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Abstract

Since BCS theory of superconductivity is non-linear, it is difficult to study superconduct-
ing properties analytically. There is a more tractable linear criterion which determines a
temperature Tl below which the system is superconducting. Here, we observe that there is a
similar linear criterion which gives a temperature Tu above which no superconductivity oc-
curs. We provide examples of translation invariant systems where Tu ą Tl as well as systems
where Tu “ Tl. Furthermore, we estimate Tu for half-spaces and show that it is exponentially
small in the weak coupling limit, exhibiting the same asymptotics as the critical temperature
for full space.

1 Introduction

Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) theory is a successful model for superconductivity. Recent
developments include the rigorous derivation of the Ginzburg-Landau equation from BCS theory
[2, 3, 6, 7], universality of the ratio of the energy gap and the critical temperature [13–15], and
the existence of boundary superconductivity [10,18,19]. While BCS theory is difficult to study
in general due to its non-linearity, there is a linear criterion to derive a temperature Tl below
which the system is superconducting [4,9]. This linear criterion was for instance applied to study
boundary superconductivity in [10,18,19]. It is expected that superconductivity can occur above
Tl in some systems [1,8,17]. In this paper we observe that there is a linear criterion, which gives
a temperature Tu ě Tl above which no superconductivity occurs. If the two temperatures
agree, Tc :“ Tu “ Tl is the unique critical temperature of the system which separates the
superconducting and normal phase.

We compare Tu and Tl for translation-invariant systems, where we restrict to SUp2q-invariant
states, but allow for nonzero total momentum. It has been known that if the minimizer of the
BCS functional has zero total momentum, i.e. is translation invariant, there is a unique critical
temperature Tc [12]. However, it is unclear whether the minimizer indeed is translation invariant.
There is an argument in [12] which shows translation invariance of the minimizer if the BCS
functional is minimized over a larger set of states, where the Cooper-pair wave function is not
required to by symmetric. We adapt this argument with the symmetry condition imposed to
find sufficient conditions for Tu and Tl to agree. However, we also show that there are translation
invariant systems where Tu ą Tl. In particular, we point out that it is an open question whether
there is a unique critical temperature in all translation-invariant BCS functionals restricted to
SUp2q-invariant states.

Furthermore, we study Tu on half-spaces and derive the first rigorous upper bounds on the
BCS critical temperatures for systems with boundary. We extend results from [10, 18] on the
relative difference of the critical temperatures on half- and full space in the weak and strong
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coupling limits. It turns out that even though superconductivity occurs at elevated temperatures
in the presence of a boundary [10,18], the effect vanishes in the weak-coupling limit. In particular,
on half-spaces superconductivity can only occur at temperatures exponentially small in the
coupling, like on full space.

In the following, we explain the two linear criteria in more detail. In Section 1.2 we present
and discuss our main results.

1.1 The two linear criteria

BCS theory is based on minimizing the BCS functional. If the minimizer has a non-trivial
pairing term α, the system is in a superconducting state. Given a system with shape Ω and
assuming SUp2q-invariance, the functional is defined on Hermitian states Γ of the following form

Γ “
ˆ
γ α

α 1 ´ γ

˙
, (1.1)

where γ and α are operators acting on L2pΩq and 0 ď Γ ď 1. The operator γ is self-adjoint,
while α is symmetric, i.e. the kernel satisfies αpx, yq “ αpy, xq. The BCS functional is given by

FpΓq “ Tr phγq ´ TSpΓq ´
ż

ΩˆΩ

V px´ yq|αpx, yq|2dxdy, (1.2)

where h is a one-particle Hamiltonian, T is the temperature, SpΓq “ ´Tr pΓ ln Γq is the entropy,
V is the effective interaction between the electrons, and αpx, yq is the integral kernel of α [12].
Compared to [12] the chemical potential has been absorbed into the one-particle Hamiltonian
and does not appear explicitly in the functional.

The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation is given by [5]

H∆ ` T ln

ˆ
Γ

1 ´ Γ

˙
“ 0 (1.3)

where

H∆ “
ˆ
h ∆

∆ ´h

˙
(1.4)

and ∆px, yq “ ´2V px ´ yqαpx, yq. There is always one solution of the Euler-Lagrange with
α “ 0, called the normal state. The corresponding γ is given by γ “ p1 ` expph{T qq´1. The
question is, whether the normal state minimizes the BCS functional. If the Hessian of the
functional at the normal state has negative spectrum, the normal state is not the minimizer and
therefore there is superconductivity. To express the Hessian, define the operator

LT “ hx ` hy

tanhphx{2T q ` tanhphy{2T q (1.5)

on L2pΩ ˆ Ωq through functional calculus [5]. Let V act on L2pΩ ˆ Ωq as multiplication with
V px ´ yq. If one computes the Hessian for variations of α, one finds that it equals LT ´ V

restricted to symmetric functions αpx, yq “ αpy, xq. If this operator has spectrum below zero,
there is superconductivity. One can define

Tl :“ inftT ą 0 : inf σspLT ´ V q ě 0u, (1.6)

where σ denotes the spectrum and the subscript s denotes that the domain is restricted to
symmetric functions. The system is in a superconducting state for T ă Tl.

We now observe that a similar linear criterion gives a temperature Tu such that the system
is in the normal state for T ą Tu. The idea of having a linear criterion for an upper bound on
the critical temperature has previously occurred in [8] for a translation invariant, spin polarized
system. We need the following two Lemmas, which are taken from [12, Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2].
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Lemma 1.1. Let Γ0 “ p1 ` eH0{T q´1 be the normal state. With the relative entropy

DpΓ||Γ1q :“ 1

2
Tr rΓpln Γ ´ ln Γ1q ` p1 ´ Γqplnp1 ´ Γq ´ lnp1 ´ Γ1qqs (1.7)

one can write

FpΓq ´ FpΓ0q “ TDpΓ||Γ0q ´
ż

ΩˆΩ

V px ´ yq|αpx, yq|2dxdy (1.8)

Lemma 1.2. With Γ0 “ p1 ` eH0{T q´1 we have

TDpΓ||Γ0q ě 1

2
Tr

«
H0

tanh H0

2T

pΓ ´ Γ0q2
ff

` 2

3
TTr rpΓp1 ´ Γq ´ Γ0p1 ´ Γ0qq2s (1.9)

Neglecting nonnegative terms, one can bound

TDpΓ||Γ0q ě 1

2
Tr

«
H0

tanh H0

2T

ˆ
αα 0
0 αα

˙ff
.

The expression on the right equals xα,DTαy, where

DT “ 1

2

hx

tanhphx{2T q ` 1

2

hy

tanhphy{2T q (1.10)

is defined in L2pΩ ˆ Ωq. Combining this with Lemma 1.1, gives

FpΓq ´ FpΓ0q ě xα, pDT ´ V qαy. (1.11)

In particular, if inf σspDT ´ V q ą 0, the system is in the normal state. Define Tu as

Tu :“ suptT ą 0 : inf σspDT ´ V q ď 0u. (1.12)

The system is in the normal state for temperatures above Tu.

1.2 Results

We now fix the one-particle Hamiltonian to be h “ ´∆´µ, where ∆ is the Laplace operator with
appropriate boundary conditions and µ P R is the chemical potential and consider dimensions
d P t1, 2, 3u. In the translation invariant case, we assume Ω to be R

d. The other domains Ω
we shall consider are half-spaces p0,8q ˆR

d´1 with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions.
For the interaction V we shall assume the following.

Assumption 1.3. Let d P t1, 2, 3u. Assume that

(i) V P LpdpRdq, where p1 “ 1, p2 ą 1, and p3 ě 3{2. For d “ 1, V may also be the difference
of two bounded, positive Borel measures.

(ii) V prq “ V p´rq

With these assumptions on V , DT ´ V and LT ´ V define self-adjoint operators via the
KLMN theorem, see e.g. [16, Section 11.3] and [20, Theorem 6.24]. Both inf σspLT ´ V q and
inf σspDT ´ V q are continuous in T , the proof is analogous to [18, Lemma 4.1]. Furthermore,
since LT ě DT ě 2T [18, Lemma 2.7], the temperatures Tl and Tu satisfy Tl ď Tu ă 8.
Since DT is strictly increasing in T , if Tu is positive, it is the unique temperature satisfying
inf σspDT ´ V q “ 0.
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1.2.1 Translation invariant systems

It has been shown in [9], that if one restricts the BCS functional to translation invariant states
αpx, yq “ αpx ´ yq, there is a unique critical temperature separating the normal from the
superconducting phase. Define the operator KT ´ V acting in L2pRdq, where

KT “ h

tanh h
2T

(1.13)

and with slight abuse of notation V here denotes the one-body operator acting as multiplication
with V prq. We shall see that the restriction of both operators LT ´ V and DT ´ V to such
states with zero total momentum give KT ´ V . Thus, the lower and upper bounds on the
critical temperature match in this case. Now, one may ask whether the minimizer of the BCS
functional is translation invariant. This question has been addressed in [12, Section F]. The
arguments presented there show that the BCS functional has a translation invariant minimizer
on an enlarged domain, where the symmetry condition αpx, yq “ αpy, xq is dropped. We follow
the arguments in [12, Section F] to derive sufficient conditions for Tl and Tu to agree when the
symmetry condition αpx, yq “ αpy, xq is imposed.

Note that since V prq “ V p´rq, the operator KT ´ V commutes with reflections ψprq ÞÑ
ψp´rq. Let σs{apKT ´ V q denote the spectrum of KT ´ V restricted to even/odd functions. In
momentum space, KT acts as multiplication by

KT ppq “ p2 ´ µ

tanh p2´µ
2T

(1.14)

which attains the minimal value 2T on the Fermi sphere p2 “ µ for µ ą 0.

Lemma 1.4. Let d P t1, 2, 3u and µ P R. Let Ω “ R
d and let V satisfy Assumption 1.3. If there

is a temperature Tc such that inf σapKTc ´ V q ě inf σspKTc ´ V q “ 0, then Tc “ Tu “ Tl.

Remark 1.5. The conditions in Lemma 1.4 are satisfied in several situations. For d “ 1, one
example is V “ λδ, where δ is the Delta-distribution and λ ą 0. Since δ vanishes on odd
functions, inf σapKT ´ λδq “ 2T ě inf σspKT ´ λδq for all T . Furthermore, if µ ą 0, for all
values λ ą 0 there is a unique Tc ą 0 such that σspKTc ´ λδq “ 0 [10].

There are more generic examples in d P t1, 2, 3u at weak enough coupling and µ ą 0. Consider
interactions λV with V P L1. Denote the Fourier transform by pV ppq “ p2πq´d{2 ş

Rd e
´ip¨rV prqdr.

The weak coupling properties are encoded in the operator Vµ : L2pSd´1q Ñ L2pSd´1q, with
integral kernel

Vµpp, qq “ 1

p2πqd{2
pV p?

µpp´ qqq. (1.15)

Let e
s{a
µ :“ supσs{aVµ. Note that for d “ 1 we have e

s{a
µ “ pV p0q˘ pV p2?

µq
p2πq1{2 , where s corresponds

to the ` and a to the ´ sign, respectively. If esµ ą 0, for all λ ą 0 there is a temperature
Tcpλq ą 0 such that inf σspKTcpλq ´ V q “ 0 [12, 14]. Furthermore, if esµ ą eaµ, then the ground
state of KTcpλq ´ λV is even at weak enough coupling. This follows from the asymptotics of
the corresponding Birman-Schwinger operators proved in [12, 14]. Therefore, the conditions
in Lemma 1.4 to have a unique critical temperature are satisfied at weak enough coupling if
esµ ą maxteaµ, 0u.

The condition esµ ą maxteaµ, 0u is satisfied in dimension one if pV p0q and pV p2?
µq are positive.

In dimensions two and three, the condition is satisfied for instance if V is a radial function with
pV ě 0 and V ı 0 [12].

While we have now seen cases where Tu “ Tl, the following Theorem provides an example

where Tu ą Tl. Let e
s
0

“ 2
pV p0q

p2πq1{2 .

4



Theorem 1.6. Let µ ą 0. Let V satisfy V prq “ V p´rq as well as p1 ` | ¨ |2qV P L1pRq and

esµ ą 0. Then for all λ ą 0 the temperatures Tlpλq and Tupλq are positive. As λ Ñ 0 the

asymptotics of Tlpλq and Tupλq are given by

Tlpλq “ µe´µ1{2{pλesµq`Op1q, (1.16)

Tupλq “ µe´µ1{2{pλmaxtesµ, 12es0uq`Op1q. (1.17)

In particular, if V̂ p0q ą 0 and V̂ p2?
µq ă 0, the ratio Tupλq{Tlpλq Ñ 8 in the limit λ Ñ 0.

This theorem shows, that with the existing methods it is not possible to determine whether
for general V there is a unique critical temperature for the BCS functional, even in a translation-
invariant setting. It is thus an open problem to clarify, whether there is a unique critical
temperature, and, if yes, where in the interval rTl, Tus it lies.

Remark 1.7. Considering a setting analogous to Theorem 1.6 in dimensions two and three, we
expect Tlpλq and Tupλq both to be given by

µe´µ1´d{2{pλesµq`Op1q (1.18)

for λ Ñ 0. In particular, finding suitable V where Tlpλq ă Tupλq for d P t2, 3u, would require a
more involved analysis going to higher orders of the expansion.

Let us explain the intuition behind (1.18). First, notice that this is the leading order asymp-
totics of the critical temperature defined using KT ´ V , computed in [12,14]. In dimension one,
for both Tl and Tu the term esµ originates in the singularity of the respective Birman-Schwinger

operator at total momentum zero. Additionally, for Tu the contribution 1

2
es0 stems from a singu-

larity of the Birman-Schwinger operator at total momentum
?
µ, as explained in Sections 3 and

4. In dimensions two and three, however, the Birman-Schwinger operator only has a singularity
at total momentum zero (see Section 5). This is why we only expect the contribution esµ from
total momentum zero to appear. Since at total momentum zero, LT ´V and DT ´V agree with
KT ´ V , we expect the asymptotics of Tl and Tu to agree to leading order with the asymptotics
derived in [12,14].

Remark 1.8. Consider µ ą 0 and an interaction λV in 1d with esµ ą 0 and λ ą 0. In order

for Tlpλq and Tupλq to agree at weak enough coupling, esµ ą eaµ or equivalently pV p2?
µq ą 0, is

a sufficient condition according to Remark 1.5. On the other hand, Theorem 1.6 implies that
esµ ě eaµ, or pV p2?

µq ě 0, is a necessary condition.

1.2.2 Half-spaces

Assume that the interaction λV is such that on Ω0 “ R
d at weak enough coupling there is a

unique critical temperature T 0
l pλq “ T 0

u pλq “ T 0
c pλq determined through inf σspKT 0

c pλq´λV q “ 0.
We introduce a Dirichlet or Neumann boundary cutting space in half and consider Ω1 “ p0,8qˆ
R
d´1 and the corresponding T 1

l pλq and T 1
u pλq. It was shown in [10, 18] that there are systems

where T 1
l pλq ą T 0

c pλq, i.e. where in the presence of a boundary, superconductivity persists at
higher temperatures. Furthermore, it was shown that the relative difference of T 1

l pλq and T 0
c pλq

vanishes in the weak coupling limit. Here we extend these results and show that the relative
difference of T 1

u pλq and T 0
c pλq vanishes in the weak coupling limit. This bounds the temperature

range at which boundary superconductivity can occur.

Theorem 1.9. Let µ ą 0 and d P t1, 2, 3u. Let V satisfy Assumption 1.3, V ě 0, p1 ` | ¨ |2qV P
L1pRq for d “ 1 and V P L1pRdq for d P t2, 3u, and esµ ą maxt0, eaµu. Then

lim
λÑ0

T 1
u pλq ´ T 0

c pλq
T 0
c pλq “ 0 (1.19)
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This implies that asymptotically T 1
u pλq “ T 0

c pλqp1 ` op1qq. For the latter, the asymptotics
were computed in [12,14], which to leading order read

T 1
u pλq “ T 0

c pλqp1 ` op1qq “ µ exp

˜
´µ1´d{2

λesµ
`Op1q

¸
.

In particular, also on half-spaces superconductivity only occurs at temperatures exponentially
small as λ Ñ 0.

Remark 1.10. We believe that the assumption V ě 0 in Theorem 1.9 is not necessary for the
result to hold. However, it is required by our proof method.

In the last result we consider the strong coupling limit. Recall from Remark 1.5 that for
the system on R with interaction V “ λδ, for all λ ą 0 there is a unique critical temperature
T 0
c pλq “ T 0

l pλq “ T 0
u pλq. In [10] it was shown that for Dirichlet boundary conditions on the

half-line, the temperature T 1
l pλq satisfies

lim
λÑ8

T 1
l pλq ´ T 0

c pλq
T 0
c pλq “ 0. (1.20)

Here we improve this result and show that the relative difference of T 1
u pλq and T 0

c pλq vanishes
in the strong coupling limit.

Theorem 1.11. Let µ ą 0, d “ 1 and let the interaction be V “ λδ for λ ą 0. Assume Dirichlet

boundary conditions on p0,8q. In the strong coupling limit

lim
λÑ8

T 1
u pλq ´ T 0

c pλq
T 0
c pλq “ 0. (1.21)

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we compare the operators
LT ,DT and KT and prove Lemma 1.4. In Section 3 we analyze the weak coupling asymptotics
of the Birman-Schwinger operators corresponding to DT ´λV and LT ´λV . These asymptotics
are then used to prove Theorems 1.6 and 1.9 in Sections 4 and 5, respectively. The proof of
Theorem 1.11 is discussed in Section 6.

2 Relation of LT and DT to KT

Assume that Ω “ R
d in this section. We claimed in the introduction that LT ´ V and DT ´ V

restricted to zero total momentum agree with KT ´ V . The operator KT acts as multiplication
with

KT ppq “ p2 ´ µ

tanh
´
p2´µ
2T

¯

in momentum space. Let U be the unitary operator on L2pRd ˆ R
dq switching to relative and

center of mass coordinates r “ x´ y, z “ x ` y,

Uψpr, zq “ 1

2d{2ψppr ` zq{2, pz ´ rq{2q. (2.1)

The operator UpDT ´ V qU : acts as

UpDT ´ V qU :ψpr, zq “
ż

R4d

eip¨pr´r1q`iq¨pz´z1q

p2πq2d NT pp, qq´1ψpr1, z1qdr1dz1dpdq ´ V prqψpr, zq,
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where

NT pp, qq “ 2

¨
˝ pp` qq2 ´ µ

tanh
´

pp`qq2´µ
2T

¯ ` pp´ qq2 ´ µ

tanh
´

pp´qq2´µ
2T

¯

˛
‚

´1

. (2.2)

Similarly, for UpLT ´ V qU : replace NT by BT in the equation above, where BT is defined as

BT pp, qq “ 1

2

tanh
´

pp`qq2´µ
2T

¯
` tanh

´
pp´qq2´µ

2T

¯

p2 ` q2 ´ µ
. (2.3)

Note that BT pp, qq ď NT pp, qq and thus LT ě DT , see [18, Lemma 2.7]. Both operators UpDT ´
V qU : and UpLT ´ V qU : are translation invariant in z-direction and we can restrict them to
a fixed total momentum q. Since NT pp, 0q´1 “ BT pp, 0q´1 “ KT ppq, indeed KT ´ V is the
restriction of LT ´ V and DT ´ V to zero total momentum.

2.1 Proof of Lemma 1.4

We are now ready to prove Lemma 1.4. The proof is an adaptation of the arguments in [12,
Section F] and [18, Lemma 2.4].

Proof of Lemma 1.4. We want to argue that inf σspLTc ´ V q “ inf σspDTc ´ V q “ 0. For any
α P H1pRd ˆR

dq with αpx, yq “ αpy, xq, let α̃pr, yq :“ αpr` y, yq. Since α is symmetric, we may
write

xα, pDT ´ V qαy “
ż

Rd

xαp¨, yq,KTαp¨, yqydy ´
ż

R2d

V px ´ yq|αpx, yq|2dxdy (2.4)

Using the translation invariance of KT in the first term and substituting r “ x´y in the second
term, we obtain

xα, pDT ´ V qαy “
ż

Rd

xα̃p¨, yq, pKT ´ V qα̃p¨, yqydy (2.5)

Note that α̃ is not symmetric. Therefore, inf σspDT ´V q ě inf σpKT ´V q without the restriction
to symmetric states. At the same time, inf σspKT ´ V q ě inf σspLT ´ V q since KT ´ V equals
the restriction of LT ´ V to zero total momentum. In total, we have the chain of inequalities

inf σspKT ´ V q ě inf σspLT ´ V q ě inf σspDT ´ V q ě inf σpKT ´ V q.

By assumption, at temperature Tc the left and the right hand side equal zero, thus all of the
terms equal zero. Due to strict monotonicity of DT in T , Tu “ Tc. Furthermore, Tl “ Tc
provided that for T ă Tc we have inf σspLT ´ V q ă 0. This follows from strict monotonicity of
KT in T .

3 Weak coupling asymptotics

In this section we introduce the notation needed to study the weak coupling asymptotics. Fur-
thermore, we prove some results in dimension one, which will be useful for proving both Theo-
rem 1.6 and 1.9.

To study the weak coupling asymptotics, we apply the Birman-Schwinger principle, similarly
to [12,14,18]. Recall the definitions of U , NT , and BT from (2.1), (2.2), and (2.3), respectively.
For q P R

d we shall denote by NT p¨, qq, BT p¨, qq the operators acting on L2pRdq through multi-
plication by NT pp, qq, BT pp, qq in momentum space. Consider the operators

V 1{2NT p¨, qq|V |1{2 and V 1{2BT p¨, qq|V |1{2 (3.1)

7



on L2pRdq, where V 1{2prq “ sgnpV prqq|V prq|1{2. They are precisely the Birman-Schwinger
operators corresponding to UpDT ´λV qU : and UpLT ´λV qU : at total momentum q, respectively.
With the convention that sgnp0q “ 0, the spectra of the Birman-Schwinger operators satisfy

sgn inf σpDT ´ λV q “ ´sgn sup
q

supσpV 1{2NT p¨, qq|V |1{2 ´ λ´1
Iq, (3.2)

where I denotes the identity operator. Similarly for LT and BT . We can also restrict to
symmetric states on both sides.

Since the Birman-Schwinger operators are bounded for T away from zero, the temperatures
Tu and Tl must go to zero in the weak coupling limit. Therefore, we need to understand the be-
havior of the Birman-Schwinger operators at low temperatures. For the operators V 1{2K´1

T |V |1{2

and V 1{2BT p¨, qq|V |1{2 the low temperature asymptotics are discussed in [12,14] and [18, Proof
of Lemma 6.3], respectively. In both cases, the Birman-Schwinger operators have a singular
part, which grows logarithmically in T . The singular part is supported on the Fermi sphere
p2 “ µ. Additionally, for V 1{2BT p¨, qq|V |1{2 to diverge, the total momentum q must vanish with
T .

In this paper, we consider the low temperature asymptotics of V 1{2NT p¨, qq|V |1{2. We find
that in dimensions 2, 3, the operator behaves similarly to V 1{2BT p¨, qq|V |1{2, see Section 5. In
dimension 1 however, there is an additional divergent contribution from relative momentum
p “ 0 and total momentum q “ µ. We shall make this statement precise in the following.

Let Fµ : L1pRq Ñ L2pt´1, 1uq be given by Fµψppq “ p2πq´1{2 ş
R
e´ip

?
µxψpxqdx and let

F0 : L
1pRq Ñ C denote F0ψ “ p2πq´1{2 ş

R
ψpxqdx. Define the functions

mT pqq :“
ż ?

3µ

0

BT pp, qqdp and nT pqq :“
ż ?

3µ

0

NT pp, qqdp. (3.3)

Note that mT pqq ď nT pqq. Define the families of operators QT pqq,WT pqq : L1pRq Ñ L8pRq for
q P R through

QT pqq “ mT pqqF:
µFµχmaxtT {µ,|q|{?

µuă1{2 (3.4)

and

WT pqq “ nT pqq
´
F:
µFµχmaxtT {µ,|q|{?

µuă1{2 ` 2F:
0
F0χmaxtT {µ,||q|´?

µ|{?
µuă1{2

¯
, (3.5)

where χ denotes the characteristic function. The operators QT pqq are nonzero when q is smaller
than

?
µ{2, and they equal F:

µFµ up to a factor. The operators WT pqq have an additional term

F:
0
F0 when q is close to the Fermi sphere. The following Lemma states, that the operators

QT pqq and WT pqq capture the divergence of BT p¨, qq and NT p¨, qq, respectively.

Lemma 3.1. Let µ ą 0. Let V satisfy p1 ` | ¨ |2qV P L1pRq, V prq “ V p´rq. Then

sup
Tą0

sup
qPR

‖V 1{2BT p¨, qq|V |1{2 ´ V 1{2QT pqq|V |1{2‖ ă 8 (3.6)

and

sup
Tą0

sup
qPR

‖V 1{2NT p¨, qq|V |1{2 ´ V 1{2WT pqq|V |1{2‖ ă 8. (3.7)

For the operator BT an analogous result in dimensions 2 and 3 has been proven in [18, Proof
of Lemma 6.3]. The asymptotics of QT pqq andWT pqq are determined by the behaviour of mT pqq
and nT pqq. The following Lemma states that mT pqq diverges logarithmically for q “ 0, whereas
nT pqq diverges for |q| P t0,?µu.
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Lemma 3.2. Let µ ą 0. Then there is a constant C independent of T and q, such that

mT pqq ď µ´1{2 ln

ˆ
1

T {µ` |q|{?
µ

˙
χmaxtT {µ,|q|{?

µuď1{2 ` C (3.8)

and

nT pqq ď µ´1{2 ln

ˆ
1

T {µ` |q|{?
µ

˙
χmaxtT {µ,|q|{?

µuď1{2

` µ´1{2

2
ln

ˆ
1

T {µ` ||q| ´ ?
µ|{?

µ

˙
χmaxtT {µ,||q|´?

µ|{?
µuď1{2 ` C. (3.9)

Furthermore, the following lower bounds hold as T Ñ 0:

mT p0q “ nT p0q ě µ´1{2 lnpµ{T q `Op1q and nT p?
µq ě 1

2
µ´1{2 lnpµ{T q `Op1q.

In the proofs, we will frequently apply the following bounds. Using that NT is monotone
decreasing in T , observe that

NT pp, qq ď 2

|pp´ qq2 ´ µ| ` |pp ` qq2 ´ µ| “:Mpp, qq (3.10)

Furthermore, the triangle inequality implies

Mpp, qq ď 1

|p2 ` q2 ´ µ| (3.11)

Together with the bound NT pp, qq ď 1{2T it follows that for all ǫ ą 0 and µ there is a constant
Cpµ, ǫq ą 0 such that for all T, p, q

NT pp, qq ď χp2`q2ăµ`ǫ

2T
` Cpµ, ǫq

1 ` p2 ` q2
χp2`q2ěµ`ǫ. (3.12)

3.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We start by proving (3.7), i.e. that the divergence of NT is captured by
WT . Consider the case that T ě µ{2 or |q| ě 3

2

?
µ. Then WT pqq “ 0. The Schwarz inequality

implies that for ψ P L2pRq we have ‖{V 1{2ψ‖8 ď p2πq´1{2‖V 1{2ψ‖1 ď p2πq´1{2‖V ‖
1{2
1

‖ψ‖2.
Therefore,

‖V 1{2NT p¨, qq|V |1{2‖ ď p2πq´1‖V ‖1

ż

R

NT pp, qqdp. (3.13)

The right hand side is bounded uniformly in T and q since by (3.12), there is a constant C such
that NT pp, qq ď C{p1 ` p2q for all T ě µ{2 or |q| ě 3

2

?
µ.

For the approximation of NT it remains to consider the case T ă µ{2 and |q| ă 3

2

?
µ. We

prove the following Lemma below.

Lemma 3.3. Let µ ą 0 and M as in (3.10). Then,

sup
|q|ď?

µ{2

ż ?
3µ

´?
3µ

Mpp, qq||p| ´ ?
µ|dp ă 8 (3.14)

and

sup
|q´?

µ|ď?
µ{2

ż ?
3µ

´?
3µ

Mpp, qq|p|dp ă 8 (3.15)
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Let XT :“ NT p¨, qq ´WT pqq. For T ă µ{2 and |q| ă 3

2

?
µ, the integral kernel of XT is given

by

XT px, yq “ 1

2π

ż ?
3µ

´?
3µ

NT pp, qq
”
peippx´yq´ei

?
µ

p

|p|
px´yqqχ|q|ă 1

2

?
µ`peippx´yq´1qχ||q|´?

µ|ă 1

2

?
µ

ı
dp

` 1

2π

ż

|p|ą?
3µ

NT pp, qqeippx´yqdp (3.16)

The second integral is uniformly bounded in T and q according to (3.12). Using |eipx ´ eiqx| ď
|x||p´ q| and then Lemma 3.3, we bound the first term by

|x´ y|
2π

ż ?
3µ

´?
3µ

Mpp, qq
”
||p| ´ ?

µ|χ|q|ă 1

2

?
µ ` |p|χ||q|´?

µ|ă 1

2

?
µ

ı
dp ă C|x´ y|

for some constant C independent of x, y. In particular, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ‖V 1{2XT |V |1{2‖2
HS

ď
C

ş
R2 |V pxq|p1 ` |x´ y|q2|V pyq|dxdy. The latter is finite since we assume that V, | ¨ |2V P L1.

In total, we have proved the approximation for V 1{2NT |V |1{2 stated in (3.7). To prove (3.6),
the approximation for V 1{2BT |V |1{2, we proceed similarly. We start with the case T ě µ{2 or
|q| ě ?

µ{2. Analogously to (3.13) we have

‖V 1{2BT p¨, qq|V |1{2‖ ď p2πq´1‖V ‖1

ż

R

BT pp, qqdp.

For T ě µ{2 or |q| ě 3

2

?
µ boundedness follows from (3.12), as for NT . In contrast to NT , the

integral of BT is also bounded for
?
µ{2 ď |q| ď 3

2

?
µ, i.e.

sup
Tą0,|q|ě?

µ{2

ż

R

BT pp, qqdp ă 8,

which was shown in the proof of [10, Lemma 4.4].
For the case T ă µ{2 and q ă ?

µ{2, we define XT “ BT p¨, qq ´ QT pqq. The integral kernel
is

XT px, yq “ 1

2π

ż ?
3µ

´?
3µ

BT pp, qqpeippx´yq ´ e
i
?
µ

p

|p|
px´yqqdp` 1

2π

ż

|p|ą?
3µ

BT pp, qqeippx´yqdp (3.17)

Again, the second integral is uniformly bounded in T and q by (3.12), while it again follows
from Lemma 3.3 that the first is bounded by C|x ´ y| for a constant C independent of T and
q. With the same argument as before, one concludes that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of XT is
bounded uniformly in T and q.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. The intuition is that M diverges linearly at p “ 0 or p “ ?
µ if q “ ?

µ or
q “ 0, respectively. We need to show that the additional factor of ||p| ´ ?

µ| or |p| is sufficient
to cancel the divergence of the integral uniformly in q. For fixed q, we will distinguish cases
depending on the signs of pp´ qq2 ´ µ and pp` qq2 ´ µ.

We start by proving (3.14). Since M is an even function in both p and q, it suffices to
consider p, q ě 0. We split the following integral into three parts

ż ?
3µ

0

Mpp, qq||p| ´ ?
µ|dp “

ż ?
µ´q

0

?
µ´ p

µ´ p2 ´ q2
dp`

ż ?
µ`q

?
µ´q

|p´ ?
µ|

2pq
dp

`
ż ?

3µ

?
µ`q

p´ ?
µ

p2 ` q2 ´ µ
dp, (3.18)
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where in the first part both pp ´ qq2 ´ µ and pp ` qq2 ´ µ are negative, in the second part
pp` qq2 ´µ becomes positive and in the third part both are positive. The last term is bounded
by ż ?

3µ

?
µ

p´ ?
µ

p2 ´ µ
dp ă 8.

For the middle term, we use that pp ´ ?
µq{p ď 1 due to the constraints

?
µ

2
ď ?

µ ´ q ď p ď
?
µ` q ď 3

?
µ

2
. The factor 1{2q cancels with the size of the integration domain and the integral

is thus bounded by 1. For the first term we carry out the integration and obtain

ż ?
µ´q

0

?
µ´ p

µ´ p2 ´ q2
dp “

?
µ

2

lnp?
µ`

a
µ´ q2qa

µ´ q2
`

´1

2
´

?
µ

2
a
µ´ q2

¯
lnpqq ´ 1

2
ln

ˆ?
µ` q

2

˙

Clearly, the first and the last summand are bounded uniformly for 0 ď q ď
?
µ

2
. We need to

check that the middle term is bounded as q Ñ 0, but this follows from

1 ´
?
µa

µ´ q2
“ ´q2a

µ´ q2p
a
µ´ q2 ` ?

µq
.

This completes the proof of (3.14).
Now we shall prove (3.15). Again since M is even, it suffices to consider p ě 0 and we split

ż ?
3µ

0

Mpp, qqpdp “
ż |?µ´q|

0

p

|µ´ p2 ´ q2|dp`
ż ?

µ`q

|?µ´q|

1

2q
dp`

ż ?
3µ

?
µ`q

p

p2 ` q2 ´ µ
dp. (3.19)

The first term equals 1

2

ˇ̌
ˇ ln

´?
µ`q

2q

¯ˇ̌
ˇ. The second term is bounded above by 1. The third term

equals 1

2
ln

´
2µ`q2

2qp?
µ`qq

¯
. Hence, all of them are uniformly bounded for

?
µ{2 ď q ď 3

?
µ{2.

3.2 Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof of Lemma 3.2. For T Ñ 0, the function NT converges pointwise to M . For q P t0,?µu,
the integral

ş
Mpp, qqdp diverges. Hence, nT will diverge for T small and q close to zero or?

µ. For mT , there is no divergence at q “ ?
µ, since BT converges to zero instead of M when

pp` qq2 ´ µ and pp ´ qq2 ´ µ have opposite signs [10].
To compute the upper bound on nT , the main idea is to find the origin of the divergence.

Everywhere else the integral of NT can be bounded uniformly in T and q. For the diverging
parts we bound the function NT above by a function for which the integral can be computed
explicitly.

For the lower bounds, the idea is to reduce them to similar lower bounds which are already
known [10,11].

Upper bound. We shall first prove the upper bound on nT pqq. Since nT p´qq “ nT pqq it
suffices to consider q ą 0. We will use the bound NT pp, qq ď mint1{2T,Mpp, qqu and Mpp, qq ď
1{|p2 ` q2 ´ µ|. It follows that for T ě µ{2 or q ě 3

?
µ{2, the function NT pp, qq is bounded

above by 1{µ. Thus nT pqq ď C1 for a constant C1 and it suffices to restrict to T ď µ{2 and
q ď 3

?
µ{2 from now on.

For
?
µ{2 ď q ď 3

?
µ{2, we estimate as follows

nT pqq ď
ż |q´?

µ|

0

Mpp, qqdp `
ż |q´?

µ|`T {?
µ

|q´?
µ|

1

2T
dp`

ż ?
µ

|q´?
µ|`T {?

µ

Mpp, qqdp`
ż ?

3µ

?
µ

Mpp, qqdp

(3.20)
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The second term is clearly bounded by a constant independent of T and q. The same is true
for the last term, since there p2 ` q2 ě µ ` µ{4, and thus Mpp, qq ď 4{µ. For the first term,
carrying out the integration gives

1?
µ´q2

artanh
´

p?
µ´qq1{2

p?
µ`qq1{2

¯
if

?
µ{2 ď q ă ?

µ,

0 if |q| “ ?
µ,

1?
q2´µ

arctan
´

pq´?
µq1{2

p?
µ`qq1{2

¯
if

?
µ ă q ď 3

?
µ{2.

This is bounded by

1?
µ`q

sup
0ăxď1{

?
3
x´1 artanhx if

?
µ{2 ď q ă ?

µ,
1?
µ`q

supxą0 x
´1 arctan x if

?
µ ă q ď 3

?
µ{2.

Both of the suprema give finite values. Therefore, the first term in (3.20) is bounded by a
constant independent of T, q. The third term in (3.20) equals

ż ?
µ

|q´?
µ|`T {?

µ

1

2pq
dp “ 1

2q
ln

ˆ ?
µ

|q ´ ?
µ| ` T {?

µ

˙

For |q ´ ?
µ|, T {?

µ ď ?
µ{2 observe that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

1

2
?
µ

´ 1

2q

˙
ln

ˆ ?
µ

|q ´ ?
µ| ` T {?

µ

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď |q ´ ?

µ|
2q

?
µ

ln

ˆ ?
µ

|q ´ ?
µ|

˙
ď 1?

µ
sup
xě2

lnx

x
ă 8. (3.21)

Therefore, (3.20) is bounded above by 1

2
?
µ
ln

´ ?
µ

|q´?
µ|`T {?

µ

¯
` C2 for some C2 ă 8.

It remains to consider 0 ď q ă ?
µ{2. Similarly to the previous case, we bound

nT pqq ď
ż ?

µ´q´T {?
µ

0

Mpp, qqdp`
ż ?

µ`q

?
µ´q

Mpp, qqdp`
ż ?

3µ

?
µ`q`T {?

µ

Mpp, qqdp` C (3.22)

for some C ă 8, where C comes from the intervals of order T where we apply the bound
NT pp, qq ď 1{2T . The first term equals

ż ?
µ´q´T {?

µ

0

1

µ´ p2 ´ q2
dp “ 1

2
a
µ´ q2

ln

˜
1 ` 2

?
µ´ q ´ T {?

µa
µ´ q2 ´ ?

µ` q ` T {?
µ

¸
(3.23)

Observe that
a
µ´ q2 ´ ?

µ ě ´q2{?
µ, which for q ď ?

µ{2 is bounded below by ´q{2. Due
to the constraints q{?

µ, T {µ ď 1{2, we have 1 ď 1

q{?
µ`T {µ . Combining these bounds, the

expression in (3.23) is bounded above by

1

2
a
µ´ q2

ln

ˆ
5

q{?
µ` T {µ

˙
ď 1

2
?
µ
ln

ˆ
5

q{?
µ` T {µ

˙
` C

for some finite constant C independent of q and T , which follows from an estimate analogous to
(3.21). The second term in (3.22) equals 0 for q “ 0 and for q ą 0

ż ?
µ`q

?
µ´q

1

2pq
dp “ 1

2q
ln

ˆ
1 ` 2q?

µ´ q

˙
ď 1?

µ´ q
sup
xą0

x´1 lnp1 ` xq.

For 0 ď q ď ?
µ{2 this is bounded by a finite constant independent of q. The third term in

(3.22) equals

ż ?
3µ

?
µ`q`T {?

µ

1

p2 ` q2 ´ µ
dp ď

ż ?
3µ

?
µ`q`T {?

µ

1

2
?
µpp´ ?

µqdp “ 1

2
?
µ
ln

ˆ ?
3 ´ 1

q{?
µ` T {µ

˙
.
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Therefore, the expression in (3.22) is bounded by

1?
µ
ln

ˆ
1

q{?
µ` T {µ

˙
` C3

for some finite constant C3. Collecting all the bounds for nT pqq, we obtain (3.9) with C “
maxtC1, C2, C3u.

For the upper bound on mT pqq, since mT pqq ď nT pqq we apply the bound (3.9) on nT pqq de-
rived above for |q| ď ?

µ{2. For |q| ě ?
µ{2, it was shown in [10, Lemma 4.4] that supTą0,|q|ě?

µ{2mT pqq “
supTą0,|q|ě?

µ{2
ş
R
BT pp, qqdp ă 8. Hence, the upper bound (3.8) follows.

Lower bounds. The desired lower bound for

mT p0q “ nT p0q “
ż ?

3µ

0

tanhppp2 ´ µq{2T
p2 ´ µ

dp

follows from [10, Lemma 3.5]. To prove the lower bound for nT p?
µq, we first observe that if

|x| ě |y|, then due to monotonicity of x{ tanhpxq

2
x

tanhpxq ` y
tanhpyq

ě tanhpxq
x

.

This implies that

nT p?
µq ě

ż ?
µ{2

0

tanh
´
pp2?

µ`pq
2T

¯

pp2?
µ` pq dp “

ż
5µ{4

0

t´1 tanh
´ t

2T

¯ 1

2
?
µ` t

dt,

where we substituted t “ pp2?
µ` pq. We can rewrite the latter as

1

2
?
µ

ż
5µ{4

0

t´1 tanh
´ t

2T

¯
dt´ 1

2

ż
5µ{4

0

tanh
´

t
2T

¯

?
µ` t

?
µp?

µ` t` ?
µqdt

The second term is bounded as T Ñ 0 and the first term asymptotically equals 1

2
?
µ
lnµ{T`Op1q

as was shown in [11, Lemma 1]. In total, we have nT p?
µq ě 1

2
?
µ
lnµ{T `Op1q.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.6

Proof of Theorem 1.6. The goal is to compute the weak coupling asymptotics of Tl and Tu in
dimension one. Recall the operators Fµ and F0 defined above (3.3). For x P t0, µu, the operator
V 1{2F:

xFx|V |1{2 has the same spectrum as FxV F:
x up to zero. For x “ 0, the spectrum is just

the number 1

2
es
0

“ p2πq´1{2 pV p0q. The operator FµV F:
µ is precisely Vµ defined in (1.15). In

particular, supσspFµV F:
µq “ esµ “ pV p0q` pV p2?

µq
p2πq1{2 . By assumption, we have esµ ą 0. In total, we

observed that supσspV 1{2F:
µFµ|V |1{2q “ esµ ą 0 and supσspV 1{2F:

0
F0|V |1{2q “ 1

2
es
0
.

Combining Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, we obtain that for T Ñ 0

sup
q

supσspV 1{2NT p¨, qq|V |1{2q “ sup
q

supσspV 1{2WT pqq|V |1{2q `Op1q

“ µ´1{2 lnpµ{T qmax

"
esµ,

1

2
es0

*
`Op1q (4.1)

and similarly
sup
q

supσspV 1{2BT p¨, qq|V |1{2q “ µ´1{2 lnpµ{T qesµ `Op1q.
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According to the Birman-Schwinger principle (3.2), inf σspDTupλq ´ λV q “ 0 is equivalent to

supq supσspV 1{2NTupλqp¨, qq|V |1{2q “ λ´1. In particular, for all λ ą 0 the temperature Tupλq is
positive. At weak coupling we obtain the asymptotics

Tupλq “ µe´µ1{2{pλmaxtesµ, 12 es0uq`Op1q

as λ Ñ 0. Analogously, we obtain for λ Ñ 0

Tlpλq “ µe´µ1{2{pλesµq`Op1q.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.9

The goal is to prove

lim
λÑ0

T 1
u pλq ´ T 0

c pλq
T 0
c pλq “ 0.

In [18] a similar statement was proved for T 1
l instead of T 1

u , i.e.

lim
λÑ0

T 1
l pλq ´ T 0

c pλq
T 0
c pλq “ 0.

For a large part of the proof, one can follow the same strategy and just replace Tl by Tu and BT

by NT . Therefore, instead of repeating the whole proof, we only mention which changes need
to be made to [18, Section 6]. Recall that V ě 0 by assumption. This assumption is necessary
for the proof strategy in [18] to work. The function

ET pqq “ sup
qPRd

‖V 1{2NT p¨, qqV 1{2‖s ´ ‖V 1{2NT p¨, qqV 1{2‖s (5.1)

plays an important role. Here, ‖¨‖s denotes the operator norm on the space of even L2-functions.
The argument in [18] is based on the observation that ET pqq ě 0 as well as three key Lemmas, [18,
Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.2, Lemma 6.3].

The proofs of [18, Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.2] rely on the bound BT ď M only, where M was
defined in (3.10). Since the function NT is also bounded above by M , the proofs go through
just replacing BT by NT .

For [18, Lemma 6.3], however, while the statement is still true after replacing BT with NT ,
some non-trivial changes need to be made to the proof. The following Lemma is left to prove.

Lemma 5.1. Let µ ą 0, d P t1, 2, 3u. Let V ě 0 satisfy Assumptions 1.3, p1 ` | ¨ |2qV P L1pRq
for d “ 1, V P L1pRdq for d P t2, 3u, and esµ ą maxt0, eaµu. Let 0 ă ǫ ă ?

µ. There are constants

c1, c2, T1 ą 0 such that for 0 ă T ă T1 and |q| ą ǫ we have ET pqq ą c1| lnpc2{T q|.

Proof. First we need to understand the asymptotics of supqPR‖V
1{2NT p¨, qqV 1{2‖s for T Ñ 0.

We shall argue that at small enough temperatures, the supremum is attained at q “ 0. Recall the
assumption esµ ą maxt0, eaµu. According to Remark 1.5, there is a λ0 such that for 0 ă λ ď λ0 it
holds that T 0

c pλq “ T 0
u pλq and the ground state of KT 0

c pλq ´ λV is even. Let T0 “ T 0
c pλ0q. Due

to the monotonicity of NT in T , for all T ă T0 there is a λ ă λ0 such that T “ T 0
c pλq “ T 0

u pλq.
The Birman-Schwinger principle for DT ´ λV and KT ´ λV implies that

sup
q
‖V 1{2NT p¨, qqV 1{2‖s “ 1

λ
“ ‖V 1{2NT p¨, 0qV 1{2‖s.
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|p̃|

p1|q|´|q|

?
µ

A3 A3A2A2

Figure 1: Two circles of radius
?
µ, centered at p´|q|, 0q and p|q|, 0q. Assume that the coordinate

system is chosen such that q “ p|q|, 0, 0q and write the vector p “ pp1, p̃q. The points in A2 lie
in one of the circles, but not in the other. Thus A2 is the shaded area. The points in A3 either
lie in both circles or outside both of them, i.e. the white area. The sketch is adapted from [18].

Hence, the supremum is attained at momentum q “ 0 for T ă T0. For q “ 0 it was computed
in [12,14] that for T Ñ 0

‖V 1{2NT p¨, 0qV 1{2‖s “ esµµ
d{2´1 ln

´µ
T

¯
`Op1q.

We need to show for |q| ą ǫ that the second term in Epqq, ‖V 1{2NT p¨, qqV 1{2‖s grows more
slowly.

Dimension one: In dimension one, apart from the singularity at total momentum zero,
there is another singularity at |q| “ ?

µ. We need to check that the divergence at the latter
singularity is slower than at q “ 0. Combining Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, if |q| ą ǫ we obtain that

sup
Tą0

sup
|q|ąǫ

‖V 1{2NT p¨, qqV 1{2‖s ď 1

2
es0µ

´1{2 lnpµ{T q `Op1q,

where es
0

“ 2p2πq´1{2 pV p0q ą 0 since V ě 0. The assumption esµ ą eaµ implies pV p2?
µq ą 0, and

thus esµ ą 1

2
es0 and the claim follows.

Dimensions two and three: We show that in dimensions two and three there is no
divergence away from zero total momentum, i.e. supTą0 sup|q|ąǫ‖V

1{2NT p¨, qqV 1{2‖ ă 8. This

follows if we prove that sup|q|ąǫ‖V
1{2Mp¨, qqV 1{2‖ ă 8, where M was defined in (3.10).

We define the sets A1 “ tp P R
d|p2 ą 3µu, A2 “ tp P R

d|p2 ă 3µ, ppp´qq2´µqppp`qq2´µq ă
0u, and A3 “ tp P R

d|p2 ă 3µ, ppp´ qq2 ´µqppp` qq2 ´µq ą 0u. The sets A2 and A3 are sketched
in Figure 1. Let χAj

denote the corresponding characteristic functions. To bound the norm of

V 1{2Mp¨, qqV 1{2, we split the operator into the sum of the three operators V 1{2Mp¨, qqχAj
p¨qV 1{2

for 1 ď j ď 3 and bound each of the norms.
Recall that Mp¨, qqχA1

ppq ď C{p1 ` p2q according to (3.12). It follows from the Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality that ‖V 1{2 1

1´∆
V 1{2‖ ă 8, where ∆ is the Laplacian [12, 14, 16].

Therefore,
sup
|q|ąǫ

‖V 1{2Mp¨, qqχA1
p¨qV 1{2‖ ă 8.

To bound
sup
|q|ąǫ

‖V 1{2Mp¨, qqχA2
p¨qV 1{2‖,
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one uses the Schwarz inequality to obtain

sup
|q|ąǫ

‖V 1{2Mp¨, qqχA2
p¨qV 1{2‖ ď ‖V ‖1 sup

|q|ąǫ

ż

Rd

Mpp, qqχA2
ppqdp. (5.2)

To bound the latter, first notice that we may assume q “ p|q|, 0q without loss of generality by
rotating the coordinate system of p and q. Observe that

Mpp, p|q|, 0qqχA2
ppq “ 1

2|p1||q| .

It is evident from Figure 1 that in the domain A2, we have maxt0, |q| ´ ?
µu ď |p1| ď ?

µ` |q|
and

|p̃| P p
a

maxt0, µ ´ p|p1| ` |q|q2u,
a
µ´ p|p1| ´ |q|q2q.

We first carry out the integration over the angular part of p̃. In d “ 3, the angular part gives
a contribution 2π|p̃| ď 2π

?
µ “: c3, in d “ 2 we get a factor c2 “ 2. Integrating now over the

radial part of p̃ and using the symmetry in p1 Ñ ´p1, gives
ż

Rd

Mpp, p|q|, 0qqχA2
ppqdp ď cd

|q|

ż ?
µ`|q|

maxt0,|q|´?
µu

1

p1

´a
µ´ pp1 ´ |q|q2´

a
maxt0, µ ´ pp1 ` |q|q2uq

¯
dp1.

(5.3)
Let us distinguish the cases q ě ?

µ and q ď ?
µ. For q ě ?

µ the right hand side of (5.3)
reduces to

cd

|q|

ż ?
µ`|q|

|q|´?
µ

1

p1

a
µ´ pp1 ´ |q|q2dp1.

Using that µ´ pp1 ´ |q|q2 ď 2p1|q| for |q| ě ?
µ, this is bounded by

?
2cd

|q|1{2

ż ?
µ`|q|

|q|´?
µ

1

p
1{2
1

dp1 ď 2
?
2cd

|q|1{2 p?
µ` |q|q1{2 ď 4cd.

Now, consider the case q ď ?
µ. We rewrite the right hand side of (5.3) as

cd

|q|

ż ?
µ´|q|

0

1

p1

´a
µ´ pp1 ´ |q|q2 ´

a
µ´ pp1 ` |q|q2

¯
dp1

` cd

|q|

ż ?
µ`|q|

?
µ´|q|

1

p1

a
µ´ pp1 ´ |q|q2dp1. (5.4)

For the first term, we shall use that

a
µ´ pp1 ´ |q|q2 ´

a
µ´ pp1 ` |q|q2 “ 4p1|q|a

µ´ pp1 ´ |q|q2 `
a
µ´ pp1 ` |q|q2

ď 4p1|q|a
µ´ pp1 ` |q|q2

ď 4p1|q|
µ1{4p?

µ´ |q| ´ p1q1{2 (5.5)

For the second term in (5.4), notice that for p1 ě ?
µ´ |q|, we have

µ´ pp1 ´ |q|q2 “ µ´ p21 ´ q2 ` 2p1|q| ď µ´ p?
µ´ |q|q2 ´ q2 ` 2p1|q| “ 2|q|p?

µ´ |q| ` p1q

and p1 ě pp1 ` ?
µ´ |q|q{2. In total, we can bound (5.4) by

cd

ż ?
µ´|q|

0

4

µ1{4p?
µ´ |q| ´ p1q1{2dp1 ` 21{2cd

|q|1{2

ż ?
µ`|q|

0

2

pp1 ` ?
µ´ |q|q1{2dp1

ď 8cd
µ1{4 p?

µ´ |q|q1{2 ` 8cdµ
1{4

|q|1{2 . (5.6)
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Since we assumed that ǫ ď |q| ď ?
µ, this is bounded by 8cdp1 ` µ1{4{?

ǫq. This completes the

proof of sup|q|ąǫ‖V
1{2Mp¨, qqχA2

p¨qV 1{2‖ ă 8.
We are left with showing

sup
|q|ąǫ

‖V 1{2Mp¨, qqχA3
p¨qV 1{2‖ ă 8.

This follows from elementary computations, as for A2. In fact, the computation for sup|q|ą?
µ{2

is spelled out in [18, Proof of Lemma 6.9 part (iv)]. The method carries over to the case |q| ą ǫ

and we therefore skip the details here.

6 Proof of Theorem 1.11

The proof of Theorem 1.11 follows the same strategy as the proof of the analogous result for T 1
l

instead of T 1
u in [10, Theorem 1.1]. Since the proof only requires two non-trivial modifications,

we do not reproduce the whole argument here, but only explain the necessary changes. It should
be noted that in [10] the momenta in the relative and center of mass coordinates are scaled by a
factor of 1{2 compared to this paper, which becomes evident for instance when comparing the
definition of BT in [10, (2.2)] with the one in (2.3).

Recall the definitions of NT pp, qq and BT pp, qq in (2.2) and (2.3), respectively. In this section,
we shall write NT,µ and BT,µ to keep track of the value of µ occurring in NT and BT explicitly.

The first part of the argument in [10] is to rephrase the statement about the temperatures T 1
l

and T 0
c in terms of the corresponding Birman-Schwinger operators. It turns out that the relative

difference of the temperatures T 1
l and T 0

c vanishes in the strong coupling limit, if the lowest
eigenvalues of the Birman-Schwinger operators at temperature T “ 1 and chemical potential
µ “ 0 agree. This is the content of [10, Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2]. If we replace T 1

l by T 1
u and

correspondingly BT,µ by NT,µ, the arguments in the proofs of these two Lemmas remain valid,
except for part (iv) of Lemma 5.1. Let NT,µ denote the operator on L2pRq with integral kernel
NT,µpp, qq. In analogy to [10, (5.3)], we need to show that

Lemma 6.1.

lim
µÑ0

‖N1,µ ´N1,0‖ “ 0 (6.1)

and

lim
µÑ0

sup
p

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

R

pN1,µpp, qq ´N1,0pp, qqqdq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 0. (6.2)

Before we prove this Lemma, we shall explain the other nontrivial change. The second
part of the argument in [10] is to argue that the largest eigenvalues of the Birman-Schwinger
operators corresponding to T 1

l and T 0
c at T “ 1, µ “ 0 agree, which follows directly from the

properties of the function kpp, qq “ mintB1,0pp, 0q, B1,0p0, qqu listed in [10, Lemma 5.4]. Here,
we define kpp, qq “ mintN1,0pp, 0q, N1,0p0, qqu. Since NT,µpp, 0q “ BT,µpp, 0q, this coincides with
the definition of k in [10] (up to scaling p with 1{2). The only property listed in [10, Lemma
5.4] requiring a new proof, is the first inequality

N1,0pp, qq ď kpp, qq. (6.3)

To prove this, observe that x{ tanhpxq is convex and thus for all x, y P R

1

2

ˆ
x

tanhpxq ` y

tanhpyq

˙
ě

1

2
px` yq

tanhp1
2

px` yqq
(6.4)

Setting x “ pp` qq2{2 and y “ pp´ qq2{2, and using that x{ tanhx is monotonously increasing
for x ě 0, we obtain

1

2
N1,0pp, qq´1 ě pp2 ` q2q{2

tanhppp2 ` q2q{2q ě 1

2
max

"
p2

tanhpp2{2q ,
q2

tanhpq2{2q

*
“ 1

2
kpp, qq´1 (6.5)
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Therefore, N1,0pp, qq ď kpp, qq.
It only remains to prove Lemma 6.1.

Proof of Lemma 6.1. To show that ‖N1,µ ´ N1,0‖ vanishes as µ Ñ 0, we bound the operator
norm by the Hilbert-Schmidt norm,

‖N1,µ ´N1,0‖
2 ď

ż

R2

pN1,µpp, qq ´N1,0pp, qqq2dpdq.

Since NT,µpp, qq ď 1{2T and NT,µpp, qq ď 2

|p2`q2´µ| , there is a constant c such that for all µ ă 1

and p, q P R

N1,µpp, qq ď c

p2 ` q2 ` 1
.

The claim thus follows from dominated convergence.
To show that

sup
p

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

R

pN1,µpp, qq ´N1,0pp, qqqdq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ (6.6)

vanishes as µ Ñ 0, we bound this expression above by

µ sup
p

sup
νPr0,µs

ż

R

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ B
BνN1,νpp, qq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ dq. (6.7)

With the notation fpxq “ x{ tanhpx{2q we have N1,νpp, qq “ 2pfppp`qq2´νq`fppp´qq2´νqq´1.
The derivative with respect to ν is given by

B
BνN1,νpp, qq “ 2

`
fppp` qq2 ´ νq ` fppp´ qq2 ´ νq

˘´2 pf 1ppp`qq2´νq`f 1ppp´qq2´νqq, (6.8)

where

f 1pxq “ 1

tanhpx{2q ´ x{2
sinh2px{2q

. (6.9)

Using that |f 1pxq| ă 1 for the second factor and (6.4) for the first term, we bound the derivative
of N1,ν by ˇ̌

ˇ̌ B
BνN1,νpp, qq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 1

fpp2 ` q2 ´ νq2 (6.10)

To bound this further, we now restrict to ν ď 1 and use fpxq ě 2maxt1, xu, and then maximize
over p and obtain

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ B
BνN1,νpp, qq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 1

4
χp2`q2ă2 ` 1

4

χp2`q2ě2

pp2 ` q2 ´ 1q2 ď 1

4
χq2ă2 ` c

pq2 ` 1q2 (6.11)

for some finite constant c. Since this is integrable, the expression in (6.7) vanishes in the limit
µ Ñ 0.
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