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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. IT 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 h = k; =1 and § =1/T,
with kg being the Boltzmann constant and 7" being the
temperature if there is no special reminder. Besides, we
call the constants that are independent of the system size
and 8 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=- Z Jey(ala, +H.e.)

+ D {U;”Jc(m 1)~ patia |- (1)

Here, a, (a) is the boson annihilation (creation) opera-
tor satisfying [a,, az] = 8,y and n, = ala, is the local
particle number operator at site z. The first and sec-
ond summations in Eq. (1) are taken over all the nearest
neighbors z ~ y and the entire set of sites V', respec-
tively. All the random parameters in Eq. (1) are uni-
formly bounded:

‘me| S Ja |Nm‘ S M, 0< Umin S Um S Umaxv (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=-1+W, (3a)
I:= Z Juy(ala, +H.e), (3b)
zoy
Uy
W= ze; (Qni - Mo,xnz> (3¢)

with po 5 = ptz+Uz/2 bounded by |po x| < pi+Umax/2 =:
to. We denote the Gibbs state with respect to (w.r.t) H
at temperature 3 as pg = e BH | Tre=AH. We also use
the shorthand (X),, = Tr Xe #Y/Tre #Y to denote
the general thermal average of operator X over the Gibbs
state of Y at temperature (.
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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 = QzevHa, each specific term denoted as hy in [
only acts nontrivially on ®,crH,, where we also use
A = Supphy C V to denote the support of hy 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=Y"hy, W=> W,
ANEE zeV

(4)

with hy = Jo,a,(al, az, + al_az,) for X = {z1,2,} and
W, = Uyn2/2 — 1o,zNg. 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,FE). For any edge subset G C E,
its complement G° := FE\G, extension G {\ €
E[3N € G : NXNA # 0} and boundary 0G = G\G
are also well-defined edge subsets. Each given edge
subset G C FE generates a vertex subset, denoted by

¢ = {z|3\ € G,\ 5 z}. The truncated hopping and

on-site term for GG can also be defined as I = Z)\eg hy
and Wy, = > v, Wa, which further leads to the trun-
cated Hamiltonian Hg = —Ig + Wy,. Noting that the
supports of Vi and G coincide, it’s also reasonable to
introduce the notations Iy, = I and Hy, = Hg when-
ever convenient. We should emphasize that the vertex
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Figure 2: A 2D square lattice as an illustartion of the relation
(Va)® = Vge = Voe.

subsets Vi and (V)¢ = Vige = Ve are sufficient for
covering all sites x € V. Therefore, there is no need
to include additional subsets such as Vyg. Conversely,
each given vertex subset V' C V also generates two edge
subsets, denoted by Gy, = {\|Fz € V', € A} and
Gipner = {AA C V'} respectively. With these defini-



tions, we denote the boundary of an observable X as
0X = Gsuppx/G‘SnJ;e;X, i.e., the edges across the bound-
ary of Supp X. We also use the symbol Vx, Gx and G%
for a shorthand for its support Supp X, its corresponding
edge Sl'lbsetS Gs}lpp X 'and Ggupp x respectively when no
potential confusion arises.

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

8. Norms

Throughout this paper, we recurrently use the Schat-
ten p norm for p € [1, 00] defined by

1/p
I1X 1, = (Tr | X|7)"/? = lz sl(X)P] (5)

l

with | X| := VXTX and {s;(X)}; 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]|] < oo, so that ||X||, 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 oo, which are also called trace
norm, Hilbert-Schmidt norm and operator norm, respec-
tively [69]. Different norms can be linked by the Holder’s
inequality [70]

[ X1 Xol, < [[Xall,, X2, (6)
forp~! = pfl +p51. In later sections, we will use Eq. (6)
by setting (p,p1,p2) = (1,1,00) or (1,2,2). Usually, we
use the shorthand ||e| = ||e||  for the operator norm.
For the tensor product of the operators, its norm can be
obtained by

X1 ® Xaf, = [[Xa ], [ X2, (7)

since the combination of singular values of the individ-
ual operators {s;, (X1)s1,(X2)}, 1) 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 C V. This fact warns us not
to involve |||, or [[1|l, when using Egs.(6) and (7),
for both of these two norms are unbounded. The rea-
son is, now the local Hilbert space has infinite dimen-
sions dimH, = oo,Vx € V, which formally results in
[I1]l;,||1]], = oo 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 n, with optimal temperature scaling.—We fo-
cus on the high temperature Gibbs state for the

(iii)

Bose-Hubbard model. Then we show that the ther-
mal average of the local particle number opera-
tor (ns)zy at any given site can be expressed as
[cf. Lemma 1] is upper bounded by

Co

n < —= 8

(na) gy < NG (8)
with C; = O(1). This bound exhibits the same
scaling behavior with respect to [ as observed
in the on-site case (Jy; = 0) of Eq.(24),s0 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 (n3);y 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.

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

s 1 /K P
(n3)gn < (), seN* 9)
where k12 = 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. Theorem 1] at
high temperature:

(X | < Col Xe |+ (X) ey |- (10)
with Cg = O(1) and ||e|| denoting the operator
norm. Here, 2" = a ) . N, with a = ¢y/3 and
¢ = O(1) can be chosen flexibly. Then by choosing
X = nS we arrive at Eq. (9).

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. Theorem 2] for the correlation funciton
[cf. Eq. (58)] defined for two spatially separated lo-
cal operators:
Cs(X,Y)|
<Crl|Xe " | [ye e OENEE),

(11)

with £(8), dist(X,Y") and C7 being the correlation
length [cf. Eq. (81)], distance [cf. Eq. (59)] and O(1)



constant, respectively. Here, 2~ = aZmeVX N,
Y = a) ey, Na With a = ¢y/f and ¢ = 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 ||hy|| < oo and || X|| < oo
for any edge A € E and any observable X of interest.
Due to the infinite dimensionality, one can readily ver-
ify from Eq.(4) that ||hy| with A € E diverges for the
Bose-Hubbard model. The norm || X|| is also unbounded
for most physically relevant bosonic operators such as
X = n, with € 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) gy = % Tr Xe PH (12)

with Z(B) := Tre #H being the partiton function. The
main idea of the interaction picture is to find the operator
S(B) satistying

e PH = =PV 5(3). (13)

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

oo B T1 Tm—1
S(B) = / dr / dr / d7,
2 mz::o o o T

x I(m)I(m2).. ] (Tim)

- Z /*eT,,L D7 il;[l[(n). (14)

m=0"T

Here, we used the notation e(7) := ™" e e~™"W and the
convention that the term with m = 0 corresponds to
the identity 1. To obtain the second line of Eq. (14), we
introduced DT = dridre...dry, with 7= (71,72, ..., Tim)
and used T, = {70 < 7, < ... <72 <71 < B} todenote
the hyper-triangle region. Note that we can expand the
integrand of Eq. (14) explicitly in the form of

[T -1 [z wm] = e
i=1 i=1 LAeE {\weE}T, i=1

(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, ..cy Wp|) OF (A1, A2, .oy Ajy)), Possibly with
Ai = Aj for some i # j (i, =1,2,..., |w|). The product
of local Hamiltonians w.r.t a word w can then be denoted
by h(w) = hy,hy,...hy,- With an auxiliary vector 7 €
Tw|» we introduce h(w, 7) = hy, (11)hx, (2).. i, (Tw])
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

> /?ETWDFh(w,F) = > flw). (16)

weE* weEbE*

S(6) =

Here, E* represents the set of all the words with arbitrary
length. Likewise, by G* we denote the set of words with



letters in the edge subset G C 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~PHa = ¢~ Wia §[15](8), (17)
where
S[Ig](B) = D7 h(w,T) = fw)
T6)(8) wXGj/T wn) =% i

(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

1

<X>ﬁH S 2

20 > TrXe MV f(w) + (X) sy

weC(Gx)

(19)
with Wy, = >y, We. To derive Eq.(19), we first
expand the Boltzmann factor e ## using Egs. (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 C(X) for brevity. The detailed proof for Eq. (19) is
presented in Appendix A 1. In Eq. (19), the set C(G) col-
lects all the words that overlap with G C 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 G, ()G # (. Here, the edge subset
G, 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 G, is a connected edge subset. We say
the word w’ is contained by w € E* (denoted as w’ C w)
if w’ can be obtained by deleting a certain set of letters
from w. For any edge subset G C E, we denote C>(G)
as the set of words which contains at least one cluster ¢
such that ¢()G # 0 and |c| > L. Then we recognize the
set C(Gx) defined in Eq.(19) is identitcal to C>1(Gx).
By C%, (G) we denote the set of words which contains
exactly k such clusters (which are disjoint) as defined in
C>1(G) (see Fig. 3).

Noticing (Jpe; C5 ;1 (G) = C>L(G), we further convert
the first term on RHS of Eq. (19) to

CB(X)Z%B)Z S Txe W), (20

k=1 weCQI(GX)

Figure 3: A 2D square lattice as an illustartion of C%(G)
and C(G).

which can be recast in the form of

o0

Cp(X) = —% SEnpm S

n=1 GeAT, (Gx)

Tr Xe "W p(G).

(21)
Here, the detailed derivation and explanation for the new
definitions can be found in Appendix A 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, ..., |G|} to
label the edges in an given word w. Then by p;(w) € N
we denote the number of times an edge labeled by ¢ 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:

|G|

jwl =D palw), (22)
i=1

where the length of the corresponding edge subset |G|
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 0, the maximal number of edges that share a
common site or the maximal “directions” for a site to be
contained in edges. Note that 0 is an O(1) constant for
an interaction graph (V, E) of a locally interacting sys-
tem. For example we have 0 = 2d for d-dimensional cubic



lattice with nearest neighbor hopping. For each site x in
some word w € E*, it is contained by at most 0 differ-
ent edges selected from G,,. We denote the multiplicities
of those edges as {pz0(w)} with 6 = 1,2,...,0 labelling
the directions accessible to the site x and we simply set
Hz,0, = 0 if there is no edge in the direction 6, for x. By
denoting V,, := {z|3\ € w, A > z} as the support of w,
we note that the graph (V,,, G,,) is always a subgraph of
(V,E). Therefore, the maximum degree of (V,,G,) is
also bounded from above by 0.

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

a ‘G'll’l
> > MGT(U}) = pi(w) = |wl (23a)
€V, 0=1 i=1

D |G1U|
H Huz,e(w)! = H [0 (w))?. (23b)
zeV, =1 i=1

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 z. We have pz 9(w) =0
for the directions # = 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. (3¢)], the tem-
perature scaling of the thermal averaged particle number
is straightforward to be obtained. More precisely, for the
local particle number operator n, (Vz € V') we have (see
AppendixB 1 for the proof)

<nw>BW < \C/% (24)

with C1 = C1(Umax, Umin, ) being an O(1) constant.
Similar analysis for (n;) s is much more challenging due

to the hopping term I [cf. Eq. (3b)]. Here, we explicitly
show that (n;) gy 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
(ng) gy (Vo € V) satisifies the follow inequality

Cs

<nx>ﬂH < ﬁ (25)
for high temperature 8 < B;;, = O(1) with Cy =
C2(Unmax; Umin, 14, B11) being an O(1) constant.

Though looks simple, Lemma 1 is the building block
for nearly all the other theorems presented in later sec-
tions. The proof of Lemma 1 can be summarized as three
steps. First, we choose X = n,, 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 = ng, with zy € V in Eq. (19) to
obtain

1 _
(neodamr < 035 > Trng,e Y f(w) + (nay)

(26)
where we simpify Gx as G5, = {A|zo > A} and notice
that Vx = x¢. 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

Cp(nag)

1 «— . _
=— 20 Zz(fl) Z Trng,e "Wp(Q).

m=1 GeAZ, (Gag)
(27)
After a little arrangement, we can find (see Appendix B 2
for details)

p(G) = S[I=](8) [ [ n(G5) (28)

<.
—

with

nG)= >

wWeG*:Gyy=G

Here, we have used the decomposition G = U;n:l G since

none of the elements in {G;}72; overlap with one an-
other. Substituding Eq. (28) into Eq. (27) and by Eq. (61)



we arrive at

1 o0
Cp(nz,) = — W Z(—l)m Z
m=1 GEAT (Cuy)
Trng, e e e e [T n(G)))
j=1
1 o0
EECE >
m=1 GEAT (Cuy)
—BW:
Teng,e” H e Mem@n]. (30
AWy, _ m —BWug,
where we have used e a=][_ e i. From the

constraint G € AL, (G,) we know zg € Vg, or equiva-
lently zg ¢ Vize. Therefore, we first switch the order of
Nz, and e~?Hae and then decompose n,, = [

' j=1"1G; to
obtain

m=1 GEAT, (Gay)

Tre PHae H [nGjeff}Wij n(Gj)}

1 o0
Z—WZ(—l)m > >

m=1 GeAL, (Gap) [ eg: 1™
- J
Gur(]) G -1

(31)
Here, we should emphasize that for a specific j/ €
{1,2,...,m} we have nG, = ng, and otherwise ng, = 1.
To bound |Cg(ng,)|, we naturally turn to first achieve
the upper bound for

1

RENCEY

where we used |TrA| < |[|A||; = Tr|A| and defined
Zge(B) == Tre PHae . In the last line of Eq. (32) we also

noticed that the operators Hge and ngje_ﬂwvcf f(w))
have disjoint supports, which together with the property
Eq. (7) gives us the final result.

For sake of bhortemng the notation, we consider bound-
ing ||nGe BWve f(w ||1 from above for any connected
subalphabet and the word w satisifying w € G* and

Gy =G:

Inge™"ve f(w)]],

<(S) () T
(33)

with Cs, Cy, Cs being Cy5,Ca2,C25 = O(1) defined in
Eq. (B28). The quantity gc denotes the number of bo-
son (creation and annihilation) operators offered by ng,
actually ¢¢ = 2 if ng = ng, and otherwise g = 0. The
detailed proof of Eq. (33) can be found in Appendix B 3.

By applying Eq.(33) to all the subalphabets in
{G;}72, and putting the results into Eq. (32) we obtain

ﬁ HnGje*Bchj Jf(w(j))H1 < <34B>‘1G/2
j=1

o 1727 Vel m Cs/B)lw] IG1 ‘
% < B(f/GB) > ._1( o0 )|l I:IIM(U)(J))!’

(34)
where we have used |Vg| = 7., |Vg,| and ¢¢ =
Z?;l qa, since G = U;nzl G;. Equation (34) can be fur-
ther simplified if we notice gqo = 2 since xg € Vg, with
this fact and Egs. (31) and (32) we achieve the follow in-
equality for Cg(ny,) (see AppendixB4 for the detailed
calculations)

Cy C518'/? )
|C3(na,)| < ( ) mzl GeA"’Z | <1 —Cspi2
(35)

with C5; = O(1). We choose 85, = 1/(C5 + C5,1)? to
ensure C5 11/3/(1—Cs+/B) < 1 and recall Lemma 8 from
Ref. [20] to further obtain

> y(ﬁ)mls;ﬂ[ > y(ﬁ)G]m (36)

GeAZ, (Gay) GEA>1(Gyry)

where we have denoted y(8) = C5,1v/B/(1—C5+/B). The
from Lemma9 we advance with Eq. (36) by

S w3 <Y (Ga o8 (37)
=1

GEA>1(Gay)

We denote b(8) = oy(B8) and substitute Eq.(37) into
Eq. (35) to acquire the result

G|

m

‘Cﬁ(nwo SIZ Z|GI0|b

= —|exp Gwo -1 38
il (el i o
with choosing 83, < 1/(Cs 4+ 0C51)? again to ensure

b(B) < 1. By noticing that exp(|G4,|b(8)/(1 —b(B))) is
monotonically increasing for 5 € (0, 5},), we then finish

the proof for Lemma 1 via
bBL) Y] Co
)

Cy
Catinan) < 5 oxw (16wl 2L 7




where
b(B11)
Cy:=0C exp(C{E 7“* -1
2 4[ | o|1_b(5m)
= CQ(Umax; Umina M, le)
= 0O(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 8 < 55, = O(1).
This restriction arises from the convergence requirements
of several infinite series and lemma [cf. Egs. (36)—(38)].
Actually, by choosing X = n} 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),y
based on Lemmal. In Sec.VIII, we present an alter-
native proof for Lemma 1 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 Lemma 1 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) g 18 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 C V)
with bounded || Xe V|| Vu > 0 (N: total particle num-
ber operator) satisifies the follow inequality

[{X) gz | < Coll Xe™ ™ || +1(X) (41)

BWvyy |
for high temperature § < g5, = O(1) with Cs =
CG(UmaxaUmina,ufvﬁ;’le) = O(l) being an 0(1) con-
stant. Here, 2" = a ) .y, 1. with a = ¢/ and
¢ = O(1) can be chosen flexibly.

The proof for Theorem 1 will recall the similar tech-
niques used for Lemma 1 i.e., the cluster expansion and
interaction picture. However, some steps and lemmas are
modified for the sake of brevity. The (-scaling of « de-
fined below Eq. (41) needs to be particularly emphasized.
Later we will see that the present 3'/2 scaling validates
the modified lemmas.

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

<X>ﬁH < CB(X) + <X>ﬁWVX : (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 Lemma 1 is that now we introduce
the subsequent transform:

W =W - 2, (43a)

2=« Z Ny, (43b)
zeVx

X = Xe ¥, (43c)

where a = ¢4/ and ¢ = O(1) can be chosen later. Equa-
tion (43) further helps us to reformulate Eq. (21) as

ColX) = —55 (1" Y Ry,

m=1 GeAT, (Gx)
(44)
which can be expanded as
SR m
CB(X):—MZ(—U > >
m=1 GeAT, (Gx) { weqr: }’”
G,»=Cif _,
Tr )v(efﬁﬁac H [eBWVGj f(w(j))]

j=1

(45)

by noticing that e_BWS’[Iac](B) — e PWee—Blae and
switching the sequence of the latter two operators. Here,
we should understand Wy, as

Wy, =3 Z W, —a Z Ng (46)

Vg zeVx N Va

and ﬁéc = Wvg, — Iz<. Then by Holder’s inequality, we
can bound

Tr Xe PHce

s

{e—ﬁVVVch f(w(j))}

Jj=1

e*ﬁl\/‘//vcj f(w(j))

—:

<|IX|| Zz(B) (47)

1 1

J

Here, thanks to the newly introduced quantity e~# , the
norm || X|| 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
Lemma 1, we first establish the bound (see Appendix C 1
for details) for any connected subalphabet and word w
satisfying w € G* and G, = G:

lw| Gl

— Vel
oo pw)] < (33) w“{ﬁ : [Lpitw
(48)

with Cg’r and 05,7« being 027577”, 02,8,7’ = 0(1) defined in
Eq. (C24). Similarly, we apply Eq. (48) to all the subal-




phabets in {G}7., to obtain
H W, ¢ (w®)
~ 1

(J)| |Gyl

[T 19

(o) " [ CarvB"
“\ VB et e
which together with Eq. (47) directs us to Eq. (45)

Cs(X)| < ORI X Z >

m=1GeAT (Gx

Co 231/ 1l
<1 - 0577‘ﬂ1/2> ’
(50)

where Cg1,Cg.2,C5, = O(1). We direct the readers to

Appendix C2 for the derivation of Eq. (50). Then we fol-
low the derivations from Eqgs. (35)—(39) to finally achieve

br1(8) ) _ 1}
—br1(B) 7
(51
where br1 () = 0Cs28'/%/(1 — Cs.,.3'/?) and we should

choose 5, < 1/(Cs +0Cs2)? to ensure by1(3) < 1. In
such a high-temperature regime, Eq. (51) implies

Cs()] < O] [exp (|G |

Cs(X)| < Col| Xe™* | (52)
with
br1(B71)
C ;:C|VX|[ <G TlTl)_l}
6 6,1 €xp | X|1_bT1(ﬂ'§“1)

= Cﬁ(UmaX, Uminv H, 6:1.:17 X)
=0(1) (53)

Equation (52) together with Eq.(B21) completes the
proof for Theorem 1. |

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 ||X||. However, this operation will
change the scaling of parameter b from 3 to /2 as dis-
cussed in Appendix C 1 and C 2. Therefore, the Lemma 6
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) gy, in the sense that we are able to

split the trace in Eq.(47) and use || X|| 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 Theorem 1 with
X = X1 X and Vx, N Vx, = 0. In fact, the correla-
tion function should be considered in the doubled Hilbert
space as we will see in the next section.
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By Theorem 1, we can easily obtain the bound for
(n3) - 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
B < B, = O(1), the follow bound holds

T ) (54)

e\ e

for all s € NT. Here x; = O(87'/2) and ky = O(1) are
independent from system size and s.

Proof. — Choosing X = nj in Theorem 1 we obtain
(n3)su < Collnie VP || + (n3) gy, - (55)

Here for the first we note that |nSe~VFre| <

e=*(s/ev/B)". d

max, z°e VPr = For the second
term of Eq.(55), we use Lemma3 and Eq.(B2)

to obtain ZZO:O nse—(anz—bn)/ ZZO:O e—(an2_bn) <
2 Vsl/mCa ™ 21 + [bl/a)' /2 < (CrapY/2)PV5],

with Cy1 = 27'/7CL3\/2/Upnin(1 + 2110/ Umin)*/? =
O(1) and Cprz being the O(1) constant defined in
Lemma 3. The we proceed with Eq. (55):

(n2)pm < Coe™” (C\jB)S + (3’%)5\/;
Ces \° Cuis\’
:(ceﬂ) +(¢B>

2 S
S Q(CHQS)S S 1<2€ CI{Q S) .
€

e

(56)

where we defined Cyy = max{Cs/cev/B,Cr1/v/B}
O(1). By choosing k1 = 2e2Cya = O(1) and Ky =
we complete the proof.

|

Discussion. —The low-boson-density condition provides
a powful constraint on (n$) gn- Mathematically, it claims
the moment of n, can always be bounded to arbitrary
orders. To have a more intuitive physical insight, for
the distribution {p, },en satisfying Y~ n°p, = (n3)sm
—1

we have from Eq. (54) that p, < clow,lefclowﬂnﬁz (see
Appendix C3 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 p,, is
insufficient to guarantee bounded moments of all orders
for n,. Specifically, for any power-law decay, there al-
ways exists a critical order sg beyond which the moment
(n3°) g diverges to infinity.

By replacing n, with n in Lemma 1 we can also derive
Corollary 1 from a direct cluster expansion without any



transform (43). Furthermore, combining the bound for
(n3) s with the following decomposition condition

X=>"1I foe (57)

a zeVx

we can still establish Theorem 1. Here, all the functions
in {fa,»}zevy are the polynomial function with argument
to the local creation and annihilation operators. Then
we collect the summand in Eq. (54) supported by VS into

e~PHG and leave the others to [T~ ¢ e, f(w)). We
may invoke the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality Tr ABp <
(TrAA‘Lp-’I&rBBpr)l/2 to decompose the thermal av-
erage of HweVX fae into products of <fcw>BH 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 (Ng) gy < ConB~*/? with Cop, = 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 C V) is defined as

Cs(X,Y) =TrpgXY — TrpgX Tr pgY. (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
r1E€Vx,22€Vy

dist(z1, z2). (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 & = 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 C V) satisifies the follow inequality

Cs(X,Y)| < Cr|| Xe || [[Yem ™ || em S I/EE),
(60)
for high temperature § < g4, = O(1) with C; =
C7(Umaxs Umin, b, B9, X,Y) being an O(1) constant.
Here, 2" = a}  cy, Nay = )y, Ne With a =
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¢y/B and ¢ = O(1) can be chosen according to the users’
requirements. Here, the correlation length [cf. Eq. (81)] is
given by £71(8) == —In[oC748"/?/(1 — C7 5/?)] with
C74,C72 =0(1).

To prove Theorem 2, 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:

Cy(X,Y) = Tre PHT xOy M (1)

1
Z(p)?

where we introduced the notations 09 .= 0@ 1,00 =
O®1-1®0 and O == 0®1+1®O0 to have a
more compact form. Similar to the proofs for Lemma 1
and Theorem 1, we still adopt the interaction picture but

for the Boltzmann factor e=## " defined in the doubled
Hilber space i.e., we need to find the operator S(3) sat-
isfying

e P = T PS(p), (62)

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

- 0 B T1 Tm—1
S(B) = / dr / dr / dr,,
) mzz:o 0 ! 0 ? 0

x I(m) DI (1) P I (1))

=> /T . D7 [[1(r) . (63)

m=0 =1

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

sm=3 /T ET‘w‘DFﬁ(w,F) =3 Fw),  (©64)

weE* wekE*
where we have defined h(w, 7) =
B, (71) TRy, (Tg)(+)...h)\‘w‘ (7'|w‘)(+). By substitut-

ing Egs. (62) and (65) into Eq. (61) we can also express
the correlation function C3(X,Y) as a series expansion.
In contrast to Eq. (20), this series can be truncated and
expressed represented as

CoX, V)= = 3 Tre T Fu) x Oy
Z(ﬁ) wECzL(BX)

(65)



with L := dist(X,Y) denoting the distance between X
and Y. To justify Eq.(65), we show that for the word
w € [C>1(0X)]° with L :=d(X,Y), the trace

Tre AW T (w, /) X Oy ™ = 0. (66)
To see this, we first note that all the words in [G> 1, (0X)]°
do not connect Vx and Vy. This observation enables us
to rearrange a specific word w into a concatenation of two
words w = (wiX, ws, ...,wﬁ)x‘,w{,w{, ...,w";}yl) where
at least we can say w™ 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 A such
that AU # (. For any two letters A\; € w™, A\;j € wY
and corresponding 71, 711 we always have hy, (7’1)(+) com-
muting with Ay, (1)) since their have disjoint sup-
ports and W 1s on-site. Therefore, we can always have
h(w,7) = h(wX X)h( Y 7Y) where the vector 7 has
the same elements as in 7"’X @ 7Y. Then the trace in
Eq. (66) can be decomposed as

67’8W‘(/;)7L(wx, ?X)X(O)

LHS of Eq. (66) = Try,

(+)

X Trye e Ve h(w, 7)Yy, (67)

_ (+)
The latter trace vanishes since e VA hp is symmetric

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

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

Cp(X,Y) =~ ( E
kad _ (+)
x> (=™ YT Tre (@) x Oy,
m=1 GeAT, (9X)

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

BW =W - X — %, (69a)

2 =« Z Ny, (69b)
reVx

Y =« Z Ng, (69¢)
x€Vy

X = X0 2" (69d)

V= y e (69)

where o = ¢/ and ¢ = O(1) can be chosen later. Ap-
plying Eq. (69) we reformulate Eq. (68) as

Yo T TUR@XY (10)
m=1 GEAT, (0X)
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with the new quantity p(G) defined by analogue to
Eq. (A5)

pG) = Yoo fw). (71)

WwE[(DG)°]*:Gu=G

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

p(G) = Sliz=)(8) T[] 1(G) (72)

j=1
with
n(G) =
weG*:G =G
Equations (72) and (73) with Eq. (70) lead us to
RIS
m=1 GEAT, (0X)
a1 [ -8 = o] v
Z Tre "Hee H S f(w)| XY,
wear: " Jj=1
{Gij(j) }j=1
(74)
where we have used similar relation to Eq. (61) but for

_aw ) ~
the doubled Hilbert space: e —BHG _ P SL[/Iac](ﬂ)
Here, we

should understand WVG as Wy, =
/8 ZQZEVG We—a ZwE(VX UWw)NVe n, and Héc = WVé -
I'5-. Following a similar argument as in Eq. (47), we ap-
ply Hélder’s inequality to find

Cs(X,Y) =

pED T [ = ] ve
Tre "Hee H i f(w9)| XY

j=1
o g . o
H G )| IXIIYI (75)
j=1 1

with observing that Tre™ BHGY — ch (8)2. Then we de-

duce the subsequent inequality Wlth the help of Eq. (47)
in AppendixD 1

e P Flw)

pi(w)!

(76)
with C71,C72 being the O(1) constants C3 5, and
2C5,7» defined in Eq.(D14). Applying Eq. (76) for all
the subalphabets in {G;}72;, we deduce

g <C771>|Vg (0772\/3)\“4 |G|
“\ B |wl!

=1

1

T | Fwt)
=1 !
C [Va| m C lw@| |Gl
S( ;1) H( 7,2u\}/£)|' Hﬂz(w(]))' (77)



and with Eq. (75) we further obtain (see Appendix D 2)

V; Vi
Ca(X,Y)| < ClVy v

XYY Y

m=1GeAZ (9X)

Cr4B'? <l
(1—6’7,251/2) » (18)

with C7 3,074 = O(1). Then we follow the derivations
from Egs. (35)—(39) to achieve

Cs(X, Y]

~ > b -
<O IR e (1031775 ) 1),
(79)

where brs(8) = 007’451/2/(1 — C7’261/2) and we should
choose Br, < 1/(C72 + 0C74)*> = O(1) to ensure
bra(B8) < 1. Applying the same truncation scheme to
the series in Eq. (65) but w.r.t to the words in C> 1, (9Y),
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

|Cﬁ(X7 Y)l

L
<R P e (97220 ) <1 0

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(z) = (e* — 1)/x is monotonically increasing, which
means ¥ — 1 < zu(xg) for € [0,20]. Then by further
defining the thermal correlation length

¢H(B) == —Inbra(B) (81)
we obtain
br2(B)F bra(B)*
P <gl - bm(ﬁ)) R bT2(ﬁ)u($0)
o~ dist(X,Y) /£(5)
= gu(ffo)w (82)

The constraint gbra(B8)Y/(1 — bra(B)) < g or equally

(
L >Ing Yzo(1 — br2(B))}/ Inbra(B) == Lo(B) can be
removed if we set Lo(5) < 0, which means one chooses

xo = g/(1 — bra(Bry)) = (’)(1). Then by noting that
X[ = Xe=* || and Y]] < 2|[Ye~®] from Eq.(69),
we reformulate Eq. (80) as

C(X,Y)| < 2gu(mo)Cry ™!
e— dist(X,Y)/£(B)

< xe TV e | e

which can be further simplified to be

IC3(X,Y)| < Cr|| Xe ™ # |||V~ | e~ BisHXYI/EB)
(8 )
as long as we use 1/(1 — 6—1/5(/3)) <1/(1- o—1/6(8" )) Z
O(1) and denote

Cr 1= 2gu(ao)CL 3 Y1 /[1 — e 17667

= C?( max»Umma,u BTQaX Y)
= 0(1). (85)
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Hereby, we finish the proof for Theorem 2.
|

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
bro(B) and b(B) as defined therein. The main reason
is we use the interaction picture to extract Boltzmann(-
like) factor such as e9=(n2) and e9=("=) to “suppress”
the divergence of boson operators. This operator leads
to the factorial and —1/2 power scaling w.r.t p and
respectively in Lemma 6, which finally results in Cv/3
and Hk 1 i (w)! on LHS of Eq. (E45). In comparison to

Ref. [20], the product Hk 1 1k (w)! cancels the denomi-
nator of the multinomial coefficient and brings out the
geometric series. Otherwise, the summation in Eq. (E46)
over {u}p_, 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(z, y) [cf. Eq. (59)]
upper bounds the Euclidean distance d(x,y) so we do
have clustering in terms of the physical distance:

Ca(X,Y)| < Cr||[ Xem* || [[Ye™ || eI (36)
with

d(X,Y) = min

z1EVx,x2€VyY d(l'1,$2) (87)

denoting the Euclidean distance between two operators.

Finally, we conclude this discussion by noting a natural

result: Using Lemma 1 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 (ng,n,).

VII. TOWARDS THE DULONG-PETIT LAW

To present an application of the previous results espe-
cially Theorem 2, 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 Theorem 2 to prove this O(1) bound
on specific heat density, which we call the quasi Dulong-
Petit law.



To begin, we first note that the energy per site or en-
ergy density is evaluated via

e(B) = V7" (H)gy , (88)

whose derivative w.r.t. temperature T' = 1/ gives the
specific heat density

o) = m-%ﬂ% (H) - (89)

Then the following corollary provides an upper bound for
the specific heat ¢,(8):

Corollary 2 (upper bound for specific heat). For high
temperatures 8 < [¢,, the specific heat density of
the Bose-Hubbard model can be bounded by Cg =

08(Umax, Umin, i, Bé’z) = 0(1)

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

e(8) = V78> (AH)), (90)

with AH = H — (H)4p. By recasting the Hamiltonian
as H =", hy, with {h;} being different terms (including
both on-site and hopping terms) in the Hamiltonian, we
have

ep(8) = [VI7'82 3 (i = (i) ) (v = (i) o))

kK’ AH

= VI7'8* ) Calhg, ).
k,k/
(91)
Now we turn to deal with the correlation function in RHS
of Eq. (91) under the help of Theorem 2.

Cp(ﬁ) < |V|—1 Z Oé?flﬂhk/‘ﬁnhke_c\/g‘/hk ||
kK’

% B|hare” VPV || e~ dist(hihin) /6B)  (92)

with Cgq1 = 29u(a:0)0773/[1 —671/5(532)] = O(1) and
choosing &, = B7,. First we note that for 8 < ¢,

Z o~ dist(hi,hy) /€(8)
k. k'

<> {00 +2d/2r(d/2)—1/ dre—T/W)]
k 0

gN{DO +2d/2r(d/2)*1/ dr e”ﬂm]
0

=N [0+ Cst(8)"] (93)

Here, N < |V| + 2|V|/2 being the number of the
terms in the Hamiltonian and 99 = O(1) denotes the
maximum number of neighboring sites surrounding any
given site, defined as 9y = max,ev [{zo| dist(z,z9) =
1}|.  Note that {(B8) < &(B*), which together with
Eq. (93) gives us [V[7' 3, e~ distlhushr)/€08) < (1 +
0/2)[00 + C4&(B)?] = O(1). This motivates us to con-
sider the norm f||hre VPVex || case by case
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» For hy = 10,z ﬁHMO,znze_c\/an || <
Buoete BT < pgetet /B, = O(1)

» For hy = Umn?2/2, PB|UmnlevVPr=/2| <
BUaxe 2c¢7 2871 = Upaxe 2¢72 = O(1)

» For hy, = Jyy(ala, + aLax),

B”er (aj{-;ay + aLaz)efc\/B(naany) H
<87 [llafeeVP= | [laye=ePm

+(x +y)

<2Jp/Caaf~V/2 + 14/Cs 26112

<27\ Co2(8) 2 + B Coa(52) 2 = O(1). (94)

Here, we used |X| = /|| XTX]| to obtain
lae=vP) = \flne=2VP| and [lafe=on) =

VIl + De2VP2 | < \/ne=2VFn|| 1. Then it’s ob-

vious [[ne= 2V || < e lem1f71/2 1= Cg o8N

From the discussion above we know that
BllhreVEVie || as well as C5 "1 < max{Cg 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(B) is finite for 0 < < B¢,, where we choose
By < BEq- To see this, we first note that for hy, = po o
or Uyn3 /2, the thermal average (n})zy for s = 1,2 can
be bounded by Eq. (54). Then for hy, = Juy (alay—i—a;gaz),
we invoke the operator Cauchy-Schwarz inequality [79]
+(alay + alaz) < ng + ny to bound (hi) g by lin-
ear combination of {(nu)sy}sev. Therefore we con-
clude that e(T) < eg for T¢,, < T < oo with T¢, =
(Bt)~t. This fact together with Corollary 2 gives us
e(T) < eo + cmax(T — T¢s), where cpax is the O(1) con-
stant to bound ¢, (5) 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 Lemma 1 with which we claim Theo-
rem 2 actually implies Corollary 1. Finally, we discuss the
convergence of the series introduced for the interaction
picture.

A. Shortcut Proof for Lemma 1

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

Tr Qe©—PH

(Odsn < = o=pm

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

(95)

zeV



Oe=PH and e9—PH trace class. To obtain the bound for
(nz) gy we choose

0= 0y =Bleona+ Y Joy(alay +afas)| (96

Y~y

such that the hopping terms involving site x disappear in
H® = H—710,. InEq. (96) {¢s }zev can be arbitrary
positive constants being determined later. Naturally, the
Gibbs state of H®) adheres to the tensor product form

pg”) = Py ®pye, where the subscripts denote the supports.

Noticing p, = e #We/2Hca)ne /Ty = AUs/24ee)ne o
have Tr[a,p,] = Tr[alp,] = 0, which implies the expec-
tation value of the hopping term in Eq. (96) vanishes for
pg”). Then by putting Eq. (96) into Eq. (95) we arrive at

(cz — Jz) <nz>5H - Z | Jay] <ny>ﬂH
yery
<e Try ng exp{—B[ani/Q - (,UO,ac + Cx)nx]}
- Tr, exp{—BUn2/2 — (poz + cz)nal}
Ccut
< )
~ VB
where we have also used operator Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality [79] +(ala, + ala,) > —(ny + n,) and de-
noted Jy = 37 . . [Juy|. To obtain the last line of
Eq. (97), we refer to the analysis in Eq. (B3) and choose
Ceut = Ceut(Czy tty Unax, 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

(97)

Mng < f712C. (98)

Here, we introduce the |V| dimensional square matrix
M with diagonal and off-diagonal elements given by
Myy = cp — Jp and My, = —|Joy| (My, = 0) if
x ~ y (otherwise), respectively. Also, we defined |V|-
dimensional vectors ng and C via (ng), = (ng) sy and
Cy = Ceut(Css tty Unax, Unin)- We should choose {c,}
large enough to ensure all the elements of M ! are non-
negative, then Eq. (98) leads us to

ng < V2 MIC. (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 evaluate M~! = (D—P)~1:

M1=D! i(PD*l)M. (100)
m=0

The convergence condition |[PD~!|| < ||P||D7!|| <
1 (here we used Holder’s inequality [cf. Eq. (6)] with

p = p1 = py = oo) for Eq.(100) is guaranteed
by choosing sufficiently large {c;}zev. To see this,
we just note that HD‘lH = max,ey(cy — Jw)_1 and

[P| = maxzey Eyev |Poy| = maxzev Zy:ajwy | Jayl =
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max;cy Jp. Due to the nearest neighbor property of
P, for a specific element of M we truncate the series
Eq. (100) as follows

(M), =D S (D]

m>dist(z,y) Y

By noticing |M,,| < ||M||, Eq. (101) leads us to

(M ey < Y

(101)

ID=HI(IPIID= )™

m2>dist(x,y)
D] —1 [ \dist(z,y)
= —piip=t PP )T
1—|[P[[D7Y
_ OM€7 dist(m,y)/§7
(102)
where we defined Cy == |D7| /(1 — ||P|||D7Y||) =
O(1) and denote £7! == —In(||P[|[[D!]|) as the clus-

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

<”r>,3H < B71/2 Z(Mﬁl)wycy
yeV
—1/2 — dist(z,y) /¢
< 71" max Cy yeZVCMe st@v)/€ - (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
maXg, cv Cxl = MaXg, cv Ccut(cz,ﬂv Umaxa Umin) = 0(1)
finishes the proof. Actually, having Eq. (103) in hand and
choosing

O— 0, =p3|cn>+ Z Joy(ala, + CLL%)

Y~y

in Eq. (95) enable us to derive (ng)gy < C'B~t with
C/ - Céut(czvﬂu Umaxa Umin) = O(]-)

We conclude this subsection by a short discussion.
Unlike Lemma 1, the present inequality Eq. (103) holds
for arbitrary temperature. However, this approach is
only limited to achieve the upper bound for (n) GH and

2
<n»L>ﬁH
action picture to prove the more general claim, i.e., the
low-boson-density assumption Corollary 1.

(104)

We still need clustering expansion and inter-

B. Absolute Convergence of Interaction Picture

We show that for finite system (V, E) and high (but
not infinite) temperatures, the series e #"ve 3= . f(w)
over any set of words £ C E* converges absolutely with
Ve = Uyee V- This fact implies we can freely adjust
the order of the f(w) terms in the series.

To see this, we first denote Gg = |J G, to write

weE
e BWve Z f(w) < Z Hef,BWvgf(w)H
weE weE
< Y et pw)l|. (105)
we[Gel*



Then for each word w € [Ge]*, we have
le=?™ve fw)| - = fle P[P fw)]| <
eBrol Vil /2Umin |e‘5 Vo f(w { 1 where we  denote
Ve = Ve\V, and use |[e| < |of|;. Then by set-
ting ng = 1 in Eq. (33) we obtain
, G
He—BWVWf H (CS>|VW|(C5\/B)1UI| 5\ui(w)!’
= \vp w1
(106)
which implies
2o e fw)]
we[Gel*
Vel (CsvB)™ T
<Cops Z T pi(w)
we[Gel* ’ =1
Vel 1 |Gel
£
<Cipe (1 . 61/2> (107)

and therefore justifies the absolutely convergence of
Eq. (105) for 0 < 8 < Pabs = 1/C2 > B%,. Here,
we have denoted Chp,s = max{Cs3~1/2, fro/2Umin} and
used Lemma 8 with the constraint w1, ps, ..., i, > 1in the
second line of Eq. (E46) replaced by w1, ua, ..., b, > 0.
We emphasize that the radius of convergence [.ns is
greater than that in Lemmal, which ensures there is
no worry about the order of f(w) in the series whenever
Lemma 1 is applicable. In fact, we can also directly estab-
lish the bound for He BWvi f(w H without using Eq. (33)
to have a tighter bound on [le™#Wve 3 . f(w)]|. How-
ever, to prove convergence the analysis presented above
is sufficient.

By similar appraoch we can also show the absolute con-

= e ~
vergence of e #Wve 3° o f(w) and e PWve Y owee f(w)
over any set of words. Therefore, when accompanied by

o )
either e #"vu or e AWvu (6_5 Wy, ), we may freely in-
terchange the order of f(w) (f(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.
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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



within the more general non-Markovian dynamics
[65, 89].
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APPENDIX
Appendix A: Derivation of Calculations in Sec. II1
1. Proof of Eq. (19)

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

% Tr Xe PH = % Tr Xe PV S(B)
_ % W;E* Tr Xe W f(w)
_ % wg(%x) Tr Xe W f(w)
- % wgg;x) Tr Xe 7 f(w).

(A1)

As explained in the main text that C(Gx) =
{w|w N Gx # 0} 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)]® = [G%]*,
which gives us

Z Tr Xe "W f(w) = Z Tr Xe "W f(w)

wgC(X) welGg]®
= TrXe_BWS[Igg(](B)
=Tr Xe Mvxe R S[16¢ )(8)
= Tr Xe #Wvx e PHVE

= TI‘VX Xe_ﬁWVX Ti‘v)C( ei'BHV)c( .

(A2)

Here, we used Eq.(18), (61) and the fact Vi = Ve
(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 Try to denote the partial trace
evaluated over the Hilbert space ®,cyH with U C V
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being an aribitray vertex subset. By Lemma 2 we further
bound Eq. (B6):

! Z Tr Xe W f(w)

w¢C(X)

Z()
1 1

<
Try, e PWvx Try, ei'BHV)c(

X Tryye Xe PWox Trye e 7% = (X)

(A3)

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

Q09200
(* 2 I I I I I
(2 I I I I I
(2 I I I I I
(* 2 I I I I I
(* 2 I I I I I

Q09000

support of the observable X, Gx and G Vx and Vi = Vg,

Figure 5: A 2D square lattice as an illustartion of the relation
V)(é = VGS('

2. Proof of Eq. (21)

Here we prove the general version of Eq. (21) with 1
replaced by L. First for any Gy C E and any function

fo(w)
Z Z Tr Xe W fo(w)

k=1 wEC’EL(Go)

- gu)mi(;) > X fow)

k=m w€C§L (Gg)

(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

(@) = >

we[(8G)]*:Gp=G

fo(w), (A5)

with G, C G representing every letter in G occurs at
least once in w. Then we denote by A>.(Go) the sets
of connected edge subsets that overlap with Gy and are
of size equal to or greater than L. Here the terminol-
ogy “overlap” between two edge subsets G and G’ means
GG’ # 0. Moreover, we denote by A%, (Go) the cor-
responding sets of k-fold nonoverlapping connected edge
subsets, i.e.,

k
AIEL = U Gj:Gj € A>(Gy) nonoverlapping
j=1

(A6)



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

> wo=> (L) T ww @

Ge AL, (Go) k= weCk | (Go)

3

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

> oy

k=1 wEC;L(Go)

Tr Xe W fo(w)

== > D" > TrXe p(@).  (A8)
m=1 GeAT, (Go)
Then by choosing L =1, Gg = Gx and fy = 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 6 from 1 to 0 is reasonable, if there is
actually no edges in certain “direction” 6y € {1,2,...,0}
then we simply set fi50,(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 6 rang-
ing from 1 to 0 is also reasonable, since we have set
Ha.g,(w) = 0 whenever there is no edge in the “direc-
tion” 6.

In general, we have for any constant a that

0 |Gl
Z Zauz,g(w) = Z 2ap;(w) = 2alw| (A9a)
€V, 0=1 i=1

0 e
[T T fomeatwnt = T fosto®. (A9D)
z€V, 6=1 i=1

Appendix B: Derivation of Calculations in Sec.IV

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

It’s not hard to know

_ o] _ 2_
Tr, nge BW,, B Zn:O ne (an“—bn) (B1>
Tr, e PWa B EOO 0 e—(an?—bn)

n=

<”x>5W =

with a = pU,/2 and b = Buo,. Here, the numerator
can be bounded by Lemma3 via ) - One_(“" —bn) <
Cpia—! with Cp; = 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 > bn? we ob-
tain 00 eman’ton e~le=b)n” > /r(a —

1YV 2
> Yo =
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b)~12/2 = /m(a + |b])"1/2/2. Here we used inequality
S e’ > J dz e~ = /rag /2 for ag > 0.

n

» If b > 0,
S0 e > w(a+ b]) 7122,

Therefore, we conclude that for all b € R

N _ 2
we still have Ezozoe an’+bn

(i) <oa+P)VVE (B
n=0

which leads us to

ZZO:O nef(an2fbn)
ZZ‘;O e—(an2—bn)
<031a*1 2(a + [b)'/2 /v

TCBl( max/2 + NO)l/Q(Umin/Q)_15_1/2

_CB2
VB

(B3)

with Cpa 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 wr,wy € {w € [0G]*
Gy =G} wrt G € AL (Go):

—C

w |G =wy | G
wr [ G =wn | G j=12,....m.

(B4)
Here, for any subalphabet G’ C F, 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 € [0G]*
G C u} also served as a representative, the corresponding
equivalent class K (u) := {w|w ~ u} can also be labelled
as K(u) = Klwg, w1, ws, ..., w,,] with wg = u | G’ and
w; =ulGj(j = 1,2,...,m). We introduce the short-
hand

U}[an<:>{

W:Gj = {w € (G])* Gy = GJ} (B5)

For this equivalent class K, we have from Lemma4 that

> fw

weK (u)

wo) f(w1) f(wz)...f(wm).  (B6)



then for any representative u
p(G)

=Y Y fw)

K(u) weK (u)

> 2 X

wo€[G°]* w1 EW=C1 waeW=62

Yo flwo) D flw)

oY fw)

W EW=CGm weK

Z f(ws)

wo€[G°]* w1 EW=C1 wa €W=GC2
§ f(wm)
Won, eEW=Gm

=S[Iz=](8) [ [ n(Gy)-
j=1
Thus, we arrive at the desired result.

3. Trace Norm of nge ?"Va f(w)

Here we bound |nge ?"ve f(w)||, from above for
any connected subalphabet and the word w satisifying
w € G* and G, = G. This condition actually restricts
the support of the word within Vz and implies it is incon-
sequential to refine the notation e(7) = ¢™"ve e ™Wve
It will be convenient if we rewrite the Dyson series into
the form of “durations”, i.e.,

e flw) = |

[0,8] 1wl
[w|+1 |w]

o\ Y An-8
=1

DAT

k=1

(BS)
Here, we have defined durations Aty := 8—71, A7jy41 =
Tw| and ATy = 7 — T4 for £ = 2,3, .., Jw[. We know
from the relation > 71 > 75 > ... > 7}, > 0 (definition
for Tj,|) that A7y, € [0, 8] for k = 1,2, ..., |w|+1. Also, by
exciplitly writing out hj, (w) we emphasize the operator
hy, under investigation is the one of the edges coming
from the word w. We then have

|w|+1

—Bwy, </ DA*&( A,
|nce o f(w)]|, < gl T Z T,

i=1

[w]
~ 6) ng [ [e7 ™Mo hy, (w)] - em 47w e
k=1

(B9)
Note that each local term
To proceed, we tend to decompose
Zﬂl [e=2™WVa by, (w)] w.r.t different sites.  How-

ever, we note each local Hamiltonian in {hy, (w) ‘sz‘l

consists two terms, i.e., the forward and backforward
hoppings hy, (w) = Juy, (al ay, + af ag,) for each
A = {xk,yx}. This fact motivates us to denote
hag(w) = 30,15 hf\sk) (w) with s = 1 and 2 corresponds

T [ e ()] -e-Sme.
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to the forward and backforward hopping, respectively.
Then we have

|w]
H [6*ATkWVG hAk (w)] . e*AT\m\JdWVG
k=1

|w]

- B Tfremein] e

{sr=1,2}v] k=1

(B10)
which leads us to
Jw|+1
_ﬂWV —
nge e f(w)|, < / DAT§< AT — ﬁ)
I I S ;

[w]

Z ne H [e—AmWVG hf\i’“)(w)} e AT 1 W
k=1

{sp=1,2}1"1)

=

B11
Later we move to bound RHS of Eq. (B11) for eaéh se%
quence of 5183...8),| € {1,2}*l denoted by 5. By first
noting that we have H;sz‘l hg\sk’“)(w) = [Liev, ha(w, 3),
where each quantity in {h,(w, §)}sev, is the production
of a set of creation (a) or annihilation operators (a,).
Each edge A € w contributes one of the operators in
{al,a,, 1} to each site # € Vg, since all the terms in
{h&s:)}f;ll take the form of ~ ala, (the symbol ~ means
we omit the coefficient temporarily).

The analysis above enbales us to decompose h, (w, )
can be decomposed as h,(w, ) ~ Hszll 0.1 (w, §) with
each element in {oz,k(w,é’)}‘;):l1 picked from {al,a,,1}.
Then we can obtain the following useful formula

|w]

H I:e_ATkWVG h(sk)(w):l . e_AT\leWVc
Ak

k=1

w]

= H H [e*A'r;CWI()er7lc(uj7 g)]equleWx

ze€Vg | k=1

(B12)

Based on this, we equip h;(w, §) a |w|-dimensional vector

-

b, (w, §) to describe the structure of h,(w, §) for each site
x € Vg, whose values can be read off from the following
dictionary:

OI,k(wﬂ §) = G,L [I:):I(wv g)]k =+1
Oz,k(w7 §) =1 [éz(w7 g)]k =0 (Bl?’)
0z k(w,58) = az  [bz(w,8)] = —1,

for k = 1,2,...,|w|. Then, h,(w,3) can be decomposed
as hg(w,8§) ~ HLU;‘I 0y k(w,8). Here, we denote by

mg(w) = lkill |[bz(w, 5)]1| as the number of the opera-
tors at site x offer by the word w, which is independent of
the sequence 5. To move further, we first notice that for
any smooth function f; with argument to particle num-
ber operator n, we have the relations fi(n)a = afi(n—1)
and fi(n)a’ = af fi(n+1) with creation (a') and annihi-
lation (a) operators. Since Wy, = 3y, Wa(n,) with



We(n) = Uyn?/2 — po .n, we obtain
|w]
H {Q*ATICWVG h&?)(w)} e AT w+1Wig
k=1

= T helw,5)e Sl ATk W (not B 1o (w,8) = AT( 41 We (n2)
zeVa

= H he(w, §)eP= (M)
zeVa
(B14)
where we defined B, ;(w, §) = Z'w‘ [bz(w, 5)]; to denote
the total number of the operators corresponding to the
truncated vector of by (w, §). With Eq. (B14), we find the
norm on RHS of Eq. (B11) can be splited w.r.t different
sites via

ng H [efﬁTkaG hg\ik)(w)} e AT+ Wrg

k=1 1

= H Hng’mhw(w,g)eoﬂ”(””) ) (B15)

zeVg

where for convenience we used the decomposition

ng = H naG,«

zeVa

(B16)

with ng ; = ng, 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))

HnG whz(w,é‘)eoi”("‘”)

1
s

:\/Trw iy (w, §')Tng)xn(;7whw(w, §')eoz(”z) v/ Tr,, €O=(n)
:\/Trm hez(w, )he . (w, §)eC= (1) \/Tr,, O (1),

) (B17)
Note that the operator hg ,(w,3) = ngghs(w,S) is
given by the production of m,(w) + q¢,» = g . (w) cre-

ation and annihilation operators, with ¢¢ . and gg ,(w)
denoting the number of the operators offered by ng,
and hg . (w, §), respectively. Actually, we set ¢, = 2
if ngo = Nay = al,az, and g = 0 if ng, = 1. We
omit the coefficients temporarily to have the decompo-
sition result Eg,m(w,é')iw Zcf(w) 0y 1(w,8). To de-
scribe the structure of hg . (w,§), we define the vector
Co,z(w) with dimensions g, ,(w). Here for each opera-
tor 0, k(w,5) € {al,a,} with k = 1,2,...,G5 ,(w), the
following dictionary relation gives value for &, ,(w):

ax,k(w) Qg (B18)

{Ozmk(w) a; E’v(w)]

Then we can obtain (we temporarily omit the argument
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of {0,k (w, 5‘)};:}:‘1 for brevity)

EG,x(wy g)TEG,x(wa §)

Nal,acyz(w)~~~51n,251,15x,15x,2---5w,ﬁc,m(w)
=0, 2 (w02l + 0((E (w)]1)]0w2.0r 5, (w)
_ 4 -
=0y g () 0r, 202,200, (w)
9, (w)
X [ng + (e (w)) + Z (€ (w)];
1=2
9a,. (w) 9, (w)
= II [re+o(@ln+ > G|
k=1 i=k+1

(B19)

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

n—Gg,(w) < n+0(E W) + X @) < n+

Ig.o(w) and [0+ qg o (w)]%e=) > [0 — g , (w)] 7o),
which further gives us

7, (w) 76,2 (w)
[T [n+00Eh+ > G
k=1 i=k+1

< [Tl +6G,x(w)]qg’w(w)7 (BZO)

which will later play critical role to obtain the bound for
Eq. (B11). To handle the factor ¢9=("+)  we note that for

integer n
Oq(n)
||
==Y AnWi(n+ Byp(w,5)) — Ay 11 Wa(n)
k=1
||
— Z ATy, - mkin W (n + Bz r(w,5)) — ATy 41 Wa(n)
k=1
Jw|+1
- Z ATy - min{mkin Wy(n+ By p(w, ), W(n)}
k=
< - min Weln+k
Bke[ M (w),ma (w)] ( )
< - min w. ,
g YEn—mmg (w),n+ma(w)] =)
(B21)

where to obtain the last second line we used
| Bz i (w, §)| < my(w) by the definition of B, x(w,§). By
restoring the coefficients {J,,} and the uniform bound



Eq. (2), Equations (B20) and (B21) lead us to

Tr, hw (w7 g)TnTG,mnG,zhw (wa §')eOm(nm)

(o)
<IN 0+ g (w) T )

n=0
X e — min W,
Xp[ Bye[n—mm(w),n-‘rmz(w)] (y):|
<IN " (n 4 G, (w)) e
n=0
X exp | — min W
P [ Bye["—ﬁc = (W), N+ 5 (w)] (y)]
2o () Car mg(w)+9a,z+1
SJmtw( ) (ww+QG,w!
NG (w) )
02 ) mg(w)+qa,z+1
< J2ma(w) ( \/B) me(w)lge,.! (B22)

Here, to obtain the last line we used Lemma6 and
(m + n)! < 2mFtmln! for integers m and n. The lat-
ter inequality follows from the fact that ("/") < 2m+n,
In Eq.(B22) we have defined Co; = CrLs\/2/Umin
with Cp¢ being the constant C' defined in Lemma 6
(the last line of Eq.(E39)) and we choose Cspo =
2C5, in the last line. By Eq.(E37), we also obtain
Try e9=(e) < Cy ymy(w)/V/B < Coue™=)/\/B for
Cy4 = Cr6,1v/2/Umin with Cre1 being the constant
defined in the last line of Eq.(E40). By putting this
inequality and Eq. (B22) into Eq. (B17) we obtain

HnC:q,avh‘w(U}7 g)eoﬂv(”w)

1

9c,z(w)/2 ma(w)/2
<#(H) () e

X (qG,:v!)l/z
(B23)
where we defined Cs 5 = /(5 2C5 4 and Cy g == €J20272.
By substituding Eq. (B23) into Eq. (B15) we obtain

Jw|
ne H [ ATkWVGh Sk)( )] . e—AT\leWVG

(B24)

Note that each term from I simply offers one operator

to the sites it contains, which implies m,(w) equals the

number of the edges coming from w which contain the

site z. In a formal way, m,(w) = #{Az 2> A, A € w}

which gives us the following relation between m,(w) and
the vertice-wise multiplicities

0

= Z Nz,e(w)a

0=1
with which and Lemma7 we further bound part of the

Mg (w) (B25)
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factors in Eq. (B24) via

11 (f}g)mm(w)/z[ww)!]“

zeVg
> 1/2
€V 0=1

_ 02,6 [w]
N \/B) 11 wolw
1/2
eo(w aEe wxe(w)}}

<(%) 10 |Iw
\/B zeV, Lo=1
w| |G
O, 7)l | H
—(& e (B26)
(%) I
Here, in the second line we simply noticed that Vg = V,,
since w € G* and G, = G. In the third line of Eq. (B26)
we used Lemma 8 and to obtain the last line we defined

C7 = 0C4 . Substituding Eq. (B26) into Eq. (B24), we
arrive at the bounds

|w]
ng H [efATkWVG hg\skk)(w):| . 67A7‘1“‘+1WVG

1

< (CQ 5(gc! )1/2> Vel (Cz,z)qc/2(02,7> ! llG_[M(w)
- VB VB VB
(B27)
where we defined q¢ = ) cyv. 96 [cf Eq.(B16)] as
the total number of operators offerred by ng and used
[Leev, (46.21)'? < ((ac)'/?)IVel. By putting Eq. (B27)
into Eq. (B11) we obtain the desired bound

Inge™""ve fw)]],
|41
g/ DAF&( > ATZ-—5> >
CREGS = I
(02 5(gc! )1/2>VG|<C2,2>QG/2<CQ,7>w 5 (w)!
VB VB VB e

i=1

:iﬂ?lw(W)Vcl(%)qcﬂ(%)Iw

|G|

x Hui(w)'
! B)lwl 1

(B28)

[ V)

with the defintion Cag = 2C5 7.
proof.

Thus, we finish the

4. Proof of Eq. (35)

we first have
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s Vel m Gy 1G5l
C Zg(B) ( V2Cs (Csy/B)1 5
|Cs(ngy) S() €] < > 115 (w1
B VB ;GeAgl(Gzo) Z(B) VB w(j)ezc::’;: m o |w(J)|! };[1
{Gw(i):Gj}jzl
O\ & Ve Co/B) 1G]
(FHE ¥ (o)l ¥ (M,) IT lnswt
m=1GEAY, (Ga) =1 wEG:GWw=G i—1
> IG|
= C4> V20,C lVGI(W>
<\/B mz—:lGeAgezo) ( ’ L2) 1 —C5p1/2
<<c4> i 3 ( 518/ >GI -
“\VB m=1GeAY, (Gq) L= Gsp/2

Here, in the second and the third line we used Lemma 1
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., |A] = 2 for A € E. Then
we use (\/§C3CL2)|VG‘ < (max{\/ngCLg, 1})2‘G|
define C5 1 = max{v/2C3C12,1}% = O(1).

and

Appendix C: Derivation of Calculations in Sec. V

1. Trace Norm of e #"ve f(w)

The newly introduced quantity WVG affects the “dura-
tion” technique in Eq. (B19) and we should first write
e—BWvg

_ eC\/EisNGe*ﬁWvG ’ (Cl)

where we denote dNg = ervc 0zng with 6, = 1 for
x € Vx and otherwise d; = 0. Equation (C1) motivates
us to modify

e_BVVVVG flw) = / DAT VPN
0,81 wl+1
[w|+1 |w]
4] Z AT, — H [e™2™Wva by (w)] - e AT+ Wve,
i=1 k=1

(C2)
Then we advance by the wisdom of Eq. (B10)
||
eC\/E(;NG H l:e—ATkWVG h)\k (U))] . e—AThUH,lWVG —
k=1
|w]
Z o°VBING H [e—mkwvc h&s:)(w)} e AT 1 W
{se=1.21, k=t
(C3)

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

|wl
eC\/B(SNG H [e—ATkWVG hg\s:)(w)} e_AT\wHJWVG
k=1
—ecVPONG H hz(w,?)eol’("i)
zeVa
=TT helw, ) exp [Ox(nx) + ey/Bbs(ng + Boa(w, 3))
xeVa
=TI halw, 50,
xeVa
(C4)
We still need to establish the bound for

| a1, 30

which can be easily achieve by
1

setting ng , = 1 and replacing Oy (n,) with 535(1135) in
Eq. (B17):

|

S\/Trx ha(w, §)Thy (w, §)eO=(12) \/Trw O=(n2) (C5)

B (w, g’)eém(nm)

1

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

he(w, ) hy (w, 3)

M (w) M (w)
~ I e 0@ @)+ . Ew):|  (C6)
k=1 i=k+1

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

mg(w)]™=(®). Secondly, the bound for O, (n) is obtained
by adding an extra term to Eq. (B21) accroding to dNg

O (n)
< —

W (y) + c\/géx (n+ mg(w)).
(C7)

min
y€[n—mg(w),n+mg(w)]

’ Then Egs. (C6) and (C7) naturally lead us to

Try he(w, 5) he (w, E)eéz(”z)



SJQmm(w) Z(n + mz(w))mm(w)

n=0

xexp|—pf min W,
[ yE[n—ma (w),nt+ma (w)] =)

+ey/Bs(n+my(w))] (C8)

for x € Vx () Ve. Equation (C8) motivates us to consider
the upper bound of

oo
Z (TL + p)PemaXme[nfp,ner] (7&12+bz)+c\/3(m+p)
n=0
& ~
=P N (n 4 p)Pemecin-pinip (-az*+00) (C9)
n=0

with b = b+4-c\/B. Fortunately, with minor adjustments to
the constants in the conclusion, Lemma 6 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(f), with which we fix the expressions
for the constants in Lemma3,(5) and (6). However, the
present scaling of b becomes O(8/?). Our goal is to
show that even under this revised scalings of a and b, we
can still keep the same form of Lemma 6 and bound the
constant C' there by subtly changing the expression of C.
Before that, we shall first prove Lemma3 and Lemma 5
again with the new scalings.

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

Z npe—(anz—gn) < é1a_(p+1)/2r(p + 1/2)1/2

n=0
o = P
b+ /0% + 8ap .
i 2¢0° /4 (C10)
with Cv’l = 2*1/2771/467’2/2“. Then we have

(0 + /82 +8ap)/(4a) < V2p(b + VI? +4a)/(da) =
a2pV2(b + VB2 + 4a)/(4a'/?) == Co1p'/2a=/? with
Cai = V2(b+Vb? + 4a)/(4a*/2). Then we have the sec-
ond term of Eq.(C10) can be bounded by Cv'ga_p/zpp/2

with 5’2 = 4652/ 2“5’2’1. Therefore we have similar to the
discussion below Eq. (E34) we have

ane—(anZ—bn) < 5§3a—(p+1)/2(pg)1/2 (C11)
n=0

with Cps = 4max{4C2,8aCs}. However, it’s straight-
forward to show that Crz = O(1) for B < f*.
To see this, we only need to show 5’1 and CVZ'Q can
be bounded by O(1) constants.  Actually, C1 <

2-1/271/4 exp[(B*po + 2p0c/B* 4 ) [Unin] = O(1)
since
\62/(1 — 2(ﬁﬂ0,2; C\/B)2

Umin
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can be bounded. Then we readily recognize

Cy = 46E2/2a\/§(\5 +/02 + 4a> /(4a'/?)

i 534_4
a1/2+ a

= /28 /2 (C13)

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

Next, the Lemma5 also need to be revisited.

proof for Lemma 5 with b — b. — First from Egs. (E27)
and (E28) we obtain

Z(n + 2p)pe_an2+5" S é{’pp"l‘l + éga_(p+l)/2

n=0

1/2
1 ~.
g F(p - 2) T 220 + 2p)Pe e (C14)

with 5’1 = 8625 and 5’2 = 21/27r1/2652/2a. However,

b+ dap + (B + 4ap)? + 8ap
To+2p =
4a
b+ 4a + /(b + 4a)? + 8a
<p
4a
b+ 4a + /(b + 4a)? + 8a
_ o —1/2
— a2 i (C15)
which gives us
2(zo + 2p)peg2/4a < Cha=v/?pp (C16)

with C5 = 652/4“<5+4a+\/(g+4a)2+8a>a1/2.

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

Z(n+2p)pe—a7ﬂ+§n < é[]zspp-‘rla—(p-i-l)/Q (Cl?)
n=0
with Cprs = 3max{5'4,a1/26v’4 + a5'4} and Cy =

maX{él,éQ,ég}. It’s also obviously that Cv'l,Cv’g and
C3 can be bounded by O(1) constant, which implies
Crs < O(1) for § < B* and finishes the proof. [ ]

Finally, equipped with the revisioned Lemma 3 and (5),
we move on to revisit Lemma 6.

proof for Lemma 6 with b — b. — TFirst we have from
Eq. (E34) that

Z(n + p)P exp [ max (—an® +5n)

=0 z€[n—p,n+p]

S Z npe—anz—i,-gn + (2p + 1)(n0 + 2p)peb2/4a
n=0



o0

Yt 2p)remer

n=0

(C18)

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

~ P ¥ ~
bounded by 3p {b/(za) r14 Qp} P12 < Chgp/2pptl
with Oy = eb”/2a [35/(2a1/2) + 9a1/2}, which means

max
z€[n—p,n+p]

i(n +p)” exp [

n=0
<CPaa™ 2OV 4 Char2prtt 4 Of
<Cr [ppﬂaf(ml)/z a2 12 a*p/zppﬂ]

(—an? +En)]

+1,-(p+1)/2

<C716Pp! (a—(il?+1)/2+a—(p+l)/2 +a—p/2)

<CP16%p! (2 + a1/2>a*(p+1)/2

§5%21a7@+lw2pL

(C19)
with éLg = max{L 16(2 + a1/2) max{é’Lg, 52, é[g,}}.
Note that Cv'g and further éLG can be bounded by O(1)

constant at high temperatures, by which we finish the
proof. |

Discussion. —. For the discussion part of Lemma 6, we
find that the original constant C defined in Eq. (E40)
can still be bounded by O(1) constant even if b — b.
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 8* in the three revisited lemmas above
can be chosen as either 87, 87, or B}, for different us-
ages. Based on the analysis above, we conclude that

oo
(0 + p)Pemesein-pnn(—os” tbe)+evBla+p)
n=0

gé’fglla*(p“)ﬂp! (C20)

J

o0
m=1GeAL, (Gx) [ ,Wegr: ™
J
G, =G

|Ca(X

=1

o0
<o Xy Y
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with éLG,l = ec\/ﬁém.
further have

Actually, for convenience we

(oo}
ax { S (1 + p)Pemsectn-pnin(-ast tbr)teBlatp),

n=0
oo

Z(n + p)pemaxwe[np,nw](‘”2“””)} < CPElam Pt 2L
n=0
(C21)

where Crg,, == max{éu;,l, Cre} = O(1) with Cpg being
the constant C defined in oringial Lemma6. Therefore,
we have for all x € Vg

he (w0, 8) o (w, 5')661(”1)

<J2m,7;(u)) 0272”” mg(w)+1 | o
= W Mg (w)! ( )

and Tr, 0z (1) < Cyque™= W /B with Cpa, =
Cr6.+1/2/Umin- Then from Eq. (E5) we obtain

mg(w)/2
1 < O\Q/,%r <C\2/7%7") [mL(w)']l/Q
(C23)

which further gives us the desired result after we follow
the same treatment from Egs. (B22)-(B28):

o= sl = (S)

Tr,

"T)

2 (w, §)e

| 1G]

[T wi(w)

i=1
(C24)

Here we have already set gq¢ = 0 and the expres-

sions for the O(1) constants are summarized as fol-

lows: Chu, = Co4, Cop5r = /C22,C24,, Copr =

2 ) )
eJ<Caa,r, Ca7r =006, and Co g, =20 7.

Vel (Cas.-vB)

jwl!

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

1 7o Cor\ " oD
XZGC(B)(\/&B) 5|w(j)|! g“i(wm)!

|G,

H i (w (J)

Vel (C5r\f |w(3>\

T

m=1GeAY (Gx) { wear: }m
7} i

Vx| v = Vel CS,rﬂl/Q
< Cg1 [IX]] Z Z (C5,+Cra,r) T=Cs, Be

m=1GeAT, (Gx)



Cs,28%/2
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|Gl

Vel 3 S 7
sarimy ¥ () (C25)
) "

m=1 Ge A, (Gx

Here, we used (C3,Crar, )lVG‘ <
(max{Cs5,Cra,r, 1})2‘G| and  define  Cgpo =
max{Cs ,Cr2,,1}> = O(1) with Cpa, being the
O(1) constant defined later. To obtain the second line
of Eq. (E26), we have used

g(;’j) < Cot(Cran VBl (C26)
with Cg1 = O(1). To see this, we first write
Ze(B) _2() ZeB) 2B 1
Z(B) Z(B) é(ﬂ) ~ Z(B) Try, e—ﬁVVVG7
(C27)

Where we have already used Lemma2 for the Hamilto-
nian H = W — I. The subtle point is how to deal with
the factor (Try, e —BWvg)—1 = [Tocv, (Tre” BWa) =1 with
—BW, = —BW, + cf§ ng. For x ¢ Vy, we can still
bound (’He BW. ) via Crav/B (see the discussion be-

fore Eq (E7)) For x € Vx, we first write —ﬁl\/I//
—an? + bn, with a = —BU, /2 and b=cyB— 1o,z 0-

ZOO e—an +bn >

n=0

= ma~"'/?/2 to obtain

» If b > 0, we use
ZZO:O e—an2 > fooo dz e—aac
-1
(Z:{Cio e—anz-‘rbn) S QGI/Z/ﬁ.
> Ifh < 0, we have Y >° e—an®+bn > fooo Qi e—av®+bz _
€b2/4aﬁa—1/2 erfc(|\6‘/2\/a)/2. Then by using [90]
o

erfe(x) > 0.16—212’ we obtain (ZZ‘;O e—a”2+b"> <
10632/4(12&1/2/\/%

Therefore, we conclude that for all b € R (note that
10eP°/42 > 1)

0o —1
(Z ea’n2+b’l’b> S 206172/4(1&1/2/\/77_’ (C28)

which leads us to (Tre‘ﬁVT/W>7 < Cro/B with

éLQ = 20 \V/ Umax/2 exp(ﬁ*ﬂo + 2#00\/57* + 02/4Umin)
at high temperatures 5 < (g*. Then by choos-
ing Cro, = maX{CLg,CV'Lg} = (O(1) we obtain
(Try, e PWve)=1 < (Cra,v/B)Vel 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

(C29)

Z, = Trexp (—ﬁH—Hﬂ/B Z nm>

zeVx

(

and evaluate
EOR A

Here, we introduced the quantity

lz_f/dnznx

zeVx
(C30)

Trnge PNV Lecvy ne
TI. e_ﬁHJ'"’]\/EngVX Ny

(na), = (C31)
To obtain the upper bound (nz>n < Cnﬁ’l/z with C), .=

Cr(Umax> Umin, fo, *,1) = O(1), we just need to repeat
the proof for Lemma 1 again with the parameter b in

Lemma 6 replaced by b, = b+7/3. Thanks to the analy-
sis from Eqgs. (C10)—(C19), the Lemma 6 still works under

this revision and we simply choose Cyy, == max,¢[g,q Cy =
O(1) to arrvie at (ny), < CinB~Y/2. Based on this in-
equality, Eq. (E33) gives us

Z(ﬁ) < eCém\VX| —

205 < op! (C32)
with Cg 1 = eCun = o).
3. Implication of Low Boson Density
From low-boson-density condition, we have
Zn pp < (Kl "‘2) , VseNT. (C33)

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

0o
§ ecn p
n=0

Then we choose a = ky !

n=0m=0 m=0
(C34)
and show that there exists v =
-1
Y(k1,k2) to let (k1e™!)™ " (k3 'm)™ < 4™T(m + 1).
To see this we just note that mIny + InT'(m + 1) —
ky'mInkie™ — mlnky 'm > 0 as long as we choose

v > 16(&16’1)“51m;1 and notice 16™I'(m + 1) > m™.
Therefore we further bound RHS of Eq. (C34) by
oo oo
a 1 1
pp < - _— C35
;e Pn < 2 mZ:: = (C35)
with choosing 0 < ¢ < y~!, which leads us to
1 _ :‘;2_1
P < ———e N7 (C36)

= el—cy)



Appendix D: Derivation of Calculations in Sec. VI

V(Jr)

1. Trace Norm of ¢ ""V& f(w)
. —ﬂW(+) ~
To obtain the bound for ||e” """ Ve f(w)|| , we first have
1
the formula similar to Eq. (C2)
—5W(+) c\/Bdﬁ(+) —
¢ f(w)=¢e G DAT
[0,8] 1wl

[w]+1 |w] “
Z AT; — H {e_AT’“WVG hx
i=1 k=1

(D1)
where in comparison with Eq. (C2) we denote §Ng =
ervc Suny with &, = 1 for z € Vy U V» and otherwise

6, = 0. Aslo, we can further decompose

w|

(+)
H |:€—A'rkWVG h)\k(w)(+):| —

= f[[ —anw( (Sk)(w)(ﬂ], (D2)

{sK=1,2 |w|

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 H w.r.t the word
w and the sequence (collected as a vector) §

[w|

~ (+)
H(w7§) = H |:6—A‘rkWVG hg\skk)(w)(-i') . (Dg)
k=1

Then the primary technical task at present is to recast
H(w,§) in two single Hilbert spaces To achieve this we

first decompose the product HLw‘ h) (o )( )(+) labelled by
into the sum of biparitite tensor products:

|w]
H h 5k) (+)

R (w
H k€K
= Z H h(sk (w) ® H hgik)(w
keKll

KL UKU=K,, kek!

w w w

Here, we defined I, {1,2,...,|w|} and denoted

by K™ the subsets of K, such that KL JKY =
Kw. Then by introducing the notation HY/(w,5) =
HkG’Cw e~ AWy F(hg\s:)(w), I/H) with

(D4)

(s1) 1/11
(sk) — h . (’UJ) ke ’Cw
F(hy ! (w),1/I1) = {1’\" kg Ky

(D5)
we arrive at the decomposition formula for H(w) in the
form of

Hw. 3= Y

K UKG=Kw

H'(w,5) @ HY(w,5).  (D6)

(w )(+)] e—AT\leWx(/g)
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To advance, we first note that the following decomposi-
tion [Tyexc, F(ASH (w ) 1/11) = [T,y he " (w, 5) where
each quantity in {h; Y(w,8)}pev,, can be expressed as

the production of a set of creation (al) or annihila-
tion operators (a;). More significantly, each term in

{h(s")( )}keKI/II only contributes exactly one opera-
(w ) for k € Ky
{a,,al, 1} to the site . Therefore, similar to the analy-
sis below Eq.(B11), we further write out hyu(w,éj ~
HkEICL/H OZ}J(’U} §). Then, by setting oi/g(w 3) =

tor (denoted by 0 ) picking from

,for k € [Id,{n]c we have h; /H(w 5) ~ [lex,, OI/H(w 3),

which can be readily dealt with the techniques devel-
opped previously. Based on this, we equip RYM (w,3) a

71/11

|w|-dimensional vector by (w, §) to describe the struc-

ture of hic/n(w7 §) for each site x € Vi, whose values can
be read off from the following dictionary:

oM w, ) = al  [BY M (w, 3] = +1,
oM, ) =1 [/ (uw, 3]s =
o Y™ (w, )]y = —1

(D7)

o' (w,5) =a,

for k =1,2,...,|w|. It’s worth remarking that Bj(w, 3) +
b (w,5) = b(w, 5) for # € V. Remember that the vector
b(w, §) stands for the |w|-dimensional vector describing

the structure of h;(w, §) resulting from HLw‘l h(sk)(

[L.ev, ha(w,5) [cf. Appendix B 3].
Next, in analogue to Eq. (C4) we have

w) =

ec\/B(SNGHI/H(w’ 5’)e—AT‘w‘+1WVG

= I W,

zeVg

X exp [OI/H(nw + c\[d (ng + BI/H(w, 3))

= H R (w, §)e

zeVg

0}/ (na)

D8

Here, we have denoted OI/H( z) = Z‘wl ATka((nm—g
I/H(w 5)) — ATy41Wa(ng) with BI/H(w 5 =
Z‘w‘ [bs(w, )]; denoting the total number of the opera-
tors corresponding to the truncated vector of by by Nw, 5).
Denoting my " (w) = Lw‘l [6Y ™ (w, )]5| as the num-

ber of the operators at site x offerred by the subword
{wi}ty cpr/m, we obtain [cf. Eq. (C23)]

B/ (aw, 3¢9 (02)

1

mI/IIw)/Q
025r<026r) @ /11 1/2
<—= = m/ M (w)!]'/2,
=VB \ VB !

To move further, we revise Eq. (B25) to obtain the rela-
1/11

tion between my
of subwords

(D9)
(w) and the vertice-wise multiplicities

0
=l (w)

0=1

myl M (w) (D10)



with /,LII/ g(w) only counts the number of the edges coming

from the subword w'/M

= {wi}, ey and laying at 0
direction of z. By recognizing the analogue of Eq. (23) in

the form of

2 ’uI/II( |G|
Syt Z“ W/ (D11a)
x€EV,y, =1

IG\
10 H v, H[Mw””)’rv (D11b)
eV, 0=1 =1
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we obtain from Eq. (D8) that

ec\/B(sNGHI/H(’LU, g)e_AT\wH’lWVG

(%) (%%

With the relations p;(w') + pi(w') = pi(w) and (by
summing over i from 1 to |G| we obtain) |w!|+|w!| = |w|,
Eq. (D12) leads us to

1
jw!/1] |G

H Hi(wI/H)-
i=1

(D12)

[w]
o B (+) _ (+)
LeVBSNGD 11 {e Anw it h(;:)(w)(ﬂ}e AT W

k=1

< ¥

KL UKl=

w w

- >

KL UK=L,

w

(%) (%
()

1G]

) [w]
KL, UKY=K, i=1

Il
N
S
S
=
~—
g
I/
&2
@[
5

which gives us the final result

() ~
e Ve f(w)

1

<B|w| C3s.r el 2C 7,y ol |
<l 5) () Hmw

_ 022,5,7“ lVG‘(20277\f)|w‘ o
-\ B |wl!

i (w)! (D14)

i=1

=YD

m=1GeAL, (Gx) weGr: m
G =Gif,_,

Vx |+ WA N N
<R IIVEY. Y

m=1GeAT, (9X) {

|Cs(X,Y)|

H [ec\/B(SﬁG ® ec\/B(SNG] [Hl(w’ g’) R HII(U), go)] l:eiAThuH—lWVG & eiAT\wH—IWVG}

ecVBONG HI(w, g)efﬁﬂwww\/c

A (%) (%

Huz—(w)
|w) |G|
) olul H.Uz _ (

X1 IF] chw(

S (O

1

’ 1

ec\/B‘SNGHI(w, g’)e*AﬂleWVc

1

1G]

LT L") [paa (™))

|
) KL, UKH=K, i=1

(D13)

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):

C Vel (o lw@) 1Gs] _
) e e

i=1

) 1G4

lw@]! [T (!

w('j)EG;: " =1
Gon=Gi),_,



V- VA D >
<oV, Y

m=1GeAT, (9X)

VIV L 1151 N CraB/?
<C73 IXHYn > > 1= Crafl?

m=1GeAD, (0X)

Here we used Eq.(C27) but with [cf. Eq. (E33)] Z, =
Tr exp (—ﬂH +VB Y aevy U vy nz):

L < Gy T (Cra/B) Y. (D16)

We also denote Crs = C§; = O(1) and Cry =
C71C%,,C72 = 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 C F

1 1 1
. E1l
Tre P = qyy. ¢ PHVE Try, e PMW0e (=)
Proof. —We introduced free energy functional
F(e):=TrHe—3"15(e) (E2)
with p1 = pw,, ® PHye = e PWve | Tre #Wve @
e PHVE I Tre PPV and py == e PH/TrePH. Here,

we replace the notation Hge with Hyg to emphasize the
support of this operator (they are equivalent, see Fig. 2).
From the Gibbs variational principle we have

F(p1) > F(pm). (E3)
To proceed, we first note that
Tr Hpy
=Tr (Hy, + Hyvs + Hi)p
Try, Hyze PWve  Tryg Hyge P17
= —EW “BH + Tr H1p1
TI‘VG e Ve TI"V& e Vé
TI'VG cheiﬂWVG
= E i
Try, e #Wve * (pHvé)
(E4)
Here, the operator H; = — > o~y Jyy(ala, + alay)
z,y€Voa ’ Y

denotes the terms acting on both region Vz and V(§, i.e.
part of the hopping term I supported by Vyg = {z €
Ve:yeVi:iz~ytlU{ye VS 3z eVg:ax~uyl
This structure results in Tr Hyp; = 0 in the second
line of Eq.(E4) since H; does not preserve the num-
bers of the particles in region Vg, which makes the trace

(07,10%2,»"@ (
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el

Cr723%/?
1— Cr B2

Gl
(D15)

(

Try ale Ve = Tr, a,e W+ = 0 for 2 € Vg Vag. On
the other hand, we have

B71S(p1)
=57"S(pwy,,) + 5715(PHV5)
=E(pwy) + E(pmy: ) + 57 InTry, e 7o

—BHvg

+B8 ' InTryg e (E5)

By subtituding Egs. (E4) and (E5) into Eq. (E3) we ob-
tain
TrHpy — B 'S(p1) > =B ' InTre #H
TI“VG I\/GeiﬂWG
Try, e AWvq
+ 6 ' Tryg e PHvE > gl InTre PH
’I‘I-VG e*BWvG TrVé e*ﬁHv(C;
Tre—PH
1 1 1
o pH = “BHy< —BWv
Tre Trvé e vé Try, e Va

+ B In Try,, e PWve

< _ TI‘VG IVG€75WVG
Try, e #Wve

=In

(E6)
where we have used Iy, = Hy, — Wy, and in the last
second line we used Try,, Iy, e #Wve = 0 since Iy, does
not preserve the number of the particles in the region V.
Therefore we finish the proof. |

Discussion. — By Eq.(B2) we have (Tr,e #W«)=1 <

2a + [B)Y2//T < 2(Umax/2 + p10)/2/B/ /7 and fur-
ther

1 1
< C Ve
Tre PH =y e PHVS (Crav/B)
G
Zep)
< Vel E
with Cra == 2(Umax/2 + 10)"/?//m = O(1)
Lemma 3. For a,b > 0 and p > 1/2, we have
Z npe—(anz—bn) < Cpa_(p+1)/2(p!)1/2. (ES)
n=0
Actually, C = 4C3, C3 = max{4C? 8aCs},

Cy = \/5(34’2/2“(66171/2 + V0207324 4) and C, =
9-1/271/4¢b* /20 For b < 0, we can also obtain the bound
in the same form of Eq. (E8) by replacing b — —b+¢ with
€ > 0. Here we abuse the notations C, Cy, Cs, ... to avoid
introducing too many symbols.



Proof. — First we denote f(z) = aPe=7" b7 and find
that f(z) is increasing in [0, zo] and decreasing in [z, 00)
with 2o = (b + /b + 8ap)/(4a). The maximun point
o should always fall between other two integers, i.e.,
xo € [w1, 2] With 21,25 € ZT. Then we have

[e%s} x1—1
> fn) Zf )+ f(z1) + fla2) + Z fn
n=0 n=xs+1
d
< / z f(2) + 2/ (x0)

= / dz f(x) + 23:06_(”3_1’“)
0
P
o b+ /b2
S/ dz f(z) + <+4+8ap> 9pb”/4a
0 a

(E9)
Then by Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality we have

[ < ¢ [z [ aaemnersn
oo afiet (o ()
(+3)"

where we used erf(x) <
2-1/271/4¢6°/2a Tater we should turn to deal with
Eq.(B9). By using /b2 +8ap < b2 +4ay/2p for
p > 1/2, we find (b + /b + 8ap)/(4a) < \fba_l/Q
b2a=3/2 + 4)a ’1/2 p'/2 /4, which means we can bound
2f(xg) < C’ga_p/%v”/2 with Cy = \@61’2/2"@@_1/2 +
Vb%a—3/2 +4). By noticing T'(p+1/2)"/% > 2-2rpr/2
for p > 1/2 we can reorganize Eq. (E9) in the form of

<Cya~ /21

(E10)
1 and defined C; =

1/2
+ Cga—pﬂpp/?

> fn)

n=0

< Cya-+D/2T <p n 1)
= 2

< \/5[01 + (402)17@1/2}a—(p-&-l)/?(p!)l/?

< Cpaf(pﬂ)/?(p!)l/?

(E11)
Here, to obtain the second line we used I'(p + 1/2) <
2T'(p + 1) = 2p! and in the last line we used for p >
1/2 that \/501 + \/5(402)1)&1/2 < \/501 + (2@ . 402)13 <
(4C%)P + (8aCq)P < 2C% = CP, where we have defined
C;3 = max{4C%,8aCs} and C = 4C3. Therefore, we
finished the proof. ]

Discussion. —Now we show that for the setup demon-
strated in the main text, where a = BU,/2, b = Buo,
and 8 < 8%, the quantity C can be bounded above by
constant of order O(1). Here the lower bound of high
temperature regime 8* can be chosen as either 87, 87,
or 1., for different usages. Actually, we can bound C as
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follows

C =4Cs
= 4max{4C?,8aCy}
< 4(4C3 + 8aCy)

xl/2

=16 /0 4 324/26"° /29 (ba /2 4 \/b2a-3/2 + 4)

< 64[e/% 4 VB2 a2 1 /202 1)
< 64¢¥°/ (1 T ba Y2 4 /p2a32 4)
< 64e?/0 (1 +ba~ Y2 4 ba=3* 4 2)

— 64eb’/a (3 +ba~ V2% 4 ba_3/4).

(E12)
Then we use

Cc< 64eb”/a (3 +ba 1?4 ba73/4>

=640/ (3 4 81210, U2 4 Y 0, U %)

S6462[3 12 /Unmin (3 + 21/25*1/2U0U;11rl/2 + 23/4B*1/4M Uml?;/z;
=0(1).

(E13)
Therefore, one may rewrite Lemma 3 as

ane_(an2/2_HO,mn) < CP(U,B/2)" wtD/2(pn1/2
n=0
(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 Klu] = Klwp, w1, wa, ..., W]

with wo = v | G° and wy=ulG;(j=12,..,
have

> fw) =

weK (u)

m), we

wo) f (w1) f(wz)...f(wm).  (E15)

with f(w) defined in Eq.(16). The same relation also
holds for f(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 f(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 f(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 wg, w1, ..., w,, fixed. The numbers
of the ordered permutations corresponding to K(u) is
given by # OP[K (u)] = [w]!/(jwo|ljwi|L..|wn]!), where
recall that we denote |w| = > |wg|.



With this notation, we expand LHS of Eq. (B6) as fol-
lows

> flw

weK (u)

To(1)
/ dT[, / dTg(g)
oc€OP| K(u

X ho (1) (To(1)) Pa(2) (To(2)) - Po(jw)) (To(jw)))

To(1) To(|w|—1)
Z / dTa(l)/ dTa(g).../O dTo(\wD

0c€OP[K]

X h(wo, Towe )h(W1, Toy ) oo -h( Wiy Tow,, )-
(E16)

Here, we actually note that for each elements w € K (u),
the subsequences wy (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 Z which maps a
word aias...a,, into a subset of R™ in the form of

Z(arag...am) =B > a1 > as > ... > ay > 0. (E17)
We denote A = ajas...a,, and B = bibs...
convenience and define the addition

b, for later

I(A+ B) :=I1(A)| JI(B (E18)

Next, we show

IZ(AwB) =Z(A)| JZ(B)
with AL 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 LI B and
OP[(A, B)], where we use OP[(A4, B)] to denote the set
of all the ordered permutations over the sequence A o B
but with the inner orders of A and B fixed. There is an
one-to-one map between each summand of A W B and
each element in OP[(A, B)]. With this fact, we can also
denote

(E19)

I(AWB) = 7,
c€OP[(A,B)]

- U

s€OP[(A,B)]

Z(e()o(2)...0(m +n)). (E20)

The proof of Eq. (E19) is as follows: we consider the
point & = (a1, a2, ..., Am, b1, b2, ..., by,) € RPT™. If 2 €
Z(AWB), then there exist 0y € OP[(A, B)| to let x € Z,,,
which implies

B>a1>as>...2am >0
B>by>by>...>2b, >0 } UI (E21)
Then we know x € Z(A)|JZ(B). Conversely, if we have
x € Z(A) JZ(B), we also have Eq. (E21). Depending on
the order of {ax}}", and {by}}_, there always exist o1 €
OP[(A, B)] such that « € Z,,, which is a subset of Z( AL
B). Therefore we have x € Z(AwB) and prove Eq. (E21).
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By the associative property of the shuffle product and
iteration we have

I(AywAyw..wA,) =|JI(4
k=1

(E22)

a(jwl-1)
/ d7,(w))  Using Eq. (E22) we can recast Eq. (E16) as
0

> flw)

weK

D7

o€OP[K] ‘LEI(U(TI)‘7(72)~~U(7'|w|))

X h(wo, Towe )R (W1, Topy ) P (Wi s Too,, )

-/ P
FeI(%‘wO Wy LW W Ty, )

X h(wo, Towe )R (W1, Ty ) P(Winy Tow,, )

:/ DT h(wo, Twe )W, Ty ) h(Win,y Tow,,))
TE€Uh=o Z(Tk)

k=0
m m
11/ DFntwen =[] s (E23)
k=0 T€Tuwy k=0
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 v = (12, 3), where we

use 1,2, 3 rather than A, As € G and \; € G for brevity.
Then Eq. (E16) reduces to

> fw)

weK[(12,3)]
—f(123) + £(132) + £(312)

/drl/ dTQ/ drs h(1,71)h(2,72) (3, 73)
+/ dn/o dfg/o dry h(1, 71)h(3, 73)h(2, 72)

B T3 T1
d7’3 / dT1 / dTQ h(3,7’3)h(1,7’1)h(2,7’2)

0 0

B
(/ d’l'l/ dTQ/ d7'3 +/ dTl/ dTg/ dT2
0 0 0

B
—|—/ dTg/ dry d7—2> 1 Tl)h(Q,Tg)h(?),Tg)
0 0 0

B
/ dT1 dTQ dr
0 0 0

B B
dT1 / d’TQ ]. ’7'1 (2,’7’2)/ dT3 h(377'3)
0 0 0
=f(12)f(3).

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

+

h(l T1)h(2, T2)h(3, Tg)

(E24)



of the fourth line, since
B2m1>2m22>21320
B>2m1 21321720 é{
B2m32>211 21220

B>2T1 21720

p=>132>0 (£25)

The main idea is that for each word in the equivalent
class, the inner sequences of edges and 7 are fixed.

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

oo

Z(n + Qp)pe—an2+bn < Cppp+1a_(p+l)/2. (E26)
n=0
Actually, C = 3max{Cy,a'/?Cy + aCy}. Here

we also defined C; = max{C;,C2,Cs}, C3 =
et /4a [ba71/2 +a'/? + \/(b +4a)2a=3/2 + 8] , Cy =
21/271/4¢b*/2a and Oy = 8e2b. For b < 0, we can also
obtain the bound in the same form of Eq. (E26) by replac-

ing b — —b + € with € > 0. Here we abuse the notations
C, (1, Cy, ... to avoid introducing too many symbols.

Proof. — We denote f(z) = (z + 2p)pefax2+bx.

It’s easy to see that this function is increasing
in [0,z0] and decreasing in [z(,0] with =z =
(b —dap + /b2 + 8ap(b + 1) + (4ap)2) /4a. Similar to

the proof of Lemma 4, we obtain
Sosn) < [ deso)+2s@). (20
n=0 0

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

| @)

2p 00
= dz (z + Qp)pef‘”ﬁ“m + dz (z + 2p)p67”2+bx
0 2p
2p 0o N
< dz (2p + 2p)Pe?P + dx (2z)Pe—av Tbe
0 2p

<2p(2p + 2p)Pe?P + / dz (Qx)pe*”rz*b‘”
0
1\ /2
<OPpPHY 4 CFqPHD/2D <p + >
- 2

(E28)
= 21/271/2¢6%/2a Then
(b+4ap)? +8ap <

with C; = 8e2* and C,
by noticing that for p > 1,
p+/(b+ 4a)? + 8a we can obtain

2f(z0) < C’ga*p/Qpp (E29)

with (5 == /4 [ba*l/Q +a'/? 4+ \/(b+ 4a)2a=3/2 + 8} :

Putting Egs. (E28) and (E29) into Eq. (E27) we arrive
at

i f(n) <Y [p”“ +a~PHD2D(p 4+ 1/2)1/2 a—p/2pp]
n=0

< CPopPtig— (D)2 (a(p+1)/z 114 al/z)

< OPpPtlq=(et1)/2, 0
E30
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Here, in the first line we denoted Cy := max{C1, Cs,C3}
and in the second line we used 2pP*t! >
max{pPt! p? T'(p + 1/2)"/2}.  In the last line of
Eq. (E30) we used C}[1+ al/? + a(p+1)/2] <307 <P
with C = max{Cy,a'/?Cy + aCy} and C = 3C} to
obtain the finish the proof. |

Discussion. —Now we show that for the setup demon-
strated in the main text, where a = BU,/2, b = Buo
and f < B*, the quantity C' can be bounded above by
constant of order O(1). Actually, We can bound C' as
follows

C =3 max{Cy, a'’?0y + aCy}
<3(1+a'? 4 a)(Cy + Cy 4 Cs)

§3(1+a1/2+a){8€2b+21/2ﬂ'1/46b2/2a+€b2/4a

x [ba"Y? 4 a'/? 4 \/(b—i- 4a)2a=3/%2 + 8 }

Sg(l +a1/2 +a)862b+b2/2a{1 4 1

+ [ba=V? 4 al/? 4 \/(b +4a)2a=3/2 4 8 }

<24(1+a'/? + a)e2b+b2/2“{2 +ba~ V2 4 a1/?
+ (b+4a)a™%* + 8}

<21+ (B Una /2)1/2 + B Upna /22510 +5 18/ Unin
X (54 VB 10 (Unnin/2) 72 + /B (Unax/2) /2
+ /B 110 (Unin /2) ™% + 43/ B* (Umax/2)"*)

=0(1). (E31)

Therefore, one may rewrite Lemmab as
Z(n + 2p)Pe=(Uan®/2=p0.0m) < OP(7, 3/2)~ PHD/2ppt
n=0

(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

i(n +p)? exp {

n=0

max

(—az?® + br)
z€[n—p,n+p|

§Cp+1a_(p+1)/2p! (E33)
If p > 1, then
C = max{3max{16Cy,16C,a'/? 16C4a},1}.  Here

we also defined Cy = max{C;,C5 Cs}, where C;
is the constant C defined in Lemma3 while Cy :=
e?*/2a[3h/(2a) + 9] and Cj is the constant C defined in
Lemmab5. If p = 0, the lemma still holds but with
C = e’ /4a(2¢1/2 4 71/2) and RHS of Eq. (E33) should be
replaced with Ca='/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+ € with ¢ > 0. Here we abuse the notations
C,Cq,Cy, ... to avoid introducing too many symbols.



Proof. — First we consider the case p > 1, we denote
no = [b/2a] and V(x) := —ax? + bz to consider different
cases.

» Forn € [0,ng—1—p|, z € [n—p,n+p| C [-p,no—1] so
that in this case max,e,—p.nip)(—an +bn) = V(n+p).
» Forn € [ngo —p,no+p|, = € [n—p,n+p C
[no — 2p, no + 2p], we have max,¢(n_p nip (—an® +bn) =

J

max
z€[n—p,n+p]

i(n +p)P exp [

n=0

(—an® + bn)]

no—1l—p

no+p
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max{V(no),V(no—1),V(no+ 1)} <V(b/2a).

» For n € [ng+ 1+ p,o0], we have = € [n — p,n+ p| C
[no+1, 00] so that max,efn—p.nip (—an®+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

no+p

=0(ng —1—p) Z (n+p)PeV P 4 6(ny — p) Z (n+ p)PeV®/29) 4 g(—ng + p) Z (n + p)Pe” (¥/20)

n=0 n=ng—p n=0

no+p o
+opng D (e P04 3T (ngpyre
n=0 n=no+p+1
no—1—p no-+p

IN

n=0 n=ngo—p

nog—1 no+p fe'e)

Z (TL +p)P€V(”+P) + Z (n +p)PeV(b/2a) +

oo

Z (n + p)Pe¥ (=P)

n=ng+p+1

< Z kPe () 4 Z (n + p)PeV (/20 4 Z (k + 2p)PeV®

k=p n=no—p k=no+1

< Z npefan2+bn + (2p + 1)(77,0 + 2p)p6b2/4a + Z(n + 2p)p€*an2+bn
n=0

n=0

(E34)

with 0(e) and Je o 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 Lemmab5,
respectively. So now we turn to deal with the
second term in Eq.(E34), which can be bounded

by 3p[b/(2a) + 1+ 2p|Pe?’/2e < CPprtl with Cp =
e?*/2a[3h/(2a) + 9]. Then we arrive at

Z(n + p)P exp [ . max

— z€[n—p,n+p]
<CPa=PHD/2(phV/2 4 CEpPHL 4 CEpPHlg=(PHD)/2

<cr [pp+1a—(17+1)/2 F a2 ()12 +pp+1]

(—az® + bx)}

<CP167p! (afwl)/z gD/ | 1)
SCfl6pp!(1 +1+ a(”+1)/2)a_(p+l)/2

<CPa~PH1/2p), (E35)

Here, in the third line we denoted Cy := max{Cy, Cs,C5}
with C7 and C5 being the constants C' in Lemma 3 and
Lemma 5, respectively. In the fourth line of Eq.(E35)
we used 167p! > pPtl > pP > pl > (p)Y/2. To see
this, we first show that p? < 4PI'(p), which is equiva-
lent to plnp < plnd 4+ InT(p). To prove this we de-
note g(z) = InT(x) + zln4 — zlnz and find ¢g(1) =
1.38629... > 0. Then the derivative reads ¢'(z) =
»O (z)+Ind+Inz+1 > ¢'(1) = 1.80908... > 0, which im-

(

plies g(x) > 0 for > 1. Here we have used the digamma
function, which is strictly increasing on (0,00). In the
last line of Eq.(E35), we used C}167[2+ a(P*1)/2] <
(16C,)" + (16C4)" + (16C4a)? < 3CF < C"P with
C} = max{16Cy,16C4a} and C" := 3C). Then we use
C"? < CP*! with C := max{1,C"} to obtain the desired
the result.
For p = 0 we have

Z efan2+bn S / dx efax2+bw + 26172/40,
n=0 0
<eV' /4 fram1/2 4 9V Ae = 01/, (E36)
Thus we finish the proof. |
Discussion. — We can also obtain the following bound:

max
z€[n—p,n+p]

o0
S exp [
n=0

whose proof is simple:

(—az? + bx)] < Cpa~'/?, (E37)

o0
Z exp { max (—ax® + bx)]
— z€[n—p,n+p]
n=0
no—1l—p no+p 0
< Z eVntp) | Z eV (b/2a) 4 Z eV (n—p)
n=0 n=ng—p n=no+p+1



no— 1 n0+p o
ECED N
n=ng—p k=no+1

+(2p+ 1)6b2/4“.

<2 Z e—an +bn
<3p (i e
n=0

Si,)p(clcfl/z + eb2/4a>

SCpCl_l/2

an’®+bn + eb2 /4a>

(E38)

where in the last second line we used Eq. (E36) and in
the last line we defined C := 3(C” + ¢?*/4a1/2),
We can bound C' as follows
C = max{3max{16Cy, 16C4a'/?,16C4a}, 1}
< 3max{16Cy, 16C4a'/?,16Ca} + 1
<48(1+4a'? +a)Cy + 1
<48(1+a'’? +a)(C1 4 Cy+ C5) + 1

3b
< 48(1+a'’? +a) [Cl 4 b*/2a (2 + 9) + Cg:| +1
a

< 48[1 + (B Umax/2)"? + B Umax/2

. 3
x {Cl + €7 H6/ Unmin (U”f) +9) + 03] +1

=0(1) (E39)

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

C=3(C + eb2/4aa1/2)
_ 3(eb2/4aﬁ+26b2/4aa1/2 +€b2/4aa1/2)

< SeB*MO/QUmi“(\/?r+ 3 5*Umax/2)

= 0(1) (E40)

To can choose the larger one between the constants in
Egs. (E39) and (E40) to construct the bound.
Therefore, one may rewrite Lemma6 as

Z(n + p)P exp { max
yel

o n—p,n+p)

<C(U,B/2)"

(*U."cyz/Q + ,LLO,."cy):|

(p+1)/2 p+1

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

Zexp[

<C(U,B/2)""?p

max
[n—p,n+

]( Umy2/2 + NO,xy):|
(E42)

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

33

Lemma 7. For non-negative integer mq,ms, ..., ms we
have
S
m; ! s
(231 l> 3 mi
— < gi=t (E43)

S
I[Im
i=1
Proof. — Note that from the multinomial theorem

|
my ms m. M!
"yt —
milma!..my!
mi+mo+...+mg=M
my,ma,...,ms >0

= (z14+ 204 ... +x5)M (E44)

By putting 1 = 2 = ... = s, = 1, we find the RHS of
Egs. (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 {ui(w)}, ol 1 be the edge-wise multiplic-
ities of the word w a certaln constant C' > 0, then we

have
(C\/B le |G| CB/? |G|
2 Ll = (1 - 051/2)
weG*:G =G
(E45)
for C/B < 1.

Proof. — First we denote n := |G| and omit the argument
of {px (w)}L(ill for brevity and start from

lw| G|
> | T

weG*:GCw k=1
B ) S I
T st \HL A2, i it

p1tpet. A pn=l

o0
I=n pi,p2,...;pn2>1
p1tpet. A=l

o0
<> 2
l=n pi1,p2,. . Hn>1
prtpet. A pn=l

S Y (evB) ! (avE) e (eE)”

l=n pi1,p2,..pn=>1
p1tpet.. A pn=l

_> (@VB) Y (avE) Y (anE)”

p1=1 pa2=1

ﬂ1/2 |G|
~(eam)

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 Cy/8 < 1 to ensure the summation con-
verges. |

o (CVR) L
! 0 kgl“

(cvB)

(E46)



Lemma 9. Let Gy C E be some edge subset, we denote
Gm = {GIGNF # 0,|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 G,
can be bounded by

|G| < o™ (E47)
with o = O(1).

Proof. — We simply list the lemma here for convenience
and refer the readers to the discussion below Eq. (All)
of Ref.[20], proposition 3.6 of Ref.[91] and Ref[18] for
details. [ ]
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