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Motivated by the Asynchronous Finite Differences Method utilized for the calculation of the most
probable distributions of finite particle number systems, this study employs numerical variation
and central difference techniques to provide more precise estimations regarding these distributions.
Specifically, three novel finite distributions are derived and applied to Bose-Einstein condensation,
revealing that the critical condition (nλ3 = 2.612) may be relaxed in finite particle number scenarios.
Moreover, maintaining density as a constant is anticipated to result in a higher critical temperature
compared to infinite number systems. Notably, the obtained condensate number on the zero-energy
level surpasses that of predictions generated by canonical distributions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The main objective of statistical physics is to comprehend and predict the macroscopic phenomena exhibited by
systems comprising of an enormous number of microscopic particles, typically quantified by the Avogadro’s constant
(6.022× 1023). In statistical analysis, the infinity of micro-particles is considered as a fundamental concept for both
equilibrium and non-equilibrium states. The abundance of micro-particles necessitates the transformation of functions
defined on a discrete lattice into continuous ones, enabling the conduct of differentials, derivatives, and integration
of such continuous functions during analysis. This concept is well-founded in statistical physics. For instance, the
Stirling approximation of the factorials is a valuable computational tool in the determination of the most probable
distribution (MPD) exhibited by systems such as Maxwell-Boltzmann, Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac distributions.
However, the application of infinite number postulation may pose a challenge while dealing with nano-scale physics,
levitation [1–3], cold atom [4] or Bose-Einstein condensate [5–7]etc. Using the example of a levitated nanoparticle in
Ref. [2], it is noted that the number of molecules present is of the order of approximately 105. In view of this, treating
the quantity as infinite appears to be an inaccurate approach. It is therefore recommended to analyze the quantity in
terms of finite numbers, resulting in discrete functions. Derivatives, differentials and integration can then be converted
to differences, ratios and summations. This allows for a more insightful comparison between the statistics obtained
from an infinite number of particles versus a finite number of particles. This difference is of considerable interest to
researchers.

The present study introduces a novel approach to perform statistical analyses on limited particle counts, as de-
scribed in Ref. [8]. A new variation of discrete calculus is presented, which employs asynchronous usage of forward
and backward differences for the calculation of the Bose-Einstein, Fermi-Dirac, and Maxwell-Boltzmann systems.
While the MPD functions conform to the established form when the number of particles exceeds one, the functions
exhibit disparities when only one particle is present at a given energy level, rendering it indistinguishable as a Boson
or Fermion. Despite its proficiency, the methodology is not without its drawbacks, such as the introduction of artifi-
ciality through the asynchronous application of forward and backward differences on distinct terms of a distribution,
as highlighted in the subsequent discussion (see the following context). In reality, the mathematical operations of
integration and differentiation are founded upon the constrictions of discrete summation and difference. When the
overall count of particles is meager, it is quite probable that the aforementioned operations will revert to their discrete
configurations. Nonetheless, while discrete summation and difference hold the status of elementary approximation
algorithms, they remain indispensable techniques for conducting numerical calculations. The successful implementa-
tion of these algorithms can furnish informative cues aimed at refining the precision of computations performed on
finite number systems.

In this paper, inspired by the discrete numerical method, we have identified a more appropriate approach for dealing
with finite number systems, numerical variation, and central difference methods. Our method provides more accurate
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variations for finite number systems. When we applied these new distributions to Bose-Einstein condensation, we
observed many interesting features. Overall, the contents of this paper are organized as follows. In sec. II, we introduce
and analyze the method proposed in Ref. [8]. We also present the numerical methods in calculus that can be used for
our analysis. In sec. III, we demonstrate the MPD using a more precise numerical calculus and study the implications
of Bose-Einstein condensation. Finally, we present our conclusions in sec. IV.

II. ASYNCHRONOUS FINITE DIFFERENCES AND HINTS FROM NUMERICAL VARIATIONS AND
DIFFERENCES

A. Asynchronous finite differences

In order to compute the variations of finite discrete distribution functions, we adopted an approach referred to as
asynchronous differences as proposed in Ref. [8]. We briefly elaborate on this method below. Numerical differenti-
ation is commonly employed to approximate the value of a function’s derivative at a specific point through a linear
combination of its function values. A satisfactory formulation of discrete calculus of variation must account for both
synchronous finite differences and asynchronous finite differences. This enables the finite differences-based solution
groups, which consider all feasible combinations of forward and backward differences. The definition of the derivative
can be effectively utilized to employ the difference quotient for derivative approximation. Given the various direc-
tions of steps and the various selections of approximate points chosen for calculating the slope, numerous numerical
differentiation formulas of a function y(x) can be obtained

y′f (x) ' y(x+ h)− y(x)

h
, (1)

y′b(x) ' y(x)− y(x− h)

h
, (2)

y′c(x) ' y(x+ h)− y(x− h)

2h
, (3)

where h is the step size increment. Note that here the symbol “'” is chosen to represent “=” for a finite h. The
equality will become exact when h is a infinitesimal. Equation (1) is refereed to the forward difference quotient,
equation (2) is refereed to the backward difference quotient, and equation (3) is the central difference quotient. The
forward and backward differences were adopted, i.e. the forward difference

4fy(x) = y(x+ h)− y(x) , (4)

and the backward difference

4by(x) = y(x)− y(x− h) . (5)

Doing these two differences on the different parts of a function will give asynchronous differences. Take

y(x) = y1(x) + y2(x) (6)

as an example, the differences 4y(x) will have four combinations

4fy1(x) +4fy2(x) , (7)

4fy1(x) +4by2(x) , (8)

4by1(x) +4fy2(x) , (9)

4by1(x) +4by2(x) . (10)

Differences Eq. (8) and Eq. (9) are the defined asynchronous differences. The second order differences are also taken
to one-to-one correspondence with the first order differences

42
fy1(x) +42

fy2(x) , (11)

42
fy1(x) +42

by2(x) , (12)

42
by1(x) +42

fy2(x) , (13)

42
by1(x) +42

by2(x) . (14)
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By these asynchronous differences, the most probable distribution can be derived by the variation on a microstates
of a system with finite number particles. Taking the Bose-Einstein distribution as an example, the number of the
distinct microstates in a set {ni} is

ΩB.E.{ni} =
∏
i

(ni + gi − 1)!

ni!(gi − 1)!
, (15)

where gi is the degree of degeneracy of the energy level εi. The functional y with two Lagrange multipliers α and β is

y =
∑
i

(ln(ni + gi − 1)!− lnni!− ln(gi − 1)!)− α(
∑
i

ni −N)− β(
∑
i

niεi − E) , (16)

where N is the total particle number and E is the total energy of the system. The most probable distribution is
derived by the variational

δy =
∑
i

δni

[(
δ ln(ni + gi − 1)!

δni
− δ lnni!

δni

)
− (α+ βεi)

]
= 0 . (17)

Here, we use the Stirling approximation to derive the MPD for a system with an infinite number of particles (ni � 1).
However, this approximation is invalid for finite numbers, and the asynchronous difference method is a viable solution.
The term (α + βεi) is linear, and the asynchronous difference can be applied to the other two terms, denoted as
ln(ni+gi−1)! (represented by y1) and lnni! (represented by y2). Different asynchronous differences result in different
distributions. The MPD is derived from the largest second-order variations δ2y, which are described in Eq.(12),
1f2b for ni ≥ 2. This leads to the ordinary Bose-Einstein distribution as the final result. For energy levels with a
maximum of one occupied particle, the exact Bose-Einstein distribution can be derived using asynchronous differences,
as detailed in Ref.[8]. Similar results can also be obtained for the other two distributions.

Although the use of the Stirling approximation has been abandoned, and the asynchronous difference method
appears to have solved the MPD issue in finite particle number systems, there are still some defects that should be
addressed. First, the distribution function is artificially divided into two parts and combined with different differences,
potentially compromising the stability of the algorithm. Upon analyzing relevant numerical data, it is unclear whether
this method is stable. Secondly, the true solution is based on the size of the second order difference, but the assumption
of negative infinity is not acceptable when dealing with finite difference in discrete systems. Lastly, the distribution
functions are forced to be integer numbers if the continuous approximation is not used. However, the transition
from discrete summation to continuous integration is the fundamental idea of calculus. Abandoning the Stirling
approximation is similar to going backwards from integration to discrete summation. In addition, numerical integration
is performed via approximately finite summation, suggesting that numerical calculations can provide insight and
methods for continuous integration of variation, which will be discussed further in the subsequent subsection.

B. Hints from numerical analysis

The derivation of MPD involves both variational calculus and mathematical differences. In this article, we briefly
introduce the essential concepts of these two subjects while also exploring potential applications for our study in
statistical physics.

The calculus of variations, also referred to as variational calculus, is a field of mathematical analysis that utilizes
variations, i.e. small changes in functions and functionals, to identify the minima and maxima of functionals. Func-
tionals are commonly expressed as definite integrals involving functions and their derivatives, mapping from a set of
functions to real numbers. Various techniques can be employed to determine the function that maximizes or minimizes
the functional of a variational problem. Variational calculus is a significant branch of mathematics and plays a critical
role in both classical and quantum physics. For instance, the application of variational calculus in classical mechanics
entails the formulation of Hamilton’s principle.

The direct method for solving variational problems is a crucial technique in variational calculus. It involves con-
structing a sequence of minimization and obtaining the solution to the problem through a limit process. The Euler
finite difference method is a direct method [9–11] that utilizes a piecewise linear function as the admissible function.
With this type of function, the difference quotient and derivative are equivalent on the subinterval of the function
segment. We investigate the functional

J [y] =

∫ xn

x0

F (x, y, y′)dx , (18)
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subject to the boundary conditions y(x0) = y0 and y(xn) = yn. As shown in the left panel of Fig. 1, the integral
interval is divided into n subintervals of length h, with dividing points at x0, x0 + h, · · · , x0 + ih, x0 + (i+ 1)h, · · · ,
x0 +nh = xn. The admissible function values at the dividing points are y(x0) = y0, y1, · · · , yi, yi+1, · · · , yn = y(xn),
where y1, y2, · · · , yn−1 are undetermined. Thus, the functional takes the following form,

J [y] =

∫ xn

x0

F (x, y, y′)dx ≈
n−1∑
i=0

F (xi, yi,
yi+1 − yi

h
)h = ϕ(y1, y2, · · · , yn−1) . (19)

Finally, we solve the equation

∂ϕ

∂yi
= 0, (i = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1) (20)

to obtain the minimum values of y1,y2,· · · ,yn−1 for the function. By utilizing the Euler finite difference method, we
transform the functional problem into a differential problem, which enables us to efficiently obtain the admissible
function yn(x) with a concise linear score. The admissible curve, denoted by y = (y0(x), y1(x), · · · , yn(x)), is a
broken line that approximates the solution to the variational problem.

It is crucial to address a subtle point regarding Euler’s method. The difference ∆y = yi+1 − yi that yields the
derivative y′ is not the finite variation δyi that is analyzed in the variation. As shown in the left panel of Fig. 1,
δyi refers to the variation of the single function yi. It should be noted that yi can be continuous or discrete. The
continuous case can be computed straightforwardly, while the discrete case can be obtained through difference methods
that will be further discussed in the following context.

FIG. 1: Left: Euler finite difference method for the numerical variation. The difference between ∆y and yi+1 − yi is shown
in the figure. Right: Geometric illustration of the forward,backward, and central finite difference formulas for approximating
y′(xi)

Next, it is necessary to re-examine the precision of the finite difference. Through a simple Taylor expansion in
calculus, it can be demonstrated that the central finite difference formula exhibits superior accuracy compared to
both the forward and backward finite difference formulas [12]. An analytic function y(x) may be written as a finite
summation

y(x+ h) = y(x) + hy′(x) +
h2

2
y′′(x) + · · ·+ hk

k!
yk(ξ) . (21)

If y(x) is differentiable up to the k-th order, and x < ξ, the derivatives of a differential equation can be represented by
finite difference formulas at grid points. This method results in a linear or nonlinear algebraic system. Various types
of finite difference formulas are available, and their accuracy is directly proportional to the magnitude of h, which is
typically small. It is worth noting that the forward finite difference and backward difference have the same accuracy
order [12]. In this regard, we take the forward finite difference as an example.

y′f (xi) '
y(xi + h)− y(xi)

h
∼ y′(xi) . (22)
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The forward finite difference method introduces an error which mandates the use of h > 0. Geometrically, y′f (xi)

denotes the slope of the secant line that connects (xi, y(xi)) and (xi + h, y(xi + h)), as depicted in the right panel
of Fig. 1. To evaluate the accuracy of y′f (xi) in approximating y′(xi), we invoke the extended mean value theorem

(Taylor series), provided that y(x) has continuously differentiable second-order derivatives, as follows

y(xi + h) = y(xi) + y′(xi)h+
1

2
y′′(ξ)h2 , (23)

where 0 < ξ < h. Then the error can be estimated as

Ef (h) =
y(xi + h)− y(xi)

h
− y′(xi) =

1

2
y′′(ξ)h = O(h) . (24)

As a result, the error, defined as the difference between the approximate value and the exact one, becomes proportional
to h. The discretization equation Eq. (22) is said to exhibit first-order accuracy. The estimation of the central finite
difference needs to retain more terms in the Taylor expansion

y(x+ h) = y(x) + hy′(x) +
1

2
y′′(x)h2 +

1

6
y′′′(ξ)h3 , (25)

y(x− h) = y(x)− hy′(x) +
1

2
y′′(x)h2 − 1

6
y′′′(ξ)h3 , (26)

which lead to

Ec(h) =
y(xi + h)− y(xi − h)

2h
− y′(xi) =

1

6
y′′′(ξ)h2 = O(h2) . (27)

Thus the central finite difference formula is the second-order accuracy.
As discussed earlier, the logic behind numerical variation and error analysis involves returning from continuous

calculus to discrete summation. Interestingly, discrete summations are also the initial evaluation of MPD in statistical
physics. Continuous distribution functions are merely a limit with infinitely large particle numbers. Therefore, it is
natural to apply numerical variation and error analysis to deal with finite number statistical systems. The Euler
finite difference method can be used for variation to give the maximum distributions. Furthermore, central difference
should be adopted for difference derivation as it provides a more accurate estimation. We will provide further details
in the next section.

III. THE MOST PROBABLE DISTRIBUTION WITH FINITE PARTICLE NUMBERS

A. Variation of finite number system

Inspired by numerical analysis, we can provide better treatment for the most probable distribution in statistical
physics. For example, let us consider Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution[13]. The logarithm of the distinct microstates
in a set {ni} is

ln ΩM.B. = ln

(
N !∏
i ni!

∏
i

gnii

)
= lnN ! +

∑
i

ni ln gi −
∑
i

lnni! . (28)

The equation above represents a physical system with a finite number of particles. Only when ni � 1 for every energy
level can the logarithm be treated as a continuous integration using Stirling’s approximation. To better understand
the difference between “discrete” and “continuous”, we can assume that ni, gi, and εi are continuous functions of
energy level i. This allows us to transform the summation of subscript i into an integration over a continuous variable
x. The logarithm of the number of the microstates will be

ln ΩM.B. = C +

∫ [
ñ(x) ln g̃(x)− ln Γ(ñ(x) + 1)

]
dx , (29)

where C = lnN !. Note that the symbol “ ˜ ” is added in ñ(x), g̃(x), and ε̃(x) for the distinguishment with the discrete
variables. The total number and total energy constraints of the system will be∫

ñ(x)dx = N , and

∫
ñ(x)ε̃(x)dx = E . (30)



6

Now we define functional J with α and β as Lagrangian multipliers

J(ñ) =

∫
[ñ(x) ln g̃(x)− ln Γ(ñ(x) + 1)− α (ñ(x)−N)− β (ñ(x)ε̃(x)− E)] dx . (31)

This is a continuous functional of the distribution ñ(x). The variation of δJ = 0 yields the most probable distribution,
which is the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution in this case.

Next the Euler finite difference method is used for the finite particle number. All the function such as ñ(x) return
to their normal form. The functional will be

J(ni) =
∑
i

ni ln gi −
∑
i

ln Γ(ni + 1) + α

(∑
i

ni −N

)
− β

(∑
i

niεi − E

)
= Φ [n1, n2, · · · , nimax ; gi, εi, N,E] . (32)

Here imax denote the largest energy level of the system, which could be any sufficiently large number. At this point,
we should note that n1, n2, · · · , nimax form a mutually function space as depicted in Fig. 2. The extreme value of the
functional J(ni) could be derived by the requirement that the variation of Φ on every ni equal zero

δ̇Φ

δ̇ni
=̇0 . (33)

Here the symbol “δ̇” and “=̇” are used to represent the discrete variation and equality. δ̇ni means that it has the
minimum interval, which is

δ̇ni = 1 . (34)

Naturally, δ̇Φ is also finite, in contrast to continuous variation which is infinitesimal. Another subtle point to note is
the equivalence to zero. For a continuous functional, the variation is exactly equal to zero, as demonstrated in the left
panel of Fig.2. However, as shown in the right panel of Fig.2, the equality can only be maintained within a certain
degree of uncertainty for discrete variation. The newly defined symbol =̇ reminds us to identify the point closest to
δ̇Φ/δ̇ni = 0. Furthermore, the degree of uncertainty is dependent on the specific differences involved. As discussed
earlier, the central difference has a higher order of accuracy as compared to the forward and backward differences.
Therefore, the central difference method is adopted for the subsequent studies.

FIG. 2: Left: the maximum of a continuous functional; Right: the maximum value of a discrete functional.

To give a uniform description of the variation, the total number and total energy are divided into

Nmin = N/imax, Emin = E/imax . (35)

Then the functional can be written as

Φ =
∑
i

ϕi =
∑
i

[ni ln gi − ln Γ(ni + 1)− α (ni −Nmin)− β (niεi − Emin)] . (36)
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The extreme variation of Eq. (33) gives equations

δ̇ϕi=̇0 . (37)

The central difference is

4cϕi =

[
(ni + 1) ln gi − ln Γ(ni + 2)− α

(
ni + 1−Nmin

)
−β
(

(ni + 1)εi − Emin
)]

−
[
(ni − 1) ln gi − ln Γ(ni)− α

(
ni − 1−Nmin

)
−β
(

(ni − 1)εi − Emin
)]

. (38)

Then extreme requirement of Eq. (37) gives

ni + 1

gi

ni
gi

=̇e−2(α+βεi) . (39)

It is obvious that the distribution will recover the classical Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution in case of ni � 1

ni = gie
−α−βεi . (40)

However, if the number of particles is finite, we must acknowledge that the distribution exists in an implicit form. If the
total number scale is significantly less than Avogadro’s constant, the deviation from the ordinary Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution may be significant enough to detect. Compared with the asynchronous difference method in Ref. [8], we
observe that the central difference discards the division of y into y1 and y2, which had varying differences. The central
difference further enhances accuracy. Additionally, we note the significance of uncertainties being equated to zero.
The coefficients, Lagrangian multipliers α and β, are consistent across all energy levels, determined by temperature
and chemical potential. Imposing equality between these coefficients and an integer number ni is unphysical, and thus
our work defines an equivalence with some degree of uncertainty. Moreover, as ni has a lower boundary (ni ≥ 0), it
is noteworthy that the extreme of variation may be at said boundary ni = 0,

δ̇ϕi < 0 , (41)

although studying such an eventuality surpasses the scope of our work.
In the same way, we can get Bose-Einstein distribution

(ni + 1)ni
(ni + gi)(ni + gi − 1)

=̇e−2(α+βεi) , (42)

and Fermi-Dirac distribution

(ni + 1)ni
(gi − ni)(gi − ni + 1)

=̇e−2(α+βεi) . (43)

Similar ordinary distributions can be achieved when ni is significantly large. Please note that the ordinary distributions
are referred to as canonical distributions while the newly derived distributions through finite difference are denoted
as finite distributions in the subsequent context.

All our results of the MPD from canonical and finite distributions are listed in the following tabular for the
comparison.

canonical distributions finite distributions

Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution ni = gie
−(α+βεi) ni+1

gi
ni
gi

=̇e−2(α+βεi)

Bose-Einstein distribution ni = gi
eα+βεi−1

(ni+1)ni
(ni+gi)(ni+gi−1) =̇e

−2(α+βεi)

Fermi-Dirac distribution ni = gi
eα+βεi+1

(ni+1)ni
(gi−ni)(gi−ni+1) =̇e

−2(α+βεi)

Of course, the differences between canonical distributions and finite distributions are negligible when the particle
numbers are infinitely large. However, as discussed in the introduction, the number scales of many physical systems
are much less than Avogadro’s constant, which means that observable phenomena may arise due to these differences.
This is especially true for Bose-Einstein condensation found in cold atom systems. Finite distributions may be
applicable, and the details will be studied in the following subsection.
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B. Application in Bose-Einstein condensation.

Modifications of canonical distributions are derived using central difference. In this subsection, we use these distri-
butions to study Bose-Einstein condensation. First, the sketch picture with continuous distribution is reviewed [14].
Consider a system consisting of N identical and nearly independent bosons with temperature T and volume V . In
the case of an infinite number of particles, the distribution is canonical with chemical potential µ and temperature T

α = − µ

kT
, β =

1

kT
, (44)

namely

ni =
gi

e
εi−µ
kT − 1

. (45)

The key point of the distribution is the −1 in the denominator, which leads to condensation in momentum space.
Suppose the lowest energy level is zero ε0 = 0, the condensation occurs at the critical temperature Tc where the

chemical potential µ vanishes, with the critical number distribution given by

nc =
N

V
=

1

V

∑
i

gi

e
εi
kTc − 1

. (46)

Periodic boundary conditions for the de Broglie wave at the wall are used to estimate the energy levels. If a free
particle is located in a cubic container with edge length L, the possible values of energy for the three-dimensional free
particle are given by

ε =
1

2m
(p2x + p2y + p2z) =

2π2~2

m

n2x + n2y + n2z
L2

, nx, ny, nz = 0,±1,±2, · · · (47)

nx, ny, and nz are the quantum numbers used to characterize the motion state of a three-dimensional free particle.
It should be noted that there are two propagation directions for waves, therefore nx, ny, and nz can be negative
integers. The energy level is dependent solely upon n2x + n2y + n2z, and as a result, degeneracy is always going to be
greater than one. The number of quantum states for a free particle within the momentum range from px to px + dpx,
py to py + dpy, and pz to pz + dpz, inside a volume V = L3 can be described as follows

dnxdnydnz =

(
L

2π~

)3

dpxdpydpz =
V

h3
dpxdpydpz . (48)

Use the relation ε = p2/2m, we can obtain the number of possible states of a free particle within the energy range of
ε to ε+ dε in the volume V

D(ε)dε =
2πV

h3
(2m)3/2ε1/2dε . (49)

In the case of an infinitely large number of particles, the energy level spacing is much smaller than kT , so we can
replace the summation in Eq. (46) with an integral, treating the energy levels as continuous. The number of possible
states of a free particle within the energy range of ε to ε + dε, or the degeneracy in that energy range, is given by
Eq. (49). Thus the expression becomes

nc =
2π

h3
(2m)3/2

∫ ∞
0

ε1/2dε

e
ε
kTc − 1

=
2π

h3
(2mkTc)

3/2

∫ ∞
0

x1/2dx

ex − 1
=

(
2πmkTc
h2

)3/2

× 2.612 . (50)

Therefore, the relation between critical number density nc and the critical temperature Tc is

Tc =
( nc

2.612

)2/3 2π~2

mk
. (51)

As the temperature continues to decrease, a macroscopic number of particles will condense at the lowest energy level
ε = 0 of which the density is

n0(T ) = nc

[
1−

(
T

Tc

)3/2
]
. (52)
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The collection of particles condensing in ε0 is known as a Bose-Einstein condensate. This indicates that, below critical
temperature Tc, n0 and n have the same order of magnitude. Rewriting the Eq. (51) as

n

(
h√

2πmkTc

)3

= nλ3 = 2.612 , (53)

where λ is the thermal wavelength of the atoms, which is larger than the average distance between atoms. The Eq. (53)
gives the critical condition for the appearance of Bose-Einstein condensation in an ideal gas, and the condition for
the presence of a condensate is nλ3 ≥ 2.612.

The exploration of condensation with finite number distributions should begin with counting the energy levels. The
smallest energy interval should be determined by the edge length L or, more specifically, the volume V . From the
possible energy level given in Eq. (47), the energy interval can be written as

∆ε =
2π2~2

mV 2/3
. (54)

We can see that the interval is proportional to the V −2/3. When we change the integral of Eq. (50) to the summation
of discrete energy level, not like the Eq. (48), the volume V cannot be directly extracted out of dnxdnydnz. However,
the critical density can be simply derived by the summation of finite distribution. When the distribution is canonical

nCc =

 ∑
nx,ny,nz

1

e
∆ε
kTc

(n2
x+n

2
y+n

2
z) − 1

/V , (55)

which is distinguished by a superscript C. When the distribution is finite

nFc =

 ∑
nx,ny,nz

F (gi, nx, ny, nz)

/V , (56)

which is distinguished by a superscript F. F (gi, nx, ny, nz) is the explicit form of the finite distribution which can be
derived by solve the quadratic equation Eq. (42)

F (gi, nx, ny, nz) =

√
4g2i e

2(α+βεi) − 8gie2(α+βεi) + e4(α+βεi) + 2e2(α+βεi) + 1 + 2gi − e2(α+βεi) − 1

2
(
e2(α+βεi) − 1

) , (57)

with α = 0 and βεi = (∆ε/kTc)(n
2
x + n2y + n2z). Note that here we change “=̇” as “=” for simplicity. One can easily

check that in case of ∆ε/kTc � 1, the critical density will be equal to the density got by integration of the continuous
distribution Eq. (50). When ∆ε/kTc are comparable to 1 or sufficiently large, the density will be changed by deviation
between discrete summation and the continuous integration.
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n

i 
/∆
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5
0

FIG. 3: Illustration of the deviation of the number density between discrete summation and the continuous function
√
x.

In fact, from the number density given in Eq. (49), the density obeys a square root
√
x relation with energy. To

show the deviation from continuous integration, we recorded the number of states in intervals of 20 in the number
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space up to 1000; for example, ∆n10 records the states between 180 − 200. We then normalized all the ∆ni with
∆n50 and compared it with the function

√
x. The results are shown in Fig. 3. From the figure, we can see that

although the tendency of the discrete density is
√
x, there is an obvious deviation. Thus, we assume that the critical

temperature remains constant and set ∆ε/kTc = 10−4 as a reference critical density n0c with volume V0. We then
vary ∆ε/kTc from 10−4 to 10−1, which also means that the volume of the system V/V0 (normalized by V0) varies
from 1 to 10−4.5. The corresponding results of nc/n

0
c are shown in the left panel of Fig. 4. Note that, we chose

gi = 3 in the numerical calculation of finite distributions. One can check that finite distribution F (gi, nx, ny, nz) = 0
when gi = 1. F (gi, nx, ny, nz) will exactly match the canonical distribution when gi = 2. Thus we chose a universal
gi = 3 for demonstration purposes. Additionally, note that the summation of nx, ny, nz ranges from a large negative
integer −M to M , so the degeneracy resulting from changes in sign is already taken into account in the summation.
From the figure, we can see that as the volume decreases, the critical densities also decrease to significant values.
The decrease of the finite distribution is larger than that of the canonical distribution. For example, at the critical
density point V/V0 = 10−4.5, the canonical critical density decreases to 0.825 of the density derived from continuous
distribution, while the finite critical density decreases to 0.76. The difference between the two may be detected
in future measurements on Bose-Einstein condensation. The distribution of states in the energy space is shown
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FIG. 4: Left: the change of the critical density along with the volume, under the assumption of a constant critical temperature.
Right: The normalized canonical and finite distributions in the the energy space.

in the right panel of Fig. 4, in which ∆ε/kTC = 10−2. The canonical and finite distributions are compared with
the continuous function f(x) =

√
x/(ex − 1) (see Eq. (50)). We can see that there are significant deviations from

continuous distributions, which is the reason for the decrease in critical density. This decrease implies that the critical
condition Eq. (53) equivalent to 2.612 can be relaxed to a smaller value. For example, if we take ∆ε/kTc = 10−1 , the
decrease in critical density means that the condensation occurs at the point nλ3 = 0.612 × 0.76 = 1.99. This is an
important feature that may serve as verification of the finite distribution. Next, we will analyze the phenomenology
of Bose-Einstein condensation experiments in different distributions.

Ever since the 1980s, breakthroughs have been made in laser cooling, magneto-optical traps, and evaporative cooling
technology. Bose-Einstein condensation of 87Rb [5], 23Na[6], and 7Li [7] vapors was achieved in 1995. Take 23Na
condensation as an example, the rubidium atoms in the background vapor were optically pre-cooled and captured,
then loaded into a magnetic trap and further cooled by evaporation. The evaporation cooling is achieved by releasing
higher energy atoms from the trap through a radio frequency (rf) magnetic field, so that the remaining atoms reach
a lower temperature. By setting the frequency of the rf field, the atoms can be selectively driven to untrapped spin
states. For optimum cooling, the rf frequency is slowly lowered, which increases the center density and collision rate,
leading to temperature reduction. Bose-Einstein condensation can be observed by measuring the velocity distribution
of the evaporative cloud, as detailed in Ref. [5]. We used canonical and finite distributions to produce velocity
distributions at different particle number scales, simulating the velocity distributions in Ref. [5]. Other numerical
calculations were conducted as follows. First, a volume V0 is chosen, and we assume it gives ∆ε/kTc = 10−4 to
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FIG. 5: The velocity distributions of Bose-Einstein condensation. Upper left: the condensation of canonical distributions
at different temperature for the matter with a volume V0; Upper right: the condensation of finite distributions at different
temperature for the matter with a volume V0; Lower left: the condensation of canonical distributions at different temperature
for the matter with a volume 10−4.5V0; Lower right: the condensation of finite distributions at different temperature for the
matter with a volume 10−4.5V0.

simulate the continuous distribution. The critical temperature is chosen as Tc = T0. Then, the velocity distributions
are numerically counted in both canonical and finite distributions with temperatures chosen as 2T0, T0, 0.8T0, 0.5T0.
The numerical results are shown in the upper two panels of Fig. 5. Note that we chose the chemical potential as
µ/kTc = 0.5 for the distributions at temperatures higher than the critical temperature, and the reference velocity v0
is defined as

√
2mkT .

From these panels, we can see that at temperatures higher than the critical temperature, the distributions are
similar to each other. After passing through the critical temperature, a narrow peak arises, showing the condensed
particles in the zeroth energy level. The smooth broad distribution shows particles in other higher energy levels.
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Comparing the two distributions, we find that the finite distribution gives a sharper distribution in the velocity space.
Additionally, the number of particles in the condensate state at the zeroth energy level is obviously larger in the finite
distribution than in the canonical distribution.

Next, we changed the volume to 10−4.5V0, which means that ∆ε/kT = 10−1. We then counted the velocity
distributions again using both canonical and finite distributions, with the results shown in the lower panels of Fig. 5.
As discussed above, the critical condition nλ3 = 2.612 is broken down. Since the λ is determined by temperature,
if the trapped matter maintains a constant number density, the critical temperature is enhanced. Using the nc/n0c
ratio calculated in Fig. 4, we can determine that the critical temperature for canonical distribution is 1.15T0, and
the critical temperature for finite distribution is 1.2T0. From these panels, we can see that the distributions are
also similar when the temperature is higher than the critical temperature. However, when the temperature passes
through the critical temperature, the distributions become step functions. This is due to a larger interval ∆ε/kT
in the denominator of the distributions Eq. (55) and Eq. (56). Only energy levels that satisfy the special number
constraints n2x + n2y + n2z can exist. Because the energy interval is sufficiently large, ∆ε/kT is comparable to 1, which
makes the continuous distribution become step functions. Comparing the canonical and finite distributions, we can
see that the finite distribution is still sharper and has more particles in the condensate state at the zeroth energy
level.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

Motivated by the asynchronous finite differences method proposed in Ref. [8], which calculates the most probable
distributions of finite particle number systems, we checked the numerical method and found that the numerical
variation can be used. The central difference can give a more precise estimation of the most probable distributions,
and the Stirling approximation can also be removed. The central difference seems to be a natural operation without
any artificial manner. We then derived three new finite distributions using the numerical variation and central
difference. Although these distributions recover the canonical distributions when the particle number is infinitely
large, the new distributions may be significant for finite particle number systems, such as matter in cold atoms,
levitation, and Bose-Einstein condensation experiments. Thus, we applied the finite distributions to Bose-Einstein
condensation experiments.

By comparing the numerical results of the canonical and finite distributions, we found three important points that
could verify the finite distributions

1. The critical condition nλ3 = 2.612 can be relaxed in finite number systems. If the density is maintained as a
constant, a higher critical temperature is expected compared to the infinite number system.

2. The velocity distributions become sharper than those in the canonical distribution. The number of particles
in the condensate state at the zeroth energy level is larger than the prediction from the canonical distribution.
More precise measurements on Bose-Einstein condensation could verify this prediction.

3. When the trapped matter is much smaller, the velocity distributions deviate from the continuous distribution
functions if the energy interval is comparable to kT .

Our study in this paper may give some hints on the frontier of condensed matter physics, and its application on the
real matter and experiments will be shown in our future work.
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