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It is well-known that the entropy ofthe m icrocanonicalensem ble cannot be calculated as the

Legendretransform ofthecanonicalfreeenergy when theentropy isnonconcave.To circum ventthis

problem ,a generalization ofthe canonicalensem ble which allowsforthe calculation ofnonconcave

entropieswas recently proposed. Here,we study the m ean-�eld Curie-W eiss-Pottsspin m odeland

show,by directcalculations,thatthenonconcave entropy ofthism odelcan beobtained by using a

speci�c instance ofthe generalized canonicalensem ble known asthe G aussian ensem ble.

PACS num bers:05.20.-y,05.20.G g,64.40.-i

System s involving long-range interactions, such as

gravitationalforces or wave-particle interactions, have

m any unusualpropertiesatequilibrium which setthese

system s apartfrom those involving short-range interac-

tions[1,2].Therootofm ost,ifnotall,oftheseunusual

properties can be traced back to the fact that the m i-

crocanonicalentropy function oflong-rangesystem scan

be nonconcave as a function ofthe energy,even in the

therm odynam iclim it.By constrast,short-rangesystem s

can havenonconcaveentropiesat� nite volum e,butany

nonconcavepartsoftheentropy m ustand willdisappear

in the therm odynam ic lim it, leaving a therm odynam ic

entropy which isalwaysconcave [3]. Thishasprofound

physicalconsequences because the concavity ofthe en-

tropy determ inesultim ately whetherthem icrocanonical

ensem ble(M E)isequivalentwith thecanonicalensem ble

(CE).Ifthe entropy isconcave,then the two ensem bles

areequivalent;otherwisethey arenonequivalentatboth

the therm odynam ic and m acrostate levels [4,5]. Thus

short-range system s always have equivalent ensem bles,

butlong-rangesystem sneed not;they can have equilib-

rium propertieswithin theM E thathavenocounterparts

in theCE.M anyillustrationsofthispossibilityhavebeen

given recently for a variety ofsystem s,including those

arising in thestudy ofgravitation [6,7],geostrophictur-

bulence[5,8],plasm as[9],and m agnetism [10,11,12,13].

System swith nonconcaveentropiesarespecialnotonly

in term softheir equilibrium properties,butalso in the

way in which their entropy can be calculated. In cases

ofensem ble equivalence,it is wellknown that the m i-

crocanonicalentropy function can be calculated as the

Legendre transform of the canonicalfree energy func-

tion. This way ofcalculating the entropy goes back to

G ibbs,and is nowadays the way ofchoice for calculat-

ing entropies because ofthe m any practicaladvantages

ito� ers. O ne wellknown advantage isthatcalculations

carried out at the levelofthe free energy are generally

m oretractablethan thosecarried outatthe levelofthe

entropydirectly.Anotheradvantageisthatthede� nition

ofthefreeenergyallowsform anyapproxim ationschem es

(e.g.,perturbative expansionsorvariationalprinciples),

which arenotavailablein the m icrocanonicalensem ble.

Theproblem forsystem shaving a nonconcaveentropy

isthatthe entropy doesnotcorrespond to the Legendre

transform ofthe free energy anym ore.Thisisobviousif

one recallsthatLegendre transform syield only concave

functions. Therefore,if one knows or suspects that a

given system has a nonconcave entropy,then one also

knowsthatthisentropy cannotbe calculated in the CE

astheLegendretransform ofthefreeenergy.In thiscase,

onem ustrelyon theM E toperform thatcalculation (see,

e.g.,[12,14]).

O ur goalin this paper is to illustrate an alternative

m ethod forcalculating entropy functionswhich goesbe-

yond theCE in thatitcan beused to obtain nonconcave

entropies.The m ethod isnotbased on the M E.Rather,

it is based on a generalized canonicalensem ble (G CE)

putforward recently by us,and worksby m odifying the

structure ofthe Legendre transform through the use of

a generalization ofthefreeenergy function.W e haveal-

ready presented thetheory oftheG CE and ofitsequiva-

lencewith theM E in [15,16];ourgoalhereistoillustrate

thistheorywith thehelp ofasim plespin m odelknown as

them ean-� eld Curie-W eiss-Pottsm odel[10,13].Forthis

m odel,weshallcalculatea nonconcaveentropy function

using theG CE,and show thattheresultagrees,in som e

appropriate lim it,with the one obtained in the M E.In

doing so,we shallexplain a num berofpracticalaspects

ofthe G CE which havenotbeen fully discussed before.

To begin, we review the de� nition of the G CE and

theresultsestablishing equivalenceofthisensem blewith

the M E.Following ourpreviouswork [15,16],we de� ne

the G CE by the following probability density over the

m icrostates!:

Pn;g;�(!)=
e��nh(!)�ng(h(!))

Zn;g(�)
: (1)

In thisexpression,h(!)= H (!)=n istheenergy perpar-

ticle or m ean energy,� is a realparam eter,g(h) is a

continuous but otherwise arbitrary function of h, and

Typesetby REVTEX

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605213v1


2

Zn;g(�)isa norm alization constantgiven by

Zn;g(�)=

Z

e
��nh(!)�ng(h(!))

d!: (2)

This function is naturally interpreted as a generalized

partition function;from it,we de� ne a generalized free

energy via theusuallim it

’g(�)= � lim
n! 1

1

n
lnZn;g(�): (3)

It is obvious that Pn;g;�(!) and,consequently,Zn;g(�)

and ’g(�) reduce to their standard canonical-ensem ble

expressionsforg = 0 [17].Thisexplainswhy weuse the

term \generalized" CE.

Tocom pletethisshortreview oftheG CE,westatethe

generalized Legendre transform that willbe used here-

aftertoobtain theentropyoftheM E from thefreeenergy

oftheG CE.Atthispoint,werecallthetherm odynam ic-

lim itde� nition ofthe m icrocanonicalentropy:

s(u)= lim
n! 1

1

n
ln

Z

�(h(!)� u)d!: (4)

In term s of’g(�) we then have the following: If,for a

given choice ofg,’g(�)isdi�erentiable at�,then

s(ug;�)= �ug;� + g(ug;�)� ’g(�); (5)

where ug;� = ’0g(�) (see [16],Theorem 4). The choice

g = 0 yields,asexpected,the standard Legendre trans-

form

s(u�)= �u� � ’(�); u� = ’
0(�); (6)

where ’(�)= ’g= 0(� = �)standsforthe free energy of

the CE.Forthe rem aining,itisusefulto note thatug;�
representstheequilibrium m ean energy oftheG CE with

function gandparam eter�[18].Thisparallelsthecaseof

the CE forwhich u� = ’0(�)representsthe equilibrium

m ean energy ofthe CE with inversetem perature�.

W e now com e to the m ain pointofthispaper,which

isto considera system known to havea nonconcaveen-

tropy,and show thatthesystem ’sentropy can bederived

from the solepointofview oftheG CE by � rstcalculat-

ing ’g(�)forthatsystem and then by applying to ’ g(�)

the generalized Legendre transform shown in (5). The

m odelthat we consider for this purpose is the q-state

m ean-� eld Curie-W eiss-Potts(CW P)m odel[10,13,19]

de� ned by the Ham iltonian

H (!)= �
1

2n

n
X

i;k= 1

�(!i;!k): (7)

In thisexpression,�(x;y)istheK roneckersym bol,!iisa

spin variabletakingvaluesin theset� = f�1;�2;:::;�qg,

and ! representsthe com plete con� guration ofn spins,

i.e., ! = (!1;!2;:::;!n). For sim plicity, we consider

the case q = 3,so thatspinscan only take one ofthree

possiblevalues:�1,�2 and �3.

Despitetherathersim plenatureoftheCW P m odel,a

com plete,analyticalcalculation ofitsgeneralized freeen-

ergy seem soutofreach.Forastart,theintegralde� ning

thegeneralized partition Zn;g(�)doesnotseem to beex-

plicitly solvable,so thatthe calculation of’g(�)cannot

proceed from adirectevaluation ofEqs.(2)and (3).For-

tunately,there is an alternative way to calculate ’g(�)

suggested by largedeviation techniques.Itinvolvesthree

steps[5,15]:

(i) Rewrite the energy per spin h(!) = H (!)=n as a

function ofsom em acrostateororderparam eter�(!).In

our case,we choose the m acrostate to be the em pirical

vector � = (�1;�2;�3),the jth com ponent ofwhich is

de� ned by

�j =
1

n

n
X

k= 1

�(!k;�
j): (8)

A short calculation shows indeed that h(!) = ~h(�(!)),

where ~h(�) = � 1

2
h�;�i. The com ponent �j represents

therelativenum berofspinsin ! equalto �j;0� �j � 1,
P

j
�j = 1. Forthisreason,�(!)isoften called the sta-

tisticaldistribution ofspin state orspin distribution for

short.Thefunction ~h iscalled theenergy representation

function.

(ii)Derive the expression ofan entropy function ~s(�)

forthem acrostate�.In thecaseoftheem piricalvector,

that entropy function is wellknown to be given by the

statistical(Boltzm ann-Shannon)entropy

~s(�)= �

3
X

j= 1

�jln�j: (9)

(iii)Calculate’g(�),� nally,using thefollowingrepre-

sentation form ula:

’g(�)= inf
�

n

�~h(�)+ g(~h(�))� ~s(�)

o

: (10)

The in� m um is evaluated over allallowed values of�,

i.e.,alltriplets� = (�1;�2;�3)such that0 � �j � 1 and
P

j
�j = 1.

Equation(10)wassolvednum ericallyusingaquadratic

function g ofthe form g(u)= 
u2=2,where 
 � 0 [20].

This choice ofg de� nes a G CE known as the Gaussian

ensem ble (G E) [21]. Fig.1 shows the result ofthe nu-

m ericalcom putation for three increasing values of the

param eter
.Foreach value,the free energy ofthe G E,

which we denote by ’
(�),hasthe particularity thatit

possessesonenondi� erentiablepoint,located at�
,sep-

arating two di� erentiable branches.The leftbranch isa

linearfunction of� with a slope independentof
. The

value ofthe slope is equalto � 1=6,which is the m axi-

m um adm issible value ofh [22]. To obtain the value of

s(u)atthisspeci� cvalueofh,which wedenoteby um ax,
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FIG .1:G aussian free energy oftheCW P m odelfordi�erent

valuesof
.

we sim ply need atthispointto apply Eq.(5)to the left

branch of’
(�). The resultobtained iss(um ax)= ln3,

which isthecorrectvaluefound in theM E corresponding

physically totheentropy oftheexcited stateoftheCW P

m odel. The right,di� erentiable branch of’
(�)can be

treated sim ilarly with the di� erence that’0
(�)isnota

constantbuttakesvaluesin arangeoftheform [um in;u
],

whereum in = ’0
(1 )= � 1=2 and u
 = ’0
(�
 + 0).The

calculation ofEq.(5) for the right branch of’
 there-

fore yieldss(u)in thatrange.The resultisdisplayed in

Fig.2(a)together with the exactentropy function s(u)

derived directly from theM E (seeEq.(4.3)in [13]).Note

that,in order to accentuate the relatively shallow non-

concave region ofs(u) near um ax,we have plotted the

derivativeoftheentropy in Fig.2(a)ratherthan theen-

tropy itself.

The com parison in Fig.2(a) ofthe entropy obtained

in theG E with the\true" entropy oftheM E showsthat

the useoftheG E enablesusto obtain s(u)in a gradual

m annerby increasing the value ofthe param eter
.For


 = 0,s(u)isrecovered from the ground-statem ean en-

ergyum in = � 1=2up tothevalueu
= 0 = � 1=4,whilefor


 = 5,s(u)isrecovered from um in tou5 � � 0:1883> u0.

Increasing the param eter
 furtherto 
 = 20,we obtain

s(u) from um in up to u20 � � 0:1706 > u5. The case


 = 0 correspondsto theCE,so thatthepartofs(u)ob-

tained in thisensem ble correspondsto the concave part

ofs(u)determ ined by M axwell’sconstruction or,equiva-

lently,by thesetofsupporting linesofthatfunction;see

[16]fordetails.Thus,weseethatavirtueoftheG E with


 > 0 overtheCE isthatthe form erensem bleisableto

recovernonconcave pointsofthe entropy function while

the latterisnot.

By continuingto increase
,wecan calculatethevalue

u
 up to which the G E is able in to recovers(u). The

resultsareshown in Fig.2(b),aswellasin Fig.2(c).The

conclusionthatwereachfrom thesetwo� guresisthatthe

G E recoversthe com plete entropy function ofthe CW P

m odelin the lim it
 ! 1 ,since u
 ! um ax = � 1=6 in

thatlim it.Hence,fora� nite,positivevalueof
,theG E

recoversonlyapartofs(u),butthepartofs(u)\m issed"

FIG .2: (a) D erivative ofthe entropy function found for the

CW P m odelusing the G E (black line) and M E (gray line).

Thedashed linesshow them ean energy valueu
 up to which

thereisequivalencebetween theG E and M E.(b)Convergence

ofu
 towardsum ax.(c)�
 = lnjum ax � u
jversusln
.

by theG E can bem adearbitrarysm allby choosinglarge

enough values of
. In this sense,we say that the G E

and theM E areasym ptotically equivalent.In general,we

know thatthe G E should be equivalentwith the M E at

allvaluesofh whenever
 isgreaterthan the m axim um

valueofs00(u)(see[15],Theorem 5.2).In thecaseofthe

CW P,s00(u) diverges at um ax,which explains why the

two ensem blesbecom eequivalentforallu 2 [um in;um ax]

only in the lim it 
 ! 1 . An analyticalstudy ofthis

lim itispresented in [23](see also [15,16]).

W e can go furtherin ourstudy oftheCW P m odelby

showing that the G E can be used notonly to calculate

s(u)butalsoto calculatethem icrocanonicalequilibrium

valuesof� ofthatm odel.Thisaspectofthe G E,which

we refer to as the m acrostate level ofensem ble equiva-

lence,isillustrated in Fig.3.This� gure showstwo sets

ofplots.Theoneon theleftshowstheequilibrium values

of� calculated in the G E asa function of� [24],while

the one on the right displays the sam e points but now

asa function oftheirm ean energy u = ~h(�)(black line).

Note that only the � rst com ponent of� is plotted be-

causethe equilibrium value of� in the G E hasthe form

� = (a;b;b)[20].The com parison with the M E isestab-

lished by plotting the equilibrium value ofa in the M E

(seeEq.(4.1)in [13])forallu 2 [um in;um ax](gray line).

Theresultsobtained from thesecalculationsshow that

the G E recoversthe equilibrium m acrostatesofthe M E

for allu 2 [um in;u
],with u
 approaching um ax for in-

creasing 
. The value u
 here is the sam e as the one

found previouslywhen calculatings(u),sothattherange

ofm ean-energy valuesforwhich we have equivalence of

ensem blesatthelevelof� isexactly therangeoverwhich
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FIG .3: (a) First com ponenta ofthe equilibrium value of�

in the G E as a function of�. (b) Equilibrium value ofa in

the G E asa function ofthe equilibrium m ean energy ofthat

ensem ble(black line);equilibrium valueofa in theM E (gray

line).The dashed linesshow them ean energy valueu
 up to

which there isequivalence between the G E and M E.

we have equivalence ofensem blesatthe therm odynam ic

level,i.e.,thelevelofs(u).Thisisnota coincidencebut

a directresultofthefactthatequivalenceoftheG E and

M E atthe therm odynam ic levelentails,essentially,the

equivalence ofthese ensem bles at the m acrostate level

[15,16].Asa result,wecan concludethattheG E recov-

ers,in the lim it
 ! 1 ,the m icrocanonicalequilibrium

values of� for allu 2 [um in;um ax],since it com pletely

recoverss(u)in the sam elim it.

In the end,it is interesting to note that the asym p-

totic equivalence ofthe G E and M E is re
 ected,atthe

m acrostatelevel,by the factthatthe jum p ofa,seen in

theG E asa function of�,disappearsas
 ! 1 (Fig.3).

It can be proved in generalthat the disappearance of

thisjum p,which isresponsible forthe nondi� erentiable

point of’
(�) (Fig.1),is a su� cient condition for the

com pleteequivalenceoftheG E and M E (see[16],Theo-

rem 4). From a physicalpointofview,this m eansthat

theabsenceofa � rst-orderphasetransition in theG E is

a su� cientcondition forthe equivalence ofthe G E and

M E.

To sum m arize,we have considered a m ean-� eld ver-

sion of the Potts m odel to show that the nonconcave

entropy function ofthisspin m odelcan becalculated us-

ing a generalization ofthe canonicalensem ble known as

the G aussian ensem ble. The large deviation form alism

that we have used to study this m odelis totally gen-

eralin thatitcan be applied to otherm odelsknown to

have nonconcaveentropies.O urfuture work willaim at

studying a num ber ofthese m odels (see,e.g.,[25]),in

addition to studying other types ofgeneralized canoni-

calensem bles,including the one de� ned by the function

g(u)= 
juj.Although theG aussian ensem bleisthought

to be universal,in the sense that it should be able to

recoverany form ofentropy function [15,16],othergen-

eralized ensem blescould beuseful,in thatthey m ay lead

to m ore tractable calculationsthan those carried outin

the G aussian ensem ble (see,e.g.,[26]).
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