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We use the theory of probability to show that, as the fraction X, /Y — 0, the conditional probability for Xy,
given X, +Y € hs := [h,h + 8], has a limit law fx,, (z)e”¥""5)% where 1, (hs) equals to [0 1n P(Y €
Ys)/Oyly=n plus an additional term, contributed from the strong correlation between X, and bath Y. Since ¢
is infinitesimal, the theory shows a logic equivalence between the conditional probability setup and traditional
energy conservation in dynamics. We obtain the state space density for a system strongly coupled to a heat bath.
A discrete version of the theorem yields the grand canonical distribution without the Gibbs paradox. In terms of
certain invariant criteria with respect to hs, the concept of a thermodynamic reservoir is given.

INTRODUCTION

Gibbs’ theory proper concerns with finite size systems
that are in contact with a temperature bath. It reproduces
the classical thermodynamic results as the limiting behavior
when the size tending to infinity, e.g., thermodynamic limit.
The Laplace transform of partition functions becomes the
Legendre transform of thermodynamic potentials in the limit.
The theory has been widely checked against experiments
on finite and even small systems of liquids, solutions, and
macromolecules. In biophysical chemistry, it has been used
as a natural law for understanding molecular interactions [|I|].

Through a rigorous mathematical analysis, we recently
argued [2] that not only the macroscopic thermodynamics is
an emergent phenomenon, the very Gibbs’ formalism itself is
a result of a limit law according to the theory of conditional
probability. The limit law is to the canonical distribution
what the central limit theorem is to the Gaussian fluctuation
theory developed by Einstein and Landau [@]. And as in the
theories of phase transition [4] and the passing from quantum
mechanics to quantum chemistry via Born-Oppenheimer
approximation, the mathematical limit involves subtleties that
have fundamental importance [E].

The aim of this paper is to generalize the Gibbs’ theory to
strongly coupled, heterogeneous systems: Consider a system
G coupled to its bath 20 with a setup: (i) interactions between
& and 20 might not be negligible; (ii) & can be distinct to
20 with respect to the physical properties, e.g., water with
ice floating, or the chemical composition, e.g., side-chain
conformational variations in protein structure [6] and a RNA
molecule immersed in aqueous solution [Ij].

However, current mathematical theories, the equivalence o
ensembles | and the Gibbs conditioning principle
], are not sufficient to justify the state space density of S for
the following reasons: Both theories require the heat bath 20
as a large number of identical copies of &, and the theory of
equivalence of ensembles fails in certain circumstance when
the system has critical phenomena [IQ, , ].

To logically solve this issue, a new result is presented in
this work: Let U; and Us be the bare energy of & and
0, respectively, and Ujo be the interaction energy. Now,
the distribution of U;, given a conserved total energy U; =

U1+ U2+ Us, can be expressed by the conditional probability
Joyu,- As U1 /Uy — 0, fy,|u,is asymptotic to fr, weighted
by an exponential factor whose exponent is determined by
both of the fluctuations of Uy and the correlation caused by
Uj2. This new result is based on the key lemma provided in
the next section. Under the assumption of the principle of
equal a priori probabilities ], we further apply that lemma
to derive the state space density of G.

In addition, having that key lemma also provides a lens
for helping us look through the grand canonical ensemble
from a different perspective: Consider a group of particles
distributed randomly in a space. Let K and L be the particle
numbers in two adjacent regions of the space, and the region
of K be infinitesimal in comparison to the region of L. Then
the lemma implies that conditional distribution Pr 1 is
asymptotic to Px weighted by an exponential factor whose
exponent is solely determined by the fluctuations of L. From
this perspective, undetermined Py yields the freedom of
choosing a prior distribution, which echoes the “subjectivity”
in the informatic view of resolving the Gibbs paradox [@].

THREE MATHEMATICAL THEOREMS

In the following lemma, X is indexed by n to represent
an infinitesimal system and no assumption of independence
between “system of interest” X and “heat bath” Y is made.
Thm 1. shows however the importance of X, Y independence
in defining a unambiguous equilibrium temperature for all
X that are in contact with a given Y. Thm 2. is an
extension of the lemma to integer random variables. Thm 3.
further clarifies the condition under which the temperature is
uniquely defined for a heat bath irrespective of the details of
the “contact”. We state the key results without the proofs, see
[Ij] for the full mathematical details.

New result of applying the Lemma to strongly coupled
systems is presented in a later section.

Lemma, a limit law for a sequence of conditional
probabilities: Consider a sequence of non-negative random
variable X,, € R and another non-negative random variable
Y € R which needs not to be independent of X,,, on a
probability space ({2, F, P). Denoting H,, = X,, + Y and
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E[X?2] = a2, where a,, — 0 as n — oo. Then the sequence
of conditional probability density functions has an asymptotic
expression [@I])

Fxntm, (@3 he) =2 Z,7 M (hs) fx, (x)e M= (1)

as n — oo, where hs = [h,h + J] € R, fx, () is the
marginal distribution of the correlated pair (X,,,Y"), Z,, is the
normalization factor, and

OlnP(Y €

Yn(hs) = M (1b)
Y y=h
n 01n Cy, (ys; ) B alnCn(y(;;:c)] o)
oy ox 2=0.y=h
where y5 := [y, y + d] and
PY € ys|X,, =

Calysi ) = DX EelXn =7) (1d)

P(Y S y5)

If Y is independent from X,, C,, = 1 and v, (hs) is
independent of n; it is solely determined by the property of
P(Y € [y,y + ¢]) near y = h. In the following theorems,
(OIn P(Y € ys5)/0y)y=n is denoted by 3*(hs).

Theorem 1, canonical Gibbs distribution on phase space.
Consider a compact continuous phase space 1 C R271+2nz
with state variable (wi,wz), w; € R?™, wy €
R?72 Furthermore w; and wo are independent w.r.t. P.
Assume three non-negative continuous functions that satisfy
Ut(Wl,Wg) = Uy(wy) + UQ(WQ) and Ul(Wl) < UQ(WQ).
Let Y := Us(w3), then the limit distribution in (Ia) implies

P(Ul(Wl) < a|Ut(W1,W2) S h(;)
2/ Z7H(B7)e T (dwa),  (2a)
Ui (w1)€[0,a]

in which g is the induced measure of P by the projection
from (w1, ws) to wy. Under the assumption of the principle
of equal a priori probabilities for all wy in each set Uy (w1) €
[a, a+dal, then the conditional density of wy w.r.t. 11 follows

F(wi|Us € hs) ~ Z71(5*)e P Ur(wa), (2b)

Theorem 2, counting statistics and grand canonical
distribution. Consider a sequence of non-negative integer
random variables L,, € Z, and another non-negative integer
random variable KX € Z which is independent to L,,.
Denoting M, = K + L,. There exists b, — oo and
¢, > 0 such that L, := (Ln — ¢n)/by converges to a
continuous random variable Y in distribution. Then the
sequence of conditional probability mass functions has an
asymptotic expression [@I])

prciar, (ks buhs + cn) = Qy t (he)pi (k)er "R/ Pn - (3a)

as n — 00, pi (k) is the marginal distribution of K, @Q,, is the
normalization factor, and

dln P(Y € y;)

plhs) = — oy

(3b)

y=h

Furthermore, the product of 2B) and (Ba) yields the joint
probability of w; and K conditioned on both U; and M,, for
the grand canonical distribution.

The interval hs := [h, h + ¢] plays an essential role in the
forementioned theorems; it determines the exponent for the
exponential (or geometric) factor. Thm. 3 illustrates that the
above results become minimally dependent upon the choice
of hs if the P(Y € hy) satisfies certain invariant criteria.

Theorem 3, invariance w.r.t. choosing hs: Under the same
setup as Lemma with Y independent of X,,, let us consider
subinterval hf, := [A',h/ + ¢'| C hs. The following three
statements are equivalent:

1. Invariance w.r.t. subintervals: For all subintervals hg,,
the distance in terms of the total variation between
fx,\m, (v 1) and fx g, (z; hs) converges to zero as
n — oo.

2. Equal exponent: For all subintervals hf,,

Ol P(Y € ys .

% = 3" (hs)- (4a)

Y y=h’

3. The heat-bath property: The conditional probability

density for Y at y € [h,h + §] is itself exponentially
distributed as:

.1
Tyivensy(y) = 61/12(10 WP(Y € ys'|Y € hs)
B*ePv

= 66*(}1"1‘6) _ 66*}7’ . (4b)

NEW INSIGHTS FROM THE THEOREMS

Dynamic conservation vs. conditional probability — Let
us consider a Gedankenexperiment on a very large mechanical
system & U 20 in which the small part & has mechanical
energy fluctuations. If one only measures the static statistics
of the energy of &, should the resulting statistics be different
between (a) G U 20U has a conserved total mechanical energy
Esuss € [h,h + 0], with infinitesimal 6, for all time
determined by the initial condition for the dynamics; and (b)
G U2 has a fluctuating total mechanical energy E gy (t) as
a function of time, but one selects only those measurements
on & that simultaneously has Eg gy € [h, h + §]?

If one installs an equivalent principle between (a) and (b),
the lemma can be interpreted as follows: First, the fixed
Y with varying X indexed by n implies that the system of
interest is relatively small to its heat bath, and it is called
the heat-bath limit as n — oo. Second, the total energy
X +Y = his conserved, subjected to small fluctuations .
This is understood as the microcanonical ensemble. Third, in
particular, if the system is asymptotically uncorrelated with
its heat bath in the heat-bath limit: This is reflected in the
correlation-related term (Id) converging to 0 as n — oo.
Then it arises as a universal parameter 3*(hs) = dln P(Y €



hs)/0y which is solely determined by the fluctuations of the
heat bath.

Strongly coupled systems — When X and Y are not
independent, in addition to the [* from the bath, there
is an additional force acting on the system exerted by
the environment: The force is not uniform on different
w; € R?"1.  Applying the Lemma and modifying the
setup of Thm. 2 with energy function U;(wi,wa) =
U1 (Wl) + U12(W1, WQ) + UQ(WQ), in which U12(W1, WQ) is
a non-negligible interaction energy. We group Uy (w1, W)
and Us(waq) together into a new observable YV :=
Ulg(Wl,Wz) + UQ(WQ). Now X = Ul(Wl) and Y are
no longer independent. Then parallel to Thm. 1, the lemma
shows that the conditional density for the state variable wy
is proportional to e~ ¥=(")U1(W1) given in Eq. (Ia@). Let us
rewrite it as

FO(wi[Us € ) oc em TV el (it (52)
C ([h = Ui(w1)]s; Ur(w1))

() (e o) —
" (Wi hs) =1n Chi0)

. (5b)

The superscript m indicates the conditional density as a
result of the assumption that the isolated total system obeys
the microcanonical ensembles. And recall that function
Clys;z) = P(Y € ys|X = z)/P(Y € ys) is defined in
Eq. (Id) regrading the correlation of the system and its bath.

Recently, Jarzynski [Ij], Talkner and Hinggi ]
have discussed strongly coupled systems within a total
system that is canonically distributed: f(°)(wy, ws) o
exp{—~ [U1(w1) + Ur2(w1, wa) + Uz(w2)]}. The marginal
density then

f(c) (Wl) x e—VUl(W1)+¢(C)(W1W), (6a)

) (- c ) — 1 4 A2 XD [=1(Ura (w1, W2) + Us(w3))]
i) = [ dws exp [-1U2(w2))] '

(6b)

If the function of interactions Uj;s depends only on the
positions, given Vy(wy) as the potential of the small system
not in contact with a heat bath, then

VO (wy) = Vo(wr) + 69 (wi;7) )

matches Kirkwood’s potential of mean force [Iﬂ]; the force is
acting on w; and averaged over all the wo € R?"2,

Given the conditions for equivalence of ensembles [@, ,
@] and choose v = f*(hs), in the thermodynamic limit,
f™) in (Ba) and f(© in (Ga) should be the same - hence
(™) (wy; hs) in (3B) and ¢ %1; B*(hs)) in (BB only off

by a wy-independent constant [[30]. This result shows that
VI (wi) = Vo(wi) + o™ (w3 ) (8)

can be considered as another representation for the potential
of mean force on w; by using the correlation of the pair
(X,Y). In comparison to V(°)(wy), even without having
the equations of functions Uy, Ujs,Us, the representation

by V™ (w;) still works once the statistics are given by
experiments,.

We shall emphasize that the equivalence of ensembles is not
always satisfied when a system has critical phenomena. In this
situation, £(°) obtained under the assumption of a canonically
distributed total system is no longer valid to represent the
state space density of a small system contained in a large
isolated system. The significance of the present work is that
the state space density given by f(™) is generally true for a
small system strongly coupled to its bath with total energy
conservation, even if equivalence of ensembles is invalid.

Heterogeneous systems — In our mathematical framework,
Q) represents the compact, continuous phase space of the total
system with microstate variable (w1, ws). Let €7 be the
phase space for wy and €25 be the phase space for wo. Then
the structure of Thm. 1 is as follows:

(Q,B(9), P) = (21, B(Q1), 1) 2 (R, B(R), Fyy,),
(,B(Q), P) =25 (R, B(), 12) 225 (R, B(R), Fuz,),

in which m;,m are the projection maps with the
corresponding induced measures i, 2, and Uj,Us are
the functions for observables with the distributions Fys, , Fy,.
To begin with the lemma, we have Iy, |y, v, (; hs) at the
level of observables; furthermore, by the principle of equal
a priori probabilities for all w; in each thin shell of U;, we
then obtain f(w1|U; + Us € hs) wrt. p; at the level of
microstates.

The strength of this approach can be seen when it is applied
to heterogeneous systems: Let us consider the example for a
RNA molecule immersed in an aqueous solution [7]. Now,
w7 represents the microstate of the RNA and weo represents
the microstate of the solution. In this case, since the molecule
is distinct to the aqueous solution, so a justification of the
distribution of w; was missing in the previous mathematical
theories based on a homogeneous total system. On the
other hand, by applying the lemma, one only need to check
Ui(wy) < Us(waz) to obtain the distribution of Uy (wq) in
Eq. (2a); Furthermore, given the principle of equal a priori
probabilities for wy [Iﬂ], the density of wy in Eq. @b) can
be further justified. As discussed above, by introducing the
interaction term Ujs : (wp,ws) — R, this approach can
also be extended to finding the density in Eq. (3a) when the
molecule has strong interactions with the solution.

Grand canonical ensemble and Gibbs paradox — Gibbs
introduced the notion of a grand canonical ensemble for a
system that has fluctuating particle numbers due to exchanges
with a single material reservoir. Here, Legendre transform
inherited from thermodynamics has met with difficulties as a
unifying mathematical device for the ensemble theory. The
existence of the Gibbs paradox is an indication that a more
unified, rigorous treatment is desirable. A recent such attempt
based on the principle of maximum relative entropy can be
found in , ]. Our probabilistic theory provides a different
perspective to understand the Gibbs paradox as follows:

In Thm. 3, if the integer random variables K and L,, are



the number of particles uniformly distributed in a space within
regions B and D \ B, B C D, and we assume the size of B
is infinitesimal in comparison to the whole space, then prior
distribution Pk (k) should follow a Poisson distribution [24].
We see clearly that the 1/k! arises through the distribution
of K a priori for counting particles distributed in space,
which is known as spatial Poisson point processes. Changing
representation from Lagrangian tracking to Eulerian counting
of particles gives rise to the notion of entropy of assimilation
[@;: For Lagrangian particles the k! is absent; the freedom
of choosing priors corresponds to the “subjective observer”
discussed in [120].

Idealized heat bath — Our mathematical theory is based
on two elements: (i) a small system that is coupled to a
much larger one, and (ii) the total system has an observable,
an “energy” function, that is restricted within an interval of
infinitesimal fluctuations. A question naturally arises: What
are the conditions under which the larger system can be
idealized as a heat bath that gives the small system of interest
a “unique temperature” that is independent of the details of
h and §? This question is answered by Thm. 3: The heat
bath itself has an exponentially distributed energy fluctuation,
conditioned on the interval hs; the single parameter on the
exponent defines the temperature.

It is highly instructive to note that such an exponential
behavior can be justified in terms of the large deviations
theory for systems with extensive, Eulerian-homogeneous
thermodynamic variables [@]. In this case, one identifies the
U,, a thermodynamic potential, with Y having a probability
proportional to e~™¥, in which n — oo indicates the
thermodynamic limit. Then the normalized density of Y
satisfies Eq. (@B). The Y as a bath provides a small system X
that is in contact a temperature.

DISCUSSION

Legendre transform in thermodynamics — With one
additional assumption, the result in Eq. (Ia) a gives rise to
the Legendre transform in thermodynamics. If one assumes
the existence of a thermodynamic limit, with thermodynamic
energies and entropies being “extensive quantities” [32], i.e.,
S(z) = In fx(x) and S*z are both oc V, where V' — oo
representing the size of the system, then the normalization

factor in (1a)

h+d
F(B)=—(8)"InZ = _(5*)711n/0 S =" gy

~ [E-(5)'5(B)] (102)

dS(E)/dE=p*

We note that the thermodynamic equation (I0d) is for the
system of interest, in addition to being small relative to its
heat bath, is itself tending a thermodynamic limit with its size
V' — oo. In contradistinction to the latter, the n — oc in the
lemma represents the heat-bath limit: the heat bath is infinitely
large in relative to the system. Therefore, if the system and its

heat bath are not independent, in both of the thermodynamic
and heat-bath limits, the Eq. (I0d) becomes

F') = [B-(@)7'S(B)] (10b)

V" =B+,

dS(E)/dE=y*’
(10c)

Ol Cy(ys;z)  dlnCy(ys; )

:| z=0,y=h '
(10d)

"y—lim[

n—roo

In Eqs. (I0a) and (IOb), let Eg be the solution of
dS(E)/dE = (* and Ey, be the solution of dS(E)/dE =
1*, then B, — Ejg is the change in the macroscopic energy
due to the interaction effect. This change is a consequence of
the non-zero v* in Eq. (10d), which means the system and its
heat bath are infinitely strongly correlated in the limits. One
can hypothesize that correlations as such are due to long-range
interactions. Further mechanistic investigations are required
in the future.

Prior knowledge of systems — As shown in Thm. 2, our
theory provides the freedom of choosing prior distributions
for the grand canonical ensemble. Similarly, the prior
distributions are also undetermined in Thm. 1 for the
generalized canonical ensemble. In particular, if one chooses
the uniform prior distribution for the system of interest, i.e.,
pi(dwy) = dwy/ fsh dwi, then Eq. ([@2B) becomes the
density of wy w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure, which is precisel
as the canonical ensemble in standard textbooks [@, , .
Additionally, if one also chooses the uniform prior distribution
for the heat bath, i.e., s (dwsy) = dwy/ sz dwo, then the
parameter of the exponential factor becomes

. _ Oln P(Y € ys) _ OInT(y) (11a)
dy y=h dy y:h’
where I' is the volume of a set of phase points
I'(y) = / dwo, (11b)
Uz (w2)€[y,y+0]

and InT" is corresponding to the Boltzmann’s entropy. The
reciprocal of (I1a) is known as the absolute temperature in
the textbooks. Furthermore, by adding the correlation-related
term (Id) to Eq. (1), we then show that a strongly coupled
heterogeneous system, assumed each part has its own natural
structure obeying the uniform priori, has a temperature 7

1 OInT'(y) .
=\ + ~*. 12
T+ Oy 7 a2

This emergent temperature is contributed by the absolute
temperature and a correction term due to infinitely strong
correlations in the heat-bath limit.
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