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ABSTRACT

We show that the largely debated Planck-Einstein and Ott-Arzelies relativistic transformations of temperature do not satisfy
the closure group property that two successive temperature transformations must be equivalent to a single temperature
transformation of the same form with the involved reference frame velocities satisfying the velocity addition law of special
relativity. We then suggest relativistic transformations of temperature that do satisfy this closure requirement and argue that
they may be interpreted as particular cases of the so-called directional temperature.

1 Introduction

The idea of a relativistic transformation of temperature has been the subject of a long and heated debate,
which has been documented in several review papers'~!". Different points of view about what is the
temperature of a body moving with a constant velocity have been proposed over the years. The first
point of view was suggested by Planck!!!? and Einstein'?. According to these authors, the relativistic
transformation of the temperature 7 of a body measured in the rest frame and the temperature of this body
T’ observed in a frame where the body has the velocity v is given by T/ = T /y where y=1/1/1— (v/c)?
and c is the speed of light. This formula states that the moving body would appear colder. The Planck-
Einstein formula has been supported by many authors'423. A second point of view was suggested by
Ott>* and Arzelies”. According to these authors, the relativistic transformation of temperature is given
by the formula 77 = yT, which states that the moving body would appear hotter. The Ott-Arzelies formula
has also been supported by many papers> 2. A third point of view was suggested by Landsberg in a
series of papers>>—° starting in 1966. He proposed that the temperature is a Lorentz invariant quantity
T' = T. This point of view has been supported by some authors3’2. It is easy to see that the Planck-
Einstein, Ott-Arzelies and Landsberg points of view may be expressed by the generic formula 77 = y*T,
according to which if ¢ = —1then T'=T/y,if ¢ = 1 then T'= YT and if « =0 then T'=T.
According to the fourth point of view, the idea of a relativistic transformation of temperature is mean-
ingless because one cannot define a unique temperature in a moving frame, or equivalently expressed,
the concept of temperature is well-defined only in a rest frame and therefore there is no Lorentz transfor-
mation for temperature. Suggested by Marshall*? in 1965 this fourth point of view has been supported
by many authors**63. In the fifth point of view, the relativistic transformation of temperature is given
by T =T/[y(1 — Bcos8)], where 6 is in the direction of the moving frame with respect to the direc-
tion of motion in the rest frame. This relativistic transformation of temperature, which really constitutes
a family of transformations depending on the angle 6, describes an idea of temperature that has been
called effective or anisotropic or directional temperature. This temperature was discussed in the 1960’s
by various authors®*°7 in the context of the black body radiation. The Planck-Einstein, Ott-Arzelies
and Landsberg relativistic transformations are particular cases of this directional temperature (as we will
show in Sec. 7). The sixth point of view deals with covariant formulations of temperature. In 1939
van Dantzigf® observed that the quantity d@ = KTdt, where dt is a time differential, is a Lorentz in-
variant quantity: d@’ = KT'dt' = KTdr = d6. In stating this invariance, he considered the relations
T’ = T /v (Planck-Einstein formula) and dr’ = ydt (time dilation). The invariance of d8 allowed him to
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define the four-temperature 9 = u* /(KT) = (c,u’) /(KT), which states that the temperature is essen-
tially given by the inverse value of the time component of the four-temperature. The promising idea of
a covariant formulation of thermodynamics based on the concept of four-temperature was subsequently
explored by van Kampen®?, Israel>> and Nakamura®®7%. More recently, Wu’! has argued in favour of
the four-temperature. In any case the abundant literature on an expected relation between relativity and
thermodynamics shows that the debate about the relativistic transformation of temperature is far from
over.

In this note we want to draw attention to a formal aspect that does not seem to have been previously
considered in the proposals for relativistic temperature transformations. This aspect deals with the phys-
ical equivalence of the inertial frames, which is an alternative way to state the essential content of the
principle of relativity. As noted by Lévy-Leblond’?, the physical equivalence of inertial frames implies a
group structure for the Lorentz transformations. In connection with this point, one would expect that any
consistent relativistic transformation depending on the relative velocity between reference frames, which
we will call here the interframe velocity, should be consistent with the equivalence of the inertial frames
in special relativity. This requirement is formally considered by showing that the relativistic transforma-
tions of a quantity must form a group and in particular that if they depend on the interframe velocity
then they must satisfy the closure property, which states that the successive application of two relativistic
transformations of a quantity must be equivalent to the application of a single relativistic transformation
of this quantity and that the velocities of the associated reference frames must satisfy the parallel-velocity
addition law of special relativity. We then show that the Planck-Einstein and Ott-Arzelies transformations
of temperature satisfy closure properties involving a parallel-velocity addition law different from that of
special relativity and therefore these well-known transformations of temperature are inconsistent with
the equivalence of the inertial frames in special relativity. Considering two successive generic transfor-
mations of temperature and demanding that they are equivalent to a single temperature transformation of
the same form with the involved velocities of the reference frames satisfying the velocity addition law
of special relativity, we infer relativistic transformations for temperature, which state that a body should
appear colder for an observer moving away from a rest observer (redshifted temperature) and hotter for
an observer moving towards a rest observer (blueshifted temperature). Similar transformations for the
redshifted and blueshifted temperatures where suggested by Biré and Véan’? but for a moving body filled
of radiation. By assuming the invariance of the general law of ideal gases, we derive the corresponding
relativistic transformations for pressure, heat transfer and internal energy. We also show how the derived
transformations of temperature and pressure leave invariant the van der Waals equation for a real gas.
Finally, we point out that the suggested transformations of temperature take the same form than those
associated to the directional temperature when 6 =0 and 6 = 7.

2 Closure property of relativistic transformations

Let us recall how the closure property is satisfied by the Lorentz spacetime transformations in their
standard configuration. Consider three collinear inertial frames of reference O, 0" and O equipped with
their corresponding clocks (see Fig. 1). The frame O is assumed to be at rest and the frame O’ moves with
velocity v with respect to the frame O so that X’ = y(x—vt) and t' = y(t —vx/c?), where y =1/ /1—v2/c2.
The frame O” moves with velocity v/ with respect to the frame O’ so that x”/ = /(X' —V/¢') and t"" =
Y(t' —v'x'/c?), where ¥ = 1//1—v2/c2. Combining the primed and double primed transformations
we obtain transformations of the same form that connect the double primed coordinates with the unprimed
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Figure 1. Frame O’ moves with velocity v with respect to the rest frame O and frame O” moves with velocity v/ with respect
to the frame O'.

coordinates: x” = ¥'(x—V"t) and " = y'(t —v""x/c)?, where

W=W0+%) .
c

V! = L‘/ ()
L+w/c?

This last equation is the well-known parallel-velocity addition law of special relativity. Accordingly, we
have verified the closure property that two successive Lorentz transformations in their standard configu-
ration give another Lorentz transformation (see Fig. 2). Expectably, the relativistic transformations (in
their standard configuration) associated to a physical object depending on the interframe velocity should
satisfy the closure property of the Lorentz transformations, i.e., they involve the composite quantities
Y’ and V" given by Egs. (1) and (2). As an illustrative example, let us consider the case of the electro-
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Figure 2. Frame 0" moves with velocity v/ = (v+v/) /(1 +w//c?) with respect to the rest frame O.

magnetic field described by its Cartesian components E = (Ey,E,,E;) and B = (B,,By,B;). Consider
again the three collinear inertial frames of reference 0,0’ and O” so that the frame O’ moves with ve-
locity v with respect to the frame O and the frame O’ moves with velocity v/ with respect to frame
O’ as shown in Fig. 1. Henceforth the unprimed, primed and double primed quantities are respectively
measured by the frames 0,0’ and O”. The rest frame O measures the components E, and B; and the
frame O’ measures the components E; and B.. The unprimed and primed components are connected by
the relativistic transformations Ey = y(E, —vB./c) and B, = ¥(B, — VE,/c), where y = 1/+/1—v?/c2.
On the other hand, the frame 0" measures the components £} and Ey. The primed and double primed

components are connected by the transformations Ey = y'(Ej, —V'B/c) and B] = Y (B, —V'E}/c) where

Y =1/4/1—v?2/c%. Combining the primed and double primed transformations, we obtain the transfor-
mations E)' = y'(E, —V"B;/c) and B = y'(B; —V"Ey/c), which connect the components E, and B; with
the components E, and B,. Here ¥’ and " are given by Eqgs. (1) and (2), which shows that the consid-
ered field transformations are consistent with the equivalence of the inertial frames in special relativity.
We note that this result is independent from the fact that the components of the involved fields are func-
tions of space and time. In other words, this result is based on a purely algebraic procedure in which the
dependencies of the fields with respect to the space and time coordinates do not play any relevant role.
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3 Closure properties of Planck-Einstein and Ott-Arzelies transformations of temperature

Consider again three collinear inertial frames of reference 0,0’ and O” in their standard configuration
but now equipped with their corresponding thermometers (see Fig. 3). The Ott-Arzelies transformation
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Figure 3. Frame O’ moves with velocity v with respect to the frame O and measures the temperature 7/ = yT. Frame 0"
moves with velocity v with respect to the frame O" and measures the temperature 7" = y'T’.

T’ = yT connects the temperature 7 measured in the rest frame O with the temperature 7’ measured

in the frame O’ which moves with velocity v with respect to the frame O. Here y = 1/1/1— (v/c)2.
Analogously, the Ott-Arzelies transformation: 7" = YT’ connects the temperature 7’ measured in the
frame O’ and the temperature 7" measured in the double primed frame O” which moves with velocity

v/ with respect to the frame O’. Here ¥ = 1/1/1— (V' /c)?. 1t follows that T" = yy'T or equivalently
T" = 9y'T where ' = yy'. Now, it can be shown that

Y =y = 1 1 B 1
e VI= 22TV \T= (V222 )c2) ]2

Therefore the closure property of the Ott-Arzelies transformation allows us to write the relation 7" = y'T

where Y/ =1/4/1—V"2/c? with
o \/Vz P2 222, (4)

which is a velocity addition law different from the law given in Eq. (2)(see Fig. 4). This shows that the
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Figure 4. Frame 0" moves with velocity v/ /v +v2 —v2'2 /cZ with respect to the rest frame O and according to the
Ott-Arzelies formula measures the temperature 7" = y'T.

Ott-Arzelies transformation of temperature is not consistent with the equivalence of inertial frames in
special relativity which requires that ¥/ and 8" must given by Egs. (1) and (2). To further emphasize this
result, let us envision the following thought experiment.

Consider again the reference frames O, 0’ and O” shown in Fig. 1, but now with v =¢/2 and v/ = ¢/2.
Imagine now that a body is attached at the origin of the reference frame O”. The velocity addition law in
Eq. (2) states that the body in the frame O” must move with the composite velocity

"o C/2+c/2
1 (e/2)(c/2) /¢

=0.80c. &)
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with respect to the frame O (see Fig. 5a). Nevertheless, according to the composite velocity dictated by
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Figure 5. (a) According to the parallel-velocity addition law of special relativity, the body attached to the frame O” moves
with velocity v/ = 0.80 ¢ with respect to the rest frame O and (b) according to the parallel-velocity addition law associated to
the Ott-Arzelies formula, the body attached to the frame O” moves with velocity v/ = 0.66 ¢ with respect to the frame O.

the closure property of the Ott-Arzelies transformation of temperature given in Eq. (4) (i.e. the velocity
that is implicit in the factor ¥’ of the transformation T” = y’T), the body in the frame O” moves with the
composite velocity

V=1 /(¢/2)2 4 (c/2) — (¢/2)X(c/2)? /e = 0.66c, ©6)

with respect to the frame O (see Fig. 5b). Therefore, the composed velocity v/ = 0.8 ¢ of the frame O”
predicted by the velocity addition law of special relativity is higher than the velocity v/ = 0.66 ¢ calculated
by the velocity addition law associated to the Ott-Arzelies transformation of temperature! This result is
clearly inconsistent or paradoxical to say the least —both velocities should have the same value because
the body is at rest with respect to the moving observer O”.

A similar argument for the Planck-Einstein transformations leads to 7" = T /(yy') which can be
written as 7" = T /y" where ¥’ = yy. In this case we again have ¥/ = 1/1/1 —v"2/c? with V' =
V/v2+v2—1212/c2 which is a velocity addition law different from the velocity addition law of spe-
cial relativity given in Eq. (2). Thus the Planck-Einstein transformation of temperature is inconsistent
with the equivalence of the inertial frames in special relativity.

4 Redshifted and blueshifted temperatures

Can one derive relativistic transformations of temperature satisfying the closure property in which the
velocities of the reference frames fulfill the rule in Eq. (2)? In order to address this question, let us
consider the hypothetical temperature transformation of the generic form 77 = y.% (v)T, where again T
is measured in the rest frame O and 7’ in the frame O’ which moves with velocity v with respect to
the frame O. Here y=1/+/1—(v/c)? and .Z (v) is an unspecified function of the interframe velocity
v. Similarly, consider the transformation 7" = y.% (v/)T’, where T"” is measured in the double primed
frame O” which moves with velocity v/ with respect to the frame O’. Here ¥ = 1/4/1—(V//c)? and
Z (V') indicates that .% is now a function of v/. Combining the primed and double primed temperature
transformations we obtain

T"=yy Zv).Z(V)T. (7)
Using Eq. (1) we can write

n_ /ﬁ(v)ﬁ(v’)
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We must now find an explicit form of .% such that

ar (I y(v)ﬁ(v’)
F() = w2’ )
where Vv is given by Eq. (2). If we were able to find such a .% then we would have 7" =y % (V')T,
which would indicate that the successive transformations 7/ = y.% (v)T and T" = y.% (V)T produce
another transformation of the same form and that the involved velocities v,V and V" satisfy Eq. (2).

For simplicity, .7 (') can be assumed to be a linear function of the form .7 (V') = k; + kyv", where
ki and k; are constants to be determined. Similarly, .7 (V') = k; +kpV' and .% (v) = k; + kov. Thus Eq. (9)

takes the form

! ki +kov) (ki + k'
k1+k2< v+v ) (k1 +kov) (ky + ko)

= 10
L+w//c? 1+w/c? ’ 10)

where we have used Eq. (2). Equation (10) implies the values k; = 1 and k, = +1/c. Therefore, .7 (v) =
ltv/e,Z(V)=1xV/c and F (V') = 1+V"/c. Tt follows that the successive transformations 77 =
y(1+v/c)T and T"” = ¥y (1 £V /c)T’ are equivalent to the transformation 7”7 = y'(1 +£v" /¢)T where 7’
and V" are given by Egs. (1) and (2). From this result we conclude that the relativistic transformations of
temperature given by

T'=y(1£p)T, (11

where 8 = v/c, satisfy the closure group property that two successive temperature transformations are
equivalent to a single temperature transformation of the same form with the velocities of the associated
reference frames satisfying the velocity addition law of special relativity.

Clearly, the temperature transformations in Eq. (11) depend not only on the magnitude of the inter-
frame velocity, but also on the sign of this velocity. The idea of temperature transformations depending
on the direction of the interframe velocity has previously been explored through the so-called directional
temperature which will be briefly discussed in Sec. 7.

Considering the sign of the velocity v in the Lorentz transformations in their standard configuration
X = y(x—vt) and t' = y(t —vx/c?) it follows that the negative sign of the velocity in Eq. (11) corresponds
to the relativistic temperature transformation in which the frame O’ moves along the positive direction of
the x-axis of the rest frame O (as noted below, this choice of sign is consistent with the formulas of the
relativistic longitudinal Doppler effect). Thus,

T'=vy(1-B)T, (12)

is a relativistic temperature transformation that states that the temperature of a body decreases as mea-
sured by an observer that moves away from the rest observer. Analogously, the positive sign of the
velocity in Eq. (11) corresponds to the relativistic temperature transformation in which the frame O’
moves along the negative direction of the x-axis of the rest frame O. In other words,

T'=y(1+B)T, (13)

is a relativistic temperature transformation for temperature that states that the temperature of a body
increases as measured by an observer that moves towards the rest observer.

The relativistic transformations in Eqgs. (12) and (13) exhibit the same form than those of the relativis-
tic Doppler effect: vy = y(1 — B)v when the source recedes from the rest observer along the line joining
observer and source (relativistic redshift) and v = (1 + ) v when the source approaches to the rest ob-
server (relativistic blueshift). We can use the terminology of the Doppler effect and call T} = y(1 — )T
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the redshifted temperature and 7= y(1+ )T the blueshifted temperature. Interestingly, the temperature-
frequency relation 7} /vy = T /v = T/ Vg is an invariant quantity. Similar relativistic temperature trans-
formations for the redshifted temperature and the blueshifted temperature were suggested by Bir6 and
Vian’3 and also by Bir¢’* in their treatment on the relativistic thermodynamics, which is constructed
from the point of view of the special relativistic hydrodynamics. These authors have come up with the
concepts of redshifted and blueshifted temperatures considering a body filled with radiation while we
have arrived at these concepts by considering the formal requirement of the closure group property of a
generic temperature transformation consistent with special relativity.

5 Redshifted thermodynamics: when the observer moves away from the rest observer

We will first to verify that two successive temperature transformations of the form given by Eq. (12) are
equivalent to a single transformation of the same form whose velocity is given by Eq. (2). Consider again
the collinear inertial reference frames O, 0" and O”, where the measured temperatures are connected by
T'=vy(1—B)T and T" = ¥(1 — B')T’, which combine to give the transformation

T"=yy(1-B)(1-BT. (14)
It can be shown that

(=g -p) =) (1- L2100, as
Using this relation Eq. (14) takes the form

=y (488 (1= £ )T (16)

or more compactly,
T"=v"(1-B")T, A7)

when Egs. (1) and (2) (with v = B¢,V = B’c and v/ = B”¢) are used. Accordingly, two successive
transformations of temperature give another transformation of temperature of the same form with the
involved velocities satisfying Eq. (2) (see Fig. 6). We then conclude that the transformation in Eq. (12) is
consistent with the equivalence of the inertial frames in special relativity.
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Figure 6. Frame 0" moves with velocity v"' = (v+1/) /(1 +w//c?) with respect to the rest frame O and according to the
redshifted temperature formula measures the temperature 7" = y’(1 — §)T.

We note that, to a first order of approximation in 8 (i.e., when terms of order 32 and greater are
ignored and therefore y =~ 1), Eq. (12) becomes T’ ~ (1 — B)T. In other words, there is a regime of
sufficiently-small velocities, which we will call the slow-velocity regime (defined to be one in which
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B is non-negligible but B2 is negligible as compared to 1) in which the transformation 7’ ~ (1 — )T
holds. This formula states that there is a decreasing of temperature observed in the slow-velocity frame.
Notice that 7’ ~ (1 — B)T yields the relation v ~ |AT|c/T where AT =T’ — T. This relation allows
us to obtain the value of the interframe velocity v from the difference of temperatures measured by the
slow-velocity observer and rest observer. In the regime of non-relativistic velocities, in which both 8 and
B2 are negligible compared to 1, we have }/(1 -B ) ~ 1 and then T’ ~ T indicating that the temperature
does not change for non-relativistic observers. For ultra-relativistic velocities B — 1 the temperature
measured by the moving observer tends to zero 7/ — 0. This result can be shown by writing Eq. (12) as
T'=./(1-B)/(1+B) T and observing that limit /(1—)/(1+B) — 0as § — 1.

We can compare the relativistic transformation of temperature 77 = (1 — )T with the Planck transfor-
mation of temperature'?: T3 .nox = T'/y by considering in this transformation that the moving observer
moves away from the rest observer. Both transformations predict a different decreasing of temperature for
the moving observer. By combining both transformations we obtain the relation 7/ = T3, _ ., /(1 +B),
according to which the decreasing predicted by Planck’s transformation is lower than that predicted by
Eq. (12). A comparison of the normalized behaviour of the relations T}, ., .. /T = 1/y and T'/T =
y(1—B) is shown in Fig. 7.

1.0 A1

0.8 1

0.6 1

T

0.4 1

0.2 A \
\
— T'=y(1-p)T !
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Figure 7. Comparison of the relations 7’ /T = y(1 — f8) (solid) and T3, .., /T = 1/y (dotted).

To have some sense about the decrease of temperature predicted by T/ = y(1 — )T, let us consider
a hypothetical example at the macroscopic scale. Consider a stellar object moving with the Hubble’s
recessional velocity v = 2 x 10* km/s and having the temperature T = 6000K in the rest frame O. The
Lorentz factor for this hypothetical object is ¥ = /1 —v2/c2 & 1.002. According to the relativistic trans-
formation 7' = y(1 — B)T, the temperature measured in the moving frame O’ reads T’ = 5611 K. The
relativistic correction is about 6.5%

Once we have inferred the relativistic temperature transformation 7/ = y(1 — )T, the next natural
step would be to investigate the effect of this transformation in other thermodynamical variables. With
this purpose let us consider the general law of ideal gases represented by the equation of state PV = NKT,
where P,V and T denote the pressure, volume and temperature. The quantities N and K are the number
of particles and the Boltzman constant. Both quantities are assumed to be invariant. All unprimed
thermodynamical quantities are measured by the rest observer. If we assume the invariance of the law of
ideal gases: P'V' = NKT' and the Lorentz transformation for the volume V' =V /v, it follows that the
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relativistic transformation for pressure associated to the temperature transformation is given by

P
/

P =y(1-B)P B (18)
This sates that the pressure in a cloud of ideal gas decreases when measured by an observer that moves
away from the rest observer. Using the expansion (1+8)~! a1 — B + B2 +... up to the first order in f3
(the slow-velocity regime), Eq. (18) can be approximate by P’ =~ (1 — )P, which yields v ~ c¢|AP|/P,
where AP = P’ — P. In the regime of non-relativistic velocities 1 + 8 ~ 1 and then P’ ~ P indicating
that the pressure does not change for non-relativistic observers. In the limit of ultra-relativistic velocities
(B — 1) the pressure measured by an observer that moves away from the rest observer is one half of that
measured by the rest observer: P’ = P/2.

Let us consider the transformations in Eqgs. (12) and (18) in the context of the van der Waals equation
for a real gas: (P +aN/ V2) (V — Nb) = NKT. As is well-known, this equation of state corrects that of
ideal gases by considering two properties of real gases: the excluded volume of the particles of gas and
the attractive forces between gas molecules. The parameter a represents the magnitude of intermolecular
attraction and the parameter b the magnitude of the excluded volume. The parameters a and b take
constant values for a specific gas in the rest frame. But we will see that for the moving frame the
quantities @ and b will no longer be constant quantities.

When the transformations 7/ = y(1 — B)T,V' =V /yand P' = P/(1 + B) are applied to the Van der
Waals equation described in the moving frame:

(P’ + "/—N> (V' =Nb') =NKT', (19)
V/2
it preserves its form in the rest frame:
(P - ?/—]\2]) (V —Nb) = NKT, (20)
whenever the parameters a and b transform as
d=(1-B)a, b’:% 1)

The transformation for the quantity a is consistent with the fact that a’ /V'? transforms as a pressure and
the transformation for the quantity b describes a relativistic volume transformation.

Considering the transformation in Eq. (12) we can obtain the corresponding transformation for the
heat transfer by assuming the invariance of the relation dS = 60Q/T among a differential increment of
entropy dS, an infinitesimal heat transfer 6Q and a temperature T for reversible processes. If we assume
the invariance dS’ = dS, where dS’ is measured by the moving observer and dS by the rest observer and
use Eq. (12) then we get the transformation for the heat transfer:

80" =y(1-B)éQ, (22)

which states that the heat transfer in a cloud of ideal gas diminishes for an observer that moves away from
the rest observer. The relativistic behavior of the heat transfer is the same as the temperature. Thus, in the
slow-velocity regime the heat transfer transformation is given by 6Q’ ~ ( 1— B) 0Q. In the non-relativistic
limit we have 6 Q' ~ 6Q and for ultra-relativistic velocities Q' — 0.

From the first law of thermodynamics dU = 6Q — PdV, where dU is a differential of internal energy,
and dS = 6Q/T, we obtain the relation 7dS = dU + PdV. If we again assume dS’ = dS, Eq. (12) and
dV' = dV /7y then we obtain the relativistic transformation for the variation of the internal energy:

dU"=vy(1-B)dU, (23)
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which states that the variation of the internal energy of an ideal gas decreases for an observer that moves
away from the rest observer. Again, the relativistic behavior of the internal energy is the same as the
temperature and the heat transfer. In the slow-velocity regime, this transformation can be approximated
by dU’ ~ (1 — B)dU . In the non-relativistic limit we have dU’ ~ dU. For ultra-relativistic velocities
dUu’ — 0.

We note that if the definitions of temperature 7 = (U /dS),, and pressure P = —(dU /dV ) are
assumed to be valid in all inertial frames, then we again obtain the relativistic transformations given by
Egs. (12) and (18),

= () =r0-9] (%) oo
() atal () e

It is pertinent to note that Sutcliffe’® assumed the Lorentz invariance of entropy, used the definitions
P=—(9U/dV) gand T = (oU/ BS)V and obtained the transformation for temperature proposed by

Ott>>: T’ = yT and a different transformation for pressure: P’ = y>P. These transformations leave
invariant the equation of an ideal gas PV = NKT as well as the equation for the variation of entropy
dS = (dU + PdV)/T. He interpreted the pressure in the relation P’ = y>P as a thermodynamical pressure
which was different from the Lorentz invariant mechanical pressure P’ = P appearing in the formulations
of Planck'?, Ott** and Landsberg®’. Similarly, the transformations in Eqs. (12) and (18) together with
V! =V /v leave invariant the equation of an ideal gas and the equation for the variation of entropy. The
pressure in Eq. (18) could also be interpreted as a thermodynamical pressure.

6 Blueshifted thermodynamics: when the moving observer moves towards the rest ob-
server

As already noted, the negative sign in the transformation 7”7 = y(l — ﬁ)T is a consequence of having
considered the standard configuration of special relativity in which the frame O’ moves along the positive
direction of the x-axis. But the idea that this frame moves in this direction is a matter of convention not of
physical considerations. One can equally consider that the moving frame moves in the negative direction
of the x-axis, i.e., that the moving observer moves towards the rest observer. To work in this non-standard
configuration we require to make the replacement v — —v into the standard configuration (of course, this
replacement does not mean that we are obtaining the inverse transformations). After this replacement,
we obtain the transformation in Eq. (13), i.e.,

T'=y(1+B)T, (26)

which states that the temperature of an ideal gas increases as measured by the observer moving towards
the rest observer. Following the same argument used for the temperature transformation 7/ = y(l — /3) T,
we can show that the temperature transformation 77 = }/(1 +B ) T is consistent with the equivalence of
the inertial frames in special relativity. We can compare Eq. (26) with Ott’s formula®’: T . = yT by con-
sidering in this formula that the moving observer moves towards the rest observer. Both transformations
predict a different increasing of temperature for an observer moving towards the rest observer. Combin-
ing these transformations we obtain the relation 7/ = (14 )T}. ., according to which the increasing
predicted by Ott’s transformation is lower than that predicted by Eq. (26). A comparison of the relations
T /T =vand T'/T = y(1+ B) is shown in Fig. 8.

The existence of different relativistic temperature transformations has led some authors to assign dif-
ferent physical meanings to the temperatures specified in these transformations. For example, Lee and

10/16



0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

B
Figure 8. Comparison of the relations 7' /T = y(1 + ) (solid) and T{, . /T = 7 (dotted)

Cleaver” have emphasized the distinction between empirical temperature which arises from the zeroth
law of thermodynamics and is a Lorentz invariant quantity 7/ = T with respect to the absolute tempera-
ture which follows from the second law of thermodynamics and, according to these authors, is described
by the Ott’s relation 7/ = yT'. The concept of temperature emphasized here and involved in the transfor-
mation 7’ = y(l + B) T, the blueshifted temperature, is formally originated by demanding consistency
with respect to the parallel-velocity addition law of special relativity.

Analogously, using Eq. (26) and the general law of ideal gasses PV = NKT we obtain the relativistic
transformation for pressure

P
P’:yz(l—l-ﬁ)P:m. (27)
This states that the pressure of the ideal gas increases as measured by the observer moving towards the
rest observer. Using the same argument that led to Eq. (22), we can derive the relativistic transformation

for the heat transfer

80" =y(1+B)6Q. (28)

According to this equation, the heat transfer in an ideal gas increases for an observer that moves towards
the rest observer. By the same argument used to obtain Eq. (23), we can obtain the transformation for the
variation of the internal energy

dU'=y(1+4B)dU. (29)

This states that the variation of the internal energy of an ideal gas increases for an observer that moves
towards the rest observer.

7 Directional temperature
Using the identity y(1 £ )y(1F ) = 1, Eq. (11) can be expressed as

oI (30)

Y(1FB)’
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which states that the temperature measured by the moving observer depends on the Lorentz factor y as
well as the directional term 4. The relativistic transformations described by Eq. (30) can be considered
as particular cases of the so-called directional, effective or anisotropic temperature defined by the general

transformation law given by64_67
T
R 31
y(1—BcosH)’ o

where 6 is in the direction of the moving frame with respect to the direction of motion in the rest frame.
If 6 = 0 then Eq. (31) yields the blueshifted temperature 7/ =T /[y(1 — B)] =y(1+B)T and if 6 = 7
then it yields the redshifted temperature 7/ = T /[y(1+ B)] = y(1 — B)T. However, we should empha-
size that while Eq. (31) arises in the context of the black body radiation, Eq. (30) has been inferred
here via a formal treatment consistent with the equivalence of inertial frames in special relativity. The
directional temperature in Eq. (31) has been discussed in the literature®*%7 without having reached a
definitive conclusion as to whether or not this angle-dependent temperature has a physical meaning, and
more precisely if this temperature can be identified with the classical notion of temperature existing in
the standard thermodynamics. In other words, the concept of directional temperature arose from math-
ematical manipulations connected with the black body radiation and for this reason is unclear whether
this temperature has the meaning of a physical temperature or not. For our part, we have shown here
that the idea of directional temperature reappears (when 8 = 0 and 6 = 7) by considering the formal
requirement of the closure group property of a generic relativistic temperature transformation consistent
with the velocity addition law of special relativity. Let us emphasize that Eq. (31) represents a family
of relativistic transformations for temperature which depend on the parameter 3 and the angle 6. Some
relevant members of this family are:

(a)If0 =m/2then T’ =T/y, (Planck'? and Einstein'?)
(b)If = —cos™!(B) then T'=yT, (Ott>® and Arzelies’*)
(©)If 6 =cos™! (1/B—1/(yB)) then T'=T, (Landsberg®)
(dIf6=0then T'=7vy(1+B)T, (Eq.(26))
©If@=mthen 7' =y(1—B)T. (Eq.(12))

A comparison of the normalised behavior of the transformations (a) — (e) is shown in Fig. 9.

8 Discussion

Here we have inferred the relativistic transformations of temperature 77 = y(1 & )T via a formal pro-
cedure that did not appeal to any specific thermodynamical relation. Therefore, we were free to choose
some specific thermodynamical equations and demand their form invariance to infer the relativistic trans-
formations of those thermodynamical quantities associated to the transformations 7" = y(1 4 f3)T. The
thermodynamical equations we choose were the general law of ideal gasses PV = NKT and the thermo-
dynamical equation 7’dS = dU + PdV . Accordingly, we demanded the form invariance of these relations:

P'V'=NKT', T'dS'=dU’ +Pdv’, (32)

and obtained the relativistic transformations given in Eqgs. (18), (22), (23), (27)-(29).

However, we could have followed a more general procedure. It is clear that the relativistic transfor-
mations of thermodynamical quantities like 7', P, S, V, ... depend on our initial assumptions. A reasonable
program to the formulation of a relativistic thermodynamics can start by considering the well-established
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Figure 9. Some relativistic transformations for temperature described by 7" = T /[y(1 — B cos 0)].

relativistic volume transformation V/ = V /vy and the Lorentz invariance of entropy dS’ = dS, which
is generally accepted, mainly by statistical thermodynamics considerations (see Gavassino’® and refer-
ences therein). We can complete this program by assuming the relations in Eq. (32). The use of the
volume transformation and the invariance of entropy in Eq. (32) imply the relations P'V /y = NKT' and
T'dS = dU’ + P'dV /vy, whose combination yields the relation

NKdV
T’ <dS—T> =dU’. (33)

Four particular cases are relevant,

(i) If T" = T /7y (Planck-Einstein) then dU’ = dU,P' = P,6Q' = 6Q/7.

(i) If T’ = yT (Ott-Arzelies) then dU’ = ydU,P' = y*P,8Q' = y8Q.

(iii) If T" = T (Landsberg) then dU’ = dU,P' = yP,6Q' = 6Q.

(V) If T = y(1+ B)T, (Eq. (11)) then dU’ = y(1 £ B)dU,P' = Y*(1+ B)P,8Q = y(1+B)SQ.

As already noted, the temperature transformations in (i) and (ii) are inconsistent with the equivalence
of inertial frames in special relativity. The temperature transformation in (iii) does not depend on the
interframe velocity and therefore this transformation does not disagree with the equivalence of inertial
frames in special relativity. The temperature transformations in (iv) are consistent with the equivalence
of inertial frames in special relativity. In short: special relativity agrees with (iii) and (iv) but not with (i)
and (ii). Equivalently, we could also have assumed different transformations for dU’ and use Eq. (33) to
infer the corresponding transformations for temperature.

However, from purely theoretical considerations nothing does not prevent to consider also the relation
T'dS' = dU' + P'dV’ together the proposed transformations 7/ = y(1 + )T and the relativistic trans-
formation for the entropy suggested by Avramov>: dS’ = dS/y, would have led us to the relativistic
transformations for the pressure P’ = y(1 & )P, heat transfer 6Q" = (1+ )8Q and internal energy
dU’ = (1 £ B)dU. Notice that using the transformations 77 = y(1 4+ )T and P’ = y(1+ )P and de-
manding form invariance to the law of ideal gasses PV = NKT, we conclude that the Boltzman constant
must be transformed as’: K’ = K/y. The idea that the entropy may be not a Lorentz invariant quantity
has been discussed by Mares et al’’ and Haddad’®.
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Another interesting case consists in considering the temperature transformations 77 = y(1+ )T and
the unusual volume transformations dV’ = y(1 4 8)dV. These two relativistic transformations and the
invariance of the thermodynamical relation 7dS = dU + PdV allow us to infer the transformations of en-
tropy dS’ = dS, pressure P’ = P, heat transfer Q" = y(1 4+ )8 Q and internal energy dU’ = y(1+ )dU.
In this hypothetical case, the inferred relativistic transformations leave also invariant the general law of
ideal gasses. The interesting point here is that the relativistic transformations of the involved thermo-
dynamical quantities are consistent with the equivalence of the inertial frames in special relativity. Of
course, this case is questionable due to the intervention of the unusual relativistic volume transforma-
tion dV, ... = Y(1£ B)dV which is different from the usual volume transformation dV .= dV/y.
The relation between both transformations reads dV, ... = dV.. ../(1F B). The quantities (1 F ) may
be seen as correction factors for dV’ to be consistent with the equivalence of inertial frames in special
relativity.

9 Conclusion

The absence of a convincing relativistic thermodynamics is a pending subject of special relativity. We
can say that the relativistic thermodynamics is the missing chapter of relativity textbooks. In this state
of affairs, we are free to explore alternative starting points to find a consistent formulation of relativistic
thermodynamics. Here we have stressed the idea that meaningful relativistic temperature transformations
in special relativity must satisfy the closure property that two successive temperature transformations are
equivalent to a single temperature transformation with the corresponding reference frames velocities sat-
isfying the parallel-velocity addition law of special relativity and argued that this result is required by
the equivalence of inertial frames in especial relativity. We have noted that the closure properties of
both Planck-Einstein and Ott-Arzelies transformations of temperature involve a a velocity addition law
different from that of the special relativity and therefore these transformations are inconsistent with the
equivalence of the inertial frames of special relativity. We have then suggested the relativistic temperature
transformations 77 = y(1 & )T, which state that for + a body appears hotter (blueshifted temperature)
and for —f appears colder (redshifted temperature). We have demonstrated that the transformations of
the redshifted and blueshifted temperatures satisfy the same closure property of the Lorentz transforma-
tions in their standard configuration indicating that these temperature transformations are consistent with
the equivalence of the inertial frames. By assuming the invariance of the general law of ideal gases and
the Lorentz transformation for the volume, we have inferred the corresponding relativistic transforma-
tions for pressure. Analogously, by assuming the Lorentz invariance of entropy we have obtained the
corresponding relativistic transformations for heat transfer and internal energy. We have claimed that the
derived transformations of temperature may be considered as particular cases of the so-called directional
temperature.
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