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Approach to the thermodynamic limit of a non-relativistic ideal gas in a periodic box is inves-
tigated. The single particle wave function obeys twisted boundary condition, ψ(L) = eiθψ(0) for
which the free particle spectrum is constructed in terms of the twist angle, θ. The exact density
of states is utilized to construct finite-size corrections of thermodynamic observables. Leading fi-
nite volume corrections in the free energy do not arise due to the boundary – its implication for
mixing entropy is examined. Finite volume corrections to the average energy, its fluctuations and
the pressure are also examined with corrections arising exclusively through the boundary condition.
However, the equation of state, the ratio of pressure to energy density, remains unmodified by the
boundary.

I. INTRODUCTION

An ideal gas is a quintessential example in introduc-
tory physics, thermodynamics and statistical mechanics
courses. It is commonly introduced through a classi-
cal treatment based on kinetic theory with a focus on
the derivation of the ideal gas law and a preview of the
equipartition theorem [1].

The discussion is typically upgraded in statistical
physics courses through the utilization of the Boltzmann
distribution (from which the equipartition theorem is
constructed) and the canonical ensemble for which the
partition function is the fundamental object. At inverse
temperature, β, see Eq. (3) the single particle partition
function of an ideal gas in a one-dimensional box is an
exponential sum

Z1 =
∑
n

Ω(εn) e
−βεn . (1)

The quantity Ω(εn) in the sum accounts for the degener-
acy associated with the single particle eigenstate |n⟩ with
energy εn. The spectrum itself is determined through
the Schrödinger equation using a suitable set of bound-
ary conditions. The most common choices are Dirichlet
boundary condition for which the wave function vanishes
on the edges of the box and periodic boundary condition
for which the wave function is continuous and differen-
tiable on the edges.

In the standard canonical ensemble treatment of the
ideal gas, the sum in the single particle partition function

∗ prabal.adhikari.physics@proton.me
† baghiyan@wisc.edu
‡ samson2@stolaf.edu

is replaced by an integrala [2–4]∑
n

→ ∫ dn = ∫ dk g(k) (2)

in order to access the thermodynamic limit, i.e. the limit
in which the number of gas particles, N , approaches
infinity at fixed gas densityb. The quantity g(k) in the
integrand is the k-space density of states with g(k)dk
characterizing the number of states within a window of
wave numbers between k to k + dk.c The replacement
of the sum by an integral leads to the inevitable student
question,

“How good is the approximation?”.

The inquiry can be addressed through either a nu-
merical justification or a heuristic response. A numerical
justification compares the ratio of the approximated
partition function with its exact counterpart. An
illustration presented in Fig. 1 exhibits excellent conver-
gence of the single particle partition function in a one
dimensional periodic box of approximate size L ≳ 2λT .
λT is the de Broglie wavelength

λT = ℏ
√

2πβ

m
β =

1

kBT
. (3)

In the heuristic approach, one notes that the energy lev-
els, εn, are proportional to Planck’s constant and there-
fore closely spacedd with the replacement of a sum by an

a While the sum bounds and integral bounds (both n and k) have
been omitted, they depend on the choice of boundary condition.
For Dirichlet boundary condition, the lower and upper bounds
on the sum are 1 and ∞ while for periodic boundary condition,
the bounds are ∓∞. The integrals possess identical bounds to
the sum for periodic boundary condition. However, for Dirichlet
boundary condition, the integral bounds are 0 and ∞.

b For instance, see Refs. [5, Chapter 6] and [6, Chapter 21].
c It is also encountered by undergraduate students in a modern
physics course [7, Chapter 3].

d For instance see Ref. [7, Chapter 3].
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FIG. 1. Plot of the ratio of the approximate single particle
partition function, L/λT , to the exact single-particle parti-
tion function, Z1(0), in one spatial dimension, see Eq. (16),
as a function of box size (normalized by the de Broglie wave-
length), L/λT .

integral producing an excellent approximation for large
box sizes and temperature.

While these responses are well-justified, the analysis
of the nature of the convergence of thermodynamic ob-
servables can be made precise using tools readily avail-
able to undergraduate students. In fact, Fourier series
and Gaussian integrals suffice in the construction of fi-
nite volume corrections to thermodynamic observables.
We will conduct such analysis for a periodic boy with
twisted boundary condition. θ = 0 corresponds to the
commonly utilized periodic boundary condition.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we
discuss the origin of twisted boundary condition in a pe-
riodic box and construct the single particle spectrum as
a function of the twist angle θ. In Section III, we uti-
lize the exact density of states to reformulate the single
particle partition function that makes it amenable to a
finite volume analysis. In Section IV, we construct ther-
modynamic observables of an ideal gas with a particular
focus on the approach to the thermodynamic limit. In
this context, we study the free energy per particle and
mixing entropy followed by an investigation of the aver-
age energy, its fluctuations, the pressure and the equation
of state. We conclude with exercises designed to aid the
mastery of the techniques discussed in the paper. In an
accompanying Appendix A, we discuss the Fourier series
of a periodic δ-function.

II. BOUNDARY CONDITION & SINGLE
PARTICLE SPECTRUM

Consider a one-dimensional periodic box, x ∈ [ 0, L ),
with twisted boundary condition imposed on the time-

independent wave function, ψ(x),

ψ(L) = eiθψ(0) . (4)

While the wave function itself is only periodic upto the
twist angle, θ, the probability density, |ψ(x)|2, is periodic.
The twist angle arises due to the requirement that the

momentum operator is self-adjointe

⟨ϕ|p̂|ψ⟩ = ⟨ϕ|p̂ ψ⟩ = ⟨p̂ ϕ|ψ⟩ . (5)

Using the differential form of the momentum operator in
position space, −iℏ ∂

∂x , the difference between the latter
two matrix elements defined as

∆(p̂) ≡ ⟨ϕ|p̂ ψ⟩ − ⟨p̂ ϕ|ψ⟩ (6)

is generally non-zero due to boundary contributions as is
readily determined through an integration-by-parts

∆(p̂) =− iℏϕ∗(x)ψ(x)
∣∣∣L
0
. (7)

The difference must vanish for the momentum operator
to be self-adjoint. Requiring that the wave function sat-
isfies the condition

ψ(L) = λψ(0) (8)

where λ is a complex valued parameter, leads to the re-
quirement, λλ∗ = 1. The constraint is equivalent to the
twisted boundary condition of Eq. (4) upon writing λ as

λ = eiθ θ ∈ [ 0, 2π ) . (9)

Note that the commonly utilized periodic boundary con-
dition is a subset of twisted boundary condition with zero
twist angle, θ = 0.
Prior to constructing the momentum eigenspectrum, it

is worth briefly considering the free-particle Hamiltonian,
Ĥ. A self-adjoint requirement on the operator produces
upon performing two integration-by-parts

∆(Ĥ) =
ℏ2

2m

[
∂xϕ

∗(x)ψ(x)− ϕ∗(x)∂xψ(x)
]∣∣∣L

0
. (10)

For twisted boundary condition, ∆(Ĥ) indeed vanishes

ensuring that Ĥ is self-adjoint. Additionally, the free
particle Hamiltonian commutes with the momentum op-
erator. Imposing twisted boundary condition on momen-
tum eigenstates (in position space) leads to

ψn(x) =
1√
L
eikn(θ)x , (11)

e The standard requirement for Hermiticity discussed in introduc-
tory quantum mechanics courses is not sufficient to ensure that
the domain of the momentum operator, p̂, and its hermitian con-
jugate, p̂† are identical. For a thorough and accessible discussion
of these issues, see Ref. [8].
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FIG. 2. Plot of the spectrum, εn(θ), as a function of the twist
angle, θ for n = 0,±1,±2, 3.

where kn is the quantized wave number for all integer n

kn(θ) =
2π

L

(
n+

θ

2π

)
. (12)

The corresponding energy eigenvalues, εn, required for
the construction of the single particle partition function
are, therefore,

εn(θ) =
p2n
2m

=
2π2ℏ2

mL2

(
n+

θ

2π

)2

. (13)

Unlike periodic boundary condition, positive and nega-
tive values of n in general possess different energy eigen-
values. In Fig. 2, we plot the spectrum as a function of
the twist angle for n = 0,±1,±2,−3. For zero or posi-
tive values of n, the spectrum monotonically increases in
the range θ ∈ [0, 2π) while for negative values of n, the
spectrum monotonically decreases. For θ = 0 and π, the
spectrum exhibits a double degeneracy. For θ = 0, the
excited states are doubly degenerate - in particular the
states ±n are degenerate. For θ = π, however, the de-
generacies occur at each accessible energy and for n ≥ 0
and −(n+ 1).

The separation between nearest energy eigenvalues

εn − εn−1 =
4π2ℏ2

mL2

(
n− 1

2
+

θ

2π

)
, (14)

is not only a function of n but also the twist angle. As
such, the presence of θ impacts the partition function
and thermodynamic observables in a non-trivial manner.
Naturally, in the thermodynamic limit, the physics of an
ideal gas is unaffected by the choice of boundary con-
dition. However, the approach to the thermodynamic
limit [9, 10] is impacted.

III. PARTITION FUNCTION OF AN IDEAL
GAS

The partition function of an ideal gas in the canonical
ensemble is constructed from the single particle partition
function, Z,

Z =
ZN

N !
Z = Zd

1 (15)

where d is the number of spatial dimensions. The N !
ensures that thermodynamic observables are well-defined
in the thermodynamic limit. Additionally, it ensures that
the mixing entropy of a gas of identical, indistinguishable
particles, is zero in the thermodynamic limit [11]. Since
the partition function, Z, is not separable, it encodes
statistical correlations in the ideal gas.
For twisted boundary condition, the (one-dimensional)

single-particle partition function can be recast as

Z1(θ) =

∞∑
n=−∞

e
−π

(
1

LT

)2

(n+ θ
2π )

2

, (16)

in terms of the dimensionless length, LT ,

LT =
L

λT
. (17)

The form of the partition function is inconvenient for ex-
ploration of the approach to the thermodynamic limit.
The system size appears in the denominator of the ex-
ponent. In the thermodynamic limit, this exponent may
not be small due to the numerator, π(n+ θ

2π )
2 being com-

parable in size. Consequently, the structure of the sum
is not amenable to an expansion in the limit of large box
sizes.

A. Density of States

In order to restructure the sum, we utilize the density
of states, g(k), defined in Eq. (2). It characterizes the
(infinitesimal) number of states dn

dn = g(k)dk (18)

within the range k to k + dk. The density of states
approach is commonly utilized (in the undergraduate
physics curriculum) to approximate the single-particle
partition function

Z1 =

∫ ∞

−∞
dk g(k) e−βε(k). (19)

The exact density of statesf is a periodic sum over Dirac
δ-functions (a Dirac comb) that is non-zero only at the

f For a graphical discussion of the exact density of states, see
Ref. [12].
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allowed momentum modes

g(k) =

+∞∑
n=−∞

δ(k − kn). (20)

It is designed to reproduce the single particle partition
function, Eq. (16), which determines the bulk thermo-
dynamics of an ideal gas. Furthermore, it is periodic in
units of

kn(θ)− kn−1(θ) =
2π

L
, (21)

which is independent of the twist angle as is readily evi-
dent from Eq. (12). Note that for Dirichlet boundary con-
dition, a subject of example exercises in Appendix VA,
the wave numbers are restricted to positive values and
doubly dense.

It is important that the exact density of states is con-
trasted with the more commonly utilized (approximate)
density of states, g0(k), which reproduces the partition
function that is utilized for the construction of thermo-
dynamic observables. In the standard treatment,

g0(k)dk ≡ 1
2π
L

dk (22)

counts, albeit only approximately, the number of mo-
mentum states within an infinitesimal range dk of wave
numbers. For the one dimensional partition function,
the density, g0(k), is independent of k. The replacement
g(k) → g0(k) in Eq. (19) produces the standard result for
the single particle partition function, namely L/λT – it
does not account for finite volume corrections. While this
approach is well-motivated heuristically as the quantum
energy levels are narrowly spaced, a precise mathemat-
ical formulation is indeed possible. This approach has
the added advantage that finite volume corrections can
be systematically extracted.

B. Reformulation of Z1(θ)

In order to construct the exact partition function, we
first note that the density of states, g(k) is a periodic
function. Rewriting g(k) in terms of its dimensionless
counterpart leads to

g(k) =
L

2π
ϱ(κ)] ≡ L

2π

∞∑
n=−∞

δ(κ− n) . (23)

Upon factoring out the k-space period, a dimensionless
periodic function ϱ(κ) with period one emerges. κ is com-
pact notation for a dimensionless twist-dependent func-
tion

κ(θ) =
kL− θ

2π
. (24)

Since ϱ(κ) is a periodic function, it admits a Fourier de-
composition

∞∑
n=−∞

δ(κ− n) =

∞∑
ν=−∞

cν e
2πiκν cν = 1 . (25)

The Fourier coefficients, cν , are determined by the rela-
tion

cν =

∫ κ0+1

κ0

dκ ϱ(κ)e2πiκν , (26)

with the choice for κ0 arbitrary. The one in the upper
limit is the period of ϱ(κ). For period λκ, the coefficient
is λ−1

κ as is evident upon performing the integral. While
ϱ(κ) is a sum over an infinite number of δ-functions, only
one of them contributes to the integral. For a detailed
discussion of the Fourier decomposition of the periodic
δ-function, consult Appendix A.
Utilizing the reformulated density of states, the single

particle partition function takes the form

Z1(θ) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dk

(
L

2π

∞∑
ν=−∞

ei(kL−θ)ν

)
e−β ℏ2

2mk2

(27)

where the ν = 0 contribution to the integral is the ap-
proximate density of states, g0(k). The k-integral admits
a Gaussian structure and is therefore readily performedg

Z1(θ) = LT

∞∑
ν=−∞

e−iνθe−π(νLT )2 . (29)

In this form, the leading contribution to the sum is the di-
mensionless size, LT . The finite volume contributions are
organized into higher order contributions by the magni-
tude of the winding number, ν. Consequently, the single
particle partition function is best written as a sum over
positive values of ν,

Z1(θ) = LT

[
1 + 2

∞∑
ν=1

cos(νθ) e−π(νLT )2

]
, (30)

with the resulting structure amenable to the extraction
of thermodynamic observables and finite volume correc-
tions.

IV. FINITE VOLUME THERMODYNAMICS

In this section, we utilize the partition function (in
the canonical ensemble) to investigate finite size correc-
tions to thermodynamic observables. We conduct an ex-
pansion of thermodynamic observables valid in the limit

g For convenient access, the Gaussian integral utilized in the anal-
ysis is ∫ +∞

−∞
e−ax2

eibx =

√
π

a
e−

b2

4a a > 0 . (28)
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N → ∞ at fixed gas density,

ρ =
N

Ld
. (31)

Since the ensemble, by construction, ignores quantum
correlations, the gas density must be low compared to the
(inverse) deBroglie wavelength, ρλdT ≪ 1. The condition
is achieved by (sufficiently) heating the gas (which re-
duces the deBroglie wavelength) or alternatively increas-
ing the box size at finite temperature.

A. Free Energy

The ideal gas free energy defined in terms of the par-
tition functionh, Z(θ),

F (θ) = −kBT logZ(θ) (32)

admits a well-defined thermodynamic limit due to the N !
in Eq. (15).i Boundary corrections naturally depend on
the twist angle

FL(θ)

N
= −dkBT log

[
1 + 2

∞∑
ν=1

cos(νθ) e−π(νLT )2

]
. (34)

The corrections scale exponentially with the system size
as is evident upon expanding the logarithm, which, for
large system sizes, is a linear function in the sum. For
twist angles θ ̸= π

2 ,
3π
2 , the finite size correction to the

free energy (relative to the thermodynamic limit result)

is O(e−πL2
T ). For θ ̸= π

2 ,
3π
2 , the leading correction arises

through winding numbers with magnitude two and there-

fore O(e−4πL2
T ).

There is a further correction to the free energy, FN ,
that arises due to the N ! in the partition function. In
order to extract the associated correction, one utilizes
the Stirling approximationj. We quote only the leading
correction

FN

N
= kBT

log
√
2πN

N
+O

(
1

N2

)
. (36)

h We utilize the convention log e = 1.
i For reference, we quote the leading contribution to the free en-
ergy

lim
N→∞

F (θ)

N
= kBT log

(
ρλd

T

e

)
, (33)

a standard result in statistical mechanics.
j The Stirling expansion, valid for large values of N , admits the
following structure

logN ! = N log
(

N
e

)
+ log

√
2πN +O

(
1
N

)
(35)

At fixed density, the correction (per particle) scales as a
logarithm times a power law

logN

N
∼ logLd

T

Ld
T

. (37)

Evidently, it is the leading finite size correction to the
free energy (per particle) in the ideal gas.

B. Mixing Entropy

In order to appreciate its significance, consider the
mixing entropy of two identical gases with N particles
each, confined in two halves of a container, each with
volume Ld and separated by a partition. Each half has
entropy S(N) – upon removing the partition the total en-
tropy changes to a new entropy, S(2N) with the mixing
entropy defined as the change in entropy upon removal
of the partition

Smixing = S(2N)− 2S(N) . (38)

The entropy, S, defined at fixed system size and particle
number,

S = −
(
∂F

∂T

)
L,N

, (39)

leads to an expression in thermodynamic limit that is
extensive.k The mixing entropy in the thermodynamic
limit is zero due to extensivity and resolves the Gibbs
paradox [13]. However, accounting for finite size correc-
tions to the entropy per particle

SN

N
= −kB

log
√
2πN

N
+O

(
1

N2

)
. (41)

leads to a non-zero mixing entropy. Using the expression,
one finds that the mixing entropy scales logarithmically
in N or equivalently, logarithmically in system size at
fixed density

S2N − 2SN = kB log
√
πN ∼ logLd

T . (42)

While there is a further twist angle dependent finite size
correction

SL(θ)

N
= dkB log

[
1 + 2

∞∑
ν=1

cos(νθ)e−πL2
T

]
(43)

− dkB
2π
∑∞

ν=1(νLT )
2 cos(νθ)e−πL2

T

1 + 2
∑∞

ν=1 cos(νθ)e
−πL2

T

, (44)

the mixing entropy per particle scales exponentially with
system size similarly to the free energy (per particle).

k The entropy per particle in an ideal gas scales with N in the
thermodynamic limit,

lim
N→∞

S

N
= kB

[
− log

(
ρλd

T

)
+

(
d

2
+ 1

)]
. (40)

Consequently the associated mixing entropy is zero.
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FIG. 3. Contour plot of finite size correction to the average
energy (normalized by its thermodynamic limit counterpart),
as function of box size, L/λT and the twist angle, θ. (see text
for discussion).

C. Average Energy and Energy Fluctuations

The (average) energy, unlike the free energy and en-
tropy,

E(θ) = − ∂

∂β
logZ(θ) , (45)

is agnostic to the N ! in the partition function due to nor-
malization by Z(θ). Utilizing the single particle partition
allows for a convenient extraction of not only the average
energy in the thermodynamic limit

E(θ) =
d

2
NkBT + EL(θ) (46)

but also finite volume corrections encoded in the latter
term, EL(θ). The finite volume correction depends on
the twist angle as

EL(θ)

limL→∞E(θ)
= −

4π
∑∞

ν=1(νLT )
2 cos(νθ)e−π(νLT )2

1 + 2
∑∞

ν=1 cos(νθ)e
−π(νLT )2

.

(47)

The denominator, modulo a factor of LT , is the (one-
dimensional) single particle partition function. The finite
volume average energy compared to its thermodynamic

limit counterpart is

EL(θ)

limL→∞E(θ)

= 4π
[{

L2
T e

−2πL2
T +O(L2

T e
−4πL2

T )
}

+cos θ
{
−L2

T e
−πL2

T +O(L2
T e

−3πL2
T )
}

+cos 2θ
{
L2
T e

−2πL2
T +O(L2

T e
−6πL2

T )
}
+ · · ·

]
. (48)

The expression has been organized to highlight finite size
corrections for θ ̸= π

2 ,
3π
2 and θ = π

2 ,
3π
2 – in the latter

cases, the leading contribution arises through the term
proportional to cos 2θ. The sign of the correction depends
on the twist angle as illustrated in Fig. 3. There exist two
critical values of the twist angle θ1 and θ2 at each box size
for which the finite size correction is zero. For large box
sizes θ1 asymptotes to π

2 while θ2 asymptotes to 3π
2 . For

θ < θ1 and θ > θ2, the sign of the correction is negative.
For θ1 < θ < θ2, however, the correction is positive.
Fluctuations around the average energy is character-

ized by the standard deviation, σE ,

σ2
E = E2 − E

2
=
∂2 logZ

∂β2
(49)

For free particles, the width admits a Gaussian structure

σE/E =

√
2

dN
, (50)

as the ‘particles’ in the gas do not interact and remain
entirely uncorrelated. The scaling with N and d are iden-
tical suggesting statistical independence between the N
particles in each of the d dimensions. The boundary in-
troduces statistical correlations due to particle-wall in-
teractions [14]. The particular quantity of interest is the
deviation from a perfectly uncorrelated gas, character-
ized by

δ(θ) =
σE(θ) /E(θ)√

2
Nd

− 1 . (51)

A non-zero δ(θ) characterizes the amount of correlation
in the gas present due to the boundary, which is encoded
through EL(θ) – performing an expansion in the limit of
large LT using Eq. (48) leads to

δ(θ) = −π4L8
T e

−2πL2
T +O(L6

T e
−2πL2

T )

+ cos θ
[
2π2L4

T e
−πL2

T +O(L12
T e

−3πL2
T )
]

+ cos 2θ
[
−π4L8

T e
−2L2

T +O(L6
T e

−2πL2
T )
]
+ · · · .

(52)

The exact result for δ(θ) is plotted in Fig. 4. For critical

values of θ̃1 and θ̃2 there are zero finite size correlations.
The width of statistical fluctuations around the average
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FIG. 4. Plot of the standard deviation normalized by the
thermodynamic limit result as function of box size, L/λT and
the twist angle, θ. (see text for discussion).

energy is larger than a Gaussian for θ < θ̃1 and θ > θ̃2
while the fluctuations are smaller for θ̃1 < θ < θ̃2. Finite
size corrections in δ, compared to the average energy, are
more acute compared to the average energy – the features

θ̃1 < θ1 and θ̃2 > θ2 are most readily evident for smaller
box sizes.

D. Pressure and Equation of State

Finally, we consider finite size corrections to the pres-
sure, defined as the infinitesimal change in the free energy
due to an infinitesimal change in the system size,

Pd(θ) = −∂F (θ)
∂Ld

. (53)

Rewriting the definition in terms of the partition function
and a partial derivative in terms of L is insightful

Pd(θ) =
1

dLd−1

1

β

∂

∂L
logZ(θ) . (54)

The form suggests a connection to the (previously an-
alyzed) average energy. Since Z depends on L and β
through α,

α =
βℏ2

2m

(
2π

L

)2

(55)

the pressure can be recast in terms of the energy (density)

Pd(θ) = −1

d

L

β

∂α
∂L
∂α
∂β

E(θ)

Ld
. (56)

Utilizing the ratio of the partial derivatives, ∂β
∂L = − 2β

L ,
leads to the finite volume ideal gas equation of state

Pd(θ)

E(θ)/Ld
=

2

d
, (57)

which is entirely independent of θ. This is in spite of the
fact that the pressure itself depends on θ. This feature
of the equation of state is not universal – the commonly
utilized Dirichlet boundary violates the identity.

V. CONCLUSION

In this manuscript, we have provided an accessible and
systematic technique for studying the approach to the
thermodynamic limit of a non-relativistic ideal gas (in
a periodic box), which is a staple of undergraduate sta-
tistical mechanics. The key mathematical ingredient is
the Fourier series, which is presented in Appendix A for
convenience and readily accessible to an undergraduate
audience. We have studied using the canonical ensem-
ble the properties of an ideal gas. In particular, we have
constructed finite size corrections to the free energy (per
particle) and discussed its implications for the mixing en-
tropy. Additionally, we investigated the average energy
and its fluctuations in the energy near the thermody-
namic limit. Remarkably, there are critical values of the
twist angle for which finite size corrections are absent.
We also investigated the connection of the pressure to
the average energy and found that while both the energy
and pressure depend on the twist angle and box size, the
equation of state, their ratio, admits no finite size correc-
tions. We leave the audience with practice exercises for
review and mastery of the content.

A. Example Exercises

1. Dirichlet Partition Function. The Dirichlet parti-
tion function has the form

Z̃1 =

∞∑
n=1

e−βεn εn =
ℏ2k2n
2m

(58)

kn =
πn

L
n ∈ Z+ . (59)

(a) Write Z1 in terms of an infinite sum,∑∞
n=−∞ e−βεn , by utilizing εn = ε−n.

(b) Show that the Dirichlet partition function ad-
mits the form

Z̃1 = LT − 1
2 +∆Z̃1 . (60)
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(c) Find the leading contribution to ∆Z̃1.

(d) Discuss the modification of Z̃1 in the presence
of a zero (n = 0) mode, i.e. ε0 = 0.

2. Using Mathematica, plot Fig 1 and add an analo-

gous contribution to the ratio, (L/λT )/Z̃1. Com-
pare the convergence of the Dirichlet partition func-
tion to its periodic counterpart.

3. Find the contribution to the mixing entropy of two
identical gases in a Dirichlet box. For each gas,
assume N particle and confinement into partitions,
each with volume Ld.

4. For Dirichlet boundary condition, compare the fi-
nite size correction due to N ! in the free energy
with that from the boundary. Identify the domi-
nant correction.

5. Find the ratio

Pd

E/Ld
(61)

for an ideal gas in a Dirichlet box.

6. The Fourier transform of a periodic δ-function can
be utilized to construct the Poisson summation for-
mula,

∞∑
n=−∞

e−αn2

=

√
π

α

∞∑
n=−∞

e−
π2

α n2

. (62)

The formula allows for the restructure of the parti-
tion function that makes finite size effects in ther-
modynamic observables accessible.

(a) Perform the integral to exhibit the trivial iden-
tity

∞∑
n=−∞

e−αn2

(63)

=

∞∑
n=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dκ e−ακ2

δ(κ− n) . (64)

Use the identity of Eq. (A9) to prove the sum-
mation formula.
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Appendix A: Fourier Transform of a periodic
function

Consider a periodic function, f(x), with period L,

f(x) =

+∞∑
n=−∞

δ(x− nL) . (A1)

It can be recast as a Fourier sum

f(x) =

+∞∑
ν=−∞

cν e
2πiνx

L . (A2)

The coefficient is determined through the orthogonality
relation ∫ x0+L

x0

dx e
2πiνx

L e−
2πiν′x

L = Lδνν′ . (A3)

For ν′ = ν, the integrand is one and the integral triv-
ial. For ν′ ̸= ν, however, the integrand is a sinusoidal
function that repeats at least once over the range of in-
tegration of size L. Consequently, the integral vanishes.
The Fourier coefficient, cν , is determined by the orthog-
onality relation

cν =
1

L

∫ x0+L

x0

dx f(x)e−
2πiνx

L . (A4)

For the periodic function of interest, Eq (A1), the coeffi-
cient is determined by the integral

1

L

∫ x0+L

x0

dx

∞∑
n=−∞

δ(x− nL) e−
2πiνx

L (A5)

=
1

L

∫ x0+L

x0

dx δ(x− n0L) e
− 2πiνx

L . (A6)

In the second line, the sum over δ-functions has been
replaced by a single delta function characterized by an
integer n0. The choice ensures that n0L lies within the
range of integration. The resulting Fourier coefficients
ares

cν =
1

L
. (A7)

Therefore, the following identity has been established

+∞∑
n=−∞

δ(x− nL) =
1

L

+∞∑
ν=−∞

e
2πiνx

L . (A8)
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Performing a change of variables, x → xL, and scaling
out the period L from the left-hand side leads to the

dimensionless relation

+∞∑
n=−∞

δ(x− n) =

+∞∑
ν=−∞

e2πiνx . (A9)

We utilize the identity in the construction of the exact
partition function in Section III B.
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