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Abstract

In statisticalphysicslately a speci� c kind ofaverage,called the q-expectation value,has been

extensively used in thecontextofq-generalized statisticsdealingwith distributionsfollowingpower-

laws.In thiscontextq-expectation valuesappearnaturally.Afterithasbeen recently shown that

thisnon-linearfunctionalisinstable,undera very strong notion ofstability,itisthereforeofhigh

interestto know su� cientconditionsforwhen theresultsofq-expectationsarerobustundersm all

variations ofthe underlying distribution function. W e show that reasonable restrictions on the

dom ain ofadm issible probability distributions restore uniform continuity for the q-expectation.

Boundson thesizeofadm issiblevariationscan begiven.Thepracticalusefulnessofthetheorem s

forestim atingtherobustnessoftheq-expectation valuewith respecttosm allvariationsisdiscussed.

PACS num bers: 05.20.-y,02.50.Cw,05.90.+ m
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the contextofgeneralizationsofentropy-functionalsgeneralized m om enta occurnat-

urally [1], which, in the case of Tsallis q-statistics [2] are com m only called escort dis-

tributions. Aside from their necessity in severalaspects ofq-statistics,expectation val-

uesunderthese escortdistributions have been used to replace ordinary constraints in the

m axim um entropy principle [3]. M axim izing underthese escortconstraints (also called q-

constraints) via functionalvariations with respect to distributions p,the classicalTsallis

entropy,Sq = �
R
pln2� qp,producesthefam ousq-exponentialdistributions,wherethethe

q-exponentialfunction isde�ned asexpq(x)= (1+ (1� q)x)1=(1� q). However,note thatin

generalthere isno need forq-constraintsin the Tsallisform alism ;the sam e q-exponential

distributions can be derived under ordinary constraints when Tsallis entropy is expressed

in itsdualform ,Sq = �
R
plnqp,see [4].Theway generalized m om enta stilloccuriswhen

di�erentialproperties ofordinary expectation values are considered [1]. Forexam ple,one

m ay look at the q-exponentialdistribution expq(�� � ��i),where �i are discrete energy

states,� istheinverse tem perature and � isused fornorm alization,i.e.thenorm alization

condition 1 =
P

i
expq(�� � ��i) holds. The way � has to change with �,in this case,

can beobtained by di�erentiating thenorm alization condition with respectto � and using

dexpq(x)=dx = expq(x)
q.Therefore,

d�

d�
= �

P

i
expq(�� � ��i)

q�i
P

i
expq(�� � ��i)

q
; (1)

wheretherightsideexactly correspondsto theq-expectation value

h�iq �

P

i
p
q

i�iP

i
p
q

i

; (2)

when pi= expq(�� � ��i)istheq-exponentialdistribution.Thedistribution

P
(q)

i =
p
q

iP

i
p
q

i

(3)

usually is called the escort distribution ofp. One should note that,with respect to p,

q-expectation values

hO iq �=
X

i

P
(q)

i O i ; (4)

ofsom e observables O = fO ig are non-linearfunctionals. In the entire paperwe referto

the q-expectation value asa functionaland willuse the notation Q[p]� hO iq,to show its
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explicit dependency on p. For allm athem aticalnotions that willbe used in this paper,

likeforinstanceequicontinuity,uniform continuity orLebesgue decom position,wereferto

standard textbookson functionalanalysis,likee.g.[5].

Ithastobenoted thatthequestion ofcontinuity offunctionalshasbeen ofsom einterest

lately,see e.g. [6,7,8,9,10]. Recently,ithasbeen shown that,undersm allvariationsof

theprobability distribution,q-expectation valuesareinstablein a certain sense[11].Itwas

concluded therethat,dueto thiscertain lack ofstability,theusageofq-expectation values

should be reconsidered in q-statisticalphysics. Therefore,it is im portant to ask whether

thisargum entreally disquali�estheusageofq-expectation valuesin general.

The notion ofstability used in [11]isclosely related to stability in the sense ofLesche

[6]. Let us write probabilities p on N such that
P

i
pi = 1 and the jjpjj1 =

P

i
jpijis the

L1(N)-norm . Probabilitieson �nite setsi= 1:::W willsim ply be represented on N with

pi= 0 foralli> W ,asin [10].

In [11] a functional F[p] is called stable, if for all � > 0 there exists a � > 0, such

that for all sequences of probabilities p fpW g
1

W = 1
and fp0W g

1

W = 1
, where pW ;i = 0 and

p0W ;i= 0 foralli> W ,itistruethat

8W [jjpW � p
0

W jj1 < � ] ) jF[pW ]� F[p
0

W ]j< � : (5)

De�ning

D 0 = ffpW g
1

W = 1 j8W [jjpW jj1 = 1 ];8i> W [pW ;i= 0]g ; (6)

thesam ede�nition,Eq.(5)can beform ulated shortlyby callingafunctionalF[p]stableifit

isuniform lyequicontinuouson D 0.ToproveinstabilityofafunctionalF on D 0 itissu�cient

to �nd one exam ple ofa sequences fpW g
1

W = 1
2 D 0,such thatuniform ly equicontinuity of

the functionalF is violated. This is exactly what has been done in [11]. Two exam ples,

one for0 < q < 1 and one for1 < q,which originally have been used by Lesche [6](fora

detailed discussion see e.g. [10]),show thatthe q-expectation value Q[p]isnotuniform ly

equi-continuouson D 0 and thereforeprove thatQ[p]isnotstable.The recognition ofsuch

instabilitiesisim portant,sincethey pointatthefactthat,undercertain conditionsorunder

certain circum stances,itwillbedi�cultto correctly estim atereliablevaluesofQ[p](orany

otherfunctional,forinstanceentropies,thatpossessesan instability;seee.g.[10]).
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On the other hand,properties,like uniform continuity,are not sim ply properties ofa

functionalbutare propertiesofa functionaltogetherwith a dom ain ofde�nition. Identi-

�cation ofthe problem atic regions,in the dom ain ofde�nition ofthe functional,therefore

provides inform ation on where on itsdom ain the functionalcan be used without running

intotheinstabilitiesthefunctionalpotentiallypossesses.In thecontextoffunctions
p
x m ay

serveasan exam ple.
p
x isuniform ly continuouson allintervals[a;b],with 0< a < b< 1 ,

but is not uniform ly continuous on som e interval[0;b]. Uniform continuity fails when 0

isan elem entofthe considered dom ain of
p
x. Sim ilarly,we m ay ask whetherreasonable

dom ainsD � D 0 can befound,such thatthefunctionalF isuniform ly equi-continuouson

D ,even though thefunctionalisnotuniform ly equicontinuouson D 0.Ifsuch a D existswe

can callF stable on D . W e willshow in thispaperthatitispossible to �nd dom ainsD ,

such thattheq-expectation valueQ[p]isstablewith respecttoD asafunctional.M oreover,

the dom ainsD are large enough to contain a large range ofsituationsthatusually are of

physicalinterest.Thiswillshow thatforthisrangeofpracticalsituationstheq-expectation

value can safely be used and sm allvariationsofthe distribution functionswillnotlead to

uncontrollable variationsofthe associated q-expectation values. The stability question in

the case ofq-expectation valuesisespecially ofinterestas,forinstance,ithasbeen shown

that a variety ofcorrelated processes m ay lead to lim it distributions that are extrem ely

close to q-exponentialfunctionsbutare notq-exponentialfunctionsafterall[12]. Ifin an

e�ectivetheory experim entaldata should forpracticalm eansbem isinterpreted in term sof

q-exponentialfunctionsittherefore iscrucialto know how reliable the predictionswillbe,

given theexperim entaluncertainty with respectto theunderlying distribution.

In order to understand the instability let us take a look at the two exam ples [6,11]

violatinguniform equi-continuityoftheq-expectation valueQ[p],wherecase(1)isassociated

with 0< q< 1,and case(2)with 1< q.Speci�cally,in [11]thetwo casesare

case(1):0< q< 1

pi= �i1 ; p
0

i=

�

1�
�

2

W

W � 1

�

pi+
�

2

1

W � 1
(7)

case(2):1< q

pi=
1

W � 1
(1� �i1) ; p

0

i=

�

1�
�

2

�

pi+
�

2
�i1 ; (8)

where obviously jjp� p0jj1 = �,forany �nite W . In the lim itW ! 1 both caseslead to

lim W ! 1 jQ[p]� Q[p0]j= j�O � O 1j,where �O � lim W ! 1 W � 1
P

i
O i,which provesinstability
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on D 0 when O and K are chosen such thatj�O � O 1j> K > 0. Thisistrue,since in the

lim ittherealready existsa W 0 such thatjQ[p]� Q[p0]j> K forallW > W 0.

Though,thisisnotnecessary forthe validity ofthisproofone m ay note thatthe con-

sidered sequences of probabilities have a lim it that is not a probability, i.e. the lim it

W ! 1 and theL1(N)-norm do notcom m ute.Forinstance,� = limW ! 1

P W

i= 1
jpi� p0ij6=

P
1

i= 1
lim W ! 1 jpi� p

0

ij= �=2,in both cases.Thism eansthatporp0arein generalnotproba-

bilitiesin thepointwiselim it,e.g.,in case0< q< 1,onegets
P

i
lim W ! 1 p0i= (1� �=2)6= 1.

The considered sequences ofprobabilitiesfpW g
1

W = 1
can easily be interpreted asa lim itto

distributions �(x) on the continuous intervalx 2 I � [0;1]with
R

I
dx� = 1,where dx is

the usualLebesgue m easure on [0;1]. W e willanalyze the stability problem within this

continuous form ulation. This is done for two reasons. First,the continuity properties of

q-expectation values with respect to distribution functions �(x),where x 2 [0;1],are of

intereston theirown,sincepowerdistributionsarenotlim ited to discretestatespaces.The

second reason is that the discrete case is naturally em bedded in the continuous case,as

dem onstrated below.Propositionsobtained in thecontinuouscasecan thereforebeused to

discusscontinuity propertiesofthe q-expectation value in the discrete case. In the contin-

uouscase we willdenote the q-expectation with ~Q[�]�
R
dx�q(x)O (x)=

R
dx�q(x),where

theobservableO (x)now issuitablem easurablefunction on [0;1].

A . T he problem form ulated for continuous distributions

The problem ofthe illde�ned lim it probabilities ofthe exam ples (1) and (2) is easily

resolved by m apping the discrete probabilities fpW ;ig
W
i= 1 onto step functions �W (x),with

x 2 [0;1]such that �W (x) = W pi for x 2 [(i� 1)=W ;i=W ) (the last intervalis chosen

[(W � 1)=W ;1]). Therefore,for the usualLebesgue m easure dx on [0;1]it follows that
R
1

0
dx�W (x) =

P W

i= 1

Ri=W

(i� 1)=W
�W (x) =

P W

i= 1
pW ;i = 1,and the L1(N)-norm jj� � �0jj1 =

R
dxj�(x)� �0(x)j =

P

i
jpi � p0ij = jjp � p0jj1. Sim ilarly, the discrete observable O is

m apped to a step function in an analogous way by identifying O i = O (x) when 2 [(i�

1)=W ;i=W ). The discrete and the continuous q-expectation value therefore coincide since

~Q[�]=
R
dx�q(x)O (x)=

R
dx�q(x)=

P

i
p
q

iO (x)=
P

i
p
q

i � Q[p].In thisway thelim itW !

1 can beinterpreted asthecontinuum lim itofthestep-functions� and �0.Theselim itsare

well-de�ned probability distributions,and theL1-norm ofthedistributionsand theW ! 1
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lim itcom m ute.

In thiscontinuum form ulation the lim itdistributionsofthe fam iliesofdistributionsex-

am ples,case(1)and (2),thathaveviolated uniform equi-continuity aregiven by

case(1):0< q< 1

�(x)= �(x) ; �
0
(x)= (1�

�

2
)�(x)+

�

2
(9)

case(2):1< q

�(x)= 1 ; �(x)
0
= 1�

�

2
+
�

2
�(x) ; (10)

where �(x) is the usualdelta function. The result of[11],that in the lim it W ! 1 ,

jQ[p]� Q[p0]j= j�O � O 1j> 0 forjjp� p0jj= �,in thecontinuum translatesinto that

j~Q[�]� ~Q[�
0
]j= jO 1 � �O j ; (11)

for jj� � �0jj= �,with O1 = O (0) and �O �
R
dxO (x). Therefore,the �rst requirem ent

we have to im pose on D is,thatthe sequencesfpW g
1

W = 1
2 D possessa continuum lim itin

[0;1]with respecttothe1-norm on L1([0;1]).Letusdenotethesetofalllim itdistributions

produced by the sequencesin D with ~D . Ifuniform equicontinuity ofQ[p]with respectto

D hasto hold itisthereforenecessary that ~Q[�]isuniform ly continuouson ~D .Thisserves

asstarting pointoftheanalysis.

The restofthe paperisorganized asfollows. In section IIwe presenttwo theorem sfor

thecases(1)0< q< 1and (2)1< qthatallow toanalyzethecontinuity of ~Q [�]around the

distribution �. The boundsgiven in the theorem sare such thatobviousde�nitionsofthe

dom ain ~D of ~Q[�]guarantees uniform continuity ofthe q-expectation value ~Q[�]on these

dom ains.An upperbound ofadm issiblevariationson thesedom ainsisdiscussed which can

be seen as a m easure ofoverallrobustness ofthe q-expectation values on these dom ains,

which m ay provide a practicalm ean to check experim entalsituationsfortheirrobustness.

In thediscussion IIIwewillshow how thetheorem scan beused in two exam ples.First,we

willdiscusstherehow thepropertiesof ~D can bepulled back to a suitableD so thattheq-

expectation valueQ[p]becom esuniform equicontinuouson D .Second,wewillbrie
ydiscuss

how thetheorem scan beused to analyzethecontinuity propertiesof ~Q [�]fordistributions

de�ned on the in�nite interval[0;1 ].Thisresultallowsto considera di�erentsubclassof

D 0� D 0 where sequencesofprobabilitiesp in D
0� D 0,possessa lim itwith respectto the

1-norm on L1(N)and wherethe1-norm on L1(N)and thelim itW ! 1 com m ute.
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II. T H E IN STA B ILIT Y IN T H E G EN ER A L C A SE

In the continuum the escort distribution reads P (q)(x) �
�(x)q

R

dx0�(x0)q
. The expectation

value ofa function O (x) under this m easure { the q-expectation value { is then ~Q [�]=
R
dxP (q)(x)O (x).Thetotalvariation of ~Q [�]thereforereads

�~Q[�]= ~Q[� + ��]� ~Q[�] : (12)

W e can now analyze the two casesseparately. The following proofsare carried outon the

unitintervalI 2 [0;1]. Thisdoesnotpresent a lossofgenerality,since the proofscan be

extended to any bounded interval. Forunbounded intervals,especially relevantforq > 1,

theproofsgetm oreinvolved and requireto�x conditionsthatrelatetospeci�cboundedness

conditionsfortheobservable and decay propertiesof�,in orderto keep ~Q [�]a m eaningful

quantity asisbrie
y discussed in section III.

A . T he case 0 < q< 1

Looking at Equ. (9) one can suppose that the uniform continuity property ofthe q-

expectation value ~Q[�]isdiscontinuousfor�(x)= �(x)since isa purepointm easure.Due

to Lebesgue decom position for distributions each distribution � can be decom posed into

a singular part �s, that is de�ned on a set ofLebesgue m easure zero, and an absolute

continuous part �c. W e therefore assum e that the distribution � in the theorem is not

purely singular,i.e.itpossessesan absolutecontinuouspart�c with
R

I
dx�c > 0.Notethat

jjfjjp = (
R

I
dxjfjp)1=p istheusualp-norm on I = [0;1]and jjfjj1 = supfjf(x)jjx 2 [0;1]g.

In orderto proveTheorem (1),wehaveto establish propositions1 -8,seeAppendix A.

T heorem 1. Let0 < q < 1. Let ~Q[�]� hO iq be the associated q-expectation value for

the observable O . Letthe distribution 0 < � on I = [0;1]have a non vanishing absolute

continuous(non-singular)part. LetG =
R

I
dx�(x)q and let0 < ~�q = �G=4 for 0 < � < 1

and �� be a variation ofthe distribution such that
R

I
dxj��j= � �~�,and 0 < � + �� is

positive on I. Furtherm ore let0 < O be a strictly positive bounded observable on I,then

there existsa constant0< c< 1 ,such that

j~Q[�]� ~Q [� + ��]j< c�
q

: (13)

M oreoverc� 4G � 2jjO jj1 (1+ jjO jj1 jjO
� 1jj1 )=(1� �).

7



Proof. The requirem ent that � is not purely singular is su�cient to guarantee that 0 <
R

I
dx�qO is strictly positive. Inversely,suppose �(x) = �(x � x0) is concentrated around

one pointx0 and use the characteristic function � � 1�
[�

�

2

�

2
]
(x � x0)asa �-sequence. The

characteristic function �[a;b](x)= 1 forx 2 [a;b]and zero otherwise. Itisstraightforward

to seethat
R

D +

dx�(x)q =
R
�

0
dx� � q = � 1� q ! 0,for�! 0.Thiscan nothappen if� has

a non vanishing absolutely continuouspart.

Notethat

j~Q[�]� ~Q[� + ��]j= j~Q[�]jj1� ~Q[� + ��]~Q [�]
� 1j : (14)

Using theH�older-inequality one�nds
R

I
dx�(x)qO (x)� jjO jj1=(1� q) � jjO jj1 .Consequently

j~Q[�]j< jjO jj1 =G. Furtherm ore,note that
R

I
dx�(x)qO (x) � G=jjO � 1jj1 . Propositions

(1-8)im ply that

 

1�
~C2�

q

G � ~C3
~�q

! �

1�
C3�

q

R

I
dx�qO

�

�
~Q[� + ��]

~Q[�]
�

�

1+
C2�

q

R

I
dx�qO

�  

1+
~C3�

q

G � ~C3
~�q

!

(15)

Setting the constants to their upper bounds,i.e. C2 ! 4jjO jj1 ,C3 ! 4jjO jj1 , ~C2 ! 4,

~C3 ! 4,and evaluating the term softhe leftand the rightside gives(1� a1�
q + a2�

2q)�

~Q[� + ��]=~Q[�]� (1+ b1�
q + b2�

2q) and the resulting constants a1,a2,b1,and b2 are all

positive.On theleftsidewenotethat1� a1�
q � 1< 1� a1�

q+ a2�
2q and on therightside

1+ b1�
q+ b2�

2q < 1+ b1�
q+ b2

~�q�q.Furtherm ore,a1 < b1+ b2
~�q.Thisallowstogivean upper

boundforcgiven byc= jjO jj1 (b1+ b2~�
q)=G.M oreover,b1 = (4=(1� �)+ 4jjO jj1 jjO

� 1jj1 )=G

and b2
~�q = 4G � 1jjO jj1 jjO

� 1jj1 �=(1� �)which com pletestheproof.

The theorem (together with its associated propositions) states that for strictly posi-

tive bounded observables q-expectation values are continuous for non purely singular �,

i.e. the absolute continuous partof� isnon vanishing. Clearly uniform continuity ofthe

q-expectation value can not be established on allofL1([0;1]). However,it follows from

Theorem (1)thaton any dom ain

~D
(1)

B ;r
= f�j0< � 2 L1([0;1]);jj�jj1 = 1;0� r�

Z

I

dx�(x)
q � B g (16)

the q-expectation value ~Q[�]isuniform ly continuous. The lowerbound r on
R

I
dx�(x)q is

required in orderto exclude distributions with purely singularm easure[13]. The constant

c in generalis depending on � since G =
R

I
dx�(x)q. However due to the com m on lower

8



bound r it follows that G � r on all� 2 ~D B ;r. Therefore,choosing c = 4r� 2jjO jj1 (1+

jjO jj1 jjO
� 1jj1 )=(1 � �) is a su�ciently large on allof� 2 ~D B ;r and c does not depend

on the particularchoice of� 2 ~D B ;r any m ore. Consequently,uniform continuity ofthe q-

expectation value ~Q [�]isestablished on any dom ain � 2 ~D B ;r .Further,since
~� = (�G=4)1=q

isan upperbound on the L1-norm � = jj��jj1 ofvariations�� = � � �0,guaranteeing the

validity ofj~Q[�]� ~Q[�0]j� c�.M ostlikely thesebound can beim proved.Yet,~� can beseen

asa m easureofrobustnessoftheq-expectation value ~Q[�]on ~D B ;r.To m ake
~� independent

ofthechoice of� onehasto set~� = (�B =4)1=q.Ithasto benoted thattheupperbound ~�

decreaseswith increasingB like0< ~�q = �B q� 1=4and thereforerobustnessundervariations

willin generaldecreasewith increasing B .

W e want to rem ark that the condition ofstrict positivity ofthe observable,we have

required as a condition in the theorem ,can be relaxed to observables that are bounded

from below by som e constant L,i.e. O � L > �1 . Ifthis is the case,one can look at

the observable O L = O � L + 1,which isstrictly positive and jjO � 1

L
jj1 = 1. Since forthe

q-expectation valueitistruethati1hq= 1 forany adm issibledistribution itisalso truethat

iO Lhq=iO hq�L + 1.Theresultsthereforerelax tobounded observables,i.ejjO jj1 < 1 .By

shifting O to O L we can m ake the substitutionsin the boundsjjO Ljj1 ! 2jjO jj1 + 1 and

jjO � 1

L
jj1 ! 1

B . T he case 1 < q

In contrasttothe0< q< 1 case,theinstability in the1< qcaseisnotcaused by purely

singulardistributions�,butdue to the variation �� having a non vanishing singularpart.

In orderto proveTheorem (2),wehaveto establish propositions9 -14,seeAppendix B.

T heorem 2. Let q > 1 and let m > 0 be an arbitrary but �xed constant. Let 0 < �

be a probability distribution on I = [01]. Let�� be variations of�,i.e. � + �� > 0. Let

~Q[�]= hO iq betheq-expectation valueandlet0< O bea strictlypositivebounded observable

on I.LetB > 0bean arbitrarybut�xedconstant.Letthevariations�� beuniform lybounded

in them -norm ,suchthatjj��jjm < B .Furtherletjj��jj1 = �.Let~� bean upperboundforthe

sizeofthevariations� such that(21=q� 1)q=
B (
� q)=
(m in(1;jjO jj1 jjO
� 1jj1 ))

� 1=

� ~� > 0,

9



where 
 = (m � q)=(m � 1).Then,there existsa constant0< R < 1 ,such that

j~Q[�]� ~Q[� + ��]j< R�

=q

; (17)

and R doesnotdepend on the choice of�.

Proof. Thisresultfollowsdirectly from propositions(9-14)from Appendix B,and by noting

that

1� R 2�

=q

1+ ~R 2�

=q

�
~Q[� + ��]

~Q[�]
�
1+ R 2�


=q

1� ~R 2�

=q

: (18)

Proposition 14 tells us that 1=(1 � ~R 2�

=q) � 1 + R 3�


=q. M oreover 1=(1 + ~R 2�

=q) �

1 � ~R 2�

=q. Note that R 3 > ~R 2. Since jjO � 1jj� 1

1
� ~Q[�] � jjO jj1 choosing R =

R 2R 3m axfjjO
� 1jj� 1

1
;jjO jj1 g issu�cient. Noting thatboth R 2 and R 3 are notdepending

on theparticularchoiceof� com pletestheproof.

The theorem (togetherwith itsassociated propositions)statesthat,forstrictly positive

bounded observables,q-expectation valuesarecontinuousforany �,aslong asthevariation

�� = �0� � isbounded in som em -norm with m > q.By considering dom ains

~D
(2)

B ;m
= f�j� 2 L1([0;1])

\

Lm ([0;1]);jj�jjm � B g (19)

forcase(2),i.e.1< q,autom atically any adm issiblevariation jj��jjm < B and theconstant

R isnotdependingontheparticularchoiceofadm issiblevariationwithrespecttothedom ain

~D B ;m any m ore. Thisprovesthatthe q-expectation value ~Q[�]isuniform ly continuouson

any ~D B ;m with m > q. Again,ithasto be noted that ~� / B(
� q)=
. Since 0 < 
 < 1 and

q > 1 itfollowsthat(
 � q)=
 < 0 and~� decreasesasB increases. M easuring robustness

in ~� again showsthatrobustnessoftheq-expectation valuewith respectto sm allvariations

decreaseswith enlarging thedom ain ofde�nition asexpected.

III. D ISC U SSIO N

W ewillnow dem onstratethepracticability ofthetwo theorem sby discussing two appli-

cationsofthetheorem s.The�rstapplication isto understand when uniform equicontinuity

offam iliesofsequences ofprobabilitiescan be expected. The second application isto ex-

tend the conditionsforuniform continuity ofthe q-expectation value from the case where

10



the distributionshave com pactsupport,i.e. [0;1],to the case where distributionshave an

unbounded support[0;1 ].

First,weturn tothequestion ofuniform equicontinuity theq-expectation value.W ehave

shown in section IIthatq-expectation valuesareuniform ly continuousfordom ainsthatin

case(1)0< q< 1 havebeen speci�ed in Eq.(16)and in case(2)1< q in Eq.(19).These

results allow to establish equicontinity properties ofq-expectation values for sequences of

probabilitiesfpW g
1

W = 1
2 D � D 0,speci�ed in Eq.(6).

To m ake the contact with the continuum results,we have to im pose that the lim it of

thesequencesofprobabilitiesin D existsascontinuum lim itsin theL1([0;1])-norm ,i.e.in

term sofstep functions�W representing pW ,asdescribed in section IA.The span ofthese

lim itshasto coincide with the dom ain ~D .Thiscan be achieved when allthe distributions

�W 2 ~D . In case (1)the conditionsde�ning ~D B ;r,forsom e 0 < r < B ,translate into the

requirem entthat

r� W
q� 1

X

i

p
q

W ;i
� B : (20)

In case (2)the conditionsde�ning ~D B ;m ,forsom e m > q > 1 and som e B > 0,translate

into therequirem entthat

jjpW jjm � B W
1� m

m : (21)

By im posing these conditions on the dom ain ofsequences D ,uniform ly equicontinuity of

the q-expectation value,with respectto D ,can be established forboth cases(1)and (2).

Consequently,q-expectationvaluescanbecalled robustorstablewith respecttothespeci�ed

dom ainsD .

W ediscussa second application ofthetheorem s,to establish criteria forspecifying sub-

sets ofprobability distributions � 2 L1([0;1 ])such thatthe q-expectation value again is

uniform ly continuous on this dom ain. Again,one can use the results ofsection II as a

starting pointofthediscussion and proceed asfollows.

Choose a suitable di�erentiable m onotonousfunctions,g :[0;1 ]7! [0;1].Letg0denote

the derivative of g and g� 1 the inverse function ofg. Therefore, g m aps the distribu-

tion function �,de�ned on [0;1 ],to a distribution function ~�(y)= �(g� 1(y))g0(g� 1(y))� 1

on [0;1]. Sim ilarly, the observable function O on [0;1 ] gets m apped to ~O (y) =

O (g� 1(y))g0(g� 1(y))q� 1. Applying the conditionsused forthe theorem s1 and 2 and char-

acterizing dom ains where the q-expectation value on [0;1]is uniform ly continuous poses

11



restrictions on the transform ed distributions ~� and the transform ed observable ~O . These

restrictions can now be pulled back to the distribution � and the observable O on [0;1 ].

Forspeci�cproblem sdi�erentchoicesofg m ay beconsidered.Itisinstructiveto look atan

explicitexam ple.Consider �q-exponentialdistributions�(x)/ e�q(��x)� [1� (1� �q)�x]
1

1� �q

for �q � 1 and som e inverse tem perature �. Assum e thatwe wish to m easure the �rst N

m om entsundertheq-expectation,

hxniq �

R
dx[�(x)]qxn
R
dx[�(x)]q

; (22)

in a reliable way (i.e. n � N ). Assum e q > 1 and consider ~D B ;1 as the adm issible

dom ain ofdistributionson [0;1](i.e m = 1 ). ItfollowsthatB > jjg0(x)�(x)jj1 . Choose

g(x)= 1� 1=(1+ x)� forsom e� > 0.Consequently,g0(x)= �(1+ x)� �� 1.Theboundedness

condition fortheobservablesim m ediately requires� > N =(q� 1)� 1 and thedecay property

for the distributions im plies �q < 1 + 1=(� + 1). Inversely, this m eans that for speci�c

distributions� on [0;1 ]itispossibletodesign dom ainsaround thesespeci�c� wheretheq-

expectation valueisuniform ly continuous.Again,thediscretecaseofprobabilitiesp on N +

into[0;1 ]can beem bedded in thecontinuouscase[0;1 ]usingstep-functions�p(x)= pifor

x 2 [i� 1;i).Dom ains ~D 0ofuniform continuity ofthe q-expectation valueofdistributions

on [0;1 ]can bepulled back todom ainsofD 0such thattheq-expectation valueisuniform ly

equi-continuouson D 0.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

To sum m arize,we have shown thatreasonable restrictionson the dom ain ofadm issible

probability distributions restore uniform continuity for the q-expectation on this dom ain.

Bounds on the size ofadm issible variations have been given that allow to estim ate the

overallrobustnessofthe q-expectation undersm allvariations. The practicalusefulness of

thetheorem sforestim ating therobustnessoftheq-expectation valuewith respectto sm all

variationshasbeen discussed.
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A pendix A

Thisappendix containsthepropositionsfortheproofoftheorem (1),thecase0< q< 1.

Proposition 1.LetD � I � [0;1]and 0< O bea bounded positivefunction on I.Further,

let�� be a function on I such that
R

I
dxj��j= �,then there existsa constant0 < C1 < 1 ,

such that
R

D
dxj��(x)jqO (x)� C1�

q.Furtherm ore,C1 < jjO jj1 jD j
1� q,wherejD j=

R

D
dx.

Proof. Using theH�older-inequality �nd,
R

D
dxj��jqO �

�R

D
dx��

�q
�R

D
dxjO j

1

1� q

�1� q
.Set-

ting C1 =

�R

D
dxjO j

1

1� q

�1� q
< (jjO

1

1� qjj1 jD j)
1� q = jjO jj1 jD j

1� q, and noting that
�R

D
dxj��j

�q
�
�R

I
dxj��j

�q
= �q,com pletestheproof.
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Proposition 2.LetD 0 = fxj�(x)= 0g and D+ = fxj�(x)> 0g and r=
R

D +

dx � jD + j=

1� jD 0j,then
R

D 0

dxj��jq � �q(1� r)1� q,and
R

D +

dxj��jq � �qr1� q.

Proof. SetO = 1 in proposition (1)and user= jD + j.

Proposition 3.Let0 < � be a non-singular probability distribution on I = [0;1]and ��

be a variation ofthe distribution such that
R

I
dxj��j= �,and 0 < � + �� is positive on

I. Further,let0 < O be a positive bounded observable on I,then there exists a constant

0< C2 < 1 such that

Z

I

dx(� + ��)
qO �

�Z

I

dx�
qO

�

+ C2�
q

; (23)

and C2 = jjO jj1 + 2qjjO jj1 + C1 � 4jjO jj1 .

Proof. Let D
�

+ = fxj0 < �(x) � �g and D
+

+ = fxj� < �(x)g,then
R

I
dx(� + ��)qO =

R

D
�

+

dx(� + ��)qO +
R

D
+

+

dx(� + ��)qO +
R

D 0

dx��qO .Sincea powerofq< 1 isconcave the

�rstterm leadsto
R

D
�

+

dx(� + ��)qO �
R

D
�

+

dx(�q+ q�q� 1(�� + � � �))O � �q
�R

D
�

+

dxO

�

+

q�q� 1
�R

D
�

+

dxj��jO

�

� �q(jjO jj1+ qjjO jj1 ).Sim ilarly,thesecond term leadsto
R

D
+

+

dx(� +

��)qO �
R

D
+

+

dx(�q+ q�q� 1j��j)O �
R

I
dx�qO + q�qjjO jj1 .Thethird term ,thatcorresponds

to thepartofthedom ain where�(x)= 0,isestim ated by proposition (1).Adding allthree

contributionstogetherleadsto theresult.

Proposition 4.Let0 < � be a non-singularprobability distribution on I = [0;1]and �� a

variation ofthe distribution such that,
R

I
dxj��j= �,and 0 < � + �� ispositive on I,then

there existsa constant0< ~C2 < 1 such that

Z

I

dx(� + ��)
q �

�Z

I

dx�
q

�

+ ~C2�
q

; (24)

with ~C2 = 1+ 2q+ (1� r)1� q � 4.

Proof. Useproposition (3)and setO = 1 to �nd jjO jj1 = 1 and jjO jj1 = 1.

Proposition 5.Underthe sam e conditionsasin proposition (3)�nd that

�Z

I

dx�
qO

�

� C3�
q �

Z

I

dx(� + ��)
qO ; (25)

with C3 = jjO jj1 + (2q+ 1)jjO jj1 < 4jjO jj1 .
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Proof. Useproposition (3)with � = (� + ��)� ��,i.e.substitute�0= � + �� and ��0= ���

and adaptD 0 and D
�

+ to�0accordingly.Duetothesubstitution � ! �0thevalueofr= jD + j

can notbeassum ed to rem ain invariant. Choosing the worstpossible case,r = 0,leadsto

theresult.

Proposition 6.Underthe sam e conditionsasin proposition (3)�nd that

�Z

I

dx�
q

�

� ~C3�
q �

Z

I

dx(� + ��)
q

; (26)

with ~C3 = 2(1+ q)< 4.

Proof. Useproposition (5)and setO = 1.

Proposition 7.LetG =
R

I
dx�(x)q and let0< ~�q = �G=4 for0< � < 1.Underthe sam e

conditionsasin proposition (3),itfollowsthatforall0< � < ~�

R

I
dx�qO

R

I
dx(� + ��)qO

� 1�
C3�

q

R

I
dx�qO � C3

~�q
: (27)

Proof. Use proposition (5)to get
R

I
dx�qO =

R

I
dx(� + ��)qO � 1+ C3�

q=
R

I
dx(� + ��)qO .

Use proposition (5)again on the right hand side to estim ate
R

I
dx(� + ��)qO from below

and takethem inim aladm issible valueofthisestim ateby setting �q to ~�q.

Proposition 8.LetG =
R

I
dx�(x)q and let0< ~�q = �G=4 for0< � < 1.Underthe sam e

conditionsasin proposition (3)itfollowsthatforall0< � < ~�,

R

I
dx�q

R

I
dx(� + ��)q

� 1�
~C3�

q

G � ~C3
~�q

: (28)

Proof. Repeatthe proofofproposition (7)forO = 1,i.e.by using proposition (6)instead

ofproposition (5).

A pendix B

This appendix contains the propositions for the proofoftheorem (2),the case 1 < q.

Sinceq> 0,theq-norm jjfjjq = (
R

I
dxjf(x)jq)1=q istheusualLq norm .
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Proposition 9.LetB > 0 bea arbitrary positiveconstant.Let�� befunctionson I = [0;1]

thatare uniform ly bounded for som e m -norm ,i.e. jj��jjm < B ,where m > q. Further let

jj��jj1 = �. Let0 < O be a positive bounded observable on I,then there exists a constant

0< R 1 < 1 ,such that
Z

I

dxj��jqO � R 1�



; (29)

where 
 = (m � q)=(m � 1)� 1 and and R1 = B q� 
jjO jj1 .

Proof. Let 
 be a constant 0 < 
 � 1.
R

I
dxj��jqO � jjO jj1 jjj��j


j��jq� 
jj1 �

jjO jj1 jjj��j

jj1=
jjj��j

q� 
jj1=(1� 
) using H�older’sinequality. Now choosing a such thatm =

(q� 
)=(1� 
)and notingthatthism eans
 = (m � q)=(m � 1),i.e.q� 
 = (q� 1)m =(m � 1),

wegetjjj��j
jj1=
jjj��j
q� 
jj1=(1� 
)= (jj��jj1)


(jj��jjm )
q� 
 � �
B q� 
.

Proposition 10.Let0 < � be a probability distribution on I = [0;1],i.e. jj�jj1 = 1,with

�nite q-norm ,i.e. jj�jjq < 1 . Let�� be a variation of�,i.e. 0 < � + �� is positive on

I,thathas the properties speci�ed in proposition (9). Further let0 < ~� be som e positive

constantand jj��jj1 = � � ~� and letO > 0 be a strictly positive bounded observable then

there existsa constant0< R 2 < 1 ,such that

Z

I

dx(� + ��)
qO �

�
1+ R 2�


=q
�
Z

I

dx�
qO : (30)

Proof. Since 1 < q we �rstuse the M inkowsky inequality and then proposition (9)to get
R

I
dx(� + ��)qO � ((

R

I
dx�qO )1=q + (

R

I
dxj��jqO )1=q)q � ((

R

I
dx�qO )1=q + (R 1�


)1=q)q �
R

I
dx�qO (1+ (R 1�


=
R

I
dx�qO )1=q)q Now we note thatthe m inim um for

R

I
dx�qO can be

obtaind for�q� 1 / O � 1 and itfollowsthat
R

I
dx�qO � (jjO � 1jj1 )

� 1. Therefore
R

I
dx(� +

��)qO �
R

I
dx�qO (1+ z�
=q)q wherez= (R 1jjO

� 1jj1 )
1=q.Now wenotethatsinceq> 1 for

all� < ~� itholdsthat(1+ z�
=q)q � 1+ R 2�

=q with R 2 = ((1+ z~�
=q)q � 1)=~�
=q.

Proposition 11.Underthe sam econditionsasin proposition (10),there existsa constant

0< ~R 2 < 1 ,such that

Z

I

dx(� + ��)
q �

�

1+ ~R 2�

=q

�Z

I

dx�
q

: (31)

Proof. Useproposition (10)and setO = 1.
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Proposition 12.Under the sam e conditionsasin proposition (10),and for 0 < ~� chosen

sm allenough itholdsthat0<

�

1� R 2
~�
=q

�

and

�
1� R 2�


=q
�
Z

I

dx�
qO �

Z

I

dx(� + ��)
qO : (32)

Proof. Use proposition (10) with �0 = � + �� and ��0 = ��� to get
R

I
dx�qO �

�
1+ R 2�


=q
� R

I
dx(� + ��)qO . Then, divide this result by

�
1+ R 2�


=q
�
and note that

1=(1 + x) > 1 � x to get the result. In order for 0 �

�

1� R 2
~�
=q

�

to hold sim ple

calculation show that this can be guaranteed by choosing ~� sm allenough, i.e. (21=q �

1)q=
(B q� 
jjO jj1 jjO
� 1jj1 )

� 1=
 > ~�.

Proposition 13.Underthe sam econditionsasin proposition (10),there existsa constant

0< ~R 3 < 1 ,such that

�

1� ~R 2�

=q

�Z

I

dx�
q �

Z

I

dx(� + ��)
q

: (33)

Proof. Useproposition (12)and setO = 1.

Proposition 14.Under the sam e conditions as in proposition (10) and 0 < � � ~�,there

existsa constant0< R 3 < 1 ,such that

R

I
dx�q

R

I
dx(� + ��)q

� 1� 1+ R 3�

=q

: (34)

Proof. Use proposition (13)to get
R

I
dx�q=

R

I
dx(� + ��)q � 1=(1� ~R 2�


=q)� 1+ R 3�

=q

with R 3 =

�

1=(1� ~R 2
~�
=q)� 1

�
~�� 
=q = ~R 2=(1� ~R 2

~�
=q).Thiscom pletestheproof.
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