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A microscopic derivation of Gibbs measures for nonlinear
Schrodinger equations with unbounded interaction potentials

Vedran Sohinger !

Abstract

We study the derivation of the Gibbs measure for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS)
from many-body quantum thermal states in the mean-field limit. In this paper, we consider the
nonlocal NLS with defocusing and unbounded LP interaction potentials on T¢ for d = 1,2, 3.
This extends the author’s earlier joint work with Fréhlich, Knowles, and Schlein [45], where the
regime of defocusing and bounded interaction potentials was considered. When d = 1, we give
an alternative proof of a result previously obtained by Lewin, Nam, and Rougerie [69].

Our proof is based on a perturbative expansion in the interaction. When d = 1, the thermal
state is the grand canonical ensemble. As in [45], when d = 2, 3, the thermal state is a modified
grand canonical ensemble, which allows us to estimate the remainder term in the expansion.
The terms in the expansion are analysed using a graphical representation and are resummed by
using Borel summation. By this method, we are able to prove the result for the optimal range
of p and obtain the full range of defocusing interaction potentials which were studied in the
classical setting when d = 2,3 in the work of Bourgain [15].
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1 Introduction

1.1. Setup of problem. We consider the domain A = T? = Rd/Zd, where d = 1,2,3 with the
standard operations of addition and subtraction. The one-body Hamiltonian is given by

h = —-A+k, (1.1)

for a fixed chemical potential £ > 0. This is a densely-defined positive operator on § := L2(A).
The eigenvalues of h are
A = 4n?kPP+ K, kez?, (1.2)

with corresponding L?-normalised eigenvectors
ep(z) = o2k, (1.3)
We study the nonlinear Schridinger equation (NLS)
10u + (A — k)u = (w* |u*)u, (1.4)

where w € LP(A) for some 1 < p < oo is either pointwise nonnegative or of positive type, i.e.
w > 0 pointwise. The equation (1.4) is sometimes referred to as the nonlocal NLS or the Hartree
equation. Furthermore w is referred to as the interaction potential. The NLS (1.4) corresponds to
the Hamiltonian equations of motion associated with the Hamiltonian

1
H(u) = /A dz (|Vul® + klul?) + 2//\ dz /A dy |u(z)? w(z — y) Ju(y)|? (1.5)
acting on the space of fields u : A — C, where the Poisson bracket is given by

{u(z),uly)} = 6z —y), {ulx),u(y)} = {a(z),uly)}-

The Gibbs measure associated with the Hamiltonian (1.5) is the probability measure P on the
space of fields u : A — C formally given by

dP(u) = —e W dy, (1.6)



for Z a (positive) normalisation constant and du the formally defined Lebesgue measure on the
space of fields. The problem of the rigorous construction of probability measures as in (1.6) was first
addressed in the constructive field theory literature in the 1970s, see [54,85,92] and the references
therein. We also refer the reader to the subsequent references [67,80,81]. The invariance of (1.6)
under the flow of (1.4) was rigorously established in the work of Bourgain [12-16] and Zhidkov [103].
Subsequently, this led to the study of global solutions of NLS-type equations with random initial
data of low regularity, see [17-19, 22,24, 25, 33, 51, 52,82, 83, 87,100, 101]. In this context, the
invariance of (1.6) serves as a substitute of a conservation law at low regularity. Gibbs measures
can also be interpreted as KMS equilibrium states. We do not pursue this further in the current
paper, but rather refer the reader to [3] for more details.

The NLS (1.4) can be viewed as classical limit of many-body quantum dynamics. More precisely,
given n € N, we consider the n-body Hamiltonian

n

HM™ .= Z(—Azi—i—n)—l—/\ Z w(z; —xj), (1.7)

i=1 1<i<jsn
which acts on the bosonic Hilbert space Lgym(A"). This is defined to be the subspace of elements
of L?(A™) which are invariant under permutation of the arguments z1,...,7,. The interaction
strength A > 0 is taken to be of order 1/n, thus implying that both terms in (1.7) are of comparable

size. Given (1.7), the n-body Schridinger equation is
0,0, = HM ¥, . (1.8)

One is interested in studying the limit as n — oo and comparing the limiting dynamics in (1.8) with
suitably chosen initial data to that in (1.4). The first rigorous result of this type was proved by
Hepp [61] and it was extended by Ginibre and Velo to more singular interactions [53]. Subsequently,
this problem was studied in various different contexts. For further results, we refer the reader
to [1,2,26,27,29-31,35-42,44,50,50,62,66,90,94,96,97] and the references therein. The problem of
quantum fluctuations around the classical dynamics has been studied in [5,11,20,23,28,57-59,75,84].
In this paper, we study Gibbs states associated with (1.7). Given 7 > 0, the Gibbs state
corresponding to the semiclassical parameter v = % is the operator on L2 (A™) given by

sym
1 n
e (1.9)
Zr
where Zﬁn) .= Tre H"/7 Note that then the operator (1.9) has trace equal to 1. For a

detailed explanation of the choice of parameters in (1.9) and their interpretation, we refer the
reader to [47, Section 1.1].

Our goal is to relate the Gibbs states (1.9) to Gibbs measures (1.6) when 7 — co. The first result
in this direction was obtained by Lewin, Nam, and Rougerie [69]. The precise notion of convergence
is that of the corresponding (r-particle) correlation functions, which we henceforth refer to as the
microscopic derivation of the Gibbs measure. For precise statements, see Section 1.4 below. In [69],
the authors treat the d = 1 problem as well as the problem in higher dimensions with non-local and
non-translation invariant interactions. The approach in [69] is based on a variational method and
the de Finetti theorem. In the author’s joint work with Frohlich, Knowles, and Schlein [45], the
result for an appropriately modified grand canonical ensemble is obtained for bounded, translation-
invariant interactions when d = 2,3. Here, the approach is based on a perturbative expansion in



the interaction and a suitable resummation of the obtained terms. For technical reasons, in [45],
it is necessary to modify the grand canonical ensemble defined in (1.35) below and work with its
modification (1.36). For d = 2,3 and for suitably regular interaction potentials, Lewin, Nam, and
Rougerie obtained the result for the unmodified grand canonical ensemble in [72] by a nontrivial
extension of the methods from [69]. Simultaneously, for continuous interaction potentials, this
result was independently obtained using functional integral methods by Frohlich, Knowles, Schlein,
and the author [47].

When d = 1, the regime of subharmonic trapping (including the harmonic oscillator) was
studied in [71]. The time-dependent problem when d = 1 was studied in [46]. The analogous
problem was previously analysed on the lattice in [65, Chapter 3]. Further analysis on the lattice,
including the large mass (classical particle) and infinite volume limit was given in [49]. In all of the
aforementioned works, one assumes a suitable positivity on the interaction, i.e. one works in the
defocusing regime. Expository accounts of [69] and [72] are given in [70] and [73, 74] respectively.
An expository account of [47] and [49] is given in [48].

It is possible to study related problems in different regimes. When working with zero tem-
perature, the system is in the ground state of (1.7). In this case, one is interested in proving
convergence of the ground state energy of (1.7) towards the ground state of (1.5). This has been
studied in [4, 7,9, 21,43, 56, 63, 68, 76-79, 89, 96]. The regime of fixed temperature was studied
in [68,76]. For a more detailed discussion on the classical limit and equilibrium states, we refer the
reader to the introduction of [45] and to the expository texts [6,55,91].

Throughout this paper, we consider interaction potentials w which are either d-admissible in
the sense of Definition 1.1 or endpoint-admissible in the sense of Definition 1.2 below. Note that the
nonnegativity properties (ii)-(iii) of Definition 1.1 and property (ii) of Definition 1.2 correspond to
the assumption that the nonlinearity is defocusing 2. The case p = oo has already been considered
in [45,69]. The main contribution of this work is to obtain a microscopic derivation of the Gibbs
measure for the NLS when w does not belong to L>°(A). Hence in Definitions 1.1 and 1.2, we always
assume that w ¢ L°°(A). Our goal is to obtain the result for the optimal range of integrability on
w, as in [15].

The results of this paper can be viewed as a step in the direction of studying more singular
interaction potentials. In order to motivate this, we note that in the classical setting, the Gibbs
measure is well-defined for a wide range of interactions, including very singular ones. The known
results on the microscopic derivation of the Gibbs measure typically apply for sufficiently regular
interaction potentials. In the long run, one would be interested in eliminating this discrepancy in
the choice of interaction potentials.

Notation and conventions. We use the convention that N = {0, 1,2, 3,...}. Throughout the paper,
C > 0 denotes a finite positive constant, which can vary from line to line. Given quantities
ai,az, ..., we write C'(aj, ag, .. .) for a finite positive constant that depends only on these quantities.
We sometimes also write X Sq, 0, Y if X < C(a1,a9,...)Y. Likewise, we write X 24, q,,.. Y if
Y Saias,... X. We write X SY and X 2 Y if we do not need to keep track of the parameters. If
X SYand Y < X, we write X ~ Y. We use the convention that positive constants with indices
Cop,C1,Cy > 0 depend on the dimension d and the chemical potential x in (1.1). In this case, we
will suppress the dependence on these quantities in the notation.

2The condition (iii) in Definition 1.2 is needed for technical reasons and should not be thought of as part of the
defocusing assumption, see Remark 4.9. It is possible that the condition can be relaxed, but we do not address this
issue here.



In the sequel, we omit the integration domain A if it is clear from context that this is the set
over which we are integrating. In other words, we use [dz = |, A dx. We use the convention that
inner products are linear in the second variable.

For a statement A we denote by

1 if A is true
14 :=
0 if A is false

the corresponding indicator function.

1.2. The classical system and Gibbs measures. Let us consider the probability space ((CZd, G, 1),
where G denotes the product sigma-algebra, and p 1= @z 1, where for all k € 7%, we have
L = %e_|z|2dz (dz denotes Lebesgue measure on C). In other words, the py are independent stan-

dard complex Gaussians. The points of the probability space are denoted by w = (wg)peza € cz?,
The classical free field is defined by

¢E ¢)w — Z %6271*%-‘%‘ (110)

kezd

One obtains that

¢ € L*(p; H*(A)) for s < l—g. (1.11)

Here, H*(A) denotes the L?-based inhomogeneous Sobolev space on A of order s. In order to
deduce (1.11), one uses (1.2) to see that Trh*~! < co. We refer the reader to [45, Section 1.2]
for further details on the construction of the classical free field if one takes more general one-body
Hamiltonians h in (1.1).

We now state the precise assumptions on the interaction potentials w that we consider through-
out the paper. There are two possibilities. The first type of interaction potential is defined for all
d=1,2,3.

Definition 1.1. (d-admissible interaction potentials)
We say that w : A — C is d-admissible if w is an even function that satisfies the following
properties.

(i) w e LP(A) for p € Py, where

[1,00) ifd=1
Pq = ¢ (l,00) if d=2 (1.12)
(3,00) if d=3.
(ii) If d = 1, w > 0 pointwise.
(iii) If d = 2,3, then w is of positive type, i.e. w > 0 pointwise.

When d = 2, we also consider the case when w € L'(A), provided that we add further assump-
tions. Throughout the sequel, (x) := (1 + |z|?)!/? denotes the Japanese bracket.



Definition 1.2. (Endpoint-admissible interaction potentials)
Let d = 2. We say that w : A — C is endpoint-admissible if w is an even function that satisfies
the following properties.

(i) we LY(A).
(ii) w is of positive type.
(iii) w > 0 pointwise.
(iv) There exist ¢ > 0 and L > 0 such that for all k € Z? we have w(k) < L{k)~°.

We note the the classes of interaction potentials given in Definitions 1.1 and 1.2 are indeed
non-empty and contain unbounded elements.

Lemma 1.3. Let d =1,2,3 be given.

(i) There exists w ¢ L°°(A) in the class of d-admissible interaction potentials given by Definition
1.1.

(ii) For d = 2 and € > 0 small, there exists w ¢ L>(A) in the class of endpoint admissible
interaction potentials given by Definition 1.2.

The proof of Lemma 1.3 is given in Appendix A.

In the sequel, we assume that the interaction potential w is either d-admissible or endpoint-
admissible as given by Definitions 1.1 and 1.2. When d = 1, the classical interaction is defined
as

Wi [ dedylota)f i ) 6P (1.13)

Note that for ¢ as in (1.10), W > 0 almost surely by Definition 1.1 (ii). Furthermore, W < oo
almost surely. Namely, by (1.11) and Sobolev embedding, we have that ¢ € L*(A) almost surely.
Since w € L'(A) by Definition 1.1 (i), we use Young’s and Holder’s inequality to conclude that

W < 6l4agn ol < oo (1.14)

almost surely.
When d = 2, 3, we need to perform a renormalisation of the interaction by using Wick ordering.
More precisely, given K € N, we define the truncated classical free field

— w Wk orik-x
G| = B = Y, —A=e . (1.15)
and associated density®
oug = [ dilo ) (1.16)
The truncated Wick-ordered classical interaction is given by
1
Wik = 5 /div dy (1o (@) = opx)) w(@ = y) (1o (W) — ops¢) - (1.17)

The Wick-ordered interaction is obtained as an appropriate limit of the Wg;.

*Note that since we are working on the torus with one-body Hamiltonian (1.1), the quantity [ du|¢x(z)|? is
constant by translation invariance. Hence, we can take g[x] to be a constant. In the setting of more general A and
h, this is a function of = € A, see [45, Section 1.6] for a detailed explanation.



Lemma 1.4. (Definition of W for d = 2,3)

(i) Let d = 2,3 and let w be d-admissible as in Definition 1.1. Then (Wik))ken is a Cauchy
sequence in [, L™ (1)

(ii) Let d =2 and let w be endpoint-admissible as in Definition 1.2. Then the conclusion in part
(i) also holds.

In both cases, we denote the corresponding limit by W.

The proof of Lemma 1.4 (i) is given in Section 3.1 and the proof of Lemma 1.4 (ii) is given in
Section 4.3.

The classical state p(-) associated with the one-body Hamiltonian h and a d-admissible or
endpoint-admissible interaction potential w is defined as

oW
p(X) = M.

In (1.18), X is a random variable. Given r € N, the classical r-particle correlation -, is defined to
be the operator on $") with kernel given by

(1.18)

YVo(@1, ey, ye) = p(oyn) - d(yr) Pla) -+ d(ay)) (1.19)

It can be shown that the family (y;)ren determines the moments of the classical Gibbs state p(-),
see [45, Remark 1.2].

1.3. The quantum system and Gibbs states. Given n € N, we denote by £ the n-particle
space, i.e. the bosonic subspace Lgym(A”) of L?(A™). The bosonic Fock space is then defined as
F = F®) = P

neN

On the n-particle space ™, we work with n-body Hamiltonians of the form

H™ = > "hi+ A Y d(w —a)). (1.20)
=1

1<i<j<n

In (1.20), h; denotes the one-body Hamiltonian h acting in the z;-variable, A > 0 is the interaction
strength and @ € L*(A) is an interaction potential. In particular, @ is not d-admissible*. Note
that H(™ is a densely-defined self-adjoint operator on $™.

As in [45,46], our goal is to show that the classical state (1.18) is obtained as the 7 — oo limit
of thermal states of suitably chosen 7-dependent n-body Hamiltonians of the form (1.20). We now
make this precise. Since we are interested in the limit 7 — co, we always consider 7 > 1.

Let us first consider the case d = 1 for fixed 7 > 0. We choose the coupling constant A\ = % in
(1.20) (for the justification of this choice, see [45, Section 1.4]). We first approximate a 1-admissible
interaction potential by bounded potentials.

“Here, one can consider unbounded interaction potentials. The methods in the sequel require bounded interactions.
Hence we add this restriction.



Lemma 1.5. (Approzimation of the interaction potential: d =1)
Letd=1. Let 1 < p < 0o and let w € LP(A) be pointwise nonnegative. Given > 0 and 7 > 1,
there exists w, € LP(A) with the following properties.

(i) wr = 0 pointwise.
(i) wr € L>(A) and [Jwr | peo(p) < 8.
fidi) el zogay < llwlloo.
(iv) wy — w in LP(A) as 7 — oo.
Proof of Lemma 1.5. Let us take w; := w1c,<,s. Then w; satisfies the wanted properties. [l

We hence take w = w, by applying Lemma 1.5 for w a l-admissible interaction potential. In
other words, in (1.20) we consider

HM = [T] : Zh +f > wewi — ), (1.21)

T 1<i<j<n
which we rescale by % and extend to all of Fock space F to obtain the quantum Hamiltonian
1 (n)
— ;@HM . (1.22)
neN

We rewrite H, using second-quantisation. In order to do this, we first recall the relevant
definitions. Given f € $), we define the bosonic annihilation and creation operators b(f) and b*(f)
acting on F. They act on U = (¥(), .y € F as

(b(f)‘lf)(n)(xl,...,xn) = vVn+1 / dz f(z) OO D (2, 2y, ..., 2y), (1.23)
(b*(f)\l;)(") (1. ) = % Z Fla) OO D@y, zi, @i, ) (1.24)
i=1

The operators b(f) and b*(f) defined in (1.23)—(1.24) are unbounded closed operators on F, which
are each other’s adjoints. They satisfy the canonical commutation relations, i.e. for all f, g € $ we
have

b(f):0"(9)] = (f,9), [b(f),0(9)] = [b"(f),b7(9)] = 0. (1.25)

In (1.25) [, -] denotes the commutator, namely [A, B] = AB — BA.
As in [45,46], we work with rescaled creation and annihilation operators. Given f € ), we define

1 * ,_ L *

By construction, ¢, and ¢} are operator-valued distributions and we can write

b:(f) = / do f(z) 6e(x), #L(f) = / do f(z) 62(x). (1.27)



By (1.23)-(1.26), the distribution kernels ¢,(z), ¢%(z) given by (1.27) satisfy the commutation
relations

[¢7(2), 97 (y)] = %5(36—?;)7 [0r(2), - (y)] = [d7(2),d7(y)] = 0. (1.28)

With the above notation, we can rewrite (1.22) as
1
Hy = [dedyéi(@) hiain) 6.0) + 5 [ dedy i) 01w wrle =)o) o), (129)

where h(z;y) = 3 1cza M €™# (7Y is the operator kernel of (1.1).

Let us now consider the case when d = 2,3. We first note an approximation result that allows
us to approximate the d-admissible interaction interaction potential by suitably chosen bounded
interaction potentials.

Lemma 1.6. (Approzimation of a d-admissible interaction potential: d = 2,3)
Let d =2,3. Let 1 < p < oo and let w € LP(A) be of positive type. Given B >0 and T > 1, there
exists wy € LP(A) with the following properties.

(i) w; is of positive type.

(i1) wr € L*(A) and |[wr||peo(p) < 8.
(i41) ||wr||ray < Cllwlzeay, for some C' = C(d) > 0.
(iv) wy — w in LP(A) as 7 — oo.

When d = 2 and the interaction potential is endpoint-admissible, we use a different approxima-
tion argument.

Lemma 1.7. (Approzimation of an endpoint-admissible interaction potential: d = 2)

Let d =2 and let w € L*(A) be endpoint-admissible as in Definition 1.2 above. Let § :=¢/2 for e
as in Definition 1.2 (iv). Let 3 >0 and T > 1 be given. Then, there exists w, € H™1T(A)N LY(A)
with the following properties.

(i) lwrllg-1+say < [lwllg-14sa) < CL.

(ii) w; is of positive type.

(iii) W, < L for L as in Definition 1.2 (iv).

(iv) wy =0 pointwise.

(v) wry € L®(A) and ||wr||peo(n) < 78,

(vi) llwrllzray < Cllwllzaca)-
(vii) wy — w in H'T9(A) as 7 — oo.

We prove Lemma 1.6 and Lemma 1.7 in Appendix A.

Remark 1.8. Throughout our analysis, it is crucial that the interaction potential in the quantum
setting is bounded. Thus, we have to take the cutoff potential w, constructed in Lemmas 1.6 and
1.7 above. It is a natural question to ask whether one can take an unbounded interaction potential
in the quantum setting. This is still open and we do not address it in the current paper.



For d = 2,3, we need to Wick-order the quantum Hamiltonian in the same spirit as in the
classical system. In order to do this, we first consider the free quantum Hamiltonian

Hro = [ dedy 6 (o) hawin) 6.(0). (1.30)
The free quantum state pro(-) associated with (1.30) is defined as
Tr(A e*HT’O)
; = e ) 1.31
P 70(-’4) Tl”(efHT’O) ( )
for A a closed operator on F. The quantum density o, is given by
0r = pro(63(0)6:(0)). (1.32)
When d = 2,3, we work with the renormalised quantum Hamiltonian, which is given by
H; = 7,0+ W, (133)
where W, denotes the renormalised quantum interaction
1 * *
W, = 5 [ dody (630)r(0) ~ o) wrle 1) (630)6:(0) - 07). (1.34)

Here, w; is obtained by applying Lemma 1.6 for w a d-admissible interaction potential and Lemma
1.7 for w an endpoint-admissible interaction potential.

Note that the decomposition (1.33) is still valid for the 1D quantum Hamiltonian (1.29), if we
again take the free quantum Hamiltonian Hr o to be given by (1.30), and if the quantum interaction
W is defined to be the second term on the right-hand side of (1.29). We use these definitions in
the sequel.

Remark 1.9. One can show (see for instance [45, (1.31) and (1.33)]) that the quantum density
(1.32) diverges as 7 — oo. More precisely, it diverges like log 7 when d = 2 and like /7 when d = 3.
In order to deduce this, we are again using the fact that we are working on the torus with one-body
Hamiltonian (1.1). This allows us to deduce that the quantity pro(¢%(z)¢,(z)) is independent of
x € A.

Having defined the many-body quantum Hamiltonian H; = H;o + W, we define the grand
canonical ensemble
P, = 7, (1.35)

This is an (unnormalised) density operator on F. As in [45], we introduce a modification of the
grand canonical ensemble when d = 2,3. We fix a parameter n € [0, %] and let

P-:] = eanT,O e*(1*271)Hr,07WT eanTxO (136)

be a modified grand canonical ensemble. Throughout the paper, we let n = 0 when d = 1 and for
d = 2,3 we work with n > 0. In particular, when d = 1, the definitions (1.35) and (1.36) coincide.
For the motivation to study (1.36) as a modification of the grand canonical ensemble when d = 2, 3,
we refer the reader to [45, Sections 1.6 and 2.7].
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The quantum state p7(-) associated with (1.36) is defined as

Tr(AP/)

pl(A) = TP (1.37)

for A a closed operator on F. Our goal is to compare (1.37) and (1.18). Analogously to (1.19),
given r € N, we define the quantum r-particle correlation function i, as the operator on $H") with
kernel given by

’Y:],r(xlu-‘-vxr;ylu”-ayr) = PQ(@(yl)(ﬁi(yr) ¢)T("B1)¢T(I’F)) (138)

As in the classical setting, the family (77, ).cn determines the quantum Gibbs state p7(-), see [45,
Remark 1.4]°>. When 7 = 0 (which we only consider when d = 1), we write

77’,T<x17 v 7:(;7‘;:[/17 e 7y7‘) = 770'77“(1.17 L 7xT;y17 L 7y'r’)

_ Tr(¢5(yn) - D) Or (1) -+ e () Pr)
- D . (1.39)

We emphasise that, since we are working on the torus with one-body Hamiltonian (1.1), the
counterterm problem studied in [45,72] does not occur. More precisely, it is trivial in the sense that
it is obtained by a shift of the chemical potential, see [45, Case (i) in Section 1.6] for a detailed
explanation. We do not address this issue further in the remainder of the paper. For a more
detailed discussion of the quantum system, we refer the reader to [45, Sections 1.4-1.6].

1.4. Statement of the main results. Let us now state our main results. We first consider the
case when w is a d-admissible interaction potential.

Theorem 1.10 (Convergence for d-admissible interaction potentials). Consider A = T? for d =
1,2,3. Let h be defined as in (1.1) for fired k > 0. Let the interaction potential w be d-admissible
as in Definition 1.1. Let the classical interaction W be defined as in (1.13) when d =1, and as in
Lemma 1.4 (i) when d = 2,3. Let the classical r-particle correlation function 7, be defined as in
(1.19) and (1.18).

Fort > 1, let w, € L>®(A) be obtained by Lemma 1.5 when d = 1 and by Lemma 1.6 when d = 2, 3.
In each case, assume that

_Jo1) ifd=1,2
peBy = {(0’;) ifd=3, (1.40)

When d = 1, let the quantum r-particle correlation function v;, be defined as in (1.39), (1.35), and
(1.29). When d = 2,3, let the quantum r-particle correlation function i, be defined as in (1.38),
(1.37), (1.36), (1.34), and (1.30).

We then have the following convergence results for all r € N.

(i) When d =1,
Tlgf)lo e — 7T||61(j3<7'>) = 0. (1.41)

SHere, the claim is shown only in the case when 7 = 0, but the proof carries over to the case when 7 # 0 since the
rescaled particle operator commutes with H; o and W.
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(ii)) When d = 2,3,
Thjgo H’Yg,r - ’Yr||62(53<r>) =0, (1.42)

whenever 1 € (0, 1].

We also consider the case when d = 2 and when w is an endpoint-admissible interaction poten-
tial.

Theorem 1.11 (Convergence for endpoint-admissible interaction potentials). Consider A = T?
and h as in (1.1) for fired K > 0. Let the interaction potential w be endpoint-admissible as in
Definition 1.2. Let the classical interaction W be defined as in Lemma 1.4 (ii). Let 7, be given by
(1.19). Given T > 1, let wy € L*°(A) be obtained by Lemma 1.7 for 5 € By = (0,1) as in (1.40).

Let y7, be given as in (1.38) with n € (0, 1]. Then for all r € N, we have

Tli_{glo H’Yﬁ,r - %«HG?(ﬁ(r)) = 0. (1.43)

Before proceeding with the ideas of the proofs, let us make some comments on Theorem 1.10
and Theorem 1.11. We first note that the topologies in which one has convergence in (1.41), (1.42),
and (1.43) heuristically come from the fact that, for h given by (1.1), we have Trh~! < oo when
d=1and Trh~! = 0o, Trh™2 < 0o when d = 2,3. For a more detailed explanation of this point,
we refer the reader to [45, Section 1.6].

A variant of the d = 1 result in Theorem 1.10 (i) can be deduced from the work of Lewin, Nam,
and Rougerie [69, Theorem 5.3]. Note that, in the latter approach, one can take w; = w in (1.29).
More precisely, this follows since the condition [69, (5.1)] is satisfied if w € L'(A). In Theorem
1.10 (i), we give an alternative proof of this type of result. As we will see, the proofs of Theorem
1.10 (i) and Theorem 1.10 (ii) can both be done within a unified framework. We hence present the
result in the 1D setting for completeness, and emphasise that the main contribution of Theorem
1.10 is the result in 2D and 3D.

A version of (1.42) when d = 2 was recently shown with = 0 by Lewin, Nam, and Rougerie [72].
In this case, the authors consider an interaction potential w € L(T?) of positive type satisfying
the assumption that

Y k)(L+ k) < oo,
kezd
(see [72, (3.6)]).

The only previously known version of the convergence (1.42) when d = 3 is the result from the
author’s earlier joint work with Fréhlich, Knowles, and Schlein [45, Theorem 1.6], which was done
for w € L*°(A). This assumption was crucially used in the proof. Theorem 1.10 (ii) for d = 3 is an
extension of this result to unbounded w.

Note that the integrability assumptions on w in Theorem 1.10 when d = 3 correspond to those
for the interaction potentials considered in the classical setting by Bourgain [15]. More precisely,
in this work, it is assumed that w € L!(T?) satisfies

lw(k)| < C(k)™27¢, (1.44)
for some £ > 0 and for all k € Z3, (see [15, (17)]). Observe that (1.44) implies

w e L3T(T3), (1.45)
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(see also [15, (29)]). Namely, by (1.44), we have @ € £3/2T(Z3) and we deduce (1.45) by the
Hausdorff-Young inequality.

We note that the full analysis of [15] applies without any sign assumption on the interaction,
whereas in this paper we are always considering the defocusing regime. In particular, in the case
when w is of positive type, the construction in [15] follows without the truncation of the Wick-
ordered mass. We do not present the details here. For the setup of the truncation of Wick-ordered
mass in the focusing regime, we refer the reader to [15, (12) and Proposition 1]. Let us note that
the assumption (1.44) would formally (up to a factor of (k)~¢) correspond to a Coulomb potential.
In the recent work [32], the authors showed that one can consider the Gibbs measure for interaction
potentials satisfying a weaker assumption than (1.45) in Fourier space.

One can also see the optimality of the assumption that p > 3 when d = 3 as follows. We expand
the exponential f e *" du and obtain the classical perturbative expansion corresponding to & = ()
in (3.10) defined below. Applying the classical Wick theorem in the formula (3.11) for the terms
of the expansion, one can show that the first term a(f satisfies

a?fv/dw /dyw(w—y) G* ()
= /dx/dyw(x—y)G2(:c—y;O) = /dxw(x) G?(x;0), (1.46)

where G := h~! is the classical Green function. One has that G € LI(T3 x T?) for q € [1,3).
Hence, by duality, finiteness of (1.46) in general requires that we consider w € L3t (T?).

Furthermore, we note that the integrability and regularity assumptions on w in Theorem 1.11
correspond to those considered when d = 2 in [15]. In particular, Definition 1.2 (iv) corresponds
to [15, (16)], see also [15, (35)]. Asin the d = 3 setting, we do not need to truncate the Wick-ordered
mass since we are working in the defocusing regime. When d = 2, we have that the classical Green
function satisfies G € L(T?x T?) for ¢ € [1,0). Hence, using (1.46) we deduce that the assumption
that p > 1 is optimal in terms of integrability and one cannot work with general w € L(T?) unless
one makes additional assumptions (such as Definition 1.2 (iv) above). For a related discussion on
(1.46) and the optimality of p, we refer the reader to [72, Remark 5.4].

We conjecture that there exist interaction potentials w € L'(T?) which are endpoint-admissible,
but which are not 2-admissible. In particular, this would imply that one cannot deduce Theorem
1.11 from Theorem 1.10. Our main motivation for showing Theorem 1.11 was to obtain the 2D
defocusing variant of the result from [15] under the same integrability and regularity assumptions.

We note that the earlier results hold on more general subsets of R? [69] or when A = R
[45,46,71]. In all of these cases, it is necessary to make appropriate assumptions on the spectral
properties of the one-body Hamiltonian. In this work, we consider exclusively the case when the
domain is the torus and when the one-body Hamiltonian is given by (1.1). This allows us to use
Fourier analysis and construct the interaction potential w, when d = 2,3 as in Lemmas 1.6-1.7
above. Furthermore, using Fourier analysis lets us analyse more closely the quantum and classical
Green functions (e.g. we use their translation invariance in Section 4). In this paper, we do not
address the problem for more general domains or one-body Hamiltonians.

1.5. Strategy of proof. Our strategy is to apply a perturbative expansion in the interaction, as
n [45]. This expansion is applied both in the quantum and in the classical setting. We organise
the terms in the expansion by means of a graphical representation. We then resum this expansion
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by means of Borel summation. This is possible to do provided that we have appropriate bounds on
the explicit terms and on the remainder term.

Let us now state the precise form of Borel summation that we apply. The goal is to deduce the
convergence of a family of analytic functions from the convergence of their coefficients in a series
expansion around zero. In our context, the functions considered also depend on a parameter £.
Given R > 1, we let

Cr = {#€C,Rez"! > R}. (1.47)

Proposition 1.12. Suppose that (A%)¢ and (Aé)gﬂ. are families of analytic functions in Cr. Both
families are indexed by a parameter £ from an arbitrary index set. The second family is furthermore
indexed by an additional parameter T > 1. Suppose that for M € N, we have the asymptotic
expansions in Cr

M-1 M—
Af(2) = ab,2™ + RS, (2), AS(z) = af 2" + RS (2), (1.48)

—

where the explicit terms in (1.48) satisfy

sup ]ag’m| +supas,| < vo™m!, (1.49)
3

&

and the remainder terms satisfy
p RS ()] + wup Ry ()] < vo MM, (1.50)
\T

for all z € Cr and for some v > 0 and o > 1, both which are independent of m and M.
Furthermore, suppose that we have

lim sup |a$,, —aS,| = 0. (1.51)
T—00 I3 ’
Then, we have for all z € Cr that
lim sup|AS(z) — A%(2)] = 0. (1.52)
T—00 f

Proposition 1.12 corresponds to [45, Theorem A.1] and is proved in [45, Appendix A]. Its
proof is based on the formulation of Borel summation given by Sokal in [95] (we refer the reader
to [60, Theorem 136], [86], and [102] for earlier versions of Borel summation).

In order to prove (1.49), we would like to further develop the ideas based on the graphical
analysis from [45, Section 2.4]. Note that this method in its original form relied crucially on
the boundedness of w; see the proof [45, Lemma 2.18]. More precisely, the boundedness of w
made it possible to reduce the analysis to the simple case where the interaction w = 1, at the
price multiplying the obtained expressions by appropriate powers of the finite constant ||w/|ec(s)-
Having reduced the analysis to the case w = 1, we could use the simple structure of the interaction
and the semigroup property to cancel the time evolutions applied to the quantum Green function
and close the estimate. We refer the reader to [45, Section 2.4] for the full details.

Instead of directly applying the methods from [45, Section 2.4], we will apply a splitting of the
time-evolved quantum Green function, see Section 2.3 below. The idea is to appropriately split the
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time-evolved quantum Green function which avoids taking Hilbert-Schmidt norms of objects which
are uniformly bounded only in the operator norm. A variant of this idea was used when d = 1 and
w = 0 in [45, Section 4.4] (thus giving an alternative proof of the corresponding result for the 1D
local NLS in [69]). The analysis in the case d = 1 is easier in the sense that the quantum Green
function is bounded. When d = 2, 3, this is no longer true and we have to keep careful track of the
integrability parameters.

In the quantum setting, we work with bounded, T-dependent interaction potentials w, given by
Lemmas 1.5-1.7 above. These interaction potentials satisfy the appropriate positivity assumptions,
have a controlled growth in 7 and converge to the original interaction potential w as 7 — oco. In
order to construct such w; when d = 2, 3, we work on the Fourier domain and apply the transference
principle [98, Theorem VIL3.8]. Since ||w; ||z (4) is not uniformly bounded in 7, we have to be
careful about how we distribute these factors among the connected components in the graphical
representation. This issue was already present in [45, Section 4.4] and its solution carries over to
our setting, with appropriate modifications. For details, see (2.55)—(2.56) below.

Throughout the work, we repeatedly apply variants of Sobolev embedding on the torus. We
henceforth apply Sobolev embedding without further comment that we are working on the periodic
setting. For a self-contained proof of this fact, we refer the reader to [8, Corollary 1.2].

1.6. Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we analyse the quantum problem when w is a d-
admissible interaction potential. In particular, in Sections 2.1-2.2, we set up the perturbative
expansion and the graphical representation. This is similar to [45, Sections 2.1-2.4], with appropri-
ate modifications. For the convenience of the reader and for completeness, we give an overview of
the construction. For of the proofs, we refer the reader to [45]. In Section 2.3, we give the details
of the splitting of the time-evolved quantum Green functions. In Section 2.4, we prove the bounds
on the explicit terms and in Section 2.5, we analyse their convergence. In Section 2.6, we prove the
bounds on the remainder term. Section 3 is devoted to the analysis of the classical system when w
is a d-admissible interaction potential. In Section 3.1, we recall the main definitions and rigorously
justify the setup the classical problem. In Section 3.2, we set up the perturbative expansion. In
Section 3.3, we give the proof of Theorem 1.10. Section 4 is devoted to the analysis of the problem
when d = 2 and when w is an endpoint-admissible interaction potential. The general framework
is set up in Section 4.1. The quantum system is analysed in Section 4.2. The classical system is
analysed in Section 4.3. In Section 4.4, we give the proof of Theorem 1.11. Throughout Section
4, one explicitly uses the translation invariance of the quantum and classical Green functions. In
Appendix A, we prove Lemma 1.3, Lemma 1.6, and Lemma 1.7 stated above.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Zied Ammari, Jiirg Frohlich, Sebastian Herr,
Antti Knowles, Mathieu Lewin, Benjamin Schlein, and Daniel Ueltschi for helpful discussions and
comments. He would also like to thank the referees for their helpful feedback on the first draft
of the paper. The author acknowledges support of the EPSRC New Investigator Award grant
EP/T027975/1.

2 Analysis of the quantum system

2.1. General framework and setup of the perturbative expansion. Throughout this sec-
tion, we assume that w is a d-admissible interaction potential as in Definition 1.1. Before setting
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up the perturbative expansion, we define some more notation. Given r € N, we denote by
B, = {¢€¢ 62(55(7’)) ’ ||§H62(ﬁ(T)) < 1,¢ is self-adjoint } .

In the sequel, we work with operators ¢ € C,., where

c {BTU{IdT} if d =1

2.1
B, ifd=23. 21)

Given ¢ € C,, we lift it to an operator on F by

0:(6) = [ oy ooy dyr e dyr €ar, g, i) 63 o0) -+ 0500 )+ 60 (0).
(2.2)
where we recall (1.27) for the definition of ¢,(z) and ¢%(y). We would like to compute the quantity
p(0,(£)) for £ € C, and for p, given as in (1.37). Note that, when d = 1, we are always setting
n = 0. In order to set up the Borel summation argument, we introduce a complex coupling constant
z in front of the interaction. More precisely, we write

r(0,(&) P) pl1(0(8))

L ®T - - ) 2.3
B 03
where for z € C with Rez > 0 and A a closed operator on F we define
. Tr (Ae Mo g=(1=20Hro0—2Wr o—nHzr0

Tr(e=Hr0)

Note that in (2.3), Id = ©,(0). We set A = 0,(&) in (2.4) and we expand in the parameter z to a
fixed finite order.

Lemma 2.1. Let r € N and & € C, be given. Then, for z € C with Rez > 0 and all M € N we

have
M—1

A(2) = pra(0:(6) = D af,, 2™+ RS y(2), (2.5)

m=0

where the explicit terms are given by

¢ <( ) 1 1-n t1 tm—1
e m/ dtl/ dt2-~-/ dt,
7 (L =2n)™ J, n n

x ©,(€) e~ 1=t Hro 7 _o=(ti=t2)Hro 7. o= (tm—1—tm)Hro 7 e—thT,o> / Tr(e7 "), (2.6)

form=0,1,...,m —1, and the remainder term is given by

¢ M ZM 1-2n t1 tar—1 1 H
R y(2) = Tr| (=1) M/ dty / dt2"'/ dtas ©5(€) eIt oy,
’ (=2 Jo 0 0
x e~ (ti—t2)Hro py o=(t2—t3)Hro . pp7_ oty (Hr ot 125, Wr) e_”HT»0>/Tr (e_ r,o) . (2.7)

Proof. This was proved in [45, Lemma 2.1] by using a Duhamel expansion. O
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2.2. The graphical representation. We now set up the graphical representation which allows
us to rewrite and systematically analyse the explicit terms given in (2.6) above. An analogous
framework was already set up in detail in [45, Sections 2.3-2.4] when d = 2,3, and in [45, Sections
4.1-4.2] when d = 1. We just recall the main definitions and results and we refer the reader to [45]
for their proofs. We also refer the reader to the aforementioned sections in [45] for the motivation
of the definitions and for further examples.

Let us first consider the case when d = 2,3. Later, we explain the necessary modifications in
the case when d = 1. Before giving the precise definitions, we briefly recall the motivation for the
construction of the graphs.

Given operators A and B, both of which are linear in ¢, and ¢Z, we denote their renormalised
product as

cAB:= AB—pro(AB), (2.8)

for pro given by (1.31) above. With this notation, arguing as in [45, (2.18)], we get that for all
m € N the quantity aim given by (2.6) can be rewritten as

¢ 1 1-—n t1 tm—1 ¢
= (- dt dty - - At toeooitm) s 2.9
S = OV g | A [ e [T g, 29)

for

ffm(tl, oot /dxl e depmardyr - dYmear

m
[H ] : g(wm+17"-7$m+r§ym+1a---aym—H")

x pT,()( I { [ (e (@) (70 () | | 5 (e700) (i) (770 ) i) ¢ | }

=1
< [T #5(@mes) T ¢T(ym+i)> : (2.10)
=1 =1

Here et/7¢ and et/ T¢x are operator-valued distributions defined by Fourier series as

( th/TQb Z et)\k/T ( ) ( th/T Z et)\k/T ( )

kezd keZd

where we recall (1.2)—(1.3). For a further discussion on time-evolved operators, see [45, Section
2.3]. In (2.10) and in the sequel, [] refers to the product of the operators taken in fixed order of
increasing indices from left to right. Note that, in contrast to [45, (2.18)], in (2.10) the interaction
is w; and the one body Hamiltonian h is independent of .

The expression in (2.10) can be written in terms of pairings given by the quantum Wick theorem
(see [45, Appendix B] for a self-contained summary). This motivates the introduction of a graph
structure through the series of definitions given below. We first consider an abstract set of vertices
X = X(m,r) consisting of 4m + 2r elements, by which we encode the occurrences of the operators
¢ and ¢ in (2.10).

Definition 2.2. (The vertex set X'; d = 2,3)
Let m,r € N be given.
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(i) The set X = X (m,r) consists of all triples (i,9,0), where i € {1,...,m + 1}. Furthermore,
for i € {1,...,m}, we have 9 € {1,2} and for i = m + 1, we have ¥ € {1,...,r}. Finally,
de{-1,1}.

We also denote elements (7,1,9) of X by a. For a = (i,1,9) € X, we write its components
as iq 1= 1,0y 1= 1,04 := 0 respectively.

(ii) We give a linear order < on X’ by ordering its elements in increasing order as

(1,1,+1),(1,1,-1), (1,2,+1), (1,2,-1), ..., (m,1,+1), (m,1,-1), (m,2,+1), (m,2,—1),
(m+1,1,+1),...,(m+1,p,+1),(m+1,1,-1),... ,(m+1,p,—1).
For a, 8 € X, we say that a < 8 when a < § and « # .

We want to rewrite (2.9)—(2.10) in terms of variables labelled by the vertex set X’ defined above.
To this end, we assign to each vertex o = (4,9,6) € X a spatial integration label z, = ;5.

Furthermore, to each i € {1,...,m}, we assign a time integration label ¢;, and we set t;, 41 := 0.
In the sequel, we also use the convention t, = t; if a = (i,1,9). With the above notations, we let
X = (To)aex €AY, t = (to)acx € RY. (2.11)

In the sequel, we always work with t € 20 = 4(m), for the simplex
A(m) = {teRX ligs =t With 0=ty <1 <t < o1 < <ty <11 < 1—77}. (2.12)

In this case, we work with (¢1,...,%,) in the support of the integral in (2.9) (up to measure zero).
By Definition 2.2 and (2.12), it follows that that for all a, 8 € X', we have

a<f = 0<ta—tg<1. (2.13)

Definition 2.3. (The set of pairings fR)

Let m,r € N be given. Let II be a pairing of X = X' (m,r). In other words, II is a one-regular graph
on X. The edges of II are then ordered pairs (a, ) € X? with a < 3. We denote by R = R(m,r)
the set of pairings Il of X" satisfying the following properties.

(i) For each (a, 3) € II we have d, 63 = —1.
(ii) For each i ={1,...,m} and ¥ € {1, 2}, we have ((¢,9,+1), (4,9,—1)) ¢ II.

For an example of the pairing IT € R on the set of vertices X', we refer the reader to [45, Fig.
1]. Note that condition (ii) in Definition 2.3 corresponds to Wick ordering. With notation as in
(2.11), we define a family of operator-valued distributions (K (X,t))acy by

(elh/7¢x)(za)  if b0 =1

Ka(x,t) = {(e_tah/T(ZsT)(xa) if 6, = —1.

Definition 2.4. (The value of IT € R)
Let m,r € N, IT € R(m,r) be given. We then define the value of IT at t € 2(m) as

m 2
IS () = /AX(m dx 11 [wf(l‘z‘,l,l —xip1) [[ 0(zion — %9,—1)}
" i=1 =1

X §($m+171,1, co oy Tm41,r1 Tm41,1,—15 - - - ,wm+17r7_1) H Pr,0 (ICa(x, t) Kﬁ(x, t)) . (2.14)
(a,8)€ll



We can now rewrite (2.10).

Lemma 2.5. For eachm,r € N andt € 2(m), we have fﬁm(t) = D HeR(m.r) If’n(t). Furthermore,
we have
(=™

¢ D" / i Y T (2.15)
CLT’m — mom 11 . .
(1 =2n)™2™ Jo(m) Hems)

Proof. The claim follows by applying (2.9), the quantum Wick theorem, and arguing as in the proof
of [45, Lemma 2.8]. O

We encode the pairing II € PR(m,r) of the vertex set X'(m,r) given in Definition 2.3 as a
multigraph (i.e. a graph that can have multiple edges) on a collapsed set of vertices.

Definition 2.6. (The edge-coloured multigraph associated with IT € fR)
Let m,r € N, IT € R = R(m,r) be given. We define an edge-coloured undirected multigraph
V,€,0) = Vi, &, om), with a colouring o : € — {—1,1} according to the following.

(i) On X = X(m,r), we give the equivalence relation ~, where o ~ (3 if and only if i, =ig <m
and Y, = ¥5. The collapsed vertex set V = V(m,r) := {[a],a € X'} is defined to be the set
of equivalence classes of X under ~. Furthermore, we write V = Vs U V4, for

Vo = Vo(m,r) == {(i,9),1<i<m,
Vi = Vo(m,r) := {(m+1,9,£1),1

(ii) V carries a total order < which is inherited from X', i.e. we say that [a] < [8] whenever a < f.
This is independent of the choice of representatives o, 8 € X.

(iii) Given a pairing II € R, from each edge («,3) € II, we obtain an edge e = {[a],[]} € €.
Furthermore, we define the associated colouring by o(e) := dg.

(iv) By conn(€), we denote the set of connected components of £. In other words, we have
&= Umeconn(g) B. We refer to the connected components P of £ as its paths.

In the sequel, we refer to the multigraph (V,€) just as &, since the vertex set V is uniquely
determined for given m,r € N. For an example of such a multigraph, we refer the reader to [45, Fig.
2]. We note the following properties of the multigraph £ associated with any II € R [45, Lemma
2.12].

(1) Every vertex in Vs has degree 2.
(2) Every vertex in V; has degree 1.
(3) € has no loops, i.e. cycles of length 1.

In particular, we can view each 8 € conn(€) as a path of £ in the standard graph-theoretic sense.

We adapt the space and time labels given by (2.11) to the setting of the collapsed vertex set

V. Given X = (Zo)acx € A%, t = (ta)acx € RY, we define y = (ya)acy € AY,s € (84)acy € RY
according to

Yo] = Tas S = la, (2.16)
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for a € X, with [-] given as in Definition 2.6 (i) above. Note that (2.16) is independent of the choice
of representative a € X. Furthermore, by (2.13), we have

0 < 54 —sp <1 whenever a <b. (2.17)

Also,
Sa = Sp <~ tg = 1p, (2.18)

where we let i[y] := iq, Which is independent of the choice of representative. Given a € Vs, we write
it as a = (iq,9,). In the sequel, given t € R, we sometimes write s = s(t) for the quantity defined
in (2.16) above without further comment.

We distinguish two possible types of connected components of &£.

Definition 2.7. (Open and closed paths)
Let P € conn(€) be given. We say that P is a closed path if all of its vertices belong to V.
Otherwise, we say that it is an open path.

Given B € conn(€), let V(P) := U ey € denote the set of its vertices. Furthermore, for i = 1,2,
we write V;(B) := V(P) NV; denote the set of vertices of B that belong to V;. In particular, we
have a decomposition V() = Vo(B) U Vi (*B). By construction, one deduces that any open path
P € conn(€) has two distinct endpoints in V; and that its remaining | V()| — 2 vertices belong to
Va.

We rewrite (2.14) in terms of time-evolved quantum Green functions. We first recall several
definitions (for a detailed discussion see [45, Section 2.3]). The quantum Green function is given by

1

G, = m . (2.19)
More generally, we consider time-evolved quantum Green function
o th/T
Gy = =) fort > —1. (2.20)
In particular, we have G- o = G-.
Furthermore, we work with the time-evolved delta function
Syp = e M fort>0. (2.21)

In the sequel, the operator kernels of G;; and S;; will be denoted as G;(z;y) and Sr(x;y)
respectively. For the admissible values of ¢, these are both measures on A%2. Furthermore, these
kernels are pointwise nonnegative and symmetric (for a proof of this, see [45, Lemma 2.9]). We

state the result of [45, Lemma 2.10], which allows us to make the connection with the factors in
(2.14).

Lemma 2.8. Let o, € X with o < 3 be given. The following statements hold.
(1) If 6o = 41,068 = —1, and t, —tg < 1, then

pro(Ka(x,8) Ka(x,t)) = Gr_1y-15)(Tasz5) = 0.
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(i1) If 6o = —1,65 = +1, and t, —tg > 0, then
1
pro(Ka(x,t) Kg(x,t)) = GT,ta—t[;(xoc§xB)+;ST,ta—t[;(xoc;xﬁ) = 0.

Definition 2.9. Let y = (ya)acy € AY and s = (54)qey € RY which satisfies conditions (2.17)-
(2.18) be given. Furthermore, let e = {a,b} € € with a,b € V,a < b be given. We then define the
labels ye := (ya, y») € A° as well as the integral kernel

1,(e)=+1

j‘r,e(Yea S) = GT,U(@)(sa—sb) (ya; yb) + S‘r,safsb (ytﬂ yb) ; (222)

Note that the integral kernel [J. given by (2.22) is Hilbert-Schmidt unless o(e) = +1 and
iq = 1p. Furthermore, we note that

Tre(Yers) = 0. (2.23)
In the sequel, we use the splitting of the variable y, which is given by
y = (y1,y2), (2.24)

where yi := (Ya)aey;,? = 1,2. We also write

EWm+1,1,415 - Ymt L4 15 Yma L1~ 15 - - YL —1) = §(¥1) - (2.25)
Lemma 2.10. With s as defined in (2.16) above, we have

If—,l‘[(t) = /AV dy [H wT(yi,l - %,2)] f(}ﬁ) H jr,e(Yea S) . (2‘26)

i=1 ee&

Proof. We rewrite (2.14) by using Lemma 2.8, Definition 2.9, (2.25), and arguing analogously as in
the proof of [45, Lemma 2.15]. O

We now explain the necessary modifications of the graph structure when d = 1. Recall that
the quantum Hamiltonian is now given by (1.29) above. In particular, the quantum interaction is
given by

W, = ;/d:): dy ¢5(x) 5 (y) we(x — y) ¢-(x) d-(y) , (2.27)

which is normal-ordered, i.e. the factors of ¢> come before the factors of ¢,. Furthermore, in
(2.27), we do not renormalise the interaction, which allows for the presence of loops in the graph
structure. We again perform a Taylor expansion to order M of the quantity Aﬁ(z) = pr2(0-())
in the parameter z € C, Rez > 0. Here p, .(-) is defined as in (2.4), except that now we take n = 0,
and the quantum interaction W, as in (2.27). After the necessary modifications, the explicit terms
aﬁ,m and the remainder term Rf (%) in this expansion are given as in (2.6)—(2.7) above.

Recalling (2.1), we need to consider the cases when ¢ € B, and ¢ = Id, separately. Let us
consider first the case when ¢ € B,. In light of the normal-ordering of the interaction (2.27), one
needs to modify the order in Definition 2.2 (ii). In particular, we order the vertices (i,1,d) € X(m,r)
according to the lexicographical order of the corresponding string i1, where for the § component
we define that +1 < —1. The new order is also denoted as <. Due to the lack of renormalisation
in (2.27), we also need to consider a larger class of pairings than the class R given in Definition 2.3
above.
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Definition 2.11. (The set of pairings )
Let m,r € N be given. We denote by Q = Q(m,r) the set of pairings II of X'(m,r) such that for
all (o, B) € IT we have 6,63 = —1.

We accordingly modify Definition 2.6, by which we assign to every pairing IT € Q a correspond-
ing edge-coloured multigraph (Vi1, &1, om1) = (V, €, 0). By Definition 2.11, the new graphs can have
loops, which are of the form e = {a,a} for a € V. Here, Vs is defined exactly as in Definition 2.6 (i).
Given II € Q(m, r), we define Iin(t) as in Definition 2.4. One can then show that (see [45, (4.3)])

af,, = (_2}2/91( )dt Yo Iin). (2.28)

TIeQ(m,r)

The quantity Jre(ye,s) is defined as in Definition 2.9, but with the d = 1 variant of the order
< (obtained from the lexicographic order as explained above). With these appropriately modified
definitions, we obtain that Lemma 2.10 holds.

Let us now explain the modifications needed when £ = Id,.. The definition of the (uncollapsed)
vertex set X'(m, r) remains the same as d = 1 setting with £ € B,.. We need to modify the definition
of the edge-coloured multigraph.

Definition 2. 12 (The edge-coloured multigraph associated with IT €  when £ = 1d,)
Let m,r € N, Il € Q(m,r) = Q be given. We define an edge-coloured undirected multigraph
Vi, €, on) = (V,€,6), Wlth a colouring ¢ : £ — {—1,1} according to the following rules.

(i) We introduce an equivalence relation ~' on X = X' (m,r) under which o ~' g if and only if
io =i and ¥, = ¥5. The collapsed vertex set V = V(m,r) := {[a] ,a € X'} is defined to be
the set of equivalence classes of X under ~/'.

Furthermore, we write V= Vg u Vl, where we define

Vo = {(i,9),1<i<m,1<9<2}
Vo= {(m+1,9),1<9<r}.

(ii) V carries a total order that is inherited from X. Note that we are using the d = 1 variant of
the order < on X here.

(iii) Given a pairing I € 9, from each edge (a, 8) € II, we obtain an edge e = {[o],[8]} € €.
Furthermore, we define the associated colouring by & (e) := dg.

(iv) By conn(€), we denote the set of connected components of éi. In other words, we have
&= umeconn(é) P. We refer to the connected components P of £ as its paths.

By construction we have that all the paths P € conn(é’~ ) as defined above are closed. Similarly
as in (2.16), given x = (Za)acx € AY,t = (fa)acx € RY, we define y = (y4),cp € AV, s =
(Sa)qep € RY. The only difference is that we are now considering the collapsed vertex set V
and the equivalence relation ~' from Definition 2.12. We adapt (2.24) by setting yi := (Ya),ep,:

i=1,2. For P € conn(&), V(‘BZ denotes its set of vertices. For i = 1,2, we let V;(B) := V(P) N V;.
Furthermore, for an edge e € &, the quantity J:. is given as in Deﬁnltlon 2.9, when we replace
each of V,&,0 by V, &, & respectively.
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In this context, we also need to modify the definition of the value of II € Q (see Definition
2.4 and Lemma 2.10 above). Let m,r € N and a pairing IT € Q(m,r) be given. Let (V,&,) the
associated graph from Definition 2.12. For t € 2 = 2((m), we let

If,n(t) = / dy [H’wr(yi,1 - %’,2)] ij,e(Ye,S)~ (2.29)
A e

Note that (2.28) then still holds.

Throughout the sequel, we streamline the notation for pairings in such a a way that we combine
the notation for all dimensions and values of £ when d = 1.

Let m,r € N be given. Recalling Definitions 2.3 and 2.11, we define

R ford =2,3
R(d, m,r) = (m, ) for ’ (2.30)
Q(m,r) ford=1.
In particular, for £ € C,, we can rewrite (2.15) and (2.28) as
£ _ (=™ / Z £
0y = ds 78 L (t). (2.31)
(1 B 277) 2 A(m) IIeR(d,m,r)
We also write
Fn®) = Y Ziut). (2.32)

IIeR(d,m,r)

Note that, for d = 2,3, this corresponds to (2.10) above. When d = 1, the latter expression is
appropriately modified to take into account the different graph structure. As a convention, when
& € B,., we henceforth always adopt the necessary modifications of the above definitions when d = 1
without explicit mention. For instance, we use expressions such as (2.26) for all values of d = 1,2, 3.

2.3. The splitting of the time-evolved quantum Green functions. For ¢t € (—1,1) we
consider the quantity

G+ 18, forte (0,1
Qr —{ t+aSne forte(0,1) (2.33)

B GT,t for t € (—1,0] .

Note that this is well-defined by (2.21) and (2.20). However, note that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of
G is unbounded as t — —1. Likewise, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of S;; is unbounded as t — 0+.
The only norm in which G,; and S:; are bounded uniformly in the appropriate set of ¢ is the
operator norm. This norm is too weak to apply our analysis.

As in [45, Section 4.4], we introduce a splitting of the operator @), ; defined in (2.33) as

1
Qra = QU +-Q%. (2.34)
where for ¢t € (—1,1), we define
oW — e~ (/7 0® . e BT fort e (—1,0)U(0,1) (2.35)
T (el — 1) [ fort=0. ’
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In (2.35) and in the sequel, {t} denotes the fractional part of ¢, i.e. {t} :=¢ — |t|, where |-] is the
floor function. By [45, Lemma 2.9], we have that for all z,y € A and ¢t € (—1,1)

QW (y) = QWNwie) 2 0, QP (wiy) = QY (yx) > 0. (2.36)

In particular, substituting this into (2.34), we have
Q’T,t(x;y) = QT,t(y; x) = 0. (237)

In what follows, we analyse the boundedness properties of the operators ng defined in (2.35).

Proposition 2.13. There exist constants C1,Co > 0 such that for all 7 > 1 and t € (—1,1) the
following properties hold.

Ch ifd=1
() Q% lL=azy < § Crlogr  if d=2
Ci\T if d=3.
(ii) For all x € A we have
[wawy = [aewa) < 1. (239)
(iii) If {t} > 1, then we have
||Q(2)||L°° a2y < C172. (2.39)
(iv) For all x,y € A we have
Qri(wiy) > QW(wiy) > Co. (2.40)

Remark 2.14. We note that a version of Proposition 2.13 was proved when d =1 in [45, Lemma
4.12]. In the analogue of (2.39), i.e. in [45, Lemma 4.12 (iii)] the weaker bound of C;7 was given.
This was sufficient for the proof of [45, Theorem 1.9], and would also be sufficient for the proof of
the d = 1 version of our result here.

Proof of Proposition 2.15. (i) By the triangle inequality we have

—{t} /T ) 1
(&
||Q(1t)||L°°(A2) _ Z )\762mk'(z—y) Z -
T, /T _ Ak /T ’
o T —1) Lo(A2)  kezd T(ew/T—1)
C e 1 1 s
Z* > Cewtr Zk|2+1+7-/ e 7T Qg (2.41)
kezd kezd kezd lz[>vT
|k|<yv/7T k| >/T [k|<v/7T
We know that
) C ifd=1
3 TERT < {Clogr ifd=2 (2.42)
kEZd i =
B CyT if d=3.
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(i)

(iii)

Furthermore, by performing the substitution y = x//7, it follows that

1/ el P/may < o rd2 (2.43)
je|>v/7

Substituting (2.42) and (2.43) into (2.41), we deduce (i).

The claim (2.38) was proved for d = 1 in [45, Lemma 4.12 (ii)]. The proof carries over to
d=2,3.

Suppose that {t} > % By the triangle inequality we have

) = ey < 37 BT < / o Cle/7 g
kezd Rd

1Y)

By performing the substitution y = x//7, we deduce (iii).

We recall from [45, Lemma 2.9] that S-;(z;y) > 0. Hence, by (2.33)-(2.35), it suffices to
show that
Gri(z;y) = Cy. (2.44)

We present the details of the proof of (2.44) based on the Poisson summation formula (alter-
natively, one can use the Feynman-Kac formula, but we do not take this approach here). We
write, for z :=x —y and A as in (1.2)

—t\, /T
e o2mik: —ON /T o=t /T 2mik-
Gri(z;y) = Z m ikz _ Z Z k/T A—tAE/T -z
kezd keZM 1
[o.¢]
_ l Z Z e—£(4ﬂ2|k|2+n)/r e—t(47r2|k|2+n)/7' e27rik~z ] (245)
=1 kezd

Interchanging the orders of summation in the above calculation is justified by the exponential
decay of the factors. We rewrite the expression in (2.45) as

—it > 47r(€ ) )
_T{Ze VEER)” it | (2.46)

kezd

Recalling that for £ € R% and A > 0 we have
()\d/2e—7r[)\(z+z)]2)/\(§) _ e—7r(£/)\)2 o2miE2 :

and by applying the Poisson summation formula, we deduce that (2.46) equals

e_% > lK T d/2 - (n+ )2
E - E - In(re) \VTE
T ¢ <47T(€ + t)) ¢
n€ezd

/=1
C = T d/2 (n+2)?

> = - S RG] . 2.4
T ;e { %4 (47r(€—|—t)> ¢ (2.47)
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. . t _
In the above inequality, we used that = = O(1).
For fixed £ > 1, we note that

d/2
. T — o (n+2)2
— - 47 (L+t)
Re =D, (@m£+¢)) ¢

nezd

is a Riemann sum corresponding to the integral

/ el g — 1
Rd

T

with mesh size ,/—+=. In particular, we note that R, > % provided that

I ((+1)

\/ T (01t

— T ___ is

sufficiently small. This holds for all £ > £y, where ¢y ~ 7 is chosen sufficiently large. Therefore,

for such ¢y, we have by (2.47) that

CS& w O T 1
Gri(x; = — e T = = = =
re(@;) T Z Tl—e v 7(l—e"7)

=Ly

Above, we used the fact that ¢y ~ 7. We hence deduce (2.44).

> 1.

~

O]

By (2.35) and Proposition 2.13 (i), we know that the quantum Green function G, defined in
(2.19) is bounded in L*(A x A) uniformly in 7 when d = 1. This fact was used repeatedly in
the analysis in [45, Section 4.4]. In higher dimensions, this is no longer true. We now give the

appropriate bounds on G .

Proposition 2.15. Let us fizr ¢ € Qg, where

1,00] ifd=1
Q4 = ([l,00) ifd=2

[1,3) if d=3.

(i) We have

1G+(@; )M zany = 1G(52)|aay < Cla),

uniformly in x € A, 7 > 1. In particular, we have
|GrllLaazy < C(q)-

(ii) More generally, fort € (—1,1), we have

1Q%) @ lzany = 1R 0)laa) < Cla),

uniformly in t,x, T.
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Proof. (i) We note that (2.50) follows immediately from (2.49). We now prove (2.49). Let z € A
and 7 > 1 be given. Recall that by (2.36) with ¢t = 0, we have G, (x;-) = G,(-; ), so it suffices
to prove the bound on ||G7(z,")||Le(a)- The claim when d = 1 follows from Proposition 2.13
(i) and Holder’s inequality, so we consider the cases when d = 2,3. By (2.19), we have that

1 .
Grlmy) = Y —— 7 e?mlemy),

kezZd T(eM/T 1)
Therefore, for k € Z% we have
1 1 C
7\T5 - “(k X N
[(Gr(;4)) " (R)] (eM/T — 1) K2+ 1

‘We hence deduce that

d
1G7 (5 )[msa)y < C(s), for 0 < s < 2— 5" (2.51)
By using (2.51) and Sobolev embedding on the torus, (2.49) follows.
(ii) Using (2.35)—(2.36) and arguing as in (i), we deduce that
—{t}A /T 1 1
M — QW (52) (k)| < — < < —. (252
(@i (@)~ = |(@ril52) k)] < T(eM/T—1) T r(eM/T—1) T N (2:52)
We now proceed as in the proof of (2.50) to deduce the claim.
O
We can relate the set Py defined in (1.12) with the set Q4 defined in (2.48).
Lemma 2.16. For p € Py we have 2p’ € Q.
Proof. This follows from (1.12) and (2.48). O

2.4. Bounds on the explicit terms. Our goal in this section is to first prove an upper bound
as in (1.49) on the explicit terms a,,,. Throughout this section, we fix p € P; and a d-admissible
interaction potential w € LP(A). Furthermore, we let 5 € By, as defined in (1.40) above. With
the parameters p, 8 chosen in this way, let w, be as in Lemma 1.5 for d = 1 and as in Lemma 1.6
for d = 2,3. We recall the definition of %R(d, m,r) from (2.30), as well as that If (t) is given by
Definition 2.4 when & € B, and by (2.29) when d = 1 and ¢ = Id,. Furthermore, we recall (2.32).
We now state the upper bounds that we prove.

Proposition 2.17. Fiz m,r € N. Given II € R(d,m,r), t € A(m), the following estimates hold
uniformly in € € C,. and T > 1.

(i) We have
Zen(®)] < CE (1 + Jlwllze)™

for some Cy > 0.

(i) lakm| < (CT)" C™ (14 [[w]| o a))™ ml -
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(iii) | fm ()] < O™ (14 [w] Loga)™ (2m +7)!.

Proof. Let us note that (ii) is obtained from (i) by applying (2.31), as well as the fact that
IR(d, m,r)| < (2m + r)!. Similarly, (i) implies (iii) by (2.32). We now prove (i). Let us con-
sider first the case when £ € B,.. Then, by Lemma 2.10, Ifﬂ (t) is given by (2.26). The multigraph
& corresponding to II decomposes into paths Py, ..., Px, ordered in an arbitrary way. Recalling
(2.23), we deduce from (2.26) and the path decomposition of P that

|I$,H(t)‘ < /AV dy [H‘w‘r(yi,l _y12 ] ‘g Y1 [H H \77’6 Ye, ] . (253)

i=1 Jj=1 e€'Py

In the sequel, we repeatedly use the nonnegativity of - ¢(ye,s), i.e. (2.23) without further comment.
Since ||w; ||z is not bounded uniformly in 7, we cannot estimate (2.53) by arguing as in [45, Section
2.4]. Instead, we need to systematically distribute the factors of w, among the paths Bi,..., B,
similarly as in the proof of [45, Proposition 4.11].

As in [45, Section 4.4], given a vertex a = (i4,Y,) € Va2, we define the vertex a* € Vs by

a* = (iq,3 —Vq). (2.54)

Furthermore, the factors of w, are distributed among the paths By, ..., R according to the rule
that for a € V, the function W? is given by

wy faePj,a"ePoforl <j<l<k
Wa i 1 ifaeP;,a*cPrfor1<l<y<k (2.55)
wy ifa,a*€Pjforl <j<kandd, =1

1 ifa,a*ePjforl <j<kandd, =2.

In other words, we put the factor of w;(y, — y4+) with the vertex in {a,a*} belonging to the cycle
of lowest index. In case these two indices are the same, we put it with the vertex whose second
component ¥ is equal to 1. By (2.55), we have that

H wr(Yin — Yi2) = H W2 (Ya — Yar) - (2.56)
i=1

acVs

Moreover, since p € Py, we also have by Lemma 1.5 (ii)—(iii) (when d = 1) and by Lemma 1.6
(ii)—(iii) (when d = 2, 3) that W satisfies

IWE Lo (a) < P (2.57)
IWrlleay < 1+ llwrlley < 1+ Cllwl|zeea) - (2.58)
We note that the term 1 on the right-hand side of (2.58) corresponds to the case when W2 = 1

and when [|w||zp() is small.

We now adapt the method from the proof of [45, Proposition 4.11]. The goal is to integrate out
the yo-variables by successively integrating them out in the paths B1,...,Br. Let us first recall
some useful notation, which was used in [45]. Given 1 < j < k + 1, we define

Vaj = VZ\ (U Vz(‘Bz)) ~ (2.59)
=1
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This is the set of variables that remain after we have integrated out the vertices which occur in the
first j — 1 paths P1,...,B;—1. In particular, we have Vo1 = Vs and Va1 = 0. Given a subset
A CV, we introduce the variable y 4 := (yq)aca. Similarly, given a € [1, 00|, we denote by LY the

space Ly, with the corresponding norm.

By (2.56), it follows that the right-hand side of (2.53) equals

/AV1 dy \f(yl)‘/m dy2 ﬁ

j=1

[ H jT,e(yeuS) H }Wg(ya - ya*)

66‘}33‘ ac€Vs (‘;3]) ]

which by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in y; and recalling that ||£]| 2, <1lis

<

H jr,e(}’e: s) H ‘Wg(ya — Ya*) ]
e€P; a€Va(P;)

(2.60)

k
/AV2 dy2 H

Jj=1

2
LYl

The claim of the proposition follows from (2.60) if we show that for all 1 < ¢ < k we have the
recursive inequality

k
/1\"2,4 dyvzé H

=t

[ H jr,e(}’ea S) H ‘Wg(ya - ya*) ]
e€P; a€Va(B;)

o) 2
LVQ\VQ’ZLYI

< CO|V(‘J3/Z)| (1 + ”wHLP(A)) [Va2(Be)l

k
X / vy WV I1 [ I 7eves TI IVEWa = var) ] . (2:61)
A72 j=0+1 LeeP; a€Va(B;) L%;\Vz l-«-ngl
for some Cy > 0. We first show that (2.61) follows if we prove that

H Tre(Ye,s) H }Wg(ya ~ Ya*)

e<Pe a€V2(Pe) L3 LS o Py o)
v V:

< CO‘ (Bl (1 + HwHLP(A))‘ 2(‘132)|’ (2.62)

where for P € conn(€), V*(P) := {a* : a € Vo(B)} \ Vo(B). In other words, V*(P) denotes the
vertices in Vs that are connected to some vertex in 8 by an interaction w,, but which do not belong

to the set Va(P).

In order to see that (2.62) implies (2.61), we fix 1 < ¢ < k and observe that we can write the
set Vo ¢ as the disjoint union

Vo = Val®B0) U (Vaesr 0V (B)) U (Vo \V'(B0))
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We can hence rewrite the expression on the left-hand side of the inequality in (2.61) as

Ay vy o1 / dyy, Tre(Ye:s) Wi (Yo = Yar)
/AVz,HlﬁV*(‘Bz) 21 MV" (Be) AV2(B) 2R ege T aegme)‘ o ’

k
{ /AV2 er1\V* () dyV2,é+1\V*(‘Bz) H [ H Tre(Ye:s) H ‘Wg(?/a — Ya*) ] }
’ e6‘43j (IGVQ(mj)

y

k
{ /AV2 e+1\V* () AYv, e \V* (80) H [ H Tre(¥e:8) H |Wg(ya — Yar) ] }
’ e€B; a€Va(%;)

j=0+1

)

LSy L2
Va\Va p '¥1

dyv, , v dyy, Tre(Ye:s) W2 (Ya — Yar)
/sz,z-s-lﬁv*(‘ne) 2, 641NV* (Be) Va8 2(Pe) egz relYe ae};([me)‘ 7 \Ya a

2 o0
LYl LV2 \VZZ

(2.63)

In (2.63), we first integrate in yy,y,), keeping in mind that the YV o1\ V*(3,) integral does not
depend on yy,p,). We then apply an L™ — L' Holder inequality in the YV, e1nV* () Variable,

. E S . . .
putting in Lyvz,e+1ﬁv*<ﬂ3e> the yy,p,) integral, i.e. the quantity

h= /AV2(‘434) dyvz(mé’) H jT,e(ny) H |Wg(ya _ya*)

e€Py a€Vs (‘ﬁz)

i

which is a function of (y1,yy«(yp,))- For fixed y1, we estimate from above the factor

11l g

Vo 041NV*(By)

by taking suprema in the remaining variables in yy«(yp,), 1.e. In Yy« (g, )\v,,,,- Next we take the
Lf, , norm, keeping in mind that each variable y,,a € V1 appears in at most one of the composite

variables y.,e € PB;,/ < j < k. Taking suprema in all of the remaining variables, we conclude that
(2.63) is

< | ] Frees) TI IVEWa — var)

e€Py acVa (PBr) L2 L5 W)L;Q(w)
k

X / vanes V2 11 [ I 7eves TI IVEWa = var) ] (2.64)

A72:¢ j=0+1 eémj aGVQ(mj) L%OQ\V27£+1L32,1
From (2.64), we obtain that the claim of the proposition indeed follows from (2.62).
Let us reformulate (2.62). For B € conn(E), we define
39 = [y [Tl [T Dol — )] (2.65)

ec’P a€Va2(P)
Note that J(*B) is a function of (y1,yy=(y)). Furthermore, (2.62) is equivalent to showing that

BBz e < CFPN (1 + ]| aay) 2P, (2.66)

Y1TVE(R)
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when B = PB,. We now prove (2.66) for B € conn(€) by induction on n := |V(P)|. In doing so, we
need to keep track of the time carried by each edge of 13 in the sense that we precisely define now.

Let us first assume that B is a closed path in the sense of Definition 2.7 above. We list its edges
as ey, ea,...,en, where the edges e; and ej;; are incident at vertex a; € V(). For an example,
see Figure 2.1.

ay az

FI1GURE 2.1. This is an example of a closed path B of size 4. We order the vertices in Vs from left to right.
The edges with colour ¢ = +1 are depicted by the full blue lines, whereas edges with colour o = —1 are
depicted by the red dashed lines.

Here, and in the sequel, we consider all indices modulo n. Given j € {1,...,n}, the time carried
by the edge e; is given by

— Sq. if a1 <
G = o(e1) (Sa; = Sa;4,) fas ‘ag (2.67)
—o(e1) (Sa; — Sa;,,) otherwise,

where o is given by Definition 2.6 (iii). Note that (; is an intrinsically defined quantity that one
can read off from (2.22) and (2.26). By (2.67), we obtain

G =+x> oler)(sa; — sapny) = 0, (2.68)
j=1 j=1

and for alli e {1,... ,n},ke{l,...,n—1}

i+k i+k
Z Cj = =+ Z 0'(61) (Saj - Saj+1) = :|:U(€1) (sai - 8ai+k+1) € (_17 1) . (2‘69)
j=i J=ti

In the above calculations, we used the assumption that t € A(m). Analogous results to (2.68)-(2.69)
hold for open paths 33 after appropriate modifications.
Base of induction: n =1 (ford=1) and n =2 (for d=2,3). If n = 1, then ‘B is a loop based at
some a1 € Vs. Due to the Wick ordering, we note that this situation occurs only when d = 1. In
this case, (1 = 0, i.e. there is no time-evolution applied to the quantum Green function. See Figure
2.2 below.

By using the fact that a] # a1 and Hoélder’s inequality in y,,, we hence have

3(‘13) = /dym {ng(yal _ya’{)
< W o) 1Grllzeazy < C+Cllwrllieay < C(L+ wllir)) - (2.70)

Gr(Yar;Yar) < IIWVE I Lreay Gl Lo (a2)

31



ay ‘WTal(yﬂl - yaf>| (l’{

FIGURE 2.2. In the sequel, we no longer draw the vertices in order corresponding to < . The full lines depict
the time-evolved Green functions. On these edges, we write the associated time (. The dotted lines depict
the interactions through the factors of |W2|.

Above, we used (2.58) and Proposition 2.15 (i) when d = 1. We also used that LP(A) < L'(A) by
compactness of A. We note that (2.70) is an acceptable upper bound.
If n = 2, we consider three cases.

(1) B is a closed path connecting a;, as € Vs satisfying as = aj. See Figure 2.3.

I
o

Q

FIGURE 2.3

In this case, we have (; = (2 = 0. We can assume, without loss of generality, that ¥,, = 1.
Hence, (2.55) yields that W2 = w, and W22 = 1. So, we obtain

3(’1‘) = /dym dYa, |w‘r(ya1 - ya2)| GT(yal;yaz) Gr(ya2§ya1)

1 1
+ pu /dya1 [0 (0)| G7(Yay; Yay) < ”wTHLP(A) ||GT||i2p/(A2) + ;HwT”LOO(A) HGTHLOO(AQ)
< Clwllpoay + 7P |Grl oo (az) . (2.71)

In order to get the first term on the last line of (2.71), we used (2.37) with ¢ = 0, Holder’s
inequality in Y, ,Ya,, (2.58) (with W? = w,), and Proposition 2.15 (i). The application of
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the latter is justified by Lemma 2.16. For the second term on the last line of (2.71), we used
(2.57) and Proposition 2.13 (i) with ¢ = 0 to deduce that this quantity is

Cr=1+h8 if d=1
< O P logr  if d=2 (2.72)
Cr—Y/25 if d=3.

Recalling (1.40), we conclude that (2.72) is an acceptable upper bound.

B is a closed path connecting a1, as € Vs, satisfying ag # aj. See Figure 2.4 below.
We note that in this case we have (1 = £o(e1) (Sq; — Say) € (—1,1) \ {0}. Therefore,

() = / s Yy PV (Y — i)

‘Wvl-m (yaz - yag)

(yal ; yaz) QT,—C1 (yaz ; ya1) . (2'73)

We now split the factors Q- ¢, (Ya1; Yas) and Qr —¢; (Yas; Ya,) in (2.73) according to (2.34) and
rewrite J(P) as

(1)

a a 1
/dya1 dYay ‘W‘rl (Ya, — ya’{) ‘W‘I‘Q (Yay — yaz)‘ Qi,gl (Yas; Yas) Qﬂ_gl (Yaz’ Yar)

(1

1 2
+- / AYay WYay (W Yar — Yaz)| W2 Yar — Yas)| Qi}l (Ya13 Yaz) @7~ ¢, (Yazi Yar)

W22 (Yo — Ya3)| QUL ar Uan) Q) ¢, (W’ W)

1 a
+= / Aya, AYay (W (Yar — Yaz)
L (a4 W (o — ya) | IV (40 — 1) | Q) ) O . 974
+72 Yar yaz‘ 7 (Yay yal) ‘ 72 (Yas yaQ)‘ 7.1 (Yar 5 Yaz) T —C1 (Yasi Yar ) - (2.74)

Note that all the integrands in (2.74) are nonnegative by (2.36).

Using the inequality
1
5( [ng1 (Yar; Yan)]” + [QT ’ (ya2,ya1)]2)

in the first integrand, and applying Hoélder’s inequality in y,, and y,,, we deduce that the
first term in (2.74) is

ngl (ya1 ; yaz) Q‘(FT)*Q (ya2; yal) <

1. . a 1)
< S oy Ve nny (HQUL I poy + 1R, 1220 42)) (2.75)
2
< C(1+ |lwllpeay)”

which is an acceptable upper bound. In the above inequality, we used (2.58) and Proposition
2.15 (ii), which is justified by Lemma 2.16.

By applying (2.36) and Proposition 2.13 (ii), as well as Holder’s inequality, the second term
n (2.74) is

2)

= HWG2||Loo (A) ||Q7- —a ||L°<> A2) /dym 2 (Yar — yal) Q-,-,Q (Yas; Yas)

a 1 a
< IV 10 ¢ e az) IV oy
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y (2.57), Proposition 2.13 (i), and (2.58), this expression is

CT 1P (14 |wll£oa)) if d=1
< R CT P dog T (L4 |Jwlpegn))  if d=2 (2.76)
OT_1/2+6 (1—1— HwHLp(A)) if d=3.

In particular, by (1.40), this is an acceptable bound. We estimate the third term in (2.74) by
an analogous argument.

For the fourth term in (2.74), we consider two possible cases for the values of the time label
Cl € (_170) U (07 1)

(a) {¢1} > 3. ie. G €[-5,0)U[5,1).
In this case, the fourth term in (2.74) is

1 “ a 2
< fQHW:HLoo PIQEL e (a2) / Yy WV Yy = Ya7)| [ Wy Q2 (az' i)

< 3 W oy IV ey QL e 2y (2.77)

In the last line, we used Proposition 2.13 (ii). By Holder’s inequality, (2.57), (2.58),
Proposition 2.13 (iii), and (1.40), the expression in (2.77) is

< Cr 22 (14wl ) < C(1+ ||l aga)) - (2.78)

(b) {Gi} < Lie G1e (~1,—H) U (0, 1),

In this case, we have {—(;} > 3. We estimate the fourth term in (2.74) as

1
< ) W32 Lo HQT,_QHLOO(M)
< g [ (s = ) Q2 (or: ) (2.79)
and deduce the bound as in (i) by replacing {; by —(;.
G
‘ng(?/ul - yaf)' ‘WP(?/@ - ,7,1{;,;)‘

ay a3

G
FIGURE 2.4

34



(3) B is an open path with vertices by, b2 € Vi. In this case, we have J(f) = G, and we note
that

19Plzs, 155, = Gl < € (2.80)

uniformly in 7 by Proposition 2.15 (i).
This completes the base step. Hence, (2.66) holds when n < 2.

Inductive step. Let n € N,n > 3 be given. Suppose that (2.66) holds for all ¢ € conn(£) with
[V(B)| < n— 1. We show that this implies that (2.66) holds when |V()| = n. The inductive step
proceeds by integrating out an appropriately chosen vertex in V,(8). The vertex a € V2 () which
we integrate out is chosen such that it satisfies the property that

a* €EVy(P) = Yy =1. (2.81)

Note that such a vertex always exists. Namely, if ¢ € V5(3) does not satisfy this property, then
¢ € Vo(*B) and it satisfies .« = 1. Therefore, ¢* € V, satisfies the wanted property.

Having found such an a € V1 (), we write co = a and note that there exist ¢1,c3 € V() such
that {c1,ca}, {c2,c3} € B. In what follows, we consider the case when ¢; = aj,co = ag,c3 = as.
The general case follows by analogous arguments when we appropriately shift the indices®.

By choice of a = ag and (2.55), we have that the only dependence on the variable y, = y4, in
the integrand in (2.65) is through an expression which is

< ’W?(y@ - yag)

1=
[Q’ﬂ(l (ya1;ya2) =+ C; Od(ym - yaz):|

1p—
X [ang (Yas Yas) + CQT %6 (yay — yag)] : (2.82)

Since t € A(m), it follows that it is not possible to have (; = 0 and (3 = 0 at the same time. In
other words, at most one of the delta functions in (2.82) can appear.

Before proceeding, let us first estimate the contribution to the y,, integral of each of the terms
coming from a single delta function in (2.82). We have

1¢-0
CIT /dyaz ‘W;b (yaz - yaé) 5(ya1 - ya2) QT7C2 (yaQ;y%)

1e=0
= 0 W (Yar — yag)

i QT,C2 (ya1 ) ya3) <C 7_5_1 1C1=0 QT,C1+C2 (ya1§ ya3) . (2'83)

In the last line we used (2.57). By analogous arguments, we have

1c,—0 B
CQT /dytm }WgQ (Yar — yag)’ Qr.c (Ya13 Yas) 0(Yas — Yas) < C o1 1e,—0Qrici4¢o (Yay; Yas ) -
(2.84)
In what follows, we prove that

/ dyaz ’W;—lg (yag ~ Ya} ) ‘ QT,Q (ya1 3 yag) QT,CQ (yag ) yag)

< C (1 fwllzoay) [T+ 1o scoro @i (i vas) | - (2:85)

5In the case when 0 is a closed path, by cyclically relabelling its vertices, we can assume without loss of generality
that a = as.
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Assuming (2.85) for the moment and recalling (2.65), we deduce by (2.83)-(2.85), (1.40), and
Proposition 2.13 (iv) that

IP) < Co(1+ wlraay) IEB), (2.86)

where ‘i? denotes the (open or closed) path that we obtain from P after deleting the vertex as
and by replacing its edges {a1, a2} (carrying time ;) and {as, as} (carrying time () with the edge
{a1,a3} which now carries time (1 + (2. See Figure 2.5 below. The times carried by the edges of

the new path P still satisfy (2.68) and (2.69). We note that (2.86) together with the induction
base allows us to deduce (2.66).

ay as

G+G

ay
as

FiGURE 2.5. The top depicts path P and the bottom depicts path if3 obtained after having integrated out
the vertex as. Here, we omitted the dotted lines corresponding to the interactions for clarity.

Let us now prove (2.85). We apply (2.34) and rewrite the left-hand side of (2.85) as

a 1 1
/ AYay (W22 (Yay — Ya3)| Q% (Yar: Yas) Qi,ZQ(yaz;y%)

1 a 2 1
+- / Yy W (Yay = Ya3)| QL (War Yas) QUL (s’ vy

1 a 1 2
+; /dya2 }WTQ (Yay — yas)’ Q(T,gl (Yay Yasz) Q(ﬂé (Yass yag)

1 “ 2 2
t / Yar W2 (Yay — Ya3)| Q(ﬁél (yal;yaz)Q(T,z2 (Yas Yaz) - (2.87)

We now bound each of the four terms in (2.87). In estimating each term, we first apply Holder’s
inequality in yq,.
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The first term in (2.87) is

< AW ay 1QY, (ars Mipawr ) 1RV, 10yl o ay < C (L Nwllzogay) - (2.88)

by using (2.58) and Proposition 2.15 (ii). The application of the latter is justified by Lemma 2.16.
The second term in (2.87) is

1 a 1 2
< Il a) Q54 e n2) / AYar Q7 (Yas' Yas)

which by (2.57) and Proposition 2.13 (i)-(ii) is

Cr—1+8 if d=1
< Cr"Plogr if d=2 (2.89)
Cr—1/2+8 if d=3,

which in turn is bounded uniformly in 7 > 1 by using (1.40). The third term in (2.87) is bounded
analogously as the second term.
The fourth term in (2.87) is

1 a 2 2
< 3 WVl / Waz Q) (Yar: Yaz) QL (Yazs Yas)

1 2 2
< [ s O () QP (s ). (2.90)

Here, we used (2.57). Furthermore, by using (2.35), we note that the expression in (2.90) is zero
when (; = 0 or (o = 0. Therefore, it suffices to consider the case when

G1,¢ € (1,000 (0,1). (2.91)
We need to consider separately the cases when (7 4+ (2 # 0 and when (1 + (o = 0.

(1) ¢+ #0.
By (2.35), (2.91), and the semigroup property, we can rewrite the expression in (2.90) as

¢ — T — T c - T
7_27_,3 /dyage {Ga3h/ (ya1§ya2)e {G3h/ (yaz;yag,) = 7_27_56 ({arHGhr (ym;yag)' (2‘92)

We now consider two possibilities.

(a) {G}+{¢}>1.
In this case, by the proof of Proposition 2.13 (iii), the expression in (2.92) is

< CT*QJFBJFd/Q 7 (293)

which is bounded by using (1.40).
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(b) {G} +{G} <L
In this case, we know that {(1} + {¢2} = {(1 + (2}. Hence, the expression in (2.92) is

= 59

a1;ya3)7

which by (2.35), followed by (2.36), (1.40), and (2.34) is

C @ _
= 7_27_5625-,21+§2(ya15ya3) < Crttp Qr.¢1+¢ (Yar's Yag) - (2.94)

This is an acceptable bound due to (1.40). Note that the application of (2.35) above is
justified since ¢ + (o # 0.

(2) G+¢=0.
By (2.91) we have that (2 = —(1 # 0. We now need to consider two possibilities.

(a) {Cl} = %, i.e. Cl (= [_%,0) U [%’ 1)
We bound the fourth term in (2.87) as

1 a 2 2 _
< 5 W) Q5 lioa / AYa, Q7 (YaiYay) < CT 242 (2.95)

by (2.57) and Proposition 2.13 (ii)—(iii). The above quantity is bounded by using (1.40).

() {G} <3 ie G E(-1,-3)U(0,3).
In this case, we have {—(;} > 1/2, and we bound the fourth term in (2.87) as

1 a 2 2 _
< S Wl 1R, lle a2y / Yo, Q7 (Yar3Yay) < Cr 242 (2.96)

again by (2.57) and Proposition 2.13 (ii)—(iii). This quantity is bounded by using (1.40).

Putting the estimates (2.88)—(2.89), (2.93)—(2.96) on all of the terms in (2.87) together, we
deduce (2.85). The inductive step now follows. This proves part (i) when £ € B,.

The claim in the case when d = 1 and § = Id, is shown by analogous arguments. We recall
Definition 2.12. All of the connected components of €, which we denote by ‘i?l, . ,‘:Bk, are now
closed paths (which can be loops). In this case, Iin(t) is given by (2.29) and (2.53) is replaced by

ZEnt)] <

A

m k
,dy [HwT(yi,l - ym)] [H 11 Jr,e(ye,S)] : (2.97)
=1

J=1 eE‘i?j

Recall that w; is pointwise nonnegative since d = 1 and we are constructing it using Lemma 1.5.
For a € Vo, W2 is still defined as in (2.55). In particular, (2.56) holds and the right-hand side of
(2.97) is

, (2.98)

k
/m ayz[]

j=1

<

[ H jr,e(Yea S) H Wg(ya - ya*)]

66‘%‘ a€V2(3~3j) L§°1
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where we note that in (2.98), we are considering y1 = yy, . We modify (2.59) by defining, for
1<j<k+1

As in (2.54), for a = (iq,9a) € Va, we define a* = (iq,3 — ¥,) € Vo. Analogously to (2.61), we
reduce the claim to showing that for all 1 < £ < k we have the recursive inequality

‘ /A\"ng v2l H [ H ‘77'6 ye’ ) 1_‘[~ W;—l(ya—?/a*)]
= ee;U a€V2(B;) L(:/o\\}z L§s

< COW(‘I?M (1 + ||wHLP(A)) [Va2(Be)|

k
% AWH@gM,H h1$ﬁﬁ@ IIVW%—%J‘ , (2.99)
J=t+1 Leed, a€V2(¥)) o\ e VA
for some Cy > 0. .
Similarly as in (2.65), for P € conn(&), we let
39) = [ dvyq [[Tetves) T Wit — ).
ec a€Va(P)
Arguing as in the proof when ¢ € B,,, we obtain that (2.99) follows if we prove that
v %
13P)eg s, < G (14 lwllne) (2:100)

Y1vHE(p)

for all ¢ € conn(€). The inductive proof of (2.66) given earlier lets us obtain (2.100) since we are
now working in dimension d = 1. More precisely, we only need to modify case (3) of the induction
base (see (2.80) above). In particular, when d = 1, we can replace the L2 norm by the L3 norm
in (2.80) since [|Gr[| oo (p2) < C, uniformly in 7 by Proposition 2.15 (i) and the claim follows. This
finishes the proof of (i). O

Remark 2.18. Let us summarize the inductive proof given in Proposition 2.17 above. We consider
the case when £ € B,. The case when d = 1 and & = Id, is treated analogously with appropriate
modifications in the notation. With notation as in the proof of Proposition 2.17, let 8 € conn(E)
and recall that J(3) is given by (2.65). We again write n := |V()|.

When n =1 and when P is a loop based at a; € Vs, we have by (2.70) that

IOP) < WP o) 1Grllpoea2) - (2.101)

When n = 2, let ¢1, ca denote the vertices in B. If ¢1, ca € Vo and ¢ = ¢}, we have by (2.71)—(2.72)
that

IP) < lwrllrea) IGF ||L2p 2y +O(T7) (2.102)

for some gg > 0.
If ¢1,c0 € Vo and ¢ # ¢}, we have by (2.73)—(2.79) that

~ ]‘ a a
3P < IV o) IV aay (1S4 ey ) + Q8L Iy ) +OG=0)  (2.103)
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for some g9 > 0. For the positivity of ¢ in (2.102)—(2.103), we used (1.40).
If ¢1,¢c0 € V1, i.e. if P is an open path, we have by (2.80) that

IPB) < [1Grllz2(az) - (2.104)

When n > 3, we note that by (2.87)—(2.96), the estimate in (2.86) can be rewritten as
IB) < C (Il 1978, W M (a) 11058, 1)l o (a) + O(*) ) 3(R) . (2.105)
XX 7 IILP(A) (1 Yays L2P'(A) 7,(2 3Yas )l 1,2p (A) T s .

for some ey > 0. Here, we again used (1.40) and recalled the definition of 3 given in (2.86).

We note that, in (2.102)(2.103) and (2.105), the O(77%) contribution comes from all of the Q(?)
and delta function factors. All the factors involving only Q) give the leading order terms in
(2.101)—(2.105).

Remark 2.19. We also note that, in proving (2.101)—(2.105), the bounds giving us the leading
order terms (i.e. not the terms involving O(779)) were obtained by applying only (2.58) and never
by applying (2.57). The leading order terms in the upper bounds (2.101)—(2.105) are the ones that
we obtain by estimating expressions involving only factors of Q) and no Q® or delta function
factors. The precise details of these steps are given in (2.70), (2.71), (2.75), and (2.88) above.

2.5. Convergence of the explicit terms. We now study the convergence of the explicit terms
as 7 — oo. Throughout this section, we use the convention that when we are working with an
r-particle operator ¢ € C,, we write

(V.£.0) = {8? EZ; ii flillgrand ¢ =1d,. (2.106)
Here we recall Definitions 2.6 and 2.12 above. A
By Definition 2.9 and (2.33), it follows that for all e = {a, b} € £ with a < b, we have
Tre(YesS) = Qrs(e)(sa—sy) (Yas Ub) + W (Ya — W) - (2.107)
In light of (2.107), we define
T ¥ers) = QW) sy Was ) - (2.108)
and
TD(ye,s) 1= Treye,s) — Tt (ye.s)
= Q) ) + TR . (2.109)
In the last line, we used (2.34). By (2.36) and (2.107)—(2.109), we deduce that
0 < T(e,s) < Trelyers), i=1,2. (2.110)

In the sequel, we use the nonnegativity of jT(le) (Ye,s) for ¢ = 1,2 without further comment.
We now define new quantities analogous to those considered in (2.26) and (2.29) above.
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Definition 2.20. Let m,r € N;t € A(m),II € R(d,m,r), and £ € C, be given. We define the
following quantities.

(i) If £ € By, we let

Toh(t) = /Av dy [wa(yi,l — yz-,2)]£(yl) 7 vess). (2.111)
i=1

eef

(ii) If d =1 and £ = Id,, we let
Iy (t) = /Af} dy [wa(yz’,l - yz',z)] [T (yers). (2.112)
=1 ccé

We now state an approximation result that makes precise the heuristic that the terms coming
from Q2 and delta function factors are lower order and hence vanish in the limit as 7 — oo.

Lemma 2.21. Fiz m,r € N. Given Il € R(d, m,r), t € 2A(m), we have that
|I§’H(t) — Ii”ﬁ(t)‘ —0 as T—o00 uniformlyin &€ C,. (2.113)

Proof. We first prove (2.113) when £ € B,. We do this by a telescoping argument. First, we
introduce an arbitrary strict total order < on the edges in £. Furthermore, we write e; > eg if
es < e1. By (2.108)—(2.109), we have

[17etyes) = [T 7% (ve.s)

eef ec&

Z[(ijeye» ) 2 (Yeo: s (HJW Yes )] (2.114)

eo€l e<ep eeq

By applying (2.114), we estimate

‘IE,H(t) — Z / dy [H |wT Yi,1 — Yi2 ‘] ‘5( )‘

eoef
X [( H j‘r,e(}’eas)> j7gZeo Yan ( H jTe yB, )] B (2115)
e<eg e=eo

which by (2.110) is
Z / dy [ \wr(yin — vi2) ] 1€(y1) [( H Tre(Ye,s ) JT(?O(yeo,s)] . (2.116)
eo€l eFeq

Given ¢ € &, let Ifn ,(t) denote the corresponding summand in (2.116). The quantity ISH ()
differs from the express1on on the right-hand side of (2.53) only by replacing the factor J- e, (yeo7 s)

by Tio (Yeq: s).
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Note that the proof of Proposition 2.17 gives us that Ifn o (t) = 0 as 7 — oo uniformly in
¢ € B,.. Let us now explain this in more detail. For 8 € conn(&), we define

jeo(m) = /dyVQ(‘B) ( H j‘r,e(}’eas)>

e€P\{eo}
( H j‘re Ye,S > H ‘Wg(ya _ya*) . (2117)
eePnieo} acVa(P)

In particular, for J(3) as defined in (2.65) above, we have J.,(P) = I(P) if and only if eg ¢ ‘B.
We find the path 8 € conn(€) which contains the edge eg and we follow the arguments given in
Remark 2.18.

Namely, if n := |V()| = 1, then by arguing as in (2.70), we deduce that J., () = 0.

If n = 2, and if P is a closed path, we argue as in (2.102)—(2.103) and deduce that J.,(P) = O(77°)
for some g9 > 0. If P is an open path of length 2, then J., () = 0.

If n > 3, then we arrange that the vertex as € Vs from the proof of Proposition 2.17 is adjacent to
the edge eg. By arguing as in (2.105), it follows that

Jeo(B) < O 03(P), (2.118)
for some g9 > 0 and for P as in (2.86). The claim for £ € B, now follows. The claim for d = 1 and
& = 1d, follows by analogous arguments. O

Recalling the definition (1.1) of h, the classical Green function is given by
G = ht. (2.119)
One has that for all x,y € A
G(z;y) =G(y;z) > 0. (2.120)
For a proof of (2.120), see [45, Lemma 2.23].

Definition 2.22. Let y = (ya) .y € AY be given. With every edge e = {a,b} € & such that a < b,
we associate the integral kernel J.(ye) := G(Ya; Ub)-

By (2.120), it follows that Je(ye) = 0. We henceforth use this nonnegativity property without
further comment. Note that J(y.) is independent of time.
We now define the quantity Iﬁ, which is a formal limit as 7 — oo of If n(t).

Definition 2.23. Let m,r € N;t € 2A(m),II € R(d,m,r), and £ € C, be given. We define the
following quantities.

(i) If € € By, we let

Iﬁ = / dy [Hw(yi,l - yi,2)] £(y1) Hje(}’e)-
AV i=1 e€€
(ii) If d =1 and £ = 1d,, we let
I5 = /Af/ dy [Hw(yi,l - yi,Q)] H Te(ye) -
=1 ecé
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Proposition 2.24. Let m,r € N, Il € R(d, m,r), and t € A(m) be given. We have that
an(t) — Zﬁ as T — o0 uniformly in§ € C,. (2.121)

We emphasise that the convergence in (2.121) is not uniform in t € 20(m). Before proceeding
with the proof of Proposition 2.24, we note a useful convergence result.

Lemma 2.25. Lett € (—1,1) and q € Qq, for Q4 as defined in (2.48) be given. Then, we have
1Y) (25-) — Gl )l pany = 1QN (52) = G(5)llpapy = 0 as 7 oo, (2.122)
uniformly in x € A. In particular, we have
||Q(Tlt) —Gllpeazy =0 as T —o00. (2.123)

Proof of Lemma 2.25. We argue similarly as in the proof of Proposition 2.15. Note that (2.123)
follows from (2.122), so it suffices to prove (2.122). By (2.36) and (2.120) we get the equality of
the first two expressions in (2.123). For x,y € A, we compute by (2.35) and (2.119)

S 1N L
@), .. . _ @)y, .. . _ E € 2mik-(x—
QTﬂf (CE, y) - G(‘T7 y) - Qr,t (y7 .’L’) - G(% .CC) = <T(e)‘k/7— 1) — )\k) € (=) . (2124)

kezd

We note that for fixed k € Z¢ we have

e_{t})‘k/T 1
m—)\i]f—}() as T —> o0, (2125)

and
e~ {t})‘k /T 1 O

BN RS 2.126
T(eM/T —1) Xk k|2 +1 ( )

The claim now follows using (2.124)—(2.126), the dominated convergence theorem and arguing as
in the proof of Proposition 2.15. 0

We now have the necessary tools to prove Proposition 2.24.

Proof of Proposition 2.24. Recalling (2.108), we define the following auxiliary quantities.

(i) If € € B, we let

24 (t) = /AV dy [Hw(yz-,l - yi,Q)]f(Yl) [T7 vess) . (2.127)

=1 ec&

(ii) If d =1 and & = 1d,, we let

If—ﬁ(t) = /Af/ dy [Hw(yi,l - yzZ)] Hj7§7le)(}’eas)~

i=1 ec&
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We show that
‘1'15 ( )| =0 as 7 — oo uniformlyin¢ € C,. (2.128)

To this end, we use a telescoplng argument. More precisely, we write

[T wrin —vi2) = [[wwin —vi2)
=1 =1
m n—1 m
= Z [H ’LUT(yiJ - yi,2)] (wT(yn,l - yn,2) - w(yn,l - yn,2)> [ H w(ym — yi,2)] . (2129)
n=1 L i=1 !

i=n-+1

We fix n € {1,...,m} and consider the contribution to ITII% (t) —Iz’ﬁ (t) coming from the n-th term
n (2.129). We need to modify (2.55) above. For a € V5 and with the same notation as in (2.55),

we define the interaction W¢ by

Wy ifaeP,a"cPrfor 1 <j<l<kandig<n

wr—w ifaePj,a*cPoforl <j<l<kandiz=mn

w ifaePj,a"cPoforl <j<l<k andiyz >n

VNVJ? — 1 ifaePj,a"cPoforl <l <j<k ' (2.130)

wr ifa,a*ePjforl <j<kandd, =1,i4 <n

wr —w ifa,e*€Pjforl<j<kandd, =1,ia=n

w ifa,a*€’Pjforl <j<kand v, =1,ia>n

1 ita,a*€Pjforl <j<kandd, =2.

\

Then the estimate (2.58) is still satisfied with W2 replaced by 17\77‘? (note that (2.57) is not). Fur-
thermore, by using Lemma 1.5 (iv) when d = 1 and Lemma 1.6 (iv) when d = 2,3, we have
that . .
IWllp(ay =0 as 7 — o0 whenever W/ =w, —w. (2.131)
We note that by (2.130), a unique such ag € Vs exists.
We now argue as in Remark 2.18. Analogously to (2.65), given B € conn(E), we define

J(P) = /dYVQ(‘B) er(,le)<yeas) H ‘Wg(ya_ya*) .

ecP a€Va(P)

(2.132)

We now use (2.101)—(2.105) for 7’ instead of J. Note that now there are no O(77%°) error terms
since we are working only with Q") factors. Moreover, it is important to use Remark 2.19 (properly
adapted to this context). In other words, we are only applying (2.58) for )/NV;? and we are never
applying (2.57) (which does not hold for VNV;‘) Furthermore, when applying the induction base
(2.102) in this context, we replace w, by w; — w when ag € {c1,co}. Likewise, if a9 € {a, a2}
with notation as in (2.105), then we replace the corresponding factor of Wi by wy —w and we
estimate it using (2.131) instead of (2.58). In particular, we deduce that if B € conn(€) is such
that ag € V2(), then

17 B)l2 re  —0 as T—o0. (2.133)

Y1TVE(R)
We also obtain that |[|3'()]| s L%y 0 if d =1 and £ = Id, by replacing the base case (2.102)
with (2.101) and applying the same arguments. Finally, by arguing as in the proof of Proposition
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2.17, for the other P € conn(£) we have the bounds (2.66) when § € B, and (2.100) when d =1
and & = Id, with J and J replaced by 7’ respectively. Putting everything together, we obtain
(2.128).
We now show that
Ifﬁ(t) — Iﬁ as T — oo uniformly in £ € C,.. (2.134)

We use a further telescoping argument. Let us first consider the case when & € B,.. By arguing as
in (2.115) and with the same notation, we have

‘If:ﬁ(t) ~ Iy < Z /AV dy [H|w(yi,1 _yi,2)‘] [36%9]

eg€E i=1
x [( 11 Jf,?(ye,s>> [T (Ve 8) = Teo (Yeo )| ( 11 Je<ye>>] - (213)
e<eo e-eo
We fix ey € € and consider the corresponding term on the right-hand side of (2.135). Let us define
.77(,15) (Ye,S) if e < e
j‘r,e(Yea S) = ’&77'(,16)0 (y€07 S) - jeo (YEU)‘ if e =eg (2'136)
je(Ye) ife>eq.

Given a € Vs, we define W® analogously as in (2.55) with w;, replaced by w. Then W?* satisfies
W Loy < 14 Cllwl[zeay as in (2.58). Given P € conn(E), we define

3//(2]3) = /dYVQ(‘ﬁ) H jr,e(}’tias) H ’Wa(ya _ya*) .
eceP a€Va(P)

(2.137)

We now apply (2.101)—(2.105) and Remark 2.19 with proper modifications to the context of J”.
More precisely, all factors of w, are replaced by w. The factor corresponding to the edge e, which
was previously of the form Q(le gets replaced by \ng —G|if e =¢eyand by G if e > ¢p. In
order to deduce this, we use (é.108), Definition 2.22, and (2.136). Finally, we use Lemma 2.16
and Lemma 2.25 and deduce (2.134) when £ € B,.. The proof of (2.134) when d = 1 and ¢ = Id,
proceeds analogously, with minor notational modifications. We omit the details. The claim of the
proposition now follows by using Lemma 2.21, (2.128), and (2.134). O

Given m,r € N and £ € C,., we let

R ) i o Iq, (2.138)

IIeR(d,m,r)

for Iﬁ as given by Definition 2.23. We now show that this quantity corresponds to the limit as
T — oo of the explicit term a?m given by (2.6).

Proposition 2.26. Let m,r € N be given. We have
aim — ago,m as T — o0 wuniformly in & € C,.

Proof. The claim follows from (2.31), (2.138), Proposition 2.24, Proposition 2.17 (i), and the dom-
inated convergence theorem. O
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2.6. Bounds on the remainder term. This section is devoted to estimating the quantum

remainder term R? (%) given by (2.7). Since we have already proved the required upper bound on
the explicit terms in Proposition 2.17 (ii) above, most of the arguments will follow in a similar way
as in the case of bounded interaction potentials [45, Section 2.7]. We will emphasise the necessary
modifications and refer the reader to [45, Section 2.7] for more details and explanations. We recall
that for d = 2,3, we are taking n € (0,1/4] in (1.36). Strictly speaking, this was not necessary for
the previous sections, but in this section, we use it crucially. For d = 1, we take n = 0. We now
state the main result of the section.

Proposition 2.27. Let r, M € N, £ € C,., and z € C with Rez > 0 be given. Then REM(z) given
by (2.7) satisfies the following bounds.

(i) If d = 2,3, we have

or\"
|R§—,M(z)’ < (772>

M
C(1+ [[w[ Lr(ay)
7 WTF 1M M.

(ii) If d =1, we have

RS 0 ()] < (Cr)" CM (14 [l o)™ 2™ M.

Proof. We first prove (i). Let us recall some notation used in the proof of [45, Proposition 2.27].
For 0 < tpy < ++- < ta < t; < 1 — 27 (as in the support of the time integral in (2.7), up to

measure zero), we let uy :=1—2n —t; and uj :=t;_1 —t; for j = 2,..., M. Furthermore, we let
u:= (u1,...,upy) and |u| :=wu; + -+ ups. We then rewrite (2.7) as
3 u_ M 3
Ba(e) = 0 e [ et g, (2130)

for
gf—M(Z7 u) = Tr (@)T(f) e*(ﬂ+u1)HT,o W, e U2 H;o W, e us Hro ...
e~ unm Hr o W, e—(1—277—|u\) (Hr0+155; Wr) e HT,O)/TI- (e— 7',0) ]
We henceforth work with u € (0,1 — 21)™ such that |u| < 1 —2n. As in [45, (2.84)], we have
—nH, —n/2H, —(1=2n—|u|) (Hy 0+ 2= Ws
|gf}M(z,u)| < o0, (¢) e n/2 ,0HéQ/(3n><F> e (1=2n—ul) (Hro+ 175, )Hél/u—%—\ul)(f)
- 2 HT - HT —UZ Hq— — HT
% He (/2+w1) Heo yy7_g=u2 Hro 7 _o=us Hro . g=uar Hro WTH@I/(WH\UD(}‘) . (2.140)

Here, we are working with the rescaled Schatten norms given by

|Allsor / (Tr(e o) i g € [1, 00)
[ Allg (7 if g =o00.

Aoy = {

The estimate (2.140) then follows by applying cyclicity of the trace and Hoélder’s inequality in
Schatten spaces. For details of the latter, see [45, Lemma 2.28].

46



We now estimate each of the three factors on the right-hand-side of (2.140). By [45, Lemma
2.32], the first term on the right-hand side of (2.140) is

< (Crp72). (2.141)

Note that the proof of [45, Lemma 2.32] directly applies since this term does not depend on the
interaction.

In order to estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (2.140), we first note that the
operator W is positive. In order to do this, we expand w, into a Fourier series in (1.34) and obtain
that

*

W = 23w [ / dxem'm(ﬁ(x)mx)—QT)} [ [ i@ )o ) - e)| 2192

kezd

which is positive by Lemma 1.6 (i). The proof of [45, Lemma 2.30] now shows that for all ¢ € (0,1)
we have

He*t (Hrot 125, W) (2.143)

&/t (F)

By arguing analogously as in the proof of [45, Lemma 2.29], we deduce that the third term on
the right-hand side of (2.140) is

M
< (CMQn*2(1+||wHLp(A)) . (2.144)

The only difference in the proof is that we use Proposition 2.17 (iii) instead of [45, Proposition
2.20] (for the details of this step in the context of bounded interaction potentials, see [45, (2.88)]).
Using (2.141)—(2.144) in (2.140), we obtain that

(7)
72
Substituting (2.145) into (2.139), we deduce (i).
We note that (ii) follows from the Feynman-Kac formula and the proof of Proposition 2.17 with
& replaced by £ € C,., which is the operator whose kernel is the absolute value of the kernel of &.
The arguments are analogous to those in [45, Proposition 4.5, Corollary 4.6] when ¢ € B, with
minor modifications when ¢ = Id, (for the details of the latter see [45, Section 4.2]). O

N

195 0 (2,0)| (2.145)

M
C(1+ [lwllpr(ay) M
e !

We recall the function A% given in (2.5).

Lemma 2.28. Letr € N and € € C,. be given. The function AS s analytic in the right-half plane
{z € C,Rez> 0}.

Proof. We argue analogously as in the proof of [45, Lemma 2.34]. The proof carries over since by
Lemma 1.6 (ii) (when d = 2,3) and Lemma 1.5 (ii) (when d = 1), the operator W, is bounded
on the range of P(S") which is defined to be the orthogonal projection onto @ﬁ,zoﬁ(”,) C F.
Furthermore, W, is positive by (2.142) when d = 2,3 and by using Lemma 1.5 (i) when d = 1.
Namely when d = 1, we use (1.28) to rewrite (2.27) as

W, = 2 [dsdyun oo 60) (010 260]" > 0.

2
Once one has these two ingredients, the rest of the proof follows in the same way. We refer the
reader to the proof of [45, Lemma 2.34] for the full details. O
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3 Analysis of the classical system

3.1. General framework. As in Section 2, we assume throughout this section that w is a d-
admissible interaction potential as in Definition 1.1. In order to study the classical system for
d = 2,3, we first prove Lemma 1.4 (i), which gives us the construction of the classical interaction W.
Recall that the construction of the classical interaction when d = 1 does not require renormalisation
and is given in (1.13)—(1.14) above. Before proceeding to this proof, let us set up some notation
and conventions that we will use in all dimensions.

In addition to the classical Green function (2.119), we also work with the truncated classical
Green function. Given K € N and recalling (1.2)-(1.3), we define G[g): A x A — C by

Gu(wiy) == jkek@:) ). (3.1)
k| <K

One can then rewrite (1.16) as gx) = G[k)(0;0) = G[g(z; x) for all x € A. We note a convergence
result for the Gy.

Lemma 3.1. Let g € Qq, for Qg as in (2.48). Then, we have
Gk (x5°) = G(x5 )| Lan) = |G (552) — G(50)|[Laga)y = 0 as K — oo,
uniformly in x € A.

Proof. For z,y € A and K € N we write

1 ik-(z—
Gix(z;y) — Glzsy) = Gua(yiz) — Gly;z) =— > ™ 2Tk (=) | (3.2)
k
|k|>K
The claim now follows by arguing as in the proof of Proposition 2.15 (i). O

Throughout this section, we use the classical Wick theorem applied to polynomials of the
classical free field (1.10) or its truncated version (1.15). In order to encode the pairings that one
obtains in this way, we can use the graph structure given in Definitions 2.2, 2.3, and 2.6 when
d = 2,3 and in Definition 2.11 when d = 1. The main difference is that now the classical fields
commute and so it is no longer necessary to impose the order as in Definition 2.2 (ii) when d = 2,3
(or with appropriate modifications when d = 1). As in Definition 2.2, each vertex (i,19,d) € X
corresponds to a factor of ¢ or ¢ (qﬁ[g] or (;E[K} in the truncated setting), where the ¢, ¢x) are
obtained by replacing the ¢ and the ¢, ¢[x] are obtained by replacing the ¢7. In other words, the
former case corresponds to § = +1 and the latter to § = —1. Furthermore, the ¢ indexes the factors
of the interaction w for ¢ = 1,...,m and the observable £ when ¢ = m + 1. From context, it will
be clear whether we are working in the truncated setting or not. We adapt a lot of conventions
and notation from Section 2.2 without further comment. With this setup, we now prove Lemma
1.4 (i). Note that proof of Lemma 1.4 (ii) is given in Section 4.3 below.

Proof of Lemma 1./ (i). In order to prove the claim, it suffices to show that Wik) converges in
L™ () for m an even integer. We consider K1, ..., Ky, € N with min{M,...,M,,} = K and we
let Tx = [dp Wik, - Wik,,]- We want to show that Tk converges to a limit as K — oo and
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that this limit does not depend on K := (Kj,..., K;;,). By (1.15) and (3.1), we note that for all
z,y € A and L, M € N, we have

/ dp by (2) @) = Groman (1) (3.3)

Here L A M denotes the minimum of {L, M }.
By using Wick’s theorem, Definitions 2.2, 2.3, and 2.6 and (3.3), we can write

1
Tx = 5. > Ik, (3.4)
IIeMR(m,0)

where with (V, &) = (Vi1, &) as in Definition 2.6, we define

Ik = /dy
%

Furthermore, we let

[T wwir - yi,Z)] [T Girnr,)(aim)- (3.5)

i=1 {ab}e€

In = /vdy [Hw(yi,l_yi,Z)] I Gaim). (3.6)

i=1 {a,b}e€

Note that, Iy = IIQ[ by taking r = 0 in Definition 2.23 (i). In particular, by Proposition 2.17 (i)
and Proposition 2.24, we have that Zp is well-defined and finite.
By (3.4), it suffices to show that for all II € 93(m,0) we have

IK,H —TIn as K — 0. (37)

The proof of (3.7) follows by using an analogous telescoping argument to the one used in the proof
of (2.134) above. The only difference is that, instead of Lemma 2.25, we use Lemma 3.1. The proof
is now concluded as in [45, Proof of Lemma 1.5; given in Section 3.1]. O]

3.2. The perturbative expansion. Analogously to (2.2), given ¢ € C,, we define the random
variable

0(§) = /dﬂfl codapdyy - dyr £, T Y1 ) () - B(@) G(yr) - dyr) . (3.8)
Furthermore, analogously to (2.3), we write

[ i _ pi(e©)
pOE) = g =

where for z € C with Rez > 0 and X = X (w) a random variable we define

po(X) = /XeZWd,u. (3.9)
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Given M € N, we expand the exponential in e *" up to order M to obtain that

M—-1
A%(z) = po(O(6) = D af, 2" + Ry (=), (3.10)
m=0
where Lym
a = (_m? /@(5) W dp (3.11)
and (D)Mo /
RS (2) = T /@(f) WMe== Wy, (3.12)

for some 2’ € [0, z].
We recall the definition of a, given by (2.138) above.

Lemma 3.2. Given m,r € N and £ € C,., we have afn = ago,m.

Proof. When d = 1, the claim follows from (1.13), (2.138) and (3.11) by applying Wick’s theorem.
Let us now consider the case when d = 2,3. We use Lemma 1.4 (i) and argue as in the proof
of [45, Lemma 3.1] to deduce that (3.11) can be rewritten as

& (_1)m . ¢
T = pigm g ) ZASRIE (3.13)
IIeR(d,m,r)
where for K € N we let
IfKLn = /AV dy [Hw(%,l - ym)] Evn) [ Tixyeve) (3.14)
i=1 ecé

and for e € £ = &y

G(Yas ) if e = {a,b} for a,b €V,

. (3.15)
Gix)(Wa;yp) if e ={a,b} fora €V oracVy.

n7[K],e(Ye) = {
By applying a telescoping argument analogously as in the proof of (2.134) (see also the proof

of (3.7) above) and by using Lemma 3.1, we deduce that

'3
Lixym

—>If] as K — o0. (3.16)
Here Iﬁ is given by Definition 2.23 (i). The claim now follows from (2.138), (3.13), and (3.16). O
We can now deduce upper bounds on the explicit terms in the expansion (3.10).

Corollary 3.3. Given m,r € N and £ € C,., we have
jafal < (Cr)" C™ (14 [|wl| ogay)™ m!-
Proof. The claim follows from Proposition 2.17 (ii), Proposition 2.26, and Lemma 3.2. O

Furthermore, we can estimate the remainder term (3.12).
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Proposition 3.4. Given M,r e N, £ € C,, and z € C with Rez > 0, we have
R ()] < (Cr)" CM (1 flwll oa))™ 2 M1

Proof. We first note that W > 0. When d = 1, this follows from (1.13) and Definition 1.1 (ii).
When d = 2,3, we argue as in (2.142). Namely, we use (1.17) and Definition 1.1 (iii) to deduce
that for K € N, we have

2

1
> 0. (3.17)

Wik = 5 ‘/dxezmm(w[x 2)* = op)
kezd

The nonnegativity of W then follows from (3.17) and Lemma 1.4 (i).
For ¢ € B,, we deduce the claim by arguing as in the proof of [45, Lemma 3.3]. Namely, we use
the nonnegativity of the interaction, take absolute values, and use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

RS, (2)] < Z‘M </@ >1/2 (/WZM dp) " (3.18)

For the second factor in (3.18) we use Wick’s theorem and for the third, we use Corollary 3.3 with
m = 2M and r = 0 (in this case, the observable is £ = (}). We hence deduce that the right-hand
side of (3.18) is

=M

=M

(Cr)" (1 + [Jw] poa) ™ (CM)*M < (Cr)" CM (14 [Jw] oay)™ [2M M1 (3.19)

For d = 1 and ¢ = Id,, we have ©(¢) = ([ dz |¢(z)*)" > 0. Hence, again using the nonnegativity
of W, we obtain that

RS, (2)] <

dp < (Cr)" CM (14wl o)™ 2™ M1,
by applying Corollary 3.3 with m = M. O

We have a classical analogue of Lemma 2.28.

Lemma 3.5. Let 7 € N and € € C,. be given. The function AS given by (3.10) is analytic in the
right-half plane {z € C,Rez > 0}.

Proof. We can take derivatives in z by differentiating under the integral sign in (3.9) with X = ©(¢).
This is justified by analogous arguments as in the proof of Proposition 3.4 (with a higher power of
W). The analyticity of AS in the right-half plane follows. O

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.10. We now have all the ingredients needed to prove Theorem 1.10.
With what we have obtained so far, the method of proof is now analogous to the proof of [45,
Theorem 1.6] (given in [45, Section 3.3]) when d = 2,3, of [45, Theorem 1.8] when d = 1 and
¢ € B, (given in [45, Section 4.3]) and of [45, Theorem 1.9] when d = 1 and £ = Id, (given
in [45, Section 4.4]). We outline the main ideas and refer the reader to [45] for further details.
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Proof of Theorem 1.10. Let us first show (ii). We need to show that
P1(0-(€) =3 p(O(¢)) uniformly in £ € B,.. (3.20)

Namely, assuming (3.20), by using the duality &%(H()) = &2(5(")*, we indeed have

T—00

172 = Wlle2mey = sup | Tr(v2,€ —%&)| = sup [p"(0-(€)) — p(O(E))] == 0. (3.21)
¢eB, €€B,

Note that (3.20) follows if we prove that
p21(0:(€) =3 p1(6(€)) uniformly in £ € B, . (3.22)

Let us now show (3.22). We work with the functions A% and A¢ defined in (2.5) and (3.10)
respectively and apply Proposition 1.12. By Lemma 2.28 and Lemma 3.5, we know that both of
these functions are analytic in the right-half plane. In particular, recalling (1.47), they are analytic
in Cg for all R > 0. In particular, we consider R = 2 so that 1 € Cp.

In Cq, we perform the expansion (1.48) according to (2.5) and (3.10). By Proposition 2.17 (ii),
Corollary 3.3, Proposition 2.27 (i), and Proposition 3.4, we know that (1.49)—(1.50) hold with

(CT)T C(1+ [Jw[ r(ay)
vV = F s g = 772 .

(3.23)

We can now deduce (3.22) by setting z = 1 in Proposition 1.12.
We now prove (i). Note that (3.20)—(3.21) still hold when d = 1, with 7 = 0 and the appropriate
modifications of the graph structure. Furthermore, if we let £ = Id,., the proof of (3.22) shows that

pr(0-(1d,)) =5 pi(0(1d,)),

which implies that
p-(0-(1d,)) =% p(©(1d,)).

The latter convergence can be rewritten as
Trvy,, —3 Trr,. (3.24)

Using (1.19) and (1.38), one can show that 7., and ~, are positive operators. We can now deduce
(1.41) from (3.21) (applied for d = 1), (3.24) and [45, Lemma 4.10] (which, in turn, is based
on [93, Lemma 2.20]). We hence deduce the claim in (i). O

4 Endpoint-admissible interaction potentials

4.1. General framework. We recall that in Sections 2 and 3, we were always considering inter-
action potentials w, which were d-admissible as in Definition 1.1. In this section, we fix d = 2 and
consider an interaction potential w which is endpoint admissible as in Definition 1.2. Furthermore,
for 7 > 1, we let w,; be given by Lemma 1.7. In this construction, we are always considering the
parameter 5 € By = (0,1) as in (1.40). We adapt all of the conventions and notation accordingly.
Throughout this section, we fix & > 0 small and L > 0 as in Definition 1.2 (iv). Furthermore, we
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fix § = ¢/2 as in Lemma 1.7. In the sequel, we use the observation that w € H~1*9(A) and that
|wll gr-1+6(ay < CL by Lemma 1.7 (i).

The graphical setup that we consider in this section is the same as the one given in Section 2.2
when d = 2. We are always considering Hilbert-Schmidt observables £ € B, = C,.. All of the other
conventions and notation are the same as before.

Let us recall that, by Definition 1.2, w is assumed to be pointwise nonnegative (in addition to
being of positive type). This allows us to work with w, pointwise nonnegative as in Lemma 1.7 (iv)
(see (A.30)-(A.31) below). These pointwise nonnegativity conditions are used in the proof of the
convergence of the explicit terms given in Proposition 4.7. In particular, we can take absolute values
and obtain (4.50)—(4.52) below. This is the only place where we use the pointwise nonnegativity
of the interaction, albeit in a crucial way. At this step, it is important to keep in mind that the
absolute value map is not continuous on H*(A) for s < 0, see Remark 4.9 below.

We recall that the analysis in Sections 2-3 relied primarily on bounds on the quantum and
classical Green functions (see Proposition 2.13, Proposition 2.15, and Lemma 2.25 above). Once
we had such bounds at our disposal, we never needed to explicitly use the translation invariance of
the Green functions. In this section, we use the translation invariance of the Green functions on the
torus in a crucial way. In order to motivate why we need this, we observe that translation invariance
allows us to use the decay in Fourier space of w from Definition 1.2 (iv) to obtain the finiteness of
(1.46) above when w is an endpoint-admissible interaction potential. For further details, see the
proof of Proposition 4.3 below.

Given x € A and with notation as in (2.20), we define

G i(z) = Gre(z;0) for t > —1. (4.1)

Furthermore, we let

GT = G7—70. (42)

Note that (4.2) is consistent with (2.19) and (4.1). Recalling (2.33) and (2.35), we define for x € A
and t € (—1,1)

Qi) = Qruil:0), Q@) = Q(:0), j = 1.2, (4.3)
In this setting, (2.34) can be rewritten as

1
Qe = Q1)+ Q7. (1.4)

The appropriate modifications of (2.36) and (2.37) also hold. We note several estimates that are
analogous to those in Propositions 2.13 and 2.15.

Lemma 4.1. There exist constants Cy,Co > 0 such that for all ™ > 1 and t € (—1,1), we have the
following estimates.

(i) Q57 1=(a) < Calog 7.
(i1) For all s <1 we have HQSt)HHS(A) < C(s).
(iii) [ dy QY7 (y) < 1.

(iv) If {t} > %, then we have HQS_?IL?”LOO(A) < O
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(v) For all x € A we have Qr(x) > Q(l)(a:) > C.

T,

Proof. Claims (i), (iii), (iv), and (v) follow immediately from (4.3) and Proposition 2.13. In order
to prove claim (ii), we recall (2.52) and use (4.3) to deduce that for all k € Z2

M~ < £ 4
‘ (QT,t) )‘ =~ )‘k . ( 5)
We hence obtain (ii) from (4.5) by arguing as in the proof of (2.51). O

In the sequel, we use a general product estimate in Sobolev spaces.

Lemma 4.2. Let s > 0 and o € (0,1) be given. Then, for all f,g € H™{stel=al(A) we have

1 fallmsa) Ss.o 1f 1 rsvaa) lgllmr—aay + 1 f T ar-aa) 19l mstea) -
Proof. We have

1Fgllmsay ~s [[(R)* D~ f(k—K)a(k) k)Y (k= K[ 1g(K)]
k'eZ? 2 k' ez? 2
Se || 2o (k=K1 (k=K 1g | 2 =B gk
k'ez? zi k'ez? 2
which by Plancherel’s theorem is
sp—1¢ - 17 s—1»
(@ Etif) E N VR0 )] (4.6)

In (4.6), (D)® denotes the Fourier multiplier operator with symbol (k)* and F~! denotes the inverse
Fourier transform. By Holder’s inequality, the expression in (4.6) is

< o i D) F-

which is

Nl

+ |F-

2
Lifa LT=a (A)

Ssa I fllmstamy 19llar-o@n)y + 1 lar-o@) 19l sty

by using the Sobolev embeddings H*(A) — Lﬁ(A) and H17%(A) — L%(A), as well as the fact
that L?-based Sobolev norms are invariant under taking absolute values of the Fourier transform.
O

4.2. The quantum system. As in Section 2.4, we first need to show the upper bound (1.49) on
the explicit terms a;,, given by (2.6) (where now w; is given by Lemma 1.7). More precisely, we
prove an analogue of Proposition 2.17.

Proposition 4.3. Fiz m,r € N. Given II € R(d,m,r), t € A(m), the following estimates hold
uniformly in & € B, and 7 > 1.

(i) We have
75 n ()] < G5 (L + wllpay + D)™

for some Cy > 0.
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(ii) |a%m| < (O7)" C™ (1 + |Jw||p1(ay + L) m! .

(iii) | FEm(6)] < O™ (14 [lw] agay + L)™ (2m + ).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 2.17, claims (ii) and (iii) follow from claim (i), so we need
to prove (i). We argue similarly and use the same notation as in the proof of Proposition 2.17 (i).
Since w; > 0 by Lemma 1.7 (iv), we note that (2.53) now becomes

m k
ZE ()] < / dy [HWT(ym —yz',z)] (1) [H 11 JT,e(ye,s)] . (4.7)
=1

\4 X
A j=1 ec'B;

Given a € Va, we define W¢ as in (2.55). By Lemma 1.7 (iv), we have that W¢ > 0 pointwise and,
by Lemma 1.7 (i), (ii), (iii), (v), (vi), we have that

IWH -1ty < 1+ [[wellg-11say <1+ CL. (4.8)
0< W < 1+41L. (4.9)
IWZ oo (a) < P (4.10)
IWZ L ay < 1T+ [[wrllpiay < 1+ Cllwlzia - (4.11)

By arguing analogously as for (2.66), we reduce the claim to showing that for all 8 € conn(E), we
have

~ Y
HJ(SB)HL%L%‘;(,B) < CO‘V(&BN (1+ ”wHLl(A)“‘L)‘ 2(‘43)\’ (4.12)
where
39) = [y [ Frelves) [T Wit~ ). (4.13)
eeP a€Va(P)

We prove (4.12) by using induction on n := [V(*B)|, as in the proof of (2.66). We define the times
associated to the edges of P as in (2.67) above.

Base of induction: n = 2. We consider three cases.

(1) *B is a closed path connecting a;, as € Vs satisfying as = aj.

In this case, we have
IP) = | vy Qi oy = 02) G2y~ 02) + [ iy 07(0) G (0)
— [ drwn(@)G2a) + 0 (0) G 0),
which by duality and Lemma 4.2 with s =1 — 6 and o = §/2 is
< Norli-seaqay 163 ra-agny + el o qay Gl zoec

1
So llwrla-resa) 1G5y + ~lwrllzoe ) 1Gllzea) - (4.14)

Using Lemma 1.7 (i), Lemma 4.1 (ii), Lemma 1.7 (v), Lemma 4.1 (i), and (1.40), we deduce
that the expression in (4.14) is

< C”wTHH71+5(A)—|—CT_1+'B 10g7‘ < C(l—FHU]HH—lJré(A)) < C(1+L). (4.15)
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(2) B is a closed path connecting a;, as € Vs satisfying as # aj.

Using (4.4) and arguing as in (2.74), we deduce that in this case we can rewrite J(3) as
dyq, dye, WH — Yyr ) W2 _ v oW _ ey) _
Yar Wa, Wi (Yo, yal) 72 (Yas yaz) QT,Cl (Yar — Yas) Q‘,-’f(l (Yas — Ya1)
l dy.. dy.. W4 _ Wea2 _ 2) _ 1 _
= | Yoy QYoo W (Yar = Yai) Wr* (Yaz = Ya3) Qre, (War — Ya2) Qr. "¢, W — Y )
l du.. du.. WA _ W2 - (1) . (2) _
+ Yay QYay VVr (ya1 ya’{) T (yaz yag) Qn 1(ya1 ya2) QTﬁgl (yaz yal)

-
1 du.. du.. WA — ) W2 a0 0® _ (2) _ (4.16)
+ ) Yay QYay VVr (ya1 Yat ) p (yag Ya} ) (27—7 1 (yal yaz) QT,—Cl (yag Yaq ) s .

where (1 = +o(e1) (Sa; — Say) € (—1,1) \ {0}. As in the analysis of (2.74), we have that all
the integrands in (4.16) are nonnegative.

We can estimate the first term in (4.16) as

1 a a 1 2
9 /dyal dYa, Wi (Yay — yaf) Wi (Yay — ya%) [Q»(r,g)“l (Yay — yag)]

1 a a 1 2
+§ /dya1 dya, W (Yo, — ya’{) W2 (Ya, — yag) [QT,)_Q (Yaz — Yau )] . (4.17)

We rewrite the first term in (4.17) as

~ /dyal W2 (Yay — ya{) ([QS&]Q * W?Q) (Yay — yag) )

which by duality in the y,, variable is

< WG =)oy 1QELT * W = yap) 4
= W | s QLT+ W2 sy - (4.18)

Note that by (4.9), we have )
[(f=WE)" < (14 D)If] (4.19)

for all f € L*(A). Using (4.19), we deduce that the expression in (4.18) is
a ORE
< @D o ay Qe ] sy (4.20)

Note that, by Lemma 4.2 with s =1 — ¢ and « = g and Lemma 4.1 (ii), we have that

(1) 12 (1) 112
H[QT,Cl] HH1*5(A) < C(é)HQT,QHHl*‘S/Q(A) < C<5) (4'21)
By (4.8) and (4.21), it follows that the expression in (4.20) is
< C(O)(1+ L)% (4.22)

By analogous arguments, the second term in (4.17) also satisfies the bound (4.22). This gives
us an acceptable bound for the first term in (4.16).
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For the second and third term in (4.16), we argue analogously as in the proof of (2.76). We
now set p = 1 and use (4.11) instead of (2.58). Furthermore, instead of Proposition 2.13 (ii),
we use Lemma 4.1 (iii). In the end, we obtain the upper bound of

< Cr 118 log 7 (1 + [Jw[£1(a)) (4.23)

as in (2.76) when d = 2 and p = 1, which is acceptable.

Finally, for the fourth term in (4.16), we use Lemma 4.1 (iii), (iv), as well as (4.10) and (4.11).
We argue analogously as in (2.77)—(2.79) with d = 2 and p = 1 to get the acceptable upper
bound

< O P (1 + J|wl|paay) - (4.24)

(3) B is an open path with vertices by, by € V;. We have

Pz, res o, = 1Grllz2ay < O, (4.25)

Y1 V(P
uniformly in 7 by Lemma 4.1 (ii).

This completes the base step and proves (4.12) when n = 2.

Inductive step. Let n € N,n > 3 be given. With notation as in the inductive step of the proof of
(2.66), we find a vertex a € V5(*B) satisfying (2.81). With analogous notation as in the setup of
(2.82), we get that the dependence on the variable y, = y,, in (4.13) is

1e—0
< W 1) | @ = ) + 220, — )|

1c=
Qo = )+ 050~ )] (4.20

Furthermore, it is not possible for (; = 0 and (3 = 0 simultaneously. The contributions to the y,,
integral coming from the single delta functions in (4.26) are estimated as in (2.83)—(2.84) by

1/ -0 1c—0
/dya2 W (Yay — yaS) [ C; 6(Yar = Yas) Qrc (Yar — Yas) + < Qr¢ (Yar — Yaz) 0(Yaz — Yas)

T

< Cr 18 <1Cl=0 + 1C2=0) QT,C1+C2 (ym ~ Yas) - (4‘27)

Analogously to (2.85), we now prove

/dyaQ W2 (Yay — yaé) Qra (Yar — Yaz) Qrc (Yay — Yas)
<C(+1) [1 + L4620 Qraire Yoy — yag)} . (428)

Namely, if we know (4.28), by using (4.13), (4.26)—(4.27), (1.40), and Lemma 4.1 (v), we deduce
that )
I(P) < Co(1+L)I(P), (4.29)

for ‘}3 defined as in (2.86). As in the proof of Proposition 2.17, (4.29) implies the inductive step.
Let us now prove (4.28). By (4.4), we can rewrite the left-hand side of (4.28) as

57



/ AYa, W (Y — Ya3) QL (War — Yar) QUL (Yas — Yas)
+$ / AYar W2 (Yas — Yaz) Qfgl(yal — Yaz) Q% (Yaz — Yas)
+% / Y, W (Yo, — Ya3) QUL (War — Yas) Q1L (Yar — Vi)
0 A W 0 = 005) QP (i = 1) Q2 s — ). (130

The first term in (4.30) is

1 a 2 1 a 2
9 /dyag WTQ(yaz - yag) [QS—QI (ym - yaz)] + ) /dyaz A% (yaz - yag) [QE—QQ (yaz - yag)] . (4-31)

By symmetry, we need to consider only the first term in (4.31), which by duality in the y,, variable
is

1
<5 = y)

1 a
[ir-vssay QL Wor = llgicsny = 5 IVl r-vesgay NQET ooy

which, in turn, by (4.8) and (4.21) is
< C(1+1). (4.32)
The second and third term in (4.30) are

< Cr P logr (4.33)

by using the same arguments as in the proof of (2.89) with appropriate notational modifications.
Here, instead of (2.57) and Proposition 2.13 (i)—(ii), we use the analogous bound (4.10) and Lemma

4.1 (i) and (iii) respectively. With analogous notational modifications as above, the fourth term in
(4.30) is

< CT_H_ﬁ (1 + 1C1+C2750 QT,(1+€2 (ytl1 - yas)) (4'34)

by using the same arguments as in (2.90)—(2.96). Here, instead of (2.57) and Proposition 2.13
(ii)—(iii), we use (4.10) and Lemma 4.1 (iii)—(iv) respectively. Combining (4.32)—(4.34), we deduce
(4.28). 0

Before we proceed, let us make two observations that follow from the proof of Proposition 4.3.
There are analogues of Remarks 2.18 and 2.19.

Remark 4.4. When n = 2 and ¢y = ¢f, in the proof of Proposition 4.3, (2.102) gets replaced by
IB) S lwrllg-15a) 1Gr1F1-s72(5) + O(T) (4.35)

for some gy > 0. This follows from (4.14)—(4.15).
If ¢1,c2 € Vo and ¢ # ¢}, (2.103) gets replaced by

IR S IV sy V22 e QUL sy
W ey [V -1y Q0 r-5720) + OT0). (4.36)
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for some g9 > 0. This follows from the arguments in (4.16)—(4.24).
If ¢1,¢0 € V1, we again have (2.104). When n > 3, (2.105) gets replaced by

ICP) [HW“ lar-sssny (R0 3-a73n) + 1QEE 57200y +0<T‘£°)] IB). (4.37)

for some €9 > 0. This follows from the arguments in (4.26)—(4.34). In (4.35)—(4.37), the O(77%)
contributions come from the Q) and delta function factors. All the factors involving only Q)
give us the leading order terms in (4.35)—(4.37), and in (2.104), when we are considering an open
path with two vertices.

Remark 4.5. In proving (4.35)—(4.37), the bounds giving us the leading order terms were obtained
by applying only (4.8), (4.9), and (4.11), and never by applying (4.10). The leading order terms
in the upper bounds (4.35)—(4.37) are the ones that we obtain by estimating expressions involving
only factors of Q1) and no factors of Q® or the delta function. For details, see (4.14)—(4.15),
(4.17)—(4.22), (4.25) and (4.31)—(4.32) above.

We now study the convergence of the explicit terms, as in Section 2.5. Let us first appropriately
adapt the notation to the current setting. Recalling (2.106)—(2.109) and (4.3), we write

1s(e)=+1 Lia=i, 5(
T

jT,e(Ym S) = QT,O’(@)(Sa—Sb) (ya - yb) + Ya — yb) :

\-77(}3) (Ye,s) = Qﬁ(rl(),(e)(sa_sb)(ya — ) -

10’6: 1ia:i
TDers) = 2Q2 oy — ) + I )

By properly adapting (2.26) and (2.111) to the setting of endpoint-admissible interaction potentials,
we now show that the analogue of the approximation result given in Lemma 2.21 above holds in
this setting.

Lemma 4.6. Fiz m,r € N. Given I € R(d, m,r), t € 2A(m), we have that
‘Iﬁn(t) - Ii:ﬁ(t)} —0 as T — oo uniformly in & € B,

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.21 and use a telescoping method. More precisely, we
argue as in (2.114)—(2.116) and reduce to showing that for ep € £, we have

Ii]‘[,eo(t) = /AV dy [H’LUT Yil — Yi2 ] |£ Y1 [( H jre Yea ) Te)o(yeo,s)] —0 (438)

=1 eFeg

as 7 — oo uniformly in £ € B,. For P € conn(€), as in (2.117), we work with

jeo(m) /dyv2 (B) ( H \77'8 Yey )

e€P\{eo}
< [T 720es )) IT Wewa = var)- (4.39)
ecP{eo} acVs(P)
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We now conclude by using Remark 4.4 and arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.21. More precisely,
if n:= |V(P)| = 2, then we argue as in (4.35)—(4.36) and deduce that T, (P) = O(77¢°) for some
go > 0. If B is an open path of length 2, then J., () = 0. Furthermore, if n > 3, then we obtain
the analogue of (2.118) by arguing as for (4.37). Throughout the proof, it is important to use the
fact that one is not taking absolute values of the interaction in (4.38)—(4.39), since the interaction
is pointwise nonnegative. This allows us to use the estimate (4.8) (which is in general not true if
we add absolute values). See Remark 4.9 below. O

Recalling the definition (2.119) of the classical Green function, we let
G(x) = G(z;0) (4.40)

for x € A. Note that by (2.120) we have that G is pointwise nonnegative. Recall the quantity Iﬁ
given by Definition 2.23 (i). We now note the following analogue of Proposition 2.24.

Proposition 4.7. Let m,r € N, Il € R(d,m,r), and t € A(m) be given. Then (2.121) holds
uniformly in £ € B,.

In the proof of Proposition 4.7, we use a modification of Lemma 2.25.

Lemma 4.8. Lett € (—1,1) and « € (0,1) be given. Then, we have
HQgt) — Gllgi-aa) >0 as T 00.

Proof of Lemma 4.8. The claim follows from Lemma 2.25 by setting x = 0 in (2.122), recalling
(4.3), (4.40), and using the Sobolev embedding H'~*(A) < LI(A) for ¢ = 2 € [1,00) = Qo. O

Proof of Proposition /.7. With Izﬁ(t) defined as in (2.127), we show that

|IT11§I(t) - Iff](t)‘ —0 as 7 — oo uniformlyin ¢ € B,, (4.41)

) )

as in (2.128). In order to do this, we use a telescoping argument as in (2.129) and we define VNV;I
as in (2.130). By Definition 1.2, we have that W¢ satisfies (4.8) and (4.11) (albeit with a different
value of C'). Furthermore, (4.9) gets replaced by

(V)7 < 1+L, (4.42)

which implies - X
[(f=We)" ] < L+ D)If (4.43)

as in (4.19). Finally, (2.131) gets replaced by
||Wf°\\H_1+a(A) —~0 as T— oo whenever W =w, —w. (4.44)

As in (2.131), a unique such ag € Vy exists.
Given B € conn(€), we define

) = [y T[A00es) [T Wola— ). (4.45)
eeP aEVz(m)
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Note that (4.45) differs from (2.132) in the sense that we are not taking absolute values of the inter-
actions. This affects only the unique factor corresponding to a = ag as in (4.44), since by Definition
1.2, Lemma 1.6 (iv), and (2.130) all the other factors VN\/?, a # ag are pointwise nonnegative.

Let us first show that if B € conn(€) is such that ag € Vo (*R), then we have

1Pz, s, 0 as 700, (4.46)

oo
Y1TVE(P)

as in (4.50). In order to show (4.46), we argue as in the the proof of Proposition 4.3.

We need to consider two cases. The first case is when n := [V()| = 2. Here we need to consider

two subcases’.

(1) B is a closed path connecting ag and ag.

We argue as in (4.14)—(4.15) and use duality, Lemma 4.2 with s =1 and a = g, and Lemma
4.1 (ii) to deduce that

) = | [ e (o, - 0)@) G20
< lwr — wllg-1450a) 1G2 | i-say S llwr — w] 145 - (4.47)

(2) B is a closed path connecting ap = a1 and as € Vs satisfying as # a}. (Here we write a1 = ag
to be consistent with the earlier notation).

We argue as in (4.16) and use the fact that Q(Tlg is even (by (2.36) and (4.3)) in order to write
~ NG NG 1 1
TP = / Ya, Aoy W (Yar — Ya:) W2 (Y — Yaz) QU0 (W — Yan) QL ¢, (War — Vo)
- / Yoy W (Yay — Yay) [W? « (@, QS)_Q)} (Yor — Ya3) - (4.48)
By applying duality in (4.48), we deduce that

TP < = yay)

|H—1+5(A) wa—m * (Q% Qg”—ﬁ) HHlfé(A) ’

which by translation invariance of Sobolev norms, the choice of a1 = ag, (4.43), Lemma 4.2
with s =1 and a = g and Lemma 4.1 (ii) is

S (4 D)lhwy — wllgresgn) - (4.49)

Note that in the proof of (4.49), we are using Lemma 4.2 with with f = Qilzl and g = Qil)_ o
and the fact that ng =w; —w.

When n > 3, our goal is to integrate the vertex ag first. After integrating this vertex, by
Definition 1.2, Lemma 1.7 (iv), and (2.36), we are left with a nonnegative integrand. With analogous
notation for the vertices of the path B as in the proof of Proposition 4.3, we want to consider the

"This is unlike the three possible subcases in the proof of Proposition 4.3, since now 3 cannot be an open path.
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case when as = ag. Note that, by (2.130), this is consistent with (2.81), so we can indeed arrange
for this to be the first vertex which we integrate.
Let us observe that the only dependence on yq, = ya, in 7' (P) is given by

/dyaz (wT - w) (yaz - ya§> Q(Tgl (yaz - yal) Q(TQQ (yaz - yag) . (4'50)

By duality in y,,, the expression in (4.50) is in absolute value

< I (wr =) (= ya) |l sy 1R € = ) QUL = was) |l -5

which by Lemma 4.2 with s =1 — ¢ and a = § is

S [[(wr = w) (- = yaz) |H—1+5(A) HQSQ)H(' - yal)HHl—é/Z(A) HQ(T%(' - yaiﬁ)}lHl*ts/?(A)
= |lwr = w145 HQ(rlzl HH1*5/2(A) HQSQ)EHHl*é/?(A) ;

which by Lemma 4.1 (ii), (v) is

1
< lwr — w15y QUL 4 ey Wy — Yas) - (4.51)

Using (4.51), the observation that all the factors in the integrand of (4.45) except (wr —w) (Yay —Yaz)
are nonnegative, and the triangle inequality, we obtain that

T (P < Collwr — w1454y T (), (4.52)

for P as defined in (2.86). We estimate 7' (%) by arguing inductively as in the proof of Proposition
4.3. In doing so, we keep in mind Remark 4.5, the fact that W2 satisfies (4.8), (4.11), and (4.42),

and the recall the base cases (2.80), (4.47), (4.49), Substituting the obtained bound on J'(*B) into
(4.52), we deduce that

Y YV —1
17BNz roe < O (1 4wl sy + L)V oy — wllg-res 4 - (4.53)

Y1TVHE(PR)

We hence obtain (4.46) from (4.53) and Lemma 1.5 (iv).
Suppose that now B € conn(€) is such that ag ¢ Vo(P). Then, arguing as in the proof of
Proposition 4.3, we get that

~ V.
1B e < CYPNA+ w ) + )P (4.54)

Y1TVH(R)

Putting (4.46) and (4.54) together, using a cycle decomposition and arguing as in the proof of
(2.128), we deduce (4.41).
We now show that

Ifﬁ(t) — IIEI as 7 — oo uniformlyin ¢ € B, (4.55)

as in (2.134). This is done by another telescoping argument. Namely, we have (2.135) (now without
absolute values on w).
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We fix ¢g € £ and recall the definition of J,¢(ye,s) given by (2.136). As in the proof of
Proposition 2.24, given a € Vs, we define W* by (2.55) with w, replaced by w. Note that W is
then pointwise nonnegative and it satisfies the bounds in (4.8), (4.9), and (4.11). With 3”(B) as
given by (2.137), we have

3(P) = / dyv,e [] Frees) I W0 = par).-

eeP a€Va(P)

We first consider 8 € conn(€) which is the connected component with edge eg. We want to
show that

13" (% )HLylLv*(m —0 as 7 —00. (4.56)

In order to prove (4.56), we use the fact that for all ¢ € (—1,1) and s € (0, 1), we have
H|Q£t G]HHS —0 as 7 —o00. (4.57)

Note that (4.57) follows Lemma 4.8 and the observation that for s € (0,1) we have

A s ay Ss I s cay (4.58)

In order to prove (4.58), we use the Sobolev-Slobodeckij (physical space) characterisation of homo-
geneous Sobolev spaces. More precisely, if [z] denotes the unique element of the set (z + Z2) N

[~1/2,1/2)2, we have
2
By e [ n [y T T (4.59)

For a self-contained proof of (4.59) in the periodic settmg, we refer the reader to [8, Proposition
1.3]. We deduce (4.57) by using (4.59) and the triangle inequality. We now deduce (4.56) by
applying (2.136), (4.57), Lemma 4.1 (ii), the fact that ||G|zsa) < C(s) for all s € (0,1), as well
as (4.35)—(4.37) and Remark 4.5 with appropriate modlﬁcatlons to the context of J”.

Furthermore, if B € conn(&) does not contain ey as an edge, the same arguments as above (as
in the proof of Proposition 4.3) show that we have

V() V2 ()l
13" (B)llss, 155 < Co 0 (L Tuollpray +2) (4.60)
Here we do not take absolute values on any of the factors Jy..(ye,s) by (2.136). Using a cycle

decomposition and applying (4.56) and (4.60), we deduce (4.55). The claim now follows from
(4.41) and (4.55). O

Remark 4.9. We note that (4.58) does not hold for negative s. This is the reason why we assume
that w > 0 and w, > 0 pointwise. See (4.52) and the part of the proof of Proposition 4.3 that
follows. In order to see that (4.58) does not hold for negative s, we give a counterexample®.
Consider the sequence of functions (f,) given by fn(z) = (n)~%e*™™*. Then || || g=(a) is bounded
uniformly in n, but ||| fp|l|gs(a) ~ (n)~* diverges as n — oo.

Givenm,r € Nand £ € B,., we recall ago,m given by (2.138). We have an analogue of Proposition
2.26.

8This counterexample was shown to the author by Sebastian Herr.
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Proposition 4.10. Let m,r € N be given. We have
a?m — ago,m as T — 00 wuniformly in & € B, .

Proof. The claim follows from (2.31), (2.138), Proposition 4.7, Proposition 4.3 (i), and the domi-
nated convergence theorem. O

The remainder term (2.7) in this context is estimated as in Section 2.6. As before, we are taking
n € (0,1/4]. We have the following analogue of Proposition 2.27.

Proposition 4.11. Let r,M € N, £ € B,., and z € C with Rez > 0 be given. Then REM(Z) given
by (2.7) satisfies

M
C(1+[Jwllgr(a) + L)

|2|M M.
2

cr\"
RE (=) < (nz)

Proof. The proof of Proposition 4.11 proceeds analogously as the proof of Proposition 2.27. We
apply Proposition 4.3 (iii) instead of Proposition 2.17 (iii). Note that by (2.142) and Lemma 1.7
(ii), the interaction W is indeed a positive operator. O

We adapt Lemma 2.28 to this setting.

Lemma 4.12. Let r € N and & € B, be given. The function AS given in (2.5) is analytic in the
right-half plane.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Lemma 2.28. The only difference is that the boundedness
of W, on the range of P(S™ now follows from Lemma 1.7 (v). O

4.3. The classical system. We now study the classical system with endpoint-admissible inter-
action potentials. The analysis is quite similar to that given in Section 3. We hence just emphasise
the main differences.

Given K € N and recalling (3.1), we define the function G} : A — C by

Gg)(7) == Gg(z;0). (4.61)
Instead of Lemma 3.1, we use a convergence result in Sobolev spaces.
Lemma 4.13. Recalling (4.40), we have
|G — Gllg-1+s5a) 20 as K — 0.

Proof. The claim follows by using (3.2) with y = 0, (4.61), and by arguing as in the proof of
Proposition 2.15 (i). O

In this section, we use the same graphical setup as in Section 3. We now give a proof of Lemma
1.4 (ii) which justifies the construction of the Wick-ordered interaction.
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Proof of Lemma 1.4 (ii). The proof is very similar to that of Lemma 1.4 (i). We adopt the same
notation as in the proof of Lemma 1.4 (i) and we just emphasise the required modifications in the
arguments. With Ggj given by (4.61), (3.3) becomes

/dﬂ oy (@) dpn(y) = Gramg(z —y).
In particular, we can rewrite (3.5) as
Ik = /dy [Hw(yi,l — Yi2 ] H Gk, nr;,)(Ya = Ub) - (4.62)
4 i=1 {a,b}e€
Likewise, we can rewrite (3.6) as
In = / dy [Hw(yi,l — ylg)] H G(Ya — ) - (4.63)
v i=1 {a,b}e&

We recall that Zyy is indeed well-defined and finite by Proposition 4.3 (i) and Proposition 4.7.
Finally, we note that (3.7) holds by applying the telescoping argument from the proof of (4.55) and
by using Lemma 4.13. We now obtain the claim as in Lemma 1.4 (i). O

We recall the perturbative expansion (3.10) with explicit terms given by (3.11) and the definition

of ago,m given by (2.138). An analogue of Lemma 3.2 holds in this setting.
Lemma 4.14. Given m,r € N and &£ € B,., we have afn = agqm.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Lemma 3.2. By using Lemma 1.4 (ii), we have that
(3.13) holds with IfK] [ given by (3.14), where, for e € £ = &y, we rewrite (3.15) as

G(Ya — Up) if e = {a, b} for a,b €V,
Gig)(Ya — o) ife={a,b} foraeVyorac)y.

-7[K],e(ye) = {

We now apply a telescoping argument as in the proof of (4.55) and use Lemma 4.13 to deduce that
(3.16) holds. The claim now follows as in Lemma 3.2. O

We can now obtain upper bounds on the explicit terms in the expansion (3.10) analogously as
in Corollary (3.3).

Corollary 4.15. Given m,r € N and £ € B,., we have
jafl < (Cr)" C™ (L [|wl| 1 ay + L)™
Proof. The claim follows from Proposition 4.3 (ii), Proposition 4.10, and Lemma 4.14. O

Furthermore, we can estimate the remainder term (3.12) analogously as in Proposition 3.4.

Proposition 4.16. Given M,r € N, £ € B, and z € C with Rez > 0, we have

[RSs(2)] < (Cr) CM (14 fJwl| sy + DM (21 M1
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Proof. We argue as in the proof of Proposition 3.4. Note that (3.17) still holds, where we now use
Definition 1.2 (ii). We estimate the third term in (3.18) by using Corollary 4.15 with m = 2M and
r = 0. Hence the upper bound in (3.19) gets replaced by

< (Cr)" CM (14 wl|pray + DM |21 M
which implies the claim. O

Finally, we note that the analyticity result given by Lemma 3.5 holds in this setting.

Lemma 4.17. Let r € N and £ € B, be given. The function AS given by (3.10) is analytic in the
right-half plane.

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Lemma 3.5. Taking derivatives in z by differentiating under
the integral sign in (3.9) with X = ©(¢) is now justified by using the arguments from the proof of
Proposition 4.16. O

4.4. Proof of Theorem 1.11. We now have all the necessary ingredients to prove Theorem 1.11.

Proof of Theorem 1.11. We argue as in the proof of Theorem 1.10 (ii) and reduce the claim to
showing (3.22). In order to prove (3.22), we again work with the functions A% and A¢ defined in
(2.5) and (3.10) respectively and apply Proposition 1.12. By Lemma 4.12 and Lemma 4.17, these
functions are analytic in the right-half plane.

In Cq, we perform the expansion (1.48) according to (2.5) and (3.10). By Proposition 4.3 (ii),
Corollary 4.15, Proposition 4.11, and Proposition 4.16, we know that (1.49)—(1.50) hold with v as
in (3.23) and with

C(1+ flwllpray + L)

Uk '
We now deduce the claim as in the proof of Theorem 1.10 (ii). O

A Proofs of auxiliary results for the interaction potential

In this appendix, we give the proofs of Lemma 1.3, Lemma 1.6, and Lemma 1.7 concerning the
interaction potential. In order to prove all of these results, we refer to the transference principle,
which allows us to analyse the mapping properties of Fourier multiplier operators in the periodic
setting. Let us first recall the precise statement of this principle.

Proposition A.1. (The transference principle [98, Theorem VII.3.8])
Let 1 < p < 00 be fized. Let T : LP(RY) — LP(R?) be a bounded operator satisfying the following
properties.

(i) T is a Fourier multiplier operator, i.c. there exists u € S'(R?) such that Tf = u* f for all
f € S(RY.

(ii) The convolution kernel u has the property that its Fourier transform @ € S'(R%) is continuous
at each point of Z.°.
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Then the periodisation of T
Ti) = 3 alk)f(k) > (A.1)

kezd
defines a bounded operator T : LP(A) — LP(A) with
1T 2o ay ey < NN Lo way— Lo ra) - (A.2)
Remark A.2. For T as in the assumptions of Proposition A.1, we have
(TN = al€) f(§) e S'(RY) forall feLP(RY), R,

and the periodisation T satisfies

(T~ (k) = a(k) f(k) forall feLP(A),kez.
We now have the necessary tools to prove Lemma 1.3.

Proof of Lemma 1.3. We first prove (i). Note that the claim is immediate when d = 1, so we need
to consider the case when d = 2,3. Let us recall that given p € Py as in (1.12), we need to find
w € LP(A)\ L*(A) which is even and of positive type. We need to consider two cases depending
on the size of p.

(a) 2<p<oo.
We take ¢ € (1,p') and let w : A — C be such that

w(k) = </<;1)d for k € Z2. (A.3)

From (A.3), we obtain that @ € ¢ (Z%). By the Hausdorff-Young inequality, it follows that
w € LP(A). Furthermore, w is even and of positive type.

We just need to show that w ¢ L°(A). In order to do this, we argue by contradiction. Given
§ > 0, we consider the Fourier multiplier 75 on S(R?) given by

(Ts£)"(€) = e 0™ fe) forall feSRY, €cR?. (A4)

Note that (A.4) can be rewritten as

1 —|z|?/8
Isf = We l=l*/ * f

and hence by Young’s inequality we have
I Ts fll oo ey < |If1 oo (may - (A.5)

In particular, Ts extends to an operator on L>®(R%). We let S5 be the periodisation of T}, in
other words,

Ssf(z) = D e ok f(g) ke (A.6)

kezd
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for f € L*°(A). Using (A.5) and Proposition A.1, we deduce that
1S5 fllee(ay < I fllpeeqa)y forall fe L¥(A). (A7)

In particular, (A.7) implies that ||Ssw||pe(s) is bounded uniformly in 6.

We now substitute f = w in (A.6). Using (A.3), (A.6), and the dominated convergence
theorem it follows that Ssw is a continuous function on A. Furthermore

Ssw(0) = >

kezd <k>

by using the monotone convergence theorem. Hence, (A.8) implies that ||Ssw||pec(p) — 00 as
d — 0, thus giving a contradiction. We deduce that w ¢ L>®(A).

e—§7r|k|2

—o00 as 0—0, (A.8)

d
q

1<p<2.
Here, we recall that functions on T? can be identified with Z%periodic functions on R%. We
use this identification throughout. Let us consider a radial function x € C°(R?) which
satisfies the following properties.

(1) 0< x < 1.

(2) x(x) =1 for || <

(3) x(x) =0 for |x| >

D= ol

We take ¢ € (p,2) and let

1d x(z) for ze[-1/2,1/2]%. (A.9)

[

fz) =

We extend f by periodicity to a function on R? (and we interpret the result as being a function
on T%). Note that the resulting function f then belongs to LP(A) and is even. Therefore, its
Fourier coefficients are real-valued. We let w := fx5 f = [, dy f(- =) f(y). Then w € LP(A)

by Young’s inequality. Furthermore, w is even and w = ( f )2 >0, so w is of positive type.

We need to show that w ¢ L°°(A). In order to show this, we use (A.9) and the support
properties of x to deduce that for x € A with |z| < 1/8, we have

11
— —a Xz —y)x(y)dy. (A.10)
[z =yl |yl

w(z) = f*a fz) = /
lyl<|z|/2

Note that in the integrand in (A.10), we have x(z—y) = x(y) = 1. Furthermore, |z—y| ~ |z|.
Hence the expression in (A.10) is

> 1 1

~ T d
||

dy ~ |x| A=) (A.11)

d

q
yi<lel/2 Y

Since ¢ < 2, (A.11) implies that w ¢ L°°(A). This finishes the proof of (i).
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We now prove (ii). For € > 0, we consider f
fk) = 7z for keZ?. (A.12)

Note that then f € L?(A) is even and real-valued. We let w := f2. Then w € L'(A) is even, and
w > 0 pointwise. Furthermore, by (A.12), we have that for all k € Z?2

w(k) = Y fK)f(k=K) > 0. (A.13)

k'ez?

It remains to check that w satisfies conditions (iv) and (v) of Definition 1.2. Let k € Z? be given.
kI |k'| < 2|k| and |K'| > 2|k| in (A.13) respectively.

We consider the contributions when |k'| < 5, 5

By (A.12), we have
> -0~ (3 g s,
Ik <15l k| <15l

which, by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (A.12) once more is

1/2
S <k>< > !f(k’)!2> Flk) < (BN fl2y F(R) S (B)°. (A.14)

Iwl<l5!
Furthermore, by (A.12), we have
> jwrie-~ (X jeen) i
Bl<iwi<2ih 5k |<2lk]

which by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (A.12) is

S BN Fllpey fR) S (k). (A.15)
Finally, by (A.12), we have
SO Fk=K)~ DT (FE)) ~ DD (R) TR~ () (A.16)
|k |>2]k| |k |>2]k| |k |>2]k|

From (A.14)-(A.16), we deduce that
(k)= S w(k) < (k). (A.17)

The upper bound in (A.17) implies that w satisfies condition (iv) of Definition 1.2. The lower
bound in (A.17) implies that w satisfies condition (v) of Definition 1.2, provided that we choose
e < 1. Namely, then w ¢ L?(A) by Plancherel’s theorem and hence w ¢ L>(A). This finishes the
proof of (ii). O

We now prove Lemma 1.6.
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Proof of Lemma 1.6. Let us consider x € C°(R?) satisfying the following properties.
(1) 0< y< 1.
(2) x(&) =1 for [¢] < 5.
(3) x(&) = 0 for [¢] > 1.

Given M > 0, we consider the Fourier multiplier 7; on S(R?) such that

(Taf)™(€) = x(&/M) f(&) forall feSRY), &R (A.18)

In particular, we can rewrite (A.18) as
Taf = MOX(M )+ f, (A.19)

where x denotes the inverse Fourier transform of y. By Young’s inequality, (A.19) implies that 7'
extends to LP(R?) and satisfies

1Tam fllzrmay < COONfllpmay forall fe LP(RY). (A.20)

Let Sj; denote the periodisation of Ty, i.e.

Suf(x) = > x(k/M) f(k) ™k (A.21)

kezd

Since x € C2°(R?), by Proposition A.1 and (A.20), we have

[Sm flleray < C)|fllzeay forall fe LP(A). (A.22)

Given 7 > 1, we define
Wr = SM(T)QU . (A23)

We now determine M (7) > 0 so that w; defined in (A.23) satisfies the wanted properties (i)—(iii)
stated in Lemma 1.6.

Since w is of positive type, we obtain that w; is also of positive type by using (A.21), (A.23),
and property (1) of x. Therefore w, satisfies property (i). By applying (A.21) and properties (1)
and (3) of x, it follows that w, € L*(A) and

JwellLesa) < Z (k)] < CM(T)wlpiay < CM(T)Hwl Lo, -
kezd
k<M (r)
Hence, w; satisfies condition (ii) if we take
B8 1/d
M(r) ~ <> . (A.24)

llwl| e (a)

By (A.22) and (A.23), it follows that w; satisfies condition (iii). In order to prove that w, satisfies
condition (iv), we recall that trigonometric polynomials are dense in LP(A) [34, Corollary 1.1]. We
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now deduce the claim by arguing analogously as in the proof of [34, Lemma 1.8]. Namely, given
€ > 0, we can find a trigonometric polynomial g such that

|w —gllLra) <€ (A.25)
By (A.21), (A.24), and property (2) of x, it follows that there exists 79 = 79(g) > 1 such that
Syug = g fort > 1. (A.26)
In particular, for 7 > 79, we have
Jwr —wlzeay < 1SvE@w = S 9llzeay + 15m@9 — glleay + lg — wllzer@ay) < (Clp,x) +1)e.
Here, we used (A.22), (A.23), (A.25), and (A.26). Therefore, w, satisfies condition (iii). O
We now prove Lemma 1.7.

Proof of Lemma 1.7. We note that, by Definition 1.2 (iv) and by the construction of ¢, we indeed
have that
[wl g-1+sa) < CL, (A.27)

for some C = C(e) > 0. Let g : R2 — R be given by g(z) = e ™=, We define g, : R — R by

i) = o35 ) (A.28)
With g, as in (A.28), we define w, in terms of its Fourier coefficients by

wr(k) = g-(k)w(k), (A.29)
for k € Z2. Since by (A.28) we have 0 < g, < 1, we deduce claims (i), (ii), (iii) by applying (A.29)

and recalling (A.27), Definition 1.2 (ii), and Definition 1.2 (iv) respectively.
In order to show (iv), we use (A.29) to deduce that we can write

wr = fow = [ dyfile e, (A.30)
where for z € R?, we let
fo@) = Y B = 3 ga k) > 0. (A31)
kez? kez?

In (A.31), we used the Poisson summation formula and let §.(y) := 7%g(7%/%y) > 0. We hence
deduce (iv) from (A.30), (A.31) and Definition 1.2 (iii).
In order to show (v), we use (A.28)-(A.29) and Definition 1.2 (ii) to deduce that

kN
e < X o5 ) 00,

keZ?
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which by using g(x) < & and Definition 1.2 (iv) is

o
-
< c Z (N2 € < CTB'
2197 )
The claim (v) now follows. In order to prove (vi), we use Proposition A.1 and argue as in the proof
of (A.7) with p =1 instead of p = oo and the claim follows.
Finally, by (A.29) we note that

1/2
|wr — wllg-145(a) ~ ( D 1= g (R) [ (k)] <k>‘2+2‘5> —0 as T oo,
keZ?

by recalling that § = ¢/2 and using Definition 1.2 (iv) as well as the dominated convergence
theorem. This proves claim (vii). O
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