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Abstract. The standard theory of ideal gases ignores theaictien of the gas

particles with the thermal radiatiophoton gaythat fills the otherwise vacuum
space between them. This is an unphysical feattitheotheory since every

material in this universe, and hence also the gastiof a gas, absorbs and
radiates thermal energy. The interaction with therrnal radiation that is

contained within the volume of the body may be intgat in gases since the
latter, unlike solids and liquids, are capable nfiergoing conspicuous volume
changes. Taking this interaction into account makesbehaviour of the ideal

gases more realistic and removes Gibbs’ paradox.
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1. Introduction

A rigid vessel is composed of two equal chambepsusded by a removable partition. The
two chambers are filled with two different idealsga at the same initial temperatiize Let
n; andn, be the number of moles of gas contained in ths find in the second chamber,
respectively. The gases in the vessel cannot egehlagat with the surroundings as the vessel
walls are adiabatic. When the partition is remowetich can be done without performing any



work on the gases, the two gases diffuse through ether. This is a spontaneous irreversible
process and we are interested in determining tire@nincrease it produces.

The problem is a standard one in Classical Thermaycs. Its solution can be found in
many textbooks. In particular, the excellent tremtby Fast [1, pp. 41-43] contains a clear
approach to this problem, entirely within the reatfnClassical Thermodynamics. Being
ideal, the two gases do not interact with eachraflieing the mixing process. This means, in
particular, that as the partition is removed edcthem expands into the volume occupied by
the other, as if it expanded in a vacuum. Furtheemsince the free expansion of an ideal gas
in a vacuum does not produce any temperature chdhgefinal temperature of the gas
mixture must be the same as the initial temperafyrélhe entropy changAS due to the
considered expansion process is obtained direwity the classical expression of the entropy
of an ideal gas:

S=n(c,InT+RInv) + const. (1)
Herec, is the molar specific heat at constant volumthe number of moles of the g&sthe

universal gas constari, the absolute temperature, while V/n is the volume/ per mole. It
is thus found that

V, +V.
AS=R (1, In = +n2|n¥). @)

1 2

whereV; andV, are the volumes of the two chambers. In the ptesese we have; =V, =
V, which simplifies eq. (2) to:

AS=R(n +ny) In 2. 3)

The so-calledGibbs’ paradoxarises because the above formulae are indepenfi¢he
physicochemical nature of the two gases. This sdeardly acceptable. Surely, the entropy
change resulting from mixing together say one madldelium and one mole of ammonia
should be different than that resulting from mixitwgo similar amounts of two different
isotopes of oxygen. In other words a change inptaperties of the mixing gases should
produce a change in the entropy increase due tontkimg, which is denied by the above
formulae.

The same formulae apply in particular whenr=n, = 1. In this case eq. (3) simplifies to



AS=2RIn 2 >0. (4)

Now, if the two ideal gases are the same, the gasspre will be the same in the two
chambers because they both contain one mole ofjldkeat the same volume and the same
temperature. In this case too the theory prediwssame entropy change (4) following the
partition removal. No entropy increase should havesccur, simply because no change in
the state of the two gases takes place as théigais removed. This inconsistency in itself is
often referred to as the Gibbs’ paradox. Actuatlys a further consequence of the fact that
egs (2) and (3) do not depend on the properti¢issomixing gases.

The existence of Gibbs’ paradox casts some shadowuise classical theory of ideal gases.
It suggests that that theory may somehow be flaesegh in the range of pressures and
temperatures where it turns out to provide an ettser superb approximation of the
behaviour of the real gases.

The same paradox is met when the theory of ides¢gy&s approached by the methods of
Statistical Mechanics. In that case the situataggravated by the fact that the traditional
expression of the entropy of a perfect gas, a®duired in many textbooks on Statistical
Mechanics, contrasts with the notion that entrdpyudd be an extensive quantity. This aspect
of the paradox is resolved by introducing the notal indistinguishability of the various
molecules of the gas. This modifies the numbewaflable microstates and, thus, the entropy
function (cf., e.g., [2]). Once such a remedy igetg the discontinuous jump to zero of the
entropy change due to the mixing of two gases adlifierence in their properties tends to
zero, is neither surprising nor paradoxical [2], [Bremains the unpalatable fact, though, that
when it comes to two different gases, the statibtimechanics approach predicts that the
entropy change due to their mixing should not ddpmmthe nature of the gases. A way out of
this shortcoming has been proposed by Lin. Forcanmecommentary of his proposal and
reference to the original papers the reader isrneddeto [4]. Lin’s approach, however,
introduces the concept of information entropy, whicforeign to Classical Thermodynamics.

In looking for a solution to this problem, one canhrhelp but observe that Classical
Thermodynamics and Statistical Mechanics are esdlgrniwo different approaches, resting
on entirely different bases. Each approach sholddetore be consistent within its own
framework. It is only a matter of scientific rigotiven, that we should not use one approach to
justify the other. For this reason, in the follogisections we shall attempt to resolve the
various aspects of Gibbs’ paradox within the reafr€lassical Thermodynamics.

More precisely, we shall show that the origin af fharadox lies in the fact that the notion
of ideal gas, as introduced in Classical Thermodyos or, for that matter, also in Statistical
Mechanics, cannot be entirely realistic. This isbegause it represents a material that does



not radiate any energy. Every material in this arse radiates energy, depending on its
temperature. This fact is ignored by the theoryhef ideal gases. The latter are imagined as
being made of volumeless particles, endowed witssnanable to interact at distance with
each other and with the radiation that always fitle very space in which they are moving
about. As a matter of fact, that space will excleaegergy with them through thermal
radiation until thermal equilibrium is reached. Trak into account this phenomenon will
make the ideal gas more physical and also remolwksGparadox.

A similar interaction can be neglected in liquigglaolids, since they undergo only minor
volume changes.

A comprehensive bibliography on this topic, inchglimore than a hundred papers can be
found in [8]. It should be observed, however, thane of the papers quoted there approaches
the problem within the framework of classical maoapic thermodynamics adopted in the
present paper.

2. The photon gas that fills the vacuum amid the gaparticles

Any cavity or otherwise empty space harbours edecaignetic radiation within it. This
radiation is often referred to d@sermal radiationor photon gas The latter terminology is
particularly appropriate because from the macrascsfandpoint such a radiation behaves in
many ways as a gas. In this section the main faenabncerning the photon gas are recalled,
as can be found in many books of Classical Thermaaiycs (see e.g. [1, pp.158-162] or [5,
Sect. 13.16]). They apply in thermal equilibriunnddions, that is when the walls of the
cavity and/or any material particle within it hareached the same equilibrium temperature.
The latter will be referred to as the temperaturéhe photon gas itself. Its value in the
absolute temperature scale will be denoted,l3s usual.

In thermal equilibrium conditions, a unit volume sgace filled with a photon gas stores

the energy, given by
u=aT?”. (5)

The constana appearing here can be expressed as

a:ila, (6)
c



wherec is the velocity of light whileo is the well-known Stefan-Boltzman constant=[
56.697 nW/r ded, which make®=75.646 10° nJ/nided sincec=2.998 16 m/sec].

Eq. (5) shows that the energy density of the phgasdepends entirely on temperature. It
does not change, in particular, as the volume ef ghvity containing the photon gas is
progressively contracted or expanded. In a gas,thehedeal or not, a similar process
produces a change in the gas pressure and hente igas energy density, because the
number of molecules of the gas remains constaiisaglume is changed. In contrast, the
number of photons of a photon gas in thermal dgjuilin in a cavity changes as the volume
of the cavity expands or shrinks. This feature islely known to be one of the main
differences between a gas and a photon gas.

From eq. (5) it follows that in thermal equilibriuoonditions the internal enerdgy; of a
volumeV of photon gas is given by

U =aT?V. (7)

In the same conditions, the photon gas exertssspreP on the walls of the cavity, the value
of which is

Pzéu:—aT“. ®)

This pressure does work as the volume of the caxpands or contracts. The work supplied
by the photon gas to the cavity walls as its volusriacreased by\d turns out to be

dW, = Pdv= S udv= > at dv. )
3 3

Thus if Q denotes the amount of heat absorbed by the plyatsnwe can apply the forst law
of thermodynamics to state that

du, = dQ - dW,. (20)
From this and from eqs (7) and (8) we get
dQ= 4aTVvdT+2 a™ dv. (11)

3

By applying this equation to a reversible processobtain



dS = 4aT2 VdT+2 a® d\, (12)
3

since @) = TdS for reversible processes. The total differentiqliaion (12) can easily be
integrated to give the following expression for #rgropyS of the photon gas:

S = g aTv, (13)

the integration constant being set equal to zénoe§ = 0 forT = 0.
Finally, from eq. (11) the specific (per unit volajrthermal capacity, of the photon gas
at constant volume is immediately obtained:

r,=—— =4aT’, (14)

3. The influence of thermal radiation on the adiabtc free expansion of an ideal gas in a
perfect vacuum

According to classical theory, a free adiabaticasgion of an ideal gas should leave its
temperature unaltered. This follows from the fdwttthe particles of the gas do not exert
long-range interactions between each other, whielanma that they can only store kinetic
energy. In a free expansion no external work isedoynthe gas, since it expands in a vacuum.
No thermal energy is exchanged either, if the egjmmis adiabatic. In these conditions, the
kinetic energy of the gas particles is conservetickv in particular means that the gas
temperature in the final equilibrium state aftee #ixpansion must be the same as the initial
one.

The above explanation does not take into accowttrib material is physically admissible
if it does not emit and absorb thermal radiatione Tdeal gas is lacking in this respect, which
may lead to some physical inconsistencies in itsab@ur. In the present section we shall
show how the interaction with the ubiquitous phogais, which cannot be avoided by any real
gas —not even in the ranges of temperatures ars$yres where its state equations coincide
with those of an ideal gas— makes the gas cooresudt of a free adiabatic expansion.

We shall consider here the case in which the dasjgh harbouring thermal radiation
within its own volume, expands in a space thatmpty both of matter and radiation. Such a



vacuum will be referred to aperfect vacuumlt is of interest in several cosmological
problems. The more common case of an ideal gasndkpin a ordinary vacuum, empty of
matter but containing radiation (photon gas), tltackled in the next section.

Let us first of all determine the amount of heatth photon gas must absorb from the
surroundings as it expands at constant temperdfufd/ is the volume increase of the gas,
the amount of heat needed to expand it isothermatijven by

4
AQ="aT*AV. (15)
3

This immediately follows from eq. (11) once we d&+0 and integrate the resulting equation
between the initial volum¥ and the final on& + AV.

If this amount of heat is not supplied, which ig ttase when the expansion takes place
adiabatically, then the volume chand®/ will produce a reduction in the photon gas
temperature. On the other hand, if the cavity walls adiabatic but the cavity itself also
contains a gas, then the amount of Etwill be taken from the particles of the gas, which
will cool down as a result. In this case, the terapge change can to a good approximation
be calculated by assuming that the thermal capaditthe photon gas is negligible with
respect to that of the ideal gas within the catgeping in mind that the molar specific heat
¢, of an ideal gas does not depend on volume andrireggeto the case in which the cavity
contains just one mole of ideal gas, the tempegatariation due to the expansion of the latter
will be given by

4
aT=-BQ__4 aTav. (16)

¢ 3 g

If there aren moles of gas in the cavity, this temperature v@mashould be divided bg. In
writing eq. (16) we assumed th&T was small enough as to produce a negligible changge
during the expansion. This is certainly so in tlstvmajority of cases. In any case, taking
account of the dependencewfon T does not appear to pose any serious problem. @&eo
this temperature change makes the internal endrtheaas change by the same amad\@t
since the internal energy of an ideal gas has #lkkmown expression

Ug=c T+C, (17)

C being an arbitrary constant.



The entropy change of the system due to the comgldexpansion is the sum of the
contributionAS; coming from the ideal gas and the contributfh of the photon gas. The
former is readily obtained from eq. (2) and is giv®y

T+AT V +AV
+R In

AS=c, In (18)

for each mole of gas. The other contribution isckted from eq. (12) to be given by:

AS = 4aT VA T+§ aPav. (19)

If the volumeV is not too largeQAS can be neglected with respectd,. Moreover, for small
values ofAT as the one involved in the present case, thetérgt in the right-hand side of eq.
(19) can be neglected too, as longras sufficiently far from zero. Under these conalits we
can, to a good approximation, calculate the tat&dopy change of the system as

+
AS= RInV AV.

(20)

In conclusion, we can say that as far as the censitiprocess is concerned the entropy
change of the system is not essentially affectethbypresence of the photon gas. The latter,
however, does produce a cooling effect in the idgd temperature resulting after the
expansion. The measure of this effect is givendy(#6). It shows thaAT is proportional to
AV. This temperature change, therefore, is not aipmegligible, since there is no limit to the
extent of the expansion that a gas can suffer.

4. The case of an adiabatic expansion in a vacuumnitivthermal radiation

In many practical cases the cavity where the gpamrds is free from matter but filled with
thermal radiation. We may speak then of a vacuuth thermal radiation. The presence of
the latter in the space where the gas expandssexgntessur® on the front of the expanding
gas. An expansioAV of the gas will therefore make it spend the amatfinvork AW, given

by

AW, = PAV. (21)

out



| should be observed, in passing, that two ideségalo not exert any action to each other.
For this reason they can expand through each athiére same volume, while ignoring the
presence of the other gas. The same is not true wheddeal gas expands in a space filled
with photon gas. First of all a photon gas is noideal gas, as its state equations (7) and (8)
show unequivocally. Secondly and more importarg,thoton gas does interact with the ideal
gas. The reason is that, as already observed, ihapematerial that does not absorb and emit
thermal radiation. So the particles of the idea gaust absorb and emit energy in the form of
thermal radiation and this makes them sensitivéhéoradiation pressure coming from the
photon gas.

Let us then focus our attention to the importansecaf an ideal gas expanding
adiabatically in an otherwise empty cavity contagnithermal radiation at the same
temperatureT, as the initial temperature of the expanding gdse €xpansion process is
assumed to take place so slowly that the pressul¢emperature of the expanding medium is
uniform throughout the process and so is the teatpes of the photon gas in the space where
the ideal gas expands. In order to calculate thgpéeature changAT brought about by an
expansiomV of the gas, we observe that in the expansion tpareling medium (ideal gas
plus photon gas) absorbs the heat

AQ, =aT'AV (22)

that comes from the photon gas in the empty pathe@fvessel as the volume of the latter is
reduced byAV. By applying the energy balance law to the expamdhedium we therefore
get:

AU, +AU, = -AW,, +AQ,. (23)

Here AUq4 denotes the internal energy change of the idesl/da the energy change of the

photon gas within the volume of the expanding @4%,, is given by eq. (21) and represents
the work done by the expanding medium against thesuireP exerted by the outside photon

gas. In view of eq. (8) this work can be expressed

AW,

out

:é aT* AV, (24)

while from eq. (17) we obtain



AU, = ¢, AT, (25)
where
AT=T,-To (26)

Finally, the quantityAU, can be obtained directly as the difference betwkervalue o,
calculated forTo+AT andV+AV and the value of the same quantity calculatedTfoand V.

From eq. (7) to thus obtain:
AU, =a(T,+AT)*(V+AV) - aT* V. (27)

Since the temperature chanfy€ is expected to be very small, we can approximiagefirst
term in the right-hand side of this equation byagldr expansion abody. We thus get

AU, =aTAV+4aT3(V+A VA T, (28)

where we set for Ty, since the formula applies to any value of théahtemperaturdy,.
By introducing egs (28), (25) and (24) into eq.)(2@ obtain:

1 TAV
AT =-= 2 . (29)
3¢, +4aT (V+AV)

Unless the volumeé/+AV is very large, the terdaT® (V+AV) can be neglected with

respect ta,, on the account thatis a very small quantity. With this approximatiag. (29)
reduces to

_laT'av
3 ¢

Vv

AT = (30)

5. The entropy change of the two gases ensuing fraifme partition removal

Let us now refer to the two gases filling the tvaparate chambers of the adiabatic vessel
considered in Sect. 1. When the partition is rerdptiee two gasses expand by flowing one
through the other. As already recalled, each gpareds as if it were in a vacuum, since the
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two gases are supposed to be ideal. This enablés celculate the entropy change of the
system of the two gases by referring to the follmsequence of processes:

1 A free adiabatic expansion of each separate gasyibhg them to the same final volume
2V. In this process, the gas does not supply/absaybnerk to/from the surroundings
since the process can be assimilated to a freensipain a vacuum. As observed in Sec.
3, the process will produce a change in the enteopy temperature of each expanding
gas, though. Moreover, different gases will sutfiéierent temperature changes.

2 A transfer of heat between the two expanded gasegihg them to the same final
temperature T*. Being a heat transfer from a hajges to a colder one, this process will
result in a further entropy change of the systenthé process, no heat is exchanged with
the surroundings as the vessel walls are adiabatic.

3 Finally, the two gases are allowed to mix reveysit the constant volumeV2they
reached at the end of phase (1). A process ofkthts is admissible from the physical
standpoint and was first conceived by Plank [6,t.S286] (see also [1, p. 41] and [3, p.
729]). Being adiabatic and reversible, the proeasot produce any entropy change. It
will not produce any change in the temperaturehef gases either, since the latter are
ideal and the process does not bring about anymelahange. The system will thus
reach the final state in which the two gases arethtogether at temperature T* and
volume 2V.

The details of each of the above three phasesddritire process are worked out below.

Phase 1(Free adiabatic expansion

One mole of an ideal gas fills the voluideof one chamber of the vessel. Oetbe its
initial temperature and, its molar specific heat at constant volume. The gapands
adiabatically in a vacuum filled with radiationtatmperaturdy,, until it occupies the volume
2V of the entire vessel, thus increasing its volumé¥=V. If the presence of heat radiation
is taken into account, the equilibrium temperatliye¢hat results after the expansion can be
calculated from eq. (30) to be given by:

1aT AV

Ti=To-= 31
1=To =2 (31)

U

c,

A similar adiabatic expansion of the gas fillinge thther chamber will bring it to the final
volume 2/ and to a final equilibrium temperatufegiven by:

1aT AV

T,=To -= , 32
2=To —2 (32)

n
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where ¢} is the molar specific heat at constant volumehefdas in the second chamber. The

above temperature changes are obtained from theoxapgate eq. (30). The gist of the
arguments that follow, however, remain valid if teenperature changes are obtained from
the more rigorous eq. (29).

In order to calculate the entropy change broughtiaby this phase of the process, we first
observe that i\V is not too large, bothTand T, will be sufficiently near to Jas to allow us
to apply the approximate equation (20). This precesl| therefore increase the entropy of
each gas by the amount

A:S=RIn 2. (33)
This will produce an overall increase in the emyropthe two gases by the amount
NS=2A.S=2RIn 2. (34)

It is apparent that such an entropy change coiscidth that which would be expected for
an ideal gas in the absence of the photon gas.pfésence of the latter, however, will
produce a cooling effect that is proportional\é resulting from the considered expansion, as
predicted by egs (31)-(32). Small as this effecy e (it is proportional téV, though!), it
cannot be avoided not even by an ideal gas, simesy enaterial must absorb and radiate
thermal energy. Most importantly, the amount oflc@pdepends on the specific heat of the
gas, so that it will generally be different forfdifent ideal gases.

Phase 2(Internal heat transfer

The previous process brings the two gases to sf&te8V) and T, 2V), respectively. To
be definite, we shall assume thgt>c; , which in view of egs (31) and (32) implies tfat>
T,. We now put the two gases in thermal contact vedith other while keeping them
thermally insulated from the surroundings. In theseditions the hotter gas will supply heat
to the colder one until both gases reach the sameligium temperatureT*. The
determination ofT* is an elementary problem of heat transfer. Isadved by equating the
total amount of hea®; lost by the hotter gas to the amount of h@atabsorbed by the
colder one. Since we are considering one mole dif gas, we have

Q=T-Tg (35)

12



and

Q=(T"-T) q. (36)
We therefore get
« TCc+T ¢
706t 37)
c, +C,

Once the amounts of heat (35) and (36) are knolha,entropy change caused by the
process can also be obtained. Since the tempesdiyre andT* are close together, we shall
not introduce any serious mistake if we assume aHathe heatQ; is lost at the constant
temperaturel; and that all the hedD, is absorbed at constant temperaftlizeThe entropy
change due to the heat transfer is, accordingly:

* % oo 2
"9, Q% 66 (WD) (38)

T g+q 1%

AZS =

which is clearly greater than zero. The importasinpto be noted here is that this entropy
change depends on the specific heats of the mgasgs. Such dependence is both explicit, as
shown by equation (38), and implicit through danhd T, via equations (31) and (32). In the
case in whichc, =c] , the latter equations yield, F T,, which maked\,S = 0. In particular,
A,Svanishes if the two chambers are filled with thene gas.

Phase 3(Isothermal reversible mixing

As previously observed, in this phase of the pretis two perfect gases do not suffer any
change in entropy or temperature since they undargeversible isothermal mixing. The
presence of the photon gas does not alter thidusioa, since this phase of the process takes
place at a constant volume.

From egs (34) and (38) the entropy change due d¢owthole process turns out to be,
therefore:

¢ M-T)°
e T

Vv

AS=MNS+AS =2RIn2 +

(39)
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The first term in the far right-hand side of thiguation is due to the volume expansion and
has the same value no matter the ideal gases umhsideration. The last term attains
different values for different mixing gases.

Incidentally, such a result helps to define prdgisehen two ideal gases are to be treated
as the same or as different as far as the thernameigs of their mixing is concerned. It shows
that it all depends on whether they have the sgeeific heat or not. Other differences in
their properties are not relevant as far as thentbdynamics of the process is concerned.
This fact should be taken into due account whertagisfical Mechanics approach to this
phenomenon is sought. It implies that some othendifferent microstates of a gas mixture
should be considered to be the same if they asvant to two different ideal gases which
possess the same specific heat.

6. The solution of the paradox

According to the analysis of the previous sectitirere are two contributions to the
entropy change\S that follows the removal of the partition betwettre two ideal gases
contained in the adiabatic vessel we considerdtienntroduction. The first contribution is
A;S and is relevant to what we called Phase 1 of tleegss. This entropy change in this
phase arises from the expansion of each gas selyatd is practically independent of their
particular physicochemical properties [cf. eq. {3The final temperature resulting from the
process, howevedoesdepend on the properties of the expanding gasmorg precisely, on
its specific heat. This means that this part ofgtecess will in general produce different final
temperatures for different expanding gases [cf. @19 and (32)].

The other contribution to the entropy change, ngrde§ results from Phase 2 of the
process. At a variance withS this entropy change depends on the specific lgatnd ¢,
of the two gases. Moreover, as the difference betveg and ¢ tends to zero, so doésS,

As already observed, this shows that as far asePBds concerned, the difference in the
specific heats of the two gases can be taken asagure of their difference. Any property of
the gases other than their specific heats hasfact@n the entropy change resulting from this
part of the process. Such a result provides aisalub Gibbs’ paradox, which is entirely
within the framework of classical macroscopic thedynamics. The arguments in support to
this claim are discussed below.

For clarity’s sake, in what follows we shall decamp Gibbs’ paradox into the following
three paradoxes A to C, and give a separate soltdgieach of them.

14



Paradox A: “The entropy of mixing is independent of the natidrthe two gasés

Solution. SinceAS = A;S + A,S, from the above results we can conclude that ote t
entropy change upon mixing depends on the differdncthe specific heat of the mixing
gases. This resolves this part of Gibbs’ paraddxchvobjected to having the same entropy
change no matter the physicochemical propertigbetwo gases. The paradox arises if the
effect of thermal radiation is neglected. The dsthbd formulae also show that small
variations in the difference of the specific heaftshe two gases produce small variations in
the predicted value &S, which complete the answer to this part of thexgax.

Paradox B: “According to eq. (4), the entropy change resulfiogn the mutual expansion of
the two gases during their mixing is different freemo even if the two gases are the Same

Solution. Consider the particular case in which the gasethé two chambers are the
same, at the same initial pressure and temperdtutieis case the two gases will not expand
at all as the patrtition is removed. This is so beeaafter the partition removal, the number of
gas particles that go from chamber 1 to chambeitlbaequal to the number of gas particles
that go from chamber 2 to chamber 1, the two ghséyy in thermal equilibrium with each
other. Since the particles of the two gases anatiichd, the net effect of this particle exchange
will be the same as if the partition was not remtbaé all. In the absence of any expansion,
the final volume of each gas in each of the twondbers remains the same as it was before
the partition removal. Egs (2) to (4) do not therefapply to this case. The general equation
(1) is of course still valid. From that equationfallows thatAS=0 when temperature and
volume are constant, which is quite correct. Inghesent case, therefore, the theory predicts
that the partition removal should not produce anlyapy change, thus solving the paradox.
Observe that no consideration about thermal ramhais needed to answer this aspect of
Gibbs’ paradox.

Paradox C: “The slightest difference in the physicochemicalpprties of the two mixing
gases produces a finite entropy change as theyagethet

Solution. In the case of two identical gases, the entrdmnge due to mixing vanishes,
while the slightest difference in their specificahevould produce a non-vanishing finite
entropy chang@&S = A;S + A,S There is no inconsistency here, though. The peititat the
volumetric contributiom\;S always applies in the case of two different gases mater how
little their specific heats differ from each othas, long as they are not the same. As observed
above, however, the contributify® is missing in the case of two identical gasesgesino
expansion takes place in that case. It should b@®ob then that one should not compare the
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entropy change due to a process that includes pansion, with that of another process that
does not. It should also be observed that if wdigerour attention to the contributiadkS,
which is not due to the expansion, then the entropy changeameieto the case of two
different gases will tend smoothly to zero @sandc, tend to a same valug . This is
perfectly consistent with the fact thAS=0 in the limit case in which the two gases are
identical and answers the same-gas-part of Gibbgadox concerning the alleged entropy
jump inconsistency.

Remark. It might still be objected that if we put a regsgn chamber 1 and a white gas in
chamber 2 we would get a pink mixture once theifpamtis removed, even if the two gases
are ‘the samein that ¢, = ¢ . This could be interpreted as the evidence thatetitropy of
the system increases, contrary to what we haveqrstluded above. Such a change in colour,
however, is not a thermodynamic process. “Rednasd”“whiteness” are not state variables
of the system. Nor do they enter the state equatainthe gases. As a consequence, no
internal energy or entropy change can be producdtd system by a colour change of the
gas. No work or heat is absorbed in the proce$erifThe gas colour change that would
certainly take place in the considered situationaigpurely mechanical process; it is a
consequence of the disordered distribution of #leatties of the gas particles. It could also
be regarded as a demonstration of the thermalt@mgitaf the gas particles, which is always
active in any gas, even in thermal equilibrium dtads, provided thafz0.

But, is the pink state of the two gases more de@d than the initial red and white one?
Perhaps. In some sense at least. However, as rednank[7], disorder and macroscopic
entropy are not always related.

7. Conclusions

A common feature of every known material in thisverse is that it absorbs and emits
thermal radiation. The ideal gas cannot be an éiepBy adopting an approach that is
entirely confined within the framework of classigabhcroscopic thermodynamics, we have
shown that, if proper account of the thermal efulim between an ideal gas and its own
thermal radiation is taken, the free expansionhefdgas cannot be isothermal. The resulting
temperature change is proportional to the volumangh, which in gases can be as large as
one may like. It also depends on the specific bé#te gas itself. Beside of being of interest
in itself, the latter feature eliminates the wealbkvn inconsistencies that in the classical
macroscopic thermodynamics are associated to théngmiof two ideal gases and are
collectively referred to as Gibbs’ paradox.
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