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Abstract

In this third paper of a series that started with arXiv:2106.10032 [math-ph] and continued with arXiv:2108.02659
[math-ph] we show that in d ≥ 3 dimensions at low temperatures or high densities bosons interacting via
pair potentials that are both positive and positive type form permutation cycles whose length diverges
proportionally with the number of particles. Based on the second-cited paper, this implies Bose-Einstein
condensation.

1 Introduction

During the ”trente glorieuses” of equilibrium statistical mechanics the mathematical foundations of the theory
of phase transitions were laid down and many beautiful results were obtained, yet the maybe hardest question
remained unanswered: how to prove phase transitions in continuous space. There seems to exist no method
comparable to that of correlation inequalities, contour models or reflection positivity, so efficient for lattice
systems. Some emblematic problems that wait for a solution are the vapor-liquid and the liquid-solid transition
for the Lennard-Jones potential, the crystallization of hard balls and the putative hexatic transition of hard
disks. Here we attack another open problem, the Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) of interacting atoms.

Theorem. Consider N identical bosons on a d ≥ 3-torus of side L at inverse temperature β that interact via
a pair potential u : Rd → R of the following properties:

(i) u ≥ 0.

(ii) The Fourier-transform û of u exists, it is integrable and nonnegative (u is of the positive type).

(iii) u(x) = O
(

|x|−d−η
)

with some η > 0 as x→ ∞ (condition of periodization).

Introduce

– λβ ∝
√
β the thermal wave length,

– ρ = N/Ld,

– ρN,L
n the density of particles in permutation cycles of length n ≥ 1,

– ρN,L
0 the density of zero-momentum particles,

– ρn = limN,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ ρ
N,L
n , n ≥ 0.

We have the following results.

1. If
∫

û(x)x2dx <∞, then

ρ0 = lim
ε↓0

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

∑

n≥εN

ρN,L
n . (1.1)
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2. There exists a temperature-dependent positive number ζc(β) such that if ρ > ζc(β)/λ
d
β then

∞
∑

n=1

ρn =
ζc(β)

λdβ
and lim

ε↓0
lim

N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

∑

n≥εN

ρN,L
n = ρ−

∞
∑

n=1

ρn > 0. (1.2)

The best known example for a positive and positive-type interaction is a Gaussian function whose Fourier
transform is also a Gaussian. More generally, pair potentials that are both positive and positive type result
as the autocorrelation function of some integrable nonnegative function v,

u(x) =

∫

Rd

v(x+ y)v(y)dy, (1.3)

in which case û(z) = |v̂(z)|2. The theorem is based on our previous work [Su11], [Su12] and on bounds for
the free energy density inserted in the proof. In [Su11] we provided the tool by converting the Feynman-
Kac formula for the partition function into a deterministic expression with the help of Fourier expansion. In
[Su12] we applied the new formula to prove ρ0 > 0 for positive-type pair potentials satisfying

∫

û(x)x2dx <∞
under the condition that there are cycles that together carry an asymptotically non-vanishing density and
whose length diverges at least as fast as N2/d. Our proof in [Su12] implied Eq. (1.1) in the case when the
possible infinite cycles are exclusively macroscopic, i.e. composed of a positive fraction of all the particles.
The new result is the inequality (1.2). The sum

∑∞
n=1 ρn is the total density of particles in finite cycles in

the infinite system, and the rest comes entirely from macroscopic cycles. The upper and lower bounds on
the free energy density will explain why we are able to show (1.2) only if both u and û are nonnegative: by
subtracting the mean field contribution from the potential energy the interaction loses its superstability but
remains stable; meanwhile, the condition for BEC is unchanged. In this regard the system becomes similar
to the noninteracting gas, and comparison with it facilitates the proof. The result is also similar. If any of
u ≥ 0 and û ≥ 0 fails, our proof fails as well.

A more fundamental reason why both u ≥ 0 and û ≥ 0 are necessary for the proof of (1.2) is as follows.
If û ≥ 0, at high densities the distribution of particles in classical ground states is uniform, while if û has
a negative part, there is some structural order [Su5]. Also, even if û ≥ 0 but u is partly negative, at some
intermediate densities the ground state can be ordered; this is the case, for example, when û is of compact
support [Su13]. In general, if u or û has a negative part, classical condensation or crystallization may take
place at a higher temperature than that of the expected appearance of infinite cycles, so the latter should be
proven in a restricted ensemble: in a liquid (the liquid helium) or in a crystal, cf. [Uel1].

Infinite cycles, off-diagonal long-range order (ODLRO) and BEC are three distinct notions. By definition,
BEC implies ODLRO which implies infinite cycles, but implication in the opposite direction is subjected to
conditions. Both ODLRO and BEC are related to the infinite-volume limit of the integral kernel 〈x|σN,L

1 |0〉
of the one-body reduced density matrix, cf. [Su12]. There is ODLRO if

lim
x→∞

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

〈x|σN,L
1 |0〉 6= 0,

including the possibility that the limit does not exist. The average of 〈x|σN,L
1 |0〉 on the torus Λ is the

condensate density in Λ, and there is BEC if its limit is positive,

ρ0 = lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

Ld

∫

Λ

〈x|σN,L
1 |0〉dx > 0.

Thus, in principle, ODLRO can exist without BEC, but the opposite is obviously false. Also, infinite cycles
do not necessarily mean ODLRO. In [Su12] we found two conditions for ODLRO: (i) there must be cycles in
the system whose length diverges with N and which together carry a macroscopic number of particles, and
(ii) given such a cycle of length n, the average shift, due to interaction, of the momentum of the particles

forming the cycle (hX0
· , see in the proof) must go to zero as n goes to infinity. According to [Su12], the

additional condition for BEC is that n diverges at least as fast as N2/d, and X0
· decays at least as fast as

1/
√
n. The latter was shown to hold true if û ≥ 0, and the proof below reveals that the density, carried by
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cycles whose length diverges but slower than N , tends to zero as N goes to infinity. The conclusion is that for
pair potentials that are both positive and positive type the three notions coincide, and in the domain of BEC
the cycles are either finite or macroscopic, just as in the noninteracting gas. Curiously, the inherent condition
for BEC is weaker, the existence of cycles whose length diverges at least as fast as Nd/2. The significance of
n ∝ N2/d ∝ L2/λ2β is clear: this is the order of magnitude of the necessary number of steps for a random
walk of step length λβ that starts from zero to attain any point of a cube of side L.

It is worth recalling how the conditions on the pair potential strengthened from the first paper to the actual
one. For the Fourier expansion of the Feynman-Kac formula the existence and integrability of û sufficed, not
even stability was demanded. To prove that infinite cycles and ODLRO are simultaneous û ≥ 0 had to be
supposed. Finally, to show in this paper that infinite cycles of the requested property do appear at high
densities we need also u ≥ 0. This does not mean that ODLRO and BEC are limited to such interactions,
only a further extension calls for new ideas.

Section 2 contains the proof of the inequality (1.2). The physical meaning of the permutation cycles is not
obvious, a possible interpretation is given in Section 3. A survey of the long history of the research on BEC
is presented in Section 4.

2 Proof of the Theorem

We start by writing the partition function in the form

QN,L =
1

N

N
∑

n=1

GN
n (2.1)

and defining ρN,L
n by the equation

ρN,L
n

ρ
=

GN
n

NQN,L
. (2.2)

The complete form of GN
n was given in [Su12] and will be recalled below. As explained in [Su12], n is the

length of a specific cycle, that one containing particle number 1. The particles are indistinguishable, whence
the interpretation of ρN,L

n as the density (number per unit volume) of particles in cycles of length n. Because
∑N

n=1 ρ
N,L
n = ρ, with ρn = limN,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ ρ

N,L
n we have

ρ = lim
M→∞

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

[

M
∑

n=1

ρN,L
n +

N
∑

M+1

ρN,L
n

]

=

∞
∑

n=1

ρn + lim
M→∞

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

N
∑

M+1

ρN,L
n ≥

∞
∑

n=1

ρn. (2.3)

The infinite sum is the density of particles in finite cycles in the infinite system. The task is to show that if ρ
is larger than some β-dependent threshold value, the inequality is strict, so the double limit of the sum from
M + 1 to N must be positive, signalling the presence of infinite cycles.

I. Before dealing with interacting particles we briefly return to the ideal gas discussed in detail in [Su2] and
revisited in [Su12]. The partition function is defined recursively by the equation

Q0
N,L =

1

N

N
∑

n=1

qnQ
0
N−n,L (Q0

0,L := 1) (2.4)

where

qn =
∑

z∈Zd

exp

{

−
πnλ2β
L2

z2

}

=
Ld

nd/2λdβ

∑

z∈Zd

exp

{

−πL
2

nλ2β
z2

}

(2.5)

is the partition function for a single particle at inverse temperature nβ (nλ2β = λ2nβ). Studying the identity

1 =
1

N

N
∑

n=1

qn
Q0

N−n,L

Q0
N,L

(2.6)
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in the thermodynamic limit one can prove the appearance of infinite permutation cycles and their being
exclusively macroscopic. In [Su2] this was achieved by detailed estimates concerning the symmetric group. In
the alternative proof given in [Su12] the second form of qn was cut into the z = 0 term and the rest, yielding

1 =
1

ρλdβ

N
∑

n=1

1

nd/2

Q0
N−n,L

Q0
N,L

+
1

ρλdβ

N
∑

n=1

1

nd/2

Q0
N−n,L

Q0
N,L

∑

z∈Zd\{0}
exp

{

−πL
2

nλ2β
z2

}

. (2.7)

Using Q0
N−n,L/Q

0
N,L < 1 that follows from Eq. (2.4) and qn > 1, in Proposition 3.3 of [Su12] we then proved

that the second sum over n restricted to n ≤ KN = o(N) tends to zero as N,L go to infinity with N/Ld = ρ
fixed. On the other hand, the first sum saturates at ζ(d/2) where ζ is the Riemann zeta-function. So if
ζ(d/2)/ρλdβ < 1, the completion to 1 may come only from cycles of length n ∝ N . Here we give a variant of
this proof, easier to extend to interacting particles.

Note first that with N and L increasingQ0
N,L = exp{−βF 0

N,L} = exp{−βLd[f0(ρ, β)+o(1)]} where F 0
N,L is

the free energy and f0(ρ, β) is the limiting free energy density of the ideal Bose gas. Furthermore, if n = o(N)
then

Q0
N−n,L

Q0
N,L

= e
βn

F0
N,L/Ld−F0

N−n,L/Ld

(n/Ld) = eβn[∂f
0(ρ,β)/∂ρ+o(1)]. (2.8)

In ∂f0(ρ, β)/∂ρ we recognise the chemical potential computed in the canonical ensemble. Let gN = o(N2/d)
be any monotone increasing sequence of integers that tends to infinity. Applying the second form of qn,

1

N

gN
∑

n=1

qn
Q0

N−n,L

Q0
N,L

=
1

ρλdβ

gN
∑

n=1

1

nd/2

[

1 +O
(

e−πL2/(nλ2
β)
)]

eβn[∂f
0(ρ,β)/∂ρ+o(1)]. (2.9)

Proceeding as in Eq. (2.3),

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

gN
∑

n=1

qn
Q0

N−n,L

Q0
N,L

=
1

ρλdβ

∞
∑

n=1

exp{βn∂f0(ρ, β)/∂ρ}
nd/2

+ lim
M→∞

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

gN
∑

n=M+1

qn
Q0

N−n,L

Q0
N,L

. (2.10)

The infinite sum contains the contribution of all the finite cycles. The rest comes from cycles whose length
although diverges with N , but the divergence is slower than N2/d, and the double limit yields zero:

lim
M→∞

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ldρ

1

N

gN
∑

n=M+1

qn
Q0

N−n,L

Q0
N,L

=
1

ρλdβ
lim

M→∞
lim

N,L→∞,N/Ldρ

gN
∑

n=M+1

1

nd/2

Q0
N−n,L

Q0
N,L

= 0.

Next, fix any c > 0 and choose any monotone increasing sequence hN of integers such that hN > cN2/d and
hN = o(N). Then

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

hN
∑

n=cN2/d

qn
Q0

N−n,L

Q0
N,L

= 0 (2.11)

because qnQ
0
N−n,L/Q

0
N,L = O(1). Combining Eqs. (2.10) and (2.11),

1 =
1

ρλdβ

∞
∑

n=1

exp{βn∂f0(ρ, β)/∂ρ}
nd/2

+ lim
ε↓0

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

N
∑

n=εN

Q0
N−n,L

Q0
N,L

. (2.12)

Here we used also that qn → 1 if n increases faster than N2/d. Now f0 is a negative strictly monotone
decreasing function of ρ below the critical density ζ(d/2)/λdβ . Therefore, for ρ ≤ ζ(d/2)/λdβ , ε > 0 and
n ≥ εN

Q0
N−n,L

Q0
N,L

∼ e−βLd[f0((1−n/N)ρ,β)−f0(ρ,β)] ≤ e−βLd[f0((1−ε)ρ,β)−f0(ρ,β)] (2.13)
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decays exponentially fast with the volume, N−1
∑N

n=εN Q0
N−n,L/Q

0
N,L also decays at this rate and turns

Eq. (2.12) into

1

ρλdβ

∞
∑

n=1

exp{βn∂f0(ρ, β)/∂ρ}
nd/2

= 1 (ρ ≤ ζ(d/2)/λdβ). (2.14)

This equation determines ∂f0(ρ, β)/∂ρ and assigns to it a non-positive value. At ρ = ζ(d/2)/λdβ the sum

over n and ∂f0(ρ, β)/∂ρ reach their maximum, ζ(d/2) and zero, respectively. Therefore, if ρλdβ > ζ(d/2),
Eq. (2.12) can hold only with a positive contribution from macroscopic cycles. For this conclusion we are not
obliged to further analyse the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.12). Still, it must be detached from
zero exactly when the first term sinks below 1, and this is easy to see. If ρ > ζ(d/2)/λdβ then ∂f0(ρ, β)/∂ρ ≡
0. At the same time, if (1 − n/N)ρ ≥ ζ(d/2)/λdβ , then f0((1 − n/N)ρ, β) = f0(ρ, β) = − ζ(1+d/2)

βλd
β

, and

Q0
N−n,L/Q

0
N,L → 1. (In the case of periodic boundary conditions there is no surface/edge/corner correction

to the limit of Q0
N−n,L/Q

0
N,L.) So (2.12) becomes

ζ(d/2)

ρλdβ
+ lim

ε↓0
lim

N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

(1−ζ(d/2)/ρλd
β)N

∑

n=εN

Q0
N−n,L

Q0
N,L

=
ζ(d/2)

ρλdβ
+

(

1− ζ(d/2)

ρλdβ

)

= 1 (ρ > ζ(d/2)/λdβ).

(2.15)

II. For the partition function of the interacting Bose gas we will need both the Feynman-Kac formula and its
Fourier-expanded form. Let Wnlβ

xlxl
(dωl) denote the Brownian bridge measure on the torus Λ for trajectories

ωl that start and end in xl in the time interval [0, nlβ]. Define

U(ωl) = β−1

∫ β

0

∑

0≤j<k≤nl−1

uL(ωl(kβ + t)− ωl(jβ + t))dt, l = 0, . . . , p, (2.16)

and

U(ωl′ , ωl) = β−1

∫ β

0

nl′−1
∑

j=0

nl−1
∑

k=0

uL(ωl(kβ + t)− ωl′(jβ + t))dt, 0 ≤ l′ < l ≤ p (2.17)

where
uL(x) =

∑

z∈Zd

u(x+ Lz). (2.18)

Then with n0 = n

QN,L =
1

N

N
∑

n=1

∫

Λ

dx

∫

Wnβ
xx (dω0)e

−βU(ω0)QN−n,L(ω0), N > 0, (2.19)

where Q0,L(ω0) = Q0,L := 1 and for n < N

QN−n,L(ω0) =
N−n
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

{nl}p
l=1⊢N−n

1
∏p

l=1 nl

∫

Λ

dx1

∫

Wn1β
x1x1

(dω1)e
−βU(ω1) · · ·

· · ·
∫

Λ

dxp

∫

Wnpβ
xpxp

(dωp)e
−βU(ωp)





∏

1≤l′<l≤p

e−βU(ωl′ ,ωl)



 e−β
∑p

l=1
U(ω0,ωl). (2.20)

Without the last exponential that connects ω0 to the other cycles the above expression is just another form
of QN−n,L. Here and hereafter

∑

{nl}p
l=1⊢N−n ≡∑n1,...,np≥1:

∑p
1 nl=N−n, the same numbers in different order

represent different terms. For the different ways to write the partition function as a multiple sum over the
cycle lengths of permutations see [Su11].

We start by deriving bounds on the free energy FN,L and the free energy density

f(ρ, β) = lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

L−dFN,L = − lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

βLd
lnQN,L (2.21)
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for integrable superstable pair potentials [R2, R3].

Lemma 1.

CΛ[u]

Ld
N(N − 1)−BN + F 0

N,L ≤ FN,L ≤ ‖u‖1
2Ld

N(N − 1) +
2d/2−1ζ(d/2)‖u‖1

λdβ
N + F 0

N,L (2.22)

and

C[u]ρ2 − Bρ+ f0(ρ, β) ≤ f(ρ, β) ≤ ‖u‖1
2

ρ2 +
2d/2−1ζ(d/2)‖u‖1

λdβ
ρ+ f0(ρ, β) (2.23)

where B > 0 and 0 < CΛ[u], C[u] ≤ û(0)/2. If u is bounded, for B one can substitute uL(0)/2 in the first line
and u(0)/2 in the second line. For a positive-type u, CΛ[u] = C[u] = û(0)/2.

Proof. The lower bound is trivial except for the multipliers of ρ and ρ2. It follows from superstability: there
are positive constants B, C such that for L sufficiently large and any N

∑

1≤j<k≤N

uL(xk − xj) ≥ −BN + CN(N − 1)/Ld.

The largest C is

CΛ[u] = lim inf
N→∞

Ld

N(N − 1)

∑

1≤j<k≤N

uL(xk − xj) (2.24)

that we called in [Su5] the best superstability constant (the Fekete constant in potential theory [Ch]). In
general CΛ[u] ≤ û(0)/2, but in Section 9 of [Su5] it was shown that for u of the positive type CΛ[u] = û(0)/2
independently of L. Even if u ≥ 0, B > 0 must be chosen, otherwise the inequality could fail for small N ,
e.g. if u is of finite range. Also, for N large the quadratic term alone with CΛ[u] can be too large. If u is
bounded, as implied by û ∈ L1(Rd), C = CΛ[u] and B = uL(0)/2 provide a valid lower bound.

For any partition of N

p
∑

l=0

U(ωl) +
∑

0≤l′<l≤p

U(ωl′ , ωl) ≥ −BN + CΛ[u]N(N − 1)/Ld,

hence

QN,L ≤ e−β[−BN+CΛ[u]N(N−1)/Ld] 1

N

N
∑

n=1

∫

Λ

dx

∫

Wnβ
xx (dω0)

N−n
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

{nl}p
l=1⊢N−n

p
∏

l=1

1

nl

∫

Λ

dxl

∫

Wnlβ
xlxl

(dωl)

= e−β[−BN+CΛ[u]N(N−1)/Ld]Q0
N,L

from which the lower bound for f(ρ, β) follows with uL → u as L→ ∞ and

C[u] = lim inf
L→∞

CΛ[u]. (2.25)

The upper bound in (2.22) and (2.23) is based on Jensen’s inequality. First, on the torus QN−n,L(ω0+y) =
QN−n,L(ω0), because any shift of ω0 can be defused by the same shift of the integration variables x1, . . . , xp
and hence of ω1, . . . , ωp; therefore

QN−n,L(ω0) =
1

Ld

∫

Λ

QN−n,L(ω0 + y)dy.

The dependence on ω0 is only in the last exponential factor of QN−n,L(ω0). Applying Jensen’s inequality and

∫

Λ

uL(y)dy =

∫

u(y)dy ≤ ‖u‖1,

6



1

Ld

∫

Λ

e−β
∑p

l=1 U(ω0+y,ωl)dy ≥ e−β 1

Ld

∫

Λ

∑p
l=1

U(ω0+y,ωl)dy = e−β n(N−n)

Ld

∫

Λ
uL(y)dy ≥ e−β n(N−n)

Ld ‖u‖1 .

Thus, for any ω0

QN−n,L(ω0) ≥ e−β n(N−n)

Ld ‖u‖1QN−n,L (2.26)

and consequently

QN,L ≥ 1

N

N
∑

n=1

exp

{

−β‖u‖1
n(N − n)

Ld

}

QN−n,L

∫

Λ

dx

∫

Wnβ
xx (dω0)e

−βU(ω0). (2.27)

Recall from [Su11] that

∫

Wnβ
xx (dω) =

∑

z∈Zd

∫

Pnβ
x,x+Lz(dω) =

1

λdnβ

∑

z∈Zd

e−πL2z2/λ2
nβ ,

therefore
∫

Λ

dx

∫

Wnβ
xx (dω) =

Ld

λdnβ

∑

z∈Zd

e−πL2z2/λ2
nβ = qn.

Above Pnβ
x,x+Lz(dω) is the conditional Wiener measure in R

d. Let ψt(x) = λ−d
t e−πx2/λ2

t , then

∫

P β
xy(dω) = ψβ(y − x).

Throughout the proof we use the following identity. If f(ω) = f(ω(t0)) with 0 < t0 < β, then

∫

P β
xy(dω)f(ω) =

∫

dx′ψt0(x− x′)f(x′)ψβ−t0(x
′ − y). (2.28)

By Jensen’s inequality,

∫

Λ

dx

∫

Wnβ
xx (dω)e−βU(ω) = Ld

∫

Wnβ
00 (dω)e−βU(ω) = Ld

∑

z∈Zd

∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)e

−βU(ω)

≥ Ld
∑

z∈Zd

(∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)

)

exp

{

−β
∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)U(ω)
∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)

}

=
Ld

nd/2λdβ

∑

z∈Zd

exp

{

−πL
2z2

nλ2β

}

exp
{

−β〈U〉Pnβ
0,Lz

}

. (2.29)

We turn to 〈U〉Pnβ
0,Lz

. With a slight extension of (2.28) one can show that equal-time increments have the same

distribution. Let 0 < t1 < t2 < β, ω(0) = x, ω(β) = y, and consider any f depending only on ω(t2)− ω(t1).
Then
∫

P β
xy(dω)f(ω(t2)− ω(t1)) =

∫

dx1dx2 ψt1(x1 − x)ψt2−t1(x2 − x1)ψβ−t2(y − x2)f(x2 − x1)

=

∫

dz ψt2−t1(z)f(z)

∫

dx1 ψt1(x1 − x)ψβ−t2(y − z − x1)

=

∫

dz ψt2−t1(z)f(z)ψβ−(t2−t1)(y − x− z) =

∫

P β
0,y−x(dω)f(ω(t2 − t1)).

Thus,
∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)uL(ω(kβ + t)− ω(jβ + t)) =

∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)uL(ω((k − j)β))
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and

〈U〉Pnβ
0,Lz

=
∑

0≤j<k≤n−1

〈uL(ω((k − j)β))〉Pnβ
0,Lz

=

n−1
∑

k=1

(n− k)〈uL(ω(kβ))〉Pnβ
0,Lz

=

n−1
∑

k=1

k〈uL(ω((n− k)β))〉Pnβ
0,Lz

.

(2.30)
For any z ∈ Z

d, uL(x) = uL(Lz − x), from which with (2.28) one obtains

∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)uL(ω((n− k)β)) =

∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)uL(ω(kβ)).

Summing the two forms (2.30) of 〈U〉Pnβ
0,Lz

and using the above equality,

〈U〉Pnβ
0,Lz

=
n

2

n−1
∑

k=1

〈uL(ω(kβ))〉Pnβ
0,Lz

. (2.31)

Next,

〈uL(ω(kβ))〉Pnβ
0,Lz

=

(∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)

)−1 ∫

Pnβ
0,Lz(dω)uL(ω(kβ))

= ψnβ(Lz)
−1

∫

ψkβ(x)ψ(n−k)β(Lz − x)uL(x)dx.

A straightforward calculation yields

ψnβ(Lz)
−1ψkβ(x)ψ(n−k)β(Lz − x) = α

d/2
n,k exp{−παn,k(x − Lkz/n)2}

and therefore

〈uL(ω(kβ))〉Pnβ
0,Lz

= α
d/2
n,k

∫

uL(x) exp
{

−παn,k(x− Lkz/n)2
}

dx (2.32)

where

αn,k =

(

1

k
+

1

n− k

)

1

λ2β
.

Substituting uL(x) =
∑

v∈Zd u(x− Lv) into (2.32),

〈uL(ω(kβ))〉Pnβ
0,Lz

= α
d/2
n,k

∑

v∈Zd

∫

u(x− Lv) exp
{

−παn,k(x− Lkz/n)2
}

dx

=

∫

u(y) α
d/2
n,k

∑

v∈Zd

exp
{

−παn,k(y − L{kz/n}+ Lv)2
}

dy

where {kz/n} is the fractional part of kz/n for z ∈ Z
d, each component of which is bounded in modulus by

1/2. Applying twice the Poisson summation formula

α
d/2
n,k

∑

v∈Zd

exp
{

−παn,k(y − L{kz/n}+ Lv)2
}

= L−d
∑

v∈Zd

exp

{

− πv2

αn,kL2
+ i

2π

L
(y − L{kz/n}) · v

}

≤ L−d
∑

v∈Zd

exp

{

− πv2

αn,kL2

}

= α
d/2
n,k

∑

v∈Zd

exp
{

−παn,kL
2v2
}

.

So
〈uL(ω(kβ))〉Pnβ

0,Lz
≤ ‖u‖1αd/2

n,k

∑

v∈Zd

exp
{

−παn,kL
2v2
}

, (2.33)
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the z-dependence dropped from the upper bound. Now

∑

v∈Zd

e−παn,kL
2v2

=

(

1 + 2

∞
∑

v=1

e−παn,kL
2v2

)d

≤
(

1 + 2

∫ ∞

0

e−παn,kL
2v2

dv

)d

=

(

1 +
1

L
√
αn,k

)d

.

Inserting this into the expression for 〈U〉Pnβ
0,Lz

,

〈U〉Pnβ
0,Lz

≤ n

2
‖u‖1

n−1
∑

k=1

α
d/2
n,k

∑

v∈Zd

exp
{

−παn,kL
2v2
}

≤ n

2
‖u‖1

n−1
∑

k=1

α
d/2
n,k

(

1 +
1

L
√
αn,k

)d

=
n

2
‖u‖1

d
∑

l=0

(

d

l

)

1

Ld−l

n−1
∑

k=1

α
l/2
n,k =

n

2
‖u‖1

[

n− 1

Ld
+

d−1
∑

l=1

(

d

l

)

1

Ld−l

n−1
∑

k=1

α
l/2
n,k +

n−1
∑

k=1

α
d/2
n,k

]

.

For d ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ l ≤ d− 1

1

Ld−l

n−1
∑

k=1

α
l/2
n,k =

1

λlβL
d−l

n−1
∑

k=1

(

1

k
+

1

n− k

)l/2

≤ 2l/2

λlβL
d−l

n/2
∑

k=1

1

kl/2
= o(1) (L→ ∞)

which finally yields

〈U〉Pnβ
0,Lz

≤ ‖u‖1
2

n

[

n− 1

Ld
+

n−1
∑

k=1

α
d/2
n,k + o(1)

]

≤ ‖u‖1
2

n

[

n− 1

Ld
+ 2d/2ζ(d/2)/λdβ + o(1)

]

. (2.34)

Dropping the o(1) term, the inequality (2.27) can be continued as

QN,L ≥ 1

N

N
∑

n=1

qnQN−n,L exp

{

−β‖u‖1
Ld

[

n(N − n) +
1

2
n(n− 1)

]}

exp

{

−2d/2−1ζ(d/2)
β‖u‖1
λdβ

n

}

≡ 1

N

N
∑

n=1

qnQN−n,L exp

{

−C
[

n(N − n) +
1

2
n(n− 1)

]}

exp {−Dn} ≡ 1

N

N
∑

n=1

qnQN−n,L e
−βΨ+

n,N−n.

(2.35)

We define an auxiliary function Q−
N,L recursively by Q−

0,L = 1 and

Q−
N,L =

1

N

N
∑

n=1

qnQ
−
N−n,Le

−βΨ+
n,N−n. (2.36)

Q−
N,L has two useful properties.

(i) QN,L ≥ Q−
N,L. To see it, write QN,L in an analogous form,

QN,L =
1

N

N
∑

n=1

qnQN−n,Le
−βΨn,N−n. (2.37)

By definition

e−βΨn,N−n =

∫

Λ dx
∫

Wnβ
xx (dω0)e

−βU(ω0)QN−n,L(ω0)

qnQN−n,L
,
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and we just have proved that Ψn,N−n ≤ Ψ+
n,N−n. Therefore

QN,L −Q−
N,L =

1

N

N
∑

n=1

qn

[

QN−n,Le
−βΨn,N−n −Q−

N−n,Le
−βΨ+

n,N−n

]

=
1

N

N
∑

n=1

qne
−βΨn,N−n

[

QN−n,L −Q−
N−n,Le

−β(Ψ+
n,N−n−Ψn,N−n)

]

≥ 1

N

N
∑

n=1

qne
−βΨn,N−n

[

QN−n,L −Q−
N−n,L

]

. (2.38)

For N = 1 this reads
Q1,L −Q−

1,L ≥ q1e
−βΨ1,0 [Q0,L −Q−

0,L] = 0, (2.39)

and QN,L ≥ Q−
N,L follows by induction.

(ii)

Q−
N,L = exp

{

−1

2
CN(N − 1)−DN

}

Q0
N,L. (2.40)

Indeed, apply the identity

1

2
CN(N − 1) +DN = Cn(N − n) +

1

2
Cn(n− 1) +Dn+

1

2
C(N − n)(N − n− 1) +D(N − n)

= βΨ+
n,N−n +

1

2
C(N − n)(N − n− 1) +D(N − n).

From the definition (2.36) one can see that AN = e
1
2CN(N−1)+DNQ−

N,L satisfies the recurrence relation

AN =
1

N

N
∑

n=1

qnAN−n (2.41)

with the initial condition A0 = 1. Q0
N,L satisfies the same equation with the same initial condition, cf.

Eq. (2.4), therefore AN = Q0
N,L, which proves (2.40). In sum,

QN,L ≥ exp

{

−1

2
CN(N − 1)−DN

}

Q0
N,L = exp

{

−1

2
βρ‖u‖1(N − 1)− 2d/2−1ζ(d/2)

β‖u‖1
λdβ

N

}

Q0
N,L.

(2.42)
From here the upper bound for FN,L and f(ρ, β) follows. ✷

It is instructive to replace QN,L with Q̃N,L = eβ‖u‖1N(N−1)/2Ld

QN,L. The observables like ρN,L
n are

invariant under this change; the difference is in the free energy densities, f(ρ, β) and

f̃(ρ, β) = − lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

βLd
ln Q̃N,L = f(ρ, β)− ρ2‖u‖1/2. (2.43)

According to the Lemma, for f̃(ρ, β) we have the bounds

(C[u]− ‖u‖1/2)ρ2 −Bρ+ f0(ρ, β) ≤ f̃(ρ, β) ≤ 2d/2−1ζ(d/2)‖u‖1
λdβ

ρ+ f0(ρ, β) (2.44)

with C[u] ≤ û(0)/2 ≤ ‖u‖1/2. In [Su5] we studied the ρ → ∞ limit of ρ−2f(ρ,∞) for classical systems, and
found that it was bounded above by the best superstability constant, cf. Eqs. (2.24) and (2.25), which in
turn cannot exceed û(0)/2 and reaches this value for u of the positive type. Thus, classically and without
the kinetic energy (2.43) is negative, while for integrable superstable potentials at high densities f(ρ, β) is
positive and increases as ρ2. If QN,L is the partition function of the mean-field Bose gas with mean-field energy
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(‖u‖1/2)N(N−1)/Ld then Q̃N,L is the partition function of the ideal Bose gas. Its energy is purely kinetic, yet
(2.43) is negative due to the known particularity of the Bose statistics that it induces an effective attraction
among the particles. The result can be similar for a positive-type u because of the uniform distribution of the
particles [Su5] and also because at asymptotically high densities the ground state energy density of the Bose
gas is ρ2û(0)/2, cf. Lieb [Li7]. This can also be seen on (2.44) which for a positive and positive-type u, when
C[u] = ‖u‖1/2, becomes

−u(0)
2
ρ+ f0(ρ, β) ≤ f̃(ρ, β) ≤ 2d/2−1ζ(d/2)û(0)

λdβ
ρ+ f0(ρ, β), (2.45)

the correction to ρ2û(0)/2 is of order ρ. The upper bound in (2.44) goes to zero with the temperature, but
not fast enough to decide whether f̃(ρ, β) could be negative (as β increases, ρ exceeds the critical density
ζ(d/2)/λdβ of the ideal gas, above which f0(ρ, β) = −ζ(1 + d/2)/(βλdβ) tends to zero faster than the positive

first term). However, the increase, if any, of f̃(ρ, β) with ρ is at most linear and is probably due to the increase
of the kinetic energy. There is a sensible difference in the negative lower bound: it is linear in ρ if both u
and û are nonnegative and quadratic if either u or û is partly negative. In the first case, in analogy with the
relation between the mean-field and the ideal Bose gas, the change from QN,L to Q̃N,L deprives the model
from its superstability but preserves stability; in the second case not only the superstability but possibly also
the stability is lost.

The inequalities (2.45) give already a hint to the existence of BEC. They imply limρ→∞ f(ρ, β)/ρ2 =
û(0)/2, extending the ground-state result to positive temperatures. This shows that at asymptotically high
densities a positive and positive-type pair potential acts as a mean-field interaction. f(ρ, β) is a convex function
of ρ and ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ is the chemical potential of the canonical ensemble. The pair potential ũL(x) = uL(x)−
û(0)/Ld is still stable, therefore it defines a normal thermodynamic system, but f̃(ρ, β) = f(ρ, β)− ρ2û(0)/2
may not be convex. If it is, the chemical potential ∂f̃/∂ρ is an increasing function of ρ. However, due to (2.45)
it is bounded from above, and if it attains its supremum at a finite ρ then for higher densities the surplus
particles must go into the condensate. Below we have to circumvent the question of convexity of f̃(ρ, β).

For interacting particles the Fourier-expanded form of the Feynman-Kac formula for the partition function
reads

QN,L =
e−βû(0)N(N−1)/2Ld

N

N
∑

n=1

ΦN
n (Q0,L := 1). (2.46)

We give below the asymptotic form of ΦN
n , valid for L so large that the Riemann integral-approximating sum

L−d
∑

z∈Zd\{0} û(z/L) can be replaced with
∫

Rd û(x)dx, cf. [Su11, Su12]. For n = N

ΦN
N =

∑

{αk
j ∈N0|1≤j<k≤N}

∏

1≤j<k≤N

(−β)α
k
j

αk
j !

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r

∫

dxkj,r û
(

xkj,r
)

exp
{

−πNλ2β
[

(X0
· )

2 −X0
·

2
]}

qN (X0
· ) (2.47)

and for n < N

ΦN
n =

N−n
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

n1,...,np≥1:
∑p

1 nl=N−n

1
∏p

l=1 nl
ΦN

n,{nl}p
1

(2.48)

where (n0 = n)

ΦN
n,{nl}p

1
=

∑

{αk
j∈N0|1≤j<k≤N}

∆{αk
j },{nl}p

0
L
−dK

{αk
j
}

∏

1≤j<k≤N

(−β)α
k
j

αk
j !

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r

∫

dxkj,r û
(

xkj,r
)

[

δ(X0
1 , . . . , X

p
1 )

p
∏

l=0

exp

{

−πnlλ
2
β

[

(

X l
·

)2 −X l
·

2
]}

qnl
(X l

· )

]

.

(2.49)
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The content in the outer square brackets is in the argument of the multiple integral and hence depends on all the
summation and integration variables. To connect with the notations of the preceding papers, ΦN

n,{nl}p
1
agrees

with LdF [n, {nl}p1] (0) = exp{βû(0)N(N − 1)/2Ld}G [n, {nl}p1], where LdF [n, {nl}p1] (x) played a central role
in [Su12] and G [n, {nl}p1] is the Feynman-Kac formula which was our starting point in [Su11]. We repeat here
the original expression using the definitions (2.16), (2.17):

ΦN
{nl}p

0
= eβû(0)N(N−1)/2Ld

∫

Λ

dx0

∫

Wn0β
x0x0

(dω0)e
−βU(ω0) . . .

· · ·
∫

Λ

dxp

∫

Wnpβ
xpxp

(dωp)e
−βU(ωp)

∏

0≤l′<l≤p

e−βU(ωl′ ,ωl). (2.50)

Because
N−n
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

{nl}p
l=1⊢N−n

p
∏

l=1

1

nl
= 1,

ΦN
n is the average of ΦN

n,{nl}p
1
over the partitions {nl}p1 of N − n. The entries of ΦN

n are defined as follows.

Let

Nl =

l
∑

l′=0

nl′ (l = 0, 1, . . . , p), N0 = n0 = n, Np = N,

Cl = {Nl−1 + 1, . . . , Nl}, (2.51)

the set of numbers labelling the particles of cycle l. The quantities denoted by X are derived from Xq(t) =
Zq(t)/L, and the definition of Zq(t) is at the beginning of [Su11]. In Xq(t) we have to separate intra- and
inter-cycle terms. The two contributions are labelled by l and ¬l, respectively. Hence, for q ∈ Cl

Xq(t) = Xq(t)|l +Xq(t)|¬l

Xq(t)|l = −
q−1
∑

j=Nl−1+1

Nl
∑

k=q

αk
j
∑

r=1

1{tkj,r ≥ t}xkj,r −
q
∑

j=Nl−1+1

Nl
∑

k=q+1

αk
j
∑

r=1

1{tkj,r < t}xkj,r

Xq(t)|¬l = −
Nl−1
∑

j=1

Nl
∑

k=q

αk
j
∑

r=1

1{tkj,r ≥ t}xkj,r −
Nl−1
∑

j=1

Nl
∑

k=q+1

αk
j
∑

r=1

1{tkj,r < t}xkj,r

+

Nl
∑

j=q

N
∑

k=Nl+1

αk
j
∑

r=1

1{tkj,r ≥ t}xkj,r +
Nl
∑

j=q+1

N
∑

k=Nl+1

αk
j
∑

r=1

1{tkj,r < t}xkj,r. (2.52)

Note that the quantities occurring in δ(X0
1 , . . . , X

p
1 ),

X l
1 := XNl−1+1(0) = −

Nl−1
∑

j=1

∑

k∈Cl

αk
j
∑

r=1

xkj,r +
∑

j∈Cl

N
∑

k=Nl+1

αk
j
∑

r=1

xkj,r, l = 0, . . . , p (2.53)

are purely inter-cycle. Now X l
· and

(

X l
·

)2
are the averages of Xq(t) and Xq(t)

2, respectively:

X l
· =

1

nl

∑

q∈Cl

∫ 1

0

Xq(t)|l dt+
1

nl

∑

q∈Cl

∫ 1

0

Xq(t)|¬l dt = X l
· |l +X l

· |¬l

(

X l
·

)2
=

1

nl

∑

q∈Cl

∫ 1

0

[Xq(t)|l +Xq(t)|¬l]
2
dt

=
1

nl

∑

q∈Cl

∫ 1

0

(Xq(t)|l)2 dt+
1

nl

∑

q∈Cl

∫ 1

0

(Xq(t)|¬l)
2
dt+

2

nl

∑

q∈Cl

∫ 1

0

(Xq(t)|l ·Xq(t)|¬l) dt

=
(

X l
·

)2 |l +
(

X l
·

)2 |¬l + 2X l
· |l ·X l

· |¬l. (2.54)
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The averages were computed in [Su11]. Referring to the expressions there, xkj,r = zkj,r/L, X
l
· = Z l

·/L and

(X l
· )2 = (Z l

· )2/L2. The only difference with [Su11] is that here, as in [Su12], l goes from 0 to p and l = 0 is
treated separately.

Furthermore, for l = 0, . . . , p

qnl
(X l

· ) =
∑

z∈Zd

exp

{

−
πnlλ

2
β

L2

(

z +
{

LX l
·

})2
}

=
Ld

n
d/2
l λdβ

∑

z∈Zd

exp

{

−−πL2z2

nlλ2β

}

cos
(

2π
{

LX l
·

}

· z
)

. (2.55)

Originally one has LX l
· in this formula, but decomposing it as LX l

· = [LX l
· ] + {LX l

·}, where [LX l
· ] ∈ Z

d and

each component of {LX l
·} is bounded in modulus by 1/2, LX l

· can be replaced with {LX l
·}. In the notation

of [Su12] qnl
(X l

· ) = Ldfnl
(0;LX l

· ). Its asymptotic form, valid in the L→ ∞ limit was obtained there:

qnl
(X l

· ) =















Ld

n
d/2
l λd

β

[1 + o(1)] if nlλ
2
β/L

2 → 0

e−πnlλ
2
β{LXl

·}2/L2

[1 + o(1)] if nlλ
2
β/L

2 → ∞
∑

z∈Zd e−πc(z+{LXl
·})2 if nlλ

2
β/L

2 = c.

(2.56)

We stress that on average qnl
(X l

· ) does not tend to zero when nlλ
2
β/L

2 → ∞: the analysis in [Su12] showed

that |X l
· | = O(1/

√
nl) for typical sets of xkj,r when nl → ∞. Therefore, for L large enough {LX l

·}2/L2 =

X l
·

2
= O(1/nl) and e

−πnlλ
2
βX

l
·

2

tends to some positive number.
Finally, δ(X0

1 , . . . , X
p
1 ) restricts the integrals to a submanifold on which each X l

1 is zero, and K{αk
j } is the

number of linearly independent equationsX l
1 = 0. To explain ∆{αk

j },{nl}p
0
, we refer to [Su11]: if the p+1 cycles

are represented by the labelled vertices of a multigraph G{αk
j } with

∑

j∈Cl′ , k∈Cl
αk
j edges between the vertices

l′ < l, then the non-isolated vertices must form mergers of circles of any (≥ 2) length. Now ∆{αk
j },{nl}p

0
= 1

if G{αk
j } is a merger graph in the above sense, and is zero otherwise.

We first prove the occurrence of cycles whose length increases proportionally to N in a simplified model,
retaining from the multiple sum that constitutes ΦN

n,{nl}p
1
the single term αk

j = 0 if j and k are in different

cycles. We shall refer to it as the cycle-decoupling model and denote its partition function by Qdcp
N,L. For a

while we still continue with a general integrable u. Compared to QN,L,

Qdcp
N,L =

exp
{

−βû(0)N(N−1)
2Ld

}

N



ΦN
N +

N−1
∑

n=1

Φn
n

N−n
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

{nl}p
l=1

⊢N−n

p
∏

l=1

1

nl
Φnl

nl



 . (2.57)

Here Φnl
nl

is the precise analogue of ΦN
N , cf. Eq. (2.47), all the particles (to be considered) are in a single cycle.

That is,

Φnl
nl

=
∑

{αk
j ∈N0|{j<k}⊂Cl}

∏

{j<k}⊂Cl

(−β)α
k
j

αk
j !

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r

∫

dxkj,r û
(

xkj,r
)

e
−πnlλ

2
β

[

(Xl
· )

2|l−
(

Xl
· |l

)2
]

qnl
(X l

· |l).

(2.58)

Note that the only L-dependence of Φnl
nl

is in qnl
(X l

· |l). By comparison with the case of nl = N , for L so large

that L−d
∑

zk
j,r∈Zd\{0} û(z

k
j,r/L) can be replaced with

∫

dxkj,r û
(

xkj,r
)

,

∫

Λ

dxl

∫

Wnlβ
xlxl

(dωl)e
−βU(ωl) = e−βû(0)nl(nl−1)/2Ld

×
∑

{αk
j∈N0|{j<k}⊂Cl}

∏

{j<k}⊂Cl

(−β)α
k
j

αk
j !

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r

∫

dxkj,r û
(

xkj,r
)

e
−πnlλ

2
β

[

(Xl
· )

2|l−
(

Xl
· |l

)2
]

qnl
(X l

· |l),

(2.59)
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which yields the Feynman-Kac form of Φnl
nl
,

Φnl
nl

= eβû(0)nl(nl−1)/2Ld

∫

Λ

dxl

∫

Wnlβ
xlxl

(dωl)e
−βU(ωl). (2.60)

We can incorporate the mean-field factor into the partition function by defining

Q̃dcp
N,L := e

βû(0)N(N−1)

2Ld Qdcp
N,L.

Then

Q̃dcp
N,L =

1

N



ΦN
N +

N−1
∑

n=1

Φn
n

N−n
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

{nl}p
l=1⊢N−n

p
∏

l=1

1

nl
Φnl

nl



 (2.61)

and in the average over the partitions of N − n one can recognize Q̃dcp
N−n,L. Defining Q̃dcp

0,L = 1, we have
therefore

Q̃dcp
N,L =

1

N

N
∑

n=1

Φn
nQ̃

dcp
N−n,L. (2.62)

The estimations done in the Lemma for
∫

Λ dx
∫

Wnβ
xx (dω)e

−βU(ω) provide us with bounds on Φn
n. First, the

superstability bound
U(ω) ≥ −Bn+ CΛ[u]n(n− 1)/Ld

implies

Φn
n ≤ qne

βBn eβ[û(0)/2−CΛ[u]]n(n−1)/Ld

. (2.63)

From Eqs. (2.29) and (2.34) we can infer the lower bound

Φn
n ≥ qne

−2d/2−1ζ(d/2)β‖u‖1n/λ
d
β e−β[‖u‖1−û(0)]n(n−1)/2Ld

. (2.64)

It is at this point that we abandon the general potential and continue with u ≥ 0 and û ≥ 0, when û(0) =
‖u‖1 = 2CΛ[u], B = uL/2. The upper and lower bounds for Φn

n become

qne
−2d/2−1ζ(d/2)βû(0)n/λd

β ≤ Φn
n ≤ qne

βuL(0)n/2. (2.65)

Upper and lower bounds for Q̃dcp
N,L can be obtained by substituting (2.65) into Eq. (2.61):

e−2d/2−1ζ(d/2)βû(0)N/λd
βQ0

N,L ≤ Q̃dcp
N,L ≤ eβuL(0)N/2Q0

N,L (u ≥ 0, û ≥ 0). (2.66)

These are the same as those for Q̃N,L = e
βû(0)N(N−1)

2Ld QN,L, so any modification of Q̃dcp
N,L due to coupling must

fit within these bounds. Equation (2.62) has the same form as (2.4) for the partition function of the ideal Bose

gas and, given Φn
n, it defines Q̃dcp

N,L recursively. We can proceed as we did above for the ideal gas. Writing

Q̃dcp
N,L = exp{−βLdf̃dcp

N,L}, if N and L are large and n = o(N) then

Q̃dcp
N−n,L

Q̃dcp
N,L

= exp

{

βn
f̃dcp
N,L − f̃dcp

N−n,L

(n/Ld)

}

= exp
{

βn[∂f̃dcp/∂ρ+ o(1)]
}

. (2.67)

Here we anticipate that ∂f̃dcp/∂ρ exists. It is the chemical potential of the cycle-decoupling model, and below
it will be obtained as the solution of Eq. (2.71). Let gN = o(N2/d) be a sequence of positive integers that
tends to infinity. Repeating the argument given in the discussion of the ideal gas,

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

gN
∑

n=1

Φn
n

Q̃dcp
N−n,L

Q̃dcp
N,L

=
1

ρλdβ

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ0
n exp

{

βn∂f̃dcp/∂ρ
}

nd/2
≤ 1 (2.68)

14



where ϕ0
1 = 1 and for n ≥ 2

ϕ0
n =

∑

{αk
j ∈N0|1≤j<k≤n}

(−β)α
k
j

αk
j !

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r

∫

dxkj,r û
(

xkj,r
)

e
−πnλ2

β

[

(X0
· )

2|0−
(

X0
· |0

)2
]

. (2.69)

In Eq. (2.68) it was possible to replace Φn
n/N with ϕ0

n/(ρλ
d
βn

d/2) because nλ2β/L
2 → 0 and thus qn(X0

· |0) ∼
Ld/(λdβn

d/2) as L increases, cf. Eq. (2.56). As in Eq. (2.10), the limit of the sum up to gN contains all
the contribution of finite cycles and nothing else, the sum from M to gN goes to zero if first N and then
M tends to infinity; the consequence is that the asymptotic weight of cycles whose length diverges with N
but the divergence is slower than N2/d is zero. The bounds (2.65) show that ϕ0

n cannot increase or decrease
faster than exponentially in n. Thus, e−bln ≤ ϕ0

n ≤ ebun with positive numbers bl, bu. Because ϕ0
n is

independent of the density, the infinite sum in (2.68) can increase with ρ only due to an increase of ∂f̃dcp/∂ρ.
However, − lim supn→∞ n−1 lnϕ0

n ≤ bl is an upper bound to β∂f̃dcp/∂ρ, otherwise the infinite sum could not
be convergent for ρ large enough. It follows that

sup
ρ

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ0
n exp

{

βn∂f̃dcp/∂ρ
}

nd/2
= ζdcp(β) <∞. (2.70)

If ρ ≤ ζdcp(β)/λdβ , the equation

1

ρλdβ

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ0
n exp{βnµ}
nd/2

= 1 (2.71)

has a unique solution for µ that can be identified with ∂f̃dcp/∂ρ. It is an increasing function of ρ which
reaches its maximum µ̄ = µ̄(β) at ρ = ζdcp(β)/λdβ , where µ̄ satisfies the equation

1

ζdcp(β)

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ0
n exp{βnµ̄}
nd/2

= 1. (2.72)

So ∂f̃dcp(ρ, β)/∂ρ ≡ µ̄(β) if ρ ≥ ζdcp(β)/λdβ . From [Su12],

lim
n→∞

n−1 lnϕ0
n = ce−ǫβ

with some positive constants c and ǫ. Hence, µ̄(β) = −c e−ǫβ/β. If ϕ0
n were a pure exponential then

ζdcp(β) = ζ(d/2) would be, with the consequence that the critical density would agree with that of the ideal
Bose gas. However, ϕ0

n is not a pure exponential. If ρ > ζdcp(β)/λdβ , in Eq. (2.68) the inequality is strict,

and the completion to 1 comes from cycle lengths diverging at least as fast as N2/d. More is true, however.
Choose any ε > 0, then

lim
N→∞

1

N

N
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
1 = 1, lim

N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

N
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
Φn

n

Q̃dcp
N−n,L

Q̃dcp
N,L

< 1. (2.73)

This tells us that on average Φn
n Q̃

dcp
N−n,L/Q̃

dcp
N,L < 1 if n ≥ εN2/d, which suggests that for any hN = o(N),

hN > εN2/d

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

hN
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
Φn

n

Q̃dcp
N−n,L

Q̃dcp
N,L

= 0. (2.74)

Now qn(X0
· |0) = O(1) for n ≥ εN2/d, so Φn

n ≤ Cϕ0
n with some constant C, and ϕ0

n is independent of N . At
the same time

Q̃dcp
N−n,L/Q̃

dcp
N,L ∼ enβµ̄(β),
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also independent of N . Thus, we are dealing with a sequence an > 0 such that

lim
N→∞

1

N

N
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
an = lim

N→∞

N − εN2/d

N

1

N − εN2/d

N
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
an

= lim
N→∞

1

N − εN2/d

N
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
an ≤ 1. (2.75)

Supposing the opposite of (2.74),

lim
N→∞

1

N

hN
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
an = lim

N→∞

hN − εN2/d

N

1

hN − εN2/d

hN
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
an > 0.

This implies

lim
N→∞

1

hN − εN2/d

hN
∑

n=⌊εN2/d⌋
an = lim

M→∞

1

M −m

M
∑

n=m

an = ∞,

in contradiction with (2.75). Therefore (2.74) holds true, and

ζdcp(β)

ρλdβ
+ lim

ε↓0
lim

N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

1

N

N
∑

n=⌊εN⌋
Φn

n

Q̃dcp
N−n,L

Q̃dcp
N,L

= 1 (ρ > ζdcp(β)/λdβ). (2.76)

As in the noninteracting gas, in infinite volume the cycles are either finite or macroscopic. Note that apart
from Eq. (2.56) we did not use the Fourier-expanded form of the partition function.

Now consider the full model. We write the partition functions in their form not distinguishing cycle 0,

Q̃N,L =

N
∑

p=0

1

p!

∑

{nl}p
0⊢N

1
∏p

l=0 nl
ΦN

{nl}p
0
, Q̃dcp

N,L =

N
∑

p=0

1

p!

∑

{nl}p
0⊢N

1
∏p

l=0 nl

p
∏

l=0

Φnl
nl
. (2.77)

Let a partition {nl}pl=0 ⊢ N be given. ∆{αk
j },{nl}p

0
and K{αk

j } depend only on

α
cp = {αk

j ∈ N0|j and k are in different cycles}.

For the set of αcp that satisfy ∆{αk
j },{nl}p

0
= 1 we use the notation Acp

{nl}p
0
, and the d

(

∑

αk
j∈αcp αk

j −K{αk
j }

)

dimensional manifold in R
d
∑

αk
j
∈α

cp αk
j
on which X0

1 = X1
1 = · · · = Xp

1 = 0 will be denoted by Xα
cp . There

is no constraint for
αl = {αk

j ∈ N0|{j < k} ⊂ Cl}.
Also, let

‖αl‖ =
∑

αk
j ∈αl

αk
j , ‖αcp‖ =

∑

αk
j∈αcp

αk
j , ‖ûαcp‖ =

∫

Xα
cp

∏

j,k,r

û(xkj,r)
∏

j,k,r

dxkj,r. (2.78)

The coupling brings in ‖αcp‖ factors β and û, and β‖αcp‖ ‖ûαcp‖ is a volume raised to the power Kα
cp .

Denoting this volume by vβ,αcp ,

β‖αcp‖ ‖ûαcp‖ = (vβ,αcp)Kα
cp . (2.79)
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With these notations

ΦN
{nl}p

0
=

p
∏

l=0

∑

αl

[−βu(0)]‖αl‖
∏

αk
j∈αl

αk
j !

∏

αk
j ∈αl

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r

∫

Rd

dxkj,r
û(xkj,r)

u(0)
e
−πnlλ

2
β

[

(Xl
· )

2|l−
(

Xl
· |l

)2
]

qnl
(X l

· |l)

∑

α
cp∈Acp

{nl}
p
0

(−1)‖α
cp‖

∏

αk
j∈αcp αk

j !

[ρvβ,αcp

N

]Kα
cp
∫

Xα
cp

∏

j,k,r dx
k
j,r û(x

k
j,r)

‖ûαcp‖
∏

αk
j∈αcp

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r

exp

{

−πλ2β
p
∑

l=0

nl

[

(

X l
·

)2 −X l
·

2
−
(

(

X l
· |l
)2 −

(

X l
· |l
)2
)]

}

p
∏

l=0

qnl
(X l

· )

qnl
(X l

· |l)
. (2.80)

Observe that

∫

Xα
cp

∏

j,k,r

dxkj,r

∏

j,k,r û(x
k
j,r)

‖ûαcp‖
∏

αk
j∈αcp

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r = 1,
∏

αk
j∈αl

αk
j
∏

r=1

∫ 1

0

dtkj,r

∫

Rd

dxkj,r
û(xkj,r)

u(0)
= 1 (2.81)

(u(0) = ‖û‖1.) In Eq. (2.80) the first line alone is
∏p

l=0 Φ
nl
nl
. The vectors xkj,r for j and k in the same

cycle are independent identically distributed random variables; those with j and k in different cycles follow
a coupled distribution. The probability measures can be read off from (2.81). The sum over Acp

{nl}p
0
and the

coupled distribution still factorize according to the maximal connected components of cycles. The sign of a
term depends only on the parity of ‖αcp‖ and, because ΦN

{nl}p
0
> 0, the positive terms dominate. Otherwise,

the inclusion of α
cp has a threefold effect: (i) the fluctuations of the momenta

(

X l
·

)2 − X l
·

2
increase on

average, (ii) For Kα
cp > 0 there appears a dimensionless factor (ρvβ,αcp/N)Kα

cp , and (iii) the large number
of different ways to couple the cycles contributes to the entropy. The analysis in [Su12] showed that in the
infinite-volume limit of Gαcp each vertex is of finite degree, i.e. the exponentially dominant contribution to

the partition function comes from terms in which
∑

j∈Cl

[

∑

l′>l

∑

k∈Cl′
αk
j +

∑

l′<l

∑

k∈Cl′
αj
k

]

remains finite

for every l as N tends to infinity. A trivial reason is the rapid decrease of 1/αk
j ! for any given pair (j, k); a

nontrivial reason is that keeping the number of edges incident on every vertex finite the increase of fluctuations
can be controlled. For α

cp thus chosen the entropy wins the competition between (ii) and (iii) for all p of

order N and all values of ρ and β, but the increase of
(

X l
·

)2 −X l
·

2
influences the dependence on them. In a

first time we disregard this latter and focus on the interplay between (ii) and (iii).
Let us recall from [Su11] that a connected merger graph of V vertices contributes V − 1 to Kα

cp . So if
the coupling regroups the p + 1 vertices (each representing a cycle) into mα

cp connected components then
Kα

cp = p + 1 − mα
cp . The connected components are isolated vertices and clusters (circles composed of

two or more vertices and their mergers). Let Nisl be the number of isolated vertices, Ncls the number of
clusters and Nnisl the total number of non-isolated vertices (i.e. those in clusters). Then p+ 1 = Nisl +Nnisl,
mα

cp = Nisl +Ncls and

Kα
cp = Nnisl −Ncls =

Ncls
∑

i=1

(Vi − 1)

where Vi ≥ 2 is the number of vertices in the ith cluster. We must analyze partial sums of Acp
{nl}p

0
running over

α
cp such that ‖αcp‖ is even and increases linearly with Nnisl. Our aim is to show that the coupling among

the cycles produces a global factor eCN (C > 0) that appears in Q̃N,L compared to Q̃dcp
N,L. We demonstrate

the presence of such a factor on an example taken over from [Su11].
Let p+ 1 = cN where c < 1. Let Nisl = aN (0 < a < c) and suppose that the remaining Nnisl = (c− a)N

vertices are coupled in Ncls =
1
2Nnisl two-circles. Then mα

cp = (a + (c − a)/2)N = (c + a)N/2 and Kα
cp =

(c − a)N/2. For
∏

αk
j∈αcp(1/αk

j !) we can substitute ǫNnisl
0 with some ǫ0 < 1. The number of αcp that differ
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only in the permutations of the (labelled) vertices is

(

Nisl +Nnisl

Nisl

)

Nnisl!

Ncls! 2Ncls
=

(

cN

aN

)

[(c− a)N ]!
[

(c−a)N
2

]

! 2
(c−a)N

2

so altogether we get

ǫNnisl
0

[ρvβ,αcp

N

]Nnisl−Ncls (Nisl +Nnisl)!

Nisl!Ncls! 2Ncls
=
[ǫρvβ,αcp

N

]

(c−a)N
2 (cN)!

(aN)!
[

(c−a)N
2

]

! 2
(c−a)N

2

∼
[

(

ǫρvβ,αcp

e(c− a)

)
c−a
2 cc

aa

]N

.

(2.82)
Here ǫ = ǫ20. For any nonzero ρvβ,αcp , choosing a so that 0 < c−a < ǫρvβ,αcp/e, the expression above increases
exponentially with N . Note also that it equals 1 if a = c (no coupling) and tends to [cǫρvβ,αcp/e]cN/2 if a goes
to zero (full coupling). This shows that in order to obtain an exponentially large contribution for arbitrarily
small ρvβ,αcp a positive but not full density of uncoupled cycles, i.e. 0 < a < c is necessary. Our choice of
(c− a)N/2 two-circles exemplifies the general case when both Nisl and Ncls are proportional to N .

We still must count with the increase of
(

X l
·

)2 −X l
·

2
appearing in Eq. (2.80) in the mean value of

exp

{

−πλ2β
p
∑

l=0

nl

[

(

X l
·

)2 −X l
·

2
−
(

(

X l
·

)2 |l −
(

X l
· |l
)2
)]

}

p
∏

l=0

qnl
(X l

· )

qnl
(X l

· |l)

= exp

{

p
∑

l=0

[

−πλ2βnl

(

(

X l
·

)2 |¬l −
(

X l
· |¬l

)2

+ 2
[

X l
· |l ·X l

· |¬l −X l
· |l ·X l

· |¬l

]

)

+ ln qnl
(X l

· )− ln qnl
(X l

· |l)
]

}

.

(2.83)

The mean value of the above expression can be represented by

e−c1Nnislλ
2
βρ

2/d

=
[

e−c1λ
2
βρ

2/d
](c−a)N

(2.84)

with a suitably chosen positive constant c1. This is explained as follows.
(i) In the exponent nl multiplies averages that involve division with nl, see Eq. (2.54), so it only neutralizes

this division in
(

X l
·

)2
,
(

X l
·

)2 |l,
(

X l
·

)2 |¬l and X l
· |l ·X l

· |¬l, and leaves behind a factor 1/nl in the other terms.

(ii) qnl
(X l

· )/qnl
(X l

· |l) tends to 1 if nl remains finite or increases slower than L2 as L→ ∞. On the other hand,

ln qnl
(X l

· ) − ln qnl
(X l

· |l) ≈ −πnlλ
2
β

(

X l
·

2
−X l

· |l
2)

is of order 1 if nl increases faster than L2, cf. Eq. (2.56)

and the comment thereafter.
(iii) Uncoupled cycles give zero, therefore the number of terms contributing to the sum is proportional to
Nnisl.
(iv) The ρ-dependence can be found by a physical argument. In the exponent λ2β must be divided with a
squared length, and the only relevant length here is the mean distance between neighboring cycles which scales
as ρ−1/d. In α

cp there is no information about the spatial position of the pairs that appear with αk
j > 0,

but such an information is present in xkj,r , the dual-space vector associated with the difference of the position
vectors of particles j and k. The only physically meaningful interpretation of ‖αcp‖ ∝ Nnisl is that the clusters
are formed by neighboring cycles, and the larger the density, the stronger is the coupling of a cycle to its
neighbors. A deeper reason is that the exponent originates from the kinetic energy, cf. [Su11], the repulsive
interaction has the tendency to confine the particles, and due to the uncertainty principle the kinetic energy
increases with ρ as ρ2/d.

To fully account for the effect of coupling (2.84) must still multiply (2.82). The result is

(2.82)×(2.84) =

[

(

ǫρvβ,αcp

e(c− a)

)
c−a
2 cc

aa

[

e−c1λ
2
βρ

2/d
]c−a

]N

. (2.85)
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This is exponentially increasing if

√

ǫρvβ,αcp

c− a

(

cc

aa

)
1

c−a

e−c1λ
2
βρ

2/d− 1
2 > 1,

which can be attained for any β and ρ by choosing a < c close enough to c. Because cc/ac > 1, it holds for

c− a ≤ ǫρvβ,αcpe−2c1λ
2
βρ

2/d−1.

The expression (2.85) has a maximum as a function of a somewhere between 0 and c. Neglecting cc/aa, (2.85)
is maximal at

c− a = ǫρvβ,αcpe−2(c1λ
2
βρ

2/d+1).

With the maximizing c− a one obtains the exponential factor by which Q̃N,L exceeds Q̃dcp
N,L :

Q̃N,L = eCNQ̃dcp
N,L, C =

1

2
ǫρvβ,αcpe−2(c1λ

2
βρ

2/d+1). (2.86)

From the point of view of BEC the precise ρ- and β-dependence of C is unimportant. Dividing

Q̃N,L = eCNQ̃dcp
N,L = eCN 1

N

N
∑

n=1

Φn
nQ̃

dcp
N−n,L (2.87)

with Q̃N,L we are back to the equation

1 =
1

N

N
∑

n=1

Φn
n

Q̃dcp
N−n,L

Q̃dcp
N,L

(2.88)

and the result about BEC in the cycle-decoupling model. In particular, ζc(β) = ζdcp(β), the critical density
ζc(β)/λ

d
β for the full model is the same as for the cycle-decoupling model. What changes is the free energy

and the relation between the density and the chemical potential, just as with the inclusion of the mean-field
term. However, contrary to the latter there can be a nonanalytic change during BEC also in the inter-cycle
contribution to f(ρ, β). This ends the proof of the theorem.

3 Physical meaning of the permutation cycles

Here we propose a possible interpretation of the permutation cycles as physical entities. When in the stochastic
description n physical particles form an effective single-particle trajectory then quantum-mechanically they
occupy one and the same one-particle state. About the nature of this state we can be guided by the analysis
of the noninteracting gas and by its partition function

Q0
N,L =

N
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

n1,...,np≥1:
∑p

1 nl=N

p
∏

l=1

1

nl

∑

z∈Zd

exp

{

−
πnlλ

2
β

L2
z2

}

. (3.1)

Given {nl}p1 and uniformly distributed random vectors {yl}p1 in Λ, all the nl particles of the lth cycle are in

a superposition of the plane wave states L−d/2ei
2π
L z·(xl−yl) with Gaussian weights exp{−πnlλ

2
βz

2/(2L2)},

ψL
nl,yl

(xl) =

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

−πnlλ
2
β

2L2 z2
}

L−d/2ei
2π
L z·(xl−yl)

[

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

−πnlλ2
β

L2 z2
}]1/2

=

2d/2

(
√
nlλβ)d

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

− 2π(xl−yl+Lz)2

nlλ2
β

}

[

L−d
∑

z∈Zd exp
{

−πnlλ2
β

L2 z2
}]1/2

=

2d/2

(
√
nlλβ)d

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

− 2π(xl−yl+Lz)2

nlλ2
β

}

(
√
nlλβ)−d/2

[

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

−πL2z2

nlλ2
β

}]1/2
=

(

2√
nlλβ

)d/2
∑

z∈Zd exp
{

− 2π(xl−yl+Lz)2

nlλ2
β

}

[

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

−πL2z2

nlλ2
β

}]1/2
.

(3.2)
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The thermal equilibrium state (density matrix) of the noninteracting Bose gas is a mixed state of the form

D0
N,L =

N
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

n1,...,np≥1:
∑p

1 nl=N

1
∏p

l=1 nl

p
⊗

l=1

L−d

∫

Λ

|ψL
nl,yl

〉〈ψL
nl,yl

| dyl (3.3)

If ρ < ζ(d/2)/λdβ , the cycle lengths remain finite in the infinite system, and

lim
L→∞

ψL
nl,yl

(xl) =

(

2√
nlλβ

)d/2

exp

{

−2π(xl − yl)
2

nlλ2β

}

, (3.4)

the lth cycle represents a Gaussian localized state of width ∝ λnlβ centered at yl. If ρ > ζ(d/2)/λdβ , some

nl will diverge proportionally to N . As seen on its first form, ψL
nl,yl

(xl) tends to the zero momentum plane

wave, ψL
nl,yl

(xl) ∼ L−d/2 as L increases.

In the interacting Bose gas
∏p

l=1 qnl
is replaced with ΦN

{nl}p
1
,

Q̃N,L =
N
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

n1,...,np≥1:
∑p

1 nl=N

1
∏p

l=1 nl
ΦN

{nl}p
1
.

However, once {αk
j , x

k
j,r, t

k
j,r} are given, for every l it suffices to consider

∑

z∈Zd

exp







−
πλ2β
L2

∑

q∈Cl

∫ 1

0

[z + Zq(t)]
2
dt







= exp

{

−πnlλ
2
β

[

(

X l
·

)2 −X l
·

2
]}

∑

z∈Zd

exp

{

−πnlλ
2
β

( z

L
+X l

·

)2
}

,

see [Su11, Equations (1.9), (1.10)]. Here Cl = {Nl−1 + 1, . . . , Nl}, Nl − Nl−1 = nl as introduced in Section
2. In [Su11] we already interpreted ~(2π/L)Zq(t) = hXq(t) as the shift due to interactions of the momentum

of the qth particle at ”time” t compared to its value in the ideal gas, and X l
· is the average over time and

particles of Xq(t). Accordingly, the common wave function of the nl particles in cycle l is

ψ
L,Xl

·
nl,yl (xl) =

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

−πnlλ
2
β

2L2 (z + LX l
· )2
}

L−d/2ei
2π
L (z+LXl

· )·(xl−yl)

[

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

−πnlλ
2
β

L2 (z + LX l
· )2
}]1/2

=

(

2√
nlλβ

)d/2
∑

z∈Zd exp
{

− 2π(xl−yl+Lz)2

nlλ2
β

}

exp
{

−i2πz · LX l
·

}

[

∑

z∈Zd exp
{

−πL2z2

nlλ2
β

}

cos 2πz ·
{

LX l
·

}]1/2
. (3.5)

Here we applied the identity

1

Ld

∑

z∈Zd

e−
πλ2

L2 (z+a)2ei
2π
L z·x =

1

λd

∑

z∈Zd

e−
π
λ2 (x+Lz)2e−i 2πL a·(x+Lz). (3.6)

With

ΦN
{nl}p

1
=

∑

{αk
j ∈N0|1≤j<k≤N}

∫ 1

0

∏

j,k,r

dtkj,r

∫

∏

j,k,r

dxkj,rH
(

{αk
j , t

k
j,r, x

k
j,r}
)

, (3.7)

where H can be read off from Eq. (2.49), the density matrix is

DN,L =

N
∑

p=1

1

p!

∑

n1,...,np≥1:
∑p

1 nl=N

1
∏p

l=1 nl

× 1

ΦN
{nl}p

1

∑

{αk
j ∈N0|1≤j<k≤N}

∫ 1

0

∏

j,k,r

dtkj,r

∫

∏

j,k,r

dxkj,rH
(

{αk
j , t

k
j,r, x

k
j,r}
)

p
⊗

l=1

L−d

∫

Λ

|ψL,Xl
·

nl,yl 〉〈ψ
L,Xl

·
nl,yl | dyl.

(3.8)
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If ρ < ζc(β)/λ
d
β , the cycle lengths remain finite in the infinite system, and the wave function in infinite

volume reduces to the z = 0 term (3.4) independent of the interaction. It is only when nlλ
2
β/L

2 → ∞ and

X l
· = O(1/

√
nl), and thus LX l

· → 0, that the wave function tends to the pure zero-momentum state. These
are precisely the conditions that we found for BEC and proved to be met for positive and positive-type pair
potentials at densities ρ > ζc(β)/λ

d
β . Although asymptotically the individual cycles represent the same states

as in the noninteracting gas, their distribution is different because of their coupling via wave vectors.

4 Historical notes

In 1924 Bose gave a deceptively simple statistical physical derivation of Planck’s radiation formula [Bos]. To
obtain the good result all he had to do was to distribute the light quanta among the cells of volume h3 of
the phase space somewhat differently than usual. In an endnote the German translator Einstein praised the
work and promised to apply its method to an ideal atomic gas, that he indeed did in three papers [E1-3]. One
must admire the ingenuity of this step. De Broglie’s PhD thesis appeared in the same year and Einstein must
have known it; yet, atoms have a mass and an extension, how can many of them occupy the same state? The
surprising result that they can as completely flat waves was not received with much enthusiasm. Distinguished
colleagues as Halpern, Schrödinger or Smekal had difficulty to understand the new ”cell counting” that Bose,
and Einstein in [E1], used instead of Boltzmann’s. Einstein answered the objections in papers [E2,3] and also
in letters, see e.g. [Schr] and the very clear response [E4]. Somewhat later another blow came from Uhlenbeck.
To quote London [Lon2],
”This very interesting discovery, however, has not appeared in the textbooks, probably because Uhlenbeck in
his thesis [Uh] questioned the correctness of Einstein’s argument. Since, from the very first, the mechanism
appeared to be devoid of any practical significance, all real gases being condensed at the temperature in ques-
tion, the matter has never been examined in detail; and it has been generally supposed that there is no such
condensation phenomenon.”

The regard onto Einstein’s work changed in 1938 with the discovery of superfluidity [All, Kap]. Fritz
London promptly reacted [Lon1], and in a follow-up paper [Lon2] he detailed his view, that superfluidity must
have to do with Bose-Einstein condensation – the name was coined by him. To support his idea, he computed
the critical temperature of the ideal gas with the mass of the He4 atom and the density of liquid helium, and
found it not very far off, 1K above the λ point separating the He I and He II phases. Prior to that he had
to reexamine the controversy between Einstein and Uhlenbeck, and take Einstein’s side. In his derivation
Einstein arrived at an equation connecting the number of particles N to the chemical potential µ, that one
must solve for the latter. µ appears in an infinite sum over the allowed discrete values of the single-particle
momentum. Einstein approximated the sum with an integral and observed the convergence of the integral in
three dimensions at µ = 0, the largest possible value of the chemical potential: as if N could not go beyond a
maximum. At the beginning of his second paper he resolved this paradox by assigning the surplus particles
to the zero momentum mode. Uhlenbeck, certainly unaware of Ehrenfest’s earlier and identical criticism,
argued that without the approximation by an integral the paradox disappears, the original equation can be
solved with a µ < 0 for arbitrarily large N . At that time two crucial mathematical elements were missing
from the weaponry of theoretical physicists: a clear notion of the thermodynamic limit and its importance
to see a sharp phase transition in the framework of statistical physics, and the appearance of the Dirac delta
in probability theory, the fact that in the limit of a sequence of discrete probability distributions an atomic
measure can emerge on a continuous background. Einstein’s intuition worked correctly, he tacitly performed
the thermodynamic limit. The separate treatment of the zero momentum state bothered physicists for a long
time, including Feynman, who proposed an alternative derivation based on the statistics of permutation cycles
[Fe2]. Simultaneously with London’s publications, in a paper written with Kahn, Uhlenbeck also admitted
that Einstein was right [Kah]. Tisza published his two-fluid theory about the same time [T1,2], and attributed
the specific transport properties of helium II to BEC. However, the argument against describing a strongly
interacting dense system of atoms with an ideal gas persisted and set the task: prove BEC in the presence of
interaction.

The first consistent theory of superfluidity was given by Landau in 1941 [Lan1]. This extremely influential
work denied all connection with BEC (clearly, a position taken against London and even more Tisza, who
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was earlier in his group in Kharkiv; see also Kadanoff [Kad]). The research on BEC for interacting bosons
started after World War II and produced a huge number of papers that we can review only in great lines.
Monographs about it and its connection with superfluidity extend over decades, some of them are [Lon4, No,
Gr, Sew, Pet, Pi1, Li5, Leg, Ued, Ver, Kag]; those written after 2000 usually cover also the theory of trapped
dilute ultra-cold gases of alkaline atoms, that we will not discuss.

Maybe the first and certainly one of the most important contributions was that of Bogoliubov, who
described superfluidity on the basis of BEC of weakly interacting bosons [Bog1]; for a recent review see [Z].
His theory had an immense impact on the forthcoming research in quantum statistical physics. Bogoliubov
initiated the algebraic approach, the use of second quantization. Writing the Hamiltonian in terms of creation
and annihilation operators proved to be very fruitful, because it opened the way for diverse approximations.
The interaction, which now must be integrable, appears in a quartic expression. Dropping everything not
reducible to a quadratic form makes it possible to diagonalize the Hamiltonian. These models, including those
expressible with number operators and known under the names of mean-field, imperfect, perturbed mean-field,
full diagonal Bose gas model, lead naturally to BEC [Hu4, Dav, Fa1, Buf, Ber1-Ber4, Lew1, Do1, Do2]. (For
a discussion of some problems arising with the truncation of the Hamiltonian see the Introduction of [Su10].)
One of the deep approximations Bogoliubov made was the c-number substitution of the operators creating
and annihilating a particle of zero momentum; its justification was the subject of later papers [G5, Su8, Su9,
Li6]. Another contribution of Bogoliubov, his inequality and 1/q2-theorem became the main tool to prove the
absence of BEC – and the breakdown of a continuous symmetry in general – at positive temperatures in one-
and two-dimensional quantum-mechanical models [Bog2].

Analytical methods permit to get closer to the problem of liquid helium. A popular one of the fifties was the
use of pseudo-potentials [Hu3, Hu4]. However, the par excellence analytical method is functional integration
– the one we employed here and in the preceding papers [Su11, Su12]. Feynman devised it to solve the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation and to compute

〈

x
∣

∣e−itH/~
∣

∣ x
〉

[Fe1]. The mathematical justification for
imaginary time it = ~β, where β is real positive, as a functional integral with the Wiener measure came from
Kac [Kac1,2]. The acknowledgement in [Fe2] reveals that it must have been Kac who convinced Feynman to
apply what we call today the Feynman-Kac formula to the λ-transition of liquid helium. The result was three
seminal papers [Fe2-4], the first of which was devoted to a first-principle study of the λ-transition. Although
Feynman was not interested in a rigorous proof, he seized a point which gained importance with time: the
appearance of long permutation cycles during the transition.

In 1954 London published his macroscopic theory of superfluidity [Lon3] whose emblematic element is a
macroscopic wave function associated with the condensate. This and Landau’s theory [Lan1,2] constitute the
basis for the phenomenological description of superfluidity. Another cardinal contribution from the fifties was
due to Oliver Penrose and Onsager [Pen]. These authors found the connection between the expected number

of particles in the condensate and the largest eigenvalue of the one-particle reduced density matrix σN,L
1 . For

an alternative characterization of BEC they used the non-decay of the off-diagonal element of the integral
kernel of σ1 = limN,L→∞ σN,L

1 , which later was extended into the notion of off-diagonal long-range order [Ya].
They gave the first and surprisingly precise estimate of the condensate fraction in the ground state of liquid
helium, ∼ 8%, only slightly modified later by a sophisticated numerical calculation [Ce] and deduction from
experiment [Sn], [So]. They extended their study to positive temperatures and found a connection between
BEC and the fraction of particles in ”large” permutation cycles.

In 1960 the start of the Journal of Mathematical Physics marked the adulthood of a new discipline. While
the theory of BEC seemed more or less settled for most physicists, their more math-minded colleagues saw
there a field to explore. The mathematical results of this decade are mostly negative, they prove the absence
of BEC in different situations: at low fugacity, in one and two dimensions at positive temperatures, and in
one dimension in the ground state. In three thorough and difficult papers Ginibre adapted the method of
combining Banach space technics with the Kirkwood-Salzburg equation [Bog3, R2, R4, R5, Bog4] to quantum
statistics, and proved the existence, analyticity and exponential clustering of the reduced density matrices at
low fugacity in the thermodynamic limit [G2-4], see also [G1]. This remains until today the most elaborate
application of the path integral method in statistical physics. For the quantal version of Tonks’ hard rod
model [Ton] Girardeau established the ground state, easily deducible from that of the free Fermi gas [Gi].
However, even the explicit knowledge of the ground state did not permit to decide quickly about BEC; finally,
it was shown not to exist [Schu, Len]. The analogous model with soft-delta interaction is more difficult, it was
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solved with Bethe Ansatz by Lieb and Liniger for the ground state [Li1] and by Lieb for the excited states
[Li2]. There is probably no BEC in this model either, approximate methods predict an algebraic decay of
the off-diagonal correlation [Hal, Cr, Ko]. The general one-dimensional case was studied much later, with
the conclusion that neither diagonal nor off-diagonal long-range order can exist in the ground state provided
that the compressibility is finite [Pi2]. The question of the breakdown of a continuous symmetry at positive
temperatures in one and two dimensions was discussed in generality by Wagner [W]. BEC can be considered
as an instance of such a breakdown: that of gauge invariance [Fa2, Su8, Su9, Li6]. Its absence was shown
by Hohenberg [Ho], the completion of the proof with the extension of Bogoliubov’s inequality to unbounded
operators was done later [Bou].

The most important result of the seventies was the long-awaited first proof of BEC in a system of interacting
bosons in three dimensions. This was done on the cubic lattice for hard-core bosons at half-filling by Dyson,
Lieb and Simon [Dy]. The extension to the ground state on the square lattice took another decade [Ken, Kub].
In the seventies two schools, one in Leuven directed by André Verbeure and another in Dublin under John
Lewis’ leadership started a research program in quantum statistical physics, with special emphasis on different
aspects of BEC. The main tool of the Leuven School was operator algebraic. The Dublin School dominantly
worked on BEC in the free Bose gas with different domain shapes, boundary conditions, imperfection, for
bosons with spins, etc. Later this group pioneered the application of the Large Deviation Principle to problems
of the Bose gas [Lew1, Ber2, Ber3, Ber4]. The intertwined activity of these two schools is reviewed in Verbeure’s
book [Ver].

In the mathematical literature of the interacting Bose gas most often either the pair potential or its Fourier
transform is chosen to be nonnegative, see e.g. [Li7, Car, MP1, MP2, Su10] – in our theorem we needed both.
Apart from the argument we gave in the Introduction, the estimates are easier, the bounds are sharper with a
sign-keeping potential. Another reason is specific to dilute systems: the effect of a nonnegative spherical pair
potential in the dilute limit reduces to s-wave scattering, so the interaction can be characterized by a single
parameter, the s-wave scattering length a. This made it possible to obtain rigorously the ground state energy
[Li3, Li4] and the free energy [Se1, Yi] in the dilute gas limit. Yet another question in which the positivity of
the interaction played a role is the sign of the shift ∆Tc = Tc − T 0

c of the critical temperature in the dilute
limit. Here Tc and T

0
c are the critical temperatures of the interacting and the ideal gas, respectively. There is

a well-known argument saying that r-space repulsion implies k-space attraction [Hu1-Hu4]; so BEC should be
easier for repulsive bosons, Tc > T 0

c . In a long debate a consensus has formed that the shift was positive, and

∆Tc/T
0
c ≈ 1.3

√

aρ1/3 in three dimensions. Although the question is pertinent, it cannot be decided without
proving Tc > 0, which was done only for the free Bose gas in a nonnegative external field, where ∆Tc > 0
follows from the min-max principle [Kac3]. A rigorous upper bound on ∆Tc and a review of the related
literature can be found in [Se2]. The only case offering the possibility of a comparison with experiment is the
λ-transition of liquid helium. Here the shift is negative [Lon2], but the system is dense, and the pair potential
acting in it has an attractive tail.

Explicit summation over the symmetric group is part of the first-quantized treatment of quantum many-
body systems, in particular when the Feynman-Kac formula is applied. The more elegant algebraic method
has its limits, and from the early nineties there has been a substantial reappearance of the path integral
technic in quantum statistical mechanics. A paper by Aizenman and Lieb [Ai1] used it to prove the partial
survival of Nagaoka ferromagnetism in the Hubbard model at positive temperatures. Tóth [Tth] proved BEC
of hard-core bosons on the complete graph. Aizenman and Nachtergaele [Ai2] studied ordering in the ground
state of quantum spin chains. Ceperly [Ce] applied the path-integral Monte Carlo method to a thorough
numerical analysis of the superfluidity of liquid helium. The present author picked up the thread left by
Feynman and discussed BEC of particles in continuous space in connection with the probability distribution
of permutation cycles [Su1, Su2]. The revival of interest in the relation between BEC and infinite cycles
gave rise to many other papers, e.g. [Bun], [Scha], [Uel1], [Uel2], [Ben], [Do3], [Ad1]. There appeared also a
new field of research on Hamiltonian models of random permutations, apparently more amenable to study by
functional integration and large deviations analysis; see e.g. [Bet1], [Bet2], [Bet3], [El], [Ad2].

The path integral method can be adapted to systems of particles on a lattice [Ai1, Ai2], so our theorem
applies to certain Bose-Hubbard models. Unfortunately, we were unable to treat hard-core interactions,
therefore the most interesting of them, those of half spins are unavailable for us: the beautiful results obtained
by reflection positivity for classical [Fr] and quantum [Dy] Heisenberg models still wait for an extension.

23



References

[Ad1] Adams S., Collevecchio A., and König W.: A variational formula for the free energy of an interacting
many-particle system. Ann. Prob. 39, 683-728 (2011).

[Ad2] Adams S. and DicksonM.: An explicit large deviations analysis of the spatial cycle Huang-Yang-Luttinger
model. Ann. Henri Poincaré 22, 1535-1560 (2021).
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[Do3] Dorlas T. C., Martin Ph. A. and Pulé J. V.: Long cycles in a perturbed mean field model of a boson
gas. J. Stat. Phys. 121, 433-461 (2005).

[Dy] Dyson F. J., Lieb E. H. and Simon B.: Phase transitions in quantum spin systems with isotropic and
nonisotropic interactions. J. Stat. Phys. 18, 335-383 (1978).

[E1] Einstein A.: Quantentheorie des einatomigen idealen Gases. Sitz.ber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. 1924,
261-267.

[E2] Einstein A.: Quantentheorie des einatomigen idealen Gases. II. Sitz.ber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. 1925,
3-14.

[E3] Einstein A.: Quantentheorie des idealen Gases. Sitz.ber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. 1925, 18-25.

[E4] Einstein A.: Answer to Schrödinger on 28 February 1925. The collected papers of Albert Einstein, Vol.
14, Document 446, p. 438.

[El] Elboim D. and Peled R.: Limit distributions for Euclidean random permutations. Commun. Math.
Phys. 369, 457-522 (2019).

[Fa1] Fannes M. and Verbeure A.: The condensed phase of the imperfect Bose gas. J. Math. Phys. 21,
1809-1818 (1980).
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