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Counting ad infinitum is the holographic observable to a statistical dynamics with finite states
under independent repeated sampling. Entropy provides the infinitesimal probability for an observed
frequency ν̂ w.r.t. a probability prior p. Following Callen’s postulate and through Legendre-Fenchel
transform, without help from mechanics, we show an internal energy µ emerges; it provides a
linear representation of real-valued observables with full or partial information. Gibbs’ fundamental
thermodynamic relation and theory of ensembles follow mathematically. µ is to ν̂ what ω is to t in
Fourier analysis.

Sometime a mathematical transform can provide a fun-
damental concept beyond just being a technique for solv-
ing a problem, and through which a understanding of nat-
ural phenomena emerges. A case in point is the Fourier
transform (FT) that leads to the theory of harmonics
in music instruments [1] and the very concept of optical
spectrum. FT represents a function of time f(t) in terms
of f̃(ω), where ω is introduced as a novel notion, the
frequency of a sinusoidal oscillatory component in time
[2]. The solutions to a large class of problems in differen-
tial calculus involving t can be very efficiently expressed
through FT.
We show here that the notion of internal energy first

appeared in the theory of thermodynamics in the 19th

century, collectively developed by J. R. von Mayer, W.
Rankine, R. Clausius, and W. Thomson among many
others [3], is a concept that can be understood, and gen-
eralized, in statistical counting. The transformation in
question is the Legendre-Fenchel transform (LFT) [4, 5],
a more refined mathematical formulation of the tradi-
tional Legendre transform [6].
When a simple statistical analysis is carried out on a

set of data, correlated or not, it is usually assumed that
they are from an identical probability distribution. One
of the best understood systems that exhibit an invariant
probability is an ergodic dynamical system [7]. The er-
godic theory of classical Hamiltonian dynamics has been
an intense research area in both physics and mathematics
for more than a century [8, 9]. Even when the data are
from seemingly different “subjects”, say different indi-
viduals within a biological species, it is understood that
an ergodic mating or mutational process is behind the
statistical practice; and the conclusions drawn are most
meaningful in this regard. Such an ergodic stochastic dy-
namic perspective has transformed cell biology in recent
years [10].
Let us consider the repeated statistical samples ad

infinitum of a system with finite state space S =
{0, 1, · · · , n}. In the present work we shall restrict our
discussion for independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) samples. More general sampling of Markov
data will be published elsewhere. The number count-

ing ν = (ν0, · · · , νn) with ν0+ · · ·+νn = N and counting
frequency ν̂ = ν/N , not to be confused with the ω in FT
above, has a homogeneous degree 1 neg-entropy function
with respect to a given probability prior p = (p0, · · · , pn)
[11, 12]:

Φ(ν) =

n
∑

i=0

νi ln

(

νi
Npi

)

. (1)

The appendix provides the mathematical origin of the
non-negative Φ(ν) as a result of statistical counting. In
information theory, it is interpreted as the “surprise” in
observing the ν under the assumption p [13, 14]. It is
a double-edged sword which tells the rareness of ν (or
ν̂) w.r.t. p or erroneous of p w.r.t. ν. For any statis-
tical modeling, the prior probability p needs not to be
realistic; it simply provides a starting point for analyz-
ing data statistically; it can and should be updated when
confident, meaningful observations are made on a system.
The confidence usually comes from big data, e.g. a large
N , that we assume throughout the paper.
The entropy in (1), therefore, is the fundamental sta-

tistical prior for an i.i.d. sample [11, 12]; it characterizes
the relationship between ν and p in the sampling pro-
cess. It is an Eulerian degree 1 homogeneous function of
ν: Φ(λν) = λΦ(ν). This fits naturally to the fundamen-
tal thermodynamic postulate formulated by H. B. Callen
[15]. The LFT of Φ as a function of the normalized ν̂

then yields [4, 5, 16]:

Ψ(µ) = inf
ν̂

{

n
∑

i=0

ν̂iµi +Φ
(

ν̂
)

}

= − ln

n
∑

i=0

pie
−µi , (2a)

with corresponding optimal ν̂∗(µ)

(

ν̂∗
)

i
=

pie
−µi

∑

ℓ=0 pℓe
−µℓ

, and µi = −

(

∂Φ(ν̂∗)

∂ν̂i

)

. (2b)

Note that the second equation in (2b) is obtain when one
uses calculus to solve the infimum in (2a); this recovers
the traditional Legendre transform. Normalizing ν to
ν̂ induces a gauge freedom in (2), an arbitrary additive
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constant to µi. In statistical thermodynamics, the conju-
gate variable µk introduced in Eq. 2 has been interpreted
as the internal energy of the state k, in kBT unit [17];
then ν̂ · µ is the mean internal energy of “the statistical
system”.

In a real-world laboratory working on a particular sys-
tem, the ν’s tend to infinity as N → ∞ but ν̂ converges
to the intrinsic property of the statistical system. The as-
sumed p then is expected to be replaced by the observed,
real ν̂ according to Bayesian statistical logic [16, 17].
This concludes the statistical investigation of the par-
ticular system w.r.t. the type of observations. The neg-
entropy function in (1) actually provides ameta-statistics

for all possible observed ν̂; assessing their respective in-
finitesimal probability (rate) w.r.t. the prior p (see Ap-
pendix).

Unfortunately, a complete counting for the entire state
space S is only a gedankenexperiment. The signifi-
cance of Gibbs’ ensemble theory is in dealing with ob-
servations from a small set of real-valued observables
g1(i), g2(i), · · · , gJ(i), where i ∈ S but J ≪ n. These
g’s are random variables on the state space S. In fact,
their observed mean values are linear combinations of the
ν̂:

xj =

n
∑

i=0

ν̂igj(i). (3)

To fix mathematical notations, we append g0(i) = 1 and
x0 = 1, which represent the fact that ν̂ is always nor-
malized, and denote (n + 1) × (J + 1) matrix GJ with
elements

(GJ )ij =

{

1 j = 0,
gj(i) j = 1, · · · , J.

(4)

Eq. 3 shows that if all the g’s are linearly indepen-
dent and J = n, then one can solve the normalized ν̂

uniquely from each set of x’s: ν̂ = xG−1
n . We refer

such a set of observables holographic with full informa-
tion. In the following discussion, we shall always imagine
the (g1, · · · , gJ) as the first J component of a holographic
observable (g0, g1, · · · , gn). When J < n, there is missing
information [12, 14, 17].

With a set of observed values x′ = (x1, · · · , xJ ) in hand
where J < n, the maximum entropy principle (MEP)
from classical thermodynamics [15] and the contraction
principle from the mathematical theory of probability
[11] assert that the most probable ν̂

∗ that is consistent
with the set of x′ corresponds to minimum neg-entropy:

ν̂∗ = arg inf
ν̂

{

Φ(ν̂)
∣

∣

∣
ν̂GJ = x′

}

. (5)

The entire Gibbs’ ensemble theory arises in solving the
mathematical problem posed in Eq. (5) through LFT.
See Appendix for its origin.

Entropy functions for different observables are differ-
ent. First, for invertibleGn, one has the entropy function
for the holographic observable x = (1, x1, · · · , xn):

Φx

(

x) ≡ Φ
(

xG−1
n

)

. (6)

This is simply a change of the independent variables from
ν to x. Then in terms of this entropy function Φx, (5)
becomes

ϕ(x′) = inf
ν̂

{

Φ
(

ν̂
)

∣

∣

∣
ν̂GJ = x′

}

(7)

= inf
xJ+1,··· ,xn

{

Φx

(

x
)

∣

∣

∣
x1 = x′1, · · · , xJ = x′J

}

.

Intimately related to the generating function of a proba-
bility distribution, the LFT provides a powerful mathe-
matical transform of the entropy functions Φ(ν), Φx(x),
and ϕ(x′) in terms of their conjugates in the energy rep-
resentation: Parallel to the Ψ(µ) in (2) are,

Ψy

(

y) = inf
x

{

n
∑

i=1

xiyi +Φx(x)

}

, (8)

ψ(y′) = inf
x′







J
∑

j=1

x′jy
′

j + ϕ
(

x′
)







. (9)

These psi’s are now related through linear transforma-
tion:

Ψy(y) = Ψ
(

Gny
)

, (10)

and projection:

ψ(y′) = Ψy

(

y′1, · · · , y
′

J , 0, · · · , 0
)

= Ψ
(

GJy
′
)

(11a)

= − ln

n
∑

i=0

pi exp



−
∑

j=1

gj(i)y
′

j



 . (11b)

And finally, since ψ is convex, the inverse LFT yields

−ϕ(x′) = inf
y′

{

J
∑

i=1

x′iy
′

i − ψ(y′)

}

=

{

−ϕ = y′ · ∇ψ(y′)− ψ(y′)

x′ = ∇ψ(y′)
(12)

The optimization in (5) is now “solved” completely in
closed form, through LFT and its inverse, as a parametric
function in terms of y′ given in (12).
The equation −ϕ = y′ · ∇ψ − ψ in (12) should be

recognized as a generalization of the celebrated “entropy
= mean internal energy − free energy”, where

(

∇ψ
)

k
=

n
∑

i=0

gk(i)pi exp

J
∑

j=1

gj(i)yj

n
∑

i=0

pi exp

J
∑

j=1

gj(i)yj

(13)
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is the mean value of gk following Eq. 11b, whose con-
jugate variable is y′k. The identification of µ = GJy

′ in
(11a) with the first law of thermodynamics as formulated
by Gibbs seems natural.
The yJ+1 = · · · = yn = 0 in (11a) has a very clear ther-

modynamic interpretation: Since the conjugate variable
y are the partial derivatives of the entropy function Φx

w.r.t. x, finding x’s with maximum entropy in Eq. 7 is
simply setting corresponding y = 0, e.g., let the entropic

force being zero. For each independent observable gj,
yj is its “custom-designed” conjugate force and yj × dxj
contributes a term to the internal energy as the “thermo-
dynamic work” associated with gj : The internal energy
µ is a highly flexible, adaptive representation of the ν̂.
When J = n, µ = Gny and Eq. (10) provides a com-
plete “detailing” of the internal energy in terms of a set of
holographic observables. MEP is for missing information
[12].
Gibbs distribution and linear algebraic repre-

sentation. There is a geometric picture associated
with the above “thermodynamic analysis”. As we have
stated, counting frequency ad infinitum ν̂ is a fundamen-
tal, intrinsic property of an ergodic dynamical system.
The space of all possible frequency distributions ν̂, with
ν̂0 + · · ·+ ν̂n = 1, is a n-dimensional hyper-plane in the
positive quadrant of Rn+1, known as a probability sim-
plex Mn. For a given set of observables (g1, · · · , gJ), the
Mn is foliated by ν̂Gj = x′ with different x′. On each
leave of the foliation there is the most probable ν∗(x′),
which is located at the tangent point between the (n−J)-
dimensional leave and a (n − 1)-dimensional level set of
the Φ

(

ν̂
)

function. At this point ∇νΦ(ν̂) = −µ(ν̂) is the
normal vector to the x′-leave in R

n+1, and ∇ϕ(x′) = −y′

is its projection onto the J-manifold of x′:

ν∗
(

x′
)

=























ν∗i =
1

Z(y′)
pi exp

[

−
J
∑

j=1

gj(i)y
′

j

]

x′j =
1

Z(y′)

n
∑

i=0

gj(i)pi exp
[

−

J
∑

j=1

gj(i)y
′

j

]

(14a)
in which

Z(y′) =

n
∑

i=0

pi exp

[

−

J
∑

i=1

gj(i)y
′

j

]

. (14b)

All the other points on the same x′-leave are no longer
relevant: They are deemed statistically impossible un-
der the prior p and observed x′. The foliation therefore
represents a partition of the Mn into a macro- and a
micro-worlds: Transversing between different x′-leaves
are macroscopic thermodynamic processes that follows
the y′(x′). According to the logic of Bayesian statis-
tics, one should use the most probability frequency dis-
tribution ν̂∗(x′) to update the prior p for the particular
system with observed x′. The microscopic world is still

random; due to missing information; but its prior is now
updated. This is Gibbs’ statistical ensemble.
With a given set of (g1, · · · , gJ), the Mn is collapsed

into to J-manifold in R
n+1, which is parametrized by

the x′, or equivalently y′. There is no uncertainty in
this “macroscopic” description. For course for a different
set of g’s and J ′, there will be a different J ′-manifold.
It will be desirable to treat different g’s through trans-
formations. We note that even though Mn is a “plane”
in R

n+1, it is not a linear Euclidean space since for any
c 6= 1, cν̂ /∈ Mn. Neither are the x′-leaves. They are
affine manifolds [18]. The locating of ν̂∗(x′) is a highly
nonlinear procedure in the space of energies.
The LFT, in terms Ψ(µ), Ψy(y) and ψ(y

′) etc., enters
as a powerful algebraic linear representation of the MEP
procedure. The “collapse” of a holographic y to y′ with
missing information means simply neglecting all the extra
dimensions: yJ+1 = · · · = yn = 0. This is because due
to the convexity of Φ

(

ν̂
)

, there is a one-to-one relation
between ν̂ and µ = −∇Φ under a proper gauge fixing.
And since the constrains to MEP in (5) are all linear
due to the nature of observables being random variables,
each g determines a 1-dimensional linear subspace in the
space of µ.
Generalized Clausius inequality. A combination

of Eqs. (9) and (12a) yields a Clausius’ inequality like
relation:

ϕ(x′) + x′ · y′ − ψ(y′) ≥ 0. (15)

The thermodynamics equilibrium is between the ob-
served mean value x′ and their conjugate “force” y′.
When the equality holds, there is a relation between x′

and y′ which should be identified as a “the equation of
state”, with ∇xϕ = −y′ and ∇yψ = x′. When the
x′ 6= ∇yψ(y), the difference x′ · y′ − ψ(y′) can be inter-
preted as the nonequilibrium heat and ϕ is again as the
entropy; then the inequality in (15) becomes the Clau-
sius’ inequality.
Generalized Gibbs-Duhem equation. The cele-

brated Gibbs-Duhem equation in classical thermodynam-
ics is a consequence of the entropy being an Eulerian de-
gree 1 homogeneous function. For the Φ(ν) in (1), thus
we have

Φ(ν) =

n
∑

i=0

νi

(

∂Φ

∂νi

)

,

n
∑

i=0

νi

(

∂2Φ

∂νi∂νj

)

= 0,

n
∑

j=0

dνj

n
∑

i=0

νi

(

∂2Φ

∂νi∂νj

)

=

n
∑

i=0

νi

n
∑

j=0

(

∂µi

∂νj

)

dνj = 0,

that is,

n
∑

i=0

νidµi = 0, (16)

in which we have used (2b). We identify (16) as a gener-
alized Gibbs-Duhem equation.
Discussion. Mathematical theory of probability

deals with a set of elementary events S, on which the
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probability p, and random variables g’s are introduced.
Applying this mathematics to real world, each ergodic
dynamical system with state space S has its own unique
steady-state probability distribution which can be ob-
tained as the ν̂ from i.i.d. sampling ad infinitum. The
entropy function in (1) arises in this context as a measure
of the quantitative relationship between the assumed,
“hypothesis” (p) and the observed “data” (ν and ν̂);
as “missing information” or “surprise” [14].

Motivated by the analogy to Fourier analysis, our gen-
eralized Gibbs’ theory seems to suggest that the notion
of thermo-energetics is a powerful mathematical transfor-
mation of the statistical description; ν̂ and µ are simply
two representations of a same physical reality; the for-
mer being statistical while the latter thermo-energetic.
With a fixed p, the theory of probability [11] revealed
a powerful, dual energetic representation for various dif-
ferent systems in terms of internal energy functions µ

[17]. This fundamental dual between counting frequency
and internal energy of course has been recognized by L.
Boltzmann already in 1880s, when he was developing the
statistical mechanics as a foundation of classical ther-
modynamics under the principle of equal probability a

priori. The present work shows that while the proba-

bility and statistics are fundamental as the foundation of
thermodynamics, mechanics is not necessary. A similar
conclusion was reached in the 1925 thesis of L. Szilard
[19, 20].

For sufficiently large N , the probability of observing a
particular ν̂ is asymptotically zero except ν̂ = p. The
significance of Φ

(

ν̂;p
)

is to provide a “high-resolution
magnifying glass” for the asymptotically small

exp
{

−NΦ
(

ν̂;p
)

}

. (17)

This is known as the large deviations rate function in
the modern theory of probability [11]. The entropy
−Φ(ν̂,p) is a function of both ν̂ and p; Φ(ν̂;p) ≥ 0
and Φ(p;p) = 0. For a given p, it views each possible
ν̂ from a real system as a part of an entire class of sys-
tems under a common p, a metastatistics. If one chooses
the true steady state probability π of a particular system
to replace p, then Eq. 17 gives the probability distribu-
tion of the uncertainties in the measurement ν̂ from N
samples. The second-order Taylor expansion near π,

e−NΦ(ν̂;π) ≃ exp



−N

n
∑

i,j=0

(ν̂i − πi)(δij − πi)(ν̂j − πj)

πi



 ,

is the central limit theorem for the statistics of count-
ing frequency ν̂, with Var[ν̂i] = πi(1 − πi)/N and
Cov[ν̂i, ν̂j ] = −πiπj/N . This is not the fluctuations
within the π of the system itself. Gibbs’ theory of ensem-

ble is about statistical measurements; not about a fluctu-

ating system.

We choose to present our theory with finite state space
S for mathematical simplicity. Formal generalization to
continuous state space is straight forward if mathemati-
cal rigor is not required. Beyond the finite state space,
it is well known that modern probability and the theory
of measures encounter challenges, c.f., de Finetti’s treat-
ment of infinite sets and the axiom of choice of nonempity
subsets [12].
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Appendix: Statistical counting ad infinitum

In this section, we provide the mathematical reasoning
for stating “entropy provides the infinitesimal probability
for an observed frequency ν̂ w.r.t. a probability prior p”,
“it characterizes the relationship between ν and p in a
sampling process”, and the origin of Legendre-Fenchel
transform in entropy analysis. The counting of inde-
pendent and identically distributed samples with state
space S = {0, · · · , n} yields ν = (ν0, · · · , νn), a (n+ 1)-
tuple of non-negative integers. We call all the ν with
N = ν0 + · · · + νn a simplex for counting. The simplex
for counting grows with N , which we shall identify as
“time”. With a given prior probability p = (p0, · · · , pn)
on S, statistical counting is a Markov process on a grow-
ing simplex, with probability:

P (N+1)
(

ν
)

=

n
∑

k=0

pkP
(N)

(

ν − δk
)

, (18)

in which δk =
(

0, · · · , 1, · · · , 0) is the unit vector for the
kth component. One can easily verify that

P (N)(ν) =
N !

ν0! · · · νn!
pν00 · · · pνnn

is a solution to (18).
One is interested in the limit of counting ad infini-

tum, when all the νi’s are expected to tend infinity as
N → ∞. On the increasing simplex for ν, the proba-
bility P (N)(ν) → 0. However the properly normalized
ν̂ = ν/N converges, and P (N) as a function of the ν̂ be-
comes sharper and sharper, concentrated around ν̂∗ = p.
To more precisely characterize this limiting situation, one
introduces counting frequency ν̂ = ν/N . The space of ν̂’s
then is called a probability simplex Mn; Eq. (18) then be-
comes

P̃ (N+1)
(

ν̂
)

=
n
∑

k=0

pkP̃
(N)

(

{

N+1
N

ν̂i −
1
N
δik

}

)

. (19)

Its limit is a Dirac-δ function: P̃ (∞) = 0 for all ν̂ 6= p,
and P̃ (∞) = ∞ at ν̂ = p. However, “a higher order”
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infinitesimal analysis shows that [11]:

lim
N→∞

1

N
ln P̃ (N)

(

ν̂
)

= −

n
∑

i=0

ν̂i ln

(

ν̂i
pi

)

= −Φ
(

ν̂
)

. (20)

It is clear that entropy function −Φ(ν) represents the
infinitesimal prior probability e−NΦ(ν) on Mn. For two
ν’s with different entropy values, Φ(ν) and Φ(ν′), their
probabilities P∞(ν)/P∞(ν ′) = 0 if Φ(ν) > Φ(ν ′). This
is the origin of the maximum entropy principle (MEP).

To understand the limit P (N)(ν) → 0, one can also
introduce the probability generating function [11]:

W (N)
(

µ
)

=
∑

ν

P (N)
(

ν
)

e−µ·ν , (21)

in which µ · ν = µ0ν0 + · · · + µnνn. Then Eq. (18)
becomes

W (N+1)
(

µ
)

=
∑

ν

P (N+1)
(

ν
)

e−µ·ν

=

n
∑

k=0

pke
−µ·δk

∑

ν

P (N)
(

ν − δk
)

e−µ·(ν−δk)

=W (N)
(

µ
)

e−Ψ(µ),

where Ψ(µ) = − ln

n
∑

k=0

pke
−µk . (22)

The free energy function Ψ is meaningful for all finite
N . This is why the partition function is valid even for
small systems in Gibbs’ theory of ensembles [4]. The
Legendre-Fenchel transform of Ψ(µ) is precisely the the
right-hand-side of (20):

inf
µ

{

µ · ν −Ψ
(

µ
)

}

= inf
µ

{

n
∑

i=0

νi ln e
−µi + ln

n
∑

k=0

pke
−µk

}

(23)

= inf
µ

{

−

n
∑

i=0

νi ln

[

e−µi

∑n

k=0 pke
−µk

]

}

= −

n
∑

i=0

νi ln
ν̂i
pi
,

in which the optimal e−µi ∝ νi/pi. Legendre-Frenchel
transform arises in the limit of N → ∞ through the
Laplace’s method of evaluating asymptotic integrals, or
the related Darwin-Fowler method of maximum term.
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