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EXPANSION OF THE MANY-BODY QUANTUM GIBBS STATE OF THE
BOSE-HUBBARD MODEL ON A FINITE GRAPH

ZIED AMMARI, SHAHNAZ FARHAT, AND SOREN PETRAT

ABSTRACT. We consider the many-body quantum Gibbs state for the Bose-Hubbard model on
a finite graph at positive temperature. We scale the interaction with the inverse temperature,
corresponding to a mean-field limit where the temperature is of the order of the average particle
number. For this model it is known that the many-body Gibbs state converges, as temperature
goes to infinity, to the Gibbs measure of a discrete nonlinear Schrodinger equation, i.e., a Gibbs
measure defined in terms of a one-body theory. In this article we extend these results by proving
an expansion to any order of the many-body Gibbs state with inverse temperature as a small
parameter. The coefficients in the expansion can be calculated as vacuum expectation values
using a recursive formula, and we compute the first two coefficients explicitly.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

The derivation of nonlinear Gibbs measures from many-body quantum mechanics has recently
received a lot of attention in the context of the Bose gas with pair interaction in the continuum.
For example, in [15, 20, 24] convergence for the partition function and reduced density matrices is
proven. In these results the interaction is scaled down with the inverse temperature, analogous
to the limit we consider in this article. Note that for continuous systems in two and three
dimensions, a renormalization of the nonlinear Gibbs measure is necessary (see [14, 16, 19, 21]).
In this article, we avoid technical difficulties associated with continuous systems by considering
the simpler Bose-Hubbard model which is defined on a lattice. We furthermore consider only a
finite graph instead of an infinite system for technical simplicity. The goal of this article is to
prove a much more precise convergence statement, namely an order by order expansion of the
Gibbs state.

One motivation for our work is that such higher order expansions have recently been proven
for the continuous Bose gas in the mean-field limit at zero temperature for low-lying eigenvalues
and the corresponding (excited and ground) eigenstates [5], and for the dynamics [6, 13]; see
also [4, 8] for reviews of these results, and [7, 9] for applications. At zero temperature and in the
mean-field limit, the leading order is described by the Hartree equation (a nonlinear Schrédinger
equation with convolution-type nonlinearity). Note that there are also results concerning the
dynamics of discrete nonlinear Schrodinger (DNLS) equations and their derivation from many-
body quantum theory, e.g., in [23]. The next-to leading order is described by Bogoliubov theory.
The expansion is then proven by using perturbation theory around Bogoliubov theory. In our
main result in this article, the Hartree equation appears as well in the limiting Gibbs measure.
However, in contrast to the zero-temperature case, we do not see Bogoliubov theory clearly
emerging in our high temperature limit.

Another motivation for our work is that recently the Kubo-Martin—Schwinger condition for
the thermal equilibrium of quantum and classical systems has attracted some interest [1, 2, 12, 25]
(see [3, 17, 18] for older results). In particular, one can interpret the Gibbs measure as the KMS
equilibrium state for the discrete nonlinear Schrodinger equation. More generally this concept
extends to Hamiltonian systems governed by PDEs (see [2] and references therein). One of
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the remarkable properties is that the quantum and classical KMS conditions can be linked to
each other rigorously through the same high temperature limit that we are considering here.
Therefore our expansion of the many-body quantum Gibbs state provides information on the
KMS condition as well. We briefly describe here this relation and refer the reader to [1] for
more details. The Bose-Hubbard model defines a dynamical system (oy,w.) given by a group
of automorphisms over the algebra of bounded operators,
ay(A) = elctle geicHe (1.1)
where H, is the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian defined in (1.13), and by a quantum Gibbs state
defined by
Tr(e PHe A
we(d) = A,
Tr(e=PHe)

It is known that the Gibbs state w. is the unique KMS state at inverse temperature €8 of the
Bose—Hubbard system satisfying

(1.2)

we(A aiaB(B)) = we(BA), (1.3)

where ;.5 is an analytic extension of the dynamics to complex times. A specific choice of
observables in (1.3) leads to

. (Wg(f) aicp(We(g)) — We(Q)) o (MM) ’ (1.4)

1€ 1€
where W,(-) are the Weyl operators in (1.17). According to [1], taking the high temperature

limit (¢ — 0) in the relation (1.4) yields the classical KMS condition studied by G. Gallavotti
and E. Verboven [17],

B / ) {49 h(u)} dpg(u) = / {eelom) NS} dpug(u), (1.5)
2(G) 2(G)
where f,g € (*(G), h is the Hamiltonian of the DNLS equation in (1.19), ug is the Gibbs
measure, and {-,-} is the Poisson bracket. Hence our main Theorem 1.1 provides an optimal
rate of convergence and an expansion of both sides of (1.4) in terms of the inverse temperature
parameter.

Another flavor of this topic is its relationship with entropy and with Berezin quantization on
symplectic manifolds. In fact the Gibbs state and respectively the Gibbs measure are minimizers
of their corresponding von Neumann and Boltzmann entropies, so that we can approach the high
temperature limit in terms of these variational problems (see [20]). On the other hand, the high
temperature limit can be interpreted as a classical limit for Gibbs states in the framework of
deformation quantization (see, e.g., [11, 25]). Such a problem was recently studied in [25] and
a convergence (to the leading order without expansion) similar to our result is proven in [25,
Proposition 3.3]. The argument is based on Berezin—Lieb and Peierls—Bogolyubov inequalities
[22]. It would be interesting to apply our method to these two approaches.

1.1. General framework. Let G = (V, E) be a finite (undirected and simple) graph, with V'
the set of vertices and E the set of edges. The degree of a vertex = € V is denoted by deg(z).
We consider the one-body (complex) Hilbert space £2(G), endowed with the standard scalar
product and norm

1/2
(w,0) = > u@o(x), lull = <Z IU($)12> : (1.6)

zeV zeV

We will sometimes use the orthonormal basis {e, },cv of £2(G) defined by

ex(y) = Oy, Yy e V. (1.7)
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The symmetric Fock space F is defined as

F:=T(*Q) = Pr@a)= ~Peem), (1.8)

m>0 m>0

where ®, denotes the symmetric tensor product, and £2(G™) is the symmetric ¢? space over
G™. Let a} and a, be the usual creation and annihilation operators satisfying the canonical
commutation relations

[a, a;] = Oy, lag,ay] =0 = [a}, ay] (1.9)

and set, for any u € £?(Q),
a*(u) = Z u(z) ay, a(u) = Z u(x) ag. (1.10)
zeV eV

The second quantization of an operator B on ¢*(G) with matrix elements By, = (e,, Bey) is

defined as
= Y aiBuyay, (1.11)

z,yev
and we define the number operator as

=dI(1) = > a}a.. (1.12)
zeV

For any small parameter ¢ > 0, coupling constant A > 0, and chemical potential x < 0, we
define the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian on F as

3
o= S (@b al)(as—ay) —er Y al ax+e—za ataza, (1.13)
z,yeV, x~y zeV zeV

where x ~ y means that x and y are nearest neighbors. Note that by introducing the discrete
Laplacian A, as

(Agu)(z) := —deg(z)u(z) + Z (1.14)
yeV,y~x
we can rewrite the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian as
A * *
H, =edl'(-Ay — k1) + 625 Ze‘:/awazaxaw. (1.15)
xT

1.2. Main result. The Gibbs state w. at inverse temperature 3 > 0 is defined as

we(A) = = Ty(e PHe 4) (1.16)
Ze
for any operator A on F, where Z, := Tr(e #H¢) is the partition function. Note that Z. < oo
since we chose k < 0, see, e.g., [10, Proposition 5.2.27]. We will keep the inverse temperature as
a fixed parameter, and instead consider € as the small parameter, so the limit € — 0 corresponds
to a limit where the inverse temperature and the coupling constant each go to zero in the same
way. Our goal is to expand w. in powers of €. In order to write down such a series expansion
concretely, let us consider a Weyl operator with the right semiclassical structure. For any

f € £?(GQ) the Weyl operator W.(f) is defined as
— VR =L -
W.(f) i= VWD) with &(f) = ﬂ(a(f) ta (f)). (1.17)

In our main result Theorem 1.1 we prove an expansion for
Ze we(We(f)) = ’I‘r(e_ﬁngs(f))' (1-18)

Note that for f = 0 this implies an expansion for Z., and both results together can be com-
bined into a single expansion for w.(W,(f)), see Remark 1.2. Note, however, that in the limit
€ — 0 both quantities diverge like c. := (577)“V|, therefore we write down the expansion for
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c1Tr(e PH=W_(f)). The expansion could also be written down, e.g., for reduced one-particle
density matrices, see Remark 1.3.

The leading order in the expansion is a classical Gibbs measure, defined in terms of the
Hamiltonian of the discrete nonlinear Schrodinger equation

h(u) = (u, (~Ag)u) — wlu® + g > fu@)[ (1.19)
zeV
We introduce the corresponding nonlinear Hartree operator hH as
R (u) = —Aqu — ku + Au|*u. (1.20)
The Gibbs measure is defined as
dug(u) = Zlﬁe_ﬂh(“) du, (1.21)

where du = H du, with du, the Lebesgue measure on C, and zg = ffg(G) e Ph() dy. In our

zeV
setting it is known that

lim w. (W, (f)) = / VIR (), (1.22)
e—0 2(G)
see, e.g., [1]. Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Higher order expansion). For any N € N, f € (2(Q), and € > 0 small enough,
we have

N
(emVITe(e W () = Y & / VRS €y (u, e du+ O(ENFY),  (1.23)

where the O(eN+1) term may depend on f and the parameters 3, &, and \. The coefficients Cj
are e-independent and given as Cy(u, f) =1, and, for j > 1,

27 min(4m—2,25) 2j—f

o =5+ 3 GRS AP, e ), (120

Y !
m=1 l=m

where € is the vacuum in F and Aﬁm) (u) are defined by the recursive formula in (2.10). In
particular,

e ) = ~YE i 2 iy, 1y + Lt (1.25)
) 4 \/Q ) 2
and Co(u, f) is given in Appendiz A.
The theorem is proven in Section 3.
Remark 1.2. Note that for f = 0 we have
S
Ci(u,0)= Y - (AS (w)0, ), (1.26)

m=[5(+1)]

which are the coefficients in the expansion of (e7)!V!Z.. Combining both expansions

N
(em)VITr(e PHW (f)) = Z & Ci(f) + OV, (1.27)

(em)!VITr (e~ PH2) Zefc O(eNt, (1.28)
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where 50(0) = 23, leads to an expansion of the Gibbs state. Denoting by a € N¥ a multi-index
with |a| := Zle a;, we find

Co(f) L . |32 Gy &= i ( éamw)) Cy(f) N1
CWo(f)=—24) & - + +0
el == e o | 2 T ) o

lal=j—¢
e Bhw) qy,

— / eﬂi?}?e(f,u)
2(Q) <
Bh(u)

ametray | IFIP B w B, 2| e P
+s/€2(G)e [ v GG R S O pant

| —h(u) 2 o
—c / VIR E gy / ) P
2(G) s (@) 2 “

Remark 1.3. Note that we could also provide an expansion for expectations of other operators
than the Weyl operator W.(f), e.g., for the reduced one-particle density matrix

Tr(e PHecatay,). (1.30)

+ O(e%).
(1.29)

For this example the expansion reads

(57r)|V‘Tr(e_’BHsea;ay) = / Uy Uy e P qu

2(G)
o [52“ uy I ) = Buay (1), ) | &P (13
+O(e?).
1.3. Notation and summary of proof. In addition to the Weyl operator
W.(f) = V5@ +a () (1.32)
from (1.17), let us introduce the rescaled Weyl operator
We(u) = eve (@ @-a@), (1.33)
With the latter we define the coherent state
) i= We()|Q) = e~ 5 v ), (1.34)

where [Q2) is the vacuum in F, and the equality follows from the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff
formula. Then, by direct computation on the finite graph G, we have the resolution of identity

‘. / fue) (ue] du = 1, (135)
22(Q@)

where ¢, := (em) "IV, The idea of the proof is to insert the identity (1.35) in the computation
of Tr(e PHeW_(f)), so that it only contains W (u)* H.-W.(u) instead of H. directly. This Weyl-

transformed Hamiltonian can be written as
4
W (u)* H-We (u) = h(u) + Y e//?A;(u), (1.36)
j=1

for some e-independent operators A;(u), see Section 2.1. It remains to expand the exponential of
(1.36), and W,(f), in powers of €. This is done in Section 2.2 where we compute the coefficients
of the expansion and thus define the remainder terms. In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.1 by
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estimating the remainder terms. Finally, we explicitly compute the first two coeflicients of the
expansion in Appendix A.

Notation. In the following sections, we use in our estimates constants C' that may depend
on the parameters of our model, and that can be different from line to line.

2. FORMAL EXPANSION

2.1. Resolution of identity. First, we insert the resolution of identity (1.35) into the compu-
tation of Tr(e PH=W_(f)).

Lemma 2.1 (Integral formula). We have

lTr(e’BHfl/Va( ) = / eV2iRelSu) () o= BATY(£)Q) e PhW) dy, (2.1)
Ce (@)
where W.(-) is the Weyl operator defined in (1.17), and
4 .
Ac(u) =Y /2 A;(u) (2.2)
j=1

with
A1 (u) = a* (B (u)) + a(h™ (u)),

A
Ag(u) == dl(—Ayg) — kN + 5 Z(% atul + 4ataz|ug|? + aga, i),

zeV
)\ * ok * — 2'3
As(u) = 2 Z(%%%U:p + alaza,y), (2:3)
zeV
)\ * ok
Ay(u) = 5 Z Ayl
eV

Proof. We use the resolution of identity (1.35) to expand

S = [ s W) )

- / (9, We(u)* e He TV (u) W (u) "W ()W () Q) du
2(G)

‘/ (Q, ¢ W HWel) T7 () Wo(f) We(w)) du.  (2.4)
2(G)

To expand the above expression in powers of €, we use the shifting properties of the Weyl
operator, i.e.,

fop * % 117 — eyt * e o 1
We(u) a2 W () = 7 (@), W) e Welw) =+ —zu(e), (29)
Ws(u)*a*(f)We(u)=a*(f)+i<u,f>, Wo(w) a(f) Welu) = a(f) + —=(fu).  (2.6)

Ve Ve
Using (2.5) gives us directly (1.36) with the coefficients (2.3). Furthermore, using (2.6), we get

We(w)* We( ) We(u) = V5 W (0 +aD) W) _ vomelso ), (2.7)
which proves (2.1). O
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2.2. Taylor expansion. In order to expand the right-hand side of (2.1), let us write down the
Taylor expansions with remainders for e=#4<(#) and W_(f). For given N € N, we have

N m 1 N
e Pl =% 7 (_/BAnisu)) +(—ﬁAs(u))NH/O e—siAsu) (L= 8)7 Nf) ds, (2.8a)
m=0 ’ )
VRS — R
2 ()" e 1 isveein 1= 9N
Ws(f)=Z€5T+(z\@<I>(f)) + /0 eioVE (f)Tds. (2.8b)
n=0 ’ .
::M;N) ::R;N)

The above formulas make sense by functional calculus. Note that (2.8a) is not an expansion
in powers of /e yet because A.(u) contains different powers of /e. Furthermore, according to
(2.1), we only need to evaluate (A;(u))™ acting on the vacuum Q. Recall that  is an analytic
vector of the field operator ®(f) and it is in the domain of any Wick monomial. Ordering
(Ae(u))™|€2) in powers of /e gives, for m > 0,

Adm—2

A(u)™|0) = " e2 A (u)|Q), (2.9)

{=m
where Agm) (u) is given by

Aém) _ ASI)A( )—|—A(1)A(m 1) —|—A§1)A§Tgl) +A4(11)A§T4;1)

_ Z HA% (2.10)

a€e{1,2,3,4}™m k=1
|a|=2¢

where the A,, (u) = A&l,z (u) for ay, € {1,2,3,4} are given in Lemma 2.1. Here, we have used
the multi-index notation, i.e., |a| = > ;- ai. Note that in (2.9) the £ = 4m — 1 and ¢ = 4m
terms vanish since both As(u) and A4(u) contain an a, acting on the vacuum [Q2). For later

convenience we define Aém) (u) to be zero outside the range of indices in (2.9). To summarize,
for any ¢ € N,

(m), \ ._ 0 Jfor £ <m or £ > 4m — 2,
A ()= { (2.10) ,otherwise.

We can now state the expansion of the term (e=#4<(WQ W_(f)Q) from (2.1) in powers of \/z.

(2.11)

Lemma 2.2 (Formal expansion). For any N € N we have

(e PAIQ W(f Ze% i (u )+ RN (u, f), (2.12)

2

with Cy(u, f) =1 and where, for j > 1,

. j (—ﬁ)m min(4m—2,7) . '
Cylwf) = () + ) w2 oA weerTIe), (218)
m=1 ' L=m

with Agm) (u) as defined in (2.11). The remainder term RrY) (u, f) is given as

M(u, ) = (2, RV + MEIRW + RO M + RORM) ), (2.14)



8 ZIED AMMARI, SHAHNAZ FARHAT, AND SOREN PETRAT

with, MEL‘N), RELXN), M;N), and R;N) from (2.8), and
W _ iy T i '
Rpd= D ety > G (), B(f)7 ). (2.15)
j=N+1 m=1 " f=max(m,j—N) J '

Proof. By using the Taylor expansions (2.8a) and (2.8b) we have

(e~ 2@0 W (1)) = (2, MY MV) + (2, MPRT + REIME + RYRM)0).
It remains to multiply out the first term in the expression above. Defining a,, = (—5)™/m! and

b, = i"/n! we have

N N
(MMM = 575" cFanba (A ()"0, B(£) )
m=0n=0
N N N 4m-2 N
=3 Eh QBN+ DD Y e anba (AT (W), B(£)").
n=0 m=1n=0 p=m

(2.16)

It is now convenient to use the convention (2.11), i.e., Aém)(u) :=0for { <mor ¢ >4m —2,

since then we can rearrange
N N 4m-—2
SN ST T anba AU (W), ©(£) )
m=1n=0 p=m
o N N

=333 S Fanba (A W (1))

p=0n=0m=1

3=0  f=om=1
5N—2 i N 3
=3 A3 S anh; (A;"j%(u)Q,CI)( £
Jj=1 m=1 g—q
5N—2 ] min(j,4m—2)
= ez Y ST ambi (AT (), @(f) ), (2.17)

j=1 m=1 ¢{=max(m,j—N)
renaming ¢ = j — /¢ in the last step (and using the convention (2.11) again). In total, this implies
the expansion (2.12), noting that max(m,j — N) =m for j < N and m > 1. O

The expansion from Lemma 2.2 can be simplified by noting that the £% terms vanish for
J odd.

Lemma 2.3 (Vanishing of odd terms). For all j odd, C; (u, f) = 0.
2

Proof. Recall from (2.10) that

A= N ] Aa, (2.18)

ac{1,2,34}m k=1
|a|=2¢
Now recall from the definition (2.3) that each term in A,, contains exactly a4, creation or
annihilation operators (in normal order). Hence, for |a| = ¢, the products [];~; A4, contain an
even (resp. odd) number of creation/annihilation operators for ¢ even (resp. odd). Note that
the terms in the products [[;-; A, are not necessarily normal ordered, but normal ordering
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does not change the parity of the number of creation/annihilation operators. In the same way,
®(f)7~* contains only terms with an even (resp. odd) number of creation/annihilation operators
for 0 < j — ¢ even (resp. odd). Since vacuum expectations of terms with an odd number of
creation/annihilation operators vanish, we have that

(Q,0(f)7Q) = 0= (AT (u)Q, &(f) Q) for j odd (2.19)

and any 0 < ¢ < j, 1 <m < j. Thus, all terms in the definition (2.13) of C; (u, f) vanish for
2
J odd. O

Lastly, let us compute the first term of C; (u, f) explicitly.
2

Lemma 2.4. For the first term in (2.13) we find

i 2%k (=% ok
@mﬂ)(f) Q) = WHfH (2.20)

for any k € N,

Proof. Such identity is well known and the expression can easily be verified inductively. Alter-
natively, note that by the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff formula

2 2k
> <21k:>'<ﬂ, (alf) +a*(1))*0) = (@, D+ D) = M- = 3> I (2.21)
k>0 ’ k>0 ’
so comparing coefficients leads to
2 —1)%_ . (2k)! —1)*
a2 = e B e = S (222)

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

3.1. Preparatory estimates. The following lemmas will be used to estimate the remainder
terms in the expansion of the right-hand side of (2.1). Recall that in our Hamiltonian (1.13) we
used the chemical potential £ < 0, and recall that we defined the coherent state u. in (1.34).

Lemma 3.1. There is o with 0 < o < —k such that
<us> 6_5H5u6> < e—ﬂa||u||2 (3.1)
for all € small enough.

Proof. Note that we can write the Hamiltonian (1.13) as H. = H. — keN, with H. >0, —x > 0
and [H., N] =0 in the strong sense. Therefore,

(ug, e PHeu) = (u,, efﬁgfefﬁ(*”)”vug) < (ug, e PERN Y)Y, (3.2)
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The right-hand side can be computed directly from (1.34) and yields

w2 a®(w) a*(u)

= (e V= Qe PN Q)

(ue, 6_6(_“)5Nu5> =e"

_M 1 1 * l —B(—k)eN = k

k>0 £>0
= eiHuEHQ Z 41 lefgﬁ(*ﬁ)f Ha*(U)ZQHQ
(f')Q Eg N——’
20 =012t
1 g 2\
_ 1 e IUI”
- Z 0! <e ) €
>0
_e—B(=r)e
_ el () (3.3)
This directly implies (3.1). O

With the exponential decay from Lemma 3.1 we will be able to absorb any polynomial growth
in ||u|| that comes from the following estimates.

Lemma 3.2. For all m,n € Ny, s € [0,1], f € £2(G), and € > 0 small enough, there exist
C,q > 0 such that for all u € 12(G),

1A () VERDD( 0| < Ce™ (|lull)?, (3-4)
where (z) := (1 + |z|?)Y/? refers to the Japanese bracket. In particular, ¢ =0 for m = 0.
Proof. Let S = N + 2. Then we have
[4c(w)e=VEr Do (1)
= ||Ac(u)S28? A (u)S1St -+ A(u)ST2™
SIme(f)§—BmH1/2) g2m+1/2 (I)(f)3—(2m+n/2)32m+n/2€i5\/5<1>(f)QH

< H H82k—2AE(u)S—2kH H "32m+f/2—1/2q)(f)S—(2m+€/2)H H82m+n/2eis\/§‘1>(f)QH. (35)
k=1 £=1
Before estimating each term in the above expression, note that for any function F': N — R and
for any f € (*(G) we have

P (f) = a* (HFWN +1),  F(N +1a(f) = a(f)FN). (3.6)
Also recall the standard estimates
la(Holl <IN + 1200, lla*(Hell < ATV + D)2 (3.7)

for any ¢ € D(N'/2) and f € (2(G). We start with the first product in (3.5). Recalling the
definition of A.(u) in (2.2) and (2.3) we note that

HS2k_2A5(U)S_2kH

<2 |[SH72 [a(h™ (u) + a* (W (u)] S| (3.82)
+es%? [dP(—Ad) — kN + % N (ahaiu? + dafaglug|? + azazag)] S| (3.8)
zeV
+ 83/2 H52k_2 [% Z(a;a;aﬂcum + a;a:r:aa:ﬂx)] S_2kH (38C)
zeV
Y
+ &2 HS%*Q [5 Z a;a;ax%}S*%H. (3.8d)

zeV
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Let us deal with each term separately. Using (3.6) and (3.7) we find
e12(3.8a) < ||la(h(w)) (N + )72 (W +2)72 | + [|a* (AT (u)) (N +3)*72 (N +2)7 2|
< C([Jla(r(w) N +1)72 ||+ a* (BH @)V +1)72]))
< C [n ()]
< C(Jlull + [ful?). (3.9)

Similarly we have

“1(3.8b) < ||dD(—AQ)S 72| + K||NST|| + 5 Z\ux| |asas(NV + 4)2F72(N +2)72*|]
er
A . o A _ _
+3 Z4|ugc|2 |aya.S 2H +3 Z || Ha;,;a;,;./\/'gl€ 2N +2) QkH
zeV zeV
< C(1+ [lul?), (3.10)
as well as
£73/2(3.8¢) < Z\ux|||a ag(N +3)2F2(W +2) 72|
zEV
£ 23 el abacan (N + 12N 4+ 2)%|
zeV
< C(1+|ful), (3.11)
and
?(3.8d) Z |asasazas(N +2)* 2N +2)72F|| < C. (3.12)
a:EV

This implies that
|SP 2 A (w) S| < Ce2 (1 + ||ull®). (3.13)

Using the same arguments we find

"82m+f/2—1/2q)(f)8—2m—€/2H _ H82m+e/2—1/2\}§ {a(f) I a,*(f)]S_?m_Z/zH <CO|fl- (3.14)
Combining all estimates into (3.5) and noting that
e IVERINVERY) < ON + 1 4 s% |||, (3.15)
we find
[4c(uymevErDe(fral| < © (H (1 ||u|r3)> (H Ifl) < Ce™Jul)t (3.16)
k=1 =1
for ¢ = 3m/2, and where the constant C' depends on m, n, || f||, &, and . O

3.2. Remainder estimates. In this subsection we first provide an estimate for the remainder
(N)

term Ry’ (u, f) from Lemma 2.2. Afterwards. we show that the estimate is good enough such
that the full remainder in the expansion of the Gibbs state, namely

RE(f) = /ma) V2Rl ROV (u, £y e du, (3.17)

. N+1
is bounded and of order e 2.
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Lemma 3.3 (Control of the remainder). There is o with 0 < o < —k such that R (u, f) from
Lemma 2.2 satisfies the bound

B (u, )] < £ C{ul)? ( +eﬁ(”<“>-a“”2)) (3.18)

for all € > 0 small enough, where C depends on N, k, A\, B and f.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2, the expression RgN) (u, f) is composed of four terms which we estimate
separately. We assume ¢ < 1 in the following estimates. Using first some elementary bounds
and Cauchy—Schwarz, then Lemma 3.2 for s = 0, then W, (u)*H-W,(u) = h(u) + As(u), and in
the end Lemma 3.1, we find

N+1 n il 1
(@, RN M ’_ EA 52'/ (1= (2 Acfu)V 140 1) Q) ds
0 n.: 0
N+1 N
5N+1 N

Z H S| [[Ac (M e (f)" 2 ds
nl
< M Culy / V(@ e 2a4000) ds

=0l [, as

1
< O(ul)r [ e sl g, (3.19)
0

The other terms can be estimated similarly, using again Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2. We have

N (=B)NFLNTL N N
R /Ods(ls) /Ods(ls)

<97 Ag(U)NJrlefsBAa(u)eié\/ECb(f)(I)(f)N+1 Q>'

N N
(@ RERE0)| =

N+1 1 1 L
SE%IB 1/ d§/ dsHefsﬁAg(u)QHHAa(u)NJrlezs\/ECD(f)(I)(f)N+1 QH
NT NS, ¢,
1
< N ) / e38h(w) =sBollull® g (3.20)
0

as well as

(0 MIREI9) | =

MiNJrl > (_ﬁ)m ! m _iS\/€
g 2 N mz /0 (1—5)N<Q,A5(u) e f¢(f)q)(f)N+1Q>dS

m!
a1 oL g
<< X Tplaral et el

<e 2 Cflul)*. (3.21)
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Lastly,
™) & (e M e m) ¢
(@, RPN ety 3 oo <A w)Q, d(f) Q)

j=N+1 m=1 ¢{=max(m,j—N)
SN2 gm min(4m—2,7) 1 ) -,

<D ety ) GooillA @l lletrya|
j=N+1 m=1 {=max(m,j—N)

< e Ol (3.22)

since HAém) (u)QH < C(||lu||)? by repeatedly applying the standard estimates (3.7). To conclude
the bound (3.18) recall that o from Lemma 3.1 satisfies 0 < o < —k, and that h(u) > —x||ul|?
(with & < 0), hence h(u) — au|? > 0 and

/1 o8 (hw=allul?) g < B(hw=allul?) (3.23)
0

O

From Lemma 3.3 we know that the full remainder }N‘ZgN)( f) from (3.17) is of order e It
remains to prove the integrability in w.
Lemma 3.4 (Integrability of the remainder). For all N € N we have
N+1

|IRM(f)| < ez (3.24)
Proof. Applying Lemma 3.3 leads to

/ fz%e(f, (u f) —Bh(u) du
2(G)

=Ce 2/ <HUH>Q<1+eﬁh<u>ﬁalluuQ)eﬁh(u)du
2(G)

S R e e R
(@)

+1

<Ce 2 (3.25)
since 8 > 0 and « > 0. O
We can now put everything together to prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Combining Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 we find, for any M € N,

M .
(em)VITe(e P () = > "e? / V2R O () £)e P dy = R (f), (3.26)
= Jee) 2

where the first summand in the definition of C; (u, f) from (2.13) is given by Lemma 2.4, and with
2

M+1

remainder EgM)(f) defined in (3.17). In Lemma 3.4 we have proven that |§( (H <Ce =2
All coefficients Cj (u, f) with odd j vanish by Lemma 2.3. Thus, for M =: 2N + 1 odd we have

]R€2N+1 (N < C€N+1 and for M =: 2N + 2 even we have |R(2NJrl (N < CeNt3 < CeN+H! as
well. O

APPENDIX A. COMPUTATION OF THE FIRST TWO COEFFICIENTS

Here, we compute the coefficients C(u, f) and Ca(u, f) from Theorem 1.1 explicitly. Recall
that

—1)J . (_pm
Gyt ) = S + Y S0
. PO

min(4m—2,25) 2§t

Yy mmgm)(u)a,@m%—my (A1)

l=m
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We then find

2
Cr(u, ) = 1717 - ﬁz (), @(77 Q) + T (AP (), )

= 111 = i AL @0, 2(1)0) — BAD ()2, 9) + %@4&2) (W2.Q),  (A2)

where, by the definition (2.10), Agl) = Ay, Agl) = Ao, and Ag) = A1A;. Now, recalling the
definition (2.3) and using that a(g)Q2 = 0 for any g € £?(G), we have

(AN ()0, 8()2) = \}5 a* (¥ ()9, a* (£)Q2) = ;5<hH(u), f). (A-3a)
(AN (w0, Q) =0, (A.3b)
(A2 (), Q) = (o (W (W) a” (W ())Q) = I (w) > (A.3¢)
To summarize,
Crtw ) == ME i 2w, 1)+ S (A1)

The second coeflicient is given by

1 _A\m
Ootu, 1) = 71+ Y0 )
m=1 :

= 1= 5( - P a(r) - i e e
+ ﬁ;( %<A52)<“)9» ®(f)2 Q) + (AP (0)Q, B(£)2) + (AP ()2, Q>) (A.5)
53 ,84

- = (4P e e (He) + (AP w2, 9)) +

Using again the definitions (2.3) and (2.10) we find explicitly

AP we, ).

Caolu, ) = 551"
=5 - L. - S )

3
52 ( = RIS = {0, 17+ )
_" [/pH H A— u H g |t
+ (W), ~Baf) = 8. 1)+ St %Zlel)

-6 (gt £ >HhH(u)H2+%<u2,hH(u)2>+g<hH(u),—Ath(u)>—thH(u)HZ
A
# 3l 1? + GO )

4
AT
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