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Abstract

In the first-quantized description of bosonic systems permutation cycles formed by the particles play a
fundamental role. In the ideal Bose gas Bose-Enstein condensation (BEC) is signaled by the appearance
of infinite cycles. When the particles interact, the two phenomena may not be simultaneous, the
existence of infinite cycles is necessary but not sufficient for BEC. We demonstrate that their appearance
is always accompanied by a singularity in the thermodynamic quantities which in three and four
dimensions can be as strong as a one-sided divergence of the isothermal compressibility. Arguments
are presented that long-range interactions can give rise to unexpected results, such as the absence of
infinite cycles in three dimensions for long-range repulsion or their presence in one and two dimensions
if the pair potential has a long attractive tail.

1 Introduction

Feynman [F] predicted in 1953 that during Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) the particles would form
long permutation cycles. This was proven for the ideal (noninteracting) gas much later [S1, S2]. BEC
of noninteracting atoms is a pure consequence of the Bose statistics. Interaction blurs the effect of the
statistics and makes the proof of analogous results more difficult. The subject of this article is not BEC.
Instead, we examine the circumstances under which infinite cycles can be present in systems of particles
interacting via stable integrable pair potentials. For reference, let us start by recalling the basic facts
about the ideal Bose gas. In the absence of interaction infinite cycles appear simultaneously with BEC,
and the phenomenon is the consequence of a kind of saturation. Let ζ denote Riemann’s zeta function, ρ
the number density, β = 1/kBT the inverse temperature and λβ =

√

2π~2β/m the thermal wave length
associated with a particle of mass m. Finite cycles constitute a reservoir of particles which has infinite
capacity in one and two dimensions, but in d ≥ 3 dimensions the capacity is limited: finite cycles can be
filled with particles up to ρ = ζ(d/2)/λd

β . When the density is above this value, the surplus goes into infinite
cycles that are macroscopic, i.e., each of them contains a positive fraction of the total number of particles;
moreover, the infinite cycles carry the zero-momentum particles, that is, the condensate, and only them
[S2]. The saturation or its absence can be read off also from the upper bound of the chemical potential µ.
Irrespective of the density and temperature, in the ideal Bose gas the smallest upper bound to µ, i.e., its
supremum, is zero, and there is saturation only if the supremum is attained, so it is a maximum. In one
and two dimensions zero is only a supremum, while it is a maximum for d ≥ 3. The difference between the
two cases is manifest if first the thermodynamic limit is taken and then µ is sent to its supremum. The
two limits cannot be interchanged, a fact that was not clear to Einstein’s contemporaries; see e.g. [Uh]
and its revision [L], [KU].

It is not obvious whether, in the case of interacting atoms, the occurrence of infinite cycles and BEC
are related in the same way as in the ideal gas. It has been shown that the two phenomena coincide
in the mean-field model, and that the density of particles in infinite cycles agrees with the density of
the condensate [S2], [BCMP]. This is true also for the so-called perturbed mean-field model in which
the interaction is diagonal in the creation and annihilation operators, depending only on the occupation
number operators N̂k of the plane wave states [DMP]. The first deviation from the ideal gas was found in
the Bose-Hubbard model with infinite-range hopping and infinite [BP], [Tth] or finite [Bo] on-site repulsion.
In this case BEC and the occurrence of infinite cycles is still simultaneous but the associated densities
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are not the same. The question for realistic pair potentials was addressed by Ueltschi [U1, U2] who put
forward the idea that infinite cycles without BEC can occur in crystals. There is also a closely related
new field of research on models of random permutations whose Boltzmann-type probability distribution
is determined by some interaction among the cycles; see e.g. [BU1], [BU2], [BUV], [EP], [AD1], [AD2],
[DV]. In these models infinite cycles occur in a range of the parameters, however BEC cannot be defined
independently of them.

In this paper we recall an earlier result, according to which at least the occurrence of infinite cycles
is a necessary condition for BEC; as a novelty, we argue that they can appear without BEC even in one
and two dimensions if the pair potential is attractive at long distances. Since long-range attraction leads
to phase separation in one dimensional classical systems [D], [J], this may be less surprising than our
other finding that long-range repulsion can prevent the formation of infinite cycles and thus BEC in three
dimensions. It will be seen that the appearance of infinite cycles is again the result of saturation. Finite
cycles can support a density ρ ≤ ζc/λ

d
β, where ζc depends on β, and the surplus ρ − ζc/λ

d
β is carried by

infinite cycles. The free energy density f(ρ, β) is a convex function of the density [R], so ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ, the
chemical potential in the canonical ensemble, increases with ρ. It is the solution of two different equations
when ρ is smaller or larger than ζc/λ

d
β; the result is a function that varies continuously, but has different

analytic forms below and above ζc/λ
d
β. In three and four dimensions the transition is of second order,

∂2f/∂ρ2 jumps from zero to a positive value when ρ passes ζc/λ
d
β increasingly, implying a similar jump of

the derivative of the pressure with respect to ρ and giving rise to a one-sided divergence of the isothermal
compressibility. If the limit of ζc is finite when β goes to infinity, at zero temperature all the particles are
in infinite cycles, even though BEC cannot be complete.

In the following we discuss the formulas and what we expect when only finite cycles are present, draw
partly conjectural conclusions about infinite cycles, and make some final comments.

2 Finite cycles in the infinite system

The analysis is based on the path integral representation of the partition function. A detailed treatment of
the path integral formalism in Quantum Statistical Mechanics can be found in Ginibre’s Lecture Notes [G].
Other useful sources are the books [Si], [Ro] and [LHB]. Consider N identical bosons on the d-dimensional
torus Λ = (−L/2, L/2]d (hypercube of side L with periodic boundary conditions). Let X = (x1, . . . , xN ) ∈
ΛN , then the canonical partition function is

QN,L =
1

N !

∑

π∈SN

∫

ΛN

dX

∫

W β
X,πX( dΩ)e−βU(Ω).

Here SN is the group of permutations, πX = (xπ(1), . . . , xπ(N)), and W β
X,πX( dΩ) is the Brownian bridge

measure on the torus for N -particle trajectories Ω(t) = (ω1(t), . . . , ωN(t)), t ∈ [0, β], such that Ω(0) = X
and Ω(β) = πX . Furthermore,

βU(Ω) =
∑

1≤j<k≤N

∫ β

0

uL(ωk(t)− ωj(t)) dt

where uL is the periodized pair potential,

uL(x) =
∑

z∈Zd

u(x+ Lz), u(x) = u(−x).

To be clear, ωi : [0, β] → R
d,

W β
X,πX( dΩ) =

N
∏

i=1

W β
xi,xπ(i)

( dωi), W β
xy( dω) =

∑

z∈Zd

P β
x,y+Lz( dω), (1)
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and P β
x,y+Lz( dω) is the Brownian bridge measure for trajectories ω in R

d that start in x at t = 0 and end

in y + Lz at t = β. In other words, the one-particle trajectories are not on the torus but in R
d, and it is

the integrand Φ(Ω) that satisfies Φ(Ω) = Φ(Ω + (Lz1, . . . , LzN)) for any z1, . . . , zN ∈ Z
d.

Each Ω breaks up into permutation cycles, and by distinguishing the cycle ω that contains particle
no.1, QN,L can be rewritten in a form close to a recurrence relation,

QN,L =
1

N

N
∑

n=1

∫

Λ

dx

∫

Wnβ
xx ( dω)e−βU(ω)QN−n,L(ω) =

1

ρ

N
∑

n=1

∫

Wnβ
00 ( dω)e−βU(ω)QN−n,L(ω) (2)

where ρ = N/Ld. The second form follows from translation invariance,

βU(ω) =
∑

0≤j<k≤n−1

∫ β

0

uL(ω(kβ + t)− ω(jβ + t)) dt,

and

QN−n,L(ω) =
1

(N − n)!

∑

π∈SN−n

∫

ΛN−n

dX

∫

W β
X,πX( dΩ)e−βU(Ω)e−βU(ω,Ω).

In the above formula Ω is a N − n-particle trajectory and

βU(ω,Ω) =

n−1
∑

j=0

N−n
∑

k=1

∫ β

0

uL(ωk(t)− ω(jβ + t)) dt. (3)

Without e−βU(ω,Ω), QN−n,L(ω) is just QN−n,L. We will analyze the equation

ρ =
N
∑

n=1

∫

Wnβ
00 ( dω)e−βU(ω)QN−n,L(ω)

QN,L
=

N
∑

n=1

ρN,L
n

in the thermodynamic limit. ρN,L
n is deduced from the previous equality where ρN,L

n /ρ corresponds to
the probability according to the canonical Gibbs distribution that particle no.1 is in a cycle of length n.
Because the particles are indistinguishable, ρN,L

n is also the partial density carried by n-cycles.
We cut the sum into two, from 1 to M and from M + 1 to N and take limM→∞ limN,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ. In

the sum up to M the thermodynamic limit can be executed under the summation sign, therefore

ρ =

∞
∑

n=1

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

ρN,L
n + lim

M→∞
lim

N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

N
∑

n=M+1

ρN,L
n .

The infinite sum is the contribution of the finite cycles in the infinite system, the second term is that of
the infinite cycles. Let us suppose that the latter is zero, then the equation to investigate is

ρ =

∞
∑

n=1

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

ρN,L
n =

∞
∑

n=1

ρn, (4)

and we would like to see how can it fail if ρλd
β is large enough. However, first we recall from [Ue], [S3] that

Eq. (4) implies the absence of BEC.
O. Penrose and Onsager [PO] postulated BEC of interacting bosons as the increase of the largest

eigenvalue of the one-particle reduced density matrix σN,L
1 proportionally to N . This extends the original

definition that BEC is the presence of zero-momentum particles in numbers proportional to N . Indeed,
on a hypercube of side L with periodic boundary conditions

σN,L
1 =

∑

k∈(2π/L)Zd

Nk|k〉〈k|.

3



Here |k〉〈k| is the orthogonal projection to the one-dimensional subspace spanned by L−d/2e ik·x, and Nk

is the expected number of particles in that state. The Banach-space analogue of the Perron-Frobenius
theorem [KR] implies that N0 is the largest eigenvalue with eigenvector identically equal to L−d/2. Let

〈x|σN,L
1 |y〉 denote the integral kernel of σN,L

1 (the off-diagonal correlation function), then

ρN,L
0 =

N0

Ld
=

1

Ld

∫

Λ

〈x|σN,L
1 |0〉dx.

Utilizing this identity, one can prove the inequality

ρN,L
0 ≤

N
∑

n=1

ρN,L
n

1

Ld

∫

Λ

exp

{

− πx2

nλ2
β

}

dx.

In the absence of infinite cycles the thermodynamic limit can be taken term by term, resulting zero for
each term.

Now we start the analysis of Eq. (4). We introduce three probability densities,

mn,L(ω) ≡
1

∫

Wnβ
00 ( dω′)

, mu
n,L(ω) =

e−βU(ω)

∫

Wnβ
00 ( dω′)e−βU(ω′)

, MN−n,L(Ω) =
e−βU(Ω)

(N − n)!QN−n,L
.

The first two is defined on single-particle trajectories starting and ending in 0 in the time interval [0, nβ],
the first being the uniform distribution on this set. The third probability measure is on the set of N − n-
particle trajectories that start in some X ∈ ΛN−n at time 0 and end in πX at time β, where π is any
permutation of 1, . . . , N − n. With them ρN,L

n can be divided into four factors,

ρN,L
n =

(∫

Wnβ
00 ( dω)

)

QN−n,L

QN,L
E

[

e−βU(·)
]

mn,L

E

[

e−βU(·,·)
]

mu
n,L×MN−n,L

, (5)

where

E

[

e−βU(·)
]

mn,L

=

∫

Wnβ
00 ( dω)e−βU(ω)mn,L(ω)

and

E

[

e−βU(·,·)
]

mu
n,L×MN−n,L

=

∫

Wnβ
00 ( dω)mu

n,L(ω)
∑

π∈SN−n

∫

ΛN−n

dX

∫

W β
X,πX( dΩ)MN−n,L(Ω)e

−βU(ω,Ω).

The thermodynamic limit of the first two factors of ρN,L
n is easily obtained. The first is independent of the

density, and with
∫

P t
xy( dω) = λ−d

t e−π(x−y)2/λ2
t , λt =

√

2π~2t/m

its limit is

lim
L→∞

∫

Wnβ
00 ( dω) =

1

λd
βn

d/2



1 + lim
L→∞

∑

06=z∈Zd

e−L2z2/nλ2
β



 =
1

λd
βn

d/2
, (6)

cf. Eq. (1).
Concerning the second factor in (5), let us recall that the free energy FN,L of N particles in the

hypercube of side L and the free energy per unit volume fN,L = FN,L/L
d are related to QN,L through the

formula
QN,L = e−βFN,L = e−βLdfN,L ,

so

QN−1,L

QN,L
= eβ(FN,L−FN−1,L) = exp

{

β
fN,L − fN−1,L

N/Ld − (N − 1)/Ld

}

→ exp

{

β
∂f(ρ, β)

∂ρ

}

(N,L → ∞, N/Ld = ρ).
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Therefore

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

QN−n,L

QN,L
= lim

N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

n
∏

i=1

QN−i,L

QN−i+1,L
=

(

eβ∂f(ρ,β)/∂ρ
)n

, (7)

where
f(ρ, β) = lim

N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ
fN,L

is the free energy density and ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ is the chemical potential. The formulas are valid for stable pair
potentials, and because f(ρ, β) is a convex function of ρ, ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ exists for almost all ρ.

The third factor is also independent of the density,

lim
L→∞

E

[

e−βU(·)
]

mn,L

=

∫

Pnβ
00 ( dω)e−βU(ω)

∫

Pnβ
00 ( dω′)

= E

[

e−βU(·)
]

Pnβ
00

(8)

where U(ω) is defined with u instead of uL. For an integrable u in any dimension one has [S3]

E[U(·)]Pnβ
00

=

∫

Pnβ
00 ( dω)U(ω)
∫

Pnβ
00 ( dω′)

=
n

2

n−1
∑

k=1

α
d/2
n,k

∫

u(x)e−παn,kx
2

dx (9)

where αn,k = λ−2
β

[

k−1 + (n− k)−1
]

. Bounding the right-hand side above and utilizing Jensen’s inequality,
for d ≥ 3

E

[

e−βU(·)
]

Pnβ
00

≥ e
−βE[U(·)]

P
nβ
00 ≥ e

−2d/2−1ζ(d/2)
β‖u‖1

λd
β

n
(

1− 1
ζ(d/2)

∑∞
k=n/2+1

1

kd/2

)

. (10)

Here ‖u‖1 =
∫

|u(x)| dx. The expected value (8) can be written as

E

[

e−βU(·)
]

Pnβ
00

= e−nβǫn(β), (11)

implicitly defining ǫn(β). By stability [R], ǫn(β) ≥ −B with some B ≥ 0, and from (10) one infers

ǫn(β) ≤ n−1
E[U(·)]Pnβ

00
≤ 2d/2−1ζ(d/2)

‖u‖1
λd
β

[

1−
∑∞

k=n/2+1
1

kd/2

ζ(d/2)

]

. (12)

Assuming that ρn = limN,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ ρ
N,L
n exists, the fourth factor of ρN,L

n also has a limit. Let

lim
N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ

E

[

e−βU(·,·)
]

mu
n,L×MN−n,L

= E

[

e−βU(·,·)
]

νu
n×G(ρ,β)

and, in analogy with ǫn(β), define En(ρ, β) via the equation

E

[

e−βU(·,·)
]

νu
n×G(ρ,β)

= e−nβEn(ρ,β). (13)

Above, νun is the probability measure of density

lim
L→∞

mu
n,L(ω) =

e−βU(ω)

∫

Pnβ
00 ( dω′)e−βU(ω′)

and G(ρ, β) is the infinite volume Gibbs measure generated by periodic boundary conditions.
Due to translation invariance on the torus the expected value of U(ω,Ω) is easily obtained. Its taking

involves integration with respect to the initial points ωk(0) (k=0, . . . , N −n) in Λ. Any additional shift or
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average over all possible shifts of ωk is therefore redundant but useful. By first integrating over a global
shift y we obtain

∫

Λ

uL(ωk(t)− ω(jβ + t) + y) dy =
∑

z∈Zd

∫

Λ

u(ωk(t)− ω(jβ + t) + y + Lz) dy =

∫

Rd

u(x) dx = Iu.

The result is independent of ω, ωk and t, so subsequent averages over their sets do not change anything.
The sums in Eq. (3) with respect to j and k provide a factor n(N −n) which, with the remaining division
with Ld to complete the average over the global shift gives

E [U(·, ·)]mu
n,L×MN−n,L

=
n(N − n)

Ld
Iu

and
E [U(·, ·)]νu

n×G(ρ,β) = nρIu.

By Jensen’s inequality,

e−nβEn(ρ,β) = E

[

e−βU(·,·)
]

νu
n×G(ρ,β)

≥ e
−βE[U(·,·)]νu

n×G(ρ,β) = e−nβρIu , (14)

so
En(ρ, β) ≤ ρIu. (15)

Because of stability En(ρ, β) is bounded below by a constant; if u ≥ 0 then En(ρ, β) ≥ 0.
The thermodynamic limit ρn of ρN,L

n is obtained by inserting the respective limits (6), (7), (11) and
(13) of the four factors into Eq. (5). Introducing En(ρ, β) = ǫn(β) + En(ρ, β),

ρn =
enβ[∂f/∂ρ−En(ρ,β)]

nd/2λd
β

.

With the definition

Aρ,β(µ) =

∞
∑

n=1

enβ[µ−En(ρ,β)]

nd/2
(16)

equation (4) becomes
Aρ,β(µ) = ρλd

β , (17)

to be solved for µ = ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ.
Being in bounded intervals, both ǫn(β) and En(ρ, β) and thus En(ρ, β) have a finite limit when n goes

to infinity (we disregard the possibility of more than one limit point). Let ǫ(β), E(ρ, β) and E(ρ, β) =
ǫ(β) + E(ρ, β) denote the respective limits. We shall see that what counts for the solubility of Eq. (17) is
not E(ρ, β) but the way En(ρ, β) tends to it. If u ≥ 0 then En(ρ, β) > 0, and we expect En+1 ≥ En because
in

βU(ω) =
∑

0≤j<k≤n

∫ β

0

u(ω(kβ + t)− ω(jβ + t)) dt =
1

2

n
∑

j=0

∑

k∈{0,....n},k 6=j

∫ β

0

u(ω(kβ + t)− ω(jβ + t)) dt,

written for a cycle of n+1 particles, both sums have one more term: compared to a n-cycle, all the particles
interact repulsively with one more particle. Although En+1 ≥ En may be true for sufficiently large n, for
all n we can prove only less.

Lemma. If u ≥ 0 then for any n ≥ 1

(n+ 1)En+1(ρ, β) ≥ nEn(ρ, β). (18)

Proof. Let

E

[

e−βU(ω,·)
]

MN−n,L

=
1

(N − n)!QN−n,L

∑

π∈SN−n

∫

ΛN−n

dX

∫

W β
X,πX( dΩ)e−βU(Ω)e−βU(ω,Ω),

6



E

[

e−βU(ω,·)
]

G(ρ,β)
= lim

N,L→∞,N/Ld=ρ
E

[

e−βU(ω,·)
]

MN−n,L

(19)

and

bn(x) =

∫

Pnβ
0x ( dω)e−βU(ω)

E

[

e−βU(ω,·)
]

G(ρ,β)
.

Then, by comparison with Eqs. (11) and (13),

bn(0)
∫

Pnβ
00 ( dω)

= e−nβEn(ρ,β). (20)

Now

bn+1(0) =

∫

dx

∫

Pnβ
0x ( dω1)e

−
∑

0≤j<k≤n−1

∫

β
0

u(ω1(kβ+t)−ω1(jβ+t)) dt

∫

P β
x0( dω2)e

−
∑n−1

j=0

∫ β
0

u(ω2(t)−ω1(jβ+t)) dt
E

[

e−βU(ω1◦ω2,·)
]

G(ρ,β)

≤
∫

dx

∫

P β
x0( dω2)

∫

Pnβ
0x ( dω1)e

−βU(ω1)E

[

e−βU(ω1,·)
]

G(ρ,β)
=

∫

dx
e−πx2/λ2

β

λd
β

bn(x).

Above, ω1 ◦ ω2 is the concatenation of ω1 and ω2. By symmetry, ∇bn(x)|x=0 = 0. In [S3] we proved that
bn(x) has its global maximum at x = 0,

bn(x) ≤ e−πx2/λ2
nβ bn(0).

Recalling that λnβ =
√
nλβ and

∫

Rd e
−ax2

dx = (π/a)d/2, evaluating the integral with the upper bound

gives bn+1(0) ≤ ( n
n+1 )

d/2bn(0) which with (20) gives

e−(n+1)βEn+1(ρ,β) ≤ e−nβEn(ρ,β)

and therefore (18). �

With (18) one obtains

En+1 − En =
1

n
(−En+1 + (n+ 1)En+1 − nEn) ≥ − 1

n
En+1. (21)

In the proof of the Lemma the energy of ω2 in the field of ω1 and Ω was bounded below by zero. For typical
trajectories this energy is of order 1, therefore it adds a positive term of order 1/n to the right-hand-side
of the inequality (21). Because En+1 − En → 0, the lemma does not exclude En+1 − En < 0 for u ≥ 0 even
with this correction. Note that En+1 − En = o(1/n) if it is sign-keeping, otherwise limn→∞ En could not
be finite.

3 Infinite cycles

With
Dn(ρ, β) = E(ρ, β)− En(ρ, β)

equation (17) takes the form

Aρ,β(µ) ≡
∞
∑

n=1

enβDn(ρ,β)]

nd/2
enβ[µ−E(ρ,β)] = ρλd

β . (22)

Let
δn(β) = ǫ(β)− ǫn(β), ∆n(ρ, β) = E(ρ, β)− En(ρ, β),

7



then
Dn(ρ, β) = δn(β) + ∆n(ρ, β).

By definition, both δn(β) and ∆n(ρ, β) go to zero as n goes to infinity. Moreover,

Dn −Dn+1 = En+1 − En.

It is the sequence Dn that decides about the existence of infinite cycles.

3.1 Infinite cycles avoided

A prerequisite of the solubility of Eq. (22) is that the infinite sum is convergent. Because nDn(ρ, β) = o(n),
this is true for µ < E(ρ, β) and fails for µ > E(ρ, β). So the supremum of µ is E(ρ, β). It is a maximum if

ζc(ρ, β) = Aρ,β(E(ρ, β)) =
∞
∑

n=1

enβDn(ρ,β)

nd/2

is finite, and this is necessary for the occurrence of infinite cycles. To see why, assume, for example, that
at a given density for all temperatures nDn(ρ, β) → ∞ as n → ∞, and its divergence is not too slow,
making ζc(ρ, β) = ∞. Then, increasing β and varying µ so that µ − E(ρ, β) < 0 raises to zero, Aρ,β(µ)
is convergent and goes continuously to infinity. Therefore, Aρ,β(µ) = ρλd

β can be solved for µ, regardless

of the size of ρλd
β . This is analogous to how the BEC of the noninteracting gas is avoided for d = 1, 2

due to
∑∞

n=1 n
−d/2 = ∞. Below we present a possible realization of this scenario in three dimensions for

long-range repulsive interactions.
More generally, let u be a long-range potential such that for some R > 0, d < η2 ≤ η1 < ∞, and

0 < b1 ≤ b2,
b1|x|−η1 ≤ |u(x)| ≤ b2|x|−η2 if |x| > R. (23)

η2 > d is necessary for the integrability of u and the convergence of the infinite sum uL. For interactions

satisfying (23) we make the following hypothesis: If k is sufficiently large and ω is a P
(k+1)β
00 -typical

trajectory, then
ǫk+1(β) − ǫk(β) ∼ u(ω((k + 1)β/2)). (24)

The intuition behind this formula is that |ω((k+1)β/2)| ∼
√

(k + 1)/2λβ is the largest expected distance
between two points of ω, so when the number of particles is increased by one, each particle in the cycle
experiences a change of energy ∼ u(ω((k + 1)β/2)). Here and below ∼ means an order-of-magnitude
agreement.

Suppose that
∞
∑

k=1

|ǫk(β)− ǫk+1(β)| < ∞, (25)

then

δn(β) = −
∞
∑

k=n

[ǫk(β)− ǫk+1(β)] . (26)

Indeed, for any M > n

∞
∑

k=n

(ǫk − ǫk+1) = ǫn − ǫM +

∞
∑

k=M

(ǫk − ǫk+1)

→ ǫn − ǫ = −δn

as M goes to infinity.
Let now u ≥ 0 satisfy (23). Then, for k ≥ n sufficiently large (24) implies

b1(
√

k/2λβ)
−η1 . ǫk+1(β) − ǫk(β) . b2(

√

k/2λβ)
−η2 .
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If η2 > 2, equations (25) and (26) are true, so

n1−η1/2 . δn(β) . n1−η2/2.

In three dimensions η2 > 3; however, if η1 < 4, nδn(β) & n2−η1/2 → ∞ when n → ∞. Assuming that the
sequence n∆n(ρ, β) does not go to minus infinity at the same rate or faster, ζc(ρ, β) = ∞, and we obtain
the following.

Conjecture 1. Let d = 3. Suppose that u ≥ 0 satisfies the bounds (23) with 3 < η2 ≤ η1 < 4. Then, for all
ρ, β < ∞ there are no infinite cycles and, therefore, no BEC.

There is a theoretically possible, more sophisticated reason why infinite cycles can be missing: ζc(ρ, β),
even though finite, increases with ρ or β in such a way that ζc(ρ, β) ≥ ρλd

β , making Eq. (22) soluble for

arbitrarily large values of ρλd
β . This could be the result of either βδn(β) increasing with β or β∆n(ρ, β)

increasing with ρ or β. The first can be ruled out, at least for repulsive interactions: If u ≥ 0, for d ≥ 3
we have 0 ≤ ǫn(β) ≤ c‖u‖1/λd

β , cf. (12), and thus

βǫn(β), βǫ(β), βδn(β) → 0 if β → ∞.

The upper bound (15) does not allow us to draw a firm conclusion on β∆n(ρ, β). Nevertheless, its indepen-
dence with respect to n suggests that ∆n(ρ, β) ≡ 0, and intuition supports this. E

[

e−βU(·,·)
]

mu
n,L×MN−n,L

is not a purely exponential function of n because in U(ω,Ω) the sum over k runs from 1 to N − n. After
the thermodynamic limit the average (19) can be independent of ω and purely exponential in n, because
the single-particle distribution in the Gibbs state G(ρ, β) is uniform, and U(ω,Ω) acts as an external field
exerted by the particles of Ω on those of ω. Because δ1(β) = ǫ(β), ∆n(ρ, β) ≡ 0 implies ζc(β) ≥ eβǫ(β) and
thus the absence of infinite cycles and BEC if ρλd

β ≤ eβǫ(β). Now ǫ(β) ≥ 0 for u ≥ 0, therefore, under the

hypothesis ∆n(ρ, β) ≡ 0, infinite cycles and BEC are missing for ρλd
β ≤ 1.

3.2 Meeting infinite cycles

Even if ∆n(ρ, β) 6= 0, there is an asymmetry in the ρ- and β-dependence of ζc(ρ, β). The situation is clearer
if β is fixed and ρ varies. Suppose that for a given β the equation ζc(ρ, β) = ρλd

β has a unique solution for

ρ. If ρλd
β < ζc(ρ, β), all the cycles are finite and Aρ,β(µ) = ρλd

β provides µ = ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ < E(ρ, β). For

ρλd
β > ζc(ρ, β) the part ρ− ζc(ρ, β)/λ

d
β of the density is in infinite cycles, and one obtains an analytically

different expression, ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ = E(ρ, β). f(ρ, β) being a convex function of ρ, ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ exists
for almost all ρ and is an increasing function of it. We suppose that ∂f/∂ρ is strictly increasing and
differentiable for ρ close to but not equal to ζc(ρ, β)/λ

d
β . Then, for ρ < ζc(ρ, β)/λ

d
β

∂2f(ρ, β)

∂ρ2
=

(

∂ρ

∂µ

)−1

µ=∂f/∂ρ

=
λd
β

∂Aρ,β(µ)/∂µ
∣

∣

µ=∂f/∂ρ

=
λd
β

β

[

∞
∑

n=1

enβ[Dn(ρ,β)+∂f(ρ,β)/∂ρ−E(ρ,β)]

nd/2−1

]−1

,

and for ρ > ζc(ρ, β)/λ
d
β

∂2f(ρ, β)/∂ρ2 = ∂E(ρ, β)/∂ρ = ∂E(ρ, β)/∂ρ.

The strongest singularity is obtained in three and four dimensions, if n|Dn(ρ, β)| < C for some C > 0. In
this case

∑∞
n=1 e

nβDn(ρ,β)/nd/2−1 = ∞, so ∂2f(ρ, β)/∂ρ2 tends to zero when ρ goes to ζc(ρ, β)/λ
d
β from be-

low, implying the divergence of the isothermal compressibility [ρ2∂2f(ρ, β)/∂ρ2]−1. If ρ goes to ζc(ρ, β)/λ
d
β

from above, ∂2f(ρ, β)/∂ρ2 attains a positive value, therefore the right limit of the compressibility is finite.
The singularity is seen also in the variation of the pressure. As a function of µ and β, the pressure is the
Legendre transform of the free energy density f(ρ, β). Substituting ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ for the chemical potential
µ, we obtain it as a function of ρ and β,

p(ρ, β) = ρ
∂f(ρ, β)

∂ρ
–f(ρ, β).
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The derivative of p with respect to ρ is therefore

∂p(ρ, β)

∂ρ
= ρ

∂2f(ρ, β)

∂ρ2
≥ 0.

p(0, β) = 0, so p(ρ, β) is an increasing positive function of ρ. From the formula for ∂2f(ρ, β)/∂ρ2 it is
seen that there is a singularity at the transition point. In 3 and 4 dimensions ∂p/∂ρ is discontinuous, it
decreases to zero and then jumps to a positive value when ρ crosses the point where infinite cycles appear.
We expect this result for fast decaying interactions.

Interactions with a slowly decaying negative tail can give rise to the appearance of infinite cycles and
an accompanying singularity in one and two dimensions. The following conjecture is based on Eqs. (24)
and (25), implying nδn(β) → −∞, and on the assumption that the sequence n∆n(ρ, β) does not go to plus
infinity at the same rate or faster.

Conjecture 2. For d = 1, 2 let u satisfy the bounds (23) with 2 < η2 ≤ η1 < 4 and u(x) < 0 if |x| > R. Then
ζc(ρ, β) < ∞, for ρλd

β ≤ ζc(ρ, β) all the cycles are finite, and for ρλd
β > ζc(ρ, β) the part ρ− ζc(ρ, β)/λ

d
β of

the density is carried by infinite cycles. The analytic form of ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ changes at ρ = ζc(ρ, β)/λ
d
β .

Assuring stability of a partly negative u is nontrivial, proven only for sums of a positive-type and a
nonnegative function [R]. As an example, let v be a real square-integrable function, then u(x) =

∫

v(x +
y)v(y) dy is of positive type and therefore stable. Define

v(y) =

{

v1, |y| < r
−v2/|y|3, |y| > r

with r, v1, v2 > 0. If |x| > 2r, both |y| and |x + y| cannot be smaller than r; if v1 > Cv2/r
3, where C is

large enough, then u(x) < 0 for |x| > 2r and the bounds (23) are satisfied with η1 = η2 = 3. (C = 11
works for d = 1.)

4 Concluding remarks

The transition from finite to infinite cycles is more fundamental than BEC and should be considered as
a phase transition in its own right. It is reminiscent of percolation transition, except for the fact that on
lattices the infinite cluster is unique while in the Bose problem we expect infinitely many infinite cycles
[S2]. From this point of view the analogy with percolation on the infinite homogeneous Caley tree is closer,
on the tree the number of infinite clusters is infinite [FE]. The percolation transition is known to give rise
to a weak singularity in the analogue of the free energy at the percolation threshold [KS]. The singularity
we found is much stronger; notably, in three and four dimensions the isothermal compressibility presents
a one-sided divergence or, equivalently, the ρ-derivative of the pressure is discontinuous at the transition
point. We recall that in the ideal gas ∂f(ρ, β)/∂ρ ≡ 0 for ρ > ζ(d/2)/λd

β , and ∂p(ρ, β)/∂ρ = ρ∂2f(ρ, β)/∂ρ2

is continuous with zero value at ρ = ζ(d/2)/λd
β .

It has long been known that interactions weaken BEC by scattering particles out of the zero-momentum
state . It is somewhat surprising, however, that long-range repulsion can cause the complete disappearance
of infinite cycles, and hence of BEC, in three dimensions. Our argument predicts this to happen only
for d = 3, and the survival of infinite cycles in d ≥ 4 dimensions is probably not an artefact of our
approach. Also surprising, long-range attraction can lead to the appearance of infinite cycles in one and
two dimensions, certainly without BEC [H]. However, it was not entirely unexpected that some transition
would take place at high densities or low temperatures, knowing that ordinary condensation is possible
even in one dimension for classical particles interacting via Lennard-Jones type pair potentials [J].

If the critical value ζc(ρ, β) of ρλd
β remains finite in the limit β → ∞, at zero temperature all the

particles are in infinite cycles. Because βδn(β) → 0 in this limit (at least for u ≥ 0), ζc(ρ, β) → ∞ could
come only from β∆n(ρ, β) → ∞ for some values of n. At a given ρ, finite and infinite cycles can coexist
in the ground state only if

0 < lim
β→∞

ζc(ρ, β)/ρλ
d
β < 1,
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which supposes ∆n(ρ, β) ∼ ln ρλd
β/nβ when β goes to infinity. However, we consider ∆n(ρ, β) ≡ 0 more

probable, with the consequence that there are only infinite cycles at zero temperature. If that is true,
combining with mathematically rigorous [LY], numerical [C] and experimental [SS] results, all showing
that the ground state of the interacting gas is not fully Bose-condensed, one concludes that infinite cycles
can carry other than the condensate. This is particularly interesting in view of the fact that superfluidity
is 100% but BEC is less than 10% in the ground state of the helium liquid [PO], [C], [SS]. It suggests that
superfluidity can be related to infinite cycles rather than BEC. 2D superfluidity without BEC points in
the same direction.

We do not have a firm result about the sign of the shift of the critical temperature, relative to the
ideal gas. According to the consensus, in the case of finite-range repulsive interactions at low temperatures
the transition temperature should be shifted upward [BBHLV], [B], [SU]. At least, the Lemma does not
contradict this by allowing En+1 − En < 0 for small n and ζc(ρ, β) < ζ(d/2) as a consequence.

An intuitive understanding of the transition from finite to infinite cycles is possible through an energy-
entropy argument. Transferring density into long cycles decreases the entropy−∑N

n=1(ρ
N,L
n /ρ) ln(ρN,L

n /ρ),
but the decrease of energy can be more important. A cycle of length n is an effective one-particle trajectory
with t running from 0 to nβ. According to a natural interpretation [S3], the n particles composing it are in
the same one-particle state that spreads over a sphere of radius ∼ √

nλβ . Thus, the particles in long cycles
are in extended states, the overlap of their wave function with those of other particles is small everywhere,
decreasing thereby the energy per particle and the free energy at large densities. In a probability versus
density plot, for ρ small ρN,L

n /ρ has a single maximum at n of order 1, dividing into two and producing
a second maximum at n ≫ 1, when ρ is large. In three dimensions the long-range repulsion can exceed
a critical strength that causes the advantage of forming long cycles disappear. Long-range attraction can
have the opposite effect, giving rise to infinite cycles also in one and two dimensions.
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