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Abstract

As a contribution to the study of Hartree-Fock theory we progor-
ously that the Hartree-Fock approximation to the groundestd the d-
dimensional Hubbard model leads to saturated ferromagmetvhen the
particle density (more precisely, the chemical potentigls small and the
coupling constanV is large, but finite. This ferromagnetism contradicts the
known fact that there is no magnetization at low densityaforU, and thus
shows that HF theory is wrong in this case. As in the usualrelewfFock
theory we restrict attention to Slater determinants thateagenvectors of
the z-component of the total spii, = >, n, 1+ — n, |, and we find that
the choice2S, = N = particle number gives the lowest energy at fixed
0 < p<4d.
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1 Introduction

The (one-band) Hubbard model has become a standard modelrfetated elec-
trons in condensed matter physics since it is, perhapsirtimest possible model
of itinerant interacting electrons. In spite of its simplcits zero temperature
phase diagram is rich with different magnetic phases sugaesnagnetic, fer-
romagnetic, and antiferromagnetic phases, dependingeoddtails of the hop-
ping amplitudes, the (relative) coupling consténtt and the filling parameter
v = N/(2/A]).

As the Hubbard model is a many-body fermion model, the coatpmrt of
its ground state for large lattices is a difficult, if not ingstble, task, except in
one-dimension]1,12]. Thus various schemes have been gmaituring the past
decades to derive an approximate ground state and therdipittmagnetic phase
diagram.

In the present paper, we consider the Hartree-Fock appetkamof the (re-
pulsive, one-band, nearest-neighbor-hopping) Hubbardeinwith the intention
of studying the validity of the Hartree-Fock approximatidie require the Slater
determinants entering the Hartree-Fock energy functitsbé eigenfunctions of
the operatoB, := __,{n.+ — ., } of total spin in thex-direction, and for this
reason we refer to the model as tHEz approximation Our requirement means
that each orbital has the forp(z) ® |1) or p(z) ® |[{). This is a restriction in
the sense that general orbitals are of the fortm, o), in which the spin direc-
tion depends on position. No other restriction is imposethervariational states;
in particular, no assumption about translation invariaiscenade a priori. For
the HFz model, at small chemical potential and for suffidiestrong repulsion,
we give a mathematical proof sfaturated ferromagnetisin the Hartree-Fock
ground state. That is, the HF ground state has maximal tpialaaxd maximal
ferromagnetic long-range spatial order. The smallneskethemical potential
and the large strength of the repulsion also insure that thgrdund state density
is strictly below half-filling.

Before we come to a detailed description of our result angrdsf, we discuss
it in comparison to other works.

The appearance of ferromagnetic behaviour has been atgdipr many stud-
ies of the Hubbard model and approximations thereof. Amdwegd are (re-
stricted) Hartree-Fock approximations [3], DMFT modelghe limit of infinite
spatial dimension [4,15,/ 6] 7], exact diagonalizations omlstattices [8], varia-
tional calculations[[9] and studies at low filling_]110]. Tleestudies support the
conjecture that, for large couplirig/t > 1 and away from half-fillingy # 1/2,
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the ground state of the Hubbard model is ferromagnetic. ofggnetism has
been established for the (full) Hubbard model in case thaedsson relation leads
to a very high density of states around the Fermi energy [2113] and in case
of next-nearest-neigbor hoppirig [14) 15].

As said before, the main purpose of the present paper is @ fieoromagnetic
behaviour with mathematical rigor. None of the papers[4,5],[8] cited above
match the standards of a mathematical proof: The orbitateenHartree-Fock
approximation are a priori assumed to be composed of onlyHewier modes;
the error terms when taking the limit of infinite spatial dim@n in DMFT are
not under control; exact diagonalizations are restrictedery small lattices and
the implication of these to the thermodynamic limit remainglear. The work
by Mielke and Tasaki[11, 12, 13] is mathematically rigroligt the assumptions
made therein about the lattice structure are rather spe€al the other hand,
by adding next-nearest-neigbor hopping (two-band Hubbawdel), Tasakil|[14,
15] has found a Hubbard model that displays ferromagnetisail idimensions.
Tasaki also reviews rigorous results on ferromagnetisrhenHubbard model in
[16].

While the prediction of ferromagnetism in the Hubbard maoaledl approxi-
mations thereof is supported by the above studies, we alsw kimat HF theory
predictsanti-ferromagnetism (in the sense that the total spin is zero)gdten
densities, notably at half-filling [17]. Furthermore, ouopf shows saturated fer-
romagnetism at low density and sufficiently large couplimgiF theory, even in
one-dimension, but the actual ground sttgayshas spin zero in one-dimension
as long as there is only nearest-neighbor hopping [sée. [18])

Even more seriously, our conclusion is opposite to vatatiallyoccurs in the
Hubbard model. Namely, at very low density (and independénihe value of
U > 0), there is no magnetization in the ground state of this mddehe ground
statesS, is close to zero and converges to zero, as the particle gidasds to zero.
This has been pointed out in J19.,/16], based on argumenttasitoithe following
transcription to lattice systems of the recent wark [20].

In this paperl[20] it was shown that fermions in the 3-dimenai continuum
R? (instead of the latticeZ?®), and with a repulsive two-body potential, have a
ground state energy density,given by

W23 avass (53, 53\, I ; ;
elpr, py) = 5 - (677) / (m +p, )+%8mmm+hlgher order in (pm(/f)l’)

wherep,, p, are the densities of the ‘spin-up’ and the ‘spin-down’ fesns and:
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is the scattering length of the two-body potential. Becaitsedominatesy? for
small p, it is clear from [L1) that the minimum energy occurs apprately, if
not exactly, whem, = p, = p/2. This answers the questions in[21, problem 3].

To show that there is vanishing net magnetizatiop as 0 one only needs an
upper bound for of the form [1.1). For the Hubbard model (where the two-body
potential is a positive delta-function, or even a hard cthes)can conveniently be
done by a variational wave-function of the fon= F'V,, whereV, is a Slater
determinant, and is the projection onto the states with no double occupancy
— in imitation of [19,/16/ 20]. We omit the details, but we drattention to the
fact thatF'¥, is not a Slater determinant, reflecting the more complexctira
of correlations in the actual ground state of the Hubbardehothe proof of an
analog of [1.11) with precise constants is a more complicatatier which is now
under investigation, but it is not needed for the preserugision.

Our setting is the usual (repulsive) Hubbard model with estaneighbor hop-
ping on ad-dimensional cubic latticé, with periodic boundary conditions and
linear sizeL, which we assume to be an even integer. It is defined by thendeco
guantized Hamiltonian

H,p = Z (—Ayy — p0sy) CroCyo T U an,T Ny | - (1.2)

JE,?JG/M o=T,4 €A

We work at fixed chemical potentialinstead of fixed particle number. The only
slightly unusual notation i\, , = 7., , — 2dJ,, for the matrix elements of the
discrete Laplaciarh on A, with 7, , := 1[|z—y|; = 1] being the nearest-neighbor
hopping matrix and,, , = 1[z = y] the Kronecker-Delta.

The operators;, ,, ¢, ,, andn,, = c; ,c, , are the usual fermion creation,
annihilation, and number operators, respectively, atsite A and of spinc €
{1, 1}, obeying the canonical anticommutation relati¢ns,, c, . } = {c; ,,c; .}

= 0, {40, ¢} = daylor, ande, ,0) = 0, for all z,y,0,7. Herel0) is the
vacuum vector in the usual Fock spagg := F(C"* @ C?) of spin- fermions.
The Hamiltonian//,, ;; depends parametrically on the chemical potentiat 0
and the coupling constant > 0.

Note that the usual hopping parametezqualsl here and that the discrete
LaplacianA differs from the usual hopping matrix by the inclusion of thagonal
term, i.e.,2d times the identity matrix. This difference amounts to a @ment
redefinition of the chemical potential so thaty = 0 corresponds precisely to
zero filling since the hopping matrix A > 0 is a positive semi-definite matrix.
Moreover, the boundedne8s< ;1 < 4d of i together with the assumption that
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U > 4d insures that the corresponding electron density in the loEmt state is
always atlow filling, i.e., strictly below half-filling0 < p < 1.

Our definition ofu is convenient because in this paper, we are concerned with
the Hubbard model abw filling, and Our assumption of a bounded chemical
potentiald < p < 2d

Apart from this, everything is standard.

The Hamiltonian/{, ;s is a linear operator on the Fock space and the ground

state energ;Eff]) is its smallest eigenvalue,
E®) = min {(U|HT) | T e Fy, || =1}. (1.3)

As the dimensionlim(F,) = 24m(C*®C*) — 4(I*) «  is finite, the determina-
tion of E/(ﬁs} amounts to diagonalizing the finite-dimensional, selfadjmatrix
H, 1. The fast growth of this dimension with the numidgrof points in the lattice
A, however, allows for an explicit diagonalization 8f, ;; by a modern computer
only up toL = 4, in three spatial dimensiong,= 3.

The Hartree-Fock (HF) approximation is an important mettoceduce the
high-dimensional many-particle problem given by the drajzation of,, ;; to
a low-dimensional, but nonlinear variational problem.sltliefined by restricting
the minimization in[[T13) to Slater determinagtsA - - - A oy, Where{p;}Y C
C* ® C? is an orthonormal family ofV one-electron wave functions. The HF
approximation to the Hubbard model was analyzed in [17] engbecial situation
when the number of electrons equals the number of latties,$it = |A|, which
is usually referred to dsalf-filling.

Note that a priori no other condition but orthonormalityngaosed on the or-
bitals{;} %, in the Slater determinants varied over in Hartree-Fockrhethis
is sometimes stressed by calling it therestricted Hartree-Fock theoryLet us
temporarily consider a general many-body Hamiltontamhich commutes with
a certain symmetry operatd, i.e., [H,S] = 0. It is important to note that in
this case, the HF ground statg, i.e., the Slater determinant which minimizes
the energy(®,¢|H ®5¢), is not necessarily an eigenstate &f Phrased differ-
ently, unrestricted Hartree-Fock theory may (dependinghermodel) break the
symmetryS. The following are examples that occur in physically refegitua-
tions: unrestricted HF ground states of atoms are, in geneyaeigenfunctions
of the angular momentum operator (because in unrestrickethebry, all shells
are filled [22]) - even though the atomic Hamiltonian is rataally invariant; the
ground state in the BCS theory of superconductors (whichveziant of HF the-
ory) is not an eigenfunction of the number operator - evenghdhe BCS Hamil-
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tonian preserves the particle number; a HF ground statéhéoHubbard model
with non-zero spin breaks the invariance of the Hubbard Htaman under global
spin rotations; charge density waves (CDW) and spin densityes (SDW) of the
Hubbard model are translation invariant only by transhaid an evennumber
of lattice sites, breaking the (full) translation symmaetrg Hubbard Hamiltonian
H, y posesses. As it is impossible to predict a priori whethemarsgtry of the
Hamiltonian is preserved or not, we call all variationg®fH &) over Slater de-
terminantsb which fulfill an additional constrainestricted Hartree-Fock theory

In this paper, we consider a restricted Hartree-Fock theshych we term
the HFz approximation The further restriction imposed is that we minimize
in (L3) only over Slater determinandsthat are eigenfunctions of the operator
S; == ealnas — ng, ) Of total spin in thez-direction. One could rephrase our
condition by saying that we do not allow for spiral spin dénsvaves (SSDW,
see, e.g.,[13]) in[(T13). Once again, it is customary to emphis restriction in
HF calculations without explicitly drawing attention toetlfact that this is a re-
striction. (In [17] mentioned above, however, we dealt viitily unrestricted HF
theory.)

More concretely, our HF wave functions have the form

o = [[at [ eo)10), (1.4)

i=1 j=1

wherec; | (f) = > e f(2) g the integersV; | are the partic_le numbers, ar!d
where thef; andg; are two families of orthonormal wave functions on the lattic

A, ie., (filf;) = (gilg;) = by, With (f|g) := > .\ f(x)g(x) denoting the usual
hermitian scalar product for such functions.

It is convenient to rephrase the HFz approximation in terfsne-particle
density matrices, i.e., complex, self-adjoint A matrices whose eigenvalues lie
betweer() and1. To this end, we denote

K, = -A—-p (1.5)

and observe that
Ny

(P[H®) = Z<fi|KMfi> + Z<9j|Kugj>

i=1

Uy (% fi(@)?) (i G@F) . @e

e =1
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Introducing the one-particle density matriegs corresponding t@ by

N N,
= DAl and = lea (el (L.7)

we observe thaty | = 7} | = 7& are orthogonal projections of dimensiof |

and that the energy expectation value of the Slater detamhih is given by
hfz

(B H @) = &, (7:,7,), where

E () = T{Ku (470} + U D p(@)p(e),  (1.8)

TEA

and the diagonal matrix elemenis, (z) := (4,1 )2, Of ¥4, are the one-particle
densities of the electron with spin upi() and spin down (1”), respectively.

The symbol Tr” denotes the usual trac{A} = > _, A, of a complex
A x A matrix A = (A,,)zhen With A, ,, € C. That is, “It” is the trace over the
states inC* of a single spinless particle on the lattite It does not include spin
states, and it is not the trace over states in Fock space.

Let us note that the particle numbeYs | are not determinedb initio. We are
in the grand canonical ensemble, so they are determinecelgotidition that the
total energy[(118) is minimized.

These observations motivate us to define lttfez energyby the following
variational principle over projections:

EYY = min {8 (vm) | m =5 =3, (1.9)
The two sets of orthogonal projections @A over which we minimize in[{119) is
not really well-suited for a variational analysis. In paudtiar, they are not convex.
An observation in[[233], however, states that, becduse 0, we will obtain the
same value for the minimum if we vary over the larger sealbfone-particle
density matrices) < ~;; < 1, not only over projections. (Recall that a density
matrix is a hermiteah x A matrix~ whose eigenvalues lie between O and 1, i.e.,
0 <~ <1, as a matrix inequality.) Our extendéﬂj},}ff) is then

E;(thlfJZ) = min {5&3)(%7%) ‘ 0< s < 1} . (1.10)

The evaluation of£!;; and the determination of those paifs:, ;) of one-
particle density matrices that minimiﬁéhfz is the objective of this paper. Our

main result is that, for any < 1 < 4d, the minimal value of?(hfz IS attained for
the saturated ferromagnet, providéd< oo is sufficiently Iarge
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Theorem 1.1 (Ferromagnetism). For any0 < u < 4d, there is a finite length
L4(p) and a finite coupling constarif, (1) > 0, such that, for all ever, >
Ly(p) and allU > Ug(u), the minimal HFz energy is given by the sum of the
negative eigenvalues efA — p,

EYY = T{[-A—pl_}. (1.11)

If 1 is not an eigenvalue 6f A and if (4, v, ) is a minimizer of the HFz functional,
e.,0 <y, <1, andEle}ff)(%,%) = Eﬁh(ff) then

either v = 1[-A<upu]l, v =0 (1.12)
or " =0, 7= 1[-A<y], (1.13)

wherell[-A < p| is the spectral projection of A onto(—oo, p).

[With reference to Eq[{1.11) and elsewhere, note that imotation,[X]_ =
min{ X, 0} is negative, whereas elsewhere one often defilés to be positive,
i.e., [X]- = max{—X, 0}. If X is a self adjoint operator therX |~ denotes the
negative part ofX andTr[X]_ is the sum of the negative eigenvaluesiai

Theoren L1l is not really as complicated as it looks. It isestén terms of a
length L and coupling constartfy in order to make it clear that the state of sat-
urated ferromagnetism is obtained not only asymptotidgalthe thermodynamic
limit and asymptotically ag/ — oo, but it holds for all systems with large, finite
interaction and sufficiently large size.

Theoren_L1 states that, fany value of the chemical potential € (0, 4d),
the HFz variational principle yields a ferromagnetic mirer, provided/ and L
are chosen sufficiently large (but still finite). A similaasgment was proved in
[L7, Theorem 4.7] folJ = oo (which amounts to requiring®|n, +n, @) = 0,
on every lattice site: € A).

At first sight, Theoreri 111 seems to contradict another femter in [17] that
the HF minimizer is antiferromagnetic at half-filling. Bua the definition of the
chemical potentigl in present paper differs from its definition n|17] By + U,
the parameter range of the present paper and_of [17] nevelapvend, hence,
there is no contradiction.

As just mentioned, the minimal HF energy and the minimal Hvargy agree
in the half-filling case, as shown in]i17]. We conjecture tis is also the case
for the range of the chemical potentjale (0,4d) and sufficiently large’/, but
we do not know how to prove this conjecture. This is a topidd@ibure research.
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From Theoreni 111 we conclude that at small filling there isasphransition
(within the context of HFz theory) from paramagnetism foradiny to saturated
ferromagnetism for larg&. This follows from continuity and the fact that when
U = 0 we can find the ground state explicitly and, as is well knowhas$S = 0
and is obtained from filling up the Fermi sea for bgthnd| states.

If 0 < p < 3 then we can estimatey (1) andUy (p) in TheorenIIL more ex-
plicitly. For the precise formulation of these estimates,imtroduce the following
constants,

L.(u) = 2M,(pn) = 24(4d)*p?, (1.14)
d -2
k(p) = m [1 +21n(2) (d '+ 1) +1In (4d,u_1)} d(1.15)
|Sd—1| ,U(2+d)/2
a.(p) = 91+d/2 (27)d (4d)° (1.16)
g o a K(p)

0.(p, @) := min { RN AMES A } (1.17)
Uedpp, ) = max{é*(iua) , aéié(li a)} : (1.18)

where|S%!| = 2792 /T'(d/2) is the measure of the unit sphereR.

Theorem 1.2. For any0 < p < 1, TheoreniTI1 holds true withy (n) := L.(x)
andUy (p) == U, (1, a(p)), as defined infIA4)(116), arld(11.18).

The explicit form of L, (11), c. (), andU, (1, cv. (1)), for a givend < p < 1,
in Theorem_LR allows us to estimate the actual minimal sfzé and U that
guarantees saturated ferromagnetism. The distinctiondsety < 1/2 andy >
1/2is not a fundamental one. It is an artifact of the use in Lemnfa8refs. [24]
and [25], whose methods favored this technical distinction
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2 Proofsof Theorems[I.Iand 1.2

This section contains the proofs of our main results, Thasf&.l and1]2, with
the aid of several lemmas which will be proved later in SedHo Here is a brief
outline of the strategy of the proof.

¢ \We first reduce the minimization 61&13)(%, 7,) in @L.I0) overtwo one-particle
density matrices; and-, to the minimization of an effective energy functional

ES}fJZ) (v) which depends onlpne one-particle density matrix. It is given as a

sum of two terms£ 'y (7) = Tr{ K7} + Tr{[K,, + Up]_}, where we recall that
K,=-A—p.

e Given a trial one-particle density matrixand a small numbey > 2,01, we
introduce the corresponding particle dengity) := v, , and define the regions
Q= {z|p(z) < §} andQ° := {z|p(z) > §} of low and high density onto which
we project byP, = >, |z)(z| andPg = 1 — Pq, respectively.

e We then use the fact thatis mostly localized in the high density regi®tf.
This leads us to estimate the kinetic enefg{ —APovPq} in Q by zero and
Tr{—APsvP5} in Q° by the kinetic energy of the free Fermi gas{¥. The
localization error is of order of a small constant times tloéumne 02| of the
boundary of2. In Lemmd3Iwe give the exact formulation of the bound which
we use to estimate the teff{ Ky} in £7” ().

o For the analysis of the terffv{[ K, + Up]_} in €7/ (7), we use the fact that®
is a classically forbidden region, becausg + Up > —u+Ud > pin Q°. So, as
shown in Lemma3]ave can replac@r{[K,+Up|_} by Tr{[Po(K,+Up)Pal-},
up to localization errors of order of a small constant tirfig3|.

e We then pick a (large, but fixed) numbgf > 1 and further split up the low
density regiorf into the subsef; of those points i) that are at most at distance
2M away from the boundar§s2 and thebulk 2, C 2 of points of distanc@M or
more toodS). The contribution of?; turns out to be negligible becauQe contains
at most(4M + 1)%409| points, and the density is low i, C €.

e The estimate of the regiofl, > x then uses the lower bound on the spatial
densityl[K,, + Up < 0](x, x) of the projection onto the negative eigenvalues of
K, + Up (actually,p instead ofp), which we derive in Lemma3.3

e Adding up the estimates derived so far, we finally observé ﬁj%z) () is
bounded below b{iy{[Po K, Pqo|-} + Tr{[Pa K, Pa]-} — |0 =Y — n]oQ
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wheren > 0 becomes small whety > 1 andd > 0 is properly chosen.
In Lemma3B we reproduce the result frorh [24,125] thetcan be estimated
from below by Tr{[K,]_} + «|0S2|, wherea: > 0 depends only om. In other
words, the introduction of a domain wall &f) drives up the energy by|0<|,
which dominates;|0S2|, providedr is small. This establishes thgﬁ}ff)(y) >
Tr{[K,]-} + (a — n)|09|, which implies the claim.

To carry out the proof in detail, we start with the observatibat the mini-
mization overtwo one-particle density matrices in_.(1110) can actually beiced
to the minimization over onlypne one-particle density matrix. To see this, we
observe that

> pi() = Tr{pr 1}, (2.1)
TEA
wherep; acts as a multiplication operatdp, f) (z) := pr(x) f(z). Thus we have
(hfz) . .
B = min [ Te{Kun) + min (TH{(K+Up) )] (22)
= Oinln (Tr{Ku%} + Tr{[KlnLUpT]_}) . (2.3)
<<
(Recall thatk,, = —A — p.) In other words, we have done the minimization

over~y, in (Z2) by takingy, to be the projection onto the negative eigenspaces of
K, + Up;. Thus, as our minimization principle over only ongwe obtain the
following.

EYY = min {7 (1) [0<y <1}, (2.4)
EW)(y) = T{K.v} + Te{[K, +Upl_}, (2.5)

wherep(z) = 7,,. From now onvy, with 0 < < 1, is an arbitrary, but
fixed one-particle density matrix, for which we bouﬁﬁ () from below. (An
upper bound that agrees with Theorfend 1.1 is readily obtasimegly by choosing
the variational function consisting of the unperturbediiesea with all particles
spin-up or all spin-down.)

For the next step of the proof we introduce a small nunaber2U 1, whose
precise value will be chosen in the final step of the proof. eGia one-particle
density matrix) < v < 1 with corresponding density(z) := ~. ., we write the
lattice A = 2 U Q° as a union of two disjoing subsets &fin the following way.

Q = {xEA‘p(m)<5}, (2.6)
Q= {zeA } p(z) > 6} . (2.7)



BLT, Version of 24-Jul-2006 13

These are the regions of low and high density, respectiVééydefine the bound-
ary 02 of 2 by
o0 = {z € Q| dist;(z,Q°) =1}, (2.8)

wheredist; (z, A) is the length of (number of bonds in) a shortest path joining
x and some point iy € A. Another useful notion of distance which we shall
use isdist..(x, A), which is defined by the condition thatlist.. (z, A) + 1 is the
sidelength of the smallest cube centered #itat intersectsl. WhenA is a single
pointy these distances are denotedby- y|; and|z — y|w..

We definePy, Po- = Py, and Pyq to be the orthogonal projections orti
Q°, and0f), respectively, where the projection onto an arbitrary 4eC A is
given by

apie) = {1 o (2.9)
We further set
~ p(z), for z € Q°,
ple) = { min {5, p(z)}, forz e, (2.10)

and observe thai(z) < p(z), for all z € A, which implies that
ENP () = Te{K,} + Te{[K, + Up)_}. (2.12)

For brevity, we define\/ := M., (u) = 12 (4—5)2 and note that, by assumption,
L obeysL > 2M. We further decompose into two disjoint subset®; and(2,
defined by

Q= {zeQ]disteo(z, Q) <2M}, (2.12)
Q = {reQ|diste(z, Q) >2M} . (2.13)
We observe that thé>-distance of the points if2; to the boundary)2 of 2 is
less or equal t@M, so); C 90 + Q(2M), whereQ(¢) = {—¢, ..., (}¢ + LZ-.

Hence
] < 109Q]-|Q(2M)| = (4M +1)?-109)] (2.14)

and therefore

Sole) = 3ol + Y o) < (AM+1)16100] + 3 ple) , (2.15)

e rEM €N €0
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sincep < 6 on (. Eq. [ZI5) and Lemnia3.1 yield

Tr{K,v} > Tr{[PaK,Py]-} (2.16)
— (4d 8" + p(AM +1)*8) |09 — p Y pla

€N

Next, we apply LemmB33.2 which asserts
8d2
Te{[K,+ Up)-} > Tr{[Po(K,+Up)Po]-} — |0Q| (2.17)

Denoting byy := 1[Po(K,+Up) P, < 0] the orthogonal projection onto the sub-
space of negative eigenvaluesif( K, + Up) P, andp, (z) := X, its diagonal
matrix element, we observe that

Tr{[Po(K, +Up)Po]-} = Tr{Po(K,+Up)Pox} (2.18)

= Tr{PoK,Pox} + UZpX(x)ﬁ(x)

e

By Lemmd3.B, the density, is bounded below o2, by the universal constant
k(p) > 0 defined in[3.ID). Therefore

Tr{[K,+Up]-} > Tr{[Pq K, Pol- }— S \8Q| + k() Z Up(x). (2.19)

€

Adding up [ZI6) and(Z2.19), we obtain

EW(y) > Te{[PoK,Po)-} + Tr{[PaK,Pal-}

- {4d51/2 +pu(AM +1)45 + 8U—d;} 109
+ > {n(u —pp(x)}, (2.20)
€N
and Lemm&z316 further yields
E00) — K1} > {a(n - ada — p(aar + 175 - 2 Y gy
+ > {s(w) Up(x) = pplx)} . (2.21)



BLT, Version of 24-Jul-2006 15

We choose

. pap)? a(p) k()
0 1= 0ulp) = mm{(12d)2’ 3u(AM + 1)d 7 2 } (2.22)

and we observe that if

U > Udp,alp) = max{(s*( 2u 24 2 }

nol) aoguay @)

then our choice fob fulfills the requirement > 2,U~1. Moreover, Eqs[(2.22)
and [Z.ZB) imply that

842
446" + p(4M + )"0+ — < O‘é“) + O‘(g“) +O‘(3“) < a(p). (2.24)

We further sef), := {x € (| p(x) < 55} andQy = {z € Q| 55 < p(z) < 5},
so(, is the disjoint union ofY, and(2}, and by the definitior {2Z.10) ¢f, we have

that

> {w(w Uplx) — pp(z)} (2.25)
€N
> Y AU —p}pla) + Y 5 {sw) —25} > 0.
LIS 9 ey

sinced < 1k(p) andU > 2p/6,(p, a(p)) > p/k(p). Eqgs. [Z24) and{Z25) in-
sure that the right side df{Z.21) is nonnegative, which imiately implies Theo-
rem[11.

TheorenIP is obtained by substituting the explicit valfie(@:) from (3.60)

into (Z23) and usind...(;) from (3.60) . QED

3 Auxiliary Lemmas

In this section we state and prove the lemmas used in the pfddieorem$T]1
andL? in Sectiofl 2.
3.1 TheRegion Q¢ of High Density

In this subsection, we estimat&{X, v} from below. We are guided by the
intuition that~ is essentially localized oft°.
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Lemma 3.1.

Tr{K,7} > Te{[PaK,Py)-} — 4d6'?(0Q] — p> p(z).  (3.1)

e

Proof. Insertingl = P, + Py into Tr{ K, v}, we obtain
Tr{K,v} = Tr{K,PyyPq} — 2ReTr{Pq A Poy} + Tr{K, PovyPo}

2 Tr{[PS%KuPKﬂ—} -2 Z Avy vyl — pTr{Poy Po}

e, yeNe
= Tr{[Pd‘KMPé‘]_} -2 Z Ay |yl — MZ,O(I),
€N, YeN® z€eQ

(3.2)

where we use that A > 0, that Pa APy = Py APyq, and that) < v < 1.
The latter also implies thai(y) = v,, < 1, forally € A. Thus, ifz € 0
andy € Q°, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yieltts, .| < /7y Tow < 0V/2
Moreover, ifz € 09, y € Q°, andA, , # 0, theny is a neighbor of:, and we
obtain

S Ayl <> YT = 246709, (3.3)
€N, YeN z€IN yeA: |z—y|=1

which completes the proof df(3.1). QED

3.2 Decoupling the High and L ow Density Regions

This subsection is devoted to showing tha{ [/, + Up|_} essentially agrees
with the corresponding eigenvalue sdim{ [Py (K, + Up)Py]_} for the operator
localized onf2, the reason being th&l° is a classically forbidden region since
—pu+Up > 3U6 > 00onQe.

Lemma 3.2.

Te{[K, + Up)_} > Tr{[Po(K, + Up)Po)_} — %mm. (3.4)

Proof. We wish to apply of the Feshbach projection method. To this e first
observe the following quadratic form bound,

1
Py (K +Up)Py > Po(Up— )Py > §U5Pé, (3.5)
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foranyp € [0, i, sincep > d on Q¢ andd > 2uU~". Thus,Py (K + Up) Py is
positive and invertible ofRan Py, and moreover, we have that

2
Ué
Fory € Q¢ andf € C*, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that

PoAPg[Py(K;+Up)PE] P4 APy < =< Pyo APf APy,  (3.6)

I Pl AP ) = |AP)WP = | Y f@] @7

-’EG@Q,‘:E—yh:l

< (X @R X 1) =2 X @

€0, |x—yl1=1 zeA,|z—y[1=1 €0, |z—yli1=1

which, by summing over al}y € Q°, yields

(fl Pia APy APo f) = Y (f| Pio ATy A Pag f) (3.8)
yeNe
< 2a ) {rwr-( X 1]
€N yeA,jz—y|1=1
< 4d’ Z |f(@)]? = 4d* (f| Poa f) .
€N
(We thank D. Ueltschi for pointing ouf(3.7)=(8.8) to us.) Wnclude that
2
Po A Pa[Py(K;+Up)Py] Py APy < 8U—d5 P . (3.9)

The invertibility of Py (K; + Up + e) P4 onRan Py implies the applicability
of the Feshbach map, for amye [0, i|. l.e., for anye € [0, u,

F(e) = Fp,[K,+e+Up|—ePq (3.10)
—  Po(K,+Up)Po — PoAPL[Py(K,+e+Up)Pa] ' Pa AP,

is a well-defined matrix ofiRan F,, and the isospectrality of the Feshbach map
guarantees thate € [—p, 0) is a negative eigenvalue &f, + Up of multiplicity
m(e) if and only if —e is an (nonlinear) eigenvalue @f(e), i.e., if the kernel of
F(e)+ e, as a subspace @¥fan P, has dimensiom(e). Note thatF" is monoton-
ically increasing, as a quadratic form,dn> 0. In particular,

8d?

F(e) > F(0) > Po(K,+Up)Pq — mpaﬂa (3.11)
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additionally taking[(3.B) into account.
We claim that, for allx € (0, 00), the number of eigenvalues &f, + Up
below—\ is smaller than the number of negative eigenvalues(©f) + A,

Tr{1[K,+ Up < =N} < Tro{1[F(A\)+ X < 0]}, (3.12)

whereTr,, denotes the trace oRan P,. Both sides of Eq.[{3.12) are zero and
thus fulfill the claimed inequality, fok > u. Assume that(3.12) is violated, for
some\ € (0,00), i.e., that\, := inf{\ € (0,00)| Eq. (3I2) holds trug > 0.
We show that this assumption leads to a contradiction. Qis\yo—\, must be
an eigenvalue of<, + Up, and hence also af (\,), of multiplicity m(\,) > 1,
because only then the left or the right side[0f (B.12) chaffipeseases, in fact).
Moreover, Eq.[(3.72) holds true far= )\, itself, i.e., the infimum in the definition
of A, is a minimum. Hence, for all sufficiently small> 0, the definition of\,
and the monotony of'(e) in e yield

T{1[K,+ Up < =\]} < Tro{l[F(\)+ A < 0]} (3.13)
Te{l[K,+Up < -\ +e]} > Tro{l[F(\.—¢g)+ A —c<0]}
> Tro{l[F(\)+ A —e<0]}. (3.14)

Choosings > 0 so small that- ), is the only eigenvalue ok, +Up in the interval
[— A, =« + €], we hence obtain

m(\) = Tr{l0 < K,+Up+\ <el}
= Tr{I[K,+Up< -\ +e]} — To{1[K,+Up < —\]}
> Tro{l[F(\) + A <e]} — Tro{1[F(\) + A\ < 0]}
= Tro{1[0 < F(\)+ A <e]} = m(\), (3.15)

arriving at a contradiction, which provds(3.12), for ale (0, cc). From [31P)
and [3.111), we finally conclude

Tr{[K,+ Up|-} = —/OOOTI{]I[KH+U5<—)\]}CD\

> —/OOTrQ{]l[F()\) La<ol.

0

> / T T {1[F(0) + A < 0]) (3.16)
= T{[F(0)-} = Tro{[F(0)]-}
Z Tr{[PQ(KM+Uﬁ)PQ]_} - %TT{PC’)Q}

Ud
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which is the assertion of LemriaB.2. QED

3.3 TheElectron Density in the Bulk
In this subsection we consider the spectral projection
X = U[Po(K,+Up)Po<0] = 1[Po(-A—pu+Up)Po<0] (3.17)

of Py (—A — pu+ Up) P, onto its negative eigenvalues. Writidyy, := P A Py,
i.e., (Aq)zy = Ayy, forz,y € Q, and= 0, otherwise, and” = > _,V(z) -
1, := pPq — UpP,, we have that

e

X = 1l[-Aq—V <0] and VzeQ: %u < V() < u, (3.18)
due to the definition[{2]19) opf. Naive semiclassical intuition tells us that, for
x € Q, the particle density, (z) := x. . corresponding to the one-particle density
matrix y should be bounded below by the particle density of the Feamigiven
by the one-particle density matriX—A < n/2]. The purpose of this subsection
is to prove such a bound (up to a constant factor) where it eaxpected to hold,
namely, for those points that are sufficiently far away from the boundary af

Lemma3.3. Let0 < u < 4d, defineM := M, := 12(3%)*. Suppose thak obeys
L > 2M and thatr € 2, with dist(z, 92) > 2M. Then

d —2d
o _ —
pu@) = K1) = i [1421(2) (@7 1) +In (4du™)| . (329)
Proof. For anys > 0, we note that the maR? — R, W s (e #(=22=W)) s
monotonically increasing ifi’. Namely, as, = PyT P, has nonnegative matrix
elements, so does*?,

[e.e]

k
(esAQ)w’Z — e—2d€ (esTQ)w’Z _ e—2d€ Z%(Té)w,z > 07 (320)

k=0

forall w, z € Q. So, ifn is an integer and, W € R® with W (z) < W (z), for
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all z € Q, then we have that

<[65Ag/n eBW/n}”) - ¥ { H1 G eﬁW(zJ')/n}
s

20,%n
’ 2150y 2n—1E8

S {TL e, e

Zlyeees 2n—1€Q j=1

- (oo

IN

: (3.21)

20,2n

for all zg, z, € Q. Settingz, := 2, := z € Q and taking the limit, — oo, the
Lie-Trotter product formula and Eq.(3121) imply that

(eF-B0 W) < (e -da ) 3:22)
indeed. In particular,
P/ (eﬁAQ) < (e—ﬁ(—An—V)) 7 (3.23)

sinceV > p0nQ. Onthe other hand:Aq —V > —pandx*(—Aqg—V)x*+ >
0, as quadratic forms. The spectral theorem thus implies that

Y e P(=Ba-V) Y < x ePH Y = ePr X, (3.24)

xte TRV b < <Py (3.25)

Putting togethed(3.23)[-{3.P4), arld (3.25), using thand— A, — V commute,
we arrive at

Pl (PBn) < (TA-Ba-V))

T,x T,z

= (), b (eI,
< Mxe. + 1. (3.26)
Solving forp, () = x,.., We therefore have
py(z) > e Pr/? [(66AQ)WC _ 6—5#/2} ’ (3.27)

foranyx € Q and anys > 0.

Next, recall thaQ(M) = {-M,... M} + LZ* ={y € A : |yl < M} is
the box of sidelengtB ) + 1 centered ab € A. Sincedist.(z,02) > 2M, by
assumption, we have that

QM) —z+4+z C Q, (3.28)
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forall z € Q(M). By Lemme3H, this inclusion implies that
(exp[BAal), , > (exp[BAgun—=1al),, = (exp[BAqun]), ., (3.29)

and by averaging this inequality overe Q(M), we obtain
1

(exp[BAq]),, > 000 Ze%(;w) (exp[BAqun)). . - (3.30)

Now, we apply LemmB3]5 and arrive at

1 —dp/M
O] Z (eXP[ﬁAQ(M)])Z,Z > e@ﬂ)d/[ }dexp[—ﬁw(k)] d°k
z€Q(M) —TT,
_ 7/ d
- <26:/M / 2exp[—45sin2(t)] dt) . (3.31)
0

wherew(k) = w(—k) = 3°0_ 2{1 — cos(k,)} = 3¢_, 4sin?(k,/2). Choosing
B > 1, we observe that [""e"dt > L [Fe Pdt = ;1 exf[n] > 1. Using
this andsin?(t) < 2, we have the following estimate,

2e8/M

v

-B/M 1 VBr —B/M
e / T e
T 0

B w Z 1pe

(3.32)
Inserting this estimate intd (3.81) and then the resulTB{p and [3.27), we
obtain, for any3 > 1, that

w/2
/ exp|—4 8 sin(1)] dt
0

o—dB/M

py(z) > e P2 [W_e—ﬁuﬂ] _ e—Td|:(el—2dr/(Mu))d/2< Iz €T)d/2_1 |

16ed T
(3.33)
wherer := Su/d. Note that if we require > 4 thenp = 7d/u > 1, since
w < 4d. We may thus replacg € [1,00) by 7 € [4,00). Our goal is to choose
such that

()" 22 = 020
r—In(r) > Y = 1+21n(2)(5+1) +1In (%) (3.35)

Note that, due tu < 4d,
238 < 14+2In(2) <Y < 3In(16dp™"). (3.36)
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We choose := Y +2In(Y') and observe that > 2.38 insuresr > 4.11 > 4, as
required. Moreover, with this choice, we have

T—In(r) =Y = 2In(Y) — In[Y +2In(Y)]
> In(Y) — In[1+2mIn(Y) Y] (3.37)
> In(Y) — 2In(Y)Y~! = 2ln(Y)(% - %) >0,

using thatin(1 +¢) < ¢, fore > 0, andY > 2.38 > 2. Thus, [3.3b) and{3.34)
hold true. Additionally, we observe that < 3In(+¢) and

Inr

r < Y~max{1+2<7)} — (1+2/e)Y < 2V (3.38)

r>0
insures that™ < 241n(*4) < 12(3)* < M. < M. This, in turn, yields

exp [1 _ %} > 1, (3.39)

and by inserting[(3.39) anf(3134) infa(3.33), we arrive at
d

py(x) > e = 42d+eddd [I—I—Q In(2) (d'+1)+In (4d,u_1)}

2d
. (3.40)

QED

Lemma34. Let A, B C A, with A C B, and denote\ , := P,AP, andApg :=
PgAPg. Forallz € Aand all 5 > 0,

(explBAA),, < (explBAg]),, - (3.41)

Proof. We first define the nearest-neighbor hopping maffri@n A by 7, , := 1

if lw— 2}y = 1andT,. = 0, otherwise. For a given subsét C A, the
matrix 7o := PcT P, denotes the hopping matrix restricted@ Note that
Ac = Te — 2dP¢ is the difference of the two commuting matricBs and2d Pg.

Hence, forx € C,

(exp[BAc]),, = (exp[BTe] exp[~2d B Po]),, = ¥ (exp[BTc]), , -
(3.42)
Due to this identity and the fact thate A C B, Eq. [3.41) is equivalent to

(exp[BT4]),, < (exp[BTs]),, - (3.43)
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Now, 0 < (T4)w,: < (TB)w., and henc&Ty), . < (T5).., for all intergersn.
Thus, [3:4B) follows from an expansion of the exponential&aylor series,

(eXP 5TA Z T,T < Z % (TE)LI = (eXp[ﬁ TB])m,m
n= (3.44)
QED

Lemma3s. LetQ = {—m,...,m}? C Z¢ be a cube. Denote h¥, the nearest-
neighbor Laplacian orf), i.e.,Aq = PoAPy = —2dPy + Ty, Ty := PoT Py,
and7}, , = 1(|x — y|; = 1). Then, for allg > 0,

—dB/m
] Z (exp 5AQ]) > 6(27)d /[_ . exp[—Bw(k)] dk (3.45)

zeQ
wherew(k) := Zi:l 2{1 — cos(k,)}.

Proof. We may pick an even integer choosel := r - (2m + 1), and identify@

with Q + LZ? C A. (Note that the statement of the lemma makes no reference
to the Hubbard model analyzed before, and for the purpodeegroof,. can be
taken an arbitrarily large integer multiple ?f» + 1.) Givens € Z2, we define
Q(s) := Q + (2m + 1)s and observe that the familyQ)(s) }czs of cubes define

a disjoint partition ofA, i.e.,

A = U Q(s) and Vs#s: Q(s)NQ(s)=0. (3.46)
sezd
Hence
=) A (3.47)
SEZY

is the sum of translated, but mutually disconnected cogdiés o We observe that

Tr{ exp|f A]} (3.48)
- Z (eXp T,z - Z Z (eXp[ﬁK])z+(2m+1)s,z+(2m+1)s
zeEA s€Z% zEQ

- Z Z (eXp[ﬁAQ(s z+(2m+1)s,z+(2m+1)s - Td Z eXp BAQ])

s€Zd 2€Q z€Q
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As an intermediate result, we thus have

1
@ Z (exp[ﬂAQ])z7z |A| Tr{ exp| BA } (3.49)
z€Q

since|A| = L = r9|Q].
Next, we translate\ by the elements af), i.e., forn € Q, we introduceA
onC" by

A = ZAQ(an = ZAQ+n+(2m+1)q' (3.50)

q€L} q€Z
Of course A™ is unitarily equivalent ta\. We observe that
1 N
Tl Y AM = Tl ZAQ+y — —2d-Tlea + 0 ZTM . (3.51)
neQ yeEN yeA
where, forw, z € A,

<ZTQ+y>w L= > dg(w —y) Io(z = y) T (3.52)

yeA ’ yeA
= ‘(Q +w)N(Q + z)‘ T = 2m(2m+ 11T, ,

sinceT,, ., # 0 only if w — z are neighboring lattice sites. Hence,

2m 2d 2m
AW = 941 T = — .|
|Q\77€ZQ AR | om+1 S T It
d
> — =l + A (3.53)
m

whereA < 0 is the nearest-neighbor Laplacian anwith periodic b.c.). This
and the convexity ofi — Tr{e’“} therefore imply that

Tr{ eXp[ﬂﬁ]} = ﬁ ZTI{ exp[ﬂﬁ(")]} > Tr{ exp [% Zﬁ(”)} }
neQ neQ

> e ~fd/m Tr{ eXp[BA]} : (3.54)

We diagonalize\ by discrete Fourier transformation @it. The eigenvalues of
—A are given byu( ), wherek € A* = 2271 is the variable dual to € A. Since
|A*| = L = |Q| r¢, we therefore have

e—Bd/m
@Zexp[ﬂAQ]z, = ‘1 Tr{exp Ze_ﬁw . (3.55)

z€Q keA*
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Inequality [3.55) holds for every, = r(2m + 1), and hence also in the limit
L — oo. Since the right side of{3.50) is a Riemann sum approximatticthe
integral in [3.4b), this limit yields the asserted estim@id3). QED

3.4 The Discrete Laplacians on €2, Q€ and their Eigenvalue
Sums

In this final subsection, we compare the sum of the eigensailtie
—A = Py(=A)Py + Pa(=A) Pt (3.56)

below 1 to the sum of the eigenvalues efA below 1, where2 C A is an arbi-
trary, but henceforth fixed, subset &f andQ2“ := A \ Q is its complement. To
this end, we introduce the difference of these eigenvaloessu

SE(1,Q) = Tr{[-A—p)} — Tr{[-A -y} (357)
= T{(-A-wP)} - T{(-A—p) P},

whereP_ := 1[-A < y]andP_ := 1[-A < y]. We further setP, := P+
andP, := P*. SinceP_ commutes withP,, we have thafir{(—A — u) P_} =
Tr{(—A — u) P_}, and thus

SE(1Q) = Tr{(-A—p) (P - P)} . @59)
Tr{[~A — - (P~ 1)} + Tr{[~A - uls P}
— T{[A+ul P} + T{[~A—pl P} 2 0

is manifestly nonnegative. The derivation of a nontriviaver bound o E (1, €2)
of the formd £ (i, ©2) > a(u) |09, wherea(n) > 0 is a positive constant which
depends only om and the spatial dimensiah> 1 (but not on(?), is a task that
was first addressed by Freericks, Lieb, and Ueltschiin [BHortly thereafter,
Goldbaum [[25] improved the numerical value fofu) > 0, especially ify is
close to2d. As a consequence of the estimates. in [24, 25], we have tlusviog
lemma.

Lemma 3.6 (Freericks, Lieb, and Ueltschi (2002), Goldbaum (2003)).
(i) Let; < p < 4d. There isL.(u) < oo anda(u) > 0 such that, for all
L > L,(p) and all subsets) C A,

OB (1, Q) > alu) [09]. (3.59)
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(i) Let0 < p < 1, and define

|Sd—1 | ,U(2+d)/2

o Amtd
alp) = 91+d/2 (27)d (4d)° -

and L.(u) := (3.60)

where |97 is the surface volume of thédimensional sphere. Then, for all
L > L.(u) and all subset§) C A = Z4, we have

SE (1, Q1) > ap) |09 . (3.61)

Proof. We only give the proof of (ii), which amounts to reproducihg fproof of
Lemma 3.1 in[[24]. By{¢; }rea- € C* we denote the orthonormal basis (ONB)
of eigenvectors of\, i.e.,

2T

Up(x) = |A|_1/2 ek e AT = 7

71, (3.62)

and we have that Ay, = w(k), with w(k) = S°%_ 2{1 — cos(k,)}. Evaluat-
ing the traces in EqL{3.58) by means of this ONB, we obtain

0B (1) = 3 {ln—w®)s (il Pro) + [wk) — s (0l Po) }

keA*

> ) = w(k)]s (] Pre) - (3.63)

keA*

Let {;} X}, C CA be an ONB of eigenvectors d, i.e.,~Ay; = e;p;. For any
k € A* andl < j < |A|, we observe that

(e; — w(k)) |l P = [Wul(A — D))
= [(W|(PaAPy + Py APo)p;) I
= [
K

PoAPy il > + [(PaAPotyle;)|?
PooAPq il 2, (3.64)

>

using that eithePop; = 0 or Py, = 0 and thatPa APy = PyoAPy. Since
le; — w(k)| < 4d, Eq. [(362%) implies that

(4d)* [(Llo))* = [(kl) (3.65)
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whereb, := PyoAPa)y is the boundary vector that plays a crucial rolefinl [24].
By summation over alj corresponding to eigenvalues> 1, we obtain

(Wl Prapr) > (4d) 72 (be| Py by (3.66)

forall & € A*. Next, the convexity of\ — [A], and the fact thaP, = 1[-A >
1) > (4d) " [-A — il yield

BlPob) > OB —plb) > (A - b)],
= [ A - wb)], (3.67)

Now, for anyx € 0f) there is, by definition, at least one point- e € ¢, with
le]; = 1. Sinceby, is supported id2, we haveh,(z + ¢) = 0, and thus

(bl (=2 =) bi) = Z{Zm )= bila+ o) — b))

z€0  |e/1=1

> (L—p) Y |be(@)* = (1= p) |10l (3.68)

€N

Inserting [3.66)-£(3.88) intd_(3.63), we arrive at

1 - 2
5EWQ)2(M#?g;m—w%mme- (3.69)

Next, we use that in the sum i-(3169) only thdse A* contribute, for which
w(k) =3¢_ 2{1 —cos(k,)} < 1, as0 < p < 1. This implies thatos(k,) > 1,
forallv € {1,2,...,d}. Hence, for thesg, we have that

bx]|? = |A| Z ‘ZZ@’”k“ﬂx—l—aeueﬂc]

€l o=+ v=1

I

zed) o==£ v=1
(%Y
4/A1°

v

1

|
7

(3.70)
‘ ‘ €00



BLT, Version of 24-Jul-2006 28

since there is at least one choice fotv) such thatc + oe, € Q°. Inserting this
estimate into[(3.89), we obtain

o0 1
E19) = o (i X I el (3.71)

keA*

Now defineg : T¢ — A* by the preimages

(L) = Ty
') =kt [ -1 7) (3.72)
for k € A*. In other words, giveq € T¢, the pointg(¢) € A* is the closest point
to . In particular,|¢ — ¢(¢)|« < T, which implies thafw(q(¢)) — w(é)] < &9,
by Taylor’s theorem. Hence,

1 B . d’¢
S bl = [ - eta@)], 5

‘ | kEA*

> /Td [ —2mdL™" — w(é)h (2r) (3.73)

Since, by assumptioff¢ < 214 — £ andw(¢) < £2, we have

- a _ 15 (d4/2)
[ lpmomirt -t e > [ [B-e] ate = gam e,
(3.74)

Inserting [(3.7B)-£3.74) intd.(3.71), we arrive at the atezbestimate. QED
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