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Information vs Thermodynamic Entropy
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The Shannon information is shown to be different to the thermodynamic entropy, and indifferent

to the Second Law of Thermodynamics.

I. THE MEASURE OF A NAME

In 1948 Claude E. Shannon published a paper on the
mathematical theory of communications that quickly be-
came a classic. It established the field of information
theory, which is vital to disciplines such as genomics,
cryptology, computer science, network engineering, signal
processing, data storage, quantum informatics, to name
a few. Shannon proposed what he initially called a loga-
rithmic measure of information (Shannon 1948),

H [℘i] = −kB
∑

i

℘i ln℘i, (1)

where ℘i, the probability of the microstate i, is normal-
ized to unity. Nowadays this is usually called the en-
tropy, or the information entropy, but for reasons that
will quickly become clear I prefer to call it the Shannon
information. It is not essential to use for the prefactor
Boltzmann’s constant kB = 1.38× 10−23J/K, nor to use
base e = 2.718 . . . for the logarithm.
Shannon gave certain plausible axioms that any mea-

sure of information should obey, but conceded that ‘[t]he
real justification of these definitions, however, will reside
in their implications’ (Shannon 1948 §6). Notably he did
not derive this functional form from thermodynamical or
statistical mechanical arguments, but nevertheless stated
‘We shall call H = −

∑

i pi ln pi the entropy of the set
of probabilities p1, . . . , pn’ (Shannon 1948 §6). Shannon
also called it a ‘measure of choice or information’ or ‘the
uncertainty’ (Shannon 1948 §6).
Shannon appears to have been persuaded to call this

the entropy by von Neumann (Tribus and McIrvine
1971). von Neumann had already given an equivalent
trace form for the entropy in his presentation of quantum
statistical mechanics (von Neumann 1932). But even be-
fore that, as mentioned by Shannon (1948), the same
functional was given by Boltzmann, who called it the H-
function (Boltzmann 1866). And it was also given by
Gibbs in his formulation of thermodynamics, who called
it the average of the index of probability (Gibbs 1902).
Although these two may be regarded as the respective
founders of statistical mechanics and of modern thermo-
dynamics, neither called this functional the entropy.
Since von Neumann’s efforts, this functional has been

routinely called the entropy in textbooks in statistical
mechanics and in the physical sciences. Perhaps the most
notable proponent has been Jaynes (1957, 2003), whose
so-called maxent approach asserts that this functional is
maximal with respect to the probability distribution con-
strained by explicit knowledge about the system. This

relies upon the Second Law of Thermodynamics, which
would be fine if this functional were indeed the thermo-
dynamic entropy. Shannon (1948) does not refer to the
Second Law of Thermodynamics, but does observe that
the functional is a maximum for a uniform probability
distribution, which is ‘intuitively the most uncertain sit-
uation’ (Shannon 1948 §6).
Common books and papers are based upon the max-

imisation of this functional, and the assertion that in
physical systems it increases over time. These would be
credible if the functional were indeed the thermodynamic
entropy that is the subject of the Second Law of Ther-
modynamics, but not otherwise.
Shannon (1948) makes an important point about the

information contained in a set of macrostates, labeled
α, each of which is a set of microstates, labeled i. (A
microstate is the smallest possible division of the system.)
The probability of a macrostate is ℘α =

∑

i∈α ℘i, and the
conditional probability is ℘i|α = ℘i/℘α, i ∈ α. In this
case the total uncertainty is the sum of the uncertainty
that the system is in a macrostate, plus the weighted sum
of the uncertainties due to it being in a microstate within
a macrostate (Shannon 1948),

H [℘α;℘i|α] = H [℘α] +
∑

α

℘αH [℘i|α]. (2)

(Here H [℘α] is the mathematical function of its argu-
ment rather than the physical total uncertainty of the
system.) It is straightforward to show from this that the
amount of information is the same whether calculated
from macrostates or from microstates

H [℘α;℘i|α]

= −kB
∑

α

℘α ln℘α − kB
∑

α

℘α

∑

i∈α

℘i|α ln℘i|α

= −kB
∑

α

℘α ln℘α − kB
∑

α

℘α

∑

i∈α

℘i

℘α
ln℘i

+ kB
∑

α

℘α

∑

i∈α

℘i

℘α
ln℘α

= −kB
∑

i

℘i ln℘i

= H [℘i]. (3)

The distinction between macrostates and microstates is
important, and it is essential that the respective for-
mula be used in each case. The total information is
not correctly given using only the macrostate probability,
H [℘α] 6= H [℘i]. Many fail to avert to this distinction.
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The law of composition, Eq. (2), says that the informa-
tion or uncertainty is independent of how microstates are
grouped into macrostates provided that the additional
uncertainty of the grouping is accounted for. It is this
axiom that leads to the definition of the information as
Shannon invokes it explicitly in the mathematical deriva-
tion of his functional (Shannon 1948 Appendix 2). This
point is important for the discussion of the similarities
and differences with the thermodynamic entropy.

II. INFORMATIVE THERMODYNAMICS

Statistical thermodynamics requires more information
than information theory. The formulation of the Shannon
information just summarized only requires the microstate
probabilities ℘i and the macrostate probabilities ℘α =
∑

i∈α ℘i. These are of course normalized to unity.
The formulation of statistical thermodynamics requires

the microstate weights wi, which are real and non-
negative, the macrostate weights Wα =

∑

i∈α wi, and
the total weight

W =
∑

i

wi =
∑

α

Wα. (4)

From these the microstate probability, ℘i = wi/W , and
the macrostate probability, ℘α = Wα/W , follow. The
point is that one extra piece of information is required
for statistical thermodynamics, namely the total weight.
In general the weights are either measured experimen-

tally, or else calculated from statistical mechanics accord-
ing to the known dynamical laws. Here we need not
enquire too deeply of them, except to say that in the
simplest classical case, the microstates are the points in
classical phase space, and for an isolated system this has
real, non-negative, uniform weight (Attard 2002, 2012a,
2023). In the quantum case the microstates can be taken
to be the points in the Hilbert space of unnormalized
wave functions (equivalently, the eigenstates of a com-
plete operator), and again in the isolated case the weights
are real, non-negative, and uniform (Attard 2023). (The
use of weight in these cases is a minor generalization of
Boltzmann’s original prescription of the number of molec-
ular configurations.)
The microstate weights of an open system (ie. one that

can exchange with an environment, reservoir, or heat
bath) are not uniform, but they can be calculated from
the usual conservation laws and thermodynamic defini-
tions (Attard 2002). Again these details do not concern
us here.
The detail that does concern us is that the weight has

physical meaning. In particular the thermodynamic en-
tropy of the system is the logarithm of the total weight

S = kB lnW. (5)

One can similarly define the entropy of a microstate and
of a macrostate,

Si = kB lnwi, and Sα = kB lnWα. (6)

With these the probabilities are simply proportional to
the exponentials of the entropies,

℘i =
1

W
eSi/kB , and ℘α =

1

W
eSα/kB . (7)

It ought to be clear that the entropy that goes into the
Second Law of Thermodynamics is the thermodynamic
one. In fact the Second Law follows directly from these
expressions since the optimum state is the most likely
state, which is the state of maximum entropy. It is also
obvious that the likely direction for transitions between
states is that of increasing state probability, which is that
of increasing entropy (Attard 2012a). In other words
these expressions explain the origin and the validity of the
Second Law of Thermodynamics, and they make explicit
the fact that the thermodynamic entropy is the logarithm
of the weight.
It also ought to be clear that there is a one-to-one re-

lationship between the entropy of a state and the prob-
ability of a state. Hence it is nonsensical to attempt to
determine the probabilities by maximizing the thermo-
dynamic entropies, which in any case are fixed by the
physical characteristics of the system.

III. INCOMPLETE ENTROPY

The Shannon information of a system is not equal to
the thermodynamic entropy of the system. This is easily
shown from the definitions,

H [℘i] = −kB
∑

i

℘i ln℘i

= −kB
∑

i

℘i ln
eSi/kB

W

= kB lnW −
∑

i

℘iSi

= S −
〈

Smicro
〉

. (8)

We see that the Shannon information of the system is
equal to the thermodynamic entropy of the system less
the average microstate entropy. In general the latter can-
not be set to zero because the weights are non-uniform
and are fixed by the physical characteristics of the ther-
modynamic system. As will be seen next by explicit ex-
ample, the average microstate entropy is extensive with
system size and so again it cannot be neglected.
As mentioned above it was von Neumann who was

primarily responsible for convincing Shannon to identify
the Shannon information with the thermodynamic en-
tropy (Tribus and McIrvine 1971). von Neumann (1932)
had already given this functional form in his density ma-
trix formulation of quantum statistical mechanics, call-
ing it the entropy. It therefore seems fitting to choose a
concrete example from quantum statistical mechanics to
demonstrate explicitly that the Shannon information is
not equal to the thermodynamic entropy.
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Consider a system of non-interacting bosons with en-
ergy states a of energy εa. For an open system a par-
ticular set of state occupancies, N = {. . . , Na, . . .}, has
probability

ρ(N) =
1

Ξ+(z, V, T )

∏

a

zNae−βNaεa , (9)

where β = 1/kBT is the inverse temperature, z = eβµ is
the fugacity, µ being the chemical potential, and Ξ+ is the
grand partition function, which is equivalent to the total
weight W . This is also called the density matrix, and the
Shannon information is given by its von Neumann trace,

H [ρ] = −kBTR ρ ln ρ

= −kB
∏

a

∞
∑

Na=0

ρ(N) ln

∏

a
zNae−βNaεa

Ξ+(z, V, T )

= kB ln Ξ+(z, V, T )

− kB
∏

a

∞
∑

Na=0

ρ(N) ln zNae−βNaεa

= kB ln Ξ+(z, V, T )−
µ

T
〈N〉+

1

T
〈E〉

= Stot(z, V, T )− Sr(z, V, T )

= Ss(z, V, T ). (10)

As usual in statistical mechanics, the total entropy of
the total system is the logarithm of the partition func-
tion, which is the total weight. This is the sum of
the subsystem-dependent part of the reservoir entropy,
Sr = [µN − E]/T , and the subsystem entropy, Ss (At-
tard 2002 §3.2). (For the present purposes, we don’t need
to distinguish between the total unconstrained entropy,
the maximal constrained entropy, and the average con-
strained entropy (Attard 2002).) We see from this that
the von Neumann trace gives only the subsystem contri-
bution to the total entropy. It neglects the reservoir (ie.
environment or heat and particle bath) contribution.
This concrete example shows the folly of attempting

to maximize the Shannon information to obtain the op-
timum state. The penultimate equality shows explicitly
that the Shannon information is only part of the total
thermodynamic entropy. The Second Law of Thermody-
namics provides no prescription for the behavior of part
of the entropy.

IV. INFORMATION CONFUSION

The discussion of Eq. (2) above raises a subtle differ-
ence between mathematics and the physical sciences. In
mathematics the notation H [℘] means to take the argu-
ment of the function and to use it on the right hand side
of the original definition of that function in place of the
argument used in its definition. However in the physical
sciences, different symbols are used to denote different
physical quantities, and so in the present context H is

meant to be the total information of the system, not just
part of the information. The problem is that on the right
hand side of Eq. (2), H(℘α) is used in the mathematical
sense (ie. the mathematical function, Eq. (1) with ℘α on
the right hand side), not in the physical sense (ie. the
total information of the system). It is the left hand side
of Eq. (2) that is the total information of the system. In
the physical sciences the argument of a function can only
be replaced by a quantity of the same physical type. In
the present case the microstate probability ℘i is qualita-
tively different to the macrostate probability ℘α, at least
from the point of view of information, but both are used
as arguments in the mathematical function H [℘]. These
different conventions can cause confusion, and they un-
derscore the importance of stating explicitly that H [℘i]
is the total information if and only if ℘i is the microstate
probability.
Attard (2012b) correctly showed that the Shannon in-

formation is different to the thermodynamic entropy, but
incorrectly assumed that the two should be the same.
Attard’s (2012b) analysis, which purported to prove that
Shannon’s derivation of the information functional is er-
roneous, assumed that the function of the macrostate
probability, H [pi], which appeared on the right hand side
of the penultimate equation of Appendix 2 of Shannon
(1948), was the physical total information, when in fact
Shannon was using it in the mathematical sense, which
has the physical interpretation of the partial information
due to macrostate probabilities. In fact Shannon’s (1948
Appendix 2) derivation of Eq. (1) is sound provided that
H [pi] is interpreted mathematically rather than physi-
cally, and that the Shannon information is not equated
to the thermodynamic entropy.

V. CONCLUSION

The difference between the Shannon information and
the thermodynamic entropy is due to the principle of
composition, Eq. (2). This says that for macrostates
composed of microstates, the uncertainty is the sum of
the uncertainty that the system is in a macrostate, plus
the weighted sum of the uncertainties due to it being in
a microstate within a macrostate. This is a plausible re-
quirement for information, and it is difficult to see how
one would proceed without it.
The principle of composition means that the func-

tional for the Shannon information differs for the mi-
crostate probability, Eq. (1), from that for the macrostate
probability, Eq. (2). In contrast, the formula for the
thermodynamic entropy is the same function of weight
for microstates as for macrostates, S = kB ln

∑

iwi =
kB ln

∑

α Wα. Consequently, the thermodynamic entropy
does not obey the principle of composition.
The fact that the Shannon information is different to

the thermodynamic entropy does not mean that one is
right and the other is wrong. Rather it means that they
have different uses and applications. It also means that



4

the properties of one cannot be assumed to hold for the
other.
In particular, the Second Law of Thermodynamics ap-

plies to the thermodynamic entropy, but not to the Shan-
non information. The fact that the uniform microstate
probability distribution maximises the Shannon informa-
tion may or may not be useful in informatic and commu-
nications applications. Whilst I am dubious that this
provides a variational principle of any universality for
these and related fields, I’m willing to consider that spe-
cific applications may be exceptions.
In practice there is no drive toward uniformity in the

progress of a signal or message over time. Nor are most
messages dominated by uniformly random sequences of
symbols. For example, the uncertainty contributed by
this paper is more or less the same at the beginning as
at the end, and it is not nearly as large as it could be.

References

Attard P 2002 Thermodynamics and Statistical Me-

chanics: Equilibrium by Entropy Maximisation
(London: Academic)

Attard P 2012a Non-equilibrium thermodynamics and

statistical mechanics: Foundations and applications
(Oxford: Oxford University Press)

Attard P 2012b Is the Information Entropy the
Same as the Statistical Mechanical Entropy?
arXiv:1209.5500v1.

Attard P 2023 Entropy beyond the Second Law: Ther-
modynamics and statistical mechanics for equilib-

rium, non-equilibrium, classical, and quantum sys-
tems (Bristol: IOP Publishing, 2nd edition)
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