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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 ρ > 0 interacting
through a repulsive potential with scattering length a > 0, they predicted that the ground
state energy per unit volume is given by

E0 = 4πaρ2
(
1 +

128

15
√
π

√
ρa3
)
, (1.1)

and that the low-lying eigenvalues have the form

E0 +
∑

p 6=0

mp

√
p4 + 16πaρp2, mp = 0, 1, 2, ..., (1.2)

up to small errors in the dilute limit ρa3 → 0 (see Eqs. (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 (1.1)
and (1.2) 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 Schrödinger equation has been an important problem in mathematical physics.
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For the ground state energy, the Lee–Huang–Yang formula (1.1) has been established
in a series of remarkable works over the last six decades. The upper bound to the leading
order term 4πaρ2 was achieved by Dyson already in 1957 [11], but it took more than 40
years until the matching lower bound was proved by Lieb–Yngvason in 1998 [27]. The
second order term 4πaρ2 × 128

15
√
π

√
ρa3 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 [15] 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 [1, 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 (1.2) 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 (1.2) in terms of the free energy at low
temperatures. To be precise, combining (1.1) and (1.2) suggests that the free energy per
unit volume at low temperatures T > 0 can be approximated by

E0 +
T

(2π)3

∫

R3

log
(
1− e−T−1

√
p4+16πρap2

)
dp

= 4πaρ2
(
1 +

128

15
√
π

√
ρa3
)
+

T 5/2

(2π)3

∫

R3

log

(
1− e

−
√

p4+ 16πρa
T

p2
)
dp. (1.3)

It is important to remark that the higher the temperature, the more challenging it is
to justify (1.3). In fact, at temperatures around T ∼ ρ2/3 = ρa(ρa3)−1/3, which is of the
order of the critical temperature for Bose–Einstein condensation (BEC), the expansion
(1.3) 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 (1.3) at low temperatures T ∼ ρa 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 (1.1)-(1.2)
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 ∈ L1(R3) be non-negative, compactly supported, radially symmetric decreasing and
a > 0 its scattering length (see Section 2.1 for the definition). Let ∆ denote the Laplacian
with Neumann boundary conditions on ΛL = [−L/2, L/2]3. For integers N ≥ 2, consider
the Hamiltonian

HN =
N∑

i=1

−∆xi +
∑

1≤i<j≤N

V (xi − xj) (1.4)

acting on the bosonic space L2
s(Λ

N
L ) :=

⊗N
sym L2(ΛL). 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

FL(N) = inf
Γ

(Tr (HNΓ)− TS(Γ)) ,

where the infimum is taken over all mixed states Γ, that is all bounded operators Γ ≥ 0
with TrΓ = 1, and where S(Γ) = −Tr (Γ log Γ) denotes the entropy of Γ. By the Gibbs
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variational principle the infimum is attained by the Gibbs state ΓN = Z−1
N e−HN/T and

the free energy can be computed from the partition function ZN as

FL(N) = −T logZN = −T log Tr e
−HN

T .

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

f(ρ, T ) := lim
N→∞

NL−3→ρ

FL(N)

L3
. (1.5)

It is well-known that the free energy density f(ρ, T ) is well-defined and actually inde-
pendent of the boundary conditions we imposed on ΛL. Our main result is the following
justification of (1.3) as a lower bound.

Theorem 1.1. Let ν = 1/5000. In the dilute limit ρa3 → 0, for any 0 ≤ T ≤ ρa(ρa3)−ν,
the free energy density in (1.5) satisfies

f(ρ, T ) ≥ 4πaρ2
(
1 +

128

15
√
π

√
ρa3
)
+

T 5/2

(2π)3

∫

R3

log

(
1− e

−
√

p4+
16πρa
T p2

)
dp

− C(ρa)5/2(ρa3)ν . (1.6)

Here the constant C > 0 depends only on V .

Here are some remarks on our result.

1. The free energy formula (1.6) holds for T ≥ 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 ≤ ρa(ρa3)−ν allows
the case T ∼ ρa, 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 T is not merely technical, but
it is conceptually necessary. The formula (1.6) fails in the higher temperature regime
T ∼ ρ2/3 = ρa(ρa3)−1/3, and in this case deriving the correction to the leading order
term in [30, 33] 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 (x) ≤ CV (y) for |x| ≥ |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
ρ → 0 and T → 0. However, by simple scaling the relevant small parameters are the
dimensionless quantities a3ρ and a2T . 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 1.1
depends only on the dimensionless quantities R/a and ‖V ‖L1(R3)/a.

3. We expect that a matching upper bound for (1.6) 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 1.1 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
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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, 8]. 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 (1.3) 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 ΛL into smaller cubes Λℓ of side length

ℓ =
a

(ρa3)1/2+κ
(1.7)

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

ℓGP =
1√
ρa

.
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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 ℓ 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 n2V (n(x − 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

3 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 [5], 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 (x− 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

Hn,ℓ =

n∑

i=1

−∆xi +
∑

1≤i<j≤n

ℓ2V (ℓ(xi − xj)) (1.8)

acting on L2
s(Λ

n), the space of square integrable functions that are invariant under per-
mutation of their variables, where ∆ is the Neumann Laplacian on the unit box Λ =
[−1/2, 1/2]3.

The Hamiltonians Hn, defined as in (1.4) with (N,ΛL) replaced by (n,Λℓ), and Hn,ℓ

defined in (1.8) are related via

Hn =
1

ℓ2
T ∗
ℓ Hn,ℓTℓ

5



with the unitary scaling transformation TℓΨ( · ) = ℓ3n/2Ψ(ℓ · ). Hence, we are interested in
the free energy

Fℓ(n) = −T log Tr (e−
Hn,ℓ

Tℓ2 ) . (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 ℓ be given in (1.7) with κ = 5ν = 1/1000.
Let 0 ≤ T ≤ (ρa)(ρa3)−ν and 0 ≤ n ≤ Cρℓ3 for some C > 0. Then, for ρa3 small enough,

Fℓ(n) ≥ fBog(n, ℓ) +O(ℓ3(ρa)5/2(ρa3)ν), (1.10)

where

fBog(n, ℓ) = 4π
a

ℓ3
n2

(
1 +

128

15
√
π
n1/2 a

3/2

ℓ3/2

)
+ T

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

log

(
1− e

−1
Tℓ2

√
p4+16πanℓ−1p2

)
.

(1.11)

From Theorem 1.2, our main result in Theorem 1.1 then essentially follows from the
superadditivity of the free energy.

We shall now explain the main ingredients in the proof of Theorem 1.2. 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(ℓ3(ρa)5/2(ρa3)ν) which appears in (1.10).

We will use the Fock space formalism (see Section 2.2) and the unitary transformation
U : L2

s(Λ
n) → F≤n

+ =
⊕n

m=0(u
⊥
0 )

⊗sm introduced in [22], defined in (2.14), to factor out
the contribution of the condensate described by the constant function u0 = 1 ∈ L2(Λ).
As explained in Lemma 2.2, using the projection 1

≤n
+ onto F≤n

+ ⊂ F =
⊕∞

m=0 L
2
s(Λ

m) we
can write

UHn,ℓU
∗ = 1

≤n
+ H1

≤n
+ ,

where

H ≈ n2

2
V 0000
ℓ +Q1 + dΓ(−∆)+H

(U)
2 +Q2 +Q

(U)
3 +Q4 (1.12)

is an operator on the full Fock space F , with

V 0000
ℓ =

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)dxdy, (1.13)

Q1 = n3/2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xdxdy + h.c., (1.14)

Q2 =
n

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ydxdy + h.c., (1.15)

Q
(U)
3 =

√
(n−N + 1)+

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxdxdy + h.c., (1.16)

Q4 =
1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxaydxdy, (1.17)

H
(U)
2 = n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(a∗xax + a∗xay)dxdy − nV 0000
ℓ N

−
(
1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ydxdyN + h.c.

)
. (1.18)

Here N is the number operator on Fock space.
We then conjugate this excitation Hamiltonian with the unitary maps eB1 , eBc and eB2 ,

where the kernels B1,B2 are quadratic in creation and annihilation operators and Bc is
cubic in those, such that
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• The first quadratic transformation eB1 extracts the leading order of the correlation,
effectively renormalizing Q2 where the short-range interaction Vℓ gets replaced by a
long-range one of mean-field type;

• The cubic transformation eBc removes the cubic term Q
(U)
3 , and also renormalizes

H
(U)
2 with a similar replacement for Vℓ;

• The second quadratic transformation eB2 diagonalizes the quadratic Hamiltonian
emerging from the Bogoliubov approximation, thereby resulting in the correct ground
state energy and excitation spectrum.

Note that the Hamiltonian H is defined on the full Fock space F = F(L2(Λ)) even
though UHn,ℓU

∗ is only defined on the subspace F≤n
+ . 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 F≤n

+ .
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 Vℓ 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 R

3 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

3 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
B1, Bc, and B2 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
ωℓ associated with Vℓ (see Section 2.1). Following the approach in [29], we introduce a
modified scattering solution

ωℓ,λ(x) = ωℓ(x)χλ(x),

where ωℓ(x) = ω(ℓx) and χλ(x) = χ(λ−1x) with χ a fixed C∞ radial function approxi-
mating 1|x|≤1. The function ωℓ,λ satisfies

−∆ωℓ,λ =
1

2
Vℓ(1− ωℓ)−

1

2
ǫℓ,λ,

1

2
ǫℓ,λ(x) =

a

ℓ
λ−3

(
χ′′

| · |

)
(λ−1x). (1.19)

In our final estimate we will eventually choose

ℓ−1 ≪ λ ≪ 1.

The first constraint ℓ−1 ≪ λ, which is inspired by [4], ensures that the range of ǫℓ,λ in
(1.19) is much longer than that of Vℓ, and hence in our calculation it plays the role of a
renormalized version of Vℓ. Moreover, the second constraint λ ≪ 1, which is inspired by
[29], ensures that ℓǫℓ,λ 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 eB1 and
eBc . More precisely, by putting the scattering solution −nωℓ,λ in the kernels B1, Bc, we

7



hope to replace the short range potential Vℓ by the longer-range one ǫℓ,λ. The naive choice
of B1

−n

∫

Λ2

ωℓ,λ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ydxdy − h.c.,

does not work in our case since the function−nωℓ,λ 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 K̃(x, y) that can be interpreted
as a symmetrized version of −nωℓ,λ(x− y) satisfying Neumann boundary conditions in an
appropriate sense. It belongs to H1(Λ2) and satisfies the following two useful properties:

K̃(x, y) = −nωℓ,λ(x− y), ∀x, y ∈ {z ∈ Λ : dist(z, ∂Λ) > λ} (1.20)

and that the operator with kernel K̃(x, y) is diagonal in the Neumann basis, see (1.23).
The construction uses the same mirroring technique as in the construction of the

Neumann Green’s function. Denoting

Λ + z = {x+ z : x ∈ Λ}, z ∈ Z
3

we define the transformation

Pz : Λ → Λ+ z, (Pz(x))i = (−1)zixi + zi, (1.21)

which maps a point x ∈ Λ to its mirror point in the box Λ+ z. For a visual illustration in
2D, we refer to Figure 1, where the mirror points of x ∈ Λ are plotted in the neighboring
boxes of Λ.

Λ

P(1,1)(x)

P(−1,0)(x)
x P(1,0)(x)

Figure 1: Relevant mirror points of x shown in two dimensions.

We define the function K̃ : Λ2 → R as

K̃(x, y) = −
∑

z∈Z3

nωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y). (1.22)

Observe that while {Λ + z : z ∈ Z
3} covers all of R3, due to the cutoff χλ there is a

contribution to the sum only if |Pz(x) − y| ≤ λ ≪ 1 and the property (1.20) follows

8



Λ

x

Pz(x)

y

Pz(y)

Figure 2: The distance is conserved.

immediately. Taking into account that y ∈ Λ we find that in the last term of (1.22) only
the summands with

z ∈ Z
3
≤1 := {z ∈ Z

3 : max
i

|zi| ≤ 1}

are non-zero. Thus, the sum is finite and K̃ is well-defined by (1.22). Moreover, K̃ is
symmetric, namely K̃(x, y) = K̃(y, x), since |Pz(x)− y| = |Pz(y)− x| for all z ∈ Z

3
≤1 (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

K̃(x, y) = −
∑

p∈πN3
0

nω̂ℓ,λ(p)up(x)up(y), (1.23)

where up ∈ L2(Λ) are Neumann eigenfunctions given in (2.11) and we used the following
convention of the Fourier transform

f̂(p) =

∫

R3

f(x)e−ip·xdx. (1.24)

Since the local property (1.20) does not obviously follow from (1.23), both the forms (1.22)
and (1.23) will be useful in the following.

Next, we remove from the function K̃ any contribution from the zero-momentum mode
by using the projection Q = 1− |u0〉〈u0|. This results in the function

K(x, y) = (Q⊗2K̃)(x, y) = K̃(x, y) + nω̂ℓ,λ(0) = −
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

nω̂ℓ,λ(p)up(x)up(y), (1.25)

which is the key tool to define the transformations eB1 and eBc .

First quadratic transformation. We define the first transformation kernel

B1 =
1

2

∫

Λ2

K(x, y)a∗xa
∗
ydxdy − h.c. (1.26)

with K given in (1.25). We will show that by conjugating the excitation Hamiltonian H
in (1.12) by the quadratic transformation eB1 , we essentially renormalize Q2 and extract
the leading order contribution 4πan2ℓ−1 (see Lemma 4.1).

Note that thanks to the last identity in (1.25), we may rewrite (1.26) as

B1 =
1

2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

(−nω̂ℓ,λ(p))a
∗
pa

∗
p − h.c., (1.27)

9



where we denoted a∗p = a∗(up) the creation operator on Fock space. The formula (1.27)
can be compared with the kernel in the translation-invariant case in [4, 19], where a∗pa

∗
−p is

used instead of a∗pa
∗
p. 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 (1.20) or the non-negativity of V are available.

We shall now explain some details of the action of the transformation eB1 . As we show
in Lemma 4.4, we have

[dΓ(−∆) +Q4,B1] ≈
∫

Λ2

(
(−∆2K)(x, y) +

1

2
Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)

)
a∗xa

∗
ydxdy + h.c.,

which, together with the definition (1.25) and the scattering equation (1.19), gives

[dΓ(−∆) +Q4,B1] +Q2 ≈ Q̃2 =

∫

Λ2

Q̃2(x, y)a
∗
xa

∗
ydxdy + h.c., (1.28)

where

Q̃2(x, y) =
n

2

∑

z∈Z3

ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)−y)+
n

2

∑

z∈Z3\{0}
(Vℓ(ωℓ,λ−1)(Pz(x)−y)−Vℓ(x−y)ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)−y)).

Here Q̃2(x, y) contains the function ǫℓ,λ in the first sum, which can be interpreted as a
renormalized version of the short-range potential Vℓ and inherits the symmetrization of
K, as well as some boundary contribution in the second sum which will disappear after
the cubic transformation eBc . The approximation (1.28) is exactly the motivation for the
choice of the kernel B1, in the same spirit as in [29, 17].

From (1.28) and the Duhamel expansion (see (4.7) for an explanation) we can write

e−B1(dΓ (−∆) +Q2 +Q4)e
B1 − dΓ(−∆)−Q4

=

∫ 1

0
e−tB1

(
[dΓ (−∆) +Q4,B1] +Q2

)
etB1dt+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sB1 [Q2,B1]e

sB1dsdt

≈
∫ 1

0
e−tB1Q̃2e

tB1dt+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sB1 [Q2,B1]e

sB1dsdt

= Q̃2 +

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0
e−sB1 [Q̃2,B1]e

sB1dsdt+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sB1 [Q2,B1]e

sB1dsdt. (1.29)

As proved in Lemma 4.5, the last two terms in (1.29) are essentially two constant con-
tributions. In particular the last term helps us to correct the constant in (1.12) and we
recover the full leading order of the energy,

1

2
n2V 0000

ℓ +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sB1 [Q2,B1]e

sB1dsdt

≈ 1

2
n2V 0000

ℓ +
1

2
[Q2,B1] ≈

1

2
n2V 0000

ℓ +
n

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)dxdy ≈ 4πan2ℓ−1

with an error smaller than the second order in the LHY formula. The other term is

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0
e−sB1 [Q̃2,B1]e

sB1dsdt ≈ 1

2
[Q̃2,B1] ≈

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

, (1.30)

which will be combined with another constant contribution coming from the transforma-
tion eB2eBc to give the correct LHY second order term.

10



So far, we have seen that the quadratic transformation eB1 essentially replaces dΓ(−∆)+
Q4 + Q2 by dΓ(−∆) + Q4 + Q̃2 plus some constants. Furthermore, we will show in
Lemma 4.6 that

e−B1H
(U)
2 eB1 ≈ n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(a∗xax + a∗xay)dxdy − 8πanℓ−1N , (1.31)

namely the term NnV 0000
ℓ +

(
1
2

∫
Λ2 Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa

∗
ydxdyN + h.c.

)
in H

(U)
2 is replaced by

8πan
ℓN . Moreover, as proved in Lemma 4.8 we have

e−B1(Q1 +Q
(U)
3 )eB1 ≈ Q3 =

√
n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxdxdy + h.c. (1.32)

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

e−B1HeB1 ≈ 4πan2ℓ−1 + dΓ(−∆) +Q4 + Q̃2 +Q3 + n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(a∗xax + a∗xay)dxdy

− 8πanℓ−1N .

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

Bc =
θM(N )√

n

∫

Λ2

K(x, y)q∗xa
∗
yqxdxdy − h.c. (1.33)

Here qx = a(Qx), where Qx(y) = Q(x, y), is used instead of ax to ensure that Bc leaves
F+ invariant, and θM (N ) is a smooth cut-off on the sector {N ≤ M}, with 1 ≪ M ≪ n,
which prevents eBc from creating too many excitations.

As proved in Lemma 5.1, by using eBc we can remove the cubic term Q3 in (1.32) and
also renormalize some quadratic terms. More precisely, using the Duhamel formula, we
can expand

e−Bc

(
dΓ(−∆) +Q4 +Q3

)
eBc − dΓ(−∆)−Q4

=

∫ 1

0
e−tBc

(
[dΓ(−∆) +Q4,Bc] +Q3

)
etBcdt+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc [Q3,Bc]e

sBcdsdt. (1.34)

We have chosen the cubic kernel Bc such that

[dΓ(−∆) +Q4,Bc] +Q3 ≈ 0,

and hence the first term on the right-hand side of (1.34) is negligible. Moreover, the last
term in (1.34) can be put together with the transformations of (1.31), and we can show
that

e−Bc

(∫

Λ2

nVℓ(x− y)(a∗xax + a∗xay)dxdy − 8πanℓ−1N
)
eBc +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc [Q3,Bc]e

sBcdsdt

is essentially 8πanℓ−1N . After the cubic transformation, we may remove the boundary
contribution in Q̃2 and obtain the desired pairing term (see Lemma 5.8)

e−BcQ̃2e
Bc ≈ n

2

∫

Λ2

∑

z∈Z3

ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)a∗xa
∗
ydxdy + h.c.
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which coincides with
1

2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)(a
∗
pa

∗
p + apap)

when restricted to F+. Thus we arrive at

e−Bce−B1HeB1eBc ≈ 4πan2ℓ−1 +HBog +Q4

with the quadratic Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

HBog =
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

(
p2 + 8πa

n

ℓ

)
a∗pap +

1

2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)(a
∗
pa

∗
p + apap)

+
1

2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

. (1.35)

Second quadratic transformation. It is well-known that the quadratic operator in
(1.35) can be diagonalized explicitly. To be precise, by choosing the second quadratic
transformation eB2 with

B2 =
1

2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

ϕp(a
∗
pa

∗
p − apap), (1.36)

for suitable ϕp one can show that

e−B2HBoge
B2 + 4πan2ℓ−1 ≈ En,ℓ + dΓ(EBog)

on F+ with the ground state energy

En,ℓ := 4πan2ℓ−1 +
1

2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

[√
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2 − p2 − 8πa

n

ℓ
+

(8πanℓ−1)2

2p2

]

and the effective Hamiltonian

dΓ(EBog) =
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

√
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2 a∗pap.

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 F≤n

+ . 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 1.2.

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 Hn,ℓ to an
excitation Hamiltonian on the Fock space of excitations F(u⊥0 ). In Section 3, we explain
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in detail the construction of the Neumann kernel K(x, y) by symmetrization. We then
conjugate this excitation Hamiltonian with the unitary maps eB1 , eBc and eB2 . The actions
of the transformations eB1 , eBc and eB2 are carried out in Sections 4, 5 and 6, respectively.
In Section 7, we prove BEC for the Gibbs state associated with Hn,ℓ 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 1.2
in Section 8, and conclude Theorem 1.1 in Section 9.

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 ρa3 → 0. Moreover,
all operator inequalities are interpreted as quadratic forms, namely we write S ≥ T on H

if 〈u, Su〉 ≥ 〈u, Tu〉 for all u ∈ H (which is in particular convenient when S and T act on a
larger Hilbert space and do not leave H 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 (x, y)a∗xay instead of

∫
T (x, y)a∗xaydxdy.

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 Hn,ℓ in (1.8).

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

−∆ω =
1

2
V (1− ω) in R

3, lim
|x|→∞

ω(x) = 0 (2.1)

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

8πa =

∫

R3

V (1− ω). (2.2)

Since the scattering solution ω is harmonic outside the support of V , we have the exact
formula for x ∈ R

3 \ supp(V ):

ω(x) =
a

|x| . (2.3)

In our application, we will consider a modified version of the scattering solution ω. Let
ℓ be as in (1.7). Defining ωℓ(x) = ω(ℓx), and recalling that Vℓ(x) = ℓ2V (ℓx), obviously
from (2.1) we have the rescaled equation

−∆ωℓ =
1

2
Vℓ(1− ωℓ). (2.4)
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Next, let us introduce a cut-off version of ωℓ. Following [29], for

2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4, (2.5)

we define
ωℓ,λ(x) = ωℓ(x)χλ(x), χλ(x) = χ(λ−1x),

where χ is a fixed C∞ radial function satisfying

χ(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 1 and χ(x) = 1 for |x| < 1

2
.

Under the assumption that suppV ⊂ {|x| ≤ R} and that λ > 2Rℓ−1, the truncated
scattering solution ωℓ,λ satisfies a modified scattering equation

−∆ωℓ,λ =
1

2
Vℓ(1− ωℓ)−

1

2
ǫℓ,λ, (2.6)

where

1

2
ǫℓ,λ = ∆(ωℓ,λ − ωℓ) = 2∇ωℓ · ∇χλ + ωℓ∆χλ. (2.7)

From (2.7) we see that ǫℓ,λ and Vℓ have disjoint support. Therefore, we may use (2.3) in
(2.7) and that χ is radial to arrive at

1

2
ǫℓ,λ(x) =

a

ℓ
λ−3

(
χ′′

| · |

)
(λ−1x), (2.8)

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

Lemma 2.1. Let 2R/ℓ < λ. Then for all x ∈ R
3, we have the pointwise bounds

0 ≤ ωℓ,λ(x) ≤
C1{|x|≤λ}
|ℓx|+ 1

, |∇ωℓ,λ(x)| ≤
Cℓ1{|x|≤λ}
|ℓx|2 + 1

, |ǫℓ,λ(x)| ≤
C

ℓ
λ−3

1{λ/2≤|x|≤λ}.

(2.9)

Moreover,

∫

R3

ǫℓ,λ = 8πaℓ−1. (2.10)

Note that the last bound in (2.9) implies that ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y) = 0 for z /∈ Z
3
≤1.

Proof. From (2.3) and 0 ≤ ω ≤ 1 we obtain

0 ≤ ω(x) ≤ C

|x|+ 1
, |∇ω(x)| ≤ C

|x|2 + 1
.

Moreover supp (χλ) ⊂ Bλ(0) and |∇χλ| ≤ Cλ−1
1{λ/2≤|x|≤λ}, which implies the first two

bounds in (2.9). The last bound in (2.9) follows from (2.7) and supp(χ′′) ⊂ {λ/2 ≤ |x| ≤
λ}. Finally, since ωℓ,λ is compactly supported, from (2.6) and (2.2) we have

0 = 2

∫

R3

∆ωℓ,λ =

∫

R3

Vℓ(1− ωℓ)−
∫

R3

ǫℓ,λ = 8πaℓ−1 −
∫

R3

ǫℓ,λ.

This implies (2.10).
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2.2 Fock Space Formalism

For m ∈ πN3
0 = π{0, 1, 2, ...}3 , let us denote

um(x) =

3∏

i=1

umi(xi), umi(x) =

{
1, mi = 0√

2 cos(mi(xi + 1/2)), mi 6= 0
. (2.11)

The family {um}m∈πN3
0
is an orthonormal basis of L2(Λ) satisfying Neumann boundary

conditions. A special role is played by the condensate function u0 = 1Λ.
Given a Hilbert space H, we consider

F(H) =
⊕

n≥0

H
⊗sn, F≤k(H) =

k⊕

n=0

H
⊗sn,

the bosonic Fock space over H and its truncated version, respectively. In our application,
we focus on the cases where H = L2(Λ) or the subspace u⊥0 ⊂ L2(Λ), and we will denote
respectively the Fock spaces

F = F(L2(Λ)), F+ = F(u⊥0 ).

The bosonic creation and annihilation operators are given by

(a∗(g)Ψ)(x1, . . . , xn+1) =
1√
n+ 1

n+1∑

j=1

g(xj)Ψ(x1, . . . , xj−1, xj+1, . . . , xn+1),

(a(g)Ψ)(x1, . . . , xn−1) =
√
n

∫

R3

g(xn)Ψ(x1, . . . , xn)dxn,

for any g ∈ L2(Λ),Ψ ∈ L2
s(Λ

n) and n ≥ 0. We will also use the short-hand notations
ap = a(up), a

∗
p = a∗(up) as well as the operator-valued distributions a∗x and ax, with

x ∈ Λ, which satisfy

a∗(g) =
∫

Λ
g(x)a∗xdx, a(g) =

∫

Λ
g(x)axdx

for all g ∈ L2(Λ). These operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations

[a(g1), a(g2)] = [a∗(g1), a
∗(g2)] = 0, [a(g1), a

∗(g2)] = 〈g1, g2〉

for all g1, g2 in L2(Λ), and

[a∗x, a
∗
y] = [ax, ay] = 0, [ax, a

∗
y] = δx,y,

for all x, y in Λ. For any one body operator A with coefficients Ap,q = 〈up, Auq〉 and kernel
A(x, y), we define its second quantized form

dΓ(A) =
∑

p,q∈πN3
0

Ap,qa
∗
paq =

∫

Λ2

A(x, y)a∗xaydxdy.

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

N = dΓ(1) =
∑

p∈πN3
0

a∗pap, N+ = dΓ(Q) =
∑

p 6=0

a∗pap,
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where we introduced the notation
∑

p 6=0 :=
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0} and recall Q = 1 − |u0〉〈u0|.

Additionally, we denote the orthogonal projections onto the excitation Fock space F+ and
onto the truncated Fock space F≤n

+ by 1+ = 1
{N=N+} and 1

≤n
+ = 1

{N=N+}
1
{N+≤n} for

n ≥ 0, respectively.
With this formalism, the n−particle Hamiltonian in (1.8) can be written as

Hn,ℓ =
∑

p∈πN3
0

p2a∗pap +
1

2

∑

p,q,r,s∈πN3
0

V pqrs
ℓ a∗pa

∗
qaras (2.12)

=

∫

Λ
∇xa

∗
x∇xaxdx+

1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxaydxdy, (2.13)

where we have denoted

V pqrs
ℓ = 〈up ⊗ uq, Vℓur ⊗ us〉L2(Λ2) .

The right-hand side (2.13) is an operator on Fock space F = F(L2(Λ)) but we will always
consider its restriction to the n-particle sector which coincides with the expression in (1.8).

2.3 The Excitation Hamiltonian

In this section, we will rewrite the Hamiltonian Hn,ℓ in the Fock space of excitations

F+ = F(u⊥0 ). We do so by using the unitary transformation U : L2
s(Λ

n) → F≤n
+ introduced

in [22]

U(Ψ) =
n⊕

j=0

1√
(n − j)!

Q⊗jan−j
0 Ψ. (2.14)

On F≤n
+ and for all p, q 6= 0, it satisfies

Ua∗0a0U
∗ = n−N+, Ua∗paqU

∗ = a∗paq, (2.15)

Ua∗pa0U
∗ = a∗p

√
n−N+, Ua∗0aqU

∗ =
√

n−N+aq. (2.16)

Implementing these transformations on UHn,ℓU
∗, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let Hn,ℓ be as in (1.8). We have the following operator identity on F≤n
+

UHn,ℓU
∗ = 1

≤n
+ H1

≤n
+ ,

where

H =
n2

2
V 0000
ℓ +Q1 + dΓ(−∆) +H

(U)
2 +Q2 +Q

(U)
3 +Q4 + E(U) (2.17)

is an operator on the full Fock space F , V 0000
ℓ , Q1, Q2, Q

(U)
3 , Q4, H

(U)
2 are given in

(1.13)–(1.18) and the error term E(U), given by (2.19), satisfies

±E(U) ≤ C
n

1
2 (N + 1)

3
2

ℓ
+ εn−1Q4 + ε−1C

n

ℓ
, ∀ε > 0, (2.18)

on F .

Proof. The computation of E(U) is standard, see for instance [22, Section 4]: conjugating
the Hamiltonian Hn,ℓ in (2.13) with U and applying the rules (2.16), we obtain UHn,ℓU

∗ =
1
≤n
+ H1

≤n
+ with H given by (2.17) and E(U) by

E(U) = 1
≤n
+

(∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)dxdy
N 2 − n+N

2
−
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y) (a∗xax + a∗xay) dxdy N
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+

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xdxdy
(
(n−N − 1)

√
n−N − n

3
2

)
+ h.c.

+
1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ydxdy

(√
n−N − 1

√
n−N − n+N

)
+ h.c.

)
1
≤n
+

=: 1≤n
+

(
E(U,0) + E(U,1) + E(U,2)

)
1
≤n
+ . (2.19)

We shall estimate the right-hand side of (2.19) term by term. Due to the projections it is
enough to estimate E(U,0), E(U,1) and E(U,2) on F≤n

+ . Using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality
we obtain

±E(U,0) ≤
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)dxdy
(
N 2 +N + n

)
+ 2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xaxdxdy N

≤ C
(N + 1)2 + n

ℓ
≤ C

n1/2(N + 1)3/2 + n

ℓ

on F≤n
+ , where we used that ‖Vℓ‖1 ≤ Cℓ−1.

For E(U,1) we use the elementary inequality |
√
1− t− 1| ≤ Ct for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 to obtain

±E(U,1) = ±a∗(Vℓ ∗ u20)
[
n

3
2

(√
1− N

n
− 1

)
− (N + 1)

√
n−N

]
+ h.c.

≤ ε1a
∗(Vℓ ∗ u20) (N + 1)1/2 a(Vℓ ∗ u20) + ε−1

1 n3

(√
1− N

n
− 1

)2

(N + 1)−
1
2

+ ε−1
1

(
(N + 1)

√
n−N

)2
(N + 1)−

1
2

≤ Cε1ℓ
−2(N + 1)

3
2 + ε−1

1 Cn(N + 1)3/2

≤ Cn
1
2 ℓ−1(N + 1)

3
2 ,

on F≤n
+ , where we used that ‖Vℓ∗u20‖2 ≤ ‖Vℓ‖1 ≤ Cℓ−1 and optimized over ε1 > 0. We pro-

ceed similarly for E(U,2), using the elementary bound |
√
1− t− n−1

√
1− t− 1 + t| ≤ n−1

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ 1− n−1. We obtain for all ε > 0

±E(U,2) ≤ εn−1Q4 + ε−1n3‖Vℓ‖1
(√

1− N + 1

n

√
1− N

n
− 1 +

N
n

)2

≤ εn−1Q4 + ε−1C
n

ℓ

on F≤n
+ . The proof of Lemma 2.2 is complete.

3 Symmetrization and Neumann Boundary Conditions

As already explained in the introduction, we cover R3 with copies of the box Λ = [−1
2 ,

1
2 ]

3

and label them canonically by z + Λ with z ∈ Z
3. Then we define Pz : Λ → Λ + z as in

(1.21) and define K, K̃ : Λ2 → R as in (1.22) and (1.25),

K = Q⊗2K̃, Q = 1− |u0〉〈u0|, K̃(x, y) = −
∑

z∈Z3

nωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y). (3.1)

Let us now collect some useful bounds and properties of the function K. In particular
we show that its L2−norm is small if λ is, and that it is diagonal in the basis of Neumann
eigenfunctions.
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Lemma 3.1 (Properties of K). Assume 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4. Then we have

K(x, y) = K̃(x, y) + nω̂ℓ,λ(0) = −
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

nω̂ℓ,λ(p)up(x)up(y). (3.2)

Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that

‖K‖∞ ≤ Cn, ‖K‖22 ≤ Cλ
(n
ℓ

)2
, sup

x∈Λ
‖Kx‖22 ≤ Cλ

(n
ℓ

)2
,

where Kx(y) := K(x, y) = K(y, x).

Let us start with the following useful identity.

Lemma 3.2. (Coefficients in the Neumann basis) Let f : R3 → R be radial and integrable
with supp(f) ⊂ Λ. Then for all p, q ∈ N

3
0 we have

∫

Λ2

∑

z∈Z3

f(Pz(x)− y)up(x)uq(y)dxdy = δp,qf̂(p)

with the Fourier transform defined in (1.24).

Proof. First note that terms with max{|zi|, i = 1, 2, 3} ≥ 2 are zero due to our assumption
on the support of f . Using simple coordinate transformations and up(Pz(x)) = up(x) for
all p ∈ πN3

0 we obtain for y ∈ Λ

∫

Λ
up(x)

∑

z∈Z3

f(Pz(x)− y)dx =

∫

[− 3
2
, 3
2
]3
up(x)f(x− y)dx =

∫

Λ
up(x+ y)f(x)dx,

where we used that Λ ⊂ y + [−3
2 ,

3
2 ]

3. Thus, with the definition of up (2.11) we arrive at

∫

Λ2

∑

z∈Z3

f(Pz(x)− y)up(x)uq(y)dxdy =

∫

Λ
f(x)

∫

Λ
up(x+ y)uq(y)dydx

=

∫

Λ
f(x)

3∏

i=1

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

[
cos(pixi)upi(yi)−

√
2 sin(pixi) sin(pi(yi +

1

2
))

]
uqi(yi)dydx.

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

∫

Λ2

∑

z∈Z3

f(Pz(x)− y)up(x)uq(y)dxdy = δp,q

∫

Λ
f(x)

3∏

i=1

cos(pixi)dx = δp,q

∫

R3

f(x)eip·xdx

where in the second identity we used the fact that f is radial and supported in Λ.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. From Lemma 3.2 we immediately have

K̃(x, y) = −
∑

p∈πN3
0

nω̂ℓ,λ(p)up(x)up(y) , K(x, y) = −
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

nω̂ℓ,λ(p)up(x)up(y). (3.3)

Moreover, Lemma 2.1 yields

0 ≤ K2 := K(x, y)− K̃(x, y) = nω̂ℓ,λ(0) ≤ Cλ2n

ℓ
. (3.4)
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Let us emphasize that K2 is a constant. Next, note that |Pz(x) − y| ≥ |x − y| for all
x, y ∈ Λ. Together with the first bound in (2.9) and the finiteness of the sum this yields

|K̃(x, y)| ≤
Cn1|x−y|≤λ

1 + ℓ|x− y| . (3.5)

From (3.5) and (3.4) we obtain

|K(x, y)| ≤
Cn1|x−y|≤λ

1 + ℓ|x− y| + Cλ2n

ℓ
. (3.6)

The uniform bound ‖K‖∞ ≤ Cn follows immediately. For the L2−norm we have

‖K‖22 ≤ Cn2

∫

Λ2

1|x−y|≤λdxdy

(1 + ℓ|x− y|)2
+ Cλ4

(n
ℓ

)2

≤ Cn2

∫ λ

0

r2

(1 + ℓr)2
dr + Cλ4

(n
ℓ

)2
≤ Cλ

(n
ℓ

)2
.

Similarly, ‖Kx‖22 ≤ Cλ (n/ℓ)2 independently of x.

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

h(x) =

∫

Λ
Vℓ(x− y) (n+K(x, y)) dy − 8πa

n

ℓ
, x ∈ Λ (3.7)

satisfies

‖h‖1 .
n

ℓ

log(ℓ)

ℓ
and ‖h‖p .

n

ℓ
ℓ−1/p, ∀p ∈ (1,∞].

Consequently,

∣∣∣∣nV
0000
ℓ +

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)dxdy − 8πa
n

ℓ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cnℓ−2 log(ℓ).

Proof. We choose R > 0 such that supp(V ) ⊂ BR(0). Using the uniform bound |K(x, y)| ≤
Cn from Lemma 3.1 and the obvious bound

∫

Λ
Vℓ(x− y)dy ≤ 1

ℓ

∫

R3

V

we have
|h(x)| ≤ C

n

ℓ
, ∀x ∈ Λ. (3.8)

Moreover, this bound can be improved if x lies well within the interior of Λ. Indeed, for
x ∈ Λ satisfying dist(x, ∂Λ) > Rℓ−1, we claim that

|h(x)| ≤ C
n

ℓ

1

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)
+C

n

ℓ2
. (3.9)

From (3.8) 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 Vℓ(1−ωℓ,λ) = Vℓfℓ, we obtain

∫

Λ
Vℓ(x− y)(n +K(x, y))dy =

∫

Λ
n(Vℓfℓ)(x− y)dy −

∑

z 6=0

∫

Λ
Vℓ(x− y)nωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)dy

+K2

∫

Λ
Vℓ(x− y)dy (3.10)

with K2 = K − K̃. The last term of (3.10) is bounded easily by (3.4),

0 ≤ K2

∫

Λ
Vℓ(x− y)dy ≤ C

n

ℓ
λ2‖Vℓ‖1 ≤ C

n

ℓ2
.

For the first term on the right-hand side of (3.10), from the assumption dist(x, ∂Λ) >
Rℓ−1 we have (Λ − x) ∩ BRℓ−1(0) = BRℓ−1(0), which can be used together with the fact
supp(Vℓ) ⊂ BRℓ−1(0) to deduce that

∫

Λ
n(Vℓfℓ)(x− y)dy =

∫

Λ−x
n(Vℓfℓ)(y)dy =

∫

R3

n(Vℓfℓ)(y)dy = 8πa
n

ℓ
.

For the second term on the right-hand side of (3.10) we note that Pz(x) /∈ Λ for x ∈ Λ
and z 6= 0. In particular |Pz(x) − y| ≥ d(x, ∂Λ). Together with the first bound in (2.9)
this implies

ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y) ≤ C

1 + ℓ|Pz(x)− y| ≤
C

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)
∀z ∈ Z

3 \ {0}. (3.11)

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

∑

z 6=0

∫

Λ
Vℓ(x− y)nωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)dy ≤ C

∫

Λ
nVℓ(x− y)

1

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)
dy

≤ C
n

ℓ

1

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)
.

This concludes (3.9) as well as the proof of Lemma 3.3.

4 The First Quadratic Transformation

In this section we apply the first transformation eB1 to the excitation Hamiltonian H in
(2.17), where

B1 =
1

2

∫

Λ2

K(x, y)a∗xa
∗
ydxdy − h.c. (4.1)

with K given in (3.1). The role of this transformation is to replace the quadratic term Q2

in (2.17) by Q̃2, defined in (1.28), which is less singular, and extracts a scalar contribution
leading to the full leading order energy 4πan2ℓ−1. The main result of this section is the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4, and that ℓ is large enough.
Then we have

e−B1HeB1 = 4πan2ℓ−1 +
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

+ dΓ(−∆) +Q4

+ n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(a∗xax + a∗xay)dxdy − 8πanℓ−1N
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+ Q̃2 +Q3 + E1 (4.2)

on F+, with

Q3 =
√
n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxdxdy + h.c.,

Q̃2 =

∫

Λ2

Q̃2(x, y)a
∗
xa

∗
ydxdy + h.c.,

Q̃2(x, y) =
n

2

∑

z∈Z3

ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)

+
n

2

∑

z 6=0

(
Vℓ(ωℓ − 1)(Pz(x)− y)− Vℓ(x− y)ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)

)

and

±E1 ≤ C(δ + ℓ−1λ2 + εn−1)Q4 + Cδ−1

(
(N + 1)

ℓ
+

(N + 1)2

nℓ
+ λ

(n
ℓ

)3)
(N + 1)

+ Cλ
1
2

((n
ℓ

)2
+

n

ℓ

)
(N + 1) + Cn

1
2
(N + 1)

3
2

ℓ

+ C
n1/2

ℓ5/6

(
dΓ(−∆)+

n2 log(ℓ)

ℓ2

)
+ Cε−1n

ℓ
+ C

n2

ℓ2
log ℓ (4.3)

for all 0 < δ, ε ≤ 1.

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

1. The condition 2R/ℓ < λ was already introduced in (2.5), it ensures that ωℓ,λ ≡ ωℓ

on the support of Vℓ. The condition λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1 ensures that ‖K‖2 remains bounded,
so that the first quadratic transform preserves powers of the particle number, see
Lemma 4.2 below. We will keep those constraints throughout the paper. Eventually,
we will additionally ask λ ≪ 1 so that only the first terms in the Duhamel expansion
of eB1 will contribute to the LHY order.

2. We will eventually choose δ = o(1)ρa3→0. On the other hand, ε will be independent
of ρa3.

3. We have chosen the transformation kernel of B1 in such a way that

[dΓ(−∆) +Q4,B1] +Q2 ≈ Q̃2. (4.4)

The renormalized quadratic term Q̃2 defined in Lemma 4.1 consists of two parts,

Q̃2 = Q̃
(ǫ)
2 + Q̃

(bc)
2 =

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)a∗xa

∗
ydxdy + h.c.+

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)a∗xa

∗
ydxdy + h.c.

with

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y) =

n

2

∑

z∈Z3

ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y), (4.5)

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y) =

n

2

∑

z 6=0

[(
Vℓ(ωℓ − 1)(Pz(x)− y)

)
− Vℓ(x− y)ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)

]
.
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The part Q̃
(ǫ)
2 comes from the cutoff we introduced in ωℓ,λ, see (2.6), it is essen-

tially the desired renormalized form of Q2. The additional part Q̃
(bc)
2 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 Q̃
(bc)
2 in Q̃2 in

Lemma 4.1, and will eliminate it later after conjugating with the cubic transforma-
tion.

We shall need the following standard estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1 and that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4. For all k ∈ N there is a
constant Ck > 0 independent of n, ℓ and λ such that on F we have

e−tB1(N + 1)ketB1 ≤ Ck(N + 1)k, ∀t ∈ [−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

e−tB1(N + 1)ketB1 ≤ Ck

(
1 + ‖K‖22

)k
(N + 1)k.

Thanks to Lemma 3.1 and the assumption on λ, we have ‖K‖22 ≤ Cλ(n/ℓ)2 ≤ C.

From (2.17) we have

e−B1HeB1 =

(
n2

2
V 0000
ℓ + e−B1(dΓ(−∆) +Q2 +Q4)e

B1

)
+ e−B1H

(U)
2 eB1

+ e−B1(Q1 +Q
(U)
3 )eB1 + e−B1E(U)eB1

= (I)1 + (II)1 + (III)1 + e−B1E(U)eB1 . (4.6)

We will estimate (I)1, (II)1 and (III)1 in Sections 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3, respectively. Finally, in
Section 4.4, we gather all previous estimates and complete the proof of Lemma 4.1.

4.1 Analysis of (I)1

In this subsection we estimate the term (I)1 appearing in (4.6).

Lemma 4.3. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Then we have

(I)1 =
n2

2
V 0000
ℓ + e−B1(dΓ (−∆) +Q2 +Q4)e

B1

= 4πan2ℓ−1 +
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

+ dΓ(−∆)+Q4 + Q̃2 + E(Q2)
1

on F+, with

±E(Q2)
1 ≤ (δ + Cℓ−1λ2)Q4 + Cδ−1λ

n2

ℓ3
(N + 1)2 +Cλ

1
2
n2

ℓ2
(N + 1) + C

n2

ℓ2
log ℓ,

for all 0 < δ ≤ 1.

To prove Lemma 4.3, we use the Duhamel-type identity

e−B1(dΓ (−∆) +Q2 +Q4)e
B1 − dΓ(−∆)−Q4

=

∫ 1

0
e−tB1

(
[dΓ (−∆) +Q4,B1] +Q2

)
etB1dt+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sB1 [Q2,B1]e

sB1dsdt . (4.7)

We deal with the two terms on the right-hand side of (4.7) by using Lemmata 4.4 and 4.5
below.
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Lemma 4.4. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Then we have

[dΓ(−∆) +Q4,B1] +Q2 = Q̃2 + E (4.8)

on F+, where Q̃2 is given in Lemma 4.1 and E satisfies

±
∫ 1

0
e−tB1EetB1dt ≤ (δ + Cℓ−1λ2)Q4 + Cδ−1λ

n2

ℓ3
(N + 1)2 + Cλ

1
2
n2

ℓ2
(N + 1) (4.9)

for all 0 < δ ≤ 1. Moreover, it holds that

e−tB1Q4e
tB1 ≤ C

(
Q4 +

n2

ℓ
+ λ

n2

ℓ3
(N + 1)2

)
, ∀t ∈ [−1, 1]. (4.10)

Proof. We use the momentum space representation from (3.3) and Lemma 3.2 and calcu-
late

[dΓ(−∆),B1] = −n
∑

p 6=0

p2ŵℓ,λ(p)a
∗
pa

∗
p + h.c.

= n
∑

z∈Z3

∫

Λ2

∆ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)a∗xa
∗
y + h.c. (4.11)

Moreover,

[Q4,B1] =
1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K̃(x, y)a∗xa
∗
y + h.c.+ E (4.12)

where

E =
1

2
K2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
y +

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ya

∗(Ky)ax + h.c. (4.13)

with K2 = K − K̃ the constant given in (3.4). With the definition of K̃ in (1.22) and the
scattering equation (2.6) we compute

n
∑

z∈Z3

∆ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y) +
1

2
Vℓ(x− y)K̃(x, y)

=
n

2

∑

z∈Z3

(
ǫℓ,λ −

(
Vℓ(1− ωℓ)

)
(Pz(x)− y)− Vℓ(x− y)ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)

)
,

which is exactly equal to Q̃2(x, y) defined in Lemma 4.1 plus

n

2

(
−
(
Vℓ(1− ωℓ)

)
(Pz(x)− y)− Vℓ(x− y)ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)

)
|z=0 = −n

2
Vℓ(x− y).

Therefore, we deduce from (4.11) and (4.12) that

[dΓ(−∆) +Q4,B1] =

∫

Λ2

(
Q̃2(x, y)−

n

2
Vℓ(x− y)

)
a∗xa

∗
y + h.c.+ E = Q̃2 −Q2 + E .

We shall now prove the estimate (4.10). Recall the uniform bound |K(x, y)| ≤ Cn
from Lemma 3.1. The Cauchy–Schwarz inequality yields

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)a∗xa
∗
y + h.c.

≤
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxay +

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)2 ≤ Q4 + Cn2ℓ−1.
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Moreover, the bound supy∈Λ ‖Ky‖22 ≤ Cλn2/ℓ2 again from Lemma 3.1 gives

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ya

∗(Ky)ax + h.c.

≤
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxay +

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa(Ky)a
∗(Ky)ax

≤ Q4 + Cλ
n2

ℓ3
N 2. (4.14)

Therefore, from (4.12) and (4.13) we have

±[B1, Q4] ≤ 2Q4 + Cn2ℓ−1 + Cλ
n2

ℓ3
N 2.

From this and Lemma 4.2, a standard Grönwall argument gives

e−tB1Q4e
tB1 ≤ C

(
Q4 + n2ℓ−1 + λ

n2

ℓ3
(N + 1)2

)
, ∀t ∈ [−1, 1].

Now we have the tools to show the estimate (4.9) with E given in (4.13) as the sum of
the two terms. For the first one, we use the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the inequality
(3.4) to obtain

±1

2
K2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
y + h.c. ≤ (ℓ−1λ2)Q4 +K2

2 (ℓ
−1λ2)−1‖Vℓ‖1 ≤ ℓ−1λ2Q4 + Cλ2n

2

ℓ2

and by (4.10)

±e−tB1

(
1

2
K2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
y + h.c.

)
etB1 ≤ Cℓ−1λ2Q4 + Cλ3n

2

ℓ4
(N + 1)2 + Cλ2n

2

ℓ2
.

(4.15)

For the second term in E we write

e−tB1a∗xa
∗
ye

tB1 = a∗xa
∗
y + tK(x, y) +

∫ t

0
e−sB1

(
a∗xa(Ky) + a∗ya(Kx)

)
esB1ds. (4.16)

We find

e−tB1

(∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ya

∗(Ky)ax + h.c.

)
etB1

=

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

(
a∗xa

∗
y + tK(x, y) +

∫ t

0
e−sB1

(
a∗xa(Ky) + a∗ya(Kx)

)
esB1ds

)
×

× e−tB1a∗(Ky)axe
tB1 + h.c.

We may now bound each term with the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality while making use of
Lemma 4.2. For δ > 0 we obtain

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ye

−tB1a∗(Ky)axe
tB1 + h.c. ≤ δQ4 + δ−1C‖Vℓ‖1 sup

y
‖Ky‖22(N + 1)2,

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)e−tB1a∗(Ky)axe
tB1 + h.c. ≤ C‖Vℓ‖1n sup

y
‖Ky‖2(N + 1)

and

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

∫ t

0
e−sB1

(
a∗xa(Ky) + a∗ya(Kx)

)
esB1ds e−tB1a∗(Ky)axe

tB1 + h.c.
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≤ C‖Vℓ‖1 sup
y

‖Ky‖22(N + 1)2.

Then, ‖K‖∞ ≤ Cn and supy ‖Ky‖2 ≤ Cλn2ℓ−2 from Lemma 3.1 yield

± e−tB1

(∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ya

∗(Ky)ax + h.c.

)
etB1

≤ δQ4 + δ−1Cλ
n2

ℓ3
(N + 1)2 + Cλ

1
2
n2

ℓ2
(N + 1) + Cλ

n2

ℓ3
(N + 1)2.

Combining this with (4.14), and λ, ℓ−1, δ ≤ 1 to simplify some error terms, yields the
desired error bound (4.9).

From (4.8) and (4.7) we obtain the identity

e−B1(dΓ(−∆) +Q2 +Q4)e
B1 − dΓ(−∆)−Q4

= Q̃2 +

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0
e−sB1 [Q̃2,B1]e

sB1dsdt

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sB1 [Q2,B1]e

sB1dsdt+

∫ 1

0
e−tB1EetB1dt, (4.17)

where we again used the Duhamel formula. The last term in (4.17) is an error term that
is controlled by (4.9).

As Q2, Q̃2 and B1 are all quadratic, there are constant contributions in [Q2,B1] and
[Q̃2,B1]. They are extracted in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Then we have

n2

2
V 0000
ℓ +

1

2
[Q2,B1] = 4πan2ℓ−1 + Ξ

(a)
1 , (4.18)

1

2
[Q̃2,B1] =

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

+ Ξ
(b)
1 (4.19)

on F+ where both of the error terms Ξ
(a)
1 and Ξ

(b)
1 are bounded by

±Ξ
(a)
1 ,±Ξ

(b)
1 ≤ Cλ

1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
N + C

n2

ℓ2
log ℓ.

Consequently,

n2

2
V 0000
ℓ +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sB1 [Q2,B1]e

sB1dsdt+

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0
e−sB1 [Q̃2,B1]e

sB1dsdt

= 4πan2ℓ−1 +
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

+ Ξ1 (4.20)

on F+, with

±Ξ1 ≤ Cλ
1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1) + C

n2

ℓ2
log ℓ.

Proof. Let us start with (4.18). A simple calculation shows that

[Q2,B1] =

∫

Λ2

nVℓ(x− y)K(x, y) + n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗(Kx)ay + h.c. (4.21)
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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 =

∫ 1
0

∫ t
0 dsdt, we have by Lemma 3.3

∣∣∣∣
n2

2
V 0000
ℓ +

n

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)− 4πan2ℓ−1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cn2ℓ−2 log ℓ.

For the second term in (4.21) we use the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and obtain

±n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗(Kx)ay + h.c. ≤ Cn‖Vℓ‖1 sup
y

‖Ky‖2 N ≤ Cλ
1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
N .

Thus (4.18) holds.
The proof of (4.19) is more involved. To estimate

[Q̃2,B1] = 2

∫

Λ2

Q̃2(x, y)K(x, y) + 2

∫

Λ2

Q̃2(x, y)a
∗(Kx)ay + h.c. (4.22)

let us decompose

Q̃2(x, y) = Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y) + Q̃

(bc)
2 (x, y)

as in (4.5) and derive pointwise estimates for Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y) and Q̃

(bc)
2 (x, y). Note that in (4.5)

both sums are finite (each sum contains at most 33 = 27 non-zero summands). From
Lemma 2.1 and the bound |Pz(x)− y| ≥ |x− y| for all x, y ∈ Λ we have

|Q̃(ǫ)
2 (x, y)|dy ≤ Cnℓ−1λ−3

∑

z∈Z3

1|Pz(x)−y|≤λ

≤ Cnℓ−1λ−3 sup
z∈Z3

1|Pz(x)−y|≤λ ≤ Cnℓ−1λ−3
1|x−y|≤λ ∀x, y ∈ Λ. (4.23)

Moreover, for all 0 6= z ∈ Z
3 we have

Vℓ(Pz(x)− y) = Vℓ(Pz(x)− y)1d(x,∂Λ)≤Rℓ−1 ≤ CVℓ(Pz(x)− y)

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)

since supp(Vℓ) ⊂ BRℓ−1(0). In combination with (3.11) and |Pz(x)− y| ≥ |x− y|, as well
as the non-increasing assumption on |x| 7→ V (x), we arrive at the bound

|Q̃(bc)
2 (x, y)| ≤ Cn

∑

z∈Z3

Vℓ(Pz(x)− y)

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)
≤ Cn

Vℓ(x− y)

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)
. (4.24)

Now we are ready to bound the last term in (4.22). From (4.23) and (4.24), we obtain
the pointwise estimate

|Q̃2(x, y)| ≤ Cn
(
ℓ−1λ−3

1|x−y|≤λ + Vℓ(x− y)
)
, ∀x, y ∈ Λ.

Combining this with the uniform bound supx∈Λ ‖Kx‖2 ≤ Cλ1/2nℓ−1 from Lemma 3.1 and
the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality with δ = ℓ/(λ1/2n), we have

± 2

∫

Λ2

Q̃2(x, y)a
∗(Kx)ay + h.c.

≤ δ

∫

Λ2

|Q̃2(x, y)|a∗(Kx)a(Kx) + δ−1

∫

Λ2

|Q̃2(x, y)|a∗yay

≤ Cδnℓ−1

∫

Λ
a∗(Kx)a(Kx) + Cδ−1nℓ−1

∫

Λ
a∗yay
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≤ Cδnℓ−1 sup
x∈Λ

‖Kx‖22 N + Cδ−1nℓ−1N ≤ Cλ
1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
N .

It remains to consider the constant term in (4.22). The contribution involving Q̃
(bc)
2 is

negligible and can be estimated using (4.24) and the uniform bound ‖K‖∞ ≤ Cn from
Lemma 3.1 as

∣∣∣∣2
∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)K(x, y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cn2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)

≤ Cn2ℓ−1

∫

Λ

1

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)
≤ C

n2

ℓ2
log ℓ.

Finally we consider the important constant contribution involving Q̃
(ǫ)
2 . Combining (3.2)

and (4.5) with Lemma 3.2 we obtain that

2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)K(x, y) = −n2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

ǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)ω̂ℓ,λ(p) (4.25)

Covering Z
3 \ {0} with 8 rotations of N3 \ {0}, we overcount the points in the hyperplanes

{pj = 0} for j ∈ {1, 2, 3} at most 7 times. Recall from (2.8) that we can write

ǫℓ,λ(x) =
a

ℓ
λ−3f(λ−1x) with f =

χ′′

| · | ∈ C∞
c (R3). (4.26)

Using that both ǫℓ,λ and ωℓ,λ are radial (therefore so is f), we obtain from (4.25) that

∣∣∣∣∣∣
n2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

ǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)ω̂ℓ,λ(p)−
n2

8

∑

p∈πZ3

ǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)ω̂ℓ,λ(p)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ Cn2
∑

q∈πZ2

|ǫ̂ℓ,λ(q, 0)ω̂ℓ,λ(q, 0)|

≤ C
n2

ℓ2
λ2
∑

q∈πZ2

|f̂(λq, 0)| ≤ C
(n
ℓ

)2
,

where we used that ‖ω̂ℓ,λ‖∞ ≤ ‖ωℓ,λ‖1 ≤ Cλ2ℓ−1, which follows from (2.9). Using that
{ 1√

8
eip·x}p∈πZ3 is an orthonormal basis of L2(2Λ), we obtain that

∣∣∣∣2
∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)K(x, y) + n2

∫

R3

ǫℓ,λ(x)ωℓ,λ(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
(n
ℓ

)2
.

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

1

2
ǫℓ,λ = ∆(ωℓ,λ − ωℓ) on R

3,

and note that ωℓ,λ − ωℓ and ∆ωℓ have disjoint supports. Therefore,

0 = 2 〈(ωℓ,λ − ωℓ) ,∆ωℓ〉L2(R3) = 2 〈∆(ωℓ,λ − ωℓ) , ωℓ〉L2(R3) = 〈ǫℓ,λ, ωℓ〉L2(R3) ,

and hence

−n2

∫

R3

ǫℓ,λ(x)ωℓ,λ(x)dx = −n2〈ǫℓ,λ, ωℓ,λ − ωℓ〉L2(R3)

27



= n2

〈
ǫℓ,λ,

1

−2∆
ǫℓ,λ

〉

L2(R3)

= n2(2π)−3

∫

R3

|ǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

dp.

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

∣∣∣∣∣∣
n2(2π)−3

∫

R3

|ǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

dp−
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

(n
ℓ

)2
. (4.27)

Indeed, using (4.26) we see that (4.27) is equivalent to

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

R3
≥0

g(λz)dz −
∑

z∈N3\{0}
g(λz)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ Cλ−2 with g(z) =

|f̂(πz)|2
|πz|2 . (4.28)

Since f ∈ C∞
c (R3), it is straightforward to check that all second derivatives Dαg, |α| = 2,

are bounded as
|Dα

z g(z)| ≤ C|z|−4, ∀z ∈ R
3\{0}.

Therefore, for every z ∈ N
3\{0} and ξ ∈ Λ+ z, we have the Taylor expansion

g(λξ) = g(λz) + λ(ξ − z) · (∇g)(λz) +O(λ−2)|z|−4.

Integrating over ξ ∈ Λ + z and using
∫
Λ+z ξdξ = z we find that

∫

Λ+z
g(λξ)dξ = g(λz) +O(λ−2)|z|−4, ∀z ∈ N

3\{0}.

Summing up these bounds over z ∈ N
3\{0} and combining with

∫

Λ
g(λz)dz ≤

∫

Λ

C

|λz|2 dz ≤ Cλ−2

we obtain (4.28). Thus the proof of (4.19) is complete.
The last statement (4.20) in Lemma 4.5 follows from (4.18), (4.19) and Lemma 4.2.

Conclusion of Lemma 4.3. Inserting (4.20) in (4.17) we obtain the claim.

4.2 Analysis of (II)1

Here we estimate the term
(II)1 = e−B1H

(U)
2 eB1

appearing in (4.6). We recall from (1.18) that

H
(U)
2 = n dΓ(Vℓ ∗ u20 + V̂ℓ − V 0000

ℓ )−
(
1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ydxdyN + h.c.

)
, (4.29)

where nVℓ∗u20 is a multiplication operator and V̂ℓ denotes the operator with integral kernel
Vℓ(x− y).

Lemma 4.6. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Then we have

e−B1H
(U)
2 eB1 = dΓ

(
nVℓ ∗ u20 + nV̂ℓ − 8πa

n

ℓ

)
+ E(H

(U)
2 )

1
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on F+, with

±E(H
(U)
2 )

1 ≤ δQ4 + δ−1C
(N + 1)2

ℓ
+ Cλ

1
2

((n
ℓ

)2
+

n

ℓ

)
(N + 1)

for all 0 < δ ≤ 1.

To control the diagonal terms in (4.29) we use the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1 and that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4. Let A : L2(Λ) → L2(Λ)
be a bounded, self-adjoint linear operator. Then on F we have

±
(
e−B1dΓ(A)eB1 − dΓ(A)

)
≤ C‖A‖op‖K‖2 (N + 1) ≤ C‖A‖opλ1/2n

ℓ
(N + 1) .

Proof. Applying the Duhamel formula yields

e−B1dΓ(A)eB1 − dΓ(A) =

∫ 1

0
e−tB1 [dΓ(A),B1]e

tB1dt.

Let us denote byK the operator with kernelK(x, y) so that B1 =
1
2

∑
m6=0 a

∗
ma∗(Kum)− h.c.

From the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we find

±[dΓ(A),B1] = ±
∑

m6=0

a∗(AKum)a∗m + h.c. ≤ C‖AK‖2(N + 1) ≤ C‖A‖op‖K‖2(N + 1).

The first inequality in Lemma 4.7 then follows from Lemma 4.2 and the second one from
Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. For the last term of H
(U)
2 we find with the aid of (4.16)

e−B1

(
1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yN + h.c.

)
eB1

=
1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ye

−B1N eB1 + h.c.

+

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)e−B1N eB1

+

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

∫ 1

0
e−sB1a∗xa(Ky)e

sB1ds e−B1N eB1 + h.c.

The second term on the right-hand side is the main term. The first term is controlled by
Q4 with the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Lemma 4.2,

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ye

−B1N eB1 + h.c. ≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)e−B1N 2eB1

≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1 (N + 1)2

ℓ
.

For the third term we find similarly

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

∫ 1

0
e−sB1a∗xa(Ky)e

sB1ds e−B1N eB1 + h.c.

≤
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

∫ 1

0

(
‖K‖−1

2 e−sB1a∗xa(Ky)a
∗(Ky)axe

sB1 + ‖K‖2e−B1N 2eB1
)
ds

≤ Cλ
1
2
n

ℓ2
(N + 1)2 ≤ C

(N + 1)2

ℓ
,
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where we used λ
1
2 (n/ℓ) ≤ 1 in the last estimate. The above bounds show that

e−B1H
(U)
2 eB1 = e−B1dΓ

(
nVℓ ∗ u20 + nV̂ℓ −

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(n+K(x, y)

)
eB1 + Ẽ(H

(U)
2 )

1

(4.30)

with

±Ẽ(H
(U)
2 )

1 ≤ Cλ
1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1) + δQ4 +Cδ−1 (N + 1)2

ℓ
.

From Lemma 3.3 we find

±
(∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(n+K(x, y))− 8πa
n

ℓ

)
≤ Cnℓ−2 log(ℓ) ≤ Cλ

1
2
n

ℓ
,

where we used λ ≥ Cℓ−1 ≥ (log(ℓ)/ℓ)2 in the last estimate. Note that the operator in
the bracket in the first line of (4.30) is bounded by Cnℓ−1. We now apply the previous
estimate together with Lemma 4.7 to the first line of (4.30) and find the statement from
Lemma 4.6.

4.3 Analysis of (III)1

Here we analyze

(III)1 = e−B1(Q1 +Q
(U)
3 )eB1

appearing in (4.6), where we recall that

Q1 = n3/2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xdxdy + h.c. ,

Q
(U)
3 =

√
(n−N + 1)+

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxdxdy + h.c.,

Q3 = n
1
2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxdxdy + h.c.

Lemma 4.8. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Then we have

(III)1 = Q3 + E(Q3)
1

on F+ where the error term satisfies

±E(Q3)
1 ≤ CδQ4 + δ−1C

(
(N + 1)2

nℓ
+ λ

(n
ℓ

)3)
(N + 1) + Cn

1
2
(N + 1)

3
2

ℓ

+C
n1/2

ℓ5/6

(
dΓ(−∆) +

n2 log(ℓ)

ℓ2

)

for any 0 < δ ≤ 1.

Proof. We expand e−B1a∗xa
∗
ye

B1 as in (4.16) to obtain

e−B1Q
(U)
3 eB1 =

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ye

−B1ax
√

(n−N )+e
B1 + h.c.

+

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)e−B1ax
√

(n−N )+e
B1 + h.c.

+

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

∫ 1

0
e−tB1

(
a∗xa(Ky) + a∗ya(Kx)

)
etB1dt× (4.31)
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×e−B1ax
√

(n−N )+e
B1 + h.c.

The last term is an error term. In fact, using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality (for an
appropriate choice of η > 0) we obtain

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

∫ 1

0
e−tB1a∗xa(Ky)e

tB1dt e−B1ax
√

(n−N )+e
B1 + h.c.

≤ η

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

∫ 1

0

[
e−tB1a∗xa(Ky)e

(t−1)B1(N + 1)−
1
2 e−(t−1)B1a∗(Ky)axe

tB1

+ η−1Ce−B1
√

(n−N )+a
∗
x(N + 1)

1
2 ax
√

(n−N )+e
B1

]
dt

≤ ℓ−1

(
η sup

y
‖Ky‖22 + η−1Cn

)
(N + 1)

3
2

≤ Cλ
1
2
n

3
2

ℓ2
(N + 1)

3
2 ≤ C

n
1
2

ℓ
(N + 1)

3
2 .

In the first two lines of (4.31) we may replace
√

(n−N )+ by
√
n, using

√
n−

√
(n −N )+ ≤ N√

n
,

which follows from the elementary inequality 1−
√

(1− x)+ ≤ x for all x ≥ 0. With the
aid of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we obtain

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)e−B1ax

(√
n−

√
(n−N )+

)
eB1 + h.c.

≤ n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)e−B1

(
n− 1

2 a∗x(N + 1)
1
2ax + n

1
2

(√
n−

√
(n−N − 1)+

)2
(N + 1)−

1
2

)
eB1

≤ C

√
n

ℓ
(N + 1)

3
2 .

In a similar way one shows that

±
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ye

−B1ax

(√
n−

√
(n−N )+

)
eB1 + h.c.

≤ δQ4 + δ−1C

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)e−B1(
√
n−

√
(n−N + 1)+)a

∗
xax(

√
n−

√
(n−N + 1)+)e

B1

≤ δQ4 + δ−1Cℓ−1 (N + 1)3

n

for all δ > 0. In particular, we have

e−B1Q
(U)
3 eB1 =

√
n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ye

−B1axe
B1 + h.c.

+
√
n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)e−B1axe
B1 + h.c.+ Ẽ(Q3)

1 (4.32)

with

±Ẽ(Q3)
1 ≤ Cn

1
2
(N + 1)

3
2

ℓ
+ δQ4 + δ−1C

(N + 1)3

nℓ
.
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The second term of (4.32) cancels with e−B1Q1e
B1 as we will see below, whereas the first

line equals Q3 up to negligible errors. Indeed,

√
n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ye

−B1axe
B1 + h.c.−Q3

=
√
n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
y

∫ 1

0
e−tB1 [ax,B1]e

tB1dt+ h.c.

=
√
n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
y

∫ 1

0
e−tB1a∗(Kx)e

tB1dt+ h.c.

so that with the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality for all δ > 0

±
(∫

Λ2

n
1
2Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa

∗
ye

−B1axe
B1 + h.c.−Q3

)

≤ δQ4 + δ−1Cn sup
x

‖Kx‖22‖Vℓ‖1(N + 1)

≤ δQ4 + δ−1Cλ
(n
ℓ

)3
(N + 1). (4.33)

In order to control the second term in (4.32) we recall the definition of h in Lemma 3.3
and use 〈ξ,

∫
Λ axξ〉 = 0 for ξ ∈ F+ as well as that e−B1 leaves F+ invariant to obtain

n
1
2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)e−B1axe
B1 + h.c.+ e−B1Q1e

B1

= n
1
2

∫

Λ
h(x)e−B1axe

B1 + h.c.

= n
1
2

∫

Λ
h(x)ax + h.c.+ n

1
2

∫

Λ
h(x)

∫ 1

0
e−tB1a∗(Kx)e

tB1dt+ h.c. (4.34)

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

± n
1
2

∫

Λ
h(x)

∫ 1

0
e−tB1a∗(Kx)e

tB1dt+ h.c. ≤ Cn
1
2‖h‖1 sup

x
‖Kx‖2(N + 1)

1
2

≤ Cn
1
2
n log(ℓ)

ℓ2
λ

1
2
n

ℓ
(N + 1)

1
2 ≤ λ

(n
ℓ

)3
(N + 1) + C

n2 log(ℓ)2

ℓ3
. (4.35)

Moreover, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we have for all η > 0

±n
1
2

∫

Λ
h(x)ax + h.c. ≤ Cηn1/2

∫

Λ
|h(x)|a∗xax + Cη−1n1/2

∫

Λ
|h(x)|

≤ Cηn1/2‖h‖3/2dΓ(−∆) + Cη−1n1/2‖h‖1
≤ Cηn1/2ℓ−2/3n

ℓ
dΓ(−∆) + Cη−1n1/2ℓ−1n

ℓ
log ℓ

≤ C
n1/2

ℓ5/6

(
dΓ(−∆) +

n2 log(ℓ)

ℓ2

)
, (4.36)

where we chose η = ℓ5/6/n in the last step. For the second inequality we used that on F+

dΓ(Φ) ≤ C‖Φ‖3/2dΓ(−∆), (4.37)

for Φ ∈ L3/2(Λ). This follows from the Hölder and Sobolev inequalities as

〈f,Φf〉 =
∫

Λ
Φ(x)|f(x)|2 ≤ C‖Φ‖3/2‖f‖26 ≤ C‖Φ‖3/2

(
‖f‖22 + ‖∇f‖22

)
, f ∈ H1(Λ)
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and N ≤ π−2dΓ(−∆) on F+.
Inserting (4.35) and (4.36) into (4.34), and subsequently (4.33) and (4.34) into (4.32),

yields

e−B1

(
Q1 +Q

(U)
3

)
eB1 = Q3 + E(Q3)

1

with

±E(Q3)
1 ≤ Cn

1
2
(N + 1)

3
2

ℓ
+ δQ4 + δ−1C

(N + 1)3

nℓ
+ δQ4 + δ−1Cλ

(n
ℓ

)3
(N + 1)

+ λ
(n
ℓ

)3
(N + 1) + C

n2 log(ℓ)2

ℓ3
+ C

n1/2

ℓ5/6

(
dΓ(−∆) +

n2 log(ℓ)

ℓ2

)
.

We readily deduce Lemma 4.8 via simplifications due to δ ≤ 1 and log(ℓ)ℓ−1 . ℓ−5/6.

4.4 Proof of Lemma 4.1

Proof. Inserting Lemmata 4.3, 4.6 and 4.8 in (4.6) we obtain

e−B1HeB1 = 4πan2ℓ−1 +
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

+ dΓ(−∆)+Q4 + Q̃2 + E(Q2)
1

+ dΓ
(
nVℓ ∗ u20 + nV̂ℓ − 8πa

n

ℓ

)
+ E(H

(U)
2 )

1 +Q3 + E(Q3)
1 + e−B1E(U)eB1 .

We apply Lemma 4.2 and (4.10) to (2.18) and find

±e−B1E(U)eB1 ≤ εn−1CQ4 + ε−1C
n

ℓ
+ Cλ

n

ℓ3
(N + 1)2 + Cn

1
2 ℓ−1(N + 1)

3
2 ,

were some terms simplified due to the condition ε ≤ 1. Collecting all the error terms and
using λn2ℓ−2 ≤ 1 and δ ≤ 1 yields Lemma 4.1.

5 The Cubic Transformation

In this section we apply the cubic transformation eBc to eB1He−B1 with

Bc =
θM (N )√

n

∫

Λ2

q∗xa
∗(Kx)qxdxdy − h.c. (5.1)

Recall that

qx =

∫

Λ
Q(x, y)aydy = a(Qx).

where Q = 1− |u0〉〈u0| and Q(x, y) is its integral kernel. In particular

q(f) = a(Qf) = a(f)− 〈f, u0〉a(u0), ∀f ∈ L2(Λ).

The use of qx instead of ax in the definition of Bc in (5.1) ensures that Bc leaves F+

invariant. Note that the commutation relations of these operators with the usual creation
and annihilation operators are given by

[qx, a
∗
y] = δx,y − u0(y) = δx,y − 1, ∀x, y ∈ Λ.

In all normal ordered expressions, qx may be replaced by ax on F+ since qx|ξ〉 = ax|ξ〉 for
all ξ ∈ F+.
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For 1 ≤ M ≤ n we define

θM (N ) := θ(N/M),

where θ ∈ C∞(R≥0, [0, 1]) satisfies θ(x) = 1 for x ≤ 1
2 and θ(x) = 0 for x ≥ 1. The cut-off

θM in Bc ensures that Bc does not create too many excitations, thereby allowing us to close
some Grönwall estimates in the computation of e−Bc(dΓ(−∆)+Q3 +Q4)e

Bc . Effectively,
with this we only renormalize the Q3 term on the sector with particle number N . M .
In Proposition 8.1, M is chosen of the order of n1−68κ, which is sufficient to compute the
free energy of the system up to the second order for small κ. We will write θM instead of
θM(N ) in the following.

The main purpose of the transformation eBc is to remove the cubic term Q3 in (4.2).
This also renormalizes the second line in (4.2), which is essentially (2V̂ (0)− 8πa)nℓ−1N ,
into 8πanℓ−1N . Eventually, we obtain the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian HBog on F+ defined
in (1.35).

The following lemma is the main result of this section.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4, that ℓ is large enough and
that

σ := max{n1/2ℓ−5/6, n1/2Mℓ−3/2, λ−1/2n1/2M1/2ℓ−1} ≤ 1.

Then we have

e−Bce−B1HeB1eBc = 4πan2ℓ−1 +HBog +Q4 + Ec (5.2)

on F+ where the error term satisfies

±Ec ≤ Cσ
(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+

1

2
Q4

+ Cδ
(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ δ−1C

[
n

ℓ

N + 1

M
+

(N + 1)

ℓ
+

(N + 1)2

nℓ
+ λ

(n
ℓ

)3]
(N + 1)

+ C

[
λ

1
2

((n
ℓ

)2
+

n

ℓ

)
+ λ−1/2n

3/2

ℓ2
+

n

ℓ

(N + 1)1/2

n1/2

]
(N + 1) + C

((n
ℓ

)2
log ℓ+

n

ℓ

)

on F+, for all 0 < δ ≤ 1.

To prove Lemma 5.1, we start with Lemma 4.1 and the quadratic form identity

e−Bce−B1HeB1eBc − 4πan2ℓ−1 − 1

2

∑

p 6=0

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

= e−Bc

(
dΓ(−∆)+Q4 +Q3

)
eBc

+ e−BcdΓ
(
nVℓ ∗ u20 + nV̂ℓ − 8πa

n

ℓ

)
eBc + e−BcQ̃2e

Bc + e−BcE1eBc (5.3)

on F+. Recall that Vℓ ∗ u20 is a multiplication operator and that V̂ℓ is the operator with
integral kernel Vℓ(x − y). Using the Duhamel formula, we can expand the term on the
third line above as

e−Bc

(
dΓ(−∆)+Q4 +Q3

)
eBc = dΓ(−∆) +Q4 +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc [Q3,Bc]e

sBcdsdt

+

∫ 1

0
e−tBc

(
Q3 + [dΓ(−∆) +Q4,Bc]

)
etBcdt.
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Plugging the above equation into (5.3), we obtain

e−Bce−B1HeB1eBc − 4πan2ℓ−1 − 1

2

∑

p 6=0

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

− dΓ(−∆)−Q4

=
{
e−BcdΓ

(
nVℓ ∗ u20 + nV̂ℓ − 8πa

n

ℓ

)
eBc +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc [Q3,Bc]e

sBcdsdt
}

+
{
e−BcQ̃2e

Bc

}
+
{∫ 1

0
e−tBc

(
Q3 + [dΓ(−∆) +Q4,Bc]

)
etBcdt+ e−BcE1eBc

}

= (I)c + (II)c + (III)c. (5.4)

In Section 5.1 we compute the action of eBc on dΓ(−∆) and Q4. Then we show that
(I)c is essentially 8πanℓ−1N , while (II)c gives the pairing term involving (a∗pa

∗
p+h.c.) in the

Bogoliubov Hamiltonian in Section 5.2 and Section 5.3, respectively. Finally, in Section
5.4, we estimate the error term (III)c and conclude the proof of Lemma 5.1.

We end this subsection with an estimate of the action of eBc on N k analogous to
Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1 and that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4. For all k ∈ N there is a
constant Ck > 0 such that on F+

e−tBcN ketBc ≤ Ck(N + 1)k, ∀t ∈ [−1, 1].

Proof. From the Duhamel formula we have

e−tBc(N + 1)ketBc − (N + 1)k =

∫ t

0
e−sBc [(N + 1)k,Bc]e

sBcds

Let us estimate the commutator. Recall that in normal ordered expressions we can replace
qx by ax on F+. Therefore, using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have

[(N + 1)k,Bc] = n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

[(N + 1)k, θMK(x, y)q∗xa
∗
yqx] + h.c.

= n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

((N + 1)k −N k)θMK(x, y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c.

= n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

((N + 1)k −N k)(N + 1)−
k−1
2 θMa∗xa

∗(Kx)ax(N + 2)
k−1
2 + h.c.

≤ n−1((N + 1)k −N k)(N + 1)−
k−1
2 θM sup

x
‖Kx‖22 N 2θM (N + 1)−

k−1
2 ((N + 1)k −N k)

+ (N + 2)
k−1
2 N (N + 2)

k−1
2

≤ Ckn
−1(N + 1)k+1θM + C(N + 1)k ≤ Ck(N + 1)k.

Here we used that supx ‖Kx‖22 ≤ λn2ℓ2 ≤ 1 and that n−1θM (N + 1) ≤ n−1(M + 1) ≤ 2.
Therefore, we obtain

e−tBc(N + 1)ketBc − (N + 1)k ≤ Ck

∫ t

0
e−sBc(N + 1)kesBcds.

Applying the Grönwall lemma concludes the proof.
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5.1 Actions on dΓ(−∆) and Q4

In this section, we estimate the actions of eBc on dΓ(−∆) and Q4.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Let σ ≤ 1 be as in Lemma 5.1. For all t ∈ [−1, 1] we have on F+

e−tBcdΓ(−∆)etBc ≤ C
(
dΓ(−∆) +Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
,

e−tBcQ4e
tBc ≤ C

(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1) + σdΓ(−∆)

)
.

As an intermediate step, we need to compute accurately the commutators [dΓ(−∆),Bc]
and [Q4,Bc], which is done in Lemmata 5.4 and 5.5. This will further be useful in order
to bound the term (II)c in the proof of Lemma 5.1 in Section 5.4.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Then, on F+ we have

[dΓ(−∆),Bc] = θMn
1
2

∫

Λ2

(Vℓ(ωℓ − 1)) (x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxdxdy + h.c.+ E(dΓ(−∆))

c

with

±E(dΓ(−∆))
c ≤ Cn

1
2 ℓ−

5
6 (Q4 + dΓ(−∆)) + Cλ− 1

2
n

1
2M

1
2

ℓ
dΓ(−∆).

Lemma 5.5. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Then, on F+ we have

[Q4,Bc] = −θMn
1
2

∫

Λ2

(Vℓωℓ)(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxdxdy + h.c.+ E(Q4)

c

with

±E(Q4)
c ≤ C

(
n

1
2 ℓ−

5
6 +

n
1
2M

ℓ
3
2

)
(Q4 + dΓ(−∆)) .

We have defined σ in Lemma 5.1 in such a way that the error terms in Lemmata 5.4
and 5.5 are bounded by

±
(
E(dΓ(−∆))
c + E(Q4)

c

)
≤ Cσ(Q4 + dΓ(−∆)). (5.5)

Proof of Lemma 5.4. Clearly [dΓ(−∆), θM ] = 0. From (3.2) we find

Bc = −n
θM√
n

∑

m,p,q 6=0

ω̂ℓ,λ(p)a
∗
ma∗paq

∫

Λ
um(x)up(x)uq(x)− h.c.

We compute

[dΓ(−∆),Bc] = −n1/2θM
∑

m,p,q 6=0

ω̂ℓ,λ(p)a
∗
ma∗paq(m

2 + p2 − q2)

∫

Λ
um(x)up(x)uq(x) + h.c.

= −2n1/2θM
∑

m,p,q 6=0

p2ω̂ℓ,λ(p)a
∗
ma∗paq

∫

Λ
um(x)up(x)uq(x) + h.c.
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− 2n1/2θM
∑

m,p,q 6=0

ω̂ℓ,λ(p)a
∗
ma∗paq

∫

Λ
(∇um)(x)up(x)(∇uq)(x) + h.c.

= 2
θM√
n

∫

Λ2

(−∆2K)(x, y)q∗xa
∗
yqx + h.c.− 2

θM
n1/2

∫

Λ2

(∇1K)(x, y)q∗xa
∗
y∇xqx + h.c.,

where for the last equality we used (3.2). Moreover,

−∆2K(x, y) = n
∑

z∈Z3

(∆ωℓ)(Pz(x)− y) +
n

2

∑

z∈Z3

ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y).

On F+, we can replace qx by ax, and we have

[dΓ(−∆),Bc] = θMn
1
2

∫

Λ2

(2∆ωℓ)(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c.

+ θMn
1
2

∑

z 6=0

∫

Λ2

(2∆ωℓ)(Pz(x)− y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c.

+ θMn
1
2

∑

z∈Z3

∫

Λ2

ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c.

−
(
2n− 1

2 θM

∫

Λ2

∇xK(x, y) · a∗xa∗y∇xax + h.c.

)

=: θMn
1
2

∫

Λ2

(2∆ωℓ)(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c.+

3∑

i=1

Gi.

The scattering equation 2∆ωℓ + Vℓ − Vℓωℓ = 0 now gives the correct main term in

Lemma 5.4 and we conclude the proof by estimating the error E(dΓ(−∆))
c :=

∑3
i=1Gi term

by term.
For G1, we use |1− ωℓ| ≤ 1 and that for z 6= 0 we have

Vℓ(Pz(x)− y) ≤ Vℓ(x− y)1d(x,∂Λ)≤Rℓ−1

since |x − y| ≤ |Pz(x) − y| and V is decreasing and supported on a ball of radius R.
Together with θM ≤ 1 and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we obtain on F+

±G1 = ±n
1
2 θM

∑

z 6=0

∫

Λ2

(
Vℓ(ωℓ − 1)

)
(Pz(x)− y)a∗xa

∗
yax + h.c.

≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)1d(x,∂Λ)≤Rℓ−1a∗xax

≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1nℓ−
5
3dΓ(−∆)

for all δ > 0. In the last inequality we applied (4.37) to Φ = 1d(x,∂Λ)≤Rℓ−1 with ‖Φ‖3/2 ≤
Cℓ−2/3. The choice δ = n1/2ℓ−5/6 gives the first error term in Lemma 5.4.

In order to bound G2, we again use (4.37), this time applied to Φ(y) = ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)
for fixed x. We may estimate the Lp−norms of ǫℓ,λ using

|ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)| ≤ Cℓ−1λ−3
1|x−y|≤λ,

which follows from Lemma 2.1 and |x− y| ≤ |Pz(x)− y|. The Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,
θM(N + 1)kθM ≤ CMk for k ≥ 0, N ≤ π−2dΓ(−∆) on F+ and an appropriate choice for
δM > 0 yield on F+

±G2 ≤ n
1
2

∑

z∈Z3

(∫

Λ2

δM |ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)|θMa∗xa
∗
yayaxθM + δ−1

M |ǫℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)|a∗xax
)

37



≤ Cn
1
2
(
δM‖ǫℓ,λ‖3/2θM (N + 1)dΓ(−∆)θM + δ−1

M ‖ǫℓ,λ‖1N
)

≤ Cn
1
2 ℓ−1λ−3

(
δMMλ2 + δ−1

M λ3
)
dΓ(−∆)

≤ C
n

1
2M

1
2

ℓ
λ− 1

2dΓ(−∆).

For G3 we readily check that

|∇xK(x, y)| ≤ C
n

ℓ

1

|x− y|2

from Lemma 2.1 and (3.1), so that on F+

±1

2
G3 ≤ n− 1

2

(
δM

∫

Λ2

θMa∗xa
∗
yayaxθM |∇xK(x, y)|+ δ−1

M

∫

Λ2

∇xa
∗
x∇xax|∇xK(x, y)|

)

≤ Cn− 1
2

(
δM

∫

Λ2

θMa∗xa
∗
yayaxθM

n

ℓ|x− y|2 + δ−1
M

∫

Λ
∇xa

∗
x∇xax

n

ℓ

)
.

We now use the Hardy inequality on Λ

∫

Λ

|f(x, y)|2
|x− y|2 dx ≤ C‖f(·, y)‖2H1(Λ), ∀f ∈ H1(Λ2), y ∈ Λ. (5.6)

Consequently, together with N ≤ π−2dΓ(−∆) on F+, we have
∫

Λ2

a∗xa
∗
yaxay

1

|x− y|2 ≤ C(N − 1)dΓ(−∆).

With the aid of this bound we obtain

±G3 ≤ Cn− 1
2
n

ℓ

(
δMθM(N − 1)dΓ(−∆)θM + δ−1

M dΓ(−∆)
)
≤ C

n
1
2M

1
2

ℓ
dΓ(−∆),

which completes the proof of Lemma 5.4 since λ ≤ 1.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. With the definition of K in (3.1), and recalling that qx = ax on F+,
we compute

n
1
2 [Q4,Bc] = θM

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)
(
− nωℓ(x− y)−

∑

z 6=0

nωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y) +K2

)
a∗xa

∗
yax + h.c.

−
(
θM

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ya(Kx) + h.c.

)

+ θM

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
y

∫

Λ
a∗vK(v, x)avay + h.c.

+ θM

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
va

∗(Kv)axay + h.c.

−
(
θM

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
y

∫

Λ
a∗(Kv)axav + h.c.

)

=: −θM

∫

Λ2

n(Vℓωℓ)(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c.+ n

1
2

6∑

i=1

Ii.

Here we extracted the main term and it remains to estimate all the Ii. From (3.11) we
have ∑

z 6=0

|ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)| ≤ C

1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)
.
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With this and (4.37) we find

±I1 = ∓θMn
1
2

∑

z 6=0

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)ωℓ,λ(Pz(x)− y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c.

≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1n‖Vℓ‖1dΓ
(
(1 + ℓd( · , ∂Λ))−2

)

≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1n

ℓ
‖(1 + ℓd( · , ∂Λ))−2‖3/2dΓ(−∆)

≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1nℓ−
5
3dΓ(−∆)

for all δ > 0. Recalling the bound (3.4) we obtain

±I2 = ±θMn− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K2a
∗
xa

∗
yax + h.c. ≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1λ4 n

ℓ3
N .

The term I3 can be bounded by a simple Cauchy–Schwarz estimate as

±I3 ≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1λ
n

ℓ3
N .

The choice δ = n1/2ℓ−5/6 and N ≤ π−2dΓ(−∆) on F+ yields that I1 + I2 + I3 may be
bounded as stated in the lemma. For the remaining terms we set η = n1/2Mℓ−3/2. The
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality gives

±I4 ≤ ηM−2

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)θMa∗xa
∗
ya

∗
v(N + 1)avaxayθM

+ n−1η−1M2

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)K(v, x)2a∗ya
∗
v(N + 1)−1avay.

From Lemma 2.1 and (3.1) we find that |K(x, v)| ≤ C n
ℓ |x − v|−1. Combining this with

the Hardy inequality as in (5.6) we obtain

∫

Λ3

f(y, v)2Vℓ(x− y)K(v, x)2dvdxdy ≤ C
n2

ℓ3
‖f‖2H1(Λ2)

for all f ∈ H1(Λ2) so that

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)K(v, x)2a∗ya
∗
vavay ≤ C

n2

ℓ3
(N − 1)dΓ(−∆). (5.7)

We hence obtain

±I4 ≤ ηM−2θMQ4N 2θM + Cn−1η−1M2n
2

ℓ3
dΓ(−∆) ≤ C

n
1
2M

ℓ
3
2

(Q4 + dΓ(−∆)) .

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

±I5 = ±θMn− 1
2

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
va

∗(Kv)axay + h.c.

≤ n−1η−1‖Vℓ‖1 sup
v

‖Kv‖22θMN 3θM + ηQ4

≤ ηQ4 + Cn−1η−1n
2M2

ℓ3
λN ≤ C

n
1
2M

ℓ
3
2

(Q4 + dΓ(−∆)) .

±I6 ≤ ηQ4 + Cη−1λ
n2

ℓ2
M2

nℓ
N ≤ C

n
1
2M

ℓ
3
2

(Q4 + dΓ(−∆)) .

The proof of Lemma 5.5 is complete.
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Now we are ready to give the proof of Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Let us start by showing that

e−tBc(Q4 + dΓ(−∆))etBc ≤ C(Q4 + dΓ(−∆)+
n

ℓ
(N + 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 5.4 and 5.5, and subsequently the
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality together with Lemma 5.2, θM ≤ 1 and (5.5) with σ ≤ 1 to
obtain

e−tBc
(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆)

)
etBc −Q4 − dΓ(−∆) =

∫ t

0
e−sBc [Q4 + dΓ(−∆),Bc]e

sBcds

= −
∫ t

0
e−sBc

(
θM

∫

Λ2

n
1
2Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa

∗
yax + h.c.− E(Q4)

c − E(dΓ(−∆))
c

)
esBcds

≤
∫ t

0
e−sBc

(
Q4 + C

n

ℓ
N
)
esBcds+ C

∫ t

0
e−sBc

(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆)

)
esBcds

≤ C

∫ t

0
e−sBc

(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆)

)
esBcds+ C

n

ℓ
(N + 1).

The Grönwall lemma then yields (5.8). This immediately implies the result for the kinetic
operator dΓ(−∆) in Lemma 5.3. For the quartic operator Q4 we repeat the previous
argument by solely considering Q4. The Duhamel formula, Lemma 5.5 and the Cauchy–
Schwarz inequality yield

e−tBcQ4e
tBc −Q4 =

∫ t

0
e−sBc [Q4,Bc]e

sBcds ≤
∫ t

0
e−sBc

(
Q4 + C

n

ℓ
N + E(Q4)

c

)
esBcds.

We then use the estimate of the error term in Lemma 5.5 together with Lemma 5.2 and
(5.8) to find

e−tBcQ4e
tBc −Q4 ≤ C

∫ t

0
e−sBc (Q4 + σdΓ(−∆)) esBcds+ C

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

≤ C

∫ t

0
e−sBcQ4e

sBcds+ Cσ
(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ C

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

≤ C

∫ t

0
e−sBcQ4e

sBcds+ C
(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1) + σdΓ(−∆)

)
.

In the last inequality we gathered some terms due to σ ≤ 1. Now Lemma 5.3 follows again
by the Grönwall lemma.

5.2 Analysis of (I)c

In this section we analyze the term

(I)c = e−BcdΓ
(
nVℓ ∗ u20 + nV̂ℓ − 8πa

n

ℓ

)
eBc +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc [Q3,Bc]e

sBcdsdt (5.9)

appearing in (5.4). We prove that the main contribution of this term is 8πaNnℓ−1. 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 4.7.
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Lemma 5.6. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1 and that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4. Let A : L2(Λ) → L2(Λ)
be a bounded hermitian operator. For all t ∈ [−1, 1] we have on F

±
(
e−tBcdΓ(A)etBc − dΓ(A)

)
≤ C‖A‖op‖K‖2(N + 1) ≤ C‖A‖opλ

1
2
n

ℓ
(N + 1).

Proof. One easily checks that for a bounded operator T : L2(Λ) → L2
s (Λ

2) with integral
kernel T (x1, x2, ; y1) and for any ξ, ξ′ ∈ F , the following inequality holds

±
∫

Λ3

T (x1, x2; y1)〈ξ′, a∗x1
a∗x2

ay1ξ〉+ h.c. ≤ C‖T‖op‖ (N + 1)3/4 ξ′‖‖ (N + 1)3/4 ξ‖.
(5.10)

Define the operator Bc : L
2(Λ) → L2

s (Λ
2) by

〈g,Bcf〉 = n−1/2

∫

Λ2

(Q⊗2g)(x1, x2)K(x1, x2)(Qf)(x2)dx1dx2, (5.11)

for all f ∈ L2(Λ) and g ∈ L2
s (Λ

2), so that

Bc = θM

∫

Λ3

Bc(x1, x2; y1)a
∗
x1
a∗x2

ay1dx1dx2dy1 − h.c.

From the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have

‖Bc‖op ≤ n−1/2 sup
x∈Λ

‖Kx‖2 ≤ Cλ
1
2
n1/2

ℓ
,

where the second inequality is a consequence of Lemma 3.1.
With the aid of the Duhamel formula we can write

e−tBcdΓ(A)etBc − dΓ(A) =

∫ t

0
e−sBc [dΓ(A),Bc]e

sBcds. (5.12)

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

±[dΓ(A),Bc] = ±θM

∫

Λ2

(A1Bc +A2Bc −BcA)(x1, x2; y1)a
∗
x1
a∗x2

ay1 + h.c.

≤ C‖A‖op‖Bc‖opθM (N + 1)3/2

≤ C‖A‖opM1/2λ
1
2
n1/2

ℓ
(N + 1) ≤ C‖A‖opλ

1
2
n

ℓ
(N + 1) .

Here we have denoted by A1Bc, A2Bc and BcA the composition of applications, where
Ai is the operator A acting on the variable i. Now plugging this estimate into (5.12) and
applying Lemma 5.2 we obtain the claim of the lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Let σ ≤ 1 as in Lemma 5.1. On F+ we have

(I)c = 8πaN n

ℓ
+ Ξc

with

±Ξc ≤ Cδ
(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ Cδ−1n

ℓ

(N + 1)2

M
+ Cδ−1M

n
λ
(n
ℓ

)3
(N + 1)

+ Cσ
(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ Cλ

1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1)

for all 0 < δ ≤ 1.
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Proof. We start with computing the commutator [Q3,Bc]. A lengthy but straightforward
computation shows that

[Q3,Bc] = θM

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)(a∗xax + a∗xay) + h.c.

+
{
θM

(
−
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗x(a(Kx) + a(Ky)) + h.c.
)}

+
{
θM

[ ∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗(Ky)axay +

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗va
∗(Kv)ayax

+

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ya

∗
vK(v, x)av −

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗ya
∗
xa

∗(Kx)ay

−
∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ya

∗(Kv)av

]
+ h.c.

}

+
{
θM

[
−
∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗(Kv)av(ay + ax)

+

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗ya
∗
va

∗(Kv)(ax + ay)
]
+ h.c.

}

+
{
θM

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
v(K(v, x)ay +K(v, y)ax)av + h.c.

}

+
{∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)
(
[a∗xa

∗
yax, θM ] + [a∗xayax, θM ]

)
a∗va

∗(Kv)av + h.c.
}

=:

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)(a∗xax + a∗xay) + h.c.+

6∑

i=1

Ji (5.13)

where we set

J1 = (θM − 1)

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)(a∗xax + a∗xay) + h.c.

and J2, . . . , J6 denotes the remaining expressions in curly brackets. For the error term J1
we use that

± (θM − 1) ≤ 1
N≥M/2.

Hence, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality

±J1 ≤ δ‖K‖∞
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xax + δ−1‖K‖∞
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(θM − 1)a∗xax(θM − 1)

≤ Cδ
n

ℓ
N + Cδ−1n

ℓ
N1

N≥M/2 ≤ Cδ
n

ℓ
N + Cδ−1n

ℓ

N 2

M
(5.14)

for all δ > 0. Similarly we bound the error terms J2 through J6 with the aid of the
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality using that λ, ℓ−1,Mn−1 ≤ 1. For any δ > 0 we obtain

±J2 ≤ Cℓ−1 sup
x

‖Kx‖2N ≤ Cλ
n2

ℓ3
N ≤ Cλ

1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
N ,

±J3 ≤ Cδ−1‖Vℓ‖1 sup
y

‖Ky‖22θM(N + 1)2θM + δQ4,

≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1M

ℓ
λ
(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1)

±J4 ≤ CθM‖Vℓ‖1 sup
v

‖Kv‖2(N + 1)2 ≤ Cλ
1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1).
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For J5 recall the bound (5.7). With δ5 > 0 appropriately chosen

±J5 ≤ Cδ−1
5

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)θMa∗xa
∗
v(N + 1)avaxθM

+ δ5

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗ya
∗
v(N + 1)−1avayK(v, x)2

≤ Cδ5
n2

ℓ3
dΓ(−∆)+ Cδ−1

5 ℓ−1θM (N + 1)3θM

= ηdΓ(−∆) + Cη−1n
2M2

ℓ4
(N + 1).

for any η > 0. For J6 we use the pull-through formula axθM (N ) = θM (N + 1)ax which
yields

[a∗xa
∗
yax, θM ]a∗va

∗(Kv)av = a∗xa
∗
y

(
θM (N + 1)− θM (N + 2)

)
axa

∗
va

∗(Kv)av

= a∗xa
∗
y

(
θM (N + 1)− θM (N + 2)

)
(δx,v + a∗vax)a

∗(Kv)av

= δx,va
∗
xa

∗
y

(
θM(N + 1)− θM(N + 2)

)
a∗(Kv)av

+ a∗xa
∗
ya

∗
v

(
θM(N + 2)− θM(N + 3)

)
axa

∗(Kv)av.

By the smoothness assumption on θM we can bound
∥∥θM (N + i)− θM(N + j)

∥∥
op

≤ CM−1|i− j|, i, j ∈ N0, (5.15)

for some constant C > 0. Therefore,
∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)[a∗xa
∗
yax, θM ]a∗va

∗(Kv)av + h.c.

=

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
y

(
θM (N + 1)− θM (N + 2)

)
a∗(Kx)ax + h.c.

+

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
ya

∗
v

(
θM (N + 2)− θM (N + 3)

)
axa

∗(Kv)av + h.c.

≤ δQ4 + δ−1

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa(Kx)
(
θM (N + 1)− θM (N + 2)

)2
a∗(Kx)ax

+ δQ4 + δ−1

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗va(Kv)a
∗
x

(
θM (N + 2)− θM (N + 3)

)
(N + 1)×

×
(
θM (N + 2)− θM(N + 3)

)
axa

∗(Kv)av

≤ 2δQ4 + Cδ−1‖Vℓ‖1M−2λ
(n
ℓ

)2 (
1(N ≤ 2M)(N + 1)21(N ≤ 2M)

+1(N − 1 ≤ 2M)(N + 1)41(N − 1 ≤ 2M)
)

≤ 2δQ4 + Cδ−1M

ℓ
λ
(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1).

Let us now consider the second part of J6 containing [a∗xayax, θM ]. 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

± (θM (N + 1)− θM (N ))

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)a∗x(ax + ay) + h.c. ≤ C
n

ℓ

N
M

with the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and ‖K‖∞ ≤ Cn and

± (θM (N + 1)− θM (N ))

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
vav (axK(v, y) + ayK(v, x)) + h.c.
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≤ Cδ−1
6 Mℓ−1 + δ6

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
v(N + 1)−1axavK(v, y)2

≤ Cδ6
n2

ℓ3
dΓ(−∆) + Cδ−1

6 Mℓ−1

= ηdΓ(−∆) + Cη−1n2Mℓ−4.

for any η > 0 using (5.7) as in the analysis of J5. We conclude that

±J6 ≤ CδQ4 + Cδ−1M

ℓ
λ
(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1) + ηdΓ(−∆) + Cη−1n2Mℓ−4 + C

n

ℓ

N
M

.

With (5.13) we have

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc [Q3,Bc]e

sBcdsdt

= 2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc

(∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)(a∗xax + a∗xay)
)
esBcdsdt

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc

6∑

i=1

Jie
sBcdsdt. (5.16)

Collecting the bounds on the error terms, we obtain with the aid of Lemma 5.2 and
Lemma 5.3

±
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc

6∑

i=1

Jie
sBcdsdt

≤ Cδ
(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1) + σdΓ(−∆)

)
+ Cδ−1n

ℓ

(N + 1)2

M
+ Cδ−1M

n
λ
(n
ℓ

)3
(N + 1)

+ Cη
(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆)+

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ Cη−1n

2M2

ℓ4
(N + 1) + Cλ

1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1)

where we have used that δ,M−1 ≤ 1. We choose η = σ. In particular η−1n2M2ℓ−4 ≤
σnℓ−1 so that with δ ≤ 1 we find

±
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc

6∑

i=1

Jie
sBcdsdt

≤ Cδ
(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ Cδ−1n

ℓ

(N + 1)2

M
+ Cδ−1M

n
λ
(n
ℓ

)3
(N + 1)

+ Cσ
(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆)+

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ Cλ

1
2

(n
ℓ

)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 5.6. One readily checks from the elementary properties of K in Lemma 3.1
that the various operators (taking the place of A in Lemma 5.6) are bounded by Cnℓ−1.
Therefore,

(I)c =

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)(a∗xax + a∗xay) + dΓ
(
nVℓ ∗ u20 + nV̂ℓ − 8πa

n

ℓ

)

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t
e−sBc

6∑

i=1

Jie
sBcdsdt+ J7 (5.17)

with

±J7 ≤ Cλ
1
2

(n
ℓ

)2
(N + 1).
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The first line of (5.17) can equivalently be written as
∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)K(x, y)(a∗xax + a∗xay) + dΓ
(
nVℓ ∗ u20 + nV̂ℓ − 8πa

n

ℓ

)

= 8πa
n

ℓ
N + 2dΓ(h) + J8 (5.18)

where h stands for multiplication with the function h in (3.7) and

J8 =

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(n+K(x, y)) (a∗xay − a∗xax) dxdy (5.19)

Using the bound on h from Lemma 3.3 and the Sobolev inequality (4.37) we find

±dΓ(h) ≤ C‖h‖3/2dΓ(−∆) ≤ CσdΓ(−∆).

For J8 we shall show that operator inequality

±J8 ≤ C
n

ℓ3
dΓ(−∆).

Indeed, J8 = dΓ(S) and for f ∈ H1(Λ)

〈f, Sf〉 = −1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)(n +K(x, y))|f(x)− f(y)|2dxdy

≤ Cn

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
∇f(x+ t(y − x)) · (y − x)dt

∣∣∣∣
2

dxdy

≤ Cn

∫ 1

0

∫

Λ2

|x− y|2Vℓ(x− y)|∇f(x+ t(y − x))|2dxdydt

≤ Cnℓ−2

∫ 1

0

∫

R3×R3

1Λ(x+ y)1Λ(y)Vℓ(x)|∇f(x+ y − tx)|2dxdydt

≤ Cnℓ−3‖∇f‖22.

(5.20)

Combining all the estimates, we conclude the proof of Lemma 5.7.

5.3 Analysis of (II)c

In this section we analyze the term

(II)c = e−BcQ̃2e
Bc = e−BcQ̃

(ǫ)
2 eBc + e−BcQ̃

(bc)
2 eBc

appearing in (5.4), where we decompose Q̃2 = Q̃
(ǫ)
2 + Q̃

(bc)
2 as in (4.5). As we will show

below, the cubic transformation leaves Q̃2 essentially unchanged. However, after its action

the boundary term Q̃
(bc)
2 can be absorbed into the error terms. More precisely, we have

the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Assume that λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, that 2R/ℓ < λ < 1/4 and that ℓ is large enough.
Let σ ≤ 1 as in Lemma 5.1. On F+ we have

(II)c = Q̃
(ǫ)
2 + E(Q̃2)

c

with

±E(Q̃2)
c ≤ 1

4
Q4 + Cσ

(
dΓ(−∆) +Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)

+ δ
(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ δ−1Cλ

(n
ℓ

)3
(N + 1) + Cλ−1n

3/2

ℓ2
(N + 1) + C

n2

ℓ2

for all 0 < δ ≤ 1.
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Proof. With the aid of the Duhamel formula we can write

e−BcQ̃2e
Bc = Q̃

(ǫ)
2 + Q̃

(bc)
2 +

∫ 1

0
e−tBc [Q̃2,Bc]e

tBcdt.

We will bound all terms except the main one Q̃
(ǫ)
2 . Let us start with Q̃

(bc)
2 . With the aid

of the pointwise bound (4.24) and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we obtain

±Q̃
(bc)
2 = ±

(∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)a∗xa

∗
y + h.c.

)
≤ 1

4
Q4 + C

n2

ℓ2

where we used that
∫
Λ2 Vℓ(x − y)[1 + ℓd(x, ∂Λ)]−2 ≤ Cℓ−2. The explicit prefactor 1/4 is

chosen for later convenience. Next, consider the commutator

[Q̃2,Bc] = n− 1
2 θM

∫

Λ2

K(v,w)[Q̃2, q
∗
va

∗
wqv] + h.c.+ n− 1

2 [Q̃2, θM ]

∫

Λ2

K(v,w)q∗va
∗
wqv + h.c.

(5.21)
The first term of (5.21) equals

n− 1
2 θM

∫

Λ4

Q̃2(x, y)K(v,w)[a∗xa
∗
y + axay, q

∗
va

∗
wqv] + h.c. =

3∑

i=1

Ri

with

R1 = 2n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)θM

(
a∗(Ky)axqy − q∗ya

∗
xa

∗(Ky)

+

∫

Λ
q∗va

∗(Kv)a
∗
x −

∫

Λ
a∗(Kv)axqv +

∫

Λ
q∗vK(v, x)ayqv +K(x, y)qy − q(Kx)

)
+ h.c.

R2 = 2n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)θM

(
a∗(Kx)axqy − q∗ya

∗(Ky)a
∗
x

)
+ h.c.

R3 = 2n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)θM

(∫

Λ
q∗va

∗(Kv)a
∗
x +

∫

Λ
q∗vK(v, x)ayqv −

∫

Λ
a∗(Kv)axqv

+K(x, y)qy − q(Kx)

)
+ h.c.

Since all expressions are normal ordered, we can again replace qx by ax on F+.
Let us start with estimating R1. Recall the bound (4.23). For x ∈ Λ fixed we have

dΓ(1|x−· |≤λ) ≤ Cλ2dΓ(−∆) on F+ by (4.37). Using this and supx ‖Kx‖2 ≤ Cλ1/2n/ℓ from
Lemma 3.1, we can bound all the cubic terms in a similar way. Let us bound for example
the first one. Recall that θM = θM (N ) and note that θM(N )a∗(f) = a∗(f)θM (N + 1).
On F+ we have

± 2n−1/2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)θMa∗(Ky)axay + h.c.

≤ Cn1/2λ−3ℓ−1

(
δ

∫

Λ2

a∗(Ky)a(Ky)1|x−y|≤λ + δ−1θM (N + 1)

∫

Λ2

1|x−y|≤λa
∗
xa

∗
yayax

)

≤ Cn1/2λ−3ℓ−1
(
δλ4n2ℓ−2N + δ−1Mλ2dΓ(−∆)

)

≤ CnM1/2ℓ−3/2
(
dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
N
)

≤ Cσ
(
dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
N
)
,
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where we chose δ = λ−1n−1/2ℓ1/2M1/2 and used λn2ℓ−2 ≤ 1. The other cubic terms can
be bounded in a similar way. We proceed with the linear terms in R1. We find

± 2n−1/2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)K(x, y)θMay + h.c.

≤ Cn1/2λ−3ℓ−1

(
δ

∫

Λ2

1|x−y|≤λa
∗
yay + δ−1

∫

Λ2

K(x, y)2
)

≤ Cλ−1n3/2ℓ−2(N + 1).

Finally, for the last term in R1 we have by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality

±2n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ε)
2 (x, y)θMa(Kx) + h.c. ≤ Cn1/2ℓ−1λ−3‖1| · |≤λ‖1 sup

x
‖Kx‖2 (N + 1)

≤ Cλ1/2n3/2ℓ−2 (N + 1) ≤ Cσ
n

ℓ
(N + 1).

This in particular shows that ±R1 ≤ Cσ(dΓ(−∆) + n
ℓ (N + 1)) + Cλ−1n3/2ℓ−2(N + 1).

Let us proceed with the analysis of R2. Using the pointwise bound |Q̃(bc)
2 (x, y)| ≤

CnVℓ(x − y), we see that we can bound the two terms in R2 using Q4 because of the
presence of axay or a∗ya

∗
x. From the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain

±R2 ≤ δQ4 + δ−1Cn sup
y

‖Ky‖22‖Vℓ‖1(N + 1) ≤ δQ4 + δ−1Cλ
n3

ℓ3
(N + 1).

It remains to study R3. The first three terms in R3 are bounded similarly as their coun-
terpart in R1, that is

± 2n− 1
2

∫

Λ3

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)θM (a∗va

∗(Kv)a
∗
x + a∗vK(v, x)ayav − a∗(Kv)axav) + h.c.

≤ CM1/2n1/2 sup
v

‖Kv‖2 sup
y

‖Vℓ‖1(N + 1)

≤ Cλ
1
2
n

3
2M

1
2

ℓ2
(N + 1) ≤ Cσ

n

ℓ
(N + 1) .

For last term in R3 the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality yields

±2n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)θMa(Kx) + h.c. ≤ Cn1/2 sup

x
‖Kx‖2 sup

y
‖Vℓ‖1(N + 1)

≤ Cλ1/2n
3/2

ℓ2
N ≤ Cσ

n

ℓ
(N + 1).

Finally, for the fourth term in R3, we use the more elaborate pointwise estimate (4.24) on

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y) and the Sobolev inequality from (4.37) for Φ(y) = (1 + ℓd(y, ∂Λ))−5/6 so that

‖Φ‖3/2 ≤ Cℓ−2/3. With ‖K‖∞ . n we obtain

± 2n−1/2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)K(x, y)θMay + h.c.

≤ Cn3/2

(
δ

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)
a∗yay

(1 + ℓd(y, ∂Λ))5/6
+ δ−1

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

(1 + ℓd(y, ∂Λ))7/6

)

≤ Cn3/2
(
δℓ−5/3dΓ(−∆) + δ−1ℓ−2

)
≤ C

n1/2

ℓ5/6

(
dΓ(−∆) +

(n
ℓ

)2)

≤ Cσ

(
dΓ(−∆)+

(n
ℓ

)2)
.
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In combination, we obtain

±R3 ≤ Cσ

(
n

ℓ
(N + 1) + dΓ(−∆)+

(n
ℓ

)2)
,

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

n− 1
2 [Q̃2, θM ]

∫

Λ
a∗va

∗(Kv)av + h.c.

= n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)

((
θM (N − 2)− θM (N )

)
a∗xa

∗
y + h.c.

)∫

Λ
q∗va

∗(Kv)qv + h.c.

+ n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)

((
θM (N − 2)− θM (N )

)
a∗xa

∗
y + h.c.

)∫

Λ
q∗va

∗(Kv)qv + h.c.

=: R4 +R5.

For the analysis of R4, recall (5.15) as well as the pointwise bound (4.23) on Q̃
(ǫ)
2 and

dΓ(1|x−· |≤λ) ≤ Cλ2dΓ(−∆) on F+, from which we obtain

± n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)

(
θM (N − 2)− θM(N )

)
a∗xa

∗
y

∫

Λ
a∗va

∗(Kv)av + h.c.

≤ Cδ

∫

Λ3

(
θM(N − 2)− θM(N )

)2|Q̃(ǫ)
2 (x, y)|a∗xa∗ya∗v(N + 1)avayax

+ δ−1n−1

∫

Λ3

|Q̃(ǫ)
2 (x, y)|a∗va(Kv)(N + 1)−1a∗(Kv)av

≤ CδM−2
1 (N − 2 ≤ 2M)nℓ−1λ−1(N + 1)3dΓ(−∆)+ Cδ−1ℓ−1 sup

x∈Λ
‖Kx‖22(N + 1)m

≤ CδMnℓ−1λ−1dΓ(−∆)+ Cδ−1λn2ℓ−3(N + 1)

≤ CM1/2nℓ−3/2
(
dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
≤ Cσ

(
dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
.

The same estimate holds for the axay term in R4 after normal ordering the expression.
The terms generated by the commutators are similar to the ones already appearing in R1

and satisfy the same bound. Therefore we obtain

±R4 ≤ Cσ

(
dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
(N + 1) + λ−1n

3/2

ℓ2
M−1(N + 1)

)
.

For R5 we use the pointwise bound |Q̃(bc)
2 (x, y)| ≤ CnVℓ(x − y) and the Cauchy–Schwarz

inequality to obtain

n− 1
2

∫

Λ2

Q̃
(bc)
2 (x, y)

(
θM(N − 2)− θM(N )

)
a∗xa

∗
y

∫

Λ
a∗va

∗(Kv)av + h.c.

≤ δ

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)
(
θM(N − 2)− θM(N )

)2
a∗xa

∗
ya

∗
v(N + 1)avayax

+ Cδ−1n

∫

Λ3

Vℓ(x− y)a∗va(Kv)(N + 1)−1a∗(Kv)av

≤ CδM−2
1(N − 2 ≤ 2M)(N + 1)2Q4 + Cδ−1λ

n3

ℓ3
(N + 1)

≤ CδQ4 + δ−1Cλ
n3

ℓ3
(N + 1).
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As in the case of R4, the axay term of R5 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 R2 and R3, we therefore omit their treatment. In total, we find for all δ > 0

±R5 ≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1λ
n3

ℓ3
(N + 1) + Cσ

(
n

ℓ
(N + 1) + dΓ(−∆) +

(n
ℓ

)2)
,

which is the desired bound for the second term of (5.21).
In summary, we have shown the lemma with

E(Q̃2)
c = Q̃

(bc)
2 +

∫ 1

0
e−tBc

5∑

i=1

Rie
tBcdt.

Applying Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.2 to the Ri and simplifying the error terms using

δ ≤ 1, we conclude the bound on the error term E(Q̃2)
c as stated in Lemma 5.8.

5.4 Proof of Lemma 5.1

We are now ready to give the proof of Lemma 5.1.

Proof. Recall the notation introduced in (5.4). The two main terms (I)c and (II)c were
analyzed in Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.8 respectively. Recall that

dΓ(−∆) =
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

p2a∗pap.

Moreover, by (4.5) and Lemma 3.2

Q̃
(ǫ)
2 =

∫

Λ2

Q
(ǫ)
2 (x, y)a∗xa

∗
y + h.c. =

n

2

∑

p∈πN3
0

ǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)a
∗
pa

∗
p + h.c.,

which becomes the pairing term in the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian (1.35) when restricted to
F+. Hence we have

e−Bce−B1HeB1eBc = 4πan2ℓ−1 +HBog +Q4 + Ξc + E(Q̃2)
c + (III)c

with the two error terms Ξc and E(Q̃2)
c estimated in Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.8, respec-

tively. It thus remains to estimate

(III)c =

∫ 1

0
e−tBc

(
Q3 + [dΓ(−∆) +Q4,Bc]

)
etBcdt+ e−BcE1eBc = (III)c1 + (III)c2 ,

where we recall that E1 satisfies (4.3). We deal with the two terms separately.

Estimating (III)c1. From Lemmata 5.4 and 5.5, we obtain

Q3 + [dΓ(−∆) +Q4,Bc] = (1− θM )

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c.+ E(dΓ(−∆))

c + E(Q4)
c .

As in (5.14), we use that (1− θM)1{N<M/2} = 0 to obtain

±(1− θM)n1/2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yax + h.c. ≤ δQ4 + Cδ−1n

ℓ

N 2

M
.
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We may now combine Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3 with (5.5) to bound (III)c1 as

±(III)c1 ≤ Cδ
(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1) + σdΓ(−∆)

)
+ Cδ−1n

ℓ

(N + 1)2

M

+ Cσ
(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆)+

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)

≤ Cσ
(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆)+

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ Cδ

(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ Cδ−1n

ℓ

(N + 1)2

M
.

Estimating (III)c2. We apply Lemmata 5.2 and 5.3 to (4.3) and find

± e−BcE1eBc ≤ C(δ + ℓ−1λ2 + εn−1)
(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1) + σdΓ(−∆)

)

+ Cδ−1

(
(N + 1)

ℓ
+

(N + 1)2

nℓ
+ λ

(n
ℓ

)3)
(N + 1) + Cλ

1
2

(
(
n

ℓ
)2 +

n

ℓ

)
(N + 1)

+ Cn
1
2
(N + 1)

3
2

ℓ
+ Cσ

(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆)+

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)

+ Cε−1n

ℓ
+ C

(n
ℓ

)2
log ℓ

≤ 1

4
Q4 + Cδ

(
Q4 +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)
+ δ−1C

(
(N + 1)

ℓ
+

(N + 1)2

nℓ
+ λ

(n
ℓ

)3)
(N + 1)

+ Cλ
1
2

((n
ℓ

)2
+

n

ℓ

)
(N + 1) + Cn

1
2
(N + 1)

3
2

ℓ
+ Cσ

(
Q4 + dΓ(−∆) +

n

ℓ
(N + 1)

)

+ C

((n
ℓ

)2
log ℓ+

n

ℓ

)
.

Here we used δ ≤ 1 for the second inequality and we set ε = (5C)−1 so that for ℓ large
enough we have C(ℓ−1λ2 + εn−1) ≤ 1/4.

We now have obtained the necessary bounds on (III)c = (III)c1 + (III)c2 . Combining
them with the estimates of (I)c and (II)c given by Lemmata 5.7 and 5.8, respectively, and
using M ≤ n, we conclude the proof of Lemma 5.1.

6 The Second Quadratic Transformation

In this section, we diagonalize explicitly the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian in (1.35),

HBog =
∑

p 6=0

(
p2 + 8πa

n

ℓ

)
a∗pap +

1

2

∑

p 6=0

nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)(a
∗
pa

∗
p + apap) +

1

2

∑

p 6=0

|nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|2
2p2

.

We define

B2 =
1

2

∑

p 6=0

ϕp(a
∗
pa

∗
p − apap), (6.1)

where

ϕp = sinh−1(νp), νp = −

√√√√√1

2


 Ap√

A2
p −B2

p

− 1


, (6.2)

Ap = p2 + 8πanℓ−1, Bp = nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p). (6.3)
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Note that we have

|Bp − 8πanℓ−1| = |nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)− nǫ̂ℓ,λ(0)| ≤ Cmin{1, λ2p2}nℓ−1, (6.4)

which follows from the radial symmetry of ǫ and |ǫℓ,λ(x)| ≤ Cλ−3ℓ−1
1|x|≤λ, see (2.9). In

particular for λ2nℓ−1 small enough we have Ap > |Bp| for all p 6= 0, and the formula of νp
in (6.2) is therefore well-defined.

The main result of this section is the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let λ, n, ℓ, σ, Ec as in Lemma 5.1, assume that λ is small enough and let
W = eB1eBceB2 . Then

W∗HW = En,ℓ + dΓ(EBog) + e−B2 (Q4 + Ec + E2) eB2

on F+ with

dΓ(EBog) =
∑

p 6=0

√
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2 a∗pap,

En,ℓ = 4πan2ℓ−1 +
1

2

∑

p 6=0

[√
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2 − p2 − 8πa

n

ℓ
+

(8πanℓ−1)2

2p2

]

(6.5)

and

±E2 ≤ Cλ

((n
ℓ

) 1
2
+ 1

)
N + Cλ

(n
ℓ

)3
+ Cλ2

(n
ℓ

)5/2
.

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

Lemma 6.2. Let λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, 2R/ℓ < λ and λ be small enough. Then we have

e±B2(N + 1)e∓B2 ≤ C

((n
ℓ

) 1
2
+ 1

)
N + C

(n
ℓ

) 3
2

(6.6)

and

e−B2dΓ(−∆)eB2 ≤ C

((n
ℓ

) 1
2
+ 1

)
dΓ(−∆) + Cλ−1

(n
ℓ

)2
. (6.7)

Proof of Lemma 6.1. From the assumptions on λ(nℓ )
2 and λ we conclude that λ2(nℓ ) is

sufficiently small for ϕp in (6.2) to be well defined. Given (1.35) and (6.1), the action of
the transformation eB2 on HBog is standard, see e.g. [31, Section 3]. It gives

e−B2HBoge
B2 = eBog +

∑

p 6=0

epa
∗
pap (6.8)

with

ep =
√

A2
p −B2

p , eBog =
1

2

∑

p 6=0

[√
A2

p −B2
p −Ap

]
+

1

2

∑

p 6=0

(nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))
2

2p2
,

where we recall that Ap and Bp are defined in (6.3). We will use the following lemma that
we show after the proof of Lemma 6.1.
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Lemma 6.3. Let λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1, 2R/ℓ < λ and λ be small enough. We have the uniform
bound

sup
p∈R3

∣∣∣ep −
√

p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2
∣∣∣ ≤ Cλ2n

2

ℓ2
(6.9)

as well as
∣∣∣∣∣∣
eBog −

1

2

∑

p 6=0

[√
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2 − p2 − 8πa

n

ℓ
+

(8πanℓ−1)2

2p2

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ Cλ

n3

ℓ3
. (6.10)

Starting from (5.2), using the identity (6.8), the estimates of Lemma 6.3 and the
bounds of Lemma 6.2, readily imply the statement of Lemma 6.1.

We end this section with the proofs of Lemmata 6.3 and 6.2.

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Let us start by showing (6.9). Using |
√
1 + x−1| ≤ |x| for all x ≥ −1

and (6.4) we find

∣∣∣ep −
√
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2

∣∣∣

≤
(
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2

)− 1
2 |8πan

ℓ
+ nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)||8πa

n

ℓ
− nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|

≤ C
(
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2

)− 1
2 λ2p2

n2

ℓ2
≤ Cλ2n

2

ℓ2
,

which shows (6.9). To prove (6.10) note that

τ := 2eBog −



∑

p 6=0

√
p4 + 16πanℓ−1p2 − p2 − 8πa

n

ℓ
+

(8πan/ℓ)2

2p2




=
∑

p 6=0

p2

(√
1 +

16πan/ℓ

p2
+

(8πan/ℓ)2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))2

p4

−
√
1 +

16πan/ℓ

p2
− (8πan/ℓ)2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))2

2p4

)
.

The Taylor formula readily gives

|v(x)− v(y)− v′(0)(x− y)| ≤ C‖v′′‖∞|x− y|(|x|+ |y|)

for v ∈ C2(U), U ⊂ R open. Applying this inequality to

v(z) =
√
1 + z with x =

16πan/ℓ

p2
+

(8πan/ℓ)2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))
2

p4
, y =

16πan/ℓ

p2

and using (6.4) yields

|τ | ≤ C
∑

p 6=0

p2
|(8πan/ℓ)2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))

2|
p4

(
2
16πan/ℓ

p2
+

|(8πan/ℓ)2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))
2|

p4

)

≤ C
∑

p 6=0

p2
n/ℓ

p4
|8πan

ℓ
− nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|

(
n/ℓ+ λ2(n/ℓ)2

p2

)
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≤ C(
n

ℓ
)2
∑

p 6=0

|8πan
ℓ
− nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p)|p−4

≤ C(
n

ℓ
)2
∑

p 6=0

min{1, λ2p2}n
ℓ
p−4 ≤ Cλ(

n

ℓ
)3,

which concludes the proof of (6.10).

Proof of Lemma 6.2. The action of the quadratic transformation B2 on the creation and
annihilation operators is given by

e∓B2a∗pe
±B2 = cosh(ϕp)a

∗
p ± sinh(ϕp)ap.

Thus

e±B2N e∓B2 =
∑

p 6=0

(
cosh(ϕp)a

∗
p ± sinh(ϕp)ap

) (
cosh(ϕp)ap ± sinh(ϕp)a

∗
p

)

=
∑

p 6=0

[(
cosh(ϕp)

2 + sinh(ϕp)
2
)
a∗pap ± cosh(ϕp) sinh(ϕp)(a

∗
pa

∗
p + apap) + sinh(ϕp)

2
]

≤ 2
∑

p 6=0

[
(cosh(ϕp)

2 + sinh(ϕp)
2)a∗pap + sinh(ϕp)

2
]
. (6.11)

To verify (6.6) it remains to show that

cosh(ϕp)
2 + sinh(ϕp)

2 ≤ C

((n
ℓ

) 1
2
+ 1

)
, (6.12)

∑

p 6=0

sinh(ϕp)
2 ≤ C

(n
ℓ

) 3
2
. (6.13)

Let us prove (6.12). From (6.2) we have

cosh(ϕp)
2 + sinh(ϕp)

2 = 2 sinh(ϕp)
2 + 1

= |p|−1 p2 + 8πan/ℓ√
p2 + 16πan/ℓ +

(8πan/ℓ)2−(nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))2

p2

≤ |p|−1 p2 + 8πan/ℓ√
p2 + 8πan/ℓ

=

√
1 + 8πa

n

ℓ
p−2 ≤ C

((n
ℓ

) 1
2
+ 1

)
.

Here we used p−2
(
(8πan/ℓ)2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))

2
)
≥ −8πanℓ−1, which follows from (6.4).

To prove (6.13) we use again (6.2) and divide the sum into momenta |p| less or bigger
than (n/ℓ)

1
2 . For small momenta we have

∑

0<|p|≤(n
ℓ
)
1
2

sinh(ϕp)
2 ≤ C

∑

0<|p|≤(n
ℓ
)
1
2

(√
1 + 8πan/ℓp−2 + 1

)

≤ C
∑

0<|p|≤(n
ℓ
)
1
2

(
1 + 8πan/ℓp−2

)
≤ C

(n
ℓ

) 3
2
. (6.14)

For large momenta we use |
√
1 + z − 1 − z| ≤ z2 for z ≥ −1 as well as and |

√
1 + x −√

1 + y| ≤ C|x− y| for x, y ≥ −1
2 to obtain

∑

|p|>(n
ℓ
)
1
2

sinh(ϕp)
2 ≤

∑

|p|>(n
ℓ
)
1
2

p−2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p2 + 8πa

n

ℓ
− p2

√
1 +

16πan/ℓ

p2
+

(8πan/ℓ)2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))2

p4

∣∣∣∣∣∣
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≤
∑

|p|>(n
ℓ
)
1
2

∣∣∣∣∣1 +
8πan/ℓ

p2
−
√

1 +
16πan/ℓ

p2

∣∣∣∣∣

+
∑

|p|>(n
ℓ
)
1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣

√
1 +

16πan/ℓ

p2
+

(8πan/ℓ)2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))2

p4
−
√

1 +
16πan/ℓ

p2

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ C
n2

ℓ2

∑

|p|>(n
ℓ
)
1
2

p−4 ≤ C
(n
ℓ

) 3
2
.

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

e−B2dΓ(−∆)eB2 ≤ 2
∑

p 6=0

[
p2(cosh(ϕp))

2 + sinh(ϕp))
2)a∗pap + p2 sinh(ϕp)

2
]

≤ C

((n
ℓ

) 1
2
+ 1

)
dΓ(−∆)+ C

(n
ℓ

)2
λ−1

given that ∑

p 6=0

p2 sinh(ϕp)
2 ≤ C

(n
ℓ

)2
λ−1 , (6.15)

which remains to be shown. We have

2p2 sinh(ϕp)
2 = p2

1 + 8πa(n/ℓ)p−2 −
√

1 + 16πa(n/ℓ)p−2 +
(8πa(n/ℓ))2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))

2

p4
√

1 + 16πa(n/ℓ)p−2 +
(8πa(n/ℓ))2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))

2

p4

.

Let us define

v(x) = 1 + 8πa(n/ℓ)x −
(
1 + 16πa(n/ℓ)x + ((8πa(n/ℓ))2 − (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))

2)x2
) 1

2 .

Taylor expanding at x = p−2, we obtain

v(x) =
(nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))

2

2
x2 +R(x)

with

|R(x)| ≤ sup
0≤y≤p−2

|v′′′(y)|x2 ≤ C
(n
ℓ

)3
x2.

Thus

2p2 sinh(ϕp)
2 ≤ (nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))

2

2p2
+ C

(n
ℓ

)3
p−4,

which immediately implies

∑

p 6=0

p2 sinh(ϕp)
2 ≤

∑

p 6=0

(nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))
2

2p2
+ C

(n
ℓ

)3
.

From the assumptions λ
(
n
ℓ

)2 ≤ 1 and λ small enough, we find (n/ℓ)3 ≤ λ−1(n/ℓ)2.
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As we argued in the proof of (4.27), we have ǫ̂ℓ,λ(p) = aℓ−1f̂(λp) for a fixed function
f ∈ C∞

c (R3), and hence

∑

p 6=0

(nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))
2

2p2
≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

p 6=0

(nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))
2

2p2
− 1

(2π)

∫

R3

(nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))
2

2p2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

1

(2π)

∫

R3

(nǫ̂ℓ,λ(p))
2

2p2

≤ C
(n
ℓ

)2
+ Cλ−1

(n
ℓ

)2
≤ Cλ−1

(n
ℓ

)2
. (6.16)

This shows (6.15) and consequently completes the proof of Lemma 6.2.

7 A-Priori Estimates for Gibbs States

Recall the definition (1.8) of Hn,ℓ, and the one of U in Section 2.3. We introduce the

Gibbs state on F≤n
+

Γ = e−
Hn,ℓ

Tℓ2 /Tr e−
Hn,ℓ

Tℓ2 , Hn,ℓ = UHn,ℓU
∗ (7.1)

It minimizes the Gibbs variational principle and yields the free energy on the box Λℓ as
in (1.9).

The analysis of H in the previous sections will be used in Section 8 to control Γ 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 Γ 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 ≤ Cρℓ3 and ℓ = a(ρa3)−1/2−κ. Then we have

Hn,ℓ .
(
dΓ(−∆) +Q4 + n2

aℓ−1
)
. Hn,ℓ + n2

aℓ−1 (7.2)

on F≤n
+ .

Proof. Recall from Lemma 2.2 that Hn,ℓ = 1
≤n
+ H1

≤n
+ , whereH is an operator on F defined

in (2.17). We shall show that all the terms n2V 0000
ℓ , Q1, H

(U)
2 , Q2, Q

(U)
3 and E(U), when

restricted to F≤n
+ , are bounded by εQ4 + Cεn

2ℓ−1 with ε > 0 arbitrarily small .
First, the constant n2V 0000

ℓ is bounded by n2‖Vℓ‖L1 ≤ Cn2ℓ−1. Next, from the bound
(2.18) in Lemma 2.2, with ε replaced by nε , we have

±E(U) ≤ Cn
1
2 (N + 1)

3
2 ℓ−1 + εQ4 + Cε−1ℓ−1 (7.3)

on F for all ε > 0. For H
(U)
2 we have NnV 0000

ℓ ≤ CNnℓ−1 and

±
∫

Λ2

nVℓ(x− y)a∗xax ≤ n‖Vℓ‖L1N ≤ Cnℓ−1N ,

±
∫

Λ2

nVℓ(x− y)a∗xay ≤ 1

2

∫

Λ2

nVℓ(x− y)(a∗xax + a∗yay) ≤ Cnℓ−1N ,

±
(
1

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yN + h.c.

)
≤ ε

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxay +

1

2ε

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)N 2

≤ εQ4 + Cε−1ℓ−1N 2
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so that
±H

(U)
2 ≤ Cnℓ−1N + εQ4 + Cε−1ℓ−1N 2 (7.4)

on F for all ε > 0. Moreover, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality

±Q1 ≤
∫

Λ2

nVℓ(x− y)(N + 1)−1/4a∗xax(N + 1)−1/4 +

∫

Λ2

n2Vℓ(x− y)(N + 1)1/2

≤ Cn3/2ℓ−1(N + 1)1/2, (7.5)

±Q2 ≤
ε

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxay +

ε−1

2
n2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)

≤ εQ4 +Cε−1n2ℓ−1, (7.6)

±Q
(U)
3 ≤ ε

2

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxay + 2ε−1n

∫

Λ2

Vℓ(x− y)a∗xax

≤ εQ4 +Cε−1nℓ−1N (7.7)

on F for all ε > 0. Restricting these bounds to F≤n
+ where N ≤ n we find that

±(Hn,ℓ − dΓ(−∆)−Q4) ≤ εQ4 + Cε−1n2ℓ−1

on F≤n
+ for all 0 < ε ≤ 1, which implies (7.2).

7.2 Bose–Einstein Condensation

Lemma 7.2. Let Γ be as in (7.1) with (ρa3)1/4+ν/2(ρℓ3) ≤ n ≤ C(ρℓ3), ℓ = a(ρa3)−1/2−κ

with 0 < κ < 1/34 and 0 ≤ T ≤ (ρa)(ρa3)−ν with 0 < ν < 1/12 − 5κ/3. Then we have

Tr (N+Γ) ≤ Cn(ρa3)γ , (7.8)

with γ = min{1/10 − 2κ− 6ν/5, 1/17 − 2κ} > 0.

In the dilute limit ρa3 → 0, Lemma 7.2 implies that Tr (N+Γ) is much smaller than n,
the total number of particles. This is equivalent to complete condensation of Γ, 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

s(Λ
n)

Hn,ℓ ≥ 4πaℓ−1n2 + C−1N+ − Cnρaℓ2(ρa3)1/17. (7.9)

Since UN+U
∗ = N+, the same bound holds with Hn,ℓ replaced by Hn,ℓ = UHn,ℓU

∗. We
obtain

C−1Tr (N+Γ) ≤ Tr (Hn,ℓΓ)− 4πaℓ−1n2 + Cnρaℓ2(ρa3)1/17.

Therefore, it is enough to show that

Tr (Hn,ℓΓ)− 4πaℓ−1n2 ≤ Cn(ρa3)1/10−2κ−6ν/5. (7.10)

In order to prove (7.10), we will use the following upper bound on the ground state energy
[25, Theorem 2.2]

ℓ2Fℓ(n) ≤ inf σ(Hn,ℓ) ≤ 4πan2ℓ−1 + Cn(ρa3)1/3. (7.11)
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From the Gibbs variational principle, we have that for all ε > 0

εTr (dΓ(−∆)Γ)− Tℓ2S(Γ) ≥ −Tℓ2 log Tr e−
ε

T ℓ2
dΓ(−∆) ≥ −CT 5/2ℓ5ε−3/2,

which follows from the bound

β−1 log Tr e−βdΓ(−∆) = −β−1
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

log
(
1− e−βp2

)
≤ Cβ−5/2 (7.12)

for some C > 0 and all β > 0.
We can now prove (7.10). From the Gibbs variational principle we have for all 0 < ε ≤ 1

Tr (Hn,ℓΓ) = (1 + ε)
(
Tr (Hn,ℓΓ)− Tℓ2S(Γ)

)
−
(
εTr (Hn,ℓΓ)− (1 + ε)Tℓ2S(Γ)

)

≤ (1 + ε)ℓ2Fℓ(n)−
(
εTr (dΓ(−∆)Γ)− 2Tℓ2S(Γ)

)

≤ (1 + ε) inf σ(Hn,ℓ)−
(
εTr (dΓ(−∆)Γ)− 2Tℓ2S(Γ)

)

≤ (1 + ε)
(
4πan2ℓ−1 + Cn(ρa3)1/3

)
+ Cε−3/2T 5/2ℓ5.

Taking ε = (ρa3)1/10−6ν/5, using that (ρa3)1/4+ν/2(ρℓ3) ≤ n and our assumptions on ℓ and
T , we obtain (7.10) from which Lemma 7.2 follows.

8 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we shall give the proof of Theorem 1.2. We denote Y = ρa3 and set

M0 = n1−80κ,M = n1−68κ, λ = Y 10κ, δ = Y 3κ (8.1)

with κ = 1/1000. Recall that T ≤ ρa(ρa3)−ν and ℓ = a/(ρa3)1/2+κ as in (1.7) with
ν = κ/5. Moreover, let us first focus on the case (ρa3)1/4+ν/2(ρℓ3) ≤ n ≤ C(ρℓ3), which
allows us to use condensation in the sense of Lemma 7.2. The case of smaller n will be
considered afterwards.

Case (ρa3)1/4+ν/2(ρℓ3) ≤ n ≤ C(ρℓ3): 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≥0 → [0, 1] such that

f2 + g2 = 1, f(x) = 1 for x <
1

2
, f(x) = 0 for x > 1

and define
fM0 = f(N+/M0), gM0 = g(N+/M0).

Recall the definition of the Hamiltonian Hn,ℓ and the Gibbs state Γ in (7.1). Applying
[22, Proposition 6.1], we can write

Hn,ℓ = fM0Hn,ℓfM0 + gM0Hn,ℓgM0 + EM0 , (8.2)

where

±EM0 = ±
(
1

2
[fM0 , [fM0 ,Hn,ℓ]] +

1

2
[gM0 , [gM0 ,Hn,ℓ]]

)
≤ C

M2
0

[Hn,ℓ]diag. (8.3)

Here [Hn,ℓ]diag is the diagonal part of Hn,ℓ, i.e. [Hn,ℓ]diag contains the terms in Hn,ℓ that
commute with the number operator N . Recall the rough estimate (7.2)

Hn,ℓ . dΓ(−∆)+Q4 + Cn2
aℓ−1. (8.4)
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The diagonal part [Hn,ℓ]diag satisfies the same bound since the right-hand side of (8.4) is
diagonal. Thus we deduce from (8.3) that the localization error can be controlled by

±EM0 ≤ C

M2
0

(
dΓ(−∆) +Q4 + Cn2

aℓ−1
)
. (8.5)

Applying again (7.2) together with (7.10) yields

Tr ((Q4 + dΓ(−∆))Γ) ≤ CTr (Hn,ℓΓ) +Cn2
aℓ−1 ≤ Cn2

aℓ−1 + nY 1/10−2κ−6ν/5. (8.6)

With the choice of M0 in (8.1) and the assumption n ≤ Cρℓ3, a combination of (8.5) and
(8.6) gives

±Tr (EM0Γ) . naℓ−1 + Y 1/10−2κ−6ν/5 . Y −2κ = O((ρa)5/2ℓ5Y 3κ). (8.7)

Let us introduce the notation

ΓfM0
= fM0ΓfM0 , ΓgM0

= gM0ΓgM0 , α = Tr (ΓgM0
) = Tr (g2M0

Γ).

We will see later that α ≥ 0 is small. If α = 0, then the analysis below can be simplified
greatly. Here we focus on the case α > 0. Note that (1 − α)−1ΓfM0

and α−1ΓgM0
are

normalized states. Combining (8.2) with the subadditivity of the entropy (see, e.g., [9,
Theorem 14]) S(Γ) ≤ S(ΓfM0

) + S(ΓgM0
) and (8.7) we have

Fℓ(n) = ℓ−2Tr (Hn,ℓΓ)− TS(Γ)

≥ ℓ−2Tr (Hn,ℓΓfM0
)− TS(ΓfM0

) + ℓ−2Tr (Hn,ℓΓgM0
)− TS(ΓgM0

)− C(ρa)5/2ℓ3Y 3κ.

(8.8)

By the Gibbs variational principle we can bound

ℓ−2Tr (Hn,ℓΓgM0
)− TS(ΓgM0

) = α
(
ℓ−2Tr (Hn,ℓα

−1ΓgM0
)− TS(α−1ΓgM0

)
)
+ Tα logα

≥ αFℓ(n) + Tα log α. (8.9)

To analyze the terms involving ΓfM0
on the right-hand side of (8.8), 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 (8.1) we have

Hn,ℓ ≥ (1− CY κ)WdΓ(EBog)W∗ + En,ℓ +O((ρa)5/2ℓ5Y κ/2)

on F≤M0
+ , where W, EBog and En,ℓ are defined in Lemma 6.1.

We postpone the proof of Proposition 8.1 to the end of this section. Let us introduce
a normalized state on F+

Γ̃ = (1− α)−1W∗ΓfM0
W.

With Proposition 8.1 and the identity S(ΓfM0
) = S(W∗ΓfM0

W) we can bound

ℓ−2Tr (Hn,ℓΓfM0
)− TS(ΓfM0

) ≥ −T (1− α)S(Γ̃) + T (1− α) log(1− α)

+ (1− α)
[
ℓ−2(1− CY 5ν)Tr (dΓ(EBog)Γ̃) + ℓ−2En,ℓ +O((ρa)5/2ℓ3Y ν)

]
.
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We use the Gibbs variational principle to obtain

ℓ−2(1− CY 5ν)Tr (dΓ(EBog)Γ̃)− TS(Γ̃) ≥ ℓ−2(1− CY 5ν)Tr (dΓ(EBog)Γν)− TS(Γν)

≥ −T log Tr e−
1

Tℓ2 dΓ(EBog) − Cℓ−2Y 5νTr (dΓ(EBog)Γν),

with

Γν = e−
1−CY 5ν

Tℓ2
dΓ(EBog)/Tr e−

1−CY 5ν

Tℓ2
dΓ(EBog).

We find that

ℓ−2(1− CY 5ν)Tr (dΓ(EBog)Γν)

= 2ℓ−2(1− CY 5ν)(Tr (dΓ(EBog)Γν)− 2TS(Γν)

−
(
ℓ−2(1− CY 5ν)Tr (dΓ(EBog)Γν)− 2TS(Γν)

)

≤ 2 inf σ
(
ℓ−2(1− CY 5ν)dΓ(EBog)

)
+ 2T log Tr e−

1−CY 5ν

2Tℓ2
dΓ(EBog)

≤ CT 5/2ℓ3,

where for the last inequality we used that inf σ(dΓ(EBog)) = 0 and (7.12) together with
dΓ(EBog) ≥ dΓ(−∆). Again with a calculation as in (7.12) we find

ℓ−2Tr (Hn,ℓΓfM0
)− TS(ΓfM0

)

≥ (1− α)


ℓ−2En,ℓ + T

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

log

(
1− e−

1
Tℓ2

√
p4+16πanℓ−1p2

)


+ T (1− α) log(1− α) +O(ℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν). (8.10)

We claim that from (6.5) we have

∣∣∣∣En,ℓ − 4πan2ℓ−1 − 4π
128

15
√
π

(
a
n

ℓ

)5/2∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
(na

ℓ

)2
. (8.11)

Indeed, for p ∈ R
3 denote g(p) =

√
p4 + 16p2 − 8− p2 + 82

2p2
and observe that

1

2

∫

R3
≥0

g(z)d3z = 4π
128

15
.

Then with ~ = (πan
ℓ )

−1/2 we have

2~5
∣∣∣∣En,ℓ − 4πan2ℓ−1 − 4π

128

15
√
π

(
a
n

ℓ

)5/2∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
~
3

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

g(p~)− π−3

∫

R3
≥0

g(z)d3z

∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

(8.12)

Elementary calculations show that

|∂i∂jg(p)| =
∣∣∣∣∣256pipj

( −1

p3(16 + p2)3/2
+

1

p6

)
+ δij

(
2p2 + 16√
p4 + 16p2

− 2− 64

p4

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cp−4.

With this we may compare the sum and the integral in boxes of size (π~)3 as in (4.27) to
bound the right hand side of (8.12) by C~. Multiplying with ~

−5 yields (8.11).
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We can now insert (8.9), (8.10) and (8.11) in (8.8) and find

Fℓ(n) ≥ fBog(n, ℓ)− (1− α)−1
[
Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν + Tα| log α|+ T (1− α)| log(1− α)|

]
,

(8.13)

with fBog(n, ℓ) defined in (1.11). From the BEC estimate in Lemma 7.2 and the assumption
T ≤ (ρa)Y −ν we obtain

α = Tr (g2M0
Γ) ≤ CM−1

0 Tr (N+Γ) ≤ Cn80κY γ ≤ CY 4ν .

The last inequality follows from an elementary computation using that n ≤ Cρℓ3 =
CY −1/2−3κ and the definition of γ = min{1/10 − 2κ − 6ν/5, 1/17 − 2κ} = 1/17 − 2κ (for
our choice of parameters). In particular (1− α)−1 ≤ C. Moreover, the last error term in
(8.13) can be bounded by

Tα| log α|+ T (1− α)| log(1− α)| ≤ CTα1/2 ≤ CTY 2ν ≤ C(ρa)5/2ℓ3Y ν , (8.14)

concluding the proof of Theorem 1.2 in the case (ρa3)1/4+ν/2(ρℓ3) ≤ n ≤ C(ρℓ3).

Case n ≤ (ρa3)1/4+ν/2(ρℓ3): For n = 0 the statement is trivial as the thermal contribu-
tion is negative. For 1 ≤ n < (ρa3)1/4+ν/2(ρℓ3) we shall show that the thermal contribution
dominates. One easily checks that

fBog(n, ℓ) = T
∑

p 6=0

log

(
1− e

−1
Tℓ2

√
p4+16πanℓ−1p2

)
+O(ℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν).

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 (7.12) yield

Fℓ(n) ≥ T
∑

p 6=0

log

(
1− e−

p2

Tℓ2

)
.

It remains to compare this quantity with the thermal contribution that appears in fBog.
For p ∈ R

3, q ∈ R≥0 we define the function

g(p, q) = log
(
1− e−

√
p4+qp2

)
. (8.15)

Then

|∂qg(p, q)| =
∣∣∣∣∣

1

e
√

p4+qp2 − 1

p2

2
√

p4 + qp2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

2

1

ep2 − 1
. (8.16)

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

0 ≤ T
∑

p 6=0

log

(
1− e

−1
Tℓ2

√
p4+16πanℓ−1p2

)
− T

∑

p 6=0

log

(
1− e−

p2

Tℓ2

)

= T
∑

p 6=0

g

(
p

T 1/2ℓ
,
16πanℓ−1

Tℓ2

)
− g

( p

T 1/2ℓ
, 0
)

≤ 8πanℓ−1

Tℓ2
T
∑

p 6=0

1

e
p2

Tℓ2 − 1

≤ C
an

Tℓ3
T 5/2ℓ3 = O((ρa)5/2ℓ3Y 1/4−ν).

This proves the desired bound.

We conclude this section by giving the proof of Proposition 8.1.
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Proof of Proposition 8.1. From Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 6.1 we have

H = En,ℓ +WdΓ(EBog)W∗ + eB1eBc(Q4 + Ec + E2)e−Bce−B1 (8.17)

on F+, where

Q4 + Ec + E2 ≥
(
1

2
− C(σ + δ)

)
Q4 − CσdΓ(−∆)

−C

[
(σ + δ)

n

ℓ
+ λ

((n
ℓ

)1/2
+ 1
)
+ λ

1
2

((n
ℓ

)2
+

n

ℓ

)
+ λ−1n

3/2

ℓ2

]
(N + 1)

−Cδ−1

[
n

ℓ

N + 1

M
+

(N + 1)

ℓ
+

(N + 1)2

nℓ
+ λ

(n
ℓ

)3]
(N + 1)

−C
n

ℓ

(N + 1)1/2

n1/2
(N + 1)− C

((n
ℓ

)2
log ℓ+

n

ℓ
+ λ2

(n
ℓ

)5/2)
(8.18)

on F+. The condition n ≤ Cρℓ3 and the choice ℓ = aY −1/2−κ in (1.7) imply that naℓ−1 ≤
Cρaℓ2 = CY −2κ. Moreover, with the choice of the parameters in (8.1), we have

M

ℓ
≤ CY 32κ,

M0

ℓ
≤ CY 38κ,

n

ℓ

M0

M
≤ CY 4κ,

from which one easily checks that

σ = max{n1/2ℓ−5/6, n1/2Mℓ−3/2, λ−1/2n1/2M1/2ℓ−1} ≤ CY 10κ,

(σ + δ)
n

ℓ
+ λ

((n
ℓ

)1/2
+ 1
)
+ λ

1
2

((n
ℓ

)2
+

n

ℓ

)
+ λ−1n

3/2

ℓ2
≤ CY κ,

δ−1

[
n

ℓ

M0

M
+

M0

ℓ
+

M2
0

nℓ
+ λ

(n
ℓ

)3]
+

n

ℓ

M
1/2
0

n1/2
≤ CY κ.

Hence, (8.18) reduces to

Q4 + Ec + E2 ≥
(
1

2
− CY 3κ

)
Q4 − CY 10κdΓ(−∆)

− CY κ

(
1 +

(N + 1)2

M2
0

)
(N + 1)− CY −4κ| log Y |. (8.19)

On the right-hand side of (8.19), the term involving Q4 is positive and can be dropped for
a lower bound. Now let us apply the transformation eB1eBc(· · · )e−Bce−B1 and additionally
restrict to F≤M0

+ . We have

1
{N+≤M0}eB1eBc

(
1 +

(N + 1)2

M2
0

)
(N + 1)e−Bce−B11

{N+≤M0}

≤ C1
{N+≤M0}

(
1 +

(N + 1)2

M2
0

)
(N + 1)1{N+≤M0} ≤ C1

{N+≤M0}(N + 1)1{N+≤M0}

≤ C

((n
ℓ

)1/2
+ 1

)
1
{N+≤M0}W(N + 1)W∗

1
{N+≤M0} + C

(n
ℓ

)3/2

≤ C1
{N+≤M0} (WdΓ(EBog)W∗ + Y −3κ

)
1
{N+≤M0}

by Lemma 4.2, Lemma 5.2, the first bound in Lemma 6.2 and the fact that
((

n
ℓ

)1/2
+ 1
)
N

is bounded by dΓ(EBog). Moreover, we find

Y 10κeB1eBcdΓ(−∆)e−Bce−B1 ≤ CY 10κ

((n
ℓ

)1/2
+ 1

)
WdΓ(−∆)W∗ + CY 10κλ−1

(n
ℓ

)2
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≤ CY 9κWdΓ(EBog)W∗ +CY −4κ

by the second bound in Lemma 6.2 and dΓ(−∆) ≤ dΓ(EBog).
In combination with (8.19) it follows that

eB1eBc(Q4 + Ec + E2)e−Bce−B1 ≥ −CY κWdΓ(EBog)W∗ − CY −4κ| log Y | (8.20)

on F{N+≤M0}. Inserting (8.20) in (8.17) and using Hn,ℓ = 1
≤n
+ H1

≤n
+ we obtain

Hn,ℓ ≥ En,ℓ + (1− CY κ)W∗dΓ(EBog)W − CY −4κ| log Y |

on F{N+≤M0}. The claim then follows from

Y −4κ| log Y | = ℓ5(ρa)5/2Y κ| log Y | ≤ Cℓ5(ρa)5/2Y κ/2.

9 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let κ = 5ν = 1/1000 as in the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and let Y = ρa3 so that
ℓ = aY −1/2−κ as in (1.7). Since the limit FL(N)/L3 does not depend on the sequence of
N → ∞ with N/L3 → ρ, we may assume without loss of generality that L/ℓ is an integer
and take N = ⌊ρL3⌋ + 1. This is helpful since we shall divide the big box ΛL into MB

smaller boxes Λℓ, where now MB = (L/ℓ)3 is an integer.
We claim that

FL(N)

L3
≥ 1

ℓ3
fBog(ρℓ

3, ℓ)− C(ρa)5/2Y ν , (9.1)

where we recall that fBog is defined in (1.11). Assuming (9.1), Theorem 1.1 follows readily
from approximating the sum in the definition of fBog in (1.11) by an integral. This is
done in (9.3) in the following lemma. Furthermore, Lemma 9.1 contains a second estimate
(9.4), which measures the error made in replacing n by ρℓ3 in the thermal contribution of
the free energy fBog. It will be used in the proof of (9.1) below.

Lemma 9.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 consider

f th
Bog(n, ℓ) = T

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

log
(
1− e

−1
Tℓ2

√
p4+16π an

ℓ
p2
)
. (9.2)

Then we have

∣∣∣∣
f th
Bog(ρℓ

3, ℓ)

ℓ3
− T 5/2

(2π)3

∫

R3

log
(
1− e−

√
p4+16π ρa

T
p2
)
dp

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(ρa)5/2Y 3ν (9.3)

and, for all 0 ≤ n ≤ Cρℓ3,

∣∣∣∣f
th
Bog(n, ℓ)− f th

Bog(ρℓ
3, ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
a

ℓ3
(n− ρℓ3)2Y 1/4 + Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y 1/4−3ν . (9.4)

We postpone the proof of Lemma 9.1 to the end of this section.

Proof of (9.1). Let Γ be the Gibbs state of HN , satisfying

FL(N) = TrHNΓ− TS(Γ),
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where we recall that S(Γ) = −TrΓ log Γ is the entropy of the state Γ. We want to localize
Γ in smaller boxes. For this purpose we introduce a collection of disjoint cubes (Bi)1≤j≤MB

of side length ℓ forming a partition of Λ, that is Λ =
⋃MB

j=1Bj . Using that V ≥ 0 and the
bosonic symmetry of Γ we have

TrHNΓ ≥
MB∑

j=1

[
NTr L2

s(Λ
N
L ) (i∇)x11Bj (x1)(i∇)x1Γ +

N(N − 1)

2
Tr L2

s(Λ
N
L ) V (x1 − x2)1Bj (x1)1Bj (x2)Γ

]

=

MB∑

j=1

N∑

n=0

[
nTr L2

s(ΛL) (−∆)Γ
(1)
j,n +

n(n− 1)

2
Tr L2

s(Λ
2
L)

V (x− y)Γ
(2)
j,n

]

=

MB∑

j=1

N∑

n=0

Tr L2
s(Λ

n
L)

HnΓj,n,

where we have denoted, for 0 ≤ n ≤ N ,

Γj,n =

(
N

n

)
Tr n+1→N

(
1
⊗n
Bj

1
⊗N−n
Bc

j
Γ1⊗n

Bj
1
⊗N−n
Bc

j

)
, (9.5)

with the notation Bc
j = Λ \ Bj, and where Γ

(k)
j,n = Tr k+1→nΓj,n. It is understood that

H0 = 0 and H1 = −∆. Here TrHnΓj,n has to be interpreted in terms of quadratic forms.
Indeed, the range of Γj,n does not belong to the domain of the Neumann Laplacian,
but it does belong to H1((Bj)

n), the domain of the associated quadratic form Q(Ψ) =∑n
k=0

∫
(Bj)n

|∇xk
Ψ|2.

We will now use the subadditivity of the entropy [23]. Following the notation of [21,
Proposition 7], the state Γj =

⊕N
n=0 Γj,n is the 1Bj -localization of Γ. Since

∑MB
j=1 1Bj = 1ΛL

,
we obtain that

S(Γ) ≤
MB∑

j=1

S(Γj) =

MB∑

j=1

N∑

n=0

S(Γj,n)

(see e.g. [30, Lemma 4] and [18, Remark 25]).
Let us denote

αj,n = TrΓj,n, Γ̃j,n = α−1
j,nΓj,n ,

which satisfy

Tr Γ̃j,n = 1,
N∑

n=0

αj,n = 1,

MB∑

j=1

N∑

n=0

αj,n = MB ,

MB∑

j=1

N∑

n=0

nαj,n = N.

From this we obtain that for all µ ≥ 0

FL(N) ≥
MB∑

j=1

N∑

n=0

[
αj,n

(
Tr (Hn − µn)Γ̃j,n − TS(Γ̃j,n)

)
+ Tαj,n log αj,n

]
+ µN

≥
MB∑

j=1

N∑

n=0

[
αj,n(Fℓ(n)− µn) + Tαj,n logαj,n

]
+ µρL3

≥ −TMB log

N∑

n=0

e−
1
T (Fℓ(n)−µn) + µρL3, (9.6)
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where the last inequality follows from the Gibbs variational principle.
Let us take µ = 8πaρ and denote n0 := ⌊20ρℓ3⌋. For n ≤ n0, we use Theorem 1.2 to

estimate Fℓ(n). We obtain

Fℓ(n)− 8πaρn ≥ fBog(n, ℓ)− 8πaρn − Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν

= fBog(ρℓ
3, ℓ)− 8πaρ2ℓ3 + 4π

a

ℓ3

(
(n − ρℓ3)2 +

128

15
√
π

a3/2

ℓ3/2
(
n5/2 − (ρℓ3)5/2

))

+
(
f th
Bog(n, ℓ)− f th

Bog(ρℓ
3, ℓ)

)
− Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν (9.7)

≥ fBog(ρℓ
3, ℓ)− 8πaρ2ℓ3 + 2π

a

ℓ3
(n− ρℓ3)2 − Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν . (9.8)

To obtain (9.7), we inserted the definitions of fBog and f th
Bog in (1.11) and (9.2), 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 f th

Bog(n, ℓ) − f th
Bog(ρℓ

3, ℓ) and by
bounding

∣∣∣∣4π
128

15
√
π

a5/2

ℓ9/2
(
n5/2 − (ρℓ3)5/2

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
a5/2

ℓ9/2
|n− ρℓ3|(ρℓ3)3/2

≤ π
a

ℓ3
(n− ρℓ3)2 + C

a4

ℓ6
(ρℓ3)3 ≤ π

a

ℓ3
(n− ρℓ3)2 + CY νℓ3(ρa)5/2,

where we used the choice of ℓ and that ν < 1/2.
To deal with contributions from n > n0, we use the superadditivity of the free energy

Fℓ(n),

Fℓ(n) ≥
⌊
n

n0

⌋
Fℓ(n0) + Fℓ(r) , (9.9)

which follows from grouping the n particles into ⌊n/n0⌋ subgroups of n0 particles and one
group of 0 ≤ r := n − n0⌊n/n0⌋ < n0 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 Γ in L2

s(Λ
n),

TrHn,ℓΓ ≥ ⌊n/n0⌋Tr (Hn0,ℓΓ
(n0)) + Tr (Hr,ℓΓ

(r)), (9.10)

where we have denoted Γ(k) = Tr k+1→nΓ for 0 ≤ k ≤ n. On the other hand, denoting
Γ′ = (Γ(n0))⊗⌊n/n0⌋ ⊗ Γ(r) and using the non-negativity of the relative entropy we have

S(Γ) = −TrΓ log Γ ≤ −TrΓ log Γ′ = ⌊n/n0⌋S(Γ(n0)) + S(Γ(r)), (9.11)

where we used that Tr xi1
,...,xik

Γ = Tr 1→kΓ for any 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < ik ≤ n because of
the bosonic symmetry of Γ. Combining (9.10) and (9.11), (9.9) follows from the Gibbs
variational principle. Therefore, for n > n0

Fℓ(n)− 8πaρn ≥
⌊
n

n0

⌋
(Fℓ(n0)− 8πaρn0) + Fℓ(r)− 8πaρr

≥
⌊
n

n0

⌋(
fBog(ρℓ

3, ℓ)− 8πaρ2ℓ3 + π
a

ℓ3
(n0 − ρℓ3)2 − Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν

)

+

⌊
n

n0

⌋
π
a

ℓ3
(n0 − ρℓ3)2 − 8πaρr − Cℓ3(ρa)5/2,

where we used the lower bound for n ≤ n0 in (9.8) and that by Theorem 1.2

Fℓ(r) ≥ f th
Bog(0, ℓ) − Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν ≥ −Cℓ3(ρa)5/2
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with f th
Bog defined in (9.2) and bounded as in (7.12). Now using that 19ρℓ3 ≤ n0 ≤ 20ρℓ3,

so that in particular ⌊
n

n0

⌋
≥ n

2n0
≥ n

40ρℓ3
,

we obtain

Fℓ(n)− 8πaρn ≥
⌊
n

n0

⌋(
fBog(ρℓ

3, ℓ)− 8πaρ2ℓ3 + 182πaρ2ℓ3 − Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν
)

+ π
n

40ρℓ3
a

ℓ3
182(ρℓ3)2 − 8πaρn − Cℓ3(ρa)5/2.

Since the term in parentheses in the first line is non-negative, we may replace the prefactor
⌊ n
n0
⌋ by 1 to obtain a lower bound. The result is then

Fℓ(n)− 8πaρn ≥ fBog(ρℓ
3, ℓ)− 8πaρ2ℓ3 +

π

10
ρan− Cℓ3(ρa)5/2

≥ fBog(ρℓ
3, ℓ)− 8πaρ2ℓ3 +

π

20
ρan− Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν , (9.12)

where we first used that 182/40−8 = 1/10 and then that ρan−Cℓ3(ρa)5/2 ≥ −Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y ν

for n > ρℓ3.
Let us combine the cases n ≤ n0 and n > n0 by inserting (9.8) and (9.12) into (9.6).

Using that L3 = ℓ3MB , we obtain

1

L3
FL(N) ≥ 1

ℓ3
fBog(ρℓ

3, ℓ)− C(ρa)5/2(ρa3)ν

− T

ℓ3
log

( ∑

n≤n0

e−2π a

Tℓ3
(n−ρℓ3)2 +

∑

n>n0

e−
π
20

ρa
T n

)
.

It remains to estimate the last term above. We have

T

ℓ3
log

( ∑

n≤n0

e−2π a

Tℓ3
(n−ρℓ3)2 +

∑

n>n0

e−
π
20

ρa
T n

)
≤ C

T

ℓ3
log

(
n0 +C(ρa/T )−1e−C

ρa
T n0

)

≤ C
T

ℓ3
log

(
CY −1/2−3κ + CY −νe−CY −1/2−3κ+ν

)
≤ C(ρa)5/2Y 3κ−ν | log Y |.

For the first inequality, we used that e−θ ≤ 1 for θ ≥ 0 and that

∑

n>n0

e−θn =
e−θ(n0+1)

1− e−θ
≤ θ−1e−θn0

for θ > 0. The second inequality follows from ρℓ3 . n0 . ρℓ3 = Y −1/2−3κ and T ≤ (ρa)Y −ν .
To obtain the last inequality, it was used that−1/2−3κ+ν < 0 and that Tℓ−3 ≤ (ρa)5/2Y 3κ−ν .
The choice of ν concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Finally, let us provide the proof of Lemma 9.1.

Proof of Lemma 9.1. Recall the definition of g in (8.15). Let us start by proving (9.3).
With the notation ~ = (Tℓ2)−1/2 we have
∣∣∣∣

1

(Tℓ2)3/2

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

log(1− e
−1

Tℓ2

√
p4+16πρaℓ2p2)− 1

(2π)3

∫

R3

log
(
1− e−

√
p4+16π ρa

T
p2
)
dp

∣∣∣∣

≤ C~
4

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

|~p|−1e−
(~p)2

2 ≤ C~. (9.13)
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Here we used that ∇1g satisfies the bound

|∇1g(p, q)| =
∣∣∣∣∣
2p2p+ qp√
p4 + qp2

1

e
√

p4+qp2 − 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
2
√

p4 + qp2

|p|
(
e
√

p4+qp2 − 1
) ≤ 2|p|−1e−

p2

2 ,

since z(ez − 1)−1 ≤ e−z/2 for z > 0. Note that the estimate (9.13) is uniform in ~ > 0
and in particular does not require ~ to be small. The desired estimate (9.3) is obtained
by multiplying (9.13) with T 5/2.

Let us now turn to (9.4) and recall the bound (8.16) on ∂qg(p, q). Again with ~ =
(Tℓ2)−1/2 we have

∣∣∣∣T
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

log(1− e
−1
Tℓ2

√
p4+naℓ−1p2)− T

∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

log(1− e
−1
Tℓ2

√
p4+ρaℓ2p2)

∣∣∣∣

≤ T
∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

∣∣∣g
(
~p,

na

Tℓ3

)
− g
(
~p,

ρa

T

)∣∣∣

≤ a

ℓ3

∣∣n− ρℓ3
∣∣ ∑

p∈πN3
0\{0}

sup
q>0

∣∣∂qg(~p, q)
∣∣

≤ CT 3/2
a
∣∣n− ρℓ3

∣∣

≤ C
a

ℓ3
(n− ρℓ3)2Y 1/4 + Cℓ3T 3

aY −1/4 ≤ C
a

ℓ3
(n− ρℓ3)2Y 1/4 +Cℓ3(ρa)5/2Y 1/4−3ν .

In the second to last inequality, we used the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and in the last
one we used that T ≤ (ρa)Y −ν . This concludes the proof of (9.4).
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