arXiv:2501.15803v1 [math-ph] 27 Jan 2025

Exponential Control of Excitations for Trapped BEC in the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime

Nils Behrmann^∗ Christian Brennecke^∗ Simone Rademacher^†

February 3, 2025

Abstract

We consider trapped Bose gases in three dimensions in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime whose low energy states are well known to exhibit Bose-Einstein condensation. That is, the majority of the particles occupies the same condensate state. We prove exponential control of the number of particles orthogonal to the condensate state, generalizing recent results from [27] for translation invariant systems.

1 Introduction and Main Result

1.1 Introduction

Bose gases stand out for a special property: at low temperature, they perform a phase transition in which the majority of the Bose gas’ particles condense into the same quantum state, called Bose-Einstein condensate. Since its theoretical prediction by Bose and Einstein [13, 16] and its first experimental observations [1, 20], it is of great interest to understand this phenomenon mathematically. The goal of the present paper is to contribute to this understanding and our main result is to prove exponential control of the number of particles that are not in the Bose-Einstein condensate, the so called orthogonal excitations, in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit. Our result generalizes earlier results from [27] for translation invariant systems on the unit torus to physically more realistic systems of trapped Bose gases in R^3 , modelling experimental setups as in [1, 20].

The state of N bosons in R^3 is described by a normalized vector in L^2_s(R^{3N} ), the symmetric wave functions in L^2(R^{3N} ). We describe the energy by the Hamiltonian

H_N = N∑ j=1 ( − Δ_{xj} + V_{ext}(x_j ) ) + ∑ 1≤i<j≤N N^2V (N(x_i − x_j)). (1.1)

∗Institute for Applied Mathematics, University of Bonn, Endenicher Allee 60, 53115 Bonn, Germany †Department of Mathematics, LMU Munich, Theresienstr. 39, 80333 Munich, Germany

Its characteristic is that the two-body interaction potential N^2V (N·) scales with the total number of particles N of the system and the scaling is chosen such that its scattering length a is of order N^{−1}: The potential V ’s scattering length a is defined by

8πa = ∫ R^3 dx V (x)f(x), (1.2) where f denotes the solution to the zero-energy scattering equation ( − 2Δ + V ) f = 0 (1.3)

with boundary condition f(x) → 1 as |x| → ∞. Rescaling (1.2), eq. (1.3) implies that the scattering length of the scaled potential N^2V (N·) is aN^{−1}.

As shown in [24, 22], systems as in (1.1) admit an effective description through the Gross-Pitaevskii theory: in the limit N → ∞, the leading order contribution to the ground state energy E_N of H_N is described by the mimimum lim N→∞ N^{−1}E_N = inf_{‖φ‖=1} E_{GP}(φ)

of the Gross-Pitaevskii energy functional E_{GP}, defined by

E_{GP}(φ) = ∫ R^3 dx ( |∇φ|^2 + V_{ext}|φ|^2 + 4πa|φ|^4 ) . (1.4)

Moreover, the normalized ground state ψ_N of H_N exhibits complete BEC into the unique normalized, strictly positive minimizer φ_{GP} of E_{GP}. Mathematically, this means that the number of particles orthogonal to the condensate, counted by the operator

N_{⊥φGP} = N∑ i=1 Q_i, where Q = 1 − |φ_{GP}⟩⟨φ_{GP}|, (1.5)

is negligible with regards to the total number N of particles, in the limit N → ∞. Here, Q_i = 1 · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗ Q ⊗ 1 · · · 1 is the operator that acts on the i-th particle as the operator Q and as identity on the remaining particles. The main result of [22] is that lim N→∞ N^{−1}⟨ψ_N , N_{⊥φGP} ψ_N ⟩ = 0. (1.6)

This was generalized in [23] and later, with different tools, in [26] to approximate ground states. More recent work [25, 11] (see also [9, Appendix D]) improved (1.6) quantitatively by showing that ⟨ψ_N , N_{⊥φGP} ψ_N ⟩ = O(1), which is optimal. In fact, it turns out that

⟨ψ_N , N^k_{⊥φGP} ψ_N ⟩ = O(1) (1.7)

for every fixed k ∈ N. This was proved recently in [12] in the context of the derivation of Bogoliubov’s effective theory, generalizing previous work for translation invariant systems [5, 6, 7, 8, 2]; see also [17, 28, 14].

Viewing N_{⊥φGP} as a random variable with regards to the spectral measure induced by ψ_N , the moment bound (1.7) implies that the probability of finding more than n > 0 excited particles in the ground state decays at least with a rate 1/n^k, as n → ∞ (see also Remarks 1.5 & 1.6 below). Our main result improves this and shows that this probability decays exponentially in n, based on an exponential moment bound on N_{⊥φGP} . Such bounds are relevant for the analysis of the large deviations of N_{⊥φGP} (viewed as the sum of the N identically distributed, weakly dependent random variables Q_i) recently studied in other settings in [27, 30, 31].

1.2 Main Result

Our main result is proved within the framework of [11, 12]. In particular, we make use of the main result of [11] and this requires us to set up the following assumptions:

Assumption 1.1. We assume that V, V_{ext} : R^3 → R satisfy:

(i) V ∈ L^3(R^3 ) is radial, compactly supported and V (x) ≥ 0 for a.e. x ∈ R^3 ,

(ii) V_{ext} ∈ C^1(R^3 ) is such that V_{ext}(x) → ∞ as |x| → ∞, ∇V_{ext} has at most exponential growth as |x| → ∞ and there exists a constant C > 0 such that V_{ext}(x + y) ≤ C ( V_{ext}(x) + C )( V_{ext}(y) + C ) for every x, y ∈ R^3 .

Based on Assumption 1.1, it was proved in [11, Theorem 1.1] that for some C > 0

H_N ≥ NE_{GP}(φ_{GP}) + C^{−1}N_{⊥φGP} − C. (1.8)

The bound (1.8) is an essential ingredient in the proof of our following main result.

Theorem 1.2. Let V, V_{ext} satisfy Assumption 1.1, let ζ > 0 and denote by E_N the ground state energy of H_N , defined in (1.1). Then, there exist a constant C > 0 such that for all normalized vectors ψ_N = 1_{(−∞,EN +ζ]}(H_N )ψ_N , ‖ψ_N ‖ = 1, in the spectral subspace of H_N with energies below E_N + ζ and for all κ > 0 sufficiently small, we have

⟨ψ_N , exp(κN_{⊥φGP} )ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C. (1.9)

Remark 1.3 (Moment and Exponential Moment Bounds). The proof of (1.9) is based on a refinement of a commutator argument from [6, 7, 12] that implies uniform moment control (1.7) on low-energy spectral subspaces of H_N . One possibility to proceed here is to refine the moment bounds (1.7) from [12] to bounds of the form ⟨ψ_N , N^k_{⊥φGP} ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C^k_ζ k! for some constant C_ζ that is independent of N and ψ_N (cf. also [27, Remark 1.1]). This was recently implemented in detail in the master thesis [4]. In this paper, we present a simplified and streamlined version of the method. Our proof combines the analysis of [11, 12] with a similar argument as in [27] which proves bounds like (1.9) for translation invariant systems in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit. Compared to [27], whose bounds are proved for normalized eigenfunctions ψ_N of H_N with low energies E_N + ζ for some ζ > 0, our bounds are proved directly in the spectral subspace of H_N with energies up to E_N + ζ. To illustrate our main argument in a simple context, we briefly outline the proof of an analogue of Theorem 1.2 for translation invariant mean field systems in Section 2 (for a direct comparison of our method with that of [27], cf. [27, Section 1.2]). This gives an alternative proof of a comparable result proved previously in [18] (see also [19] for inhomogeneous mean field systems).

Remark 1.4 (Moment generating function). For the translation invariant setting on the unit torus, the exponential bounds in [27] of the form (1.9) were further improved: recently, [31] established an explicit expression for the moment generating function of the number of excitations N_{⊥φGP} in the large particle limit. More precisely, [31] shows that there exists λ_0 > 0 such that lim N→∞ ⟨ψ_N , exp(λN_{⊥φGP} )ψ_N ⟩ = e^{Λ(λ)} (1.10)

for all |λ| ≤ λ_0. The convex rate function Λ : (−λ_0, λ_0) → R is explicitly given in terms of the scattering length a and moreover, serves as a moment generating function, i.e. lim N→∞ ⟨ψ_N , N^k_{⊥φGP} ψ_N ⟩ = d^k dλ^k e^{Λ(λ)} | | |_{λ=0} . (1.11)

Thus, asymptotically any moment of N_{⊥φGP} can be computed through taking derivatives of Λ, in particular recovering back earlier results on asymptotic formulas for the first [7] and, respectively, second moment [27].

The arguments in [31] build on a rigorous version of Bogoliubov’s theory [7] that is technically easier to formulate and verify on the unit torus compared to the trapped setting considered in this paper. Based on [28, 12], however, we expect similar results as (1.10), (1.11) in the trapped setting, too.

Remark 1.5 (Probabilistic interpretation). From the first principles of quantum mechanics, a normalized wave function ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(R^{3N} ) defines a probability distribution: similarly as in (1.5), we define for a self-adjoint one-particle operator O on L^2(R^3 ) the N-particle operator O_i as the operator acting as O and the i-th particle and as identity on the remaining N − 1 particles. Then by the spectral calculus, the operator O_i gives rise to a random variable with law P_{ψN} [ O_i ∈ A ] = ⟨ψ_N , 1_A(O_i)ψ_N ⟩ for every A ∈ B(R) .

Within the framework of this probabilistic approach, first studied in the dynamical setting in [3], central limit theorems for bosons in Gross-Pitaevskii regime were proven for the equilibrium [32, 29] and the dynamics [15].

In the probabilistic interpretation, Theorem 1.2 implies an upper bound on the large deviations for the random variable N_{⊥φGP} = ∑_N i=1 Q_i: Markov’s inequality and Theorem 1.2 show that there exists κ > 0 such that for everty 0 ≤ n ≤ N and ψ_N = 1_{(−∞,EN +ζ]}ψ_N P_{ψN} [ N_{⊥φGP} ≥ n ] ≤ e^{−κn} . (1.12)

In other words , Theorem 1.2 shows that the probability of finding n particles outside the condensate decays exponentially in n.

Remark 1.6 (Large deviations). For the Bose gas on the unit torus, the decay rate of (1.12) can be further refined by using the asymptotic formula (1.10) for the moment generating function. Based on [31], it follows that

lim inf N→∞ log P_{ψN} [ N_{⊥φGP} ≥ n ] ≤ inf_{0≤λ≤λ0} [ − λn + Λ(λ) ] , (1.13)

and expanding the r.h.s. for small λ > 0 shows that

lim inf N→∞ log P_{ψN} [ N_{⊥φGP} ≥ n ] ≤ inf_{0≤λ≤λ0} [ − λ(n − μ) + σ^2λ^2 2 + O(λ^3) ] . (1.14)

where μ = lim_{N→∞}⟨ψ_N , N_{⊥φGP} ψ_N ⟩ and σ^2 = lim_{N→∞}⟨ψ_N , N^2_{⊥φGP} ψ_N ⟩ denote the asymptotic mean and, respectively, variance of N_{⊥φGP} . In other words, the characterization (1.10) and the convexity of the rate function Λ imply a large deviation bound similar to Hoeffding’s inequality from probability. Let us also remark that (1.14) recovers similar large deviation estimates derived earlier in [27]. We expect that bounds analogous to (1.13) hold true in the trapped setting as well, but we leave this open for possible future work.

1.3 Structure of the paper

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we illustrate the main strategy of our proof of Theorem 1.2 in the simplified mean-field scaling. In Section 3 we explain how to extend these ideas from the mean-field regime to the more challenging Gross-Pitaevskii regime and we prove Theorem 1.2 based on our technical key result. The proof of this latter result is carried out in the last Section 4. At several steps, we make use of various properties of the Gross-Pitaevskii functional and its minimizer which we recall for completeness in Appendix A.

2 Exponential Moment Bound for Mean Field Bosons

In this section, we prove an analogue of Theorem 1.2 in the simplified setting of translation invariant mean field systems. In this setting, it is straightforward to obtain exponential control of the orthogonal excitations around the condensate based on a simple commutator argument. Although the proof of Theorem 1.2 is technically substantially more difficult than the proof of Theorem 2.1 below, the overall strategy is conceptually similar. We therefore include the present section for illustrative purposes.

Consider N bosons moving in T^3 whose states are described by normalized wave functions in L^2_s(T^{3N} ) and whose energies are described by the Hamilton operator

H^{mf}_N = N∑ i=1 −Δ_{xi} + 1 N ∑ 1≤i<j≤N v(x_i − x_j). (2.1)

Following [33], we assume that v ∈ C(T^3) has a positive Fourier transform, that is ^v(p) = ∫ T^3 dx e −ipxv(x) ≥ 0 for every p ∈ Λ∗ = 2πZ3. In terms of the standard bosonic

creation and annihilation operators a^∗_p, a_p, for p ∈ Λ^∗, that create and, respectively, annihilate a plane wave x → φ_p(x) = e^{ipx} ∈ L^2(T^3) of momentum p ∈ Λ^∗ (see (3.1) in Section 3 for more details) , we have that

H^{mf}_N = ∑ p∈Λ^∗ |p|^2a^∗_pa_p + 1 N ∑ p,q,r∈Λ^∗ ^v(r)a^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{q−r}a_pa_q.

As explained in detail in [33], H^{mf}_N is bounded from below by

H^{mf}_N ≥ N 2 ^v(0) + ∑ p∈Λ^∗ |p|^2a^∗_pa_p − C ≥ N 2 ^v(0) + N_+ − C, (2.2)

where we denote by N_+ = ∑ p∈Λ^∗_+ a ∗ pa_p, Λ^∗_+ = Λ^∗ \ {0}, the number of orthogonal excitations around the constant condensate wave function φ_0 = 1_{|T}3 ∈ L^2(T^3). Testing H^{mf}_N with regards to φ^{⊗N}_0 , (2.2) implies that E^{mf}_N = inf σ ( H^{mf}_N ) is equal to E^{mf}_N = N 2 ^v(0) + O(1) and that every normalized, approximate ground state ψ_N that satisfies

⟨ψ_N , H^{mf}_N ψ_N ⟩ ≤ E^{mf}_N + ζ,

exhibits complete BEC into φ_0 with bounded number of excitations N_+, that is

⟨ψ_N , N_+ψ_N ⟩ ≤ ⟨ψ_N , (H^{mf}_N − E^{mf}_N )ψ_N ⟩ + C ≤ C + ζ.

The following theorem improves the last bound by showing that not only the first, but also an exponential moment of N_+ is of order one, uniformly on spectral subspaces of low energy. This is an analogue of Theorem 1.2 in the simplified mean field setting.

Theorem 2.1. Let ζ > 0 and denote by E^{mf}_N the ground state energy of H^{mf}_N , defined in (2.1). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all normalized vectors ψ_N = 1_{(−∞,E}mf_{N +ζ]}(H^{mf}_N )ψ_N , ‖ψ_N ‖ = 1 and every κ > 0 sufficiently small, we have that ⟨ψ_N , e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C. Proof. Denote by

Q_ζ = 1_{(−∞,E}mf_{N +ζ]}(H^{mf}_N ) ( L^2_s(T^{3N} ) ) ∩ { ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(T^{3N} ) : ‖ψ_N ‖ = 1 }

the low energy spectral subspace of H^{mf}_N up to energies E^{mf}_N + ζ intersected with the unit sphere in L^2_s(T^{3N} ). We first claim that for sufficiently small κ > 0, we have that sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , N_+e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C + ζ^12 1 − Cκ sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ (2.3) for some constant C > 0 that is independent of N and κ. To prove (2.3), we bound sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , N_+e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ = sup_{ψN ∈Q} ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κ2 N+} N_+e^{κ2 N+} ψ_N ⟩

≤ sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κ2 N+} (H^{mf}_N − E^{mf}_N + C)e^{κ2 N+} ψ_N ⟩

≤ ζ^{12} sup_{ψN ∈Q} ζ | | ⟨ e^{κ2 N+} ψ_N , e^{κ2 N+}

(H^{mf}_N − E^{mf}_N )ψ_N ‖(H^{mf}_N − E^{mf}_N )ψ_N ‖ ⟩| | + sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κ2 N+} [H^{mf}_N , e^{κ2 N+} ]ψ_N ⟩ + C sup_{ψN ∈Q} ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩,

where we used (2.2). Since^{(HmfN −EmfN )ψN}

‖(H^{mf}_N −E^{mf}_N )ψ_N ‖ ∈ Qζ whenever ψN ∈ Qζ , we get sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , N_+e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ ≤ (C + ζ^{12} ) sup_{ψN ∈Q} ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ + sup_{ψN ∈Q} ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κ2 N+} [H^{mf}_N , e^{κ2 N+} ]ψ_N ⟩.

The commutator on the right hand side is readily found to be

[H^{mf}_N , e^{κ2 N+} ] = 1 2 ∑ r∈Λ^∗_+ ^v(r)a^∗_r a^∗_{−r} a_0 √ N a_0 √ N e^{κ2 N+} (1 − e^κ)

+ 1 √ N ∑ p,r∈Λ^∗_+:p+r≠0 ^v(r)a^∗_{p+r}a^∗_{−r}a_p a_0 √ N e^{κ2 N+} (1 − e^{κ2} ) − h.c.,

so that standard bounds on the creation and annihilation operators together with a first order Taylor expansion of the differences e^{jκ}2 − 1, for j ∈ {1, 2}, imply that

|⟨ψ_N , e^{κ2 N+} [H^{mf}_N , e^{κ2 N+} ]ψ_N ⟩| ≤ Cκ⟨ψ_N , N_+e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩

for some C > 0, independent of N, κ and ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(T^{3N} ). Combined with the previously derived bounds we thus get for sufficiently small κ > 0 that sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , N_+e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ ≤ C + ζ^12 1 − Cκ sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩, which proves the bound (2.3).

To conclude the theorem, observe finally that (2.3) implies sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ = 1 + sup_{ψN ∈Q} ζ ∫_κ 0 dt ⟨ψ_N , N_+e^{tN+} ψ_N ⟩ ≤ 1 + κ sup_{t∈[0,κ]} sup_{ψN ∈Q} ζ ⟨ψ_N , N_+e^{tN+} ψ_N ⟩

≤ 1 +

Cκ + ζ^12 κ 1 − Cκ sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ so that for sufficiently small κ > 0, we conclude sup ψ_N ∈Q_ζ ⟨ψ_N , e^{κN+} ψ_N ⟩ ≤ 1 1 − C^′ for C^′ = 1 −

Cκ + ζ^12 κ 1 − Cκ < 1.

3 Renormalized Hamiltonian and Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. As mentioned earlier, this is based on a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 2.1. While an analogue of (2.2) is given by (1.8), previously derived in [11], the key difficulty is that we can not apply the commutator strategy directly to the shifted GP Hamiltonian H_N − NE_{GP}(φ_{GP}), for H_N defined in (1.1). Instead, we first need to renormalize H_N through a quadratic generalized Bogoliubov transformation that takes into account short-scale correlations among the particles. This regularizes certain energy contributions to H_N which enables us to apply a commutator argument as in Section 2 on the level of the renormalized Hamiltonian.

In order to describe the key steps in detail, we first introduce some notation and we recall several results previously established in [11]. For our analysis, we find it convenient to switch to a Fock space setting. Recall that the bosonic Fock space is defined as F = C ⊕ ⨁ n≥1 L^2(R^3 )^{⊗symn}.

The standard creation and annihilation operators on F are defined by

(a^∗(f)Ψ)^{(n)}(x_1, . . . , x_n) = 1 √ n n∑ j=1 f(x_j)Ψ^{(n−1)}(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_n), (a(g)Ψ)^{(n)}(x_1, . . . , x_n) = √ n + 1 ∫ ḡ(x)Ψ^{(n+1)}(x, x_1, . . . , x_n)

and they satisfy, for every f, g ∈ L^2(R^3 ), the canonical commutation relations

[a(f), a^∗(g)] = ⟨f, g⟩, [a(f), a(g)] = [a^∗(f), a^∗(g)] = 0. (3.1)

We also introduce operator-valued distributions a_x, a^∗_x, for x ∈ R^3 , through a(f) = ∫ dx f(x) a_x, a^∗(g) = ∫ dx g(x) a^∗_x. To switch from L^2_s(R^{3N} ) to the Fock space, we follow [21] and use the decomposition

ψ_N = ξ_0φ^{⊗N}_{GP} + ξ_1 ⊗_s φ^{⊗(N−1)}_{GP} + . . . + ξ_{N−1} ⊗_s φ_{GP} + ξ_N ,

where ξ_j ∈ L^2_{⊥φGP} (R^3 )^{⊗symj} , for every ψ_N ∈ L^2_s(R^{3N} ). This defines a unitary map

L^2_s(R^{3N} ) ∋ ψ_N → U_N ψ_N = (ξ_0, ξ_1, . . . , ξ_N ) ∈ F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} = N⨁ n=0 L^2_{⊥φGP} (R^3 )^{⊗sn} that sends ψ_N to the excitation vector (ξ_0, ξ_1, . . . , ξ_N ), which describes the fluctuations of ψ_N around the pure condensate φ^{⊗N}_{GP} . Note that F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} is a truncated Fock space built over L^2_{⊥φGP} (R^3 ), the orthogonal complement of the condensate state φ_{GP} ∈ L^2(R^3 ), the unique normalized, positive minimizer of E_{GP}, defined in (1.4).

The action of U_N on the creation and annihilation operators is explicit and given by

U_N a^∗(φ_{GP})a(φ_{GP})U^∗_N = N − N , U_N a^∗(f)a(φ_{GP})U^∗_N = a^∗(f) √ N − N , U_N a^∗(φ_{GP})a(g)U^∗_N = √ N − N a(g), U_N a^∗(f)a(g)U^∗_N = a^∗(f)a(g)

(3.2)

for every f, g ∈ L^2_{⊥φGP} (R^3 ). Here, N denotes the number of particles operator in the excitation Fock space F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} , which is the multiplication operator given by

N (ξ_j )^N_{j=0} = (jξ_j )^N_{j=0} ∈ F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} .

Notice in particular that the rules (3.2) imply that U_N N_{⊥φGP} U^∗_N = N . Moreover, (3.2) implies that the transformed Hamiltonian L_N = U_N H_N U^∗_N can be decomposed into

L_N = L^{(0)}_N + L^{(1)}_N + L^{(2)}_N + L^{(3)}_N + L^{(4)}_N ,

where, in the sense of quadratic forms on F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} × F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} , we have that

L^{(0)}_N = ⟨ φ_{GP}, [ − Δ + V_{ext} + 1 2 ( N^3V (N·) ∗ |φ_{GP}|^2 )] φ_{GP} ⟩ (N − N ) − 1 2 ⟨ φ_{GP}, ( N^3V (N·) ∗ |φ_{GP}|^2 ) φ_{GP} ⟩ (N + 1)(1 − N /N), L^{(1)}_N = √ Nb (( N^3V (N·) ∗ |φ_{GP}|^2 − 8πa_0|φ_{GP}|^2 ) φ_{GP} ) − N + 1 √ N b (( N^3V (N·) ∗ |φ_{GP}|^2 ) φ_{GP} ) + h.c.,

L^{(2)}_N = ∫ dx (a^∗_x(−Δ_x)a_x + V_{ext}(x)a^∗_xa_x) + ∫ dxdy N^3V (N(x − y))|φ_{GP}(y)|^2 ( b^∗_xb_x − 1 N a^∗_xa_x )

+ ∫ dxdy N^3V (N(x − y))φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y) ( b^∗_xb_y − 1 N a^∗_xa_y )

+ 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^3V (N(x − y))φ_{GP}(y)φ_{GP}(x) ( b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c. ) , L^{(3)}_N = ∫ dxdy N^{5/2}V (N(x − y))φ_{GP}(y) ( b^∗_xa^∗_ya_x + h.c. ) , L^{(4)}_N = 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^2V (N(x − y))a^∗_xa^∗_ya_ya_x.

(3.3)

Here, we introduced the modified creation and annihilation operators

b^∗(f) = ∫ dx f(x)b^∗_x = a^∗(f) √ N − N N , b(f) = ∫ dx f(x)b_x = √ N − N N a(f). We renormalize L_N through a generalized Bogoliubov transformation, which we implement as in [11]. To define this precisely, consider the Neumann ground state of ( − Δ + 1 2 V ) f_ℓ = λ_ℓf_ℓ

in B_{Nℓ}(0) ⊂ R^3 , for some 0 < ℓ < 1 which we assume to be sufficiently small (but fixed, independently of N). By radial symmetry of V , f_ℓ is radial and we normalize it such that f_ℓ(x) = 1 if |x| = Nℓ. The rescaled solution f_ℓ(N.) solves ( − Δ +

N^2 2 V (N.) ) f_ℓ(N.) = N^2λ_ℓf_ℓ(N.)

in B_ℓ(0). In the following, we identify f_ℓ(N.) with its extension to R^3 , defined by f_{N,ℓ}(x) = 1 whenever |x| > ℓ. Moreover, we set w_ℓ = 1 − f_ℓ so that w_ℓ(N.) has compact support in B_ℓ(0). We denote the Fourier transform of w_ℓ by ^w_ℓ(p) = ∫ dx w_ℓ(x)e^{−2πipx}. From [11, Lemma 3.1], we recall that for x, p ∈ R^3 , it holds true that w_ℓ(x) ≤ C |x| + 1 , |∇w_ℓ(x)| ≤ C |x|^2 + 1 , | ^w_ℓ(p)| ≤ C |p|^2 . Finally, denoting by χ_H the characteristic function of {p ∈ R^3 : |p| ≥ ℓ^{−α}} ⊂ R^3 and by χ̌_H ∈ L^2(R^3 ) its inverse Fourier transform, we define the correlation kernel η = Q ⊗ Q ( − (Nw_ℓ(N.) ∗ χ̌_H )(x − y)φ_{GP} ⊗ φ_{GP} ) ∈ L^2_{⊥φGP} (R^3 ) ⊗_{sym} L^2_{⊥φGP} (R^3 ) (3.4)

We remark that the only difference of η compared to η_H , defined in [11, Eq. (3.11)], consists of the prefactor Q⊗Q, for Q = 1−|φ_{GP}⟩⟨φ_{GP}|. This difference is not substantial and proceeding as in [11, Lemma 3.2], we readily obtain the following Lemma. Lemma 3.1. Let V, V_{ext} satisfy Assumption 1.1, let ℓ ∈ (0, 1) and let α > 0. Set η_x(y) = η(x, y) for x ∈ R^3 . Then, there exists a constant C > 0, that is independent of N, ℓ ∈ (0, 1) and x ∈ R^3 , such that ‖η‖ ≤ Cℓ^{α2} , ‖η_x‖ ≤ Cℓ^{α2} |φ_{GP}(x)|, ‖∇_1η‖, ‖∇_2η‖ ≤ C √ N. Furthermore, identifying η(x, y) as the kernel of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator and η^{(n)}(x, y) with the kernel of its n-th power, we have for n ≥ 2 and x, y ∈ R^3 that |η^{(n)}(x, y)| ≤ ‖η_x‖‖η_y‖‖η‖^{n−2} ≤ Cℓ^α‖η‖^{n−2}|φ_{GP}(x)||φ_{GP}(y)| and, for all N sufficiently large, that |η(x, y)| ≤ CN|φ_{GP}(x)||φ_{GP}(y)| ≤ CN.

With the kernel η from (3.4), define the generalized Bogoliubov transformation

e^{B(η)} for B(η) = 1 2 ∫ dxdy η(x, y) ( b^∗_xb^∗_y − b_xb_y ) . (3.5)

Then e^{B(η)} : F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} → F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} is a unitary map. Following [11], we use this map to renormalize the excitation Hamiltonian L_N and define

G_N = e^{−B(η)}L_N e^{B(η)}. (3.6)

The next result collects the key properties of G_N needed for our proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 3.2. Let V, V_{ext} satisfy Assumption 1.1, let η be as in (3.4) (for ℓ > 0 small enough) and let G_N be as in (3.6). Moreover, set V^′_{ext} = V_{ext} + Λ for some Λ ≥ 0 such that V^′_{ext} ≥ 0 in R^3 and set

H_N = ∫ dx a^∗_x ( − Δ_x + V^′_{ext}(x) ) a_x + 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^2V (N(x − y))a^∗_xa^∗_ya_xa_y. Then, there exist c, C > 0, independent of N and ℓ, such that

G_N ≥ NE_{GP}(φ_{GP}) + c (H_N + N ) − C. (3.7)

Moreover, for every κ > 0 sufficiently small, G_N satisfies the commutator bound |⟨ξ, e^{κN /2}[G_N , e^{κN /2}]ξ⟩| ≤ Cκ ⟨ξ, (H_N + N )e^{κN} ξ⟩ (3.8) for some constant C > 0 that is uniform in N, κ and ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} .

Let us point out that the bound (3.7) is essentially a direct consequence of [11, Prop. 3.4] and the lower bound (1.8), proved in [11, Theorem 1.1]. A commutator estimate as in (3.8) is not proved in [11], but follows with very similar arguments as presented in great detail in [10, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12]. Due its close similarity to the analysis in [11], we focus in the proof of Prop. 3.2 on the key steps only and we defer the proof to Section 4.

In addition to Prop. 3.2, we need the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let V, V_{ext} satisfy Assumption 1.1 and let η be defined as in (3.4), for ℓ > 0 sufficiently small. Then, for every κ > 0 small enough, we have that e^{B(η)}e^{κN} e^{−B(η)} ≤ Ce^{2κN} . Proof. The proof is a straightforward adaption of the proof of [31, Lemma 3.1] to the present setting. For completeness, we recall the main steps. Let ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} and define

[0, 1] ∋ s → ‖ξ_s‖^2 for ξ_s = e^{κsN} e^{−B(η)}ξ, κ_s = 1 2 (s + 2(1 − s))κ.

Then a straightforward calculation (see also (4.3) for more details) shows that d ds ‖ξ_s‖^2 = −κ⟨ξ_s, N ξ_s⟩ − 4 sinh ( (2 − s)κ ) Re ∫ dxdy η(x, y)⟨ξ_s, b^∗_xb^∗_yξ_s⟩ ≤ −κ⟨ξ_s, N ξ_s2⟩ + 8‖η‖κ⟨ξ_s, N ξ_s⟩ + C‖ξ_s‖^2 < C‖ξ_s‖^2 for some C > 0 independent of all parameters. Note that we used that ‖η‖ is suitably small if ℓ is sufficiently small. Gronwall’s lemma now implies the claim.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Lemma 3.3 and the unitary equivalence of H_N with the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian G_N = e^{−B(η)}U_N H_N U^∗_N e^{B(η)}, it suffices to show that sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κN} ξ⟩ ≤ C, for S_ζ = 1_{(−∞,EN +ζ]}(G_N ) ( F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} ) ∩ { ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} : ‖ξ‖ = 1 } . Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we first claim that for small enough κ sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ_N , (H_N + N )e^{κN} ξ_N ⟩ ≤ C + Cζ^12 1 − Cκ sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κN} ξ⟩, (3.9) for a constant C > 0 that is independent of N and κ. Observe here that [H_N , N ] = 0. To prove the claim, notice indeed that the bounds from Proposition 3.2 imply that sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, (H_N + N )e^{κN} ξ⟩ = sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κ2 N} (H_N + N )e^{κ2 N} ξ⟩ ≤ C sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κ2 N} (G_N − E_N + C)e^{κ2 N} ξ⟩ ≤ Cζ^{12} sup_{ξ∈S} ζ | | | ⟨ e^{κ2 N} ξ, e^{κ2 N} (G_N − E_N )ξ ‖(G_N − E_N )ξ‖ ⟩| | | + C sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κ2 N} [G_N , e^{κ2 N} ]ξ⟩ + C sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κN} ξ⟩, ≤ (C + Cζ^{12} ) sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κN} ξ⟩ + Cκ sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, (H_N + N )e^{κN} ξ⟩, which implies (3.9). Here, we used in the first inequality that E_N = NE_{GP}(φ_{GP}) + O(1), which is a direct consequence of the main results of [25, 11, 28, 12].

To conclude the theorem, note that (3.9) and the positivity of H_N imply that sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κN} ξ⟩ = 1 + sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ∫_κ 0 dt ⟨ξ, N e^{tN} ξ⟩ ≤ 1 + κ sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, (H_N + N )e^{κN} ξ⟩

≤ 1 +

Cκ + Cζ^12 κ 1 − Cκ sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κN} ξ⟩.

Choosing κ > 0 sufficiently small, this implies sup_{ξ∈S} ζ ⟨ξ, e^{κN} ξ⟩ ≤ 1 1 − C^′ for C^′ = 1 −

Cκ + Cζ^12 κ 1 − Cκ < 1.

4 Analysis of G_N

To analyze the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian G_N = e^{−B(η)}L_N e^{B(η)} as defined in (3.6), we recall from (3.3) the splitting of the excitation Hamiltonian L_N = U_N H_N U^∗_N

L_N = L^{(0)}_N + L^{(1)}_N + L^{(2)}_N + L^{(3)}_N + L^{(4)}_N ,

where, in the sense of quadratic forms on F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} the single contributions L^{(j)}_N are ordered w.r.t. to the number of standard resp. modified creation and annihilation operators. Based on this splitting, we then write the renormalized excitation Hamiltoninan as a sum of the following five terms

G_N = 4∑ k=0 G^{(k)}_N with G^{(k)}_N = e^{−B(η)}L^{(k)}_N e^{B(η)}

and analyze the single terms G^{(0)}_N , . . . , G^{(4)}_N in Sections 4.2-4.5 separately.

Our analysis builds on properties of the generalized Bogoliubov transform, first proved in [10] and later studied in greater detail for example in [6, 7, 8, 11, 12]. In the next Section 4.1 we first briefly summarize useful properties, and then later analyze the operators G^{(k)}_N in Sections 4.2 to 4.5.

4.1 Modified Bogoliubov transformation The generalized Bogoliubov transformation’s action on modified creation and annihilation operators is for any f ∈ L^2(R^3 ) given by

e^{−B(η)}b(f)e^{B(η)} = b(cosh_η(f)) + b^∗(sinh_η(f)) + d_η(f) (4.1)

where the first two, leading order, terms are formulated w.r.t. the convergent series

cosh_η(f) := ∞∑ n=0 η^{(2n)}(f) (2n)!

, and sinh_η(f) := ∞∑ n=0 η^{(2n+1)}(f) (2n + 1)! , whereas d_η(f) is a sub-leading error of order O(1/N). For the (standard) Bogoliubov transformation, formulated w.r.t. to standard creation and annihilation operators a^∗(g), a(f) that satisfy the canonical commutation relations (3.1), the action on standard creation and annihilation operators of the form (4.1) is exact without any error. The generalized Bogoliubov transformation (3.5), however, is formulated w.r.t. to modified creation and annihilation operators whose commutation relations [ b(f), b^∗(g) ] = ⟨f, g⟩ ( 1 − N N ) − a^∗(f)a(g) N , and [ b^∗(f), b^∗(g) ] = [ b(f), b(g) ] = 0 (4.2)

come, compared with (3.1), with a correction of order O(1/N) in the large particle limit yielding an sub-leading error in (4.1). Similarly to the standard creation and annihilation operators, the modified ones are bounded w.r.t. the number of particles operators: For any h ∈ L^2(R^3 ) we have ‖b(h)ξ‖ ≤ ‖f‖ ‖N^{1/2}ξ‖, and ‖b^∗(h)ξ‖ ≤ ‖f‖ ‖(N + 1)^{1/2}ξ‖ for any ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} . Moreover, for j ∈ L^2(R^3 × R^3 ) and ♯_ℓ, ♯_r ∈ {·, ∗} the operator B_{♯ℓ,♯r} (j) = ∫ dx b^{♯ℓ} (j_x)b^{♯r}_x = ∫ dxdy j^{♯ℓ} (x, y)b^{♯ℓ}_y b^{♯r}_x , (4.3) satisfies for any ξ ∈ F^{≤N} ||B_{♯ℓ,♯r} (j)ψ|| ≤ C||(N + 1)ψ| { ||j||_2 + ∫ |j(x, x)| dx if ♯_ℓ = ·, ♯_r = ∗, ||j||_2 otherwise,

for some C > 0 (see for example [10, Lemma 2.1]).

A key ingredient for our proof is the approximate action (4.1) of the the generalized Bogoliubov transform. To control the error in (4.1), we use ideas and concepts introduced first in [10] where it was observed that the action of the modified Bogoliubov transformation on b^∗(f), b(f) can be expressed as an infinite series of nested commutators

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

for any operator A. More precisely, [10, Lemma 3.3] proves that for any η ∈ L^2(R^3 × L^2(R^3 ) that is symmetric and has sufficiently small norm ‖η‖, the action of the generalized Bogoliubov transform is given by the infinite sums e^{−B(η)}b(f)e^{B(η)} = ∞∑ n=0 (−1)^n n! ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b(f))

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

and the series of the r.h.s. converge absolutely. Therefore, the analysis of the r.h.s. of (4.1), and in particular of the error d_η(f), builds on a detailed study of nested commutators ad^{(n)}_{B(η)}(b^♯(f)) with ♯ = ·, ∗ and is carried out in detail in [10, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12]. In view of the following, see in particular [10, Lemma 5.1] and [11, Lemma 4.1]. In the next lemma, we summarize properties of the point-wise errors d^∗_{η,x}, d_{η,x} (interpreted in operator-valued distributional sense) defined through

e^{−B(η)}b^∗_xe^{B(η)} = b^∗(cosh_{η,x}) + b(sinh_{η,x}) + d^∗_{η,x} (4.4)

resp.

e^{−B(η)}b_xe^{B(η)} = b(cosh_{η,x}) + b^∗(sinh_{η,x}) + d_{η,x} (4.5)

with the notation cosh_{η,x}(y) = cosh_η(y, x) resp. sinh_{η,x}(y) = sinh_η(y, x). Lemma 4.1. Let x ∈ R^3 , n ∈ Z and d^∗_{η,x}, d_{η,x} be defined by (4.4) resp. (4.5). Then there exists a constant C_n > 0 such that for every ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} ‖(N + 1)^{n/2}d_{η,x}ξ‖ ≤ C_n N [ ‖b_x(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η_x‖ ‖(N + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ ] (4.6)

Furthermore, ‖(N + 1)^{n/2}b_xd_{η,y}ξ‖ ≤ C_n N [ ‖η‖^2‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ + |η(x; y)| ‖η‖ ‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖ ‖a_x(N + 1)^{(n+3)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_xa_y(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}ξ‖ ] , (4.7) and ‖(N + 1)^{n/2}d_{η,x}d_{η,y}ξ‖ ≤ C_n N^2 [ ‖η‖^2‖(N + 1)^{n+6)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + |η(x; y)| ‖η‖‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_x(N + 1)^{(n+5)/2}ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_y‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖

+ ‖η‖^2‖a_xa_y(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}ξ‖ ] . (4.8)

The proof of Proposition 3.2 requires not only bounds of the errors d_{η,x}, d^∗_{η,x} as in the previous Lemma, but furthermore similar bounds for commutators of d_{η,x}, d^∗_{η,x} with e^{λN} . We collect these error bounds in the lemma below whose proof goes bac to NR. Lemma 4.2. Let x, y ∈ R^3 , n ∈ Z and d_{η,x}, d^∗_{η,x} be defined by (4.4) resp. (4.5). For sufficiently small ‖η‖ and 0 < λ < 1, there exists C > 0 such that

‖(N + 1)^{n/2} [ e^{λN} , d_{η,x} ] ξ‖ ≤ Cλ N [ ‖b_x(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η_x‖ ‖(N + 1)^{(n+3)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ ] , and ‖(N + 1)^{n/2}e^{−λN} [ e^{λN} , [ e^{λN} , d_{η,x} ]] ξ‖

≤ Cλ^2 N [ ‖b_x(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η_x‖ ‖(N + 1)^{(n+3)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ ] . (4.9)

Furthermore,

‖(N + 1)^{n/2} [ e^{λN} , b_xd_y ] ξ‖ ≤ Cλ N [ ‖η‖^2‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + |η(x; y)| ‖η‖ ‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η‖ ‖a_x(N + 1)^{(n+3)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_xa_y(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ ] , (4.10) and ‖(N + 1)^{n/2}e^{−λN} [ e^{λN} [ e^{λN} , b_xd_y ] ξ‖ ≤ Cλ^2 N [ ‖η‖^2‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + |η(x; y)| ‖η‖ ‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η‖ ‖a_x(N + 1)^{(n+3)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_xa_y(N + 1)^{(n+2)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ ] , (4.11)

as well as

‖(N + 1)^{n/2} [ e^{λN} , d_xd_y ] ξ‖ ≤ Cλ N^2 [ ‖η‖^2‖(N + 1)^{n+6)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + |η(x; y)| ‖η‖‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_x(N + 1)^{(n+5)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_y‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖

+ ‖η‖^2‖a_xa_y(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ ] . (4.12) and ‖(N + 1)^{n/2}e^{−λN} [ e^{λN} , [ e^{λN} , d_xd_y ] ξ‖ ≤ Cλ^2 N^2 [ ‖η‖^2‖(N + 1)^{n+6)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + |η(x; y)| ‖η‖‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_x(N + 1)^{(n+5)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ + ‖η‖^2‖a_y‖(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖

+ ‖η‖^2‖a_xa_y(N + 1)^{(n+4)/2}e^{λN} ξ‖ ] . (4.13)

The proof of Lemma 4.2 follows from the arguments presented in [27, Section 2, Lemma 2.4]. We remark that the only difference of [27, Lemma 2.4] compared to Lemma 4.2 above is that [27] considers translation invariant systems on the unit torus and considers the error estimates on the corresponding discrete momentum space. Here, however, we work in the full space R^3 and the error bounds above are formulated in position space. The arguments used in [27, Lemma 2.4] in momentum space, however, apply in position space as well, up to minor technical modifications, and thus yield in Lemma 4.2; we skip the details.

We remark that later in the proof of Proposition 3.2 in Section 4, we apply Lemma 4.2 for the choice of η given by (3.4). In fact, by Lemma 3.1, we can then pick ℓ > 0 sufficiently small such that ‖η‖ meets the assumptions of Lemma 4.2.

Now we are ready to analyze all the single contributions of the renormalized excitation Hamiltonian G_N defined in (3.6). As mentioned earlier, the analysis of the different contributions G^{(k)}_N is quite similar to that in [11], up to minor technical modifications. Since the key arguments are standard by now, we focus here only on a detailed analysis of G^{(0)}_N . Afterwards, we summarize the key properties of G^{(1)}_N to G^{(4)}_N without providing detailed proofs. On the one hand, we hope that this illustrates the involved arguments in sufficient detail and, on the other hand, we hope that this avoids the repetition of very similar arguments many times before, e.g. in [10, 5, 6, 7, 8, 2, 11, 12].

4.2 Analysis of G^{(0)}_N

In this section we study G^{(0)}_N = e^{−B(η)}L^{(0)}_N e^{B(η)} and recall for this the definition of L^{(0)}_N from (3.3). We have

L^{(0)}_N = C_N + (C_{N,1} + C_{N,2})N + C_{N,3}

N^2 N (4.14)

with

C_N := N ⟨ φ_{GP}, [−Δ + V_{ext} + 1 2 (N^3V (N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP})]φ_{GP} ⟩

− 1 2 ⟨ φ_{GP}, (N^3V (N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP})φ_{GP} ⟩ , (4.15)

C_{N,2} := − ⟨ φ_{GP}, [−Δ + V_{ext} + 1 2 (N^3V (N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP})]φ_{GP} ⟩ , C_{N,3} := − ( 1 − 1 N ) 1 2 ⟨ φ_{GP}, (N^3V (N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP})φ_{GP} ⟩ , C_{N,4} := 1 2 ⟨ φ_{GP}, (N^3V (N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP})φ_{GP} ⟩ . The goal of this Section is to prove the following Proposition that shows that G^{(0)}_N satisfy all necessary properties for Proposition 3.2.

Proposition 4.3. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 3.2, we have

e^{−B(η)}L^{(0)}_N e^{B(η)} = C_N + E^{(0)}_N (4.16)

with C_N defined in (4.15) and where E^{(0)}_N satisfies for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N} and κ > 0 small enough |⟨ ξ, E^{(0)}_N ξ ⟩| ≤ C ⟨ξ, (N + 1)ξ⟩ (4.17)

| |⟨ξ, e^{κN /2}[e^{κN /2}, E^{(0)}_N ]ξ⟩ | | ≤ Cκ ⟨ξ, (N + 1)e^{κN} ξ⟩ (4.18) for some constant C > 0.

Proof. The term G^{(0)}_N is the sum of multiples of powers of the number of particles operator N = ∫ dx a^∗_xa_x and thus the first bound of Proposition 4.3 is an immediate consequence of the inequality proven for

e^{−B(η)}(N + 1)^ke^{B(η)} ≤ C^k(N + 1)^k (4.19)

that holds on F^{≤N} for any k ∈ N,proven for example in [7, Lemma 2.1].

In order to prove the second bound, we start with considering the contribution of G^{(0)}_N that is a multiple of N . Thus, for this term we need to analyze e^{κN /2} [ e^{κN /2}, e^{−B(η)}N e^{B(η)} ] (4.20)

and we start with computing the action of the generalized tranform on the number of particles operator. To this end, we write e^{−B(η)}N e^{B(η)} = N + ∫_1 0 ds e^{−sB(η)} [ B(η), N ] e^{sB(η)} (4.21)

and use the modified CCR in (4.2) to compute the r.h.s. e^{−B(η)}N e^{B(η)} = N +

∫_1 0 ds e^{−sB(η)} ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ( b^∗_xb^∗_y + b_xb_y ) e^{sB(η)} . (4.22)

With the Bogoliubov transform’s action (4.1) we can further write the integrand as e^{−B(η)}N e^{B(η)} − N = ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ( b^∗(sinh_{sη,x})b^∗(sinh_{sη,y}) + b^∗(cosh_{sη,x})b^∗(cosh_{sη,y}) + h.c. )

+ 2 ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ( b^∗(sinh_{sη,x})b(cosh_{sη,y}) + b^∗(cosh_{sη,x})b(sinh_{sη,y}) )

+ 2 ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ([ b(cosh_{sη,y}), b^∗(sinh_{sη,x}) ] + h.c. )

+ ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ( b^∗(sinh_{sη,x}) + b(cosh_{sη,x}) ) d^∗_{sη,y} + h.c. + ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) d^∗_{sη,y} ( b^∗(sinh_{sη,x}) + b(cosh_{sη,x}) ) + h.c. + ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) d^∗_{sη,y}d^∗_{sη,x} + h.c. (4.23)

We recall that we need to control the commutator of e^{−B(η)}N e^{B(η)} with e^{κN /2} that by the previous calculation reduces to computing the commutators of b_y, b^∗_x and d^∗_{sη,x}, d_{sη,x} with e^{κN /2}. While for the first, we use (similar as for the standard creation and annihilation operators in Section 2) that

N b^∗_x = b^∗_x(N + 1), and N b_x = b_x(N − 1), (4.24)

we use Lemma 4.2 to control the commutators with the errors d^∗_{sη,x}, d_{s,η,x}. To be more precise, we write e^{κN /2} [ e^{κN /2}, e^{−B(η)}N e^{B(η)} ] = ( e^κ − 1 ) e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds × ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ( b^∗(sinh_{sη,x})b^∗(sinh_{sη,y}) + b^∗(cosh_{sη,x})b^∗(cosh_{sη,y}) ) e^{κN /2} + ( e^{−κ} − 1 ) e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds × ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ( b(sinh_{sη,x})b(sinh_{sη,y}) + b(cosh_{sη,x})b(cosh_{sη,y}) ) e^{κN /2} + e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ( e^{κ/2}b^∗(sinh_{sη,x}) + e^{−κ/2}b(cosh_{sη,x}) )[ e^{κN /2}, d^∗_{sη,y} ] − h.c. + e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) ( (e^{κ/2} − 1)b^∗(sinh_{sη,x})

+ (e^{−κ/2} − 1)b(cosh_{sη,x}) ) d^∗_{sη,y}e^{κN /2} − h.c. + e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) [ e^{κN /2}, d^∗_{sη,y} ]( e^{κ/2}b^∗(sinh_{sη,x}) + e^{κ/2}b(cosh_{sη,x}) ) − h.c. + e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y)d^∗_{sη,y} ( (e^{κ/2} − 1)b^∗(sinh_{sη,x}) + (e^{−κ/2} − 1)b(cosh_{sη,x}) ) − h.c. + e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) [ e^{κN /2}, d^∗_{sη,y}d^∗_{sη,x} ] − h.c. (4.25)

and estimate in the following all terms of the r.h.s. of (4.25) separately. We start with the first one for which we introduce the notation

H_s(w; z) := η(x; y) ( sinh_η(z; y) sinh_η(w; x) + cosh_η(z; y) cosh_η(w; x) ) . (4.26)

Then, using that |e^κ − 1| ≤ Cκ for all 0 ≤ κ ≤ 1, Eq. (4.24) and the bound (4.3), we find |⟨ξ, ( e^κ − 1 ) e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dzdw H_s(z; w)b^∗_z b^∗_we^{κN /2}ξ⟩|

≤Cκ ∫_1 0 ds‖H_s‖_2‖(N + 1)^{1/2}e^{κN /2}ξ‖ ‖(N + 1)^{1/2}e^{κN /2}ξ‖ . (4.27)

Since

cosh_η(x; z) = δ(x − z) + r_{sη}(x; z), and ‖r_{sη}‖_2 ≤ C (4.28)

by Lemma 3.1 for all 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, we get

‖H_s‖_2 ≤ C (4.29)

for a constant C > 0 that does not depends on s and arrive for the first term of the r.h.s. of (4.25) at |⟨ξ, ( e^κ − 1 ) e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dzdw H_s(z; w)b^∗_z b^∗_we^{κN /2}ξ⟩| ≤Cκ‖(N + 1)^{1/2}e^{κN /2}ξ‖ ‖(N + 1)^{1/2}e^{κN /2}ξ‖ (4.30)

that is of the desired form. The second term of the r.h.s. of (4.25) can be bounded similarly.

For the third term we use the notation h_{s,y}(z) = ∫ dx sinh_{sη}(z; x)η(x; y), and g_{s,y}(z) = ∫ dx cosh_{sη}(z; x)η(x; y) (4.31)

and estimate |⟨ξ, e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dy ( e^{κ/2}b^∗(h_{s,y}) + e^{−κ/2}b(g_{s,y}) )[ e^{κN /2}, d^∗_{sη,y} ] ξ⟩ ≤ ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dy ‖(N + 1)^{−1/2} ( b(h_{s,y}) + b^∗(g_{s,y}) )[ e^{κN /2}, d_{sη,y} ] ξ‖ ‖(N + 1)^{1/2}e^{κN /2}ξ‖ + ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dy ‖e^{−κN /2} [ e^{κN /2}, [ e^{κN /2}, d_{sη,y} ]] ξ‖ ‖ ( e^{κ/2}b^∗(h_{s,y}) + e^{−κ/2}b(g_{s,y}) ) e^{κN /2}ξ‖ (4.32)

With Lemma 4.2 and the bounds (4.1) we find |⟨ξ, e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dy ( e^{κ/2}b^∗(h_{s,y}) + e^{−κ/2}b(g_{s,y}) )[ e^{κN /2}, d^∗_{sη,y} ] ξ⟩ ≤ Cκ N ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dy ( ‖h_{s,y}‖ + ‖g_{s,y}‖ ) ( ‖b_y(N + 1)e^{κN /2}ξ‖ + ‖η_y‖ ‖(N + 1)^{3/2}e^{κN} ξ‖ )

× ‖(N + 1)^{1/2}e^{κN /2}ξ‖ . (4.33)

Recalling the decomposition (4.28), we have from Lemma 3.1 ‖g_{s,y}‖ ≤ C‖η_y‖, and ‖h_{s,y}‖ ≤ C‖η_y‖ (4.34) and ‖η_y‖ ∈ L^2(R^3 ) by Theorem A.1 so that we conclude since N ≤ N on F^{≤N}_{⊥φGP} by Lemma 4.2 with the desired bound, that is |⟨ξ, e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dy ( e^{κ/2}b^∗(h_{s,y}) + e^{−κ/2}b(g_{s,y}) )[ e^{κN /2}, d^∗_{sη,y} ] ξ⟩ ≤Cκ⟨ξ, (N + 1)ξ⟩ . (4.35) The hermitian conjugate can be estimated simiarly and we proceed with the forth term of the r.h.s. of (4.25). With the same notation and similar ideas as before, get with Lemmas 4.1 |⟨ξ,e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dy ( (e^{κ/2} − 1)b^∗(h_{s,y}) + (e^{−κ/2} − 1)b(g_{s,y}))d^∗_{sη,y}e^{κN /2}ξ⟩| ≤Cκ‖(N + 1)^{1/2}e^{κN /2}ξ‖ ‖(N + 1)^{1/2}e^{κN /2}ξ‖ . (4.36)

A similar bound for the hermitian conjugate, as well as the fifth and sixth term of the r.h.s. of (4.25) follow in the same way. For the seventh term we bound similarly |⟨ξ,e^{κN /2} ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy η(x; y) [ e^{κN /2}, d^∗_{sη,y} d^∗_{sη,x} ] ξ⟩| ≤ ∫_1 0 ds ∫ dxdy|η(x; y)| ‖e^{−κN /2} [ e^{κN /2}, d_{sη,y}d_{sη,x} ] ξ‖ ‖e^{κN /2}ξ‖ ≤Cκ⟨ξ, (N + 1)e^{κN} ξ⟩ (4.37) and again the hermitian conjugate can be estimated with the same arguments.

This finishes the proof of the desired bound for the first term of the r.h.s. of (4.20), and the bound for the second term of the r.h.s. can be bounded can be proven in the same way. Since |C_{N,i}| ≤ C by Theorem A.1, the first term of G^{(0)}_N , originating from the first term of L^{(0)}_N , that is a multiple of N , follows. The remaining term of G^{(0)}_N , originating from the contribution of L^{(0)}_N , that is quadratic in N , can be estimated in the same way and we omit the details here.

4.3 Analysis of G^{(1)}_N

In this section we show that G^{(1)}_N = e^{−B(η)}L^{(1)}_N e^{B(η)} satisfies Proposition 3.2 and recall for this from (3.3)

L^{(1)}_N = √ Nb((N^3V (N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP} − 8πaφ^2_{GP})φ_{GP}) −

N + 1 √ N b((N^3V (N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP})φ_{GP}) + h.c.

(4.38)

We furthermore introduce the notation

h_N := ( N^3V (N·)ω(N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP} ) φ_{GP} . (4.39)

Proposition 4.4. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 3.2, we have

e^{−B(η)}L^{(1)}_N e^{B(η)} = √ N [b(cosh_η(h_N )) + b^∗(sinh_η(h_N )) + h.c.] + E^{(1)}_N (4.40)

with h_N given by (4.39) and where E^{(1)}_N satisfies, for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N} , |⟨ ξ, E^{(1)}_N ξ ⟩| ≤ C ⟨ξ, (N + 1)ξ⟩ (4.41) | |⟨ξ, e^{κN /2}[e^{κN /2}, E^{(1)}_N ]ξ⟩ | | ≤ Cκ ⟨ξ, (N + 1)e^{κN} ξ⟩ (4.42) for some constant C > 0.

We remark that the terms √ N [b(cosh_η(h_N )) + b^∗(sinh_η(h_N )) + h.c.] which we isolated from G^{(1)}_N will lead to cancellations with some terms from G^{(3)}_N (see Proposition 4.6 below) that are crucial in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime.

The proof of Proposition 4.4 relies, as the proof of Proposition 4.3 in the previous Section, on the approximate action of the generalized Bogoloiubov transform (4.1) and the error estimates of the errors d^∗_{η,x}, d_{η,x} in Lemma 4.1 resp. their commutators with e^{κN} in Lemma 4.2. Straight forward arguments, as presented in the last Section then yield the desired bounds of Proposition 4.4. We omit further details and refer to [11, Section 4.2] for similar arguments to derive the first bound resp. [27, Section 3.2] to derive the second bound of Proposition 4.5.

4.4 Analysis of G^{(2)}_N

In this section we study G^{(2)}_N = e^{−B(η)}L^{(2)}_N e^{B(η)} through analyzing the three contributions

L^{(2)}_N − K − V_{ext} = ∫ dxdyN^3V (N(x − y))|φ_{GP}(y)|^2 ( b^∗_xb_x − 1 N a^∗_xa_x )

+ ∫ dxdyN^3V (N(x − y))φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y) ( b^∗_xb_y − 1 N a^∗_xa_y )

+ 1 2 ∫ dxdyN^3V (N(x − y))φ_{GP}(y)φ_{GP}(x)(b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c.) (4.43) and K = ∫ dx ∇_xa^∗_x∇_xa_x, and V_{ext} = ∫ dx V_{ext}(x)a^∗_xa_x . (4.44)

For this, we introduce the notation

e^{−B(η)}(L^{(2)}_N − K − V_{ext})e^{B(η)} = ∫ dxdy N^3V (N(x − y))φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y)η(x, y) + 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^3V (N(x − y))[φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y)b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c.]

+ E^{(2)}_N . (4.45) and e^{−B(η)}Ke^{B(η)} = ∫ dxdy N^3(Δw)(N(x − y))[φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y)b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c.]

+ K + ||∇_xη||^2 + E^{(K)}_N , e^{−B(η)}V_{ext}e^{B(η)} = V_{ext} + E^{(Vext)}_N . (4.46)

The terms isolated from all the three contributions will cancel with terms from the quartic term (see Proposition 4.6), while the errors E^{(2)}_N , E^{(K)}_N and E^{(Vext)}_N satisfy the desired bounds of Proposition 3.2, as the following Proposition shows.

Proposition 4.5. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 3.2, the errors E^{(Vext)}_N , E^{(2)}_N and E^{(K)}_N satisfy for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N}_{φGP} | |⟨ξ, E^{(Vext )}_N ξ⟩ | |, | |⟨ξ, E^{(K)}_N ξ⟩ | |, | |⟨ξ, E^{(2)}_N ξ⟩ | | ≤ C ⟨ξ, (H_N + N + 1)ξ⟩ (4.47) and | |⟨ξ,e^{κN /2}[e^{κN /2}, E^{(Vext)}_N ]ξ⟩ | |, | |⟨ξ, e^{κN /2}[e^{κN /2}, E^{(K)}_N ]ξ⟩ | |, | |⟨ξ, e^{κN /2}[e^{κN /2}, E^{(2)}_N ]ξ⟩ | | ≤ Cκ ⟨ξ, (H_N + N + 1)e^{κN} ξ⟩ (4.48) for some C > 0.

The Proposition follows with similar arguments as outlined in the proof of Proposition 4.3 in Section 4.2 and builds on the ideas from [11, 12] and their extension to the exponential arguments in [27]. As the analysis closely follows [11, 12, 27] we omit the details here.

4.5 Analysis of G^{(3)}_N and G^{(4)}_N

In this section we the analyze G^{(3)}_N = e^{−B(η)}L^{(3)}_N e^{B(η)} and G^{(4)}_N = e^{−B(η)}L^{(4)}_N e^{B(η)}. We write recalling from (4.39) the definition h_N = (N^3V (N·)w(N·) ∗ φ^2_{GP})φ_{GP} the cubic term as

e^{−B(η)}L^{(3)}_N e^{B(η)} = − √ N [b(cosh_η(h_N ) + b^∗(sinh_η(h_N ) + h.c.] + E^{(3)}_N , (4.49)

and the quartic term as

e^{−B(η)}L^{(4)}_N e^{B(η)} = V_N + 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^2V (N(x − y))|η(x, y)|^2 + 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^2V (N(x − y))[k(x, y)b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c.] + E^{(4)}_N , (4.50)

The isolated terms from (4.49) and (4.50) will cancel together with the terms isolated from G^{(0)}_N , G^{(1)}_N resp. from G^{(2)}_N in (4.5) while the errors E^{(3)}_N , E^{(4)}_N satisfy the desired bounds as summarized in the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.6. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 3.2, the errors E^{(3)}_N and E^{(4)}_N satisfy for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N} |⟨ ξ, E^{(3)}_N ξ ⟩| , |⟨ ξ, E^{(4)}_N ξ ⟩| ≤ C ⟨ξ, (H_N + N + 1)ξ⟩ (4.51) |⟨ ξ, e^{κN /2} [ e^{κN /2}, E^{(3)}_N ] ξ ⟩| , |⟨ ξ, e^{κN /2} [ e^{κN /2}, E^{(4)}_N ] ξ ⟩| ≤ Cκ ⟨ξ, (H_N + N + 1)e^{κN} ξ⟩ (4.52)

for some C > 0.

We again skip the details of the proof of Proposition 4.6 that follows with similar ideas as in [11, 12] and [27]and outlined in Section 4.2.

4.6 Proof of Proposition 3.2 In this section we prove Proposition 3.2 from Proposition 4.3 - 4.6.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Summarizing, we find from Proposition 4.3 - 4.6 that

G_N = C_N + H^{trap}_N + ~E_N + ∫ dxdy N^3(Δw_ℓ)(N(x − y))φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y)[b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c.] + 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^3V (N(x − y))[φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y)b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c.] + 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^2V (N(x − y))[k(x, y)b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c.] (4.53)

where the constant C_N is given by C_N = ||∇_xη||^2 − 1 2 ⟨ φ_{GP}, (N^3V (N·) ∗ |φ_{GP}|^2)φ_{GP} ⟩

+ N ⟨ φ_{GP}, ( −Δ + V_{ext} + 1 2 (N^3V (N·) ∗ |φ_{GP}|^2) ) φ_{GP} ⟩

+ ∫ dxdy N^3V (N(x − y))φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y)η(x, y) + 1 2 ∫ dxdy N^2V (N(x − y))|η(x, y)|^2 (4.54) = NE_{GP}(φ_{GP}) + O(1) (4.55)

and the error ~E_N satisfies, for all ξ ∈ F^{≤N} , |⟨ ξ, ~E_N ξ ⟩| ≤ C⟨ξ, (H_N + N + 1)ξ⟩ (4.56)

and | |⟨ξ, e^κ_2^N [ ~E_N , e^κ_2^N ]ξ⟩| ≤ Cκ⟨ξ, (N + H_N + 1)e^{κN} ξ⟩ . (4.57) The second bound is exactly the second bound (3.8) of Proposition 3.2.

To prove the first bound (3.7) of Proposition 3.7, we note that the last three terms of the r.h.s. of (4.53) sum up to N ∫ dxdy ( −Δ + 1 2 N^2V (N(x − y)) ) f_ℓ(N(x − y))φ_{GP}(x)φ_{GP}(y)b^∗_xb^∗_y + h.c. (4.58)

and since f_ℓ solves the scattering equation, this term is bounded by C(N_{⊥φGP} +1). From (4.56) and Cauchy Schwarz, we get that there exists C > 0 such that ~E_N ≥ −1 2 H_N − C(N + 1) (4.59)

and therefore G_N − NE_{GP}(φ_{GP}) ≥ 1 2 H_N − C(N + 1). (4.60) By (1.8), we furthermore know that there exists C > 0 such that G_N − NE_{GP}(φ_{GP}) ≥ C^{−1} N − C (4.61) so that a basic interpolation between the last two bounds shows that G_N − NE_{GP}(φ_{GP}) ≥ ε(H_N + N ) − C (4.62) for some ε > 0. This proves the first bound (3.7) of Proposition 3.2.

A Properties of the Gross-Pitaevskii Functional

The following result collects useful properties of the GP functional E_{GP} and its minimizer φ_{GP}. For its proof, see [24, Theorems 2.1, 2.5 & Lemma A.6] and [11, Appendix A]. In view of (A.2) below, we remind the reader that we assume throughout this paper the assumptions (1.1) (ii) on V_{ext}.

Theorem A.1. Let D_{GP} = {ψ ∈ L^2(R^3 ) : ψ ∈ H^1(R^3 ), ψ ∈ L^2(R^3 , V_{ext}(x)dx)}. Then, there exists a minimizer φ_{GP} ∈ D_{GP} with ‖φ_{GP}‖_2 = 1 such that inf ψ∈D_{GP} :‖ψ‖_2=1

E_{GP}(ψ) = E_{GP}(φ_{GP}).

The minimizer φ_{GP} is unique up to a complex phase, which can be chosen so that φ_{GP} is strictly positive. Furthermore, the minimizer φ_{GP} solves the Gross-Pitaevskii equation −Δφ_{GP} + V_{ext}φ_{GP} + 8πa|φ_{GP}|^2φ_{GP} = ε_{GP}φ_{GP}, (A.1) where ε_{GP} = E_{GP}(φ_{GP}) + 4πa‖φ_{GP}‖^4.

Finally, φ_{GP} ∈ H^2(R^3 ) ∩ C^2(R^3 ) and for every ν > 0, there exists a constant C_ν such that for all x ∈ R^3 it holds true that |φ_{GP}(x)|, |∇φ_{GP}(x)|, |Δφ_{GP}(x)| ≤ C_ν e^{−ν|x|}. (A.2) Acknowledgements. C. B. acknowledges support by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy – GZ 2047/1, Projekt-ID 390685813. SR is supported by the European Research Council via the ERC CoG RAMBAS - Project - Nr. 10104424.

References

[1] M. H. Anderson, J. R. Ensher, M. R. Matthews, C. E. Wieman, and E. A. Cornell.

Observation of Bose-Einstein condensation in a dilute atomic vapor. Science 269, 198-201, (1995).

[2] A. Adhikari, C. Brennecke, B. Schlein. Bose-Einstein Condensation Beyond the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime. Ann. Henri Poincaré 22, 1163-1233 (2021).

[3] G. Ben Arous, K. Kirkpatrick, B. Schlein. Central Limit Theorem in Many-Body Quantum Dynamics. Commun. Math. Phys, 321, pp. 371-417 (2013)

[4] N. Behrmann. Exponential control of excitations in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime.

Master Thesis, Institute for Applied Mathematics, University of Bonn (2024).

[5] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. Complete Bose-Einstein condensation in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. Comm. Math. Phys. 359, no. 3, 975-1026 (2018).

[6] C. Boccato, C. Brennecke, S. Cenatiempo, B. Schlein. The excitation spectrum of Bose gases interacting through singular potentials. J. Eur. Math. Soc. 22, no. 7 (2020).

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

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

[9] C. Brennecke, W. Kroschinsky. Derivation of the Gross-Pitaevskii Dynamics through Renormalized Excitation Number Operators. Preprint: arXiv:2407.10650.

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

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

[11] C. Brennecke, B. Schlein, S. Schraven. Bose-Einstein Condensation with Optimal Rate for Trapped Bosons in the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime. Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 25, 12. (2022).

[12] C. Brennecke, B. Schlein, S. Schraven. Bogoliubov Theory for Trapped Bosons in the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime. Ann. Henri Poincaré 23, 1583–1658 (2022).

[13] S. Bose. Plancks Gesetz und Lichtquantenhypothese. Z. Phys. 26, 178–181, (1924)

[14] M. Brooks. Diagonalizing Bose Gases in the Gross-Pitaevskii Regime and Beyond.

Preprint: arXiv:2310.11347.

[15] C. Caraci, J. Oldenburg and B. Schlein, Quantum Fluctuations of Many-Body Dynamics around the Gross-Pitaevskii Equation, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire (2024).

[16] A. Einstein. Quantentheorie des einatomigen idealen Gases. Sitzungsberichte der Preußischen Akademie der Wissenschaften XXII, 261–267, (1924).

[17] C. Hainzl, B. Schlein and A. Triay. Bogoliubov theory in the Gross-Pitaevskii limit:

a simplified approach. Forum Math. Sigma 10 (e10), (2022).

[18] D. Mitrouskas. Derivation of mean-field equations and next-order corrections for bosons and fermions. Dissertation, LMU Munich (2017).

[19] D. Mitrouskas, P. Pickl. Exponential decay of the number of excitations in the weakly interacting Bose gas. J. Math. Phys. 64, 121901 (2023).

[20] K. B. Davis, M. O. Mewes, M. R. Andrews, N. J. van Druten, D. S. Durfee, D. M.

Kurn, and W. Ketterle. Bose-Einstein Condensation in a Gas of Sodium Atoms. Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 3969–3973, (1995).

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

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

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

[24] E. H. Lieb, R. Seiringer, J. Yngvason. Bosons in a trap: A rigorous derivation of the Gross-Pitaevskii energy functional. Phys. Rev. A 61 (2000).

[25] P. T. Nam, M. Napiórkowski, J. Ricaud, A. Triay. Optimal rate of condensation for trapped bosons in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. Analysis & PDE 15, no. 6, 1585- 1616 (2022).

[26] P. T. Nam, N. Rougerie, R. Seiringer. Ground states of large bosonic systems: The Gross-Pitaevskii limit revisited. Analysis and PDE. 9, no. 2, 459-485 (2016).

[27] P. T. Nam, S. Rademacher, Exponential bounds of the condensation for dilute Bose gases. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., in press. Preprint: arXiv:2307.10622 (2023).

[28] P. T. Nam, A. Triay. Bogoliubov excitation spectrum of trapped Bose gases in the Gross-Pitaevskii regime. J. Math. Pures Appl. 176, 18-101 (2023).

[29] L. Portinale, S. Rademacher, D. Virosztek, Limit theorems for empirical measures of interacting quantum systems in Wasserstein space. Preprint: arXiv:2312.0054 (2023).

[30] S. Rademacher. Large deviations for the ground state of weakly interacting Bose gases. Ann. Henri Poincaré (2024).

[31] S. Rademacher, Generating function for quantum depletion of Bose-Einstein condensates. Preprint: arXiv:2410.13576 (2024).

[32] S. Rademacher, B. Schlein. Central limit theorem for Bose-Einstein condensates. J.

Math. Phys. 60 (7):071902 (2019).

[33] R. Seiringer. The Excitation Spectrum for Weakly Interacting Bosons. Comm. Math.

Phys. 306, no. 2, pp. 565-578 (2011).