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Incom plete inform ation and correlated electrons
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Although G �odel’sincom pletenesstheorem m adem athem atician recognize

that no axiom atic system could com pletely prove its correctness and that

there is an eternalhole between our knowledge and the world,and in spite

ofthe work ofPoincar�e ofabout100 yearsago and the furtherdevelopm ent

ofthe theory ofchaos, the dream ofm an to conquer nature and to know

everything aboutnaturerefuseto dieaway.Physicistscontinuethisam bition

in working so faron theapproachesbased on thehypothesisto com pletely or

approxim ately know thesystem sofinterest.In thispaper,however,Ireview

therecentdevelopm entofa di�erentapproach,a statisticaltheory based upon

the notion ofincom plete inform ation. Incom plete inform ation m eans that,

with com plex system swhoseinteractionscannotbecom pletely written in its

ham iltonian or whose equation ofm otion does not have exact solution,the

inform ation needed to specify the system sisnotcom pletely accessible to us.

Thisconsideration leadsto generalized statisticalm echanicscharacterized by

an incom pletenessparam eter! which equalsunity when inform ation iscom -

plete.Them athem aticaland physicalbasesoftheinform ation incom pleteness

are discussed.

The application ofthe concom itant incom plete ferm ion statistics to cor-

related electron system s is reviewed. By com parison with som e num erical

results for correlated electron system s,it is concluded that,am ong several

othergeneralizations ofFerm i-Dirac distribution,only the incom plete one is
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suitablefordescribingthiskind ofsystem s.Theextensiveincom pleteferm ion

distribution n = 1=fexp[!(e� ef)=kB T]+ 1g gives very good description of

weakly correlated electronswith about0:003 < ! < 1,the norm alization in-

dex in
P

ip
!
i = 1 wherepiisprobability distribution.O n theotherhand,the

nonextensiveferm ion distribution,n = 1=f[1+ (!� 1)(e� ef)=kB T]
!=(!� 1)+ 1g,

doesnotshow weak correlation behaviorsofelectronsand isonly suitable to

describe strong correlated heavy ferm ion system sshowing strong increase of

Ferm im om entum with increasing correlationsfor0 < ! < 1.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

As the study ofcom plexity advanced,scientists have realized that chaotic and fractal

behaviorswereubiquitousin natureand thesim plephenom enadescribed bydeterm inisticor

quasi-determ inistic [1]physicalsciencesconsidering only sim ple interactionsorpredictable

linearbehaviorswereonlyafew specialoraccidentalcases.Itwasalsorealized thatpatching

up wasfundam entally uselesswithin theconventionalphysicstheoriesthatbreak down once

applied to com plex system s having long range interactions orshowing nonlinear behavior

related to chaotic orfractalphase space structure. Generalization ofthese theorieswould

benecessary.Driven by theincreasing knowledge aboutchaosand fractals,theattem ptof

generalization hasbeen rapidlyfocused on theproblem srelativetoinform ation and statistics

theory [2{9].Thedevelopm entofthenonextensivestatisticalm echanics(NSM )[7,8,10{12],

am ong others[13],isa good exam pleofthistendency in physics.

Thoughconsidered bysom etohaveaweakpointduetothelackofclearphysicalsigni�ca-

tionsofitsgeneralization param eterq,theprobability distributionsofNSM hasbeen proved

to be surprisingly usefulfor describing com plex system s having long term interactions or

correlationsforwhich Boltzm ann-Gibbsstatistics(BGS)isno m orevalid.NSM generalizes

BGS with adistribution function called q-exponentialgiven byexpq(x)= [1+ (1� q)x]1=(1� q).

The latteristhe inverse function ofa generalized logarithm lnq(x)=
x1� q� 1

1� q
which can be
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used asa generalization ofHartley logarithm icinform ation m easureto obtain theq-entropy

Sq = �k
1�
P

i
p
q

i

1� q
(q 2 R) [8,14]proposed by Tsallis [7]. W hen q = 1,These above two

generalized functionsbecom etheusualonesand theq-entropy becom esShannon one.1

In thepresentpaper,Iwillreview ourrecente�ortsto�nd consistentfoundation forNSM

distribution functionsandtogivesatisfactoryanswerstosom efundam entalquestions.These

e�ortsarebased on a notion which isboth new and old :incom pleteinform ation [8,9].New

becausescientistsalwaysclaim ed,inconstructingphysicstheories,thattheirtheoriescontain

allnecessary inform ation forspecifying thesystem sunderconsideration.Thisisthecaseof

allthe conventionalphysicaltheories:from Newtonian to quantum physics,in passing by

Einstein,Boltzm ann and Shannon (certainly,a theory containing only partialinform ation

aboutthe system ofinterest is a little bitdiscouraging). Old because since the discovery

of,e.g.,irrationalnum bers,m athem aticians know that,within arithm eticalsystem ,they

losssom einform ation abouttheworld and thatonecould notknow everything with in�nite

precision.In 1931,G�odelshown [4{6]thatm athem aticssystem (orany axiom aticsystem )

isincom plete in the sense thatwithin any such axiom atic system there isnever su�cient

inform ation to proveallpossiblestatem entsofthetheory [6].Ifa non negligibleam ountof

inform ation isnotaccessibleto us,BGS theory hasto bem odi�ed.Incom pleteinform ation

theory isa kind ofm odi�cation (generalization)ofBGS suggested by thisconsideration as

wellasby som edi�cultiesencountered within NSM in thelastdecade[8,15].

1From now on,theparam eterqwillbereplaced by ! and Tsallisentropy by S! = � k

P

i
pi�

P

i
p!
i

1� !
.

Theabovegeneralized functionswillbecalled !-exponentialand !-logarithm .Im akethisreplace-

m entforthesim plereason that,though itoften givessim ilarform soffunctionsasq,! de�ned in

thefram ework ofthetheory Ireview heredoesnothavethesam ephysicalcontentastheparam eter

q in Tsallis version ofNSM .So Ipreferto use ! to avoid confusions. By de�nition,! has clear

physicalm eaning asthe readerwill�nd in thispaper.
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II.C O M P LET E IN FO R M AT IO N A SSU M P T IO N

In thissection,Iwillbrie
y review thewellknown inform ation theory founded by Shan-

non et al[16]. It should be rem em ber that inform ation about a realsystem is not our

knowledgeaboutit.Itisourignorance.Theignoranceofsom ething to which wem ay have

access. A m ailaddress,asa state ofphysicalsystem ,m ay be an inform ation ifwe do not

know it. M ore we know abouta system ,lessthere isinform ation in itsdescription. So in

a determ inistic theory (e.g.,classicalm echanics),inform ation isnull. In statisticaltheory,

thereisinform ation becauseweignoresom ething so thatwearenotsureoftheexactstate

atany given m om entofthe system underconsideration. So inform ation can be related to

theuncertainty dueto the ignoranceorto theprobability of�nding thesystem atdi�erent

states.Itshould benoted that,asm entioned above,up to now,wealwayssupposethatthe

inform ation weaddressin any statisticaltheory iscom pleteorcom pletely accessible.That

isifwe obtain it,we can answerallquestionswhich can be asked aboutthe system . This

certainty isre
ected by thefollowing postulate:

v
X

i= 1

pi= 1; (1)

wherev m ustbethenum berofallthepossiblestatesofthesystem underconsideration.As

a result,thearithm eticaverageof� isgiven by �x =
P v

i= 1pixi,

By som eanalysisoftheinform ation properties,itissupposed [2,16]thattheinform ation

isgiven by the wellknow Hartley form ula ln(N )[17]needed to specify N elem ents,orby

ln(1=pi),the inform ation needed to specify thatan elem entwillbefound atthe state i.If

weperfectly know allthevpossiblestates,then thecom pleteinform ation m easureIisgiven

by averaging allln(1=pi):

I =

v
X

i= 1

piln(1=pi): (2)

Itshouldbeem phasizethattheabovede�nitionofinform ationorentropyneedstheharsh

condition thattheinteractionsin thesystem ofinterestareofshortrangeorlim ited between
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thewallsofthecontainersofsubsystem swhich areconsequently independentofeach other.

To seethis,itsu�cestoconsidertheassum ption ofinform ation additivity,i.e.,forasystem

C containing two subsystem sA and B ,itissupposed I(C)= I(A)+ I(B ).Thisadditivity

isvalid ifand only iftheinform ation I(C)needed in orderto specify sim ultaneously A and

B isgiven by ln[N (A)N (B )]whereN (A)and N (B )arerespectively thenum berofelem ents

in A and B . Thisisasifwe had a system C containing N (A)N (B )elem ents. Thisresult

needsthatthestatesoftheelem entsofA do notdepend on thestatesofB .In otherwords,

theseisnointeractionsbetween theelem entsofA and thoseofB .Therem aybeinteractions

between the elem entson the wallsofthe containersofA and B ,butm ostofthe elem ents

inside A and B m ust be independent. This is a case ofshort range interaction where we

havenotonly additiveinform ation orentropy,butalso additiveenergy and otherextensive

therm odynam icvariables.

Iwould liketo recallin passing herethatthetotalinform ation ln[N (A)N (B )]im plies

pij(C)= pi(A)pj(B ) (3)

wherepij(C)istheprobability thatthecom positesystem C isattheproductstateijwhen

A is at the state iwith probability pi(A) and B at j with pj(B ). Eq.(3) sym bolizes the

independenceofthenoninteracting subsystem shaving additivephysicalquantities.Butfor

interacting subsystem s,itsym bolizestotally di�erentphysicalreality.Thisproductlaw has

been widely em ployed and discussed in the lastdecade in connection with equilibrium and

m any body problem s[18{24]and caused m uch confusion within NSM because itparadoxi-

cally independenceofsubsystem sand additiveenergy fornonextensiveinteracting system s.

Very recently,we shown that Eq.(3) was nothing but the consequence ofthe existence of

therm odynam ic equilibrium in interacting system sdescribed by !-entropy and did notneed

independenceofthesubsystem s.Thisconclusion allowstoexactly de�neequilibrium param -

eterssuch astem perature,pressureand chem icalpotentialfornonextensive system sand to

obtain theexactonebody quantum distributions[21{24].

According to above discussions,we can say that,ifthere are long range interactions
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between A and B ,theinform ation aboutC willbedi�erentfrom ln[N (A)N (B )]becausethe

elem entsarecorrelated and can nom oreoccupytheirstatesindependently.Accordingtothe

natureofthecorrelation,therem ay bem ore orlessinform ation than in thenoninteracting

case. In general,we should write I(C)= I(A)+ I(B )+ f[I(A);I(B )],a case treated by

NSM .Now Eq.(3)becom es questionable,yet itisa crucialrelationship forany statistical

m echanics,forit’sapplicationsto m any-body system sand it’stherm odynam icsconnection.

Thereaderwill�nd detailed discussionson thisissuebelow.

III.C O M P LEX IT Y A N D M AT H EM AT IC S

Certainly,com plete inform ation ispossible wheneverallpossible statesare wellknown

so thatwe can countthem to carry outthe calculation ofprobability and inform ation. In

physics,this requires thatwe can �nd the exactham iltonian and also the exactsolutions

ofthe equation ofm otion to know allthe possible states and to obtain the exact values

ofphysicalquantities dependent on the ham iltonian. The reader willsee that these two

\exact" conditionsofcom pleteinform ation arealm ostim possible to satisfy.

Letusbegin by asking som equestionsaboutthem athem aticalbasisofphysicaltheory.

W hatis the A basic �eld ofm athem atics isthe classicalarithm etic. From the episte-

m ologicalpointofview,arithm eticisa theory based on a m odelofworld resulted from the

directintuition ofhum an beings. Thisisa sim ple m odelforfragm ented world containing

only isolated,distinctand independent parts. So you have 1 = 1,1+ 1 = 2 and a series

ofrules,theorem sand generalizations.No m atterhow com plicated aretheim m ense m ath-

em aticalconstructionsdeveloped from arithm etic,theirvalidity isalwayslim ited by these

initialconditionsim posed by thecrudedata ofoursensesand directintuition.Indeed,our

senses,luckily,have the capability of�ltering the com plex world into separated and dis-

cernibleparts.Ifnot,scienti�cknowledgewould beim possible.Buttheseharsh constraints

im posed by this�ltration,asclaim ed by Poincar�e [25],should notbe forgotten. W e have

to ask the following question : how far he can go with the concepts form ed through the

6



�ltration in the realm essy world orcom plex system sincluding interacting,entangled and

overlapped parts,especially when theinteractionscan no m orebeneglected.

So in som e sense,it can be said that m athem atics is an approxim ate theory contain-

ing �nite am ountofinform ation aboutthe world which issurely incom plete because som e

inform ation is lostby our senses through the form ation ofthe axiom s. Any form ation of

axiom aticsystem sisnecessarily m adethrough a kind of�ltration oftheworld.Theresults

ofthe �ltration arenotwrong,butthey areonly partially true.Som ething aboutthe con-

nection ofdi�erent parts ofthe world is rejected by the �ltration. In m y opinion,this is

why axiom aticsystem s,asstated by theincom pletenesstheorem ofG�odel,inevitably failto

provesom estatem ents,especially thoseabouttheiraxiom s.Thereisnoenough inform ation

forthat.Them issing inform ation isjustwhatrejected by theform ation ofaxiom s.

A m athem atician isratherinterested by the coherence ofhis logicalsystem s based on

axiom s. He m ay put aside the m issing inform ation and work within the logicalsystem s

withoutbeingconnected tophysicalreality.Butforaphysicist,theconnection ofhistheory

to the outside world isthe m ostim portantthing he m ind. He possibly ask : M y physical

theory isin factan application ofa incom plete m athem aticaltheory. Ifthe inform ation I

am handling isnotcom plete,how can Iapply itto the world whose description probably

needsm oreinform ation?

In whatfollows,wewilltrytoanswerthisquestion in recognizingthattheincom pleteness

ofallaxiom aticsystem sdiscovered by G�odelhasputan end to theam bition ofestablishing

physicaltheoriescontaining orcapable oftreating com plete inform ation aboutany system

in the world. In this sense,any physics theory is incom plete by de�nition. This is the

very reason forthe introduction of\incom plete inform ation" into statisticalphysics. This

introduction needsin addition otherconsiderationsIam presenting below.

7



IV .C O M P LEX IT Y A N D IN C O M P LET E IN FO R M AT IO N

Now letuslook atthe inform ation problem from the physicalviewpoint. Iwilltry to

show that,duetotheom nipresentcom plexity in theworld,wecannothaveaccesstoallthe

necessary inform ation forcom pletedescription ofa system .Here\com plexity" m eansthat

thesystem sshow nonlinearbehaviorswhich areextrem ely sensibleto initialconditionsand

unpredictable.Thisisthefam ouschaos observed alm osteverywhere in theworld [3{6].

A com plex system isnotnecessarily a com plicated system with a largenum beroffree-

dom s. A one dim ensionaloscillatorwith wellknown nonlinearinteraction (with potential

/ x4,forexam ple)ora threebody system with gravitation (/ 1=r)can behavechaotically.

These two cases are justvery good exam ples ofthe im possibility ofthe two \exact" con-

ditionsofcom plete inform ation m entioned above. In the case ofthe three body problem ,

weknow (atleastwebelievethatweknow)theexactinteraction ofthesystem (Newtonian

gravitation). ButPoincar�e showed thatthe exactand predictable solution ofthe equation

ofm otion wasnotpossible[4,5].Therearein factin�nitenum berofperiodicand aperiodic

solutions. The m ovem ent is chaotic and unpredictable and the attractors ofthe chaotic

structuresform ed by the trajectoriesin phase space arefractal.Thism eansthatwe never

know allpossible states ofthe system and that com plete inform ation treatm ent becom es

im possible. W e even have to rede�ne probability distribution in order to calculate it in

chaoticorfractalphasespace.

Above conclusion isforham iltonian system swhose interactionsis�a prioriwellknown.

W hen the ham iltonian cannotbe exactly written,the situation ism ore com plicated.Even

the exact and predictable solutions ofequation of m otion are not com plete due to the

incom plete ham iltonian.Thism ay happen if,fora isolated closed system ,the interactions

are too com plex to be written, or,for a system with sim ple interactions, the e�ects of

theexternalperturbationsarenotnegligible.Som etim esnegligibleperturbationsm ay have

drasticconsequencesifthesystem issensitivetoinitialconditions.Inthissense,theom ission

ofsm allinteractions m ay m ake enorm ous inform ation unaccessible to the theory. This
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incom pletenessdue to neglected interactionssim ply addsto the incom pletenessm entioned

previously.

In anycase,com pleteinform ation description ofcom plexsystem sisonlyascience�ction.

Although we cannot say that allthese system s have chaotic orfractalnature,a com m on

featureofthem isthatapartoftheirphasespaceisunknown sothatcom pleteandexhaustive

exploitofthe phase space is im possible. The calculable inform ation is inevitably lim ited

by this incom pleteness ofknowledge. That is evident. The treatm ents ofthese system s

based on theassum ption ofcom plete inform ation and probability distribution are notwell

founded. They are legitim ate only when unaccessible partofthe inform ation isnegligible

with respect to the accessible inform ation and to the desired precision ofobservation or

theoreticaldescription.

In whatfollows,wewilltry tointroducethenotion ofincom pletenessofinform ation into

physicsthrough statisticalm ethod. Itwaswith thism ethod thatm an began to overcom e

the obstacle ofhislim ited knowledge in supposing,on the basisofNewtonian orquantum

m echanics,thatthem issing knowledge(inform ation)ism athem atically accessibleor,equiv-

alently,thatthecalculated probability m ustsum toone.Now ifwesay thatwecannothave

accessto every inform ation we need orto every pointofthe phase space,a seriousim pact

on thenorm alization ofprobability,thevery �rststonein theconstruction ofstatistics,will

beinevitable.

V .C H A O S A N D IN C O M P LET E P R O B A B ILIT Y D IST R IB U T IO N S

A .Incom plete norm alization

W hat can we do for probability and inform ation calculation ifwe do not know how

m any statesthesystem ofinteresthas? W hen wedealwith a chaoticsystem having fractal

attractorin phase space [3],itisasifwe tossa coin which often com esdown,neithertails

norheads,butstanding on the side without,in addition,being observed. Allcalculations
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based on Eq.(1)with v = 2 would lead to aberrantresultsbecause we have now
P v

i= 1pi =

Q 6= 1. In this case,pi is referred to as incom plete distribution [2]and Q is a constant

depending on and characterizing the incom pletenessofthe system and provides a possible

key to introduce incom pletenessofinform ation into physics theory. Itshould be supposed

Q = 1 ifinform ation iscom plete.

Thephilosophy ofincom pleteinform ation theory wedeveloped istokeep them ethodsof

classicalcom pleteprobability theory forincom plete inform ation orprobability distribution

byintroducingem piricalparam etersin ordertocharacterizetheincom pleteness.Thisisjust

the sam e m ethodology as in the theory ofchaos orfractals introducing fractaldim ension

to characterize thestructuresofspace tim e.In thissense,we can referto theparam eter!

introduced below asincom pletenessparam eter.

First ofall,we need a \norm alization" for incom plete distribution pi in order to take

advantage of the conventional probability theory. This is an occasion to introduce a

param etrization function F! and to write

X

i

F!(pi)= 1 (4)

which canbecalledgeneralized orincom pletenorm alization.F! should dependonthenature

ofthe system and becom e identity function whenever inform ation is supposed com plete

(Q = 1). The arithm etic average should now be given by �x =
P

iF!(pi)xi. F! can be

determ ined ifthe inform ation m easure and the distribution law are given. For exam ple,

with Hartley inform ation m easure and exponentialdistribution,F! can be showed to be

identity function [9].In general,by entropy m axim ization through thefunctional

�[
X

i

F!(pi)I(pi)+ �
X

i

F!(pi)xi]= 0 (5)

weget:

@lnF!(pi)

@pi
=

@I=@pi

I+ �f� 1! (pi)
(6)

orF!(pi)= C exp[
R @I=@pi

I+ �f
� 1
! (pi)

dpi]where� isthem ultiplierofLagrangeconnected to expec-

tation,I(pi)istheinform ation m easure,pi= f!(xi)thedistribution function depending on
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theparam eter!,C thenorm alization constantofF!.

B .Incom plete norm alization ofN SM

In m y previouspapers[8,9],in orderto �nd coherentfoundation for!-exponentialdis-

tribution on thebasisof!-logarithm inform ation m easure,F!(pi)= p!i waspostulated.So

that

X

i

p
!
i = 1: (7)

In whatfollows,Iwilltrytoshow thattheconjectureofpowerlaw incom pletenorm alization

in theprevioussection isinevitablein a chaoticorfractalspacetim e.

For the sake ofsim plicity,let us consider a phase space in which the trajectory ofa

chaotic system form s a sim ple self-sim ilar fractalstructure,say,Sierpinskicarpet (Figure

1).Thism eansthatthestatepointofthesystem can befound only on theblack rectangular

segm entswhosenum berisW k = 8k atkth iteration.Hencethetotalsurfaceatthisstageis

given bySk = W ksk wheresk = l0=3
k isthesurfaceofthesegm entsatkth iteration and l0 the

length ofsideofthesquarespaceat0th iteration.Ifthesegm entsdo nothavesam esurface,

weshould writeSk =
P W k

i= 1sk(i).W esupposethatthedensityofstateisidenticaleverywhere

on thesegm entsand thatthedistribution ism icrocanonical,so thattheprobability forthe

system to bein theith segm entm ay bede�ned asusualby pi= sk(i)=Sk.Thisprobability

isobviously norm alized.Theproblem isthat,asdiscussed in [3],Sk isan inde�nitequantity

as k ! 1 and,strictly speaking,can not be used to de�ne exact probability de�nition.

In addition,Sk isnotdi�erentiable and containsinaccessible points. Thusthe probability

de�ned abovem akesno sense.

Alternatively,theprobabilitym aybereasonablyde�nedonaintegrableanddi�erentiable

support,say,the Euclidean space containing the fractalstructure. To see how to do this,

wewriteSk = l20(
1

3k
)d� df foridenticalsegm entsor,forsegm entsofvariablesize,

W kX

i= 1

[
sk(i)

S0
]df=d = 1 (8)
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where S0 = ld
0
(here d = 2 for Sierpinskicarpet) a characteristic volum e ofthe fractal

structure em bedded in a d-dim ension Euclidean space,df =
lnn

lnm
isthe fractaldim ension,

n = 8 thenum berofsegm entsreplacing a segm entoftheprecedentiteration and m = 3 the

scalefactoroftheiterations.Them icrocanonicalprobabilitydistribution atthekth iteration

can bede�ned aspi=
sk(i)

S0
so that

P W k

i= 1p
df=d

i = 1 which isjustEq.(7)with ! = df=d.The

conventionalnorm alization
P W k

i= 1pi= 1 can berecovered when df = d.

Itshould benoticed that,in Eq.(8),thesum overalltheW k segm entsatthek
th iteration

doesnotm ean the sum overallpossible statesofthe system underconsideration. Thisis

becausethatthesegm entsurfacesk(i)doesnotrepresenttherealnum berofstatepointson

thesegm entwhich,asexpected forany self-sim ilarstructure,evolveswith k justasSk.So

atany given orderk,thecom plete sum m ation overallpossible segm entsisnota com plete

sum m ation overallpossiblestates.Butin any case,whateverisk,Eq.(8)and
P W k

i= 1p
!
i = 1

alwaysholdsfor! = df=d.

In thissim ple casewith self-sim ilarfractalstructure,theincom pletenessofthenorm al-

ization Eq.(7) is m easured by the param eter ! = df=d. Ifdf > d,there are m ore state

pointsthan W k,the num berofaccessible statesatgiven k. Ifdf < d,the num ber ofac-

cessible statesislessthan W k. W hen df = d,the sum m ation iscom plete atany orderk,

corresponding to com pleteinform ation calculation.

V I.IN C O M P LET EN ESS PA R A M ET ER !

Here Iwilldiscuss in a detailed way the incom pleteness param eter ! and its physical

m eanings.Incom plete statisticsgivesto the em piricalparam eter! a clearphysicalsigni�-

cation :m easure ofthe incom pletenessofinform ation orofchaos.Letusillustratethisby

thesim plecaseofself-sim ilarfractalphasespacewith segm entsofequalsize.
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A .! and phase space expansion

Asdiscussed in the case ofchaotic phase space,! = lnn=dlnm givesa m easure ofthe

incom pletenessofthe state counting in the d-dim ension phase space. ! = 1 m eansdf = d

orn = m d.In otherword,atthekth iteration,asegm entofvolum esk iscom pletely covered

(replaced) by n segm ents ofvolum e sk+ 1 = sk=m
d. So the sum m ation over allsegm ents

is equivalent to the sum over allpossible states,m aking itpossible to calculate com plete

inform ation.

W hen ! > 1 (or! < 1),n > m d (orn < m d)and sk isreplaced by n segm entswhose

totalvolum eism ore(orless)than sk.Sothereisexpansion (ornegativeexpansion)ofstate

volum ewhen were�nethephasespacescale.An estim ation ofthisexpansion ateach scale

re�nem entcan begiven by theratior=
nsk+ 1� sk

sk
= n

m d � 1= ( 1

m d)
1� ! � 1= (!� 1)

(m d)! � 1� 1

!� 1
.

r describes how m uch unaccessible states increase at each step ofthe iteration or ofthe

re�nem ent ofphase space. The physicalcontent of! is clear ifwe note that ! > 1 and

! < 1 correspond to an expansion (r> 0)and a negativeexpansion (r< 0),respectively,of

thethestatevolum eateach step oftheiteration.W hen ! = 0,wehavedf = 0 and n = 1,

leading to r= 1

m d � 1.Theiteratecondition n � 1 m eans! � 0,asproposed in references

[8].! < 0 isim possiblesinceitm eansdf < 0 orn < 1 which obviously m akesno sense.W e

can also write :! � 1 = ln(r+ 1)=ln(m d)= ln(nsk+ 1=sk)=ln(m
d),which im pliesthatitis

thedi�erence! � 1 which isa directm easureofthestatespaceexpansion through thescale

re�nem ent.

B .! and inform ation grow th

Theexpansion ofthestatevolum eofa system in itsphasespaceduring thescalere�ne-

m entshould be interpreted asfollows:the extra state points� = ns k+ 1 � sk acquired at

(k+ 1)th orderiteratewith respecttokth orderarejustthenum berofunaccessiblestatesat

kth order.� > 0 (or� < 0)m eansthatwehave counted less(orm ore)statesatk th order
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than we should have done. � containsthe accessible inform ation gain (AIG)through the

(k+ 1)th iterate.

To illustratetherelation between this\hidden inform ation" and theparam eter!,letus

�rstconsidertheHartley logarithm inform ation in thesim plecasewherethe distribution is

m icrocanonicaland scale-invariant[26]. Atthe iterate oforderk,the average inform ation

contained on sk isgiven by Ik =
R

sk
p! ln(1=p)ds.Atk+ 1 order,Ik+ 1 =

R

nsk+ 1
p! ln(1=p)ds.

HenceAIG isjust�I = I k+ 1� Ik =
R

(nsk+ 1� sk)
p! ln(1=p)ds= �I�,where� I = p! ln(1=p)is

theinform ation density ortheaverageinform ation carried by each state.TherelativeAIG

isgiven by �I=I k = r= (1� !)
(1=m d)1� ! � 1

1� !
which isindependentofscalebutdependenton

scalechanges.Forgiven scalingfactorm ,them agnitudeof�Iorrincreaseswith increasing

di�erencej1� !j.Thesign ofr (orAIG)wasdiscussed earlier.Forgiven !,j�Ijincreases

with decreasing scaling.For! = 1 orm = 1,thereisno inform ation gain,corresponding to

thecaseofcom pleteinform ation.

According to the relationship ! = df=d and the above discussions,itcan be concluded

thatthe incom pletenessparam eter! m ay be considered asa m easure ofchaos. Certainly

thisisa conclusion on thebasisofsim plem odelsand therelation between ! and thedegree

ofchaosorfractalm ay be m ore com plicated with m ore com plex chaosand fractals,butit

isconsequentto say thatm orea system ischaotic,m ore itsinform ation isincom plete and

m ore! isdi�erentfrom unity.

V II.N O N A D D IT IV E IN C O M P LET E D IST R IB U T IO N S

To getthenonextensive distribution in !-exponentialasm entioned above,wecan m ax-

im ize the entropy S! = �k

P

i
pi�

P

i
p!
i

1� !
[8,9]according to the Jaynesprinciple [27]with the

constraints U =
P

ip
!
iE i and N =

P

ip
!
iN i forgrand-canonicalensem ble,where U is the

internalenergy,N the average particle num ber,E i the energy and N i the particle num ber

atthestateiofthesystem .W eobtain :

pi=
[1� (1� !)�(E i� �N i)]

1

1� !

y

Z
: (9)
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where Z ! =
P

v
i[1 � (1 � !)�(ei� �N i)]

!

1� !

y . [x]y = x ifx > 0 and [x]y = 0 otherwise.

� isthe inverse tem perature and � the chem icalpotential. Thisdistribution function has

been proved particularly usefulfor system s showing non gaussian distribution functions

(fordetailed inform ation,see[11]and referencesthere-in).Considering Eq.(3),theproduct

probability law attherm odynam icequilibrium ,theone-particledistribution from Eq.(9)can

berewritten aspk =
[1� (1� !)�(ek� �)]

1
1� !

y

z
whereek istheenergy ofoneparticleatthestatek

and z!n =
P

k[1� (1� !)�(ek � �)]
!

1� !

y istheone-particlepartition function.

Asshown in [23],theaboveone-particledistribution can berecastinto exponentialform

asfollows

pk =
1

z
[1� (1� !)�0ek]

1

1� ! [1+ (1� !)�0�0]
1

1� ! =
1

Z
e
� �0(�k� �) (10)

where�0=
�

1� (q� 1)��
,�0= �[1� (q� 1)��]which im ply�0�0= ��,� =

ln[1+ (1� q)�0�0]

(1� q)�0
and �k =

ln[1+ (q� 1)�0ek]

(q� 1)�0
. The exponentialdistribution Eq.(10) m akes itpossible to straightforwardly

obtain theexactquantum distribution [23](EQD)given by

�nk =
1

e!�
0(�k� �)� 1

=
1

[1+ (! � 1)�(ek � �)]
!

! � 1 � 1
; (11)

where �nk istheoccupation num beroftheone-particlestatek."+" isforferm ionsand "-"

forbosons.These distribution can becom pared to theapproxim atequantum distributions

(AQD)ofNSM [20]�nk =
1

e�
0(�k� �)� 1

= 1

[1+ (q� 1)�(ek� �)]
1

q� 1 � 1

given within a factorization ap-

proxim ation using additive energy. At�rst glance,EQD and AQD are notvery di�erent

from each otherifweput! = q.ButFigure2 showsthatthey aretwo very di�erentdistri-

butions.AQD rem ainsapproxim ately thesam eastheconventionalFerm i-Diracdistribution

forwhatever q value. So itsFerm ienergy ef isalm ostconstantwith changing q. On the

contrary,EQD changes drastically with !. The Ferm ienergy ef shows a strong increase

with decreasing ! up to two tim es ef0 ofthe conventionalFerm i-Dirac distribution when

! ! 0.Thisef increasehasbeen indeed noticed through num ericalcalculationsforstrongly

correlated heavy electronson thebasisoftight-bindingKondolatticem odel[28,29]asshown

in Figure3.Increasingcorrelation correspondstodecreasing! from unity(zerocorrelation).
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Thisim pliesthatEQD based on incom plete inform ation hasitsm eritin thedescription of

heavy electron system s.Furtherinvestigation isneeded toknow theconnection between the

correlation and thenonextensive param eter1� !.

V III.A D D IT IV E IN C O M P LET E D IST R IB U T IO N S

Although thenonextensiveEQD accountsforan im portantaspectofcorrelated electrons,

i.e.,the correlation induced Ferm ienergy increase,anotherim portant aspect ofthe weak

correlation ism issingin thedescription ofnonextensiveEQD.Thisisthe
atteningofn drop

atef [28{31].Thatisthecorrelation,even atlow tem perature,driveselectronsaboveef so

thatthen discontinuity becom eslessand lesssharp asthecorrelation increases.Curiously,

this
attening ofn discontinuity atef iscom pletely absentin EQD ofNSM .From Figure

2,weseethatthesharp n drop atef isindependentof! orcorrelations.

In whatfollows,Iwillpresentan additiveincom pletestatisticalm echanics.Itisassum ed

thattheadditiveHartleyinform ationm easurestillholds.Sowithrespecttotheconventional

Shannon inform ationtheoryand BGS,onlythenorm alization ischanged accordingtoEq.(7)

[9,13].Theadditiveincom pleteentropy isgiven by S = k
P w

i= 1p
!
i ln(1=pi).W hen ! ! 1,S

isShannon entropy,which identi�esk to Boltzm ann constant.

For grand canonical ensem ble, the usual entropy m axim ization procedure leads to

pi = e� !�(E i� �N i)=Z where partition function isgiven by Z = f
P w

i= 1e
� !�(E i� �N i)g1=!. For

quantum particlesystem s,wehave

�nk =
1

e!�(ek� �) � 1
: (12)

The ferm ion distribution given by Eq.(12)isplotted in Figure 3 fordi�erent ! values

in com parison with som e num ericalsim ulation results. W e note thatIFD reproduceswell

the num ericalresultsforaboutJ < 1. W hen coupling isstronger,a long tailin the KLM

distributions begins to develop at high energy. At the sam e tim e,a new Ferm isurface

at k = kf0 + �=2 = 0:75� starts to appear and a sharp n drop takes place at the new
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Ferm im om entum . AtJ = 4,KLM distribution (x-m arks)isvery di�erentfrom IFD (e.g.

! = 0:0011). The solid line �tting better the J = 4 KLM distribution is given by the

incom pletestatisticsversion offractionalexclusion distribution (1=n� �)�(1=n� �+ 1)1� � =

e!�(e� ef) [32,33]with 1=� = 0:85 due to the KLM occupation num bersm allerthan 0.5 at

low m om entum k.

IX .C O N C LU SIO N

Sum m ing up,Ihave discussed the philosophicalbasis ofincom plete inform ation from

both theviewpointsofm athem aticaland physics.Theinform ation wedealwith in scienti�c

theories can not be com plete in the sense that a part of the inform ation necessary for

com plete description ofthe system under consideration is not accessible to our theory or

knowledge.Thispartofinform ation isrejected from scienti�cknowledgeby theform ation of

concepts,axiom sand m odels.Theam ountofrejected inform ation isparticularly im portant

for com plex system s having chaotic behaviors and fractalphase space. A param eterized

norm alization
P

ip
!
i = 1 isproposed forthiskind ofsystem s,where! istheincom pleteness

param etercharacterizing the inaccessibility ofphase space pointsorofthe inform ation of

thesystem .Italso o�ersa m easureofthedegreeofchaos.

The wide drop in the ferm ion occupation num ber and the sharp cuto� ofoccupation

num beratef showing strong increasewith increasing interaction can beinterpreted by the

nonextensiveincom pleteferm ion distribution with decreasing! value.On theotherhand,it

failsto describeweak correlation e�ecton electronswhich iswellaccounted forby additive

incom plete ferm ion distribution. But the additive distribution does not show the sharp

cuto� atef when correlation isstrong.Thisresultsuggeststo com bine these two partially

valid m odelsto describecorrelated electronsin a globalway.Furtherresultsofthiscurrent

work willbepresented in otherpapersofours.
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Figurecaption :

FIG .1. A sim plem odeloffractalphasespacein Sierpinskicarpet(orsponge).Atkth iteration,

the side ofthe squares (black or white) is lk = l0=2
k and their num ber is W k = 8k,lk being

the length ofthe side at at 0th iteration. The totalsurface at kth iteration is Sk = W ksk or

W ksk=Sk = 1. The classicalprobability de�nition by relative frequency ofvisitsofeach pointby

the system m ustbe m odi�ed because the totalnum berofvisits(propotionalto black surface Sk

ofthe carpet)isno m ore a �nite quantity.(Construction ofSierpinskicarpet.Firstiteration c(1)

:rem oving thecentralsquareform ed by thestraightlinescutting each sideinto threesegm entsof

equalsize.Repeatthisoperation on the8 rem aining squaresofequalsize and so on.)

FIG .2. Nonextensive ferm ion distributionsofAQ D and EQ D ofincom pletestatisticalm echan-

ics. AQ D distribution is only slightly di�erent from that at q = 1 (conventional Ferm i-Dirac

distribution)even with q very di�erentfrom unity.ButEQ D changesdrastically with decreasing

!.As! ! 0,the occupation num bertendsto 1/2 forallstatesbelow ef which increasesup to 2

tim esef0,the conventionalferm ienergy atT = 0.

FIG .3. Com parison ofadditiveincom pleteferm ion distribution (IFD,lines)with thenum erical

results (sym bols) ofEder elalon the basis ofK ondo lattice t� J m odel(K LM ) for di�erent

coupling constant J [Phys. Rev. B,55(1997)6109]. In m y calculations,the density ofelectrons

is chosen to give kf0 = 0:25� in the �rst Brillouin zone. W e note that IFD reproduces wellthe

num ericalresultsforaboutJ < 1.W hen coupling isstronger,a long tailin theK LM distributions

beginsto develop athigh energy.Atthesam etim e,a new Ferm isurfaceatk = kf0 + �=2 = 0:75�

starts to appear and a sharp n drop takes place at the new Ferm im om entum . At J = 4,K LM

distribution (x-m arks)isvery di�erentfrom IFD (e.g. ! = 0:0011). The solid line �tting better

the J = 4 K LM distribution is given by the incom plete statistics version offractionalexclusion

distribution (1=n� �)�(1=n� �+ 1)1� � = e!�(e� ef) [Yong-ShiW u,Phys.Rev.Lett.,73(1994)922]

with 1=� = 0:85 dueto the K LM occupation num bersm allerthan 0.5 atlow m om entum k.
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