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Abstract. We study the ground state properties of interacting Fermi gases
in the dilute regime, in three dimensions. We compute the ground state
energy of the system, for positive interaction potentials. We recover a
well-known expression for the ground state energy at second order in the
particle density, which depends on the interaction potential only via its
scattering length. The first proof of this result has been given by Lieb,
Seiringer and Solovej (Phys Rev A 71:053605, 2005). In this paper, we give
a new derivation of this formula, using a different method; it is inspired
by Bogoliubov theory, and it makes use of the almost-bosonic nature
of the low-energy excitations of the systems. With respect to previous
work, our result applies to a more regular class of interaction potentials,
but it comes with improved error estimates on the ground state energy
asymptotics in the density.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider interacting, spin 1/2 fermions, in three dimensions,
in the thermodynamic limit. We will focus on the ground state energy of the
system, for positive and short-ranged interaction potentials. Let p, be the
density of particles with spin-up, ¢ =71, or spin-down, o = |. Let e(py,p|) be
the ground state energy density of the system, in the thermodynamic limit.
We will be interested in the dilute regime, corresponding to p, < 1. It is well
known that, in units such that # = 1 and setting the masses of the particles
to be equal to 1/2:

3 2, 5 5
e(pr,p1) = £(67°)3 (p} +p}) + 8mapypy + o(p). (1.1)

The first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (1.1) is purely kinetic, and its p®/3-
dependence is a consequence of the fermionic nature of the wave function. It is
easy to find a fermionic state that reproduces the correct p°/3 dependence of
the energy; this is the free Fermi gas, i.e., the fermionic state that minimizes the
total kinetic energy of the systems, in a way compatible with Pauli principle.

The effect of the interaction is visible at the next order; denoting by V'
the two-body potential, the constant a in Eq. (1.1) is the scattering length
of the potential. For small potentials, it can be computed as a perturbative
expansion in V', via the Born series. It is easy to check that taking the free
Fermi gas as a trial state for the many-body problem, the p?-dependence of
the ground state energy is off by an order 1 multiplicative constant: instead of
8ma one finds V(O), which is strictly larger than 87a. To reproduce the correct
dependence of the energy in the interaction, one has to understand the effect
of correlations in the fermionic ground state, which is not an easy task even
from the point of view of an upper bound.

The first proof of (1.1) has been given by Lieb, Seiringer and Solovej in an
important work [25]. The proof of [25] covers a large class of positive two-body
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potentials, including the case of hard spheres. The result of [25] has then been
extended by Seiringer to the computation of the thermodynamic pressure for
positive temperature Fermi gases [32]. Concerning interacting lattice fermions
(Hubbard model), the analogue of Eq. (1.1) follows from the upper bound of
Giuliani [18] and from the lower bound of Seiringer and Yin [33].

For bosonic systems, in a seminal paper [26] Lieb and Yngvason proved
that the ground state energy density of the dilute Bose gas is, assuming the
particles to be spinless:

e(p) = 4map® + o(p?). (1.2)

In this expression, the interaction determines the ground state energy at lead-
ing order, in contrast to (1.1). This is consistent with the fact that bosons
tend to minimize the energy occupying the lowest momentum state, which
gives no contribution to the ground state energy. This is of course forbidden
for fermions, due to Pauli principle. The result of [26] has been recently im-
proved by Fournais and Solovej in [17]. The work [17] obtained a more refined
asymptotics for the ground state energy density, from the point of view of a
lower bound. Combined with the upper bound of Yau and Yin in [35], see also
[2] for a streamlined proof, the work [17] determined the next-order correction
to the ground state energy of dilute bosons and put on rigorous grounds the
celebrated Lee-Huang—Yang formula.

Comparing Eq. (1.1) with Eq. (1.2), one is naturally tempted to think the
low energy excitations around the free Fermi gas as pairs of fermions, which
can be described by emergent bosonic particles, whose ground state energy
reconstructs the 8maprp; term in (1.1). (The extra factor 2 is due to the spin
degrees of freedom.) The main motivation of the present paper is to make this
intuition mathematically precise.

For the bosonic problem, a natural trial state that captures the correct
dependence of the ground state energy on the scattering length is provided by a
suitable unitary transformation, a Bogoliubov rotation, of a coherent state, [16].
Interestingly, for small potentials, the energy of this trial state also reproduces
the Lee-Huang—Yang formula for the next-order correction to the energy [16,
27,28], up to higher-order terms in the interaction. In this paper, we introduce
the fermionic analogue of such transformations, roughly by considering pairs of
fermions as effective bosons. The main difficulty we have to face is that, in the
language of second quantization, quadratic expressions in the bosonic creation
and annihilation operators become quartic in terms of the fermionic operators.
As a consequence, the nice algebraic properties of Bogoliubov transformations
are only approzimately true, in the fermionic setting; quantifying the validity
of this approximation is a nontrivial task, and it is the main technical challenge
faced in the present paper.

The main application of our method is a new proof of (1.1). Our result
comes with a substantial improvement of the error estimate. However, it is
restricted to more regular interaction potentials with respect to [25]. In par-
ticular, the result of [25] includes the case of hard spheres, which we cannot
cover at the moment. We believe that a larger class of interactions could be
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treated by approximation arguments, but we have not tried to extend the re-
sult in this direction. Nevertheless, we think that our approach is conceptually
simple, and that it gives a new point of view on dilute Fermi gases. That said,
our paper is significantly longer than [25]; the length is partially motivated by
the fact that our manuscript does not rely on any prior work: the technical
tools needed for our analysis are all developed here.

Our method borrows ideas from a series of recent, groundbreaking works
of Boccato, Brennecke, Cenatiempo and Schlein [10-14]. There, Bogoliubov
theory for interacting Bose gases in the Gross—Pitaevskii regime has been put
on rigorous grounds, and it has been used to obtain sharp asymptotics on the
ground state energy and on the excitation spectrum. Concerning the energy
asymptotics of interacting fermions in the mean-field regime, the first rigorous
result about the correlation energy, defined as the difference between the many-
body and Hartree-Fock ground state energies, has been obtained in [22]. In
[22], the correlation energy has been rigorously computed for small potentials
via upper and lower bounds, that agree at second order in the interaction. The
proof is based on rigorous second-order perturbation theory, first developed in
[19,20]. The method that we introduce in the present paper is related to the
bosonization approach of [5,6]. The method of [5,6] allowed to compute the
correlation energy of weakly interacting, mean-field fermionic systems, at all
orders in the interaction strength. The result of [5,6] confirmed the prediction
of the random phase approximation, see [3] for a review. Both [5,6,22] make use
of Fock space methods and fermionic Bogoliubov transformations, extending
ideas previously introduced in the context of many-body fermionic dynamics
[4,7-9,29].

A key technical ingredient of [5,6] is the localization of the low energy
excitations around the Fermi surface in terms of suitable patches, where the
quasi-particle dispersion relation can be approximated by a linear one. This
is not needed in the dilute regime considered here, due to the fact that the
Fermi momentum is much smaller than the typical momentum exchanged in
the two-body scattering. Another difference with respect to [5,6] is that here
we consider interacting systems in the thermodynamic limit; controlling this
limit is nontrivial, due to the slow decay of the correlations for the free Fermi
gas, which plays the role of reference state in our analysis, and of the solution of
the scattering equation. Although the mean-field regime and the dilute regime
are somewhat opposite, we find it remarkable that similar bosonization ideas
apply in both cases.

As a future perspective, we think that the method presented in this paper
might provide a good starting point for the derivation of more refined energy
asymptotics, by importing tools that have been developed in the last decade
for interacting bosons. An outstanding open problem is to prove the fermionic
analogue of the Lee-Huang—Yang formula, due to Huang and Yang in [23],
which gives the next-order correction to the ground state energy of dilute
fermions, of order p7/? (in three dimensions).

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we define the model and
state our main result, Theorem 2.1. In Sect. 3 we formulate the problem in
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Fock space, and we introduce fermionic Bogoliubov transformations, which
will allow to extract the p®/3 dependence of the ground state energy, and
part of the p? dependence. In Sect. 4 we define the fermionic analogue of
the bosonic Bogoliubov transformation, called correlation structure, that will
allow us to compute the ground state energy at order p?; see Sect. 4.1 for
a heuristic discussion. Section 5 is the main technical section of the paper;
here, we discuss the properties of the correlation structure that mimic the
algebraic properties of bosonic Bogoliubov transformations at leading order
in the density. In Sect. 6 we use the discussion of Sect. 5 to prove a lower
bound for the ground state energy that displays the correct dependence of
the scattering length at order p?. Then, in Sect. 7 we conclude the proof of
Theorem 2.1 by proving a matching upper bound, by the choice of a suitable
trial state. Finally, in Appendix A we collect properties of the solution of the
scattering equation that we shall use in our proofs; in Appendix B we prove
some technical estimates for almost-bosonic operators; and in Appendix C we
collect technical estimates on the infrared and ultraviolet regularizations of
various expressions appearing in our proofs.

2. Main Result

We consider a system of N interacting, spinning fermions in a cubic box Ay =
[0, L]?, with periodic boundary conditions. The Hamiltonian of the model acts
on L?(Ap;C?)®N and it is given by:

ZA% + Z V — SUJ (21)

1<j=1

with A,, the Laplacian acting on the i-th particle, and V the pair interaction
potential. We shall suppose that V' is the ‘periodization” on A of a potential
Vs on R3, compactly supported and regular enough:

1 ip-(x—y) Y,
Ve—y) =175 >, " Va(p), (2.2)
pe2E73
with Vi = [gs dx e "V (z). We shall denote by N,, the number of parti-

cles Wlth a glven spino € {1, ]}, and we shall set N = N;+N,. We shall require
the wave function of the system, on which the Hamiltonian acts, to be antisym-
metric separately in the first N; variables, and in the second V| variables. That
is, the space of allowed wave functions is h(Ny, N)) := L2(AY") @ L2(AYY),
with L2(AY7) = L?(AL)"N- the antisymmetric sector of L?(Az)®Ne. We will
focus on the ground state energy of the system:

(U, Hy W)

E;(N;,N|)= inf
LN, V) wen(Ny N (W, U)

(2.3)
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By translation invariance of the Hamiltonian, the energy is extensive in the
system size. Thus, let us define the ground state energy density as:

E.(Ny, N
erlpr.py) = PR, (2.4)

Let p, = N,/L? be the density of particles with spin o, and let p = p; +p; be
the total density. We shall be interested in the thermodynamic limit, meaning
Ny, L — oo, with p, fixed. The existence of the limit, and the independence of
the limit from the choice of the boundary conditions, is well known [30,31]. We
shall focus on the dilute regime, corresponding to p < 1. The next theorem is
our main result.

Theorem 2.1. Let V. € C*®(AL), compactly supported, V' > 0. There exists
Lo > 0 large enough such that for L > Lo the following holds:

3 2 5 5
e(pr,p1) = £(67°)5 (o} + p}) +8raprpy +rilpr, p1), (2.5)

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

— Cp** <rp(pp,py) < Cp**o (2.6)

with & = % and &5 = %.

Remark 2.2. (i) As discussed in the introduction, the result is not new. The
first proof of (2.5) has been given by Lieb, Seiringer, Solovej in [25]. The
extension to positive temperature has been obtained in [32]. The analogue
of (2.5) for the Hubbard model follows from the combination of [18,33].

(ii) With respect to [25], our result is restricted to smooth interaction poten-
tials. However, our result comes with improved error estimates; in [25],
& =2/27 and & = 1/39.

(iii) As the inspection of the proof shows, the statement of the main result
could actually be easily extended to potentials V € CK(Ar) for large
enough k. To avoid unnecessary complications, we prefer to state the
result in a more restrictive setting.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.1.

3. Second Quantization

3.1. Fock Space Representation
In the following, it will be convenient to work in a setting in which the number
of particles is not fixed. To this end, we define the fermionic Fock space as:
F=Prm, F=r*A,;CH)M (3.1)
n>0
with the understanding that F(®) = C. Thus, a given element ¢ € F is an

infinite sequence of fermionic wave functions, 1 = (Y@ M) () )
with (™ € FO () = () ((21,01),. .., (xn,0,)) and (z,0) € A x {1, ]}.
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An important example of vector in the Fock space is the vacuum vector 2,
describing the zero particle state:

Q=(1,0,0,...,0,...). (3.2)

Next, it is convenient to introduce the fermionic creation/annihilation oper-
ators, as follows. For f € L?(Ar;C?) ~ L*(AL) & L*(AL), f = (f1, 1), the
fermionic annihilation operator a(f) : F™ — F(=1) and creation operator
a*(f) : F) — FF) are defined as:

@) ((@1,01), .-, (@n, o))
=vn+l ) dacf(,( Fo @t ((z,0), (x1,01), ..., (Tn,0n))

o=11
(a (f)w)(">((w1 1)+ (Tn; 0m))

Z DI o ()™ ((1,01), - (2521, 05-1), (€j41,0541), - -5 (Tn, on)).-

(3.3)

The above definitions are complemented by the requirement that the operator
a(f) annihilates the Fock space vacuum, a(f)Q = 0. Definition (3.3) implies
that a(f)* = a*(f), and that:

{a(f),alg)} = {a™(f),a"(9)} =0, {a(f),a™(9)} = (f,9)r2aric2)  (34)

where (f,9)r2(a,:c2) = 2ot [y, 42 fo(2)gs(x). As a consequence of the
canonical anticommutation relations (3.4), we have:

la(HIF < 1fllz2anie2y, o™ (@I < llglle2anic2)- (3.5)

It will also be convenient to represent the creation/annihilation operators in
terms of the operator-valued distributions aj ,, az o,

Z dx Q.o fo (2) Z d:c ay 590 (T), (3.6)

o=11 o=11

where, formally, a;, = a(dy,). We used the notation d,.(y,0’) =
do.000(x — y), with §, o the Kronecker delta, and d(z — y) the Dirac delta
distribution, periodic over Ap:

1 ik-(x—
6 —y) =73 > el (3.7)
ke2r73

It will also be convenient to introduce momentum-space fermionic creation and
annihilation operators. Let fi,(v) = L~3/2e'* for k € (2w /L)Z>. Then:

. 1 Cikew oA #

ak,o = ao’(fk) = T/ d.’IJ a:r,ae k ) ak,a = ao’(fk) . (38)

2 JAL

These relations can be inverted as follows, for all z € Ar:

— Y * (3.9)

ke2r73

Uz =

t\:\w
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We then define the number operator N as:

N = Z/ dv 0} f000 = Y Y Ak ik (3.10)

o=11 o=11 ke2r73
The operator N counts the number of particles in a given sector of the fermionic

Fock space, (N9)(™) = nyp(™) . We shall also define the number operator asso-
ciated to particles with a given spin o as:

Ng:/ dral 0y 5. (3.11)
AL ’

We shall say that ) € F is an N-particle state if Ny = N1p. Also, we shall say
that an N-particle state 1, with N = Ny 4+ N|, has N, particles with spin o if
Nyt = N,1p. We shall denote by F(N1:N) < F the set of such states. Let us
now rewrite the ground state energy of the system in the language of second
quantization. We define the second-quantized Hamiltonian as:

H = Z dx Vwa;,gvmaag
o=Tl
1
—|—§ Z / dzdy V(z — y)ag ,a; 510y o' 0z o (3.12)
o,0'=T1 AL xXApL

It is not difficult to check that (Hw)™ = H,(™, for n > 1. By the spin
independence of the n-particle Hamiltonian H,,, we rewrite the ground state
energy (2.3) as

. (1, Hap)
f — L,
weflg’r’vl) (¥, 1)

Equation (3.13) is a convenient starting point for our analysis.

Ep(Ny, Ny) = (3.13)

3.2. Fermionic Bogoliubov Transformations

3.2.1. The Free Fermi Gas. A simple upper bound for the ground state energy
is obtained taking as a trial state the Slater determinant that minimizes the
kinetic energy, for given Ny, N|. We shall refer to this state as the free Fermi
gas (FFG). Explicitly,

Urrq ((xia T}fva {y; l}j‘vll)

mr x] )1<1J<NT(detfk (y]))1<1J<N1’ (3'14)
where f7 () = fu(x), with fi(z) = L=2¢™7 and k € BY, with B the Fermi
ball:

B;:{ke%ﬂzﬂm <), (3.15)

where the Fermi momentum k% is chosen so that N, = |B%|. Of course, this is
not possible for all values of N,. We shall only consider values of N, such that
the Fermi ball is completely filled; i.e., for which there exists k£, so that N, =
|B%|. This is not a loss of generality, by the existence of the thermodynamic
limit, and since the densities p, = N,/ L? obtained in this way are dense in
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Ry as L — oo. Notice that, for fixed density p,, k% = (672 )1/3;),1;/3 +o(1) as
L — oc.

No repetition occurs in the momenta involved in the definition of each
determinant in the right-hand side of (3.14); otherwise, the wave function
would be exactly zero, by antisymmetry (Pauli principle). The state (3.14)
turns out to be equal to the fermionic ground state of the total kinetic energy
operator — Zjvzl Az, on h(Ny, Ny). The total kinetic energy density of such
state is:

(Yrra, — Z;\Izl Az, Vrra) 1 9
3 = I3 Z Z K|

o keBE

3 2, 8 5 _
= £(67°)5 (o} +p{) +O(L™"),  (3.16)

where the error term denotes contribution bounded as C L~ for L large enough
(it is the error term arising from replacing the Riemann sum in the first line
by an integral). The same state allows to obtain a simple upper bound for the
ground state energy of the interacting system. It is convenient to introduce
the fully antisymmetrized version of the VUgpg, as:

Brr (i, an) = \/% det (7 (2,))1<ij< (3.17)

with the understanding that o; =1 for ¢ € [1, Ny] and o, =] for i € [N7+1, N].
The orbitals satisfy the orthogonality condition (f{, f{/) = 0y.0/0k 4. In the
Fock space language, the state (3.17) can also be represented as (up to an

overall sign):
Prrc = H H ay, , (3.18)
o=1,l kEBE

Being the Hamiltonian spin independent:

(Prra, HN®rra) = (Yrra, HvVrra)- (3.19)
Eq. (3.17) is an example of quasi-free state, for which all correlation functions
can be computed starting from the reduced one-particle density matrix:

Wo,o! (377 :E/) = <(I)FFG7 a;/,glaw,aq)FFG>

1 im
= 0000 Y T3 ¢t (@=a"), (3.20)
kEBE,

Eq. (3.20) defines the integral kernel of an operator w : L2(Az; C?) — L?*(Az;C?),
such that w = w? = w*, trw = N. In Fourier space, @, (k) is the characteristic
function of the Fermi ball B%. All higher-order density matrices of the system
can be computed starting from w, via the fermionic Wick rule. In particular,
the energy of ®rpg only depends on w:

(Prra, HnPrra) = Eur(w) (3.21)

where Fyp(w) is the Hartree-Fock energy functional:
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Enr(w) = —trAw—l-f Z / dzdy V (2—y) (Wo,o (%; 2)wor o (Y5 9) —|we o (5 9) ).

Utﬂ—Tl Ap XAp
(3.22)
The first term reproduces the kinetic energy of the free Fermi gas, Eq. (3.16).
The second term, called the direct term, only depends on the density of the
system, wy o (x; ) = py:
1
- dxd T — Y)We,o(T; 2)wer o ( o P -
: J/z_jm/AmL YV (@~ g o (i) Zv oo
(3.23)
The last term, called the exchange term, can be computed at leading order in
the density:

1 / 2
- dzdyV(z — y)|wes,o (z;9)]” = Vk: k"
; [ etV s )P = - LESS

o,0’ k,k'€BZ
1 ~
—§ZL3V( P2 +0(p"?),

(3.24)

o,0'=1,]

where we used that if k&' € B% then |k — k| < Cp'/3, which implies
V(k — k) = V(0) + O(p*/?). By the variational principle, we get, putting
(3.16), (3.23), (3.24) together, for L large enough:
EL(Ni, Ny) _ Enp(w)
L3 - L3

2 5 5 ~
= 26e)E (o] +p) + VO)p1p1 + Ol

T
3

). (3.25)

In Eq. (3. 25) the effect of the interaction is only visible via the average of the
potential, V(0 fA dx V (z). The mismatch between (2.5) and (3.25) will be
due to the correlatlons between the particles in the many-body ground state,
which are absent in the free Fermi gas.

3.2.2. Fermionic Bogoliubov Transformation. In this section, we shall intro-
duce a suitable unitary transformation in Fock space that will allow us to
efficiently compare the many-body ground state energy with the energy of the
free Fermi gas.

Given the reduced one-particle density matrix of the free Fermi gas,
Woo! = Ogo Zkeg% |fr)(fx], we define the operators u : L?(Ap;C?) —
L?(Ar;C?) and v : L?(A; C?) — L?(Ap; C?) as:

U0’ (.’L‘; y) = 60,0’6(x - y) — Wo,0’ (*T§ 9)7 U(T,o”(aj§ y) = 60,0’ Z |ﬁ> <fk:‘
keBE
(3.26)
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The symbol §(z — y) denotes the periodic Dirac delta distribution on Ay, see
Eq. (3.7). Clearly,

w=0, Tv=uw. (3.27)
By the Shale-Stinespring theorem, see [34] for a pedagogical introduction to
the topic, there exists a unitary operator R : F — F such that the following
holds.

(i) The vector RS2 is an N-particle state, which reproduces the Slater deter-
minant ®pra, Eq. (3.17):

(R)™ =0 unless n = N, in which case (RQ)™) = ®ppq. (3.28)

(ii) The map R : F — F implements the following transformation in Fock
space:

R*a(f)R = a(uf) + a*(Tf), forall f e L*(Ar;C?). (3.29)
Equivalently,

R*ay o R = a5 (uy) + a,(Us), (3.30)

where setting uy o = Uy, Voo = Vg, and u, (y) = u(z;y), v:(y) = v(x;y):

0o (ttg) = / Ay ay oty G7),  a3(Ts) = / dyal o(wD).  (331)

Let .o = ao(fx), recall Eq. (3.8). Then, the transformation (3.29) reads:

o (ane itk¢BE
R“’C»UR—{&;;,U if k € Bg.

IS}

(3.32)

Thus, Eq. (3.29) can be seen as implementing a particle-hole transfor-
mation. By the unitarity of R, Eq. (3.32) also implies that R*ay ,R =
Ray . R*.

The operator R is a Bogoliubov transformation, see [1,34] for reviews. The

property (i) immediately implies:

Instead, property (i7) allows to compare the energy of any state in the fermionic

Fock space, with the energy of the free Fermi gas. This is the content of the
next proposition. From now on, we shall simply write ) _ for ZG:T | and [ dx

for fAL dx.
Proposition 3.1. Let 1) € F be a normalized state, such that (1), N;1) = N,
and N = Ny + N|. Then:
(i) The following identity holds true:
(v, HY) = Egp(w) + (R™, HoR™Y) + (R, XR™) + (R™, QR™) (3.34)
where the operators Hy, X are given by:

Ho = Y k[ = ptoldy ptro, 1o = (k§)2, (3.35)
k,o

X =37 [ dody Vo~ ghn (o~ )(a3 (0)aa(0,) - a3(5,)as (0.)
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The operator Q can be written as Q = Z?:l Q; with:

@ =5 3 [ dedy Vo~ 9)a ot ) (0, )ao ()

o,0’

Q; = ;Z/dxdy Viz—y) [ai(ux)@(@x)aa/@y)%’ (uy)

—2a; (ug)ag: (Vy)aor (Vy)ao (ta) + a5 (Vy)ag (02)ao (Vz)aor (Dy)

Q=3 [ dody Vo ) a3 (u)as (0,)3 (52t (1)

— a5 () (5,)a5 (5w (3,)] + hec.
Q= %Z / dwdy V(z — y)ag (uz)ag, (uy)ag (Ty)ay (Uz) + hoc.  (3.36)

(ii) The following inequality holds true:
(¥, M) > Ep(w) + (R, HoR™) + (R", XR™) + (R"$, QR™Y), (3.37)
where Q = Z?Zl Q; and:

&=y > [ dndy (e = s un)a () ()os (u)

Qo= 3 [ dedy V(o= ) o5 (0)a3 (00w (3, )00 ()

o#o’!

_QG; (uw)a;’ (Ey)a'o’ (Ey)ao (uﬂc) + a;’ (Ey)a; (Uﬂc)aa (@w)aa/ (fy)

Q== X [ dedy V(o= p)[o5 w)ap ()3 (5 )ar ()

oFo!

—ay () (0,)05 (5, )ag (5,)| + hec.
Q= % Z /dwdy V(x —y)a, (ug)ay (uy)ay, (Ty)as (vg) + hc.  (3.38)
oF#ao’

Remark 3.2. The operator Hy describes the kinetic energy of the quasi-particle
excitations around the Fermi energy p. The operator X describes the interac-
tion of quasi-particles inside the Fermi ball or outside the Fermi ball with the
filled Fermi sea. The operator Q collects all the possible two-body scattering
processes, for particles with momenta in the Fermi ball, outside the Fermi ball,
or between them.

Proof. (i) To prove this identity, we transformed each fermionic operator ac-
cording to (3.30) and we put the resulting expression into normal order, using
the canonical anticommutation relations (3.4) and the properties (3.27). The
details of the computation have been given already in a number of places and
hence will be omitted; see for instance [4-7,22].
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(it) Firstly, let us remark that the only difference between Q and Q is that in
the latter the sums over o, ¢’ are restricted to o # o’. We use that:

(b, )
=Y [delVorsvlP 45 3 [ dody Vi - g)lasoayvl?

oF#o!
1
52 [ sty Ve = plosoaqol?

1
>3 [dalVanovl?+ 5 Y [ dedy Vi - y)lasaya ol
o o#o’
(3.39)
and then we repeat the proof of (i) for the right-hand side of (3.39). O
If 4 is energetically close to the ground state, the state R*1) is expected to
have ‘few particles’, that is much less that pL3. On these states, the energetic
contribution due to X is subleading with respect to p?L?, as we shall see.
This is intuitively due to the fact that the filled Fermi sea has density p,
while the density of particles in R*1) is much less than p. Instead, the terms
(R*,HoR*), (R*1, QR*1)) give a contribution to the ground state energy
of order L3p?, which will allow to reconstruct the scattering length in the final
result (2.5). Before proving this, let us establish some useful estimates for the
various terms arising in (3.34) that will allow us to identify terms that are
subleading with respect to L3p?.

Proposition 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, the following holds.
(a) The operator X satisfies the bound:
(v, X)) < Cp(vh, N9). (3.40)

(b) The operators Qq, @1 are nonnegative.
(¢) The operators Qa, Qo satisfy the bounds:

(0, Qa¥)| < Co(, N9), (0, Qu¥)| < Cp(th, NY). (3.41)
(d) The operators Qs, Qs satisfy the bounds, for any a > 0:
|<¢’Q3¢>‘ S pa<¢7(@1,¢)> + Cpl—a<w,N,¢>7

(0, Qs)| < p™(3, Quap) + Cp*~(eh, N'). (3.42)

Furthermore, suppose that ¥ is a Fock space vector such that (™ = 0
unless n = 4k for k € N. Then:

(W, Qa) =0, (1, Qae) = 0. (3.43)
(e) The operators Qq, @4 satisfy the bounds, for any 6 > 0:

c ~ . c
[, Quip)| < 30, Q)+ p” LAWIP, [, Qaip)] < 60, Qui)+5 0L [9]1
(3.44)
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Proof. We shall only prove the statements for the Q; operators; the analogous
statements for the Q; operators are proven in exactly the same way.

Proof of a). We have, using the notation ||w, 2|l = sup, |wo(z;y)|:

(W, X)) < D woallos /dwdy V(z =) (llas (uz)¥ 1 + llao (Ta)9[|)
< oIV, Nv) (3.45)

where we used that ||ws 4|c < po, and that:

/ dz [|ao (ua)Pl* = Y (¥, 4k par,00), / dz [|lao @ )))> = D (W, i olin,o),
k¢ B, kEBE
(3.46)
from which the final bound in (3.45) immediately follows (recall the expression
for the number operator, (3.10)).

Proof of b). We have:
0.Qu) = 5 3 [ dody Vi = p)llas (oo (w0l 20, (347

where we used that V(z —y) > 0.
Proof of ¢). We have:

|3 [ dwdy Vi = )05 )05 (52)a0 (8, ,)0)

o0’

<3 [ dedy V(o= )l el el ol oo a0

<CpY [ dudy Vi - y)fas s
< Cpl| V1 (, No). (3.48)

The second inequality follows from Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and:

lga2 = / 0y [0 (2:9)* = wo (5 7) = po. (3.49)

The last inequality follows from:
S [ e lasw) ol < A7), (3.50

The other two terms in the definition of Q9 are estimated in exactly the same
way.
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Proof of d). Consider the first contribution to Q3. We write:

|3 [ dwdy Vi = )05 ot ()05 02 ) (1))

o,0’

<80 [ dodyViz = plastur)an )01

—l—p% Z / dxdyV(z —y)||a(Vz)ae (uy)z/)H2

o0’

< 2o, Qu) + OV o~ (N4, (351)

by Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality and [|vg ;|2 < pz. Consider now the second
contribution to Q3. We have:

|3 [y (o= )05 ) (8,03 @) (5)0)

> / dedy V(z — y)l|ver

o0’

2llvo.allllas (ua)lllac (Dy)d ||

again by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and ||vs |2 < p%. The remaining terms
in the definition of Q3 are estimated in exactly the same way. Let us now prove
the identities (3.43). Consider the first; the proof of the second is identical. Let
1 be such that (™ = 0 unless n = 4k for k € N. Let ¢ = Q3. Then, ¢ is a
Fock space vector such that ¢(™) = 0 unless n = 4k + 2 for k € N. Since 4k + 2
is not a multiple of 4, (¥, ) = > L (¥, M) = 0.

Proof of e). Consider the first contribution to Q4. We write, by Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality, for 6 > 0:

b / dady V(@ — y) (0, @} (u)aly (u,)al (7,)a3 (5.))

0 1
< Z/dwdy Viz—y) §||aa(um)aa/(uy)1/fl|2 + 275||af§/(%)ai(%)wll2

C
< 8, @) + 2L (353)
The other contribution to Q4 is bounded in the same way. This concludes the
proof of Proposition 3.3. 0

In order to make good use of the above estimates, we need a priori infor-
mation on the size of the expectation of the number operator, on states that
are close enough to the ground state of the system. We shall refer to these
states as approximate ground states
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Definition 3.4. (Approzimate ground state) Let 1» € F be a normalized state,
such that (¢, Ny¢) = N, and N = Ny + N|. Suppose that:

. ) = S7 3 k| < oL, (3.54)
o=11keBE

Then, we shall say that v is an approximate ground state of H.

We will first get an a priori estimate on the relative kinetic energy op-
erator Hy. Afterward, we will show how to get information on the number
operator from this a priori bound.

Lemma 3.5 (A priori estimate for Hy). Under the assumptions of Theorem
2.1, the following holds. Suppose that v is an approximate ground state. Then:

(R*, HoR*)) < CL3p?. (3.55)
Proof. By the positivity of the interaction,

W HE) > > R, af ko t)

o=1] ke2r73
= > > |kP(R*¢, R4} a5 RR™Y)
o=11 ke 2r73
=30 N DS DT KPR, 6 ko BY)
o=1] keBE o=1| k¢ B
=D D KPR, 4 pak o RTY), (3.56)
o=T| kEB%

where the last step follows from (3.32). We then rewrite the last two terms as:

Yo D (kP = po) (R, af gtk e R ) = > Y ([ — ko) (R™, 45 ok,0 R*)

o=l kgBF o=TLkeBE
+ Z Ho |: Z <R*’¢y7 d;::,aa’k»UR*w> - Z <R*'¢J7 &Z,a&k,UR*w>:|
o=11 k¢ BS, keBg
= <R*¢3HOR*¢> + Z Mo |: Z <’L/}7 dz,oa’k,ow> - No':| . (357)
o=Tl ke2x73

To reconstruct the kinetic energy operator Hy, we used that if k ¢ B% then
|k|?> — o > 0, while if k& € BE then |k|?> — u, < 0. To obtain the term in the
square brackets, we used again the properties of the Bogoliubov transformation
(3.32). The term in the brackets vanishes, by the assumptions on the state.
The bound (3.56), combined with the assumption (3.54), implies the final
claim. g

We are now ready to prove an a priori estimate on the number operator.
To do so, the following lemma will play an important role.
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Lemma 3.6. Let o > The following bound holds true:

2
5-

(W6, N) < CLPph oyl + piaw,Hm. (3.58)

Proof. We write:

N Z Z ag kag k= Z Z Az-l’kdg"k + Z Z &;,kdﬂ,k

o ki|k?—po|<p> o k:|k2—po|>p
E./\/<+./\/>7 (3.59)
For the first term, we use that:
N =3 3 asavl? < CLp3 Ty, (3.60)

o kik2—po|<p

where the last inequality follows from the boundedness of the fermionic oper-
ators and from the estimate (recall that oo > 2/3):

1
Y s C/de(IkQ—uo\ <)
k:lk? —po [<p>
1 2 1 2
< Cm*“. (3.61)
For the second term, we use that:

WA =3 3 fast]?

o kilk2—ps|>pe

1 . 1
< = Z ‘kZ - ua|||ao,kw||2 < 7&<¢5H0¢>' (362)
P o P
‘k27‘ud|>PO¢
This concludes the proof. O

Corollary 3.7 (A priori estimate for ). Under the assumptions of Lemma
3.5, the following holds:

(R*p, NR*¢) < CL?ps. (3.63)

Proof. The bound follows from Eqgs. (3.58), (3.55), after optimizing over
o. 0

Remark 3.8 (Condensation estimate.) It is well known that the estimate (3.63)
can be used to control the difference between the reduced one-particle density
matrix of ¢ and the reduced one-particle density matrix of the free Fermi gas,
see, e.g., [7]. Let 7 ) be the reduced one- particle density matrix of 1,

%(,3 (z;9) = (¥, ay 51z o). (3.64)
Then, the bound (3.63) implies that, for an approximate ground state 1:
tryy) (1 - w) < CLPpé. (3.65)
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This ‘condensation estimate’ is not new: it was an important ingredient of
the analysis of [25]. One of the reasons for our improved error estimates in
Theorem 2.1 is that we will be able to improve the bound (3.65), see Remark
6.3.

We conclude this section by discussing an a priori estimate for the oper-
ator Qq, arising after conjugating the Hamiltonian with the fermionic Bogoli-
ubov transformation.

Lemma 3.9 (A priori estimate for Q). Under the assumptions of Theorem
2.1, the following is true. Suppose that ¥ an approzimate ground state. Then:

(R*,QuR™p) < CLPp?,  (R™y,QuR™y) < CLPp”. (3.66)

Proof. From the estimates for X, Qz, Q3, Egs. (3.40), (3.41) and (3.42), we
get:

(¥, Hyp) = EHF(W)‘F(R*?/%HOR*¢)+(1—CPQ)<R*%QlR*¢>+<R*¢,Q4R*¢>T§(g%7
with .

[E(W)| < Cp' = (R, NR™). (3.68)
Eq. (3.68) together with the bound +Qy4 < 6Q; +(C/8)L3p?, Eq. (3.44), imply,
taking, e.g., « = 1/12:

(0, M) 2 Bige () + (RO, Ho R ) + (1~ CO)(R* ), Qu )~ S L39%. (3.69)

Taking § > 0 small enough, the final claim follows from assumption (3.54),
from the explicit expression of Eyr(w), Eq. (3.25) and from the positivity of
Hp. The inequality for Q follows immediately, since Q1 > Q1. O

4. The Correlation Structure

4.1. Heuristics

Here, we shall give the intuition behind the method developed in the rest of
the paper. Recall the expression for the many-body energy, after conjugating
with the Bogoliubov transformation:

(Y, H) = Enr(w) + (R™), (Ho + Q1 + Qu)R™Y) + E1(1). (4.1)

If ¢ is an approximate ground state, the error term &;(¢) is subleading with
respect to p?, as a consequence of the estimates proven in the previous section.
For the sake of the following heuristic discussion, we shall neglect it. The
operator Q4 can be rewritten as:

1 1 N
Q=3 > 3 > VP)bpob po +hoc, (4.2)
o,0’ D
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with:

B;D«T = /dx eip.zao(ux)aa(ax) = Z Atp,o k-
k:k+p¢ BT
keBE
(4.3)

The b, b* operators turn out to behave as ‘bosonic’ operators, if evaluated on
states with few particles. To begin, notice that, denoting by dy, - the Kronecker
delta:

[bp,m bq,a'] = 5p,q50,0’ |B%|

—00,57 > (@ 4q,00 Akt p,oOk b + Ak o1k o Oktp ki +q)  (4.4)
ke, k' €,
k+p,k'+q¢B%

and [b, »,bq0/] = 0. In particular, on states 1 that contain ‘few’ particles,

L3, Ny) = o(p):
L73<'l/)7 [gp.,m 32,01}1@ = 0p,q000' Po + o(p), (¥, [I;p,av Eq,o/]@ =0. (4.5)

Equation (4.5) suggest that, on states with ‘few’ particles, the operators by, ,,
by, satisfy approximate canonical commutation relations. Therefore, Q4 is
quadratic on these pseudo-bosonic operators, which suggests that one might
attempt to evaluate its energetic contribution to the ground state energy via
diagonalization. Unfortunately, the Hy, Q; operators do not have this struc-
ture. Nevertheless, if evaluated on a suitable class of states, they behave as
quadratic bosonic operators, as we shall see below. For instance, consider Hy.

Let us rescale the b operators so that they satisfy (approximate) canonical
commutation relations, by setting ¢, , = p;1/2l;p7g. One has:

1 A% Ak
Ho,eo0]l=pa® Y (lk+af = pol + 1K = nol)af g 005,

k:k+q¢ BT
keBE

1
=ps" Y (k+al = [k)afg007 o (4.6)
k:k+q¢B%
keBg
Being k inside the Fermi ball, |k|> < Cp%,/g. Thus, for |q| > ptly/g, it makes
sense to approximate:

[Ho, ¢y ] =~ lq QC;U. (4.7)
Let: 1
Kp = 75 > Iple sl (4.8)
p,o

Considering the ¢ operators as true bosonic operators, we see that Ky satisfies
the same (approximate) commutation relation as Hy. This suggests that, on
states with few bosons, the operators Hy and Kg act similarly. For instance,
consider a state with one boson, ¢; €. Then:

Hoéy . = [Ho, & ,]Q =~ [Kg, & ,]Q = Kpé; Q. (4.9)
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More generally, it is reasonable to expect that, on states R*1 with few particles:
(R*,HoR*) ~ (R*), Kg R*). (4.10)

Finally, consider now the @Q; operator. Again, Q; is not quadratic in the
pseudo-bosons. To understand its action in terms of pseudo-bosons, we rewrite
it as:

Q

5 2 [ dedy Vi y)as (wn)a (uyao () ()

o0’

5 2 [ dody Vi y)as (wr)as (us)a (oo ()

1 x
5 Z / dedy V(z — y)ue (Y, )06 o al (Ug ) aor (Uy)

1 . 1 X
=573 > V(p)DyD_, — YE] > V(p)E,, (4.11)
p p

where

D”:Z Z g, 0 0k —p,ory Ep:z Z g, o Ok,o- (4.12)

o k:kgBS o k:kgB%
k—p¢BY k—pgBg

A simple computation shows that:

1
[DP7CZ,U] = Po 2 Z az,aaz+q—p,a
k:keB%
k+q¢B%
k+q—pgB%

-1 * * A%
~po” Z k,0%+q—p,0c = Cq—p,o- (4.13)
k:keB
k+q—p#B%

In the last step we neglected the constraint k + g ¢ B%: this is reasonable,
if |q] > p},/ s, Thus, considering the ¢ operators as true bosons, we see that
Eq. (4.13) is the same commutation relation satisfied by replacing D, with the
operator:

1 o .
Gp =73 > e etao (4.14)
o.q
In the same spirit, it is not difficult to see that, for |g| > p},/ %,
[Ep,C . > ¢ s (4.15)

which is the same commutation relation satisfied replacing E, by Gg. All in all,
we expect that, on states R*¢ with few pseudo-bosonic excitations particles,
with momenta |q| > p'/3:
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W, Hub) = Biee (0 Z PP (R 0.8 0.0 R0)

2L3 Z Popg/ WR Y, (€poCp o + h.c.) R*Y)
p,o,0’

2L9 Z V Gy p.oCaoCoriporCqt o R¥ )
pq, q

1 % *
_ﬁ Z V( R w’ qcrcq UR 7/J> (416)

b,q,0

Now, suppose that R*y = T¢, with £ ‘close’ to the Fock space vacuum and:

1 i1
T = exp {1)3 Z pip;P(P)eprép, — h.c.} , (4.17)
p

for some even, real function ¢(p), to be chosen in a moment. Treating the ¢
operators as true bosons, the operator 7' implements a bosonic Bogoliubov
transformation. It acts as:

T7cqoT = g0 — pip? 2 é(g)c o tolp). (4.18)

The state T) is a bosonic quasi-free state, and its energy can be computed
via the bosonic Wick rule. We have:

1 A A
T3 —=(TQ, ¢, ,6,,6TQ) = Pop—o@(p)* + 0(p?)
1

1 1
F<TQ’ ép,gé,p’g/TQ> = —60’,J/p§ piasp(p) + 0(p)
<TQ’ Cq P, ”cq*Ué;’+p,U’éq/’U'TQ> = 5p,05q’Q’6a,a’papfotp(Q)2
+6q,4’+p60,a’p0p7(r¥7(Q)2 + 0([)2).

(4.19)
Supposing that R*y ~ T one has, neglecting all 0( ?) terms:
(R*, HR*Y) ~ Enp(w) + Zpap oP*e(p Zpap -V (p)¢(p)
L3 > pop—aV (D) ($(a—)p(—q) + $(a — p)?)
p.q,0
2L3 Z Pop—-oV ) = Eur(w) + 2[/3pr¢€(§0)
p.4,0
(4.20)
where
1 . . 1 .
e(@) = =5 > (P = V)ee) + 5V Q@)ém).  (4.21)
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We are interested in the value of ¢ that gives the smallest energy. The equation
for the minimizer is:

2p*¢(p) — V(p) + (V * ¢)(p) = 0. (4.22)

The infinite volume counterpart of (4.22) is the zero energy scattering equation:
1
_Af+§voof:07 f=1-—¢, (4.23)

with boundary condition f(x) — 1 for || — oco. Recall that V on Ay and
Voo on R? are related by periodization, see Eq. (2.2). With a slight abuse of
notation, we temporarily denote by @(p) the restriction to p € 2%23 of the
Fourier transform of the function ¢(z) solving (4.23). One can show, see, e.g.,
Eq. (30) of [16], that this function satisfies Eq. (4.22) up to O(1/L). We shall
neglect these error terms for the purpose of the present heuristic discussion.
Thus, plugging ¢(p) in (4.21) we get, up to subleading error terms:

e(p) = —% > Vp)e(p), (4.24)
hence:
<R*w7L7ZR*w> _ EHEB( —mm%z + o(p?). (4.25)

In conclusion, recalling the expression (3.25) for Eyp(w), for L large enough:

(R*, HR*y) 3 P 5 1 .
S = 2o (o) + )+ o1 (VI0) = 73 Y VRIE0)) +0(p?).
P
(4.26)
The term in parenthesis can be rewritten as, for L — oc:

/d:v Voo (2)(1 — ¢(z)) = 8ma, (4.27)

where a is the scattering length of the potential V. This reproduces the main
term in the final result (2.5). Even at the heuristic level, however, there is
a problem: the operators Hp, Q;, Q4 can be represented in terms of bosonic
operators provided they act on states with few bosonic particles, with momenta
lg| > p'/3. The state TQ is given by a superposition of states by an even
number of bosons, with momenta in the support of $(p). Hence, to enforce the
momentum constraint, we would like the function ¢(p) to be supported for
Ip| > p'/3. We can achieve this by regularizing o(z), so that it is supported
on a ball of radius 1 < R < p~ /3. Let ¢~ be the solution of the scattering
equation in a ball B = B, (0) C R? centered at zero and with radius p=7
with 0 <~ < 1/3, satisfying Neumann boundary conditions:

1
- Al —py)+ §Voo(1 —oy) =M1 —-¢y), ¢y, =Ve,=0 ondB,
(4.28)
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with [A,| < Cp®7. See [15,24] for the study of this equation, and Appendix A
for a summary of results. For x € B away from the support of V., the solution
of (4.28) behaves as:

oy (z) ~ ﬁ, with 87a, = /dm Vi(z)(1 —¢y(x)). (4.29)

The function ¢, is extended to R? by setting ¢, (z) = 0 for = ¢ B. To make
it compatible with the periodic boundary conditions on Ay, from now on we
shall take ¢ as the periodization of .,

p(z) = Z oy (x +nierL + noeal + nzesl). (4.30)
nez’
Equivalently:
1 ip-T 5
pl2) = 13 > e (p), (4.31)
pe L3

where ¢, (p) = [gs dze” P, (x). Plugging the solution of this equation in
e(p), we obtain, as L — oo, using that in this limit ¢(z) — ¢, (z) pointwise:

(0) =5 [ o Vo0 + 07 [ Gl om0 =60). (432

It is well known that |a — a,| < Cp? [15,24], see Lemma A.1. Thus, the first
term combined with the interaction energy of the free Fermi gas reproduces
the scattering length, while the last term is bounded by:

dp . R
57 [ s a0 0] < 57 0) + 7 [ < OO, (439)
where we used that ¢, (z) ~ |z|~! for large |z|, and that ¢, (z) is compactly
supported. This error term amounts to a small correction to the ground state
energy, which does not affect the p? term.

Remark 4.1. (i) As the above heuristics suggests, the choice v = 1/3 is ex-
pected to be the correct one in order to compute the ground state energy
density with a O(p"/?) precision; this is the order of magnitude of the
next correction to the ground state energy after 8mapyp|, [23].

(ii) As mentioned in the introduction, similar bosonization ideas have been
recently used in order to prove the validity of the random phase approxi-
mation, for the ground state energy of interacting fermionic systems in the
mean-field regime [5,6]. There, the emergent bosonic degrees of freedom
correspond to particle-hole excitations that are localized around suit-
able ‘patches’ on the Fermi surface (whose radius grows proportionally
to N'/3), around which the kinetic energy operator Hy can be approxi-
mated by a linear dispersion for the bosonic modes.

4.2. Definition of the Correlation Structure

Here, we shall give a precise definition of the unitary operator T, introduced
in the previous section. Before doing this, let us fix some notation that will be
used in the rest of the paper.
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Notations.

e We shall denote by x : Ry — [0,1] a smooth, nonincreasing cutoff func-
tion such that x(¢t) = 1 for ¢ < 1 and x(¢) = 0 for ¢ > 2. We shall also
use the notation x¢ =1 — y.

e We shall denote by C' a general constant, possibly dependent on V', whose
value might change from line to line.

e We shall denote by Cj a general prefactor of the form Cp~?. We will not
keep track of such p-dependence of the bounds. At the end, by taking the
interaction potential regular enough, we will be able to consider 5 > 0
arbitrarily small.

e Unless otherwise stated, we shall use the notation || - ||, for || - |[zr(a,)-

e We shall use the notations »__ for Y Jdx for [, dx and ), for
Zke 2r73-

e We shall denote by | - | the usual Euclidean distance on R?, and by | - |1,
the distance on the torus: | —y|;, = min,ezs | —y —nie; —nges —nses|,
with {e;} the standard orthonormal basis of R3.

e We shall use the notation u,, v, to denote the functions y — wu,(y)
u(z;y), y = va(y) = v(z;y).

e We shall denote by e a general finite size correction, subleading with
respect to L3.

o=10

Let us introduce regularized versions of the operators u and of v, introduced
in Sect. 3.2.2. We define:

T 50,0’ ~T z r 60,0’ AT
Vo0r = ? Ucr(k)‘fk><fk|v Uy o = ? uo(k)|fk><fk|a (434)
k k
where 07 (k), 45 (k) are smooth, radial functions with the following properties.
Let a = % + 5, with € > 0, and let 8 > 0, to be chosen later on:
0 for |k| < k%
o 1 for |k| < k§ — p& r - -
va(k)—{o o }k{>k5 Po ar(k)=<{ 1 for 2k <|1<;|<3 8
-F 0 for |k\ > 2p;8
(4.35)
Concretely, we choose:
AT |k| — (k,a — ng) ~r | |
o) =x(F— ) W =ik () (430)

Po

Notice that these regularized operators preserve the important orthogonality
relation in Eq. (3.27):

u'vt = 0. (4.37)
We shall also denote by w"' the regularized version of w, w" = v™v". The reason
for the smoothing in momentum space is to ensure fast decay in |x — y| of
kernels w"(z;y) and u'(x;y) (this has to be compared with the nonintegrable
decay of w(x;y)). Such improved decay will play an important technical role in
the definition of the almost-bosonic Bogoliubov transformation; we postpone
the discussion after Definition 4.3. Notice that the definition of the operator u*
also includes an ultraviolet regularization, for momenta > 2p~?, which implies
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that |u*(x;y)| is bounded. For regular enough interaction potentials, the effect
of this ultraviolet cutoff turns out to be negligible.
The next proposition collects useful bounds for the regularized kernels.

Proposition 4.2 (Bounds for the regularized kernels). For alln € N and for L
large enough:

1
H Ug, 0”2 < OIOU ) H’U;,O'HQ < pg? H We, 0”1 < CIOU ) || Uy, o’Hl C.
(4.38)

Proof. The first two estimates of (4.38) easily follow from (4.35). Consider now
the last two. Let us prove the estimate for w'(x,y). (We shall omit the spin
label for simplicity.) Let w’_(x,y) be the infinite volume limit of w*(x,y). We
have, performing the angular integration:

W () = /d%@r(k)eik‘(z*y)
A
|z -yl
where we used that @" (k) = @"(|k]). Recall that @"(|k]|) is a smooth, compactly
supported function, given by (9*(k))?, Eq. (4.36). Using that sin(t|z — y|) =
—|z — y| 710, cos(t|r — y|) and integrating by parts, we get:

r _ A w" @' (t)) cos(t|ox —
i) = o [ @O0 O)costle—ul). (@)

dt to" (t) sin(t|x — y|), (4.39)
0

The first term in the integral is easily bounded by C’p% |z — y| =2, using that
&*(t) is bounded and supported for 0 < ¢ < Cp3. The second term is supported
for |t — Cp3| < Kp®, and in this domain |8,&*(t)] < Cp~°. Thus, the second
term in the integral is also bounded by Cp3 |z —y|=2. All in all:

Cp%
wro(z,y)] < . 4.41
| )| < P (4.41)
Integrating by parts two more times, we get:
r O AT AT
i) < o [ a0k o)+ ot )
Cp%—Zoc

we used that a > 1/3, to conclude that the last term in the right-hand side
of the first line dominates over the first. Therefore, putting together (4.41),

(4.42):
Cps Cps—2
i< [ e[ @
ly|<p—e |y| ly|>p—= [yl

< Cps*=Cp 3, (4.43)
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recall that o = § + §. To prove the estimate for [|w?||1, we write, for n > 0
large enough, independent of L, and for L large enough:
lwilly < flwzx (- 12 < o7l + llwpx (- 12 > p7") |
< whoex(- 1z < o7l + [[(wh = wio XA - 12 < p7 ")l
Fllwzx (12> p™")lh

< Cps. (4.44)
To prove the last inequality, we used that, for any fixed z, |w% (z) — w"(2)| <
C/L. Also, we used that, by the smoothness of &, w"(x;y) decays faster than
any power in |z — y|; (nonuniformly in p), which allows to control the last
term in the second line. The proof of the last estimate in Eq. (4.38) is com-
pletely analogous, and we shall omit the details; the reason for the uniform
bound in p is that the infrared part of 4*(k) is smoothened on scale p% instead
of p3ts. O

As suggested by the heuristic discussion in Sect. 4.1, in the following an
important role will be played by the solution of the scattering equation (4.28).
We shall denote by ¢ the periodization of ¢, over Ar, recall Eq. (4.31).

Definition 4.3 (The correlation structure). Let v > 0, X € [0,1]. We define the
unitary operator Ty : F — F as:

Ty :=eB-B)  pB.= /dzdz’ap(z — 2Nay(u})aq (05)a (ul)a) (0).

(4.45)
We shall also set T' = Tj.

The operator T is a regularized version of the operator introduced in
Sect. 4.1. Notice that, despite the presence of two volume integrations, the
B operator is bounded proportionally to L3: to see this, notice that the z, 2’
variables satisfy |z — 2’|, < p~7, due to the compact support of ¢ in Ap. In
particular, thanks to the estimate || ||r1(rs) < Cp~27, see Appendix A, and
recalling (4.30), we have:

leliar) < Clleqyllpresy < Cp™™. (4.46)

As it will be clear at the end of our analysis, this regularization will not
affect the computation of the ground state energy density at order p?. The
boundedness of B follows from the presence of the ultraviolet cutoff in the
definition of u". In fact, by (3.5) we have, recalling (4.38):

r T _38 —r —r 1
la(uz)]l < lluglls < Cp™ =2 < Cp,  la(@)] < [|73]2 < Cp=. (4.47)

The operator T, plays the role of ‘almost-bosonic’ Bogoliubov transformation.
The smoothing of the operators u', v" is needed in order to control the error
terms in (4.18). In order to estimate them uniformly in the volume, we will
exploit the fast decay of the kernels u"(x; y), v"(z; y): this will allow us to avoid
the accumulation of volume factors, paying the price of a small negative power
of the density.
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From a more conceptual viewpoint, these regularizations allow to make
the action of T quasi-local: informally, the unitary conjugation with T of a
Fock space operator localized in a region R of Ap is an operator that lives
in a bigger region R, whose size is bounded uniformly in L (but not in p, in
general).

5. Bounds on Interpolating States

5.1. Introduction

In this section, we shall propagate the a priori bounds on N, Hy, Q; proven
in Sect. 3.2.2, over the states

Ex = TR, (5.1)

with 1) being an approximate ground state, in the sense of Definition 3.4. One
of the main results of the section will be that, for 5/18 < v < 1/3, the following
bounds hold true. Let A € [0,1]. Then:

1
(Ex NE) < CLEps [HF G| + CL* 7, (6, Hobs) < CL%0,
(€, Q&) < CLPp. (5.2)
In particular, these bounds show that the a priori estimates of Hy, Q1 on
& = R*, recall (3.55), (3.66), do not deterioriate over &, = TYR*1, for
A € [0,1]. Along the way, we shall prove a number of auxiliary results, that

will play an important role in the computation of the ground state energy of
the system, in Sects. 6, 7. More precisely, we will prove that:

%<§>\7HO§A> = =& T1éx) +Er, (61), d%\@\,@ﬁﬂ = — (&, T26n) +Eq, (€0)

(5.3)
where &y, (£)), £g, (€1) are two error terms, subleading with respect to L3p?,
and Ty, Ty are given by:

Ty = —/dxdy 0(lz —ylo < p™7)(=28¢)(z — y)aq (uy)ar (V3)a (uy)ay (Vy) + h.c.
Ty = —/d:rdy Vi(z —y)e(z — y)ar (v;)ar(us)a (T, )ay (uy) + hec., (5.4)

with 6(-) the characteristic function. The important point to notice here is

that Ty, Ty have the same ‘bosonic’ structure as @4. In particular, we will
prove the following cancellation, using the fact that the function 1 — ¢ solves
the scattering equation:

(€x, (T1 + T2 + Qu)éx) = o(L3p?). (5.5)

The results (5.2)-(5.5) are the main technical ingredients needed in order to
prove our main result, Theorem 2.1, in Sects. 6, 7.
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5.2. Propagation of the Estimates: Preliminaries

To begin, let us start by propagating the a priori estimate for A/. The propa-
gation estimate we shall obtain below is not optimal; it will be improved at the
end of the section. Nevertheless, Proposition 5.1 will be enough to propagate
the a priori bounds for Hy and for Q;, which is our first task.

Proposition 5.1 (Propagation estimate for ). Let ¢ € F such that ||¢] = 1.
Let v < 1/2. Then, the following bound holds, for X € [0,1]:

0x(6x, NEA)| < C6x, NEx) + CL?p* 7. (5.6)

Corollary 5.2. Let i) be an approrimate ground state. Then:
(Ex, N € < CL3p8. (5.7)
Proof. Eq. (5.7) immediately follows from (5.6) and Gronwall lemma, recalling
the a priori estimate (&9, N'€o) < CL3pt, Eq. (3.63). O

Let us now discuss the proof of Proposition 5.1. The proof is based on
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let g € L'(AL) N L%(AL), and let:

bro = ao(ul)as(V5), by(g:) = /dz’g(z — 2)byr . (5.8)
Then: ) )
1b5(92)I] < Capzllglly, b5 (g2)Il < Cop gl (5.9)
and: )
165 (9:2) 0 [ < [1bo (=)l + Cp2 llgll2l1¥]- (5.10)

Proof. Consider the first of (5.9), the proof of the second is identical. The
inequality simply follows from the boundedness of the fermionic operators:

1bo(92) 01l < /dZ'Ig(z = 2lllag (us)aq (0% )¢
< /dZ’Ig(Z = 2l 2110 2l

1
< Csllglhp? 4] (5.11)
Let us now prove (5.10). It is convenient to rewrite the first norm as:
Hb;(gz)gx\”Q = Hba(gz)gk‘P - <§k7 [bt*f(gz)? ba(gz)]g)\>' (512)

Let us compute the commutator. We get:

(b5 (92), b0 (92)] = /dwdy 9(z — 2)g(z — y)las (vy)as (uy), ac (uy)as ()]
— [ dedy gtz — )3l = 9) (a3 (05 la3 (). a0 (w3 o (5]
(), a0 (1) )an (T)]as (u5)

= / dady g(z — 2)9( — y) (a5 (5) ()2 (23 9)ao (5) — aq (u} )of (23 9)a5 (1) ).
(5.13)
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Putting the last term into normal order, we get:
859:): (9] = — [ dody g(z — )Tz = 91 (i) (w2 03 )
+ [ dody gtz — g0 =) (a5 () (02 a3 )an (7)
g () (@ )ag (u) ) (5.14)
The last two terms are nonnegative. In fact:
[ dady gl — 29T = 96,05 (8 ()2 (w1 s (7))

= [ar (e ( [ dogc — e @ @) ( [ dysG = vas @) (i) )
>0, (5.15)

and similarly:

/ dedy g(z — 2)g(z = 9){En, at (ul )k (25 ¥)ao (ul JEx)

= [ar (e ( [ dogtz ~ e iy @) ( [ aysl = vasw)es i) )

> 0. (5.16)
Therefore:
167 (g=)Exl” < 1161 (g2)Ex]1% + /dwdyg(z —2)g(z — y)wy (x;9) (u")2 (y; ).
(5.17)

The last term can be estimated as, using that (u*)? satisfies the same estimates
as u', Egs. (4.38):

| [ dodyg(z - 209G = gt (wsn) ) s)| < p [ dodylate — )Pl i)

< Collgll3- (5.18)

In conclusion:
165 (9:2)Ex11” < [1b1(g2)éxlI* + Collgll3. (5.19)
This concludes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Proposition 5.1.
Proof. (of Proposition 5.1.) We compute:
N NEX) = = (&, N, (B = BY)IEx)
= —4/d2d2' p(z = 2)(Exs a1 (u)ar (V7 )ay (u3)ay (V3)€x) + c.c..
(5.20)
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Using the notation (5.8), we rewrite (5.20) as:

IN(En NEN) = —4/dZ (€7, b1(02)by,2€0) + c.c.. (5.21)

We then estimate:

(€2, 01 (02)by,260) | < (167 ()€ 1Dy, 86x]1 5 (5.22)
by Lemma 5.3, using that ||¢[ls < Cp~3:
(€3, b1(92)b1,260)| < 111 (@2)&nlIlIbL=6xll + Cp2 ™2 [Iby 26| (5.23)

Consider the first term in (5.23). We have, using that ||¢||; < Cp=27:

[ azlrtenrgallbuaall < Cp [ dd’ ol = 2)(lar ()P + lay () )
< Cp' 26, NEN). (5.24)

Consider now the second term in (5.23). We have:

1_a 3 12 1
Cot i [dzlbaall < CLEA HIN G|

< CLPp*7 + (&, NE)). (5.25)

All together:
M(En, NEN) < Cp' 27(Ex, NEN) + CL?p* ™7 + C6x, NN, (5.26)
The final claim follows from « < 1/2. This concludes the proof. O

The next lemma will allow us to bound recurrent expressions in our com-
putations. We shall use the short-hand notations 90"7%,, 0™u}, to denote the
functions (in Eq. (5.27) x is fixed, y is the argument of the functions):

o . o .
— v (y;7), ——u (y;7), 5.27
i, -+ Oy, w:2) i, -+ Oy, (v:2) (5.27)

for some choice of indices iy, ..., (their values will be inessential for the
bounds).

Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, the following holds. Let
ng € N, and let ¢ be an approximate ground state. Let v < 7/18. Then:

3

’/dwdyga(x — y)({x,aT(u;)aT(G"Z@;)al(u;)al(ﬁ))fﬂ‘ < CL§P17%+%2”N%§AH
| [ dady ol = 9)(6n,a1 @uar 0" 5 )as (1) ()61
< CLEp" 3% (JHE 6| + p3 N 26l))-

We refer the reader to Appendix B for the proof. We shall use Lemma
5.4 to propagate the a priori estimates on § = R*¢ for Hpy, Q; and Qq, Egs.
(3.55), (3.66), to the interpolating states &, = Ty R*1, via a Grénwall-type
argument. To do so, the next proposition will play an important role.
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Proposition 5.5. (Propagation estimate for Hy, Q; - Part 1) Let v < 7/18.
Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 the following is true:

%<§>\7H0§)\> = —(&x, T1&x) + Em, (€r), %@,@159 = —(€x, T26n) + &, (&0),
%(6»@1@ = —(&x, T265) + &5, (€0) (5.28)
where

T = = [ dedyo(e sl < p7)280) (@ = var (ot (T)ay (0] oy (7)) + e
Ty = —/dmdy V(z —y)o(z — y)ar (T, )aq (uz)a) (Ty)a (uy) + h.c., (5.29)
and the error terms are bounded as, for 0 < n < min{~y, %}

€1, (£)] < CLEp3 =3 (JHZE| + p3 [N ZE,])
€5, (@] < Cap M QF &N (G Exll + % INFE) + CLE >~ 2| Q7 0

n

€0, (Ex)] < Cap | QEEI(HZ &l + 7 INEEA) + CLE >~ Q7 4.
(5.30)

Proof. Derivative of (£, Hp&y). We compute:

%@,\7]1‘]106,\) = —(&x, [Ho, BJEx) + c.c. (5.31)
with
o, B) = [ deds’ oz - ) o (o @y () @) (5:32)
We write the commutator as:

[Ho, at (u;)at (7)a) (uh)ay (05,)] = [Ho, ar (v} )ar (07)]ay (u;)ay ()
+ar(uy)ar (03)[Ho, ay (u)ay (0%)],
(5.33)

where recalling that Ho = Y [|k|* — pio|a} 4,0, with e = (k%)%
[Ho, ac (u})ac (02)] = —ac((—A = po)ul)as (V) — as (v} )ac ((A + po)0%)
= Aa,(ul)ay (V%) — 2a4 (u})as (ADY) — 2a,(Vul)as (VD).
(5.34)
To write this identity, we used that u"(2’;z) = u'(z — 2/) and

v (2’5 z) = v (2’ + 2); recall Definition (4.34). Hence, A, u*(2';2) = A u"(2'; 2)
and A" (25 2) = A" (25 z). We define:
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I= /dde'so(Z = 2)A (& ag (ul)ar (07)ay (ul)ay (03)6x) + (1, 2) < (1, 2)
= —Q/dde'w(Z = 2')(éx, ar(uz)ar (AT )a, (ur)ay (05)6x) + (1, 2) < (1, 2)

I = 2 [ deds’ p(e = ) 6r,ay (Vub)ag (Vohay(uh)ay (B)60) + (1,2) = (1,2).

(5.35)
To estimate II and III, we shall use Lemma 5.4. We have:
11| < CLEp3~3|IN 2,
| < OLE o33 (I 6all + p¥ IV D). (5.36)

Consider now I. We rewrite it as:

- | 42’ oz — ') (As + A} €, ar (u)ay (T5)a (ul)ay (5)6r).
|z—2"|L<p~7

(5.37)
The condition on the integration domain follows from the fact that ¢ is the
periodization of ¢., Eq. (4.30), which is compactly supported in the ball B of
radius p~7, Eq. (4.28). Therefore, using that ¢, = Ve, = 0 on 0B, we can
integrate by parts in Eq. (5.37), without producing boundary terms. This is
the point of our analysis where we take advantage of the Neumann boundary
conditions of the scattering equation. We have:

I= /dde' 0(lz— 2" < p™")(28p) (2= 2")(Ex, ar () ar (V7 )ay (uZ)ay (T5)85),
(5.38)
with 6(-) the characteristic function. All in all:

26 Hob) = —(60, T1E) + €, (61), (5.39)
where
T = [ dadyb(lz ~ 211 < p)(280) (@ ~ y)ay (s (0 (5 () + e

and &, (€x) collects the error terms, produced by the contributions IT and III.
Thanks to the estimates in (5.36):

o 1 1 1
811, (€0)] < CLE 33 (JHG &l + p3 [N 26 ). (5.40)
This concludes the proof of the first of Eq. (5.28).

Derivative of (£, @1@\). We compute:

20 Bi&a) =~ [0, Ble) +cc. (5.41)
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with

[Q1,B] = /da:dydzdz Ve —y)p(z —2)
a';écr/

(a5 (ua)ag: (uy)agr (uy)aq (us), ar (ur)ar (07)ay (u)ay (03] (5.42)

We rewrite the commutator as:

[ag (us)ag, (uy)ao (uy)aqs (uz), ar (u;)ar (U7)ay (vl )a ()]
= —lag (us)ag (uy), ar(uz)ay (ul)]ay (V2)ay (Vo) agr (uy)ao (uz).
(5.43)

where

[a;(uz)a (uy) l
:a*(um)( GTU ( y)a alu
—or b (25 y)ar (ul))
—ay (uy) (So1ug (23 2)ay (ul) — 0g ug (25 2)ar (ul))
01t (25 2V (215 9) — G Byt (25 2l (239). (5.44)

)]
(uz)

Consider the first term in the first line of Eq. (5.44). All the other terms in
the first and second line of (5.44) give rise to contributions to (5.42) that can
be estimated in exactly the same way. We have, recall the definition (5.8) of

bo (2):
/dfﬁddedZ/ V(z —y)e(z — 2 )ui (2 9) (Ens af (uz)a) (ul)aq (05)ay (T )ag (uy)a) (ur)én)

=- / dadydz V(@ — y)u} (23 y)(Ex, T (uz)b (p2)ar (T5)as (uy)ay (uz)€r) =: A.
(5.45)

We then estimate, by Lemma 5.3:
Al < /dl’dydz Vi(z —y)|ui (2 9)[]16] (p2)a (ua)Ex]lllar (0% )aq (uy)ay (ua)Ex |l
< Cp? /dmdydz Vi(z —y)|ui (2 9)[1]b) (02)ay (wa)éx]lar (uy)a) (uz)Ex]]

+Cp3 / drdydz V (z — )|t (23 9)lay (ue)Ex | lar (g )y () |

To get the second inequality, we used the estimate (5.10), together with
llar (T%)] < Cp2. Consider the term A,. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, using
that ||ug [ < C:

|As| < Cp'F N[ QF - (5.47)
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Consider now the term A;. Here, we split u, as uy +u;, with < (k) supported
for |k| < p", with n < min{~y, %} to be chosen later. Correspondingly:

Ay < Cpt [ dndyd= V(o = )l i) by (o2)a (6l (o ()60
+Cp¥ [ dndyd= (o = )l i) by (o2)as ()6 Nl () )60

= Al;l =+ Al;g. (548)

Consider Ay.;. Using that ||uy ]2 < Cp%, we get:
3
Ara| < Cprt ¥ /d:vdydz V(@ = y)luy (z9)l1b) (02)Exlllar (uy)ay (ua)xl
< Cp ¥ [ dodydzds Via )l ()t - )

Ny (ul)éxllllar (uy)a (ug)Exll
< Cp P E NG QF 4, (5.49)

where the last step follows from Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. Finally, consider
Aj.5. We have:

[As2| < CﬁPI*QW/dIdde V(z = y)lut (2 y)lllay (u7 )exlllar (uy)ay (ue)Ex |

1 ~ 1
< Cpp' T HG EIIQ7 Ell, (5.50)

where the last step follows from Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, combined with:

[ dzla)nl? < Co 26 Baga), (551

This inequality can be proven in a way completely analogous to (3.62). In fact:

/ o oo )60 = 3205 )7 60,81 01063
_2nZ|k| ) (€, @y ko én)
Cp~2 Z k2 = ol (€x, @f pan,o6x)
k

< Cp~?"(&x, Hok)), (5.52)

where we used that 4. (k) is supported for |k| > p", that 0 < 4. (k) <1, and
that p, < C’p% < Cp*". Hence:

A < Cap' 2 QEE(IHE Exl| + pF [INEEA]). (5.53)

The other three terms arising from the first two lines of the right-hand side of
(5.44) can be estimated in exactly the same way.

Next, let us plug the last two terms in the right-hand side of Eq. (5.44)
in Eq. (5.42). We get:
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bisin = = [ dadydzds’ V(a—y)o(z—=' )} (5 0)u (s )ar (v)a (u:)a (05,)a ().

(5.54)
We shall use that u}(z;z) behaves as a delta function, to leading order in p.
More precisely, we write:

ug(z;2) = 00 (2 ) — vo (25 ), (5.55)
where v, (z; ) = v,(z — x) with Fourier transform given by:

R _J1 for0< k| <K%
Vo (k) = {0 for |k| > 2k,

and it smoothly interpolates between 1 and 0 for k% < |k| < 2k%. The function
Vo 2 (y) satisfies the bounds:

[Voalli < C, vosllo < Cp. (5.57)
Instead, 0% (z;x) = 6" (2 — z), with:

1 for0< |k| < 2p7 P
0 for |k| >2p~

(5.56)

o (k) = (5.58)

and it smoothly interpolates between 1 and 0 in the region (3/2)p~" < |k| <
2p~". The function 05 .(y) is an approximate Dirac delta function at x, such
that

105 2llt < C, 1165 2lloc < Cp~27. (5.59)

Let us perform the replacement (5.55) in Eq. (5.54). Consider the terms with
one v. We have:

[ dwdydzds’ V(@ - gz — 2155 50l ()
{€x, a1 (D7) aq (ua)ay (U5 )ay (uy)ér)]
< C [ dudy V(o= 9)* ¥ s (w)ay ()60
< CL} 22|26l (5.60)

Next, consider the terms with two v. Proceeding as above we have:

[ dwdydzds’ V(@ = gy = o (z30)lvr ('59)
{€x, a(T)ag (uz)a(Th )a (uy)Er)]
< C [ dady Vo~ 9)* > las (w)ay (w60
< OL} > 2|26l (5.61)
Therefore, the main contribution to Eq. (5.54) is:

- / dadydzdz' V(z — y)p(z — 28 (2508 (s y)ay (5% ay (us)ay (T5)a (u,).
(5.62)
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The next lemma will allow us to replace the approximate ¢ functions with true
¢ functions, up to a small error. This is one of the points where we use the
regularity of the potential.

Lemma 5.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.5, the following is true:

- / drdydzdz"V(z — y)p(z — 2')87 (2;2)87 (25 y) (€x, a1 (T2)at (uz)a) (05 )ay (uy)éx)

= [ dedy Vi@~ (e = 1)(En a1 (T)ar (we)as (F)as(w)6n) + &, (€0),
(5.63)
where, for all n > 4, taking V € C* with k large enough:

€5, (©] < Cup” =D (CLPp* + (6, Qi&n)). (5.64)

The proof of Lemma 5.6 is deferred to Appendix C.1. Putting together
(5.53), (5.60), (5.61), (5.63) and recalling the definition of Ty, Eq. (5.29), the
claim follows. The proof of the statement about ({x,Q1£)) is exactly the same,
and we shall omit the details. g

5.3. Scattering Equation Cancellation

The next result will imply an important cancellation that will be used to
propagate the a priori bounds for Hy, Q;, and to compute the ground state
energy at order p2.

Proposition 5.7 (Scattering equation cancellation). Let:
Q; = /dmdy V(z —y)ai(uy)a](u,)a] (vy)a} (V) + h.c.. (5.65)
Let v < 7/18. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, the following holds:
(€x, (T1 + T2 + Q})6n)
=, [ dnayolie sl < 0 - ol —3)
(6, (a1 () ar (ug)a) (Uy)ay (uy) + h.c.)éx) + Er,(Ex)  (5.66)
with |\y| < Cp*' and, for 6 >0 and L large enough.:
[En,(E0)] < CLEp* [NZ& . (5.67)

Moreover:

A [ dedyb(ia = yli < o)1~ pla — )
J(6ns (ar (@)ar (whar (@) ay (up) + hee)én)]
< CL:p T INEE. (5.68)

Proof. Let T4 be the operator obtained from To after replacing all v with u".
The error term &, (€y) takes into account the difference (€, (T2 — T4)EN). We
postpone its estimate (5.67) to Appendix C.2.
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Recall the notation b, , = a,(ul)as (%), Eq. (5.8). We then have, using
that by the compact support of the potential V(z) = V(z)0(|z|r < p~7):
(&, (T1 + T+ Q)6)
= [ dady bz~ slu < p) (2800 1) + Vi~ 1)1~ (o~ 1)
(€, bz 1y, 1 €0) + coc.
= Q/drcdy Oz -yl < p’”)( —Af(z-y)+ %V(x —y)f(x - y))
(€x, bz 1y, 1 €0) + CCo, (5.69)

with f =1 — ¢. Recall that ¢ is the periodization of ¢., the solution of the
Neumann problem (4.28), over Ap: ¢(x) = > ys ©y(x +nierL + ngeal +
nzesL). The function ¢.(z) is compactly supported in R?, with support in
B = {r € R®| |#| < p~7}. Thus, up to a boundary term we can replace f
with f, =1 —p,:

[ dedyela -yl <o (=A@ -9+ Vi - S v)
ApXAp
A&x, bz 10y, 1 EN)
= [ awdyele— sl <o) (= A - v) + SVaole — )o@~ )
Ap xXAp

A&7, b 1by, 160) +er (5.70)
where A, = [p=7, L — p~7]3, and ey, is a boundary term:
le] < CL2p™(I16(] - |2 < p7") Ao + [lllo)p ™. (5.71)

In Eq. (5.70), recall that V is the periodization of V., Eq. (2.2). Therefore,
using that f, solves the scattering equation in a ball of radius p~7, Eq. (4.28),
we easily get:

(&, (T1 4+ T5 + Q1))
— o, /  dedy 0z — gl < o) (@ — g)Exs (berby. + i )Er) + er

Ap XAp

— o2, / dady 0|z — ylo < p~ ) (@ — y){Ex, (borby. +hc)ex) + er,
Ap XAy

(5.72)

up to a redefinition of the boundary term (still satisfying (5.71)). To conclude,
we estimate the integral using Lemma 5.3, setting g(x) = A\, 0(|z|L < p~7) f(x).
We shall use that:

3
lglh <€, lglla < Cp=. (5.73)
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We get, thanks to Lemma 5.3:
| [ dedygta =~ p)ien.ar (s (a5 ) (60|
g/@%%ﬁﬂ%ﬁw
s/@wmmwM¢w+mmm/@mwmw

< Cp [ dadylg(a — )or ()6l oy ()60l + CLEPH 7 N HE].

(5.74)
Thus, by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, using that ||g||; < C:
| [ dsdygta )6 ar (@) (s (7 (u)60)
< Op(6x, N&) + CLEp T 7 |N3g, |
< CLEp T NG,
(5.75)

where in the last step we used the propagation of the a priori estimate for
the number operator, and the assumption v < 7/18. This concludes the
proof. O

5.4. Propagation of the Estimates

We now have all the ingredients needed in order to propagate the a priori
estimates for Hy and for Q.

Proposition 5.8 (Propagation estimate for Hy, Q; - Part 2.). Let 5/18 < vy <
1/3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 the following is true. For all X €
[0,1]:

(Ex, Hoby) < CLPp%, (64, QuE)) < CL?p%, (64, Quéy) < CLPp%.  (5.76)

Proof. The last bound immediately follows from the second, using that @1 <
Q. Let us prove the first two bounds. Using Egs. (5.28), we get:

(e (Fo + Q)6 = (€, (T1 + T2)én) + 85, (64) + €2, ()

= — (&, (T1 + T2 + Q4)&N) + (6x, Qix) + &, (62) + g, (€2)-
(5.77)

As proven in Appendix C.2:
(€2, (Qa — Q&) <
Also, thanks to (3.44):

= Q

PP 4 5(6n, Qi) (5.78)

+ Q4 < 8Qq + (C/8)L3p*. (5.79)
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Therefore, using that @1 < Qq:

e (Ho + 018 < (60, (T1 + T2 + Téa) +Clen, @i6a)
+HOL? " + &y (60) + . (6)- (5.80)

To estimate the various terms, we shall use the bounds of Propositions 5.5,
5.7. We have, for 5/18 < v < 1/3, from Egs. (5.67), (5.68):

(Ex, (T1 + T2 + Q6NN < CLEp 7 | N2gy |
< CL?p?, (5.81)

where we used the propagation of the a priori estimate for number operator,
Eq. (5.6). The bound (5.81) is the only point where we need the lower bound
on 7.

Consider now &g, (£x). We have, from the first bound in (5.30):

Euo(€x) < CL2ps [HZEN| + CLE p3 [N 26,
< C(én, Hoén) + CL?p?, (5.82)

where we used again the propagation of the apriori estimate for number op-
erator (5.7). Also, from the third of (5.30), it is not difficult to see that, for
%’y — % < 1 <~ (which is a nonempty set for 7, since v < 1/3), and for 3

small enough:

Eo, (&)) < C&n, (Hop + Q1)) + CLPp2. (5.83)
The final claim follows from Egs. (5.80)—(5.83), together with Gronwall lemma.
O

Let us rewrite the bounds of Propositions 5.5, 5.7, using the propagation
of the a priori estimates (5.76). We have, for 5/18 <~y < 1/3 and n < :

J
2

|, (1)) < CL3p3~ % + CL3 pi~ 3| N3¢, |
€5, ()] < CuL?p* 7" + CpL? p?+ 5 2| N3, |
€, (€] < CpLP 7 4 CLi P F2W g, (5.84)
and:
(€, (T2 + T2 + @] < CLEMF g (5.85)

The reason why we kept the dependence on the number operator is that the
estimate on [Nz, || obtained propagating the a priori bound for A" on & is
not optimal, in contrast to the estimates for Hy and Q;. We shall conclude the
section by proving an improved version of the bound for the number operator.

Proposition 5.9 (Improved a priori estimate for the number operator). Let
v < 1/2. We have:

(63, N&) < CL? ps |HE & || + CL3p* 7. (5.86)
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Proof. Lemma 5.1, together with Gronwall lemma, immediately implies:
(e, NE\) < (61, N&) + CLPp* . (5.87)

To estimate (1, N€1) in terms of the kinetic energy, we use Lemma 3.6:

(e, N&) < CLPpate + %(51,]1{051} +CL?p* 7. (5.88)
We choose « such that:
p3+e — max {L%pa@hl’ Ho1), pH}. (5.89)
By doing so, we get:
(6 ) < CLEpb [H | + CLY >, (5.90)
O

Improved bounds for the error terms. To conclude the section, let us reexpress
the bounds (5.84), (5.85) in view of the improved estimate (5.86). Take 5/18 <
v < 1/3, in order to be able to use the propagation of the a priori estimates
(5.8). The bound (5.86) implies:

1 3 1,1 1 3 1_2
INZ2& < CL3p*= |Hi&ul]> + CL2p 2. (5.91)
Plugging this bound in the first of (5.84), we get, for 0 < § < 1:
4 o ok 1
€6y (1)) < CL?p3 73 + CLApT 3 ||Hg & |12
< C5LPp3~ 5 4 8(61, Hoty), (5.92)

where in the last step we used Young’s inequality |ab] < Cp,(Jal? + |b]9) with
1/p+1/q =1, with p = 4 and ¢ = 4/3. Similarly, using the bound (5.91) in
the second of (5.84):

3n

: 5 5 1
€5, (Ex)] < CaLPp® ™71 + CaL?p* T3~ F 4+ CpLipHB+ 3 21||Hg & |2
< CﬁL?’p?’*Q”*" + CﬁL3p3+%—% + Cﬁ,(;L?’p%“"*%W + 8(&1, Hoy).

(5.93)
For n < % + 3, which is implied by n <y and v < 1/3:
€5, (60)] < CoL*p* 77" + Ca gL ¥ H20757 4 561, Hota)
< CpLPp3 =97 + 5(€1, Hota), (5.94)

where in the last step we optimized over 7, n = % + %7, which is strictly less
than %Jr 2. The same bound holds for |Eqg, (§x)|. Finally, for v < 1/3, plugging
the bound (5.91) in (5.85):

Q_;’_&Z

[(€x, (T1 + Ta + Q})En)| < CL3p*™ + CLApH+ 2 |HZ & |2
< CsLPp 5 27 4+ 6(€1, Hoky ). (5.95)

These bounds will play an important role in the proof of the lower bound for
the ground state energy, discussed in the next section.
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6. Lower Bound on the Ground State Energy

In this section, we shall prove the lower bound for the ground state energy
of the dilute Fermi gas. In what follows, ¥ will be approximate ground state,
in the sense of Definition 3.4. In the following we shall always assume that
5/18 < ~ < 1/3, which is the range of values of v for which the estimates
(5.91)—(5.95) hold.

The starting point is, recall Proposition 3.1 and the bounds of Proposition
3.3:

(W, 1) > Bup(@) + (€o, (Ho + Q1 + Qu)éo) + E1(¢), (6.1)
where the error term &;(¢) is bounded as:
[1(&)] < Cp® (€0, Quéo) + Cp'~* (0, No). (6.2)

From the estimate (5.86) for the number operator, together with the a priori
estimate (3.66) for Qy, we get, optimizing over o, & = 1/9:

E1(¥)] < 05L3P2+% +6(&1, Ho&a)- (6.3)

To extract the correlation energy at order p?, we shall use an interpolation
argument. We write:

~ ~ ~ 1 ~
(o (o + @+ Qu)éo) = (61, (o + @0)6r) = [ A 2l (Ho+ Q)
+(€0, Qu&o)
. 1
= (&, (Ho + Q1)é1) +/ dA (€, (T1 + T2)éx)
0

+(€0, Qu&o) + E2(1), (6.4)

where the Ty, Ty operators are defined in (5.29) and, thanks to the bounds
(5.92), (5.94):

< .
|E2(¢)] < max 1€, (E3)] + max €5, ()]

< Csp%_% + 0(&1, Ho&), (6.5)

where we used the condition v < 1/3. Next, in order to make use of the
cancellation due to the scattering equation, we rewrite:

~ ~ ~ 1 o~
(0, (Ho + 01 + Qu)é0) = (€1, (Ho + Q)ér) + / dX (x, (T1 +Ts + @)6x)
0
1 ~ ~
- /0 AN (6, Q560 + (€0, Quto) + Ea(0),

= (&1, (Ho + Qu)&1) —/0 dX (Ex, Qi) + (€0, Qubo)
+E3() + E2(2)), (6.6)
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where, using (5.95):
|E3(¥)] < max [(€x, (T1 + T + Q)6
A€(0:1]
< CsLPp 5 27 4 6(€1, Hoky ). (6.7)

Let us now consider the second and third term in Eq. (6.6). We rewrite it as:

1 - - _ - 1 _
- / A (6, @60 + (€0, Dao) = (€1, (B — DY) — /0 (i)

0

1 1
, d O)F
[ [Caven Gien)
1
d ~
=2i0) - [ i gpledi)

1 1
d ~
s v e @i, 68)

0 A

where, as proven in Appendix C.2:
E4()] = (&1, (Qa — @})&1)|

C € g 3 3 1
LR 86, Qi) + CLEpE N 24|

A

IN

C . ~ 1
§L392+§ +6(&1,Q1&1) + CsLPp*t5 + 6(61, Ho&y),  (6.9)

where in the last step we proceeded as for (6.7) with v = 1/3, recall (5.85),

(5.95). The correlation energy at order p? arises from the last two terms in Eq.
(6.8). We will prove that:

d ~
5@}7 Quéy) = 2L%pip, /dx V(z)p(z) + subleading terms.

d ~
a(@,@i&) =2L%pip; /d:z: V(z)p(z) 4 subleading terms.  (6.10)

The explicit terms are precisely what we need to compute the ground state
energy at order p?. The quantitative version of the statement (6.10) is the
content of the next proposition.

Proposition 6.1 (Extracting the correlation energy). Under the assumptions of
Theorem 2.1 the following holds. Let ¥ be an approzimate ground state. Take

%Syﬁ%,eZOand%+ﬁ<7. Then:

d ~
5@}, Qiéx) = 2p7p] / dedy V(z —y)e(r —y) + &, (E)

d ~
6 8u8) = 2007 [ dody Vi~ y)pla =) + £, (60 (011

where, for any 0 < § < 1:

4 7

‘5N£(w)‘ < OLgp% +C’B,QL3P%7§7,§E n
‘5@4(w)‘ S CLSP% +C,8,04L3p%_%7_1*785 4

(&1, Ho&1)

1)
0(&1, Hoér). (6.12)
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Remark 6.2. (Notations.). Unless otherwise stated, with a slight abuse of no-
tation in the following we will use the notation u*(z;y) to denote the function
(u*)?(2;y). The two functions satisfy the same estimates, recall Proposition
4.2.

Proof. We shall only discuss the proof of the statement concerning @i, the
one for Q4 being completely analogous (it is actually simpler). We write:

(6,860 = (6, [, BIEa) +ec. (6.13)

where
[Q, B Z /dxdydzdz Ve —y)p(z —2)
U;éa

lag (uy)ag: (uy)ag (Vy)ag (V) ar (ul)ar (V)a (u2)a) (V)]
We rewrite the commutator as:
[ag (uz)ag (uy)ag (Ty)ay (T3), ar (u)ay (0)ay (ul)ay (T5)]

(@) ay (VL) ar(0%)ay (V5)]aq (ul)ay (ul,)

Jag: (uy), ar(ul)ay (ul)]ah (T, )ah (T5).

(6.14)

T
o\Yx)Ye' \ My )Ya’ \Vy )Y\ YV

),a
)

= a5 (u)a, (u) a3, (0] )a

—ay (02)ay (05) [a5 (u,

As it will be clear, the only terms contributing at the order p? will be those
antinormal ordered, which arise from the last line. The first contribution in
the right-hand side of Eq. (6.14) is partially normal ordered; as such, it will
give rise to an error term. The commutator produces contractions between the
fermionic operators; we have, omitting the spin label for simplicity:

[a*(T,)a"(T,), a(v2)a(@%,)] = a™ (7)o" (2; 2)a(0) — a* (T, o' (3 2)a(T?)
+a(T)w" (y; 2)a” (0;) — a(V))w" (y; 2)a™ (7).
(6.15)
These four terms give rise to contributions to (6.14) that will be estimated in

exactly the same way (the lack of normal ordering in the last two terms in Eq.
(6.15) will not matter). For instance, consider:

I:= drdydzdz' V(z — y)p(z — 2 )@ (z;y)
o#o! /

(Ex, ag (uy)ag, (uy)ag (T, )ay (T2 )at (uz)ay (uz)Ex)-
To begin, we write:
I=1 + 1, (616)

where I; is obtained from I replacing wu}, u; with wug, uy, and I is an error
term. Let us first consider the term I;. To improve the estimate for this term,
we shall study separately different contributions in momentum space. Let 0 <
n <~ <1/3,6>1, to be chosen later. We write u}, = u3 + u? 4+ uZ, with:

aﬁ(k) :ﬁr(k)Xﬁ(k)a t=<,0,>, (617)
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where

vt =x(5). ol =x(5) x(5). et =1-x(13). ©s)

p p?
Correspondingly, we write I; = IT 4+ 19 + I7". The key observation is that in

each term Iﬁ1 we can replace ¢ by ¢y, with ¢y with similar support properties
as uy. In fact, recalling that:

Z ul ( 2)ak,o, (6.19)
with ar o = a0 (fi) and fi(z) = L32e7h 2 we get:

/ de ol = )0 (s )ar () = — 3 W / dz (2 — )i (59),
* (6.20)

where

. 1 ’ .
/dz ezk'ch(z _ z/) f Z k + q e~ 1% (kt+q) o —ivq (6.21)
a

Suppose that k € supp @;. Due to the fact that & (¢) is supported for [g| < Cp%
and that p" > p%, we can freely replace ¢(k + ¢) in Eq. (6.21) with:

¢s(k+q) = ¢k + @)xs(k + q), (6.22)
with xy defined as:
|| N AL 2|k - _ 8 2|k
X<(p) = X(an), Xo(p) = x(bﬁ)fx(pj) X>(p) = x(4p” |k]) —x ( i ) (6.23)
As discussed in Appendix A:

_ _ _2
o<l < Cp~|logpl, lwoll < Cp~2logp|, |p=|li <Cp~ 7+ |logpl.
(6.24)

The last two estimates improve on ||¢[|; < Cp~27 since i < 7. To estimate I%,
we shall also use that:

3n

3
luslla < Cp#,  ullla < Cp2,  [uZ |2 < Cp. (6.25)

The first two estimates are better than |lul|ls < Cg. Moreover, we shall use
that:

/ dz a(uS)Ex|? < Clen, NEs), / 0z [a(uQ)Er |2 < Cp21(Er Hobon).
[ dz a2l < 05 (6 Hoto) (6.26)

Estimate for Iy . Here, we replace ¢ with ¢ .. Also, using the fact that o (k)

is supported for momenta |k| < Cp%, repeating an argument similar to the
one of (6.20)—(6.23) but this time for the 2’ integration, we can freely replace
!, with @5; in the following, we shall denote by ﬂﬁz, function whose Fourier

2!

u
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transform has similar support properties as ¢y, possibly replacing the factors
2 and 1/2 in Eq. (6.23) by 4 and 1/4. We then have:

INESY /dxdydzdz’V(a; = Yle<(z = 2@ (2 YT l2llus 2
o#o’!

o (ua)ag (uy)€xllllay (@5 )€

<Cpt ¥ Y [ dodydds Vi~ gt~ ))E i)
o#o’

o (g )ag (uy)er | llay (@S )|
< Cllog p|p™+ 3 =275 |QZ &\ | |V 26, (6.27)

the last step following from Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, combined with ||| <
Cp™, |lw'll < Cp~5.

FEstimate for I(l). Here, we replace ¢ with ¢ and v}, with ﬂ(z)/. We have:

IHEY /dwdydde’V(l‘ = y)lpo(z = " (= YT, 2072 ll2]lu 12
o#o!

Nlac (uz)ao: (uy)éx ] llay (@2 )&

<Cp Y [ dodydzds Ve y)las - )5 1)

o#o!
o (s )ag (uy)ex | llay (@2 )|
< C|log plp'+ =315 ||Q3 &, |[|[HE & |, (6.28)

by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, this time using that ||pg|| < C|log p|p~2" and
the second of (6.26).

Estimate for 17 . Here, we replace ¢ with ¢~ and u®, with @2,. We then have:

IHESY /dxdydde'V(I = Yles (2 = @ (T N2l0% l2llu 12
o#o’!

o (t2) a0 (uy)Ex | lay (32 |
<Cop S / dedydzd V(z — y)lps(z — )0 ()]
o#o!
o (t2) a0 (uy)Ex | lay (26 |

_3n_ e, X1 1
< COgp' =3 75| Qe | |HZ A, (6.29)
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again by CS inequality, using that |¢s| < C|logplp~2"/? and the last of
(6.26).

Putting it together : estimate for1;. From (6.27), (6.28), (6.29), we get:

L] < Clog plp %~

~1 1
POV ZE |
~ 1 30 e
ZE +Capt 0 7

Q& |IHZ & .
(6.30)

+C|log plp

The optimal value of ¢ is § = 3/2. For this value, using also the propagation
of the a priori estimates for Qq, Hy, Egs. (5.76), we get, for 0 < a < 1:
[l < Cllogp|L? 2%“27*%”%@\\ + Cal®p® 2075
< C|log p|L3pP+ 3 =375 4 CuL3p 2175
+CoLP|log p|3p = 2173775 1 (€1, Hoéy). (6.31)

The last estimate follows after using the bound (5.86) for the number operator,
and using Young’s inequality. For n < 1/3, the third term is bigger than the
first. Hence:

L] < CoLPp" 175 + CouLP|log p|3p @ 777377 F 4+ a6y, Holy)
< CpalPp™ 75775 + afgy, Hoty), (6.32)
where we optimized over n, n = Ts + 27 + 35, which is less v for % + 15 <7

All the other contributions arising from the first line of (6.14) are estimated
in this way.

Estimate forIs. Consider now the term I in Eq. (6.16). As discussed in Ap-
pendix C.3, this term satisfies the same estimate as I;:

L] < CpoLPp® =377 15¢ + aufgy, Hoy ). (6.33)

Other contributionsto (6.14). Consider now the second line of (6.14). We rewrite
it as:

—a1(07)ay (V3)[ag (uy)ag: (uy), at (v )a (ul)]ag: (0y)ag (Vz)
= =05/ (Vy)ag (Uz)[ag (uy)ag (wy), ar (u)ay (ul,)]ay (V)ay (V7))
z) 2ay(

uz)]lar (V%)ay (V%), ag, (V) )ac (03)]-
(6.34)

Let us consider the first term in the right-hand side. We rewrite the commu-
tator as, omitting the spin for simplicity:

) —a (uy)u (w52

[a” () a" (wy), a(u?)a(us,)] = o™ (u,)u" (z; 2)a(u;
"(uy) — alul)u (y; 2)a” (ug,

+a(ul)u'(y; 2)a
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The first two terms give rise to error terms of the form:

I, = /dxdydzdz' V(z—y)p(z — 2" )u'(y; 2)
(&, a* (uy)a™ (Ty)a™ (V) a(T ) a(s, ) a(ul, )€x)- (6.36)

We then get, using that [luy |1 < C:

I,| < Cp? /dmdydde’ Vi(z —y)p(z — 2" (y; 2)|(laub)ex]1? + la(ul)Ex]?)
< Cp?27(E\, NEY). (6.37)

To bound the error terms produced by the last two terms in (6.35), we normal
order them. The normal ordered contribution can be estimated as II,. The
new contraction produces an error term of the form:

I = /da’ddedZ'V(mfy)w(zfz')ur(y;Z)ur(x;Z')(fx,a*(ﬁy)a*(Wz)a(@)a(@'KV
(6.38)
We have, using that [p(z — 2/)| < C:

| < Cﬂ/dHCddedZ/ V(@ =yt (y; 2)||u' (23 2") | (la(@y)ex )1 + la(@L )éx %)
< Cp(éx, Néy)- (6.39)

This concludes the analysis of the error terms produced by the first term in the
right-hand side of (6.34). We are left with the second term in (6.34), involving
two commutators. We compute:

* r

lag (ug)ag: (uy), ar(u)ay (ul)]
= bor qubs (23 y)ak(ul)ay (ul) — 64 jub, (2; y)as (uy)ar(uy)
=00, 1ug (25 w)ag, (uy)ay (us) — 0o, uy (27 2)ag, (uy ) ar (ul),

+05.1000 ub (25 2)ul, (25 y) — 00, 00 qul (25 2)ul, (25y)  (6.40)

and

[a1(V))a) (V%) ag: (U, )ag (Vs )]
= 0011wy (2 9) a5 (Va)ay (V3) — 0or,ywi (25 ) ag (V3 ) ay ()
+Ho,1wp (23 2)ag, (U, )ay (V2) — 0o, 1wy (2" @) ag. (V) )ay (V5
+80,100, W (23 T)wh (25 Y) = 80,1007 qwh (25 2) b (25 y).  (6.41)

The last two terms in (6.40) times the last two terms in (6.41) produce the
explicit O(p?) term in the final claim. Summing also the complex conjugate,
and using that p(x) = p(—z), we have:
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maln - Z /dmddedZ V ‘:U - ) (Z - Z/)((sU,T(sa",iura(z;x)ug” (Z/vy)
o#o’!
—0g,1 007 1 (25 2) g (25 y))
(00,1007, 1 w5 (23 2)wer (25 y) — d0,1 007 1wy (2 2)wo (25 )
=2 [ dodydzds' Vo - y)p(e — )i (s50)0 (50)8 (520001 (50),
(6.42)
where in the last step we used that ¢(x) = ¢(—z). As proven in Appendix C.4,

thanks to the regularity of the potential, the function u? (z; ) can be replaced
by the Dirac delta §(z — x), up to higher-order terms in the density:

Imain = 2p7p] / dzdy V(z—y)o(x—1y)+Emains  |Emain] < CL*p* 7. (6.43)

All the other terms arising in the product of (6.40) and of (6.41) give rise to
subleading contributions. For instance, a typical term is:

I, = / dedydzdz’ V(e — y)o(z — 2" )t (2 9)w (2;7)
{En, " (u Ja(uL, )a™ (T)a(T% )éx)
= [ dedydzds’ Vi — y)els - ) i) i)
{x,a” (ur)a” (T%)a(oT a(ul ),
(6.44)

where we used the orthogonality between u" and v". Proceeding as for II,,
using that [ug |1 < C and that [wy [l < Cp, we get:

T, | < Cp*~ 2 (€x, NEY). (6.45)
Another typical term is:

Ly = [ dadydzd' V(o — gz - ) (500" (5)u" () 60,0 (0 au 6a),
(6.46)
which we bound as:
[T, | < Cp? 27 (), NEY). (6.47)
The last type of error term arising in the product of (6.40) and (6.41) is:

I, = /dafdydzdz’ V(z —y)p(z — 2" )u' (z2)u" (25 y)w" (25 9) (€x, @™ (T;)a(T )Er),
(6.48)

which we estimate as:
| < Cp(éx, N€r). (6.49)

Conclusion. Putting together (6.32), (6.33), (6.37), (6.39), (6.43), (6.45)—(6.48),
we have, using that p2_27 < pfory<1/2:

7

|£~ (g)\)l < Cp<€)\,N€A> + Cﬁ,a 113[) 9 3 8¢ + 0&<§1,H0€1>
Q4 -
< C’L?’p% + Cﬁ,aL3p296 1R + (€1, Ho1), (6.50)



Vol. 22 (2021) The Dilute Fermi Gas via Bogoliubov Theory 2331

where in the last step we used the bound (5.86) for the number operator. This
concludes the proof. O

Conclusion: proof of the lower bound. We are now ready to prove a lower bound
for the ground state energy. We shall collect all the error terms, starting from
Eq. (6.1). We have, for 0 < o < 1:

(1, Hy)) > Enr(w)
—p1py /dxdy Ve —y)e(x —y) + (&1, (Hy + @1)§1>(1 —a)

*CQLS,OW% _ CQLSpgi% o CaLSP%JrQ’y o CaL3p2+§

—CL?p5 — Cp AVE S (6.51)
where we also used that |p, — p%| < p'*5. The integral in the right-hand side
can be written as, up to a boundary term:

/dmdy V(z—y)elx—y)=L3 / dz Ve (2)py () +er, (6.52)
R3

with ez, = O(L?). Recall that, Eq. (4.29):

8ma, = / dz Voo (z)(1 — oy (x)), Ja—ay| < Cp. (6.53)
R3
The optimal choice of parameters is:
1 1

=2 y=- 6.54
=3 T=3 (6.54)

which fulfills the assumptions of Proposition 6.1. Taking % < a < 1, we finally
have, for L large enough:

WT) 5 3 (6x2) (0} +0}) 4 8mapypy —OLY ™+ (61, (Ho +@1)6) (1),
(6.55)

This concludes the proof of the lower bound.

Remark 6.3. (Improved condensation estimate.). The inequality (6.55) can be
used to prove an improved estimate for (&1, Hp&), for states ¢ that are en-
ergetically close enough to the ground state. Let ¥ be a fermionic state such

that: . H)

) 3 2 5 5 1

T3 — 5 (67%)3(p} +p}) + 8mapyp < Cp*To. (6.56)
As we will see in the next section, such states exists; in particular, the ground

state satisfies the inequality (6.56). Eqs. (6.55), (6.56) imply:

(€1, Ho1) < CL2p**s (6.57)
plugging this bound in (5.86), we get, for v = 1/3:
(R, NR*y) < CL?ps . (6.58)

This inequality can be used to prove, see [7]:

try (1 - w) < CL3p%. (6.59)
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This bound improves on the condensation estimate (3.65). The optimal con-
densation estimate is expected to be of order p%: this is consistent with the

fact that the next-order correction to the ground state energy is of order p%,
[23].

7. Upper Bound on the Ground State Energy

In this section, we shall conclude the proof of Theorem 2.1, by proving an
upper bound on the ground state energy that matches the lower bound we
obtained in Sect. 6, up to o(p?). This will be done taking the natural trial
state ¥ = RTS, with T the correlation structure defined in Sect. 4, for a
suitable value of the parameter v, to be optimized.

To begin, notice that ¢ is an N-particle state, with Ny particles with
spin T and N particles with spin |. In fact, we can rewrite 1 as:

P = ZN“RQ, T .= e§_§*7
B:= /dzdz'@(z — 2'ay (u})a} (00})ay (v}, )a] (075, ). (7.1)

and [B,N,] = 0, with N, = [dx a} ,0q,0. Also, by the defining properties
of fermionic Bogoliubov transformations (3.28), we know that R} is an N-
particle state, with Ny particles with spin T and NN| particles with spin |.
Therefore:
Nop = N,TRQ = TN, RQ = N, . (7.2)

Moreover, being R and T unitary operators, ||| = ||| = 1.

To compute the energy of v, we shall rely on the estimates we have
already proved for the lower bound. An important role in the upper bound is
played by the following bound for the number operator, for v < 1/2:

(EnNE) S CLPp*T7, & =T\ (7.3)

This bound follows from (5.86), using that now & = Q. Thanks to (7.3), it is
not difficult to see that to prove the propagation of the estimates in Proposition
5.8 it is enough to assume v < 1/3. The only point where we required a lower
bound for v is the estimate (5.81), which now holds for all 7, as it is clear from
the bound (7.3).

By Propositions 3.1, 3.3, we have:

with:
E1(0)] < CpTQNTR) < CLY . (7.5)

Here, we crucially used that the state £, = TQ2 is such that {én) = 0 unless
n = 4k for k € N, and hence that:

(TQ,Q5TQ) = 0, (7.6)
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recall Eq. (3.43). Consider now the (T'Q, Q,TQ) term. We rewrite it as:
with @4 the contribution to Q4 with aligned spins,

-y / dzdy V(z — )03 () (uy)at (7,5 (T,) + he.. (7.8)

We claim that (T, @4TQ> = (. To prove this, we shall use that 7Q2 and QuTR
belong to different spin sectors, and hence, they are orthogonal vectors in the
Fock space. Let S be the spin operator,

S= ZO’NU, Ny = /dx Uy 50z,0s (7.9)

where we identify 1= + and | = —. Clearly, S = 0. Also, since [B,S] = 0,
we have [T, S] = 0. Therefore, STQ2 = 0. At the same time,

$ [ dedy V@ - y)a u.)as (w)a (0,)a3 (5.7
— [ dady Vi =)o () ()05 (5,)a (0.)(S + o) 79
= U4/dxdy V(z —y)as(ug)ay(uy)as (Ty)as (T,)TQ # 0. (7.10)
Therefore, (T Q,@4TQ> = 0 by orthogonality between different spin sectors.
We are then left with:

EL(NTa Nl) < EHF(W) + <’TQ7 (Ho + Q1 + @4)TQ> -+ 51(1/)), (711)

with &1 () bounded as in (7.5). Proceeding exactly as in Sect. 6, Eq. (6.4), we
get:

~ 1 ~
(T, (Hy + Q1 + Qu)TO) = / dX (€, (T + T2)6n) + (€0, Bao) + Ex(1),

(7.12)

where £(1)) can be bounded as, for 0 < 4 < 1/3, thanks to the estimates
(5.84) and the bound (7.3) for the number operator:

<
E2(0)] < mae |85, (62)] + max €0, ()]

< CLPp5~3% 4+ CyLPp* 37
i

< CL3p5 3. (7.13)

To get the second inequality, we optimized over the parameter n appearing in
the bound for £y, (1), n = 2, and to get the third we used that v < 1/3. Then
we write, proceeding as in Eq. (6.6):

(TQ, (Ho + Q1 + Q4)TQ) / IMEn, DLEN) + (0, Quto) + E3(1) + Ex(w),
(7.14)
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with:
|E3(1)] < max [(Ex, (T1 + Ta + Q4)Er))|
A€[0;1]
< CL*p*™7, (7.15)

where we used the estimate (5.85), and the bound for the number operator
(7.3). Next, proceeding as in Eq. (6.8) we have:

- [ e Bon + 60 @it = - [ i6ie (7.16)

+/0 dA[\ dXW@x,@ZSW-

We compute the derivatives using Proposition 6.1. We obtain:
d ~Y r T
(6 Qi) = 207 /dwdy Viz —y)e(r —y) + & (&)

4~
6 Quén) = 2010 /dﬂ?dy Viz—ye(x—y)+&, (&) (7.17)

the bound for the error terms can be improved with respect to (6.11), making
use of the estimate for the number operator (7.3). Inspection of the proof of
Proposition 6.1 shows that the estimate for the error terms 5~£(§>\), &5, (60,

are determined by the bound for the term Iy in the first line of Eq. (6.31):
L] < CL%p
< CyLPp?~ 7775, (7.18)

where in the last step we used the bound (7.3) and we optimized over 7,
n= %fy. Notice that, with respect to the original proof of Proposition 6.1, the
optimal value of 7 is now independent of . We find:

10, € _ 10, _ €
(€55 (D] < CoLPp®~ 7775, |5, (¥)| < CoLPp*~ 7775, (7.19)

With respect to the original proof of Proposition 6.1, the bound (7.19) holds
for all € > 0, as a consequence of the fact that the optimal value of 1 does not
depend on e.

Conclusion: proof of the upper bound. Putting together (7.11)—(7.19), we find,
for 0 <~ <1/3:

Er(Ny,N)) < Enr(w) — p1p) /dxdy V(z —y)e(z —y)
FCLPp*t5 4 CL3 > + CLPp5~% + CyLPp? 7775,
(7.20)

where we replaced p, with p,, thus giving rise to an error term O(p**5). Using
Egs. (6.52), (6.53), we get, for L large enough:

ErL(Ny, Ny)

3 s 5 5 . .
5 S (6m)E(p] 4o ) +8mappL+CpP IO I HCpITE 4 Cppt T T
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The optimal value of € is € = % — 1—757 (recall that we are assuming v < 1/3, so
that € > 0). For v < 7/9, and for this choice of €, p2*5 is smaller than p3—3.
Therefore:

EL(Ny,N|) _3 2, 5 s P
% < 3(67r2)§(p§ +pi) + 8mapypy + Cp*tT + Cpi~E. (1.21)

Optimizing over v, v = 2/9, we finally get:

EL (N 7N ) 3 2 5 5 2

—E < 2 (6n%)3 (o] + p]) + 8mapypy + CpPHI (7.22)
This concludes the proof of the upper bound, and of Theorem 2.1. O
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A Properties of the Scattering Equation

We start by recalling some useful properties of the solution of the scattering
equation (4.28). We refer the reader to [15,24] for more details.
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Lemma A.1. Let V € L*®(R®) be a nonnegative, compactly supported and
spherically symmetric function, such that suppV C {x € R® | |z| < Ro}, for
some Ry > 0. Let a be the scattering length of V. Let R > Ry and let fr be the
ground state of the Neumann problem on the ball Br(0) = {z € R3 | |z| < R}:

1
<A ; 2v) fr = Enf. (A1)
with boundary condition:
fR(a:) =1, VfR(l‘) =0, forxe 8BR(O). (AQ)
For R sufficiently large, the following holds.
(i) We have:
_ C
|Er —3aR ™3| < T (A.3)
(ii) We have, for all z € Bg(0), for any n € N, provided V € C* with k large
enough:
¢ n
0<fr(z) <1, 1-fr(z)< ErL V" fr(z)] < Cn. (A4)
(iii) Let:
1
ar = o dx V(z)fr(x). (A.5)
Then: o
la —ag| < R (A.6)

Remark A.2. Concerning the last bound in (A.4), one can also prove that the
derivatives decay in |z|. We will not need such improvement. For n = 1,2, this
bound is proven in, e.g., [15]. For higher values of n, the bound follows from the
bounds for n = 1,2 and from the fact that fr solves the scattering equation.
See also [21] for an explicit, nonperturbative expression of the scattering length
a, in terms of the potential V.

In the following we shall denote by f = 1 — ¢ the extension to R? of the
Neumann solution of the scattering equation on the ball B, (0), with v > 0
(that is, we will drop the v symbol). Notice that the second bound in Eq.
(A.4), together with the compact support in B,-(0), immediately implies:

el < Cp~. (A7)

In the proof of Proposition 6.1, an important role is played by cutoff versions
of ¢. We set:

a@)=75 3 PTEER0), (438)
pe 73

with x;(p) as in Egs. (6.23). Notice that the functions ¢y are no longer com-
pactly supported. We shall assume that 0 < 1 < ~, which is the interesting
choice of parameters for our analysis.
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Lemma A.3. Let V be as in Lemma A.1. Then, for L large enough:

_ _ _2n
lo<lly < Cp~*|logpl, [l¢ollt < Cp~*"|logpl, |leslli < Cp~ 7 |logp|.
(A.9)

Proof. In the following, we shall set B = B,-~(0). We shall only prove the
first and the last inequality, the proof of the second one being analogous to
the one of the third.

Bound for ¢.. It is convenient to write:

< (7) = p< () + < (2), (A.10)

where

pelm)=— Y €P"(p <|p|)><<(p)7

pe 2r73 P
. 1 i, PV
b=z 2 e (1-x(7))x<) (A
pe?rz?
Consider first @« (z). We have, for L large enough uniformly in z:
(pela)] <€ [ dp o) xlpl/o)
< Cp. (A.12)
In fact, since |¢(z)| < C(1+ |z|)~! and ¢(z) is compactly supported in B,
6] < [ dolo(a)] < Cp. (A.13)

Next, integrating by parts, for all n > 1, for L large enough uniformly in z:

oulfloe @) < C [ dplopoonol/R<w). (A

Every derivative brings a factor ﬁf7 This is evident from the derivatives of
the cutoff functions. Concerning ¢(p

e \</dx|xk| (o)
< Cpp ™27, (A.15)

where in the last step we bounded every |z | factor by p~7, using the compact
support of ¢. Hence:

|2k L (2)] < Crp™™117, (A.16)
which gives:
Cnp”
)| S A7
< < TGl (A.17)
This bound implies that
o<l < Cp~7. (A.18)

Let us now consider ¢.. We will prove decay estimates in configuration space
using an integration by parts argument in momentum space. To efficiently
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estimate the derivatives of ¢(p), it is convenient to consider the scattering
equation in Fourier space. We have, using that ¢(p) = [, da e’ Tp(z), and
recalling that ¢(x) solves (4.28) for x € B:

(Ip|* — Ay)@(p) + %(V(p) — (V x Q) (p)) = —/\7/ dz ™™, (A.19)
B

To write Eq. (A.19), we used that both V(z) and ¢(x) have compact support
in B, and that ¢ = Vo = 0 on 0B. We are interested in momenta [p| such
that [p|? > p?7; this, together with the estimate |[\,| < Cp®?, implies that
(Ip|* = A\y) > 0. Therefore,

noa n 1 1o 1 - ~ ip-x
0,00) = 0 e (= 5V ) + 57+ )0 =, [ awev=). (a20)

The derivativgs of the first two terms in the brackets are bounded as, by the
regularity of V:
05 V(D) < Cy |05, (V 5 2)(p)] < /dw |2V (2)[[e(x)] < Cn. (A21)

In the last inequality we used that 0 < p(z) < 1, together with the compact
support of V(z). Also,

[V (@) < Cos Joul"|(V % §)(p)] < /dxlf?;’kV(w)w(x)\ <Cn (A22)

where we used the fast decay of V(p), implies by the regularity of V(x), and
the fact that p(z) is regular in the support of V. Consider now the last term
in the brackets. We compute:

_ P 1 _
/dxelp':” = 277/ dttz/ do ettlple
B 0 —1

-

P 2
= 277/ dt t*— sin t|p|
0

tlp|
4 [plp™"
— —7;/ ditsint
|p| 0
4m — - 4 —
:W(*Iplp cos [plp~ 7 +sin p|p~7). (A.23)

Combined with Eq. (A.20), this computation implies, for |p| > 1:
C,O2fy—n'y CkJrn

10y, (p)| < 1 o forall k€ N. (A.24)
p| Pl
Let us now consider the regime p? < |p| < 1. Eq. (A.23) gives:
n ip-x 102,‘/7n’Y
Iy, )\,y/ dze <Ch—5; (A.25)
B |p|

therefore, from Eq. (A.20) we get the bound, for p¥ < |p| < 1:

C, 1 p27—n’y
"D < —— . .
apk@(p)‘ SPE (\pI” LT ) (A.26)
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For |p| > p” and n > 2, the second term dominates. Let us now use the bound
(A.26) to prove decay estimates for p.. We have:

(B<@)l = [ dple(e)I(1 = x(lpl/o)x(ol/6")
< Cph. (A.27)
Also, for n > 1:
oulfp<()] < [ dp|op o)~ x(pl/ox(ol/on] (A28)

Let n > 2. The bound (A.26) implies:

2p” —ny
. p
|2k |Z|P< ()] < Cn/ dp PE

1 2y—ny
e / p o (= Xl )xUpl/ ) (4.29)

The first term bounds the terms where at least one derivative hits the charac-
teristic functions, while the second arises from the estimate (A.26). Therefore,
for n > 2:

2[2|B< ()] < Cop™ ™17 = Cppm =110 (A.30)
All together, recalling (A.27), for n > 2:
_ Chnp"
S p— A — (A.31)
)
To estimate ||@<||1, we write:
o<l < ll@<x(( - 1ol + [1@<x (- L")l (A.32)

and we shall study the two terms separately. Consider the first. Here, we use
(A.31) with n = 3. We get:

/ dz | (x)] < Cp"p~ >3/ log p| = Cp~"|logp|.  (A.33)
|zlL<p=7

Consider now the second term in (A.32). Here, we use (A.31) with n = 4. We
get:

/$|L>P'7 de [p<(e)] < Cprp s Hmn/ 1+ p‘7i3v/4+77/4
< Cp™?. (A.34)
Therefore, (A.32), (A.33), (A.34) imply:
lp<ll < Cp™*|log pl. (A.35)

Combined with (A.10), (A.18), we get:
le<lly < Cp™log pl. (A.36)
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This concludes the proof of the first of (A.9).

Bound for ¢~. Let us now prove the third estimate in (A.9). To do this, it is
convenient to write, for n € N large enough:

o> () = x(lzlL < p7")es () + x|z = p7")es (2). (A.37)
For the second term, we use the nonoptimal bound
los (2)] < Crp™2P=27/(1 4 (p”|z|L)™), which can be proven as (A.17), to
show that:

Ix(| -1z = p " ™")eslli < C, for n large enough. (A.38)

Next, for the first term we approximate ¢~ (x) by its infinite volume counter-
part ¢ (x). We have:

Ix( -1z <p™es Nl < (- 1o < p™™)eS M+ [Ix( - [z < p7") (e = s )la

(A.39)
Using that |~ (z) — ¢ (z)| < C/L for fixed x, we have, for L large enough:
(-2 < ™) (e = @>)lh < C. (A.40)

Therefore, for L large enough:
o>l <l + C. (A.41)

Let us now focus on [|¢Z[|;. We use that:
¢ (z) = /dpeip'%(]?)x(ﬂﬁlpl)(l = x(Ipl/p"*)

= a0 - X sntial) (A2

where t = |p|; in the last equality we used that, with a slight abuse of notation,
o(p) = ¢(|p|); we performed the angular integration. Therefore,

2" (z) = 4W/dtt¢(t)x(pﬁt)(1 = x(t/p"*)|x|"Fsin(tlz]).  (A.43)

Using that |x|sin(t|z|) = —0 cos(t|x]), |x| cos(t|z]) = Oy sin(t|x|), we get, inte-
grating by parts:

ol ()| < am [[de|op (totox( 00—t/ )] (aag)

where we used that all boundary terms vanish thanks to the characteristic
functions. We are interested in estimating the right-hand side of (A.44) for
n = 3 and for n = 4. We have various cases, depending on which function the
derivatives hit.

Consider the terms where at least one derivative hits x(p?t). Then, using
that 9Fx(pt) = p"Px*) (p?t), we see that t is forced to be O(p~?). Thanks
to (A.24), it is not difficult to see that the resulting contribution to (A.44) is
bounded uniformly in p.

Consider the case when all derivatives hit (1 — x(t/p"/?)). Then, from
AL — x(t/p/0)) = —p= (=D Z R (t/pn/%) using Eq. (A.26) we see that
the resulting contribution is bounded as p*("’l)%. More generally, the same
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estimate holds true as long as the number of derivatives hitting t(t) is less or
equal than 2, and all the other derivatives hit (1 — x(t/p"/?)).

The only case left to consider is when n = 4, and all the (n — 1) = 3
derivatives hit tp(¢). Thanks to (A.26), we see that this contribution, after
integrating for t > p~"/%, is bounded as p_%p_"f. In conclusion, for n = 3,4:

jo["p2 (2)] < C 4 Cp~ D 4 CpmF p= I < Cp=F pm (=T (A.45)
where in the last step we used that n = 3,4 and that < . Using also that
02 ()] < [dplés(p)] < C, we get:

. C
| (z)| < . (p2n/<>‘+<n—3)v |$|)n, n=3,4. (A.46)
We are now ready to prove the second of (A.9). We write:
el < X (- [ < p™ )l + X (- [ > p7 7)1, (A.47)

and we estimate the two terms separately. For the first, we use (A.46) with
n = 3. We get:

_ _2m
lo2x(1 - 1o < )l < Cp~ ¥ [log pl. (A.48)
For the second, we use (A.46) with n = 4. We have:
00 _ _3 2n/8+v 1
le=x( -1z > )l < Cp?(24%) pp—
<Cp 7. (A.49)
Therefore, (A.48), (A.49) imply:
_m
]l < Cp™ 7 | logp. (A.50)

Together with (A.41), this proves the last of (A.9). The proof of the second
inequality in (A.9) is completely analogous to the one we just discussed, and
we omit the details. g

B Proof of Lemma 5.4

Let us start from the first bound. We proceed in exactly the same way as for
the proof of Lemma 5.3, with the only difference that v, is replaced by 0"2v%,,
which satisfies the bound [|972%% || < Cp# +2. Therefore, we get:

| [ dsayota = p)ir,artaar (0 5a (u5)as (7560

< CpTTHR (G NG + CLEp TR T N E |

<CLEp NG (B.1)
The second inequality follows from |[N2&,|| < CL2 p1z (propagation of the a
priori estimate) and from v < 7/18. Let us now prove the second bound. We

shall proceed as for the first bound. The only difference is that instead of the
estimate (5.25) we use:



2342 M. Falconi et al. Ann. Henri Poincaré

P77 [arlas@u)an @ )6 < 01l ( [arla@i)6l)

: n 1
< OLEp 3 H 2 (JHZ 6 + p3 N ZE ).

(B.2)
The last inequality follows from:
[ dzlas@uesl® < 3 kP lan.atal?
k
< (6x Hob) + Cpi (60, NEv). (B.3)
This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.4. ]

C Regularizations

C.1 Proof of Lemma 5.6
Let Ry be such that supp Voo C Bg,(0). We rewrite:

I= /dwdydzdz' V(z —y)p(z — 205 (z;2)8] (25 y)
(Ex, a1 (V%) ar (uz)ay (V5 )ay (uy)€x)
= [ dedydzdz' Vo~ ez — )x(lz = 11/ (8Ro))S; (3 0)3] (')
(Exs a1 (%) ar (uz)ay (V5 )ay (uy)€x)
+ [ dadydzds’ V(@ = yyols = 272 = |1/ (8Ro))S (2:2)87 ('50)
(Exs a1 (V%) ar (uz)ay (V5 )ay (uy)€x)
=1, + 1, (Cl)
where we set x© = 1 — x. Let us consider I,. Recall that 6"(p) = x(p°|p|);
therefore, a simple integration by parts argument shows that, for all n € N:
—33
[T :
L+ (p=Plz = z[)"

|07 (z; ) (C2)

We then have:
L] < Cp [ dodyded’ Vi = p)(z — Wz - |1/ (8R0))
185 (5 )19 (3 ) s (1)t ()6 |
< Cp o0 [ dndy (o~ )l (us)ay )60

< Cop®I(CLP 4 (60, QiN)), (C.3)

where the second inequality follows from (C.2), and the last from Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality. More precisely, to prove the first inequality we use that,
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for |z —y|r, < Rp (a constraint imposed by the compact support of V in Ap,):
/dde' Xz = 2|1/ (8R0))18" (25 2)||0" (2'; )]

< /dde’ (X“(|z — |L/Ro) + x“(Iz" =yl /Ro))|6" (2;2)[|0" (s )|
< CppPn=3), (C.4)

Consider now the term I,. We claim that, for any two vectors &, ¢ € F:

/dde’ o(z — 2" )x(|z = 2’|/ (8R0))07 (2 2)6] (2 y) (€x, a1 (T2 )a) (T2) )
= oz —y)x(lz — ylo/(8Ro))(&, ar (T, )ay (Ty)) + Exy (€ ), (C.5)
with, for all n > 4:

€2, (&9 < Cap™ P2 [0, (C.6)

uniformly in z,y. To prove this, we proceed as follows. Let m(z — 2') =
o(z — 2")x(]z — 2'|/(8Ryp)). Being supported away from |z — 2'|, = p77,
this function is C" for any n € N, provided (1 + |p|*)V (p) € L* for k large
enough. This follows from the fact that ¢, solves the scattering equation inside
the ball of radius p~7; recall Lemma A.1. Therefore, a simple integration by
parts argument shows that:

Cn
1+ p|™

provided V is regular enough. Next, we rewrite the approximate delta functions
oL as:

| (p)| < for any n € N, (C.7)

5 (5:) = b, (2 2) — 07 (2:2) (C.8)

where §(-) is the periodic Dirac delta over Ap, and 62 (p) = 1 — x(p?|p|). After
performing the replacement in the left-hand side of (C.5), we get:

(C.5) = m(z — y)(&, a1 (0})ay (Ty)) + &y (€ ¥) (C.9)

where the error term &, (&, 1) collects terms with at least one 6. Let us
estimate it. Consider the term with two §~:

/dzdz’m(z — z')é?(z;xﬁf(z’; Y&, ar (T3)a) (TL)Y)
— 5 X la) [ deds’ T ()67 () 6 (s (95 0)

qe 273
(C.10)
We rewrite the innermost integral as:

/ dzdz' alrlalrgeiq'ze_iq'zl5T> (2; x)éf (2" Y)vi (r; 2)v] (ra; 2WE, ary 1ar,  0).
(C.11)
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Let us perform the z, z’ integrations. We have:

/dzeiq'z(s?(z;x)vﬁ(h;z) = /dzeiq'z/dpeip'(z_z)gf(p)/dp/ eip/'(rﬁz)@?(p/)
= /dp67“"(”“)64‘"“5?(19)@?(10+Q)

= gbq(r1). (C12)
Similarly,

/dz eiiq'yéf(z';y)vi(m;z’) =: gé’q(’l“g). (C.13)

These functions are in L?; in fact,

195,12 < / dp |62 (0)i% (0 + q)° < Cp. (C.14)

Also, notice that the p integration in the definition of g7 , is restricted to
Ip + q| < k% (by the support properties of 9"(p + q)), and |p| > Cp~" (by
the support properties of 6~ (p)). This implies that g7 , = 0 unless [q| > cp P
hence,

‘ /dzdz' m(z — z')éf(z - $)5f(zl —y)(&, ar(v7)ay (05 )¥)
1

:‘L3 > (@) (6 a1 (Gag)ay (Grg)?)

lg|=cp=F

< Cp/ dq [m(g)[|€][ [l ]]- (C.15)
lg|>cp=F

Using the bound (C.7), we get:

| [ ez miz = )67 (2 = )67 (2 = (6,01 G @2)8)]| < Cupt - IP e,

(C.16)
uniformly in x and y. To conclude, consider the remaining error terms, of the
form:

/dzdz' m(z —2")0(z — x)07 (2" — y)(&, ar (VL) (VL))

— @ me - )57 - g @@ (1)
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Proceeding as before, we estimate this term as:

5 Y @) o (@)a (5)0)|

qe 273
1 .
=l Y e @ (@)a) Gra)v)|
lg|>cp=F
<co [  dglnta)lielv]
lg|>cp=P
e ] (©18)

This concludes the proof of (C.5), (C.6). Let us now plug (C.5) into I,. We
have, using that by the support properties of V, V(z — y)x(|z — y|/(8Ro)) =
V(z —y):

I, = / dedy V(z — y)p(e — y){Ex, a1 (T )ar (ug)ay (7)), (y)Ex)

+1,, (C.19)

where I, is bounded as:
| < Cop!H00=3) / dzdy V (z — y) g (ue)a (uy)Es |

< Cup’ I CLP + (60, Q) (C20)
Putting together (C.1), (C.3), (C.20), we get:
1= [ dedyViz — y)ole = (s ar @ ar (wday (8)as (w)6) + &, (€2)
€5, (€x)] < Cnp’ "D (CL2p? + (4, Quér)), (C.21)
which concludes the of Lemma 5.6. O

C.2 Regularization of T and of @4

Regularization of Ts. Let us start by discussing the regularization of Ts, recall
Eq. (5.29). We write

a(k) = a' (k) + a(k) + 6~ (k), (C.22)

with &(k) supported for kp < |k| < 2kr and 6> (k) supported for |k| > p=7.
Let T5 be the operator obtained from T9 replacing u by u*. We write:

Ty — T, = Ta.g + Tay, (C.23)

where Ts,;, contains at least one operator a(d; ), while Ty, contains at least
one operator a(a; ), and no operator a(d;).

Bound for Ty g. Let m(z —y) = V(z — y)¢(z —y). We claim that, omitting
the spins for simplicity, for any £ € F and for L large enough:

H /dy a(d, ym(z — y)a@;)gH < CopP™|€|l,  for any n € N large enough,
(C.24)
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provided (1+ |p|k)V € L, for k large enough. This bound allows to prove that
(€x, T24€0) is small. For instance, consider (we omit the spin for simplicity):
1= [ dedym(z ~ )(6r,a(67)al6 a@)a(,)60). (€29

We have, from (C.24):
1< [a]|( [ damiz = wa@2ate) a7 aw) |

< Cop™ / dy la(5)a(@, )6 |
< CnpﬁnJr%L%HN%f)\H, (C.26)

where in the last step we used ||a(7,)|| < C pz and Cauchy—Schwarz inequality.
The contribution to Ts,, corresponding to the operators a(d; ), a(ay) can be
estimated in exactly the same way, we omit the details. Using the propagation
of the a priori estimate for the number operator, HN%@H < CL%p%, we get:

(€, Tapr)| < CoL3pP i3, (C.27)

Let us prove the bound (C.24). The statement is trivially true if m is replaced
by a constant, by the orthogonality of 5; and of v;. For nonconstant m, we
proceed as follows.

We consider an operator w with integral kernel w(x;y) = w(x — y), such
that (k) = 1 for |k| < p*/3 and w(k) = 0 for |k| > 2p'/3, and it smoothly
interpolates between 1 and 0 for p'/? < |k| < 2p/3. Since 0" (k) is supported
for |k| < p%, we have v' = v*w. Hence:

a(vy,) = /dz a(y)w(y; z). (C.28)

Therefore,
[ va 57 mie - yyatwy) = [ dydza (57 miz -yl )

- / dza*(Ay.0)a(T) (C.29)
with:
Aver) = [ Ay (ripmia  y)ulys2). (C.30)
We will need estimates on the decay properties of this function. For L large
enough, integration by parts gives:

()™ (z — )™ Ay ()] < / dkdg |07 O ik — )87 (k)i (q)|-

Using that, for any n,m € N:

< M7
1+ |kjntm

0767 (k)| < Crmp”™x(k € suppd”) (C.31)

(k) |05 ()| < Conp™ % x(k € supp ),
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we get:

p*%(mﬁrmz)
Trk—ar
—3(mi+ma=3) )B(n-3)

[(x—2)" (2 — 7)™ Ay . (7)] < Crmyms / dkdg

S Cn,ml,mgp
(C.32)
where the asterisk denotes the constraints ¢ € suppw, k — ¢ € supp 6. This
bound implies:
B(n—3) 1

Ao (r)] < el

< : i . (C.33)
L+ (pdle — 2™ 1+ (bl — rlyme

Therefore,

| [ava 55 mie - yyaye| = | [ dza(aawtyg

< Cp? /dz [

2|lllell2. (C.34)
Eq. (C.33) implies that, for all n € N:

B(n—3)—3
/ 4z As.lls < Coms s / iz —P" < Cormr P D1,
1+ (p5 )z — 2™
(C.35)

Taking n large enough, the claim (C.24) follows.
Bound for Ts,,. Consider:

- / dady V(z — ) — 5){€x, a1 (78)ar (0z)ay (T)ay (u)€r).  (C.36)

The term corresponding to a(ay), a(ay,) is estimated in exactly the same way.
We have:

1] < C/dxdy Vi(z = y)lIv;ll2llowl2][Dy[|2]lay (w")Exll
< CL2p? |NZ6\|| < OLE p3 N 26 (C.37)
All the other contributions to Ty, are bounded in the same way.

Conclusion. Putting together (C.27), (C.37), we have, taking n large enough
in (C.27):

[(€x, (T2 — T5)Ex)| < CLZ p% [N 26, |- (C.38)
Regularization of Q4. We start by writing
(k) = 0" (k) + n(k) (C.39)

with 7)(k) supported for kp—p® < |k| < kp and a = %+ £, recall the definition
of the correlation structure given in Sect. 4.2. Let Q}.; be the operator obtained

from @4 after replacing all v by v":

@, = / dedy V (z — y)a3 (us)a’ (uy)a (T3 (T) (C.40)
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Also, recall that:

@ = [ dedyV (o - ai(at)al (el (B)ai ). (CaL)

We set:
Q4 - Qi;l = Q4;a- (042)
Bound for @4;,1. Recall (C.39). Consider the term:

1= 3 [ dedy V(o = 9)(6n,a0 ()00 (1, )ao () (7)), (C43)

o#o’!
Then:
1. _
1< [ ey o= 9)(Glas (oo (w01 + 5 817, 13)
o#o’
C o3 opc
S 6<§)\7Q1§)\> + =L T (044)

]

where we used that [[7,]|2 < Cp3*® and a = -+ 5. All the other contributions
to Qy4;q can be estimated in the same way. Hence:

|63 Quiaba)| < CO(Ex, Quéa) + %L%“%. (C.45)

Conclusion. We write:

(60, (@ = Q6N = (€n, (Qu = Qi)&) + (6n, Qi — Q)EN). (C46)
The first term is bounded as in (C.45), while the second can be bounded
exactly as (€x, (Ta — T5)EN). We get:
[(Ex (Qa = Q&N < 16, (@1 = i)&n)] + 16, (@i — QEN)]
< O3len, @t + T2+ CLEpt IVl
(C.47)

C.3 Proof of Eq. (6.33)
We write:

Io = To + Do, (C.48)
where I, is obtained from I replacing at least one between a*(uy), a* (uy) with
either a*(d;) or a*(d, ), recall Eq. (C.22). The contribution of this term can

be proven to be smaller than any power of p?, proceeding as for Ty 5, and we
shall omit the details. Consider now Iy,. One term contributing to I, is:

/dmdydzdz Vi —y)p(z — 2N@"(2;9)
o#o’!

(& ag(az)ag: (uy)ag (03 )ay (V3 )ag (u )ay (uz)€x)- (C.49)
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To estimate (C.49), we proceed exactly as for I, recall Egs. (6.27)—(6.32) The
only difference is that now the estimate:

[ dzay V(e = plas (o (w60 < (6. B6s)
< CL*p?, (C.50)
is replaced by:

[ sy (@ = plastas)an e < Coler, N
< CL%", (C.51)
which is better than (C.50). In conclusion, we can estimate I, (in a nonopti-

mal way) using the same bound we obtained for I, Eq. (6.31).

C.4 Proof of Eq. (6.43)

Here, we show how to go from (6.42) to (6.43). We rewrite 4% (k) = x(p2|k|) —
Uy (k), with 7, (k) smooth and such that 2,(k) = 1 for |k| < k%, Ds(k) = 0
for |k| > 2k%. Therefore, for all n € N, its inverse Fourier transform v, (z — y)
decays as:

Crnp (C.52)

Vog(T — < ——7—.
(e =)l <

Furthermore, let 0% (z — y) be the inverse Fourier transform of x(p2|k[). We
write 6 (x —y) = §(z —y) — 67 (z — y), with §(x — y) the periodic Dirac delta
and 6> (x — 5) supported for |k| > 2p77. All together:

ug(v3y) = 6(x —y) = 07 (x —y) — vo(x — y). (C.53)
We then get:

[ dmdydads Vo~ g)otc — ) s 0t (5 ) (520 ()
= pip) /dmdy V(z —y)p(x —y) + & + & (C.54)
where p. = wi(z;x). The term &, collects terms with no 6~ function and

at least one v function, while the term &, collects terms with at least one §~
function. Consider &,, and let us start from the terms with only one v function:

[ dmdydads Vo~ g)otz = 2 (5008 - g () (sn)

=7 /dxdydz Vi(z —y)p(z — y)v(z;2)w) (25 2). (C.55)

We have, using ||z [0 < Cp, [[wh]lee < Cp:

ol / dedydzV (z — y)p(z — y)v1 () (z2)| < CL0*|[V]llelh < CLP P2,
(C.56)
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Consider now the term with two v functions. We get, using that ||v,|1 < C:

‘/dxdydzdz’V(x—y)gp(z—z')uT(z;x)l/l(z’;y)w?(z;x)wj(z';y) < CL3p3=27,
(C.57)

Hence:
|Ea| < CL3p>27. (C.58)

Let us now consider &. Let us omit the spin for simplicity. To simplify the
notation, in the following we shall set [dk (---) = L™3 3", (--+). We start from
the term:

I= /dxdydzdz’ Viz —y)p(z —2')07 (2;2)07 (2 y)w" (z;2)w" (25 y). (C.59)
We rewrite it in momentum space as:

I= LS/dkldkzdkgV(k1+k3)¢(—klfk3)5>(k1)5>(kg)cbr(kg)cbr(fklka—kg),

(C.60)
which we estimate as, using that |k + k3| > Cp~? by the support properties
of w*(k3) and of 6~ (k1):

| < LSC’an”/dkldkgdk3X(|k1+k3| > Cp=P) @k +ks)|@" (ks)@" (—ky — ko — ks).

(C.61)
To prove this estimate, we used that |V (k)| < C,(1 + |k[")~1. Also, by the
decay properties of ¢, Eq. (A.24):

[axibl = e i) < (C62)
Finally, using also that [ dk&" (k) < Cp, we have:

1| < L3C,p"" 2. (C.63)

Consider now the term:

I = /do:dydzdz' V(z —y)e(z — 2/)07 (z;2)v(2;y)w" (2 2)w" (25 y)

= L3/dk1dk2dk3 V (k1 + k3)@(—k1 — k3)6~ (k1) o (ko) (k3)o" (—k1 — ko — k3).
(C.64)

Using that |#(k2)| < 1, this term can be estimated exactly as I. In conclusion,
for any n € N, taking V regular enough:

|&| < CLL2p*H 8. (C.65)
Putting together (C.58), (C.65), we have:
|Ea| + |Ep] < CL3p3~2. (C.66)

This concludes the proof of Eq. (6.43). O
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