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In statistical and quantum many-body physics, the correlation function is a fundamental quan-
tity, especially for lattice models described by local Hamiltonians. Away from the phase-transition
point, correlation function typically satisfies the clustering property, meaning that the correlation
concentrates at short ranges while decays rapidly (exponentially) at long distances. Though the
clustering property has been extensively studied for spin and fermion systems, whether a similar
result holds for boson systems remains a long-standing open problem. The essential difficulty lies in
the infinite Hilbert-space dimension of a boson, in stark contrast to the finite dimension of a spin or
fermion. This work is devoted to establishing the boson counterpart of the clustering of correlations
at high temperatures, focusing primarily on the canonical Bose-Hubbard model. As a byproduct, we
rigorously justify the low-boson-density assumption for the Gibbs state of the Bose-Hubbard model.
This assumption is often invoked as a preliminary requirement for proving various rigorous results,
including the boson Lieb-Robinson bound. Building on the results above, we show the specific heat
density can be bounded above by a constant at high temperatures. Our achievement is based on the
imaginary-time interaction picture, which is expected to have much broader applications to other
open problems concerning bosons in statistical and quantum many-body physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The correlation function quantifies how physical quan-
tities are interrelated across different positions (and
times). It has been proven crucial across diverse topics of
statistical physics, ranging from critical phenomena and
phase transitions [1–6], to nonequilibrium dynamics and
irreversible processes [7–12]. There has been a long his-
tory of studies on correlation functions in lattice models
in classical and quantum statistical physics described by
local Hamiltonians, such as Ising model [13, 14], Potts
model [15, 16], Hubbard model [17] and so on. By local-
ity we refer to the property that the Hamiltonian can be
expressed as a sum of terms, each acting only on a few
geometrically adjacent sites within the lattice [18–20].

Remarkably, in a local system not at a critical point,
the correlation function inherits the clustering theorem,
which states that its magnitude adheres to an exponen-
tially decaying upper bound concerning the distance [19–
28]. The exponential clustering of the correlation, is
widely used as a prerequisite to investigate various prob-
lems in statistical and quantum many-body physics. Ex-
amples include information propagation in quantum dy-
namics [23, 24, 29–35], entanglement area law [36–38] and
complexity-theoretical analysis [18, 24, 39–42]. These re-
sults not only provide us with a deeper understanding of
the fundamental properties arising from locality of quan-
tum systems, but also serve as beneficial guiding prin-
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ciples for practical applications in the fields of quantum
information/computing [34, 43–47] and non-equilibrium
physics [18, 48–52].

Historically, the topic of clustering property dates all
the way back to Ising, whose solution of the model named
after him in one dimension demonstrated the absence of
thermal phase transitions [14, 53]. Then during the study
on the quantum counterpart of Ising’s result, Araki [54]
proved clustering property for any locally interacting 1D
quantum spin chain at arbitrary temperatures, ruling out
the possibility of thermal phase transition in general. A
few decades later, Hastings and Koma [21] extended the
clustering theorem to higher dimensional quantum spin
(and fermion) lattices for gapped ground states by invok-
ing the Lieb-Robinson bound [22, 55]. Parallel progress
was made in finite temperature studies [28], leading to
a completed proof for clustering property in the general
quantum spin model at high temperatures [20].

All of the previous works focused on clustering theo-
rem in fermionic/spin systems, characterized by finite-
dimensional local Hilbert spaces. They failed to cover
infinite-dimensional bosonic systems, which are equally
ubiquitous and widely studied in the literature, especially
in the context of ultracold atoms [56, 57], quantum com-
puting [58–60] and condensed matter physics [61, 62].
The infinite dimensionality in the boson model, arising
from the absence of the Pauli exclusion principle, can
exhibit physics qualitatively different from fermions and
spins. For example, the energy of bosons can be un-
bounded, so the specific heat (density) may remain fi-
nite in the infinite temperature limit. Instead, the spe-
cific heat necessarily tends to zero for a finite-level sys-
tem of fermions or spins at infinite temperature, where
the energy reaches its finite maximum. Moreover, many
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fermionic/spin systems with finite-dimensional Hilbert
space are essentially idealized simplifications of physical
setups. This is because the coupling between the system
and environment is inevitable, where the latter is usually
modeled as ensembles of harmonic oscillators, i.e., free
bosons [63–65]. Therefore, it is urgent to develop anal-
ogous results for infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces and
bosonic models, which would have profound implications
for both theoretical research and practical applications.

In this work, for the first time, we prove the cluster-
ing property for correlation functions evaluated in the
Gibbs state of locally interacting bosons at high tem-
peratures. We focus primarily on the canonical Bose-
Hubbard model, though the proof is applicable to much
broader classes of bosonic models. The main idea is to
perform cluster expansion around the Gibbs states with
on-site interactions alone, as can be rigorously done in the
imaginary-time interaction picture. On top of the expo-
nential decay in distance, the bound shows unbounded
growth in temperature for typical observables such as
particle number and energy density, thus reflects both
the bosonic nature of the system and its infinite dimen-
sionality.

Another main contribution in this work is establish-
ing an upper bound on the moment of the local particle
number operator to arbitrary orders. This bound, some-
times called low-boson-density assumption if the growth
in moment order is not too fast, has been frequently in-
troduced as one of the preliminaries in many studies on
rigorous results for bosons [32, 66–68], yet never justi-
fied unless the state is trivial (e.g., the product state).
Following a similar proof for the clustering theorem, we
prove this inequality for the high-temperature Gibb state.
Our result thus provides a rigorous justification for low-
boson-density condition within the Bose-Hubbard class
of models, which are of strong experimental relevance.
Moreover, we point out that low density actually implies
the (stretched) exponential decay of the particle number
distribution.

As an application of our established clustering theorem
and low-boson-density condition, we analyze the thermo-
dynamics properties of the Bose-Hubbard model. In par-
ticular, we show that the specific heat density is upper
bounded by a constant at high temperatures, which can
be viewed as a weak version of the Dulong–Petit law. To
the best of our knowledge, this claim, though well-known
as a textbook-level statement in the context of Einstein
or Debye theory of phonons, has never been rigorously
proved for interacting bosons. This result immediately
implies the temperature-linear upper bound for the en-
ergy.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II we introduce the setup, notations and main con-
clusion of the present work. In Sec. III we discuss some
useful techniques that will be frequently recalled later.
In Sec. IV we establish the bound for thermal average
of the local particle number, which serves as the basic
lemma prepared for the proofs in subsequent sections. In
Sec.V we first show the proof for low-boson-density as-
sumption. Then the proof for clustering property is given
in Sec.VI, by revisiting the previous techniques and re-

sults. In Sec.VII we derive a weak version of the Dulong-
Petit law as the application of the established results. In
Sec.VIII we list some further discussions. We summa-
rize this paper in Sec. IX with a few future prospects.
Throughout this paper, we set ℏ = kB = 1 and β = 1/T ,
with kB being the Boltzmann constant and T being the
temperature if there is no special reminder. Besides, we
call the constants that are independent of the system size
and β as O(1) constants, which may nevertheless depend
on other prescribed finite, intensive physical quantities.

II. SETUP AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we give a pedagogical review of the
Bose-Hubbard model and then reformulate it with a more
convenient and compact notation, which will be used
throughout this study. Later, we give a comprehensive
summary of the main results for readers’ convenience.

A. Model and Notations

1. Bose-Hubbard model

For generality, we consider the inhomogeneous Bose-
Hubbard model defined on the lattice, i.e,

H = −
∑
x∼y

Jxy(a
†
xay +H.c.)

+
∑
x∈V

[
Ux

2
nx(nx − 1)− µxnx

]
. (1)

Here, ax (a†x) is the boson annihilation (creation) opera-
tor satisfying [ax, a

†
y] = δxy and nx := a†xax is the local

particle number operator at site x. The first and sec-
ond summations in Eq. (1) are taken over all the nearest
neighbors x ∼ y and the entire set of sites V , respec-
tively. All the random parameters in Eq. (1) are uni-
formly bounded:

|Jxy| ≤ J, |µx| ≤ µ, 0 < Umin ≤ Ux ≤ Umax, (2)

where we set theinteraction to be positive (repulsive) so
that the energy is lower-bounded and the Gibbs state is
well-defined. Usually, we recast Eq. (1) in the form of

H = −I +W, (3a)

I :=
∑
x∼y

Jxy(a
†
xay +H.c.), (3b)

W :=
∑
x∈V

(
Ux

2
n2
x − µ0,xnx

)
(3c)

with µ0,x := µx+Ux/2 bounded by |µ0,x| ≤ µ+Umax/2 =:
µ0. We denote the Gibbs state with respect to (w.r.t) H
at temperature β as ρβ := e−βH/Tr e−βH . We also use
the shorthand ⟨X⟩βY := TrXe−βY /Tr e−βY to denote
the general thermal average of operator X over the Gibbs
state of Y at temperature β.
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Figure 1: A mindmap of the main results, methodological framework and manuscript structure of this work. We present a
comprehensive study on the high-temperature Gibbs state of the Bose-Hubbard model from various angles.

For later convenience, we first introduce a new set of
notations that emphasizes the local nature of the Bose-
Hubbard model. First we observe that while the hop-
ping term I in Eq. (3) acts on the total Hilbert space
H := ⊗x∈V Hx, each specific term denoted as hλ in I
only acts nontrivially on ⊗x∈λHx, where we also use
λ = Supphλ ⊂ V to denote the support of hλ and call
it as an edge. By denoting the edge set, which is the
collection of all edges, as E, we can reformulate Eq. (3)
as follows

I =
∑
λ∈E

hλ, W =
∑
x∈V

Wx (4)

with hλ = Jx1x2
(a†x1

ax2
+ a†x2

ax1
) for λ = {x1, x2} and

Wx := Uxn
2
x/2 − µ0,xnx. Correspondingly, we call V

as the vertex set and the tuple (V,E) as the interaction
graph [20].

2. Interaction Graph

Next, we investigate the local property of the inter-
action graph (V,E). For any edge subset G ⊂ E,
its complement Gc := E\G, extension G := {λ ∈
E|∃λ′ ∈ G : λ′⋂λ ̸= ∅} and boundary ∂G := G\G
are also well-defined edge subsets. Each given edge
subset G ⊂ E generates a vertex subset, denoted by
VG := {x|∃λ ∈ G,λ ∋ x}. The truncated hopping and

on-site term for G can also be defined as IG :=
∑

λ∈G hλ

and WVG
=
∑

x∈VG
Wx, which further leads to the trun-

cated Hamiltonian HG := −IG +WVG
. Noting that the

supports of VG and G coincide, it’s also reasonable to
introduce the notations IVG

≡ IG and HVG
≡ HG when-

ever convenient. We should emphasize that the vertex

Figure 2: A 2D square lattice as an illustartion of the relation
(VG)c = VG

c = VGc .

subsets VG and (VG)
c := VGc ≡ VG

c are sufficient for
covering all sites x ∈ V . Therefore, there is no need
to include additional subsets such as V∂G. Conversely,
each given vertex subset V ′ ⊂ V also generates two edge
subsets, denoted by GV ′ := {λ|∃x ∈ V ′, x ∈ λ} and
Ginner

V ′ := {λ|λ ⊂ V ′} respectively. With these defini-
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tions, we denote the boundary of an observable X as
∂X := GSuppX/Ginner

SuppX , i.e., the edges across the bound-

ary of SuppX. We also use the symbol VX , GX and Gin
X

for a shorthand for its support SuppX, its corresponding
edge subsets GSuppX and Ginner

SuppX respectively when no
potential confusion arises.

See Fig. 2 for an intuitive demonstration with many
definitions included.

3. Norms

Throughout this paper, we recurrently use the Schat-
ten p norm for p ∈ [1,∞] defined by

∥X∥p := (Tr |X|p)1/p =

[∑
l

sl(X)p

]1/p
(5)

with |X| :=
√
X†X and {sl(X)}l denoting the singular

values of X to measure the magnitude of the operator X.
Here we have implicitly assumed X to be a trace class
satisfying ∥X∥1 = Tr[|X|] < ∞, so that ∥X∥p is well-
defined, a point we will return to later. The arguably
most commonly used Schatten norms are the ones corre-
sponding to p = 1, 2 and ∞, which are also called trace
norm, Hilbert-Schmidt norm and operator norm, respec-
tively [69]. Different norms can be linked by the Hölder’s
inequality [70]

∥X1X2∥p ≤ ∥X1∥p1
∥X2∥p2

(6)

for p−1 = p−1
1 +p−1

2 . In later sections, we will use Eq. (6)
by setting (p, p1, p2) = (1, 1,∞) or (1, 2, 2). Usually, we
use the shorthand ∥•∥ ≡ ∥•∥∞ for the operator norm.
For the tensor product of the operators, its norm can be
obtained by

∥X1 ⊗X2∥p = ∥X1∥p∥X2∥p, (7)

since the combination of singular values of the individ-
ual operators {sl1(X1)sl2(X2)}(l1,l2) coincides with the
singular values of their tensor products [71].

It should be highlighted that we use the shorthand
X rather than 1 ⊗ 1... ⊗ X ⊗ ...1 to denote a local
operator X with VX ⊂ V . This fact warns us not
to involve ∥1∥1 or ∥1∥2 when using Eqs. (6) and (7),
for both of these two norms are unbounded. The rea-
son is, now the local Hilbert space has infinite dimen-
sions dimHx = ∞,∀x ∈ V , which formally results in
∥1∥1, ∥1∥2 = ∞ by definition [cf. Eq. (5)]. Nevertheless,
the operator norm of the identity ∥1∥∞ = 1 is well-
defined.

B. Summary of Results

In this subsection, we summarize the main contribu-
tions of this study.

(i) Upper bound for thermal average of particle num-
ber nx with optimal temperature scaling.—We fo-
cus on the high temperature Gibbs state for the

Bose-Hubbard model. Then we show that the ther-
mal average of the local particle number opera-
tor ⟨nx⟩βH at any given site can be expressed as

[cf. Lemma1] is upper bounded by

⟨nx⟩βH ≤ C2√
β

(8)

with C2 = O(1). This bound exhibits the same
scaling behavior with respect to β as observed
in the on-site case (Jxy = 0) of Eq. (24),so the
temperature scaling is indeed optimal. Interest-
ingly, Eq. (8) suggests the existence of the hopping
term does not affect the temperature scaling of the
bound. As detailed below, we also observe this
phenomenon for the upper bound of ⟨ns

x⟩βH with

s = 2, 3, .... Equation (8) serves as a fundamental
lemma that helps us to derive all subsequent main
results. More significantly, some techniques utilized
for achieving Eq. (8), such as the interaction picture
and cluster expansion, will be frequently recalled to
treat later problems.

(ii) Proof for low-boson-density assumption.—We gen-
eralized Lemma1 and find this results essentially
implies the following relation [cf. Corollary 1] for
the high temperature Gibbs state of the Bose-
Hubbard model:

⟨ns
x⟩βH ≤ 1

e

(κ1

e
sκ2

)s
, s ∈ N+ (9)

where κ1,2 = O(1) are independent from sys-
tem size and s. This inequality (9) is called the
low-boson-density assumption and introduced as
the basic prerequisite by many studies on rigor-
ous results for bosons [32, 66–68]. Here, our re-
sult actually provides a physical justification for
Eq. (9) within the thermal state of Bose-Hubbard
class Hamiltonian. It is worth highlighting that to
achieve Eq. (9), we first obtain a more general re-
sult in terms of local operator X [cf. Theorem1] at
high temperature:

| ⟨X⟩βH | ≤ C6∥Xe−X ∥ + | ⟨X⟩βWVX
|. (10)

with C6 = O(1) and ∥•∥ denoting the operator
norm. Here, X := α

∑
x∈VX

nx with α = c
√
β and

c = O(1) can be chosen flexibly. Then by choosing
X = ns

x we arrive at Eq. (9).

(iii) Proof for boson clustering at high temperatures.—
By considering the previously developed tech-
niques in doubled Hilbert space [72], we manage
to show (at high temperatures) the following in-
equality [cf. Theorem2] for the correlation funciton
[cf. Eq. (58)] defined for two spatially separated lo-
cal operators:

|Cβ(X,Y )|
≤C7∥Xe−X ∥ ∥Y e−Y ∥ e− dist(X,Y )/ξ(β). (11)

with ξ(β), dist(X,Y ) and C7 being the correlation
length [cf. Eq. (81)], distance [cf. Eq. (59)] and O(1)
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constant, respectively. Here, X := α
∑

x∈VX
nx,

Y := α
∑

x∈VY
nx with α = c

√
β and c = O(1)

can be chosen spatially separated. This bound
(11) provides the bosonic version of the clustering
property, which has long been discussed in fermion-
ic/spin system. One of the fundamental challenges
in establishing the boson clustering property lies
in dealing with infinite dimensionality inherent to
bosonic systems. This essential difficulty is resolved
by combining the interaction picture with cluster
expansion techniques.

(iv) Bounding specific heat by O(1) constant.—
Applying the clustering property [cf. Eq. (11)], we
obtain an O(1) upper bound for the heat capacity
density [cf. Corollary 2] at high temperature, which
further implies the linear-temperature upper
bound for the energy density.

We refer the readers to Fig. 1 for the visualization cap-
turing our main findings.

III. REVIEW OF CLUSTER EXPANSION AND
WARM UP

In this section, we review the cluster expansion tech-
nique in detail and apply it to rewrite the imaginary time
evolution operator in the interaction picture. Then, we
introduce serveral lemmas to reformulated the thermal
average of bosonic operators into a more compact form
for later convenience. All the techniques discussed below
will be frequently revisited in subsequent sections.

A. Interaction Picture

The operator norms of local Hamiltonians and observ-
ables are bounded in quantum spin/fermionic systems
[18, 20, 69]. That is, we have ∥hλ∥ < ∞ and ∥X∥ < ∞
for any edge λ ∈ E and any observable X of interest.
Due to the infinite dimensionality, one can readily ver-
ify from Eq. (4) that ∥hλ∥ with λ ∈ E diverges for the
Bose-Hubbard model. The norm ∥X∥ is also unbounded
for most physically relevant bosonic operators such as
X = nx with x ∈ V . As mentioned previously, the di-
vergence of the norms resulting from the boson nature is
one of the essential difficulties in proving boson clustering
property and many other related claims. As we will see
in later sections, the interaction picture technique [28]
introduced below helps to confront this challenging task.
Also, the interaction picture enables one to separate the
hopping and on-site terms apart, which makes further
analysis much more convenient.

To demonstrate our motivation clearly, we start from
the thermal average for operator X over the Gibbs state
of the Bose-Hubbard model:

⟨X⟩βH :=
1

Z(β)
TrXe−βH (12)

with Z(β) := Tr e−βH being the partiton function. The
main idea of the interaction picture is to find the operator
S(β) satisfying

e−βH = e−βWS(β). (13)

The solution to Eq. (13) can be expressed via the Dyson
series

S(β) =

∞∑
m=0

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2 ...

∫ τm−1

0

dτm

× I(τ1)I(τ2)...I(τm)

=

∞∑
m=0

∫
τ⃗∈Tm

Dτ⃗

m∏
i=1

I(τi). (14)

Here, we used the notation •(τ) := eτW • e−τW and the
convention that the term with m = 0 corresponds to
the identity 1. To obtain the second line of Eq. (14), we
introduced Dτ⃗ := dτ1dτ2...dτm with τ⃗ := (τ1, τ2, ..., τm)
and used Tm := {τ⃗ |0 ≤ τm ≤ ... ≤ τ2 ≤ τ1 ≤ β} to denote
the hyper-triangle region. Note that we can expand the
integrand of Eq. (14) explicitly in the form of

m∏
i=1

I(τi) =

m∏
i=1

[∑
λ∈E

hλ(τi)

]
=

∑
{λk∈E}m

k=1

m∏
i=1

hλi
(τi).

(15)
The summation on the right-hand side (RHS) of Eq. (15)
motivates us to introduce a more compact notation cus-
tomized for cluster expansion.

B. Cluster Expansion I: Alphabet and Words

Expansion of a certain quantity w.r.t a series of clus-
ters, first proposed in Ref. [73], has now been proven to
be a powerful tool for exploring various problems in sta-
tistical physics [69, 74]. To address this technique in a
general form, we first give several new definitions.
Following the terminology of free Lie algebra [75, 76],

we identify the edges as letters and the edge set E as the
alphabet. A word w is defined as an ordered sequence
of letters (repetition is allowed) and the total number of
letters contained in w is called its length and denoted
by |w|. Therefore, we can represent the word w by
w = (w1, w2, ..., w|w|) or (λ1, λ2, ..., λ|w|), possibly with
λi = λj for some i ̸= j (i, j = 1, 2, ..., |w|). The product
of local Hamiltonians w.r.t a word w can then be denoted
by h(w) := hλ1

hλ2
...hλ|w| . With an auxiliary vector τ⃗ ∈

T|w|, we introduce h(w, τ⃗) := hλ1
(τ1)hλ2

(τ2)...hλ|w|(τ|w|)
as a product of local Hamiltonians in the interaction pic-
ture corresponding to a given word w. Using this nota-
tion in Eq. (15) and substituting the results into Eq. (14),
we convert the Dyson series in terms of

S(β) =
∑

w∈E∗

∫
τ⃗∈T|w|

Dτ⃗ h(w, τ⃗) :=
∑

w∈E∗

f(w). (16)

Here, E∗ represents the set of all the words with arbitrary
length. Likewise, by G∗ we denote the set of words with
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letters in the edge subset G ⊂ E with arbitrary length,
which means any edge subset G can be identified as the
subalphabet.

For any subalphabet G∗ we can actually consider a
similar relation like Eq. (13)

e−βHG = e−βWVGS[IG](β), (17)

where

S[IG](β) =
∑

w∈G∗

∫
τ⃗∈T|w|

Dτ⃗ h(w, τ⃗) :=
∑

w∈G∗

f(w)

(18)
with f(w) evaluated via only picking the edges in G.

Equations (13) and (16) enable us to bound Eq. (12)
in the form of

⟨X⟩βH ≤ 1

Z(β)

∑
w∈C(GX)

TrXe−βW f(w) + ⟨X⟩βWVX

(19)
with WVX

:=
∑

x∈VX
Wx. To derive Eq. (19), we first

expand the Boltzmann factor e−βH using Eqs. (13) and
(14). In this expansion, the terms without words overlap-
ping with GX contribute to the second term on the RHS
of Eq. (19), appearing as a modified thermal average. The
remaining overlapping terms form the first term denoted
by Cβ(X) for brevity. The detailed proof for Eq. (19) is
presented in AppendixA1. In Eq. (19), the set C(G) col-
lects all the words that overlap with G ⊂ E, where the
terminology “overlap” between a word w and an edge
subset G means w contains at least one letter from G
and is denoted by Gw

⋂
G ̸= ∅. Here, the edge subset

Gw is obtained by removing all the repeated edges in a
word w. To deal with the first term of Eq. (19), we need
to consider a refined structure of C(G), which is closely
related to the connectivity property of the interaction
graph (V,E) as will be detailed in the next subsection.

C. Cluster Expansion II: Thermal Average
Reformulated

To begin, we say an edge subset is connected, if any
pair of its edges are connected. The word w is called a
cluster in case Gw is a connected edge subset. We say
the word w′ is contained by w ∈ E∗ (denoted as w′ ⊂ w)
if w′ can be obtained by deleting a certain set of letters
from w. For any edge subset G ⊂ E, we denote C≥L(G)
as the set of words which contains at least one cluster c
such that c

⋂
G ̸= ∅ and |c| ≥ L. Then we recognize the

set C(GX) defined in Eq. (19) is identitcal to C≥1(GX).
By Ck

≥L(G) we denote the set of words which contains

exactly k such clusters (which are disjoint) as defined in
C≥L(G) (see Fig. 3).
Noticing

⋃∞
k=1 Ck

≥L(G) = C≥L(G), we further convert

the first term on RHS of Eq. (19) to

Cβ(X) =
1

Z(β)

∞∑
k=1

∑
w∈Ck

≥1
(GX)

TrXe−βW f(w), (20)

Figure 3: A 2D square lattice as an illustartion of Ck
≥L(G)

and C(G).

which can be recast in the form of

Cβ(X) = − 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥1

(GX)

TrXe−βW ρ(G).

(21)
Here, the detailed derivation and explanation for the new
definitions can be found in AppendixA 2. This identity
(21) refines the thermal average of a given operator X
into a series of edge subsets resolved by sizes and con-
nectivities, to which many useful conclusions from graph
theory are applicable as we will see later. Equations (19)
and (21) are the starting point of this study and will be
recalled frequently.

D. Further Discussion

In this subsection, we focus on some additional prop-
erties of the words and the interaction graph.
Recall that letters may repeat multiple times within a

word. To describe this property we introduce the con-
cept of multiplicity. We use integer i ∈ {1, 2, ..., |Gw|} to
label the edges in an given word w. Then by µi(w) ∈ N
we denote the number of times an edge labeled by i ap-
pears in the word w, which is also called the edge-wise
multiplicity of the i-th edge in the word w. Obviously,
the size of a word can also given by the sum of all the
edge-wise multiplicities:

|w| =
|Gw|∑
i=1

µi(w), (22)

where the length of the corresponding edge subset |Gw|
also equals the number of different edges contained by
the word w. Sometimes it may be more convenient to
consider the multiplicities w.r.t sites. To that end, we
first denote the maximum degree of the interaction graph
(V,E) as d, the maximal number of edges that share a
common site or the maximal “directions” for a site to be
contained in edges. Note that d is an O(1) constant for
an interaction graph (V,E) of a locally interacting sys-
tem. For example we have d = 2d for d-dimensional cubic
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lattice with nearest neighbor hopping. For each site x in
some word w ∈ E∗, it is contained by at most d differ-
ent edges selected from Gw. We denote the multiplicities
of those edges as {µx,θ(w)} with θ = 1, 2, ..., d labelling
the directions accessible to the site x and we simply set
µx,θ0 = 0 if there is no edge in the direction θ0 for x. By
denoting Vw := {x|∃λ ∈ w, λ ∋ x} as the support of w,
we note that the graph (Vw, Gw) is always a subgraph of
(V,E). Therefore, the maximum degree of (Vw, Gw) is
also bounded from above by d.

To conclude this subsection, we list the following useful
relations between edge-wise and vertex-wise multiplici-
ties (see AppendixA 3 for the proof)

∑
x∈Vw

d∑
θ=1

µx,θ(w)

2
=

|Gw|∑
i=1

µi(w) ≡ |w| (23a)

∏
x∈Vw

d∏
θ=1

µx,θ(w)! =

|Gw|∏
i=1

[µi(w)!]
2
. (23b)

See Fig. 4 for a demonstration of the definitions intro-
duced in this subsection.

Figure 4: A 2D square lattice as an illustartion of “directions”
of the edges surrounding a given site x. We have µx,θ(w) = 0
for the directions θ = 1, 2, 3. Edge multiplicities are repre-
sented by the differential line widths, with thicker lines indi-
cating higher multiplicity values.

IV. BOUNDING LOCAL PARTICLE NUMBER

For the on-site Hamiltonian W [cf. Eq. (3c)], the tem-
perature scaling of the thermal averaged particle number
is straightforward to be obtained. More precisely, for the
local particle number operator nx (∀x ∈ V ) we have (see
AppendixB 1 for the proof)

⟨nx⟩βW ≤ C1√
β

(24)

with C1 = C1(Umax, Umin, µ) being an O(1) constant.
Similar analysis for ⟨nx⟩βH is much more challenging due

to the hopping term I [cf. Eq. (3b)]. Here, we explicitly
show that ⟨nx⟩βH share the same scaling as Eq. (24):

Lemma 1. In the Bose-Hubbard model [cf. Eq. (3)], the
thermal average of the local particle number operator
⟨nx⟩βH (∀x ∈ V ) satisifies the follow inequality

⟨nx⟩βH ≤ C2√
β

(25)

for high temperature β < β∗
L1 = O(1) with C2 =

C2(Umax, Umin, µ, β
∗
L1) being an O(1) constant.

Though looks simple, Lemma1 is the building block
for nearly all the other theorems presented in later sec-
tions. The proof of Lemma1 can be summarized as three
steps. First, we chooseX = nx0 in Eq. (19) to prepare for
the further cluster expansion technique. Then by several
Lemmas, we obtain the bound for each term resulting
from the interacting picture (see the key intermediate re-
sult Eq. (33)). Finally, with the result from graph theory
Lemma9 we complete the sum and achieve the desired
bound.

Proof. — We choose X = nx0 with x0 ∈ V in Eq. (19) to
obtain

⟨nx0
⟩βH ≤ 1

Z(β)

∑
w∈C(Gx0

)

Trnx0e
−βW f(w) + ⟨nx0⟩βWx0

:= Cβ(nx0
) + ⟨nx0

⟩βWx0
,

(26)
where we simpify GX as Gx0

:= {λ|x0 ∋ λ} and notice
that VX = x0. The second term of Eq. (26) can be ob-
tained from Eq. (24), therefore our main focus is to bound
the first term. With the help of Eq. (21) we further have

Cβ(nx0
)

=− 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥1

(Gx0
)

Trnx0e
−βW ρ(G).

(27)
After a little arrangement, we can find (see AppendixB 2
for details)

ρ(G) = S[IGc ](β)

m∏
j=1

η(Gj) (28)

with

η(G) :=
∑

w∈G∗:Gw=G

f(w). (29)

Here, we have used the decomposition G =
⋃m

j=1 Gj since

none of the elements in {Gj}mj=1 overlap with one an-
other. Substituding Eq. (28) into Eq. (27) and by Eq. (61)
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we arrive at

Cβ(nx0) =− 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥1

(Gx0
)

Trnx0
e−βHGc e−βWVG

m∏
j=1

[η(Gj)]

=− 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥1

(Gx0
)

Trnx0
e−βHGc

m∏
j=1

[
e
−βWVGj η(Gj)

]
, (30)

where we have used e−βWVG =
∏m

j=1 e
−βWVGj . From the

constraint G ∈ Am
≥1(Gx0

) we know x0 ∈ VG, or equiva-

lently x0 /∈ VG
c . Therefore, we first switch the order of

nx0 and e−βHGc and then decompose nx0 =
∏m

j=1 nGj to
obtain

Cβ(nx0
) =− 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥1

(Gx0
)

Tr e−βHGc

m∏
j=1

[
nGj

e
−βWVGj η(Gj)

]
=− 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥1

(Gx0 )

∑
{

w(j)∈G∗
j :

G
w(j)=Gj

}m

j=1

Tr e−βHGc

m∏
j=1

[
nGj

e
−βWVGj f(w(j))

]
.

(31)
Here, we should emphasize that for a specific j′ ∈
{1, 2, ...,m} we have nGj′ = nx0

and otherwise nGj
= 1.

To bound |Cβ(nx0)|, we naturally turn to first achieve
the upper bound for∣∣∣∣∣∣Tr e−βHGc

m∏
j=1

[
nGj

e
−βWVGj f(w(j))

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥e−βHGc

m∏
j=1

[
nGj

e
−βWVGj f(w(j))

]∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

=ZG
c(β)

m∏
j=1

∥∥∥nGj
e
−βWVGj f(w(j))

∥∥∥
1
, (32)

where we used |TrA| ≤ ∥A∥1 = Tr |A| and defined
ZG

c(β) := Tr e−βHGc . In the last line of Eq. (32) we also

noticed that the operators HG
c and nGj

e
−βWVGj f(w(j))

have disjoint supports, which together with the property
Eq. (7) gives us the final result.

For sake of shortening the notation, we consider bound-
ing

∥∥nGe
−βWVG f(w)

∥∥
1
from above for any connected

subalphabet and the word w satisifying w ∈ G∗ and

Gw = G:∥∥nGe
−βWVG f(w)

∥∥
1

≤
(
C3(qG!)

1/2

√
β

)|VG|(
C4√
β

)qG/2
(C5

√
β)|w|

|w|!

|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!

(33)
with C3, C4, C5 being C2,5, C2,2, C2,8 := O(1) defined in
Eq. (B28). The quantity qG denotes the number of bo-
son (creation and annihilation) operators offered by nG,
actually qG = 2 if nG = nx0 and otherwise qG = 0. The
detailed proof of Eq. (33) can be found in AppendixB 3.
By applying Eq. (33) to all the subalphabets in

{Gj}mj=1 and putting the results into Eq. (32) we obtain

m∏
j=1

∥∥∥nGj
e
−βWVGj f(w(j))

∥∥∥
1
≤
(

C4√
β

)qG/2

×
(
C3(qG!)

1/2

√
β

)|VG| m∏
j=1

(C5

√
β)|w

(j)|

|w(j)|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

µi(w
(j))!,

(34)
where we have used |VG| =

∑m
j=1 |VGj | and qG =∑m

j=1 qGj since G =
⋃m

j=1 Gj . Equation (34) can be fur-
ther simplified if we notice qG ≡ 2 since x0 ∈ VG, with
this fact and Eqs. (31) and (32) we achieve the follow in-
equality for Cβ(nx0) (see AppendixB 4 for the detailed
calculations)

|Cβ(nx0)| ≤
(

C4√
β

) ∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(Gx0 )

(
C5,1β

1/2

1− C5β1/2

)|G|

.

(35)
with C5,1 = O(1). We choose β∗

L1 = 1/(C5 + C5,1)
2 to

ensure C5,1

√
β/(1−C5

√
β) ≤ 1 and recall Lemma 8 from

Ref. [20] to further obtain∑
G∈Am

≥1
(Gx0 )

y(β)|G| ≤ 1

m!

[ ∑
G∈A≥1(Gx0 )

y(β)|G|
]m

(36)

where we have denoted y(β) := C5,1

√
β/(1−C5

√
β). The

from Lemma9 we advance with Eq. (36) by∑
G∈A≥1(Gx0

)

y(β)|G| ≤
∞∑
l=1

|Gx0
|σly(β)l. (37)

We denote b(β) := σy(β) and substitute Eq. (37) into
Eq. (35) to acquire the result

|Cβ(nx0)| ≤
C4√
β

∞∑
m=1

1

m!

[ ∞∑
l=1

|Gx0 |b(β)l
]m

=
C4√
β

[
exp

(
|Gx0

| b(β)

1− b(β)

)
− 1

]
(38)

with choosing β∗
L1 < 1/(C5 + σC5,1)

2 again to ensure
b(β) < 1. By noticing that exp(|Gx0

|b(β)/(1− b(β))) is
monotonically increasing for β ∈ (0, β∗

L1), we then finish
the proof for Lemma1 via

|Cβ(nx0)| ≤
C4√
β

[
exp

(
|Gx0 |

b(β∗
L1)

1− b(β∗
L1)

)
− 1

]
:=

C2√
β
,

(39)
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where

C2 := C4

[
exp

(
|Gx0

| b(β∗
L1)

1− b(β∗
L1)

)
− 1

]
= C2(Umax, Umin, µ, β

∗
L1)

= O(1). (40)

■

Discussion. — Unlike the bound for the local density in
the on-site Hamiltonian case [cf. Eq. (24)], the inequality
here only holds for high temperature β < β∗

L1 = O(1).
This restriction arises from the convergence requirements
of several infinite series and lemma [cf. Eqs. (36)–(38)].
Actually, by choosing X = ns

x the proof here also works
and we may straightforwardly justify the low-density as-
sumption. However, in this study, we lean towards post-
poning the discussion for this to the end of the next sec-
tion where we will derive a general bound for ⟨X⟩βH
based on Lemma1. In Sec.VIII, we present an alter-
native proof for Lemma1 to show it is actually valid at
arbitrary temperatures. However, this method is insuffi-
cient to establish the low-density assumption.

V. JUSTIFYING THE LOW-BOSON-DENSITY
ASSUMPTION

In this section, we prove the low-boson-density as-
sumption for the high-temperature Gibbs state of the
Bose-Hubbard model. We are going to present the ap-
plication for Lemma1 to first establish an upper bound
for the thermal average w.r.t a universal operator. Sub-
sequently, we utilize this result to complete the proof for
the low-boson-density assumption.

Note that the bound for ⟨X⟩βH is partly achieved by

Eq. (19), then we present the subsequent theorem to com-
plete this bound:

Theorem 1. In the Bose-Hubbard model [cf. Eq. (3)],
the thermal average of any local operator X (VX ⊂ V )
with bounded ∥Xe−µN∥ ∀µ > 0 (N : total particle num-
ber operator) satisifies the follow inequality

| ⟨X⟩βH | ≤ C6∥Xe−X ∥ + | ⟨X⟩βWVX
|. (41)

for high temperature β < β∗
T1 = O(1) with C6 =

C6(Umax, Umin, µ, β
∗
T1, X) = O(1) being an O(1) con-

stant. Here, X := α
∑

x∈VX
nx with α = c

√
β and

c = O(1) can be chosen flexibly.

The proof for Theorem1 will recall the similar tech-
niques used for Lemma1 i.e., the cluster expansion and
interaction picture. However, some steps and lemmas are
modified for the sake of brevity. The β-scaling of α de-
fined below Eq. (41) needs to be particularly emphasized.
Later we will see that the present β1/2 scaling validates
the modified lemmas.

Proof. — To begin with, we list the following result

⟨X⟩βH ≤ Cβ(X) + ⟨X⟩βWVX
. (42)

Then we treat the first term in the same manner of
Eq. (27), which leads us to Eq. (21). The essential differ-
ence from the proof for Lemma1 is that now we introduce
the subsequent transform:

β|W := βW − X , (43a)

X := α
∑
x∈VX

nx, (43b)

qX := Xe−X , (43c)

where α = c
√
β and c = O(1) can be chosen later. Equa-

tion (43) further helps us to reformulate Eq. (21) as

Cβ(X) = − 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥1

(GX)

Tr qXe−β|W ρ(G),

(44)
which can be expanded as

Cβ(X) =− 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥1

(GX)

∑
{

w(j)∈G∗
j :

G
w(j)=Gj

}m

j=1

Tr qXe−β|HGc

m∏
j=1

[
e
−β|WVGj f(w(j))

]
(45)

by noticing that e−β|WS[IGc ](β) = e−β|WVG e−β|HGc and
switching the sequence of the latter two operators. Here,

we should understand |WVG
as

β|WVG
= β

∑
x∈VG

Wx − α
∑

x∈VX

⋂
VG

nx (46)

and qHG
c = |WV c

G
− IGc . Then by Hölder’s inequality, we

can bound ∣∣∣∣∣∣Tr qXe−β|HGc

m∏
j=1

[
e
−β|WVGj f(w(j))

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤∥ qX∥ qZG

c(β)

m∏
j=1

∥∥∥∥e−β|WVGj f(w(j))

∥∥∥∥
1

. (47)

Here, thanks to the newly introduced quantity e−X , the

norm ∥ qX∥ is bounded for many operators of physical
interest, which is one of the most crucial motivations of
the transform Eq. (43). Otherwise, the norm ∥X∥ goes to
infinity due to its bosonic nature. Similar to the proof for
Lemma1, we first establish the bound (see AppendixC 1
for details) for any connected subalphabet and word w
satisfying w ∈ G∗ and Gw = G:

∥∥∥e−β|WVG f(w)
∥∥∥
1
≤
(
C3,r√

β

)|VG|
(C5,r

√
β)|w|

|w|!

|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)

(48)
with C3,r and C5,r being C2,5,r, C2,8,r = O(1) defined in
Eq. (C24). Similarly, we apply Eq. (48) to all the subal-
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phabets in {Gj}mj=1 to obtain

m∏
j=1

∥∥∥∥e−β|WVGj f(w(j))

∥∥∥∥
1

≤
(
C3,r√

β

)|VG| m∏
j=1

(C5,r

√
β)|w

(j)|

|w(j)|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

µi(w
(j))! (49)

which together with Eq. (47) directs us to Eq. (45)

|Cβ(X)| ≤ C
|VX |
6,1 ∥ qX∥

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(GX)

(
C6,2β

1/2

1− C5,rβ1/2

)|G|

,

(50)
where C6,1, C6,2, C5,r = O(1). We direct the readers to
AppendixC 2 for the derivation of Eq. (50). Then we fol-
low the derivations from Eqs. (35)–(39) to finally achieve

|Cβ(X)| ≤ C
|VX |
6,1 ∥ qX∥

[
exp

(
|GX | bT1(β)

1− bT1(β)

)
− 1

]
,

(51)
where bT1(β) := σC6,2β

1/2/(1−C5,rβ
1/2) and we should

choose β∗
T1 < 1/(C5,r + σC6,2)

2 to ensure bT1(β) < 1. In
such a high-temperature regime, Eq. (51) implies

|Cβ(X)| ≤ C6∥Xe−X ∥ (52)

with

C6 := C
|VX |
6,1

[
exp

(
|GX | bT1(β

∗
T1)

1− bT1(β∗
T1)

)
− 1

]
= C6(Umax, Umin, µ, β

∗
T1, X).

= O(1) (53)

Equation (52) together with Eq. (B21) completes the
proof for Theorem1. ■

Discussion. — We emphasize again that the transform
(43) is one of the key ideas throughout the proof, en-
abling us to convert the typically unbounded norm ∥X∥
into a bounded one ∥ qX∥ . However, this operation will
change the scaling of parameter b from β to β1/2 as dis-
cussed in AppendixC 1 and C2. Therefore, the Lemma6
in conjunction with Lemma3 and (5) need reexamina-
tion. Fortunately, after possible redefinition of O(1) con-
stants, all of the updated lemmas maintain their original
forms. Additionally, to estimate the ratio of two dif-
ferent partition functions we also employed the method
described in Ref [77], which is widely utilized to evalu-
ate quantity variations during adiabatic processes. All
these techniques enable us to obtain quite an elegant up-
per bound for ⟨X⟩βW , in the sense that we are able to

split the trace in Eq. (47) and use ∥ qX∥ to encode the
information from the observable X.
We here emphasize that the support of the observ-

able X can even be disconnected. However, this bonus
does not mean we can derive the clustering property of
the correlation function by simply using Theorem1 with
X = X1X2 and VX1

⋂
VX2

= ∅. In fact, the correla-
tion function should be considered in the doubled Hilbert
space as we will see in the next section.

By Theorem1, we can easily obtain the bound for
⟨ns

x⟩βH . This result immediately implies the so-called

low-boson-density assumption [32, 66, 67]. Below, we
present the proof of this assumption for the high-
temperature Gibbs state of the Bose-Hubbard model.

Corollary 1 (low-boson-density assumption). For the
Gibbs state of Bose-Hubbard model at high temperature
β ≤ β∗

C1 = O(1), the follow bound holds

⟨ns
x⟩βH ≤ 1

e

(κ1

e
sκ2

)s
(54)

for all s ∈ N+. Here κ1 = O(β−1/2) and κ2 = O(1) are
independent from system size and s.

Proof. — Choosing X = ns
x in Theorem1 we obtain

⟨ns
x⟩βH ≤ C6∥ns

xe
−c

√
βnx∥ + ⟨ns

x⟩βWx
. (55)

Here for the first we note that ∥ns
xe

−c
√
βnx∥ ≤

maxx x
se−c

√
βx = e−s

(
s/c

√
β
)s
. For the second

term of Eq. (55), we use Lemma3 and Eq. (B2)

to obtain
∑∞

n=0 n
se−(an2−bn)/

∑∞
n=0 e

−(an2−bn) ≤
2−1

√
s!
√
πCs

L3a
−s/2(1 + |b|/a)1/2 ≤ (Cκ1β

−1/2)s
√
s!,

with Cκ1 := 2−1
√
πCL3

√
2/Umin(1 + 2µ0/Umin)

1/2 =
O(1) and CL3 being the O(1) constant defined in
Lemma3. The we proceed with Eq. (55):

⟨ns
x⟩βH ≤ C6e

−s

(
s

c
√
β

)s

+

(
Cκ1√
β

)s√
s!

≤ C6

(
s

ce
√
β

)s

+

(
Cκ1√
β

)s

ss

=

(
C6s

ce
√
β

)s

+

(
Cκ1s√

β

)s

≤ 2(Cκ2s)
s ≤ 1

e

(
2e2Cκ2

e
s

)s

. (56)

where we defined Cκ2 := max{C6/ce
√
β,Cκ1/

√
β} =

O(1). By choosing κ1 = 2e2Cκ2 = O(1) and κ2 = 1
we complete the proof. ■

Discussion. —The low-boson-density condition provides
a powful constraint on ⟨ns

x⟩βH . Mathematically, it claims
the moment of nx can always be bounded to arbitrary
orders. To have a more intuitive physical insight, for
the distribution {pn}n∈N satisfying

∑∞
n=0 n

spn = ⟨ns
x⟩βH

we have from Eq. (54) that pn ≤ clow,1e
−clow,2n

κ
−1
2 (see

AppendixC 3 for details). This bound points out that
the low-boson-density condition ensures the (stretched)
exponential decay of particle number distribution, espe-
cially for large n. In contrast, a power-law decay of pn is
insufficient to guarantee bounded moments of all orders
for nx. Specifically, for any power-law decay, there al-
ways exists a critical order s0 beyond which the moment
⟨ns0

x ⟩βH diverges to infinity.
By replacing nx with ns

x in Lemma1 we can also derive
Corollary 1 from a direct cluster expansion without any
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transform (43). Furthermore, combining the bound for
⟨ns

x⟩βH with the following decomposition condition

X =
∑
α

∏
x∈VX

fα,x (57)

we can still establish Theorem1. Here, all the functions
in {fα,x}x∈VX

are the polynomial function with argument
to the local creation and annihilation operators. Then
we collect the summand in Eq. (54) supported by V c

G into

e−β|Hc
G and leave the others to

∏m
j=1 e

−β|WVGj f(w(j)). We
may invoke the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality TrABρ ≤(
TrAA†ρ · TrBB†ρ

)1/2
to decompose the thermal av-

erage of
∏

x∈VX
fα,x into products of ⟨fα,x⟩βH evalu-

ated w.r.t different sites. However, we did not adopt
this strategy for it makes the derivation as well as the
conclusion much more complex and needs additional as-
sumption (57). Also, we mention that the temperature
scaling in Corollary 1 is again optimal since it’s easy to
know from Lemma3 and Eq. (B2) that for the on-site
case ⟨nx⟩βW ≤ Conβ

−s/2 with Con = O(1).

VI. BOSON CLUSTERING PROPERTY

It has been well understood that the correlation ex-
hibits an essentially exponential decay on distance above
the critical temperature in serveral lattice models, such
as the ferromagnetic spin system. In this section we
will demonstrate the correlation clusters exponentially
at high temperature for Bose-Hubbard model.

The correlation function for any two local operators X
and Y (VX , VY ⊂ V ) is defined as

Cβ(X,Y ) := Tr ρβXY − Tr ρβX Tr ρβY. (58)

We are particularly interested the scaling of the correla-
tion function w.r.t the distant between X and Y . Here,
the distant between two observables refers to the distant
between their support, which can be defined as

dist(X,Y ) = min
x1∈VX ,x2∈VY

dist(x1, x2). (59)

In Eq. (59), the distant of two sites is the size of the
smallest edge subset connecting them and naturally
dist(x, y) = 0 for x = y. Then the subsequent theorem
demonstrates that the correlation function [cf. Eq. (58)]
exhibits exponential decay with respect to distance de-
fined in Eq. (59):

Theorem 2 (boson clustering property at high tem-
peratures). In the Bose-Hubbard model [cf. Eq. (3)], the
correlation function of any two local operators X,Y
(VX , VY ⊂ V ) satisifies the follow inequality

|Cβ(X,Y )| ≤ C7∥Xe−X ∥ ∥Y e−Y ∥ e− dist(X,Y )/ξ(β).
(60)

for high temperature β ≤ β∗
T2 = O(1) with C7 =

C7(Umax, Umin, µ, β
∗
T2, X, Y ) being an O(1) constant.

Here, X := α
∑

x∈VX
nx, Y := α

∑
x∈VY

nx with α =

c
√
β and c = O(1) can be chosen according to the users’

requirements. Here, the correlation length [cf. Eq. (81)] is
given by ξ−1(β) := − ln[σC7,4β

1/2/(1 − C7,2β
1/2)] with

C7,4, C7,2 = O(1).

To prove Theorem2, we first need to recast some tech-
niques such as interaction pictures and cluster expansion
in the doubled Hilbert space. Then we truncate the clus-
ter expansion for the correlation function to include the
effect of the distance between (the support of) those two
observables we are considering. After we obtain the up-
per bound for the the magnitude of the correlation func-
tion, several tricks are introduced to finally reformulate
the result into the desired exponential form.

Proof. — For the sake of employing the techniques dis-
cussed previously, we first rewrite the correlation func-
tion [cf. Eq. (58)] into the form of a single trace. To that
end, we need to formulate Eq. (58) in the doubled Hilbert
space:

Cβ(X,Y ) =
1

Z(β)2
Tr e−βH(+)

X(0)Y (1), (61)

where we introduced the notations O(0) := O⊗1, O(1) :=
O ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ O and O(+) := O ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ O to have a
more compact form. Similar to the proofs for Lemma1
and Theorem1, we still adopt the interaction picture but

for the Boltzmann factor e−βH(+)

defined in the doubled
Hilber space i.e., we need to find the operator S̃(β) sat-
isfying

e−βH(+)

= e−βW (+)

S̃(β), (62)

whose solution can also be represented via the Dyson
series like Eq. (14)

S̃(β) =

∞∑
m=0

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2 ...

∫ τm−1

0

dτm

× I(τ1)
(+)I(τ2)

(+)...I(τm)(+)

=

∞∑
m=0

∫
τ⃗∈Tm

Dτ⃗

m∏
i=1

I(τi)
(+). (63)

Equation (63) can also be recast as a summation over the
words [cf. Eq. (16)]

S̃(β) =
∑

w∈E∗

∫
τ⃗∈T|w|

Dτ⃗ h̃(w, τ⃗) :=
∑

w∈E∗

f̃(w), (64)

where we have defined h̃(w, τ⃗) :=
hλ1

(τ1)
(+)hλ2

(τ2)
(+)...hλ|w|(τ|w|)

(+). By substitut-

ing Eqs. (62) and (65) into Eq. (61) we can also express
the correlation function Cβ(X,Y ) as a series expansion.
In contrast to Eq. (20), this series can be truncated and
expressed represented as

Cβ(X,Y ) :=
1

Z(β)

∑
w∈C≥L(∂X)

Tr e−βW (+)

f̃(w)X(0)Y (1)

(65)
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with L := dist(X,Y ) denoting the distance between X
and Y . To justify Eq. (65), we show that for the word
w ∈ [C≥L(∂X)]c with L := d(X,Y ), the trace

Tr e−βW (+)

h̃(w, τ⃗)X(0)Y (1) = 0. (66)

To see this, we first note that all the words in [G≥L(∂X)]c

do not connect VX and VY . This observation enables us
to rearrange a specific word w into a concatenation of two
words w = (wX

1 , wX
2 , ..., wX

|wX |, w
Y
1 , wY

2 , ..., wY
|wY |), where

at least we can say wX overlaps with ∂X and therefore
VX . The terminology “overlap” between a word w and a
vertex subset U means w contains at least a letter λ such
that λ

⋂
U ̸= ∅. For any two letters λI ∈ wX , λII ∈ wY

and corresponding τI, τII we always have hλI
(τI)

(+) com-
muting with hλII

(τII)
(+) since their have disjoint sup-

ports and W is on-site. Therefore, we can always have

h̃(w, τ⃗) = h̃(wX , τ⃗X)h̃(wY , τ⃗Y ) where the vector τ⃗ has
the same elements as in τ⃗X ⊕ τ⃗Y . Then the trace in
Eq. (66) can be decomposed as

LHS of Eq. (66) = TrVX
e
−βW

(+)
VX h̃(wX , τ⃗X)X(0)

× TrV c
X
e
−βW

(+)

V c
X h̃(wY , τ⃗Y )Y (1), (67)

The latter trace vanishes since e
−βW

(+)

V c
A h̃B is symmetric

when switching the sequence of the two Hilbert spaces
while Y (1) is anti-symmetric. Thus we obtain Eq. (66)
and the truncated expansion Eq. (65) is justified.

By utilizing the same tricks in Eqs. (20) and (21), we
deduce

Cβ(X,Y ) = − 1

Z(β)2

×
∞∑

m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥L

(∂X)

Tr e−βW (+)

ρ(G)X(0)Y (1).

(68)
To advance, we recall the transform Eq. (43) and use the
revised form

β|W := βW − X − Y , (69a)

X := α
∑
x∈VX

nx, (69b)

Y := α
∑
x∈VY

nx, (69c)

qX := X(0)e−X (+)

, (69d)

qY := Y (1)e−Y (+)

, (69e)

where α = c
√
β and c = O(1) can be chosen later. Ap-

plying Eq. (69) we reformulate Eq. (68) as

Cβ(X,Y ) = − 1

Z(β)2

×
∞∑

m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥L

(∂X)

Tr e−β|W (+)

ρ̃(G) qX qY (70)

with the new quantity ρ̃(G) defined by analogue to
Eq. (A5)

ρ̃(G) :=
∑

w∈[(∂G)c]∗:Gw=G

f̃(w). (71)

By repeating the derivations in AppendixB 2 again with
substituting the relevant quantities such as ρ(G), η(G)
and f(w) by tilded ones, we obtain a formula similar to
Eq. (28) in the doubled Hilbert space,

ρ̃(G) = S̃[IGc ](β)

m∏
j=1

η̃(Gj) (72)

with

η̃(G) :=
∑

w∈G∗:Gw=G

f̃(w). (73)

Equations (72) and (73) with Eq. (70) lead us to

Cβ(X,Y ) = − 1

Z(β)2

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥L

(∂X)∑
{
w(j)∈G∗

j :

Gj⊂w(j)

}m

j=1

Tr e−β|H
(+)

Gc

m∏
j=1

[
e
−β|W

(+)
VGj f̃(w(j))

]
qX qY ,

(74)
where we have used similar relation to Eq. (61) but for

the doubled Hilbert space: e−βH
(+)

Gc = e
−βW

(+)

V c
G S̃[IGc ](β).

Here, we should understand |WVG
as β|WVG

=

β
∑

x∈VG
Wx−α

∑
x∈(VX

⋃
VY )

⋂
VG

nx and qHG
c = |WV c

G
−

IGc . Following a similar argument as in Eq. (47), we ap-
ply Hölder’s inequality to find∣∣∣∣∣∣Tr e−β|H

(+)

Gc

m∏
j=1

[
e
−β|W

(+)
VGj f̃(w(j))

]
qX qY

∣∣∣∣∣∣
= qZG

c(β)2
m∏
j=1

∥∥∥∥e−β|W
(+)
VGj f̃(w(j))

∥∥∥∥
1

∥ qX∥ ∥qY ∥ (75)

with observing that Tr e−β|H
(+)

Gc = qZG
c(β)2. Then we de-

duce the subsequent inequality with the help of Eq. (47)
in AppendixD1∥∥∥∥e−β|W

(+)
VG f̃(w)

∥∥∥∥
1

≤
(
C7,1

β

)|VG| (C7,2

√
β
)|w|

|w|!

|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!

(76)
with C7,1, C7,2 being the O(1) constants C2

2,5,r and
2C2,7,r defined in Eq. (D14). Applying Eq. (76) for all
the subalphabets in {Gj}mj=1, we deduce

m∏
j=1

∥∥∥∥e−β|W
(+)
VGj f̃(w(j))

∥∥∥∥
1

≤
(
C7,1

β

)|VG| m∏
j=1

(C7,2

√
β)|w

(j)|

|w(j)|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

µi(w
(j))! (77)
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and with Eq. (75) we further obtain (see AppendixD2)

|Cβ(X,Y )| ≤ C
|VX |+|VY |
7,3

× ∥ qX∥ ∥qY ∥
∞∑

m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥L
(∂X)

(
C7,4β

1/2

1− C7,2β1/2

)|G|

, (78)

with C7,3, C7,4 = O(1). Then we follow the derivations
from Eqs. (35)–(39) to achieve

|Cβ(X,Y )|

≤C
|VX |+|VY |
7,3 ∥ qX∥ ∥qY ∥

[
exp

(
|GX | bT2(β)

L

1− bT2(β)

)
− 1

]
,

(79)
where bT2(β) := σC7,4β

1/2/(1−C7,2β
1/2) and we should

choose β∗
T2 < 1/(C7,2 + σC7,4)

2 = O(1) to ensure
bT2(β) < 1. Applying the same truncation scheme to
the series in Eq. (65) but w.r.t to the words in C≥L(∂Y ),
we arrive at an inequality identical to Eq. (79) differing
only in that |GX | is substituted by |GY |. Therefore, we
choose g := min{|GX |, |GY |} to refine Eq. (79) as

|Cβ(X,Y )|

≤C
|VX |+|VY |
7,3 ∥ qX∥ ∥qY ∥

[
exp

(
g

bT2(β)
L

1− bT2(β)

)
− 1

]
. (80)

The final step is the convert RHS of Eq. (80) in the ex-
ponential form w.r.t L. To that end, we notice that
u(x) = (ex − 1)/x is monotonically increasing, which
means ex − 1 ≤ xu(x0) for x ∈ [0, x0]. Then by further
defining the thermal correlation length

ξ−1(β) := − ln bT2(β) (81)

we obtain

exp

(
g

bT2(β)
L

1− bT2(β)

)
− 1 ≤ g

bT2(β)
L

1− bT2(β)
u(x0)

= gu(x0)
e− dist(X,Y )/ξ(β)

1− e−1/ξ(β)
. (82)

The constraint gbT2(β)
L/(1 − bT2(β)) ≤ x0 or equally

L ≥ ln g−1{x0(1 − bT2(β))}/ ln bT2(β) := L0(β) can be
removed if we set L0(β) ≤ 0, which means one chooses
x0 = g/(1 − bT2(β

∗
T2)) = O(1). Then by noting that

∥ qX∥ = ∥Xe−X ∥ and ∥qY ∥ ≤ 2∥Y e−Y ∥ from Eq. (69),
we reformulate Eq. (80) as

|Cβ(X,Y )| ≤ 2gu(x0)C
|X|+|Y |
7,3

× ∥Xe−X ∥ ∥Y e−Y ∥ e− dist(X,Y )/ξ(β)

1− e−1/ξ(β)
, (83)

which can be further simplified to be

|Cβ(X,Y )| ≤ C7∥Xe−X ∥ ∥Y e−Y ∥ e− dist(X,Y )/ξ(β),
(84)

as long as we use 1/(1− e−1/ξ(β)) ≤ 1/(1− e−1/ξ(β∗)) =
O(1) and denote

C7 := 2gu(x0)C
|X|+|Y |
7,3 /[1− e−1/ξ(β∗)]

= C7(Umax, Umin, µ, β
∗
T2, X, Y )

= O(1). (85)

Hereby, we finish the proof for Theorem2.
■

Discussion. — In terms of Eq. (83), one of the key dis-
tinctions from Eq. (11) of Ref. [20] concerning clustering
properties of quantum spins lies in the form of functions
bT2(β) and b(β) as defined therein. The main reason
is we use the interaction picture to extract Boltzmann(-

like) factor such as e
qOx(nx) and e

qOx(nx) to “suppress”
the divergence of boson operators. This operator leads
to the factorial and −1/2 power scaling w.r.t p and β
respectively in Lemma6, which finally results in C

√
β

and
∏|G|

k=1 µk(w)! on LHS of Eq. (E45). In comparison to

Ref. [20], the product
∏|G|

k=1 µk(w)! cancels the denomi-
nator of the multinomial coefficient and brings out the
geometric series. Otherwise, the summation in Eq. (E46)
over {µk}nk=1 remains the partial Taylor expansion of
exponential function. This is exactly the the fermion-
ic/spin case, since norms of local Hamiltonians are uni-
formly bounded, eliminating the need for interaction pic-
ture technique.
We emphasize that the distance dist(x, y) [cf. Eq. (59)]

upper bounds the Euclidean distance d(x, y) so we do
have clustering in terms of the physical distance:

|Cβ(X,Y )| ≤ C7∥Xe−X ∥ ∥Y e−Y ∥ e−d(X,Y )/ξ(β) (86)

with

d(X,Y ) := min
x1∈VX ,x2∈VY

d(x1, x2) (87)

denoting the Euclidean distance between two operators.
Finally, we conclude this discussion by noting a natural

result: Using Lemma1 as our foundation, we can repro-
duce the low-boson-density assumption through mathe-
matical induction. This works when we choose (X,Y ) to
be (ns

x, nx).

VII. TOWARDS THE DULONG-PETIT LAW

To present an application of the previous results espe-
cially Theorem2, we show that in the high-temperature
regime, the specific heat density of the Bose-Hubbard
model is upper bounded by the order of O(1), which can
be viewed as the weak version of the Dulong–Petit law.
This thermodynamic law states that the molar specific
heat capacity for solid crystalline substances is equal to
a constant 3R with R being the gas constant [6]. Even
though it looks quite simple [78], Dulong–Petit law holds
with considerably high precision for many different kinds
of materials at high temperatures.
We will see that the low-density property, due to its op-

timal temperature scaling, implies a linear upper bound
on the energy. However, this result does not imply the
specific heat density is bounded by O(1), though the con-
verse is true. We use Theorem2 to prove this O(1) bound
on specific heat density, which we call the quasi Dulong-
Petit law.
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To begin, we first note that the energy per site or en-
ergy density is evaluated via

e(β) := |V |−1 ⟨H⟩βH , (88)

whose derivative w.r.t. temperature T ≡ 1/β gives the
specific heat density

cp(β) := |V |−1β2 ∂

∂β
⟨H⟩βH . (89)

Then the following corollary provides an upper bound for
the specific heat cp(β):

Corollary 2 (upper bound for specific heat). For high
temperatures β ≤ β∗

C2, the specific heat density of
the Bose-Hubbard model can be bounded by C8 =
C8(Umax, Umin, µ, β

∗
C2) = O(1).

Proof. — Carrying out the derivative with the help of
Duhamel’s formula, we obtain

cp(β) = |V |−1β2
〈
(∆H)2

〉
βH

(90)

with ∆H := H − ⟨H⟩βH . By recasting the Hamiltonian

as H =
∑

k hk with {hk} being different terms (including
both on-site and hopping terms) in the Hamiltonian, we
have

cp(β) = |V |−1β2
∑
k,k′

〈
(hk − ⟨hk⟩βH)(hk′ − ⟨hk′⟩βH)

〉
βH

= |V |−1β2
∑
k,k′

Cβ(hk, hk′).

(91)
Now we turn to deal with the correlation function in RHS
of Eq. (91) under the help of Theorem2.

cp(β) ≤ |V |−1
∑
k,k′

C
|hk|+|hk′ |
8,1 β∥hke

−c
√
βVhk ∥

× β∥hk′e−c
√
βVh

k′ ∥ e− dist(hk,hk′ )/ξ(β) (92)

with C8,1 := 2gu(x0)C7,3/
[
1− e−1/ξ(β∗

C2)
]
= O(1) and

choosing β∗
C2 = β∗

T2. First we note that for β ≤ β∗
C2∑

k,k′

e− dist(hk,hk′ )/ξ(β)

≤
∑
k

[
d0 + 2d/2Γ(d/2)−1

∫ ∞

0

dr e−r/ξ(β)

]
≤N

[
d0 + 2d/2Γ(d/2)−1

∫ ∞

0

dr e−r/ξ(β)

]
=N

[
d+ Cdξ(β)

d
]

(93)

Here, N ≤ |V | + d|V |/2 being the number of the
terms in the Hamiltonian and d0 = O(1) denotes the
maximum number of neighboring sites surrounding any
given site, defined as d0 := maxx∈V |{x0|dist(x, x0) =
1}|. Note that ξ(β) ≤ ξ(β∗), which together with
Eq. (93) gives us |V |−1

∑
k,k′ e− dist(hk,hk′ )/ξ(β) ≤ (1 +

d/2)
[
d0 + Cdξ(β)

d
]
= O(1). This motivates us to con-

sider the norm β∥hke
−c

√
βVhk ∥ case by case

▶ For hk = µ0,xnx, β∥µ0,xnxe
−c

√
βnx∥ ≤

βµ0e
−1c−1β−1/2 ≤ µ0e

−1c−1
√

β∗
C2 = O(1)

▶ For hk = Uxn
2
x/2, β∥Uxn

2
xe

−c
√
βnx/2∥ ≤

βUmaxe
−2c−2β−1 = Umaxe

−2c−2 = O(1)

▶ For hk = Jxy(a
†
xay + a†yax),

β∥Jxy(a†xay + a†yax)e
−c

√
β(nx+ny)∥

≤βJ
[
∥a†xe−c

√
βnx∥ ∥aye−c

√
βny∥ + (x ↔ y)

]
≤2Jβ

√
C8,2β−1/2 + 1

√
C8,2β−1/2

≤2J
√
C8,2(β∗

C2)
1/2 + β∗

C2

√
C8,2(β∗

C2)
1/2 = O(1). (94)

Here, we used ∥X∥ ≡
√

∥X†X∥ to obtain

∥ae−c
√
βn∥ =

√
∥ne−2c

√
βn∥ and ∥a†e−c

√
βn∥ =√

∥(n+ 1)e−2c
√
βn∥ ≤

√
∥ne−2c

√
βn∥ + 1. Then it’s ob-

vious ∥ne−2c
√
βn∥ ≤ e−1c−1β−1/2 := C8,2β

−1.
From the discussion above we know that

β∥hke
−c

√
βVhk ∥ as well as C

|hk|+|hk′ |
8,1 ≤ max{C8,1, 1}4 is

always bounded by O(1) constants, by which we finish
the proof. ■

Discussion. — Now we briefly discuss how to obtain
the linear upper bound for the energy. The low-boson-
density condition Corollary 1 ensures the energy den-
sity e(β) is finite for 0 < β ≤ β∗

C2, where we choose
β∗
C2 ≤ β∗

C1. To see this, we first note that for hk = µ0,xnx

or Uxn
2
x/2, the thermal average ⟨ns

x⟩βH for s = 1, 2 can

be bounded by Eq. (54). Then for hk = Jxy(a
†
xay+a†yax),

we invoke the operator Cauchy-Schwarz inequality [79]
±(a†xay + a†yax) ≤ nx + ny to bound ⟨hk⟩βH by lin-

ear combination of {⟨nx⟩βH}x∈V . Therefore we con-

clude that e(T ) ≤ e0 for T ∗
C2

≤ T < ∞ with T ∗
C2

=

(β∗
C2)

−1. This fact together with Corollary 2 gives us
e(T ) ≤ e0 + cmax(T − T ∗

C2), where cmax is the O(1) con-
stant to bound cp(β) for high temperature.

VIII. MISCELLANEOUS

This section is devoted to other minor results of the
present study. We first briefly present am alternative
shortcut proof for Lemma1 with which we claim Theo-
rem2 actually implies Corollary 1. Finally, we discuss the
convergence of the series introduced for the interaction
picture.

A. Shortcut Proof for Lemma1

The main technique we utilize for the shortcut proof is
the Peierls-Bogoliubov inequality in Ref. [79]:

⟨O⟩βH ≤ TrOeO−βH

Tr eO−βH
, (95)

which holds for any operator O commuting with the to-
tal particle number operator N =

∑
x∈V nx and making
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Oe−βH and eO−βH trace class. To obtain the bound for
⟨nx⟩βH we choose

O → Ox = β

[
cxnx +

∑
y:x∼y

Jxy
(
a†xay + a†yax

)]
(96)

such that the hopping terms involving site x disappear in
H(x) := H−β−1Ox. In Eq. (96) {cx}x∈V can be arbitrary
positive constants being determined later. Naturally, the
Gibbs state of H(x) adheres to the tensor product form

ρ
(x)
β = ρx⊗ρxc , where the subscripts denote the supports.

Noticing ρx = e−β(Ux/2+cx)nx/Trx e
−β(Ux/2+cx)nx , we

have Tr[axρx] = Tr[a†xρx] = 0, which implies the expec-
tation value of the hopping term in Eq. (96) vanishes for

ρ
(x)
β . Then by putting Eq. (96) into Eq. (95) we arrive at

(cx − Jx) ⟨nx⟩βH −
∑

y:x∼y

|Jxy| ⟨ny⟩βH

≤cx
Trx nx exp

{
−β[Uxn

2
x/2− (µ0,x + cx)nx]

}
Trx exp{−β[Uxn2

x/2− (µ0,x + cx)nx]}

≤Ccut√
β
, (97)

where we have also used operator Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality [79] ±(a†xay + a†yax) ≥ −(nx + ny) and de-
noted Jx :=

∑
y:x∼y |Jxy|. To obtain the last line of

Eq. (97), we refer to the analysis in Eq. (B3) and choose
Ccut = Ccut(cx, µ, Umax, Umin) = O(1). It’s worth em-
phasizing that Eq. (97) holds for aribitray temperature
(not only high temperature) due to the nice property of
Eq. (B3). Equation (97) can be reformulated into a more
compact form

Mnβ ≤ β−1/2C. (98)

Here, we introduce the |V | dimensional square matrix
M with diagonal and off-diagonal elements given by
Mxx = cx − Jx and Mxy = −|Jxy| (Mxy = 0) if
x ∼ y (otherwise), respectively. Also, we defined |V |-
dimensional vectors nβ and C via (nβ)x := ⟨nx⟩βH and

Cx := Ccut(cx, µ, Umax, Umin). We should choose {cx}
large enough to ensure all the elements of M−1 are non-
negative, then Eq. (98) leads us to

nβ ≤ β−1/2M−1C. (99)

Otherwise the direction of Eq. (99) may change. Let D
be the diagonal part of M and denote P := D−M . we
utilize the following series to evaluateM−1 = (D−P )−1:

M−1 = D−1
∞∑

m=0

(PD−1)m. (100)

The convergence condition
∥∥PD−1

∥∥ ≤ ∥P ∥∥D−1∥ <
1 (here we used Hölder’s inequality [cf. Eq. (6)] with
p = p1 = p2 = ∞) for Eq. (100) is guaranteed
by choosing sufficiently large {cx}x∈V . To see this,
we just note that

∥∥D−1
∥∥ = maxx∈V (cx − Jx)

−1 and
∥P ∥ = maxx∈V

∑
y∈V |Pxy| = maxx∈V

∑
y:x∼y |Jxy| =

maxx∈V Jx. Due to the nearest neighbor property of
P , for a specific element of M we truncate the series
Eq. (100) as follows

(M−1)xy =

[
D−1

∑
m≥dist(x,y)

(PD−1)m
]
xy

. (101)

By noticing |Mxy| ≤ ∥M∥, Eq. (101) leads us to

(M−1)xy ≤
∑

m≥dist(x,y)

∥D−1∥ (∥P ∥∥D−1∥ )m

=
∥D−1∥

1− ∥P ∥∥D−1∥
(∥P ∥∥D−1∥ )dist(x,y)

= CMe− dist(x,y)/ξ,
(102)

where we defined CM := ∥D−1∥ /(1 − ∥P ∥∥D−1∥ ) =
O(1) and denote ξ−1 := − ln

(
∥P ∥∥D−1∥

)
as the clus-

tering length of the matrix M−1. Substituding Eq. (102)
into Eq. (99) we obtain

⟨nx⟩βH ≤ β−1/2
∑
y∈V

(M−1)xyCy

≤ β−1/2 max
x1∈V

Cx1

∑
y∈V

CMe− dist(x,y)/ξ. (103)

Here, follow the similar calculations in Eq. (93) we
know that the summation on RHS of Eq. (103) can
be bounded by O(1) constant, which together with
maxx1∈V Cx1

= maxx1∈V Ccut(cx, µ, Umax, Umin) = O(1)
finishes the proof. Actually, having Eq. (103) in hand and
choosing

O → O′
x = β

[
c′xn

2
x +

∑
y:x∼y

Jxy
(
a†xay + a†yax

)]
(104)

in Eq. (95) enable us to derive ⟨nx⟩βH ≤ C ′β−1 with

C ′ = C ′
cut(cx, µ, Umax, Umin) = O(1).

We conclude this subsection by a short discussion.
Unlike Lemma1, the present inequality Eq. (103) holds
for arbitrary temperature. However, this approach is
only limited to achieve the upper bound for ⟨nx⟩βH and〈
n2
x

〉
βH

. We still need clustering expansion and inter-

action picture to prove the more general claim, i.e., the
low-boson-density assumption Corollary 1.

B. Absolute Convergence of Interaction Picture

We show that for finite system (V,E) and high (but
not infinite) temperatures, the series e−βWVE

∑
w∈E f(w)

over any set of words E ⊂ E∗ converges absolutely with
VE :=

⋃
w∈E Vw. This fact implies we can freely adjust

the order of the f(w) terms in the series.
To see this, we first denote GE :=

⋃
w∈E Gw to write∥∥∥∥∥e−βWVE

∑
w∈E

f(w)

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤
∑
w∈E

∥∥e−βWVE f(w)
∥∥

≤
∑

w∈[GE ]∗

∥∥e−βWVE f(w)
∥∥. (105)
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Then for each word w ∈ [GE ]
∗, we have∥∥e−βWVE f(w)

∥∥ =
∥∥e−βWV c

w

∥∥∥∥e−βWVw f(w)
∥∥ ≤

eβµ0|V c
w|/2Umin

∥∥e−βWVw f(w)
∥∥
1
, where we denote

V c
w := VE\Vw and use ∥•∥ ≤ ∥•∥1. Then by set-

ting nG = 1 in Eq. (33) we obtain

∥∥e−βWVw f(w)
∥∥
1
≤

(
C3√
β

)|Vw|
(C5

√
β)|w|

|w|!

|GE |∏
i=1

µi(w)!,

(106)
which implies∑

w∈[GE ]∗

∥∥e−βWVE f(w)
∥∥

≤C
|VE |
abs

∑
w∈[GE ]∗

(C5

√
β)|w|

|w|!

|GE |∏
i=1

µi(w)!

≤C
|VE |
abs

(
1

1− C5β1/2

)|GE |

(107)

and therefore justifies the absolutely convergence of
Eq. (105) for 0 < β ≤ βabs := 1/C2

5 > β∗
L1. Here,

we have denoted Cabs := max{C3β
−1/2, eβµ0/2Umin} and

used Lemma8 with the constraint µ1, µ2, ..., µn ≥ 1 in the
second line of Eq. (E46) replaced by µ1, µ2, ..., µn ≥ 0.
We emphasize that the radius of convergence βabs is
greater than that in Lemma1, which ensures there is
no worry about the order of f(w) in the series whenever
Lemma1 is applicable. In fact, we can also directly estab-
lish the bound for

∥∥e−βWVw f(w)
∥∥ without using Eq. (33)

to have a tighter bound on ∥e−βWVE
∑

w∈E f(w)∥ . How-
ever, to prove convergence the analysis presented above
is sufficient.

By similar appraoch we can also show the absolute con-

vergence of e−β|WVE
∑

w∈E f(w) and e
−β|W

(+)
VE
∑

w∈E f̃(w)
over any set of words. Therefore, when accompanied by

either e−βWVw or e−β|WVw (e−β|W
(+)
Vw ), we may freely in-

terchange the order of f(w) (f̃(w)).

IX. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

To summarize, by combining cluster expansion and in-
teraction picture techniques we presented the proof of
boson clustering theorem for the Bose-Hubbard model at
high temperature. The techniques developped here also
led us to bound the moment of local particle number to
any order. This result can be viewed as a rigorous justifi-
cation for the frequently invoked low-boson-density con-
dition in the Bose-Hubbard class of Hamiltonians, which
are of strong experimental relevance. We also demon-
strated the application of clustering theorem by consider-
ing the specific heat density of the Bose-Hubbard model,
which was shown to be bounded above by O(1) constant.
To the best of our knowledge, this work presents the first
rigorous proof of the clustering property for bosonic sys-
tems, along with the associated thermodynamical rela-
tions.

The mathematical techniques, lemmas, and theorems
developed in this work have broader applications to local-
ity problems in quantum many-body systems. Particu-
larly, the calcualtions in this work presents a systematical
methodology to deal with the divergence emerging from
the infinite dimensionality of the Hilbert spaces. Our
theoretical framework including clustering expansion and
interaction picture also shed light on other bosonic ver-
sion of properties arising from locality, such as clustering
of (conditional) mutual information [26, 80, 81], thermal
area law [79, 82] and Lieb-Robinson bound [32, 67, 68].
Although not explicitly stated in this study, our deriva-

tions for clustering theorem and low-boson-density can
be readily generalized to a broad class of Hubbard-type
Hamiltonian [68]. Different forms of the on-site inter-
action and hopping term does not essentially spoil the
application of clustering expansion, interaction picture
and various combinatorics tricks.
We end this paper by outlining several possible re-

search topics that emerge from this work below:

(i) Clustering of correlation at arbitrary temperatures
in 1D boson system.—While Araki’s seminal work
[54] only demonstrated the clustering property for
one-dimensional quantum spin systems, this prop-
erty holds at all temperatures, which consequently
proves the absence of thermal phase transitions.
Parallel result is also expected to obtain for 1D
Bose-Hubbard class of models with our method.

(ii) Clustering of tripartite correlations at high temper-
ature.—In this work we mainly focus on the con-
ventional two-point correlation function. However,
tripartite or more general, multi-point correlation
functions are also appearing in statistical physics
[83–85]. It might be meaningful to generalize the
present boson clustering theorem to cases where
more operators are involved.

(iii) Further implications of clustering property in equi-
libirum thermodynamics.—We showed that the
clustering property is directly linked to the spe-
cific heat, due to the bipartite nature of the cor-
relation function. The possibility of evaluating or
establishing bounds for thermodynamic quantities,
such as free energy and entropy, through clustering
properties presents an intriguing area of investiga-
tion. Furthermore, examining the distinct correla-
tion lengths between fermionic and bosonic systems
offers valuable insights into how the Pauli exclusion
principle influences thermodynamic quantities.

(iv) Dynamical aspect of low-boson-density condition.—
The definition for low-boson-density condition is
state-wise, which does not depends on the system
and any dynamical processes. A natural extension
of this work to dynamical regime is to investigate
whether this condition persists when the system,
initially prepared in the high-temperature Gibbs
state of the Bose-Hubbard model, evolves accord-
ing to either the von Neumann [86, 87] or Lindblad
equations [88]. We can even consider this problem
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within the more general non-Markovian dynamics
[65, 89].

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors thank Prof. Naomichi Hatano and
Prof.Masahito Yamazaki for fruitful discussions. X.-H.T.
was supported by the FoPM, WINGS Program, the Uni-
versity of Tokyo. Z.G. acknowledges support from the
University of Tokyo Excellent Young Researcher Program
and from JST ERATO Grant Number JPMJER2302,
Japan. T. K. acknowledges the Hakubi projects of
RIKEN. T. K. was supported by JST PRESTO (Grant
No. JPMJPR2116), ERATO (Grant No. JPMJER2302),
and JSPS Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research (No.
JP23H01099, JP24H00071), Japan.

APPENDIX

Appendix A: Derivation of Calculations in Sec. III

1. Proof of Eq. (19)

Putting Eqs. (13) and (16) into Eq. (12), we arrive at

1

Z(β)
TrXe−βH =

1

Z(β)
TrXe−βWS(β)

=
1

Z(β)

∑
w∈E∗

TrXe−βW f(w)

=
1

Z(β)

∑
w∈C(GX)

TrXe−βW f(w)

+
1

Z(β)

∑
w/∈C(GX)

TrXe−βW f(w).

(A1)

As explained in the main text that C(GX) =
{w|w

⋂
GX ̸= ∅} collects all the words overlap with the

edges contained by the support of X. Therefore, all
the words in the complement of C(GX) are generated by
edges outside GX . Namely, we have [C(GX)]c = [Gc

X ]∗,
which gives us∑
w/∈C(X)

TrXe−βW f(w) =
∑

w∈[Gc
X ]∗

TrXe−βW f(w)

= TrXe−βWS[IGc
X
](β)

= TrXe−βWVX e
−βWV c

X S[IGc
X
](β)

= TrXe−βWVX e
−βHV c

X

= TrVX
Xe−βWVX TrV c

X
e
−βHV c

X .
(A2)

Here, we used Eq. (18), (61) and the fact V c
X ≡ VGc

X

(see Fig. 5 for an illustration) to obtain the second and
the fourth line, respectively. In the last line of Eq. (B6),
we explicitly write out TrU to denote the partial trace
evaluated over the Hilbert space ⊗x∈UH with U ⊂ V

being an aribitray vertex subset. By Lemma2 we further
bound Eq. (B6):

1

Z(β)

∑
w/∈C(X)

TrXe−βW f(w)

≤ 1

TrVX
e−βWVX

1

TrVX
e
−βHV c

X

× TrVX
Xe−βWVX TrV c

X
e
−βHV c

X = ⟨X⟩βWVX
. (A3)

Therefore we finish the proof for Eq. (19).

Figure 5: A 2D square lattice as an illustartion of the relation
V c
X ≡ VGc

X
.

2. Proof of Eq. (21)

Here we prove the general version of Eq. (21) with 1
replaced by L. First for any G0 ⊂ E and any function
f0(w)

∞∑
k=1

∑
w∈Ck

≥L
(G0)

TrXe−βW f0(w)

=−
∞∑

m=1

(−1)m
∞∑

k=m

(
k

m

) ∑
w∈Ck

≥L
(G0)

TrXe−βW f0(w),

(A4)

where we have used Lemma 3 from Ref [20] and the
derivation is similar to that of Eq. (A8) in the same ref-
erence. To proceed we define

ρ(G) :=
∑

w∈[(∂G)c]∗:Gw=G

f0(w), (A5)

with Gw ⊂ G representing every letter in G occurs at
least once in w. Then we denote by A≥L(G0) the sets
of connected edge subsets that overlap with G0 and are
of size equal to or greater than L. Here the terminol-
ogy “overlap” between two edge subsets G and G′ means
G
⋂

G′ ̸= ∅. Moreover, we denote by Ak
≥L(G0) the cor-

responding sets of k-fold nonoverlapping connected edge
subsets, i.e.,

Ak
≥L :=


k⋃

j=1

Gj : Gj ∈ A≥L(G0) nonoverlapping

.

(A6)
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The Lemma 10 (which is, independent of the concrete
form of the function f0(w)) from Ref [20] helps us to ob-
tain ∑

G∈Am
≥L

(G0)

ρ(G) =

∞∑
k=m

(
k

m

) ∑
w∈Ck

≥L
(G0)

f0(w). (A7)

Putting Eq. (E16) into Eq. (A4) we arrive at

∞∑
k=1

∑
w∈Ck

≥L
(G0)

TrXe−βW f0(w)

=−
∞∑

m=1

(−1)m
∑

G∈Am
≥L

(G0)

TrXe−βW ρ(G). (A8)

Then by choosing L = 1, G0 = GX and f0 = f we finish
the proof for Eq. (21).

3. Relations Between Edge- and Vertex-Wise
Multiplicities

For Eq. (23a) we just note that in LHS we actually
double sum over each edge, which always contain two
vertices. Summing θ from 1 to d is reasonable, if there is
actually no edges in certain “direction” θ0 ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}
then we simply set µx,θ0(w) = 0, which does not con-
tribute to both sides of Eq. (23a). For Eq. (23b), the
square in the RHS also comes from the double count-
ing. By noting that 0! = 1, the production with θ rang-
ing from 1 to d is also reasonable, since we have set
µx,θ0(w) = 0 whenever there is no edge in the “direc-
tion” θ0.

In general, we have for any constant a that

∑
x∈Vw

d∑
θ=1

aµx,θ(w) =

|Gw|∑
i=1

2aµi(w) ≡ 2a|w| (A9a)

∏
x∈Vw

d∏
θ=1

[aµx,θ(w)]! =

|Gw|∏
i=1

[aµi(w)!]
2
. (A9b)

Appendix B: Derivation of Calculations in Sec. IV

1. Thermal Average of Local Particle Number:
On-Site

It’s not hard to know

⟨nx⟩βW =
Trx nxe

−βWx

Trx e−βWx
=

∑∞
n=0 ne

−(an2−bn)∑∞
n=0 e

−(an2−bn)
(B1)

with a = βUx/2 and b = βµ0,x. Here, the numerator

can be bounded by Lemma3 via
∑∞

n=0 ne
−(an2−bn) ≤

CB1a
−1 with CB1 = O(1) being the constant defined

in the last line of Eq. (E13). For the denominator, the
treatment is little more tricky.

▶ If b < 0, by noticing that bn ≥ bn2 we ob-

tain
∑∞

n=0 e
−an2+bn ≥

∑∞
n=0 e

−(a−b)n2 ≥
√
π(a −

b)−1/2/2 =
√
π(a + |b|)−1/2/2. Here we used inequality∑∞

n=0 e
−a0n

2 ≥
∫∞
0

dx e−a0x
2

=
√
πa

−1/2
0 /2 for a0 > 0.

▶ If b ≥ 0, we still have
∑∞

n=0 e
−an2+bn ≥∑∞

n=0 e
−an2−bn ≥

√
π(a+ |b|)−1/2/2.

Therefore, we conclude that for all b ∈ R

( ∞∑
n=0

e−an2+bn

)−1

≤ 2(a+ |b|)1/2/
√
π, (B2)

which leads us to

∑∞
n=0 ne

−(an2−bn)∑∞
n=0 e

−(an2−bn)

≤CB1a
−1 · 2(a+ |b|)1/2/

√
π

=
2√
π
CB1(Umax/2 + µ0)

1/2(Umin/2)
−1β−1/2

:=
CB2√

β
(B3)

with CB2 being an O(1) constant, which finishes the
proof. Note that Eq. (B3) does not require the high tem-
perature condition.

2. Proof of Eq. (28)

To begin with, we give the definition for the equivalent
relation between any two words wI, wII ∈ {w ∈ [∂G]∗ :
Gw = G} w.r.t G ∈ Am

≥L(G0):

wI ∼ wII ⇐⇒
{
wI ↾ G

c
= wII ↾ G

c

wI ↾ Gj = wII ↾ Gj j = 1, 2, ...,m.
(B4)

Here, for any subalphabet G′ ⊂ E, the restriction w ↾ G′

of a word w ∈ E∗ is obtained from w by omitting all let-
ters that are not in G′. For a fixed word u ∈ {w ∈ [∂G]∗ :
G ⊂ u} also served as a representative, the corresponding
equivalent class K(u) := {w|w ∼ u} can also be labelled

as K(u) = K[w0, w1, w2, ..., wm] with w0 = u ↾ G
c
and

wj = u ↾ Gj (j = 1, 2, ...,m). We introduce the short-
hand

W=Gj := {w ∈ (Gj)
∗
: Gw = Gj} (B5)

For this equivalent class K, we have from Lemma4 that

∑
w∈K(u)

f(w) = f(w0)f(w1)f(w2)...f(wm). (B6)
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then for any representative u

ρ(G)

=
∑
K(u)

∑
w∈K(u)

f(w)

=
∑

w0∈[G
c
]∗

∑
w1∈W=G1

∑
w2∈W=G2

...
∑

wm∈W=Gm

∑
w∈K

f(w)

=
∑

w0∈[G
c
]∗

f(w0)
∑

w1∈W=G1

f(w1)
∑

w2∈W=G2

f(w2)

...
∑

wm∈W=Gm

f(wm)

=S[IGc ](β)

m∏
j=1

η(Gj).

(B7)
Thus, we arrive at the desired result.

3. Trace Norm of nGe
−βWVG f(w)

Here we bound
∥∥nGe

−βWVG f(w)
∥∥
1

from above for
any connected subalphabet and the word w satisifying
w ∈ G∗ and Gw = G. This condition actually restricts
the support of the word within VG and implies it is incon-
sequential to refine the notation •(τ) := eτWVG •e−τWVG .
It will be convenient if we rewrite the Dyson series into
the form of “durations”, i.e.,

e−βWVG f(w) =

∫
[0,β]|w|+1

D∆τ⃗

δ

|w|+1∑
i=1

∆τi − β

 |w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGhλk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG .

(B8)
Here, we have defined durations ∆τ1 := β−τ1, ∆τ|w|+1 :=
τ|w| and ∆τ2 = τk − τk+1 for k = 2, 3, .., |w|. We know
from the relation β ≥ τ1 ≥ τ2 ≥ ... ≥ τ|w| ≥ 0 (definition
for T|w|) that ∆τk ∈ [0, β] for k = 1, 2, ..., |w|+1. Also, by
exciplitly writing out hλk

(w) we emphasize the operator
hλk

under investigation is the one of the edges coming
from the word w. We then have

∥∥nGe
−βWVG f(w)

∥∥
1
≤
∫
[0,β]|w|+1

D∆τ⃗ δ

( |w|+1∑
i=1

∆τi

− β

)∥∥∥∥∥∥nG

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGhλk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

.

(B9)
Note that each local term

To proceed, we tend to decompose∏|w|
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGhλk

(w)
]

w.r.t different sites. How-

ever, we note each local Hamiltonian in {hλk
(w)}|w|

k=1
consists two terms, i.e., the forward and backforward
hoppings hλk

(w) = Jxkyk
(a†xk

ayk
+ a†yk

axk
) for each

λk = {xk, yk}. This fact motivates us to denote

hλk
(w) =

∑
s=1,2 h

(s)
λk

(w) with s = 1 and 2 corresponds

to the forward and backforward hopping, respectively.
Then we have

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGhλk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

=
∑

{sk=1,2}|w|
k=1

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

(B10)
which leads us to

∥∥nGe
−βWVG f(w)

∥∥
1
≤
∫
[0,β]|w|+1

D∆τ⃗ δ

( |w|+1∑
i=1

∆τi − β

)
∑

{sk=1,2}|w|
k=1

∥∥∥∥∥∥nG

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

.

(B11)
Later we move to bound RHS of Eq. (B11) for each se-
quence of s1s2...s|w| ∈ {1, 2}|w| denoted by s⃗. By first

noting that we have
∏|w|

k=1 h
(sk)
λk

(w) =
∏

x∈VG
hx(w, s⃗),

where each quantity in {hx(w, s⃗)}x∈VG
is the production

of a set of creation (a†x) or annihilation operators (ax).
Each edge λ ∈ w contributes one of the operators in
{a†x, ax,1} to each site x ∈ VG, since all the terms in

{h(sk)
λk

}|w|
k=1 take the form of ∼ a†•a◦ (the symbol ∼ means

we omit the coefficient temporarily).
The analysis above enbales us to decompose hx(w, s⃗)

can be decomposed as hx(w, s⃗) ∼
∏|w|

k=1 ox,k(w, s⃗) with

each element in {ox,k(w, s⃗)}|w|
k=1 picked from {a†x, ax,1}.

Then we can obtain the following useful formula

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

=
∏

x∈VG


|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWxox,k(w, s⃗)

]
e−∆τ|w|+1Wx

 (B12)

Based on this, we equip hx(w, s⃗) a |w|-dimensional vector

b⃗x(w, s⃗) to describe the structure of hx(w, s⃗) for each site
x ∈ VG, whose values can be read off from the following
dictionary:

ox,k(w, s⃗) = a†x [⃗bx(w, s⃗)]k = +1

ox,k(w, s⃗) = 1 [⃗bx(w, s⃗)]k = 0

ox,k(w, s⃗) = ax [⃗bx(w, s⃗)]k = −1,

(B13)

for k = 1, 2, ..., |w|. Then, hx(w, s⃗) can be decomposed

as hx(w, s⃗) ∼
∏|w|

k=1 ox,k(w, s⃗). Here, we denote by

mx(w) :=
∑|w|

k=1 |[⃗bx(w, s⃗)]k| as the number of the opera-
tors at site x offer by the word w, which is independent of
the sequence s⃗. To move further, we first notice that for
any smooth function f1 with argument to particle num-
ber operator n, we have the relations f1(n)a = af1(n−1)
and f1(n)a

† = a†f1(n+1) with creation (a†) and annihi-
lation (a) operators. Since WVG

=
∑

x∈VG
Wx(nx) with
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Wx(n) := Uxn
2/2− µ0,xn, we obtain

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

=
∏

x∈VG

hx(w, s⃗)e
−

∑|w|
k=1 ∆τkWx(nx+Bx,k(w,s⃗))−∆τ|w|+1Wx(nx)

:=
∏

x∈VG

hx(w, s⃗)e
Ox(nx),

(B14)

where we defined Bx,k(w, s⃗) :=
∑|w|

i=k [⃗bx(w, s⃗)]i to denote
the total number of the operators corresponding to the

truncated vector of b⃗x(w, s⃗). With Eq. (B14), we find the
norm on RHS of Eq. (B11) can be splited w.r.t different
sites via∥∥∥∥∥∥nG

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

=
∏

x∈VG

∥∥∥nG,xhx(w, s⃗)e
Ox(nx)

∥∥∥
1
, (B15)

where for convenience we used the decomposition

nG =
∏

x∈VG

nG,x (B16)

with nG,x = nx0 or 1. To bound the norm for each site,
we utilize the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality (i.e., setting
(p, p1, p2) = (1, 2, 2) in Eq. (13))∥∥∥nG,xhx(w, s⃗)e

Ox(nx)
∥∥∥
1

≤
∥∥∥nG,xhx(w, s⃗)e

Ox(nx)/2
∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥eOx(nx)/2
∥∥∥
2

=
√
Trx hx(w, s⃗)†n

†
G,xnG,xhx(w, s⃗)eOx(nx)

√
Trx eOx(nx)

=

√
Trx hG,x(w, s⃗)†hG,x(w, s⃗)eOx(nx)

√
Trx eOx(nx).

(B17)
Note that the operator hG,x(w, s⃗) := nG,xhx(w, s⃗) is
given by the production of mx(w) + qG,x =: qG,x(w) cre-
ation and annihilation operators, with qG,x and qG,x(w)
denoting the number of the operators offered by nG,x

and hG,x(w, s⃗), respectively. Actually, we set qG,x = 2
if nG,x = nx0

= a†x0
ax0

and qG,x = 0 if nGx
= 1. We

omit the coefficients temporarily to have the decompo-

sition result hG,x(w, s⃗) ∼
∏qG,x(w)

k=1 ox,k(w, s⃗). To de-

scribe the structure of hG,x(w, s⃗), we define the vector
c⃗α,x(w) with dimensions qα,x(w). Here for each opera-

tor ox,k(w, s⃗) ∈ {a†x, ax} with k = 1, 2, ..., qG,x(w), the
following dictionary relation gives value for c⃗α,x(w):{

ox,k(w) = a†x [⃗cx(w)]k = +1
ox,k(w) = ax [⃗cx(w)]k = −1.

(B18)

Then we can obtain (we temporarily omit the argument

of {ox,k(w, s⃗)}|w|
k=1 for brevity)

hG,x(w, s⃗)
†hG,x(w, s⃗)

∼o†x,qG,x(w)...o
†
x,2o

†
x,1ox,1ox,2...ox,qG,x(w)

=o†x,qG,x(w)...o
†
x,2[nx + θ([⃗cx(w)]1)]ox,2...ox,qG,x(w)

=o†x,qG,x(w)...o
†
x,2ox,2...ox,qG,x(w)

×

nx + θ([⃗cx(w)]1) +

qG,x(w)∑
i=2

[⃗cx(w)]i


...

=

qG,x(w)∏
k=1

nx + θ([⃗cx(w)]k) +

qG,x(w)∑
i=k+1

[⃗cx(w)]i

.
(B19)

Equation (B19) motivates us to obtain for integer n that

n− qG,x(w) ≤ n+ θ([⃗cx(w)]k) +
∑qG,x(w)

i=k+1 [⃗cx(w)]i ≤ n+

qG,x(w) and [n+ qG,x(w)]
qG,x(w) ≥ [n− qG,x(w)]

qG,x(w),
which further gives us

qG,x(w)∏
k=1

n+ θ([⃗cx(w)]k) +

qG,x(w)∑
i=k+1

[⃗cx(w)]i


≤ [n+ qG,x(w)]

qG,x(w), (B20)

which will later play critical role to obtain the bound for
Eq. (B11). To handle the factor eOx(nx), we note that for
integer n

Ox(n)

=−
|w|∑
k=1

∆τkWx(n+Bx,k(w, s⃗))−∆τ|w|+1Wx(n)

≤−
|w|∑
k=1

∆τk ·min
k

W (n+Bx,k(w, s⃗))−∆τ|w|+1Wx(n)

≤−
|w|+1∑
k=1

∆τk ·min{min
k

Wx(n+Bx,k(w, s⃗)),W (n)}

≤ − β min
k∈[−mx(w),mx(w)]

Wx(n+ k)

≤− β min
y∈[n−mx(w),n+mx(w)]

Wx(y),

(B21)
where to obtain the last second line we used
|Bx,k(w, s⃗)| ≤ mx(w) by the definition of Bx,k(w, s⃗). By
restoring the coefficients {Jxy} and the uniform bound
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Eq. (2), Equations (B20) and (B21) lead us to

Trx hx(w, s⃗)
†n†

G,xnG,xhx(w, s⃗)e
Ox(nx)

≤J2mx(w)
∞∑

n=0

(n+ qG,x(w))
qG,x(w)

× exp

[
−β min

y∈[n−mx(w),n+mx(w)]
Wx(y)

]
≤J2mx(w)

∞∑
n=0

(n+ qG,x(w))
qG,x

× exp

[
−β min

y∈[n−qG,x(w),n+qG,x(w)]
Wx(y)

]
≤J2mx(w)

(
C2,1√

β

)mx(w)+qG,x+1

(mx(w) + qG,x)!

≤J2mx(w)

(
C2,2√

β

)mx(w)+qG,x+1

mx(w)!qG,x! (B22)

Here, to obtain the last line we used Lemma6 and
(m + n)! ≤ 2m+nm!n! for integers m and n. The lat-
ter inequality follows from the fact that

(
m+n
n

)
≤ 2m+n.

In Eq. (B22) we have defined C2,1 := CL6

√
2/Umin

with CL6 being the constant C defined in Lemma6
(the last line of Eq. (E39)) and we choose C2,2 :=
2C2,1 in the last line. By Eq. (E37), we also obtain

Trx e
Ox(nx) ≤ C2,4mx(w)/

√
β ≤ C2,4e

mx(w)/
√
β for

C2,4 := CL6,1

√
2/Umin with CL6,1 being the constant

defined in the last line of Eq. (E40). By putting this
inequality and Eq. (B22) into Eq. (B17) we obtain∥∥∥nG,xhx(w, s⃗)e

Ox(nx)
∥∥∥
1

≤C2,5√
β

(
C2,2√

β

)qG,x(w)/2(
C2,6√

β

)mx(w)/2

[mx(w)!]
1/2

× (qG,x!)
1/2

(B23)
where we defined C2,5 :=

√
C2,2C2,4 and C2,6 := eJ2C2,2.

By substituding Eq. (B23) into Eq. (B15) we obtain∥∥∥∥∥∥nG

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

=
∏

x∈VG

C2,5√
β

(
C2,2√

β

)qG,x/2(C2,6√
β

)mx(w)/2

[mx(w)!]
1/2

× (qG,x!)
1/2.

(B24)
Note that each term from I simply offers one operator

to the sites it contains, which implies mx(w) equals the
number of the edges coming from w which contain the
site x. In a formal way, mx(w) = #{λ|x ∋ λ, λ ∈ w}
which gives us the following relation between mx(w) and
the vertice-wise multiplicities

mx(w) =

d∑
θ=1

µx,θ(w), (B25)

with which and Lemma7 we further bound part of the

factors in Eq. (B24) via

∏
x∈VG

(
C2,6√

β

)mx(w)/2

[mx(w)!]
1/2

=

(
C2,6√

β

)|w| ∏
x∈Vw

[(
d∑

θ=1

µx,θ(w)

)
!

]1/2

≤
(
C2,6√

β

)|w|
{ ∏

x∈Vw

[
d∏

θ=1

[µx,θ(w)!] · d
∑d

θ=1 µx,θ(w)

]}1/2

=

(
C2,7√

β

)|w| |G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!. (B26)

Here, in the second line we simply noticed that VG = Vw

since w ∈ G∗ and Gw = G. In the third line of Eq. (B26)
we used Lemma8 and to obtain the last line we defined
C2,7 := dC2,6. Substituding Eq. (B26) into Eq. (B24), we
arrive at the bounds∥∥∥∥∥∥nG

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤
(
C2,5(qG!)

1/2

√
β

)|VG|(
C2,2√

β

)qG/2(
C2,7√

β

)|w| |G|∏
i=1

µi(w),

(B27)
where we defined qG :=

∑
x∈VG

qG,x [cf. Eq. (B16)] as
the total number of operators offerred by nG and used∏

x∈VG
(qG,x!)

1/2 ≤ ((qG!)
1/2)|VG|. By putting Eq. (B27)

into Eq. (B11) we obtain the desired bound∥∥nGe
−βWVG f(w)

∥∥
1

≤
∫
[0,β]|w|+1

D∆τ⃗ δ

( |w|+1∑
i=1

∆τi − β

) ∑
{sk=1,2}|w|

k=1(
C2,5(qG!)

1/2

√
β

)|VG|(
C2,2√

β

)qG/2(
C2,7√

β

)|w| |G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!

=
β|w|

|w|!
2|w|

(
C2,5(qG!)

1/2

√
β

)|VG|(
C2,2√

β

)qG/2(
C2,7√

β

)|w|

×
|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!

:=

(
C2,5(qG!)

1/2

√
β

)|VG|(
C2,2√

β

)qG/2
(C2,8

√
β)|w|

|w|!

|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!

(B28)

with the defintion C2,8 := 2C2,7. Thus, we finish the
proof.

4. Proof of Eq. (35)

we first have
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|Cβ(nx0
)| ≤

(
C4√
β

) ∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(Gx0 )

ZG
c(β)

Z(β)

(√
2C3√
β

)|VG| ∑
{

w(j)∈G∗
j :

G
w(j)=Gj

}m

j=1

m∏
j=1

(C5

√
β)|w

(j)|

|w(j)|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

µi(w
(j))!

≤
(

C4√
β

) ∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(Gx0 )

(√
2C3CL2

)|VG| m∏
j=1

∑
w∈G:Gw=G

(
C5

√
β
)|w|

|w|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

[µi(w)!]

=

(
C4√
β

) ∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(Gx0 )

(√
2C3CL2

)|VG|
(

C5β
1/2

1− C5β1/2

)|G|

≤
(

C4√
β

) ∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(Gx0 )

(
C5,1β

1/2

1− C5β1/2

)|G|

. (B29)

Here, in the second and the third line we used Lemma1
and (8), respectively. To obtain the last line of Eq. (B29),
we first notice that |VG| ≤ 2|G| since all the edges are
supported by two sites i.e., |λ| = 2 for λ ∈ E. Then

we use
(√

2C3CL2

)|VG| ≤
(
max{

√
2C3CL2, 1}

)2|G|
and

define C5,1 := max{
√
2C3CL2, 1}2 = O(1).

Appendix C: Derivation of Calculations in Sec.V

1. Trace Norm of e−β |WVG f(w)

The newly introduced quantity |WVG
affects the “dura-

tion” technique in Eq. (B19) and we should first write

e−β|WVG = ec
√
βδNGe−βWVG , (C1)

where we denote δNG :=
∑

x∈VG
δxnx with δx = 1 for

x ∈ VX and otherwise δx = 0. Equation (C1) motivates
us to modify

e−β|WVG f(w) =

∫
[0,β]|w|+1

D∆τ⃗ ec
√
βδNG

δ

|w|+1∑
i=1

∆τi − β

 |w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGhλk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG .

(C2)
Then we advance by the wisdom of Eq. (B10)

ec
√
βδNG

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGhλk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG =

∑
{sk=1,2}|w|

k=1

ec
√
βδNG

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
· e−∆τ|w|+1WVG ,

(C3)

whose summand can also be dealt in the similar manner
of Eq. (B14)

ec
√
βδNG

|w|∏
k=1

[
e−∆τkWVGh

(sk)
λk

(w)
]
e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

=ec
√
βδNG

∏
x∈VG

hx(w, s⃗)e
Ox(nx)

=
∏

x∈VG

hx(w, s⃗) exp
[
Ox(nx) + c

√
βδx(nx +Bx,1(w, s⃗))

]
:=
∏

x∈VG

hx(w, s⃗)e
qOx(nx),

(C4)
We still need to establish the bound for∥∥∥hx(w, s⃗)e

qOx(nx)
∥∥∥
1
, which can be easily achieve by

setting nG,x = 1 and replacing Ox(nx) with qOx(nx) in
Eq. (B17):∥∥∥hx(w, s⃗)e

qOx(nx)
∥∥∥
1

≤
√

Trx hx(w, s⃗)†hx(w, s⃗)e
qOx(nx)

√
Trx e

qOx(nx). (C5)

The consequences are as follows. Firstly, Eq. (B19) can
be simplified to

hx(w, s⃗)
†hx(w, s⃗)

∼
mx(w)∏
k=1

nx + θ([⃗cx(w)]k) +

mx(w)∑
i=k+1

[⃗cx(w)]i

 (C6)

and the RHS of Eq. (B20) should also be revised as [n+

mx(w)]
mx(w). Secondly, the bound for qOx(n) is obtained

by adding an extra term to Eq. (B21) accroding to δNG

qOx(n)

≤− β min
y∈[n−mx(w),n+mx(w)]

Wx(y) + c
√
βδx(n+mx(w)).

(C7)
Then Eqs. (C6) and (C7) naturally lead us to

Trx hx(w, s⃗)
†hx(w, s⃗)e

qOx(nx)
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≤J2mx(w)
∞∑

n=0

(n+mx(w))
mx(w)

× exp
[
− β min

y∈[n−mx(w),n+mx(w)]
Wx(y)

+ c
√
βδx(n+mx(w))

]
(C8)

for x ∈ VX

⋂
VG. Equation (C8) motivates us to consider

the upper bound of

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)pemaxx∈[n−p,n+p](−ax2+bx)+c
√
β(x+p)

=ec
√
βp

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)pemaxx∈[n−p,n+p](−ax2+qbx) (C9)

withqb = b+c
√
β. Fortunately, with minor adjustments to

the constants in the conclusion, Lemma6 can be directly
applied to establish bounds for Eq. (C9). Here we will
justify this claim.

Note that previously, the temperature scalings of a and
b are always O(β), with which we fix the expressions
for the constants in Lemma3,(5) and (6). However, the
present scaling of b becomes O(β1/2). Our goal is to
show that even under this revised scalings of a and b, we
can still keep the same form of Lemma6 and bound the
constant C there by subtly changing the expression of C.
Before that, we shall first prove Lemma3 and Lemma5
again with the new scalings.

proof for Lemma 3 with b → qb. — We still have

∞∑
n=0

npe−(an2−qbn) ≤ qC1a
−(p+1)/2Γ(p+ 1/2)1/2

+

qb+

√
qb2 + 8ap

4a

p

2e
qb2/4a (C10)

with qC1 := 2−1/2π1/4e
qb2/2a. Then we have

(qb +

√
qb2 + 8ap)/(4a) ≤

√
2p(qb +

√
qb2 + 4a)/(4a) =

a−1/2p
√
2(qb +

√
qb2 + 4a)/(4a1/2) := qC2,1p

1/2a−1/2 with

qC2,1 :=
√
2(qb+

√
qb2 + 4a)/(4a1/2). Then we have the sec-

ond term of Eq. (C10) can be bounded by qCp
2a

−p/2pp/2

with qC2 := 4e
qb2/2a

qC2,1. Therefore we have similar to the
discussion below Eq. (E34) we have

∞∑
n=0

npe−(an2−bn) ≤ qCp
L3a

−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2 (C11)

with qCL3 := 4max{4C2
1 , 8aC2}. However, it’s straight-

forward to show that qCL3 = O(1) for β ≤ β∗.

To see this, we only need to show qC1 and qC2 can

be bounded by O(1) constants. Actually, qC1 ≤
2−1/2π1/4 exp

[(
β∗µ0 + 2µ0c

√
β∗ + c2

)
/Umin

]
= O(1)

since

qb2/a =
2(βµ0,x + c

√
β)2

βUx

≤ 2
β∗µ0 + 2µ0c

√
β∗ + c2

Umin
= O(1) (C12)

can be bounded. Then we readily recognize

qC2 = 4e
qb2/2a

√
2

(
qb+

√
qb2 + 4a

)
/(4a1/2)

=
√
2e

qb2/2a

 qb

a1/2
+

√
qb2

a
+ 4

 (C13)

can also be bounded by O(1) constant. Therefore we
finish the proof. ■

Next, the Lemma5 also need to be revisited.

proof for Lemma5 with b → qb. — First from Eqs. (E27)
and (E28) we obtain

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 2p)pe−an2+qbn ≤ qCp
1p

p+1 + qCp
2a

−(p+1)/2

× Γ

(
p+

1

2

)1/2

+ 2(x0 + 2p)pe
qb2/4a (C14)

with qC1 := 8e2
qb and qC2 := 21/2π1/2e

qb2/2a. However,

x0 + 2p =
qb+ 4ap+

√
(qb+ 4ap)2 + 8ap

4a

≤ p
qb+ 4a+

√
(qb+ 4a)2 + 8a

4a

= a−1/2p
qb+ 4a+

√
(qb+ 4a)2 + 8a

4a1/2
(C15)

which gives us

2(x0 + 2p)pe
qb2/4a ≤ qCp

3a
−p/2pp (C16)

with qC3 := e
qb2/4a

(
qb+ 4a+

√
(qb+ 4a)2 + 8a

)
a−1/2.

The follow the discussion below Eq. (E30) we finally have

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 2p)pe−an2+qbn ≤ qCp
L5p

p+1a−(p+1)/2 (C17)

with qCL5 := 3max{ qC4, a
1/2

qC4 + a qC4} and qC4 :=

max{ qC1, qC2, qC3}. It’s also obviously that qC1, qC2 and
qC3 can be bounded by O(1) constant, which implies
qCL5 ≤ O(1) for β ≤ β∗ and finishes the proof. ■

Finally, equipped with the revisioned Lemma3 and (5),
we move on to revisit Lemma6.

proof for Lemma6 with b → qb. — First we have from
Eq. (E34) that

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)p exp

[
max

x∈[n−p,n+p]
(−an2 +qbn)

]

≤
∞∑

n=0

npe−an2+qbn + (2p+ 1)(n0 + 2p)peb
2/4a



24

+

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 2p)pe−an2+qbn, (C18)

where the first and last term can be bounded by recall-
ing Eqs. (C11) and (C17), respectively. Now we turn to
deal with the second term in Eq. (C18), which can be

bounded by 3p
[
qb/(2a) + 1 + 2p

]p
e

qb2/2a ≤ qCp
2a

−p/2pp+1

with qC2 := e
qb2/2a

[
3qb/(2a1/2) + 9a1/2

]
, which means

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)p exp

[
max

x∈[n−p,n+p]
(−an2 +qbn)

]
≤ qCp

L3a
−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2 + qCp

2a
−p/2pp+1 + qCp

L5p
p+1a−(p+1)/2

≤ qCp
4

[
pp+1a−(p+1)/2 + a−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2 + a−p/2pp+1

]
≤Cp

416
pp!
(
a−(p+1)/2 + a−(p+1)/2 + a−p/2

)
≤Cp

416
pp!
(
2 + a1/2

)
a−(p+1)/2

≤ qCp+1
L6 a−(p+1)/2p!.

(C19)

with qCL6 := max{1, 16(2 + a1/2)max{ qCL3, qC2, qCL5}}.
Note that qC2 and further qCL6 can be bounded by O(1)
constant at high temperatures, by which we finish the
proof. ■

Discussion. —. For the discussion part of Lemma6, we
find that the original constant C defined in Eq. (E40)

can still be bounded by O(1) constant even if b → qb.
Therefore, no revision is necessary to apply Eq. (E40)
within the new scalings.

We emphasize here that the lower bound of high tem-
perature regime β∗ in the three revisited lemmas above
can be chosen as either β∗

L1, β
∗
T1 or β∗

T2 for different us-
ages. Based on the analysis above, we conclude that

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)pemaxx∈[n−p,n+p](−ax2+bx)+c
√
β(x+p)

≤ qCp+1
L6,1a

−(p+1)/2p! (C20)

with qCL6,1 := ec
√
β∗

qCL6. Actually, for convenience we
further have

max

{ ∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)pemaxx∈[n−p,n+p](−ax2+bx)+c
√
β(x+p),

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)pemaxx∈[n−p,n+p](−ax2+bx)

}
≤ Cp+1

L6,ra
−(p+1)/2p!,

(C21)

where CL6,r := max{ qCL6,1, CL6} = O(1) with CL6 being
the constant C defined in oringial Lemma6. Therefore,
we have for all x ∈ VG

Trx hx(w, s⃗)
†hx(w, s⃗)e

qOx(nx)

≤J2mx(w)

(
C2,2,r√

β

)mx(w)+1

mx(w)! (C22)

and Trx e
qOx(nx) ≤ C2,4e

mx(w)/
√
β with C2,2,r :=

CL6,r

√
2/Umin. Then from Eq. (E5) we obtain

∥∥∥hx(w, s⃗)e
qOx(nx)

∥∥∥
1
≤ C2,5,r√

β

(
C2,6,r√

β

)mx(w)/2

[mx(w)!]
1/2

(C23)
which further gives us the desired result after we follow
the same treatment from Eqs. (B22)–(B28):

∥∥∥e−β|WVG f(w)
∥∥∥
1
≤
(
C2,5,r√

β

)|VG|
(C2,8,r

√
β)|w|

|w|!

|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)

(C24)
Here we have already set qG = 0 and the expres-
sions for the O(1) constants are summarized as fol-
lows: C2,4,r := C2,4, C2,5,r =

√
C2,2,rC2,4,r, C2,6,r :=

eJ2C2,2,r, C2,7,r := dC2,6,r and C2,8,r := 2C2,7,r.

2. Proof of Eq. (50)

The main part of the derivation for Eq. (50) is quite
similar to that for Eq. (35). Following Eq. (B29), we have

|Cβ(X)| ≤ 1

Z(β)

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(GX)

∑
{

w(j)∈G∗
j :

G
w(j)=Gj

}m

j=1

∥ qX∥ qZG
c(β)

(
C3,r√

β

)|VG|
(C5,r

√
β)|w

(j)|

|w(j)|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

µi(w
(j))!

≤ C
|VX |
6,1 ∥ qX∥

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(GX)

∑
{

w(j)∈G∗
j :

G
w(j)=Gj

}m

j=1

(C3,rCL2,r)
|VG| (C5,r

√
β)|w

(j)|

|w(j)|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

µi(w
(j))!

≤ C
|VX |
6,1 ∥ qX∥

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(GX)

(C3,rCL2,r)
|VG|
(

C5,rβ
1/2

1− C5,rβ1/2

)|G|
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≤ C
|VX |
6,1 ∥ qX∥

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(GX)

(
C6,2β

1/2

1− C5,rβ1/2

)|G|

. (C25)

Here, we used (C3,rCL2,r, )
|VG| ≤

(max{C3,rCL2,r, 1})2|G|
and define C6,2 :=

max{C3,rCL2,r, 1}2 = O(1) with CL2,r being the
O(1) constant defined later. To obtain the second line
of Eq. (E26), we have used

qZG
c(β)

Z(β)
≤ C

|VX |
6,1 (CL2,r

√
β)|VG| (C26)

with C6,1 = O(1). To see this, we first write

qZG
c(β)

Z(β)
=

qZ(β)

Z(β)
·

qZG
c(β)

qZ(β)
≤

qZ(β)

Z(β)
· 1

TrVG
e−β|WVG

,

(C27)
where we have already used Lemma2 for the Hamilto-

nian qH := |W − I. The subtle point is how to deal with

the factor (TrVG
e−β|WVG )−1 =

∏
x∈VG

(Tr e−β|Wx)−1 with

−β|Wx = −βWx + c
√
βδxnx. For x /∈ VX , we can still

bound
(
Tr e−β|Wx

)−1

via CL2

√
β (see the discussion be-

fore Eq. (E7)). For x ∈ VX , we first write −β|Wx =

−an2
x +qbnx with a = −βUx/2 and qb = c

√
β − µ0,xβ.

▶ If qb ≥ 0, we use
∑∞

n=0 e
−an2+qbn ≥∑∞

n=0 e
−an2 ≥

∫∞
0

dx e−ax2

=
√
πa−1/2/2 to obtain(∑∞

n=0 e
−an2+bn

)−1

≤ 2a1/2/
√
π.

▶ If qb < 0, we have
∑∞

n=0 e
−an2+qbn ≥

∫∞
0

dx e−ax2+bx =

eb
2/4a

√
πa−1/2 erfc(|qb|/2

√
a)/2. Then by using [90]

erfc(x) ≥ 0.1e−2x2

, we obtain
(∑∞

n=0 e
−an2+qbn

)−1

≤

10e
qb2/4a2a1/2/

√
π

Therefore, we conclude that for all qb ∈ R (note that

10e
qb2/4a > 1)( ∞∑

n=0

e−an2+qbn

)−1

≤ 20e
qb2/4aa1/2/

√
π, (C28)

which leads us to
(
Tr e−β|Wx

)−1

≤ qCL2

√
β with

qCL2 := 20
√
Umax/2 exp

(
β∗µ0 + 2µ0c

√
β∗ + c2/4Umin

)
at high temperatures β ≤ β∗. Then by choos-

ing CL2,r := max{CL2, qCL2} = O(1) we obtain

(TrVG
e−β|WVG )−1 ≤ (CL2,r

√
β)|VG| amd therefore the

second factor of Eq. (C27).
Now we turn to deal with the first factor on RHS of

Eq. (C27) via utilizing thermodynamics integration for-
malism. We directly set

Zη := Tr exp

(
−βH + η

√
β
∑
x∈VX

nx

)
(C29)

and evaluate

ln
qZ(β)

Z(β)
=

∫ c

0

dη
d

dη
lnZη =

√
β

∫ c

0

dη
∑
x∈VX

⟨nx⟩η .

(C30)
Here, we introduced the quantity

⟨nx⟩η :=
Trnxe

−βH+η
√
β
∑

x∈VX
nx

Tr e
−βH+η

√
β
∑

x∈VX
nx

. (C31)

To obtain the upper bound ⟨nx⟩η ≤ Cηβ
−1/2 with Cη :=

Cη(Umax, Umin, µ0, β
∗, η) = O(1), we just need to repeat

the proof for Lemma1 again with the parameter b in

Lemma6 replaced by qbη = b+η
√
β. Thanks to the analy-

sis from Eqs. (C10)–(C19), the Lemma6 still works under

this revision and we simply choose qCth := maxη∈[0,c] Cη =

O(1) to arrvie at ⟨nx⟩η ≤ qCthβ
−1/2. Based on this in-

equality, Eq. (E33) gives us

qZ(β)

Z(β)
≤ ec

qCth|VX | := C
|VX |
6,1 (C32)

with C6,1 := ec
qCth = O(1).

3. Implication of Low Boson Density

From low-boson-density condition, we have

∞∑
n=0

nspn ≤ 1

e

(κ1

e
sκ2

)s
, ∀s ∈ N+. (C33)

We are curious about what can we say about pn under the
constraint Eq. (C33) in analogue to Corollary 1. Actually,
we have

∞∑
n=0

ecn
a

pn =

∞∑
n=0

∞∑
m=0

(cna)m

m!
pn ≤

∞∑
m=0

cm

m!

1

e

[κ1

e
(am)κ2

]am
.

(C34)
Then we choose a = κ−1

2 and show that there exists γ =

γ(κ1, κ2) to let
(
κ1e

−1
)κ−1

2 m
(κ−1

2 m)m ≤ γmΓ(m + 1).
To see this we just note that m ln γ + lnΓ(m + 1) −
κ−1
2 m lnκ1e

−1 − m lnκ−1
2 m ≥ 0 as long as we choose

γ ≥ 16(κ1e
−1)κ

−1
2 κ−1

2 and notice 16mΓ(m + 1) ≥ mm.
Therefore we further bound RHS of Eq. (C34) by

∞∑
n=0

ecn
a

pn ≤ 1

e

∞∑
m=0

cmγm =
1

e(1− cγ)
(C35)

with choosing 0 < c < γ−1, which leads us to

pn ≤ 1

e(1− cγ)
e−cnκ

−1
2 . (C36)
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Appendix D: Derivation of Calculations in Sec.VI

1. Trace Norm of e
−β |W

(+)
VG f̃(w)

To obtain the bound for

∥∥∥∥e−β|W
(+)
VG f̃(w)

∥∥∥∥
1

, we first have

the formula similar to Eq. (C2)

e
−β|W

(+)
VG f̃(w) = ec

√
βδÑ

(+)
G

∫
[0,β]|w|+1

D∆τ⃗

δ

|w|+1∑
i=1

∆τi − β

 |w|∏
k=1

[
e
−∆τkW

(+)
VG hλk

(w)(+)

]
e
−∆τ|w|+1W

(+)
VG ,

(D1)

where in comparison with Eq. (C2) we denote δÑG :=∑
x∈VG

δ̃xnx with δ̃x = 1 for x ∈ VX

⋃
VY and otherwise

δ̃x = 0. Aslo, we can further decompose

|w|∏
k=1

[
e
−∆τkW

(+)
VG hλk

(w)(+)

]
=

∑
{sk=1,2}|w|

k=1

|w|∏
k=1

[
e
−∆τkW

(+)
VG h

(sk)
λk

(w)(+)

]
. (D2)

The main idea is to split the integrand in Eq. (D1) into
two Hilber spaces and bound them separately. For later

convenience we first define the function H̃ w.r.t the word
w and the sequence (collected as a vector) s⃗:

H̃(w, s⃗) :=

|w|∏
k=1

[
e
−∆τkW

(+)
VG h

(sk)
λk

(w)(+)

]
. (D3)

Then the primary technical task at present is to recast

H̃(w, s⃗) in two single Hilbert spaces. To achieve this we

first decompose the product
∏|w|

k=1 h
(sk)
λk

(w)(+) labelled by
into the sum of biparitite tensor products:

|w|∏
k=1

h
(sk)
λk

(w)(+) =
∏

k∈Kw

h
(sk)
λk

(w)(+)

=
∑

KI
w

⋃
KII

w=Kw

∏
k∈KI

w

h
(sk)
λk

(w)⊗
∏

k∈KII
w

h
(sk)
λk

(w). (D4)

Here, we defined Kw := {1, 2, ..., |w|} and denoted

by KI/II
w the subsets of Kw such that KI

w

⋃
KII

w =
Kw. Then by introducing the notation HI/II(w, s⃗) :=∏

k∈Kw
e−∆τkWVGF (h

(sk)
λk

(w), I/II) with

F (h
(sk)
λk

(w), I/II) :=

{
h
(sk)
λk

(w) k ∈ KI/II
w

1 k /∈ KI/II
w

,

(D5)

we arrive at the decomposition formula for H̃(w) in the
form of

H̃(w, s⃗) =
∑

KI
w

⋃
KII

w=Kw

HI(w, s⃗)⊗HII(w, s⃗). (D6)

To advance, we first note that the following decomposi-

tion
∏

k∈Kw
F (h

(sk)
λk

(w), I/II) =
∏

x∈VG
h
I/II
x (w, s⃗) where

each quantity in {hI/II
x (w, s⃗)}x∈VG

can be expressed as
the production of a set of creation (a†x) or annihila-
tion operators (ax). More significantly, each term in

{h(sk)
λk

(w)}
k∈KI/II

w
only contributes exactly one opera-

tor (denoted by o
I/II
x,k (w, s⃗) for k ∈ KI/II

w ) picking from

{ax, a†x,1} to the site x. Therefore, similar to the analy-

sis below Eq. (B11), we further write out h
I/II
x (w, s⃗) ∼∏

k∈KI/II
w

o
I/II
x,k (w, s⃗). Then, by setting o

I/II
x,k (w, s⃗) = 1

for k ∈ [KI/II
w ]c we have h

I/II
x (w, s⃗) ∼

∏
k∈Kw

o
I/II
x,k (w, s⃗),

which can be readily dealt with the techniques devel-

opped previously. Based on this, we equip h
I/II
x (w, s⃗) a

|w|-dimensional vector b⃗
I/II
x (w, s⃗) to describe the struc-

ture of h
I/II
x (w, s⃗) for each site x ∈ VG, whose values can

be read off from the following dictionary:
o
I/II
x,k (w, s⃗) = a†x [⃗bI/IIx (w, s⃗)]k = +1,

o
I/II
x,k (w, s⃗) = 1 [⃗bI/IIx (w, s⃗)]k = 0,

o
I/II
x,k (w, s⃗) = ax [⃗bI/IIx (w, s⃗)]k = −1

(D7)

for k = 1, 2, ..., |w|. It’s worth remarking that b⃗I(w, s⃗) +

b⃗II(w, s⃗) = b⃗(w, s⃗) for x ∈ VG. Remember that the vector

b⃗(w, s⃗) stands for the |w|-dimensional vector describing

the structure of hx(w, s⃗) resulting from
∏|w|

k=1 h
(sk)
λk

(w) =∏
x∈VG

hx(w, s⃗) [cf. AppendixB 3].

Next, in analogue to Eq. (C4) we have

ec
√
βδÑGHI/II(w, s⃗)e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

=
∏

x∈VG

hI/II
x (w, s⃗)

× exp
[
OI/II

x (nx) + c
√

βδ̃x(nx +B
I/II
x,1 (w, s⃗))

]
:=
∏

x∈VG

hI/II
x (w, s⃗)e

qOI/II
x (nx).

(D8)

Here, we have denoted O
I/II
x (nx) := −

∑|w|
k=1 ∆τkWx(nx+

B
I/II
x,k (w, s⃗)) − ∆τ|w|+1Wx(nx) with B

I/II
x,k (w, s⃗) :=∑|w|

i=k [⃗bx(w, s⃗)]i denoting the total number of the opera-

tors corresponding to the truncated vector of b⃗
I/II
x (w, s⃗).

Denoting m
I/II
x (w) :=

∑|w|
k=1 |[⃗b

I/II
x (w, s⃗)]k| as the num-

ber of the operators at site x offerred by the subword
{wk}k∈KI/II

w
, we obtain [cf. Eq. (C23)]∥∥∥hI/II

x (w, s⃗)e
qOI/II
x (nx)

∥∥∥
1

≤C2,5,r√
β

(
C2,6,r√

β

)mI/II
x (w)/2

[mI/II
x (w)!]1/2. (D9)

To move further, we revise Eq. (B25) to obtain the rela-

tion between m
I/II
x (w) and the vertice-wise multiplicities

of subwords

mI/II
x (w) =

d∑
θ=1

µ
I/II
x,θ (w) (D10)
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with µ
I/II
x,θ (w) only counts the number of the edges coming

from the subword wI/II := {wk}k∈KI/II
w

and laying at θ

direction of x. By recognizing the analogue of Eq. (23) in
the form of

∑
x∈Vw

d∑
θ=1

µ
I/II
x,θ (w)

2
=

|G|∑
i=1

µi(w
I/II) (D11a)

∏
x∈Vw

d∏
θ=1

µ
I/II
x,θ (w)! =

|G|∏
i=1

[
µi(w

I/II)!
]2
, (D11b)

we obtain from Eq. (D8) that

∥∥∥ec√βδÑGHI/II(w, s⃗)e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

∥∥∥
1

≤
(
C2,5,r√

β

)|VG|(
C2,7,r√

β

)|wI/II| |G|∏
i=1

µi(w
I/II). (D12)

With the relations µi(w
I) + µi(w

II) = µi(w) and (by
summing over i from 1 to |G| we obtain) |wI|+|wII| = |w|,
Eq. (D12) leads us to

∥∥∥∥∥∥ec
√
βδÑ

(+)
G

|w|∏
k=1

[
e
−∆τkW

(+)
VG h

(sk)
λk

(w)(+)

]
e
−∆τ|w|+1W

(+)
VG

∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤
∑

KI
w

⋃
KII

w=Kw

∥∥∥[ec√βδÑG ⊗ ec
√
βδÑG

][
HI(w, s⃗)⊗HII(w, s⃗)

][
e−∆τ|w|+1WVG ⊗ e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

]∥∥∥
1

=
∑

KI
w

⋃
KII

w=Kw

∥∥∥ec√βδÑGHI(w, s⃗)e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

∥∥∥
1
·
∥∥∥ec√βδÑGHI(w, s⃗)e−∆τ|w|+1WVG

∥∥∥
1

≤
(
C2,5,r√

β

)|VG|(
C2,7,r√

β

)|wI|(
C2,5,r√

β

)|VG|(
C2,7,r√

β

)|wII| ∑
KI

w

⋃
KII

w=Kw

|G|∏
i=1

[
µi(w

I)!
][
µi(w

II)!
]

≤

(
C2

2,5,r

β

)|VG|(
C2,7,r√

β

)|w| ∑
KI

w

⋃
KII

w=Kw

|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!

=

(
C2

2,5,r

β

)|VG|(
C2,7,r√

β

)|w|

2|w|
|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)! =

(
C2

2,5,r

β

)|VG|(
2C2,7,r√

β

)|w| |G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!, (D13)

which gives us the final result∥∥∥∥e−β|W
(+)
VG f̃(w)

∥∥∥∥
1

≤β|w|

|w|!

(
C2

2,5,r

β

)|VG|(
2C2,7,r√

β

)|w| |G|∏
i=1

µi(w)!

=

(
C2

2,5,r

β

)|VG|
(2C2,7,r

√
β)|w|

|w|!

|G|∏
i=1

µi(w)! (D14)

and concludes the proof of Eq. (76).

2. Proof of Eq. (78)

The derivations for Eq. (78) is quite similar to those
for Eq. (50):

|Cβ(X,Y )| ≤ 1

Z(β)2

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥1
(GX)

∑
{

w(j)∈G∗
j :

G
w(j)=Gj

}m

j=1

∥ qX∥ ∥qY ∥ qZG
c(β)2

(
C7,1

β

)|VG|
(C7,2

√
β)|w

(j)|

|w(j)|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

µi(w
(j))!

≤ C
|VX |+|VY |
7,3 ∥ qX∥ ∥qY ∥

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥L
(∂X)

∑
{

w(j)∈G∗
j :

G
w(j)=Gj

}m

j=1

(
C7,1C

2
L2,r

)|VG| (C7,2

√
β)|w

(j)|

|w(j)|!

|Gj |∏
i=1

µi(w
(j))!
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≤ C
|VX |+|VY |
7,3 ∥ qX∥ ∥qY ∥

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥L
(∂X)

(
C7,1C

2
L2,r

)|VG|
(

C7,2β
1/2

1− C7,2β1/2

)|G|

≤ C
|VX |+|VY |
7,3 ∥ qX∥ ∥qY ∥

∞∑
m=1

∑
G∈Am

≥L
(∂X)

(
C7,4β

1/2

1− C7,2β1/2

)|G|

. (D15)

Here we used Eq. (C27) but with [cf. Eq. (E33)] Zη :=

Tr exp
(
−βH + η

√
β
∑

x∈VX

⋃
VY

nx

)
:

qZG
c(β)

Z(β)
≤ C

|VX |+|VY |
6,1 (CL2,r

√
β)|VG|. (D16)

We also denote C7,3 := C2
6,1 = O(1) and C7,4 :=

C7,1C
2
L2,rC7,2 = O(1) in the second and last line of

Eq. (D15), respectively.

Appendix E: Other Technical Lemmas

Lemma 2. Let (V,E) be the interaction graph for the
Bose-Hubbard model defined as in Eq. (3), then for any
edge subset G ⊂ E

1

Tr e−βH
≤ 1

TrV c
G
e
−βHV c

G

1

TrVG
e−βWVG

. (E1)

Proof. —We introduced free energy functional

F (•) := TrH • −β−1S(•) (E2)

with ρ1 := ρWVG
⊗ ρHV c

G
:= e−βWVG /Tr e−βWVG ⊗

e
−βHV c

G /Tr e
−βHV c

G and ρH := e−βH/Tr e−βH . Here,
we replace the notation HG

c with HV c
G
to emphasize the

support of this operator (they are equivalent, see Fig. 2).
From the Gibbs variational principle we have

F (ρ1) ≥ F (ρH). (E3)

To proceed, we first note that

TrHρ1

=Tr
(
HVG

+HV c
G
+HI

)
ρ1

=
TrVG

HVG
e−βWVG

TrVG
e−βWVG

+
TrV c

G
HV c

G
e
−βHV c

G

TrV c
G
e
−βHV c

G

+TrH1ρ1

=
TrVG

HVG
e−βWVG

TrVG
e−βWVG

+ E(ρHV c
G
)

(E4)
Here, the operator HI = −

∑
x∼y

x,y∈V∂G

Jxy(a
†
xay + a†yax)

denotes the terms acting on both region VG and V c
G, i.e.

part of the hopping term I supported by V∂G := {x ∈
VG : ∃y ∈ V c

G : x ∼ y}
⋃
{y ∈ V c

G : ∃x ∈ VG : x ∼ y}.
This structure results in TrHIρ1 = 0 in the second
line of Eq. (E4) since HI does not preserve the num-
bers of the particles in region VG, which makes the trace

Trx a
†
xe

−βWx = Trx axe
−βWx = 0 for x ∈ VG

⋂
V∂G. On

the other hand, we have

β−1S(ρ1)

=β−1S(ρWVG
) + β−1S(ρHV c

G
)

=E(ρWVG
) + E(ρHV c

G
) + β−1 lnTrVG

e−βWVG

+ β−1 lnTrV c
G
e
−βHV c

G . (E5)

By subtituding Eqs. (E4) and (E5) into Eq. (E3) we ob-
tain

TrHρ1 − β−1S(ρ1) ≥ −β−1 lnTr e−βH

⇒− TrVG
IVG

e−βWG

TrVG
e−βWVG

+ β−1 lnTrVG
e−βWVG

+ β−1 lnTrV c
G
e
−βHV c

G ≥ −β−1 lnTr e−βH

⇒ ln
TrVG

e−βWVG TrV c
G
e
−βHV c

G

Tr e−βH
≤ −β

TrVG
IVG

e−βWVG

TrVG
e−βWVG

⇒ 1

Tr e−βH
≤ 1

TrV c
G
e
−βHV c

G

1

TrVG
e−βWVG

,

(E6)
where we have used IVG

= HVG
− WVG

and in the last
second line we used TrVG

IVG
e−βWVG = 0 since IVG

does
not preserve the number of the particles in the region VG.
Therefore we finish the proof. ■

Discussion. — By Eq. (B2) we have (Trx e
−βWx)−1 ≤

2(a + |b|)1/2/
√
π ≤ 2(Umax/2 + µ0)

1/2
√
β/

√
π and fur-

ther

1

Tr e−βH
≤ 1

TrV c
G
e
−βHV c

G

(CL2

√
β)|VG|

⇒
ZG

c
(β)

Z(β)
≤ (CL2

√
β)|VG| (E7)

with CL2 := 2(Umax/2 + µ0)
1/2/

√
π = O(1)

Lemma 3. For a, b > 0 and p ≥ 1/2, we have

∞∑
n=0

npe−(an2−bn) ≤ Cpa−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2. (E8)

Actually, C := 4C3, C3 := max{4C2
1 , 8aC2},

C2 :=
√
2e−b2/2a(ba−1/2 +

√
b2a−3/2 + 4) and C1 :=

2−1/2π1/4eb
2/2a. For b ≤ 0, we can also obtain the bound

in the same form of Eq. (E8) by replacing b → −b+ϵ with
ϵ > 0. Here we abuse the notations C,C1, C2, ... to avoid
introducing too many symbols.
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Proof. — First we denote f(x) := xpe−ax2+bx and find
that f(x) is increasing in [0, x0] and decreasing in [x0,∞)

with x0 = (b +
√
b2 + 8ap)/(4a). The maximun point

x0 should always fall between other two integers, i.e.,
x0 ∈ [x1, x2] with x1, x2 ∈ Z+. Then we have

∞∑
n=0

f(n) =

x1−1∑
n=0

f(n) + f(x1) + f(x2) +

∞∑
n=x2+1

f(n)

≤
∫ ∞

0

dx f(x) + 2f(x0)

=

∫ ∞

0

dx f(x) + 2xp
0e

−(ax2
0−bx0)

≤
∫ ∞

0

dx f(x) +

(
b+

√
b2 + 8ap

4a

)p

2eb
2/4a.

(E9)
Then by Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we have

∫ ∞

0

dx f(x) ≤

√∫ ∞

0

dxx2pe−ax2 ·
∫ ∞

0

dx e−ax2+2bx

=

√
1

2
a−(p+ 1

2 )Γ

(
p+

1

2

)
1

2

√
π

a
e

b2

a

(
1 + erf

(
b√
a

))
≤C1a

−(p+1)/2Γ

(
p+

1

2

)1/2

,

(E10)
where we used erf(x) ≤ 1 and defined C1 :=

2−1/2π1/4eb
2/2a. Later we should turn to deal with

Eq. (E9). By using
√

b2 + 8ap ≤
√
b2 + 4a

√
2p for

p ≥ 1/2, we find (b +
√
b2 + 8ap)/(4a) ≤

√
2(ba−1/2 +√

b2a−3/2 + 4)a−1/2p1/2/4, which means we can bound

2f(x0) ≤ Cp
2a

−p/2pp/2 with C2 :=
√
2eb

2/2a(ba−1/2 +√
b2a−3/2 + 4). By noticing Γ(p+ 1/2)

1/2 ≥ 2−2ppp/2

for p ≥ 1/2 we can reorganize Eq. (E9) in the form of

∞∑
n=0

f(n) ≤ C1a
−(p+1)/2Γ

(
p+

1

2

)1/2

+ Cp
2a

−p/2pp/2

≤
√
2
[
C1 + (4C2)

pa1/2
]
a−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2

≤ Cpa−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2.
(E11)

Here, to obtain the second line we used Γ(p + 1/2) ≤
2Γ(p + 1) = 2p! and in the last line we used for p ≥
1/2 that

√
2C1 +

√
2(4C2)

pa1/2 ≤
√
2C1 + (2a · 4C2)

p ≤
(4C2

1 )
p + (8aC2)

p ≤ 2Cp
3 := Cp, where we have defined

C3 := max{4C2
1 , 8aC2} and C := 4C3. Therefore, we

finished the proof. ■

Discussion. —Now we show that for the setup demon-
strated in the main text, where a = βUx/2, b = βµ0,x

and β ≤ β∗, the quantity C can be bounded above by
constant of order O(1). Here the lower bound of high
temperature regime β∗ can be chosen as either β∗

L1, β
∗
T1

or β∗
T2 for different usages. Actually, we can bound C as

follows

C = 4C3

= 4max{4C2
1 , 8aC2}

≤ 4(4C2
1 + 8aC2)

= 16
π1/2

2
eb

2/a + 32
√
2eb

2/2a(ba−1/2 +
√
b2a−3/2 + 4)

≤ 64
[
eb

2/a +
√
2eb

2/2a(ba−1/2 +
√

b2a−3/2 + 4)
]

≤ 64eb
2/a
(
1 + ba−1/2 +

√
b2a−3/2 + 4

)
≤ 64eb

2/a
(
1 + ba−1/2 + ba−3/4 + 2

)
= 64eb

2/a
(
3 + ba−1/2 + ba−3/4

)
.

(E12)
Then we use

C ≤ 64eb
2/a
(
3 + ba−1/2 + ba−3/4

)
=64eβµ

2
0,x/Ux(3 + β1/2µ0,xU

−1/2
x + β1/4µ0,xU

−3/4
x )

≤64e2β
∗µ2

0/Umin(3 + 21/2β∗1/2µ0U
−1/2
min + 23/4β∗1/4µ0U

−3/4
min )

=O(1).
(E13)

Therefore, one may rewrite Lemma3 as

∞∑
n=0

npe−(Uxn
2/2−µ0,xn) ≤ Cp(Uxβ/2)

−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2

(E14)
with C redefined as the O(1) constant on RHS of
Eq. (E13).

Lemma 4. For any fixed equivalent class defined in
Eq. (B9) and labelled by K[u] = K[w0, w1, w2, ..., wm]

with w0 = u ↾ G
c
and wj = u ↾ Gj (j = 1, 2, ...,m), we

have ∑
w∈K(u)

f(w) = f(w0)f(w1)f(w2)...f(wm). (E15)

with f(w) defined in Eq. (16). The same relation also

holds for f̃(w) defined in Eq. (65).

Proof. —To shorten the notation we just use f(w) de-
fined in Eq. (16) as an example to present the proof since

for f̃(w) the derviations are essentially the same. We
first formally prove this formula and then give a simple
example for readers’ convenience to conclude this subsec-
tion. Throughout the proof, we used f(w) as an example

and the proof for f̃(w) is the same.
Given the structure of the equivalent class and the fact

that operators supported by different regions commute
with each other, the elements of a specific equivalent class
K(u) can be generated by a set of ordered permutations
denoted by OP[K(u)], which contains all the permuta-
tions w.r.t elements in K but get the orders of elements
in each subsequence w0, w1, ..., wm fixed. The numbers
of the ordered permutations corresponding to K(u) is
given by #OP[K(u)] = |w|!/(|w0|!|w1|!...|wm|!), where
recall that we denote |w| =

∑m
k=0 |wk|.
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With this notation, we expand LHS of Eq. (B6) as fol-
lows∑
w∈K(u)

f(w)

=
∑

σ∈OP[K(u)]

∫ β

0

dτσ(1)

∫ τσ(1)

0

dτσ(2) ...

∫ τσ(|w|−1)

0

dτσ(|w|)

× hσ(1)(τσ(1))hσ(2)(τσ(2))...hσ(|w|)(τσ(|w|))

=
∑

σ∈OP[K]

∫ β

0

dτσ(1)

∫ τσ(1)

0

dτσ(2) ...

∫ τσ(|w|−1)

0

dτσ(|w|)

× h(w0, τ⃗w0)h(w1, τ⃗w1)...h(wm, τ⃗wm).
(E16)

Here, we actually note that for each elements w ∈ K(u),
the subsequences wk (k ∈ 0, 1, ..,m) are fixed. There-
fore, we can always adjust the product of the first line of
Eq. (E16) into the form of the second line of Eq. (E16).
To proceed, we first defined the map I which maps a
word a1a2...am into a subset of Rm in the form of

I(a1a2...am) := β ≥ a1 ≥ a2 ≥ ... ≥ am ≥ 0. (E17)

We denote A := a1a2...am and B = b1b2...bn for later
convenience and define the addition

I(A+B) := I(A)
⋃

I(B). (E18)

Next, we show

I(A�B) = I(A)
⋃

I(B), (E19)

with A�B denoting the shuffle product [75] of the words,
the sum of all ways of interlacing them. It’s easy to
see the connection of the sturcture between A� B and
OP[(A,B)], where we use OP[(A,B)] to denote the set
of all the ordered permutations over the sequence A ◦ B
but with the inner orders of A and B fixed. There is an
one-to-one map between each summand of A � B and
each element in OP[(A,B)]. With this fact, we can also
denote

I(A�B) :=
⋃

σ∈OP[(A,B)]

Iσ

=
⋃

σ∈OP[(A,B)]

I(σ(1)σ(2)...σ(m+ n)). (E20)

The proof of Eq. (E19) is as follows: we consider the
point x = (a1, a2, ..., am, b1, b2, ..., bm) ∈ Rn+m. If x ∈
I(A�B), then there exist σ0 ∈ OP[(A,B)] to let x ∈ Iσ0 ,
which implies

β ≥ a1 ≥ a2 ≥ ... ≥ am ≥ 0

β ≥ b1 ≥ b2 ≥ ... ≥ bn ≥ 0

}
= I(A)

⋃
I(B) (E21)

Then we know x ∈ I(A)
⋃
I(B). Conversely, if we have

x ∈ I(A)
⋃
I(B), we also have Eq. (E21). Depending on

the order of {ak}mk=1 and {bk}nk=1 there always exist σ1 ∈
OP[(A,B)] such that x ∈ Iσ1

, which is a subset of I(A�
B). Therefore we have x ∈ I(A�B) and prove Eq. (E21).

By the associative property of the shuffle product and
iteration we have

I(A1 �A2 � ...�Am) =

m⋃
k=1

I(Ak). (E22)

Using Eq. (E22) we can recast Eq. (E16) as∑
w∈K

f(w)

=
∑

σ∈OP[K]

∫
τ⃗∈I(σ(τ1)σ(τ2)...σ(τ|w|))

Dτ⃗

× h(w0, τ⃗w0
)h(w1, τ⃗w1

)...h(wm, τ⃗wm
)

=

∫
τ⃗∈I(τ⃗w0�τ⃗w1�...�τ⃗wm )

Dτ⃗

× h(w0, τ⃗w0
)h(w1, τ⃗w1

)...h(wm, τ⃗wm
)

=

∫
τ⃗∈

⋃m
k=0 I(τ⃗k)

Dτ⃗ h(w0, τ⃗w0
)h(w1, τ⃗w1

)...h(wm, τ⃗wm
)

=

m∏
k=0

∫
τ⃗∈I(τ⃗k)

Dτ⃗ h(wk, τ⃗)

=

m∏
k=0

∫
τ⃗∈T|wk|

Dτ⃗ h(wk, τ⃗) =

m∏
k=0

f(wk). (E23)

Therefore, we finish the proof. ■

Discussion. —Here, we provide a simple example to intu-
itively demonstrate the idea behind the proof. Consider
the conneted subalphabet G with m = 1 and the equiva-
lent class K[(12, 3)] genenrated by u = (12, 3), where we

use 1, 2, 3 rather than λ1, λ2 ∈ G
c
and λ3 ∈ G for brevity.

Then Eq. (E16) reduces to∑
w∈K[(12,3)]

f(w)

=f(123) + f(132) + f(312)

=

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2

∫ τ2

0

dτ3 h(1, τ1)h(2, τ2)h(3, τ3)

+

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ3

∫ τ3

0

dτ2 h(1, τ1)h(3, τ3)h(2, τ2)

+

∫ β

0

dτ3

∫ τ3

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2 h(3, τ3)h(1, τ1)h(2, τ2)

=

(∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2

∫ τ2

0

dτ3 +

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ3

∫ τ3

0

dτ2

+

∫ β

0

dτ3

∫ τ3

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2

)
h(1, τ1)h(2, τ2)h(3, τ3)

=

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2

∫ β

0

dτ3 h(1, τ1)h(2, τ2)h(3, τ3)

=

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2 h(1, τ1)h(2, τ2)

∫ β

0

dτ3 h(3, τ3)

=f(12)f(3). (E24)

Here in the third line of Eq. (E24), the three regions of the
integral can be organized into the region in the integral
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of the fourth line, since

β ≥ τ1 ≥ τ2 ≥ τ3 ≥ 0

β ≥ τ1 ≥ τ3 ≥ τ2 ≥ 0

β ≥ τ3 ≥ τ1 ≥ τ2 ≥ 0

⇒
{
β ≥ τ1 ≥ τ2 ≥ 0

β ≥ τ3 ≥ 0
(E25)

The main idea is that for each word in the equivalent
class, the inner sequences of edges and τ are fixed.

Lemma 5. For a, b > 0 and p ≥ 1, we have
∞∑

n=0

(n+ 2p)pe−an2+bn ≤ Cppp+1a−(p+1)/2. (E26)

Actually, C := 3max{C4, a
1/2C4 + aC4}. Here

we also defined C4 := max{C1, C2, C3}, C3 :=

e−b2/4a
[
ba−1/2 + a1/2 +

√
(b+ 4a)2a−3/2 + 8

]
, C2 :=

21/2π1/4eb
2/2a and C1 := 8e2b. For b ≤ 0, we can also

obtain the bound in the same form of Eq. (E26) by replac-
ing b → −b+ ϵ with ϵ > 0. Here we abuse the notations
C,C1, C2, ... to avoid introducing too many symbols.

Proof. — We denote f(x) := (x + 2p)pe−ax2+bx.
It’s easy to see that this function is increasing
in [0, x0] and decreasing in [x0, 0] with x0 =(
b− 4ap+

√
b2 + 8ap(b+ 1) + (4ap)2

)
/4a. Similar to

the proof of Lemma4, we obtain
∞∑

n=0

f(n) ≤
∫ ∞

0

dx f(x) + 2f(x0). (E27)

The first term of Eq. (E27) can be bounded by∫ ∞

0

dx f(x)

=

∫ 2p

0

dx (x+ 2p)pe−ax2+bx +

∫ ∞

2p

dx (x+ 2p)pe−ax2+bx

≤
∫ 2p

0

dx (2p+ 2p)pe2bp +

∫ ∞

2p

dx (2x)pe−ax2+bx

≤2p(2p+ 2p)pe2bp +

∫ ∞

0

dx (2x)pe−ax2+bx

≤Cp
1p

p+1 + Cp
2a

−(p+1)/2Γ

(
p+

1

2

)1/2

(E28)

with C1 := 8e2b and C2 := 21/2π1/2eb
2/2a. Then

by noticing that for p ≥ 1,
√

(b+ 4ap)2 + 8ap ≤
p
√
(b+ 4a)2 + 8a we can obtain

2f(x0) ≤ Cp
3a

−p/2pp (E29)

with C3 := eb
2/4a

[
ba−1/2 + a1/2 +

√
(b+ 4a)2a−3/2 + 8

]
.

Putting Eqs. (E28) and (E29) into Eq. (E27) we arrive
at
∞∑

n=0

f(n) ≤ Cp
4

[
pp+1 + a−(p+1)/2Γ(p+ 1/2)1/2 + a−p/2pp

]
≤ Cp

42p
p+1a−(p+1)/2

(
a(p+1)/2 + 1 + a1/2

)
≤ Cppp+1a−(p+1)/2.

(E30)

Here, in the first line we denoted C4 := max{C1, C2, C3}
and in the second line we used 2pp+1 ≥
max{pp+1, pp,Γ(p + 1/2)1/2}. In the last line of
Eq. (E30) we used Cp

4

[
1 + a1/2 + a(p+1)/2

]
≤ 3C ′p

4 ≤ Cp

with C ′p
4 := max{C4, a

1/2C4 + aC4} and C := 3C ′
4 to

obtain the finish the proof. ■

Discussion. —Now we show that for the setup demon-
strated in the main text, where a = βUx/2, b = βµ0,x

and β ≤ β∗, the quantity C can be bounded above by
constant of order O(1). Actually, We can bound C as
follows

C =3max{C4, a
1/2C4 + aC4}

≤3(1 + a1/2 + a)(C1 + C2 + C3)

≤3(1 + a1/2 + a)

{
8e2b + 21/2π1/4eb

2/2a + eb
2/4a

×
[
ba−1/2 + a1/2 +

√
(b+ 4a)2a−3/2 + 8

]}
≤3(1 + a1/2 + a)8e2b+b2/2a

{
1 + 1

+

[
ba−1/2 + a1/2 +

√
(b+ 4a)2a−3/2 + 8

]}
≤24(1 + a1/2 + a)e2b+b2/2a

{
2 + ba−1/2 + a1/2

+ (b+ 4a)a−3/4 +
√
8
}

≤24[1 + (β∗Umax/2)
1/2 + β∗Umax/2]e

2β∗µ0+β∗µ2
0/Umin

× (5 +
√
β∗µ0(Umin/2)

−1/2 +
√
β∗(Umax/2)

1/2

+ 4
√
β∗µ0(Umin/2)

−3/4 + 4 4
√

β∗(Umax/2)
1/4)

=O(1). (E31)

Therefore, one may rewrite Lemma5 as

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 2p)pe−(Uxn
2/2−µ0,xn) ≤ Cp(Uxβ/2)

−(p+1)/2pp+1

(E32)
with C redefined as the O(1) constant on RHS of
Eq. (E31).

Lemma 6. For a, b > 0 and p ∈ N, we have

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)p exp

[
max

x∈[n−p,n+p]
(−ax2 + bx)

]
≤Cp+1a−(p+1)/2p! (E33)

If p ≥ 1, then
C := max{3max{16C4, 16C4a

1/2, 16C4a}, 1}. Here
we also defined C4 := max{C1, C2, C3}, where C1

is the constant C defined in Lemma3 while C2 :=
eb

2/2a[3b/(2a) + 9] and C3 is the constant C defined in
Lemma5. If p = 0, the lemma still holds but with

C := eb
2/4a(2a1/2+π1/2) and RHS of Eq. (E33) should be

replaced with Ca−1/2. Actually, we just take the larger
one between the two constants C discussed above to avoid
the dependence on p. For b ≤ 0, we can also obtain
the bound in the same form of Eq. (E33) by replacing
b → −b + ϵ with ϵ > 0. Here we abuse the notations
C,C1, C2, ... to avoid introducing too many symbols.
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Proof. — First we consider the case p ≥ 1, we denote
n0 = [b/2a] and V (x) := −ax2 + bx to consider different
cases.

▶ For n ∈ [0, n0−1−p], x ∈ [n−p, n+p] ⊂ [−p, n0−1] so
that in this case maxx∈[n−p,n+p](−an2 + bn) = V (n+ p).

▶ For n ∈ [n0 − p, n0 + p], x ∈ [n − p, n + p] ⊂
[n0 − 2p, n0 +2p], we have maxx∈[n−p,n+p](−an2 + bn) =

max{V (n0), V (n0 − 1), V (n0 + 1)} ≤ V (b/2a).

▶ For n ∈ [n0 + 1 + p,∞], we have x ∈ [n − p, n+ p] ⊂
[n0+1,∞] so that maxx∈[n−p,n+p](−an2+bn) = V (n−p).

Based on the analysis above, we can bound the quan-
tity in LHS of Eq. (E33) by spliting it into five terms as
follows

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)p exp

[
max

x∈[n−p,n+p]
(−an2 + bn)

]

=θ(n0 − 1− p)

n0−1−p∑
n=0

(n+ p)peV (n+p) + θ(n0 − p)

n0+p∑
n=n0−p

(n+ p)peV (b/2a) + θ(−n0 + p)

n0+p∑
n=0

(n+ p)peV (b/2a)

+ δp,n0

n0+p∑
n=0

(n+ p)peV (b/2a) +

∞∑
n=n0+p+1

(n+ p)peV (n−p)

≤
n0−1−p∑

n=0

(n+ p)peV (n+p) +

n0+p∑
n=n0−p

(n+ p)peV (b/2a) +

∞∑
n=n0+p+1

(n+ p)peV (n−p)

≤
n0−1∑
k=p

kpeV (k) +

n0+p∑
n=n0−p

(n+ p)peV (b/2a) +

∞∑
k=n0+1

(k + 2p)peV (k)

≤
∞∑

n=0

npe−an2+bn + (2p+ 1)(n0 + 2p)peb
2/4a +

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 2p)pe−an2+bn (E34)

with θ(•) and δ•,◦ being the Heaviside step function and Kronecker delta, respectively.

The first and last term of RHS in Eq. (E34) can
be bounded by directly using Lemma3 and Lemma5,
respectively. So now we turn to deal with the
second term in Eq. (E34), which can be bounded

by 3p[b/(2a) + 1 + 2p]
p
eb

2/2a ≤ Cp
2p

p+1 with C2 :=

eb
2/2a[3b/(2a) + 9]. Then we arrive at

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)p exp

[
max

x∈[n−p,n+p]
(−ax2 + bx)

]
≤Cp

1a
−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2 + Cp

2p
p+1 + Cp

3p
p+1a−(p+1)/2

≤Cp
4

[
pp+1a−(p+1)/2 + a−(p+1)/2(p!)1/2 + pp+1

]
≤Cp

416
pp!
(
a−(p+1)/2 + a−(p+1)/2 + 1

)
≤Cp

416
pp!
(
1 + 1 + a(p+1)/2

)
a−(p+1)/2

≤Cp
5a

−(p+1)/2p!. (E35)

Here, in the third line we denoted C4 := max{C1, C2, C3}
with C1 and C3 being the constants C in Lemma3 and
Lemma5, respectively. In the fourth line of Eq. (E35)
we used 16pp! ≥ pp+1 ≥ pp ≥ p! ≥ (p!)1/2. To see
this, we first show that pp ≤ 4pΓ(p), which is equiva-
lent to p ln p ≤ p ln 4 + lnΓ(p). To prove this we de-
note g(x) := ln Γ(x) + x ln 4 − x lnx and find g(1) =
1.38629... > 0. Then the derivative reads g′(x) :=
ϕ(0)(x)+ln 4+lnx+1 ≥ g′(1) = 1.80908... > 0, which im-

plies g(x) ≥ 0 for x ≥ 1. Here we have used the digamma
function, which is strictly increasing on (0,∞). In the
last line of Eq. (E35), we used Cp

416
p
[
2 + a(p+1)/2

]
≤

(16C4)
p
+ (16C4)

p
+ (16C4a)

p ≤ 3C ′p
4 ≤ C ′′p with

C ′
4 := max{16C4, 16C4a} and C ′′ := 3C ′

4. Then we use
C ′′p ≤ Cp+1 with C := max{1, C ′′} to obtain the desired
the result.
For p = 0 we have

∞∑
n=0

e−an2+bn ≤
∫ ∞

0

dx e−ax2+bx + 2eb
2/4a

≤eb
2/4a

√
πa−1/2 + 2eb

2/4a := Ca−1/2. (E36)

Thus we finish the proof. ■

Discussion. — We can also obtain the following bound:

∞∑
n=0

exp

[
max

x∈[n−p,n+p]
(−ax2 + bx)

]
≤ Cpa−1/2, (E37)

whose proof is simple:

∞∑
n=0

exp

[
max

x∈[n−p,n+p]
(−ax2 + bx)

]

≤
n0−1−p∑

n=0

eV (n+p) +

n0+p∑
n=n0−p

eV (b/2a) +

∞∑
n=n0+p+1

eV (n−p)
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≤
n0−1∑
k=p

eV (k) +

n0+p∑
n=n0−p

eV (b/2a) +

∞∑
k=n0+1

eV (k)

≤2

∞∑
n=0

e−an2+bn + (2p+ 1)eb
2/4a.

≤3p

( ∞∑
n=0

e−an2+bn + eb
2

/4a

)
≤3p

(
C ′a−1/2 + eb

2/4a
)

≤Cpa−1/2 (E38)

where in the last second line we used Eq. (E36) and in

the last line we defined C := 3(C ′ + eb
2/4aa1/2).

We can bound C as follows

C = max{3max{16C4, 16C4a
1/2, 16C4a}, 1}

≤ 3max{16C4, 16C4a
1/2, 16C4a}+ 1

≤ 48(1 + a1/2 + a)C4 + 1

≤ 48(1 + a1/2 + a)(C1 + C2 + C3) + 1

≤ 48(1 + a1/2 + a)

[
C1 + eb

2/2a

(
3b

2a
+ 9

)
+ C3

]
+ 1

≤ 48[1 + (β∗Umax/2)
1/2 + β∗Umax/2]

×
[
C1 + eβ

∗µ2
0/Umin

(
3µ0

Umin
+ 9

)
+ C3

]
+ 1

= O(1) (E39)

For the constant C introduced in the discussion part, we
can bound it via

C = 3(C ′ + eb
2/4aa1/2)

= 3(eb
2/4a

√
π + 2eb

2/4aa1/2 + eb
2/4aa1/2)

≤ 3eβ
∗µ0/2Umin(

√
π + 3

√
β∗Umax/2)

= O(1) (E40)

To can choose the larger one between the constants in
Eqs. (E39) and (E40) to construct the bound.

Therefore, one may rewrite Lemma6 as

∞∑
n=0

(n+ p)p exp

[
max

y∈[n−p,n+p]
(−Uxy

2/2 + µ0,xy)

]
≤Cp(Uxβ/2)

−(p+1)/2pp+1

(E41)
with C redefined as the O(1) constant on RHS of
Eq. (E39). Also, we have

∞∑
n=0

exp

[
max

y∈[n−p,n+p]
(−Uxy

2/2 + µ0,xy)

]
≤C(Uxβ/2)

−1/2p (E42)

with C redefined as the O(1) constant on RHS of
Eq. (E40).

Lemma 7. For non-negative integer m1,m2, ...,ms we
have (

s∑
i=1

mi

)
!

s∏
i=1

mi!
≤ s

s∑
i=1

mi

(E43)

Proof. — Note that from the multinomial theorem∑
m1+m2+...+ms=M

m1,m2,...,ms≥0

xm1
1 xm2

2 ...xms
s

M !

m1!m2!...ms!

= (x1 + x2 + ...+ xs)
M . (E44)

By putting x1 = x2 = ... = xs = 1, we find the RHS of
Eqs. (E43) and (E44) coincide while LHS of Eq. (E43) is
only one of terms in the LHS of Eq. (E44), which com-
pletes the proof. ■

Lemma 8. Let {µk(w)}|w|
k=1 be the edge-wise multiplic-

ities of the word w a certain constant C > 0, then we
have

∑
w∈G∗:Gw=G

(C√
β
)|w|

|w|!

|G|∏
k=1

µk(w)!

 =

(
Cβ1/2

1− Cβ1/2

)|G|

(E45)
for C

√
β < 1.

Proof. —First we denote n := |G| and omit the argument

of {µk(w)}|G|
k=1 for brevity and start from

∑
w∈G∗:G⊂w

(C√
β
)|w|

|w|!

|G|∏
k=1

µk!


=

∞∑
l=n

∑
µ1,µ2,...,µn≥1

µ1+µ2+...+µn=l

(
l

µ1, µ2, ..., µn

)(
C
√
β
)l

l!

n∏
k=1

µk!

=

∞∑
l=n

∑
µ1,µ2,...,µn≥1

µ1+µ2+...+µn=l

l!∏n
k=1 µk!

(
C
√
β
)l

l!

n∏
k=1

µk!

≤
∞∑
l=n

∑
µ1,µ2,...,µn≥1

µ1+µ2+...+µn=l

(
C
√
β
)l

=

∞∑
l=n

∑
µ1,µ2,...,µn≥1

µ1+µ2+...+µn=l

(
C
√
β
)µ1
(
C1

√
β
)µ2

...
(
C1

√
β
)µn

=

∞∑
µ1=1

(
C1

√
β
)µ1

∞∑
µ2=1

(
C1

√
β
)µ2

...

∞∑
µn=1

(
C1

√
β
)µn

=

(
Cβ1/2

1− Cβ1/2

)|G|

. (E46)

Actually, this is an analogue of Lemma 5 of Ref. [20] but
with simplified derivations. In the last line of Eq. (E46),
we need to set C

√
β < 1 to ensure the summation con-

verges. ■
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Lemma 9. Let G0 ⊂ E be some edge subset, we denote
Gm = {G|G

⋂
F ̸= ∅, |G| = m} be the set of all the

connected edge subsets that overlap with F and are of
the size |G| = m. The the number of the elements in Gm

can be bounded by

|Gm| ≤ σm (E47)

with σ = O(1).

Proof. — We simply list the lemma here for convenience
and refer the readers to the discussion below Eq. (A11)
of Ref. [20], proposition 3.6 of Ref. [91] and Ref [18] for
details. ■
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[69] Álvaro M Alhambra. Quantum many-body systems in
thermal equilibrium. PRX Quantum, 4(4):040201, 2023.

[70] Barry Simon. Operator theory, volume 4. American
Mathematical Soc., 2015.

[71] Arlen Brown and Carl Pearcy. Spectra of tensor products
of operators. Proceedings of the American Mathematical
Society, 17(1):162–166, 1966.

[72] Hiroomi Umezawa, Hiroshi Matsumoto, and Masashi
Tachiki. Thermo field dynamics and condensed states.
1982.

[73] Joseph E Mayer and Elliott Montroll. Molecular distribu-
tion. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 9(1):2–16, 1941.

[74] David Ruelle. Statistical mechanics: Rigorous results.
World Scientific, 1969.

[75] Hadleigh Frost, Carlos R Mafra, and Lionel Mason. A
lie bracket for the momentum kernel. Communications
in Mathematical Physics, 402(2):1307–1343, 2023.

[76] Christophe Reutenauer. Free lie algebras. In Handbook
of algebra, volume 3, pages 887–903. Elsevier, 2003.

[77] John G Kirkwood. Statistical mechanics of fluid mix-
tures. The Journal of chemical physics, 3(5):300–313,
1935.

[78] Robert K Fitzgerel and Frank H Verhoek. The law of
dulong and petit, 1960.

[79] Marius Lemm and Oliver Siebert. Thermal area law for
lattice bosons. Quantum, 7:1083, 2023.
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