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Abstract

A variety ofastronom icalphenom ena appear to not satisfy the ergodic

hypothesisin therelevantstationary state,ifany.Assuch,thereisno reason
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forexpecting the applicability ofBoltzm ann-G ibbs(BG )statisticalm echan-

ics. Som e ofthese phenom ena appear to follow,instead,nonextensive sta-

tisticalm echanics. In the sam e m anner that the BG form alism is based on

the entropy SB G = � k
P

ipilnpi,the nonextensive one isbased on the form

Sq = k(1�
P

ip
q

i)=(q� 1)(with S1 = SB G ).Thestationary statesoftheform er

arecharacterized by an exponentialdependenceon theenergy,whereasthose

ofthe latterare characterized by an (asym ptotic)power-law. A briefreview

ofthistheory isgiven here,aswellasofsom eofitsapplications,such asthe

solarneutrino problem ,polytropic self-gravitating system s,galactic peculiar

velocities,cosm ic rays and som e cosm ologicalaspects. In addition to these,

an analogy with the K eplerian elliptic orbits versus the Ptolem aic epicycles

is developed, where we show that optim izing Sq with a few constraints is

equivalentto optim izing SB G with an in� nitenum berofconstraints.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Connectionsbetween dynam icsand therm odynam icsarefarfrom beingcom pletely clari-

�ed.Forinstance,long-rangeinteractionsareexpected tosubstantially m odifyvarioususual

therm odynam icalproperties.E.Ferm iaddressed such question with thefollowingwords[1]:

The entropy ofa system com posed ofseveralpartsisvery often equalto the sum ofthe

entropiesofallthe parts.Thisistrue ifthe energy ofthe system isthe sum ofthe energies

ofallthe partsand ifthe work perform ed by the system during a transform ation isequalto

the sum ofthe am ountsofwork perform ed by allthe parts.Notice thatthese conditionsare

notquiteobviousand thatin som ecasesthey m ay notbeful�lled.Thus,forexam ple,in the

case ofa system com posed oftwo hom ogeneoussubstances,itwillbe possible to expressthe

energy as the sum ofthe energies ofthe two substances only ifwe can neglectthe surface

energy ofthe two substanceswhere they are in contact.The surface energy can generally be

neglected only ifthe two substances are notvery �nely subdivided;otherwise,itcan play a
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considerable role.

In thoseofL.Tisza [2]:

The situation is di�erentfor the additivity postulate P a2,the validity ofwhich cannot

be inferred from generalprinciples. W e have to require thatthe interaction energy between

therm odynam ic system sbe negligible.Thisassum ption isclosely related to the hom ogeneity

postulateP d1.From them olecularpointofview,additivityandhom ogeneitycan beexpected

to be reasonable approxim ations for system s containing m any particles,provided thatthe

intram olecularforceshave a shortrange character.

Finally,in thoseofP.T.Landsberg [3]:

The presence of long-range forces causes im portant am endm ents to therm odynam ics,

som e ofwhich are notfully investigated asyet.

In recentpapers,also E.G.D.Cohen [4]and M .Baranger[5]have addressed thisques-

tion. Indeed,a signi�cant am ount ofsystem s,e.g.,turbulent 
uids ( [6,7]and references

therein),electron-positron annihilation [8],quark-gluon plasm a [9],econom ics[10{12],m o-

tion ofHydra viridissim a [13],kinetic theory [14],classicalchaos[15],quantum chaos[16],

quantum entanglem ent [17], anom alous di�usion [18], long-range-interacting m any-body

classicalHam iltonian system s ( [19]and references therein),internet dynam ics [20],and

others,areknown nowadayswhich in no trivialway accom odate within BG statisticalm e-

chanicalconcepts. System s like these have been handled with the functionsand concepts

which naturally em ergewithin nonextensive statisticalm echanics[21{23].

Thebasicbuildingblockofnonextensivestatisticalm echanicsisthenonextensiveentropy

[21]

Sq � k
1�

P W
i= 1p

q

i

q� 1
(q2 R ): (1)

The entropic index q characterizes the statistics we are dealing with;q = 1 recovers the

usualBG expression

S1 = SB G = �k

W
X

i= 1

pilnpi: (2)
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W em aythinkofqasabiasingparam eter:q< 1privilegesrareevents,whileq> 1privileges

com m on events.Indeed,p< 1 raised to a powerq< 1 yieldsa valuelargerthan p,and the

relative increase pq=p = pq�1 isa decreasing function ofp,i.e.,valuesofp closerto 0 (rare

events)are bene�ted. Correspondingly,forq > 1,valuesofp closerto 1 (com m on events)

areprivileged.Therefore,theBG theory (i.e.,q= 1)istheunbiased statistics.A concrete

consequence ofthis is that the BG form alism yields exponentialequilibrium distributions

(and tim e behavior oftypicalrelaxation functions),whereas nonextensive statistics yields

(asym ptotic)power-law distributions(and relaxation functions).Since theBG exponential

isrecovered asa lim iting case,wearetalking ofa generalization,notan alternative.

Toobtain theprobabilitydistribution associated with therelevantstationarystate(ther-

m alequilibrium orm etaequilibrium )ofoursystem wem ustoptim izetheentropicform (1)

underthefollowing constraints[21,22]:

X

i

pi= 1; (3)

and

P

ip
q

iE i
P

ip
q

i

= Uq ; (4)

wherefE ig isthesetofeigenvaluesoftheHam iltonian (with speci�cboundary conditions),

and Uq isa �xed and �nite num ber.Thisoptim ization yields

pi=
[1� (1� q)�q(E i� Uq)]

1=(1�q)

Zq

; (5)

where

Zq �
X

j

[1� (1� q)�q(E j � Uq)]
1=(1�q)

; (6)

and

�q �
�

P

jp
q

j

; (7)

� beingtheoptim ization Lagrangeparam eterassociated with thegeneralized internalenergy

Uq.Equation (5)can berewritten as
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pi/ [1� (1� q)�0E i]
1=(1�q) � e

�� 0E i

q ; (8)

where�0isa renorm alized inverse\tem perature",and theq-exponentialfunction isde�ned

asexq � [1+ (1� q)x]1=(1�q) = 1=[1� (q� 1)x]1=(q�1) (with ex1 = ex).Thisfunction replaces,in a

vastnum berofrelationsand phenom ena,theusualBG factor.In particular,theubiquitous

Gaussian distribution / e�ax
2

becom esgeneralized into the distribution / e�a qx
2

q = 1=[1+

(q� 1)aqx
2]1=(q�1) (fat-tailed ifq> 1,and with a cuto� ifq< 1).

II.A N A LO G Y W IT H T H E P T O LEM Y -K EP LER P R O B LEM

AncientGreeksbelieved,through philosophicalargum ents,thattheorbitofany celestial

body ought to be a \perfect" geom etrical�gure,nam ely a circle. This beliefwas very

consistent with the observations ofthe m otion ofthe stars. Not so,however, with the

observationsofthe m otion ofthe planets(a word whose etym ology precisely iswanderer).

Thisnontrivialproblem wasattacked by Ptolem y. He introduced,with sensible successat

thattim e,the idea thatthe m otion ofa planetwould be thatofa circle rotating around

anothercircle,in turn rotating around anothercircle,and so on.Theidea ofsuch epicycles

was recursively used by m ost astronom ers along the centuries over large regions of the

civilized world [24].BeforeKepler’stim e,som eastronom ershad used up toseveraldozens(!)

ofepicyclesoneon top ofthe other,in orderto increase the precision oftheircalculations.

Then Keplerarrived and proposed thattheorbitofaplanetaround thesun would bethatof

ageom etrical�gurewhich generalizesthecircle,nam ely thatofan ellipse.This�gureneeds,

forbeing characterized,onenew param eter,nam ely theeccentricity �,in addition to say its

largestdiam eter.Thecircleisthusrecovered astheparticularcase� = 0.In very few years,

practically alltheastronom ersofEuropeabandoned thecum bersom ecalculationswith the

Ptolem aicepicycles,and adopted theKeplerian ellipses.Ptolem y idea wasneverthelessnot

wrong at all! Indeed,the planetary elliptic m otion can be described in term s ofin�nite

series,whose term s can be identi�ed with the Ptolem aic epicycles. In other words,the

elliptic keplerian m otion can beregarded asresulting from an \in�nite seriesofepicycles".
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A very lucid discussion ofthecorrespondencebetween (i)theseriesexpansion oftheelliptic

m otion and (ii) the Ptolem aic geom etric construction,was provided by Hoyle [25]. The

alluded series forthe planetary elliptic m otion can be found in any text-book ofCelestial

M echanics[26],and aregiven (in polarcoordinates,asa function oftim et)by

� = nt+ 2�sinnt+
5

4
�
2
sin2nt+ ::: (9)

and

r

a
= 1� �cosnt+

1

2
�
2(1� cos2nt)+ ::: (10)

where a isthe sem i-m ajordiam eter,and n � 2�=P,P being the so called siderealperiod.

Ifthe orbit is a circle,i.e.,� = 0,then each polar coordinate has only one term in its

expansion. Forany value of� 6= 0,an in�nite num berofterm sm ustbe used ifone wants

the exactKeplerian answer. Thissudden change in the num berofterm sofcourse re
ects

the equally sudden change ofsym m etry when one goes from the circle to the ellipse. In

otherwords,ifonewantsto stick to circles,thatisperfectly possibleand correct,although

the price to be paid is thatone has to consider an in�nite num ber ofcircles. The other,

sim pler,possibility,isofcourseto use only one ellipse.Onehashoweverto know,through

any accessible procedure,thevalueof� forthatparticularplanet.

Let us go back now to the problem ofthe use and status ofthe nonextensive entropy

Sq asgiven in Eq. (1). How universalisthe BG entropy? How Sq fundam entally relates

to it? W hatisthestatusoftheentropicindex q,which characterizesuniversality classesof

nonextensivity? (Them ostfam ousonebeing ofcoursetheq= 1 universality class).Letus

addressthisepistem ologically interesting pointthrough the canonicalensem ble associated

with conservative Ham iltonian system s.

Letus�rstdevelop theq-logarithm function

lnqx �
x1�q � 1

1� q
=
e(1�q)lnx � 1

1� q
= lnx�

q� 1

2
ln2x +

(q� 1)2

6
ln3x + :::; (11)

aswellas
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p
q�1

i = e
(q�1)lnp i = 1+ (q� 1)lnpi+

(q� 1)2

2
ln

2
pi+ ::: (12)

Thefunctionalto beoptim ized forthecanonicalensem ble is

�q(fpig)�
Sq(fpig)

k
+ �

X

i

pi+ �

P

ip
q

iE i
P

ip
q

i

= hlnq(1=pi)i+ �
X

i

pi+ �
hp

q�1

i E ii

hp
q�1

i i
; (13)

where � and � are Lagrange param eters,and h:::i�
P

ipi(:::).W e use now the series(11)

and (12)insideEq.(13),and obtain

�q(fpig)=
SB G (fpig)

k
�
q� 1

2
hln2pii�

(q� 1)2

6
hln3pii+ :::+ �

X

i

pi

+�hE ii+ �(q� 1)[hE ilnpii� hE iihlnpii]

+�
(q� 1)2

2
[hE iln

2
pii� hE iihln

2
pii+ 2hE iihlnpii

2 � 2hE ilnpiihlnpii]+ ::: (14)

= �1(fpig)

�
q� 1

2
hln

2
pii�

(q� 1)2

6
hln

3
pii+ :::+ �(q� 1)[hE ilnpii� hE iihlnpii]

+�
(q� 1)2

2
[hE iln

2
pii� hE iihln

2
pii+ 2hE iihlnpii

2 � 2hE ilnpiihlnpii]+ ::: (15)

Thisoptim ization isthe usualone within BG statisticalm echanics ifq = 1,having a few

constraints.Itsuddenlybecom esaquitecom plexone,with anin�nitenum berofconstraints,

ifq6= 1.Letusfurtheranalyzethegenericcase.

Let us consider the following generic optim ization problem on the basis ofthe SB G

entropy.Theconstraintsto beused areEq.(3),aswellasthefollowing ones:

hln
k
pi= Ck (k = 2;3;4;:::); (16)

wherefCkg are�xed �nitequantities,to which weshallassociatetheLagrangeparam eters

f
kg.In addition to theseconstraints,wealso havethefollowing ones:

hE ii= D 1 ; (17)

hE ilnpii� hE iihlnpii= h(E i� hE ii)(lnpi� hlnpii)i= D 2 ; (18)

hE iln
2
pii� hE iihln

2
pii+ 2hE iihlnpii

2 � 2hE ilnpiihlnpii= D 3 ; (19)
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etc,where D 1;D 2;D 3;:::;D l;:::are �xed �nite quantities,to which we shallassociate the

Lagrangeparam eters�1;�2;�3;:::;�l;:::. The optim ization ofSB G with allthese constraints

provides an optim izing distribution noted p(E i;�;f
kg;f�lg). W e shallnext consider a

particularcaseofthisdistribution,theonewhereweim pose


k = �
(q� 1)k�1

k!
(k = 2;3;4;:::); (20)

�1 = � ; (21)

�2 = �(q� 1); (22)

�3 = �
(q� 1)2

2
; (23)

etc.Letusstressthattaking a particularcaseofp(E i;�;f
kg;f�lg)isperfectly legitim ate.

[Indeed,as an illustration,let us rem ind that in the usualBG statisticalm echanics,the

distribution corresponding to the m icrocanonicalensem ble can be viewed as the � = 0

particular case ofthe distribution associated with the canonicalensem ble]. Consequently

the stationary distribution becom es a function only of(E i;�;q). W e m ay alternatively

consider that we have de�ned a speci�c new ensem ble,whose distribution is fully known

once we know � and q. The inverse \tem perature" � dependson the physicaltherm ostat

with which the system is in contact,and q depends on the m icroscopic dynam ics ofthe

speci�c physicalsystem . The sym m etry change that has occurred from q = 1 to q 6= 1

hopefully corresponds to the fact that ergodicity (hom ogeneity in phase space) has been

lost,and occupancy isnow related to a presum ably (m ulti)fractalorhierarchicalgeom etry

in phase space. The fact that only one new param eter em erges (nam ely q),and not the

in�nite num berthatwould correspond to the entire m ultifractalfunction f(�),should be

presum ably related totheexpectation thatthetherm odynam icalpropertieswould basically

depend only on one num ber,nam ely the Hausdor� dim ension ofthe system (see [27]fora

connection between q and the Hausdor� dim ension forthe sim ple case ofthe logistic-like
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m aps).Although furtherstudiesarenecessary to transparently establish the connection of

the geom etry in phase space with q,we have shown herein thatindeed theoptim ization of

Sq with afew constraintsisequivalenttotheoptim ization ofSB G with an in�nitenum berof

them .Therefore,itisin principlepossibleand correcttouseSB G forsuch com plex system s.

The priceto bepaid isthefactthatan in�nitenum berofconstraintsm ustbe,in oneway

or another,taken into account. The alternative is to use Sq with just a few constraints,

butone needs to know the value forq to be used. The analogy with the Ptolem y-Kepler

problem ,where� m ustbeknown,istherefore,in ouropinion,quitestriking.

III.A P P LIC AT IO N S

Letusnow brie
yreview �verecentapplicationsoftheideasassociatedwithnonextensive

statisticalm echanicstophenom enainastronom yandastrophysics,nam elythesolarneutrino

de�cit[28],self-gravitating polytropicsystem s[29{31],peculiarvelocitiesofgalaxy clusters

[37],the
ux ofcosm icrays[38],and som ecosm ologicale�ects[39].

Solarneutrino problem :

Thesolarplasm a isbelieved to producelargeam ountsofneutrinosthrough a variety of

m echanism s(e.g.,theproton-proton chain).The calculation doneusing theso called Solar

Standard M odel(SSM )resultsin aneutrino
ux overtheEarth,which isroughly thedouble

ofwhatism easured.Thisissom etim esreferred to astheneutrino problem ortheneutrino

enigm a.Thereisby nom eansproofthatthisneutrino
ux defectisduetoasinglecause.It

hasrecentlybeen veri�ed thatneutrinooscillationsdoseem toexist,which would accountfor

partofthede�cit.Butitisnotatallclearthatitwould accountfortheentirediscrepancy.

Quaratiand collaborators[28]arguethatpartofit{ even,perhaps,an appreciablepartof

it{could beduetothefactthatBG statisticalm echanicsisused within theSSM .Thesolar

plasm a involvesturbulence,long-rangeinteractions,possibly long-rangem em ory processes,

allofthem phenom ena thatcould easily defy theapplicability oftheBG form alism .Then

they show [28]in greatdetailhow the m odi�cation ofthe \tail" ofthe energy distribution

9



could considerably m odify theneutrino 
ux tobeexpected.Consequently,sm alldepartures

from q= 1(e.g.,jq� 1joftheorderof0:1oreven less)would beenough toproduceasm uch

as50% di�erencein the
ux.Thisisduetothefactthatm ostoftheneutrino 
ux occursat

whatiscalled the Gam ow peak.Thispeak occursatenergiesquite above the tem perature

(say 10 tim eslarger),i.e.,atenergiesin thetailofthedistribution.

Polytropic Equilibrium Solutionsto the Vlasov-Poisson Equations:

The �rst physicalapplication ofthe non-extensive therm ostatisticalform alism was re-

lated tothestudy ofm axim um entropy solutionstotheVlasov-Poisson equationsdescribing

selfgravitating N -body system s like galaxies [29,30]. The m axim ization ofthe standard

Boltzm ann-Gibbsentropy underthe constraintsim posed by m assand energy conservation

lead totheisotherm alspheredistribution,which hasin�nitem assandenergy[32].In [29,30],

itwasshown thatthe extrem alization ofthe non extensive q-entropy underthe sam e con-

straintsleadsto thestellarpolytropicspheredistributionswhich,fora certain rangeofthe

q param eter,areendowed with �nite m assand energy,asphysically expected.Thisconsti-

tuted the�rstcluesuggesting thatthegeneralized therm ostatisticalform alism based on Sq

m ay beofsom erelevanceforthestudy ofsystem sexhibiting non extensive therm odynam -

icalproperties due to long range interactions. The possible usefulness ofnon-logarithm ic

entropicm easuresin thestudy ofstellarsystem shad also been suggested in [33].

Stellarpolytropicspheredistributionsareoftheform

f(x;v)= f(~�)= A(�0 � ~�)n�3=2 ~� � �0 (24)

= 0 ~� > �0;

where

~� =
1

2
v
2 + �(x); (25)

isthe totalenergy (perunitm ass)ofan individualstar,and A,�0,and n (usually called

polytropicindex)areconstants.Thequantityf(x;v)d3xd3vdenotesthenum berofstarswith

position and velocity vectorsrespectively within the elem entsd3x and d3v in position and
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velocity spaces.Thepolytropicdistribution (24)exhibits,afteran appropriateidenti�cation

oftherelevantparam eters,theq-M axEntform .Theentropicparam eterqcan beexpressed

in term softheindex n by identifying n� 3=2with 1=(1� q)(see[30]fordetails;noticethat

hereweareidentifying f with p,and notwith theescortdistribution / pq).W eobtain

q=
2n � 5

2n � 3
: (26)

The lim it n ! 1 (hence q = 1) recovers the isotherm alsphere case;for n < 5 (hence

q< 5=7),�nitenessform assand energy naturally em erges.Polytropicdistributionsconsti-

tutethesim plest,physically plausiblem odelsforself-gravitating stellarsystem s[32].Alas,

thesem odelsdonotprovideanaccuratedescription oftheobservationaldataassociated with

realgalaxies.In spiteofthis,theconnection between theSq entropy and stellarpolytropes

isofconsiderableinterest.Besidesthe(in ouropinion)notablefactthat,fora specialrange

ofvaluesofq,non-extensive therm ostatisticsleadsto �nitestellarsystem s,theestablished

connection between theSq entropyand stellarpolytropicdistributionsisinterestingforother

reasons.Polytropicdistributionsarisein averynaturalwayfrom thetheoreticalstudyofself

gravitating system s. The investigation oftheirpropertieshasbeen ofconstantinterestfor

theoreticalastrophysicistsduring the lastone hundred years[32]. Polytropic distributions

are stillthe focusofan intense research activity [31],and the study oftheirbasic proper-

ties constitutes a part ofthe standard syllabus ofastrophysics students. Now,polytropic

distributions happen to exhibitthe form ofq-M axEntdistributions,thatis,they constitute

distribution functions in (x;v) space thatm axim ize the non-extensive functionalSq under

the naturalconstraints im posed by the conservation ofm ass and energy [29](other con-

straintsassociated with otherconserved quantitiesm ay beincorporated).Letusrecallthat

theoriginalpath leading to theSq entropicform wasnotm otivated by self-gravitating sys-

tem s,norwasitm otivated by any otherspeci�csystem .Theentropicform Sq wasproposed

by recourse to very generalargum entsdealing with the consideration of(i)entropic form s

incorporating powerlaw structures(inspired on m ultifractals)and reducing to thestandard

logarithm ic m easure in an appropriate lim it and (ii) the basic properties a functionalof
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the probabilities should have in order to represent a physically sensible entropic m easure

[21].The q-entropy isa very naturaland,to a certain extent,unique generalization ofthe

Boltzm ann-Gibbs-Shannon m easure. Taking this into account,it is rem arkable that the

extrem alization ofthe q-m easureleadsto a fam ily ofdistribution functionsofconsiderable

im portancein theoreticalastrophysics.In a sense,wem ightsay thatastrophysicists,when

studying newtonian self-gravitatingsystem s,havebeen workingwith q-M axEntdistribution

functions fora hundred years withoutbeing aware ofit. The discovery ofthe connection

between Sq and stellarpolytropic distributions stim ulated the application ofnonextensive

statisticalm echanicsto the study ofothersystem swith long range interactions[34,35].In

particular,theanalysisby Boghosian [34]ofm etastablestatesin pureelectron plasm aslead

to theidenti�cation ofthe�rstm axim um q-entropy distribution observed in thelaboratory

[34,35]. In point offact,the m athem aticalform alism used by Boghosian to describe the

electron plasm a is closely related to one associated to the stellar polytropic distributions

[34].

Peculiarvelocitiesofgalaxy clusters

The COBE (Cosm ic Background Explorer) satellite m easured the peculiar velocities

(di�erenceofvelocity with regard to theaverageexpansion oftheuniverse)ofsom eclusters

ofspiralgalaxies.A distribution wasfound which exhibitsa cuto� around 500K m =s.The

Princeton astrophysicalgroup[36]analyzed thedistribution ofvelocitieswithin fourdi�erent

cosm ologicalm odels(cold m atter,hotm atter,prem ievalbarionic).Noneofthoseattem pts

succeeded in reproducingtheobserved cuto�,although each ofthosem odelsinvolved several

free param eters (that were �xed through a variety ofargum ents). By assum ing within

nonextensive statisticalm echanics,an extrem ely { alm ostoutrageously { sim pli�ed m odel,

nam ely an idealclassicalgas!,the em piricalvelocity distribution was quite satisfactorily

m atched [37]. Only two �tting param eters were used,nam ely the scale ofvelocities and

q ’ 0:23. In spite of the extrem e sim plicity of the m odel, the fact that the statistics

was allowed to change proved its high e�ciency. The possible prim acy ofstatistics over

m odelsisnotnew in statisticalphysicsin fact.Even ifweconsidertheidealgashypothesis

12



for a quantum gas,we obtain acceptably good �rst approxim ations for phenom ena such

as superconductivity or supra
uidity (using Bose-Einstein statistics),or such as m etallic

conductivity ofelectrons (using Ferm i-Dirac statistics). Ofcourse,m ore realistic m odels

m ustinclude interactions,butan acceptable �rstapproach can indeed be done already on

thebasisofan appropriatestatistics(even ifthem odelisoversim pli�ed).

Cosm ic rays:

The
ux ofcosm icraysarriving on Earth isa quantity whosem easured rangeisam ong

thewidestexperim entally known (33 decadesin fact).Thisdistribution refersto a rangeof

energieswhich alsoisim pressive(13decades).Thisdistribution isvery farfrom exponential,

as can be veri�ed on Fig 1. This basically indicates that no BG therm alequilibrium is

achieved,butsom e other(eitherstationary,orrelatively slow varying)state,characterized

in factby a power law. Ifthe distribution is analyzed with m ore detail,one veri�es that

two,and notone,power-law regim esare involved,separated by whatiscalled the \knee"

(slightly below 1016 ev). Atvery high energies,the power-law seem s to be interrupted by

whatiscalled the \ankle" (close to 1019 ev). One m ay guessthat,along such wide ranges

(ofboth 
uxes and energies), a variety ofcom plex intra- and inter-galactic phenom ena

are involved,related to both the sources ofthe cosm ic rays as wellthe m edia they cross

before arriving on Earth.However,from a phenom enologicalviewpoint,the overallresults

am ountto som ething quitesim ple.Indeed,by solving asim pledi�erentialequation,aquite

rem arkableagreem entisobtained [38].Thisdi�erentialequation isthefollowing one:

dpi

dE i

= �b0p
q0

i � bp
q

i : (27)

Thisdi�erentialequation hasrem arkableparticularcases.Them ostfam ousoneis(q0;q)=

(1;2),since it precisely corresponds to the di�erentialequation which enabled Planck,in

his October 1900 paper,to (essentially) guess the black-body radiation distribution,thus

opening(togetherwith hisDecem ber1900paper)theroadtoquantum m echanics.Them ore

generalcaseq0= 1 and arbitrary qisa sim pleparticularinstanceoftheBernoulliequation,

and,assuch,hasasim pleexplicitsolution.Thissolution hasproved itse�ciencyin avariety

13



ofproblem s,including in generalizing the Zipf-M andelbrotlaw forquantitative linguistics

(see M ontem urro’s article in [23]for a review). Finally,the generic case q > q0 > 1 also

hasan explicitsolution (though notparticularly sim ple,butin term softwo hypergeom etric

functions)and produces,taking also into accountthe ultra-relativistic idealgasdensity of

states,the above m entioned quite good agreem entwith the observed 
uxes. Indeed,ifwe

assum e 0 < b0 << b and q0 < q,the distribution m akes a crossover from a power-law

characterized by qatlow energiestoapower-law characterized by q0athigh energies,which

isexactly whatthecosm icraysexhibitto a quitegood approxim ation:SeeFig.1.

Cosm ology:

Nonextensive statisticalm echanics has also been applied to a variety ofcosm ological

and generalrelativity problem sincluding thecosm ic background radiation in a Robertson-

W alkeruniverse,the dynam ics ofin
ationary cosm ologies,the universaldensity pro�le of

dark halos,early universe phenom ena (e.g.,the prim ordial4H e form ation),am ong others

[39].

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

In outer space physics and astrophysics,there is a considerable am ount ofanom alous

phenom ena thatrequire a therm ostatisticaltreatm entwhich exceedsthe usualcapabilities

ofBoltzm ann-Gibbsstatisticalm echanics.Thisfactisdueto therelevanceofgravitational

forces (which are long-ranged),as wellas to a variety ofdynam icalnonlinear dynam ical

aspects. Som e ofthese phenom ena appearto be tractable within nonextensive statistical

m echanics,and wehaveillustrated thiswith a few typicalexam ples.

In addition to this,we have argued that,in analogy with the Ptolem y-Keplerproblem

concerning the orbitsofthe planets,the optim ization ofthe nonextensive entropy Sq with

a few constraintscan be equivalently seen asthe optim ization ofthe BG entropy with an

in�nite num ber of(ultim ately related) constraints. The Keplerian orbit is equivalent to

in�nitePtolem aicepicycles,and itsseriesexpansion in powersoftheeccentricity � abruptly

14



reduces to a single cercle when � precisely vanishes. Quite analogously, the variational

problem associated with Sq forthe canonicaldistribution isequivalentto considering SB G

with in�nite(related)constraints,and itsseriesexpansion in powersofq� 1abruptlyreduces

to the SB G variationalproblem with a single constraint(besidesthe trivialone associated

with thenorm )when q� 1 precisely vanishes

Lastbutnotleast,the statem entsby Ferm iand by Tisza thatwe quoted in the Intro-

duction constitutea reply which precisely pointsoneofthevariousinadvertencescontained

in Nauenberg’srecentcriticism ofnonextensivestatisticalm echanics[40].Thenonextensive

therm ostatisticalform alism addresses,am ong others,conservative Ham iltonian m any-body

system s including long-range interactions. For such system s,the \surface energy" (using

Ferm i’sexpression),orthe\interaction energy" (using Tisza’sexpression),isasrelevantas

the energies ofthe parts,and does notbecom e negligible in the therm odynam ic lim it,in

contrast with what happens for short-range interacting system s. Nauenberg violates pre-

cisely thisby im posing hisEq.(7).M oreover,a few linesearlier(hisEq.(5)),he im poses

the factorization ofthe probabilities. This property isinconsistent with his own Eq. (7).

Indeed,the m etaequibrium distribution ofenergies is given by the q-exponentialfunction

exq � [1+ (1� q)x]1=(1�q),and,unlessq = 1,generically ex+ yq 6= exq e
y
q = ex+ y+ (1�q)xyq . This

type ofinconsistency (for�nite system s)hasalready been pointed outby severalauthors,

startingwith [41].Itisnotim possiblethatthisspeci�cinconsistency disappearsin thelim it

N ! 1 ,iftaken before the t! 1 lim it,butthisishighly nontrivialand rem ainsto be

proved.
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FIG .1. Flux ofcosm icraysasa function oftheirenergies.See[38]fortheorigin oftheexper-

im entaldata and theoreticaldetails. The blue dashed curve correspondsto the BG distribution,

and thered continuouscurveto a crossoverbetween a q= 1:225 distribution (beforetheknee)and

a q0= 1:185 one (afterthe knee).
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