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Abstract

We consider a system of interacting fermions on the three-dimensional torus
in the mean-field scaling limit. Our objective is computing the occupation num-
ber of the Fourier modes in a trial state obtained through the random phase
approximation for the ground state. Our result shows that — in the trial state
— the momentum distribution has a jump discontinuity, i.e., the system has a
well-defined Fermi surface. Moreover the Fermi momentum does not depend on
the interaction potential (it is universal).
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1 Introduction and Main Result

We consider a quantum system of N spinless fermionic particles on the torus T? :=
[0, 27]3. This system is described by the Hamilton operator

N N

J=1 1<j

acting on wave functions in the antisymmetric tensor product L2(T*N) = AN L*(T?).
As the general case with N ~ 10% is too difficult to analyze, we will consider the
asymptotics for particle number N — oo in the mean-field scaling limit introduced by
[20], i.e., we set

1

h:=N75, and A=N"1. (1.2)

The ground state energy of the system is defined as the infimum of the spectrum

Ey :=info(Hy)= inf (¢, Hyy) .
PELZ(T?N)
l[¥[l=1

Any eigenvector of Hy with eigenvalue Fy is called a ground state. In the present paper
we analyze the momentum distribution (i.e., the Fourier transform of the one—particle
reduced density matrix) of the random phase approximation of the ground state.

In the non-interacting case V' = 0, it is well-known that the ground states are given
by Slater determinants comprising N plane waves with different momenta k; € Z? of
minimal kinetic energy |k;[?, i.e.,

N

(xy, T, ..., TN) = \/% det ((273)3/2 eikj-wi) I (1.3)

Jii=1

This is (up to a phase) unique if we impose that the number of particles exactly fills a
ball in momentum space; i. e., if

N = |Bp| for Bp:={kecZ:|k| <kp} withsome kr>0. (1.4)



This means that the Fermi momentum kg scales likd]]
1 . 3\ ° 1
kp = kN3 with K= (4—) +O(N 7 3). (1.5)
T

The set of momenta By is called the Fermi ball. We also define its complement
BS :=7%\ Bp .

As a first step towards including the effects of a non-vanishing interaction poten-
tial V' one may consider the Hartree-Fock approximation. In this approximation, the
expectation value (1, Hyt) is minimized over the choice of N orthonormal orbitals
{pj:j=1,...,N} C L*(T?) in the Slater determinant

1
¢(x17$2>"'axN) - \/ﬁdet (@]('TZ));V,Z:I :

(This is to be compared to the general quantum many-body problem, in which also
linear combinations of Slater determinants are permitted.) In general, the Hartree-
Fock minimizer will not have plane waves as orbitals. However, with our particular
assumptions on the potential, the scaling limit, and the particle number, one can show [2]
Appendix A] that is the (unique up to a phase) Hartree-Fock minimizer. Therefore,
in the Hartree—Fock approximation the momentum distribution is simply

0 for ¢ € Bf

(1.6)
1 for ¢ € By .

(w,aZGqW = {

It is highly non-trivial to understand if this jump in the momentum distribution
survives the presence of an interaction potential, and if it does, how its location and
height are affected by the interaction. In physics, it has become known as Luttinger’s
theorem that “[the] interaction may deform the FS [Fermi surface], but it cannot change
its volume. In the isotropic case, where symmetry requires the F'S to remain a sphere, its
radius must then remain kg (the Fermi momentum of the unperturbed system)” [25]. In
other words, the Fermi momentum is conjectured to be universal, i. e., independent of the
interaction potential V. This is in contrast to the height of the jump, called quasiparticle
weight Z, which generally depends on V. As discussed, the Hartree—Fock approximation
predicts that kg is independent of V', but also that the quasiparticle weight is Z = 1
independent of V. So to observe any effect of the interaction, we have to employ a more
precise approximation for the ground state. In [I], 2, [, &, O] 10, IT] it has been shown
that the ground state energy can be approximated to higher precision using the random
phase approximation, in its formulation as bosonization of particle-hole pair excitations.
Our goal in this paper is to exhibit the prediction of the random phase approximation

In [2], & is defined as (%71')%, so in that notation k = fikp(1 + O(h)).



for the momentum distribution. We will take a trial state constructed by bosonization
and compute the deviation of its momentum distribution from (|1.6)),

0y {(w,agaqw) for ¢ € B§. (.7)

1 — (Y, aza.1) for ¢ € By .
Our trial state is the same as in [Il 2, [4]. Trial states of a similar form have been used
in [10, 11] for mean-field Fermi gases, as well as for dilute Fermi gases in [14 [I8], [19].
We only consider interaction potentials V' that have compactly supported non—negative

Fourier transfor V. Let R > 0 such that supp(V) C Bgr(0). To state our main
theorem, we need to define the set of momenta

Bp(0) N H™ O (Bp — qU B f Be
Cq;:{ r(0) (Br —qUBr+q)  forgeB; (1.8)

Br(0)NnH™ N (Bf —qUBgi+¢q)  forq€ By,
with the northern half-space defined as
H™ = {kER32k3>OOI‘ (k3:0andk2>0) or (]{33:]{?2:0&I1dk'1>0)} . (19)

We adopt the convention that C' is a positive constant (in particular not depending on
N,V or q) but whose value may change from line to line.

Theorem 1.1 (Main Result). Assume that V' has compactly supported non—negative

~

Fourier transform, and let R > 0 such that supp(V)) C Bgr(0). Then, there exists a se-

quence of trial states (vn) C L2(T3N) with particle numbers corresponding to completely
filled Fermi balls as in (1.4) such that

e the sequence of trial states is energetically close to the ground state in the sense
that there exists some o > 0 such that

(Yn, Hytoy) — info(Hy) < CN™57% ; (1.10)
e and for any € > 0 and all momenta q in the set
3 k- q
Q. :=14q€ 7| Pk € Br(0): Tl € (0,¢) (1.11)

its momentum distribution n, can be estimated as

9 0o (12 — )\2 2 4 )2 )2
0<n, <N75 > il/ (v q”“)(ﬁ]ﬁ at) du+€&, (112)
wecamzs 2RIk T Jo 1+ Q" (1)

QThq interaction V' (z—y) being a two-particle multiplication operator, we use the convention V (z) =
D kezs Vi.e?** for its Fourier transform. This is in contrast to wave functions, whose Fourier transform

7777
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where

|k - q (0) ; 1
Mg 1= =, Q, (1) :=27kVj | 1 — parctan | — (1.13)
T [kl ’ ’

and the error term &£ is bounded by

L

E| < Ce'N~i 1 (1.14)

The theorem is proven in Section [I0} based on the strategy explained in Section [3

Remark (Optimality). In the trial state ¢y which we construct in Section , for most
q € Z3, the upper bound in (1.12)) is an equality. The precise meaning of “most” is given
by Proposition [2.1]

As as a measure for the height of the jump at the Fermi surface we define the
quastparticle weight as
Z :=1— sup ny — sup n, .
qEBp qEBP‘E

As a corollary of our main theorem, we obtain an estimate for Z.

Theorem 1.2 (Jump at the Fermi Surface). Under the assumptions of Theorem |1.1
the trial states (¢Yn) C L2(T3N) ezhibit a jump at the Fermi surface, in the sense that

Z>1-CN itis (1.15)

This does not depend on ¢, nor is there any restriction to ¢ € Q.. The proof is given
in Section [10l

The presence of a jump in the momentum distribution (or in other words, a sharply
defined Fermi surface) is a characteristic of the Fermi liquid phase. Fermi liquid theory
was phenomenologically introduced by Landau [23], who argued that the interaction
becomes suppressed due to correlations between particles, resulting in a system that
on mesoscopic scales appears to be composed of extremely weakly interacting fermions
(which share the quantum numbers of the electrons but have, e. g., a renormalized mass).
The possibility of microscopically justifying Fermi liquid theory based on bosonization
of collective modes was suggested by [20, [7].

A rigorous mathematical proof of Fermi liquid theory has been undertaken in a series
of ten technical papers surveyed in [16] in spatial dimension d = 2. This program used
multiscale methods of constructive field theory to construct a convergent perturbation
series. To suppress the superconducting instability, an asymmetric Fermi surface needs
to be assumed; an example was constructed in [I5]. The case d = 3 was partially
analyzed by [13]. In this framework, Salmhofer’s criterion [27] was formulated as a
more precise characterization of the Fermi liquid phase; however, it makes reference to
positive temperature, which we believe unnecessary in the mean-field scaling limit (this
is related to the Kohn—Luttinger instability which we discuss below in Remark @
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Remarks. 1. The condition ¢ € Q.: This avoids A\, < €. As we will see in the proof
of Proposition [10.2, the leading term for n, in scales like N _%)\;}C, whereas
the error & scales like < N‘%‘ﬁ)\;}c. For ¢ € Q. we have /\;,1C < el =001).
Otherwise the best bound would be /\;,1C <N 3

For every q € Z? (actually even q € R?), we have
min{\,x : k € Bg(0), k-q#0} >0, (1.16)

so q € Q. can be achieved by choosing € smaller than the 1. h.s. of . The
set of ¢ € R3 excluded from {#k € Bgr(0) : A\yx € (0,€)} is a union of rays
starting at 0, and converges to the empty set as ¢ — 0. Thus, out of all points
q € Z3 with distance < R to the Fermi surface (i.e., those for which our result
becomes non-trivial), we only exclude a proportion which is O(1) and can
be made arbitrarily small by choosing € small.

2. Physics literature: The momentum distribution in the random phase approxima-
tion has first been computed by Daniel and Vosko in 1960 [12] by a Hellmann-
Feynman argument. In Appendix [B] we compare their result with the leading-order
term in our upper bound in . A modern overview of the physics literature
can be found in [29].

3. Bosonization approximation: Our approach is based on introducing operators for
the creation of particle-hole pairs as in Section [4, These behave approximately as
bosonic creation operators. If we assume them to satisfy eractly bosonic commu-
tator relations then we find the momentum distribution n((]b) as in ; from there
one proceeds with elementary estimates to get . The bosonic computation

is detailed in Section [Bl

4. Diagrammatic evaluation of n,: It is possible to obtain a formula for n, in terms

of Friedrichs diagrams [24, ). The bosonized momentum distribution n{” then
arises by restricting to a dominant subset of diagrams. The next-smaller diagrams
render contributions of order N=!, to be compared to the current error bound
of order N=312. However, no convergence of the diagrammatic expansion
was established, which would be required for a rigorous error bound.

5. One-particle reduced density matriz: If the ground state is translation invariant,
then its one-particle density matrix v(z,y) = (¢, aja,®) (z,y € T?) can also be
written in translation invariant form as v(x — y). Its Fourier transform is then
given by the momentum distribution (¢, aza ).

6. Validity for the ground state: Our result concerns a trial state, not the actual
ground state. It would be very interesting to understand if similar statements holds
for the ground state. This is a very subtle question. It is expected that due to the
Kohn-Luttinger instability the ground state always has a superconducting part
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which smoothens out the jump at the Fermi surface. However, we conjecture that
the Kohn—Luttinger effect affects the momentum distribution only on an extremely
small (even exponentially small) scale. A rigorous proof seems very challenging
because one cannot use a-priori bounds obtainable from the ground state energy;
in fact, a single pair excitation aja; may change the momentum distribution from
(Un, azapn) = 0 to (Yn,azayiy) = 1 at a kinetic energy cost as small as order
h*> = N~%/3; this has to be compared to the resolution of the ground state energy
{D that is only AN~ = N—5@,

1.1 Comparison with the Thermodynamic Limit

The physics literature [12, 21, 22] considers the system in the thermodynamic limit,
where sums over momenta become integrals. Our estimates are not uniform in the
system’s volume, but we can formally extrapolate to the thermodynamic limit.
To do so, we rescale the torus T? to the torus LT = [0,27L]*>. The corresponding
momentum space is L~ 173 and we can replace sums over Z3 by sums over L~1Z3. The
number of momenta in the Fermi ball Br := {k € L™'Z? : |k| < kg} is now

4
N = |By| ~ gkgﬁ . (1.17)

We consider L — oo followed by the high density limit kg — co. The density is

(22)3 - %(1 +O0(ks')) - (1.18)

Setting h := kp', we can define Qg)) (p) via 1} and the r.h.s. of 1) becomes

Z 1 Vi o (u? — )\Z,k)<ﬂ2 + Ai,k)_Q

pi=

nq(kp, L) ~

du . (1.19)

keCinL—173

In Appendix we compute that, with R, := ||¢| — k],

R oo 97 !
| 3V, 1 Ry|k| dp
1 I m _ q . (1.2
Jim g (ke L) /qu‘ka' o Amhkk (1+u2 Ré\k|‘2+u2) 1+ Q1 (1) 2

2 Construction of the Trial State

The definition of the trial state 1y uses second quantization. That means, we extend
the N-particle space L?(T3*") by introducing the fermionic Fock space

F = éELg(T?’") :
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To each momentum mode ¢ € Z3, we assign the plane wave
2 3 R -3 iq-x
fq€ LA(T) fq(x) == (2m) " 2e
and the respective creation and annihilation operators on Fock space
ay = a*(fy) , ag = a(f,)
which satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations (CAR)
{ag,ay} = 0q,q, {ag, a0} ={ag,a,} =0 for all ¢,q' € Z* . (2.1)

The number operator on Fock space is defined as

N = Z g (2.2)

qEZ3

and the vacuum vector is Q := (1,0,0,...) € F, which satisfies a,Q = 0 for all ¢ € Z>.

The trial state As a trial state ¢y € L3(T?*N) C F for Theorem , we use the
state constructed by means of the random phase approximation (in its formulation as
bosonization of particle-hole excitations) in [Il, (4.20)], i.e.,

by = RTS (2.3)

with a particle-hole transformation R : F — F and an almost-bosonic Bogoliubov
transformation 7' : F — F that are both defined below. According to [1, 2, 4], the state
(2.3) is energetically close to the ground state.

The particle-hole transformation The particle-hole transformation is the unitary
operator R : F — F defined by its action on creation operators

a; if ¢ € Bg

m@R:{q

| (2.4)
aq if g € By

and its action on the vacuum
* o *
RQ:= [] a9
k‘jEBF
The latter product is (up to an irrelevant phase ¢™) uniquely defined and one easily
verifies that it is a Slater determinant of plane waves as in (1.3). The particle-hole
transform satisfies R* = R.



Br By

Figure 2: Close-up of a patch: in (2.17), ¢
is an included momentum, whereas g, and
q3 are excluded.

Figure 1: Patches on the Fermi ball in
momentum space, with patch B,, in-
cluding q.

Particle-hole pair operators on patches The key observation [1I, 2, 4] motivating
the choice of T is that after the transformation R, the Hamiltonian H becomes almost
quadratic in some almost-bosonic operators ¢* and c. For their definition we use a
patch decomposition of a shell around the Fermi surface. The general requirements
for that decomposition are described in the following; an example for the construction
of such a patch decomposition was given in [I]. We divide half of the Fermi surface
OBp := {k € R® : |k| = kp} into a number M/2 € N of patches P,, each of surface
area o(P,) = 4nk2/M. The number of patches M is a parameter that will eventually
be chosen as a function of the particle number N, subject to the constraint

1
N? « M < N7 where 0 <6 < 5 (2.5)
We assume that the patches do not degenerate into very long and narrow shapes as
N — o0, or more precisely we assume that always

diam(P,) < CN3 M™% . (2.6)

Inside each P,, we now choose a slightly smaller patch P, such that the distance between
two adjacent patches is at least 2R, that is, twice the interaction radius. By radially
extending P,, we obtain the final patches B, with thickness 2R (see Figure [1)):

R R
Ba;:{rqeR?’:qua,re[1——,1+—H. (2.7)
kg kg
The patches are separated by corridors wider than 2R. To cover also the southern
hemisphere, we define the patch B, i by applying the reflection k — —k to B, .

The center of patch B,, a vector in R?, will be denoted w, € P,, with associated



direction vector @, := w,/|wa|. For any k € Z* N Br(0), we define the index sets

I ={ae{l,.... M} : k-&y, >N},
I, ={ae{l,....M}: k-0, < —N'}, (2.8)
Iy =T} UL, .

Visually speaking, Z; excludes a belt of patches near the equator of the Fermi ball (if
the direction of k is taken as north).

Generally, we assume all momenta k,p, h to be in Z* and do not write this con-
dition under summations. Moreover, we adopt the following convention: whenever a
momentum is denoted by a lowercase p (“particle”), then we abbreviate the condition
p € BEN B, by p: a. Likewise, for a momentum denoted by A (“hole”), the condition
h € Br N B, is abbreviated as h : a. For k € Z* N Bp(0) and a € Z;, we now define
the particle-hole pair creation operator

1 1
* . * ok * %
b (k) = " E Op,htkpdy, = — g Ay, (2.9)
ok pha ok p:pEBENBqo
p—k€BrNBy

with normalization constant n, j defined by

nip =Y Gpnee= Y, 1. (2.10)

p,h:a p:pEBLENBqy
p—k€BrNBg

Observe that if o ¢ Z;F, then b% (k) will usually be an empty sum, in which case we
understand it as the zero operator. (Strictly speaking near the equator the sums may
still contain a small number of summands. The index set Z," is defined such that for
a € Z;" the sum contains a number of summands that grows sufficiently fast as
N — o0; this is quantified in Lemma ) Therefore we introduce the half-ball

[ .= H"" 0 Z% N By(0) (2.11)

with H"" defined in (1.9)), and then, for & € I, define

* +
¢ (k) = b: (k) for a € Ik_ (2.12)
b (—k) foraeZ, .

In Lemma we are going to show that these pair operators satisfy approximately the
canonical commutation relations (CCR) of bosons

[ca(k),cs(O] =0, [ealk), 5(0)] = da,p0k,0 -
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The almost-bosonic Bogoliubov transformation The almost-bosonic Bogoliubov
transformation is the unitary operator on fermionic Fock space T : F — F chosen such
that it would diagonalize an effective quadratic Hamiltonian

het = Y hea(k)

ke nor

pea() = 3 ((D0F) + W) (F)ea(8) + 37 (ko (005 8) + eahlea() ).

a,BE€Ly

if the ¢* and ¢ operators would exactly satisfy the CCR of bosons (see [2, (1.47)]). Here,
D(k), W(k), and W (k) are symmetric matrices in RZ#/*IZx| given in block form

(k) = (d(ok) d(ok)) W= (b(éc) b&)) . W(k) = (b&) b(éc)) :

with the smaller matrices d(k) and b(k) in RIZ %] given by

)= 3 -dnl el b= Y g )(A] . (213)

aEI;: a,BGI,j

where |a) is the a—th canonical basis vector of R%| (and k := k/|k|). We are going to
define T' by the explicit formula which was given in [1I, 2, 4] as

Ti—ed = —% S Y KRas(@B)esk) —he) . (214)

kermer o, BTy

The operator S is anti-selfadjoint (i.e., S* = —S) and the matrix K (k) € RZ>IZl g
defined via

K() = log |, (k)] e
Si(k) := (D(k) + W (k) — W (k)2 E(k) "%, (2.

1
1
(D(k) + W (k) + W(E)(D(k) + W (k) — W(k))%) ’

VI

E(k) = ((D(k) + W (k) = W(k))

This concludes the construction of the trial state.

2.1 Optimality of the Main Result
The upper bound (1.12)) in our main result is sharp if ¢ € Q. (compare (1.11))) is located

in the interior of a patch. The precise statement is as follows, proven in Section [I0]
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Proposition 2.1 (Optimality). Under the assumptions of Theorem whenever q €
Q. is in the interior of a patch B, in the sense that

for q € B, we have Br(q) N Bp C B,, ,

(2.17)
for ¢ € Br we have Br(q) N Bg C B,, ,
(this is represented in Fig.[3) the upper bound (1.12)) becomes an equality:
) V 1 0o 2 )\2 2 +)\2 -2
ng=NT5 Z ﬁ_/ (p q’k)(ljo) o) du+¢&, (2.18)
ez 2HIRIT o 1+Q" ()

where the error term & is bounded as in (|1.14)).

3 Strategy of Proof of the Main Theorem

The statement (1.10) in Theorem [L.1] that iy replicates the ground state energy, was
proven in [I, 2, 4]. So we have to establish the formula (1.12) for the momentum
distribution. This is done in three steps.

Step 1: We employ a bosonization technique as in [2] in order to show that n, is approx-

imately given by a bosonized approximation n((]b). In fact, n, vanishes whenever ¢ is not

inside some patch B, , so we will set n,gb) = 0 in that case. For all other ¢, we will see
that n, amounts to a sum over contributions depending on the momentum exchange k.
The first commutator for the evaluation of this contribution is computed in Lemma

and vanishes whenever k is not inside the set

Br(0) VH™ 1 (((Br N Ba,) —q) U (— (Br N Ba,) +q))

s Nk : k- @a,| > N7°} for ¢ € B§;
Br(0)Nn H™ N (((BEN Ba,) —q) U (— (BEN Ba,) +4))
N{k : |k - @q,] > N~} for ¢ € By .
(3.1)

The reason for using CY is explained after Lemma Note that C? agrees with CY,
defined in and depicted in Fig. 3| up to the exclusion of k such that |k-&,,| < N7°
and the restriction to B, .

We then find the approximate momentum distribution in the exactly bosonic ap-
proximation to be

1 1
b) ._
(P = 5 Z . (cosh(2K (k) — 1), (3.2)
keCanzs o
The final closeness statement n, ~ n((]b) is given in the next theorem. Its proof can be
found in Section Sl
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Figure 3: Left: The set C? consists of two parts which are cut off by the displaced Fermi
surfaces 0B — ¢ and 0Br +¢. Since the figure depicts the local situation around a point
of the very large (the radius of the Fermi ball is of order N'/3) Fermi surface, the piece
of the Fermi surface (in blue) appears flat. Right: The relevant sum over k runs over
the lattice points in CY.

Theorem 3.1 (Bosonized Momentum Distribution). Assume that Vs compactly sup-
ported and non-negative. Then

Ing —niP| < ONTH20 (3.3)

Step 2: We evaluate the hyperbolic cosine of the matrix K (k) in (3.2) by functional
calculus, which brings us close to the final form (1.12). The computation is given in
Section [9] the result is the next proposition.

Proposition 3.2. If g € B,, for some 1 < ay < M, then

hoy 1 W o (W2 =N )AL )

( - d
n 1 (3.4)
v A m2naNE g 1+ Qi)
with
Mo =1k @al ,  Qulp) = Mlk'Zn W+ X0 Aak - (35)
a€I+

Step 3: We approximate the sum within Qx(u) by a surface integral over the half-
sphere, which renders Qx(u) ~ 0) (1). We arrive at a formula resembling (D but
with C? instead of C?. Eq. (1.12) then follows by bounding the contributions from
k € (C?\ C?) NZ3 The computations are done in Section

The key part of our analysis is Step 1, its idea being the following: We evaluate n,
in the trial state 1y = Re™(Q as a Lie-Schwinger series

* — - 1 n/ x
= (Q,esaqaqe 5Q) = E(Q, ad§(agza,)S?) , (3.6)

n=0

13



where ad’y(B) := [4,...[4,[A, B]]...] denotes the n—fold commutator (for n = 0, we
have ad’(B) = B). When computing the first commutator, we find that

ad}g(aZaq) = [S,aza,] ~ c*c" — cc,

where ¢* stands for some generalized pair operator ¢*(g) = >_ ;, g(p, h)aya;, containing
a weight function ¢ : Bf x Bp — C.

In the bosonization approximation we assume that the operators ¢*, ¢ exactly satisfy
canonical commutation relations. In this approximation, we denote the result of the
multi-commutator evaluation as ady ,); precise definitions will be given in .
When computing ady ), we find that

e commuting S ~ (c*c* — cc) with B ~ (¢*¢* — cc) results in [S, B] ~ (¢*c¢ + const),
e commuting S ~ (c¢*c¢* — cc) with B ~ (¢*¢ + const) results in [S, B] ~ (¢*¢* — cc).

So for n > 1, the form of adZy(b) alternates:

(3.7)

n c*c* —cc for n odd
ad ) ~

c*c + const for n even .

Computing the vacuum expectation value (€, ady (b)Q> will only give a nonzero contri-

bution 1f n > 2 and n is even. These contrlbutlons sum up to a cosh—series and render

n{ in
q

The proof of Theorem [3.1] then amounts to showing that the error in this bosonization

approximation is small. This will be done by a bootstrap bound: Applying Duhamel’s

formula, we may express the error |n, — n((]b)| in terms of expectation values in the
parametrized states

&=, te[-1,1]. (3.8)

Employing the lemmas collected in Section [6] we may bound these expectation values
using (&, ata.&;) (see Section . The bootstrapping is then based on the “bootstrap
Lemma” . Initially we know that 0 < (&, a;aeé:) < 1, which we write with r := 0 as

<€t7 a;aq€t> = O(N_T) . (39)
Using this bound within Duhamel’s formula, Lemma provides us with
[ng = n| = (&1, azagér) —ni’| = O(N™") (3.10)

for some r > r. The same bound holds 1f the trial state Re™5Q) is replaced with
Re=5Q). Together with the observation that n{” = O(N-3*%) (and the same if
the trial state is replaced by 1ts t— dependent version), this implies again , but with
an improved exponent nnn{?“ 2 —¢} in place of r. Iteration yields increasing exponents
r’ and r until r = 5 — 0 is reached after a finite number of steps. In that case ' is the
claimed error exponent from Theorem and we have concluded Step 1.
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4 Generalized Pair Operators

Recall the definition (2.12]) of the bosonized pair creation operator ¢ (k). It will be
convenient to use more general pair operators, similar to the weighted pair operators
from [4, Lemma 5.3]. For a function g : Bf X Br — C, we define

¢(g) ==Y gp.Wapar . clg) = glp,h)ana, . (4.1)
pEBEL pEBL
he€Bp h€Byp

We may then identify
1

Spnik—x(p,h:a) faelf
ch(k) =c*(day), where dyi(p,h) = ncl“k (4.2)
phk—X(, h: @) ifael,

Nak

and
X(p,h = @) == XBerB. (P)XBenB. (h) -

In the following, we will adopt the shorthand notation

koifacTd k ifacT
R b LI (4.3)
—k ifael, +k faeZ,

So
1

da,k(pa h) = p,hikn X(p7 h Oé) : (44)

a,k

The generalized pair operators satisfy the following commutation relations.

Lemma 4.1 (Generalized approximate CCR). Consider g,q : Bi x Bp — C. Then

[¢(9),¢(9)] = [¢"(9),¢"(9)] = O (4.5)

and
[c(g9),c"(9)] = (9,9) +E(9,9) (4.6)

where {-,-) is the scalar product on (*(B& X Br), and where

£(g,9) == > 9.m)ip ha)aj,an, — Y g(p1, W)ilpa, hag,ap, - (4.7)
pEBL p1,p2€ B,
hi,ho€Bp he€Bp
Proof. Direct computation using the CAR, (2.1). O]

The generalized pair operators are convenient when evaluating the first commutator

ad}g(a;aq) = [, aja,], which involves [c} (k), aza,].
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Lemma 4.2 (Occupation number of a single mode in ¢ (k)). Let k € I'™", a € T}, and
q € By, for some 1 < ay < M. Then, we have

. . 0 if @ # «
[, (k), aya,] = . o !
—C (gq,k) Zfa = Qy
with 1
9ok (D ) = Ptk kX(p7 b g)(Ong + Opyg) - (4.8)

In particular, [c},(k), ala,] = 0 whenever oy & Ty,
Proof. Direct computation using the CAR, (2.1). O

Note that Lemma motivates the definition of C? in (3.1)), which is chosen such
that [c},(k), a;a,] does not vanish:

e For k ¢ ™" = H™" N Z3N Bg(0), this commutator would not even be defined.

e The condition |k - @q,| > N7 ensures o, € Iy, as otherwise [c,(k), ata,] = 0.

e And finally, k € ( (Béc) NBa,)—q)U(— (Bg”) NB,,)+q) guarantees that the factor
X(p,h : ay) in g,x(p, h) does not vanish. Here, Béc) is either Bf or B depending

on whether ¢ € B or ¢ € Bf.

The simplest case of Lemma 4.1] are the approximate canonical commutation rela-
tions introduced in [I, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 4.3 (Approximate CCR for ¢*,¢). Let k,¢ € ™" and o € Iy, B € Z,. Then,
we have

: 0 ifasp
ealk)och(0] = 1) fo7 (49)
ke + Ealk, 0) ifoo=p
with
5h kéh Y 5h k5h l
ga E{) = — 1,PF 2:PFE x o P1F P2FE % 4.10
0 hzh. N kMat e Zh N, kMol Opatlpn s (4.10)
b,n1,h2a p1,p2,hic
where E,(k, 0)* = E, (L, k).
Proof. Follows from (4.2]) with g = d, and g = ds. O
To compute the iterated commutators ady™ (afa,) = [S,ad§(aa,)] the following

commutator is useful.
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Lemma 4.4. Let k, 0 € '™, a € Iy, ag € Iy, q € B,, and gqy as in (4.8). Then,

0 if o # oy
ca(k), c*(gq0)] = , . 4.11
[ca(k), c*( q )] {5k,zpq,k + Ség)(k’,f) if o = ay ( )
with ]
o xX(gFkeBenBa,) ifaeBp
Pqk = Oéf’k _ (4.12)
- X(qikEBEHB%) if ¢ € Bp
ag,k
and
( ThEBrNBag \ TLeBpNBa, N
_—n%klnaql < (ZJFZGBEHBQS >aq¢zaq¢k - X <q;£ik€g§ﬂBiq>aqaq:Ffik>
_ ifq € By,
gég)(k;, 0) = 1 qFLEBENBay \ « qH0EBENBag | «
T g kagt q+lFkeBpNBa, | YqPattFk — X\ ¢tkeBENB., | YqteTatk
L ’Lf qc BF .
(4.13)

Note also that we have &gg)(k:, k)" = Eq(g)(k:, k).

By X(‘;i’;ggi 253:) we denote the characteristic function of the set of all ¢ € Z?

satisfying both ¢ ¥ k € Br N B,, and ¢ F ¢ € Br N B,,, with the sign of &k and Fk
fixed as defined in (4.3]).

5 Momentum Distribution from Bosonization

Recall that the exact momentum distribution, according to (3.6), is given by

o0

1
ng = Z E(Q, adg(aja,)S2) . (5.1)

n=0
The evaluation of multi-commutators adg(a;a,) results in a rather involved expression.
However, the dominant contribution is obtained pretending that bosonization was exact,
i.e., if we drop the term &,(k, () in the approximate CCR ([(£.9). The exactly bosonic
computation may be found in Lemma [A.T]

*

For n = 0, we choose adg’(b) = a,ay = adg(aq

is exact.
For n > 1, the bosonized multi-commutator adg,(b) is expressed using six types of
terms (A, B, C, D, E, and F). If ¢ € B,, for some 1 < a, < M, we define

a,), so the bosonization approximation

n—1
"lA + B, + B, + Z (n) Chmm if n is even
m=1 m
Ay —~ (n if n is odd,
En+En+2:1<m>Dn—m,m+2:1<m)Fm,n—m n=2s-+1.
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If ¢ is not inside any patch we set ad ,) := 0. With py; from 1} the terms are

A= ) (KK, . pen €C,

keCanz3

B, = Z Z (KU?)n)aq’al ¢ (ggk)Car (K) (5.3)

keCanz3 c1 €Ly

Cowe = > S0 (KW™) o (KR, ook i (K)o (h)

keCanz3 o,a2€L

and

Dy =Y > (KE®™), o (KE™), ok Car(k)cas(k)

keCanz3 a1,a2€Ty

E,i= Y > (K®)"), o Gar)cn k), (5.4)
keCanz3 o1 €l
Fomwi= >, > (K (K)™) o o (KKCR)™) . Pk Coy (R}, (R)

keCanz3 a1,02€Ly

Since p,x is real, and since K (k) is a real and symmetric matrix, we have

AL=A,, C.w=Cum, (5.5)

Dm,m/ == Dm’,m s Fm,m’ = Fm/,m ) D:Kn,m/ = Fm’,m . (56)

Replacing adg(aga,) by adg ) in ‘) yields the bosonization approximation nf]b): If
q € B,, for some 1 < oy < M, thenf’

>~ 1 . > 92m—1 >, 92m—1 2m
Z E<Q’adq:(b)9> - Z (2m)' <Q’A2mQ> - Z <2m)| Z (K(k) )aqvaqpq’k
n=0 m=1 m=1 keCanz3
1 1
=5 Z — (cosh(2K (k)) — 1)a o = néb) : (5.7)
keGorzs | Qak

Otherwise, ady ) = néb) = 0. Both agrees with 1)

6 Controlling the Bosonization Error

In this section we compile the basic estimates required to control the bosonization.

Lemma 6.1 (Bound on Powers of K). Suppose that V is non-negative. Then there is
C > 0 such that for all k € I™", a, B € I}, and n € N, we have

(K (k)")asl < (CVi)"M ™" (6.1)

3Note that k € C2 N Z3 enforces oy € I, so the denominator nimk does not vanish.
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Proof. This follows using [4, Lemma 7.1], which states that |K (k)] < CViM~'. O
The small quantity controlling the bosonization approximation is n;}k.

Lemma 6.2 (Bounds on n,y). For all k € '™ and o € I); we have

“SM"7 . (6.2)

ol

Nar > Cn, for n:=N

Proof. This is just [I, Eq. (3.18)]. (In [1] it is assumed that M = N3¢ with e > 0. We
only assume M > N?% but the proof remains true.) O

By 1) we conclude that n — oo as N — oo at least as fast asn > CN 3

Next, we compile estimates on the bosonization errors &, (k, ¢) defined in (4.10) and
Ség)(k, ?) defined in (4.13)), which are partly based on [I, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 6.3 (Bounds on &, and £9). Let k. ¢ € T, a,a, € Ty NIy, and q € B,
Then for all b € F we have, for all choiceﬁ of t € {-, %},

2 2
1€k, 05| < NV, [ED (K, 0| < ———|¥ll,  (6.3)
Na, kMol ag,kbag,l
and o
> sk, 0PI < SN Ep? (6.4)
BELILNLy

Note that 5,59 ) (k, 0)* satisfies a sharper bound than &, (k, €)%, not requiring the number
operator N on the r.h.s. because (4.13)) does not contain any sum.

Proof. The first bound in (6.3)) was already given in [I, Lemma 4.1] for &,(k,¢). The
statement then follows for &, (k, ()" = E,(¢, k).

For the bound on & (k, £)* in (6.3), recall the definition (4.13) of £ (k, ¢) and use
the operator norm bound Hag,Hop <1

It remains to establish (6.4)). Eq. (4.10]) renders
2 keBrNB * 2
> etk v S Y (H S (s s (65)
p:B

2 2
ng .n
BELKNLy BeT, NI, Bk"BL .
htkeBENBg 2
F *
T H Z X(hiﬁeBgﬂBﬁ>ahieahika :
h:3

4The meaning of f as “adjoint” or “non adjoint” may vary between every appearance of the symbol,
even within the same formula; we mean that the statement holds for all possible combinations.
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Let us introduce the set Sz :={p: B | pFk € BN Bg and pF ¢ € Br N Bg}. The first
term in (/6.5 then becomes

| > ertyit]| < (Z ||ap¢eap¢w||)
BeIk 7, Bk

<y 22n2 (21)(Zua;ﬂamwu2) > > gzt

BELLNLy n,Bk‘ o4 pGSg p€55 BeTLNT, ,Bk B, pes
c 2 2
<Y Tl < SNl
BELNLy pGSﬁ
where we used the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, > s 1 < min{n3 ,,n3,} < ngrnge
and ||CL§L||Op < 1. The second term on the r.h.s. of (6.5) is bounded analogously and the
proof for E5(k, 0)* = Es(¢, k) works the same way. O

In the trial state & € F from 1} the estimate 1' for Ség)(k,é) is far from
optimal: ||aﬁq,||Op < 1 means that we bound the ¢g—mode as if it was fully occupied.
This yields the “initial bootstrap bound” (&, aja,&;) = O(N™") with = 0. We then

iteratively apply the next lemma to improve the exponent up to r = % — 4.

Lemma 6.4 (Bootstrap Bounds on £9). Let k, ¢ € T, o, € I N Ly, and q € B,
Assume that there is r > 0 such that for allt € [—1,1] and all ¢ € Z? it is known that
(with C independent of t,q’)

(& apag&) <CNT. (6.6)
Then (with t € {-,%}) for all t € [—1,1] we have

I ——— ©.7)

Ny, kMag L

Proof. From and using [|a}||o, = 1 we have

1 N *
162 (k, 061 < - —— (lagzeagmrill + llagasesiéil]
Qgq, 1 g, (6-8)
< - .
- naqyknaq,f (Haq:Fké't“ + ||aq$eik§t||)

By the bootstrap assumption, [lag&l| = (&, ajay &)z < CN~2, which renders the
desired bound for ||€(§g)(k:, 0)&;]]. Analogously one estimates ||8¢§g)(k,€)*£t||. O

We will also need to bound the c¢*, c-operators. For this purpose, we adopt the gapped
number operator from [2, Eq. (5.6)]. (In the present paper we could generally use the
standard number operator N' = qe78 UqQq Instead of the gapped number operator, but
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in view of future generalizations we go through the little extra work of getting bounds
in terms of the gapped number operator.) With x defined in (1.5]) let

e(q) = |R?lq|* — K|

and define the d—gap as the following shell around the Fermi sphere:

1
G := {q €7 e(q) < ZN_%_(S} : (6.9)
Then the gapped number operator is defined as
Ni= > aa,. (6.10)
q€Z3\G

Lemma 6.5 (Bounds for ¢*,¢). Let k € ™" and consider a family of bounded functions
(9 pez, with g : B& x Bp — R such that

supp(9') C {(p,h: ) :p=h+k}.

Then for all f € (*(Z};) we have

| 3 a0 )e]| < 1171 masx (masllg@le) [ + 13

a€Ty

Y

A (6.11)
| > Faclg )| < 11l max (mllgllo) NG
In particular
| S facatme]| < 0PIl s+ 20, | 30 facalhe]| < IFIaINGEI . (6.12)
acly a€ly

Proof. For 1) see [2, Lemma 5.4] (note that in [2], a factor of n_} is included in the
definition of ¢*(g) instead of the weight function g). The bounds (6.12) follow setting
g\ = d, 1, defined in (4.4)). O]

Analogous bounds could be derived for the operators ¢*(g,), which just differ from
cgq(k) by an additional factor of (0, + d4.1), see (4.8). However, these Kronecker deltas
significantly reduce the number of summands, from ~ n,, , to ~ 1. Accordingly the
following lemma provides sharper bounds on ¢*(g,x). In particular, applied to & one
may achieve an even better bound depending on (&, Ay ay &), which will also be used in
the bootstrap argument.

Lemma 6.6 (Bootstrap Bounds on c¢*,c). Let k € I, oy € I}, and q € B,,,. Let gq,
be defined as in (4.8)). Then for all € F and any choice § € {-, %} we have

(g9l < —— (613)

g,k
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Further, suppose there isr > 0 and C' > 0 such that for allt € [—1,1] and all ¢ € 73
we have

(& agag&) <CN™". (6.14)
Then there exists C' > 0 such that for all t € [—1,1] we have
¢
[e(gqn)éell < kN 2 (6.15)

We caution the reader that a bound like (6.15])) does not hold for ¢*(g,x).
Proof. Statement (6.13) follows from definition (4.8) and [|a}|lop < 1: For ¢ € B

1 1 1
* < ——Iata; < = : 6.16
I (90018 < ol < 2 ll = (6.16)
The same argument applies to ¢ € By and ||c(gq.x)& |-
Concerning the stronger bound (/6.15)), in case ¢ € Bg, we start again from
1 1 .
lc(gqn)éell < " k”“q:pk%ft” ~ 0 k\/<€t7aqaq¥kaq:|:kaq§t> : (6.17)
Qgq, 2
Using ag—aqzr < 1 we get
1 N 1 =
||C(gq,k)€t” S <€taaqaq€t> S CN-".
Nak Nk
The case ¢ € By is treated analogously. O]

Finally, we also need to bound combinations of ¢*, c— and &,—operators.

Lemma 6.7 (Bounds on Combinations of ¢*, ¢ and Ea). Let k0 € T € 1,5 €
Iy, NIy and suppose that V' is non-negative. Then there is C > 0 such that for all
n,m € N and all choices of § € {-,*} we have

| S0 RO s OO, 00| < CEN 7y
8T,

. (6.18)
| S 0 o0 st 076 00| < ENTD gy
8t 0,
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Proof. To establish the first bound, we use N < A and the fact that £5(k, £)* commutes
with A

D (B (R ags (K (0)™)asch (OEs(k, O
|

a€ly
BELLNZy
<3 UK oyl SO s Ok, 00|
BELLNZ, a€ly
16.12)
S I gl (X 1Ol NN + D2k, 0%
BELLNIy a€ly

and now using (6.1)) we obtain

< (CV™MCV)™ M5 3" [[E5(k, 0N +1)70|

BELNLy

< (CV)™(CVo)™ M~ s( > 1) < 3 ||gﬁ(k’g)ﬁ(/\/+1)§¢||2>é

BELLNIy BELINLy
(©-4) .
< OV (CV)™ MW+ Dyl (6.19)

For the second line of (6.18)), we start with

| 3 (0 s (KOs, 03 (0

(6.20)

> (KR a0 )aplEs (k. 0%, (01|

The first term is bounded by (6.19). Within the second term, the commutator can be
explicitly evaluated:

[E5(k, k), Ca(k”)]

_ (o)
== (E g W ansrransnrr = G0 o (D) aprn tyzrsn, | S

Na kMo k! Mo, k'

P
with
h+k"e€B.NB§ pFk” € BoNBr
(0% (0%
,ik), wi(h) = x| htkeBanBg | | gx(g k), w(p) == x| pFREBanBy ) . (6.21)
o htk'Fke BoNBp R pFk'£keBoNBE
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The three commutators for different choices of § € {-,*} can easily be deduced via
Es(k, 0)* = E3(0, k) and [Es(k, 0)*, ca(0)*] = —([E5(k, L), ca(f)])*. If in both instances
f = * is chosen, we can bound

|32 Ko s KO plEs 0" oo

OéEI@
BELLNI,
(K(k)n)a 70¢(K(€)m)a7a [0} * * « * *
< H Z nq n2 (Z flg,f?é(h)ah:tk;kahj:e - Z gl(g,e),e(p)%;eikap;e)?/)H :
a€ZNZy ok, h:a pia

To control the a*a*~term (or aa—term later on), we use the following elementary bounds
for f € (*(Z? x Z?), which are established as in [5, Lemma 3.1]:

| > stk k)i aie]| < 2071000 + 130

k1 ko €23 1 (6.22)
| >tk k)anany| < 1FLINF
k1,k2€Z3
Introducing the functions
X(h : Oé) n m o3
Jraesr(h) = D7 = e (K (K)o o (B (K)o (B)
a€TNT, a,klba k! Tl K
X(p: @) (6.23)
Gewwr(p) =Y — (K (R)")aga (B (K)™ a0 i (P)
N kMo k' Mooy
aE€LNLy ’ ’ ’
we may then estimate
| >0 K0 e (O aslEah, 0", a0
aEIZ
BELINIy
* * % % 6-24
< ‘ Z fk,é,ﬁ(h)ah:tfq:kahiede + H Z gkx,é(p)%:peik%;mH (6:24)
heBr pEBL

1
< 2(|| freellz + Nlgreell2) [N + 1)z,

where in the last line we used (6.22) with f(h+lFk, h£l) = free(h), so || fll2 = || fr.eell2,
and f(pF LEk,pF ) = gree(h), o [|flla = [|greell2- To estimate || fyeell2, note that

a ¥ & — _
M <1 = freeB)] < (CV)MOV)™ 3 M 2. (6.25)

Further, the support of f; ., only contains holes with a distance < R to the Fermi
surface 0By, whose surface area is of order N 5. Thus

| frecells < (CV) (CVe)™ =M ~2[supp( fiee) |2

! % L - - ) (6.26
< (CV)M OV M 2N = (V)M OV ™ M N4 )
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The same bound applies to ||gie¢|l2. Therefore, the second term on the r.h.s. of (6.20)
for § = * is bounded by

| >0 K0 e (O aslEah, 0" a0
ST, (6.27)
< OV (CV)™ M N TSP (W + 1)29

Since § < ¢ < 5 and (N + 1)z < (N + 1), this is smaller than the required bound in

the second line of (6.18). So we established the second line of (6.18) for § = * in both
places. The bound for the three other choices of § € {-, *} is obtained analogously. [

We need to show that the products of N5 and N appearing in the previous lemma are
essentially invariant under conjugation with the approximate Bogoliubov transformation
e~ introduced in . This is the content of the following lemma, which was partly
already given in |2, Lemma 7.2].

Lemma 6.8 (Stability of Number Operators). Assume that V s compactly supported
and non-negative. Then for all m € Ny there exists C,,, > 0 such that for all t € [—1,1]

SN 4+ 1)me < eIl N+ 1)™
B(Ns + DN + 1)me™ < O ING + DNV +1)™ (6.28)
(N + 1)me ™ < eOmltl(NG 4 1)

The proof is based on Gronwall’s lemma and will be given further down since it
employs Lemmas and [6.10] Recall from (6.10) that N counts fermions outside the

gap G ={q€Z:¢(q) < %N’%’J}. Let us write
G* =7\ G .

For j e N, k € I'") and « € Zj, we define the non-negative auxiliary weight functions

0 ) = 0, P () () (6.29)

o,k

Comparing with 1} and 1) note that géa’k) = dq, Which is just the weight function
of co(k) = c(dai)-

Lemma 6.9. Let k € I™" and o € Z,. Then, for any j € Ny and a € R, we have

WG+ a, ¢ (g™ = (g ) - (6.30)
Further, for all m € N,
(N5 +a)™, " (g5™")]
= (_1)Z+1(€)(M+a)mg*g]+€ Z( > *g]_;’_g (N§+Cl> ( )
=1 (=1
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Proof. The first commutator can be computed directly to be

a,k * o,k
s +a,c <g§ ))] = NG, " (gy™)]
= Z Z Op ek )+ ch(h))ﬁ ([aqaq,ap}ah +ap[aqaq,ah])
q€Ge p,h:« ok
hik j - . % 6.32
= 303 P () + o ) o) G+ Bnaga) O
qu3pha
hﬁ:k: i+1 4 s
= Z O (xge(p) + xg= ()" asay, .
p,h:a

The second commutator can be proved by induction. For brevity we only write the
case a = 0, the generalization to a # 0 is trivial. The case m = 1 is just . For
the inductive step from m — 1 to m we have, with the help of the recursion relation for
binomial coefficients,

IV, (98] = IV, ()G + N ING, ¢ (93]
— 1 N N
= Z(_]‘)E—i_l mg )Nm = *(g](+£€))./\/;$ Nm ! *<g]+f))
/=1
m—1

_]' m—1— k JC m— £ k
DN N 58 = a5 0) < Nl

I
~
Ding

|

[u—

~

+

=

/\/\/\/\
3
~

= /+1 m— m—~{ * Otk) — €+1 m m— Z x( (k) (633)
:Z(_l) Y/ )N j+f +Z <€_1)N ( ]+£ )
=1 =1
m—1
m—~L0 x/ (o.k m m —1 w0 (a,k
=SS (et + o (et
=1
— m m—~_0 a,k
_ Z(_1)£+1(£)M » <g](+£)) _
=1
The second expression in ([6.31)) is obtained analogously. ]

The next lemma generalizes estimates from [2] Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4].

Lemma 6.10. Let k € I’ and o € Iy, and suppose that Vs non-negative. Then there
ezists C > 0 such that for all s € R and all a > 0 we have

|+ 0y 3= Kk)ases (k)
BELy
_ [OUME|(N +a) iy if s >0 (6.34)
CVkM_%||N5§(/\/;5+CL—2)S¢H if s <0
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and

[N+ @) 37 K)ases ()|

BELy
- ! 1 6.35
_[ORM0G a2l 20 o)
CViM~3[|[(Ns + 13N +a)l|  if s <0
Moreover for j € Ny we have

./ (a 3-21 M[|(N + a) 29| if s>0
>IN + a)*e(gi™)wl| < { P o (6.36)

=t 3-22M2|INF (N5 +a—2)%|| ifs<O0.

Proof. To establish (6.34)), we use f3 € (*(Z;) to denote fs() := K(k)qa,5. We use the
spectral decomposition Ny = > Nyen, NoPny, where Py, are the orthogonal projections
on the corresponding spectral subspaces. By orthogonality of the spectral subspaces,
we can pull the sum over Ny out of the norm squares. So for both choices of § € {-, %}

H(Aﬁ;m)s S fﬂcg(k)@z)H S H (N5 + a)* Py, Z Foch (k ¢H

BETy Ns€No

Z HZ (Ns + a) PN(;Zf,Bcﬂ PN(;iAwH

NseNg A=0

In the second step we inserted vien, Py = 1d between cﬁﬁ(k:) and ; since cﬁﬁ(k)
annihilates or creates between 0 and 2 particles in G° there are only three non-vanishing
contributions, which we wrote using the sum over A := £(Nj— Nj). We used Py 1 to
denote Py, for the case cﬁﬁ(k) = cg(k), and to denote Py,_a for the case cuﬁ(k) = cj(k).

To pull also the sum over A out of the norm squares we use that by the Cauchy—
Schwartz inequality (31, ¢;)* <n Y21, ¢ for all ¢; > 0 and all n € N. Thus

H/V;;-i—a ngcﬂ wH <3ZZN5+CL28

Bel-k N5€N0 A=0

§3 Z Z(N(s—l—a)%

NseNg A=0

P Z fﬁcﬁ PN(;iAwH
(6.37)

2
BC%(k‘)PNaiMﬁH

The application of (6.12]) to cﬁﬁ(k) = cg(k) now renders

2
|5+ 3 o] <3 30 STV + @) AIRINE P s

BELy NsENog A=0
9Ifll3 H(Na +a) if s >0
90 f1I3 ||N2(N5+a_2) V2 ifs<0.
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By Lemma [6.1] we have

I£13 = 1K (B)a I3 = D [K(k)apsl* < M(CVM™)? = C2VEM ™ (6.38)
BELy

This concludes the proof of the first estimate (6.34)).
The estimate (6.35)) is obtained analogously by applying (6.12]) to c%(k) = cj(k).

|+ S sacsbyo] <8 30 TN+ @) IFIBING + 1) Py, a0l

IBEIk N(;GN() A=0
_ JOUFIBING +a+2)* 29| if s>0
IFII2INs + 1)E(Ns +a)*)|2  ifs<O0.

To prove ([6.36)) we proceed similarly as in [2, Proof of Lemma 5.3]:

otk (Xae (p) + XQC(h))j(Né + a)’anayt

15 + a)*c(gi™ )l =

< Z%hik” (N5 + a)*anapt||
Mok p,h:a
1 1 (6.39)
< o (Z 5p hik) (Z 5p,hikH(N6 + G)Sahap¢“2>
it p,h:a p,h:a

=927 (Z Op, et || (N5 + G)sahap?DHZ) )

ph:a

where we used the definition (2.10)) of n, ;. Employing again the spectral decomposition
of Ns, proceeding exactly as for the first part of the lemma, this implies

2

NG + a)e(g ™)l < 22 S 5,,,,&,6)] S™ (N5 +a)* Py,ana, Pyt

p,h:a Ns,N5eNg

2
| 2
= 2% E 5p,hj:kH E E (N5 + G)SPNaahapPNa+A¢"

Jhia NseNg A=0
g T (6.40)

2
<327 pner Yy (Ns+a)™ > || Pysanap Py, at||?
A=0

ph:a NsE€Ng

2
<3.2% Z Z(Na + a)* Z Sphtk || anay Py atl||?

Ns€eNg A=0 p.h:a
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The condition « € Ty, by a geometric consideration given in [2, Proof of Lemma 5.3],
implies that at least one of the two momenta p and h are outside the gap G, and therefore

> Spnsrllanay Prgratl® < Y llagPrgrat|? - (6.41)
p7h:a qEBamgC
Thus
2
>IN +ayelg el <3-293 N (N5 +a)* Y0 D llagPrgsad|?

a€ly Ns A=0 a€Z g€ BoNG®

2
<3-293 N (N5 +a)* Y (Prnyyath, aja,Pryat)

Ns A=0 qege

2
. 1
=329 ") (N5 + a)*|NZ Py,cath|?

N5 A=0

2
<3273 N NF (Vs +a— A) Py st

A=0 Nj

< 929 max { A (VG + a)" 0 %, NG (A5 +a— 20|}

By the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality we obtain

S IAG + a)e(g ™)) < ( 3 1) : ( S+ a>5c<g§“"“>>wn2)

1
2

OcEIk OcEIk aEIk
3 2 Mz ||(Ns 4 a) 21 if s >0
. 1
T3 29 MNE N +a—2)%  ifs<0.

This is the intended inequality. ]

Proof of Lemma[0.8 The first two estimates are given in [2, Lemma 7.2]. The proof for
the third estimate is similar: consider the function

fnl) = (¥, ¥ (NG + 1)) . (6.42)

Our goal is to establish |0 f(t)| < ¢fmn(t), so that Gronwall’s lemma implies the in-
tended f,,(t) < el f,,(0). For brevity, we write ¢, := e~*51. The derivative is

Orfn(t) = (1, [S, (N5 + 1))
=Re Y N K(K)aslon [N + D), ca(R)cs (K)o . (6:43)

kernor o, BT,
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Using (6.31) and the symmetry K(k)a 3 = K(k)ga, we get

00
< | X KRaslon (I + D™ (k)les k) + ca(R)ING + 1™, (k)] ) )

kermer ' o, BeTy,

<2 Z( )) > K(kaplon e (g N + )" e (ko)

kelmor j=1 a,B€T;
+ Y K(K)ap(ern c(k)e (g NG + 1))
a,BELy
< TSN T KWaalone @0+ 1" 16
keFﬂofJ 1 o,BETLy,

| 3 KWaston e @)W + 1m0,

a,BETy

) . (6.44)

The first absolute value on the r.h.s. of (6.44]) is bounded using Lemma |6.10) E We split

(N5 + 1) = (N5 +1)" (N5 + 1)* where r,s € [0, — 1]. An appropriate choice of r

and s is always possible, since 0 < m — j < m — 1. We conclude that

|3 K Raslon e (0NN + 1) (ko)

o,BET

< DN + 1)) ma | (NG +1)" D K (k)ar o5 (k)

a€Ty BETy

1
S5 + 17 (g ) gull CVRM 3 |[(N; + 3)* 3

a€Zy

CVi2I[[(Ns + 1) 26, |||(Ns + 3)*+ 2|

< ka2j<¢ta (N5 +3)" ) .

(6.45)

(6.36)
<

Thus there exists C,, > 0 such that the first absolute value of the r.h.s. of is
bounded by C, fn(1).

The second absolute value on the r.h.s. of is bounded similarly, with the
difference that c*(gj(.a’k)) must be moved to the left in order to apply (6.36]). This is

easily done using [cg(k),c*(g](-a’k))] = 0. In the following, for j < m, we pick any
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m—

—1] and estimate

36[%

|3 K (Ras bR @™ NG + 1))

a,BETy
< D max |(e(g)™) b D K (ko565 (k) (N5 + 1))
a€Ty BELy
<) W+ 1>Sc<g§“”“>>¢tu
a€Ly
x ma (WG + 17 Y K(Raracs ()G + 17| (646)
BELy

>IN +3)°clg\ ™) o ICVM 2 [[(N5 + 1) =gy

O(GIk
6.36

< CVR2||(NG + 1)° 26| (NG + 3)™ 90|
< CVi2 (¢r, (N5 + 3)"r) .

In case j = m, we immediately get with (6.34]) and (6.36)):

|7 K(R)aslon k) (9o < D llels! ebtllmaxHZK w.53(K)01

a,ﬁel'k OéEIk

< C’Vk2jH./\/5%¢t||H(,/\/5 + 2)%@” < Cvk2j<¢ta (N5 +2)"¢y) 0

We also need bounds on combinations of Nj— and £9-operators. The following
lemma is the analogue of Lemma [6.4]

Lemma 6.11 (Bootstrap Bound on ./\f(sl/25(9)). Let k.0 € T, a, € Iy N1y, and
q € Ba,. Suppose that V' is non-negative and has compact support. Suppose there is
0 <7 < 7Tmax < 00 and C > 0 such that for all t € [—-1,1] and ¢’ € Z3 we have

(&, apa,&) <ON™". (6.47)

Then, for all € > 0, there exists c. > 0, independent of r (but possibly depending on
Tmax ), Such that for all t € [—1,1] we have, for both choices of § € {-,*}, the bound

cg|t\ ,
[ 5<g (k, 0| < O—F N5+ (6.48)

Moy, kMg 0

Remark. The assumption r < 7., is required so that we can take ¢, independent of
r. The proof of Lemma [6.11] employs an iterative procedure on r. The upper bound
r < rmax makes sure that both the number of iteration steps and c. stay bounded. Later

2 ig a suitable choice.

we will see that ry. = 5
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Proof. By the Cauchy—-Schwartz inequality, for all a > 0 we have
INGED (K, 06| = (£ (k. 06 NF*E (k. 0)P6) =

, ) (6.49)
< ([ E9) k06|12 NG (e 0G|
Applying this n times to HN(;%S(g)(k: 0)%&|| yields
NG E9 (K, 6] < 1€ (K, QR NG €0 (0, 0P
- - - 9—n (6.50)
< [lE8 (k, 0Pl (€W (k, NG 60l + ||w3 O (k, 0F16 )
The first norm on the r.h.s. of (6.50) is bounded by Lemma [6.4}
ro\ 1277
- CN~2
(9) e I1-27" < 51
ek el < (L) (651

For the second norm, we use and then the stability of number operators under
conjugation from Lemma [6.8] (and & = Q, ||2]] = 1), yielding
. e LConlt|
e, NG < N < e (65)
Finally, for the third norm, we explicitly evaluate the commutator in the case ¢ € B
and EY(k, 0)F = €Y (k,0), using for the latter its explicit formula (4.13). (The cases
q € By and Eég)(k, 0)* are treated the same way.) We find

]_ n—1 * n—1 *
——— (INZ" el + NG agagresiléill)

og,kltog,l

INE" T ED (K, 0)]&]| <

Depending on whether the momenta ¢ F ¢ and ¢ F k lie inside the gap Gs, the first
commutator norm amounts to either 0 or

ING, dprpaqerléel] = llagpeaqze (N5 1) = NG G| < 2[(Ns+1)* &l . (6.53)
The same holds for the second commutator norm. Applying Lemma we find
46%02n|t‘

IV, ED (R, D)) < ——— . (6.54)

Moy, kMag e

Plugging the estimates (6.51)), (6.52)), and (6.54)) into (6.50) renders

: 1 1-27 1 - 2—n
N2EgW) k, ¢ <~ (CNz <6€§CQn\t|HVH1>
NG &7 (k, 0)& ] < naq,knaq,fz( ?)
< ;Cldinern(bg(@*%%n|t\||V||1)Nf%+2*”*1r .
— naq7knaq7£

Choosing n large enough, such that 27" 'r .. < e (which implies 27" < &), we
obtain the desired bound. O
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7 Controlling the Bosonized Terms

We now use the bounds from the previous section to derive estimates on the expectation
values of ady ), defined in |D and on the commutation error

Eng =15, adg"zbl)] —ady ) neN. (7.1)

Lemma 7.1 (Bound on the Commutation Error). Suppose there is r € [0, 2] such that
for allt € [-1,1] and ¢’ € Z3 we have (with C independent of t,q’)

(& agrag&) < CN™". (7.2)

Further, suppose that V s non-negative and compactly supported. Then, there exist
constants ¢o, €5 > 0, such that

(€ Engbe)] < ca@peCltl N-3+397 (7.3)
foralln,N € N andt € [-1,1].

Remark. Later in (8.5)), we will take an infinite sum over n of error bounds like ([7.3]).
To ensure convergence, it is important to track the dependence of constants on n. For
this reason, we introduced the separate constants ¢y, €. Further, in the following C' is
not only independent of N,V and ¢ but also of n and m.

Proof. 1f q is not inside any patch, then the statement is trivial since ad”( p=0= ady (
thus also &, , = 0. So we may assume that ¢ € B, for some 1 < o, < M. Recall that
ad ) is given by A, B, and C (for even n) or D, E and F' (for odd n) as defined in

and . We deﬁne

EN =[5, A, =
EP) :=1[5,B,)— Dy — Ept
& m =15, Cocm] = Domnton — Focmmsn -
EL) =15 Dol = Ayt — Crmitn — Crmi '
gqu) [ ] n+1 Cn,l - Bn+1

gr(zi)m,m = [Sa Fn—m,m] - An—l—l - Cn—m-l—l,m - Cn—m,m+1 .

(In the proof of Lemma we will see that the subtracted terms, such as D,, 1 + E,,
for £P), are the bosonization approximation of the commutators. So &(LA), cee &Sﬂm
are the deviations from the bosonization approximation.) Then we may express the

commutation error for n > 1 as

—

n—

géB) + (5,(18))* + (n)&(%c*)mm for n : even
m bl

1

(7.5)
P + (£F))" + ( )nmm+2( )&anm for 1 : odd ,

e

5n+17q =
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where n = 2s + 1 for odd n. For n = 0, we have & = 0, since ad;(b) = [S,aa,] =

[S, adgy(b)] (see also Appendix .

Bounding £): Recall that K (k) is symmetric and that k € C? implies oy € Ij,. For this

proof, let us adopt the convention that ), denotes a sum over k € C?N Z? and Dow @
sum over all k' € I such that o, € Zjy. A straightforward computation starting from

the definitions (5.3 and (5.4) and using Lemmas and renders

|<5t7€n gt |_ Z Z aaq )n)aq,al

kk" acZy,
a1 EIk

X (&, (ca(KNEL (K k)cay (k) + E (K k)ca(k')cay (K)) &)

433 3 KW)ealK () )y

kK" a€ly,
ﬁGIkﬂIk/

X (&0 (" (ga)ca(K)Es(k, k) + ¢ (gq0)Ea(k, K )l (K) &) | -

By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
|<§t,5(3)&>|

Z‘ aq,ac gt ‘ Z aq a1 (k/ )Cal( )gt
kk"  a€l
33| Z K (K )y (K)ED K k)€ ‘ S (K ()" agas o ()6
kk’ a€l a1 €Ty
+§Z||c<gq,k>@||] > KU (R a5 () sk, K& (7.6)
ke k! a€T,

BELLNL,,

P el X K W)as (KR ), sah, K)es (R

kK’ o€l
BEL NZy,

— (1) + (I®) 4+ (D)) + (V) .

We start with bounding (II'?), which is slightly easier than bounding (I®)). We apply
Lemma [6.5

(i Z (K Ve Nl ([ (NG + 1)L K )&l 1K (B) a2 NG| - (7.7)
o k!
Lemma [6.1] yields

N
-

K)o 2 = <Z|<K<k>n>w|2> < (MEGP M) < (VM (78)
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The second factor containing Nj is controlled using Lemma

}|N &F <, @S (NG + 1)e5Q) < (Q, T NG + 1)) = ClH (7.9)

In the first factor containing N5 in (7.7]), we apply Lemmas and together with
Nagk = Cn to get, for an arbitrarily small € > 0 and some ¢, > 0 depending on &,

cet] .
5+ DREPE, K6 = A€W K6 + 0 K kel < O N
(7.10)
So finally, choosing a fixed € > 0 small enough,
(1) < ey (CV) (CVi)n > M I N2 (7.11)
%

(Note that c. is independent of r,t,¢ and n.)
In (I(B)) using Lemmas [6.1| and , the first norm can be bounded by

H Z aq ac )ft

a€l,,

<K (K Yoy NIl (N5 + 1)2&]| < CVe M2V (7.12)

For the second norm in (I®)), we have

| 3 (K)o, 0 R, () (7.13)
<) 2 (K g WED K KNG +HZ "Vogor €0 (K K). o ()&

The first norm on the 1. h.s. is bounded just as the second norm in (II®)) by

| S B0 oron WEL K. R

a1 €Ty

< e OV 2 M TIN5 (7.14)

For the second norm on the r. h.s. in order to control the commutator term, we use the
explicit form of 8(9)(k’ k) as in . We restrict to the case ¢ € B (¢ € By can be
treated analogously) and use that [5 (k’ k), ct (k)] = 0 whenever o # ay:

H Z "ag Sg)(k/ k), ca, (k))&

a1 €Ty
< (CV)"MH|[E (K k). ca, (k))&

(CVe)" M~ . )
< 2 (lagritemy apnayléoll + gz, apenay i)

ag.k' gk pioyg

(CVi) M~
=T 2 (llagrrragsell + ||aqrrtr aqrréel)

naqﬁknaq,k/
< (CVi)"n Mt (7.15)
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By definition || of n, 1’ scales like n™3M 1 = n*ZM_%N_éJ“%, whereas 1)
scales like n™2M "2 N~5%. Since r < %, remembering the factor 1) and fixing some
€< g, we have the common bound

(1) < M3V (CTh)n 2 M N-5t+5 (7.16)

kK

Concerning (ITI#)), the second norm is bounded by Lemma as
| > KW)as K () oy (W) stk k)& | < (CTRM(CTin™ MV + )&

OéEIk/
BeIkﬂIk/

Estimating the first norm in (III*®)) with (6.15), we obtain

() <D (CV)"(CVie)n > M N 73|V + 1)) - (7.17)

k&

By Lemma [6.8 we have

[V + D& = (e (N + 1)2e79Q) < HQ, (N +1)%Q) < eClf (7.18)
Consequently
(IIP) < MY “(CV)" (CVi)n > M ' N5 . (7.19)
kK’

The term (IV(B )) is bounded analogously by

(IV®) < MY (O (CVin? MINTE (7.20)

kK
We add up all four contributions to &P and get
s
2

(6 EPEN] < 1 SOV (T2 M—IN=5+
k,k!

(7.21)

The same bound applies to (&, (STEB))*&)] = |{&, S,SB)ftH.
Bounding £(“): As before, from the definitions 1} and 1' using Lemmasand ,
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we obtain

|<§t’ n— mmgt | - Z Z K k)n_m)aqﬁ(K(k)m)aq,azp%k

kk" o€l
€Ly,
BELLNL,,

X (6 (calk)E5 (K, ) (k) + E3(K', K)ca (K)o () )
F3530 S R (K ayon (KR )y 500

kK o€l
a1 €Ly
BELy mZk/

x (&, (co, (R)ea (K Es(k, K') + e, (k) Ea(k, K)co (K1) &) -

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

(6 £ 50 m)|
SZ%H Y KK )ag(K (k)" ™)a,sEs (K k) e (K&

Z (K (5)™)agiasCas (k)&

kK’ Q€T vy
,BGIkﬂIk/
p7 n—m * * m
3PS R s K ) BE (R [| 32 8 s (6
k7k, OCEIk/ OZQGIk
BeIkﬁIk/
p7 n—m m ES
+Z ék Z(K(k) )aq7a1ca1<k)€t ’ Z K(kﬁl)aﬁ(K(k}) )aqﬂca(k/)gﬂ(k’ k’)&
kK a1€L aEIk/
BELLNL,,
3PS KR o RI| D2 )0 (R 5, ) ()6
kK’ a1 €Ly a€cl,,

ﬂEIkﬂIk/

=: (I + (11D) 4 (1D - V(D) .

In contribution (I(©), the first norm is bounded by Lemma [6.7] and the second norm as
the second norm of (II®)). We end up with

(1) < M3 py(CVR) (CVi)n™ M™% . (7.22)

kK

The term (I1(?) is bounded analogously and the last two terms are identical to the first
two, under the replacement of m by n — m. Thus we have the three bounds

(1), (L), (V@) < S g h(CV) (CTin™ M3 (7.23)
k,k!
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From the definition 1) of p,r and from 1} and recalling that & € C¢ implies
oy € Iy, it becomes clear that

qu<n L < Cn 2.

Adding up all contributions renders

(€6, €L )| < €M > (CV)M(CVi)n

kK’

(This bound is independent of the bootstrap assumption.)

Bounding £(”): Again, from 1} and 1) using Lemmas and H, we obtain
Paq.k n—m m
|<£t7 n— mmgt |_ Z £ Z (k/>a,,3(K(k> )aq@tl(K(k) )aq76

t2 e DK

k,k'

a€l,,
a1 €Ly
BELLNL,,

(7.24)

BN (7.25)

X (&1, (Con (1) (k, K )L (K) + oy (R (K)Es (K, K) &1)
Z%—Z K (K)o (B (R)" ™ g 3 (6) et

a€ly,
az€Ty
BEL ﬂIk/

X (€, (o (K)Es(k, K )ca, (k) + Ep(k, k)i (K)o, (K)) &)

a,BET

By the Cauchnychwarz inequality

’<€t7 n— mm t>’

>
kK’ Z

a1 €Ly

nm

0P| sy

kK’ 1€y

3PN K (K (K

kK €T,

+3 % S K(K)ap(K

k,k! a€cly,

3 | S KB s (K )™ ) (0, )
k

BETy

= (IP)) + (11P)

+ (I11P)

aq ay 041 ft

X K

acly
ﬁeIkﬂIk/

ZKk:’

aEIk/
BELLNL,,

k)" a5 (K, K ca(K)&:

)aq aq Oél

(F)" ™" )atg. 50 (K)Es (K, K') &

+ (IVP) 4 (VD)
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(F)a,s (B (k)" )y 5 (K (F)™ ) ag,0 (€e: Ea (ks K)Er) |-

1€

(K)™)ay.5E8 (K, k)t (K

(F)"™ )ag 50 (K ) Es(k, k)

Z(K(k)m)aq,azcaz (k)&

a2€ly

Z(K(k)m)aq,wc@ (k)&

(e %) EIk




The first four contributions are exactly bounded as the four contributions of 5n -

For (VP)), we use p,, < Cn~2, ||&| = 1 and apply the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality:

vw<02fﬂ2 and (K (K)o, 55k, )G
BEL
> 3
— n—m m 2
<0y n? (Z | (K (k)" ™™ g (K (k)™ )ay ] > (Z 1€5 (K, k)§t||2>
k BET, BET
: !
< Zn—Q <Z CV}C)QH+2M—4> (n—2||/\/’%€t||2)2
BEL
< eC“' Z (CV) RS Vs < el Z(Cvk)"(C%/)n_3M_%
k kK
where We used Lemmas and in the third line. Thus 5,(1 an has the same bound
as En m.m, Namely
(€ E 2 m)] < €71y (CV"(CVin M2 (7.26)

kK’

Bounding £®): Finally, again from and , using Lemmas and M, we obtain
(&, EF )| = ZZKQ% (k)™ ags X

k: k' o€
a1E€ELy

X (&, (ca(K)EP (K K)cp, (k) + EF (K k)ea(K)ex, (k) &)

£33 T KWaslK (k) o

kK o€l
BELLNL,,

X <£t7 (C*<gq,k)ca<k/>gﬁ(k/7 k) + C*(gq,k)“:ﬁ(k/? k)ca(k/))§t>

T quk D K (k)ay 5K (k)")ay.5(&, sk, k)& -

BETy
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By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
(&, EF€)]

3 P>

k.k' o€l

+§Z\ZK<k'>a,aqca SLICRONG

aaq a k, gt

\Z "VayarED K, K)C, (R)E
\ PILACRRRENLE

kK o€y
]‘ / n / /
oD lelgam@ll]| D0 KOs (k) aqsca(K)Es(K, K)E
kK’ €Ly

BELLNL,,

P lelgnal]| X KW)as (K)o sk, Realk)e

k,k' a€Tyy
BEIkﬂIk/
+qukH S K (F)ag s (K (k) oy €5k b)& 160
BEL

=: (I®)) + (1®)) 4+ (1P + (IVE) 4 (VB .

The first four contributions are bounded like the four contributions of &(LB). The fifth
contribution is bounded by the same steps as (V(P)):

(V#)<c) n? (Z |K(k)aq,ﬁ(K<k)n>aq,6‘2) (Z ||gﬁ<kak)§t||2>

BEL BEL
1
<N (O (n’2|\./\f%§t|]2>2 < SN (CV)M(CV ™ M5
k e k!
Recalling n = N33 M "2, the final bound for [(&, £Y7¢,)| is thus
(&, EPE)] < ¥ (CVR)"(CVi)n 2MTIN—5F5 (7.27)

kK’

and the same bound holds for |(&, ( ) &l = (&, glp &l

Bounding £7): Since S* = =S, F}, v = Dy, Al = Ay, and C}, ., = Cpy i, we
obtain

€D ) E (5 F )~ Ary — C i~ Co (7.28)

= [S, Dm nfm] - An+1 - Cm,nferl - Cm+1,n7m " 87(nD,1)1—m .

Hence? |<§t7 n— mm >‘ — ’<£t7( n— mm) €t>| = |<€t757(nDn m£t>|7 so with (7.26 )
(&, EnD &) < €MD (CV(CVi ™M 2 . (7.29)

kK
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Summing up the bounds: Consider again (7.5). If n is even, then there are 1 + 1 +
S (M) =30 o () = 2" terms to bound. Since r < 2, we have

m=1 \m m=0

(6t Ensrg&a)| < 27 Z(OVk)"(C%)n‘QM—lN—%g

kK
_2435_r
SeCM(QC«)rH-lN $+50—3%

< ¢3+160\t| N-3+36-%

(7.30)

This is ((7.3), which we wanted to prove. If n = 2s + 1 is odd, then the number of
occurring terms is 1+ 14237 (7)) =Y"_ (") =2, and (7.30) still holds. O
The second bound required to prove Lemma [8.1|is the following.
Lemma 7.2 (Bound on the Bosonized Commutator). Suppose V s non-negative and
compactly supported. Suppose there is > 0 and C > 0 such that for allt € [—1,1] and
all ¢ € 73 we have
<£t7 az,aq/&) S CN™. (731)

Then there exist constants ¢z, €3 > 0 such that
(&, ady (&) < es€5e (7.32)
foralln,N €N, g€ Z? and t € [-1,1].

Remark. It becomes clear from the following proof that we could also obtain

)

(&, ady 1)&)] < es@e M max{N=373F2 N73 0} (7.33)
However, applying Lemma in (8.5)), we only need a bound which is O(1) in N.

Proof. Recall 1) If ¢ is not inside any patch, then adg(b) = 0, so the statement is
trivially satisfied. We may therefore assume that q € B, for some 1 < o, < M.

We adopt the convention Y, = >, sz for this proof. By Lemma and by
(7.24)) we obtain

€0 Al = S () g s < S(CTRMM T2 = S(CTNE4 . (7.34)
! k !
For B,, we use Lemmas [6.5] and [6.6] to get
3 (K)o (R

o1 GIk

c 1
<3 L NEE R oy I INFE
k

Mgk

(6 Bu&)| < lle(gan)el
k

(7.35)
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Now, by Lemma , we have n,, 1 > Cn (recall that k € CY implies oy, € Ty), and 1)
1
allows us to bound [N & < el so together with 1’ we obtain

(& Bu&e)] < “MY OV INTEM 2 = eSS (01PN RS (7.36)
k

The same holds for [(&, (B,)*&)| = [(&, Bnée)l-
The bound on C,,_,, ,, is obtained by the same steps, together with ((7.24)):

’ Z n m aq a1Ca1 gt ‘ Z aq7a20a2(k)§t

< Zpq,kH(K(k)"’m)aq,-llzllf\ﬁfﬁtH\|(K(k)m)aq,-|!2!\/\f§€tll
k

< M (V) M = O Z(Cvk)n]v—%+5 , (7.37)
k k

|<§ta n— mm§t|<zqu

For D,y m, since D,,_, ,, is obtained from C,_,, by replacing c,, (k) by ¢, (k), so
1
we only need to replace [NZ&|2 < e“ by ||(N5 4 1)2&])? < eVl yielding

(€, Dymm&e)| < MY (CV)INTEH (7.38)
k

Since F* = D,, n—m the same bound also applies to [(§:, Fn—mé)|-

n—m,m

Finally, E,, is obtained from B,, by replacing c,, (k) by ¢, (k). So again

&, En&i)| < e Z(CV;@)”N_%_%*% : (7.39)
K

The total number of terms involved for even n is now 2" ! + 1 + 1 + Z%;ll (:Z) =
2771 4+ 2m < 27 while for odd n =2s+ 1, it is T+ 1+ >0 (%) + >0 () =2
So in any case, we have

|<€t’adq &) < €Clt|(20) max{N~ %*IJF%,Nf%H} _ 0

As the exponents on N are negative, this implies ((7.32)).

8 Proof of Theorem [3.1]

In this section we prove Theorem [3.1], which states that the bosonized excitation density
n((]b) is a good approximation for the true excitation density n,. The proof employs a
bootstrap iteration.
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Lemma 8.1 (Bootstrap Step). Suppose that V is non- negative and compactly supported.
Suppose there is r € |0, 2) and C > 0 such that for all t € [—1,1] and ¢’ € Z* we have

(&, agagé) KON (8.1)

Then, for allt € [—1,1] and all ¢ € Z*® we have

. =t " 2,35 ¢
(€1 aqaqéi) —mevadq,(b)m < CeMINTET0 (8.2)
n=0
Proof. If ¢ is not inside any patch the bound is trivial since then ady ) = 0 and

(é},a;aqﬁt) = 0. So we may assume that ¢ € B,, for some 1 < o, < M. Without
loss of generality ¢ > 0.

We use the abbreviations (A), := (¢, Ay), ady = adg(a;a,), and denote the scaled
n—dimensional simplex by tAM™ = {(t;,...,t,): 0 <t, <tn_1 < ... <ty <t <t}

Recall that &, , =[S, ad] 1] —ady 1,). We expand

M ™
. n .
etsaqaqe 5 — g ﬁadg’(b) + E / dty...dt, etnsé’n’qe tns
n=0 n=1 tAm) (83)

+/ dty ... dt,, 4y e +5]8, adm(b)]eftn*ﬂs .
A(nx+1) q,

This expansion can be checked inductively: The case n, = 0 is just the Duhamel formula
eSBe™ = B+ [} dt; e15[S, Ble™S with B = ady 1) = ajaq. For the induction step
from n, to n, + 1 we write [S, adq (b)] = ad"*(;r)1 + En*ﬂ ¢~ Then, we apply the Duhamel

formula to adgf(;r)l and use [ (.1 dty ... dt, adg*(g)l (;Z*J:)! dZ,*(f;)l.

Now, using & = e ", this expansion renders

* - " n
<£t7 aqaq§t> — Z E<Q7 adq,(b)Q>
n=0
_ ad + / ty...dt, (Enge (8:4)
nnz*-l—l Sl Z o) (Enale

ns+1
+/m(n*+l) dty...dt,, 1 <( d +) >€tn*+1 +(Sm+17q>§tn*+l> )
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Applying Lemmas and as well as ft A dt1 ... dt, 1 = =, we obtain

(&, apagts) — Ztn(ﬂ ady 1, 2)

n=0

= (t€3> Ct (tQ:Q) 2+§5_£

<3 E T + g€ 2 . 2 27 NT3T2973
Ct +1 4laT—243s5-1 (85)
n C3€ (tQ:g)"* + C26 ( )n* N 373973

(n. + 1)!

o n ns—+1
< cpeCtN-ETEE 4, ( 3 (tC)" | e (t€s) ) ‘

n=ns+1 7’L' (n* + 1)‘

n=nsx+1

The last line vanishes as n, — oo, completing the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[3.1. First, note that the statement is trivial if ¢ is not inside any
patch, since then n, = ngb) = 0. So we can assume that ¢ € B,,, for some 1 < a, < M.
Now, recall that

ng = (Q,esa;aq6_5§2> = (&1, a5a461) - (8.6)
Using Lemma (the bootstrap step) with ¢ = 1 provides us with

[e.9]

1 ,
g —n®| = | (&1, atag6r) Zm (Q,ad] )| < ONT5F3075 (8.7)

n=0
whenever the bootstrap assumption (&, aja,§;) < CN~" holds.

By ||ag,|]0p = 1, it is obvious that (&, a},ay&) < 1, so the bootstrap assumption is
initially fulfilled for r = 0.

Using ((5.7)) and applying the estimates and - we obtain

o0 22m71
(b) — 2m
nq - Z (Qm)' Z (K<k> )O(q,olqpq1
m=1 keCanz3 (8 8)
- 22m-1 2m g r—1,.—2 —245 .
<> ) (2m)!(CV) M™'n™2 = O(N~57)
m=1 eCanz3
Thus
ng = ng —ni”| +nP < CN- S¥30°5 L ONTE (8.9)

So the best exponent that repeated application of the bootstrap step can yield is r =
% — 0. And indeed, this degree is reached within the bootstrap after finitely many steps.
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To see this, observe that the map describing the improvement of the bootstrap constant
in one step, f:r+— % — %5 + 5, is a contraction which has a fixed point at

2 3 r* 2 2
e T f=—43(==6] . 8.10
=30ty e =gt (9 ) (8.10)
Since § < % < %, the fixed point is clearly
2 2
> —->-—=9. 8.11
m>3>3 (8.11)

Since the n-fold iteration f"(r) converges to r* for n — oo and r* > % — 0, there exists
no € N such that f"(r) > % — 0 for all n > ng. L. e., after at most ng steps, the term

n((]b) ~ N~3%3 becomes dominant in . So after at most ny bootstrap steps we have

2
ng < CN73%°

Now, we apply (8.7) once more with r = 2 — § and obtain

|nq — nf]b)| < ONTH2 O

Remark. The number of bootstrap steps is uniformly bounded in the choice of § €
(0, %), as the distance of the desired r to the fixed point is always r* — % +0 > % and the
Lipschitz constant of the contraction f is 1/2. Thus, despite § being fixed throughout
all proofs, the constant C' in is uniform in .

9 Proof of Proposition 3.2

Proof of Proposition[3.9 Starting from (3.2), we have to compute the diagonal matrix

elements of cosh(2K (k)) — 1. Recall the definition of S (k) from ([2.16) We use the iden-
tities [4l, (7.4)], where in all the proof we suppress the k—dependence (i. e., we abbreviate
K(k) =K, nog = Na, Mak =, G =9, L =IF, I, =T, etc.):

Sil— s

T T|—1
Sl|+|Sl| 7 Slnh(K):| 5 7

cosh(K) = | 5 (9.1)

This yields
1
cosh(2K) — 1 = 2sinh(K)? = §(|51T|2 —2+|5T7%) . (9.2)

The |Z| x |Z|-matrices |ST|? and |ST |72 can be diagonalized following the steps in [4]
(7.7)] and thereafter: We introduce

U= % G _HH) | (9.3)
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with T being the |Z7| x |Z7| identity matrix, and obtain

UT|STIL — dz (d2(d + 2b)dz) " 2dz 0
! 0 (d+2b)2((d+ 2b)2d(d + 2b)2)~2(d + 2b)2
U570 = d=2(d2(d + 2b)dz)zd "2 1 0 . 1
! 0 (d+2b)~2((d + 2b)zd(d + 2b)2)z(d + 2b) "2

with the matrices d and b defined in (2.13)). The diagonal matrix element of (9.2)) is

4
+ {ag|(d + 20)2 ((d + 2b)2d(d + 2b)2) "2 (d + 2b) 2 |ary)
+ (ag|d=2 (d2 (d + 2b)d2)2d 2 |ay) (9.4)
o+ {agl(d +26) "3 ((d+ 26)d(d + 26)3) 3 (d + 20) 2 ay))

1

= 1(— 1+ (W) +B) + () + (D)),

1
(cOSh(2) = 1)y, = 1 ( =4+ {agld? (d3(d + 26)d3) "33 [y)
1

with |oy,) € CIT'1 denoting the canonical basis vector corresponding to the patch B, if
ag € I or to the patch opposite to B,, if oy € Z7. Using the abbreviations (3.5 and

_ %
I ShmNIk|
we can write
d= Z Aola) (] , therefore d°|a) = Al|a) Vs eR;
aclt
(9.5)
b=gln)(n|  with  |n) =) nala).
o€t

To evaluate (A), (B), (C), and (D), we make use of the integral identities

2 [ ,u2 _ 2 [ 1
77/0 ( A+u2> e 7T/0 - (6:6)

A+ p?
which are valid for any symmetric matrix A, as well as the Sherman—Morrison formula

(NI
[

A

A o) (w]A™
A [T QS i i e )
(A+ o) u]) i 97)
for all vectors v, w € CIT'I,
Evaluation of (A): Applying (9.5) we get

(A) = Aoy (gl (42 (d + 20)d2) " 2|a) = Ao, (gl (d° +2D) " 2]xy) (9.8)
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with the rank-one operator

b= dzbd> = gd%|n)(n|d% =gln)(n| where |n):= d%|n) = Z )\éna|a>. (9.9)

€t

Applying the integral identities and the Sherman—Morrison formula, we obtain

~ 2 o0
(@ + 20) :—/ _dw
™ Jo /,L2+d2+2b

2 /000 ( L 2g(p® +d®) May(al(p® + dg)‘l) di (9.10)

N[

m (2 + d? 1+ 2g(n|(p* + d?)~1[n)
2 /“ 29(p* + d*) M) (Al (g +d*) ! d
™ Jo 1+ 2g(n|(p* + d?)~tn)

Taking the expectation value with |a,) and multiplying by A,, renders

2

B o 2 [ 290, |{aq|(1? + d*) 7M7)
(A) = A, {agld ™ [ag) — ;/ 1+ 29(n| (12 + d2)~1|)

9.11
2 [ RGN O
T T )y T2 e R )
Evaluation of (B): By means of the integral identities we get
1 1 -3 2 & d
((d+26)§d(d+2b)§> = —/ L —
2 [ -1 '
- —/ ((d +2b)% (d + p2(d + 2b) ) (d + 2b)%) dy .
T Jo
Thus )
(B) = (a|(d + 20)* <(d+ 20)3d(d + 25)%) ? (d + 2b)3 |
(9.13)

=2 [Tt @ a2 ) ) du

™

To compute the integrand, we use the Sherman—Morrison formula twice. First

2gd" Y n)(n|d~!

(d+2b)"" = (d+ Qg]n)(n|)71 =d!- T+ 29 (nld-1n)

and in the second step

—1
-1 ~ 2912 , N
([@+pd+2)7) " = (dﬂﬂd 1 + 2g<n|d—1ln)d Inind 1)

2gp*(d? + p*) " |n) (n|(d® + )~

— d 2d—1 —1 )
1) T3y tald ) — 29122 (nld (& + 2) 1)
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Using this in (9.13)) and using the integral identities for the first summand, we get

_ 2
02 [ [ e e
oy N e w g U 2g(nld ) — 202 (nld (@ + ) )
2 [ 291 ng, (NG, + 1)~
:1+_/ q q du
mJo 14293 nere AT = 2912 3 ger Mo (A% + 17) TIAL
2 [ 2gmd PP+ A2)?
= +—/ o, (M2 5 q)2_1 dp . (9.14)
™ Jo 1+2gzagI+ na(ﬂ +)‘a> >\Ot

This agrees with (A) up to a replacement of —2gn? A2 by 2gn? _pi* in the numerator.
Evaluation of (C): As in (A) we use (9.5) to write

(C) = Aol {agl(d + 2D)7|g) - (9.15)

Applying the integral identities and the Sherman—Morrison formula, we obtain

(d2+2~)%:z/w(1— e ~)dﬂ
™ Jo (2 + d? + 2g|7) (7]
0 2 2 2\—1|7 ~ 2 2\—1
™ Jo p+d 1+ 2g(n|(p* + d?)~*[n)
_d+2/°° 229(p* + d?) ) (Al (p? + d*) ! d
7 Jo 1+ 2g(n|(u? + d?)~tn)

Plugging this into (9.15]) yields

oo 1112
2/ QA_12g|<aq|(u2+d2) Y7yl Qs
0

C — A_l d —
(C) = Aq, {agldlag) + pu 1+ 2g9(n|(n? + d?)~tn) 9.17
2 297, 12 (07 + A2, )77 o

s e e = ®

Evaluation of (D): As for (B), we will make the factors of (d+2b)2 cancel. Let this time
A:=(d+2b)2 and B :=d. Then

1 101 1 2 [ w?
d+ 2b)2d(d + 2b)2 2:ABA2:—/ (1——)d
e A G e K
:2/ ABA(ABA + p*) ' dp .
T Jo
Now, using Y X'V = (Y1 XY 1)~! for any matrices X and Y, we get
ABA(ABA + 1i?)™" = ABA ((ABA)? + 1i*(ABA)) ™' ABA 9.19)

— AB (BA’B + 1i*B) " BA= A (A + i’ B™") T A.

48



Thus

(d+2b)"2((d + 2b)2d(d + 2b) %) (d + 2b) "2 = 2/ (A2 4+ 1> B~ dp
0

T
S TR R RS TR
oo 2420w )y \ 2+ 1+ 2g(n|(p? + d?)~d|n) a
C1o2 [T R )
T 1+ 2g(n|(u? + d?)~d|n)
(9.20)
In the expectation value of |a,) we obtain
2 [ 2gmp N (W4 AG)7
D)=1—--— L E du = (A) . 9.21
O =1=2 | T e e @ o)
Plugging (9.11)), (9.14)), (9.17) and (9.21)) into (9.4)) results in
1 2gng (02 = X2 ) (1 + A2 )7
h(2K) — 1), 0, = — k . . : 9.22
(cosh(2K) Jagag 7T/0 14293 ers n2 (12 + A2)~1A, H ( )
Proposition now follows by inserting this expression into (3.2)). O]

10 Conclusion of the Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

With Theorem [3.1and Proposition[3.2at hand, it remains to show that the replacements
of Qr(u) by Qk (1), of Ao,k by Agr, and of C? by C? only produce small errors. We
start with the following estimate.

Lemma 10.1. Let Qx(p) as defined in 1’ and ngo)(u) as defined in (1.13). Then
Qi) = QY () + O(MAN"3* 4 M3 N 4 N79) |
with the error bound being uniform in p € [0,00).

Proof. Recall that, with a different convention than [I], in the present paper we chose

gr = #j\}‘k‘ ~ N~3. According to [I, Proposition 3.1 and (3.17)] we have

A2 o
Qnl) = 2gul Ik D ﬁo(m) (1+0(Min-iw)).
a,k

« EI:

Here o(py) = 4 M~ + O(N_%M_%) is the surface measure of the patch p, = kg' P,

on the unit sphere. (In [I], Ay is called uq(k)?. Moreover it was assumed that § < 3 —3

with € € R being the parameter in the choice M = N ste. As pointed out already in [2]
Lemma 5.1], this constraint is superfluous.)
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As in I, (5.15)—(5.17)], we understand @Qx(p) as the Riemann sum of an integral
over half of the unit sphere. This integral is

20 1
Ld@dgo =27 (1 — parctan | — )
> cos20 + p?
Shalf 'LL M

The claimed error bound is then the same as following [I], (5.17)]. O

We can now establish the following proposition, which is almost our main result,

except that we still have C? (3.1)) in the place of C? (T.8).

Proposition 10.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem we have

g1 = N2+ Ns ) ?
du+ & (10.1)
Z / 1+ Q7 () 8

where
1

E| < Ce'N75 1 (10.2)

Proof. With ngb) as defined in |) the error can be decomposed into three terms as

Nyt (12 + X2

gr(p* — o aq,k:)_2
|5|<|nq—n |+n Z / G dp

keCinz3 1+Qy ()
Z / <9k ,U - )\ )(NQ + Aiq,k)‘Q B 9k(ﬂ2 - )\Z,k)(MQ + A?,,k)Q) dy
(0) (0)
keCanz3 1 + Q ( ) 1 + Qk (/“L)
=&+ En+ & (10.3)

Theorem [3.1] already shows that
& < ONH2 (10.4)

To express the other two error terms more compactly we define

Ok (n? = A%, 0 (1 +)\aq, )7 O,y . Ik (1 = A2, k)(ﬂ + A0
féo) (1) = gr(p? — /\Z,kmﬂ + A2 (10.5)

1+ QY (1)

According to Proposition we can write

en=| X = [ (il = A7) an (10.6)

keCanz3
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while the error &1 becomes

&m = Z / 0)(N)) dpf - (10.7)

keCanz3

To estimate &, we use that according to Lemma we have Qr(p) — Qéo) (n) =
O(MzN-3% 4 M3 N’ + N*‘s) uniformly in g € [0, 00). Therefore

> “ Nk Q) =0
= Z 42 )2 (0) I
keGinz? 2,07 (14 Qu() (1 + QP (1)
<y & / n A | dp OMEN=F L MTNT L NS L (10.8)
keCanz3 ,u

Here we used Qg(u) > 0 and Q,(CO)(/L) > 0. Since (p® — A2 )(1* + A2 ;)% has the
antiderivative —u(u? + A2 )7, the integral is found to be )\;ql,k. Further, the opening

angle of a patch is of order M~z < Ak SO
Nag = 1k + @, | = k- Gl(1+ O(M 7)) = Ai(1+ O(M2)) . (10.9)
The condition ¢ € Q. from Theorem implies A;,lf < ¢! and )\;ql’k < ¢!, We have

g~ N =3 and the sum over k is finite, so we obtain
En=e¢'NTSOMIN"5H 4+ M~3N° + N9 . (10.10)
Now we turn to & We define the function h, : R — R by

2 2
W —x
hy() =

()
which has derivative 9k 2 _ 9,2
) = 9p b —OH

81_ (':E) x<lu2 + :U2)3

With this definition, recalling that Qg))(u) > 0 for all 4 € [0,00), and using the Fubini-
Tonelli theorem, we obtain

Em = Z /OO i . )\i%k - T dp
keCanz3 0 1 + Q]E:O) (ILL) (,LL2 + Aillvk)Q ('LLQ + )\‘ik)2
o gk qk 6h
e
wecags T J0 1+ Q) ( ) Agk

|z
S el e - 2 2 [ ]5

keCanz3 keCanz3 A,

-

| —

IN

)| dpdx .
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We conclude that

Aag .k T/V3 3,2 _ 42 3,2 42
2w, A S R W sy
An antiderivative of (3u? — x?)(u? + x?)~3 with respect to u is given by —pu(u? + 2?) 2.
Thus

g Ly g 9 [Pear 1
Em< Y 2n| —=—dz = EL —d
IH / | \/_ 4 TA4V3 )y, 2P !

keCanz3 keCanz3
9 1 1 9 Ak = Aagk]
47t/3 Z Ik Aagk Akl 4mV/3 Z Ik Aag kAg k

From (|10.9) we get, with a constant C' > 0 independent of k£, M, and €, the bound

‘)\q,k B )‘aq,kl

<A lOM ) < Ce M3
Aaq,k:)\aq,k - ek ( ) =

Since g, ~ N =5 and the sum over k has finitely many summands, we conclude that
Em < e 'O(NSMz) . (10.11)
So collecting the estimates , , and , we conclude that
E| < CN"H2 L T INT3O(MEN "5 4 M2 NO + N79Y
Choosing the parameters § = = and M = N3 yields the claimed bound. O
Proof of Theorem[1.1]. By [4, Thm. 1.1] the ground state energy satisfies
info(Hy) = EWF + ERPA + O(N7579) | (10.12)

where EIF and ERPA are explicit constants (the Hartree-Fock ground state energy and
the Random Phase Approximation of the correlation energy) and o > 0. On the other
hand, in [II, Sect. 5.5], the energy expectation in ¢y was computed as

(Yn, Hyon) > B 4+ ERPA L @ |

where the error term € was bounded by
€] < C (N 4+ M+ NN + Ch (M%N—é+% FNTE 4 M—%N%> .

The second term, of order M !, resulted from the bound on the linearization of the
1
kinetic energy operator by M~*N in [I, Sect. 5.3] and required a choice of M > Ns.
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This is not optimal; if instead of linearizing the kinetic energy operator directly we
linearize only its commutator with a pair operator as in [2, Lemma 8.2], its contribution
to & can be improved from M~* to (M =2 + MN~5%%) as in [2, Lemma 8.1]. With
this improvement, the dominant terms in the error bound are

€| < Ch (N—%+5M LN M—iN%> .
With the choice § = and M = N3 from the proof of Proposition we obtain
(Un, Hyon) > BV + ERPA 4 O(N—5721) . (10.13)

This establishes
It remains to establish (1.12). This follows from Proposition if we can show

that extendlng the sum from k € C? to k € C? never decreases the result by more than
Ce’lN 3712, In fact, since ¢ € Q. implies Ay > e the same arguments as in the proof

-} apply for any k € C4 \Cq SO recalhng we get

1 /OO gre(p® — /\i,k)(lﬂ + Aik)f2
0 1+ QY (1)

1 /Oo gr(p? — Agk)(lﬁ + AZ,k)f2 dut —

™ Jo 1+ Q%) "o

[103) 21
< Su+&m<Ce'NTETE

dyp — nl(zb)
T

(10.14)

(COSh(QK(k)) - 1)aq,aq

2
g,k

Since cosh(2K) — 1 is a positive matrix, we have (cosh(2K (k)) —1)_ > 0. Since the
number of momenta k € (C?\ C?) N Z? is bounded by |Bz(0) N Z?| ~ 1, we conclude

2 )2 /\ 3 1

Z ok qk)w T ) dpu > —Ce'N-3712 O
1+ Q) (1)

ke(Ca\C9) mZS

Proof of Theorem[1.2. By definition of ¢, we have n, = 0 whenever ¢ is not inside some
patch B, . So we may focus on the case q € B, for some 1 < a;, < M. Theorem
and Proposition [3.2] combine to

Ik (u? _)‘ R (17 + A2 k)_ 1425
< Y / 1+Qk( ) dp+CN . (10.15)

keCanz3

Since Qg (u) > 0, for an upper bound the denominator of the integrand can be dropped;
the integral is then the same as in (({10.8)), found there to be /\;ql’k. For k € C1NZ3, the

definition (3.1)) of C? entails

Aot = K|k - @alm < RN (10.16)
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The sum over such k£ is finite and g ~ N_%, so the leading order in (10.15)) is

2\ + A2 5
2 gk/ . ali%k() o) dp < CN75F0. (10.17)

keCanz3

Since § < %, the error term in (|10.15)) is subleading. The optimal common upper bound
is then given by ,
ng < CN730 (10.18)

where § = 5. This bound is uniform in ¢ € Z3. O
Proof of Proposition 2.1, Comparing ((10.1]), which holds due to Proposition [10.2} and

(2.18), which is what we want to show, it suffices to bound the contributions from
k € C?\ C? by

— + /\ 2_ 1
Z / gk ,u qk)(/“b ) du| < CeIN"35 13 . (10.19)
€(ca\C1)nz3 L+ Q ( )

Comparing the definition of C? and the definition of C, we observe that
ke C1\ C? can occur only if the momentum ¢ =+ k is outside the patch B,,, or if
k- Q| <N —9. The first case is ruled out by . The second case can be ruled out
via ¢ € Q. which implies A\, > €, and |k| > 1, as

- oy = Kl ey 2 [kAgi(1+ O(M™3)) > €(1+ O(M3)) |

In that case, the sum on the 1. h.s. of (10.19) is empty. [

A Bosonization Approximation

In this section we show how ad;(b), defined in 1) arises from a bosonization approx-
imation. We replace the almost-bosonic operators ¢*(g), ¢(g) defined in by ex-
actly bosonic operators ¢*(g), ¢(g). Lemma then shows that the multi-commutator
adg(aza,) becomes ady 1, with ¢*, ¢ replaced by ¢*, ¢.

The exact bosonic operators ¢*, ¢ can be defined as elements of an abstract *~algebra
A. More precisely, we define A to be the x—algebra generated by

{ay. ¢, - q€Z’ pe Bi, h € Br}, (A1)
where we impose the (anti-)commutator relations

{&qv dZ/} = 5q q > [Ep hs N;’ h'] = 5p,p’5h7h’ )

{&qan’} = {aqv q } - [CP hvcp’ h’] = [é;,hvé;’,h/] =0.

(A.2)
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Further, we impose that ¢, behaves like a pair creation operator with respect to aja,
that is
[é;h» &;aq] = _5;,h((5h,q + (5p,q) . (A.3)

In analogy to (4.1)), for g : B§ X Bp — C we define
&)=Y g h)E,, 9= g h)é, (A4)

pEBL pEBE
hEBF hEBF

and in analogy to (4.2)), for « € Z;, we define
1

ér (k) =& (dag) with dax(p, h) = Ptk X(p,h:a). (A.5)

o,k

The statement of Lemma then holds true also for the modified operators, with g,

as defined in (4.8]):
(6, (K), ayaq] = —0a,0,C (9gk) - (A.6)

The approximate CCR from Lemmas [.1], and [£.4] become exact, i.e., with pg; as
defined in (4.12) we have

€(9), & ()] = (9,9)»  [Ca(k), E5(0)] = bapOrr,  [Calk), T (94,0)] = OavagOhepa - (AT)
Accordingly we replace the exponent ([2.14)) in the transformation 7' = e~ by
O 1 ~x ~x
Si==5 D D KERas(@k)E(k) —he) . (A-8)
kelI'mor o, BTy,

This allows us to define an exact bosonic equivalent ad(a;a,) of adg(a}a,). In order to
compare it with the bosonized multi-commutator ady , defined in 1' we introduce
0

an exact bosonic equivalent E&Z’(b), given for n = 0 by E&q,(b) := aya, and for n > 1 by

n—1
y A, 4B+ B+ Y (”) Crn if 1 is even
—~n m
adq’(b) = s n m=1 s n f ] dd (Ag)
r ¥ - r 1In1s o R
En + En + (m> Dn—m,m + Z <m> Fm,n—m n = 28 + 17

where A, B, C, D, E, and F are defined by replacing ¢! by & in 1} and 1’

Lemma A.l. Under the replacements of a* by a* and ¢* by &, the multi-commutator
ad(aja,) becomes

ad”

Hasag) =[S, ... [S, a5, .. ) = ad, ) - (A.10)

q



This motivates the definition of ad ,) we used in Section .

—~0
Proof. We use induction in n. The case n = 0 is trivial, since ad(a}a,) = a;a, = ad, (b)-

—~1 - ~ %
Step from n — 1 to n for n = 1: Here, in (A.9) we have s =0, so ad, ,, = E1 + E;. On
the other side, using (A.6) and K (k) = K(k)", we get

adlg(d:;dq):[ Qi) =-3 Z Z K (k)a,plcq(k)c5(k) — h.c., agaq]

kernor o,BET;,

=—3 Z > Kk (k)[e5(k), agag] + [¢5(k), agag)es(k)) + hec.
keF“Ofaﬁelk

= Y Y K(K)aaCo(k)E (gor) +he.  =E +E; .
keCanzs «€ly
Here, we were able to restrict to C N Z? since g, = 0 otherwise.

For the rest of this proof, we adopt the convention that ), runs over k € Ccinz?
while >, over k' € I'™".

Step from n —1 to n for even n: On the L. h.s. of (A.10) we have

Kag) = 8.0y (@50
. L /n—1\ ~ =~ /n—1\. .~ -
= [Sa En—l] + [57 En—l] +mzl ( m )[‘97 Dn—m—l,m] +mzl ( m )[57 Fm,n—m—l] )
where s = n/2 — 1. The CCR (A.7)) render

8. B = 530 3 K)as (KR ey oK) (), & (00)65, (1)

koK o, BeT,
Oé1€l'k
=3 N (KR Dagen K (F)aagakta, (k)ea (k)
ke (A.11)
)Y (K (k) )ag.al (Gor)alk)
k OtEIk
- Z aq aqPa.k = én—l,l + Bn + An .

It is easy to see that C’;m, = ém',m, A = An = A, and S* = —g, which implies

[Su E:L—l] - él,n—l + B:; + An . <A12>
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The next commutator to evaluate is

[Sa bn—m—l,m]
1 / n—m— m ok 1INk (L ~
=-3 Yo > K )as(KR)"™™ Nagan (K (k)™ oy 00s[@ (KK ), éa, (k)éa, (F)]
Kk a,BET,
at,a2€T
— Z Z (K(E)"™™) aga (K (k)™ g 2 P (k) Cay (K)
k  a,a2€Zy
+ Z Z (K(k)m+1)aq,ﬁ(K(k)n_m_l)aq,mpq,kég(k)éoq (k)
k B,a1€Ly
+ Z(K(k)n)aq,aqpq,k = én—m,m + ém—i—l,n—m—l + An .
k

It is easy to see that b;’m, = F, ,, which implies
[§> Fm,nfmfl] = é’m,nfm + énfmfl,erl + An . <A13)
Wesum all 1+Y2° (" 1)+ 57 (1) +1=2"" commutators and get

ad’

S(d*&q) - QH_IAn + Bn + B:; + él,n—l + én—l,l

q
L /n—1\, - . 5 .
+ Z (Cn—m,m + Cm—i—l,n—m—l + Cm,n—m + Cn—m—l,m—f—l)

m
m=1

n—1
~ ~ - —1 n—1 ~
= 2n71An n B § " Cnfmm

3

n—1
1A, 4+ B+ B+ (”) Conn (A14)
m

This is the desired term é\azy(b).
Step from n — 1 to n for odd n > 3: The 1. h.s. of (A.10) is

n—2
o o o, 1N .
sl (@d,) = 27218, Apr] + 9, Busa] + [5, B ] + (” )[S, Comin]
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] = 0. The next commutator amounts to

Since A,,_; € C we have [S, A,

Udz

(S, B
o(K)Es(K') = & (K)E5(K'), & (94.4)Con ()]

=3 Z N KK )as (K (k)" )y a0

k.k" o,BEL,
a1 €T

—_

and [S,B, || = F,_1, + E,. The last commutator is

e 1 —m— m
[s,cn_m_l,m]=52 ST K E)as (KR oy ar (K (k)™ )ayas o
kK o,BEL

a1,02€T

X [Ca(K)Es(K') — & (K)E5(K), C, (K)Cay (K)]

=D D (KR agal B (k)™ ay a0 Parla(k)eay (k)
+Z Z (K(k)m—'—l)aq,/ﬁ(K(k)n_m_l)aq,mpq,kéz<k)ézl(k)

= Dn—m,m + Fm—i—l,n—m—l .
Putting all terms together and using Dmﬁm/ = bm/,m and F, ,y = F,, ,, completes the

induction step with s = (n —1)/2:

—2
~ s ~ =~k ~ ~ n—1 ~ ~
ady(azag) = B, + E, + Dy + Foin+ ) ( ) (Do + Foniimm—1)

m=1 m
~ ~ * n— 1 n— 1 3 F
e () () P
m=1

B Comparison with the Physics Literature

In this appendix we compare our result to the physics literature

o8



B.1 Infinite Volume Limit

In this appendix, we assume that V' and thus also V are radial. As long as the side
length L of the torus is fixed, the proof of Theorem [I.1] carries through unchanged, so

b~ 3 / gr(p? —Aqk)(u + A7) . B1)

keCanL 173 1+ QY ()
Still g, = %}W, and (1.18) renders 7% = 8m’p = 47Tk T (14 O(N~3)), so
_ 3Vi 1 oo (u® — )\Z k) (1% + )\2 k)
DALY 1+ 0G) [ .
keCanL—173 S hk |kl 0 1+Qy ()

Note that A, = |k - | and ngo) (u) both depend on k, but not on L. So we are able to
take the limit L — oo, in which the Riemann sum L3 ", becomes an integral

ng = Llim ng(kr, L)
—00
3V (1 = N (1 + NG 5) 7 (B.2)

For the approximate evaluation of this integral, we assume that the Fermi surface is
locally flat and that ¢ keeps sufficient distance to the boundary of its patch, so C = C4.
The integral is then evaluated in spherical coordinates, as shown in Fig. [ We consider
only the case ¢ € B, as ¢ € By can be treated analogously. The integrand is symmetric
under reflection k — —k, so we can reflect the part of C, outside the Fermi ball to the
inside. The integral over the radial component |k| starts where the sphere of radius |k|
touches the Fermi surface, which is at

Ry = |lg| — kr| . (B.3)
The integral over |k| runs up to the maximum interaction range, which is R. The
integration over  ranges from 0 to 0, With cos 0. &~ % =: Amin. Thus

R ’ 6 0o 2
3V max ) p? — cos? 0 du
nq%/ d\k||k]22—3/ dfsin 0 27r/ 5 S O
T o (T o0 1 QU )

(B.4)
/ d k||| / d)\/ du

mln

Since the potential is radial, Qk (1) depends only on |k| and not on A, so we may
compute the integral over A\ explicitly to be

b=\ AT 1 Ry k|
/ § 75 AN = [ 2 2] - 2~ P2 q|72’ 2 - (B.5)
Amin (17 £ A%)? [ 0 FUR S G 1 L e
The final result for n, is then the claimed ((1.20)).
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2
.

integration domain

Figure 4: Left: Reflecting the part of C? outside the Fermi ball inside simplifies the
integration (B.2)). Right: The integration range for a fixed |k| in spherical coordinates.

B.2 Comparison with Daniel and Vosko

The standard reference for the momentum distribution in the random phase approxi-
mation is a 1960 paper by Daniel and Vosko [12]. They use a Hellmann-Feynman argu-
ment to obtain the momentum distribution from a derivative of the ground state energy
with respect to an artificial parameter introduced in a modified Hamiltonian, where
the ground state energy is computed by the perturbative resummation of [I7]. One
may of course be concerned that this approach is not very reliable because the change
in occupation numbers that the Hellmann-Feynman argument tests for corresponds to
changes in the energy of order A%, which might be beyond the energy resolution that
the random-phase approximation can provide. But at least formally we may compare
to Daniel and Vosko’s momentum distribution, given for the Coulomb potential
and in the thermodynamic limit in [I2, Eq. (8)] for ¢ € Bg af]

g+ o K |9~k
n((]DV,out) _ ﬁ d|k)||k’|/ |q‘ 22 o - k22‘k2‘
4l J\q|—kp 0 <|q| _ @) + k2p2 (%) + k2 (B.6)

-1
x (|l<:]2k§2 +aQ;DV>(M)) dy

2
. . €
with coupling constant o = 534 and
kg

2

K2 M) 2 2

(OV), \ _ A (kF +3) fhen
po(p) =211+ log 5

2|k|kp ( _ M) + k2,2

F= 03 rH (B.7)
1+ 8 1— 4
— prarctan ke ) _ jarctan | —22 )
H H
®The variables ¢, k and u from [12] correspond to %, % and g in our notation.
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Due to the long range of the Coulomb potential, there is a separate formula [12, Eq. (9)]
for momenta outside the Fermi ball:

n(DV:in) (B.8)
k2_ 2
O [ lal+ % o du
dl Ikl IK 2 TEEDY 212 (V)
a1 Jkp—lql 0 <|q| + @) + ka2 ( F;“l'q' ) + k2 k[2kp™ + Q) (1)

[e.o]

o > lq| + @ @ — |l du

We take a short-range approximation of and (B.8)) by cutting off the interaction
at some R independent of N, so that in particular |k| < R < kp. This allows for

simplifying Q,(CDV)(,M); in fact, its contributions can be approximated as

RO +p%) =55 B+ +0() _ kp(1+ )

(1+ O(kg?)) (B.9)

2|k|kr 2|k| kg T 20k
and
(k; + ’“>2+k:2 2
o [ V2 RO log (kg(u,ﬂ) + kplk| +c’)(1))
2 = 2 2\ _
(kF_%> —i—k%/ﬂ k(14 p2) — kelk| 4+ O(1)
k| + O(kF1)> ( |k + O<kF1>)
=1 1+ —F——2 -1 l—-—
Og( ey )T e )
[k + O(ks 1) 2 2|k| 1
=2— >+ 0O(k =————(1+0(k
and

1+ % 1 o 1 .
parctan L) =parctan | —(1+ O(kp")) | = parctan | — | + O(kg) . (B.10)
fu fu /L

Thus, with (SR) indicating the short-range approximation,

V() = QY () + Oks?) with Q™ () i= dr (1—uarcta“ (%)) (B11)
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Then outside the Fermi ball and with R, as in . - ) becomes

n((]DV,SR)
a2 k2
« lq| — @ q2|k\ - du
|—| d|kH | . T a2\ 2 97.—2 (SR)
o () e (M) e ) IR+ 0Q00

_ o d|l<:||k:|/ ( kr + O(1) B krR, k|~ 4+ O(1) )

lq] Jr, o \ki(l+p?)+O(kr) kERZIKI7? + kip® + O(kr))

X ! dp
k2ER2 + aQP™ ()

—/Rd\k||k| akp /°° (1+0(1<:F1) B Rq\k|‘1+0(kF1)) du

R, lql[kI? Jo 1+ p? Rk + 1 ) 14 alk|2k2QPM (1)

A comparison with 1} and 1} shows that Q,(go)(,u) should be identified with

alk|~2k2Q™ (1), which corresponds to the following choice of the potential:

2%& — ok U & V= 8”’?’“%@;1{;2 - &ij%—kl;k% (B.12)
With this identification, the \A/kfdependent factor in amounts to
% 2
47322%/@ - sz;j(’)]‘;lp - é‘T; ' (B.13)
As % =1+ O(kg"), we can equivalently write
n((ZDV,SR)
- a5 oy [ LR URER: ) J TR
R, 2mhkik 0 1+ p? R2EI2+p2 ) 14+Q0 ()

So in the high-density limit kg — oo, the short-range approximated momentum dis-
tribution outside the Fermi ball converges to half our result . Unfortunately the
definition of the momentum distribution P(k) in [12] is not very precise. We believe that
this minor discrepancy is due to the fact that Daniel and Vosko treat spin-1/2 particles.

Inside the Fermi ball, considering né Vi) in , the second of the two integrals
over |k| vanishes in the short-range approximatlon |k:| < R as soon as kp large enough.
The first term is identical to ngDV’in) up to a replacement of |¢| — @ by |q| + @ in two
places, of |q| — kr by kr — |g| in the integral limits, and of |q|* — k% by kZ — |¢|* in

two other places. Thus, the expansion of n((]DV’in) in the short-range approximation is

identical to n(DV SB) , again agreeing with half our result lb as kp — 00.
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