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Thermodynamics as limiting behaviors of statistics is generalized to arbitrary system with probability a

priori where thermodynamic infinite-size limit is replaced by multiple-measurement limit. A duality symmetry

between Massieu’s and Gibbs’ entropy arises in the limit of infinitely repeated observations, yielding the Gibbs

equation and Hill-Gibbs-Duhem equation (HGDE) as dual pair. If a system has thermodynamic limit satisfying

Callen’s postulate, entropy being an Eulerian function, the symmetry is lost: the HGDE reduces to the Gibbs-

Duhem equation. This theory provides a de-mechanized foundation for classical and nanothermodynamics and

offers a framework for distilling emergence from large data, free from underlying details.

For macroscopic equilibrium systems approaching infinite-

size limit, classical thermodynamics emerges systematically

in Gibbs’s ensemble theory of statistical mechanics [1–3].

It states that equilibrated macroscopic homogeneous systems

(i.e., simple systems) can be fully described by a number of

extensive quantities S,U, V,N that are related by the fun-

damental relation U = U(S, V,N) or equivalently S =

S(U, V,N). All other thermodynamic properties, such as

temperature, pressure, heat capacity, and Helmholtz free en-

ergy, can be obtained through partial derivatives or Legendre

transforms of the fundamental equation. Moreover, there ex-

ist a set of universal relations despite the system’s specific de-

tails entailed by the particular functional form: Based upon

the extensivity of S,U, V,N and Euler’s theorem for homoge-

neous degree one functions (1), one obtains the Gibbs-Duhem

equation as a differential form (2) of the universal relation [1].

Taking the entropy representation of fundamental relation in a

compact vector representation, the two relations are

S = β ·Y, (1)

0 = Y · dβ, (2)

where β = (1/T, P/T,−µ/T ) and Y = (U, V,N).

For small systems without the thermodynamic limit, in con-

trast, S(U, V,N) is not an Eulerian function of U, V,N and

the Gibbs-Duhem equation is no longer valid. Moreover,

proper definitions of U, V, S,N become non-trivial: They be-

come dependent upon the methods for measurements due to

fluctuations. To recover thermodynamic-like principles for

small systems, there have been two main approaches: One

carefully redefines thermodynamic quantities for small sys-

tems (e.g., volume) that satisfy relations that preserve the from

of macroscopic thermodynamics. The recent work of Seifert

[4] and Jarzynski [5] has taken up this bottom-up approach.

Another approach developed by T. L. Hill, more “phenomeno-

logical and thermodynamic” in nature, introduced additive ob-

servables of a small system as extensive quantities and pre-

sented thermodynamic relations with a finite-size correction

term to the entropy function [6–9]. The latter theory evoked

a replica averaging technique and obtained modified Gibbs-

Duhem equation through Legendre transform of non-Eulerian

entropy function:

S = β ·Y −
E

T
, (3)

d

(

E

T

)

= Y · dβ. (4)

The relations (3) and (4) are general; one natural example for

E is the surface-effect correction to bulk thermodynamics; see

[8] for a recent treatment of this problem. In Hill’s nanoth-

ermodynamics, which was inspired by ideal solution where

solutes are replica of small systems, the thermodynamic limit

is replaced by a replica ensemble limit.

Although the mathematical foundation of classical thermo-

dynamics emerging from the macroscopic limit has been ex-

tensively studied in statistical mechanics, neither the theoret-

ical nor probabilistic foundation of Hill’s nanothermodynam-

ics is well understood. In this letter, we explicitly discuss

the concept of the mean values of repeated measurements as

mesoscopic thermodynamic quantities and a general frame-

work that includes both Gibbs’s ensemble and Hill’s replica

approaches. We also demonstrate that Hill’s replica approach

can be extended to arbitrary stochastic systems with certain

stationarity, for examples translational invariance in either

space or time. This setting allows for applying the large de-

viation principle from the theory of probability, upon which

we derive a set of relationships that captures and general-

izes Hill’s thermodynamic relations. We find that the gener-
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alized fundamental equation obtained through the large de-

viation approach exhibits a duality symmetry under a full,

Legendre-Fenchel transform (LFT). According to the large

deviation theory, the LFT based on variational calculus (as in

Eq. 8) rather than the traditional Legendre transform based on

derivative is critical for recognizing this duality, as echoed in a

recent study [10]. The duality symmetry is apparently broken

in the classical macroscopic thermodynamics theory.

With the generalized thermodynamic framework, when one

takes the thermodynamic limit, the symmetry broken can be

explicitly illustrated as a sub-extensive term. Our result shows

the large deviation theory as the mathematical foundation to

the emergence of universal thermodynamic-like behavior for

arbitrary stationary systems with or without detailed balance

condition, in terms of generalized physical quantities not lim-

ited to the traditional S,U, V,N .

In classical thermodynamics [1] the fundamental relation

S = S(U, V,N), e.g., entropy and other thermodynamic

potentials as Eulerian degree-one functions of the extensive

quantities, is an asymptotic limiting behavior of statistics [11–

13]. The mathematical theory of large deviations in probabil-

ity provides not only powerful tools for statistical mechanics

[14–18], but more importantly a novel organizational princi-

ple for the theory of thermodynamic behavior itself [19], in

particular the origin of maximum entropy principle [20, 21]

as a consequence of contraction principle and Gibbs condi-

tioning [18]. To take advantage of large deviation principle

in an arbitrary stationary system of an arbitrary size, we ex-

plicitly discuss the repeated measurement limit inspired by

Hill’s work [6, 22]. Consider a general stochastic system with

state space S and a priori probability density function fx(x),

x ∈ S, the large deviations theory (LDT) states that for a

large numberM repeated measurements of an array ofK real

observables g(x) =
(

g1, · · · , gK
)

(x), one can construct the

mean value

gM =
g(1) + · · ·+ g(M)

M
, (5)

in which the vector g(i) is the ith measurement outcome and

gM is the mean or the M repeated measurements. For a sta-

tionary stochastic system, we can treat each g(i) as identi-

cally distributed random variables. As M → ∞, the law of

large number expects gM converges to the expectation value

of g(x) defined as:

E[g] =

∫

S

fx(x)g(x)dx. (6)

However, when M ≫ 1 is large and finite, the LDT predicts

that the probability distribution for the measurement mean gM

follows an asymptotic expression,

ln Pr
{

y < gM ≤ y + dy
}

=Mη(y) + o(M), (7)

where the negative large deviation rate function η(y) is a

generalized entropy function, the term o(M) is vanishing

small compared to Mη(y) in the repeated measurement limit

M → ∞. According to Cramér’s theorem [14, 16, 18] for

independent g(i)’s, one can also obtain a pair of conjugate

functions

η(y) = min
β
{β · y + ψ(β)} , (8)

ψ(β) = ln

∫

S

fx(x) exp
(

− β · g(x)
)

dx, (9)

in which y = (y1, · · · , yK) are dummy variables represent-

ing the possible values that the K measurement means could

take, and β = (β1, · · · , βK) serves as their conjugates. See

[21] for a highly condensed but self-contained tutorial of the

large deviation analysis when K = 1. In this letter we will

show that η(y) is analogous to Hill’s modified thermodynamic

fundamental equation S = S(U, V,N) and ψ(β) is an sub-

extensive term that is present for small systems but negligible

in the thermodynamic limit. Notice that the repeated mea-

surement limit, M → ∞, needs to be distinguished from the

thermodynamic limit where a system’s size approaches infin-

ity. The repeated measurement limit allows us to apply large

deviation theory to systems of arbitrary size.

Reduction to classical thermodynamics and statistical me-

chanics. Although the proposed multiple-measurement ap-

proach can be applied to arbitrary stationary system, equlib-

rium or non-equilibrium, or even a-thermal (e.g., systems very

far removed from a molecular understanding and the possibil-

ity of a Hamiltonian conception, such as those in ecology), the

large deviation theory analysis bears a unmistakable resem-

blance to those in statistical mechanics. We emphasize that the

various ensembles originating from the microcanonical en-

semble in statistical thermodynamics are achieved by partially

replacing a subset of the components of g by it’s conjugate in

β in (8) and (9), which we denote as partial LFTs and will be

discussed elsewhere. Here we focus on the full LFT, replac-

ing all of y by β. For illustrative purposes, let us identify x as

the phase space point, and equal a priori measure for x ∈ S,

and perform a scalar measurement (K = 1) g(x) = H(x)

as the mechanical energy (Hamiltonian). Then g(x) is sta-

tistical sampling mean of internal energy and the integral in

(9) is canonical partition function. Moreover, −β−1ψ(β) is

the Helmholtz free energy and kBψ(β) is known as Massieu-

Planck free entropy [23]. More interestingly, noting that ψ(β)

is a convex function, the LFT in (8) can be carried out with
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differentiation:

η(y) =

[

−β

(

∂ψ

∂β

)

+ ψ(β)

]

β:∂ψ/∂β=−y

=
∂[β−1ψ(β)]

∂(1/β)
.

(10)

This shows that kBη(y) corresponds to the thermodynamic

entropy as a function of internal energy S(U).

To make a more precise analogy to the thermodynamic

fundamental relation S = S(U, V,N), let us consider the

K = 3 scenario where measurable quantities in g(x) rep-

resents the Hamiltonian, volume, and number of particles of

an ergodic mechanical system that satisfies detailed balance

condition (y = (U, V,N)), then the integral in (9), as a func-

tion of y’s conjugate variables β = (kBT )
−1(1, P,−µ), cor-

responds to a special partition function for the β-ensemble.

This β-ensemble partition function is not frequently discussed

in the literature (see Guggenheim’s work [24]), but could be

related to the full Legendre transform of S(U, V,N): If one

perform the full Legendre transform of the fundamental rela-

tion S = S(U, V,N) in the classical thermodynamic theory,

one apparently expects to obtain 0. However, by perform-

ing a statistical mechanical analysis of the β-ensemble, the

corresponding partition function exp
(

ψ(β)
)

becomes the so-

called Guggenheim’s generalized partition function[24]. For

macroscopic thermodynamics, this corresponding thermody-

namic potential is ignored because it is sub-extensive.[25]

In nanothermodynamics, however, the free energy like term

−kBTψ is named subdivision potential by Hill [22]. Al-

though our approach can be applied to non-detail-balanced

systems and the choices of measurable quantities are not lim-

ited by thermodynamics (U, V,N ), we borrow the names from

thermodynamics and name ψ the Massieu-Guggenheim free

entropy and correspondingly η the Gibbs entropy. For sim-

plicity, we will denote them as free entropy and entropy in the

rest of the letter.

Free entropy–Gibbs entropy duality symmetry. It is always

important to identify a thermodynamic potential function to-

gether with its appropriate independent variables in thermo-

dynamics. The mathematics in equations (7-10) reproduces

some of the key steps associated with the changing from one

set of variables (ensemble) to another in statistical mechanics.

In thermodynamics, such change of ensemble are represented

by Legendre transformations. More importantly, the large de-

viation rate function η(y) in our general approach is a convex

function of y since it is the LFT of the convex function ψ(β)

as a function of β, and (8) has an inverse relation [26]:

ψ(β) = max
y

{

− β · y + η(y)
}

. (11)

Even though we first obtain ψ(β) from fx(x) and g(x)

through the partition function, some detailed information con-

cerning the original system is lost in the statistics of the mean

value [27]. Transcending the original stochastic system, the

free entropy ψ(β) and entropy η(y) in (8) and (11) now form

a dual under LFT: A duality symmetry emerges! This symme-

try can be expressed as the generalized Euler’s equation with

Hill’s correction for the entropy or the free entropy:

η(y) = β · y + ψ(β), (12a)

ψ(β) = −y · β + η(y). (12b)

where β is the gradient of η(y) and y is the gradient of ψ(β).

Notice that our equation 12a extends Hill’s equation

S =
U

T
+
PV

T
−
µN

T
−
E

T
(13)

to be applicable for arbitrary stationary stochastic systems.

One can also express the symmetry in terms of the exact dif-

ferentials:

dη(y) = β · dy, (14a)

dψ(β) = −y · dβ. (14b)

If we again identify y as (U, V,N) in statistical mechanics,

kBη(y) as entropy S(U, V,N), and correspondingly β =

(kBT )
−1(1, P,−µ), we see that (14a) is a generalization of

the Gibbs equation

dS =

(

1

T

)

dU +

(

P

T

)

dV −
(µ

T

)

dN (15a)

which holds for both Hill’s nanothermodynamics and classical

macroscopic thermodynamics. Moreover, our equation (14b)

generalizes a key result of Hill’s nanothermodynamics [6, 28],

in which we can find the exact differential of the free entropy:

d

(

E

T

)

= Ud

(

1

T

)

+ V d

(

P

T

)

−Nd
(µ

T

)

. (15b)

Bedeaux et. al. termed relation in (15b) Hill-Gibbs-Duhem

equation [9]. We shall follow their terminology to call our

equation (14b) the generalized Hill-Gibbs-Duhem equation.

One specific example of E is surface energy, see [8] and [29]

for recent studies of surface and interface nanothermodynam-

ics.

These emerging thermodynamic-like results from the

multiple-measurement limit presented so far are generally true

for any stochastic systems and can be reduced to the de-

scription of nanothermodynamics. The symmetry between

the generalized entropy η(y) and generalized Massieu-Planck

free entropy ψ(β), shown by the equations (12a), (12b),

(14a), and (14b), implies a similar symmetry in Hill’s nano-

thermodynamics: All information about the thermodynamic

properties of a given substance, captured by the fundamen-

tal equation S = S(U, V,N), is simultaneously contained in
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Hill’s subdivisional function E = E(T, P, µ), which is previ-

ously understood as a finite-size correction to the macroscopic

thermodynamics. Below, we show that in the thermodynam-

ics limit when the system size approaching infinity, such a

symmetry can be broken when one neglects the sub-extensive

quantities.

Broken duality symmetry in the classical thermodynamic

limit. According to classical thermodynamics, a macroscopic

system in the thermodynamic limit is represented by a set of

extensive variables, which we denote as the vector g. We

adopt Callen’s postulate on classical thermodynamics which

states that in the thermodynamic limit, entropy being an Eu-

lerian degree-one homogeneous function of all the extensive

variables [1]. Thus for a large system approaching the macro-

scopic limit, we have y→∞ and η(y)→∞ simultaneously:

η(y) = y1
∂η

∂y1
+ · · ·+yK

∂η

∂yK
+o(y) = y ·β+o(y), (16)

in which the notion o(y) represents a sub-extensive term that

scales sub-linear with respect to the system’s size: o(y)/y→

0 as y → ∞. Substituting (16) into (11), one can show that

ψ(β) is purely sub-extensive and disappears in the thermo-

dynamic limit, and thus (14b) is the Gibbs-Duhem equation

y · dβ = 0 in the (macroscopic) thermodynamic limit. Simi-

larly Hill-Gibbs-Duhem equation (15b) reduces to the Gibbs-

Duhem equation

− SdT + V dP −Ndµ = 0. (17)

as is expected for classical thermodynamics of macroscopic

systems. As a consequence, in the thermodynamic limit for

extensive large systems, the duality symmetry between (14a)

and (14b) is apparently lost, if one ignores the sub-extensive

term which becomes negligible compared to the extensive

terms. When the sub-extensive term is ignored, the full Leg-

endre transformation, which serves as a bridge between the

entropy and free entropy becomes illy defined as shown be-

low.

Legendre-Fenchel transformation of a homogeneous

function. An Eulerian homogeneous function of degree one

cannot be a strictly convex function: If η(αy) = αη(y)

where α is any real number, then η(y) = y · ∇yη, and

∇yη = ∇yη + y · ∇y∇yη. This implies

y · ∇y∇yη = 0. (18)

So η(y) losses strict convexity along the constant y direction

in which the Hessian matrix ∇y∇yη is singular. The LFT of

such an η(y) can exist only if the y is restricted to a compact

and convex domain, and the LFT is non-differentiable on the

sub-manifold defined by (18).[30] When the y is extended to

the entire RK , the domain of its LFT is contracted to a K − 1

sub-manifold which defines the equation of state in classical

thermodynamics. Since thermodynamic limit dictates η(y)

being a degree one homogeneous function of y [1], it is the

mathematical origin of broken duality symmetry in thermo-

dynamic limit.

Generalized conjugate forces β. In thermodynamics β’s

take the forms of 1/T , p/T , and µ/T and they can be consid-

ered as conjugate forces that governs the spontaneous change

of energy U , volume V , and number of particles N . We can

briefly show that the β derived in the generalized thermody-

namics framework can also be considered as a driving force

for exchange of the corresponding physical quantities. In the

context of a large number, M i.i.d. measurements, it suffices

to say that when conditioned on an observation that gM = y,

there is a posterior distribution fx(x)e
−β(y)g(x) among theM

samples [31]. If one has two sets of samples with g(1) = y1
and g(2) = y2, then the joint samples that pooled two together

will have min{y1, y2} ≤ g(1∪2) ≤ max{y1, y2}. Since β(y)

is a monotonic function of y, this also implies a new β that

is between the β1 and β2. Thus one can find the spontaneous

direction of equilibration using β as it is done in traditional

thermodynamics. It has been shown recently that canonical

distribution can also be understood as a limit theorem of an

infinitesimal portion of a large system [32], which gives the

canonical distribution and its β an alternative interpretation.

Integral and differential β’s. It is worth pointing out that

the conjugate force can have two distinct definitions. Consider

again K = 1 with both y and β being scalars. Then (11)

immediately suggests that

−
dη(y)

dy
+
η(y)

y
= −β +

η(y)

y
=
ψ

y
. (19)

If we take the thermodynamic limit, both η(y) and y are ex-

tensive quantities, as both tending to ∞ if their ratio η(y)/y

exists. Then according to l’Hôspital’s rule the dη(y)/dy will

have the same limit as y → ∞. Thus, in the thermodynamic

limit the right-hand-side of (19) vanishes (ψ is sub-extensive).

In other words, the integral and differential definitions β are

equivalent to each other in the thermodynamic limit. In [22]

Hill has introduced a notation η(y)/y = β̂, called integral

form of β in contrast to the differential β = ∂η(y)/∂y. Then

− β + β̂ =
ψ

y
=
η(y)− yη′(y)

y
= −

dβ̂

d ln y
. (20)

This is another key result in Hill’s thermodynamics of small

systems [9, 22]. The right-hand-side of (20) has a very clear

meaning. To illustrate we take y as the number of particles N
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for example, then

ψ

N
= −N

d

dN

( η

N

)

,

in which η/N is the entropy per particle. Accordingly

d(η/N)/dN is its change due to introducing one additional

particle, and Nd(η/N)/dN is the change in the entire sys-

tem, of all N particles, due to one additional particle. In other

words, when introducing one additional particle into a system

of N particles, the effect is “subdivided” into all N particles.

Three entropies and two limits. In contrast to the classical

thermodynamics with one entropy and one limit, the present

theory is about three entropies and two limiting processes. In

addition to Gibbs entropy η and free entropy ψ, there is a third

lnΩ(y) corresponding to the prior probability density func-

tion for the observable g(x),

Ω(y)dy = Pr
{

y < g(x) ≤ y + dy
}

=

∫

y<g(x)≤y+dy

fx(x)dx, (21)

which completely determines the partition function and ψ(β),

ψ(β) = ln

∫

RK

Ω(y) exp
(

− β · y
)

dy. (22)

Ω(y) is the density of state in terms of the observable g(x).

lnΩ can be identified as Boltzmann’s microcanonical entropy

if g = (U, V,N). In an essence our theory has a logic flow

captured by the following scheme:

lnΩ(y) −→
{

ψ(β)←→ η(y)
}

(23a)

−→

{

ψ(β)

y
= 0,

η(y)

yi
=

dη

dyi
= βi

}

. (23b)

If lnΩ(y) is convex, then lnΩ(y) = η(y). In this case, the

microcanonical description in terms of Boltzmann’s entropy

with y as independent variables is equivalent to the canonical

description in terms of Massieu-Guggenheim entropy with β

as independent variables [33]. The yi in (23b) can be any one

component of the extensive y. The derivative is understood

as expressing all other components of y normalized by the yi.

The “→” in (23a) represents the repeated-measurement limit;

in general there is a loss of information on the small system.

The “↔” in (23a) indicates the emergent duality symmetry.

This is the domain of Hill’s nanothermodynamics [22]. The

“→” in (23b) then represents the large system, macroscopic

thermodynamics limit. It results in a breaking of the duality

symmetry.

This work builds on the large deviation theory to construct a

unified “probability foundation” of Gibbs’ and Hill’s theories,

and leads to their generalization to systems beyond thermo-

dynamic equilibrium: It is an emergent behavior of “certain

quantity” becoming large: be it large measurement time, large

number of particles, or large number of replica. This uni-

fied understanding generalizes the thermodynamic limit into

a measurement limit and is clearly beyond the work of Hill, or

Gibbs theory itself. The thermodynamic structure presented

in the present work, while assumes a probability distribution

a priori, does not require the concept of equilibrium in con-

nection to detailed balance in stochastic dynamics, nor ergod-

icity. Therefore, it is applicable to measurements on biomark-

ers from isogenic single living cells [21]. Of course, if a large

system consists of many statistically identical but independent

smaller parts, then the entire argument based on i.i.d. mea-

surements can be applied to a single measurement of exten-

sive variables of the large system as a whole. This mathe-

matics was precisely in Boltzmann’s theory of 1877, with the

probabilistic concept of “conditioning on the value y” being

replaced by Newtonian “conservation with the value y”.

The present result augments the current understanding of

the nature of thermodynamic behavior, which so far has been

focused on large systems limit and phase transition through

symmetry breaking as a key route for emergent phenomena

[34, 35]. We now see there is actually a large measurements

limit that generates a different kind of emergent order, a du-

ality symmetry, for any small stochastic systems with station-

arity or replica. This symmetry is lost, however, in the large

systems limit.
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