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This paper is a com panion article to our previous paper (J. Stat. Phys. 119, 1283 (2005),
cond-m at/0408681), which introduced a generalized canonical ensemble ocbtained by multiplying
the usual Bolzm ann weight factor e of the canonical ensemble w ith an exponential factor in—
volving a continuous function g of the Ham iltonian H . W e provide here a sin pli ed Introduction
to our previous work, focusing now on a num ber of physical rather than m athem atical aspects of
the generalized canonicalensem ble. Them ain result discussed is that, for suitable choices of g, the
generalized canonicalensem ble reproduces, in the them odynam ic 1im it, allthem icrocanonicalequi-
Ibrium properties of the m any-body system represented by H even ifthis system has a nonconcave
m icrocanonical entropy function. T his is som ething that In general the standard (g = 0) canonical
ensem ble cannot achieve. T hus a virtue of the generalized canonicalensem ble is that it can bem ade
equivalent to the m icrocanonical ensemble in cases where the canonical ensemble cannot. The case

of quadratic g-functions is discussed In detail; it leads to the socalled G aussian ensem ble.

PACS numbers: 0520G g, 6540Gr, 1240Ee

I. NTRODUCTION

The study of m any-body system s having nonconcave
entropy functions hasbeen an active topic of research for
som e yearsnow ,w ith eldsofstudy ranging from nuclar
fragm entation processes ,E,B], and phase transitions in
general E,E,E], to statistical theordies of stars form ation
ﬂ,,@,lﬁ,lﬂ,'ﬁ], as well as statistical theories of uid
turbulence E,lﬂ]. Themany di erent system s covered
by these studies share an interesting particularity: they
all have equilbrium properties or states that are seen
In the m icrocanonical ensem ble but not In the canoni-
calensam ble. Such m icrocanonical nonequivalent states,
as they are called, directly arise as a result of the non—
concaviy ofthe entropy fiinction, and can present them —
selvesin m any di erent waysboth at the them odynam ic
kvel (eg., as negative values of the heat capacity E,E])
and the level of generalm acrostates (eg., as canonically—
unallow ed values of the m agnetization E,E]) .

T he fact that the canonicalensem ble m isses a part of
the m icrocanonical ensem ble when the entropy finction
of that latter ensem ble is nonconcave can be understood
super cially by noting two m athem atical facts:

(i) T he free energy function, the basic therm odynam ic
function of the canonicalensamble, is an always concave
function of the inverse tem perature.

(i) T he Legendre (Fenchel) transform , the m athem at—
icaltransform that nom ally connects the free energy to
the entropy, and vice versa, only yields concave functions.

Taken together, these facts tell us that m icrocanon—
ical entropy functions that are nonconcave cannot be
expressed as the Legendre(Fenchel) transform of the
canonical free energy function, for otherw ise these en—
tropy fiinctions would be concave. One should accord—
Ingly expect iIn this case to ocbserve m icrocanonicalequi-
Ibrium properties that have absolutely no equivalent in
the canonicalensam ble, since the energy and the tem per-
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ature should then cease to be related in a one-to-one fash-
jon, as is the case when the entropy fiinction is strictly
concave. This is indeed what is predicted theoretically
4,171 and what is cbserved in m any system s, including
selfgravitating system s ﬂ, E, E, m, L'L__’Il, E], m odels of

uid turbulence E, E], atom clusters E, E], aswell
as long-range Interacting spin m odels JZIHZ,E,'Z,
E,m] and m odels of plasm as E].

W hat we present In this paper com es as an attem pt to
speci cally assess the nonequivalent properties of a sys—
tem which are seen at equilbrium in the m icrocanonical
ensam ble but not in the canonical ensem ble. O bviously,
one way to predict or calculate such properties is to pro-
ceed directly from the m icrocanonical ensemble. How -
ever, given the notorious Intractability ofm icrocanonical
calculations m], it seem s sensible to consider the possi-
bility of m odifying or generalizing the canonical ensem —
bl in the hope that i can be m ade equivalent w ith the
m icrocanonical ensem ble while preserving its analytical
and com putational tractability. O ur ain here is to show
how this idea can be put to work In two steps:  rst,
by presenting the construction ofa generalized canonical
ensem ble, and, second, by o ering proofs of its equiv—
alence w ith the m icrocanonical ensemble. O ur general-
ized canonical ensemble, i tums out, not only contain
the canonical ensem bl as a special case, but also incor-
porates the socalled G aussian ensem ble proposed som e
years ago by H etherington ]. T he proofs of equiva—
Jence that we present here for the generalized canonical
ensam ble also apply therefore to the G aussian ensem ble.

M uch ofthe content of the present paper hasbeen ex—
posed In a previous paper of ours E]. T he reader will

nd in that paper a com plte and rigorous m athem ati-
caldiscussion ofthe generalized canonicalensem ble. The
goalofthe present paper is to com plem ent this discussion
by presenting i in a less technical way than previously
done and by highlighting a num ber physical in plications
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ofthe generalized canonicalensem ble which were not dis—
cussed before.

T he content of the paper is as ollow s. In the next sec—
tion, we review the theory of nonequivalent ensem bles so
as to set the notations and the basic results that we seek
to generalize in this paper. T his section is also m eant to
be a review ofthe de nitions of the m icrocanonical and
canonicalensem bles. In Section [[I, we then present our
generalization of the canonical ensem ble and give proofs
of its equivalence w ith the m icrocanonical ensemble for
both the them odynam ic level and the m acrostate level
of statisticalm echanics. Section 7] specializes these con—
siderations to the special case of the G aussian ensem ble.
W ebrie y comment, nally, on ourongoing work on ap—
plications of the generalized canonicalensem ble.

II. REVIEW OF NONEQUIVALENT
ENSEM BLES

W e consider, as is usual in statistical m echanics, an
n-body system with m icrostate ! 2 , and Ham ilto—
nian H (!); , is the m icrostate space. D enoting the
m ean energy ofthe system by h(!)= H (! )=n,wede ne
them icrocanonicalentropy finction ofthe system by the
usuallm it
Iim

n! 1

1
s() = —In , @); 1)
n
where

da! =
nd(!)=ug n

n @)= h¢) wd! @)

fl2

represents the density ofm icrostates ! ofthe system hav—
Ing amean energy h(!) equalto u. As is wellkknown,
s(u) is the basic function for the m icrocanonical ensem —
ble from which one calculates the them odynam ic prop—
erties of the system represented by h(!) as a function
of its energy nu. T he analogous function for the canoni-
calensem blewhich isused to predict the them odynam ic
behavior of the system as a function of is tem perature

T= (g ) ! isthe freeenergy fiinction ’ ( ). The latter
function is taken here to be de ned by the lin i
, 1
()= Im —InZ,(); 3)
n! 1 n
w here
Z
Zn ()= e B g @)

n

denotes, as usual, the partition finction ofthe system at
inverse tem perature = (kg T) * .

T he entropy and free energy functions are obviously
twodi erent finctionsthat refertotwo di erent physical
sji:uatjons| the ©rst to a closed system having a xed
energy, the second to an open system in contact wih a
heat bath having a xed inverse tem perature. H ow ever,
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FIG . 1l: Geom etric interpretation of supporting lines in rela-
tion to the graph ofthe m icrocanonical entropy flinction s (u)
(full line) and is concave envelope or concave hull s ()
(dashed line). The point a In the gure hasthe property that
s(u) adm its a supporting line at a; ie. there exists a lne
passing through (a;s(@)) that lies above the graph of s(u).
In thiscase, s@) = s (@). The point b in the gure has the
property that s (u) adm itsno supporting line at b. In thiscase
sb)& s ).

these two functions are not independent. In fact, we

only have to rew rite the integral de ning the partition

function Z, ( ) asan Integraloverthem ean energy valies
Z

Zn ()= n@e™ " du ©)

rather than an integralover L, and then approxin ate
the resulting integralusing Laplace’sm ethod, to see that

Zn() ep nhffu swg (6)
w ith subexponential correction factors in n. This appli-
cation of Laplace’s approxin ation is quite standard in
statisticalm echanics and leads us hitherto to the ©ollow —
ing in portant equation:
()= jr&ff u  s)g; (7)
which expresses’ ( ) asthe LegendreFenchel (LF) trans—
form ofs@) [L3,130]. In convex analysis, the LF trans—
form is often abbreviated by the notation * = s , and
s 1In this context is called the dual of s [13,134,131]. &
can be shown that the basic relationship ¥ = s hols
no m atter what shape s (u) has, be it concave ornot [L3].
Consequently, ’ ( ) can alwaysbe calculated from them i-
crocanonicalensemble by rst calculating s () and then
take the LF transform of this latter function. T hat this
procedure always yield the correct free energy function
" () follow sbasically from the factthat’ ( ) isan always
concave fiinction of  [3(C].
Tt is the converse process, that is, the attem pt of cal-
culating s @) from the point ofview ofthe canonicalen—
sam ble by calculating the LF transform of / () which



is problem atic. Contrary to ' ( ), s() need not be an
always concave function ofu. This has for consequence
that the double LF transform ’ = (s ) , which takes
the explicit form

" )= s

(W)= mmff u '’ ()g; (8)

m ay not necessarily yield s ) since the LF transform of
a concave function, here ’ ( ), yields a concave function.
At this point, the key question that we have to ask then
is: when doess (u) equals()?

T he answ erto thisquestion isprovided by the theory of
convex functions [13,131], and invokes a conospt central
to this theory known as a supporting line. This is the

sub fct of the next theorem which we state w ithout a
proof; see Ref. [13] for details.

Theorem 1. W e say that s adm its a supporting line at

u if there exists such that s ) su)+ (v u) for
allv (seeFig.0D).
(@) If s adm its a supporting line at u, then
s)=mff u ' ()g=s (): ©)
() If s adm its no supporting line at u, then
s)® mff u ' ()g=s @): @10)

In the form er case where s adm its a supporting line,
we say that the m icrocanonical and canonicalensembles
are therm odynam ically equivalent at u, since then them i-
crocanonicalentropy fiinction can be calculated from the
point of view of the canonical ensemble by taking the
LF transform of free energy finction. In the opposite
case, nam ely when s does not adm i a supporting line,
we say that the m icrocanonical and canonicalensam bles
are therm odynam ically nonequivalent at u [L3, 125, 132].
Note that s () represents In generalthe concave enve—
Iope or concave hull of s(u) which is the an allest con—
cave functions satisfying s (u) s@) Por all values of
u in the range ofh (see Fig.[l). Hence, su) < s (@) if

s@u) & s (). Note also that if s isdi erentiable at u,
then the slope of its supporting line, if it has one, has
the value = s%) [L3].

T he nonequivalence of the m icrocanonical and canon—
ical ensem bles can also be stated altematively from the
point ofview ofthe canonicalensembleasa de nition n—
volving the free energy. A 1l that is required is to use the
fact that the LF transform ofa strictly concave, di eren—
tiable function (hegative second derivative everyw here)
yields a function which is also strictly concave and dif-
ferentiable [31]. This is stated next w ithout proof (see
Refs. [6,113,124]) .

Theorem 2. Let’ () denote the free energy finction
de ned in ).

@) If’ is di erentiabk at , then

sw)=" @)= u () 11)

& 5

FIG.2: Free energy function ’ ( ) associated w ith the non—
concave entropy fiinction s (u) shown in Fig.[l. T he region of
nonconcaviy of s() is signaled at the levelof’ ( ) by the
appearance of a point . where’ ( ) isnondi erentiabl. -
equals the slope of the a ne part of s (u), whik the left-
and right-derivatives of’ at . equalu, and u;, respectively.

where u = ’9( ) represents the equilorium valie of h
in the canonical ensem bl with inverse tem perature

) If " is everywhere di erentiablk, then s = ' for
allu in the range ofh.

This last result is usefilbecause i pinpoints the pre—
cise physical cause of nonequivalent ensem bles, nam ely,
the em ergence of rst-order phase transitions in the
canonical ensemble, as signaled by nondi erentiable
points of ¥ (). Put simply, but not quie rigorously,
there m ust be nonequivalence of ensem bles w henever the
canonicalensem ble undergoesa rst-order transition be—
cause, In crossing the critical Inverse tem perature . at
which 7 () isnondi erentiable, this ensem ble skips over
an Interval of m ean energy values that are accessble
w ithin them icrocanonicalensemble [Z,13,14,15,18,115,133].
The \skipped" interval In this case is precisely given by
(u1;un ), where u; and u, are the lower and upper values
at which we have them odynam ic nonequivalence of en—
sambles, that is, at which s@w) 6 s () Fi.[). Going
to the canonical ensem ble, it can be shown w ithout too
much di cultiesthat these boundary valuesare also such
thatu;= "%( .+ 0)andu, = "% . 0),where’ %( .+ 0)
and ’ 9 ¢ 0) denote the right-and left-side derivatives
of 7 at ., respectively Fig.[d). Therefore, from the
canonical point of view , the length u= uy, u; ofthe
nonconcavity interval of s(u) corresponds to the latent
heat ofa rst-order phase transition.

ITII. GENERALIZED CANONICAL ENSEM BLE

W e now introduce a new canonical ensemble that, as
we w ill prove, can be m ade equivalent w ith the m icro—
canonical ensemble In cases when the standard canoni-
cal ensemble is not. The construction of this general-
ized canonical ensem ble ollow s sin ply by replacing the
Lebesguem easured! entering in the integralofthe parti-



tion fiinction Z, ( ) with the new measuree 290 ¢ N 41,
where g (h) is a continuous but otherw ise arbitrary func—
tion ofthe m ean Ham iltonian h (! ). Thus,
Z
Zg;n ( ): e n h() ngh()) d! (12)

n

represents the partition of our system in the generalized
canonical ensem ble w ith param eter . The correspond-—
Ing generalized free energy is

1

"g()= Im ;]nzg;n(): 13)

n! 1
W e use at this point the variable i lieu of 1n or-
dernot to confuse w ith the inverse tem perature of the
canonicalensem ble.
At the level of probabilities, the change of m easure
dr ! enrdBtN 41 Jeads us naturally to consider the
follow ing probability density:

en h{) ngh))

. (1) = 14
py; (1) Zam () 14)

as de ning our generalized canonical ensemble. The
choiceg= 0 yieldsback obviously the standard canonical
ensam ble; that is,

Py-o; (1) = ——— 15)

and 4o ()="( = ).

Let usnow show how the generalized canonicalensem —
ble can be used to calculate the m icrocanonical entropy
function. Repeating the steps which led us to express
" () astheLF transform ofs (), i is straightforward to
derive the ollow ngm odi ed LF transfom :

"g()=mff ut g) shwig 16)

which,by de ningg ()= s@) g(),can bewritten in
the form

Tg)= J'l']lJff u  sqWg: 7)

T his show s that the generalized free energy ' 4 ( ) is the

LF transform ofa deform ed entropy finction sy (). This

function can be thought of as representing the entropy

function of a generalized m icrocanonical ensemble de-

ned by the follow ingm odi ed density of states:
Z
gm @) = h() we™®tNqr: @8

n

Note indeed that 4, @)= e ™9™ | @), so that

1
sy () I —Tn g (2)

n! 1

g@)+ Iim EJn n )
n! 1 n

= s@) gf): 19)

As was the case for standard canonical free energy
" (), the LF transform that now relates ’ 5 () to the
LF transform of sy (u) can be shown to be valid for any
function s (u) and any choice ofg since’ 4 ( ) isan always
concave function of . However, as before, the reversal
ofthis transform is sub fcted to a supporting line condi-
tion which now takes e ect at the levelof g (u). M ore
precisely, if sy adm its a supporting Iine at u, in the sense
that there exists such that
Sq (V) sg)+ (v u) @0)
orallv, then the transform ’  yields the correct entropy
function sy at u, that is,

sg)=Mff u " 4()g=s4 @); @1)

otherw ise s4 (u) 6 Sy (u). At this point, we only have
to use the fact that s) = s4 () + g() to ocbtain the
follow ing resul.

Theorem 3. Let g() ke a continuous function of u in
termm s of which we de ne s; (u) = s) g(Q).
(@) If sy adm its a supporting line at u, then

s)=mff u '4()g+ gm): 22)

() If sy does not adm it a supporting line at u, then

s)< mff u " 4()g+ gwm): 23)

This result e ectively corrects for the nonequivalence
of the m icrocanonical and canonical ensembles, for it
show s that, In cases where s does not have a supporting
line at u, wemay be ablke to nd a function g€ 0 that
locally transformm s s (u) to a deform ed entropy sy = s g
that has a supporting line at u. This induced support—
ing line property isw hat enablesuse to w rite s4 (u) asthe
LF transform ofthe deform ed free energy function ’ 4 ( ),
and, from there, we recover s(u) by sin ply adding g @)
to the result of the LF transform of’ 4 ( ), thereby un-
doing the deform ation induced by g. In this case, we
can say, In parallelw ith was said in the previous section,
that we have equivalence of the m icrocanonical and gen—
eralized canonical ensem bls at the therm odynam ic kevel
O bviously, if s; does not possess a supporting line at u
for the chosen g, then Sy (u) 6 s4 @), and so the trick
of expressing s () through the LF transform of " 4 ()
does not work. In this latter case, we say that there
is therm odynam ic nonequivalence of the m icrocanonical
and generalized canonical ensem bls.

W e close our discussion of therm odynam ic nonequiva-—
lence of ensem bles by stating the generalization of T he—
oram [d. W e om it the proof of this generalization as it
follow s directly from welkknown properties of LF trans—
form s and a straightforw ard generalization ofwelbknown
results about the equilbriim properties of the canonical
ensam ble.
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FIG . 3: Schem atic illustration of the e ect of g on the entropy and free energy functions. (Left) Initial entropy s () and its
corresponding free energy ’ () (see Figs.[l andB)). ™ iddk) M odi ed entropy sy ) having a sm aller region of nonconcavity
than s(u), and its corresponding generalized free energy ' 4 ( ). Right) A m odi ed entropy sq4 (u) rendered fiilly concave by g;
its corresponding generalized free energy ’ 4 ( ) is everyw here di erentiable.

Theorem 4. Let’ () denote the generalized free en—
ergy fiinction de ned in [3).
(@) If ' 4 is di erentiabke at , then

sfug; ) = "4y )t glug; )
= ug; ,g( )+ g(ug; ); (24)
where uy, = ’g( ) represents the equilibbrium value ofh

in the generalized canonical ensem bl with param eters
and g.

) if " 4 is everywhere di erentiabk, then s= ' ; + g
for allu in the range ofh.

The implications of this theoram are illustrated in
Fig.[d, which shows the plots of di erent entropy and
free energy fiinctions resulting from di erent choices for
the function g. This gure depicts three possble scenar-
jos:

(@) The origihalnonconcave entropy flinction s (u) and
its associated nondi erentiable free energy function 7 ()
forg= 0.Recallin this case that the extent of the non-
concave region of s (u) is equalto the Jatent heat associ-
ated w ith the nondi erentiable point of’ ( ); see Fig[3.

() Them odi ed entropy function g (u) resulting from
this choice ofg has a sn aller region ofnonconcavity than
s(), which is to say that

Ug = Ug;h Uga < U: (25)

From the point of view of the generalized canonical en—
sam ble, we have

"9t 0); 26)

and so we see that this choice of g brings, in e ect, the
left-and right-derivative of’ 4 at . closerto one another
com pared to the case where g = 0. In other words, this
choice of g has the e ect of \inhbiing" the rstorder
phase transition of the canonicalensem ble.

(©) There isa function g thatm akes sq4 (1) strictly con—
cave everyw here. In thiscase, ' 4 ( ) iseverywheredi er-
entiable, which m eans that the rst-order phase transi-
tion ofthe canonicalensem ble hasbeen com pletely oblit—
erated. T hus, by varying , it is now possible to \scan"
w ith ug; any values of the m ean H am iltonian h, which
isa form alway to say that the generalized canonicalen—
sem ble can be used to access any particularm ean energy
value of the m icrocanonical ensem ble, and so that both
ensem bles are equivalent.

IV. MACROSTATE NONEQUIVALENCE OF
ENSEM BLES

Just as the thermm odynam ic properties of system s can
generally be related to their m acrostates equilbrium
properties, it is possble to de ne the equivalence or
nonequivalence of the m icrocanonical and canonical en—
sam bles at the m acrostate level and relate this level to
the them odynam ic level of nonequivalent ensem bles de-
scribed earlier. This was done recently by E llis, H aven
and Turkington [L3]. A full discussion of the resuls de—
rived by these authors would 1l too much space; we
will Jim it ourselves here to present a summ ary version
of the most In portant results found in Ref. [L3] and



then present generalizations of these results which are
obtained by replacing the canonical ensemble w ih the
generalized canonicalensem ble R29].

W e rst recallthe basis or de ning nonequivalent en—
sem bles at the m acrostate level. G Iven a m acrostate or
order param eterm , we proceed to calculate the equilb-
rium , that is, m ost probabl values ofm in the m icro-
canonical and canonical ensem bles as a function of the
m ean energy u and inverse tem perature , respectively.
Let usdenote the rst set ofm icrocanonical equilbbriim
values of m param eterized as a function ofu by E" and
the second set of canonical equilbrium values param e—
terized as a function of by E . By com paring these
sets, we then de ne the follow ing. O n the one hand, we
say that them icrocanonicaland canonicalensem bles are
equivalent at the m acrostate kvel whenever, for a given
u, there exists such thatEY = E . On the other hand,
we say that the two ensam bles are nonequivalent at the
m acrostate kevel if for a given u, there is no overlap be-
tween EY and allpossible setsE , that is, m athem atically
IfEY\E = ; forall

These de nitions of the m acrostate level of equivalent
and nonequivalent ensem bles can be found in plicitly in
thew ork ofE yink and Spohn [L7]. T hey are stated explic—
ik in the com prehensive study ofE 1lis, H aven and Turk—
ington [13], who have proved that the m icrocanonical
and canonicalensem bles are equivalent (resp . nonequiv—
alent) at the m acrostate kevel when they are equivalent
(resp ., nonequivalent) at the them odynam ic level. The
m aln assum ption underlying their work is that the m ean
Ham iltonian function h (! ) can be expressed as a func—
tion ofthe m acrostate variablem in the asym ptotic 1im it
wheren ! 1 .A summary oftheirm ain results is pre—
sented next; see Ref. [L3] orm ore com plete and general
resuls.

Theorem 5. W e say that s adm its a strict supporting
line atu ifthere exists such thats®) < s@u)+ & u)
forallv$é u.

(@) If s adm its a strict supporting line at u, then E¥ =
E forsome 2 R,whichequalss®@u) ifs isdi erentiablke
atu.

) If s adm its no supporting line at u, that is, equiv—
akntly, ifsw)6 s (u),thenE'\E = ; forall 2 R.

The st case corresponds, as was stated above, to
m acrostate equivalence ofensem bles, w hereas the second
corresponds to m acrostate nonequivalence of ensam bles.
T here is a third possbl relationship that we om it from
our analysis because of too m any technicalities involved:
it is referred to as partial equivalence and arises when
S possesses a non-strict supporting line at u, that is, a
supporting line that touches the graph of s(u) at m ore
than one point [L3].

Our next resuk is the generalization of Theorem [H
about m acrostate equivalence and nonequivalence of en—
sembles. It shows, in analogy w ith the them odynam ic
Jevel, that the m icrocanonical properties of a system can
be calculated from the point of view of the generalized

canonical ensem ble when the canonical ensem ble cannot
be used for that goal.

Theorem 6. Lets; )= s@u) g), whereg(u) isany
continuous function of the m ean energy u, and kt Eg;
denote the set of equilbrium valies of the m acrostate m
in the generalized canonicalensem bl w ith finction g and
param eter

(@) If sy adm its a strict supporting line at u, then
EY = E;, fr some 2 R, which equal sg @) if sq
is di erentiabk atu.

() If sy does not adm it a supporting line at u, that is,
equivalently, if s; @) 6 s; (), then E"\Ey;; = ; Prall

2 R.

P roof. For the purpose of proving this result, we de ne
a generalized m icrocanonical ensam ble by changing the
Lebesgue measure (!) = d!, which underlies the de -
nition ofthe m icrocanonicalensem ble, to the m easure

g(1)y=ens0tNqr: @7)

A s m entioned bebre, the extra factor e "9® ) nodi-

es the m icrocanonical entropy s(u) to g ) as shown
in [[@); however, and this is a crucial observation, i
Jeaves all the m acrostate equilbriim properties of the
m icrocanonical ensem ble unchanged because all the m i~
crostates that have the sam e m ean energy still have the
sam e welight. This In plies that the generalized m icro—
canonicalensam ble is, by construction, alw aysequivalent
to the m icrocanonical ensem ble at the m acrostate level
T hat is to say, jfEC‘; denotes the set of equilbrium values
of the m acrostate m w ith respect to the generalized m i-
crocanonicalensem ble w ith m ean energy u and function
g, then E; = E" rallu and allg.

Next we observe that the supporting line properties
of s4 (u) determm ine w hether the generalized m icrocanon—
ical and generalized canonical ensem bles are equivalent
or not, just as the supporting line properties of s ) de—
termm Ine w hether or not the standard m icrocanonicaland
standard canonical ensem bles are equivalent; to be sure,
com pare equations [@) and 7).

W ih these two ocbservations in hand, we are now ready
to prove equivalence and nonequivalence resuls between
E" and Eg; Indeed, all we have to do is to use the
equivalence and nonequivalence results of T heorem [H to

rst derive equivalence and nonequivalence resuls about
E; and Eg; , and then transform these to equivalence and
nonequivalence resultsbetween E"and Eq; using the fact
that E" = EJ forallu and any choice of g. To prove
Part (a), for exam ple, we reason as follow s. If s; adm its
a strict supporting line at u, then E; = Ey; fOr some

2 R.ButshceEj = EY forallu and any g, we cbtain
EY = Ey; for the same value of . Part (o) is proved
sim ilarly. If sy adm its no supporting line at u, that is, if
Sq @) 6 s, @), then Ec_‘; \Eg; =; forall 2 R.Ushhg
agai the equality Ej = E¥,we thusobtan E¥ \ Eg; = ;
forall 2 R. O



V. GAUSSIAN ENSEM BLE

The choice gu) = u? de nes an Interesting orm of
the generalized canonical ensemble that was Introduced
m ore than a decade ago by H etherington 28] under the
nam e of G aussian ensem bk; see also Refs. 34, 135, 134,

7,138]. M any properties of this ensemble were studied
by Challa and H etherington [35,136] who showed, am ong
other things, that the G aussian ensem ble can be thought
ofasarising when a sam ple system isput in contact w ith
a niteheat reservoir. From thispoint ofview , the G aus—
sian ensemble can be thought of as a kind of \bridge
ensam ble" that interpolates between the m icrocanonical
ensam ble, whose de nition Involves no reservoir, and the
canonicalensem ble, whose de nition nvolves an in nite
reservoir.

T he resuls presented in this paper in ply a som ew hat
di erent Interpretation of the G aussian ensem ble. T hey
show that the G aussian ensamble can in fact be m ade
equivalent w ith them icrocanonicalensam ble, in the ther-
m odynam ic lim i, when the canonical ensem ble cannot.
A trivialin plication ofthis isthat the G aussian ensemble
can also be m ade equivalent w ith both the m icrocanoni-
caland canonical ensem bles if these are already equiva-—
lent. T he precise form ulation of these equivalence results
is contained in Theorem s[3 and [@ ;n which s4 (u) takes
the orm s @)= sw) u?.

In the speci c case ofthe G aussian ensem ble, these re—
sults can be rephrased in a m ore geom etric fashion using
the fact that a supporting line condiion for s atu is
equivalent to a supporting parabola condition for s at
u. To see this, we need to substitute the expression of
s @)and = s@) = W) 2 u i thede nition of
the supporting line to cbtain

s W) s+ & u+ & 1.1)2 28)

forallv. W e assum e at this point that s , and therefore
s, are di erentiable finctions at u. T he right-hand side
of this inequality represents the equation of a parabola
that touches the graph of s at u and lies above that graph

at all other points  ig.H); hence the tem supporting

parabola. A s a result of this ocbservation, we then have
the ollow Ing: if s adm its a supporting parabola at u

€ ig.[@), then

2

sa) = ' @+ u

"o (gt u?;

nff u (29)
otherw ise the above equation is not valid. A m acrostate
extension of this result can be ormulated in the same
way by transform ing the supporting line condition for
s in Theorem @by a supporting parabola condition for
s().

T he advantage of using supporting parabola instead of
supporting lines is that m any properties of the G aussian
ensam ble can be proved In a sin ple, geom etric way. For
exam ple, i is clear that sinhce s@) can possess a sup-—
porting parabola while not possessing a supporting line

u

FIG. 4: Exampl of a point of s(u) which does not adm it
a supporting line but adm its a supporting parabola. Such a
point is accessble to the G aussian ensem ble but not to the
canonicalensem ble.

Fig.[), the G aussian ensem ble does indeed go beyond
the standard canonical ensemble. M oreover, the range
of nonconcavity of sy (u) should shrink as one chooses
larger and larger valuesof . From this last observation,
it should be expected that a single ( nie) valieof can
In fact be used to achieve equivalence between the G aus-
sian and m icrocanonicalensem bles for allvalue u In the
range of h, provided that (i) assumes a large enough
valie, basically greater that the largest second derivative
of s(u); (i) that the graph of s(u) contains no comers,
that is, points where the derivative of s(u) Jum ps and
where s® @) isunde ned; see Ref.[29] Hor details.

T he second point In plies physically that the G aussian
ensamblewih < 1 cannotbeapplied atpointsof rst—
order phase transitions in the m icrocanonicalensemble.
Such points, how ever, can be dealt w ith w thin the G aus—
sian ensemblke by ktting ! 1 , aswe shallshow In a
forthcom ing paper [44]. W ith the proviso that the lin it

! 1 may have to be taken, we can then conclude
that the G aussian ensemble is a universal ensem ble: in
theory, i can recover any shape of m icrocanonical en—
tropy fiinction through Eq.[29), which m eans that it can
achieve equivalence w ith them icrocanonicalensem ble for
any system .

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have studied a generalization of the
canonical ensemble which can be used to assess them i~
crocanonicalequilbrium properties ofa system when the
canonical ensem ble is unavailing in that respect because
of the presence of nonconcave anom alies in the m icro—
canonical entropy function. Starting with the support-
Ing properties of the m icrocanonical entropy, which are
known to detem ine the equivalence and nonequivalence
of the m icrocanonical and canonical ensem bles, we have
dem onstrated how these properties can be extended at
the levelofam odi ed form ofthem icrocanonicalentropy



to determ ine w hether them icrocanonicaland generalized

canonical ensam bles are equivalent or not. E quivalence-
ofensam bles conditions for these tw o ensam blesw ere also

given In tem s ofa generalized form ofthe canonical free

energy. F inally, we have discussed the case of the G aus—
sian ensamble, a statisticalm echanical ensemble intro—
duced som e tin e ago by H etherington, which arises here

asa soeci c instance ofour generalized canonicalensem —
ble. For the G aussian ensem ble, resuls establishing the

equivalence and nonequivalence w ith the m icrocanonical
ensam ble were given in term s of supporting parabolas.

In forthcom Ing papers, we w ill present applications of
the generalized canonical ensemble for two sinpl spin
m odels which are known to possess a nonconcave m icro—
canonical entropy fiinction. The rst one is the Curie—

W eissP ottsm odel studied In Refs. 21,,126]; the second is
the block spin m odel studied in Refs. [39,140].
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