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Abstract. We formulate the equilibrium correlation functions for local observ-
ables of an assembly of non-relativistic, neutral gravitating fermions in the
limit where the number of particles becomes infinite, and in a scaling where the
region Q, to which they are confined, remains fixed. We show that these
correlation functions correspond, in the limit concerned, to states on the

discrete tensor product (X)o7, where the /s are copies of the gauge
xeN

invariant C*-algebra o/ of the CAR over L*R3). The equilibrium states

themselves are then given by (X) @ eo(xp» Where @, is the Gibbs state on ./ for an
xe2

infinitely extended ideal Fermi gas at density g, and where g, is the normalised
density function that minimises the Thomas-Fermi functional, obtained in [2],
governing the equilibrium thermodynamics of the system.

1. Introduction

The thermodynamical limiting behaviour of a non-relativistic assembly of N
neutral, gravitating fermions of one species, confined to a suitably regular bounded
three-dimensional domain £, is not of the usual type, since the internal energy,
temperature and volume of the system scale like N7/3, N*/3> and N1, respectively,
as N— oo [1-4]. The system also possesses simple properties of scale invariance. In
the particular scaling where the domain  and the temperature are fixed, while the
particle mass and gravitational constant become proportional to N*/®> and N1,
respectively, the specific free energy tends, as N — oo, to the minimum value of the
Thomas-Fermi functional @, on the bounded probability densities on €, given by
the formula

P(0)= [ Pxpgleti) - | d*xary 400, (L1

where ¢,(g) is the equilibrium free energy density of an ideal Fermi gas at density ¢
and at the given temperature, T. According to a numerical solution of the resultant
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Euler equation [3] for the case where Q is spherical, the system undergoes a phase
transition at a temperature T,; and for T+ T, the probability density function that
minimises @, is unique. Furthermore, it has been proved [5] that, whenever @, is
minimised at a unique probability density g, then this latter function
corresponds to the normalised equilibrium density distribution of the system in
the limit N— oo ; while the normalised densities at different points of Q become
uncorrelated in this limit.

The purpose of the present paper is to formulate the equilibrium states of the
system, in the limit N— oo, in the same scaling, described above, that was used in
[4,5]. Here, a state means a positive normalised linear functional on the
C*-algebra of observables of the system, but in view of the chosen scaling, this
algebra is not taken to be that of the CAR over L*(Q): for as the system consists of
an infinity of particles confined to a bounded region, its states could not possibly
be locally normal ones on the latter algebra [6]. In fact, we arrive at our
specifications of both the algebra of observables and the equilibrium states of the
infinite assembly of particles in through a treatment of the limiting form, as N — oo,
of the equilibrium correlation functions of localised observables of the finite
system, that are transformed to a scaling where the length unit is the mean
interparticle spacing (cf. Sect. 2). In this way we arrive at the conclusion that the
algebra of observables of the infinite system is given by the discrete tensor product

X) o/, where the o/.’s are copies of the gauge-invariant C*-algebra, </, of the

xef2

CAR over L*(R?®); and that, if the Thomas-Fermi functional @, for the given

temperature is minimised at the unique probability density g,, then the equilib-

rium state of the system is (X) @,,(x), where @, is the Gibbs state on corresponding
xef

to particle number density o.

The essential reason why the rescaled observables correspond to (X) <7, may
xef2

be understood as follows. In the limit N— oo, every neighbourhood of a point
x(e Q) contains an infinity of particles. Thus, when the observables are suitably
rescaled, it transpires that, in this limit, each point x(e Q) carriers with it an algebra
of observables .7,, given by a copy of .7, while the algebra of observables for the

entire system is (X) «Z,. The elements x of €, as they appear in this discrete tensor

xefR

product, should be regarded as points in the hydrodynamical sense, since the
algebra of observables attached to each of them corresponds to that of an infinite
system. Accordingly, we term this tensor product the hydro-local algebra of

observables, and denote it by # % (/). Further, the equilibrium state (X) @,,,(X)
xefN

that we obtain is characterised by the properties that, at each point x(e) it
reduces to that of an ideal Fermi gas at the prevailing local density g,(x); and that
it carries no correlations between the observables attached to different points of Q.

The subject-matter of the article will be organised as follows. In Sect. 2, we
shall formulate the model and state the main theorem, yielding the limiting form as
N— o0 of the equilibrium correlation functions for the re-scaled local observables

and the resultant state @:= @&)Qo(x) on # ¥ (o). We shall then discuss this
xe

theorem and argue that @ is an equilibrium state, not only because it represents a
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limiting form of Gibbs states, but also by virtue of its various stability properties:
we shall also make a conjecture concerning the possibility that the system supports
states that are metastable in the sense of being locally but not globally stable (cf.
[7]1). In Sect. 3, we shall re-cast the theorem of Sect. 2 as consequences of other
theorems concerned with the linear response of the gravitational system to certain
perturbations. In Sect. 4, we shall make a number of constructions, leading to
further auxilliary theorems and lemmas. In Sects. 5 and 6, we shall present the
proofs of the theorems and lemmas, respectively, of the two previous Sections. The
two Appendices are devoted to self-contained treatments of non-gravitational
systems, that yield results required for the proofs of Sects.4 and 5. Thus, in
Appendix 1, we shall employ a generalisation of the methods of [8] to establish
that the properties of a certain class of models are given by a mean field theory;
and, in Appendix 2, we shall introduce a construction, analogous to that used in
[9] for the treatment of equilibrium states of lattice systems, to prove the
uniqueness of the translationally invariant equilibrium state of an ideal Fermi gas.

Finally, we remark that the whole theory presented here may easily be
generalised, as in [4], to two-component systems of charged gravitational
particles, for which the total charge is zero.

2. The Model

Let 4, be an assembly of N non-relativistic gravitational fermions of one species,
enclosed in a bounded, connected, three-dimensional region Q. In the scaling
where Qis fixed and the particle mass and gravitational constant are proportional to
N?3 and N~1, respectively, the Hamiltonian for %, is the operator in the Hilbert
space #,(Q) of antisymmetric square-integrable functions on QV, given by the
formula (cf. [4, 57)

N N
Hy=—3N72P Y A4+INTD 3 ulx,x), 2.1
=1 l’iJ:jl
where
o, y) ===y, 22)

and where Dirichlet boundary conditions are assumed. We define wy to be the
Gibbs state on the bounded operators in #,(<), for temperature ™1, ie.

wy=Tr((-)e PH~)/Tr(e” PNy, (2.3)

In order to relate the properties of &, in the limit N— oo, to those of an ideal
Fermi gas, .4, we introduce some definitions pertaining to the latter system. We
take the algebra of observables, 7, for .# to be the gauge-invariant C*-algebra of
the CAR over L?(R3). This algebra has a quasi-local structure [10, 11], i.e. it is the
closure of the union, .«7;, of the C*-algebras, 2/(A), of the CAR over the spaces
L%(A), with A(CR3) bounded and measurable. We identify o7 (resp. 7(A)) with its
standard faithful representation in the Fock space s# [resp. #(A)CH#] over
L*(R®) [resp. L*(A)]. Here .#(A), #(A) are isotonic in A; and # [resp.

H(A)] =<—.ODJ{; [resp. é;ﬁ,(/l)], where J#, [resp. 5,(A)] is the Hilbert space of
0 0
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square-integrable antisymmetric functions on R3" (resp. A4"). We define the con-
ditional expectation E(-/A) to be the mapping from 2/ onto .2/(A) given by

(L E(A/D)g)=(f, Ag)VAe o/ ; f,ge H(A). (2.4

For yeR, and xeR? we define o(p,x) to be the automorphism of .o/
implemented in # by the unitary operator U(y, x) according to the formulae

a(y, x)A=U(y,x)AU(y,x)"" (2.5)
where
(U@L -0 x,) =72 [0, =), .., 9(x, — X)) (2:6)

and f, is the n-particle component of f. For large y, the automorphism o(y, x) serves
to concentrate the localisation of the observables around x: in particular, for
xelntQ and Ae o/, a(y, x)Ae HL(Q) for y large enough.

Let P, be the projection operator from #(2) onto #,(L2), and let
A\(Q): =Py (Q)Py. For xeQ, we define the mapping A— Ay , of o into o7y(Q)
by the formula

Ay .= PyE(G(N'3,x)4/Q)P,. 2.7)

The A4, ’s correspond to observables for %, localised around x, as represent-
ed in a scaling where the unit of length is N~ /3, which is essentially the mean
interparticle spacing.

Let #(«) be the set of all translationally invariant states on o/, and let
t,s,f(:=t—pf"1s) and n denote the functionals on (o), defined in [12],
corresponding to the densities of kinetic energy, entropy, free energy and particle
number, respectively, for the ideal Fermi gas, .#. The functionals f and » are thus
affine and (w*-)lower semicontinuous. As will be proved in Appendix 2, f has a
unique minimum, @,, on ¥()nn"*(g), and

J(@,)=040). (2.8)

Further, it may easily be inferred from the formulae in Appendix 2 that the
map ¢—®, is w*-continuous; while ¢, is lower-bounded, continuous, and boun-
ded on the compacts, and tends to oo as 9— co.

We are now in a position to state our main theorem concerning the limiting
form, as N—oo, of the equilibrium correlation functions for the re-scaled
observables {Ay .} of 9.

Theorem 1. If the Thomas-Fermi functional @, is minimised at a unique bounded
probability density g, on Q, then

N—=w

k
lim {d3x,..d3x, 0y (1_[+ A}\‘,’x> h(xy, ..., x;)
1

k

= [d’x,..d°x, (l_[ @Qo(xx)(A(i))) h(xy, . X)),
1

VAY, .., AVe.of : he BE(QY), 2
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where I1 , denotes symmetrised product and B%(Q¥) is the set of bounded continuous
functions on Q.

We define # #(o/), the hydrolocal algebra, to be the discrete tensor product
@ o, where the /s are copies of 7. Thus, # ¥ (2/) is the inductive limit of the

xe
C*-tensor products (X) ., over finite point subsets F of Q, equipped with the

xeF

canonical injection from (X).2Z, into (X) «, for FCF'. For A", .., A%e .o/ and

xeF xeF’
Xy, ...X, different points of @, we define [A"),...A®;x,,...x,] to be element of

H L () given by (X) A, with A, =A?P for i=1,...kand A =1 for x¢{x,, ..., x,}.
xef2

We then define J to be the linear mapping, from #%(<«) into the bounded
operators in #(Q), by the formula

k
IN[AD, AP x,, ox]= ] AV (2.10)
i=1
We see immediately from these definitions that Theorem 1 may be restated in the
following form.

Theorem 1'. If the Thomas-Fermi functional @, is minimised at a unique bounded
probability density o, on Q, then

lim [d3x,..d3x(0yd ) ([AY, .., A% x ), o x Dh(xy, .. X,)

N—- o

=(d®x,..d3x.([AY, .., A9 ;x,, .., x Dh(x, ... X,)
1 k 1 k 1 k

VAL, AWe of he BE(QY) k<0, (2.11)
where

W= @)J)Qom. (2.12)
Comments

1. According to the numerical analysis of the Thomas-Fermi Euler equation,
0P, /00(x)=0, for the case where Q is spherical, the functional @, is minimised at a
unique bounded probability density g,, except at the critical temperature T,.
Accepting this result, we see that the condition governing Theorems 1 and 1" is
fulfilled, at least when Q is spherical and T=T..

2. Theorem 1’ specifies a precise sense in which @ is the limiting form of wyJy
as N—oo. We interpret this theorem as signifying that the state @ on the hydro-
local algebra # £ (/) represents the properties of wy in the limit N— oo.

3. We propose that @ be taken to be an equilibrium state of the infinite system,
not only because it corresponds to the limit of a sequence of Gibbs states, but also
because it has the following stability properties.

(a) @ is globally stable, in the sense that its specific free energy is the minimum
value of the Thomas-Fermi functional @,,.

(b) @ is stable at the strictly local level, in the sense that its components @,
at the points x of Q are equilibrium states for a Fermi gas with the prevailing local
density g,(x), the value of which is determined by the minimisation of @,
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4. We conjecture that the system may also possess metastable! states for the
following reason. According to the numerical treatment of [3], the Euler equation
(0@,/00(x)=0) governing the densities at which @, is stationary, has solutions
other than g, when f exceeds a critical value f3,; and one of these solutions, ¢;,
corresponds to a smooth continuation, in f3, of ¢, from the region < f.. Accepting

this result, one sees that @, : = (X) @,,,, might be a candidate for a metastable
xef2

state, satisfying criteria specified in [7], since on the one hand it lacks the global
stability of (3a), while on the other it possesses the strictly local stability of (3b). In
order to establish @, as a metastable state, it would be necessary, in our view, to
show firstly that it corresponds to the limit, analogous to that of Eq. (2.11), of a
sequence of Gibbs states for the N-particle systems %, whose densities are
subjected to appropriate constraints; and secondly to prove that g, is the absolute
minimum of the restriction of @, to the resultant constrained set of density
functions. If these properties were established, then it would follow that @, would
be stable at both the strictly local and the local hydrodynamical levels, though not
at the global one, and would thus be metastable in a sense that slightly generalises
that prescribed in [7].

3. The Perturbed System

Our strategy for proving Theorem 1 will be centred on a treatment of the response
of the system %, to a certain class of perturbations. Thus, we start by defining the
perturbed Hamiltonian

k
HyA)=Hy+A | &, .. dxh(xy,...x) ] AY ., (3.1)
Qk i=1

where 1eR, he #4(2%) and AV, ...A® are self-adjoint elements of .Z;. The specific
free energy of the perturbed system is then

Fy(2)=—(NB)~*InTrexp — BHy(2), (3.2)

from which one sees that F), is a concave function 4. By Egs. (2.3), (3.1) and (3.2),
k
Fiy(0)= [d?x, ...d*xh(x,, ...,xk)wN<H+Ag>x,). (3.3)
i=1 T

Hence, F}(0) is equal to the value of the expression on the L.H.S. of Eq. (2.9) before
the limit N— oo is taken.

In order to relate the function F) to properties of the ideal Fermi gas, .7, we
define 4 to be the subset of R, x R¥ given by

{(e,0)leeR ;o= (Y, ..., aM)eR¥; Jwe ¥ (A).

flw)<oo;n(w)=0;w(AV)=a®, for i=1,...,k} ;

1 The suggestion that the model may possess metastable states was first made to us by W. Thirring
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and we define ¢:R, x R“*>Ru{co} by the formula

inf { f(w)|we L () ;n(w)=0;(AY)=a,i=1, .., k}
¢, 0)= {if (0, 0)ed; (3.4)
and = oo otherwise.

Thus, as the functionals n and f are affine [12], it follows that 4 is a convex set and
that ¢ is jointly convex in its arguments. We define ¢ to be the closure of ¢, i.e. the
greatest lower semi-continuous function on R, x R* that is majorised by ¢ [13]:
¢ is thus also jointly convex in its arguments.

Let T be the space of L -class functions on £, equipped with the w*-topology
dual to the bounded continuous functions on that space. We define @ to be the
subspace of T""! given by {#=(0,0)loe L (Q); ae L (Qf; 0>0; [d*xo(x)=1};
and for BeR, we define @® to be the subspace of @ given by {#e O|@(6(x)) < B for
x a.e. in Q}. We then define the generalised Thomas-Fermi functional & , on O by
the following equations.

&, =d+1¥ (3.5)
where
B0, )= !52 d*x Plo(x), ofx)) + % {gz d*xd?yu(x, y)o(x)e(y) (3.6)
and
P, )= [ d*x,..d>xh(xy, ..., x ) P(xy)...0%(x,) (3.7
Qk

We now see from Egs. (3.3) and (3.7) that Theorem 1 is an immediate
consequence of the following Lemma 2 and Theorem 3 and 4.

Lemma 2 [14]. If {f,} is a sequence of real-valued concave functions on R
converging pointwise to f, and if f, and f are differentiable at t(eR), then

lim f(0=1).
Theorem 3.. Given A eR_, 3ByeR such that, for all |A|<A,, and for arbitrary
B>B,,

lim Fy(A)=min {®,(0, w)|(0, ) OP}: = F(J). (3.8)

Theorem 4. If the Thomas-Fermi functional @ is minimised at the unique bounded
probability density ¢, on Q, then

F'(0)="%(00, %), (3.9)
where
%o(X)=(0(A), ..., 0f(x);  and  af(x) =, ,(4D). (3.10)

We conclude this section with the statement of the following lemmas, that will
be used in the proofs of Theorems 3 and 4.
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Lemma 5. If @, is minimised at the unique bounded probability density g, then ® is
minimised at (g,, o) uniquely, where o, is defined by Eq. (3.10); and further

B(00(x), 26(x)) = @(0(x)) (3.11)

Lemma 6. For BeR, ©® is a complete, compact, metrisable space; and there exists
a finite gy such that if (o,2)e ©®, then |g| ., <@y and |a?| , <||A?| for i=1,...k.

4. Constructions

In order to establish Theorem 4, we shall now make a number of constructions,
similar to those of [4]. These constructions will be carried out explicitly for the
case where Q is a cube of side . We note here that the restriction to such a form for
Q is quite inessential as the same results would be obtained, with slightly lengthier
arguments, for any domain that is sufficiently regular to be approximated
arbitrarily closely by unions of ‘small’ cubes. In the following analysis, we shall
make the dependence of Fy(4) on f and [ explicit, where necessary, denoting this
quantity by Fy(4, S, ).

(i) Regularisation of the Potential

We approximate the Newtonian potential v by a regular one v,, defined by the
formula

(1—CXP—M|3€—J’|)’ 1)
Ix—yl
with u>0; and we define Hy,(4) and Fy (4, B, ) to be the Hamiltonian and specific

free energy, respectively, resulting from the replacement of v by v, in (2.1) and (2.2).
On following the procedure of [4: Sect. 3], we find that

U#(X, y) =

(14267 3) Ty (ML 4207 19), 1+ 207 V2) 71 D)= by (N, 1)
SFy4 B D=Fy, (4, B,1), (4.2)
where
lim lim b,(N,u)=0. 4.3)

pn—>o0 N—ow

(i1) Division of Q into Cells

We divide Q into g equal cubic cells C,,...C » centred at (c,, cCys respectively,
and separated by partitions. We then introduce the following three operations that
change the Hamiltonian from Hy (4) to Hy,,(A).

(a) We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions at the boundaries of the cells so
as to represent the presence of the partitions.

(b) We replace v, by the step-function v,,, where

ng’
v(c.c) if xeC,yeC,rs

01if x, y lie in the same cell. “4)
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(c) For each of the cells C,, we define C™ to be the largest open cube in C, such
that, for xe C", o(N'/?,x)A%e .o/ (C,) for r=1, ...,g. We then replace h by h, X",

g k
where 2™ is the characteristic function for ( U Ci"”) , and hy is the step-function

r=1

given by the formula

h(c, ¢,) if xeC,.;i=1,.  kir#r;, for i*j

712 0 Cppe

4,
0  otherwise. (43)

h(xy, ... %)= {
We note here that it follows from our definition of C®™, together with Eq. (2.5), that
lim |IC™)|C,)=1. (4.6)

On following the procedure of [4: Sect. 4], we obtain the following estimate for the
specific free energy Fy, (1), corresponding to the Hamiltonian Hy, ().

Nug
FrugA B 1+ b5(9)) = b3(N, 1, 9) S F (2, B.1)
SFy, (0 B D +b3(N, 1, 9), 4.7)
where
by(9)>0; lim by(9)=0; and lim lim by(N, u,g)=0. (4.8)

(iii) Distribution of Particles Among the Cells

The separation of the cells by partitions restricts the particle configurations in such
a way that the number of particles in each cell is an integer. Accordingly, the set
of admissible distributions of particles among the cells corresponds to

g9
Py:={0=(0;,---0,)INo,|C,eZ, for r=1,...,g; Y 9,C,|=1}: the component
r=1
o, of g(ePy) then corresponds to N~ !xmean particle density for C,. For
o€ Py, we define Fy,, (4,5,]) to be the specific free energy of the system with
Hamiltonian Hy,(4), subject to the constraint that the distribution of particles
among the cells is given by g. We define

Fugdo B,1):=min Fy,, (00 B,1) (4.9)

and, by a simple extension of the argument of [4, Sect. 5], we find that
1\1,1_1;1;10 [FNug(/laﬁn l)—FNpg(}"ﬂ: l)]=0, (410)

(iv) Thomas-Fermi Functionals

Let @uﬂ be the functional obtained by replacing v by v,, and let d’sugi be the one
obtained by replacing v, h by v,,, h, in the formulae (3.5)(3.7), that define @,.
Lemma 7. The restrictions of ®, and ®,, to O® are lower semicontinuous.
Lemma 8. Let O, be the subset of @ whose elements © take uniform values in each of
the cells C,,...C,. Then, given L,eR ., and intervals (B, ,), (I;,1,) on the positive
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real line, there exists ByeR such that, for p,geR ., Be(B, B,), le(ll,l ) and |2] <A,
the restriction of Qm to O, is minimised at an element 0,,; of @,

Theorem 9.
131_{1010 FNug(Aa ﬁa l) = min {éugi(g> O()'(Q, Ol)E @g}
:=F,(4,B,]) (4.11)

Theorem 10. With the same specifications for A, and B, as in Lemma 8, and for
arbitrary B> B,,

lim_lim F,(4, f,))=min {®,(0.)l(0. 1) 6}
=F(A, B, V|4 <4, 4.12)
Theorem 11.
1315130 Fy(4, B, )=F, B,V <2q. (4.13)

5. Proof of the Theorems

As already noted, Theorem 1 follows directly from Lemma 2 and Theorems 3 and
4. Further, Theorem 3 is an immediate consequence of Theorems 10 and 11.
Hence, the only theorems for which proof is needed are Theorems 4, 9, 10 and 11.

Proof of Theorem 4. Assuming that @, is minimised at g, uniquely, it follows
from Lemma 5 that & is minimised at 0, :=(04,%,) uniquely; and that, as
00€L(2) and as ¢, is bounded on the compacts, then in view of Eq. (3.11),
l@-0,l, <. Let 4,eR_, let By(eR) be specified as in Theorem 3 and choose B
to be some real number that exceeds both B, and ||¢<0,],,, thereby ensuring that
0, @ and that Eq. (3.8) is applicable for || <Zq. Thus, if 6, is an element of
@(B) at which @, is minimised, then

F(A)=9,(0,)<®,(0,) (5.1)
and
F(0)=®(6,) < (0,) (5.2)

Further since, by Eq. (3.7) and Lemma 6, one can find k<oo such that
[P(0)| <k|AVOeOP, it follows from Egs. (3.5), (5.1) and (5.2) that
|®&(0,) — D(0,)| <2k|A| and therefore

lim (0;)=b(0,). (5.3)

On the other hand, as ®® is a compact, metrisable space, by Lemma 6, one can
choose a sequence of positive numbers {4,}, tending to zero such that 0,
converges to an element 6, say, of @®. Hence, as @ is lower semi-continuous, by
Lemma 7, it follows from Eq. (5.3) that <15(6’ )< (6 o); and therefore 0, =0, as @ is
minimised at 6, uniquely. Thus

lim 0, =0,. (5.4)
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As Fy is a concave function of A, we see from Eq. (3.8) that so too is F. We
denote its left and right derivatives by F; and F,, respectively. By Egs. (3.5), (5.1)
and (5.2),

F(3,) = F(0) _ #(0,,)=$0,)
A B A,

n

v(0,)=%0,)

from which it follows that

F/(0)2 limsup %(0, ). (5.5)

Moreover, it follows easily from Eq. (3.7) that the functional ¥ is continuous, and
therefore by (5.4) and (5.5),

F0)= ¥(0,) (5.6)

Similarly by considering a sequence {0, } of elements of O® corresponding to
negative numbers {4,}, one finds that

F{(0)< #(6,) (5.7)

Since F is concave, it follows immediately from (5.6) and (5.7) that this function is
differentiably at A=0, and that F'(0)=¥(0,). O

Proof of Theorem 9. Let 4, , be the system of N gravitating particles, whose
distribution among the cells C,, ... C, is given by g(e Py). The normal states of 9y ,

g
correspond to density matrices in #} ,: = ) #y (C,), where A, (C,) is the N,-
r=1

particle subspace of the Fock space #°(C,), and N,=Ng,|C,|. In formulating ¥ ,,
we shall generally use the same symbol to denote an operator in #y (C,) and its
canonical injection into #y .

The Hamiltonian Hy,(4) for %y , corresponding to the truncated in-
te;actions v,, and h specified in Sect. 4, is simply the restriction of Hy, (1) to #y ,.
Thus

g g
Hy,yo)=N" Y T, +3N ). v,00/IC]IC|
=1

r rs=1

g
+AN Y b AN AP(C, .. IC (5.8)

. nl Gl

where T, corresponds to the operator in #), (C,) representing the kinetic energy of
N, particles of unit mass in C,, i.e.

T,=—1Y 4, (5.9)

where Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed; AY corresponds to the
operator in # (C,) given by
AP=|c,|7t | dPx(a(N13,x)AD)y ; (5.10)

™

Ups= v#g(cr’ cs) ’ (5 1 1)
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and
h =h/(c

F1...Fk g\ry? “"crk)’

(5.12)
Correspondingly, the specific free energy of 9y , is
()= —(NB)~* InTrexp(— BH y,,(2) (5.13)

the trace being taken over ¢

In order that we may apply standard thermodynamical limiting procedures to
this formula, we now cast it into a form that expresses Fy,, (1) as the specific free
energy of an N-particle system occupying a volume proportional to N. To this end,

we define C,:=N'3C,, #y ,:= @ Hy(C,) and Hy,,,(4) to be the operator in
Ay, given by
Nygg(j') (N1/3? 0)_ ! HNugg(]’) U(Nl/:)” 0) s (514)

where U is defined in Eq (2.6). Thus, by Egs. (2.6), (5.8)—(5.10), and (5.14), it follows
that

g . g
HN#QQ(/I) = Z T;' + %N Z UrsQrQS
r=1

rs=1

Nqu

9 ~
+AN Y h AD A "‘)IC,‘ll e (5.15)

ooty
FlyeosFk=1

where TN“, is the kinetic energy operator for N, particles of unit-mass in C,, with
Dirichlet boundary conditions,
AD.=|C |71 | @x(x(x)AD)y , (5.16)
c( )
r(R3) is the group of automorphisms of .« corresponding to space translations,
and C™:=N'3C™_ Thus, in view of Eq. (4.6),

lim [COYICI=1. (5.17)
It follows immediately from Egs. (5.13), (5.14) and the unitarity of U that
FrugeW)=—=(NB)~*In Trexp(— BHy,q,(2)., (5.18)
where Tr denotes the trace over %N ; and hence, by (4.9).
Nﬂg(/l p, )= mm[ (NB) 'InTrexp(— BHNMQ N1. (5.19)

This formula will be treated in Appendix 1, where it will be shown, by an extension
of the methods of [8], that the space-averaged observables A(" occurring in the
formula for H Nugel4) may be replaced by c-numbers satisfying a certain variational
principle in the formula for Fy,,, in the limit N— oo, with the result that

lim Fyi 8.0 = mm{z 90, 2)ICI+E S v.0,0/CIC

r,s=1

g
T T T

Fie g rL

G

g
(¢,.0)eR, xR*; Y 0|C,)= 1}. (5.20)
1
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ThlS effectively completes the proof of the theorem, since the definitions of &, and
®,,; (in Sect. 4, Pt. 4) imply that the R.H.S. of (5.20) is equal to m1n{¢3#g,(9)|0€@ };
while it follows from Eq. (4.10) that the L.H.S. of (5.20) is equal to

1311130 Fy, (48,0 O

Proof of Theorem 10. 1t follows from Lemmas 6, 7 and Theorem 9 that for 1] <4,
and B> B,, one can find elements 0;, 0,,, 0,,;, of @®, ©® and 6PN O, at which
?;, (15# " @ug ,» respectively, are minimised. Since, by Theorem 9, F (4, B,1)
=Q'>ug,1(0#gl), it suffices for us to show that

lim dim( )= <I> 20,7 (5.21)

g— w0
and that
lim @,,(6,,)=2,0,). (5.22)

Let 0,,, be the element of @, obtained by replacing 0, in each cell C, by its
mean value over that cell. Then it follows from the convexity of ¢ and our
definition of ®@® that 0,4:€ 0®nO,. Hence as 0,,, 0,,, are elements of OP,

0Pno, at which @, diug » respectlvely, are mmlmlsed‘:g
ul(eul) = u/l(gygﬂ) (523)
and
A ug/l(gugi) = éug),( , g/l) (524)

Further, it follows from our definitions of ®®, cDu » @W , in Sect. 4 (iii) and (iv) that,
in view of the convexity of @ and the uniform boundedness of the elements of @(B)
(by Lemma 7)

lirgri sup ®,,(0,,)=?,,0,, (5.25)
and
ﬂgZ(Q)—MDlu(G) uniformly w.rt. 0 in ®®, as g—o0. (5.26)

Hence, by Egs. (5.23)+(5.26),

D,5(0,,) < Himinf @,,(0,,,,) < lim sup b,,,(0,,.,)

= lirgn_)soklp éugl( )< hm 1sup @ugl(é) )= liIgl'LSOlolp @ul(f);gl) < GBM(HM) ,

uga uga

from which it follows that (5.21) is Val1d
Finally it follows from Lemma 6 and our definitions of @,, ¢,, and ©® that,
for any 0e ©®),

19,(0)— &,.,(0) <03 §d3xd3yexr>( ulx—y)/Ix—yl;

and therefore @ {0)—@,(0), uniformly with respect to 0 @®), as u— co. Equation
(5.22) follows lmmedlately from this result and the definitions of 0,, 0, as elements

of @® at which &,, cbu . respectively, are minimised.
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Proof of Theorem [1. Since h is bounded, one can easily infer from Egs. (3.1), (3.2)
that Fy(4, f,1) is non-decreasing in 5, non-increasing in / and uniformly continuous
in 4, for |A] < 4,. Hence, it follows from (4.2), (4.3), (4.7), (4.8) that, given J, ¢ >0, then
for sufficiently large u and g,

Fypugds B, D+ N, 1, 9) 2 Fy(2, B,1)
214207 %) Fy, (0, B— 5,14+ 8) — (1 + 217 V%) " e(N, 1, g) (5.27)

Nug

where

lim lim lim ¢(N,y, g)=0. (5.28)

HL— 00 g—> 0 N—-o

By Theorems 9, 10 and the boundedness conditions obtained from Lemmas 6-8, it
follows from (5.27) and (5.28) that

F(2, B, )z limsup Fy(4, ,1) = Uminf Fy(4, ,) 2 F(4, f =9, [ +¢). (5.29)
Thus, as d, ¢ are arbitrary positive numbers, it suffices for us to establish that

lim lim F(A, B—8,1+¢)=F(L, B, 1), (5.30)

e>00-0

in order to infer the desired result from (5.29).

Now, as Fy, (4, f,1) is concave in f~ ! it follows from Theorems 9, 10 that the
same is true for F(4,f,]). Further, by Lemma 6 and Theorem 10, F(4,S,1) is
bounded for finite 1, and hence as it is concave in this variable, it is continuous
in f over bounded intervals that exclude the origin. Hence

lim F(4, B—3,1+8)=F( B, 1+¢) (5.31)

In order to pass to the limit ¢—0, we first note that, for ¢>0, a treatment,
parallel to that leading to Theorem 10, yields the result that

lim lim lim —(¢q~*Np)” *InTrexp(—pH

pn—>o0 g—>oo N—oo

=min{<bl(e, %)|oe L, (Q); ae L (Q); 0>0; !j) d3nQ(X)=q}~

Nug

The L.H.S. of this equation may be seen from Theorems 9, 10, and our definition of
Fy,q to be gF(4, B,1). Hence it follows from Eq. (4.12) that

qF(, B )< d,(0,0) if geL(Q),aeL_(Q),0>0, [ dxo(x)=q. (5.32)
Q

Now let £,(D Q) be a cube of side [ +¢, and let (b(e’ be the Thomas-Fermi functional
obtained by replacing Q by £, in the def1n1t1on of 47 Then, by Theorem 10,

F(L,B,1+6)= 900, .25, (533)
where (g, . @, ) minimises & Let

d5,.= jdstz,s(x) (5.34)
Q
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and let (¢, ,, &, ,) be the restriction of (¢, ,, ; ,) to Q. Then it follows from (5.32) and
(5.34) that

q/l,cF(j's ﬁa l)éé},(él,p &},,g s (535)

and hence, by Egs. (3.5)(3.7), (5.29). (5.31). (5.33) and (5.35), together with our
definitions of ¢, g, , and &, ,,

OgF()‘" ﬁ? l)—F(}"l’i l+8)§(1 _ql,s)F(laﬁ’ l)
+ | @xdlo, ), )+ [ dxdPyu(x,y)e; (x)e; ()

Q2:\Q Q2\0Q2
+ A [ PxpdPxh(xg, L x )08 (x,). 0P x,). (5.36)
QK\Qk

In view of the uniform boundedness conditions given by Lemmas 7-9, it follows
easily from (5.35) and (5.36) that

lim F(4, ,1+¢)=F(4,,])
and hence, by (5.31), we see that the formula (5.30) is valid. [

6. Proof of Lemmas

Proof of Lemma 5. In view of Egs. (1.1) and (3.6), it suffices for us to prove that, for
us to prove that, for goeR, and ay=(@, (4", ..., ®,(A")),

P20 %) = Po(20) (6.1)
and

P0g, 1) >@oloy) for oy Foy. (6.2)

Let us first prove (6.1). By Egs. (2.8) and (3.4),

P00 %) = Po(Q0) - (6.3)

Since @ is the closure of ¢, we can find a sequence {(¢,, ®,) in the interior of Dom ¢,
the region where ¢ is finite, such that (g, a,)— (04, %) and ¢(g,,o,)—@(04, %,) as
n—oo [13, p. 52]. Hence, as ¢(g,, %,) =®,(0,), by Egs. (2.8) and (3.4), it follows that

P09, %) 2 lil;lILSOl(.)lp ®00,),
and therefore, in view of the continuity of ¢,

(00s %) Z Po(20)- (6.4)

On the other hand, ¢ < ¢, by definition of the closure of a convex function; and
therefore, by (6.3) and (6.4), Eq. (6.1) is valid.

We shall prove the inequality (6.2) firstly for the case where k=1 and then for
arbitrary ke Z , . For the former case, we start by assuming that, contrary to (6.2),
there exists og oy, in R, such that

P00 %0) = Po(Qo) - (6.5)

For definiteness we shall assume that ag >0, : the case ag <o, can be treated
analogously.
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It follows immediately from (6.5) that 05 :=(g,, a)e Dom . Let € be the curve
a=a(e): = @,(A), which is continuous because of the w*-continuity of @, in ¢. Since
P(0, a(0))=py(0) [cf. (6.1)] it follows that € also lies in Dom@. Let ¢,,0, be two
positive numbers such that ¢, <o, <o,, and let 0;:=(g,, a(g,)) for i=1,2. We define
K to be the interior of the domain bounded by the curve ¥ and the lines
connecting 0, to 0, and 0, thus, as we are taking a; to be greater than o,

oo —alo;)

0 i

K= {(9, w)le>ale) ;< a(g;) + (e—g¢) for i=1, 2}.

Since 0 and % lie in Dom ¢, it follows from the convexity of ¢ that K CInt Dom@;
and therefore ¢ and @ coincide in K [13, Theorem 7.4]. Hence as
(00, 3(0tg +0p))e K, it follows that

P00, 3 (0t +00)) = P00, 3 (000 +02p) - (6.6)

Further, as ¢ is jointly convex in its arguments,

P(Q0> 3 (0o +06)) S 3P0 %) + 5 P05 oLp)
=900, %), by (6.3) and (6.4);

and consequently, by (6.6),
P(20- 30t +%0)) = (05 %) - (6.7)

However, as the free energy density functional for the ideal Fermi gas at given
density is minimised at the unique state @, (cf. Appendix 2, Theorem A2.1), it
follows from Eq. (3.10) that (6.7) cannot be valid when oy, % 0o,. In other words, we
have established that the assumption of (6.5) cannot be valid with of3a,, and
thereby proved the inequality (6.2) for the case when k=1.

In the case where k> 1, we define ¢, :R, xR—-R {0}, for i=1,...,k, by the
formula

P inf{ f(w)|n(w)=0; W(AD)=aP} if IJwe P ()
¢ie.") {n(w)=g, o(A)=0"; and =o0 otherwise. 68)
Hence by Egs. (3.4) and (6.8)

oo, 1) Z @ 0,29 ; o= (o, ..., a®). (6.9)

In order to reduce our proof of (6.2) to the one we have already carried out for
k=1, it suffices to show that

Plo, )= ¢ lo,a), (6.10)

where @, is the closure of ¢, This we now do as follows. In the non-trivial case
where the L.H.S. of (6.10) is finite, we may choose a sequence (g,, «,)e Dom ¢ such
that (g, %,)~(0,) and @(e,,%,) (0, %) as n—co. Hence

¢(o.0)= lim (g, )= limsup p,(0,, ) (by (6.9))
2 limsup ¢¢,.4) (as 9, Z )

=>¢0,0%) (by lower semicontinuity of ¢,). [
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Proof of Lemma 6. Tt follows from the lower semicontinuity of ¢ that ¢~ !(— oo, B]
is closed, and hence that @® is a closed subset of @. Let (0, 2)e ©®. Then by Egs.
(6.1), (6.2) and the definition of @P),

0o0(x) = @lo(x),(x)) B for x ae. in Q. (6.11)

Since the function ¢, :R, —R is bounded on the compacts, continuous, lower-
bounded and tending to oo at co, it follows from (6.11) that JpzeR, such that
o(x)<Bfor xa.e.in &, i.e. |¢| ., S0 It also follows from (6.11) that, for xa.e. in Q,
(o(x), a(x))e Dom @ and hence belongs to the closure of Dom¢. Therefore, by Eq.
(3.4), |o®) £)|A?D| for i=1,..,k. Thus, we have proved that @® is a closed
subset of the compact metrisable space

OP :={0=(0; ", ..,aM)eO||lol , £ap; 107, < [4P( for i=1,..,k},
and is therefore itself compact and metrisable. []

Proof of Lemma 7. (13,1 is defined by Egs. (3.5)—(3.7). It follows from the uniform
boundedness of the elements of @® (cf. Lemma 7), together with the fact that
ve L,(Q?) and h is bounded, that the contributions to ) , given by A¥ and by the
last term on the R.H.S. of (3.6) are both continuous. Hence, in order to establish
the lower semicontinuity of @,, and likewise of @M, it suffices for us to prove that

the mapping 6(e @®)— [ d*>x p(6(x)) possesses this property.
Q

For this purpose, we resolve Q into cells, Cy, ..., C,; and, for 0 @), we define
0, to be the element of @ obtained by replacing 6 in each cell C, by its mean
value, 0,, over C,. We then define

G(0)= (jz d>x p(0(x)) (6.12)
and

9 -
G,(0)= !fz d*x@(0,(x) = _Zl ?0,)1C,I. (6.13)

Since the elements of @® are uniformly bounded (cf. Lemma 7), it follows that the
mapping 0—0, is continuous. Hence, by (6.13), as ¢ is lower semicontinuous, so
too is G,

By Lusin’s theorem, 0,(x) converges pointwise to 60(x), except on a set of
arbitrarily small measure, as g— co. Hence, as ¢ is bounded and lower semicon-
tinuous, it follows from Egs. (6.12), (6.13), together with Fatou’s lemma, that

lim inf G, (6) = G(0) (6.14)

On the other hand, as ¢ is convex, we see from (6.12), (6.13) that G (0) < G(60).
Therefore, Eq. (6.14) implies that G is the supremum of a family {G,} of lower
semicontinuous functions on @® and is therefore itself lower semicontinuous. [

Proof of Lemma 8. Our method here is an extension of that used in Ref. [5] for the
proof of the uniform boundedness of the density.

We shall employ the following notation: o:=(u,g,4,f,l), with || <4,
Be(By, By, le(ly,1,); (2, 8,) denotes an element of @, at which @#gl is minimised ;
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(@, ®,,) denotes the value of (g,, @,) in the cell C,; and v, h,, . are as defined by
Egs. (5.11), (5.12). Thus, the increment 4, in the value of (13 ,2 When its argument is
changed from (g, &,) due to increments IC " 'rand — IC | 1t in the densities in
C,l, C,,, respectively, is non-negative. Hence it follows from the definition of <15 9>

in Sect 4(iv), together with the convexity of ¢ and Egs. (3.5)3.7), (5.11), (5. 12)
that the inequality tLiIPO 4,/t =0 yields the following result:
¢i’+)(édrl’&0"‘1)+ Zvﬂsaaslcsl
2 04 @ o)+ X 01,051 (6.15)

where gb(” denote the right and left derivatives, respectively, of @ w.r.t. 9. Since this
result is vahd for all pairs of cells C,,, C,,, it follows that

mln [(p(+ )(Qaﬂ &O‘r) + Z vrséo‘s ICSI]

ra’

g mle [(2)(9_ )(édr’ &cr) + Z Drséaslcs]] >

and hence, there exists a quantity 7,, independent of r, such that

B, s %) 211, 20572, 8,,),  for r=1,...,9, (6.16)
where
ﬁo‘r = f]o- - Z Urs@os . (617)

N

Likewise, by considering the increments in éugz when « is changed from &, to
o, * t in the cell C, only, and leaving ¢ unchanged at g,, we find that

(pi i )(Qo'w o’r) = y((;i)‘ 2 qu— )(@a’w &ar > (6 1 8)
where ¢,(*)denote the right and left derivatives, respectively, of ¢ w.r.t. o, and
J’f;?—/l Z 5rr,hr1 A ep (6.19)

----- j¥Fi

Since ?o and therefore ¢ is lower-bounded [cf. Eq. (6.2)], and since (g,,a,)
minimises (D g it follows that (er, a,,)e Dom C Ci(Dom ¢), and consequently, by
(3.4), |9 < ||A(”]| Hence, in view of the boundedness of h and A, it follows from
(6.19) that one can find a finite constant b, independent of ¢, i and r, such that

[yl <b. (6.20)
Let 1, 1, be the real-valued functions on R, x R* and R, respectively given by

the equations

k
pin,y)=inf[@(e,0)—ne—y.ol;  ya= 3 y7 (6.21)

i=1

and

Wwolr)= inf[po(e) —nel. (6.22)
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It follows easily from these definitions that y is jointly concave in its arguments;
and that y,, which is the Gibbs free energy for the ideal Fermi gas at chemical
potential #, is a concave function. Further,

o) =w(n,0) (6.23)

since, by (6.1) and (6.2), ¢, () =inf (g, o) ; and, as the infinum in (6.21) is unaffected

by the restriction that («,0)e Dom@, and thus that || <] A?, it follows from
(6.21)~(6.23) that

k
|wULYV—WJﬂN§.§%Dﬁ”HAmH. (6.24)

In view of (6.18) and (6.19), it follows from the convexity of ¢ that, when (», y)
=(#,,»¥,,), the infinum on the R.H.S. of (6.21) is attained for (g, «)=(g,,,,,); and
that

1/)(’1, y) - lp(ﬁar’ yar) =- (17 - ﬁar)@o’r - (y - J_)crr)’ O_Co.r .

Hence, as  is jointly concave in its arguments, (—g,,, —,,) is tangent to y at
(#512 V,,), and therefore

- wl(1* )(ﬁo'r’ )_7”) —S_. éo’r é - lp( - )(ﬁo'r’ yar) > (6'25)
where (") are the right and left derivatives, respectively, of y w.r.t. .

Now, by (6.20) and (6.24), one can find a finite constant ¢, independent of ¢ and
r, such that

|UJ(T], ya'r) - wo(ﬂ)l < CVWGR .

Thus, choosing p to be some positive constant,
W AP Vo) =0, 50) _ Wol1+P)—woln) _ 2¢
p p p’
and hence, in view of the convexity of i and y,, as well as the differentiability of
wO’

W1, 3,5, > won +p)—2¢/p, (6.26)
where v, is the derivative of y,. Similarly,

W m, ,,) <woln —p)+2¢/p. (6.27)
Therefore, by (6.25)—(6.27),

Oor < — Yol +p)+2¢/p (6.28)
and

0> —Yoln—p)—2¢/p. (6.29)

It may now be seen that one can adapt the argufnent of [5, Sect. 4] to infer
from Egs. (6.17), (6.28), (6.29) and the behaviour of y,(y) ( ~—#n>/?) for large n, that
0,, is uniformly bounded w.r.t. ¢ and r. Specifically, one can do this by using the
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arguments of that article to show first that (6.17) and (6.29) imply that 7, has a
finite upper bound; and then inferring from this result and Egs. (6.17), (6.28) that
0,, 1s uniformly bounded.

In order to establish a similar result for ¢(g,,,,,), we note that qc) 42 cannot be
decreased if its argument is altered from (g,, & )by changlng &, to @, (A). Hence,
it follows from the definition of Q') 41 as given in Sect. 4(1v) together with Egs.
(3.5)(3.7), that, in view of (6.1),

qDO(Qar) Q)(Qarﬂ aor) + yar ( Xp J)'éar(A)) .

Thus, in view of the uniform boundedness of y_, [cf. (6.20)] and &_,, we can find a
constant d, independent of ¢ and r, such that §(g,,, ,,) < @.(¢,,) +d; and therefore,
as ¢, is bounded on the compacts and g,, is uniformly bounded, it follows that
@(0,, %,,) is uniformly upper bounded. []

Appendix 1: Mean Field Theory

In order to avoid inessential notational complications, we confine our derivation

of the formula (5.20) to the case where g=2 and h, ,, =0 except whenr, =1,7r,=2.

The full proof of (5.20) for the general case can be carried out analogously.
Thus, we replace the formula (5.15) by the following simpler one:

Hy ,=T,0L,+1,®T,+ NAP®AP + Nvo,0,, (A1.1)

where v=v,,, |C,|=|C,|=1 and 1 is absorbed into A{"®AY. Equation (4.9) can
now be expressed in the form

Fy=min{N "' Tr(¢1n5+GHy )loePy; 5Dy}, (A12)

where Py is as defined in Sect.4(iv), Dy , denotes the set of density matrices in
Hy > P is taken to be equal to 1 and the parameters u, | are omitted. We define F{O’
to be the corresponding quantity when the density matrices are restricted to those
without intercellular correlations, i.e.

FO =min{N"1Tr(61n5+6Hy )0 Py; 5=56,®5,€Dy ,} (A1.3)
the trace in this expression attaining its infinum, as it corresponds to a lower

semicontinuous function on a compact set (cf. [12]). We shall now establish (5.20),
for the model treated here, in two stages. In the first of these, we shall prove that

lim (Fy—F)=0; (A14)
and in the second we shall show that

I\;l_rlgoF‘O)—mm{@(gl,Qz,ocl,acz)lgl,gzeR+,Q1+Q2—1 ay,0,€R}Y, (AL5)
with

(01,043 01, 0,) = P04, 01) + P05, a,) + 00,005 +10,0, - (A1.6)

Equations (A 1.4)~(A1.6) imply the desired result, corresponding to (5.22).
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Stage 1. Tt follows immediately from (A 1.2) and (A1.3) that
Fy<F©. (A1.7)

In order to obtain an upper bound for F{) — F, we first note that the values of &,
0, for which the minimum in (A 1.2) is achieved, satisfy the relation

g=exp(— Hy ,)/Tr(idem). (A1.8)
Let

& —5.05, (A1)
where

5,=Tr,6; &,=Tr& (A1.10)

and Tr; is the partial trace over #(: = #,,,(C))). It follows from (A 1.1}-(A1.3) that
FO<N! "fr(”/ &+6'Hy,)

ZTr(a Ing)+Tr(@ HNQ)

SN ' Tr(EIng+6 H v.o)  (subadditivity of entropy)

ie.
FO<F,+N 'Tr(¢ —&)Hy,). (A1.11)
In order to utilise the techniques of [8], we introduce the “perturbed Hamiltonian”
Hy (x):=Hy ,+Nx, AD®I, + Nx,I, ® AP ; x=(x,,x,)eR?; (A1.12)

and we define Fy(x), FQ(x), &(x), &'(x), o(x) to be the quantmes obtained on
replacement of Hy , by H ,(x) in the formulae for Fy, F\’, &, &, &,, respectively.
Hence, by (A1.1), (A1.7) and (A1.9)-(A1.12),

0= FO(x) — Fy(x) £ Tr((&(x) — 6(x)) (AP @ AP)
= — 5AP = (AL, ) @ AT 500 = $CAL @A = (AP 00V -
Therefore, as Eq. (5.16) implies that [AD] <[ A9, we see that
0SFQ(x)— Fylx)=c . Zl , (AP = APy, DI, (AL13)

where c is a constant, chosen to exceed (|| AV|| + | 4?|). In view of Eq. (5.16), one
can easily find a subset <7, of <, that is dense in .7, such that {A?} satisfy the
conditions corresponding to [8; Eq.7] for all AV, A®e./,. Consequently for
such A, 4®, Eq. (A1.12) is amenable to the same treatment as a similar formula
in [8], and may thus be shown to imply that

0S FQ(x)— Fy(x) Sy, N V2(— AF y(x)) 2 +9, N2 (= AF (x)?3,  (A1.14)

where y,, 7, are finite positive constants, and 4 is the two-dimensional Laplacian;
and thence that Eq. (A1.4) is valid. This result is extended by continuity to
arbitrary A, AP e o/,
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Stage 2. Let &, @6, and g™ correspond to the values of the density matrix and
particle distribution, respectively, at which the Trace in (A1.3) is minimised. Then,
if ¢, is any other density matrix in 5, the replacement of ; by ¢; cannot decrease
the value of that Trace. Hence, using (A 1.1)

Tr(6, I8, +5(T,+ 7V AP) S Tr 50+ 5T+ 7V AP)), (AL15)
where
O =Tr,(6,49);  FP=Tr, 5, 4AV). (A1.16)

(A 1.14) constitutes a variational principle, from which it follows that
5,=exp—(T,+ 3™ AP)/Tr (idem). (A1.17)

Thus, by (A1.1), (A1.3) and (A1.16),

F(O)—, le(w (@), PN — G ) 4 G Z) 4 G 5 (A1.18)
where

w(@",y) = —InTr,exp—(T;+y,4) (A1.19)
and

a™ =Tr5,4"). (A1.20)
It follows from these last two equations that vy, is concave in y, and that

W@, ) =y @V, 5 < (= F) Y (A121)

By (5.16), (A 1.20) and (A 1.21), the sequences {g"}, {&™} and {7} are uniformly
bounded, as N runs through Z, , and therefore have accumulation points g;, &; and
¥ respectively. Correspondingly (cf. [ 10 ; Proposition 3.5.10]), {yy(@™, ™)} has an
accumulation point (g, y;), where y is the thermodynamic potential defined by
the formula

W@, y)= lim (@, ) (A1.22)
or equivalently [12],

W(@; y) =min{f (@) +y,0(A7)|we L (L) ; l(w) =2} ,
i.e., by Eq. (3.4),

W(@s yi) = min{(Q, o) + y; o ;€ R (A1.23)
It follows from (A 1.21), (A1.22) that

W@ ¥) = w(@n V)= (V= )% (A1.24)
and from (A 1.18) and (A 1.22) that {F("’} has an accumulation point, namely

FO= 3 (0@5)=05)+ 35+l (A1.25)

It now remains for us to prove that F© is equal to the R.H.S. of (A1.5).
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Let 4; be the convex set given by {o,€ R|w(2;, ;) —(0; V) =(v; — V),V y,e R}
corresponding to the set of tangents to y(g;, -) at y;; and let £(4,) be the set of
extremal elements of A,. Then since by (A1.24), a,e 4,, we may write

%= Z ¢j;;5¢;>0; Zc ;0,,€6(4) (A1.26)
j

Further, by [9; Theorem 1], as a;e8(4,), there exist sequences {y;;,}, {%;.}>
converging to y;, &, respectively, such that y(g;, y,) is differentiable w.r.t. y; at y,,
and that the resultant differential coefficient is &;;, On the other hand, one may
infer from (A1.23) and the concavity of i that when ;= Yij» the term on the
R.H.S. of that equation is minimised at v (@ ¥;;,): =%&;,, where y, denotes the
derivative of v w.r.t. its second argument. Hence, by (A1.23)

(Qv Ocl]n) w(uv yljn)_)_/ijn&ijn’ (A127)

and therefore, by (A 1.26), (A1.27)
(0, ) — V%= I}Ln;) Z ;00 %)
; ,
= lim sup (éi, Y., jn> (convexity of @)

> limsup ¢ (gl, Z c %n) (as 9 =9)

=®(0;,a;) [by (A1.26) and lower semicontinuity of @]
Hence, by (A1.6) and (A1.25),
FO=d,,0,;8,,8,). (A1.28)

Let ¢":R, x R—>Ru{oo} be defined so that, for fixed g, @'(g, -) is the closure of
oo, +); and let @, ' be the function obtained by replacing ¢ by ¢, ¢’ in the definition
of @ in (Al. 6). It follows easily from these definitions that &= &' > @ and that the
minimum of & may be replaced by the infinum of @, and thus also by the infimum of
@',in(A1.6). Hence, in view of (A1.28), we see that the desired result will be established
if we prove that, for arbitrary fixed ¢,,0, >0, with ¢, +¢,=1,

min &'(o,, 0, ; a,, ) = F© (A1.29)

Gt
Let ¢(0,,0,; -) attain its minimum at (&,,d,). Then, defining

Vi1=08,39,=04, (A1.30)
it follows from our definition of @ that ¢'(g,,,)+ J;; is minimised at &, Thus

P'(25 ;) + 3,8, = min (¢'(e,, o) + J; ) = 1nf ((o;, ;) + ;)

=y(e»3y), by (A1.23).
Hence the L.H.S. of (A1.29) is equal to
Y (len 99— 9idy)+ 8, + 00,0, (A131)

i=1,2
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Again we use [9; Theorem 1] and approximate j, & arbitrarily closely by ;.
Y by With 6, = (0, D), €4 >0, ¢y =1. Thus,
[ [
v(e, 9)— 8,2 Z Cal (0 D) — 8l —e, (A132)
[

where ¢ may be made arbitrarily small by choosing {J,,} sufficiently close to J,.
Further [cf. (A1.22)]
w(gp Pa) = lim py(e™, 9y); with  lim o™ =g;. (A1.33)

Hence, as y(g,, -) is differentiable at y,, and wy(e!™, -) is differentiable at all points,
it follows (by Lemma 3) that

lim 44" =3, (A1.34)
with

a5 =wy (0 IR (A1.35)
Consequently, by (A1.19) and (A 1.32)-(A1.35),

w(Qi ) — ;8,2 lim N~ ;cik Tr6, 06, +6,T)—¢, (A1.36)
where

Gy =exp—(Ti+ 95 AP)/Tr, (idem), (A1.37)
and thus

Try(6, AP) =6, (A1.38)

where Tr, is the Trace over the No™ particle subspace of #(C,). Putting 4,
=Y ¢ 64 it follows from (A1.36), together with the convexity of Tr,(&,1n4,) in &,
tha,{
e §)Z limsup N~ Tr(6,In6,+6,T)—e. (A1.39)
Thus, by (A1.1), (A1.38) and (A 1.39), the expression (A 1.31) is not less than
limsup N~ Tr(6Ing+6Hy )—e, with 6=6,6,

Consequently, by (A1.3) and our definition of F© as a limit point of {F{?}, the
expression (A 1.31) cannot be less than F© —¢; and, as ¢ is arbitrary, this means
that (A1.29) is valid. [

Appendix 2

For ¢eR ., we define 4,:={we S ()| f(w)=0¢y@); n(w)=g}, corresponding to
the set of translationally invariant equilibrium states of the ideal Fermi gas. We
shall prove the following theorem.
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Theorem A2.1. A, consists of a single element, and this satisfies the K.M.S.
conditions with respect to the free evolution of the ideal Fermi gas.

Our proof of this theorem will be based on constructions, analogous to those
made for lattice systems in [9]. Thus, we first resolve R? into (half-open) cubes,
whose centres are the sites of the lattice Z.3, and define % to be the set of bounded
subsets {Y} of R3, formed by unions of finite numbers of these cubes. We then
define % to be the set of mappings b from % into the self-adjoint elements of .7
such that (i) b(Y)e A (Y)VYe%; (ii) b is covariant w.r.t. space translations, i.c.
b(Y+n)=1(n)b(Y)VYe%, ne Z>, where t(R3) is the group of automorphisms of .o/
corresponding to space translations; and (iii)

lpl:= ¥ [b(Y)]|<co. , (A21)
OeY

The set 4, equipped with the norm | - |, is thus a separable Banach space. For Ye %,

we define H(Y) to be the operator in s (Y) corresponding to the Hamiltonian for

an ideal Fermi gas in Y, with Dirichlet boundary conditions ; and we denote the N-

particle component of H(Y) by H,(Y). We define the local perturbative

Hamiltonian, U,(Y) (e #(Y)), corresponding to the “potential” b, by the formula

U (Y)= > b(Y), (A2.2)
Y'cy
and define the free energy density functional #,: Z#—R by the following formula,
of standard type:

F(b)y=— lim
‘Q( ) YtR3; N/|Y|—e

(BIY) ™" In Tryexp— BH(Y) + Uy(Y)), (A23)
where Try denotes the trace over the N-particle subspace of #(Y). Let 97(%)
denote the set of Z*-invariant states on .«Z, f the free energy density functional on
& (s/) — defined analogously with f - for the ideal Fermi gas; and, for be B, let f, be
the "perturbed” free energy density functional on &(<7) given by

for=j@+ 5 200
OeY |Y|

It follows from arguments parallel to those of [9] that # (b) is the minimal value of
f»» and that the (convex compact) set of states 4, , at which f, attains this minimum
are those elements, w, of #(</) corresponding to tangent planes to .7, at b, ie.
those for which

(A2.4)

Vb'edh. (A2.5)

Fo+b)-F b= ¥ XD
¢ ¢ OeY |Y|

Let o7, be the subalgebra of &/ on which YliTl}zl3 [H(Y), -] exists. Then the time

evolution of the ideal Fermi gas corresponds to a group y(R) of automorphisms of
o/, whose generator § has .7, as a core and is given by (cf. [15]):

3(4)= lim iLH(Y), AV Ae.t,. (A2.6)
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Correspondingly, the KMS conditions for a state w of the ideal Fermi gas may be
expressed in the following form [16]:

—iw(A*5A4) Z g(w(A*A), w(AA*)), (A2.7)
where
ulnu—ulnv for u,v=20;u+v>0
glu, )—{ for u=v=0. (A28)

Proof of Theorem A2.1. Let %, be the subset of elements of # at which 7, has a
unique tangent plane. Then (cf [9]), 4, is dense in %, and the extremal tangent
planes at 0 are given by limits of those for sequences of elements b(e %,) that
converge to 0. Further, for be %, the unique element @, of 4,, is given by the
formula

By(A)= oMYAV Ae.A,, (A2.9)

lim
Y1 R3;N/|N|~
where

o =Try((-)exp—BH(Y)+ Uy(Y))/Try(exp — B(H(Y)+ U,(Y))),  (A2.10)
Ay=1YI"" Y 4 Ap=1)4; (A2.11)

leY

and Y is the set of elements | of Z3 such that () Ae.«/(Y). Since o) is a Gibbs
state on &Z(Y), it satisfies the KMS condition w.r.t. the automorphisms of that
algebra, for which the generator is

Sy pi=i[H(Y)+ U,(Y), -1. (A2.12)

Thus
— i (A% 0y, A)Z g0 ) A* A), o) (AAY)). (A2.13)

It follows from (A2.2) that, for Ae (Y,),
ILU), ATl > II6(Y)AJ|  (as (Y) (Y) if YnY =0)

Y nYo+0
<2/Y, 3 [b(Y)] [ A4]
0eY’
=2Y,| Al [bl, by (A2.1);
and hence, by (A2.6) and (A2.12),
zl,i—l»l?) }ir}r{l}éy,b(A)=6(A}VAe%0. (A2.14)

Thus, as 6 commutes with t(l), it follows from Egs. (A2.9), (A2.14) that if & is the
w*-limit of @,, as b—0, then

lim — Um -y Y oM(4%6, ,A4)=D(A*SA),VAe . (A2.15)

b0 y1R3:N/|Y| o =

Hence, by (A2.13) and (A2.15),
—id(A*dA)z lim limsup [Y|7' ) glw{H(AFA), o) (A4,47)),VAe o,

b=>0 Y1 R3;N/|Y|—e leY

(A2.16)
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Now as l}iTlllga |¥]/|Y|=1, and as the function g is jointly convex in its arguments and

possesses the property that, for u,—u and v,—v, liminf g(u,, v,) = g(u, v), it follows
from (A2.9)«(A2.11) and (A2.16) that

—i(A*5A) = g(B(A* A), (AA*)VAe o,

and therefore @ satisfies the KMS conditions.

Let «/(D.2/) be the gauge-dependent C*-algebra of the CAR over I*(R3), and
let @, be the unique (cf. [17] KMS state on ./ corresponding to chemical potential
u. Then, as @ is a KMS state on .oZ, it follows [ 18] that we may express it in the form

o= | dm(pa, (A2.17)
where m is some measure over R. Thus, as @&, is R*-translationally invariant (cf.
[17]), then so too is @. Since the functionals n and f are affine, it follows from the

definition of ¢,(g) as the minimal value of f for translationally invariant states of
particle density ¢ that

o= | dm(wny(u) (A2.18)

and

@ol0)= [ dm(u)py(r) (A2.19)

where the functions ng, 1, represent the densities of particle number and free
energy, respectively, and are given by the standard formulae

1
)= [ P TexpBE — ) +117" (A2.20
and
Polk)= s (K~ B In(L+exp— Hk? ) + (1 + exp k=) .
(A221)

From (A 1.20), one infers easily that the function n, is single-valued and invertible;
and thus, in view of the equivalence of ensembles [10],

Po(0)=o(ng '(0))- (A2.22)
Hence, by (A2.19),

?o(0)= [ dv(@)p,(0) (A2.23)
where
dv(ng(w) =dm(p). (A2.24)

Further, one can infer easily from (A2.20)-(A2.22) that ¢, is strictly convex in g;
and consequently, by (A2.23), v must be the Dirac measure, with support at g.
Hence, by (A2.17) and (A2.24), = ,,; 1, Thus, we have proved that @, ., is the
unique extremal element, and hence the unique element of 4, ,. Therefore as this
state is also R*-translationally invariant, it follows that it is the unique element of
A

o
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