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A bstract

W e show that a gas them om eter In contact with a stationary classical system

out of them al B oltzm ann) equilbrium evolves, under very general conditions, to—
wards a state characterized by a Levy velocity distrdbution. O ur approach is based
on a kineticlike equation that applies to a wide class of m odels for the system —
therm om eter interaction. T he resuls clarify the role of non-exponential energy dis—
trbutions as possbl generalizations of the Bolzm ann distrbution for system s
w here the usual form ulation of themm ostatistics m ay not apply. In particular, they
show that the powerJdaw distrbutions derived from T sallis’s nonextensive form al-
isgn are irrelevant to the stationary state of the them om eter, thus failing to give
a consistent description of the system -themm om eter equilbbrium . W e point out the
need of a generalized them ostatistical form ulation able to give a uni ed fram e to
Levy and M axw ell distributions.
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Levy distrbutions [1] have been extensively applied to the description and
m odeling of a w ide class of physical processes, ranging from anom alous trans—
port In disordered media R] and turbulent ows [B], to phase—space di usion
In dynam ical system s 4] and polym er dynam ics [B]. They have also found
application In other branches of science, such as In biology [6,7]. The ubig—
uiy of Levy distributions n m any natural phenom ena is a straightforward
consequence of their stable character under sum m ation of random varables
whose distrbutions have diverging m om ents, as shown by Paul Levy in his
generalization ofthe central lim it theoram [B]. T his essential result gives Levy
distributions the sam e statuis as the G aussian distrbution in the statistical
description of stochastic processes.

W hile m ost applications of Levy distrbutions dealw ith dynam icaland trans-
portprocesses, we show in thisLetterthat they replace the equilibrium M axwell
distrbution| a G aussian in the velocity variable| in an extended version of
the scenario of a them alm easurem ent. W e analyze the asym ptotic energy

distrdoution ofa them om eter In them al contact w ith a classical system In a

nonequilbrium stationary state.W hile the nature ofthisnonequilborium state

isnot explicitly speci ed, we typically refer to a situation where the system is

not isolated and su ersthee ect ofextemalstationary forcesthatm aintain its

energy distribbution apart from the prediction of Bolzm ann-G bbs statistics.

Tt is an essential fact of themm ostatistics O] that, if the system is n them o-
dynam ical equilibrium , its Boltzm ann energy distribution is \copied" by the

them om eter In such a way that is average energy per degree of freedom , ie.

its tem perature, becom es equal to that of the system . Now, what properties

of the state of the system are detected by the themm om eter in the case that

the system ism aintained out of equilibrium ?

T he m otivation of this question is two—-fold. F irst, since all physical system s
are to som e extent themm odynam ically open and sub fct to extemal in uence,
the possiblk e ect of these factors n a them al m easurem ent constitutes a
problem of em pirical relkevance. In general, this problem transcends the I -
its of equilbbrium themm ostatistics and calls for a nonequilbbrium , dynam ical
formulation. W e choose a kineticlike approach which describes a w ide class
of Interaction m odels for the them al contact between the system and a gas
them om eter. O ur resuls show that the them om eter attains a velocity distri-
bution which is fully determ ined by the high-energy distribution ofthe system ,
and resuls to be nsensitive to other details In the system state. In the case
where the energy distrdbution of the system decays as a power law, as ad—
vanoed above, the them om eter velocities approach a Levy distrdbution. T his
distribution \copies" the singularities associated w ith divergent energy m o-—
m ents in the system , and reduces to a M axwellian when the average energy is
nie.

T he second m otivation for our question has to do w ith the possibility of gen—



eralizing them ostatistics to the description of physical system s where the
usualB olzm ann-G bbs form ulation m ay not apply [L0]. T sallis’s nonextensive
them ostatistics, for instance, is clain ed to replace the usual formm ulation for
system s where long-range interactions lad extensivity assum ptions to break
down, whilk containing B oltzm ann-G tbbs statistics as a lim iting case [11]. In
T sallis’s form alian , the Bolzm ann exponential distribution is replaced by a
class of powerJdaw flunctions derived from a variational principle for a gener—
alized entropy. W hether this form alisn is com patible w ith the basic facts of
equilbrium between system s in them al contact can be decided, precisely, by
studying the interaction of a themm om eter and a system w ith such power-law

energy distribution. O ur results show that, since Levy distrioutions are not
regarded In this form alisn as possbl equilbrium states, T sallis’s them o—
statistics fails to give a consistent picture of them odynam ical equiliorium .

Consider a system in a stationary state which does not necessarily coincide
w ith B oltzm ann equilbrium .W e assum e that the state ofthe system ism acro—
soopically characterized by an energy distrdbbution Fg ( ). The system interacts
w ith a them om eter consisting ofan ensam ble of ndependent particles ofm ass
m moving in a d-din ensionaldom ain.W ithin this dom ain, the distribution of
particles is supposed to be spatially hom ogeneous and isotropic in velocities,
such that the associated distrdbution function F ( ;t) depends on the energy
and the tin e t only. The interaction between system and them om eter is
assum ed to ful 1l the follow ing conditions. (i) Interaction events are tin e lo—
calized and infrequent, such that the typical tim e betw een interactions is lJarge
as com pared w ith the relaxation tin e of the energy distribution of the sys-
tem toward Fo( ). This insures that @) at each event, the system is found
at its stationary state and (o) any correlation between the states of system
and themm om eter, created by the interaction, dies out before the next event
takes place. (i) The am ount of energy interchanged at each event is an all as
com pared w ith the total energy ofboth the system and the them om eter.

W ithin these conditions, it is possible to describe the evolution of F ( ;t) by
m eans of a kinetic-lke equation. O n the other hand, as a consequence of con—
dition (i), no evolution equation is required for the system distrbution. To
represent the interaction between system and them om eter we choose a very
generic class of m odels| closely related to stochastic M axwellm odels [12]|

which considerably sin pli es the m athem atical treatm ent of the kinetic prob—
lm and, at the sam e tin e, does not iIn ply severe lin itations to the physics
of the Interaction. In fact, these m odels Include Interactions where m om en—
tum conservation can either hold or be violated, and adm it arbitrary angular
dependence In the associated cross sections. They assum e that the Interac-
tion rate is independent of the energy and that energy itself is conserved. T he
corresoonding evolution equation for F ( ;t) stands for the balance between
events w here, due to interaction w ith the system , the them om eter reaches or
abandons its states of energy . Such events yield, respectively, positive and



negative contributions to @.F . The equation ism ore conveniently w ritten in

the Fourer representation, for the Fouriertransform ed distribution
z
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wih u= k*=2m .Here,
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is the (isotropic) velociy distribution associated with F ( ;t) [12].D ue to the
nom alization ofF ( ), wehave (0;t)= 1 forallt.W ih an analogous de —
nition for o @) n tem sofF, ( ), the Fouriertransform ed evolution equation
reads [12]:
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T he kemelw (s) characterizes the interaction, and satis es the nom alization
0 w (s)ds= 1.W hen necessary, we assum e that the m om ents

71l
W = s w(s)ds @)

are wellde ned.

T he above condition (i) in poses that w (s) is appreciably di erent from zero
only fors 0. Taking this condition into account, we write [(1  s)u;t]

;) su@, (@U;t), to obtain an approxin ate form of Eqg. (3). Its solution
can be shown to asym ptotically approach the stationary distribbution
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Sihce w (s) 0 except or s 0 the asym ptotic solution () is fully deter-
m ined by the behavior of @) close tou = 0.W e pay particular attention
to the special case where, foru 0O,

of@ 1 ou; ©)
with (> 0and 0< l.For $ 1,this form corresponds to an energy
distribution with a powerdaw tail for high energies, F ( ) LW hike F,



is stillnomm alized, its rstm om ent| nam ely, the average energy | diverges. In
thelimit = 1a nite average energy is recovered and the long high-energy
tailis lost.For ¢ (u) asin Eqg. (6), the stationary Fourier distribution for the
them om eter is

() =exp( u ); (7)

wih = (w = w;.Note that, for 0 < < 1, (u) reproduces the sin-
gularity of () at u = 0. The corresponding Fouriertransform ed velocity
distrbution, )= (?=2m) [seeEq. (1)], reads

(k) = exp ( bk ); @)
with b= =@m) and =2 (0 2). Note that, n the velocity
representation, this corresponds to a Levy distribution for gach velocity com —
ponent. In fact, the Fourier transform of, say, f () = dv,dv, :::f (v) is

(Kx;0;0;::9) = exp( bkyj).Though, in general, it is not possble to write
explicitly the corresponding form of £ (v ), it is known that for large j, jand

6 2 it behaves as f %) jn3j ! [Ll.For = 2, f6g) is a Gaussian
distribution.

W e stress that the result 8) for the Fouriertransfom ed velocity distribution
of the them om eter is independent of the detailed form of the distribution
Fy () ofthe system at low energies.A s long as condition (ii) is satis ed, ()
is com pletely determm ined by the power-law high-energy tailofFq ( ).

Let us analyze these results In the few cases where the velociy distribution
can be explicitly obtained.W e st consider the F§J'13Ja‘tjon w here the average
energy of the system under study is nie, E = Fo()d < 1 .Under this
condition we have, n Egq. (6), o = 2E=d and = 1. This gives, for the
Fourertransform ed velocity distribution of the them om eter, the G aussian
k)= exp( Ek?*=md).In the velocity representation we get the M axwellian
! !
md m dV2 .

1 E 5 )

T he average value of the kinetic energy over this distrdbution is, as m ay be
expected, m v?*=2i= E .In otherwords, the stationary velociy distribbution of
the them om eter is a M axwellian whose average energy per particle coincides
w ith that of the system . This result ncludes of course the case where the
system is itself n them odynam ical Bolkzm ann) equilbbrium at tem perature
T,forwhichE / T.

For = 1=2,theenergy distrbution ofthe system decaysasF, ( ) 32 and,



consequently, the average energy diverges. T he Fouriertransform ed velocity
djSt_‘ﬂbqu.ijI‘l of the them om eter results to be () = exp( k), wih b =

oW1 2=mw?.Taking into acocount its units, we write b= py=m , where py
is a characteristic linear m om entum given by the energy distribution Fq ( )
and the speci ¢ form of the Interaction kemel w (s). In velocity space, each
com ponent v; is distributed according to a C auchy distrdoution,

m Py 1 )
2+ m2v2

1

fw)=

10)

N ote that, here, the relkvant dynam ical variables in the them om eter dis-
trbution are the m om entum ocom ponents m v; and, accordingly, the relevant
param eter is the m om entum py. Com pare w ith the result or = 1, Eqg. (9),
w here the distribution is a function of the energy and the relevant param eter
SE.

The present resuls shed light on the role of non-Bolzm annian energy dis-
tributions In de ning the stationary states of outofequillbbriim interacting
system s. In particular, they show that, under the above conditions (i) and
(i), the G aussian stationary velocity distribution of an ensam ble of indepen-
dent particles Interacting w ith a non-equilbrium stationary system resultsto
be a special Instance of the m ore general situation w here the velocity com po—
nents have Levy distrdbutions. W e stress that, despoite the fact this conclusion
is 1im ited by the validity of the assum ptions (i) and (i), these conditions are
fully com patible w ith the paradigm ofthem alm easurem ent P] and therefore
refer to a realistic, experin entally accessble situation.

A s advanced above, our conclusions are particularly signi cant in the evalua-
tion of generalized form ulations of them ostatistics asplausible descriptions of
physical system s to which the usual B oltzm ann-G ibbs theory m ay not apply.
W e focus our attention on T sallis’s form ulation, which has m otivated large
am ounts of work over the last two decades [10]. W ithin T sallis’s statistics,
canonical probability distribbutions are obtained from m axim ization of a gen—
eralized entropy [11]
1 : o
Sqg= ——/—— 11)
1 g

where p; is the probability of state i, and the sum runs over all the states
of the system . The param eter q quanti es the nonadditivity of Sy, and is
therefore a m easure of nonextensivity in the system under consideration. T he
m axin ization process is sub ect to the generalized constraint [13]
P
RoX
E = _Pl—lpl . (12)
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with ; the energy of state i, and lads to the probability distribution
pi P()=2Z,' 0 @ @ q(; EQFF®?; (13)
where 4 is a (\renom alized" [13]) Lagrange multiplier, analogous to the

nverse tem perature, and Z4 is a nom alization constant, analogous to the
partition fiinction . B olzm ann-G bbs form ulation is recovered forg! 1.Note

that, for system s whose density of states behave as () / | a class which
ncludesm ost classical system s| the probability p( ) corresponds to a Fourier-
transform ed energy distrdbution of the form ofEqg. (6), wih = + G
2=1 9.

An attractive feature of T sallis’s generalized them ostatistics is that it pre-
serves m ost of the m athem atical structure of the usual theory, lncluding the
de nition of them odynam ic fiinctions, Legendre transfom ations, and even

linear nonequilbrium properties [10]. In fact, a large part of the literature
on this topic is devoted to the formm alextension of them odynam ical relations
to the generalized form ulation. T hus, putting aside is phenom enological ap—
plications to nonequilbbriim processes such as anom alous di usion [14] and

turbulence [15], the real tour de force of T sallis’s form alisn lies In the de-
scription of them al equilbrium for system s where B oltzm ann-G bs theory
is supposed to Aail. This is In fact the originaland m ost frequently invoked m o—
tivation ofthe form ulation and, consequently, constitutes its genuine source of
validation. O ur resuls clarify whether T sallis’s statistics is relevant to an as-
pect that| In spie of s essential rolke in them odynam 1cs| has been scarcely
treated In the profuse literature on T sallis’s theory [L6], nam ely, them alequi-
lbrium between interacting system s.

A ssum e to have a system whidh, due to its nonextensive nature, exhibits an
energy distrbution of the form ofEq. (13), as predicted by T sallis’s them o-—
statistics. A llow furthemm ore the system to interact with a them om eter, as
goeci ed above. Consider rst that the nonextensivity index g and the density
of states of the system are such thatE = , jo; < 1 .According to our re—
suls, the stationary velociy distribution ofthe themm om eter isa M axwellian,
corresoonding to a Boltzm ann exponential probability for the energy. A s ex—
pected for an ensamble of independent particles, the them om eter behaves
as an extensive system (@ = 1). The value of the param eters In the ther-
m om eter distribution predicted by T sallis’s form alian , however, resuls to be
w rong.Abe and R apgopal [16] have shown that a form alextension of equilib—
rum conditions for two systam s In themm al contact yields, in T sallis’s theory,

q= osWhereqgand ® are the nonextensivity indices corresponding to the
two system s [L7].0 ur results show that this relation is generally not satis ed.
In fact, taking o= 1 as the nonextensivity index of the therm om eter, Eq. (9)
nplies o/ E !.0n the otherhand, q show s In generala m ore com plicated
dependence on E .For instance, it can be readily shown that, fora system with



adensity ofstates ( )/ ,onehas 5/ E@ V("D 1 TLetusalo point out
that the generalized average E ; ofEq. (12) playsno role in the param eter that
de nes the equilbriim distrbution of the themm om eter| nam ely, the inverse
tem perature | In soite of the fact that this generalized average replaces E
In the form alextension of them odynam ics to T sallis’s form alisn .

In the case that the average F , ipi diverges, our results in ply that the ther-
m om eter approaches an energy distrloution not belonging to the class of the
system distrdbution, Eq. (13). Thus, no wellde ned index g can be assigned
to the them om eter. In this situation, the assum ption that T sallis’s themm o—
statistics would describe the system -therm om eter equilbrium fails drastically.
The only trace of the energy distrbution of the system In the them om eter
distrlbution arises from its power-law tail, which de nes the Levy exponent

= 2 in Eq. (8).Note that, again, the generalized average E, is irrelevant
to the detem nation of the equilbrium distrbution of the them om eter.

Sum m Ing up, our kinetic description of a them om eter in contact w ith a sys—
tem In a stationary state di erent from Boltzm ann equilborium , suggests that
a suitable extension of themm ostatistics should yield Levy distrlbbutions as the
generalization of the M axwellian velocity distribution, instead of the power-
like functions of Eqg. (13).W e conclude that the energy probabilities derived
from T sallis’s themm ostatistics do not play the role ofequillbbrium distrloutions
for system s in themm al contact. T hough this conclusion is not com pltely gen—
eral, it applies to a wide class of Interaction m odels In the realistic situation
where a system is put in contact w ith a them om eter. T he question ram ains
open as to whith form ofthe entropy and which constraints should be used to
derive Levy distrbutions from a varationalprinciple.

W e thank G . Abram son and I. Sam engo for their critical reading of the
m anuscript.
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