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Abstract

This paper generalizes the entropy maximization problem leading to the Boltzmann-Gibbs
distribution through the nonadditive entropy Sg s(p) = ks ZKI pilng 1/p;, ¢ € (0,1), which
is a rescaled version of Sy [1] by a factor ks = kq(emax/(W"_— 1))174, o > 0, varying ac-
cording to the underlying energy spectrum and satisfying ks — k (Boltzmann constant) as
g — 1. The maximization problem based on Sy s is used to derive analytical generalizations
of the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution for the case of an energy spectrum that uniformly ap-
proaches a continuous, unbounded limit with a common degeneracy, the harmonic oscillator,
and the one-dimensional box. Furthermore, I demonstrate that this generalized problem
yields a two-tier model with finite structural parameters § for the hydrogen atom in free
space and, therefore, can be used to circumvent the Electronic Partition Function Paradox
and obtain a family of well-defined thermodynamic behaviors indexed by ¢ € (0,1). In
particular, for ¢ = 0.5, the specific heat of the free hydrogen atom becomes the Boltzmann
constant. Finally, it is shown that all the limiting processes involved in these four cases lead
naturally to the same definition of the scale factor ks that characterizes S, s (“s” stands, in
this context, for “spectrum”) in order to grant finite, smooth, macroscopically observable
temperature values that are related to the entropic functional by 85, s/0U = 1/|T'|%., which
recovers 0Spg/0U = 1/T [2] as ¢ — 1.

1. Introduction

Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution [3-5] can be obtained from the following maximization problem

max Spa(p) (1)
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st. p;>0,1<i<W

EZl pi=1
Zz'VL pil; =0,

with Spa(p) = krzlvil piInl/p;; W > 2 the number of microstates, 0 = e¢; < ... < ey = €max
the energy levels of each microstate (all such values form the energy spectrum), 0 < U < epax
the internal energy, E; = ¢; — U, 1 <1 < W, k the Boltzmann constant and g(e) = #{1 < i <
W | e; = e} the degeneracy function. The solution p, € R, of (1) is given by

exp(—BE;)
ijil eXp(_ﬂEj)7

(2)

for 1 < i < W, with the structural parameter g € R satisfying

w
Z exp(—BE;)E; = 0. (3)

Following (6], I call 8 structural since, by (3), it depends solely on the energy spectrum and the
internal energy of the system. Instead of passing through (3) to calculate the distribution (2),

one could measure the temperature of the system 7' € R/{0} and, since [2]

aSBG(p*) o l

the Envelope Theorem implies 5 = 1/kT and p.; x exp(—E;/kT) (i.e., the Boltzmann factor),
1 <i < W, so that

exp(—E;/kT)
Dxi = w )
Zj:l exp(—E;/kT)

()

for 1 <4 < W, which is the classical form of the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution. One important
feature to note is that the constant k defines the temperature scale and is, therefore, the link be-
tween (1) and macroscopically observed quantities, but it does not alter the optimal distribution
that solves (1) (i.e., it does not alter the structural parameter (3).

In this paper, I study a generalized version of (1) given by

max  S,.(p) (6)
st. p;>0,1<i<W
EZl pi=1
ZZ1 pili =0,

See also Dognini and Tsallis [6] for the study of another class of generalized versions of (1) with the entropic
functional S,(p) =k EZI pilng 1/p; and energy constraints of the form EZI pl E;=0,¢ >0.



with 0 < ¢ < 1. The entropic functional S, ¢ is given by?

w W g
i — 1
Spa0) = ko > pilng 1/p; = (%)
=1

for p € RY, with

b — g Smax__ o (8)
s Wo._l )

for W > 2, épnax > 0, 0 > 0. In particular, £, — k£ as ¢ — 1. One may notice that, for
all 0 < U < emax, there is a unique and strictly positive solution p.(U) >> 0 for (6) (c.f.,
Proposition 1 from Dognini and Tsallis [6]) and this solution does not depend on the specific
form of the scale factor ks, which only becomes relevant once we need to define a temperature

for the system. To advance this definition, after analyzing the dimensions of (8), I postulate that

0Sqs(p=(U)) 1
ou I ©)

with |z]% = sign(2)|z]9, z € R, in order to obtain a dimensionally coherent generalization of (4)
that allows for both positive and negative temperature values.

Clearly, by taking ¢ — 1 in (6) we obtain (1), and in (9) we obtain (4). The entropic
functional S, ¢ in (7) is a rescaled version of the traditional nonadditive® entropic functional
S,(p) = kX pilng1/p; [1] (which is the unique one to be simultaneously trace-form and
composable [8, 9]) due to the fact that the scale factor ks > 0 is allowed to vary with the energy
spectrum of the physical system (“s” stands, in this context, for “spectrum”).

Traditionally, one considers all these scale factors as the Boltzmann constant (i.e., ks = k),
regardless of the energy spectrum being analyzed. However, these different scale factors are,
as the next sections demonstrate, necessary to grant finite, smooth, macroscopically observable
temperature values for physical systems whose description involves some infinitude that requires
a limiting process to be modeled (i.e., solving (6) for a finite energy spectrum and then taking a
convenient limit to model the system of interest, such as a harmonic oscillator or the hydrogen
atom, and its thermodynamic behavior).

In Sections 3, 4, and 5, I show that (8) allows one to obtain a generalized Boltzmann-
Gibbs distribution for the case where the energy spectrum uniformly approaches a continuous,
unbounded limit with a common degeneracy, the harmonic oscillator and the one-dimensional
box. Furthermore, in Section 6, this same scale factor allows us to obtain a family of well-behaved

thermodynamic predictions for the hydrogen atom in free space, circumventing the Electronic

2As a remainder, the g-logarithm In, : [0, 400) — R, g # 1, is given by In, z = (2!77—1)/(1 — q), 2 > 0, and

the g-exponential exp, : R — R is given by exp, z = [l + (1 — ¢)2]. ", z € R.
3See Dognini and Tsallis [7] for a discussion on nonadditive functionals and their relation to entropic exten-
s1UitY.



Partition Function Paradox [10] that emerges from the divergence of the partition function.
The literature furnishes different methods for dealing with this divergence. For instance,
one may limit the energy spectrum (e.g., Fermi criteria [11]), adopt a two-tier model [12],
use zeta function regularization [13| or generalize (1) through nonadditive entropic functionals
[14]. Section 6 reveals that by adopting the nonadditive functional S, and the generalized
optimization problem (6), one obtains a two-tier analytical model for the hydrogen atom in
free space with a family of well-behaved thermodynamic predictions indexed by ¢ € (0,1). In

particular, for ¢ = 0.5, the specific heat becomes the Boltzmann constant.

2. The constrained maximization of S

I follow the general method developed by Dognini and Tsallis [6]. For 0 < ¢ < 1, let ¢ : RY, —
RY, be given by

w(p): vS‘]aS(p) :( p({_l p?/l;l )
VS AW p?" S pt)’

and notice that, since ¢ # 1, ¢(-) is a diffeomorphism and

q—1 q—1
v (z) = ! — s Tw — .
ZW ZEQTI ZW xﬁ

=11 =11

Let p. € R be the unique, strictly positive solution of (6) and z, = (p.). First-order
++ Y

conditions are

ksq
1—g¢q

P S =M, D)+ (B B, (10)
for A1, Ay € R the Lagrange multipliers. Then, through the constraints of (6), we obtain

ke o0, DY,

A =
1 1—(]

Y

so that we can write (10) as

A

ze=(1,... 1)+ (1—q—22
stZleZz

E=(1,...,1)+ (1 —q)8E,

with £ = (Ey,..., Ew). Since p, = ¢ ~!(z,) and ZZl psi = 1, we have that § € R satisfies

w w

S+ qBE)T =3 (1+ (1 q)BE)™, (11)

i=1 =1



which can also be written as

W

> exp, ,(~BE;)E; =0. (12)

i=1

It is worth highlighting that (12) generalizes (3), since it fully characterizes the structural pa-

rameter [ that defines the solution of (6). Furthermore,

i = I+ (1 —gpE)T  expy (—FE) | (13)

SW L+ (1 —q)BE)TT XL expyy(—BE))

for 1 < i < W, which recovers (2) as ¢ — 1. Assuming that the value function of (6) (i.e.,
Sq.s(p«(+))) is differentiable and 3 # 0, the Envelope Theorem and (9) imply

1L 08,pn(U)
T T au

w
=X = Bkqup*, Bleq(d_ expy_ (—BE;)) ™
=1

so that

1
' 14
- |T|qk’sq(z _1 eXpy_,(=BE;)) 1 (14)

In particular, sign(f8) = sign(7"), if 8 # 0. Finally, we obtain

expy (—Ei/k| T4 expy ,(—BE;))9)

>t exPy_y (—Ej k| T|La(32,L expy_y(—BE)1-1)

for 1 < i < W, which recovers (5) as ¢ — 1. To end this section, an analytical example is

presented (c.f., Proposition 3 and Example 1 in [6]).

Example 1. Let the states be 0 = e; < ea = 0.5 <e3=1and 0 < U < 1, so that (6) can be

written as
ks (1-U)—m 1 U—es+prea)?
H —1].
0Spi<1 (1—q) (p1+< 1—ey * 1 — e

We let k& = 1, so that k; = 1/2'79. The family of optimal value functionals {S,(p.(-)) }o<g<1 is
depicted in Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Graphic depiction of S,s(p.(U)), U € [0,1], k = 1, for ¢ = 0.2,0.3,0.8, and the
limiting Boltzmann-Gibbs (BG) case (i.e., ¢ — 1).

3. The case of an energy spectrum that uniformly approaches
a continuous, unbounded limit with a common degener-

acy

To illustrate the applicability of (6), I analyze the thermodynamic properties of a physical
system with an energy spectrum that uniformly approaches a continuous, unbounded limit with

a common degeneracy.

3.1 The Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution when the energy spectrum uni-
formly approaches a continuous, unbounded limit with a common

degeneracy

Notice that the optimization problem (1) can also be written as

max k Zogegemax g(e)pe ln 1/p6 (16)
S.t. Pe > 0,0 < e < epax
Zogegemax g(e)pe - 1
ZO§€S€max g<€)pee = U)

with p. > 0 representing the probability of a single microstate with energy e and the sums being

evaluated for all values in the energy spectrum and » ;... g(e) = W. Following (2), the



solution to (16) is given by

with p.(U) representing the optimal probability of a single microstate with energy e when the
internal energy is 0 < U < epay, and 3 € R satistying

Y. gle)exp(=Ble—U))(e—U) =0. (17)

0<e<emax
Let

(n — 1)emax

en(emaxaN) - N _1 )

(18)

for 1 <n < N, N > 2, epax > 0. The energy spectrum is given by 0 = e1(€pax, V) < ... <
ew (Eémax, V) = emax and the degeneracy function is g(e,) = m > 1, 1 < n < N (clearly, for

m = 1, the system is non-degenerate), so that

Z gle) =mN =W. (19)

O0<e<emax

Let B(U, emax, V) € R satisfy (17) when the internal energy is 0 < U < épay. Then, we can
write (17) as

]s-m_axl Z eXp(_ﬁ(Ua €max N)(en(emax7 N) - U))(en(emaxv N) - U) =0 (20>

Assuming limy oo B(U, emax, N) = 5(U, émax) and the appropriate convergence, (20) can be seen

as approximating a Riemann sum that yields the following integral equation for 5(U, emax)

/Oemax exp(—B(U, emax)(e — U))(e — U)de = 0. (21)

Further assuming lim,_. oo B(U, emax) = 5(U), (21) furnishes

[e’e] 1 —00
| exp(=8)e = 0)(e = V)de = iz expla) (o = 1) ="
and, therefore,
1
BU) = 7 (22)

In particular, (22) can be seen as a statement that, for N >> e, >> 1 (the order of

the previous limits yields this relation on the orders of magnitude of N and ey.y), we have



B(U, emax, N) = 1/U.
Next, define the following function p(+, U, emax, N) : [0, €max] = Ry,

mpeg(emax,N)(U)(N - 1)/emaxa if 0 = el(emaxa N) <e< 62<€maxa N)

p(ea Ua €max N) =

mpeN(emax,N)(U)(N - 1)/€maxa if eNfl(ema)o N) <e S eN(emaxa N)7

and notice that p(-, U, emax, V) is a density estimate over the energy spectrum. Then, for 2 <

n(e) < N satisfying en(e)—1(emax, V) < € < €ne)(emax; V),

€n(e) (emax,N) Crmax
/ p(8,U, emax, N)ds = p(e,U, emax, N)
e (eémax,N) N -1

n(e)—1
- mpen(e) (emaX7N)

m exp(—B(U, emax, N)(en(e)(€max, N) = U)/k)
S mexp(—B(U, emax: N)(€j(emax, N) — U) /k)

and, therefore,

exp(—B(U, emax, N)(€i(e)(émax, N) — U)) .
Gz 50 exp(—B(U, emax, N)(€j(€max, N) = U))

p(ea Ua €max N) =

Since lime,,, oo (UM 00 B(U, €max, N)) = B(U) = 1/U and limy o0 €n(e)(U, €max, N) = e, the

continuous Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution over the energy spectrum is given by

exp(l —e/U) _ exp(—e/U)

e,U)= lim (lim p(e,U, emax, N)) = — . 23
ple,U) = lim_(Jlim p( ) = T ol s~ T (23)
Furthermore, since

1

T maxaN == )
(U emas N) = 2500 e )

we can define the limiting temperature of our system as

1 1 U
T= i li = = — 24
emlinm(zvi‘foo 5B(U, eman, N)) kB(UY & (24)

thus obtaining a constant specific heat dU/dT = k and, finally,

exp(—e/kT)

ple,T) = —r (25)



3.2 The generalized Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution when the energy
spectrum uniformly approaches a continuous, unbounded limit

with a common degeneracy

This subsection reveals that (6) provides a well-behaved generalization of our previous results
for 1/2<q<1and o =1 in (8). Notice that (11) can be written as

N1+ (1= QB emass N)(€nlemans N) = U))TT = ...

e D (14 (1= Q)BU, max: N)(€n(emax, N) = U))at. (26)

Assuming limy 0 B(U, €max, N) = B(U, emax) and the appropriate convergence, (26) can be seen

as approximating a Riemann sum that yields the following integral equation for 5(U, emax),

[0+ 0= 08 e = ) = [0+ (1= (0 e = U e, (21

Further assuming lim,,_, oo S(U, €max) = B(U) > 0, (27) furnishes

/0 T4 (1 - QBU) e — U))TTde = / T4 (- QB - U)TTde.  (28)

Since B(U) > 0,

q

(1= (1= BT
B(U)q ’

/O+°°(1 +(1—q)BU)(e — U))Tide =

Also, S(U) > 0 and 1/2 < g < 1 imply

2q

(1—(1—q)BU)U)+
B)(2q—1)

/om“ (1 - )B(U) (e~ U))iTde =

Therefore,

2q

(1= (=BT _(a=(-gs@= o 1 (29)

B(U)q BU)(2q—1) qU

which generalizes (22). By the same reasoning that leads to (23), (13) and (29) imply

_ e (BUNe-U) 12— INTE (1 e
e = et ool r) rlma) @




which generalizes (23). Since S(U) > 0, for N, emax >> 1 we have B(U, epax, N) > 0, so that

(14) implies that the corresponding temperature is positive and given by

1 1
T(U, e, N)T = (31
( ) qB(U, emax, N) k:s(Zf;lmepr_q(—ﬁ(U, emaxs V) (€i(emax, N) — U)))1—4 (31
Then, notice that
a _ : : q
T<U) a en,a£lgl+w<N1i>TmT<U7 Cmax; N) )
U y ( . o )
= im im
(™ expy_y (—B(U) (5 — U))ds) =1 emmx-rso0 \ N0 (N — 1)1-am1aF,
B U
Ka(Jy expy (= B(U)(s = U))ds)* =
where the last equality is due to (8), with o = 1, and (19), since
. . el-a e L (1=1/Nm B!
eman o0 \ Nostoo (N — 1)i=aml=ak, ) — N-stso K4\ 1— 1/N Tk
Therefore,
1 /2¢—1\1 2g —1
T(U) = ——— v :—(q >Uq:>T: 11—y,
ka(fy ™ expy_o(=B(U)(s = U))ds)'=7 KT\ ¢ kq
so that
qkT
S Shiein 2
st (32)
which generalizes (24) . In particular, the specific heat is constant and given by
dU qk
what is illustrated in Figure 3.
Finally, (32) implies
2q — 1\ e expy_,(q~' — (20 — 1)e/q*kT)
T) = : 4
plet) =(*1 1) - (34)

which generalizes the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution (25) through the entropic functional S,
1/2 < ¢ < 1. Furthermore, Figure 3 depicts (34) and reveals that the reduction of ¢ furnishes

distributions with fat tails for the same temperature value.

10
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Figure 2: Graphic depiction of the temperature and the internal energy for a system with an
energy spectrum that uniformly approaches a continuous, unbounded limit with a common
degeneracy, using Boltzmann-Gibbs entropy and S, s with ¢ = 0.6,0.8,0.95, for k = 1.

4. The harmonic oscillator

To further illustrate the applicability of (6), this section analyzes the thermodynamic properties
of the harmonic oscillator, starting with the classical distribution obtained from (1). Before
doing so, however, I need some extra notation that will also be used in Sections 5 and 6.

Let the energy spectrum without degeneracy be 0 =e; < ... < e, < ... < en = emax (NOtice
that the inequalities are strict and the index “n” is adopted when the spectrum is written this
way) and the degeneracy function be g(e,) = #{1 <i < W | e; = e,}, 1 <n < N. Also, let
e <U<e1,t+1<N.

Notice that (3) and (12) can be gathered as

t

N

> 9(en) expy_g(BNIEal)| Bl = Y glen) expy_y(=Bu|Enl)| Enl (35)
n=1 n=t+1

for ¢ € (0,1], Bn € R. Define the auxiliary functions f;, : (—o0,1/(1 — q)U) — (0, +00) and

givg : (=1/(1 = @) Eiy1,+00) = (0, +00) as

fralz) = Zg<€n) eXpQ—q(m|En|)|En|

n=1
N
gng@) = Y glen) expyy(—z|Eu|)| Bl

n=t+1

Notice that (35) can be written as fi ,(6n) = g1.n,4(BN), fiq(+) is strictly increasing and g n 4(+)

11
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Figure 3: Graphic depiction of p(e, T') in (25) and (34) with ¢ = 0.6,0.8,0.95, for k =T = 1.
is strictly decreasing, with

Jim fig(z) = Tm gevg(z) =0,

and

lim x) = lim 2) = +00.
r_n/(l_q)Uft’q( ) z——1/(1=q) Bty gt7N7q( )

Then, indeed, the Intermediate Value Theorem and the strict monotonicity of f;,(-) and

g1.n(+) imply the existence of a single Sy that satisfies fi ,(8n) = gr.nv4(Bn). Also,

N
gt,N,q<O) - ft,q(o) = Zg(en)En
n=1
Therefore, if there is N7 > t + 1 such that
N
> 9en)Bn >0, (36)
n=1

for N > N;, we can also conclude that Sy > 0 for N > N;. Next, notice that g, ni14(z) >
9t.N4(7), © > 0. Suppose (36) is valid and 0 < Bn41 < By, N > Ni. Then, fi,(Bni1) < fiqg(BN)

and

ft,q(BN) = gt,N,q(BN) < gt,N+1,q(5N) < 9t,N+1,q(5N+1) = ft,q(ﬂN-‘,—l)a

absurd. We conclude that if (36) is valid, then {fSx}n>n, is a strictly increasing sequence. If

12



q € (0,1), then Sy < 1/(1 — q)U and, therefore, there is § > 0 satisfying

1

(T

Define, then,

1

A-qv ¥

Sy =

for N > Nj. Then, {0n}n>n, is a strictly decreasing sequence with

1
lm dy == ———32>0.
N N (1—-qU b=
Also,
(1-qUéy = 1-(1-q)UBn, (37)
so that

expy_y(~BEy) = (1 = q)Udx + (1 = g)enin) 7,

for n > 1. Therefore, (13) implies

1

Us =
N N N
38

for 2 < n < N, with pY representing the probability of a single microstate of energy e, when

the energy spectrum extends to ey. It is also convenient to define

1

N ( Udn )1‘7

T, === ="
pivl U(SN_’_enBN

for 1 < n < N. Therefore, ) >}, >0,1<n<N-1,and 0 < r)* <7l 2<n <N,

with their limit given by

Us O\
. N _ _
N%Eorn _T”_(U(S_f_enﬁ) (39)

forn > 2
Finally, for ¢ = 1, suppose

N
= ngnoon;l g(en) exp(—z|E,n|)|Ep| < +00. (40)

U g(e)

13



for x > 0. Then, if limy_, ;. By = +00, we have
oo > WBp gmaln) > in guwa(B) = \Jop_Jur(Bw) = oo,

absurd. Therefore, for ¢ = 1, if (40) is valid, one can also conclude that there is limy_ o fn =
8> 0.

4.1 The Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution for the harmonic oscillator

The energy spectrum of the harmonic oscillator is e, = (n — 1)Aiw, hw > 0, n > 1 and the
degeneracy function is g(e,) =1, n > 1. Let ¢, < U < €441, t > 1. For N >t + 1, consider (1)
with only the first N energy values 0 = e; < ... < ey = (N — 1)lw. Notice that (40) is valid,

since

J&i_r)noo exp(—z((n — 1hw —U))((n — 1)hw — U) < 400,

and we have limy_, Sy = > 0. Assuming adequate convergence of (3), we have

| exp(8U)
0=1&£ﬂoozexp BB =~ Yespl-08) =~ (I
so that
_ hwexp(—pBhw) _ L hw +U
Ve T exp () 5_M10g( U )

Once the structural parameter 5 > 0 is calculated, the probabilities are given by (2) as

Psn = exp(—Lhw(n — 1)) — exp(—pLhwn),

for n > 1. Finally, the temperature relates to g and U as

T—%—(%log(hw(j U)>_1. (41)

4.2 The generalized Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution for the harmonic

oscillator

Let ¢ € (0,1) and notice that

ig(en)En—i((n—l)ﬁw—U) = W—(M—I—U)N

n=1 n=1

4This is actually a shifted version of the energy spectrum so that e; = 0.

14



which is positive for N >> 1. Therefore, (36) is valid for some N; >> 1 and we have {8y }y>n,

strictly increasing with

| 1
O<A}1_r>nooﬁN:B§m-
Next, we have
a1/ =00 = Y (U (- v - 0, (42

n=k+1

If ¢ <1/2, the fact that ¢, n4(-) is decreasing implies that

i fig(By) = Tm ging(By) = lim ging(1/(1 = q)U) = 400,

where the last equality is derived from (42) and the fact that ¢ < 1/2 implies ¢/(1 —¢q) < 1.
Therefore, if ¢ < 1/2, then

1

T

(43)
Assuming limpy_ ;o 2 = ps1, (39) implies

1 xn — T'nPx1- 44
G pr, =p TnDsl (44)

If§d=0 (e, 8 =1/(1 —q)U), then (39) implies r, = 0 and p,, = 0, n > 2. Suppose, then,
d >0 (ie., f<1/(1 —=q)U). Notice that (12) can also be written as
N N
U:Zpi\;en— Zr n—1)hw
n=1 n=1

Assuming the appropriate convergence, we have

N

hmp*lz:rflvn—lhw p*lzrnn—l =U,
and
N N
. N _ N _
Therefore,

Yomeyn(n = Dhw

n=1

2211 T'n

15



As a remark, note that

o~ (5_U>1—1q !

" Bhw)

SU \Ti 1
_1 ~ -
ra(n = 1) (Bhw)

for n >> 1, and to ensure the convergence of both series, we must have

S
\

P B S (45)
1—¢q " 1—¢ -5
Then, (43) allows us to state that ¢ < 1/2 implies 6 = 0 (i.e., 5 = 1/(1 — q)U), and (45)
indicates, although not formally proven, that 1/2 < ¢ < 1 implies 6 > 0 (i.e., 5 < 1(1 — q)U).
Since By > 0, N >> 1, the temperature of the truncated system is positive and given by
1 (p3)' (1 — q)onU

Tq
N QBNkS(Zivzl eXpQ—q(_BEn))liq Q/@Nks

Let 0 =1 1in (8), so that

ky = kq< Comax )1q - k‘?<w) T ey,

W -1 N -1

for N >t + 1. The temperature of the harmonic oscillator is, therefore, given by

1 (p};qu — (- q)@U)) . (46)

T=jm I =g qB(hw)—4

which generalizes (41), with
% -1
P« = ( Z rn)
n=1
and

S ra(n —1)hw

n=1

220:1 T'n

Figure 4 depicts the generalized thermodynamic behavior of the harmonic oscillator.

=U.

5. The one-dimensional box

To further illustrate the applicability of (6), I will analyze the thermodynamic properties of a

one-dimensional box (i.e., the trapped particle).
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Figure 4: Graphic depiction of the temperature and the internal energy for the harmonic oscil-
lator using Boltzmann-Gibbs entropy and S, ; with ¢ = 0.6,0.8,0.95, for k = hw = 1.

5.1 The Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution for the one-dimensional box

The energy spectrum of the one-dimensional box® is e, = (n? —1)h*7?/2mL* = (n®>—1)~, v > 0,
n > 1, and the degeneracy function is g(e,) =1, n > 1. Let ¢, < U < e441,t > 1. For N > t+1,

consider (1) with only the first N energy values 0 =e; < ... < ey = (/N —1)7. Notice that (40)
is valid, since

lim exp(—z((n* — 1)y = U))((n* — 1)y — U) < +oo,

N—oo
n=t+1

and we have limy_, Sy = > 0. Assuming adequate convergence of (3), we have

Do Xp(=p*—1)y) e
)

Yoo nZexp(—B(n? —1)y)  U+e (47)

Once the structural parameter 8 > 0 is calculated through (47), the probabilities are given by

exp(—f(en — U))

P = % exp(—B(e; — D))

for n > 1. Finally, the temperature relates to 5 as T' = 1/kp.

5This is actually a shifted version of the energy spectrum so that e; = 0.
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5.2 The generalized Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution for the one-dimensional

box

Let ¢ € (0,1) and notice that

> (e B, = Y (0~ 1)y - ) = YEFDENELY (o gy

n=1 n=1

which is positive for N >> 1. Therefore, (36) is valid for some N; >> 1 and we have {Sy}ny>n,

strictly increasing with

1

. 4t
O<1\}£nooﬁN B_(l—q)U'

Next, we have

s/ — ) = 3 (M)HW 1y -0, (48)

n=k+1 U

If ¢ <1/3, the fact that g, n4(-) is decreasing implies that

dim iy (Br) = Jim geng(By) 2 lim ging(1/(1 = q)U) = +o0,

where the last equality is derived from (48) and the fact that ¢ < 1/3 implies 2¢/(1 — ¢) < 1.
Therefore, if ¢ < 1/3, then

1
S — 49
’ (1-qU (49)
Assuming impy_, o0 p& = ps1, (39) implies
m pl = pun = Tupar. (50)

N—+4o00

If§ =0 (ie, 8 =1/(1 —q)U), then (39) implies r, = 0 and p,, = 0, n > 2. Suppose, then,
d >0 (ie., f<1/(1 —q)U). Notice that (12) can also be written as

N N
U= phen=pN> rN(n*—1)y.
n=1 n=1

N (%)
. N N 2 2 _
dim pg Zl% (n® — 1)y = pa Zlm(n 1)y =10,
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and

N N 9]
. . N N
lim E Dup = lm py E Ty = Pl E r, =1
N—o0 —00
n=1 n=1 n=1

Therefore,

As a remark, note that

(5U)114 1
o x| 5
Be nisa

SU\T7 1
2 ~ oU

for n >> 1, and to ensure the convergence of both series, we must have

2 2 1
1<—q<—:>q>—. (51)

1—q 1—g¢q 3
Then, (49) allows us to state that ¢ < 1/3 implies § = 0 (i.e.,, § = 1/(1 — ¢)U), and (51)
indicates, although not formally proven, that 1/3 < ¢ < 1 implies § > 0 (i.e., 5 < 1(1 — q)U).
Since By > 0, N >> 1, the temperature of the truncated system is positive and given by
1 (p2)' (1 — q)onU

aBnks(S0 expy_o(—BE,)) Bk

Ty

Let 0 =2 in (8), so that

1—¢q 2 1—q
€max (N*—1)y 1—
oo ) (DY e

for N >t + 1. The temperature of the one dimensional box is, therefore, given by

N—o k
with

(£

n=1
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and

220:1 Tn(nQ — 1)y
Ziil T'n

Figure 5 depicts the generalized thermodynamic behavior of the harmonic oscillator.

=U.
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Figure 5: Graphic depiction of the temperature and the internal energy for the one-dimensional
box using Boltzmann-Gibbs entropy and S, s with ¢ = 0.6,0.8,0.95, for k = h*7?/2mL? = 1.

6. The Electronic Partition Function Paradox

The energy spectrum of the hydrogen atom in free space is given by

1
€En :(1 - ﬁ)eiona

for n > 1, with e;,, = 13.6 eV the ionization energy, and the degeneracy function is g(e,) = 2n?,
n>1 Lete <U <eyyq,t >1,and g € (0,1). For N > ¢ + 1, consider (1) with only the first
N energy values 0 =e; < ... < ey = (1— #)&on- Notice that

N

N N
1
E glen)E, = g 2n2((1 — ﬁ) Cion — U) = E 2n%(eion — U) — 2N€ion
n=1 n=1

n=1

which is positive for N >> 1. Therefore, (36) is valid for some N; >> 1 and we have {fx}n>n,
strictly increasing with

1

li =< —F .
O<N1—I>HOOBN ﬁ_ (1—(])U
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Next, notice that

N N
giva(@) = Y 2 expy_y(—z| BB 2 ) 20° expy_ ()| B

n=t+1 n=t+1

for z > 0. Therefore,

Jim fig(An) = Hm geng(Bn) 2 lm ging(Bn) = +o0,

and this implies

1
6 =
(1-qU
Next, (12) allows us to write
N N (cion — U) N
Z; 2n® exp,_ (—BnEn)E, =0 = Z_;'rf eXPQ—q(—ﬁNEn)wZT = Z_; eXpy_q(—BNEn).
Therefore, (13) and (37) imply
2 €XPo_ (BNU) €ion — U 1
gl = =y = Eap—— - (53)
> n—12n eXp2—q(_BNEn) Cion 14+ (Udn)Ta ), _o(Udn + €,0n)7 T
I proceed with the following lemma.
Lemma 1. Let fi,(-), gtnvg(-), N>t +1, and {dn}n>n, be as defined above. Then,
31-dc.
. 3(1—q) _ ion
1\}'1~r>noo N 5N 217‘1(1 — q) (eion — U)lqu1+q ’
Lemma 1 implies that
N i
. 1 - _ USyN3-0\ 3 1
0.< Jim (Vo)™ S U + e < fim (F5E) T <
n=2
so that, by (53), we have
: N U
gler)pa = lim g(e1)p =1— (54)
N—o0 €ion
Since § = 0, (39) implies r, = 0, n > 2, so that
lim_g(ea)pty, =0, (55)
N—o0

for n > 2. Notice, however, that although (55) implies that the limit of the probability of every

energy level n > 2 tends towards zero, this only means that the U/e;,, > 0 remaining probability
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from (54) is, when N — oo, moving towards the upper energy levels. One can represent this
behavior by adding one last energy level e, = ¢;,, and assigning it a total probability p. € (0,1)
(in contrast to p.,, 1 < n < oo, which indicates the probability of a single microstate with energy
en) of

U
Pxoco = —

€ion

Therefore, this two-tier probability distribution concentrates on the first and the “outermost”

energy level e;,,, with the average energy given by

9(€1)P410 + Proolion = U.

Remarkably, this behavior of the limiting optimal probability distribution does not depend on
the actual value of 0 < ¢ < 1.
Next, the temperature of the truncated system is given by (14) as

T} = : _ a9 by (56)

qksBy (X n2 expy_o(—ByE,))' 0 9By ks

Let 0 =1 in (8), so that

koo — |4 €max 1 — L4 (1 - N_2)ei(m 1-¢ — 3(1 — N_Q)eion 1-q
’ wW—1 SN op2 -1 N(N+1)2N+1)-3)

n=1

for N >t + 1, so that, by Lemma 1,

li 6]\7 li Ns(liq)(SN e;’Ion
Noo ks Neveo N3O0k, — ki(1 — q)(€in — U) 10U+

Therefore, (56) implies

1—qUe
70— fim 77 = 10U
N—oo qkqeion q

and we conclude that

q

1_q % U 1%eion
T = .
()G &

Figure 6 depicts (57) for different values of ¢ € (0, 1).

In particular, the critical ionization temperature T}, > 0 is related to ¢ € (0,1) according to

1 q €ion
T: = — = .
ion ( q ) k (58)

Q=
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Figure 6: Graphic depiction of the temperature and the internal energy of the hydrogen atom
in free space with ¢ = 0.3,0.5,0.7, for k = e;,, = 1.

and (57) can also be written as

1-g
T:Tm(U) " (59)
€ion

Figure 7 depicts the order of magnitude of the critical ionization temperature given by (58).

15

10

5 \

logioTion(q)

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
q

Figure 7: Graphic depiction of the logarithm (base 10) of the critical ionization temperature of

the hydrogen atom in free space (i.e., log;, Tion(q), ¢ € (0,1)).

Although this theoretical framework admits several possible values for ¢ € (0, 1), it is worth
highlighting that, for ¢ = 1/2, (57) simplifies to

U
T==
k

: (60)
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and the specific heat of the hydrogen atom in free space becomes, in this case, equal to the
Boltzmann constant. Furthermore, (60) predicts for ¢ = 0.5 a critical ionization temperature

given by

Cion 13.6 eV
T’ion = =
k 8.617e-5 eV /K

~ 1.6e+5 K. (61)

Finally, to compare the order of magnitude of (61), we proceed in the following manner. Saha’s

equation for hydrogen is given by

2 1 /9mm kT 2 13.
x :_< Tmek ) exp( 36eV)’ (62)

h? kT

with x € (0, 1) the fraction of ionized hydrogen and n > 0 the density parameter. Given a density
parameter 7, the critical ionization temperature T},, can be estimated by taking x = 99.9% in
(62), so that

221 /2rmkTs,\ 2 13.6 &V
1000 =~ e 5( 2 ) exp( T > (63)

For this 99,9% ionization level and the density parameter n varying between le+13 m™3 to
le+27 m™3, we obtain temperatures that range approximately from 6.2e+3 K to 6.5e+5 K.
Therefore, T;,, = 1.6e+5 K given by (61) and the range of temperature values in Figure 7 seem

fairly coherent with this interval.

7. Concluding remarks

This paper provides a generalization of the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution (5) through the non-
additive entropic functional S,,, 0 < ¢ < 1, and the optimization problem (6). In particular,
Sections 3-6 highlight the relevance of the scale factor ks given by (8) to ensure a well-behaved
macroscopic temperature pattern when the system structure presents certain infinities that can
be modeled by an underlying limiting process.

It is worth noting that the structural parameter § calculated from (3) and, more generally,
from (12), does not depend on the actual value assigned to k,. It depends only on ¢q € (0, 1], the
energy spectrum, and the internal energy.

Therefore, the structural parameter is the same whether we adopt S, s or S, in (6). Further-
more, the family of entropic functionals {.S;}4c(0,1] is particularly well-behaved for measuring
disorder in a smoothly varying manner. For instance, they are concave, reach their maximum
for equal probabilities, and are zero-valued when the outcome is certain.

The relevance of k, (and, therefore, of the family {S;}qe(0,1)) emerges when one needs to
bridge the microscopic configuration of the physical system and the macroscopically observable

temperature T € R. Since k, is a scale factor, a possible way to view it is as making the
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necessary adjustments to “translate” the limiting disorder measured by S, to our macroscopic
thermometer scale (in Kelvin, for instance).

In this sense, (8) reveals that the adequate scale factor is naturally embedded in the very
essence of the physical system: its energy spectrum and the value of ¢ € (0,1). Along with
the Boltzmann constant k£ and an adjustment parameter o > 0, these quantities entirely define
the adequate scale factor k, and grant finite, smooth, macroscopically observable temperature
values for the entire range of possible internal energies.

Lastly, the choice of ¢ € (0, 1) that describes a specific thermodynamic behavior according
to (32), (46), (52), and (60) (see Figures 2, 4, 5, and 6) requires further constraints in the model

or empirical measurements that extend beyond the boundaries of this paper.
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Appendix

Proof of Lemma 1. To ease notation, I write f = f; , and gy = ¢¢ v 4. First, notice that

k
F(By) = 21— (1 —q)BnU)TU + > 20°(1 — (1 — q)Bx|Ea])) 7 |E,l

n=2

= 2((1 - q)onU)TT U+ Y 202 (1 — (1 — q)Bw| Eu)) 7 | Bl

n=2

T L Bl - )T UTS
— 21 —q)F185 Ut (1+5;V-qz B )T U ) (64)
n=2 (1= (1= q)Bn|En]) ™
and, since limy_,., O = 0, we have
k 2 _1 _q
- E,|(1—¢q)t=aUT-a
lim 610y — Enl(1 =) RE—) (65)
Noee 2 (1= (1= q)Bn|Ea)
Also,
N 1
on(B) = 3 2021+ (1— q)B|E)) 7Bl
n=k+1
al e
1 9 L ion
= (]- - Q) a1 Z 2n (U(SN + ﬂNen)‘Fl <eion -U - n2 >
n=k+1
1 N 1 1 N 1
= (1= q)7 (eion —U) > 20*(Uby + Byen)TT —2(L— )7 Teion > (Udy + Byen)i 1.
n=k+1 n=k+1
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for N > k + 1. Next, notice that

N —k L Zi,v: (U(;N + /BNGTL)(I_% N —k 1
( RE >(U—}—5N)q71 S k+1 N S ( 3 )(/8N€k+1)q71,

and, therefore,

Zivzk-i-l (Udn + Bnen) =

A NE =0 (66)
Since 8 =1/(1 — q)U, we have
N ) N Be, _—
2 — 2 ion
Z 2n (U(SN -+ ﬁN@n) -1 = Z 2n (ﬁeion +Udy + (ﬁN — ﬁ)en — 2 >
n=k+1 n=k+1
N 1
= > 20%(Bejon + o(n, N))7T,
n=k+1
with
. ﬁeion

o(n,N)=Udn+ (Bn — B)en RO

for k+1 <n < N. For 0 < & < fBejon/2, let My > t+ 1 be such that n, N > M; implies
|o(n, N)| < e. Then, for N > M,

1

N N
1> 202 ((Beion + o0, N)TT = (Beion) )| <Y 202|(Beion + 0(n, N))TT — (Beion) 77|

n=N; n=N1
N Beion+o(n,N) 1
< Yo’ / s
n=N; Beion (q — 1)81T‘1
N
< c = Z on?
1—q

(1 - Q>(B€ion - 5) n=N;

- (1- Q)(ﬁeion —¢)i=i (2];73 i O(N3)>'

[N

Notice that

1

| a1 20%((Beion + (1, N))TT — (Beion)T1)|

z&gnoo N3 =0,
and, therefore,
[ 1 202 (Beion + 0 (1, N)) 7T — (Beson) )| 2
lim n=k+1 ion 5 on S . (67)
Voo N3 3(1 - q)(ﬂeion - 5)q
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Since (67) is valid for arbitrarily small € > 0, we conclude that

ij:kJrl 2n2<5eion + U(TL, N)) q%l

Zivszrl 2n2(ﬁeion)q%1 o 2(567;071)qfi1

s NE = Jim e : (68)
Furthermore, (66) and (68) imply
_1
]\}1_r>n N3 11 T i :
: e g
Finally, (64) and (65) imply
| = gim L5
N=o0 gn(Bn)
= lim
N—oo gy(Bn) N?
_1
Beilo_nq 1 .
= 1 — lim —
2(61'071 — U)Uq (1 — q)ﬁUﬁ N—o0 5?]\/'3
3ep s < y 1 > =
- 1+q mm ——=am= )
2(1_Q)T1q(eion_U)UTq N=o0 5NN3(1 9
so that
31_qe4
: 3(1—q) _ ion
N NN = (= e — Oy
Q.E.D.
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