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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 → ∞. 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.
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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 × 1023, 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
gas1. Under the assumption that the interaction potential is of class L3, 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 N , 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 ≲k 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, c denote generic positive constants, whose values may change from line to line.

The Fourier coefficients of a function f : Λ = [−1/2, 1/2]3 → C are denoted by f̂(p) =∫
Λ e

−ip·xf(x) dx and, given a sequence g : Λ∗ = 2πZ3 → C, the inverse Fourier transformation
reads ǧ(x) =

∑
p∈Λ∗ g(p)eip·x. Standard Lp(Λ) and ℓp(Λ∗) norms are denoted by ∥ · ∥p. If H is a

(separable, complex) Hilbert space we denote by ⟨·, ·⟩ its inner product, and by L1(H) the space of
trace-class operators on H. If A is an operator on H and ψ ∈ H belongs to the form domain of A,
we use the notation ⟨A⟩ψ = ⟨ψ,Aψ⟩.

1The 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].
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1.3 The grand canonical free energy and the Gibbs variational principle

We consider a Bose gas captured in the three-dimensional box Λ = [−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

F =
⊕
n≥0

L2
s (Λ

n). (1.1)

Here L2
s (Λ

n) denotes the space of permutation symmetric functions in L2(Λn). That is, the closed
linear subspace of L2(Λn), whose elements Ψ(x1, ..., xn) are invariant under any permutation of its n
particle coordinates x1, ..., xn.

The Hamiltonian of the system in the GP scaling reads

HN =
⊕
n≥0

H
(n)
N , with H

(n)
N = −

n∑
i=1

∆i +N2
∑

1≤i<j≤n
V (N(xi − xj)). (1.2)

Here, ∆i denotes the Laplacian with periodic boundary conditions acting on the i-th coordinate, and
V (N(xi− xj)) is a multiplication operator. We assume that the interaction potential V : R3 → [0,∞]
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 aN of VN = N2V (N ·) satisfies aN = a/N . The fact
that V ≥ 0 allows us to define the Hamiltonian HN in (1.2) as a self-adjoint operator via Friedrichs
extension.

For states Γ ∈ Σ := {Γ ∈ L1(F) | Γ ≥ 0, TrΓ = 1} we define the Gibbs free energy functional F(·)
by2

F(Γ) = Tr[HNΓ]− β−1S(Γ), (1.3)

where S(Γ) = −Tr[Γ ln(Γ)] denotes the von Neumann entropy and β > 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 (β,N) = min {F(Γ) | Γ ∈ Σ, Tr[NΓ] = N} = −β−1 log Tr[exp(−β(HN − µN ))] + µN. (1.4)

Here N =
⊕

n≥0 n denotes the number of particles operator on F. The minimum in (1.4) is attained
uniquely at the Gibbs state

G =
exp(−β(HN − µN ))

Tr[exp(−β(HN − µN ))]
, (1.5)

where the chemical potential µ = µ(N, β) ∈ R is defined implicitly by the equation Tr[NG] = 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

2Here and in the following, we interpret Tr[AB] for positive operators A and B as Tr[A1/2BA1/2]. By positivity, this
expression is always well defined and takes values in [0,∞]. In particular, finiteness of Tr[AB] under this convention
requires only that the operator A1/2BA1/2 is trace-class, and not necessarily AB.
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chemical potential µ0 = µ0(β,N) < 0 can be defined by the equation

N =
∑
p∈Λ∗

1

exp(β(|p|2 − µ0(β,N)))− 1
. (1.6)

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

N0(β,N) =
1

exp(−βµ0)− 1
(1.7)

and satisfies
N0(β,N)

N
≃
[
1− βc

β

]
+

, with βc =
1

4π

(
N

ζ(3/2)

)−2/3

(1.8)

in the limit N → ∞. Here ζ 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 βc. More
precisely, if β = κβc with κ ∈ (1,∞), we have N0 ≃ N(1 − 1/κ) and |µ0| ∼ N−1/3. If, in contrast,
κ ∈ (0, 1) then N0 ∼ 1 and |µ0| ∼ N2/3.

The free energy of the ideal Bose gas reads F0(β,N) = FBEC
0 + F+

0 , where

FBEC
0 =

1

β
log(1− exp(βµ0)) + µ0N0 (1.9)

denotes the free energy of the condensate and

F+
0 =

1

β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log(1− exp(−β(|p|2 − µ0))) + µ0(N −N0) (1.10)

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 : R3 → [0,∞] be measurable, spherically symmetric and compactly supported.
In the limit N → ∞, with β = κβc, κ ∈ (0,∞) and βc in (1.8), the free energy in (1.4) satisfies

F (β,N) ≤F+
0 (β,N) + 8πaNN

2 +min{FBEC − 8πaNN
2
0 , F

BEC
0 }

− 1

2β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

[
16πaNN0

|p|2
− log

(
1 +

16πaNN0

|p|2

)]
+O(N11/18), (1.11)

with N0, F
BEC
0 and F+

0 defined respectively in (1.7), (1.9) and (1.10), and

FBEC = FBEC(β,N0, aN ) = − 1

β
log

(∫
C
exp

(
−β
(
4πaN |z|4 − µ|z|2

))
dz

)
+ µN0(β,N). (1.12)

Here, dz = π−1dx dy, where dx dy denotes the Lebesgue measure on C, and µ is chosen as the unique
solution of the equation ∫

C
|z|2g(z) dz = N0(β,N), (1.13)

with the probability density

g(z) =
exp

(
−β
(
4πaN |z|4 − µ|z|2

))∫
C exp (−β (4πaN |z|4 − µ|z|2)) dz

. (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 → ∞. The free energy F+

0 (β,N) of the thermal cloud of the ideal gas is
proportional to N5/3. 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 κ > 1, it contributes two terms,
one of order N and one of order N2/3 logN . For κ < 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
(κ > 1), and of order N−4/3 if κ < 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 → ∞, with β = κβc, κ ∈ (0,∞) and βc in (1.8). The
following statements hold for given ε > 0:

1. Assume that N0 ≳ N5/6+ε and that aN > 0. There exists a constant c > 0 such that

FBEC = 4πaNN
2
0 +

1

2β
log(4βaN ) +O(exp(−cN ε)). (1.15)

2. If N0 ≲ N5/6−ε, then

FBEC = − 1

β
log(N0)−

1

β
+O(N2/3−2ε). (1.16)

Proposition 1.2 describes a transition in the behavior of the effective theory of the interacting
condensate. If N0 ≳ N5/6+ε, 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(N), 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 aN . If instead 1 ≪ N0 ≲ N5/6−ε, 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 N0 ∼ N5/6, the interaction energy 4πaNN

2
0 ∼ N2/3 of the condensate

becomes much smaller than β−1 times the classical entropy Scl of g(z) (see (1.21)), which is always
of order N2/3 logN if N ε ≲ N0 ≲ N5/6. In the transition regime N5/6−ε ≲ N0 ≲ N5/6+ε, 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 κ ∈ (1,∞) (condensed phase) and by the second if κ ∈ (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 : R3 → [0,∞] be a measurable, spherically symmetric and compactly supported
function that is strictly positive on a set of positive measure. We consider the limit N → ∞, with
β = κβc, κ ∈ (0,∞) and βc in (1.8). If κ ∈ (1,∞), the free energy (1.4) satisfies

F (β,N) ≤F+
0 (β,N) + 4πaN (2N

2 −N2
0 ) +

1

2β
log(4βaN )

− 1

2β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

[
16πaNN0

|p|2
− log

(
1 +

16πaNN0

|p|2

)]
+O(N11/18)

(1.17)
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with N0 and F+
0 defined in (1.7) and (1.10), respectively. If κ ∈ (0, 1) we have

F (β,N) ≤F0(β,N) + 8πaNN
2 +O(N11/18), (1.18)

with the free energy of the ideal gas F0(β,N) above (1.9).

At the critical point, corresponding to κ = 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 (x) =

{
+∞ if |x| ≤ a,

0 otherwise.
(1.19)

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 β1/2. 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

G0 =

∫
C
|z⟩⟨z|ϱ(z) dz, (1.20)

where |z⟩ = exp(za∗0 − za0)Ω is the usual coherent state on the p = 0 mode and ϱ(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 4πaNa

∗
0a

∗
0a0a0 as the effective
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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 G0 as

FBEC(G0) = 4πaN

∫
C
ϱ(z)|z|4 dz − 1

β
S(G0) ≤ 4πaN

∫
C
ϱ(z)|z|4 dz − 1

β
Scl(ϱ), (1.21)

where Scl(ϱ) = −
∫
C ϱ(z) log(ϱ(z)) dz denotes the classical entropy of ϱ. 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

∫
C |z|2ϱ(z) dz = N0, we find FBEC in (1.12), with the unique

minimizer g(z) in (1.14). Using Proposition 1.2, we thus see that

1

2β
log(4βaN ) = 4πaN

(∫
C
|z|4g(z) dz−

(∫
C
|z|2g(z) dz

)2)
− 1

β
Scl(g)+O(exp(−cN ε)) (1.22)

if N0 ≳ N5/6+ε for some ε > 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.

4. 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

Varg(|z|2) =
∫
C
|z|4g(z) dz −

(∫
C
|z|2g(z)

)2
∼ N5/3, (1.23)

provided κ > 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 g 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.

5. 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 ∈ L1(Λ). We start
by writing the Hamiltonian in (1.2) in terms of the usual creation and annihilation operators
a∗p, ap of a particle with momentum p ∈ Λ∗ as

HN =
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|p|2a∗pap +
∑

p,q,r∈Λ∗

V̂N (r)a
∗
p+ra

∗
qapaq+r.

Replacing a∗0, a0 with
√
N0, the potential V̂N (r) with its renormalized version 4πaN , and

neglecting cubic and quartic terms in a∗p, ap, we arrive at the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

HBog =
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|p|2a∗pap + 4πaNN0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

(
2a∗pap + a∗pa

∗
−p + apa−p

)
.

A careful analysis shows that the grand potential ΦBog(β, µ0) associated to HBog − µ0N with
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the chemical potential µ0 in (1.6) satisfies (compare to Lemma 5.1)

ΦBog(β, µ0) =
1

β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log
(
1− eβ

√
|p|2−µ0

√
|p|2−µ0+16πaNN0

)
=
1

β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log
(
1− e−β(|p|

2−µ0))+ 8πaNN0(N −N0)

− 1

2β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

[
16πaNN0

|p|2
− log

(
1 +

16πaNN0

|p|2
)]

+ o(N2/3).

The first term on the right-hand side contributes to F+
0 , the second term to the density-density

interaction 4πaN (2N
2 −N2

0 ), and the third term appears on the second line of (1.11).

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

and by E0 the ground state of H
(N)
N . It has been shown in [12] that the eigenvalues E of

H
(N)
N −E0 that satisfy E ≪ N1/8 are well approximated by those of a Bogoliubov Hamiltonian.

If we compare this threshold to the energy scale β−1 ∼ 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.

7. If we replace the torus Λ = [−1/2, 1/2]3 by ΛL = [−L/2, L/2]3 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

− 1

2β

∑
p∈ 2π

L
Z3\{0}

[
16πaNϱ0(β,N,L)

|p|2
− log

(
1 +

16πaNϱ0(β,N,L)

|p|2

)]
.

If we replace aN by a, divide the term in (7) by L3 and take a formal thermodynamic limit (i.e.
letting N,L→ ∞ with ϱ = N/L3 fixed), we obtain

− 1

2β(2π)3

∫
R3

[
16πaϱ0
|p|2

− log

(
1 +

16πaϱ0
|p|2

)]
dp = −16

√
π

3β
(aϱ0)

3/2.

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].

8. The minimum on the right-hand side of (1.11) is needed, because FBEC does not accurately
describe the free energy of the condensate if N0 ∼ 1, see (5.13). This is related to the fact
that we approximate the discrete random variable associated with the operator a∗0a0 with a
continuous one.

9. We state and prove Theorem 1.1 with κ ∈ (0,∞) fixed. However, a straightforward adaptation
of our proof applies to the case in which κ depends on N , as long as κ ≳ 1. In particular, it is
possible to take a zero-temperature limit (corresponding to κ→ ∞).

10. 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(N2/3).

11. A similar expansion as in (1.17) is expected to hold for the interacting canonical free energy if
F+
0 is replaced by the canonical free energy of the ideal gas and FBEC by 4πaNN

2
0 . The reason
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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 N4/3 if β = κβc with κ > 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 β−1 times
the entropy) to generate a contribution to the free energy of the order N2/3 or N2/3 ln(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 → ∞. 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 F 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), a(g)∗] = ⟨f, g⟩, [a(f), a(g)] = 0 = [a∗(f), a∗(g)]

for every f, g ∈ L2(Λ). In the special case f(x) = φp(x) = eip·x with p ∈ 2πZ3 we write ap = a(φp).
We also introduce the operator-valued distributions a∗x, ax creating and annihilating a particle at
a point x ∈ R3, respectively, which satisfy the CCR [ax, a

∗
y] = δ(x − y), [ax, ay] = 0 = [a∗x, a

∗
y] for

x, y ∈ Λ. Here δ(x) denotes Dirac’s delta distribution with unit mass at the origin.
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To be able to distinguish between the condensate and the thermally excited particles, we introduce
the Fock spaces

F0 =
⊕
n≥0

Span{φ0}⊗
n
, F+ =

⊕
n≥0

L2
⊥(Λ)

⊗n
s ,

where φ0 is the (normalized) constant function on Λ, and L2
⊥(Λ) denotes the orthogonal complement

of Span{φ0} in L2(Λ). We denote by Ω0 and Ω+ the vacuum vectors in F0 and F+, respectively. The
full Fock space can be identified with the tensor product F0 ⊗ F+ thanks to the unitary equivalence
F = U(F0 ⊗ F+) defined by Ω = U(Ω0 ⊗ Ω+), where Ω denotes the vacuum vector in F, and

U∗a(φ0 ⊕ 0)U =a(φ0)⊗ 1,
U∗a(0⊕ f)U =1⊗ a(f),

(2.1)

for every f ∈ L2(Λ).

2.2 Definition of the trial state

We are now prepared to give the definition of our trial state. On the excitation Fock space F+, we
define the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

HB(z) =
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

(|p|2 − µ0)a
∗
pap + 4πaNN0

∑
p∈PB

[
2a∗pap +

z2

|z|2
a∗pa

∗
−p +

z2

|z|2
apa−p

]
(2.2)

with z ∈ C, µ0(β,N) in (1.6) and N0(β,N) in (1.7). It is important to note that HB(z) depends on
β via the latter two quantities. The momentum set PB in the second sum is defined by

PB = {p ∈ Λ∗
+ | |p| ≤ N δBog}

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

T ∗
zHB(z)Tz = Hdiag = E0 +

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

ε(p)a∗pap, (2.3)

with E0, ε(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 HB(z):

Gdiag :=
exp(−βHdiag)

TrF+ [exp(−βHdiag)]
, G̃diag :=

Pc̃ exp(−βHdiag)

TrF+ [Pc̃ exp(−βHdiag)]
. (2.4)

Here the spectral projection Pc̃ is defined as

Pc̃ := 1{N<≤c̃β−1N
δBog}1{N>≤c̃N}, (2.5)

with some c̃ > 1 to be specified later and with the number operators

N< :=
∑
p∈PB

a∗pap and N> :=
∑

p∈(Λ∗
+\PB)

a∗pap. (2.6)

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 Tz, are denoted by

G(z) :=
exp(−βHB(z))

TrF+ [exp(−βHB(z))]
= TzG

diagT ∗
z and G̃(z) := TzG̃

diagT ∗
z . (2.7)

Finally, the uncorrelated trial states read

Γ0 = U
(∫

C
ζ(z)|z⟩⟨z| ⊗G(z) dz

)
U∗, Γ̃0 = U

(∫
C
ζ(z)|z⟩⟨z| ⊗ G̃(z) dz

)
U∗, (2.8)

with U in (2.1) and the coherent state |z⟩ =WzΩ0 = exp(za∗(φ0)− za(φ0))Ω0 ∈ F0. The probability
density ζ(z) on C with respect to the measure dz = dx dy/π with z = x+ iy is given by

ζ(z) =
1{|z|2≤c̃N} exp(−β(4πaN |z|4 − µ̃|z|2))∫
{|z|2≤c̃N} exp(−β(4πaN |z|4 − µ̃|z|2)) dz

. (2.9)

The chemical potential µ̃ = µ̃(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 PB

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 ε(p) ≃ p2 − µ0 for |p| ≫ 1. In [13] the state Γ0 in (2.8)
has been used as uncorrelated trial state, while we are forced to work with Γ̃0 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 vN to our trial state. To that
end, we first apply the spectral theorem and write Gdiag =

∑
α∈A λα|Ψα⟩⟨Ψα|. We assume that each

Ψα 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 {Ψα}α is a basis that jointly
diagonalizes Hdiag, N , N< and N>, i.e.

HdiagΨα = EαΨα, NΨα = NαΨα, N<Ψα = N<
α Ψα, N>Ψα = N>

α Ψα, (2.10)

where Nα = N<
α +N>

α . In this representation the particle number cutoff in the definition of G̃diag

amounts to restricting the sum over α to the set

Ã = {α ∈ A | N<
α ≤ c̃β−1N δBog and N>

α ≤ c̃N} (2.11)

and to normalizing by the factor κ0 :=
∑

α∈Ã λα. The eigenvalues of G̃
diag therefore read λ̃α = κ−1

0 λα.

We define the correlation structure in terms of the solution f(|x|) to the zero energy scattering
equation ∆f(|x|) = VN (x)f(|x|)/2 in R3 with the boundary condition lim|x|→∞ f(|x|) = 1. Let

fℓ(x) =

{
f(|x|)/f(ℓ) for |x| < ℓ,

1 for |x| ≥ ℓ,
(2.12)

where the parameter ℓ > 0 is required to be strictly larger than the radius of the support of VN . In
the following, we assume that ℓ is at least twice as large as that radius. This, in particular, implies
ℓ ≥ 2aN . We also define the operator F on F by

(FΨ)(n)(x1, ..., xn) = Fn(x1, ..., xn)Ψ
(n)(x1, ..., xn) with

Fn(x1, ..., xn) =
∏

1≤i<j≤n
fℓ(xi − xj). (2.13)
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That is, F multiplies each n-particle component of a Fock space vector Ψ by a Jastrow factor. This
should be compared with [27, 29, 30, 35, 46]. Finally, our trial state with correlations is given by

Γ =

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥FUϕz,α∥2

|FUϕz,α⟩⟨FUϕz,α| dz (2.14)

with U in (2.1) and ϕz,α = |z⟩ ⊗ TzΨα.

For Γ to be an admissible trial state in the Gibbs variational principle, we require that Tr[NΓ] = N
holds. This is not a trivial matter because (a) the chemical potential in the definition of G̃(z) is fixed
and (b) the correlation structure changes the particle number of Γ with respect to that of Γ̃0 because
Γ̃0 and N do not commute. Under suitable assumptions on the parameters, the following lemma
guarantees the existence of µ̃ ∈ R such that Γ is an admissible trial state.

Lemma 2.1. We consider the combined limit N → ∞, β ≳ βc with βc in (1.8) and assume N0 ≥ N2/3,
δBog < 1/12 as well as that c̃ is sufficiently large. Then there are constants c,M > 0 such that if
2aN ≤ ℓ ≤ cN−7/12 and N ≥ M the following holds: There exists µ̃ ∈ R such that the state Γ in
(2.14) satisfies Tr[NΓ] = N and we have the bound∣∣Tr[NΓ]− Tr[N Γ̃0]

∣∣ ≲ N3ℓ4 +N1+δBogℓ2(β−1 + 1) (2.15)

with Γ̃0 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 Γ 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 Γ is only well
defined for inverse temperatures such that N0(β,N) ≥ N2/3 holds. To obtain a proof of Theorem 1.1
for all inverse temperatures satisfying β ≳ βc, we use a second and much simpler trial state in the
parameter regime defined by N0(β,N) ≤ N2/3. 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−

∑
1≤i<j≤nw(xi−xj),

where w(x) = 1− fℓ(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
HN , if V is chosen as in (1.19). The trial state Γ 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 Γ0. 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 Γ0 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 µ̃ 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 F and F0 ⊗ F+. In the remaining part of the article we prove an
upper bound for the free energy of Γ 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,∞) → R be nonnegative and monotone decreasing, and let λ ≥ 0. Then we
have ∑

p∈Λ∗
+

f(p)1[λ,∞)(|p|) ≤ (2π)−3

∫
|p|≥[λ−2π

√
3]+

f(|p|)
(
1 +

2π

|p|
+

6π

|p|2

)
dp.

In the following subsection we recall some properties of the operators Tz and Wz.

2.3.1 The Bogoliubov and Weyl transformations

For p ∈ Λ∗
+ we define

τp := −1

4
log

[
1 +

16πaNN01PB
(p)

|p|2 − µ0

]
(2.16)

as well as the Bogoliubov transformation

Tz := exp
( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

τp

( z2
|z|2

a∗pa
∗
−p − h.c.

))
. (2.17)

Its action on creation and annihilation is given by

T ∗
z a

∗
pTz = upa

∗
p + vp

z2

|z|2
a−p, T ∗

z apTz = upap + vp
z2

|z|2
a∗−p, (2.18)

with up := cosh(τp) and vp := sinh(τp), that is,

up =
1

2

(
|p|2 − µ0

|p|2 − µ0 + 16πaNN01PB
(p)

)1/4

+
1

2

(
|p|2 − µ0

|p|2 − µ0 + 16πaNN01PB
(p)

)−1/4

,

vp =
1

2

(
|p|2 − µ0

|p|2 − µ0 + 16πaNN01PB
(p)

)1/4

− 1

2

(
|p|2 − µ0

|p|2 − µ0 + 16πaNN01PB
(p)

)−1/4

.

(2.19)

The coefficients up, vp satisfy the following bounds.

Lemma 2.5. The coefficient vp in (2.19) satisfies the bounds

vp ≲
N0

N |p|2
≲
N0

N
, ∥v∥2 ≲

N0

N
and

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|p|k|vp| ≲
N0

N
N (k+1)δBog

(2.20)

for k ∈ {0, 1, 2}. For up we have

∥u− 1∥∞ ≲
N2

0

N2
. (2.21)
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Proof. We first observe that (2.19) implies

v2p =
1

4

(
|p|2 − µ0

|p|2 − µ0 + 16πaNN01PB
(p)

)1/2

+
1

4

(
|p|2 − µ0

|p|2 − µ0 + 16πaNN01PB
(p)

)−1/2

− 1

2
.

Using µ0 < 0, aN = a/N and the inequality 0 ≤ (1+x)1/2 +(1+ x)−1/2 − 2 ≤ x2/4 for x ≥ 0, we find

v2p ≲
N2

0

N2|p|4
. (2.22)

The remaining estimates in (2.20) and (2.21) follow from (2.22), |p| ≥ 2π for p ∈ Λ∗
+, the identity

u2p = 1 + v2p and the inequality
√
1 + x− 1 ≤ x for x ≥ 0.

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

Lemma 2.6. Let z ∈ C, HB(z) in (2.2) and τp in (2.16). We have

T ∗
zHB(z)Tz = Hdiag := E0 +

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

ε(p)a∗pap, (2.23)

with the ground state energy

E0 := −1

2

∑
p∈PB

[
|p|2 − µ0 + 8πaNN0 − ε(p)

]
(2.24)

and the Bogoliubov dispersion relation

ε(p) :=

{√
|p|2 − µ0

√
|p|2 − µ0 + 16πaNN0, p ∈ PB,

|p|2 − µ0, p ∈ Λ∗
+ \ PB.

(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 operatorWz := exp(za∗(φ0)−za(φ0)) and the well-known
formulas

W ∗
z axWz = ax + z, W ∗

z a
∗
xWz = a∗x + z, (2.26)

W ∗
z apWz = ap + zδp,0, W ∗

z a
∗
pWz = a∗p + zδp,0, (2.27)

for every x ∈ Λ and p ∈ Λ∗. 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

T ∗
z (N< + 1)kTz ≲k (N< + 1)k (2.28)

and
W ∗
z (N< + 1)kWz ≲k (N

< + |z|2 + 1)k (2.29)

hold for all k ∈ N.

We omit the proof, which is a standard application of Grönwall’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 Gdiag in (2.4).

Lemma 2.8. For every p, q ∈ Λ∗
+, we have

TrF+ [a
∗
paqG

diag] = γdiagp δp,q, TrF+ [apaqG
diag] = 0, (2.30)

with

γdiagp :=
1

exp(βε(p))− 1
(2.31)

and ε(p) in (2.25). The sequence of eigenvalues γdiagp satisfies∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γdiagp ≲ β−3/2 + β−1,
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

p2γdiagp ≲ β−5/2 + β−3/2,
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|γdiagp |2 ≲ β−2. (2.32)

Moreover, ∫
Λ
|γ̌diag(x)|dx ≲ β−1. (2.33)

Proof. The formulas (2.30), (2.31) follow directly from the definition of Gdiag. We apply Lemma 2.4
with λ ∈ (2π

√
3, 4π), use ε(p) ≥ |p|2 and (exp(x)− 1)−1 ≤ x−1 to see that

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γdiagp ≤
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1[λ,∞)(|p|)
exp(β|p|2)− 1

+ Cβ−1 ≲
∫
|p|≥λ−2π

√
3

1 + |p|−2

exp(β|p|2)− 1
dp+ β−1 ≲ β−3/2 + β−1

holds. With the same argument we prove the second bound in (2.32). We also have∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|γdiagp |2 ≤ 1

β2

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1

|p|4
≲ β−2,

which completes the proof of (2.32). Finally, to obtain (2.33), we apply Cauchy-Schwartz and (2.32):∫
Λ
|γ̌diag(x)|dx ≤

(∫
Λ
|γ̌diag(x)|2 dx

)1/2

≲ β−1.

The following lemma allows us to control the expectation of powers of N+ (the restriction of N
to F+) in the state Gdiag.

Lemma 2.9. For every k ≥ 2, we have

TrF+ [N k
+G

diag]−
(
TrF+ [N+G

diag]
)k

≲k β
− 3(k−2)

2 β−2 + β−(k−1). (2.34)

Proof. Let us introduce the notation dXk = dx1, ..., dxk. Using the CCR we see that

TrF+ [N kGdiag]

=

∫
Λk+1

TrF+ [a
∗
x1 ...a

∗
xk
ax1 ...axkG

diag] dXk +TrF+ [
(
N k −N · ... · (N − k + 1)

)
Gdiag].

(2.35)
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An application of Wick’s theorem and the identity TrF+ [a
∗
xaxG

diag] = TrF+ [N+G
diag] show that the

first term on the right-hand side equals

(
TrF+ [N+G

diag]
)k

+
∑

π∈Sk\{Idk}

∫
Λk

k∏
i=1

TrF+ [a
∗
xiaxπ(i)

Gdiag]dXk,

where Sk denotes the set of permutations of {1, ..., k} and Idk ∈ Sk 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

|TrF+ [a
∗
xayG

diag]| ≤
√
TrF+ [a

∗
xaxG

diag] TrF+ [a
∗
yayG

diag] ≲ β−3/2 + β−1.

Moreover, if π ∈ Sk \ {Idk}, there exist distinct i, j ∈ {1, ..., k} such that π(i) ̸= i, π(j) ̸= j. We can
thus estimate

∑
π∈Sk\{Idk}

∫
Λk

k∏
i=1

TrF+ [a
∗
xiaxπ(i)

Gdiag]dXk

≲k!(β−3/2 + β−1)k−2
(∫

Λ4

|γ̌diag(x1 − x3)γ̌
diag(x2 − x4)| dx1 dx2 dx3 dx4

+

∫
Λ4

|γ̌diag(x1 − x3)γ̌
diag(x2 − x3)| dx1 dx2 dx3

)
≲k(β

−3/2 + β−1)k−2β−2,

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

TrF+ [
(
N k −N · ... · (N − k + 1)

)
Gdiag] ≲k TrF+ [N k−1Gdiag] ≲k (β

−3/2 + β−1)(k−1).

In combination, these considerations prove (2.34).

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 β ≳ βc. There exist constants c̃, c > 0 such that, for every m ∈ N, we have

TrF+ [(1− Pc̃)Nm
+ G

diag] =
∑

α∈A\Ã

λαN
m
α ≲m exp(−cN δBog) (2.36)

with Pc̃ in (2.5). In particular, 1 ≥ κ0 ≥ 1− C exp(−cN δBog). Moreover,

TrF+ [(1− Pc̃)HdiagGdiag] =
∑

α∈A\Ã

λαEα ≲ exp(−cN δBog). (2.37)

Proof. We start by proving the first statement in the case m = 0. For notational convenience, let us
introduce Ñ< = c̃β−1N δBog and Ñ = c̃N . Using the fact that

1− Pc̃ ≤ 1{N<>Ñ<} + 1{N>>Ñ} ≤ 1{N<>Ñ<} + 1{N+>Ñ},
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we can bound

TrF+ [(1− Pc̃)Gdiag] ≤ TrF+ [1{N<>Ñ<}G
diag] + TrF+ [1{N+>Ñ}G

diag]. (2.38)

With the inequality 1{x>0} ≤ eηx valid for any x ∈ R and η > 0, we estimate the second term on the
right-hand side by

TrF+ [1{N+>Ñ}G
diag] ≤ TrF+ [e

η(N+−Ñ)Gdiag] = e−ηÑ
TrF+ [e

−βHdiag+ηN+ ]

TrF+ [e
−βHdiag ]

. (2.39)

For the choice η = 2π2β, which ensures η/β < 4π2, we have

TrF+ [e
−βHdiag+ηN+ ] = exp

(
−
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log
(
1− e−βε(p)+η

))
.

We expand the logarithm to second order and use the fact that the function x 7→ (cosh(x)− 1)−1 is
decreasing and satisfies (cosh(x)− 1)−1 ≤ 2x−2 for x > 0, to see that

TrF+ [e
−βHdiag+ηN+ ] ≤TrF+ [e

−βHdiag
] exp

(
η
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1

eβε(p) − 1

)
exp

(
1

4
η2
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1

cosh(12βε(p))− 1

)

≤TrF+ [e
−βHdiag

] exp

(
η
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1

eβε(p) − 1

)
exp

(
2η2

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1

β2|p|4

)

≲TrF+ [e
−βHdiag

] exp

(
η
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1

eβε(p) − 1

)
.

(2.40)

It follows from (1.6) that ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1

eβε(p) − 1
≤
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

1

eβ(|p|2−µ0) − 1
≤ N.

In combination with (2.39) and (2.40), this bound implies

TrF+ [1{N+>Ñ}G
diag] ≲ e−η(Ñ−N). (2.41)

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

TrF+ [1{N<>Ñ<}G
diag] ≤ e−ηÑ

< TrF+ [e
−βHdiag,<+ηN<

]

TrF+ [e
−βHdiag,< ]

with Hdiag,< = E0 +
∑

p∈PB
ε(p)a∗pap. Arguing as in (2.40) with the same choice of η, we also see that

TrF+ [e
−βHdiag,<+ηN<

] ≲ TrF+ [e
−βHdiag,<

] exp

(
η
∑
p∈PB

1

eβε(p) − 1

)
.

The sum in the above exponential is bounded by

β−1
∑
p∈PB

1

|p|2
≲ β−1N δBog ,
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and hence
TrF+ [1{N<>Ñ<}G

diag] ≲ e−η(Ñ
<−c1β−1N

δBog ), (2.42)

for some c1 > 0 independent of N . In combination, (2.38), (2.41) and (2.42) imply (2.36) for m = 0
and c̃ > max{1, c1}.

If m ≥ 1, we write

TrF+ [(1− Pc̃)Nm
+ G

diag] ≤TrF+ [Nm
+ 1{N+>Ñ}G

diag] + TrF+ [Nm
+ 1{N<>Ñ<}G

diag]

≲mTrF+ [(N+ − Ñ)m1{N+>Ñ}G
diag] + ÑmTrF+ [1{N+>Ñ}G

diag]

+ TrF+ [(N< − Ñ<)m1{N<>Ñ<}G
diag] + (Ñ<)mTrF+ [1{N<>Ñ<}G

diag]

+ TrF+ [(N>)m1{N<>Ñ<}G
diag].

To estimate the first and the third term on the right-hand side, we apply the inequality xm1{x≥0} ≤
m!eηx/ηm. The rest of the argument is the same as in the case m = 0. With (2.41), (2.42) and
Ñ , Ñ< ≲ N we see that the second and the fourth term are bounded by a constant times exp(−cN δBog).
To obtain a bound for the last term, we observe that it equals

TrF+ [1{N<>Ñ<}G
diag] TrF+ [(N>)mGdiag] ≲ e−cN

δBog
TrF+ [Nm

+ G
diag] ≲m Nme−cN

δBog
,

where we used [N<,N>] = 0, (2.41) and (2.42).

It remains to prove (2.37). The Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and (2.36) for m = 0 imply

TrF+ [(1− Pc̃)HdiagGdiag] ≤
(
TrF+ [(1− Pc̃)Gdiag]

)1/2(
TrF+ [(Hdiag)2Gdiag]

)1/2
≲e−cN

δBog (
TrF+ [(Hdiag)2Gdiag]

)1/2
.

(2.43)

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

TrF+ [(Hdiag)2Gdiag] =
( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

ε(p)γdiagp

)2
+
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

ε(p)2γdiagp (1 + γdiagp ) ≲ β−5 + β−5/2.

In the last step we used the monotonicity of x 7→ (ex − 1)−1, ε(p) ≥ |p|2 and Lemma 2.4. Inserting
this bound into (2.43) we get (2.37).

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

TrF+ [a
∗
qapG(z)] = γpδp,q, TrF+ [aqapG(z)] = (z/|z|)2αpδp,−q, (2.44)

with

γp = (1 + 2v2p)γ
diag
p + v2p, αp = upvp

(
2γdiagp + 1

)
(2.45)

and up, vp in (2.19). Moreover, we have the bounds

γp ≲
N2

01PB
(p)

N2|p|4
+

1

exp(β|p|2)− 1
, αp ≲

N01PB
(p)

N |p|2

(
1 +

1

β|p|2

)
, (2.46)
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as well as ∑
p∈PB

γp ≲β
−1N δBog +

N2
0

N2
,

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp ≲β
−3/2 + β−1/2 +

N2
0

N2
,

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γ2p ≲β−2 +
N4

0

N4
,

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|p|γp ≲β−2 + β−1 +
N2

0

N2
logN, (2.47)

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|αp| ≲
N0

N

(
β−1 +N δBog

)
,

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|αp|2 ≲
N2

0

N2

(
β−2 + 1

)
,

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

|p||αp| ≲
N0

N

(
β−1 logN +N2δBog

)
. (2.48)

Proof. Using (2.18), Lemma 2.8, the fact that γdiag and v are even functions of p, and the identity
u2p = 1 + v2p, we find

TrF+ [a
∗
qapG(z)] =TrF+

[(
uqa

∗
q + vq

z2

|z|2
a−q

)(
upap + vp

z2

|z|2
a∗−p

)
Gdiag

]
=u2pγ

diag
p δp,q + v2p(1 + γdiagp )δp,q = (1 + 2v2p)γ

diag
p δp,q + v2pδp,q,

(2.49)

which is the first identity in (2.45). We find the second identity after an analogous computation for
TrF+ [a

∗
qa

∗
pG(z)]. 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.

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

Gid =
exp(−β

∑
p∈Λ+

(p2 − µ0)a
∗
pap)

TrF+ [exp(−β
∑

p∈Λ+
(p2 − µ0)a∗pap)]

(2.50)

describing the thermally excited particles in the ideal Bose gas.

Lemma 2.12. We have ∣∣TrF+ [N+G(z)]− TrF+ [N+G
id]
∣∣ ≲ N0

βN
+
N2

0

N2
. (2.51)

Proof. With Lemma 2.11 we compute

TrF+ [N+G(z)]− TrF+ [N+G
id] =

∑
p∈PB

(
γp −

1

eβ(|p|2−µ0)−1

)

=
∑
p∈PB

(
1

eβε(p) − 1
− 1

eβ(|p|2−µ0) − 1

)
+
∑
p∈PB

(
2v2p

eβε(p) − 1
+ v2p

)
.

(2.52)

Using ex − 1 ≥ x, ε(p) ≥ |p|2, and Lemma 2.5, it is straightforward to see that

∑
p∈PB

(
2v2p

eβε(p) − 1
+ v2p

)
≲
N2

0

N2
(1 + β−1). (2.53)
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To bound the first term on the right-hand side of (2.52), we write

1

eβ(|p|2−µ0) − 1
− 1

eβε(p) − 1
=

∫ 1

0

β
(
ε(p)− (|p|2 − µ0)

)
4 sinh2

(
1
2(tβε(p) + (1− t)β(|p|2 − µ0))

) dt.
With ∣∣ε(p)− (|p|2 − µ0)

∣∣ = (|p|2 − µ0)

∣∣∣∣∣
√

1 +
16πaNN0

|p|2 − µ0
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ N0

N
,

we obtain the bound∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
p∈PB

(
1

eβε(p) − 1
− 1

eβ(|p|2−µ0) − 1

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ βN0

N

∑
p∈PB

1

sinh2(β|p|2/2)
≲

N0

βN
. (2.54)

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

We now consider the eigenfunctions ϕz,α = |z⟩ ⊗ TzΨα. For k ∈ N, we introduce the notation

ϱ(k)z,α(x1, ..., xk) =⟨a∗x1 ...a
∗
xk
ax1 ...axk⟩ϕz,α . (2.55)

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

Lemma 2.13. We have

sup
x1,x2∈Λ

ϱ(2)z,α(x1, x2) ≤|z|4 + 4|z|2Nα + 2Nα(Nα − 1)

+ C(|z|2 +Nα)(N
<
α +N δBog) + CN3δBog(N<

α + 1)2, (2.56)

sup
x1,x2∈Λ

∣∣∣∇2ϱ
(2)
z,α(x1, x2)

∣∣∣ ≲N3/2
α ∥K1/2Ψα∥+N4δBog(N<

α + 1)2

+ (N<
α +N δBog)

(
N1/2
α ∥K1/2Ψα∥+NαN

δBog

)
+ |z|2

(
N1/2
α ∥K1/2Ψα∥+N δBog(N<

α +N δBog)
)
, (2.57)

sup
x1,x2∈Λ

∫
Λ2

ϱ(4)z,α(x1, x2, x3, x4) dx3 dx4 ≲(|z|2 +Nα + 1)2
(
(Nα + |z|2)2 +N3δBog(N<

α + 1)2
)
. (2.58)

Proof. The function ϱ
(2)
z,α(x1, x2) is bounded by

ϱ(2)z,α(x1, x2) =
∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗

ei(p1−q1)x1+i(p2−q2)x2⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α

≤
∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α = |z|4 + |z|2

∑
p,q∈Λ∗

+

(
z2

|z|2
⟨a∗pa∗q⟩TzΨα + h.c.

)
+ 4|z|2

∑
p,q∈Λ∗

+

⟨a∗paq⟩TzΨα +
∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗
+

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα .

(2.59)

In the last step we used (2.27) and ⟨a∗pa∗qar⟩TzΨα = ⟨a∗p⟩TzΨα = 0 for every p, q, r ∈ Λ∗
+, which follows

from (2.18) and the fact that Ψα is an eigenfunction of N+.
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We first estimate the quadratic terms on the right-hand side of (2.59). Since Ψα is a symmetrized
product of plane waves, we have, for every k ≥ 1, ⟨a∗p1 ...a

∗
pk
aq1 ...aqk⟩Ψα = 0 unless {p1, ..., pk} =

{q1, ...qk}. This, in particular, implies

⟨a∗paq⟩TzΨα = δp,q

[
u2p⟨a∗pap⟩Ψα + v2p(⟨a∗−pa−p⟩Ψα + 1)

]
,

⟨a∗pa∗q⟩TzΨα =
z2

|z|2
upvpδp,−q

(
⟨a∗pap⟩Ψα + ⟨a∗−pa−p⟩Ψα + 1

)
.

(2.60)

Using Lemma 2.5 and N0 ≤ N we estimate∑
p,q∈Λ∗

+

(
⟨a∗pa∗q⟩TzΨα + h.c.

)
= 2

Rez2

|z|2
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

upvp
(
2⟨a∗pap⟩Ψα + 1

)
≲ N<

α +N δBog
(2.61)

and ∑
p,q∈Λ∗

+

⟨a∗paq⟩TzΨα =
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

[
(1 + 2v2p)⟨a∗pap⟩Ψα + v2p

]
≤ Nα + C(N<

α + 1). (2.62)

We now estimate the last term on the right-hand side of (2.59). To do so, we observe that, since
Tz only acts on low momenta, the expectation in the sum vanishes if |{p1, p2} ∩ PB| ≠ |{q1, q2} ∩ PB|,
and hence ∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗
+

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα =

∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈(Λ∗

+\PB)

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα

+
∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα + 4

∑
p1,q1∈(Λ∗

+\PB)
p2,q2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα .

(2.63)

The first term on the right-hand side equals∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈(Λ∗

+\PB)

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩Ψα = 2N>

α (N>
α − 1) ≤ 2Nα(Nα − 1).

As for the second term, using the translation invariance of TzΨα, the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and
(2.28), we find∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα =

∑
p1,p2,q1∈PB
p1+p2−q1∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1ap1+p2−q1⟩TzΨα

≤2|PB|
∑

p1,p2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2ap1ap2⟩TzΨα ≲ N3δBog(N<

α + 1)2.

The last term on the right-hand side of (2.63) equals

N>
α

∑
p,q∈PB

⟨a∗paq⟩TzΨα ≲ Nα(N
<
α +N δBog),

where we used (2.62) in the last step. Putting these considerations together, we find∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗

+

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα ≤ 2Nα(Nα − 1) + CNα(N

<
α +N δBog) + CN3δBog(N<

α + 1)2,
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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):

−i∇2ϱ
(2)
z,α(x, y) =

∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗

(p2 − q2)e
i(p1−q1)x+i(p2−q2)y⟨a∗p1a

∗
p2aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α

=
∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗
+

(p2 − q2)e
i(p1−q1)x+i(p2−q2)y⟨a∗p1a

∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα

+ |z|2
∑

p,q∈Λ∗
+

(
qeip·x+iq·y⟨a∗pa∗q⟩TzΨα

− qeip·x−iq·y⟨a∗paq⟩TzΨα + pe−iq·x+ip·y⟨a∗paq⟩TzΨα

+ (p− q)ei(p−q)·y⟨a∗paq⟩TzΨα − qe−ip·x−iq·y⟨apaq⟩TzΨα

)
.

(2.64)

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∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗
+

|p1|⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα ≤

∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈(Λ∗

+\PB)

|p1|⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα

+N δBog
∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα + 2

∑
p1,q1∈(Λ∗

+\PB)
p2,q2∈PB

(|p1|+N δBog)⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα .

(2.65)

With the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we find∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈(Λ∗

+\PB)

|p1|⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα

≤
( ∑
p,q∈Λ∗

+

|p|2⟨a∗pa∗qapaq⟩Ψα

)1/2( ∑
p,q∈Λ∗

+

⟨a∗pa∗qapaq⟩Ψα

)1/2
≲ N3/2

α ∥K1/2Ψα∥.

The remaining terms on the right-hand side of (2.65) are bounded similarly, and we get∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗

+

|p1|⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2aq1aq2⟩TzΨα

≲ N3/2
α ∥K1/2Ψα∥+N4δBog(N<

α + 1)2 + (N<
α +N δBog)

(
N1/2
α ∥K1/2Ψα∥+NαN

δBog

)
.

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

C|z|2
(
N1/2
α ∥K1/2Ψα∥+N δBog(N<

α +N δBog)
)
.

Combining the previous two bounds proves (2.57).
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Finally, we prove (2.58). By (2.27) we have∫
Λ2

ϱ(4)z,α(x1, x2, x3, x4) dx3 dx4 =
∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗

ei(p1−q1)x1+i(p2−q2)x2⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N (N − 1)aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α

≤|z|4⟨N (N − 1)⟩ϕz,α + |z|2
[
4

∑
p1,q1∈Λ∗

+

⟨a∗p1N (N − 1)aq1⟩ϕz,α

+
( ∑
p1,p2∈Λ∗

+

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N (N − 1)⟩ϕz,α + h.c.

)]
+

∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗

+

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N (N − 1)aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α .

(2.66)

The first term on the right-hand side of (2.66) can be bounded by a constant times |z|4(Nα+ |z|2+1)2

using Lemma 2.7. By the translation invariance of the state |ϕz,α⟩⟨ϕz,α| and Lemma 2.7, we see that
the second term equals

4|z|2
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

⟨a∗pN (N − 1)ap⟩ϕz,α ≲ |z|2(Nα + |z|2 + 1)3,

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):∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈Λ∗
+
⟨a∗p1a

∗
p2N (N − 1)aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α =

∑
p1,p2,q1,q2∈(Λ∗

+\PB)

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N (N − 1)aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α

+
∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N (N − 1)aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α + 4

∑
p1,q1∈(Λ∗

+\PB)
p2,q2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N (N − 1)aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α .

The first and the third term are easily seen to be bounded by a constant times (Nα + |z|2 + 1)4, by
Lemma 2.7. The second term can be estimated using translation invariance, Cauchy–Schwarz, and
Lemma 2.7:∑

p1,p2,q1,q2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N (N − 1)aq1aq2⟩ϕz,α =

∑
p1,p2,q1∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N (N − 1)aq1ap1+p2−q1⟩ϕz,α

≲N3δBog
∑

p1,p2∈PB

⟨a∗p1a
∗
p2N

2ap1ap2⟩ϕz,α ≤ N3δBog∥(N<)2ϕz,α∥ · ∥N 2ϕz,α∥

≲N3δBog(N<
α + 1)2(Nα + |z|2 + 1)2.

Collecting the above bounds, we find (2.58).

The following statement quantifies how the Jastrow factor changes the norm of an eigenfunction
of |z⟩⟨z| ⊗G(z).

Corollary 2.14. Let β ≳ βc and δBog ≤ 2/15. There exists C > 0 such that

∥Fϕα,z∥2 ≥ 1− CNℓ2, (2.67)

for every |z|2 ≤ c̃N , α ∈ Ã and N ∈ N.
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Proof. We use the inequality∏
i<j

(1− uℓ(xi − xj)) ≥ 1−
∑
i<j

uℓ(xi − xj), (2.68)

for uℓ = 1− f2ℓ ≥ 0, to estimate

∥Fϕα,z∥ =
∑
n

∫
Λn

∣∣ϕ(n)α,z

∣∣2∏
i<j

(1− uℓ(xi − xj)) ≥ 1− 1

2

∫
Λ2

ϱ(2)α,z(x, y)uℓ(x− y)dxdy. (2.69)

By (2.56) and the assumptions β ≳ βc, δBog ≤ 2/15, α ∈ Ã and |z|2 ≤ c̃N , we have

ϱ(2)z,α(x1, x2) ≲ N2 +N5δBogβ−2 ≲ N2.

We insert this into (2.69), use (A.3) and aNN ≲ 1, and find (2.67).

2.3.4 The uncorrelated trial state

Finally, we need some estimates on the densities of the uncorrelated trial state Γ0. For k ∈ N, we
define

ϱ
(k)
Γ0

(x1, ...xk) =Tr[a∗x1 ...a
∗
xk
ax1 ...axkΓ0]. (2.70)

We have the following.

Lemma 2.15. Let β ≳ βc, k ≥ 2 and i ∈ {1, ..., k}. Then the bounds

sup
x1,...,xk∈Λ

|ϱ(k)Γ0
(x1, ..., xk)| ≲kN

k,

sup
x1,...,xk∈Λ

|∇iϱ
(k)
Γ0

(x1, ...xk)| ≲kβ
−1/2Nk,

(2.71)

hold.

Proof. For x ∈ Λ and z ∈ C we introduce the operators a∗x,z =
z
|z|a

∗
x, ax,z =

z
|z|ax, which satisfy

W ∗
z a

∗
x,zWz = a∗x,z + |z|, W ∗

z ax,zWz = ax,z + |z| (2.72)

by (2.26). With the notation yi = yi+k = xi, ♯i = ∗, ♯i+k = · for i = 1, ..., k, we can write the k-body
density of Γ0 as

ϱ
(k)
Γ0

(x1, ..., xk) =

∫
C
ζ(z) TrF

[
a♯1y1,z...a

♯2k
y2k,z

|z⟩⟨z| ⊗G(z)
]
dz. (2.73)

Using (2.72) and Wick’s theorem for the quasi-free state G(z), we find

TrF
[
a♯1y1,z...a

♯2k
y2k,z

|z⟩⟨z| ⊗G(z)
]

=|z|2k +
k∑

h=1

|z|2(k−h)
∑

1≤i1<...<i2h≤2k

∑
σ∈P2h

h∏
j=1

TrF+

[
a
♯iσ(2j−1)
yiσ(2j−1),z

a
♯iσ(2j)
yiσ(2j),z

G(z)
]
,

where
P2h = {σ ∈ S2h | σ(2j − 1) < σ(2j), σ(2j − 1) < σ(2j + 1)}
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denotes the set of pairings of {1, ..., 2h}. Lemma 2.11 implies that for every ♯, ♭ ∈ {∗, ·} there exists

f
(♯,♭)
z : Λ → C such that TrF+ [a

♯
x,za♭y,zG(z)] = f

(♯,♭)
z (x− y). Moreover, the functions f

(♯,♭)
z satisfy the

bounds
∥f (♯,♭)z ∥∞ ≲ N and ∥∇f (♯,♭)z ∥∞ ≲ β−1/2N,

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

|ϱ(k)Γ0
(x1, ..., xk)| ≲

∫
C
ζ(z)

(
|z|2k +

k∑
h=1

|z|2(k−h)
(
2k

2h

)
|P2h|Nh

)
dz ≲k N

k,

|∇iϱ
(k)
Γ0

(x1, ..., xk)| ≲
k∑

h=1

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|2(k−h)

(
2k

2h

)
|P2h|β−1/2Nh dz ≲k β

−1/2Nk,

which is the claim of the lemma.

Let us introduce the notation

Ñ0 = Tr[a∗0a0Γ̃0] =

∫
C
|z|2ζ(z) dz (2.74)

for the expected number of particles in the condensate of Γ̃0 in (2.8), with µ̃ 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 Ñ0 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

|N0 − Ñ0| ≲
N0

βN
+
N2

0

N2
+N3ℓ4 +N1+δBogℓ2(β−1 + 1) (2.75)

holds with N0 in (1.7).

Proof. We have

N0 − Ñ0 =TrF+ [N+G(z)]− TrF+ [N+G
id] + TrF+ [N+G̃(z)]− TrF+ [N+G(z)]

+ TrF[NΓ]− TrF[N Γ̃0]

with G, G̃ in (2.7), Γ̃0 in (2.8), Γ in (2.14) and Gid in (2.50). In combination with Lemmas 2.1, 2.10
and 2.12, this identity proves the claim.

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 Γ is well defined. In addition, we suppose that β ∼ βc, with βc in (1.8),
and we fix a sufficiently large cutoff parameter c̃ > 2 in (2.11) such that the statements of Lemma
2.10 hold. Finally, we assume that Nℓ2 is sufficiently small. In this section we will prove the following
statement.
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Proposition 3.1. The energy of Γ is given by

Tr[HNΓ] =Tr[HdiagGdiag] + µ0
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp + 4πaN

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|4 dz

+ 8πaN

[( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

)2
+ Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+\PB

γ(p) + Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

]
+ EH,

(3.1)

with
EH ≲ N1/3+δBog +N2/3+3δBogℓ1/2 +N5/3+3δBogℓ2 +N3ℓ4 + ℓ−1. (3.2)

To prove the above proposition, we decompose

Tr[HNΓ] = Tr[KΓ] + Tr[VNΓ],

where

K =

∫
Λ
a∗x(−∆)ax dx and VN =

∫
Λ2

vN (x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxay dx dy

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[KΓ] = Tr[KΓ̃0] + Tr[χΓ] + EK, (3.3)

where

χ :=

∫
Λ2

|∇fℓ(x− y)|2

fℓ(x− y)2
a∗xa

∗
yaxay dx dy (3.4)

with fℓ in (2.12). The error term satisfies

EK ≲ N2/3+3δBog
√
ℓ(1 +N2ℓ3). (3.5)

Remark 3.3. The operator χ 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 VN 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 dXn = dx1 ...dxn, we write

Tr[KΓ] =

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

∞∑
n=1

n∑
i=1

∫
Λn

∣∣∇i

(
Fnϕ

n
z,α

)∣∣2 dXn dz, (3.6)

where ϕnz,α denotes the projection of ϕz,α onto the n-particle sector of the Fock space. Integrating by
parts, we find∫

Λn

∣∣∇i

(
Fnϕ

n
z,α

)∣∣2 dXn = −
∫
Λn

Fnϕnz,α∆i

(
Fnϕ

n
z,α

)
dXn

=

∫
Λn

[
(−∆iFn)Fn

∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 − 2∇iFn · ∇iϕ
n
z,αFnϕ

n
z,α + F 2

nϕ
n
z,α(−∆iϕ

n
z,α)
]
dXn.

(3.7)
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A further integration by parts shows∫
Λn

(−∆iFn)Fn
∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 dXn =

∫
Λn

|∇iFn|2
∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 dXn

+ 2Re

∫
Λn

Fn
(
∇iFn · ∇iϕnz,α

)
ϕnz,α dX

n.

When we plug this into (3.7) and take the real part on both sides, we get∫
Λn

∣∣∇i

(
Fnϕ

n
z,α

)∣∣2 dXn =

∫
Λn

|∇iFn|2
∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 dXn +Re

∫
Λn

F 2
nϕ

n
z,α

(
−∆iϕ

n
z,α

)
dXn.

Inserted into (3.6), this yields Tr[KΓ] = K1 +K2 with

K1 :=

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

∞∑
n=1

n∑
i=1

∫
Λn

|∇iFn|2
∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 dXn dz,

K2 :=Re

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

⟨F 2ϕz,α,Kϕz,α⟩ dz.

In the next two lemmas we provide estimates for K1 and K2.

Lemma 3.4. We have
K1 = Tr[χΓ] + E(1)

K , (3.8)

with
E(1)
K ≲ Nℓ2. (3.9)

Proof. Let us introduce the notation

fij = fℓ(xi − xj), uij = uℓ(xi − xj), ∇fij = ∇fℓ(xi − xj), (3.10)

where, we recall, uℓ = 1− f2ℓ . We have ∇iFn = Fn
∑

j ̸=i∇fij/fij , which implies

|∇iFn|2 = F 2
n

{ ∑
1≤j≤n
j ̸=i

|∇fij |2

f2ij
+

∑
1≤j,k≤n
j ̸=i,k ̸=i,j

∇fij · ∇fik
fijfik

}
.

The first term, inserted into the definition of K1, gives Tr[χΓ], thus

E(1)
K =

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

∞∑
n=1

∫
Λn

F 2
n

∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 ∑
1≤i,j,k≤n
i ̸=j,k ̸=i,j

∇fij · ∇fik
fijfik

dXn dz.

In combination, (2.67), the inequality (1−x)−1 ≤ 1+x+2x2, valid for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1/2, and F 2
nf

−1
ij f

−1
ik ≤ 1,

imply

E(1)
K ≤(1 + CNℓ2)

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α

∞∑
n=1

∫
Λn

∑
1≤i,j,k≤n
i ̸=j,k ̸=i,j

|∇fij ||∇fik|
∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 dXn dz

≲κ−1
0

∫
Λ3

ϱ
(3)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3)|∇f(x1 − x2)||∇f(x1 − x3)|dx1dx2dx3 ≤ κ−1
0 ∥ϱ(3)Γ0

∥∞∥∇fl∥21,

(3.11)

as long as Nℓ2 is sufficiently small. The estimate in (3.9) follows using (2.71) with k = 3, (A.3), and
κ−1
0 ≲ 1 + C exp(−cβN) ≲ 1, which follows from Lemma 2.10.
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Lemma 3.5. We have
K2 = Tr[KΓ̃0] + E(2)

K , (3.12)

where the error term satisfies the bound

E(2)
K ≲ N2/3+3δBog

√
ℓ(1 +N2ℓ3). (3.13)

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

K< =
∑
p∈PB

p2a∗pap, K> =
∑

p∈Λ∗
+\PB

p2a∗pap.

As a symmetrized product of plane waves, Ψα is an eigenfunction of the localized kinetic energies K<

and K>, that is K≷Ψα = E≷
αΨα. Both, Tz and Wz, act trivially on creation/annihilation operators

indexed by high momenta p ∈ Λ∗
+ \ PB. Hence,∫

C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

⟨F 2ϕz,α,K>ϕz,α⟩ dz =
∑
α∈Ã

λ̃αE
>
α = Tr[K>Γ̃0].

To extract the largest contributions from the low-momentum part of the kinetic energy, we write

⟨F 2ϕz,α,K<ϕz,α⟩ =⟨ϕz,α,K<ϕz,α⟩+ ⟨(F 2 − 1)ϕz,α,K<ϕz,α⟩. (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[KΓ̃0]. It remains to estimate the remainder.

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

∣∣Fn(x1, ..., xn)2 − 1
∣∣ ≤ n∑

i<j

uℓ(xi − xj),

which follows from (2.68) and Fn ≤ 1, we can estimate the error term as

E(2)
K =Re

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

⟨(F 2 − 1)ϕz,α,K<ϕz,α⟩

≲
(∫

C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α∥(F 2 − 1)ϕz,α∥2 dz
)1/2(∫

C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α∥K<ϕz,α∥2 dz
)1/2

≲
(∫

C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∑
n

∫
Λn

∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i<j≤n

uij

∣∣∣2|ϕnz,α|2 dXn dz
)1/2(

TrF+ [(K<)2Γ0]
)1/2

(3.15)

with uij in (3.10). We have

TrF+ [(K<)2Γ0] ≤ N4δBog

∫
C
ζ(z) TrF+ [(N<)2G(z)] dz.

An application of Wick’s theorem and Lemma 2.11 shows

TrF+ [(N<)2G(z)] =
∑

p,q∈PB

TrF+ [a
∗
papa

∗
qaqG(z)]

=
∑

p,q∈PB

γpγq +
∑
p∈PB

(
γp(γp + 1) + |αp|2

)
≲ (1 + β−1N δBog)2,

29



and hence (
TrF+ [(K<)2Γ0]

)1/2
≲ N2δBog(1 + β−1N δBog). (3.16)

We use κ−1
0 ≲ 1, which follows from Lemma 2.10, and expand the square in the integral to see

that ∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∑
n

∫
Λn

∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i<j≤n

uij

∣∣∣2∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 dXn dz

≲
1

4

∫
Λ4

ϱ
(4)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3, x4)uℓ(x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4)dx1dx2dx3dx4

+

∫
Λ3

ϱ
(3)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3)uℓ(x1 − x2)uℓ(x1 − x3)dx1dx2dx3

+
1

2

∫
Λ2

ϱ
(2)
Γ0

(x1, x2)uℓ(x1 − x2)
2dx1dx2.

(3.17)

Moreover, applications of (A.3) and Lemma 2.15 show∫
Λ4

ϱ
(4)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3, x4)uℓ(x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4)dx1dx2dx3dx4 ≲N
4a2Nℓ

4 ≲ N2ℓ4,∫
Λ3

ϱ
(3)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3)uℓ(x1 − x2)uℓ(x1 − x3)dx1dx2dx3 ≲N
3a2Nℓ

4 ≲ Nℓ4,∫
Λ2

ϱ
(2)
Γ0

(x1, x2)uℓ(x1 − x2)
2dx1dx2 ≲N

2a2Nℓ ≲ ℓ.

(3.18)

With (3.17) and (3.18), we see that the first factor on the right-hand side of (3.15) is bounded by√
ℓ(1 +N2ℓ3). Combined with (3.16), this implies (3.13).

Putting together Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we find

Tr[KΓ] = Tr[χΓ] + Tr[KΓ̃0] + EK,

with
EK = E(1)

K + E(2)
K .

The claim of Proposition 3.2 follows from (3.9) and (3.13).

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 Γ̃0, 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 χ in the state Γ. This term needs to be
combined with the interaction potential VN to replace the integral of VN by 8πaNL

−3 in the relevant
contributions to the free energy. The precise statement is captured by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. We have

Tr[(χ+ VN )Γ] =
∫
C
ζ(z) Tr[QBG̃(z)] dz + 4πaN

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|4 dz

+ 8πaN

[( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

)2
+ Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+\PB

γp + Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

]
+ EV ,

(3.19)
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where Ñ0 is defined in (2.74) and

QB := 4πaNN0

∑
p∈PB

[
2a∗pap +

(
z2

|z|2
a∗pa

∗
−p +

z2

|z|2
apa−p

)]
. (3.20)

The error satisfies the bound

EV ≲ N1/3+δBog +N2/3+2δBogℓ+N5/3ℓ2 +N3ℓ4 + ℓ−1. (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[(χ+ VN )Γ] =
∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

×
∞∑
n=2

∑
1≤i<j≤n

∫
Λn

(
2
|∇fℓ(xi − xj)|2

fℓ(xi − xj)2
+ vn(xi − xj)

)
F 2
n

∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 dXn dz

≤
∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

×
∞∑
n=2

∑
1≤i<j≤n

∫
Λn

2ξN (xi − xj)
∏

1≤k<h≤n
(k,h)̸=(i,j)

f2ℓ (xk − xh)
∣∣ϕnz,α∣∣2 dXn dz,

where we defined the effective potential

ξN (x) = |∇fℓ(x)|2 +
1

2
vN (x)f

2
ℓ (x).

Its L1-norm satisfies ∫
Λ
ξN (x)dx = Eℓ(fℓ) =

4πaN
1− aN

ℓ

, (3.22)

see (A.1). For ℓ ≥ 2aN , the denominator is bounded from below by 1/2, and thus ∥ξN∥1 ≲ aN .

Using the pointwise bound∏
k<h

(k,h)̸=(i,j)

f2ℓ (xk − xh) ≤ 1−
∑
k<h

(k,h) ̸=(i,j)

uℓ(xk − xh) +
1

2

∑
k<h,r<s

(i,j)̸=(k,h)̸=(r,s)
(i,j)̸=(r,s)

uℓ(xk − xh)uℓ(xr − xs), (3.23)

we find

Tr[(χ+ VN )Γ] ≤
∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

∫
Λ2

ϱ(2)z,αξN (x1 − x2) dx1 dx2 dz

− 1

2

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

∫
Λ4

ϱ(4)z,αξN (x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4) dx1 dx2 dx3 dx4 dz

+
1

8

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

∫
Λ6

ϱ(6)z,αξN (x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4)uℓ(x5 − x6) dx1...dx6 dz

=Tr[ΞN Γ̃0] + V1 + V2 + V3.

(3.24)
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Here, we defined

ΞN :=

∫
R6

ξN (x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxay dx dy,

V1 is the first term on the right-hand side of (3.24), with ∥Fϕz,α∥−2 replaced by ∥Fϕz,α∥−2 − 1, and

the densities ϱ
(k)
z,α are defined in (2.55). Using (2.71), (3.22) and (A.3), it is easy to see that

V3 ≲ ∥ϱ(6)Γ0
∥∞∥ξN∥1∥uℓ∥21 ≲ N6a3Nℓ

4 ≲ N3ℓ4. (3.25)

In contrast, naive bounds for V1 and V2 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 N2ℓ2. Together with the errors arising from the localization of the minimization
problem in (A.1), which are of order ℓ−1, they add up to a contribution proportional to N2/3. 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 V1 and V2 cancel out to leading order. This important cancellation is the content
of the next lemma.

Lemma 3.7. The following bound holds:

V1 + V2 ≲ N5/3ℓ2 +N3ℓ4. (3.26)

Proof. We compute the leading order contributions of V1 and V2 separately, and we check that
they indeed cancel. We first consider V1. Using (2.69) and the bound (1− x)−1 ≤ 1 + x+ 2x2 for
0 ≤ x ≤ 1/2, we find

V1 ≤
1

2

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α

(∫
Λ2

ϱ(2)α,z(x1, x2)uℓ(x1 − x2) dx1 dx2

)
×
(∫

Λ2

ϱ(2)α,z(x1, x2)ξN (x1 − x2) dx1 dx2

)
dz

+

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α

(∫
Λ2

ϱ(2)α,z(x1, x2)uℓ(x1 − x2) dx1 dx2

)2
×
(∫

Λ2

ϱ(2)α,z(x1, x2)ξN (x1 − x2) dx1 dx2

)
dz =: V1,1 + V1,2.

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

V1,2 ≲ N6
(∫

uℓ

)2(∫
ξN

)
≲ N6a3Nℓ

4 ≲ N3ℓ4. (3.27)

We recall the definition of Nα in (2.10). With the same bounds we also obtain

V1,1 ≤
1

2

(∫
ξN

)(∫
uℓ

)∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
(
|z|4 + 4|z|2Nα + 2N2

α

)2
dz + E(1)

V , (3.28)

where the error term satisfies (recall δBog < 1/12)

E(1)
V ≲N8/3+δBog

(∫
ξN

)(∫
uℓ

)
≲ N2/3+δBogℓ2.
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It thus follows from Lemma 2.9 that

V1,1 ≤
1

2κ0

(∫
ξN

)(∫
uℓ

)∫
C
ζ(z)

{
|z|8 + 8|z|6TrF+ [N+G

diag]

+ 20|z|4TrF+ [N+G
diag]2 + 16|z|2TrF+ [N+G

diag]3 + 4TrF+ [N+G
diag]4

}
+ CN4/3ℓ2.

(3.29)

We now turn to estimating V2. The simple bound ∥F (z ⊗ TzΨα)∥ ≤ 1 implies

V2 ≤− 1

2

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α

∫
Λ4

ϱ(4)z,α(x1, x2, x3, x4)ξN (x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4)dx1dx2dx3dx4 dz

=− 1

2κ0

∫
Λ4

ϱ
(4)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3, x4)ξN (x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4) dx1 dx2 dx3 dx4 + E(2)
V ,

with

E(2)
V =

1

2

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈A\Ã

λ̃α

∫
Λ4

ϱ(4)z,α(x1, x2, x3, x4)ξN (x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4) dx1 dx2 dx3 dx4 dz.

Using 0 ≤ uℓ ≤ 1, (2.36), (2.58) and (3.22), we find

E(2)
V ≲ aN

∑
α∈A\Ã

λ̃α(N
4 +N3δBogN2

αN
2 +N3δBogN4

α) ≲ exp(−cN δBog). (3.30)

To extract the leading order contribution from V2, we expand

−1

2

∫
Λ4

ϱ
(4)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3, x4)ξN (x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4) dx1 dx2 dx3 dx4

=− 1

2

(∫
uℓ

)(∫
ξN

)∫
Λ4

ϱ
(4)
Γ0

(x1, x1, x2, x2) dx1 dx2 + E(3)
V ,

(3.31)

where

E(3)
V =− 1

2

∫
Λ4

∫ 1

0
[(x2 − x1) · ∇2 + (x4 − x3) · ∇4]ϱ

(4)
Γ0

(x1, x1 + t(x2 − x1), x3, x3 + t(x4 − x3))

× ξN (x1 − x2)uℓ(x3 − x4) dt dx1 dx2 dx3 dx4.

(3.32)

With (3.22), (A.3), Lemma 2.15, and the fact that the supports of ξN and uℓ are contained in Bℓ, we
find

|E(3)
V | ≲ ℓ

(∫
uℓ

)(∫
ξN

)
(∥∇2ϱ

(4)
Γ0

∥∞ + ∥∇4ϱ
(4)
Γ0

∥∞) ≲ a2Nℓ
3N4β−1/2 ≲ N7/3ℓ3.

Let us now compare (3.31) with (3.29). We write

ϱ
(4)
Γ0

(x1, x1, x2, x2) =

∫
C
ζ(z) TrF[a

∗
x1a

∗
x1a

∗
x2a

∗
x2ax1ax1ax2ax2 |z⟩⟨z| ⊗G(z)] 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, supx∈Λ |α̌(x)| ≲ N2/3.
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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

−1

2

(∫
uℓ

)(∫
ξN

)∫
Λ4

ϱ
(4)
Γ0

(x1, x1, x2, x2) dx1 dx2

=− 1

2

(∫
ξN

)(∫
uℓ

)∫ ∫
C
ζ(z)

{
TrF+ [a

∗
x1a

∗
x1a

∗
x2a

∗
x2ax1ax1ax2ax2G(z)]

+ 8|z|2TrF+ [a
∗
x1a

∗
x2a

∗
x2ax1ax2ax2G(z)] + 8|z|2TrF+ [a

∗
x1a

∗
x2a

∗
x2ax1ax1ax2G(z)]

+ 2|z|4TrF+ [a
∗
x1a

∗
x1ax1ax1G(z)] + 16|z|4TrF+ [a

∗
x1a

∗
x2ax1ax2G(z)]

+ 8|z|4TrF+ [a
∗
x1a

∗
x1ax1ax2G(z)] + 8|z|4TrF+ [a

∗
x1a

∗
x2ax1ax1G(z)]

+ 2|z|4TrF+ [a
∗
x1a

∗
x1ax2ax2G(z)]

+ 8|z|6TrF+ [a
∗
x1ax1G(z)] + 8|z|6TrF+ [a

∗
x1ax2G(z)] + |z|8

}
dz dx1 dx2 + CN5/3ℓ2.

(3.34)

An application of Lemma 2.11 shows∫
Λ
γ̌(x) dx = 0,

∫
Λ
|γ̌(x)|2 dx ≲ N4/3.

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

−1

2

(∫
ξN

)(∫
uℓ

)∫
C
ζ(z)

{
4γ̌(0)4 + 16|z|2γ̌(0)3

+ 20|z|4γ̌(0)2 + 8|z|6γ̌(0) + |z|8
}
dz + CN5/3ℓ2.

It follows from (2.22) and (2.45) that
∣∣γ̌(0) − TrF+ [N+G

diag]
∣∣ ≲ N2/3. The above considerations

imply

V2 ≤− 1

2κ0

(∫
ξN

)(∫
uℓ

)∫
C
ζ(z)

{
4TrF+ [N+G

diag]4 + 16|z|2TrF+ [N+G
diag]3

+ 20|z|4TrF+ [N+G
diag]2 + 8|z|6TrF+ [N+G

diag] + |z|8
}
dz + C(N7/3ℓ3 +N5/3ℓ2).

(3.35)

Combining (3.27), (3.29) and (3.35) we find (3.26).

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

Lemma 3.8. We have

Tr[ΞN Γ̃0] =

∫
C
ζ(z) Tr[QBG̃(z)] dz + 4πaN

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|4 dz

+ 8πaN

[( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

)2
+ Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+\PB

γp + Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

]
+ EΞ,

(3.36)

with QB in (3.20) and

EΞ ≲ N2/3+δBog(N−1/3 +N δBogℓ+N2/3+δBogℓ2 +N2ℓ4) + ℓ−1. (3.37)
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Proof. In the momentum space representation, ΞN reads

ΞN =
∑

p,q,r∈Λ∗

ξ̂N (r)a
∗
p+ra

∗
qapaq+r,

and hence

⟨W ∗
z ΞNWz⟩Ω0⊗TzΨα = ⟨Ξ+

N + CN +Q< +Q>⟩Ω0⊗TzΨα + 2ξ̂N (0)|z|2⟨N+⟩TzΨα + ξ̂N (0)|z|4, (3.38)

with

Ξ+
N =

∑
p,q,r∈Λ∗

p,q,p+r,q+r ̸=0

ξ̂N (r)a
∗
p+ra

∗
qapaq+r,

CN =2
∑

p,q,∈Λ∗
+

p+q ̸=0

ξ̂N (p)(za
∗
p+qa

∗
−paq + za∗qap+qa−p),

Q< =|z|2
∑
p∈PB

ξ̂N (p)

[
2a∗pap +

(
z2

|z|2
a∗pa

∗
−p +

z2

|z|2
apa−p

)]
,

Q> =|z|2
∑

p∈Λ∗
+\PB

ξ̂N (p)

[
2a∗pap +

(
z2

|z|2
a∗pa

∗
−p +

z2

|z|2
apa−p

)]
.

Since all Ψα are eigenfunctions of N , the expectation of the cubic term on the basis functions of G̃(z)
vanishes, that is,

⟨Ω0 ⊗ TzΨα, CNΩ0 ⊗ TzΨα⟩ = 0.

To bound the expectation of the quartic term, we use Ξ+
N ≥ 0, ξ̂N (p) ≤ ξ̂N (0), which follow from

ξN (x) ≥ 0 and ξN (x) = ξN (−x), Wick’s theorem and Lemma 2.11:

Tr[Ξ+
N Γ̃0] =

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α⟨TzΨα,Ξ
+
NTzΨα⟩dz

≤κ−1
0

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
p,q,r∈Λ∗

p,q,p+r,q+r ̸=0

ξ̂N (r) TrF+ [a
∗
p+ra

∗
qapaq+rGB(z)] dz

≤κ−1
0 ξ̂N (0)

( ∑
p,q∈Λ∗

p,q ̸=0

γpγq +
∑
p,q∈Λ∗

p,p+q ̸=0

γpγp+q

)
+ κ−1

0

∑
p,q∈Λ∗

p,p+q ̸=0

ξ̂N (q)αpαp+q.

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

ξ̂N (0)
( ∑
p,q∈Λ∗

p,q ̸=0

γpγq +
∑
p,q∈Λ∗

p,p+q ̸=0

γpγp+q

)
=

8πaN
1− aN

ℓ

( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

)2
,

∣∣∣ ∑
p,q∈Λ∗

p,p+q ̸=0

ξ̂N (q)αpαp+q

∣∣∣ ≲aN (N
δBog + β−1)2 ≲ N1/3,

and thus

Tr[Ξ+
N Γ̃0] ≤ 8πaN

( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

)2
+ C

(
N1/3 + ℓ−1

)
. (3.39)
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In the last step, we used Lemma 2.10 to conclude κ−1
0 ≤ 1 + C exp(−cN δBog), and (1− aN/ℓ)

−1 ≤
1 + 2aN/ℓ, which follows from ℓ ≥ 2aN .

We now analyze the quadratic terms, starting with Q<. We write∫
C
ζ(z) Tr[Q<G̃(z)] dz =

∫
C
ζ(z) Tr[QBG̃(z)] dz + EQ (3.40)

with QB in (3.20) and

EQ =

∫
C
ζ(z) TrF+

[ ∑
p∈PB

(
|z|2ξ̂N (p)− 4πaNN0

)(
2a∗pap +

z2

|z|2
a∗pa

∗
−p +

z2

|z|2
apa−p

)
G̃(z)

]
dz.

It follows from Lemma 2.10 and (2.47) that∑
p∈PB

TrF+ [a
∗
papG̃B(z)] ≤ κ−1

0

∑
p∈PB

γp ≲ N2/3+δBog , (3.41)

and ∣∣∣ ∑
p∈PB

TrF+ [a
∗
pa

∗
−pG̃B(z)]

∣∣∣ ≤ ∑
p∈PB

|αp|+ C exp(−cN δBog) ≲ N2/3. (3.42)

We also have
sup
p∈PB

∣∣ξ̂N (p)− 4πaN
∣∣ ≲ aNN

δBogℓ, (3.43)

which follows from combining∣∣ξ̂N (p)− ξN (0)
∣∣ ≤ |p| sup

q
|(ξ̂N )′(q)| ≤ |p|

∫
Λ
|x|ξN (x) ≲ |p|ℓaN

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

TrF+

[(
2a∗pap +

z2

|z|2
a∗pa

∗
−p +

z2

|z|2
apa−p

)
G̃(z)

]
does not depend on z ∈ C, we find

EQ ≤
(
sup
p∈PB

∣∣ξ̂N (p)− 4πaN
∣∣Ñ0 + 4πaN

∣∣Ñ0 −N0

∣∣)
× 2
( ∑
p∈PB

TrF+ [a
∗
papG̃B(z)] +

∣∣∣ ∑
p∈PB

TrF+ [a
∗
pa

∗
−pG̃B(z)]

∣∣∣)
≲(N δBogℓ+N−1/3 +N2ℓ4 +N2/3+δBogℓ2)N2/3+δBog .

(3.44)

The expectation of the high-momentum term Q> in Γ̃0 can be bounded by

Tr[Q>Γ̃0] =2Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+\PB

ξ̂N (p) TrF[a
∗
papΓ̃0]

≤ 8πaN
1− aN

ℓ

Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+\PB

TrF[a
∗
papΓ̃0] ≤ 8πaN Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+\PB

γp + C[ℓ−1 + exp(−cN δBog)],
(3.45)
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where we used ξ̂N (p) ≤ ξ̂N (0), ℓ ≥ 2aN ,
∑

p∈Λ∗
+\PB

γ(p) ≲ 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

2ξ̂N (0)TrF[N+Γ̃0] ≤ 8πaN Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp + Cℓ−1. (3.46)

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

ξ̂N (0)

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|4 dz ≤ 4πaN

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|4 dz + Cℓ−1. (3.47)

Combining (3.39), (3.40), (3.44), (3.45), (3.46) and (3.47), we find the claim.

We can now conclude the proof of Proposition 3.6. Inserting (3.36) into (3.24), we find (3.19),
with EV = V1 + V2 + V3 + EΞ. The result now follows from (3.25), (3.26) and (3.37).

3.3 Final upper bound

We are now prepared to prove Proposition 3.1. Observing that K +QB = HB(z) + µ0N+ and using
(2.23), we find

TrF[KΓ̃0] +

∫
C
ζ(z) TrF+ [QBG̃(z)] dz =TrF+ [HdiagG̃diag] + µ0TrF+ [N+G̃(z)]

≤TrF+ [HdiagGdiag] + µ0
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp + EBog,
(3.48)

with
EBog = (κ−1

0 − 1)Tr[(Hdiag − E0)G
diag] + µ0

(
TrF+ [N+G̃(z)]− TrF+ [N+G(z)]

)
.

The lowest eigenvalue E0 < 0 of HB(z) has been defined in (2.23). The bounds |p|2 − µ0 ≤ ε(p) ≲
|p|2 − µ0 and an application of Lemma 2.4 show

Tr[(Hdiag − E0)G
diag] =

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

ε(p)

exp(βε(p))− 1
≲
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

(|p|2 − µ0)

exp(β(|p|2 − µ0))− 1
≲ β−5/2.

In combination with Lemma 2.7, Lemma 2.10, and µ0 = −β−1 log(1 +N−1
0 ), this implies

EBog ≲ exp(−cN δBog), (3.49)

for some c > 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 Γ 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| ⊗ G̃(z), while this has been
possible in [13] only for correlations added to those of Γ̃0. 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 Γ in (2.14) satisfies

S(Γ) = S(G̃diag) + Scl(ζ) + ES, (4.1)

with G̃diag in (2.4), ζ in (2.9), Scl defined below (1.21) and

ES ≳ −Nℓ2. (4.2)

Proof. We define the function φ(x) = −x log(x) for x ≥ 0 and we assume that {ξk}k is an orthonormal
basis of eigenfunctions of Γ. This allows us to write

S(Γ) =
∑
k

φ
(
⟨ξk,Γξk⟩

)
=
∑
k

φ
(∫

C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

|⟨ξk, Fϕz,α⟩|2 dz
)
.

Next, we define

Zk =

∫
C

∑
α∈Ã

|⟨ξk, Fϕz,α⟩|2

∥Fϕz,α∥2
dz

and observe that (2.67) implies the bound

Zk ≤(1 + CNℓ2)

∫
C

∑
α∈A

|⟨ξk, Fϕz,α⟩|2 dz

=(1 + CNℓ2)

∫
C

∑
α∈A

⟨z ⊗ TzΨα, F ξk⟩⟨Fξk, z ⊗ TzΨα⟩dz

=(1 + CNℓ2)

∫
C
⟨z,TrF+ [F |ξk⟩⟨ξk|F ]z⟩ = (1 + CNℓ2) Tr[F |ξk⟩⟨ξk|F ] ≤ (1 + CNℓ2),

(4.3)

as long as Nℓ2 is sufficiently small. To come to the last line, we used the fact that the set {TzΨα}α
is an orthonormal basis of F+ for fixed z ∈ C, the completeness relation

∫
C |z⟩⟨z|dz = 1F0 , and the

bound F ≤ 1 for the multiplication operator F on F.

Using the identity φ(xy) = xφ(y) + yφ(x) for x, y ≥ 0, we can thus write

S(Γ) =
∑
k

Zkφ
(∫

C

∑
α∈A

ζ(z)λ̃α
|⟨ξk, Fϕz,α⟩|2

Zk∥Fϕz,α∥2
dz
)
+
∑
k

φ (Zk)

∫
C

∑
α∈A

ζ(z)λ̃α
|⟨ξk, Fϕz,α⟩|2

Zk∥Fϕz,α∥2
dz. (4.4)

With (4.3) we see that the second term on the right-hand side can be bounded by

−
∑
k

log(Zk)

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
|⟨ψk, Fϕz,α⟩|2

∥Fϕz,α∥2

≳−Nℓ2
∑
k

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
|⟨ψk, Fϕz,α⟩|2

∥Fϕz,α∥2
= −Nℓ2,

(4.5)

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

k

Zkφ
(∫

C

∑
α∈Ã

ζ(z)λ̃α
|⟨ξk, Fϕz,α⟩|2

Zk∥Fϕz,α∥2
dz
)
≥
∑
k

Zk

∫
C

∑
α∈Ã

φ(ζ(z)λ̃α)
|⟨ξk, Fϕz,α⟩|2

Zk∥Fϕz,α∥2
dz

=

∫
C

∑
α∈Ã

φ(λ̃αζ(z)) dz =
∑
α∈Ã

φ(λ̃α) +

∫
C
φ(ζ(z)) dz = S(G̃diag) + Scl(ζ).

(4.6)

We insert (4.5) and (4.6) into (4.4) to conclude the proof.
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let us fix some 0 < ε0 < 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 Γ in (2.14) and yields the term FBEC − 8πaNN

2
0 in the minimum. It is only valid

in the parameter regime in which N0 ≳ N2/3+ε0 holds. A second bound that is valid for all N0 ≤ N
(but useful only if N0 ≪ N5/6) and contributes the term FBEC

0 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 Γ. 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(Γ) =Tr[HNΓ]− β−1S(Γ)

≤Tr[HdiagGdiag]− β−1S(G̃diag) + 4πaN

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|4 dz + β−1Scl(ζ) + µ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

+ 8πaN

[( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

)2
+ Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+\PB

γp + Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

]
+ EH − β−1ES,

(5.1)

where EH and ES 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 φ(x) = −x log(x) for x ≥ 0. Using κ0 =

∑
α∈Ã λα ≤ 1, we find

S(G̃diag) =
∑
α∈Ã

φ(λ̃α) ≥
∑
α∈Ã

φ(λα) + φ(κ−1
0 )

∑
α∈Ã

λα = S(Gdiag) + log(κ0)−
∑

α∈A\Ã

φ(λα). (5.2)

An application of (2.36) shows
log(κ0) ≳ − exp(−cN δBog). (5.3)

Using the definition of λα above (2.10) and (2.37), we find∑
α∈A\Ã

φ(λα) =
∑

α∈A\Ã

λα log
( ∑
α′∈A

e−βEα′
)
+ β

∑
α∈A\Ã

λαEα

≤
∑

α∈A\Ã

λα log
( ∑
α′∈A

e−βEα′
)
+ C exp(−cN δBog),

with Eα in (2.10). A standard computation shows that

log
(∑
α∈A

e−βEα

)
=−

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log (1− exp(−βε(p))) ≤ −
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log
(
1− exp(−β|p|2)

)
≲− β−3/2

∫ ∞

0
(β + x2) log(1− exp(−x2)) dx ≲ N.

The inequalities above follow from ε(p) ≥ |p|2, the fact that x 7→ − log(1 − exp(−x)) is monotone
decreasing for x ≥ 0, and Lemma 2.4 with λ = 0. In combination with (2.36), this implies∑

α∈A\Ã

λα log
(∑
α∈A

e−βEα

)
≲ exp(−cN δBog). (5.4)
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Inserting (5.3) and (5.4) into (5.2) yields

S(G̃diag) ≥ S(Gdiag)− C exp(−cN δBog). (5.5)

We also have

Tr[HdiagGdiag]− β−1S(Gdiag) = β−1
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log
(
1− e−βε(p)

)
. (5.6)

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 β = κβc, with βc defined in (1.8) and κ ∈ (0,∞). There exists a constant C > 0
such that, for every N ,

1

β

∑
p∈PB

log
(
1− e−βε(p)

)
≤ 1

β

∑
p∈PB

log
(
1− e−β(|p|

2−µ0))+ 8πaNN0

∑
p∈PB

1

eβ(|p|2−µ0) − 1

− 1

2β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

[
16πaNN0

|p|2
− log

(
1 +

16πaNN0

|p|2
)]

+
CN2

0

N2

(
N δBog +

1

βN δBog
+

1

β2N0

)
.

An application of Lemma 5.1 shows

1

β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log
(
1− e−βε(p)

)
≤ 1

β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

log
(
1− e−β(|p|

2−µ0))+ 8πaNN0

∑
p∈PB

γidp

− 1

2β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

[
16πaNN0

|p|2
− log

(
1 +

16πaNN0

|p|2
)]

+ CN2/3−δBog ,

(5.7)

where we introduced the notation γidp =
(
exp(β(|p|2 − µ0))− 1

)−1
for p ∈ Λ∗

+.

The sum of the third and fourth term on the right-hand side of (5.1) equals

4πaN

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|4 dz + β−1Scl(ζ) = −β−1 log

(∫
|z|2≤Ñ

e−β(4πaN |z|4−µ̃|z|2) dz
)
+ µ̃Ñ0, (5.8)

with Ñ0 defined in (2.74), and where we used the shorthand notation Ñ = c̃N . Extending the integral
inside the logarithm to the whole complex plane, we generate the error term

−β−1 log
(
1−

∫
|z|2>Ñ e

−β(4πaN |z|4−µ̃|z|2) dz∫
C e

−β(4πaN |z|4−µ̃|z|2) dz

)
.

Setting η = µ̃
√
β/(4h) and A =

√
βhc̃N , and computing the integrals in polar coordinates with the

change of variables t =
√
βh|z|2 − η, we find∫

|z|2>Ñ e
−β(4πaN |z|4−µ̃|z|2) dz∫

C e
−β(4πaN |z|4−µ̃|z|2) dz

=

∫∞
A−η e

−t2 dt∫∞
−η e

−t2 dt
.
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We know from the proof of Lemma B.1 that η < A/2. If 0 ≤ η < A/2, we estimate the denominator
from below by a constant and apply (B.5) to obtain a bound for the numerator. This shows∫∞

A−η e
−t2 dt∫∞

−η e
−t2 dt

≲
∫ ∞

A/2
e−t

2
dt ≲ exp(−cN1/3).

In contrast, if η < 0 we apply (B.5) in both the numerator and the denominator, and find∫∞
A−η e

−t2 dt∫∞
−η e

−t2 dt
≲ e−A

2+2Aη ≲ exp(−cN1/3).

Hence,

−β−1 log
(∫

|z|2≤Ñ
e−β(4πaN |z|4−µ̃|z|2) dz

)
≤− β−1 log

(∫
C
e−β(4πaN |z|4−µ̃|z|2) dz

)
+ Ce−cN

1/3

≤− β−1 log
(∫

C
e−β(4πaN |z|4−µ|z|2) dz

)
−N0(µ̃− µ) + Ce−cN

1/3
,

(5.9)

with µ 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 µ̃ and that

1

β

∂

∂µ̃
log
(∫

C
e−β(4πaN |z|4−µ̃|z|2) dz

)∣∣∣
µ̃=µ

= N0

holds.

Inserting (5.5)–(5.9) into (5.1), we get

F(Γ) ≤ 1

β

∑
|p|∈Λ∗

+

log(1− e−β(|p|
2−µ0)) + µ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp − β−1 log

(∫
C
e−β(4πaN |z|4−µ|z|2)

)

+ 8πaN

[
N0

∑
p∈PB

γidp +
( ∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

)2
+ Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+\PB

γp + Ñ0

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp

]

+ µN0 + µ̃(Ñ0 −N0)−
1

2β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

[
16πaNN0

|p|2
− log

(
1 +

16πaNN0

|p|2
)]

+ CN2/3−δBog + EH − β−1ES.

(5.10)

With Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.10, we infer that∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp = N − Ñ0 + E,

with E ≲ N5/3+δBogℓ2+N3ℓ4 ≲ N . Using this, we see that the terms inside the bracket on the second
line of (5.10) are bounded from above by

2Ñ0(N − Ñ0) + (N − Ñ0)
2 +N0

∑
p∈PB

γidp − Ñ0

∑
p∈PB

γp + CNE

=2Ñ0(N − Ñ0) + (N − Ñ0)
2 + Ñ0(Ñ0 −N0) + (N0 − Ñ0)

∑
p∈PB

γidp + CNE

=N2 −N2
0 + Ñ0(N0 − Ñ0) + (N0 − Ñ0)

2 + (N0 − Ñ0)
∑
p∈PB

γidp + CNE.
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Moreover, an application of Lemma 2.16 shows

8πaN

[
(N0 − Ñ0)

2 + (N0 − Ñ0)
∑
p∈PB

γidp + CNE
]
≲N1/3+δBog +N5/3+δBogℓ2 +N3ℓ4.

The above considerations show that the second line of (5.10) is bounded from above by

8πaN (N
2 −N2

0 ) + 8πaN Ñ0(N0 − Ñ0) + C[N1/3+δBog +N5/3+δBogℓ2 +N3ℓ4].

Next, we consider the second term in the above equation and the second term on the third line of
(5.10). Let ε ∈ (0, ε0). If N0 ≳ N5/6+ε, we infer from (B.1) in Appendix C that

(8πaN Ñ0 − µ̃)(N0 − Ñ0) ≲ e−cN
ε
.

On the other hand, if N0 ≲ N5/6+ε, Lemma 2.16, Lemma B.1 and the lower bound N0 ≳ N2/3+ε0

imply
|8πaN Ñ0(N0 − Ñ0)| ≲ N1/3+2ε +N3/2+δBog+εℓ2 +N17/6+εℓ4

and

|µ̃(Ñ0 −N0)| ≲
( 1

Ñ0β
+

1√
βN

+
Ñ0

N

)( N0

Nβ
+
N2

0

N2
+N3ℓ4 +N5/3+δBogℓ2

)
≲N1/3+2ε +N3ℓ4 +N5/3+δBogℓ2.

With the bound |µ0| = β−1 log(1 +N−1
0 ) ≤ 1/(N0β), we see that

µ0
∑
p∈Λ∗

+

γp =µ0(N −N0) + µ0(N0 − Ñ0 + E)

≤µ0(N −N0) + C(N1/3 +N5/3+δBogℓ2 +N3ℓ4).

We collect the above estimates, insert the bounds for EH and ES in (3.2) and (4.2), respectively,
choose ε sufficiently small, and find

F(Γ) ≤ 1

β

∑
|p|∈Λ∗

+

log(1− e−β(|p|
2−µ0)) + µ0(N −N0)−

1

β
log

(∫
C
e−β(4πaN |z|4−µ|z|2)

)
+ µN0

+ 8πaN (N
2 −N2

0 )−
1

2β

∑
p∈Λ∗

+

[
16πaNN0

|p|2
− log

(
1 +

16πaNN0

|p|2

)]

+ C
(
N2/3−δBog +N2/3+3δBogℓ1/2 +N5/3+3δBogℓ2 +N3ℓ4 + ℓ−1

)
.

(5.11)

The error size is minimized by choosing δBog = 1/18, ℓ = N−11/18, which yields the first upper bound.

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:

G̃id =
1{N≤c̃N} exp(−β(dΓ(−∆− µ̃0)))

TrF[1{N≤c̃N} exp(−β(dΓ(−∆− µ̃0)))]
,
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where c̃ > 1 is chosen independent of N . The chemical potential µ̃0 is uniquely determined by the
condition TrF[N G̃id] = N . The final trial state Γ̃ is obtained by dressing G̃id with the correlation
structure F in the same way as we did in (2.14). Since the eigenfunctions of G̃id can be chosen to
be eigenfunctions of N , 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 Γ̃ 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(Γ̃) ≤ F0(β,N) + 8πaNN
2 + CN11/18. (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 N0 ≳ N5/6+ε with ε > 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 N0 ≲ N5/6+ε this term can also be pulled
out of the minimum, because it is bounded in absolute value by a constant times N1/3+2ε, which is
smaller than our remainder term if ε is chosen sufficiently small. Moreover, a short computation that
uses Proposition 1.2 and the identity µ0 = − ln(1 +N−1

0 )/β show that the condition N0 ≲ N2/3+ε0

with ε0 < 1/12 implies

FBEC − 8πaNN
2
0 ≥ FBEC

0 − µ0
2

+O(N1/2). (5.13)

Using additionally µ0 < 0, we thus find

min{FBEC − 8πaNN
2
0 , F

BEC
0 } = FBEC

0 +O(N1/2).

This explains why it is sufficient to prove the bound for the trial state Γ only in the parameter regime
N0 ≳ N2/3+ε0 , concluding our proof of Theorem 1.1.
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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(|x|) to the zero energy
scattering equation and of fℓ(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]3.

Let us introduce the energy functional

Eℓ[ϕ] =
∫
Bℓ

(
|∇ϕ|2 + 1

2
VN (x)|ϕ(x)|2

)
dx

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 ER (notation from the reference). All proofs in the reference apply,
with minor adjustments.
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with ℓ > R. The function fℓ is the unique minimizer of Eℓ among all H1 functions ϕ satisfying the
boundary condition ϕ(x) = 1 for |x| = ℓ, and its energy is given by

Eℓ[fℓ] = min
ϕ∈H1(Bℓ)
ϕ=1 on ∂Bℓ

Eℓ[ϕ] =
4πaN

1− aN/ℓ
. (A.1)

Here aN < ℓ is a positive number called the scattering length of the potential VN . It is easy to see
that, by scaling, aN = N−1a, where a is the scattering length of the unscaled potential V .

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

1 ≥ f(r) ≥ 1− aN
r
,

with equality in the lower bound for r ≥ R. This, in particular, implies

1 ≥ fℓ(x) ≥
(1− aN/|x|)+

1− aN/ℓ
≥ (1− aN/|x|)+. (A.2)

We also need the following integral bounds on fℓ.

Lemma A.1. Let uℓ = 1− fℓ. We have∫
R3

uℓ(x)dx ≲ aNℓ
2,

∫
R3

uℓ(x)
2dx ≲ a2Nℓ, and

∫
R3

|∇fℓ(x)|dx ≲ aNℓ. (A.3)

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

0 ≤ uℓ(x) ≤


0 |x| ≥ ℓ,

2aN/|x| aN ≤ |x| < ℓ,

1 |x| < aN ,

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

|∇fℓ| =
4π

f(ℓ)

∫ ℓ

0
f ′(r)r2dr =

4π

f(ℓ)

[
f(ℓ)ℓ2 − 2

∫ ℓ

0
f(r)rdr

]
≤4πℓ2 − 8π

∫ ℓ

0
(1− aN/r)+rdr = 8πaNℓ− 4πa2N ≤ 8πaNℓ.

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

B Properties of the effective functional for the condensate

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

Lemma B.1. We assume that c̃ > 2 and consider the combined limit N → ∞, β = κβc with
κ ∈ (0,∞) and βc in (1.8). Let 1 < b̃ < c̃/2 and choose a sequence M = M(N) ∈ R such that
0 < M < b̃N for every N ∈ N. Then there exists a unique µ̃ ∈ R such that

∫
C |z|2ζ(z) dz =M , with

ζ in (2.9). Moreover, for every ε > 0, there exists c > 0 such that:
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1. If M ≳ N5/6+ε, then
|µ̃− 8πaNM | ≲ e−cN

ε
. (B.1)

2. If M ≲ N5/6−ε, then ∣∣∣∣µ̃+
1

βM

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N−2ε

βM
. (B.2)

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

|µ̃| ≲
(

1

Mβ
+

1√
βN

+
M

N

)
. (B.3)

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

√
βh

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|2 dz = 1− exp(−A2 + 2Aη) +

√
πη exp(η2) erf[−η,A− η]√

π exp(η2) erf[−η,A− η]
=: Υ(η), (B.4)

where h = 4πaN , η = µ̃
√
β/(4h), A = c̃

√
βhN and

erf[a, b] =
2√
π

∫ b

a
e−t

2
dt

with a, b ∈ R. From [1, Eq. 7.1.21] we know that

2 exp(x2)

∫ ∞

x
e−t

2
dt =

1

x
− 1

2x3
+Q(x), |Q(x)| ≤ 3

4x5
, (B.5)

for x > 0.

Using (B.5) we find

Υ(η) =

1
2η2

+ ηQ(−η)− η exp(−A2 + 2Aη)
(
1
η +

1
A−η −

1
2(A−η)3 +Q(A− η)

)
− 1
η +

1
2η3

+Q(−η)− exp(−A2 + 2Aη)
(

1
A−η −

1
2(A−η)3 +Q(A− η)

) (B.6)

for η < 0. This, in particular, implies Υ(η) → 0 in the limit η → −∞, for fixed A. Moreover, a direct
computation shows Υ(A/2) = A/2. With

∂

∂µ̃

∫
C
ζ(z)|z|2 dz = β

∫
C
ζ(z)

(
|z|2 −

(∫
C
ζ(w)|w|2 dw

))2

dz > 0,

we conclude that for 0 < M < b̃N there exists a unique solution η to the equation
√
βhM = Υ(η). In

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

Let us first consider the case M ≲ N5/6−ε, where we have Υ(η) ≲ N−ε. By comparing this to

Υ(0) =
1− exp(−A2)

2
∫ A
0 e−t2 dt

→ π−1/2 as A→ ∞, (B.7)

and using the monotonicity of Υ(η), we see that η < 0, for sufficiently large N . Thus, it follows from
(B.6) that η → −∞ as N → ∞, and moreover√

βhM = − 1

2η
+O(|η|−3),
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which immediately implies (B.2).

Let us now assume that M ≳ N5/6+ε, in which case we have

Υ(η) =
√
βhM ≳ N ε. (B.8)

From the assumption b̃ < c̃/2 we know that

Υ(η) =
√
βhM < A/2 = Υ(A/2).

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

Υ(η) = η +
1− e−A(A−2η)

2eη2
√
π − 1

η +
1

2η3
−Q(η)− e−A(A−2η)

(
1

A−η −
1

2(A−η)3 +Q(A− η)
) , (B.9)

which together with (B.8) implies η → +∞ as N → ∞, provided M ≳ N5/6+ε. Using again η < A/2
and (B.9), we see that

|η −
√
βhM | ≲ exp(−N2ε),

which is (B.1).

Finally, the bound (B.3) follows from the asymptotics of Υ for η → ±∞ and the fact that if η is
bounded, then µ̃ ≲ (βN)−1/2.

C Estimate of the expected number of particles in Γ

This section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 2.1. We start by showing (2.15) uniformly in µ̃ ∈ R.
We will often need to remove cutoffs from the expectation of observables on the Gibbs state G̃diag,
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) ̸= (i, j) and expanding the relevant numerator
and denominator, we find

Tr[NΓ] =Tr[N Γ̃0] +
1

2

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α

∫
Λ
ϱ(1)z,α(x) dx

∫
Λ2

u12ϱ
(2)
z,α(x1, x2) dx1 dx2 dz

− 1

2

∫
Λ3

u12ϱ
(3)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3) dx1 dx2 dx3 +O(Nℓ2 +N3ℓ4).

(C.1)

From (2.27) and (2.60) we know that∫
Λ
ϱ(1)z,α(x) dx =⟨ϕz,α,Nϕz,α⟩ = |z|2 +Nα +

∑
p∈PB

v2p

(
1 + ⟨Ψα, a

∗
papΨα⟩

)
. (C.2)

Using (2.57), we see that the second term on the right-hand side of (C.1) equals

1

2

(∫
uℓ

)∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α

∫
Λ
ϱ(1)z,α(x) dx

∫
Λ
ϱ(2)z,α(x, x) dx dz + E(1)

C , (C.3)
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with

E(1)
C =

1

2

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α

∫
Λ
ϱ(1)z,α(x) dx

∫
Λ2

uℓ(x2 − x1)

×
∫ 1

0
(x2 − x1) · ∇2ϱ

(2)
z,α(x1, x1 + t(x2 − x1)) dtdx1 dx2 dz.

(C.4)

It follows from (2.57), (A.3), (C.2) and the cutoff in λ̃α that

|E(1)
C | ≲aNNℓ

3

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α sup
x1,x2∈Λ

∣∣∇2ϱ
(2)
z,α(x1, x2)

∣∣dz
≲ℓ3

(
N3/2

(
TrF+ [KG̃diag]

)1/2
+N4δBog(β−2N2δBog + 1) +N1+2δBog(1 + β−1)

)
≲ℓ3N2(β−1/2 + 1).

(C.5)

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

The same arguments used to prove (2.56) show

ϱ(2)z,α(x, x) = |z|4+4|z|2Nα+2Nα(Nα− 1)+O
(
(|z|2+Nα)(N

<
α +N δBog)+N3δBog(N<

α +1)2
)
, (C.6)

uniformly in x ∈ Λ. This follows from the observation that, thanks to the translation invariance
of the eigenstates Ψα, the phases in the expansion (2.59) drop out when x1 = x2. 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

(∫
uℓ

)∫
C
ζ(z)

{
|z|6 + 5|z|4TrF+ [N+G

diag] + 6|z|2(TrF+ [N+G
diag])2

+ 2(TrF+ [N+G
diag])3

}
dz +O

(
ℓ2N1+δBog(β−1 + 1) + ℓ3N2(β−1/2 + 1) + ℓ4N3

)
.

(C.7)

As for the term on the second line of (C.1), it is easy to see, using Lemma 2.15, that∫
Λ3

u12ϱ
(3)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3) dx1 dx2 dx3 =
(∫

uℓ

)∫
Λ2

ϱ
(3)
Γ0

(x1, x1, x2) dx1 dx2 +O(N2ℓ3β−1/2).

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

−1

2

∫
Λ3

u12ϱ
(3)
Γ0

(x1, x2, x3) dx1 dx2 dx3

=− 1

2

(∫
uℓ

)∫
C
ζ(z)

{
|z|6 + 5|z|4TrF+ [N+G

diag]

+ 6|z|2(TrF+ [N+G
diag])2 + 2(TrF+ [N+G

diag])3
}
dz +O

(
N2ℓ3β−1/2 +Nℓ2β−1

)
.

(C.8)

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(µ̃) =

∫
C
|z|2ζ(z) dz

and observe that TrF+ [N+G̃(z)] is independent of z ∈ C, and that

Tr[N Γ̃0] =M(µ̃) + TrF+ [N+G̃(z)]
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holds. Using Lemmas 2.7, 2.10, 2.12 and Equation (2.54), it is easy to see that∣∣∣TrF+ [N+G̃(z)]−N +N0

∣∣∣ ≲ N0

Nβ
+
N2

0

N2
.

We can thus write

Tr[NΓ]−N =M(µ̃)−N0 +
(
Tr[N Γ̃0]− Tr[NΓ]

)
+O

( N0

Nβ
+
N2

0

N2

)
,

which, for β ≳ βc, δBog < 1/12 and ℓ ≤ cN−7/12, for some sufficiently small c > 0, yields

M(µ̃)−N0 −
(1
2
+ C

N0

N

)
N2/3 ≤ Tr[NΓ]−N ≤M(µ̃)−N0 +

(1
2
+ C

N0

N

)
N2/3, (C.9)

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

lim
µ̃→−∞

M(µ̃) = 0, lim
µ̃→+∞

M(µ̃) = c̃N, (C.10)

for fixed N ∈ N. Equations (C.9), (C.10) and the assumption N0 ≥ N2/3 imply that Tr[NΓ] −N
takes positive and negative values as a function of µ̃, for fixed N large enough. The claim now follows
from the continuity of the map

µ̃ 7→ Tr[NΓ] =

∫
C
ζ(z)

∑
α∈Ã

λ̃α
∥Fϕz,α∥2

∞∑
n=1

n

∫
Λn

∣∣(Fnϕnz,α)∣∣2 dXn dz,

which is a consequence of the dominated convergence theorem.
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[15] N. N. Bogoliubov. “On the theory of superfluidity”. In: Journal of Physics (USSR) 11 (1947),
p. 23.

[16] C. Brennecke, M. Caporaletti, and B. Schlein. “Excitation spectrum of Bose gases beyond the
Gross–Pitaevskii regime”. In: Reviews in Mathematical Physics 34.09 (2022), p. 2250027.

[17] C. Brennecke and B. Schlein. “Gross–Pitaevskii dynamics for Bose–Einstein condensates”. In:
Analysis and PDE 12.6 (2019), pp. 1513–1596.

[18] C. Brennecke, B. Schlein, and S. Schraven. “Bogoliubov theory for trapped bosons in the
Gross–Pitaevskii regime”. In: Annales Henri Poincaré 23.5 (2022), p. 1583.
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