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It is wellknown that the entropy of the m icrocanonical ensem ble cannot be calculated as the
Legendre transform ofthe canonical free energy when the entropy isnonconcave. To circum vent this
problem , a generalization of the canonical ensem ble which allow s for the calculation of nonconcave
entropies was recently proposed. Here, we study the m ean— eld CurieW eissP otts spin m odel and
show , by direct calculations, that the nonconcave entropy of thism odel can be obtained by using a
speci ¢ instance of the generalized canonical ensem ble known as the G aussian ensem ble.

PACS numbers: 0520y, 0520Gg, 64.40.4

System s Involving long-range interactions, such as
graviational forces or waveparticle interactions, have
m any unusual properties at equilbrium which set these
system s apart from those involving shortrange interac—
tions 'E,', :_2]. T he root ofm ost, ifnot all, of these unusual
properties can be traced back to the fact that the m i
crocanonical entropy function of long-range system s can
be nonconcave as a function of the energy, even in the
them odynam ic lim it. By constrast, short—range system s
can have nonconcave entropies at nie volum e, but any
nonconcave parts of the entropy m ust and w illdisappear
In the them odynam ic lim i, laving a them odynam ic
entropy which is always concave {j]. T his has profound
physical consequences because the concavity of the en—
tropy determ ines ultin ately whether the m icrocanonical
ensam ble M E) isequivalent w ith the canonicalensam ble
(CE). If the entropy is concave, then the two ensam bles
are equivalent; otherw ise they are nonequivalent at both
the them odynam ic and m acrostate levels iff, :5]. T hus
short—range system s always have equivalent ensembles,
but Iong-range system s need not; they can have equilib—
rium propertiesw ithin theM E that have no counterparts
In theCE .M any illustrations ofthispossibility havebeen
given recently for a variety of system s, lncliding those
arising in the study of gravitation E_G,ff.], geostrophic tur-
bulence E_i,:g], plaam as i_?], and m agnetisn l_l-g,:_i]_:,:_igi, :_l-g;]

System sw ith nonconcave entropiesare specialnot only
In tem s of their equilbrium properties, but also in the
way In which their entropy can be calculated. In cases
of ensamble equivalence, i is well known that the m i
crocanonical entropy fiinction can be calculated as the
Legendre transform of the canonical free energy fiinc—
tion. This way of calculating the entropy goes badk to
G bbs, and is nowadays the way of choice for calculat-
Ing entropies because of the m any practical advantages
it o ers. One wellknown advantage is that calculations
carried out at the level of the free energy are generally
m ore tractable than those carried out at the levelofthe
entropy directly. A notheradvantage isthat thede nition
ofthe free energy allow s form any approxin ation schem es
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(eg., perturbative expansions or variational principles),
which are not available in the m icrocanonicalensemble.
The problem for system s having a nonconcave entropy
is that the entropy does not correspond to the Legendre
transform of the free energy anym ore. T his is cbvious if
one recalls that Legendre transform s yield only concave
functions. Therefore, if one know s or suspects that a
given system has a nonoconcave entropy, then one also
know s that this entropy cannot be calculated in the CE
asthe Legendre transform ofthe free energy. In thiscase,
onem ust rely on theM E to perform that calculation (see,
eg. 12,14).
Our goal In this paper is to illustrate an altemative
m ethod for calculating entropy fiinctions which goes be-
yond the CE in that i can be used to obtain nonconcave
entropies. The m ethod is not based on the M E . R ather,
it is based on a generalized canonical ensemblke (GCE)
put orward recently by us, and works by m odifying the
structure of the Legendre transform through the use of
a generalization of the free energy fnction. W e have al-
ready presented the theory ofthe GCE and of its equiva-
¥ncew ith theM E in [19,16]; our goalhere isto illistrate
this theory w ith the help ofa sin ple spin m odelknown as
them ean— eld CurieW eissP ottsm odel:_[-l_i),:_-l_B]. Forthis
m odel, we shall calculate a nonconcave entropy flinction
using the GCE, and show that the result agrees, In som e
approprate lim it, w ith the one obtained in the M E. In
doing so, we shall explain a num ber of practical aspects
ofthe GCE which have not been fully discussed before.
To begin, we review the de nition of the GCE and
the results establishing equivalence ofthisensemble w ith
the M E . Follow Ing our previous work t_l-g, :_l-é], we de ne
the GCE by the follow ng probability density over the
m icrostates ! :

e nh() ngh()
Ph.g ()= : @)
e Zng ()

In thisexpression,h (! ) = H (! )=n isthe energy per par-

ticle or mean energy, is a real parameter, gh) is a
continuous but otherw ise arbitrary function of h, and
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() is a nom alization constant given by
Z
Zng()= e M) ng® ) 4, @)
This function is naturally interpreted as a generalized
partition function; from it, we de ne a generalized free
energy via the usual lim it

. 1
Tg()= nl}n1 Hth,g(): 3)
It is obvious that P,,g; (!) and, consequently, Z,,q ()

and ' 4 () reduce to their standard canonicalensamble
expressions forg= 0 {_i]'] This explains why we use the
term \generalized" CE .

To com plkte this short review ofthe GCE , we state the
generalized Legendre transform that will be used here-
afterto obtain the entropy oftheM E from the free energy
ofthe GCE .At thispoint, we recall the therm odynam ic—
lim i de nition ofthe m icrocanonical entropy:

Z

1
s@)= lm —In
n! 1l n

h() u)d!': @)

In termm s of ' 4 ( ) we then have the ollow Ing: If, or a

given choice ofg, ' 4 () is di erentiablk at , then
S(ugF ): ug; + g(ug; ) ,g( ); (5)
where ug, = ’g() (see [1-6_:],Theoran 4). The choice

g = 0 yields, as expected, the standard Legendre trans—
form

smw)= u () u ='%); ®6)

where’” ()= "4-0( = ) stands for the free energy of
the CE . For the ram aining, it is usefulto note that ug;
represents the equilbrium m ean energy ofthe GCE w ith
function g and param eter [E_L8_:] T hisparallelsthe caseof
the CE Brwhichu = ’%( ) represents the equilbrium
m ean energy ofthe CE w ith Inverse tem perature

W e now com e to the m ain point of this paper, which
is to consider a system known to have a nonconcave en—
tropy, and show that the system ’s entropy can be derived
from the sole point ofview ofthe GCE by rst calculat—
ing’ 4 () Porthat system and then by applyingto ’ 4 ()
the generalized Legendre transform shown in (:5) . The
m odel that we consider for this purpose is the gstate
mean— eld CurieW eissPotts (CW P) model![l0,1 18, 18]
de ned by the Ham iltonian

1 X

2n .
k=1

H ()= (il (7

In thisexpression, (x;y) istheK roneckersymbol, !; isa
spin variabletaking valuesin theset = £1; 2;:::; 9g,
and ! represents the com plete con guration ofn spins,

ie, ! = (Y1;!12;:::;1,). For sinplicity, we consider

the case g= 3, so that spins can only take one of three
possble values: ', ? and 3.

D espite the rather sin ple nature ofthe CW P m odel, a
com plete, analytical calculation of its generalized free en—
ergy seem sout of reach. For a start, the Integralde ning
the generalized partition Z, ;4 ( ) doesnot seem to be ex—
plicitly solvable, so that the calculation of’ 4 ( ) cannot
proceed from a direct evaluation ofEgs. ('_2) and {_3) . For-
tunately, there is an altemative way to calculate ' 4 ()
suggested by large deviation techniques. It nvolvesthree
steps B, 131

(i) Rew rite the energy per soin h(!) = H (! )=n as a
function of som em acrostate or orderparameter (!). In
our case, we choose the m acrostate to be the em pirical

vector = (1; 25 3), the jth component of which is
de ned by

1 X .

s alio (i e ®)
n
k=1

A short calculation shows indeed that h(!') = R( (!)),
where B( ) = 1h; i. The component ; represents

gie relative numberofspmsm ! equalto j;O i 1,

3= 1. Forthis reason, (!) is offen called the sta—
ththaldJst:dbutJon of spin state or spin distribution for
short. The function | is called the energy representation
function.

(i) D erive the expression of an entropy function s( )
forthem acrostate . In the case of the em pirical vector,
that entropy function is well known to be given by the
statistical B oltzm ann-Shannon) entropy

X3
S’()= j]l’l g (9)

=1

(i) Calculate " 4 ( ),
sentation form ula:

nally, using the ollow ing repre-

n o
"¢()=of HC)+gl()) s() (10)
The n mum is evaluated over all allowed values of ,
]J;,.e.,a]ltr_ip]ets = (1; 27 3) such that 0 j 1 and

;3= 1. -,

Equation ({L0) was solved num erically using a quadratic
fiinction g of the Hm g@) = u?=2, where 0 ROl
This choice ofg de nesa GCE known as the G aussian
ensembe GE) R1]. Fig.d shows the result of the nu-
m erical com putation for three increasing values of the
param eter . For each value, the free energy ofthe GE,
which we denote by ’ (), has the particularity that it
possesses one nondi erentiable point, located at  , sep—
arating two di erentiable branches. T he kft branch is a
linear fiinction of with a slope ndependent of . The
valie of the slope is equalto 1=6, which is the m axi-
mum adm issble valie of h P4]. To obtaih the valie of
s(u) at this speci cvalue ofh, which we denote by W ax,



FIG .1: G aussian free energy ofthe CW P m odel for di erent
values of

we sin ply need at this point to apply Eq. ('_'5) to the kft
branch of’ (). The result obtained issUpax) = In3,
w hich isthe correct value found in theM E corresponding
physically to the entropy ofthe excited state ofthe CW P
m odel. The right, di erentiable branch of’ () can be
treated sim ilarly with the di erence that ’° () isnot a
constant but takesvalues in a range ofthe form fu, n;u 1,
whereup,n = "0 )= 1=2andu ="'%( + 0).The
calculation of Eq. 6'_5) for the right branch of /¥ there-
fore yields s (u) In that range. The result is digplayed in
Fig. :_2 (@) together w ith the exact entropy function s ()
derived directly from theM E (seeEq. 4 3) in [13]). Note
that, In order to accentuate the relatively shallow non-—
concave region of s(u) near u, 1x, we have plotted the
derivative of the entropy in Fjg.:_Z (@) rather than the en—
tropy itself.

T he com parison in Fjg.:_i(a) of the entropy obtained
in the GE w ith the \true" entropy ofthe M E show s that
the use ofthe GE enables us to obtain s() in a gradual
m anner by increasing the value of the param eter . For

= 0, s(u) is recovered from the ground-state m ean en—
ergy Up n = 1=2up tothevalueu —-¢g= 1=4,whik for

= 5, s@) is recovered from uy i, to us 0:1883> ug.
Increasing the param eter furtherto = 20, we obtain
su) from u, i up to uyg 01706 > us. The case

= 0 corresponds to the CE, so that the part ofs(u) ob—
tained In this ensam ble corresponds to the concave part
of s (u) determ ined by M axw ell’s construction or, equiva—
lently, by the set of supporting lines of that fiinction; see
fl6] ordetails. Thus, we see that a virtue ofthe GE w ith

> 0 overthe CE isthat the form erensem bl isabl to
recover nonconcave points of the entropy fiinction while
the Jatter is not.

By continuing to increase , we can calculate the value
u up to which the GE is abl In to recover s(u). The
results are shown in Fjg.nr_Z ), aswellasin Fjg.:_z ©.The
conclusion that we reach from thesetwo guresisthatthe
GE recovers the com plete entropy fiinction ofthe CW P
modelinthelimi ! 1 ,sihceu ! Upax = 1=61n
that lim it. Hence, fora nite, positive value of ,theGE
recoversonly a part ofs ), but thepart ofs @) \m issed"
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FIG.2: (@) Derivative of the entropy function found for the
CW P modelusing the GE (plack line) and M E (gray line).
T he dashed lines show them ean energy valueu up to which
there isequivalencebetween theGE andM E . (b) C onvergence
ofu towards Upax. (C) = In Jnax U jversus In

by the GE can bem ade arbirary sn allby choosing large
enough values of . In this sense, we say that the GE

and theM E are asym ptotically equivalent. In general, we
know that the GE should be equivalent wih the M E at
allvalues ofh whenever is greater than the m axim um

valie of s®) (see [L5], Theorem 52). In the case of the
cwW P, s®W) diverges at Uy ax, which explains why the
two ensam bles becom e equivalent orallu 2 [y in 7 Um ax )
only in the limit ! 1 . An analytical study of this
Iin i is presented n P3] (see also {15, {L6]).

W e can go further in our study ofthe CW P m odelby
show ing that the GE can be used not only to calculate
s (u) but also to calculate the m icrocanonical equilibbriim
valies of ofthatm odel This aspect ofthe GE, which
we refer to as the m acrostate kevel of ensemble equiva—
kence, is illustrated n Fig.d. This gure shows two sets
ofplots. T he one on the kft show sthe equilbrium values
of caloulated in the GE asa function of  [R4l, whike
the one on the right displays the sam e points but now
as a function oftheirm ean energy u= K ( ) (black lne).
Note that only the rst component of is plotted be-
cause the equilbbriim valie of in the GE has the fom

= (@;b;b) f_Z-C_i] T he com parison w ith the M E is estab—
lished by pJottjng_the equilbriim value ofa In the M E
(seeEq. (@41) in [3) Hrallu 2 iy it ax] @@y lne).

T he results obtained from these calculations show that
the GE recovers the equilbrium m acrostates ofthe M E
forallu 2 Upmsu ], wih u approaching uy, ax Or in—
creasing . The value u here is the sam e as the one
found previously when calculating s (u), so that the range
ofm ean-energy values for which we have equivalence of
ensam blesat the levelof isexactly the range overw hich
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FIG.3: (@) First com ponent a of the equilbrium valie of
in the GE as a function of . () Equilbrium valie of a in
the GE as a function of the equilbbrium m ean energy of that
ensem ble (plack line); equilbriuim value ofa n theM E (gray
line). The dashed lines show them ean energy valuieu up to
which there is equivalence between the GE and M E .

we have equivalence of ensem bles at the thermm odynam ic
wvel, ie., the levelof s (u). T his is not a coincidence but
a direct resul ofthe fact that equivalence ofthe GE and
M E at the themm odynam ic level entails, essentially, the
equivalence of these ensem bles at the m acrostate level
f_l-ﬁ,:_l-_d]. A sa result, we can conclude that the GE recov—
ers, inthelimi ! 1 ,them icrocanonicalequilibrium
valies of Porallu 2 [y iniUnaxl, Shoe i com pletely
recovers s (U) In the sam e lim it.

In the end, it is interesting to note that the asym p—
totic equivalence of the GE and M E is re ected, at the
m acrostate level, by the fact that the jJyimp ofa, seen In
the GE asa function of , disappearsas ! 1 CFJ'(_:].:§:) .
It can be proved In general that the disappearance of
this jum p, which is responsible for the nondi erentiable
point of © () Fig.l), isa su cient condition for the
com plte equivalence ofthe GE and M E (see t_l-gl], T heo—
rem 4). From a physical point of view, this m eans that
the absence ofa rst-order phase transition in the GE is
a su client condition for the equivalence of the GE and
ME.

To summ arize, we have considered a m ean— eld ver-

sion of the Potts m odel to show that the nonconcave
entropy fiinction ofthis spin m odelcan be calculated us—
ing a generalization of the canonicalensem ble known as
the G aussian ensemble. The large deviation form aliam

that we have used to study this m odel is totally gen—
eral in that it can be applied to other m odels known to
have nonconcave entropies. O ur future work willain at
studying a number of these m odels (see, eg., {_23]), in
addition to studying other types of generalized canoni-
calensam bles, ncluding the one de ned by the function

g@)= 13 A lthough the G aussian ensam ble is thought
to be universal, in the sense that it should be able to
recover any form of entropy fiinction l_l-g;, :_1-§'], other gen—
eralized ensem bles could be usefi1], in that they m ay lead
to m ore tractable calculations than those carried out in
the G aussian ensemble (see, eg., £6)).
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