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2D ATTRACTIVE ALMOST-BOSONIC ANYON GASES

DINH-THI NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. In two-dimensional space, we consider a system of N anyons interacts via a short
range attractive two-body interaction. In the stable regime, we derive the average-field-Pauli
functional as the mean-field limit of many-body quantum mechanics. Furthermore, we investigate
the collapse phenomenon in the collapse regime where the strength of attractions tends to a
critical value (defined by the cubic NLS equation) while simultaneously considering the weak
field regime where the strength of the self-generated magnetic field tends to zero.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Anyons are exotic particles that can exist in two-dimensional systems and exhibit fractional
statistics, meaning that their wave functions acquire a nontrivial phase when particles are ex-
changed. Unlike fermions (with half-integer spin) or bosons (with integer spin), anyons can have
fractional spin statistics. The study of anyons, exotic quasi-particles with fractional statistics,
has captivated physicists for decades due to their unique properties and potential applications
in condensed matter physics and quantum information science. Anyons exhibit intermediate
statistics between fermions and bosons, leading to novel phenomena such as fractional quantum
Hall effect and topological quantum computation. In recent years, there has been a growing
interest in understanding the behavior of anyons in the presence of external potentials.
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In this article, we explore the fascinating world of anyons interacting via attractions. More-
over, we consider the weak-field limit corresponding to the regime where the strength of the
external magnetic field is small compared to other energy scales in the system. In this limit,
the effects of the external magnetic field can be treated perturbatively, allowing for analytical or
numerical analysis. We investigate how the interplay between the statistics of anyons and the
presence of point-like attractions gives rise to rich and intriguing physical phenomena, offering
new avenues for theoretical exploration and experimental realization.

1.1. The average-field-Pauli theory of interacting “almost-bosonic” anyon gases.
Mathematically, in the mean-field regime, “almost-bosonic” interacting anyon gas is described by
the “average-field-Pauli” functional (also known as Chern—Simon—Schrédinger in the literature)

Eiglu] = /R U(—iv + BA[u)ul” + V\u\z—%\u\‘l . (1.1)

Here u € H'(R?) is with unit probability density [g.|u[*= 1. The magnetic vector potential
Alg] : R? — R? generates a magnetic field

Alo] :== V+wg x o with  wo(x) := log|x|, (1.2)

so that
curl BA[|ul?] = BAwq * |u|?*= 27 B|u|>. (1.3)

Thus 5 € R is the strength of the magnetic field (total/fractional number of flux units). By
conjugation symmetry u — 7 it is enough to consider § > 0. The parameter g € R is the strength
of scalar point interactions. In this article, we are interested in the case of an attraction, i.e.,
g > 0. Finally, the system is trapped by an external scalar trapping potential, V' € L° (R?) and

V(x) — 400 as |z|— +oo. Our main interest in this paper is the behavior of minimizers of the
ground-state energy associated with the functional (I1]), given by

E3Y .= inf {ng}j[u] ru € H' N L3 (R?), /RJUFZ 1} (1.4)

where we have defined the space

12 = {u e [2(R?) /R Vul?< oo} . (1.5)

In the absence of the magnetic field, i.e., 5 = 0, (1)) reduces to the so-called Gross—
Pitaeavskii (also known as nonlinear Schrodinger) functional which models the semi-classical
theory of Bose-Einstein condensations (BECs). Condensates with repulsive interactions (which
corresponds to the case g < 0) have become an important research subject after their first
realization in the laboratory [BII3JI7|30] and it was studied in great mathematical details [31}-
133/38-40/48/53J54]. On the other hand, BECs with attractive interactions (which corresponds to
the case g > 0) were also realized experimentally [6/7/29/55] and it displays behaviors differently
from the repulsive BECs since the system might collapse when the two-body interaction is too
negative. In the pass few years, many mathematical works deal with the collapse phenomenon
of the focusing system [18[25]26//33/35/47/49/5460].

In the presence of the self-generated magnetic field (LZ), ground states of (LI]) display
vortex lattices [I4]. This is similar to the triangular Abrikosov lattice of superfluidity in rotating
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BECs where ([2) was replaced by the constant magnetic field [I2IT2JT620/24/51]. See also
[M82533H35147] for related works of rotating Bose gases in the focusing regime. The functional
(T is the effective model in the study of anyon gases which interpolates between Bose gases
and Fermi gases. For non-interacting anyon gases (which corresponds to the case ¢ = 0 in
(L)), the validity of the so-called “average-field approximation” 5 _o at fixed B were studied
rigorously in [45] (see also [22] and [43/44] for general reviews). The non-interacting system
displays different phenomenon by varying . While it behaves as non-interacting Boses gases
in the weak field limit |5|— 0 [45], its behavior is given by the Thomas-Fermi-like model in
the strong field limit |3|— oo [I536] where ground states generate infinitely many vortices (see
also [23/46] for related works). On the other hand, anyon gases with self-interactions lead to
collective behavior and emergent phenomena in the system. The derivation of the “average-field-
Pauli” approximation ([LI]) can be obtained by the method of proof in [45] and the quantum
de Finetti theory [52] as used in [333547/53/54] for interacting Bose gases. In the literature,
Sen and Chitra [TT56l57] studied anyon gases with repulsive interactions. Furthermore, anyon
gases with attractive interactions appeared in the study of soliton solutions to the gauged NLS
equation in the Chern-Simon theory [2728] (see [5] for the original work and [19J58] for excellent
textbooks). This is an analog to the study of the famous nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation
in the classical field theory [9/10].

In the case of attractions, i.e., g > 0 in (1), the system is unstable since there is a balance
between the kinetic energy and interacting potential. In other words, the kinetic and quartic
terms in (L)) behave the same after scaling. Hence, there exists a critical interaction strength
g«(B3) above which the system is unbounded from below. Such a critical value is defined naturally

by

g.(8) := inf { Jo: |(_1Y +OAlul D HY(R%C), /Rz|u|2: 1} . (1.6)

3 Jrelul!

Equivalently, ¢.(5) is the optimal constant of the “magnetic” Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality

(—lvm (/. ) num) u

In the case 5 = 0, (L.1) reduces to the famous Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality with the optimal
constant ¢,(0) = ||Q[|7.~ 27 x 1.86... (see [59]) where @ is the (unique) positive, radially
symmetric solution of the 2D cubic N LS equation

~AQ-Q*+Q=0. (1.8)

Jul” (1.7)

RZ

On the other hand, we have

9+(8) = max{g.(0),4x[B[}, VB #0 (1.9)

which follows from the diamagnetic inequality [37, Theorem 7.21] and the Bogomol'nyi inequality
[5] (see also |21, Lemma 1.4.1] and [15])

/ (—iV +6A[|u|2])u’2 > i—/ curl BA[|ul?] = 27r|6|/ lul*, Yue H'(R?*C). (1.10)
R2 R2 R2
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Thus, for large 3, the critical value g.(f3) is at least 47/3. In fact, it was proved in [4] that
9«(B) = 4np for every > 2 and that the infimum in (6] is actually attained for § € 2N*.
On the other hand, for small 3, which is of our main interest in this article, we have that
9+(B) > g.(0) and the infimum in (L6]) is attained for sufficient small 8 > 0 (see [4]). Therefore,
the existence of minimizers of (L)) are expected for g > ¢.(0).

The study of (L) offers a unique window into the behavior of quantum systems in both
the collapse regime and the weak field regime, where the parameters g and § play crucial roles
in shaping the system’s properties. We here delve into the fascinating interplay between these
regimes, seeking to unravel the intricate dynamics of Eafg and its minimizers as g approaches
its critical value g,(0) while simultaneously taking ( to zero. As g approaches g.(0), the system
undergoes a transition from a stable state to a collapsed state, characterized by the onset of
strong correlations and nontrivial phase transitions. Understanding the behavior of ng]; near
this critical point is essential for elucidating the nature of these phase transitions and their
implications for physical systems. Simultaneously, in the weak field regime where § — 0, the
external field exerts a diminishing influence on the system, allowing us to probe the intrinsic
properties of the quantum particles and their interactions. Here, the competition between Pauli
exclusion and external potentials becomes more pronounced, leading to intriguing phenomena
such as the formation of bound states, localization effects, and emergence of topological features.
Our main interest lies in bridging these two regimes and revealing the intricate relationship
between collapse dynamics and weak field behavior in ngg. By analyzing the properties of
the corresponding minimizers, we aim to gain deeper insights into the underlying mechanisms
governing the system’s behavior and its response to external perturbations.

Our first result concerns the existence and properties of minimizers of (.4]).

Theorem 1 (Existence of average-field-Pauli minimizers). Let V € L (R?) and V(z) — +o00
as |x|= +oo. If B> 0 and g < g.(B) then there exists u € H'(R?) with [p.|ul*= 1 such that
47 1u] = B3,

Remark 1. It is worth noting that minimizers for (L4 exist not only for ¢ < ¢.(0), as seen
in the Gross—Pitaevskii theory of (rotating) Bose gases, but also for g.(8) > g > ¢.(0) since
9x(B) > ¢.(0). This is the noteworthy of Theorem [l In fact, for large 5 > 2, the existence result
was obtained for all 0 < g < ¢.(8) = 4np.

Our next result concern the collapse phenomenon in the average-field-Pauli theory. In order
to simplify and formula our next result, we here consider the trapping potential of the form

V(z) = [af

for s > 0. Furthermore, let’s introduce the following notations
o -1 S s 2 _ 2 2
Qo= [1Ql2Q, Q=5 | [2[lQ" and Ay = [|A[|QolT]Qoll7-
R

where @ is the unique (up to translation and dilation) real-valued solution of (LS.

Theorem 2 (Condensation and collapse of average-field-Pauli minimizers). Let g = gg with
BN\ 0 and {ug} be a sequence of minimizers of nglg)ﬁ. Then there exists a sequence {8g}z C
0,27) such that, for the whole sequence,

lim Caug(€s - +a,)e = Qo (1.11)
£5—0
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strongly in H'(R?). Moreover,

. s+2 .
Eﬁf; - S_fﬁQs (14 0(1)g-0) - (1.12)

Here the blow-up length (s in (LII) and (LI2) is determined in the following three cases:

(i) Sub-critical regime. If g5 /" ¢.(0) such that % < g.(0) — gg, then

1

_(9+(0) = gg |+
05 = <W> . (1.13)

(i1) Critical regime. If gg = g.(0), then

o (BA) i

(iii) Super-criticial regime. If g5 = g.(0) + 793* where 0 < 79 < 7. and T, is a universal
constant independent of B, then

fp = <g_2 (_9:(00) +AO>>S+2 N (95 _Qg:(O) (_9*10) " %)) - (1.15)

Remark 2. e The critical regime covered the case where 3% > ¢.(0) — gz. If g.(0) — gs =
O(B?) (we assume without loss of generality that g.(0) — gz = 7o3* for some 7, > 0)
then we still have (ILIT)) and (II2) where {5 is defined analogously as in (LIH) with 7

replaced by 7.

e The assumption on gg in Theorem is to guarantee the existence of a minimizer.
This is due to the fact that, for small /3, the difference between the critical value g.(/3) and
the Gagliardo-Nirenberg constant ¢,.(0) diminishes at a rate proportional to 5% (see [4]).
More precisely, there exist two constants 0 < C, < C* = ¢,(0).Ay (independent of /3)

such that
9:(0) + C. 5% < g.(B) < g.(0) + C*5%. (1.16)
The universal constant 7, in Theorem is then given by
T, := lim inf M

£—0 52

1.2. Many-body theory of interacting “almost-bosonic” anyon gases. From the first
principle of quantum mechanics, a 2D interacting anyon gas in a trapping potential V' is described
by the system of N particles (see [45])

N 2
Hivgo= > (—iVj + % > Viwg(z; - m) +V(z;)

=1 k£j

9
— 7]\7 1 Z WNV(ZL']' - l'k) (1'17)

1<j<k<N
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acting on the Hilbert space Hy := L2 (R*N). The two-body attraction is described by the

sym
function of distance between particles and is scales by the parameter v > 0, given by

0 < Wxv(z) = N¥*W(Nz) = Wy (—2) € L' N L™(R?)  with W =1. (1.18)
R2

The quantum energy associated to (LI7) is given by

By, = mf{(xymHﬁw,g\@N) Uy € LQ(RQN),/R Wy |*= 1}. (1.19)

2N

Since (LIT) takes action on the symmetric space, the usual mean-field approximation suggests
to restrict many-body wave functions into the factorized ansatz

Un(zy,. .., on) = u®N(zy, ..., 2y) = u(zy) .. u(zy). (1.20)

Taking the expectation of (LIT) against (L20)), with the normalization condition ||ul| 2= 1, we
obtain the “average-field-Hartree” energy functional

gafH B <U®N, Hﬁu’@gU@N)
V’th[u] = N

The associated average-field-Hartree ground state energy, given by

Ey) ., = inf {Eafffg,g[u] Tu € HI(RQ),/

R2

lu|*= 1} (1.22)

is thus an upper bound to the many-body ground state energy. The average-field-Hartree theory
plays an interpolation role between the many-body and one-body average-field-Pauli theory. In
fact, the Hartree functional ([L2T]) is related to the average-field-Pauli functional (1) since the
potential Wy converges to the delta function dy in the mean-field limit regime N — oo.

It is worth noting that the Hamiltonian (LI7) is too singular when acting on the product
state (L20). To circumvent this issue, a regularization of the magnetic vector potential (L2)

was used in [22/45]. It was given by (see [22/45])

1(B(0, R))

o (1.23)

Ag[o] := V*wr x 0 with wg = wy *
We then introduce the regularizations £ %%7 g ]"i,fl{ Ry and E%% 9 E?Vﬂf R, Of the original energy
functionals £, EAV' 5 and energies B4, E3l'; . where we replaced A (defined by (L2)) in

(D), (C20) and (L), (L22) respectively by A (defined by (I23)). Furthermore, for the many-
body problem, we consider the regularized Hamiltonian H afu7 R With the associated reguralized

quantum energy E;f?% 5,40 Where wy (defined by (L2)) in (ILI7) was replaced by wg (defined by
@23)).

In the literature, the derivation of the average-field-Pauli theory (ILT]) as the limit of quantum
mechanics was done for non-interacting anyon gases (5 # 0 and g = 0) in [45] (see also [22]) and
for interacting Bose gases (8 = 0 and g # 0) in [33] (see also [354T4854]. It is worth noting that,
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for Bose gases, the semi-classical approximation theory is usually called nonlinear Schrédinger
(NLS) or Gross—Pitaevskii (GP). For interacting anyon gases, a weak result, in the high density
regime, can be obtained by combining those well-known results. However, the most challenging
problem is to obtain BECs in the dilute regime where v > % It seems that the arguments using
the second moment estimate in [35J47J48] cannot be used since the Hamiltonian (LI7) invoked
three-body interactions. Such an argument is only available in the low one-dimensional setting
(see [50] for a discussion).

In order to verify the validity of the effective average-field-Pauli theory (II]) from the many-
body quantum mechanic, it is necessary to introduce the k-particles reduced density matrices.
It is defined, for any many-body wave function ¥y € L?(R?Y), by the partial trace

%(I/kz)v = Trpon|Yn) (Y|, VEeN.

(k)

Equivalently, 7y, is the trace class operator on L?(R?") with kernel

fy\(l’kaf(x:L’ ey Ty Y1,y - 7yk> = / \IIN(xlv R 7xk7Z)\IIN(y17 cee 7yk7Z)dZ
R2(N—k)
The Bose-Einstein condensation (L20) is then characterized properly by
hm Tr’vq, u®*) ®k|‘—0 Vk € N.

For (non-)interacting anyon gases, one of the main features of the reduced density matrices is
to rewrite the quantum energy, i.e., the expectation of the Hamiltonian ((LIT) in terms of three-
particles reduced density matrices (see [33/45]). We are now in the position to formulate our
last main result. We have the following.

Theorem 3 (Condensation and collapse of many-body ground states). We consider N extended
interacting anyons EA2y rpg Of radius R= Ry ~ N~ in an external potential V(z) = |z|* with
s > 0. We assume that the two-body interaction function Wyv satisfy (LI8)) and assume the

relation 5

< )
6s+ 6 4s+4

(i) Let 5,9 > 0 be fired with g < g.(8). Assume further that v < n if g > g.(0). Then, in
the limit N — oo, we have the convergence of the ground state energy

and 0<n<

(1.24)

lim By 5, =B >0. (1.25)

N—oc0 -

Moreover, if {Un}x is a sequence of ground states of E?Vf?l\é[ .90 then there exists a Borel

probability measure . supported on the set M*T of minimizers of €ﬁ

M= {u € L*(R?): 5 Bg7/ |u|?= 1}

such that, modulo restricting to a subsequence, we have

g b€

lim Tr
N—oo

—0, VkeN. (1.26)

k
" — / ) (u*|dpa(u)
MafP
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(i) Let Qo, Qs, Ao, {Bn}n with By N\ 0, {gn}n with gn — 9:(0), and {{n}n be as in
Theorem[3. Assume that W € L'(R?) and {x ~ N~7 with

2 —v(6s+6) s—n(ds+4
0 < o < min : il ,8 v(6s + ),8 nids +4) (1.27)
s+3 s+4" s(bs+4) s(5s +4)
Assume further that v < n in the critical case and additionally o < % in the super-
critical case. Then we have the asymptotic formula of the ground state energy
aff a s+2 s
EN%I\IZIHBNygN - ﬁfzagzv (1 + 0(1)N—>00) = s QSEN (1 + 0(1)N—>OO) . (1-28)

Moreover, if {¥n}n is a sequence of ground states of E?vfgl\zéz[NﬁN,gN and if in addition

s—v(bs+6) s—mn(ds+4)
552+ 125 +8 552 + 125+ 8

0<a<min{

then for the whole sequence @y = (AN U (x+), we have

Jim T[40 — Q) (@QF| =0, VkeN. (1.29)

Remark 3. If MY = {uy}, up to a phase, then for the whole sequence,

Jim T ’vé,k])v - |u§k)(u§k|‘ =0, VkeN.

In this article, the method of proof of Theorem B is the (quantitative) quantum de Finetti
theorem as used in [33/45]. Such a method was also used in the study of 2D Bose gases with non-
mangetic field [35] (see also [47] for an improvement) in the dilute regime. However, arguments
in the mentioned articles cannot be used for the problem of three-body interactions in high-
dimensional systems such as anyon gases (see [50] for discussions in the low one-dimensional
case). Fortunately, one can still use some arguments in [33]45] to obtain a weak result in the
high density regime.

Organization of the paper. In Section 2] we prove the existence of average-field-Pauli min-
imizers and establish its behavior in the collapse regime and in the weak-field regime at the
same time. In Section Bl we first study the collapse phenomenon in the interpolate average-field-
Hartree theory. This plays a crucial role in the study of many-body theory in the super-critical
regime. Finally, in Appendix [Al we make a relation between the magnetic and non-magnetic
Gagliardo—Nirenberg optimal constant and optimizer(s) in the weak-field limit. This gives a
hope to expect the uniqueness of magnetic Gagliardo—Nirenberg optimizers for small enough
self-generated magnetic field.

Acknowledgments. The author is supported by the Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation.

2. AVERAGE-FIELD-PAULI MINIMIZERS

2.1. Existence of average-field-Pauli minimizers. In this subsection, we prove the existence
of average-field-Pauli minimizers as shown in Theorem [II We rewrite the energy functional (L.])
as follows

Efy u] = / [|Vu|2+26A[|u|2] - Ju) + 52A[|u|2]2|u|2+V|u|2—g|u|4 (2.1)

RZ
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where we defined the current of u by
I[u] == %(uVﬂ — V) = S(TVu). (2.2)

We now collect some preliminary estimates that are needed to set up the variational calculus for
(ZI). We note that, for u € H'(R?), by Sobolev embedding, v € LP(R?) for any 2 < p < oo.
Furthermore, A[|u|?|u € L*(R?) (see [15/45]) with

1A[JulJull2< Cllul =V Iulllz2,  Yu € HY(R?). (2.3)

Note that (23]) still holds true if the magnetic field A (defined by (L2])) is replaced by its
regularization A (defined by ([L23])). Moreover, we have the following 2D Gagliardo—Nirenberg

inequality
9*(())/ |UI4§/ |V|u||2/ |UI2§/ |VUI2/ ul*>, Vue H'(R?) (2.4)
2 R2 R2 R2 R2 R2

and the diamagnetic inequality (see e.g., [37, Theorem 7.21])

/RJv\uH?g min {/RJW, /R |(~iV + 5A[|u|2]>u}2} , VBER. (2.5)

Note that (2.4)) is a consequence of the Sobolev embedding and is the special case of (7)) where
g = 0. Furthermore, (21) still holds true for a general magnetic field A including (L2) and
(@23).

We have all tools to derive the existence of minimizers of ([L.4)).

Proposition 1. Let 0 <V € L2 (R?) and V(z) — 400 as |x|— +oo. Then, for every 3 > 0

loc

and 0 < g < g.(8), there exists u € H'(R?) with [o.|u|?=1 such that E3%[u] = E5T .

Proof. The existence of a minimizer follows from the standard method in the calculus of variation.
While the case § > 0 and g = 0 was done in [45], the case § =0 and 0 < g < g.(0) was proved
in [26]. When 8 > 0 and 0 < g < ¢.(8), it is enough to verify the uniform boundedness in
H'N L% (R?) (where we recall the definition of the space L, in (IH)) of the minimizing sequence
{u,} given by

: P 1 pafP 2_
nh_)IIolo Ef ,lun] = E5,  with R2|un| =1

We use (2.4]) and (Z3) to obtain

afP g afP 2
Efy ltn] > (1 g*(ﬁ)> Ex o [un] + /R2 Vul®.
The above together with (2.3]) and ([Z.5) yields that {u,} is uniformly bounded in H' N L} (R?).
In fact, the case where g = ¢.(0) was included since g.(5) > ¢.(0) for every § > 0 (see [4]).
However, the proof of it in [4] is not a direct proof. In the following, we give an alternative proof
for this critical case where g = ¢.(0).

Using (2.4) and (2.3), we have that {u,} is uniformly bounded in L?(R?). It remains to
prove that

e? / (1Y + BA[Ju |
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is bounded uniformly. We assume on the contrary that there exists a subsequence of {u,} (still
denoted by {u,}) such that e, — 0. Denote u,, = €,u,(&,). Then we have

[k 1= [ 9+ sl (26

and, by dropping the nonnegative trapping potential,

€40l ]zfsffRz U( iV + BA[i )| _9*§0> u7|4]

Multiplying both side by €2, dropping the nonnegative trapping term and using (Z3) we have

n—oo 2

lim . U(—iv + BA| @;P]){mz _ 9+(0) %ﬂ = 0. (2.7)

Using [23), [23), we deduce from (2.8) that {w,} is bounded uniformly in H'(R?). Up to
translation and extracting a subsequence, we have u, — gy weakly in H'(R?) and almost
everywhere in R%. We prove that this is actually the strong convergence in H'(R?). We first
note that uy # 0. Otherwise, we must have that u, — 0 strongly in LP(R?) for all 2 < p < co
(see [42]). This yields a contradiction, by (7)) and ([26). Next, we eliminate the case where
0 < [Jugl|72< 1. We assume on the contrary that this is the case. It is worth noting that {|u,|} is
also bounded uniformly in H'(R?), by the diamagnetic inequality 2.3]). Then |u,|— |ug| weakly
in H'(R?) and almost everywhere in R?. We deduce from (2.7) and (Z3) and Brezis-Lieb
lemma [§] that

oz/ v - 2]
R2 2
— gx(0), — ] I g.(0)
~ [ [orar - 28] + s [ [oo@i-a@nir - 22 g -
=hl (2.8)

On one hand, it follows from (24)) and (2Z5)) that

1 9+(0) ~ 14
L>(—e -1 Tl 0, 2.9
On the other hand, by again (24]) and (Z3H),

. 1 9+(0) —~ 4
2= n1—>n;.lo (fR2|u" — UO|2 > 2 RZ‘ UO| ( )

Combining (2.8)), (29) and (Z10) we obtain a contraction. Therefore, we must have that ||ug||7.=
1. This yields that, by Brezis-Lieb lemma [§], up to translation and extracting a subsequence,
U, — Uy strongly in L?(R?). In fact, this strong convergence holds in LP(R?) for any 2 < p < oo,
by interpolation. We then deduce from (Z.7)) that

2 S T 2

TL—)

[ @l - MH/Q}ﬂV+ﬁAWM]WJ
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> / (=9 + Al | (2.11)

Here we have used Fatou’s lemma (see e.g., [45, Proposition 3.8]) in the last inequality. Then
[24) yields that we must have equality in the above. This, however, is not possible. Indeed,
assume on the contrary that the equality in the above holds true. Then, by ([2.4]) and (2.1),
|ug|= Qo where @)y is the normalized unique solution (up to translation and dilation) of the
equation (LJ). On the other hand, we can write uy = |ug|e'¥ where @ is a real-valued function.
Then we have

(=Y + BA[do ) do|” = |—iV|do|+|do| (Ve + BA[d)|
= |V|a@o||” + @o]?| Ve + BA[Jd0[%))
= |VQol* + Q2 |V + BAQE)|

Therefore, we deduce from the equality in (ZIT]) that we must have

| @IV aalai’ =0,

which yields that
Vo + BA[QF] =0

almost everywhere in R%. By taking skew gradient both side in the above and using (3], we
obtain that

2mBQE = 0.

This is impossible whence § > 0. Therefore, the equality in (ZII) cannot occur and we must
have that {u,} is uniformly bounded in H'(IR?). At this stage, the proof of existence of average-
field-Pauli minimizers in the critical case where g = ¢.(0) follows from the compactness of {u, }
in H' N L2 (R2). O

Remark 4. By using ([2.3) with A replaced by Ag, one can still prove the existence of minimizers
for the regularized minimization problem. In other words, for every 5, R > 0 and g < ¢.(0),
there exists u € H'(R?) with [o.|u[*= 1 such that £ [u] = E%7 . Tt leaves an open question
whether there still exists a (regularized) minimizer in the region ¢.(0) < g < g¢.(5). The
(regularized) magnetic Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (L7), where A replaced by Ag, might
not be validated anymore.

2.2. Collapse of average-field-Pauli minimizers in the weak field regime. In this section,
we establish the collapse phenomenon in the average-field-Pauli theory. We prove the asymptotic
formula of the average-field-Pauli energy and it minimizers as shown in Theorem 2l We recall
that, for simplicity, we take in particular V(z) = |z|® for s > 0.

2.2.1. The sub-critical case. In this subsection, we establish the behavior of ngg given by (L))
as well as its minimizers when 5\ 0 slower than g = g3 " ¢.(0). Essentially, this is similar to
the case where 8 = 0 which was done in [26]. For reader’s convenience, we give a detail proof in
the following.

By the variational principle, we have

2
Efg, < Ehg,lt™ Qo) =072 ( - g‘%) +0=Q, + (7 Ay (2.12)
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for any ¢ > 0. Since 32 < g.(0) — gg, the last term on the right hand side of (ZI2) is of small
order to the leading order term (the first term on the right hand side of (Z12])). By optimizing
over all £ > 0 the first two terms on the right hand side of (2I2), we obtain the energy upper
bound in ([LI2). We prove the energy lower bound by justifying the convergence of minimizers

in (LIT).

Let’s denote wg = lgug(ls-) where (g is given by (LI3). Then ||wgs| 2= ||ug||r2= 1 and
a _ . 2 s
£y, lug) = fﬁQ/RQ [[(—1V + BA[|ws[*)ws|” — galwsl*] + €3 /R2 Vwg|? (2.13)

> 07 (1= ) [ v allsfhusl +6 [ Vie e

where we have used ([24) and (Z.3)). It follows from (2.I4)) and the energy upper bound in (LI2)
that

s+2

(1+ 0(1)4-0) Z/RZ|(—iV+BAHwﬁ‘2])wﬁ}2+QS—I/RZVWBP, (2.15)

We deduce from ([2IH), Z3) and 23) that {wg} is uniformly bounded in H* N L2, (R?). After
extracting a subsequence, we have wg — wy almost everywhere in R?, weakly in H'(R?) and
strongly in LP(R?) for any 2 < p < oo. Furthermore,

[Vwo|[2= sup [(Vwg,v)| = sup lim [((=iV + BA[ws|*])ws, v)|

ol L2=1 [[vo]| 2 =180

< liminf [(=iV + BAJwsDws| (2.16)

Multiplying both side of (2I3)) by ¢%, dropping the nonnegative external term, using again the
energy upper bound in (LI2) and taking the limit 5 — 0, we have

0> lim [ [|(—iV + BA[ws))ws|” — gslws|'] > / Ivul® = g.()wl'] > 0.

B—0 R2
Here we have used (2.16)) in the next-to-last inequality and (2.3)) in the last inequality. Therefore,
we must have equality in the above and it yields that vy is an optimizer of (2.5]). Hence
’UJ(](.ZL’) = toQo(toLE’ + ZL’(])

for some ty > 0, 7o € R? and @ being the (unique) real-valued solution of (8. We prove that
vg = Qo by verifying that ty = 1 and zg = 0. Indeed, taking the limit 8 — 0 in (ZI5) and using
2.16), we get

s+ 2 B <
> [ vunP+st [ falluf
S R2 R2

7 / VQuP 700! / 12171Q0(x — 20)]?
R2 R2

2
> 12+ ~to". (2.17)

Here we have used the rearrangement inequality as (g is symmetric decreasing and |z|* is strictly
symmetric increasing. It is elementary to check that

2 2
inf <r2 + —r‘s> _ 5
r>0 S S
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and the equality is attained at ro = 1. Therefore, we must have equality in ([2I7) and it yields
that tg = ro = 1 and zo = 0. This conclude the energy lower bound in ([LI2]) as well as the
convergence of blow-up sequence in ([ILTT]).

2.2.2. The critical case. We now establish the behavior of ngg given by (L)) as well as its
minimizers at the critical value g = ¢.(0). In which case, the existence of minimizers can be
obtained easily since the critical interaction strength g, () is strictly larger than ¢,(0). However,
the analysis on the collapse of minimizers seems complicated due to the lack of its compactness
in the collapse regime. The strategy of proof follows from [I§].

By the variational principle, we have
a a - - 52 -
Ef o) < E5y ol Qo)) =1 EQS + 07262 A (2.18)

for any ¢ > 0. By optimizing (2.I8]) over all £ > 0, we obtain the energy upper bound in ([LI2]).
We prove the energy lower bound by justifying the convergence of minimizers in (LI1). The
proof is divided into several steps as in [18] with a few simplified arguments and is processed as
follows.

Step 1 (Blow-up property). The sequence {ug}s blows up in H'(R?) in the sense that
li = . 2.1
tim| Vot 2= +00 (2.19)
Indeed, assume for contradiction that {us}s is a bounded sequence in H'(R?). Using (24
and (Z3), we have that {ug}g is also uniformly bounded in L%.. Therefore, up to extraction a

subsequence, ug — ug strongly in LP(R?) for any 2 < p < co. It then follows from the upper
bound in (.I12) that

02 lim €57 [us] = €y’ 0) o] 2 Eiiy.0) = 0.

This yields that ug is a minimizer for E(?,gfﬁ(o) = 0 which, however, is impossible. Therefore, we

must have (2.19).

Step 2 (Convergence of the blow-up sequence). In this step, we show that there exists a
sequence {zz}s C R? such that

I : _
lim epug(ep - +a5) = Qo

strongly in H'(R?) where, by ([ZI19),

1 B—0

€p = ||VUB||22 — 0. (2.20)
Let’s denote wg(z) := egup(epr). Then we have
lwsll 2= 1 = [[Vawg]| 2. (2.21)

We rewrite the average-field-Pauli energy as follows

a — : 2 s
B =<5* [ 10+ pAusPDusl” - 0. O)lwsl] +25 [ ViesP. (222)
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Multiplying both side of ([222]) by 5%, dropping the nonnegative trapping term and using the
energy upper bound in (LI2)), we get

lim [ [|(—iV + BA[Jwsl*))ws|” — g.(0) ws]*] = 0. (2.23)

B—0 R2

Since, by (2.3)),
1—Cﬁ / ‘V’UJBP / } —1V+BA |’UJ5| wg‘ 1—|—Cﬁ / \Vw5|2
we deduce from ([2.23)) that

lim [ [[Vws|* — g.(0)|ws|*] =0. (2.24)
B—=0 Jr2

Looking back at (221]), since {ws} s is a bounded sequence in H'(R?), we have, up to translation
and extracting a subsequence, ws — wy weakly in H'(R?) and almost everywhere in R?. We
show that this is actually strong convergence in H'(R?).

We first note that wg # 0. Otherwise, we must have that ws — 0 strongly in LP(R?) for all
2 < p < oo (see [42]). This yields a contradiction, by (224 and (22I)). On the other hand, if
0 < |Jwol[22< 1 then it follows from (224) and Brezis-Lieb lemma [§] that

0= [ [P unt] + [ {190 -woP- 2P ws - wl| = h+ B (@25)

2 2

By (24]), we have

7 1 9*(0) 4
L > (fRZ‘WOP — 1> 5 R2\w0| > 0. (2.26)

- 1 *
I, > lim ( - 1) g ;O) / lwg — wo|*> 0. (2.27)
R2

B8—0 fRz\wﬁ — ’UJ(]‘2

Combining (2:28)), (226) and (2:27) we obtain a contraction. Therefore, we must have ||wy||7.=
1. This yields that, by Brezis-Lieb lemma [§], up to translation and extracting a subsequence,
wg — wp strongly in L*(R?). In fact, this strong convergence holds in L?(R?) for any 2 < p < oo,
by interpolation. We then deduce from Fatou’s lemma and (224 that

( ) — hm/ |Vawg|? / | Vwo|”.

The above yields that we must have wg — wy strongly in H'(R?), by ([24). Moreover, wy is
an optimizer of the standard Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (2.4]). By the uniqueness (up to
translations and dilations) of optimizers for (Z.4)), there exist A > 0 and xzy € R? such that
wo(z) = AQo(A(z + x)). Since ||[Vwyl[7o= 1, we must have A = 1. Again, by the uniqueness of
o, we conclude that passing to a subsequence is unnecessary.

Furthermore,

Step 3. Smallness of the imaginary part. We write

ws(z) = qa(x) + irg(x)



2D ATTRACTIVE ALMOST-BOSONIC ANYON GASES 15

with gg and rs the real and imaginary parts of wpg, respectively. Then ¢z — Qo and 75 — 0
strongly in H'(R?) since ws — Qg strongly in H'(R?). Furthermore, we choose the phase of wg
such that wpg is the closest to its limit

. i0
lws = Qoll= =, min {|e"vs — Qo

This gives the following orthogonality condition
/ Qors = 0. (2.28)
R2
We observe that, by using the integration by part and the fact that V- V+ = 0,
[ Al 3wl = [ Allwsl] @975 -~ raVan) =2 | AljwsPlasVrs
R2 R2 R2
=2 [ AllusllnVs
R2

This yields that

[ AllwsP] 30wl < 20AlosPlasl 21975l Ol

Here we have used the fact that A[jws|?]gs is bounded uniformly in L*(R?) since wz — Qo
strongly in H'(R?). We deduce from the above that

(0
A5 0 2 [ Val+9raP- 2+ rh 4 28) - CBI Vil

One one hand, we have

(0
2O [ 2 <0.0) [ st = [ @3 +0.0) [Qual-i)

= [ @+ ol

Here we have used Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to obtain that

< lNws* = Q2 llrsllzs < Clllwsl* = Q5 2 ll7sl7:

| s
< s+ Qollss sl ~Qolllls

as well as the strong convergence |ws|— Qo in H'(R?). On the other hand, by the standard
Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (2.4]), the strong convergence gz — Qo in H'(R?) and the fact
that [VQo[2:= 1 as well as [lgsl-+]rsl2:= [ws]2:= 1. we have

g-(0
L IVaP=E2 8 2 V401~ laalze) = (1 + oo ralle
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Collecting all the above estimates, we get

S0 2 [ [VrP=Qr3 + 73] + oD lralfn—CBIVrsl
= (s, £15) + sl o(1)pos0 = CB Tl (229)

where we denoted £ := —A — Q% + 1.

We now use the non-degeneracy property of @) to deal with the term of £ in the above. It is
well-known (see [37, Theorem 11.8 and Corrollary 11.9]) that @ is the first eigenfunction of £
and the corresponding eigenvalue \; = 0 is non-degenerate. In particular, we have

(Lu,u) > Nolul72

for all u orthogonal to ), where Ay > 0 is the second eigenvalue of £. This together with the
fact that
(Cu,u) > Jullzp—[|QI o |ull72

yield the estimate
(Lu,u) > Cllulfn (2.30)

for some constant C' > 0 and all u orthogonal to Q. It follows from (229), (2Z30) and the
orthogonality condition (2.28)) that

5By 0) = Clirslin—CBIVrs|l e
This implies that
Clirsllin < e3Efy. o) + 52 (2.31)

On the other hand, from (24]) and the energy upper bound in (L.I2)) we have

2s a. a S
CB2 > Ejy o) = Epgnoyus] 2 /R2 Vug|*= e /R2 Vws|.
We deduce from the above and the strong convergence wg — Qo in H'(R?) that
s < OB (2.32)

Putting together (2.31), (2.32) and the energy upper bound in (LI2]), we obtain
[rallm < CB. (2.33)

Step 4. Identifying the blow-up limit. By the definition of A in (L2) and of J in (22, we
have the following decomposition

[ Als) - 3usl = [ AllasPlasVrs + [ Allralasvis (2.34)

It is worth noting that wg, Qo as well as wqy * )y are radial symmetric. Using integration by
part, we have

AQPIQVrs =~ [ AlQIsvQ =0,
RQ R2



2D ATTRACTIVE ALMOST-BOSONIC ANYON GASES 17

Therefore, one can estimate the first term on the right hand side of (234)) as follow

[ Allasiarers| =| [ (Aluslas - Alti) v

< ||Allgsl*as — AlQEIQollz2 [Vl 2
= 0()s=0 (2.35)

where we have used (Z:33)) and the strong convergence gz — Qo in H'(R?). For the second term
on the right hand side of ([2.34]), we use again ([233) and (2Z:3)) to obtain that

'/RQAHT‘MQ]%VTB - /}R2 Allrs|*lrsVas

< [|Allrsl’]rell 2V gl e

< Cllrsllz2l1Vrsl 2l Vs 2

< 0B (2.36)
Combining (234)), (2353) and (2.36]), we arrive at
[ AllsPl- 3lus] = o0 (2.37)
We now denote
Ky = 0
B 55?»2

which is bounded uniformly from above, by ([234). Furthermore, it follows from [222), (2.4)
and the energy upper bound in (LI2]) that

2
S g QMAS” >€_2/ [28A[lwsl’] - I[wg] + B2 Allwsl|*]|*ws]?] +€%/ Viwg|?. (2.38)
R2 R2

Multiplying both sides of ([238]) by 5%B_2, dropping the nonnegative trapping term and using
(23T), we must have that kg is bounded away from zero in the limit § — 0. Hence

lim kg = Ko > 0.
£5—0

Next, we determine k¢ by calculating the matching energy lower bound in (ILI2)). Multiplying
2s
both sides of (238)) by £~ 2, using (2.37) and taking the limit 5 — 0, we get

542 - s s
Qi A5 > wg? [ AllwoPIPlunl s [ ool
R2 R?

= kg Ao+ K / 2 — 20f2|Qo
RQ

2
> Ky 2 Ao + Ry Qs (2.39)

Here we have used the rearrangement inequality as @y is symmetric decreasing and |z|*® is strictly
symmetric increasing. It is elementary to check that

2
inf (7“_2A0 + rs—QS> =
r>0 S

and the equality is attained at

Qs s+2 As+2

Therefore, we must have equality in (IZB}ZI) and it yields that kg = rg and zy = 0. This conclude
the energy lower bound in (L12)) as well as the convergence of blow-up sequence in (LIT]).
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2.2.3. The super-critical case. The proof of Theorem [ in the super-critical regime borrows
arguments in Subsections .21l and 22221 For reader’s convenience, we give some important
steps. As usual, by the variational principle, we have

2
By, < et - 2 (1- L ) + oo, (2.40)

for any ¢ > 0. Under the assumption gz = ¢.(0) + 706% with 0 < 75 < 7. < g.(0)Ag, by
optimizing over all ¢ > 0 of (Z40), we obtain the energy upper bound in ([LI2)). As usual, we
prove the energy lower bound by justifying the convergence of minimizers in (LIT]).

Let’s denote wg = lgup(lp-) where {5 is given by (ILI5). Then |lwg| 2= ||ug||z2= 1 and, by

(m)7
Egslus] = 45 / [[(=iV + BA[Jws)yws|* = galwsl'] + €3 / Ve (241)
> 32 (1= 2 ) [ v+ palashual +5 [ Vied 242

It follows from (2.42), (LI6) and the energy upper bound in (LI2]) that

542 Te — T 70 - . 9 2
P opon) 2 e (0w o) [ |9+ pA s
+Q5_1/2V|w5|2. (2.43)

We deduce from (2.43), [Z3) and (2.5)) that {wg} is uniformly bounded in H'NL{ (R?). Similarly
to the arguments in Subsection 2.2.1] we deduce that, after extracting a subsequence, wg — wy
weakly in H'(R?), almost everywhere in R? and strongly in LP(R?) for any 2 < p < oo.
Furthermore,

wo(x) = toQo(tox + 7o)

for some ty > 0, 1o € R? and @Qy being the (unique) real-valued solution of (L8). Finally, we
again need to prove that wy = @)y, by verifying that ty = 1 and xy = 0. This requires to show
that the cross term (2.34)) is of small order to the leading order term in the collapse regime. For
this purpose, we rewrite the energy as follows

7 [ 119 + BAlsPDusl” = 0. Olwsl ] + 25 [ Viwsl

e, 98— 9+(0) o 4
= Eﬁ,gﬁ + 2 EB R2|'UJB|

— (C'+ o(L)50) B,

where we have used the strong convergence ws — wp in LP(R?), for any 2 < p < oo. At this
stage, the arguments are exactly the same as in Subsection [2.2.21 where we identified directly €3
in (2.20) with (g in (LI4). We omit details for brevity.
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3. CONDENSATION AND COLLAPSE IN THE MANY-BODY THEORY

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem Bl It is worth noting that the (regularized)
average-field-Hartree theory interpolates between the many-body and the average-field-Pauli
theories. The strategy of the proof is to compare the (regularized) quantum energy Eafgl\é g
in (LI9) and the (regularized) average-field-Hartree energy E3i'p 5, in (L22). Therefore, it
is necessary to make a relation between the average-field-Hartree and the average-field-Pauli
theories. This might not difficult in this sub-critical regime where 0 < g < ¢.(0) since the
(regularized) magnetic potential can be neglected. However, this is non-trivial in the critical

and super-critical.

3.1. Condensation and collapse in the average-field-Hartree theory. In order to study
the collapse phenomenon in the average-field-Hartree theory, we need the following lemma which
relies on the convergence (rate) of the two-body interactions and the (regularized) kinetic energy
with magnetic field.

Lemma 1. Let 3, R, v > 0 and W be satisfying (LIS). Then for any u € H'(R?), we have
0 < fJuflzi— //W Wi (2 = y)u(@)Plu(y)dedy < [|ull0(1) v (3.1)
Assume in addition that xW € L'(R?) then
0 < Jullza— //R4 W (2 = y)lu(@)*luy)*dedy < CN7Y[[aW || ]|Vl z-. (3.2)

Furthermore, the non-interacting functional 5;}%70 converges pointwise to Eg%) as R — 0 and we
have

&85 o[u] — E5 [u]| < CBR||Vul[?. (3.3)
Proof. The proof of [B1]) and (32) can be found in [34]35]. On the other hand, ([B.3]) follows
from [45, Proposition 3.9]. O

Theorem 4 (Condensation and collapse of the average-field-Hartree ground states). Let n,v >
0, R=Ryx ~ N7 and W be satisfying (LIS).

(i) Let 3,9 > 0 be fivred with g < g.(B). Assume that v < n if g > g.(0). Then we have

: afH _ rafP
]\}l_rgo EN”vRN,ng - By (3'4)

Moreover, if {uy}y is a sequence of (approzimate) ground states of Ej’{,fEI,RNﬁ,g, i.e.,
SafERN@g[uN] = E?fo,{’RNﬁ’g(l + 0(1)N—100), then there exists a minimizer ug of ng];

such that, up to extracting a subsequence,

lim ||UN - UQHHl: 0. (35)
N—o00

(ii) Let Qo, Qs, Ao, {On}n with By ¢ 0, {gn}n with gn — ¢«(0), and {{x}n be as in
Theorem 3. Assume that 2W € LY(R?) and {x ~ N~ with

) v 2n
0<a<mm{s+3,8+4}. (3.6)
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Assume further that v < n in the critical case and additionally o < % in the super-
critical case. Then we have
a. a. S S _l— 2
L ﬂ”{,RNﬁNyN - 5f1\1:,gN(1 + O(l)N—>OO> = €N ( s Qs + O(l)N—>OO> : (3'7)
M?I;“eover, if {un}n is a sequence of (approzimate) ground states of ENC g 5. ans 1€
ENY Ry B an UN] = EXV R s oy (T 0(1) NS yo0), then we have
lim ||€NUN(€N) — QOHHl: 0. (38)
N—o00

Proof. First, we prove the convergence of Hartree energy in (B.4]) as well as of its ground states
in B3). Let up € H'(R?) be a minimizer of E4". It follows immediately from the variational
principle together with (31]) and ([B.3)) that

: afH
lim E%

A BN py g < im0 ER Ry s [u0] < €5y [uo] = €5y Tuol = By

This is the desired energy upper bound in (3.4]).

We prove the matching lower bound (3.4 by verifying the convergence of ground states in
B3). Let {un}n be asequence of (approximate) ground state of E3', 5 . In the stable regime
where 0 < g < g.(8), we claim that {uy}y is bounded uniformly in H' N L% (R?). In fact, this
is obvious in the case 0 < g < ¢,(0), by ([24) and ([Z5). We prove that this still holds true when
g > g.(0). We assume on the contrary that ||(—=iV + BARg, [lun|?])un]||r2— 0o as N — co. We
define uy = eyuy(en-) with

e /R (Y + B Ay [lunTun] (3.9)

Noticing that

)2 (3.10)

ol = 1= [ |V + BA g (T
R2 R2

Using (2.3)), (2.5) and (3.10) with A replaced by A Ryey!» We deduce that uy is bounded uniformly
in H'(R?). We then use the first inequality in (3.I]) to obtain that

E3T . slun] za]—f/ H(—iv+5ARNEN1[|UN\2])UN) —g\u]\/ﬂ +€N/RzV‘uN‘2. (3.11)

R2

Multiplying both side of @I with €% — 0 as N — oo, dropping the nonnegative external
potential, using ([BI0) and the energy upper bound in ([34]), we deduce that

42
lim [ |un|*>Z=>0. (3.12)
N—o0 R2 g

This, however, is impossible. Indeed, we first note that e5" < CN, by (LIS) and ([3.9). This
yields that, under the assumption v < 7,

_ _ N
Ryeyt < N7mtv 22%% .
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We then use (L), B3), I0) to deduce that

]\}1_1%0 - jun|* < g—ﬁj\}l—{noo/ |(=iV + BA[[ux]’] UN‘
2 lim

g*(ﬁ) N—oo Jp2

22

T "y

Here we have used the fact that g < ¢.(8). The above contradicts (B812)). Therefore, we must
have that ||(—=iV + SBAg, [|unx|?])un]| 2 is bounded uniformly. This in turn implies that {uy}x
is bounded uniformly in H'(R?) as well, by using again (B.10), (23) and ([ZH) with A replaced
by Ag,. Then we use again (3.3) and the first inequality in (3.1]) to obtain that

<

(~1 + BA o [T PV |

a a g
0(1) N0 + ngERN’@g[UN] > Egﬁ[u]\/] — §Hu]\/||‘£4—l—/R2 Viun|?

It then follows from (L7) and the energy upper bound in (8.4 that {uy}y is bounded uniformly
in L2 (R?). Therefore, up to a subsequence, uy — ug weakly in H'(R?), almost everywhere in
R?, and strongly in L"(R?) for 2 < r < oo. In particular, we have ||ug|| ;2= 1 and

. fH fP fP
Jim E g lun] = €55 Tuol 2 BRY 5,

by B1), (B3) and the weak lower semicontinuity (see [45] Proposition 3.7]). The above yields
the desired energy lower bound in (3.4]) as well as the convergence of ground states in (B.3).

Now we complete the proof of Theorem [ by establishing the asymptotic behavior of the
(regularized) average-field-Hartree energy and its ground states in the collapse regime. By the
variational principle and the second inequality in ([B.2]), we have

fH fH — _
Efa\”’ JRN,BN 9N < Env sRN,BN, gN[ 1Q0(£N1')

< Efgn [N Qo3 )] + CNTVLG + Cy Rty

s (S 2 O+ N0+ OB N + 0(1)%00) . (3.13)

Since £y ~ N~ with o > 0, the error term N~"¢*"* is negligible when o < 5. Furthermore,
the error term Sy N~ 3 is also negligible when o < %:74 in the all three cases of Theorem 2
This gives the energy upper bound in (B.7).

We establish the matching energy lower bound in ([B.7) by verifying the convergence of the
blowup sequence in ([3.8). Let uy be a sequence of (approximate) ground state of E3
and wy := yuy(fy-). Then, ||wyl|r2= ||un|/zz= 1 and

My anlin] = | [

O] Wt on @ BlunPasas] 63 [ VieR 31)
R4 R2

v,RN,BN,IN

:

(1Y + By Ayt [on

First, in the sub-critical regime where gy g.(0) faster than 3% — 0, the magnetic potential
Ap, o [[wy]?] in (B.I4) have no contribution to the leading order term in the collapse regime. By

using (2.4), 23), B10), (B14), the proof of ([B.8) is exactly the same as ([LT1]) in Subsection 2.2.1]
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Next, in the critical regime where gy = ¢.(0), by using again (Z3)), 24), (Z3), (1), BI4)
with A replaced by Ap, and Ay 1, the proof of (B8] is similar to (LIT]) in Subsection 222

The only thing we need to verify is the convergence (Z39) where A replaced by A Ryt ie.,

i [ Ao PPtost= [ Al

N—o0 R2

This holds true, by (B:3), under the assumption (3.8) since Ryfy' ~ N7 — 0 as N — oo.
Finally, in the super-critical regime where gy \, ¢.(0), the compactness of the blowup

sequence {wy}y is not obtained directly by (). We recover this property under further
assumption o < Q(UT; in addition to the assumption v < 7 as seen in the proof of ([B.H). We
assume on the contrary that ||(—iV + BNARN@leNP])wNHLZ—) oo as N — oo. We define

'L/U\X[ = »stN(»sN-) with
81_\,2 ::/
R2

NQ_ - s —~ 127\ —~—
[l = 1= [ |09 + A g 1T

Using (23), (23) and BI0) with A replaced by A Ryeyteyt» We deduce that wy is bounded

uniformly in H*(R?). By using 3.14), 3.3), B1), (L7) and dropping the nonnegative trapping
potential, we obtain that

(—iV + ﬁARNgNlanP])wa . (3.15)

Noticing that

‘2 (3.16)

a — 2 gN — s
B o 2 | [ |19+ b, lan)an] -2 [ @wlt] + 6 [ ViewP

> E 2 _2 / { —1V + 5NA[|1UN| ])UJN - —/ | N|4 CﬁNRNE ! _1}
>€ 2c _2 (1— ) } —iV 4+ GvA ‘U)N‘ U)N} —CﬁNRNg €N:|
G ﬁN
2. —2 i gn . —— 121y~ |2
> f _(1 — g*(ﬁ)) /R2 (—1V + ﬁNARNf§1€JQ1[|wN| ])UJN)
—C (1 - %) ByRylylext — CﬁNRNﬁj\,lgj‘Vl} .
Recalling (310, the definition of the blowup length ¢y in (LIH), we deduce from the above that
B hy gy = En- U [T — CByRNLY eV (3.17)

Here I' > 0 is a universal positive constant which can be determined by (LI3]). It is worth noting

that, by (LI8) and B.I5),

(Ney' = / |(—iV + BApy [Jun|un |’ < ON*.
R2

.. . . 2(77—]/)
This implies that, under the assumption v <7 and o < =57,

N—o0
—_—

By Ryl % 0.
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Here we recalled again the definition of the blowup length ¢y in (LIH). Multiplying both
side of (BIT) by €%¢y°, using the energy upper bound in (7)), and taking the limit N — oo
with notice that ey — 0, we obtain a contradiction. Therefore, we must have that [|(—iV +
BNA RNeg,leNF])wNH r2 is bounded uniformly. This in turn implies that wy is also bounded
uniformly in H'(R?), by using (23)) and (2.5) with A replaced by A eyt We then use again

B.I14), B3), B1), (L7 and obtain that
BN Ry g = N U |(=iV + By Alfwx ) wy|” - %N/ IwN|4—CﬁNRN£;Vl} +€§V/ Vwy|?.
R? R2 R2

At this stage, it is worth noting that, by the definition of the blowup length ¢y in (I.I5) and
the assumption (B.6]), we have

_ st+4
BNRNezv3 ~ N7 ng}ev = O(E;fﬂ“{,RN,ﬁNyN)'

Then the rest of proof follows exactly the same as (L)) in Subsection [2.2.3] which is essentially
based on the proof of it in the critical regime (see Subsection 2:2.2)). O

3.2. Condensation of the quantum energy and its ground states in the mean-field
regime. In the mean-field regime, we recall that § > 0 and 0 < g < g¢.(5) are fixed. The
rigorous derivation of the average-field-Pauli theory (ILI)) in the mean-field limit regime can
be obtained by combining the well-known results for non-interacting anyon gases [45] and for
interacting Bose gases [33]. In the mentioned articles, the method of proof is the (quantitative)
quantum de Finetti theory [52/54]. The idea is to use the orthogonal projector

P:=1(h<L) with h=-A+V

to project the many-body ground state into finite dimensional space and then bound the full
(regularized) energy from below in terms of projected state of HY, p 5 . In particular, if V() =
|z|* then the projected Hilbert space PL?(IR?) is of finite dimensional and we have (see, e.g., [33,
Lemma 3.3])

dim(PL*(R?)) < CL'*. (3.18)

Let ¥y be a many-body ground state of H?VfuvR,@g. It follows from [33/45] that, with P+ =1— P
and for every € > 0,

Uy, HY, 5 s W
e PR nsg > [ M dn) () + OLT [P (3.19)
SPL2(R2)

2 3v

L3 C C. C CN%
~-C 1+|1ogR\)——ﬁ—( + + )Tr 5]

N ( N LiR+s LR? L3

Here it is worth noting that the last error term in the above came from the estimate of the
two-body interactions when projecting onto the finite dimensional space. For this purpose, we
made use of [35, Equation (44)] as well as the facts that Wy < CN? and that Q < L™'h. We
do not detail the proof of this since a similar argument has been detailed in [50]. It is worth
noting that the authors in [35] used a refined operator bound for two-body interactions and a
second moment estimate in order to obtain BECs for a wide range of v > 0 (see also [47]). This,
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however, is not available for three-body problem in high dimensional space such as interacting
anyon gases in the present article.

We next optimize the error in (8I9]) by choosing optimally L > 0. Assuming that R > 0
behaves at worst as R ~ N~ with > 0. We might ignore the |log R| and R° factors, by
changing a little bit 7. Roughly speaking, by a bootstrap argument as used in [35/47], we can

prove that Tr [hy&,lj)v} is bounded uniformly, provided that

O<r<

and 0<n<

s
6s + 6 4s + 4

To see this, we consider the modified Hamiltonian by a small perturbation of non-interacting
Hamiltonian, i.e., with 0 <e < 1,

Hyo ppge = Hiv oy — €Hie p o

Let E?\fgl\é .. D€ the corresponding ground state energy. We then make use of the Schrodinger
equation satisfying by the ground state ¥y of H ?ny, rpy and deduce that

<\IIN|HafV,R,6,0|\DN> < EanM,g, E?\le\}g,ﬁ 9e < C’l T ‘Ean,M,B g€
N - £ £ ’
The uniform boundedness of the above follows from (8.19) and a bootstrap argument as in [35/47].
This also yields that Tr [h%(l,ll)v} is bounded uniformly as well (see [45], Proposition 2.6]). Looking
back at ([3.19), it is necessary that L > N3 and L > N*7 in order to obtain the convergence of
energy. We thus have to optimize

(3.20)

L N 4N
N L

The optimal choice of L > 0 is

2s
L~ (NFH LN with v < and 0 <7< (3.21)

s
6s + 6 4s + 4’

which yields that the de Finetti measure ,ufli)v is tight as N — oo. Indeed, this follows from the
above choice of L and the estimates

12/ . aul) () = Tr [P23@ P > 1= 3T [P40] 2 1-30" e [mD] . (3.22)
SPL2(R

Looking back at (3I9), by collecting all above estimates, we arrive at the final estimate

v(6546)—s n(4s+4)—s

a, afQM a 3
Bl g > BN > /S PLZ(RZ)ENfE{RNﬂ,g[u]du;}V( u)—CN st —CN" i (3.23)

v(654+6)—s n(4s+4)—s

> Bl / dp$) (u) — ON skt — ON"sert . (3.24)
’ SPL2(R?)

Here we have used the fact that, for N large enough, Ei'y 5 [u] > 0 (see Theorem H). Tt is
worth noting that it was required v < 7 in the case where ¢,(0) < g < g.(5). In the stable regime
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where 0 < g < g.(), we deduce the desired convergence ([L25]) of the average-field quantum

energy to the average-field-Pauli energy from (3.24)), (322)) and (34).
Next, we prove the convergence of many-body ground states in (L25). Let Wy be a sequence

of ground states of H j’{,& R Olnce Tr [h%(l,ll)v} is bounded uniformly, modulo a subsequence, we
may assume that (see [32])

. (k) (k)) _
z\}l—rgoTr‘%I’N ¥ 0, VkeN.

On the other hand, by the quantitative quantum de Finetti theorem (see e.g., [33]) and (B.1S),
B21)), we have

: 2 (M2 142
dim(PL*(R*)) - C’L
N - N

N—o0

Tr <C N2 0. (3.25)

3 3
PP = [ g )
SPL2(R2)

It is worth noting that uq, ) (SPLA(R?)) — 1 as N — 00, by B22). Then it follows from (Z23)

that
3
D ) )
SPL2(R2)

Testing the above with a sequence of finite rank orthogonal projectors Py — 0 as K — oo, and
using the strong convergence of vgj)v, we obtain that the measure {“Eli)v} ~ is tight on the set of

one-body pure states. Therefore, there exists a limit measure p supported on the unit ball of
L?*(R?). We then deduce that

lim Tr|y

N—o0

=0. (3.26)

lim Tr 7(z)v —/ [0 (u®3|dp(u)| =0
N=oo SL2(R?)
which in turn implies that
lim Tr |y —/ dp(u)| = 0. 3.27
Aim Ty SLQ(W)IUHUI pi(u) (3.27)

To complete the proof of (L.20), it remains to prove that p in ([3.27)) is supported on the set of
average-field-Pauli ground states M.
Looking back at ([3.23), we split the integral into two disjoint parts, i.e., SPL?(R?) = K_UK
where
_={ue L*(R*): &L 5 ,u] < Cun} and Ky = L*(R*)\ K_.
with Ci, > 0 a large constant independent of N. For the high kinetic energy part K., we
consider the perturbed average-field-Hartree functional

5aﬂv{RN,ﬁg, [u] = gafEIRNBg[ ] = EgRN,ﬁ, [u]

with the corresponding modified Hartree energy E?Vf? Ry.pge Here A s fixed such that either
0<e<l- g if g < g«(0) or 0 < e < 1if g > ¢g.(0) and v < . We may return to Theorem [

and derive a smnlar energy lower bound ([B4) with E3fl'; 5 replaced by E3', 5 .. In
particular, we find that E3i', 5 . > —C. and deduce that

e glu] > e o] — C. > 2 Yue Ky (3.28)
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for a large enough Ci;, > 0. Plugin (328)) into (323)), we deduce that

a afQM 50K1n 3) a 3
ENf‘I’{RN,Bg = ENgRN,Bg > /K 9 ——d EI/N(U) +/K & f‘I’{RNBg[ ]d/lspj)v(u) —0o(1) N0
+

. 50K1n 3
> [ e { S e ) 0) = ot
SPL2(R?)

Passing to the limit N — oo, using the convergences of energy ([B.4), of ground states (3.3]) and

of measures ,ufli)v — p, and taking finally Cy;, — 0o, we arrive at

afP afQM a a;
By > lim By 50> / By [u)du(u) > EFY. (3.29)
SL2(R2)

The above shows that p must be supported on M*T. This proved ([L26]).

3.3. Collapse of the quantum energy and its ground states in the weak field regime.
We complete the proof of Theorem [3] by establishing the collapse phenomenon. The collapse of
average-field quantum energy in (L28) follows from (B.24)), (322) and Theorem [ It remains to
prove the collapse of average-field many-body ground states in (L29).

Looking back at ([3.20)), we choose ¢ = ey equaling to either C' ( — gg—N> in the sub-critical
case, or C'3% in the critical and super-critical cases. Here C' > 0 is a universal small constant.

We may return to Theorem [3 and derive a similar asymptotic formula for Eafgl\é Bgex- We then
deduce from (B.20) and arguments in [45, Proposition 2.6] that

Tr [hm(l,lj)v} < CEJ_VQ.
Plugin this into ([19) and ([B.22]), we obtain the estimate of energy

<\IIN’ Hfziff”yRN,ﬁN7gN\IIN>

afH
L Y,RN.BN 9N = N (3’30)
L%  N% + N7
> &t dp§) (u) — C= — O L3
> [ s Syl () — O 5
and the estimate of the de Finetti measure
1 2/ ) (u) > 1—3L702 (3.31)
SPL2(R?)
It is straightforward that, if additionally to (IL27) we assume further that
» < min 5—1/(68—|—6)7 s—n(4s+4)
55?2 + 125+ 8 5s? + 125+ 8
then we can choose L > 0 optimally in (3:30) such that
lim é’af?fﬁN,nggN[ e u) (w) = 1= lim ) (u). (3.32)
N=oo Jsprame) BN Ry gy .ax N= Jsprae)

Here the second equality in (8.32]) follows from (B.31]), (L24]) and (I27]).
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Next, by using (3:32) and (328, we then obtain again ([3.26]) which in turn implies that

lim Tr
N—o00

1 3
A= [l )| o
SPL2(R2)

The convergence of the one-particle density matrix then reduces to the following

lim [(u, Qu) | ) () = 1, (3.33)

N—oo Jspr2(r2)

where Qn = (' Qo(¢y""). To prove this, we come back to (3:32)). We split the integral into two
disjoint parts: one is of small de Finetti measure and one contains “approximate” average-field-
Hartree ground states. For this purpose, we define the nonnegative sequence of numbers

&l ]
N ::/ ( o fHN’BN’gN -1 dugj)v(u) (3.34)
SPL2(R?) Nv

“RN,BN,9N

which converges to 0 as N — oo, by ([3:32)). Furthermore, we introduce the set

&t
LR Von, / ul*=1 (3.35)

afH
EN v,RN,BN 9N

TN = {u € SPL*(R?*) :0 <

For any sequence {uy}y C Ty, by the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem @ we can
prove that {yux({y-) converges strongly to Qo in L?(R?). Equivalently, we have

AP_{{;KUMQNH =1

which in turn yields that
lim inf [(u,Qn)| = 1. (3.36)

N—ocoueTyn

On the other hand, by the definition of dy in ([3:34) and of Ty in (B35, we have

£yl u
iz ( B popmgn 1) 4 () = /o) (T%)

NY,Rn,BN,9N

Since dy — 0 as N — oo, the above yields that ,u\l, (’T]\’,) — 0 and hence ,uq, ' (Tx) = 1, by
B32). We then deduce from (B.30) that

/ [, Q) ) () > / o, Q)] A4, () > 2 (T imf [, Qud] 2% 1
SPL2(R2) Tn

This is the desired convergence ([B33). The proof of (L29) is finished.

APPENDIX A. MAGNETIC GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG OPTIMIZERS IN THE WEAK-FIELD LIMIT

Proposition 2. Let ugy be the (unique) minimizer for g.(0) and ug be a sequence of minimizers
of 9.(B), given by (LG, in the limit B — 0. Then we have, for the whole sequence, uz — g
strongly in H*(R?), up to translation, dilation and phase transition. Furthermore, g.(8) — ¢.(0).
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Proof. The convergence ¢.(8) — ¢.(0) follows immediately from the estimates (LIG). On
the other hand, the proof of convergence of minimizers is based on concentration compact-
ness method [A142]. By scaling, we assume without loss of generality that [lug||7.= 1. Then
{ug} is bounded uniformly in H'(R?). Hence, up to translation, dilation and phase transition,
ug converges to ug weakly in H'(R?) and almost everywhere in R If [lug||7.= 1 then, by
Brezis-Lieb lemma [8], ug converges to uq strongly in L?(R?). In fact, this strong convergence
holds true in LP(R?) for every 2 < p < oo. This yields that, by Fatou’s lemma (see (ZI6))),

2 _‘V‘i‘ A 2 2 2v 2
0.(0) = lim g.(8) = lim 2| IV 42 lus" s > ol uol?
o0 =0 5]R2|u5| §fR2|u0|

This proves that ug is the minimizer for ¢,(0), by (24). Since this minimizer u, is unique (up
to translation and dilation), the convergence holds for the whole sequence.

It remains to eliminate the case where 0 < |lug|[2.< 1. Indeed, if |jug|3,= 0 then we must
have that ug — 0 strongly in LP(R?) for every 2 < p < oo (see [42]). However, this contradicts
our assumption that ||ugl/7.= 1. Finally, we now assume that 0 < |[lu|[7.< 1. Then it follows
from (2.3]) and Brezis-Lieb lemma [§] that

12(0) — T () — i Ao |V + BATusPDusl

B—0 B0 % Jeolusl*
> Jiny J22l Vsl
- B0 %fR2|uB|4
— liminf fR2|VUO|2+ fR2|v(uB - u0)|2
A0 5 Jre o+ |ug — uol*

2v 2 2V - 2
Emin{ifR‘ ol liminffR| (us = uo)| }

Jraluol* 750" 5 [ealug — uol*
However, this is impossible. Indeed, by (2.4]) and (2.5), we have

fR2|VUO|2 > 9:(0)

Tl = Tonlto] > g.(0).
Furthermore, by again (Z4]) and (2.3,
lim inf fﬂf2|v(u5 —uo)l > lminf 90 _ 0 :(0).
80 5 [palus — uol* 80" [golug —uol* 1= [ouuol?
Collecting all the above estimates, we obtain a contradiction. The proof is completed. U
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