arXiv:.cond-mat/0207463v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 18 Jul 2002

Intemational C onference on T heoretical Physics Paris, UNESCO , 2227 July 2002

Incom plete Inform ation and correlated electrons
Q upihg A .W ang
Institut Superieur des M ateriaux du M ans,

44, Avenue F A . Bartholdi, 72000 Le M ans, France

A Though G odel's lncom pleteness theorem m ade m athem atician recognize
that no axiom atic system oould com pltely prove its correctness and that
there is an etermal hole between our know ledge and the world, and in spie
of the work of Poincare of about 100 years ago and the further developm ent
of the theory of chaos, the dream of m an to conquer nature and to know
everything about nature refiise to die away. P hysicists continue this am bition
In working so far on the approaches based on the hypothesis to com plktely or
approxin ately know the system s of interest. In this paper, however, I review
the recent developm ent of a di erent approach, a statistical theory lased upon
the notion of incom pkte inform ation. Incom plte inform ation m eans that,
w ith com plex system s whose Interactions cannot be com pletely w ritten in its
ham ittonian or whose equation of m otion does not have exact solution, the
Inform ation needed to specify the system s is not com pletely accessble to us.
T his consideration lads to generalized statistical m echanics characterized by
an incom pleteness param eter ! which equals unity when inform ation is com —
plte. T hem atheam aticaland physicalbases ofthe inform ation incom pleteness
are discussed.

T he application of the concom itant incom plete ferm jon statistics to cor—
related electron system s is reviewed. By ocom parison wih som e num erical
results for correlated electron system s, it is conclided that, am ong several

other generalizations of Ferm iD irac distribbution, only the incom plete one is
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suitable for describing this kind of system s. T he extensive lncom plete ferm ion
distribbution n = 1=fexp[! € ef)=kg T ]+ 1lg gives very good description of
weakly correlated electrons w ith about 0:003 < ! < 1, the nom alization in—
dex in ¥ ipi = 1 where p; isprobability distrdbbution. O n the other hand, the
nonextensive ferm fon distrbution,n = 1=f[1+ (! 1) ef)=ksg T1'~" Y+ 1g,
does not show weak correlation behaviors of electrons and is only suiable to
describe strong correlated heavy fermm ion system s show ing strong increase of

Fermm im om entum w ith increasing correlations for0< ! < 1.

I. NTRODUCTION

A s the study of com plexity advanced, scientists have realized that chaotic and fractal
behaviors were ubiquitous in nature and the sin ple phenom ena described by determm inistic or
quasideterm inistic [Ii] physical sciences considering only sin ple interactions or predictable
linearbehaviorswere only a few soecialoraccidental cases. Ik was also realized that patching
up was fundam entally useless w ithin the conventional physics theories that break down once
applied to com plex system s having long range interactions or show Ing nonlinear behavior
related to chaotic or fractal phase space structure. G eneralization of these theories would
be necessary. D riven by the Increasing know ledge about chaos and fractals, the attem pt of
generalization hasbeen rapidly focused on the problem s relative to infom ation and statistics
theory R{9]. T he developm ent of the nonextensive statisticalm echanics NSM ) [1:8,40{12],
am ong others {13], is a good exam ple of this tendency in physics.

T hough considered by som e to have a weak point due to the Jack of clearphysical signi ca—
tions of its generalization param eter g, the probability distrdbutions ofN SM hasbeen proved
to be supprisingly useful for descrbing com plex system s having long temm Interactions or
correlations for w hich B oltzm ann—G ibbs statistics BG S) isnom ore valid. NSM generalizes

BG S w ith a distrbution function called gexponentialgiven by exp, x) = [+ 1 gxI~¢ 2.

The Jatter is the Inverse function of a generalized logarithm Ing (x) = Xll qq ! which can be



used as a generalization ofH artley logarithm ic lnform ation m easure to obtain the gentropy
2

1
Sq = qu

p{

(@2 R) BA4] proposed by Tsallis [4]. W hen g = 1, These above two
generalized fiinctions becom e the usual ones and the gentropy becom es Shannon onef_l:

In the present paper, Iw illreview ourrecent e ortsto nd consistent foundation forN SM
distribution functionsand to give satisfactory answers to som e fuindam entalquestions. T hese
e orts are based on a notion which isboth new and ol : incom plkete inform ation B,4]. New
because scientists alw ays clain ed, in constructing physics theories, that their theories contain
allnecessary nform ation for specifying the system s under consideration. T his is the case of
all the conventional physical theordes : from Newtonian to quantum physics, In passing by
E Instein, Bolzm ann and Shannon (certainly, a theory containing only partial informm ation
about the system of interest is a little bit discouraging). O Id because since the discovery
of, eg., irational num bers, m athem aticians know that, w ithin arthm etical system , they
Joss som e nform ation about the world and that one could not know everything w ith in nite
precision. In 1931, G odel shown [E{4] that m athem atics system (or any axiom atic system )
is Incom plkte In the sense that within any such axiom atic system there is never su cient
inform ation to prove allpossible statem ents of the theory []. Ifa non negligibl am ount of
Inform ation is not accessible to us, BG S theory hasto bem odi ed. Incom plete inform ation
theory is a kind ofm odi cation (generalization) ofBG S suggested by this consideration as

well asby som e di culties encountered w ithin NSM in the last decade [B,15].

From now on, the param eter gw illbe replaced by ! and T sallis entropy by S| = k——F—F=—.
T he above generalized finctionsw illbe called ! -exponentialand ! Jogarithm . Im ake this replace-
m ent for the sim ple reason that, though it often gives sin ilar form s of functionsas g, ! de ned In
the fram ew ork ofthe theory I review here doesnot have the sam e physical content as the param eter
g In T sallis version ofNSM . So I prefer to use ! to avoid confusions. By de nition, ! has clear

physicalm eaning as the reader will nd in this paper.



II.COMPLETE INFORMATION ASSUMPTION

In this section, Iw illbrie y review the wellknown inform ation theory founded by Shan—
non et al {I§]. T should be rem enber that inform ation about a real system is not our
know ledge about i. It is our ignorance. T he ignorance of som ething to which we m ay have
access. A m ail address, as a state of physical system , m ay be an infomm ation ifwe do not
know i. M ore we know about a system , less there is infom ation in is description. So In
a detem Inistic theory (eg., classicalm echanics), lnfom ation is null. In statistical theory,
there is Infom ation because we ignore som ething so that we are not sure of the exact state
at any given m om ent of the system under consideration. So infom ation can be related to
the uncertainty due to the ignorance or to the prokability of nding the system at di erent
states. It should be noted that, asm entioned above, up to now , we always suppose that the
Inform ation we address In any statistical theory is com plete or com plktely acoessble. That
is if we obtan i, we can answer all questions which can be asked about the system . This
certainty is re ected by the follow Ing postulate :

v
pi=1; 1)
=1
w here v m ust be the num ber of all the possbl states of the system under consideration. A s
a result, the arithm etic average of isgiven by x = F T PiXiy

By som e analysis of the infom ation properties, it is supposed 2;16]that the inform ation
is given by the well know Hartley omula N ) {17] needed to specify N elm ents, or by
In (1=p;), the nfom ation needed to specify that an elem ent w ill be found at the state i. If
we perfectly know allthe v possible states, then the com plete nform ation m easure I isgiven
by averaging all In (1=p;) :

v
I=  pih(=p): @)
=1

Tt should be an phasize that the above de nition of inform ation orentropy needsthe harsh

condition that the interactions in the system of Interest are of short range or lin ited between



the walls of the containers of subsystem s which are consequently Independent ofeach other.
To see this, £ su ces to consider the assum ption of nfom ation additiviy, ie., fora system
C ocontalning two subsystem sA and B, it issupposed IC)= I@A )+ I B ). Thisadditiviy
isvald ifand only ifthe informm ation I (C ) needed in order to specify sin ulaneously A and
B isgivenby nlN A)N B)]whereN @A) andN B ) are regoectively the num ber ofelem ents
InA and B. Thisisas ifwe had a system C containing N A )N (B ) ekments. This result
needs that the states of the elem ents of A do not depend on the states ofB . Tn other words,
these isno Interactionsbetween the elem ents of A and those ofB . Therem ay be interactions
between the elem ents on the walls of the containers of A and B, but m ost of the elem ents
Inside A and B must be independent. This is a case of short range interaction where we
have not only additive lnform ation or entropy, but also additive energy and other extensive
them odynam ic varables.

Iwould lke to recall n passing here that the total nform ation N A )N B )] In plies

Py C)=pi®)p;B) 3)

where p;; (C ) is the probability that the com posite system C is at the product state ij when
A is at the state 1 with probability p; &) and B at j with p;B). Eq.(3) symbolizes the
Independence of the noninteracting subsystem s having additive physical quantities. But for
Interacting subsystem s, it sym bolizes totally di erent physical reality. T his product law has
been widely em ployed and discussed in the last decade in connection w ith equilbbrium and
m any body problem s [1§{24] and caused much confision within NSM because i paradoxi
cally Independence of subsystam s and additive energy for nonextensive interacting system s.
Very recently, we shown that Eq.@) was nothing but the consequence of the existence of
therm odynam ic equilbbrium in interacting system s descrioed by ! -entropy and did not nesd
independence of the subsystem s. T his conclusion allow s to exactly de ne equilbbrium param —
eters such as tam perature, pressure and cheam ical potential for nonextensive systam s and to
obtain the exact one body quantum distributions P1{24].

A coording to above discussions, we can say that, if there are long range interactions



between A and B, the Informm ation about C willbedi erent from MN @A )N B )]because the
elem ents are correlated and can no m ore occupy their states Independently. A coording to the
nature of the correlation, there m ay be m ore or kss infom ation than in the noninteracting
case. In general, we shoud write IC) = I@)+ I®)+ fL@A);I(B )], a case treated by
NSM .Now Eq.(3) becom es questionable, yet it is a crucial relationship for any statistical
m echanics, for it's applications to m any-$ody system s and it’s them odynam ics connection.

The reader w ill nd detailed discussions on this issue below .

IIT.COMPLEXITY AND MATHEM ATICS

Certainly, com plkte inform ation is possible whenever all possblk states are well known
so that we can count them to carry out the calculation of probability and infomm ation. In
physics, this requires that we can nd the exact ham itonian and also the exact solutions
of the equation of m otdon to know all the possble states and to cbtain the exact values
of physical quantities dependent on the ham iltonian. The reader will see that these two
\exact" conditions of com plete inform ation are aln ost im possible to satisfy.

Let us begin by asking som e questions about the m athem atical basis of physical theory.

W hat is the A basic eld ofm atheam atics is the classical arithm etic. From the episte—
m ologicalpoint of view , arithm etic is a theory based on a m odel ofworld resulted from the
direct ntuition of hum an beings. This is a sin pl m odel for fragm ented world containing
only isolated, distinct and independent parts. So you have 1 = 1,1+ 1 = 2 and a series
of rules, theorem s and generalizations. No m atter how com plicated are the Inm ense m ath-
em atical constructions developed from arithm etic, their validiy is always lm ited by these
Initial conditions im posed by the crude data of our senses and direct intuition. Indeed, our
senses, uckily, have the capability of Itering the com plex world into separated and dis-
cemible parts. Ifnot, scienti ¢ know ledge would be iIn possible. But these harsh constraints
inposed by this Iration, as clain ed by Pomncare 5], should not be forgotten. W e have

to ask the follow ing question : how far he can go with the conospts fom ed through the



Ytration in the realm essy world or com plex system s lncluding interacting, entanglkd and
overlapped parts, especially when the interactions can no m ore be neglected.

So In som e sense, i can be said that m athem atics is an approxin ate theory contain—
Ing nie am ount of nfom ation about the world which is surely Incom plete because som e
Inform ation is lost by our senses through the form ation of the axiom s. Any fom ation of
axiom atic system s is necessarily m ade through a kind of ltration ofthe world. The results
ofthe ltration are not wrong, but they are only partially true. Som ething about the con—
nection of di erent parts of the world is rected by the ltration. In my opinion, this is
w hy axiom atic system s, as stated by the incom pleteness theorem ofG odel, nevitably ailto
prove som e statem ents, egpecially those about their axiom s. T here isno enough infom ation
for that. The m issihg nfom ation is just what refected by the formm ation of axiom s.

A m athem atician is rather interested by the ocoherence of his logical system s based on
axiom s. He may put aside the m issing informm ation and work wihin the logical system s
w ithout being connected to physical reality. But for a physicist, the connection ofhis theory
to the outside world is the m ost In portant thing he m Ind. He possibly ask : M y physical
theory is in fact an application of a Incom plete m athem atical theory. If the informm ation I
am handling is not com plkte, how can I apply it to the world whose description probably
needs m ore inform ation?

In what ollow s, we w ill try to answer thisquestion in recognizing that the lncom pleteness
of all axiom atic system s discovered by G odelhas put an end to the am bition of establishing
physical theories containing or capable of treating com plete inform ation about any system
In the world. In this sense, any physics theory is incom plkte by de nition. This is the
very reason for the ntroduction of \incom plete nform ation™ into statistical physics. This

Introduction needs In addition other considerations I am presenting below .



IV.COMPLEXITY AND INCOMPLETE INFORM ATION

Now lt us ook at the Inform ation problem from the physical viewpoint. I will try to
show that, due to the om nijpresent com plexity in the world, we cannot have access to allthe
necessary inform ation for com plete description of a system . Here \com plexiy" m eans that
the systam s show nonlinear behaviors which are extrem ely sensble to initial conditions and
unpredictable. This is the fam ous chaos dbserved aln ost everyw here in the world B{&].

A complex systam is not necessarily a com plicated system w ith a large num ber of free—
dom s. A one dim ensional oscillator w th well known nonlhear interaction (W ith potential
/ x*, orexam ple) or a three body system w ith gravitation (/ 1=r) can behave chaotically.
These two cases are Just very good exam ples of the in possbility of the two \exact" con—
ditions of com plete inform ation m entioned above. In the case of the three body problem ,
we know (at least we believe that we know ) the exact Interaction ofthe system N ew tonian
gravitation). But Poincare showed that the exact and predictable solution of the equation
ofm otion was not possbk 5]. There are in fact n nite num ber of periodic and aperiodic
solutions. The m ovem ent is chaotic and unpredictable and the attractors of the chaotic
structures form ed by the tra fctories In phase space are fractal. This m eans that we never
know all possible states of the system and that com plete inform ation treatm ent becom es
Inpossble. W e even have to rede ne probability distrdbution In order to calculate it In
chaotic or fractal phase space.

Above conclusion is for ham iltonian system s whose Interactions is a priori well known.
W hen the ham iltonian cannot be exactly w ritten, the situation is m ore com plicated. Even
the exact and predictable solutions of equation of m otion are not com plete due to the
Incom plete ham iltonian. Thism ay happen if, for a isolated closed system , the interactions
are too complex to be written, or, for a system with sinpl Interactions, the e ects of
the extemal perturbations are not negligble. Som etin es negligible perturbationsm ay have
drastic consequences ifthe system is sensitive to initial conditions. In this sense, the om ission

of an all Interactions m ay m ake enom ous Infom ation unaccessble to the theory. This



Incom pleteness due to neglected interactions sim ply adds to the inoom pleteness m entioned
previously.

In any case, com plte inform ation description of com plex system s isonly a science ction.
A though we cannot say that all these system s have chaotic or fractal nature, a comm on
feature ofthem isthat a part oftheir phase space is unknown so that com plkte and exhaustive
exploit of the phase space is inpossibke. The calculable infom ation is nevitably lm ited
by this incom plteness of know ledge. That is evident. The treatm ents of these system s
based on the assum ption of com plete Infom ation and probability distribution are not well
founded. They are kgitin ate only when unaccessible part of the lnform ation is negligble
with respect to the accessible nform ation and to the desired precision of cbservation or
theoretical description.

In what ollow s, we w ill try to introduce the notion of incom pleteness of inform ation into
physics through statisticalm ethod. It was w ith this m ethod that m an began to overcom e
the cbstack of his 1im ited know ledge in supposing, on the basis of N ew tonian or quantum
m echanics, that them issing know ledge (inform ation) ism athem atically acoessible or, equiv—
alently, that the calculated probability m ust sum to one. Now ifwe say that we cannot have
access to every Inform ation we need or to every point of the phase space, a serious in pact
on the nom alization ofprobability, the very rst stone In the construction of statistics, w ill

be mnevitable.

V.CHAOSAND INCOMPLETE PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTIONS

A . Incom plete norm alization

W hat can we do for probability and infomm ation calculation if we do not know how
m any states the system of interest has? W hen we dealw ith a chaotic system having fractal
attractor in phase space 3], i is as ifwe toss a coin which often com es down, neither tails

nor heads, but standing on the side w ithout, In addition, being cbserved. A 1l calculations



based on Eq-@:) wih v= 2 would Jlead to aberrant resuls because we have now F Lipi=

Q 6 1. In this case, p; is referred to as incom pkte distrlbution @] and Q is a constant
depending on and characterizing the incom pkteness of the system and provides a possibke
key to introduce incom pkteness of inform ation into physics theory. Tt should be supposed
Q = 1 if nfom ation is com plkte.

T he philosophy of incom plete inform ation theory we developed is to keep them ethods of
classical com plete probability theory for incom plete Infom ation or probability distrioution
by Introducing em pirical param eters in order to characterize the incom pleteness. T his is just
the sam e m ethodology as In the theory of chaos or fractals ntroducing fractal din ension
to characterize the structures of space tim e. In this sense, we can refer to the param eter !
Introduced below as incom pkteness param eter.

First of all, we need a \nom alization" for incom plete distrioution p; 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
Fi)=1 “)

w hich can be called generalized or incom plkte nom alization. F, should depend on the nature
of the system and beocom e identity function whenever nform ation is supposed com plete
© = 1). The arithm etic average should now be given by x = F ;B )xi. Fy can be
determ ined if the Infom ation m easure and the distrbution law are given. For exam pl,
with Hartley inform ation m easure and exponential distribution, F, can be showed to be

dentity function {@]. In general, by entropy m axin ization through the functional

X X
[ FyE)Ip)+ F pi)xi]= 0 ®)
weget :
@InF, (@) @I=@p;
= T (6)
@pi I+ f1 (pl)

R

orF, (o) = C exp[ —— &

I+ £, ' (1)

tation, I (po;) is the nfom ation m easure, p; = £, (x;) the distrioution fiinction depending on

dp;lwhere isthem ultiplier of Lagrange connected to expec—
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the param eter ! , C the nom alization constant ofF', .

B . Incom plete norm alization ofN SM

In my previous papers B,9], In order to nd ooherent foundation for ! -exponential dis-
tribution on the basis of ! -logarithm infom ation m easure, F, (o;) = pi was postulated. So
that

X

p; = 1: )

In what follow s, Iw illtry to show that the concture ofpower law incom plete nomm alization
In the previous section is hevitable in a chaotic or fractal space tin e.

For the sake of sim plicity, let us consider a phase space In which the trafctory of a
chaotic system fom s a sin plke selfsim ilar fractal structure, say, Sierpinski carpet F igure
1). Thism eansthat the state point ofthe system can be found only on theblack rectangular
segm ents whose number isW , = 8% at k™ iteration. Hence the total surface at this stage is
given by Sy = W s, where s, = L,=3" isthe surface ofthe segm ents at k™ iteration and 1, the
length of side of the square space at 0% iteration. Ifthe segm ents do not have sam e surface,

P
we should write Sy = W:kl Sk (1) . W e suppose that the density of state is iddentical everyw here

on the sagm ents and that the distrlbbution ism icrocanonical, so that the probability for the
system to be in the i® segm ent m ay be de ned asusualby p; = s, ()=Sy . T his probability
is obviously nom alized. The problm isthat, asdiscussed in 3], Sy isan inde nite quantity
ask ! 1 and, strictly speaking, can not be used to de ne exact probability de nition.
In addition, Sy is not di erentiable and contains inaccessible points. T hus the probability
de ned above m akes no sense.

A tematively, the probability m ay be reasonably de ned on a integrable and di erentiable
support, say, the Euclidean space containing the fractal structure. To see how to do this,

wewrite Sy = ¥ () % for identical ssgm ents or, for segm ents of variable size,

ﬁg . [Sk (l) ]df:d

=1 8
S, @)

=1
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where Sy = ]g here d = 2 for Sierpinski carpet) a characteristic volum e of the fractal
structure embedded in a d-din ension Euclidean space, df = {2 is the fractal din ension,
n = 8 the num ber of segm ents replacing a segm ent of the precedent iteration and m = 3 the
scale factor ofthe iterations. Them icrocanonical probability distrbution at the k™ iteration
can be de ned asp; = S};—;l) © that nx pffzd = 1which is ust Eq.{}) with ! = d¢=d. The
conventional nom alization F "* p;= 1 can be recovered when d¢ = d.

Tt should be noticed that, n Eq.@), the sum overalltheW , segm ents at the k™ iteration
does not m ean the sum over all possible states of the system under consideration. This is
because that the segm ent surface s (1) does not represent the real num ber of state points on
the segm ent which, as expected for any selfsin ilar structure, evolres w ith k Jjust as Sy . So
at any given order k, the com plte summ ation over all possble segm ents is not a com plte
summ ation over allpossble states. But in any case, whatever isk, Eq.@®) and ¥ Viq:kl p,=1
always holds for ! = de=d.

In this sin ple case w ith selfsim ilar fractal structure, the Incom pleteness of the nom al-
ization Eq.f{]) is measured by the parameter ! = de=d. Ifde > d, there are more state
points than W ,, the num ber of accessible states at given k. Ifds < d, the number of ac—
cessble states is kess than W . W hen drf = d, the summ ation is com plete at any order k,

corresponding to com plete nform ation calculation.

VI.INCOMPLETENESS PARAM ETER !

Here T will discuss in a detailed way the incom pleteness param eter ! and its physical
m eanings. Incom plete statistics gives to the em pirical param eter ! a clar physical signi -
cation : m easure of the incom pkteness of inform ation or of chaos. Let us illustrate this by

the sin ple case of selfsim ilar fractal phase space w ith segm ents of equal size.

12



A . ! and phase space expansion

A s discussed In the case of chaotic phase space, ! = hn=d=hm gives a m easure of the
Incom pleteness of the state counting in the d-dim ension phase space. ! = 1 meansd; = d
orn = m9. In otherword, at the k™ iteration, a segm ent of volum e s, is com pletely covered
(replaced) by n segm ents of volime sg, 1 = s¢=m . So the summ ation over all segm ents
is equivalent to the sum over all possible states, m aking it possibl to calculate com plete
nform ation.

When! > 1 or! < 1),n>m? (orn < m?) and s, is replaced by n segm ents whose
totalvolum e ism ore (or kss) than s, . So there isexpansion (or negative expansion) of state
volum e when we re ne the phase space scale. An estin ation of this expansion at each scale
re nem ent can be given by the ratio r = %= 2 1= (mid)l 1= (! 1)%.
r describes how much unaccessibke states increase at each step of the iteration or of the
re nem ent of phase space. The physical content of ! is clear if we note that ! > 1 and
! < 1 correspond to an expansion (r > 0) and a negative expansion (r < 0), regoectively, of
the the state volum e at each step ofthe iteration. W hen ! = 0, wehaveds = 0O andn = 1,
leading to r = m% 1. The fterate condition n 1 means ! 0, as proposed in references
Bl. ! < 0 isinpossble since tmeansds < 0 orn < 1 which coviously m akesno sense. W e
can alsowrite : ! 1= I+ 1)=Ihhm? = hhs1=s)=h@m), which inplies that it is
thedi erence ! 1 which isa direct m easure of the state space expansion through the scale

re nam ent.

B.! and inform ation grow th

T he expansion ofthe state volum e ofa system in its phase space during the scale re ne-
m ent should be interpreted as follow s : the extra state points = nsyy1 S acquired at
k+ 1)® order iterate w ith respect to k™ order are just the num ber of unaccessible states at

k™ order. > 0 (or < 0) meansthat we have counted less (orm ore) states at k ® order

13



than we should have done. contains the accessibke inform ation gain A IG ) through the
k+ 1)™ ierate.

To illustrate the relation between this \hidden inform ation" and the param eter ! , ket us

rst consider the H artley logarithm Inform ation in the sin ple case w here the distribution is

m icrocanonical and scak-invariant P§]. At the iterate of order k, the average nfom ation

contained on s is given by I = Rsk p' h(=p)ds.Atk+ 1 order, Ly, = Rnsk+ P’ Ih(1=p)ds.

R

HenceATG dsqust I= Ty L= . , . P Ih@=pds= ; ,where :=p Ihn(=p) is

the informm ation density or the average inform ation carried by each state. The relative A 1IG
d)l !

(1=m
') 1!

iIsgwvenby I=sI,=r= (1 L which is Independent of scale but dependent on
scale changes. Forgiven scaling factorm , them agnitude of I orr increasesw ith increasing

dierence 1 ! Jj. The sign ofr (orAIG ) was discussed earlier. Forgiven !, j Ijincreases

w ith decreasing scaling. For ! = 1 orm = 1, there isno Inform ation gain, corresponding to
the case of com plkte nfom ation.

A ccording to the relationship ! = de=d and the above discussions, it can be concluded
that the incom pleteness param eter ! m ay be considered as a m easure of chaos. Certainly
this is a conclusion on the basis of sim ple m odels and the relation between ! and the degree
of chaos or fractalm ay be m ore com plicated w ith m ore com plex chaos and fractals, but it
is consequent to say that m ore a system is chaotic, m ore its nformm ation is incom plte and

more ! isdi erent from unity.

VII.NONADDITIVE INCOMPLETE DISTRIBUTIONS

To get the nonextensive distribution in ! -exponential asm entioned above, we can m ax—
P p
Pi i =

in ize the entropy S, = kililipi B/9] according to the Jaynes principle 7] w ith the

P 1 P ! . .
constraints U = ;p;E; and N = ,p:N; for grand—canonical ensamble, where U is the
Intemal energy, N the average particle number, E ; the energy and N ; the particle num ber
at the state i ofthe system . W e obtain :

oLoa ! & NI
pi= b : ©)




whereZl=P‘i’[l @ " @E& Ni)]yl_’. k], = x ifx > 0 and K], = O otherw ise.

is the nverse tem perature and the chem ical potential. This distrbution finction has
been proved particularly useful for system s show Ing non gaussian distrlbution functions
(for detailed inform ation, see [11] and references there-in) . C onsidering Eq.@3), the product

probability law at themm odynam ic equilbrium , the one-particle distrbution from Eq.{) can
1
1!

Loa ! )] . .
- = where g, is the energy of one partick at the state k

z

be rew ritten aspy =

! P i . . oo .
and z, = [l @a ') & )]; " is the oneparticlk partition function.
Asshown in R3], the above oneparticle distroution can be recast into exponential form

as follow s
1 0. —— 0 07—+ 1 )
pk=£[l a ) elrrp+ @ ) ]1!=Ee . (10)

. . 00
where °= ———, °= L @ 1) Iwhihmply °°= , =2FF2—Tand =
%&’OOQ“] . The exponential distrbution Eq.@0) m akes it possble to straightforwardly
obtain the exact quantum distrioution 23] EQD ) given by

1 1
Nk = = - —; a1
T 1+ ¢ ) @ 1

where ny is the occupation num ber of the oneparticke state k. "+ " is for ferm ions and "-"

forbosons. These distribbution can be com pared to the approxin ate quantum distributions

@AQD) of NSM R(UIn, = . o(kl — = — (ei - given w ithin a factorization ap-
proxin ation using additive energy. At rst glance, EQD and AQD are not very di erent
from each other ifweput ! = g. But Figure 2 show s that they are two very di erent distri-
butions. AQD ram ains approxin ately the sam e as the conventional Ferm D irac distribution
for whatever g value. So is Fem ienergy ef is alm ost constant w ith changing g. On the
contrary, EQD changes drastically wih ! . The Fem i energy e shows a strong increase
w ith decreasing ! up to two times e¢, of the conventional Ferm iD irac distrdbbution when
! 1 0. Thiser Increase hasbeen ndeed noticed through num erical calculations for strongly

correlated heavy electrons on the basis of tight-binding K ondo Jatticem odel P829] as shown

In Figure 3. Increasing correlation corresponds to decreasing ! from unity (zero correlation).
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This mpliesthat EQD based on Incom plete inform ation has itsm erit in the description of
heavy electron system s. Further investigation is needed to know the connection between the

correlation and the nonextensive parameter1 !.

VIII.ADDITIVE INCOMPLETE DISTRIBUTIONS

A Though the nonextensive EQ D acoounts foran in portant agoect of correlated electrons,
ie., the correlation Induced Femn i energy increass, another im portant aspect of the weak
correlation ism issing In the description ofnonextensive EQD .Thisisthe attening ofn drop

ater R8{31]. That is the correlation, even at low tem perature, drives electrons above e so
that the n discontinuiy becom es less and less sharp as the correlation increases. Curiously,
this attening of n discontinuity at er is com pletely absent in EQD of NSM . From Figure
2, we see that the sharp n drop at er is independent of ! or correlations.

In what follow s, Iw ill present an additive incom plete statisticalm echanics. Tt is assum ed
that the addiive H artley Inform ation m easure stillholds. So w ith resoect to the conventional
Shannon infom ation theory and BG S, only the nom alization is changed according to Eq. (7)

. P ,
[9413]. The addiive incom plete entropy isgivenby S =k L ,p; h(l=p;)).When ! ! 1,8
is Shannon entropy, which identi es k to Boltzm ann constant.

For grand canonical ensem bk, the usual entropy m axin ization procedure lads to

P
p;= e ' ®: NJ=7 ywhere partition function isgiven by Z = £ L, e ' E: Nidgtt  For

quantum particle system s, we have
12)

The ferm jon distrbution given by Eq.{12) is pltted In Figure 3 for di erent ! values
In com parison wih som e num erical sinulation results. W e note that IFD reproduces well
the num erical resuls for about J < 1. W hen ocoupling is stronger, a long tail in the K LM
distributions begins to develop at high energy. At the same tine, a new Fem i surface

atk = kg, + =2 = 075 starts to agppear and a sharp n drop takes place at the new

0
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Femimomentum . At J = 4, KLM distrbution (x-m arks) is very di erent from IFD (eg.
! = 00011). The solid line tting better the J = 4 KLM distrbution is given by the
Incom plete statistics version of fractionalexclusion distrbution (1=n ) (1=n +1)t =

e © ) BIR3]wih 1= = 085 due to the KLM occupation number sn aller than 05 at

Jow momentum k.

IX.CONCLUSION

Summ Ing up, I have discussed the philsophical basis of Incom plete inform ation from
both the view points ofm athem atical and physics. T he infom ation we dealw ith in scienti ¢
theories can not be com plkte In the sense that a part of the Infom ation necessary for
com plete description of the system under consideration is not accessible to our theory or
know ledge. T hispart of inform ation is repcted from scienti ¢ know ledge by the form ation of
concepts, axiom s and m odels. T he am ount of reected inform ation is particularly in portant
for com plex system s having chaotic behaviors and fractal phase space. A param eterized
nom alization F ipi = 1 isproposed forthis kind of system s, where ! is the incom pleteness
param eter characterizing the naccessbility of phase space points or of the informm ation of
the system . It also o0 ers a m easure of the degree of chaos.

The wide drop In the ferm ion occupation num ber and the sharp cuto of occupation
num ber at e show Ing strong increase w ith Increasing interaction can be Interpreted by the
nonextensive incom plete ferm ion distribution w ith decreasing ! value. O n the otherhand, it
fails to describe weak correlation e ect on electrons which is well acoounted for by additive
ncom plete ferm ion distrbution. But the additive distribbution does not show the sharp
cuto at er when correlation is strong. This result suggests to com bine these two partially
valid m odels to describe correlated electrons in a globalway. Further results of this current

work w ill be presented In other papers of ours.
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F gure cgption :

FIG .1l. A sinplem odelof fractal phase space in Sierpinskicarpet (or sponge). At kth iteration,
the side of the squares (black or white) is } = 1=2F and their number is W , = 8%, L being
the length of the side at at 0% iteration. The total surface at k*h iteration is Sy = W xs¢ or
W xsx=Sx = 1. T he classical probability de nition by relative frequency of visits of each point by
the system must be m odi ed because the total num ber of visits (oropotional to black surface Sy
of the carpet) isnomore a nite quantiy. (Construction of Sierpinskicarpet. F irst iteration c(1)
: rem oving the central square form ed by the straight lines cutting each side into three segm ents of

equal size. R epeat this operation on the 8 ram aining squares of equal size and so on.)

FIG .2. Nonextensive ferm ion distributions of AQD and EQD of incom plete statistical m echan-—
ics. AQD distrbution is only slightly di erent from that at g = 1 (conventional Fem iD irac
distribbution) even w ith g very di erent from uniy. But EQD changes drastically w ith decreasing
!'.As! ! 0, the occupation number tends to 1/2 for all states below e which increases up to 2

tin es e, , the conventional ferm ienergy at T = 0.

FIG .3. Com parison of additive lncom plete ferm ion distribution (IFD , lines) w ith the num erical
results (symbols) of Eder el al on the basis of Kondo lattice t J model KLM ) for di erent
coupling constant J Phys. Rev. B, 55(1997)6109]. In my calculations, the density of electrons
is chosen to give kg, = 025 in the rst Brllouin zone. W e note that IFD reproduces well the
num erical results forabout J < 1. W hen coupling is stronger, a long tail n the K LM distrlbbutions
begins to develop at high energy. At the sam e tim e, a new Fem isurfaceatk = kg, + =2= 0775
starts to appear and a sharp n drop takes place at the new Fem imomentum . At J = 4, KLM
distrbution &-m arks) is very di erent from IFD (g. ! = 0:0011). The solid line tting better
the J = 4 KLM distrbution is given by the incom plete statistics version of fractional exclusion
distrbution 1=n ) (@=n + 1)} =¢&' © ) yongShiW u, Phys. Rev. Lett., 73 (1994)922]

wih 1= = 0:85 due to the KLM occupation number am aller than 0.5 at low m om entum k.
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Sierpinski carpet

Sierpinski sponge

Figure 1 : A simple model of fractal phase space in Sierpinski carpet. At $k”th$
iteration, the side of the squares (black or white) is $1 k=1 0/2"k$ and their
number is $W_k=8"k$, $1 k$ being the length of the side at at $0"{th}$
iteration. The total surface at $k”th$ iteration is $S k=W ks k$ or $W k

s k/S k=18$. The classical probability definition by relative frequency of visits
of each point by the system must be modified because the total number of visits
(propotional to black surface $S_k$) is no more a finite quantity.

(Construction of Sierpinski carpet. First iteration c(1) : removing the central
square formed by the straight lines cutting each side into three segments of equal
size. Repeat this operation on the 8 remaining squares of equal size and so on.)
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