
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

93
19

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  1
3 

Se
p 

20
02

T he additive generalization ofthe B oltzm ann entropy

Alexander N. Gorban�

ETH Z�urich,Departm entofM aterials,Institute ofPolym ers,

ETH-Zentrum , CH-8092 Z�urich, Switzerland

Institute ofCom putationalM odeling RAS,660036 Krasnoyarsk,Russia

Iliya V.Karliny and Hans Christian �Ottingerz

ETH Z�urich,Departm entofM aterials,Institute ofPolym ers,

ETH-Zentrum , CH-8092 Z�urich, Switzerland

(Dated:Novem ber10,2021)

Abstract

There exists only one generalization ofthe classicalBoltzm ann-G ibbs-Shannon entropy func-

tionalto a one-param etric fam ily ofadditive entropy functionals. W e �nd analyticalsolution to

the corresponding extension ofthe classicalensem bles,and discussin som e detailthe exam ple of

the deform ation oftheuncorrelated state.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The growing interestto non-classicalentropiesin recentyears[1,2]ism otivated by the

factthatthey can beused todescribeobservablestatisticale�ectssuch as:(i)Non-classical

tailsofdistribution functionswhich can deviatesigni�cantly from Gaussian distribution.In

particular,thisasym ptoticscan be power-law (\long tails")or,instead,distribution func-

tionscan decay in a m orerapid fashion (\shorttails"),in particular,they can becom eequal

to zero at�nitedistance(\cuttails").(ii).Strong correlationsbetween subsystem sin equi-

librium and conditionally-equilibrium (quasi-equilibrium )states.(iii)In particular,even at

a vanishingly weak interaction between subsystem s,when the classicalBoltzm ann-Gibbs-

Shannon entropy (BGS)would lead tonocorrelations,strongcorrelationscan beobserved in

theequilibrium .Thism ay sound som ewhatparadoxal:Joining non-interacting subsystem s

with equalvaluesoftheintensivequantities,and switching on an in�nitesim alweak interac-

tion,weproduceastrongly correlated equilibrium .However,thesim plestexam pleisreadily

provided (though not related to non-classicalentropies per se) by the m icrocanonicalen-

sem bleof�nitesystem s:Ifsubsystem sarenotinteracting atall,then thereisan additional

conservation law,the energies ofthe individualsubsystem ,and the productofthe m icro-

canonicdistributionsistheequilibrium .However,an arbitrarily weak interaction willsurely

destroy thisconservation law,and theequilibrium becom estheusualm icrocanonicensem ble

(theequipartition overthesurface ofconstanttotalenergy).For�nite num berofparticles

in the subsystem s,thislatterstate iscorrelated,and itdoesnotfactorinto theproductof

the m icrocanonicaldistributionsofthe subsystem s. Itisonly in the therm odynam ic lim it

where the theorem aboutthe equivalence ofthe ensem bles [3]statesthe tendency to zero

ofcorrelationsof(alm ost)noninteracting subsystem s(in the dom ain ofitsapplicability,of

course).W eshould rem ark thatem pirically found asym ptoticsofthedistribution functions

should bealwaystreated with caresincethey can turn outtobe\interm ediateasym ptotics"

ratherthan truelim its.

Theentropicdescription ofallthesee�ectsin thespiritofGibbsensem blesistechnically

advantageous(sam easany variationalprinciple)butthisisby farnottheonly m erit.Ifthe

entropy isconsistentwith thekinetics,and variesm onotonically in tim e,then a very useful

construction becom es available. This isthe conditionalequilibrium (orquasi-equilibrium ,

with localequilibrium asa speci�c exam ple).The quasi-equilibrium describespartially re-
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laxed system s,accordingtotheideaofthefast-slow decom position ofm otions:Fastvariables

havealm ostreached equilibrium atalm ost�xed valuesofslow variables.Conditionalequi-

librium isdescribed asthe probability distribution which bringsto m axim um the entropy

S(p)at�xed valuesoftheslow variables,M = m (p):

S(p)! m ax;m (p)= M : (1)

Usually,when one attem pts to introduce non-classicalentropies in order to use these

advantages,thereisapricetobepaid.Non-classicalentropiesatusein m ostofthecontem -

porary studiesviolateatleastoneofthefollowing im portantand fam iliarpropertiesofthe

BGS entropy:(i)Additivity:Theentropy ofthesystem which iscom posed ofindependent

subsystem sequalsthesum oftheentropiesofthesubsystem s.(ii)Trace-form :Theentropy

isa sum overthestates(seebelow).(iii)Concavity oftheentropy.Forexam ple,theTsallis

entropy [1]isnotadditive,theR�enyientropy [4]isnotofthetraceform .

Violation ofadditivitycannotbem otivated bythefactthat\in reality,allsubsystem sare

interacting" [5]. Indeed,the additivity axiom isthe conditionalstatem ent: Ifthe system s

are independent,then the entropy ofthe joint system equals the sum ofthe entropies of

subsystem s.Probability theory,even when studying whateverstrongly dependentevents,is

based on such notionsasindependence,independenttrialsetc [6].Giving up these notions

sim ply on thegroundsthateventsin naturedepend on each otherism isleading.

Inthispaperwedem onstratehow thedescription ofbothlongand shorttaildistributions,

growth ofcorrelationsetccan beachieved on thebasisoftheentropy approach,and without

a violation ofneither the additivity nor ofthe trace form requirem ents (however,with a

violationoftheconcavityonlyforthedescription ofcuttaildistributions).Suchadescription

becom esavailableonly ifoneusesa one-param etricfam ily ofentropiesintroduced recently

[7]. W e establish analytic form ulae for conditionalm axim izers ofthese entropies which

m akesoperationswithin thepresentform alism alm ostaseasy asin the caseofa Gaussian

distribution pertinentto theBGS entropy.

II. A D D IT IV E T R A C E-FO R M EN T R O P IES FO R M A R K O V P R O C ESSES

Thebasicm odelweconsiderhereisthe�niteM arkovchain(�nitenessanddiscretenessare

by nom eansthecrucialrestriction,and areem ployed only in ordertoavoid theconvergence
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questions). The tim e evolution ofthe probabilities pi,where iis the discrete labelofthe

state,isgiven by m asterequation,

_pi=
X

j;j6= i

kij

�
pj

p�j
�
pi

p�i

�

;kij = kji� 0: (2)

W econsideronly system swhich allow forapositiveequilibrium ,p�i > 0(forin�nitesystem s,

it is often advantageous to use unnorm alized p�). W e recall[7,8]that,for each convex

function ofonevariable,h(x),oneconstructstheLyapunov function H h(p)which doesnot

increaseon solutionsto Eq.(2),where

H h(p)=
X

i

p
�
ih(pi=p

�
i): (3)

[W econsiderbelow H h-functionsratherthan entropy functionsSh = �H h.]

Am ongthesetofLyapunov functions(3),thereexistsaone-param etricsubsetofadditive

Lyapunov functions,H �,0� � � 1:

H � =
X

i

p
�
ih�(pi=p

�
i);

h�(x) = (1� �)xlnx � �lnx: (4)

In particular,

H 0 =
X

i

piln(pi=p
�
i);

H 1 = �
X

i

p
�
iln(pi=p

�
i):

Additivity offunctions H � (4) is readily checked [7, 8]: Ifp = pij = qirj, and also if

p� = p�ij = q�ir
�
j,then

H �(p)= H �(q)+ H �(r):

Itcan be dem onstrated thatthe fam ily (4)isunique (up to a constantfactor): There are

no otheradditivetrace-form functionsam ong Lyapunov functions(3)ofm asterequation.

III. SO LU T IO N T O T H E M A X IM U M EN T R O P Y P R O B LEM

Sincea factorin frontofH � isirrelevant,itprovesconvenientto usea di�erentparam e-

terization ofthefam ily (4),

H � =
X

i

[piln(pi=p
�
i)� �p

�
iln(pi=p

�
i)]; (5)
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where� � 0,and wherethecase� ! 1 should beconsidered separately,

H 1 = �
X

i

p
�
iln(p=p

�
i): (6)

In ordertoaddresstheconstruction ofthequasi-equilibrium in ageneralsetting,weassum e

the m acroscopic variablesM = m (p),where M s =
P

i
m sipi,and considerthe problem (1)

with S = �H �.Solving thisproblem with them ethod ofLagrangem ultipliers,we�nd:

@H �

@pi
= �0 +

X

s

�sm si; (7)

where Lagrange m ultiplier�0 correspondsto norm alization,and �s to the restofthe con-

straints. Let us denote ��i the right hand side ofEq.(7). W ith this,Eq.(7) m ay be

written,

ln(pi=p
�
i)� �(p�i=pi)= ��i: (8)

Solution to an equation,

lnq� �q
�1 = ��; (9)

m ay bewritten asfollows:

q= e
��
e
lm (�e�); (10)

where we have introduced notation lm a (m odi�ed logarithm )forthe function which isthe

solution to thetranscendentequation,

xe
x = a:

Thefunction lm satis�esthefollowing identities:

lm a = lna� lnlm a; (11)

lm a = lna� ln(lna� ln(lna� ln(:::)):::): (12)

Identity (12) is the recurrent application ofidentity (11). A di�erent representation of

solution (10)reads:

q=
�

lm (�e�)
: (13)

From therepresentation (10),theasym ptoticsat� ! 0,and �xed �,isobvious:q! e �� ,

and which correspondsto the usualBoltzm ann distribution. On the otherhand,represen-

tation (13)revealstheasym ptoticsat�! 1 :

q�
�

ln�+ �
:
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For a sym m etric distribution on the axis,and for � = � 0 + �2x
2,the �rst ofthe lim its

just m entioned gives the Gaussian distribution,while the second lim it gives the Cauchy

distribution.Thecorresponding distribution function forthelim iting caseH 1 issim ply the

Cauchy distribution on the axis. Am ong non-sym m etric Cauchy distributionsofthe form ,

p = (�0 + �1x + �2x
2)�1 ,there are distinguished cases with a twice degenerated zero in

the denom inator: p = (�(x � a))�2 . W hen one attem ptsto norm alize thisdistribution by

choosing a convergentsequenceoffunctions,onegetsa Dirac�-function,�(x� a)which can

beinterpreted asa m icrocanonicensem ble.

Thus,thequasi-equilibrium distribution hastheform :

p= p
�
e
��
e
lm (�e� ) =

�p�

lm (�e�)
: (14)

[W ehave om itted indicesofstatesin p,p�,and �.]Form ula (14)isthem ain resultofthis

paper.

It is also interesting to address the form alextension ofthe result (14) to negative �.

Function lm a isde�ned and iscontinuousfora � �e�1 (lm a � �1).Ata ! �e�1 ,wehave

the lim it,dlm a=da ! 1 .Ifwe form ally extend,lm a = �1 fora < �e�1 ,then Eq (14)is

a distribution with \cuttail".W ith this,therewillbede�ned a non-zero ratio p=p�:

inffp=p�jp6= 0g � j�j> 0; (15)

thatis,eitherp� j�jp�,orp= 0.Thisconstruction issim ilarto a M axwellconstruction of

a stretched spinodal(thecutatthein
ection point),and notto theglobalm axim um ofthe

entropy. W hereassuch constructionsare alwaysnecessary when working with non-convex

therm odynam icpotentials,willnotfurtherdiscussthecase� < 0 in thispaper.

IV . Q U A SI-EQ U ILIB R IU M EN SEM B LES N EA R T H E B G S LIM IT

FortheclassicalBGS entropy (� = 0),thequasi-equilibrium distribution hastheform :

p= p
�
e
��
; (16)

where� isthecorresponding gradientoftheentropy atthequasi-equilibrium ,expressed in

term sofLagrangem ultipliers.Letusstudy thequasi-equilibrium (14)forsm all�.To the

�rstorder,weget:

p= p
�
�
e
�� + �

�
+ o(�): (17)
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[Note that,in thisexpansion,dependence of� on the valuesofthe m acroscopic variables

M isim plicit.Explicitevaluation ofthisdependence requires,in addition,an expansion of

� in term sof� which isused below when studying concreteexam ples.]

Substitutingequation (17)intothekineticequation (M arkovchain in thepresentcontext,

into theLiouvilleequation in thecontextofparticle’sdynam ics,or,generally speaking,into

thelinearequation ofthem icroscopic M arkovian process),we easily see thattheterm �p�

gives no contribution to the resulting quasi-equilibrium dynam ics. Indeed,we �rst notice

thatthe relation between the tim e derivative _p with the Lagrange m ultipliersisthe sam e,

asforthe classicalBoltzm ann’sdistribution (16):IfL isthe linearoperatorofM arkovian

dynam ics, _p = Lp,then,substituting for p on the right hand side ofthis equation the

expression (17),and using linearity,weget

L
�
p
�
�
e
�� + �

��
= L

�
p
�
e
��
�
:

Furtherm ore,de�ning the shifted m acroscopic variables,M � = m (p� �p�),we �nd that

for the classicalquasi-equilibrium dynam ic equation,dM =dt= m (Lp(M )),where Lp(M )

is the m icroscopic vector �eld evaluated at the classicalquasi-equilibrium states p(M ) =

p�exp(��(M ))isa�ected only by a shiftM ! M �,to the�rstorderin �.In otherwords,

the quasi-equilibrium dynam ics ofthe ensem ble (14) is driven by the classicaldynam ics

resulting from theBGS entropy and Boltzm ann distributions(16)to the�rstorderin �.

Inordertocom putethequasi-equilibrium tosecond orderin �,wem ustusetheexpansion

oflm a to third order,

lm a = a� a
2 + (3=2)a3 + o(a3):

Then

p= p
�

�

e
�� + � �

1

2
�
2
e
�

�

+ o(�2): (18)

Furthercorrectionscan also be easily com puted using higher-orderterm sin the expansion

ofthelm .W enow shallconsidera speci�c exam pleoftheform ula (18).

V . EX A M P LE:EN H A N C EM EN T O F PA RT IC LE’S C O R R ELAT IO N S

In ordertoillustratethee�ectofsecond orderdeviationsfrom theBGS case,weapplyEq.

(18)totheclassicalquasi-equilibrium de�ned bytheone-particlecon�gurationaldistribution

function f1(r),where r isposition variable. Assum ing,asusual,the equipartition forthe
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referenceequilibrium ,p� = 1=V N ,whereV isthevolum eofthesystem ,and N isthenum ber

ofparticles,we get e�� = e�0
Q N

i= 1
	(ri),where Lagrange m ultiplier �0 is responsible for

norm alization.Then theN -body quasi-equilibrium distribution function to second orderin

� reads,

V
N
p= e

�0

NY

i= 1

	(ri)+ ��
�2

2e�0
Q N

i= 1
	(ri)

+ o(�2): (19)

Ourgoalnow isto com putethetwo-body con�gurationaldistribution function,

f2(r;q)= N (N � 1)

Z

p(r;q;r3;:::;rN )dr3:::drN ;

inthequasi-equilibrium (19).W erecallthattheclassicalresultfortheBGSentropygivesthe

uncorrelated two-bodydistribution,f2(r;q)� f1(r)f1(q),which alsocorrespondstothelim it

(� = 0)ofEq.(19).Com putation totheorder�2 requiresexpansion ofLagrangem ultipliers

�0 and 	tothecorrespondingorder.Thiscom putation isstraightforward although tedious,

thus we give here only the �nalresult: The two-body quasi-equilibrium con�gurational

distribution function f2 reads:

N

N � 1
f2(r;q)= (1+ � + �

2)~f1(r)~f1(q)+ �n
2
�
�2

2
n
2
B
N
’1(r)’1(q)+ o(�2); (20)

wheren = N =V istheaveragenum berdensity,and wherewehaveintroduced notation,

~f1(r) = f1(r)� �n; (21)

’1(r) =
f1(r)

n
�

n

B f1(r)
; (22)

B =
1

V

Z

V

n

f1(r)
dr: (23)

It is readily checked that the result (20) gives f2 = (N � 1)N �1 f1f1 at � = 0 which is

identicalwith theclassicaluncorrelated pairdistribution with correctnorm alization [9].

The�rsttwoterm sinEq.(20)am ountagaintotheuncorrelatedstatewithhom ogeneously

shifted one-particle distributions (~f1 (21)instead off1,which am ounts to a hom ogeneous

subtraction oftheaveragedensity tim es�).Theunderlined term (oftheorderof�2),isthe

contribution responsible forcorrelationsdueto theuseofthenon-classicalentropy.Italso

hasa form ofa product,butnotofthe distribution functions,rather,offunctionsofone

variable(22).In orderto seethee�ectofthisterm m oreexplicitly,weassum e

f1(r)= n(1+ �(r)N �1=2 ); (24)
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where� isa function with zero average,and �niteam plitude,h�i= 0,h�2i= �2,wherewe

haveintroduced notation foraveraging overthevolum e,hhi= V �1
R

V
hdr.Assum ing large

(but�nite)num berofparticles,we�nd to theleading orderin N :

B = 1+ �
2
N

�1 + o(N �1 );B N = e
�2 + o(1):

Thus,

N

N � 1
f2(r;q)� (1+ � + �

2)~f1(r)~f1(q)+ �n
2
� 2�2n2�2e�

2

N
�1
�(r)�(q); (25)

where we have denoted � = ��1 �,h�2i= 1. This correlation isnegative once the sign of

the deviationsfrom the hom ogeneity atpointsr and q are the sam e,and positive ifthese

deviationshavetheoppositesigns.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

Oncea classicalstatisticalsystem isoutofthetherm odynam iclim it,theexclusivechar-

acterofthe Boltzm ann-Gibbs-Shannon entropy isfading away,and classicalensem blesare

not equivalent anym ore. W hereas using the m icrocanonicalensem ble for any description

of�nite system s m ay be m ost appropriate,this route is very com plicated,at least from

a com putationalstandpoint. Forthatreason,seeking an entropic description ofe�ects of

�nitenessisa relevantoption.

W e stress it once again, that the one-param etric fam ily H �, Eq.(4) and (5), is the

unique generalization ofthe classicalBoltzm ann-Gibbs-Shannon entropy consistent with

theadditivity and thetrace-form requirem entssim ultaneously.Itisreasonablethereforeto

study itsapplicability toadescription ofstatisticalsystem soutofthestricttherm odynam ic

lim it.The m ain resultofthispaperisthe analyticaldescription ofthe quasi-equilibria for

thisfam ilyoftheentropy functions.W ehavedem onstrated thatthesolutionstotheentropy

m axim ization problem sareaccessiblein afairly sim pleway,and which am ountstostudying

a function ofonevariable,lm a.Thism akesstudiesofthenon-classicalensem blesdescribed

herein relatively uncom plicated,especially in the vicinity ofthe classicalBGS solutions,

whereweexpect,in the�rstplace,thetheory tobem eaningful.Eventually,predictionscan

be com pared in m oleculardynam icssim ulationsby m aking the size ofthe system sm aller,
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and/orthenum berofparticlessm aller.Thisisleftfora futurework.
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