 065/6 (df( A) + T) ; (4.36)

where we chose 7 = £5/6 /n, in the last step. For the second inequality we used that on F
dl(®) < C[|®||3/2dl'(=A), (4.37)

for ® € L3/2(A). This follows from the Hélder and Sobolev inequalities as
(f,2f) = /A‘P (@) < Cll@llaollfllg < Cll@lls (115 + IV FIZ) , f e H'(A)
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and N < 772dT(—-A) on Fy.
Inserting (£35]) and ([4.30]) into (£34]), and subsequently ([A33]) and (4.34]) into (£32]),
yields

6—51 (Ql + QéU)) 651 — QB +51(Q3)
with

3
1)2 1 3 3
s < ont NIV 50,4 51e DT g, amien () v )

n\3 n? log(¢)? nl/? n?log(¢)
A (5) W +ot—2 + 0% (dF(—A)—l—T).

We readily deduce Lemma 8] via simplifications due to 6 < 1 and log(¢)¢~! < ¢75/6. O

4.4 Proof of Lemma [4.1]
Proof. Inserting Lemmata [4.3] and [£.8in (£.6) we obtain

—B; By _ 2,—1 ‘n/gg,)\(p)ﬁ _ A (Q2)
e BB = dpan?e—t + Z — +dD(=A) + Qs + Qo + &
perNg\(0} T
~ (U)
L dr <nw su+nV, — 87ra%) + &) Qs+ 8@ 4 o BrgU) B

We apply Lemma and ([A.10) to (2.18]) and find

3
2

te BrEW B < ocn l0Qy + e 102 + CA(N + 1)2 + Crzl ' (W + 1)2

L 03

were some terms simplified due to the condition € < 1. Collecting all the error terms and
using An?¢~2 <1 and § < 1 yields Lemma Z1] O

5 The Cubic Transformation
In this section we apply the cubic transformation €5 to eBrHe B with

_ Ou(N)
B, = N

/A 20 (Ko)godady — he. (5.1)
Recall that
0= [ Qaewaydy = a(@y).
where Q = 1 — |ug){ug| and Q(z, ) is its integral kernel. In particular
q(f) = a(Qf) = a(f) = {f,uo)a(uo), Vf e L*(A).

The use of ¢, instead of a, in the definition of B, in (5 ensures that B, leaves F,
invariant. Note that the commutation relations of these operators with the usual creation
and annihilation operators are given by

[%{:a aZ] - 5a:,y - UO(y) - 5x,y - 17 Vx,y € A.
In all normal ordered expressions, g, may be replaced by a, on Fy since ¢,|§) = a,|§) for

all € € Ty
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For 1 < M < n we define
O (N) == 0N /M),

where 6§ € C*(Rxo, [0,1]) satisfies 6(z) = 1 for 2 < 1 and 6(z) = 0 for = > 1. The cut-off
0pr in B, ensures that B, does not create too many excitations, thereby allowing us to close
some Grénwall estimates in the computation of e8¢ (dI'(—A) + Q3 + Q4)eBe. Effectively,
with this we only renormalize the Q3 term on the sector with particle number ' < M.
In Proposition Bl M is chosen of the order of n'=%%% which is sufficient to compute the
free energy of the system up to the second order for small k. We will write 6, instead of
Or1(N) in the following.

The main purpose of the transformation eP¢ is to remove the cubic term Qs in “@2).
This also renormalizes the second line in ([@Z), which is essentially (2V(0) — 8wa)nl—'N/,
into 8rant~'N. Eventually, we obtain the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian Hpog on F defined
in (L35).

The following lemma is the main result of this section.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that X\ (%)2 <1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4, that ¢ is large enough and
that
o = max{nV/2075/6 pl/2pp=3/2 \"12p1/2 1201y < q

Then we have
e Bee=BigyeBreBe — gran2~1 + Hpog + Q4 + & (5.2)

on F1 where the error term satisfies

+&. <CO’(Q4+dF( A) + (N+1)>+%Q4

i
> [ZNA}FlJF(N;l)+(N:£1)2+A(%>3] WD)

1/ /n\2 n _1/271/2 n (N +1)1/2 n\2 n
Az ((Z) +z>+>\ e | W)+ 0 (?) log £+

+05(Q4+ (N +1)

+C

on Fi, forall0 < 4§ < 1.

To prove Lemma [5.1], we start with Lemma 1] and the quadratic form identity

e Bee BiyeBreBe — 4ran?e Z |n€£ )‘ = e Be (dF(—A) + Q4+ Qs) e?
p#O
+ e Beqr <an * ud + nV, — 87Ta%) eBe + e BeQqele + e Be g ebe (5.3)

on F,. Recall that V, u% is a multiplication operator and that ‘7} is the operator with
integral kernel Vy(x — y). Using the Duhamel formula, we can expand the term on the
third line above as

1 1
e~ Be <dF(—A) + Q4+ Q3>€Bc = dT(—A) + Q4 + /0 /t e~ %B¢[Q3, B.]e*Bedsdt

+ / 1 e Be (Qs + [ (=A) + Qu, Bc]> eBedt.

0
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Plugging the above equation into (5.3]), we obtain
e Bee By eBreBe — qran?e—! — lz 7|n€“(p)|2 —dI'(-A) - Q
244 2P 4
P

N n 11
_ {e*Bch (nw «ul +nV, — 87Taz> eBe + / / e8], Bc]eSBCdsdt}
0 t

+ {efgcégegc} + { /01 e~ tBe <Q3 + [dI'(—A) + Q4,BC])etBCdt + 678651686}
= (I),. + (II), + (III),.. (5.4)

In Section 5.1l we compute the action of e5¢ on dT'(~=A) and Q4. Then we show that
(I), is essentially 8manf~ '\, while (II), gives the pairing term involving (a%a%+h.c.) in the
Bogoliubov Hamiltonian in Section and Section [5.3] respectively. Finally, in Section
(.4, we estimate the error term (III), and conclude the proof of Lemma [5.11

We end this subsection with an estimate of the action of e® on N* analogous to
Lemma

Lemma 5.2. Assume that A (%)2 <1 and that 2R/¢ < X\ < 1/4. For all k € N there is a
constant Cy, > 0 such that on Fy

e~ BeNketBe < CLN + 1)F Yt e [-1,1].

Proof. From the Duhamel formula we have
¢
e Be(N 4 1)ketBe — (N +1)F = / e =B [(N 4 1), B.Je*Peds
0

Let us estimate the commutator. Recall that in normal ordered expressions we can replace
gz by a, on Fy. Therefore, using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

(W + )%, B =n"> /AQ[(N+ ¥, 00 K (2, y)qsapq.] + hec.

N[

n-

/A?((N + 1) = N®)0p K (z, y)ayayaz + h.c.

NI

n-

/ (N + 1% = MY + 1)~ F 0prata* (Kp)ae(N +2)F + hec.
A2
<n UV + DF = MW+ 1) F 0arsup | Ko 2N 200 (N + 1)~ 5 (N + 1)F — M)

+ N+ TNW +2) T
< Cpn YWV + DMy + OV + 1D)F < CLN + 1"

Here we used that sup, ||K.||3 < An%? < 1 and that n= 10, (N +1) < n Y(M +1) < 2.
Therefore, we obtain

t
e BNV + 1)FetBe — (N 4+ 1)F < C’k/ e 5B (N 4 1)FesBeds.
0

Applying the Gronwall lemma concludes the proof. O
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5.1 Actions on d['(—A) and Q4

In this section, we estimate the actions of ¢ on dI'(—A) and Q.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that \ (%)2 <1, that 2R/ < X\ < 1/4 and that ¢ is large enough.
Let 0 <1 be as in Lemma[52dl For all t € [—1,1] we have on Fy

e BedD(—A)etPe < ¢ <dF(—A) +Qu+ %(/\/ + 1)) ,
e~ Quet® < C (Qu+ FN +1) + 0d(=4)) .
As an intermediate step, we need to compute accurately the commutators [dT'(—A), B]

and [Q4, Bc], which is done in Lemmata [5.4] and This will further be useful in order
to bound the term (II), in the proof of Lemma [5.1]in Section 5.4l

Lemma 5.4. Assume that \ (%)2 <1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that £ is large enough.
Then, on Fy we have

[dI'(=A),B.] = 02 //\2 (Ve(we — 1)) (z — y)aza,adrdy + h.c. + gWr(=4))

with

1

1
n2M?2

Lemma 5.5. Assume that X (%)2 <1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that ¢ is large enough.
Then, on Fy we have

Q. B.] = —0ym? /

AQ(ngg)(x —y)azayazdrdy + h.c. + £(Q4)

with

1
+£@) < ¢ <née?s - ”254) (Qs +dT(-A4)).

2

We have defined ¢ in Lemma [5.1] in such a way that the error terms in Lemmata [5.4]
and are bounded by

+ (£00A) 4+ £ < Co(Qq +dT(-A)). (5.5)

Proof of Lemma[54) Clearly [d['(—A), 0] = 0. From ([32) we find

0 ~ * %
B. = —n\/—]\% Z (,ug,)\(p)amapaq/ Uy (2)up () ug(x) — hec.
m,p,q7#0 A

We compute

[AT(—=A), B, = —n'/?0y, Z @g,A(p)a;‘na;aq(mz +p? — q2)//\um(x)up(x)uq(x) + h.c.
m,p,q7#0

= —2n'/%9,, Z pz@)\(p)a;‘na;aq/um(x)up(x)uq(x)—i—h.c.
™m,p,q70 A
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-0y Y @z,x(p)afna;aq/(Vum)(w)up(@(VUq)(@+h-C-
m,p,q7#0 A

0 * ok 0 * %
= 2\/—1‘% //;2(—A2K)(1',y)qmayqx +h.c — in—% /{\2(V1K)(x,y)qxayvqu +h.c,

where for the last equality we used ([8.2]). Moreover,

~DoK(z,y) = n Y (Awn)(Po(@) —y) + 5 Y ea(Pu(@) = y).

2€73 2€7Z3

On F,, we can replace g, by a;, and we have
[dI'(=A), B = e /A2 (2Awe)(z — y)agzaya, + h.c.

+0yn2 Z/ (2Awe)(P:(z) — y)azaya, + h.c.
#0 /A2

+ Oyn2 Z / e (P (%) — y)azayaq. + h.c.
z€Z3 A2

— (211591\/1/ V.K(z,y) - a:’;(zzvmam + h.c.>
A2

=

3
/AQ(QAwg)(x —y)ayaya; +h.c. + Z Gi.

i=1

=: HM?”L

The scattering equation 2Awy + V; — Vywy = 0 now gives the correct main term in

Lemma [5.4] and we conclude the proof by estimating the error &Edr(*A)) = Z?:l G; term

by term.
For Gy, we use |1 —wy| <1 and that for z # 0 we have

Vi(P.(z) —y) < Vi@ — y)Lamon)<re1

since |z — y| < |P,(z) — y| and V is decreasing and supported on a ball of radius R.
Together with 63, < 1 and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we obtain on F

+Gy = +n26y Z/ (Vi(we — 1)) (P(z) — y)asayaq + h.c.
2#0 A
< (5@4 + C(S_ln A2 W(QT — y)]]_d(x,aA)SRg—la;am
< 0Qq + C6 Il 3dT(—A)

for all § > 0. In the last inequality we applied {@L3T7) to ® = 1q(; 90)<pe—1 With [|®]|3/5 <
C¢=2/3. The choice § = n'/2¢=5/6 gives the first error term in Lemma [5.4]

In order to bound G2, we again use ([A37), this time applied to ®(y) = e\ (Px(x) — y)
for fixed x. We may estimate the LP—norms of ¢,  using

‘EZ,A(PZ('%.) - y)’ < Ce_l)‘_g]l|m—y|§)\7

which follows from Lemma 2Tl and |z —y| < |P,(x) — y|. The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,
Ot (N + 1)F0yr < CM* for k > 0, N < 772dT'(~A) on Fy and an appropriate choice for
Opr > 0 yield on Fi

1
+Go < n2 Z (//\2 Snrleen(Px () — y)|0mazayayarOnr + 5af leen(Ps(x) — y)|a;§ax)
z€Z3
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< Cn2 (Salleellsjofrr (N + 1)AT(=A)0ar + 63 leeniN)
< Cn2 073 (53 MA? + 6,0%) dT(—-A)

11
n2M 2 1

<C AT 2dI(—A).

For G5 we readily check that

n 1
K(z,y)| <Coi—ps
VoK (o) £ O =
from Lemma 2Tl and (3.1]), so that on F
1
5 _% <5M/ aMa ayaJ:eM‘vxK(way)’ +5M1/ vwa;v$a$’v$K(x7y)‘>
A2

n n
<Cn" 2 6M/ Ora, a a amHM +51/an;‘6vxaz—>.
( A2 Y O —y2 " M )y 4

We now use the Hardy inequality on A

|f (@, y)1?

A |,I _ y|2 dx < CHf(ay)H?—Il(Ay vf € HI(A2)7y €A (56)

Consequently, together with ' < 772dI'(—A) on F, we have

1
ara)aza < CWN =1)dr(=A).
| asaias, = < C = ar(-a)

With the aid of this bound we obtain

1 1

n2M:2

+Gy < cn*%% (52000 (N — 1)AT(=A)ys + 6;dT(=A)) < C dT(-A),

which completes the proof of Lemma [5.4] since A < 1. O

Proof of Lemma[23. With the definition of K in (3.1]), and recalling that ¢, = a, on F,
we compute

[Q4, —GM/ Vi(z — )(—nng— ang)\ )—i—Kg)aaag;—i-hc
z#0
- <0M/ Vi(z — y)azaya(Ky) + h.c.>
A2

+ 0 / Vi(z —y)azay | a,K(v,x)aya, +h.c.
A

+ HM/ Vi(z — y)ayana™ (Ky)aza, + h.c.
- <0M/ Vi(z —y)aza, [ a*(Ky)aza, + h.c.)
A2 A

= —0p [ n(Viwe)(z — y)aza,a, + h.c. +n2 ZI
A2

Here we extracted the main term and it remains to estimate all the ;. From (B.11) we
have

C
% |W£,>\(Pz(x) —y)| < m
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With this and (£37)) we find

L1 = FOpn? Z/ Vi(z — y)wer (P (x) — y)azaya, + h.c.
z#0
<0Q4+ C5 'n||Vel1dT (1 + £d(-,0A))7?)

< 6Qu + C6 (1 + (-, 04)) 72 2dT (=)
< 0Q4+ C 'n3dT(—A)

for all 6 > 0. Recalling the bound (B.4]) we obtain
B _1 1447
+1o = £0yn 2/ Vi(z — y)Kaasa ax—i—hc <O0Q4+COH A ./\/
A2

The term I3 can be bounded by a simple Cauchy—Schwarz estimate as
15 < 6Q4 + C&*lA%N.

The choice § = n'/2¢75/6 and N' < 772dI'(—A) on Fy yields that I + I, + I3 may be
bounded as stated in the lemma. For the remaining terms we set n = n'/2M¢=3/2. The
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives

L <M [ Vil - pualagal(V + Da,asa,
A3
ety [ Vile - K Paja (V4 1) e,
A3

From Lemma 1] and BI) we find that |K(z,v)] < C%|z —v|~'. Combining this with
the Hardy inequality as in (5.0]) we obtain

2
n
[, $00PVile =) K (0,2 P dvdady < C s

for all f € H'(A?) so that

n2
/A3 Vi(z — y) K (v, z)%a Ay Oy Ay iy < C£3 (N = 1)dI'(—A). (5.7)

We hence obtain

1
M
+1, < pM7201QuN?0yr + Cn ™t M g—gdl“( A) < ang (Q4 + dI'(=A)).
2

The remaining terms are bounded via simple Cauchy—Schwarz estimates, as

NI

+I5 = +0pyn~ / Vi(z — y)ayaya” (Ky)aga, + h.c.
A3

<n 7 HVelh sup 1K 1300 N 3001 + Qs

2 1

< Qa4+ Cn gt A M Qi+ dr(-a)).

1

2 M2
+1I5 < Q4+ Cn~ 1A—£2—N c” " <Q4+dP< A)).
2

The proof of Lemma is complete. O
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Now we are ready to give the proof of Lemma (.31

Proof of Lemma[5.3 Let us start by showing that
e~ (Qq + AT (=A))e® < O(Qu +dT(=A) + 5N + 1)) (5.8)

We shall do this for 0 < ¢t < 1, the proof in the case —1 < t < 0 works the same. We
first use the Duhamel formula as well as Lemmata 54 and B35, and subsequently the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality together with Lemma (5.2, 6y < 1 and (53] with o < 1 to
obtain

t
e (Qa + dT(=4))e! — Q4 — dP(-A) = / e [Qq + dT(=A), Bele™ds
0
t
= —/ e~ 5B <0M/ n%Vg(m —y)aya,a; +h.c. — £lR) _ Sc(dr(_A))> e*Beds
0 A2
t t
< / e 5Be (Q4 + C%N) eSBeds + C/ e 5Be (Q4 + dF(—A))eSBcds
0 0
t n
< C/ e~ sBe (Qa+ dF(—A))eSBcds + CZ(N +1).
0
The Gronwall lemma then yields (5.8]). This immediately implies the result for the kinetic
operator dI'(—A) in Lemma B3l For the quartic operator ()4 we repeat the previous

argument by solely considering Q4. The Duhamel formula, Lemma and the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality yield

t t
e PeQue'® —Qy = / e”*Pe[Qu, BclePeds < / e b (Q4 + C%J\/ + €§Q4)> esBeds,
0 0

We then use the estimate of the error term in Lemma together with Lemma and

(B8) to find
t
e BeQuetPe — Q< C / e B (Q4 + 0dl(=A)) e*Beds + C%(N’ +1)
0
¢ —sB, sB, n n
< C/ e *BeQue’Peds + Co <Q4 +d0(=A) + S (W + 1)) +CZW+1)
0
t
- C/ e BeQueBeds + C(Qq + %(N +1) + odl'(-A)).
0

In the last inequality we gathered some terms due to o < 1. Now Lemma [5.3] follows again
by the Gronwall lemma. O

5.2 Analysis of (I).

In this section we analyze the term

11
(1), = e Bedl (an xud +nV, — 87ra%> ePe + / / e*Be[Q3, B.Je*Pedsdt (5.9)
0 Jt

appearing in (5.4). We prove that the main contribution of this term is 87aNnf~!. Prior
to this let us show a lemma that will be used to handle the diagonal terms in (5.9]). It is
the cubic analogue of Lemma [£.7]
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Lemma 5.6. Assume that (%)2 <1 and that 2R/ < X\ < 1/4. Let A : L*(A) — L*(A)
be a bounded hermitian operator. For allt € [—1,1] we have on F

+ (e~*Bedr(A)e®e — dr(4)) < C||Allopl K[V +1) < C[[AllopA2 - (N+ 1).

Proof. One easily checks that for a bounded operator T : L?(A) — L2(A?%) with integral
kernel T'(x1,z2,;y1) and for any &,&" € F, the following inequality holds

:|:/A3 T($1,$2ay1)<£, Ay m2(Zylf> 4+ h.c. < CHTHOpH (N+ 1)3/45 ||H (N+ 1)3/4£H

(5.10)
Define the operator B, : L?(A) — L2(A?) by
(9, Bef) =n~'/? /2 (Q®2g) (w1, 22) K (21, 22)(Qf)(22)dw1dws, (5.11)
A
for all f € L2(A) and g € L2(A?), so that
B.= HM/ Be(x1, 2591)ay, ay,ay, dridrady; —
From the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have
1/2
IBellop < n™ 2 sup || K|z < CAz ™
TEA
where the second inequality is a consequence of Lemma [3.11
With the aid of the Duhamel formula we can write
t
etBeqT(A)etbe — dT(A) = / ¢~ [dT(A), B.]e*Feds. (5.12)
0

Applying (5.10)) and that M < n we can bound the commutator as

i[dP(A),BC] = 30 (AlB + AsB.— B A)(wl,xg,yl)am x2ay1 + h.c.
A2

smmmwmﬁMN+mﬂ
< Ol AllopM M2 22— W4U<WMMM(N+U

Here we have denoted by A1B., A>B. and B.A the composition of applications, where
A; is the operator A acting on the variable i. Now plugging this estimate into (5.12]) and
applying Lemma we obtain the claim of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.7. Assume that X\ (%)2 <1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that £ is large enough.
Let 0 <1 as in Lemmal[5 1l On Fi we have

(1), = SWW% +E,
with

n(N+1)? M n
J4 M + 04 n)\(f

+Co <Q4 FAT(—A) + %(N + 1)) + O\ (%)2 WV +1)

iuc§C5<Q4+ (N+1)>+051 )3(/\/+1)

forall0 < < 1.
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Proof. We start with computing the commutator [@Qs, B.|. A lengthy but straightforward
computation shows that

Q3.5 = O / Vi — ) K (2, y) (a0 + aay) + hc.
+{ou (- /A Vil — y)a3(a(K,) +a(K,) +he.) )
+{ou| [ Vita = waza (K asa, + [ Vita = et (a0
n /A Vil — y)atasal K (v, v)a, /A Vile — yaasa’ (Ko)a,
- /A Vil — y)atasa’ (K)a] + be.)
+{ou| - /A Vil — y)ata (Ko)av(ay + az)

o [ Vite - i () o+ )] e

+ {HM/ Vi(z —y)ajay(K(v,x)ay + K(v,y)az)a, + h.c.}
A3
+ { Vi(z —y) ([ayayae, 0] + [ayayae, O0]) aya™(Ky)ay, + h.c.}
A3
6
= Vi(x —y)K(z,y)(ayay + apay) +h.c. + Z Ji (5.13)

A2 i1

where we set
= (0 =) [ Vilo ~ K (@g)(atas + ala,) + e
A2

and Js, ..., Js denotes the remaining expressions in curly brackets. For the error term J;
we use that
+ (0 — 1) < TVZM/2,

Hence, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

0 < 8Kl [ Vil = p)atas + 8 K] [ Vite =)0 — Dazar(Oa — 1
A A

N

n —ln N>M/2 n —
< — — = <

(5.14)

for all § > 0. Similarly we bound the error terms Jy through Jg with the aid of the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality using that A, £~1, Mn~! < 1. For any 6 > 0 we obtain

2
Ty < O sup [ flo < C)\ /\/ <O\ <Z) N,
+J3 < C6” 1||Vz||1 sup ||Ky||29M(N+ 1)*0ar + 6Qu,
Yy

M /n\2
_1_ e
<6Q4+ CO 7 <£) N +1)
2 1my?2
1 < CO|Vellusup 1KoV + 12 < OX3 (2)7 (W + 1),
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For J5 recall the bound (5.7). With 05 > 0 appropriately chosen
+J5 < 055_1/ Vi(z — y)0pralal, (N + 1)aya.0n
A3

+ 05 / Vi(z —y)ayay(N + 1) taya,K (v, 2)?
A3

n2

< C5—=dD(=A) + C65 100 (N + 1)30),

/3
_n?M?
=ndl(=A) + Cnt 7

for any n > 0. For Jg we use the pull-through formula a,60y,(N) = 0y (N + 1)a, which
yields

W +1).

[ayayaz, Onrlaya® (Ky)ay = ayay (O (N + 1) — 0 (N + 2)) agaya™ (Ky)ay
= aya; (O (N +1) — O (N +2)) (62,0 + ajaz)a™ (Ky)ay
= Opwanay (0 (N + 1) — Oy (N + 2))a*(Ky)ay
+ ajagan (O (N +2) — Oy (N + 3))aa”(Ky)ay.
By the smoothness assumption on 6 we can bound
|0p (N + ) — GM(N+j)HOp <CM~Yi—3j|, i,j € Ny, (5.15)

for some constant C' > 0. Therefore,
/A Vil — y)lasaas, Ol (K, )ay +he.
= /A2 Vi(x —y)azay (0N 4+ 1) — 0y (N +2))a* (K, )a, + hec.
+ /AS Vi(z — y)azayay (O (N + 2) — O (N + 3)) aga™(Ky)ay + hc.
<6Qs+ 6 /A Vil = y)aa(I) (Bu (N + 1) — BN +2) 0 (K)o,

+0Qq4 + 671 /A3 Vi(z — y)aya(Ky)ay (0N +2) — 0y (N + 3)) (N + 1) x
X (0N +2) — Oy (N + 3))aza™ (Ky)ay
< 2604 + C5 Y|Vl L M2\ <%)2 <11(N < 2M)(N + 121N < 2M)
HFIN — 1< 2M)(N + D)MWV —1 < 2M)>

M /n\2
< 20Qq + C6 7)\<Z) N +1).

Let us now consider the second part of Js containing [a}ayaz,0y]. Computing the com-
mutator and normal ordering the expression one sees three terms appearing. One may be
bounded as above and the other two as

L0 N+ 1) = 0()) [ Vile — )it las + 0,) + e, < O

with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and || K| < Cn and
+ (O (N +1) —0p(N)) / Vi(x — y)asayay (ag K (v, y) + ay K (v,z)) + h.c.
A3
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< C(Sgle_l + 56/ Vi(z — y)atai(N + 1) taga, K (v, y)?
A3

< Céﬁe dT(—A) + Cogtme!
= ndD(—=A) + Oy~ tn2 Mo,
for any 1 > 0 using (7)) as in the analysis of J5. We conclude that

n/N

2
+J5 < COQ4 + co 1My <%) (N 4+ 1)+ ndl(=A) + Cp~ 2 M~ + CoA

1
With (5.13]) we have

11
/ / e 5 [Q3, B.Je*Bedsdt
0 Jt
1,1
= 2/ / e~ 5B (/ Vi(x — y)K(z,y)(ara, +a;§ay)> e*Bedsdt
A2

/ / Z JiesBedsdt. (5.16)

Collecting the bounds on the error terms, we obtain with the aid of Lemma and
Lemma [5.3]

1 rl 6
:I:/ / e8¢ Jie®Bedsdt
A
n (N +1)2

M 3
<05(Q4+ (N +1) + odD(— A))+C§‘Z T o (%) W +1)

2 2
+Cn (Q4 4 dAT(—A) + Z(N+ 1)) + cn*”% (N +1) +CA2 (%)2 N +1)

where we have used that §, M~! < 1. We choose n = o. In particular n~'n?M2¢~* <
onl~1 so that with § < 1 we find

1,1 6
+ / / e Be Z Jie*Bedsdt
0o Jt —

< C§ (Q4 + = (J\/+ 1)) +C<5—1nM +05‘1% <E)3(J\/+ 1)

M ¢
+Co (Q4 +dD(=A) + %(N-i- 1)) e (%)2 N +1).

The first line of (5.16]) as well as the first term in (5.9) can be estimated with the aid
of Lemma One readily checks from the elementary properties of K in Lemma B.1]
that the various operators (taking the place of A in Lemma [5.6]) are bounded by Cnf—1.
Therefore,

D, = / Vi(z —y)K(z,y)(asa, + ajay) +dT <an *ud + nVy — 877@%)
A2

1l 6
+ / / e~ sBe Z Jie?Bedsdt + Jy (5.17)
0t i=1

with )
1/Nn
+Jy < OAB (Z) N +1).
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The first line of (5.17)) can equivalently be written as
/A2 Vi(z — y)K(z,y)(aya, + ajay,) +dT <an * ud + nVp — SWa%)
- 87ra%./\/' +2dT(h) + J (5.18)
where h stands for multiplication with the function h in (3.7) and
Jo= [ Vilo = 9)ln+ Kl (a2, — atas) dody (5.19)
Using the bound on A from Lemma [3.3] and the Sobolev inequality (4.37) we find
+dI'(h) < C||hl3/2dT'(-A) < Codl'(-A).
For Jg we shall show that operator inequality
+Jg < C%df(—A).

Indeed, Jg = dI'(S) and for f € H'(A)

(188 == [ Vile = )ln+ KG@.u)|f(z) = £(3)Pdady

1 2
SCn/AQVe(w—y)‘/O Vi@+itly —x))- (y —)dt| dxdy

' 2 ) (5.20)
<Cn |z —y|"Ve(x — y)|Vf(z + t(y — 2))["dedydt
0 JAZ2
1
< Cnl™? / / Ta(z + ) a(y)Ve(@)|Vf(z 4y — tz)|*dzdydt
0 JR3xR3
< OtV 3.
Combining all the estimates, we conclude the proof of Lemma [5.7] O

5.3 Analysis of (II),
In this section we analyze the term
(1), = e B aebe — e 5:G b+ oGP

appearing in (54]), where we decompose @2 = ~§E) + @gbc) as in (LH). As we will show
below, the cubic transformation leaves ég essentially unchanged. However, after its action
the boundary term @;bc) can be absorbed into the error terms. More precisely, we have
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Assume that \ (%)2 <1, that 2R/l < X\ < 1/4 and that ¢ is large enough.
Let 0 <1 as in Lemmal2d. On Fi we have

10, =35+ 60
with

+£Q2) < %Q4 +Co (dF(—A) Q4+ %(/\/ n 1))

+5(Q4+%(N+1)) +alon (%)3(N+1)+C/\‘1 v i

(J\/+1)+CZ—2

n
/2
forall0 < < 1.
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Proof. With the aid of the Duhamel formula we can write
~ 1 ~
efBCQQeBC — 25) + Q(bc / e~ tBe [QQ,BC]ethdt-
0

We will bound all terms except the main one @2 Let us start with Q () With the aid
of the pointwise bound (£24]) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we obtain

2

(bc _ </ Q(bc a*aZ +hC> < Q4 + 062

where we used that [, Vo(z — y)[1 + €d(z, 0A)]~2 < CL~2. The explicit prefactor 1/4 is
chosen for later convenience. Next, consider the commutator

~ 1 ~ 1.~
[Q2,B:] =n"20) . K(v,w)[Q2, q)ar,qp] + h.c. + n72[Q2, 0] /2 K(v,w)qay,q, + h.c.
A A
(5.21)
The first term of (5.21]) equals

n 20M/ Q2 (z,y) K (v, w)[aya;, + azay, ¢,a,,qs] + h.c. —ZR
=1

with
wt @ o (o (s, - gt 5,
+/qza*(Kv)a;—/a*(Kv)axqv—i—/q;K(v,m)ayqv—i—K(x,y)qy—q(Kx)> + h.c.
A A

ot [ QY s (0 (s, 0" ()t ) + e

/ 3% (@, y eM( /A g (Ko)a + /A K (0, 2)ay gy — /A o (K)o

+ K(xa y)Qy - Q(KJ:)> + h.c.

Since all expressions are normal ordered, we can again replace ¢, by a, on F,.

Let us start with estimating R;. Recall the bound (4.23]). For x € A fixed we have
dT(L),—.|<n) < CA?dD(—A) on Fy by @3T). Using this and sup,, || K,z < CA\Y?n /¢ from
Lemma 3] we can bound all the cubic terms in a similar way. Let us bound for example
the first one. Recall that 05y = 0/(N) and note that Oy, (N)a*(f) = a*(f)0m (N + 1).
On F; we have

+ 2n~1/2 //\2 @g)(m, y)frra* (Ky)aza, + h.c.

< onl/2)\-3-1 <5/ a*(Ky)a(Ky)Lj,_y<) + SO0 (N + 1)/ ]l|$_y|<)\a;a2ayax>
A2 N A2 -
< O3 (OM2AN + 0TI MAAT (- A))
< CnMY2302 (dr(-a) + %N)
n
< — _
< Co (dr(-a) + eN> :
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where we chose § = A\ 1n=1/2¢1/2)11/2 and used An2¢~2 < 1. The other cubic terms can
be bounded in a similar way. We proceed with the linear terms in R;. We find

+ 2n~1/2 / @g)(m, y)K (z,y)0may, + h.c.
A2
< Cn'PA30t <5/ Ljpyralay +5—1/ K(m,y)2> < OX I3V + 1),
A2 - A2
Finally, for the last term in R; we have by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

+2n"2 /A Q%) (z,9)0a(K,) + hee. < /2771 <L sup || Kz 2 (A +1)

< ONV2p3/20-2 (N 4+ 1) < Cos 7N+ 1).

This in particular shows that £R; < Co(dI'(=A) + (N +1)) + CA'n3/202(N +1).

Let us proceed with the analysis of Rs. Using the pointwise bound \Q (be) (z,y)] <
CnVy(xz — y), we see that we can bound the two terms in Rs using (4 because of the

presence of azay or ajay. From the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain

+Ry < 6Qu+ 6~ 1CnsupHK 12 Velli N +1) < 6Q4 + 6 10)\ (/\/+ 1).

It remains to study Rs3. The first three terms in R3 are bounded similarly as their coun-
terpart in Ry, that is

+9on72 / Q(bc (, )0 (aya™ (Ky)ay + ay K (v, x)aya, — a*(Ky)azay,) + h.c.

< OM'2n! 2 sup || Ky 2 sup | Velli (N + 1)
v Yy

3

EM’

in
< Ox i

(N+1)<CU N+1).

For last term in R3 the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields
902 /A2 @;bc)(x,y)HMa(Kx) +h.c. < Cn'/? sup |1 K22 Sup IVelli (N + 1)

< CA1/2 N< Co— (N+1)

Finally, for the fourth term in R3, we use the more elaborate pointwise estimate ([£24]) on

@;bc)(x,y) and the Sobolev inequality from @37) for ®(y) = (1 + Ld(y,dA)) ">/ so that
—2/3 .
3/2 = . o
[ @32 < CF /3. With ||K||ls < n we obtain

~

iQn_l/z/ @gbc)(x,y)K(x,y)HMay +h.c.
A2

v - Vi(z —y)
< On3/2 5/V _ ayay 51/ i
= ( o T Gty om)en T e (T tdly, M)

< Cnd/? (56*5/3d1‘(—A) + 5*1[2> < Cl—/2 <dF(—A) + (ﬁ>2>

7576 0
< Co (dF(—A) + (%)2> .
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In combination, we obtain
2
+Ry < Co <%(N+ 1) +dr(-a) + (4) ) :

which concludes the bound of the first term of (5.21).
We now bound the second term in (5.21]), given by

n

N

[Qa, 0] / ara*(Ky,)a, +h.c.
A
_%/ QZE) (z y)((HM(N 2) — HM(N))G;GZ—FI’I.C.)/qua*(Kv)qU—i—h_c.

et [ Q8w (0N = 2) = O (V)) ) + ) [ g’ (Ko, + b
=: R4+ Rs.

For the analysis of Ry, recall (B.I5]) as well as the pointwise bound (23] on Qvge) and
dl(L,—.j<n) < CA\2dT'(—-A) on F, from which we obtain

3 /A Q5 (@) (On (W = 2) = 0ar(N) a3 /A ata*(K,)ay + hec.

<Cs . (OM N = 2) = 00 (M) 1QY (2, )0z asal (N + Dayaya,

Tt 108 @ laa(K) W+ ) (K a,
< CSM 2T (N =2 < 2M)nl XYWV +1)2d0(=A) + C5 1! sup | K3V + 1D)m
< OSMnl IATHT (= A) + C5 A3 (N + 1) b
< OMY2pp3/2 <dF(—A) + %(N + 1)) <Co (dF(—A) + %(J\/Jr 1)) :

The same estimate holds for the a,a, term in R4 after normal ordering the expression.
The terms generated by the commutators are similar to the ones already appearing in R;
and satisfy the same bound. Therefore we obtain

n3/2

+R,y < Co <dF(—A) BN +1)+a il > MY (N + 1)) :

For R5 we use the pointwise bound @gbc) (z,y)] < CnVy(x — y) and the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality to obtain

- / 0% (2, ) (9n (N — 2) — s (V) e /A a%a* (K, )ay + hoc.

<5 /A Vile — ) (Bu N 2) — 0 (V) azagat (N + Dagayag
L6 / Vile = paa(K)W + 1) (K a,

< COM2L(N — 2 < 2M)(N 4+ 1)2Q4 + C6~ 1A (N+ 1)

<C6Qu+ 6~ 10)\ (/\/+ 1).
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As in the case of Ry, the aza, term of Rj is bounded similarly as the term above after
normal ordering. The terms arising from the commutators are of the of type of the ones
appearing in Re and Rj3, we therefore omit their treatment. In total, we find for all 6 > 0

£R5 < 0Q1+C6 A SN+ 1) 4 Co <%<N+1> FAN(=A)+ (%)2)

which is the desired bound for the second term of (5.21]).

In summary, we have shown the lemma with

~ . 1 5
56(Q2) — Qg’c) +/ o~ tBe ZRietBCdt-
0 i=1

Applying Lemma [5.3] and Lemma to the R; and simplifying the error terms using
6 <1, we conclude the bound on the error term EC(QQ) as stated in Lemma [5.8] |

5.4 Proof of Lemma [5.1]

We are now ready to give the proof of Lemma (.11

Proof. Recall the notation introduced in (&.4)). The two main terms (I), and (II), were
analyzed in Lemma [5.7] and Lemma 5.8 respectively. Recall that

dI'(—=A) = Z pa’ -
penN3\{0}
Moreover, by (£5]) and Lemma B.2]
= / Q(e)(x y)aya, +h.c. = n Z ex(p)arar + h.c.
A2 2 ) Ty 9 , pYp 5

3
peTNG

which becomes the pairing term in the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian (IL35]) when restricted to
F.. Hence we have

e Bee BryyeBreBe — dran20 + Hpog + Qa + 2, + £92) + (IID),

with the two error terms =. and EC(Q2)

tively. It thus remains to estimate

estimated in Lemma 5.7 and Lemma [5.8] respec-

1
(ID), = /0 e~ tBe (Q3 + [dD(=A) + Q4,Bc])et86dt +e Pegp el = (IIn),, + (1),

where we recall that & satisfies (£.3)). We deal with the two terms separately.
Estimating (III),, . From Lemmata 5.4l and £.5] we obtain

Qs+ [AT(=2) + Qu, Be] = (1 - Oar) / Viw = y)ajaya, +hoc. + ELTTD) 4 £(Q0.
A2
As in (514, we use that (1 — 0,,)1V<M/2} = to obtain
nN?
M-

(1 — Opr)n/? / Velw —y)azayas +he. < 6Qs+ 05"
A2
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We may now combine Lemma [5.2] and Lemma [B.3] with (5.5]) to bound (I1I),, as

+(I1D),, < C8 (Q4 + - (N+ 1) + odl'(— A)> T CW%W
+Co (Qu+dr(-2) + zW* )

5712 (N + 1)2

§00<Q4+dr(—A)+%(J\/+1))+06<Q4+ W+1)+C L

Estimating (III),,. We apply Lemmata 5.2l and 53] to (&3) and find

+eBegiePe <CU+ 07N +en™h (Q4 +— (N +1) + odl'(— A))

2 n n
ront (SR B () )WHHC”((Z)”Z)W“)
+ont P 4 0o (@ +ar-a) + S v+ 1)

‘
Q4—|-C'5<Q + = (N+1)>+51C’<(N2_1)—|—(N:€1)2+)\<%)3> N+ 1)
)+

(N +1)2

>(N+1)+C’n2 7

+Co (Qi+dr(-A) + 2N+ 1)

Here we used § < 1 for the second inequality and we set ¢ = (5C')~! so that for ¢ large

enough we have C(£~*\? +en~1) < 1/4.

We now have obtained the necessary bounds on (III), = (III), + (III),,. Combining
them with the estimates of (I). and (II), given by Lemmata [.7] and [£.8] respectively, and

using M < n, we conclude the proof of Lemma [5.11

6 The Second Quadratic Transformation

In this section, we diagonalize explicitly the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian in (.35]),

ne
HBOg:Z(p + 8ma— >a ap + = Zne“ (apay, + apay) + Z'

p#0 P#O p;éO
We define
Z Pp(apa, — apap), (6.1)
p#O
where
1 A
Yp = Sinh_l(’/p), N (p - 1) ) (6.2)
\/AZ — B2
A, =p? + 8ranl™, B, = neg\(p). (6.3)
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Note that we have
B, — 8ranl™Y| = |neya(p) — nep A(0)] < Cmin{l, \2p?Inl ™1, 6.4
p b 9

which follows from the radial symmetry of € and |ep ) (z)] < C’)\_gé_l]l‘x‘g)\, see (29). In
particular for A>’né~! small enough we have A4, > |B,| for all p # 0, and the formula of v,
in ([6.2) is therefore well-defined.

The main result of this section is the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let A\,n,¢,0,E as in Lemma [0, assume that X is small enough and let
W = eBireBeeB2. Then

WHW = E,, ; + dT(Epog) + € 52 (Q4 + E. + &) €2

on Fi with

dI'(EBog) = Z Vpt + 16mant—1p? i,
p#0

1 8manl!)?
E, ;= 4ran?0~t + = E VP + 16mant—1p2 — p? — 8wa> + (Bmant”)”
’ 2 = 14 2p?
P

and

+8 < CA ((%) + 1> N +CA (%)3 +oN (%)5/2.

Let us first state the following lemma, which will be proved at the end of this section.

Lemma 6.2. Let A (%)2 <1, 2R/t < X and X be small enough. Then we have

B (N 4 1) < ¢ ((%)é + 1) N+C (%)3 (6.6)
and
n\ 3 nY\ 2
e BT (—A)eB2 < C ((Z) g 1) dD(—A) + CA~? (Z) . (6.7)

Proof of LemmalG1l From the assumptions on A(%)? and A we conclude that A*(%) is
sufficiently small for ¢, in (62]) to be well defined. Given (I35) and (6.1]), the action of

the transformation €52 on Hpgog is standard, see e.g. [31], Section 3]. It gives
¢ P Hpoge™ = epog + ) _ epayap (6.8)
p#0
with
1 T 1 (nega(p))”
€p = AI%_BI%’ eBOg:§Z[ A%_BI%_AP}—i_iZ 92 5
p
p#0 p#0

where we recall that A, and B, are defined in (6.3]). We will use the following lemma that
we show after the proof of Lemma
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Lemma 6.3. Let A (%)2 <1, 2R/l < X and X be small enough. We have the uniform

bound
VP + 16mant—1p? <ol 6.9
sup |ep, — Vpt + 16manl—1p?| < 7 (6.9)
pER3
as well as
1 n 8mranl—1)? n3
€Bog — 5 Z |:\/p4 + 167Tan€’1p2 - p2 - 87Taz + (27):| < CA€_3 (6'10)

p#0

Starting from (0.2]), using the identity (6.8]), the estimates of Lemma and the

bounds of Lemma [6.2], readily imply the statement of Lemma

We end this section with the proofs of Lemmata and

O

Proof of Lemma[6.3 Let us start by showing ([6.9]). Using |[v/1+z—1| < |z|forallz > —1

and (6.4 we find

‘ep — VPt + 167ran€_1p2‘

1 n —~ n ~
< (p4 + 167rcm€_1p2) 2 ]87raz + TlEg,)\(p)H87TClZ — negA(p)]

< O (5 + 16mant-1p2) 22 < 0N
<Cf(p manl™'p P <CN g
which shows (69). To prove (6.10) note that
8man/()?
T := 2€Bog — Z vVt + 16mant—1p2 — p? — 87Ta% + (ﬂ;#
p#0 P
16ran/t  (8man/l)? — (ne 2
_ Zp2<\/1+ man/t | (man/6)? — (e (p)
p p
p#0

B \/1 N 16man/¢ (8man/l)? — (HEZ,A(P))2>_

2 opt
The Taylor formula readily gives
[v(z) = v(y) = v'(0)(z — y)| < Cllv"[loclx — yl(lx] + [y])
for v € C2(U),U C R open. Applying this inequality to

16man/t  (8man/l)? — (nepa(p))? 16man /¢
5 1 Y =T
p p

v(z) =V1+ 2z with z =

and using (6.4) yields

| < Czp2l(8wan/€)2 — (n&a(p))*| (2167Tan/€ _ |(Bran/e)? (nag,x(p))a)

4 2 4
= p p p
n/l n =N n/l+ \2(n/0)?
< Csz—/USWZ — nega(p)] <—/ 2( /4 )
p#0 P p

52



n n ~ —
< O(3)* Y 8ra — néea(p)lp™

p#0
L3P : 2,201 4 T3
< (P min{1, 037 5yt < A,
p#0
which concludes the proof of (6.10]). O

Proof of Lemmal6.2. The action of the quadratic transformation By on the creation and
annihilation operators is given by

eTPare*P? = cosh(p,)a; £ sinh(ipy)ay.
Thus
B2 NeFB2 = Z (cosh(ep)ary & sinh(gpy,)ay) (cosh(pp)ay, + sinh(ep)ar)
p#0

— Z [(cosh(gpp)2 + sinh(gop)Q) a;ap + cosh(pp) sinh(gop)(a;a; + apay,) + sinh(gop)Q]
p#0

<2 Z [(cosh(gop)2 + sinh(gop)z)a;;ap + sinh(gpp)Q] . (6.11)
p#0

To verify (6.6]) it remains to show that

)é-+1), (6.12)

cosh(g,)? + sinh(p,)? < C ((%
% . (6.13)

Zsinh(cpp)2 <C <

p#0
Let us prove (6.12]). From (6.2) we have
cosh(g,)? + sinh(p,)? = 2sinh(p,)? + 1
p* + 8ran /!

= [p|™! _
¢ﬁ+mWWﬂg&ww;wxm2

2 1
oA Sman/l ) g gc<(ﬁ)2 +1>.
\/p? + 8man /¢ ¢ ¢

Here we used p~2 ((8man/{)? — (ne; \(p))?) = —8manl~!, which follows from (G.4).
To prove ([6.13]) we use again ([6.2]) and divide the sum into momenta |p| less or bigger
than (n/ 6)% For small momenta we have

Z sinh(p,)? < C Z <\/ 1+ 8man/lp=2 + 1)

1 1
0<|p|<(%)2 0<|p|<(%)2

<C Z (1+8man/tp~?) < C (%) . (6.14)

<|p|™!

N

1
0<|p|<(%)2

For large momenta we use |[v/1+z — 1 — z| < 2% for z > —1 as well as and |1+ —
VIFy| <Clz—y|for z,y > —1 to obtain

2 _ (e 2
Y smh(g)t< Y p p2+8m%_pz\/1+16wan/€+<8mn/e> (neex(p))

p? pt

1 1
IpI>(%)2 Ip[>(%)2
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8man/l 14 16man /¢

< 1+
pORlITR: .
Ip>(2)}
. L 167Tc;n/€ | (8ran/0 —4(n€g7>\(p))2 - \/1 R 167rc;n/€
. p p p
pl>(2)}
n? )
<0 3 rtse(y)
1
Ipl>(3)%

This concludes the proof of (6.6]). The bound (6.7 is proved similarly. Proceeding as in
(611) we obtain

—32(1[‘ 32 <2 Z (cosh(epp)) 24 Sinh(@p))Q)a;ap + p2 Sinh(@p)Q]
p#0

<C <(%>é + 1) dl(—A) + C (%)2 AL

given that

Y pPsinh(g,)* < C (%)QA*, (6.15)
p#0

which remains to be shown. We have

1+ 8ma(n/f)p—2 — \/1 +16ma(n/0)p=2 + (87”‘(”/@)21); (néga(p))?

N (SWQ(n/E))QpZ (n€e(p))?

2

2p2 sinh(app)2 =p

\/1 + 16ma(n/0)p=2

Let us define

NI

v(z) = 14 8ra(n/l)z — (14 16ma(n/f)z + ((8ma(n/L))* — (nepx(p))?)z?)

Taylor expanding at = p~2, we obtain
~ 2
v(z) = 7(7%6’;(]9)) 22+ R(x)
with
" 2 ny\3 2
|R(z)| < sup [V (y)|z<C <Z> x
0<y<p—2
Thus

2p” Sinh(@p)z <

which immediately implies

(néea(p))? ny3
>y < R w0 (7)

2
70 0 P

From the assumptions A (%)2 <1 and A\ small enough, we find (n/f)? < A\~1(n/f)2.
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As we argued in the proof of [{.27)), we have € »(p) = aé‘lf()\p) for a fixed function
f € C°(R?), and hence

Z(“?z,,\(]?))2§ Z(T@,A(P))Q_ 1 / (néa(p))? Lt / (néa(p))?

2p? 2p? 2 2p? 2 2p?
= = (27) p (27) p
nY\ 2 _1 /M2 _q1 /M2
< — — < - . .
ce ) e () s () o
This shows (6.15) and consequently completes the proof of Lemma O

7 A-Priori Estimates for Gibbs States

Recall the definition (L8) of H, ¢, and the one of U in Section 23l We introduce the
Gibbs state on F1"

H H
[ =e 78 /Tre 7%, Hoo=UH, U* (7.1)
It minimizes the Gibbs variational principle and yields the free energy on the box A, as
in (L9).

The analysis of H in the previous sections will be used in Section [§ to control I' on the
sector of few excited particles. This section, on the other hand, provides rough a priori
estimates on the kinetic and interaction operator, which are helpful to control the sector
of high particle number. Moreover, we derive complete BEC for I" given that the thermal
contribution to the free energy is subleading. We shall see that this is the case as long as
n is not too small.

7.1 Rough Kinetic and Interaction Energy Estimates
Lemma 7.1. Let 0 < n < Cpl? and £ = a(pa®)~Y/27%. Then we have

Hye S (AD(=A) + Qq + nPal™) SHyyp + n’al™? (7.2)
on ]:_f".

Proof. Recall from Lemma[2Z.2that H,, , = ]l<"’H]l<n where 7—[ is an operator on F defined

in 2I7). We shall show that all the terms n?V, 0%, @, H Qg, Q ) and EW) | when
restricted to F=" T, are bounded by Q4 + C: n?0~! with € > 0 arbitrarily small .

First, the constant n?V,2%% is bounded by n?(|V;||,: < Cn?¢~!. Next, from the bound
(2.18]) in Lemma 2.2] with € replaced by ne , we have

+6W) < Cn3(N +1)207 ! +eQq + Ce 4! (7.3)

on F for all e > 0. For H{") we have NnVPO0 < CNne~! and

i/ nVi(z —y)atas < nl|Vo| ot N < Cnl™'N,
A2
1
:I:/ nVy(xz — y)asa, < 5/ nVy(x —y)(azaz +aya,) < Cnl™N,
A2 A2

1 * % € 1 2
— — .C. < — x J— —
+ (2 //\2 Ve(z — y)aza,N +h c> 5 /A Vi(z — y)aza,azay + 92 /A2 Ve(z — y)N
<eQu+Ce L IN?
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so that
+H) < Cnt N +£Qy + Ce N2 (7.4)

on F for all € > 0. Moreover, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

+Q1 < / nVy(z — y)N + 1)V aba (N + 1) + / n*Vi(x —y)(NV +1)1/?
A2

A2

< oY N+ 1)V2, (7.5)

g * % 6_1 2
+Qy < = Vi(x — y)axayaxay +—=n Vi(z —y)
2 A2 2 A2
+QV) < E/ Vi(x — y)aya,azay + 25‘171/ Vi(z —y)aza,

2 A2 A2

<eQu+Celnl™IN (7.7)

on F for all ¢ > 0. Restricting these bounds to ff" where N < n we find that
+(H, o — dD(=A) — Q4) < eQq + Ce'n?¢7?
on ]:fn for all 0 < € < 1, which implies (7.2]). O

7.2 Bose—Einstein Condensation

Lemma 7.2. Let T be as in (TI) with (pa®)/4+/2(p3) < n < C(pl?), £ = a(pa®)~1/2-*+
with 0 < k < 1/34 and 0 < T < (pa)(pa’)™ with 0 < v < 1/12 — 5x/3. Then we have

Tr (N, T) < Cn(pa®)?, (7.8)
with v = min{1/10 — 2k — 6v/5,1/17 — 2k} > 0.

In the dilute limit pa® — 0, Lemma implies that Tr (N, T") is much smaller than n,
the total number of particles. This is equivalent to complete condensation of I', namely
all but o(n) particles occupy the zero-momentum mode.

Proof. From the method in [24] (see also [25, Lemma 5.2]) we have the a priori knowledge
of condensation on L2(A™)

Hy, > 4ral™'n? + OV, — Cnpal?(pa®)/17, (7.9)

Since UN,U* = N, the same bound holds with H, ¢ replaced by H,, , = UH, ,U*. We
obtain

C~'Tr (N,T) < Tr (H, T) — dral™'n? + Cnpal®(pa®)/17
Therefore, it is enough to show that
Tr (H,, ,T') — 4mwal~tn? < Cn(pa®)t/10-2m=6v/5 (7.10)

In order to prove (Z.10]), we will use the following upper bound on the ground state energy
[25, Theorem 2.2]

(?Fy(n) < inf o(H, ) < 4ran®0~! + Cn(pa®)/3. (7.11)
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From the Gibbs variational principle, we have that for all £ > 0
Tr (AD(—A)) — T2S(T) > T log Tre TELA) > _o75/25:-3/2
which follows from the bound
B log Tre Adl(=4) — _g-1 Z log (1 — eiﬁp2> <Cpo? (7.12)
pemNG\{0}

for some C' > 0 and all g > 0.
We can now prove (.I0)). From the Gibbs variational principle we have for all0 < e < 1

1+ ¢e)?Fy(n) — (eTr (AT (—A)T) — 2T¢2S(1))
1+e¢)info(H,y,) — (eTr (dT(—A)L) — 27¢*S(1))
<(1+¢) <47Tan2€71 + Cn(pa?’)l/?’) + Ce 32525,

Taking € = (pa®)1/10=6%/5 using that (pa3)/4+¥/2(pf?) < n and our assumptions on £ and
T, we obtain (Z.I0) from which Lemma [.2] follows. O

8 Proof of Theorem

In this section we shall give the proof of Theorem We denote Y = pa® and set
MO — nl*SOI{ M — n1768l-€ )\ — YlOIi 6 — Y3I€ (81)

with x = 1/1000. Recall that T < pa(pa®)™ and £ = a/(pa®)'/?+* as in (1) with
v = /5. Moreover, let us first focus on the case (pa)/4t*/2(pf3) < n < C(pf?), which
allows us to use condensation in the sense of Lemma, The case of smaller n will be
considered afterwards.

Case (pa’®)V/4/2(pf?) < n < C(pf®): We will combine the estimates in the previous
sections with the localization method on the number of excited particles in the spirit of
[26], 22]. To be precise, we fix smooth functions f, g : R>o — [0, 1] such that

FP+g=1 fl@)=1forz< %, fx)=0forx >1
and define
Iy = fING/Mo),  gu, = 9g(N4 /M).

Recall the definition of the Hamiltonian H, , and the Gibbs state I' in (ZI]). Applying
[22, Proposition 6.1], we can write

Hye = faroHn e far, + 9000Hn egnt + Eny, (8.2)
where
1 1 C
i51\/10 ==+ §[fM07 [meHn,fH + 5[91\/107 [ngHn,fH < W[Hn,f]diag' (8'3)
0

Here [H,, ¢ldiag is the diagonal part of H,, ¢, i.e. [Hy ¢]qiag contains the terms in H, o that
commute with the number operator N. Recall the rough estimate (7.2)

H,, < dAT(—A) + Q4 + Cn2al™. (8.4)

~
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The diagonal part [H,, ¢]diag satisfies the same bound since the right-hand side of (8.4)) is
diagonal. Thus we deduce from (B3] that the localization error can be controlled by

C
vy < 7o (AT(~A) + Q4 + CnPal ™). (8.5)
0

Applying again (7.2]) together with (ZI0]) yields
Tr ((Q4 4+ dT(=A))T) < CTr (H, ,T) + Cn2al~! < Cnlal™! 4 ny/10-2=6v/5 (8 6)

With the choice of My in (8I) and the assumption n < Cpl3, a combination of (85]) and
[B.0) gives

+Tr (Epy,T) < nal™t 4 YV1072660/5 <y =28 — O((pa)>/2 7Y "), (8.7)

Let us introduce the notation

FfMO = fa Ly FQMO = 9mol'grgg, a=Tr (PQJMO) =Tr (g%/lor)'

We will see later that o > 0 is small. If o = 0, then the analysis below can be simplified
greatly. Here we focus on the case o > 0. Note that (1 — oz)_lffMO and oz_lngO are
normalized states. Combining (82]) with the subadditivity of the entropy (see, e.g., [9,
Theorem 14]) S(I') < S(T'y,, ) + S(T'y,,,) and B.Z) we have

Fy(n) = ¢ *Tr (H, ') — TS(T)
2 Ty (Hn,frfMo) - TS(FfMO) +0?Tr (HH,ZPQMO) - TS(PQMO) - C(pa)f,/zggyg,@.
(8.8)

By the Gibbs variational principle we can bound
02Ty (Hp,eLgyy) = TS(Lgyy,) = o (E*QTr (Hnla*ll‘gMo) - TS(a*lngO )) + Taloga
> aFy(n) + Talog . (8.9)

To analyze the terms involving I'y,, ~on the right-hand side of (B8], we use the following
formulation of the Bogoliubov approximation in the sector of few excited particles, which
is a consequence of the analysis in the previous sections.

Proposition 8.1. Under the choice of parameters in (81l we have
Hye > (1= CY*)WAL (Epog)W* + Ep e + O((pa)*/ 27y %)
on ]—"EMO, where W, Epog and E,, , are defined in Lemma (6.1l

We postpone the proof of Proposition Bl to the end of this section. Let us introduce
a normalized state on F4
™ —1
r=(1-a«a W*FfMOW.

With Proposition B.Iland the identity S(I'y,, ) = S(W*T'y,, W) we can bound

02 Tr (Hyp Ly, ) = TS(Tpy,) = =T(1 = a)S(T) + T(1 - o) log(1 — )
+(1-a) [5—2(1 — CYS)Tr (AT (Epog)T) + € 2Ep 4 + O((pa)*/203v")]| .
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We use the Gibbs variational principle to obtain
072(1 = CY™)Tr (AT (Epog)T) — TS(T) > £72(1 — CY™)Tr (dT(Egog)T,) — TS(T,)
1
> —Tlog Tre T2 Froe) _ Cy=2y 5Ty (AT (Epog )T,),

with .
1-CY5” 1-CY»"
T, =e 122 CFBog) oy o=z Al (Fpog)

We find that
721 — CY™)Tr (AT (Epog)T)
=2072(1 — OY™)(Tr (dT(Epeg)Ty) — 2T'S(T,)

— (0721 = CY™)Tr (AT (Epog)Ty) — 2TS(T))

1-CY5”
< 2info (072(1 — OY™)dT(Epeg)) + 2T log Tre~ 2122 1 (Poos)

< CT5/2£3,

where for the last inequality we used that inf o(dI'(Epog)) = 0 and (ZI2)) together with
dI'(Epog) > dI'(—A). Again with a calculation as in (ZI2]) we find

02 Tx (Hp oLy ) = TS(Tgy,)
1 —
>(-a) | 2B T Y tog (1 TV

penNi\{0}
+T(1 —a)log(l — a) + O3 (pa)®/?v"). (8.10)

We claim that from (6.5) we have

128 n\5/2 nay 2
By — dman20~! — ( _) < (—) . 11
‘ ne — 4man 7T15ﬁ a <C / (8.11)
Indeed, for p € R? denote g(p) = \/p* + 16p2 — 8 — p? + 2% and observe that
1 128
—/ g(2)d3z = dr——.
2 RS 15

>0

Then with h = (71'11%)_1/2 we have

12 5/2

21° | B,y g — 4man®0™! — 5 < > = |i? Z g(ph) — 7'('3/ g(z)d3z|.
’ 15\/— R3
penN3\{0} S0
(8.12)
Elementary calculations show that

-1 1 2p“ 416 64 4
0;0; = |256pip; | ==+ < | T0ij | —/——m——= —2— <Cp
10;059(p)| DiPj < 3(16 + p2)3/2 6) ( D+ 16p2 p4)

With this we may compare the sum and the integral in boxes of size (7h)? as in ([Z27) to
bound the right hand side of (8I2) by Ch. Multiplying with 275 yields (8.11)).
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We can now insert (89), (810) and (811 in (8.8]) and find
Filn) > faos(n, ) — (1= )™ [CF(pa)"/2Y* + Talog o] + T(1 - ) log(1 — o)
(8.13)

with fBog(n, £) defined in (ILIT)). From the BEC estimate in Lemma[Z.2]and the assumption
T < (pa)Y ~¥ we obtain

a=Tr(g3,I) < CMy'Tr (V4 T) < O YT < CY™.

The last inequality follows from an elementary computation using that n < Cpl3 =
CY 12735 and the definition of v = min{1/10 — 2x — 6v/5,1/17 — 2x} = 1/17 — 2x (for
our choice of parameters). In particular (1 — a)~! < C. Moreover, the last error term in
(BI3) can be bounded by

Tallogal +T(1 — a)|log(l — a)| < CTa'? < CTY? < C(pa)*/203Y", (8.14)

concluding the proof of Theorem in the case (pa®)l/*+/2(pf3) < n < C(pf®).

Case n < (pa)/4+t/2(pf3):  For n = 0 the statement is trivial as the thermal contribu-
tion is negative. For 1 < n < (pa®)/4t%/2(pf?) we shall show that the thermal contribution
dominates. One easily checks that

—1 —
fBog n, g TZlog< eﬁx/p4+167rané 1p2> + 0(63(pa)5/2yu)‘
p#0

in this case. Therefore, we ignore the interaction in the computation of the free energy for
a lower bound, which we are allowed to do since V' > 0. The Gibbs variational principle
and the calculation in (T.I2)) yield

il
Fy(n) > TZlog (1 - eT€2> .

p#0

It remains to compare this quantity with the thermal contribution that appears in fpog.
For p € R3,q € R>( we define the function

9(p, q) = log (1 —e v ,,4+qu> : (8.15)
Then
1 p? 1 1
dy9(p,q)| = — 8.16
|0a9(p, q)| = Ve ] e Py (8.16)

Note that the upper bound is independent of ¢ so that by a first order Taylor expansion

—1 — 2
0<TY log <1 — T VP! H6mant 11’2) ~ T log <1 - e%>

p#0 p#0
_ p  16mant—! P
- ng <T1/2£’ e )Y (T1/2£’0>
P

Smant ! 1 5/2 43 5/2 p3v-1/4—v
< Ty < CT@T 0 = O((pa)> 23y VA7),
p#A0 eTE2 — 1

This proves the desired bound. O

We conclude this section by giving the proof of Proposition 811
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Proof of Proposition [ From Lemma [5.J] and Lemma we have
H = Ey g+ WAD (Eog)W* 4 eBrebPe(Qy + £, + Eg)e Bee ™ (8.17)

on F, where

Q4 —{—56—{—52 > (% - C(U+5)> Q4 - CO’dF(—A)

(a+5)€ +/\<(Z>1/2+1> +A%<(%>2+ 6) At
oI {%Nﬂ}rl + W;l) + (N:gl)Q + A (%)3] W +1)
_CZW(AH 1)-0((%) log€+£+)\2<€)5/> (8.18)

on F,. The condition n < Cpf? and the choice £ = aY~%/?~* in (7)) imply that nat~! <
Cpal? = CY 2%, Moreover, with the choice of the parameters in (8.I]), we have

M M, n M,
—<oy®e 20 < oy38e —0 < oyts,
¢ = Ty = UM

n3/2

_C (N+1)

from which one easily checks that

o — max{n1/2£*5/6,n1/2M£*3/2, A*1/2n1/2M1/2£*1} < Cylos
1/2 17 /12 n3/2
Lon oy
(a+5)€+A(<€) +1)+)\2(<£) +€>+>\ S <CY
an/Q

o e M (] o

Hence, (8I8]) reduces to
1
Qi+ E +& > <§ — CY?’"‘) Q4 — CY'195dr(—A)

_cyn (1 (N]; )>(/\/+1) CY "|logY|.  (8.19)

0

On the right-hand side of (8.19]), the term involving Q)4 is positive and can be dropped for
a lower bound. Now let us apply the transformation €51 e (.. )eBceB1 and additionally
restrict to F- Mo e have

2
LNHMo) By B (1 N W]\}l) ) (N + 1)e~BeeBi1 N+ <Mo)
0

2
< 1 V+<Mo} <1 + W%) (N + 1)]1{N+SM0} < C]I{N+SM0}(N+ 1)]1{N+SM0}

/2 3/2
1IN+ <Mo} g {N+<Mo}
<C<(£) > W + DHW*L +c<€)
< CLN=MOE (WAL (Bpog) W™ + Y ) 1A+ =10}

by Lemma[£2] Lemmal5.2] the first bound in Lemma[6.21and the fact that <(%) 1/2 + 1) N
is bounded by dI'(ERog). Moreover, we find

1/2 2
Y105eBreBedr(~A)e Bee Bt < Y108 <<%) ” 1) Wr(=A)W* +CY 10 (2)
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< CYP"WAT (Epog)W* + CY 4

by the second bound in Lemma and dI'(—A) < dI'(EBog).
In combination with (819]) it follows that

B1eBe(Qy + E + E)e Bee ™81 > —CY WAL (Epog)WV* — CY 4| log Y| (8.20)
on FWV+=Mo} Tnserting (820) in (8I7) and using H, L= ]l<n’;’-[]l+ we obtain
H, ¢ > Epy+ (1 — OCY")W*dT (Epog) W — OY | log Y|
on FWV+=Mo} The claim then follows from

Y4 log Y| = £°(pa)®2Y"|log Y| < CL°(pa)>/?y " /2,

9 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Let k = 5v = 1/1000 as in the assumptions of Theorem and let Y = pa? so that
¢ =aY~1/?7% as in (7). Since the limit Fy(N)/L* does not depend on the sequence of
N — oo with N/L? — p, we may assume without loss of generality that L/¢ is an integer
and take N = |pL3| + 1. This is helpful since we shall divide the big box A into Mp
smaller boxes Ay, where now Mp = (L//)? is an integer.
We claim that PN .
LZES ) 2 g—ngOg(pf?’,f) - C(pa)S/QY,}’ (91)
where we recall that fpog is defined in (ILI1]). Assuming (@.1I), Theorem [Tl follows readily
from approximating the sum in the definition of fpoe in (LII)) by an integral. This is
done in ([@.3)) in the following lemma. Furthermore, Lemma [9.T] contains a second estimate
([@4), which measures the error made in replacing n by pf3 in the thermal contribution of
the free energy fpog. It will be used in the proof of (@) below.

Lemma 9.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [L.2 consider
fBog( 0) = Z log <1 _ ez VPIHIETED ) ) (9.2)
penNi\{0}

Then we have

030 5/2 .
fBog(P 6 T / log <1 _ e /p4+167'(%p2) dp| < C’(pa)5/2Y3” (9.3)
63 (271')3 R3

and, for all 0 <n < Cpl3,

a —3v
fBog( ) fBog(p£3 )' < Cg_g(n - p£3)2yl/4 + 063(/”1)5/2}/1/4 K : (94)

We postpone the proof of Lemma to the end of this section.
Proof of (0.0]). Let I be the Gibbs state of Hy, satisfying

FL(N) = TI‘HNF - TS(F),
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where we recall that S(I') = —Tr'log I is the entropy of the state I'. We want to localize
I' in smaller boxes. For this purpose we introduce a collection of disjoint cubes (B;)1<j<ny
of side length ¢ forming a partition of A, that is A = U]]ViBl Bj. Using that V' > 0 and the
bosonic symmetry of I' we have

3z N(N —1)
TrHNT > [NTr 120y (V) L, (21) (iV)0, T+ —=——Tx 12z V(21 — 22) 1, (1) L, ()T
j=1
My N 1y nn—1) 2)
=303 Wiz (A + M Vi - r)
j=1n=0
Mp N
= Z Z Tr LE(A") HnF]m,
7j=1n=0
where we have denoted, for 0 <n < N,
N QRnqQN—n RnQN—n
Fjﬂ = n Tr n+1—=N ]lBj ]IBJQ P]lBj ]IBJQ s (95)

with the notation B]‘? = A\ Bj, and where ngg = Trpy1-n0j 0. It is understood that
Hyp=0and Hy = —A. Here Tr H,I'; , has to be interpreted in terms of quadratic forms.
Indeed, the range of I';, does not belong to the domain of the Neumann Laplacian,
but it does belong to H'((B;)"), the domain of the associated quadratic form Q(¥) =
520 i o [V VP

We will now use the subadditivity of the entropy [23]. Following the notation of [21],
Proposition 7], the state I'; = @1]1\[:0 ' n is the 1 p;-localization of I'. Since z]]‘/iBl 1, =14,
we obtain that

Mp Mp N
ST <D ST =>> S(Tn)
j=1 j=1n=0

(see e.g. [30, Lemma 4] and [I8, Remark 25]).
Let us denote

ajyn = Tr Fjvn’ f]vn = Oé]iirjvn’
which satisfy
N N Mg N Mg N
TI‘P]'m:l, Zajm:l, ZZ“JW:MB’ ZZTLO@‘WZN.
n=0 j=1n=0 j=1n=0
From this we obtain that for all © > 0
Mg N N B
FL(N) 2> 0) [aj,n (T (H = pm)T0 = TS(Tj0) ) + Tajn log aj,n} + N
j=1n=0
Mp N
>33 [asn(Fita) - ) + Ty logasa) + ot
j=1n=0
N 1
> —TMglogy e TUHMW™ 4 ypL?, (9.6)

n=0
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where the last inequality follows from the Gibbs variational principle.
Let us take u = 8map and denote ng := [20pf2]. For n < ng, we use Theorem to
estimate Fy(n). We obtain

Fy(n) — 8mapn > fpog(n,£) — 8mapn — C3(pa)®/ 2y

3/
= frog(pl?,£) — 8map?® + A ((n ) o L (/2 (p€3)5/2)>

3 15/ £3/2
(e (n, 0) = Fisg(ot®, >) — C(pa) 2y (9.7)
> fRog(pl3, 0) — 8map® + 2w — 7 D (n— pl®)% — OB (pa)®2y. (9.8)

To obtain (@.1)), we inserted the definitions of fpog and fggg in (LI1) and (©.2)), respectively,
and completed the square in the leading order of the free energy. The inequality (9.8 is

obtained, for Y small enough, by using (9.4]) to estimate fBOg( 0) — fBOg(,of3 ¢) and by
bounding

128 Cl5/2 5 5/2
/2 [ p3\5/2 31 433\3/2
47715\/% oz (W7 = (p)F) ) < C_e/ n — pl|(pt?)
a 14
T2 L n—pf3)? + Cg (pl?)> < mog(n— pl®)? + CYV 13 (pa)®/?,

where we used the choice of £ and that v < 1/2.

To deal with contributions from n > ng, we use the superadditivity of the free energy
Fg(n),

Fy(n) > {E

JFg(TLQ) + Fg(?“) , (99)
no

which follows from grouping the n particles into |n/ng] subgroups of ny particles and one
group of 0 < r :=n —ng|[n/nyg| < ng particles, and dropping the interactions as well as
the symmetry constraint between particles in different groups. More precisely, since V' > 0
we have for all states I in L2(A"),

Tr Hy, iU > [n/no|Tr (Hy,y ,L™0) 4 Tr (H,. L), (9.10)

where we have denoted T'®) = Tr k+1—nl for 0 < k < n. On the other hand, denoting
I" = ([(m0))®@Ln/no] @ (") and using the non-negativity of the relative entropy we have

ST = —TrTlogl < —TrTlog " = |n/ng|S(D™0)) + S(rM), (9.11)

where we used that Trxil,___7mikf = Trq_; I for any 1 < i < -+ < i < n because of
the bosonic symmetry of I'. Combining (O.I0) and (@II)), (@9) follows from the Gibbs

variational principle. Therefore, for n > ng
Fy(n) — 8rapn > {%J (Fy(no) — 8mapng) + Fp(r) — 8mwapr
> L%J (Foos(pt?.0) — S70pE 4 7 (g — )2 — O ()Y
+ { z J T (ng — pl®)? — 8mapr — CL3(pa)>/?,

where we used the lower bound for n < ng in (9.8]) and that by Theorem

Fy(r) > fi4(0,0) = CC(pa)*2Y" > —C3(pa)®?
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with f]g%g defined in (@.2) and bounded as in (TI2)). Now using that 19p¢3 < ng < 20p¢3,
so that in particular
n n n
7 502

ng 2ng — 40pf3’

we obtain
Fy(n) — 8mapn > {%J <fBog(p€3, 0) — 8map’l® + 182wap?3 — 053(pa)5/2y1/>
0

—182(pt*)? — 8mapn — CL3(pa)®/?.

4
40p03 63

Since the term in parentheses in the first line is non-negative, we may replace the prefactor
L] by 1 to obtain a lower bound. The result is then

Fy(n) — 8mapn > fpog(pl®, £) — 8map?f® + Epan — C3(pa)>/?

> fBog(pl®, 0) — 8map?l® + %pan — CB(pa)>?y, (9.12)

where we first used that 182 /40—8 = 1/10 and then that pan—C/¥3(pa)®/? > —Ct3(pa)>/2Y"
for n > pf3.

Let us combine the cases n < ng and n > ng by inserting ([0.8)) and (9.12) into (9.6).
Using that L3 = ¢3Mp, we obtain

1 1
pfr) = g—szogW?’,f) — Clpa)?(pad)”
I DS S L
n<ng n>ng
It remains to estimate the last term above. We have

T —27 =2 (n—pt3)?2 e, fC&an
Elog(Ze T3 —|-Ze 20T <C€ log n0+C(pa/T) 7"

n<ng n>ng

T — —OKTUV
< O pglog (CY‘VQ_?’“ + Y e YT > < C(pa)??Y* ¥ |log Y.

For the first inequality, we used that e=? < 1 for # > 0 and that

79(n0+1)
—On __ € —1 _—6ng
E e =1 .7 <P e

n>ngo

for @ > 0. The second inequality follows from pf3 <ng < pf3 =Y ~1/273% and T < (pa)Y 7.

To obtain the last inequality, it was used that —1/2—3k-+v < 0 and that T¢~3 < (pa)>/2Y 3¢V,

The choice of v concludes the proof of Theorem [I.11 O
Finally, let us provide the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[dl Recall the definition of ¢ in ([8I5). Let us start by proving (@.3]).
With the notation 4 = (T¢2)~1/2 we have

‘7;32 > log(1 — er VriHiompat?y 1 3/ log(l—e\/m>dp'
TP et (37 Joe
4 )2
<Ch* Y || 'e 2 <Ch (9.13)
penNi\{0}
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Here we used that Vg satisfies the bound

2

2/ p* 2 P
b +qp S 2|p|_16_ 2 ’

<
" 1yl (e\/p4+qp2 _ 1)

2p*p + qp 1
VD + qp? eV _

Vig(p,q)| =

since z(e* —1)7' < e #/2 for z > 0. Note that the estimate (@I3)) is uniform in % > 0
and in particular does not require A to be small. The desired estimate (@3] is obtained
by multiplying (@I3) with 7°/2.

Let us now turn to (@.4) and recall the bound (8I8) on 0,9(p,q). Again with i =

(T¢?)~1/% we have

T Z log(1 — BT;;Q\/W) -T Z log(1 — eﬁm)
perNZ\{0} penN\{0}

<7 X ot 7g) —o(hn )]
pemN\{0}

< %{n —pl®| " sup|dug(hp,q)]
pert\{0} 7
< CT*?aln — pf?|

< C%(n — pl2Y VA L C3TRay 14 < C%(n — pl¥)2Y V4 4 063 (pa)P/2y /A,

In the second to last inequality, we used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and in the last

one we used that T' < (pa)Y ~¥. This concludes the proof of (3.4)). O
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