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Abstract

We consider a homogeneous Bose gas in the Gross—Pitaevskii limit at temperatures that are
comparable to the critical temperature for Bose-Einstein condensation. Recently, an upper bound
for the grand canonical free energy was proved in [13] capturing two novel contributions. First,
the free energy of the interacting condensate is given in terms of an effective theory describing
the probability distribution of the number of condensed particles. Second, the free energy of the
thermally excited particles equals that of a temperature-dependent Bogoliubov Hamiltonian. We
extend this result to a more general class of interaction potentials, including interactions with
a hard core. Our proof follows a different approach than the one in [13]: we model microscopic
correlations between the particles by a Jastrow factor, and exploit a cancellation in the computation
of the energy that emerges due to the different length scales in the system.
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1 Introduction and main result

1.1 Background and summary

Since the first experimental realizations of Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) in cold alkali gases
in 1995 [4, 25], the dilute Bose Gas has become a prominent topic of experimental and theoretical
research. The most relevant parameter regime to describe experiments with trapped quantum gases
theoretically is the Gross—Pitaevskii (GP) limit. Here the scattering length of the interaction potential
is scaled with the number of particles N in such a way that the interaction energy per particle is of
the same order of magnitude as the spectral gap in the trap, as N — co. Many rigorous mathematical
results about the GP limit of interacting Bose gases have been proved over the past twenty years. In
the foundational works [39, 41, 43] it was shown that the ground state energy per particle can be
approximated by the minimum of the GP energy functional, and that approximate ground states
display BEC and superfluidity. These results have later been extended in [38, 47, 51] to the case of
rotating Bose gases.

Condensation with an optimal rate was, in the GP limit, first proven in [11] for approximate
ground states of a Bose gas captured in a three-dimensional flat torus. In [10] the same authors
show that the second-order correction to the ground state energy, the low-lying eigenvalues of the
many-body Hamiltonian and the corresponding eigenfunctions are well approximated by related
quantities of a quadratic Hamiltonian, called Bogoliubov Hamiltonian. This confirms predictions of
Bogoliubov from 1947 [15]. Similar results have later been obtained for the trapped Bose gas in the
GP limit [18, 19], for the homogeneous gas in a Thomas-Fermi limit [2, 16], and for the homogeneous
gas in the GP limit in two space dimensions [21, 22]. More recently, a second-order upper bound for
the ground state energy of a hard sphere Bose gas has been proven in [5]. The homogeneous gas in a
box with Neumann boundary conditions has been studied in [14].

While low-energy eigenstates of the Hamiltonian accurately describe the dilute Bose gas at (or near)
zero temperature, understanding the system at positive temperature is crucial to describe modern
experiments. In this setting the natural analogues of the ground state energy and its corresponding
eigenfunction are the free energy and the Gibbs state associated to the many-body Hamiltonian. In
the article [28] the trapped Bose gas is studied in a combination of thermodynamic limit in the trap
and GP limit. It is proven that the free energy of the system minus that of the ideal gas is well
approximated by the minimum of a GP energy functional. Moreover, the one-particle density matrix
of any approximate minimizer of the free energy is, to leading order, given by the one of the ideal gas,
where the condensate wavefunction has been replaced by the minimizer of the GP energy functional.



This, in particular, establishes the existence of a BEC phase transition in the system. Comparable
results for the homogeneous Bose gas have been obtained in [27].

The GP limit is appropriate to describe experiments with atomic clouds containing 102 — 106
particles. To describe truly macroscopic samples with particle numbers of the order of the Avogadro
constant Na ~ 6.022 x 10?3, one needs to consider a thermodynamic limit followed by a dilute
limit. The leading order asymptotics of the ground state energy per particle in this regime has been
established in the influential works [29, 44] (three space dimensions) and [45] (two space dimensions).
The one-dimensional case has been studied in [3]. Recently, also the second-order correction predicted
by Lee, Huang and Yang (LHY) in 1957 [36] could be justified, see [7, 54] for upper bounds and [32,
33| for matching lower bounds. It is interesting to note that, to this date, there is no upper bound
available that captures the LHY correction for a gas of hard spheres (the lower bound in [33] applies
in this case). A comparable second order expansion for the two-dimensional Bose has been obtained
in [31]. For the dilute Bose gas at positive temperature, asymptotic expansions capturing the leading
order correction to the free energy caused by the interaction between the particles have been proved
in [50, 55] (three space dimensions) and [26, 46] (two space dimensions). In [34] a LHY-type lower
bound for the three-dimensional gas at suitably low temperatures is established.

In the recent work [13] the authors consider a grand canonical homogeneous Bose gas in the
GP limit at temperatures that are comparable to the critical temperature for BEC in the ideal
gas'. Under the assumption that the interaction potential is of class L?, they establish an upper
bound for the grand canonical free energy that contains two novel contributions: the free energy
of the interacting condensate is given in terms of an effective theory describing its particle number
fluctuations. Moreover, the free energy of the thermally excited particles equals that of a temperature-
dependent Bogoliubov Hamiltonian. In the present article, we extend this result to systems with
interactions in a more general class, including the hard-core potential. Our proof is based on the use
of a trial state that is similar in spirit to the one in [13]. However, due to the lack of regularity of the
interaction potential, we are forced to implement microscopic correlations between the particles by a
full Jastrow factor. Because of this, the computation of the energy requires different arguments. A
crucial step in our proof is a cancellation in the computation of the energy that emerges due to the
different length scales in the problem.

1.2 Notation

Given two functions a, b of the particle number N and other parameters of the system, we write
a < b if there exists a constant C, independent of IV, such that a < Cb. If we want to highlight the
dependency of the constant on some (N-independent) parameter k, we use the notation a <p b. We
write a ~ b if a < b and b < a, and a ~ b means that a/b — 1 in the limit considered. The letters
C, ¢ denote generic positive constants, whose values may change from line to line.

The Fourier coefficients of a function f : A = [-1/2,1/2]3 — C are denoted by f(p) =
i) A e” P f(z)dz and, given a sequence g : A* = 27Z3 — C, the inverse Fourier transformation
reads g(z) = > - g(p)e?®. Standard LP(A) and (P(A*) norms are denoted by || - [|,. If H is a
(separable, complex) Hilbert space we denote by (-, -) its inner product, and by £!(H) the space of
trace-class operators on H. If A is an operator on H and 1 € H belongs to the form domain of A,
we use the notation (A)y = (v, Av).

!The critical temperature in the interacting gas is expected to be the same, to leading order in N, but this has so far
been proven only in the canonical setting, see [27].



1.3 The grand canonical free energy and the Gibbs variational principle

We consider a Bose gas captured in the three-dimensional box A = [~1/2,1/2]3 with periodic boundary
conditions. Since we are interested in a system with a fluctuating particle number, its Hilbert is given
by the bosonic Fock space

5= ran. (L1)

n>0

Here L2(A™) denotes the space of permutation symmetric functions in L2(A™). That is, the closed
linear subspace of L?(A™), whose elements W¥(x1, ..., 7,) are invariant under any permutation of its n
particle coordinates 1, ..., Tpy.

The Hamiltonian of the system in the GP scaling reads

Hy=@PHY, with HY =3 A+N Y V(N(z; - ;). (1.2)
=1

n>0 1<i<j<n

Here, A; denotes the Laplacian with periodic boundary conditions acting on the i-th coordinate, and
V(N (x; — x;)) is a multiplication operator. We assume that the interaction potential V : R3 — [0, oc]
is measurable, radial and compactly supported. The parameter N will be chosen such that it coincides
with the expected number of particles in the system. Our assumptions on V guarantee that its
scattering length a is well-defined: this is a combined measure of the range and strength of the
interaction potential V. For a precise definition of the scattering length, we refer the reader to
Appendix A. By scaling, the scattering length ay of Vy = N2V (IV-) satisfies ay = a/N. The fact
that V' > 0 allows us to define the Hamiltonian Hy in (1.2) as a self-adjoint operator via Friedrichs
extension.

For states T € ¥ :== {I' € £(F) | T > 0, TrT = 1} we define the Gibbs free energy functional F(-)
by?
F(D) = Te{HxT] - S(T). (13)

where S(I') = — Tr[I" In(T")] denotes the von Neumann entropy and 8 > 0 is the inverse temperature
of the system. The grand canonical free energy is defined as the minimum of the Gibbs free energy
functional among states with expected number of particles equal to N:

F(B,N)=min{F([) |T €%, Tr[NT] = N} = - log Trlexp(—B(Hn — uN))] + uN.  (1.4)

Here N = @P,,~on denotes the number of particles operator on §. The minimum in (1.4) is attained

uniquely at the Gibbs state

 exp(—B(Hx — )
= Trloxp(—B(Hy — N (15)

where the chemical potential u = u(N, 3) € R is defined implicitly by the equation Tr[N'G] = N.

1.4 The ideal Bose gas on the torus

Before we state our main result, we recall some well-known facts about the ideal Bose gas on the
unit torus, that is, the system described by the Hamiltonian in (1.2) with V' = 0. In this case the

*Here and in the following, we interpret Tr[AB] for positive operators A and B as Tr[Al/QBAl/Q]. By positivity, this
expression is always well defined and takes values in [0, oo]. In particular, finiteness of Tr[AB] under this convention
requires only that the operator A2BA/? is trace-class, and not necessarily AB.



chemical potential pg = po(3, N) < 0 can be defined by the equation

1
N= 2 oBUE —mBN) =1 (16)

pEA*

The expected number of particles with momentum p = 0 is given by

1
No(B,N) = oxp(—Bg) — 1 (1.7)
and satisfies 2/
NQ(ﬁ,N) ~ /Bc . . i N N
e B IR Ce), .

in the limit NV — oco. Here ¢ denotes the Riemann zeta function and [-]; = max{-,0}. Equation (1.8)
implies that the ideal gas displays a BEC phase transition with critical inverse temperature 5.. More
precisely, if 8 = k. with x € (1,00), we have Ny ~ N(1 — 1/k) and |uo| ~ N~Y/3. If, in contrast,
# € (0,1) then N ~ 1 and |uo| ~ N?/3.

The free energy of the ideal Bose gas reads Fy(8, N) = FPFC + FF, where

FptC = ; log(1 — exp(Bro)) + 1oNo (1.9)

denotes the free energy of the condensate and

F = 3 Z log(1 — exp(—B(|p|* = po))) + po(N — No) (1.10)
pEA*

that of the thermally excited particles.

1.5 Main results

The following theorem is the main result of this article.

Theorem 1.1. Let V : R? — [0, 00] be measurable, spherically symmetric and compactly supported.
In the limit N — oo, with 5 = kf., k € (0,00) and B. in (1.8), the free energy in (1.4) satisfies

F(B,N) <F+(B N) + 8rayN? + min{ FBEC — 8ray N2, FPECY

Z [16#01;{]\70 log (1 n 1671'0]\2[N0>:| I O(Nll/lg), (1.11)
ﬂpeA* |p| |

with No, FPEC and F defined respectively in (1.7), (1.9) and (1.10), and
1
FBEC — FBEC(B Ny, ay) = 3 log (/C exp (- (4ray|z|* — plz[?)) dz> + uNo(B,N). (1.12)

Here, dz = m—'dx dy, where dz dy denotes the Lebesque measure on C, and p is chosen as the unique
solution of the equation

/ 2%g(2) dz = No(B, N), (1.13)
C
with the probability density

exp (=B (4ran|z|* — plz[?))
Joexp (= (dmay|z|* — plz[?)) dz

9(z) = (1.14)
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The terms on the right-hand side of (1.11) appear in descending order according to their order of
magnitude in the limit N — co. The free energy Fj (3, N) of the thermal cloud of the ideal gas is
proportional to N/3. The second term is a density-density interaction, which is of order N. The
third term represents the free energy of the interacting condensate. If x > 1, it contributes two terms,
one of order N and one of order N2/3log N. For k < 1 it is proportional to N2/3. Finally, the term
on the second line of (1.11) is a correction to the free energy of the thermally excited particles coming
from Bogoliubov theory. It is of order N2/3 in the presence of a macroscopic condensate occupation
(k > 1), and of order N~%3 if x < 1. More details concerning the last two terms can be found in
Remark 1.4 below.

The following proposition, which is proved in [13, Proposition 1.2], allows us to simplify the
right-hand side of (1.11) in the parameter regimes strictly above and strictly below the critical point.

Proposition 1.2. We consider the limit N — oo, with 8 = kf., k € (0,00) and B in (1.8). The
following statements hold for given € > 0:

1. Assume that Ny 2 N5/6+¢ gnd that ay > 0. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

1
FBEC _ 47raNNg + % log(48an) + O(exp(—cN¥®)). (1.15)
2. If Ny < N%/6¢ then
FBEC — _; log(Ng) _ ; + O(N2/3*25)‘ (1.16)

Proposition 1.2 describes a transition in the behavior of the effective theory of the interacting
condensate. If Ny > N5/6+¢ the free energy in (1.12) is given, up to a small remainder, by the
usual density-density interaction plus a contribution of order N2/3 log(NN), which is related to the free
energy of the fluctuations of the number of condensed particles. We refer to part 4 of Remark 1.4 for
further details. Both contributions are caused by the self-interaction of the condensate, as is evident
from their dependence on the scattering length ay. If instead 1 < Ny < N 5/6=¢ the free energy of
the condensate (1.16) equals the one of its non-interacting counterpart, up to o(N2/3). The threshold
arises from the fact that, when Ny ~ N5/ the interaction energy dray NG ~ N 2/3 of the condensate
becomes much smaller than 47! times the classical entropy S of g(z) (see (1.21)), which is always
of order N?/3log N if N* < Ny < N°/6. In the transition regime N%/6=¢ < Ny < N%/6+2 the free
energy of the condensate does not have a simple form as in (1.15) or (1.16).

With Proposition 1.2 at hand, one readily checks that the minimum on the right-hand side of
(1.11) is attained by the first term if x € (1,00) (condensed phase) and by the second if k € (0, 1)
(non-condensed phase). This leads to the following reformulation of Theorem 1.1, which is better
suited for a comparison with the existing literature.

Corollary 1.3. Let V : R? — [0, 00] be a measurable, spherically symmetric and compactly supported
function that is strictly positive on a set of positive measure. We consider the limit N — oo, with
B = kB, k € (0,00) and B in (1.8). If k € (1,00), the free energy (1.4) satisfies

F(B,N) <F(B,N) + 4man(2N? — N§) + — L jog(4pay)

26
D3

1 N, 1 N, (1.17)
[ 67“1]\2[ 0 —log (1 + 767“”\2[ 0)} + O(N/18)
pen b 1P p|



with No and Fy~ defined in (1.7) and (1.10), respectively. If k € (0,1) we have
F(B,N) <Fy(8,N) + 8rayN* + O(N'/1¥), (1.18)
with the free energy of the ideal gas Fy(B, N) above (1.9).

At the critical point, corresponding to x = 1, Proposition 1.2 does not apply, and the minimum in
(1.11) is needed. We have the following remarks concerning the above results.

Remark 1.4. 1. The first two terms in (1.17) were first identified for the dilute Bose gas in the
thermodynamic limit in [55] (upper bound) and [50] (lower bound). An asymptotic expansion
for the canonical free energy of the Bose gas in the GP limit was given, up to remainders of
order o(N), in [27]. The same expansion is, however, expected to hold in the grand canonical
setting, and it coincides with the first two terms on the right-hand sides of (1.17) and (1.18).
The first upper bound capturing the third and fourth term on the right-hand side of (1.17) was
proved in [13] for Bose gases interacting through sufficiently regular interaction potentials (of
class L3). In contrast to [13], we make no such regularity assumption, and our result applies, in
particular, to the case of the hard-core interaction

V(z) = +oo if |z| <, (1.19)
0 otherwise. '

This generalization is the main contribution of the present article.

2. Our proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on a trial state that is similar to the one used in [13]. In
particular, we use (up to technicalities) the same uncorrelated trial state. However, in the
absence of integrability assumptions on the interaction potential, we need to describe the
correlations between particles by a full Jastrow factor. As a consequence our proof of the upper
bound in (1.11) is not an adaption of the one in [13] and requires different arguments. One
key step in our proof is a cancellation in the computation of the interaction energy that is
similar in spirit to a cancellation observed in [6] in the computation of the Lee-Huang—Yang
correction to the ground state energy of the hard-sphere gas. To see this cancellation, we exploit
the fact that the interaction between the particles lives on a much smaller length scale than
the thermal wavelength Y2, Moreover, precise pointwise bounds for the reduced densities of
our trial state without correlations and of its eigenfunctions are needed. In contrast, in [13]
it was possible to implement correlations between the particles with a truncated quartic (in
creation and annihilation operators) transformation in Fock space. In combination with the use
of suitable momentum cutoffs in the trial state, this allowed the authors of [13] to obtain an
upper bound for the free energy in a more direct way.

3. The third term on the right-hand side of (1.17) is the free energy of the fluctuations of the
number of particles in the condensate. To explain this, we describe the condensate with a trial
state of the form

GO—/Cyz><z\g(z) dz, (1.20)

where |z) = exp(zaj — Zap)? is the usual coherent state on the p = 0 mode and p(z) is a
probability density with respect to the measure dz introduced below (1.12). This is motivated by
the fact that a c-number substitution for one momentum mode is known to introduce only small
corrections to the free energy, see for instance [42]. If we take 4drayajagaoap as the effective



interaction Hamiltonian of the condensate (i.e., we replace the potential by a renormalized one
proportional to the scattering length), we can write the free energy of Gg as

1 1
FPEO(Go) = 47TaN/ 0(2)]2]" dz = ZS(Go) < 47TaN/ o(2)|2|* dz — Z5% (o), (1.21)
C s C B
where S°(p) = — Jc 0(2)log(o(2)) dz denotes the classical entropy of o. The inequality in (1.21)

is a consequence of the Berezin-Lieb inequality, see [8, 9, 37]. If we minimize the right-hand
side of (1.21) under the constraint [, |2[%0(2) dz = Ny, we find FBEC in (1.12), with the unique
minimizer ¢g(z) in (1.14). Using Proposition 1.2, we thus see that

2B

if Ng 2 N 5/6+¢ for some ¢ > 0. That is, according to this effective theory, the third term on
the right-hand side of (1.17) indeed equals the free energy of the fluctuations of the number of
particles in the condensate.

L Jos(4Ban) = dran /\z| g(2)dz — (/(Cz|2g(2)dz>2>—;Sd(g)—i—(’)(exp(—cNE)) (1.22)

. While the variance of the number of particles in the condensate of the ideal gas is of order N2,
for the Gibbs distribution g we have

Var,(|2]%) /|z|4 dzf /|z| g(z ~N5/3, (1.23)

provided k > 1. This decrease of the fluctuations of the number of condensed particles caused
by the repulsive interaction between them is a well-known effect, see e.g. [20, 24]. Motivated by
the recent experimental realization [49] of a system with grand canonical number statistics, a
discrete version of ¢ has been used in [53] to compute the size of the fluctuations of the number
of condensed particles for a trapped gas. The computations in [53] could be rigorously justified
by showing that ¢g(z) approximates Tr[|z)(z|G], where |z) is the coherent state defined below
(1.20) and G is the interacting Gibbs state in (1.5). This interesting mathematical problem is,
however, beyond the scope of our present investigation.

. The term on the second line of (1.11) is a correction to the free energy of the thermally excited
particles, which is related to Bogoliubov theory. This can be seen with the following heuristic
computation. In the first step we assume, for the sake of simplicity, that V € L'(A). We start
by writing the Hamiltonian in (1.2) in terms of the usual creation and annihilation operators
ay, ay, of a particle with momentum p € A* as

Hy = Z \p[Za ap, + Z VN (r)ap,ayapagr

pEAY p,q,rEA*

Replacing afj, ag with v/ Ny, the potential ‘/}N(T‘) with its renormalized version 4may, and

neglecting cubic and quartic terms in aj, ap,, we arrive at the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

HPoE = Z |P’261*ap + 4man No Z <2a;§ap +ayal, + apa,p).
PEAT pEAY

A careful analysis shows that the grand potential ®B°8(3, 1g) associated to HB°® — pgN with



10.

11.

the chemical potential y in (1.6) satisfies (compare to Lemma 5.1)

DB(, o) Z log <1 _ BVIPP—nov/IpI2— uo+167raNN0>
’ ﬁ

pE/\*

Z log 1 — eAlpl~ )) + 8may No(N — No)
pEA*

5

pEA*

N p|?

The first term on the right-hand side contributes to FJ , the second term to the density-density
interaction 4may (2N% — NZ), and the third term appears on the second line of (1.11).

. Let us denote by H](VN) the restriction of Hx to the N-particle sector of Fock space (see (1.2)),

and by Ejy the ground state of H](VN). It has been shown in [12] that the eigenvalues E of

H](VN) — Ey that satisfy E < N'/® are well approximated by those of a Bogoliubov Hamiltonian.
If we compare this threshold to the energy scale 71 ~ N2/3, which represents the energy per
particle in our system, we see that the results in [12] are far from being sufficient to draw
conclusions on the free energy in our setting.

If we replace the torus A = [~1/2,1/2]® by Ay = [-L/2,L/2]® with fixed L > 0, Theorem 1.1
and a scaling argument imply a similar upper bound for the grand canonical free energy in this
setting. In this case, the term on the second line of (1.11) reads

_i Z {1671’0]\[@;)‘(5,]\/', L) _ log (1 T 167TC1NQ’ZQJ|(§, N, L))] .

peF23\{0}

If we replace ay by a, divide the term in (7) by L? and take a formal thermodynamic limit (i.e.
letting NV, L — oo with o = N/L? fixed), we obtain

1 16magg ( 16%0@0)] 16/7 3/2
— —log 1+ dp = .
25(2m)7 /R[ g OB\t e )| = g (o)

The right-hand side has been conjectured to appear in the asymptotic expansion of the specific
free energy in the dilute limit, see [48, Theorem 11].

. The minimum on the right-hand side of (1.11) is needed, because FBFC does not accurately

describe the free energy of the condensate if Ny ~ 1, see (5.13). This is related to the fact
that we approximate the discrete random variable associated with the operator agao with a
continuous one.

. We state and prove Theorem 1.1 with x € (0, 00) fixed. However, a straightforward adaptation

of our proof applies to the case in which x depends on N, as long as x 2 1. In particular, it is
possible to take a zero-temperature limit (corresponding to k — 00).

We expect the upper bound in Theorem 1.1 to be sharp. That is, we expect it to be possible to
prove a matching lower bound, up to remainders of order o(IN 2/ 3).

A similar expansion as in (1.17) is expected to hold for the interacting canonical free energy if
F(;r is replaced by the canonical free energy of the ideal gas and FPEC by 47raNNg. The reason



for the latter replacement lies in the fact that, in the canonical ensemble, the variance of the
number of particles in the condensate is expected to be of the order N*/3 if 8 = k3, with xk > 1
(This is the order of magnitude of these fluctuations in the ideal gas.). When we compare this
to (1.22) and (1.23), we see that these fluctuations are too small (when compared to 87! times
the entropy) to generate a contribution to the free energy of the order NV 2/3 or N2/3 In(N). We
refer the reader to [23] for a detailed analysis of the condensate fluctuations in the canonical
ideal gas.

1.6 Outline of the article

To prove Theorem 1.1, we apply a trial state argument with two distinct trial states corresponding to
the regimes of high and low occupation of the condensate, respectively. The analysis of the former
parameter regime is considerably more difficult, and we therefore focus on it. The adaption of the
proof to the (simpler) case of low condensate occupation is discussed at the end of Section 5.

In Section 2 we define the trial state and we prove some of its properties that are needed for the
computation of the free energy. In particular, we prove pointwise bounds for the two- and four-body
reduced densities of our trial state and of its eigenfunctions. These estimates determine their leading
order behavior as N — oo. In Section 3 we provide an upper bound for the energy. One main step in
our proof is the use of the pointwise bounds for the reduced densities from Section 2 to establish in
Section 3.2 a cancellation between the numerator and the denominator of the effective interaction
energy. An upper bound for the entropy is provided in Section 4. In Section 5 we collect the results
from Sections 3 and 4 and give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

To not disrupt the main line of the argument, we defer some technical lemmas to the Appendix.
In Appendix A we recall some properties of the solution to the scattering equation. Appendix B
contains useful estimates for the effective chemical potential in the BEC. Finally, the expected number
of particles in our trial state is computed in Appendix C.

2 The trial state

In this section we define our trial state, which consists of the following parts: (a) the Gibbs state of a
temperature-dependent Bogoliubov Hamiltonian that describes the thermally excited particles, (b) a
suitable convex combination of coherent states describing the BEC, and (c) a correlation structure
given by a Jastrow factor. In Section 2.3 we state and prove several lemmas that are needed in the
computation of the free energy of our trial state. Before constructing the trial state, we recall some
definitions concerning the formalism of second quantization, which also allows us to set some notation.

2.1 Second quantization

An important class of operators on § is given by the creation and annihilation operators a*(f), a(f)
of a one-particle wave function f. They satisfy the canonical commutation relations (CCR)

[a(f),alg)'] = {f.9),  la(f),al9)] =0 = [a"(f),a*(9)]

for every f,g € L?(A). In the special case f(z) = p,(z) = P with p € 27Z3 we write a, = a(pp).
We also introduce the operator-valued distributions a}, a, creating and annihilating a particle at
a point z € R3, respectively, which satisfy the CCR [a,, ay] = 6(z —y), [az, ay] = 0 = [a}, ay] for
x,y € A. Here 6(x) denotes Dirac’s delta distribution with unit mass at the origin.

10



To be able to distinguish between the condensate and the thermally excited particles, we introduce
the Fock spaces

So = P Span{we}®”,  Fy=EPLI (N,

n>0 n>0

where ¢y is the (normalized) constant function on A, and L2 (A) denotes the orthogonal complement
of Span{yp} in L2(A). We denote by Qg and €, the vacuum vectors in §o and §, respectively. The
full Fock space can be identified with the tensor product §g ® F+ thanks to the unitary equivalence
§ =U(Fo ® F+) defined by Q =U (2 @ ), where €2 denotes the vacuum vector in §, and

U a(po © 0)U =a(po) @ 1,

Ua(0® iU =1 @ a(f), 2.1)

for every f € L*(A).

2.2 Definition of the trial state
We are now prepared to give the definition of our trial state. On the excitation Fock space §y, we
define the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

2 =2
HB(Z) — (|p|2 —_ Mo)apap —+ 47TC1NN(] [Qapap + Wapa_p —+ Wapa,p (22)
pEA’_;_ pEPB

with z € C, puo(B, N) in (1.6) and No(B, N) in (1.7). It is important to note that Hp(z) depends on
[ via the latter two quantities. The momentum set Pg in the second sum is defined by

Pp = {p €A} | p] < N}

with some dpog > 0 that will be chosen later (independently of V). The Hamiltonian in (2.2) can be
diagonalized with a (unitary) Bogoliubov transformation T, that is,

TiHp(2)T. = HE = By + Y e(p)ajay, (2.3)
peAi

with Ey,e(p) € R (precise definitions will be given later in Section 2.3.1).
The thermally excited particles will be described by the following Gibbs states related to Hp(z):

exp(—fHIe) P exp(—fH )

Gdiag — — Gliag .— — 2.4
Tog, fexp(— 570 Tog, [Prexp(— %) 24
Here the spectral projection P is defined as
IPE = ]]-{N<S5571N5Bog}]l{./\/’>§'EN}a (25)
with some ¢ > 1 to be specified later and with the number operators
N< = Z aya, and N7 = Z apyp. (2.6)

pEPB PE(AL\PB)

Here and in the following we introduce all states once with and once without a particle number cutoff.
This is motivated by the fact that both objects appear frequently in the computation of the free
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energy of our final trial state. To make the identification of quantities with cutoff easier, we always
denote them with a tilde. The states in (2.4), when transformed by T, are denoted by

 exp(—AHa()
C&) = Ty, lexp(—BHn ()]

Finally, the uncorrelated trial states read

=T.GY%8T  and  G(z) = T,GY#eT?. (2.7)

Ty = U (/C C(2)]2) (2| @ G(2) dz) W, To=u (/C C(2)]2) (2] @ G(2) dz> . (28)

with ¢ in (2.1) and the coherent state |z) = W,y = exp(za*(¢o) — Za(vo)) € Fo. The probability
density ((z) on C with respect to the measure dz = dzdy/m with z = = + iy is given by

(o) — Lz (- A(may 2l — fl:l)

= — . 2.9
T <oy xP(—Bldman 2 — fl217) d (2:9)

The chemical potential i = 1(/N) € R will be chosen later such that our final trial state has the
correct particle number. All particle number cutoffs we have introduced so far are needed for technical
reasons. The restriction of the momenta in the sum in the interaction terms in (2.2) to the set Pp
is very convenient from a mathematical point of view and still allows us to obtain the term in the
second line in (1.11). This is possible because e(p) =~ p* — g for |p| > 1. In [13] the state T in (2.8)
has been used as uncorrelated trial state, while we are forced to work with fo instead. This is related
to the fact that we implement correlations between the particles differently than in [13].

It remains to add microscopic correlation induced by the interaction vy to our trial state. To that
end, we first apply the spectral theorem and write G488 = 3> X\, |¥q) (¥, |. We assume that each
U, is a symmetrized product of plane waves with a definite particle number. This choice is possible
because of (2.3), and it is important for our analysis. We highlight that {¥,}, is a basis that jointly
diagonalizes H42& N, N'< and N>, i.e.

,Hdiag\l,a = B, ,, ./\/"Ifa = N, U, N<\I]a = N(j\IJOH N>\I/a = N;‘I’a, (2.10)

where Ny = NS + N2. In this representation the particle number cutoff in the definition of G428
amounts to restricting the sum over « to the set

A={a e A| NS <B 'N%o= and N> < cN} (2.11)

and to normalizing by the factor g = Za c i Aa- The eigenvalues of G4ia8 therefore read Xa = Ko W

We define the correlation structure in terms of the solution f(|z|) to the zero energy scattering
equation Af(|z|) = V() f(|x])/2 in R?* with the boundary condition limy, . f(|z|) = 1. Let

(2.12)
1 for |z| > ¢,

fy(a) = {f(!asn/f(z) for |z] < £,

where the parameter ¢ > 0 is required to be strictly larger than the radius of the support of V. In
the following, we assume that £ is at least twice as large as that radius. This, in particular, implies
£ > 2ay. We also define the operator F' on § by

(FO) ™ (21, . 20) = Fp(ay, oy 20) 0™ (21, ..., 2,)  with
Fu(zr,mn) = [ felwi— ). (2.13)

1<i<j<n
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That is, F multiplies each n-particle component of a Fock space vector ¥ by a Jastrow factor. This
should be compared with [27, 29, 30, 35, 46]. Finally, our trial state with correlations is given by

Aa
= = | FUP, o) (FUP, | d .
/g(@%uw@vaugw 020} (FU- o] 0 (214)

with ¢ in (2.1) and ¢, o = |2) @ T, ¥,,.

For T to be an admissible trial state in the Gibbs variational principle, we require that Tr[NT] = N
holds. This is not a trivial matter because (a) the chemical potential in the definition of G(z) is fixed
and (b) the correlation structure changes the particle number of I' with respect to that of fo because
r o and N do not commute. Under suitable assumptions on the parameters, the following lemma
guarantees the existence of fi € R such that I' is an admissible trial state.

Lemma 2.1. We consider the combined limit N — oo, B 2 B. with B in (1.8) and assume Ny > N2/3,
OBog < 1/12 as well as that ¢ is sufficiently large. Then there are constants ¢, M > 0 such that if
2ay < £ < eN“12 gnd N > M the following holds: There exists i € R such that the state T in
(2.14) satisfies Tr[NT| = N and we have the bound

| Te[NT] — Tr[NTo]| < N3¢* + N Hoeosg2(371 1 1) (2.15)
with Ty in (2.8).

In the proof of the above lemma we use a simpler version of a cancellation that we observe in the
computation of the energy of I' in the proof of Proposition 3.6. To not dilute the main line of the
argument, we therefore defer it to Appendix C.

Remark 2.2. As is apparent from the assumption in the above lemma, the trial state I' is only well
defined for inverse temperatures such that No(3, N) > N?/3 holds. To obtain a proof of Theorem 1.1
for all inverse temperatures satisfying 8 = 8., we use a second and much simpler trial state in the
parameter regime defined by No(8, N) < N 2/3_ More details can be found in Section 5.

Remark 2.3. The way correlations are implemented in [13] differs from our approach in two ways.
The first difference is that, instead of a Jastrow factor, the authors of [13] use a certain quartic
(in creation and annihilation operators) transformation. Up to technicalities, their transformation
amounts to multiplying an uncorrelated n-particle wave function by a factor 1 -3, j<n w(x; — ),
where w(z) =1 — fy(x). This approach is very convenient from a computational perspective, but it
suffers from the disadvantage that the resulting trial state is not an element of the form domain of
Hy, if V' is chosen as in (1.19). The trial state I' in (2.14) does not have this problem.

The second main difference between our approaches lies in the level at which correlations are
introduced. In [13] correlations are added to the eigenfunctions of I'y. With this choice, it is easier
(when compared to our case) to estimate the effect of the correlation structure on the entropy of the
trial state. However, the eigenfunctions of I'g have a somewhat complicated structure, which makes it
difficult to access useful properties of the eigenfunctions of the Gibbs state G(z) in computing the
energy and number of particles of the trial state. This is not a problem in [13], thanks to the special
form of the correlation structure chosen there (however, it causes additional difficulties in proving the
existence of a chemical potential & such that the trial state has the correct particle number, see the
discussion below Lemma 2.1 in [13]). In contrast, we add correlations to the eigenfunctions of the
state |z)(z| ® G(z). This allows us to harness properties of a (suitably chosen) basis of eigenfunctions
of G(z), which turns out to be crucial in computing the energy of our trial state. We therefore had to
find a different way to estimate the influence of the correlations on the entropy. More details can be
found in Section 4.
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To simplify the notation we will, by a slight abuse of notation, drop the isomorphism U from all
formulas, and identify vectors in § and §o ® §+. In the remaining part of the article we prove an
upper bound for the free energy of I' that implies Theorem 1.1.

2.3 Properties of the trial state

To compute the free energy of our trial state, precise information about its properties is needed. In
this section we prove the relevant statements to not interrupt the main line of the argument later.

The following lemma, which allows us to estimate momentum sums in terms of integrals, will be
used frequently in our analysis. A proof can be found in [27, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 2.4. Let f:[0,00) — R be nonnegative and monotone decreasing, and let X > 0. Then we

have ) 6
s Y[
ﬂm(u—-+)®
Ip|  [p[?

}jj@»mMmumws@wr3/

pene Ip|>[A—2r /3]

In the following subsection we recall some properties of the operators 7T, and W,.

2.3.1 The Bogoliubov and Weyl transformations

For p € A% we define

1 16 Nol
T = —Zlog [1 + AN 7o PB(p)}

2.16
\pP — Mo ( )

as well as the Bogoliubov transformation

2

< k ok
T, == exp ( Z Tp<Wapa_p — h.c.)). (2.17)

pGAi

Its action on creation and annihilation is given by

—2 2
z z
TrayT, = upay + U E 0P Tra,T, = upay + v,,—‘zpa*_p, (2.18)

with u, := cosh(7,) and v, := sinh(7,), that is,

1/4 —1/4
QL_1< [P — 1o >/ +1< [P — 1o ) /
"2 \[pl? — po + 16man NoL py () 2 \|p|* — po + 16may No1 py (p) ’ (2.19)
1/4 —1/4 :
Q,:1< [Pl — o >/ _1( Ipl* — o ) /
"2 \pl* — po + 16man NoLp, (p) 2 \[pl* = po + 167ay NoLp, (p)
The coefficients u,,, v, satisfy the following bounds.
Lemma 2.5. The coefficient v, in (2.19) satisfies the bounds
No  _ No No K No 7 (k+1)650
wEgpE Sy WleST  and 3 ipll S O (2.20)
pEAi
for k € {0,1,2}. For u, we have
PJ2
o= 1o 2D, (2.21)



Proof. We first observe that (2.19) implies

1/2 —1/2
02:1< [P — o >/+1< [Pl — o ) |
Poyq ]p|2 — po + 16may Nolpy (p) 4 ’p|2 — po + 16may Nolp, (p) 2
Using 119 < 0, ay = a/N and the inequality 0 < (1 +z)"2 4+ (1 +2)"/2 -2 < 22/4 for 2 > 0, we find

1)2 < Ng
PN

(2.22)

The remaining estimates in (2.20) and (2.21) follow from (2.22), |p| > 27 for p € A%, the identity
u;: 1+v§ and the inequality 1 +z —1 < z for x > 0. 0

As we mentioned earlier, the unitary 7, diagonalizes the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian. The precise
statement is the following.

Lemma 2.6. Let z € C, Hp(z) in (2.2) and 7, in (2.16). We have

T Hp(2)T. = H8 .= Eg + > e(p)asay, (2.23)
peAi
with the ground state energy
1
Ey = -5 Z Up]Q — po + 8may Ny — €(p)] (2.24)
pEPs

and the Bogoliubov dispersion relation

e(p) = VIPP = po/Ip? — po + 16man No,  p € P,
[p|* = ko, pe A\ Pg.

(2.25)

The proof is a standard computation based on (2.18) and (2.19), which can be found for instance
in [12, Lemma 5.2].

Next, we recall the definition of the Weyl operator W, := exp(za*(vo)—Za(gp)) and the well-known
formulas
WiazW, = ag + 2, WiaW, =a, +Z, (2.26)

Wia,W, = ap + 20p.0, WZa,W, = ay, + Zop.0, (2.27)

for every x € A and p € A*. The Bogoliubov and the Weyl transformations cannot change the particle
number too much. The precise statement is captured in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. The operator inequalities
TN+ DFT, < (NS 4+ 1)F (2.28)

and
WIN< + D)W, < (NS 4 |22 + )P (2.29)
hold for all k € N.
We omit the proof, which is a standard application of Gronwall’s inequality, compare for instance

with [17, Lemma 3.1]. We are now prepared to prove several important properties of the Bogoliubov
Gibbs state in the diagonal and in the non-diagonal representation.
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2.3.2 The Bogoliubov Gibbs state in the diagonal representation
We start by computing the 1-pdm of G428 in (2.4).
Lemma 2.8. For every p,q € A’ , we have
Trg, [a;aquiag] = ’ygiagépg, Trg, [apaquiag] =0, (2.30)
with
diag .__ 1

To T exp(Belp)) — 1
g

(2.31)

and £(p) in (2.25). The sequence of eigenvalues 7;31& satisfies

DoMRESET T RIS TR g Y g s (232)
peEA’, pEAT peAY

Moreover,

/ 548 ()] dar < . (2.33)
A

Proof. The formulas (2.30), (2

1) follow directly from the definition of G428, We apply Lemma 2.4
with A € (2mv/3,47), use £(p) > |

3
> |p|? and (exp(z) — 1)~ < 27! to see that

)

. Iiy oo 1 —2

3 e < 3 ool g / T AT
. < exp(B[p[?) — 1 p>a—2xv3 exp(Blp[?) — 1

PEAY peA,

holds. With the same argument we prove the second bound in (2.32). We also have

3 ]. ].
diag |2 < [p—2
v, < = — S B
Z | p | /82 Z |p‘4

peEAT peEAL

which completes the proof of (2.32). Finally, to obtain (2.33), we apply Cauchy-Schwartz and (2.32):

| | 1/2
[ < ([ pos@par) - so
A A

The following lemma allows us to control the expectation of powers of N, (the restriction of N/
to §+) in the state G4,

O

Lemma 2.9. For every k > 2, we have

3(k

Trg, VEGHS] — (Trg, [N, G28])* <, g~ 52 4 =06, (2.34)

Proof. Let us introduce the notation dX* = dz, ..., dzy,. Using the CCR we see that
T1"3+ [ Nkz Gdiag]

. . 2.35
:/ Trg, [a}, ..a}, g, .00, GPE]AXF + Trg, [N = N - (N =k + 1)) GHe]. (2.35)
Ak+1

16



An application of Wick’s theorem and the identity Trg, [a%a,GY%8] = Trg, [N G%%] show that the
first term on the right-hand side equals

(Trg+[N+Gdiag])k+ Z / l_ITrgJr g,z Gdlag]ka
TI'ESk\{Idk}

where Sy denotes the set of permutations of {1,...,k} and Idy € Si is the identity. To bound the sum
on the right-hand side, we first observe that an application of Cauchy—Schwartz and Lemma 2.8 imply

| Try, [a;adeiagH < \/Trg-s- [a;‘azGdiag] Trz, [a;adeiag] N 5_3/2 + /3_1~

Moreover, if m € Sy, \ {Idy}, there exist distinct 4, j € {1,..., k} such that 7(i) # i, 7(j) # j. We can
thus estimate

Z / l_ITrg+ ay. g ()Gdlag]ka
meSk\{Idx}

SH(E2 4+ 572 [ 1558y = ) oy — )] oy day s

+ //\4 |;ydiag(x1 _ .’Eg)’?dlag(lﬁ _ x3)| dzq daxo d:Cg)
S,k(ﬁ_3/2 + B_l)k_25_27

where we used (2.33) in the last step.

To obtain a bound for the second term on the right-hand side of (2.35), we argue as above and
find

Trg, [(N* =N - (N =k + 1)) GY28] < T, [VE1GNe8] < (8732 4 g1y (B0,
In combination, these considerations prove (2.34). O

To compare the energy of our trial state to the expression in (1.11), we need to remove the cutoff
on the number of particles in several terms. The next lemma allows us to control the corresponding
errors.

Lemma 2.10. Let 8 2 B.. There exist constants ¢,c > 0 such that, for every m € N, we have

Trg, [(1 - PHONTGUE] = Y A NI S exp(—cNPoz) (2.36)
acA\A

with Pg in (2.5). In particular, 1 > kg > 1 — C exp(—cN%%ez). Moreover,

Trg, [(1 — PH)HPEGM 8] = Y~ A\ Eo < exp(—cN%s). (2.37)
acA\A

Proof. We start by proving the first statement in the case m = 0. For notational convenience, let us
introduce N< = = ¢B I N%os and N =¢N. Using the fact that

1-P;<1 1

wesv<y Tl my S Livas iy Ly, s myp
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we can bound

Ty, [(1 — Po)G8] < Ty, [1, 0. oy GU%8] + Trg, [y, . 5, G4, (2.38)
With the inequality 1,~q) < e’ valid for any x € R and 7 > 0, we estimate the second term on the
right-hand side by

~ ) ~Tr [e—BHdmg+nN}]
_ (diag n(Ny—N) ~diag) _ —nN '8+
Tr§+[ {N+>N}G ] < r:[‘I"l?):Jr [6 G ] =€ TI‘3+ [eiﬁf}{diag]

(2.39)

For the choice n = 2723, which ensures 1/ < 472, we have

Trg, [e P51V = exp ( 3 1og< eﬁs(p)w))

pEA]

We expand the logarithm to second order and use the fact that the function = + (cosh(z) — 1)!
decreasing and satisfies (cosh(z) —1)~! < 2272 for > 0, to see that

718Hdiag+ N 75Hdiag 1 ]_ 2
Trg, [e ] <Trg, [e | exp (7] Z ) 1 )exp( Z cosh(} p))—l)

pEA} PEAT
_ dia,
<Trg, [e PR exp Z [35 exp | 21° Z EOTINT]
A - pens P Ipl
+
_B’Hdiag 1
P (nze&(@_l)_
pEAi
(2.40)
It follows from (1.6) that
1 1
— < — < N.
Z ebelp) — 1 — Z eBpl2—po) — 1 — N
pEAj pEAi
In combination with (2.39) and (2.40), this bound implies
di N—
Trg, (1 p, oy G S 7). (241)

Next, we prove a similar estimate for the first term on the right-hand side of (2.38). We have

_ diag,< <
Geling] < —ni< T3¢ PR =N

Trg. e P75

Try, []l{/\/<>ﬁ<}
with Hdiee< = By + > pepg €(P)ayap. Arguing as in (2.40) with the same choice of 7, we also see that

_ diag,< < _ diag,<
Trz, [e pH N | S Trg, le pH | exp (17 Z 665 - )
pePs

The sum in the above exponential is bounded by

12 !2~ BN,

pEPB

18



and hence

Trg, []l{N<>]\7<}Gdiag] < efn(ﬁ< ,clﬁ—lNéBog)’ (2.42)

for some ¢; > 0 independent of N. In combination, (2.38), (2.41) and (2.42) imply (2.36) for m =0
and ¢ > max{1,c; }.

If m > 1, we write
T, (0~ PONYG™8] < g, Ty G 4 T, A 7y
S Trg [N = )™My gy GH8] + N T, [ 5, G
+ TI'%‘+ [(N< _ N<)mﬂ{N<>ﬁ<}Gdiag] + (j\vf<)m Trng []]_{N<>N<}Gdiag]
+ H%+ [(N>)m]]‘{/\[< >N<}Gdiag] .

To estimate the first and the third term on the right-hand side, we apply the inequality ™1 ,>q) <
mle™ /n™. The rest of the argument is the same as in the case m = 0. With (2.41), (2.42) and
N,N< < N we see that the second and the fourth term are bounded by a constant times exp(—cN%Bez),
To obtain a bound for the last term, we observe that it equals

Trg, (1o oy G Trg, (V)7 GY9%) S 0N Ty, N7GY98) <, N7 eV

where we used [N <,N7] =0, (2.41) and (2.42).
It remains to prove (2.37). The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and (2.36) for m = 0 imply
ia, ia, iag1)\1/2 ia, iag1)1/2
Trg, [(1 — Po)HYBGI8) <(Trg, [(1 — Pz)GY28]) "/ (T, [(HVer)2Gliee)) (2.43)
SechéBOg ( TI'§+ [(/Hdiag)ZGdiag]) 1/2'

To estimate the second factor on the right-hand side we apply Wick’s theorem:

. . . 2 . .
Trg, (K926 = (37 e(prgies) + 3 () f8(1 +gio®) < 55+ 552
pEAT pEAT

In the last step we used the monotonicity of x — (e® —1)7!, e(p) > |p|* and Lemma 2.4. Inserting
this bound into (2.43) we get (2.37).

O
2.3.3 The Bogoliubov Gibbs state in the original representation
We now compute and estimate the correlation functions of G(z).
Lemma 2.11. For every z € C, we have
Trg, [a;apG(z)] = YpOp.qs Trz, [aqapG(2)] = (z/]z])Qapépy_q, (2.44)
with
— (1 + 2 2) diag + 2 — 2 diag 1 (2 45)
Yp V) Vp Ups Qp = UpUp| 27, ° + .
and up, v, in (2.19). Moreover, we have the bounds
Ng1 1 Nol 1
S = zpBip) 2 y ap S : PBQ(p) <1 + 2) ’ (2.46)
NZ|p| exp(Bp[?) — 1 Nipl Blpl
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as well as

N2
1 A/0Bog | VO 3/2 2
> A SBTINBes 4 0 > wSBP+pTR 8
pEPR N pEA* N
N ., N2
D% SBTRT D o S84 BT+ 5 log N, (247)
pEA* pEA*
> ol S22 (57 4 Nes) 3 lonl? S8 (872 +1).
peA* peA*
<N0 —1 25B
> Ipllapl 57 (87" log N + NZoeer ) (2.48)
pEA:

Proof. Using (2.18), Lemma 2.8, the fact that 7488 and v are even functions of p, and the identity
ug =1 +vf), we find

=2 2
* * z z * di
Trg, [ayapG(2)] = Trz, [(uqaq + Uqwa,q) (upap + vaa_p) G ag]

—Up%ghag(gp,q + Ufp(l + Vglag)ép,q = (1 + 207 ) dlagép gtV 510 Q>

(2.49)

which is the first identity in (2.45). We find the second identity after an analogous computation for
Trg, [a;a;G(2)]. In combination, (2.45) and Lemma 2.5 show (2.46). The bounds in (2.47) and (2.48)
are a consequence of (2.46) and Lemma 2.4. O

Lemma 2.11 allows us to compare the number of particles in G(z) with the one in the Gibbs state

exp(—B Y en, (07 — po)ayap)

G4 = (2.50)
Trg, [exp(=B > e, (P* — po)apap)]
describing the thermally excited particles in the ideal Bose gas.
Lemma 2.12. We have
N N?
id V0 Y0
Proof. With Lemma 2.11 we compute
. 1
idy __
Trg, N2 G(2)] — Trg, [N G] = Z (’Yp - eﬁ(IPQuo)l>
pEPR
1 205 2
Z <e/35 1 eﬂ(lpP_HO) — 1) t Z <6/65(p) —1 +Up ’
pEPR pePy
(2.52)
Using e — 1 > x, e(p) > |p|?, and Lemma 2.5, it is straightforward to see that
202 NZ2
P 2| « Yo
> <eﬁ€<p> — v ) (87, (2.53)
pEPB
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To bound the first term on the right-hand side of (2.52), we write

1 R /1 B ((p) = (Ipl* — po))
eBplP-po) — 1 efele) — 1 Jo 4sinh? (L(tBe(p) + (1 —t)B(|p|2 — o))

With
167man N, N,
2 2 ~NNo 0
e(p) — (Ip|* — wo)| = (Ip* — po) |y /1 + —5—— — 1| S =,
() = (Ipl* = o) | = (Ipl* — o) ec—— K
we obtain the bound
1 1 N 1 N,
Z (eﬁa(ﬁ) —1  eBUpP—po) — 1) S ﬁNO sinh?(B|p[2/2) N ﬁTSf- (2.54)
pEPB pGPB p

In the last step we used sinh(x) > x for x > 0. In combination, (2.52), (2.53) and (2.54) prove
(2.51). 0

We now consider the eigenfunctions ¢, o = |2) ® T,¥,. For k € N, we introduce the notation

ggfo)l(ml, ey T) :<a;1...a;kazl...amk)@’a. (2.55)

In the cases k = 2,4 we have the following bounds.

Lemma 2.13. We have

sup Q,(z?())c(xlaxQ) §|Z|4 +4|Z|2Na + 2No(No — 1)

T1,L2EA

+ C(|2]? + No) (NS + N%Bosg) 4 CN¥Bos (NS 4+1)%, (2.56)

sup | |V200) (1,)| SN2 Kol 4+ N¥0oox (N 1)
T1,22€

+ (NS + NP8ox) (N;/Zulcl/%au + NaN5B0g>
12 (N2, | + Nosox (N5 4 M), (257)

z1,T2€

Proof. The function Qg()x(xl, x2) is bounded by

2 _ i(p1—q1)z1+i(p2—q2)T2 [ * *
o ()= D el ma)mi i)z (s % a0 ag,)g,

P1,P2,q1,92EA*

2
* * Z E P 3
< Z (ap, Gp,Qg,0g5) . o = |2|* + |2 Z <|z[2 (apag)T.w, + h-C-> (2.59)

P1,P2,91,q2€EA* P,qEAT
2 E * § : * %
+ 4|'Z’ <apaq>Tz‘lja + <ap1 apza"h aq2>Tz\Pa'
p,geA] P1,P2,q1,92EAY

In the last step we used (2.27) and (ajazar)1.v, = (a,)7, v, = 0 for every p,q,r € A%, which follows
from (2.18) and the fact that ¥, is an eigenfunction of N.
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We first estimate the quadratic terms on the right-hand side of (2.59). Since ¥, is a symmetrized
product of plane waves, we have, for every k > 1, (a}, ...ay, aq,...ag,)w, = 0 unless {p1,...,px} =
{@1,...qx}. This, in particular, implies

(@301, = Gpa [U2{a5ap)w, + v2((a"pap)w, + 1)),
2 (2.60)

<a’;a;>Tz\pa :Wupvp(spv*q (<a;<)a’p>\1}a + <aipa’7p>\l’a + 1) °

Using Lemma 2.5 and Ng < N we estimate

Rez?
Z (<a;aZ>Tz‘Ila + h'C') =2 2|2 Z UpUp (2<a;ap>\lfa + 1) SNy + NOBos (2.61)
P.qEAT pEAL
and
S (@, = Y {(1 +202)(atap) ., + vg} < Na+ C(NZ +1). (2.62)
P.gEAT pEAT

We now estimate the last term on the right-hand side of (2.59). To do so, we observe that, since
T. only acts on low momenta, the expectation in the sum vanishes if |{p1,p2} N Pg| # [{q1, 92} N Pg|,
and hence

<a’p1 apz afh atD >Tz Vo — <ap1 apz a(h a’fI2 >Tz Wy
P1,P2,q1,92€A7, P1,p2,q1,q2€ (AL \PB)
+ E <ap1 Qpy Ay CL<12>Tz‘1’o¢ +4 E <ap1 Apy Agr G’Q2>Tz\11a'
P1,P2,91,92€ P p1,q1€(A% \PB)
P2,92€PB

The first term on the right-hand side equals

> (ap, ap,aq,04,)w, = 2Ng5 (N7 —1) < 2Na(No — 1),

P1:P2,q1,32€ (A \PB)

As for the second term, using the translation invariance of T, V,, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and
(2.28), we find

* % _ * %
E <ap1 apgaq1aq2>Tz‘I’a = E <ap1ap2aq1 ap1+p27q1>Tz\I!a

P1,p2,91,92€PB p1,p2,q1€PB
p1+p2—q1E€PB

<2Py| Y (ah,ahapap)rin, S NPE(NS +1)7.

plvPQGPB
The last term on the right-hand side of (2.63) equals
N Z <a;aq>Tz\Ifa < No(NS +N630g)’
p,q€PR

where we used (2.62) in the last step. Putting these considerations together, we find

3 (a0l a000) v, < 2Na(Na — 1) + ONG(NS + NBox) 4 CN3os (NS +1)%,

P1,p2,q1,q2E€AY
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which combined with (2.59), (2.61) and (2.62) implies (2.56).
We now show (2.57). We start by taking the gradient of (2.59):

—iVoe@(z,y) = Y (p2— )P ITHRmR(gx ok agag,)s.
P1,P2,q1,2E€EA*

_ E _ i(p1—q1)z+i(p2—q2)y [ ,* *
- (p2 QQ)G( ) ( ) <ap1ap2a¢IIGQ2>Tz\Pa

P1,P2,91,92€AY
+ |2|? Z (Qeip-r+iq~y<a;a2>n% (2.64)
P,gEAT

- qeip'fl‘*iQ'y <a;a‘I>Tz\Ilo¢ + peiiq.x+ip.y <a;a‘I>Tz Yo
+(p— )P VY azag) 1w, — qei”'“q'y<apaq>ma> '

With a similar argument as in (2.63), we see that the absolute value of first term on the right-hand
side is bounded by

Z |p1| <a’;1 a;;Qaql aq2>Tz\Ila S Z |p1|<a;1 a’;2 ath GQ2>T2‘I’Q
D1,02,q1,42 €A%, P1,02,q1,q2€ (A% \ PB)

OB * % OB * %
+ NOBes § <ap1ap2a¢h GQ2>Tz‘Ifa +2 § (Ip1] + N Og)<ap1ap2aql a¢J2>Tz‘Ifa'
P1,P2,91,92E€PR p1,91€(AL\PB)
p2,92€PB

(2.65)

With the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality we find

* *
> Ip1l(ay, az,aq,ag,) 1.0,
P1:P2,q1,92€(A \Pp)

<( Y wPaaee.) (X o) < N0,

J IS P,gEAT

The remaining terms on the right-hand side of (2.65) are bounded similarly, and we get

> Ipilay,ap,a404,) 10,
P1,P2,q91,92€AY

S NP2, || 4+ N4Bos (N5 +1)% 4 (N5 + NObos) (N;/Qnicl/?%ll + NaNﬁBog).

The quadratic terms on the right-hand side of (2.64) can be estimated easily using the explicit
formulas in (2.60). Doing so, we see that they are bounded by

Cle? (NI Y200 | + Nt (N5 + Nower) ).

Combining the previous two bounds proves (2.57).
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Finally, we prove (2.58). By (2.27) we have

/292:4,104 (:Ul, Z2,xs3, .’IJ4) d.’I]g d.’I,'4 = Z ei(p1—q1)x1+i(p2—q2)l‘2 <a’;1 G’;;QN(N - l)atn aq2>¢z,a
A P1,P2,q1,92EA*
S‘Z|4<N‘(N_ 1)), + ‘Z|2 4 Z <a;§1N(N’ —1ag )¢, q (2.66)
P1,q1EAT
+ ( Z <CL;1(Z;2N(N - ]‘)>¢z,a + hC) + Z <a’;1a;2N(N - 1)QQ1QQQ>¢z,a'
P1,p2EAY P1,P2,q1,92EAT

The first term on the right-hand side of (2.66) can be bounded by a constant times |z|*(N, +|2|? +1)?
using Lemma 2.7. By the translation invariance of the state |¢, o)(¢: | and Lemma 2.7, we see that
the second term equals

42 Y AaGN N = Dags. , S 2P (Na + |2 +1)%
PEAT
and the same bound holds for the third term.

To estimate the last term on the right-hand side of (2.66) we split the sum in momentum sets as
in (2.63):

Y pimanaen: (apap NN = agag,)s. . = Yoo e ap, NV = 1)agag)s..
P1,P2,q1,92€ (A \PB)
+ Z <a;1a;2'/\/’(‘/\/’ - 1)QQ1GQQ>¢z,a + 4 Z <a;1a;2N(N - l)aq1aq2>¢z,u'
P1,P2,q1,92€ P p1,q1 (AT \PB)
p2,q2€PB

The first and the third term are easily seen to be bounded by a constant times (N, + |z|? + 1)*, by
Lemma 2.7. The second term can be estimated using translation invariance, Cauchy—Schwarz, and
Lemma 2.7:

Z <a;1a;2N(N - 1)aq1aq2>¢z,a = Z <a;1 CLZQN(N - 1)a¢h ap1+p2—Q1>¢>z,a

P1,P2,91,92€PB p1,p2,q1€PB

SN¥os N7 (ar a NPap,ap,) s, < NOos||(N9)20, 0
p1,p2€PR
<N3Bog (NS 4+ 1)2(Ny + |22 +1)%

| N zall

Collecting the above bounds, we find (2.58). O

The following statement quantifies how the Jastrow factor changes the norm of an eigenfunction
of [2)(z] ® G(z).

Corollary 2.14. Let 2 . and 6Bog < 2/15. There exists C > 0 such that
|F¢a,:|> > 1 - CNE, (2.67)

for every |22 <eN, a € A and N € N.
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Proof. We use the inequality

T = e —2) > 1= we(as — x;), (2.68)

1<J 1<j

forup=1-— ff > 0, to estimate

=3 J 162 TLO = uetei =2 ) = 1= 5 [ o mute —ndsds. (2.0

1<j

By (2.56) and the assumptions 3 2 B¢, dBog < 2/15, a € A and |z|2 < &N, we have
0P (w1, 22) S N? + N¥Bez g2 < N2,

We insert this into (2.69), use (A.3) and ayN < 1, and find (2.67). O

2.3.4 The uncorrelated trial state

Finally, we need some estimates on the densities of the uncorrelated trial state I'g. For k € N, we
define

k *
Q(FO) (z1,...x) =Tr[ay, ...a3, Gz, -.-az, o). (2.70)
We have the following.
Lemma 2.15. Let 8 2 f., k> 2 and i € {1,...,k}. Then the bounds

k
sup |Q§—\0)(LU1, )| SENF,

€A
e (k) 1/2 nrk (2.71)
sup  |Viep, (21, ..ax)| SeB~2NE,
T1,...,LLEN
hold.
Proof. For x € A and z € C we introduce the operators a; , = |z‘a;, rz =T |ax, which satisfy
Wz* ;zW = a;,z + |Z|’ W;ax,sz =ag,+ |Z| (2.72)

by (2.26). With the notation y; = y;4r = x4, i = *, ik = - for i = 1, ..., k, we can write the k-body
density of I'y as

k
Q<FO> (21, ... / ((2) Trg [ ,..al: |2) (2| ® G(2)] d=. (2.73)
Using (2.72) and Wick’s theorem for the quasi-free state G(z), we find

Trg [aﬁl LAl 12 (2] ® G(2)]

Y1,z Y2k ,%
k h i i
2k 2(k—h) [ io(2j-1)  Pio(25)
=|z|*F 4+ E z E E | | I'r Qy,; Ay, G(z
| ’ | | %«r yzo(2j71>,z yzo_(Qj),z ( ) ’
h=1 1<i1<...<igp <2k o€Pp j=1
where

Py, ={0c€ S |0(2j—1)<0(2)),0(2j—1)<o(2j+1)}
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denotes the set of pairings of {1,...,2h}. Lemma 2.11 implies that for every #,b € {x, -} there exists
fZ(ﬁ’b) : A = C such that Trg, [agc,zai,zG(z)] = fz(ﬁ’b) (x — y). Moreover, the functions fz(ﬂ’b) satisfy the
bounds

1£57] SN and Vo S 57N,

uniformly in z € C. Taking into account the particle number cutoff in {(z), we thus find

k
[ 2k
0 (1, . \</g |2’“+Zyz\2(’f h) <2h>|P2h|Nh> dz < N,
2(k—h) [ 2k —1/2 nrh —1/2 nrk
Vior, (@1, \<Z | C@IPE (G, ) 1Pl 87N dz S 571N,
which is the claim of the lemma. ]

Let us introduce the notation
No = TrlataoT] = / 122¢(2) = (2.74)
C

for the expected number of particles in the condensate of fo in (2.8), with & chosen according to
Lemma 2.1. As a corollary to Lemmas 2.1, 2.10 and 2.12 we prove the following estimate for the
difference between Ny and the expected number of particles in the condensate of the ideal gas.

Corollary 2.16. Let the assumptions of Lemma 2.1 be satisfied. Then

~ Ny NZ
|Nog — No| < v ﬁ + N34 4 N1 Foosg2(3—1 4 1) (2.75)

holds with Ny in (1.7).
Proof. We have
No — No =Trg, [N} G(2)] — Trg, VL GY] + Trg, [NV G(2)] — Trg, [V G(2)]
+ Trz[NT] — Trz[NT)

with G, G in (2.7), Ty in (2.8), T in (2.14) and G in (2.50). In combination with Lemmas 2.1, 2.10
and 2.12, this identity proves the claim. O

3 Estimate for the energy

Throughout Sections 3, 4 and 5, we adopt the assumptions of Lemma 2.1, and take N sufficiently
large so that the trial state I' is well defined. In addition, we suppose that 5 ~ (., with (. in (1.8),
and we fix a sufficiently large cutoff parameter ¢ > 2 in (2.11) such that the statements of Lemma
2.10 hold. Finally, we assume that N¢? is sufficiently small. In this section we will prove the following
statement.
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Proposition 3.1. The energy of I' is given by

TI“[HNF] [Hdlanglag —I—,uo Z ~yp+47raN/C ’2’4 dz

pEA*
(3.1)
+8may ( > vp) +No Y @) +No D> w| +En,
peA] peEAL\Pg peA’
with
gH < N1/3+5Bog + N2/3+36B0g€1/2 + N5/3+36B0g€2 + N3£4 _'_gfl. (32)
To prove the above proposition, we decompose
Tr[HyT] = Tr[KT] + Tr[VnT,
where
K= / A)aydr and Vy = / oy (z — y)a;a;;axay dx dy
A2

denote the kinetic energy operator and the interaction potential, respectively. We first compute the
contribution of the kinetic term.

3.1 Analysis of the kinetic energy

The goal of this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. We have

Tr[KT] = Tr[KTo] + Te[XT] + &k, (3.3)
where V4o 2
T —
X = //\2 fgfx——yz)lza ayazay, dz dy (3.4)

with fy in (2.12). The error term satisfies
Ex < N/3H3%8os, [1(1 + N243). (3.5)

Remark 3.3. The operator X contains the leading-order contribution of the correlation structure to
the kinetic energy of the trial state. We will combine it with contributions from the potential Vy to
obtain the full interaction energy.

To prove Proposition 3.2, we start by expanding the trace on the left-hand side of (3.3) in particle
number sectors. With the notation d X" = dxy ... dx,, we write

wier] = [ an PZZ/ V(o) X" dz, (36)

where ¢7 , denotes the projection of ¢ o onto the n-particle sector of the Fock space. Integrating by
parts, we find

/ Vi (Frol o) dX™ = — / Fd oA (Frd? o) X"
An n

:/ [(_AiFn)Fn|¢Z7a‘2_2viFn'vi¢ n¢n —|—F3 n ( A¢ ) dx".
An

(3.7)
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A further integration by parts shows
/An(_AiFn)anga\?dX" :/M IV Fal?[ g0 o |? dX™
+ 2% / R (ViFy VigL,) ot dX™
When we plug this into (3.7) and take the real part on both sides, we get
/An Vi (Fndl o) [ dX" = /An IViF |62 o F dXT + Re /An F2gn (- Aigl,) dX™.

Inserted into (3.6), this yields Tr[KT'| = K + K3 with

= e Z|!F¢za|222/ V3B 62" 4X"

n=1 i=1
KQ ::f)‘{e/CC(Z) Z W<F2¢Z’Q’K¢Z’a> dZ
acA o

In the next two lemmas we provide estimates for K7 and K.

Lemma 3.4. We have

Ky = Tr[xI] + &Y, (3.8)
with
D < N2, (3.9)

Proof. Let us introduce the notation

fig = fo(zi —xj),  wy = we(zi — x5), Vii; = Vf(z — x;), (3.10)
where, we recall, uy = 1 — fg. We have V,;F,, = F, Z#i V fi;j/ fij, which implies
\Y \Y \Y
ViFal* = Fﬁ{ S f;’ + > Vi Vi }
J#i ki
The first term, inserted into the definition of K7, gives Tr[XT], thus
Y o]
1):/ 5 Aa / 2o |2 V fij - Vfik AX" ds
(CC( )EHF@,QHQ nzz:l An Alotal” 2 fij fin
(0%

1<i,j,k<n
1#£5,k#1,3

In combination, (2.67), the inequality (1—2)~! < 1424222, valid for 0 < 2 < 1/2, and FQfW 2h<,
imply

e <( 1+CN£2/C DI Z/ ST VIV Sl 00| dX " dz

n=1 1<4,5,k<n
ocd AT KL (3.11)

<501/A Q(po)($1a$2a$3)|vf($l — 22)|[V (21 — x3)|dz1dzedas < K lHé)rO oo IV fill3,

as long as N/? is sufficiently small. The estimate in (3.9) follows using (2.71) with k = 3, (A.3), and
/10_1 <14 Cexp(—¢SN) < 1, which follows from Lemma 2.10. O
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Lemma 3.5. We have B
Ky = Tr[KTo) + €2, (3.12)

where the error term satisfies the bound
EX) < N2/3+3%ses | [1(1 + N243). (3.13)

Proof. Let us decompose the kinetic energy in momentum space as K = K< + K~ with

Zpaap, Z paap

pEPR PEAL\Pp

As a symmetrized product of plane waves, ¥, is an eigenfunction of the localized kinetic energies K<
and K>, that is K2¥, = Ef\lla. Both, T, and W, act trivially on creation/annihilation operators
indexed by high momenta p € Ai \ Pg. Hence,

/g Z HF¢ H2<F2¢w,/c $za)dz =) NoE7 = Tr[K>T.

acA
To extract the largest contributions from the low-momentum part of the kinetic energy, we write
(F202,0,K<¢20) =(92.0, K ¢z0) + (F? = 1)¢pz0, K ¢20)- (3.14)

Combining the first term on the right-hand side of (3.14) with the high momentum part of the kinetic
energy gives Tr[Tg]. It remains to estimate the remainder.

Using Cauchy—Schwarz, (2.36), (2.67) and the inequality

|Fn(x1,...,xn)2—1‘ ZW x; — xj),

1<J

which follows from (2.68) and F,, < 1, we can estimate the error term as
A
& =% [ ()Y (P = 1 K5020)
C QEKHF(ﬁz,aH
(/<@ 3 Rl a2) (o) E Raliesoalaz) (315)
c A aed
2
<[« ZA SN[

1<1<]<n

o7 dxmaz) " (g, [005)200)) 2

with u;; in (3.10). We have
Trg, [(KC)*To] < N*be / ¢(2) Trg, [(N5)*G(2)] dz.
C

An application of Wick’s theorem and Lemma 2.11 shows

Trg, [(NS)°G(2)] = ) Trg, larapa;a,G(2)]

p,q€bp
Z Vg T Z ('Yp Yo+ 1) + lay] ) S (14 BT N%Bex)?,
p,q€PB pEPR
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and hence
1/2

(Trg+[(/C<)2FOD S N26Bog(1 + ﬁ*lNéBog). (3.16)

We use kg ! < 1, which follows from Lemma 2.10, and expand the square in the integral to see
that

2\¢Q,a\2 dX"dz

JEEIRD W MIPIET

1<i<j<n

1
54/ Q(F? (w1, w2, 23, T4)ug(r1 — T2)ur(23 — 24)dr1doodrzdry
A4 (3.17)

+ /A3 Ql(:g;) (1,2, x3)us(x1 — x2)up(x1 — x3)dar;dredrs
1
+ 2/ Q(pzo)(wl,m)w(m — 29)2dxdas.
A2

Moreover, applications of (A.3) and Lemma 2.15 show
/[\4 Ql(—ft) (21, T2, 23, T4)up(x1 — T2)up(x3 — x4)dridosdrsdes SN*adi et < N2,
//\3 Q(F?;) (1, 2, x3)ug(x1 — x2)up(zr1 — x3)dor;dredas §N3a?\764 < N, (3.18)
/A2 QI(EO) (1, x2)ug(x1 — x2)2dx1d$2 SNQa?VB <.

With (3.17) and (3.18), we see that the first factor on the right-hand side of (3.15) is bounded by
V(1 4+ N2¢3). Combined with (3.16), this implies (3.13). O

Putting together Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we find

Tr[KT) = Tr[XT] + Tr[KTo] + &k,

with
& =0 + 2.
The claim of Proposition 3.2 follows from (3.9) and (3.13). O

3.2 Analysis of the renormalized interaction

As shown in Proposition 3.2, the expectation of the kinetic energy in our trial states yields two
contributions, up to negligible errors. The first contribution is the kinetic energy of the undressed
trial state I'g, which will be combined with the entropy to obtain the free energy of the ideal gas. The
second is given by the expectation of the two-body operator X in the state I'. This term needs to be
combined with the interaction potential Vi to replace the integral of Vi by 8mayL~2 in the relevant
contributions to the free energy. The precise statement is captured by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. We have

Te[(X + V)T = /C C(2) Tr[QBG(2)] ds + Aray /C C(2)|2[* dz

+87TC(N[( Z ')/Z,)Q—i-ﬁo Z ’Yp—I—No Z Tp

peA”. pEA* \ Py peA”.

(3.19)
+ Ey,
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where Ny is defined in (2.74) and

2 =2

* < k* ok Z

QB = 47TaNNO E [Qapap + <|Z’2apa_p + ’ ‘Qapa—p>] . (320)
pEPs

The error satisfies the bound
Ey S NU3H0nos 4 N2/3T20m0sg 4 N5/3¢2 4 N3¢t 4 071, (3.21)

To prove the above proposition, we start by writing the expectation on the left-hand side of (3.19)
in a more convenient way:

Tr{(xX+ V)T /C ZHF%H?

_ 2
% Z Z / ’vff ZT; x])‘ +vn(xz_xj))Fg‘¢Za‘2 dX" dz

n=21<i<j<n fé xl n IE])

S/C“Z)Zu%u?
XZ Z /2&\7 i — ;) H f2(zy, — xp) |¢ a‘QdX"dz,

n=21<i<j<n 1<k<h<n
(k,h)#(i,5)

where we defined the effective potential

En(@) = [VAl@)? + o) ().

Its Ll-norm satisfies
47TClN

/&v )z = E(fo) = —=ay (3.22)

l
see (A.1). For ¢ > 2ay, the denominator is bounded from below by 1/2; and thus ||¢x]1 < an.

Using the pointwise bound

1
H f(xp —ap) <1— Z ug(zp — xp) + 3 Z ug(zp — xp)ue(z, — 5), (3.23)
k<h k<h k<h,r<s
(k,h)#(i,7) (k,h)#(4.5) (4,9)#(k,h)#(r,s)
(4,9)#(r,s)

we find

T+ VT < [ G Z‘F%HQ/ oD6x (21 — 22) day doy &

/ ((z Z HF¢ a”2 / 9(4) En(zy — z2)ug(xzs — x4) doy drg dog dag dz (324

/C Z ||ng5 TFé2all? / 9(6)£N(ﬂs1 — x9)ug(ws — x4)ug(xs — x6) day... dog dz
=Tr[EnTo] + V1 + Vo + Vi,
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Here, we defined

=N —/ Ev(z —y)asa axaydxdy,

V1 is the first term on the right-hand side of (3.24), with || F'$, o|| =2 replaced by ||F¢. |2 — 1, and
the densities nggé are defined in (2.55). Using (2.71), (3.22) and (A.3), it is easy to see that

Vs < ot locllEn [ luel} S NOadet < N3¢, (3.25)

In contrast, naive bounds for V7 and V5 are not sufficient to achieve the level of precision necessary
to prove Theorem 1.1. Indeed, when considered individually, they give contributions to the energy
proportional to N2¢2. Together with the errors arising from the localization of the minimization
problem in (A.1), which are of order /=1, they add up to a contribution proportional to N 2/3 This is
the level of accuracy of the upper bound for the free energy given in [27], and it is not sufficient to
resolve the free energy of the interacting BEC and the Bogoliubov corrections we are interested in.

It turns out that V; and V5 cancel out to leading order. This important cancellation is the content
of the next lemma.

Lemma 3.7. The following bound holds:
Vi + Vo S NOB2 4 N3 (3.26)
Proof. We compute the leading order contributions of Vi and V5 separately, and we check that

they indeed cancel. We first consider V4. Using (2.69) and the bound (1 — )~ < 1+ z + 222 for
0<z<1/2, we find

Vi < <3 / q¢ Z Aa / gaz (1, x2)up(x1 — m2) day dwg)

acA

x (/ oL (w1, wa)En (21 — wo) day dl’g) dz
Az

/ Z Aa (/ az,l; $1,.’E2)’U/5(.’IJ1 - 552) dxq d.’L'Q)z

acd

X (//\2 0P (w1, m2)én (w1 — 72) day dfc2) dz = Vi1 + Vi

Equations (2.56), (3.22), (A.3), and the particle number cutoffs imposed on A, and ¢(z), allow us to
show that

2
Vio < NS (/w) (/gN) < NSa 04 < N34, (3.27)
We recall the definition of N, in (2.10). With the same bounds we also obtain
Vi< /gN /W) / (=) S Ra(l2f! + 42PNy +2N2)? dz + £, (3.28)
c acA
where the error term satisfies (recall dpog < 1/12)

8](,1) §N8/3+5B0g</§N> (/ue) < N/3+0b0g g2
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It thus follows from Lemma 2.9 that

Vi< ([ o) ([ ) [ {1 +8117 Ty, G

~ 2Ko (3.29)

+20|2|* Trg, [N GY28]% 4 16] 2% Trg, (N G283 + 4 Trg, [N+Gdiag]4} + CNY3¢2,
We now turn to estimating V5. The simple bound ||F(z ® T,V,)| < 1 implies

Vo < — / ((2 Z Aa / o), (w1, 32, 73, 34)EN (11 — T2)ug(r3 — 24)dw1dzodasdy dz

1

=— 2/ Q(ro) (z1, T2, T3, 24)EN (21 — T2)ug(w3 — 4) dzy dzg dws dazg + 51(}2)’
KO A4

with

/ C(z Z Xa / Qza r1, 2,3, T4)EN (21 — T2)up(23 — 24) doy dag dag dwg dz.
acA\A

Using 0 < up <1, (2.36), (2.58) and (3.22), we find

Y Say > Aa(W' 4+ N*Bor N2N? 4 N3bou V1) < exp(—cN0Box). (3.30)
acA\A

To extract the leading order contribution from Vs, we expand

1
-5 / Q%) (21,2, 23, x4)EN (21 — 2)ue(s — 24) doy dwg dwg dzy
Ad

2
=—5 /W /fN /A QFO (21, 21, 02, x2) a1 day + €,

——/4/ .’L‘Q—xl V2+(x4—a:3) V4] ()($1,$1+t(a}2—x1) acg,x3+t(x4—x3))
A

X éN(:L‘l — .TQ)Ug( T3 — 1‘4) dt dﬂjl d$2 dajg dl‘4.

(3.31)

where

(3.32)

With (3.22), (A.3), Lemma 2.15, and the fact that the supports of {x and uy are contained in By, we
find

01 ([ ue) ([ en) U920l + [Vadl) € Rt N1712 < N6
Let us now compare (3.31) with (3.29). We write

ng)(wl,ﬂfl,l’g,l‘g /( z) Trzlay, ay ay, @y, Qe G Gy 00,|2) (2] @ G(2)] dz, (3.33)

and use (2.26) and Wick’s theorem to compute the right-hand side. A naive approach generates
many terms. To simplify the computation, we observe that, by Lemma 2.11, sup,¢, |@(z)] < N%/3.

33



In particular, when we apply (2.26) to (3.33), we see that all terms that do not contain the same
number of creation and annihilation operators are subleading, and we get

-z /W /&v / Qro (21,21, 22, x2) dog doo
A4
:_5 /SN /Ug //C Tr3+ axl a:l CCQ IQG;MCLIIG%QG%QG(Z)]

+ 8|2 Trg, [ak, ab, ak, ag, Qgy 02, G(2)] + 8|27 Trg, [ak, ab, ak, ag, gy 02, G(2)]

+2|2[* Trg, [ak,a axlamlG( )] + 16]2]* Trg, [af, af, @z az,G(2)] (3.34)
+ 821 T, [a}, %, a0, 00, G(2)] + 8J2|" Trg, [0}, 03,00, 00, G (2)]

+2|2|* Trg, [a}, a%, @, 00, G(2)]

+ 81210 Trg, a3, 4z, G(2)] + 8121° Trg, a3, 4, G(2)] + |2[* } dz doy das + CNP¢2,

An application of Lemma 2.11 shows

[a@ar=o. [ apdes e
A A

When we apply Wick’s theorem to compute the right-hand side of (3.34), this allows us to see that
only the constant terms give leading-order contributions. More precisely, the right-hand side of (3.34)
is bounded from above by

5([en)([w) [co{s0" +16:P5007°
+20/2]459(0)% + 8]2/95(0) + \zys} dz + CN33¢2,

It follows from (2.22) and (2.45) that |¥(0) — Trg, [NLGY%8]| < N?/3. The above considerations
imply

Voo (fen) ([ u) [ o {ates WiGuoet 4 160af Trg, N oo
2”0 c (3.35)
+20|2|* Trg, [N GU8)% 4 8| 2|0 Trg, [N} GU28] + |z[8} dz + C(N7/3¢3 4 N°/30%).
Combining (3.27), (3.29) and (3.35) we find (3.26). O

In the next Lemma, we extract the largest contributions to the energy from the expectation of
the effective interaction =y with respect to the undressed trial state.

Lemma 3.8. We have

Tr[EnTo] = [C C(2) Tr[OBG(2)] d2 + Aray /C ()| dz

2 . (3.36)
+87TClN ( Z 'Yp) + N, Z ’Yp+NO Z Tp +£E7
PEAT peA \Pg peEAT
with Qp in (3.20) and
Ez S N?/3H0mos(N7U8 o NOBosg 4 N2/3H00s 2 4 N2¢%) 4 (71, (3.37)
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Proof. In the momentum space representation, =y reads

Z 9 (T)a;—&-ra; ApQgtr,
p,q,rEA*

and hence

(WIENW.) aperw. = (Ek +Cn + Q< + Os)aper. v, + 268 (0)2]2 (N1 w, + En(0)|2]%,  (3.38)

with

- _ ~ * *
BN = E §N(r)ap+raqapaq+r,
p,q,rEAN*
P,q,p+r,q+r#0

Cn =2 Z En(p)(zay 0" jaq + Zagapqa—p),
p,q,EAY
p+q#0

2 52
Q. =|z|? Z En(p) |2apap + Wapa_p—i—‘ |2apa_p ,

pEPp

2 =2
—~ i} P >
Q- :’Z|2 E En(p) {QCLpap + <||2apa_p + P Papap)] .

PEAL\Pp

Since all ¥, are eigenfunctions of N/, the expectation of the cubic term on the basis functions of G (2)
vanishes, that is,

(Q@T.V,,CNQ @T.V,) = 0.

~

To bound the expectation of the quartic term, we use =3 > 0, E N(p) < €&n(0), which follow from
En(z) >0 and En(x) = En(—x), Wick’s theorem and Lemma 2.11:

=4 T /g ZA (T, ELT.V,) dz

acA

<kq. / (= En(r) Trg, lay, ragapaq,Ga(2)] dz
D, q,reA*
P,q,p+1,q+r7#0

<Kkg 15N < Z Vg + Z ’7p7p+q) ‘*’”0 Z gN(Q)O‘pO‘erq‘

p,qEA* p,gEN* p,gEN*
p,q#O p,p+q7f0 p,p+q7#0

Using (2.48) and (3.22), we see that

( Z VpYq t+ Z 'Yp’7p+q) :%( Z ’7p>2a

p,qEA* p,qEA* ¢ pEA:
P,g7#0 P,p+q#0

‘ > EN(Q)%%‘ San (N 4 5712 < N1/3
p,gEN*
p,p+q#0

and thus )
Tr[E§To] < Sman (Y %) + C(NVP 407, (3.39)

pEAi
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In the last step, we used Lemma 2.10 to conclude nal <1+ Cexp(—cN‘sBog), and (1 —ay/0)71 <
1 + 2ay /¢, which follows from ¢ > 2ay.

We now analyze the quadratic terms, starting with Q.. We write

/ C(x Jds = / C(2) Tr[ORG(2)] d2 + £o (3.40)

with @ in (3.20) and

~ N 22 % % z2 =~
Eo :/ ((z) Trz, [ Z (|z|2£N(p) — 47raNN0) <2apap + Wapa_p + P yzapa p)G(z) dz.
¢ pEPB
It follows from Lemma 2.10 and (2.47) that
> Trg, lapa,Gr(2)] < kgt Y qp S NP3, (3.41)
PEPB pEPp
and
| Mg lapat, Ga(2))| < 3 lagl + Cexp(—eNex) N2, (3.42)
pEPB pEPB
We also have
sup ’£N 47raN’ < ayNOBosy, (3.43)
pePp

which follows from combining

E() — & (0)] < lplsup | E)'(a)] < I /A l2lén(2) < [pltay

with (3.22). The last inequality in the above equation follows from (3.22) and the fact that the
support of £y is contained in the ball of radius ¢. Using (2.75), (3.41), (3.42), (3.43), and observing

that the quantity
2 =2
Z

* z a*a* ~
Try, [<2apap Ed a, _p+| |2apa,p>G(z)]

does not depend on z € C, we find

Eo << sup ‘&V 47raN‘]vo+47raN{No—NOD
pEPS

X 2( Z Trz, [a apGB )]+ ’ Z Trg, apa_pGB( )]D (3.44)

peEPp peEPp

S(N(sBogé + N*l/:)) + N2€4 + N2/3+5Bog€2)N2/3+5Bog .

The expectation of the high-momentum term Q- in fo can be bounded by

TI‘[Q>f0] —2N0 Z fN Trg a apFo]

pEA\ P
Sray _ N 1 ) (3.45)
<c—ayNo D Trglagaplol <8maxNo D o+ CleH + exp(—eN"os)],
£ pEA* \Pg peEA* \ Py
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where we used &x(p) < Ex(0), £ > 2ay, ZpEAj_\PB v(p) S N and (2.36). Similarly, we estimate the
term related to the second-to-last term on the right-hand side of (3.38) by

26n/(0) Trgl NV To] < 8mayNo Y ~p+ CO (3.46)

pEAi

Finally, the last term on the right-hand side of (3.38) satisfies

EN(O)/C(z)\zrldz < 47raN/ (2|2 dz + Ce1, (3.47)
C C
Combining (3.39), (3.40), (3.44), (3.45), (3.46) and (3.47), we find the claim. O

We can now conclude the proof of Proposition 3.6. Inserting (3.36) into (3.24), we find (3.19),
with & = Vi + Vo + V3 + E=. The result now follows from (3.25), (3.26) and (3.37). O

3.3 Final upper bound

We are now prepared to prove Proposition 3.1. Observing that K + Qp = Hp(z) + poNy+ and using
(2.23), we find

Trg[KTo] + XC ((2) Tr, [QpG(2)] dz = Trg, [HU*8GH8] 4 g Trg, [Ny G(2)]

) ) 3.48
< Tr5+ [Hdlanglag] + o Z Yp + gBoga ( )

pEA:
with _ . N
Eog = (159" — 1) Tr[(HY#8 — Ep)GU8] + o ( Trg, VL G(2)] — Trg, N4 G(2)]).

The lowest eigenvalue Ey < 0 of Hp(z) has been defined in (2.23). The bounds |p|* — 1o < e(p) <
Ip|? — o and an application of Lemma 2.4 show

Tr /Hdiag _E Gdiag _ 6(]9) < (‘p|2 _IUO) < 75/2'
: V= 2 e 1~ 2 (P o) <1~

In combination with Lemma 2.7, Lemma 2.10, and pug = —3~!log(1 + N(;l), this implies
Epog S exp(—cNBoz), (3.49)

for some ¢ > 0. The claim thus follows by combining (3.48), (3.49), and Propositions 3.2 and 3.6. [

4 Estimate for the entropy

The goal of this section is to prove the lower bound in Proposition 4.1 for the entropy of the trial
state I" defined in (2.14). It should be compared to [13, Proposition 4.1] and to [52, Lemma 2]. We
also refer to the discussion in Remark 2.3 above. The main improvement is that we can estimate the
influence of correlations added to the eigenfunctions of the state |z)(z| ® G(z), while this has been
possible in [13] only for correlations added to those of lN“o. The additional freedom we obtain by doing
this is a crucial ingredient for our analysis in Section 3. We recall that the assumptions stated at the
beginning of Section 3 also apply in this section.
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Proposition 4.1. The entropy of the state " in (2.14) satisfies

S(T) = S(GU8) + 59(¢) + &s, (4.1)
with GY9g i (2.4), C in (2.9), S defined below (1.21) and
& 2 —NE. (4.2)
Proof. We define the function ¢(z) = —zlog(z) for > 0 and we assume that {&x } is an orthonormal
basis of eigenfunctions of I'. This allows us to write
SI) =3 (g Tex)) = / (e Z 17 ¢ T 6k P dz).

k
Next, we define
/ Z (ks Fz0) |
IFbal?
and observe that (2.67) implies the bound
7, <(14+ CON??) / > (ks Foz )| dz
Caca

=(1+CN??) /Z (2@ TV, F&)(Fép, 2 @ TL0,) dz (4.3)
aeA

~(1+ CNE) [ (2. Trg, [FIENEIFI) = (1+ ONE) TH{FIG) (6] F] < (1+ CNE),

as long as N2 is sufficiently small. To come to the last line, we used the fact that the set {T.9,}a
is an orthonormal basis of § for fixed z € C, the completeness relation [ |z)(z|dz = 13,, and the
bound F' < 1 for the multiplication operator F' on §.

Using the identity ¢(zy) = zp(y) + ygp(x) for z,y > 0, we can thus write

€k7F¢zo¢ Y ‘gkangzoz)’
Zkp / (D Aa—rm—5 + v (Z (A7 dz. (4.4
-2 2 N G Fonal? ) T2 ) [ 2 S g = (1)
With (4.3) we see that the second term on the right-hand side can be bounded by

_Zlog Zk /C Z)\ ¢k7 ¢za>‘
acd
Z Z/C Z)\ ¢ka ¢zo¢>| —N€2,

where the equality in the second line follows from the fact that {{x}x is an orthonormal basis.
Moreover, an application of Jensen’s inequality to the strictly concave function ¢ shows

gkaF(ﬁza sz,F¢z a>‘
ZZ’” /ZC el Féuall? © ZZ /Z az

(4.5)

(4.6)
— [ ¥ elac@ds = ¥ o) + / P(C(2)) d= = S(G%) + 59(0).
acd acd c
We insert (4.5) and (4.6) into (4.4) to conclude the proof. O
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let us fix some 0 < g9 < 1/12. To prove (1.11) we show two distinct upper bounds, corresponding to
the two terms in the minimum appearing on the right-hand side. The first upper bound is obtained
with the trial state T' in (2.14) and yields the term FBEC — 8man N in the minimum. It is only valid
in the parameter regime in which Ny 2 N 2/3+e0 holds. A second bound that is valid for all No <N
(but useful only if Ny < N%/6) and contributes the term FPEC in the minimum will be obtained at
the end of this section with a much simpler trial state. Before we discuss these issues in more detail,
we provide the final upper bound for the free energy of I'. We recall that for this part of the analysis
the assumptions stated at the beginning of Section 3 hold.

In combination, Proposition 3.1 and 4.1 imply the upper bound
F(I) =Te[HnT] - 5L8(T)
§Tr[Hdiangiag} _ 5—15(édiag) —I—47TC(N/ C(Z)|Z|4 dz _1_5—15@1(0 + 1o Z Yo
€ peA} (5.1)

+ & — B,

(Z )+ ¥ s+l Yo

peA’ pEAL\Pp peA’,

+ 8may

where &y and &g satisfy (3.2) and (4.2), respectively.

We first remove the particle number cutoff from the entropy of the Bogoliubov Gibbs state. As in
Section 4 we denote p(z) = —xlog(z) for x > 0. Using ro = >_ . 7 a < 1, we find

S(édiag) _ Z (,D(Xa) > Z QO()\a) + qp(/{al) Z Ao = S(Gdiag) + lOg(KO) - Z SO()\a). (5.2)

acA acA acA acA\A

An application of (2.36) shows
log(ko) = — exp(—cNBog), (5.3)

Using the definition of A\, above (2.10) and (2.37), we find

> 0= Y Aalog(D e E) 48 N AE,

acA\A acA\A a’eA acA\A
< Z Ao log ( Z efﬂEa’> + C exp(—cN%Bos),
ac A\A a'cA

with E, in (2.10). A standard computation shows that

log ( Z e_'BEa> =— Z log (1 — exp(—fe(p))) < — Z log (1 - eXp(—B|p|2))

acA peEA’ peA;

S= 57 [ (5 ) log(1 — exp(—a?) do S N

The inequalities above follow from e(p) > |p|?, the fact that z — —log(1 — exp(—x)) is monotone
decreasing for z > 0, and Lemma 2.4 with A = 0. In combination with (2.36), this implies

Z Aq log ( Z e*BE“> < exp(—ceN%Bog), (5.4)

acA\A acA
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Inserting (5.3) and (5.4) into (5.2) yields

S(GY28) > §(GY28) — O exp(—cNBos). (5.5)
We also have
Tr[HBeeGhe) — p19(GH8) = 871 > log (1 — e W), (5.6)
pGAi

The following Lemma, which is proved in [13, Appendix B], provides us with an asymptotic expansion
of the term on the right-hand side of (5.6).

Lemma 5.1. Let 5 = kf., with . defined in (1.8) and r € (0,00). There exists a constant C > 0
such that, for every N,

Zlog 1—6 5())

PGPB
1
_ o=B(p*=po) - -
<IB Z log 1 e )—I—S?TClNNO Z B(\p|2 o) _
pEPB
16may Ny 16%0Nﬁ% (jA% s 1 1
— log <1+ ) + (N Bog + )
ﬁZA ! P P N BN N,

An application of Lemma 5.1 shows

Z log (1 )<= Z log (1 Allel? “O)) + 8man Ny Z

peA* peA* pEFp
16man N 16man N (51
3 [ toron (1, Lorondy 0)] o
5 pens LIl p|
. . - -1
where we introduced the notation ’y]lgd = (exp(B(|p|* — po)) — 1) for p € A%.
The sum of the third and fourth term on the right-hand side of (5.1) equals

47TC1N/ C(z)\z]4 dz + 6—1SCI(C) _ _B_l log (/ - —B(4man|z|*—fl2]?) dz> + ﬁﬁo, (5.8)

C [z]2<N

with No defined in (2.74), and where we used the shorthand notation N =¢N. Extending the integral
inside the logarithm to the whole complex plane, we generate the error term

fojos iy € PmaN 1) g

[z e BlmanT=F =) 4 )

—B log (1 -

Setting n = f11/3/(4h) and A = \/BhcN, and computing the integrals in polar coordinates with the
change of variables t = \/Bh|z|?> — 1, we find

fl oo € —BAnan|z*~Alz*) 4, f:?_n et dt

f(Ce Bdman|z|*—=fil2[%) 4 - f_oj] et dt
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We know from the proof of Lemma B.1 that n < A/2. If 0 <1 < A/2, we estimate the denominator
from below by a constant and apply (B.5) to obtain a bound for the numerator. This shows

> et dt oo
fA—”i < e dt < exp(—cN/3).
[Sera ~ )y F

In contrast, if 7 < 0 we apply (B.5) in both the numerator and the denominator, and find

[e'e] —¢2
fA—n et dt -

—A?2424An < _.n\1/3
———— Se ex cN .
f_O’CrJ] €_t2 dt ~ ~ p( )

Hence,

_5—110g< /l |2 e Blman|z|tilsl?) dz)
z|?<N

<~ 5 llog (/ o~ BAmay|2[*~filz]2) dz) 4 CeeNY? (5.9)
C

< B llog ( / o~ Blmay |z~ plz]?) dz) — No(i— 1) + Ce—eN',
C

with g in (1.13). In the last step, we used the fact that the first term on the second line of (5.9) is a
concave function of g and that

Salog ([[esmt 0 az)|

holds.
Inserting (5.5)—(5.9) into (5.1), we get

1 _ 2_ _ _B(dran|z4— 212
F) <5 3 toglt — e PP 0) g 3 o, — 5 g (/Ce Blamay 2l —plz] >>

IpleA’ pEAY

. 2 - -
+ 8man | Ny j{: 7;1+-( j{: 7¢> + Ny j{: 7@-+—A@ j{: 7%]
pEP pEAT pEA* \Pg pEA®, (5.10)
16 N 16 N
+ uNo + fi(No — No) — Z m”;f 0 _log (1 + 77””\2[ O)
ﬁ pens L 17 p|

+ CN2/3—5BOg + 5?—[ _ B—lgs‘
With Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.10, we infer that

> w=N-Ny+E,
pEAj

with E < N%/3+0Bee¢2 4 N3¢4 < N. Using this, we see that the terms inside the bracket on the second
line of (5.10) are bounded from above by

2N0(N—N0)+(N—N0)2+No Z V;d—]vo Z Y+ CNE

pEPR pEPR
=2No(N — No) + (N — No)? + No(No — No) + (No — No) Y _ 44+ CNE
pePp
:NQ—Ng—i—ﬁo(No—Ng)—l-(Ng—No) N()—NO Z +CNE
pePp
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Moreover, an application of Lemma 2.16 shows

8ray | (No — No)? + (No — No) Y 4 + CNE| SN/3H080s 4 N3/3H0m05 g2 4 N34,
pePB

The above considerations show that the second line of (5.10) is bounded from above by
8man(N? — N2) + 8mayNo(Ng — No) + C[N/3+080s 1 N5/3+0m0s g2 | N3p4).

Next, we consider the second term in the above equation and the second term on the third line of
(5.10). Let € € (0,&0). If Ny = N°/6+¢ we infer from (B.1) in Appendix C that

(STI'CINNO — ﬁ)(No — N()) 5 e N,

On the other hand, if Ny N5/6t¢ Lemma 2.16, Lemma B.1 and the lower bound Ny > N2/3+eo
imply
18may No(No — No)| < NV/3+2e 4 N3/2H0mogtey2 4 \17/6+ep4

and

— < +9Bo
i(No — No)| < (No BN N)<NB+N2+N€ +N gﬁ)

<N1/3+2€ + N5€4 + N5/3+6B0g€2.
With the bound |uo| = 8~ log(1 + Ny ') < 1/(Nof), we see that

o Y v =po(N — No) + po(No — No + E)
pEAi

<po(N — No) + C(NY/3 4 NO/3+%mog g2 | N34,

We collect the above estimates, insert the bounds for &4 and & in (3.2) and (4.2), respectively,
choose ¢ sufficiently small, and find

1
Z log(1 — e~ B(lp*~ o)) 4 po(N — No) — Blog (/ e—ﬁ(4mN|z4_u|z|2)> + 1Ny
P ens ©

[167raNN0 log <1+ 167TCLNNO>] (5.11)

+ Smay(NF - NG) BZ FE Pk

pEA*

+ C<N2/3—530g 4 N2/3+300g 1/2 | NB/3+3080s g2 | N3p4 €—1>‘

—11/18 \which yields the first upper bound.

The error size is minimized by choosing dpog = 1/18, £ = N

To prove an upper bound that is valid in the non-condensed phase, we need a different trial state.
In this regime, the Bogoliubov corrections become negligible compared to the size of the error term
in Theorem 1.1. As undressed trial state, we can thus take the Gibbs state of the ideal gas with an

appropriate cutoff for the number of particles:

Tn<eny exp(—B(d0(—A — fig)))
Try[Tin<eny exp(—B(d0(=A — 1io)))]

Gld
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where ¢ > 1 is chosen independent of N. The chemical potential fip is uniquely determined by the
condition Trg[A\ G'Y] = N. The final trial state ' is obtained by dressing G* with the correlation
structure F' in the same way as we did in (2.14). Since the eigenfunctions of G4 can be chosen to
be eigenfunctions of A, it is easy to check that, in contrast to the previous regime, the correlation
structure does not alter the expected number of particles in the trial state. Computing the free energy
of ['is a straightforward replication of Sections 3 and 4 in a simplified setting. We therefore leave the
details to the reader and only state the final result:

F(T) < Fy(8,N) 4 8rayN? + CN'/18, (5.12)

Theorem 1.1 is a direct consequence of (5.11) and (5.12). To see this, let us make the following
remarks. Using Proposition 1.2 one easily checks that the minimum in (1.11) is attained by the first
term if Ny > N°/6%¢ with ¢ > 0. Since the term on the second line of (1.11) is negative, it can be
pulled out of the minimum in this parameter regime. If Nyg < N 5/6+¢ this term can also be pulled
out of the minimum, because it is bounded in absolute value by a constant times N1/3+2¢ which is
smaller than our remainder term if € is chosen sufficiently small. Moreover, a short computation that
uses Proposition 1.2 and the identity pg = —In(1+ Ny *)/3 show that the condition Ny < N?2/3+20
with g9 < 1/12 implies

FBEC _ grqy N2 > FBEC _ % +O(NY2), (5.13)

Using additionally pg < 0, we thus find
min{ FPEC — 8ray NZ, FEECY = FPEC + O(N1/2),
This explains why it is sufficient to prove the bound for the trial state I' only in the parameter regime

Ny > N?/3%20_ concluding our proof of Theorem 1.1. O
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— APPENDIX —

A Properties of the solution to the scattering equation

In this appendix we recall some well-known properties of the solution f(|z|) to the zero energy
scattering equation and of f;(x) defined above and in (2.12), respectively. In the whole section we
assume that V' is a nonnegative measurable and radial function that vanishes outside the ball with
radius R > 0. All results that we state without proof can be found in [40, Appendix C]°.

Let us introduce the energy functional

eifol = [ (1o + Vs@loto)F) do

3For general interaction potentials, the scattering equation in [40, Theorem C.1] has to be understood in the sense of
quadratic forms and not in the sense of distributions as claimed. That is, functions used to test the equation should be
elements of the form domain of the energy functional £g (notation from the reference). All proofs in the reference apply,
with minor adjustments.
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with £ > R. The function f; is the unique minimizer of & among all H' functions ¢ satisfying the
boundary condition ¢(z) =1 for |z| = ¢, and its energy is given by

. 4man
& = & = Al
ol fel S ol =140 7t (A.1)
¢=1 on OBy

Here an < £ is a positive number called the scattering length of the potential Viy. It is easy to see
that, by scaling, ay = N ~'a, where a is the scattering length of the unscaled potential V.

The function f(]z|) is monotonically non-decreasing in |z|, and it is bounded from above and
from below by

a
1> f(r)>1- -5,
r
with equality in the lower bound for » > R. This, in particular, implies

(1 —an/[z])+

1> fo(z) = T a0

> (1—an/|z|)+. (A.2)

We also need the following integral bounds on f.

Lemma A.1. Let uy =1 — f;. We have
/ up(z)de < anf?, / ug(z)?de < a%l,  and / IV fo(x)|dz < an. (A.3)
R3 R3 R3

Proof. With (A.2), we see that

0 |z| > ¢,
0 <uy(zr) << 2an/|z] any < |z| <,
1 |x| < an,

which implies the first two bounds in (A.3). The last bound follows from f’ > 0 and one integration
by parts:

/Ivfel =Jfl(7;) /OE fryr*dr = % [f(E)EQ — 2/0€f(r)rdr]

l
<4rf? — 87‘(’/ (1 —an/r)yrdr = 8rayl — 4ma% < 8may/.
0

To come to the second line, we additionally used (A.2). O

B Properties of the effective functional for the condensate

We recall the definition of ¢ in (2.9) with the cutoff parameter ¢. The following is an adaptation of
[13, Lemma C.1].

Lemma B.1. We assume that ¢ > 2 and consider the combined limit N — oo, 8 = k. with
k € (0,00) and Be in (1.8). Let 1 < b < ¢/2 and choose a sequence M = M(N) € R such that
0 < M < bN for every N € N. Then there exists a unique Ji € R such that Jo121%¢(2) dz = M, with
¢ in (2.9). Moreover, for every € > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that:
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1. If M > N5/6%¢ then
7l — Smay M| < e <NV,

2. If M < N°/6=¢_ then

—2¢
~ 1 < N

3. For any M = M(N), we have

~S\ap TN TN

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of [13, Lemma C.1], we compute

Aol dy — 1 — exp(—A? + 24n) + Vmnexp(n?) erf[-n, A — 1) _
CIRCER resp(oP)erf . 4 1] Y.

where h = 4may, n = y/B/(4h), A = ¢/BhN and
) b
erfa,b] = \/7?/& e dt
with a,b € R. From [1, Eq. 7.1.21] we know that

9 2 -2 g, _ L < =
exp(x )/x e " dt - 93T Q(z), Q(x)] < A5

for x > 0.
Using (B.5) we find

a7+ 1Q(=1) = nexp(—A% +24n) (; + 555 — g + QA —n))

T =
) T R QU — (A7 1 2A0) (L — gy 1 QA7)

(B.4)

(B.5)

(B.6)

for n < 0. This, in particular, implies Y(n) — 0 in the limit » — —oo, for fixed A. Moreover, a direct

computation shows Y(A/2) = A/2. With

o [e@rpaz =5 [ e (18- ([ c<w>rw\2dw))2 dz >0,

we conclude that for 0 < M < bN there exists a unique solution 7 to the equation v/ShM = Y(n). In

the following we derive the asymptotic behavior of this solution for large N.

Let us first consider the case M < N%6~¢ where we have T(r) < N~¢. By comparing this to

_ 1 — exp(—A?) 12

(0)
( 2 fOA et dt

as A — oo,

(B.7)

and using the monotonicity of Y(n), we see that n < 0, for sufficiently large N. Thus, it follows from

(B.6) that n — —o0 as N — oo, and moreover
VBRM = — =+ O(a] )
2 ’
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which immediately implies (B.2).

Let us now assume that M > N°/6%¢_in which case we have

= /BhM > N°. (B.8)

From the assumption b < ¢/2 we know that

= /BhM < AJ2 ="T(A/2).

In combination with (B.7) and the monotonicity of Y(-), this allows us to conclude that 0 < n < A/2,
for large N. An application of (B.5) shows

1 — e_A(A_Qn)

20 /T — 4+ g — Q) — e AU (G — sabs + Q(A - 1)

T(n)=n+ (B.9)

which together with (B.8) implies 7 — 400 as N — oo, provided M > N°/6+¢, Using again n < A/2

and (B.9), we see that
— V/BhM| S exp(—N*),
which is (B.1).

Finally, the bound (B.3) follows from the asymptotics of T for 7 — +o00 and the fact that if 7 is
bounded, then i < (BN)~1/2. O

C Estimate of the expected number of particles in I'

This section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 2.1. We start by showing (2.15) uniformly in 1z € R.
We will often need to remove cutoffs from the expectation of observables on the Gibbs state G428,
producing errors that are exponentially small in N. We will omit such errors because they can be
absorbed in the remaining error bounds. Since the proof is analogous to that of Lemma 3.7 we only
sketch it.

Using (2.69) and (3.23) without the restriction (k, h) # (4, j) and expanding the relevant numerator
and denominator, we find

Tr[NT] = Tr[NTo] + / (= Z Ao / legl / ulggggé(xl,xg) dz; dee dz
A2

(C.1)
1 u ()(x o, v3) day dag dag + O(NL* 4 N3¢
2 Jis 1207, \ 1, T2, X3 1 A2 dx3 .
From (2.27) and (2.60) we know that
/leg[(:c)da: =(¢2,0: N2 a) = |22 + Ny + Z <1+ Vo, apap¥ >> (C.2)
A
pEP
Using (2.57), we see that the second term on the right-hand side of (C.1) equals
1 ~
(/uz) / ¢(2) Z)‘O‘/ o) (z) dm/ 02 (z, ) dzdz + &Y, (C.3)
2 c acA A A
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with

/C Z/\ /Q% /AQW(M—M)

. (C.4)
X / (xg — 1) - Vgggg{(xl, x1 + t(ze — 1)) dt dzq dao dz.
0
It follows from (2.57), (A.3), (C.2) and the cutoff in A, that
]5(1)] <a NE?’/C Z)\ sup ‘Vgg (1’1,1’2)‘(12’
acA #1,e2EA
(C.5)

563 (N3/2(Trg+[ICGdlag])l/2—}—N46B°g(ﬂ_2N25B°g +1) +N1+26B°g(1+ﬁ_1)>
<BN*(BY? +1).

To come to the last line we also used the second bound in (2.32) and the assumption dgog < 1/12.

The same arguments used to prove (2.56) show

o) (2,2) = [2]* + 4|22 Na + 2Na(Na = 1) + O (|22 + Na) (N5 + N%0s) + N¥20s (NS +1)2),, (C.6)

)

uniformly in & € A. This follows from the observation that, thanks to the translation invariance
of the eigenstates ¥,, the phases in the expansion (2.59) drop out when z; = x9. Inserting (C.6)
into (C.3) and using (A.3), (C.2), (C.4), (C.5) and Corollary 2.9, we see that the second term on the
right-hand side of (C.1) equals

1 : .
2(/w)Ac@HVP+5M“HmmaGmﬂ+ma%ﬂmmuam%2 o
+92(Trg, [N+Gdiag])3} dz + O(£2N1+5B°g (B +1)+ BNXB V21 1) + £4N3).

As for the term on the second line of (C.1), it is easy to see, using Lemma 2.15, that

/A3 Ulzg(p?(ﬂﬁl,ﬂfz,ﬂ??)) dzy drodrs = (/Ue) /A2 Q(p?;) (1, %1, 2) dzy dzg + O(N2357Y/2),

From here, using Wick’s theorem as in the proof of (3.35) we arrive at

1
2/ U12Q(p?($1,562,$3)d$1 dzydzs
A3

=— ;(/u5> /Cg(z){|z]6 +5|z|* Trg, [N G428 (C.8)
612 (Trg, IV G2%))2 4+ 2(Trg, NG GU8])*h dz + O (N2 712 4+ Ne2671).

Inserting (C.7) and (C.8) into (C.1), we get (2.15). It remains to prove the existence statement of
the lemma.

We denote

M) = [ 1ePee)az
and observe that Trg, [V.G(2)] is independent of z € C, and that

Te[ATo] = M(R) + Trg, [N G(2)]
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holds. Using Lemmas 2.7, 2.10, 2.12 and Equation (2.54), it is easy to see that

~ N, N2
Trg, [N G(2)] = N + No| < N—OB + 55
We can thus write
~ N, N2
THAT] = N = M) = No + (TrATo] = TeVT]) + O (375 + 3.

which, for 5 2 fc, dBog < 1/12 and £ < c¢N —712 for some sufficiently small ¢ > 0, yields

A - (Lo o Noy a2 _ e 1 oMoy yess
M(ji) — No (2+CN)N < Tr[NT] - N < M(f) N0+<2+CN)N , (C.9)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of iz and N. From the proof of Lemma B.1 we know that

lim M(p) =0, lim M(g) =¢N, (C.10)
fi——00 H—r+00
for fixed N € N. Equations (C.9), (C.10) and the assumption Ny > N?/3 imply that Tr[NT] — N
takes positive and negative values as a function of z, for fixed NV large enough. The claim now follows
from the continuity of the map

im DT = [ €03 o [ (Rt axnaz,
acd 2 =1

which is a consequence of the dominated convergence theorem. O
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