
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

19
88

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 2
8 

Ju
n 

20
24

Second order energy expansion of Bose gases with

three-body interactions

Morris Brooks

June 2023

Abstract

We provide a second order energy expansion for a gas of N bosonic particles with
three-body interactions in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. We especially confirm a conjec-
ture by Nam, Ricaud and Triay in [21], where they predict the subleading term in the
asymptotic expansion of the ground state energy to be of the order

√
N . In addition,

we show that the ground state satisfies Bose-Einstein condensation with a rate of the
order 1√

N
.

1 Introduction

We study a dilute gas of N bosonic particles with three-particle interactions, described by

HN := −
∑

1≤k≤N

∆xk
+

∑

1≤i<j<k≤N

VN(xi, xj , xk), (1)

acting on the Hilbert space of permutation symmetric functions L2
sym

(
ΛN
)
, where Λ :=[

−1
2
, 1
2

]3
is the three dimensional torus. Given a bounded and non-negative function with

compact support V : R3 ×R3 −→ R, the three-particle potential VN in Eq. (1) is defined as

VN(x, y, z) := NV
(√

N(x− y),
√
N(x− z)

)
, (2)

and we assume that VN is permutation symmetric in order to assure that HN preserves
permutation symmetry. The particular scaling in Eq. (2) with the number of particles N is
referred to as the Gross-Pitaevskii regime and yields a short range, but strong, interaction
on the scale r = 1√

N
. This especially means that we are dealing with a dilute gas having

a density of the order Nr3 = 1√
N
. Dilute Bose gases with three-particle interactions have

previously been studied in [19, 20, 21, 22], where the leading order asymptotics of the ground
state energy in the limit N → ∞ has been established as well as Bose-Einstein condensation
(BEC) in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. Here (BEC) refers to the observation that most of the
particles occupy the state with zero momentum. In the Gross-Pitaevskii regime specifically,
the leading order term in the asymptotics of the ground state energy

EN := inf σ(HN) =
1

6
bM(V )N + oN→∞(N) (3)
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is proportional to the number of particles N with a rather explicit constant bM(V ), see [19].
While naive first order perturbation theory would suggest that the constant bM(V ) should be

given by V̂ (0), it is due to the singular nature of the scaling in Eq. (2) that we cannot ignore

the presence of three particle correlations leading to a renormalized constant bM(V ) < V̂ (0).
In the following we will address a conjecture in [21], which claims that the subleading term
in the asymptotic expansion of EN is proportional to

√
N , see our main Theorem 1. The

contributions to the ground state energy EN of the order
√
N arise based on two-particle,

three-particle and four-particle correlations in the ground state. As a byproduct from the
proof of Theorem 1, we obtain in addition that the ground state ΨGS

N of the operator HN

satisfies (BEC) with a rate 1√
N
, i.e. we show that the ratio of particles outside the state with

zero momentum compared to the total number of particles N is of the order ON→∞
(

1√
N

)
.

This is an improvement of the (BEC) result in [19], where the authors showed that the ratio
is of the order oN→∞(1).

It is worth pointing out that much more is known for Bose gases with two-particle inter-
actions, where the expansion of the ground state energy to second order is well known
in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, the thermodynamic limit and interpolating regimes, see
e.g. [3, 7, 8, 11, 12, 14, 18]. Furthermore, (BEC) is well known for the Gross-Pitaevskii
regime and regular enough interpolating regimes, even with an (optimal) rate, see e.g.
[1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 10, 13, 16], and the subleading term in the expansion of the ground state
energy is known to be of the order ON→∞(1). This resolution of the energy is sharp enough
to see the spectral gap, which is of the order ON→∞(1) as well. For a Bose gas with three-
particle interaction in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime we expect the spectral gap to be of the
magnitude ON→∞(1), see the conjecture in [21], however the second order expansion of the

energy only allows for a resolution of the order ON→∞
(√

N
)
, which is not sharp enough to

see the spectral gap.
As it is not the goal of this manuscript to optimize in the regularity of V , we will as-

sume V ∈ C∞(R6) for the sake of convenience (although assuming e.g. V ∈ H9(R6) would
certainly be sufficient).

The correct constant bM(V ) in the energy asymptotics Eq. (3) can be derived formally
by making a translation-invariant ansatz for the correlation structure ϕ(x−u, y−u) between
three particles at position x, y and u, where ϕ : R6 −→ R. Utilizing the matrix

M :=

√
1

2

[
2 1
1 2

]

and the modified Laplace operator ∆M := (M∇R3×R3)2, let us first express the action of the
Laplace operator in relative coordinates as

(∆x +∆y +∆u)ϕ(x− u, y − u) = (2∆Mϕ)(x− u, y − u).

The energy correction associated to the correlation structure ϕ is then given by

〈ϕ, (−2∆M + V )ϕ〉 − 2 〈ϕ, V 〉 =
∫

R6

{
2
∣∣M∇ϕ(x)

∣∣2 + V (x)ϕ(x)2 − 2V (x)ϕ(x)
}
dx,
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where 〈ϕ, V 〉 describes the interaction between the condensate wavefunction Ψ ≡ 1 and ϕ.
Including the potential energy 〈Ψ, VΨ〉 =

∫
R6 V (x)dx and optimizing in ϕ leads to

bM(V ) := inf
ϕ∈Ḣ1(R6)

∫

R6

{
2
∣∣M∇ϕ(x)

∣∣2 + V (x)|1− ϕ(x)|2
}
dx, (4)

where Ḣ1(Rd) refers to the space of functions g : Rd −→ C vanishing at infinity with
|∇g| ∈ L2

(
Rd
)
. It has been verified in [19] that minimizer ω to the variational problem

in Eq. (4) exist and the (modified) scattering length bM(V ) describes the leading order
asymptotics of the ground state energy correctly, see Eq. (3). Our main Theorem 1 confirms

that the next term in the energy asymptotics in Eq. (3) is of the order ON→∞
(√

N
)
due

to contributions from the three-particle correlation ω, as well as from two-particle and four-
particle correlations. Regarding the impact of the correlation structure ω on the

√
N order,

we observe in the presence of an additional particle at position z further interaction terms
between ω and itself of the form

〈ω(y, z), V (x, y)ω(y, z)〉 =
∫

R9

V (x, y)ω(y, z)2dxdydz,

〈ω(x, z), V (x, y)ω(y, z)〉 =
∫

R9

V (x, y)ω(x, z)ω(y, z)dxdydz.

The corresponding energy correction is then given by γ(V )
√
N with

γ(V ) : =

∫

R9

V (x, y)ω(x, z)ω(y, z)dxdydz +
1

2

∫

R9

V (x, y)ω(y, z)2dxdydz. (5)

In order to quantify the impact of two-particle correlations, respectively four-particle cor-
relations, we make a translation-invariant ansatz ξ(x−u) with ξ : R3 −→ R, respectively
η(x−u, y−u, z−u) with η : R9 −→ R. We observe that the interaction energy of ξ and η
with the condensate and the three-particle correlation structure ω is given by

∫

R3

〈
ξ(x), V (x, y)(1− ω(x, y))

〉
dy =

∫

R6

V (x, y)(1− ω(x, y))ξ(x)dydx, (6)

〈
η(x, y, z), V (x, y)ω(y, z)

〉
=

∫

R9

V (x, y)ω(y, z)η(x, y, z)dxdydz. (7)

Including the kinetic energy of ξ and optimizing in ξ, Eq. (6) immediately gives rise to the
energy correction −µ(V )

√
N with the proportionality constant µ(V ) defined as

µ(V ) : = inf
ξ∈Ḣ1(R3)

{∫

R3

|∇ξ(x)|2dx−
∫

R6

V (x, y)(1− ω(x, y))ξ(x)dydx

}

=

∫

R6

Veff(x)Veff(y)

8π|x− y| dxdy, (8)

where we have introduced the effective two-particle interaction

Veff :

{
R3 −→ R,

x 7→
∫
R3 V (x, y)(1− ω(x, y)) dy.
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Finally, in order to identify the energy contribution due to the presence of four-particle
correlations η, we have to express the kinetic and potential energy of η(x− u, y − u, z − u)
in terms of relative coordinates. For this purpose let us define V : R9 −→ R and M∗ as

V(x1, x2, x3) : = V (x1, x2) + V (x1, x3) + V (x2, x3) + V (x2 − x1, x3 − x1),

M∗ : =

√√√√√1

2



2 1 1
1 2 1
1 1 2


,

and identify the action of the Laplace operator and the potential on η as

(∆x1+∆x2+∆x3+∆x4) η(x1−x4, x2−x4, x3−x4)=(2∆M∗η)(x1−x4, x2−x4, x3−x4), (9)
∑

1≤i<j<k≤4

V (xi−xk, xj−xk)η(x1−x4, x2−x4, x3−x4) = (Vη)(x1−x4, x2−x4, x3−x4). (10)

Combining kinetic, potential and interaction energy, see Eq. (7), Eq. (9) and Eq. (10), yields

∫

R9

{
2
∣∣M∗∇η(x)

∣∣2 + V(x)η(x)2 − 2f(x)η(x)
}
dx = Q(η)−Q(0),

where we have introduced the function f(x, y, z) := V (x, y)ω(y, z) and the functional

Q(η) :=

∫

R9

{
2
∣∣M∗∇η(x)

∣∣2 + V(x)

∣∣∣∣
f(x)

V(x)
− η(x)

∣∣∣∣
2
}
dx. (11)

Note that f

V is well defined and bounded on the support of V, due to the sign of V ≥ 0.

Consequently the corresponding energy correction is given by −σ(V )
√
N with

σ(V ) := Q(0)− inf
η∈Ḣ1(R9)

Q(η). (12)

It is content of our main Theorem 1, that γ(V ), µ(V ) and σ(V ) describe the second order
correction to the leading order asymptotics of the ground state energy EN in Eq. (3), which

is of the order ON→∞
(√

N
)
. Furthermore, we show that the order ON→∞

(√
N
)
term comes

with a non-zero pre-factor for a large class of potentials V .

Theorem 1. Let V ∈ C∞(R6) be a bounded and non-negative function with compact support,
such that the function VN defined in Eq. (2) is permutation symmetric. Furthermore, let
γ(V ), µ(V ) and σ(V ) ∈ R be as in Eq. (5), Eq. (8) and Eq. (12) respectively, and let bM(V )
be as in Eq. (4). Then the ground state energy EN := inf σ(HN) satisfies

EN =
1

6
bM(V )N +

(
γ(V )− µ(V )− σ(V )

)√
N +ON→∞

(
N

1
4

)
. (13)

Furthermore, there exists a λ(V ) > 0, such that for all 0 < λ ≤ λ(V )

γ(λV )− µ(λV )− σ(λV ) < 0.
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Remark 1. While Theorem 1 concerns Bose gases in the ultra-dilute Gross-Pitaevskii regime
with density ρ = 1√

N
, the leading order behaviour of the ground state energy per unit volume

e(ρ) is known in the thermodynamic regime as well, see [20], and given in analogy to the
leading order asymptotics in Eq. (3) by

e(ρ) =
1

6
bM(V )ρ3 + oρ→0

(
ρ3
)
.

It is remarkable that the coefficients γ(V ), µ(V ) and σ(V ) from Theorem 1 are defined in
terms of variational problems on the unconfined space R3d and do not depend on the boundary
conditions of the box Λd. Substituting ρ with 1√

N
in Theorem 1 we therefore expect the second

order expansion of e(ρ), as ρ→ 0, to be given by

e(ρ) = ρ3
(
1

6
bM(V ) +

(
γ(V )− µ(V )− σ(V )

)
ρ

)
+ oρ→0

(
ρ4
)
.

This would be in contrast with the second order expansion of a Bose gas with two-body
interactions, where in the celebrated Lee-Huang-Yang formula the dual lattice of the box Λ
appears. It is however expected that there is a corresponding Lee-Huang-Yang term for gases
with three-body interactions, which should appear in a third order expansion of the energy as
a term of the order ON→∞(1).

Proof strategy of Theorem 1. Following the ideas in [19], respectively [2, 3, 11, 12],
which have been developed in the context of Bose gases with two-body interactions, we are
going to unveil the correlation structure of the ground state with the help of a suitable
coordinate transformation. Based on the strategy presented in [8], our initial coordinate
transformation will be of algebraic nature, i.e. we introduce a new set of operators and
observe that the many-body operator HN is almost diagonal in these new variables. The
algebraic approach immediately allows us to find satisfactory lower bounds on the ground
state energy EN . Furthermore, we show that this coordinate transformation can be realized
in terms of a unitary map, at least in an approximate sense, which yields the corresponding
upper bound on EN .

In order to find a suitable transformation bringing HN in a diagonal form, we observe
that collisions between at most three particles will occur much more frequent compared
to collisions between four or more particles, as we are in the dilute regime of densities of
the magnitude ρ = 1√

N
. Consequently, we first look for a diagonalization of a gas with

only three particles N = 3, which will involve the three-particle correlation structure ω,
and subsequently lift it to a diagonalization of the full many-body problem. As it turns
out, including the three-particle correlation structure is enough to identify the leading order
behaviour of the ground state energy. To be more precise, we are able to show at this point

EN =
1

6
bM(V )N +ON→∞

(√
N
)
. (14)

We want to emphasize that the proof of Eq. (14) depends on our ability to neglect collisions
between four or more particles, and we note that the correlation structure involves mostly
particles outside the state with zero-momentum. It is therefore crucial to have strong a priori
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information regarding the number of particles outside the state with zero momentum, which
we will refer to as excited particles. In the language of second quantization, the number of
excited particles can naturally be expressed as

N := N −N0 := N − a
†
0a0, (15)

where N is the total number of particles, N0 counts the number of particles with zero
momentum and a0 is the annihilation operator corresponding to the zero momentum state,
see also Section 2 for a more comprehensive introduction. The following result, which has
been verified in [19], tells us that the number of excited particles is indeed small compared
to the total number of particles N , i.e.

1

N
〈ΨGS

N ,NΨGS
N 〉 = oN→∞(1), (16)

where ΨGS
N is the ground state of the operator HN . Using the a priori information in Eq. (16)

then allows us to identify the leading order asymptotics of the ground state energy EN in
Eq. (14). In addition, we obtain at this point an improved (BEC) result

1

N
〈ΨGS

N ,NΨGS
N 〉 = ON→∞

(
1√
N

)
(17)

with a rate of the order ON→∞
(

1√
N

)
, see also the subsequent Theorem 2, which we believe

to be of independent interest.
Finally, we use an additional coordinate transformation, which implements the two-

particle and four-particle correlation structure ξ and η, together with the improved control
on the number of excited particles in Eq. (17), in order to identify the coefficient C in front
of the

√
N term in the energy asymptotics

C = γ(V )− µ(V )− σ(V ).

Notably, collisions between four particles do contribute to the subleading term in the energy
expansion in Eq. (13), however in analogy to Eq. (14) we can dismiss collisions between five
or more particles.

Theorem 2. Let V satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1 and let ΨGS
N denote the ground state

of the operator HN . Furthermore let N be the operator counting the number of excitations
introduced in Eq. (15). Then there exists a constant C > 0, such that

1

N
〈ΨGS

N ,NΨGS
N 〉 ≤ C√

N
.

Outline. In Subsection 1.1 we are first deriving the three-particle correlation structure
for a model where the total number of particles is N = 3. Following the strategy proposed
in [8], we are implementing in a systematic way the correlation structures from Subsection
1.1 for gases with many particles N ≫ 1 in Section 2. Using Bose-Einstein condensation
of the ground state as an input, this allows us to immediately recover the leading order
behaviour of EN as a lower bound and, in the subsequent Section 3, also as an upper bound.
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Furthermore, we obtain at this point an improved version of (BEC) with a rate, which
especially concludes the proof of Theorem 2. In Section 4, we are going to describe the
two-particle and four-particle correlation structure, which gives rise to the correction µ(V )
and the correction σ(V ) defined in Eq. (8) and Eq. (12) respectively. It is then the purpose
of Subsection 4.2 to verify the lower bound in our main Theorem 1, wherein we use the
improved (BEC) result, and the purpose of Section 5 to verify the corresponding upper
bound. The sign of γ(λV ) − µ(λV ) − σ(λV ) is established in Section 6 for small λ > 0,
along side other useful properties of the scattering solutions that describe the correlation
structure. Finally Appendix A contains a collection of operator inequalities, and Appendix
B introduces a localization formula that allows us to improve (BEC) results, at the cost of
modifying the state under consideration.

1.1 The three-body Problem

While one would naively expect that the leading order behaviour of the ground state energy
EN is dictated by the energy of the uncorrelated wave function Γ0(x1, . . . , xN) := 1

〈Γ0, HNΓ0〉=
N(N−1)(N−2)

6N2

∫

R3

∫

R3

V (x, y) dxdy=
N

6

∫

R3

∫

R3

V (x, y) dxdy+oN→∞(N),

it is due to the presence of correlations in the ground state of the operator HN , that the
leading order coefficient bM(V ) in the energy asymptotics of EN in Eq. (3) satisfies

bM(V ) <

∫

R3

∫

R3

V (x, y) dxdy.

In order to quantify the correlation energy
∫
R3

∫
R3 V (x, y) dxdy − bM(V ), we are going to

follow the frame work developed in [8], and investigate first the corresponding three-particle
operator H(3) := −∆3+VN acting on L2(Λ3), where ∆3 := ∆x1 +∆x2 +∆x3 , before we study
the many particle operator HN defined in Eq. (1). It will be our goal to find a transformation

T : L2(Λ3) −→ L2(Λ3)

that removes correlations between states with low momenta and states with high momenta,
i.e. we want to bring H(3) in a block-diagonal form, which allows us to extract the correlation
energy. In is content of Section 2 to lift the block-diagonalization from the three-particle
problem, described by the transformation T , to a block-diagonalization of the many-particle
operator HN , which will allow us to identify the correlation energy for the many-particle
problem.

Let us first specify the set of low momenta as either the set where all three particles
occupy the zero momentum state

L0 := {(0, 0, 0)} ⊆ (2πZ)9 (18)

or the set where at most one of the three particles is allowed to have non-zero momentum

LK :=
⋃

|k|≤K

{(k, 0, 0), (0, k, 0), (0, 0, k)} ⊆ (2πZ)9,

7



where 0 ≤ K < ∞ is a parameter that we are going to specify later. For the purpose of
extracting the correlation energy, it is enough to consider K := 0, however for technical
reasons it is going to be convenient later to consider positive values K > 0 as well. Having
the set LK at hand, we can define the projection πK onto states with low momenta as

πK(Ψ) :=
∑

(k1k2k3)∈LK

〈uk1uk2uk3,Ψ〉uk1uk2uk3, (19)

where uk(x) := eikx for k ∈ (2πZ)3 and uk1uk2uk3 has to be understood as the function
uk1(x1)uk2(x2)uk3(x3). Let us furthermore introduce the projection Q acting on L2(Λ) as

Q(φ) :=
∑

k 6=0

〈uk, φ〉uk.

Following the strategy in [8], let R be the pseudo-inverse of the operator Q⊗3(−∆3+VN)Q
⊗3

and let us define the Feshbach-Schur like transformation

T := 1 +RVNπK . (20)

Note that T would be a proper Feshbach-Schur map, in case we would exchange Q⊗3 with the
projection 1 − πK , however we prefer to work with Q⊗3 for technical reasons. Conjugating
H(3) with T

−1 = 1− RVNπK then yields the approximate block-diagonalization

(T−1)†H(3)T
−1 = −∆3 + πK (VN − VNRVN) πK +(1− πK)VN(1− πK)

+
{
πK (VN − VNRVN)

(
1− πK −Q⊗3

)
+H.c.

}
,

where we introduced the notation {A+H.c.} := A+ A∗ and made use of the identity

H(3)T
−1 = H(3) −H(3)RVNπK = H(3) −Q⊗3H(3)RVNπK − (1−Q⊗3)H(3)RVNπK

= H(3) −Q⊗3VNπK − (1−Q⊗3)VNRVNπK .

Defining the almost block-diagonal renormalized potential ṼN as

ṼN := πK (VN − VNRVN )πK +(1− πK)VN(1− πK)

+
{(

1− πK −Q⊗3
)
(VN − VNRVN) πK +H.c.

}
, (21)

we therefore obtain the algebraic identity

H(3) = T †
(
−∆3 + ṼN

)
T. (22)

The presence of {(1− πK −Q⊗3) (VN − VNRVN)πK +H.c.} in ṼN , which are the terms that
violate the block-diagonal structure, is due to the usage of Q⊗3 instead of 1−πK , however it
turns out that these terms do not contribute to the correlation energy to leading order. One
therefore expects to read of the leading order coefficient bM(V ) in the asymptotic expansion
of the ground state energy EN in Eq. (3) from the matrix entries of the renormalized potential

(
ṼN

)
000,000

= 〈u0u0u0, ṼNu0u0u0〉 = 〈u0u0u0, (VN − VNRVN )u0u0u0〉 .

As we are going to verify in Lemma 16, we have indeed the asymptotic result

bM(V ) = N2 〈u0u0u0, (VN − VNRVN) u0u0u0〉+ON→∞

(
1

N

)
.
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2 First Order Lower Bound

It is the goal of this Section to bring, in analogy to Eq. (22), the many-particle operator HN

in an approximate block-diagonal form, which allows us to obtain an asymptotically correct
lower bound on the ground state energy EN in Corollary 1. For this purpose let us first
rewrite the operator HN defined in Eq. (1) in the language of second quantization as

HN =
∑

k∈(2πZ)3
|k|2a†kak +

1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn∈(2πZ)3
(VN)ijk,ℓmn a

†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman, (23)

where ak := a(uk) annihilates a particle in the mode uk(x) := eik·x and its adjoint a†k creates
a particle in the mode uk, see e.g. [9] for an introduction to the standard creation and
annihilation operators, and (VN)ijk,ℓmn are the matrix elements of VN w.r.t. to the basis
uiujuk defined below Eq. (19). If not indicated otherwise, we will always assume that indices
run in the set (2πZ)3, which we will usually neglect in our notation, and we write k 6= 0 in
case the index runs in the set (2πZ)3 \ {0}. Note that the operator on the right hand side
of Eq. (23) is defined on the full Fock space

F
(
L2(Λ)

)
:=

∞⊕

n=0

L2
sym(Λ

n) ,

while the left hand side is only defined on L2
sym

(
ΛN
)
⊆ F(L2(Λ)), and therefore Eq. (23) has

to be understood as being restricted to the subspace L2
sym

(
ΛN
)
. Furthermore, we observe

that VN is a translation-invariant multiplication operator, and therefore the matrix elements
of VN satisfy (VN)ijk,ℓmn = 0 in case i+ j + k 6= ℓ+m+ n and otherwise

(VN)ijk,ℓmn = (VN )(i−ℓ)(j−m)(k−n),000 = N−2V̂

(
j −m√
N

,
k − n√
N

)
. (24)

Following the strategy proposed in [8], we are going to introduce a many-particle counterpart
to the three particle map T defined in Eq. (20), which is realized by the set of operators

ck : = ak +
1

2

∑

ij,ℓmn

(T − 1)ijk,ℓmn a
†
ia

†
jaℓaman, (25)

ψijk : =
∑

ℓmn

Tijk,ℓmn aℓaman. (26)

Here Tijk,ℓmn := 〈uiujuk, Tuℓumun〉 denotes the matrix elements of T . The following Lemma
1 is the many-particle counterpart to Eq. (22), in the sense that it provides an (approximate)
block-diagonal representation of the operator HN in terms of the new variables ck and ψijk.

Lemma 1. Let ṼN be the operator defined in Eq. (21). Then we have

HN =
∑

k

|k|2c†kck+
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
ṼN

)
ijk,ℓmn

ψ
†
ijkψℓmn − E , (27)

9



where the residual term E is defined as

E :=
1

4

∑

ijk,ℓmn;i′j′,ℓ′m′m′

|k|2(T − 1)i′j′k,ℓ′m′n′(T − 1)ijk,ℓmn a
†
ℓ′a

†
m′a

†
n′

×
(
ai′aj′a

†
ia

†
j − δii′δjj′ − δij′δji′

)
aℓaman.

Proof. Using the permutation symmetry of T , we first identify
∑

k |k|2(ck − ak)
†(ck − ak) as

1

4

∑

ijk,ℓmn;i′j′,ℓ′m′m′

|k|2(T − 1)i′j′k,ℓ′m′n′(T − 1)ijk,ℓmn a
†
ℓ′a

†
m′a

†
n′ai′aj′a

†
ia

†
jaℓaman

=
1

2

∑

ijk,ℓmn

{
(T − 1)†(−∆x3)(T − 1)

}
ijk,ℓmn

a
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman + E

=
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

{
(T − 1)†(−∆3)(T − 1)

}
ijk,ℓmn

a
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman + E ,

where ∆3 is the Laplace operator on L2(Λ)⊗3. Similarly

∑

k

|k|2a†k(ck − ak) + H.c. =
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

{
(−∆3)(T − 1) + H.c.

}
ijk,ℓmn

a
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman,

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
ṼN

)
ijk,ℓmn

ψ
†
ijkψℓmn =

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
T †ṼNT

)
ijk,ℓmn

a
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman.

Since

(T−1)†∆3(T−1)+{∆3(T−1)+H.c.}=T †∆3T−∆3

we obtain
∑

k

|k|2c†kck+
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
ṼN

)
ijk,ℓmn

ψ
†
ijkψℓmn =

∑

k

|k|2a†kak+
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

{
T †
(
−∆3 + ṼN

)
T+∆3

}
ijk,ℓmn

a
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman+E .

We observe that T †
(
−∆3 + ṼN

)
T+∆3 = VN by Eq. (22), which concludes the proof by the

representation of HN in second quantization, see Eq. (23).

Making use of the sign (1− πK)VN(1− πK) ≥ 0, we immediately obtain that
∑

ijk,ℓmn

((1− πK)VN(1− πK))ijk,ℓmn ψ
†
ijkψℓmn ≥ 0.

Therefore Lemma 1 allows us to bound HN from below by

HN ≥
∑

k

|k|2c†kck +
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
ṼN − (1− πK)VN(1− πK)

)
ijk,ℓmn

ψ
†
ijkψℓmn − E

=
∑

k

|k|2c†kck +
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
ṼN − (1− πK)VN(1− πK)

)
ijk,ℓmn

a
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman − E , (28)

10



where we have used the fact that ψijk = aiajak in case one of the indices is zero, which is
a direct consequence of the observation that (T − 1)ijk,ℓmn = 0 in case one of the indices in
{i, j, k} is zero. Note that we can write

ṼN − (1− πK)VN(1− πK) = A +B +B∗

with A and B defined as

A : = πK (VN − VNRVN) πK ,

B : =
(
1− πK −Q⊗3

)
(VN − VNRVN )πK .

Let us first analyse the term involving A

1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(A)ijk,ℓmn a
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman = λ0,0 (a

†
0)

3a30 + 9a2†0 a
2
0

∑

0<|k|≤K

λk,0a
†
kak, (29)

where we define the coefficients

λk,ℓ :=
1

18
〈u0uℓuk−ℓ, (VN − VNRVN )(u0u0uk + u0uku0 + uku0u0)〉 .

To keep the notation light, we do not explicitly indicate the N dependence of λk,ℓ. Similarly

1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(B)ijk,ℓmn a
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaℓaman = 3a†0a

3
0

∑

ℓ 6=0

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ + 9a†0a

2
0

∑

ℓ,0<|k|≤K

λk,ℓa
†
ℓa

†
k−ℓak. (30)

Putting together Eq. (28), Eq. (29) and Eq. (30) yields

HN ≥ λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30 +
∑

k

|k|2c†kck +QK + E ′ − E , (31)

where we define the operator QK and the error term E ′ as

QK : = 9a2†0 a
2
0

∑

0<|k|≤K

λk,0a
†
kak + 3


a†0a30

∑

0<|ℓ|≤K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ +H.c.


 , (32)

E ′ : =

(
3
∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ a

†
0a

3
0+9

∑

ℓ,0<|k|≤K

λk,ℓa
†
ℓa

†
k−ℓak a

†
0a

2
0+H.c.

)
. (33)

The following Lemma 2, Lemma 3 and Lemma 4 will give us sufficient bounds on the
various terms appearing in Eq. (31), in order to establish that the ground state energy EN

of HN is, to leading order, bounded from below by 1
6
bM(V )N , see Corollary 1. In our first

Lemma 2 we provide a lower bound on

λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30 +QK

for K large enough, which is an operator that is at most quadratic in the variables ak and
a
†
k for k 6= 0. In the following let us denote with

N :=
∑

k 6=0

a
†
kak

11



the operator that counts the number of excited particles, i.e. the number of particles with
momentum k 6= 0. Since we have the operator identity

∑
k a

†
kak = N on the Hilbert space

L2
sym(Λ

N) ⊆ F(L2(Λ)), we observe that a†0a0 = N − N , see also Eq. (15), i.e. the number
of particles with momentum k = 0 is given by the difference between the total number of
particles N and the number of excited particles.

Lemma 2. Let bM(V ) be the modified scattering length defined in Eq. (4). Then there exists
for all τ, α > 0 constants C,K > 0 such that

λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30 +QK ≥ 1

6
bM(V )N − α

∑

k

|k|2τa†kak − C

(
1 +

N 2

N
+

N√
N

)
.

Proof. First of all we observe that we can write

(a†0)
3a30 = N3 − 3N2(N + 3) +N(3N 2 + 6N + 2)−N 3 − 3N 2 − 2N

≥ N3 − 3N2N −N2C,

for a suitable C > 0. Defining

N> := N −
∑

0<|k|≤K

a
†
kak,

we therefore we obtain in combination with Lemma 16

λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30 +QK − 1

6
bM(V )N

≥ 1

6
bM(V )



9

(a†0)
2a20

N2

∑

0<|k|≤K

a
†
kak + 3


a

†
0a

3
0

N2

∑

0<|k|≤K

a
†
ka

†
−k +H.c.


− 3N − CN− 1

2N



− C

=
1

6
bM(V )

{(
9
(a†0)

2a20
N2

− 3− CN− 1
2

) ∑

0<|k|≤K

a
†
kak

+ 3


a

†
0a

3
0

N2

∑

0<|k|≤K

a
†
ka

†
−k +H.c.


− 3N>

}
− C,

for a suitable constant C > 0. Since

3
a
†
0a

3
0

N2

∑

0<|k|≤K

a
†
ka

†
−k +H.c. ≤ 6

(a†0)
2a20

N2

∑

0<|k|≤K

a
†
kak,

and since we have
(
3
(a†0)

2a20
N2

− 3− CN− 1
2

) ∑

0<|k|≤K

a
†
kak ≥ −3

N 2

N
− C

N√
N
,

12



we obtain

λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30 +QK ≥ 1

6
bM(V )N − 1

2
bM(V )N> − C

(
1 +

N 2

N
+

N√
N

)

for a suitable constant C. Using N> ≤ K−2τ
∑

k |k|2τa†kak, this concludes the proof for K
large enough.

In the subsequent Lemma 3, we provide estimates on the residual term E defined in
Lemma 1, which will allow us to compare the size of E with the kinetic energy

∑
k |k|2c†kck

in the variables ck.

Lemma 3. For K ≥ 0, there exists a constant CK > 0, such that

±E ≤ CK

∑

k

|k|2c†k
(N
N

+N− 1
2

)
ck +

(N
N

+N− 1
3

)
(N + 1).

Proof. Let us denote with I ⊆ (2πZ)3×3 the index set

I := {(0, 0, 0)} ∪
⋃

0<|ℓ|≤K

{(ℓ, 0, 0), (0, ℓ, 0), (0, 0, ℓ)}

Then we define for I = (I1, I2, I3), I
′ = (I ′1, I

′
2, I

′
3) ∈ I the operator K(I,I′) acting on L2(Λ)

and the operator G(I,I′) acting on L2(Λ)⊗2 as

K
(I,I′)
i,i′ : =

1

2

∑

jk

|k|2(T − 1)i′jk,I′ ((T − 1)ijk,I + (T − 1)jik,I) ,

G
(I,I′)
ij,i′j′ : =

1

4

∑

k

|k|2(T − 1)i′j′k,I′(T − 1)ijk,I,

as well as Kτ,2 := (−∆x1)
τ + (−∆x2)

τ acting on L2(Λ)⊗2. Then we can write E as

E =
∑

I,I′∈I

(∑

i,i′

K
(I,I′)
i,i′ a

†
i

(
a
†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3
aI′1aI′2aI′3

)
ai′ +

∑

ij,i′j′

G
(I,I′)
ij,i′j′a

†
ia

†
j

(
a
†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3
aI′1aI′2aI′3

)
ai′aj′

)
.

(34)

By the weighted Schur test, the operator norm of K− 1
2

τ,2G
(I,I′)K− 1

2
τ,2 is bounded by

‖K− 1
2

τ,2G
(I,I′)K− 1

2
τ,2 ‖ ≤

√
α(I,I′)α(I′,I),

where we define α(I,I′) := supi′j′
∑

ij

|G(I,I′)
ij,i′j′ |

|i|2τ+|j|2τ . Let us furthermore introduce s := I1 + I2+ I3

and s′ := I ′1 + I ′2 + I ′3. Making use of Lemma 15, we obtain for the concrete choice τ := 2
3

α(I,I′)≤sup
i′j′

∑

ijk

|k|2|(T−1)i′j′k,I′| |(T−1)ijk,I|
|i|2τ+|j|2τ .N−4 sup

i′j′

∑

ijk 6=0

δi′+j′+k=s′δi+j+k=s

(|i|2τ+|j|2τ)(|i|2+|j|2+|k|2)

≤N−4
∑

i 6=0

1

|i|2+2τ
. N−4.

13



Consequently ‖K− 1
2

τ,2G
(I,I′)K− 1

2
τ,2 ‖ . N−4. Furthermore, the operator

X(I,I′) := a
†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3
aI′1aI′2aI′3

satisfies ‖X(I,I′)‖ ≤ N3. Therefore we obtain by Corollary 7

∑

ij,i′j′

G
(I,I′)
ij,i′j′a

†
ia

†
j

(
a
†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3
aI′1aI′2aI′3

)
ai′aj′ .

∑

k

|k|2c†k
N
N
ck + (N +N τ )

N
N
.

Again by Lemma 15 we have ‖K(I,I′)‖ . N− 7
2 , which concludes the proof by Corollary 7,

together with the observation that the set I in the definition of E in Eq. (34) is finite.

The next Lemma 4 will give us sufficient bounds on the error term E ′ defined in Eq. (33),

which will be responsible for the appearance of an order ON→∞
(√

N
)

error in the main

results of this Section Theorem 3 and Corollary 1.

Lemma 4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for K ≤
√
N , where K is as in the

definition of πK below Eq. (19), and ǫ > 0

±


∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ a

†
0a

3
0+H.c.


 ≤ ǫ

∑

ℓ

|ℓ|2c†ℓcℓ+ǫN+C
N√
N

+
C

ǫ

(√
N+

N√
K+1

)
, (35)

±
(∑

ℓ

λk,ℓa
†
ℓa

†
k−ℓak a

†
0a

2
0 +H.c.

)
. ǫ

∑

ℓ

|ℓ|2c†ℓcℓ + ǫ
N 2

N
+ C

N
N

+
C

ǫ

( N√
N

+
N 2

N

)
. (36)

Furthermore, we have

±


∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ a

†
0a

3
0

N
N

+H.c.


 ≤ N− 1

2

(∑

ℓ

|ℓ|2c†ℓcℓ +N
)

+N− 3
2N 2

(
N +

√
N
)
. (37)

Proof. Given m ∈ {0, 1}, let us define the operator X := a
†
0a

3
0
Nm

Nm and the coefficients

Λ
(n)
ℓ,k := (T − 1)(n−k)(k−ℓ)ℓ,n00 + (T − 1)(n−k)(k−ℓ)ℓ,0n0 + (T − 1)(n−k)(k−ℓ)ℓ,00n,

and observe that by Lemma 15 there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|Λ(n)
ℓ,k | ≤

C

N2(|ℓ|2 + |k|2)

(
1 +

|ℓ|2 + |k|2
N

)−1

, (38)

where we have assumed w.l.o.g. that |n| ≤
√
N , since Λ

(n)
ℓ,k = 0 in case |n| > K and K ≤

√
N .

In order to verify Eq. (35), respectively Eq. (37), let us write

∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓa

†
0a

3
0

Nm

Nm
=
∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ c
†
ℓa

†
−ℓX −

∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ (cℓ − aℓ)
†a†−ℓX

=
∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ c
†
ℓa

†
−ℓX −

∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
−ℓ(cℓ − aℓ)

†X −
∑

|ℓ|>K

∑

n 6=0

λ0,ℓΛ
(n)
ℓ,0 a

2†
0 a

†
nanX. (39)
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Regarding the first term in in Eq. (39), note that we have for ǫ > 0 the estimate

±
∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ c
†
ℓa

†
−ℓX ± H.c. ≤ ǫ

∑

ℓ

|ℓ|2c†ℓcℓ +
1

ǫ
X†


∑

|ℓ|>K

|λ0,ℓ|2
ℓ2

a
†
ℓaℓ +

∑

|ℓ|>K

|λ0,ℓ|2
ℓ2


X.

Using |λk,ℓ| . N−2(1 + |ℓ|2
N
)−1, see Lemma 15, we have

∑
|ℓ|>K

|λ0,ℓ|2
ℓ2

. N− 7
2 and

|λ0,ℓ|2
ℓ2

≤
1

N4(K2+1)
for |ℓ| > K, and therefore we obtain for such K

±
∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ c
†
ℓa

†
−ℓX ±H.c. . ǫ

∑

ℓ

|ℓ|2c†ℓcℓ+
1

ǫN4
X†
( N
K2 + 1

+
√
N

)
X

. ǫ
∑

ℓ

|ℓ|2c†ℓcℓ+
1

ǫ

N 2m

N2m

(
N

K2 + 1
+

√
N

ǫ

)
,

where we have used X†X . N2N 2m

N2m and [X,N ] = 0. Regarding the second term in Eq. (39),

let us use
∑

|ℓ|>K |ℓ|− 1
2 |N4λ0,ℓ|2a†ℓaℓ . N√

K+1
as well as the fact that

∑
ℓ

√
|ℓ|(cℓ − aℓ)(cℓ −

aℓ)
† . N by Lemma 20, to estimate for κ > 0

±
∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
−ℓ(cℓ−aℓ)†X ±H.c. .

1

κ
√
K + 1

N +
κ

N4
X†NX ≤ 1

κ
√
K + 1

N + κ
N 2m

N2m
N .

Regarding the final term in Eq. (39) we have that
∑

ℓ |Λ
(n)
ℓ,0 | . N− 3

2 by Eq. (38), and hence

±
∑

|ℓ|>K

∑

n 6=0

λ0,ℓΛ
(n)
ℓ,0 a

2†
0 a

†
nanX ± H.c. . N− 1

2N .

For m = 0, the choice κ := ǫ yields Eq. (35) and for m = 1 the choice κ :=
√
N and ǫ := 1√

N

yields Eq. (37).

Regarding the proof of Eq. (36), let us define the operators dℓ := λk,ℓN
3
2a

†
k−ℓak and write

a
†
ℓdℓ = c

†
ℓdℓ + dℓ(cℓ − aℓ)

† + [(cℓ − aℓ)
†, dℓ]. We compute

∑

ℓ

[(cℓ − aℓ)
†, dℓ] =

1

2
N

3
2

(
a
3†
0

∑

ijℓ

1

3
Λ

(0)
ℓ,−iλk,ℓ[aia−i−ℓ, a

†
k−ℓak]

+ a
2†
0

∑

|n|≤K

∑

iℓ

Λ
(n)
ℓ,n−iλk,ℓ[a

†
naian−i−ℓ, a

†
k−ℓak]

)a†0a20
N

3
2

=
a
3†
0

N
3
2

µ
(1)
k aka−k

a
†
0a

2
0

N
3
2

+
a
2†
0

N

∑

|n|≤K

µ
(2)
k,na

†
nakan−k

a
†
0a

2
0

N
3
2

− a
2†
0

N

∑

i,ℓ

µ
(3)
k,i,ℓa

†
k−ℓaiak−i−ℓ

a
†
0a

2
0

N
3
2

,

where we define the coefficients

µ
(1)
k : = N3

∑

ℓ

1

3
Λ

(0)
ℓ,kλk,ℓ,

µ
(2)
k,n : = N

5
2

∑

ℓ

Λ
(n)
ℓ,kλk,ℓ,

µ
(3)
k,i,ℓ : = N

5
2Λ

(k)
ℓ,k−iλk,ℓ.

15



Using again Eq. (38) and |λk,ℓ| . N−2(1 + |ℓ|2
N
)−1, we immediately obtain |µ(1)

k | . 1√
N
,

|µ(2)
k,n| . 1

N
, |µ(3)

k,i,ℓ| . N− 3
2 and

∑
i |µ

(3)
k,i,ℓ| . 1

N
, and therefore by Cauchy-Schwarz

∑

ℓ

(
[(cℓ − aℓ)

†, dℓ]
a
†
0a

2
0

N
3
2

+H.c.

)
.

N√
N
.

Consequently

(∑

ℓ

a
†
ℓdℓ

a
†
0a

2
0

N
3
2

+H.c.

)
. ǫ

∑

ℓ

|ℓ|2c†ℓcℓ +
1

ǫ

∑

ℓ

1

|ℓ|2d
†
ℓdℓ + ǫ

∑

ℓ

dℓd
†
ℓ

+
1

ǫ

∑

ℓ

a
3†
0 a0

N2
(cℓ − aℓ)(cℓ − aℓ)

†a
†
0a

3
0

N2
+

N√
N
.

Similar to the proof of Eq. (35), we observe that
∑

ℓ dℓd
†
ℓ .

N
N
N and, using Lemma 20,

∑

ℓ

a
3†
0 a0

N2
(cℓ − aℓ)(cℓ − aℓ)

†a
†
0a

3
0

N2
.
a
3†
0 a0

N2

N 2

N

a
†
0a

3
0

N2
≤ N 2

N
,

∑

ℓ

1

|ℓ|2d
†
ℓdℓ .

N√
N

+N3
∑

ℓ

1

|ℓ|2 |λk,ℓ|
2a

†
ka

†
k−ℓak−ℓak .

N√
N

+
N 2

N
.

Having Lemma 2, Lemma 3 and Lemma 4 at hand, we can use the lower bound in
Eq. (31) in order to derive the following Theorem 3, which provides strong lower bounds
on the quantity 〈Ψ, HNΨ〉. Note however that Theorem 3 is only applicable for states Ψ
satisfying (BEC) in the spectral sense 1(N ≤ ǫN) Ψ = Ψ, where the orthogonal projection
1(N ≤ ǫN) is defined by the means of functional calculus. Here we refer to a Hilbert space
element Ψ as a state, in case ‖Ψ‖ = 1.

Theorem 3. There exist constants δ, C > 0 and ǫ > 0, such that

〈Ψ, HNΨ〉 ≥ 1

6
bM(V )N + δ

∑

k

|k|2c†kck + δ 〈Ψ,NΨ〉 − C
√
N

for any state Ψ satisfying 1(N ≤ ǫN) Ψ = Ψ, where N :=
∑

k 6=0 a
†
kak.

Proof. By Eq. (31) together with the estimates in Lemma 2, Lemma 3 and Lemma 4 we can
bound for α, τ > 0 the operator HN − 1

6
bM(V )N from below by

1

2

∑

k

|k|2c†kck − C
∑

k

|k|2c†k
(N
N

+N− 1
2

)
ck − α

∑

k

|k|2τa†kak − C

(N
N

+N− 1
2

)
N − CN

1
2 ,
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for a suitable constant C. In the following let Ψ be a state satisfying 1[0,ǫN)(N )Ψ = Ψ and
define Ψk := ckΨ. By the definition of ck it is clear that 1[0,ǫN+2)(N )Ψk = Ψk, and therefore

〈
Ψ,
∑

k

|k|2c†k
(N
N

+N− 1
2

)
ckΨ

〉
=
∑

k

|k|2
〈
Ψk,

(N
N

+N− 1
2

)
Ψk

〉

=
∑

k

|k|2
〈
Ψk,

(N
N

+N− 1
2

)
1[0,ǫN+2)(N )Ψk

〉
≤
∑

k

|k|2
〈
Ψk,

(
ǫN + 2

N
+N− 1

2

)
Ψk

〉

=

(
ǫN + 2

N
+N− 1

2

)〈
Ψ,
∑

k

|k|2c†kckΨ
〉
.

In a similar fashion we have 〈Ψ,N 2Ψ〉 ≤ ǫN 〈Ψ,NΨ〉. Furthermore, note that

∑

k

|k|2τa†kak .
∑

k

|k|2c†kck +
N 2

N
+N

1
2

by Lemma 20 for τ < 1
2
. Choosing α small enough, we therefore obtain

〈Ψ, HNΨ〉 ≥ 1

6
bM(V )N +

1

3

〈
Ψ,
∑

k

|k|2c†kckΨ
〉

− CN
1
2 − ǫC 〈Ψ,NΨ〉

for states Ψ satisfying 1[0,ǫN)(N )Ψ = Ψ. Again by Lemma 20 we have

N
(
1−R

N
N

)
≤ R

∑

k

|k|2c†kck +R

for a suitable constant R. Using 1(N ≤ ǫN) Ψ = Ψ with ǫ small enough such that Rǫ < 1,

we therefore have 〈Ψ,NΨ〉 .
〈
Ψ,
∑

k |k|2c†kckΨ
〉
+ 1. Choosing ǫ small enough concludes

the proof.

Before we come to the lower bound on the ground state energy EN in the main result of
this Section Corollary 1, let us first state the corresponding upper bound in the subsequent
Theorem 4. The proof of Theorem 4 is content of the following Section 3.

Theorem 4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that the ground state energy EN is bounded
from above by EN ≤ 1

6
bM(V )N + C

√
N .

It has been verified in [19], for the more general setting of particles being confined by
an additional external potential, that any approximate ground state ΨN of the operator
HN satisfies complete Bose-Einstein condensation 〈ΨN ,NΨN〉 = oN→∞(N). Combining this
observation with Theorem 3, allows us to derive an asymptotically correct lower bound on
the ground state energy in Corollary 1 with an error of the order

√
N , see Eq. (42). In

this context we call ΨN an approximate ground state, in case ‖ΨN‖ = 1 and there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

〈ΨN , HNΨN〉 ≤ EN + C. (40)
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Note that the assumption in Eq. (40) is more restrictive compared to the one employed in
[19], where the authors call ΨN an approximate ground state in case ‖ΨN‖ = 1 and

lim
N→∞

1

N
〈ΨN , HNΨN〉 =

1

6
bM(V ). (41)

The fact that Eq. (40) implies Eq. (41) follows immediately from the leading order asymp-
totics in Eq. (3), which has been verified in [19], together with the trivial lower bound
〈ΨN , HNΨN〉 ≥ EN . Furthermore, in combination with the upper bound on EN derived in

Theorem 4, we obtain that the ground state ΨGS
N ofHN satisfies (BEC) with a rate

√
N
N

= 1√
N
,

which concludes the proof of our second main Theorem 2. Finally we can improve this result
to (BEC) in the spectral sense

1

(
N ≤ K

√
N
)
ΦN = ΦN ,

however we have to consider slightly modified states ΦN here.

Corollary 1. The ground state ΨGS
N of the operator HN satisfies for a suitable C > 0

〈ΨGS
N ,NΨGS

N 〉 ≤ C
√
N,

and we have the lower bound

EN ≥ 1

6
bM(V )N − C

√
N. (42)

Furthermore there exists a constant C > 0 and states ΦN , such that ΦN is an approximate
ground state of HN satisfying (BEC) in the spectral sense with rate 1√

N
, i.e.

〈ΦN , HNΦN 〉 ≤ EN + C,

1

(
N ≤ C

√
N
)
ΦN = ΦN ,

and we have the estimate on the kinetic energy
〈
ΦN ,

∑
k |k|2c†kckΦN

〉
≤ C

√
N .

Proof. From the results in [19] we know that the ground state ΨGS
N of HN satisfies

〈ΨGS
N ,NΨGS

N 〉 = oN→∞(N).

Consequently we know by Lemma 21 that there exist states ξN satisfying

〈ξN , HNξN〉 ≤ EN + C

(
1

ǫ
√
N

+
1

ǫ2N

)
(43)

and 1(N ≤ ǫN)ξN = ξN , where we choose ǫ > 0 as in Theorem 3. By Theorem 3 and
Theorem 4 we therefore obtain for a suitable constant C > 0

1

6
bM(V )N + δ

〈
ξN ,
∑

k

|k|2c†kckξN
〉

+ δ 〈ξN ,N ξN〉 − C
√
N ≤ 〈ξN , HNξN〉

≤ EN + C ≤ 1

6
bM(V )N + C

√
N. (44)
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This immediately implies EN ≥ 1
6
bM(V )N − C

√
N for a suitable constant C > 0 and

〈ξN ,N ξN〉 = ON→∞
(√

N
)
, (45)

as well as
〈
ξN ,
∑

k |k|2c†kckξN
〉

= ON→∞
(√

N
)
. Furthermore, there exist by Lemma 21

states ξ̃N satisfying 1
(
N > ǫ

2
N
)
ξ̃N = ξ̃N and

〈ΨGS
N ,NΨGS

N 〉 . 〈ξN ,N ξN〉+
√
N

〈ξ̃N , HN ξ̃N〉 − EN

.
√
N +

√
N

〈ξ̃N , HN ξ̃N〉 − EN

. (46)

In the following we show by a contradiction argument that

lim inf
N

{
〈ξ̃N , HN ξ̃N〉 −EN

}
= ∞. (47)

For this purpose let us assume that Eq. (47) is violated, i.e. we assume that there exists

a subsequence Nj and a constant C > 0 such that supj 〈ξ̃Nj
, HNj

ξ̃Nj
〉 − ENj

≤ C. Let

us complete this subsequence to a proper sequence by defining ξ′N := ξ̃N in case N = Nj

for some j and ξ′N := ΨGS
N otherwise. Clearly ξ′N is a sequence of approximate ground

states, see Eq. (40), and as such ξ′N satisfies complete (BEC) by the results in [19], i.e.
〈ξ′N ,N ξ′N〉 = oN→∞(N). This is however a contradiction to

〈ξ′Nj
,N ξ′Nj

〉 = 〈ξ̃Nj
,N ξ̃Nj

〉 ≥ ǫ

2
N,

which concludes the proof of Eq. (47). Combining Eq. (46) and Eq. (47) yields

〈ΨGS
N ,NΨGS

N 〉 ≤ C
√
N,

for a suitable constant C > 0. Applying again Lemma 21 for the state ΨGS
N andM := K

√
N ,

we obtain states ΦN satisfying 1(N ≤ K
√
N)ΦN = ΦN and

〈ΦN , HNΦN 〉 ≤ EN +
C

1− 2
K
√
N
〈ΨGS

N ,NΨGS
N 〉 ≤ EN +

C

1− 2C
K

,

for a large enough C > 0. Consequently ΦN is a sequence of approximate ground states for
K > 2C. Finally we notice that the states ΦN satisfy the chain of inequalities in Eq. (44)
as well, and therefore

〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2c†kckΦN

〉
= ON→∞

(√
N
)
.
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3 First Order Upper Bound

It is the goal of this section to introduce a trial state Γ, which simultaneously annihilates
the variables ck for k 6= 0 and ψℓmn in case (ℓ,m, n) 6= 0, at least in an approximate sense,
which allows us to verify the upper bound on the ground state energy EN in Theorem 4.
For the rest of this Section we specify the parameter K introduced above the definition of
πK in Eq. (19) as K := 0, which especially means that with ηijk := (T − 1)ijk,000 we have

ck = ak +
1

2

∑

ij

ηijk a
†
ia

†
ja

3
0, (48)

ψijk = aiajak + ηijk a
3
0. (49)

In order to find a suitable state Γ, let ηijk := (T − 1)ijk,000 and let us follow the strategy in
[19], respectively in the case of Bose gases with two-particle interactions see e.g. [3, 7, 14],
by defining the generator

G :=
1

6

∑

ijk

ηijk a
†
ia

†
ja

†
ka

3
0 (50)

of a unitary group Us := esG
†−sG and U := U1. As we show this Section, the unitary U has

the property U−1ckU ≈ ak and U−1ψijkU ≈ aiajak in a suitable sense. Denoting with

Γ0(x1, . . . , xN) := 1 (51)

the constant function in L2
sym

(
ΛN
)
, i.e. akΓ0 = 0 for k 6= 0, we observe that Γ := UΓ0 is

a suitable trial state for the (approximate) annihilation of ck, given k 6= 0, and ψℓmn, given
(ℓ,m, n) 6= 0. Note that the action of the unitary U introduces a three-particle correlation
structure on the completely uncorrelated wave function Γ0.

For the purpose of verifying that U−1ψijkU is approximately identical to aiajak, we first
apply Duhamel’s formula, which yields

U−1aiajakU = aiajak −
∫ 1

0

U−s

[
aiajak,G

]
Us ds+

∫ 1

0

U−s

[
aiajak,G†]Us ds. (52)

Furthermore, note that we can write

[
aiajak,G

]
= ηijka

3
0 + (δ1ψ)ijk + (δ2ψ)ijk

using the definition

(δ1ψ)i1i2i3 : =
1

2

∑

σ∈S3

∑

j

ηiσ1 iσ2j1(iσ3 = 0) a†ja
4
0,

(δ2ψ)i1i2i3 : =
1

2

∑

σ∈S3

∑

j

ηiσ1 iσ2j1(iσ3 6= 0) a†jaiσ3a
3
0 +

1

4

∑

σ∈S3

∑

jk

ηiσ1 jk a
†
ka

†
jaiσ2aiσ3a

3
0.
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Therefore we can identify the transformed operators U−1ψijkU as

U−1ψijkU=aiajak+

∫ 1

0

U−s

{[
aiajak,G†]−(δ1ψ)ijk−(δ2ψ)ijk−ηijka30

}
Usds+ηijkU

−1a30U

=aiajak +

∫ 1

0

U−s

[
aiajak,G†]Usds−

∫ 1

0

U−s(δ1ψ)ijkUsds−
∫ 1

0

U−s(δ2ψ)ijkUsds

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

s

U−tηijk
[
a30,G†]Utdtds, (53)

where we have used Duhamel’s formula to express U−1ηijka
3
0U −U−sηijka

3
0Us. The following

Lemma 5 demonstrates that we can treat the quantities δ1ψ and δ2ψ in Eq. (53) as error
terms. In order to formulate Lemma 5, recall the set L0 := {(0, 0, 0)} from Eq. (18) and let
us define

A := (2πZ)9 \ L0 = (2πZ)9 \ {(0, 0, 0)},

and the potential energy EP of an operator valued three particle vector Θi1i2i3 as

EP(Θ) :=
∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A

(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3Θ
†
i1i2i3

Θi′1i
′
2i

′
3
. (54)

To keep the notation light, we will occasionally write EP(Θi1i2i3) for EP(Θ) with dummy
indices i1i2i3.

Lemma 5. There exists a constant C > 0, such that

EP(δ1ψ) ≤ CN
1
2 (N + 1), (55)

EP(δ2ψ) ≤ C(N + 1)4. (56)

Furthermore, EP
([
ai1ai2ai3 ,G†]) ≤ CN− 3

2 (N + 1)5.

Proof. Let us define Aj as the set of all s such that (−s, j − s, 0) ∈ A and

αj := 9
∑

s,t∈Aj

η−s(s−j)jη−t(t−j)j(VN)−s(j−s)0,−t(j−t)0.

Making use of the fact that VN ≥ 0, we obtain by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A

(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3(δ1ψ)
†
i1i2i3

(δ1ψ)i′1i′2i′3 ≤ (a†0)
4a40

∑

j

αj aja
†
j ≤ N4

(∑

j

αj

)
(N+1).

By Lemma 15 and the fact that |(VN)−s(j−s)0,−t(j−t)0| . 1
N2 , we have N4

∑
j αj . CN

1
2 ,

which concludes the proof of Eq. (55). In order to verify Eq. (56), let us first define

(δ̃2,σψ)i1i2i3 :=
∑

jk

ηiσ1 jk a
†
ka

†
jaiσ2aiσ3a

3
0.
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Then we obtain, using the sign VN ≥ 0 and a Cauchy-Schwarz estimate,

EP(δ2ψ).
∑

σ∈S3

EP
(
δ̃2,σψ

)
+EP

(
δ2ψ−

1

4

∑

σ∈S3

δ̃2,σψ

)
=6EP

(
δ̃2,idψ

)
+EP

(
δ2ψ−

1

4

∑

σ∈S3

δ̃2,σψ

)
.

Proceeding as in the proof of Eq. (55), we obtain

EP
(
δ2ψ−

1

4

∑

σ∈S3

δ̃2,σψ

)
. N− 1

2 (N + 1)2.

Regarding the term EP
(
δ̃2,idψ

)
, let us define

(G)i1..i4,j1..j4 := (VN)i1i2(−j3−j4),j1j2(−i3−i4)ηi3i4(−i3−i4)ηj3j4(−j3−j4)

for (i1, i2,−j3 − j4) ∈ A and (j1, j2,−i3 − i4) ∈ A, and (G)i1..i4,j1..j4 := 0 otherwise. Then

EP
(
δ̃2,idψ

)
=

∑

i1..i4,j1..j4

(G)i1..i4,j1..j4(a
†
0)

3a
†
i1
a
†
i2
aj3aj4a

†
i3
a
†
i4
aj1aj2a

3
0

=
∑

i1..i4,j1..j4

(G)i1..i4,j1..j4(a
†
0)

3a
†
i1
a
†
i2
a
†
i3
a
†
i4
aj3aj4aj1aj2a

3
0+2

∑

i1..i3,j1..j3,k

(G′)i1..i3,j1..j3(a
†
0)

3a
†
i1
a
†
i2
a
†
i3
aj3aj1aj2a

3
0

+
∑

i1i2,j1j2

(G′′)i1i2,j1j2(a
†
0)

3a
†
i1
a
†
i2
aj1aj2a

3
0, (57)

with (G′)i1..i3,j1..j3 :=
∑

kGi1..i3k,j1..j3k and (G′′)i1i2,j1j2 :=
∑

k1k2
Gi1i2k1k2,j1j2k1k2. In the fol-

lowing let us study the term involving G′′, which is responsible for the largest contribution.
Since (VN)i1i2(−k1−k2),j1j2(−k1−k2) = (VN)i1i20,j1j20, see Eq. (24), we obtain

∑

i1i2,j1j2

(G′′)i1i2,j1j2(a
†
0)

3a
†
i1
a
†
i2
aj1aj2a

3
0=

(∑

k1k2

|ηk1k2(−k1−k2)|2
)∑

i1i2,j1j2

(VN)i1i20,j1j20(a
†
0)

3a
†
i1
a
†
i2
aj1aj2a

3
0

. N−3
∑

i1i2,j1j2

(VN)i1i20,j1j20(a
†
0)

3a
†
i1
a
†
i2
aj1aj2a

3
0 . N−3(a†0)

3(N + 1)2a30 ≤ (N + 1)2,

where we have used
∑

i1i2,j1j2

(VN)i1i20,j1j20a
†
i1
a
†
i2
aj1aj2 . (N + 1)2,

∑

k1k2

|ηk1k2(−k1−k2)|2 . N−3,

see Lemma 15. Proceeding similarly for the other terms in Eq. (57), concludes the proof of
Eq. (56). Regarding the bound on EP

([
ai1ai2ai3 ,G†]), let us identify

[
ai1ai2ai3 ,G†] =

{
3

2
1(i1=0)(a†0)

2ai2ai3 A+ 31(i1 = i2 = 0)a†0ai3 A

+ 1(i1 = i2 = i3 = 0)A

}
+ {Permutations},
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where A := 1
6

∑
ijk ηijkaiajak. Due to the sign VN ≥ 0 and the permutations symmetry of

VN , as well as to the fact that there are 6 permutations of the set {1, 2, 3}, we can bound
the operator EP

([
ai1ai2ai3 ,G†]) from above by

6 EP
(
3

2
1(i1=0)(a†0)

2ai2ai3 A+ 31(i1 = i2 = 0)a†0ai3 A + 1(i1 = i2 = i3 = 0)A

)

≤ 18 EP
(
3

2
1(i1=0)(a†0)

2ai2ai3 A

)
+ 18 EP

(
31(i1 = i2 = 0)a†0ai3 A

)

+ 18 EP (1(i1 = i2 = i3 = 0)A) .

In the following we focus on EP
(
1(i1=0)(a†0)

2ai2ai3 A
)
, the other terms can be treated in a

similar fashion. By Lemma 15 we have A†A . N−3(N + 1)3, and therefore

EP
(
1(i1=0)(a†0)

2ai2ai3 A
)
=A†

∑

(ij),(ℓm)∈A0

(VN)0jk,0mna
†
ka

†
ja

2
0(a

†
0)

2amanA

. a20(a
†
0)

2A†(N + 1)2A=a20(a
†
0)

2(N+4)A†A(N+4).a20(a
†
0)

2N−3(N+1)5≤N−1(N+1)5,

where A0 contains all pairs (jk) such that (0jk) ∈ A.

As a consequence of Lemma 5, we obtain that the trial state Γ defined below Eq. (51)

has a potential energy EP(ψ) of the order ON→∞
(√

N
)
, see the following Corollary 2.

Corollary 2. There exists a constant C > 0, such that 〈Γ, EP(ψ + δ1ψ)Γ〉 ≤ C and

〈Γ, EP(ψ)Γ〉 ≤ C
√
N.

Proof. Recall that we can express the transformed quantity U−1ψijkU by Eq. (53) as

U−1ψijkU=aiajak +

∫ 1

0

U−s

[
aiajak,G†]Usds−

∫ 1

0

U−s(δ1ψ)ijkUsds−
∫ 1

0

U−s(δ2ψ)ijkUsds

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

s

U−tηijk
[
a30,G†]Utdtds,

where we have used Duhamel’s formula to express U−1ηijka
3
0U −U−sηijka

3
0Us. Using the sign

VN ≥ 0 and Lemma 5, we estimate using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

EP
(∫ 1

0

U−s(δ1ψ)ijkUsds

)
≤
∫ 1

0

U−sEP(δ1ψ)Us ds≤CN
1
2

∫ 1

0

U−s(N+1)4Usds≤C ′N
1
2 (N+1),

EP
(∫ 1

0

U−s(δ2ψ)ijkUsds

)
≤
∫ 1

0

U−sEP(δ2ψ)Us ds≤CN
1
2

∫ 1

0

U−s(N+1)4Usds≤C ′(N+1)4.

(58)

for suitable C,C ′, where we utilize Lemma 19 in order to estimate U−s(N +1)4Us. Similarly

EP
(∫ 1

0

U−s

[
aiajak,G†]Usds

)
≤ C ′N− 3

2 (N+1)5 (59)

23



follows from Lemma 5. Regarding the term in the last line of Eq. (53), we note that

[
a30,G†]†[a30,G†] . N(N + 1)3

follows from an analogous argument as we have seen in the proof of Lemma 5 and
∑

(ijk),(ℓmn)∈A
(VN)ijk,ℓmn ηijkηℓmn . N−2

by Lemma 15. Therefore

EP
(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

s

U−tηijk
[
a30,G†]Utdtds

)
≤ 1

2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

s

U−tEP
(
ηijk
[
a30,G†])Ut dtds . N−1(N + 1)3,

(60)

where we have used Lemma 19 again. Using aiajakΓ0 = 0 in case (ijk) ∈ A, we obtain by
Eq. (53) together with Eq. (58), Eq. (59) and Eq. (60) for a suitable constant C

〈Γ, EP(ψ) Γ〉 =
〈
Γ0, EP

(
U−1ψU

)
Γ0

〉
≤ CN

1
2

〈
Γ0, (N + 1)5Γ0

〉
= CN

1
2 .

Analogously we obtain 〈Γ, EP(ψ + δ1ψ)Γ〉 ≤ C.

Regarding the variable ck = ak + [ak,G] from Eq. (48), let us apply Duahmel’s formula

U−1ckU = ak −
∫ 1

0

U−s[ak,G]Us ds+ U−1[ak,G]U = ak +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

s

U−t

[
[ak,G],G†]Ut dtds,

(61)

where we have used
[
ak,G†] = 0 for k 6= 0 and [[ak,G],G] = 0, which follows from the

observation that ηijk = 0 in case one of the indices in {i, j, k} is zero. The following Lemma
6 provides useful estimates on the quantity

[
[ak,G],G†]. In order to formulate Lemma 6 let

us define the kinetic energy of an operator valued one particle vector Θk, written as EK(Θ)
or EK(Θk) with k being a dummy index, as

EK(Θ) :=
∑

k

|k|2Θ†
kΘk. (62)

Lemma 6. For m ≥ 0 there exists a constant Cm > 0, such that

EK
(
Nm

[
[ak,G],G†]) ≤ CmN

−1(N + 1)5+2m.

Proof. Let us write the double commutator as
[
[ak,G],G†] = (δ1c)k + (δ2c)k + (δ3c)k, where

(δ1c)k : = (a†0)
3a30

∑

ij

|ηijk|2ak,

(δ2c)k : = (a†0)
3a30

∑

ij,j′k′

ηij′k′ηijka
†
jaj′ak′ ,

(δ3c)k : =
[
a30, (a

†
0)

3
](∑

ij

ηijka
†
ja

†
k

)(∑

i′j′k′

ηi′j′k′ai′aj′ak′

)
.
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By Lemma 15 it is clear that

∑

ij

|ηijk|2 .
1

N4

∑

t

1

(|k|2 + |t|2)2 .
1

N4|k| ,

and therefore

EK(Nmδ1c) =
∑

k

|k|2(δ1c)†kN 2m(δ1c)k .
1

N8

∑

k 6=0

a
†
k

(
(a†0)

3a30

)2
N 2mak ≤ 1

N2
N 2m+1.

Using Jp1p2p3,p′1p′2p′3 :=
∑

qq′k |k|2ηq′p′2p′3ηqp′1kηq′p1kηqp2p3 and J̃p2p3,p′2p′3 :=
∑

p1
Jp1p2p3,p1p′2p′3

EK(Nmδ2c) =
(
(a†0)

3a30

)2 ∑

jp′n′,pj′k′

Jjp′n′,pj′k′ a
†
ja

†
p′a

†
n′(N + 2)2mapaj′ak′

+
(
(a†0)

3a30

)2 ∑

p′n′,j′k′

J̃p′n′,j′k′ a
†
p′a

†
n′(N + 1)2maj′ak′.

Utilizing the operator Xjk,j′k′ :=
∑

q |k|ηqjkηqj′k′ acting on L2(Λ)⊗2 and the permutation

operator (SΨ)(x1, x2, x3) := Ψ(x2, x1, x3) acting on L2(Λ)⊗3, we can write

J = (1⊗X†)S(1⊗X),

and J̃ = X†X . Consequently

‖J‖ ≤ ‖S‖ ‖1⊗X‖2 = ‖X‖2 = ‖J̃‖.

By Lemma 15 we have ‖J̃‖ ≤ CN− 15
2 for a suitable constant C. Consequently

EK(Nmδ2c) ≤ CN− 15
2

(
(a†0)

3a30

)2
(N + 2)3+2m ≤ CN− 3

2 (N + 2)3+2m.

Similarly one can show that EK(Nmδ3c) . N−1(N + 1)5+2m, and therefore

EK
(
Nm

[
[ak,G],G†]) = EK(Nmδ1 +Nmδ2 +Nmδ3)

≤ 3EK(Nmδ1) + 3EK(Nmδ2) + 3EK(Nmδ3) . CmN
−1(N + 1)5+2m.

As a consequence of Lemma 6, we obtain that the trial state Γ defined below Eq. (51)
has a kinetic energy EK(c) of the order ON→∞(1) in the subsequent Corollary 3. Since in the

residual term E defined in Lemma 1 the term EK
(√

N c
)
≤ 1

2
EK(c) + 1

2
EK(N c) appears, it

will be convenient to estimate the expectation value in the state Γ of EK(Nmc) for m ≥ 1 as
well.

Corollary 3. Lt Γ be the state defined below Eq. (51) and m ≥ 0. Then there exists a
constant C > 0, such that 〈Γ,EK(Nmc) Γ〉 ≤ Cm

N
.
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Proof. By Lemma 19 we have

U−1N 2mU = (U−1NmU)†U−1NmU . (Nm + 1)2

and hence

U−1EK(Nmc)U = EK
(
U−1NmU U−1c U

)
. EK

(
(Nm + 1)U−1c U

)
,

where we have used that for operators fk and A,B satisfying A†A ≤ CB†B we have

EK(Afk) ≤ CEK(Bfk) .

Proceeding as in the proof of Corollary 2, we obtain by Eq. (61) and Lemma 6

EK
(
(Nm + 1)U−1c U

)
. EK((Nm + 1)a) +

∫ 1

0

EK
(
(Nm + 1)U−t

[
[ak,G],G†]Ut

)
dt

= EK((Nm + 1)a) +

∫ 1

0

U−tEK
(
Ut(Nm + 1)Ut

[
[ak,G],G†])Utdt

. EK((Nm + 1)a) +

∫ 1

0

U−tEK
(
(Nm + 1)

[
[ak,G],G†])Utdt

. EK((Nm + 1)a) +N−1

∫ 1

0

U−t(N + 1)5+2mUtdt

. EK((Nm + 1)a) +N−1(N + 1)5+2m.

where we have made use of Lemma 19 again. Using akΓ0 = 0 for k 6= 0 therefore yields

〈Γ,EK(Nmc) Γ〉 =
〈
Γ0,U

−1EK(Nmc)UΓ0

〉

. 〈Γ0,EK((Nm + 1)a) Γ0〉+N−1
〈
Γ0,(N + 1)5+2mΓ0

〉
=

1

N
.

Having Corollary 2 and Corollary 3 at hand, we are in a position to verify the upper
bound on the ground state energy EN in Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. Let A := (2πZ)9 \ {(0, 0, 0)}, and let Γ be the state defined below

Eq. (51). Using Eq. (27) and Eq. (21), and the fact that
(
ṼN

)
ijk,ℓmn

= (VN)ijk,ℓmn for index

triples (ijk), (ℓmn) ∈ A, we obtain

HN =
∑

k

|k|2c†kck + λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30 +
1

6

∑

(ijk),(ℓmn)∈A
(VN )ijk,ℓmn ψ

†
ijkψℓmn

+

(
3a†0a

3
0

∑

ℓ 6=0

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ +H.c.

)
− E

= λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30 + EK(c) + EP(ψ) +
(
3a†0a

3
0

∑

ℓ 6=0

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ +H.c.

)
− E .
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By a symmetry argument it is clear that 〈Γ, a†0a30a†ℓa†−ℓΓ〉 = 0. Applying Corollary 2 as well
as Corollary 3, with m = 0, yields for suitable constants C > 0

〈Γ, EP(ψ)Γ〉 ≤ C
√
N, 〈Γ,EK(c) Γ〉 ≤

C

N
.

Furthermore, observe that N3λ0,0 ≤ 1
6
bM(V )N +C ′ by Lemma 15 for a suitable C ′. In order

to estimate the final term 〈Ψ, EΨ〉, note that we have by Lemma 15 for m ∈ N

〈Γ,NmΓ〉 = 〈Γ0, U
−1NmUΓ0〉 . 〈Γ0, (N + 1)mΓ0〉 = 1. (63)

Using Lemma 3 together with the estimate from Corollary 3 for m = 0 and m = 1, we
therefore obtain |〈Ψ, EΨ〉| . N− 1

3 .

4 Refined Correlation Structure

Utilizing the set of operators defined in Eq. (25) and Eq. (26), we where able to identify the
ground state energy EN up to errors of the magnitude ON→∞(

√
N) in the previous Sections

2 and 3. It is the purpose of this Section to obtain a higher resolution of the energy, which
especially captures the subleading term proportional to

√
N in the asymptotic expansion of

EN , using a more refined correlation structure compared to the one introduced in Subsection
1.1. On a technical level, the new correlation structure is implemented by the new set of
operators dk and ξijk defined below in Eq. (66) and Eq. (67), which constitute a refined
version of the operators ck and ψijk respectively. Writing the operator HN in terms of dk
and ξijk will then allow us to verify the lower bound from Theorem 1 in Subsection 4.2 and
the corresponding upper bound in Section 5.

The approach presented in Sections 2 and 3 fails to capture the correct term of order√
N for two reasons: (I) The following expression appearing in Eq. (31)

3
∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ a

†
0a

3
0 (64)

is expected to lower the ground state energy by an amount proportional to
√
N , which is

consistent with our estimate in Lemma 4. (II) In the pursue of an upper bound on EN we
expressed the unitary conjugated variables U−1ψijkU as a sum of aiajak and various error
terms according to Eq. (53) as

U−1ψijkU=aiajak +

∫ 1

0

U−s

[
aiajak,G†]Usds−

∫ 1

0

U−s(δ1ψ)ijkUsds−
∫ 1

0

U−s(δ2ψ)ijkUsds

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

s

U−tηijk
[
a30,G†]Utdtds. (65)

While most of the terms appearing in Eq. (65) give a contribution of the order oN→
(√

N
)
,

the term δ1ψ is expected to increase the ground state energy by an amount proportional to
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√
N , which is consistent with our estimate in Eq. (55). In order to extract the energy shift

due to the expression in Eq. (64), we follow the strategy in Subsection 1.1 and introduce an
additional two-particle correlation structure via a map acting on the two-particle space

T2 : L
2(Λ2) −→ L2(Λ2)

in Eq. (78), which will give rise to the negative energy correction −µ(V )
√
N from Theorem

1. Regarding the energy shift associated with δ1ψ, it is a natural idea to include this term in
the definition of our new operators ξijk, giving rise to the positive energy correction γ(V )

√
N

from Theorem 1. However a computation in Eq. (69) demonstrates that the presence of δ1ψ
produces new four-particle correlation terms of the form

a†ua
†
ia

†
ja

†
ka

4
0 +H.c.,

with {u, i, j, k} all different from zero, which are expected to lower the ground state energy
by an amount proportional to

√
N . Again we extract the correlation energy by introducing

a map, acting this time on the four-particle space

T4 : L
2(Λ4) −→ L2(Λ4)

in Eq. (71), which gives rise to the negative energy correction −σ(V )
√
N from Theorem 1.

In the following let T : L2(Λ3) −→ L2(Λ3) be the map constructed in Eq. (20), and for
now let T2 : L2(Λ2) −→ L2(Λ2) and T4 : L2(Λ4) −→ L2(Λ4) be generic bounded permuta-
tion symmetric operators modelling the two-particle and four-particle correlation structure
respectively. Following the approach in Section 2, we are implementing many-particle coun-
terparts to the transformations T , T2 and T4 as

dk : = ak +
∑

j,mn

(T2 − 1)jk,mn a
†
jaman +

1

2

∑

ij,ℓmn

(T − 1)ijk,ℓmn a
†
ia

†
jaℓaman (66)

+
1

6

∑

uij,vℓmn

(T4 − 1)uijk,vℓmn a
†
ua

†
ia

†
javaℓaman,

ξijk : =
∑

ℓmn

(T )ijk,ℓmn aℓaman + (δ1ψ)ijk +
∑

u,vℓmn

(T4 − 1)uijk,vℓmn a
†
uavaℓaman. (67)

Note that T2 is not included in the definition of ξijk, as it would only give contributions of
the order ON→∞(1). Using the Laplace operator ∆s acting on the space L2(Λ)⊗s and the
coefficients

(χ)i1..i4,j1..j4 :=
1

2

∑

σ∈S3

1(j1 = .. = j4 = iσ3 = 0)ηiσ1 iσ2 i4,

let us furthermore define the operators X2 := T
†
2 (−∆2)T2 +∆2 and

X4 : =

({
(−∆4 + 4(ṼN ⊗ 1))(T4 − 1) + 4(ṼN ⊗ 1)χ

}
+H.c.

)
(68)

+ (T4 − 1)†(−∆4)(T4 − 1) +
(
(T ⊗ 1− 1)†4(ṼN ⊗ 1)(T4 − 1 + χ) + H.c.

)

+ (T4 − 1 + χ)†4(ṼN ⊗ 1)(T4 − 1 + χ).
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A straightforward computation, similar to the one in Eq. (27), reveals that up to excess

terms involving X2, X4 and an error term Ẽ , we can write the operator HN as a sum of
squares in the variables dk and ξijk according to

∑

k

|k|2d†kdk+
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
ṼN

)
ijk,ℓmn

ξ
†
ijkξℓmn

= HN +
1

2

∑

jk,mn

(X2)jk,mn a
†
ja

†
kaman +

1

24

∑

uijk,vℓmn

(X4)uijk,vℓmn a
†
ua

†
ia

†
ja

†
kavaℓaman + Ẽ , (69)

where the error Ẽ contains all the non-fully contracted products appearing in the squares

∑

k

|k|2(dk − ak)
†(dk − ak),

1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
ṼN

)
ijk,ℓmn

(ξijk − ψijk)
†(ξℓmn − ψijk). (70)

In this context we define the fully contracted part of a product of monomials
(
a
†
i1
. . . a

†
ir
aj1 . . . ajt

)(
a
†
i′1
. . . a

†
i′
r′
aj′1 . . . aj′t′

)

as Cj1...jt,i
′
1...i

′
r′
a
†
i1
. . . a

†
ir
aj′1 . . . aj′t′

with Cj1...jt,i
′
1...i

′
r′
being the expectation of aj1 . . . ajta

†
i′1
. . . a

†
ir′

in the vacuum. For a term by term definition of Ẽ see Eq. (85) in Subsection 4.1.

In the following we want to choose T4, such that the term 4(ṼN ⊗ 1)χ is cancelled in the
expression {..} from Eq. (68), at least after symmetrization and projection onto the range
of Q⊗4, i.e. we define

T4 := 1− R4ΠsymQ
⊗44(ṼN ⊗ 1)χ = 1−R4ΠsymQ

⊗44(VN ⊗ 1)χ, (71)

where Πsym is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace L2
sym(Λ

4) ⊆ L2(Λ4) and R4 is the
pseudo-inverse of

Q⊗4
(
−∆4 + 4(ṼN ⊗ 1)

)
Q⊗4 = Q⊗4 (−∆4 + 4(VN ⊗ 1))Q⊗4. (72)

In order to obtain an improved representation of the operator X4 defined in Eq. (68), let us
introduce the constants

σN : =
N4

6
〈(ṼN ⊗ 1)χu⊗4

0 , (1− T4)u
⊗4
0 〉 , (73)

=
N4

24

〈
(T4 − 1)u⊗4

0 , (−∆4 + 4VN ⊗ 1) (T4 − 1)u⊗4
0

〉
,

γN : =
N4

6
〈(ṼN ⊗ 1)χu⊗4

0 , χu⊗4
0 〉 = N4

6
〈(VN ⊗ 1)χu⊗4

0 , χu⊗4
0 〉 , (74)

which allow us to write γN −σN = N4

24
(X4)0000,0000. Furthermore, we define the three-particle

state Θ as

(Θ)ijk : = 4

(
Πsym

X4

24
Πsym

)

0ijk,000

, (75)

(Θ)0jk : = 6

(
Πsym

X4

24
Πsym

)

00jk,000
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for {i, j, k} all different from zero and (Θ)ijk := 0 otherwise. According to the definition of
T4 we have Q⊗4ΠsymX4ΠsymP

⊗4 = 0, and therefore

1

24

∑

uijk,vℓmn

(X4)uijk,vℓmn a
†
ua

†
ia

†
ja

†
kavaℓaman=

1

24

∑

uijk,vℓmn

(ΠsymX4Πsym)uijk,vℓmn a
†
ua

†
ia

†
ja

†
kavaℓaman

= (a†0)
4a40N

−4(γN − σN ) +

( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk a
†
ia

†
ja

†
k a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
. (76)

In order to understand the size of the term in Eq. (76) better, we are going to rewrite it in
terms of the variables ψijk defined in Eq. (26), respectively the variables

ψ̃ijk = aiajak + ηijk a
3
0 (77)

defined in Eq. (26) for the concrete choice K := 0, see Eq. (49), with the corresponding
operator TK=0 := 1 +RVNπ0, see Eq. (19). Note that

(T−1
K=0)

†Θ = Θ+ 2(σN − γN)u
⊗3
0 ,

and therefore

1

24

∑

uijk,vℓmn

(X4)uijk,vℓmn a
†
ua

†
ia

†
ja

†
kavaℓaman=N

−4(a†0)
4a40 (σN − γN)

+

( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
.

In order to address the correlation term in Eq. (64), we make the concrete choice for T2

(T2 − 1)ℓ(−ℓ),00 := (T2 − 1)00,ℓ(−ℓ) := 3N
λ0,ℓ

|ℓ|2 , (78)

for |ℓ| > K and (T2 − 1)jk,mn := 0 otherwise, where λk,ℓ is defined below Eq. (31). With

µN :=
N2

2
(X2)00,00, (79)

this choice for a transformation T2 yields

1

2

∑

jk,mn

(X2)jk,mn a
†
ja

†
kaman = N−2(a†0)

2a20 µN +

(
3Na20

∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ +H.c.

)
.

Summarizing what we have so far, allows us to write the operator HN in terms of the new
variables dk and ξijk as

HN =
∑

k

|k|2d†kdk+
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(
ṼN

)
ijk,ℓmn

ξ
†
ijkξℓmn +N−4(a†0)

4a40 (γN − σN )−N−2(a†0)
2a20 µN

−
(
3Na20

∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ +H.c.

)
−
( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
− Ẽ . (80)
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Defining the error term

E∗ := 3
(
a
†
0a0−N

)
a20

∑

|ℓ|>K

λ0,ℓ a
†
ℓa

†
−ℓ+9a†0a

2
0

∑

ℓ,0<|k|≤K

λk,ℓa
†
ℓa

†
k−ℓak, (81)

we obtain as a consequence of Eq. (80) the following Corollary 4.

Corollary 4. Let dk and ξijk be as in Eq. (66) and Eq. (67), with T2 defined in Eq. (78) and
T4 defined in Eq. (71), γN , σN and µN as in Eq. (74), Eq. (73) and Eq. (79), and let E∗ be

as in Eq. (81), Θ as in Eq. (75) and ψ̃ijk as in Eq. (77). Furthermore, recall the definition
of λ0,0 below Eq. (29) and QK in Eq. (32). Then

HN ≥ (a†0)
3a30λ0,0 +N−4(a†0)

4a40 (γN − σN)−N−2(a†0)
2a20 µN +

∑

k

|k|2d†kdk +QK (82)

−
( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
+
(
E∗ + E †

∗
)
− Ẽ .

Making use of the notation EK(d) from Eq. (62) and EP(ξ) from Eq. (54), we obtain in the
case K = 0 the identity

HN = λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30+(γN−σN )N−4(a†0)
4a40−µNN

−2(a†0)
2a20 + EK(d) + EP(ξ)

−
( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
+
(
E∗ + E †

∗
)
− Ẽ . (83)

Proof. Using Eq. (80) and the definition of ṼN in Eq. (21), as well as the identities in Eq. (29)
and Eq. (30), we obtain

HN = λ0,0(a
†
0)

3a30+(γN−σN )N−4(a†0)
4a40−µNN

−2(a†0)
2a20 +

∑

k

|k|2d†kdk +QK

+
1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

((1− πK)VN(1− πK))ijk,ℓmn ξ
†
ijkξℓmn

−
( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
+
(
E∗ + E †

∗
)
− Ẽ .

Since Q0 = 0 and

1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

((1− πK)VN(1− πK))ijk,ℓmn ξ
†
ijkξℓmn ≥ 0,

1

6

∑

ijk,ℓmn

((1− π0)VN(1− π0))ijk,ℓmn ξ
†
ijkξℓmn = EP(ξ),

we immediately obtain Eq. (82), respectively Eq. (83).
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4.1 Analysis of the Error Terms

In the following we are providing an explicit representation of the error term Ẽ introduced
in Eq. (69). For this purpose let us introduce the two-particle state (ϕ0

2)jk := N(T2− 1)jk,00,

the three-particle states (ϕ0
3)ijk :=

N
3
2

2
(T − 1)ijk,000 and for m ∈ (2πZ)3 \ {0}

(ϕm
3 )ijk :=

N
3
2

2
(T − 1)ijk,m00 +

N
3
2

2
(T − 1)ijk,0m0 +

N
3
2

2
(T − 1)ijk,00m,

and the four particle state (ϕ0
4)uijk := N2

6
(T4 − 1)uijk,0000 as well as (ϕ4)uijk := N2(T4 − 1 +

χ)uijk,0000. Furthermore, let us introduce for ϕ ∈ L2(Λs) and ψ ∈ L2(Λt) with s, t ≥ 0, and
ℓ ≤ min{s, t}, the operator

Gℓ(ϕ, ψ) := Tr1→ℓ

[
(−∆)x1ϕψ

†] (84)

acting on L2(Λt−ℓ) −→ L2(Λs−ℓ). In coordinates, the operator is given by

(
Gℓ(ϕ, ψ)

)
i1...is−ℓ,j1...jt−ℓ

:=
∑

k1...kℓ

|k1|2ϕk1...kℓi1...is−ℓ
ψk1...kℓj1...jt−ℓ

.

Finally let G̃ := Tr1→3

[
ṼN ⊗ 1ϕ4ϕ

†
4

]
. With this at hand we can write

Ẽ =
∑

(s,t,ℓ,m,n)∈S
Cs,t,ℓ

∑

i1...is−ℓ

j1...jt−ℓ

(
Gℓ(ϕ

m
s , ϕ

n
t )
)
i1...is−ℓ,j1...jt−ℓ

a
†
is−ℓ

. . . a
†
i1

a†m(a
†
0)

s−1at−1
0 an

N
s+t
2

aj1 . . . ajt−ℓ

+
∑

i,j

(
G̃
)
i,j
a
†
i

(a†0)
4a40

N4
aj , (85)

where Cs,t,ℓ := (s−1)!(t−1)!
(ℓ−1)!(s−ℓ)!(t−ℓ)!

and the set of allowed configurations (s, t, ℓ,m, n) ∈ S is

defined by the rules ℓ ≤ min{s, t} and ℓ < max{s, t}, where 2 ≤ s, t ≤ 4 and |n|, |m| ≤ K

with m = 0, respectively n = 0, in case s 6= 3, respectively t 6= 3. Note that the criterion
ℓ < max{s, t} makes sure that we only include non-fully contracted parts of the first product

in Eq. (70) and the constant Cs,t,ℓ counts the various different ways of contracting, while G̃
is the kernel associated with the non-fully contracted part of the second product in Eq. (70).
Estimating the various terms appearing in Eq. (85) individually allows us to prove the
following Lemma 7.

Lemma 7. There exists a constant C > 0 and a function ǫ : [0,∞) −→ (0, C) satisfying
limK→∞ ǫ(K) = 0, such that we have for K as in the definition of πK below Eq. (19)

±Ẽ ≤ CN− 1
4

∑

k

|k|2c†k
( N√

N
+ 1

)2

ck + CN− 1
4

( N√
N

+ 1

)2(
N +

√
N
)
+ ǫ(K)N .
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Proof. In the following let τ ≤ 1
2
. Using the fact that ‖a

†
m(a†0)

s−1at−1
0 an

N
s+t
2

‖ ≤ 1, there exists by

Corollary 7 a constant C > 0 such that for δ > 0 and s, t ≥ ℓ+ 1

±



∑

i1...is−ℓ

j1...jt−ℓ

(
Gℓ,σ,τ (ϕ

m
s , ϕ

n
t )
)
i1...is−ℓ,j1...jt−ℓ

(Φσ,s)
†
i1...is−ℓ

a†m(a
†
0)

s−1at−1
0 an

N
s+t
2

(Φτ,t)j1...jt−ℓ
+H.c.




≤ C
∥∥∥K− 1

2
τ,s−ℓGℓ(ϕ

m
s , ϕ

n
t )K

− 1
2

τ,t−ℓ

∥∥∥
(∑

k

|k|2c†k
(
δN s−ℓ−1 + δ−1N t−ℓ−1

)
ck

+
(
N +

√
N
) (
δN s−ℓ−1 + δ−1N t−ℓ−1

)
)
. (86)

For τ = σ = 0, we have the improved bound on the left hand side of Eq. (86)

C ‖Gℓ(ϕ
m
s , ϕ

n
t )‖
(
δN s−ℓ + δ−1N t−ℓ

)
. (87)

In the case that either s or t is equal to ℓ, e.g. t = ℓ we obtain by Corollary 7

±


 ∑

i1...is−ℓ

(
Gℓ,σ,τ (ϕ

m
s , ϕ

n
t )
)
i1...is−ℓ

(Φσ,s)
†
i1...is−ℓ

a†m(a
†
0)

s−1at−1
0 an

N
s+t
2

+H.c.




≤ C
∥∥∥K− 1

2
τ,s−ℓGℓ(ϕ

m
s , ϕ

n
t )
∥∥∥
(
δ−1 + δ

∑

k

|k|2c†kN s−ℓ−1ck + δ
(
N +

√
N
)
N s−ℓ−1

)
. (88)

In order to obtain good estimates on the operator norms
∥∥∥K− 1

2
σ,s−ℓGℓ(ϕ

m
s , ϕ

n
t )K

− 1
2

τ,t−ℓ

∥∥∥, observe
that we obtain by a Cauchy-Schwarz argument

∥∥∥K− 1
2

σ,s−ℓGℓ(ϕ
m
s , ϕ

n
t )K

− 1
2

τ,t−ℓ

∥∥∥ ≤
√∥∥∥K− 1

2
σ,s−ℓGℓ(ϕm

s , ϕ
m
s )K

− 1
2

σ,s−ℓ

∥∥∥
∥∥∥K− 1

2
τ,t−ℓGℓ(ϕn

t , ϕ
n
t )K

− 1
2

τ,t−ℓ

∥∥∥,

i.e. it is enough to control the norm of the symmetric ones. In the following we choose
σ = τ = 1

2
, except for the case s = t = 2 where we choose σ = τ = 0. By Lemma 15 and

Lemma 18 we obtain for a suitable C > 0
∥∥∥K− 1

2
1
2
,3
G1(ϕ

0
4, ϕ

0
4)K

− 1
2

1
2
,3

∥∥∥ ≤ CN− 3
2 ,

∥∥∥K− 1
2

1
2
,2
G1(ϕ

m
3 , ϕ

m
3 )K

− 1
2

1
2
,2

∥∥∥ ≤ CN−1,
∥∥∥K− 1

2
1
2
,2
G2(ϕ

0
4, ϕ

0
4)K

− 1
2

1
2
,2

∥∥∥ ≤ CN− 3
2 ,

∥∥∥K− 1
2

1
2
,1
G2(ϕ

m
3 , ϕ

m
3 )K

− 1
2

1
2
,1

∥∥∥ ≤ CN− 1
2 ,

∥∥∥K− 1
2

1
2
,1
G3(ϕ

0
4, ϕ

0
4)K

− 1
2

1
2
,1

∥∥∥ ≤ CN−1, ‖G3(ϕ
m
3 , ϕ

m
3 )‖ ≤ CN.

Furthermore, ‖G1(ϕ
0
2, ϕ

0
2)‖ ≤ ǫ in case K is large enough and ‖G2(ϕ

0
2, ϕ

0
2)‖ ≤ C

√
N , as well

as
∥∥∥G̃
∥∥∥ ≤ CN−1. Choosing δ := N

t−s
4 , and combining the estimates on the operator norms

with Eq. (86), respectively Eq. (87), and Eq. (88) concludes the proof by Eq. (85).
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Following the ideas in the proof of Lemma 7, we can furthermore compare the operator∑
k |k|2τa†kak with the corresponding operator

∑
k |k|2τd†kdk in the variables dk defined in

Eq. (66). This is the content of the subsequent Lemma 8.

Lemma 8. Let 0 ≤ τ < 1
4
. Then there exists K0, C > 0 such that for K ≥ K0, with K as

in the definition of πK below Eq. (19),

∑

k

|k|2τa†kak ≤ C
∑

k

|k|2d†kdk + CN− 3
2N 3 + CN τ .

Proof. By Lemma 20, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∑

k

|k|2τa†kak ≤ C
∑

k

|k|2τc†kck + CN τ .

Furthermore, we have by Cauchy-Schwarz the estimate

∑

k

|k|2τc†kck ≤ 2
∑

k

|k|2τd†kdk +
∑

k

|k|2τ (dk − ck)
†(dk − ck).

Similar to the definition of Gℓ in Eq. (84) let us introduce

G′
ℓ : = Tr1→ℓ

[
(−∆)x1ϕ

0
2(ϕ

0
2)

†] ,
G′′

ℓ : = Tr1→ℓ

[
(−∆)x1ϕ

0
4(ϕ

0
4)

†] .

A similar computation as in Eq. (85) together with a Cauchy-Schwarz estimate yields

∑

k

|k|2τ (dk − ck)
†(dk − ck) ≤ CG′

2

(a†0)
2a20

N2
+ C

∑

i,j

(G′
1)i,ja

†
i

(a†0)
2a20

N2
aj

+ C

4∑

ℓ=1

∑

i1...i4−ℓ

j1...j4−ℓ

(
G′′

ℓ

)
i1...i4−ℓ,j1...j4−ℓ

a
†
i4−ℓ

. . . a
†
i1

(a†0)
4a40

N4
aj1 . . . aj4−ℓ

.

for a suitable constant C > 0. Utilizing the estimates in Lemma 18 we obtain that |G′
2| . 1,

‖G′
2‖ . 1

K2 , |G′′
4| . N τ− 1

2 ≤ 1 and ‖G′′
ℓ‖ . N τ−2 ≤ N− 3

2 for ℓ ≤ 3. Consequently there
exists a C > 0 such that

∑

k

|k|2τ (dk − ck)
†(dk − ck) ≤ C +

C

K2
N + CN− 3

2 (N + 1)3.

Using N ≤∑k |k|2τa†kak and
∑

k |k|2τd†kdk ≤
∑

k |k|2d†kdk we therefore obtain

∑

k

|k|2τa†kak ≤
C

K2

∑

k

|k|2τa†kak + C
∑

k

|k|2d†kdk + CN− 3
2N 3 + CN τ .

Choosing K large enough such that C
K2 < 1 concludes the proof.
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Before we come to the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1 in the following Subsection
4.2, we are going to derive sufficient estimates on

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

in Lemma 10. Lemma 9 is an auxiliary result required in the proof of Lemma 10.

Lemma 9. Then there exists a C > 0, such that

∑

k

|k|2c̃†kc̃k ≤ C

(∑

k

|k|2c†kck +N + 1

)
,

where we define c̃k := ak +
1
2

∑
ij(T − 1)ijk,000a

†
ia

†
ja

3
0.

Proof. Similar to Eq. (140), we can write

∑

k

|k|2(ck−c̃k)†(ck−c̃k)=
∑

I,I′ 6=0

(
f I,I′X

I,I′

0 +
∑

k 6=0

g
I,I′

k a
†
kX

I,I′

1 ak+
1

2
Φ†

1

(
Υ̃

(I,I′)
1,1 +H.c.

)
Φ1

)
,

where f I,I′, g
I,I′

k , Υ̃
(I,I′)
1,1 , X

I,I′

0 and X
I,I′

1 are defined below Eq. (140) for the concrete choice
s := 0 and Φ1 is defined at the start of the proof of Lemma 20. Using I, I ′ 6= 0, we obtain
the improved estimates ±XI,I′

0 . N2N and ±XI,I′

1 . N2N . Consequently

± (f I,I′X
I,I′

0 +H.c.) . N ,

(
∑

k 6=0

g
I,I′

k a
†
kX

I,I′

1 ak +H.c.) . N− 3
2N 2 ≤ N .

Furthermore,

±1

2
Φ†

1

(
Υ̃

(I,I′)
1,1 +H.c.

)
Φ1 .

∑

k

|k|2a†k
N
N
ak .

∑

k

|k|2c†kck +N + 1,

where we have used Lemma 20 in the last estimate.

Having Lemma 9 at hand, we are in a position to verify the subsequent Lemma 10.

Lemma 10. Let 0 ≤ γ < 1
4
. Then there exists a C > 0 such that

±
( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
≤ N− 1

4

∑

k

|k|2c†kck +N− 1
4N + CN

1
4 .

Proof. Let us define for ijk 6= 0

ζijk : =
1

24

(
Πsym4(ṼN ⊗ 1)(T4−1+χ)

)
0ijk,0000

=
1

24

(
Πsym4(VN ⊗ 1)(T4−1+χ)

)
0ijk,0000

, (89)

ζk : =
1

24

(
Πsym4(T

†ṼN ⊗ 1)(T4 − 1 + χ)
)
00k(−k),0000

.
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Then we have the decomposition

( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)

= 4

(∑

ijk 6=0

ζijk(a
†
0)

4a0 ψ̃ijk +H.c.

)
+ 6

(∑

k 6=0

ζk(a
†
0)

4a20 aka−k +H.c.

)
. (90)

Note that ζk =
1
24

(
Πsym4(VN ⊗1)(T4−1+χ)

)
00k(−k),0000

for |k| > K. Using the regularity of

V and the bounds derived in Lemma 15 and Lemma 18, we observe that we have |N3ζk| .
N− 1

2

(
1 + |k|2

N

)−1

, and therefore

±
(∑

k 6=0

ζk(a
†
0)

4a20aka−k+H.c.

)
.ǫ
∑

k 6=0

|k|2τa†kak+ǫ−1N
1
2
−τ.ǫ

∑

k 6=0

|k|2τc†kck+ǫN+ǫN τ+ǫ−1N
1
2
−τ ,

where we have used Lemma 20. Choosing ǫ of the order N− 1
4 and τ = 1

2
concludes the

analysis of the the second term in Eq. (90). Regarding the first term, we use the definition

of c̃k from Lemma 9, in order to identify
∑

ijk ζijk(a
†
0)

4ψ̃ijka0 as

∑

ijk

ζijk(a
†
0)

4aiaj c̃ka0 −
∑

ijk

ζijk(a
†
0)

4aiaj(c̃k − ak)a0 +
∑

ijk

ζijk(a
†
0)

4a40(T − 1)ijk,000

=
∑

ijk

ζijk(a
†
0)

4aiaj c̃ka0 −
1

2

∑

ijk,i′j′

ζijk(T − 1)i′j′k,000a
†
i′a

†
j′a

4†
0 a

4
0aiaj

− 2
∑

ijk,i′

ζijk(T − 1)i′jk,000a
†
i′a

4†
0 a

4
0ai. (91)

In the following we are going to verify that the most significant term
∑

ijk ζijk(a
†
0)

4aiaj c̃ka0
in Eq. (91) satisfies the desired bound. By Cauchy-Schwarz, we have for ǫ > 0

(∑

ijk

ζijk(a
†
0)

4aiaj c̃ka0 +H.c.

)
≤ ǫ

∑

k

|k|2c̃†kc̃k + ǫ−1
∑

k

1

|k|2

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

ij

ζijka
†
0a

4
0a

†
ia

†
j

∣∣∣∣∣

2

= ǫ
∑

k

|k|2c̃†kc̃k + ǫ−1G(0)X + ǫ−1
∑

i,i′

(G(1))i,i′a
†
iai′X + ǫ−1

∑

ij,i′j′

(G(2))ij,i′j′a
†
ia

†
jXaj′ai′

with G(0) := N5
∑

ijk

|ζijk|2
|k|2 , G

(1)
i,i′ := N5δi,i′

∑
jk

|ζijk |2+ζijkζjik
|k|2 and G

(2)
ij,i′j′ := N5

∑
k

ζijkζi′j′k
|k|2 ,

and X := N−5a
4†
0 a0a

†
0a

4
0. Using again the regularity of V and Lemma 15, as well as the

bounds on T4 from Lemma 18, yields

|ζijk| ≤ CN− 7
2 δi+j+k=0

(
1 +

|i|2 + |j|2 + |k|2
N

)−3

,
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and therefore |G(0)| . 1 and ‖G(1)‖ . N− 3
2 . The choice ǫ := N−1

4
then yields

ǫ−1G(0)X + ǫ−1
∑

i,i′

G
(1)
i,i′a

†
iai′X . N

1
4 +N− 5

4N .

Finally ‖G(2)‖ ≤ N− 3
2 , and therefore

∑

ij,i′j′

G
(2)
ij,i′j′a

†
ia

†
jXaj′ai′ . N− 3

2N 2 ≤ N− 1
2N .

This concludes the proof together with Lemma 9.

4.2 Proof of the lower Bound in Theorem 1

In this Subsection, we are going to verify the lower bound in Theorem 1 making use of the
sequence of states ΦN constructed in Corollary 1, which simultaneously satisfies

1

(
N ≤ C

√
N
)
ΦN = ΦN ,

〈ΦN , HNΦN 〉 ≤ EN + C,〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2c†kckΦN

〉
≤ C

√
N.

Starting point for our investigations is then the lower bound

HN ≥
∑

k

|k|2d†kdk + (a†0)
3a30λ0,0 +N−4(a†0)

4a40 (µN − σN)−N−2(a†0)
2a20 µN +QK

−
( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
+
(
E∗ + E †

∗
)
− Ẽ ,

see Eq. (82). Given ǫ > 0, assume that K is large enough such that the function ǫ(K) from
Lemma 7 satisfies ǫ(K) ≤ ǫ. Making use of the fact that

1

(
N ≤ C

√
N
)
ΦN = ΦN ,

〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2c†kckΦN

〉
.

√
N,

we immediately obtain for C and C̃ large enough

| 〈ΦN , ẼΦN 〉 |≤CN− 1
4

〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2c†kckΦN

〉
+ǫ〈ΦN ,NΦN〉+CN

1
4 ≤ C̃N 1

4 +ǫ〈ΦN ,NΦN〉.
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Similarly we obtain by Lemma 10 and Lemma 4 for suitable C, C̃ > 0
∣∣∣∣∣〈ΦN ,

( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
ΦN 〉

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ CN− 1
4

(〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2c†kckΦN

〉
+
√
N

)
+ CN

1
4 ≤ C̃N

1
4 ,

∣∣〈ΦN ,
(
E∗ + E †

∗
)
ΦN〉

∣∣ ≤ CN
1
4 .

By Lemma 2 we furthermore obtain for τ, ǫ > 0 and K large enough, and a suitable C > 0,

〈ΦN ,
(
(a†0)

3a30λ0,0 +QK

)
ΦN 〉 ≥

1

6
bM(V )N − ǫ

〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2τa†kakΦN

〉
− C.

Moreover we note that we have by Lemma 17

〈ΦN , N
−4(a†0)

4a40 (σN − γN)ΦN〉 ≤ (σN − γN) + |σN − γN | 〈ΦN ,
(
1−N−4(a†0)

4a40

)
ΦN 〉

≤ σN − γN + |σN − γN |
〈
ΦN ,

N
N

ΦN

〉
≤ (σ(V )− γ(V ))

√
N + oN→∞

(
N

1
4

)
,

and similarly 〈ΦN , N
−2(a†0)

2a20 µNΦN 〉 ≤ µ(V )
√
N + oN→∞(1). Finally by Lemma 8

〈ΦN ,NΦN〉 ≤
〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2τa†kakΦN

〉
≤ C

〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2d†kdkΦN

〉
+ CN τ .

Choosing τ < 1
4
and ǫ < 1

2C
concludes the proof, since

EN + C ≥ 〈ΦN , HNΦN 〉 ≥
1

6
bM(V )N + (γ − σ − µ)

√
N

− CN
1
4 + (1− 2Cǫ)

〈
ΦN ,

∑

k

|k|2d†kdkΦN

〉
.

5 Second Order Upper Bound

It is the goal of this Section to introduce a trial state Φ, which simultaneously annihilates the
variables dk for k 6= 0 and ξℓmn in case (ℓ,m,m) 6= 0, at least in an approximate sense. We
are then going to use this trial state Φ to verify the upper bound in Theorem 1. For the rest
of this Section we specify the parameter K introduced above the definition of πK in Eq. (19)
as K := 0. In order to find Φ, we define αjk := (T2 − 1)jk,00 and βuijk := (T4 − 1)uijk,0000,
and the generator

G2 :=
1

2

∑

jk

αjka
†
ja

†
ka

2
0,

G4 :=
1

24

∑

uijk

βuijka
†
ua

†
ia

†
ja

†
ka

4
0 (92)
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of a unitary group Ws := es(G2+G4)†−s(G2+G4) and W := W1. Applying Duhamel’s formula, we
can express W−1ai1ai2ai3W as

W−1ai1ai2ai3W = ai1ai2ai3−
∫ 1

0

W−s[ai1ai2ai3 ,G4]Wsds+

∫ 1

0

W−s[ai1ai2ai3 ,G†
2+G†

4−G2]Wsds.

(93)

Furthermore, note that we can write

[ai1ai2ai3 ,G4] =
∑

u

βui1i2i3a
†
ua

4
0 + (δξ)i1i2i3, (94)

where we define the error term

(δξ)i1i2i3 :=
1

4

∑

σ∈S3

∑

jk

βiσ2 iσ3jka
†
ja

†
kaiσ1a

4
0 +

1

12

∑

σ∈S3

∑

ijk

βiσ3 ijka
†
ia

†
ja

†
kaiσ1aiσ2a

4
0.

Therefore we can write the transformed operators W−1ξi1i2i3W as

W−1ξi1i2i3W = (ψ+δ1ψ)i1i2i3−
∫ 1

0

W−1
s (δξ)i1i2i3Ws ds+

∫ 1

0

W−s[aiajak,G†
2+G†

4−G2]Wsds

+

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0

W−1
t

[∑

u

βui1i2i3a
†
ua

4
0, G†

2 + G†
4 − G2 − G4

]
Wt dtds

+

∫ 1

0

W−s[ξi1i2i3 − ai1ai2ai3 , G†
2 + G†

4 − G2 − G4]Ws ds. (95)

Recall the definition of EP defined in Eq. (54). The following Lemma 11 provides sufficient
bounds on the various error terms appearing in Eq. (95).

Lemma 11. There exists a constant C > 0, such that

EP(δξ) ≤ C(N + 1)6. (96)

Furthermore, we have EP
(
[ai1ai2ai3 ,G†

2+G†
4−G2]

)
≤ C(N + 1)6 and

EP
(
[ξi1i2i3 − ai1ai2ai3 , G†

2 + G†
4 − G2 − G4]

)
≤ C(N + 1)6, (97)

EP
([∑

u

βui1i2i3a
†
ua

4
0, G†

2 + G†
4 − G2 − G4

])
≤ C(N + 1)6. (98)

Proof. Let us define

(δ1ξ)i1i2i3 : =
1

4

∑

jk

βi2i3jka
†
ja

†
kai1a

4
0,

CN : = sup
i1

∑

jk,i2i3,i
′
1i

′
2i

′
3

∣∣(VN )i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3βi2i3jkβi′2i′3jk
∣∣ . N−5,
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where we have used Lemma 18 to estimate CN . Applying Cauchy-Schwarz yields

∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A

(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3(δ1ξ)
†
i1i2i3

(δ1ξ)i′1i′2i′3 ≤ CN(a
†
0)

4a40

(∑

i1

a
†
i1
ai1

)
(N + 1)2. (99)

Using the fact that CN(a
†
0)

4a40

(∑
i1
a
†
i1
ai1

)
≤ CNN

5 . 1, we observe that the quantity in

Eq. (99) is bounded by the right hand side of Eq. (96). Let us furthermore define

(δ2ξ)i1i2i3 :=
1

12

∑

ijk

βi3ijka
†
ia

†
ja

†
kai1ai2a

4
0.

In the following we want to distinguish between the cases A′ := {(i1i2i3) ∈ A : i1, i2 6= 0}
and A′′ := A \ A′, leading to the definition

C ′
N := sup

i1i2

∑

ijk,i3,i
′
1i

′
2i

′
3

1
(
(i1, i2, i3), (i

′
1i

′
2i

′
3) ∈ A′) ∣∣(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3βi3ijkβi′3ijk

∣∣ . N−5,

C ′′
N := sup

i1i2

∑

ijk,i3,i
′
1i

′
2i

′
3

1
(
(i1, i2, i3), (i

′
1i

′
2i

′
3) ∈ A′′) ∣∣(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3βi3ijkβi′3ijk

∣∣ . N− 13
2 ,

where we have again used Lemma 18. Applying Cauchy-Schwarz leads to the estimate

∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A

(VN )i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3(δ2ξ)
†
i1i2i3

(δ2ξ)i′1i′2i′3 ≤ C ′
NN

4(N + 1)5 + C ′′
NN

6(N + 1)3,

which is bounded by the right hand side of Eq. (96). Finally we use that VN is permutation
symmetric and non-negative, and therefore the left hand side of Eq. (96) is bounded by

6
∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A

(VN )i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3(δ1ξ + δ2ξ)
†
i1i2i3

(δ1ξ + δ2ξ)i′1i′2i′3

≤ 12
∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A
(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3(δ1ξ)

†
i1i2i3

(δ1ξ)i′1i′2i′3 + 12
∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A
(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3(δ2ξ)

†
i1i2i3

(δ2ξ)i′1i′2i′3 .

Regarding the term EP
(
[ai1ai2ai3 ,G†

2+G†
4−G2]

)
, let us analyse the term involving the com-

mutator with G2, the terms involving G†
2+G†

4 can be analysed in a similar fashion as has been
done in Lemma 5. We compute

[ai1ai2ai3 ,G2] = αi2i3ai1a
2
0 +

∑

u

αui3a
†
uai2ai3 + {Permutations}. (100)

In order to analyse the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (100), let us define DN :=
supi1

∑
i2i3,i

′
1i

′
2i

′
3

∣∣(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3αi2i3αi′2i
′
3

∣∣ and note that DN . N−3 by Lemma 18. Hence

∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A

(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3
(
αi2i3ai1a

2
0

)†
αi′2i

′
3
ai′1a

2
0 ≤ DNN

3 . 1.
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Regarding the second term on the right hand side of Eq. (100), we use again the split
A = A′ ∪ A′′ and define

D′
N := sup

i1i2

∑

u,i3,i
′
1i

′
2i

′
3

1
(
(i1, i2, i3), (i

′
1i

′
2i

′
3) ∈ A′) ∣∣(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3αui3αui′3

∣∣ . N− 5
2 ,

D′
N := sup

i1i2

∑

u,i3,i
′
1i

′
2i

′
3

1
(
(i1, i2, i3), (i

′
1i

′
2i

′
3) ∈ A′′) ∣∣(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3αui3αui′3

∣∣ . N−4,

where we have used Lemma 18. Consequently

∑

(i1i2i3),(i′1i
′
2i

′
3)∈A

(VN)i1i2i3,i′1i′2i′3

(∑

u

αui3a
†
uai2ai3

)†(∑

u

αui3a
†
uai2ai3

)
. N− 1

2 (N + 1)3 + 1,

and therefore EP([ai1ai2ai3 ,G2]) ≤ 12EP(αi2i3ai1a
2
0)+12EP

(∑
u αui3a

†
uai2ai3

)
. (N +1)3. The

inequalities in Eq. (97) and Eq. (98) can be verified in similarly.

With Lemma 11 at hand, we show in the subsequent Corollary 5 that after conjugation
with the unitary W , the potential energy of the operators ξijk is comparable to the potential
energy of (ψ + δ1)ijk.

Corollary 5. There exists a constant C > 0, such that

W−1EP(ξ)W ≤ C EP(ψ + δ1ψ) + C (N + 1)6.

Proof. Using the sign VN ≥ 0, we obtain by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the repre-
sentation of W−1ξi1i2i3W in Eq. (95) the estimate

W−1EP(ξ)W = EP
(
W−1ξW

)
≤ 5EP(ψ+δ1) + 5

∫ 1

0

W−1
s EP(δξ)Wsds

+ 5

∫ 1

0

W−sEP
(
[aiajak,G†

2+G†
4−G2]

)
dsWs

+
5

2

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0

W−1
t EP

([∑

u

βui1i2i3a
†
ua

4
0, G†

2 + G†
4 − G2 − G4

])
Wtdtds

+ 5

∫ 1

0

W−sEP
(
[ξi1i2i3 − ai1ai2ai3 , G†

2 + G†
4 − G2 − G4]

)
Wsds

.EP(ψ+δ1)+
∫ 1

0

W−s(N+1)6Ws ds+

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0

W−t(N+1)6Wt dtds.EP(ψ+δ1)+(N+1)6,

where we have first used Lemma 11 and subsequently Lemma 19 in the last line.

Regarding the variable dk, Duhamel’s formula yields for k 6= 0

W−1dkW =ck+

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0

W−t

[
[ak, G2+G4] ,G†

2+G†
4

]
Wtdtds+

∫ 1

0

W−s

[
dk−ak, G†

2+G
†
4

]
Wsds.

(101)

Recall the kinetic energy of an operator valued one particle vector Θk defined in Eq. (62).
Then the following Lemma 12 provides sufficient bounds on the various error terms appearing
in Eq. (101).
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Lemma 12. There exists a constant C > 0, such that for m ∈ N

EK
(
Nm

[
dk − ak, G

†
2 +G

†
4

])
≤ C

N
(N + 1)5+2m,

EK
(
Nm

[
[ak, G2 +G4] ,G†

2 + G†
4

])
≤ C

N
(N + 1)5+2m.

Proof. Let us compute as an example for k 6= 0

[
[ak, G4] ,G†

4

]
=

1

24

∑

i1i2i3

βki1i2i3

[
a
†
i1
a
†
i2
a
†
i3
a40,G†

4

]

=
1

24

∑

i1i2i3

βki1i2i3a
†
i1
a
†
i2

[
a
†
i3
,G†

4

]
a40 +

1

24

∑

i1i2i3

βki1i2i3a
†
i1

[
a
†
i2
,G†

4

]
a
†
i3
a40

+
1

24

∑

i1i2i3

βki1i2i3

[
a
†
i1
,G†

4

]
a
†
i2
a
†
i3
a40 +

1

24

∑

i1i2i3

βki1i2i3a
†
i1
a
†
i2
a
†
i3

[
a40,G†

4

]
,

and let us focus on the term

∑

i1i2i3

βki1i2i3a
†
i1
a
†
i2

[
a
†
i3
,G†

4

]
a40 =

1

6

∑

i1i2i3,j1j2j3

βki1i2i3βi3j1j2j3(a
†
0)

4a40a
†
i1
a
†
i2
aj1aj2aj3.

Defining

CN :=
∑

k,i1i2,j1j2j3

|k|2
∣∣∣∣∣
∑

i3

βki1i2i3βi3j1j2j3

∣∣∣∣∣

2

. N− 19
2 ,

where we have used Lemma 18, we obtain

EK
(∑

i1i2i3

βki1i2i3Nma
†
i1
a
†
i2

[
a
†
i3
,G†

4

]
a40

)
. N− 19

2

(
(a†0)

4a40

)2
(N + 1)5+2m ≤ N− 3

2 (N + 1)5+2m.

The other estimates in Lemma 12 can be verified similarly.

Similar to Corollary 5, we show in the following Corollary 6 that, after conjugation with
the unitary W , the kinetic energy of the operators dk is comparable to the one of ck.

Corollary 6. There exists a constant C > 0, such that for m ∈ N

W−1EK(Nmd)W ≤ CEK(c) + CEK(Nmc) +
C

N
(N + 1)5+2m.

Proof. By Lemma 19 we have W−1N 2mW = (W−1NmW )∗W−1NmW . N 2m + 1, hence

W−1EK(Nmd)W = EK
(
W−1NmW W−1dW

)
. EK

(
W−1dW

)
+ EK

(
NmW−1dW

)
.
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Following the ideas in Corollary 5, we estimate using Eq. (101)

EK
(
NmW−1dW

)
≤ 3 EK (Nmc)

+
3

2

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0

W−tEK
(
Nm

[
[ak, G2+G4] ,G†

2+G†
4

])
Wtds

+3

∫ 1

0

W−sEK
(
Nm

[
dk−ak, G†

2+G
†
4

])
Wsds

.EK (Nmc)+
1

N

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0

W−t(N+1)5+2mWtds+
1

N

∫ 1

0

W−s(N+1)5Wsds

.EK (Nmc)+
1

N
(N+1)5+2m,

where we have first used Lemma 12 and subsequently Lemma 19 in the last line.

Before we come to the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1, we are showing in the
following Lemma 13 that even without a unitary conjugation, the kinetic energy of ck is
comparable with the one of dk. The price for dropping the unitary W is that we obtain an

order ON→∞
(√

N
)
pre-factor in front of the excess term (N +3)3+2m, instead of a pre-factor

of the order ON→∞(1).

Lemma 13. There exists a constant C > 0, such that for m ∈ N

EK(Nmc) ≤ CEK(Nmd) + C
√
N(N + 1)3+2m.

Proof. Note that we can write ck as

ck = dk − 2
∑

j

αjkαjka
†
ja

2
0 − 4

∑

uij

βuijka
†
ua

†
ia

†
ja

4
0,

and therefore

EK(Nmc) ≤ 3 EK(Nmd) + 12 EK
(∑

j

αjk Nma
†
ja

2
0

)
+ 48 EK

(∑

uij

βuijk Nma†ua
†
ia

†
ja

4
0

)
.

Defining the constant CN :=
∑

jk |k|2|αjk|2 . N− 3
2 , which follows from Lemma 18, we obtain

EK
(∑

j

αjk Nma
†
ja

2
0

)
≤ CN(a

†
0)

2a20(N + 1)m+1 .
√
N(N + 1)m+1.

Similarly we obtain

EK
(∑

uij

βuijk Nma†ua
†
ia

†
ja

4
0

)
.

√
N(N + 3)3 .

√
N(N + 1)3.
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Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1. Let us define the trial state Φ := WΓ, where Γ is
the state defined below Eq. (51), and recall the representation of HN in Eq. (83)

〈Φ, HNΦ〉 = λ0,0N
3 〈Φ, N−3(a†0)

3a30Φ〉+(γN−σN ) 〈Φ, N−4(a†0)
4a40Φ〉−µN 〈Φ, N−2(a†0)

2a20Φ〉
+ 〈Φ, EK(d)Φ〉+ 〈Φ, EP(ξ)Φ〉+ 2Re 〈Φ, E∗Φ〉 −

〈
Φ, ẼΦ

〉

−
〈
Φ,

( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
Φ

〉
.

By Lemma 19 and the fact that ±
(
N−m(a†0)

mam0 − 1
)
. N−1N , we obtain that

∣∣∣〈Φ, N−3(a†0)
3a30Φ〉 − 1

∣∣∣ . N−1 〈Φ,NΦ〉 = N−1 〈Γ,W−1NWΓ〉 . N−1 〈Γ, (N + 1)Γ〉 . N−1,

see Eq. (63) for the last estimate. Making use of Lemma 7, Lemma 4 and Lemma 10 yields

|〈Φ, E∗Φ〉| . N− 1
4 〈Φ, EK(c)Φ〉+N

1
4 〈Φ,NΦ〉 ,

∣∣∣
〈
Φ,

( ∑

ijk,ℓmn

(Θ)ijk ψ̃
†
ijk a

†
0a

4
0 +H.c.

)
Φ
〉∣∣∣ . N− 1

4 〈Φ, EK(c)Φ〉+N− 1
4 〈Φ,NΦ〉+N

1
4 ,

∣∣∣
〈
Φ, ẼΦ

〉∣∣∣.N− 1
4

〈
Φ, EK

(( N√
N

+1

)
c

)
Φ

〉
+N

1
4

〈
Φ,

( N√
N

+1

)2(
N+

√
N
)
Φ

〉
+〈Φ,NΦ〉 .

Observe that 〈Φ,NmΦ〉 . 1 and furthermore we have by Lemma 13 and Corollary 6

〈Φ, EK(Nmc)Φ〉 . 〈Φ, EK(Nmd)Φ〉 +
√
N =

〈
Γ,W−1EK(Nmd)WΓ

〉
+
√
N

. 〈Γ, EK(c) Γ〉+ 〈Γ, EK(Nmc) Γ〉+
√
N .

√
N,

where we used Corollary 3 in the last estimate. Putting together what we have so far, and
utilizing Lemma 17, yields

〈Φ, HNΦ〉=
1

6
bM(V )N+

(
γ(V )−σ(V )−µ(V )

)√
N+〈Φ, EK(d)Φ〉+〈Φ, EP(ξ)Φ〉+ON→∞

(
N

1
4

)
.

Using Corollary 5, Corollary 6, Corollary 2 and Corollary 3, we further have

0 ≤ 〈Φ, EP(ξ)Φ〉 = 〈Γ,W−1EP(ξ)WΓ〉 . 〈Γ, EP(ψ + δ1ψ)Γ〉+ 1 . 1,

0 ≤ 〈Φ, EK(d)Φ〉 = 〈Γ,W−1EK(d)WΓ〉 . 〈Γ, EK(c)Γ〉+
1

N
.

1

N
.

6 Analysis of the Scattering Coefficients

This Section is devoted to the study of the variational problems in the definition of bM(V )
in Eq. (4) and the definition of σ(V ) in Eq. (12) as well the study of their corresponding
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minimizers ω and η. Especially we want to compare γ(V ), µ(V ) and σ(V ) defined in Eq. (5),
Eq. (8) and Eq. (12) with γN , µN and σN defined in Eq. (73), Eq. (79) and Eq. (74), see
Lemma 17. The proof will be based on the observation that the N -dependent quantities can
be seen as a counterpart on the three dimensional torus Λ to the N -independent quantities
defined in terms of variational problems on the full space R3. Similarly we will compare in
Lemma 16 the modified scattering length bM(V ), which can be expressed in terms of the
minimizer ω as

bM(V ) =

∫

R6

(1− ω)V dx,

see [19], with its counterpart on the torus Λ defined below Eq. (29) as

6λ0,0 = 〈u0u0u0, (VN − VNRVN )u0u0u0〉 = (VN − VNRVN )000,000 .

The proof of Lemma 16 is based on the observation that (1−ω)V = V −ωV is the full space
counterpart to the renormalized potential VN − VNRVN .

In the following Lemma 14 we want to derive properties of Q defined in Eq. (11) as

Q(ϕ) =

∫

R9

{
2
∣∣M∗∇ϕ(x)

∣∣2 + V(x)

∣∣∣∣
f(x)

V(x)
− ϕ(x)

∣∣∣∣
2
}
dx

and its minimizers. For this purpose it will be useful to introduce for a given cut-off parameter
ℓ and a smooth function χ : R6 −→ R function with χ(x) = 1 for |x|∞ ≤ 1

3
and χ(x) = 0 for

|x|∞ > 1
2
, the modified function

fℓ(x1, x2, x3) := V (x1, x2)χ(ℓ
−1x2, ℓ

−1x3)ω(x2, x3).

Furthermore, we define the corresponding functional, acting on Ḣ1(R9), as

Qℓ(ϕ) :=

∫

R9

{
2
∣∣M∗∇ϕ(x)

∣∣2 + V(x)

∣∣∣∣
fℓ(x)

V(x)
− ϕ(x)

∣∣∣∣
2
}
dx,

and σℓ(V ) := Qℓ(0)− infϕ∈Ḣ1(R9)Qℓ(ϕ).

Lemma 14. There exists a unique minimizer η of the functional Q in Ḣ1(R9), and η satisfies
the point-wise bounds 0 ≤ η ≤ 1

−2∆M∗
f and σ(V ) =

∫
R9 f(x)η(x)dx, as well as

(−2∆M∗ + V)η = f

in the sense of distributions. Furthermore, Qℓ has a unique minimizer ηℓ, and ηℓ satisfyies
0 ≤ ηℓ ≤ 1

−2∆M∗
fℓ and σℓ(V ) =

∫
R9 fℓ(x)ηℓ(x)dx, as well as (−2∆M∗ + V)ηℓ = fℓ and

σ(V ) = lim
ℓ→∞

σℓ(V ).
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Proof. Following the proof of [19], we observe that since Q(0) <∞, there exists a minimizing

sequence ϕn for Q with supn ‖∇ϕn‖ < ∞ and supn

∥∥∥
√
V
(
f

V − ϕn

)∥∥∥ < ∞, and therefore

there exists by Banach-Alaoglu a subsequence ϕn and an element η ∈ Ḣ1(R9), such that
∇ϕn ⇀ ∇η,

√
V
(
f

V
− η
)
∈ L2(R9) and

√
V
(
f

V
− ϕn

)
⇀

√
V
(
f

V
− η
)
. We observe that η is

a minimizer of Q, since

Q(η)=2‖M∗∇η‖2+
∥∥∥
√
V
( f
V
−η
)∥∥∥

2

≤ lim inf
n

{
2‖M∗∇ϕn‖2+

∥∥∥
√
V
( f
V
−ϕn

)∥∥∥
2
}
=lim inf

n
Q(ϕn).

Computing 0 = d
dt
Q(η + tϕ) for ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (R9) immediately gives in the sense of distributions

(−2∆M∗ + V)η = f,

and computing 0 = d
dt
Q(η + tη) yields σ(V ) =

∫
R9 f(x)η(x)dx. Regarding the uniqueness,

we note that ϕ 7→ ‖M∗∇ϕ‖2 is strictly convex on Ḣ1(R9), and therefore Q is strictly convex
too. Consequently the minimizer η is unique. Using that f

V ≥ 0, we obtain Q(|ϕ|) ≤ Q(ϕ)

for all ϕ ∈ Ḣ1(R9) and by the uniqueness of the minimizer η = |η| ≥ 0. For the purpose of
obtaining an upper bound on η, we observe that 1

M∗∇f ∈ L2(R9) and define the functional

Q̃(ϕ) :=

∫

R9

{
2
∣∣∣M∗∇ϕ(x) +

1

2M∗∇
f(x)

∣∣∣
2

+ V(x)|ϕ(x)|2
}
dx.

Since Q̃(ϕ) = Q(ϕ) + Q̃(0) − Q(0), we observe that η is the unique minimizer of Q̃. It

is furthermore clear that Q̃(min{ϕ, 1
−2∆M∗

f}) ≤ Q̃(ϕ), and therefore we obtain by the

uniqueness of minimizer for Q̃

η = min

{
η,

1

−2∆M∗

f

}
≤ 1

−2∆M∗

f.

The properties of Qℓ can verified analogously.
In order to compare σ(V ) with σℓ(V ), let us first verify the point-wise bounds

ηℓ ≤ η ≤ ηℓ +
1

−2∆M∗

(f − fℓ). (102)

For this purpose we introduce the additional functionals Q′
ℓ and Q′′

ℓ as

Q′
ℓ(ϕ) : =

∫

R9

{
2
∣∣∣M∗∇ϕ−M∗∇η

∣∣∣
2

+ V

∣∣∣∣ϕ− η +
f − fℓ

V

∣∣∣∣
2
}
dx,

Q′′
ℓ (ϕ) : =

∫

R9

{
2
∣∣∣M∗∇ϕ−M∗∇ηℓ +

1

2M∗∇
f − 1

2M∗∇
fℓ

∣∣∣
2

+ V|ϕ− ηℓ|2
}
dx.

By a straightforward computation, we observe that Q′
ℓ(ϕ) = Qℓ(ϕ) + Q′

ℓ(0) − Qℓ(0) and
similarly Q′′

ℓ (ϕ) = Q(ϕ) + Q′′
ℓ (0) − Q(0). Therefore ηℓ is the unique minimizer of Q′

ℓ, and
since f(x) ≥ fℓ(x) we further have

Q′
ℓ(min {ϕ, η}) ≤ Q′

ℓ(ϕ).
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Consequently ηℓ ≤ η. The second inequality in Eq. (102) follows analogously, using that η
is the unique minimizer of Q′′

ℓ and that

Q′′
ℓ

(
min

{
ϕ, ηℓ +

1

−2∆M∗

(f − fℓ)

})
≤ Q′′

ℓ (ϕ).

Using the fact that |f(x)− fℓ(x)| . 1(|x|> ℓ
3
)

|x|4 , see [19], we obtain the estimate

1

−2∆M∗

(f − fℓ)(x) =
Γ
(
9
2

)

28π
9
2det[M∗]

∫

R9

f(y)− fℓ(y)

|M−1
∗ (x− y)|7dy .

∫

|y|≥ ℓ
3

1

|y|4|x− y|7dy .
1

ℓ
,

i.e. 1
−2∆M∗

(f − fℓ) converges point-wise to zero and consequently ηℓ converges point-wise

to η by Eq. (102). Using Fatou’s Lemma and fℓ(x)ηℓ(x) ≥ 0, as well as the fact that fℓ
converges point-wise to f , therefore yields

σ(V )=

∫

R9

f(x)η(x)dx ≤ lim inf
ℓ→∞

∫

R9

fℓ(x)ηℓ(x)dx = lim inf
ℓ→∞

σℓ(V ) ≤ lim sup
ℓ→∞

σℓ(V ) ≤ σ(V ),

where we have used in the last inequality that fℓηℓ ≤ fη by Eq. (102).

Before we can compare the modified scattering length bM(V ) with its counterpart on the
torus in Lemma 16, we need the following auxiliary result Lemma 15.

Lemma 15. Recall the definition of the coefficients λk,ℓ below Eq. (29) and the definition of

T in Eq. (20). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that |λk,ℓ| ≤ C
N2

(
1 + |ℓ|2

N

)−1

and

|(T − 1)ijk,ℓ00| ≤
C 1(i+ j + k = ℓ)

N2(|i|2 + |j|2 + |k|2)

(
1 +

|i|2 + |j|2 + |k|2
N + |ℓ|2

)−2

. (103)

Proof. In order to verify Eq. (103), we observe that for |ℓ| ≤ K, ∇n(T −1)eiℓx = ∇nRVNe
iℓx

can be written as the sum of terms of the form

Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q
⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇km(VN)Q

⊗3∇aR1−bVNe
iℓx, (104)

where the coefficients satisfy k1 + · · ·+ km + 2m+ a+ 2b = n and either (I) that b = 1, (II)
that b = 0 and a = 1 or (III) that b = 0, a = 0 and m ≥ 1 as well as km = 0. In the following
we are going to verify individually for the three cases (I)-(III) that the Fourier transform
of the expression in Eq. (104) has an L∞ bound of the order N−2(

√
N + |ℓ|)n−2 for n ≥ 2,

which immediately implies Eq. (103). Let us first of all state the useful bounds

∥∥∥
√
Q⊗3∇k(VN)Q⊗3

∥∥∥ ≤
√
‖Q⊗3∇k(VN)Q⊗3‖ .

√
N

k
2
+1
, (105)

∥∥∥
√
Q⊗3∇k(VN)Q⊗3eiK·X

∥∥∥ =
√

〈eiK·X, Q⊗3∇k(VN)Q⊗3eiK·X〉 .
√
N

k
2
−2

(106)

for k ≥ 0. Regarding the case (I), we obtain immediately by Eq. (106) and Eq. (106)
∣∣〈eiK·X, Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q

⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇km(VN)Q
⊗3 ∇aVNe

iℓx
〉∣∣

.
√
N

k1+···+km+2m−4(√
N + |ℓ|

)a ≤ N−2(
√
N + |ℓ|)n−2.
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Since the case (II) is similar to the case (III), let us directly have a look at the case (III),
where we use the fact that ‖

√
Q⊗3VNQ⊗3R∇‖ . 1 to obtain

∣∣〈eiK·X, Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q
⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇km−1(VN)Q

⊗3Q⊗3VNQ
⊗3RVNe

iℓx
〉∣∣ (107)

.
∥∥∥
√
Q⊗3VNQ⊗3Q⊗3∇km−1(VN)Q

⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q
⊗3 eiK·X

∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥
1

∇Q⊗3VNe
iℓx

∥∥∥∥ .

As a consequence of Eq. (106) and Eq. (106) we have

∥∥∥
√
Q⊗3VNQ⊗3Q⊗3∇km−1(VN)Q

⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q
⊗3 eiK·X

∥∥∥ .
√
N

k1+···+km+2(m−1)−2
.

(108)

This yields the desired estimate for the term in Eq. (107), since
∥∥ 1
∇Q

⊗3VNe
iℓx
∥∥ .

√
N

−2
.

The bounds on λk,ℓ can be verified similarly.

In the following Lemma 16, we show that the renormalized potential N2(VN − VNRVN)
converges to bM(V )δ(x − y, x− z) in a suitable sense. The analogous result for Bose gases
with two-particle interactions has been verified in [8, Lemma 1].

Lemma 16. Let bM(V ) be the modified scattering length introduced in Eq. (4). Then

∣∣N2(VN − VNRVN )000,000 − bM(V )
∣∣ ≤ 1

N

Furthermore, (VN − VNRVN)ijk,ℓmn = 0 in case i+ j + k 6= ℓ+m+ n and otherwise

∣∣N2(VN − VNRVN)ijk,ℓmn − bM(V )
∣∣ ≤ Cijk,ℓmn√

N

for suitable constants Cijk,ℓmn.

Proof. Let ω be the unique minimizer to the variational problem in Eq. (4), which exists
according to [19] and satisfies in the sense of distributions

(−2∆M + V )ω = V.

Furthermore, let χ be a smooth function with χ(x) = 1 for |x|∞ ≤ 1
3
and χ(x) = 0 for

|x|∞ > 1
2
, and let us denote for a function f the rescaled version with fL(x) := f(Lx). Then

we define for n = (n1, n2, n3) ∈ (2πZ)3×3 and 0 < ℓ <
√
N

ψn(x, y, z) := ein1xein2yein3zχ
√

N
ℓ (x− y, x− z)ω

√
N(x− y, x− z). (109)

In the following we want to show that ψn is an approximation of RVNe
in1xein2yein3z. For this

purpose we observe that the function ψn satisfies the differential equation

(−∆+ VN)ψn = ein1xein2yein3z
(
VN − ξn(x− y, x− z)

)
, (110)
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where we define ξn : T2 −→ R as

ξn := 2∆M(χ
√

N
ℓ )ω

√
N + 4M2∇(χ

√
N
ℓ )∇ω

√
N − 2(n2

1 + n2
2 + n2

3)χ
√

N
ℓ ω

√
N (111)

+4i(n1−n2)
(
∇x1(χ

√
N
ℓ )ω

√
N+χ

√
N
ℓ ∇x1(ω

√
N)
)
+4i(n1−n3)

(
∇x2(χ

√
N
ℓ )ω

√
N+χ

√
N
ℓ ∇x2(ω

√
N)
)
.

In order to verify that ξn can be treated as an error term, we first note that we have

̂
∆Mχ

√
N
ℓ =

(√
N

−1
ℓ
)4

∆̂Mχ
ℓ√
N ,

̂M2∇χ
√

N
ℓ =

(√
N

−1
ℓ
)5

M̂2∇χ
ℓ√
N ,

and utilizing the density ρ := −2∆Mω we obtain

ω̂
√
N(K) =

√
N

−6
ω̂

1√
N (K) =

√
N

−6 ρ̂(
√
N

−1
K)

|
√
N

−1
K|2

=
√
N

−4 ρ̂(
√
N

−1
K)

|K|2 ,

∇̂ω
√
N(K) =

√
N

−4 ρ̂(
√
N

−1
K)K

|K|2 ,

Furthermore, we observe that we can write the Fourier transform of ξn as

ξ̂n =
̂

∆Mχ
√

N
ℓ ∗ ω̂

√
N + 2

̂M2∇χ
√

N
ℓ ∗ ∇̂ω

√
N − 2(n2

1 + n2
2 + n2

3)χ̂
√

N
ℓ ∗ω̂

√
N

+4i(n1−n2)

(
̂∇x1(χ

√
N
ℓ )∗ω̂

√
N+χ̂

√
N
ℓ ∗ ̂∇x1(ω

√
N )

)

+4i(n1−n3)

(
̂∇x2(χ

√
N
ℓ )∗ω̂

√
N+χ̂

√
N
ℓ ∗ ̂∇x2(ω

√
N)

)
.

Since ρ ∈ L1(R6), see [19], we have ρ̂ ∈ L∞(R6), and distinguishing between the cases

|K| .
√
N
ℓ

and |K| ≫
√
N
ℓ
, yields the estimate

∣∣ ̂
∆Mχ

√
N
ℓ ∗ ω̂

√
N(K)

∣∣.
√
N

−4
(√

N
−1
ℓ
)4∫

R6

|∆̂Mχ(
√
N

−1
ℓP )|

|K + P |2 dP .
√
N

−4
min





(√
N

ℓ|K|

)2

, 1



.

(112)

Using that ρ has compact support as a consequence of the scattering equation, we obtain
that x∇ρ(x) ∈ L1(R6) and therefore

∣∣∣K1ρ̂(
√
N

−1
K1)−K2ρ̂(

√
N

−1
K2)

∣∣∣ . |K1 −K2|.

Since M̂2∇χ is reflection anti-symmetric, we furthermore have

∣∣ ̂M2∇χ
√

N
ℓ ∗ ∇̂ω

√
N
∣∣.

√
N

−4
(√

N
−1
ℓ
)5∫

R6

|M̂2∇χ(
√
N

−1
ℓP )|

|K+P |2 |(K+P )−(K−P )|dP

+
√
N

−4
(√

N
−1
ℓ
)5∫

R6

∣∣∣M̂2∇χ(
√
N

−1
ℓP )
∣∣∣
∣∣∣(K−P )ρ̂

(√
N

−1
(K−P )

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣

1

|K+P |2−
1

|K−P |2
∣∣∣∣

.
√
N

−4
min





(√
N

ℓ|K|

)2

, 1



 .
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Summarizing what we have so far, we can estimate the Fourier coefficients of ξ0 by

|ξ̂0(K)| . N−2min





(√
N

ℓ|K|

)2

, 1



 . (113)

Proceeding similarly for general n 6= 0 we observe the slightly weaker estimate

|ξ̂n(K)| . N−2 min

{√
N

ℓ|K| , 1
}
. (114)

In the following let R denote the resolvent of the operator Q⊗3(−∆+ VN)Q
⊗3 on the torus,

and note that we obtain as a consequence of the differential equation Eq. (110)

RVNe
in1xein2yein3z = ψn +Rξn(x− y, x− z)ein1xein2yein3z + (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3)ψn. (115)

Using the fact that V has compact support, there exists a ℓ0 > 0 such that χ
1
ℓ (x) = 1 for

x ∈ supp(V ) and ℓ ≥ ℓ0, and therefore we obtain for n = (n1, n2, n3) and m = (m1, m2, m3)

(VN )m,n − 〈VNeim1xeim2yeim3z, ψn〉 =
δn=m

N2

∫

R6

e
i
m2−n2√

N
x
e
i
m3−n3√

N
y
V (x, y)

(
1− ω(x, y)

)
dxdy

=
δn=m

N2
bM(V ) +ON→∞

(
N− 5

2

)
, (116)

where n := n1 + n2 + n3 and we have used that we can express the minimum in Eq. (4)
according to [19] as

bM(V ) =

∫

R6

V (x, y)
(
1− ω(x, y)

)
dxdy.

We observe that in the case m = 0 and n = 0, we even have the exact identity

N2(VN)000,000 −N2 〈VN , ψ0〉 = bM(V ).

Consequently we obtain

N2(VN−VNRVN)000,000=bM(V )−N2 〈RVN , ξ0〉−3N2
∑

k

〈VN , (RVN−1)eik(x−y)〉〈eik(x−y), ψ0〉.

Using Lemma 15 and the fact that (RV )ijk,000 = (T − 1)ijk,000 = 0 in case i 6= −(j + k), we
can estimate

N2 |〈RVN , ξ0〉| = N2

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

jk

(RVN)−(j+k)jk ξ̂0(−(j + k), j, k)

∣∣∣∣∣

. N−2
∑

jk

(
1 + |j|2+|k|2

N

)−2

|j|2 + |k|2 min





( √
N

ℓ(|j|+ |k|)

)2

, 1





≤ N−2
∑

jk

(
1 + |j|2+|k|2

N

)− 3
2
( √

N
ℓ(|j|+|k|)

)2

|j|2 + |k|2 .
1

ℓ2
.
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Again by Lemma 15 we have that

∣∣〈VN , (RVN − 1)eik(x−y)〉
∣∣ . N−2

(
1 +

|k|2
N

)−1

,

and following the proof of Eq. (112) we obtain that | 〈eik(x−y), ψ0〉 | . N−2 1
1+|k|2 . Therefore

N2
∑

k

∣∣〈VN , (RVN − 1)eik(x−y)〉 〈eik(x−y), ψ0〉
∣∣ . N−2

∑

k

(
1 + |k|2

N

)−1

1 + |k|2 . N− 3
2 .

Choosing ℓ of the order
√
N yields

∣∣N2(VN − VNRVN)000,000 − bM(V )
∣∣ . 1

N
. (117)

For general n = (n1, n2, n3) and m = (m1, m2, m3) with n1 + n2 + n3 = m1 +m2 +m3 the
estimates in Eq. (114) and Eq. (116) yield in a similar fashion the desired estimate.

In Eq. (115) we saw that RVN , an object defined on the torus Λ, is approximated by

ψn(x, y, z) := χ
√

N
ℓ (x− y, x− z)ω

√
N (x− y, x− z),

which involves the corresponding object ω defined on the full space. In the following Lemma
17 we make use of this correspondence again, to compare γN , µN and σN with γ, µ and σ.

Lemma 17. Let γN , µN and σN be as in Eq. (73), Eq. (79) and Eq. (74), and σ(V ), µ(V )
and γ(V ) as in Eq. (5), Eq. (8) and Eq. (12). Then

γN = γ(V )
√
N +ON→∞

(
N− 1

4

)
,

µN = µ(V )
√
N +ON→∞ (1) ,

σN = σ(V )
√
N +ON→∞

(
N

1
4

)
,

and there exists a constant λ(V ) > 0 such that for 0 < λ ≤ λ(V )

γ(λV )− µ(λV )− σ(λV ) < 0. (118)

Furthermore, σN and γN are independent of the parameter K from the definition of πK below
Eq. (19), and the limit µ(V ) = limN

µN√
N

is independent of K as well.

Proof. In order to analyse γN , let us denote with Li : L
2(Λ4) −→ L2(Λ4) the linear map

that exchanges the fist factor in the tensor product L2(Λ4) ∼= L2(Λ)⊗4 with the i-th factor
and observe that

√
N

−1
γN =

N
7
2

6

3∑

i=1

〈Li 1⊗ (RVN), (VN ⊗ 1)Lj 1⊗ (RVN)〉 .
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Furthermore, recall the definition of ψ0 from Eq. (109) in the proof of Lemma 16 and define

γ(ℓ) : =

∫

R9

V (x, y)

(
χ

1
ℓ (x, z)ω(x, z)χ

1
ℓ (y, z)ω(y, z) +

1

2

∣∣∣χ 1
ℓ (y, z)ω(y, z)

∣∣∣
2
)
dxdydz

=
N

7
2

6

3∑

i,j=1

〈Li 1⊗ ψ0, (VN ⊗ 1)Lj 1⊗ ψ0〉 ,

where the second identity holds by a scaling argument for all 0 < ℓ < N . We observe that
by the permutation symmetry of VN we have LiVN ⊗ 1Li = VN ⊗ 1 and therefore

N
7
2

∣∣∣ 〈Li 1⊗ ψ0, (VN ⊗ 1)Lj 1⊗ ψ0〉
∣∣∣ ≤ sup

i∈{1,2,3}
〈Li 1⊗ ψ0, (VN ⊗ 1)Li 1⊗ ψ0〉

= N
7
2 〈1⊗ ψ0, (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ ψ0〉 =

∫

R9

V (x, y)
∣∣∣χ 1

ℓ (y, z)ω(y, z)
∣∣∣
2

dxdydz . 1.

Using LiVN ⊗ 1Li = VN ⊗ 1 again, together with the identity in Eq. (115) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality yields

∣∣∣
√
N

−1
γN − γ(ℓ)

∣∣∣ . N
7
2

√
〈1⊗ (Rξ0(x−y, x−z)), (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ (Rξ0(x−y, x−z))〉 (119)

+N
7
2

√
〈1⊗ (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3), (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3)〉.

Regarding the analysis of the term on the right side of Eq. (119), we observe that

ρ := −2∆Mω = V (1− ω)

satisfies ∇kρ ∈ L1 due to the regularity assumptions on V . Proceeding as in Eq. (112) we
obtain the improved version of Eq. (113)

∣∣∣ξ̂0(K)
∣∣∣ . N−2 min





(√
N

ℓ|K|

)2

, 1





(
1 +

|K|2
N

)−m

, (120)

Similar to Eq. (104) we can write ∇nRξ0, where ξ0 is introduced in Eq. (111), as the sum of
terms of the form

Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q
⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇km(VN)Q

⊗3∇aR1−bξ0, (121)

where the coefficients satisfy k1 + · · ·+ km + 2m+ a+ 2b = n and either (I) that b = 1, (II)
that b = 0 and a = 1 or (III) that b = 0, a = 0 and m ≥ 1 as well as km = 0. In the following
we are going to verify individually for the three cases (I)-(III) that the Fourier transform of

the expression in Eq. (121) has an L∞ bound of the order
√
N

n

N3ℓ2
for n ≥ 4, and consequently

∣∣∣R̂ξ0(K)
∣∣∣ . 1

ℓ2N2|K|2
N

|K|2
(
1 +

|K|2
N

)−m

. (122)

52



Regarding the case (I), we obtain using Eq. (120) and our regularity assumptions on V by
a direct computation in Fourier space, for n ≥ 4

∣∣〈eiK·X, Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q
⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇km(VN)Q

⊗3 ∇aξ0
〉∣∣ .

√
N

k1+···+km+a+2m

N2ℓ2
=

√
N

n

N3ℓ2
.

Since the case (II) is similar to the case (III), let us directly have a look at the case (III),
where we use the fact that ‖

√
Q⊗3VNQ⊗3R∇‖ . 1 to obtain

∣∣〈eiK·X, Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q
⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇km−1(VN)Q

⊗3Q⊗3VNQ
⊗3Rξ0

〉∣∣ (123)

.
∥∥∥
√
Q⊗3VNQ⊗3Q⊗3∇km−1(VN)Q

⊗3 . . . Q⊗3∇k1(VN)Q
⊗3 eiK·X

∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥
1

∇Q⊗3ξ0

∥∥∥∥ .

Since we have
∥∥ 1
∇Q

⊗3ξ0
∥∥ . 1

Nℓ2
, we obtain together with Eq. (108) that the term in Eq. (123)

is bounded by
√
N

k1+···+km+2(m−1)−2

Nℓ2
=

√
N

n

N3ℓ2
, which concludes the proof of Eq. (122). Conse-

quently

N
7
2 〈1⊗ (Rξ0(x−y, x−z)), (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ (Rξ0(x−y, x−z))〉 .

1

ℓ4
. (124)

Using N
7
2 〈1⊗ (RVN − 1)eik(xi−xj), (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ (RVN − 1)eik

′(xi−xj)〉 . N
3
2

(
1 + |k−k′|2

N

)−2

by Lemma 15 for i 6= j, we further have

N
7
2 〈1⊗ (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3)ψ0, (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3)ψ0〉 (125)

.
∑

k,k′

N
3
2

(
1 +

|k − k′|2
N

)−2 ∣∣ 〈eik(x−y), ψ0〉
∣∣ ∣∣ 〈eik′(x−y), ψ0〉

∣∣

. N− 5
2

∑

k,k′

(
1 +

|k − k′|2
N

)−2
1

1 + |k|2
1

1 + |k′|2 . N− 3
2 .

By Eq. (119) we consequently obtain
∣∣∣
√
N

−1
γN − γ(ℓ)

∣∣∣ . ℓ−
3
2 for ℓ ≤

√
N . Note that for

ℓ1, ℓ2 > 0 we can always pick an arbitrary N ≥ max{ℓ1, ℓ2}2 yielding

∣∣γ(ℓ1) − γ(ℓ2)
∣∣ . 1

min{ℓ1, ℓ2}
3
2

,

i.e. γ(ℓ) is convergent with rate 1

ℓ
3
2
, and by monotone convergence the limit is given by γ(V ).

In order to establish the convergence of σN , let us define fN,ℓ := (VN ⊗ 1)1 ⊗ ψ0, where
we keep track of the N and ℓ dependence in our notation, and

σN,ℓ := N
7
2 〈fN,ℓ, R4fN,ℓ〉 ,

for ℓ <
√
N and let R4 be defined above Eq. (72). As a consequence of the operator inequality

(VN ⊗ 1)R
(N)
4 (VN ⊗ 1) ≤ (VN ⊗ 1)

1

−∆
(VN ⊗ 1) . VN ⊗ 1,
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we obtain by Eq. (124) and Eq. (125)

N
7
2

〈
1⊗Rξ0, (VN ⊗ 1)R

(N)
4 (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ Rξ0

〉
. N

7
2 〈1⊗ Rξ0, (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗Rξ0〉 .

1

ℓ2
,

N
7
2 〈1⊗ (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3)ψ0, (VN ⊗ 1)R

(N)
4 (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3)ψ0〉

. N
7
2 〈1⊗ (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3)ψ0, (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ (RVN − 1)(1−Q⊗3)ψ0〉 . N− 3

2 .

Using the identity Eq. (115), this immediately implies for ℓ <
√
N

∣∣∣
√
N

−1
σN − σN,ℓ

∣∣∣ . ℓ−
3
4 . (126)

To understand the dependence of σN,ℓ on the parameter N , recall the function

fℓ(x1, x2, x3) := V (x1, x2)χ
1
ℓ(x2, x3)ω(x2, x3)

and ηℓ : R9 −→ R from Lemma 14, which solves in the sense of distributions

(−2∆M∗ + V) ηℓ = fℓ. (127)

By Lemma 14 we have the point-wise bound 0 ≤ ηℓ ≤ η∗ℓ with

η∗ℓ (x) :=
1

−2∆M∗

fℓ(x) =
Γ
(
9
2

)

28π
9
2det[M∗]

∫

R9

fℓ(y)dy

|M−1
∗ (x− y)|7 .

In the following let us write x1g for the function x 7→ x1g(x). By Eq. (127) we obtain that
ρℓ := −2∆M∗ηℓ satisfies the (uniform in ℓ) bounds

‖ρℓ‖L1(R9) ≤ ‖fℓ‖L1(R9) + ‖Vη∗ℓ‖L1(R9) . 1, (128)

‖x1ρℓ‖L1(R9) ≤ ‖x1fℓ‖L1(R9) + ‖Vx1η∗ℓ‖L1(R9) . 1, (129)

where we have used in the second estimates that fℓ(x) is compactly supported in the variables
x1 and x2, and satisfies supx1,x2

fℓ(x) .
1

1+|x3|4 , see the estimates on ω in [19], and therefore

‖(1 + |x1|)fℓ‖L1(R9) . 1, as well as the fact that x 7→ 1
|x|4V(x) ∈ L1(R9) and hence

‖Vxη∗ℓ‖L1(R9) . ‖|x|5η∗ℓ‖∞ . sup
x

|x|5
∫

R9

dy

|x− y|7(|y1|+ |y2|)5|y3|2
. 1,

and similarly we obtain ‖Vη∗ℓ‖L1(R9) . 1. Using Eq. (127), we obtain the analogue estimates
on the derivatives of ρℓ

∥∥∇kρℓ
∥∥
L1(R9)

+
∥∥x1∇kρℓ

∥∥
L1(R9)

. 1. (130)

Having ηℓ at hand, we use a smooth function χ∗ with χ∗(x) = 1 for |x|∞ ≤ 1
2
and χ∗(x) = 0

for |x|∞ > 2
3
, in order to define

Ψ := χ∗(x1 − x2, x1 − x3, x1 − x4) η
√
N

ℓ (x1 − x2, x1 − x3, x1 − x4).
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Notably, the state Ψ allows us to express

R4fN,ℓ = Ψ+R4ζ + (R4VN − 1) (1−Q⊗4)Ψ, (131)

with ζ := [2∆M∗ , χ∗]η
√
N

ℓ = 2∆M∗(χ∗)η
√
N

ℓ + 4M2
∗∇(χ∗)∇η

√
N

ℓ and

VN(x1, x2, x3, x4) := NV
(√

N(x1 − x2),
√
N(x1 − x3),

√
N(x1 − x4)

)
.

Proceeding as in the proof of Eq. (113), we have by Eq. (130)

∣∣ζ̂(K)
∣∣ . N− 7

2 min

{
1

|K|2 , 1
}(

1 +
|K|2
N

)−m

. (132)

Using the fact that ‖
√
Q⊗4VNQ⊗4R4∇‖ ≤ 1 we furthermore obtain

∣∣R̂4ζ(K)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣ζ̂(K)−〈K,VNR4ζ〉
∣∣∣

|K|2 ≤

∣∣∣ζ̂(K)
∣∣∣+
√
〈K,VNK〉

〈
ζ, 1

−∆
ζ
〉

|K|2 .
max{N− 1

4 , |K|−2}
N

7
2 |K|2

.

Using furthermore Eq. (121), we can utilize Eq. (132) to improve this result to

∣∣R̂4ζ(K)
∣∣ . max{N− 1

4 , |K|−1}
N

7
2 |K|2

(
1 +

|K|2
N

)−m

. (133)

In analogy to Eq. (120), one can show that

∣∣∣∣
̂

χ
√

N
ℓ ω

√
N(k)

∣∣∣∣ . N−2 1
1+|k|2

(
1 + |k|2

N

)−m

, and

therefore we have
∣∣∣f̂N,ℓ(K)

∣∣∣ . N− 7
2

(
1 + |K|2

N

)−m

, which yields together with Eq. (133)

N
7
2 |〈fN,ℓ, R4ζ〉| . N− 1

4 . (134)

Furthermore,, in analogy to Eq. (133), we have the estimate

∣∣∣Ψ̂(K)
∣∣∣ . 1

N
7
2 |K|2

(
1 +

|K|2
N

)−m

.

Denoting with I the set of all indices K = (k1, . . . , k4) such that k1 + · · · + k4 = 0 and at
least one of the indices satisfies kα = 0, we obtain

N
7
2

∣∣〈fN,ℓ, (R4VN − 1) (1−Q⊗4)Ψ〉
∣∣ = N

7
2

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

K∈I
Ψ̂(K) 〈(VNR4 − 1)fN,ℓ, e

iK·X〉
∣∣∣∣∣

. N− 7
2

∑

K∈I

N
3
4

|K|2
(
1 +

|K|2
N

)−3

. N− 3
4 , (135)

where we used

| 〈VNR4fN,ℓ, e
iK·X〉 | ≤ 〈eiK·X,VNe

iK·X〉
1
2 〈fN,ℓ,

1

−∆
fN,ℓ〉

1
2

. N− 7
2N

3
4 .
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Applying Eq. (131), Eq. (134) and Eq. (135) therefore yields for ℓ <
√
N
2

σN,ℓ = N
7
2 〈fN,ℓ, R4fN,ℓ〉 = N

7
2 〈fN,ℓ,Ψ〉+ON→∞

(
N− 1

4

)
= 〈fℓ, ηℓ〉+ON→∞

(
N− 1

4

)

= σℓ(V ) +ON→∞
(
N− 1

4

)
.

In combination with Eq. (126) and the fact that σ(V ) = limℓ σℓ(V ), see Lemma 14, we obtain
that |σℓ(V )− σ(V )| . 1√

ℓ
and conclude

∣∣∣
√
N

−1
σN − σ(V )

∣∣∣ . N− 1
4 .

To establish the convergence of
√
N

−1
µN , let us recall the effective potential

Veff :

{
R3 −→ R,

x 7→
∫
R3 V (x, y)(1− ω(x, y)) dy,

and let θ solve −2∆θ = Veff with θ(x) −→
|x|→∞

0. Then

µ(V ) =

∫

R3

Veff(x)θ(x) dx.

Applying the techniques developed in this proof so far, yields furthermore

|
√
N

−1
µN − µ(V )| . 1√

N
.

Finally, in order to establish Eq. (118) let us denote with ωλ the minimizer in Eq. (4)

for the re-scaled potential λV , which satisfies 0 ≤ ωλ ≤ 1 and ωλ(x, y) ≤ λC(V )
1+|x|4+|y|4 , for a V

dependent, constant C(V ) > 0. Consequently limλ→0(1 − ωλ) = 1, and hence we obtain by
dominated convergence

lim
λ→0

1

λ2
µ(λV ) = lim

λ→0

∫

R12

V (x, u)V (y, v)(1− ωλ(x, u))(1− ωλ(y, v))

8π|x− y| dudvdxdy

=

∫

R12

V (x, u)V (y, v)

8π|x− y| dudvdxdy ∈ (0,∞).

This concludes the proof, since σ(V ) ≥ 0 and

1

λ3
γ(λV ) ≤ 3C(V )2

2

∫

R9

V (x, y)

(1 + |y|4 + |z|4)2dxdydz <∞.

Making use of Eq. (131) again, we can furthermore verify decay properties for the matrix
entries of T4 − 1 in momentum space in the subsequent Lemma 18.
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Lemma 18. Recall the definition of the linear map T2 in Eq. (78) and T4 in Eq. (71). Then

there exists a constant C > 0 such that |(T2 − 1)jk,00| ≤ CN−1 1(j+k=0)
|j|2+|k|2

(
1 + |j|2+|k|2

N

)−1

,

|(T4 − 1)ℓijk,0000| ≤ CN− 7
2
1(ℓ+ i+ j + k = 0)

|ℓ|2 + |i|2 + |j|2 + |k|2
(
1 +

|ℓ|2 + |i|2 + |j|2 + |k|2
N

)−3

.

Proof. For the purpose of verifying the bound on

(T4 − 1)uijk,0000 = 〈eiK·X, R4(VN ⊗ 1)1⊗ RVN〉

with K = (uijk), let us choose ℓ :=
√
N
3

and recall the elements ζ and Ψ from Eq. (131), and
the set I above Eq. (135), in the proof of Lemma 17. With these elements at hand, we can
write

〈eiK·X, R4(VN ⊗ 1)1⊗RVN〉=〈eiK·X, R4ζ〉+〈eiK·X,Ψ〉+
∑

K ′∈I
〈VNR4e

iK·X, eiK
′·X〉 〈eiK ′·X ,Ψ〉

+
〈
eiK·X, R4(VN ⊗ 1)1⊗

{
RVN − ψ

}〉
. (136)

In the proof of Lemma 17 we have established

| 〈eiK·X, R4ζ〉 | = |R̂4ζ(K)| . 1

N
7
2 |K|2

(
1 +

|K|2
N

)−m

,

| 〈eiK·X,Ψ〉 | . 1

N
7
2 |K|2

(
1 +

|K|2
N

)−m

.

Regarding the sum over I we have
∣∣∣∣∣
∑

K ′∈I
〈VNR4e

iK·X, eiK
′·X〉 〈eiK ′·X ,Ψ〉

∣∣∣∣∣ =
1

|K|2

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

K ′∈I
〈(VN − VNR4VN)e

iK·X, eiK
′·X〉 〈eiK ′·X,Ψ〉

∣∣∣∣∣

.
1

N
7
2 |K|2

∑

K ′∈I

∣∣〈(VN − VNR4VN)e
iK·X, eiK

′·X〉
∣∣

|K ′|2
(
1 +

|K ′|2
N

)−3

.
1

N
7
2 |K|2

.

Regarding the final term in Eq. (136), we observe that we have the estimate

∣∣〈eiK·X , R4(VN ⊗ 1)1⊗
{
RVN − ψ

}〉∣∣ = 1

|K|2
∣∣〈(1− R4VN)e

iK·X, (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗
{
RVN − ψ

}〉∣∣

≤

√〈
1⊗
{
RVN−ψ

}
, (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗

{
RVN−ψ

}〉

|K|2
√
〈(1−R4VN)eiK·X, VN ⊗ 1(1−R4VN)eiK·X〉.

By Eq. (124) and Eq. (125) we know that
〈
1⊗
{
RVN−ψ

}
, (VN ⊗ 1)1⊗

{
RVN−ψ

}〉
. N−5,

〈
(1−R4VN)e

iK·X, VN ⊗ 1(1−R4VN)e
iK·X〉 ≤ 2

〈
eiK·X, VN ⊗ 1eiK·X〉

+ 2
〈
R4VNe

iK·X , VN ⊗ 1R4VNe
iK·X〉 . 1

N2
+
〈
VNe

iK·X , R4VNe
iK·X〉

.
1

N2
+
〈
eiK·X,VNe

iK·X〉 . 1

N2
.

Finally we note that the bound on T2 is an immediate consequence of the regularity of V
and the bounds on RVN established in Lemma 15.
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A Auxiliary Results

In the following we establish comparability results between transformed and non-transformed
quantities. The first result in this direction, Lemma 19, establishes that the unitarily trans-
formed powers of the particle number operator N , w.r.t. the transformations Us and Ws,
are again of the same order as the bare powers in N .

Lemma 19. Let Us be the unitary map defined below Eq. (50) and Ws the one defined below
Eq. (92). Then there exists for all m ∈ N constants Cm > 0, such that

U−sNmUs ≤ eCm|s|(N + 1)m, (137)

W−s NmWs ≤ eCm|s|(N + 1)m. (138)

Proof. Let us recall the definition of the generator G† − G with

G =
1

6

∑

ijk

ηijk a
†
ia

†
ja

†
ka

3
0,

ηijk = (T − 1)ijk,000

of the unitary group Ut from Eq. (50). As a consequence of the bounds on T from Lemma
15, we have

±
(
G + G†) ≤ 1

6

∑

i


a†iai +

(∑

jk

ηijk a
†
ja

†
ka

3
0

)†(∑

jk

ηijk a
†
ja

†
ka

3
0

)
 . N +

N 2

N
. N + 1.

Together with 0 ≤ (x+n+3)k− (x+n)k ≤ Cn,k(x+3)k−1 for a suitable Cn,k > 0, we obtain

[G, (N + 3)m] + H.c. = − ((N + 3)m −Nm)G +H.c.

= −
√

(N + 3)m −Nm
(
G + G†)√(N + 6)m − (N + 3)m +H.c. . (N + 3)m.

Applying Duhamel’s formula then yields

U−t (N + 3)mUt − (N + 3)m =

∫ t

0

U−s[G, (N + 3)m]Us ds +H.c. .

∫ 1

0

U−s(N + 3)mUs ds.

Consequently Grönwall’s inequality gives us

U−t (N + 3)mUt ≤ eC|t|(N + 3)m

for a suitable constant C > 0, which concludes the proof of Eq. (137). The proof of Eq. (138)

follows analogously from ±
(
G2 + G†

2

)
. N + 1 and

±
(
G4 + G†

4

)
. N−3

(
N(N + 1)3 +N 5

2

)
. N + 1,

where we have used Lemma 18 in order to control the coefficients of T2 and T4.
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In the subsequent Lemma 20 we are going to compare the kinetic energy
∑

k |k|2τa†kak in
the operators ak with a fractional Laplace (−∆)τ , with the corresponding expression in the
variables ck.

Lemma 20. Let 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ σ < 1
2
. Then

∑
k |k|2σ(ck − ak)(ck − ak)

† . 1
N
N 2, and

furthermore we have for integers s ≥ 0

∑

k

|k|2τa†k N sak .
∑

k

|k|2τc†kN sck +
1

N
N s+2 +N τ (N + 1)s . (139)

Proof. Let us define
(
G

(I,I′)
τ

)
ij,i′j′

:= 1
4

∑
k |k|2τ (T − 1)i′j′k,I′(T − 1)ijk,I for

I, I ′ ∈ I := {(0, 0, 0)} ∪
⋃

0<|ℓ|≤K

{(ℓ, 0, 0), (0, ℓ, 0), (0, 0, ℓ)}

as well as for 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1 the operator valued vector and matrix

(Φτ )jk : =
(
|j|2τ + |k|2τ

) 1
2 ajak,(

Υ(I,I′)
γ,τ

)
jk,j′k′

: =
(
K− 1

2
γ,2G

(I,I′)
τ K− 1

2
γ,2

)
j′k′,jk

aI′1aI′2aI′3N
sa

†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3
,

with Kγ,2 := (−∆x)
γ + (−∆y)

γ . With these definitions at hand we obtain

∑

k

|k|2τ (ck − ak)N s(ck − ak)
† =

1

2

∑

I,I′

Φ†
γ

(
Υ(I,I′)

γ,τ +H.c.
)
Φγ .

For γ > τ − 1
2
we have by the estimates from Lemma 15 that

‖K− 1
2

γ,2G
(I,I′)
τ K− 1

2
γ,2‖ . N−4.

Together with

∥∥ (N + 1)−
s
2 aI′1aI′2aI′3N

sa
†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3
(N + 1)−

s
2

∥∥ . N3

on the N particle sector, we obtain
(
Υ

(I,I′)
γ,τ +H.c.

)
≤ C

N
(N + 1)s for γ > τ − 1

2
and a

suitable constant C. Using Cauchy-Schwarz we therefore have

∑

k

|k|2τ (ck − ak)N s(ck − ak)
† .

1

N
Φ†

γ (N + 1)s Φγ = 2C
∑

k

|k|2γa†k
N s+1

N
ak.

Applying this result for τ ′ := σ, γ′ := 0 and s′ := 0, yields the first claim of the Lemma

∑

k

|k|2σ(ck − ak)(ck − ak)
† ≤ 1

N
N 2.
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Concerning Eq. (139), we have
∑

k

|k|2τa†k N sak ≤ 2
∑

k

|k|2τc†k N sck + 2
∑

k

|k|2τ (ck − ak)
†N s(ck − ak),

and furthermore we can express

∑

k

|k|2τ (ck−ak)†N s(ck−ak)=
∑

I,I′

(
f I,I′X

I,I′

0 +
∑

k 6=0

g
I,I′

k a
†
kX

I,I′

1 ak+
1

2
Φ†

γ

(
Υ̃(I,I′)

γ,τ +H.c.
)
Φγ

)

(140)

with

X
I,I′

0 : = a
†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3

(
N s + 2sN s−1 + s(s− 1)N s−2

)
aI′1aI′2aI′3,

X
I,I′

1 : = a
†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3

(
2N s + 4sN s−1 + 4s(s− 1)N s−2 + 2s(s− 1)(s− 2)N s−3

)
aI′1aI′2aI′3 ,

X2 : = a
†
I1
a
†
I2
a
†
I3

(
N s + 4sN s−1 + 6s(s− 1)N s−2 + 4s(s− 1)(s− 2)N s−3

+ s(s− 1)(s− 2)(s− 3)N s−4
)
aI′1aI′2aI′3 ,

f I,I′ : =
∑

ij

[(
GI,I′

τ

)
ij,ij

+
(
GI,I′

τ

)
ij,ji

]
,

g
I,I′

j : =
∑

i

[(
GI,I′

τ

)
ij,ij

+
(
GI,I′

τ

)
ij,ji

]
,

Υ̃(I,I′)
γ,τ : =

(
K− 1

2
γ,2G

(I,I′)
τ K− 1

2
γ,2

)
j′k′,jk

X2.

Following the proof of the first part of the Lemma, we obtain for γ > τ − 1
2

1

2

∑

I,I′

Φ†
γ

(
Υ̃(I,I′)

γ,τ +H.c.
)
Φγ .

∑

k

|k|2γa†k
N s+1

N
ak.

Using Lemma 15 again, yields |f | . N τ−3 and |gj| . Nmax{τ− 1
2
,0} − 4, and consequently

f I,I′X
I,I′

0 +
∑

k 6=0

g
I,I′

k a
†
kX

I,I′

1 ak . N τN s +Nmax{τ− 1
2
,0}N s+1

N
. N τN s.

Summarizing what we have so far we obtain for γ > τ − 1
2

∑

k

|k|2τa†k N sak .
∑

k

|k|2τc†kN sck +
1

N

∑

k

|k|2γa†k N s+1ak +N τ (N + 1)s .

Choosing γ := max{τ − 1
3
, 0} and iterating this equation at most two times with τ ′ :=

max{τ − 1
3
, 0} and γ′ := max{γ− 1

3
, 0}, and using N ≤ N , yields the desired statement.

As a consequence of Lemma 20, we can estimate monomials in the operators ak and a†k
by the kinetic energy in the variables ck and powers of the particle number operator N , see
the subsequent Corollary 7.
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Corollary 7. Let Kτ,t :=
∑t

i=1(−∆xi
)τ . Given 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1, and integers s, t ≥ 1 and

α, β ≥ 0, there exist δ > 0 and C > 0, such that for ǫ > 0

±
( ∑

i1...is,j1...jt

Gi1...is,j1...jta
†
jt
. . . a

†
j1
X ai1 . . . ais +H.c.

)
≤ C

∥∥∥K− 1
2

τ,t GK
− 1

2
τ,s

∥∥∥
∥∥N−β

2XN−α
2

∥∥

×
{∑

k

|k|2c†k
(
ǫN s+α−1 + ǫ−1N t+β−1

)
ck + (N +N τ )

(
ǫN s+α−1 + ǫ−1N t+β−1

)
}
,

where G : (ranQ)⊗s −→ (ranQ)⊗t and X : F(L2(Λ)) −→ F(L2(Λ)). In case s = 0

±
(∑

j1...jt

Gj1...jta
†
jt
. . . a

†
j1
X +H.c.

)
≤ C

∥∥∥K− 1
2

τ,t G
∥∥∥
∥∥N−β

2XN−α
2

∥∥

×
{
ǫN α + ǫ−1

∑

k

|k|2c†kN t+β−1ck + ǫ−1 (N +N τ )N t+β−1

}
.

Proof. Let us define for s, t ≥ 1 the operator valued vector and operator valued matrix

(Φτ,s)k1...ks : =
(
|k1|2τ + · · ·+ |ks|2τ

) 1
2 ak1 . . . aks , (141)

Υi1...is,j1...jt : =
(
K− 1

2
τ,t GK− 1

2
τ,s

)
i1...is,j1...jt

N−β

2XN−α
2 ,

which allow us to represent
∑

i1...is,j1...jt

Gi1...is,j1...jta
†
jt
. . . a

†
j1
X ai1 . . . ais = Φ†

τ,tN
β
2ΥN α

2Φτ,s.

Using the fact that ‖Υ‖ ≤
∥∥∥K− 1

2
τ,t GK− 1

2
τ,s

∥∥∥
∥∥N−β

2XN−α
2

∥∥, we obtain by Cauchy-Schwarz

±
(
Φ†

tΥΦs +H.c.
)
≤
∥∥∥K− 1

2
τ,t GK− 1

2
τ,s

∥∥∥
∥∥N−β

2XN−α
2

∥∥
(
ǫΦ†

τ,tN βΦτ,t + ǫ−1Φ†
τ,sN αΦτ,s

)

=
∥∥∥K− 1

2
τ,t GK− 1

2
τ,s

∥∥∥
∥∥N−β

2XN−α
2

∥∥
(
ǫs
∑

k

|k|2τa†k N s+α−1ak + ǫ−1 t
∑

k

|k|2τa†k N t+β−1ak

)
.

Since N ≤ N we furthermore have by Lemma 20
∑

k

|k|2τa†k N s+α−1ak .
∑

k

|k|2c†kN s+α−1ck + (N + 1)s+α−1 (N τ +N ) .

B IMS Localisation

Adapting the localization procedure presented in [17, Theorem A.1] in the form state in [15,
Proposition 6.1] for the following Lemma 21 allows us to lift Bose-Einstein condensation in
expectation, 〈Ψ,NΨ〉 ≤ CNα with α < 1, to Bose-Einstein condensation in the spectral
sense 1(N ≤ CNα)Φ = Φ, without changing the energy significantly, see Eq. (142). Clearly
the second notion of Bose-Einstein condensation is a much stronger condition.
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Lemma 21. Let Ψ satisfy 〈Ψ, HNΨ〉 = EN + δ with δ ≤ N . Then there exists a constant
C > 0, such that there exists for all 1 ≤M ≤ N states Φ satisfying 1(N ≤ M)Φ = Φ and

〈Φ, HNΦ〉 ≤ EN + C

(
1− 2 〈Ψ,NΨ〉

M

)−1
(√

N

M
+

N

M2
+ δ

)
. (142)

Furthermore, there exists a state Φ̃ such that 1
(
N > M

2

)
Φ̃ = Φ̃ and

〈Ψ,NΨ〉 ≤ 〈Φ,NΦ〉+ CN

〈Φ̃, HN Φ̃〉 − EN

(√
N

M
+

N

M2
+ δ

)
. (143)

Proof. In the following let f, g : R → [0, 1] be smooth functions satisfying f 2 + g2 = 1 and
f(x) = 1 for x ≤ 1

2
, as well as f(x) = 0 for x ≥ 1, and let us define m := ‖f

(N
M

)
Ψ‖2 and

Φ : =
1√
m
f

(N
M

)
Ψ,

Φ̃ : =
1√

1−m
g

(N
M

)
Ψ.

Note that ‖Φ‖ = ‖Φ̃‖ = 1, 0 ≤ m ≤ 1 and clearly we have 1(N ≤ M)Φ = Φ and

1
(
N > M

2

)
Φ̃ = Φ̃. Making use of the algebraic identity

HN = f

(N
M

)
HNf

(N
M

)
+ g

(N
M

)
HNg

(N
M

)
+ E

with the residual term

E :=
1

2

[
f

(N
M

)
,

[
HN , f

(N
M

)]]
+

1

2

[
g

(N
M

)
,

[
HN , g

(N
M

)]]
,

we obtain

m 〈Φ, HNΦ〉+ (1−m) 〈Φ̃, HN Φ̃〉 = EN + δ − 〈Ψ, EΨ〉 .

In order to estimate 〈Ψ, EΨ〉, let π0 denote the projection onto the constant function in
L2(Λ) and π1 := 1− π0. Then we can rewrite E as

E =
1

4M2

∑

I,J∈{0,1}3

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(πI1πI2πI3VNπ
J1πJ2πJ3)ijk,ℓmna

†
ka

†
ja

†
iXI,Jaℓaman,

with

XI,J :=M2

[
f

(N + #I

M

)
− f

(N + #J

M

)]2
+M2

[
g

(N + #I

M

)
− g

(N + #J

M

)]2

and #I counting the number of indices in I that are equal to 1. Using 0 ≤ XI,J ≤ X , where

X :=
(
‖∇f‖2 + ‖∇g‖2

)
1(N ≤M),
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we obtain by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

±E .
1

4M2

∑

I∈{0,1}3

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(πI1πI2πI3VNπ
I1πI2πI3)ijk,ℓmna

†
ka

†
ja

†
iXaℓaman. (144)

In the following we want to show that for any I ∈ {0, 1}3, the Ψ-expectation value of the
corresponding term apperaring in the sum on the right side of Eq. (144) is of the order√
NM +N . For I = (0, 0, 0) we have

(VN)000,000(a
†
0)

3Xa30 . N−2‖X‖(a†0)3a30 ≤
(
‖∇f‖2 + ‖∇g‖2

)
N.

Similarly,

∑

k 6=0

(VN )001,001(a
†
0)

2a
†
kXaka

2
0 .M ≤ N

in the case I = (0, 0, 1). Regarding the case I = (0, 1, 1), let us first observe that we have
the upper bound

∑

jk,mn 6=0

(VN)0jk,0mna
†
0a

†
ka

†
jXamana0 ≤ CN

∑

k

|k|2a†k

(∑

j 6=0

a
†
0a

†
jXaja0

)
ak (145)

with the constant CN being defined as

CN := sup
m,n 6=0

{∑

j,k 6=0

|(VN)0jk,0mn|
|k|2

}
=

1

N2

{
sup
p,q 6=0

∑

t:p+t6=0

∣∣V
(
N− 1

2 t
)∣∣

|p+ t|2

}
.

Due to our regularity assumptions on V we have
∣∣V
(
N− 1

2 t
)∣∣ . 1

1+N−1|t|2 and therefore

CN . N−2
∑

t:p+t6=0

1

|p+ t|2(1 +N−1|t|2) . N−2

∫

R3

dx

|p+ x|2(1 +N−1|x|2)

≤ N−2

∫

R3

dx

|x|2(1 +N−1|x|2) = N−24π

∫ ∞

0

dr

1 +N−1r2
= 2π2N− 3

2 , (146)

where we have used the Hardy-Littlewood inequality in the first estimate of Eq. (146). Since

∑

j 6=0

a
†
0a

†
jXaja0 .MN

we obtain by Eq. (145)

〈
Ψ,

∑

jk,mn 6=0

(VN)0jk,0mna
†
0a

†
ka

†
jXamana0Ψ

〉
. N− 1

2M

〈
Ψ,
∑

k

|k|2a†kak Ψ
〉

≤ N− 1
2M 〈Ψ, HN Ψ〉 ≤ N− 1

2M (EN +N) . N
1
2M,
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where we have used the assumption δ ≤ N and the upper bound on EN derived in Theorem
4. The only distinguished case left is I = (1, 1, 1). We start its analysis by defining

Vα,β :=
1

4M2

∑

I,J∈{0,1}3:
#I=α,#J=β

∑

ijk,ℓmn

(πI1πI2πI3VNπ
J1πJ2πJ3)ijk,ℓmna

†
ka

†
ja

†
iXI,Jaℓaman,

which allows us to estimate, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

V3,3 ≤ HN−(V2,3+V3,2+V1,3+V3,1+V0,3+V3,0) ≤ HN+
1

2
V3,3+6 (V0,0+V1,1+V2,2) .

From the previous cases we know that

〈Ψ, (V0,0+V1,1+V2,2)Ψ〉 . N
1
2M +N,

〈Ψ, HNΨ〉 . N,

and therefore 〈Ψ,V3,3Ψ〉 . N
1
2M+N . Summarizing what we have so far yields the inequality

m 〈Φ, HNΦ〉+ (1−m) 〈Φ̃, HN Φ̃〉 ≤ EN + δ + C

(√
N

M
+

N

M2

)
.

Using 〈Φ̃, HNProbabilityandMathematicalPhysicsΦ̃〉 ≥ EN and the simple observation

that m ≥ 1− 2〈Ψ,NΨ〉
M

immediately yields Eq. (142), and using 〈Φ, HNΦ〉 ≥ EN we obtain for
a suitable constant C > 0

1−m ≤ C

〈Φ̃, HN Φ̃〉 − EN

(√
N

M
+

N

M2
+ δ

)
.

In order to derive Eq. (143), we note that N = f
(N
M

)
N f
(N
M

)
+ g
(N
M

)
N g
(N
M

)
and therefore

〈Ψ, EΨ〉 = m 〈Φ,NΦ〉+ (1−m) 〈Φ̃,N Φ̃〉 ≤ 〈Φ,NΦ〉+ (1−m)N.
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