arXiv:2409.08835v1 [math-ph] 13 Sep 2024

PROOF OF THE LANDAU-PEKAR FORMULA FOR THE EFFECTIVE MASS OF THE POLARON AT STRONG COUPLING

MORRIS BROOKS

Abstract. We study the Fröhlich polaron in the regime of strong coupling and prove the asymptotically sharp lower bound on the effective mass m_{eff} (α) ≥ α^4mLP − Cα^{4−ϵ}, where mLP is an explicit constant. Together with the corresponding upper bound, which has been verified recently in [5], we confirm the validity of the celebrated Landau-Pekar formula [12] from 1948 for the effective mass lim_{α→∞}α^{−4}m_{eff} (α) = mLP as conjectured by Spohn [25] in 1987.

1. Introduction and Main Result

In this manuscript we study the Fröhlich polaron, which is a model describing the interactions of a charged particle, e.g. an electron, with a polarizable medium [10]. From a mathematical point of view, the Fröhlich polaron is a popular toy model of a quantum field theory, as it is simple enough to allow for rigorous mathematical proofs while still giving rise to complex and non-trivial phenomena, such as the effective increase of the electrons mass due to its interactions with the quantized excitations of the medium. It will be the objective of this article to study the dependence of the effective mass m_{eff} (α) on the coupling strength α as α → ∞ goes to infinity. Due to a conjecture by Spohn [25], it is expected that m_{eff} (α) grows with a quartic power in α according to the Landau-Pekar formula [12], i.e. there exists a (rather explicit) constant m_{LP} ∈ (0, ∞) such that

lim_{α→∞}α^{−4}m_{eff} (α) = m_{LP}. (1.1)

Making use of the creation and annihilation operators a^∗ and a acting on the Fock space F over L^2 ( R^3 ) , which satisfy for f, g ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) the re-scaled canonical commutation relations [a(f), a^∗(g)] = α^{−2}⟨f, g⟩, we introduce the Fröhlich Hamiltonian H as the self-adjoint operator

H := −Δ_x + N − a^∗(v_x) − a(v_x) (1.2)

acting on the Hilbert space L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F, where v_x(y) := π^{− 3}2 |y − x|^{−2} and N is the (re-scaled) particle number operator defined in terms of an orthonormal basis {u_j : j ∈ N} of L^2 ( R^3 ) as N := ∞∑ j=0 a^∗(u_j )a(u_j ). (1.3)

Note that Δ_x refers to the Laplace operator acting only on the L^2 ( R^3 ) factor in L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F and x refers to the position of the electron, i.e. the position operator in L^2 ( R^3 ) . A detailed introduction to Fock space formalism and the objects appearing in the definition of H in Eq. (1.2) is given in Section 2. It is a central observation that H is invariant under a joint translation of the electron x → x − z and the polarization field a(f) → a(f_z), where we define the shifted function f_z(y) := f(y − z), which is generated by a family of self-adjoint operators

P = (P_1, P_2, P_3).

Consequently, the joint spectrum σ(P, H ) is well-defined and we can introduce the ground state energy as a function of the total momentum p ∈ R^3 as E_α(p) := inf{E ∈ R : (p, E) ∈ σ(P, H )}. 1

It is known that E_α(p) obtains its global minimum at p = 0, see [7], and therefore the ground state energy E_α := inf σ(H ) is given by E_α(0). In the past decades numerous results have been obtained on the asymptotic behaviour of E_α and E_α(p) in the regime of strong coupling, such as the seminal work [6], which established the convergence of the ground state energy lim_{α→∞}E_α = e^{Pek} (1.4)

to the minimal value e^{Pek} of the corresponding semi-classical functional

F^{Pek}(φ) := ‖φ‖^2 + inf σ ( − Δ − 2v ∗ Re[φ] ) , (1.5)

where v(y) := π^{− 3}2 |y|^{−2} and φ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) . Notably the proof of Eq. (1.4) in [6] is based on a functional integral representation of E_α using a Feynman-Kac formula for the semi-group e^{−T H} , see [9]. Later, an elementary proof of Eq. (1.4) has been established in [17] using a functional analytic approach. Regarding the asymptotic behaviour of the energy-momentum relation E_α(p) and the effective mass m_{eff} (α), where

m_{eff} (α) := lim_{P →0} |p|^2 2(E_α(p) − E_α)

, (1.6)

there has been significant progress in recent years. It has been verified in [15] that m_{eff} (α) −→_{α→∞} ∞, (1.7)

i.e. the effective mass diverges in the limit of large α. Using a functional integral representation of m_{eff} (α), see [25, 7] and [22, 2], the rate of divergence in Eq. (1.7) has been quantified in [2] by a lower bound of the form m_{eff} (α) ≥ cα^25 , which has been improved in [24] by the almost quartic lower bound m_{eff} (α) ≥ c(log α)^{−6}α^4 and in [1] by a lower bound of the form m_{eff} (α) ≥ cα^4 (1.8) for a suitable constant c ∈ (0, ∞). It is worth pointing out, that Eq. (1.8) already captures the correct quartic divergence α^4 of the effective mass as α → ∞. In our main Theorem 1.1 we are going to improve Eq. (1.8) by establishing the lower bound m_{eff} (α) ≥ α^4m_{LP} − Cα^{4−ϵ} (1.9)

for a suitable ϵ > 0, where m_{LP} :=^2_3 ‖ ∇φ^{Pek} ‖_2 and φ^{Pek} > 0 is the unique radial minimizer of the Pekar functional defined in Eq. (1.5), see [13]. The corresponding upper bound m_{eff} (α) ≤ α^4m_{LP} + Cα^{4−ϵ} (1.10) has been proven recently in [5], using the results in [23]. Therefore we conclude that the constant m_{LP} in Eq. (1.9) is the optimal one such that an inequality of the form Eq. (1.9) holds. Combining Eq. (1.9), see Theorem 1.1, and Eq. (1.10) confirms the Landau-Pekar- Spohn conjecture on the effective mass stated in Eq. (1.1).

Regarding the upper bound in Eq. (1.10), it has been shown in [5], using an upper bound on E_α from [20], that the energy-momentum relation E_α(p) satisfies a lower bound of the form

E_α(p) − E_α ≥ min { |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP} , α^{−2} } − Cα^{−(2+ϵ)}. (1.11)

Since the error term Cα^{−(2+ϵ)} does not scale like |p|^2 in p, this lower bound alone is clearly insufficient to obtain a non-trivial upper bound on m_{eff} (α). However, together with the results in [23], which especially imply that E_α(p) ≤ E_α +^{|p|2}_{2meff (α)} , Eq. (1.10) follows from Eq. (1.11). A corresponding upper bound to Eq. (1.11) has been verified previously in [20]

E_α(p) − E_α ≤ min { |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP} , α^{−2} } + Cα^−(^{52 +ϵ}), (1.12)

using a lower bound on E_α from [4]. Again, due to the lack of a |p|^2 scaling in the error term Cα^−(^{52 +ϵ}), Eq. (1.12) alone is insufficient to obtain a non-trivial lower bound on m_{eff} (α).

Theorem 1.1. Let m_{LP} be the Landau-Pekar constant introduced below Eq. (1.9) and m_{eff} (α) the effective mass defined in Eq. (1.6). Then there exist C, ϵ > 0 such that m_{eff} (α) ≥ α^4m_{LP} − Cα^{4−ϵ}.

Proof strategy of Theorem 1.1. By the definition of the effective mass m_{eff} (α) in Eq. (1.6), it is clearly enough to show the upper bound

E_α(p) ≤ E_α + |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP}

+ Cα^{−(4+ϵ)}|p|^2. (1.13)

In order to find a more convenient expression for E_α(p), let us switch to the Lee-Low-Pines picture, [11], where the frame for the polarization field moves along with the position of the electron x. After applying this unitary transformation, the operator H reads

H 1_{i ∇x} = ( 1 i ∇_x − P )_2 + N − a^∗(v) − a(v), where P is the generator of the translations a(f) → a(f_z) and v(y) := π^{− 3}2 |y|^{−2}, and we define for p ∈ R^3 the fiber Hamiltonian H_p acting only on the Fock space F as H_p := (p − P)^2 + N − a^∗(v) − a(v). (1.14) Since^1_i ∇_x is the Lee-Low-Pines transform of the total momentum operator P, we can therefore express E_α(p) as the ground state energy of the fiber operator H_p , i.e. E_α(p) = inf σ(H_p ).

In order to establish the upper bound in Eq. (1.13), we first note that by the variational characterization of the ground state energy, E_α(p) is bounded from above by E_α(p) ≤ ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F , for any element Ψ_{α,p} ∈ F with ‖Ψ_{α,p}‖ = 1. It is therefore enough to find a good trial state Ψ_{α,p}, such that ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F ≤ E_α + |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP}

+ Cα^{−(4+ϵ)}|p|^2. (1.15)

Naively, the most natural candidate would be Ψ_{α,p} := Ψ_α, where Ψ_α is the ground state of the operator H_0 , i.e. ⟨Ψ_α, H_0 Ψ_α⟩_F = E_α and ‖Ψ_α‖ = 1. In this case however ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F = E_α + |p|^2 would not have the right quartic scaling in α, and would only yield a lower bound of the form m_{eff} (α) ≥^1_2 , i.e. we would not even observe the divergence of the effective mass. The problem is of course, that the term (p − P)^2 in Eq. (1.14) contains a p without the right α scaling. In order to obtain an improved trial state Ψ_{α,p}, let B = (B_1 , B_2 , B_3 ) be a (pseudo) boost for P, i.e. a collection of commuting self-adjoint operators B_j acting on F that satisfies for p ∈ R^3 e^{−ip·B} Pe^{ip·B} ≈ P + p, (1.16) or equivalently for z ∈ R^3 e^{iz·P} B e^{−iz·P} ≈ B + z, (1.17) and define Ψ_{α,p} := e^{ip·B} Ψ_α. We write ≈, respectively pseudo-boost, as it is not possible to satisfy Eq. (1.16) and Eq. (1.17) as an identity. With this choice we have a cancellation of the unwanted p-term ⟨ Ψ_{α,p}, (p − P)^2 Ψ_{α,p} ⟩ F ≈ ⟨ Ψ_α, P^2Ψ_α ⟩ F . For the purpose of finding the correct boost B that yields the desired upper bound in Eq. (1.15), let us formally apply the semi-classical correspondence principle, which tells us that the energy of the quantum system corresponds to the Peka functional F^{Pek} defined in Eq. (1.5), the ground state Ψ_α corresponds to a minimizer φ^{Pek} of F^{Pek}, the ground state energy E_α corresponds to the minimum e^{Pek} of F^{Pek} and the unitary transformation e^{ip·B} corresponds formally to a Hamiltonian flow p → φ_p ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) with p ∈ R^3 and values in the infinite dimensional space L^2 ( R^3 ) { α^{2 d}_{dp} φ_p = i∇_φB(φ(p)) , φ_0 = φ^{Pek},

(1.18)

for a suitable function B : L^2 ( R^3 ) −→ R^3 corresponding to the operator B . Since all of these considerations are of purely formal nature, we are not going to worry about the notion of differentiability. It is however worth pointing out that Eq. (1.17) corresponds to

B(φ_z ) = B(φ) + z (1.19)

for φ ≠ 0. A natural candidate for a function B is the mean-value (we ignore at this point that this is ill-defined for some φ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ) with respect to the measure ‖φ‖^{−2}|φ(y)|^2dy, i.e. B(φ) := ‖φ‖^{−2} ∫ R^3

y |φ(y)|^2dy. (1.20)

This choice of B clearly satisfies Eq. (1.19), and the solution of Eq. (1.18) reads φ_p(y) = e^{iα−2‖φ‖−2p·y}φ^{Pek}(y). However, since ∇_φB ( φ^{Pek} ) = ‖φ‖^{−2}yφ^{Pek}(y) is not an L^2 ( R^3 ) function, F^{Pek}(φ_p) does not exhibit the right quadratic scaling in p. To be precise, one can show that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for p small enough

F^{Pek}(φ_p) ≥ e^{Pek} + Cα^{−2}|p|.

In order to make sure that ∇_φB ( φ^{Pek} ) ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) , let us take the mean-value only in a bounded region. For this purpose let x^λ denote the λ-quantile of a measure on R, let ρ_j be the j-th marginal distribution of a measure ρ on R^3 and define dρ_φ := |φ(y)|^2dy. Then we introduce for q > 0 in components

m_q(ρ)_j : =

∫_x^1_2 +q_{(ρj )}

x^12^{−q} (ρ_j ) dρ_j −1 ∫_x^1_2 +q_{(ρj )}

x^12^{−q} (ρ_j )

ydρ_j(y), (1.21)

B(φ) : = m_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ), (1.22)

where χ ≥ 0 is a smooth function, see also Section 3 for a comprehensive definition of m_q. The statistical quantity m_q has been used previously in the study of translation-invariant Bose gases [3] as well as in the study of the Fröhlich polaron [4, 5], where it was referred to as the regularized median. Clearly the choice of B in Eq. (1.22) satisfies Eq. (1.19) and since ∇_φB ( φ^{Pek} ) ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) , we have the right scaling

F^{Pek}(φ_p) = e^{Pek} + Cα^{−4}|p|^2 + o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) , (1.23)

for a suitable constant C > 0, where we write o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) for a term that is small compared to α^{−4}|p|^2 as p → 0 and α → ∞.

Finally, we want to modify B, such that the corresponding constant C in Eq. (1.23) is the optimal one C =^1_{2mPek} . We note that the Landau-Pekar constant m_{Pek} emerges naturally as

F^{Pek} ( φ^{Pek} − i p α^2m_{LP} · ∇φ^{Pek} ) = e^{Pek} + |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP} + o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) , (1.24) see for example [8], where the effective mass is identified for the classical polaron described by the Landau-Pekar equations. Motivated by Eq. (1.24), we want to find a function B satisfying Eq. (1.19) and ∇_φB ( φ^{Pek} ) = − 1 m_{LP}

∇φ^{Pek}. (1.25)

In the following let us define for f : R^3 −→ R^3 the modified boost B as

B(φ) := m_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ) + ∫ R^3 f ( y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ) ) dρ_φ(y), (1.26)

which satisfies Eq. (1.19). An elementary computation shows that ∇_φB ( φ^{Pek} ) = ∇_φm_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ)|_φPek + fφ^{Pek} (1.27)

in case fφ^{Pek} ⊥ ∇φ^{Pek}, i.e. we can write any vector in the affine space

ξ ∈ A := ∇_φm_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ)|_φPek + {∇φ^{Pek}}^⊥ (1.28)

as a gradient ξ = ∇_φB ( φ^{Pek} ) of a boost B with the right choice of f. Notably, − 1 m_{LP}

∇φ^{Pek} ∈ A

is an element of A, and therefore we can find a boost B such that Eq. (1.25) holds. Hence

F^{Pek}(φ_p) = e^{Pek} + |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP} + o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) . (1.29)

Having the correct semi-classical boost B at hand such that Eq. (1.29) holds, we are going to construct the corresponding boost operator B and define the trial state Ψ_{α,p} := e^{ip·B} Ψ_α. There are two main technical challenges in this manuscript. The first one is to establish a rigorous correspondence between the quantum objects Ψ_{α,p}, H_p , B , . . . and their semi-classical counterparts φ_p, F^{Pek}, B, . . . , i.e. we have to verify that

⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F − E_α = F^{Pek}(φ_p) − e^{Pek} + o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) = |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP} + o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) . (1.30)

In [4], it has been shown that suitable low energy states satisfy Bose-Einstein condensation, which loosely speaking means that a typical phonon configuration is expected to be close to the semi-classical optimizer φ^{Pek}. In order to derive Eq. (1.30), we are going to improve this result, by showing that the empirical distribution ρ_{Yn} of a collection of phonons at position Y_n = (y_1, . . . , y_n) is expected to be close to the Pekar measure dρ^{Pek} := |φ^{Pek}|^2dy with respect to the distance

‖χ ∗ (ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV}, (1.31)

where ‖ · ‖_{TV} refers to the total variation and χ is a mollifier. Furthermore, we show that the notion of distance in Eq. (1.31) is the correct one to discuss continuity and differentiability aspects of the statistical quantity m_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ) used in the definition of B in Eq. (1.26). The second technical difficulty concerns the Taylor expansion of the unitary group e^{ip·B} , which is necessary to express the left hand side of Eq. (1.30). To be precise, we need to show that the moments of the boost operator B are bounded in the ground state Ψ_α, i.e. we have to show that there exist constants C_m such that for all α large enough

⟨Ψ_α, |B |^m Ψ_α⟩ ≤ C_m. (1.32)

For this purpose, we use a layer-cake representation of ⟨Ψ_α, |B |^m Ψ_α⟩ and show that the ground state has to be supported mostly on the spectral subspace where |B | is small. Related to the question of whether ∇_φB ( φ^{Pek} ) is an element of L^2 ( R^3 ) , we want to emphasise that Eq. (1.32) certainly does not hold for any boost B . For example the mean-value boost in Eq. (1.20) has already on the semi-classical level unbounded second moments ∫ R^3

|y|^2dρ^{Pek} = ‖yφ^{Pek}‖^2 = ∞.

Outline. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we introduce Fock space formalism, including all the objects appearing in the definition of H , as well as the most important semiclassical objects. In the subsequent Section 3 we will introduce an appropriate boost operator as a counterpart to the semi-classical function B defined in Eq. (1.26) and give a precise definition of the trial state Ψ_{α,p}. Furthermore, we will isolate the main contribution in the energy ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F from various error terms E. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is then content of Section 4, where we confirm the formal semi-classical predictions. In the rest of the paper we will derive technical results necessary for the proof of Theorem 1.1, starting with the analysis of the regularized median m_q, see Eq. (1.21), in Section 5. In the following Section 6 we will discuss the spatial distribution of the ground state Ψ_α and establish that Ψ_α is mostly supported on the spectral subspace where the boost |B | is small. In a similar spirit, we verify in Section 7 that the ground state Ψ_α is mostly supported on polarization fields φ close to the semi-classical minimizer φ^{Pek}. The analysis of the error terms E from Section 3 is then content of Section 8 and in Section 9 we will derive improved results on the issue of Bose-Einstein condensation. Especially, we will verify that the empirical measures ρ_{Yn} are close to the semiclassical distribution ρ^{Pek} with respect to the regularized total variation. In the Appendix A we are going to verify various decay properties of the semi-classical minimizers, in momentum space as well as position space.

2. Definitions and Fock Space Formalism

2.1. Basic Notation. It is the content of this Subsection, to introduce the Fock space F, as well as two important families of operators defined on F. Furthermore, we are presenting a collection of useful cut-off functions.

In order to define F, let ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} be the (disjoint) union of the topological spaces R^{3n} , and

let us denote with L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) the space of all Borel measurable complex valued (equivalence

classes of) functions Ψ : ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} −→ C , such that ∑_∞ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} |Ψ(Yn)| 2 dY_n < ∞, equipped with the inner product ⟨ Ψ, Φ ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) := ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} Ψ(Y_n)Φ(Y_n)dY_n.

For the readers convenience, we will indicate the dimension of an element Y_n ∈ ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} in our

notation, i.e. Y_n ∈ R^{3n} , and we will usually structure the vector Y_n as

Y_n = (y_1, . . . , y_n),

with y_i ∈ R^3 . Clearly, the Hilbert space L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) is isomorphic to the orthogonal sum

L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) ∼= ⨁ n∈N L^2 ( R^{3n} ) .

We then define the Fock space F as the subspace of L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) containing all permutation

symmetric functions Ψ, i.e. Ψ ∈ F if and only if for all Y_n ∈ ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} and permutations σ ∈ S_n

Ψ(y_{σ1} , . . . , y_{σn} ) = Ψ(y_1, . . . , y_n).

In case we want to emphasise that the functions involved in an inner product are permutation symmetric, we will write ⟨ Ψ, Φ ⟩ F instead of ⟨ Ψ, Φ ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ). In the following it will be

useful to introduce for α > 0 and Y_n ∈ ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} the empirical measure

ρ_{Yn} = α^{−2} n∑ j=1 δ_{yj} , (2.1)

where we suppress the α-dependence of ρ_{Yn} in our notation for the sake of readability and use the convention that ρ_{Y0} = 0. Then Ψ ∈ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) is an element of F, if and only if it can

be written as a function of the empirical measures, i.e. if and only if there exists a complex valued function Ψ^′ taking measures on R^3 as an argument, such that

Ψ(Y_n) = Ψ^′(ρ_{Yn} ).

For a measurable subset Ω ⊆ R^3 , let us furthermore introduce the Fock space F(Ω) as the space of all Ψ ∈ F satisfying

supp(Ψ) ⊆ ⋃ n∈N Ω^n.

The first important family of operators on the spaces L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) and F are multiplication

operators by a given measurable function F : ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} −→ R. In the following we will use the

notation F (Y_n) for the multiplication operator by F , e.g. we will write ⟨ Ψ, F (Y_n)Ψ ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} F (Y_n) |Ψ(Y_n)|^2 dY_n.

Many of the functions considered in this manuscript will naturally depend only on the empirical measure ρ_{Yn} , i.e. will be of the form F (Y_n) = f(ρ_{Yn} ), in which case we might write ⟨ Ψ, f(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ ⟩ F = ⟨ Ψ, f(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} f(ρ_{Yn} ) |Ψ(Y_n)|^2 dY_n.

An especially important example of a multiplication operator is the (re-scaled) particle number operator N defined as

N := N (ρ_{Yn} ) := ∫ dρ_{Yn} = n α^2

. (2.2)

The second essential family of operators on a Fock space are the creation and annihilation operators a^∗(f) and a(f), parameterized by functions f ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) . In order to properly introduce

a^∗(f), let us first define the operator L(f) acting on L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) as ( L(f)Ψ ) (Y_n) := √ n α Ψ(Y_{n−1})f(y_n). (2.3)

Here we have used the convention that Y_n = (y_1, . . . , y_n) and Y_{n−1} = (y_1, . . . , y_{n−1}), a notion which we will use repeatedly in this article. We can now define on F

a^∗(f) : = π_F L(f)ι_F , a(f) : = π_F L(f)^∗ι_F ,

where A^∗ is the adjoint of an operator A, ι_F is the embedding of F ⊆ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) and π_F = ι^∗_F is the orthogonal projection onto F.

The operators a^∗(f) and a(f) will be a convenient tool to express many other operators acting on F, e.g. for a bounded and measurable function h : R^3 −→ R and an orthonormal basis {φ_n : n ∈ N} we can express the multiplication operator Y_n → ∫ hdρ_{Yn} as ∫ hdρ_{Yn} = ∞∑ n,m=0 ⟨φ_m, hφ_n⟩ a^∗(φ_m)a(φ_n). (2.4) Therefore, we see that the definition of the particle number operator in Eq. (2.2) and the definition given previously in Eq. (1.3) coincide.

Before giving a proper introduction of the Fröhlich Hamiltonian in the following Subsection 2.2, we shall introduce some useful notation. Following [4, 5], we are going to introduce for some κ ≥ 0 and −∞ ≤ a < b ≤ ∞, and a function f : U −→ R defined on some set U, cut-off functions χ_κ(a ≤ f ≤ b) : { U −→ R, t → χ_κ(a ≤ f(t) ≤ b), where κ ≥ 0 is going to determine the sharpness of the cut-off. Usually we will take U as the set R, ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} or the set of all Borel measures on R^3 . In order to introduce χ_κ(a ≤ f ≤ b), let β_1, β_2 : R ∪ {−∞, ∞} −→ [0, 1] be smooth functions on R such that β^2_1 + β^2 = 1, supp(β_1) ⊆ [−∞, 1) and supp(β_2) ⊆ (−1, ∞]. Then we define χ_κ(a ≤ f ≤ b) as χ_κ(a ≤ f(t) ≤ b) := { β_1 (_{f(t)−b} κ ) β_2 (_{f(t)−a} κ ) , for κ > 0 1_{[a,b]}(f(t)), for κ = 0.

(2.5)

Clearly,

χ_κ(a ≤ f(t) ≤ b) = 1 in case f(t) ∈ [a + κ, b − κ], χ_κ(a ≤ f(t) ≤ b) = 0 in case f(t) /∈ [a − κ, b + κ]. Furthermore, we define for a self-adjoint operator T the contraction χ_κ(a ≤ T ≤ b) by the means of spectral calculus, and we write χ(a ≤ f ≤ b) in case κ = 0 and χ_κ(a ≤ f), respectively χ_κ(f ≤ b), in case b = ∞, respectively a = −∞. Note that for κ > 0 t → χ_κ(a ≤ t ≤ b) is a smooth function and in case the additional condition a + κ < b − κ is satisfied we have that √ 1 − χ_κ(a ≤ t ≤ b)^2 = √ χ_κ(t ≤ a)^2 + χ_κ(b ≤ t)^2 = χ_κ(t ≤ a) + χ_κ(b ≤ t)

is a smooth function as well.

2.2. The Fröhlich Hamiltonian. With the definitions of the previous Subsection 2.1 at hand, we are in a position to properly introduce the polaron model. The Hilbert space under consideration is given by the tensor product

L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F ⊆ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) ,

which we can naturally identify as a subspace of L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) . Here the first factor

R^3 is the space of the electron coordinate x ∈ R^3 and ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} contains the coordinates Y_n = (y_1, . . . , y_n) of the elementary excitations of the polarization field. For a function Ψ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) , we will usually write Ψ(x; Y_n) and ∇_x as well as Δ_x for the gradient, respectively the Laplace operator, in the direction of x. Similarly, we define

(PΨ)(x; Y_n) := n∑ j=1 1 i ∇_{yj} Ψ(x; Y_n). (2.6)

Note that with these notations at hand, the total momentum operator P reads P = 1 i ∇_x + P. With Δ_x, N , a^∗(f) and a(f), we have all objects at hand in order to introduce H := −Δ_x + N − a^∗(v_x) − a(v_x),

see Eq. (1.2). However, since v_x /∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) , due to an ultraviolet singularity, the definition in Eq. (1.2) is only formal. In order to properly define H , let us first construct a quadratic form Q, acting on the space of permutation symmetric compactly supported C^∞ functions as

Q(Ψ) := ⟨Ψ, (−Δ_x + N ) Ψ⟩ − 2Re ∞∑ n=1 √ n α ∫ R^3 ∫ R^{3n} v(y_n − x)Ψ(x; Y_n)Ψ(x; Y_{n−1})dY_ndx.

Since Ψ is compactly supported, there exists a n_∗ such that Ψ(Y_n) = 0 for n ≥ n_∗ and (x; Y_n) → Ψ(x; Y_n)Ψ(x; Y_{n−1}) is a bounded function with compact support for all n ∈ N. Together with the fact that v is locally L^1, we observe that Q(Ψ) is well defined. Furthermore, it follows from [18], that the quadratic form Q is bounded from below and closable, and therefore defines a self-adjoint operator H . Similarly, we can give meaning to the formal definitions

H 1_{i ∇x} := ( 1 i ∇_x − P )_2 + N − a^∗(v) − a(v), H_p := (p − P)^2 + N − a^∗(v) − a(v).

It is easy to see that H is unitary equivalent to H 1_{i ∇x} by centering the coordinate frame of the polarization field at the position of the electron x, i.e. we define the unitary map (T Ψ)(x; Y_n) := Ψ(x; y_1 − x, . . . , y_n − x) (2.7) and observe that H 1_{i ∇x} = T^∗H T . In this manuscript, we will use both representations H and H 1_{i ∇x} , where we prefer H in case we want to establish a semi-classical correspondence and use H 1_{i ∇x} in case we want to work with a proper ground state Ψ_α of the fiber Hamiltonian H_0 .

Finally, let us introduce the modified versions H^K and H^K_{1i ∇x} , which include an ultraviolet regularization. For this purpose let us use for K > 0 the projection χ(|∇| ≤ K), see Eq. (2.5), in order to define the regularized interaction v^K := χ(|∇| ≤ K)v.

With v^K at hand we define the operators

H^K : = −Δ_x + N − a^∗(v^K_x ) − a(v^K_x ), (2.8)

H^K1_{i ∇x} : = ( 1 i ∇_x − P )_2 + N − a^∗(v^K ) − a(v^K ), (2.9)

which satisfy H^K_{1i ∇x} = T^∗H^K T .

2.3. Semi-Classical Objects. In this Subsection we want to introduce the most important objects appearing in the semi-classical correspondence principle. For this purpose let us introduce the vacuum state Ξ ∈ F as Ξ(Y_n) := 0 for n ≥ 1 and Ξ(Y_0) = 1 for Y_0 ∈ R^0 = {0}, and let us define for f ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) the unitary Weyl transformation W_f acting on F as

W_f := e^{α2 a(f)−α2 a∗(f)}. (2.10)

Note that, up to a phase, the Weyl transformations W_f are characterized by the law W^∗_g a(f)W_g = a(f) − ⟨f, g⟩ . With Ξ and W_f at hand, we can introduce for ψ, φ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) , where ‖ψ‖ = 1, a family of semi-classical trial states

ψ ⊗ Ξ_φ := ψ ⊗ ( W^∗_φΞ ) ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F. (2.11)

Notably, the coherent states Ξ_φ are joint eigenfunctions of the annihilation operators a(f), i.e.

a(f)Ξ_φ = ⟨f, φ⟩ Ξ_φ, (2.12)

a property which characterizes them up to a constant. Together with Eq. (2.4), we observe the following correspondence between the measure dρ(y) := |φ(y)|^2dy, a semi-classical object, and the empirical measure ⟨ Ξ_φ, ∫ hdρ_{Yn} Ξ_φ ⟩ F = ∫ hdρ_φ. (2.13)

Furthermore, by Eq. (2.12) and Eq. (2.13), we obtain that the energy of ψ ⊗ Ξ_φ is given by

E^{Pek}(ψ, φ) := ⟨ψ ⊗ Ξ_φ, H ψ ⊗ Ξ_φ⟩_{L2(R3)⊗F} = ‖φ‖^2 + ⟨ψ, (−Δ_x − 2v ∗ Re[φ]) ψ⟩ .

Both H as well as Ξ_φ = W_φΞ depend on the parameter α > 0, since the definition of a^∗(f) and a(f), respectively L(f) in Eq. (2.3), is α dependent, however the energy

E^{Pek}(ψ, φ) = ‖φ‖^2 + ⟨ψ, (−Δ_x − 2v ∗ Re[φ]) ψ⟩ ,

is α independent. Minimizing over all possible electron functions ψ yields the semi-classical Pekar functional

F^{Pek}(φ) := inf

ψ∈L^2(R^3 ):‖ψ‖=1

E^{Pek}(ψ, φ) = ‖φ‖^2 + inf σ(−Δ_x − 2v ∗ Re[φ]) .

According to [13], the functional E^{Pek} has unique minimizers (ψ^{Pek}, φ^{Pek}) such that ψ^{Pek} is non-negative and φ^{Pek} is radial, and all other minimizers are of the form (e^{iθ}ψ^{Pek}_z , φ^{Pek}_z ) for θ ∈ [0, 2π) and z ∈ R^3 . Consequently, φ^{Pek} is a minimizer of F as well, and we define the minimal Pekar energy e^{Pek} as

e^{Pek} := F^{Pek}(φ^{Pek}) = inf_{φ∈L2(R3 )} F^{Pek}(φ) = inf_{φ,ψ∈L2(R3 ):‖ψ‖=1} E^{Pek}(ψ, φ). (2.14)

Let us furthermore denote with P^{Pek} : L^2 ( R^3 ) −→ L^2 ( R^3 ) the orthogonal projection onto ψ^{Pek} and with Q^{Pek} : L^2 ( R^3 ) −→ L^2 ( R^3 ) the orthogonal projection onto {ψ^{Pek}}^⊥, i.e. we define

(P^{Pek}ψ)(x) : = ∫ R^3

ψ^{Pek}(x^′)ψ(x^′)dx^′ψ^{Pek}(x),

Q^{Pek} : = 1 − P^{Pek},

and let us define the Pekar measure ρ^{Pek} on R^3 as dρ^{Pek}(y) := | |φPek(y) | |^2 dy.

The following Lemma 2.1 provides useful identities and estimates for the minimizers (ψ^{Pek}, φ^{Pek}) of E^{Pek} and the truncated interaction terms

v^Λ : = χ(|∇| ≤ Λ)v, (2.15)

w^Λ : = i∇ Δ χ(|∇| > Λ)v. (2.16) The proof of Lemma 2.1 will be the content of Appendix A.

Lemma 2.1. We have the identities |ψ^{Pek}|^2 ∗ v = φ^{Pek} and

v = v^Λ + 1 i ∇ · w^Λ. (2.17)

Furthermore, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all Λ > 0 and R > 0 ‖ ‖v^Λ ‖ ‖ ≤ CΛ^1_2 , ‖ ‖w^Λ ‖ ‖ ≤ CΛ^{− 1}_2 , (2.18) ‖ ‖χ(|∇| > Λ) φ^{Pek} ‖ ‖ ≤ CΛ^{− 12} , (2.19) ‖ ‖ ‖χ(|y| > R) φ^{Pek} ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ CR^{− 12} , (2.20)

and^{∇φPek}_{φPek} ∈ C^2_b (R^3 , R^3 ).

2.4. Conventions and Definitions. In this Subsection we want to state some conventions and definitions that will be used repeatedly throughout this article.

Convention. Most importantly, α will always refer to a parameter α ≥ 1, which appears for example in the definition of the operator L(f) in Eq. (2.3), and therefore in the definition of the creation and annihilation operators a(f) and a^∗(f), and in the definition of the Fröhlich Hamiltonian H . Furthermore, the empirical measures ρ_{Yn} defined in Eq. (2.1) depends on α, and therefore all functions of ρ_{Yn} do so as well. For the sake of readability, we will not always indicate the dependence on α. Furthermore, if not indicated otherwise, all estimates are supposed to hold uniformly in α as α → ∞, e.g. we write X ≲ Y, for α-dependent objects X and Y , in case there exists an α_0 ≥ 1 and a C > 0, such that X ≤ CY, for all α ≥ α_0. Similarly, p will always refer to an elements p ∈ R^3 and, if not indicated otherwise, estimates are supposed to hold uniform in p.

The second convention we will make use of, is that multiplication operators by functions Y_n → F (Y_n) will be denoted simply by F (Y_n), and in case F is in a natural way a function f of the empirical measure we write f(ρ_{Yn} ). Occasionally we will further write F (y_n) for multiplication operators depending only on the component y_n in Y_n = (y_1, . . . , y_n).

Finally, we call an element Ψ ∈ H of a Hilbert space H a state, in case ‖Ψ‖ = 1.

Definition. Besides the notation χ(a ≤ f ≤ b) introduced in Eq. (2.5), we will denote with g a (fixed) rotationally symmetric mollifier on R^3 , i.e. g : R^3 −→ [0, 1] will denote a smooth function with compact support, ∫ R^3 g(x)dx = 1 and g(x) = g(y) in case |x| = |y|. Furthermore,

it will be useful to have mollifiers at hand that are convolutions them self, and therefore we introduce the function χ := g ∗ g, which is clearly a rotationally symmetric mollifier again. It will also be convenient to have for T > 0 the re-scaled (rotationally symmetric) molllifiers g_T at hand

g_T (y) := T^3g(T y).

We will furthermore use a third family of smooth cut-off functions τ_η defined as

τ_η(y) := η^{− 32} τ ( η^{−1}y ) , where τ : R^3 −→ [0, 1] is smooth with support in { y : |y| ≤^1_3 } and satisfies ∫ τ(y)^2dy = 1.

In addition let us fix some constants, used throughout this paper. In the following let δ_∗ be such that 0 < δ_∗ <^{‖φPek‖4}_2 , and pick κ, σ and q, such that 0 < κ < σ and

σ + κ < ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2, (2.21)

δ_∗ + σ + κ <

(‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − σ − κ)^2 2 , 0 < q < 1 2 − δ_∗ + σ + κ (‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − σ − κ)^2 . Moreover, since φ^{Pek} ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) , φ^{Pek} > 0 and δ_∗ < ‖φ^{Pek}‖^4, we find a R_∗ > 0 such that ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R_∗ |φ^{Pek}(x)|^2|φ^{Pek}(y)|^2dxdy = δ_∗.

With δ_∗ and R_∗ at hand, let us introduce for λ > 0

Ω_λ := ⋃ n∈N Ω^{(n)}_λ (2.22)

as the set of all Y_n ∈ ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} , such that

‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − λ ≤ ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≤ ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + λ, δ_∗ − λ ≤ ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R_∗ dρ_{Yn} (x)dρ_{Yn} (y) ≤ δ_∗ + λ.

It will be the main result of Section 7 that the ground state concentrates on sets of the form Ω_λ for λ > 0, as α → ∞. Furthermore, we demonstrate in Section 5 that σ and κ are chosen in such a way, that the regularized median m_q introduced in Eq. (1.21) satisfies uniform continuity and differentiability properties on Ω_{σ+κ}, see also the assumptions of [4, Lemma 3.10].

3. Construction of a Trial State It is the content of this Section, to construct a trial state Ψ_{α,p} ∈ F satisfying ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F ≤ E_α + |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP} + Cα^{−(4+ϵ)}|p|^2, as is shown in the subsequent Section 4. Following the strategy proposed in Section 1, right after Theorem 1.1, we will define Ψ_{α,p} as the ground state Ψ_α of the fiber Hamiltonian H_0 boosted by the unitary group e^{ip·B} . Applying the (pseudo) boost e^{ip·B} is a necessary procedure, as we want to have a cancellation of the p-term appearing in the fiber Hamiltonian

H_p = (p − P)^2 + N − a^∗(v) − a(v).

Choosing the right (pseudo) boost, i.e. choosing the right self-adjoint operators B = (B_1 , B_2 , B_3 ) satisfying e^{−ip·B} Pe^{ip·B} ≈ P + p, is a delicate task, which we are going to elaborate on in the following Subsection 3.1. The state Ψ_{α,p} is then introduced in Eq. (3.11).

3.1. The correct Way to Boost. On a semi-classical level, the right boost is generated by the function B, in the sense of Eq. (1.18), defined on the phase space L^2 ( R^3 ) as B(φ) := m_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ) + ∫ R^3 f ( y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ) ) dρ_φ(y) (3.1)

for a suitable function f : R^3 −→ R^3 , see Eq. (1.26) and the discussion below, which we assume to be in C^2_b (R^3 , R^3 ). It will be the goal of this Subsection to find a quantum counterpart B = (B_1 , B_2 , B_3 ) to B in the form of self-adjoint commuting operators B_j defined on F.

In advance we are giving a proper definition of the regularized median m_q appearing in the definition of B in Eq. (3.1), see also [3, 4, 5] for previous appearances of the statistical quantity m_q. Following [4], we define for 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 the λ-quantile of a (finite, Borel) measure ν on R as

x^λ(ν) := sup { t : ∫_t −∞ dν ≤ λ ∫ dν } . (3.2)

Furthermore, let ρ_j denote for j ∈ {1, 2, 3} the j-th marginal distribution of a (finite, Borel) measure ρ on R^3 , defined by ∫ R hdρ_j := ∫ R^3

h(y_j )dρ(y). (3.3)

With these notations at hand, and K_q(ν) := [ x^12^{−q}(ν), x^12^{+q}(ν) ] ⊆ R for q > 0, we define the regularized median m_q(ρ) = (m_q(ρ)_1, m_q(ρ)_2, m_q(ρ)_3) in coordinates as

m_q(ρ)_j := (∫ 1_{Kq (ρj )}dρ_j )_{−1}∫ 1_{Kq(ρj )}(t) tdρ_j(t), with the convention that m_q(0) := 0. Finally, recall for φ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) the definition of the measure ρ_φ from Section 1

dρ_φ(y) := |φ(y)|^2dy. (3.4)

In order to find a quantum counterpart to the semi-classical object B from Eq. (3.1), observe the formal correspondence between the empirical measure ρ_{Yn} defined in Eq. (2.1) and the measure ρ_φ defined in Eq. (3.4), see for example Eq. (2.13). Therefore, a natural candidate for the boost B would be given by the multiplication operator B(ρ_{Yn} ) with

B(ρ) := m_q(χ ∗ ρ) + ∫ R^3 f ( y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ) ) dρ(y). (3.5)

Since we will require a multiplication operator that satisfies certain continuity and differentiability properties, we will use a slightly modified version G instead of the function B from Eq. (3.5), defined as G(ρ) := F (ρ)B(ρ), where the function

F (ρ) : = χ_κ2 (∫ dρ − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2

)_2 + ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R_∗ dρdρ − δ_∗ 2 ≤ σ^2 (3.6)

makes sure that G is only supported on regular enough measures ρ. The operator B , which we will use as the generator of a unitary group, is then defined as

B := G(ρ_{Yn} ) = F (ρ_{Yn} )B(ρ_{Yn} ). (3.7)

The constants κ, R_∗, δ_∗ and σ appearing in the definition of F as well as the constant q and the mollifier χ appearing in the definition of B are chosen according to Subsection 2.4.

Before we define the trial state Ψ_{α,p}, let us make some observations about the spectrum of the fiber Hamiltonian H_0 and analyse the operators B = (B_1 , B_2 , B_3 ). First of all, it has been shown in [7], respectively [19], that E_α is an isolated and non-degenerate point in the spectrum of H_0 . As an immediate consequence we obtain the following Lemma 3.1, which establishes the existence of a unique reflection symmetric ground state Ψ_α of H_0 .

Lemma 3.1. Let S : F −→ F be defined as (SΨ)(Y_n) := Ψ(−Y_n) for all Y_n ∈ ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} . Then the operator H_0 has, up to a phase, a unique ground state Ψ_α ∈ F satisfying SΨ_α = Ψ_α.

Furthermore, the phase can be chosen such that Ψ_α(Y_n) ≥ 0 for all Y_n. Proof. By [7], respectively [19], we know that E_α is an isolated and non-degenerate point in the spectrum of H_0 , i.e. there exists, up to a phase, a unique ground state Ψ_α. Since the unitary operator S commutes with H_0 , i.e. S^∗H_0 S = H_0 , we obtain ⟨SΨ_α, H_0 SΨ_α⟩ = ⟨Ψ_α, H_0 Ψ_α⟩ = E_α.

Consequently, SΨ_α is a ground state as well and by the uniqueness of ground states there exists a θ ∈ [0, 2π) with SΨ_α = e^{iθ}Ψ_α. A simple computation exhibits that |Ψ_α| ∈ F defined as |Ψ_α|(Y_n) := |Ψ_α(Y_n)| satisfies ⟨|Ψ_α|, H |Ψ_α |⟩ ≤ ⟨Ψ_α, H Ψ_α ⟩ = E_α, i.e. |Ψ_α| is a ground state again and by the uniqueness of ground states we can therefore assume w.l.o.g. that Ψ_α ≥ 0. Hence, θ = 0. □

The support of the function G in B = G(ρ_{Yn} ) is clearly contained in the support of F supp(G) ⊆ supp(F ) , and using the set Ω_λ defined in Eq. (2.22) we are going to localize the support of F in the following Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.2. Let F be as in Eq. (3.6) and Ω_λ as in Eq. (2.22). Then, Ω σ−κ_{√2} ⊆ {Y_n : F (ρ_{Yn} ) = 1} ⊆ supp(F ) ⊆ Ω_{σ+κ}. (3.8)

Moreover, Ω_{σ+κ} ⊆ {Y_n : ρ_{Yn} ≠ 0}.

Proof. The inclusion {Y_n : F (ρ_{Yn} ) = 1} ⊆ supp(F ) = {Y_n : F (ρ_{Yn} ) ≠ 0} is trivial. In order to see that supp(F ) is contained in Ω_{σ+κ}, note that by the definition of the cut-off function χ_κ2 (· ≤ σ^2) in Eq. (2.5), F (ρ_{Yn} ) ≠ 0 implies (∫ dρ_{Yn} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2

)_2 + ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R_∗ dρ_{Yn} dρ_{Yn} − δ_∗ 2 ≤ σ^2 + κ^2 ≤ (σ + κ)^2,

and therefore Y_n ∈ Ω_{σ+κ}, since we have both | | | ∫ dρ_{Yn} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 | | | ≤ σ + κ, | | | | ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R_∗ dρ_{Yn} dρ_{Yn} − δ_∗ | | | | ≤ σ + κ.

On the other hand, in case Y_n ∈ Ω σ−κ_{√2} , we clearly have (∫ dρ_{Yn} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2

)_2 + ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R_∗ dρ_{Yn} dρ_{Yn} − δ_∗ 2 ≤ (σ − κ)^2 ≤ σ^2 − κ^2, where we have used κ ≤ 1. Since χ_κ2 (x ≤ σ^2) = 1 for x ≤ σ^2 − κ^2, this concludes the proof of Eq. (3.8). Finally, recall that σ + κ < ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2, and therefore we have for Y_n ∈ Ω_{σ+κ} ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − | | | ∫ dρ_{Yn} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 | | | ≥ ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − (σ + κ) > 0. □ In the following we will consider Ω_{σ+κ} as a set of regular configurations, e.g. we have ∫ dρ_{Yn} > 0 for all Y_n ∈ supp(F ) by Lemma 3.2. While it is clear that the components of B = (B_1 , B_2 , B_3 ) commute, the following Lemma 3.3 demonstrates that both the multiplication operator B(ρ_{Yn} ) as well as the operator B are pseudo boosts, see Eq. (1.16), where we anticipate that the ground state Ψ_α is mostly supported on configurations Y_n ∈ Ω σ−κ_{√2} , see Section 7, and

hence Ψ_α is mostly supported on configurations satisfying both ∫ dρ_{Yn} > 0 and F (ρ_{Yn} ) = 1.

Lemma 3.3. Let B be as in Eq. (3.5) and B as in Eq. (3.7). Then, e^{−ip·B(ρYn )}Pe^{ip·B(ρYn )} = P + χ (∫ dρ_{Yn} > 0 ) p, (3.9) e^{−ip·B} Pe^{ip·B} = P + F (ρ_{Yn} )p. (3.10) Proof. Let us define for z ∈ R^3 the shift of a measure ρ as ∫ hdρ_z := ∫ h(y + z)dρ(y), and compute for Ψ ∈ F using the definition of P, see Eq. (2.6), ( e^{−ip·B} Pe^{ip·B} Ψ − PΨ ) (Y_n) = 1 i n∑ j=1 e^{−ip·G(ρYn )}∇_{yj} ( e^{ip·G(ρYn )} ) Ψ(Y_n) = 1 i e^{−ip·G(ρYn )}∇_z | |_{z=0} ( e^{ip·G((ρYn )z )} ) Ψ(Y_n)= 1 i e^{−ip·G(ρYn )}∇_z | |_{z=0} ( e^{ip·B((ρYn )z )F ((ρYn )z )} ) Ψ(Y_n) = 1 i e^{−ip·G(ρYn )}∇_z | | z=0 ( e^{ip·(B(ρYn )+z)F (ρYn )} ) Ψ(Y_n) = F (ρ_{Yn} )p Ψ(Y_n).

where we have used B((ρ_{Yn} )_z) = B(ρ_{Yn} ) + z in case ∫ dρ_{Yn} > 0 and F (ρ_{Yn} ) = 0 in case ρ_{Yn} = 0, see Lemma 3.2. Eq. (3.9) can be verified analogously. □

Having the (unique, symmetric) ground state Ψ_α ∈ F of H_0 at hand, see Lemma 3.1, and the (multiplication) operator B defined in Eq. (3.7), we introduce the trial state Ψ_{α,p} ∈ F as

Ψ_{α,p} := e^{ip·B} Ψ_α = ( Y_n → e^{ip·G(ρYn )}Ψ_α(Y_n) ) = ( Y_n → e^{ip·F (ρYn )B(ρYn )}Ψ_α(Y_n) ) , (3.11)

which depends on the function f : R^3 −→ R^3 in Eq. (3.5). Note that we optimize the choice of f in Section 4, however the constants κ, R_∗, δ_∗, σ and q, and the mollifier χ, appearing in the definition of F and B, and therefore in the definition of B , should be considered as being fixed according to Subsection 2.4. It will be the main challenge of this manuscript, to show that the quantum energy ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F − E_α ≤ |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP} + o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) . is to leading order bounded from above by the semi-classical prediction^{|p|2}_{2α4 mLP} for an optimal choice of f.

3.2. Isolating the essential Contribution in ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F . In this Subsection we want to compute the energy ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F , and isolate the leading order term from contributions that are small compared to α^{−4}|p|^2. In a first step, we provide a rather explicit expression for the energy in the following Lemma 3.4, using the function ξ_p : ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} −→ C defined as ξ_p(Y_n) := e^{ip·}[^{G(ρYn−1 )−G(ρYn )}] − 1 − ip · [ G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) − G(ρ_{Yn} ) ] . (3.12)

Lemma 3.4. Let f ∈ C^2_b (R^3 , R^3 ) be reflection anti-symmetric, i.e. f(−y) = −f(y), and let Ψ_{α,p} be the state defined in Eq. (3.11). Then we have the identity

⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F = E_α − 2Re ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) (3.13)

+ |p|^2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F . Furthermore, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

E_0 := ⟨ Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ Cα^{−5}. (3.14)

Proof. By Eq. (3.10), we can write ⟨ Ψ_{α,p}, (p−P)^2 Ψ_{α,p} ⟩ F = ⟨ Ψ_α, e^{−ip·B} (p−P)^2 e^{ip·B} Ψ_α ⟩ F = ⟨ Ψ_α, ( p−e^{−ip·B} Pe^{ip·B} )_2

Ψ_α ⟩ F = ⟨ Ψ_α, ([ 1 − F (ρ_{Yn} ) ] p − P )_2 Ψ_α ⟩ F = ⟨ Ψ_α, P^2Ψ_α ⟩ F + |p|^2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F + 2pRe[⟨Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )] PΨ_α⟩_F ] .

Note that ⟨Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )] PΨ_α⟩_F = 0, since Ψ_α is invariant under the reflection S, see Lemma 3.1, and [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )] P is relection anti-symmetric, i.e.

S^∗ [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )] PS = [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )] S^∗PS = − [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )] P.

Consequently, ⟨ Ψ_{α,p}, (p−P)^2 Ψ_{α,p} ⟩ F = ⟨ Ψ_α, P^2Ψ_α ⟩ F + |p|^2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F . We observe that both e^{ip·B} and N are multiplication operators and therefore ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, N Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F = ⟨ Ψ_α, e^{−ip·B} N e^{ip·B} Ψ_α ⟩ F = ⟨ Ψ_α, N e^{−ip·B} e^{ip·B} Ψ_α ⟩ F = ⟨Ψ_α, N Ψ_α⟩_F .

Finally, recall the definition of L(v) and a^∗(v) from Subsection 2.1 and compute ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, a^∗(v)Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F =⟨Ψ_{α,p}, L(v)Ψ_{α,p}⟩_{L2}^(_⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )= ∞∑ n=0 √ α n ∫ R^{3n} Ψ_{α,p}(Y_n)Ψ_{α,p}(Y_{n−1})v(y_n)dY_n

= ∞∑ n=0 √ α n ∫ R^{3n} e^{ip·}[^{G(ρYn−1 )−G(ρYn )}]Ψ_α(Y_n)Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})v(y_n)dY_n. (3.15)

Due to our assumption that f is reflection anti-symmetric, we obtain that G(ρ_{−Yn} ) = −G(ρ_{Yn} ). Using again that Ψ_α is reflection invariant, therefore yields ∞∑ n=0 √ α n ∫ R^{3n} [ G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) − G(ρ_{Yn} ) ] Ψ_α(Y_n)Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})v(y_n)dY_n = 0. (3.16)

Combining Eq. (3.15), Eq. (3.16) and the definition of ξ_p in Eq. (3.12), we observe that

⟨Ψ_{α,p}, a^∗(v)Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F = ⟨Ψ_α, a^∗(v)Ψ_α⟩_F + ∞∑ n=0 √ α n ∫ R^{3n} ξ_p(Y_n)Ψ_α(Y_n)Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})v(y_n)dY_n

= ⟨Ψ_α, a^∗(v)Ψ_α⟩_F + ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ).

This concludes the proof of Eq. (3.13), since ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F = ⟨ Ψ_{α,p}, (p−P)^2 Ψ_{α,p} ⟩ F + ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, N Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F − 2Re [ ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, a^∗(v)Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F ] = ⟨Ψ_α, PΨ_α⟩_F + ⟨Ψ_α, N Ψ_α⟩_F − 2Re[⟨Ψ_α, a^∗(v)Ψ_α⟩_F ] + |p|^2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F − 2Re ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

= E_α − 2Re ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) + |p|^2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F .

Regarding Eq. (3.14), note that supp(1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )) ⊆ ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} \ Ω σ−κ_{√2} by Eq. (3.8), hence ⟨ Ψ_α, [1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} \Ω^{(n)}_{σ−κ√} 2 |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2 dY_n =: P_α ( σ − κ √ 2 ) .

In Lemma 7.5 we are going to show that P_α(λ) ≤ C_λα^{−5} for λ > 0 and a suitable C_λ > 0. □

In the remainder of this Section, we are going to isolate the main contribution of the term ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) (3.17)

appearing in Eq. (3.13). In order to simplify the analysis later, we are first going to address the ultraviolet singularity of the interaction term v(y) = π^{− 3}2 |y|^{−2}. Using the decomposition

v = v^Λ + 1 i ∇ · w^Λ, see Eq. (2.17), we can split the term in Eq. (3.17) according to ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) + E_1, (3.18)

where v^Λ is an ultraviolet regularized interaction satisfying ‖v^Λ‖ ≤ C √ Λ, see Eq. (2.18), and the residuum E_1 is defined as

E_1 := 1 i ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(∇ · w^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ). (3.19)

It is content of Lemma 8.2 to show that the error term is small compared to^{|p|2√}_{Λα4} , i.e. taking the cut-off parameter Λ of the order α^ϵ for ϵ > 0 will yield a term small compared to α^{−4}|p|^2. In order to further analyse the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (3.18) ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ), (3.20) we are going to Taylor expand the exponential in the definition of ξ_p in Eq. (3.12), i.e. we write

ξ_p(Y_n) = − 1 2 [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 + ( ξ_p(Y_n) + 1 2 [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 ) , (3.21)

where the expression in ( . . . ) is the corresponding Taylor residuum. Based on Eq. (3.21), we are going to decompose Eq. (3.20) according to ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) =− 1 2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) +E_2,

(3.22)

where the error term E_2 is defined in terms of the Taylor residuum as

E_2 := ⟨ Ψ_α, ( ξ_p(Y_n) + 1 2 [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2) L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ). (3.23)

We are going to show in Lemma 8.3 that E_2 is small compared to √ Λ|p|^3 α^6 , i.e. as long as the

cut-off parameter Λ is chosen small compared to^{α4}_{|p|2} , E_2 is of the order o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) . In order to provide an asymptotically correct computation of the first contribution on the right hand side of Eq. (3.22) − 1 2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ), (3.24)

it will be essential to make use of the concept of Bose-Einstein condensation, see [4, 5] in the context of the Fröhlich polaron, which tells us that low energy states Φ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F of the (cut-off) Hamiltonian H^K , see Eq. (2.8), are close, in a suitable sense, to a superposition of the tensor products with coherent states ψ^{Pek}_z ⊗Ξ_φPek_z for z ∈ R^3 defined in Eq. (2.11). Furthermore, in case the (regularized) median is highly localized at the origin 0 ∈ R^3 , the low energy state Φ is even close to the single tensor product ψ^{Pek} ⊗ Ξ_φPek , see [4]. Unfortunately, we cannot directly apply this result for Ψ_α, since Ψ_α ∈ F is only an element of the fiber Hilbert space F. In the following we want to lift Ψ_α to a state Φ_α ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F on the full Hilbert space, in such a way that the (regularized) median is localized around the origin. Given the parameter

η := α^{−β}, (3.25)

where^2_{29} < β <^3_4 is fixed, representing the sharpness of the localization, let us recall the definition of

τ_η(y) = η^{− 32} τ ( η^{−1}y ) , from Subsection 2.4, where τ : R^3 −→ [0, 1] is smooth with support in { y : |y| ≤^1_3 } satisfying ∫ τ(y)^2dy = 1. Then we define the state Ψ_α ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F Ψ_α(x; Y_n) := μ^{−1}_α τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) F (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α(Y_n), (3.26)

where μ_α ∈ (0, 1] is chosen such that ‖Ψ_α‖ = 1, as well as the state Φ_α ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F via the map T from Eq. (2.7) as

Φ_α(x; Y_n) := ( T Ψ_α ) (x; Y_n) = μ^{−1}_α τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )) F (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α(y_1 − x_1, . . . , y_n − x). (3.27)

It will be the content of Lemma 9.1 to show that Ψ_α is a low energy state of the (cut-off) Hamiltonian H^K_{1i ∇} defined in Eq. (2.9), or equivalently Φ_α is a low energy state of the (cut-off)

Hamiltonian H^K defined in Eq. (2.8). Furthermore, we clearly have for Φ_α that the regularized median m_η is localized around the origin on a length scale of the order η. Using the fact that we have ∫ R^3 τη(mη(ρY^n ) + x) 2dx = 1 for all Y_n, we can express the term in Eq. (3.24) as − 1 2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

= − 1 2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ) ∫ R^3

τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x)^2dx Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

=− 1 2 ∫ R^3 ⟨ τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} )+x)Ψ_α, [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ)τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x) Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )dx

=− 1 2 ∫ R^3 ⟨ τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x)Ψ_α, [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 L(v^Λ)τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x) Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )dx (3.28) − 1 2 ⟨ Ψ_α,φ_η (Y_n) [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ),

where we have used the commutator relation L(v^Λ)τ_η(m_η (ρ_{Yn} )+x) = τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} )+x)L(v^Λ) and defined φ_η as

φ_η(Y_n) : = ∫ R^3 [ τ_η ( m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} ) + x ) − τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) ] τ_η ( m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} ) + x ) dx. (3.29)

By Lemma 8.3, the residual term E_3, defined as

E_3 := − 1 2 ⟨ Ψ_α,φ_η (Y_n) [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ), (3.30)

is of the order √ Λ|p|^2 η^4α^8 , and therefore o ( α^{−4}|p|^2 ) as long as η is large compared to α^{−1}Λ^18 .

Finally, in order to extract the essential contribution from the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (3.28), recall that Ψ_α(Y_n) is mostly supported on configurations Y_n such that F (ρ_{Yn} ) = 1, for which we have

τ_η(m_η (ρ_{Yn} )+x)Ψ_α = μ_αΨ_α(x; Y_n), p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) = p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ). Based on this observation we are going to decompose the first term in Eq. (3.28) as − 1 2 ∫ R^3 ⟨ τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x)Ψ_α, [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 L(v^Λ)τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x) Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )dx

= − μ^2_α 2 ∫ R^3 ⟨ Ψ_α(x; ·), [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ)Ψ_α(x; ·) ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )dx + E_4

= − μ^2_α 2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) + E_4

= − μ^2_α 2 ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) + E_4, where we consider Ψ_α(x; ·) as a state of F for all x ∈ R^3 and define

E_4 := 1 2 ∫ R^3 ⟨ τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) Ψ_α, ( F (ρ_{Yn} )F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

− [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 )

L(v^Λ)τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) Ψ_α(Y_n) ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )dx

= − 1 2 ∫ R^3 ⟨ τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x)Ψ_α, ( F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) (3.31) × ( p·G(ρ_{Yn} )p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} )p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) L(v^Λ)τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x) Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )dx.

We going to confirm in Lemma 8.4 that the term E_4 is of the order √ Λ|p|^2 α^6 , and therefore small

compared to α^{−4}|p|^2 for Λ small compared to α^4.

Summarizing the results of this Subsection, we obtain the following Corollary 3.5, which extracts the subleading residual terms E_0, . . . , E_4 from the quantum energy.

Corollary 3.5. Let f ∈ C^2_b (R^3 , R^3 ) be reflection anti-symmetric, Φ_α ∈ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) the state defined in Eq. (3.27), and let E_0, . . . , E_4 be defined in Eq. (3.14), Eq. (3.19), Eq. (3.23), Eq. (3.30) and Eq. (3.31), as well as μ_α below Eq. (3.26). Then

⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F = E_α + μ^2_α ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

+ |p|^2E_0 − 2 4∑ j=1 Re[E_j] .

Note that we have removed the projection onto the real part Re in the essential contribution ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) , (3.32)

since Φ_α ≥ 0, see Lemma 3.1, and v^Λ is real-valued, and therefore the term in Eq. (3.32) is an element of R. Furthermore, it is notable that the expression in Eq. (3.32) is an expectation value with respect to the state Φ_α, which is a low energy state of H^K having a localized median, and therefore expected to satisfy Bose-Einstein condensation, see Lemma 9.2. Making use of Bose-Einstein condensation, we are going to evaluate the expression in Eq. (3.32) in the following Section 4.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In order to verify the main Theorem 1.1, we will make use of the results on the regularized median m_q obtained in Section 5 and the fact that Φ_α satisfies Bose-Einstein condensation, which we are going to verify in Section 9, in order to evaluate the term in Eq. (3.32). As a first step, we are going to identify the leading term in the squared increment in Lemma 4.1 [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 . For this purpose, we are going to use Lemma 5.2 from Section 5, which tells us that for admissible measures ρ and ρ^′ | | |m_q(χ ∗ ρ) + ∫ Hd(ρ^′ −ρ) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) | | | (4.1) ≤ C‖g∗(ρ^′ −ρ)‖_{T V} ( ‖g∗(ρ^′ −ρ)‖_{T V} + ‖g∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} ) , where ρ^{Pek} = ρ_φPek is the Pekar measure and the function H := H^χ_{q,ρPek} : R^3 −→ R^3 is defined in components H = (H_1, H_2, H_3) according to Eq. (5.7) as

H_j(y) := 1 2q ∫ dρ^{Pek} ( [ 1_{[x}−_{j,q(ρPek),x}+_{j,q (ρPek)]}(y_j) y_j ] ∗ χ

+x^+_{j,q}(ρ^{Pek}) ( 1 2 +q−f_{j,x}+_{j,q(ρPek)}(y) ) −x^−_{j,q}(ρ^{Pek}) ( 1 2 −q−f_{j,x}−_{j,q(ρPek)}(y) )) . Note that the bounded function f_{j,y} is defined in Eq. (5.1), the regularized quantiles x^−_{j,q} and x^+_{j,q} are introduced in Eq. (5.6) and the total variation between ρ and ρ^′ is defined as

‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} := sup_{‖f‖} ∞=1 | | | ∫ fdρ^′ − ∫ fdρ | | | . Furthermore, we have used in Eq. (4.1) that m_q ( χ ∗ ρ^{Pek} ) = 0, which follows from the fact that the Pekar measure ρ^{Pek} is radial. In the following recall that we have chosen the mollifier χ as a convolution χ = g ∗ g of another mollifier g and defined g_T as a rescaled version of g in Subsection 2.4.

Lemma 4.1. Given a function f_0 ∈ C^2_b(R^3 , R^3 ) and T > 0, let us make the choice f := g_T ∗ f_0 in Eq. (3.5). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all T > 0, and ρ and ρ^′ satisfying that (ρ^{Pek}, ρ, ρ^′) is an admissible triple in the sense of Lemma 5.2 | | | | [ p·B(ρ^′) − p·B(ρ) ]_2 − ∫ p·(H + f)d(ρ^′ − ρ) − 3∑ j=1 ∫ ∂_{yj} (p·f)dρ^{Pek} ∫ H_jd(ρ^′ − ρ) 2| | | | ≤ C‖ρ^′ −ρ‖^2_{T V} ( ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖_{T V} + ‖g∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} + ‖g_T ∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} ) |p|^2. (4.2)

Proof. Let us first write B(ρ^′) − B(ρ) as

B(ρ^′) − B(ρ) = m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ) + ∫ f(y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ))d(ρ^′ − ρ) + ∫ [ f(y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′)) − f(y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ)) ] dρ^′. (4.3)

Furthermore, we introduce for the sake of convenience the Landau notation

O_∗ := O ( ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖_{T V} ( ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖_{T V} + ‖g∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} + ‖g_T ∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} )) . By Eq. (4.1), and the fact that taking the convolution with g is a contraction of the total variation, i.e. ‖g ∗ (ν_1 − ν_2)‖_{TV} ≤ ‖ν_1 − ν_2‖_{TV}, we immediately obtain m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ) = ∫ Hd(ρ^′ − ρ) + O_∗. (4.4)

Since any measure ν in an admissible triple satisfies ‖ν‖_{TV} = ∫ dν ≤ D, and m_q ( χ ∗ ρ^{Pek} ) = 0, we furthermore have |m_q(χ ∗ ρ)| ≤ C‖g∗ ( ρ−ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV} for a suitable constant C > 0. Hence | | | ∫ f(y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ))d(ρ^′ − ρ) − ∫ fd(ρ^′ − ρ) | | | = | | | ∫_1 0 ∫ R^3 m_q(χ ∗ ρ)·∇f(y − sm_q(χ ∗ ρ))d(ρ^′ − ρ)(y)ds | | | ≤ C‖g∗ ( ρ−ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV}‖∇f‖_∞‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} = O_∗. Regarding the final term in Eq. (4.3) let us use that for a suitable constant C > 0 |m_q(χ ∗ ρ)| + | |m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) | | ≤ C ( ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} + ‖g∗ ( ρ−ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV} ) , as well as Eq. (4.4) in order to obtain ∫ [ f(y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′)) − f(y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ)) ] dρ^′ = ∫ [ f_0(y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′)) − f_0(y − m_q(χ ∗ ρ)) ] d(g_T ∗ ρ^′) = − 3∑ j=1 ( m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ) ) j ∫_1 0 ∂_{yj} f_0(y − sm_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − (1 − s)m_q(χ ∗ ρ))d(g_T ∗ ρ^′)

= − 3∑ j=1 ∫ H_jd(ρ^′ − ρ)

∫_1 0 ∂_{yj} f_0(y − sm_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − (1 − s)m_q(χ ∗ ρ))d(g_T ∗ ρ^′) + O_∗

= − 3∑ j=1 ∫ H_jd(ρ^′ − ρ)

∫_1 0 ∂_{yj} f_0(y − sm_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − (1 − s)m_q(χ ∗ ρ))d(g_T ∗ ρ^{Pek}) + O_∗

= − 3∑ j=1 ∫ H_jd(ρ^′ − ρ)

∫_1 0 ∂_{yj} f_0(y)d(g_T ∗ ρ^{Pek}) + O_∗

= − 3∑ j=1 ∫ H_jd(ρ^′ − ρ)

∫_1 0 ∂_{yj} f(y)dρ^{Pek} + O_∗.

Summarizing what we have so far yields

B(ρ^′) − B(ρ) = ∫ (H + f)d(ρ^′ − ρ) − 3∑ j=1 ∫ ∂_{yj} fdρ^{Pek} ∫ H_jd(ρ^′ − ρ) + O_∗. (4.5)

Since the terms ∫ (H + f)d(ρ^′ − ρ) and ∫ ∂_{yj} fdρ^{Pek} ∫ H_j d(ρ^′ − ρ) are bounded by C‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV}, the left hand side of Eq. (4.2) is bounded for a suitable constant C > 0 by C‖ρ^′ −ρ‖^2_{T V} ( ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖_{T V} + ‖g∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} +‖g_T ∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} )

× ( ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖_{T V} + ‖g∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} +‖g_T ∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} +1 ) |p|^2 ≤ C(4D + 1)‖ρ^′ −ρ‖^2_{T V} ( ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖_{T V} + ‖g∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} +‖g_T ∗(ρ−ρ^{Pek})‖_{T V} ) |p|^2, where we have used that ‖ν‖_{TV} = ‖g_T ∗ ν‖_{TV} = ‖g ∗ ν‖_{TV} ≤ D for ν ∈ {ρ_0, ρ, ρ^′}. □

In order to successfully apply Lemma 4.1 for the analysis of the term ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) , (4.6)

it is imperative to control the expectation value of the total variation

‖g_T ∗ (ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖ (4.7)

with respect to the state Φ_α. Estimates for the expression in Eq. (4.7), and other results concerning the issue of Bose-Einstein condensation and the closeness of Φ_α to a product state ψ^{Pek} ⊗Ξ_φ, see Eq. (2.11), are being verified in Section 9 and used in the subsequent Theorem 4, which identifies the leading order behaviour of the expression in Eq. (4.6). For the convenience of the reader, we are going to state the main results of Section 9, which have been verified in

Lemma 9.2, Lemma 9.3 and Lemma 9.4 respectively ⟨ Φ_α, W^{−1}_{φPek} N W_φPek Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

≤ Cα^{− 229} , (4.8) ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} ‖g_T ∗(ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV} (∫ R^3

|Φ_α(x; Y_n)|^2dx ) dY_n ≤ α^{−ϵ}T^{32} , (4.9)

‖Q^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α‖ ≤ Cα^{−ϵ}, (4.10)

where Q^{Pek}_∗ := Q^{Pek} ⊗ 1_F , T > 0 and C, ϵ > 0 are suitable constants.

Theorem 4.2. Let H be as in Eq. (4.1), and define on L^2 ( R^3 ) the linear operator

L(X) := X + 2 3∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}, X ⟩ φ^{Pek}H_j.

Given a bounded function f_0 ∈ C^2_b(R^3 , R^3 ), let us furthermore choose f := g_T ∗ f_0 in Eq. (3.5). Then there exist constants ϵ > 0 and C > 0 such that for T ≥ 1 and Λ ≥ 1 ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

≤ α^{−4} ‖ ‖ ‖ 3∑ i=1 p_iL ( φ^{Pek}f_i ) + 3∑ i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 + C ( Λ^{12} T^{32} α^{−ϵ} + Λ^{− 12} ) α^{−4}|p|^2. Proof. Let us define the auxiliary function ζ : R^3 −→ R

ζ(y) : = p·H(y) + p·f(y) − 3∑ j=1 ∫ ∂_{yj} (p·f)dρ^{Pek}H_j(y) 2 , (4.11)

θ(Y_n) : = [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 − α^{−4}ζ(y_n), which allow us to write ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) (4.12) = ⟨ Φ_α, ζ(y_n)L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) + ⟨ Φ_α, θ(Y_n)L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) . Since the differences of the empirical measures satisfies ρ_{Yn} − ρ_{Yn−1} = α^{−2}δ_{yn} , we clearly have ∫ p·(H + f)d(ρ_{Yn} − ρ_{Yn−1} ) − 3∑ j=1 ∫ ∂_{yj} (p·f)dρ^{Pek} ∫ H_jd(ρ_{Yn} − ρ_{Yn−1} ) 2 = α^{−4}ζ(y_n).

Furthermore, ‖ρ_{Yn} − ρ_{Yn−1} ‖_{TV} = α^{−2}. Consequently, we obtain by Lemma 4.1, that there exists a constant C > 0 such that |θ(Y_n)| ≤ Cα^{−4}|p|^2 ( ‖g∗ ( ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV} + ‖g_T ∗ ( ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV} + α^{−2} )

≤ Cα^{−4}|p|^2 √( ‖g∗ ( ρ_{Yn−1} − ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV} + ‖g_T ∗ ( ρ_{Yn−1} − ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV} + 2α^{−2} ) × √ (‖g∗(ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV} + ‖g_T ∗(ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV} + 2α^{−2}), (4.13)

for all Y_n ∈ R^{3n} satisfying that (ρ^{Pek}, ρ_{Yn−1} , ρ_{Yn} ) is an admissible triple in the sense of Lemma 5.2. In the following we want to show that (ρ^{Pek}, ρ_{Yn−1} , ρ_{Yn} ) is an admissible triple for all Y_n ∈ A_n, where A_n is the set of all Y_n ∈ R^{3n} such that there exists a x ∈ R^3 with

(x, Y_{n−1}), (x, Y_n) ∈ supp(Φ_α), (4.14) with the concrete choices

β̃ : = ∫ |y_j −x^+_{j,q} (ρ^{Pek})|≤ℓ dρ^{Pek}(y) = ∫ |y_j −x^−_{j,q} (ρ^{Pek})|≤ℓ dρ^{Pek}(y),

d̃ : = ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − σ − κ,

D̃ : = ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ,

δ̃ : = δ_∗ + σ + κ,

q̃ : = q, R̃ := R_∗, R̃^′ := 3,

for the constants in Lemma 5.2, where κ, R_∗, δ_∗, σ and q are chosen according to Subsection 2.4. By our definition of β̃ and the fact that σ, κ > 0 it is clear that ν := ρ^{Pek} satisfies d̃ ≤ ∫ dν ≤ D̃, ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R̃ dνdν ≤ δ̃, (4.15)

and ∫ |y_j −x^±_{j,q} (ρ^{Pek})|≤ℓ dρ^{Pek}(y) ≥ β̃. By the support properties of Φ_α we furthermore have Y_n ∈

Ω_{σ+κ} and Y_{n−1} ∈ Ω_{σ+κ} for Y_n ∈ A_n, and therefore Eq. (4.15) holds for ν ∈ {ρ_{Yn} , ρ_{Yn−1} }. We also note that τ_η(m_η (ν)) ≠ 0 for ν ∈ {ρ_{Yn} , ρ_{Yn−1} } by the support properties of Φ_α, and hence |m_η(ν)| ≤ η ≤ 1, see the definition of τ_η(·) below Eq. (3.26). Since m_q ( ρ^{Pek} ) = 0 we obtain | m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) − m_η ( ρ_{Yn−1} )| + | |m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} ) − m_η(ρ_{Pek}) | | ≤ 3 = R̃_′, and conclude that (ρ^{Pek}, ρ_{Yn−1} , ρ_{Yn} ) is an admissible triple for α large enough such that η = α^{−β} ≤ q̃ = q. Especially, Eq. (4.13) holds for all Y_n ∈ A_n. Let us furthermore define

~Φ_α(Y_n) := √ (‖g∗(ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV} + ‖g_T ∗(ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV} + 2α^{−2}) |Φ_α(Y_n)| .

By the support properties of Φ_α we have Φ_α(x, Y_n) = 0 in case n > (‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ)α^2 := D_α and hence we obtain together with the fact that Eq. (4.13) holds for all Y_n ∈ A_n | | | | ⟨ Φ_α, θ(Y_n)L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | | (4.16)

≤ D_α∑

n=1 √ n α ∫ R^3 ∫ A_n |Φ_α(x, Y_n)| |Φ_α(x, Y_{n−1})| |θ(Y_n)| | |v^Λ_x (y_n) | | dY_ndx

≲ α^{−4}|p|^2 D_α∑

n=1 ∫ R^{3n} ~Φ_α(Y_n)~Φ_α(Y_{n−1})|v^Λ_x (y_n)| dY_n ≤ √ D + κ Cα^{−4}|p|^2‖v^Λ‖‖~Φ_α‖^2.

Note that ‖v^Λ‖ ≲ Λ^12 , see Lemma 2.1, and by Eq. (4.9) there exists an ϵ > 0 such that

‖~Φ_α‖^2 = ⟨ Φ_α, ( ‖g∗ ( ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV} + ‖g_T ∗ ( ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek} ) ‖_{TV} + 2α^{−2} ) Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

≲ α^{−ϵ} + α^{−ϵ}T^{32} + α^{−2} ≲ α^{−ϵ}T^{32} . (4.17)

Combining Eq. (4.12) with the estimates in Eq. (4.16) and Eq. (4.17) yields for a suitable C > 0 ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) (4.18)

≤ α^{−4} ⟨ Φ_α, ζ(y_n)L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) + CΛ^{12} T^{32} α^{−(4+ϵ)}|p|^2.

Recalling the definition of the operators L and a^∗, we compute explicitly using the permutation symmetry of Φ_α ⟨ Φ_α, ζ(y_n)L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ∞∑ n=1 √ n α ∫ R^{3n} Φ_α(Y_n)Φ_α(Y_{n−1})ζ(y_n)v^Λ_x (y_n)dY_n = ⟨ Φ_α, L(ζv^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ⟨ Φ_α, a^∗(ζv^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F = ⟨ Φ_α, ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζv^Λ_x ⟩ Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F + ⟨ Φ_α, ( a^∗(ζv^Λ_x ) − ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζv^Λ_x ⟩ ) Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

. (4.19)

Regarding the second term in Eq. (4.19), let us define a^∗_j := a^∗(u_j ) for an orthonormal basis {u_j : j ∈ N} of L^2 ( R^3 ) and estimate for λ > 0 ⟨ Φ_α, ( a^∗(ζv^Λ_x )− ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζv^Λ_x ⟩) Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F = ⟨ Φ_α, ∑ j ⟨u_j, ζv^Λ_x ⟩ ( a^∗_j − ⟨ φ^{Pek}, u_j ⟩) Φ_α ⟩

L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤λ ⟨ Φ_α, ∑ j |⟨u_j , ζv^Λ_x ⟩|^2Φ_α ⟩

L^2(R^3 )⊗F

+ λ^{−1} ⟨ Φ_α, ∑ j ( a^∗_j − ⟨ φ^{Pek}, u_j ⟩)( a_j − ⟨ φ^{Pek}, u_j ⟩) Φ_α ⟩

L^2(R^3 )⊗F . (4.20)

In order to analyse the term in Eq. (4.20), we use the Weyl operator W_φPek introduced in Eq. (2.10), in order to write ∑ j ( a^∗_j − ⟨ φ^{Pek}, u_j ⟩)( a_j − ⟨ φ^{Pek}, u_j ⟩) = W^{−1}_{φPek} N W_φPek ,

and note that by Eq. (4.8) there exists a C > 0 such that ⟨ Φ_α, W^{−1}_{φPek} N W_φPek Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤ Cα^{− 229} . Since we have ∑ j | ⟨u_j , ζv^Λ_x ⟩ |^2 = ‖ζv^Λ_x ‖^2 ≲ |p|^4‖v^Λ_x ‖^2 = |p|^4‖v^Λ‖^2 ≲ Λ|p|^4,

we obtain for the choice λ := α^{− 1}29 Λ^{− 1}2 |p|^{−2} and a suitable constant C > 0 the estimate ⟨ Φ_α, ( a^∗(ζv^Λ_x ) − ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζv^Λ_x ⟩ ) Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

≤ CΛ^{12} α^{− 129} |p|^2. (4.21)

In order to analyse the first term in Eq. (4.19), let us define the multiplication operator

G := ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζv^Λ_x ⟩

acting on L^2(R^3 ) and let us denote with G ⊗ 1_F the corresponding operator on L^2(R^3 ) ⊗ F, which allows us to write ⟨ Φ_α, ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζv^Λ_x ⟩ Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

= ⟨Φ_α, G ⊗ 1_F Φ_α⟩ . (4.22)

Recalling the definition of ψ^{Pek}, P^{Pek} and Q^{Pek} in Subsection 2.3, let us define P^{Pek}_∗ := P^{Pek}⊗1_F and Q^{Pek}_∗ := Q^{Pek} ⊗ 1_F , and compute

⟨Φ_α, G ⊗ 1_F Φ_α⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} = ⟨ ψ^{Pek}, Gψ^{Pek} ⟩ − ‖Q^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α‖^2 ⟨ ψ^{Pek}, Gψ^{Pek} ⟩

+ 2Re ⟨ P^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α, G ⊗ 1_F Q^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F + ⟨ Q^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α, G ⊗ 1_F Q^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F , Together with the fact that the operator norm satisfies for a suitable C > 0

‖G‖_{op} ≤ ‖ζ‖_∞‖φ^{Pek}‖ ‖v^Λ‖ ≤ C|p|^2Λ^{12} ,

see Eq. (2.18), we obtain by Eq. (4.10) that there exists an ϵ > 0 and a D > 0 such that | |⟨Φα, G ⊗ 1F Φα⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} − ⟨ ψ^{Pek}, Gψ^{Pek} ⟩| | ≤ 4C|p|^2Λ^{12} ‖Q^{Pek}_∗ Φα‖ ≤ DΛ^{12} α^{−ϵ}|p|^2. (4.23)

Combining the upper bound in Eq. (4.18) with the identities in Eq. (4.19) and Eq. (4.22), and the estimates in Eq. (4.21) and Eq. (4.23), yields for a suitable C > 0 ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

≤ α^{−4} ⟨ ψ^{Pek}, Gψ^{Pek} ⟩ + CΛ^{12} T^{32} α^{−(4+ϵ)}|p|^2.

We use | ψ^{Pek} |_2 ∗ v = φ^{Pek}, see Lemma 2.1, which tells us furthermore that | |ψ_{Pek} | |^2 ∗ v_Λ = χ(|∇| ≤ Λ) (| |ψ_{Pek} | |^2 ∗ v ) = χ(|∇| ≤ Λ)φ^{Pek}, ‖ ‖ ‖φ^{Pek} − | |ψ^{Pek} | |^2 ∗ v^Λ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖χ(|∇| > Λ)φ^{Pek}‖ ≤ Λ^− 1 2 , and therefore ‖ζ‖_∞ ≲ |p|^2 yields for a suitable C > 0 ⟨ ψ^{Pek}, Gψ^{Pek} ⟩ = ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζ | |ψ^{Pek} | |^2 ∗ v^Λ ⟩ ≤ ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζφ^{Pek} ⟩ + CΛ^{− 12} |p|^2.

Finally, using − ∫ ∂_{yj} fdρ^{Pek} = − ∫ ∂_{yj} f | |φ^{Pek} | |^2dx = 2 ∫ φ^{Pek}f∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}dx, we compute ⟨ φ^{Pek}, ζφ^{Pek} ⟩ = ‖ ‖ ‖p· H + f + 2 3∑ j=1 ∫ φ^{Pek}f∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}dxH_j φ^{Pek} ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

= ‖ ‖ ‖ 3∑ i=1 p_iL ( φ^{Pek}f_i ) + 3∑ i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . □ Remark 4.3. In the following we want to choose the function f = (f_1, f_2, f_3) : R^3 −→ R^3 such that it minimizes the following expression appearing in Theorem 4.2 ‖ ‖ ‖ 3∑ i=1 p_iL ( φ^{Pek}f_i ) + 3∑ i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . Restricted to functions φ^{Pek}f_i ∈ L^2(R^3 ), this minimization problem is clearly equivalent to the variational problem inf f:φ^{Pek}f∈L^2(R^3 ,R^3) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 3∑ i=1 p_iL ( φ^{Pek}f_i ) + 3∑ i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = inf

X∈L^2(R^3 )

‖L(X) + Y ‖^2 =‖πY ‖^2, (4.24) with Y :=

∑_3

i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i and π being the orthogonal projection onto L ( L^2(R^3 ) )_⊥ . In order to identify L ( L^2(R^3 ) ) , note that L(X) = X in case X ⊥ ∂_j φ^{Pek} for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, hence { ∂_{y1} φ^{Pek}, ∂_{y2} φ^{Pek}, ∂_{y3} φ^{Pek} }_⊥ ⊆ L ( L^2(R^3 ) ) . (4.25)

It turns out that the inclusion in Eq. (4.25) is even an identity. To verify this, recall that φ → m_q(χ ∗ ρ_φ) is a boost in the sense of Eq. (1.19), which especially means that m_q ( χ ∗ ρ^{Pek}_z ) = m_q ( χ ∗ ρ_φPek_z ) = m_q ( χ ∗ ρ_φPek ) + z = z, where dρ^{Pek}_z (x) := | |φ^{Pek}(x − z) | |^2 dx, and therefore as a consequence of Lemma 5.2 δ_{i,j} = ∂_{zi} z_j | |_{z=0} = ∂z_i mq ( χ ∗ ρ^{Pek}_z ) j | |_{z=0} = − ∫ H_j∂_{yi} | |φ^{Pek} | |^2 dx = −2 ⟨φ^{Pek}Hj, ∂y_i φ^{Pek}⟩ .

(4.26)

With this at hand we compute for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and X ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⟨ ∂_{yi} φ^{Pek}, L(X) ⟩ = ⟨ ∂_{yi} φ^{Pek}, X ⟩ + 2 3∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}, X ⟩ ⟨ ∂_{yi} φ^{Pek}, φ^{Pek}H_j ⟩ = 0.

Hence, L ( L^2(R^3 ) ) = { ∂_{y1} φ^{Pek}, ∂_{y2} φ^{Pek}, ∂_{y3} φ^{Pek} }_⊥ , or equivalently π is the orthogonal projection onto span { ∂_{y1} φ^{Pek}, ∂_{y2} φ^{Pek}, ∂_{y3} φ^{Pek} } . Using again Eq. (4.26), we can therefore express the right hand side of Eq. (4.24) as

‖πY ‖^2 = 3∑ j=1 | |⟨∂_{yj} φPek, Y ⟩ | |^2

‖∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}‖^2 = 3∑ j=1

| |∑3_{i=1} p_i ⟨∂_{yj} φ_{Pek}, φ_{Pek}H_i⟩ | |^2 ‖∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}‖^2 = 3∑ j=1 p^2_j 4‖∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}‖^2 . Due to the rotational symmetry of φ^{Pek} we have ‖∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}‖^2 =^1_3 ‖∇φ^{Pek}‖^2 for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and therefore we obtain by Eq. (4.24) inf f:φ^{Pek}f∈L^2(R^3 ,R^3 ) ‖ ‖ ‖ 3∑ i=1 p_iL ( φ^{Pek}f_i ) + 3∑ i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = 3|p|^2 4‖∇φ^{Pek}‖^2 = |p|^2 2m_{LP}

, (4.27)

with the Landau-Pekar constant m_{LP} =^2_3 ‖∇φ^{Pek}‖^2 introduced in Eq. (1.6). Finally, we note that a (p-independent) optimizer of Eq. (4.27) is given by

f^⋄_i :=

(π − 1) ( φ^{Pek}H_i ) φ^{Pek} = − ∂_iφ^{Pek} m_{LP}φ^{Pek} − H_i. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us define the function f : R^3 −→ R^3 in Eq. (3.5) as

f := g_T ∗ f^⋄ = −g_T ∗ ( ∇φ^{Pek} m_{LP}φ^{Pek} + H ) , and note that f(−y) = −f(y), and therefore we have by Corollary 3.5

⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F ≤ E_α + μ^2_α ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

+ |p|^2E_0 − 2 4∑ j=1 Re[E_j] ,

where μ_α ∈ (0, 1] is defined below Eq. (3.26). Since f^⋄ ∈ C^2_b (R^3 , R^3 ), see Lemma 2.1, we have ‖f‖_∞ + ‖∇f‖_∞ ≤ ‖f^⋄‖_∞ + ‖∇f^⋄‖_∞ < C for all T > 0, and consequently we obtain using the estimates on E_0, . . . , E_4 from Lemma 3.4, Lemma 8.2, Lemma 8.3 and Lemma 8.4 that there exists a constant C > 0 such that E_α(p) ≤ ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F ≤ E_α +μ^2_α ⟨ Φ_α, [ p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

+ C|p|^2α^{−4} { α^{−1}Λ^{12} + Λ^{− 12} + α^{−2}Λ^{12} |p| } . In combination with Theorem 4.2 and the fact that 0 < μ_α ≤ 1 we obtain for suitable constants ϵ^′, κ, C > 0, and the concrete choice Λ := α^κ, for all |p| ≤ α^{2−ϵ′}

E_α(p) ≤ E_α + α^{−4} ‖ ‖ ‖ 3∑ i=1 p_iL ( φ^{Pek}f_i ) + 3∑ i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 + C|p|^2α^{−(4+ϵ′)}T^{32} .

In order to compare this with the right hand side of Eq. (4.27), we use that f^⋄ is an element of C^1_b(R^3 , R^3 ) and therefore ‖f − f^⋄‖_∞ ≤ ‖∇f‖_∞ ∫ R^3 |y|T^3g(T y)dy ≤ C T , for a suitable constant C > 0. Since the operator L is bounded and φ^{Pek} ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) , we obtain for a suitable constant C > 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ 3∑ i=1 p_iL ( φ^{Pek}f_i ) + 3∑ i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ 3∑ i=1 p_iL ( φ^{Pek}f^⋄_i ) + 3∑ i=1 p_iφ^{Pek}H_i ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 + C|p|^2 T = |p|^2 2m_{LP} + C|p|^2 T , where we have used Eq. (4.27). Choosing T := α^ξ with 0 <^3_2 ξ < ϵ^′ and defining ϵ := min { ξ, ϵ^′ −^3_2 ξ } yields for a suitable constant C > 0

E_α(p) ≤ E_α + |p|^2 2α^4m_{LP} + Cα^{−(4+ϵ)}|p|^2. Recalling the definition of the effective mass m_{eff} (α) in Eq. (1.6), we therefore have

m_{eff} (α) = lim_{p→0} |p|^2 2 (E_α(p) − E_α) ≥ ( 1 + 2Cα^{−ϵ} m_{LP} )_{−1} α^4m_{LP} ≥ α^4m_{LP} − 2Cα^{4−ϵ}. □ 5. Analysis of the generalized Median

It is the goal of this Section to analyse the regularized median, and especially to identify the leading order term of the increment m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ), as ρ^′ −→ ρ in a suitable topology, see Lemma 5.2. Since the regularized median m_q involves the quantiles x^λ of the marginal measures ρ_j, we are first going to investigate in Lemma 5.1 the increments x^λ ( (χ ∗ ρ^′)_j ) − x^λ((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) .

In the following, it will be convenient to define for t ∈ R and a permutation symmetric mollifier χ, the function f^χ_{j,t} : { R^3 −→ [0, 1], y → (χ ∗ 1_{(−∞,t]}(·_j ))(y) = ∫ R^3 χ(zj )1(−∞,t](yj − zj)dz, (5.1)

where we keep track of the function χ used for the convolution in our notation. Clearly ∂_tf^χ_{j,t} = −∂_{yj} f^χ_{j,t} ≥ 0 and there exist constants ℓ, h > 0 such that

−∂_{yj} f^χ_{j,t}(y_1, y_2, y_3) ≥ h1_{(t−2ℓ,t+2ℓ)}(y_j ). (5.2)

Let us recall the definition of the quantile x^λ(ν) of a measure ν on R in Eq. (3.2) as well as the definition of the marginal measure ρ_j in Eq. (3.3). Using the functions f_{j,t} we can express the λ-quantile of (χ ∗ ρ)_j as

x^λ((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) = sup { t : ∫ f^χ_{j,t}dρ ≤ λ ∫ dρ } , Since the marginals distributions of the convoluted measures (χ ∗ ρ)_j are atom-free, the supremum in the definition of x^λ((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) is a maximum for all 0 < λ < 1 and we have ∫ ( f^χ_{j,xλ((χ∗ρ)j )} − λ ) dρ = ∫_xλ_{((χ∗ρ)j )} −∞ d(χ ∗ ρ)_j − λ ∫ d(χ ∗ ρ)_j = 0.

Lemma 5.1. Let χ : R^3 −→ [0, 1] be a C^∞ function with compact support and ∫ χ dx = 1.

Given β > 0, there exist constants γ, C > 0 such that for all 0 < λ < 1 and measures ρ and ρ^′ satisfying ∫ |y_j −x^λ((χ∗ρ)_j )|≤ℓ dρ(y) ≥ β and ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} ≤ γ | |x_λ((χ ∗ ρ_′)_j ) − x_λ((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) | | ≤ C‖ρ_′ − ρ‖_{TV}. (5.3) Proof. In order to keep the notation light let us write x := x^λ((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) and x^′ := x^λ((χ ∗ ρ^′)_j ). We first verify that there exists a constant c > 0 such that for y ∈ (x − ℓ, x + ℓ) c|y − x| ≤ | | ∫ (f^χ_{j,y} − λ)dρ | | . (5.4) Making use of the assumption ∫ |y_1−x^λ((χ∗ρ)_j )|≤ℓ dρ ≥ β and Eq. (5.2) we obtain | | | ∫ (f^χ_{j,y} − λ)dρ | | | = | | | ∫ (f^χ_{j,y} − λ)dρ − ∫ (f^χ_{j,x} − λ)dρ | | | = |y−x| ∫_1 0 ∫ (−∂_{yj} f^χ_{j,x+s(y−x)})dρds ≥ |y − x|h ∫_1 0 ∫ |y_j −x−s(y−x)|≤2ℓ dρ(y)ds ≥ |y − x|h ∫ |y_j −x|≤ℓ dρ(y) ≥ (hβ)|y − x|,

which concludes the proof of Eq. (5.4). In order to prove Eq. (5.3), we are going to distinguish between the cases x^′ ≥ x and x^′ ≤ x. In the first case, we define y := min{x^′, x + ℓ} ≥ x. Using y ≤ x^′ and Eq. (5.4), and the fact that |f^χ_{j,y} − λ| ≤ 1, we obtain 0 ≥ ∫ (f^χ_{j,y} − λ)dρ^′ ≥ ∫ (f^χ_{j,y} − λ)dρ − ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} = | | ∫ (f^χ_{j,y} − λ)dρ | | − ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} ≥ c|y − x| − ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} = c(y − x) − ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV}, and consequently min{|x^′ − x|, ℓ} = y − x ≤ 1 c ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV}. (5.5)

Choosing γ < cℓ we have^1_c ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} < ℓ, and therefore |x − x^′| ≤^1_c ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} by Eq. (5.5). Regarding the other case x^′ ≤ x we define y := max{x^′, x − ℓ} and proceed similarly 0 ≤ ∫ (f^χ_{j,y} − λ)dρ^′ ≤ ∫ (f^χ_{j,y} − λ)dρ + ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} ≤ c(y − x) + ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV}. This again yields Eq. (5.5), which concludes the proof. □

In the following we want to quantify the increment m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ) of the regularized median. For this purpose let us introduce the abbreviation

x^±_{j,q}(ρ) := x^{12 ±q}((χ ∗ ρ)_j ), (5.6) and define for j ∈ {1, 2, 3} the functions H^χ_{j,q,ρ} : R^3 −→ R as H^χ_{j,q,ρ}(y) := 1 2q ∫ dρ ( [ 1_{[x}−_{j,q(ρ),x}+_{j,q (ρ)]}(y_j) ( y_j − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) )] ∗ χ

+ ( x^+_{j,q}(ρ)−m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) )(1 2 +q−f_{j,x}+_{j,q(ρ)}(y) ) + ( m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j )−x^−_{j,q}(ρ) )(1 2 −q−f_{j,x}−_{j,q(ρ)}(y) )) , where we keep track of q, ρ and χ in our notation. Furthermore, we collect all the scalar valued functions H^χ_{j,q,ρ} into a single vector valued function H^χ_{q,ρ} : R^3 −→ R^3 , i.e. we define H^χ_{q,ρ}(y) := (H^χ_{1,q,ρ}(y), H^χ_{2,q,ρ}(y), H^χ_{3,q,ρ}(y)). (5.7) Following the convention introduced in Subsection 2.4, let χ be a convolution χ = g ∗ g, where g is a rotational symmetric mollifier. Then, Lemma 5.2 identifies the leading order of m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ), up to an error depending on the g-mollified total variation.

Lemma 5.2. Let ℓ be as in Eq. (5.2) for f^g_{j,t}. Given β, q, d, D, δ, R, R^′ > 0, we call a triple (ρ_0, ρ, ρ^′) of (finite, Borel) measures admissible, in case there exists a 0 < q̃ ≤ q such that d ≤ ∫ dν ≤ D, ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R dνdν ≤ δ, |m_{q̃}(ρ^′) − m_{q̃}(ρ)| + |m_{q̃}(ρ) − m_{q̃}(ρ_0)| ≤ R^′, (5.8)

for any ν ∈ {ρ_0, ρ, ρ^′}, and ∫ |y_j −x^±_{j,q} (ρ_0 )|≤ℓ dρ_0(y) ≥ β. Let 0 < δ <^{d2}_2 and 0 < q ≤^1_2 −^δ_{d2} . Then

there exists a constant C > 0, such that for all admissible triples | | |m^q(χ ∗ ρ) + ∫ H^χ_{q,ρ0} d(ρ^′ −ρ) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) | | | (5.9) ≤ C‖g∗(ρ^′ −ρ)‖_{T V} ( ‖g∗(ρ^′ −ρ)‖_{T V} + ‖g∗(ρ−ρ_0)‖_{T V} ) . Proof. In a first step, we are going to verify for general convolution functions χ satisfying Eq. (5.2) for some h > 0, that | | |m^q(χ ∗ ρ) + ∫ H^χ_{q,ρ0} d(ρ^′ −ρ) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) | | | ≤ C‖ρ^′ −ρ‖^{T V} ( ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖_{T V} + ‖ρ−ρ_0‖_{T V} ) . (5.10)

Let us first identify m_q((χ ∗ ρ^′)_j ) − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) as

m_q((χ ∗ ρ^′)_j ) − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) = 1 ∫ x^+_{j,q} (ρ′) x^−_{j,q} (ρ^′) d(χ ∗ ρ ′)_j ∫_x+_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^−_{j,q} (ρ^′) yd(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j (y) − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j )

= 1 ∫ x^+_{j,q} (ρ′) x^−_{j,q} (ρ^′) d(χ ∗ ρ ′)_j ∫_x+_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^−_{j,q} (ρ^′) [ y − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j(y)

= 1 ∫ x^+_{j,q} (ρ′) x^−_{j,q} (ρ^′) d(χ ∗ ρ ′)_j (S_1 + S_2 − S_3) ,

where we define

S_1 : = ∫_x+_{j,q (ρ)} x^−_{j,q} (ρ) [ y − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) ] d(χ ∗ (ρ^′ − ρ))_j (y),

S_2 : =

∫_x+_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^+_{j,q} (ρ) [ y − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j (y),

S_2 : = ∫_x−_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^−_{j,q} (ρ) [ y − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j (y).

Let us start with the observation that ∫_x+_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^+_{j,q} (ρ) d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j = ∫ ( 1 2 + q − f^χ_{j,x+j,q(ρ)} ) d(ρ^′ − ρ), (5.11) ∫_x−_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^−_{j,q} (ρ) d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j = ∫ ( 1 2 − q − f^χ_{j,x−j,q(ρ)} ) d(ρ^′ − ρ). (5.12)

We can therefore write

m_q((χ ∗ ρ^′)_j ) − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) = ∫ H^χ_{q,ρ}d(ρ^′ − ρ) + ( 1 2q ∫ dρ^′ − 1 2q ∫ dρ )( S_1 + S_2 − S_3 )

+ 1 2q ∫ dρ (∫_{x+j,q (ρ′)} x^+_{j,q} (ρ) [ y − x^+_{j,q}(ρ) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j (y) − ∫_x−_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^−_{j,q} (ρ) [ y − x^−_{j,q}(ρ) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j (y) ) . (5.13)

In the following let r > 0 be large enough such that supp(χ) ⊆ B_r(0), and note that we have for measures ν ≠ 0 | |x_λ((χ ∗ ν)_j ) − x_λ(ν) | | ≤ r. Furthermore, using [4, Lemma 3.9] together with our assumptions on ν ∈ {ρ_0, ρ, ρ^′} yields | |x^1_{2 +q}(ν) − x^1_{2 −q}(ν) | | ≤ 2R. In combination with the assumption |m_{q̃}(ρ^′) − m_{q̃}(ρ)| + |m_{q̃}(ρ) − m_{q̃}(ρ_0)| ≤ R^′, and the fact that x^12^{−q}(ν) ≤ x^12^{−q̃}(ν) ≤ m_{q̃}(ν) ≤ x^12^{+q̃}(ν) ≤ x^12^{+q}(ν), we obtain |x − y| ≤ ^R := R^′ + 2r + 4R, for x, y ∈ ⋃ ν∈{ρ_0,ρ,ρ^′} {x^−_{j,q}(ν), m_q((χ ∗ ν)_j), x^+_{j,q}(ν)}. (5.14)

As a consequence we can estimate |S_1| ≤ ^R‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} and for q ∈ {2, 3} |S_q| ≤ ^R ∫_x±_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^±_{j,q} (ρ) d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j ≤ ^R ‖ ‖1 2 ± q − f^χ_{j,x+j,q} ‖ ‖ ∞ ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} ≤ ^R‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV}, where we have used Eq. (5.11) and Eq. (5.12). Consequently | | ( 1 2q ∫ dρ^′ − 1 2q ∫ dρ ) ( S_1 + S_2 − S_3 ) | | ≤ 3 ^R‖ρ′ − ρ‖_{TV} 4q^2 | |∫ d(ρ^′ − ρ) | | ∫ dρ ∫ dρ^′ ≤ 3 ^R‖ρ^′ − ρ‖^2_{TV} 4q^2d^2 . (5.15)

Similarly, we can use Eq. (5.11) and Eq. (5.11) in order to estimate 1 2q ∫ dρ (∫_{x+j,q (ρ′)} x^+_{j,q} (ρ) [ y − x^+_{j,q}(ρ) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j (y) − ∫_x−_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^−_{j,q} (ρ) [ y − x^−_{j,q}(ρ) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j (y) )

≤ | |x_{+j,q}(ρ_′) − x_{+j,q}(ρ) | | + | |x_{−j,q}(ρ_′) − x_{−j,q}(ρ) | | 2qd ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} ≤ ^R qd ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV}. (5.16)

By Eq. (5.14) we have ‖H_{q,ρ}‖_∞ ≤^{3 ^R}_{2qd} . Combining Eq. (5.13), Eq. (5.15) and Eq. (5.16) yields | m_q((χ ∗ ρ^′)_j ) − m_q((χ ∗ ρ)_j ) | ≤ ( ‖H_{q,ρ}‖_∞ + 3 ^R‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV} 4q^2d^2 + ^R qd ) ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV}

≤ ( 3 ^R 2qd + 3 ^RD 4q^2d^2 + ^R qd ) ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{TV}. (5.17)

Consequently, it is clearly enough to verify Eq. (5.10) in the case that ‖ρ^′ − ρ‖_{T V} ≤ γ and ‖ρ−ρ_0‖_{T V} ≤ γ, where we choose γ > 0 as in Lemma 5.1. Assuming ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖_{T V} ≤ γ, ‖ρ−ρ_0‖_{T V} ≤ γ, we have by Lemma 5.1 that | |x_{±j,q}(ρ_′) − x_{±j,q}(ρ) | | ≤ C‖ρ_′ − ρ‖_{TV}, which yields in combination

with Eq. (5.16) 1 2q ∫ dρ (∫_{x+j,q (ρ′)} x^+_{j,q} (ρ) [ y−x^+_{j,q}(ρ) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j(y)− ∫_x−_{j,q (ρ}′_) x^−_{j,q} (ρ) [ y−x^−_{j,q}(ρ) ] d(χ ∗ ρ^′)_j (y) ) ≤ C qd ‖ρ^′ −ρ‖^2_{TV}. (5.18)

Finally, we need to analyse the term | | | ∫ H_{q,ρ}d(ρ^′ − ρ) − ∫ H_{q,ρ0} d(ρ^′ − ρ) | | | ≤ ‖H^{q,ρ} − H^{q,ρ}0 ‖^∞‖ρ^′ −ρ‖^{TV}. (5.19) By our assumption ‖ρ−ρ_0‖_{T V} ≤ γ, we can apply Lemma 5.1, which yields | |x_{±j,q}(ρ) − x_{±j,q}(ρ_0) | | ≤ C‖ρ−ρ_0‖_{T V} . (5.20) As an immediate consequence of Eq. (5.17) and Eq. (5.20), we obtain for a suitable C > 0 | | |H^{(j)}_{q,ρ} (y) − H^{(j)}_{q,ρ0} (y) | | | ≤ C‖ρ − ρ0‖TV + 1 2q ∫ dρ_0 ( |B_1| + |B_2| + |B_3| + |B_4| ) , with

B_1 : = [ 1_{[x}+_{j,q(ρ0),x}+_{j,q (ρ)]}(y_j) ( y_j − m_q((χ ∗ ρ_0)_j ) )] ∗ χ, B_2 : = [ 1_{[x}−_{j,q(ρ0),x}−_{j,q (ρ)]}(y_j) ( y_j − m_q((χ ∗ ρ_0)_j ) )] ∗ χ, B_3 : = ( x^+_{j,q}(ρ_0) − m_q((χ ∗ ρ_0)_j ) )( f^χ_{j,x+j,q(ρ0)}(y) − f^χ_{j,x+j,q(ρ)}(y) ) , B_4 : = ( x^−_{j,q}(ρ_0) − m_q((χ ∗ ρ_0)_j ) ) ( f^χ_{j,x−j,q(ρ0)}(y) − f^χ_{j,x−j,q(ρ)}(y) ) . Let us analyse the term B_1 in detail, the other terms can be controlled similarly. By Eq. (5.14), we have for all y such that x^−_{j,q}(ρ_0) ≤ y_j ≤ x^+_{j,q}(ρ) |y_j − m_q((χ ∗ ρ_0)_j )| ≤ x^+_{j,q}(ρ) − x^−_{j,q}(ρ_0) ≤ ^R, and therefore we obtain with the aid of Eq. (5.20) for a suitable constant C > 0 |B_1| ≤ ∫ R^3

χ(y − z)1_{[x}+_{j,q (ρ0),x}+_{j,q (ρ)]}(z_j ) |z_j − m_q((χ ∗ ρ_0)_j)| dz ≤ ^R | |x^+_{j,q}(ρ) − x^−_{j,q}(ρ0) | | sup_t ∫ R^2 χ(t, u, v)dudv ≤ C‖ρ−ρ_0‖_{T V} . Similarly we obtain |B_j | ≤ C‖ρ − ρ_0‖_{T V} for j ∈ {2, 3, 4}, and therefore ‖H_{q,ρ} − H_{q,ρ0} ‖_∞ ≤ 4C‖ρ − ρ_0‖_{T V} , which concludes the proof of Eq. (5.10) by Eq. (5.19).

In order to verify Eq. (5.9) for the specific convolution function χ = g ∗ g introduced in Subsection 2.4, note that the measures ~ρ_0 := g ∗ ρ_0, ~ρ := g ∗ ρ and ~ρ^′ := g ∗ ρ are an admissible triple with ~R := R + 2~r and ~R^′ := R^′ + 2~r, where g(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ ~r, and ~β := β inf_{x:|x} j |≤ℓ ∫ |y_j |≤ℓ g(y − x)dy > 0.

Consequently, we obtain by Eq. (5.10), used for the convolution function ~χ := g, | | |m^q(χ ∗ ρ) + ∫ H^χ_{q,ρ0} d(ρ^′ −ρ) − m_q(χ ∗ ρ^′) | | | = | | |m^q(g ∗ ~ρ) + ∫ H^g_{q,~ρ0} d(~ρ^′ − ~ρ) − m_q(g ∗ ~ρ^′) | | | ≤ C‖~ρ^′ − ~ρ‖_{T V} ( ‖~ρ^′ − ~ρ‖_{T V} + ‖~ρ− ~ρ_0‖_{T V} ) = C‖g∗(ρ^′ −ρ)‖_{T V} ( ‖g∗(ρ^′ −ρ)‖_{T V} + ‖g∗(ρ−ρ_0)‖_{T V} ) . □ 6. Spatial concentration of Probability

It is the objective of this Section to derive decay properties for the probability measure |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n. To be more precise, we show in Theorem 6.1 that moments of the regularized median m_q(χ∗ρ_{Yn} ) are bounded (uniformly in α) on the set of non-degenerate configurations Y_n satisfying ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d. The fact that the statistical quantity m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ) has bounded moments on ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d will be a central tool in Section 8, where we analyse the various residual terms E_1, . . . , E_4 that have been separated from the energy ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F in Subsection 3.2.

Theorem 6.1. Let 0 < q <^1_2 , d > 0 and m ∈ N. Then there exists a C < ∞ such that ⟨ Ψ_α, |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|^m χ (∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d ) Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ C. Before we come to the proof of Theorem 6.1, we need the auxiliary Lemma 6.2, Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4, which will provide us with strong bounds on the probabilities P_α(s, λ) := ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} \Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ} |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2 dY_n, (6.1)

where Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ} is the set of all Y_n ∈ R^{3n} such that ∫ χ(|y| > s)dρ_{Yn} < λ. Note that Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ} depends on α as well via the empirical measure ρ_{Yn} defined in Eq. (2.1). Let us

furthermore introduce Ω_{s,λ} := ⋃ n∈N Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ} and the shifted version Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ} (x) as the set of all Y_n ∈ R^{3n}

satisfying ∫ χ(|y − x| > s)dρ_{Yn} < λ. Lemma 6.2. For any λ > 0, there exists a constant s_0 such that for all s ≥ s_0 and all states Φ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F with supp(Φ) ⊆ ⋃ n∈N,x∈R^3 {x} × ( R^{3n} \ Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ}(x) )

⟨Φ, H Φ⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} ≥ E_α + λ 4 . Proof. Following the approach in [18], respectively [4, Theorem 2.5], let us localize the electron coordinate x by introducing the states

Φ_x′ (x; Y_n) := τ_s(x − x^′)Φ(x; Y_n),

where τ_s(y) := s^{− 3}2 τ(s^{−1}y) and τ is a smooth [0, 1]-valued function with τ(y) = 0 in case |y| >^1_3 and ∫ τ(y)^2dy = 1, see Subsection 2.4. It is elementary to check that

⟨Φ, H Φ⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} = ∫ R^3

⟨Φ_x′ , H Φ_x′ ⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} dx^′ − s^{−2} ‖∇τ‖^2 , (6.2) see for example [4, Theorem 2.5]. In order to analyse ⟨Φ_x′ , H Φ_x′ ⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} , let us introduce v^≤_{x,x′,s}(y) : = χ ( |y − x^′| ≤ s 2 ) v_x(y), v^>_{x,x}′_{,s}(y) : = v_x(y) − v^≤_{x,x′,s}(y) = χ ( |y − x^′| > s 2 ) v_x(y), as well as the multiplication operators N^≤_{x′,s} = N^≤_{x′,s}(ρ_{Yn} ) and N^>_{x′,s} = N^>_{x′,s}(ρ_{Yn} ), and the operator H_x′_{,s} as N^≤_{x′,s}(ρ_{Yn} ) : = ∫ χ ( |y − x^′| ≤ s 2 ) dρ_{Yn} , N^>_x′_{,s}(ρ_{Yn} ) : = ∫ χ ( |y − x^′| > s 2 ) dρ_{Yn} , H_x′_{,s} := −Δ_x + N^≤_{x′,s} − a ( v^≤_{x,x′,s} )_∗ − a ( v^≤_{x,x′,s} ) . Using the set A_x′ := { x ∈ R^3 : |x − x^′| ≤^s_2 } we can split the space L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F into the tensor factors

L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F ∼= L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F(A_x′ ) ⊗ F ( R^3 \ A_x′ ) , (6.3)

and we observe that the operator H_x′_{,s} acts as the identity on the last factor in the decomposition in Eq. (6.3). Denoting with Ω_x′ the vacuum in F ( R^3 \ A_x′ ) , we furthermore have for any state Φ^′ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F(A_x′ ) ⟨ Φ^′ ⊗ Ω_x′ , H_x′_{,s}Φ^′ ⊗ Ω_x′ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F = ⟨ Φ^′ ⊗ Ω_x′ , H Φ^′ ⊗ Ω_x′ ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F ≥ Eα, and therefore we have as an operator inequality

H_x′_{,s} ≥ E_α. (6.4)

Making use of the decomposition

H = H_x′_{,s} + N^>_x′_{,s} − a ( v^>_{x,x}′_{,s} )_∗ − a ( v^>_{x,x}′_{,s} )

we obtain by Eq. (6.4)

⟨Φ_x′ , H Φ_x′ ⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} ≥ E_α‖Φ_x′ ‖^2 + ⟨ Φ_x′ , ( N^>_x′_{,s} − a ( v^>_{x,x}′_{,s} )_∗ − a ( v^>_{x,x}′_{,s} )) Φ_x′ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F . (6.5)

Note that Φ_x′ (x; Y_n) = 0 for |x − x^′| >^s_3 and that for |x − x^′| ≤^s_3 ‖v^>_{x,x}′_{,s}‖^2 ≲ ∫ R^3 χ ( |y − x^′| >^s_2 ) |y − x|^4 dy ≤ ∫ R^3 χ ( |y − x| >^s_6 ) |y − x|^4 dy ≲ s^{−1}, and therefore there exists a constant C > 0 such that we have for all (x; Y_n) ∈ supp(Φ_x′ ) the operator inequality on F N^>_x′_{,s} − a ( v^>_{x,x}′_{,s} )_∗ − a ( v^>_{x,x}′_{,s} ) ≥ 1 2 N^>_x′_{,s} − Cs^{−1}. Together with Eq. (6.5) we therefore obtain

⟨Φ_x′ , H Φ_x′ ⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} ≥ ( E_α − Cs^{−1} ) ‖Φ_x′ ‖^2 + 1 2 ⟨ Φ_x′ , N^>_x′_{,s}Φ_x′ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

. (6.6)

We observe that Φ_x′ (x; Y_n) ≠ 0 implies |x − x^′| ≤^s_3 as well as Y_n /∈ Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ}(x) and hence ∫ χ ( |y − x^′| > s 2 ) dρ_{Yn} ≥ ∫ χ(|y − x| > s) dρ_{Yn} ≥ λ.

Consequently, ⟨ Φ_x′ , N^>_{x′,s}Φ_x′ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

≥ λ‖Φ_x′ ‖^2, which yields together with Eq. (6.2) and Eq. (6.6) for a suitable constant C > 0 and s large enough

⟨Φ, H Φ⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} ≥ ( E_α + λ 2 − Cs^{−1} ) ∫ R^3 ‖Φ_x′ ‖^2dx^′ − s^{−2}‖∇τ‖^2 = E_α + λ 2 − Cs^{−1} − s^{−2}‖∇τ‖^2 ≥ E_α + λ 4 . □ Let us define g(y) := χ_1(|y|^2 > 2). In the following Lemma 6.3, we are going to quantify the localization error with respect to the localization functions K_{1,s,λ,u}(ρ) : = χ_u (∫ g ( s^{−1}y ) dρ(y) ≤ λ ) , K_{2,s,λ,u}(ρ) : = √ 1 − K_{1,s,λ,u}(ρ)^2. Lemma 6.3. For any λ, u, z > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all s ≥ 1 2∑ j=1 ⟨K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, H_0 K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F ≤ E_α + CP_α(s, λ − 2u)^{1−z} s^{− 12} .

Proof. We start with the observation that [K_{j,s,λ,u}, N ] = 0 and therefore 2∑ j=1 ⟨K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, N K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F = ⟨Ψ_α, N Ψ_α⟩_F . (6.7)

Furthermore, we can write 2∑ j=1 ⟨Ψ_α, K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )a(v)^∗K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F − ⟨Ψ_α, a(v)^∗Ψ_α⟩_F

= ⟨ Ψ_α, 2∑ j=1 K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn−1} ) − 1 L(v)Ψ_α ⟩

L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

= ⟨Ψ_α, K_∗(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α⟩_{L2}^(_⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) , (6.8)

with K_∗ : ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} −→ R defined as

K_∗(Y_n) := 2∑ j=1 K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn−1} ) − 1 = − 1 2 2∑ j=1 [ K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} ) − K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 .

Trivially we have the inequality |K_∗| ≤ 1. We note that K_∗(Y_n) ≠ 0 implies g ( s^{−1}y_n ) ≠ 0 and therefore |y_n| ≥ s. Furthermore, K_∗(Y_n) ≠ 0 implies either ∫ g ( s^{−1}y ) dρ_{Yn} (y) > λ − u or ∫ g ( s^{−1}y ) dρ_{Yn−1} (y) > λ − u, hence Y_{n−1}, Y_n ∈ A := ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} \ Ω_{s,λ−2u} for α large enough such that α^{−2} ≤ u. Consequently, we have the estimate | | | | ⟨Ψ_α, K_∗(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α⟩_{L2}^(_⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | |

≤ ∞∑ n=1 √ n α ∫ R^{3n} |1_A(Y_{n−1})Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})| |1_A(Y_n)Ψ_α(Y_n)| χ(|y_n| > s)v(y_n)dY_n ≤ ‖ ‖ √ N 1_AΨ_α ‖ ‖ ‖χ(| · | > s)v‖ ‖1AΨα‖ . (6.9) Let us compute first

‖1_AΨ_α‖^2 = P (s, λ − 2u) ≤ P (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z}, (6.10) ‖χ(| · | > s)v‖^2 = ∫ χ(|y| > s)v(y)^2dy ≲ ∫ χ(|y| > s) |y|^4 dy ≲ s^{−1}. (6.11)

Furthermore, we obtain by Hölder’s inequality for the measure |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n and the random variables Y_n →^n_{α2} and Y_n → 1_A(Y_n), defined on the space ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} , for all z > 0 ‖ ‖ √ N 1_AΨ_α ‖ ‖^2 = ∞∑ n=1 ∫ R^{3n} n α^2

1_A(Y_n) |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n

≤ (_∞ ∑ n=1 ∫ R^{3n} 1_A(Y_n)^{11−z} |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n )_{1−z} (_∞ ∑ n=1 ∫ R^{3n} ( n α^2 ) 1_z |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n )_z

= P (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z} ⟨Ψ_α, N^{1z} Ψ_α⟩^z_F ≲ P (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z}, (6.12)

where we have used ⟨Ψ_α, N^1z Ψ_α⟩_F ≲ 1 in the final estimate, see Lemma 7.2. Combining Eq. (6.9), Eq. (6.10), Eq. (6.11) and Eq. (6.12) yields for a suitable constant C > 0 | | | | | ⟨Ψ_α, K_∗(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α⟩_{L2}^(_⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | | | ≤ CP (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z}s^{− 12} . (6.13)

Finally, we have to understand the localization error of the P^2 term in H . For this purpose we apply the IMS formula again, see [16, Theorem A.1], respectively [14, Proposition 6.1] and [4, Lemma 3.3], in order to compute 2∑ j=1 ⟨ K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, P^2K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α ⟩ F

= ⟨ Ψ_α, P^2Ψ_α ⟩ F + 1 2 2∑ j=1 ⟨ Ψ_α, [[ K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} ), P^2 ] , K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} ) ] Ψ_α ⟩ F

= ⟨ Ψ_α, P^2Ψ_α ⟩ F − 1 2 2∑ j=1 ⟨ Ψ_α, [P, K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F , (6.14)

where we have used that K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} ) commutes with the multiplication operator [P,K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )] = 1 i n∑ k=1 ∂_{yk} K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )= 1 is Θ_j (∫ g ( s^{−1}y ) dρ_{Yn} (y) )∫ ∇g ( s^{−1}y ) dρ_{Yn} (y), and Θ_j is defined as

Θ_1(z) : = ∇_zχ_u(z ≤ λ),

Θ_2(z) : = ∇_z √ 1 − χ_u(z ≤ λ)^2.

We observe that Θ_j (∫ g ( s^{−1}y ) dρ(y) ) ≠ 0 implies ∫ g ( s^{−1}y ) dρ(y) ≥ λ − u > λ − 2u, and therefore Y_n /∈ Ω_{s,λ−2u} or equivalently Y_n ∈ A = ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} \ Ω_{s,λ−2u}. Applying again Hölder’s

inequality yields for z > 0 | | ⟨ Ψ_α, [P, K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F | | = | | ⟨ Ψ_α, 1_A [P, K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )]^2 Ψ_α ⟩ F | | ≤ ⟨ Ψ_α, 1 1 1−z A Ψ_α ⟩_{1−z} F ⟨ Ψ_α, [P, K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )]^{2z} Ψ_α ⟩_z F ≤ s^{−2}P (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z} 2∑ j=1 ‖∇Θ_j ‖^2_∞ ‖∇g‖^2_∞ ⟨ Ψ_α, (∫ dρ_{Yn} ) 2_z Ψ_α ⟩_z F = s^{−2}P (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z} 2∑ j=1 ‖∇Θ_j ‖^2_∞ ‖∇g‖^2_∞ ⟨ Ψ_α, N^{2z} Ψ_α ⟩_z F ≲ s^{−2}P (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z} , (6.15)

where we have used ⟨Ψ_α, N^2z Ψ_α⟩_F ≲ 1, see Lemma 7.2, which we are going to prove in the subsequent Section 7. Combining Eq. (6.7), Eq. (6.8), Eq. (6.13), Eq. (6.14) and Eq. (6.15) yields for a suitable constant C > 0 2∑ j=1 ⟨K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, H_0 K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F = 2∑ j=1 ⟨ K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, P^2K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α ⟩ F

+ 2∑ j=1 ⟨K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, N K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F −2 2∑ j=1 Re⟨K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, a(v)^∗K_{j,s,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F ≤ ⟨ Ψ_α, P^2Ψ_α ⟩ F + ⟨Ψ_α, N Ψ_α⟩_F − 2Re ⟨Ψ_α, a(v)^∗Ψ_α⟩_F + CP (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z} ( s^{− 12} + s^{−2} )

= E_α + CP (s, λ − 2u)^{1−z} ( s^{− 12} + s^{−2} ) . □ Combining Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3, we can provide strong bounds on the probability P_α(s, λ) in the following Lemma 6.4, which we will use together with a layer-cake representation to verify Theorem 6.1.

Lemma 6.4. For any λ, γ > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all s > 0 P_α(s, λ) ≤ Cs^{−γ}. Proof. Note that P_α(s, λ) is a probability, i.e. P_α(s, λ) ≤ 1. By induction, it is therefore enough to verify that for any λ, u, z > 0 there exist constants C_,s_0 such that for all s ≥ s_0

P_α( √ 3s, λ + 3u) ≤ CP_α(s, λ)^{1−z} s^{− 12} . (6.16)

Let us define the functions K_j := K_{j,s,λ+2u,u}, introduced above Lemma 6.3, and note that 2∑ j=1 ⟨K_j (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, H_0 K_j (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F ≤ E_α + CP_α(s, λ)^{1−z} s^{− 12} , (6.17)

by Lemma 6.3 for a sufficiently large constant C > 0. Furthermore, we introduce the state

^Ψ_α := 1 ‖K_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖

K_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α.

We observe that Y_n /∈ Ω^√_{3s,λ+3u} implies that ∫ g(s^{−1}y)dρ_{Yn} (y) ≥ ∫ χ(|y| > √ 3s)dρ_{Yn} (y) ≥ λ + 3u, and hence K_2(ρ_{Yn} ) = √ 1 − K_{1,s,λ+2u,u}(ρ_{Yn} )^2 = 0 for Y_n /∈ Ω^√_{3s,λ+3u}. We deduce that

P_α( √ 3s, λ + 3u) ≤ ‖K_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖^2 = 1 − ‖K_1(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖^2.

Consequently, we obtain together with Eq. (6.17) and the operator inequality H ≥ E_α

P_α( √ 3s, λ + 3u) ⟨ ^Ψ_α, (H_0 − E_α) ^Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ ‖K_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖^2 ⟨ ^Ψ_α, (H_0 − E_α) ^Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ CP_α(s, λ)^{1−z} s^{− 12} . In order to conclude the proof of Eq. (6.16), we are going to verify that ⟨ ^Ψ_α, (H_0 − E_α) ^Ψ_α ⟩ F ≥ λ 8 , (6.18)

for α large enough by contradiction. In the following we will assume that Eq. (6.18) is violated, i.e. we assume ⟨ ^Ψ_α, H_0 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F < E_α + λ 8 . (6.19)

We further introduce the auxiliary states ^Φ_α ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F ⊆ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) as ^Φ_α(x; Y_n) := τ_ϵ(x)^Ψ_α(y_1 − x, . . . , y_n − x),

where τ_ϵ(x) = ϵ^32 τ(ϵx) and τ is a [0, 1]-valued smooth function with compact support and ∫ τ^2dx = 1, see Subsection 2.4. Observe that there exists a constant C > 0 such that ⟨ ^Φ_α, (−Δ_x)^Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F = ⟨ τ_ϵ ⊗ ^Ψ_α, ( 1 i ∇_x − P )_2 τ_ϵ ⊗ ^Ψ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

≤ (1 + ϵ) ⟨ ^Ψ_α, P^2 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F + ( 1 + ϵ^{−1} ) ⟨τ_ϵ, (−Δ_x)τ_ϵ⟩_L2_{(R}3_) ≤ ⟨ ^Ψ_α, P^2 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F + C^′ ( ϵ + ϵ^2 ) , where we have used the assumption in Eq. (6.19) and the fact that P^2 ≤ 2H_0 + C for a suitable constant C > 0, see Eq. (7.1). Moreover, we observe that ⟨ ^Φ_α, { N − a^∗(v_x) − a(v_x) } ^Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F = ⟨ ^Ψ_α, { N − a^∗(v) − a(v) } ^Ψ_α ⟩ F . Therefore we obtain for ϵ small enough such that C^′ ( ϵ + ϵ^2 ) ≤^λ_8 ⟨ ^Φ_α, H ^Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F ≤ ⟨ ^Ψ_α, H_0 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F + λ 8 < E_α + λ 4 . (6.20)

Note that ^Φ_α(x; Y_n) ≠ 0 implies that ~Y_n := (y_1 − x, . . . , y_n − x) satisfies K_2( ~Y_n) ≠ 0, and therefore ~Y_n /∈ Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ} , or equivalently Y_n /∈ Ω^{(n)}_{s,λ} (x). Consequently, ^Φ satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 6.2, which yields the desired contradiction to Eq. (7.23) ⟨ ^Φ_α, H ^Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

≥ E_α + λ 4 , and therefore conclude the proof of Eq. (6.18). □

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Since the case m = 0 is trivial, we are going to assume in the following that m ≥ 1. Defining A^n as the set of all Y_n ∈ R^{3n} such that ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d, we obtain ⟨ Ψ_α, |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|^m χ (∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≥ d ) Ψ_α ⟩ F = ∞∑ n=0 ∫ A^n |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|^m |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2 dY_n

(6.21) = ∞∑ n=0 ∫ A^n ∫_{|mq (χ∗ρYn )|}m 0 |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2 dtdY_n

= ∫_∞ 0 ∞∑ n=0 ∫ A^n χ ( t^{1m} ≤ |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )| ) |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2 dY_ndt

using a layer-cake representation. In the following let R be large enough such that χ(y) = 0 in case |x| > R and let us show that for any Y_n ∈ A^n, |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )| ≥ s implies ∫ χ ( |y| ≥ s 3 − R ) dρ_{Yn} ≥ ( 1 2 − q ) d. (6.22)

In order to prove Eq. (6.22), observe that in the case |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )| ≥ s, at least one component m_q(ρ_{Yn} ) = (m_q ((ρ_{Yn} )_1) , m_q ((ρ_{Yn} )_2) , m_q ((ρ_{Yn} )_3)) satisfies |m_q ((χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )_j ) | ≥^s_3 . W.l.o.g. assume m_q ((χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )_j ) ≥^s_3 . Therefore the quantile satisfies x^12^{+q} ((χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )_j ) ≥^s_3 , which implies ∫ χ ( |y| ≥ s 3 − R ) dρ_{Yn} ≥ ∫ χ ( |y| ≥ s 3 ) d(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ) ≥ ∫ d(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ) − ∫ χ ( y < s 3 ) d(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ) ≥ ∫ d(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ) − ( 1 2 + q ) ∫ d(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ) = ( 1 2 − q ) ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ ( 1 2 − q ) d. Having Eq. (6.22) at hand for any Y_n ∈ A^n with |m_q(ρ_{Yn} )| ≥ s, yields together with the layer-cake representation Eq. (6.21), the definition of the probability P_α(s, λ) in Eq. (6.1) and λ_∗ :=

(_1 2 − q ) d > 0 the upper bound ⟨ Ψ_α, |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|^m χ (∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≥ d ) Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ ∫_∞ 0 P_α ( 1 3 t^{1m} − R, λ_∗ ) dt. Choosing γ := 2m in Lemma 6.4 gives us the estimate P_α ( 1 3 t^{1m} − R, λ_∗ ) ≤ Ct^{−2} for t ≥ t_0 and suitable constants C, t_0 > 0. Together with the observation that P_α(s, λ_∗) ≤ 1 for all s ∈ R we conclude ∫_∞ 0 P_α ( 1 3 t^{1m} − R, λ_∗ ) dt ≤ t_0 + C ∫_∞ t_0

t^{−2}dt = t_0 + C t_0 . □ 7. Asymptotic concentration of Probability In the following we want to control moments of N in the ground state Ψ_α, see Lemma 7.2, and demonstrate that the probability measure |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n is mostly supported on sets of the form Ω_λ defined in Eq. (2.22), for λ > 0, as α → ∞ goes to infinity, see Lemma 7.5. The asymptotic concentration of |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n, as stated in Lemma 7.5, is an important input for Lemma 3.4, where we show essential bounds for the residual term E_0, and Lemma 8.4, where we show corresponding bounds for the residual term E_4. In preparation for Lemma 7.2, we first establish an upper bound on the particle number N in terms of the fiber Hamilton operator H_0 in the subsequent Lemma 7.1. The proof is based on the strategy developed in [18], see also [4].

Lemma 7.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for K > 0

P^2 + N ≤ 2H_0 + C, (7.1) − Δ_x + N ≤ 2H^K + C, (7.2)

H^K_0 ≤ ( 1 + CK^{− 12} ) H_0 + K^{− 12} C. (7.3)

Furthermore, for all m ∈ N there exists a constant C such that ± ( N^{2m}a(v) + a(v)^∗N^{2m} ) ≤ CN^m ( P^2 + N + 1 ) N^m. (7.4)

Proof. Recall the definition of v^Λ and w^Λ from Eq. (2.15) and Eq. (2.16), and that

v = v^Λ + 1 i ∇ · w^Λ, see Lemma 2.1. Consequently, we can write the operator a^∗(v) as

a^∗(v) = a^∗(v^Λ) + [P, a^∗(w^Λ)]. (7.5)

Regarding the first term on the right side of Eq. (7.5) we use the fact that ‖v^Λ‖^2 ≲ Λ, see Lemma 2.1, in order to estimate for ϵ > 0 ± ( a^∗(v^Λ) + a(v^Λ) ) ≲ ϵ ( N + α^{−2} ) + ϵ^{−1}Λ ≤ ϵ(N + 1) + ϵ^{−1}Λ. (7.6)

Furthermore, we use the fact that ‖w^Λ‖^2 ≲^1_Λ , see Lemma 2.1, in order to estimate for ϵ > 0 ± ( [P, a^∗(w^Λ)] + [P, a^∗(w^Λ)]^∗ ) ≲ ϵP^2 + ϵ^{−1}Λ^{−1} ( N + α^{−2} ) ≤ ϵP^2 + ϵ^{−1}Λ^{−1} (N + 1) . (7.7)

Combining what we have so far yields for a suitable constant C > 0 the operator inequality

H_0 =P^2 +N −a^∗(v)−a(v)≥(1−Cϵ)P^2 + ( 1−Cϵ−Cϵ^{−1}Λ^{−1} ) N −Cϵ^{−1}Λ^{−1} −Cϵ−Cϵ^{−1}Λ. Choosing ϵ small enough such that Cϵ ≤^1_4 and Λ large enough such that Cϵ^{−1}Λ^{−1} ≤^1_4 , yields for a suitable constant C > 0

H_0 ≥ 1 2 P^2 + 1 2 N − C, which concludes the proof of Eq. (7.1). Eq. (7.2) can be verified analogously. Using Eq. (7.5) we can furthermore write

H^K_0 = H + [P, a^∗(w^K )] + [P, a^∗(w^K )]^∗ ≤ H + CK^{− 12} ( P^2 + N + 1 ) , where we have applied Eq. (7.7). Together with Eq. (7.1), this concludes the proof of Eq. (7.3). Regarding the proof of Eq. (7.4) we use again Eq. (7.5), and proceed similarly as in Eq. (7.6) and Eq. (7.7) for the choice Λ := 1, yielding ± ( N^{2m}a(v) + a(v)^∗N^{2m} ) ≤ CN^m ( P^2 + N + 1 ) N^m. □ With Lemma 7.1 at hand, we are in a position to verify the following Lemma 7.2.

Lemma 7.2. For all ℓ ∈ N, there exists a constant C_ℓ, such that

⟨Ψ_α, N^ℓΨ_α⟩_F ≤ C_ℓ, ⟨Ψ_α, N^ℓP^2Ψ_α⟩_F ≤ C_ℓ.

Proof. Let us first define for ℓ ∈ N the quantities

Γ_{ℓ,α} := ⟨ Ψ_α, N^ℓ ( P^2 + N ) N^ℓΨ_α ⟩ F .

Based on the operator inequality H_0 − E_α ≥^1_2 P^2 +^1_2 N − C, see Lemma 7.1 together with the fact that −c ≤ E_α ≤ 0 for a suitable constant c > 0, we have Γ_{ℓ,α} ≲ ⟨ Ψ_α, N^ℓ (H_0 −E_α) N^ℓΨ_α ⟩ F +C ⟨ Ψ_α, N^{2ℓ}Ψ_α ⟩ F = 1 2 ⟨ Ψ_α, [ N^ℓ, [ H_0 −E_α, N^ℓ ]] Ψ_α ⟩ F +C ⟨ Ψ_α, N^{2ℓ}Ψ_α ⟩ F = − ℓ^2 2α^4 ⟨ Ψ_α, ( N^{2(ℓ−1)}a(v) + a(v)^∗N^{2(ℓ−1)} ) Ψ_α ⟩ F +C ⟨ Ψ_α, N^{2ℓ}Ψ_α ⟩ F , (7.8)

where we have used (H_0 − E_α) Ψ = 0 and the fact that [ N^ℓ, [ H_0 −E_α, N^ℓ ]] = [ N^ℓ, [ a(v)^∗ + a(v), N^ℓ ]] = − ℓ^2 α^4 ( N^{2(ℓ−1)}a(v) + a(v)^∗N^{2(ℓ−1)} ) . Combining Eq. (7.4) and Eq. (7.8) therefore yields for a suitable constant C > 0 Γ_{ℓ,α} ≤ C ⟨ Ψ_α, N^{ℓ−1} ( P^2 + N ) N^{ℓ−1}Ψ_α ⟩ F + C ⟨ Ψ_α, N^{2(ℓ−1)}Ψ_α ⟩ F + C ⟨ Ψ_α, N^{2ℓ}Ψ_α ⟩ F . Clearly we have CN^{2(ℓ−1)} + CN^{2ℓ} ≤^1_2 N^{2ℓ+1} + ~C for a large enough constant ~C, hence Γ_{ℓ,α} ≤ CΓ_{ℓ−1,α} + 1 2 Γ_{ℓ,α} + ~C, or equivalently Γ_{ℓ,α} ≤ 2CΓ_{ℓ−1,α} + 2 ~C. This concludes the proof by induction, since we have, using the operator inequality H_0 − E_α ≥^1_2 P^2 +^1_2 N − C, that

Γ_{0,α} = ⟨ Ψ_α, ( P^2 + N ) Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ 2 ⟨Ψ_α, (H − E_α) Ψ_α⟩_F + 2C = 2C. □ In the following we want to verify that the probability measure |Ψ_α|^2dY_n concentrates on sets of the form Ω_λ as α → ∞, where Ω_λ is defined in Eq. (2.22). For this purpose let us define for λ > 0 the probability P_α(λ) of being outside of such a set

P_α(λ) := ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} \Ω^{(n)}_λ

|Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2 dY_n. (7.9)

In order to find good estimates on P_α(λ), we first need the subsequent auxiliary Lemma 7.3 and Lemma 7.4. Lemma 7.3 provides control on the localization error with respect to the localization functions

F_{1,λ,u}(ρ) : = χ_u2 (∫ dρ − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2

)_2 + ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R_∗ dρdρ − δ_∗ 2 ≤ λ^2 ,

F_{2,λ,u}(ρ) : = √ 1 − F_{1,λ,u}(ρ)^2, as well as the localization functions

G_{1,D}(ρ) : = χ_1 (∫ dρ ≤ D ) , G_{2,D}(ρ) : = √ 1 − G_{1,D}(ρ)^2.

Lemma 7.3. For λ > 0 and u > 0 there exists a constant C > 0, such that 2∑ j=1 ⟨F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, H_0 F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F ≤ E_α + C^4 √ P_α ( λ − u 2 ) α^{−4} ≤ E_α + Cα^{−4}. (7.10)

Furthermore, there exists a C > 0, such that for any state Ψ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F and K ≥ 0 2∑ j=1 ⟨ G_{j,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ, H^K G_{j,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤ ⟨ Ψ, H^K Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F + CK 1 2 α^{−4}. (7.11)

Proof. Using

∑_2

j=1 F^2_{j,λ,u} = 1 and [F_{j,λ,u}, P] = [F_{j,λ,u}, N ] = 0, we observe that ‖ ‖PΨ_α ‖ ‖^2 =^2∑ j=1 ‖ ‖PF_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α ‖ ‖^2,

⟨Ψ_α, N Ψ_α⟩_F = 2∑ j=1 ⟨F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, N F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F .

In order to verify Eq. (7.10), it is therefore enough to verify | | | | 2∑ j=1 ⟨F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, a(v)^∗F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F − ⟨Ψ_α, a(v)^∗Ψ_α⟩_F | | | | ≤ C^4 √ P_α ( λ − u 2 ) α^{−4} ≤ Cα^{−4}. (7.12)

The proof of Eq. (7.12) is a consequence of the IMS identity for operators of the form H(ρ_{Yn} ), see [4, Lemma 3.3] and [16, Theorem A.1], respectively [14, Proposition 6.1], for the particle number operator N = ∫ dρ_{Yn} specifically, which we will carry out in detail in the following.

We compute 2∑ j=1 ⟨Ψ_α, F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )a(v)^∗F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F − ⟨Ψ_α, a(v)^∗Ψ_α⟩_F

= ⟨ Ψ_α, 2∑ j=1 F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn−1} ) − 1 L(v)Ψ_α ⟩

L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ⟨Ψ_α, F_∗(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α⟩_{L2}^(_⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) ,

with F_∗ : ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} −→ R defined as

F_∗(Y_n) := 2∑ j=1 F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} )F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn−1} ) − 1 = − 1 2 2∑ j=1 [ F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn} ) − F_{j,λ,u}(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 .

Using the decomposition of a(v)^∗ for Λ := 1 in Eq. (7.5) we can estimate

⟨Ψ_α, F_∗(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α⟩_{L2}^(_⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ⟨ Ψ_α, F_∗(Y_n)L(v^1)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) (7.13) + ⟨ Ψ_α, F_∗(Y_n)PL(w^1)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) − ⟨ Ψ_α, F_∗(Y_n)L(w^1)PΨ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

≤ ‖Ψ_α‖ ‖ ‖F_∗(Y_n)L(v^1)Ψ_α ‖ ‖ + ‖PΨ_α‖ ‖ ‖F_∗(Y_n)L(w^1)Ψ_α ‖ ‖ + ‖ ‖L(w^1)^∗F_∗(Y_n)Ψ_α ‖ ‖ ‖PΨ_α‖ , where we have used that P and F_∗ commute. Observe that F_∗(Y_n) ≠ 0 implies Y_n /∈ Ω λ−u_{√2} or

Y_{n−1} /∈ Ω λ−u_{√2} , and given that α is large enough such that (1 + (‖φ^{Pek} ‖^2 + λ))α^{−2} ≤ u we obtain

in both cases Y_{n−1} /∈ Ω λ−u_2 . Using ‖h‖ ≲ 1 for h ∈ {v^1, w^1} and ‖F_∗‖_∞ ≲ α^{−4}, see Eq. (8.1) in

Section 8, yields for h ∈ {v^1, w^1}

‖F_∗(Y_n)L(u)Ψ_α‖^2 = ∞∑ n=1 n α^2 ∫ R^{3n} F_∗(Y_n)^2|h(y_n)|^2|Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})|^2dY_n

≲ α^{−8} ∞∑ n=1 n α^2 ∫ R^{3n} \Ω^{(n)}_{λ−u} 2 |h(y_n)|^2|Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})|^2dY_n = α^{−8}‖h‖^2 ⟨Ψ_α, (N + 1)1_{R3n \Ω}(n)_{λ−u} 2 (Y_n)Ψ_α⟩

≲ α^{−8} ‖(N + 1)Ψ_α‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1_{R3n\Ω}(n)_{λ−u} 2 (Y_n)Ψ_α ‖ ‖ ‖ = α^{−8} ‖(N + 1)Ψ_α‖ √ P_α ( λ − u 2 ) . In a similar fashion we have ‖L(u)^∗F_∗(Y_n)Ψ_α‖^2 ≲ α^{−8} ‖N Ψ_α‖ √ P_α (_{λ−u} 2 ) . Together with the fact that ‖PΨ‖ ≲ 1 and ‖N Ψ‖ ≲ 1, see Lemma 7.2, we obtain by Eq. (7.13) | | | | | ⟨Ψ_α, F_∗(Y_n)L(v)Ψ_α⟩_{L2}^(_⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | | | ≲ α^{−8} √ P_α ( λ − u 2 ) =^4 √ P_α ( λ − u 2 ) α^{−4}.

Since P_α (_{λ−u} 2 ) is a probability, i.e. P_α (_{λ−u} 2 ) ≤ 1, this concludes the proof of Eq. (7.12), and therefore the proof of Eq. (7.10). Regarding Eq. (7.11), we proceed in a similar fashion as we did for Eq. (7.10) and estimate 2∑ j=1 ⟨ G_{j,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ, H^K G_{j,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F − ⟨ Ψ, H^K Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤ ⟨ Ψ, G_∗(ρ_{Yn} )L(v^K )Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F ≤ ‖G∗(ρY^n )Ψ‖ ‖ ‖L(v^K )1_AΨ ‖ ‖ , (7.14)

with A := ⋃ n∈N {Y_n ∈ R^{3n} : ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≤ D + 1} and G_∗ : ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} −→ R defined as

G_∗(Y_n) := 1 2 2∑ j=1 [ G_{j,D}(ρ_{Yn} ) − G_{j,D}(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 . Note that we have used the fact that G_∗(Y_n) ≠ 0 implies Y_{n−1} ∈ A in Eq. (7.14). Furthermore, we have ‖G_∗‖_∞ ≲ α^4, and therefore we can estimate the right hand side of Eq. (7.14) by ‖G_∗(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ‖ ‖ L(v^K )1_AΨ ‖ ≲ α^{−4} ‖ L(v^K )1_AΨ ‖ = α^{−4}‖v^K ‖ √ ⟨1_AΨ, (N + 1)1_AΨ⟩ ≤ α^{−4}‖v^K ‖ √ D + 2 ≲ K^{12} α^{−4}. □ The following Lemma 7.4 shows that any state Ψ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F supported outside of Ω_λ, with λ > 0, cannot have an energy close to the ground state energy E_α. While the proof is essentially contained in [4], we will work it out in detail here for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 7.4. Let Ψ ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F satisfy that Ψ(x; Y_n) ≠ 0 implies Y_n /∈ Ω_λ and define K := α. Then ⟨ Ψ, H^K Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F > Eα + α

−^4_{29} . (7.15)

Proof. We are going to verify Eq. (7.15) by contradiction. Assume that Eq. (7.15) is violated ⟨ Ψ, H^K Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F ≤ Eα + α

−^4_{29} .

Then we obtain by Eq. (7.11) for α large enough 2∑ j=1 ⟨ G_{j,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ, H^K G_{j,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤ Eα + α

−^4_{29} + CK^1_2 α−4 ≤ E

α + 2α^{− 429} , (7.16) with the functions G_{j,D} defined above Lemma 7.3. By Eq. (7.2) we immediately obtain for a suitable constant C > 0 ⟨ G_{2,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ, H^K G_{2,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≥ 1 2 ⟨G_{2,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ, (N − C)G_{2,D}(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ⟩_{L2(R3)⊗F} ≥ 1 2 (D − C) ‖G_{2,D}(ρ_{Yn} )‖^2 = 1 2 (D − C) ( 1 − ‖G_{1,D}(ρ_{Yn} )‖^2 ) , (7.17)

where we have used the fact that G_{2,D}(ρ_{Yn} ) ≠ 0 implies that ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ D, i.e. we have the operator inequality N ≥ D on the support of G_{2,D}. Let us define the state

~Ψ := 1 ‖G_{1,D}(ρ_{Yn} )‖ G_{1,D}(ρ_{Yn} ). Choosing D large enough such that^1_2 (D − C) ≥ E_α + 2α^{− 4}29 , we obtain by Eq. (7.16) and Eq. (7.17) the estimate ⟨ ~Ψ, H^K ~Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F

≤ E_α + 2α^{− 429} ≤ e^{Pek} + 2α^{− 429} .

Furthermore, we have N ≤ D +1 on the support of ~Ψ, and therefore ~Ψ satisfies all assumptions of [4, Theorem 3.2], which tells us that for all m ∈ N there exists a constant C_m > 0 and a (Borel) probability measure μ on R^3 such that | | | ⟨ ~Ψ, J(ρ_{Yn} )~Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F − ∫ R^3

J(ρ^{Pek}_x )dμ(x) | | | ≤ C^m‖j‖^∞α^− 2 29 , (7.18)

for any J of the form J(ρ) = ∫ · · · ∫ j(z_1, . . . , z_m)dρ(z_1) . . . dρ(z_n) with bounded and measurable j : R^{3m} −→ R, where dρ^{Pek}_x (z) := | |φ^{Pek}(z − x) | |^2 dz. Consider the concrete choice

J(ρ) := (∫ dρ − ∫ dρ^{Pek}

)_2 + ∫ ∫ |x−y|≤R_∗ dρdρ − δ_∗ 2 ,

which is a finite sum of admissible functions J^′ in the sense described below Eq. (7.18). Furthermore, we have J(ρ^{Pek}_x ) = J(ρ^{Pek}_0 ) = 0 for all x ∈ R^3 , and therefore we obtain ⟨ ~Ψ, J(ρ_{Yn} )~Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F ≤ Cα^{− 229} by Eq. (7.18). However, it follows immediately from the definition of Ω_λ that J(ρ_{Yn} ) ≥ λ^2 for Y_n /∈ Ω_λ. Together with the assumption that Ψ(x; Y_n) ≠ 0 implies Y_n /∈ Ω_λ, this yields for α large enough such that Cα^{− 2}29 < λ^2 the desired contradiction

λ^2 ≤ ⟨ ~Ψ, J(ρ_{Yn} )~Ψ ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

≤ Cα^{− 229} < λ^2. □ The following Lemma 7.5 shows that the measure |Ψ_α|^2dY_n is supported on the set Ω_λ, up to a probability of the size α^{−5}. While the estimate by α^{−5} is sufficient for our purpose, it is possible to improve this to α^{−m} for any m ∈ N with some additional effort.

Lemma 7.5. Let λ > 0. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that P_α(λ) ≤ Cα^{−5}. Proof. Trivially, we have P_α(λ) ≤ 1 for all λ ≥ 0, and therefore we are done by iteration, once we can verify that for all λ > 0 and u > 0 there exists a constant C such that

P_α(2(λ + u)) ≤ C^4 √ P_α(λ)α^{−4}(^{1− 129} ). (7.19)

To be more precise, Eq. (7.19) implies for all r <^1_{1− 14} 4 ( 1 −^1_{29} ) , such as r := 5, and λ > 0 that

there exists a constant C_{r,λ} such that P_α(λ) ≤ C_{r,λ}α^{−r}. Let us define the functions F_j := F_{j,2λ+u,u}, introduced above Lemma 7.3. By Lemma 7.3 we obtain for a suitable constant C > 0 2∑ j=1 ⟨F_j (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, H_0 F_j (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩_F ≤ ⟨Ψ_α, H_0 Ψ_α⟩_F + C^4 √ P_α(λ)α^{−4} = E_α + C^4 √ P_α(λ)α^{−4}. In combination with the operator inequality H_0 ≥ E_α, and the fact that

P_α(2(λ + u)) ≤ ‖F_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖^2 = 1 − ‖F_1(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖^2,

we obtain for the state

^Ψ_α := 1 ‖F_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖

F_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α

the estimate

P_α(2(λ + u)) ⟨ ^Ψ_α, (H_0 − E_α)^Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ ‖F_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖^2 ⟨ ^Ψ_α, (H_0 − E_α)^Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ C^4 √ P_α(λ)α^{−4}. (7.20)

In the following we want to show by contradiction that ⟨ ^Ψ_α, H_0 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F ≥ E_α + 1 3 α^{− 429} , (7.21)

i.e. we assume ⟨ ^Ψ_α, H_0 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F < E_α + 1 3 α^{− 429} . (7.22)

By Eq. (7.3) we therefore obtain for K := α and α large enough ⟨ ^Ψ_α, H^K_0 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F ≤ E_α + 2 3 α^{− 429} .

Let us furthermore define the auxiliary state ^Φ_α ∈ L^2 ( R^3 ) ⊗ F ⊆ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) as ^Φ_α(x; Y_n) := τ_ϵ(x)^Ψ_α(y_1 − x, . . . , y_n − x),

where τ_ϵ(x) := ϵ^32 τ(ϵx) and τ is a [0, 1]-valued smooth function with compact support and ∫ τ^2dx = 1. Note that there exists a constant C^′ > 0 such that for ϵ > 0 ⟨ ^Φ_α, (−Δ_x)^Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3)⊗F = ⟨ τ_ϵ ⊗ ^Ψ_α, ( 1 i ∇_x − P )_2 τ_ϵ ⊗ ^Ψ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

≤ (1 + ϵ) ⟨ ^Ψ_α, P^2 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F + ( 1 + ϵ^{−1} ) ⟨τ_ϵ, (−Δ_x)τ_ϵ⟩_L2_{(R}3_) ≤ ⟨ ^Ψ_α, P^2 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F + C^′ ( ϵ + ϵ^2 ) , where we have used the assumption in Eq. (7.22) and the fact that P^2 ≤ 2H_0 + C for a suitable constant C > 0, see Eq. (7.1). Moreover, we observe that ⟨ ^Φ_α, { N − a^∗(v^Λ_x ) − a(v^Λ_x ) } ^Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F = ⟨ ^Ψ_α, { N − a^∗(v^Λ) − a(v^Λ) } ^Ψ_α ⟩ F . Therefore we obtain for ϵ := α^{−1} and α large enough ⟨ ^Φ_α, H^K ^Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤ ⟨ ^Ψ_α, H^K_0 ^Ψ_α ⟩ F + C^′α^{−1} + C^′α^{−2} ≤ E_α + α^{− 429} . (7.23)

It follows however from Lemma 7.4, that any state satisfying Eq. (7.23) cannot be supported outside of Ω_λ for λ > 0 and α large enough. Since the state ^Φ_α is supported on the set

( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) \ Ω^√_{2λ}, this is the desired contradiction to Eq. (7.22). Combining Eq. (7.20) and

Eq. (7.21) concludes the proof of Eq. (7.19). □

8. Analysis of the Error Terms E It is the goal of this Section, to show that the residual terms E_1, . . . , E_4 appearing in the analysis of the quantum energy ⟨Ψ_{α,p}, H_p Ψ_{α,p}⟩_F in Subsection 3.2 are indeed small compared to α^{−4}|p|^2, where we rely heavily on the results of the previous Sections 6 and 7. As a first step let us verify the following auxiliary Lemma 8.1.

Lemma 8.1. Let f : R^3 −→ R^3 be as in the definition of B in Eq. (3.5). Then there exist constants C, d > 0, such that for all Y_n ∈ R^{3n} and n ∈ N | F (ρ_{Yn} ) − F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) | ≤ C α^2 , | | | √ 1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )^2 − √ 1 − F (ρ_{Yn−1} )^2 | | | ≤ C α^2

, (8.1)

and in the case that y_i ≠ y_j for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} | G(ρ_{Yn} ) − G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) | ≤ C (‖f‖_∞ + ‖∇f‖_∞) α^2 ( 1 + min{|m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} )|, |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|} ) χ (∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≥ d ) , (8.2) and | |G_i(ρ_{Yn} )B_j (ρ_{Yn} )−G_i(ρ_{Yn−1} )B_j(ρ_{Yn−1} ) | | ≤ C (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞) α^2 ( 1 + min{|m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} )|, |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|} )_2 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≥ d ) . (8.3)

Furthermore, 0 ≤ φ_η (Y_n) ≤^C_{η4 α4} for η ≤ q and Y_n satisfying G(ρ_{Yn} ) ≠ G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) or F (ρ_{Yn} ) ≠ 0, and y_i ≠ y_j.

Proof. Let ϵ be small enough such that ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ + ϵ <^{(‖φPek ‖2−σ−κ−ϵ)2}_2 and let α be large enough such that (1 + 2(‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ))α^{−2} ≤ ϵ. Note that F (ρ_{Yn} ) − F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ≠ 0 implies that ρ_{Yn−1} or ρ_{Yn} is an element of Ω_{σ+κ}. In both cases we obtain

d := ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − σ − κ − ϵ ≤ ∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≤ ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ + ϵ, ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R dνdν ≤ δ_∗ + σ + κ + ϵ. (8.4)

Since the function χ_κ2 (· ≤ δ^2), as well as √ 1 − χ_κ2 (· ≤ δ^2)^2, in the definition of F in Eq. (3.6) is smooth, Eq. (8.1) follows immediately from the observation that ∫ dρ_{Yn} − ∫ dρ_{Yn−1} = 1 α^2 , 0 ≤ ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R dρ_{Yn} dρ_{Yn} − ∫ ∫ |x−y|>R dρ_{Yn−1} dρ_{Yn−1} = 2 α^2 ∫ |x−y_n| dρ_{Yn−1} ≤ 2(‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ + ϵ) α^2 .

Regarding the proof of Eq. (8.2), we first note that Eq. (8.4) holds as well in case G(ρ_{Yn} ) − G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ≠ 0, and therefore we have for all such Y_n that | |m_{q∗} (ρ_{Yn} ) − m_{q∗} (ρ_{Yn−1} ) | | ≤ C α^2q_∗

(8.5) by [4, Lemma 3.10] for a suitable constant C > 0 and q_∗ ≤ q, and furthermore we have by [4, Lemma 3.9] that the quantiles in the definition of H^χ_{q,ρYn−1} in Eq. (5.7) satisfy | |x^+_{j,q}(ρY_{n−1} ) − x^−_{j,q}(ρY_{n−1} ) | | ≤ 2R∗. (8.6) Especially we see that (ρ_{Yn−1} , ρ_{Yn−1} , ρ_{Yn} ) is an admissible triple in the sense of Lemma 5.2, and therefore we obtain for a suitable constant C > 0 | m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )−m_q ( χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} )| ≤ ‖g ∗ (ρ_{Yn} −ρ_{Yn−1} )‖^2_{TV} + | | | ∫ H^χ_{q,ρYn−1} d(ρ_{Yn} −ρ_{Yn−1} ) | | | ≤ C α^2 , (8.7)

where we have used ‖g ∗(ρ_{Yn} −ρ_{Yn−1} )‖_{TV} ≤ ‖ρ_{Yn} −ρ_{Yn−1} ‖_{TV} =^1_{α2} and ‖H^χ_{q,ρYn−1} ‖_∞ ≲ 1, which is a consequence of Eq. (8.6). We compute G(ρ_{Yn} ) − G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) = [ F (ρ_{Yn} ) − F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ] B(ρ_{Yn} ) + F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) [ m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ) − m_q ( χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} )] (8.8) + α^{−2}F (ρ_{Yn−1} )f(y_n −m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )) +F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ∫ [ f(y−m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ))−f(y−m_q ( χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) ] dρ_{Yn−1} . (8.9)

Using Eq. (8.1) and Eq. (8.7), as well as |B(ρ_{Yn} )| ≤ |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )| + ‖f‖_∞‖ρ_{Yn} ‖_{TV}, ‖ρ_{Yn} ‖_{TV} = ‖ρ_{Yn−1} ‖_{TV} + α^{−2} ≤ ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ + ϵ and ∫ [ f(y−m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} ))−f(y−m_q ( χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) ] dρ_{Yn−1} ≤ ‖∇f‖_∞‖ρ_{Yn−1} ‖_{TV} | m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )−m_q ( χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} )| , concludes the proof of Eq. (8.2). Eq. (8.3) can be verified analogously. Regarding the estimate on φ_η , let us use the fact that ∫ R^3 τη(y)dy = 1 in order to compute

φ_η (Y_n) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 [ τ_η ( m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} ) + x ) − τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x)

]_2 dx ≤ ‖∇τ_η‖^2 2 | m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) − m_η ( ρ_{Yn−1} )|_2 ≤ Cη^{−4}α^{−4}, for a suitable C > 0, where we have used Eq. (8.5) and the fact that ‖∇τ_η‖ = η^{−1}‖∇τ‖. □

With Lemma 8.1 at hand we are going to verify that the expressions E_1, . . . , E_4 can be considered as being small in magnitude. It will be the content of the following Lemma 8.2 to establish estimates on

E_1 = 1 i ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(∇ · w^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ),

introduced in Eq. (3.19).

Lemma 8.2. Let f : R^3 −→ R^3 be as in the definition of B in Eq. (3.5). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for Λ > 0 |E_1| ≤ C (1 + ‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 |p|^2 √ Λα^4 .

Proof. We start with the simple identity

E_1 = 1 i ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n)L(∇ · w^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_p(Y_n) [ P, L(w^Λ) ] Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

= ⟨ PΨ_α, ξ_pL(w^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) − ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_pL(w^Λ)PΨ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) (8.10) + ⟨ Ψ_α, [ξ_p, P]L(w^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) .

Regarding the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (8.10) we use that ‖PΨ_α‖ ≲ 1, see Lemma 7.2, and estimate | | | | ⟨ PΨ_α, ξ_pL(w^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | | 2 ≤ ‖PΨ_α‖^2 ‖ξ_pL(w^Λ)Ψ_α‖^2 ≲ ‖ξ_pL(w^Λ)Ψ_α‖^2

= D_α∑

n=1 n α^2 ∫ R^{3n} | |w^Λ(y_n)ξ_p(Y_n)Ψ_α(Y_{n−1}) | |^2 dY_n,

where we only consider n ≤ D_α := (‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ)α^2 + 1, since

supp(ξ_p) ∩ R^{3n} ⊆ Ω^{(n)}_{σ+κ} ∪ Ω^{(n−1)}_{σ+κ} × R^3 = ∅

in case n > D_α. By Eq. (8.2) we furthermore have

|ξ_p(Y_n)|= | |p· [ G(ρ_{Yn} ) − G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ] | |^2 | | | ∫_1 0 ∫_t 0 e^{isp·}[^{G(ρYn )−G(ρYn−1 )}]dsdt | | | ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 |p|^2 α^4 ( 1+min{|m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} )|, |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|} )_2 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≥ d ) , (8.11)

for any Y_n satisfying y_i ≠ y_j. Consequently

1 (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 | | | | ⟨ PΨ_α, ξ_pL(w^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | | ≲ (_∞ ∑ n=1 ∫ R^{3n} |w^Λ(y_n)|^2 ( 1 + |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} )| )_4 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≥ d ) |p|^4 α^8

|Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})|^2 dY_n

) 1_2

≤ |p|^2 α^4 ‖w^Λ‖ ⟨ Ψ_α, (1 + |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|)^4 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d ) Ψ_α

⟩ 1_2

L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) ≲ |p|^2 √ Λα^4 , where we have used that ‖w^Λ‖ ≲^{1√}_Λ , see Lemma 2.1. In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side of Eq. (8.10) we use again ‖PΨ_α‖ ≲ 1 and compute | | | | ⟨ Ψ_α, ξ_pL(w^Λ)PΨ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | | 2 ≲ ‖L(w^Λ)^∗ξ^∗_pΨ_α‖^2

= D_α∑

n=1 n α ∫ R^{3(n−1)} | | ∫ R^3

w^Λ(y_n)ξ^∗_p (Y_n)Ψ_α(Y_n)dy_n | |^2 dY_{n−1}

≲ ‖w^Λ‖^2 ∫ R^{3(n−1)} ∫ R^3 | |ξ^∗_p(Y_n)Ψ_α(Y_n) | |^2 dy_ndY_{n−1} ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 |p|^4 Λα^8 ⟨ Ψ_α, (1 + |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|)^4 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d ) Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 |p|^4 Λα^8 , where we have used Eq. (8.11) and Theorem 6.1 again in the last estimate. Regarding the third term on the right hand side of Eq. (8.10), we proceed in a similar fashion as we did for the first term and estimate | | | | ⟨ Ψ_α, [ξ_p, P]L(w^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | | ≲ ‖w^Λ‖ ‖[ξ_p, P]^∗Ψ_α‖ ≲ 1 √ Λ ‖[ξ_p, P]^∗Ψ_α‖ .

An explicit computation reveals that [ξ_p, P] is a multiplication operator given by

[ξ_p, P](Y_n) = i n∑ j=1 ∂_{yj} ξ_p(Y_n)

= −ip · [ G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) − G(ρ_{Yn} ) ] ∫^1 0 e^{itp·}[^{G(ρYn−1 )−G(ρYn )}]dt ( F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) − F (ρ_{Yn} ) ) p. Using Eq. (8.11) and | F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) − F (ρ_{Yn} ) | ≲^1_{α2} , see Eq. (8.1), and Theorem 6.1 yields ‖[ξ_p, P]^∗Ψ_α‖ ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞) |p|^2 α^4 ‖ ‖ ‖(1 + |m^q(χ ∗ ρ^Yn )|) χ (∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d ) Ψ_α ‖ ‖ ‖ ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞) |p|^2 α^4 . □ In the subsequent Lemma 8.3 we will analyse the residual terms

E_2 = ⟨ Ψ_α, ( ξ_p(Y_n) + 1 2 [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2) L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ),

E_3 = − 1 2 ⟨ Ψ_α,φ_η (Y_n) [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2

L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

introduced in Eq. (3.23) and Eq. (3.30) respectively.

Lemma 8.3. Let f : R^3 −→ R^3 be as in the definition of B in Eq. (3.5) and η = α^{−β} as in Eq. (3.25). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for Λ > 0 and η ≤ q |E_2| ≤ C (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^3 √ Λ|p|^3 α^6 , |E_3| ≤ C (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 √ Λ|p|^2 η^4α^8 .

Proof. Regarding the term E_2, note that we have

supp ( ξ_p(Y_n) + 1 2 [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2)

∩ R^{3n} ⊆ Ω^{(n)}_{σ+κ} ∪ Ω^{(n−1)}_{σ+κ} × R^3 =: A^n,

and therefore

|E_2| ≤ 2‖L(v^Λ)1_AΨ_α‖ ‖ ( ξ_p + 1 2 [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2)

Ψ_α‖. (8.12)

Using the fact that A^n = ∅ in case n > D_α := (‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ)α^2 + 1, we can easily estimate the first factor on the right hand side of Eq. (8.12) by

‖L(v^Λ)1_AΨ_α‖^2 ≤ D_α∑

n=1 n α^2 ∫ R^{3n} | |v^Λ(y_n)Ψ_α(Y_{n−1}) | |^2 dY_n ≲ ‖v^Λ‖^2 ≲Λ,

where we have used that ‖v^Λ‖^2 ≲ Λ, see Lemma 2.1. In order to estimate the second factor on the right hand side of Eq. (8.12), note that we have by Eq. (8.2) | |ξ_p(Y_n) + 1 2 [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 | | = | |p·[G(ρ_{Yn} ) − G(ρ_{Yn−1} )] | |^3 | | | ∫_1 0 ∫_t 0 ∫_s 0 e^{irp·}[^{G(ρYn )−G(ρYn−1 )}]drdsdt | | | ≤ |p|^3 | G(ρ_{Yn} ) − G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) |_3 ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^3 ( 1 + |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )| )_3 |p|3 α^6 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d )

for all Y_n with y_i ≠ y_j. Consequently, we obtain using Theorem 6.1 |E_2| ≲ √ Λ‖ ( ξ_p + 1 2 [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2)

Ψ_α‖ ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^3 √ Λ|p|^3 α^6 ‖ ‖ ( 1 + |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )| )_3

Ψ_α ‖ ‖ ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^3 √ Λ|p|^3 α^6 . Utilizing the fact that ‖1_{~A}φ_η ‖_∞ ≲^1_{η4 α4} , where ~A is the set of all Y_n such that G(ρ_{Yn} ) ≠ G(ρ_{Yn−1} ), see Lemma 8.1, we proceed similarly by |E_3| ≲ ‖v^Λ‖‖1_{~A}φ_η‖_∞‖ [ p·G(ρ_{Yn} ) − p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ]_2 Ψ_α‖ ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 √ Λ 1 η^4α^4 |p|^2 α^4 . □ Finally, we are going to derive estimates on the residual term

E_4 = − 1 2 ∫ R^3 ⟨ τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x)Ψ_α, ( F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) )

× ( p·G(ρ_{Yn} )p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} )p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) L(v^Λ)τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )+x) Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )dx

introduced in Eq. (3.31).

Lemma 8.4. Let f : R^3 −→ R^3 be as in the definition of B in Eq. (3.5). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that |E_4| ≤ C (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞) √ Λ|p|^2 α^6 . Proof. Let us introduce the function c(Y_n) as

c(Y_n) := 1 2 ∫ R^3

τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) τ_η ( m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} ) + x ) dx, which allows us to write

E_4 = − ⟨ Ψ_α, c(Y_n) ( F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) × ( p·G(ρ_{Yn} )p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} )p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) L(v^Λ)Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ).

Note that |c(Y_n)| ≤^1_2 for all Y_n ∈ R^{3n} , n ∈ N, and by Eq. (8.3) we obtain for y_i ≠ y_j |( p·G(ρ_{Yn} )p·B(ρ_{Yn} )−p·G(ρ_{Yn−1} )p·B(ρ_{Yn−1} ) )| ≤ C (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞) α^2 |p|^2 ( 1 + |m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn−1} )| )_2 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≥ d ) =: C|p|^2 α^2 ζ(Y_{n−1}). Consequently, |E_4|≲ |p|^2 α^2 D_α∑

n=1 √ n α ∫ R^{3n} | |F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) | | ζ(Y_{n−1})|v^Λ(y_n)| | |Ψα(Yn−1)Ψα(Yn) | | dYn

≲ |p|^2 α^2 D_α∑

n=1 ∫ R^{3n} | |F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) | | ζ(Y_{n−1})|v^Λ(y_n)| | |Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})Ψ_α(Y_n) | | dY_n

≤ |p|^2 α^2 ‖v^Λ‖ ‖ζ(Y_n)Ψ_α‖ ‖ ( F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) Ψ_α‖, (8.13)

where we only consider n ≤ D_α := (‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ)α^2 + 1, since

supp ( F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) ∩ R^{3n} ⊆ Ω^{(n)}_{σ+κ} ∪ Ω^{(n−1)}_{σ+κ} × R^3 = ∅

in case n > D_α. Making use of Theorem 6.1 we furthermore obtain

‖ζ(Y_n)Ψ_α‖^2 = (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} (1+|m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|)^4 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn−1} ≥ d ) |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n

≤ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} (1+|m_q(χ ∗ ρ_{Yn} )|)^4 χ (∫ dρ_{Yn} ≥ d ) |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n ≲ (‖f‖_∞ +‖∇f‖_∞)^2 . Finally, we note that | F (ρ_{Yn} ) − F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) | ≲^1_{α2} by Eq. (8.1) and F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ≠ 0 implies Y_n /∈ Ω σ−κ_{√2} or Y_{n−1} /∈ Ω σ−κ_{√2} . In both cases we have Y_n /∈ Ω σ−κ_{√2 −α}−2 ⊆ Ω σ−κ_{√2 −ϵ} for ϵ > 0 and α large enough and therefore ‖ ( F (ρ_{Yn} )−F (ρ_{Yn−1} ) ) Ψ_α‖^2 ≲ α^{−4} ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} \Ω^{(n)}_{σ−κ√} 2 −ϵ |Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n ≲α^{−8},

for ϵ small enough, see Lemma 7.5. This concludes the proof by Eq. (8.13), together with the fact that ‖v^Λ‖ ≲ √ Λ, see Lemma 2.1. □

9. Bose-Einstein Condensation

In the following we want to establish that the state Φ_α, defined in Eq. (3.27)

Φ_α(x; Y_n) = μ^{−1}_α τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )) F (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α(y_1 − x_1, . . . , y_n − x),

satisfies Bose-Einstein condensation, and as a consequence we are going to show that the typical empirical measures ρ_{Yn} of the phonon positions Y_n = (y_1, . . . , y_n) are close to the Pekar measure ρ^{Pek} = ρ_φPek with respect to the mollified total variation. As a first step, we are going to show in the subsequent Lemma 9.1 that the state Φ_α defined in Eq. (3.27) is a low energy state of the cut-off Hamiltonian H^K , or equivalently that Ψ_α = T^∗Φ_α, defined in Eq. (3.26)

Ψ_α(x; Y_n) = μ^{−1}_α τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) F (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α(Y_n),

is a low energy state of H^K_{1i ∇x} .

Lemma 9.1. Let K := α^s with^8_{29} < s ≤ 1. Then we have ⟨ Φ_α, H^K Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) ≤ E_α + α^{− 429} . (9.1)

Proof. As a first step we note that Ψ_α = T^∗Φ_α and T^∗H^K T = H^K_{1i ∇}, and therefore ⟨ Φ_α, H^K Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ⟨ Ψ_α, H^K1_{i ∇x} Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) . (9.2)

Using the localization functions F_1 := F and F_2 := √ 1 − F^2, we obtain by Lemma 7.3 for a suitable constant C > 0 2∑ j=1 ⟨F_j (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α, H_0 F_j (ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α⟩ ≤ E_α + Cα^{−4}.

Since H_0 ≥ E_α as an operator inequality, we obtain for the state ~Ψ_α := μ^{−1}_α F_1(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α,

with μ_α = ‖F_1(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖ = √ 1 − ‖F_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖^2 introduced below Eq. (3.26), the estimate ⟨ ~Ψ_α, H_0 ~Ψ_α ⟩ ≤ μ^{−2}_α ( E_α + Cα^{−4} − E_α‖F_2(ρ_{Yn} )Ψ_α‖^2 ) = E_α + Cα^{−4} μ^2_α ≤ E_α + 2Cα^{−4}, where we have used that μ^2_α = 1 − ⟨ Ψ_α, ( 1 − F (ρ_{Yn} )^2 ) Ψ_α ⟩ ≥^1_2 by Lemma 7.5. Together with Eq. (7.3) we obtain for a suitable constant C > 0 and α large enough ⟨ ~Ψ_α, H^K_0 ~Ψ_α ⟩ ≤ E_α + 1 2 α^{− 429} . (9.3)

In order to compute the term on the right hand side of Eq. (9.2), let us first write ⟨ Ψ_α, H^K1_{i ∇x} Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ‖ ‖(P − 1 i ∇_x ) Ψ_α ‖ ‖^2 + ⟨Ψ_α, N Ψ_α⟩

L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )

− 2Re ⟨ Ψ_α, L(v^K )Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) . (9.4)

We note that Ψ_α(x; Y_n) = τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x)~Ψ_α(Y_n), and that the operator τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) commutes with P −^1_i ∇, and therefore ‖ ‖(P − 1 i ∇_x ) Ψ_α ‖ ‖^2 = ‖ ‖τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) (P − 1 i ∇_x ) ~Ψ_α ‖ ‖^2 = ‖ ‖τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) P ~Ψ_α ‖ ‖^2

= ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} (∫ R^3

τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x)^2 dx ) |P ~Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n

= ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} |P ~Ψ_α(Y_n)|^2dY_n = ‖ ‖P ~Ψα ‖ ‖^2. (9.5)

In a similar fashion we have ⟨ Ψ_α, N Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) = ⟨ ~Ψ_α, N ~Ψ_α ⟩ F . (9.6)

Regarding ⟨ Ψ_α, L(v^K )Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ), recall the definition of φ_η in Eq. (3.29)

φ_η (Y_n) = ∫ R^3 [ τ_η ( m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} ) + x ) − τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} ) + x) ] τ_η ( m_η(ρ_{Yn−1} ) + x ) dx, and use the fact that 0 ≤ φ_η (Y_n) ≤^C_{η4} α^{−4} for a suitable constant C > 0 and Y_n in the support

of ~Ψ_α, see Lemma 8.1, in order to obtain | | | | ⟨ Ψ_α, L(v^K )Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) − ⟨ ~Ψ_α, L(v^K )~Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | | (9.7)

= | | | | ⟨ ~Ψ_α, φ_η (Y_n)L(v^K )~Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) | | | |

≤ C η^4 α^{−4} (‖φ^{Pek}‖^2+σ+κ)α^2 ∑ n=1 √ n α ∫ R^{3n} |Ψ_α(Y_n)| |Ψ_α(Y_{n−1})| | |v^K (y_n) | | dY_n ≲ η^{−4}α^{−4}‖v^K ‖ ≲ η^{−4}α^{−4} √ K. By our choice of η in Eq. (3.25) and the assumption K ≤ α, we obtain η^{−4}α^{−4} √ K ≤ 1 4 α^{− 429}

for a suitable constant C > 0 and α large enough. Combining Eq. (9.4), Eq. (9.5), Eq. (9.6) and Eq. (9.7) yields ⟨ Ψ_α, H^K1_{i ∇x} Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3× ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )≤ ‖ ‖P ~Ψα ‖ ‖^2+ ⟨ ~Ψ_α, N ~Ψ_α ⟩ F −2Re ⟨ ~Ψ_α, L(v^K )~Ψ_α ⟩ L^2 ( ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} )+ 1 2 α^{− 429}

= ⟨ ~Ψ_α, H^K_0 ~Ψ_α ⟩ F + 1 2 α^{− 429} .

This concludes the proof by Eq. (9.3). □

The following result, concerning the Weyl operator W_φPek with respect to the state φ^{Pek}, see Eq. (2.10), is a direct consequence of Lemma 9.1 and [4, Lemma 3.11], and establishes that Φ_α satisfies Bose-Einstein condensation.

Lemma 9.2. Let Φ_α be defined in Eq. (3.27). Then there exists a constant C > 0, such that ⟨ Φ_α, W^{−1}_{φPek} N W_φPek Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤ Cα^{− 229} . Proof. By Lemma 9.1, together with the trivial observation that E_α ≤ e^{Pek}, we have for K := α ⟨ Φ_α, H^K Φ_α ⟩ L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) ≤ E_α + α^{− 429} ≤ e^{Pek} + α^{− 429} ,

and furthermore note that supp(Φ_α) ⊆ R^3 × ( supp ( τ_η(m_η(ρ_{Yn} )) ) ∩ supp ( F )) , which especially implies that for all Y_n ∈ supp(Φ_α) ∫ dρ_{Yn} ≤ ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + σ + κ, |m_η(ρ_{Yn} )| ≤ η. Therefore, Φ_α satisfies the assumptions of [4, Lemma 3.11] with corresponding constants q := ϵ := α^{−β} ≤ α^{− 2}29 , see the definition of η in Eq. (3.25), which concludes the proof. □

With Lemma 9.2 at hand, we are in a position to verify that a typical empirical measure ρ_{Yn} is expected to be close to the Pekar measure ρ^{Pek} with respect to the mollified total variation.

Lemma 9.3. Let ρ^{Pek} be the Pekar measure dρ^{Pek} := |φ^{Pek}|^2dx and let Φ_α be defined in Eq. (3.27). Then there exists an ϵ > 0 such that for T ≥ 1 ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} ‖g_T ∗(ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV} (∫ R^3

|Φ_α(x; Y_n)|^2dx ) dY_n ≤ α^{−ϵ}T^{32} .

Proof. Let us introduce for R > 0 the notation φ_R : = χ(| · | ≤ R)φ^{Pek},

d~ρ_R : = | |φ^{Pek}_R | |^2 dx, g_{T,x}(y) : = g_T (y − x), and express the total variation between the convoluted measures as

‖g_T ∗(ρ_{Yn} − ~ρ_R)‖_{TV} = ∫ R^3 | | ∫ g_{T,x}dρ_{Yn} − ∫ g_{T,x}d~ρ_R | | dx. (9.8) Using an orthonormal basis {u_n : n ∈ N} and the notation G_{n,m}(x) : = ⟨u_m, g_{T,x}u_n⟩ , φ_{R,n} : = ⟨u_n, φ_R⟩ , b_n : = a(u_n) − φ_{R,n}, we can express by Eq. (2.4) for fixed x ∈ R^3 the multiplication operator by Y_n → ∫ g_{T,x}dρ_{Yn} , acting on the Hilbert space L^2 ( R^3 × ⋃ n∈N R^{3n} ) , as ∫ g_{T,x}dρ_{Yn} − ∫ g_{T,x}d~ρ_R = ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x) ( a^∗_na_m − φ_{R,n}φ_{R,m} )

= ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x) ( b^∗_nb_m + b^∗_nφ_{R,m} + φ_{R,n}b_m ) . By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we therefore obtain (∫ g_xdρ_{Yn} − ∫ g_xd~ρ_R )_2 ≤ 3 ( A_1 + A_2 + A_3 ) , with A_1 := (∑_∞ n,m=0 Gn,m(x)b ∗ nb_m )_2 and

A_2 : = ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x)b^∗_nφ_{R,m} ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x)φ_{R,n}b_m ,

A_3 : = ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x)φ_{R,n}b_m ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x)b^∗_nφ_{R,m} . Using the canonical commutation relations [b_m, b^∗_n] = α^{−2}δ_{m,n} we obtain A_3 = A_2 + α^{−2}‖g_{T,x}φ_R‖^2.

Furthermore, let G^′(x) : L^2 ( R^3 ) −→ L^2 ( R^3 ) be the rank one operator, defined in coordinates as G^′_{n,m}(x) = ⟨u_n, g_xφ_R⟩ ⟨u_m, g_xφ_R⟩. Clearly ‖G^′(x)‖_{op} = ‖g_{T,x}φ_R‖^2, and therefore

A_2 = ∞∑ n,m=0 G^′_{n,m}(x)b^∗_nb_m ≤ ‖g_{T,x}φ_R‖^2 ∞∑ n=0 b^∗_nb_n.

In the following let r > 0 be large enough such that supp(g) ⊆ B_r(0), and note that g_xφ_R = 0 in case |x| > R + r. Summarizing what we have so far yields for λ > 0 (∫ g_{T,x}dρ_{Yn} − ∫ g_{T,x}d~ρ_R )_2 ≤ 3 ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x)b^∗_nb_m 2 + 3‖g_{T,x}φ_R‖^2 ( 2 ∞∑ n=0 b^∗_nb_n + α^{−2} )

≤ 3 ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x)b^∗_nb_m 2 + 3λ‖g_{T,x}φ_R‖^4 + χ(|x|≤R+r)3λ^{−1} (_∞ ∑ n=0 b^∗_nb_n + α^{−2}

)_2

≤ 3 ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x)b^∗_nb_m + λ‖g_{T,x}φ_R‖^2 + λ^{−1}χ(|x|≤R+r) (_∞ ∑ n=0 b^∗_nb_n + α^{−2} ) 2 , where we have used in the last estimate that all the components ∑_∞ n,m=0 Gn,m(x)b ∗ nb_m, ‖g_{T,x}φ_R‖^2 and χ(|x|≤R+r) ( ∑_∞ n=0 b^∗_nb_n + 1) are non-negative and commute. Since the square root t → √ t is operator monotone, we therefore have by Eq. (9.8) ‖g_T ∗(ρ_{Yn} − ~ρ_R)‖_{TV} ≤ √ 3 ∫ R^3 ∞∑ n,m=0 G_{n,m}(x)b^∗_nb_m +λ‖g_{T,x}φ_R‖^2 +λ^{−1}χ(|x|≤R+r) (_∞ ∑ n=0 b^∗_nb_n +α^{−2} ) dx

= √ 3 ∞∑ n,m=0 (∫ R^3 G_{n,m}(x)dx ) b^∗_nb_m +λ ⟨ φ_R, ∫ R^3 g^2_{T,x}dx φ_R ⟩ +λ^{−1} 4π(R+r)^3 3 (_∞ ∑ n=0 b^∗_nb_n +α^{−2} ) . Using the fact that ∫ R^3 Gn,m(x)dx = ∫ R^3 gT (y)dyδn,m = δn,m, we obtain for a suitable constant

C > 0 and all R ≥ 1 the operator inequality ‖g∗(ρ_{Yn} − ~ρ_R)‖_{TV} ≤ C ( ( 1 + λ^{−1}R^3 )^∞∑ n=0 b^∗_nb_n + λT^3 + α^{−2}R^3 ) , where we have used ∫ R^3 g 2 T,xdx = T^3‖g‖^2. Furthermore, note that for a suitable C > 0

‖g∗(ρ_{Yn} −ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV} ≤ ‖g∗(ρ_{Yn} − ~ρ_R)‖_{TV} + ‖g∗(ρ^{Pek} − ~ρ_R)‖_{TV} ≤ ‖g∗(ρ_{Yn} − ~ρ_R)‖_{TV} + C R and_∞ ∑ n=0 b^∗_nb_n ≤ 2 ∞∑ n=0 ( a(u_n) − φ^{Pek}_n )_∗ ( a(u_n) − φ^{Pek}_n ) + 2‖φ^{Pek} − φ_R‖^2

≤ 2 ∞∑ n=0 ( a(u_n) − φ^{Pek}_n )_∗ ( a(u_n) − φ^{Pek}_n ) + C R , see Lemma 2.1, and ∞∑ n=0 ( a(u_n) − φ^{Pek}_n )_∗ ( a(u_n) − φ^{Pek}_n ) = W^{−1}_{φPek} N W_φPek ,

where W_φPek is the Weyl operator defined in Eq. (2.10). Consequently ∞∑ n=0 ∫ R^{3n} ‖g∗(ρ_{Yn} − ρ^{Pek})‖_{TV} (∫ R^3

|Φ_α(x; Y_n)|^2dx ) dY_n ≤ 2C ( 1 + λ^{−1}R^3 )⟨ Φ_α, W^{−1}_{φPek} N W_φPek Φ_α ⟩ + 2C ( λT^3 + α^{−2}R^3 + R^{−1} ) . By our choice of η and Lemma 9.2 there exist κ, C > 0 such that ⟨ Φ_α, W^{−1}_{φPek} N W_φPek Φ_α ⟩ ≤ Cα^{−κ}.

Optimizing in λ and R concludes the proof. □

Finally, let us show in the following Lemma 9.4 that the state Φ_α is close to a tensor state of the form ψ^{Pek} ⊗ Φ^′_α for some Φ^′_α ∈ F.

Lemma 9.4. Recall the definition of ψ^{Pek} and Q^{Pek} from Subsection 2.3, and let

Q^{Pek}_∗ := Q^{Pek} ⊗ 1_F .

Furthermore let Φ_α be the state defined in Eq. (3.27). Then there exist C, ϵ > 0 such that ‖Q^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α‖ ≤ Cα^{−ϵ}. Proof. Combining Eq. (9.1), for K := α, and the trivial observation that E_α ≤ e^{Pek} yields

⟨Φ_α, −Δ_xΦ_α⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} + ⟨Φ_α, N Φ_α⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} − 2Re ⟨ Φ_α, a(v^K_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F (9.9) = ⟨ Φ_α, H^K Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤ e

Pek + α^{− 429} .

In order to analyse the term ⟨ Φ_α, a(v^K_x )Φ_α ⟩ , let us define the operators

b_j : = a(u_n) − ⟨ u_n, φ^{Pek} ⟩ , ~N : =^∞ ∑ j=0 b^∗_j b_j = W^{−1}_{φPek} N W_φPek ,

where {u_n : n ∈ N} is an orthonormal basis of L^2 ( R^3 ) and W_φPek is the Weyl transformation introduced in Eq. (2.10). With this at hand we can write ⟨ Φ_α, a(v^K_x )Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F = ⟨ Φ_α, ⟨ v^K_x , φ^{Pek} ⟩ Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F + ∞∑ j=0 ⟨ v^K_x , u_j ⟩ ⟨Φ_α, b_j Φ_α⟩_{L2(R3 )⊗F} .

(9.10)

Since φ^{Pek} = | |ψ^{Pek} | |^2 ∗ v and ψ^{Pek} ∈ H^2(R^3 ), see [13, 21], we have ‖ ‖|k|^2 ^ |ψ^{Pek}|^2(k) ‖ ‖ ∞ < ∞ and sup_{x∈R3} | |⟨v_x, φ_{Pek}⟩−⟨v_{Kx} , φ_{Pek}⟩ | |≲ ∫ |k|>K | | ^ |ψ^{Pek}|^2(k) | | |^v(k)|^2dk ≲ ∫ |k|>K |k|^{−4}dk ≲ 1 K =α^{−1}. Defining the multiplication operator V (x) := −2Re ⟨ v_x, φ^{Pek} ⟩ acting on L^2 ( R^3 ) , there consequently exists a constant C > 0 such that

−2Re ⟨ Φ_α, ⟨ v^K_x , φ^{Pek} ⟩ Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

≥ ⟨Φ_α, V ⊗ 1_F Φ_α⟩ − C α . (9.11)

Regarding the second term in Eq. (9.10), let us define for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} the elements

~w^K_x := χ(1 ≤ |∇| ≤ K) iΔ ∇v_x and compute in analogy to Lemma 2.1

v^K_x = v^1_x + [ 1 i ∇_x, ~w^K_x ] , see also [18]. Following the approach in [4, Section 2] we have for λ > 0 the estimates Re ∞∑ j=0 ⟨ v^1_x, u_j ⟩ b_j ≤ λ‖v^1‖^2 + λ^{−1} ~N ,

Re ∞∑ j=0 [ 1 i ∇_x, ⟨ ~w^K_x , u_j ⟩ b_j ] ≤ −λΔ_x + λ^{−1}‖ ~w^K ‖^2 ( ~N + α^{−2} ) .

Using that ‖v^1‖ ≲ 1 and ‖ ~w^K ‖^2 ≤ ‖w^K ‖^2 ≲ 1, see Lemma 2.1, as well as ⟨ Φ_α, ~N Φ_α ⟩ ≤ Cα^{−κ}, see Lemma 9.2, and

⟨Φ_α,−Δ_xΦ_α⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} ≤ ⟨ Φ_α,(H^K +C)Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤e

Pek +C +α^{− 429},

see Eq. (7.2) and Eq. (9.9), we obtain for suitable C, κ > 0

− Re ∞∑ j=0 ⟨ v^K_x , u_j ⟩ ⟨Φ_α, b_j Φ_α⟩_{L2(R3 )⊗F}

≥ λ‖v^1‖^2 + λ^{−1}α^{−2} + λ^{−1} ( 1 + ‖w^K ‖^2 ) ⟨ Φ_α, ~N Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F

+ λ ⟨Φ_α,−Δ_xΦ_α⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} ≥ −Cλ − Cλ^{−1}α^{−κ} = −2Cα^{− κ2} , (9.12) where we have optimized in λ in the last identity. In a similar fashion we obtain

⟨Φ_α, N Φ_α⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} ≥ ‖φ^{Pek}‖ − Cα^{− κ2} . (9.13)

Combining Eq. (9.9), Eq. (9.10), Eq. (9.11), Eq. (9.12) and Eq. (9.13), and defining the operator

h := −Δ_x + V

acting on L^2 ( R^3 ) , yields for suitable constants C, κ > 0

⟨Φ_α, h ⊗ 1_F Φ_α⟩_L2_{(R}3_{)⊗F} ≤ e^{Pek} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + Cα^{−κ}. (9.14)

Note that by the variational definition of e^{Pek} in Eq. (2.14), it is clear that e^{Pek} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 < 0 is the ground state energy of h with the unique ground state ψ^{Pek}, and since the essential spectrum of h is given by [0, ∞), there exists a δ > 0 such that

σ(h) ∩ (e^{Pek} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − δ, e^{Pek} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + δ) = {e^{Pek} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2},

or equivalently

h ≥ e^{Pek} − ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 + δQ^{Pek}.

Together with Eq. (9.14) we obtain

‖Q^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α‖^2 = ⟨ Φ_α, Q^{Pek}_∗ Φ_α ⟩ L^2(R^3 )⊗F ≤ C δ α^{−κ}. □ Appendix A. Properties of the Semi-Classical minimizers

In the following we are going to prove the properties of the semi-classical minimizers (ψ^{Pek}, φ^{Pek}) and the truncated interaction terms v^Λ and w^Λ stated in Lemma 2.1. For the readers convenience, we are going to display the claimed identities and estimates again

|ψ^{Pek}|^2 ∗ v = φ^{Pek}, (A.1)

v = v^Λ + 1 i ∇ · w^Λ, (A.2) ‖ ‖v^Λ ‖ ‖ ≤ CΛ^1_2 , ‖ ‖w^Λ ‖ ‖ ≤ CΛ^{− 1}_2 , (A.3) ‖ ‖χ(|∇| > Λ) φ_{Pek} ‖ ‖ ≤ CΛ_−^1_2 , (A.4) ‖ ‖χ(|y| > R) φ_{Pek} ‖ ‖ ≤ CR_−^1_2 , (A.5) ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂_{yj} φ^{Pek} φ^{Pek} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞ + ‖ ‖ ‖∂y_k ∂_{yj} φ^{Pek} φ^{Pek} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞ + ‖ ‖ ‖∂y_ℓ ∂y_k ∂_{yj} φ^{Pek} φ^{Pek} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞ < ∞. (A.6)

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Eq. (A.2) follows immediately from the operator identity 1 = χ(|∇| ≤ Λ) + χ(|∇| > Λ) = χ(|∇| ≤ Λ) + ( 1 i ∇ · i∇ Δ ) χ(|∇| > Λ), where we have used Δ = ∇ · ∇. Furthermore, note that φ^{Pek} minimizes the energy functional

φ → E^{Pek}(ψ^{Pek}, φ) = ‖ ‖∇ψ_{Pek} ‖ ‖^2 − ‖ ‖|ψ_{Pek}|_2 ∗ v ‖ ‖^2 + ‖ ‖φ − |ψ_{Pek}|_2 ∗ v ‖ ‖^2 , which obtains its unique minimum at φ = |ψ^{Pek}|^2 ∗ v, hence φ^{Pek} = |ψ^{Pek}|^2 ∗ v. Regarding the proof of Eq. (A.3) note that the Fourier transformation of v^Λ and w^Λ are given by

^v^Λ(k) = (2π)^{− 12} χ(|k| ≤ Λ)|k|^{−1}, ^w^Λ(k) = (2π)^{− 12} χ(|k| > Λ)|k|^{−3}k.

Consequently, ‖ ‖v^Λ ‖ ‖^2 = (2π)^{−1} ∫ R^3 χ(|k| ≤ Λ)|k|^{−2}dk = 2Λ, ‖ w^Λ ‖_2 = (2π)^{−1} ∫ R^3 χ(|k| > Λ)|k|^{−4}dk = 2Λ^{−1}. When it comes to Eq. (A.4), we compute ‖ ‖χ(|∇| > Λ) φ^{Pek} ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖χ(|∇| > Λ) |ψ^{Pek}|^2 ∗ v ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖|ψ^{Pek}|^2 ∗ ( ∇ · w^Λ )‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ( ∇|ψ^{Pek}|^2 ) ∗ w^Λ ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖∇|ψ^{Pek}|^2‖_L1_{(R}3_)‖w^Λ‖ ≤ ‖ψ^{Pek}‖‖∇ψ^{Pek}‖‖w^Λ‖.

Since ψ^{Pek} ∈ H^1 ( R^3 ) and ‖w^Λ‖ ≤ CΛ^{− 1}2 by Eq. (A.3), this concludes the proof of Eq. (A.4).

Using Eq. (A.1) we clearly have

φ^{Pek}(x) = π^{− 32} ∫ R^3

ψ^{Pek}(y)^2 |x − y|^2 dy ≥ π^{− 32} ∫ R^3

χ(|y| ≤ 1)ψ^{Pek}(y)^2dy 1 (|x| + 1)^2

. (A.7)

By [13] we know that φ^{Pek}, ψ^{Pek} > 0, hence Eq. (A.7) implies that for a suitable c > 0

φ^{Pek}(y) ≥ c (1 + |y|)^2 . Consequently, both Eq. (A.5) and Eq. (A.6) follows once we have established

φ^{Pek}(y) + |∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}(y)| + |∂_{yk} ∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}(y)| + |∂_{yℓ} ∂_{yk} ∂_{yj} φ^{Pek}(y)| ≤ C (1 + |y|)^2

for a suitable C > 0. Again by Eq. (A.1), it is enough to verify that the functions

ψ^{Pek}(y), ∂_{yj} ψ^{Pek}(y), ∂_{yk} ∂_{yj} ψ^{Pek}(y), ∂_{yℓ} ∂_{yk} ∂_{yj} ψ^{Pek}(y) (A.8)

are bounded from above by Ce^{−γ|y|} for suitable constants γ, C > 0. In the case of ψ^{Pek} this has been verified in [21], and furthermore we know by [13] that ψ^{Pek} ∈ C^∞(R^3 ). Since the function ψ^{Pek} is radial, i.e.

ψ^{Pek}(y) = ψ^{Pek}_∗ (|y|), (A.9)

the exponential decay of the functions in Eq. (A.8) follows from the exponential decay of

ψ^{Pek}, ∇ψ^{Pek}, Δψ^{Pek}, Δ ( ∇ψ^{Pek} ) . In order to verify the exponential decay of Δψ^{Pek}, note that ψ^{Pek} as the ground state of the operator −Δ_x − 2v ∗ Reφ^{Pek} satisfies the equation

Δψ^{Pek} = 2 ( v ∗ ( v ∗ |ψ^{Pek}|^2 ) + ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − e^{Pek} ) ψ^{Pek}. (A.10)

Since we already know that ψ^{Pek} decays exponentially, it follows that v ∗(v ∗|ψ^{Pek}|^2) is bounded and therefore the right hand side of Eq. (A.10) decays exponentially. Equivalently, we obtain that the function ψ^{Pek}_∗ in Eq. (A.9) satisfies for suitable C, γ > 0 | | | 1 r^2 ∂_r ( r^2∂_rψ^{Pek}_∗ )| | ≤ Ce^{−γr}. Since ψ^{Pek}_∗ decays exponentially as well, we obtain by interpolation that |∇ψ^{Pek}(y)| = |∂_rψ^{Pek}_∗ (|y|)| satisfies an exponential decay. Taking the gradient of Eq. (A.10) furthermore yields

Δ∇ψ^{Pek} = 2 ( v ∗ ( v ∗ |ψ^{Pek}|^2 ) + ‖φ^{Pek}‖^2 − e^{Pek} ) ∇ψ^{Pek} + 4 ( v ∗ ( v ∗ ( ψ^{Pek}∇ψ^{Pek} ))) ψ^{Pek}.

Since ψ^{Pek}∇ψ^{Pek} decays exponentially it is clear that v ∗ ( v ∗ ( ψ^{Pek}∇ψ^{Pek} )) is bounded. Furthermore, we have already seen that v ∗ ( v ∗ |ψ^{Pek}|^2 ) is bounded and that ∇ψ^{Pek} as well as ψ^{Pek} decay exponentially, which concludes the proof. □

Acknowledgments Funding from the ERC Advanced Grant ERC-AdG CLaQS, grant agreement n. 834782, is gratefully acknowledged. Furthermore, the author would like to thank David Mitrouskas and Robert Seiringer for fruitful discussions.

References

[1] R. Bazaes, C. Mukherjee, M. Sellke and S. Varadhan. Effective mass of the Fröhlich Polaron and the Landau-Pekar-Spohn conjecture. arXiv 2307.13058, 2023.

[2] V. Betz and S. Polzer. Effective mass of the Polaron: a lower bound. Communications in Mathematical Physics 399, 173–188, 2023.

[3] M. Brooks and R. Seiringer. Validity of Bogoliubov’s approximation for translation- invariant Bose gases.

Probability and Mathematical Physics 3, 939–1000, 2022.

[4] M. Brooks and R. Seiringer. The Fröhlich Polaron at Strong Coupling: Part I—The Quantum Correction to the Classical Energy. Communications in Mathematical Physics 404, 287–337, 2023.

[5] M. Brooks and R. Seiringer. The Fröhlich Polaron at Strong Coupling: Part II— Energy-Momentum Relation and Effective Mass. Publications mathématiques de l’IHÉS 2024.

[6] M. Donsker and S. Varadhan. Asymptotics for the polaron. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics 36, 505–528, 1983.

[7] W. Dybalski and H. Spohn. Effective Mass of the Polaron—Revisited. Annales Henri Poincaré 21, 1573– 1594, 2020.

[8] D. Feliciangeli, S. Rademacher and R. Seiringer. The effective mass problem for the Landau-Pekar equations.

Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 55, 2022. [9] R. Feynman. Statistical Mechanics, Benjamin, Reading (1972).

[10] H. Fröhlich. Theory of electrical breakdown in ionic crystals. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 160, 230–241, 1937. [11] T. Lee, F. Low and D. Pines. The motion of slow electrons in a polar crystal. Physical Review 90, 297, 1953. [12] L. Landau and S. Pekar. Effective Mass of a Polaron. Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 18, 419–423, 1948. [13] E. Lieb. Existence and uniqueness of the minimizing solution of Choquard’s nonlinear equation. Studies in Applied Mathematics 57, 93–105, 1977.

[14] M. Lewin, P. Nam, S. Serfaty, and J. Solovej. Bogoliubov spectrum of interacting Bose gases. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics 68, 413–471, 2015.

[15] E. Lieb and R. Seiringer. Divergence of the Effective Mass of a Polaron in the Strong Coupling Limit.

Journal of Statistical Physics 180, 23–33, 2020.

[16] E. Lieb and J. Solovej. Ground state energy of the one-component charged Bose gas. Communications in Mathematical Physics 217, 127–163, 2001.

[17] E. Lieb and L. Thomas. Exact ground state energy of the strong-coupling polaron. Communications in Mathematical Physics 183, 511–519, 1997.

[18] E. Lieb and K. Yamazaki. Ground-State Energy and Effective Mass of the Polaron. Physical Review 111, 728–733, 1958.

[19] T. Miyao. Nondegeneracy of ground states in nonrelativistic quantum field theory. Journal of Operator Theory 64, 207–241, 2010.

[20] D. Mitrouskas, K. Myśliwy, and R. Seiringer. Optimal parabolic upper bound for the energy-momentum relation of a strongly coupled polaron. Forum of Mathematics, Sigma 11, 1–52, 2023.

[21] V. Moroz and J. Schaftingen. Ground states of nonlinear Choquard equations: Existence, qualitative properties and decay asymptotics. Journal of Functional Analysis 265, 153–184, 2013.

[22] C. Mukherjee and S. Varadhan. Identification of the Polaron Measure I: Fixed Coupling Regime and the Central Limit Theorem for Large Times. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics 73, 350–383, 2020.

[23] S. Polzer. Renewal approach for the energy-momentum relation of the Fröhlich polaron. Letters in Mathematical Physics 113, 90, 2023.

[24] M. Sellke. Almost Quartic Lower Bound for the Fröhlich Polaron’s Effective Mass via Gaussian Domination.

arXiv 2212.14023, 2022.

[25] H. Spohn. Effective mass of the polaron: A functional integral approach. Annals of Physics 175, 278–318, 1987.