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A bstract

T he relation betw een them odynam ic phase transitions in classical sys—
tem s and topology changes in their state space is discussed for system s
In which equivalence of statistical ensem bles does not hold. A s an exam —
ple, the spherical m odelw ith m ean eld-type Interactions is considered.
Exact results for m icrocanonical and canonical quantities are com pared
w ith topological properties ofa certain fam ily of subm anifolds ofthe state
space. D ue to the ocbserved ensem ble nequivalence, a close relation is ex—
pected to exist only between the topological approach and one of the
statistical ensem bles. It is found that the observed topology changes can
be Interpreted m eaningfully when com pared to m icrocanonical quantities.

Phase transitions, lke the boiling and evaporating of water at a certain
tem perature and pressure, are comm on phenom ena both In everyday life and
In alm ost any branch of physics. Loosely speaking, a phase transition brings
about a sudden change ofthem acroscopicpropertiesofa system while an oothly
varying a param eter (the tem perature or the pressure in the above exam pl).
For the description of equilbrium phase transitions w ithin the fram ework of
statisticalm echanics, several so—called statisticalensem bles or G bbsensam bles,
like them icrocanonicalor the canonicalone, are at disposal, each corresponding
to a di erent physical situation. For a large class of system s with su clently
short ranged interactions, these di erent approaches lead to identical num erical
values for the typical system observables of interest, after taking the them o-
dynam ic lim it of the num ber of particles in the system going to in nity E]. In
this situation one speaks of equivalence of ensam bles. Then, nstead of select—
Ing the statistical ensem ble according to the physical situation of interest, one
can revert to the ensam ble m ost convenient for the com putation intended. For
system s w ith long range interactions, however, equivalence of ensem bles does
not hold In general. System s show Ing such an nequivalence of ensembles in
the therm odynam ic lim i (am ong those gravitationalsystem sand B oseE instein
condensates) have attracted m uch research interest in the last years (seeRef. ig:]
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for a review ). D ram atic di erences between the ensam bles can be observed for
exam ple In the speci cheat, which isa strictly positive quantity in the canonical
ensem ble, w hereas negative values, and even negative divergences, can occur in
the m icrocanonicalensam ble :{3, '4].

An entirely di erent approach to phase transitions, not m aking use of any
of the G bbs ensam bles, has been proposed recently. T his topological approach
connects the occurrence of a phase transition to certain properties of the po—
tential energy V , resorting to topological concepts. From a conosptualpoint of
view , this approach has a rem arkable property: The m icroscopic H am ittonian
dynam ics can be linked via the Lyapunov exponents to the topological quanti-
ties considered E]. W ith the topological approach, In tum, linking a change of
the topology to the occurrence of a phase transition, a concept is established
which provides a connection between a phase transition in a system and is
underlying m icroscopic dynam ics.

T he topological approach is based on the hypothesis E_é] that phase transi-
tions are related to topology changes of subm anifolds -, of the state space of
the system , where the . consist of all points g of the state space for which
V @=N = v, ie., their potential energy per degree of freedom equals a certain
levelv. O r, in a related version, the topology of subm anifolds M ,, consisting
ofallpointsgwih V (@=N 6 v is considered.) This hypothesis hasbeen cor-
roborated by num erical and by exact analytical results for a m odel show ing a

rst-order phase transition [-'_7:, :8] aswellas for system sw ith second-order phase
transitions [‘_3, :_9, :_l-(_i,:_i}',:_l-g:, :_l-;ur] A maprachievam ent In the eld is the recent
proof of a theorem , stating, loosely speaking, that, for system s described by
an ooth, niterange, and con ning potentials, a topology change of the sub-
m anifolds  is a necessary criterion for a phase transition to take place I_l-l_i]

A beit necessary, such a topology change is clearly not su cient to entaila
phase transition. This follow s for exam ple from the analytical com putation of
topological Invariants in the XY m odel [gi, :_l-(_j], w here the num ber of topology
changes occurring is shown to be oforderN , but only a single phase transition
takesplace. So topology changes appear to be rather comm on, and only partic—
ular ones are related to phase transitions. T here are strong indications that a
criterion based exclusively on topological quantities cannot exist in general I_lg‘]

Having m entioned the recent e orts to more m ly establish su cient and
necessary relationsbetw een topology changesand phase transitions, and bearing
In m ind the phenom enon of ensam ble inequivalence, we notice an additional
com plication: In the case of nequivalence, such a relation cannot sim ply connect
topology changes to phase transitions, but, because of the existing di erences,
only to phase transitions in a certain statistical ensem blke. It is the ob fctive of
the present Letter to clarify the connection between the topological approach
and the description ofphase transitionsw ithin the various statisticalensem bles.

To this purpose, the socalled sphericalm odelw ith mean eld-type inter-
actions is considered, a m odel iIn which the inequivalence of ensem bles is of a
peculiar kind. A fter brie y introducing this m odel, its therm odynam ic behav—
Jor is discussed, m aking use of the m icrocanonical as well as of the canonical
approach. A tem perature driven phase transition is found to occur in the canon—



ical fram ew ork, w hereas no transition is presentm jcrocanonjca]Jy,'l_: C onfronting
these resultsw ith the topology ofthe state space subm anifolds - ofthism odel,
the close connection between the topological approach and the m icrocanonical
ensem ble becom es evident. From these ndings, conclisions about the topolog-
ical approach by A . C . Rbeiro Teixeira and D . A . Stariolo [_1-53] are discussed.
F inally, the close connection between the topological approach and the m icro-
canonicalensam ble is addressed on a m ore general level. _

Mean el sphericalmodel| Introduced by T.H.Berln and M .Kac :_ﬂ_'6]
in 1952, the sphericalm odel of a ferrom agnet is devised such astom in ic som e
features of the Ising m odel, whil, at the sam e tin €, having a continuous state
space and being exactly solvable in the therm odynam ic 1im it forarbitrary spatial
din ension of the lattice. W e consider a mean eld-lke sin pli cation of the
original m odel where, instead of nearest-neighbor interactions, all degrees of
freedom interact with each other at equal strength. T he unitless H am ittonian
finction of thism odel is given by5
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where h is an extemalm agnetic eld and the N degrees of freedom ; 2 R
(1= 1;:3N ) are sub fct to the additional constraint
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T his constraint restricts the spaoelgf_aﬂowed states = (1;u5 y) toan O {
1)-sphere S¥ ! RN with radius N .
M icrocanonical ensem b]e.| The starting point to describe the spherical
m odel In the m icrocanonical ensem ble is the density of states
Z Z

y ) =A," dixdy H() NvJ; 3)

where  denotes the D irac distrbbution and Ay is a nom alization constant
f_l-é]. By a change of variables, the Integral in 6'_3) can be deform ed Into the
Integralover the surface ofan (N  2)-sphere (or two such spheres, depending
on the values of v and h considered). P erform ing the them odynam ic lim i, the

1T he term s \m icrocanonical" and \canonical" have been used in connection w ith the spher-
icalm odel Jn a di erent context in the literature '[15], referring to the question whether the
constraint (.a) holds strictly (\m icrocanonically"), or only on average (\canonically"). T his is
not to be confused w ith the traditionalm eaning of those tem s that we refer to.
?A slightly di erent de, nition in which the rst sum in the Ham iltonian extends over all
1

i;jwih i6 j isused in E%].Thjsmerely results in a shift of the energy scale: v! v+ T



m icrocanonical entropy
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is obtained. This function is de ned for all v which, for a given extermal eld
h, ensure a positive argum ent of the square root and of the logarithm . For
arbitrary xed h, the entropy s is a am ooth function on its entire dom ain, and
therefore no phase transition occurs in the m icrocanonical ensem ble.

D espite is sim plicity, to the best of our know ledge, expression {ff) has not
yet been reported in the literature. But even m ore can be done: the spherical
m ean— eld m odel is one of the rare m odels w ith interacting degrees of freedom ,
for which the m icrocanonical entropy can be com puted explicitely for system s
with an arbitrary nite numberN ofdegrees of freedom {_l-j]

Canonicalensem b]e.| G .S.Joyce l_l-g] hasgiven an exact canonical solution
for the sphericalm odel w th quite general long range interactions in the ther-
m odynam ic lim it. Forthem ean eld-lke case of in nite range interactions, the
Interalenergy v per degree of freedom as a function ofthe inverse tem perature

= % 2 IRS (w ith B olzm ann’s constant kg 1) can also be obtained by a
LegendreFenchel transform from (:ff) . For the case of zero extemal eld h= 0,
we obtain

0) 0 for 61, )
V()=
L Br > 1.

2
For non-zero extermal eld h, the intemal energy v is given by the real root of
a third order polynom ialin v,

82y 4 (n® 2 +2v¢ 26 %n® 2 2n%+2 1)v+ h®@ n?
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Note that, for h 6 0, the Intemal energy v is a an ooth function of on IRS ,
whereas, forzero eld h,a cusp at = 1 ispresent, In plying the occurrence of
a tem perature driven phase transition in the latter case [see [_1-gi] for exem plary
plots of the graph of v ( )].

Ensemblk inequivalence.| For non—zero extemal eld, no phase transition
occurs In themean eld sphericalm odel, neither in the m icrocanonical, nor in
the canonicalensam ble. In fact, the canonical intemalenergy v( ) tumsout to
be the inverse function of the m icrocanonical nverse tem perature () = %
for positive . For zero extemal eld h = 0, however, ram arkable di erences
between the two ensambles are ocbserved: The absence of a tem perature (or
energy) driven phase transition in the m icrocanonical ensem ble is in contrast
to the presence of such a transition in the canonicalensem ble. T he particular
scenario occurring is tem ed partial equivaknce of ensembles i [19], and a few
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other m odels of statistical m echanics are known to exhibit this phenom enon
pa.

T opological approach | A s a starting point for the topological approach, the
subm anifolds  ofthe state space, consisting of all points w here the potential
energy per particle equals v, are considered. In the case of the sphericalm odel,
the Ham iltonian H oconsists of a potential energy term only, and we de ne

v= 92 HN—(q)=V ; (7)

where Hle_state space of the sphericalm odel is an (N {1)-sphere S ! with
radius N . Rieiro Teixeira and Stariolo have analyzed the topological struc—
ture of the state space subm anifolds of the mean eld sphericalm odel In f_l@‘]
Com plting their ndings and translating them into our notation, the topology
of the subm anifolds , can be written as

8
2 st 2 or hj ;<v< hi 3
2
v }sN 2+ 8" 2 rhj 1<v< 2 and hi< 1; 8)
S else;

where indicatestopologicalequivalence, the + —sign denotes a topological n-—
connected) sum , and ? is the em pty set. The regions of the (v;h)-plane cor-
resoonding to the di erent topologies and the lines at which topology changes
occur are plotted in Fjgure-';'.

D iscussion of the resuls.| Our intention is to investigate the connection
between the topology of the state space subm anifolds  and them odynam ic
quantities of the system . In light of the fact that m icrocanonical and canonical
resuls are not equivalent, we can expect a necessary and su cient relation to
exist, ifat all, only between the topological approach and one of the statistical
ensem bles.

Com paring the topology of  In (r_S) w ith the canonical them odynam ics
of the mean eld spherical m odel with zero extermal eld h = 0, one would
associate the phase transition observed at Inverse tem perature = 1 and in—
temal energy v = 0 wih the topology change from S¥ 2 + sV 2 to ? at
(v;h) = (0;0). However, the sam e type of topology change is present for all
hi< 1at (v;h) = (%;h), whereas canonical therm odynam ics asserts the ab—
sence of a phase transition forallh € 0. From this observation, and disregard—
Ing the presence of ensamble hequivalence In the mean eld spherical m odel,
R beiro Teixeira and Stariolo {I2] concluded that the inform ation contained in
the topology of  (or, In a related description, ofM ) m ight not be su cient
as to distinguish between the presence of a phase transition or its absence.

However, am uch sin pler explanation arises from a com parison of the topol
ogy of  wih them icrocanonical therm odynam ics of the m odel. M icrocanon-—
ically, the zero eld case isnot special, as a phase transition occurs neither w ith
norw ithout an extemal eld. This is in accordance w ith the topological results
w here the topology change is the sam e forall hij< 1.
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Figurel: Linesin the (v;h)-plane where topology changes occur. T he shaded region
m arks the support of the density of states x ), ie. the values of v which, for a
given external eld h, are accessble for the system . T he various regions in the plane
separated by the bold lines correspond to the follow ing subm anifold topologies: (i) to
the left of the shaded region: ? , (i) the two shaded triangles: sV 2 , (did)
the sm all, triangle shaped shaded region: , S" % + 8V 2, () to the right of the
shaded region: ? .

N ote that the m ean— eld sphericalm odel is not the only exam ple for which
the cbserved topology changes nd a m eaningfiil interpretation only when com —
pared to m icrocanonical quantities. For them ean— eld XY m odel considered in

B, iL0], the observed discontinuity in the m odulus of the Euler characteristic is
Interpreted as being related to the phase transition in the canonical ensemble
ath = 0. However, sin ilarly to the m ean— eld sphericalm odel, the sam e topol-
ogy change is present for h € 0, although a phase transition does not occur in
this case. Again, a com parison with m icrocanonical quantities can provide a
m eaningfil interpretation of the ndjngs:f:

A fter having discussed the relation between the topological approach and
the two ensem bles (the m icrocanonical and the canonical one, respectively) on
the basis of exam ples, som e general rem arks are in order. T he m icrocanonical
ensam ble is them ost fiindam entalofthe G Ibbs statisticalensam bles: it isbased
only on the assum ption of equal a priori probabilities of the states of the sys—
tem , and the other statisticalensam bles can be derived from it. T he topological
approach, In tum, is a fundam ental description In the sense that i is closely
connected to the m icroscopic dynam ics which is the basic level of description

3N ote, how ever, that for a class of system s w ith non-con ning potentials the inform ation
from the subm anifold topology was found to be insu cient as to distinguish between the
occurence and the absence of a phase transition ELBI]



underlying the them odynam ics of the system . Intuitively i seem s reasonable
to expect a closer relationshipp between these two particularly findam ental ap-—
proaches.

T his relation can be substantiated by noting that the m icrocanonicalensem —
ble and the topological approach, di erent as they are, have the sam e quantity
as a starting point: The m icrocanonical partition function & density of states)
of a system , which is at the basis of the m icrocanonical ensem ble, can be de-

ned as the volum e of the lvel sets (-'ju) . Considering, instead of the volum e,
the topology of the very sam e level sets, we arrive at the findam ental quantity
underlying the topological approach, and, in the light of this cbservation, the
close connection between these two concept appears plausble.

Summ ary.| W e have presented exact results form icrocanonical, canonical,
and topological quantities of the mean eld sphericalm odel. Com paring the
m icrocanonical and the canonical quantities, we observe that, for this m odel,
equivalence of the statistical ensembles does not hold: m icrocanonically, no
phase transition occurs, whereas in the canonical ensem ble a phase transition
takesplace for zero extermal eld. In orderto investigate the connection betw een
the them odynam ics ofthe system and the topologicalapproach to phase transi-
tions, we have com pared topological quantities to m icrocanonicaland canonical
ones. A s a consequence of the observed ensem ble nequivalence, a one-to-one
connection can, at best, be expected between the topological approach and one
ofthe statisticalensem bles. From the results forthem ean eld sohericalm odel,
we nd that it is the com parison of topological quantities w ith m icrocanonical
resultswhich allow sa m eaningfiiland convincing Interpretation. T he close con—
ceptual connection between the topological approach and the m icrocanonical
ensem ble suggests that, whenever ensem ble inequivalence occurs, m icrocanoni-
calthemm odynam ics is the adequate reference fram e to confront the topological
approach wih.

A cknow ledgm ents

Iwould liketo thank O liver Schnetz forhishelp w ith them athem atics. F nancial
supportby the D eutsche Forschungsgem einschaft (grantK A 2272/2) isgratefully
acknow ledged.

R eferences

[L]1 D . Ruelle, Statistical M echanics: Rigorous Results (Benpm in, Reading
1969).

R] T .Dauxois, S.Ru o,E .A rimn ondo,M .W ikens (eds.), D ynam ics and T her—
m odynam ics of System s with Long-Range Interactions, Lecture Notes In
Physics 602 (Springer, Berlin, 2002).



B]1 A .S.Eddington, T he InternalC onstitution of Stars (C am bridge U niversity
P ress, 1926).

4] D .LyndenBelland R .W ood, T he gravo-them alcatastrophe In isothem al
soheres and the onset of red-giant structure for stellar system s, M on. N ot.
R .Astron. Soc. 138, 495{525 (1968).

Bl L.Casetti, M .Pettini, and E .G .D .Cohen, G eom etric approach to Ham ik
tonian dynam ics and statisticalm echanics, Phys. Rep.337 237{341 (2000).

6] L.Caiani, L.Casetti, C .C lem enti, and M .Pettini, G eom etry ofdynam ics,
Lyapunov exponents, and phase transitions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79 4361 {4364
1997).

[71 L.Angelani, L.Casetti, M .Pettini, G . Ruocco, and F . Zam poni, Topolog—
ical signature of rst-order phase transitions n a m ean— eld m odel, Euro—
phys. Lett. 62:775{781 (2003).

Bl L.Angelani, L.Casetti, M .Pettini, G .Ruocco, and F . Zam poni, Topology
and phase transitions: From an exactly solvablem odelto a relation betw een
topology and them odynam ics, Phys. Rev. E 71036152 [12 pages] (2005).

Pl L.Casetti, E.G .D .Cohen, and M . Pettini, E xact resul on topology and
phase transitionsat any nieN ,Phys.Rev.E 65:036112 M pages] (2002).

[l0] L.Casetti, M .Pettini,and E .G .D .Cohen, P hase transitions and topology
changes In con guration space, J. Stat. Phys. 111:1091{1123 (2003).

1] P.Grnza and A .M ossa, Topological origin of the phase transition In a
m odelof DNA denaturation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92:158102 [B pages] (2004).

[12] A .C .R beiro Teixeira and D . A . Stariolo, Topologicalhypothesis on phase
transitions: the sim plest case, Phys. Rev. E 70016113 [7 pages] (2004).

[L3] M . K astner, Unattainability of a purely topological criterion for the exis-
tence of a phase transition for non-con ning potentials, Phys. Rev. Lett.
93:150601 # pages] (2004).

[l4] R.Franzosi and M . Pettini, Theorem on the origin of phase transitions,
Phys.Rev. Lett. 92 060601 4 pages] (2004);R .Franzosi,M .Pettini,and L.
Spinelli, Topology and phase transitions I: theorem on a necessary relation,

5] C.C.Yan and G . H.W annier, O bservations on the sphericalm odel of a
ferrom agnet, J. M ath. Phys. 6:1833{1838 (1965).

[l6] T .H .Berlin andM .K ac, T he sphericalm odelofa ferrom agnet, P hys. Rev.
86:821{835 (1952).

[l7]M . Kastner and O . Schnetz, On the mean-eld spherical m odel,


http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0505057
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0503046

[18] G . S. Joyce, Spherical m odel w ith long-range ferrom agnetic interactions,
Phys. Rev. 146:349{358 (1966).

9] R.S.E1lis, K . Haven, and B . Turkington, Large deviation principles and
com plete equivalence and nonequivalence results for pure and m ixed en-—
sembles, J. Stat. Phys. 101:999{1064 (2000).

R0] J.Barre,F .Bouchet, T .D auxois, and S.Ru o, Large deviation techniques
applied to system sw ith long-range interactions, J. Stat. Phys.119:677{713
(2005).



