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Abstract

In this paper, we explore the significance of non-extensive terms in Massieu functions. We

demonstrate that these terms, of order lnN , where N represents the number of elements, can

be expressed in relation to thermodynamic fluctuations. We focus on systems large enough to

mitigate finite size effects, concentrating on the O(lnN) difference present in both ideal and non-

ideal scenarios. The analytical verification in ideal cases and numerical validation in non-ideal

scenarios corroborate our results. The examples used are hard sphere and hard disk fluids and a

one-dimensional spin lattice, emphasizing the applicability of the results across different classes of

systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Non-extensive terms in the Boltzmann’s definition of entropy are usually neglected in

the thermodynamic limit, where the results of statistical mechanics converge to the ones

of thermodynamics. The differences between thermodynamic and statistical mechanics ex-

tensive quantities are of order lnN , where N is the number of elements that compose the

system. The logarithmic relationship stems from the number of possible permutations of

N particles: N !. When we take the logarithm of N !, it includes a term proportional to

lnN . This term can become significant, especially in molecular simulations of finite systems

employing periodic boundary conditions [1].

We present a general approach to demonstrate that those differences can be written in

terms of thermodynamic fluctuations, that, in turn, can be obtained from thermodynamic

quantities. This means that the thermodynamic equation of state contains the information

needed to calculate non-extensive terms of statistical mechanics quantities. Or, the other

way around, non-extensive terms of statistical mechanics quantities have information about

thermodynamic fluctuations. Our analysis is restricted to systems large enough so that

finite size effects, analyzed in, for example, [2, 3], other than the logarithmic term, can be

neglected.

The difference O(lnN) is present in the non-ideal and ideal (negligible interactions) cases.

Excess extensive quantities are obtained when the ideal value is subtracted. It can be seen

that thermodynamic and statistical mechanics excess quantities differ by a term that is

O(N0). For example, the excess free energy of a system of particles, calculated using the

partition function, includes a non-extensive term O(N0); and the excess chemical potential

has a non-extensive term O(N−1). This term was calculated using the Widom insertion

formula in Ref. [4], where the result is presented as a finite size correction to numerical

calculation of the excess chemical potential in a system with periodic boundary conditions.

An equivalent expression was derived with a different procedure in Ref. [5], where it was

shown that the non-extensive term is relevant for the evaluation of transition rates and,

in turn, of the diffusion coefficient. Actually, the relationship between self-diffusion and

collective diffusion coefficients, known as one of the the Darken equations [6], was derived in

[5] using the non-extensive term of the excess chemical potential. Here we present a general

approach, valid for any Massieu function, that includes the mentioned results; that is, it
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is not restricted to the analysis of the free energy. It is generally more convenient to use

Massieu functions instead of thermodynamic potentials in order to analyze fluctuations (see

[7, Ch. 19]); there are simple relationships that connect them.

In the next sections we present the basic equations and notation (Sec. II), the calculation

of the difference between thermodynamic and statistical mechanics quantities (Sec. III),

applications of the results to a system of particles and a spin lattice (Sec. IV and V), and

the conclusions (Sec. VI).

II. BASIC EQUATIONS AND NOTATION

Let us consider a system described by the extensive variables X⃗ = (X1, X2, . . . ). The

typical example is X⃗ = (U, V,N), where U , V and N are the internal energy, volume and

particle number. The Boltzmann entropy is

S̃(X⃗) = lnΩ(X⃗), (1)

where Ω(X⃗) is the number of microstates that are consistent with the macrostate X⃗. Units

such that kB = 1 are used in order to simplify the notation; in this context, temperature

has energy units. We use a tilde in order to identify statistical mechanics quantities. The

thermodynamic entropy, homogeneous of order 1 in N , is S(X⃗). The difference is S̃(X⃗) −

S(X⃗) = O(lnN).

First, we present the definition of Massieu functions in their thermodynamic (TH) and

statistical mechanics (SM) versions for a specific situation: a particle sub-system of volume

V that is part of a larger complex; the complement of the sub-system plays the role of a

reservoir that imposes a temperature T and a chemical potential µ. Local fluctuations in U

and N are present, and V is a constant parameter by definition. We consider that the vector

X⃗ = (U,N) contains the extensive variables, but there can be other parameters, like V in

this case, that are fixed by external constraints. TH Massieu functions are obtained from

successive applications of Legendre transforms, starting from the entropy. For example:

S(U,N)

S[ 1
T
, N ] = S(U,N)− 1

T
U (2)

S[ 1
T
, µ
T
] = S(U,N)− 1

T
U + µ

T
N.
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Different Massieu functions S are identified by their variables between square brackets; the

entropy, S(U,N), with the variables in parenthesis, is the first Massieu function. We have

that S[ 1
T
, N ] = −F/T , where F is the Helmholtz free energy, and S[ 1

T
, µ
T
] = PV/T , where

P is the pressure. A fundamental hypothesis of thermodynamics is that thermodynamic

potentials, and TH Massieu functions, are homogeneous functions of order 1 in N ; that is,

they are extensive quantities.

Now we turn to a statistical mechanics description. We have to specify how to calculate

Massieu functions in this context. Instead of the Legendre transform, the mathematical

transformation that generates SM Massieu functions starting from the entropy is the Laplace

transform. Quantities with tilde, in the statistical mechanics context, contain non-extensive

terms; we are interested in, for example, the difference S̃[ 1
T
, µ
T
]− S[ 1

T
, µ
T
] at order lnN .

The TH Massieu functions S[ 1
T
, N ] and S[ 1

T
, µ
T
], equal to −F/T and PV/T , correspond

to the logarithm of the canonical and grand canonical partition functions, Z( 1
T
, N) and

Z( 1
T
, µ
T
), respectively, as long as non-extensive terms are neglected in the thermodynamic

limit. The SM Massieu functions are given by

S̃(Û , N̂) = lnΩ(Û , N̂)

S̃[ 1
T
, N̂ ] = lnZ( 1

T
, N̂)

S̃[ 1
T
, µ
T
] = lnZ( 1

T
, µ
T
),

where Û and N̂ are the energy and particle number for a given microstate ω in the grand

canonical ensemble, where the reservoir fixes the values of T and µ. In the present nota-

tion, different partition functions are identified by their variables. Using the definitions of

partition functions, we have

eS̃(Û ,N̂) = Ω(Û , N̂) (3)

eS̃[
1
T
,N̂ ] =

∑
Û

eS̃(Û ,N̂)e−
1
T
Û (4)

eS̃[
1
T
, µ
T
] =

∑
N̂

∑
Û

eS̃(Û ,N̂)e−
1
T
Û+ µ

T
N̂ , (5)

where
∑

Û and
∑

N̂ represent the sum on all possible values of Û and N̂ (the sum is replaced

by an integral for continuous variables). The mathematical transformation that generates

partition functions (or SM Massieu functions) is the Laplace transform (see, for example,

[8, p. 247]). The fundamental approximation that connects thermodynamics and statistical
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mechanics is to assume that there is one term that is overwhelmingly larger than the others

in the sums (or integrals) above; we have this term when Û and N̂ take their thermodynamic

average values U and N , so we can write

eS(U,N) = Ω(U,N) (6)

eS[
1
T
,N ] = eS(U,N)e−

1
T
U (7)

eS[
1
T
, µ
T
] = eS(U,N)e−

1
T
U+ µ

T
N , (8)

and we recover the definitions of TH Massieu functions generated by Legendre transforms

(2). Since we have made an approximation, S̃ and S are not exactly the same.

The probability of a microstate ω with energy Û and particle number N̂ is

P (ω) =
exp[− 1

T
Û + µ

T
N̂ ]

Z( 1
T
, µ
T
)

= exp[−S̃[ 1
T
, µ
T
]− 1

T
Û + µ

T
N̂ ]. (9)

In order to obtain the probability of the macrostate
ˆ⃗
X = (Û , N̂), we have to multiply by

the corresponding number of compatible microstates Ω(Û , N̂) = exp[S̃(Û , N̂)]; we have,

P (Û , N̂) = exp[−S̃[ 1
T
, µ
T
] + S̃(Û , N̂)− 1

T
Û + µ

T
N̂ ]. (10)

Taking the sum of P (Û , N̂) over possible values of Û we obtain the probability of N̂ :

P (N̂) = exp[−S̃[ 1
T
, µ
T
] + S̃[ 1

T
, N̂ ] + µ

T
N̂ ], (11)

where Eq. (4) was used.

In general, for a given microstate ω the extensive variables take the values
ˆ⃗
X =

(X̂1, . . . , X̂r); the list does not include extensive parameters fixed by external constraints;

variables without hat, Xi, are the thermodynamic averages. The probability of the mi-

crostate ω is given by (see, for example, [7, Ch. 19])

P (ω) = exp[−S̃[Y⃗ ]− Y⃗ · ˆ⃗
X], (12)

where Y⃗ = (Y1, . . . , Yr) are entropic intensive parameters defined by Yi = ∂S(X⃗)
∂Xi

and set

by the reservoir. Multiplying by the number of microstates with
ˆ⃗
X, given by Ω(

ˆ⃗
X) =

exp[S̃(
ˆ⃗
X)], we have the probability of

ˆ⃗
X:

P (
ˆ⃗
X) = exp[−S̃[Y⃗ ] + S̃(

ˆ⃗
X)− Y⃗ · ˆ⃗

X]. (13)
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If we have s extensive variables and r−s intensive parameters, that we can write as X⃗s =

(X1, · · · , Xs) and Y⃗ r−s = (Ys+1, · · · , Yr), then the SM Massieu function is the logarithm of

the partition function in the corresponding ensemble:

S̃[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s] = lnZ(X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s), (14)

where we have used the average values of the extensive variables (without hat), but the same

expression holds for
ˆ⃗
Xs for a given microstate. Also, the SM Massieu function that depends

on s extensive variables and r− s intensive parameters is given by r− s Laplace transforms

of S̃(
ˆ⃗
X):

eS̃[
ˆ⃗
Xs,Y⃗ r−s] = (15)∑

X̂s+1

· · ·
∑
X̂r

eS̃(
ˆ⃗
X)e−Ys+1X̂s+1···−YrX̂r .

The probability of a subset of extensive parameters, X̂1, . . . , X̂s, is given by

P (
ˆ⃗
Xs) =

∑
X̂s+1

· · ·
∑
X̂r

P (
ˆ⃗
X)

= e−S̃[Y⃗ ]+S̃[
ˆ⃗
Xs,Y⃗ r−s]−Y1X̂1···−YsX̂s , (16)

where Eqs. (13) and (15) were used.

III. NON-EXTENSIVE TERM AND THERMODYNAMIC FLUCTUATIONS

In this section we demonstrate that the difference between thermodynamic and statistical

mechanics Massieu functions is given by thermodynamic fluctuations.

A. Û , N̂ , V system

Let us first consider a simple specific case: we want to calculate the difference S̃[ 1
T
, N ]−

S[ 1
T
, N ] for the system in contact to energy and particle reservoirs. That is, the difference

between the statistical mechanics free energy, obtained from the partition function, and the

thermodynamic free energy, since S̃[ 1
T
, N ] = lnZ( 1

T
, N) = −F̃ /T and S[ 1

T
, N ] = −F/T . It

can be shown that both quantities are related through their derivatives. By definition, we

have
∂S[ 1

T
, N ]

∂N
= −µ

T
. (17)
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Even for small systems, it is usually assumed that the particle number N is large enough so

that thermodynamic potentials can be taken as continuous functions of N [2, p. 6]. On the

other hand, we can calculate the average of the derivative of S̃[ 1
T
, N̂ ]. Taking the logarithm

of Eq. (11) we have,

S̃[ 1
T
, N̂ ] = lnP (N̂) + S̃[ 1

T
, µ
T
]− µ

T
N̂ . (18)

The average of its derivative is〈
∂S̃[ 1

T
, N̂ ]

∂N̂

〉
=

〈
1

P (N̂)

∂P (N̂)

∂N̂
− µ

T

〉

= −µ

T
+
∑
N̂

∂P (N̂)

∂N̂
. (19)

The sum can be transformed into an integral writing the probability in terms of the proba-

bility density, P (N̂) = D(N̂) dN̂ :〈
∂S̃[ 1

T
, N̂ ]

∂N̂

〉
= −µ

T
+

∫ Nmax

0

dN̂
∂D(N̂)

∂N̂

= −µ

T
+�����D(Nmax)−�

��D(0). (20)

Terms D(Nmax) and D(0) were canceled since the probability distribution vanishes at the

extreme values of the variable.

Then, from (17) and (20) we have that〈
∂S̃[ 1

T
, N̂ ]

∂N̂

〉
=

∂S[ 1
T
, N ]

∂N
. (21)

The average can be written in terms of mean squared fluctuations if we expand
∂S̃[ 1

T
,N̂ ]

∂N̂
in a

Taylor series around the mean value N :〈
∂S̃[ 1

T
, N̂ ]

∂N̂

〉
=

∂S̃[ 1
T
, N ]

∂N
+

1

2

∂3S[ 1
T
, N ]

∂N3
⟨(∆N̂)2⟩, (22)

where ∆N̂ = N̂ − N , and terms O(N−2) are neglected [the mean squared or higher order

fluctuations are O(N), and the i-th derivative is O(N−i+1)]; the third derivative of S̃ was

replaced by the third derivative of S (without tilde) since the difference contributes with a

term O(N−2). Combining the last two equations,

∂

∂N
[S̃[ 1

T
, N ]− S[ 1

T
, N ]] = −1

2

∂3S[ 1
T
, N ]

∂N3
⟨(∆N̂)2⟩. (23)
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The fluctuations are (see, for example, [9] or Sec. 19.3 in [7])

⟨(∆N̂)2⟩ = − ∂N

∂(− µ
T
)
= − 1

∂(− µ
T
)

∂N

= − 1
∂2S[ 1

T
,N ]

∂N2

, (24)

then,
∂3S[ 1

T
, N ]

∂N3
=

1

⟨(∆N̂)2⟩2
∂⟨(∆N̂)2⟩

∂N
. (25)

Replacing (25) in (23) we obtain,

∂∆S̃[ 1
T
, N ]

∂N
= −1

2

∂

∂N
ln⟨(∆N̂)2⟩, (26)

where ∆S̃[ 1
T
, N ] = S̃[ 1

T
, N ]− S[ 1

T
, N ]; and, integrating in N ,

∆S̃[ 1
T
, N ] = −1

2
ln⟨(∆N̂)2⟩+ c, (27)

where c is an integration constant (cmay be neglected respect to the logarithm of fluctuations

O(lnN)).

If interactions among components of the system can be neglected, the TH and SMMassieu

functions take their ideal values, Sid[
1
T
, N ] and S̃id[

1
T
, N ]. Assuming the ideal situation, Eq.

(27) is

∆S̃id[
1
T
, N ] = −1

2
ln⟨(∆N̂)2⟩id + c, (28)

The excess Massieu function (TH or SM) is defined as the difference Sex = S − Sid (with

or without tilde). Doing subtraction between Eqs. (27) and (28), we obtain,

∆S̃ex[
1
T
, N ] = −1

2
ln

⟨(∆N̂)2⟩
⟨(∆N̂)2⟩id

. (29)

Then, the non-extensive term of the excess part does not behave as lnN but, instead, it is

O(N0).

B. General derivations

Let us consider the system with s extensive and r−s intensive variables given by
ˆ⃗
Xs and

Y⃗ r−s. From Eq. (16), we have the SM Massieu function

S̃[
ˆ⃗
Xs, Y⃗ r−s] = lnP (

ˆ⃗
Xs) + S̃[Y⃗ ] + Y1X̂1 + · · ·+ YsX̂s. (30)
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The average of its derivative respect to X̂i, with i = 1, · · · , s, is〈
∂S̃[

ˆ⃗
Xs, Y⃗ r−s]

∂X̂i

〉
= Yi +

〈
1

P (
ˆ⃗
Xs)

∂P (
ˆ⃗
Xs)

∂X̂i

〉

= Yi +
∑
X̂1

· · ·
∑
X̂s

∂P (
ˆ⃗
Xs)

∂X̂i

= Yi +
∑
X̂i

∂P (X̂i)

∂X̂i

= Yi, i = 1, · · · , s (31)

where, in the last line, the procedure used in Eq. (20) was followed: the sum is transformed

into an integral and it is considered that the probability density vanishes at the extreme

values of X̂i. Then, 〈
∂S̃[

ˆ⃗
Xs, Y⃗ r−s]

∂X̂i

〉
=

∂S[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s]

∂Xi

. (32)

A Taylor expansion around X⃗s is used to evaluate the average:〈
∂S̃[

ˆ⃗
Xs, Y⃗ r−s]

∂X̂i

〉
=

∂S̃[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s]

∂Xi

+

1

2

∑
j,k

∂3S[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s]

∂Xi∂Xj∂Xk

⟨∆X̂j∆X̂k⟩, (33)

with ∆X̂j = X̂j −Xj and terms O(N−2) are neglected (including the difference between S

and S̃ in the third derivative). Therefore,

∂

∂Xi

(S̃[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s]− S[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s])

= −1

2

∑
j,k

∂3S[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s]

∂Xi∂Xj∂Xk

⟨∆X̂j∆X̂k⟩

= −1

2

∑
j,k

∂2Yj

∂Xi∂Xk

⟨∆X̂j∆X̂k⟩. (34)

Let us call C the (symmetric) fluctuation matrix. Component Cjk is given by (see [7])

Cjk = ⟨∆X̂j∆X̂k⟩ = −∂Xj

∂Yk

. (35)
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The inverse of the fluctuation matrix has components (C−1)jk = − ∂Yj

∂Xk
. Now, Eq. (34) can

be written in terms of the components of C and its inverse, C−1 (also symmetric):

∂∆S̃[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s]

∂Xi

=
1

2

∑
j,k

∂(C−1)jk
∂Xi

Cjk

=
1

2
tr

(
∂C−1

∂Xi

· C
)
, i = 1, · · · , s (36)

where we define ∆S̃[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s] ≡ S̃[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s]− S[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s]. It can be shown (see Sec. 15.8

in [10]) that the solution of this equation system is

∆S̃[X⃗s, Y⃗ r−s] = −1

2
ln(detC) + c, (37)

where c is an integration constant (c should satisfy ∂c
∂X1

= · · · = ∂c
∂Xs

= 0). For the ideal

case, Eq. (37) becomes

∆S̃id[X⃗
s, Y⃗ r−s] = −1

2
ln(detCid) + c. (38)

Subtracting the last two equations, we obtain the non-extensive term of the excess Massieu

function:

∆S̃ex[X⃗
s, Y⃗ r−s] = S̃ex[X⃗

s, Y⃗ r−s]− Sex[X⃗
s, Y⃗ r−s]

= −1

2
ln

(
detC

detCid

)
. (39)

If the only extensive variable that fluctuates is the number of particles, N̂ , then this equation

reduces to Eq. (29).

Using the result of Eq. (37), and the normalization of the probability distribution of

fluctuations, it can be shown that the difference ∆S̃[Y⃗ ] for the last Legendre transform is a

constant; see Appendix A. It is known that this constant is zero for some solvable systems,

meaning that S̃[Y⃗ ] is exactly extensive; this is the case for the one-dimensional spin lattice,

as is mentioned in Sec. VB below, and for the grand canonical ensemble of an ideal gas (see

Sec. 8.2 in [11], where the Massieu function that depends on Y⃗ = ( 1
T
, µ
T
) is called the grand

canonical entropy).

IV. PARTICLE SYSTEM

In this section we verify previous results for a system of particles with and without

interactions.
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A. Ideal case

For N non-interacting particles in a volume V at temperature T the ideal canonical

partition function is Zid = (V/λ3)N/N !, where λ is the thermal de Broglie wavelength. The

SM Massieu function is

S̃id[
1
T
, N ] = lnZid = N ln

(
V

λ3N

)
+N − 1

2
lnN (40)

where Stirling’s approximation up to order lnN was used. In the context of thermodynamics,

the TH Massieu function is an extensive quantity:

Sid[
1
T
, N ] = N ln

(
V

λ3N

)
+N (41)

The difference S̃id[
1
T
, N ]− Sid[

1
T
, N ] is

∆S̃id[
1
T
, N ] = −1

2
lnN. (42)

This result satisfies Eq. (28) (with c neglected) since the mean squared fluctuations of particle

number in the ideal system are ⟨(∆N̂)2⟩ = N .

B. Non ideal case

In this subsection we numerically check the validity of the results for the non-extensive

term of the excess Massieu function when interactions between particles are present.

As before, we analyze the system of particles described by Û , N̂ and V , where energy and

particle number fluctuate and volume is constant. We are interested in the non-extensive

term of the Massieu function that corresponds to the excess free energy: S̃ex[
1
T
, N ] = −F̃ex/T .

This quantity is related to the particle fluctuations as can be seen in Eq. (29). The mean

squared fluctuations are [see Eq. (24)]

⟨(∆N̂)2⟩ = N

Γ
, (43)

where Γ = N
T

∂µ
∂N

is the thermodynamic factor; for the ideal case, Γ = 1. Then, using (29),

∆S̃ex[
1
T
, N ] =

1

2
ln Γ, (44)

or, in terms of the excess free energy,

F̃ex

T
− Fex

T
= −1

2
ln Γ. (45)

11



The excess chemical potential is µex = ∂Fex

∂N
, and the one including non-extensive terms is

µ̃ex =
∂F̃ex

∂N
. Then, taking the derivative of the previous equation, we obtain

µ̃ex − µex = −T

2

Γ′

Γ
, (46)

with Γ′ = ∂Γ
∂N

[see Eq. (B10) in Ref. [5]]. When the excess chemical potential is obtained

numerically (using, for example, the Widom insertion method), an additional term O(N−1)

has to be taken into account: µ̃num
ex = F̃ex(N + 1) − F̃ex(N) = µ̃ex + µ̃′

ex/2 + O(N−2), with

µ̃′
ex =

∂µ̃ex

∂N
. Then, Eq. (46) becomes

µ̃num
ex − µex = −T

2

Γ′

Γ
+

1

2
µ′
ex, (47)

where we used µ̃′
ex = µ′

ex + O(N−2), and terms O(N−2) are neglected. As mentioned in

the introduction, Siepmann et al. [4] analyzed finite size corrections to the excess chemical

potential in a particle system with fixed volume and periodic boundary conditions. They

found that

µ̃num
ex − µex =

1

2N

∂P

∂ρ

[
1− T

∂ρ

∂P
− ρT

∂2P

∂ρ2

(
∂ρ

∂P

)2
]
, (48)

where P is the pressure and ρ = N/V is the density. It can be seen that this equation is

equivalent to (47). Using the thermodynamic relationship Nµ = F +PV and the definition

of the thermodynamic factor, we have Γ = N
T

∂µ
∂N

= 1
T

∂(PV )
∂N

= 1
T

∂P
∂ρ
. Rewriting Eq. (48) in

terms of Γ, and knowing that Γ = 1 + N
T
µ′
ex, after some algebra we recover Eq. (47).

Next, we contrast the analytical expression against numerical results for hard disks and

spheres. Let us consider first hard disk interaction. Mulero et al. have proposed a simple

equation of state (EOS) for a system of hard disks [12],

Z =
1 + η2/8− η4/10

(1− η)2
, (49)

where Z is the compressibility factor and η = N
V

π
4
σ2 is the packing fraction, with σ the par-

ticle diameter. The compressibility factor is defined as Z = PV
NT

, where, as mentioned before,

temperature is in energy units. Thermodynamic properties are obtained from the EOS (see,

for example, Sec. IV in [13]). In particular, it can be shown that the thermodynamic factor

12
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FIG. 1. Non extensive term F̃ex
T − Fex

T against the packing fraction η for a system of Hard Disks.

The curve corresponds to the rhs of Eq. (45). Symbols represent numerical results; N is the number

of particles.

and the excess free energy are

Γ =
40 + 40η + 15η2 − 5η3 − 20η4 + 12η5

40(1− η)3
, (50)

Fex

TN
= 1.025

( 1

1− η
− 1

)
− 0.2η − 0.05η2

− 1.175 ln(1− η). (51)

On the other hand, F̃ex/T is obtained from the partition function:

F̃ex

T
= − ln

Z
Zid

= − ln⟨e−ϕ/T ⟩0, (52)

where ϕ is the interaction energy that depends on all particle positions, and ⟨⟩0 denotes the

average over non-interacting particle configurations (see, for example, Sec. 5.1 in [14]).

This average can be numerically obtained via Monte Carlo simulations; see Appendix B.

In Fig. 1 we show numerical results for N = 10, 15 and 20 particles. We can observe that
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FIG. 2. Non extensive term F̃ex
T − Fex

T against the packing fraction η for a system of Hard Spheres.

The curve corresponds to Eq. (45). Dots represent numerical results; N is the number of particles.

the agreement with the theoretical prediction of Eq. (45) improves as the number of particle

increases.

Next we analyse hard sphere interaction. The EOS obtained by Carnahan and Starling

[15] is widely used for hard spheres in the fluid phase. It is given by

Z =
1 + η + η2 − η3

(1− η)3
, (53)

where η = N
V

π
6
σ3 is the packing fraction, with σ the particle diameter. In this case the

thermodynamic factor and the excess free energy are

Γ =
η4 − 4 η3 + 4 η2 + 4 η + 1

η4 − 4 η3 + 6 η2 − 4 η + 1
, (54)

Fex

T
= −N

3 η2 − 4 η

η2 − 2 η + 1
. (55)

In Fig. 2 we show numerical results for N = 10, 15 and 20 particles. As we observed for

hard disks, the agreement with the theoretical line also improves for larger system size.
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V. SPIN LATTICE

Let us consider a d-dimensional lattice with N spins; each spin has two possible states: up

or down. There are N̂+ and N̂− = N−N̂+ spins in the up and down states. The total number

of spins, N , is constant and plays the same role as the volume in the previous example. Each

spin, si, takes the value 1 or −1. The microscopic state is given by s⃗ = (s1, . . . , sN) and its

energy is

Ĥ = Ê − hM̂ (56)

where Ê = −ϵ
∑

⟨i,j⟩ sisj is the interaction energy,
∑

⟨i,j⟩ is the sum over nearest neighbor

pairs, and M̂ =
∑

i si is the magnetization; ϵ is the coupling energy and h represents an

external magnetic field.

The set of SM Massieu functions (for constant spin number N) is

eS̃(M̂,Ê) = Ω(M̂, Ê) (57)

eS̃[M̂, 1
T
] =

∑
Ê

eS̃(M̂,Ê)e−
1
T
Ê (58)

eS̃[
h
T
, 1
T
] =

∑
M̂

eS̃[M̂, 1
T
]e

h
T
M̂ . (59)

A. Ideal case

In the ideal case, we have ϵ = 0. The macroscopic state is represented by the magneti-

zation M̂ =
∑

i si = N̂+ − N̂− and the total spin number N ; the number of spins up and

down are N̂+ = (N + M̂)/2 and N̂− = (N − M̂)/2.

Eq. (59) reduces to

eS̃id[
h
T
] =

∑
M̂

eS̃id(M̂)e
h
T
M̂ , (60)

where

S̃id(M̂) = lnΩ(M̂) = ln
N !

N̂+!N̂−!
, (61)

with Ω(M̂) the number of microstates with magnetization M̂ . Let us consider S̃id(M),

evaluated at the thermodynamic average M , and apply Stirling’s approximation (up to

order lnN):

S̃id(M) = N+ ln
N

N+

+N− ln
N

N−︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(N)

− 1

2
ln

N+N−

N︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(lnN)

. (62)
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The extensive part, order N , is the corresponding TH Massieu function:

Sid(M) = N+ ln
N

N+

+N− ln
N

N−
. (63)

So, the difference is

∆S̃id(M) = −1

2
ln

N+N−

N
. (64)

According to Eq. (38), this difference should be given by the mean squared fluctuations of

M̂ ,

∆S̃id(M) = −1

2
ln⟨(∆M̂)2⟩id, (65)

where terms O(N0) are neglected (as in Stirling’s approximation above). The fluctuations

are,

⟨(∆M̂)2⟩id =
∂M

∂ h
T

=
−1

∂2Sid(M)
∂M2

= 4
N+N−

N
, (66)

where we have used that h
T
= −∂Sid(M)

∂M
(relationship that can be obtained from the Legendre

transform Sid[
h
T
] = Sid(M) + h

T
M). Therefore, comparing Eqs. (64) and (65) it can be seen

that the theory correctly predicts the non-extensive term of the Massieu function at order

lnN .

B. Non ideal case

Applying the thermodynamic limit approximation to Eq. (59) we have the Legendre

transform

S[M, 1
T
] = S[ h

T
, 1
T
]− h

T
M. (67)

S[M, 1
T
] and S[ h

T
, 1
T
] are associated to the Helmholtz and Gibbs free energies of the spin

lattice, respectively. Let us consider the exact solution of the Ising model of N spins in 1D

with periodic boundary conditions; lnZ( h
T
, 1
T
) is extensive, so S[ h

T
, 1
T
] = S̃[ h

T
, 1
T
]; see, for

example, Sec. 5.6.1 in [16] or Sec. 6.5.2 in [17]. The result is

S( h
T
, 1
T
) = N

ϵ

T

+N ln

[
cosh

(
h
T

)
+
√

cosh2
(
h
T

)
− 2e−2ϵ/T sinh

(
2ϵ
T

)]
. (68)

From M = ∂S[h/T,1/T ]
∂(h/T )

we can obtain h
T
as a function of M and 1

T
, and using this solution in

Eq. (67) we have S[M, 1
T
]. The detailed expressions are given in Appendix C. We wish to
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verify Eq. (39) that, in the present situation, reads

∆S̃ex[M, 1
T
] = S̃ex[M, 1

T
]− Sex[M, 1

T
]

= −1

2
ln

⟨(∆M̂)2⟩
⟨(∆M̂)2⟩id

, (69)

where Sex[M, 1
T
] = S[M, 1

T
] − Sid(M), and Sid(M) is given by (63). The mean squared

fluctuations are ⟨(∆M̂)2⟩ = −(∂
2S[M,1/T ]

∂M2 )−1; the ideal fluctuations were already calculated

in (66).

We calculate S̃ex[M, 1
T
] = S̃[M, 1

T
]−S̃id(M) numerically. From (58), evaluated at M̂ = M ,

we have

S̃[M, 1
T
] = ln

∑
Ê

Ω(M, Ê)e−
1
T
Ê

 = ln
∑
ωM

e−
1
T
Ê. (70)

In order to evaluate the sum in the last equation we consider a system small enough so

that all possible microstates ωM , for a given magnetization M , can be computed. The ideal

value, S̃id(M), is given by Eq. (61) with M̂ = M . The numerical results are obtained for

values of ϵ/T between 0 and 1.2, and for M = N/2. Figure 3 shows results for N equal 16

and 32. As the system size increases, numerical results approach the theoretical prediction

of Eq. (69). This is an expected behavior since the theoretical results hold for large N .

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In a review on finite system thermodynamics [18], Swendsen suggested that “For fu-

ture work on the properties of small systems, the most promising approach seems to be a

straightforward application of statistical mechanics”. The calculation of non-extensive terms

of Massieu functions presented here intends to represent one step in that direction. Non-

extensive terms order lnN are just one ingredient to be taken into account in the analysis of

small systems; there are other effects not mentioned here that are analyzed in, for example,

[2, 3].

The main result is that non-extensive terms are a function of thermodynamic fluctuations.

It was obtained from a Taylor expansion around the equilibrium state that holds as long

as the system is not close to a phase transition. The result was analytically verified in the

ideal case, when interactions can be neglected, and numerically verified in the non-ideal

case. The examples analyzed were a particle system with hard sphere interactions and
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FIG. 3. Non extensive term S̃ex[M, 1
T ]−Sex[M, 1

T ] against ϵ/T for the one-dimensional spin lattice.

The curve corresponds to Eq. (69). Dots where numerically obtained for N = 16 and 32; in both

cases, an external field is applied such that M = N/2. Numerical results approach the theoretical

curve as N increases.

a one-dimensional spin lattice. Numerical simulations were performed on small systems;

our result, instead, holds for large N . We observed, in both systems analyzed, that the

difference between theory and numerical results decreases as N increases, in agreement

with our prediction. There is a very good agreement in the close to ideal regime, where

interactions are small but are not neglected (corresponding to small concentration ρ in a

particle system, or small coupling ϵ in a spin lattice).

It was shown that the non-extensive term of the excess free energy of a particle system, Eq.

(45), is consistent with previous results obtained for the excess chemical potential using the

Widom insertion formula, [4, 5]. There is an important connection between non-extensive

terms and transition probabilities that was first explored in Ref. [5] in the context of systems

that have fluctuations only in the number of particles N . This connection will be further
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explored in future work using the more general results developed here.
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APPENDIX A

Eq. (37) can be used to demonstrate that the difference ∆S̃[Y⃗ ] for the last Legendre

transform is a constant.

We obtain the probability of fluctuations, ∆
ˆ⃗
X =

ˆ⃗
X − X⃗, directly from the probability

of
ˆ⃗
X, Eq. (13). For simplicity, we consider here the ensemble where all extensive variables

(except volume) have fluctuations; it is described by the first Massieu function, that is, the

entropy S̃(
ˆ⃗
X). Expanding S̃(

ˆ⃗
X) in a Taylor series up to second order in ∆

ˆ⃗
X, we have

S̃(X⃗ +∆
ˆ⃗
X)

= S̃(X⃗) +
∂S̃(X⃗)

∂X⃗
·∆ ˆ⃗

X +
1

2
∆

ˆ⃗
X · ∂

2S̃(X⃗)

∂X⃗2
·∆ ˆ⃗

X

= S̃(X⃗) + Y⃗ ·∆ ˆ⃗
X − 1

2
∆

ˆ⃗
X · C−1 ·∆ ˆ⃗

X, (71)

where we used that ∂S̃(X⃗)

∂X⃗
= Y⃗ and that the inverse of the fluctuation matrix (or covariance

matrix) is C−1 = − ∂Y⃗

∂X⃗
. Replacing in (13), we obtain

P (∆
ˆ⃗
X) = e−S̃[Y⃗ ]+S̃(X⃗)−Y⃗ ·X⃗− 1

2
∆

ˆ⃗
X·C−1·∆ ˆ⃗

X . (72)

Using the Legendre transform S[Y⃗ ] = S(X⃗) − Y⃗ · X⃗, and ∆S̃(X⃗) = S̃(X⃗) − S(X⃗) and

∆S̃[Y⃗ ] = S̃[Y⃗ ]− S[Y⃗ ], we have

P (∆
ˆ⃗
X) = e−∆S̃[Y⃗ ]+∆S̃(X⃗) e−

1
2
∆

ˆ⃗
X·C−1·∆ ˆ⃗

X , (73)

therefore, the factor e−∆S̃[Y⃗ ]+∆S̃(X⃗), a function of the equilibrium parameters X⃗ and Y⃗ , is the

normalization of the multivariate normal distribution given by (2π)−r/2(detC)−1/2, where r

is the number of variables; see, for example, [9] or Sec. 7.C in [16]; the multivariate Gaussian

distribution is a consequence of the central limit theorem, see Ch. V in [19].
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Then,

e−∆S̃[Y⃗ ]+∆S̃(X⃗) = (2π)−r/2(detC)−1/2, (74)

or

∆S̃(X⃗)−∆S̃[Y⃗ ] = −1

2
ln(detC)− r

2
ln(2π). (75)

Now, using Eq. (37), we have that ∆S̃[Y⃗ ] is a constant:

∆S̃[Y⃗ ] = c+
r

2
ln(2π). (76)

APPENDIX B

A straightforward method to obtain the average used in Eq. (52) is as follows. In a unit

box with periodic boundary conditions we insert N equal particles of diameter σ on ran-

dom positions and then calculate the interaction energy. The pairwise interaction between

particles i and j is

ϕi,j =

0 ∥ri − rj∥ ≥ σ

∞ ∥ri − rj∥ < σ,

where ri is the position of the center of particle i. Thus, for a given configuration the

exponential in Eq. (52) can be either 0 or 1. The average is then obtained by exploring

a large number of particle configurations. A drawback of this method is that for a large

number of particles and moderate concentration values, the probability of randomly run

into a non-overlapping configuration of particles is vanishingly small. Thus, the number of

configurations that need to be explored becomes significantly high.

We employ an alternative approach to tackle this issue. For hard disk or hard sphere

interaction the average in Eq. (52) is simply the probability of a non-overlapping configura-

tion when the particles positions are chosen at random. Let us call P (ĪN) the probability

that none of the N particles overlap or, in other words, that the intersection among them

is empty: P
(⋂N

i=1 oi = ∅
)
, where oi is the area or volume occupied by particle number i.

Also, we call P (Īj|Īj−1) the conditional probability that j particles do not overlap given that

j − 1 do not, or P
(⋂j

i=1 oi = ∅
∣∣⋂j−1

i=1 oi = ∅
)
. We can write

P (ĪN) = P (Ī2)
N∏
j=3

P (Īj|Īj−1). (77)

We then can calculate the latter probability through the next procedure:
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1. Set the positions of the j − 1 particles in a close packed arrangement, hexagonal for

instance.

2. Perform a thermalization process, in order to reach a typical equilibrium configuration.

3. Insert an additional particle and check whether it overlaps with the rest or not.

On each time step of the thermalization process, a number j of particles is randomly

selected and displace a fixed distance d in a random direction. In case a particle overlaps

with any of the rest in the new position, then the particle remains in its original position.

For the numerical simulations we used 1000 time steps for the thermalization process. The

displacement d was chosen depending on the concentration value, in order to maximize the

particle mixing.

APPENDIX C

The expressions for fluctuations, external field and Massieu functions for the 1D spin

lattice are given in this appendix. The field as a function of M and 1/T is

h

T
= log

(
A+

√
A2 + 1

)
(78)

with A = Me−2ϵ/T/
√
N2 −M2. Using this equation, the TH Massieu function S[M, 1

T
] is

S[M, 1
T
] = N+ ln

N

N+

+N− ln
N

N−︸ ︷︷ ︸
ideal part

+
ϵ

T
(2M −N)

−M ln
(

1+
√
1+A−2

1+N/M

)
+N ln

(
N+M

√
1+A−2

2N

)
. (79)

And the mean squared fluctuations ⟨(∆M̂)2⟩ = −(∂
2S[M,1/T ]

∂M2 )−1 are given by

⟨(∆M̂)2⟩ = (2A3+2
√
A2+1A2+2A+

√
A2+1)(N2−M2)M

(2A2+2
√
A2+1A+1)AN2

. (80)
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