arXiv:2102.11052v3 [math-ph] 27 Aug 2021

Bose-Einstein Condensation with Optimal Rate for Trapped Bosons in the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime

Christian Brennecke^1, Benjamin Schlein^2, Severin Schraven^3

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

Institute of Mathematics, University of Zurich, Winterthurerstrasse 190, 8057 Zurich, Switzerland^{2,3}

November 19, 2023

Abstract We consider a Bose gas consisting of N particles in R^3 , trapped by an external field and interacting through a two-body potential with scattering length of order N^{´1}. We prove that low energy states exhibit complete Bose-Einstein condensation with optimal rate, generalizing previous work in [1, 4], restricted to translation invariant systems. This extends recent results in [15], removing the smallness assumption on the size of the scattering length.

1 Introduction and Main Results

We consider a system of N P N bosons trapped by an external potential in the Gross- Pitaevskii regime; the particles interact through a repulsive two-body potential with scattering length of order N^{´1}. The Hamilton operator as the form

H_N “ Nÿ j“1 “ ´Δ_{xj} ` V_{ext}px_j q ‰ ` ÿ 1ďiăjďN N^2V pNpx_i ´ x_j qq. (1.1)

and it acts on a dense subspace of the Hilbert space L^2_spR^{3N} q, the subspace of L^2pR^{3N} q consisting of functions that are symmetric with respect to permutations of the N particles. The confining potential V_{ext} P L^8_{loc}pR^3 q diverge to infinity, as |x| Ñ 8 (more precise conditions on V_{ext} will be introduced later on). Furthermore, we assume V P L^3pR^3 q to be pointwise non-negative, spherically symmetric and compactly supported (but our results could easily be extended to potentials decaying sufficiently fast at infinity).

The scattering length of V is defined through the zero-energy scattering equation „ ´Δ` 1 2 V pxq ȷ fpxq “ 0 (1.2) with the boundary condition fpxq Ñ 1, as |x| Ñ 8. For |x| large enough (outside the support of V ) we find fpxq “ 1´ a_0 |x| where the constant a_0 ą 0 is known as the scattering length of V . A simple computation shows that 8πa_0 “ ż R^3 V pxqfpxqdx. (1.3) Moreover, by scaling, (1.2) implies that „ ´Δ` 1 2 N^2V pNxq ȷ fpNxq “ 0 so that the scattering length of N^2V pN.q is given by a_0{N.

From [14], it is known that the ground state energy E_N of the Hamilton operator (1.1) satisfies lim_{NÑ8} E_N N “ inf

ψPH^1 pR^3 q:}ψ}_2“1

E_{GP} pψq, (1.4)

where E_{GP} denotes the Gross-Pitaevskii energy functional

E_{GP} pψq “ ż R^3 ` |∇ψpxq|^2 ` V_{ext}pxq|ψpxq|^2 ` 4πa_0|ψpxq|^4 ˘ dx. (1.5) For the rest of the paper, we will lighten the notation and write ş instead of ş R^3 .

Furthermore, we will write } ¨ } for the L^2-norm and indicate other L^p-norms by a suitable subscript. The Gross–Pitaevskii functional E_{GP} admits a unique normalized, strictly positive minimizer φ P L^2pR^3 q. It satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

´ Δφ ` V_{ext}φ ` 8πa_0|φ|^2φ “ ε_{GP} φ (1.6)

with the Lagrange multiplier ε_{GP} :“ E_{GP} pφq ` 4πa_0}φ}^4. As first shown in [12], the ground state of (1.1) exhibits complete Bose-Einstein condensation in the state φ. More precisely, if γ^{p1q}_N “ tr_{2,...,N} |ψ_N yxψ_N | denotes the one-particle reduced density associated with the ground state of (1.1), then

lim_{NÑ8}xφ, γ^{p1q}_N φy “ 1. (1.7)

This implies that, in the ground state of (1.1), the fraction of particles in the state φ approaches one, as N Ñ 8. The convergence in (1.7) was later extended in [13, 16] to any sequence ψ_N of approximate ground states, satisfying

lim_{NÑ8} 1 N xψ_N , H_N ψ_N y “ E_{GP} pφq.

For translation invariant systems (particles trapped in the box Λ “ r0; 1s^3, with periodic boundary conditions), (1.4) (stating, in this case, that E_N {N Ñ 4πa_0) and

(1.7) (establishing Bose-Einstein condensation in the zero-momentum mode φpxq “ 1 for all x P Λ) have been proved in [1, 4, 10] to hold with the optimal rate of convergence. This result was recently generalised in [15] (extending the approach of [6, 8]) to trapped systems described by the Hamilton operator (1.1), under the assumption of sufficiently small scattering length a_0.

Our goal in this paper is to obtain optimal bounds on the rate of convergence in (1.4) and (1.7), with no restriction on the size of the scattering length. To reach this goal, we adapt and extend the approach developed in [4] for the translation invariant case. To this end, we will impose, throughout the rest of this paper, the following conditions:

p1q V P L^3pR^3 q, V pxq ě 0 for a.e. x P R^3 , V spherically symmetric, supppV q compact, p2q V_{ext} P C^3pR^3 ; Rq, V_{ext} pxq Ñ 8 as |x| Ñ 8,

D C ą 0 @ x, y P R^3 : V_{ext}px ` yq ď CpV_{ext}pxq ` CqpV_{ext}pyq ` Cq, ∇V_{ext}, ΔV_{ext} have at most exponential growth as |x| Ñ 8. (1.8)

Note in particular that all polynomials in x^2 with positive leading coefficient satisfy condition p2q in (1.8). The assumptions that V_{ext}px ` yq ď CpV_{ext}pxq ` CqpV_{ext}pyq ` Cq and that ∇V_{ext}, ΔV_{ext} grow at most exponentially allow for certain simplifications of our analysis and are needed for technical reasons only.

Theorem 1.1. Assume (1.8) and let E_N denote the ground state energy of (1.1). Then, there exists a constant C ą 0 such that

E_N ě NE_{GP} pφq ´ C (1.9) and H_N ě NE_{GP} pφq ` C^{´1} Nÿ i“1 ` 1 ´ |φyxφ|_i ˘ ´ C. In particular, if ψ_N P L^2_spR^{3N} q with }ψ_N } “ 1 is an sequence of approximate ground states such that xψ_N , H_N ψ_N y ď NE_{GP} pφq ` ζ,

for a ζ ą 0, then the reduced density γ^{p1q}_N associated with ψ_N satisfies

1 ´ xφ, γ^{p1q}_N φy ď pC ` ζq N . Remark: Our techniques could also be used to prove an upper bound for E_N matching (1.9), implying that |E_N ´ NE_{GP} pφq| ď C. We do not show it, because it would require some non-trivial additional work (this is a consequence of our choice, leading to some technical simplifications, to work on the Fock space F^{ďN} rather than on F^{ďN}_{Kφ} , where we impose orthogonality to φ; we will explain this point in the next section) and because it is already established in [15] (the upper bound there does not require restrictions on the size of the potential)

Remark: We plan to apply Theorem 1.1 in a separate paper to determine the lowenergy spectrum of (1.1) and to establish the validity of the predictions of Bogoliubov theory, extending recent results obtained in [2, 3] for the translation invariant setting.

Acknowledgements. B.S. gratefully acknowledge support from the NCCR SwissMAP and from the Swiss National Foundation of Science through the SNF Grant “Effective equations from quantum dynamics” and the SNF Grant “Dynamical and energetic properties of Bose-Einstein condensates”.

2 Excitation Hamiltonians

We introduce the bosonic Fock space F “ à ně0 L^2_spR^{3n} q “ à ně0 L^2pR^3 q^{bsn}

On F, we consider creation and annihilation operators, satisfying the canonical commutation relations

rapgq, a^˚phqs “ xg, hy, rapgq, aphqs “ ra^˚pgq, a^˚phqs “ 0 (2.1)

for all g, h P L^2pR^3 q. We also introduce position and momentum-space operator-valued distributions a_x, a^˚_x and â_p, â^˚_p , for x, p P R^3 , so that apfq “ ż f̄pxq a_x dx “ ż ^̄fppq â_p dp, a˚pfq “ ż fpxq a^˚_x dx “ ż f̂ppq â^˚_p dp. In terms of these operator-valued distributions, the number of particles operator N , defined by pN Ψq^{pnq} “ nΨ^{pnq} for every Ψ P F, takes the form N “ ż a^˚_xa_x dx “ ż â^˚_pâ_p dp. More generally, given an operator A : L^2pR^3 q Ñ L^2pR^3 q with kernel Apx; yq, we define its second quantization dΓpAq acting in F through

dΓpAq “ ż dxdy Apx; yqa^˚_xa_y. In particular, N “ dΓp1q is the second quantization of the identity operator.

It is simple to check that creation and annihilation operators are bounded, with respect to N^{1{2}. In fact, we find that

}apfqΨ} ď }f} }N^{1{2}Ψ}, }a^˚pfqΨ} ď }f} }pN ` 1q^{1{2}Ψ}. (2.2)

To describe excitations of the Bose-Einstein condensate, we also define the truncated Fock spaces

F^{ďN} “ Nà n“0 L^2pR^3 q^{bsn}, and F^{ďN}_{Kφ} “ Nà n“0 L^2_{Kφ}pR^3 q^{bsn} defined over L^2pR^3 q and, respectively, over L^2_{Kφ}pR^3 q, the orthogonal complement of the condensate wave function φ in L^2pR^3 q (φ is the unique minimizer of (1.5)). Since they do not preserve the number of particles, creation and annihilation operators are not welldefined on F^{ďN} and F^{ďN}_{Kφ} (but notice that products of a creation and an annihilation operators are well-defined). They are replaced by modified creation and annihilation operators

b^˚pfq “ a^˚pfq c N ´ N N , bpfq “ c N ´ N N apfq. For every f P L^2pR^3 q, bpfq and b^˚pfq map F^{ďN} to F^{ďN} . If moreover f K φ, we also find bpfq, b^˚pfq : F^{ďN}_{Kφ} Ñ F^{ďN}_{Kφ} . From (2.2) we have

}bpfqΨ} ď }f}}N^{1{2}Ψ}, }b^˚pfqΨ} ď }f}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}Ψ}.

Also here, it is convenient to introduce operator-valued distributions b_x, b^˚_x, for any x P R^3 , and, in momentum space b̂_p, b̂^˚_p , for any p P R^3 . They satisfy the commutation relations (focussing here on position space operators)

rb_x, b^˚_y s “ ^ 1´ N N ˙ δpx ´ yq´ 1 N a^˚_y a_x, rb_x, b_ys “ rb^˚_x, b^˚_y s “ 0 (2.3) and rb_x, a^˚_y a_zs “ δpx ´ yqb_z, rb^˚_x, a^˚_y a_zs “ ´δpx ´ zqb^˚_y . (2.4)

In particular, it follows that rb_x, N s “ b_x and rb^˚_x, N s “ ´b^˚_x.

We factor out the Bose-Einstein condensate applying a unitary map U_N : L^2_spR^{3N} q Ñ F^{ďN}_{Kφ} , first introduced in [11]. To define U_N , we observe that any ψ_N P L^2_spR^{3N} q can be uniquely decomposed as

ψ_N “ α_0φ^{bN}_0 ` α_1 b_s φ^{bpN´1q}_0 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_N

with α_j P L^2_{Kφ}pR^3 q^{bsj} for every j “ 0, . . . , N. Thus, we can set U_N ψ_N “ tα_0, α_1, . . . , α_N u P F^{ďN}_{Kφ} . It is then possible to show that U_N is unitary; see [11] for details.

With U_N , we can define the excitation Hamiltonian L_N “ U_N H_N U^˚_N , acting on a dense subspace of F^{ďN}_{Kφ} . The action of U_N on creation and annihilation operators is given by

U_N a^˚pφqapφqU^˚_N “ N ´ N , U_N a^˚pfqapφqU^˚_N “ a^˚pfq ? N ´ N “ ? N b^˚pfq, U_N a^˚pφqapgqU^˚_N “ ? N ´ N apgq “ ? N bpgq, U_N a^˚pfqapgqU^˚_N “ a^˚pfqapgq

(2.5)

for all f, g P L^2_{Kφ}pR^3 q, where N denotes the number of particles operator in F^{ďN}_{Kφ} . Writing H_N in second quantized form and using (2.5), we proceed as in [11, Section 4] and find that L_N “ L^{p0q}_N ` L^{p1q}_N ` L^{p2q}_N ` L^{p3q}_N ` L^{p4q}_N , where, in the sense of forms in F^{ďN}_{Kφ} , we have that

L^{p0q}_N “ @ φ, “ ´ Δ ` V_{ext}` 1 2 ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘‰ φ D pN ´ N q ´ 1 2 @ φ, ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ D pN ` 1qp1 ´ N {Nq,

L^{p1q}_N “ ? Nb `` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ´ 8πa_0|φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘ ´ N ` 1 ? N b `` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘ ` h.c.,

L^{p2q}_N “ ż dx p∇_xa^˚_x∇_xa_x ` V_{ext}pxqa^˚_xa_xq ` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|^2 ´ b^˚_xb_x´ 1 N a^˚_xa_x ¯

` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ´ b^˚_xb_y´ 1 N a^˚_xa_y ¯

` 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqφpxq ´ b^˚_xb^˚_y ` h.c. ¯ , L^{p3q}_N “ ż N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq ` b^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` h.c. ˘ dxdy, L^{p4q}_N “ 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqa^˚_xa^˚_y a_ya_x.

(2.6)

While L_N maps F^{ďN}_{Kφ} to itself, the operators L^{pjq}_N , j P t0, 1, 2, 3, 4u are also well defined as operators on F^{ďN} . In the following, it will be technically convenient to identify the L^{pjq}_N , through Eq. (2.6), as acting in F^{ďN} and in this case we will denote them by rL^{pjq}_N . Moreover, we define

rL_N “ rL^{p0q}_N ` rL^{p1q}_N ` rL^{p2q}_N ` rL^{p3q}_N ` rL^{p4q}_N (2.7)

as a self-adjoint operator acting on a dense subspace in F^{ďN} . In particular, if Γpqq is the orthogonal projection from F^{ďN} onto F^{ďN}_{Kφ} , defined by pΓpqqΨq^{pnq} “ q^{bn}Ψ^{pnq} for every n P t0, 1, . . . , Nu, with q “ 1 ´ |φyxφ|, then L_N “ Γpqq rL_N Γpqq in F^{ďN}_{Kφ} .

The vacuum expectation of L_N is given, up to terms of order one, by N ż „ |∇φpxq|^2 ` V_{ext}pxq|φpxq|^2` 1 2 pV p0q|φpxq|^4 ȷ dx Since V̂ p0q ą 8πa_0, the difference between xΩ, L_N Ωy and the ground state energy of L_N (or of H_N ) is very large, of order N, in the limit N Ñ 8. The point is that, through the map U_N , we expand H_N around the energy of the pure condensate wave function φ^{bN} P L^2_spR^{3N} q. In the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, however, it is well-known that short scale correlations among particles play a crucial role; they even affect the energy to leading order. To extract the missing correlation energy, we will conjugate L_N with two unitary operator, given by the exponential of a quadratic and a cubic operator in (modified) creation and annihilation operators. We follow here the basic strategy of [4]. Loosely speaking, through unitary conjugation, we renormalize the singular interaction, producing a soft, mean-field potential whose ultraviolet behavior is easy to control. This procedure extracts the missing correlation energy from the higher order terms in L_N and, at the same time, it generates the coercivity needed to show Theorem 1.1.

In our first renormalization step, we will conjugate L_N with a generalized Bogoliubov transformation. To define the kernel of the quadratic phase, we consider the ground state solution of the Neumann problem „ ´Δ` 1 2 V ȷ f_ℓ “ λ_ℓf_ℓ (2.8)

on the ball |x| ď Nℓ, for some 0 ă ℓ ă 1. For simplicity, we omit here the N-dependence in the notation for f_ℓ and for λ_ℓ. By radial symmetry of the interaction V , f_ℓ is radially symmetric and we normalize it such that f_ℓpxq “ 1 if |x| “ Nℓ. By scaling, f_ℓpN.q solves „ ´Δ` N^2 2 V pNxq ȷ f_ℓpNxq “ N^2λ_ℓf_ℓpNxq

on the ball where |x| ď ℓ. Later in our analysis, we will choose the parameter ℓ ą 0 to be sufficiently small, but it will always be of order one, independent of N. We then extend f_ℓpN.q to R^3 , by setting f_{N,ℓ}pxq “ f_ℓpNxq if |x| ď ℓ and f_{N,ℓ}pxq “ 1 for x P R^3 with |x| ą ℓ. Thus, f_ℓpN.q solves the equation ^ ´Δ` N^2 2 V pN.q ˙ f_{N,ℓ} “ N^2λ_ℓf_{N,ℓ}χ_ℓ (2.9)

where χ_ℓ denotes the characteristic function of the ball B_ℓp0q of radius ℓ, centered at the origin in R^3 . Finally, we denote by w_ℓ the function w_ℓ “ 1 ´ f_ℓ. Notice that by scaling, w_ℓpN.q has compact support in B_ℓp0q, for all N P N sufficiently large. Defining the Fourier transform of w_ℓ through

pw_ℓppq “ ż dx w_ℓpxqe^{´2πipx}, we see that w_ℓpN.q has Fourier transform ż dx w_ℓpNxqe^{´2πipx} “ 1 N^3 pw_ℓpp{Nq and we record that (2.9) implies that

´4π^2p^2 pw_ℓpp{Nq`

N^2 2 p pV p.{Nq ˚ pf_{N,ℓ}qppq “ N^5λ_ℓppχ_ℓ ˚ pf_{N,ℓ}qppq.

The next lemma collects important properties of f_ℓ, w_ℓ and the Neumann eigenvalue λ_ℓ.

Lemma 2.1. Let V P L^3pR^3 q be non-negative, compactly supported and spherically symmetric. Fix ℓ ą 0 and let f_ℓ denote the solution of (2.8).

i) We have that λ_ℓ “

3a_0 pℓNq^3 ´ 1 ` O

´ a_0 ℓN ¯¯ (2.10)

ii) We have 0 ď f_ℓ, w_ℓ ď 1 and there exists a constant C ą 0 such that ˇ ˇ ˇ ż R^3 V pxqf_ℓpxqdx ´ 8πa_0 ˇ ˇ ˇ ď Ca_0 ℓN (2.11)

for all ℓ P p0; 1q, N P N.

iii) There exists a constant C ą 0 such that

w_ℓpxq ď C |x| ` 1 and |∇w_ℓpxq| ď C |x|^2 ` 1

. (2.12)

for all x P R^3 , ℓ P p0; 1q and N P N large enough. Moreover, ˇ ˇ ˇ 1 pNℓq^2 ż R^3 w_ℓpxqdx´ 2 5 πa_0 ˇ ˇ ˇ ď Ca^2_0 Nℓ for all ℓ P p0; 1q and N P N large enough.

iv) There exists a constant C ą 0 such that

| pw_ℓppq| ď C |p|^2

(2.13)

for all p P R^3 , ℓ P p0; 1q and N P N large enough.

Proof. This has already been proved in [3, Appendix B], based on [7, Lemma A.1] and [4, Lemma 4.1].

Let us now define the correlation kernel for the generalized Bogoliubov transformation that we will be using. We denote by G : R^3 Ñ R the rescaled function

Gpxq “ ´Nw_ℓpNxq (2.14)

which has compact support in B_ℓp0q and which, by (2.13), satisfies for all p P R^3

| pGppq| ď C |p|^2

. (2.15)

We denote by χ_H the characteristic function of tp P R^3 : |p| ě ℓ^{´α}u, for fixed α ą 0, and by qχ_H its inverse Fourier transform. Finally, we define η_H P L^2pR^3 ^ R^3 q by

η_H px, yq “ pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yqφpxqφpyq. (2.16)

The next lemma summarizes basic properties of the kernel η_H P L^2pR^3 ^ R^3 q.

Lemma 2.2. Assume (1.8), let ℓ P p0; 1q and let α ą 0. Set η_{H,x}pyq “ η_H px; yq for x P R^3 . Then, there exists C ą 0, uniform in N, ℓ P p0; 1q and x P R^3 , such that

}η_H } ď Cℓ^{α{2}, }η_{H,x}} ď Cℓ^{α{2}|φpxq|, }∇_1η_H }, }∇_2η_H } ď C ? N. (2.17)

Furthermore, identifying η_H px; yq with the kernel of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on L^2pR^3 q and η^{pnq}_H px; yq with the kernel of its n-th power, we have for n ě 2 and x, y P R^3 that

|η^{pnq}_H px; yq| ď }η_{H,x}} ¨ }η_{H,y}} ¨ }η_H }^{n´2} ď Cℓ^α}η_H }^{n´2}|φpxq| ¨ |φpyq| (2.18)

and, for all N sufficiently large, that

|η_H px; yq| ď CN|φpxq||φpyq| ď CN. (2.19)

Proof. By Theorem A.1, }φ}_8 ď C ă 8 so that together with Eq. (2.15), we find that

}η_{H,x}}^2 “ ż dy |pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yq|^2 ¨ |φpxq|^2 ¨ |φpyq|^2

ď }φ}^2_8 ¨ |φpxq|^2 ¨ }G ˚ qχ_H }^2 ď C|φpxq|^2 ż |p|ěℓ^{´α} dp | pGppq|^2

ď C|φpxq|^2 ż |p|ěℓ^{´α} dp 1 |p|^4

“ Cℓ^α|φpxq|^2.

This concludes the first two bounds in (2.17), once we integrate the right hand side of the last estimate. To bound the gradient, we proceed similarly and find for i “ 1, 2 that

}∇_iη_H }^2 ď ż dxdy |∇pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yq|^2 ¨ |φpxq|^2 ¨ |φpyq|^2 ` ż dxdy |pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yq|^2 ¨ |∇φpxq|^2 ¨ |φpyq|^2

ď C}pG ˚ qχ_H q}^2_H1 ď C}G}^2_H1 ď C ż dx N^4 p|Nx|^2 ` 1q^2 “ CN. Notice that we used the pointwise estimate (2.12) in the second to last step. The estimates in (2.18) follow directly from (2.17) and Cauchy-Schwarz. Finally, (2.19) follows from }φ}_8 ď C, }G}_8 ď N as well as }G ˚ }χ_Hc }_8 ď }G}_1} }χ_Hc }_8 ď Cℓ^{1´3α{2} ď CN for N large enough. Here, qχ_Hc denotes the inverse Fourier transform of the characteristic function on P^c_H .

With the kernel η_H , we consider the quadratic expression B “ 1 2 ż dxdy η_H px; yq “ b^˚_xb^˚_y ´ b_xb_y ‰ (2.20)

and the unitary operator e^B : F^{ďN} Ñ F^{ďN} (since η_H is real, the operator B is antisymmetric). Because of its similarity with a Bogoliubov transformation (which would have a_x, a_y, instead of the modified fields b_x, b_y in (2.20)), we call e^B a generalized Bogoliubov transformation. Notice that we do not project η_H into the orthogonal complement of the condensate wave function φ. As a consequence, B and e^B do not map F^{ďN}_{Kφ} into itself. This is not a problem for us, because we perform our analysis on the larger space F^{ďN} and only at the end (in Section 3) we switch back to the right space. An important properties of the unitary operator e^B is that it preserves the number of particles, up to corrections of order one. The following lemma was proved in [5, Lemma 3.1]; it is based on the observation that }η_H } ď Cℓ^{α{2} ď C.

Lemma 2.3. Let B be the antisymmetric operator defined in (2.20). For every n P Z there exists a constant C ą 0 such that

e^{´B} pN ` 1q^ne^B ď CpN ` 1q^n

as an operator inequality on F^{ďN} .

Other important properties of the generalized Bogoliubov transformation e^B will be discussed at the beginning of Section 4 (in particular, we will show there that, on states with few excitations, e^B acts like a standard Bogoliubov transformation, up to small errors).

With rL_N from (2.7), we can now define the quadratically renormalized excitation Hamiltonian G_N “ e^{´B} rL_N e^B . (2.21) The next proposition summarizes important properties of G_N . Before stating it, let us introduce the notation K “ ż dx a^˚_xp´Δ_xqa_x, V_N “ 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqa^˚_xa^˚_y a_ya_x, V_{ext} “ ż dx V_{ext}pxqa^˚_xa_x, H_N “ K ` V_{ext} ` V_N Proposition 2.4. Assume (1.8) and let η_H be defined as in (2.16), with an α ą 3. Let

G^{eff}_N “ NE_{GP} pφq ´ ε_{GP} N ` 4πa_0}φ}^4 N^2{N ` H_N ` 2 pV p0q ż dx|φpxq|^2b^˚_xb_x

` 4πa_0 ż dxdy qχ_Hc px ´ yqφpxqφpyqpb^˚_xb^˚_y ` h.c.q ` 1 ? N ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqpb^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` h.c.q

(2.22)

where ε_{GP} has been introduced in (1.6) and χ_Hc denotes the characteristic function of the set tp P R^3 : |p| ď ℓ^{´α}u. Then we have G_N “ G^{eff}_N ` E_{GN} , where we can bound

˘E_{GN} ď Cℓ^{pα´3q{2}pN ` K ` V_N q ` Cℓ^{´5α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2 ` Cℓ^{´4α}

for a constant C, independent of N P N and ℓ P p0; 1q.

Remark: In (2.20), we could have projected the kernel η_H orthogonally to φ. In this way, we could have defined G_N as an operator on F^{ďN}_{Kφ} (conjugating L_N , rather than rL_N , with eB ). Also with this definition of G_N , we could have proven bounds similar to those in Prop. 2.4, at the expenses of a longer proof (this procedure would also give an upper bound for the ground state energy, as in the remark after Theorem 1.1).

While the vacuum expectation of G_N gives now, to leading order, the correct ground state energy of the Hamiltonian (1.1), the estimates in Prop. 2.4 are still not enough to show a bound for N in low-energy states. The main issue is the cubic term in (2.22). With Cauchy-Schwarz we can bound it with the positive quartic term V_N (contained in H_N ), but this produces a negative quadratic contribution that kills coercivity. To overcome this problem, we have to renormalize the excitation Hamiltonian G_N again (actually, only its main part G^{eff}_N ), but this time through the exponential of an expression cubic in creation and annihilation operators.

If χ_H denotes the characteristic function of the set tp P R^3 : |p| ě ℓ^{´α}u and G is defined as in (2.14), we define the kernel

ν_H px; yq “ pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yqφpyq. (2.23)

For our analysis below, it will also be useful to introduce rkpx; yq “ ´Nw_ℓpNpx ´ yqqφpyq so that in particular ν_H px; yq “ rkpx; yq ´ pG ˚ qχ_Hc qpx ´ yqφpyq. The next lemma summarizes important properties of ν_H and its relation to rk.

Lemma 2.5. Assume (1.8) and let ℓ P p0; 1q. Then ν_H satisfies

}ν_H } ď Cℓ^{α{2}, }ν_{H,x}} ď Cℓ^{α{2}, }ν_{H,y}} ď Cℓ^{α{2}|φpyq| (2.24)

for all x, y P R^3 and for all N sufficiently large. Moreover, denoting by pν_H pp; qq “ pGppqχ_H ppq pφpp ` qq the Fourier transform of ν_H as a function in L2pR3 ^ R3 q, we have for all p, q P R^3 that }pν_{H,p}} ď C |p|^2 χ_H ppq, }pν_{H,q}} ď Cℓ^{α{2}. (2.25)

Proof. Using (2.15) we find that

}ν_H } ď }G ˚ qχ_H } }φ} ď C} pGχ_H } ď Cℓ^{α{2}

as well as

}ν_{H,x}} ď }φ}_8}G ˚ qχ_H } ď Cℓ^{α{2}, }ν_{H,y}} “ |φpyq|}G ˚ qχ_H } ď Cℓ^{α{2}|φpyq|.

Finally, (2.25) follows from pν_H pp; qq “ pGppqχ_H ppq pφpp ` qq and the estimate (2.15).

A part from χ_H , we will also need a second cutoff, localising on small momenta (we are constructing the cubic operator (2.28), involving three particles; one particle should have small momentum, the other two large momenta, similarly to [4, Eq. (5.1)] in the translation invariant case). Here, it is convenient to use the Gaussian function

g_Lppq “ e^{´pℓβ pq2} (2.26)

for an exponent 0 ă β ă α (g_L localises on momenta |p| À ℓ^{´β} ! ℓ^{´α}). Notice that the inverse Fourier transform of g_L is given by

ǧ_Lpxq “ p ? πℓ^{´β}q^3e^{´pπℓ´β xq2} .

In particular, it satisfies }ǧ_L}_1 “ 1, }ǧ_L} “ Cℓ^{´ 3β2} . (2.27) With ν_H defined as in (2.23) and g_L from (2.26), we introduce the operator A “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zq ` b^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ´ h.c. ˘ . (2.28)

Since A is anti-symmetric, e^A : F^{ďN} Ñ F^{ďN} is a unitary map. An important observation is that conjugation with e^A only increases the number of particles by a constant of order one, independent of N (this result is similar to Lemma 2.3, for the action of the generalized Bogoliubov transform e^B ).

Lemma 2.6. Assume (1.8), let ℓ P p0; 1q, t P r´1; 1s, α ą 0 and let k P Z. Then, there exists a constant C “ Cpkq ą 0 such that in the sense of forms on on F^{ďN} , we have

e^{´tA}pN ` 1q^ke^{tA} ď CpN ` 1q^k. (2.29)

Proof. The proof is based on a Gronwall argument. Given ξ P F^{ďN} , we define f_ξ by f_ξpsq “ xξ, e^{´sA}pN ` 1q^ke^{sA}ξy. Taking its derivative yields

B_sf_ξpsq “ 2Re xξ, e^{´sA}rpN ` 1q^k, Ase^{sA}ξy

and it is straight-forward to verify that

rpN ` 1q^k, As “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` pN ` 2q^k ´ pN ` 1q^k ˘ ` h.c.

By the mean value theorem, there exists a function Θ : N Ñ p0; 1q such that

pN ` 2q^k ´ pN ` 1q^k “ kpN ` ΘpN q ` 1q^{k´1}.

Thus, together with Cauchy-Schwarz, (2.24) and (2.27), we obtain that

|B_sf_ξpsq| ď 2k ? N ż dxdydz |ν_H px; yq|ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xa_ypN ` 1q^{k´12} e^{sA}ξ}}a_zpN ` 1q^{k´12} e^{sA}ξ} ď C ? N ^ ż dxdz }ν_{H,x}}^2|ǧ_Lpx ´ zq|}a_z pN ` 1q^{k´12} e^{sA}ξ}^2

˙_{1{2}

^ ^ ż dxdydz |ǧ_Lpx ´ zq|}a_xa_ypN ` 1q^{k´12} e^{sA}ξ}^2

˙_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{α{2} ? N }pN ` 1q^{k2} e^{sA}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{k`12} e^{sA}ξ} ď C}pN ` 1q^{k2} e^{sA}ξ}^2 “ Cf_ξpsq.

Since C is indepedent of ξ P F^{ďN} , the claim follows from Gronwall’s inequality.

Now, recalling the definition of G^{eff}_N in (2.22), let us define the cubically renormalized excitation Hamiltonian J_N through

J_N “ e^{´A}G^{eff}_N e^A. (2.30)

Proposition 2.7. Assume (1.8), let ℓ P p0; 1q and fix 2β ą α ą 7β{5 as well as α ą 4. Moreover, assume that N P N is sufficiently large and that ℓ P p0; 1q is sufficiently small (but fixed, independently of N). Then, there exist κ ą 0 and a constant C ą 0, independent of N and ℓ, such that

J_N ě NE_{GP} pφq` 1 2 dΓp´Δ_x ` V_{ext}pxq ` 8πa_0|φpxq|^2 ´ ε_{GP} q

´ Cℓ^κN ´ Cℓ^{´4α}pN ` 1q^2{N ´ Cℓ^{´2β}.

(2.31)

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

It is enough to prove that there exist constants c, C ą 0, independent of N P N, such that for all sufficiently large N, we have in the sense of forms in F^{ďN}_{Kφ} that

L_N ě NE_{GP} pφq ` c N ´ C. (3.1)

To prove (3.1), we first localize the operator rL_N defined in (2.7), based on an argument from [11] (see, in particular, [11, Prop. 6.1]). To this end, let δ P p0; 1q (it will be determined below) and let 0 ď f, g ď 1 be two smooth, real-valued functions such that f^2 ` g^2 “ 1, fpxq “ 1 for |x| ď 1{2 as well as fpxq “ 0 for |x| ě 1. With the notation f_{δN} “ fpN {δNq, g_{δN} “ gpN {δNq, we observe that

rL_N “ f_{δN} rL_N f_{δN} ` g_{δN} rL_N g_{δN} ` 1 2 ` rf_{δN} , rf_{δN} , rL_N ss ` rg_{δN} , rg_{δN} , rL_N ss ˘ ,

Thus, in the sense of forms on F^{ďN} , we have

L_N “ Γpqqf_{δN} rL_N f_{δN} Γpqq ` Γpqqg_{δN} rL_N g_{δN} Γpqq ` 1 2 Γpqq ` rf_{δN} , rf_{δN} , rL_N ss ` rg_{δN} , rg_{δN} , rL_N ss ˘ Γpqq. (3.2)

Recall here that q “ 1 ´ |φyxφ| and that Γpqq is the orthogonal projection from F^{ďN} onto F^{ďN}_K . The second line in (3.2) contains error terms and they can be controlled as follows. Observing that

rf_{δN} , rf_{δN} , rL_N ss “ ? Nb^˚ `` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ´ 8πa_0|φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘` f_{δN} pN ` 1q ´ f_{δN} pN q

˘_2

´ b^˚ `` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘ N ` 1 ? N ` f_{δN} pN ` 1q ´ f_{δN} pN q

˘_2

` 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqφpxqb^˚_xb^˚_y ` f_{δN} pN ` 2q ´ f_{δN} pN q

˘_2

` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqb^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` f_{δN} pN ` 1q ´ f_{δN} pN q

˘_2 ` h.c.,

and similarly for rg_{δN} , rg_{δN} , rL_N ss, a straight-forward application of Cauchy-Schwarz, }φ}_8 ď C, }N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2}_8 ď C and the mean value theorem implies that

rf_{δN} , rf_{δN} , rL_N ss ` rg_{δN} , rg_{δN} , rL_N ss ě ´C ` }f^1}^2_8 ` }g^1}^2_8

˘pV_N ` Nq δ^2N^2 . Hence, we find the lower bound

L_N ě Γpqqf_{δN} rL_N f_{δN} Γpqq ` Γpqqg_{δN} rL_N g_{δN} Γpqq ´ C Γpqq V_N δ^2N^2

Γpqq ´ C. (3.3)

In the next step, we control the first contribution on the r.h.s. in (3.3) through Prop. 2.4 and Prop. 2.7. We define G_N as in (2.21), J_N as in (2.30) and we choose the parameters α, β ą 0 such that 2β ą α ą 7β{5 and α ą 5. Moreover, we assume in the following that N is sufficiently large and that ℓ P p0; 1q is sufficiently small. These assumptions ensure that the conditions in Prop. 2.4 and Prop. 2.7 are satisfied. Then, by Prop. 2.4 and Lemma 2.3, we find that

f_{δN} rL_N f_{δN} “ f_{δN} e^B G^{eff}_N e^{´B}f_{δN} ` f_{δN} e^B E_{GN} e^{´B} f_{δN} ě NE_{GP} pφqf^2_{δN} ` f_{δN} e^B ` G^{eff}_N ´ NE_{GP} pφq ˘ e^{´B} f_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{κ1} f_{δN} e^B ` N ` K ` V_N ˘ e^{´B}f_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{´κ2} N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2f^2_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{´κ2} ě NE_{GP} pφqf^2_{δN} ` f_{δN} e^B ` G^{eff}_N ´ NE_{GP} pφq ˘ e^{´B} f_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{κ1} f_{δN} e^B ` N ` K ` V_N ˘ e^{´B}f_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{´κ2} δN f^2_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{´κ2}

for suitable κ_1, κ_2 ą 0. Before we can continue and apply Prop. 2.7, we need to bound the error proportional to pN ` K ` V_N q in terms of G^{eff}_N , as defined in (2.22). To this end we observe that, since χ_Hc ppq ě 0, ż dxdy qχ_Hc px ´ yqφpxqφpyqpb^˚_x ` b_xqpb^˚_y ` b_yq ě 0,

Denoting by A the operator with kernel Apx; yq “ χ̌_Hc px ´ yqφpxqφpyq, and observing that, with (A.2), }A} ď sup_x ş |Apx; yq|dy ď C, uniformly in ℓ P p0; 1q, we conclude that ż dxdy qχ_Hc px ´ yqφpxqφpyq ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ` h.c. ˘ ě ´2dΓpAq ´ qχ_Hc p0q ě ´CN ´ Cℓ^{´3α}

With this bound (and with Cauchy-Schwarz), (2.22) then easily implies that

G^{eff}_N ´ NE_{GP} pφq ě 1 2 H_N ´ CN ´ Cℓ^{´α}. Hence, we obtain that

f_{δN} rL_N f_{δN} ě NE_{GP} pφqf^2_{δN} ` p1 ´ Cℓ^{κ1} qf_{δN} e^B ` G^{eff}_N ´ NE_{GP} pφq ˘ e^{´B} f_{δN} ´ C ` ℓ^{κ1} ` ℓ^{´κ2} δ ˘ N f^2_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{´κ2} .

(3.4)

Now, we apply Prop. 2.7, Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.6 which yields similarly as above f_{δN} e^B ` G^{eff}_N ´ NE_{GP} pφq ˘ e^{´B} f_{δN} “ f_{δN} e^B e^A ` J_N ´ NE_{GP} pφq ˘ e^{´A}e^{´B} f_{δN} ě 1 2 f_{δN} e^Be^AdΓp´Δ_x ` V_{ext}pxq ` 8πa_0|φpxq|^2 ´ ε_{GP} qe^{´A}e^{´B} f_{δN} ´ C ` ℓ^{κ1} ` ℓ^{´κ2} δ ˘ N f^2_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{´κ2} .

From (1.6) and under the assumptions (1.8), the operator h_{GP} “ ´Δ ` V_{ext}pxq` 8πa_0|φpxq|^2 ´ ε_{GP} has the simple eigenvalue 0 at the bottom of its spectrum (with eigenvector φ) and a positive gap λ_1 ą 0 on top of it; see, for example, [17, Theorem XIII.47]. Applying once more Lemmas 2.3 and 2.6, we therefore find that f_{δN} e^B ` G^{eff}_N ´ NE_{GP} pφq ˘ e^{´B} f_{δN} ě λ_1 2 f_{δN} e^B e^ApN ´ a^˚pφqapφqqe^{´A}e^{´B} f_{δN} ´ C ` ℓ^{κ1} ` ℓ^{´κ2} δ ˘ N f^2_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{´κ2}

(3.5)

With the commutators ” a^˚pφqapφq, A ı “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφpxqb^˚pφqa^˚_y a_z ` 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφpyqb^˚_xa^˚pφqa_z ´ 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφpzqb^˚_xa^˚_y apφq ` h.c. ” a^˚pφqapφq, B ı “ ż dxdy η_H px; yqφpyqb^˚_xb^˚pφq ` h.c.

and with Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.6, we find

´e^B e^Aa^˚pφqapφqe^{´A}e^{´B} ě ´a^˚pφqapφq ´ Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q.

Thus, inserting in (3.5) and then in (3.4), and using again Lemmas 2.3 and 2.6, we arrive at f_{δN} rL_N f_{δN} ě NE_{GP} pφqf^2_{δN} ` rc p1 ´ Cℓ^{κ1} q N f^2_{δN}´ λ_1 2 p1 ´ Cℓ^{κ1} qa^˚pφqapφqf^2_{δN} ´ C ` ℓ^{κ1} ` ℓ^{´κ2} δ ˘ N f^2_{δN} ´ Cℓ^{´κ2} ,

where the constants rc, C ą 0 are independent of ℓ P p0; 1q, δ P p0; 1q and N P N.

We now set δ “ ℓ^{2κ2} and choose ℓ sufficiently small, so that the last bound implies

f_{δN} rL_N f_{δN} ě NE_{GP} pφqf^2_{δN} ` c_1 N f^2_{δN}´ λ_1 4 a^˚pφqapφqf^2_{δN} ´ C. (3.6)

Here, the positive constant c_1 ą 0 is independent of ℓ P p0; 1q, δ P p0; 1q and N P N. For the rest of the proof, we fix this choice of δ “ ℓ^{4κ2} and this (sufficiently small) value of ℓ P p0; 1q so that (3.6) holds true. Then, substituting (3.6) into (3.3), we get

L_N ě NE_{GP} pφqf^2_{δN} Γpqq ` c_1 N f^2_{δN} Γpqq ` g_{δN} Γpqq rL_N Γpqqg_{δN} ´ C Γpqq V_N δ^2N^2

Γpqq ´ C

in the sense of forms in F^{ďN}_{Kφ} . Notice that we used that Γpqqa^˚pφqapφqΓpqq “ 0 and rΓpqq, N s “ 0. Since Γpqq rL_N Γpqq “ L_N in the sense of forms in F^{ďN}_{Kφ} and since Γpqq_{|F} ďN_{Kφ} “ id_{|F} ďN_{Kφ} , the previous bound translates to

L_N ě NE_{GP} pφqf^2_{δN} ` c_1 N f^2_{δN} ` g_{δN} L_N g_{δN} ´ C V_N δ^2N^2

´ C (3.7)

in the sense of forms in F^{ďN}_{Kφ}

Next, we notice that the contribution proportional to g_{δN} L_N g_{δN} in (3.7) can be controlled as explained in [4], using the results from [13, 16], i.e. (1.7). This argument shows that there exists some constant c_2 ą 0 such that for all sufficiently large N P N g_{δN} L_N g_{δN} ě NE_{GP} pφqg^2_{δN}` « inf ξPF^{ďN}_{Kφ} XF^{ěδN{2}

Kφ :}ξ}“1 ´ 1 N xξ, L_N ξy ´ E_{GP} pφq ¯ff Ng^2_{δN} ě NE_{GP} pφqg^2_{δN} ` c_2Ng^2_{δN} (3.8)

where F^{ěδN{2}_{Kφ} “ tξ P F_{Kφ} : χpN ě δN{2qξ “ ξu. Hence, plugging (3.8) into (3.7), we conclude that

L_N ě NE_{GP} pφq ` c_1 N f^2_{δN} ` c_2Ng^2_{δN} ´ C V_N δ^2N^2 ´ C ě NE_{GP} pφq ` rc N ´ C V_N δ^2N^2 ´ C in the sense of forms in F^{ďN}_{Kφ} , where rc “ minpc_1, c_2q ą 0.

Finally, to control the error that contains the potential energy V_N , we recall the definitions (2.6) and a simple computation involving Cauchy-Schwarz shows that

L_N ě 1 2 H_N ´ CN ě 1 2 V_N ´ CN for some constant C ą 0, independent of N P N. Therefore, we find L_N ě NE_{GP} pφq ` rc N ´ C L_N δ^2N^2 ´ C, so that, by choosing N P N sufficiently large, we have proved that L_N ě NE_{GP} pφq ` c N ´ C for some constant c ą 0 that is independent of N.

4 Analysis of G_N

In this section we analyse the operator G_N “ e^{´B} rL_N e^B , as defined in (2.21). To compute the action of the generalized Bogoliubov transform e^B on rL_N , we are going to compare it with the action of a standard Bogoliubov transformation. Interpreting (2.16) as the integral kernel of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on L^2pR^3 q, we define

sinh_{ηH} “ 8ÿ j“0 η^{p2k`1q} H p2k ` 1q!

, cosh_{ηH} “ 8ÿ j“0 η^{p2kq}_H p2kq! . In addition, we define the Hilbert-Schmidt operators p_{ηH} and r_{ηH} by

p_{ηH} “ sinh_{ηH} ´ η_H “ 8ÿ j“1 η^{p2k`1q} H p2k ` 1q!

, r_{ηH} “ cosh_{ηH} ´ id “ 8ÿ j“1 η^{p2kq}_H p2kq!

. (4.1)

Using (2.17) one obtains for ℓ P p0; 1q small enough

}p_{ηH} }, }r_{ηH} } ď Cℓ^α, |p_{ηH} px, yq|, |r_{ηH} px, yq| ď Cℓ^αφpxqφpyq. (4.2)

The following lemma, whose proof is an adaptation of the translation-invariant case [4, Lemma 3.4], shows that, on states with few excitations, e^B acts approximately like a standard Bogoliubov transformation.

Lemma 4.1. Let n P Z, and let f P L^2pR^3 q. Let d_{ηH} pfq as well as d_{ηH ,x} be defined as

e^{´B}bpfqe^B “ bpcosh_{ηH} pfqq ` b^˚psinh_{ηH} pfqq ` d_{ηH} pfq, (4.3)

respectively e^{´B}b_xe^B “ bpcosh_{ηH ,x}q ` b^˚psinh_{ηH ,x}q ` d_{ηH ,x}. (4.4)

Then, there exists a constant C ą 0 such that

}pN ` 1q^{n{2}d_{ηH} pfqξ} ď Cℓ^{α{2} N }f}}pN ` 1q^{pn`3q{2}ξ},

}pN ` 1q^{n{2}d_{ηH} pfq^˚ξ} ď Cℓ^{α{2} N }f}}pN ` 1q^{pn`3q{2}ξ}

(4.5)

and such that, for all x P R^3 , we have that

}pN ` 1q^{n{2}d_{ηH ,x}ξ} ď C N ” ℓ^{α{2}}a_xpN ` 1q^{pn`2q{2}ξ} ` }η_{H,x}}}pN ` 1q^{pn`3q{2}ξ} ı . (4.6)

Furthermore, if we set d_{ηH ,x} “ d_{ηH,x} ` pN {Nqb^˚pη_{H,x}q, it holds true that }pN ` 1q^{n{2}a_yd_{ηH ,x}ξ} ď C N ” }η_{H,x}}}η_{H,y}}}pN ` 1q^{pn`2q{2}ξ} ` ℓ^{α{2}|η_H px; yq|}pN ` 1q^{pn`2q{2}ξ} ` }η_{H,y}}}a_xpN ` 1q^{pn`1q{2}ξ} ` ℓ^{α{2}}η_{H,x}}}a_ypN ` 1q^{pn`3q{2}ξ} ` ℓ^{α{2}}a_xa_ypN ` 1q^{pn`2q{2}ξ} ı (4.7)

and, finally, we have that }pN ` 1q^{n{2}d_{ηH ,x}d_{ηH ,y}ξ} ď C N^2 ” }η_{H,x}}}η_{H,y}}}pN ` 1q^{pn`6q{2}ξ} ` ℓ^{α{2}|η_H px; yq|}pN ` 1q^{pn`4q{2}ξ} ` ℓ^{α{2}}η_{H,y}}|}a_xpN ` 1q^{pn`5q{2q}ξ} ` ℓ^{α{2}}η_{H,x}}}a_ypN ` 1q^{pn`5q{2}ξ} ` ℓ^α}a_xa_ypN ` 1q^{pn`4q{2}ξ} ı . (4.8)

From the decomposition (2.7), we can write G_N “ G^{p0q}_N ` G^{p1q}_N ` G^{p2q}_N ` G^{p3q}_N ` G^{p4q}_N , where, for j P t0, 1, 2, 3, 4u, we set G^{pjq}_N “ e^{´B} rL^{pjq}_N e^B .

In the following subsections, we will analyze the main contributions G^{pjq}_N separately and, in Section 4.6, we combine these results to conclude Proposition 2.4.

4.1 Analysis of G^{p0q}_N From (2.6), we recall that rL^{p0q}_N “ @φ, “ ´ Δ ` V_{ext} ` 1 2 ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘‰ φ D pN ´ N q ´ 1 2 @ φ, ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ D pN ` 1qp1 ´ N {Nq.

(4.9)

Proposition 4.2. There exists a constant C ą 0 such that

G^{p0q}_N “ @ φ, “ ´ Δ ` V_{ext}` 1 2 ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘‰ φ D pN ´ N q ´ 1 2 @ φ, ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ D pN ` 1qp1 ´ N {Nq ` E^{p0q}_{N,ℓ},

where the self-adjoint operator E^{p0q}_{N,ℓ} satisfies

˘E^{p0q}_{N,ℓ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q

for all α ą 0 and ℓ P p0; 1q.

Proof. We start with the observation that

e^{´B} N e^B ´ N “ ż_1 0 ds ^ ż dxdy η_H px; yqe^{´sB} b^˚_xb^˚_y e^{sB} ˙ ` h.c.

This implies together with Lemma 2.3 and Cauchy-Schwarz that ˘ ` e^{´B} N e^B ´ N ˘ ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q.

Similarly, it is straight-forward to prove that ˘ ` e^{´B} N^2e^B ´ N^2 ˘ ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q^2.

If we use these two observations together with the bounds

|xφ, p´Δ ` V_{ext}qφy| ď E_{GP} pφq ď C, xφ, pN^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2qφ D | ď }V }_1}φ}^2_8 ď C,

the proposition follows directly from the definition of rL^{p0q}_N in Eq. (4.9).

4.2 Analysis of G^{p1q}_N From (2.6), we recall that rL^{p1q}_N “ ? Nb `` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ´ 8πa_0|φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘ ´ N ` 1 ? N b `` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘ ` h.c.

(4.10)

For the statement of the next proposition, let us define h_N P L^2pR^3 q X L^8pR^3 q by

h_N “ ` N^3pV w_ℓqpN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ. (4.11)

Proposition 4.3. There exists a constant C ą 0 such that

G^{p1q}_N “ “? Nbpcosh_{ηH} ph_N qq` ? Nb^˚psinh_{ηH} ph_N qq ` h.c. ‰ ` E^{p1q}_{N,ℓ},

where the self-adjoint operator E^{p1q}_{N,ℓ} satisfies

˘E^{p1q}_{N,ℓ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2 ` Cℓ^{´1}.

for all α ą 0 and ℓ P p0; 1q.

Proof. First of all, we notice that a simple application of Cauchy-Schwarz and the fact that }pN^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2qφ}_2 ď C imply that ˘ ^ N ` 1 ? N b `` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘ ` h.c. ˙ ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2.

By Lemma 2.3, we therefore obtain that

˘ e^{´B} ^ N ` 1 ? N b `` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘ ` h.c. ˙ e^B ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2.

This controls the conjugation of the second contribution to rL^{p1q}_N in (4.10). To deal with the first term on the right hand side of (4.10), we first observe that ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ´ 8πa_0|φ|^2 ˘ φ “ h_N` ` N^3pV f_ℓqpN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ´ 8πa_0|φ|^2 ˘ φ and we find with Lemma 2.1 iiq that

}N^3pV f_ℓqpN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ´ 8πa_0|φ|^2}_8 ď sup_{xPR3} ż dy pV f_ℓqpyq ˇ ˇφ^2px ´ y{Nq ´ φ^2pxq ˇ ˇ ` C ℓN ď C}∇φ}_8}φ}}V }N^{´1} ` Cℓ^{´1}N^{´1} ď Cℓ^{´1}N^{´1}.

Note that }∇φ}_8 ď C by Appendix A. By Cauchy-Schwarz, this implies that ˘e^{´B} `? Nb `` N^3pV f_ℓqpN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ´ 8πa_0|φ|^2 ˘ φ ˘ ` h.c. ˘ e^B ď Cℓ^{´1}

and it only remains to control e^{´B} ? Nbph_N qe^B ` h.c. “ ? Nbpcosh_{ηH} ph_N qq` ? Nb^˚psinh_{ηH} ph_N qq` ? Nd_{ηH} ph_N q ` h.c.

However, by Eq. (4.5) from Lemma 4.1, we know that for all ξ P F^{ďN} we have that |xξ, ? Nd_{ηH} ph_N qξy| ď Cℓ^{α{2}N^{´1{2}}h_N }}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}}pN ` 1qξ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, pN ` 1qξy,

and hence, collecting the previous estimates, we conclude the proposition.

4.3 Analysis of G^{p2q}_N

From (2.6), we recall that rL^{p2q}_N “ K ` V_{ext} ` rL^{p2,V q}_N , where K “ ż dx ∇_xa^˚_x∇_xa_x, V_{ext} “ ż dx V_{ext}pxqa^˚_xa_x rL^{p2,V q}_N “ ż dx ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ pxq ´ b^˚_xb_x´ 1 N a^˚_xa_x ¯

` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ´ b^˚_xb_y´ 1 N a^˚_xa_y ¯

` 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqφpxq ´ b^˚_xb^˚_y ` h.c. ¯ .

In the following, we will analyze the contributions e^{´B} Ke^B , e^{´B} V_{ext}e^B and e^{´B} rL^{p2,V q}_N e^B separately. The analysis of the kinetic energy is the most involved so let us first treat the contributions e^{´B} V_{ext}e^B and e^{´B} rL^{p2,V q}_N e^B . Proposition 4.4. There exists a constant C ą 0 such that e^{´B} V_{ext}e^B “ V_{ext} ` E^{pextq}_{N,ℓ} , where the self-adjoint operator E^{pextq}_{N,ℓ} satisfies ˘E^{pextq}_{N,ℓ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q. for all α ą 0 and ℓ P p0; 1q.

Proof. We start with the observation that e^{´B} V_{ext}e^B ´ V_{ext} “ 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ^ ż dx V_{ext}pxqe^{´sB} b^˚_xb^˚pη_{H,x}qe^{sB} ˙ ` h.c.

In the appendix we show that the assumptions (2) in (1.8) imply that the external potential V_{ext}pxq has at most exponential growth as |x| Ñ 8 while, by (A.2), the minimizer φpxq has exponential decay as |x| Ñ 8 with arbitrary rate. This implies in particular that ş dx V^2_{ext}pxq|φpxq|^2 ď C. As a consequence, Cauchy-Schwarz, Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.2 imply that ˇ ˇ ż dx V_{ext}pxqxξ, e^{´sB} b^˚_xb^˚pη_{H,x}qe^{sB} ξy ˇ ˇ

ď ^ ż dx V^2_{ext}pxq}η_{H,x}}^2}pN ` 1q^{1{2}e^{sB} ξ}^2

˙_{1{2}^ ż dx }a_xe^{sB} ξ}^2 ˙_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{α{2} ^ ż dx V^2_{ext}pxq|φpxq|^2 ˙_{1{2}

xξ, pN ` 1qξy ď Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, pN ` 1qξy

uniformly in s P r0; 1s, which proves the claim.

Proposition 4.5. There exists a constant C ą 0 such that

e^{´B} rL^{p2,V q}_N e^B “ ż dx ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ pxqb^˚_xb_x` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqb^˚_xb_y ` 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ` b_xb_y ˘

` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqη_H px; yq ^ N ´ N N ˙^ N ´ N ´ 1 N ˙ ` E^{p2,V q}_{N,ℓ} , where the self-adjoint operator E^{p2,V q}_{N,ℓ} satisfies

˘E^{p2,V q}_{N,ℓ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` V_N ` 1q.

for all α ą 0, ℓ P p0; 1q and N P N sufficiently large.

Proof. We split e^{´B} L^{p2,V q}_N e^B “ ř_5

j“1 F_j , setting

F_1 :“ ż dx ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ pxqe^{´B} b^˚_xb_xe^B ,

F_2 :“ ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqe^{´B} b^˚_xb_ye^B, F_3 :“´ 1 N ż dx ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ pxqe^{´B} a^˚_xa_xe^B ,

F_4 :“´ 1 N ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqe^{´B} a^˚_y a_xe^B , F_5 :“ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqφpxqe^{´B} ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ` b_xb_y ˘ e^B .

(4.12)

To estimate these terms, we use the decomposition (4.4) and the bounds in Lemma 4.1. With Lemma 2.3 and Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain ˘ ^ F_1´ ż dx ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ pxqb^˚_xb_x ˙ ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q, ˘ ^ F_2´ ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqb^˚_xb_y ˙ ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q

(4.13)

and, similarly, that

˘ F_3, ˘F_4 ď N^{´1}}V }_1}φ}^2_8pN ` 1q ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q (4.14)

for all N sufficiently large. Hence, let us focus on the analysis of F_5. We split it into F_5 “ F_{51} ` F_{52} ` F_{53}, where

F_{51} :“ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ^ ` bpcosh_{ηH ,x}q ` b^˚psinh_{ηH ,x}q ˘` bpcosh_{ηH ,y}q ` b^˚psinh_{ηH ,y}q ˘ ` h.c.,

F_{52} :“ ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq “ d_{ηH ,x}bpcosh_{ηH ,y}q ` d_{ηH ,x}b^˚psinh_{ηH ,y}q ` bpcosh_{ηH ,x}qd_{ηH ,y} ` b^˚psinh_{ηH ,x}qd_{ηH ,y} ‰ ` h.c.,

F_{53} :“ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqd_{ηH ,x}d_{ηH ,y} ` h.c.

(4.15)

and consider the different contributions separately. We use sinh_{ηH} “ η_H ` p_{ηH} and cosh_{ηH} “ 1 ` r_{ηH} and the estimates in Lemma 4.1 to rewrite F_{51} as

F_{51} “ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ` b_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ˘

` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqη_H px; yq ^ N ´ N N ˙ ` E^V_{51}

(4.16) with ˘ E^V_{51} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q. (4.17) Let us switch to F_{52}, defined in (4.15). We write F_{52} “ F_{521} ` F_{522} ` F_{523} ` F_{524} with

F_{521} :“ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqd_{ηH ,x}bpcosh_{ηH ,y}q ` h.c., F_{522} :“ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqd_{ηH ,x}b^˚psinh_{ηH ,y}q ` h.c., F_{523} :“ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqb^˚psinh_{ηH ,x}qd_{ηH ,y} ` h.c., F_{524} :“ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqbpcosh_{ηH ,x}qd_{ηH ,y} ` h.c. Now, by applying (4.6), we find that

|xξ, d_{ηH ,x}bpcosh_{ηH ,y}qξy| ď Cℓ^{α{2}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ´ N^{´1{2}}a_xa_yξ} ` |φpxq|}a_y ξ} ¯

` Cℓ^{α{2}}r_{ηH ,y}}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ´ }a_xξ} ` |φpxq|}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ¯

and, similarly, that |xξ, d_{ηH ,x}b^˚psinh_{ηH ,y}qξy| ď Cℓ^{α{2}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ} ´ N^{´1}| sinh_{ηH} px; yq| ¨ }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ} ¯

` Cℓ^{α{2}} sinh_{ηH ,y} }}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ} ´ }a_xξ} ` |φpxq|}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ¯ . Together with the fact that sup x,y PR^3 N^{´1}| sinh_{ηH} px; yq| ď N^{´1} ` |η_H px; yq| ` C ˘ ď C by (2.19), this yields together with the estimates in Lemma 4.1

˘ F_{521} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` V_N ` 1q, ˘F_{522} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q. (4.18)

A similar (but simpler) argument involving (4.6) also shows that

˘ F_{523} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q. (4.19)

Next, let us switch to F_{524}, defined above. Here, we first compute

b_xN b^˚pη_{H,y}q “ b^˚pη_{H,y}qb_xpN ` 1q ` η_H px; yqp1 ´ N {NqpN ` 1q ´ a^˚pη_{H,y}qa_xpN ` 1q{N.

If we recall the notation d_{ηH ,y} “ d_{ηH ,y} ` pN {Nqb^˚pη_{H,y}q, we therefore obtain

F_{524} “´ ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqη_H px; yq ^ N ´ N N ˙^ N ` 1 N ˙ ` E^{pV q}_{524} where

E^{pV q}_{524} “ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq “ b_xd_{ηH ,y} ` bpr_{ηH ,x}qd_{ηH ,y} ´ N^{´1}b^˚pη_{H,y}qb_xpN ` 1q ` N^{´2}a^˚pη_{H,y}qa_xpN ` 1q ‰ ` h.c.

Now, using (4.6) and (4.7) and proceeding as in the previous steps, we find that

˘ E^{pV q}_{524} ď Cℓ^{α{2} ` N ` V_N ` 1 ˘ . (4.20)

Collecting the previous bounds, this controls the contribution F_{52}, defined in (4.15).

Finally, to control the last contribution F_{53}, defined in (4.15), we use (4.8) and the fact that N^{´1}|η_H px; yq| ď C so that

˘ F_{53} ď Cℓ^{α{2} ` N ` V_N ` 1 ˘ . (4.21)

In summary, if we combine (4.12), (4.13), (4.14), (4.16), (4.17), (4.18), (4.19), (4.20) and (4.21), we obtain the claim.

Finally, we study the kinetic energy. We start with two auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 4.6. Assume (1.8), let ℓ P p0; 1q be sufficiently small and let α ą 0. Then, there exists C ą 0, independent of N and ℓ, such that for all n ě 2 and j P t1, 2u

}∇_jη^{pnq}_H }, }Δ_jη^{pnq}_H } ď Cℓ^{α{2}}η_H }^{n´2}. (4.22)

As a consequence, we have that

}∇_jp_{ηH} }, }Δ_jp_{ηH} }, }∇_j r_{ηH} }, }Δ_jr_{ηH} } ď Cℓ^{α{2}. (4.23)

Proof. Notice first of all that (4.23) follows indeed directly from (4.22) and the definition (4.1). To prove (4.22), let us first consider }Δ_1η^{pnq}_H }. Since η_H is symmetric, this takes also care of the case j “ 2. Moreover, note that it suffices to consider the case n “ 2. By the triangle inequality, we then have that

}Δ_1η^{p2q}_H } ď ~ż dxdz ˇ ˇ ˇ ż dy pΔG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yqφpxqφpyqη_H py; zq ˇ ˇ ˇ^2

¸_{1{2}

` ~ 2 ż dxdz ˇ ˇ ˇ ż dy p∇G ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yq ¨ ∇φpxqφpyqη_H py; zq ˇ ˇ ˇ 2¸_{1{2}

` ~ż dxdz ˇ ˇ ż dy pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yqΔφpxqφpyqη_H py; zq ˇ ˇ^2

¸_{1{2}

“: T_1 ` T_2 ` T_3.

Let us start with T_1. After switching to Fourier space, using the bound (A.5) and using (2.15) that |yΔGppq| “ |p|^2| pGppq| ď C, we get

T^2_1 “ ż dr_1dr_2ds_1ds_2 pGpr_1qχ_H pr_1q pGpr_2qχ_H pr_2qy|φ|^2ps_1 ` s_2qy|φ|^2pr_1 ´ s_1q

^ y|φ|^2pr_2 ´ s_2qy|φ|^2pr_1 ` r_2qyΔGps_1qχ_H ps_1qyΔGps_2qχ_H ps_2q ď C ż |r_1|,|r_2|,|s_1|,|s_2|ěℓ^{´α}

dr_1dr_2ds_1ds_2 1 |r_1|^2 1 |r_2|^2 1 p1 ` |s_1 ` s_2|q^4 1 p1 ` |r_1 ´ s_1|q^4 ^ 1 p1 ` |r_2 ´ s_2|q^4 1 p1 ` |r_1 ` r_2|q^4 ď C ż |r_1|,|r_2|ěℓ^{´α} dr_1dr_2 1 |r_1|^2 1 |r_2|^2 1 p1 ` |r_1 ` r_2|q^4 ď C ż |r|ěℓ^{´α} dr 1 |r|^4 “ Cℓ^α.

For the second term T_2, we use that ›{ |∇φ|^2 › 8 ď }|∇φ|^2}_1 ď C by Lemma A.2 and that |y∇Gppq| ď ℓ^αC for |p| ě ℓ^{´α}, which yields by similar computation T^2_2 ď Cℓ^{2α}. Similarly one deals with T_3 and the bounds on }∇_jη^{pnq}_H } can be proved analogously.

Lemma 4.7. Assume (1.8), let ℓ P p0; 1q be sufficiently small and let α ą 0. Then, there exists a constant C ą 0 such that ˘ ż dx a^˚p∇_xη_{H,x}qap∇_xη_{H,x}q ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q. (4.24)

Moreover, recalling (4.3), (4.4) and d_{η,x} “ d_{η,x} ` pN {Nqb^˚pη_xq, we have that ^ż dx } ? NpN ` 1q^{´1{2}∇_xd_{sηH ,x}ξ}^2

˙_{1{2}

ď C}pN ` K ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}, ^ż dx } ? NpN ` 1q^{´1{2}∇_xd_{sηH ,x}ξ}^2

˙_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{α{2}}pN ` K ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}

(4.25)

and that ^ż dx } ? NpN ` 1q^{´1{2}d_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}qξ}^2

˙_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{α{2}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}, ^ż dx } ? NpN ` 1q^{´1{2}d^˚_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}qξ}^2

˙_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{α{2}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}

(4.26)

for all ξ P F^{ďN} and all s P r0; 1s.

Proof. We first note that, using arguments very similar to those in the proof of the previous Lemma 4.6, it is simple to show that ż dydz ˇ ˇ ˇ ż dx ∇_xη_H py; xq ¨ ∇_xη_H pz; xq ˇ ˇ ˇ 2 ď Cℓ^α.

Hence, Cauchy-Schwarz implies ˘ ^ ż dx a^˚p∇_xη_{H,x}qap∇_xη_{H,x}q ˙

“˘ ^ ż dydz „ ż dx ∇_xη_H py; xq∇_xη_H pz; xq ȷ a^˚_y a_z ˙ ď Cℓ^αpN ` 1q.

This proves the first bound (4.24). To prove the bounds (4.25) and (4.26), we proceed similar as in the proof of Lemma 4.1 (which can be found in [4, Lemma 3.4]) and use Lemma 2.2, Lemma 4.6 as well as the bound (4.24); we skip the details.

We are now ready to analyze the kinetic energy.

Proposition 4.8. There exists a constant C ą 0 such that

e^{´B} Ke^B “ K` ż dx “ bp∇_xη_{H,x}q∇_xb_x ` h.c. ‰ ` }∇_1η_H }^2p1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq ` E^{pKq}_{N,ℓ}

where the self-adjoint operator E^{pKq}_{N,ℓ} satisfies

˘E^{pKq}_{N,ℓ} ď Cℓ^{pα´3q{2}pN ` K ` V_N ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´5α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2

for all α ą 3, ℓ P p0; 1q and all N large enough.

Proof. Using a first order Taylor expansion and the identity (4.3), we have that e^{´B} Ke^B ´ K “ ^ ż_1 0 ds ż dx “ bpcosh_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}qq ` b^˚psinh_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}q ‰

^ “ ∇_xbpcosh_{sηH ,x}q ` ∇_xb^˚psinh_{sηH ,x}q ‰ ` h.c. ˙

` ^ ż_1 0 ds ż dx ”` bpcosh_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}qq ` b^˚psinh_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}qq ˘ ∇_xd_{sηH ,x} ` d_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}q ` ∇_xbpcosh_{sηH ,x}q ` ∇_xb^˚psinh_{sηH ,x}q ˘ı ` h.c. ˙

` ^ ż_1 0 ds ż dx d_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}q∇_xd_{sηH ,x} ` h.c. ˙

“: G_1 ` G_2 ` G_3.

(4.27)

Let us start to analyze G_1. Integrating by parts and using (4.2), Lemma 4.6 as well as the bound (4.24) we conclude that

G_1 “ ż dx “ bp∇_xη_{H,x}q∇_xb_x ` h.c. ‰ ` }∇_1η_H }^2p1 ´ N {Nq ` E_1, (4.28) where the error E_1 satisfies ˘E_1 ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q.

Next we extract the relevant terms from G_2, defined in (4.27). We split G_2 into

G_2 “ ż_1 0 ds ż dx “ b^˚psinh_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}qq∇_xd_{sηH ,x} ` h.c. ‰

` ż_1 0 ds ż dx “ d_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}q∇_xbpcosh_{sηH ,x}q ` h.c. ‰

` ż_1 0 ds ż dx “ bpcosh_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}qq∇_xd_{sηH ,x} ` h.c. ‰

` ż_1 0 ds ż dx “ d_{sηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}q∇_xb^˚psinh_{sηH ,x}q ` h.c. ‰ “: G_{21} ` G_{22} ` G_{23} ` G_{24}.

From Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.7 and } sinh_{ηH} p∇_xη_{H,x}q} ď C}∇_xη^{p2q}_H }, we easily find that

˘G_{21} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` K ` 1q, ˘G_{22} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` K ` 1q,

so let us continue with the analysis of G_{23}. We split it into

G_{23} “ ż_1 0 ds ż dx “ b ` r_{sηH} p´Δ_xη_{H,x}q ˘ d_{sηH ,x} ` h.c. ‰

` ż_1 0 ds ż dx “ bp∇_xη_{H,x}q∇_xd_{sηH ,x} ` h.c. ‰

´ ż_1 0 ds ż dx rbp∇_xη_{H,x}qpN {Nqb^˚p∇_xsη_{H,x}q ` h.c.s “: G_{231} ` G_{232} ` G_{233}

and, similarly as above, it is simple to see that

˘G_{231} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q.

To control the contribution G_{232}, we use that ´Δ_xη_H py; xq “ ´ΔGpy ´ xqφpxqφpyq ` 2∇Gpy ´ xq∇φpxqφpyq ´ Gpy ´ xqΔφpxqφpyq ` Δ_x “ pG ˚ qχ_Hc qpy ´ xqφpxqφpyq ‰ so that integrating by parts implies

G_{232} “ ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy p´ΔGqpy ´ xqφpxqφpyqb_y d_{sηH ,x} ` ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy Gpy ´ xqΔφpxqφpyqb_y d_{sηH ,x} ` ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy Gpy ´ xq∇φpxqφpyqb_y ∇_xd_{sηH ,x} ` ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy Δ_x ` pG ˚ qχ_Hc qpy ´ xqφpxqφpyq ˘ b_yd_{sηH ,x} ` h.c.

Using the scattering equation (2.9), we have that

ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy p´ΔGqpy ´ xqφpxqφpyqb_y d_{sηH ,x} “´ ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy “ N^3V pNpy ´ xqq ´ N^3λ_ℓf_ℓpNpy ´ xqq ‰ χ_ℓpx ´ yqφpxqφpyqb_y d_{sηH ,x} With Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 4.1, we conclude, proceeding in the usual way, ˇ ˇ ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy p´ΔGqpy ´ xqφpxqφpyqxξ, b_y d_{sηH ,x}ξy ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ^{α{2} ż dxdy “ N^3V pNpx ´ yqq ` Cℓ^{´3}χ_ℓpx ´ yq ‰ |φpxq||φpyq|}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}

^ N^{´1} “ ℓ^{α{2}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ` |η_H px; yq|}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ` ℓ^{α{2}}a_xξ}

` ℓ^{α{2}}a_ypN ` 1qξ} ` }a_xa_ypN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ı ď Cℓ^{pα´3q{2}xξ, pN ` 1qξy ` Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, V_N ξy.

Using once more Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.7, we also find that ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy Gpy ´ xqΔφpxqφpyqxξ, b_y d_{sηH ,x}ξy ˇ ˇ ˇ ` ˇ ˇ ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy Gpy ´ xq∇φpxqφpyqxξ, b_y ∇_xd_{sηH ,x}ξy ˇ ˇ

ď C ż_1 0 ds }pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} „ ^ż dx }∇_xd_{sηH ,x}ξ}^2 ˙_{1{2} ` ^ż dx }d_{sηH ,x}ξ}^2 ˙_{1{2} ȷ

ď Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, pN ` K ` 1qξy

and, since

|Δ_xrpG ˚ qχ_Hc qpx ´ yqφpxqφpyqs| ď Cℓ^{´3α}r|φpxq| ` |∇_xφpxq| ` |Δ_xφpxq|s|φpyq|,

we have furthermore by Cauchy-Schwarz and (4.7) that ˇ ˇ ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy Δ_x ` pG ˚ qχ_Hc qpy ´ xqφpxqφpyq ˘ xξ, b_yd_{sηH ,x}ξy ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ^{´5α{2} N xξ, pN ` 1q^2ξy.

In summary, this proves that

˘G_{232} ď Cℓ^{pα´3q{2}pN ` 1q ` Cℓ^{α{2}pK ` V_N q ` Cℓ^{´5α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2.

and since

G_{233} “ ´}∇_1η_H }^2

N ` 1 N N ´ N N ´ ż dx a^˚p∇_xη_{H,x}qap∇_xη_{H,x}q N ` 1 N N ´ N N , we easily deduce, with Lemma 4.7, that ˘ ^ G_{23} ` }∇_1η_H }^2

N ` 1 N N ´ N N ˙

ď Cℓ^{pα´3q{2}pN ` 1q ` Cℓ^{α{2}pK ` V_N q ` Cℓ^{´5α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2. With very similar arguments, one can show that ˘G_{24} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q so that, in summary, we have

G_2 “ ´}∇_1η_H }^2

N ` 1 N N ´ N N ` E_2 (4.29)

for an error E_2 that satisfies

˘E_2 ď Cℓ^{pα´3q{2}pN ` 1q ` Cℓ^{α{2}pK ` V_N q ` Cℓ^{´5α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2. Going back to (4.27), we finally use once more Lemmas 4.1 and 4.7 to deduce ˘ G_3 ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` K ` 1q. (4.30) Hence, collecting (4.28), (4.29) and (4.30) proves the proposition.

4.4 Analysis of G^{p3q}_N From (2.6), we recall that

rL^{p3q}_N “ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq ` b^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` h.c. ˘

Let us also recall the definition of h_N “ ` N^3pV w_ℓqpN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ from (4.11).

Proposition 4.9. There exists a constant C ą 0 such that

G^{p3q}_N “ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq ` b^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` h.c. ˘ ´ ”? Nb ` cosh_{ηH} ph_N q ˘ ` ? Nb^˚ ` sinh_{ηH} ph_N q ˘ ` h.c. ı ` E^{p3q}_{N,ℓ},

where the self-adjoint operator E^{p3q}_{N,ℓ} satisfies

˘E^{p3q}_{N,ℓ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` V_N ` 1q ` CN^{´1{2}pN ` 1q^{3{2} ` Cℓ^{´α}. for all α ą 0, ℓ P p0; 1q and N large enough.

Proof. We use the identity

e^{´B} a^˚_y a_xe^B “ a^˚_y a_x` ż_1 0 ds e^{´sB} “ bpη_{H,y}qb_x ` b^˚_y b^˚pη_{H,x}q ‰ e^{sB} to split G^{p3q}_N into G^{p3q}_N “ J_1 ` J_2 ` J_3 ` h.c., where

J_1 :“ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqe^{´B} b^˚_xe^B a^˚_y a_x,

J_2 :“ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqe^{´B} b^˚_xe^B ż_1 0 ds e^{´sB}bpη_{H,y}qb_xe^{sB} , J_3 :“ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqe^{´B} b^˚_xe^B ż_1 0 ds e^{´sB}b^˚_y b^˚pη_{H,x}qe^{sB} . (4.31)

We start with the analysis of J_1. Using (4.3), we have that

J_1 “ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqb^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq “ b^˚pr_{ηH ,x}q ` bpp_{ηH ,x}q ‰ a^˚_y a_x ` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqd^˚_{ηH ,x}a^˚_y a_x ` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqbpη_{H,x}qa^˚_y a_x “: ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqb^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` J_{11} ` J_{12} ` J_{13}.

(4.32)

First, it is simple to see that ˘J_{11} ď Cℓ^αpN ` 1q and, by (4.2) and the bound (4.7) from Lemma 4.1, we also find that

|xξ, J_{12}ξy| ď ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|}a_y d_{ηH ,x}ξ}}a_xξ} ` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|}a_y pN^{3{4}{Nqa^˚pη_{H,x}qξ}}N^{1{4}a_xξ}

ď Cℓ^{α{2}}pN ` V_N ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` CN^{´1{2}}pN ` 1q^{3{4}ξ}^2.

Note that we used |η_H px; yq| ď CN for all N large enough, by (2.19).

Going back to (4.32) and recalling the definition (4.11), we finally see that

J_{13} “ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq “ η_H py; xqb_x ` a^˚_y a_xbpη_{H,x}q ‰

“´ ? Nbph_N q´ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqpG ˚ qχ_Hc qpx ´ yqφ^2pyqφpxqb_x ` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqa^˚_y a_xbpη_{H,x}q, where qχ_Hc denotes the inverse Fourier transform of the characteristic function of the set tp P R^3 : |p| ď ℓ^{´α}u. Using that }pG ˚ qχ_Hc q}_8 ď Cℓ^{´α}, by (2.15), we deduce that ˘ ` J_{13}` ? Nbph_N q ˘ ď Cℓ^{´α} ` Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q

and hence, if we collect the previous estimates, we have proved that ˘ ^ J_1´ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqb^˚_xa^˚_y a_x` ? Nbph_N q ˙

ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` V_N ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´α}N^{´1{2}pN ` 1q^{3{2} ` Cℓ^{´α}.

(4.33)

Next, we bound J_2, defined in (4.31). We apply as usual the identity (4.3), Lemma 4.1 and Cauchy-Schwarz to estimate

|xξ, J_2ξy| ď ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|}η_{H,y} } ^ ż_1 0 ds }bpcosh_{ηH ,x}qξ ` b^˚psinh_{ηH ,x}qξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}b_xe^{sB} ξ} ` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|}η_{H,y} } ^ ż_1 0 ds }d_{ηH ,x}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}b_xe^{sB}ξ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^α ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq ^ ż_1 0 ds “ }a_xξ} ` |φpxq|}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ‰ }pN ` 1q^{1{2}b_xe^{sB}ξ}

ď Cℓ^{α{2}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2.

(4.34)

Finally, let us analyze the contribution J_3, defined in (4.31). We split this contribution into J_3 “ J_{31} ` J_{32} ` J_{33}, where

J_{31} “ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqe^{´B} b^˚_xe^B ^ ż_1 0 ds ´ e^{´sB}b^˚_y e^{sB} ´ b^˚_y ¯ e^{´sB}b^˚pη_{H,x}qe^{sB}, J_{32} “ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq ´ e^{´B} b^˚_xe^B ´ bpη_{H,x}q ¯ b^˚_y ^ ż_1 0 ds e^{´sB} b^˚pη_{H,x}qe^{sB} , J_{33} “ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqbpη_{H,x}qb^˚_y ż_1 0 ds e^{´sB}b^˚pη_{H,x}qe^{sB} .

To control the error terms J_{31} and J_{32}, we proceed as before to bound

|xξ, J_{31}ξy| ď ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|}b_xe^B ξ} ^ ż_1 0 ds ›“ b^˚pr_{sηH ,y}q ` bpsinh_{sηH ,y}q ‰ e^{´sB}b^˚pη_{H,x}qe^{sB} ξ ›

` Cℓ^{α{2} ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq||φpxq|}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ › › ^ ż_1 0 ds › d_{sηH ,y} “ bpcosh_{ηH ,x}q ` b^˚psinh_{ηH ,x}q ` d_{ηH ,x} ‰ ξ › ď Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, pN ` V_N ` 1qξy

as well as

|xξ, J_{32}ξy| ď ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|}b_xe^B ξ} ď Cℓ^{α{2} ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqq|φpyq||φpxq|}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ › › ^ › ›b_y“bpcosh_{ηH ,x}q ` b^˚pp_{ηH ,x}q ` d_{ηH ,x} ´ N N b^˚pη_{H,x}q ‰ ξ › › ď Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, pN ` V_N ` 1qξy.

Here we used in the in the last step (4.7) to bound the term with d and further used b_yb^˚pη_{H,x}q “ a^˚pη_{H,x}qa_y p1 ´ N {Nq ` η_H px, yq p1 ´ N {Nq and }η_H }_8 ď CN. To control the last term J_{33}, on the other hand, we first rewrite it as

J_{33} “´ ? N ż dxdy N^3pV w_ℓqpNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|^2φpxq ^ ż_1 0 ds “ b^˚pcosh_{sηH} pη_{H,x}qq ` bpsinh_{sηH} pη_{H,x}qq ‰

´ ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqpG ˚ qχ_Hc qpx ´ yq|φpyq|^2φpxq ^ ż_1 0 ds “ b^˚pcosh_{sηH} pη_{H,x}qq ` bpsinh_{sηH} pη_{H,x}qq ‰

` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqη_H px; yq ż_1 0 ds d^˚_{sηH} pη_{H,x}q ` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqa^˚_y apη_{H,x}qp1 ´ N {Nq ż_1 0 ds e^{´sB}b^˚pη_{H,x}qe^{sB} , where qχ_Hc denotes the inverse Fourier transform of the characteristic function of the set tp P R^3 : |p| ą ℓ^{´α}u. With very similar arguments as before, we find that ˘ ^ J_{33}` ? N ż dxdy N^3pV w_ℓqpNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|^2φpxq ^ ż_1 0 ds “ b^˚pcosh_{sηH} pη_{H,x}qq ` bpsinh_{sηH} pη_{H,x}qq ‰ ˙

ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´α}.

Finally, if we recall the definition (4.11), we observe that ż dxdy N^3pV w_ℓqpNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|^2φpxq ż_1 0 ds “ b^˚pcosh_{sηH} pη_{H,x}qq ` bpsinh_{sηH} pη_{H,x}qq ‰

“ ż dxdy N^3pV w_ℓqpNpx ´ yqq|φpyq|^2φpxq “ b^˚psinh_{ηH ,x}q ` bpr_{ηH ,x}q ‰

“ ” b ` cosh_{ηH} ph_N q ˘ ` b^˚ ` sinh_{ηH} ph_N q ˘ı ´ bph_N q.

Hence, the previous bounds together with (4.33) and (4.34) prove the proposition.

4.5 Analysis of G^{p4q}_N From (2.6), we recall that

rL^{p4q}_N “ 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqa^˚_xa^˚_y a_ya_x.

For the analysis of G^{p4q}_N “ e^{´B} rL^{p4q}_N e^B , we will use the following Lemma which is a straightforward consequence of Lemmas 2.2, 4.1 and the decomposition (4.3); we omit its proof.

Lemma 4.10. Assume (1.8) and let ℓ P p0; 1q be sufficiently small. Then, there exists a constant C ą 0 such that

}pN ` 1q^{n{2}e^{´sB}b_xb_ye^{sB}ξ} ď Cℓ^α|φpxq||φpyq|}pN ` 1q^{pn`2q{2}ξ} ` Cℓ^{α{2}|φpyq|}a_xpN ` 1q^{pn`1q{2}ξ} ` Cℓ^{α{2}|φpxq|}a_y pN ` 1q^{pn`1q{2}ξ} ` |η_H px; yq|}pN ` 1q^{n{2}ξ} ` }a_xa_ypN ` 1q^{n{2}ξ}

for all ξ P F^{ďN} and all s P r0; 1s.

Proposition 4.11. There exists a constant C ą 0 such that

G^{p4q}_N “ V_N´ 1 2 ż dxdy N^3pV w_ℓqpNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ` b_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ˘

` N 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqw^2_ℓ pNpx ´ yqq|φpxq|^2|φpyq|^2

^ p1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq ` E^{p4q}_{N,ℓ} , where the self-adjoint operator E^{p4q}_{N,ℓ} satisfies

˘E^{p4q}_{N,ℓ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` V_N ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´α}.

for all α ą 0 and ℓ P p0; 1q.

Proof. Using the identity

ra^˚_xa^˚_y a_ya_x, b_ub_vs “´ ´ δpx ´ uqa^˚_y a_v ` δpx ´ vqa^˚_y a_u ` δpx ´ uqδpy ´ vq

` δpx ´ vqδpu ´ yq ` δpy ´ uqa^˚_xa_v ` δpy ´ vqa^˚_xa_u ¯ b_xb_y, we have that

G^{p4q}_{N,ℓ} “ e^{´BpηH q}L^{p4q}_N e^B

“ V_N` 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqe^{´sB} “ a^˚_xa^˚_y a_ya_x, B ‰ e^{sB} “ V_N` 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` e^{´sB} b_xb_ye^{sB} ` h.c. ˘

` ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqq ` e^{´sB} a^˚_y apη_{H,x}qb_xb_ye^{sB} ` h.c. ˘ . For the conjugation of the quartic term, we use furthermore that

e^{´sB} a^˚_y a_ue^{sB} “ a^˚_y a_u` ż_s 0 dτ e^{´τ B} “ a^˚_y a_u, B ‰ e^{τ B} “ a^˚_y a_u` ż_s 0 dτe^{´τ B} ´ b^˚_y b^˚pη_{H,u}q ` bpη_{H,y}qb_u ¯ e^{τ B} so that

G^{p4q}_N “ V_N` 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` e^{´sB}b_xb_ye^{sB} ` h.c. ˘

` ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqq ` a^˚_y apη_{H,x}qe^{´sB} b_xb_ye^{sB} ` h.c. ˘

` ż_1 0 ds ż_s 0 dτ ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqq ^ ` e^{´τ B} bpη_{H,y}qbpη_{H,x}qe^{τ B} e^{´sB} b_xb_ye^{sB} ` h.c. ˘ ` ż_1 0 ds ż_s 0 dτ ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqq ^ ´ e^{´τ B} b^˚_y b^˚pη^{p2q}_{H,x}qe^{τ B} e^{´sB} b_xb_ye^{sB} ` h.c. ¯ “: V_N ` W_1 ` W_2 ` W_3 ` W_4.

Combining as usual the bounds from Lemma 2.2 together with Lemma 4.10 and Cauchy- Schwarz, a tedious, but simple analysis as in the proof of [4, Prop. 7.6], shows that

˘W_2 ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` V_N ` 1q, ˘W_3 ď Cℓ^αpN ` V_N ` 1q, ˘W_4 ď Cℓ^αpN ` V_N ` 1q.

We omit the details and focus on the only relevant term W_1 which can be written as

W_1 “ 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` bpcosh_{sηH ,x}q ` b^˚psinh_{sηH ,x}q ` d_{sηH ,x} ˘ ^ ` bpcosh_{sηH ,y}q ` b^˚psinh_{sηH ,y}q ` d_{sηH ,y} ˘ ` h.c. “ 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` bpcosh_{sηH ,x}qbpcosh_{sηH ,y}q ` h.c. ˘

` 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` bpcosh_{sηH ,x}qb^˚psinh_{sηH ,y}q ` h.c. ˘

` 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` bpcosh_{sηH ,x}qd_{sηH ,y} ` h.c. ˘ ` E^{p4q}_1

“: W_{11} ` W_{12} ` W_{13} ` E^{p4q}_1 ,

where

E^{p4q}_1 “ 1 2 ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` b^˚psinh_{sηH ,x}q ` d_{sηH ,x} ˘ ^ ` bpcosh_{sηH ,y}q ` b^˚psinh_{sηH ,y}q ` d_{sηH ,y} ˘ ` h.c.

Using (4.6), (4.7) and N^{´1}|η_H px; yq| ď C|φpxq||φpyq| by (2.19), we get ˇ ˇxξ, E^{p4q}_1 ξy ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ^{α{2} ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqq|η_H px; yq|}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ} ^ ” |φpxq|} pbpcosh_{sηH ,y}q ` b^˚psinh_{sηH ,y}q ` d_{sηH ,y}q ξ}

` N^{´1}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}a_x pbpcosh_{sηH ,y}q ` b^˚psinh_{sηH ,y}q ` d_{sηH ,y}q ξ} ı ď Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, pN ` V_N ` 1qξy.

Next, let us analyze the contributions W_{11}, W_{12} and W_{13}. We write

W_{11} “ 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` b_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ˘ ` E^{p4q}_{11}

for an error E^{p4q}_{11} that satisfies

|xξ, E^{p4q}_{11} ξy| ď C ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqq|η_H px; yq|}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ} ^ }pN ` 1q^{´1{2}pb_xbpp_{sηH ,y}q ` bpp_{sηH ,x}qb_y ` bpp_{sηH ,x}qbpp_{sηH ,y}qqξ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, pN ` 1qξy.

Similarly, we have that

W_{12} “ 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq^2p1 ´ N {Nq ` E^{p4q}_{12} ,

where

E^{p4q}_{12} “ ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yqp1 ´ N {Nq ^ ra^˚psinh_{sηH ,y}qapcosh_{sηH ,x}q ` p_{sηH} px; yq ` xr_{sηH ,x}, sinh_{sηH ,y}y ` h.c.s

and thus ˘E^{p4q}_{12} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` 1q.

Finally, we have that

W_{13} “´ 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq^2 ^ 1´ N N ˙ N ` 1 N ` E^{p4q}_{13} (4.35)

where, by the bound (4.7), it is simple to see that

|xξ, E^{p4q}_{13} ξy| ď C ż_1 0 ds ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqq|η_H px; yq| ¨ }pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ^ ” }pN ` 1q^{´1{2}a^˚psη_{H,y}qa_xξ} ` ℓ^{α{2}|φpxq|}d_{sηH ,y}ξ}

` }pN ` 1q^{´1{2}a_xd_{sηH ,y}ξ} ı ď Cℓ^{α{2}xξ, pN ` V_N ` 1qξy.

In summary, the analysis from above proves that

G^{p4q}_N “ V_N` 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq ` b_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ˘

` 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqη_H px; yq^2p1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq ` rE^{p4q}_{N,ℓ},

for an error rE^{p4q}_{N,ℓ} satisfies

˘ rE^{p4q}_{N,ℓ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}pN ` V_N ` 1q.

Replacing finally η_H px; yq by Gpx ´ yqφpxqφpyq “ ´Nw_ℓpNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq in the first two contributions on the right hand side of the last equation for G^{p4q}_N , we conclude the proposition, using that }G ˚ qχ_Hc }_8 ď Cℓ^{´α} and N^{´1}|η_H px; yq| ď C, by (2.19).

4.6 Proof of Proposition 2.4 Collecting the results from the previous subsections, we are now ready to prove Proposition 2.4. Since the proof is similar to the proof of [5, Theorem 4.4] and [4, Prop. 4.2], we explain the main steps only.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Let us collect the results of Propositions 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, 4.8, 4.9 and 4.11, noting that there is a cancellation between the linear main contributions from G^{p1q}_N in Prop. 4.3 with those of G^{p3q}_N in Prop. 4.9. We find that

G_N “ @ φ, “ ´ Δ ` V_{ext}` 1 2 ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘‰ φ D pN ´ N q ´ 1 2 @ φ, ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ D pN ` 1qp1 ´ N {Nq ` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqη_H px; yqp1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq ` ż dxdy p´Δ_xη_H px; yqqqη_H px; yqp1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq ` N 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqw^2_ℓ pNpx ´ yqq|φpxq|^2|φpyq|^2

^ p1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq ` ż dx ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ pxqb^˚_xb_x` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqb^˚_xb_y ` 1 2 ż dxdy ` N^3pV f_ℓqpNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ´ Δ_yη_H px; yq ˘` b^˚_xb^˚_y ` b_xb_y ˘

` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq ` b^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` h.c. ˘ ` K ` V_{ext} ` V_N ` rE^{p1q}_{GN} ,

(4.36)

where the error rE^{p1q}_{GN} satisfies the estimate

˘ rE^{p1q}_{GN} ď Cℓ^{pα´3q{2}pN ` K ` V_N ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´5α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2 ` Cℓ^{´α}.

To prove Proposition 2.4, we need to simplify G_N ´ rE^{p1q}_{GN} further.

We start with the terms on the first six lines of (4.36). Recalling that ´Δ_xη_H px; yq “ ´ΔGpx ´ yqφpxqφpyq ´ 2∇Gpx ´ yq∇φpxqφpyq ´ Gpx ´ yqΔφpxqφpyq ` Δ_x “ pG ˚ qχ_Hc qpx ´ yqφpxqφpyq ‰ an application of the scattering equation (2.9) together with the bounds (2.10), (2.12) from Lemma 2.1 as well as the pointwise bounds }G ˚ qχ_Hc }_8 ď Cℓ^{´α} and ˇ ˇ∇_x“pG ˚ qχ_{Hc} qpx ´ yqφpxqφpyq ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ^{´2α}|φpyq|“|φpxq| ` |∇φpxq| ` |Δφpxq|‰, ˇ Δ_x “ pG ˚ qχ_Hc qpx ´ yqφpxqφpyq ˇ ď Cℓ^{´3α}|φpyq| “ |φpxq| ` |∇φpxq| ` |Δφpxq| ‰ shows that @ φ, “ ´ Δ ` V_{ext}` 1 2 ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘‰ φ D pN ´ N q ´ 1 2 @ φ, ` N^3V pN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ D pN ` 1qp1 ´ N {Nq ` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqη_H px; yqp1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq ` ż dxdy p´Δ_xη_H px; yqqqη_H px; yqp1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq ` N 2 ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqw^2_ℓ pNpx ´ yqq|φpxq|^2|φpyq|^2

^ p1 ´ N {Nqp1 ´ N {N ´ 1{Nq “ @ φ, “ ´ Δ ` V_{ext}` 1 2 ` N^3pV f_ℓqpN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘‰ φ D pN ´ N q ´ 1 2 @ φ, ` N^3pV f_ℓqpN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ D N p1 ´ N {Nq ` rE^{p2q}_{GN} ,

for an error that satisfies ˘ rE^{p2q}_{GN} ď Cpℓ^{pα´3q{2}`ℓ^{´3α}q. Using the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (A.1), the bound (2.11) from Lemma 2.1, a simple application of the mean value theorem shows furthermore that @ φ, “ ´ Δ ` V_{ext}` 1 2 ` N^3pV f_ℓqpN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘‰ φ D pN ´ N q ´ 1 2 @ φ, ` N^3pV f_ℓqpN¨q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ φ D N p1 ´ N {Nq

“ NE_{GP} pφq ´ ε_{GP} N ` 4πa_0}φ}^4 N^2{N ` rE^{p3q}_{GN} ,

up to an error that satisfies ˘ rE^{p3q}_{GN} ď Cℓ^{´1}. This shows that

G_N “ NE_{GP} pφq ´ ε_{GP} N ` 4πa_0}φ}^4 N^2{N ` ż dx ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ pxqb^˚_xb_x` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqb^˚_xb_y ` 1 2 ż dxdy ` N^3pV f_ℓqpNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ´ Δ_yη_H px; yq ˘` b^˚_xb^˚_y ` b_xb_y ˘

` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq ` b^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` h.c. ˘ ` K ` V_{ext} ` V_N ` rE^{p1q}_{GN} ` rE^{p2q}_{GN} ` rE^{p3q}_{GN} .

Now, let us simplify the quadratic contributions on the right hand side of the last equation. First of all, another application of the mean value theorem shows that ˘ ^ ż dx ` N^3V pN.q ˚ |φ|^2 ˘ pxqb^˚_xb_x ´ pV p0q ż |φpxq|^2b^˚_xb_x ` ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqb^˚_xb_y ´ pV p0q ż |φpxq|^2b^˚_xb_x ˙

ď CN^{´1}pN ` K ` 1q.

Here we used for the second line that |V̂ pp{Nq ´ V̂ p0q| ď C|p|{N and that ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyqb^˚_y b_x “ ż dx V̂ p0qφpxq^2b^˚_xb_x` ż dp ´ V̂ pp{Nq ´ V̂ p0q ¯ pa^˚p pφ_pq ^ 1´ N N ˙ pap pφ_pq,

where pap pφ_pq “ ş dy e^{2πipx}φpxqa_x. The previous bound follows from ż |p|^2}pap pφ_pqξ}^2 ď 2 ż |∇φpxq|^2}a_xξ}^2 `2 ż dxφ^2pxq}∇_xa_xξ}^2 ď C}pN `Kq^{1{2}ξ}^2 (4.37)

because }φ}_8, }∇φ}_8 ď C by (A.4).

This controls the diagonal terms. For the non-diagonal term, we use once more the scattering equation (2.9), the simple identity pχ_ℓppq “ π^{´1} sinpℓ|p|q{|p|^3´π^{´1}ℓ cospℓ|p|q{|p|^2 so that |pχ_ℓppq| ď Cℓ|p|^{´2} and the pointwise bounds similarly as above to deduce that ˘ ^ 1 2 ż dxdy ` N^3pV f_ℓqpNpx ´ yqqφpxqφpyq ´ Δ_yη_H px; yq ˘` b^˚_xb^˚_y ` b_xb_y ˘

´ 1 2 ż dxdy ` N^3pV f_ℓqpN.q ˚ qχ_Hc ˘ px ´ yqφpxqφpyq ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ` b_xb_y ˘˙ ď Cpℓ^{α{2} ` ℓ^{p3α´4q{2}qpN ` K ` 1q.

Finally, switching to Fourier space, we see from Eq. (2.11) that for all p P R^3 |- pV f_ℓqpp{Nq ´ 8πa_0| ď ż dx pV f_ℓqpxq ¨ |e^{2πixp{N} ´ 1|` ˇ ˇ ż dx pV f_ℓqpxq ´ 8πa_0 ˇ ˇ ď CN^{´1}|p| ` CN^{´1}ℓ^{´1}

(4.38)

and therefore ˘ ^ 1 2 ż dxdy ` pN^3pV f_lqpN.q ˚ qχ_Hc ˘ px ´ yqφpxqφpyq ` b_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ˘

´ 4πa_0 ż dxdy qχ_Hc px ´ yqφpxqφpyq ` b_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ˘˙ ď C ›` pN^3pV f_lqpN.q ˚ qχ_Hc ˘ ´ 8πa_0 qχ_Hc › 8pN ` 1q

ď CN^{´1} ż |p|ďℓ^{´α} dp ` |p| ` ℓ^{´1} ˘ pN ` 1q ď C ` ℓ^{´4α} ` ℓ^{´3α´1} ˘ .

Hence, in summary, we conclude that

G_N “ NE_{GP} pφq ´ ε_{GP} N ` 4πa_0}φ}^4 N^2{N ` ż dx a^˚_x “ ´ Δ_x ` V_{ext}pxq ‰ a_x ` 2 pV p0q ż |φpxq|^2b^˚_xb_x

` 4πa_0 ż dxdy qχ_Hc px ´ yqφpxqφpyq ` b_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y ˘

` ż dxdy N^{5{2}V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq ` b^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` h.c. ˘

` 1 2 ż dxdy N^2V pNpx ´ yqqa^˚_xa^˚_y a_xa_y ` rE^{p1q}_{GN} ` rE^{p2q}_{GN} ` rE^{p3q}_{GN} ` rE^{p4q}_{GN} ,

where the error E_{GN} :“ rE^{p1q}_{GN} ` rE^{p2q}_{GN} ` rE^{p3q}_{GN} ` rE^{p4q}_{GN} satisfies ˘E_{GN} ď C ` ℓ^{pα´3q{2q} ` ℓ^{p3α´4q{2} ˘ pN ` K ` V_N ` 1q ` Cℓ^{´5α{2}N^{´1}pN ` 1q^2 ` Cpℓ^{pα´3q{2} ` ℓ^{´4α} ` ℓ^{´3α´1} ` ℓ^{´1} ˘ . Choosing α ą 3, this concludes the proof of Proposition 2.4.

5 Analysis of J_N

The goal of this section is to show Prop. 2.7 for the excitation Hamiltonian J_N “ e^{´A}G^{eff}_N e^A, where G^{eff}_N has been introduced in (2.22) and can be decomposed as

G^{eff}_N “ D_N ` Q_N ` C_N ` H_N (5.1)

with H_N “ K ` V_{ext} ` V_N and where

D_N “ NE_{GP}pφ_0q ´ ε_{GP}N ` 4πa_0}φ_0}^4N^2{N,

Q_N “ 2V̂ p0q ż dx|φ_0pxq|^2b^˚_xb_x ` 4πa_0 ż dxdyχ̌_Hc px ´ yqφ_0pxqφ_0pyqpb^˚_xb^˚_y ` h.c.q,

C_N “ 1 ? N ż dxdy N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφ_0pxqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_x ` h.c.s.

(5.2)

In the next subsections, we will study the action of the unitary operator e^A on these terms, where we recall from (2.28) that A “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zq ` b^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ´ h.c. ˘

with ν_H and g_L as defined in (2.23) and (2.26), respectively, with parameters α ą β ą 0.

First, however, we need to establish some a-priori bounds controlling the growth of the expectation of kinetic and potential energies, generated by A.

5.1 Preliminary estimates

First of all, with the next lemma we control the growth of the expectation of the external potential.

Lemma 5.1. Assume (1.8) and let α ą β ą 0. Then there exists C ą 0 such that for all ξ P F^{ďN}_` , t P r0; 1s, ℓ P p0; 1q and N P N large enough, ˇ ˇxξ, e_{´tA}V_{ext}e_{tA}ξy ´ xξ, V_{ext}ξy ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ_{α{2}@ξ, “V_{ext} ` N ` 1‰ξD. (5.3)

Proof. We compute rV_{ext}, As “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz rV_{ext}pxq ` V_{ext}pyq ´ V_{ext}pzqsν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c. Using (2.27) and the fact that, by (A.3), }V_{ext}φ}_8 ď C we get ˇ ˇ 1? N ż dxdydz V_{ext}pyqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqxξ, b^˚_xa^˚_y a_zξy ˇ ˇ ď C ? N ż dxdydz |pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yq|ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xa_yξ}}a_zξ} ď Cℓ^{α2} }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}^2.

(5.4)

Furthermore, recalling the assumption V_{ext}px ` yq ď CpV_{ext}pxq ` CqpV_{ext}pyq ` Cq from (1.8), and using (2.24) as well as (2.27), we find that ˇ ˇ ˇ 1 ? N ż dxdydz V_{ext}pxqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqxξ, b^˚_xa^˚_y a_zξy ˇ ˇ ˇ ď 1 ? N ^ż dxdydz V_{ext}pxqǧ_Lpx ´ zq|ν_H px; yq|^2}a_zξ}^2 ˙ 1_2

^ ^ż dxdydz V_{ext}pxqǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xa_yξ}^2 ˙ 1_2

ď Cℓ^α2 ? N ^ż dxdz V_{ext}px ` zqǧ_Lpxq}a_z ξ}^2 ˙ 1_2 }V^{12}_{ext}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ} ď Cℓ^α2 ? N p}V^{12}_{ext}ξ} ` }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}q }V^{12}_{ext}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ} ď Cℓ^{α2} xξ, pV_{ext} ` N ` 1qξy.

Notice that we used in the last step the bound }V_{ext}ǧ_L}_1 ď C, which follows from the fact that V_{ext} grows at most exponentially (see Appendix A) and the explicit formula ǧ_Lpxq “ p ? πℓ^{´β}q^3e^{´pπℓ´β xq2} . Similarly, we get ˇ ˇ ˇ 1 ? N ż dxdydz V_{ext}pzqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqxξ, b^˚_xa^˚_y a_zξy ˇ ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ α 2 xξ, pV_{ext} ` N ` 1qξy. Thus, we have ˘rV_{ext}, As ď Cℓ^{α2} pV_{ext} ` N ` 1q . With (2.29), Eq. (5.3) follows now by Gronwall’s lemma, applied to the function fptq “ xξ, e^{´tA}V_{ext}e^{tA}ξy.

Next, we need to control the growth of the kinetic and potential energy. To estimate contributions arising from the kinetic energy, we will often need to switch to momentum space. We will use the formal notation â_p “ ape^{2πip¨x}q and â^˚_p “ a^˚pe^{2πip¨x}q to indicate creation and annihilation operators in momentum space. For f P L^2pR^3 q (interpreted as a function of momentum), we set âpfq “ ş¯ fppqâ_p and similarly for â^˚pfq. It is useful to keep in mind that ż dy e^{2πip¨y}φpyqa_y “ âpφ̂_pq (5.5)

where φ̂_ppqq :“ φ̂pp ´ qq.

We will often encounter operators as in (5.5), with φ the minimizer (or the square of the minimizer) of the Gross-Pitaevskii energy functional. Switching to position space, we can bound ż dp }âpφ̂_pqξ}^2 “ ż dx|φpxq|^2}a_xξ}^2 ď }φ}^2_8}N^{1{2}ξ}^2 ď C}N^{1{2}ξ}^2 (5.6)

and, as already discussed in (4.37), ż dp p^2}âpφ̂_pqξ}^2 ď C}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}^2. (5.7)

Lemma 5.2. Let α ą 4, 0 ă β ă α. Then we can write

rK, As “ T_2 ` S_1 ` S_2 ` δ_K (5.8)

where

T_2 “´ 2 ? N ż dxdydz ∇_xν_H px; yq∇_xǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s, S_1 “´ 1 ? N ż dxdydz N^3pV f_ℓqpNpx ´ yqqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s, S_2 “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz rpN^3pV f_ℓqpN¨qq ˚ qχ_Hc spx ´ yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s

and where

|xξ, δ_Kξy| ď Cℓ^{pα´4q{2}xξ, N ξy ` Cℓ^{α{2}}K^{1{2}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}.

Moreover, we find

˘T_2 ď Cℓ^{α{2}K , ˘S_1 ď CpV_N ` N ` 1q , ˘S_2 ď CK ` Cℓ^{´α}pN ` 1q , (5.9)

and thus ˘ rK, As ď CpK ` V_N q ` Cℓ^{´α}pN ` 1q. (5.10)

Proof. With the commutation relations (2.1), (2.4) and integration by parts, we obtain rK, As “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqr´Δ_xb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ´ b^˚_xΔ_ya^˚_y a_z ` b^˚_xa^˚_y Δ_za_z ` h.c.s “´ 1 ? N ż dxdydz rΔ_xν_H px; yq ` Δ_yν_H px; yqsǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ´ 2 ? N ż dxdydz ∇_xν_H px; yq∇_xǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s “: T_1 ` T_2.

We used here the identity ´Δ_xǧ_Lpx ´ zq ` Δ_zǧ_Lpx ´ zq “ 0. We rewrite T_1 as

T_1 “´ 2 ? N ż dxdydz pΔG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` 1 ? N ż dxdydz pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yq Δφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` 2 ? N ż dxdydz pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yq ∇φpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_x∇_ya^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s “: T_{11} ` T_{12} ` T_{13}.

Using Young’s inequality and (2.27) we obtain

|xξ, T_{12}ξy| ď C ? N }G ˚ qχ_H } ż dxdz ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xpN ` 1q^{12} ξ}}a_zξ}

ď Cℓ^{α2} }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}^2 and |xξ, T_{13}ξy| ď C ? N }G ˚ qχ_H } ż dxdz ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}K^{12} a_xξ}}a_zξ} ď Cℓ^{α2} }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}}K^{12} ξ}.

We are left with T_{11}. For this term we use the scattering equation (2.9) and get

T_{11} “´ 1 ? N ż dxdydz N^3pV f_ℓqpNpx ´ yqqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` 1 ? N ż dxdydz rpN^3pV f_ℓqpN¨qq ˚ qχ_Hc spx ´ yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` 2 ? N ż dxdydz “ N^3λ_ℓpf_ℓpN¨qχ_ℓq ˚ qχ_H ‰ px ´ yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s

“: S_1 ` S_2 ` S_3.

An explicit calculation shows that |χ̂_ℓppq| “ ℓ^3|χ̂_1pℓpq| ď Cℓ|p|^{´2}. With (2.15), we find }pf_ℓpN.qχ_ℓq ˚ χ̌_H } ď ℓ^{1`α{2} (for N large enough). From (2.10), (2.27), we obtain

|xξ, S_3ξy| ď C ? N N^3λ_ℓ}pf_ℓpN¨qχ_ℓq ˚ qχ_H } ż dxdz ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xpN ` 1q^{12} ξ}}a_zξ}

ď Cℓ^{pα´4q2} }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}^2.

This proves (5.8). To show (5.9), we observe that, integrating by parts,

T_2 “´ 2 ? N ż dxdydz pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yq∇φpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y ∇_za_z ` h.c.s ´ 2 ? N ż dxdydz pG ˚ qχ_H qpx ´ yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_x∇_ya^˚_y ∇_za_z ` h.c.s. With }G ˚ χ̌_H } “ }Ĝχ_H } ď ℓ^{α{2} and (2.27) we get

|xξ, T_2ξy| “ Cℓ^α2 ? N ż dxdz |ǧ_Lpx ´ zq|}N^{12} a_xξ}}∇_za_zξ} ` Cℓ^α2 ? N ż dxdz |ǧ_Lpx ´ zq|}K^{12} a_xξ}}∇_za_zξ} ď Cℓ^α2 ? N }ǧ_L}_1}K^{12} pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}}K^{12} ξ} ď Cℓ^{α{2}}K^{1{2}ξ}^2.

By (2.27), we have

|xξ, S_1ξy| ď 2 ? N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xa_yξ}}a_zξ} ď C ^ż dxdydz N^2V pNpx ´ yqqǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xa_yξ}^2 ˙ 1_2

^ ^ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_z ξ}^2 ˙ 1_2

ď C}V^{12}_N ξ}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}.

(5.11)

For S_2 we change to momentum space to get, using (5.7)

|xξ, S_2ξy| “ ˇ ˇ ˇ 1 ? N ż dpdq { pV f_ℓqpp{Nqχ_Hc ppqg_Lpqqxâpφ̂_pqb̂_{q´p}ξ, â_qξy ˇ ˇ ˇ ď C ? N „ż dpdq p^2}âpφ̂_pqâ_{q´p}ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2} «ż |p|ďℓ^{´α} dpdq |p|^{´2}}â_qξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{´α{2}}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}.

This concludes the proof of (5.9) and thus of (5.10).

To bound the commutator of A with the interaction energy operator V_N , it is useful to introduce, for any θ ą 0, the notation

K_θ “ ż |p|ďθ p^2 â^˚_pâ_p (5.12)

for the kinetic energy of particles having momentum below θ.

Lemma 5.3. Let α ě β ą 0 and ε P p0, α ´ βq. Then there exists C ą 0 such that for ℓ P p0; 1q sufficiently small we have

rV_N , As “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqN^2V pNpx ´ yqqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` δ_V , (5.13)

where ˘δ_V ď Cℓ^{pα´βq2} “ K_ℓ´β´ε ` V_N ` N ` 1 ‰ . Estimating the term on the r.h.s. of (5.13), we conclude that

˘ rV_N , As ď C “ K_ℓ´β´ε ` V_N ` N ` 1 ‰ . (5.14)

Proof. With the commutation relations (2.1), (2.4), we find

rV_N , As “´ 1 ? N ż dxdydzdu ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqN^2V pNpu ´ zqqrb^˚_ua^˚_xa^˚_y a_za_u ` h.c.s ` 1 ? N ż dxdydzdu ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqN^2V pNpu ´ yqqrb^˚_ua^˚_y a^˚_xa_ua_z ` h.c.s ` 1 ? N ż dxdydzdu ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqN^2V pNpx ´ uqqrb^˚_xa^˚_ua^˚_y a_ua_z ` h.c.s ` 1 ? N ż dxdydz ν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqN^2V pNpx ´ yqqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s “: 4ÿ j“1 V_j.

Switching partially to momentum space and using (5.6), (5.7), we have that

|xξ, V_1ξy| ď C ? N ż dpdqdudz N^2V pNpu ´ zqq| pGppq|χ_H ppqg_Lpqq}a_uâ_{p`q}âpxφ_pqξ}}a_za_uξ} ď Cℓ^{3α{2} ? N ^ ż dpdq p^2 }â_{p`q}âpxφ_pqξ}^2

˙_{1{2}^ ż dq |g_Lpqq|^2

˙_{1{2} }V^{1{2}_N ξ}

ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq{2}xξ, pK ` V_N ` N qξy.

We have }ν_{H,x}}_1 ď }G ˚ qχ_H } ¨ }φ} ď Cℓ^α2 . Thus, we get using (2.27)

|xξ, V_1ξy| ď Cℓ^α2 ? N }ǧ_L}_1 ż dzdu N^2V pNpu ´ zqq}a_uξ} ¨ }a_za_uξ} ď Cℓ^α2 N }V^{12}_N ξ} ¨ }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}.

Writing ν_H px, yq “ pG ˚ χ̌_H qpx ´ yqφ_0pyq and expanding pG ˚ χ̌_H q and also ǧ_L in

Fourier space we can estimate

|xξ, V_2ξy| ď 1 ? N „ż dσdpdudy N^2V pNpu ´ yqq g_Lppq p^2

}a_ua_yâ_{σ`p}ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

^ „ż dσdpdudy |Ĝpσqχ_H pσq|^2 N^2V pNpu ´ yqqg_Lppq p^2}a_uâ_pξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}V^{1{2}_N ξ} }pK_ℓ´β´ε ` N ` 1q^{1{2}ξ},

where, to bound the parenthesis in the second line, we divided the p-integral in the two domains |p| ă ℓ^{´β´ε} (where we can use the operator K_ℓ´β´ε ) and |p| ě ℓ^{´β´ε}, where we use the estimate sup_{|p|ąℓ}´β´ε p^2e^{´p2ℓ2β} ă C. The term V_3 can be bounded similarly. This proves (5.13). To show (5.14), we use |ν_H px; yq| ď CNφpyq, (2.27) and (2.29) to estimate

|xξ, V_4ξy| ď C ż dxdydz N^{52} V pNpx ´ yqqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφpyq}a_xa_yξ} ¨ }a_zξ} ď C}ǧ_L}^{12}_1 ¨ }V^{12}_N ξ} ^ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_z ξ}^2 ˙ 1_2

ď C}V^{12}_N ξ} ¨ }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}.

Combining the last three lemmas, we obtain a bound for the growth of the Hamilton operator H_N “ K ` V_{ext} ` V_N .

Lemma 5.4. Assume (1.8). Let α ą β ą 0 and α ě 4. There exists C ą 0 such that for all t P r0; 1s, all ℓ P p0; 1q and all N P N large enough

e^{´tA}H_N e^{tA} ď CH_N ` Cℓ^{´α}pN ` 1q. (5.15)

Proof. We define f_ξpsq :“ xξ, e^{´sA}rK ` V_N se^{sA}ξy. Then B_sf_ξpsq “ xξ, e^{´sA}rK ` V_N , Ase^{sA}ξy. Inserting the bounds (5.10), (5.14) (with K_ℓ´β´ε ď K) and applying (2.29), we obtain

B_sf_ξpsq ď Cf_ξpsq ` Cℓ^{´α}xξ, e^{´sA}pN ` 1qe^{sA}ξy ď Cf_ξpsq ` Cℓ^{´α}xξ, e^{´sA}pN ` 1qe^{sA}ξy ď Cf_ξpsq ` Cℓ^{´α}xξ, pN ` 1qξy for all s P r0; 1s. With Gronwall’s Lemma and using (5.3) to estimate the growth of the external potential, we arrive at (5.15).

The estimate (5.15) is still not optimal (because of the large factor ℓ^{´α} in front of pN_` ` 1q). To improve this bound, we first have to study the growth of the operator K_θ, defined in (5.12) measuring the kinetic energy of particles with momenta smaller than θ ă ℓ^{´α} ´ ℓ^{´β}.

Lemma 5.5. Assume (1.8). Let 0 ă β ă α ď 4β, α ě 4, ε P p0; α ´ βq. Then there exists a constant C such that for all s P r0; 1s all ℓ ą 0 small enough and all ℓ^{´β´ε} ď θ ă ℓ^{´α} ´ ℓ^{´β´ε}, we have

e^{´sA}K_θe^{sA} ď CK_θ ` Cℓ^{2pα´β´εq}pH_N ` N ` 1q. (5.16)

Proof. In momentum space, we have A “ 1 ? N ż dudvdw pν_H pv; wqg_Lpuqrb̂^˚_{u`v}â^˚_wâ_u ´ h.c.s “ 1 ? N ż dudvdw Ĝpvqχ_H pvqφ̂_0pv ` wqg_Lpuqrb̂^˚_{u`v}â^˚_wâ_u ´ h.c.s. (5.17)

Thus, we find

rK_θ, As “´ 1 ? N ż |u|ďθ dudvdw pν_H pv; wqg_Lpuq|u|^2rb̂^˚_{u`v}â^˚_wâ_u ` h.c.s ` 1 ? N ż |u`v|ďθ dudvdw pν_H pv; wqg_Lpuq|u ` v|^2rb̂^˚_{u`v}â^˚_wâ_u ` h.c.s ` 1 ? N ż |w|ďθ dudvdw pν_H pv; wqg_Lpuq|w|^2rb̂^˚_{u`v}â^˚_wâ_u ` h.c.s “: A_1 ` A_2 ` A_3.

Let ε P p0; α´βq. For |u| ď ℓ^{´β´ε} and |v| ě ℓ^{´α} we have (since α ą β`ε) |u`v| ě ℓ^{´α}{2, for ℓ small enough. Therefore, by (2.25), (A.5), we find

|xξ, A_1ξy| ď C ? N ż |u|ďθ, |v|ěℓ^{´α} dudvdw 1 |v|^2

| pφ_0pv ` wq|g_Lpuq|u|^2}â_wâ_{u`v}ξ}}â_uξ} ď C ? N ℓ^α „ż dudvdw|φ̂_0pv ` wq|pu ` vq^2}â_wâ_{u`v}ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

^ «ż |u|ďθ,|v|ěℓ^{´α} dudvdw 1 |v|^4

|φ̂_0pv ` wq|g_Lpuq u^4}â_uξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}K^{1{2}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ` Cℓ^{p3α´2β´2εq{2}}K^{1{2}ξ}}K^{1{2}_θ ξ}, (5.18)

where, in the last step, we separated the u-integral in the second parenthesis between |u| ą ℓ^{´β´ε} (where we control |u|^4 with g_Lpuq) and |u| ă ℓ^{´β´ε} (where we use K_θ).

Now we turn to A_3. We bound

|xξ, A_3ξy| ď C ? N θℓ^{2α} ż |w|ďθ,|v|ěℓ^{´α} dudvdw |φ̂_0pv ` wq| g_Lpuq |u| |w|}â_wâ_{u`v}ξ}|u|}â_uξ}

ď C ? N θℓ^{2α} «ż |w|ďθ dudvdw g_Lpuq |u|^2

|w|^2}â_wâ_{u`v}ξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ «ż |w|ďθ,|v|ěℓ^{´α} dudvdw |φ̂_0pv ` wq|^2g_Lpuq|u|^2}â_uξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}K^{1{2}_θ ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ} ` Cθ^{5{2}ℓ^{2α`2β`5ε{2}}K^{1{2}_θ ξ}^2 ď Cℓ^{3α}}K^{1{2}_θ ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ} ` Cℓ^{p4β`5ε´αq{2}}K^{1{2}_θ ξ}^2, (5.19)

where we divided the u-integral in the third line an the integral over |u| ą ℓ^{´β´ε} (here we can control factors of u and extract arbitrary polynomial decay in ℓ from g_L) and an integral over |u| ď ℓ^{´β´ε} (here we used the fact that |v ` w| ě |v| ´ |w| ě ℓ^{´β} and the bound (A.5) for the decay of φ̂_0).

We are left with A_2. Observing that |u| ą |v| ´ |u ` v| ě ℓ^{´β´ε} if |u ` v| ď θ ď ℓ^{´α} ´ ℓ^{´β´ε} and |v| ě ℓ^{´α}, we can extract arbitrary polynomial decay in ℓ from g_L. Thus, we easily get |xξ, A_2ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2. (5.20) From (5.18), (5.19), (5.20) and the assumption β ă α ď 4β, we conclude that

|xξ, rK_θ , Asξy| ď C}K^{1{2}_θ ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{3α´2β´2ε}}pK ` N ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2.

Defining f_ξpsq “ xξ, e^{´sA}K_θe^{sA}ξy, we conclude that

|B_sf_ξpsq| ď Cf_ξpsq ` Cℓ^{3α´2β´2ε}}pK ` N ` 1q^{1{2}e^{sA}ξ}^2.

Estimating K ď H_N and applying (5.15) and Lemma 2.6, Gronwall leads us to (5.16).

Lemma 5.5 can be used to improve the estimate (5.15) on the growth of the Hamiltonian. We begin with the potential energy operator V_N .

Lemma 5.6. Assume (1.8). Let 0 ă β ă α ď 4β, α ě 4. Then there exists C ą 0 such that for ℓ ą 0 small enough and all s P r0; 1s, we have

e^{´sA}V_N e^{sA} ď CpH_N ` N ` 1q. (5.21)

Proof. Eq. (5.21) follows from (5.14), using (2.29), (5.16) and Gronwall’s lemma.

We conclude this subsection with an improvement on the growth of the kinetic energy operator K.

Lemma 5.7. Assume (1.8). Let 0 ă β ă α ď 4β, α ě 4, 0 ă ε ă α ´ β. Then there exists C ą 0 such that for ℓ P p0; 1q small enough, we have for all s P r0; 1s

e^{´sA}Ke^{sA} ď Cℓ^{´ pα`β`εq2} pH_N ` N ` 1q. (5.22)

Proof. From (5.8) and (5.11), we find that rK, As “ S_2 ` δ^1_K, with

˘δ^1_K ď Cℓ^{α{2}K ` CpV_N ` N ` 1q and S_2 “ 1 ? N ż dxdydz rpN^3pV f_ℓqpN¨qq ˚ qχ_Hc spx ´ yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s.

Switching to Fourier space, we have

|xξ, S_2ξy| ď C ? N ż |p|ďℓ^{´α} dpdq g_Lpqq}âpφ̂_pqâ_{q´p}ξ}}â_qξ} ď Cℓ^{3α}}N^{1{2}ξ}^2` C ? N ż |p|ďℓ^{´α},|q|ăℓ^{´β´ε} dpdq }âpφ̂_pqâ_{q´p}ξ}}â_qξ}, where we used g_L to extract decay in ℓ for the region |q| ą ℓ^{´β´ε}. To control the last integral, we split the region where |q ´ p| ă ℓ^{´α} ` ℓ^{´β´ε} in two parts, the first with |q ´ p| ă ℓ^{´α} ´ ℓ^{´β´ε} “: θ and the second with θ ď |q ´ p| ă ℓ^{´α} ` ℓ^{´β´ε}. We obtain

|xξ, S_2ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}N^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C ? N «ż |q´p|ďθ dpdqpq ´ pq^2}âpφ̂_pqâ_{q´p}ξ}^2 ff_{1{2} «ż |q´p|ďθ dpdqpq ´ pq^{´2}}â_qξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

` C ? N „ż dpdqpq ´ pq^2}âpφ̂_pqâ_{q´p}ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

^ «ż θď|q´p|ďℓ^{´α}`ℓ^{´β´ε} dpdqpq ´ pq^{´2}}â_qξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}N^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{´α{2}}K^{1{2}_θ ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ} ` Cℓ^{´pβ`εq{2}}K^{1{2}ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}.

We conclude that ˇ ˇ d ds xξ, e^{sA}Ke^{´sA}ξy ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ_{α{2}xξe_{´sA}Ke_{sA}ξy ` Cℓ_{´α{2}xξ, e_{´sA}pK_θ ` V_N ` N ` 1qe_{sA}ξy

` Cℓ^{´pβ`εq{2}}K^{1{2}e^{sA}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}e^{sA}ξ}.

With (2.29), (5.16), (5.21), and with (5.15) (estimating K ď H_N ), we obtain ˇ ˇ d ds xξ, e^{sA}Ke^{´sA}ξy ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ_{´pα`β`εq{2}xξ, pH_N ` N ` 1qξy.

Integrating over s yields (5.22).

5.2 Analysis of e^{´A}D_N e^A

In this section we study the contribution arising from the operator D_N , defined in (5.2).

Lemma 5.8. There is C ą 0 s.t. for all F P L^8pR^3 q, α, β ą 0, ℓ P p0; 1q, we have ˇ ˇ ż du F puqxξ_1, ` e^{´A}a^˚_ua_ue^A ´ a^˚_ua_u ˘ ξ_2y ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ^α_2 }F }_8}pN ` 1q^1_2 ξ_1}}pN ` 1q^1_2 ξ_2}, ˇ ˇ ˇ ż du F puqxξ_1, ` e^{´A}b^˚_ub_ue^A ´ b^˚_ub_u ˘ ξ_2y ˇ ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ α 2 }F }_8}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ_1}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ_2}.

(5.23)

Proof. With (2.4), we find ż du F puq ` e^{´A}a^˚_ua_ue^A ´ a^˚_ua_u ˘

“ 1 ? N ż_1 0 ds ż dxdydz pF pxq ` F pyq ´ F pzqqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zq “ e^{´sA}b^˚_xa^˚_y a_ze^A ` h.c. ‰ . Using (2.27) and (2.29) we obtain ˇ ˇ ˇ 1? N ż_1 0 ds ż dxdydz pF pxq ` F pyq ´ F pzqqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqxξ_1, e^{´sA}b^˚_xa^˚_y a_ze^{sA}ξ_2y ˇ ˇ ˇ ď 3}F }_8 ? N ż_1 0 ds ż dxdydz |ν_H px; yq||ǧ_Lpx ´ zq|}a_xa_ye^{sA}ξ_1}}a_ze^{sA}ξ_2}

ď C}F }_8ℓ^{α2} }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ_1}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ_2}.

Interchanging ξ_1 and ξ_2 yields the same estimate for the hermitian conjugate and implies the first estimate in (5.23). Proceeding similarly, we obtain also the second bound.

Using Lemma 5.8, we can easily control the action of e^A on the operator D_N . The proof of the next lemma follows very closely the proof of [4, Prop. 8.7].

Lemma 5.9. Let α, β ą 0. Then there exists C ą 0 such that for all ℓ P p0; 1q holds

e^{´A}D_N e^A “ D_N ` δ_{DN} , (5.24)

where ˘δ_{DN} ď Cℓ^{α2} pN ` 1q.

5.3 Analysis of e^{´A}Q_N e^A

In this section we study the contribution to J_N arising from the operator Q_N , defined in (5.2).

Lemma 5.10. Let 0 ă β ă α ď 4β, α ě 4 and ε P p0; α ´ βq. Then there exists C ą 0 such that for ℓ P p0; 1q small enough and N large enough, we have

e^{´A}Q_N e^A “ Q_N ` δ_{QN} , (5.25)

where ˘δ_{QN} ď C “ ℓ^{pα´β´εq{2} ` ℓ^{p5α´7β´2εq{4} ‰ pH_N ` N ` 1q.

Proof. The first contribution to Q_N in (5.2) can be handled with (5.23); it produces an error term bounded by Cℓ^α2 pN ` 1q. As for the second contribution to Q_N , we compute, with the commutation relations (2.3), (2.4),

4πa_0 ż dudv qχ_Hc pu ´ vqφpuqφpvqrb^˚_ub^˚_v , As “´ 8πa_0 ? N ż dxdydzdu qχ_Hc pu ´ zqφpuqφpzqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_xb^˚_y b^˚_u ` 8πa_0 ? N ż dxdydzdu qχ_Hc pu ´ yqφpuqφpyqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_z b^˚_ub_x ` 8πa_0 ? N ż dxdydzdu qχ_Hc pu ´ xqφpuqφpxqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_z a^˚_ua_y ^ 1´ N ` 1 N ˙

` 8πa_0 ? N ż dxdydz qχ_Hc px ´ yqφpxqφpyqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_z ^ 1´ N ` 1 N ˙

´ 8πa_0 N ? N ż dxdydzdudv qχ_Hc pu ´ vqφpuqφpvqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_z a^˚_ua^˚_v a_xa_y ´ 16πa_0 N ? N ż dxdydzdu qχ_Hc pu ´ yqφpuqφpyqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_z a^˚_ua_x “: 6ÿ j“1 τ_j.

Switching to momentum space we get, with the notation introduced in (5.5),

|xξ, τ_1ξy| ď C ? N ż dpdsdt χ_Hc ppq|Ĝpsq|χ_H psqg_Lptq|φ̂pp ` tq| ^ }pN ` 1q^{´ 12} âpφ̂_pqâpφ̂_{´s}qâ_{s`t}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}

ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq2} }pK ` N q^{12} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ},

(5.26)

where we used the bound (5.7), }g_L} ď Cℓ^{´3β{2} and ş |s|ěℓ^{´α} |s|

´6 ď Cℓ^{3α}. Similarly,

|xξ, τ_2ξy|, |xξ, τ_3ξy| ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq2} }pK ` N q^{12} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}. (5.27)

Moreover, we can easily bound

|xξ, τ_4ξy|, |xξ, τ_6ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 (5.28) for N P N large enough (here, we can use the small factors N^{´1{2} and N^{´3{2} to gain arbitrary decay in ℓ). As for τ_5, switching to momentum space we estimate

|xξ, τ_5ξy| ď C N^{3{2} ż dpdsdt χ_Hc ppq|Ĝpsq|χ_H psqg_Lptq }â_tâpφ̂_pqâpφ̂_{´p}qξ}}â_{s`t}âpφ̂_sqξ}

ď C N «ż |s|ěℓ^{´α} dpdsdt p^2 |s|^6

}â_tâpφ̂_pqξ}^2 ff_{1{2} «ż |p|ďℓ^{´α} dpdsdt s^2 p^2

}â_{s`t}âpφ̂_sqξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^α}pK ` N q^{12} ξ}^2, (5.29)

where we used |Ĝpsq| ď C{s^2 and the bound (5.7). Combining (5.26), (5.27), (5.28) and (5.29) we conclude that

|xξ, rQ_N , Asξy| ď Cℓ^α}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{3pα´βq{2}}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}.

With (2.29),(5.22), we obtain ˇ ˇxξ, e^{´A}QN e^Aξy ´ xξ, QN ξy ˇ ˇ ď ż_1 0 |xξ, e^{´sA}rQ_N , Ase^{sA}ξy| ds ď C “ ℓ^{pα´β´εq{2} ` ℓ^{p5α´7β´2εq{4} ‰ xξ, pH_N ` N ` 1qξy .

5.4 Contributions from e^{´A}Ke^A To control the action of e^A on the kinetic energy operator K, we need better estimates on the commutator rK, As and also on a term arising from the second commutator rrK, As, As. Lemma 5.11. Let 0 ă β ă α ď 4β, α ą 4, and ε P p0; α ´ βq. Then there exists a constant C ą 0 such that for all ℓ ą 0 sufficiently small and for N sufficiently large we have rK, As “´ 1 ? N ż dxdydz N^3pV f_ℓqpNpx ´ yqqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` 1 ? N ż dxdydz 8πa_0 qχ_Hc px ´ yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφpyqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` rδ_K (5.30)

where

|xξ, rδ_Kξy| ď Cℓ^{pα´4q2} }pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{α2} }pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}}pK_ℓ´β´ε ` N ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}. Moreover, ˇ ˇ 1? N ż dxdydz 8πa_0 qχ_Hc px ´ yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφpyqxξ, rb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z, Asξy ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq2} }pK ` N q^{12} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ} ` Cℓ^α}pK ` N q^{12} ξ}^2

` Cℓ^{pα´βq2} }K^{12}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{12} ξ}.

(5.31)

Proof. We start with the decomposition rK, As “ T_2 ` S_1 ` S_2 ` δ_K from (5.8). The term S_1 corresponds exactly to the first term on the r.h.s. of (5.30). To show (5.30), we prove that T_2 is small and that S_2 corresponds to the second term on the r.h.s. of (5.30), up to small corrections. Switching to momentum space, we get

T_2 “´ 2 ? N ż dpdq p ¨ q Ĝppqχ_H ppqg_Lpqqrb̂^˚_{p`q}âpφ̂_{´p}qâ_q ` h.c.s. We estimate

|xξ, T_2ξy| ď C ? N ż dpdq |p||q||Ĝppq|χ_H ppqg_Lpqq}â_{p`q}âpφ̂_{´p}qξ}}â_qξ} ď C ? N „ż dpdq |p|^2}â_{p`q}âpφ̂_{´p}qξ}^2 ȷ 1_2 „ż dpdq |Ĝppq|^2χ_H ppqg_Lpqq^2|q|^2}â_qξ}^2 ȷ 1_2

ď Cℓ^{α2} }pK ` N q^{12} ξ} „ }K^{12}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ} ` ℓ^{3α}}N^{12} ξ} ȷ , where in the second integral we separated |q| ă ℓ^{´β´ε} (where we can use K_ℓ´β´ε ) and |q| ą ℓ^{´β´ε} (where g_L is effective). Now we consider S_2, as defined in (5.9). Switching to Fourier space and subtracting the second term on the r.h.s. of (5.30), we can bound ˇ ˇxξ, S2ξy´ 8πa_0 ? N ż dxdydz χ̌_Hc px ´ yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφ_0pyq xξ, “ b^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c. ‰ ξy ˇ ˇ ď 1 ? N ż dpdq ż dpdq |yV f_ℓpq{Nq ´ 8πa_0|χ_Hc pqqg_Lppq}â_{p´q}âpφ̂_qqξ}}â_pξ} ď C N^{3{2} ż dpdq pℓ^{´1} ` |q|qχ_Hc pqqg_Lppq}â_{p´q}âpφ̂_qqξ}}â_pξ} ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2

where we used (4.38) and we chose N large enough to obtain the desired decay in ℓ. This concludes the proof of (5.30).

To show (5.31), we write, in momentum space, A as in (5.17) and

8πa_0 ? N ż dxdydz χ̌_Hc px ´ yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφ_0pyqb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z “ 8πa_0 ? N ż dqdp χ_Hc pqqg_Lppq b̂^˚_{q`p}â^˚pφ̂_{´q}qâ_p.

Using the relations (2.3), (2.4) (translated to momentum space), we compute

8πa_0 ? N ż dxdydz χ̌_Hc px ´ yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφ_0pyq “ b^˚_xa^˚_y a_z, A ‰ “ 14ÿ j“1 Y_j with the operators tY_1, . . . , Y_{14}u as given below. We bound each term separately.

We start with

Y_1 “´

8πa_0 N ż dqdpds χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lpp ` qqb̂^˚_{s`p`q}b̂^˚pφ̂_{´s}qâ^˚pφ̂_{´q}qâ_p.

Using (5.6), (5.7) and |Ĝpsq| ď C|s|^{´2}, we find

|xξ, Y_1ξy| ď C N „ż dqdpds s^2}â_{s`p`q}âpφ̂_{´s}qâpφ̂_{´q}qξ}^2 ȷ 1_2

^ «ż |s|ěℓ^{´α} dqdpds |s|^{´6}g_Lpqq^2}â_pξ}^2 ff 1_2

ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq{2}}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}. We continue with

Y_2 “

8πa_0 N ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqφ̂_0ps ´ p ´ qqg_Lptq ^ p1 ´ N {Nqâ^˚_{´t}â^˚pφ̂_{´q}qâ_{t´s}â_p which can be bounded by

|xξ, Y_2ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C N «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α},|t|ăℓ^{´β´ε} dqdpdsdt |s|^{´4}|φ̂_0ps ´ p ´ qq| t^2}â_{´t}âpφ̂_{´q}qξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ „ż dqdpdsdt g_Lptq^2

t^2

|φ̂_0ps ´ p ´ qq| }â_{t´s}â_pξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} where we used the decay of g_L to handle the region |t| ą ℓ^{´β´ε}. Next, we consider Y_3 “

8πa_0 N ż dpdsdt χ_Hc pp ` s ` tqǧ_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptq ^ p1 ´ N {Nqâ^˚_{´t}â^˚pφ̂_{p`s`t}qâpφ̂_sqâ_p whose contribution is estimated similarly as the one of Y_2 by

|xξ, Y_3ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C N «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α},|t|ăℓ^{´β´ε} dpdsdt |s|^{´4} t^2}â_{´t}âpφ̂_{p`s`t}qξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ „ż dpdsdt g_Lptq^2

t^2

}âpφ̂_sqâ_pξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}.

The terms

Y_4 “

8πa_0 N ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqφ̂_0pq ` s ` tqφ̂_0pq ´ pq ^ p1 ´ N {Nqâ^˚_{´t}â_p,

Y_5 “

8πa_0 N ż dpdsdt χ_Hc pp ` s ` tqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqxφ^2_0pp ` tqp1 ´ N {Nqâ^˚_{´t}â_p,

Y_6 “´

8πa_0 N^2 ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqφ̂_0pq ´ s ´ tqâ^˚_{´t}â^˚_{q`p}âpφ̂_sqâ_p, Y_7 “´

8πa_0 N^2 ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqxφ^2_0pq ` sqâ^˚_{´t}â^˚_{q`p}â_{´s´t}â_p can be bounded by ˘Y_4, ˘Y_5, ˘Y_6, ˘Y_7 ď Cℓ^{3α}pN ` 1q for N large enough (the additional factor 1{N can be used to gain arbitrary decay in ℓ). As for

Y_8 “´

8πa_0 N^2 ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqâ^˚_{´t}â^˚pφ̂_{´q}qâ^˚_{q`p}â_{´s´t}âpφ̂_sqâ_p,

we estimate, again with (5.6), (5.7) and |Ĝpsq| ď C|s|^{´2},

|xξ, Y_8ξy| ď C N^2 «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α} dqdpdsdt |s|^{´6} q^2}â_{´t}âpφ̂_{´q}qâ_{q`p}ξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ «ż |q|ďℓ^{´α} dqdpdsdt |q|^{´2} s^2}â_{´s´t}âpφ̂_sqâ_pξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^α}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}^2.

To bound

Y_9 “

8πa_0 N ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqφ̂_0pp ` sqb̂^˚pφ̂_{´q}qb̂^˚_{q`p}â^˚_{s`t}â_t,

we first apply Cauchy-Schwarz:

|xξ, Y_9ξy| ď C N ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_Lppq|Ĝpsq|χ_H psqg_Lptq|φ̂_0pp ` sq| ^ }âpφ̂_{q`p}qâ_{s`t}ξ}}â^˚pφ̂_{´q}qâ_tξ}.

With (2.1), we find }â^˚pφ̂_{´q}qâ_tξ}^2 ď }âpφ̂_{´q}qâ_tξ}^2 ` }â_tξ}^2. For the contribution from }â_tξ}^2, we can extract arbitrary decay in ℓ from the factor N^{´1}. For |t| ą ℓ^{´β´ε}, we can gain decay in ℓ from the Gaussian g_L. We find

|xξ, Y_9ξy| ďCℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C N „ż dqdpdsdt g_Lptq t^2

|φ̂_0pp ` sq|}âpφ̂_{q`p}qâ_{s`t}ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

^ «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α},|t|ăℓ^{´β´ε} dqdpdsdt 1 |s|^4

|φ̂_0pp ` sq|t^2}âpφ̂_{´q}qâ_tξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ďCℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}.

Next, consider

Y_{10} “

8πa_0 N ż dqdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_Lps ` tqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqb̂^˚_{q`s`t}â^˚pφ̂_{´s}qb̂^˚pφ̂_{´q}qâ_t.

We proceed as for Y_9, with }â^˚pφ̂_{´q}qâ_tξ}^2 ď }âpφ̂_{´q}qâ_tξ}^2 ` }â_tξ}^2. Again, to bound the contribution arising from }â_tξ}^2 we can extract decay in ℓ from N^{´1}. We find

|xξ, Y_{10}ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C N «ż |q|ďℓ^{´α} dqdsdt |q|^{´2} s^2}â_{q`s`t}âpφ̂_{´s}qξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ «ż |q|ďℓ^{´α},|s|ąℓ^{´α} dqdsdt |s|^{´6} q^2}âpφ̂_{´q}qâ_tξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^α}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}^2.

As for

Y_{11} “´

8πa_0 N ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqφ̂_0pq ` tqb̂^˚_{q`p}â^˚_{s`t}â^˚pφ̂_{´s}qâ_p,

we have

|xξ, Y_{11}ξy| ď C N „ż dqdpdsdt |φ̂_0pq ` tq| s^2}âpφ̂_{´s}qâ_{s`t}â_{q`p}ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

^ «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α} dqdpdsdt |s|^{´6}|φ̂_0pq ` tq| g_Lptq^2 }â_pξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq{2}}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}.

On the other hand,

Y_{12} “

8πa_0 N ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqxφ^2_0pq ` sqb̂^˚_{q`p}â^˚_{´t}b̂_{´s´t}â_p can be bounded (controlling as usual the region with |t| ą ℓ^{´β´ε} with χ_{Lăℓ}) by |xξ, Y_{12}ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C N «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α},|t|ăℓ^{´β´ε} dqdpdsdt |s|^{´4} |xφ^2_0pq ` sq| t^2}â_{´t}â_{q`p}ξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ „ż dqdpdsdt |xφ^2_0pq ` sq| g_Lptq^2 t^2

}â_{´s´t}â_pξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}. Also the term

Y_{13} “

8πa_0 N ż dqdpdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_LppqĜpsqχ_H psqg_Lptqφ̂_0pq ´ s ´ tqb̂^˚_{q`p}â^˚_{´t}b̂pφ̂_sqâ_p can be bounded similarly:

|xξ, Y_{13}ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C N «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α},|t|ăℓ^{´β´ε} dqdpdsdt |s|^{´4} |φ̂_0pq ´ s ´ tq| t^2}â_{´t}â_{q`p}ξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ „ż dqdpdsdt |φ̂_0pq ´ s ´ tq| g_Lptq^2 t^2

}âpφ̂_sqâ_pξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}. Finally, we bound

Y_{14} “´

8πa_0 N ż dqdsdt χ_Hc pqqg_Lptq^2Ĝpsqχ_H psqb̂^˚_{q´t}â^˚pφ̂_{´q}qb̂_{´s´t}âpφ̂_sq

as follows:

|xξ, Y_{14}ξy| ď C N «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α} dqdsdt |s|^{´6} q^2}â_{q´t}âpφ̂_{´q}qξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ «ż |q|ďℓ^{´α} dqdsdt |q|^{´2}s^2}âpφ̂_sqâ_{´s´t}ξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^α}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}^2.

Combining the estimates for tY_1, . . . , Y_{14}u, we obtain (5.31).

5.5 Contributions from e^{´A}C_N e^A To control the action of e^A on the cubic term C_N in (5.2), we need precise estimates for the commutator rC_N , As.

Lemma 5.12. Let 0 ă β ă α and ε P p0; α ´ βq. Then there exists a constant C ą 0 such that for all ℓ P p0; 1q sufficiently small and for N sufficiently large we have

rC_N , As “ 1 N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqν_H px; yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqra^˚_z a_y ` h.c.s ^ 1´ N N ˙

` 1 N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqν_H px; yqφpxqǧ_Lpx ´ zqra^˚_z a_x ` h.c.s ^ 1´ N N ˙

` δ_{CN} , (5.32)

where

|xξ, δ_{CN} ξy| ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq2} }pK ` N q^{12} ξ}}N^{12} ξ} ` Cℓ^{pα´βq2} }pK_ℓ´β´ε ` V_N ` N q^{12} ξ}^2.

Proof. A long but straightforward computation using (2.3), (2.4) shows that

rC_N , As “ 1 N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqν_H px; yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqra^˚_z a_y ` h.c.s ^ 1´ N N ˙

` 1 N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqν_H px; yqφpxqǧ_Lpx ´ zqra^˚_z a_x ` h.c.s ^ 1´ N N ˙

` 12ÿ j“1 C_j,

with the error terms tC_1, . . . , C_{12}u are listed and bounded below.

We begin with

C_1 “´ 1 N ż dxdydzdv N^3V pNpz ´ vqqφpzqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_xb^˚_y a^˚_v a_z which can be bounded, switching to momentum space, by

|xξ, C_1ξy| ď 1 N ż dpdsdt |V̂ pp{Nq||Ĝpsq|χ_H psqg_Lptq}â_{s`t}âpφ̂_{´s}qâ_{´p}ξ}}âpφ̂_{t´p}qξ} ď C N „ż dpdsdt s^2}â_{s`t}âpφ̂_{´s}qâ_{´p}ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

^ «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α} dpdsdt |s|^{´6}g_Lptq^2 }âpφ̂_{t´p}qξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq{2}}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}.

Also for the term

C_2 “ 1 N ż dxdydzdv N^3V pNpy ´ vqqφpyqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zq ^ 1´ N N ˙ a^˚_z a^˚_v a_xa_y we switch to momentum space. We find

|xξ, C_2ξy| ď 1 N ż dpdsdt |V̂ pp{Nq||Ĝpsq|χ_H psqg_Lptq}â_{´t}â_{´p}ξ}}âpxφ^2_{s´p}qâ_{´s´t}ξ}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C N «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α},|t|ăℓ^{´β´ε} dpdsdt |s|^{´4} t^2}â_{´t}â_{´p}ξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ „ż dpdsdt g_Lptq^2 t^2

}âpxφ^2_{s´p}qâ_{´s´t}ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}N^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ},

where the first term on the r.h.s. arises from |t| ą ℓ^{´β´ε}, where we can use g_Lptq to extract (arbitrary polynomial) decay in ℓ. The term

C_3 “ 1 N ż dxdydzdv N^3V pNpx ´ vqqφpxqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zq ^ 1´ N N ˙ a^˚_z a^˚_v a_ya_x

can be handled similarly to C_2. We find

|xξ, C_3ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}N^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}.

On the other hand, to estimate

C_4 “´ 1 N^2 ż dxdydzdudv N^3V pNpu ´ vqqφpuqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqa^˚_ua^˚_z a^˚_v a_xa_ya_u, we switch only partially to Fourier space (keeping V in position space). We obtain

|xξ, C_4ξy| ď ż dudvdsdt NV pNpu ´ vqq|Ĝpsq|χ_H psqg_Lptq}â_{´t}a_ua_vξ}}âpφ̂_sqâ_{´s´t}a_uξ}

ď C N^{3{2} «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α} dudvdsdt N^2V pNpu ´ vqq |s|^{´4} }â_{´t}a_ua_vξ}^2 ff_{1{2}

^ „ż dudvdsdt N^3V pNpu ´ vqq}âpφ̂_sqâ_{´s´t}a_uξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{α{2}}V^{1{2}_N ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}.

The terms

C_5 “´ 1 N^2 ż dxdydzdu N^3V pNpu ´ xqqφpuqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqa^˚_ua^˚_z a_ya_u C_6 “´ 1 N^2 ż dxdydzdu N^3V pNpu ´ yqqφpuqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqa^˚_ua^˚_z a_xa_u can be bounded using the factor N^{´2} to gain arbitrary decay in ℓ. We easily find ˘C_5, ˘C_6 ď Cℓ^{3α}pN ` 1q.

As for

C_7 “ 1 N ż dxdydzdv N^3V pNpy ´ vqqφpyqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_y b^˚_v a^˚_xa_z, we stay in position space and estimate

|xξ, C_7ξy| ď ż dxdydzdv N^2V pNpy ´ vqq|φpyq||ν_H px; yq|ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_ya_va_xξ}}a_zξ} ď C „ż dxdydzdv N^2V pNpy ´ vqqǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_ya_va_xξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

^ „ż dxdydzdv N^2V pNpy ´ vqq|ν_H px; yq|^2ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_z ξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{α{2}}V^{1{2}_N ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}, using that (2.27) and (2.24). We can proceed very similarly to bound

C_8 “ 1 N ż dxdydzdv N^3V pNpx ´ vqqφpxqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_xb^˚_v a^˚_y a_z. We find |xξ, C_8ξy| ď Cℓ^{α{2}}V^{1{2}_N ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ} Also

C_9 “´ 1 N ż dxdydzdv N^3V pNpz ´ vqqφpzqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_z a^˚_v b_xb_y can be handled analogously, estimating

|xξ, C_9ξy| ď C ? N „ż dxdydzdv N^2V pNpz ´ vqq|ν_H px; yq|^2ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_z a_vξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

^ „ż dxdydzdv N^3V pNpz ´ vqqǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xa_yξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{α{2}}V^{1{2}_N ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}. To bound

C_{10} “´ 1 N ż dxdydzdu N^3V pNpu ´ zqqφpuqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_ub^˚_xa^˚_y a_u, we switch partially to momentum space:

|xξ, C_{10}ξy| ď ż dudzdsdt N^2V pNpu ´ zqq|Ĝpsq|χ_H psqg_Lptq}a_uâpφ̂_{´s}qâ_{s`t}ξ}}a_uξ}

ď C N „ż dudsdt s^2}a_uâpφ̂_{´s}qâ_{s`t}ξ}^2 ȷ 1_2 «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α} dudsdt |s|^{´6}g_Lptq^2 }a_uξ}^2 ff 1_2

ď Cℓ^{3pα´βq{2}}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}.

Also to estimate

C_{11} “ 1 N ż dxdydzdu N^3V pNpu ´ yqqφpuqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_ua^˚_z b_xa_u we switch partially to momentum space. We find

|xξ, C_{11}ξy| ď ż dudydsdt N^2V pNpu ´ yqq|Ĝpsq|χ_H psqg_Lptq}a_uâ_{´t}ξ}}a_uâ_{´s´t}ξ}

ď Cℓ^{3α}}N^{1{2}ξ}^2` C N «ż |t|ăℓ^{´β´ε} dudsdt |s|^{´4}t^2}a_uâ_tξ}^2 ff 1_2

^ «ż |s|ąℓ^{´α} dudsdt g_Lptq^2 t^2

}a_uâ_{´s´t}ξ}^2 ff 1_2

ď Cℓ^{3α}}N^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ},

where the first term on the r.h.s. arises from the region |t| ą ℓ^{´β´ε}, where we can use g_L to extract decay in ℓ. As for the term

C_{12} “ 1 N ż dxdydzdu N^3V pNpu ´ xqqφpuqν_H px; yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqb^˚_ua^˚_z b_ya_u, it can be bounded similarly as C_{11}. We find

|xξ, C_{12}ξy| ď Cℓ^{3α}}N^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}K^{1{2}_{ℓ´β´ε} ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}.

5.6 Proof of Proposition 2.7 Recalling (5.1) and applying (5.3), (5.24) and (5.25), we obtain

J_N “ D_N ` Q_N ` C_N ` H_N` ż_1 0 ds e^{´sA}rC_N ` K ` V_N , Ase^{sA} ` δ_1, (5.33)

where ˘δ_1 ď C ” ℓ^{pα´β´εq{2} ` ℓ^{p5α´7β´2εq{4} ı pH_N ` N ` 1q .

Combining (5.13) with the first term on the r.h.s. of (5.30) (and recalling the definition of C_N in (5.2)), we obtain rK ` V_N , As “ ´C_N` 1 ? N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq -p1 ´ g_Lqpx ´ zqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ´ 1 ? N ż dxdydz pG ˚ qχ_Hc qpx ´ yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqN^2V pNpx ´ yqqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` 8πa_0 ? N ż dxdydz qχ_Hc px ´ yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφpyqrb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.s ` δ_2, (5.34) where

|xξ, δ_2ξy| ď C ” ℓ^{pα´4q{2} ` ℓ^{pα´βq{2} ı }pK_ℓ´β´ε ` N ` V_N ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2

` Cℓ^{α{2} }K^{1{2}ξ}}pK_ℓ´β´ε ` N ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}.

Next, we observe that the second term on the r.h.s. of (5.34) can be bounded, using that 0 ď 1 ´ g_Lppq ď minp1, ℓ^{2β} p^2q, by ˇ ˇ 1 ? N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqφpyq -p1 ´ g_Lqpx ´ zqxξ, b^˚_xa^˚_y a_zξy ˇ ˇ ď }V^{12}_N ξ} „ż dx }ap - p1 ´ g_Lq_xξ}^2 ȷ 1_2

“ }V^{12}_N ξ} „ż dp|1 ´ g_Lppq|^2}â_pξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2} ď Cℓ^β}V^{12}_N ξ}}K^{1{2}ξ}.

As for the third term on the r.h.s. of (5.34), we can first extract }G˚χ̌_Hc }_8 ď }G}}χ_Hc } ď Cℓ^{´α} and then use the factor N^{´1{2} to gain arbitrary decay in ℓ. We obtain ˇ ˇ 1? N ż dxdydz pG ˚ qχ_Hc qpx ´ yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqN^2V pNpx ´ yqqxξ, rb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.sξy ˇ ˇ ď Cℓ^{3α}}V^{1{2}_N ξ}}pN ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}.

Finally, the fourth term on the r.h.s. of (5.34) can be bounded by ˇ ˇ8πa0? N ż dxdydzχ̌_Hc px ´ yqǧ_Lpx ´ zqφ_0pyqxξ, rb^˚_xa^˚_y a_z ` h.c.sξy ˇ ˇ

ď C ? N „ż dxdydz ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_xa_yξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2} „ż dxdydz|χ̌_Hc px ´ yq|^2ǧ_Lpx ´ zq}a_zξ}^2 ȷ_{1{2}

ď Cℓ^{´3α{2} ? N }N ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ}.

Thus rK ` V_N , As “ ´C_N ` δ_3 with

|xξ, δ_3ξy| ď C ” ℓ^{pα´4q{2} ` ℓ^{pα´βq{2} ı }pK_ℓ´β´ε ` N ` V_N ` 1q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C ” ℓ^{α{2} ` ℓ^β ı }K^{1{2}ξ}}pK_ℓ´β´ε ` V_N ` N ` 1q^{1{2}ξ} ` Cℓ^{´4α}}N ξ}^2{N.

Inserting into (5.33) and using (2.29), (5.16), (5.21), (5.22), we obtain

J_N “ D_N ` Q_N ` C_N ` H_N´ ż_1 0 ds e^{´sA}C_N e^{sA}` ż_1 0 dse^{´sA}rC_N , Ase^{´sA} ` δ_4 “ D_N ` Q_N ` H_N` ż_1 0 ds s e^{´sA}rC_N , Ase^{sA} ` δ_4 (5.35) with

˘δ_4 ď C ” ℓ^{pα´4q{2} ` ℓ^{pα´β´εq{4} ` ℓ^{p5α´7β´2εq{4} ` ℓ^{p3β´α´εq{4} ı pH_N `N `1q`Cℓ^{´4α}N^2{N.

We computed the commutator rC_N , As in (5.32). To deal with the two main contributions on the r.h.s. of (5.32), we switch to momentum space. For the first term, we find 1 N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqν_H px; yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqra^˚_z a_y ` h.c.s ^ 1´ N N ˙

“ ż dp « 1 N ż |q|ąℓ^{´α} dq V̂ ppp ´ qq{NqĜpqq ff g_Lppq „ â^˚_pâpxφ^2_pq ^ 1´ N N ˙ ` h.c. ȷ . (5.36)

With (2.11) , we can estimate ˇ ˇ 1 N ż |q|ąℓ^{´α} dq V̂ ppp ´ qq{NqĜpqq ´ p8πa_0 ´ V̂ p0qq ˇ ˇ ď Cp|p| ` ℓ_{´2α}q{N.

Since moreover (using 0 ď 1 ´ g_Lppq ď maxp1, ℓ^{2β} p^2q) ż dp |1´g_Lppq||xξ, â^˚_pâpxφ^2_pqp1´N {Nqξy| ď ż dp |p|ℓ^β}â_pξ}}âpxφ^2_pqξ} ď ℓ^β}K^{1{2}ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ},

we conclude from (5.36), switching back to position space, that 1 N ż dxdydz N^3V pNpx ´ yqqν_H px; yqφpyqǧ_Lpx ´ zqra^˚_z a_y ` h.c.s ^ 1´ N N ˙

“ p8πa_0 ´ V̂ p0qq ż dp “ â_pâ^˚pxφ^2_pq ` h.c.s ` δ_5 “ 2p8πa_0 ´ V̂ p0qq ż dx φ^2_0pxqa^˚_xa_x ` δ_5,

where |xξ, δ_5ξy| ď Cℓ^β}K^{1{2}ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ} ` C}N ξ}^2{N.

Similarly, we can also handle the second term on the r.h.s. of (5.32). We conclude that

rC_N , As “ 4p8πa_0 ´ V̂ p0qq ż dx φ^2_0pxqa^˚_xa_x ` δ_6

with

|xξ, δ_6ξy| ď Cpℓ^β ` ℓ^{3pα´βq{2}q}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}}N^{1{2}ξ} ` Cℓ^{pα´βq{2}}pK_ℓ´β´ε ` V_N ` N q^{1{2}ξ}^2 ` C}N ξ}^2{N.

Inserting in (5.35), we find, with (5.23), (2.29), (5.16), (5.21), (5.22),

J_N “ D_N ` Q_N ` H_N ` 2p8πa_0 ´ V̂ p0qq ż dx φ^2_0pxqa^˚_xa_x ` δ_7 with ˘δ_7 ď C ” ℓ^{pα´4q{2} ` ℓ^{pα´β´εq{4} ` ℓ^{p5α´7β´2εq{4} ` ℓ^{p3β´α´εq{4} ı pH_N `N `1q`Cℓ^{´4α}N^2{N.

Under the assumption α ą 4, 7β{5 ă α ă 3β, we can find ε ą 0 small enough so that κ “ minppα ´ 4q{2, pα ´ β ´ εq{4, p5α ´ 7β ´ 2εq{4, p3β ´ α ´ εq{4q ą 0. Inserting D_N , Q_N as in (5.2), we arrive therefore at

J_N ě NE^{GP}pφq ´ ε_{GP} N ` 4πa_0 ż dxdy qχ_Hc px ´ yqφpxqφpyqrb_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y s ` 16πa_0 ż dx φpxq^2a^˚_xa_x ` p1 ´ Cℓ^κqH_N ´ Cℓ^κpN ` 1q ´ Cℓ^{´4α}pN ` 1q^2{N . (5.37) Next, we observe that

0 ď 4πa_0 ż dxdyχ̌_Hc px ´ yqφ_0pxqφ_0pyqrb_x ` b^˚_xsrb^˚_y ` b_ys.

This implies that

4πa_0 ż dxdyχ̌_Hc px ´ yqφ_0pxqφ_0pyqrb_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y s

ě ´8πa_0 ż dxdyχ̌_Hc px ´ yqφ_0pxqφ_0pyqb^˚_xb_y ´ 4πa_0 ż dxdyχ̌_Hc px ´ yqφ_0pxqφ_0pyqrb_x, b^˚_y s

ě ´8πa_0 ż dxdyχ̌_Hc px ´ yqφ_0pxqφ_0pyqa^˚_xa_y ´ Cℓ^{´3α} ´ CN^2{N,

where in the last step we used the commutation relations (2.3) (and we replaced b^˚_x, b_y by a^˚_x, a_y). Since, switching to momentum space, ż dxdyχ̌_H px ´ yqφ_0pxqφ_0pyqxξ, a^˚_xa_yξy “ ż dpχ_H ppq}âpφ̂_pqξ}^2 ď ℓ^{2α} ż dp p^2}âpφ̂_pqξ}^2 ď ℓ^{2α}}pK ` N q^{1{2}ξ}^2,

with (5.7), we conclude that

4πa_0 ż dxdyχ̌_Hc px ´ yqφ_0pxqφ_0pyqrb_xb_y ` b^˚_xb^˚_y s

ě ´8πa_0 ż dx φ_0pxq^2a^˚_xa_x ´ Cℓ^{´3α} ´ CN^2{N ´ Cℓ^{2α}pK ` N q.

Inserting in (5.37), we arrive at

J_N ě NE^{GP}pφ_0q ` p1 ´ Cℓ^κqdΓp´Δ ` V_{ext} ` 8πa_0|φ_0pxq|^2 ´ ε_{GP} q ´ Cℓ^κN ´ Cℓ^{´3α} ´ Cℓ^{´4α}N^2{N, which implies (2.31), if ℓ ą 0 is small enough.

A Properties of the Gross-Pitaevskii Functional

In this appendix we collect several well-known results about the Gross-Pitaevskii functional E_{GP} , defined in equation (1.5). Let us recall that E_{GP} : D_{GP} Ñ R is given by

E_{GP} pφq “ ż R^3 ` |∇φpxq|^2 ` V_{ext}pxq|φpxq|^2 ` 4πa_0|φpxq|^4 ˘ dx with domain D_{GP} “ � φ P H^1pR^3 q X L^4pR^3 q : V_{ext}|φ|^2 P L^1pR^3 q ( . Recall, moreover, assumption p2q in Eq. (1.8) on the external potential V_{ext}. The following was proved in [14, Theorems 2.1, 2.5 & Lemma A.6]. Theorem A.1. There exists a minimizer φ P D_{GP} with }φ}_2 “ 1 such that inf ψPD_{GP} :}ψ}_2 “1 E_{GP} pψq “ E_{GP} pφq. The minimizer φ is unique up to a complex phase, which can be chosen so that φ is strictly positive. Furthermore, the minimizer φ solves the Gross-Pitaevskii equation

´ Δφ ` V_{ext}φ ` 8πa_0|φ|^2φ “ ε_{GP} φ, (A.1) with μ given by ε_{GP} “ E_{GP} pφq ` 4πa_0}φ}^4.

Moreover, φ P L^8pR^3 q X C^1pR^3 q and for every ν ą 0 there exists C_ν (which only depends on ν and a_0) such that for all x P R^3 it holds true that |φpxq| ď C_ν e^{´ν|x|}. (A.2) We denote by φ in the following the unique, strictly positive minimizer of E_{GP} , subject to the contraint }φ}_2 “ 1. In addition to Theorem A.1, we need to collect a few additional facts about the regularity of φ. Before we do so, notice that the assumption V_{ext}px ` yq ď CpV_{ext}pxq ` CqpV_{ext}pyq ` Cq implies that V_{ext} has at most exponential growth, as |x| Ñ 8. Indeed, by (1.8), we find R ą 0 such that V_{ext}pxq ą 0 for all |x| ě R. Let C̃ be the maximum of V_{ext} in the ball of radius 2R around the origin. For |x| ě R, we pick n P N such that nR ď |x| ă pn ` 1qR and obtain

|V_{ext}pxq| ď C^npV_{ext}px{nq ` Cq^n ď pCpC̃ ` Cqq^n ď pCpC̃ ` Cqq^{|x|{R}. Hence, V_{ext} grows at most exponentially. In particular, by (A.2), this implies that }V_{ext}φ}_8 ď C. (A.3)

Lemma A.2. Let V_{ext} satisfy the assumptions in (1.8). Then φ P H^2pR^3 q X C^2pR^3 q and for every ν ą 0 there exists C_ν ą 0 such that for every x P R^3 we have

|∇φpxq|, |Δφpxq| ď C_ν e^{´ν|x|}. (A.4)

Moreover, if pφ denotes the Fourier transform of φ, we have for all p P R^3 that

| pφppq| ď C p1 ` |p|q^4

. (A.5)

Proof. By the previous Theorem A.1, the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (A.1), Eq. (A.2) and the fact that V_{ext}, ∇V_{ext} grow at most exponentially (by the assumptions (1.8) and the previous remark), we obtain the exponential decay of Δφ. Moreover, since φ P L^8pR^3 q and local Hölder continuity of V_{ext}, we get the local Hölder continuity of Δφ. Elliptic regularity then implies that φ P C^2pR^3 , Rq.

Next, by [9, Theorem 3.9], if u P C^2pB_2pyqq solves Δu “ f, then there exists a constant C ą 0, independent of y P R^3 , such that

}∇u}_L8_{pB1 pyqq} ď C ` }u}_L8_{pB2pyqq} ` }f}_L8_{pB2pyqq} ˘ . Here, B_1pyq and B_2pyq denote the open balls of radius one and two, respectively, centered at y P R^3 . Applying this last bound to φ and using the exponential decay of φ, Δφ implies that also ∇φ has exponential decay.

Finally, let us prove the decay estimate (A.5). By Theorem (A.1), Eq. (A.1) and elliptic regularity theory, we conclude φ P C^4pR^3 q and that

Δ^2φ “ ´ΔpφV_{ext}q ` ε_{GP} Δφ ` 8πa_0p3φ^2Δφ ` 6φ|∇φ|^2q.

Since, on the one hand, φ, ∇φ and Δφ all have exponential decay with arbitrary rate while V_{ext}, ∇V_{ext}, ΔV_{ext} grow at most exponentially by assumption (1.8), we conclude that Δ^2φ P L^1pR^3 q. This implies the estimate (A.5) by switching to Fourier space.

References

[1] 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.

[2] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. The excitation spectrum of Bose gases interacting through singular potentials. J. Eur. Math. Soc. 22 (2020), no. 7, DOI: 10.4171/JEMS/966. Preprint: arXiv:1704.04819.

[3] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. Bogoliubov Theory in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit. Acta Mathematica 222 (2019), no. 2, 219–335.

[4] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. Optimal Rate for Bose- Einstein Condensation in the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime. Comm. Math. Phys. 376 (2020), 1311–1395.

[5] C. Brennecke, B. Schlein. Gross-Pitaevskii dynamics for Bose-Einstein condensates.

Analysis & PDE 12 (2019), no. 6, 1513–1596.

[6] 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.

[7] L. Erdős, B. Schlein and H.-T. Yau. Derivation of the Gross-Pitaevskii hierarchy for the dynamics of Bose-Einstein condensate. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 59 (2006), no. 12, 1659–1741.

[8] S. Fournais, J.P. Solovej. The energy of dilute Bose gases. Ann. of Math. 192, No.

3 (2020), 893–976.

[9] D. Gilbarg, N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order.

Classics in Mathematics, Springer, 1998.

[10] C. Hainzl. Another proof of BEC in the GP-limit. Preprint arXiv:2011.09450.

[11] 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.

[12] E. H. Lieb and R. Seiringer. Proof of Bose-Einstein condensation for dilute trapped gases. Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002), 170409.

[13] E. H. Lieb and R. Seiringer. Derivation of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation for rotating Bose gases. Comm. Math. Phys. 264:2 (2006), 505-537.

[14] 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.

[15] 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.

[16] 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

[17] M. Reed, B. Simon. IV: Analysis of Operators. Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics. Academic Press, Inc., 1978.