arXiv:2207.13618v1 [math-ph] 27 Jul 2022

Bogoliubov theory for the dilute Fermi gas in three dimensions

Emanuela L. Giacomelli

LMU Münich, Department of Mathematics, Theresienstr. 39, 80333 München, Germany

July 28, 2022

Abstract

In a dilute system of N fermions with spin 1/2 in three dimensions, we study the correlation energy which is given by the difference between the ground state energy and the energy of the non-interacting Fermi sea state. We review some recent results from the paper by Falconi et al. [Ann. Henri Poincaré 22 (2021), 2283-2353], where we make use of the almost-bosonic nature of the low-energy excitations of the system which can be effectively described by Bogoliubov theory.

1 Introduction

The analysis of many body quantum systems of interacting particles has represented a very rich line of research for several decades. In particular, the understanding of interacting Fermi gases is an important problem in mathematical physics.

In this paper we consider the low density Fermi gas which is a dilute system introduced by Gell-Mann and Brueckner [20] in 1957 to model nuclear matter; nowadays it plays an important role in the study of cold atomic gases.

More precisely, we take into account N interacting spin 1/2 fermions in a box Λ_L := [0, L]^3 with periodic boundary conditions. We study the ground state energy of the system, in the thermodynamic limit, in the case in which the interaction potential is positive and of short-range. We want to characterize the correlation energy of the system, given by the difference between the many-body ground state energy and the energy of the free (non interacting) Fermi sea. We will achieve this goal by making a rigorous connection from Fermi gases to Bose gases and employs Bogoliubov approximation for the later.

In his seminal paper in 1947 Bogoliubov introduced an approximation method which has become the basis of the mathematical theory of interacting Bose gases [10]. Since then, many works were devoted to the rigorous justification of the Bogoliubov theory from first principles. For the ground state energy, we refer to the work of [27, 28, 35] on one and two components Bose gases and to [36, 19, 3] on the Lee Huang Yang formula in the thermodynamic limit (see also [18] for the corresponding 1 two dimensional case). In the fixed volume setting the Bogoliubov excitation spectrum has been justified in the mean field regime [34, 21, 25, 15, 31, 11] as well as in the GP regime [9, 30, 13, 23]. See also [1, 12, 16] for results on Bose gases in intermediate regimes between GP and the thermodynamic limit.

In contrast to the flourishing recent developments in the theory of bosonic systems, there are not many mathematical works devoted to the understanding of the collective behavior of fermionic systems. In this setting, the interesting problem is to go beyond the validity of the Hartree-Fock approximation for the ground state energy, which was established in a number of seminal works by Bach [2], Graf and Solovej [22] (see also references therein), and to derive an asymptotic for the correlation energy. Very recently, rigorous results appeared in this direction. The exact leading order of the correlation energy was derived for the high density Fermi gas by Benedikter et al. [6] and by Christiansen et al. [14] (see also [5, 7, 8]). For the low density regime, the best known result goes to Lieb, Seiringer and Solovej in 2005 (see [26]), where they proved the asymptotic formula^1

e_L(ρ_↑, ρ_↓) = 3 5 (6π^2)^{23} ( ρ^{53}_↑ + ρ^{53}_↓ ) + 8πaρ_↑ρ_↓ + o(ρ^2), (1.1)

for the ground state energy (with ρ_σ being the density of the particles with spin σ =↑, ↓). Recently in [17] we offered a new approach to study the ground state energy of the low density Fermi gas, in particular we gave an alternative proof of (1.1) using a bosonization technique and Bogoliubov approximation. We will review this approach below.

We set the total number of particles to be N = N_↑ + N_↓, where in general N_σ denotes the number of particles with a given spin σ =↑, ↓. The Hamiltonian describing the system is given by

H_N = − N∑ i=1 Δ_{xi} + N∑ i<j=1 V (x_i − x_j ),

where we denote by Δ_{xi} the Laplacian acting on the i-th particle, and V is a pair interaction potential defined as V (x − y) = 1 L^3 ∑ p∈^{2π}_L Z^3 e^{ip·(x−y)}V̂_∞(p),

with V̂_∞ = ∫ R^3 dxe −ip·xV ∞(x). We suppose V_∞ to be compactly supported and smooth. Since we work with fermionic particles and being the Hamiltonian be spin independent, H_N acts on the antisymmetric Hilbert space given by L^2_a(Λ^{N↑}_L ) ⊗ NL^2_a(Λ^{N↓}_L ), where L^2_a(Λ^{Nσ}_L ) = L^2(Λ_L)^{∧Nσ} is the antisymmetric sector of L^2(Λ_L)^{⊗Nσ} . We can then define the ground state energy of the system as

E_L(N_↑, N_↓) = inf

Ψ∈L^2_a(Λ^{N↑}_L )⊗NL^2_a(Λ^{N↓}_L ) ⟨Ψ, H_N Ψ⟩ ⟨Ψ, Ψ⟩ . 1Here we use units such that ℏ = 1 and we set the masses of the particles to be equal to 1/2.

Let ρ = ρ_↑ + ρ_↓ be the total density of the system (recall that ρ_σ denotes the density of particles with spin σ =↑, ↓, i.e., ρ_σ = N_σ /L^3). Being H_N translation invariant, we can define the ground state energy density as

e_L(ρ_↑, ρ_↓) :=

E_L(N_↑, N_↓) L^3 . We are interested in studying e_L(ρ_↑, ρ_↓) in the thermodynamic limit, i.e., in the limit N_σ, L → ∞ with ρ_σ fixed. It is well know that this limit exists and that it is independent of the boundary conditions on Λ_L [32, 33]. Moreover, we focus in the dilute regime, which corresponds to the condition ρ ≪ 1. The main result we want to review here reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let V ∈ C^∞(Λ_L), compactly supported, V ≥ 0. There exists L_0 > 0 large enough such that for L ≥ L_0 the following holds:

e_L(ρ_↑, ρ_↓) = 3 5 ( 6π^2

) 2_3 (

ρ^{53}_↑ + ρ^{53}_↓ ) + 8πaρ_↑ρ_↓ + r_L(ρ_↑, ρ_↓), (1.2)

where a is the scattering length of the potential V , and for some constant C only dependent on V :

− Cρ^{2+ξ2} ≤ r_L(ρ_↑, ρ_↓) ≤ Cρ^{2+ξ1} , (1.3)

with ξ_1 = 2/9 and ξ_2 = 1/9.

With respect to the proof proposed in [26], we are able to improve the error estimates; however, we need to restrict our analysis to very regular potentials and, in particular we cannot take into account the hard-core case as in [26].

Our proof gives a different point of view on the dilute Fermi gas, via a rigorous implementation of the ideas of Bogoliubov theory for Fermi systems. Making use of Bogoliubov theory, we can indeed effectively describe the low energy excitations around the free Fermi gas as pairs of fermions, which can be though as emergent bosonic particles.

We think that this method can be developed further to derive more refined energy asymptotics. In this framework, an outstanding open problem is to rigorously prove the Huang and Yang (HY) formula proposed in [24], in which the next-order correction to the ground state energy of 3D dilute fermions is of the order ρ^{7/3}. More precisely, we expect that the techniques developed in the proof of Theorem 1.1, paves the way to the proof of the (HY) formula which in units such that ℏ = 1 and setting the masses of the particles to be equal to 1/2 reads as:

e_L(ρ_↑, ρ_↓) = 3 5 (6π^2)^{23} ( ρ^{53}_↑ + ρ^{53}_↓ ) + 8πaρ_↑ρ_↓ + 4(11 − 2 log 2) 35π^2 ( 3 4π )_{4/3} a^2ρ^{7/3} + o(ρ^{7/3}) (1.4)

Outline of the paper. The paper is organizes as follows. In Section 2 we calculate the energy of the free Fermi gas which gives the first order correction to the energy density. In section 3 we isolate the correlation energy of the Fermi system using the well know particle-hole transformation. In Section 4 we give the main ideas for the proof of Theorem 1.1. In particular, we discuss how to implement Bogoliubov theory in our fermionic setting.

Acknowledgments. The author acknowledges the support of the Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica “F. Severi”, through the Intensive Period “INdAM Quantum Meetings (IQM22)”.

2 The free Fermi gas

We refer to the free Fermi gas (FFG) as to the Slater determinant that minimizes the kinetic energy of the system. More precisely, this state can be written as

Ψ_{FFG} ( {x_i, ↑}^N_{i=1}, , {y_j , ↓}^{N↓}_{j=1} ) = 1 √ N_↑! 1 √ N_↓! ( detf^↑_{ki} (x_j ) ) 1≤i,j≤N_↑ ( detf^↓_{ki} (x_j ) ) 1≤i,j≤N_↓ , (2.1) with f^σ_k (x) ≡ f_k(x) = e^{ik·x} L^32 , for k ∈ B^σ_F , where B^σ_F denotes the Fermi ball:

B^σ_F := { k ∈ 2π L Z^3 | | |k| ≤ k^σ_F } , k^σ_F (≡ Fermi momentum) = (6π^2)^{13} ρ^{13}_σ + o_L(1).

Note that there cannot be repetition in the momenta appearing in the definition of Ψ_{FFG}, this is due to the Pauli’s principle. Thus, Ψ_{FFG} is the most uncorrelated state one could work with in a fermionic system.

Remark 2.1 (Completely filled Fermi ball). We only take into account values N_σ such that N_σ = |B^σ_F |, i.e., we suppose that the Fermi ball is completely filled. This is enough for our purposes since the densities ρ_σ = N_σ /L^3 we get with these values N_σ are dense in R_+ as L → +∞.

By some direct calculations, it is possible to show that the energy of the free Fermi gas is given by the Hartree-Fock energy function, i.e.,

⟨Ψ_{FFG}, H_N Ψ_{FFG}⟩ = E_{HF} = ∑ σ ∑ k∈B^σ_F |k|^2 +

L^3 2 ∑ σ,σ^′ V̂ (0)ρ_σ ρ_{σ′} − 1 2 ∑ σ,σ^′ δ_{σ,σ}′ L^3 ∑ k,k^′ ∈B^σ_F V̂ (k − k^′). (2.2)

Remark 2.2 (Ψ_{FFG} - quasi free state). It is possible to write E_{HF} with respect to the reduced one-particle density matrix of Ψ_{FFG}, i.e., ω_{σ,σ}′ (x; x^′) := δ_{σ,σ}′ 1 L^3 ∑ k∈B^σ_F e^{ik·(x−x′ )}. (2.3) More precisely,

E_{HF} ≡ E_{HF}(ω)

= −trΔω + 1 2 ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ Λ_L×Λ_L dxdy V (x − y) ( ω_{σ,σ}(x; x)ω_σ′_{,σ}′ (y; y) − |ω_{σ,σ}′ (x; y)|^2 ) , (2.4)

Thus Ψ_{FFG} is an example of quasi free state.

Doing a Taylor expansion and using the symmetry of the interaction potential V , we can write − δ_{σ,σ}′ 1 2L^3 ∑ k,k^′ ∈B^σ_F V̂ (k − k^′) = − L^3 2 ∑ σ V̂ (0)ρ^2_σ + O(L^3ρ^83 ). (2.5)

Inserting then (2.5) in (2.4), we get that

⟨Ψ_{FFG}, H_N Ψ_{FFG}⟩ L^3 = 3 5 (6π^2)^{23} ( ρ^{53}_↑ + ρ^{53}_↓ ) + V̂ (0)ρ_↑ρ_↓ + O(ρ^{83} ) + O(L^{−1}), (2.6)

where the last error is due to the approximation of sums with integrals. For more details we refer to [17, Section 3.2.1].

Remark 2.3 (The role of correlations). Comparing (2.6) with (1.1), it is clear that the free Fermi gas gives the right order asymptotics (up to the second term) with the wrong constant, i.e., we have V̂ (0) = ∫ dxV (x) in place of 8πa. This means that restricting our analysis to Ψ_{FFG} we are missing the correlations between the particles in the many-body ground state.

3 The particle-hole transformation

From the previous section it is clear that to prove an asymptotic of the form (1.1), we have to take into account the correlations between particles. The first step in this direction is to be able to compare the many body ground state energy with the energy of the free Fermi gas. This can be done by introducing a unitary transformation, usually know as particle-hole transformation. To do that, it is convenient to work in second quantization. We then introduce the fermionic Fock space as F = ⨁ n≥0 F^{(n)}, F^{(n)} = L^2(Λ_L; C^2 )^{∧n}, (3.1)

where we set F^{(0)} = C . To denote a given element ψ ∈ F, we write ψ = (ψ^{(0)}, ψ^{(1)}, · · · , ψ^{(n)}, · · · ). We will refer to Ω = (1, 0, · · · , 0, · · · ) as to the vacuum, i.e., the zero particle state. The Hamiltonian in second quantization is H = ∑ σ ∫ Λ_L dx ∇_xa^∗_{x,σ}∇_xa_{x,σ} + 1 2 ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ Λ_L×Λ_L dxdy V (x − y)a^∗_{x,σ}a^∗_{y,σ}′ a_{y,σ}′ a_{x,σ}, (3.2)

where a^∗_{x,σ}, a_{x,σ} are the usual creation (resp. annihilation) operator-valued distributions. We omit here all the details (see [17, Section 3.1]). Before proceeding further, we just recall the definition of the creation (resp. annihilation) operators in momentum space. We have â_{k,σ} = 1 L^32 ∫ Λ_L dx a_{x,σ} e^{−ik·x}, â^∗_{k,σ} = (â_{k,σ} )^∗. (3.3)

Moreover, the number operator is defined as N = ∑ σ ∑ k∈^{2π}_L Z^3 â^∗_{k,σ}â_{k,σ} = ∑ σ ∫ Λ_L dx a^∗_{x,σ} a_{x,σ}. (3.4)

Note that N counts the number of particles in a given sector of the fermionic Fock space, i.e., (N ψ)^{(n)} = nψ^{(n)}.

Since we are interested in studying N = N_↑ + N_↓ fermionic particles, if we set F^{(N↑,N↓)} to be the subspace of the Fock space such that for any ψ ∈ F^{(N↑,N↓)} one has N ψ = Nψ = (N_↑ + N_↓)ψ, we can rewrite the ground state energy as E_L(N_↑, N_↓) = inf_{ψ∈F (N↑,N↓)} ⟨ψ, Hψ⟩ ⟨ψ, ψ⟩ . (3.5)

We can now introduce the particle-hole transformation.

Definition 3.1 (Particle-hole transformation R). Let ω_{σ,σ}′ be the reduced one-particle density matrix of the free Fermi gas defined in (2.3). Let u, v : L^2(Λ_L; C^2 ) → L^2(Λ_L; C^2 ) be the operators having integral kernel given by u_{σ,σ}′ (x; y) := δ_{σ,σ}′ δ(x − y) − ω_{σ,σ}′ (x; y), v_{σ,σ}′ (x; y) = δ_{σ,σ}′ ∑ k∈B^σ_F |f_k⟩⟨f_k|, (3.6)

where δ(x − y) denotes the periodic Delta distribution on Λ_L. The particle-hole transformation R is defined has the unitary operator R : F → F such that the following holds:

(i) The vector RΩ is an N− particle state such that

(RΩ)^{(n)} = 0 for n ≠ N, (RΩ)^{(N)} = Ψ_{FFG}. (3.7)

(ii) The map R : F → F is such that

R^∗a_{x,σ}R = a_σ(u_x) + a^∗_σ(v_x), (3.8)

where we set u_{σ,σ} ≡ u_σ , v_{σ,σ} ≡ v_σ , u_x(y) ≡ u(x; y), v_x(y) ≡ v(x; y) and

a_σ (u_x) = ∫ dy u_σ (y; x)a_{y,σ} a^∗_σ (v_x) = ∫ dy v_σ (y; x)a^∗_{y,σ} (3.9) The existence of the unitary R defined above is ensured by the Shale-Stinespring theorem, and in general R is a Bogoliubov transformation (we refer to [35] for more details).

Remark 3.2 (Orthogonality relation u, v). It is clear from the definition of u and v that uv = 0, vv = ω. More precisely, the operator u is a projection outside the Fermi sea and ω projects inside the Fermi ball. Looking at the relation (3.8) one can then expect that conjugating the Hamiltonian via R it is possible to extract the contribution coming from the Fermi sea from the energy.

Remark 3.3 (Action of R in momentum space). Using that â_{k,σ} = a_σ (f_k), an equivalent formulation of (3.8) is the following one: R^∗â_{k,σ} R = { â_{k,σ} if k ∉ B^σ_F , â^∗_{k,σ} if k ∈ B^σ_F , (3.10)

i.e., conjugating via R we are creating holes inside the Fermi sea and particles outside B^σ_F .

Conjugating the Hamiltonian H via the particle-hole transformation R, one gets the following result.

Proposition 3.4 (Conjugation via R). Let ψ ∈ F be a normalized state, such that ⟨ψ, N_σ , ψ⟩ = N_σ and such that N = N_↑ + N_↓. Then, it holds true: ⟨ψ, Hψ⟩ = E_{HF}(ω) + ⟨R^∗ψ, H_0 R^∗ψ⟩ + ⟨R^∗ψ, XR^∗ψ⟩ + 4∑ i=1 ⟨R^∗ψ, Q_i R^∗ψ⟩, (3.11) where the operators H_0 , X, Q_i (i = 1, . . . , 4) are defined as follows:

H_0 = ∑ k,σ ||k|^2 − (k^σ_F )^2|â^∗_{k,σ}â_{k,σ} , (3.12)

X = ∫ dxdy V (x − y)ω_σ(x; y) ( a^∗_σ (u_x)a_σ (u_y) − a^∗_σ(v_y)a_σ (v_x) ) , (3.13)

Q_1 = 1 2 ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ dxdy V (x − y)a^∗_σ (u_x)a^∗_σ′ (u_y)a_σ′ (u_y)a_σ (u_x), (3.14)

Q_2 = 1 2 ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ dxdy V (x − y) ( a^∗_σ (u_x)a^∗_σ (v_x)a_σ′ (v_y)a_σ′ (u_y) (3.15)

−2a^∗_σ(u_x)a^∗_σ′ (v_y)a_σ′ (v_x)a_σ (u_x) + a^∗_σ′ (v_y)a^∗_σ (v_x)a_σ(v_x)a_σ′ (v_y) ) ,

Q_3 = − ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ dxdy V (x − y) ( a^∗_σ (u_x)a^∗_σ′ (u_y)a^∗_σ(v_x)a_σ′ (u_y) (3.16)

−a^∗_σ (u_x)a^∗_σ′ (v_y)a^∗_σ (v_x)a_σ′ (v_y) ) + h.c., Q_4 = 1 2 ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ dxdy V (x − y)a^∗_σ(u_x)a^∗_σ′ (u_y)a^∗_σ′ (v_y)a^∗_σ(v_x) + h.c. (3.17)

For the proof of Proposition 3.4 we refer to [17, Proposition 3.1]. Remark 3.5 (Neglecting the interaction of equal spin particles). In what follows, using the positivity of the interaction potential V , we can discard (in a lower bound) the interaction of particles with equal spin, i.e., under the same hypothesis of Proposition 3.4 one can also prove that ⟨ψ, Hψ⟩ ≥ E_{HF}(ω) + ⟨R^∗ψ, H_0 R^∗ψ⟩ + ⟨R^∗ψ, XR^∗ψ⟩ + ⟨R^∗ψ, ~Q R^∗ψ⟩, (3.18) where each ~Q_i , i = 1, . . . , 4 is defined as the corresponding Q_i neglecting the equal spin case, i.e., replacing the sum over σ, σ^′ with the sum over σ ≠ σ^′.

We now state some a priori estimates which are useful to neglect all the quantities which are not contributing to the first order asymptotics for the correlation energy. To do that, we restrict our analysis to those states which are close enough to the ground state energy. To quantify the meaning of close enough we give then the following definition.

Definition 3.6 (Approximate ground state). Let ψ ∈ F be a normalized state, such that ⟨ψ, N_σ ψ⟩ = N_σ, with N = N_↑ + N_↓. We say that ψ is an approximation ground state if | | | | | | ⟨ψ, Hψ⟩ − ∑ σ ∑ k∈B^σ_F |k|^2 | | | | | ≤ CL^3ρ^2. (3.19)

Following [17, Section 3], it is possible to rigorously prove what follows.

Proposition 3.7. Let ψ be an approximate ground state. Then ⟨R^∗ψ, H_0 R^∗ψ⟩ ≤ CL^3ρ^2, ⟨R^∗ψ, Q_1 R^∗ψ⟩ ≤ CL^3ρ^2, ⟨R^∗ψ, Q_1 R^∗ψ⟩ ≤ CL^3ρ^2. (3.20) Moreover, it also follows that

⟨R^∗ψ, N R^∗ψ⟩ ≤ CL^3ρ^{76} . (3.21)

For the proof of Proposition 3.7, we refer to [17, Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.6, Corollary 3.7, Lemma 3.9]. As a consequence of the bounds in Proposition 3.7, one can easily prove (see [17, Proposition 3.3]) that if ψ is an approximate ground state, then |⟨R^∗ψ, XR^∗ψ⟩|, |⟨R^∗ψ, Q_2 R^∗ψ⟩|, |⟨R^∗ψ, ~Q_2 R^∗ψ⟩| ≤ C⟨R^∗ψ, N R^∗ψ⟩ ≤ CL^3ρ^{2+ 16} . (3.22) Moreover, it also holds that |⟨ψ, Q_3 ψ⟩|, |⟨ψ, ~Q_3 ψ⟩| ≤ CL^3ρ^{2+ 112} . (3.23) Note that the bound above can be improved up to ρ^{2+ 19} using a better estimate for the number operator N (see Proposition 4.4). We can conclude this section stating that if ψ is an approximate ground state then

⟨R^∗ψ, (H_0 + ~Q_1 + ~Q_4 )R^∗ψ⟩ + E_{lb} ≤ ⟨ψ, Hψ⟩ − E_{HF} ≤ ⟨R^∗ψ, (H_0 + Q_1 + Q_4 )R^∗ψ⟩ + E_{ub}, (3.24) where both E_{ub} and E_{lb} are sub-leading with respect to L^3ρ^2.

4 Bogoliubov Theory for Fermi systems

In what follows we recall the main steps useful to derive the first order correction for the correlation energy, i.e. to prove Theorem 1.1. The starting point is the estimate in (3.24): if ψ is an approximate ground state, then

⟨ψ, Hψ⟩ ≃ E_{HF} + ⟨R^∗ψ, (H_0 + ~Q_1 + ~Q_4 )R^∗ψ⟩. (4.1)

Note that with respect to (3.24), we are ignoring the contribution coming from equal spin. In the lower bound this is automatically true using the positivity of the interaction as explained above; for the upper bound, this can be done thanks to the choice of the trial state (see [17, Section 7]).

From now on we ignore all the errors in the approximations we discuss; for the rigorous proof we refer to [17]. As already underlined, the idea is to make use of the almost-bosonic nature of the low energy excitations around the Fermi sea to describe the correlation energy: this can be done taking into account pairs of fermions which behaves as effective bosons. To this intent, we introduce the pseudo-bosonic operators: b̂_{p,σ} = ∫ dx e^{ip·x}a_σ (u_x)a_σ(v_x) = ∑ k û(k + p)v̂(k)â_{k+p,σ}â_{k,σ} , b̂^∗_{p,σ} = (^ b_{p,σ} )_∗ (4.2)

where û and v̂ are the indicator functions of (B^σ_F )^c and B^σ_F , respectively, i.e.,

û(k) = { 1 for k /∈ B^σ_F , 0 otherwise, v̂(k) = { 1 if k ∈ B^σ_F , 0 otherwise.

(4.3)

It holds that the operators H_0 , Q_1 and Q_4 can be written, up to some errors, with respect to the b̂, b̂^∗ operators. More precisely, when acting over an approximate ground state ψ, one can approximate (see [17, Section 4]):

H_0 ψ ≃ 1 L^3 ∑ σ ∑ p |p|^2b̂^∗_{p,σ}b̂_{p,σ}ψ,

~Q_1 ψ ≃ 1 2L^3 ∑ σ≠σ^′ ∑ p,q,r V̂ (p)b̂^∗_{q−p,σ}b̂_{q,σ}b̂^∗_{r−p,σ′}b̂_{r,σ} − 1 2L^3 ∑ σ ∑ p,q V̂ (p)b̂^∗_{q,σ}b̂_{q,σ} ψ,

The term ~Q_4 instead is a bosonizable one, i.e.,

Q_4 = 1 2L^3 ∑ σ≠σ ∑ p V̂ (p)b̂_{p,σ}b̂_{−p,σ} + h.c.

The idea then is to use a pseudo Bogoliubov transformation to diagonalize H_0 + ~Q_1 + ~Q_4 to leading order.

Pseudo bosonic Bogoliubov transformation. We start by introducing all the quantities which will appear in the definition of the Bogoliubov transformation. In particular, we need to regularize the operators u, v introduced in Definition 3.1. This is due to the fact that we work in the thermodynamic limit, and then we need to do some localization in order to get some decay of the kernel of the operators u and v. This is the role of the cut-off defined below. We set v^r_{σ,σ}′ = δ_{σ,σ}′ L^3 ∑ k v̂^r_σ(k)|f_k⟩⟨f_k|, u^r_{σ,σ}′ = δ_{σ,σ}′ L^3 ∑ k û^r_σ(k)|f_k⟩⟨f_k|, (4.4) where v̂^r_σ , û^r_σ are smooth, radial functions such that

v̂^r_σ (k) = { 1 for |k| < k^σ_F − ρ^α_σ , 0 for |k| ≥ k^σ_F , û^r_σ(k) = 0 for |k| ≤ k^σ_F , 1 for 2k^σ_f ≤ |k| ≤^3_2 ρ^{−β}_σ , 0 for |k| ≥ 2ρ^{−β}_σ , (4.5)

for some α > 1/3, β > 0.

Recall now that we want to define a Bogoliubov transformation useful to extract the quantity 8πaρ_↑ρ_↓ from the correlation energy, where a is the scattering length associated to the interaction potential. It is then natural to expect that the solution of the scattering equation will play an important role in the definition of the pseudobosonic Bogoliubov transformation. We define φ_γ to be the solution of the scattering equation in a ball B ≡ B_ρ−γ (0) ⊂ R^3 centered at zero and with radius ρ^{−γ} , satisfying Neumann boundary conditions, i.e., φ_γ is such that

− Δ(1 − φ_γ ) + 1 2 V_∞(1 − φ_γ ) = λ_γ (1 − φ_γ ), φ_γ = ∇φ_γ = 0 on ∂B, (4.6)

where |λ_γ | ≤ Cρ^{3γ} . We briefly recall here that

8πa_γ = ∫ dx V (x)(1 − φ_γ (x)) = 8πa + O(ρ^γ ), (4.7)

for this and other properties of φ_γ we refer to [17, Appendix A]. We denote by ~φ_γ is the periodization of φ_γ over Λ_L.

Definition 4.1 (Pseudo bosonic Bogoliubov transformation). Let γ ≥ 0, λ ∈ [0, 1]. We define the unitary operator T_λ : F → F as: T_λ := e^{λ(B−B∗)}, B := ∫ dzdz^′ ~φ_γ (z − z^′)b^r_{z,↑}b^r_z′_{,↓}, (4.8) where we set b^r_{·,σ} = a_σ (u^r_· )a_σ (v^r_· ). Moroever, we set T ≡ T_1.

Remark 4.2. The reason to use the scattering equation in a ball with Neumann boundary condition is due to the fact that we need to localize ~φ_γ in order to have some decay estimates useful to bound several error terms.

Useful bounds. An important tool in order to rigorously prove Theorem 1.1 is the propagation of the a priori bounds for N , H_0 , Q_1 stated in Proposition 3.7. Proposition 4.3 (Propagation of the estimates for H_0 , Q_1 ). Let λ ∈ [0, 1], let 5/18 ≤ γ ≤ 1/3. If ψ is an approximate ground state, it holds

⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, H_0 T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ ≤ CL^3ρ^2, ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, Q_1 T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ ≤ CL^3ρ^2.

Moreover, using that ~Q_1 ≤ Q_1 , it holds ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, ~Q_1 T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ ≤ CL^3ρ^2. For the proof of Proposition 4.3 we refer to [17, Section 5]. We also mention an improved estimate for the number operator N with respect to the one in stated in Section 3.

Proposition 4.4 (Improved a priori estimate for N ). Let λ ∈ [0, 1] and let γ ≤ 1/2. If ψ is an approximate ground state, it holds

⟨ξ_λ, N ξ_λ⟩ ≤ CL^{32} ρ^{16} ‖H^{12}_0 T^∗R^∗ψ‖ + CL^3ρ^{2−γ} . (4.9)

The proof can be found in [17, Section 5].

Ideas for the proof of Theorem 1.1. We have now all the ingredients to summarize the main steps for the proof of Theorem 1.1. Here, we only discuss the ideas for the proof of the lower bound, being the upper bound a simple adaptation. We focus on the operators H_0 + ~Q_1 + ~Q_4 . We then use Duhamel formula to write

⟨R^∗ψ, (H_0 + ~Q_1 + ~Q_4 )R^∗ψ⟩

= ⟨T^∗R^∗ψ, (H_0 + ~Q_1 )T^∗R^∗ψ⟩ −

∫_1 0 dλ d dλ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, (H_0 + ~Q_1 )T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ + ⟨T^∗R^∗ψ, ~Q_4 T^∗R^∗ψ⟩ − ∫_1 0 dλ d dλ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, ~Q_4 T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ We first look at the integral in the second line above, it holds true that (see [17]):

∫_1 0 dλ d dλ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, (H_0 + Q_1 )T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ =

∫_1 0 dλ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, [H_0 + Q_1 , B − B^∗]T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ ∼ ∫_1 0 dλ ∫ dxdy ( 2Δ ~φ_γ (x − y) − V (x − y) ~φ_γ (x − y) ) ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, b^r_{x,↑}b^r_{y,↓}T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ + c.c. (4.10)

Here, we underline that to estimate the error terms we ignored above, one needs to use the properties of the scattering solution as well as the bounds in Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.4. Moreover, one has also to deal with the regularization induced by the cut-off in the Bogoliubov transformation, this is not a trivial task (see e.g., [17, Proposition 5.5, Lemma 5.6]). Using now that

2Δφ(x) + V (x)(1 − φ(x)) = λ_γ (1 − φ(x)) on B_ρ−γ (0),

we get, denoting by χ_{Bρ−γ} the indicator function of the ball B_ρ−γ , that

∫_1 0 dλ d dλ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, (H_0 + Q_1 )T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ =

∫_1 0 dλ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, [H_0 + Q_1 , B − B^∗]T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ ∼ ∫_1 0 dλ ∫ dxdy χ_{Bρ−γ} (x − y) ( − V (x − y) + λ_γ (1 − ~φ_γ (x − y)) ) · · ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, b^r_{x,↑}b^r_{y,↓}T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ + c.c. ∼ − ∫_1 0 dλ ∫ dxdy ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, Q^r_4 T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩, (4.11) where we introduce a regularized version of the bosonizable operator Q_4 , i.e.,

~Q^r_4 = ∫ dxdy V (x − y)b^r_{x,↑}b^r_{↓,y} + h.c., . (4.12) We also stress that the error coming from the scattering equation, i.e., from the operator λ_γ (1 − ~φ_γ (x − y)) ) b^r_{x,↑}b^r_{y,↓} is o(L^3ρ^2) (here one has to use again Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.4, see [17, Proposition 5.7]) One can then prove that for any approximate ground state, ⟨T^∗R^∗ψ, Q_4 T^∗R^∗ψ⟩ ∼ ⟨T^∗R^∗ψ, Q^r_4 T^∗R^∗ψ⟩. (4.13)

Note that to rigorously justify the approximation above, one has to carefully choose the cut-off in û^r and v̂^r in order to have a sub-leading contribution with respect to ρ^2. Combining (4.11) and (4.13) and using Duhamel’s formula again, we then get − ∫_1 0 dλ d dλ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, (H_0 + ~Q_1 )T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ + ⟨T^∗R^∗ψ, ~Q_4 T^∗R^∗ψ⟩ ∼ ∫_1 0 dλ ∫_1 λ dλ^′ d dλ^′ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, ~Q^r_4 T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ − ∫_1 0 dλ d dλ ⟨T^∗R^∗ψ, ~Q^r_4 T^∗R^∗ψ⟩. (4.14) From the last line above, we can extract the constant term proportional to ρ^2L^3 and contributing to first order correction of the correlation energy asymptotics. More precisely, following [17, Proposition 6.1], one can prove that d dλ ⟨T^∗_λ R^∗ψ, ~Q^r_4 T^∗_λ R^∗ψ⟩ ∼ 2ρ^r_↑ρ^r_↓ ∫ dxdy V (x − y) ~φ_γ (x − y), (4.15) where ρ^r_σ denotes the regularized density of the particles with spin σ. The last thing to do is then to compare the regularized densities with the true ones: this can be done up to errors which depend on the cut-off over v̂. One can prove indeed that |ρ_σ − ρ^r_σ| ≤ Cρ^{2/3+α}, where α > 0 is as in (4.5). In particular, it follows that, for any α > 1/3, the product ρ^r_↑ρ^r_↓ can be replaced by ρ_↑ρ_↓ up to errors o(L^3ρ^2). Combining then all the estimates together, one gets

⟨R^∗(H_0 + ~Q_1 + ~Q_4 )R^∗ψ⟩ ∼ C⟨T^∗R^∗ψ, (H_0 + ~Q_1 )T^∗R^∗ψ⟩ − 2ρ_↑ρ_↓ ∫ dxdyV (x − y) ~φ_γ (x − y), (4.16) for some constant C < 1 (this is due to the fact that we need to use the positive operators H_0 , ~Q_1 to bound several error terms). Inserting the asymptotics above in (4.1), we then have 1 L^3 ⟨ψHψ⟩ ∼ E_{HF} L^3 − 2 L^3 ρ_↑ρ_↓ ∫ dxdyV (x − y) ~φ_γ (x − y) ∼ 3 5 (6π^2)^{23} (ρ^{53}_↑ + ρ^{53}_↓ ) + 8πaρ_↑ρ_↓, (4.17)

where we used (2.6) together with (4.7). Note that above we discarded the positive contribution C⟨T^∗R^∗ψ, (H_0 + ~Q_1 )T^∗R^∗ψ⟩. This indeed can be ignored in the proof of the lower bound, being positive, and it is vanishing for the upper bound, thanks to the choice of the N−particle trial state RT Ω. To conclude, we write the optimal choices for the parameters appearing in our analysis. In the lower bound, after some optimization, we fix γ = 1/3 and we take the value α appearing in (4.5) to be 2/3: with this choices the error we commit in (4.17) of the order ρ^{2+ 19} , as stated in Theorem 1.1. For the upper bound instead, we take γ = 2/9 and α = 2/3 + 1/42, producing a final error of the order ρ^{2+2/9} in (4.17).

References

[1] Adhikari A., Brennecke C., Schlein B., Bose-Einstein Condensation Beyond the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime, Ann. Henri Poincaré (2020).

[2] V. Bach, Error bound for the Hartree-Fock energy of atoms and molecules, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 147(3):527–548, (1992).

[3] Basti, G., Cenatiempo, S., Schlein, B., A new second-order upper bound for the ground state energy of dilute Bose gases. Forum of Mathematics, Sigma, 9, E74 (2021).

[4] Basti G., Cenatiempo S., Olgiati A., Pasqualetti G., Schlein B., A second order upper bound for the ground state energy of a hard-sphere gas in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, arXiv:2203.11917.

[5] Benedikter N, Nam PT, Porta M, Schlein B, Seiringer R., Optimal Upper Bound for the Correlation Energy of a Fermi Gas in the Mean-Field Regime, Commun Math Phys.;374(3):2097-2150, (2020).

[6] Benedikter N., Nam P.T., Porta M., Schlein B., Seiringer R., Correlation energy of a weakly interacting Fermi gas, Invent. Math. 225, pp. 885-979, (2021).

[7] Benedikter N., Porta M., Schlein B., Seiringer R., Correlation Energy of a Weakly Interacting Fermi Gas with Large Interaction Potential, arXiv:2106.13185.

[8] Benedikter, N., Nam, P.T., Porta, M, Schlein B., Seiringer R., Bosonization of Fermionic Many-Body Dynamics. Ann. Henri Poincaré 23, 1725–1764 (2022).

[9] Boccato C., Brennecke C., Cenatiempo S., Schlein B., Bogoliubov Theory in the Gross-Pitaevskii Limit, Acta Mathematica 222 (2019).

[10] N. N. Bogoliubov, On the theory of superfluidity. Izv. Akad. Nauk. USSR 11, 77. Engl. Transl. J. Phys. (USSR), (1947).

[11] Boßmann, L., Petrat, S., Seiringer, R., Asymptotic expansion of lowenergy excitations for weakly interacting bosons. Forum of Mathematics, Sigma, 9, E28 (2021).

[12] Brennecke C., Caporaletti M., Schlein B., Excitation Spectrum for Bose Gases beyond the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime, Reviews in Mathematical Physics (2022).

[13] Brennecke, C., Schlein, B., Schraven, S., Bogoliubov Theory for Trapped Bosons in the Gross–Pitaevskii Regime. Ann. Henri Poincaré 23, 1583–1658 (2022) [14] Christiansen M.R., Hainzl C., Nam P.T., The Random Phase Approximation for Interacting Fermi Gases in the Mean-Field Regime, arxiv.org/abs/2106.11161.

[15] J. Dereziński, M. Napiórkowski. Excitation Spectrum of Interacting Bosons in the Mean-Field Infinite-Volume Limit. Annales Henri Poincaré 15 (2014), 2409-2439.

[16] Dimonte D., Giacomelli E.L., On Bose-Einstein condensates in the Thomas-Fermi regime, arXiv:2112.02343.

[17] Falconi M., Giacomelli E.L., Hainzl C., Porta M., The dilute Fermi gas via Bogoliubov theory, Ann. Henri Poincaré 22, 2283-2353, (2021).

[18] Fournais S., Girardot T., Junge L., Morin L., Olivieri M., The Ground State Energy of a Two-Dimensional Bose Gas, arXiv:2206.11100.

[19] Fournais, S., Solovej, J. P., The energy of dilute Bose gases, Annals of Mathematics, Vol. 192, 893–976, (2020).

[20] Gell-Mann M., Brueckner A., Correlation Energy of an Electron Gas at High Density, Phys. Rev. 106, 364 (1957).

[21] Grech P., Seiringer R., The Excitation Spectrum for Weakly Interacting Bosons in a Trap, Communications in Mathematical Physics 322.2, pp. 559–591, (2013).

[22] Graf G.M., Solovej J.P., A Correlation Estimate with Applications to Quantum Systems with Coulomb Interactions, Reviews in Mathematical Physics, 06(05a):977–997, (1994).

[23] Hainzl, C., Schlein B., Triay A., Bogoliubov Theory in the Gross- Pitaevskii limit: a simplified approach, arXiv:2203.03440.

[24] Huang, K., Yang, C.N., Quantum-mechanical many-body problem with hard- sphere interaction, Phys. Rev. 105, 767–775 (1957).

[25] Lewin, M., Nam P.T., Serfaty S., Solovej J. P., Bogoliubov spectrum of interacting Bose gases, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 68, 3, 413 – 471, (2014).

[26] Lieb, E.H., Seiringer, R., Solovej, J.P.: Ground-state energy of the lowdensity Fermi gas. Phys. Rev. A 71, 053605 (2005).

[27] E. H. Lieb, J. P. Solovej. Ground state energy of the one-component charged Bose gas. Comm. Math. Phys. 217, 127–163, (2001). Errata: Comm. Math. Phys. 225, 219-221, (2002).

[28] E. H. Lieb, J. P. Solovej. Ground state energy of the two-component charged Bose gas. Comm. Math. Phys. 252, 485–534, (2004).

[29] E. H. Lieb, J. Yngvason. Ground State Energy of the Low Density Bose Gas. Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 2504-2507 (1998).

[30] Nam, P.T., Triay, A., Bogoliubov excitation spectrum of trapped Bose gases in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime, Preprint arXiv:2106.11949.

[31] Pizzo, A., Bose particles in a box I. A convergent expansion of the ground state of the Hamiltonian in the mean field limiting regime, arXiv:1511.07026 [math-ph], Nov. 2015.

[32] Robinson, D.W., The Thermodynamic Pressure in Quantum Statistical Mechanics, Springer Lecture Notes in Physics, vol. 9 (1971).

[33] Ruelle, D., Statistical Mechanics. Rigorous Results. World Scientific, Singapore (1999).

[34] Seiringer, R., The Excitation Spectrum for Weakly Interacting Bosons, Commun. Math. Phys. 306, 565-578 (2011).

[35] Solovej J.P., Upper bounds to the ground state energies of the one- and two- component charged Bose gase. Comm. Math. Phys. 266, no. 3, 797- 818, (2006).

[36] Yau H.-T., Yin J., The second order upper bound for the ground state energy of a Bose gas, J. Stat. Phys. 136(3), 453–503, (2009).