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W e discuss a subtlety involved in the calculation ofm ultifractal spectra when these are expressed
as LegendreFenchel transfom s of finctions analogous to free energy functions. W e show that the
LegendreFenchel transform of a free energy function yields the correct m ultifractal spectrum only
when the latter is wholly concave. If the spectrum has no de nite concavity, then the transfomm
yields the concave envelope of the spectrum rather than the spectrum itself. Som e m athem atical
and physicalexam ples are given to illustrate this result, which lies at the root of the nonequivalence
of the m icrocanonical and canonical ensembles. On a m ore positive note, we also show that the
In possbility of expressing nonconcave m ultifractal spectra through LegendreFenchel transform s of
free energies can be circum vented w ith the help of a generalized free energy function, which relates
to a recently introduced generalized canonical ensemble. Analogies w ith the calculation of rate
functions in Jarge deviation theory are nally discussed.

PACS numbers: 0545D f, 64.60Ak, 6540G r

I. NTRODUCTION

Invariant m easures generated by nonlinear and com —
plex dynam ical system s often show striking scaling and
selfsim ilar featuresthat are ram iniscent of fractals. H ow —
ever, contrary to ordinary fractals, whose geom etric
structure is characterized by a single num ber (the fractal
or Hausdor dimension [1]), the scaling and selfsim ilar
properties of m easures are usually not captured by a sin—
gl dim ension, say , but by an in nite set of fractalor
sihgularity dim ensionsthat de nesthe so—called spectrum
of singularities f ( ), also known as them ulifractal spec—
trum [Z,/3]. The word \m ultifractal" hasbeen coined [4]
In this context precisely to suggest that a m easure hav-
Ing m ultiscaling properties can be pictured abstractly as
a superposition of m any \pure" fractals, each having a
din ension and a corresponding \weight" £ () in the
superposition.

To bem ore speci ¢, consideram easure de ned on a
d-dim ensional space X . G eneralizing the approach fol-
lowed In fractal geom etry, we proceed to partition or
\coarsegrain" the space X in am allboxes ofequal size "
and volum e "®. The m easure contained i each box is

Z

Pri= d &); @)

ith box

and from this quantity, a local fractaldin ension ;, also
called a crow ding index, is de ned by using the fact that
Pr;; Is expected to scale aspr;; " ' In the lin it where
the boxes’ size " goes to zero. Now, to account for the
fact that ; isnot constant over the partition but varies
In general from one box to another, we count the num ber
n» () ofboxes In the partition whose localdin ension is
equalto .From no (), themultifractalgpectrum f () is

then sin ply de ned through another scaling relationship,
namelyn«() " £0) asm"1 0.

Them ultifractalspectrum f ( ) isnota quantity which

is easily calculated analytically or num erically, since it
requires the enum eration ofall the boxes in the partition
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of X having a crowding index lying in som e Interval

[; + ]. A m ore m anageable quantiy which can be
related to f () is the socalled free energy function (q)
de ned by the scaling relationship Z« (@ " @, " ! 0,
where
X X
Zw (@ = p(.?;-l s @)
i i

is the partition fiinction associated w ith the partition X
of (the sum above runs over all the boxes of the par-
tition w ith pw;; € 0 sihce g can be negative). T he calcu-
lation of (g) parallels the calculation of free energies n
statisticalm echanics in that, if £ ( ) isknown, then ()
can be calculated as the LegendreFenchel (LF) trans—
form off () [2]; in symbols,
@ = mmffg £()g: @3)
2R
The resul that we shall study in this paper is the in-
verse result, nam ely that if (q) isknown, then f () can
be calculated from (@) by taking the LF transform of
the latter function; in sym bols,

f()= mmffq @g: 4)
g2 R

This result rst appeared in Refs. [4, 5], and has been
used extensively since then to calculate the multifrac—
tal spectrum ofm any phenom ena, lncliding turulence
e,\1,18,19,110d,111], geophysical processes, such as cloud
form ation and rain precipitations [12,113,[14], and uc-
tuations In nancialtin e serdes [3,/19], am ong m any oth—
ers [L6]. Unfrtunately, there is one aspect of Eq.[)

w hich is often overlooked when deriving it and applying
i, nam ely that it can only produce concave m ulifractal
Spectra, since LF transform s can only yield concave func—
tions. This basic property of LF transform s does not
a ect, as such, the calculation of (q) from f () because

it can be proved that () is an always concave function
ofqg. For calculating the m ultifractal spectrum , how ever,
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FIG.1l: (@) M ulifractal spectrum £ () for the invariant density of the Ulam map. () Corresponding free energy function

@) . () LegendreFencheltransform of (q).

there is a problem because f () need not be concave,
which m eans that £ () cannot always be calculated as
the LF transform of ().

O ur goalhere is to illustrate these cbservationsw ith a
num ber of basic exam ples, and to state the precise con—
ditions, based on convex analysis, that ensure that £ ()
can be calculated asthe LF transform of (g). T hese con—
ditionsw illbe discussed in the context of four physically—
relevant m ultifractal m odels: one related to turbulence,
another related to di usion-lin ited aggregates, and two
others related to chaotic system s. In an attempt to o er
a workable solution to the problem ofcalculating noncon-—
cave m ultifractal spectra, we shall also study a recently
Introduced generalized canonical ensemble to show that
nonconcave spectra can be obtained from am odi ed ver-
sion ofthe LF transform . T hispart w ill actually provide
an explicit calculation of a nonconcave spectrum £ ()
which uses thismodi ed LF transform . W e shall com -
ment nally, n the concluding section of the paper, on
analogies betw een nonconcave m ultifractal spectra, non—
concave entropies in statistical m echanics, and large de—
viation theory.

II. TWO SIMPLE EXAMPLES

W e begin by considering tw o explicit exam ples ofm ea—
sures whose mulifractal spectra are not given by LF
transform s oftheir free energy functions. The rstexam —
plwaspreviously discussed in Ref. [L7] (seealsoRef. [2]),
and w ill serve here as a starting point to our discussion of
the validity of the LF transfom of [4). Them easure or,
rather, the density in this case that we consider is given
by

)

where x 2 [ 1;1]. This density arises as the nvariant
density of the Ulam map and the T chebysche m aps.
Applying a partition of size " on the interval [ 1;1], &
can be seen that the two boxes of the partition located
near the boundary points x = 1 have measure pv;; =
" ) "'?,sothatf()= 0at = 1=2.Allthe other
boxeshavemeasurepr,; ",sothatf()=1lat =1,

n 1

as there are approxin ately n» () of these boxes.

Combining the two results, and setting n«» () = 0 for
2 f1=2;1g,we obtain
8
< 0 = 1=2
£f()= 1 =1 ©)
1 otherw ise.

T his spectrum is shown in Fig.[d@).

At this point, we go on to prove that £ () cannot be
expressed as the LF transform of (g) by direct calcula—
tion. Starting from the asym ptotic (" ! 0) expression of
the partition finction

X
Ze@=  pig "TREIMG @
we rst nd
o . _ 2 9> 2
@ = minfq 1;g=2g g 1 q 2: ®)
T hen keeping track ofthe two separate regionsg > 2 and
g 2,we nd
- . al 3) q> 2
ff = f 2
et @97 BL g Dr1 g 2
_ 2 1 2 [1=2;1] )
1 otherw ise.

C om paring this result with Eq.[6), we see that £ () cor—
responds to the LF transform of (q) for 2 (1=2;1)
only; see Figs.[Ml@) and (). For 2 @1=2;1), the LF
transform of (g) is nite, whilke the true spectrum £ () is
form ally equalto 1 , asthere isno box in the partition
of (%) wih localexponent In the range (1=2;1).

T his exam ple can be generalized to illustrate another
problem when trying to obtain £ () from (g). C onsider
a dynam icalsystem in d-dim ensionswhose Invariant den-
sity is everywhere nite, so that p;,» "¢, except at a

nite num berk of singularpointswherep;» " = "¢

wih 1; 25:::; ¢k < 1. The partition function for this
density is
X

Zw (@ = p‘f wdwday wd 1qy wd 2q d+kﬁ[; (10)



so that
@=minf(@ 1)d;d19;d 2q;:::;d xag: 1)

Them ininum can be calculated explicitly and yields

dg 1) g @ )t
= 12
@ a9 g a 42
w here = min; ;. We see here that the function ()

\overlooks" allthe singularities ;, except forthe am allest
one. Therefore, any perturbation of the singularities ;
that keeps Invariant w il change f () but not (),
which in plies that them apping of (g) to £ () must be
Indetermm inate as there is an in nite num ber of spectra
associated with the same free energy. Physically, this
also mplies that (q) does not o er the m ost com plete
description of the dynam ical system , since this finction
overlooks, as we said, all but one shgularity. To really
obtain a com plete picture of all the sihgularities of the
system , one m ust resort to calculate £ () and not jast
@ -

ITII. THEORY OF LF TRANSFORM S

T he results of the tw o previous exam ples are very sim —
pl and show at once that £ () cannot In general be
expressed as the LF transform of (g), contrary to what
is clain ed in m ost if not all references on the sub Fct.
The problem , as was m entioned, is that LF transform s
can only yield concave fiinctions, which m eans that these
transform s cannotbe used to calculate nonconcavem uli-
fractal spectra, including those of the two exam ples con—
sidered before. To m ake this observation m ore rigorous,
we Introduce In this section a f&w concepts and resulsof
convex analysis, beginning w ith the conospt of support—
ng lines. A llthede nitionsand theorem sdiscussed here
can be found in Ref. [L8]; see also ChapterVIofRef. [L9]
and Appendix A ofRef. 20].)

De nition 1. A function £ :R ! R adm isa supporting
line at ifthere exists a constant such that

£y £0O)+ | ) 13)

forall 2 R.

This de nition m eans graphically that we can draw a
line on top of the graph of £ ( ) that does not go under
that graph (see Fig.[2); hence the word \supporting."
W ith this picture In m Ind, it is easily seen that, if £
adm its a supporting line at and is di erentiabl at ,
then the slope ofthe supporting line m ust be such that
£90) =

T he in portance of supporting lines com es from their
association w ith LF transfom s, and from the fact, m ore
precisely, that they determ ine whether such transfom s
are Involutive, that is, w hetherthey are their ow n inverse.
In the context of £ () and (g), thism eans precisely the

Qmin ‘ Qmax
(7] ap, o

—0o0

FIG .2: (@) A generic nonconcave m ultifractal spectrum £ ()
(full line) together w ith its concave envelope £ () (dashed
line). The two functions coincide outside the open interval
( 17 n). The point a of the m ultifractal spectrum adm its a
supporting line (concave point), while the point b does not
(nonconcave point) .

follow ing. First, recallthat (q) can alwaysbe expressed
asthe LF transform off ( ), so Eq.(@) isalwaysvalid In—
dependently ofthe shape off ( ). This follow sessentially

from the fact that (g) is an always concave function of
g 2], a fact that can be proved using H older’s nequality.
T he inverse transform shown in [4), however, is not gen-—
erally valid, and this is where supporting lines becom e
In portant, as expressed in the next theorem .

Theorem 2. If f adm its a supporting line at , then
f at can expressed as the LF transform of (g) as in
Eq.[d). In this case, we say that f is concave at . On
the other hand, if £ does not adm it a supporting line at

,then £ at doesnot equalthe LF transform of (g).
In this case, we say that £ isnonconcave at

The two com plem entary results expressed in the the-
oram above are usually rephrased in convex analysis by
de ning the fiinction

f ()= nffqg @ag: (14)
g2 R
In tem soff (), we then have the ollow Ing resul.
Theorem 3. f()=f () ifand only iff admisa

supporting line at

For the rem aining, i isusefulto notethat £ () cor-
regoonds in generalto the sm allest concave function sat—
isfying £ () f () Prall 2 R. For this reason,
f () is called the concave envelope or concave hull of
f (). This Inplies, in particular, that if £ ( ) adm its no
supporting lines over som e open Interval, say ( 1; n) as
in Fig.[J, then £ () mustbea ne over that interval,
by which wemean that £ () hasa constant slope over
that Interval. T his last property, which is related to the
M axwell construction R1,[22], is illustrated in Fig.[2.

ANl ofthe propertiesoff () and £ () in relation to
LF transform s can be veri ed for the two exam ples con—
sidered previously. In the case of the Invariant density



ofthe Ulam m ap, for exam ple, the concave hullof f ()
is the fiilnction displayed in [3); it is obviously such that
£f() f () and is concave contrary to £ (). M ore-
over, it is easily verd ed from Fig.[d that the two points

= 1=2 and = 1 adm i a supporting line, which ex—
plainswhy £ ()= £ () there. These two pointsadm it
In fact an In nite num ber of supporting lines. For the
point = 1=2, for exam ple, all lines attached to (1=2;0)
w ih slope in the interval 2;1 ) are supporting in the
sense of [[3). For = 1, the supporting lines have slopes

in the interval ( 1 ;2].
W e can go further in our analysisoff () and () by
calling attention to the fact that
@ = i;lRffq £ (g: 15)

Therefore, (q) isnot only the LF transform off ( ), as
stated in Eq.[3), but also the LF transm of £ ().
This resul is general: i holds for any function f ( ) and
its concave envelope £ () de ned as in Eq.([I4) as the
double LF transform of f () or, m ore com pactly, as

f = = (£); 16)

where the star stands for the LF transfom ation. To
sum m arize, we then have = f , = () =f and
() = ) =£f = .Thischaihn ofequalities can be
expressed In a m ore transparent way using the follow ing
diagram :

)Y @ £ () a7

which m akes obvious the fact that there m ay be m ore
than one spectrum related the sam e free energy. In fact,
all £ () having the sam e concave envelope lad to the
sam e (g), as can be veri ed In the second exam ple con—
sidered before. F inally, note that the chain of equalities

reducesto = f and = f, orequivalently to
@ £0); (18)
when f()=f () forall 2 R,thatis,when £() is

everyw here concave.

Having listed all the relationships that exist between
f(), @andf (),wecannow fully addressthem ain
issue of this paper, which is to determ inewhen £ ( ) can
safely and com pletely be calculated as the LF transfom
of (@ .From the chain ofequalities and diagram s shown
above, this am ounts to determ ine w hen the LF transform
is Involutive; that is to say, under w hich conditions does
the diagram [I7) reduce to the diagram of [18)?

A rst obvious answer to this question is given by re—
calling what we have just m entioned about the diagram
of [18), nam ely that if f () is everywhere concave, then
the m ultifractal spectra f ( ) can com pktely ke calculated
as the LF transform of the free energy function (@).As
such, this answer is com plete but not very practical be—
cause it is based on f () and so presupposes that we
know f (). A more useful criterion can be stated from

qc q

FIG . 3: Free energy function (q) associated with the mul-
tifractal spectrum £ () shown in Fig. [2. The LF transom

of the concave envelope £ () of £( ) yields the sam e free

energy flnction.

the point of view of (q) alone by using a resul of con—
vex analysis connecting nonconcave or a ne regions of

f () wih nondi erentiable points of (g). This result is

stated next w ithout a proof; see [L8] form ore details (see
egpecially Theorem s23.5 and 26.3).

Theorem 4. Supposethat f () isnonconcave over som e
open interval ( 1; n) Fig.[2) or that £ () is concave
buta neover ( 1; n). Then (g) isnondi erentiable at
som e criticalvalie . corresponding to the slopeoff ()

over the interval ( 1; ). M oreover, the keft—and right-
derivatives of (g) at ¢ equal  and ;, resgoectively
Fig.0).

From this result, we arrive at our criterion by taking
the contrapositive: if (g) is everywhere di erentiable,
then f () is concave everywhere wih no a ne parts.
Thus, from the point ofview of (g), £ ( )can com pktely
e calulbted as the LF transform of (q) if the htter
function is everywhere di erentiabk. Taking the view
that nondi erentiable points of (q) represent rst-order
phase transitions for m ultifractals 23, 124, 125, 126, 127],
this is equivalent to saying that £ () can com pktely ke
calculted as the LF transform of (g) in the absence of

rst-order phase transitions. Ifthere isa rst-orderphase
transition, then either £ ( ) is nonconcave som ew here, In
which case £ 6 , or else £ () is a ne som ewhere,
in which case f = Unfrtunately| and this is an
In portant pojnt| there is no way to distinguish the two
cases from the sole know ledge of (@) (see Figs.[Dand[3).
Thus, if (g) has one or m ore nondi erentiable points
and if there is no reason to think that f () is concave,
then one must resort to calculate £ () by m eans which
donot rely on ().

IVv.. APPLICATIONS

W e now revisit som e exam ples of m ultifractalm odels
that have been discussed in the physics literature, and
point out where and how our resuls of the previous sec—
tion apply.



A . M ultifractalturbulence m odels

One of the rst eld of study for which multifractal
m odels have been developed is fllly developed hydro-
dynam ic turbulence M, [1]. The basis of these m od—
els is that, In the turbulent ow, velocity increm ents

vi)= ¥&x+ 1) vEK)jata given distance 1scale with
Jocalexponents h, which are distrbuted on a fractal set
w ith fractaldim ension D (). T hisnotation is taken from
Benziet al. [71], and can be translated to our notation us—
ing the ollow ing identi cations:

h =
1=
3 Dh) = £()
p=4q
p = @: 19)

Here , denote the scaling exponents ofm om ents of ve—
locity increm ents in the mnertial range,

h(v)?i 1°: (20)

In m ultifractal turbulence m odels, the probability to ob—
serve a localexponent h is given by

13 D (h)

Pi1(h) 7 (21)

which is equivalent to our notation nw () LA
M oreover, for the scaling exponents p one has

o= minfhp+ 3 D (h)g; (22)
h

which is equivalent to the LF transorm of Eq.[3). In
practice, one extracts D () from the scaling exponents
pr Which can be m easured In experin ents. In our no-
tation, this m eans that one detem ines f ( ) by the LF
transform of the experin entally m easured (q).

In view ofallthe resuls derived before, we can notice
that m ultifractal turbulence m odels in their current form
can only dealwith the convex hull of the spectrum of
sihgularities. T he true spectrum D () ofa turbulent ow
is fully detem ined by the underlying dynam ics, ie., the
N avier-Stokes equation, and there is a priori no reason
to think that this spectrum should be a concave function
ofh. Our argum ents of the previous section now allow
for an experin ental check of the concavity of D (h): if
the experim entally-m easured  is di erentiable within
the precision allowed by the experin ent, then D () is
concave and therefore given by the LF transform of ,. If
one observesthat , isnondi erentiable, then eitherD ()
is nonconcave or else is a ne. Both cases are consistent
w ith the fact that [ isnondi erentiable, but there isno
way to tell from , which one of the two spectra is the
actualone.

The exponents  have been m easured in m any exper—
In ents; see, eg., Refs. [E,19]. W thin the experin ental
uncertainties, they are usually descrbed by a am ooth

function ofp, although one cannot fully exclide the exis-
tence of phase transitions. T he data found in Refs. [§,19],
forexam ple, show a relatively strong change of slope near
p= 3. Ifthe existence of such transitionswere con m ed
(eg. via the study of theoreticalm odels of turbulence),
then one would have to check that the underlying spec-
trum D () is either nonconcave or concave but a ne
som ewhere. IfD (h) is a ne (see, eg., Ref. [128]), then
that spectrum is correctly given by the LF transform of
p- IED () is nonconcave, then that spectrum is not
fully given by the LF transform of . In this case, ,
cannot provide a com plete description of the turbulent
ow , since all the local exponents h in the nonconcave
region ofD (h) are \overlooked," in the spirit of the two
sim ple exam ples discussed before, by . In short, these
exponents are described by D (h) but notby ;.

B. D i usion-lim ited aggregates

For the second exam ple, we consider m ultifractals as
generated by di usion—-1im ited aggregates O LA ) 29,130,
31]. Jensen et al Bl] provide convincing evidence that
the function (q) calculated for the ham onicm easure of
their D LA cluster exhibits a rst-order phase transition
atg= 023 005 (see theirFig. 3). From this resul,
allthat can be said about their £ ( ) spectrum obtained
by LF transform ing (g) (shown in their Fig. 4) is that
it is the concave hull £ () ofthe true f () spectrum .
N ote that the spectrum displayed In Fig. 4 of Ref. [31]
does show an a ne part, so it is consistent w ith the fact
that (@) has a nondi erentiable point. However, there
is a prorino reason why D LA clusters should possess a
concave goectrum of singularities, so that the part where
f () isseen tobe a ne could jist aswellbe nonconcave.
T herefore, at this point we m ay conclude that the true
f () soectrum ofthe D LA cluster studied by Jensen et
al. is as yet unknown.

Tt should be ram arked that, although Jensen et al pro—
vide evidence to the e ect that (q) possesses a nondif-
ferentiable point, the (9) which is calculated in practice
is actually always analytic if one deals with nite-size
D LA clusters. The spectrum £ () which is calculated
from () is, In this case, necessarily concave and has no
a ne parts. The nondi erentiable point of (g) and the
concom tanta nepartoff () appear, form ally speak—
ing, only in the \them odynam ic" lim it of in nitely large
clisters.

C . Chaotic system s

M ultifractal spectra have been calculated for m any
exam ples of chaotic dynam ical system s, including the
Henon map [B2] (see also Ref. [33]), and the driven
dam ped pendulim [B4]. The particularity of these two
exam plesisthat they seem togiveriseto rst-orderphase
transitions, which are also referred to as gphase tran—



sitions. A ccordingly, the question arises as to whether
these phase transitions em erge out of a nonconcave £ ()
orana nef ().

T he question, as it stands, is not resolved in the pa—
pers that treat these exam plesbecause they assum e that
f () is aways the LF transform of (g), which means
that they in plicitly assum e that f () is always concave.
Ttm ustbe observed that som e ofthe reported spectra ap—
peartobea ne (see,eg.,Fig.2 in Ref. [I32]), so they are
not problem atjc| they satisfy the concaviy assum ption.
H ow ever, som e other spectra are clearly nonconcave; see,
eg,Fig.1 nRef. B2]and Figs.2 and 3 in Ref. [34]. For
these, we m ust be carefiil because the observed noncon—
cavity couldbea nie-sizee ect nherent to the fact that
f () is com puted num erically ora nie coarsegraining
resolution ". Thus it could be that the nonconcaviy of
f() observed for " > 0 disappearsas " ! 0. To verify
this, one would need to perform a nitesize analysis of
the data by com puting £ ( ) ordecreasing valuesof" and
study the convergence of the results. Sin ilar nie-=size
analyseshave been perform ed in the context ofnum erical
calculations of the m icrocanonical entropy fiinction; see
Refs. [35,136,I37].

D . Spectrum ofdynam ical indices

F irst-order phase transitions have also been studied in
the context of chaotic system s at the level of an entropy—
like quantity referred to as the spectrum of dynam ical
Indices or expansion-rate spectrum [2,133,138,/39]. These
phase transitions typically occur for nonhyperbolic dy—
nam ical system s.

Tt would take us too far to explain the notion of dy—
nam ical indices and the m any exam ples for which this
quantity hasbeen studied. Let us only m ention that the
soectrum of dynam ical indices is a dynam ical analog of
f (), and that a ne and nonconcave soectra ofdynam i-
cal indices have been reported in the literature; see, eg.,
Refs. [33,139,140,141,/142,|43]. M ost ofthese references, un—
fortunately, share the sam e problem asthose discussed so
far: they assum e that the spectrum ofdynam ical indices
can alwaysbe calculated asthe LF transform ofa dynam —
ical analogue of the free energy function (g). M ost of
them assum e this even when reporting the com putation
ofnonconcave spectra; see Yoshida and M iyazaki [43] for
a noticeable exosption.

V. GENERALIZED FREE ENERGY
FUNCTIONS

A tthispoint, we have em phasized m ore than once that
a nonconcavem ultifractal spectrum cannotbe calculated
astheLF transform ofits corresponding free energy func-
tion. Our goal In this section is to o er a practical so—
ution to this problem by illustrating a m ethod for ob—
taining nonconcave spectra through LF transform s of a

generalized form of free energy function. The m ethod
was proposed recently in Refs. 20,144] In the context of
nonconcave entropies w thin the m icrocanonical ensem —
ble, and w illbe illustrated here in the context ofthe st
exam ple considered in Sec.[T.

The form of generalized free energy that we shall con—
sider isbased on a generalization ofthe partition fiinction
given by

X
Zolgg) = "L @3)

i

where ; representsthe local fractalexponent associated
w ith the probability pr;;, and g is an arbitrary sm ooth
function. Thisnew form generalizes the standard canon—
ical partition function, in the sense that
X
Znlgig= 0)= Zv (@@ = iy (24)

i

For de niteness, we shall adopt the choice g( ) = 2
wih 2 R. Therefore, the generalized partition function
that we consider is

Zo@ )= " @s)

W e call this partition function the G aussian partition
function ; is corresponding free energy function

. InZe@; )

@ )= P!mo T (6)
is called the G aussian free energy. Note that this new
free energy is a function oftwo realparam eters, gand ,
andthat (@ = 0= @-.

T he rationale for generalizing the standard free energy
function (g) to (g; ) is that it m odi es the structure
ofthe LF transform which connects (g) wih £ (), and
thusm odi es the conditions which ensure that £ () can
be w ritten asthe LF transform ofa free energy fiinction.
W e spare the reader w ith the details of thism odi cation
w hich can be found in Refs. 20,144]. For ourpurpose, we
shall only note the generalized versions of the LF trans—
form s that connect (g; ) and £ ( ); they are given by

2

@ )= Inffg + f()g (27)

and

£()= mnffq + 2
qi

@ )g: @8)

The st LF transform holds, like is standard version
( = 0), Pr any soectrum £ (), be i concave or not.
T he surprising virtue of the second LF transform is that
it also holds true for basically any f ( ), contrary to the
standard version ( = 0) which appliesonly when £ () is
concave. R ather than proving this result, we shall verify
that i is valid for the nonconcave m ultifractal spectrum



shown in F J'g.III @). That is, we shallobtain that noncon—
cave spectrum by inverting, in the m anner ofE q.[28), its
associated G aussian free energy  (q; ).

First, we calculate (g; ) starting from Z« (@ ):

X 2
7w (q; ) = nd it i ng=2+ =4 + " 1 ngt . (29)
TakingtheIlmit " ! 0 yilds
@ )= minfg=2+ =4;g9+ 1g: 30)

The solution ofthe m Inim um can be found explicitly; it
has the fom

g2+ =4
qg+ 1

a g

31
a< q; G

@ )=
where g = 3 =2+ 2. Next, we apply omula (28)
using this solution for (g; ). This leads us to solving
the follow ng variational problem :

z a q

a< q

_ q + a2 =4
I= ér;lf q + 2 g 1 (32)
G rouping the variables together, this is equivalent to

(2 1=4)
(2 y+1

a gq
a< q

1= me 4 77

Nt n+ 3)

Let f1 ( ;q; ) denote the top expression in the brackets
and £, ( ;g; ) the ower one. W ih this notation, it can
be noted that, or = 1=2,

=2, )> £: 1=2jq; )= 0 (34)

forallg< g and 2 R. Therefre,

nf H (g )=£1=0; (35)
a<q ;
and I= 0at = 1=2.Smiarly, for = 1,we have
HQGg ) 0o )=1 36)
forallg g and 2 R,sothatI= f,=1at = 1.

For all other values of , it ispossble to sstgand 1n
suchawaythatI= 1 .Attheend,weare kffwih
8
<0 = 1=2
1 =1 (37)
1 otherw ise,

which isthe precise expression of f ( ), asgiven in Eq.(@).
T herefore, we have show n that this nonconcave spectrum
can beexpressed asin Eq.[28) asam odi ed LF transform
of a generalized free energy.

The sam e m ethod can be applied to calculate other
nonconcave soectra. In fact, i has been confctured
that the m ethod can be used to calculate any noncon—
cave spectrum (viz., nonconcave entropy function) asthe
LF transform of a properly-chosen generalized free en—
ergy. M ore details about this universality property can
be found In Refs. RJ,144].

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have shown in this paper that one m ust be carefiil
when calculating the shgularity spectrum ofm ultifrac—
tals as the LF transform of its corresponding free en-
ergy, sinhce LF transformm s can only yield concave func—
tions. This word of caution has in plications form ost of
the studies published so far on m ulifractals, ncliding
those on m ultifractalm odels of turbulence, as they have
taken for granted that the m ultifractal spectrum is the
LF transform ofthe free energy nom atter w hat the spec—
trum looks like. This, aswe have seen, isonly true ifthe
spectrum is concave; if it is nonconcave, then one must
resort to calculate it directly from itsde nition. Another
possbility is to use a generalization of the canonicalen—
sem blew hich can be used to extract nonconcave entropies
from a generalized version of the free energy function.
This way of doing was sketched here in the context of
a sin ple exam ple of nonconcave m ultifractal spectrum ,
and is presented in fill details in Refs. 20, 144].

In the end, it should be noted that the results that
we have discussed in this paper are not special to mul-
tifractals, but apply actually to any eld of investiga—
tion which uses LF transform s. In statisticalm echanics,
for exam ple, the LF transform that connects the entropy
function of the m icrocanonical ensemble with the free
energy function of the canonical ensem ble becom es non—
nvolutive when the entropy is nonconcave. W hen this
happens, we say that there is nonequivalence of ensem —
bles [45,146], since one is then unable to obtain the true
entropy function of the m icrocanonical ensem ble sokely
from the know ledge of the free energy of the canonical
ensam ble. T he notion of generalized canonicalensemble
has been developed precisely in this context.

Sin flarly, in Jarge deviation theory, i hasbeen known
for som e tim e that nonconvex rate functions cannot be
calculated by m eans of LF transfom s of functions analo—
gousto free energy functions 47,148,149,/50]. A m ultifrac—
talspectrum is in essence an entropy flinction, and an en-—
tropy fiinction is In essence a rate function [B1,152,153,154],
so there is actually a deep connection w ith what we have
presented here and what is known in large deviation the—
ory BC]. For exam ple, the result relating the di eren-
tiability of (g) and the (strict) concavity of £ () can
be put In correspondence w ith a resul of large deviation
theory known as the G artner® 1llis T heorem [L9,149,/55].
Furthem ore, the result stating that the LF transform
of £ () always yields (q) (see Sec. [III) can be put In
correspondence w ith a large deviation result known as
Varadhan T heorem ; see Refs. [L9,|55].

From these correspondences, i is but a amall step
to confcture that nonconcave entropies or, m ore gen—
erally, nonconvex rate functions should show up in other
physical theories In which large deviations are at play.
O ne such theory that comes to m ind is the them ody—
nam ic form alisn of dynam ical system s [Z, [5€]; another
isnonequilbrium statisticalm echanics. W e have already
alluided to the rst theory when discussing the spectrum



of dynam ical indices in Sec.[IV]. Conceming nonequi-
lbrium statisticalm echanics, the reader will nd an ex—
am ple of nonconvex rate function in a recent paper by
Im parato and Peliti [B7] (see their Fig. 12). T his paper
discusses them odynam ic uctuations in system s driven
out of equilbrium . A large deviation result in that con-
text is referred to as a uctuation theorem , whereas a
rate function is called a uctuation function.

A ddendum

Since this paperwas subm itted for publication, we be-
cam e aw are of tw o recent papers by Testud [58§,/59] and

one by Riedi [60] In which exam ples of nonconcave m ul-
tifractal spectra are discussed.
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