arXiv:2002.03406v4 [math-ph] 4 Dec 2020

Bose-Einstein Condensation Beyond the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime

Arka Adhikari^1, Christian Brennecke^2 , Benjamin Schlein^3

Department of Mathematics, Harvard University, One Oxford Street, Cambridge MA 02138, USA^{1,2}

Institute of Mathematics, University of Zurich, Winterthurerstrasse 190, 8057 Zurich, Switzerland^3

December 7, 2020

Abstract

We consider N bosons in a box with volume one, interacting through a two-body potential with scattering length of the order N^{−1+κ}, for κ > 0. Assuming that κ ∈ (0; 1/43), we show that low-energy states exhibit Bose-Einstein condensation and we provide bounds on the expectation and on higher moments of the number of excitations.

1 Introduction

We consider systems of N ∈ N bosons trapped in the box Λ = [0; 1]^3 with periodic boundary conditions (the three dimensional torus with volume one) and interacting through a repulsive potential with scattering length of the order N^{−1+κ}, for κ ∈ (0; 1/43). We are interested in the limit of large N. The Hamilton operator has the form

H_N = N∑ i=1 −Δ_{xi} + ∑ 1≤i<j≤N N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x_i − x_j )) (1.1)

and acts on a dense subspace of L^2_s(Λ^N ), the Hilbert space consisting of functions in L^2(Λ^N ) that are invariant with respect to permutations of the N ∈ N particles. Here we assume the interaction potential V ∈ L^3(R^3 ) to have compact support and to be non-negative, ie. V (x) ≥ 0 for almost all x ∈ R^3 .

For κ = 0, the Hamilton operator (1.1) describes bosons in the so-called Gross- Pitaevskii limit. This regime is frequently used to model trapped Bose gases observed in recent experiments. Another important regime is the thermodynamic limit, where N bosons interacting through a fixed potential V (independent of N) are trapped in the box

Λ_L = [0; L]^3 and where the limits N, L → ∞ are taken, keeping the density ρ = N/L^3 fixed. After rescaling lengths (introducing new coordinates x^′ = x/L) the Hamilton operator of the Bose gas in the thermodynamic limit is given (up to a multiplicative constant) by (1.1), with κ = 2/3. Choosing 0 < κ < 2/3, we are interpolating therefore between the Gross-Pitaevskii and the thermodynamic limits.

The goal of this paper is to show that low-energy states of (1.1) exhibit Bose-Einstein condensation in the zero-momentum mode φ_0 ∈ L^2(Λ) defined by φ_0(x) = 1 for all x ∈ Λ and to give bounds on the number of excitations of the condensate. To achieve this goal, it is convenient to switch to an equivalent representation of the bosonic system, removing the condensate and focusing instead on its orthogonal excitations. To this end, we notice that every ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(Λ^N ) can be uniquely decomposed as

ψ_N = α_0φ^{⊗N}_0 + α_1 ⊗_s φ^{⊗(N−1)}_0 + α_2 ⊗_s φ^{⊗(N−2)}_0 + · · · + α_N

where ⊗_s denotes the symmetric tensor product and α_j ∈ L^2_⊥(Λ)^{⊗sj} for all j = 0, . . . , N, with L^2_⊥(Λ) the orthogonal complement in L^2(Λ) of φ_0. This observation allows us to define a unitary map U_N : L^2_s(Λ^N ) → F^{≤N}_+ = ⨁_N j=0 L^2_⊥(Λ)^{⊗sj} by setting

U_N ψ_N = {α_0, α_1, . . . , α_N }. (1.2)

The truncated Fock space F^{≤N}_+ = ⨁_N j=0 L^2_⊥(Λ)^{⊗sj} is used to describe orthogonal excitations of the condensate (some properties of the map U_N will be discussed in Section 2 below). On F^{≤N}_+ , we introduce the number of particles operator, defining (N_+ξ)^{(n)} = nξ^{(n)} for every ξ = {ξ^{(0)}, . . . ξ^{(N)}} ∈ F^{≤N}_+ .

We are now ready to state our main theorem, which provides estimates of the expectation and on higher moments of the number of orthogonal excitations of the Bose-Einstein condensate for low-energy states of (1.1).

Theorem 1.1. Let V ∈ L^3(R^3 ) be pointwise non-negative and spherically symmetric. Let a_0 > 0 denote the scattering length of V . Let H_N be defined as in (1.1) with 0 < κ < 1/43. Then, for every ε > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that | |E_N − 4πa_0N^{1+κ} | | ≤ CN^{43κ+ε}. (1.3)

for all N ∈ N large enough.

Let ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(Λ^N ) with ‖ψ_N ‖ = 1 and

⟨ψ_N , (H_N − E_N )^2ψ_N ⟩ ≤ ζ^2, (1.4)

for a ζ > 0. Then, for every ε > 0 there exists a constant C > 0 such that

⟨U_N ψ_N , N_+ U_N ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C [ ζ + ζ^2N^{13κ+ε−1} + N^{43κ+4ε} ] (1.5)

for all N ∈ N large enough. If moreover ψ_N = χ(H_N ≤ E_N + ζ)ψ_N , then for all k ∈ N and all ε > 0 there exists C > 0 such that

⟨U_N ψ_N , N^k_+ U_N ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C [ N^{20κ+ε}ζ^2 + N^{44κ+2ε} ]_k (1.6)

for all N ∈ N large enough.

The convergence E_N /4πa_0N^{1+κ} → 1, as N → ∞, has been first established, for Bose gases trapped by an external potential, in [20] (the choice κ > 0 corresponds, in the terminology of [20], to the Thomas-Fermi limit).

It follows from (1.5) that the one-particle density matrix γ_N = tr_{2,...,N} |ψ_N ⟩⟨ψ_N | associated with a normalized ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(Λ^N ) satisfying (1.4) is such that

1 − ⟨φ_0, γ_N φ_0⟩ = 1 N [N − ⟨ψ_N , a^∗(φ_0)a(φ_0)ψ_N ⟩] = 1 N ⟨U_N ψ_N , N_+ U_N ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C [ ζN^{−1} + ζ^2N^{13κ+ε−2} + N^{43κ+4ε−1} ] (1.7)

as N → ∞. Here we used the formula U_N a^∗(φ_0)a(φ_0)U_N = N −N_+; see (2.5) below. Eq. (1.7) implies that low-energy states of (1.1) exhibit complete Bose-Einstein condensation, if κ < 1/43.

We remark that the estimate (1.6) follows, in our analysis, from a stronger bound controlling not only the number but also the energy of the excitations of the condensate. As we will explain in Section 3, in order to estimate the energy of excitations in lowenergy states, we first need to remove (at least part of) their correlations. If we choose, as we do in (1.6), ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(Λ^N ) with ‖ψ_N ‖ = 1 and ψ_N = χ(H_N ≤ E_N + ζ)ψ_N , we can introduce the corresponding renormalized excitation vector ξ_N = e^B U_N ψ_N ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , with the antisymmetric operator B defined as in (3.21) (the unitary operator e^B will be referred to as a generalized Bogoliubov transformation). We will show in Section 6, that for every k ∈ N, there exists C > 0 such that

⟨ξ_N , (H_N + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{2k}ξ_N ⟩ ≤ C [ N^{20κ+ε}ζ^2 + N^{44κ+2ε}

]_{2k+1} (1.8)

for all N large enough. Here H_N = K + V_N , where K = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ p^2a^∗_pa_p, and V_N = 1 2N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗: r≠−p,−q N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{p+r}a^∗_qa_{q+r}a_p (1.9)

are the kinetic and potential energy operators, restricted to F^{≤N}_+ (here ^V is the Fourier transform of the potential V , defined as in (2.4)). Eq. (1.6) follows then from (1.8), because N_+ commutes with H_N , N_+ ≤ K ≤ H_N and because conjugation with the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e^B does not change the number of particles substantially; see Lemma 3.2 (for k ∈ N even, we also use simple interpolation).

In the Gross-Pitaevskii regime corresponding to κ = 0 the convergence γ_N → |φ_0⟩⟨φ_0| has been first established in [17, 18, 19] and later, using a different approach, in [22]^1. In this case (ie. κ = 0), the bounds (1.3), (1.5) and (1.6) with ε = 0 (which are optimal in their N-dependence) have been shown in [5]. Previously, they have been established

1Going through the proof of [19, Theorem 5.1], one can observe that the authors actually show that 1 − ⟨φ0, γN φ0⟩ ≤ CN^{−2/17} .

in [2], under the additional assumption of small potential. A simpler proof of the results of [2], extended also to systems of bosons trapped by an external potential, has been recently given in [21]. The result of [5] was used in [4] to determine the second order corrections to the ground state energy and the low-energy excitation spectrum of the Bose gas in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. Note that our approach in the present paper could be easily extended to the case κ = 0, leading to the same bounds obtained in [5]. We exclude the case κ = 0 because we would have to modify certain definitions, making the notation more complicated (for example, the sets P_H in (3.14) and P_L in (4.2) would have to be defined in terms of cutoffs independent of N).

The methods of [17, 18, 19] can also be extended to show Bose-Einstein condensation for low-energy states of (1.1), for some κ > 0. In fact, following the proof of [19, Theorem 5.1], it is possible to show that, for a normalized ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(Λ^N ) with ‖ψ_N ‖ = 1 and such that ⟨ψ_N , H_N ψ_N ⟩ ≤ E_N + ζ, the expectation of the number of excitations is bounded by ⟨U_N ψ_N , N_+U_N ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C [ N^{15+20κ17} + ζ ] (1.10)

which implies complete Bose-Einstein condensation for low-energy states, for all κ < 1/10. For sufficiently small κ > 0, Theorem 1.1 improves (1.10) because it gives a better rate^2 (if κ < 15/711) and because, through (1.6), it also provides (under stronger conditions on ψ_N ) bounds for higher moments of the number of excitations N_+.

In [11], in a slightly different setting, the authors obtain a bound of the form (1.6) for k = 1, for the choice κ = 1/(55 + 1/3) (for normalized ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(Λ^N ) that satisfy ⟨ψ_N , H_N ψ_N ⟩ ≤ E_N + ζ). They use this result to show a lower bound on the ground state energy of the dilute Bose gas in the thermodynamic limit matching the prediction of Lee-Yang and Lee-Huang-Yang [15, 14].

After completion of our work, two more papers have appeared whose results are related with Theorem 1.1. Based on localization arguments from [9, 11], a bound for the expectation of N_+ in low-energy states has been shown in [10], establishing Bose-Einstein condensation for all κ < 2/5 (as pointed out there, using a refined analysis similar to that of [11], the range of κ can be slightly improved). On the other hand, following an approach similar to [2], but with substantial simplifications (partly due to the fact that the author works in the grand canonical, rather than the canonical, ensemble), a new proof of Bose-Einstein condensation was obtained in [12], in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, under the assumption of small potential. There is hope that the approach of [12] can be extended beyond the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, providing a simplified proof of Theorem 1.1, potentially allowing for larger values of κ.

The derivation of the bounds (1.5), (1.6), (1.8) is crucial to resolve the low-energy spectrum of the Hamiltonian (1.1). The extension of estimates on the ground state energy and on the excitation spectrum obtained in [4] for the Gross-Pitaevskii limit, to regimes with κ > 0 small enough will be addressed in a separate paper [7], using the

2For κ > 0, the rate (1.6) is not expected to be optimal. Bogoliubov theory predicts that the number of excitations of the Bose-Einstein condensate in a Bose gas with density ρ is of the order Nρ^{1/2}; see [6]. In our regime, this corresponds to N^{3κ/2} excitations.

results of Theorem 1.1. With our techniques, it does not seem possible to obtain such precise information on the spectrum of (1.1) using only previously available bounds like (1.10).

Let us now briefly explain the strategy we use to prove Theorem 1.1. The first part of our analysis follows closely [5]. We start in Section 2 by introducing the excitation Hamiltonian L_N = U_N H_N U^∗_N , acting on the truncated Fock space F^{≤N}_+ ; the result is given in (2.6), (2.7). The vacuum expectation ⟨Ω, L_N Ω⟩ = N^{1+κ} ^V (0)/2 is still very far from the correct ground state energy of L_N (and thus of H_N ); the difference is of order N^{1+κ}. This is a consequence of the definition (1.2) of the unitary map U_N , whose action removes products of the condensate wave function φ_0, leaving however all correlations among particles in the wave functions α_j ∈ L^2_⊥(Λ)^{⊗sj}, j = 1, . . . , N.

To factor out correlations, we introduce in Section 3 a renormalized excitation Hamiltonian G_N = e^{−B} L_N e^B , defined through unitary conjugation of L_N with a generalized Bogoliubov transformation e^B . The antisymmetric operator B : F^{≤N}_+ → F^{≤N}_+ is quadratic in the modified creation and annihilation operators b_p, b^∗_p defined, for every momentum p ∈ Λ^∗_+ = 2πZ^3\{0}, in (2.8) (b^∗_p creates a particle with momentum p annihilating, at the same time, a particle with momentum zero; in other words, b^∗_p creates an excitation, moving a particle out of the condensate). The properties of G_N are listed in Prop. 3.3. In particular, Prop. 3.3 implies that, to leading order, ⟨Ω, G_N Ω⟩ ≃ 4πa_0N^{1+κ}, if κ is small enough.

Unfortunately, G_N is not coercive enough to prove directly that low-energy states exhibit condensation (in the sense that it is not clear how to estimate the difference between G_N and its vacuum expectation from below by the number of particle operator N_+). For this reason, in Section 4, we define yet another renormalized excitation Hamiltonian J_N = e^{−A}G_N e^A, where now A is the antisymmetric operator (4.1), cubic in (modified) creation and annihilation operators (to be more precise, we only conjugate the main part of G_N with e^A; see (4.3)). Important properties of J_N are stated in Prop. 4.1. Up to negligible errors, the conjugation with e^A completes the renormalization of quadratic and cubic terms; in (4.5), these terms have the same form they would have for particles interacting through a mean-field potential with Fourier transform 8πa_0N^κ1(|p| < N^α), with a parameter α > 0 that will be chosen small enough, depending on κ (in other words, the renormalization procedure allows us to replace, in all quadratic and cubic terms, the original interaction with Fourier transform N^{−1+κ} ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) decaying only for momenta |p| > N^{1−κ}, with a potential whose Fourier transform already decays on scales N^α ≪ N^{1−κ}).

The main problem with J_N is that its quartic terms (the restriction of the initial potential energy on the orthogonal complement of the condensate wave function) are still proportional to the local interaction with Fourier transform N^{−1+κ} ^V (p/N^{1−κ}).

One possibility to solve this problem is to neglect the original quartic terms (they are positive) and insert instead quartic terms proportional to the renormalized mean-field potential 8πa_0N^κ1(|p| < N^α), so that Bose-Einstein condensation follows as it does for mean-field systems (see [23]). Since (with the notation χ̌ for the inverse Fourier transform of the characteristic function on the ball of radius one)

8πa_0N^κ N ∑ |r|<N^α a^∗_{p+r}a^∗_q a_{q+r}a_p = 8πa_0N^{3α+κ−1} ∫ χ̌(N^α(x − y))ǎ^∗_xǎ^∗_yǎ_yǎ_x dxdy ≤ CN^{3α+κ−1}N^2_+

and since we know from (1.10), that N_+ ≲ N^{15+20κ}17 in low-energy states, the insertion of the renormalized quartic terms produces an error that can be controlled by localization in the number of particles, if

3α + κ − 1 +

15 + 20κ 17 = 3α + 37 17 κ − 2 17 < 0 This strategy was used in [5] to prove Bose-Einstein condensation with optimal rate in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime κ = 0 (in this case, one can choose α = 0).

Here, we follow a different approach. We perform a last renormalization step, conjugating J_N through a unitary operator e^D, with D quartic in creation and annihilation operators. This leads to a new Hamiltonian M_N = e^{−D}J_N e^D (in fact, it is more convenient to conjugate only the main part of J_N , ignoring small contributions that can be controlled by other means; see (5.5)), where the original interaction N^{−1+κ} ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) is replaced by the mean-field potential 8πa_0N^κ1(|p| < N^α) in all relevant terms^3. Condensation can then be shown as it is done for mean-field systems, with no need for localization. This is the main novelty of our analysis, compared with [5]. In Section 5, we define the final Hamiltonian M_N and in Prop. 5.1 we bound it from below. The proof of Prop. 5.1, which is technically the main part of our paper, is deferred to Section 7. In Section 6, we combine the results of the previous sections to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1.

The results we prove with our new technique are stronger than what we would obtain using the approach of [5] in the sense that they allow for larger values of κ and better rates. More importantly, we believe that the approach we propose here is more natural and that it leaves more space for extensions. In particular, with the final quartic renormalization step, we map the original Hamilton operator (1.1), with an interaction varying on momenta of order N^{1−κ}, into a new Hamiltonian having the same form, but now with an interaction restricted to momenta smaller than N^α. If α < 1 − κ, this leads to an effective regularization of the potential and it suggests that further improvements may be achieved by iteration; we plan to follow this strategy, which bears some similarities to the renormalization group analysis developed in [1], in future work.

In order to control errors arising from the quartic conjugation, it is important to use observables that were not employed in [5]. In particular, the expectation of the number

3Observe that the renormalized potential with Fourier transform 8πa0N^{−1+κ}1(|p| < N^α) that emerges in our rigorous analysis after a series of unitary transformations is reminiscent of the interaction that appears through an ad-hoc substitution in the pseudo-potential method of [13, 14].

of excitations with large momenta N_{≥N} γ = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≥N^γ a^∗_pa_p

and of its powers N^2_{≥N} γ , N^3_{≥N} γ , as well as the expectation of products of the form K_LN_{≥N} γ and K_LN^2_{≥N} γ , involving the kinetic energy operator restricted to low momenta K_L, will play a crucial role in our analysis. It will therefore be important to establish bounds for the growth of these observables through all steps of the renormalization procedure (Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3, Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.2). In Section 6, an important step in the proof of Theorem 1.1 will consist in controlling the expectation of these observables on low-energy states of the renormalized Hamiltonian G_N .

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank C. Boccato and S. Cenatiempo for many helpful discussions with regards to the quartic renormalization. B. Schlein gratefully acknowledges partial support from the NCCR SwissMAP, from the Swiss National Science Foundation through the Grant “Dynamical and energetic properties of Bose-Einstein condensates” and from the European Research Council through the ERC-AdG CLaQS.

2 The Excitation Hamiltonian

We denote by F = ⨁ n≥0 L^2(Λ)^{⊗sn} the bosonic Fock space over the one-particle space L^2(Λ) and by Ω = {1, 0, . . . } the vacuum vector. We can define the number of particles operator N by setting (N ψ)^{(n)} = nψ^{(n)} for all ψ = {ψ^{(0)}, ψ^{(1)}, . . . } in a dense subspace of F. For every one-particle wave function g ∈ L^2(Λ), we define the creation operator a^∗(g) and its hermitian conjugate, the annihilation operator a(g), through

(a^∗(g)Ψ)^{(n)}(x_1, . . . , x_n) = 1 √ n n∑ j=1 g(x_j )Ψ^{(n−1)}(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_n) (a(g)Ψ)^{(n)}(x_1, . . . , x_n) = √ n + 1 ∫ Λ ḡ(x)Ψ^{(n+1)}(x, x_1, . . . , x_n) dx Creation and annihilation operators are defined on the domain of N^{1/2}, where they satisfy the bounds ‖a(f)ψ‖ ≤ ‖f‖‖N^{1/2}ψ‖, ‖a^∗(f)ψ‖ ≤ ‖f‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ψ‖ and the canonical commutation relations

[a(g), a^∗(h)] = ⟨g, h⟩, [a(g), a(h)] = [a^∗(g), a^∗(h)] = 0 (2.1)

for all g, h ∈ L^2(Λ) (⟨., .⟩ denotes here the inner product on L^2(Λ)). For p ∈ Λ^∗ = 2πZ^3, we define the plane wave φ_p ∈ L^2(Λ) through φ_p(x) = e^{−ip·x} for all x ∈ Λ, and the operators a^∗_p = a(φ_p) and a_p = a(φ_p) creating and, respectively, annihilating a particle with momentum p. It is sometimes convenient to switch to position space, introducing operator valued distributions ǎ_x, ǎ^∗_x such that a(f) = ∫ Λ f̄(x) ǎ_x dx, a^∗(f) = ∫ Λ f(x) ǎ^∗_x dx In terms of creation and annihilation operators, the number of particles operator can be written as N = ∑ p∈Λ^∗ a^∗_pa_p = ∫ a^∗_xa_x dx We will describe excitations of the Bose-Einstein condensate on the truncated Fock space

F^{≤N}_+ = N⨁ j=0 L^2_⊥(Λ)^{⊗sj}

constructed over the orthogonal complement L^2_⊥(Λ) of the condensate wave function φ_0. On F^{≤N}_+ , we denote the number of particles operator by N_+. It is given by N_+ = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ a ∗ pa_p, where Λ^∗_+ = Λ^∗\{0} = 2πZ^3\{0} is the momentum space for excitations.

Given Θ ≥ 0, we also introduce the restricted number of particles operators

N_{≥Θ} = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≥Θ a^∗_pa_p, (2.2)

measuring the number of excitations with momentum larger or equal to Θ, and N_{<Θ} = N_+ − N_{≥Θ}.

Consider the operator U_N : L^2_s(Λ^N ) → F^{≤N}_+ defined in (1.2). Identifying ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(Λ^N ) with the Fock space vector {0, . . . , 0, ψ_N , 0, . . . }, we can also express U_N in terms of creation and annihilation operators; we obtain

U_N = N⨁ n=0 (1 − |φ_0⟩⟨φ_0|)^{⊗n} a(φ_0)^{N−n} √ (N − n)! It is then easy to check that U^∗_N : F^{≤N}_+ → L^2_s(Λ^N ) is given by

U^∗_N {α^{(0)}, . . . , α^{(N)}} = N∑ n=0 a^∗(φ_0)^{N−n} √ (N − n)! α^{(n)} and that U^∗_N U_N = 1, ie. U_N is unitary.

Using U_N , we can define the excitation Hamiltonian L_N := U_N H_N U^∗_N , acting on a dense subspace of F^{≤N}_+ . To compute L_N , we first write the Hamiltonian (1.1) in momentum space, in terms of creation and annihilation operators. We find

H_N = ∑ p∈Λ^∗ p^2a^∗_pa_p + 1 2N^{1−κ} ∑ p,q,r∈Λ^∗ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{p+r}a^∗_qa_pa_{q+r} (2.3) where ^V (k) = ∫ R^3 V (x)e^{−ik·x}dx (2.4) is the Fourier transform of V , defined for all k ∈ R^3 (in fact, (1.1) is the restriction of (2.3) to the N ∈ N-particle sector of the Fock space F). We can now determine the excitation Hamiltonian L_N using the following rules, describing the action of the unitary operator U_N on products of a creation and an annihilation operator (products of the form a^∗_pa_q can be thought of as operators mapping L^2_s(Λ^N ) to itself). For any p, q ∈ Λ^∗_+ = 2πZ^3\{0}, we find (see [16]):

U_N a^∗_0a_0 U^∗_N = N − N_+

U_N a^∗_pa_0 U^∗_N = a^∗_p √ N − N_+ U_N a^∗_0a_p U^∗_N = √ N − N_+ a_p U_N a^∗_pa_q U^∗_N = a^∗_pa_q

(2.5)

We conclude that L_N = L^{(0)}_N + L^{(2)}_N + L^{(3)}_N + L^{(4)}_N (2.6)

with

L^{(0)}_N = N − 1 2N N^κ ^V (0)(N − N_+) +

N^κ ^V (0) 2N N_+(N − N_+)

L^{(2)}_N = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ p^2a^∗_pa_p + ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ b^∗_pb_p − 1 N a^∗_pa_p ]

+ 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ]

L^{(3)}_N = 1 √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + a^∗_q a_{−p}b_{p+q} ]

L^{(4)}_N = 1 2N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗: r≠−p,−q N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{p+r}a^∗_qa_pa_{q+r}

(2.7)

where we introduced generalized creation and annihilation operators

b^∗_p = a^∗_p √ N − N_+ N , and b_p = √ N − N_+ N a_p (2.8)

for all p ∈ Λ^∗_+. Observe that, by (2.5),

U^∗_N b^∗_pU_N = a^∗_p a_0 √ N , U^∗_N b_pU_N = a^∗_0 √ N a_p In other words, b^∗_p creates a particle with momentum p ∈ Λ^∗_+ but, at the same time, it annihilates a particle from the condensate; it creates an excitation, preserving the total number of particles in the system. On states exhibiting complete Bose-Einstein condensation in the zero-momentum mode φ_0, we have a_0, a^∗_0 ≃ √ N and we can therefore expect that b^∗_p ≃ a^∗_p and that b_p ≃ a_p. Modified creation and annihilation operators satisfy the commutation relations

[b_p, b^∗_q ] = ( 1 − N_+ N ) δ_{p,q} − 1 N a^∗_qa_p [b_p, b_q] = [b^∗_p, b^∗_q ] = 0

(2.9)

Furthermore, we find

[b_p, a^∗_q a_r] = δ_{pq}b_r, [b^∗_p, a^∗_q a_r] = −δ_{pr}b^∗_q (2.10)

for all p, q, r ∈ Λ^∗_+; this implies in particular that [b_p, N_+] = b_p, [b^∗_p, N_+] = −b^∗_p. It is also useful to notice that the operators b^∗_p, b_p, like the standard creation and annihilation operators a^∗_p, a_p, can be bounded by the square root of the number of particles operators; we find ‖b_pξ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖N^{1/2}_+

(N + 1 − N_+ N )_{1/2} ξ ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖N^{1/2}_+ ξ‖ ‖b^∗_pξ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖(N_+ + 1)_{1/2}(N − N+ N )_{1/2} ξ ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖(N_+ + 1)_{1/2}ξ‖

for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ . Since N_+ ≤ N on F^{≤N}_+ , the operators b^∗_p, b_p are bounded, with ‖b_p‖, ‖b^∗_p‖ ≤ (N + 1)^{1/2}. We can also define modified operator valued distributions

b̌_x = √ N − N_+ N ǎ_x, and b̌^∗_x = ǎ^∗_x √ N − N_+ N in position space, for x ∈ Λ. The commutation relations (2.9) take the form

[b̌_x, b̌^∗_y] = ( 1 − N_+ N ) δ(x − y) − 1 N ǎ^∗_yǎ_x [b̌_x, b̌_y] = [b̌^∗_x, b̌^∗_y] = 0

Moreover, (2.10) translates to

[b̌_x, ǎ^∗_yǎ_z] = δ(x − y)b̌_z, [b̌^∗_x, ǎ^∗_yǎ_z] = −δ(x − z)b̌^∗_y

which also implies that [b̌_x, N_+] = b̌_x, [b̌^∗_x, N_+] = −b̌^∗_x.

3 Renormalized Excitation Hamiltonian

Conjugation with U_N extracts, from the original quartic interaction in (2.3), some constant and some quadratic contributions, collected in L^{(0)}_N and L^{(2)}_N in (2.7). For bosons described by the Hamiltonian (1.1), this is not enough; there are still large contributions to the energy that are hidden in L^{(3)}_N and L^{(4)}_N .

To extract the missing energy, we have to take into account correlations. To this end, we consider the ground state solution f_ℓ of the Neumann problem [ −Δ + 1 2 V ] f_ℓ = λ_ℓf_ℓ (3.1)

on the ball |x| ≤ N^{1−κ}ℓ (we omit the N ∈ N-dependence in the notation for f_ℓ and for λ_ℓ; notice that λ_ℓ scales as N^{3κ−3}), with the normalization f_ℓ(x) = 1 if |x| = N^{1−κ}ℓ. By scaling, we observe that f_ℓ(N^{1−κ}.) satisfies the equation [ −Δ + 1 2 N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}x) ] f_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x) = N^{2−2κ}λ_ℓf_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x)

on the ball |x| ≤ ℓ. From now on, we fix some 0 < ℓ < 1/2, so that the ball of radius ℓ is contained in the box Λ = [−1/2; 1/2]^3 . We then extend f_ℓ(N^{1−κ}.) to Λ, by setting f_N (x) = f_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x), if |x| ≤ ℓ and f_N (x) = 1 for x ∈ Λ, with |x| > ℓ. As a consequence, [ −Δ + 1 2 N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}.) ] f_N = N^{2−2κ}λ_ℓf_N χ_ℓ, (3.2)

where χ_ℓ denotes the characteristic function of the ball of radius ℓ. The Fourier coefficients of the function f_N are given by

^f_N (p) = ∫ Λ f_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x)e^{−ip·x}dx (3.3) for all p ∈ Λ^∗. Next, we define w_ℓ(x) = 1 − f_ℓ(x) for |x| ≤ N^{1−κ}ℓ and w_ℓ(x) = 0 for all |x| > N^{1−κ}ℓ. Its rescaled version w_N : Λ → R is defined through w_N (x) = w_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x) if |x| ≤ ℓ and w_N (x) = 0 if x ∈ Λ with |x| > ℓ. The Fourier coefficients of w_N are given by

^w_N (p) = ∫ Λ w_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x)e^{−ip·x}dx = 1 N^{3−3κ} ^w_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ}), where ^w_ℓ(k) = ∫ R^3 w_ℓ(x)e^{−ik·x}dx denotes the Fourier transform of the (compactly supported) function w_ℓ. We find ^f_N (p) = δ_{p,0} − N 3κ−3 ^w_ℓ(p/N 1−κ). From (3.2), we obtain −p^2 ^w_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ}) + N^{2−2κ} 2 ∑ q∈Λ^∗ ^V ((p − q)/N^{1−κ}) ^f_N (q) = N^{5−5κ}λ_ℓ ∑ q∈Λ^∗ ^χ_ℓ(p − q) ^f_N (q). (3.4)

The next lemma summarizes important properties of the functions w_ℓ and f_ℓ. Its proof can be found in [5, Appendix A] (replacing N ∈ N by N^{1−κ} and noting that still N^{1−κ}ℓ ≫ 1 for N ∈ N sufficiently large and fixed ℓ ∈ (0; 1/2)).

Lemma 3.1. Let V ∈ L^3(R^3 ) be non-negative, compactly supported and spherically symmetric. Fix ℓ > 0 and let f_ℓ denote the solution of (3.1). For N ∈ N large enough the following properties hold true.

i) We have λ_ℓ =

3a_0 N^{3−3κ}ℓ^3 ( 1 + O ( a_0/ℓN^{1−κ} )) . (3.5)

ii) We have 0 ≤ f_ℓ, w_ℓ ≤ 1. Moreover there exists a constant C > 0 such that | | ∫ V (x)f_ℓ(x)dx − 8πa_0 | | ≤ Ca^{20} ℓN^{1−κ} . (3.6)

iii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that w_ℓ(x) ≤ C |x| + 1 and |∇w_ℓ(x)| ≤ C x^2 + 1

. (3.7)

for all x ∈ R^3 and all N ∈ N large enough. iv) There exists a constant C > 0 such that | ^w_N (p)| ≤ C N^{1−κ}p^2 for all p ∈ R^3 and all N ∈ N large enough (such that N^{1−κ} ≥ ℓ^{−1}).

We define η : Λ^∗ → R through η_p = −N ^w_N (p) = − N^κ N^{2−2κ} ^ω_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ}). (3.8) In position space, this means that for x ∈ Λ, we have

η̌(x) = −Nw_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x), (3.9)

so that we have in particular the L^∞-bound ‖η̌‖_∞ ≤ CN. (3.10) Lemma 3.1 also implies |η_p| ≤ CN^κ |p|^2 (3.11)

for all p ∈ Λ^∗_+ = 2πZ^3\{0}, and for some constant C > 0 independent of N ∈ N (for N ∈ N large enough). From (3.4), we find the relation

p^2η_p + 1 2 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(p) = N^{3−2κ}λ_ℓ(^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )(p) (3.12) or equivalently, expressing the r.h.s. through the coefficients η_p,

p^2η_p + 1 2 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) + 1 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗ N^κ ^V ((p − q)/N^{1−κ})η_q = N^{3−2κ}λ_ℓ ^χ_ℓ(p) + N^{2−2κ}λ_ℓ ∑ q∈Λ^∗ ^χ_ℓ(p − q)η_q. (3.13)

In our analysis, it is useful to restrict η to high momenta. To this end, let α > 0 and P_H = {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≥ N^α}. (3.14) We define η_H ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) by η_H (p) = η_p χ(p ∈ P_H ) = η_pχ(|p| ≥ N^α) . (3.15) Eq. (3.11) implies that ‖η_H ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2} (3.16) and we assume from now on that α > 2κ such that in particular lim N→∞ ‖η_H ‖ = 0. (3.17)

Notice, on the other hand, that the H^1-norm of η and η_H diverge, as N → ∞. From (3.9) and Lemma 3.1, part iii), we find ∑ p∈P_H p^2|η_p|^2 ≤ ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ p^2|η_p|^2 = ∫ |∇η̌(x)|^2dx ≤ CN^{1+κ} (3.18)

for all N ∈ N large enough. We will mostly use the coefficients η_p with p ≠ 0. Sometimes, however, it will be useful to have an estimate on η_0 (because Eq. (3.13) involves η_0). From Lemma 3.1, part iii), we obtain |η_0| ≤ N^{3κ−2} ∫ R^3

w_ℓ(x)dx ≤ CN^κℓ^2 (3.19)

It will also be useful to have bounds for the function η̌_H : Λ → R, having Fourier coefficients η_H (p) as defined in (3.15). Writing η_H (p) = η_p − η_pχ(|p| ≤ N^α), we obtain η̌_H (x) = η̌(x) − ∑ p∈Λ^∗: |p|≤N^α η_pe^{ip·x} = −Nw_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x) − ∑ p∈Λ^∗: |p|≤N^α η_pe^{ip·x}

so that |η̌_H (x)| ≤ CN + CN^κ ∑ p∈Λ^∗: |p|≤N^α |p|^{−2} ≤ C(N + N^{α+κ}) ≤ C(N + N^{α+κ}) (3.20) for all x ∈ Λ, if N ∈ N is large enough.

With the coefficients (3.15), we define the antisymmetric operator B = 1 2 ∑ p∈P_H ( η_pb^∗_pb^∗_{−p} − η̄_pb_{−p}b_p ) (3.21)

and the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e^B : F^{≤N}_+ → F^{≤N}_+ . A first important observation is that conjugation with this unitary operator does not change the number of particles by too much. The proof of the following Lemma can be found in [8, Lemma 3.1] (a similar result has been previously established in [23]).

Lemma 3.2. Assume B is defined as in (3.21), with the coefficients η_p as in (3.8), satisfying (3.17). For every n ∈ N, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

e^{−B} (N_+ + 1)^ne^B ≤ C(N_+ + 1)^n (3.22)

as an operator inequality on F^{≤N}_+ (the constant depends only on ‖η_H ‖ and on n ∈ N).

With the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e^B , we can now define the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian G_N : F^{≤N}_+ → F^{≤N}_+ by setting

G_N = e^{−B} L_N e^B = e^{−B} U_N H_N U^∗_N e^B . (3.23)

In the next propositions, we collect important properties of G_N . Recall the notation H_N = K + V_N , introduced in (1.9).

Proposition 3.3. Let V ∈ L^3(R^3 ) be compactly supported, pointwise non-negative and spherically symmetric. Let G_N be defined as in (3.23). Assume that the exponent α introduced in (3.14) is such that

α > 6κ, 2α + 3κ < 1 (3.24)

Then G_N = 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + H_N + θ_{GN} (3.25) and there exists C > 0 such that, for all δ > 0 and all N ∈ N large enough, we have

± θ_{GN} ≤ δH_N + Cδ^{−1}N^{α+2κ}N_+ + CN^{α+2κ} (3.26)

and the improved lower bound

θ_{GN} ≥ −δH_N − Cδ^{−1}N^κN_+ − CN^{α+2κ}. (3.27)

Furthermore, for β > 0, denote by G^{eff}_N the excitation Hamiltonian

G^{eff}_N = 4πa_0N^κ(N − N_+) + [ ^ V (0) − 4πa_0 ] N^κN_+

(N − N_+) N + N^κ ^V (0) ∑ p∈P^c_H a^∗_pa_p(1 − N_+/N) + 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 1 √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:|q|≤N^β, p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ] + H_N (3.28)

Then there exists C > 0 such that E_{GN} = G_N − G^{eff}_N is bounded by

± E_{GN} ≤ C(N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{α+3κ/2−1/2} + N^{κ/2−β} )H_N + CN^{α+2κ} (3.29)

for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Furthermore, there exists a constant C > 0 such that ±i[N_{≥cN} γ , G_N ], ±i[N_{<cN} γ , G_N ] ≤ C(N^{κ+α/2−γ} + N^{κ+γ/2})(H_N + 1) (3.30) for all α ≥ γ > 0, c > 0 fixed (independent of N ∈ N) and N ∈ N large enough.

Finally, for every k ∈ N, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

± ad^{(k)}_{iN+} (G_N ) = ± [ iN_+, . . . [ iN_+, G_N ] . . . ] ≤ CN^{κ+α/6}(H_N + 1). (3.31)

The proof of Prop. 3.3 is very similar to the proof of [5, Prop. 4.2] and [4, Prop. 3.2], with the appropriate modifications dictated by the different scaling of the interaction. The main novelty in Prop. 3.3 is the bound (3.30) involving commutators of the restricted number of particles operator N_{≥cN} γ . This can be obtained similarly to the bounds for E_{GN} and for i[N_+, G_N ], because we have a full expansion of the operator G_N in a sum of terms whose commutators with N_+ and with N_{≥cN} γ retains essentially the same form. We give a complete proof of Prop. 3.3 in Appendix A.

4 Cubic Renormalization

From Eq. (3.28), we observe that the cubic terms in G^{eff}_N still depend on the original interaction, which decays slowly in momentum (in contrast to the quadratic terms in the second line of (3.28), where the sum is now restricted to P^c_H = {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| < N^α}).

To renormalize the cubic terms in (3.28), we are going to conjugate G^{eff}_N with a unitary operator e^A, where the antisymmetric operator A : F^{≤N}_+ → F^{≤N}_+ is defined by

A = A_1 − A^∗_1, with A_1 = 1 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_rb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p. (4.1)

The high-momentum set P_H = {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≥ N^α} is as in (3.14). The low-momentum set P_L is defined by P_L = {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ N^β} (4.2) with exponent β > 0, that will be chosen as in (3.28).

Using the unitary operator e^A, we define J_N : F^{≤N}_+ → F^{≤N}_+ by

J_N = e^{−A}G^{eff}_N e^A. (4.3)

Observe here that we only conjugate the main part G^{eff}_N of the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian G_N ; this makes the analysis a bit simpler (the difference G_N − G^{eff}_N is small and can be estimated before applying the cubic conjugation).

The next proposition summarizes important properties of J_N ; it can be shown similarly to [5, Prop. 5.2], of course with the appropriate changes of the scaling of the interaction. For completeness, we provide a proof in Appendix B.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose the exponents α and β are such that i) α > 3β+2κ, ii) 3α/2+2κ < 1, iii) α < 5β, iv) β > 3κ/2, v) β < 1/2 (4.4) Let J_N be defined as in (4.3), let

J^{eff}_N = 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − 4πa_0N^κN^2_+/N + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 [ b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ] + H_N ,

(4.5)

and set μ = max(3α/2 + 2κ − 1, 3κ/2 − β) (μ < 0 follows from (4.4)). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that the self-adjoint operator E_{JN} = J_N − J^{eff}_N satisfies the operator inequality

±e^AE_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ C(N^{−β/2} +N^μ)K+CN^μV_N +CN^{μ−κ}N_++CN^{α+2κ}(1+N^{α+β/2−1}) (4.6)

in F^{≤N}_+ for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

The bounds for J_N given in Prop. 4.1 are still not enough to show Theorem 1.1. As we will discuss in the next section, the main problem is the quartic interaction term, contained in H_N , which still depends on the singular interaction potential (in all other terms on the r.h.s. of (4.5), the singular potential has been replaced by the regular mean-field type potential, with Fourier transform 8πa_0N^κ1_P c_H (p), supported on momenta |p| < N^α). To renormalize the quartic interaction, we will have to conjugate J^{eff}_N with yet another unitary operator, this time quartic in creation and annihilation operators. This last conjugation (which will be performed in the next section), will produce error terms. These errors will controlled in terms of the observables N_+, K and V_N (as in (4.6)) but also, as we stressed at the end of Section 1, in terms of observables having the form N_{≥N} γ (the number of excitations having momentum larger or equal to N^γ ), N^2_{≥N} γ , N^3_{≥N} γ , K_{≤N} γ (the kinetic energy of excitations with momentum below N^γ ), K_LN_{≥N} γ . For this reason, we need to control the action of e^A on all these observables.

First of all, we bound the action of the cubic phase on the restricted number of particles operators N_{≥θ} = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≥θ a ∗ pa_p. We will make use of the pull-through formula a_pN_{≥θ} = (N_{≥θ} + 1_{[θ,∞)}(p))a_p, which in particular implies that ‖(N_{≥θ} + 1)^{1/2}a_pξ‖ ≤ C‖a_p(N_{≥θ} + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖, ‖(N_{≥θ} + 1)^{−1/2}a_pξ‖ ≤ C‖a_p(N_{≥θ} + 1)^{−1/2}ξ‖ . (4.7)

Lemma 4.2. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (4.4) (in fact, here it is enough to assume that α > 2κ). Let k ∈ N_0 , m = 0, 1, 2, 0 < γ ≤ α, c ≥ 0 (and c < 1 if γ = α). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that the operator inequalities

e^{−sA}(N_+ + 1)^k(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^me^{sA} ≤ C(N_+ + 1)^k(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^m (4.8)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and all N ∈ N.

Proof. The case m = 0 follows from m = 1. We start therefore with the case m = 1.

For ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we define the function φ_ξ : R → R by φ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}(N_+ + 1)^k(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ which has derivative

∂_sφ_ξ(s) = 2Re ⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^k [ N_{≥cN} γ , A_1 ] e^{sA}ξ⟩ + 2Re ⟨e^{sA}ξ, [ (N_+ + 1)^k, A_1 ] (N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩, (4.9)

where A_1 as in (4.1). By the assumptions on γ and c, we have N^α ≥ N^α − N^β ≥ cN^γ

for N ∈ N large enough. This implies in particular that [N_{≥cN} γ , b^∗_{p+r}] = b^∗_{p+r}, [N_{≥cN} γ , a^∗_{−r}] = a^∗_{−r}, [N_{≥cN} γ , a_p] = χ(|p| ≥ cN^γ )a_p for r ∈ P_H and p ∈ P_L, by (2.1) and (2.10). We then obtain [ N_{≥cN} γ , A_1 ] = 2 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_rb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p − 1 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L, |p|≥cN^γ η_rb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p (4.10)

as well as [ (N_+ + 1)^k, A_1 ] = k √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_rb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p(N_+ + Θ(N_+) + 1)^{k−1}, (4.11)

for some function Θ : N → (0; 1) by the mean value theorem. Using the pull-through

formula N_+a^∗_p = a^∗_p(N_+ + 1) and Cauchy-Schwarz, we estimate | | 1√ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^kb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_pe^{sA}ξ⟩ | |

≤ 1 √ N ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L ‖(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{−1/2}a_{r+p}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η^2_r ‖(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{1/2}a_p(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

With the operator inequality N_{≥cN} γ ≥ N_{≥N} α and with (4.7), we find that | | | 1 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^kb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_pe^{sA}ξ⟩ | | | ≤ C √ N ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L:|p+r|≥cN^γ ‖a_{p+r}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{−1/2}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ‖η_H ‖ ( ∑ p∈P_L ‖a_p(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{κ−α/2} √ N ‖(N_{≥N} α + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖‖(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{(k+1)/2}e^{sA}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2}‖(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 = CN^{κ−α/2}φ_ξ(s). (4.12)

The same arguments show that | | 1√ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L, |p|≥cN^γ η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^kb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_pe^{sA}ξ⟩ | |

≤ C √ N ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L:|p+r|≥cN^γ ‖a_{p+r}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{−1/2}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ‖η_H ‖ ( ∑ p∈P_L ‖a_p(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{κ−α/2}φ_ξ(s).

(4.13)

Finally, we have that | | | k √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, b^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p(N_+ + Θ(N_+) + 1)^{k−1}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | | ≤ C √ N ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L:|p+r|≥cN^γ ‖a_{r+p}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{(k−1)/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η^2_r ‖a_p(N_+ + 1)^{(k−1)/2}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{κ−α/2}‖(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 = CN^{κ−α/2}φ_ξ(s).

(4.14)

Recalling (4.9), (4.10) and that α ≥ 2κ, the bounds (4.12) to (4.14) show that ∂_sφ_ξ (s) ≤ CN^{κ−α/2}φ_ξ(s) ≤ Cφ_ξ(s).

Since the bounds are independent of ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ and the same bounds hold true replacing

A by −A in the definition of φ_ξ, the first inequality in (4.8) follows by Gronwall’s Lemma.

To prove (4.8) with m = 2, we proceed similarly. Given ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we define the

function ψ_ξ : R → R by

ψ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}(N_+ + 1)^k(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^2e^{sA}ξ⟩.

Its derivative is equal to

∂_sψ_ξ(s) = 2Re ⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^k [ (N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^2, A_1 ] e^{sA}ξ⟩ + 2Re ⟨e^{sA}ξ, [ (N_+ + 1)^k, A_1 ] (N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^2e^{sA}ξ⟩ = 2Re ⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^k [ N_{≥cN} γ , [ N_{≥cN} γ , A_1 ]] e^{sA}ξ⟩ + 4Re ⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^k [ N_{≥cN} γ , A_1 ] (N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ + 2Re ⟨e^{sA}ξ, [ (N_+ + 1)^k, A_1 ] (N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^2e^{sA}ξ⟩.

(4.15)

Comparing the contribution containing the double commutator in the last line on the

r.h.s. of the last equation with (4.10) and using once again that N^α ≥ N^α − N^β ≥ cN^γ

for N ∈ N large enough, we observe that [ N_{≥cN} γ , [ N_{≥cN} γ , A_1 ]] = 4 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_rb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p − 3 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L, |p|≥cN^γ η_rb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p.

(4.16)

Hence, the bounds (4.12) and (4.13) prove that | |⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^k[N_{≥cN γ} , [N_{≥cN γ} , A_1]]e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | ≤ Cφ_ξ(s) ≤ Cψ_ξ(s). To bound the second contribution on the r.h.s. in (4.15), we recall (4.10) and we estimate | | | 1 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^kb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | | + | | 1√ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L, |p|≥cN^γ η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, (N_+ + 1)^kb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ | |

≤ C √ N ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L:|p+r|≥cN^γ ‖a_{p+r}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ‖η_H ‖ ( ∑ p∈P_L ‖a_p(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{κ−α/2}‖(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 = CN^{κ−α/2}ψ_ξ(s)

Finally, the last contribution in (4.15) can be bounded as in (4.14), using (4.11). We have | | k√ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, b^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p(N_+ + Θ(N_+) + 1)^{k−1}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^2e^{sA}ξ⟩ | |

≤ C √ N ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L:|p+r|≥cN^γ ‖a_{r+p}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L η^2_r ‖a_p(N_+ + 1)^{(k−2)/2}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^2e^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{κ−α/2}‖(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖^2 = CN^{κ−α/2}ψ_ξ(s), where, in the last step, we used that N_{≥cN} γ ≤ N_+. In conclusion, we have proved that ∂_sψ_ξ(s) ≤ CN^{κ−α/2}ψ_ξ(s) ≤ Cψ_ξ(s). Since the bounds are independent of ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ and the same bounds hold true replacing −A by A in the definition ψ_ξ, Gronwall’s lemma implies the last inequality in (4.8).

We denote the kinetic energy restricted to low momenta by K_{≤cN} γ = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≤cN^γ p^2a^∗_pa_p. (4.17)

We will need the following estimates for the growth of the restricted kinetic energy.

Lemma 4.3. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (4.4) (here we only need α ≥ 2κ and α > β). Let 0 < γ_1, γ_2 ≤ α, and c_1, c_2 ≥ 0 (and also c_j < 1, if γ_j = α, for j = 1, 2). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that the operator inequalities

e^{−sA}K_{≤c1N} γ1 e^{sA} ≤ K_{≤c1N} γ1 + N^{2β+2κ−α−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2, e^{−sA}K_{≤c1N} γ1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sA} ≤ K_{≤c1N} γ1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1) + N^{2β+2κ−α−1}(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^2(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)

(4.18)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. Like the previous Lemma 4.2, this is an application of Gronwall’s lemma. Let us start to prove the first inequality in (4.18). Fix ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ and define φ_ξ : R → R by φ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}K_{≤c1N} γ1 e^{sA}ξ⟩ such that ∂_sφ_ξ (s) = 2Re ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}[K_{≤c1N} γ1 , A_1]e^{sA}ξ⟩. We notice first that [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , b^∗_{p+r} ] = [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , a^∗_{−r} ] = 0 if r ∈ P_H and p ∈ P_L, because |r|, |p + r| ≥ N^α − N^β > c_1N^{γ1} for all N ∈ N. Using the commutation relations (2.1), we then compute

[K_{≤c1N} γ1 , A_1] = − 1 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L:|p|≤c_1N^{γ1} p^2η_rb^∗_{r+p}a^∗_{−r}a_p. (4.19)

With (4.19) and |p| ≤ N^β for p ∈ P_L, we then find that | ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}[K_{≤c1N} γ1 , A_1]e^{sA}ξ⟩ | ≤ CN^β √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L:|p|≤c_1N^{γ1} |p||η_r|‖a_{r+p}a_{−r}e^{sA}ξ‖‖a_pe^{sA}ξ‖

≤ CN^{β+κ−α/2} √ N ‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{sA}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_{≤c1N} γ_1 e^{sA}ξ‖. (4.20)

Finally, using Lemma 4.2 (with c =^1_2 , γ = α and N ∈ N sufficiently large), we conclude ∂_sφ_ξ(s) ≤ CN^{β+κ−α/2−1/2}‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{sA}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_{≤c1N} γ_1 e^{sA}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{2β+2κ−α−1}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2ξ⟩ + Cφ_ξ(s). This proves the first inequality in (4.18), by Gronwall’s lemma.

Next, let us prove the second inequality in (4.18). We define ψ_ξ : R → R by ψ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}K_{≤c1N} γ1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩, and we compute ∂_sψ_ξ(s) = 2Re ⟨ξ, e^{−sA} [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , A_1 ] (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ + 2Re ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}K_{≤c1N} γ1 [ N_{≥c2N} γ2 , A_1 ] e^{sA}ξ⟩. First, we proceed as in (4.20) and obtain with (4.7) that | ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}[K_{≤c1N} γ1 , A_1](N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ | ≤ CN^β √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L: |p|≤c_1N^{γ1} |p||η_r|‖a_{r+p}(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{1/2}a_{−r}e^{sA}ξ‖‖a_p(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{1/2}e^{sA}ξ‖

≤ CN^{β+κ−α/2} √ N ‖(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}e^{sD}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_{≤c1N} γ_1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{1/2}e^{sA}ξ‖.

(4.21)

Eq. (4.21) and Lemma 4.2 then imply | ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}[K_{≤c1N} γ1 , A_1](N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ | ≤ CN^{2β+2κ−α−1}⟨ξ, (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^2(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ + Cψ_ξ(s).

(4.22)

Next, we recall the identity in (4.10) and that [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , b^∗_{p+r} ] = [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , a^∗_{−r} ] = 0 whenever r ∈ P_H , p ∈ P_L and N ∈ N, by assumption on c_1 and γ_1. We then estimate | |⟨ξ, e^{−sA}K_{≤c1N γ1} [N_{≥c2N γ2} , A_1]e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | ≤ C √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,p∈P_L, v∈Λ^∗_+:|v|≤c_1N^{γ1} |v|^2|η_r|‖a_{r+p}(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{−1/2}a_{−r}a_ve^{sD}ξ‖

× ‖a_p(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{1/2}a_ve^{sD}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2}⟨e^{sA}ξ, K_{≤c1N} γ1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ ≤ Cψ_ξ(s).

(4.23)

Hence, putting (4.22) and (4.23) together, we have proved that

∂_sψ_ξ(s) ≤ CN^{2β+2κ−α−1}⟨ξ, (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^2(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ + Cψ_ξ(s).

This implies the second bound in (4.18), by Gronwall’s lemma.

Next, we seek a bound for the growth of the potential energy operator. To this end, we first compute the commutator of V_N with the antisymmetric operator A. We introduce here the shorthand notation for the low-momentum part of the kinetic energy

K_L = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≤N^β p^2a^∗_pa_p = ∑ p∈P_L p^2a^∗_pa_p. (4.24)

Proposition 4.4. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (4.4). There exists a constant C > 0 such that

[V_N , A] = 1 √ N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,p∈P_L: p+u≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u) [ b^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{−u}a_p + h.c. ] + E_{[VN ,A]} (4.25)

where the self-adjoint operator E_{[VN ,A]} satisfies

±E_{[VN ,A]} ≤ δV_N + δ^{−1}CN^{κ−2β−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + δ^{−1}CN^{2α+3κ−2}N_+

+ δ^{−1}CN^{κ−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2

(4.26)

for all δ > 0 and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. From (4.1) we have [V_N , A] = [V_N , A_1] + h.c.

Following [5, Prop. 8.1], we find

[V_N , A_1] + h.c. = 1 √ N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,v∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)b^∗_{u+v} a^∗_{−u}a_v + Θ_1 + Θ_2 + Θ_3 + Θ_4 + h.c.,

(4.27) where

Θ_1 = − 1 N^{3/2} ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v∈P_L, r∈P^c_H ∪{0} N^κ ^V ((u − r)/N^{1−κ})η_rb^∗_{u+v}a^∗_{−u}a_v,

Θ_2 = 1 N^{3/2} ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,p∈Λ^∗_+, r∈P_H ,v∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_rb^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{v+r−u}a^∗_{−r}a_pa_v,

Θ_3 = 1 N^{3/2} ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,p∈Λ^∗_+, r∈P_H ,v∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_rb^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{−r−u}a_pa_v,

Θ_4 = − 1 N^{3/2} ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,p∈Λ^∗_+, r∈P_H ,v∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_rb^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a^∗_{p+u}a_pa_{v+u}.

(4.28)

Here and in the following the notation ∑_∗ indicates that we only sum over those momenta for which the arguments of the creation and annihilation operators are non-zero. The first term on the r.h.s. of (4.27) appears explicitly in (4.25), so let us estimate next the size of the operators Θ_1 to Θ_4, defined in (4.28). The bounds can be obtained similarly as in the proof of [5, Prop. 8.1].

Consider first Θ_1. For ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we switch to position space and find |⟨ξ, Θ_1ξ⟩| ≤ 1 N^{1/2} ∑ r∈P^c_H |η_r| ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖b̌_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ‖ ‖ ∑ v∈P_L e^{ivx}a_vξ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{α+3κ/2−1}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖ ( ∫ Λ dx e^{i(v−v′ )x} ∑ v,v^′∈P_L ⟨ξ, a^∗_v′ a_vξ⟩ )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{α+3κ/2−1}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖N^{1/2}_{≤N β} ξ‖.

(4.29)

The term Θ_2 on the r.h.s. of (4.28) can be controlled by |⟨ξ, Θ_2ξ⟩| = | | 1 N^{1/2} ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L e^{ivy}e^{iry}η_r⟨ξ, b̌^∗_xǎ^∗_ya^∗_{−r}ǎ_xa_vξ⟩ | |

≤ ‖η_H ‖ N^{1/2} [ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ v∈P_L |v|^{−2}‖b̌_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ v∈P_L |v|^2‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ǎ_xa_vξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{β/2+3κ/2−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖.

In the last step we used (4.7) to estimate ∫ Λ dx ‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ǎ_xξ‖^2 = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ ‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_pξ‖^2 ≤ C ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ ‖a_p(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2

= C‖N^{1/2}_+ (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2

(4.30)

for any ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ . The contributions Θ_3 and Θ_4 can be bounded similarly. We find |⟨ξ, Θ_3ξ⟩| = | | 1 N^{1/2} ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L e^{−iry}η_r⟨ξ, b^∗_{v+r}ǎ^∗_xǎ^∗_yǎ_xa_vξ⟩ | |

≤ C‖η_H ‖ N^{1/2} ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ v∈P_L |v|^{−2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ v∈P_L |v|^2‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ǎ_xa_vξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{β/2+3κ/2−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ as well as |⟨ξ, Θ_4ξ⟩| = | | | 1 N^{1/2} ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L η_re^{−ivy}⟨ξ, b^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{−r}ǎ^∗_xǎ_xǎ_yξ⟩ | | | ≤ C‖η_H ‖ N^{1/2} [ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ v∈P_L ‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× [ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L ‖ǎ_xa_{v+r}a_{−r}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{3β/2+3κ/2−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ‖. Summarizing (using α > 3β + 2κ) we proved that ± 4∑ i=1 (Θ_i + h.c.) ≤ δV_N + δ^{−1}CN^{2α+3κ−2}N_+ + δ^{−1}CN^{κ−2β−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)

+ δ^{−1}CN^{κ−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2

(4.31)

for any δ > 0. Setting E_{[VN ,A]} =

∑_4 i=1(Θ_i + h.c.), this proves the claim.

From Proposition 4.4 we immediately get a bound for the action of e^A on V_N .

Corollary 4.5. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (4.4). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

e^{−sA}V_N e^{sA} ≤ CV_N + C(N^κ + N^{2α+3κ−2})(N_+ + 1) + CN^{κ−2β−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + CN^{κ−3β−2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^3.

(4.32)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and N ∈ N large enough.

Proof. We apply Gronwall’s lemma. Given ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we define φ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}V_N e^{sA}ξ⟩ and compute its derivative s.t. ∂_sφ_ξ (s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}[V_N , A]e^{sA}ξ⟩. Hence, we can apply (4.25) and estimate | | | 1 √ N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,v∈P_L: v+u≠0 N^κ⟨e^{sA}ξ, ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)b^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{−u}a_ve^{sA}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ N^{κ/2}‖η̌‖_∞ N ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xǎ_ye^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ‖ ‖ ∑ v∈P_L e^{ivx}a_ve^{sA}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{κ/2}‖V^{1/2}_N e^{sA}ξ‖‖N_{≤N} β e^{sA}ξ‖ ≤ CN^κ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}N_+e^{sA}ξ⟩ + Cφ_ξ(s). Here, we used (3.10), which shows that ‖η̌‖_∞ ≤ CN. Using Lemma 4.2, this simplifies to | | | 1√ N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,v∈P_L: v+u≠0 N^κ⟨e^{sD}ξ, ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)b^∗_{u+v} a^∗_{−u}a_ve^{sD}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ Cφ_ξ(s) + CN^κ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)ξ⟩. (4.33)

Together with (4.25), the bound (4.26) (choosing δ = 1) and an application of Lemma 4.2 as well as of Lemma 4.3, the claim follows from Gronwall’s lemma.

5 Quartic Renormalization

To explain why the bounds for J_N obtained in Prop. 4.1 are not enough to show Theorem 1.1, we introduce, for r ∈ Λ^∗_+, the operators

c^∗_r = 1 √ N ∑ v∈Λ^∗_+:v≠−r, v∈P_L,v+r∈P^c_L a^∗_{v+r}a_v, e^∗_r = 1 2 √ N ∑ v∈Λ^∗_+:v≠−r, v∈P_L,v+r∈P_L a^∗_{v+r}a_v. (5.1)

We denote the adjoints of c^∗_r and e^∗_r by c_r and e_r, respectively. Notice in particular that e^∗_r = e_{−r} for all r ∈ Λ^∗_+. A straightforward computation shows that

8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 [ b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ]

= 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_{−p}e_{−p} + e^∗_{−p}b_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}e^∗_p + e_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}c^∗_p + c_pb_{−p} ] . (5.2)

Together with (4.5), this suggests to bound the Hamiltonian J_N from below by completing the square in the operators g^∗_r := b^∗_r + c^∗_r + e^∗_r and g_r := b_r + c_r + e_r, for r ∈ P^c_H ⊂ Λ^∗_+. A better look at (4.5) reveals, however, that several terms that are needed to complete the square are still hidden in the energy H_N . Since these terms are not small, we need to extract them from H_N by conjugation with a unitary operator e^D, with

D = D_1 − D^∗_1, where D_1 = 1 2N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L η_ra^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q. (5.3) Since [D, N_+] = 0, we have the identity e^{−sD}(N_+ + 1)^ke^{sD} = (N_+ + 1)^k (5.4) for all k ∈ N.

Using e^D, we define the final excitation Hamiltonian M_N = e^{−D}J^{eff}_N e^D. (5.5) The next proposition provides an important lower bound for M_N . Its proof is given in Section 7.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose the exponents α (in the definition of the set P_H in (3.14)) and β (in the definition of the set P_L in (4.2)) are such that i) α > 3β + 2κ, ii) 1 > α + β + 2κ, iii) 5β > α, iv) β > 3κ, v) 1/2 > β, (5.6) Set γ = min(α, 1 − α − κ) (γ > 0 from (5.6)) and let m_0 ∈ R be s.t. m_0β = α. Let V ∈ L^3(R^3 ) be compactly supported, pointwise non-negative and spherically symmetric. Then, M_N , as defined as in (5.5), is bounded from below by

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 1 4 K + E_{MN} (5.7)

for a self-adjoint operator E_{MN} satisfying e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ − CN^{−β}K − CN^{−β−κ}V_N − CN^{β+2κ−1}KN_{≥N} β − CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_{≥N} ⌊m_0⌋β − C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 − CN^{3α+κ} (5.8) for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

6 Proof of Theorem 1.1

For ε > 0 sufficiently small, we define α = 14κ + 4ε, β = 4κ + ε . (6.1) The choice κ < 1/43 guarantees, if ε > 0 is small enough, that all conditions in (5.6) (and thus also in (3.24) and (4.4)) are satisfied.

From (3.25) and (3.26), we obtain the upper bound E_N ≤ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + CN^{16κ+4ε} (6.2) for the ground state energy of H_N . From (3.25) and (3.27), on the other hand, we obtain H_N ≤ 2(G_N –4πa_0N^{1+κ}) + CN^κN_+ + CN^{16κ+4ε} With (6.2) and setting G^′_N = G_N − E_N , we deduce that H_N ≤ 2G^′_N + CN^κN_+ + CN^{16κ+4ε} (6.3) Next, we prove (1.5). From (3.29) and (6.3) we arrive at

G_N = G^{eff}_N + E_{GN} ≥ G^{eff}_N − CN^{−(7κ+2ε)/2}G^′_N − CN^{−(5κ+2ε)/2}N_+ − CN^{16κ+4ε} Writing G_{eff} = e^AJ_N e^{−A} and recalling that κ < 1/43 (and that ε > 0 is small enough), Prop. 4.1 and (6.3) imply that

G_N ≥ e^AJ^{eff}_N e^{−A} + e^AE_{JN} e^{−A} − CN^{−(7κ+2ε)/2}G^′_N − CN^{−(5κ+2ε)/2}N_+ − CN^{16κ+4ε} ≥ e^AJ^{eff}_N e^{−A} − CN^{−(5κ+2ε)/2}G^′_N − CN^{−(3κ+2ε)/2}N_+ − CN^{16κ+4ε} Inserting J_{eff} = e^DM_N e^{−D} and applying Prop. 5.1, we obtain G_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 1 4 e^Ae^DKe^{−D}e^{−A} + e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} − CN^{−(5κ+2ε)/2}G^′_N − CN^{−(3κ+2ε)/2}N_+ − CN^{16κ+4ε} (6.4)

With K ≥ (2π)^2N_+ and Lemma 4.2 (with m = 0 and k = 1) we have

e^Ae^DKe^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ (2π)^2e^Ae^DN_+e^{−D}e^{−A} = (2π)^2e^AN_+e^{−A} ≥ cN_+ (6.5) for a constant c > 0 small enough (but independent of N). If N is large enough, we conclude (using also the upper bound (6.2)), that N_+ ≤ CG^′_N − Ce^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} + CN^{16κ+4ε} (6.6) To bound the error term e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A}, we need (according to (5.8)) to control observables of the form N^{−1}KN_{≥cN} γ . To this end, we observe, first of all, that, by Cauchy-Schwarz and by (6.3), N^{−1}KN_{≥cN} γ ≤ δ^{−1}N^{κ−2γ} K + δN^{2γ−κ−2}KN^2_{≥cN} γ ≤ δ^{−1}N^{κ−2γ} K + 2δN^{2γ−κ−2}N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ + CδN^{−1}KN_{≥cN} γ . (6.7)

Choosing δ > 0 sufficiently small, we thus have N^{−1}KN_{≥cN} γ ≤ CN^{κ−2γ} K + CN^{2γ−κ−2}N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ . (6.8) We write N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ = N^2_{≥cN} γ G^′_N + N_{≥cN} γ [G^′_N , N_{≥cN} γ ]. (6.9) Using (6.3) (similarly as we did in (6.7)) and N_{≥cN} γ ≤ N, N_{≥cN} γ ≤ CN^{−2γ} K, we can bound the expectation of the first term on the r.h.s. of the last equation, for an arbitrary ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , by |⟨ξ, N^2_{≥cN} γ G^′_N ξ⟩| ≤ ⟨ξ, N^3_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩^{1/2}⟨ξ, G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N ξ⟩^{1/2} ≤ CN^{1/2−γ} ⟨ξ, KN^2_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩^{1/2}⟨ξ, G^{′ 2}_N ξ⟩^{1/2} ≤ CN^{1/2−γ} ⟨ξ, G^{′ 2}_N ξ⟩^{1/2}⟨ξ, N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩^{1/2} + CN^{1+κ/2−2γ} ⟨ξ, G^{′2}_N ξ⟩^{1/2}⟨ξ, KN_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩^{1/2} ≤ δ⟨ξ, N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩ + Cδ^{−1}N^{1−2γ} ⟨ξ, G^{′2}_N ξ⟩ + CδN^{1+κ−2γ} ⟨ξ, KN_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩^{1/2}.

(6.10)

On the other hand, to estimate the commutator term in equation (6.9), we notice that A := (H_N + 1)^{−1/2}i[G^′_N , N_{≥cN} γ ](H_N + 1)^{−1/2} is a bounded, self-adjoint operator with ‖A‖ ≤ CN^{κ+α/2−γ} + CN^{κ+γ/2}, by (3.30). Setting μ = max(α, 3γ), this implies, with (6.3), |⟨ξ, N_{≥cN} γ [G^′_N , N_{≥cN} γ ]ξ⟩| ≤ δ⟨ξ, N_{≥cN} γ (H_N + 1)N_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩ + Cδ^{−1}N^{2κ−2γ+μ}⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ 2δ⟨ξ, N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩ + CδN^{1+κ−2γ} ⟨ξ, KN_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩ + Cδ^{−1}N^{3κ−2γ+μ}⟨ξ, N_+ξ⟩ + Cδ^{−1}N^{3κ+α−2γ+μ}‖ξ‖^2 (6.11)

for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ . Plugging (6.10) and (6.11) into (6.9), we find that, for sufficiently small δ > 0, N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ ≤ CδN^{1+κ−2γ} KN_{≥cN} γ + Cδ^{−1}N^{1−2γ} G^{′2}_N + Cδ^{−1}N^{3κ−2γ+μ}N_+ + Cδ^{−1}N^{3κ−2γ+μ+α} (6.12)

Inserting into (6.8) and choosing δ > 0 small enough, we obtain N^{−1}KN_{≥cN} γ ≤ CN^{κ−2γ}K + CN^{−κ−1}G^{′2}_N + CN^{2κ+μ−2}N_+ + CN^{2κ+μ+α−2} (6.13) Applying (6.13) to the r.h.s. of (5.8) we find, using also (6.3), (6.1), and the choice κ < 1/43, e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{−ε}N_+ − CN^{−(κ+ε)}G^′_N − CN^{13κ+3ε−1}G^{′2}_N − CN^{43κ+12ε} (6.14)

Inserting the last equation into (6.6) and using (6.2), we conclude that, for N large enough, N_+ ≤ CG^′_N + CN^{13κ+3ε−1}G^{′2}_N + CN^{43κ+12ε} For ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(Λ^N ) with ‖ψ_N ‖ = 1 and ⟨ψ_N , (H_N − E_N )^2ψ_N ⟩ ≤ ζ^2, the corresponding excitation vector ξ_N = e^B U_N ψ_N is such that ⟨ξ_N , G^{′2}_N ξ_N ⟩ ≤ ζ^2 and thus ⟨ξ_N , N_+ξ_N ⟩ ≤ C [ ζ + ζ^2N^{13κ+3ε−1} + N^{43κ+12ε} ] which proves (1.5), using Lemma 3.2. From (6.3), we obtain also ⟨ξ_N , H_N ξ_N ⟩ ≤ C [ ζN^κ + ζ^2N^{14κ+3ε−1} + N^{44κ+12ε} ] , (6.15) an estimate that will be needed to arrive at (1.6).

Evaluating (6.14) on a normalized ground state ξ_N of G_N and inserting the result in (6.4) we also deduce that E_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − CN^{43κ+12ε} Together with the upper bound (6.2), this concludes the proof of (1.3).

We still have to show (1.6) for k > 0. To this end, we will prove the stronger bound (1.8); Eq. (1.6) follows then immediately from N_+ ≤ H_N and by Lemma 3.2. We denote by Q_ζ the spectral subspace of G_N associated with energies below E_N + ζ. We use induction to show that, for all k ∈ N, there exists a constant C > 0 (depending on k) such that sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{2k}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ C [ N^{44κ+12ε} + ζ^2N^{20κ+5ε}

]_{2k+1} (6.16)

for all k ∈ N. This proves (1.8) and thus, with the bound N_+ ≤ H_N and with Lemma 3.2, also (1.6). The case k = 0 follows from (6.15). From now on, we assume (6.16) to hold true and we prove the same bound, with k replaced by (k + 1) (and with a new constant C). To this end, we start by observing that, combining (6.3) and (6.6), H_N + 1 ≤ CN^κG^′_N − CN^κe^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} + CN^{17κ+4ε} Hence

(N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1) = (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}(H_N + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{k+1} ≤ CN^κ(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}G^′_N (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}

− CN^κ(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1} + CN^{17κ+4ε}(N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}

(6.17)

We estimate the first term on the r.h.s. by

N^κ(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}G^′_N (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}

≤ N^κ(N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}G^′_N + N^κ(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}[G^′_N , (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}]

= N^κ(N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}G^′_N + N^κ k+1∑ j=1 ( k + 1 j ) (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ad^{(j)}_{N+} (G_N )(N_+ + 1)^{k+1−j}

By Cauchy-Schwarz, we find N^κ(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}G^′_N (N_+ + 1)^{k+1} ≤ N^κ(N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)} + N^κG^′_N (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}G^′_N

+ N^κ k+1∑ j=1 ( k + 1 j ) (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ad^{(j)}_{N+} (G_N )(N_+ + 1)^{k+1−j}

With (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)} ≤ (N_+ + 1)^{2k+1}(H_N + 1) and with the estimate

‖(H_N + 1)^{−1/2}ad^{(j)}_{N+} (G_N )(H_N + 1)^{−1/2}‖ ≤ CN^{7κ/3+2ε/3} (6.18) from (3.31) we obtain, using again Cauchy-Schwarz, N^κ⟨ξ,(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}G^′_N (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ ≤ C [ N^κζ^2 + N^{7κ/3+2ε/3} ] ‖ξ‖^2 × [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2} [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2}

for every ξ ∈ Q_ζ . Hence, for any δ > 0, we have N^κ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}G^′_N (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ δ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 + Cδ^{−1} [ N^κζ^2 + N^{7κ/3+2ε/3}

]_2 sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2

(6.19)

To bound the contribution proportional to e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} on the r.h.s. of (6.17), we have to control, according to (6.8), terms of the form

(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1} = ((N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ )^2G^′_N + (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ [ G^′_N , (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ ] =: A + B

For an arbitrary ξ ∈ Q_ζ , we can bound the expectation of A by Cauchy-Schwarz as ⟨ξ, Aξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ ⟨ξ, ((N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ )^2ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 + ⟨G^′_N ξ, ((N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ )^2G^′_N ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ N^2(1 + ζ^2) sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}N^2_{≥cN} γ ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ N^{2−2γ} (1 + ζ^2) sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k+1}Kξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ N^{2−2γ} (1 + ζ^2) [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}Kξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2}

× [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}Kξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2}

(6.20)

As for the term B, we can write

B = (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N^2_{≥cN} γ [ G^′_N , (N_+ + 1)^{k+1} ] + (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ [ G^′_N , N_{≥cN} γ ] (N_+ + 1)^{k+1} = k+1∑ j=1 ( k + 1 j ) (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N^2_{≥cN} γ ad^{(j)}_{N+} (G^′_N )(N_+ + 1)^{k+1−j}

+ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ [ G^′_N , N_{≥cN} γ ] (N_+ + 1)^{k+1} From (6.18) and using (3.30) to estimate

‖(H_N + 1)^{−1/2}[N_{≥cN} γ , G_N ](H_N + 1)^{−1/2}‖ ≤ CN^{8κ+2ε−γ} + CN^{κ+γ/2}, we obtain for every ξ ∈ Q_ζ that

|⟨ξ, Bξ⟩| ≤ CN^{7κ/3+2ε/3}‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}N^2_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^kξ‖ + CN^{8κ+2ε−γ} ‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖ + CN^{κ+γ/2}‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖.

Applying the bounds N_+ ≤ N, N_{≥cN} γ ≤ CN^{−2γ} K and (6.3) yields on the one hand

‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖ ≤ C‖G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖ + CN^{1+κ/2−γ} ‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖^2 ≤ δ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ + C(δ^{−1} + N^{1+κ/2−γ} )‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖^2 for any δ > 0. Since 8κ + 2ε − γ ≤ 1 + κ/2 − γ and κ + γ/2 ≤ 1 + κ/2 − γ for all γ ≤ α if κ < 1/43, this implies with the choice δ =^1_4 (N^{8κ+2ε−γ} + N^{κ+γ/2})^{−1} that |⟨ξ, Bξ⟩| ≤ CN^{7κ/3+2ε/3}‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}N^2_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^kξ‖ + C(N^{1+17κ/2+2ε−γ} + N^{1+3κ/2−γ/2})‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖^2 + 1 4 ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩. (6.21) On the other hand, we can estimate

‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}N^2_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖ ≤ N‖(K + 1)^{1/2}N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖ + ‖V^{1/2}_N N^2_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖.

(6.22)

Expressing V_N in position space, we find, with ϕ = N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ, ‖V^{1/2}_N N_{≥cN} γ ϕ‖^2 = ∫ dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xǎ_yN_{≥cN} γ ϕ‖^2 (6.23) We have ǎ_xN_{≥cN} γ = (N_{≥cN} γ + 1)ǎ_x − a(χ̌_x) where χ̌_x(y) = χ̌(y − x) = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≤cN^γ e^{ip·(x−y)}

is such that ‖χ̌_x‖ = ‖χ‖ ≤ CN^{3γ/2}. Hence, we find ‖ǎ_xǎ_yN_{≥cN} γ ϕ‖ ≤ N‖ǎ_xǎ_yϕ‖ + N^{1/2}‖χ̌_x‖‖ǎ_yϕ‖ + N^{1/2}‖χ̌_y‖‖ǎ_xϕ‖. Inserting in (6.23), we find ‖V^{1/2}_N N_{≥cN} γ ϕ‖^2 ≤ CN^2‖V^{1/2}_N ϕ‖^2 + CN^{3γ+κ}‖N^{1/2}_+ ϕ‖^2.

From (6.22), we conclude that

‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}N^2_{≥cN} γ N^{k+1}_+ ξ‖ ≤ N‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖ for all γ ≤ α = 14κ + 4ε, if κ < 1/43. Using now similar arguments as before (6.21), we conclude that, together with (6.21), we have |⟨ξ, Bξ⟩| ≤ 1 2 ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ + CN^{2+10κ/3+2ε/3−γ} ‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^kξ‖ + CN^{2+14κ/3+4ε/3}‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^kξ‖^2 + C(N^{1+17κ/2+2ε−2γ} + N^{1+3κ/2−γ/2})‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ‖^2

Combining this with (6.20), we arrive at

⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}N_{≥cN} γ G^′_N N_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ [ N^{2−2γ} ζ^2 + N^{2+10κ/3+2ε/3−γ} ] [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2}

× [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2}

+ CN^{2+14κ/3+4ε/3} [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]

+ C(N^{1+17κ/2+2ε−2γ} + N^{1+3κ/2−γ/2}) [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]

for all ξ ∈ Q_z. With (6.8), we obtain

N^{−1}⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}KN_{≥cN} γ (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ CN^{κ−2γ} ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}K(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 + C [ N^{−κ}ζ^2 + N^{γ+7κ/3+2ε/3} ] [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2}

× [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2}

+ CN^{2γ+11κ/3+4ε/3} [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]

+ C(N^{15κ/2+2ε−1} + N^{κ/2+3γ/2−1}) [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ] .

Applying this bound to (5.8) and recalling that κ < 1/43, we conclude that

N^κ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≥ −CN^{−ε} [ sup_{ξ∈Qζ} ⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]

− C [ N^{20κ+5ε}ζ^2 + N^{44κ+12ε} ] [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2}

× [ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ]_{1/2} . Therefore, for any δ > 0, we find (if N is large enough)

N^κ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{k+1}e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A}(N_+ + 1)^{k+1}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≥ −δ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 − Cδ^{−1} [ N^{20κ+5ε}ζ^2 + N^{44κ+12ε}

]_2 sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{2k}ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 . From the last bound, (6.19) and (6.17), we obtain

⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ δ sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 + Cδ^{−1} [ N^{20κ+5ε}ζ^2 + N^{44κ+12ε}

]_2 sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ., (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 for any ξ ∈ Q_ζ . Taking the supremum over all ξ ∈ Q_ζ , and choosing δ > 0 small enough, we arrive at sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2(k+1)}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ C [ N^{20κ+5ε}ζ^2 + N^{44κ+12ε}

]_2 sup_{ξ∈Q} ζ ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)^{2k}(H_N + 1)ξ⟩ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ C [ N^{20κ+5ε}ζ^2 + N^{44κ+12ε}

]_{2k+1}

by the induction assumption.

7 Analysis of M_N

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 5.1. In Subsection 7.1 we establish bounds on the growth of the number of excitations and of their energy with respect to the action of e^D, with the quartic operator D = D_1 − D^∗_1 with

D_1 = 1 2N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L η_ra^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q (7.1)

as defined in (5.3). In Subsection 7.2 we compute the different parts of the excitation Hamiltonian M_N , introduced in (5.5). Finally, in Subsection 7.3, we conclude the proof of Prop. 5.1.

7.1 Growth of Number and Energy of Excitations The first lemma of this section controls the growth of the number of excitations with high momentum.

Lemma 7.1. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Let k ∈ N_0 , m = 1, 2, 3, 0 < γ ≤ α and c > 0 (c < 1 if γ = α). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

e^{−sD}(N_+ + 1)^k(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^me^{sD} ≤ C(N_+ + 1)^k(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^m, (7.2)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and all N ∈ N large enough.

Proof. Since [N_+, N_{≥cN} γ ] = 0 and [N_+, D] = 0, it is enough to prove the lemma for k = 0. We consider first m = 1. For ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we define the function φ_ξ : R → R by φ_ξ (s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sD}ξ⟩ so that differentiating yields ∂_sφ_ξ(s) = 2Re ⟨e^{sD}ξ, [ N_{≥cN} γ , D_1 ] e^{sD}ξ⟩ (7.3) with D_1 as in (7.1). By assumption, N^α ≥ N^α − N^β ≥ cN^γ for sufficiently large N ∈ N. This implies that [N_{≥cN} γ , a^∗_{p+r}] = a^∗_{p+r}, [N_{≥cN} γ , a^∗_{q−r}] = a^∗_{q−r} for r ∈ P_H and p, q ∈ P_L, by (2.1) and (2.10). We then compute [ N_{≥cN} γ , D_1 ] = 1 N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L η_ra^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q − 1 N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L, |p|≥cN^γ η_ra^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q. (7.4) and apply Cauchy-Schwarz to obtain |∂_sφ_ξ (s)| ≤ C N ( ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L, |p+r|≥cN^γ ,|q−r|≥cN^γ ‖a_{p+r}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{−1/2}a_{q−r}e^{sD}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ‖η_H ‖ ( ∑ p,q∈P_L ‖a_p(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^{1/2}a_qe^{sD}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{κ+3β/2−α/2}φ_ξ(s) ≤ Cφ_ξ(s).

(7.5)

Since the bound is independent of ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ and it also holds true if we replace D by −D in the definition of φ_ξ, this proves (7.2), for m = 1.

For m = 3, we define ψ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^3e^{sD}ξ⟩ with derivative ∂_sψ_ξ(s) = 2Re ⟨e^{sD}ξ, [(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^3, D_1]e^{sD}ξ⟩ We have

[(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)^3, D_1] = 3(N_{≥cN} γ + 1)[N_{≥cN} γ , D_1](N_{≥cN} γ + 1) + [N_{≥cN} γ , [N_{≥cN} γ , [N_{≥cN} γ , D_1]]]. (7.6)

The contribution of the first term on the r.h.s. of (7.6) can be controlled as in (7.5) (replacing e^{sD}ξ with (N_{≥cN} γ + 1)e^{sD}ξ). With (7.4) and using again that N^α ≥ N^α − N^β ≥ cN^γ , we obtain that [N_{≥cN} γ , [N_{≥cN} γ ,[N_{≥cN} γ , D_1]]] = 4 N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L η_ra^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q − 7 N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L, |p|≥cN^γ η_ra^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q

+ 3 N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L, |p|,|q|≥cN^γ η_ra^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q.

All these contributions can be controlled like those in (7.4). We conclude that |∂_sψ_ξ(s)| ≤ Cψ_ξ(s) This proves (7.2) with m = 3. The case m = 2 follows by operator monotonicity of the function x → x^{2/3}.

Next, we prove bounds for the growth of the low-momentum part of the kinetic energy, defined as in (4.17).

Lemma 7.2. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Let 0 < γ_1, γ_2 ≤ α, c_1, c_2 ≥ 0 (and c_j ≤ 1 if γ_j = α, for j = 1, 2). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

e^{−sD}K_{≤c1N} γ1 e^{sD} ≤ K_{≤c1N} γ1 + N^{2β−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2, e^{−sD}K_{≤c1N} γ1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sD} ≤ K_{≤c1N} γ1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1) + N^{2β−1}(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^2(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)

(7.7)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. Fix ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ and define φ_ξ : R → R by φ_ξ (s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}K_{≤c1N} γ1 e^{sD}ξ⟩ such that ∂_sφ_ξ(s) = 2Re ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}[K_{≤c1N} γ1 , D_1]e^{sD}ξ⟩. We notice that [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , a^∗_{p+r} ] = [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , a^∗_{q−r} ] = 0 if r ∈ P_H and p, q ∈ P_L, because |r|, |p + r|, |q − r| ≥ N^α − N^β > c_1N^{γ1} for N ∈ N large enough. Using (2.1), we then compute

[K_{≤c1N} γ1 , D_1] = − 1 N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L:|p|≤c_1N^{γ1} p^2η_ra^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q. (7.8)

and, using that |p| ≤ N^β for p ∈ P_L, we obtain with Cauchy-Schwarz | |⟨ξ, e^{−sD}[K_{≤c1N γ1} , D_1]e^{sD}ξ⟩ | | ≤ CN^β N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L:|p|≤c_1N^{γ1} |p||η_r|‖a_{r+p}a_{q−r}e^{sD}ξ‖‖a_pa_qe^{sD}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{5β/2+κ−α/2−1/2}‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{sD}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_{≤c1N} γ_1 e^{sD}ξ‖. (7.9)

With Lemma 7.1 choosing c =^1_2 and γ = α, this implies for N ∈ N large enough that ∂_sφ_ξ(s) ≤ CN^{5β/2+κ−α/2−1/2}‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{sD}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_{≤c1N} γ_1 e^{sD}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{2β−1}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2ξ⟩ + Cφ_ξ(s).

This proves the first inequality in (7.7), by Gronwall’s lemma and α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0.

Next, let us prove the second inequality in (7.7). We define ψ_ξ : R → R by ψ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}K_{≤c1N} γ1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sD}ξ⟩, and we compute ∂_sψ_ξ(s) = 2Re ⟨ξ, e^{−sD} [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , D_1 ] (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sD}ξ⟩ + 2Re ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}K_{≤c1N} γ1 [ N_{≥c2N} γ2 , D_1 ] e^{sD}ξ⟩.

First, we proceed as in (7.9) and obtain with (4.7) that | |⟨ξ, e^{−sD}[K_{≤c1N γ1} , D_1](N_{≥c2N γ2} + 1)e^{sD}ξ⟩ | | ≤ CN^β N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L: |p|≤c_1N^{γ1} |p||η_r|‖a_{r+p}a_{q−r}(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{1/2}e^{sD}ξ‖

× ‖a_qa_p(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{1/2}e^{sD}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{5β/2+κ−α/2−1/2}‖(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}e^{sD}ξ‖ × ‖K^{1/2}_{≤c1N} γ_1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{1/2}e^{sD}ξ‖. Here, we used in the last step that [a_{q−r}, N_{≥c2N} γ2 ] = a_{q−r} for r ∈ P_H , q ∈ P_L and that N_{c2N} γ2 ≥ N_N α_{−N} β for N ∈ N large enough. The last bound and Lemma 7.1 imply that | |⟨ξ, e^{−sD}[K_{≤c1N γ1} , D_1](N_{≥c2N γ2} + 1)e^{sD}ξ⟩ | | ≤ CN^{2β−1}⟨ξ, (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^2(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ + Cψ_ξ(s).

(7.10)

Next, we recall the identity (7.4) and that [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , a^∗_{p+r} ] = [ K_{≤c1N} γ1 , a^∗_{q−r} ] = 0 whenever r ∈ P_H , p, q ∈ P_L and N ∈ N is sufficiently large. We then obtain | ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}K_{≤c1N} γ1 [ N_{≥c2N} γ2 , D_1 ] e^{sD}ξ⟩ | ≤ C N ∑ r∈P_H ,p,q∈P_L, v∈Λ^∗_+:|v|≤c_1N^{γ1} |v|^2|η_r|‖a_{r+p}(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{−1/2}a_{q−r}a_ve^{sD}ξ‖

× ‖a_pa_q(N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^{1/2}a_ve^{sD}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{3β/2+κ−α/2}⟨e^{sD}ξ, K_{≤c1N} γ1 (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)e^{sD}ξ⟩ ≤ Cψ_ξ(s).

(7.11)

Hence, putting (7.10) and (7.11) together, we have proved that

∂_sψ_ξ(s) ≤ CN^{2β−1}⟨ξ, (N_{≥c2N} γ2 + 1)^2(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ + Cψ_ξ(s),

which implies the second bound in (7.7), by Gronwall’s lemma.

It will also be important to control the potential energy operator, restricted to low momenta. We define V_{N,L} = 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈Λ^∗_+: p+u,q+u,p,q∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_qa_pa_{q+u}. (7.12)

Notice that V_{N,L} = V^∗_{N,L} by symmetry of the momentum restrictions. To calculate e^DV_{N,L}e^{−D}, we will use the next lemma, which will also be useful in the next subsections.

Lemma 7.3. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Let F = (F_p)_{p∈Λ}∗_+ ∈ ℓ^∞(Λ^∗_+) and define Z = 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈Λ^∗_+: p+u,q+u,p,q∈P_L F_ua^∗_{p+u}a^∗_qa_pa_{q+u} (7.13)

Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that ± ( e^{−sD}Ze^{sD} − Z ) ≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{β−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + C‖F ‖_∞N^{3β−2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^3 (7.14)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1], and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. Given ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we define φ_ξ : R → R by φ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}Ze^{sD}ξ⟩, which has derivative ∂_sφ_ξ(s) = 2Re ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}[Z, D_1]e^{sD}ξ⟩. By assumption, we have α > 3β + 2κ so that |r|, |v + r|, |w − r| ≥ N^α − N^β > N^β if r ∈ P_H and v, w ∈ P_L, for sufficiently large N ∈ N. This implies in particular that [a_pa_{q+u}, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}] = 0 whenever q + u, p ∈ P_L and r ∈ P_H , v, w ∈ P_L. As a consequence, we find

[Z, D_1] = − 1 2N^2 ∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: w−u,v+u∈P_L F_uη_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_{w−u}a_{v+u}

− 1 N^2 ∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H ,v,w,p∈P_L: p+u,v+u∈P_L F_uη_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_{p+u}a_wa_{v+u}a_p. (7.15)

With (4.7) and N^α − N^β >^1_2 N^α for N ∈ N large enough, we can bound | | 1 N^2 ∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: w−u,v+u∈P_L F_uη_r⟨e^{sD}ξ, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_{w−u}a_{v+u}e^{sD}ξ⟩ | |

≤ C‖F ‖_∞ N^2 ( ∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: w−u,v+u∈P_L |v + u|^{−2}‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}e^{sD}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: w−u,v+u∈P_L η^2_r |v + u|^2‖a_{w−u}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_{v+u}e^{sD}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{7β/2+κ−α/2−3/2}‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}e^{sD}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}e^{sD}ξ‖.

and | | | 1 N^2 ∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H ,v,w,p∈P_L: p+u,v+u∈P_L F_uη_r⟨e^{sD}ξ, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_{p+u}a_wa_{v+u}a_pe^{sD}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ C‖F ‖_∞ N^2 ( ∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H ,v,w,p∈P_L: p+u,v+u∈P_L |p + u|^2|p|^{−2}‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}a_{p+u}e^{sD}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H ,v,w,p∈P_L: p+u,v+u∈P_L η^2_r |p|^2|p + u|^{−2}‖a_w(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_{v+u}a_pe^{sD}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{5β/2+κ−α/2−1}⟨ξ, e^{−sD}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{sD}ξ⟩. Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.2 and the assumption α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 implies ±∂_sφ_s(ξ) ≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{β−1}⟨ξ, K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ + C‖F ‖_∞N^{3β−2}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^3ξ⟩. Hence, integrating the last equation from zero to s ∈ [−1; 1] proves the lemma.

With sup_{p∈Λ}∗ |N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})| ≤ CN^κ, we obtain immediately the following result.

Corollary 7.4. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that ± ( e^{−sD}V_{N,L}e^{sD} − V_{N,L} ) ≤ CN^{β+κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + CN^{3β+κ−2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^3

for all s ∈ [−1; 1], and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

We also need rough bounds for the conjugation of the full potential energy operator V_N . To this end, we will make use of the following estimate for the commutator of V_N with D = D_1 − D^∗_1, with D_1 defined in (7.1).

Proposition 7.5. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Then

[V_N , D] = 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u) ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. )

+ E_{[VN ,D]} (7.16)

and there exists a constant C > 0 such that ±E_{[VN ,D]} ≤ δV_N + CN^{α+κ−1}V_N + CN^{α+κ−1}V_{N,L} + δ^{−1}CN^{β+κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + δ^{−1}CN^{3β+κ−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2

(7.17)

for all δ > 0 and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. We have [V_N , D] = [V_N , D_1] + h.c.

To compute the commutator [V_N , D_1], we compute first of all that [a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_qa_pa_{q+u}, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w] = a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_q a_{q+u}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_wδ_{p,v+r} + a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_q a_pa^∗_{w−r}a_va_wδ_{q+u,v+r} + a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_q a^∗_{v+r}a_{q+u}a_va_wδ_{p,w−r} + a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_q a^∗_{v+r}a_pa_va_wδ_{q+u,w−r} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_qa_wa_pa_{q+u}δ_{p+u,v} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_{p+u}a_wa_pa_{q+u}δ_{q,v} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va^∗_qa_pa_{q+u}δ_{p+u,w} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va^∗_{p+u}a_pa_{q+u}δ_{q,w}. Putting the terms in the first and last line on the r.h.s. into normal order, we obtain

[V_N , D_1] + h.c. = 1 2N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w + Φ_1 + Φ_2 + Φ_3 + Φ_4 + h.c.,

(7.18)

where

Φ_1 = − 1 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L, r∈P^c_H ∪{0} N^κ ^V ((u − r)/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w,

Φ_2 = − 1 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_{w−u}a_{v+u},

Φ_3 = 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,q∈Λ^∗_+, r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{w−r+u}a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_q a_{q+u}a_va_w,

Φ_4 = − 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,q∈Λ^∗_+, r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_q a_wa_{v−u}a_{q+u}.

(7.19)

The first term on the r.h.s. in (7.18) appears explicitly in (7.16). Hence, let us estimate the size of the operators Φ_1 to Φ_4, defined in (7.19).

Starting with Φ_1, we switch to position space and find |⟨ξ, Φ_1ξ⟩| ≤ 1 N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0} |η_r| ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖b̌_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ‖ ‖ ∑ w,v∈P_L e^{ivx+iwy}a_va_wξ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{α+κ−1}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_{N,L}ξ‖.

(7.20)

The term Φ_2 on the r.h.s. of (7.19) can be controlled by |⟨ξ, Φ_2ξ⟩| = | | 1 N ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∗∑ r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L e^{−iwx}e^{−ivy}η_r⟨ξ, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}ǎ_xǎ_yξ⟩ | |

≤ CN^{3β}‖η_H ‖ N ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L ‖a_{v+r}a_{w−r}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{9β/2+3κ/2−α/2−3/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ‖. Finally, the contributions Φ_3 and Φ_4 can be bounded as follows. We obtain |⟨ξ, Φ_3ξ⟩| ≤ 1 N ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L |η_r||⟨ξ, a^∗_{v+r}ǎ^∗_xǎ^∗_yǎ_ya_va_wξ⟩|

≤ CN^{3β/2}‖η_H ‖ N ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ v∈P_L |v|^{−2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( N^{κ−1} ∫ Λ dx ∑ v,w∈P_L |v|^2‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ǎ_xa_wa_vξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{2β+3κ/2−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ as well as |⟨ξ, Φ_4ξ⟩| ≤ 1 N ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L |η_r||⟨ξ, a^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{w−r}ǎ^∗_ya_wǎ_xǎ_yξ⟩|

≤ CN^{3β/2}‖η_H ‖ N [ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( N^{κ−1} ∫ Λ dy ∑ r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L ‖ǎ_ya_{v+r}a_{w−r}(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{3β+3κ/2−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ‖. In conclusion, the previous bounds imply with the assumption (5.6) (in particular, since α > 3β + 2κ and 3β − 2 < 0) that

± (Φ_1 + Φ_2 + Φ_3 + Φ_4 + h.c.)

≤ δV_N + CN^{α+κ−1}V_N + CN^{α+κ−1}V_{N,L} + δ^{−1}CN^{β+κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)

+ δ^{−1}CN^{3β+κ−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2

(7.21)

holds true in F^{≤N}_+ for any δ > 0. This concludes the proof.

With Prop. 7.5, we obtain a bound for the growth of V_N .

Corollary 7.6. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that the operator inequality

e^{−sD}V_N e^{sD} ≤ CV_N + CV_{N,L} + CN^{β+κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + CN^{3β+κ}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1).

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. We apply Gronwall’s lemma. Given a normalized vector ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we define φ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}V_N e^{sD}ξ⟩ and compute its derivative s.t. ∂_sφ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}[V_N , D]e^{sD}ξ⟩. Hence, we can apply (7.16) and estimate | | | 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)⟨e^{sD} ξ, a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_we^{sD}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ ‖η̌‖_∞ N ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xǎ_ye^{sD}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ‖ ‖ ∑ v,w∈P_L e^{ivx+iwy}a_va_we^{sD}ξ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ C‖V^{1/2}_N e^{sD}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_{N,L}e^{sD}ξ‖ ≤ Cφ_ξ(s) + C⟨ξ, e^{−sD}V_{N,L}e^{sD}ξ⟩. (7.22)

Here, we used (3.10), which shows that ‖η̌‖_∞ ≤ CN. Using Corollary 7.4 (recalling that α > 3β + 2κ and 2β ≤ 1) and N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ N in F^{≤N}_+ , this simplifies to | | | 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)⟨e^{sD} ξ, a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_we^{sD}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ Cφ_ξ(s) + C⟨ξ, V_{N,L}ξ⟩ + CN^{β+κ−1}⟨ξ, K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ + CN^{3β+κ}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. Together with (7.16), the bound (7.17) (choosing δ = 1) and an application of Lemma 7.1 and of Lemma 7.2, the claim follows now from Gronwall’s lemma.

Finally, we need control for the growth of the full kinetic energy operator K. To this end, we need to estimate its commutator with D.

Proposition 7.7. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Let m_0 ∈ R be such that m_0β = α (from (5.6) it follows that 3 < m_0 < 5). Then [K, D] = − 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(u) ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. )

+ E_{[K,D]}, (7.23) where the self-adjoint operator E_{[K,D]} satisfies ±E_{[K,D]} ≤ CN^{5β/4+κ}K_{≤2N} 3β/2 + δK + Cδ^{−1} 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+3β/2+2κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)

+ Cδ^{−1}N^{α+β+2κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1) + C (7.24) for all δ > 0 and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. Using that [K, D] = [K, D_1] + h.c., a straight forward computation shows that

[K, D_1] + h.c. = − 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(r)a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

+ Σ_1 + Σ_2 + Σ_3 + h.c.,

(7.25)

where

Σ_1 = 1 2N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(r)a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w,

Σ_2 = 1 2N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 N^{3−2κ}λ_ℓ(^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )(r)a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w,

Σ_3 = 2 N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 r · v η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w.

(7.26)

Let us estimate the size of the operators Σ_1, Σ_2 and Σ_3. Using | |( ^V (./N 1−κ)∗ ^f_N )(r) | | ≤ C, we control the operator Σ_1 by |⟨ξ, Σ_1ξ⟩| = | | | 1 2N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(r)⟨ξ, b^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{w−r}a_va_wξ⟩ | | |

≤ CN^κ N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L:|r|≤N^{3β/2}, v+r,w−r≠0 ‖a_{w−r}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v a_wξ‖

+ CN^κ N 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: N^{jβ/2}≤|r|≤N^{(j+1)β/2}, v+r,w−r≠0 ‖a_{w−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{1/2}a_wξ‖

+ CN^κ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: N^{⌊m0⌋β} ≤|r|≤N^α, v+r,w−r≠0 ‖a_{w−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{1/2}a_wξ‖.

(7.27)

By Cauchy-Schwarz, the first term on the r.h.s. of (7.27) can be controlled by CN^κ N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L:|r|≤N^{3β/2}, v+r,w−r≠0 ‖a_{w−r}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v a_wξ‖ ≤ CN^{5β/4+κ}⟨ξ, K_{≤2N} 3β/2 ξ⟩.

The second contribution on the r.h.s. of (7.27) can be bounded by CN^κ N 2⌊m_0⌋−1 ∑ j=3 ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: N^{jβ/2}≤|r|≤N^{(j+1)β/2}, v+r,w−r≠0 ‖a_{w−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_w(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{1/2}a_vξ‖

≤ C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/4+3β/4+κ−1/2}‖K^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖. (7.28) Similarly, we find that CN^κ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: N^{⌊m0⌋β} ≤|r|≤N^α, v+r,w−r≠0 ‖a_{w−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_w(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{1/2}a_vξ‖

≤ CN^{α/2+β/2+κ−1/2}‖K^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖. (7.29)

In summary, the previous three bounds imply that

±Σ_1 ≤ CN^{5β/4+κ}K_{≤2N} 3β/2 + δK + Cδ^{−1}N^{α+β+2κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1) + Cδ^{−1} 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+3β/2+2κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)

(7.30)

for some constant C > 0 and all δ > 0.

Next, let us switch to Σ_2 and Σ_3, defined in (7.26). Using Lemma 3.1 i) and the bound B.9, Cauchy-Schwarz and α > 3β + 2κ impy |⟨ξ, Σ_2ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 |r|^{−2}‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}ξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_wξ‖

≤ CN^{−β−1/2}‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖. (7.31) Similarly, we obtain |⟨ξ, Σ_3ξ⟩| ≤ C N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L |r||v||η_r|‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}ξ‖‖a_v a_w(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{−1/2}‖K^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖, (7.32) where we used that |r|/|v + r| ≤ 2 for r ∈ P_H , v ∈ P_L and N ∈ N large enough. Combining (7.30), (7.31) and (7.32) and defining E_{[K,D]} =

∑_3 i=1(Σ_i + h.c.) proves the claim.

Corollary 7.8. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Let m_0 ∈ R be such that m_0β = α (3 < m_0 < 5 from (5.6)). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that e^{−sD}Ke^{sD} ≤ CK + CV_N + CV_{N,L} + CN^{5β/4+κ}K_{≤N} 3β/2 + C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+3β/2+2κ−1} [ K_L + N^{2β}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) ] (N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1) + CN^{α+β+2κ−1} [ K_L + N^{2β}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) ] (N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1) + CN^{13β/4+κ} (7.33)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. Given ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we define φ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}Ke^{sD}ξ⟩. Differentiation yields ∂_sφ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sD}[K, D]e^{sD}ξ⟩, s.t., to bound the derivative of φ_ξ, we can apply Proposition 7.7. Arguing exactly as in (7.22), we obtain with sup_{x∈Λ} |f_N (x)| ≤ 1 the operator inequality ± 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w ≤ CV_N + CV_{N,L}.

Now, the claim follows from the bound (7.24) (choosing δ = 1), the previous bound and an application of Corollary 7.6, Corollary 7.4, Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.2 and the operator bound N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ 4N^{−2α}K, by Gronwall’s Lemma.

7.2 Action of Quartic Renormalization on Excitation Hamiltonian

We compute now the main contributions to M_N = e^{−D}J^{eff}_N e^D. From (4.5) and recalling that [N_+, D] = 0, we can decompose

M_N = 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − 4πa_0N^{κ−1}N^2_+/N + M^{(2)}_N + M^{(3)}_N + M^{(4)}_N (7.34)

where the operators M^{(i)}_N , i = 2, 3, 4, are defined by

M^{(2)}_N = 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−D}b^∗_pb_pe^D + 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−D} [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] e^D

M^{(3)}_N =

8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 e^{−D} [ b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ] e^D,

M^{(4)}_N = e^{−D}H_N e^D = e^{−D}Ke^D + e^{−D}V_N e^D.

(7.35)

7.2.1 Analysis of M^{(2)}_N

In this section, we determine the main contributions to M^{(2)}_N , defined in (7.35) by

M^{(2)}_N = 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−D}b^∗_pb_pe^D + 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−D} [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] e^D (7.36)

The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 7.9. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Then

M^{(2)}_N = 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ] + E^{(2)}_{MN} (7.37)

and there exists a constant C > 0 such that ±e^Ae^DE^{(2)}_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≤ CN^{−β−2κ}K + CN^κ (7.38) for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. We start with the identity

M^{(2)}_N − 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ]

= 8πa_0N^κ

∫_1 0 dt ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−tD} [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p}, D_1 ] e^{tD} + h.c.

(7.39)

and a straight-forward computation shows that [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p}, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_wa_v ] = b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_vb_w ( δ_{p,v+r} + δ_{p,w−r} − δ_{p,v} − δ_{p,w} ) − 1 2 b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{w−r} ( δ_{p,w}δ_{−p,v} + δ_{−p,w}δ_{p,v}) + 1 2 b_vb_w(δ_{p,w−r}δ_{−p,v+r} + δ_{−p,w−r}δ_{p,v+r} ) − 1 2 b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{w−r} ( a^∗_{−p}a_wδ_{p,v} + a^∗_pa_wδ_{−p,v} + a^∗_{−p}a_vδ_{p,w} + a^∗_pa_vδ_{−p,w} ) + 1 2 ( a^∗_{w−r}a_{−p}δ_{p,v+r} + a^∗_{v+r}a_{−p}δ_{p,w−r} + a^∗_{w−r}a_pδ_{−p,v+r} + a^∗_{v+r}a_pδ_{−p,w−r} ) b_vb_w. As a consequence, we find that

M^{(2)}_N − 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ] = ∫_1 0 dt e^{−tD} 5∑ j=1 ( V_j + h.c. ) e^{tD}, (7.40) where

V_1 = −

8πa_0N^κ 2N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L η_rb^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{−v−r}, V_2 =

8πa_0N^κ 2N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L: v+r∈P^c_H ,v+r≠0 η_rb_vb_{−v},

V_3 =

8πa_0N^κ 2N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 η_r ( − 2 + χ_{{r+v∈P} c_{H }} + χ_{{w−r∈P} c_{H }} ) b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_vb_w,

V_4 = −

8πa_0N^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 η_rb^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{w−r}a^∗_{−v}a_w,

V_5 =

8πa_0N^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: r−w∈P^c_H ,v+r,w−r≠0 η_ra^∗_{v+r}a_{r−w}b_vb_w.

(7.41)

Here χ_{{p∈S}} denotes as usual the characteristic function for the set S ⊂ Λ^∗_+, evaluated at p ∈ Λ^∗_+. Let us briefly explain how to bound the different contributions V_1 to V_5, defined in (7.41). Using Cauchy-Schwarz, the first two contributions are bounded by

±(V_1 + V_2) ≤ CN^{2κ+3β−α/2−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + CN^{2κ+3β/2−1}(K_L + 1)

where, for V_2, we used that v + r ∈ P^c_H implies that |r| ≤ N^α + N^β and furthermore that ∑ N^α≤|r|≤N^α+N^β |ηr| ≤ N κ+β. The contributions V_3 to V_5, on the other hand, can be controlled by

|⟨ξ, (V_3 + V_4 + V_5)ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 |η_r|‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}ξ‖‖a_v(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_wξ‖

+ CN^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 |η_r|‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}a_wξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

+ CN^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 |η_r|‖a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v a_wa_{w−r}ξ‖

≤ CN^{2κ+3β/2−α/2}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ CN^κ⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ for any ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ . In conclusion (since 2κ + 3β − α/2 − 1 < κ from (5.6)), we have proved that ± 5∑ j=1 ( V_j + h.c. ) ≤ CN^{2κ+3β/2−1}K_L + CN^κ(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1).

Now, applying this bound together with (7.40), Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3, Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.2 and the operator inequality N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ 4N^{−2α}K proves the claim.

7.2.2 Analysis of M^{(3)}_N

In this section, we determine the main contributions to M^{(3)}_N , defined in (7.35) by

M^{(3)}_N =

8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 e^{−D} ( b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ) e^D. (7.42)

Proposition 7.10. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Then we have that

M^{(3)}_N =

8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 ( b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ) + E^{(3)}_{MN} (7.43)

and there exists a constant C > 0 such that ±e^Ae^DE^{(3)}_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≤ CN^{−β}K + CN^{α+β/2+2κ−1}K(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + CN^{α+β/2+2κ} (7.44)

for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. Let us define the operator Y : F^{≤N}_+ → F^{≤N}_+ by Y = 8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 ( b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ) , (7.45)

so that M^{(3)}_N = e^{−D}Ye^D. We recall the definition (7.1) and observe that

e^{−D}Ye^D − Y =

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD}[Y, D_1]e^{sD} + h.c.. (7.46)

This implies that it is enough to control the commutator [Y, D_1] after conjugation with e^{tD}, for any t ∈ [−1; 1]. Note that, if p ∈ P^c_H , q ∈ P_L, r ∈ P_H and v, w ∈ P_L, we have |v + r| ≥ N^α − N^β >^1_2 N^α > N^β s.t. [a^∗_{−p}a_q, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}] = 0, for N ∈ N large enough. Then, a lengthy, but straight-forward calculation shows that [b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w] = −b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_q(δ_{−p,w}δ_{p+q,v} + δ_{−p,v}δ_{p+q,w}) − b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_q(a_wδ_{−p,v} + a_vδ_{−p,w}) − b^∗_{−p}a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_q(a_wδ_{p+q,v} + a_vδ_{p+q,w}) and [a^∗_q a_{−p}b_{p+q}, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w] = a^∗_q a_vb_wδ_{−p,w−r}δ_{p+q,v+r} + a^∗_qa_vb_wδ_{−p,v+r}δ_{p+q,w−r} + a^∗_qa^∗_{w−r}a_va_wb_{p+q}δ_{−p,v+r} + a^∗_qa^∗_{v+r}a_va_wb_{p+q}δ_{−p,w−r} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_wa_{−p}b_{p+q}δ_{q,v} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_{−p}b_{p+q}δ_{q,w} + a^∗_qa^∗_{w−r}a_{−p}a_vb_wδ_{p+q,v+r} + a^∗_qa^∗_{v+r}a_{−p}a_vb_wδ_{p+q,w−r}. As a consequence, we conclude that

[Y, D_1] + h.c. = 6∑ i=1 (Ψ_i + h.c.), (7.47)

where

Ψ_1 = −

8πa_0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+w∈P_L η_rb^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_{v+w},

Ψ_2 =

8πa_0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r,r−w∈P^c_H ,v+w∈P_L η_ra^∗_{v+w}a_vb_w,

Ψ_3 = −

16πa_0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v,w∈P_L η_rb^∗_{q−v}a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_qa_w,

Ψ_4 =

8πa_0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v,w∈P_L: v+r∈P^c_H η_ra^∗_qa^∗_{w−r}a_va_wb_{q−v−r},

Ψ_5 =

8πa_0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v,w∈P_L: v+r−q∈P^c_H η_ra^∗_qa^∗_{w−r}a_va_wb_{q−v−r},

Ψ_6 = −

8πa_0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_wa_{−p}b_{p+v}.

(7.48)

Let us explain how to control the operators Ψ_1 to Ψ_6, defined in (7.48). We start with Ψ_1. Given ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we find that |⟨ξ, Ψ_1ξ⟩| = | | |8πa^0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L η_r⟨ξ, b^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{w−r}a_{v+w}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ CN^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}a_{w−r}ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_{v+w}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{3β+2κ−α/2−1}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ CN^{3β/2+κ−1}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩.

The contribution Ψ_2 can be bounded by |⟨ξ, Ψ_2ξ⟩| = | | | 8πa_0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+r∈P^c_H η_r⟨ξa^∗_{v+w}a_vb_wξ⟩ | | |

≤ CN^{β/2+κ−1}⟨ξ, K_{≤2N} β ξ⟩ ∑ N^α≤|r|≤N^α+N^β |η_r| ≤ CN^{3β/2+2κ−1}⟨ξ, K_{≤2N} β ξ⟩.

Notice here, that we used that |r| ≤ N^α + N^β if r + v ∈ P^c_H and v ∈ P_L. Next, we apply as usual Cauchy-Schwarz to estimate the terms Ψ_3 to Ψ_5 by |⟨ξ, Ψ_3ξ⟩ + ⟨ξ, Ψ_4ξ⟩ + ⟨ξ, Ψ_5ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{3β+2κ−α/2}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ CN^{3β/2+κ}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ for all α > 3β + 2κ. Finally, the term Ψ_6 can be controlled by |⟨ξ, Ψ_6ξ⟩| = | | |8πa^0N^κ N^{3/2} ∗∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L η_r⟨ξ, a^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{w−r}a_wa_{−p}b_{p+v}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ CN^{κ−3/2} ∗∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L |w|^{−1}‖(N_{≥N} α_{/2} + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}a_{w−r}ξ‖ × |w||η_r|‖a_wa_{−p}b_{p+v}(N_{≥N} α_{/2} + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{α+β/2+2κ−1}⟨ξ, K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ + CN^{α+β/2+2κ}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. In conclusion, the previous estimates show that ± [_6∑ i=1 (Ψ_i + h.c.) ] ≤ CN^{3β/2+2κ−1}K_{≤2N} β + CN^{α+β/2+2κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)

+ CN^{α+β/2+2κ}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1),

so that, together with (7.46) and (7.47), an application of the Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, 7.1, 7.2 and the operator bound N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ 4N^{−2α}K proves the claim.

7.2.3 Analysis of M^{(4)}_N

In this section, we determine the main contributions to M^{(4)}_N = e^{−D}H_N e^D, defined in (7.35). To this end, we start with the observation that

M^{(4)}_N = H_N +

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD} ( [K, D_1] + [V_N , D_1] ) e^{sD} + h.c., (7.49) with D_1 defined in (7.1). By Proposition 7.5 and Proposition 7.7, this implies that

M^{(4)}_N = H_N − N^κ 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0

∫_1 0 ds ^V (r/N^{1−κ})e^{−sD} ( a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + h.c. ) e^{sD}

+ ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD} ( E_{[K,D]} + E_{[VN ,D]} ) e^{sD}, (7.50)

where we used that ^V (·/N^{1−κ})∗( ^f_N −η/N)(r) = ^V (·/N^{1−κ})(r) for all r ∈ Λ^∗_+. Moreover, the operators E_{[VN ,D]} and E_{[K,D]} are explicitly given by E_{[VN ,D]} = 4∑ i=1 ( Φ_i + h.c. ) , E_{[K,D]} = 3∑ j=1 ( Σ_j + h.c. ) (7.51)

where we recall the definitions (7.19) and (7.26). Let us analyse the different contributions in (7.50), separately. We start with the second term on the r.h.s. of (7.50).

Proposition 7.11. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Then we have 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})e^{−sD} ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. ) e^{sD}

= 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ}) ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. )

+ s N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w + E_1(s) + E_2(s)

(7.52)

and there exists a constant C > 0 s.t. E_1(s) and E_2(s) satisfy ±E_1(s) ≤ C(N^{α+β+2κ−1} + N^{−3β−3κ})K + CN^{2β+κ}, ±E_2(s) ≤ CN^{β+κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + C(N^{−β−κ} + CN^{3β/2+κ/2−1}) ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tD}V_N e^{tD} + CN^{2β+2κ−1} ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tD}K_{≤2N} β (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{tD}, (7.53)

for all δ > 0, s ∈ [−1; 1] and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. For definiteness, let’s denote by W : F^{≤N}_+ → F^{≤N}_+ the operator W = 1 2N ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ}) ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. ) (7.54) and consider the identity e^{−sD}We^{sD} − W = ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tD}[W, D_1]e^{tD} + h.c. = 1 2N ∫_s 0 dt ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})e^{−tD} [( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. ) , D_1 ] e^{tD} + h.c.

(7.55) Now, observe that

[a_p, a^∗_{v+r}] = [a_q, a^∗_{v+r}] = [a_p, a^∗_{w−r}] = [a_q, a^∗_{w−r}] = 0

for all p, q ∈ P_L and r ∈ P_H , v, w ∈ P_L and N ∈ N sufficiently large. Then, proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 7.5, we obtain [a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w] = −a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_{q−u}a_wa_pa_qδ_{p+u,v} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_{p+u}a_wa_pa_qδ_{q−u,v} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va^∗_{q−u}a_pa_qδ_{p+u,w} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va^∗_{p+u}a_pa_qδ_{q−u,w}. (7.56)

and [a^∗_pa^∗_qa_{p−u}a_{q+u}, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w] = a^∗_pa^∗_q a_{q+u}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_wδ_{p−u,v+r} + a^∗_pa^∗_q a_{p−u}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_wδ_{q+u,v+r} + a^∗_pa^∗_q a^∗_{v+r}a_{q+u}a_va_wδ_{p−u,w−r} + a^∗_pa^∗_q a^∗_{v+r}a_{p−u}a_va_wδ_{q+u,w−r} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_qa_wa_{p−u}a_{q+u}δ_{p,v} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_pa_wa_{p−u}a_{q+u}δ_{q,v} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va^∗_qa_{p−u}a_{q+u}δ_{p,w} − a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va^∗_pa_{p−u}a_{q+u}δ_{q,w}.

(7.57)

Combining the last two identities and putting non-normally ordered contributions into normal order, we find that

[W, D_1] + h.c. = 1 N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w

+ 6∑ j=1 ( ζ_j + h.c. ) , (7.58) where

ζ_1 = − 1 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L, r∈P^c_H ∪{0} N^κ ^V ((u − r)/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w,

ζ_2 = − 1 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L: w−u,v+u∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_{w−u}a_{v+u},

ζ_3 = − 1 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_{w−u}a_{v+u},

ζ_4 = − 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L: v−u∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_{q−u}a_wa_{v−u}a_q,

ζ_5 = 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L: v+r+u∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+r+u}a^∗_qa^∗_{w−r}a_{q+u}a_va_w,

ζ_6 = − 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L N^κ ^V (u/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_qa_wa_{v−u}a_{q+u}.

(7.59)

Let us briefly explain how to control the operators ζ_1 to ζ_6, defined in (7.59). Noting that v+u ∈ P_L implies |u| ≤ 2N^β whenever v ∈ P_L, the first two contributions ζ_1 and ζ_2 in (7.59) can be controlled by |⟨ξ, ζ_1ξ⟩| + |⟨ξ, ζ_2ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L, r∈P^c_H ∪{0} |η_r| |w − u| |v| ‖a_{v+u}a_{w−u}ξ‖ |v| |w − u| ‖a_v a_wξ‖

+ CN^κ 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L: w−u,v+u∈P_L |η_r|‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}ξ‖‖a_{w−u}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_{v+u}ξ‖

≤ CN^{α+β+2κ−1}⟨ξ, K_{≤2N} β ξ⟩ + N^{7β/2+2κ−α/2−1}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ + N^{7β/2+2κ−α/2−2}⟨ξ, K_{≤2N} β (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ CN^{α+β+2κ−1}⟨ξ, K_{≤2N} β ξ⟩ + CN^{2β+κ−1}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. (7.60)

By switching to position space, the term ζ_3 can be bounded by |⟨ξ, ζ_3ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{3β/2+κ−α/2−1} ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∑ r∈P_H ,w∈P_L ‖ ‖ ∑ v∈P_L e^{ivx}a_{v+r}a_{w−r}ξ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{3β/2+κ−α/2−1}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖ ( N^{κ−1} ∫ Λ dx ∑ r∈P_H ,w∈P_L ‖ ‖ ∑ v∈P_L e^{ivx}a_{v+r}a_{w−r}ξ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{3β/2+κ/2−1}⟨ξ, V_N ξ⟩ + CN^{3β/2+κ/2}. We proceed similarly as above for the terms ζ_4 and ζ_5 which yields |⟨ξ, ζ_4ξ⟩| + |⟨ξ, ζ_5ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L:v−u∈P_L |q|^{−1}|q − u|‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}a_{q−u}ξ‖

× |η_r||q||q − u|^{−1}‖a_w(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_{v−u}a_qξ‖ + CN^κ N^2 ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L: v+r+u∈P_L

( |q||v|^{−1}‖a_{v+r+u}a_qa_{w−r}ξ‖ )( |η_r||q|^{−1}|v|‖a_{q+u}a_va_wξ‖ )

≤ CN^{5β/2+2κ−α/2−1}⟨ξ, K_{≤3N} β (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ CN^{β+κ−1}⟨ξ, K_{≤3N} β (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩,

(7.61)

where, for ζ_5, we used that v+r+u ∈ P_L implies that |u| ≥^3_4 N^α, and thus |q+u| ≥^1_2 N^α, whenever v, q ∈ P_L, r ∈ P_H and N ∈ N sufficiently large (otherwise |v + r + u| ≥ 1 4 N^α − N^β > N^β for large enough N ∈ N). Finally, ζ_6 can be controlled by |⟨ξ, ζ_6ξ⟩| = | | | 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L

∫ Λ^2 N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))e^{−ivx−iqy}η_r⟨ξ, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_q a_wǎ_xǎ_yξ⟩ | | |

≤ CN^{β/2+κ−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖ ( N^{κ−1} ∫ Λ dx ∗∑ r∈P_H , w,q∈P_L |q| ‖ ‖ ∑ v∈P_L e^{−ivx}a_{v+r}a_{w−r}a_qξ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{β/2+κ/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

In summary, the previous estimates show that ± 6∑ j=1 ( ζ_j + h.c. ) ≤ δV_N + CN^{3β/2+κ/2−1}V_N + CN^{α+β+2κ−1}K_{≤2N} β + CN^{2β+κ} + C(1 + δ^{−1})N^{β+κ−1}K_{≤3N} β (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)

(7.62)

for all δ > 0. On the other hand, by Lemma 7.3, we also know that ± [ 1 N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u) ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tD}a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_we^{tD}

− s N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w ]

≤ CN^{−3β−3κ}K + CN^{3β+κ−2} + CN^{β+κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) .

(7.63)

Now, going back to (7.55), the bounds (7.62) and (7.63) imply that

e^{−sD}We^{sD} = W + s N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w

+ E_1(s) + E_2(s, δ),

(7.64)

where the self-adjoint operators E_1(s) and E_2(s) are bounded by ±E_1(s) ≤ C(N^{α+β+2κ−1} + N^{−3β−3κ})K + CN^{2β+κ}, as well as

±E_2(s, δ) ≤ CN^{β+κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + C(δ + CN^{3β/2+κ/2−1}) ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tD}V_N e^{tD} + C(1 + δ^{−1})N^{β+κ−1} ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tD}K_{≤2N} β (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{tD}, for all δ > 0 and uniformly in s ∈ [−1; 1]. Defining E_2(s) = E_2(s, N^{−β−κ}), this concludes the proof.

Equipped with Proposition 7.11, we go back to (7.50) and conclude that

M^{(4)}_N ≥ H_N − 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 ^V (r/N^{1−κ})(a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + h.c.)

− 1 2N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w

− 1 8 K − CN^{2β+κ} + ∫_1 0 ds E_2(s) +

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD} ( E_{[VN ,D]} + E_{[K,D]} ) e^{sD},

(7.65) for all α ≥ 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 with α + β + 2κ − 1 < 0, 0 ≤ κ < β and N ∈ N large enough.

Next, let us analyse the error terms related to E_2(s) and E_{[VN ,D]} further. The bounds (7.53) and (7.21) (with δ = cN^{−β−κ} for a sufficiently small c > 0; this choice guarantees that we can extract the term V_{N,L} in (7.66), with an error that can be absorbed in K) imply, together with Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.2, Corollary 7.4 and Corollary 7.6 and with the assumption (5.6) on the exponents α, β, that

∫_1 0 ds ( e^DE_2(s)e^{−D} + e^{(1−s)D}E_{[VN ,D]}e^{−(1−s)D} )

≥ −CN^{2β+2κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) − ~CN^{−β−κ}(V_N + V_{N,L}) − CN^{2β}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)

− CN^{4β+2κ−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2

for all N ∈ N large enough and for an arbitrarily small constant ~C > 0. With Corollary 7.4 and (7.65), we conclude that

M^{(4)}_N ≥ H_N − 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 ^V (r/N^{1−κ})(a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + h.c.)

− 1 2N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w

− 1 4 K − CN^{2β+κ} − ~CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD}E_{[K,D]}e^{sD} + E^{(41)}_{MN} ,

(7.66)

where the error E^{(41)}_{MN} is such that

e^DE^{(41)}_{MN} e^{−D} ≥ −CN^{2β+2κ−1}K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) − CN^{−β−κ}V_N

− CN^{2β}N_≥ 1_{2 N} α − CN^{4β+2κ−1}N^2_≥ 1_{2 N α}

Applying Lemma 4.2, 4.3 and Corollary 4.5, we deduce with the operator inequality N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ 4N^{−2α}K that e^Ae^DE^{(41)}_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{−β}K − CN^{−β−κ}V_N − CN^{2β+2κ−1} − CN^{2β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} α

(7.67)

for all N ∈ N large enough.

Now, we switch to the contribution containing the operator E_{[K,D]} on the r.h.s. of the lower bound (7.66). We recall once again that ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD}E_{[K,D]}e^{sD} = ∫_1 0 ds 3∑ j=1 e^{−sD} ( Σ_j + h.c. ) e^{sD}, where the operators Σ_1, Σ_2 and Σ_3 were defined in (7.26). It turns out that Σ_2 and Σ_3 are negligible errors while Σ_1 still contains an important contribution of leading order. We start with the analysis of the contribution related to Σ_1.

Proposition 7.12. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (5.6). Then we have that 1 2N ∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ( ^ V (/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u)e^{−sD} ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. ) e^{sD}

= 1 2N ∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ( ^ V (/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u) ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. ) + E_3(s)

(7.68)

and there exists a constant C > 0 such that ±e^Ae^DE_3(s)e^{−D}e^{−A} ≤ CN^{α+β+2κ−1}K + CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} α + CN^{4β+2κ} + CN^{α+3β+2κ−1} (7.69)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. We proceed as in Proposition 7.11 and recall Σ_1 : F^{≤N}_+ → F^{≤N}_+ to be

Σ_1 = 1 2N ∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ( ^ V (/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u) ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. ) .

We then have

e^{−sD}Σ_1e^{sD} − Σ_1 = ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tD}[Σ_1, D_1]e^{tD} + h.c. (7.70)

Similarly as in (7.58) and (7.59), we find that

[Σ_1, D_1] + h.c. = 8∑ i=1 (Γ_i + h.c.), (7.71) where

Γ_1 = 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+u+r,w−u−r∈P_L N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u)η_ra^∗_{v+u+r}a^∗_{w−u−r}a_va_w,

Γ_2 = − 1 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L: w−u,v+u∈P_L N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u)η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_{w−u}a_{v+u},

Γ_3 = − 1 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u)η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_{w−u}a_{v+u},

Γ_4 = − 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L: v−u∈P_L N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u)η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_{q−u}a_wa_{v−u}a_q,

Γ_5 = 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L: v+r+u∈P_L N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u)η_ra^∗_{v+r+u}a^∗_qa^∗_{w−r}a_{q+u}a_va_w,

Γ_6 = − 1 N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u)η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a^∗_q a_wa_{v−u}a_{q+u}.

The operators Γ_1 to Γ_6 can be bounded similarly as in the proof of Proposition 7.11. Let us start with Γ_1. Applying as usual Cauchy-Schwarz implies that |⟨ξ, Γ_1ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H ,v,w∈P_L: v+u+r,w−u−r∈P_L

( |v|^{−1}‖a_{v+u+r}a_{w−u−r}ξ‖ )( |η_r||v|‖a_v a_wξ‖ )

≤ CN^{α/2+5β/2+2κ−1/2}‖ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L ξ‖ ≤ CN^{α+β+2κ−1}⟨ξ, K_Lξ⟩ + CN^{4β+2κ}‖ξ‖^2 where we used that v +u+r ∈ P_L implies |u| ≥ N^α −3N^β and |r| ≤ N^α +3N^β whenever u ∈ P^c_H , r ∈ P_H and v ∈ P_L (otherwise |u + r + v| ≥ |r| − |u| − N^β ≥ 2N^β > N^β if either |u| ≤ N^α − 3N^β or |r| ≥ N^α + 3N^β, in contradiction to u + r + v ∈ P_L) for N ∈ N sufficiently large. Notice in addition that ∑ N^α−3N^β ≤|u|≤N^α ≤ CN 2α+β . The term Γ_2 can be estimated exactly as the term ζ_2 in (7.60), that is |⟨ξ, Γ_2ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{α+β+2κ−1}⟨ξ, K_{≤2N} β ξ⟩ + CN^{2β+κ−1}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩.

The contribution Γ_3 can be controlled by |⟨ξ, Γ_3ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ 2N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H , v,w∈P_L |η_r|‖a_{v+r} (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}ξ‖‖a_{w−u}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_{v+u}ξ‖

≤ CN^{α+3β+2κ−1}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. The terms Γ_4 and Γ_5 can be bounded exactly as in (7.61). We find |⟨ξ, Γ_4ξ⟩| + |⟨ξ, Γ_5ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{β+κ−1}⟨ξ, K_{≤2N} β (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩, Finally, the last contribution Γ_6 is bounded by |⟨ξ, Γ_6ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ N^2 ∗∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},r∈P_H , v,w,q∈P_L

( |q||w|^{−1}‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{w−r}a_qξ‖ )

× ( |η_r||w||q|^{−1}‖a_{v−u}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_wa_{q+u}ξ‖ ) ≤ CN^{α+β+2κ−1}⟨ξ, K_L(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. In conclusion, the above estimates imply that ± 6∑ i=1 ( Γ_i + h.c. ) ≤ CN^{α+β+2κ−1}K_{≤2N} β + CN^{α+β+2κ−1}K_{≤2N} β (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)

+ CN^{α+3β+2κ−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + CN^{4β+2κ}

for all α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large. Combining this estimate with the identites (7.70) and (7.71), and applying Lemma 4.2, 4.3, Lemma 7.1 as well as Lemma 7.2 together with the operator inequality N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ 4N^{−2α}K proves the proposition.

Applying Proposition 7.12 to the lower bound (7.66) and defining E^{(42)}_{MN} =

∫_1 0 ds E_3(s) with E(s) from Proposition 7.12, we conclude that

M^{(4)}_N ≥ H_N − 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 ^V (r/N^{1−κ})(a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + h.c.)

− 1 2N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w

+ 1 2N ∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ( ^ V (/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u) ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. )

− 1 4 K − CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + E^{(41)}_{MN} + E^{(42)}_{MN} +

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD} ( Σ_2 + Σ_3 + h.c. ) e^{sD}, (7.72) where E^{(41)}_{MN} satisfies the lower bound (7.67), E^{(42)}_{MN} satisfies the bound (7.69) and where the operators Σ_2 and Σ_3 were defined in (7.26).

Let us finally estimate the size of the error in the last line of (7.72), involving the two operators Σ_2 and Σ_3. Using the estimate (7.31) together with Lemma 4.2, 4.3, Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2, we find for E^{(43)}_{MN} =

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD} ( Σ_2 + h.c. ) e^{sD} e^Ae^DE^{(43)}_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{−β−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} α − CN^{−5β−4κ}K − CN^β. (7.73) Finally, consider the operator E^{(44)}_{MN} =

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sD} ( Σ_3 + h.c. ) e^{sD}, with Σ_3 defined in (7.26). Let m_0 ∈ R be such that m_0β = α (in particular, ⌊m_0⌋ ≥ 3). Here, we use the bound (7.32) to find first of all that

E^{(44)}_{MN} ≥ −

∫_1 0 ds ‖K^{1/2}e^{sD}ξ‖ ( N^{−1/2} ‖ ‖K^{1/2}_L (N_{≥ 12 N α} + 1)^{1/2}ξ ‖ ‖ + N^{β−1} ‖ ‖(N_{≥ 12 N α} + 1)^{3/2}ξ ‖ ‖ )

for any ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ with ‖ξ‖ = 1. Notice that we applied once again Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2 in the second factor. With Corollary 7.8, the first factor is bounded by

E^{(44)}_{MN} ≥ −C ( ‖K^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖ + ‖V^{1/2}_{N,L}ξ‖ + N^{5β/8+κ/2}‖K^{1/2}_{≤N 3β/2} ξ‖ + N^{−1/2} ‖ K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ ‖ + N^{3β/2+κ/2} + 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/4+3β/4+κ−1/2} [‖ ‖K^{1/2}_L (N_{≥ 12 N jβ/2} + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

+ N^β ‖ (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{1/2}ξ ‖] + N^{α/2+β/2+κ−1/2} [‖ ‖K^{1/2}_L (N_{≥ 12 N ⌊m0⌋β} + 1)^{1/2}ξ ‖ ‖ + N^β ‖ (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{1/2}ξ ‖])

× ( N^{−1/2} ‖ ‖K^{1/2}_L (N_{≥ 12 N α} + 1)^{1/2}ξ ‖ ‖ + N^{β−1} ‖ ‖(N_{≥ 12 N α} + 1)^{3/2}ξ ‖ ‖ )

for all exponents α, β satisfying (5.6) and N ∈ N sufficiently large. It follows that

E^{(44)}_{MN} ≥ E^{(441)}_{MN} + E^{(442)}_{MN} + E^{(443)}_{MN} , (7.74)

where

E^{(441)}_{MN} = − 1 8 K − ~CN^{−α}V_{N,L} − CN^{3β+κ}, E^{(442)}_{MN} = N^{−α}V_N (7.75)

with an arbitrarily small constant ~C > 0 and where, after an additional application of Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, 7.1 and 7.2 together with the operator bound N_{≥Θ} ≤ Θ^{−2}K, the error

E^{(443)}_{MN} is such that

e^Ae^DE^{(443)}_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{α+β+2κ−1}K − CN^{α−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} α − CN^{α+3β+2κ−1} − C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 − CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β (7.76)

for all exponents α, β satisfying (5.6) and N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Choosing ~C > 0 sufficiently large (but independently of N ∈ N) and arguing as right before (7.66), we deduce that e^A ( ~CN^{−α}e^DV_{N,L}e^{−D} + e^DE^{(442)}_{MN} e^{−D} ) e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{−α}V_N − CN^{−3β−κ}N_+ − CN^{−2β−κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} α (7.77)

for all α, β satisfying (5.6) and N ∈ N sufficiently large. This follows through another application of Corollary 4.5, Corollary 7.4 and Corollary 7.6, together with Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3, Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2. We summarize these bounds in the following corollary.

Corollary 7.13. Let m_0 ∈ R be such that m_0β = α and let M^{(4)}_N be defined as in (7.35). For every ~C > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

M^{(4)}_N ≥ 1 2 K + V_N − 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 ^V (r/N^{1−κ})(a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + h.c.)

− 1 2N ∗∑ u∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+u,w−u∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(u)a^∗_{v+u}a^∗_{w−u}a_va_w

+ 1 2N ∑ u∈P^c_H ∪{0},p,q∈P_L: p+u,q−u≠0 N^κ ( ^ V (/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (u) ( a^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{q−u}a_pa_q + h.c. )

− ~CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + E^{(4)}_{MN}

(7.78)

where e^Ae^DE^{(4)}_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{−β}K − CN^{−β−κ}V_N − CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β − C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 − CN^{2β+κ} (7.79)

for all exponents α, β satisfying (5.6) and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. The proof follows from defining E^{(4)}_{MN} =

∑_3

j=1 E^{(4j)}_{MN} +

∑_3 j=1 E^{(44j)}_{MN} and combining (7.67), (7.72), (7.69), (7.73), (7.74), (7.75), (7.77), (7.76) and the operator bound N_+ ≤ (2π)^{−2}K in F^{≤N}_+ .

7.3 Proof of Proposition 5.1

Recall from (7.34) the decomposition

M_N = 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − 4πa_0N^{κ−1}N^2_+ /N + M^{(2)}_N + M^{(3)}_N + M^{(4)}_N

Collecting the results of Proposition 7.9, Proposition 7.10 and Corollary 7.13, we deduce that

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − 4πa_0N^{κ−1}N^2_+ + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 [ b^∗_{−p}a^∗_{p+q}a_q + h.c. ] + 1 2 K

+ V_N − 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 ^V (r/N^{1−κ})(a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + h.c.)

− 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(r)a^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

+ 1 2N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (r) ( a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + h.c. )

− ~CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + E^′_{MN} ,

(7.80)

where E^′_{MN} satisfies the lower bound e^Ae^DE^′_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{−β}K − CN^{−β−κ}V_N − CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β − C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 − CN^{α+β/2+2κ} (7.81)

for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

We combine next the terms on the third, fourth and fifth lines in (7.80). We first notice that 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 ^V (r/N^{1−κ})(a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + a^∗_va^∗_wa_{w−r}a_{v+r})

= 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: v,w∈P_L, v+r,w−r≠0 ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: v+r,w−r∈P_L ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

= 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

+ 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: (v,w,v+r,w−r)∈P^4_L ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

(7.82)

Arguing in the same way for the contribution on the fifth line in (7.80), using that ( ^f_N − η/N)(p) = δ_{p,0} for all p ∈ Λ^∗_+, and using that v ∈ P_L and v + r ∈ P_L implies in particular that r ∈ P^c_H , we therefore obtain that V_N − 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

− 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: (v,w,v+r,w−r)∈P^4_L ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

− 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r∈P_L N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ η/N)(r)a^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

+ 1 2N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: v+r,w−r≠0 N^κ ( ^ V (/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (r) ( a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w + h.c. )

= V_N − 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

+ 1 2N ∗∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L N^κ ( ^ V (/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (r)a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w.

(7.83)

Now, notice furthermore that V_N − 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

= 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: (v,w)∈(P^2_L)^c and (v+r,w−r)∈(P^2_L)^c

^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w,

such that, after switching to position space, the pointwise positivity V ≥ 0 implies V_N − 1 2N ∗∑ r∈Λ^∗,v,w∈Λ^∗_+: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L ^V (r/N^{1−κ})a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

= ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) × [ a^∗ ( (χ̌_P c_L )_x ) a^∗ ( (χ̌_P c_L )_y ) + a^∗ ( (χ̌_{PL} )_x ) a^∗ ( (χ̌_P c_L )_y ) + a^∗ ( (χ̌_P c_L )_x ) a^∗ ( (χ̌_{PL} )_y )] × [ a ( (χ̌_P c_L )_x ) a ( (χ̌_P c_L )_y ) + a ( (χ̌_{PL} )_x ) a ( (χ̌_P c_L )_y ) + a ( (χ̌_P c_L )_x ) a ( (χ̌_{PL} )_y )] ≥ 0. (7.84)

Here, we used that Λ^∗_+ = P_L ∪ P^c_L and we denote by χ̌_S the distribution which has

Fourier transform χ_S, the characteristic function of the set S ⊂ Λ^∗_+.

Combining (7.80), (7.82), (7.83) and (7.84), it follows that

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − 4πa_0N^{κ−1}N^2_+ + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 [ b^∗_{−p}a^∗_{p+q}a_q + h.c. ] + 1 2 K

+ 1 2N ∗∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0},v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (r)a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

− ~CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + E^′_{MN}

(7.85)

Using Lemma 3.1, part ii), we have ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ})∗ ^f_N ) (0) = 8πa_0 +O(N^{κ−1}). This implies

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 [ b^∗_{−p}a^∗_{p+q}a_q + h.c. ] + 1 2 K

+ 1 2N ∗∑ r∈P^c_H ,v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L N^κ ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (r)a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

− ~CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + E^{′′}_{MN} ,

(7.86)

where, by (7.81) and Lemmas 4.2 and 7.1, e^Ae^DE^{′′}_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{−β}K − CN^{−β−κ}V_N − CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β − C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 − CN^{α+β/2+2κ} (7.87)

Similarly, for r ∈ P^c_H , we know that | |( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(r) − 8πa_0 | | ≤ CN^{α+κ−1}. Therefore, proceeding exactly as between (7.27) and (7.30), with ( ^ V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N ) (r) replaced by | |( ^V (/N 1−κ) ∗ ^f_N )(r) − 8πa_0 | |, we deduce that

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 1 2 K + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 [ b^∗_{−p}a^∗_{p+q}a_q + h.c. ]

+ 4πa_0N^κ N ∗∑ r∈P^c_H ,v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w − ~CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + E^{′′′}_{MN} , (7.88)

with E^{′′′}_{MN} satisfying the same bound (7.87) as E^{′′}_{MN} . Here we used Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, 7.1 and 7.2, as well as the assumption (5.6).

Finally, recalling the definition (5.1) and the identity (5.2), we find

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 1 2 K + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_{−p}e_{−p} + e^∗_{−p}b_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}e^∗_p + e_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}c^∗_p + c_pb_{−p} ]

+ 4πa_0N^κ N ∗∑ r∈P^c_H ,v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w − ~CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + E^{′′′}_{MN} . (7.89)

To express also the first term in the third line of (7.89) in terms of the modified creation and annihilation fields defined in (5.1), we first observe that

4πa_0N^κ N ∗∑ r∈P^c_H ,v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{w−r}a_va_w

= 4πa_0N^κ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∗∑ v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L a^∗_{v+r}a_va^∗_{w−r}a_w − 4πa_0N^κ N ∗∑ r∈P^c_H ,v∈P_L: (v,v+r)∈P^2_L a^∗_{v+r}a_{v+r}

≥ 4πa_0N^κ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∗∑ v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L a^∗_{v+r}a_va^∗_{w−r}a_w − CN^{3β+κ−1}N_+ − C.

Then, for a fixed r ∈ P^c_H , we have that { (v, w) ∈ Λ^∗_+ × Λ^∗_+ : (v, w) ∈ P^2_L or (v + r, w − r) ∈ P^2_L } = 7⋃ j=1 S_j,

where

S_1 = { (v, w) ∈ Λ^∗_+ × Λ^∗_+ : v ∈ P_L, w ∈ P_L, v + r ∈ P_L, w − r ∈ P_L } , S_2 = { (v, w) ∈ Λ^∗_+ × Λ^∗_+ : v ∈ P_L, w ∈ P_L, v + r ∈ P_L, w − r ∈ P^c_L } , S_3 = { (v, w) ∈ Λ^∗_+ × Λ^∗_+ : v ∈ P_L, w ∈ P_L, v + r ∈ P^c_L, w − r ∈ P_L } , S_4 = { (v, w) ∈ Λ^∗_+ × Λ^∗_+ : v ∈ P_L, w ∈ P_L, v + r ∈ P^c_L, w − r ∈ P^c_L } , S_5 = { (v, w) ∈ Λ^∗_+ × Λ^∗_+ : v ∈ P^c_L, w ∈ P_L, v + r ∈ P_L, w − r ∈ P_L } , S_6 = { (v, w) ∈ Λ^∗_+ × Λ^∗_+ : v ∈ P_L, w ∈ P^c_L, v + r ∈ P_L, w − r ∈ P_L } , S_7 = { (v, w) ∈ Λ^∗_+ × Λ^∗_+ : v ∈ P^c_L, w ∈ P^c_L, v + r ∈ P_L, w − r ∈ P_L } .

In particular, the union

⋃_7 j=1 S_j is a disjoint union. As a consequence, we find that

4πa_0N^κ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ∗∑ v,w∈P_L: (v,w)∈P^2_L or (v+r,w−r)∈P^2_L a^∗_{v+r}a_va^∗_{w−r}a_w

= 8πa_0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H [ e^∗_r c^∗_{−r} + c_{−r}e_r + 1 2 d^∗_r e^∗_{−r} + 1 2 e_{−r}e_r + 1 2 c^∗_r c^∗_{−r} + 1 2 c_{−r}c_r ]

+ 8πa_0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H [ e^∗_r e_r + c^∗_r e_r + e^∗_r c_r ] .

Inserting in (7.88), we obtain

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 1 2 K + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H ( b^∗_r + c^∗_r + e^∗_r )( b_r + c_r + e_r )

+ 4πa_0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H [( b^∗_r + c^∗_r + e^∗_r )( b^∗_{−r} + c^∗_{−r} + e^∗_{−r} ) + h.c. ]

− 8πa_0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H [c^∗_r c_r + b^∗_rc_r + c^∗_r b_r] − ~CN^{−β−κ}V_{N,L} + E^{′′′}_{MN} (7.90)

with e^Ae^DE^{′′′}_{MN} e^{−D}e^{−A} ≥ −CN^{−β}K − CN^{−β−κ}V_N − CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β − C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 − CN^{α+β/2+2κ}

Let us now estimate the remaining terms on the last line of (7.90). For ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we have | | | 8πa^0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H ⟨ξ, c^∗_r c_rξ⟩ | | | ≤ CN^κ N ∗∑ r∈P^c_H ,v,w∈P_L: v∈P_L,r+v∈P^c_L, w∈P_L,w+r∈P^c_L

( |w||v|^{−1}‖a_{r+v}a_wξ‖ )( |v||w|^{−1}‖a_va_{w+r}ξ‖ )

≤ CN^{β+κ−1}⟨ξ, K_L(N_{≥N} β + 1)ξ⟩, (7.91) and | | | 8πa^0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H ⟨ξ, (b^∗_r c_r + c^∗_r b_r)ξ⟩ | | | ≤ 1 4 ∑ r∈P^c_H ⟨ξ, b^∗_r b_rξ⟩ + CN^{2κ} ∑ r∈P^c_H ⟨ξ, c^∗_r c_rξ⟩

≤ 1 4 K + CN^{β+2κ−1}⟨ξ, K_L(N_{≥N} β + 1)ξ⟩, (7.92)

Similarly, we can bound N^{−β−κ}⟨ξ, V_{N,L}ξ⟩ ≤ CN^{−β−1} ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈Λ^∗_+: p+u,q+u,p,q∈P_L ‖a_{p+u}a_qξ‖‖a_pa_{q+u}ξ‖

≤ CN^{−β−1} ∑ u∈Λ^∗,p,q∈Λ^∗_+: p+u,q+u,p,q∈P_L |q|^2 |p|^2 ‖a_{p+u}a_qξ‖^2

≤ CN^{−1}‖K^{1/2}N^{1/2}_+ ξ‖^2 ≤ C‖K^{1/2}ξ‖^2

Thus, choosing the constant ~C > 0 small enough and applying Lemma 7.2, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.2 to the r.h.s. of (7.91) and to the second term on the r.h.s. of (7.92), we conclude that

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 1 4 K + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H ( b^∗_r + c^∗_r + e^∗_r )( b_r + c_r + e_r )

+ 4πa_0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H [( b^∗_r + c^∗_r + e^∗_r )( b^∗_{−r} + c^∗_{−r} + e^∗_{−r} ) + h.c. ] + E^{′′′′}_{MN} (7.93)

where E^{′′′′}_{MN} is such that e^Ae^DE^{′′′′}_{MN} e^{−A}e^{−D} ≥ − CN^{−β}K − CN^{−β−κ}V_N − CN^{β+2κ−1}KN_{≥N} β − CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β − C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 − CN^{α+β/2+2κ} (7.94)

We introduce the operators

g^∗_r = b^∗_r + c^∗_r + e^∗_r , g_r = b_r + c_r + e_r.

With the algebraic identity ∑ r∈P^c_H [ g^∗_r g_r + 1 2 g^∗_r g^∗_{−r} + 1 2 g_{−r}g_r ] = 1 2 ∑ r∈P^c_H ( g^∗_r + g_{−r} )( g_r + g^∗_{−r} ) − 1 2 ∑ r∈P^c_H [g_r, g^∗_r ],

we conclude that

M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 1 4 K − 4πa_0N^κ ∑ r∈P^c_H [g_r, g^∗_r ] + E^{′′′′}_{MN}

Since

[b_r, c^∗_r ] = [b_r, e^∗_r ] = [c_r, b^∗_r ] = [e_r, b^∗_r ] = [c_r, e^∗_r ] = [e_r, c^∗_r ] = 0, we obtain that

[g_r, g^∗_r ] = N − N_+ N − 1 N a^∗_ra_r + 1 N ∑ v∈Λ^∗_+:v∈P_L, v+r∈P^c_L a^∗_va_v − 1 N ∑ v∈Λ^∗_+:v∈P_L, v+r∈P^c_L a^∗_{v+r}a_{v+r}

+ 1 4N ∑ v∈Λ^∗_+:v∈P_L, v+r∈P_L a^∗_va_v − 1 4N ∑ v∈Λ^∗_+:v∈P_L, v+r∈P_L a^∗_{v+r}a_{v+r}.

A straightforward computation then shows that

−4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [g_r, g^∗_r ] ≥ −CN^{3α+κ}(1 − N_+/N) − CN^{3α+κ}N_+/N ≥ −CN^{3α+κ}.

Thus M_N ≥ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} + 1 4 K + E_{MN} where E_{MN} satisfies e^Ae^DE_{MN} e^{−A}e^{−D} ≥ − CN^{−β}K − CN^{−β−κ}V_N − CN^{β+2κ−1}KN_{≥N} β − CN^{α+β+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β − C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ−1}KN_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 − CN^{3α+κ}

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.1.

A Analysis of G_N

The goal of this section is to prove Prop. 3.3. To reach this goal, we need precise information about the action of the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e^B , with the antisymmmetric operator B defined as in (3.21), beyond the bound (3.2) for the growth of the number of excitations.

To describe the action of e^B on the generalized creation and annihilation operators b^∗_p, b_p introduced in (2.8), we expand, for any p ∈ Λ^∗_+,

e^{−B(η)} b_p e^{B(η)} = b_p +

∫_1 0 ds d ds e^{−sB(η)}b_pe^{sB(η)} = b_p −

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sB(η)}[B(η), b_p]e^{sB(η)} = b_p − [B(η), b_p] +

∫_1 0 ds_1 ∫_{s1} 0 ds_2 e^{−s2B(η)}[B(η), [B(η), b_p]]e^{s2B(η)}

Iterating m times, we find

e^{−B(η)}b_pe^{B(η)} = m−1∑ n=1 (−1)^n ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b_p) n! + ∫_1 0 ds_1 ∫_{s1} 0 ds_2· · · ∫_{sm−1} 0 ds_m e^{−smB(η)}ad^{(m)}_{B(η)}(b_p)e^{smB(η)} (A.1)

where we recursively defined

ad^{(0)}_{B(η)}(A) = A and ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(A) = [B(η), ad^{(n−1)}_{B(η)} (A)]

We are going to expand the nested commutators ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b_p) and ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b^∗_p). To this end, we need to introduce some additional notation. We follow here [8, 2, 3, 4, 5]. For f_1, . . . , f_n ∈ ℓ_2(Λ^∗_+), ♯ = (♯_1, . . . , ♯_n), ♭ = (♭_0, . . . , ♭_{n−1}) ∈ {·, ∗}^n, we set

Π^{(2)}_{♯,♭} (f_1, . . . , f_n) = ∑ p_1,...,p_n∈Λ^∗ b^{♭0}_{α0p1} a^{♯1}_{β1p1} a^{♭1}_{α1p2} a^{♯2}_{β2p2} a^{♭2}_{α2p3} . . . a^{♯n−1}_{βn−1pn−1} a^{♭n−1}_{αn−1pn} b^{♯n}_{βnpn} n∏ ℓ=1 f_ℓ(p_ℓ)

(A.2)

where, for ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , n, we define α_ℓ = 1 if ♭_ℓ = ∗, α_ℓ = −1 if ♭_ℓ = ·, β_ℓ = 1 if ♯_ℓ = · and β_ℓ = −1 if ♯_ℓ = ∗. In (A.2), we require that, for every j = 1, . . . , n − 1, we have either ♯_j = · and ♭_j = ∗ or ♯_j = ∗ and ♭_j = · (so that the product a^{♯ℓ}_{βℓpℓ} a^{♭ℓ}_{αℓpℓ+1} always preserves the number of particles, for all ℓ = 1, . . . , n − 1). With this assumption, we find that the operator Π^{(2)}_{♯,♭} (f_1, . . . , f_n) maps F^{≤N}_+ into itself. If, for some ℓ = 1, . . . , n, ♭_{ℓ−1} = · and ♯_ℓ = ∗ (i.e. if the product a^{♭ℓ−1}_{αℓ−1pℓ} a^{♯ℓ}_{βℓpℓ} for ℓ = 2, . . . , n, or the product b^{♭0}_{α0p1} a^{♯1}_{β1p1} for ℓ = 1, is not normally ordered) we require additionally that f_ℓ ∈ ℓ^1(Λ^∗_+). In position space, the same operator can be written as

Π^{(2)}_{♯,♭} (f_1, . . . , f_n) = ∫ b̌^♭0_{x1}ǎ^♯1_{y1}ǎ^♭1_{x2}ǎ^♯2_{y2}ǎ^♭2_{x3} . . . ǎ^♯n−1_{yn−1}ǎ^♭n−1_{xn} b̌^♯n_{yn}^n ∏ ℓ=1 f̌_ℓ(x_ℓ − y_ℓ) dx_ℓdy_ℓ (A.3)

An operator of the form (A.2), (A.3) with all the properties listed above, will be called a Π^{(2)}-operator of order N ∈ N.

For g, f_1, . . . , f_n ∈ ℓ_2(Λ^∗_+), ♯ = (♯_1, . . . , ♯_n) ∈ {·, ∗}^n, ♭ = (♭_0, . . . , ♭_n) ∈ {·, ∗}^{n+1}, we also define the operator

Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (f_1, . . . , f_n; g) = ∑ p_1,...,p_n∈Λ^∗ b^{♭0}_{α0,p1} a^{♯1}_{β1p1} a^{♭1}_{α1p2} a^{♯2}_{β2p2} a^{♭2}_{α2p3} . . . a^{♯n−1}_{βn−1pn−1} a^{♭n−1}_{αn−1pn} a^{♯n}_{βnpn} a^{♭n}(g) n∏ ℓ=1 f_ℓ(p_ℓ)

(A.4) where α_ℓ and β_ℓ are defined as above. Also here, we impose the condition that, for all ℓ = 1, . . . , n, either ♯_ℓ = · and ♭_ℓ = ∗ or ♯_ℓ = ∗ and ♭_ℓ = ·. This implies that Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (f_1, . . . , f_n; g) maps F^{≤N}_+ back into F^{≤N}_+ . Additionally, we assume that f_ℓ ∈ ℓ^1(Λ^∗_+)

if ♭_{ℓ−1} = · and ♯_ℓ = ∗ for some ℓ = 1, . . . , n (i.e. if the pair a^{♭ℓ−1}_{αℓ−1pℓ} a^{♯ℓ}_{βℓpℓ} is not normally ordered). In position space, the same operator can be written as

Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (f_1, . . . , f_n; g) = ∫ b̌^♭0_{x1}ǎ^♯1_{y1}ǎ^♭1_{x2}ǎ^♯2_{y2}ǎ^♭2_{x3} . . . ǎ^♯n−1_{yn−1}ǎ^♭n−1_{xn} ǎ^♯n_{yn}ǎ^{♭n}(g)^n ∏ ℓ=1 f̌_ℓ(x_ℓ − y_ℓ) dx_ℓdy_ℓ (A.5) An operator of the form (A.4), (A.5) will be called a Π^{(1)}-operator of order N ∈ N. Operators of the form b(f), b^∗(f), for a f ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+), will be called Π^{(1)}-operators of order zero.

The next lemma gives a detailed analysis of the nested commutators ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b_p) and

ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b^∗_p) for n ∈ N; the proof can be found in [3, Lemma 2.5](it is a translation to momentum space of [8, Lemma 3.2]).

Lemma A.1. Let B be defined as in (3.21), with coefficients η_p as in (3.15) and with α > 2κ (so that ‖η‖ → 0, as N → ∞). Let n ∈ N and p ∈ Λ^∗. Then the nested commutator ad^{(n)}_B (b_p) can be written as the sum of exactly 2^nn! terms, with the following properties.

i) Possibly up to a sign, each term has the form

Λ_1Λ_2 . . . Λ_i N^{−k}Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk} ; η^s_pφ_{αp}) (A.6) for some i, k, s ∈ N, j_1, . . . , j_k ∈ N\{0}, ♯ ∈ {·, ∗}^k , ♭ ∈ {·, ∗}^{k+1} and α ∈ {±1} chosen so that α = 1 if ♭_k = · and α = −1 if ♭_k = ∗ (recall here that φ_p(x) = e^{−ip·x}). In (A.6), each operator Λ_w : F^{≤N} → F^{≤N} , w = 1, . . . , i, is either a factor (N − N_+)/N, a factor (N − (N_+ − 1))/N or an operator of the form

N^{−h}Π^{(2)}_{♯′,♭′} (η^{z1} , η^{z2} , . . . , η^{zh} ) (A.7) for some h, z_1, . . . , z_h ∈ N\{0}, ♯, ♭ ∈ {·, ∗}^h. ii) If a term of the form (A.6) contains m ∈ N factors (N − N_+)/N or (N − (N_+ − 1))/N and j ∈ N factors of the form (A.7) with Π^{(2)}-operators of order h_1, . . . , h_j ∈ N\{0}, then we have

m + (h_1 + 1) + · · · + (h_j + 1) + (k + 1) = n + 1

iii) If a term of the form (A.6) contains (considering all Λ-operators and the Π^{(1)}- operator) the arguments η^{i1} , . . . , η^{im} and the factor η^s_p for some m, s ∈ N, and i_1, . . . , i_m ∈ N\{0}, then i_1 + · · · + i_m + s = n.

iv) There is exactly one term having of the form (A.6) with k = 0 and such that all Λ-operators are factors of (N − N_+)/N or of (N + 1 − N_+)/N. It is given by ( N − N_+ N )_{n/2} ( N + 1 − N_+ N )_{n/2} η^n_p b_p if N ∈ N is even, and by − ( N − N_+ N )_{(n+1)/2} ( N + 1 − N_+ N )_{(n−1)/2} η^n_p b^∗_{−p} if N ∈ N is odd.

v) If the Π^{(1)}-operator in (A.6) is of order k ∈ N\{0}, it has either the form ∑ p_1,...,p_k b^{♭0}_{α0p1} k−1∏ i=1 a^{♯i}_{βipi} a^{♭i}_{αipi+1} a^∗_{−pk} η^{2r}_p a_p k∏ i=1 η^{ji}_{pi} or the form ∑ p_1,...,p_k b^{♭0}_{α0p1} k−1∏ i=1 a^{♯i}_{βipi} a^{♭i}_{αipi+1} a_{pk} η^{2r+1}_p a^∗_p k∏ i=1 η^{ji}_{pi} for some r ∈ N, j_1, . . . , j_k ∈ N\{0}. If it is of order k = 0, then it is either given by η^{2r}_p b_p or by η^{2r+1}_p b^∗_{−p}, for some r ∈ N.

vi) For every non-normally ordered term of the form ∑ q∈Λ^∗ η^i_qa_qa^∗_q , ∑ q∈Λ^∗ η^i_qb_qa^∗_q ∑ q∈Λ^∗ η^i_qa_qb^∗_q , or ∑ q∈Λ^∗ η^i_qb_qb^∗_q

appearing either in the Λ-operators or in the Π^{(1)}-operator in (A.6), we have i ≥ 2.

With Lemma A.1, it follows from (A.1) that, if ‖η‖ is sufficiently small, the series e^{−B(η)}b_pe^{B(η)} = ∞∑ n=0 (−1)^n n! ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b_p)

e^{−B(η)}b^∗_pe^{B(η)} = ∞∑ n=0 (−1)^n n! ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b^∗_p)

(A.8)

converge absolutely (the proof is a translation to momentum space of [8, Lemma 3.3]).

As explained after (2.8), the generalized creation and annihilation operators b^∗_p, b_p are close to the standard creation and annihilation operators on states with few excitations, in the sense that with N_+ ≪ N. In particular, on such states one can expect the action of the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e^B to be close to the action of a standard Bogoliubov transformation. This can be made more precise through the remainder operators

d_q = ∑ m≥0 1 m! [ ad^{(m)}_{−B(η)}(b_q) − η^m_q b^{♯m}_{αmq} ] , d^∗_q = ∑ m≥0 1 m! [ ad^{(m)}_{−B(η)}(b^∗_q ) − η^m_q b^{♯m+1}_{αmq} ] (A.9)

where q ∈ Λ^∗_+, (♯_m, α_m) = (·, +1) if m is even and (♯_m, α_m) = (∗, −1) if m is odd. It follows from (A.8) that

e^{−B(η)}b_qe^{B(η)} = γ_qb_q + σ_qb^∗_{−q} + d_q, e^{−B(η)}b^∗_qe^{B(η)} = γ_qb^∗_q + σ_qb_{−q} + d^∗_q (A.10)

where we set γ_q = cosh(η_q) and σ_q = sinh(η_q). Given x ∈ Λ, it is also useful to define the operator valued distributions ď_x, ď^∗_x through

e^{−B(η)}b̌_xe^{B(η)} = b(γ̌_x) + b^∗(σ̌_x) + ď_x, e^{−B(η)}b̌^∗_xe^{B(η)} = b^∗(γ̌_x) + b(σ̌_x) + ď^∗_x (A.11)

where γ̌_x(y) = ∑ q∈Λ^∗ cosh(ηq)e iq·(x−y) and σ̌ x(y) = ∑ q∈Λ^∗ sinh(ηq)e iq·(x−y). The next lemma confirms the intuition that remainder operators are small on states with N_+ ≪ N, and provides estimates that will be crucial for our analysis. Its proof can be found in [5].

Lemma A.2. Let B be defined as in (3.21), with coefficients η_p as in (3.15) and with α > 2κ. Let n ∈ N, p ∈ Λ^∗ and let d_p be defined as in (A.9). There exists C > 0 such that

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}d_pξ‖ ≤ C N [ |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖‖b_p(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ ] , ‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}d^∗_pξ‖ ≤ C N ‖η‖ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖

(A.12)

for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ and N large enough. With d̄_p = d_p + N^{−1} ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ ηqb ∗ qa^∗_{−q}a_p, we also have, for p ∉ supp η, the improved bound

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}d̄_pξ‖ ≤ C N ‖η‖^2‖a_p(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ (A.13)

In position space, with ď_x defined as in (A.11), we find

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ď_xξ‖ ≤ C N ‖η‖ [ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ + ‖b_x(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ ] (A.14)

Furthermore, letting ˇ̄d_x = ď_x + (N_+/N)b^∗(η̌_x), we find

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ǎ_y ˇ̄d_xξ‖ ≤ C N [ ‖η‖^2‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖|η̌(x − y)|‖(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖‖ǎ_x(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖

+ ‖η‖‖ǎ_xǎ_y(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ ] (A.15) and, finally,

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ď_xď_yξ‖ ≤ C N^2 [ ‖η‖^2‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+6)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖|η̌(x − y)|‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖

+ ‖η‖^2‖a_x(N_+ + 1)^{(n+5)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+5)/2}ξ‖

+ ‖η‖^2 ‖a_xa_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ ] (A.16)

for all ξ ∈ F^{≤n}_+ .

We will also need to control commutators of the remainder operators d_p, d^∗_p with restricted number of particles operators N_{≤cN} γ , where c ≥ 0 and γ ≥ 0 (recall here the definitions (2.2)).

Lemma A.3. Let B be defined as in (3.21), with coefficients η_p as in (3.15) and with α > 2κ. Let n ∈ N, p ∈ Λ^∗ and let d_p be defined as in (A.9) Moreover, given c ≥ 0 and γ ≥ 0, denote by χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) the characteristic function of the set {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ cN^γ }. Then there exists C > 0 s.t. ‖ (N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , d_p]ξ ‖ ≤ C N [ |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ + [ |χ_p|‖η‖ + ‖χη‖ ] ‖a_p(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ ] , ‖ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN γ} , d^∗_p]ξ ‖ ‖ ≤ C N [ |η_p| + |χ_p|‖η‖ + ‖χη‖ ] ‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ (A.17)

for all p ∈ Λ^∗_+, ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ . With d̄_p = d_p + N^{−1} ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ ηqb ∗ qa^∗_{−q}a_p, we also have, for p /∈ supp η, the improved bound ‖ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN γ} , d̄_p]ξ ‖ ‖ ≤ C N [ |χ_p|‖η‖^2 + ‖ηχ‖‖η‖ ]‖ a_p(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ ‖ ‖. (A.18)

In position space, with the operators ď_x defined as in (A.11), let χ̌_x ∈ L^2(Λ) be defined by χ̌_x(y) = χ(y − x) (s.t. χ̌_x has Fourier coefficients χ_pe^{−ipx}). Then

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , ď_x]ξ‖ ≤ C N ‖χη‖ [ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ + ‖b̌_x(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ ]

+ C N ‖η‖‖b(χ̌_x)(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖

(A.19) for all ξ ∈ F^{≤n}_+ . Furthermore, setting ˇ̄d_x = ď_x + (N_+/N)b^∗(η̌_x), we obtain

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , b̌_y ˇ̄d_x]ξ‖ ≤ C N [ ‖χη‖‖η‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + ‖χη‖‖ǎ_x(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖‖a(χ̌_x)(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a(χ̌_y)(N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ + ‖χη‖‖η‖‖ǎ_y (N_+ + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ ]

+ C N [ ‖χη‖|η̌(x − y)| + ‖η‖|(χ̌ ∗ η̌)(x − y)| ] ‖(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + C N [ ‖η‖‖a(χ̌_x)ǎ_y(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖‖a(χ̌_y )ǎ_x(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + ‖χη‖‖ǎ_xǎ_y(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ ]

(A.20)

as well as

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , ď_xď_y]ξ‖ ≤ C N^2 ‖χη‖‖η‖ [ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+6)/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_x(N_+ + 1)^{(n+5)/2}ξ‖

+ ‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+5)/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ ]

+ C N^2 ‖η‖^2 [ ‖a(χ̌_x)(N_+ + 1)^{(n+5)/2}ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y )(N_+ + 1)^{(n+5)/2}ξ‖ ]

+ C N^2 [ ‖χη‖|η̌(x − y)| + ‖η‖|(χ̌ ∗ η̌)(x − y)| ] ‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ + C N^2 ‖η‖^2 [ ‖a(χ̌_y )ǎ_x(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ ] .

(A.21)

for all ξ ∈ F^{≤n}_+ .

Proof. For simplicity, we focus on the case n = 0; the cases where 0 ≠ n ∈ Z can be treated similarly, using that powers of N_+ can be commuted easily with d_p, d^∗_p and ď_x, ď_y.

Let us start with the first bound in (A.17). By (A.9), linearity of the commutator with N_{≤cN} γ and by the triangle inequality, it is enough to estimate the r.h.s. of ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , d_p]ξ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∑ m≥0 1 m! ‖ ‖[N_{≤cN γ} , ad(m)_{−B(η)}(b_p) − η_{mp} b_{♯mαmp}]ξ ‖ ‖. (A.22)

Using Lemma A.1 and the fact that N_{≤cN} γ trivially commutes with the number of particles operator N_+, we can bound ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , ad^{(m)}_{−B(η)}(b_q) − η^m_q b^{♯m}_{αmq}]ξ‖ by the sum of ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( N − N_+ N )^{m+(1−α}m^{)/2}_2 ( N + 1 − N_+ N )^{m−(1−α}m^{)/2}_2 − 1 η^m_p [N_{≤cN γ} , b^♯m_{αmp}]ξ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (A.23) and exactly 2^mm! − 1 terms of the form ‖ ‖ ‖ [ N_{≥cN} γ , Λ_1 . . . Λ_{i1} N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk1} ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p}) ] ξ ‖ ‖ ‖ (A.24)

where i_1, k_1, ℓ_1 ∈ N, j_1, . . . , j_{k1} ∈ N\{0} and where each Λ_r-operator is either a factor (N − N_+)/N, a factor (N + 1 − N_+)/N or a Π^{(2)}-operator of the form

N^{−h}Π^{(2)}_{♯,♭} (η^{z1} , . . . , η^{zh} ) (A.25)

with h, z_1, . . . , z_h ∈ N\{0}. Since we are considering the term (A.23) separately, each term of the form (A.24) must have either k_1 > 0 or it must contain at least one Λoperator having the form (A.25). For m = 0, (A.23) vanishes and for m > 0, it follows from [ N_{≤cN} γ , b^{♯m}_{αmp} ] = F (♯_m)χ_pb^{♯m}_{αmp}, where set F (♯) = 1 if ♯ = ∗ and F (♯) = −1 if ♯ = ·, that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( N − N_+ N )^{m+(1−α}m^{)/2}_2 ( N + 1 − N_+ N )^{m−(1−α}m^{)/2}_2 − 1 η^m_p [N_{≤cN γ} , b^♯m_{αmp}]ξ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ C^m|η_pχ_p|^mN^{−1}‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖.

Hence, let’s focus on terms of the form (A.24) and let’s write

[N_{≤cN} γ , Λ_1 . . . Λ_{i1} N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk}1 ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p})] = i_1∑

u=1 Λ_1 . . . Λ_{u−1}[N_{≤cN} γ , Λ_u]Λ_{u+1} . . . Λ_{i1} N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk}1 ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p})

+ Λ_1 . . . Λ_{i1} [N_{≤cN} γ , N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk}1 ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p})].

(A.26)

It is clear that [N_{≤cN} γ , Λ_u] = 0 if Λ_u is of the form (N − N_+)/N or (N − N_+ − 1)/N. On the other hand, if Λ_u = N^{−h}Π^{(2)}_{♯′,♭′} (η^{z1} , . . . , η^{zh} ) is of the form (A.7) with N^{−h}Π^{(2)}_{♯′,♭′} (η^{z1} , . . . , η^{zh} ) = N^{−h} ∑ p_1,...,p_h∈Λ^∗ b^{♭′0}_{α0p1} a^{♯′1}_{β1p1} a^{♭′1}_{α1p2} a^{♯′2}_{β2p2} a^{♭′2}_{α2p3} . . . a^{♯′h−1}_{βh−1ph−1} a^{♭′h−1}_{αh−1ph} b^{♯′h}_{βhph} h∏ ℓ=1 η^{zl}_{pl} , we use the identity [N_{≤cN} γ , a^♭_{αp}a^♯_{βp}] = (F (♭) + F (♯))χ_pa^♭_{αp}a^♯_{βp} with which we obtain that [N_{≤cN} γ , N^{−h}Π^{(2)}_{♯′,♭′} (η^{z1} , . . . , η^{zh} )] = h∑ t=1 N^{−h}Π^{(2)}_{♯′,♭′} (η^{z1} , . . . , (F (♭^′_{t−1})+F (♯^′_t))χη^{zt} , . . . , η^{zh} ). (A.27)

Similarly, if N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk}1 ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p}) is of the form

N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk1} ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p}) = N^{−k1} ∑ p_1,...,p_{k1} ∈Λ^∗ b^{♭0}_{α0,p1} a^{♯1}_{β1p1} a^{♭1}_{α1p2} . . . a^{♯k1−1}_{βk1−1pk1−1} a^{♭k1−1}_{αk1−1pk1} a^{♯k1}_{βk1 pk1} η^{ℓ1}_p a^{♭k1}_{αℓ1 p} k_1∏

ℓ=1 η^{jℓ}_{pℓ} ,

we have that

[N_{≤cN} γ , N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk1} ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p})] = k_1∑

t=1 N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , (F (♭_{t−1}) + F (♯_t))χη^{jt} , . . . , η^{jk1} ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p})

+ N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk1} ; F (♭_{k1} )χ_pη^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p}).

(A.28)

Recalling that each term of the form (A.24) must have either k_1 > 0 or it must contain at least one Λ-operator having the form (A.25), the identities (A.26), (A.27) and (A.28) imply together with Lemma A.1 ii), iii) that ‖ ‖ [ N_{≥cN} γ , Λ_1 . . . Λ_{i1} N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk}1 ; η^{ℓ1}_p φ_{αℓ1 p}) ] ξ ‖ ‖ ≤ C^mN^{−1} [ ‖χη‖‖η‖^{m−ℓ1 −1} |η_p|^{ℓ1} δ_{ℓ1>0}‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ + ‖χη‖‖η‖^{m−1}‖b_p(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ ]

+ C^mN^{−1} [ ‖η‖^{m−ℓ1} |χ_pη_p|^{ℓ1} δ_{ℓ1>0}‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖^m|χ_p|‖b_p(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ ]

≤ C^m‖η‖^{m−1}N^{−1} [ |η_p|δ_{m>0}‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ + [ |χ_p|‖η‖ + ‖χη‖ ] ‖b_p(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ ] . (A.29)

Notice that we distinguished the cases ℓ_1 > 0 and ℓ_1 = 0 in the previous bound. Substituting the last bound into (A.22) and summing over m ≥ 1, we conclude the first bound in (A.17). The second bound in (A.17) follows in the same way with the only difference that we bound ‖b^∗_p(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ ≤ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ in the cases where ℓ_1 = 0. The bound (A.18) follows from the fact that for p ∉ supp η, the operator d̄_p is defined in such a way that all terms in (A.22) for m = 1 vanish. Moreover, all terms in (A.29) for which ℓ_1 > 0 vanish as well, since η_p = 0.

Let us continue with the estimate (A.19). In position space, it suffices to bound ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , ď_x]ξ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∑ m≥0 1 m! ‖ ‖ [ N_{≤cN} γ , ad^{(m)}_{−B(η)}(b̌_x) − b^{♯m}(η̌^{(m)}_x ) ] ξ ‖ ‖, (A.30)

where η̌^{(m)}_x ∈ L^2(Λ) is defined by its Fourier coefficients η^m_p e^{−ipx}, for p ∈ Λ^∗_+. Proceeding similarly as in momentum space, we first observe that [ N_{≤cN} γ , b^{♯m} (η̌^{(m)}_x ) ] = F (♯_m)b^{♯m} ( χ̌ ∗ η̌^{(m)}_x ) , where we set χ̌ = (χ̌_x)_{|x=0} ∈ L^2(Λ) s.t. χ̌ ∗ η^{(m)}_x ∈ L^2(Λ) has Fourier coefficients χ_pη^m_p e^{−ipx}. In particular, ‖χ̌ ∗ η̌^{(m)}_x ‖ ≤ ‖χη‖^m, uniformly in x ∈ Λ. We then bound ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( N − N_+ N )^{m+(1−α}m^{)/2}_2 ( N + 1 − N_+ N )^{m−(1−α}m^{)/2}_2 − 1 [N_{≤cN γ} , b^♯m (η̌^{(m)}_x )]ξ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ C^m‖χη‖^mN^{−1}‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖

for m > 0 (recalling that this term vanishes for m = 0). By Lemma A.1, it then only remains to bound 2^mm! − 1 terms of the form ‖ ‖ [ N_{≥cN} γ , Λ_1 . . . Λ_{i1} N^{−k1} Π^{(1)}_{♯,♭} (η^{j1} , . . . , η^{jk}1 ; η̌^{ℓ1}_x ) ] ξ ‖ ‖ (A.31)

where i_1, k_1, ℓ_1 ∈ N, j_1, . . . , j_{k1} ∈ N\{0}, where each Λ_r-operator is either a factor (N − N_+)/N, a factor (N + 1 − N_+)/N or a Π^{(2)}-operator of the form (A.25). If we use the fact that [ N_{≤cN} γ , a^♭(η̌^{(m)}_x ) ] = F (♭)a^♭ ( χ̌ ∗ η̌^{(m)}_x ) and proceed then as in (A.27), (A.28), distinguishing the cases ℓ_1 > 0 and ℓ_1 = 0, we find that ‖ ‖[N_{≥cN γ} , Λ_1 . . . Λ_{i1} N_{−k1} Π(1)_{♯,♭} (η_{j1} , . . . , η_{jk1} ; η̌_{ℓ1x} )]ξ ‖ ‖ ≤ C^mN^{−1}‖χη‖‖η‖^{m−1} [ δ_{ℓ1>0}‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ + ‖b̌_x(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ ]

+ C^mN^{−1} [ ‖η‖^{m−ℓ1} ‖χη‖^{ℓ1} δ_{ℓ1>0}‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖^m‖b(χ̌_x)(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ ]

≤ C^mN^{−1} [ ‖χη‖‖η‖^{m−1}‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ + ‖χη‖‖η‖^{m−1}‖b̌_x(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ ] + C^mN^{−1}‖η‖^m‖b(χ̌_x)(N_+ + 1)ξ‖. (A.32)

Summing over m ≥ 1 in (A.30) proves (A.19). Finally, the bounds (A.20) and (A.21) can be proved with similar arguments.

A.1 Action of Quadratic Renormalization on Excitation Hamiltonian

From (2.6) and (3.23), we can decompose

G_N = e^{−B(ηH )}L_N e^{B(ηH )} = G^{(0)}_N + G^{(2)}_N + G^{(3)}_N + G^{(4)}_N

with G^{(j)}_N = e^{−B(ηH )}L^{(j)}_N e^{B(ηH )}. In the following sections, we analyse the operators G^{(j)}_N , j = 0, 2, 3, 4, separately. Most of the analysis follows closely that of [5, Section 7], [4, Section 7] and we therefore focus on explaining the main steps only. Apart from the different scaling of the interaction, the only important difference consists in deriving additional commutator bounds of G^{(j)}_N with restricted number of particle operators of the form N_{≤cN} γ . These bounds are based on Lemma A.3 and will be explained in more detail in the following Subsections A.1.1 to A.1.4. The usual commutator bounds in

(3.31), on the other hand, can be proved with the same arguments as in [4, Section 7] and we do not comment on them further. Finally, in Subsection A.2, we prove Prop. 3.3. We assume throughout this section that V ∈ L^3(R^3 ) is compactly supported, pointwise non-negative and radial.

A.1.1 Analysis of G^{(0)}_N

We recall from (2.7) that

L^{(0)}_N =

(N − 1) 2N N^κ ^V (0)(N − N_+) +

N^κ ^V (0) 2N N_+(N − N_+) (A.33)

and we define the error operator E^{(0)}_N through the identity

G^{(0)}_N =

(N − 1) 2N N^κ ^V (0)(N − N_+) +

N^κ ^V (0) 2N N_+(N − N_+) + E^{(0)}_N . (A.34)

Proposition A.4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

±E^{(0)}_N ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), (A.35) ± [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(0)}_N ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), (A.36)

for all α > 2κ, γ ≥ 0, c ≥ 0, f smooth and bounded, M ∈ N and N ∈ N large enough.

Proof. As shown in [5, Section 7.1], L^{(0)}_N can be written as

L^{(0)}_N =

(N − 1) 2 N^κ ^V (0) +

N^κ ^V (0) 2 ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ b^∗_qb_q − N_+

and it follows from (A.34) that

E^{(0)}_N =

N^κ ^V (0) 2 ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ [ e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_q b_qe^{B(ηH )} − b^∗_qb_q ] − N^κ ^V (0) 2 [ e^{−B(ηH )}N_+e^{B(ηH )} − N_+ ] . (A.37)

Setting γ_q = cosh η_H (q), σ_q = sinh η_H (q) and recalling the definition of d_q, d^∗_q in (A.9), with η replaced by η_H (q) = η_qχ(q ∈ P_H ), we obtain that ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_qb_qe^{B(ηH )} = ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ [ γ_qb^∗_q + σ_qb_{−q} + d^∗_q ] [ γ_qb_q + σ_qb^∗_{−q} + d_q ]

Since |γ^2_q − 1| ≤ Cη_H (q)^2, |σ_q| ≤ C|η_H (q)|, we can use the first bound in (A.12), Cauchy- Schwarz and the estimate ‖η_H ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2} from (3.16) to deduce that

N^κ ^V (0) 2 | | ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ ⟨ξ, [ e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_qb_qe^{B(ηH )} − b^∗_q b_q ] ξ⟩ | | ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

Similarly, setting γ^{(s)}_p = cosh(sη_H (p)) and σ^{(s)}_p = sinh(sη_H (p)), and defining d^{(s)}_p as in (5.3) with η replaced by sη_H , we expand the second term on the r.h.s. of (A.37) as e^{−B(ηH )}N_+e^{B(ηH )} − N_+ = ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H η_p [ (γ^{(s)}_p b_p + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_{−p} + d^{(s)}_p )(γ^{(s)}_p b_{−p} + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_{−p} + d^{(s)}_{−p}) + h.c. ] .

We use |γ^{(s)}_p | ≤ C and |σ^{(s)}_p | ≤ C|η_p| as well as (A.12) and (3.16) to deduce that

N^κ ^V (0) 2 | |⟨ξ, [e_{−B(ηH )}N_+e_{B(ηH )} − N_+]ξ⟩ | | ≤ CN^κ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ∑ p∈P_H |η_p| [ |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖b_pξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

This proves the first bound (A.35).

Let us continue with the commutator bound (A.36). Again, we consider the two contributions on the r.h.s. of (A.37) separately. Let us notice first that [N_{≤cN} γ , b^∗_qb_q] = 0 and [N_{≤cN} γ , b^♯_q] = F (♯)χ_qb^♯_q for every q ∈ Λ^∗_+, where χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) denotes the characteristic function of {q ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |q| ≤ cN^γ } and where F (♯) = −1 if ♯ = · and F (♯) = 1 if ♯ = ∗. With this observation, we find with Cauchy-Schwarz that

N^κ ^V (0) 2 | | ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ ⟨ξ, [ N_{≤cN} γ , e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_qb_qe^{B(ηH )} − b^∗_q b_q ] ξ⟩ | |

≤ CN^κ ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ ( |χ_qγ_q|‖b_qξ‖ + |χ_qσ_q|‖b^∗_{−q}ξ‖ + ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , d_q]ξ‖ )( |σ_q|‖b^∗_{−q}ξ‖ + ‖d_qξ‖ )

+ CN^κ ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ ( |γ_q|‖b_qξ‖ + |σ_q|‖b^∗_{−q}ξ‖ + ‖d_qξ‖ )( |χ_qσ_q|‖b^∗_{−q}ξ‖ + ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , d_q]ξ‖ ) .

Using once more that |γ_q| ≤ C, |σ_q| ≤ C|η_H (q)|, ‖η_H ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2} as well as the bounds (A.12) and (A.17), we obtain that

N^κ ^V (0) 2 | | ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ ⟨ξ, [ N_{≤cN} γ , e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_qb_qe^{B(ηH )} − b^∗_q b_q ] ξ⟩ | | ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

Proceeding similarly for the second term on the r.h.s. of (A.37), we find that

N^κ ^V (0) 2 | |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN γ} , e_{−B(ηH )}N_+e_{B(ηH )}]ξ⟩ | | ≤ CN^κ ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H |η_p| ( ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + |η_p|‖b_{−p}ξ‖ + ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , (d^{(s)}_p )^∗]ξ‖ )

× ( ‖b_{−p}ξ‖ + |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ) + CN^κ ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H |η_p| ( ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + |η_p|‖b_{−p}ξ‖ + ‖(d^{(s)}_p )^∗ξ‖ )

× ( ‖b_{−p}ξ‖ + |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , (d^{(s)}_p )]ξ‖ ) ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖. Here, we used in the last step once more (A.17) and this proves the bound (A.36).

A.1.2 Analysis of G^{(2)}_N = e^{−B(ηH )}L^{(2)}_N e^{B(ηH )}

We decompose L^{(2)}_N = K + L^{(2,V )}_N , setting K = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ p

2a^∗_pa_p and

L^{(2,V )}_N = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})a^∗_pa_p N − N_+ N + 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] . (A.38) Hence, we can split G^{(2)}_N into

G^{(2)}_N = e^{−B(ηH )}Ke^{B(ηH )} + e^{−B(ηH )}L^{(2,V )}_N e^{B(ηH )} (A.39)

and analyse the two contributions on the r.h.s. of the last equation separately.

Proposition A.5. There exists a constant C > 0 such that e^{−B(ηH )}Ke^{B(ηH )} = K + ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p(b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_pb^∗_{−p}) + ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p (N − N_+ N )(N − N_+ − 1 N ) + E^{(K)}_N

(A.40)

where the self-adjoint operator E^{(K)}_N satisfies

±E^{(K)}_N ≤ CN^{3κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), (A.41) ±i [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(K)}_N ] ≤ C ( N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{2κ−α/2+γ/2} ) (H_N + 1), (A.42)

for all α ≥ 2κ with α + κ ≤ 1, and for all γ ∈ [0; α], c ≥ 0, f smooth and bounded, M ∈ N and N ∈ N large enough.

Proof. As shown in [5, Section 7.2], we can use the relations (A.10) and a first order Taylor expansion yields e^{−B(ηH )}Ke^{B(ηH )} − K = ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p [( γ^{(s)}_p b_p + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_{−p} )( γ^{(s)}_p b_{−p} + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_p ) + h.c. ]

+ ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p [( γ^{(s)}_p b_p + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_{−p} ) d^{(s)}_{−p} + d^{(s)}_p ( γ^{(s)}_p b_{−p} + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_p ) + h.c. ]

+ ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p [ d^{(s)}_p d^{(s)}_{−p} + h.c. ]

=: G_1 + G_2 + G_3.

(A.43)

We recall that γ^{(s)}_p = cosh(sη_H (p)), σ^{(s)}_p = sinh(sη_H (p)) and that d^{(s)}_p is defined as in (5.3), with η_p replaced by sη_H (p). We consider the different contributions G_1, G_2 and G_3, defined on the r.h.s. of the last equation (A.43), separately.

Let us start with G_1. By expanding the product, it was proved in [5, Eq. (7.14)] that

G_1 = ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p ( b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p ) + ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p ( 1 − N_+ N ) + E^K_1 , (A.44)

where the error operator E^K_1 is given by

E^K_1 =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p [( (γ^{(s)}_p )^2 − 1 ) + (σ^{(s)}_p )^2 ]( b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p )

+ ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_pγ^{(s)}_p σ^{(s)}_p (4b^∗_pb_p − 2N^{−1}a^∗_pa_p) )

+ 2 ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p [ (γ^{(s)}_p − 1)σ^{(s)}_p + (σ^{(s)}_p − sη_p) ] ( 1 − N_+ N ) .

Using that | ( (γ^{(s)}_p )^2 − 1 ) | ≤ Cη^2_p, (σ^{(s)}_p )^2 ≤ Cη^2_p and p^2η^2_p ≤ CN^{2κ−2α}, we obtain |⟨ξ, E^K_1 ξ⟩| ≤ C ∑ p∈P_H [ p^2|η_p|^3‖b_pξ‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + p^2η^2_p‖a_pξ‖^2 + p^2η^4_p ]

≤ CN^{2κ−2α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

(A.45)

Similarly, if χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) denotes the characteristic function of {q ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |q| ≤ cN^γ }, we observe that [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_1 ] = 2 ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_pχ_p [( (γ^{(s)}_p )^2 − 1 ) + (σ^{(s)}_p )^2 ]( b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p − b_pb_{−p} ) .

This term can be bounded as in (A.45) and we find that

|⟨ξ,[N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_1 ]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−2α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2. (A.46)

Let us switch to the analysis of the contribution G_2, defined in (A.43). As in [5, Eq. (7.16)], it is useful to further expand this into G_2 = G_{21} + G_{22} + G_{23} + G_{24}, where

G_{21} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p ( γ^{(s)}_p b_pd^{(s)}_{−p} + h.c. ) , G_{22} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p ( σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_{−p}d^{(s)}_{−p} + h.c. )

G_{23} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p ( γ^{(s)}_p d^{(s)}_p b_{−p} + h.c. ) , G_{24} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p ( σ^{(s)}_p d^{(s)}_p b^∗_p + h.c. ) , (A.47)

and to analyse the operators G_{21}, G_{22}, G_{23} and G_{24} separately.

We start with G_{21}. By, [5, Eq. (7.17) & Eq. (7.18)], we have that

G_{21} = − ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p

N_+ + 1 N N − N_+ N + [ E^K_2 + h.c. ] , (A.48)

where E^K_2 =

∑_5 j=1 E^K_{2j} , with

E^K_{21} = 1 2N ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p(N_+ + 1) ( b^∗_pb_p − 1 N a^∗_pa_p ) , E^K_{22} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p(γ^{(s)}_p − 1)b_pd^{(s)}_{−p}

E^K_{23} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ p^2η_pb_pd̄^{(s)}_{−p}, E^K_{24} = −

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P^c_H p^2η_pb_pd̄^{(s)}_{−p},

E^K_{25} = 1 2N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_H p^2η_pη_qa^∗_qa^∗_{−q}a_pa_{−p}(1 − N_+/N). (A.49)

Here, we set

d̄^{(s)}_{−p} = d^{(s)}_{−p} + sη_H (p)N^+ N b^∗_p and d̄^{(s)}_{−p} = d^{(s)}_{−p} + 1 N ∑ q∈P_H sη_qb^∗_qa^∗_{−q}a_{−p}. (A.50) We easily find that |⟨ξ, E^K_{21}ξ⟩| ≤ C ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p‖a_pξ‖^2 ≤ CN^{2κ−2α}‖N^{1/2}_+ ξ‖^2 (A.51)

and by applying (A.12) in Lemma A.2, we also find that |⟨ξ, E^K_{22}ξ⟩| ≤ ∑ p∈P_H p^2|η_p|^3‖N^{1/2}_+ ξ‖ [ |η_p|‖N^{1/2}_+ ξ‖ + ‖η_H ‖‖a_pξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{4κ−3α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

(A.52)

Applying the bound (A.13) for the operator E^K_{24}, we obtain moreover that |⟨ξ, E^K_{24}ξ⟩| ≤ C‖η_H ‖^2‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ∑ p∈P^c_H p^2|η_p|‖a_pξ‖ ≤ CN^{3κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}ξ‖ (A.53)

by Cauchy-Schwarz and, similarly, that |⟨ξ, E^K_{25}ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{−1} ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_H p^2|η_p||η_q|‖a_qa_{−q}ξ‖‖a_pa_{−p}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{2κ−α}‖K^{1/2}ξ‖^2. (A.54)

Before we switch to the analysis of E_{23}, let’s quickly comment on the commutator of N_{≤cN} γ with E^K_{21}, E^K_{22}, E^K_{24} and E^K_{25}. We have that [N_{≤cN} γ , E_{21}] = 0 and referring to Lemma A.3, in particular to the bounds (A.17) and (A.18), we obtain as above that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{22}]ξ⟩| + |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{24}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{4κ−3α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}ξ‖.

Finally, if we denote by χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) the characteristic function of {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ cN^γ }, we observe that [N_{≤cN} γ , a^∗_q a^∗_{−q}a_pa_{−p}] = (−2χ(p) + 2χ(q))a^∗_q a^∗_{−q}a_pa_{−p} and obtain |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{25}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{−1} ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_H p^2|η_p||η_q|‖a_qa_{−q}ξ‖‖a_pa_{−p}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{2κ−α}‖K^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

Next, consider the remaining term E^K_{23}. As in [5], we use the scattering equation (3.12) and rewrite E^K_{23} in position space as

E^K_{23} = − 1 2 N^κ ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))f_N (x − y)b̌_x ˇ̄d^{(s)}_y + N^κλ_ℓ

∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy χ_ℓ(x − y)N^{3−3κ}f_N (x − y)b̌_x ˇ̄d^{(s)}_y . (A.55)

With Lemma 3.1, the bound (A.15) in Lemma A.2, the upper bound (3.20) as well as the assumption α + κ ≤ 1, we obtain that |⟨ξ, E^K_{23} ξ⟩| ≤ N^κ ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy [ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) + C ] × ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{−1/2}ǎ_x ˇ̄d^{(s)}_y ξ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−1}‖η_H ‖ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy [ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) + C ]

× ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ [ N‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_yN_+ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xǎ_yN^{1/2}_+ ξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖.

(A.56)

Similarly, if we use the commutator bound (A.20) in Lemma A.3, we find that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{23}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2−1} ∫ Λ^2 dxdy [ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) + C ] ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ × [ (N + |(χ̌ ∗ η̌_H )(x − y)|)‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)(N_+ + 1)ξ‖

+ ‖ǎ_yN_+ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xǎ_yN^{1/2}_+ ξ‖ ] . (A.57)

Here, χ̌_x ∈ L^2(Λ) has values χ̌_x(y) = χ̌(y − x), where χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) denotes the characteristic function of {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ cN^γ }. Notice that χ̌ ∗ η̌_H has Fourier transform χη_H ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) s.t. the assumptions α + κ ≤ 1, γ ≤ α and the bound (3.20) imply |χ̌ ∗ η_H (x)| ≤ |η_H (x)| + ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≤cN^γ |η_p| ≤ CN. (A.58)

Furthermore, switching to momentum space and observing that ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))a^∗(χ̌_x)ǎ^∗_yǎ_ya(χ̌_x) = ∑ r∈Λ^∗;p,q∈Λ^∗_+: p+r,q+r≠0 ^V (r/N^{1−κ})χ_{p+r}χ_pa^∗_{p+r}a^∗_qa_pa_{q+r},

we find as a consequence of Cauchy-Schwarz that ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_y a(χ̌_x)ξ‖^2 ≤ C ( ∑ r∈Λ^∗;p,q∈Λ^∗_+: |p+r|,|p|≤cN^γ |p|^{−2}|p + r|^2‖a_{p+r}a_qξ‖^2 )_{1/2}( ∑ r∈Λ^∗;p,q∈Λ^∗_+: |p+r|,|p|≤cN^γ |p|^2|p + r|^{−2}‖a_{q+r}a_pξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^γ ‖K^{1/2}(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2. (A.59)

Observing also that ∫ Λ dx a^∗(χ̌_x)a(χ̌_x) = ∑_{p∈Λ∗} +:|p|≤cN^γ a ∗ pa_p, we conclude that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{23}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}‖(K + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖. Collecting all the previous bounds from (A.51) to (A.54) as well as their associated commutator bounds, we deduce that we have for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ that |⟨ξ, E^K_2 ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{3κ−α/2}⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)ξ⟩, |⟨ξ, [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_2 ] ξ⟩| ≤ C(N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{2κ+γ/2−α/2})⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)ξ⟩. (A.60)

Let us now switch to the contribution G_{22}, defined in (A.47). Lemma A.2 implies |⟨ξ, G_{22}ξ⟩| ≤ C ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p‖b_{−p}ξ‖‖d_{−p}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{3κ−5α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 (A.61)

and, using Lemma A.3, we get similarly |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , G_{22}]ξ⟩| ≤ C ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p‖b_{−p}ξ‖ ( χ(−p)‖d_{−p}ξ‖ + ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , d_{−p}]ξ‖ )

≤ CN^{3κ−5α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

(A.62)

Consider next the term G_{23}, defined in (A.47). Recalling the notation d̄^{(s)}_p , introduced in (A.50), it was shown in [5] that G_{23} can be written as G_{23} =

∑_4 j=1 E^K_{3j} + h.c., where

E^K_{31} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p ( γ^{(s)}_p − 1 ) d^{(s)}_p b_{−p} , E^K_{32} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ p^2η_pd^{(s)}_p b_{−p}

E^K_{33} = 1 2N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_H p^2η_pη_qb^∗_qa^∗_{−q}a_pb_{−p} , E^K_{34} = −

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P^c_H p^2η_pd̄^{(s)}_p b_{−p}

The contribution E^K_{33} can be controlled exactly as E^K_{25}, defined in (A.49). The errors E^K_{31} and E^K_{34} as well as their commutators with N_{≤cN} γ can be controlled as above, using Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3, respectively. We find that |⟨ξ, E^K_{31}ξ⟩| + |⟨ξ, E^K_{34}ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{4κ−3α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}ξ‖ as well as |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{31}]ξ⟩| + |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{34}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{4κ−3α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}ξ‖.

Finally, the term E^K_{32} can be controlled similarly as the term E^K_{23}, defined in (A.49). We switch to position space and apply Lemma A.2 so that |⟨ξ, E^K_{32} ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy [ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) + C ] ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

× ‖(N_+ + 1)^{−1/2}ď^{(s)}_x ǎ_yξ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−1}‖η_H ‖ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy [ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) + C ] ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ × [ ‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖. (A.63)

For the commutator with N_{≤cN} γ , we use Lemma A.3 and obtain |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{32}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2−1} ∫ Λ^2 dxdy [ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) + C ] ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ × [ ‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y)b̌_x(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y)(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ] . (A.64) Proceeding as in (A.59) and thereafter, we deduce that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{32}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}‖(K + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖. Summarizing the last bounds, we have shown that for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we have that |⟨ξ, G_{23}ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{3κ−α/2}⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)ξ⟩, |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , G_{23}] ξ⟩| ≤ C(N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{2κ+γ/2−α/2})⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)ξ⟩. (A.65)

It remains to control the term G_{24} in (A.47). This follows as before, using (A.12) in Lemma A.2 and the bound (3.18). We find that |⟨ξ, G_{24}ξ⟩| ≤ C ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{−1/2}d^{(s)}_p b^∗_pξ‖

≤ CN^{−1}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ∑ p∈P_H p^2η^2_p [ |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ + ‖η_H ‖‖b_pb^∗_p(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{3κ−α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 and, referring to (A.17) in Lemma A.3, that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , G_{24}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{3κ−α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2. Altogether, (A.48), (A.60), (A.61), (A.65) and the last two bounds prove that G_2 = − ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p

N_+ + 1 N N − N_+ N + E^K_4

where for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , it holds true that |⟨ξ, E^K_4 ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{3κ−α/2}⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)ξ⟩, |⟨ξ, [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_4 ] ξ⟩| ≤ C(N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{2κ+γ/2−α/2})⟨ξ, (H_N + 1)ξ⟩. (A.66)

Finally, we analyse G_3, defined in (A.43). We follow [5] and split it into two terms, G_3 = E^K_{51} + E^K_{52} + h.c., where

E^K_{51} =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ p^2η_pd^{(s)}_p d^{(s)}_{−p}, E^K_{52} = −

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P^c_H p^2η_pd^{(s)}_p d^{(s)}_{−p}.

The error E^K_{52} can be controlled as above, using the bounds (A.12) from Lemma A.2 and the bounds (A.17) from Lemma A.3. As a result, one obtains that |⟨ξ, E^K_{52} ξ⟩| + |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{52}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{3κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}ξ‖. To deal with the remaining contribution E^K_{51}, we switch as usual to position space. Proceeding similarly as for the terms E^K_{23} and E^K_{32} above, but now using the bound (A.16) in Lemma A.2, we find that |⟨ξ, E^K_{51} ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy [ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) + C ] × ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{−1/2}ď^{(s)}_x ď^{(s)}_y ξ‖ ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{5κ/2−α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖.

(A.67)

In the same way, referring now to (A.21) in Lemma A.3, we see that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^K_{51}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy [ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) + C ] × ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{−1/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , ď^{(s)}_x ď^{(s)}_y ]ξ‖ ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}‖(K + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{5κ/2−α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖. (A.68) Hence, collecting the last two bounds together with (A.44), (A.45) and (A.66), we have proved the identity (A.40 with the error bounds (A.41) and (A.42).

Having analysed the conjugated kinetic energy e^{−B(ηH )}Ke^{B(ηH )}, let’s switch to the analysis of the second term on the r.h.s. of (A.39). Proposition A.6. There is a constant C > 0 such that

e^{−B(ηH )}L^{(2,V )}_N e^{B(ηH )} = ∑ p∈P_H N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p (N − N_+ N )(N − N_+ − 1 N )

+ ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})a^∗_pa_p N − N_+ N + 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) ( b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p ) + E^{(V )}_N

(A.69) where

±E^{(V )}_N ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), (A.70) ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(V )}_N ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1), (A.71)

for all α ≥ 2κ with α + κ ≤ 1, and for all 0 ≤ γ ≤ α, c ≥ 0, f smooth and bounded, M ∈ N and N ∈ N large enough.

Proof. We follow closely the analysis in [5, Prop. 7.3] and briefly sketch the main steps to prove the bounds (A.70) and (A.71).

As in [5], it is useful to decompose e^{−B(ηH )}L^{(2,V )}_N e^{B(ηH )} into the sum

e^{−B(ηH )}L^{(2,V )}_N e^{B(ηH )} = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_pb_pe^{B(ηH )}

− 1 N ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})e^{B(ηH )}a^∗_pa_pe^{−B(ηH )}

+ 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})e^{−B(ηH )} [ b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} ] e^{B(ηH )} =: F_1 + F_2 + F_3

(A.72)

and to analyse the contributions F_1, F_2 and F_3 separately. Following [5, Eq. (7.32)] and thereafter, we split F_1 into

F_1 = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})a^∗_pa_p N − N_+ N + E^V_1 ,

where E^V_1 =

∑_4 i=j F_{1j} is defined through

F_{11} = 1 N ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})a^∗_pa_p, F_{12} = ∑ p∈P_H N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ (γ^2_p − 1)b^∗_pb_p + γ_pσ_p(b_{−p}b_p + b^∗_pb^∗_{−p}) ] , F_{13} = ∑ p∈P_H N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ σ^2_p(b^∗_pb_p − N^{−1}a^∗_pa_p) + σ^2_p (N − N_+ N )] , F_{14} = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ (γ_pb^∗_p + σ_pb_{−p})d_p + d^∗_p(γ_pb_p + σ_pb^∗_{−p}) + d^∗_pd_p ] .

Using Cauchy-Schwarz, the pointwise bounds |γ^2_p − 1| ≤ C|η_p|^2, |σ_p| ≤ C|η_p| for all p ∈ P_H , the bound ‖η_H ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2} and the fact that [N_{≤cN} γ , a^♯_p] = F (♯)χ_pa^♯_p, where F (∗) = 1, F (·) = −1 and where χ denotes the characteristic function of the set {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ cN^γ }, it is straight-forward to verify that

±(F_{11} + F_{12} + F_{13}) ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , F_{11} + F_{12} + F_{13}] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

To control the remaining error term F_{14}, we refer to the bounds (A.12) in Lemma A.2 and (A.17) in Lemma A.3. With Cauchy-Schwarz, they imply that

±(F_{14}) ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , F_{14}] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1),

so that altogether

±E^V_1 ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^V_1 ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

The analysis of the term F_2, defined in (A.72), is quite similar once we notice that 1 N ∑ p∈P_H N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})e^{B(ηH )}a^∗_pa_pe^{−B(ηH )} − 1 N ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})a^∗_pa_p

= N^κ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p [( γ^{(s)}_p b_p + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_{−p} )( γ^{(s)}_p b_{−p} + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_p ) + h.c. ]

+ N^κ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P_H ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p [( γ^{(s)}_p b_p + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_{−p} ) d^{(s)}_{−p} + d^{(s)}_p ( γ^{(s)}_p b_{−p} + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_p ) + h.c. ]

+ N^κ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p[d^{(s)}_p d^{(s)}_{−p} + h.c.].

Here, we use the same notation as in (A.43). Proceeding as above then results in

±F_2 ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2−1}(N_+ + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , F_2] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2−1}(N_+ + 1).

We omit the details.

Finally, let’s consider the contribution F_3, defined in (A.72). As in [5], we split it into

F_3 = 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [( γ_pb_p + σ_pb^∗_{−p} )( γ_pb_{−p} + σ_pb^∗_p ) + h.c. ]

+ 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ (γ_pb_p + σ_pb^∗_{−p}) d_{−p} + d_p (γ_pb_{−p} + σ_pb^∗_p) + h.c. ]

+ 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ d_pd_{−p} + h.c. ]

=: F_{31} + F_{32} + F_{33}

(A.73) and we start with the analysis of F_{31}. The latter can be written as

F_{31} = 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})(b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_pb^∗_{−p}) + ∑ p∈P_H N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p N − N_+ N + E^V_2

(A.74)

with

E^V_2 = 1 2 ∑ p∈P_H N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ (γ^2_p − 1)b_pb_{−p} + σ^2_pb^∗_{−p}b^∗_p + 2σ_pγ_pb^∗_pb_p

− N^{−1}γ_pσ_pa^∗_pa_p + (γ_pσ_p − η_p) N − N_+ N ] + h.c.

Let us recall here that γ_p = 1 and σ_p = 0 for p ∈ P^c_H . To control E^V_2 and its commutator with N_{≤cN} γ , we use once more the estimates |γ^2_p − 1| ≤ Cη^2_p and |σ_p| ≤ C|η_p| for all p ∈ P_H , and apply Lemmas A.2 and A.3 to deduce with Cauchy-Schwarz as above that

±E^V_2 ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^V_2 ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

The analysis of the contributions F_{32} and F_{33} in (A.73) is slightly more tedious. We start with the term F_{32} and rewrite it similarly as in [5, Eq. (7.39)] as

F_{32} = 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ γ_pb_pd_{−p} + γ_pd_pb_{−p} + σ_pb^∗_{−p}d_{−p} + σ_pd_pb^∗_p + h.c. ]

=: 4∑ j=1 ( F_{32j} + h.c. ) . (A.75)

As explained in [5, Eq. (7.39) & (7.40)], massaging a bit the first term F_{321} yields

F_{321} = − ∑ p∈P_H N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p ( N − N_+ N ) ( N_+ + 1 N ) + E^V_4

where E^V_4 = E^V_{41} + E^V_{42} + E^V_{43} + h.c. is defined through

E^V_{41} = 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) (γ_p − 1)b_pd_{−p} , E^V_{42} = 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})b_pd̄_{−p}

E^V_{43} = − 1 2 ∑ p∈P_H N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p N_+ + 1 N (b^∗_pb_p − N^{−1}a^∗_pa_p).

(A.76)

Here, we set d̄_{−p} = d_{−p} + η_H (p)(N_+/N)b^∗_p. The error terms E^V_{41} and E^V_{43} are easily controlled with the same arguments as above, using the pointwise bounds |γ^2_p − 1| ≤ Cη^2_p and |σ_p| ≤ C|η_p| for all p ∈ P_H , the bound ‖η_H ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2} and by applying (A.12) in Lemma A.2 as well as (A.17) in Lemma A.3. This results in

±(E^V_{41} + E^V_{43}) ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^V_{41} + E^V_{43}] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

The remaining error E^V_{42} reads in position space

E^V_{42} = 1 2 N^κ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))b̌_x ˇ̄d_y. We can compare this to the position space representation of the error term E^K_{23} in (A.55). Notice that E^V_{42} is, up to the uniformly bounded factor f_N (x − y), equal to the first term on the r.h.s. of (A.55). Thus, if we proceed exactly as in (A.56) and (A.57), we find that ±E^V_{42} ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^V_{42}] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1). Going back to (A.75), consider now the second term F_{322}. We decompose γ_p = 1 + (γ_p − 1) and control the resulting term that contains (γ_p − 1) by Cauchy-Schwarz, using that |γ_p − 1| ≤ Cη^2_p. The other term can be estimated by switching to position space. Indeed, in position space this term can be bounded exactly as the error term E^K_{32} in (A.63) and (A.64) in the proof of the last proposition. Altogether, one finds that

±F_{322} ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , F_{322}] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1).

Finally, the two remaining contributions F_{323} and F_{324}, defined in (A.75), can be controlled using Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3. By (A.12), we have for instance that |⟨ξ, F_{323}ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ ∑ p∈P_H |η_p|‖b_{−p}ξ‖ [ |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖η_H ‖‖b_{−p}ξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{3κ−5α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2

and, similarly, by (A.17) that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , F_{323}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ ∑ p∈P_H |η_p|‖b_{−p}ξ‖ [ |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖η_H ‖‖b_{−p}ξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{3κ−5α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

To control the remaining term F_{324}, on the other hand, a simple analysis (using the same arguments as above) shows that it is enough to bound

E^V_5 := 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p [ d_pb^∗_p + h.c. ] .

To apply Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3 in the usual way, we observe first of all ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ | ^ V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p | ≤ ( ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ |p|^{−2} | ^ V (p/N^{1−κ}) |_2)^{1/2}( ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ |p|^2η^2_p )_{1/2}

and, by Plancherel, that ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ p^{−2} | | ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) | |^2 ≤ C ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+: |p|≤N^{1−κ} |p|^{−2} + N^{2κ−2} ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+: |p|≥N^{1−κ} | | ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) | |^2 ≤ CN^{1−κ}.

Together with (3.18), this shows that ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ | | ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p | | ≤ CN. (A.77)

Now, applying (A.12) in Lemma A.2 proves that |⟨ξ, E^V_5 ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{κ−1} ∑ p∈P_H | ^ V (p/N^{1−κ}) | |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ × [ |η_p|‖(N_+ + 1)^{3/2}ξ‖ + ‖η_H ‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖η_H ‖‖a_p(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2

and, referring to (A.17) in Lemma A.3, also that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^V_5 ]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2. Altogether, we arrive at

±F_{32} ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , F_{32}] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1).

To complete the proof of the proposition, we still need to analyse the last term F_{33} in (A.73). This term, however, can be analysed exactly as the error E^K_{51} in (A.67) and (A.68), after switching to position space. One finds

±F_{33} ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , F_{33}] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1),

and collecting all the bounds on F_1, F_2 and F_3, defined in (A.72), proves the bounds (A.70) and (A.71).

Let us finish this section and summarize the results of Prop. A.5 and Prop. A.6.

Proposition A.7. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

G^{(2)}_N = K + ∑ p∈P_H [ p^2η^2_p + N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_p ](N − N_+ N )( N − N_+ − 1 N )

+ ∑ p∈P_H p^2η_p ( b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ) + ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})a^∗_pa_p N − N_+ N + 1 2 ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) ( b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p ) + E^{(2)}_N

where the self-adjoint operator E^{(2)}_N satisfies

±E^{(2)}_N ≤ CN^{3κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(2)}_N ] ≤ C ( N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{2κ−α/2+γ/2} ) (H_N + 1),

for all α ≥ 2κ with α + κ ≤ 1, and for all 0 ≤ γ ≤ α, c ≥ 0, f smooth and bounded, M ∈ N and N ∈ N large enough.

A.1.3 Analysis of G^{(3)}_N

In this section, we analyse the operator G^{(3)}_N which, by (2.7), is equal to

G^{(3)}_N = 1 √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_qe^{B(ηH )} + h.c. (A.78)

Proposition A.8. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

G^{(3)}_N = 1 √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ] + E^{(3)}_N (A.79)

where the self-adjoint operator E^{(3)}_N satisfies ±E^{(3)}_N ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2} ( H_N + 1 ) , (A.80) ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_N ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2} ( H_N + 1 ) , (A.81)

for all α ≥ 2κ with α + κ ≤ 1, and for all 0 ≤ γ ≤ α, c ≥ 0, f smooth and bounded, M ∈ N and N ∈ N large enough.

Proof. Let us indicate the main steps to prove (A.80) and (A.81). To this end, we follow the proof of [5, Prop. 7.5] which shows that E^{(3)}_N in (A.79) takes the form

E^{(3)}_N = N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ})((γ_{p+q} − 1)b^∗_{p+q} + σ_{p+q}b_{−p−q} + d^∗_{p+q}) a^∗_{−p}a_q

+ N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+, p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_H (p) e^{−B(η}H^)b^∗_{p+q}e^{B(η}H^) ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sB(ηH )}b_pb_qe^{sB(ηH )}

+ N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+, p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_H (q) e^{−B(η}H^)b^∗_{p+q}e^{B(η}H^) ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sB(ηH )}b^∗_{−p}b^∗_{−q}e^{sB(ηH )}

+ h.c.

=: E^{(3)}_1 + E^{(3)}_2 + E^{(3)}_3 + h.c. (A.82)

Let us consider the three terms E^{(3)}_1 , E^{(3)}_2 , E^{(3)}_3 separately and explain why they all satisfy (A.80) and (A.81). Starting with E^{(3)}_1 , it is useful to split it into

E^{(3)}_1 = N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [ (γ_{p+q} − 1)b^∗_{p+q} + σ_{p+q}b_{−p−q} + d^∗_{p+q} ] a^∗_{−p}a_q =: E^{(3)}_{11} + E^{(3)}_{12} + E^{(3)}_{13} .

The first two terms E^{(3)}_{11} and E^{(3)}_{12} can be bounded using Cauchy-Schwarz, the fact that |γ_{p+q} − 1| ≤ Cη^2_{p+q} and ‖η_H ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2}. One proceeds similarly as in the proof of Proposition A.7 and obtains for instance that |⟨ξ, E^{(3)}_{11} ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 | ^V (p/N^{1−κ})||η_H (p + q)|^2 ‖b_{p+q}a_{−p}ξ‖‖a_qξ‖

≤ CN^κ √ N ( ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 |η_H (p + q)|^2 ‖a_{−p}(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

× ( ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 |η_H (p + q)|^2‖a_qξ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^κ‖η_H ‖^2‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 ≤ CN^{3κ−α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2

Arguing similarly for E^{(3)}_{12} as well as the commutator of N_{≤cN} γ with E^{(3)}_{11} and E^{(3)}_{12} (recall that [N_{≤cN} γ , b^♯_p] = F (♯)χ_pb^♯_p with F (∗) = 1, F (·) = −1 and where χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) denotes the characteristic function of {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ cN^γ }), we find that

±(E^{(3)}_{11} + E^{(3)}_{12} ) ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_{11} + E^{(3)}_{12} ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

As for E^{(3)}_{13} , we follow [5] and rewrite d^∗_{p+q} = d̄^∗_{p+q} −^{(N++1)}_N η_H (p + q)b_{−p−q}. A simple bound as above then shows that it is enough to control the term involving d̄^∗_{p+q}, i.e.

~E^{(3)}_{13} = N^κ√ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) d̄^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q

= N^κ √ N ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ˇ̄d^∗_xǎ^∗_yǎ_x. We bound this term using (A.15) in Lemma A.2 and find that |⟨ξ, ~E^{(3)}_{13} ξ⟩| ≤ N^κ √ N ∫ Λ^2 dxdyN^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xξ‖‖ǎ_y ˇ̄d_xξ‖ ≤ C N^κ √ N ‖η_H ‖ ∫ Λ^2 dxdyN^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xξ‖ × [ N^{−1}|η̌_H (x − y)|‖(N_+ + 1)ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_x(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

+ ‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + N^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖.

The commutator with N_{≤cN} γ is controlled similarly. With χ̌_x ∈ L^2(Λ) taking values χ̌_x(y) = χ̌(y − x), and χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) denoting the characteristic function of {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ cN^γ }, we recall in particular the bounds (A.58), (A.59) as well as the identity ∫ Λ dx a^∗(χ̌_x)a(χ̌_x) = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≤cN^γ a^∗_pa_p.

Together with Cauchy-Schwarz and the bound (A.20) from Lemma A.3, we find that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , ~E^{(3)}_{13} ]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2} ∫ Λ^2 dxdyN^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) [ ‖ǎ_xξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)ξ‖ ]

× [ C‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xξ‖ + ‖ǎ_yξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y)ξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖a(χ̌_y)ǎ_xξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖a(χ̌_x)ǎ_yξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}‖(K + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖. (A.83)

Collecting the previous bounds on E^{(3)}_{13} , E^{(3)}_{23} and E^{(3)}_{33} , we summarize that

±E^{(3)}_1 ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_1 ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1). (A.84)

We continue with the analysis of the second error term E^{(3)}_2 , defined in (A.82). Following [5, Eq. (7.50)], we rewrite this term as

E^{(3)}_2 = 1 √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+,p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_H (p) e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_{p+q}e^{B(ηH )}

× ∫_1 0 ds ( γ^{(s)}_p γ^{(s)}_q b_pb_q + σ^{(s)}_p σ^{(s)}_q b^∗_{−p}b^∗_{−q} + γ^{(s)}_p σ^{(s)}_q b^∗_{−q}b_p + σ^{(s)}_p γ^{(s)}_q b^∗_{−p}b_q )

+ 1 √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+,p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_H (p) e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_{p+q}e^{B(ηH )} ∫_1 0 ds γ^{(s)}_p σ^{(s)}_q [b_p, b^∗_{−q}]

+ 1 √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+,p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_H (p) e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗_{p+q}e^{B(ηH )}

× ∫_1 0 ds [ d^{(s)}_p ( γ^{(s)}_q b_q + σ^{(s)}_q b^∗_{−q} ) + ( γ^{(s)}_p b_p + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_{−p} ) d^{(s)}_q + d^{(s)}_p d^{(s)}_q ]

=: E^{(3)}_{21} + E^{(3)}_{22} + E^{(3)}_{23} (A.85)

Let us recall here that for any s ∈ [0; 1] and p ∈ Λ^∗_+, we write γ^{(s)}_p = cosh(sη_H (p)),

σ^{(s)}_p = sinh(sη_H (p)) and d^{(s)}_p is defined as in (5.3) (with η replaced by sη_H ).

The operators E^{(3)}_{21} and E^{(3)}_{22} as well as their commutators with N_{≤cN} γ can be controlled by applying Cauchy-Schwarz and using the bounds (3.11), (3.16) on η_H together with Lemmas A.2 and A.3. We omit the details and summarize that this results in ± ( E^{(3)}_{21} + E^{(3)}_{22} ) ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_{21} + E^{(3)}_{22} ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

Hence, let’s switch to the last term on the r.h.s. of (A.85). Since |γ^{(s)}_p − 1| ≤ Cη^2_p

and |σ^{(s)}_p | ≤ Cη_p, uniformly in s ∈ [0; 1], the usual Cauchy-Schwarz bounds, together

with the Lemmas A.2 and A.3, imply that it indeed suffices to consider ~E^{(3)}_{23} , defined by

~E^{(3)}_{23} := N^κ√ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+, p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_H (p) e^{−B(η}H^)b^∗_{p+q}e^{B(η}H^)[b_pd̄^{(s)}_q + d^{(s)}_p d^{(s)}_q ],

while ± ( E^{(3)}_{23} − ~E^{(3)}_{23} ) ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_{23} − ~E^{(3)}_{23} ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

Recall here the notation that d̄^{(s)}_q = d^{(s)}_q + (N_+/N)sη_H (q)b^∗_{−q}. To control the term ~E^{(3)}_{23} , on the other hand, we switch to position space where ~E^{(3)}_{23} takes the form

~E^{(3)}_{23} = N^κ√ N ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^3 dxdydz N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − z))η̌_H (z − y) × e^{−B(ηH )}b̌^∗_xe^{B(ηH )} [ b̌_x ˇ̄d^{(s)}_x + ď^{(s)}_y ď^{(s)}_x ] . (A.86)

By Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma A.2, we find that |⟨ξ, ~E^{(3)}_{23} ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ‖η_H ‖ ∫ Λ^3 dxdydz N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − z))|η̌_H (y − z)| ‖b̌_xe^{B(ηH )}ξ‖ × [ N^{−1/2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ + ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xξ‖ + ‖ǎ_yξ‖ ] ≤ CN^{3κ−α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

To control [N_{≤cN} γ , ~E^{(3)}_{23} ], we expand e^{−B(ηH )}b̌^∗_xe^{B(ηH )} = b^∗(γ̌_x) + b(σ̌_x) + ď^∗_x s.t. [ N_{≤cN} γ , b^∗(γ̌_x) + b(σ̌_x) + ď^∗_x ] = b^∗(χ̌_x) + b^∗(p_x) + b(r_x) + [N_{≤cN} γ , ď^∗_x]. (A.87)

Here, χ̌_x ∈ L^2(Λ) takes values χ̌_x(y) = χ̌(y − x), with χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) denoting the characteristic function of the set {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ cN^γ }. Moreover, p_x ∈ L^2(Λ) denotes the inverse Fourier transform of ((γ_p − 1)χ_pe^{−ipx})_{p∈Λ}∗_+ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) and r_x ∈ L^2(Λ) denotes the inverse Fourier transform of (σ_pχ_pe^{−ipx})_{p∈Λ}∗_+ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+). In particular, we have that sup_{x∈Λ} ‖p_x‖ ≤ C‖η_H ‖^2 ≤ CN^{2κ−α}, sup_{x∈Λ} ‖r_x‖ ≤ C‖η_H ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2} by Plancherel’s theorem. If we then use the estimates (A.19), (A.20) and (A.21) from Lemma A.3, we obtain similarly to the previous bound that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , ~E^{(3)}_{23} ]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2} ∫ Λ^2 dxdydz N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − z))|η̌_H (y − z)| × [ ‖ǎ_xξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)ξ‖ + ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ]

× [ C‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xξ‖ + ‖ǎ_yξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y)ξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖a(χ̌_y )ǎ_xξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖a(χ̌_x)ǎ_yξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ ] ≤ CN^{3κ−α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2. (A.88)

Now, let’s collect the bounds on E^{(3)}_{21} , E^{(3)}_{22} and E^{(3)}_{23} , defining E^{(3)}_2 in Eq. (A.85), so that

±E^{(3)}_2 ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_2 ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1). (A.89)

Finally, going back to (A.82), it remains to consider the error term E^{(3)}_3 or, equivalently, its adjoint. Similarly as in [5], we write the adjoint as

E^{(3)∗}_3 = N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+, p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_H (q) ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sB(ηH )}b_{−q}e^{sB(ηH )}

× [ γ^{(s)}_p γ_{p+q}b_{−p}b_{p+q} + σ^{(s)}_p σ_{p+q}b^∗_pb^∗_{−p−q} + γ^{(s)}_p σ_{p+q}b^∗_{−p−q}b_{−p} + γ_{p+q}σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_pb_{p+q} + d^{(s)}_{−p} ( γ_{p+q}b_{p+q} + σ_{p+q}b^∗_{−p−q} ) + ( γ^{(s)}_p b_{−p} + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_p )¯ d_{p+q} + d^{(s)}_{−p}d_{p+q} ]

+ N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+, p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_H (q) ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sB(ηH )}b_{−q}e^{sB(ηH )}

× [ γ^{(s)}_p σ_{p+q}[b_{−p}, b^∗_{−p−q}] − ( γ^{(s)}_p b_{−p} + σ^{(s)}_p b^∗_p ) (N_+/N)η_H (p + q)b^∗_{−p−q} ]

=: E^{(3)}_{31} + E^{(3)}_{32}

The operator E^{(3)}_{32} and its commutator with N_{≤cN} γ can be controlled by Cauchy-Schwarz in momentum space, using the bounds (3.11), (3.16) on η_H together with Lemmas A.2 and A.3. The bounds are analogous to, for instance, [5, Eq. (7.54)] and we obtain

±E^{(3)}_{32} ≤ CN^{3κ−α}(N_+ + 1), ±i [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_{32} ] ≤ CN^{3κ−α}(N_+ + 1).

The error term E^{(3)}_{31} , on the other hand, reads in position space

E^{(3)}_{31} = N^κ √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) e^{−sB(ηH )}b(η̌_{H,x})e^{sB(ηH )} × [ b(γ̌^{(s)}_x )b(γ̌_y) + b^∗(σ̌^{(s)}_x )b^∗(σ̌_y) + b^∗(σ̌_y)b(γ̌^{(s)}_x ) + b^∗(σ̌^{(s)}_x )b(γ̌_y)

+ ď^{(s)}_x ( b(γ̌_y) + b^∗(σ̌_y) ) + ( b(γ̌^{(s)}_x ) + b^∗(σ̌^{(s)}_x ) ) ˇ̄ d_y + ď^{(s)}_x ď_y ]

and its analysis is quite similar to that of the error term ~E^{(3)}_{23} , defined in position space in (A.86). Together with Lemma A.2, Cauchy-Schwarz implies |⟨ξ, E^{(3)}_{31} ξ⟩| ≤ N^{2κ−α/2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ × [ N^{−1/2}‖b̌_xb̌_yξ‖ + ‖b̌_xξ‖ + ‖b̌_yξ‖ + ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ]

≤ N^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + N^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖.

To control [N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_{31} ], we use the identity (A.87), the decomposition e^{−sB(ηH )}b(η̌_{H,x})e^{sB(ηH )} = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ [ η_H (p)γ_pe^{−ipx}b_p + η_H (p)σ_pe^{−ipx}b^∗_{−p} + η_H (p)e^{−ipx}d_p ] and, as a consequence of (A.17) in Lemma A.3, the upper bound sup_{x∈Λ} ‖[N_{≤cN} γ , e^{−sB(ηH )}b(η̌_{H,x})e^{sB(ηH )}]ξ‖ ≤ C‖η_H ‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}. Proceeding then similarly to (A.83), we omit further details and summarize that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_{31} ]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2. In conclusion, the bounds on E^{(3)}_{31} and E^{(3)}_{32} show that

± E^{(3)}_3 ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(3)}_3 ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1) (A.90)

Combining (A.84), (A.89), (A.90) with (A.82) concludes the proof.

A.1.4 Analysis of G^{(4)}_N

In this section, we analyse G^{(4)}_N = e^{−B(ηH )}L^{(4)}_N e^{B(ηH )}, with L^{(4)}_N as defined in (2.7).

Proposition A.9. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

G^{(4)}_N = V_N + 1 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗ q, q+r∈P_H N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_{q+r}η_q ( 1 − N_+ N ) ( 1 − N_+ + 1 N )

+ 1 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗: q+r∈P_H N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ}) η_{q+r} ( b_qb_{−q} + b^∗_qb^∗_{−q} ) + E^{(4)}_N ,

where the self-adjoint operator E^{(4)}_N satisfies ±E^{(4)}_N ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2} ( H_N + 1 ) , (A.91) ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_N ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2} ( H_N + 1 ) , (A.92)

for all α ≥ 2κ with α + κ ≤ 1, and for all 0 ≤ γ ≤ α, c ≥ 0, f smooth and bounded, M ∈ N and N ∈ N large enough.

For the proof of Prop. A.9 we need a slight extension of [5, Lemma 7.7] to our setting.

Lemma A.10. Let η_H ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) be defined as in (3.15) and assume that α ≥ 2κ with α+κ ≤ 1, 0 ≤ γ ≤ α as well as c ≥ 0. Moreover, let χ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) denote the characteristic function of the set {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ cN^γ } and define χ̌_x ∈ L^2(Λ) s.t. χ̌_x(y) = χ̌(y − x), for all x, y ∈ Λ. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}e^{−B(ηH )}b̌_xb̌_ye^{B(ηH )}ξ‖ ≤ C [ N‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖

+ ‖ǎ_x(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ξ‖ ] (A.93) and such that ‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , e^{−B(ηH )}b̌_xb̌_ye^{B(ηH )}]ξ‖ ≤ C [ N‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_x(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y )(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y )ǎ_x(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}ξ‖ ] (A.94)

for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ and n ∈ Z.

More generally, given any f ∈ L^2(Λ) and x ∈ Λ, denote by f_x ∈ L^2(Λ) the function with values f_x(y) = f(y − x), for all y ∈ Λ. Then, for f, g ∈ L^2(Λ), we have that

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}e^{−B(ηH )}b^♯(f_x)b^♭(g_y)e^{B(ηH )}ξ‖ ≤ C‖f‖‖g‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖, ‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}e^{−B(ηH )}b(f_x)b̌_ye^{B(ηH )}ξ‖ ≤ C‖f‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + C‖f‖‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖,

(A.95)

where (♯, ♭) ∈ {∗, ·}^2. Similarly, for the commutator with N_{≤cN} γ , we have that

‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗(f_x)b^∗(g_y )e^{B(ηH )}]ξ‖ ≤ C‖f‖‖g‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖, ‖(N_+ + 1)^{n/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , e^{−B(ηH )}b(f_x)b̌_ye^{B(ηH )}]ξ‖ ≤ C‖f‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + C‖f‖‖a(χ̌_y)(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖ + C‖f‖‖ǎ_y(N_+ + 1)^{(n+1)/2}ξ‖.

(A.96)

Proof. For simplicity, consider the case n = 0; the general case follows along the same lines. The proof of (A.93) and (A.94) follows as in [5, Lemma 7.7]. We simply expand e^{−B(η)}b̌_xb̌_ye^{B(η)} = (ˇ b_x + b(p_x) + b^∗(σ̌_x) + ď_x )(ˇ b_y + b(p_y) + b^∗(σ̌_y) + ď_y ) and consider different cases. Here, p_x ∈ L^2(Λ) denotes the inverse Fourier transform of ((γ_p −1)χ_pe^{−ipx})_{p∈Λ}∗_+ ∈ ℓ^2(Λ^∗_+) whose norm satisfies sup_{x∈Λ} ‖p_x‖ ≤ C‖η_H ‖^2 ≤ C. Using this and the results of Lemmas A.2 and A.3 proves the bounds (A.93) and (A.94).

The first bound in (A.95) is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.2 and the second bound in (A.95) follows from Lemma 3.2 and (A.14), after expanding e^{−B(ηH )}b̌_ye^{B(η)} as above.

Finally, let’s consider the two commutator bounds in (A.96) and let’s start with the second bound. Here, it is useful to expand e^{−B(ηH )}b(f_x)e^{B(ηH )} = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ ( ^ f_pγ_pe^{ipx}b_p + ^f_pσ_pe^{ipx}b^∗_{−p} + ^f_pe^{ipx}d_p ) so that [ N_{≤cN} γ , e^{−B(ηH )}b(f_x)e^{B(ηH )} ] = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ ( − ^f_pχ_pγ_pe^{ipx}b_p+ ^f_pχ_pσ_pe^{ipx}b^∗_{−p}+ ^f_pe^{ipx}[N_{≤cN} γ , d_p] ) . In particular, using that f ∈ L^2(Λ) and the bounds (A.12), (A.17), we have that ‖[ N_{≤cN} γ , e^{−B(ηH )}b(f_x)e^{B(ηH )} ] ξ ‖ ≤ C‖f‖‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ for any ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ . Using this bound, expanding the factor e^{−B(ηH )}b̌_ye^{B(ηH )} in position space as in the first step and using (A.19) then proves the second bound in (A.96). For the first bound in (A.96), we expand e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗(f_x)b^∗(g_y)e^{B(ηH )} into e^{−B(ηH )}b^∗(f_x)b^∗(g_y)e^{B(ηH )} = ( b^∗(ch(f)_x) + b^∗(sh(f)_x) + ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ ^f_pe^{ipx}d^∗_p )( b^∗(ch(g)_y ) + b^∗(sh(g)_y ) + ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+ ^g_qe^{ipy}d^∗_q ) . Here, we define ch(f) ∈ L^2(Λ) and sh(f) ∈ L^2(Λ) through their Fourier coefficients ^ ch(f)(p) = ^f_pγ_p and ^ch(f)(p) = ^f_pγ_p, for all p ∈ Λ^∗_+. In particular, for any f ∈ L^2(Λ), sup_{x∈Λ} ‖ch(f)_x‖ ≤ C‖f‖, sup_{x∈Λ} ‖sh(f)_x‖ ≤ C‖f‖. To derive the first bound in (A.96), we then proceed as in the first step with the only difference that, if the commutator [N_{≤cN} γ , ·] hits one of the d^∗_p or d^∗_q operators, we need to use the commutator expansion from Lemma A.1, similarly as in the proof of Lemma A.3, and control each term of the expansion. Since by assumption f, g ∈ L^2(Λ), this can be done as above and we omit further details.

Proof of Prop. A.9. We proceed as in [5, Eq. (7.58) & (7.59)] and decompose the operator G^{(4)}_N into G^{(4)}_N = V_N + W_1 + W_2 + W_3 + W_4, where

W_1 = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds [ e^{−sB(ηH )}b_qb_{−q} e^{sB(ηH )} + h.c. ]

W_2 = N^κ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+, r∈Λ^∗:r≠p,−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ}) η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds [ e^{−sB(ηH )}b^∗_{p+r}b^∗_q e^{sB(ηH )}a^∗_{−q−r}a_p + h.c. ]

W_3 = N^κ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−p−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)η_H (p)

× ∫_1 0 ds ∫_s 0 dτ [ e^{−sB(ηH )}b^∗_{p+r}b^∗_qe^{sB(ηH )}e^{−τ B(ηH )}b^∗_{−p}b^∗_{−q−r}e^{τ B(ηH )} + h.c. ]

W_4 = N^κ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−p−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ}) η^2_H (q + r)

× ∫_1 0 ds ∫_s 0 dτ [ e^{−sB(ηH )}b^∗_{p+r}b^∗_qe^{sB(ηH )}e^{−τ B(ηH )}b_pb_{q+r}e^{τ B(ηH )} + h.c. ] . (A.97)

We analyse W_1 to W_4 separately and start with W_1. Setting γ^{(s)}_q = cosh(sη_H (q)), σ^{(s)}_q = sinh(sη_H (q)) and recalling that d^{(s)}_q is defined as in (5.3), with η replaced by sη_H , we may proceed as in [5, (7.59) & (7.61)] and find that

W_1 = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds(γ^{(s)}_q )^2(b_qb_{−q} + h.c.)

+ 1 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds γ^{(s)}_q σ^{(s)}_q ( [b_q, b^∗_q ] + h.c. )

+ N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds γ^{(s)}_q ( b_qd^{(s)}_{−q} + h.c. ) + E^{(4)}_{10}

=: W_{11} + W_{12} + W_{13} + E^{(4)}_{10} . (A.98)

Here, the operator E^{(4)}_{10} =

∑_5

j=1 E^{(4)}_{10j} is defined through

E^{(4)}_{101} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+, r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds [ 2γ^{(s)}_q σ^{(s)}_q b^∗_q b_q + (σ^{(s)}_q )^2b^∗_{−q}b^∗_q + h.c. ]

E^{(4)}_{102} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds σ^{(s)}_q [ b^∗_{−q}d^{(s)}_{−q} + h.c. ]

E^{(4)}_{103} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds σ^{(s)}_q [ d^{(s)}_q b^∗_q + h.c. ]

E^{(4)}_{104} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds γ^{(s)}_q [ d^{(s)}_q b_{−q} + h.c. ]

E^{(4)}_{105} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds [ d^{(s)}_q d^{(s)}_{−q} + h.c. ] . (A.99)

Let us start with the analysis of the operators in (A.99). To control them and to control their commutators with N_{≤cN} γ , we will use the two pointwise bounds sup_{q∈Λ∗} + ∑ r∈Λ^∗_+ | ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_{q+r}| ≤ CN, ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+, r∈Λ^∗,r≠−q | ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)η_H (q)| ≤ CN^2.

(A.100) Here, C > 0 denotes a constant which is independent of N ∈ N. The pointwise estimates in (A.100) can be proved, with minor modifications, like the pointwise bound (A.77).

Applying (A.12) from Lemma A.2, the terms E^{(4)}_{101}, E^{(4)}_{102} and E^{(4)}_{103} can all be bounded in the usual way by Cauchy-Schwarz. By (A.100), we have for instance that

|⟨ξ, E^{(4)}_{103}ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{κ−1}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q | ^V (r/N^{1−κ})||η_H (q + r)||η_H (q)| × [( |η_q| + N^{−1}‖η_H ‖ ) ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖η_H ‖‖b_qξ‖ ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

Proceeding similarly for E^{(4)}_{101} and E^{(4)}_{102}, we find that ± ( E^{(4)}_{101} + E^{(4)}_{102} + E^{(4)}_{103} ) ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

Similarly, if we use that [N_{≤cN} γ , b^♯(f)] = F (♯)b^♯(f) for any f ∈ L^2(Λ) and with F (∗) = 1, F (·) = −1, and if we use the bound (A.17) to commute N_{≤cN} γ with d^{(s)}_q , we find that ±i [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{101} + E^{(4)}_{102} + E^{(4)}_{103} ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1).

As for E^{(4)}_{104} and E^{(4)}_{105}, it is useful to switch to position space. Following [5], we first split E^{(4)}_{104} into E^{(4)}_{104} = E^{(4)}_{1041} + E^{(4)}_{1042} + h.c., where

E^{(4)}_{1041} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds (γ^{(s)}_q − 1)d^{(s)}_q b_{−q}

E^{(4)}_{1042} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds d^{(s)}_q b_{−q}.

Using that |(γ^{(s)}_q − 1)| ≤ Cη_H (q)^2 for all q ∈ Λ^∗_+ and arguing as for the error terms E^{(4)}_{101}, E^{(4)}_{102} and E^{(4)}_{103}, a straight forward computation shows that

±E^{(4)}_{1041} ≤ CN^{4κ−3α}(N_+ + 1), ±i [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{1041} ] ≤ CN^{4κ−3α}(N_+ + 1).

To deal with E^{(4)}_{1042}, on the other hand, we go to position space and apply (A.14) s.t.

|⟨ξ, E^{(4)}_{1042}ξ⟩| = | |1 2 ∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdyN^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))η̌_H (x − y)⟨ξ, ď^{(s)}_x b̌_yξ⟩ | |

≤ CN^κ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) × ‖(N_+ + 1)^{−1/2}ď^{(s)}_x b̌_yξ‖

≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) × [ ‖ǎ_yξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖.

If we use (A.19) from Lemma A.3 to control the commutator with N_{≤cN} γ and if we recall the estimate (A.59), we conclude altogether that E^{(4)}_{1042} satisfies

±E^{(4)}_{1042} ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{1042} ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1). Finally, for E^{(4)}_{1045} we proceed very similarly. We switch to position space and find that |⟨ξ, [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{105}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))|⟨ξ, ď_xď_yξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) × [ ‖ǎ_xξ‖ + ‖ǎ_yξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖

as well as |⟨ξ, [ N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{105}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1). In fact, to prove this latter commutator bound, we use the identity ∫ Λ dx a^∗(χ̌_x)a(χ̌_x) = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+:|p|≤cN^γ a ∗ pa_p, the bound (A.21) in Lemma A.3 and the estimate (A.59).

Collecting all the previous bounds on E^{(4)}_{10k}, k ∈ {1, . . . , 5}, we arrive at

± E^{(4)}_{10} ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{10} ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1). (A.101)

Next, let’s go back to (A.98) and analyse the operators W_{11}, W_{12} and W_{13}. We follow [5, Eq. (7.64) & (7.65)] and write W_{11} and W_{12} as

W_{11} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)(b_qb_{−q} + h.c.) + E^{(4)}_{11} ,

W_{12} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)η_H (q) ( 1 − N_+ N ) + E^{(4)}_{12} ,

(A.102)

with the error terms E^{(4)}_{11} and E^{(4)}_{12} defined by

E^{(4)}_{11} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds [ (γ^{(s)}_q )^2 − 1 ] (b_qb_{−q} + h.c.),

E^{(4)}_{12} = − 1 2N^2 ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 dsγ^{(s)}_q σ^{(s)}_q a^∗_q a_q

+ 1 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds(γ^{(s)}_q σ^{(s)}_q − sη_H (q)) ( 1 − N_+ N ) .

Since |(γ^{(s)}_q )^2 − 1| ≤ Cη_H (q)^2 and |γ^{(s)}_q σ^{(s)}_q − sη_H (q))|| ≤ C|η_H (q)|^3, we use the same arguments with which we controlled the error E^{(4)}_{10} to deduce that

±(E^{(4)}_{11} + E^{(4)}_{12} ) ≤ CN^{3κ−5α/2}(N_+ + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{11} + E^{(4)}_{12} ] ≤ CN^{3κ−5α/2}(N_+ + 1).

We omit the details. Similar arguments apply to the operator W_{13}, defined in (A.98), but here we partly need to switch to position space again. We split W_3 into

W_{13} = − N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+, r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)η_H (q) ( 1 − N_+ N ) N_+ + 1 N + E^{(4)}_{13} , (A.103)

where the error E^{(4)}_{13} = E^{(4)}_{131} + E^{(4)}_{132} + E^{(4)}_{133} is defined through

E^{(4)}_{131} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds(γ^{(s)}_q − 1)b_qd^{(s)}_{−q} + h.c.

E^{(4)}_{132} = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ∫_1 0 ds b_q [ d^{(s)}_{−q} + sη_H (q)

N_+ N b^∗_q ] + h.c.

E^{(4)}_{133} = − N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)η_H (q)a^∗_q a_q (N − N^+) N N_+ + 1 N .

The last term E^{(4)}_{133} is easily seen to be bounded by ±E^{(4)}_{133} ≤ CN^{2κ−2α}(N_+ + 1) and we also notice that [N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{133}] = 0. Hence, let’s focus on the first two errors E^{(4)}_{131} and E^{(4)}_{132}. Since |γ^{(s)}_q − 1| ≤ Cη_H (q)^2, Lemma A.2, Lemma A.3 and (A.100) imply that |⟨ξ, E^{(4)}_{131}ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{κ−1} ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q | ^V (r/N^{1−κ})||η_H (q + r)||η_H (q)|^2‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ × [ |η_H (q)|‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖η_H ‖‖b_qξ‖ ] ≤ CN^{4κ−3α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2

and that

|⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_{131}]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{4κ−3α}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

As for the term E^{(4)}_{132}, we switch to position space where it reads

E^{(4)}_{132} =

∫_1 0 ds ∫ Λ^2 dxdyN^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))η̌_H (x − y)b̌_x ˇ̄d_y. Recall here the notation ˇ̄d^{(s)}_y = d^{(s)}_y + s(N_+/N)b^∗(η̌_{H,y}). Due to the pointwise estimate ‖η̌_H ‖_∞ ≤ CN, we may proceed as in (A.55), (A.56) and thereafter to conclude that

±E^{(4)}_{132} ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1) + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}(V_N + 1), ±E^{(4)}_{132} ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(N_+ + 1) + CN^{2κ+γ/2−α/2}(H_N + 1).

Now, if we collect the bounds (A.101), (A.102) and (A.103), we see altogether that

W_1 = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗: r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)η_H (q) ( 1 − N_+ N )( 1 − N_+ + 1 N )

+ N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗: r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r) ( b_qb_{−q} + h.c. ) + E^{(4)}_1 ,

(A.104)

where the error operator E^{(4)}_1 satisfies the estimates

±E^{(4)}_1 ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E^{(4)}_1 ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}(H_N + 1).

This concludes the analysis of the first contribution W_1 in Eq. (A.97). It remains to analyse the contributions W_2, W_3 and W_4. To this end, it is useful to switch to position space and to use the results of Lemma A.10. Considering for instance W_2, we have that

W_2 = ∫ Λ^2 dxdyN^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) ∫_1 0 ds [ e^{−sB(ηH )}b̌^∗_xb̌^∗_ye^{sB(ηH )}a^∗(η̌_{H,x})ǎ_y + h.c. ] . Using Cauchy-Schwarz, Lemma A.10 and the bound ‖(N_+ + 1)^{−1/2}a^∗(η̌_{H,x})ǎ_yξ‖ ≤ C‖η_H ‖‖ǎ_y ξ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2}‖ǎ_yξ‖, we obtain that |⟨ξ, W_2ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2} ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_y ξ‖ × [ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xξ‖ + ‖ǎ_yξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ ]

≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{3κ/2−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖.

Similarly, to control the commutator with N_{≤cN} γ , we use the estimate ‖(N_+ + 1)^{−1/2}[N_{≤cN} γ , a^∗(η̌_{H,x})ǎ_y]ξ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2} ( ‖ǎ_yξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y)ξ‖ )

and find with the help of Lemma A.10 that |⟨ξ, [N_{≤cN} γ , W_2]ξ⟩| ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2} ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y)) [ ‖ǎ_yξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y)ξ‖ ]

× [ ‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ + ‖ǎ_xξ‖ + ‖ǎ_yξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_y)ξ‖ + ‖a(χ̌_x)ξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖a(χ̌_y)ǎ_xξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖a(χ̌_x)ǎ_yξ‖ + N^{−1/2}‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ ] ≤ CN^{2κ−α/2}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + CN^{2κ−α/2+γ/2}‖(H_N + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2.

Here, the last inequality follows as in (A.56) and thereafter.

Finally, controlling the remaining two contributions W_3 and W_4, defined in (A.97), follows along the same lines. We skip the details and summarize that

±(W_3 + W_3) ≤ CN^{3κ−α}(N_+ + 1) + CN^{5κ/2−α}(V_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , W_3 + W_4] ≤ CN^{3κ−α}(N_+ + 1) + CN^{3κ−α+γ/2}(H_N + 1).

Altogether, we have thus shown that

G^{(4)}_N = N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)η_H (q) ( 1 − N_+ N )( 1 − N_+ + 1 N )

+ N^κ 2N ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+,r∈Λ^∗:r≠−q ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_H (q + r)(b_qb_{−q} + h.c.) + V_N + E^{(4)}_N

with the error operator E^{(4)}_N satisfying the bounds (A.91) and (A.92). The proof of (??) is similar to that of (A.91) and we omit the details.

A.2 Proof of Prop. 3.3 The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 3.3. With the results of the previous sections A.1.1 - A.1.4, the proof follows as in [5, Section 7.5], suitably adjusted to our setting. In addition to the arguments of [5, Section 7.5], however, we need to provide some further bounds to control commutators with N_{≤cN} γ . Let us sketch the main steps and let us focus for simplicity on proving (3.25) to (3.29) as well as (3.30) (the last bound (3.31) follows then as explained at the beginning of [4, Section 7]). First of all, Propositions A.4, A.7, A.8 and A.9 imply that the excitation Hamiltonian G_N , defined in (3.23), has the form

G_N =

N^κ ^V (0) 2 (N + N_+ − 1) (1 − N_+/N) + ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})a^∗_pa_p(1 − N_+/N) + ∑ p∈P_H η_p [ p^2η_p + N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})

+ N^κ 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗, p+r∈P_H ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_{p+r} ](N − N_+) N (N − N_+ − 1) N

+ ∑ p∈P_H [ p^2η_p + 1 2 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) + N^κ 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗: p+r∈P_H ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_{p+r} ]( b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} )

+ 1 2 ∑ p∈P^c_H [ N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) + N^κ N ∑ r∈Λ^∗: p+r∈P_H ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_{p+r} ]( b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p )

+ N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c.] + K + V_N + E_1

(A.105) where the self-adjoint operator E_1 satisfies ±E_1 ≤ CN^{3κ−α/2} ( H_N + 1 ) , ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E_1] ≤ C(N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{2κ+γ/2−α/2}) ( H_N + 1 ) , ±i[N_{>cN} γ , E_1] ≤ C(N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{2κ+γ/2−α/2}) ( H_N + 1 ) . Notice for the last line that N_{>cN} γ = N_+ −N_{≤cN} γ . Using the scattering equation (3.13), the bound (3.16) and Lemma 3.1, we deduce that (see also [5, Eq. (7.71)]) ∑ p∈P_H η_p [ p^2η_p + N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) + N^κ 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗, p+r∈P_H ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_{p+r} ](N − N_+) N (N − N_+ − 1) N

= [ 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − 1 2 N^{1+κ} ^V (0) ] (1 − N_+/N)^2 + E_2,

where the error E_2 satisfies ±E_2 ≤ CN^{2κ+α} and [N_{≤cN} γ , E_2] = [N_+, E_2] = 0. Similarly, ∑ p∈P_H [ p^2η_p + 1 2 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) + 1 2N ∑ r∈Λ^∗: p+r∈P_H N^κ ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_{p+r} ]( b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} )

= N^κ(N^{3−3κ}λ_ℓ) ∑ p∈P_H (^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )(p) ( b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} )

− N^κ 2N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗: p∈P_H , q∈P^c_H ^V ((p − q)/N^{1−κ})η_q(b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p})

so that, once more by Lemma 3.1, the bounds |N^{3−3κ}λ_ℓ| ≤ C and ‖(^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )‖ ≤ C imply

± N^κ(N^{3−3κ}λ_ℓ) ∑ p∈P_H (^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )(p) ( b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ) ≤ CN^{κ−α}(K + 1), ± N^κ(N^{3−3κ}λ_ℓ) ∑ p∈P_H (^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )(p)[N_{≤cN} γ , b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p}] ≤ CN^{κ−α}(K + 1).

Analogously, we can write N^κ 2N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗: p∈P_H , q∈P^c_H ^V ((p − q)/N^{1−κ})η_q(b_pb_{−p} + h.c.)

= 1 2 ∑ q∈Λ^∗:q∈P^c_H ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))e^{iq(x−y)}η_q (ˇ b_xb̌_y + h.c. )

− N^κ 2N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗: p∈P^c_H , q∈P^c_H ^V ((p − q)/N^{1−κ})η_q(b_pb_{−p} + h.c.).

These terms can be controlled (with α + κ ≤ 1) by ± N^κ 2N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗: p∈P_H , q∈P^c_H ^V ((p − q)/N^{1−κ})η_q(b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p}) ≤ CN^{α+3κ/2−1/2}(H_N + 1),

± N^κ 2N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗: p∈P_H , q∈P^c_H ^V ((p − q)/N^{1−κ})η_q ( i[N_{≤cN} γ , b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p}] ) ≤ CN^{α+3κ/2−1/2}(H_N + 1),

± N^κ 2N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗: p∈P_H , q∈P^c_H ^V ((p − q)/N^{1−κ})η_q ( i[N_{>cN} γ , b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p}] ) ≤ CN^{α+3κ/2−1/2}(H_N + 1).

Arguing similarly for the term in the fourth line of (A.105), we find N^κ 2 ∑ p∈P^c_H [ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) + 1 N ∑ r∈Λ^∗: p+r∈P_H ^V (r/N^{1−κ})η_{p+r} ]( b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p )

= N^κ 2 ∑ p∈P^c_H ( ^V (·/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )_p ( b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p ) + E_3,

where the error E_3 satisfies ±E_3 ≤ CN^{α+3κ/2−1/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{≤cN} γ , E_3] ≤ CN^{α+3κ/2−1/2}(H_N + 1), ±i[N_{>cN} γ , E_3] ≤ CN^{α+3κ/2−1/2}(H_N + 1). Collecting the error bounds from above, we summarize that

G_N = 4πa_0N^κ(N − N_+) + N^κ [ ^ V (0) − 4πa_0 ] N_+(1 − N_+/N)

+ N^κ ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})a^∗_pa_p(1 − N_+/N)

+ N^κ 2 ∑ p∈P^c_H ( ^V (·/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )_p ( b_pb_{−p} + b^∗_{−p}b^∗_p )

+ N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) [b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c.] + H_N + E_4,

where E_4 satisfies ±E_4 ≤ C ( N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{α+3κ/2−1/2} ) (H_N + 1) + CN^{α+2κ}

as well as the commutator bounds ± i[N_{≤cN} γ , E_4], ±i[N_{>cN} γ , E_4] ≤ C ( N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{γ/2+2κ−α/2} + N^{α+3κ/2−1/2} ) (H_N + 1).

(A.106)

With a few more simplifications, using |N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) − N^κ ^V (0)| ≤ C|p|N^{2κ−1} and | |( ^V (·/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )_p − 8πa_0 | | ≤ ∫ Λ dx N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}x)f_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x) | |e^{ip·x} − 1 | | + | |( ^V (·/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(0) − 8πa_0 | | ≤ C(|p| + 1)N^{κ−1} as well as the estimate (similar to [5, eq. (8.38)]) | | N^κ√ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:|q|>N^β;p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ})⟨ξ, [b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c.] ξ⟩ | |

≤ C √ N ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ q∈Λ^∗_+:|q|>N^β e^{iqx}a_qξ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ CN^{κ/2−β}⟨ξ, H_N ξ⟩, we arrive at the decomposition G_N = G^{eff}_N + E_{GN} , where the error E_{GN} satisfies ±E_{GN} ≤ C ( N^{3κ−α/2} + N^{α+3κ/2−1/2} + N^{κ/2−β} ) (H_N + 1) + CN^{α+2κ}.

This proves in particular the bound (3.29). To prove the remaining bounds, i.e. (3.26), (3.27) and (3.30), we need to analyse further the operator G^{eff}_N .

To show (3.26), we use (3.29) and Cauchy-Schwarz to see that N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H |⟨ξ, b^∗_pb^∗_{−p}ξ⟩| ≤ δ‖(K + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 + Cδ^{−1}N^{α+2κ}‖(N_+ + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖^2 (A.107)

as well as N^κ √ N ∑ p,q∈Λ^∗_+:p+q≠0 ^V (p/N^{1−κ})|⟨ξ, [b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c.] ξ⟩|

≤ C √ N ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))‖ǎ_xǎ_yξ‖‖ǎ_xξ‖ ≤ δ‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖^2 + Cδ^{−1}N^κ‖N^{1/2}_+ ξ‖^2. Controlling the remaining terms in G^{eff}_N is similar and we arrive at (3.26). To get the improved lower bound (3.27), we can complete the square in (A.107) (see the arguments before [5, Eq. (7.81)], the adaption to our setting is straight-forward). Finally, using the commutator bound on E_4 in (A.106) and the assumptions that α > 6κ and 2α + 3κ < 1, the bounds (3.30) follow similarly. The only additional ingredient is to use the bounds (4.7) when controlling the commutator of N_{>cN} γ with the quadratic term (A.107). It is straight-forward to prove that this produces an error bounded by CN^{α/2+κ−γ} (H_N + 1). This concludes the proof of Prop. 3.3.

B Analysis of J_N

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.1. An important role in the proof of Prop. 4.1 is played by the estimates obtained in Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3 and Corollary 4.5, to control the growth of the restricted number of particles, of the restricted kinetic energy and, respectively, of the potential energy, with respect to conjugation through the unitary operator e^A. We will also need control on the action of e^A on the full kinetic energy operator K. To this end, we first consider the commutator of K with A = A_1 −A^∗_1, with A_1 defined as in (4.1).

Proposition B.1. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (4.4). Let m_0 ∈ R be such that m_0β = α. Then there exists C > 0 such that [K, A] = − 1 √ N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,p∈P_L: p+u≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(u) ( b^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{−u}a_p + h.c. ) + E_{[K,A]} (B.1)

where the self-adjoint operator E_{[K,A]} satisfies

±E_{[K,A]} ≤ CN^{−3β/2}K + CN^{3β/4+κ}K_{≤N} 3β/2 + δK + Cδ^{−1} 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ}N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + Cδ^{−1}N^{α+2κ}N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + Cδ^{−1}m_0N^{α+2κ} (B.2)

for all δ > 0 and N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. We compute [K, A] = [K, A_1] + h.c. with A_1 defined in (4.1), and we find

[K, A_1] + h.c. = 1 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L 2r^2η_rb^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_v + 2 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L r · v η_rb^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_v + h.c.

Using the scattering equation (3.12), this implies that

[K, A_1] + h.c. = − 1 √ N ∑ r∈Λ^∗_+,v∈P_L: v+r≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(r)b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_v

+ Π_1 + Π_2 + Π_3 + h.c.,

(B.3) where

Π_1 = 1 √ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ,v∈P_L: v+r≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(r)b^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{−r}a_v,

Π_2 = 1 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L: v+r≠0 N^{3−2κ}λ_ℓ(^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )(r)b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_v,

Π_3 = 2 √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L r · v η_rb^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_v.

(B.4)

Since the first term on the r.h.s. of (B.3) appears explicitly in (B.1), let us explain how to control the operators Π_1, Π_2 and Π_3, defined in (B.4).

To bound the operator Π_1, we note first that Lemma 3.1 ii) implies that | |( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(r) | | ≤ ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(0) = ∫ dx V (x)f_ℓ(x) ≤ C. Given ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we apply (4.7) and estimate Π_1 by | | | 1 √ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ,v∈P_L: v+r≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(r)⟨ξ, b^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{−r}a_vξ⟩ | | |

≤ CN^κ √ N ∑ r∈Λ^∗_+,v∈P_L: |r|≤N^{3β/2},v+r≠0 ‖a_{−r}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v ξ‖

+ CN^κ √ N 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 ∑ r∈P^c_H ,v∈P_L: N^{jβ/2}≤|r|≤N^{(j+1)β/2}, v+r≠0 ‖a_{−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

+ CN^κ √ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ,v∈P_L: N^{⌊m0⌋β} ≤|r|≤N^α, v+r≠0 ‖a_{−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

(B.5)

Cauchy-Schwarz implies that the first term on the r.h.s. of (B.5) is bounded by CN^κ √ N ∑ r∈Λ^∗_+,v∈P_L: 0≤|r|≤N^{3β/2},v+r≠0 ‖a_{−r}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_vξ‖ ≤ CN^{3β/4+κ}⟨ξ, K_{≤N} 3β/2 ξ⟩.

To bound the second contribution on the r.h.s. of (B.5), we estimate CN^κ √ N 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 ∑ r∈P^c_H ,v∈P_L: N^{jβ/2}≤|r|≤N^{(j+1)β/2}, v+r≠0 ‖a_{−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

= CN^κ √ N 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 ∑ r∈P^c_H ,v∈P_L: N^{jβ/2}≤|r|≤N^{(j+1)β/2}, v+r≠0

( |v + r|‖a_{−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖ )

× ( |v + r|^{−1}‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ )

≤ C 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/4+β/4+κ}‖K^{1/2}ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖. (B.6)

Similarly, we find that CN^κ √ N ∑ r∈P^c_H ,v∈P_L: N^{⌊m0⌋β} ≤|r|≤N^α, v+r≠0 ‖a_{−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}ξ‖‖a_v(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

≤ CN^{α/2+κ}‖K^{1/2}ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖. (B.7)

Collecting the previous three bounds and using |ab| ≤ |a|^2 + |b|^2 shows that

±Π_1 ≤ δK + CN^{3β/4+κ}K_{≤N} 3β/2 + Cδ^{−1} 2⌊m_0 ⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ}N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 + Cδ^{−1}N^{α+2κ}N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β + Cδ^{−1}m_0N^{α+2κ}

(B.8)

for some constant C > 0 and all δ > 0.

Next, let us switch to Π_2 and Π_3, defined in (B.4). From Lemma 3.1 i), we recall that |N^{3−2κ}λ_ℓ| ≤ CN^κ. Moreover, with (^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )(r) = ^χ_ℓ(r) + N^{−1}η_r and the representation ^χ_ℓ(r) = 4π |r|^2 ( sin(ℓ|r|) |r| − ℓ cos(ℓ|r|) ) , we find for all r ∈ Λ^∗_+ that |(^χ_ℓ ∗ ^f_N )(r)| ≤ C(1 + N^{κ−1})|r|^{−2} ≤ C|r|^{−2}. (B.9)

Consequently, Cauchy-Schwarz implies |⟨ξ, Π_2ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L: v+r≠0 |r|^{−2}‖a_{v+r} (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{−r}ξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖

≤ CN^{κ−α/2}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. (B.10)

Similarly, we obtain |⟨ξ, Π_3ξ⟩| ≤ C √ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L |r||v||η_r |‖a_{v+r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{−r}ξ‖‖a_v (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2−1/2}‖K^{1/2}ξ‖‖K^{1/2}_L (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖. (B.11)

Combining (B.8), (B.10) and (B.11) and defining E_{[K,A]} =

∑_3 i=1(Π_i + h.c.) proves the claim.

With the help of Prop. B.1, we obtain a rough bound for the action of e^A on K.

Corollary B.2. Assume the exponents α, β satisfy (4.4). Let m_0 ∈ R be such that m_0β = α (3 < m_0 < 5 from (4.4)). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that the operator inequality

e^{−sA}Ke^{sA} ≤ CN^{3β/4+κ}K + CV_N + CN^κN_+ + Cm_0N^{α+2κ}. (B.12)

for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. We apply Gronwall’s lemma to φ_ξ (s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}Ke^{sA}ξ⟩ for some ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ with ‖ξ‖ = 1, which has derivative ∂_sφ_ξ(s) = ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}[K, A]e^{sA}ξ⟩. We use the identity (B.1) and bound ± 1 √ N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,p∈P_L: p+u≠0 N^κ( ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N )(u) ( b^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{−u}a_p + h.c. ) ≤ CV_N + CN^κ(N_+ + 1).

This estimate can be proved in the same way as (4.33) by observing sup_{x∈Λ} |f_N (x)| ≤ 1, by Lemma 3.1 ii). Together with (B.1), (B.2) (choosing δ = 1), Corollary 4.5, Lemma

4.2 and Lemma 4.3, we obtain for sufficiently large N φ_ξ (s) ≤ Cφ_ξ(s) + C⟨ξ, V_N ξ⟩ + CN^κ⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)ξ⟩ + CN^{3β/4+κ}⟨ξ, K_{≤N} 3β/2 ξ⟩ + C 2⌊m_0⌋−1 ∑ j=3 N^{jβ/2+β/2+2κ}⟨ξ, N_≥ 1_{2 N} jβ/2 ξ⟩ + CN^{α+2κ}⟨ξ, N_≥ 1_{2 N} ⌊m_0⌋β ξ⟩ + CN^{α+2κ} ≤ Cφ_ξ(s) + C⟨ξ, V_N ξ⟩ + CN^κ⟨ξ, N_+ξ⟩ + CN^{3β/4+κ}⟨ξ, K_{≤N} 3β/2 ξ⟩ + CN^{2κ−β}⟨ξ, Kξ⟩ + CN^{2κ−β}⟨ξ, Kξ⟩ + CN^{α+2κ} ≤ Cφ_ξ(s) + CN^{3β/4+κ}⟨ξ, Kξ⟩ + C⟨ξ, V_N ξ⟩ + CN^κ⟨ξ, N_+ξ⟩ + CN^{α+2κ}, where we used as usual the operator inequality N_{≥Θ} ≤ Θ^{−2}K and, moreover, that α − 2⌊m_0⌋β ≤ (1 − ⌊m_0⌋)β ≤ −β for m_0β = α and α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 3β (from (4.4)). The claim follows now from Gronwall’s lemma.

B.1 Action of Cubic Renormalization on Excitation Hamiltonian

In this subsection, we are going to determine the main contributions to the excitation Hamiltonian J_N = e^{−A}G^{eff}_N e^A. From (3.28), and recalling the definition of the sets P_H = {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≥ N^α}, P_L = {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ N^β}, we can decompose

J_N = J^{(0)}_N + J^{(2)}_N + J^{(3)}_N + J^{(4)}_N

where the self-adjoint operators J^{(i)}_N , i = 0, 2, 3, 4, are defined by

J^{(0)}_N = 4πa_0N^κe^{−A}(N − N_+)e^A + [ ^ V (0) − 4πa_0 ] N^κe^{−A}N_+(1 − N_+/N)e^A,

J^{(2)}_N = N^κ ^V (0) ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−A}b^∗_pb_pe^A + 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−A} [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] e^A

J^{(3)}_N = 1 √ N ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})e^{−A} [ b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ] e^A,

J^{(4)}_N = e^{−A}H_N e^A = e^{−A}Ke^A + e^{−A}V_N e^A.

(B.13)

B.1.1 Analysis of J^{(0)}_N

The goal of this section is to determine the main contributions to J^{(0)}_N , which was defined in equation (B.13). We recall that

J^{(0)}_N = 4πa_0N^κe^{−A}(N − N_+)e^A + [ ^ V (0) − 4πa_0 ] N^κe^{−A}N_+(1 − N_+/N)e^A.

In order to determine the main contributions to J^{(0)}_N , we first prove a slight generalization of [5, Lemma 8.6]. The lemma will also be useful in the following Section B.1.2.

Lemma B.3. Assume α, β satisfy (4.4). Let k ∈ N_0 and let F = (F_p)_{p∈Λ}∗_+ ∈ ℓ^∞(Λ^∗_+). Then, there exists C > 0 s.t. ± ( ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ F_pe^{−A}a^∗_pa_p N^k_+e^A − ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ F_pa^∗_pa_p N^k_+ ) ≤ CN^{−3β/2}‖F ‖_∞(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)(N_+ + 1)^k

(B.14) for all N ∈ N sufficiently large. Proof. We compute that ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ F_pe^{−A}a^∗_pa_p N^k_+e^A − ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ F_pa^∗_pa_p N^k_+ =

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ F_pe^{−sA}[a^∗_pa_pN^k_+, A_1]e^{sA} + h.c.

= 1 √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L (F_{r+v} + F_{−r} − F_v )η_re^{−sA}b^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_v N^k_+e^{sA}

+ k √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L (F_{r+v} + F_{−r})η_re^{−sA}b^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_v(N_+ + Θ(N_+))^{k−1}e^{sA}

+ k √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+,r∈P_H , v∈P_L F_pη_re^{−sA}b^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a^∗_pa_pa_v(N_+ + Θ(N_+))^{k−1}e^{sA} + h.c.

for some function Θ : N → (0, 1), by the mean value theorem. Applying (4.7), Lemma 4.2 and Cauchy-Schwarz, the first two contributions on the r.h.s. of the last equation can be controlled by | | | 1 √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L (F_{r+v} + F_{−r} − F_v)η_r⟨ξ, e^{−sA}b^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_vN^k_+e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | | ≤ ‖F ‖_∞ √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L ‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{r+v}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{k/2}e^{sA}ξ‖

× |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_vN^{k/2}_+ e^{sA}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{κ−α/2}‖F ‖_∞ ∫_1 0 ds ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)(N_+ + 1)^ke^{sA}ξ⟩

≤ CN^{−3β/2}‖F ‖_∞⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)(N_+ + 1)^kξ⟩

and, analogously, | | | k √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L (F_{r+v} + F_{−r})η_r⟨ξ, e^{−sA}b^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_v(N_+ + Θ(N_+))^{k−1}e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | | ≤ C‖F ‖_∞ √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L ‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{r+v}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{(k−1)/2}e^{sA}ξ‖

× |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_v(N_+ + 1)^{(k−1)/2}e^{sA}ξ‖

≤ CN^{−3β/2}‖F ‖_∞⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)(N_+ + 1)^{k−1}ξ⟩.

Finally, we also bound | | | k √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+r∈P_H ,v∈P_L F_pη_r⟨ξ, e^{−sA}b^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a^∗_pa_pa_v(N_+ + Θ(N_+))^{k−1}e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | | ≤ ‖F ‖_∞ √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+,r∈P_H ,v∈P_L ‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_pa_{r+v}a_{−r}(N_+ + 1)^{(k−1)/2}e^{sA}ξ‖

× |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_pa_v(N_+ + 1)^{(k−1)/2}e^{sA}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{−3β/2}‖F ‖_∞⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)(N_+ + 1)^kξ⟩.

Combining the last three estimates concludes the proof of (B.14). Corollary B.4. Assume α, β satisfy (4.4). Let J^{(0)}_N be defined as in (B.13). Then J^{(0)}_N = 4πa_0N^κ(N − N_+) + [ ^ V (0) − 4πa_0 ] N^κN_+(1 − N_+/N) + E^{(0)}_{JN}

where the self-adjoint operator E^{(0)}_{JN} satisfies

±e^AE^{(0)}_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ CN^{κ−3β/2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. The claim follows immediately from Lemma B.3 and Lemma 4.2.

B.1.2 Analysis of J^{(2)}_N In this section, we determine the main contributions to J^{(2)}_N , defined in (B.13). We recall J^{(2)}_N = N^κ ^V (0) ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−A}b^∗_pb_pe^A + 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−A} [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] e^A. (B.15)

Proposition B.5. Assume α, β satisfy (4.4). Let J^{(2)}_N be defined as in (B.13). Then J^{(2)}_N = N^κ ^V (0) ∑ p∈P^c_H b^∗_pb_p + 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] + E^{(2)}_{JN}

and there exists a constant C > 0 such that ±e^AE^{(2)}_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ CN^{−3β}K + CN^{α+2κ} for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. From b^∗_pb_p = a^∗_pa_p(1 − N_+/N + 1/N) and Corollary B.4, we conclude that

N^κ ^V (0) ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−A}b^∗_pb_pe^A = N^κ ^V (0) ∑ p∈P^c_H b^∗_pb_p + E^{(21)}_{JN} ,

where the the self-adjoint operator E^{(21)}_{JN} is such that ±e^AE^{(21)}_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ CN^{κ−3β/2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) ≤ CN^{κ−2α−3β/2}K + CN^{κ−3β/2}. Notice that we used here the operator inequality N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ 4N^{−2α}K. Since CN^{κ−2α−3β/2}K + CN^{κ−3β/2} ≤ CN^{−3β}K + CN^{α+2κ} for all α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0, it only remains to analyse the second contribution in (B.15). To this end, we compute [b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p}, b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_v] = −b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_pb^∗_{−r}δ_{−p,v} − b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{−r}b^∗_{−p}δ_{p,v} + a^∗_{−r}a_vb_p(1 − N_+/N)δ_{−p,r+v} − 1 N a^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_va_{−p}b_p + a^∗_{−r}a_vb_{−p}(1 − N_+/N)δ_{p,r+v} − 1 N a^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_va_pb_{−p} for all p ∈ P^c_H , r ∈ P_H and v ∈ P_L. As a consequence, we find that ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−A} [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] e^A − ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ]

= 2 √ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L η_re^{−sA} [ a^∗_{−r}a_vb_{−r−v}χ_{{|r+v|≤N} α_}(1 − N_+/N) − b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{−v}b^∗_{−r} ] e^{sA}

+ 2 N^{3/2}

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H , v∈P_L η_re^{−sA}a^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_va_pb_{−p}e^{sA} + h.c.,

(B.16)

where χ_{{|·|≤N} α_} denotes the characteristic function for the set {p ∈ Λ^∗_+ : |p| ≤ N^α}.

Let us now estimate the size of the different contributions on the r.h.s. in (B.16). Applying (4.7), Lemma 4.2 and Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain on the one hand that | | | 2√ N ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, [ a^∗_{−r}a_vb_{−r−v}χ_{{|r+v|≤N} α_}(1 − N_+/N) − b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{−v}b^∗_{−r} ] e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ C ∫_1 0 ds ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L ( |η_r|‖a_{−r−v}e^{sA}ξ‖‖a_{−r}e^{sA}ξ‖ + |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{−r}a_{r+v}e^{sA}ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}e^{sA}ξ‖ )

≤ CN^{3β/2+κ−α/2} ∫_1 0 ds ⟨ξ, e^{−sA}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{sA}ξ⟩ ≤ C⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ for all α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 and N ∈ N sufficiently large. On the other hand, proceeding in the same way, the last contribution on the r.h.s. in (B.16) is bounded by | | | 2 N^{3/2}

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H , v∈P_L η_r⟨e^{sA}ξ, a^∗_{r+v}a^∗_{−r}a_va_pb_{−p}e^{sA}ξ⟩ | | |

≤ C N^{3/2}

∫_1 0 ds ∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H , v∈P_L ‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{r+v}a_{−r}e^{sA}ξ‖

× |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_va_pb_{−p}e^{sA}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{α+κ}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. Combining the last two estimates with the identity (B.16), we conclude that

4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H e^{−A} [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] e^A = 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ] + E^{(22)}_{JN} ,

where the the self-adjoint operator E^{(22)}_{JN} is such that

±e^AE^{(22)}_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ CN^{α+2κ}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) ≤ CN^{−3β}K + CN^{α+2κ}.

Setting E^{(2)}_{JN} = E^{(21)}_{JN} + E^{(22)}_{JN} , this concludes the proposition.

B.1.3 Analysis of J^{(3)}_N

In this section, we determine the main contributions to e^{−A}C_N e^A, where we recall that

C_N = 1 √ N ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+,q∈P_L:p+q≠0 N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ}) ( b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ) . (B.17)

The following proposition summarizes important properties of [C_N , A].

Proposition B.6. Assume α, β satisfy (4.4). Then there exists C > 0 such that

[C_N , A] = 2N^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N) + E_{[CN ,A]} (B.18)

where

±E_{[CN ,A]} ≤ CN^{κ/2−3β/2}V_N + CN^κ(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + CN^{κ/2−3β/2−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2 (B.19)

for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. With (4.1) we have that [C_N , A] = [C_N , A_1] + h.c.

Now, let p ∈ Λ^∗_+, q ∈ P_L, r ∈ P_H and v ∈ P_L. For N ∈ N sufficiently large, we have |v + r| ≥ N^α − N^β >^1_2 N^α > N^β so that [a^∗_{−p}a_q, b^∗_{v+r}] = [a^∗_{−p}a_q, a^∗_{−r}] = 0. As a consequence, we obtain [b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q, b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_v] = −b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{−r}a^∗_{−p}a_qδ_{p+q,v} − b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−r}a_qδ_{−p,v} as well as [a^∗_q a_{−p}b_{p+q}, b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_v] = a^∗_q a_v(1 − N_+/N)(δ_{v+r,−p}δ_{p+q,−r} + δ_{p+q,v+r}δ_{p,r}) + a^∗_qa^∗_{−r}a_{p+q}a_v(1 − N_+/N)δ_{v+r,−p} + a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_q a_{p+q}a_v(1 − N_+/N)δ_{p,r} + a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_qa_{−p}a_v(1 − N_+/N)δ_{p+q,−r} + a^∗_qa^∗_{−r}a_{−p}a_v(1 − N_+/N)δ_{p+q,v+r} − b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_{−p}b_{p+q}δ_{v,q} − 1 N a^∗_q a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_va_{−p}a_{p+q}. Hence, we conclude that

[C_N , A_1] + h.c. = 2N^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N)

+ (Ξ_1 + Ξ_2 + Ξ_3 + Ξ_4 + Ξ_5 + h.c.), (B.20) where

Ξ_1 = − 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L N^κ [ ^ V ((v − q)/N^{1−κ})η_r + ^V (v/N^{1−κ})η_r ] b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{−r}a^∗_{q−v}a_q,

Ξ_2 = 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L N^κ [ ^ V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ})η_r + ^V ((v + r + q)/N^{1−κ})η_r ]

× a^∗_qa^∗_r a_{q+v+r}a_{−v}(1 − N_+/N), Ξ_3 = 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L N^κ [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r + ^V ((r + q)/N^{1−κ})η_r ]

× a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_q a_{r+q}a_v(1 − N_+/N), Ξ_4 = − 1 N ∗∑ p∈Λ^∗_+,r∈P_H ,v∈P_L N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_rb^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_{−p}b_{p+v},

Ξ_5 = − 1 N^2 ∗∑ p∈Λ^∗_+,r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L N^κ ^V (p/N^{1−κ})η_ra^∗_q a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_va_{−p}a_{p+q}.

(B.21)

Let us next estimate the size of the operators Ξ_1 to Ξ_5, defined in (B.21). We find |⟨ξ, Ξ_1ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L |η_r|‖a_{−r}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}a_{q−v}ξ‖‖a_q(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ ≤ CN^{3β/2+2κ−α/2}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ and N ∈ N sufficiently large. Similarly, the operators Ξ_2 and Ξ_3 can be controlled by |⟨ξ, Ξ_2ξ⟩| + |⟨ξ, Ξ_3ξ⟩| ≤ CN^κ N ∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L |η_r| ( ‖a_qa_rξ‖‖a_{q+v+r}a_{−v}ξ‖ + ‖a_{v+r} a_qξ‖‖a_{q+r}a_vξ‖ )

≤ CN^{3β/2+2κ−α/2}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. Switching to position space, the operator Ξ_4 can be bounded by |⟨ξ, Ξ_4ξ⟩| = | | | ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L: v+r≠0

∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))η_re^{−ivy}⟨ξ, b^∗_{v+r} a^∗_{−r}ǎ_xb̌_yξ⟩ | | |

≤ CN^{κ−α/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖ ( N^{κ−1} ∑ r∈P_H ∫ Λ dy ‖ ‖ ∑ v∈P_L e^{−ivy} a_{v+r}a_{−r}ξ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

= CN^{κ−α/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖ ( N^{κ−1} ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L ⟨ξ, a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_{−r}a_{v+r}ξ⟩ )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{3κ/2−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ‖ and, similarly, we control the operator Ξ_5 by |⟨ξ, Ξ_5ξ⟩| = | | 1 N ∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L ∫ Λ^2 dxdy N^{2−2κ}V (N^{1−κ}(x − y))e^{−iqy}η_r⟨ξ, a^∗_q a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_vǎ_xǎ_yξ⟩ | |

≤ CN^{κ−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖ ( N^{κ−1} ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L ∫ Λ dy ‖ ‖ ∑ q∈P_L e^{−iqy}a_qa_{v+r}a_{−r}ξ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ CN^{3κ/2−α/2−1/2}‖V^{1/2}_N ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ‖. Summarizing the previous estimates and using that α > 3β + 2κ, we conclude that ± 5∑ i=1 (Ξ_i + h.c.) ≤ CN^{κ/2−3β/2}V_N + CN^κ(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + CN^{κ/2−3β/2−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2.

Defining E_{[CN ,A]} =

∑_5 i=1(Ξ_i + h.c.), this concludes the proof.

The following corollary describes the main contributions to e^{−sA}C_N e^{sA}, for any fixed s ∈ [0; 1]. In particular, for s = 1, it determines J^{(3)}_N , up to small errors. The slightly more general result about e^{−sA}C_N e^{sA} for any s ∈ [0; 1] will be useful in Section B.1.4.

Corollary B.7. Assume α, β satisfy (4.4). Then there exists C > 0 such that e^{−sA}C_N e^{sA} = C_N + 2sN^κ ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N)

+ E^{(3)}_{JN} (s)

where the self-adjoint operator E^{(3)}_{JN} (s) is such that

±e^AE^{(3)}_{JN} (s)e^{−A} ≤ CN^{(κ−3β)/2}V_N + CN^{(3κ−7β)/2}K + CN^{(4κ−3β)/2}N_+ + CN^κ

for all s ∈ [0; 1] and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. With Prop. B.6, we expand e^{−sA}C_N e^{sA} − C_N = 2N^κ ∫_s 0 dt ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] e^{−tA}a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N)e^{tA}

+ ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tA}E_{[CN ,A]}e^{−tA}. Now, using Plancherel’s theorem observe that | | | ∑ r∈P_H [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] | | | ≤ CN^{α+2κ−1} + C ∫ Λ N^{3−3κ}V (N^{1−κ}x)w_ℓ(N^{1−κ}x) ≤ CN^κ. The claim is now an immediate consequence of Lemma B.3, the bound (B.19), Corollary 4.5, Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3 and using the operator inequality N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ 4N^{−2α}K.

B.1.4 Analysis of J^{(4)}_N

The goal of this section is to determine the main contributions to J^{(4)}_N = e^{−A}H_N e^A. As in [5], it turns out that conjugating H_N with the cubic exponential e^A leads to a renormalization of the cubic term C_N of the quadratically renormalized Hamiltonian G^{eff}_N , defined in (3.28). To see this, let’s recall (B.1), (4.25) and compute

J^{(4)}_N = H_N +

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sA}[K + V_N , A]e^{sA} = H_N −

∫_1 0 ds 1 √ N ∑ u∈Λ^∗_+,p∈P_L N^κ ( ^ V (·/N^{1−κ}) ∗ ( ^f_N − η/N) ) (u) × e^{−sA} ( b^∗_{p+u}a^∗_{−u}a_p + h.c. ) e^{sA} + ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sA} ( E_{[K,A]} + E_{[VN ,A]} ) e^{sA}.

(B.22)

Here, let us recall the definitions (B.4), (4.28) and that the operators E_{[K,A]} and E_{[VN ,A]} are explicitly given by E_{[K,A]} = 3∑ j=1 (Π_j + h.c.), E_{[VN ,A]} = 4∑ j=1 (Θ_j + h.c.). (B.23)

With ( ^f_N − η/N)(q) = δ_{q,0} for all q ∈ Λ^∗_+, we obtain from (B.22) and Corollary B.7 that

J^{(4)}_N = H_N − C_N −

∫_1 0 ds E^{(3)}_{JN} (s) +

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sA} ( E_{[K,A]} + E_{[VN ,A]} ) e^{sA} − N^κ ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N)

(B.24)

and we observe that the contribution −C_N will cancel exactly the contribution C_N in J^{(3)}_N , determined in Corollary B.7 (for s = 1). Moreover, the quadratic contribution in the last line of (B.24) combines with the corresponding contribution to J^{(3)}_N as well.

To finish this section, it remains to extract the remaining leading order contributions to J^{(4)}_N from the integral terms in (B.24). It turns out that all contributions, but the term (Π_1 + h.c.) contained in E_{[K,A]}, are error terms which can be neglected. To make this more precise, Corollary B.7 implies first of all that there exists a constant C > 0 s.t. ± ∫_1 0 ds e^AE^{(3)}_{JN} (s)e^{−A} ≤ CN^{(κ−3β)/2}V_N + CN^{(3κ−7β)/2}K + CN^{(4κ−3β)/2}N_+ + CN^κ (B.25) for all α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 with α + κ ≤ 1, 2κ − 3β ≤ 0 and for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Next, we use (B.23) and recall the bounds (B.10) and (B.11). They imply that ± ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A}(Π_2 + Π_3 + h.c.)e^{−(1−s)A} ≤ CN^{−3β/2} ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)e^{(1−s)A} + CδN^{−3β/2}

∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A}Ke^{−(1−s)A} + δ^{−1}CN^{−3β/2} ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A}K_Le^{−(1−s)A} for all δ > 0, α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 and N ∈ N sufficiently large. With Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3, Corollary B.2 and N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ N in F^{≤N}_+ , we deduce from the previous bound that

± ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A}(Π_2 + Π_3 + h.c.)e^{−(1−s)A} ≤ CN^{−3β/2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) + δCN^{κ−3β/4}K + δCN^{−3β/2}V_N + δCN^{α+2κ−3β/2} + δ^{−1}CN^{−3β/2}K_L + δ^{−1}CN^{−5β/2}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1) for all δ > 0, α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 with α + κ ≤ 1, β ≥ κ. Choosing δ = N^{−β} in the last bound and using that N_≥ 1_{2 N} α ≤ 4N^{−2α}K, we find ± ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A}(Π_2 + Π_3 + h.c.)e^{−(1−s)A} ≤ CN^{−β/2}K + CN^{−5β/2}V_N + CN^{α+2κ−5β/2} (B.26)

for all α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 with α + κ ≤ 1, β ≥ κ.

Going back to (B.24) and using the estimate (4.26), we obtain that ± ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A}E_{[VN ,A]}e^{−(1−s)A} ≤ ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A} [ ~δV_N + ~δ^{−1}CN^{κ−2β−1}K_L(N_{≥ 12 N α} + 1) + ~δ^{−1}CN^{2α+3κ−2}N_+

+ ~δ^{−1}CN^{κ−1}(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^2 ] e^{−(1−s)A} ≤ ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A} [ ~δV_N + ~δ^{−1}CN^{κ−2β}K_L ] e^{−(1−s)A} + ~δ^{−1}CN^{2α+3κ−2}N_+ + ~δ^{−1}CN^{2α+3κ−2} + ~δ^{−1}CN^{κ−1}. Setting ~δ = N^μ for μ = max(α + 3/2κ − 1, κ/2 − β), Corollary 4.5 and Lemma 4.3 imply ± ∫_1 0 ds e^{(1−s)A}E_{[VN ,A]}e^{−(1−s)A} ≤ CN^{μ+κ}H_N + CN^μN_+ + CN^μ + CN^{μ+2β−1} (B.27)

for all α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 with α + κ ≤ 1 and all N ∈ N large enough.

Looking back at (B.24) and collecting the bounds (B.25) to (B.27), it only remains to analyse the operator (Π_1 + h.c.) in the definition (B.23) of the operator E_{[K,A]}. Using that ^V (./N^{1−κ}) ∗ ^f_N = ^V f_ℓ(./N^{1−κ}), let us recall that Π_1 is explicitly given by

Π_1 = 1 √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 N^κ ^V f_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ})b^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q.

The following lemma analyses slightly more general operators than Π_1, after conjugation with e^{sA} for any s ∈ [−1; 1]. It will also be useful in the proof of Proposition 4.1.

Lemma B.8. Assume α, β satisfy (4.4). Let F = (F_p)_{p∈Λ}∗_{+)} ∈ ℓ^∞(Λ^∗_+). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 s.t. ± [ 1 √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 F_pe^{−sA} ( b^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ) e^{sA} − 1 √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 F_p ( b^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. )]

≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{κ+α}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. Let us set X := 1 √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 F_pb^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q.

From the identity e^{−sA} ( X + h.c.)e^{sA} − (X + h.c.) = ∫_s 0 dt e^{−tA}[(X + h.c.), A_1]e^{tA} + h.c., (B.28)

we conclude that it suffices to control the commutator [(X + h.c.), A_1] after conjugation with e^{tA}, uniformly in t ∈ [−1; 1]. From the proof of Proposition B.6, we collect [b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−p}a_q, b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_v] = −b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{−r}a^∗_{−p}a_qδ_{p+q,v} − b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{p+q}a^∗_{−r}a_qδ_{−p,v} and [a^∗_q a_{−p}b_{p+q}, b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_v] = a^∗_q a_v(1 − N_+/N)δ_{v+r,−p}δ_{p+q,−r} + a^∗_q a^∗_{−r}a_{p+q}a_v(1 − N_+/N)δ_{v+r,−p} + a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_q a_{−p}a_v(1 − N_+/N)δ_{p+q,−r} + a^∗_qa^∗_{−r}a_{−p}a_v(1 − N_+/N)δ_{p+q,v+r} − b^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_{−p}b_{p+q}δ_{v,q} − 1 N a^∗_qa^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_va_{−p}a_{p+q} for all p ∈ P^c_H , q ∈ P_L, r ∈ P_H , v ∈ P_L and N ∈ N large enough. Consequently, we find

[(X + h.c.), A_1] = 7∑ j=1 (Υ_j + h.c. ) , where the operators Υ_j, j = 1, . . . , 5, are defined by

Υ_1 = 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L: r+v∈P^C_H F_{r+v}η_ra^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N),

Υ_2 = − 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L [ F_{v−q}η_r + F_vη_r ] b^∗_{v+r}b^∗_{−r}a^∗_{q−v}a_q,

Υ_3 = 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L: r+v∈P^C_H F_{v+r}η_ra^∗_qa^∗_r a_{q+v+r}a_{−v}(1 − N_+/N),

Υ_4 = 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L: q+r+v∈P^C_H F_{v+r+q}η_ra^∗_qa^∗_r a_{q+v+r}a_{−v}(1 − N_+/N),

Υ_5 = 1 N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L: r+q∈P^C_H F_{r+q}η_ra^∗_{v+r}a^∗_qa_{r+q}a_v(1 − N_+/N),

Υ_6 = − 1 N ∗∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H ,v∈P_L F_pη_rb^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_{−p}b_{p+v},

Υ_7 = − 1 N^2 ∗∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L F_pη_ra^∗_q a^∗_{v+r}a^∗_{−r}a_va_{−p}a_{p+q}.

(B.29)

To control the different contributions in (B.29), we apply as usual Cauchy-Schwarz. Given any ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_+ , we bound the first two operators in (B.29) by |⟨ξ, Υ_1ξ⟩| ≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{κ−1} ∑ N^α≤|r|≤N^α+N^β |r|^{−2}⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{β+κ−1}⟨ξ, (N_+ + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{β+κ} and |⟨ξ, Υ_2ξ⟩| ≤ C‖F ‖_∞ N ∗∑ r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{q−v}a_{v+r}a_{−r}ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_qξ‖ ≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{3β/2+κ−α/2}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ ≤ C‖F ‖_∞⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ for all α > 3β + 2κ ≥ 0 and N ∈ N sufficiently large. In the same way, we find that

|⟨ξ, (Υ_3 + Υ_4 + Υ_5)ξ⟩| ≤ C‖F ‖_∞⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ as well as |⟨ξ, Υ_6ξ⟩| ≤ C‖F ‖_∞ N ∗∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H , v∈P_L |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_{v+r}a_{−r}ξ‖‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_{−p}a_{p+v}ξ‖

≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{κ+α}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. Finally, we have that |⟨ξ, Υ_7ξ⟩| ≤ C‖F ‖_∞ N^2 ∗∑ p∈P^c_H ,r∈P_H ,q,v∈P_L ‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{−1/2}a_qa_{v+r}a_{−r}ξ‖

× |η_r|‖(N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)^{1/2}a_va_{−p}a_{p+q}ξ‖ ≤ C‖F ‖_∞N^{κ+α}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩. Combining the last five bounds with equation (B.28), equation (B.29) and Lemma 4.2, we conclude the proof of Lemma B.8.

Since sup_{p∈Λ}∗_+ |^V f_ℓ(./N^{1−κ})| ≤ C, we obtain immediately the following corollary. Corollary B.9. Assume α, β satisfy (4.4). Let Π_1 be defined as in equation (B.4). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that ± [ e^{−sA}(Π_1 + h.c.)e^{sA} − (Π_1 + h.c.) ] ≤ CN^{2κ+α}⟨ξ, (N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + 1)ξ⟩ (B.30) for all s ∈ [−1; 1] and N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Another consequence is the following result describing J^{(4)}_N , up to small errors. Corollary B.10. Assume α, β satisfy (4.4) and let μ = max(α + 3κ/2 − 1, κ/2 − β). Let J^{(4)}_N be defined as in (B.13). Then, we have

J^{(4)}_N = H_N − C_N + 1 √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 N^κ ^V f_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ})(b^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c.)

− N^κ ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N)

+ E^{(4)}_{JN} , where there exists a constant C > 0 such that

±e^AE^{(4)}_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ Cm_0(N^{−β/2} + N^{κ+μ})K + CN^{κ+μ}V_N + CN^μN_+ + CN^{α+2κ} + CN^μ for all N ∈ N sufficiently large.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the identity (B.24) and the bounds (B.25), (B.26), (B.27) as well as (B.30).

B.2 Proof of Proposition 4.1 Applying Corollary B.4, Proposition B.5, Corollary B.7 and Corollary B.10, we obtain

J_N = 4πa_0N^κ(N − N_+) + [ ^ V (0) − 4πa_0 ] N^κN_+(1 − N_+/N)

+ N^κ ^V (0) ∑ p∈P^c_H b^∗_pb_p + 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ]

+ N^κ ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N) + 1 √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 N^κ ^V f_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ})(b^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c.) + H_N

+ E^{(0)}_{JN} + E^{(2)}_{JN} + E^{(3)}_{JN} + E^{(4)}_{JN} , (B.31)

where we have set E^{(3)}_{JN} = E^{(3)}_{JN} (1). For μ = max(3α/2 + κ − 1, κ/2 − β), we know that ±e^A ( E^{(0)}_{JN} + E^{(2)}_{JN} + E^{(3)}_{JN} + E^{(4)}_{JN} ) e^{−A} ≤ C(N^{−β/2} + N^{κ+μ})K + CN^{κ+μ}V_N + CN^μN_+ + C(N^{α+2κ} + N^μ).

(B.32)

Hence, let’s evaluate the remaining contributions to J_N . With (3.11), we use the bound ∑ r∈P^c_H ∪{0} | ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N | ≤ CN^{α+κ−1}

to conclude that ± ( N^κ ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N)

+ N^κ ∫ Λ dx V (x)w_ℓ(x) ∑ v∈P_L a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N) + N^κ ∑ v∈P_L ^V w_ℓ(v/N^{1−κ})b^∗_vb_v )

≤ CN^{α+2κ−1}(N_+ + 1). (B.33)

Now, by Lemma 3.1, we have that ∫ Λ dx V (x)w_ℓ(x) = ^V (0) − 8πa_0 + O(N^{κ−1})

and, for v ∈ P_L, we find similarly that

^V w_ℓ(v/N^{1−κ}) = ^V w_ℓ(0) + O(|v|/N^{1−κ}) = ^V (0) − 8πa_0 + O(N^{β+κ−1}).

As a consequence, we deduce ± ( N^κ ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N)

− (8πa_0 − ^V (0))N^κ ∑ v∈P_L a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N) + (8πa_0 − ^V (0))N^κ ∑ v∈P_L b^∗_vb_v )

≤ CN^{α+2κ−1}(N_+ + 1).

(B.34)

Finally, we use the operator bounds ± ∑ v∈Λ^∗_+:v∈P^c_L a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N) ≤ CN_{≥N} β and ± ∑ v∈Λ^∗_+: v∈P^c_L∩P^c_H b^∗_vb_v(1 − N_+/N) ≤ CN_{≥N} β

to conclude that ± ( N^κ ∑ r∈P_H ,v∈P_L [ ^ V (r/N^{1−κ})η_r/N + ^V ((v + r)/N^{1−κ}))η_r/N ] a^∗_va_v(1 − N_+/N)

− (8πa_0 − ^V (0))N^κN_+(1 − N_+/N) − (8πa_0 − ^V (0))N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H b^∗_pb_p )

≤ CN^{α+2κ−1}(N_+ + 1) + CN^κN_{≥N} β .

(B.35)

Collecting the estimates (B.33) to (B.35), we summarize that

J_N = 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − 4πa_0N^κN^2_+/N + H_N

+ 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H b^∗_pb_p + 4πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 1 √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 N^κ ^V f_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ})(b^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c.)

+ E^{(0)}_{JN} + E^{(2)}_{JN} + E^{(3)}_{JN} + E^{(4)}_{JN} + E^{(5)}_{JN} ,

(B.36)

where the self-adjoint operator E^{(5)}_{JN} satisfies the operator inequalities

±e^AE^{(5)}_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ CN^κN_{≥N} β + CN^{α+2κ−1}N_+ + CN^κ ≤ CN^{κ−2β}K + CN^{α+2κ−1}N_+ + CN^κ. (B.37)

Notice that we applied Lemma 4.2 here. Now, let us consider the cubic term on the r.h.s. of equation (B.31). To this end, let’s define the self-adjoint operator E^{(6)}_{JN} by

E^{(6)}_{JN} = 1 √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 N^κ (^ V f_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ}) − 8πa_0 ) (b^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c.).

Since sup_{p∈P} c_H |^V f_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ}) − 8πa_0| ≤ CN^{α+κ−1}, we conclude with Lemma B.8 that ± ( e^AE^{(6)}_{JN} e^{−A} − E^{(6)}_{JN} ) ≤ CN^{2α+3κ−1}N_≥ 1_{2 N} α + CN^{2α+3κ−1} ≤ CN^{3κ−1}K + CN^{2α+3κ−1}.

Then, we recall that if m_0 ∈ R is such that m_0β = α, we know that m_0 ≤ 5. Hence, using once again that sup_{p∈P} c_H |^V f_ℓ(p/N^{1−κ}) − 8πa_0| ≤ CN^{α+κ−1} and controlling E^{(6)}_{JN} as in (B.6) to (B.7) (using m_0 ∈ [3; 5] and that |ab| ≤ δ|a|^2 + δ^{−1}|b|^2 with δ = N^{κ−β/2}), the previous estimate implies that ±e^AE^{(6)}_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ C(N^{α+2κ−β/2−1} + N^{3κ−1})K + CN^{2α+β/2+2κ−1} ≤ CN^{μ+κ/2−β/2}K + CN^{2α+β/2+2κ−1}. (B.38)

Combining the previous estimates and collecting (B.32), (B.37) and (B.38), we find that

J_N = 4πa_0N^{1+κ} − 4πa_0N^κN^2_+/N + 8πa_0N^κ ∑ p∈P^c_H [ b^∗_pb_p + 1 2 b^∗_pb^∗_{−p} + 1 2 b_pb_{−p} ]

+ 8πa_0N^κ √ N ∑ p∈P^c_H ,q∈P_L: p+q≠0 [ b^∗_{q+p}a^∗_{−p}a_q + h.c. ] + H_N + E_{JN} = J^{eff}_N + E_{JN} ,

(B.39)

where the self-adjoint operator E_{JN} = E^{(0)}_{JN} + E^{(2)}_{JN} + E^{(3)}_{JN} + E^{(4)}_{JN} + E^{(5)}_{JN} + E^{(6)}_{JN} satisfies

±e^AE_{JN} e^{−A} ≤ C(N^{−β/2} + N^{κ+μ})K + CN^{κ+μ}V_N + CN^μN_+ + CN^{α+2κ}(1 + N^{α+β/2−1}).

This is precisely the bound (4.6) and thus finishes the proof of the proposition.

References

[1] T. Balaban, J. Feldman, H. Knörrer, E. Trubowitz. Complex Bosonic Many-Body Models: Overview of the Small Field Parabolic Flow. Ann. Henri Poincaré 18 (2017), 2873–2903.

[2] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. Complete Bose-Einstein condensation in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. Comm. Math. Phys. 359 (2018), no. 3, 975–1026.

[3] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. The excitation spectrum of Bose gases interacting through singular potentials. Preprint arXiv:1704.04819. To appear on J. Eur. Math. Soc.

[4] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. Bogoliubov Theory in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit. Acta Mathematica 222 (2019), no. 2, 219–335.

[5] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. Optimal Rate for Bose- Einstein Condensation in the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime. Comm. Math. Phys. (2019), doi:10.1007/s00220-019-03555-9. Preprint arXiv:1812.03086.

[6] N. N. Bogoliubov. On the theory of superfluidity. Izv. Akad. Nauk. USSR 11 (1947), 77. Engl. Transl. J. Phys. (USSR) 11 (1947), 23.

[7] C. Brennecke, M. Caporaletti, B. Schlein. Excitation spectrum for Bose gases beyond the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. In preparation.

[8] C. Brennecke, B. Schlein. Gross-Pitaevskii dynamics for Bose-Einstein condensates.

Analysis & PDE 12 (2019), no. 6, 1513–1596.

[9] B. Brietzke, S. Fournais, J.P. Solovej. A Simple 2nd Order Lower Bound to the Energy of Dilute Bose Gases. Comm. Math. Phys. 376 (2020), 323–351.

[10] S. Fournais. Length scales for BEC in the dilute Bose gas. Preprint arXiv:2011.00309.

[11] S. Fournais, J.P. Solovej. The energy of dilute Bose gases. Ann. of Math. 192, No.

3 (2020), 893–976.

[12] C. Hainzl. Another proof of BEC in the GP-limit. Preprint arXiv:2011.09450.

[13] K. Huang, C. N. Yang. Quantum-Mechanical Many-Body Problem with Hard- Sphere Interaction. Phys. Rev. 105, 3, (1957), 767 –757.

[14] T. D. Lee, K. Huang, C. N. Yang. Eigenvalues and Eigenfunctions of a Bose System of Hard Spheres and Its Low-Temperature Properties. Phys. Rev. 106 (1957), 6, 1135–1145.

[15] T. D. Lee, C. N. Yang. Many-Body Problem in Quantum Mechanics and Quantum Statistical Mechanics. Phys. Rev. 105 (1957), 1119 – 1120.

[16] M. Lewin, P. T. Nam, S. Serfaty, J.P. Solovej. Bogoliubov spectrum of interacting Bose gases. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 68 (2014), 3, 413 – 471.

[17] E. H. Lieb and R. Seiringer. Proof of Bose-Einstein condensation for dilute trapped gases. Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002), 170409.

[18] E. H. Lieb and R. Seiringer. Derivation of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation for rotating Bose gases. Comm. Math. Phys. 264:2 (2006), 505-537.

[19] E. H. Lieb, R. Seiringer, J. P. Solovej and J. Yngvason. The Mathematics of the Bose Gas and its Condensation. Series: Oberwolfach Seminars. Birkhäuser Verlag, 2005.

[20] E. H. Lieb, R. Seiringer, and J. Yngvason. Bosons in a trap: A rigorous derivation of the Gross-Pitaevskii energy functional. Phys. Rev. A 61 (2000), 043602.

[21] P. T. Nam, M. Napiórkowski, J. Ricaud, A. Triay. Optimal rate of condensation for trapped bosons in the Gross–Pitaevskii regime. Preprint arXiv:2001.04364.

[22] P. T. Nam, N. Rougerie, R. Seiringer. Ground states of large bosonic systems: The Gross-Pitaevskii limit revisited. Analysis and PDE. 9 (2016), no. 2, 459–485

[23] R. Seiringer. The Excitation Spectrum for Weakly Interacting Bosons. Comm. Math.

Phys. 306 (2011), 565—578.