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We find a universal analytic formula for a characteristic function (Fourier transform) of a joint
probability distribution for the particle occupation numbers in a BEC gas and the Hafnian Master
Theorem generalizing the famous Permanent Master Theorem of MacMahon. We suggest an appeal-
ing model, a multi-qubit BEC trap formed by a set of qubit potential wells, and discuss specifics
of such an atomic boson-sampling system vs a photonic one. Finally, the process of many-body
fluctuations in a BEC trap is ♯P-hard for computing. It could serve as a basis for demonstrating
quantum advantage of the many-body interacting systems over classical simulators.

Many-body BEC fluctuations as a quantum simulator

for boson sampling. – A concept of quantum advantage of
many-body quantum simulators over classical computers
is in the spotlight of modern quantum physics [1–5]. For
its testing, a boson sampling of the single-photon Fock
states in a linear interferometer had been suggested in
[6, 7]. Yet, an absence of suitable on-demand sources of
single photons put forward the boson sampling of Gaus-
sian, squeezed states of photons as the most plausible
platform [7–32]. We consider an alternative platform
based on the Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) of trapped
atoms. The starting point of our analysis is a fact of
two-mode squeezing of particle excitations in a BEC trap
established in [33] and strongly pronounced in the fluc-
tuations of a total BEC occupation calculated in [34].

Physics of N atoms in a BEC trap looks substantially
different from the physics of massless photons in the
interaction-free, nonequilibrium (nonthermal), linear in-
terferometer due to the presence of the condensate, ther-
mal equilibrium, particle mass and interaction as well as
the absence of external sources of particles. Still, we show
that these peculiarities turn the BEC trap into a platform
for observing the boson-sampling quantum advantage.

Consider joint fluctuations in the occupations of the
excited particle states. We find a truly simple, universal
formula for their characteristic function (Fourier trans-
form of their joint probability distribution) in terms of a
normally-ordered correlation function G of trapped parti-
cles. By the MacMahon Master Theorem [35, 36] and the
Hafnian Master Theorem (14), it yields the cumulants
(hence, moments) and probabilities of the joint distribu-
tion via a matrix permanent and a hafnian (a certain
extension of the permanent [37]) which are ♯P-hard to
compute [38, 39] and viewed as a universal tool for an-
alyzing the ♯P-hard problems [1, 40]. This fact justifies
a quantum advantage of many-body equilibrium fluctu-
ations in the occupations of excited particle states in a
BEC trap and opens a path for the exploration of an en-
tire spectrum of the theoretical/experimental BEC prob-
lems inspired by boson sampling in an interferometer.

For simplicity’s sake, we consider an equilibrium BEC
at temperatures well below the critical region, within the
Bogoliubov-Popov approximation [41, 42]. We show that
computing particle excitation fluctuations is still a ♯P-
hard problem (even within the grand canonical ensemble
[43–47]). This is true if there are (a) interparticle interac-
tions and (b) nonuniformity of the condensate leading to
Bogoliubov coupling between a sufficiently large number
of the excited particle states [48].

Experimental studies of BEC in dilute gases [49–63]
had allowed one to directly measure fluctuations in a
total BEC occupation. Measuring occupations of indi-
vidual excited states will come soon. Their understand-
ing means reaching a much deeper level of quantum sta-
tistical than a level of the mean condensate, quasipar-
ticle characteristics and condensate fluctuations studied
previously [51, 52, 64–69]. Particle-number fluctuations
are important for matter-wave interferometers [70] (like
Ramsey [71, 72] or Mach-Zehnder [73] on-chip ones) and
were studied for squeezed states [71], trap cells [74, 75].

A potential trap design featuring quantum advantage:

The BEC trap made up of the qubit potential wells. – As
is shown below, general-case BEC traps have quantum
advantage over classical simulators. To demonstrate this
advantage in a controllable and clear way one could use
specially designed traps. The challenge is twofold. First,
a trap with a finite numberM of relatively well populated
excited stated, coupled to each other via Bogoliubov cou-
pling, is desirable. If all higher excited states are sepa-
rated from such a lower miniband by an energy gap wider
than the temperature T , they would have exponentially
small occupations and can be skipped or accounted for as
a kind of perturbation. Second, there should be a way to
sample, simultaneously measure the occupations of the
lower miniband states, say, via a multi-detector imaging.

Consider a multi-qubit design of the BEC trap with
a split-off lower energy miniband: Separate several, Q,
tight qubit cells, each with two close lower energy levels,
[76] by relatively narrow, not very high potential barriers
and arrange them in a two- or three-dimensional lattice
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(see figure in [77]). Place the lattice on top of a slightly
varying in space background potential with high walls
at the trap borders. Quantum tunneling of atoms under
the inter-cell barriers should be significant to ensure a
reasonable interaction between atoms from different in-
dividual qubit wells needed for a formation of a common
nonuniform condensate and significant Bogoliubov cou-
plings within a large subset of excited states (for another
design, see [78]). Otherwise, the boson sampling would
simplify and lose its quantum advantage. Adjust param-
eters to form a lower miniband of M +1 = 2Q levels sep-
arated from all higher levels by an energy gap ∆E > T .
An individual qubit well has a twofold-degenerate

ground level split by a certain perturbation. In particu-
lar, a double-well trap becomes the qubit well if its pa-
rameters are adjusted appropriately. BEC in the double-
well traps and optical lattices, their Bogoliubov excita-
tions are well studied [64, 70, 71, 79–85].
Lowering the temperature below the critical value Tc

and controlling the inhomogeneous background potential
and barriers separating qubit wells allow one to create an
entire hierarchy of BEC regimes [82]: From the regime of
anomalously large critical fluctuations in the critical re-
gion (neat Tc) or strongly correlated regime to the regime
of a quasi-condensate or fragmented condensates of the
individual qubit wells to the regime of a well established,
macroscopically occupied common condensate inhomo-
geneously spread over the entire trap at T ≪ Tc. We
consider the latter case assuming N ≫ Q [86].
Joint probability distribution of the excited particle oc-

cupations via the characteristic function, the Hafnian

Master Theorem. – Quantum transitions of particles be-
tween excited states are described by the operators â†k
and âk which create and annihilate, respectively, a parti-
cle in a state with a wavefunction ψk(r) in a mesoscopic
trap of a finite volume V confining a dilute interacting gas
of N particles in total by means of some external poten-
tial U(r). Let us consider an equilibrium state (described
by a density matrix ρ̂) of such a Bose-Enstein-condensed
gas with a well-formed macroscopic wave function ψ0(r)
of the condensate at a temperature T below a critical re-
gion. This N -body system can be accurately described
by means of the Bogoliubov-Popov approximation [41]
via a set of quasiparticles whose creation and annihila-
tion operators b̂†j and b̂j are related to the particle ones
via two representations of the excited-particle field oper-
ator, ψ̂ex(r) =

∑

k 6=0 ψk(r)âk =
∑

j

(

uj(r)b̂j + v∗j (r)b̂
†
j

)

,
and a symplectic matrix R of Bogoliubov transformation

Vâ = R Vb̂, Vâ ≡ (.., â†k, âk, ..)
T , Vb̂ ≡ (.., b̂†j , b̂j, ..)

T . (1)

The superscript T stands for a transpose operation. The
vectors Vâ and Vb̂ consist of the creation and annihilation
operators of the particles and quasiparticles, respectively.
The condensate obeys the Gross-Pitaevskii equation

L̂ψ0 = 0; L̂ ≡ −~
2∆

2M
+U+g〈N0〉ψ2

0+2gnex−µ. (2)

Here ∆ is the three-dimensional Laplace operator, g =
4π~2a/m an interaction constant, m a particle mass, µ a
chemical potential, 〈N0〉 a mean number of particles in

the condensate, and nex(r) = 〈ψ̂†
ex(r)ψ̂ex(r)〉 is a mean

density profile of the excited particle fraction. For sim-
plicity of formulas, here we set ψ0 to be real-valued. The
angles stand for a statistical averaging, 〈. . .〉 = Tr{. . . ρ̂}.
The quasiparticle wave function {uj, vj} of an energy Ej

is the solution of the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations:

L̂ uj + g〈N0〉ψ2
0(r)(uj + vj) = +Ejuj,

L̂ vj + g〈N0〉ψ2
0(r)(uj + vj) = −Ejvj .

(3)

The wave functions are normalized to unity as follows:
∫

V |ψ0|2d3r = 1,
∫

V

(

|uj|2 − |vj |2
)

d3r = 1.
We assume that the excited states are orthogonal to

the condensate. This can be gained via an ad hoc orthog-
onalization procedure [68]. There is a more convenient
choice of such states as the solutions of a single-particle
BEC-modified Schrödinger equation [34, 87], L̂ fk =
ǫkfk, in which the potential is modified by the condensate
(obviously, f0 = ψ0). The set {fk(r)|k = 1, 2, ...} forms
a complete basis in the single-particle Hilbert space.
This mean-field approach accounts for interactions

and is not reduced to just a modification of the ex-
citation spectrum. Via nonlinear Gross-Pitaevskii and
Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations, the bare particles
(atoms) acquire Bogoliubov couplings and form the
quasiparticles - superpositions of many bare particles.
The eigenvectors (quasiparticles) are no less important
than their eigenvalues (excited energies), especially, since
in the experiments the detectors count the real atoms
(bare particles), not the virtual energy eigenvectors
(quasiparticles). This fact brings into the game an in-
terplay between the interference and interactions of bare
particles. This interplay is the ultimate cause for (i)
a self-generation of the squeezed states by a quantum
many-body interacting system even in the thermal state
and (ii) an appearance of quantum advantage in atomic
boson sampling revealed in this Letter.
Consider occupations of any basis particle states

{ψk|k 6= 0} in this Hilbert space. They are described

by the Hermitian operators n̂k = â†kâk and can be mea-
sured by the appropriate detectors projecting particles
onto these states. We calculate the joint probability dis-
tribution of these observables {n̂k|k 6= 0} as follows

ρ({nk}) =
∫ π

−π

...

∫ π

−π

e−i
∑

k
uknkΘ({uk})

∏

k

duk
2π

,

Θ({uk}) = 〈ei
∑

k
ukn̂k〉 ≡ Tr

{

ei
∑

k
ukn̂k ρ̂

}

.

(4)

Utilizing the method employed in [34] but assigning now
an individual argument zk = eiuk to each excited state,
we get [77] the characteristic function of this distribution:

Θ =
1

√

det[1− (Z − 1)G]
, Gr′,k′

r,k = 〈 : â†r,kâr′,k′ : 〉. (5)
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G is the covariance matrix with entries GK′

K , enumerated
by double indices K = (r, k) for rows and K ′ = (r′, k′)
for columns and equal to normally-ordered (note colons)
averages of a product of two creation/annihilation opera-
tors. Nambu-type index r acquires two values: 1, 2. For
any operator Ô, it denotes that same operator, Ôr = Ô,
if r = 1 or its Hermitian conjugate, Ôr = Ô†, if r = 2. It
is related to the (2× 2)-block structure of the matrix.
The variables form a diagonal matrix Z = diag({zK})

which contains pairs of the same variable zr,k = zk = eiuk

along the diagonal and has a size that is twice the number
M of excited particle states in the considered miniband.
The result (5) is truly general and universal: It is valid

for the joint occupations of any number of states M by
any number of the interacting Bose particlesN−〈N0〉. Its
derivation via quasiparticles [77] involves the covariance
matrix expressed via the unitary Bogoliubov matrix R,

G = R
(

D+
1

2

)

ARTA−1

2
;A =

⊕

j

σx, D =
⊕

j

σ0

eEj/T − 1
.

(6)
The block-diagonal matrices A and D hold the Pauli ma-
trix σx and identity (2 × 2)-matrix σ0, respectively.
We derived Eq. (5) also within the microscopic theory

of critical phenomena [45–47] via the method of the re-
currence equations for the partial operator contractions,
unrelated to the Bogoliubov-Popov picture of the BEC-
condensed gas. It is valid for any system of the interact-
ing unconstraint bosons in an equilibrium state described
by any normally-ordered covariance matrix G, that is, for

any state ρ̂ = e−Ĥ/T /Tr{e−Ĥ/T }. The joint occupation
probability distribution is given by the mixed derivatives

ρ({nk}) =
∏

k

∂nk

nk!∂z
nk

k

Θ
∣

∣

∣

{zk=0}
, {zk ≡ eiuk |k = 1, 2, ...}.

(7)
Here we point up that the result for the character-

istic function (5) and its cumulant analysis provide the
most efficient, canonical method for characterizing such a
complex joint distribution and distinguishing it from var-
ious mockups via generating cumulants [33] {κ̃{mk}|mk =
1, 2, ...} defined by the Taylor expansion

lnΘ =
∑

{mk}

κ̃{mk}

∏

k

(eiuk − 1)mk

mk!
(8)

and directly related to the moments and cumulants of the
distribution. Let us use the Permanent Master Theorem,

1

det(I − ZC)
=

∑

{sK}

[

(per C({sK}))
∏

K

zsKK
sK !

]

, (9)

of MacMahon [35, 36]. A double index K = (r, k) runs
over all rows of a matrix C({sK}), {sK} is a set of non-
negative integers. It is valid for any, even not pair-wise
equal variables z1,k, z2,k. The coefficients of this Taylor

expansion are given by the permanent of the C({sK})
which is the C with the K-th row and K-th column re-
placed by the sameK-th row andK-th column sK times.
If we had 2M stochastic variables, i.e., the number 2M

of independent variables zK in the matrix Z was equal to
the number of matrix rows, and the square root in Eq. (5)
for the characteristic function was absent, then we would
at once conclude that the occupation probability,

ρ′({nK}) = per (C({sK}))
det(1 +G)

∏

K sK !
, C = AG(1 +G)−1,

(10)
is given by a permanent of the extended matrix C({sK})
built of the matrix C as stated above. The characteristic
function Θ′ of such an auxiliary probability distribution
lays an extended set of the generating cumulants κ̃′{mK},

ln Θ′ =
∑

{mr,k}

κ̃′{mr,k}

∏

r,k

(eiur,k − 1)mr,k

mr,k!
. (11)

Since in Eq. (5) (a) there are two times less independent
variables because z1,k = z2,k = zk and (b) the square root
adds a prefactor 1/2 for lnΘ, we get the true generating
cumulants as the simple finite sums of the auxiliary ones:

κ̃{mk} =
1

2

∑

k

mk
∑

m1,k=0

[

κ̃′{m1,k,mk−m1,k}

∏

k′

(

m1,k′

mk′

)

]

.

(12)
Here a pair of the arguments mr,k, r = 1, 2, in κ̃′{mr,k}

is

written explicitly for the case when m1,k +m2,k = mk;
(

m1,k

mk

)

= mk!/(m1,k!m2,k!) is a binomial coefficient.

It is immediate to get the distribution (7) explicitly as

ρ({nk}) =
haf (C̃({nk}))

√

det(1 +G)
∏

k nk!
, C = AG(1 +G)−1,

(13)
from Eq. (5) via the Wick’s theorem which is well known
in the quantum field theory [88, 89] and is equivalent, in
this case, to the Hafnian Master Theorem [77]

1
√

det(1 + (1 − Z)G)
=

∑

{nk}

haf (C̃({nk}))
√

det(1 +G)

∏

k

znk

k

nk!
.

(14)
In fact, the hafnian [37, 90, 91] was introduced in [92, 93]
as a notation for a Wick’s sum of all possible products of
n two-operator contractions (averages) in a given product
of 2n creation/annihilation operators. Here the hafnian is
a function of the (2n× 2n)-matrix C̃({nk}), n =

∑

k nk,
built of the matrix C, Eq. (13), via replacing the k-th
pair of rows and the k-th pair of columns by nk pairs of
the same k-th pair of rows and by nk pairs of the same k-
th pair of columns, respectively. The MacMahon Master
Theorem (9) follows from (14) as a particular case.
The distribution (13) was also derived via a standard

phase-space method [94, 95] and applied to the photon
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sampling of Gaussian states in [19, 20]. The phase-space
method had been applied in BEC statistics in [96] for
rederiving an original result of [33] on the statistics of a
Gaussian state of the atomic modes squeezed by Bogoli-
ubov coupling. In [77], we use the method of [96].
Computing the cumulants and joint probability distri-

bution for the excited particle occupations is a #P -hard
problem due to a #P -hard complexity of computing the
permanents [38], while the (2× 2)-block structure of the
matrices A,D,G,C and the presence of the square root
in Eq. (5) (the prefactor 1/2 in Eq. (12)) just modify it a
bit to a similar, hafnian #P -hard complexity, Eq. (13).
For proving quantum advantage, a #P -hardness per-

sisting for the average case is needed as well as an analysis
of the approximate case is required. Fortunately, such
analyses for the atomic and photonic boson samplings
are very similar since the universal result in Eqs. (5),
(13) put these two samplings on the same footing, both
with respect to expressing the joint probability via the
hafnian and ranging complex-valued matrices associated
with the sampling. For the interferometer, a wide range
of complex unitary matrices appears due to varying its
partial modes via adjusting phase shifts and couplings.
For the BEC, a wide range of complex matrices appears
due to varying the partial atomic wave functions (ex-
cited states) assigned to be projected upon for detectors
measuring their occupations. In particular, the ”hiding”
technique employed in the proof of quantum advantage
works equally well for both samplings. Besides, in both
samplings, the squeezing parameters of the matrix un-
der the hafnian are controllable via adjusting squeezing
in the input sources in the optical interferometer or the
condensate wave function and Bogoliubov couplings by
changing the trapping potential, interaction (via Fesh-
bach resonances [97]), temperature or number of trapped
atoms. We skip repeating such #P -hardness analyses,
see [7, 11, 15, 20–22, 26, 32, 98–102].
Remarkably, the result (5) for the characteristic func-

tion is universal in the sense that it has the same form
for any marginal, restricted subset of the excited particle
states. Averaging over the rest excited-state occupations
is achieved by setting all irrelevant variables zk′ equal
to zero and keeping just those rows and columns in the
matrices A,D,G,C which are associated with the chosen
marginal subset of excited states. The ♯P-hardness dis-
appears if the C is degenerate, e.g., there is no interaction
or the condensate is uniform [77, 103–105].
Testing boson sampling in the atomic BEC trap and

comparing it with photonic-interferometer experiments. –
The atomic BEC trap can be viewed as a boson-sampling
platform alternative to a photonic interferometer. In
both systems, the output multivariate statistics is ♯P-
hard to compute and is associated with the hafnians of
complex-valued, easily controllable matrices. This allows
one to vary the output statistics over a wide range.
The excited atoms naturally fluctuate and are squeezed

inside the trap even in the thermal state. This allows one
to eliminate the nonequilibrium state/dynamics and so-
phisticated external sources of squeezed or single bosons
(which were required for photonic sampling) from the
atomic sampling experiments [77]. So, the losses of
bosons on the input-output propagation, which consti-
tute the main limitation factor in photonic sampling, are
no more an issue for atomic sampling. It remains just to
measure the distribution of atoms over the excited state
subset by means of appropriate detectors.
It would be very interesting to study experimentally

various phenomena associated with boson sampling by
simultaneously measuring excited state occupations, say,
via a multi-detector imaging based on the light transmis-
sion through or scattering from the atomic cloud [106].
The transmission imaging is based on the absorption or
dispersion caused by atoms [49, 59, 85, 107, 108]. A
scattering or fluorescence imaging [109], including Ra-
man one, could be facilitated by exciting modes, mimick-
ing excited states, via lasers, cavities. Such experiments
could be devised similar to optical imaging of the local
atom-number fluctuations [58, 59, 74, 75, 108–111].
Measuring with a single atom resolution is challenging,

but a nearly single atom resolution had been achieved
[109–112]. Though, it is not required for showing quan-
tum advantage since boson sampling is #P -hard for com-
puting even if it is done with threshold detectors. Such
detectors provide just two measurement outcomes – ei-
ther zero or non-zero occupation in a given mode. The
threshold boson sampling is described by torontonians
(their computing is not easier than computing the hafni-
ans) and still possesses quantum advantage [11, 22, 32].
Conclusions. – (i) We found the characteristic func-

tion (5) for the fluctuations of the excited-particle-state
occupations. It is the universal determinantal function
which is easy to compute in polynomial time.
(ii) We found the Hafnian Master Theorem (14) which

is a hafnian’s analog and generalization of the famous
MacMahon Master Theorem on the matrix permanents.
(iii) Computing a Fourier transform of the character-

istic function, that is the corresponding joint probability
distribution, amounts to computing the permanents and
hafnians [77, 113] and is ♯P-hard. The latter implies a
quantum advantage of the many-body BEC fluctuations.
Clearly, the ♯P-hardness is due to multiple Fourier inte-
gration (cf. a permanent’s integral representation [40]).
(iv) Conceptually, the particle sampling in the excited

states of a BEC trap and the Gaussian, squeezed photon
sampling in an interferometer are on the same footing.
(v) There is a remarkable difference between the two:

Due to many-body fluctuations and interparticle interac-
tion, the particle sampling in the BEC trap possesses the
quantum advantage even in a thermal, equilibrium state
(without any particle source) while a nonthermal photon
source is required in the linear interferometer.
(vi) It is worth to employ the characteristic function
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and cumulant analysis, which constitute a well-known
comprehensive tool in statistics and are sketched above
for the boson sampling, for (a) ruling out mockups, such
as with non-squeezed states or distinguishable bosons,
(b) verifying that incoherent processes, boson loss, tech-
nical noise, detector dark counts, other imperfections do
not wash out the ♯P-hardness of sampling [98–101, 114].
(vii) Especially promising are boson-sampling experi-

ments with the multi-qubit BEC trap formed by a finite
number Q of qubit wells. The results (5), (12), (13) show
that the many-body statistics of the excited atom occu-
pations in the BEC trap offers a quantum simulation of
the ♯P-hard problem of boson sampling on the platform
alternative to the photonic interferometer platform [77].
Overall, the analysis above goes far beyond the exist-

ing photon sampling studies in a linear interferometer.
It allows researchers from different fields to initiate ex-
ploring/designing the ♯P-hard complexity in their own
interacting systems of various particles and fields.
We acknowledge the support by the Russian Science

Foundation (grant 21–12–00409).
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Here we derive the result for the characteristic function (Eq. (5) of the main text of the Letter)

Θ
(

{zk = eiuk}
)

=
1

√

det[1− (Z − 1)G]
, G ≡ R

(

D +
1

2

)

ARTA− 1

2
, Z ≡

M
⊕

k=1

[

zk 0
0 zk

]

. (S-15)

The symmetric block-diagonal matrices A, D include the Pauli (2× 2)-matrices σx, σ0 and quasiparticle energies Ej :

A =





σx 0 . . .
0 σx . . .
. . . . . . . . .



 ≡
M
⊕

j=1

σx, σx =

[

0 1
1 0

]

; D =
M
⊕

j=1

σ0

eEj/T − 1
, σ0 =

[

1 0
0 1

]

. (S-16)

The matrix R describes the Bogoliubov transformation from the vector Vb̂ ≡ (.., b̂†j , b̂j , ..)
T of the quasiparticle cre-

ation/annihilation operators to the vector Vâ ≡ (.., â†k, âk, ..)
T of the particle creation/annihilation operators:

Vâ = R Vb̂. (S-17)

Since the Bogoliubov transformation preserves the Bose commutation relations for the creation/annihilation operators,
the matrix R has the symplectic properties, that is, it obeys the following relation involving the block-diagonal matrix
Ω formed by the Pauli (2× 2)-matrix σy:

R Ω RT = Ω, Ω =





iσy 0 . . .
0 iσy . . .
. . . . . . . . .



 ≡
M
⊕

j=1

iσy, iσy =

[

0 +1
−1 0

]

. (S-18)

Next, we prove that the matrix G =
(

GK′

K

)

in Eq. (S-15) is the covariance matrix defined as the statistical average
of the normally-ordered product of two particle creation/annihilation operators,

(

Gr′,k′

r,k

)

=
(

〈 : â†r,kâr′,k′ : 〉
)

=













. . .
...

...

· · · 〈â†kâk′〉 〈â†kâ
†
k′〉 · · ·

· · · 〈âkâk′〉 〈â†k′ âk〉 · · ·
...

...
. . .













, Gr′,k′

r,k =
(

Gr,k′

r′,k

)∗

. (S-19)

Its entries GK′

K are enumerated by the double indices K = (r, k) for rows and K ′ = (r′, k′) for columns. A Nambu-type

index r (or r′) acquires two values: 1, 2. For any operator Ô, it denotes that same operator, Ôr = Ô, if r = 1 or

its Hermitian conjugate, Ôr = Ô†, if r = 2. It is related to the (2 × 2)-block structure of the matrix. We assume
〈âk〉 = 0. The diagonal matrix Z = diag({zK}) consists of the pairs of the same variable zr,k = zk = eiuk along the
diagonal.
We use the notations of the main text of the Letter and mostly consider the system of a finite number, M , of the

excited particle modes. So, the A,D,R,G,Ω, and Z are essentially the (2M × 2M)-matrices. However, the method
below can be easily extended to the case of an arbitrary countable set of an infinite number of excited modes.
In the section II, we derive the Hafnian Master Theorem.
In the section III, we discuss the ♯P-hardness of the atomic boson sampling.

S-I. THE CHARACTERISTIC FUNCTION OF THE JOINT PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION

OF THE EXCITED-STATE PARTICLE NUMBERS

Calculation of the characteristic function is similar to the one described in [34] and is based on the Wigner
transform technique [94–96]. The Wigner transformation casts an operator-valued function F (â†, â) of the creation
and annihilation operators â† and â into a complex-valued functionWF of the associated variables α∗ and α as follows

WF (α
∗, α) =

∫

C

e−γα∗+γ∗α Tr
(

eγâ
†−γ∗âF (â†, â)

) d2γ

π
. (S-20)
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It allows one to represent the trace of an operator product F̂ Ĝ via a complex integral, Tr (F̂ Ĝ) = π−1
∫

WF WG d2α.
The above formulas are written in the single-mode case. In the multi-mode case, they include the multiple integrals.
In particular, the characteristic function, Θ({uk}) ≡ Tr

(

ei
∑

k
ukn̂k ρ̂

)

, has the following Wigner representation

Θ
(

{uk}
)

=

∫

CM

W{nk} ({α∗
k, αk})Wρ ({α∗

k, αk})
M
∏

k=1

d2αk

π
. (S-21)

It is easy to calculate the Wigner transform of the statistical operator ρ̂ = e−
∑

j
Ej b̂

†
j
b̂j/T /Tr {e−

∑
j
Ej b̂

†
j
b̂j/T } as follows

Wρ

(

{β∗
j , βj}

)

=
M
∏

j=1

(

2 tanh
Ej

2T

)

exp
(

−2β∗
j βj tanh

Ej

2T

)

= e−V T
β BVβ

M
∏

j=1

(

2 tanh
Ej

2T

)

;

Vβ ≡ (. . . , β∗
j , βj , . . .)

T , B =

M
⊕

j=1

σx tanh
Ej

2T .

(S-22)

Here the complex variables β∗
j and βj are associated with the quasiparticle operators b̂†j and b̂j , respectively, and

constitute the vector Vβ of the size 2M which is the counterpart of the vector Vb̂ introduced in Eq. (S-17) above.

The Wigner transform of the operator exp
(

i
∑

k ukâ
†
kâk

)

, whose average equals the characteristic function, is

W{nk}

(

{α∗
k, αk}

)

=

M
∏

k=1

2

zk + 1
exp

(

2α∗
kαk

zk − 1

zk + 1

)

= exp

(

V T
α

Z − 1

Z + 1
AVα

) M
∏

k=1

2

zk + 1
;

Vα ≡ (. . . , α∗
k, αk, . . .)

T ,
Z − 1

Z + 1
=

M
⊕

k=1

σ0
zk − 1

zk + 1
=

M
⊕

k=1

σ0
eiuk − 1

eiuk + 1
.

(S-23)

Similar to Eq. (S-22), the complex variables α∗
k and αk are associated with the particle operators â†k and âk, respec-

tively, and constitute the vector Vα of the size 2M which is the counterpart of the vector Vâ introduced in Eq. (S-17)
above. Each argument of the characteristic function uk, k = 1, . . . ,M , appears, in the form of the exponential variable
zk = eiuk , twice in the entries of the k-th (2× 2)-block of the block-diagonal (2M × 2M)-matrix (Z − 1)(Z + 1)−1.
Also, we get the Wigner transform of the auxiliary characteristic function Θ′, which is the Fourier transform of the

auxiliary joint probability distribution ρ′({nK}) in Eq. (10) of the main text of the Letter, in a similar form

W ′
{nk}

(

{α∗
k, αk}

)

= exp

(

V T
α

Z ′ − 1

Z ′ + 1
AVα

) M
∏

k=1

2
√

(z1,k + 1)(z2,k + 1)
; Z ′ =

M
⊕

k=1

[

z1,k 0
0 z2,k

]

. (S-24)

Here, instead of the single variable zk = eiuk , we assign to each mode k a pair of independent variables z1,k ≡ eiu1,k

and z2,k ≡ eiu2,k denoted by means of the Nambu-type index r = 1, 2.
Now we employ the property of the Wigner transform highlighted in [96]: The linear similarity transformation of

the operator functions carries over to their Wigner functions. It allows us to find the Wigner transformWρ ({α∗
k, αk})

for Eq. (S-21) by substituting variables Vβ = R−1Vα into Eq. (S-22). As a result, Eq. (S-21) takes the following
explicit form

Θ
(

{zk}
)

=

∫

CM

exp

[

−V T
α (B̃ − Z − 1

Z + 1
A)Vα

] M
∏

k=1

4 tanh(Ek/2T )

zk + 1

d2αk

π
, B̃ ≡ (RT )−1BR−1. (S-25)

The matrix B̃ is the matrix B written in the ”particle” basis as opposed to the ”quasiparticle” basis.
Changing the integration variables to Reαk and Imαk and applying a well-known formula for the Gaussian integral

∫

Rn exp
(

− xTSx
)
∏n

j=1 dxj = πn/2
/√

detS with a symmetric matrix S = ST whose real part ReS is positively
definite, we get

Θ =
2M

∏M
j=1 tanh

Ej

2T
√

(−1)M det(B̃ − Z−1
Z+1A)

∏M
k=1(zk + 1)2

=
2M

√

(det B̃)−1 det
(

B̃ − Z−1
Z+1A

)

det(Z + 1)
. (S-26)
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The last equality follows from representing the left-hand-side products as the determinants of the appropriate matrices:

M
∏

j=1

tanh2(Ej/2T ) = (−1)M detB = (−1)M det B̃,
M
∏

k=1

(zk + 1)2 = det(Z + 1). (S-27)

The matrices B and B̃ have equal determinants, detB = det B̃, since the Bogoliubov transformation preserves the
commutation relations and, hence, its matrix R is simplectic that implies detR = detRT = 1. Multiplying the
matrices in the denominator, we get

Θ
(

{zk}
)

=
1

√

det
(

B̃−1A+1
2 − Z B̃−1A−1

2

)

=
1

√

det
(

1− (Z − 1)RB−1RTA−1
2

)

. (S-28)

The inverse of the block-diagonal matrix B is straightforward to calculate as B−1 = A(1+2D). As a result, Eq. (S-28)
acquires the form of Eq. (S-15). This completes the proof of the first part of Eq. (S-15).
The formula for the characteristic function (S-15) is derived above for the case of a finite number of excited states

M . However, the final result does not explicitly depend on the dimension M of the Hilbert space on which the bosons
live. So, the formula in Eq. (S-15) can be also applied to a Bose system with an infinite number of the excited states.
Of course, the finite-size matrix definitions and the finite products employed above should be modified accordingly in
order to fit the case of an infinite countable dimension.
The formula for the characteristic function Θ′({z1,k, z2,k}) of the auxiliary joint probability distribution ρ′({nK}),

Θ′({z1,k, z2,k}) =
1

√

det (1− (Z ′ − 1)G)
, Z ′ ≡

M
⊕

k=1

[

z1,k 0
0 z2,k

]

, (S-29)

in Eq. (10) of the main text of the Letter has been derived similarly. One just need to use the Wigner transform
W ′

{nk}
, Eq. (S-24), instead of the W{nk}, Eq. (S-23). Also, there are now two different variables z1,k ≡ eiu1,k and

z2,k ≡ eiu2,k , which are the entries of the diagonal matrix Z ′. The latter replaces the matrix Z in Eq. (S-15).

Derivation of the formula for the normally-ordered covariance matrix G (defined in Eq. (S-19)), that is,
the second part of Eq. (S-15), can be done via the auxiliary (2M × 2M)-matrices

Mâ ≡ Vâ V
T
â =













. . .
...

...

· · · â†kâ
†
k′ â†kâk′ · · ·

· · · âkâ†k′ âkâk′ · · ·
...

...
. . .













, Mb̂ ≡ Vb̂ V
T
b̂

=















. . .
...

...

· · · b̂†j b̂
†
j′ b̂†j b̂j′ · · ·

· · · b̂j b̂†j′ b̂j b̂j′ · · ·
...

...
. . .















. (S-30)

They are related to each other via the Bogoliubov transformation as follows

Mâ = R Mb̂R
T . (S-31)

Their averages 〈Mâ〉 and 〈Mb̂〉 are the covariance matrices for the particles and quasiparticles, respectively. They give
the corresponding normally-ordered covariance matrices (see Eq. (S-19)) via the matrix A, Eq. (S-16), as follows

(

〈 : â†r,kâr′,k′ : 〉
)

=
(

〈Mâ〉 − Y
)

A,
(

〈 : b̂†r,k b̂r′,k′ : 〉
)

=
(

〈Mb̂〉 − Y
)

A, Y =

M
⊕

j=1

[

0 0
1 0

]

. (S-32)

Here the matrix Y represents the Bose commutator, [âk, â
†
k′ ] = δk,k′ or [b̂k, b̂

†
k′ ] = δk,k′ , by which the covariance matri-

ces in Eq. (S-30) differ from the normally-ordered ones. The quasiparticles are the independent, non-interacting bosons.

Their average occupations of the energy levels {Ej} in the thermal, equilibrium state, ρ̂ ∼ exp (−∑

j Ej b̂
†
j b̂j/T ), are

given by the Bose-Einstein distribution 〈b̂†k b̂k〉 =
(

eEj/T − 1
)−1

. So, the covariance matrix of the quasiparticle

operators is exactly the matrix D defined in Eq. (S-16), D =
(

〈 : b̂†r,kb̂r′,k′ : 〉
)

.
Eqs. (S-31) and (S-32) immediately lead to the explicit formula for the normally-ordered covariance matrix:

(

〈 : â†r,kâr′,k′ : 〉
)

= RDARTA+ (RY RT − Y )A. (S-33)
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The last relation we need is the equality RY RT − Y = RY TRT − Y T which is equivalent to Eq. (S-18) expressing
preservation of the Bose commutation relations under the Bogoliubov transformation since Ω = Y T − Y . Together
with the identity A = Y T+Y , it allows us to symmetrize the last term of the covariance matrix as follows RY RT −Y =
(RART −A)/2. Plugging it into Eq. (S-33), we get the required result for the normally-ordered covariance matrix

(

〈 : â†r,kâr′,k′ : 〉
)

≡ G = R
(

D +
1

2

)

ARTA− 1

2
. (S-34)

This completes the proof of the second part of Eq. (S-15).

S-II. THE HAFNIAN MASTER THEOREM

Here we give a simple derivation of the Hafnian Master Theorem for an arbitrary covariance matrix G in Eq. (S-19),

1
√

det(1 + (1− Z)G)
=

∑

{nk}

haf (C̃({nk}))
√

det(1 +G)

∏

k

znk

k

nk!
, C = AG(1 +G)−1. (S-35)

It establishes the Taylor series of the determinantal function 1/
√

det(1 + (1− Z)G) over its M variables {zk|k =
1, ...,M} at the point of origin {zk = 0} and is the hafnian’s analog of the Permanent Master Theorem of MacMahon
[35]. Here the (2n× 2n)-matrix C̃({nk}), n =

∑

k nk, is built of the matrix C via replacing the k-th pair of rows and
the k-th pair of columns by nk pairs of the same k-th pair of rows and by nk pairs of the same k-th pair of columns,
respectively.
In fact, Eq. (S-35) is an immediate consequence of the Wick’s theorem well-known in the quantum field theory

[88, 89]. One just need to apply the Wick’s theorem to the mixed partial derivatives of the characteristic function
(S-15),

∏

k

∂nk

∂znk

k

1
√

det(1 + (1− Z)G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

{zk=0}

= Tr
{

ρ̂
∏

k

[

zn̂k−nk

k

nk−1
∏

j=0

(n̂k − j)
]}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

{zk=0}

; ρ̂ =
e−Ĥ/T

Tr{e−Ĥ/T }
. (S-36)

If taken under the quantum-mechanical statistical average in the definition of the characteristic function Θ({zk}) =
Tr{ρ̂∏k z

n̂k

k }, the mixed derivative can be written as above, via the products of nk shifted occupation operators

n̂k − nk + 1, ..., n̂k = â†kâk. For each mode k, in virtue of the Bose commutation relation, [âk, â
†
k′ ] = δk,k′ , such

a product is equal to the normally-ordered product of the nk annihilation operators and nk creation operators,
∏nk−1

j=0 (n̂k−j) = (â†k)
nk ânk

k . It suffices to find the trace in Eq. (S-36) for equal variables zk = z = eiu → 0, k = 1, ...,M .

If the operator of the total number of excited particles N̂ =
∑

k n̂k commuted with the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

Ĥ , then we would get a usual average of a product of the creation/annihilation operators over a density matrix

ρ̂µ ∝ e−(Ĥ−µN̂)/T for a system with a related grand canonical Hamiltonian Ĥ−µN̂ and a chemical potential µ = iuT .

Since the N̂ and the Ĥ do not commute, the average is a bit more involved but still can be easily calculated,

∏

k

∂nk

∂znk

k

1
√

det(1 + (1− Z)G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

{zk=0}

=
1

√

det(1 +G)
Tr

{ ρ̂eµ(N̂−n)/T

Tr{ρ̂eµ(N̂−n)/T }
∏

k

[

(â†k)
nk ânk

k

]}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

z=0

. (S-37)

According to the Wick’s theorem, the average (the trace) in the right hand side of Eq. (S-37) is equal to the sum
of all possible products of n two-operator contractions (averages)

Tr
{ ρ̂eµ(N̂−n)/T

Tr{ρ̂eµ(N̂−n)/T }
: âr,kâr′,k′ :

}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

z=0

= Cr′,k′

r,k (S-38)

of a given product of 2n creation/annihilation operators. As a result and in virtue of the hafnian’s definition [37, 90],
originally given in the quantum field theory by Caianiello [92, 93], we immediately get a concise final formula,

Tr
{ ρ̂eµ(N̂−n)/T

Tr{ρ̂eµ(N̂−n)/T }
∏

k

[

(â†k)
nk ânk

k

]}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

z=0

= haf
(

C̃({nk})
)

, (S-39)
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in terms of the hafnian as in Eq. (S-35). Calculation of the two-operator average in Eq. (S-38) via the Wigner
transforms and Gaussian integrals is a straightforward exercise similar to the calculation of the characteristic function

outlined in the section I of this Supplemental Material. The result for the matrix
(

Cr′,k′

r,k

)

in Eq. (S-38) is C =

AG(1 +G)−1. It is precisely the matrix C employed in the theorem (S-35).
The only additional, though obvious trick here is to represent the nk pairs of the k-mode’s creation/annihilation

operators in Eq. (S-37) via the nk independent, completely degenerate (with exactly the same correlation properties)
modes entering the matrix C̃({nk}) in Eq. (S-35) as the nk identical/degenerate pairs of the k-th rows and the k-th
columns.
This completes the proof of the Hafnian Master Theorem, Eq. (S-35). The latter immediately infers Eq. (13) of the

main text of the Letter for the joint probability distribution.

S-III. COMMENTS ON THE ♯P-HARDNESS AND EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION

OF ATOMIC BOSON SAMPLING

In fact, an absence of the synchronized, on-demand single-photon sources for feeding the input channels of the
interferometer is the reason for a recent shift from an original proposal [6, 7] to a Gaussian boson sampling scheme
that utilizes a two-mode squeezed (or more general, Gaussian) photon input provided by already available on-demand
sources based on a parametric down-conversion [9, 10, 31]. For the BEC-trap platform, such a squeezed input is
provided by nature itself due to the Bogoliubov coupling even in the box trap as had been shown in [33]. So, the
BEC-trap platform is closer to and should be compared with the Gaussian boson sampling.
Especially promising are boson-sampling experiments with the multi-qubit BEC trap formed by a finite number Q

of qubit wells (see Fig. 1 below). The results (S-15) and (S-35) show that the many-body statistics of the excited
atom occupations in the BEC trap offers a quantum simulation of the ♯P-hard problem of boson sampling on the
BEC-trap platform alternative to the photonic interferometer platform. The single-qubit case Q = 1 corresponds to
a trap with just two quasi-degenerate condensates. The case of a few qubit wells, Q = 2, 3, 4, ..., promises discovery
of new quantum effects beyond a particle analog of the simple Hong-Ou-Mandel one and doable at the present
stage of the magneto-optical trapping and detection technology. Such experiments would be tremendously valuable
for understanding fundamental properties of the many-body quantum systems directly relevant to the quantum
advantage. The ultimate experiments with an increasingly large number of qubits, Q ≫ 1, addressing the ♯P-hard
problem are very challenging. Yet, they seem to be within reach and could hit the quantum advantage.

ΔE

Q qubit cells

δE

δE E≪ Δ

A single-qubit cell

FIG. 1. The multi-qubit BEC trap: A sketch of the geometry of its trapping potential in the case of a two-dimensional
lattice built of the Q single-qubit cells. Each single-qubit cell is formed by a double-well potential featuring two close lower
energy levels separated from the higher energy levels by the energy gap ∆E much larger than the lower-energy splitting δE.
For clarity’s sake, an inhomogeneous underlying (background) potential, designed for controlling the condensate profile and
Bogoliubov couplings, as well as the high potential walls at the outer borders of the multi-qubit trap are not shown.

Detecting a particle number in each excited state can be facilitated by rising the total number N of particles loaded
into the trap since the excited-state occupations scale as (N − 〈N0〉)/M . Rising N − 〈N0〉, say, from 102 to 104

multiplies the occupations by 100. The asymptotic parameter of complexity is the number of Bogoliubov-coupled
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excited states M which is similar to the number of channels in the interferometer. It is neither the total number of
particles in the BEC trap N nor the number of bosons (noncondensed particles) in the system N − 〈N0〉.
The experiments could be aimed at boson sampling of occupations of any-basis excited particle states, not necessary,

say, single particle states of an empty trap, and even any subset of states (irrespective to the other states) or a set of
groups (bunches) of states, that is, not necessary all states or each state, respectively, of the lower miniband formed by
the qubit-well states. Such ”incomplete” experiments on a marginal or course-grained, respectively, particle-number
distribution should be the first to test the quantum advantage of the joint occupations statistics of the excited states.
The related ”incomplete” statistics is given by the same general formula in Eq. (S-15) due to its universality.
A reduction to computing a permanent is known also for the transition amplitude of a quantum circuit in a universal

quantum computer [113]. This fact puts the ♯P-hardnesses of (i) the quantum statistics in a BEC trap and (ii) the
universal quantum computer on the same footing.
When the ♯P-hardness of the atomic boson sampling disappears? – First, if the interparticle interaction

vanishes, the problem is reduced to a diagonal matrix with a trivial Bogoliubov transformation R = 1 that corresponds
to the independent fluctuations in the occupations of the excited particle states. So, the aforementioned ♯P-hard
complexity vanishes in an ideal Bose gas within the grand canonical ensemble approximation. In the canonical
ensemble, some nontrivial correlations between equilibrium occupations of the excited particle states of the trap
exist even in the ideal gas due to the total particle number constraint, N = const. They are related to the known
critical fluctuations in the total noncondensate or condensate occupation in the ideal gas confined in a mesoscopic
trap [44, 104].
Second, if the condensate is uniform, the Bogoliubov coupling reduces to just coupling inside each pair of two

counter-propagating plane modes of the trap. All such different pairs are decoupled from each other in the uniform
BEC, and the covariance matrix becomes a diagonal matrix composed of the (4 × 4)-blocks. So, the characteristic
function factorizes into a product of the (4 × 4)-determinants found in [33] and the joint distribution manifests the
squeezed two-mode fluctuations with correlations analogues to the ones in the Hong–Ou–Mandel effect of a two-photon
interference in quantum optics.
Third, the ♯P-hardness disappears in some exactly soluble or special cases when the Bogoliubov coupling matrix

has a special or degenerate form such that the associated hafnians or permanents, defining the joint probability
distribution in accord with the hafnian, Eq. (S-35), or permanent master theorems, are computable in polynomial
time (e.g., via fully polynomial randomized approximation scheme [39] or recursively, like permanents in [105]).
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Drummond, Robustness of quantum Fourier transform
interferometry, Opt. Lett. 44, 343–346 (2019).

[29] P. D. Drummond, B. Opanchuk, and M. D. Reid, Simu-
lating complex networks in phase space: Gaussian boson
sampling, arXiv:2102.10341v1.

[30] H. Wang, J. Qin, X. Ding et al., Boson Sampling with 20
input photons and a 60-mode interferometer in a 1014-
dimensional Hilbert space, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 250503
(2019).

[31] H.-S. Zhong, Y.-H. Deng, J. Qin et al., Phase-
Programmable Gaussian Boson Sampling Using Stim-
ulated Squeezed Light, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 180502
(2021).

[32] B. Villalonga, M. Y. Niu, L. Li, H. Neven, J. C.
Platt, V. N. Smelyanskiy, and S. Boixo, Efficient ap-
proximation of experimental Gaussian boson sampling,
arXiv:2109.11525v1.

[33] V. V. Kocharovsky, Vl. V. Kocharovsky, and M. O.
Scully, Condensation of N bosons. III. Analytical re-
sults for all higher moments of condensate fluctuations
in interacting and ideal dilute Bose gases via the canon-
ical ensemble quasiparticle formulation, Phys. Rev. A
61, 053606 (2000).

[34] S. V. Tarasov, Vl. V. Kocharovsky, and V. V.
Kocharovsky, Bose-Einstein condensate fluctuations
versus an interparticle interaction, Phys. Rev. A 102,
043315 (2020).

[35] P. A. MacMahon, Combinatory analysis, vols. 1 and 2
(Cambridge University Press, 1915-16).

[36] J. K. Percus, Combinatorial methods (Springer-Verlag,
New York, 1971).

[37] A. Barvinok, Combinatorics and Complexity of Par-
tition Functions, Algorithms and Combinatorics 30
(Springer International Publishing AG: Cham, Switzer-
land, 2016).

[38] L. G. Valiant, The complexity of computing the perma-
nent, Theor. Comput. Sci. 8, 189–201 (1979).

[39] M. Jerrum, A. Sinclair, and E. Vigoda, A polynomial-
time approximation algorithm for the permanent of a
matrix with nonnegative entries, J. ACM 51, 671–697
(2004).

http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.09583
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.00992
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.05836
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.10341
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.11525


13

[40] V. V. Kocharovsky, Vl. V. Kocharovsky, and S. V.
Tarasov, Unification of the nature’s complexities via a
matrix permanent – critical phenomena, fractals, quan-
tum computing, ♯P-complexity, Entropy 22, 322 (2020).

[41] H. Shi and A. Griffin, Finite-temperature excitations
in a dilute Bose-condensed gas, Phys. Rep. 304, 1–87
(1998).

[42] V. N. Popov, Green functions and thermodynamic func-
tions of a non-ideal Bose gas, Sov. Phys. JETP 20,
1185–1188 (1965).

[43] The grand canonical ensemble does not fully account
for the canonical-ensemble constraint of an exact con-
servation of the total number of particles N in the BEC
trap, N = const. The latter is the ultimate reason
for the very onset of the BEC phase transition [44]. A
canonical-ensemble analysis of the critical fluctuations
near the critical temperature of the BEC phase transi-
tion is much more involved. It can be fulfilled on the ba-
sis of the Holstein-Primakoff, or Girardeaux-Arnowitt,
representation by means of the nonpolynomial diagram
technique and recurrence equations for partial contrac-
tions of the atomic field operators described in [45–47].
It also leads to the matrix permanent or hafnian.

[44] S. V. Tarasov, Vl. V. Kocharovsky, and V. V.
Kocharovsky, Grand Canonical Versus Canonical En-
semble: Universal Structure of Statistics and Thermo-
dynamics in a Critical Region of Bose–Einstein Conden-
sation of an Ideal Gas in Arbitrary Trap, J. Stat. Phys.
161, 942–964 (2015).

[45] V. V. Kocharovsky and Vl. V. Kocharovsky, Micro-
scopic theory of a phase transition in a critical region:
Bose–Einstein condensation in an interacting gas. Phys.
Lett. A 379, 466—470 (2015).

[46] V. V. Kocharovsky and Vl. V. Kocharovsky, Micro-
scopic theory of phase transitions in a critical region,
Physica Scripta 90, 108002 (2015).

[47] V. V. Kocharovsky and Vl. V. Kocharovsky, Exact gen-
eral solution to the three-dimensional Ising model and a
self-consistency equation for the nearest-neighbors’ cor-
relations, arXiv:1510.07327v3.

[48] Otherwise, the fluctuations in the occupations of the ex-
cited particle states or small groups of them become in-
dependent that corresponds to an easy-to-compute haf-
nian or permanent of a diagonal or quasi-diagonal ma-
trix composed of 2× 2, 4× 4 or similar low-dimensional
blocks. A uniform BEC in a box is not enough since
it creates the Bogoliubov coupling just between the
counter-propagating atomic modes with momenta ~k

and −~k, leaving different pairs of modes independent.
[49] M. Kristensen, M. Christensen, M. Gajdacz, M. Iglicki,

K. Pawlowski, C. Klempt, J. Sherson, K. Rzazewski,
A. Hilliard, and J. Arlt, Observation of atom number
fluctuations in a Bose-Einstein condensate, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 122, 163601 (2019).

[50] M. Mehboudi, A. Lampo, C. Charalambous, L. A. Cor-
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