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On the entropy minimization problem in Statistical Mechanics

Constantin Zalinescu®*

Abstract

In the works on Statistical Mechanics and Statistical Physics, when deriving the dis-
tribution of particles of ideal gases, one uses the method of Lagrange multipliers in a
formal way. In this paper we treat rigorously this problem for Bose-Einstein, Fermi-
Dirac and Maxwell-Boltzmann entropies and present a complete study in the case of the
Maxwell-Boltzmann entropy. Our approach is based on recent results on series of convex
functions.
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1 Introduction

In Statistical Mechanics and Statistical Physics, when studying the distribution of the parti-
cles of an ideal gas, one considers the problem of maximizing

> [niln <z—i—a> —%m <1—a%>] (1.1)

7

with the constraints ) ; n; = N and ), n;e; = E, where, as mentioned in [5, pp. 141-144], ¢;
denote the average energy of a level, g; the (arbitrary) number of levels in the ith cell, and, in
a particular situation, n; is the number of particles in the ith cell. Moreover, a = —1 for the
Bose-Einstein case, 41 for the Fermi-Dirac case, and 0 for the (classical) Maxwell-Boltzmann
case. Even if nothing is said explicitly about the set I of the indices %, from several examples
in the literature, I is a countable set; the example

2

h
e(ng,ny,ny) = W(ni +n§ +n2); ng,ng,n,=1,2,3,...

is considered in [5 p. 10].
Relation (L)) suggests the consideration of the following functions defined on R with val-
ues in R, called, respectively, Bose—Einstein, Fermi—-Dirac and Maxwell-Boltzmann, entropies:

ulnu — (1 +w)In(1 +u) ifueRy,
00 if u e R* |

EBE(U) = { (1’2)
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ulnu+ (1 —u)In(l —u) if ue0,1],

l%wa:{cm if u e R\ [0,1], (13)
_ Ju(lnu—1) ifueRy,
EMB(U) = { 50 ifuc R*_, (1.4)
where 0In0 := 0 and Ry := [0,00[, R} :=]0,00[, R_ := =Ry, R* := —R%. We have that
Blyg(u) = o u € B, Bfpfu) = Vu € 0,1, Bygg(u) = lnu Yu € B,

Observe that Fpg, Eyp, Erpp are convex (even strictly convex on their domains), derivable
on the interiors of their domains with increasing derivatives, and Epgp < Fyp < Erpp on R.
The (convex) conjugates of these functions are

—In(1—¢') ifteR",

By pt)=e VteR, Ebpt)=In(l+e)VteR, Ehut) = { . R,
+.

Moreover, for W € {Epg, Eyp, Epp} we have that OW (u) = {W'(u)} for u € int(dom W)
and OW (u) = (0 elsewhere; furthermore,

t

Nt) = ——— VWt * 1.
(W(t) [p— Vt € dom W™, (1.5)
where (as above)
1 if W = Egp,
aw =< 0 it W =FEyp, (1.6)

1 it W= FEpp.
The maximization of (LIl subject to the constraints > ,n; = N and ) ,ne; = E is
equivalent to the minimization problem
minimize }°; ;W (%) st. >o,n; =N, Y ne = E,

where W is one of the functions Epg, Erp, Eyp defined in (L2), (I3), (L), and g; > 1.
In many books treating this subject (see [4, pp. 119, 120], [3, pp. 15, 16], [5, p. 144], [1,
p. 39]) the above problem is solved using the Lagrange multipliers method in a formal way.
Our aim is to treat rigorously the minimization of Maxwell-Boltzmann, Bose—Einstein
and Fermi—Dirac entropies with the constraints Zz‘e U = U, Zz‘e ;0iu; = v in the case in
which [ is a countable set. Unfortunately, we succeed to do a complete study only for the
Maxwell-Boltzmann entropy. For a short description of the results see Conclusions.
Our approach is based on the results of X. Y. Zheng E)] on the subdifferential of a countable
sum of convex functions and on our recent results in [7] for the conjugate of such a function.
We shall use standard notations and results from convex analysis (see e.g. [6], []]).

2 Properties of the marginal functions associated to the en-
tropy minimization problems of Statistical Mechanics

Throughout the paper we consider the sequences (p,)n>1 C [1,00[ and (0y,)n>1 C R, and set

S(u,v) == 8o,y (u,v) := {(un)nZI CRy|u= Zn>1 Up, V= Zn>1 anun} (2.1)

1See the preprint larXiv:1506.01216k1.
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for each (u,v) € R% Tt is clear that S(u,v) = S(tu,tv) for all (u,v) € R? and ¢t € RY,
S(u,v) = 0 if either u < 0 or u =0 # v, and S(0,0) = {(0),>1}. We also set

n
Pn = Zk:l Pk (2.2)

nyc=min{oy |k € ,n}, n2:=max{oy|kel n}, (2.3)
m = inf{o | n > 1} € [-o0,00[, m2:=sup{or|n>1} €]— oo, 00];

of course, lim,, ;o p, = 00 (because py > 1 for n > 1).
The entropy minimization problem (EMP for short) of Statistical Mechanics and Statis-
tical Physics associated to W € {Epg, Eyp, Erp} and (u,v) € R? is

(EMP)y,, minimize 3, ~ pnW(32) 8.6 (un)n>1 € S(u,v),

n

where Y, <1 By = limy, 00 > p_; Bk when this limit exists in R and Y, <, B, := oo otherwise.
With the preceding convention, it is easy to see that o, < (3, for n > 1 imply that En21 ap <

ZnZI B"

Remark 2.1 Note that for (up)n>1 € S(u,v) one has that limy, o0 > 1, peW (3E) exists in:
[—00,0] when W = Epg, in [—00,0|U{cc} when W = Epp, and in [—o0, 00| when W = Epp.

The value (marginal) function associated to problems (EM P),, ,, is

Unp

Hy :R> =R, Hy(u,v):=inf { Zn>lan<p—n> | (tn)n>1 € S(u,’u)}, (2.5)

with the usual convention inf () := co. We shall write H ((g :; W instead of Hy, when we want to

emphasize the sequences (p,)n,>1 and (oy,)p>1; moreover, we shall write simply Hpg, Huyp,
Hpp when W is Egg, Eyp, or Epp, respectively. Therefore,

dom Hy = dom H? ),W C dom S = dom S,,) := {(u,v) € R? | Siony(u,0) # 0}

(on)

hence Hyy (u,v) = oo if either u < 0 or u = 0 # v, and Hy(0,0) = 0. Taking into account
that Egg < Eyp < Erp, and using Remark 2T we get

Hprp < Hyp < Hpp, (2.6)
dom Hrp C dom Hy;g = dom Hgg = dom S. (2.7)

The results in the next two lemmas are surely known. For their proofs one uses the
Lagrange multipliers method.

Lemma 2.2 Let n > 2 be fized. Then for W € {Epg, Exp, Erp} we have
) n U n
inf { ZpkW (p_:> | (uk)getm C Ry, Zuk = u} =pn-W(u/p,) YueRy, (2.8)
k=1 k=1

the infimum being attained for uy := upy/pn (k € 1,n), where p, is defined in (2.3).



Proof. Consider

Wo:R" R, Wy(ug,...,uy) = Zzzl peW (%) . (2.9)
Then dom W, = R% for W € {Eng, Epg} and dom W, = [[3_,[0,ps] for W = Epp.
Of course, W, is convex, lower semicontinuous (Isc for short), continuous on int(dom W,,),
and strictly convex on dom W,. Let S (u) := {(ui,...up) € RY | Yp_jup = u}. Since
S7(0) = {(0)gez 1} the conclusion is obvious for u = 0.

Consider first W € {Eyp, Egg}, and take u € R%. Then up,(p1,...,pn) € Sh(u) N
int(dom W,,). Since S/ (u) is a compact set and W, is Isc, there exists a unique (a1, ..., %y,) €
S! (u) minimizing W, on S/, (u). Using (for example) [8, Th. 2.9.6], there exists a € R such
that a(1,...,1) € OW, (T, ..., Up) = 8W(%) X ... X 8W(§—:). Since OW (0) = 0, it follows
that @y /pr > 0 for k € 1,n. Hence GW(%) = {W’(%)} for k € 1,n, whence % =: 7. Thus,
w =Y p_ Tk = Npn, that is n = u/py, and so T, = upy/py for k € I,n. It follows that the
infimum in (Z38) is p,, - W (u/pp).

Consider now W = Epp. For u = p,, we have that S/ (p,) = {p}, where p := (p1,...,pn),
and S),(u) = () for u > py; hence, the conclusion is trivial for u > p,,.

Let u € ]0, pn[. Then up;'p € 5! (u) N int(dom W,). The rest of the proof is the same as
that of the preceding case. The proof is complete. [

For (u,v) € R? and n > 1 let us set

S (u,v) = {(ul, c.up) €RY Z::1 U = U, Z:Zl URO) = U},
and
dom 8! = {(u,v) € R? | S1(u,0) # B} = T (RY),

where .
TR = R?2 Tp(ui,... up) = Zk_l ug(1, o). (2.10)

It follows that
domsx = Zk:l R—i— : (170k) = R+(1,77¢1L) +R+(177772L)
= {(u,v) € Ry xR|n,11u§v§n,2Lu}, (2.11)

where 1}, n?2 are defined in (Z3). Hence ri(dom S) = R% (1,n}) when n} = nZ; if n} < n?
then T, is surjective, and so
int(dom S))) = int (T,,(R%)) = T,, (int R ) = R (1, 1) + R (1, 2)
={(u,v) ERL xR | nhu<v <niu}. (2.12)
Observe that Sy/(u,v) = R? NI, ! ({(u,v)}) and S/ (u,v) is convex and compact for each

(u,v) € dom S),.
In the next result we characterize the solutions of the minimization problem

(EM P)y , minimize Wn(ul, coyUn) 8t (W) ety € Sp(u,v),

where W, is defined in 29).



Lemma 2.3 Let n > 2 be fived, and W € {Egpg, Eyxp}. Assume that n) < n2 [see (2.3)]
and take (u,v) € Ry x R such that nlu < v < n2v. Then (EMP)3 , has a unique solution
(Uy,...,uy). Moreover, the following assertions are true:

(i) If u =0 then u, = 0 for every k € 1,n.

(ii) If niu < v < n2u then Uy, > 0 for every k € T,n. Moreover, there exist (and they are
unique) o, 3 € R such that W' (uy/pr) = o+ Boy for every k € 1,n.

(iii) If u € R% and v = nlyu for some i € {1,2}, then ¥; :={k € I,n | o =14} # 0 and
Uy = Upk/zlezipl forke X, u,=0 forkeln\X%,.

Proof. Since S”(u,v) (C dom W, = R") is a nonempty [see (Z.II)] compact set and W,
is Isc and strictly convex on dom Wn, (EMP)3 , has a unique solution (Ty, ..., %)

(i) The assertion is obvious.

(ii) By (2I2) we have that (u,v) € int(dom S};) = T}, (int(dom Wn)) Using again [8, Th.
2.9.6], there exist a, 8 € R such that

a(l, ..., 1)+ B(o1,...,00) € Wy (T, ..., Tn) = OW (@ /p1) X ... x OW (Tn/pn)-

It follows that @y /pr > 0, and so « + fop, = W’(z—:) for k € T,n. Since n} # n2, a and 8 are
unique.

(iii) Consider the case v = nlu with u € R% (the case i = 2 being similar). Take
(ui,...,un) € SW(u,v). Then Y 7_juk(or —nL) = 0, whence ug(or —nL) = 0 for every
k € 1,n. It follows that uj, = 0 for k € T,n \ X;. Therefore, problem (EMP);!  is equivalent
to minimizing ;s pkW(%) with the constraint ), v ur = u. Using Lemma 2.2] the
unique solution of this problem is (ug)res, With U =upy/ ) jex, 1o O

The argument for the proof of the next result is very similar to that in the proof of the
preceding one, so we omit it.

Lemma 2.4 Let n > 2 be fixed and W = Epp. Assume that (u,v) € Ry x R is such
that Sy (u,v) Ndom W, # 0. Then (EMP)y, , has a unique solution (T, ..., Uy). Moreover,

if S!(u,v) N int(dom Wn) # (), then there exist (and they are unique) o, 8 € R such that
W'(ug/pr) = a + Boy for every k € 1,n; in particular, (Uy,...,U,) € int(dom W,,).

Note that o and S from Lemma 23] in case W = Ejp can be obtained (quite easily)
using Lemma 5] (below); indeed, 8 = (¢,) ! (v/u) and o = In (u/ Y p_; pre??) .

Lemma 2.5 Let n > 2 and suppose that n: < n? (see (24))). Consider the function

. ZZ:1 pkakeokt

©®n - R — R, C,Dn(t) = W. (213)
k=1

Then @, is increasing and limy_, oo @n(t) = 1L, limy_o0 n(t) = n2. Therefore, o, (R) =
I, mal.
Proof. We have that

2
_ > k=1 pw;%e"“ Dkt pre7st — (ZZ:1 pkakegkt)

— 3 vVt € R.
(D k=1 Pre?)

P (t) :



By Cauchy-Bunyakovsky inequality we have that

<Zn: {O’k (pkegkt)%] . (pke"’“t > < Zpkazegkt Zpke vt e R

k=1

m\»—t

(the inequality being strict because 1, < 12), and so ¢/, (t) > 0 for every t € R.

Set 3 := {k € I,n | op = i} for i € {1,2}. Since limy—,_o €7* = 0 for o € R%, we obtain
that
Sy proke T N s PROE

lim ¢ = lim = =1,.
t——o0 n( ) t——o00 Zk lpke(ak )t Ek621 Pk "
Similarly, lim; ,o ¢n(t) = 72. Because ¢, is increasing and continuous we obtain that

en(R) = Ing, . O
In the next result we establish the convexity of Hy and estimate its domain for W €
{EmB, EBe, EFp}.

Proposition 2.6 Let 01 and 12 be defined in (27). Set S := S(,,) and Hy = H((f;:;W for
W € {Epg,EymB,Erp}. The following assertions hold:

(i) The marginal function Hy is convex; moreover, (2.06) and (2.7) hold.

(ii) Assume that m = n2. Then dom Hyy = dom S = R4+(1, 01); in particular, ri(dom Hy ) =
R* (1,01) # 0 = int(dom Hyy).

(iii) Assume that m < my and take m > 2 such that {oy | k € 1,7} is not a singleton.
Then for W € {Epg,Eyp} one has

C:={J) Ry (1,04) C dom Hy = dom S C clC, (2.14)
n>1k=1

int(dom Hyy) = int(dom S) = int C' = UZR* (Log) =R% - ({1} x |ni,me) . (2.15)
n>n k=1

Moreover,

= U [0,pk] - (1,04) C dom Hpp C cl A, (2.16)
n>1k=1
int(dom Hpp) = int A = U Z 10, pi[ - (1, 0%). (2.17)

n>n k=1
Proof. (i) Let (u,v), (v/,v") € dom Hy and A € ]0,1[. Take p, ' € R with Hy (u,v) < p,
Hy (u',v") < p/; there exist (up)n>1 € S(u,v), (u),)n>1 € S(v/,v") such that zn>1an(“") <
78 En21an(Z—fz) < . Clearly, (Au, + (1 —Nu n)n21 € S()\( u,v) + (I = A)(v,v )) Since

an(’\u"Jr;%)u%) < )\an( ) +(1=XMp W(z—:’z), summing up term by term for n > 1, we
get

Hy (Au,v) + (1= X, 0')) <A paW( MY paW(2) < Ap+ (1- ).

n>1 " n>1 Pn



Letting 1 — Hw (u,v) and ' — Hy (v, v") we get Hy (A(u, v)+(1-X) (', v")) < AHw (u,v)+
(1= XN Hwy (u/,v"). Hence Hyy is convex.

(ii) Assume that 71 = n2; hence o, = o1 for n > 1. Then dom S =R, - (1,07).

Taking into account (2.7]), it is sufficient to show that dom S C dom Hpp. Take u € Ry.
If u < p1, take uq := w and ug := 0 for n > 2. If u > pq, there exists n > 1 such that
Pn = Zzzlpk < u < ppy1. Take up = py, for k € 17—”7 Unt1 = U — Pp < Pnt1, Ug = 0
for k > n+ 1. In both cases we have that u = Y, ur and Y.<, ppW (ug/pr) < 0, and so
(u,uo1) € dom Hyy. Hence dom S =Ry - (1,01) C dom Hpp. a

From the expression of dom Hyy, the last assertion is obvious.

(iii) Assume that 7y < n2. The first three inclusions in ([2.14)) are obvious. For the last one,
take (u,v) € domS; then there exists (up)n>1 € S(u,v). Since C' 3 >, ug(l,01) — (u,v),
we have that (u,v) € clC.

Set Cp, := > ¢ ;R4 - (1,0%). Clearly C,, C Cpyq and C' = Up>1Cy; hence C is convex.
The first two equalities in (2ZI5]) follow from (2.I4]) because C' is convex. Take n > m. Since
the linear operator 7T}, : R® — R? defined in (210Q)) is surjective and C,, = T, (Ri), we have
that

int C,, = T, (int RY) = 7, ([T RY) =" RiL-(1,00).

Since (Cy,)n>n is an increasing sequence of convex sets with nonempty interior and C' =
Un>mCh, we obtain that int C' = U,>gint C,,. Hence the third equality in (2.15]) holds.

Take now (u,v) € Y ;1 R% - (1,04) for some n > @. Then (u,v) = > 7, uk(1,0%)
with (ug)per; € Ri. It follows that (u,v) = a - (1,w), where a = 377 u; € R} and
w =Y} _4 “oy. Because {0} | k € 1,n} is not a singleton, w € 11, n2[, and so (u,v) € B :=
R - ({1} x Jm,m2[); clearly, B is open. Conversely, take (u,v) € B, that is (u,v) = o - (1,w)
with o € RY and w € |ny,m2[. Then there exists ny,ng > 2 such that o, < w < 0y,; hence
w = Aop, + (1 — X)oy, for some A € ]0,1]. Consider n = max{m,n1,n2}. It follows that
(u,v) € C, C C. Therefore, B C C, whence B = int B C int C. Hence the last equality in
(215)) holds, too.

The first inclusion in (2.16]) is obvious. Take (u,v) € dom Hpp; then there exists (uy,)n>1 €
S(u,v) such that zn>1anFD(%) < oo. It follows that u, € [0,p,] for n > 1. Since
A>3 uk(1l,0k) = (u,v), we have that (u,v) € cl A. Hence (2.I6]) holds.

Set Ay, == p_1[0,px] - (1,0%). Clearly A, C Apt1 and A = U,>14,, and so A is convex.
The first equality in (2.I7) follows from (2.I6]) because A is convex. Take n > 7. Since the
linear operator 7T), is surjective and A,, = T), ([[;_;[0, px]), we have that

int A, = T, (int [T;_; 0, pi]) = T ([T21]0, pi[) = Zn

k:1]07pk[ ' (1, Uk)~

Since (Ap)n>m is an increasing sequence of convex sets with nonempty interior and A =
Up>ndp, we obtain that int A = U,,>5 int A,,. Therefore, the last equality in (2.I7]) holds, too.
The proof is complete. [

Proposition 2.7 Consider W € {Epg, Eyp, Erp}.
(i) Assume that m = nz. Then Hy (u,v) = —oo for all (u,v) € ri(dom Hy ) = R -(1,01).
(ii) Assume that the series ), <, pne®™® is divergent for every x € R and m < 2. Then

Hy (u,v) = —o0 V(u,v) € int(dom Hyy). (2.18)



Proof. (i) Clearly, o, = o1 for n > 1. Take u > 0. Then there exists @ > 1 such that
u < pn =Y p_q Pk for n >n. Having in view Lemma 22} consider uy, := upg/p, for k € 1,n
and ug :=0for k >n+ 1. Then u = Ek21 Uy, and so

In (1 - l)

n u

Hpp(u,uoy) < ZkzlpkEFD (u/pn) =ulnu —ulnp, —u <1 — p—> Tp”
n on

for all n > m. Since p, — 00, we obtain that Hpp(u,uo;) = —oo. Using (2.6]), we have that
Hyy (u,v) = —oo for (u,v) € ri(dom Hy) =R% - (1,01) for W € {Epg, EmB, Erp} -
(ii) Take first W = Epyp. Because S(,, ) (u,v) = {(ug@m)) | (un) € S(g,)(u;v)} and

(pn) _ 1(Pe(n))
(an),w(u’ ) = H(%(n)),w

may (and do) assume that o1 < o3. Even more, because for a € R and o}, := 0,—a (n > 1) we

(u,v) for every bijection ¢ : N* — N* with ¢(n) = n for large n, we

have that S, )(u,v) = S(,)(u,v—au) and, consequently, H((f;:g’w(u, v) = H((gZLL;’W(u, v—au),
we may (and do) assume that 0 € ]oy,02[. For n > 2 consider the function ¢, defined in
213). By Lemma there exists (a unique) y, € R such that ¢,(y,) = 0. We claim
that lim, oo 22:1 pre®*¥n = oco. In the contrary case there exist an increasing sequence
(nm)m>1 € N*\ {1,2} and M € R¥ such that > ;™ ppe®¥»m < M for every m > 1.
In particular, pje?¥rm < M (whence y,, > (InM —Inp;)/o1) and e?2Y»m < M (whence
Ynm < (InM —Inpy)/og) for m > 1; hence (yy,, )m>1 is bounded. Passing if necessary to a
subsequence, we may (and do) assume that y,, — y € R. For ¢ > 2 there exists my; > 1
such that n,, > ¢ for every m > m,. Hence Zzzl pre’+Yrm < M for every m > my. Letting
(mg <) m — oo we obtain that Y ¢_, ppe’*¥ < M for every ¢ > 2, and so we get the
contradiction that the series >, -, pre?*¥ is convergent. Therefore, our claim is true.

Set @y, := —In (3_}_ pre?¥") — —oo for n — co. Set uy := ppe* TV > 0 for k € 1,n
and ug := 0 for kK > n+ 1. Then

> S ppettorn = " Entorvn —
U = e "= Z UROk = Z ope" "=
ko1 k kzlpk ) k1 EOk kzlpk k )

and so (ug),>; € S(1,0). Hence up = prpe™™o%¥n < 1 < py, and so e®n 7 < 1 for every
k € 1,n. It follows that

n n
Hrp(1,0) <Y piBrp(2) = 3 uplne™70m 37 (g — ) In(1 — ™ Fkm)
Pk
E>1 k=1 k=1

n
< Zuk(‘rn + Ukyn) =z, Vn>2,
k=1

and so Hrp(1,0) = —oco. Using ([2.6) we obtain that (2I8]) holds. The proof is complete.
O

The previous result shows the lack of interest of the EMP when the sequence (0y,)n>1 is
constant. Also, it gives a hint on the importance of knowing the properties of the function

FiR-R, fl@) =) _ pue™. (2.19)

n>1

The next result, with p, = 1 for n > 1, is practically [7, Prop. 12]; the adaptation of its
proof for the present case is easy.



Proposition 2.8 Let f,(x) := p,e”® forn>1, x € R, and set f =5, < fn-

(i) If T € dom f then 0,7 — —o0, and so either T > 0 and o, — —o0, or T < 0 and
op — 00.

Furthermore, assume that (Ags) holds, where

(Asf)  (on)n>1 CRY, 0, — 00, and dom f # (.

(ii) Then there exists o € Ry such that I :=]—o0o,—a] C dom f C R* Ncll, f is strictly
convex and increasing on dom f, and lim,_, o f(x) = 0 = inf f. Moreover,

1oy rooN on . B
(@) = anl () = ZnZIpnane ¥ Vz € int(dom f) =1,
1! is increasing and continuous on I, lim,_,_ f'(x) =0, and

. ! _ —O0nt& __,
xl%r_naf (x) = ZnZIpnane =:7 €0, 00].
In particular, Of (int(dom f)) = f'(I) =10,[.

(iii) Let o, I, v be as in (ii). Assume that oo € R%. Then either (a) dom f = I and
v =00, or (b) dom f = clI and v = oo, in which case f.(—a) =, df(—a) = 0 and the
series D~y fn(—a) is divergent, or (c) dom f = clI and v < oo, in which case fL(—a) ="~
and

S fi(=a) =y € ool = 9f(—a).
Let us consider the following functions for W € {Exp, Erp, Epg} :

RV R2 SR, B (x,y):=p. W (x+o,y) >0 (n>1, z,y €R),

hw = h%:l()an) :R2 5 R, hy = Zn>1 h,vLV;

we write simply harg, hrp, hpe instead of hg,, 5, hE.,, hELy, Tespectively. Because h,VLV =
(pnW*) 0 A,,, where A,, : R? — R is defined by A, (z,y) := x + g,y [and so A%w = w(1,0,)],
we have that

(hn)" (uv) = min {(p,W*)* (w) | Ajw = (u,v)} = min {pnw(pﬂ) | Afw = (u,v)}

n

Pn

pW(L) if u>0and v =opu,
= 2.2
{ 00 otherwise, (220)

and so (h,VLV )* is strictly convex on its domain.

The expression of (h))" (above) in connection with [7, Prop. 15(i)] shows the interest of
studying the properties of the functions hyy.

3 Properties of the functions hy
Because p, > 1 for n > 1, we have that

(xz,y) € dom hyy = p,W*(x + o,y) > 0= W*(x +0,y) = 0= o,y = —00
< [y >0 and 0, - —00] or [y < 0 and o,, — 00]. (3.1)



Of course, hY (z,y) > 0 for all (z,y) € R, n > 1 and W € {Eyp, Erp, Egr}; because for
ony — —oo we have
Erp EBE
T Cx) B il 1) R
n—o00 hnMB (‘ij) n—o00 hnMB (m,y)

we obtain that
domhpp =domhy g, domhpgr =domhypN {(x,y) ER? |z + o0,y <0Vn> 1} )

Since hayp(w,y) = 3,5 pre® oY = % f(y), where f is defined by ([Z.19)), clearly dom hyp =
R x dom f. It follows that

domhpp # 0 < domhy g # 0 & domhpg # () < dom f # (.

Because it is natural to consider the case in which dom hyy is nonempty, in the sequel, we
assume that (A,¢) holds. (The general case can be reduced to this one replacing (o, )n>1 by
(—on)n>1 if 05, — —00, then replacing (o,,)n>1 by (05, — a)p>1 With @ < min,>; 0,.)

Proposition 3.1 Assume that (As¢) holds, and take oo € Ry such that I :=]— oo, —af C
dom f C clI, where f is defined in (219). Let W € {Enp, Erp, EBr}-
(i) Then hy is convez, lower semicontinuous, positive, and

domhpp =domhyp =R x dom f, domhpp ={(z,y) € R xdom f |z + 61y < 0},

where 01 := min{o,, | n > 1}.
(ii) hw s differentiable at any (z,y) € int(dom hy) and

ex-i—any

Vhw (o) =Y VR (@y) = Y (Lo, (32)

w21 PP T qypertony

aw being defined in (I.6). Moreover, assume that (x,—«) € dom hy; in particular, —a €
dom f C R*. Then

Ohw (z,—a) #0 <~ ZVh,VLV(x, —q) converges <= 7y := ananem_"”a eR; (3.3

n>1 n>1
if (W,0) =3 > VhY (x,—a) exists in R?, then
Ohw (xz,—a) = {u} x [v,00[ = {(w,7)} + {0} x Ry. (3.4)

Proof. The existence of a € Ry such that [ :=]— oo, —a[ C dom f C clI is ensured by
Proposition 2.8

(i) Since harp(x,y) = e* f(y) for (x,y) € R?, we have that dom hy;p = R x dom f. Taking
into account (3.I]) and the fact that limy_, o e *W(t) = 1 for W € {Eyp, Erp, Egg}, we
obtain that

dom hy = (R x dom f) N(,,5; dom WY (RxR:)N (> dom hY. (3.5)

Since domhY = R? for n > 1 and W € {Eyp, Erp}, we get domhy = R x dom f for
W € {Eyup,Erp}. Let W = Egg; then domh) = {(z,y) € R? | z + 0,y < 0}. For z € R

10



and y € dom f (hence y < 0), (,y) € (,>; dom AV if and only if = + 1y < 0. From (B.5)
we get the given expression of dom hpp.

Since hY is convex, continuous and positive, we obtain that hy is convex, lower semi-
continuous and positive.

(ii) Using [7, Cor. 11] (and (LH))), we obtain that hy is differentiable on int(dom Ay ) and
(32) holds.

Assume that (z,—«a) € domhy. Hence —a € dom f C R*; moreover, x € R for W €
{EmB,Erp}, and x < 1 (< opa for n > 1) for W = Epg.

Because lim,, ;o (1 + aye*t"¥) = 1, the last equivalence in (3.3]) holds.

In order to prove the first equivalence in ([B.3]), suppose first that (u,v) € dhw (x, —a).
Then, for (z/,y) € dom hyy,

w- (' —x)+v-(y+a) <hw(@,y) — hw(z,—a). (3.6)
Taking y := —a we obtain that u € Ohw (-, —a)(z). Since hy (-, —a) = 3, 5, Y (-, —a) and
x € int(dom hy (-, —«)), using again [7, Cor. 11] we obtain that Ay (-, —«a) is derivable at x
and
/!
w= (=) @) =3 (B (=) (@),

Take now 2/ = z and y < —« in (B.6). Dividing by y + a (< 0), and taking into account that
W* is increasing on its domain, we get

W*(x + opy) — Wz — opa) _ e~ Wz + opy) — Wz — o)
v > n >
=W >

Vn > 1.

n>1 k=1

Taking the limit for y T —« in the second inequality, we get v > >} pro(W*) (z — opa).
Since (W*)'(x — oxa) > 0 for every k > 1, we obtain that the series > - ppon (W) (z —
Q) =3 51 (R (, ))/ (—a) is convergent and v > > (R (, ))/ (—a). Hence the series
D> VhY (x,—a) is convergent and for its sum (@, o) we have that u = 7 and v > 7.

Conversely, assume that the series > o, VAY (z, —a) is convergent with sum (u,v); take
v > v and (2/,y) € domhyy. Using [7, Prop. 15(iii)] we obtain that (u,) € Ohw (v, —a).
Hence (B:6) holds for (u,v) replaced by (@,7). Since v > T and y < —c«, we have that
v-(y+a) <v-(y+ «a), and so ([B.6]) also holds for u replaced by w. It follows that (u,v) €
Ohw (xz, —a). Therefore, [34) holds. O

Theorem 3.2 Let W € {Eyxp,Erp,Epr} and aw be defined in (1.6). Then for every
(z,y) € Np>1dom Y such that the series Zn21pn% - (1,0p) is convergent [this

is the case, for example, when (z,y) € int(dom hy )] with sum (u,v) € R2, the problem

el‘+0'ny

(EMP),, has the unique optimal solution (pn T . Moreover, the value of the

T+ony
awerTonY Jn>1

problem (EMP), , is hjy (u,v), that is Hy (u,v) = hjy, (u,v).

Proof. Taking into account that h)’ is a proper convex function for n > 1 with

w _ w — *\/ ( ,T+ony\ | — em—i——ony.
O (2.9) = (VR (2.0} = (a7 (@) - (o)} = (i (L)

for (x,y) € domh)’, and hy = D>t hY ., as well as the expression (h))" given in (Z20), we
get the conclusion using [7, Prop. 15(iii)]. The fact that the series ) e (1,0,)

nzl pn 1+awez+o'ny :

is convergent for (z,y) € int(dom hy) is ensured by [7, Cor. 11(i)]. O
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The result in Theorem is obtained generally using the Lagrange multipliers method in
a formal way.

A complete solution to EMP for the Maxwell-Boltzmann entropy is provided in the next
section.

4 Complete solution to EMP in the case of the Maxwell-
Boltzmann entropy

In this section W = Ej;p; to simplify the writing, we set h,, := hEMB, h:=hyp, H:= Hyp;
we mention also the sequences (0y,) and (py) if necessary. We assume that (A, ) holds if not
stated explicitly otherwise. Moreover, we use I, a, v as in Proposition 2.8

From (2:20)) we have that

u(lnpin—l) if u >0 and v =opu,

ti ) = {

and so hy, is strictly convex on its domain.
Let us compute h*. From the definition of the conjugate, for (u,v) € R? we have that

s otherwise,

h*(u,v) = sup [uz+vy—e"f(y)] = sup [vy +supluz — e* f (y)]}

(z,y)€R? yEdom f z€R
u U
= sup |vy+ f(y)sup <a:— - em)} = sup [vy—i— fy) exp* <—>]
yedom f [ ( )mGR f(y) yedom f ( ) f(y)

It follows that h*(u,v) = oo for u € RZ and h*(0,v) = t],, ;(v); hence h*(0,v) = oo for
v € R* and h*(0,v) = —aw for v € R,.
Fix (u,v) € R% x R. From the above expression of h*(u,v) we get

h* (u,v) = zléll) [vy+ulnu —uln[f(y)] —u] = u(lnu —1) —i—uzléll) %y —In [f(y)]]

=u(lnu—1)4+u- (In f)*(v/u).

Below we show that In f :=Inof : R — R is convex; we also calculate its conjugate. For
these consider
I oRL, oy) = f(y)/f(y) (4.1)

Observe, using Schwarz’ inequality in /o, that
2
2 1 1
W) = [Z on(pne?)? <pn€””y)2} <3 020 S paet = f(y) - f(y) Wy el
n>1 n>1 n>1

(the inequality being strict because o, — c0). Hence ¢'(y) = (f(v)-f"(v)—[f'W)]?) /[f (®)]* >
0 for y € I. Therefore, ¢ is increasing, and so

= mi = 1 i =: 0y < 0.
0<6; min o, yg@mw(y) < lenEr}x o(y) =: 6 < o0

Restricting the co-domain of ¢ to |01, 02[ we get an increasing bijective function denoted also
by ¢. Since (In f) = f'/f = pon I, In f is (strictly) convex on its domain. Observe that 5 <

12



oo is equivalent to —a € dom f and v := f’ (—a) < oo, in which case 0 = f' (—a)/f(—a).
Indeed, assume that 3 < oo and fix yg € I. Then for yy < y < —a we have that In % =

i @(t)dt < B2y — yo), whence f(y) < f(yo)e™¥#0), and so f(—a) < f(yo)e™ % F40) < oo;
then, because f'(y) = f(y) - p(y) for y € I, we get v = 6 - f(—a). The converse implication
is obvious. Because int(dom(ln f)) = I, it follows that

00 ifw< 91,
(In f)* (w) = sup (wy —In[f(y)] ) = { wgp—l(w) —In [f((’p_l(w))] if 01 <w < 0y,
yel —ow — In [f(—a)] if 02 < w,

where the last line has to be taken into consideration only if #; < co. Let us set
Y:={keN'|o,=0};

of course, ¥ is finite and nonempty, and so we may (and do) suppose that ¥ = 1, ¢ for some
g € N* and 0441 < 0, for n > g+ 1. Because (In f)* is convex and Isc, we have that

(In £)7(61) = lim (In f)" (w) = lim [wp™ (w) = In[f(p™ (w))]] = lim (y),

w01 Yy——00

where ¢ (y) = yp(y) —In[f(y)] for y € I. But

01 Zqzl Pn + Z >q+1Pn0 e(an_al)y ! on—0
U(y) =y —— gl P 7 — o1y —1In an + Z prelTn oY
n=1

q On—0
1 Pn Y p>gy1 PnelOnToY W

— yeldari—on)y Z”Zfﬁ'l Pr(on — Ul)e(on_UQH)y 1 - (on—01)y
=ye ’ Eq + E e(crn—ol)y - an + Z Pn€ :
n=1Pn n>q+1 Dn n=1 n>q+1

It follows that (In f)*(61) = —In(3%_,pn) = —In(X,,cxpn) . Therefore, dom(In f)* =
[91, OO[
Summing up the preceding computations we get

ulnu —u+wu-(In f)*(v/u) ifv>61u>0
h*(u,v) = ¢ —av ifu=0<wv,
00 ifueR* orveR*, or0<v<bu.

It follows that
{(u,v) € RL xR | v > 6u} = int(domh*) C domh* = {(u,v) € Ry X Ry |v > Ou}.
Moreover,
Oh(int(domh)) = VA(R x I) = {(u,v) |u € RY, b1u < v < bou} =: E, (4.2)

as a simple argument shows.

For each (u,v) € R?, S(u,v) := S(y,)(u,v) and H(u,v) := H((f;:))(u,v) are defined in
(21) and (2.5]), respectively. By [7, Prop. 15 (i)] we have that h*(u,v) < H(u,v) for all
(u,v) € dom h*.

In the sequel we determine the set A of those (u,v) € dom h* such that

h*(u,v) = min {anu”(ln@ —1) | (un)n>1 € S(u,v)}, (4.3)

Pn

13



and the set B of those (u,v) € domh* such that h*(u,v) = H(u,v); of course, A C B.
Under our working hypothesis (A, f), we have that n; = 6; > 0, 72 = oo and

dom H = dom S = {(0,0)} U {(u,v) € R? | v > 6u > 0}.

Moreover, S(0,0) = {(0),,>1}, while for v > 0 and ¥ := {k € N* | o), = 61} = 1,q with
q e N,
S(u,O1u) = {(un)nZI CRy|Ju,=0Vn>q+1, u:u1+...+uq}.

It follows that h*(0,v) = —av < oo = H(0,v), whence (0,v) ¢ B, for v > 0, and (4.3
holds for (u,v) = (0,0), and so (0,0) € A. Using [7, Prop. 15 (v)], we obtain that (£3)) holds
for all (u,v) € F (with E defined in ([£2)), with attainment for u, := p,e**t"¥ (n > 1),
where y := ¢~ (v/u) and x := In [u/f(y)]; hence E C A.

It remains to analyze the case of those (u,v) € R% x R with v/u = 61 or v/u > 6s.

Let first v = 61u > 0. By Lemmal22] H(u,v) is attained for @, = pyu/ > {_; Pk = pntt/pq
ifnel,q u, :=0ifn>qg+1, and so

Huv)=Y" p””(l ——1>:u(lnu—1—lnpq).

n=l pq Pq

Since
h*(u,v) =ulnu—u+w-(Inf)*(61) =ulnu —u—ulnp, = H(u,v),

we have that (£3)) holds with attainment for (@, ),>1 mentioned above; in particular (u,v) €
A.

Assume now that 0y < oo, and so —a € dom f, v < oo, and 6y = v/ f(—«). Take now
v > fu > 0, and assume that (u,v) € A. Since v > fyu > 0, by ([B4]), we have that
(u,v) € Oh(z, —a) with z := In 5. Since (u,v) € A, there exists (un),>1 C Ry such that
(u,v) = Zn21(unagnun) and h*(u,v) = anl un(an—Z —-1) = anl R} (up, onty). Using
[7, Prop. 15 (iv)], we obtain that (u,,onu,) € Ohy(z,—a) = {(pne® "%, Ppo,e® 77Y)},
that is up, = ppe® 7% = ppue”*/f(—a) (n > 1). It follows that v = ) o, opu, =
ﬁznﬂpnane_”’"o‘ = ﬁy = fOou. Conversely, if v = fu > 0 and setting again
z:=In ﬁ, the calculus above shows that (pn,e®7"%),>1 € A.

Take now v > fau > O we claim that (u,v) € B, and so (u,v) € B\ A.

Let us set  :=1n f( ok ; then

h*(u,v) =ulnu—u+u-(In f)*(v/u) =ulnu —u—ov—uln f(—a) = (r — Du — awv. (4.4)

Take 7 > max ¥ (= ¢). Using Lemma [2.5] we have that for n > @, ¢, [definied in (2.13])]
is an increasing bijection from R to |n},n2[ = 101,n2] C 61, 00[. Moreover,

n
PrOk . 10041
Zk 1 — lim Dn+10n41 _

lim ¢,(0) = lim lim 0,41 = 00 > 27

and
n —opa —opQ
. oe Proge v
lim ¢,(—a) = lim k=1 PkOk = Ekzl G S 0y < —.
n—00 n—00 Zk 1 Dre~ kY Zk21 pre kA f(—OZ) u
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Increasing 7 if necessary, we may (and do) assume that ¢,(—a) < v/u < ¢,(0) for n > 7.
Hence, for every n > 7 there exists a unique A, € |0,a] with ¢,(—=X\,) = v/u. Set v, :=
In (u/ > oheq pke_"“"). Define uy, := pre¥ %> for k € T,n and u, := 0 for k > n. Then

n v —O'k)\ n (¥ —O’k>\
E u:E e’ "= E O'UZE ore’™" n=w.
E>1 k k:lpk ’ E>1 kUk k:lpk k

Because \, < a for n >, we get > p_, pre~ 7 > 31 pre 7% whence

I < i 1 h 1 Y In -2
1m sup v, s l1lmsup in = n = 1n = X.
n—ooo n—00 D ey PrETIRY Zk21 pre” ok f(=a)

Moreover,

* u n
h (u,v)SH(u,v)gz uk<lnp—k—1> :Zkzluk(vn—ak)\n—l)

= (v, — 1) Zk:l Uk — Ay, Zk:l orpur = (vp — L)u — Ao (4.5)

Assume that liminf, ,o A, < «. Then, for some p € ]0,a] and some subsequence
(A )m>1 We have that A,,, < u for every m > 1. Then Y} pre™ kA nm > S 0m pre=okh,
whence

Nm

Nm,
liminf g e~k nm > lim E e Tkt = g e Tk = 0
m—oo k=1 P ~ m—oo k=1 P klek

because —p ¢ dom f. Since v,,, = Inu — In zzzl pke_"k)‘"'n, we get lim,, o0 Up,, = —00.
Replacing n by n,, in (£5]), then passing to the limit for m — oo, we get the contradiction
—o00 < h*(u,v) < u-(—o0) = —oo. Hence lim A\, = a and limsup,,_,,, v, < z. Passing to
limsup in (43) for n — oo we get H(u,v) < (z — 1)u — av, and so h*(u,v) = H(u,v).

Summing up the above discussion we get the next result.
Theorem 4.1 Let (pp)n>1 C [1,00[, (op)n>1 C RE with o, — o0, and hy, : R2 - R be
=D

defined by hyp(x,y) = ppe*toY forn > 1 and z,y € R; set h = D>t hn. Assume that
domh # 0. Clearly, h, h, (n > 1) are convex and

Masy) ="} e = f(y) Viw,y) €R?

where f is defined in (219). Since domh = R x dom f = (), using Proposition [2.8, we have
that I :==]— oo, —a C dom f C clI for some a € Ry. It follows that int(domh) =R x I C
Mp>1 dom h,, = R2.

(i) We have that h is differentiable on int(dom h) and

Oh(int(dom h)) = VAR x I) = {(u,v) ER® |u € RY, ju < v < fau},

where 01 := min{o,, | n > 1} and 6 := limy_o f'(y)/f(y) € |61, 00]; 2 < 00 iff —a € dom f
and v = fL(—a) =3, 5 Pnone” " < 00. Moreover, if —a € dom f and v < oo then

E(f(-0), ) = Vhalw,—a) € Oh(z, —a) = e f(=a)} x [e™7, ]
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(i) The function ¢ : I — 101,02[, ©(y) := f'(y)/f(y), is bijective (and increasing), In f :
R — R is convex (even strictly convex and increasing on its domain), and

00 if w < 6y,
(In f)* (w) = w(p—l(wﬁz_ In [f(~H(w))] if 61 < w < 0o,
—aw — In[f(—a)] if 02 < w,

where ¥ := {n € N* | 0, = 61}. Moreover, domh* = {(u,v) € R* | v > 6u >0} and

ulnu—u+u-(Inf)*(v/u) ifv>60iu>0,
—au ifu=0<w.

o) = §

(iii) Take (u,v) € domh*. Then

h*(u,v) = min { Zn21 up,(In Z—: —1) | (un)n>1 € S(u,v)} = H(u,v)
iff (u,v) € A:={(0,0)} U{(u,v) € R} x R} | bhu < v < bou}, where S(u,v) := S, (u,v)
is defined in (21) and H := H((g:;yEMB is defined in (2.1). More precisely, for (u,v) € A
the minimum is attained at a unique sequence (Up)p>1 € S(u,v), as follows: (a) (Un)n>1
= (0)n>1 if (u,v) = (0,0); (b) Up := prtt/ D pex Pk if 1 € X, Uy := 0 if n € N*\ ¥ provided
u e R and v = b1u; (¢) (Up)n>1 = (Pre™T7Y)p>1 if u € R and 61u < v < Bou, where
y = o Y(v/u) and z := In[u/f(y)]; (d) (Tn)n>1 = (Pn€™ 7" )p>1 if b2 < 00, u € RY and
v = Ou, where x :=In[u/f(—a)].

Moreover, S(0,v) = 0 if v € R*, and h*(u,v) = H(u,v) whenever 0 < fu < v (for
0s < OO)

Corollary 4.2 Consider the sequences (pn)n>1 C [1,00[, (0n)n>1 C R and let H := H((g:; =

H((g:;EMB. Then H*(2,y) = 3,51 Pn€™ 7Y = € 37 ppe? for every (z,y) € R2.

Proof. Assume first that the series ZHZIpne""y is divergent for each y € R. Then
h(z,y) = pPr) (,9) = Y1 Pne® 7Y = oo for all (z,y) € R2. Using Proposition 7]

(on),EnmB
we have that H takes the value —oo, and so H*(z,y) = oo = h(x,y) for every (z,y) € R2.

Assume now that the series ) -, p,e’? is convergent for some y € R. By Proposition
2.8 (i) we have that o,, — oo or o, — —00.

In the first case, if 7y := 6 := min,>; 0, > 0, using Theorem [£.1] we have that dom H C
domh* = ({0} x R%) Udom H, h* < H, and h*(u,v) = H(u,v) for all (u,v) € domH D
int(dom h*) = int(dom H). Because for a convex function f: E — R with D := int(dom f) #
(0 one has f* = (f+tp)*, it follows that h = (h*)* = H*. If n; <0, take o}, ;== 0, +a (n > 1)
with @ > —n;. Then (H(((fz;)* = hgz)) But hgz))(a:,y) = hgfrz))(x —ay,y) for (z,y) € R? and

H((f;:;(u,v) = H((ﬁ?g(u, au +v) for (u,v) € R?, whence

<H((§Z§> (z,y) = (H((ﬁn;) (v — ay,y) = h%) (@ — ay,y) = b (2,y) V(w,y) € R2.

If 0,, = —o0 take o}, := —0, (n > 1). A similar argument as above shows that <H((§:))> -

h(pn)

(o)’ The proof is complete. [
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5 Conclusions

The Entropy Minimization Problem (EMP) is considered in Statistical Mechanics and Statis-
tical Physics for W one of the functions Ey g, Epe, Erp. In general one obtains the optimal
solutions using the Lagrange multipliers method (LMM), method used by us in the proofs
of Lemmas 2.2] 2.3] and 2.4. When the number of variables is infinite this method can not
be generally used because the function to be minimized is not differentiable and the linear
restrictions are not provided by continuous (linear) operators (in this sense see the recent
survey paper [2]). Even more, although the solutions found using LMM are indeed solutions
of the EMP, LMM does not provide always the solutions even in the case of a finite numbers
of variables as seen in Lemma 2.3 (iii). Observe that in the works on Statistical Mechanics
nothing is said about the value of (EMP), , when the problem has not optimal solutions,
and, of course, if this value could be —oo or not; maybe this is not interesting in Physics.

In the present paper, for W = Ej;p, that is the Maxwell-Boltzmann entropy, a complete
study of the EMP is realized (when p,, > 1 for n > 1). More precisely,

— the set of those (u,v) € R? for which (EM P),, has feasible solutions is described (see
Proposition 2.6]);

— it is shown that H (the value function of the EMP) takes the value —oo if and only if
the series Y o, ppe® oY is divergent for all (z,y) € R? (see Proposition 2.7);

—when Y, o, pre® Y is convergent for some (z,y) € R2, it is confirmed that the solution
found using LMM in a formal way is indeed a solution of problem (EM P)y,; however, it is
shown that either there are situations in which (EMP), , has optimal solutions not found
using LMM, or there are situations in which (EMP),, has finite values but not optimal
solutions (see Theorem [A.1]).

Acknowledgement. We thank Prof. M. Durea for his remarks on a previous version of
the manuscript.
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