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Abstract
It is shown that a small system in thermodynamiaildgium with a finite
thermostat can have a g-exponential probabilitiridistion which closely depends on
the energy nonextensivity and the particle numlbeh® thermostat. The distribution
function will reduce to the exponential one at thermodynamic limit. However, the

nonextensivity of the system should not be negtecte
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1. Introduction

The studies in finite systems such as nanometriicfes, nuclei, atomic clusters
as well as gravitational systems (see for exanmdland [10] and references there-in)
have brought renewed interest in small systems ehststistical physics and
thermodynamics are more complicated than thosargélsystems. A system can be
called small when its size is comparable with theeraction scale between its
elements. One character of the complexity of a kmydtem is that it may be
nonextensive, i.e., its macroscopic quantities may not be pridoal to its size. They
can also becomeonadditive, meaning that if you divide a system into smaller
subsystems, a thermodynamic quantity of the totstesn is not necessarily the sum
of the same quantities of the subsystems. A pasgiehson for this is the non
negligible surface effect of the three-dimensiq@3a)) system. In other words, when a
small 3D system splits into smaller subparts, mdy the volume change but also the
surface change and surface interaction must bedayed, which may yield the non
proportionality of the quantity such as energy amtropy to volume or to element
number of the system. Another reason may be theracdtions between the
subsystems. This interaction can be dismissed whenthermodynamics of the
subsystems is considered separately but must e teito account for the total
system.

Another complexity of the small system arises frtra fact that it has many
more fluctuations than the large one. This may eatmsiderable difficulty in its

treatment. As examples of this complexity, we c#da a possible violation of the



second law of thermodynamics by nonequilibrium $rsgbtem (micrometer size)
within short time period (one or two seconds) [2],And the plausible negative
specific heat of nuclear fragments[13].

Recently, many theoretical results have been phddison the statistical
properties of small systems and have raised quesstad controversies [1,2,3,4,10].
A main point is whether or not a small system feahe Boltzmann-Gibbs statistical
mechanics [1]. Among the published results, mathieadgoroofs from first principles
have been given[2,3] to confirm that a small systanthermodynamic equilibrium
with a finite heat bath, mawg priori have theg-exponential distribution of the
nonextensive statistical mechanics (NSM) deduceth fifsallis entropy [5]. In our
opinion, the physical consideration and the mathaldaproofs are convincing to
show the connection between the finiteness of tbesidered system and the
nonextensivity of the theory. As a matter of fahgse proofs are not new. They can
be found in standard textbooks on statistical meicisasee for example [6]).

A common character of these proofs is that addiénergy is used everywhere
as a first hypothesis. Perhaps this approximatiaa been proposed in order to
simplify the calculations aiming to get the statisk theory for large system [6]. This
can be acceptable since with thermodynamic lindiditeve and extensive energy is
assumed everywhere. However, if we want to addresnall system, this hypothesis
is questionable. The additive energy for NSM ane telative problems and
controversies raised in the establishment of thdymamic laws have been

extensively discussed recently. We make no comrhen¢. The reader can find



different points of view on this topic in [7] aneferences there-in.

In the present work, we show that the same re@pgrave the connection of
NSM distribution function to a small system is algalid with certain models
characterizing the nonadditivity of energy. Andist unnecessary to use additive
energy for the small system to have the distribubbNSM. The rest of this paper is
organized as follow: In section 2 we introduce an@e form of the energy
composition of two subsystems with the help of @ssical self-gravitation system.
Based on this assumption the probability distrifnutiunction is derived in section 3
and the properties of the distribution are discdssesection 4 for some different

cases. In section 5 we make a summarization ané sonel results are given.

2. Energy composition for two subsystems
We consider an adiabatically and mechanically tedlasystem containing
finite N classical particles, with the assumptions of eauipble microstates and of

ergodicity for this system [6], the distributiongiven by the microcanonical one

=1 sE-
IO(X)—Q(E)5[E H(X)], (1)

where H(x) is the Hamiltonian ofz having energyE, Q the total volume of the

phase space points satisfyirtfX)=E and X the phase space coordinates of the

particles @X= |_| drdp, withi=1,2..N with p, the momentum and; the coordinates

of theith particle). Now let us divide this system intootwteracting subsystems,
and %, with respectively N and N particles and hamiltoniarnd;(X1) and Hx(X2).

We suppose



HX)=H(X1, X2)=H1(X1)+H2(X2)+U12(X1, X) (2)
whereU;; is the interaction energy betweeny and, say, its thermostat systeh) .

In the previous works[2,3,6], the derivation of tenonical statistics from the
microcanonical ensemble & has been done with negligibld;.. However, as
mentioned above, for small systerdg; may be very important even if the interaction
is of short range [8]. In what follows, we will shidhat the same result of [6], i.e., the
existence ofg-exponential distribution for small systems, isoalgalid with a
nonadditive energy. For this purpose, we suppos¢hism work thatU;, can be
modeled by a simple compositiontéf(X;) andHx(Xy), i.e.,

U12(X1, X2)=AH1(X1)H2(X2) 3)
where A is a parameter. It is worth pointing out that tassumption for a composed
system with long-range interaction is reasonablgeneral. Take a self-gravitation
system for example, as shown in Fig. 1, the totdsrM is isotropically distributed in

the system then the mass density can be easiltewats

M
P=g (4)
R
3
And one can get the gravitational potential enerfgyuch a system as
G(p2 m*)dm
- 3
Vo = [, ——— )
where G is the gravitational constant and
dm= pdnr*dr . (6)

Substituting Eq. (6) into Eq. (5) yields

(7)

, (4m)? (rr’dr _ . , (4 R®
Gt i o

Vtotal :Gp r 3 5 '



If the above system was separated into twespastshown in Fig. 2. From Eq. (7)

one can get the potential energy of part 1 directly

A47r)? ¢Rrodr (4m)* R®
v, =gt WO (R _ o (D R 8
S N - (8)

While the potential energy of part 2 can be writsn

_~ o (Amf r(FP-Rrqdr _ (41 (R°_RR? 3R’
V=GP I& r =GP (_5 2+1oj' ®)

From Egs. (7)-(9) one can get
R13R2 RlS
2 2
R_SRS ~ R18R2 N 3R110
25 10 50

25 K-9
“R° 2K° - 5k*+ 3’

\/total :Vl +V2 +Vl\/2

=V, +V, +VV (10)

where k =(R/R), the third item in the right hand side of Eq. (1@plies that the

(k*-1)

otential energy of a self-gravitating systemnéhadditive since ————
p ay g g sy oK _ B2+ 3

z0

unless k - o . Comparing Eqgs. (2) and (3) with Eq. (10) it's aws that

_25 (k°-)
R’ 2k® -5k* +3

3. Probability distribution for afinite system with non-additive ener gy
The following discussion is made along the lof the reference [6] without the

hypothesis of thermodynamic limiNG«) and of additive energy. But it is still

supposed thatl;(X;)<<E.

The probability distribution of; is given by



p(X) —ﬁj( ALE ~ H, (X,) =H,(X5) = AH, (X H,(X,)]dX,

G f(x K E = H, (X)) = [1+ AH, (X)I[K (R,) +V (R,)]} d,dR,
-1 _ _
“aE) ke Q{E-H,(X;)~[1+AH,(X,)V(R,)}dR,, (11)

whereK(P,) is the kinetic energy and R{) the potential energy of the particles i3,

P, represents all their momenta angdR their coordinatesQ{ .} is given by
Qy}= [, S {yL+AHLX)]K(P) }dP (12)

=[ dy-u(A,H,,P,)dR,

(R)

with y=E-H;-(1+AH;)V(R;) and u(4, Hi, P2)= [1+AH1(X1)]K(P2). Q«{y} is equal to
the derivative of the volume of momentum spacetedi#oP, by the quantityu(4, H,

P,), enclosed within the hyper surface correspondmai(A, Hi, Py), 1.e.Q{y}=

or.(y)/dy [6] where
ry) =[_ dP;. (13)
The quantityu(4, H;, P2), however, is equal to

u(4, Hy, P2)= [1+)\H1(X1)]22: it

—l

_zz (1+/1H1)(P) . (14)

n=1 a=1
Thus, if introducing the new variables,

1+H
2m,

D, = L(P,), , wherek=3(n-1)+aq, (15)

we may write the equation for the hypersurfaceresponding tai=y and enclosing

3N,
the volume ' (y ), in the form ZDf:y. According to some geometrical
k=1



considerations [6], the above integration (13) give
Fy)=ay™’, (16)
wherea depends only on NWe finally obtain
Qy}= by™**
=b[E-Hi-(1+AH )V *"/%, (17)

whereb=3aN,/2. Then Eq.(11) becomes

PO %LR@{ E-H1(Xp)-[1+AH (X)) V(R)}™'** dR,.  (18)

Up to now, we have not used any conditions pgreximation for the above
derivations so the equation (18) is exact. From (£§) we can see that the form of
potential of the thermostat, i.8/(R,), the particles’ number of the thermosthit,
and the parameted will affect the probability distribution functioto some extent.

On the other hand, the parametér may depend on the energy of subsystems and
some other physical quantities of the system. Hawdvom Egs. (5) to (10) we can
see thatA is the result of the integraldR, and Rare lower and upper limits of the
integrals and they are independent from the integraable R, in Eq. (18), soA

is also independent fronR,. Below we will discuss these cases in detail.

4. Discussions

By the mean field theory, all the interactions agntime particles can be replaced by
an average or effective interaction. This is a rat#tical simplification for a system
with complex interactions including the long-rarayee. It's reasonable to consider the

potential energy of each patrticle iEz as a constant, i.eY(R,) =C. Substitute it

8



into EqQ. (18) one can get

PX) =55 O [ {E=H,00) ~ClL+ H Y 2R,
Ml qeCnH, ]
'@(E @ [1 E-C } Jo R
_ bQ, Mol (1+CAH, =
Q(E)(E ) ° [1 E-C } ' (19)

Eq. (19) can be written as

(1+C/1)H1}2

=S (20)

p(X,) = Cz{l_
where C, is a normalization constant. On the other hanchaxee already agreed to
assume thatN, << N,,, we may also get

3 .
E—C:ENZG, (21)
where %G)' is the mean kinetic energy per degree of freedcl’;mZE‘)2 , it has

directly association with the physical temperatoiréhe system. Substituting Eq. (21)

into (20) we can get

AN

w

Nz
N

p(X,) =C, 1——(1;’C")H1 ~C, 1——(;+CA)H1
5 N,© (2 N, —1)@'
1
1+CA)H, @0
= 02(1— 1-q) %} : (22)
Under the limit of C - 0 Eq. (22) can be written as
p(X,) =C (1 - 109))“ ? (23)

where q=3N2_4
,—2

[9] and C, is a normalization constant. This is the conclugid



Ref. [6]. From Eg. (23) it's obvious that for anea finite system the probability
distribution is in g-exponential form. When the topde number ofz2 tends to
infinite, i.e., q - 1, the distribution function will reduce to exponi@htone under
thermodynamic limit.

It is seen from Eq. (22) that the probability distition of the finite system with
nonadditive energy is dependent not only on thebmrmof particles of the thermostat
N, (or q) but also on the paramete€A which describes the energy’s
nonextensivity of the system. For any givéfi one can generate the curves of
p,/C, varying with H,/®, as shown in Fig. 3. It is worth to note that some
interesting results can be deduced from the cuimebig.3. (i) The probability
distribuiton for the finite system with nonadditie@ergy decreases with the increase
of the parametersCA at all H,/© . (ii) The probability distribution is a
monotonically decreasing function of Hamiltonianhigh is similar to the case of
ideal gas. (iii) The p1|Hl:o and p1|HMo will not change with different values of
parameterCA, so the difference of probability distribution widifferent CA first
increases then decreases with the increasinglof© and there exists a maximal

difference.

3N, - 4

- 1, all the conclusions above will reduce to
3N, -2

WhenN, - o, i.e. q=

the thermodynamic limit. The curve dA =0 is in accordance with the exponential
function. This kind of distribution has translationvariance [14], which means the
distribution function will keep invariant if the IHaltonian of the system takes a

spectrum shift. This shift can be caused by a esnsxternal potential which has an

10



arbitrary value (zero or nonzero does not make difference). However, the
interaction potential in the system is differemtrfrthe external one. From Eq. (22) we
can find p(X,) 0Exp[-@+CA)H,/© ] at the q —» 1 limit, which has neither
translation invariance nor scale invariance [14].tBe difference between additive
energy CA =0) and nonadditive energyC@ # 0) can not be neglected. This point
can be clearly seen from Fig. 4. The nonextensufitihe internal energy will distort
the probability distribution from the exponentialeo(CA =0) even for a large heat
bath.

In fact the potential energy OZZ , .e., V(R,) is a function ofR,. The
concrete form ofV(R,) depends on the interactions between particlestQ .
However substitutingV (R,) as function of R, into the calculation will cause some

mathematical difficulties; it's then still an opgoestion.

5. Conclusions

In summary, the canonical distribution for fengystems in equilibrium is studied
in the present work. Due to the long-range intéoacbetween the system and the
thermostat a very simple model is presented tstile the nonadditive energy of the
system. Based on Eg. (3) we analyze the possiblenczal distributions for different
interactions. The nonextensivity of the energy lod system greatly influences the
distribution function whether the system is finibe not. The deviations of the
probability distribution from the ideal case alwasrease with the increasing energy

nonextensivity (paramet&@A4) of the system. When the interactions among the

11



system tend to zerdO/A = )Qhe distribution function will reduce to a g-exmmtial
function, i.e. Eq. (23). It's also shown that thstidbution function for a finite system
within long-range interaction can be presented ig-exponential form, where the

parameter g has a directly correlation with thetigigr number of the thermostat, i.e.

q =§E2—_;. It's naturally that the distribution function Wwikeduce to the exponential
, -

form at the thermodynamic limitN, — ). The results of the present work is
general, it's expounded that the g-exponentiafitistion can be used to describe the
finite system in thermodynamic equilibrium, alse tiesults of ideal finite system and

the thermodynamic limit can be considered as speases of our framework.
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Fig captions:

Fig. 1:

Fig. 2:

Fig. 3:

Fig. 4.

A spherical self-gravitation system witadius R and mass M (isotropy
distributed). The gravitational potential energytbé total system can be
calculated by integral method, and the integral lmartonsidered between a
spherical part with radiusand the spherical shell with thickneis

The spherical self-gravitation systemaparated into two subsystems by a
spherical surface with radiu&® . Each part has a gravitational potential
energy respectively. The calculations of these pwtential energies are the
same as the previous one.

The curves of the probability distributiwarying with the Hamiltonian for
some different values of 2Cat N,=100, CA is the nonextensivity
measurement of the energy of finite syste@d = represents the ideal
case which is described in Ref. [6CA> fheans the long-range
interaction among subsystems is attractive wiilé< me6ans exclusive.
The curves of the probability distributiwarying with the Hamiltonian for
some different values of)Cat N, =10°. The meaning of parametei @

the same as the one in Fig. 3.
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Fig.1
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Fig.2
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Fig. 3
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Fig. 4
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