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Abstract

The genera fluctuation theory is reviewed with special attention to the role played
by different ensembles, and is extended to incorporate stationary metastable states
obtained in the long time limit. The fluctuation in a quantity depends on the nature of the
ensemble and contains at most n different fluctuation contributions, where n = Ois the
number of fluctuating extensive quantities in the ensemble. We prove four genera
theorems and a corollary for statistical fluctuations valid for any thermodynamic system.
We aso demonstrate by two examples that the results of the theory remain valid
regardless of the magnitude of the fluctuations. To avoid certain physical paradoxes, it is
postulated that stationary metastable states like the ideal glass cannot exist in Nature. We
also prove a generalized Nernst theorem valid at Nernst points at which certain
susceptibility like the heat capacity vanishes. The theorem is no longer restricted to
absolute temperature. We calculate statistical fluctuations in the number of monomers
and other physical quantities of interest in a compressible mixture. We demonstrate that
the density and composition fluctuations are in general not statistically independent,
which is contrary to some recent clams. The standard isotherma compressibility at
constant monomer numbers does not represent the density fluctuation in all ensembles.
We show that the density fluctuation at constant composition is a meaningless concept,
except at absolute zero. We prove a relation between the weighted monomer number
fluctuation and the volume fluctuation in a multi-component system, which is an
extension of awell-known similar relation for a single component system.

l. Introduction

The present review deals with the general theory of statistical fluctuations™” in
statistical mechanics and its applications to pure components and multi-component
mixtures. We will also extend this theory to stationary metastable states obtained in the
long time limit provided the stable phase is forbidden.” The statistical fluctuation
AQ=Q-Q in some quantity Q is its deviation from its statistical average Q =<Q>.
However, if there is no possibility of confusion, we will omit the bar or the angular
bracket and use Q to also denote the average. The theory of fluctuations is a very rich
branch of dtatistica physics and relates fluctuations in Q with an appropriate

“susceptibility.” These generalized susceptibilities like the specific heat, compressibility,



magnetic susceptibility, etc. measure the response of an extensive quantity X =S,V,M,
etc. to applied intensive field Y =T, P, H, etc., given by one of the second derivatives of
some thermodynamic potential. Here S,V,M, etc. represent the total entropy, the
volume, the magnetization, etc., respectively, and Y =T,P,H,etc represent the
temperature, the pressure, the magnetic field, etc. Provided these susceptibilities are
finite, usual arguments suggests that any statistical ensemble can be used to describe
physical phenomena, as they are all equivalent in thermodynamic limit. Near phase
transitions, where some of these susceptibilities become anomalously large, various
ensembles may not be equivalent.’> However, the theory of phase transition is well
understood,® and will not be visited in any detail here. For this, we refer the reader to
various volumesin the seriesin Ref. 8.

There are instances where some susceptibilities vanish. For example, the
isothermal magnetic susceptibility y; for some superconducting materials can vanish at
some intermediate temperatures.” Similarly, the specific heats of astrophysical objects
can aso vanish,' especially under gravitational collapse®™ Furthermore, various
physical models can be identified as a “non-physical” limit of other physical models,*? in
which susceptibilities can vanish at some finite Y.2*'* Ref. 5 clearly shows that
thermodynamics is valid for such unphysical limits. There are also examples in which a
susceptibility can vanish in stationary metastable states,” like the ideal glass which has
zero specific heat below the ideal glass transition™® temperature. Thus, it is also
important to study the consequences of vanishing susceptibilities. Some of these
consequences turn out to be, indeed, surprising.>” In the following, we will call a point of
zero susceptibility a Nernst point to distinguish it from a critical point.> The most famous
and well-known consequence of vanishing specific heat a& T =0 is known as the
Nernst’s theorem.’

The issue of statistical fluctuations in the number™? N; of particles of the j-th
species in a mixture™®® has received considerable interest in recent years?>?® chiefly
because of the current interest in neutron scattering from blends of hydrogenated and
their deuterated counterpart polymers. However, earlier attempts®>® should also be
mentioned for completeness. The main interest has been focused on a compressible
binary mixture because of the contrast produced by deuteration. Thus, we will mostly
focus on two speciesj=1 and 2, with N, and N, denoting the number of monomersin
them, even though the formal analysis will be carried out for multi-component mixtures.
We introduce (,, , j=1,2, to denote the chemical potential per monomer. Our interest is
in the scattering from the monomers. Therefore, we are interested in the following
thermodynamic correlations < (AN,,)? >, <AN_,AN_, > and <(AN,,)?> in the
statistical fluctuations AN, and AN, in N, ahd N,,, among others. In terms of
these fluctuations, the total intensity in the forward direction in a scattering experiment is
given by*

1 (O]by,b,) = b < (ANpy)® > + 20 b, <ANANp, > + b3 <(AN,)* >, (1)
where b; and b, are the scattering lengths from the monomers of the two species 1 and 2,
respectively. If we set by=b,=1, the above intensity reduces to the fluctuation in the total
number N, = AN, + AN, of monomers of both species.



<(BNy)* > = 1(0[1]) = <(ANpy)® > +2<AN AN, >+ <(ANpp)* >, (2)

It can be shown, see also Secs. V111 and IX below, that the intensity and the total
monomer number fluctuation < (AN,,)? > in the grand canonical ensemble can each be
broken into two parts: the K-part, which contains the compressibility Ky \ , andthe

H-part, which contains the inverse of the derivative (044 /0Ny )1 p @S afactor. Our

analysis here is prompted by the following two claimsin the literature: %234

(1) The K-part describes the density fluctuation, and the p-part describes the

composition fluctuation.

(i)  Thedensity and composition fluctuations are statistically uncorrelated.
The clams are quite remarkable, if true, since thermodynamics intertwines various
fluctuations in extensive quantities; there are usually cross-correlations among them
making them dtatistically dependent. The density fluctuation itself gets modified by
additional fluctuations, for example, the composition fluctuation and vice versa. We will
pay close attention to this issue in this work. Of course, one can envision an ensemble in
which there are only composition fluctuations, but no density fluctuations. However, as
we will see, such an ensemble is not realistic and does not disprove our claim that the
fluctuations are normally correlated. Our critical examination has shown that neither of
the two claims can be justified.’ In this review, we supply the relevant details. Since the
scattering intensity has been investigated by us recently elsewhere,??® we will mostly be
investigating individual monomer number and the total monomer number fluctuations in
thiswork.

Scope of the Review

We are interested in this review in a system that is finite though very large in
extent. Thus, we are close to the thermodynamic limit, but not in the limit. All extensive
quantities are, therefore, proportional to the extent of the system. We show that the
statistical fluctuations depend on the ensemble used. The thermodynamic variables
describing the ensemble uniquely determine the magnitudes of all allowed fluctuationsin
the system. We argue that the number of independent fluctuations is strictly equal to n,
where n is the number of extensive quantities with respect to which the system is open to
the surrounding; we will refer to n as the thermodynamic degree of the ensemble. One of
the results of the fluctuation theory is similar to the uncertainty relation in quantum
mechanics. The similarity is probed. We prove five useful theorems. We explain how the
genera fluctuation theory can be extended to stationary metastable states. We follow the
consequences of vanishing susceptibility for Nernst points. In particular, its consequence
for stationary metastable states is discussed. We argue that such states cannot exist in
Nature.” We consider monomer number fluctuations. We show that in a special constant
volume ensemble (see Sec. VII), it is possible for the total monomer fluctuation

<(AN,,)? > to be zero so that there is no density fluctuation even if the individual
monomer numbers fluctuate to give rise to composition fluctuations. In this case, the
composition fluctuation cannot contribute to < (AN,,)? >. Indeed we will see that
<(AN,,)? > does not contain any explicit composition fluctuation. Thus, neither of its
parts refers to the composition fluctuation. The intensity, on the other hand, can contain
composition fluctuation. Thus, the presence of the K- and p-parts in I(O|bl,b2) and



<(AN,,)? > says nothing about either of the two claims above. To underscore this

observation, we show that, in two of the other ensembles that we study here, < (AN,,)? >

for athermal symmetric blends contains only the K-part, even though there are
composition fluctuation and cross-fluctuation in the system.

The layout of the paper is as follows. We consider the general framework in the
following section. We introduce various ensembles in Sect. I11. In Sec. 1V, we present the
basis of the fluctuation theory following Ref. 1 and provide two simple examples to
illustrate the formalism. We present five formal resultsin Sec. V in the form of Theorems
1-4 and a corollary valid for general fluctuations that prove extremely useful. We
investigate Nernst point® a which fluctuation in some extensive quantity vanishes in
Sect. VI and prove a generalized Nernst Theorem. This point plays an important role in
Sec. X, and has been discussed in detail in Ref. 5. In the following three sections, we
consider fluctuations in three different ensembles, and explicitly demonstrate that thereis
in general cross-correlation between density and composition fluctuations, making them
statistically dependent. In Sec. X, we focus on the density and composition fluctuations
formally and show that it isincorrect to claim that the K- and the p- termsin the intensity
and the total monomer number fluctuation refer to density and composition fluctuations,
respectively in the grand canonical ensemble. We demonstrate that AN, does not depend

explicitly on the composition fluctuation. Thus, < (AN, )?> cannot contain any
composition fluctuation, even if it contains two parts. We show that it is meaningless to
talk about density fluctuation at constant composition, except at T = 0 (a Nernst point),
showing that the two fluctuations are indirectly intertwined. We also extend a well-
known relation between number and volume fluctuation valid for a single-component
system to a multi-component system. We explicitly consider an athermal symmetric
blend, which exemplifies our results. The final section contains a discussion of how to
extend our results to arbitrary and different hard-core volumes and a brief summary.

II.  General Framework

The discussion of the fluctuation requires focusing on a given region R of the
thermodynamic system. The extent or the size of the region R is fixed by fixing the value
of one of the d maximum alowed thermodynamic extensive quantities X. One usually
takes this to be the volume V. However, one can choose any one of the extensive
guantities in the system, like the number of particles, the internal energy E, etc. One can
take more than one extensive quantity to characterize R. However, we need at least one
extensive quantity to specify the size of the region R. Because of this, we obtain a very
important bound on the thermodynamic degree of an ensemble: n<d - 1.

In general, the entropy S(X) isafunction of d extensive quantities Xy, Xz, Xs,....,
Xq, to be collectively denoted by the set X:

S(X) = S(Xq, X5, X3y Xg) -

We define the entropy in the units of the Boltzmann constant kg so that S is
dimensionless. All of the extensive quantities are fixed in the microcanonical ensemble.
Because of this, none of the d quantities are allowed to statistically fluctuate in this
ensemble: We say that the system is isolated from the surrounding. In other words, it
forms a completely closed system (n = 0). The entropy S(X) isthe “free energy,” i.e. the



thermodynamic potential in the microcanonical ensemble. In other ensembles, the
situation is different. There are usually n < d extensive quantities, to be labeled X;, X;,
Xs,..., Xn, that are summed over in the partition function, so that they are allowed to
statistically fluctuate. We will denote the set { Xi} of fluctuating extensive quantities by
Xg; the number of elements in X represents the thermodynamic degree of the

ensemble. This leaves behind f = d—n extensive quantities that remain fixed. As said
above, we must have d > f = 1. The system is said to be open to the surrounding with
respect to these fluctuating extensive quantities. All of theX, OXg fluctuate

simultaneously, their fluctuations being controlled by the physical properties of the
surrounding. Corresponding to each fluctuating X,, there is a conjugate field Y,,
imposed by the surrounding on the system. It has the property that the product XY, is
dimensionless, like the entropy. The conjugate field is a property of the surrounding
system. For the energy E, the volume V, the number of particles N,,..., the conjugate
fields are (-0), (-4P), Bl ..., respectively, where S =1/T, T being measured in the
units of the Boltzmann constant kg, P is the pressure, and 4, is the chemical potential per
particle. In equilibrium, these fields are also the fields in the system, for which

Y =Y, /T = -(0S/0X)x, , 3
where X denotes the rest of the set X besides X; that must be kept fixed during
differentiation, and we have introduced a new related field y; by taking out T. However,
since the system is open to the surrounding as far as X, X are concerned, there are
fluctuations not only in X, , but also in their conjugate fields Y, , even in equilibrium.
We will denote the set of conjugate fields Yy, k < n, by Y. In the following, we are
interested in statistical fluctuations in X, OXg and Y, OY.. The remaining f > 1
extensive quantities Xn+1, Xn+2, Xn+3,....., Xq, fOrm a set of fixed, i.e. non-fluctuating
extensive quantities, and we will use X,r to collectively denote them as a set. No
fluctuation can occur in X, X . For example, in the canonical ensemble, the internal
energy E is allowed to fluctuate with its fluctuation controlled by the inverse negative
temperature (-0). But there are also fluctuations® in T; see below also. The remaining
extensive quantities form the set X ¢ in this ensemble,

There is another important reason for specifying R by some extensive quantity or
guantities. This has to do with the statistical mechanical description of the problem using
a partition function. We introduce a sequence of the partition functions { Z\}, indexed by
some extensive quantity N so that the thermodynamic limit can be properly taken, as N
diverges. We construct a sequence of intensive “free energy” { wy, }, where

wy = (U/N)InZ .
The sequence { wy} is expected to converge to some limit « as the extent of R
diverges. In this limiting process, an extensive quantity Q,, is expected to possess a
limiting density, which is the limit of the sequence { Q\ /N }. In the case when more

than one extensive quantity are kept fixed, we choose arbitrarily one of them to index the
partition function.



Consider a single-component system. Here, the set X contains E,V, and N, . (We

do not consider the system to be, for example, magnetized or electrically polarized.)
From the discussion above, it should be clear that one could define a constant T, constant
P ensemble by alowing fluctuations in E and V, so that X[ E,V . The corresponding
thermodynamic potential for this ensemble is the Gibbs free energy. We cannot allow
N, to be part of X, asit will be required to index the partition function to obtain the

thermodynamic limit; see for example, Ref. 35. The Gibbs free energy is proportional to
N, for afinite but macroscopically large system.

By restricting the allowed states in the definition of the partition function, we can
use the same statistical mechanical framework to describe metastable states in a system,
which do not depend on time. Such time-independent metastable states are supposed to
be the long time limits of physically observed metastable states. In this sense, we are
considering stationary limits of metastable states, which we will cal here stationary
metastable states. Since such metastable states no longer depend on time of observation
t, the partition function formulation is perfectly suited for them. The restriction or
restrictions are imposed so that the equilibrium states are forbidden in the partition
function. As shown in Ref. 7, the partition function formulation, which represents a sum
of only non-negative terms, ensures not only that the stability requirements of non-
negative susceptibilities like the heat capacity, the compressibility, etc. are obeyed by
stationary metastable states, but also that the restricted free energy «w must achieve its
maximum value for the stationary metastable states. Thus, stationary metastable states
behave similar to equilibrium states except that the equilibrium states have their free
energy « higher than that of stationary metastable states.

II1. Ensembles

We will demonstrate in this review by several examples that the fluctuations
depend on the statistical ensemble used for the calculation; see aso Refs. 26, and 28.
Therefore, one must carefully choose the proper ensemble that suits the experimental
setup. We will consider a binary mixture below for ease of discussion, which is easily
extended to an r-component mixture. A binary mixture of two polymeric species 1 and 2
contains d = 2+r = 4 extensive quantities V,E,N,; and N_,. We will assume that each

monomer of the j-th species has a constant volume v;, which can be identified as its
hard-core volume. In the following, we take v; =v, =V,. In the last section, we will

extend the results to the case when v; and v, are different. The difference
Vo =V = (N + Nipo Vo, (Ng =V /o) (4)
will be called the free volume in the following. In terms of V,, we have introduced N,

which can be identified with the number of voids in a lattice model of the system;
otherwise, it is a dimensionless number as a measure of the free volume. From now on,
we will set vp=1 for simplicity of formulation. This does not affect the results. Our
discussion is general enough to be applicable to both the continuum and lattice models.
One of the simplest, but the least convenient of the ensembles is the
microcanonical ensemble in which al the d = 4 extensive quantities are kept fixed; thus,
n = 0. The ensemble does not alow for any fluctuation and does not have to be



considered here. The next level of ensembles corresponds to n = 1; here, three of the
extensive quantities are kept fixed. If we keep V,N,, and N, fixed, but sum over E,
we obtain the customary canonical ensemble (X ={E}, X\r={V,N,;,N,,}). The
system is now open with respect to energy exchange with the surrounding; the energy
fluctuates and is controlled by its conjugate field (—£). This ensemble does not alow for
any fluctuations in the number of monomers. If we open the system so as to exchange
monomers of only one species by summing over it, and keep the remaining three
quantities fixed, it alows for fluctuations in only the number of monomers of this
species. If we sum over the numbers of monomers of both species, we obtain the grand
canonical ensemble, which alows for fluctuations in the energy and both monomer
numbers in a constant volume. Of course, we can alow for fluctuations in N, and
N,.,and keep V and E fixed. However, no experiments are done at constant E ; rather,

they are performed at constant T. Therefore, the useful ensemble must not keep E fixed.
At this stage, we cannot allow V to fluctuate in the grand canonical ensemble.

Three ensembles labeled A, B, and C, have been introduced in Ref. 26, in which
E is not fixed. Despite this, the ensembles allow N,, and N, to fluctuate. The A-

ensemble (n = 2) contains two fixed extensive quantities V and V,,, and the system is
open with respect to exchanges of E and N,;. The conjugate fields are (-f) and Sz,
H = Uy — Unp, respectively and the partition function is given by

Zy(TAV.Vo) = S explS~fE + fiNm], (5)

»INml

where the summation over E must be interpreted as an integration over E for a
continuum model. Moreover, S(E, Nm1|v,V0) is the entropy of the system and N, is
given by N,, =V -V ~N,,; see Eq. (4). Here, Y. ={T, 1}, X ={E,N,,}, and
Xne ={V,V,} . Since thereis no fluctuation in VV and Vo, we have

AN, =-AN_,, AN, =0. (6)
Thus, both monomer numbers fluctuate, though in a strongly correlated manner. Fixing
V,, and V is equivalent to keeping the total monomer number N, = N, + N, fixed.

The B-ensemble (n = 3) is obtained from the A-ensemble by summing over V by

the use of the associated conjugate field (—£P). Only the free volume is kept fixed. The
partition function is now

Zg (T, 1, P|Vo) = > exp[S— B(E - [Ny +PV)], (7)

N1V
where the entropy  S(E,N.,,VVg)=S(E,N,V.Vy). Here, Y ={T,[,P},
Xe ={E,N,V}, and X ={V,}. Again, the summation over V must be interpreted
asavolume integral for a continuum model. It is obvious that, compare with Eq. (6),
AN, =AV -AN_,, AN, =AV. (8)
However, the most convenient ensemble for the calculation of fluctuations in Ny

and Ny is the constant volume ensemble, called the C-ensemble (n = 2) by us.®® It isthe
standard grand canonical ensemble in which the volumeV , the temperature T and the



two chemical potentialsy,,; and p,, are kept fixed. The corresponding partition
function is given by
ZC(T!/'[mllﬂm2|V) = ZSXP[S_,BE"',B(/Jmlel+,Um2Nm2)], 9)

Evalv m2

where  S(E, Ny, NioV) =S(E, Ny |V, V,), with V, determined by Eq. (4). Here,

Ye ={T, tm1s U} » Xe ={E,Nppg, Npp} , and X e ={V}.

For the A and C ensembles, V is used as the index for the partition function and is
alowed to diverge to infinity, keeping all the densities fixed and finite for the
thermodynamic limit. For the B ensemble, this role is played by V,. The extension of all
three ensembles to an r-component mixtureistrivial.

V. Fluctuation Theory

We will closely follow Landau, Lifshitz and Pitaevskii* for our calculation of
statistical fluctuations not only in N, but also in other quantities in an ensemble of
thermodynamic degree n. The theory assumes small fluctuations, but we will demonstrate
by two examples at the end of the section that the results are valid generally regardless of
the magnitude of the fluctuations. This approach is based on the origina ideas of
Einstein.* The probability of fluctuation is controlled by a quantity R given by

R=2(AS+ YY,AX,),

1<k<n
where the sum is over all of the n extensive quantities Xy with respect to which the
system is open. By introducing X, =S and Y, =1, (y, =T), we can include the first
term under the summation by extending it over k from O to n. [It should be stressed that
X0, Y, are not related via Eq. (3).] Expanding the entropy fluctuation to second order in
terms of AX,, 1 < k < n and recalling Eq. (3), we can rewrite R as a sum over the
products AX, AY, :

R=- YAX,AY,. (10)

1<k<n
We should remark that our formalism is dlightly different from that in Ref. 1, which is
obtained by expanding the internal energy X; = E in terms of Sand the remaining set
X'. Theresult isthat Ris now given by*
RT = —(ATAS+ YAy, AX,), (11)

2<k<n
where vy, is introduced in Eq. (3). The first term in Eq. (11) can aso be written as
Ay,AX,, and can be included in the sum.
The probability distribution of fluctuationsis given by
W(EAX, | X, OX}) =W, exp(R/2),
where W, is a normalization constant. According to Ref. 1, we can express R in terms of

any n independent variables, not al of them have to be extensive. We will take them to
be such that no two of them form a conjugate pair [Y, and X, for Eg. (10) or y, and X,

for EQ. (11)]. The results for fluctuations will be independent of this choice. This can
easily be checked by smple calculation.



As argued elsewhere™® the above form of W immediately gives rise to the
following “uncertainty-relation” between X, and Y, :

<AXAY, >=9,. (12
Accordingly, afield Y, couples only with its own conjugate extensive quantity X, , but
not with other extensive quantities X, , k#l, which follows from the definition of the

Kronecker deltain Eq. (12). Thisresult istruein every ensemble.
Since the entropy is expanded to second order in terms of AX,, 1 < k <n, in

obtaining Eq. (10), we find from Eq. (3) that Y; is alinear combination of AX, > Let us

I
express thisrelation as follows:
Y = zk:pikAxk , (13)

where p,, forms asymmetric matrix. p Substituting thisin Eq. (12), and observing that
<AX, >=0, we conclude that

<AX DX, >=(p Yy (14)
where p™ isthe inverse of the matrix p. Finally, we have
<AYAY, >=py . (15)
Interms of y, , the uncertainty relation reduces to
<AX Ay, >=T9, . (16a)
In terms of the density x, = X, /V , the same relation becomes
<Ax Ay, >=(T/V)J, . (16b)

Thus, we conclude that fluctuations in the density x, and its conjugate field y, are

suppressed as T — 0, and/or V - o, just as the quantum fluctuations are suppressed in
the classical limit Planck’s constant # — 0.> In other words, T/V plays the role of the
Planck’s constant 7 .

We consider two simple examples before proceeding.

Example 1. Consider n=1, with X ={E}. This is the standard canonical

ensemble. Here, R = ABAE. The set X contains all the remaining fixed (non-
fluctuating) extensive quantities (except E = X,). Expressing AE = (0E/0B)x . A8, we
have R=(9E/0B)y,, (BB)°. Thus < (AB)? >=-1/(0E/3B)y, . . We can also express
AB =(0B10E)y, AE toget < (AE)? >= —(0E/0pB)x,,. - Thus, wefinally get

<S(AT)? >, =T?/1Cyx ., <(BE)? >y, =T?Cy ., <ABAE>,, =-1, (17)
where Cy _ denotes the heat capacity (0E/0T)y _ at constant Xy, and the subscript
“can” stands for the canonical ensemble. At a critical point, Cy _ diverges and the
fluctuation in T becomes zero, while the fluctuation in E diverges. However, Cy =0 at

T=0 (Nernst point) and the fluctuation in T diverges; the fluctuation in E, however,
vanishes and E isfrozen at its minimum possible value. From Eq. (3), we note that field y



corresponding to E is (—1), since the corresponding Y = - . Therefore, the fluctuation
iny also vanishes as we discussed above: T — 0 suppresses fluctuations.
Since the derivatives aways have to be taken at fixed X g, we will usualy

suppress it as part of various derivativesin the following.

Example 2. (D-ensemble). Consider n=2, with X ={E, X, =V}, and
Ye={-B,-BP}. The set X ={N,1,N o} will not be exhibited in the derivatives
except in the fina result. We will name this ensemble the D-ensemble. [If X had
contained only one extensive quantity N, the number of particles, then the resulting
ensemble would the standard T — P — N, ensemble.] We have

R=ABAE + A(BP)AV .
It is convenient to expand AE and A(SP) interms of AT and AV:
AE = (0E/JT), AT +(0E/0V); AV,

ABP = (0P10T), AT + (08P 10V); AV. (18)
Thus,
R=-(1/T?)(0E/AT), (AT)? + (L/T)(OP/dV); (AV)?,
so that,
S(AT)* > =T7/Cy e <(AV)* >p =TVK 19

<ATAV >4 =0,
where we have now explicitly shown X as part of the derivatives. Here, Ky y _
denotes the compressibility —(1/V)(V /0P); x, . and the last relation is in accordance
with Eq. (12). We square AE, and use Eq. (19) to obtain
<(DE)® >p =T?Cyx,, +TVK;x [T(OP/OT), x,, —PI?, (20)
where the quantity in the square bracket is (0E/dV)+ x _. It should be noted that the set

{VIO X e In Eq. (20) isthe same as the set X - in Eq. (12). The above equation clearly
shows that the two fluctuations in the internal energy E in Egs. (17), and (20) are
different because of the last term in Eqg. (20), which originates from the fluctuationsin V.
However, the temperature fluctuation is the same in both ensembles. These results are
examples of the two theorems proved in the next section..

The reason why the energy fluctuation is different in the two cases is not hard to
understand. For n=2, there is an additional contribution to AE from the volume
fluctuation AV, as seen from Egs. (18), and (20). The fluctuating volume contribution is
determined by the compressibility, see Eq. (19), and the square of (0E/0V);y . The
first term in Eq. (20) is precisely the same as the energy fluctuation in Eq. (17). Because
of the absence of cross-correlation between the temperature and volume fluctuations, see
Eqg. (19), there are only two separate contributions in the energy fluctuations. Since the

additional contribution from the volume fluctuation cannot be negative, we have an
important result

<(8E)* >52< (AE)? >y (21)
Eq. (21) isaspecial case of amore general result (Theorem 2 below); see Eq. (24a).

10



Consider Eg. (18) for E and P; each one has two different fluctuation
contributions. This is a general feature of the fluctuation theory, which we state below as
Theorem 1. The number of fluctuating terms including cross-correlation terms in the
square of the fluctuation of a given quantity, or the product of two fluctuating quantities,
increases as n increases, i.e., as the number of fluctuating quantities increases. Usualy,
each term will contribute to the average fluctuation. Thus, it is clear that the value of the
fluctuation depends strongly on the ensemble.

It is easy to see that the energy fluctuation in Eg. (20) can be rewritten as

<(DE)® >5=~(0E/0B) pox. =T’Cpox, -
To seethis, we write the derivative (0E/0f3) g x,. @ aJacobian and manipulate it:

o(E.BP)/0(B,8P) = [0(E,BP)/ o(T,V)/[0(B,8P) [0(T,V)].
The denominator is simply —(0P/0V) g . /T3. The numerator can be expanded and

manipulated to give the right hand side of Eq. (20) with a minus sign. The result can aso
be obtained by using the partition function, see Eq. (7) but without a sum over N,.
Thus, the effect of fluctuating volume is to replace the constant-volume derivative with a
constant conjugate field SP derivative. In other words, the derivative is always calculated
at fixed set of extensive quantities and fields belonging to the set X - U Y. Thisis an
example of a general result, which is presented below as Theorem 2. Moreover, from Eq.
(21), we observe that Cp = 2C, x . We note that at absolute zero (Nernst point), the
heat capacities C, = and Cpy (P # 0) vanish simultaneously. Thus, the energy
fluctuation goes to zero, but the temperature fluctuation diverges.®

We can now calculate < ATAE > by multiplying Eq. (18) by AT and using (19).
We note that< ATAE >=T?, as expected; see Eq. (12). We can aso caculate the
fluctuation in P and other cross fluctuations. We expand AP in terms of AT and AV, as
in Eq. (18). We square it or multiplying it by AV and AT separately, and use Eq. (19) to
finally obtain

<(OP)?>5 =T/VKgy ., <APAV >, =-T,

: (22)
<APAT >, =T?(0P/dT)y x . /Cyx,,
This shows that the pressure fluctuation is correlated with the volume and the
temperature fluctuations in the D-, i.e,, the T — P - Xz -ensemble. We observe that the
pressure fluctuation satisfies the general result in Eq. (12), where Y = (-P) and X = V.
The set X' contains Sand X .

General Validity of the theory. Even though the fluctuation theory presented
here assumes small fluctuations, the results obtained above are valid in general. The
volume fluctuations-compressibility relation < (AV)? >p =TVK; . IN Eq. (19) is a
genera relation valid beyond the validity of the fluctuation theory. Indeed, it is valid
everywhere including the region near a critical point. This can be easily established by
considering a constant pressure ensemble like the D-ensemble. The partition function for
the D-ensemble [compare with Eq.(7)] is given by

Zx, = ZEXPIS(EV) - fE - fPV]. (233)
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Differentiating InZy _with respect to (-/P) yields the average value V of the volume.

Differentiating V with respect to (-3P) immediately leads to the above relation in Eq.
(19). Thus, the results of the fluctuation theory have more generality than their actual
derivation. Similarly, the fluctuation < (AP)? > can be obtained by considering a

constant volume ensemble; see Hill,2 who has calculated it in the canonical ensemble. We
find that

<(BP)? >, =T[(OP/0V)rx . —(OP/dV)sx 1=TZ(0P/0T)5  /Cyx,, - (230)
The result differs from that in Ref. 2, EQ. (19.8), in that the second (0P /0V) derivativein
the first equation is at constant S; we omit the arguments leading to it. Setting AV =0 in
Eg. (18), we can also caculate < (AP)? >.n using the fluctuation theory. We

immediately find the above result in Eq. (23b). Again, the fluctuation theory and the
direct fluctuation calculation from the partition function yield the same result. This
justifies our generality claim. The contribution when AV # 0 appearsin Eq. (22).

V. Some Useful Theorems
Theorem 1: A fluctuating extensive or field quantity AQ generally has n
statistically independent fluctuating contributions.

Proof. As noted in Sect. 1V, R is expanded as a bilinear combination in terms of n

fluctuations AXi, Xk X ¢. It isgiven by
R= Zn:pklekAxl ,
k=1
where p, = (02S/9X, X,) evaluated at AX;=0, X;0X -, are symmetric coefficients." The
corresponding symmetric matrix p can be diagonalized and R can be expressed in terms
of n independent fluctuations AX, , which are expressible as linear combinations of AX.
In terms of AX,, there are no cross-fluctuations.' Thus, AX; form a statistically

independent set. We refer the reader to Ref. 1 for detaills. Each fluctuation, when
expressed as a linear combination of AX,, will have n dstatistically independent

contributions. Q.E.D.

Theorem 2: The fluctuations in an extensive quantity X # X, , X, OXg, in the
two ensembles determined by the fixed set X UO{X}OYr and
Xne O{Y}O Y-are given by (OXK/OYK)XNF,Y,F,X and (OXk/aYk)XNF‘Y,F,Y
respectively. Here, Y and Y, are fields conjugate to X and X, , respectively, and
Y is Y without Yi. Furthermore,
<(BX,)? Z X e YeY 25 (AX,)? Z X e, Ve X (249)
Proof: The proof of the theorem is straightforward. Let Z(Yk,Y’F|XNF,X) be the
partition function for the fixed set Xz O{X} in which the field Y, controls the
fluctuation of the extensive quantity X, . The fluctuation is given by
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< (AX,)? >x e Yex = OX 0¥ ) x v x -
The second partition function is given by
Z(Y, Y YEX \p) = §Z(YK,Y;|XF, X) exp(XY).

Now, the fluctuation in X, again requires differentiating, but this time keeping the new
field Y fixed, with the result

<(BXy)? > ey = OX 1Y ) vy s
which proves the first part of the theorem.

To prove the last part of the theorem, we expand AX, intermsof AY,, Y, OYg,
and AX . The contributionsfrom Y, L] Y give the right-hand side of Eq. (24a). From Eq.
(12), we know that AXand AY, are datisticaly independent. Hence, the new
contribution to (AX,)? comes from the square of the AX term and must be non-

negative. This provesthe last part of the theorem. Q.E.D.
Consequently, we see that the fluctuation in an extensive quantity is aways given
by a derivative at constant set {Y} O Y of fields. Of course, the derivative is also carried

out additionally at constant X . A similar theorem below also holds for fluctuation in
thefieldY, , except that the quantities held constant are the extensive quantities.

Theorem 3: The fluctuation < (Ay;)? > in afield vy, isgiven by T /(0X; /dy,)y

where X' is defined below.
Proof: The proof is simplified by considering the form of R in Eq. (11). Let X={SXa,
Xs,...,Xq} bethe set of all extensive quantities including Sbut not X;=E, and let X' denote
the remaining set X besides X;. Recall that Xo=S, and yo,=T. We expand all fluctuationsin
Eq. (12) in terms of fluctuations AX, (k#i,2<k<n) and Ay,; i=0 is alowed in this
proof. The coefficient of (Ay; )?in Ris obviously — (0X, /0y;)« . According to Eq. (12),
there is no correlation between Ay, and quantities in the set X'. Therefore, the
fluctuation is given by

<(Qy,)? > =TI0X;/dy,)y (24b)

and remains the samein all ensembles. This proves our theorem. Q.E.D.

Theorem 4: The crossfluctuation <AXAX'>, . is related to the self-

fluctuation< (AX)* >, by

SAXAX' >y =(0X10X)y v <(BX)Z >y (240)

where Y[ is Y except Y, thefield conjugate to X.

Proof: We observe from Theorem 2 that < (AX)? >x ey =(OX10Y)y _v. . Also, using

Theorem 1, we expand AX'in terms of field fluctuationsin Y, O Y:
AX’=%(6X'/6YK)XNF,YEAYK.
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Using this expansion in the product AXAX',and observing from Eqg. (12) that only

AXAY has  non-vanishing cross-fluctuation, we find that <AXAX'>X v =
NF TF

(0X'/0Y)y, ..y » and the theorem follows. Q.E.D.

This theorem shows that cross-fluctuations can be expressed in terms of a self-
fluctuations and, therefore, not independent. Thisisin accordance with Theorem 1 in that
any extensive or field fluctuation can always be expressed in terms of n self-fluctuations
in extensive quantities. However, the last theorem provides an extension of Theorem 1,
which we present as a corollary below.

Corollary: A fluctuating quantity AQ generally has at most n different fluctuating

contributions.

Proof: Instead of considering statistically independent fluctuations AX, introduced in

Theorem 1, we can express AQin terms of AX,. Let X¢ O X containing n'sn
extensive quantities X, OXand let Q(X) be afunction of only X, OX.. When we

square AQ, we get (AX,)? and crossterms AX,AX,. The crossfluctuations can be
expressed in terms of self-fluctuations as Theorem 4 shows. Hence, the fluctuation

< (AQ)? >contains only n' independent fluctuations. This proves the corollary.

Q.E.D.
For i=0, Eq. (24b) givesthe fluctuationin T:

<(AT)?>=T?/Cy,, (29)
where C,. isthe heat capacity at constant X' ={X»,Xs,...,Xq} . The fluctuation is the same
asin Egs. (17), and (19). Another example of Eqg. (24b) occursin Eq. (22) above.

VI. Nernst Points

In this section, we pursue the consequences of vanishing susceptibilities, aregime
that has been overlooked for the most part in statistical physics. The regime has been
recently investigated by us,> and the present section is based primarily on this work to
which we refer the reader for various applications and details, which are omitted here.

As said in Sect. |, the most famous and well-known consequence of vanishing
specific heat at T =0 is known as the Nernst's theorem.” It is usually stated as follows:
The entropy S of asyssemat T =0 (S — «)is a constant, which may be taken to be

zero. Under some mild assumptions,  this leads to the unattainability of T =0 (8 — )
in a finite number of steps, which is used as an aternative formulation of Nernst's
theorem. In a certain sense, B seems to be more of a “natural variable’” than T in
statistical physics? as it forms the boundary of the inverse temperature scale. In this
formulation, crossing over to negative temperatures, which are physically realizable,®
correspondsto crossing S =0.

The unattainability of [ — oo presumably cannot be distinguished from other
similar statements regarding the impossibility of attaining infinitely large P,H, etc.ina
finite number of physical steps. Indeed, as shown in Ref. 5, this unattainability forms the
proper generaization of Nernst’s theorem. The above limitation is a consequence of an
appropriate vanishing susceptibility like the isothermal compressibility, the isothermal
magnetic susceptibility, etc.
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The physical significance of Eq. (12) is quite interesting’ in some cases. Consider
n=1 and let the conjugate pair be X and Y with respect to which the system is open. In
genera, they both have statistical fluctuations. The cross-fluctuation is always one. At a
critical point the fluctuation in X diverges. Thisimplies that the fluctuation in Y vanishes,
if EQ. (12) isto be satisfied.

At aNernst point® a T >0, the fluctuation in X vanishes. The uncertainty relation
must still hold. Therefore, the fluctuation in Y becomes infinitely large. At this point, the
value of X isfrozen at its equilibrium value with no fluctuation allowed in it, as we prove
below in the form of the following theorem, the generalized Nernst’ s theorem.®

Theorem 5 (Generalized Nernst’s Theorem): The extensive quantity X takes
its extremum value X,, which is a universa constant in the region where the

susceptibility xr =(0X/0Y)g vanishes, regardless of the set of parameters R, provided
all other susceptibilities remain finite.

To prove the theorem, we consider a simple system with n=2, with S and V as
the two extensive quantities, with corresponding y’sgivenby T and P, respectively. In
Ref. 5, we had taken the extensive quantities to beS and M . The proof isidentical. We
consider the following thermodynamic identities:

Cp —C, =T(BV/3T)2 /VK; =T(0P/dT), 8V /9T)p

K; —Kg =T(V/dT)2/VCp; Cp/Cy =K;/Kg.
Here, C, and K denote the heat capacity and the compressibility, respectively, and the
subscripts have the conventional meaning. Let us assume that the isobaric heat capacity
K; vanishes aong some curve I in the P-T plane. Assuming that other
susceptibilities like the heat capacities are finite, we conclude that the thermal expansion
derivative (0V /dT)p, — 0, as K; - 0, such that

0<|@V/9T)3 /K| <co.
As K; - 0, we conclude that dV =(0V /0T),dT +(0V/0dP);dP - 0. Thus, V takes a
constant value V, on I': V is “frozen” to have a fixed value V, on I . Furthermore,
since (0V/0T)p - 0, and (dV/0P); - 0 on I, V, represents the extremum value of

V . This proves our generalized Nernst theorem.”
Similar conclusions are arrived at if C, vanishes along . In this case, the

entropy S takes a constant value S, on I . In the case when I' passes through T =0,
the theorem fails if (9S/0T)p =C,/T does not vanish. In this case, we cannot argue

that (0V /dT), =-(0S/9P); - 0, and the theorem fails.

It should be stressed that the proof does not require any stability requirement.
Thus, it is valid even if stability is not obeyed. Furthermore, the theorem is valid as long
as thermodynamic relations in EqQ. (26) are observed. Thus, we can anticipate the theorem
to be valid in metastable states, provided Eq. (26) is observed. As a consequence, the
theorem is certainly valid for stationary metastable states.

The equilibrium value of X at the Nernst point is its extremum value. For
example, the case when the heat capacity vanishes at absolute zero or above, then the
fluctuations in the energy in the canonical ensemble vanishes; see Eq. (17). The vaue of
the energy is frozen at its minimum possible value. On the other hand, the temperature

(26)
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fluctuations become anomalous. (For this, the heat capacity must vanish faster than T2 if
it vanishes at absolute zero.) Because the equilibrium value is an extremum, the response
function (0X/0Y)y, _y. must vanish at the Nernst point; here, Y denotes the set Y,

without Y. The Nernst point usually occurs at the maximum possible strength of the
conjugate field Y. For energy fluctuation, it occurs at the maximum possible value of S,
i.e, a T=0. For volume fluctuation, it occurs at infinite pressure where the
compressibility goesto zero. We refer the reader to Ref. 5 for details.

To discuss non-equilibrium states, we need to distinguish between the
instantaneous value of a field like the temperature T, and its value fixed by the
surrounding environment like the heat bath. We denote the values of the fields of the
surrounding by a subscript s. The anomalous fluctuations in T imply that even though

the average value T of T is well defined, and equal to the temperature T, of the

surrounding heat bath, it requires an infinite amount of time t of observation for T =T,
to be valid.™ Relaxation of the system over a finite duration can bring about only partial
equilibrium, and T will in general have no relationship with T, on I. Thereis a clear

parallel between a Nernst point and a critical point: both require an infinite amount of
time for approach to equilibrium. This is in our opinion the physical significance of the
unattainability principle. The fluctuating field ceases to be an appropriate variable to
uniquely describe the system as we can observe the system only for a finite time.
Similarly, as the isotherma compressibility vanishes, which implies that the adiabatic
compressibility also vanishes (since K; =2 Kg, and both are non-negative), the
fluctuations in the pressure also diverge; see Eq. (22). In This case, the pressure loses its
significance as a thermodynamic state variable.

We can rewrite the temperature fluctuation in Eq. (17) in terms of the fluctuations
in the inverse temperature S :

<(AT)? >/TZ =<(AB)?/ BZ >=1/Cy  — . (27)
Here, S, =1/T,. The fluctuations in T, and [ are much larger than their respective
average values, as we approach I'. Therefore, near ', they lose their physical
significance completely, as they cannot be precisely defined over a finite duration due to
anomalous fluctuations in them. This aspect of the Nersnt theorem is usualy not
appreciated. The situation should be contrasted with the observed behavior near a critical
point when xr — . Here, the intensive field variables have no fluctuations; only
extensive guantities X have anomalous fluctuations.
The above conclusion can also be applied to metastable states like the ideal glass.
In ideal glass,™*° the heat capacity vanishes over a finite temperature range 0<T <T,,
where T, is known as the Kauzmann temperature. Hence, if ideal glass existsin Nature,
then its temperature cannot be defined or measured in a finite duration. Indeed, such a
glass can be brought in contact with any system in Nature, no matter what its
temperature. Since the heat capacity of the glassis zero, no heat can be exchanged and its
temperature cannot change. Thus, an idea glass can be thought to be in “thermal
equilibrium” with every physical system, regardless of the temperature of the latter. This
is certainly absurd. Thus, we must conclude that it isimpossible to postulate the existence
of the stationary limit of the metastable supercooled liquid. In other words, the
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metastable supercooled liquid never reaches a stationary limit, and the dynamics of the
state can never be overlooked. *

VII. A-ensemble

We now turn to some concrete calculation. We first consider the A-ensemble in
this section. This is a smple and convenient ensemble for the calculation of monomer
fluctuations. We recall from Eq. (6) that the two fluctuations ANy and ANy are trivially
related. Hence, only one of them is needed. However, most importantly for this ensemble,

< (ANm)2 >A =4,
the subscript A indicating the ensemble used. For R, we have from Eq. (10)
R =-AEAT/T?-AN,,A(H/T), (28)

where we have replace AB by(— AT/T?). Expanding AE and A(7Z /T) in terms of AT and
ANpy, we have

R=(-UT*)QE/dT)y  n_ (AT)? = W/ T)@H/0Ny)x . 7 (AN)?,  (29)
with X e ={V,N,,or Vo}. The coefficient of ATAN,, in R vanishes identically.

Therefore, there is no correlation between the temperature and the monomer number
fluctuations, as expected from Eq. (12). The fluctuation results are:

<SBT)? 25 =T?/C NNy <@Np)® >5 =T/ N7y, -
<ATAN,,; >, =0.

Even though X g contains V andN,,, we have set V,N,,;,andN,, fixed in the heat
capacity C, since N, isheld fixed in the derivative. We have

<SAN AN, >4 = =<(ANy)? >4, <(ANg,)2 >4 =<(ANgy)? >,. (30b)

One can also check easily that the fluctuation correlation between AN, ,and ABZ obeys

the standard relation in Eq. (12). The first of Eq. (30b) is consistent with Theorem 4.

Moreover, 1(0| by, b, ) from Eq. (1) is given by (b, —b,)? < (AN;)* >, and is non-zero,

(30a)

even though < (AN, )?>, =0. It is easy to understand the above results from the
corollary. The degree of the ensemble is n = 2. However, the intensity is a function of
only one fluctuating quantity AN, ;, so that n' = 1. Therefore, the intensity depends on
only one fluctuating quantity. Let us introduce the total and the individual
densitiesp=N, /V, p; =Ny, /V, j =12.From Eq. (30b), we find that

<A(P)? >p =<A(P,)? >p == <Dp AP, >4,

<A(p)® >, =0.
There is no total density fluctuation in this ensemble. We have only fluctuations in
individual densities, which determine not only I(O| b,,b, ) but also the fluctuation in the

(31)

composition xX=N,,/N,, since Ax=AN_,/N, =Ap,/ p,.The cross-fluctuation is
expressible in terms of self-fluctuation in accordance with Theorem 4 and is not zero.
The composition fluctuation < (Ax)* >, determines 1(0[by,b,), but < (AN)? >,is
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determined by the total density fluctuation in this ensemble, which is zero. The
compressibility of the system plays no role.

VIIl. B-ensemble
We now alow the volume to fluctuate by introducing the pressure P in the
problem. The set X ={V,} now contains only the free volume V. Therefore, it isnot a

physically realizable ensemble. Despite this, as said earlier, it is the only possible
constant T-P ensemble in which both monomer numbers are allowed to fluctuate. We
first observe from Eq. (8) that

<(AV)*>5 = <(AN,,)? >5 . (32)
The fluctuation in the total number of particles is exactly the same as the volume
fluctuation and is, therefore, related to the compressibility of the system [see Eq. (36)],
which is different from that in Eq. (19). It is, therefore, clear that the fluctuations in this
ensemble are different from the A-ensemble. The two monomer fluctuations are related

byAN_, = AV -AN_,, see Eq. (8).

We note that there is an additional contribution from A(SP)AV to R in Eq. (20)
for the A-ensemble. We expand each contribution in R in terms of AB,AV and AN, .
Using the following expansions, in each of which all derivatives also have X ¢ ={V,}

held constant, which we do not show explicitly,
AE = (0E/0B)y N, OB + (OE/0V)r n AV +(0E/ON )y 7 ANy,

AP = (0BP10fB)y N, BB + BOPIOV)1 AV +B(OP/ON )y 1 ANy, (33)

MBI = (0PI 0B)y ,, OB + BOHIV)r AV + BOHION ) pr ANy
in Rto expressit interms of AT,AV and AN, , we eventually have

R = (0E/9B)y n,, (BB)? + BOPIAV) y,  (AV)? = BOH 0Ny )y 1 (AN )?
+ B(OP/ON )7 N AVAN .
We immediately notice that the temperature fluctuations do not couple with any other
fluctuations in extensive quantities, as it must be due to Eq. (12). Since constant V and
N,,; aong with constant Vo imply constant N, , the temperature fluctuation here is the
same as in the A-ensemble; see Eq.(30a):
<(AT)? > = <(AT)? >,, (35)
and is in accordance with Theorem 3 for field variables, and Eq. (25). However, there is
coupling of volume and monomer fluctuations. This means that these fluctuations will be
different from the A-ensemble. We need to consider the 2X2 matrix formed by the
coefficients of the remaining fluctuations in Eq. (34), whichis

(oP/0aV) (OP/0ON, ;)
(0P/ON,y) —(0f/0Ny) |

where we have suppressed the quantities that are held fixed for simplicity. The matrix is
the negative of the Jacobian d(P, f7)/0(V,N,). It isnow trivial to see that

(34)
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<(AV)? >g = TVK 7, <(ANm1)2 >g =T(ONy /0H)1 p,

<AVAN,, >g =T(OV/0t)1 p,
where Ky ; is the isothermal compressibility at fixed 77 . The volume fluctuation is not
given by the usual isotherma compressibility at fixed monomer numbers. Instead, it is
given by K;z. This result is in accordance with Theorem 2. We also note that the

monomer number fluctuation is different from the A-ensemble; in particular, it is
evaluated at constant P instead of at constant V, again in accordance with Theorem 2.

The coupling between the volume and monomer fluctuations gives rise to
interesting effects. Using the first of EQ. (8) and Egs. (32), and (36), we can evauate the
fluctuationin N, and the cross fluctuation.

<(ONp2)? > = <(AV)? >4 +[1-2(0V /0N )1 p] < (ANy)? >g,

(37a)
<AN AN, >5 =[(OV /0N )1 p —1 < (AN ) >g,

where we have used the following relation that follows from Eq. (36)
<AVANy > = (0V/ONyy)7p < (AN )* >, (37b)
Thus, al fluctuations involving monomer numbers can be expressed in terms of at most
two fluctuations, viz. <(AN,,;)* >z and <(AV)? >, which is in accordance with the
corollary. For AV =AN,,, and AN,;, n' = 1, which justifies the first two equations in
Eq. (36). For thefluctuationin N,,, we have n' = 2, which justifies the first equation in

Eq. (37a). The cross-fluctuations are expressed in terms of self-fluctuations in accordance
with Theorem 4. We should stress that all derivatives above are at constant U={V}.

Therefore, Vg, = (0V/0Ny)rpy, in Egs. (37ab) is related to the partial monomer
volume V;=(0V/0N)rp N, ; the latter requires keeping N, different from N,

fixed and not V. However, the two are related:

Voo = (V2 =) /(V, -1, (38)
as iseasly checked. The volume and monomer fluctuations in Eq. (37b) are uncorrel ated
if we have an athermal symmetric blend™*? for which v, = v, must always hold.

We now consider the forward scattering intensity |(0| b,,b, ), whichisgiven by
1(0by,b,) = b3 < (AV)? >5 + [+ 202V ] < (BNy)* >, (39)
where db=(b;—by). We notice that the intensity (n' = 2) breaks into two separate terms,
one that depends only on the volume fluctuation and the other that depends on only the
monomer number fluctuations in accordance with the corollary. A similar partition also
occurs in the C-ensemble, as discussed in the Introduction, and the next section. Such
partitions do not imply that the two fluctuations are uncorrelated, as Eq. (37b) clearly
indicates. Thus, the partition of the intensity into two parts is not a consequence of the
statistical independence of density and composition fluctuations. To further clarify this
point, let us consider fluctuation correlations in the density o and the composition x =
Nm/Nm explicitly. It is easy to see that the fluctuations are Ap=(1- p)AV /V and

AX=(AN,; — XAV)/ N,,. Therefore, the cross-correlation in the fluctuationsis
<BpDX>g =[(1= P)IWN][ Yoy <(ANp)* >5=X<(AV)? >5],  (40)

(36)
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and is not zero. Thus, the two fluctuations are not independent in the B-ensemble. This
remains true even for an athermal symmetric blend for which v,,; =0.

We observe that AN, =VAp/(1- p). Thus, it does not depend explicitly on the
composition fluctuation. We can always write Ky ;v =Kr ., T Kasr » where K is
the difference between the two compressibilities. This alows us to express
<(AN,,)? >zas a sum of two terms, first of which contains the regular compressibility
Kt n,.N,,, @nd the second one contains Kgirr. Such a partition does not imply that the first
term represents the density fluctuation and the second term the composition fluctuation;
< (ANm)2 >z has no composition contribution.

IX. C-ensemble

We have recently investigated this ensemble within the context of the neutron
scattering experiments.?® However, the emphasis was different. The system is closed with
respect to the volume; therefore, there is no volume fluctuation. This means that al
fluctuation correlations with other fluctuating quantities are identically zero:

<AVAQ>. = 0, (41)
where AQ=AV, AT, AE, AN, My, AN, and Ay, . Inthisensemble,
R = ABAE = ABLuANpy = DB, | (42)

which can be re-expressed intermsof AT, AN, ,and AN,,. Wefind that
R==(UT )IQT)OE/IT)y N, Ny, (AT)* + (Oha/ ONer)r v ., (ANgeg)

+ (Ofma ! Nma) 1 v N,y (ANpz)* + 20tz ONi) 7 v Ny, ANpgANpo 1.

We note immediately that there is also no correlation between the temperature and
monomer number fluctuations:
<ATAN,; >c = <ATAN,,, >c =0. (44)

This is in accordance with Eg. (12), which also shows that the chemical potentials are
uncorrelated with volume or energy fluctuations. Because of the lack of correlation
between temperature and monomer number fluctuations, the temperature fluctuation does
not get modified by the presence of monomer number fluctuations and has the same
value, see the coefficient of (AT)? in Eq. (43), as it has in the earlier ensembles
considered; see Egs. (16), (18), (25) and (35). Thisisin accordance with Theorem 3.

The fluctuations in monomer numbers are correlated due to the cross term in Eq.
(43). To calculate monomer number fluctuations, we need to calculate the determinant of
the matrix formed by the coefficientsin Eq. (43):

_ (1/T)[(5,Um1/aNm1) (aﬂmﬂaNmz)}
(0fm2/ON ) (Oma/ON)
we have suppressed the variables held fixed in the derivatives for simplicity. The

determinant is the Jacobian (1/T?)0(yy, fno) ! d(N,1,N,.,) . Various fluctuations are
now trivia to calculate.

(43)

; (45)
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<(BNyy)? >c = TN /Oth)r vy < (AN,)% >c = T(ONp2 / Otm2) v s
< AleANmZ >C = T(aNmZ /a:uml)T,V,umz'
Both monomer fluctuations are not independent due to the cross correlation. We can
calculate the fluctuation in Ny, (for which n' = 2), using AN, = AN, + AN,,. We
sguare this fluctuation and use Eqg. (46).
<(AV,)? > = <(AN,)? >¢ =T[ONm/Ottng) 7y p, + ONW/Othp) 7y 1, (47)

where we have used the fact that in this ensemble, AVy = ANm. Thus, even though V is
fixed, Vo fluctuates. Since the cross-fluctuation can be easily expressed in terms of a self-
fluctuation in accordance with Theorem 4, we note that the right-hand side of Eq. (47)
contains only two fluctuations in accordance with the corollary. The same is aso true of

the intensity for which n" = 2.
The fluctuations can easily be expressed in terms of derivatives calculated at fixed
P, rather than at fixed V.?* We need the following identities:

<(BNy)? >c = /712-|-\/KT,le,Nm2 - PPV IOt /ONm2) 1 P N, »
<(ONpp)? >c = pZZTVKT,le,NmZ - plpz\_/lzT H(OHm ! ONm2) T PN, » (48)
<ANANp, >0 = 21[TVK: Ny, AT /(O /ONo) 1 oo -
We use Eq. (2) for the total monomer density fluctuation. We quote the results:
<(ON,)? >¢ = IOZ-I-VKT,le,Nm2 = PPoT (V, _vl)zl(aluml/aNmZ)T,P,le!
<(ANGANy >c = P TVKT NN, ~ PP T (Vo = VVo /(O /ONo )1 o N s
As shown in Eqg. (58) below, the cross-derivative (04/m/0Ny,)t p oy, IS NON-pOSitive,

which makes the second term in each of the two equations in Eq. (49) positive. Since V
does not fluctuate here, Ap = (ANm)/V and AX = (ANm1 — XANm)/Nm. We obtain

(46)

(49)

UN, <AOAX > = <ANyANgy >c = X< (AN,,)? >, (508)
which reduces to a simple form by the use of Eq. (49):
<(BPAX>c = = 1, T (Vo = V)V (O / ONp )7 p N, (500)

where we have introduced the average partial monomer volume
V=XV, + (1- X)V,.
It is now clear that the cross correlation <ApAX>. is not zero. Pearson and
Rushbrooke® had also obtained a non-vanishing< ApAx > in adifferent form. Thus, the

density and composition fluctuations are correlated, contrary to the claims in the
literature.”%>34

We observe that for an atherma symmetric blend, the second term in each of the
equations in Egs. (48)-(50) vanishes, leaving the first term behind. Thus, for the special
case of an athermal symmetric blend, we note that total monomer number fluctuation has
only one contribution, which comes from the compressibility. However, this does not
imply that there is no composition fluctuation in the system. Moreover, this also does not
imply that there is no cross-correlation between the density and the composition
fluctuation.
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Fluctuation Theory Breakdown for f = 0. The next issue we wish to handle is
the breakdown of the fluctuation theory if f = 0. In this case, we find that the coefficient
of some of the fluctuations become zero, or the determinant of the matrix vanishes for the
case there are fluctuations with cross terms, as happened in the B- and C- ensembles.
Consider the C-ensemble, but allow for the remaining fixed extensive quantity V to
fluctuate. Now, there will be an additional term (-ABPAV) in EqQ. (42) and an additional
term in (AP)?in Eq. (43), if we use AP as an expansion variable. There are no cross-terms
between AP and number fluctuations. Hence, the number fluctuation contributions give
rise to a 2X2 matrix, similar to that in Eq. (45), except that the derivatives in the matrix
are evaluated at T, P and one of the remaining monomer numbers. However, the
determinant of this matrix now vanishes, implying that the fluctuations diverge
everywhere in the phase space. While fluctuations in monomer numbers can diverge at
critical points, they occur for specia values of the fields, not everywhere. The implication
of the vanishing determinant is that the fluctuation theory becomes singular and
meaningless.

X.  Composition and Density Fluctuations
We now turn to the composition and density fluctuations. We have aready
considered some trivial aspects of this in previous sections. Here, we wish to make
formal analysis to clarify the issue, which in our opinion has been vastly misunderstood.
We first express the two monomer numbersin terms of X, o, and V.
le = va! Nm2 = (1_ X),OV,
from which the fluctuations are found to be
AN, = pVAX+xXVAp + xpAV, 51
AN, = — pVAX+(1- x)VAp + (1- X) pAV. ()
Thus,
AN, = VAp + pAV. (52)
We immediately note that the total number fluctuation does not depend explicitly on the
composition fluctuation Ax. It is determined only by the density and volume fluctuations.
Both these fluctuations implicitly depend on the presence of composition fluctuations, as
al fluctuations in the model are in general intertwined due to correlations; see Theorem 1
and the corollary. On the other hand, the composition fluctuation aways depend
explicitly on the total number fluctuation since
N,AX = AN, — XAN,, . (53
Because of this explicit dependence, the cross fluctuation ApAx aso does not vanish in
generdl:
VN ApAX = (AN, — pAV)(AN; = XAN,,) . (54)
For a single component system, x=1 and no composition fluctuation is alowed. In
this case, there can only be a density fluctuation. This brings about a very important
feature of the density fluctuation. The fluctuation < (Ap)? >in a single component
system must remain the same, whether we take a constant volume ensemble or a constant
number ensemble. Because of this,

< (ANm)2 >TV o /anq = <(AV)? >T PN, IV? (55)

U
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the quantities in the denominator are the average values. An elegant proof of thisis given
in Ref. 1. Here, iy is the chemical potential per particle (in this case, monomer). The
important point to note is that the two sides of Eq. (55) refer to two different ensembles.
One should not confuse them with fluctuations in the same ensemble, which can occur
simultaneously as in the B-ensemble. We see that there is no -factor in Eq. (32);
moreover, both sides refer to the same ensemble.  For a binary mixture, Eq. (55) is not
going to be valid, because of the additional composition fluctuation. However, an
extension, see Eq. (65), is proven below for a multi-component mixture.

In the A-ensemble, AV = AN, = 0. In the B-ensemble, the volume and total
monomer number fluctuations are equal; see Eq. (32). We further recall from Eqg. (39)
that the intensity breaks into two terms, the first one containing the volume fluctuation
and the second term containing the monomer number fluctuation. However, this aoneis
not a proof that the volume and the number fluctuations or that the density and the
composition fluctuation are uncorrelated, as is clear from Egs. (37b), and (40). Even

<AXANqy> are correlated. Thus, the partition of I(0| b,,b, ) into two distinct terms is not a

guarantee that the above cross correlations are absent. However, exactly this argument
has been proposed in Ref. 25; see discussion following Eq. (8) there.

In the C-ensemble, the extension of the left-hand side of Eq. (55) is given in Eq.
(49). The right-hand side is given in Eq. (19), with Xz ={ Nm1, Nm2} , which aso ensures

that Ny, is fixed, so there cannot be any composition fluctuation. We note that Eq. (55)
fails because of the second term in EqQ. (49). In the absence of this term, Eq. (55) would
be satisfied.

The reason for this failure is obvious. As is clear from Eq. (52), < (ANm)2 > IS
solely due to the density fluctuation < (Ap)? >, since the volume is constant. Therefore,
both terms together in Eq. (49) represent the density fluctuation< (Ap)? >. It is incorrect
to claim that just the first term represents < (Ap)? >. As said above, the first part is
o< (AV)? >, inthe D-ensemble, i.e., T-P- Xz ensemble, see Eq. (19). But the volume
fluctuation is absent in the C-ensemble. The remainder still represents a part of

<(AN,.)? >.= V?< (Ap)? >, and is the correction to the density fluctuation, see the

Theorem 1, originating from the composition fluctuation, but it surely is not the
composition fluctuation itself. This is apparent from Egs. (53), and (54). Because of the
cross correlation in Eq. (54), the density and the composition fluctuations are modified by
each other.

It should aso be evident from Eg. (51) that to capture composition fluctuation, we

should not consider the fluctuation < (AN,,)? >. We might consider the total intensity in

Eq. (1) with different scattering lengths b; and b,. In this case, the Ax contributions in Eq.
(51) will not cancel, and the total intensity will contain both the density and the
composition fluctuations.
It is possible to introduce? the two following combinations of number fluctuations
‘f = (lele-H_/ZANmZ)/V’ E' = Ale/ le - ANmZI NmZ’ (56)
so that V¢ represents a weighted monomer number fluctuation with weights v; and
&' represents relative fractional number fluctuation. We find that
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<& >e=TKy o, IV <EE>c =0, (578)

<&%>.=-T[ leNmZ(a:uml/aNmZ)T,P,le]_l’ (57b)
asis easly checked from Eq. (48). From Eq. (57b), we conclude that
(Oftwa/ ONp2)1 N,y < O- (58)
It is easy to see that if we introduce the concentration
C = Nim2/Nm2,

we have {'=Ac/cand &' has aclear physica significance. Indeed, Ax=x(1-X)&', asis
easily seen from Eq. (53). On the other hand, & does not have any ssmple physical
interpretation. It has been incorrectly interpreted as representing the density fluctuation at
constant composition,® as we show below. At constant ¢, we have AN; = cAN,, which
makes the three fluctuations in Eq. (48) related to each other. We immediately see that
for thisto be true, we must have
(0B / N)7p v, =0 (59)
This can also be deduced from Eq. (57b). From Eq. (48), we find that
<(AN,)? >c=V2 < (8p)? >c = pZTVKT,le,NmZ! (c = constant) (60a)
where we have used the identity V =V|N,; +V,N,, that yields v,p, +V,p, =1.The
result is not surprising as there is no composition fluctuation now, which also means that
the cross-fluctuations with composition also vanish. However, it is clear from Egs. (57),
and (60a) that the density fluctuation < (Ap)? >.is not the same as < &2 >, though the
two are related:
<(Ap)? >.=F<E? >., (c=constant). (60b)
However, Eq. (59) cannot be satisfied in general in the C-ensemble, except
possibly at some isolated points. From the Gibbs-Duhem relation, we find that Eq. (59) is
equivalent to
(0Bt N o ., =0 (0Btma !N )Te = 0. (61)
These conditions can be satisfied only when By,,and S, both diverge to infinity, so

that the equilibrium valuesof N, and N, , are their extremum values under appropriate
conditions. This means that the point where there is no fluctuation in &' isaNernst point.
It is aso evident from Eqg. (9) that in this limit, the free volume must vanish, as N, must
be its maximum possible value, which is V. Thus, in this limit, the compressibility must
also vanish. Thisis consistent with the fact that SP — oo in thislimit, as the adimensional
Gibbs free energy per monomer 8G = XS+ 11— X) B, = PE —S+ BPlp - . Thus,
we observe from Eqg. (45) that

< (ANgy)® >¢ =< (ANy,)* >c =0, (c=constant), (62)
and we conclude that the vanishing of any one number fluctuation leads to the vanishing
of al number fluctuations. This is a remarkable result. As a matter of fact, it is easy to
convince oneself that the above conditions for non-fluctuating &' are equivaent to
requiring T = 0. Therefore, a constant ¢ can only occur at T = 0 and is not to be taken
seriously. Moreover, EQ. (62) clearly shows that the fluctuation in £is indirectly affected
by the fluctuation iné', even though the two are statistically independent. This is a

24



consequence of thermodynamics. The fact is that the fluctuations are uniquely determined
by T, 4., U, dong with V, and cannot be changed without changing the
thermodynamic variables. Thus, demanding that the fluctuation in Eq. (57b) vanish
requires T = 0, which in turn modifies the fluctuationin é.

There is another aspect of the fluctuation ¢ that requires explanation. The
fluctuation in the C-ensemble requires considering a region R that has a fixed volume V,
but the numbers of monomers in this region fluctuate. As they fluctuate, the total volume
is not alowed to change. Thus, the partial monomer volume v;and v, must fluctuate in
such away that

VAN +VoAN, = = (AN +AV,N ). (63)
As said above, the & on the left-hand side represents a weighted monomer number
fluctuation in the C-ensemble. Can we think of it as representing a hypothetical changein
the volume due to number fluctuations? The hypothetical fluctuation cannot occur at
constant T and P, if both particle numbers undergo fluctuations, since this will require f =
0 and will violate our fundamental constrain f = 1. If only one of the numbers fluctuates
and the other one remains fixed, then the concentration cannot remain fixed. Thus, the
hypothetical fluctuation is not realistic. The right-hand side of Eq. (63) also cannot be
given a physical interpretation in the C-ensemble. However, it can be given a physical
significance in the T-P-Ny1-Nm2 ensemble, i.e., the D-ensemble. In this ensemble, volume
fluctuation will give rise to partial monomer volume fluctuations and will be given by the
negative of the right-hand side of Eg. (63). The average volume fluctuation in the D-
ensemble is given in Eq. (19), which isidentical to the fluctuation in left-hand side of Eq.
(63) in the C-ensemble as is clear from Eq. (57). Assaid earlier, & represents a weighted
number fluctuation. Let usintroduce the following weighted sums:

Nm Ep\_/le1+ vaNmZ = Nm7
ANy, =AN, + ALAN L, = 0VE,
with respect to the weights ov; . The weighted average fluctuation ZNmshouId not be

(64)

confused with the fluctuation AN _in the weighted average Nm . We observe that
E=AN,/N,,.
Thus, we conclude that
<(AN,)? >0 INZ = <(AV)? >4 V2 =TKy V. (65)
This result for a two-component compressible system is similar to the result in Eq. (55)

for a compressible one-component system and is valid regardless of whether ¢ is constant
or not. The quantity Ky, represents the volume fluctuation in the D-ensemble, but

does not represent the density fluctuation in the C-ensemble. In addition, as said above, &
has no ssimple physical significance in the C-ensemble.

The extension of Eq. (62) to multi-component mixture containing r species is
obvious, and we will only quote the results.? We introduce
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mr?

= ilvjAij IV, ED AN, I Ny ~ANy, /N
] (66)

r ~ r
Nm = .levj ij = Nm’ ANm = levjAij = Nmf
1= j=

As shown in Ref. 2, Eq. (57a) remains valid even for multi-component mixtures. Thus,
there is no cross-fluctuation between & and &. However, there are cross fluctuations

among &”s. Again, using an appropriate linear transformation from & to &', the
cross-fluctuations can be removed among &'(V)’s in accordance with Theorem 1. Using

the multi-component extension of Eq. (63), we have & =- iAvj N~ In the D-ensemble,

j=1

the right-hand side represents the negative of the volume fluctuation. Thus, the volume
fluctuation in the D-ensemble is given by Eq. (19). Thus, Eg. (65) remains valid even for
multi-component system.

Xl. Discussion and Conclusions

In this review, we have discussed the general framework for describing statistical
fluctuations in a given fixed region R of a thermodynamic system. The thermodynamic
limit is obtained as the size of the region diverges. Thus, at least one extensive quantity is
required to specify the size of the system. Consequently, the thermodynamic degree n of
the ensemble must be strictly less than the maximum allowed thermodynamic extensive
guantities d in the system. This requirement must be obeyed in all ensembles.
Corresponding to each extensive quantity X , there exists afield Y or its related analog
y . We have carefully investigated, and calculated, fluctuations in various X ’'sand Y's
or y’s in various ensembles using the statistical mechanical approach outlined by
Landau.* As expected, the fluctuations vary from ensemble to ensemble.

We have explicitly considered the case in which al monomers had the same
hardcore volume Vvo. The extension to different hardcore volume v; is not hard. We

merely introduce new quantities Ny, =N.v;, and 4 =4, /v;, so that the product
Ny Ui =N iy T€MaiNS unchanged. All we must do now isto replace Ni; and g, in
various formulas by Ny, and (. No other changes have to be made. However, since

the intensity in Eq. (1) is from the fluctuations in unprimed quantities, we must replace by
by b =b; /v;, and use primed quantitiesin Eq. (1).

We have proved four general theorems and a corollary for general statistical
fluctuations. These theorems prove extremely useful. We have shown that the number of
statistically independent fluctuations is equal to n, the thermodynamic degree of the
ensemble. The fluctuation in any quantity can have at most n fluctuating contributions.
This means, there can be at most two different contribution to the total intensity in the
SANS experiment on a binary blend. Cross-correlations among extensive quantities can
always be expressed in terms of self-correlations. The field variables only couple to their
conjugate extensive quantities but not to other extensive quantities. Thus, T and/or P do
not couple to number fluctuations. The number fluctuations are correlated. We have
established that the volume and monomer number fluctuations are not really decoupled;
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see Eq. (37b). Moreover, the density and composition fluctuations are not decoupled as
seen from Eq. (40). Thisisin the B-ensemble. In the C-ensemble, we again see from Eq.
(50) that the density and composition fluctuations are coupled. Recently, Benoit and
coworkers® have finally come to agree with this conclusion. Moreover, the density

fluctuation, which is obtained by dividing < (AN,,)* >. by V?, is given by both termsin
Eqg. (50). Thus, the first term aone cannot represent the density fluctuation as has been
suggested in the literature. In the specia case of an athermal symmetric blend, the total

number fluctuation < (AN,,)? >. contains only the first term; the second contribution is

absent. This does not mean that there is no composition fluctuation in the system. It is
still present for the atherma symmetric blend. It just does not contribute to

<(AN,,)? >.. Indeed, the volume and density fluctuations will not decouple in a multi-

component system.

We show that while the theory of fluctuations is derived under the assumption of
small fluctuations, the results have a much wider applicability. For example, one can
apply them near critical points where fluctuations diverge. Several applications of the
theorems and corollary are discussed in the review.

The fluctuation theory is equally applicable to equilibrium states and to stationary
metastable states. It is usualy believed that one can produce, at least hypotheticaly,
stationary metastabl e states in the form of ideal glass by carefully preparing the sample as
dowly as possible, ensuring all the time that the equilibrium crystal phase does not
nucleate. The idea glass is an inactive phase with zero heat capacity. We consider the
consequences of vanishing susceptibilities, like the heat capacity, which define Nernst
points. We prove a generalized Nernst Theorem.® As a consequence of this theorem, we
argue that when the heat capacity vanishes, it causes anomalous fluctuations in the
temperature and that temperature loses any physical significance. Thus, the ideal glass
has no unigque temperature. Consequently, it can be brought into thermal equilibrium with
any physical system at any temperature. This is evidently absurd. Thus, we are forced to
conclude that stationary metastable states of vanishing heat capacity like the ideal glassis
impossible in Nature. In other words, no glassy phase can have a stationary limit. Its
time-dependence can never be made to disappear. It should be mentioned that there exist
many dtatistical mechanical models, which have inactive low-temperature phase.
However, all these models are not redlistic. Thus, while the existence of such phases
violates the zeroth law of thermodynamics, it poses no problem for applying
thermodynamics to real systems. However, if ideal glass exists in Nature, this certainly
causes the zeroth law to fail for real systems. Hence, we are forced to conclude that ideal
glass cannot exist in Nature.

We have shown that the vanishing of any fluctuation leads to the vanishing of all
fluctuations simultaneously, which is a quite remarkable result. The fluctuation £ or AN,
has no physical significance in the C-ensemble. We have also shown that considering
fluctuation & at constant ¢ makes no sense, except at absolute zero. The issue does not
arise in a single component system, where Eqg. (55) is aways obeyed. An extension of
this result for a multi-component mixture is obtained in Eq. (65). Moreover, we have aso
shown that even if two fluctuations are statistically uncorrelated, they still influence each
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other because of thermodynamics, as the discussion on the behavior of ¢ has clearly
demonstrated when the composition was fixed, i.e. when &' was zero.
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