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Abstract

A variety of astronom ical phenom ena appear to not satisfy the ergodic

hypothesis in the relevant stationary state, ifany. A s such, there isno reason
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for expecting the applicability of Boltzm ann-G bbs BG ) statistical m echan—
ics. Som e of these phenom ena appear to follow , instead, nonextensive sta—
tistical m echanics. In the sam e m anner that the BG fom alisn is based on
the entropy Sgg = kP 1 Pi Inp;, the nonextensive one is based on the fom

Sq=k( F ;PH)=@ 1) @Wih S; = Sgg). Thestationary statesofthe form er
are characterized by an exponential dependence on the energy, whereas those
of the latter are characterized by an (asym ptotic) power-law . A brief review

of this theory is given here, as well as of som e of its applications, such as the
solar neutrino problem , polytropic selfgravitating system s, galactic peculiar
velocities, cosn ic rays and som e cogn ological aspects. In addition to these,
an analogy w ith the K eplerian ellptic orbits versus the P tolem aic epicycles
is developed, where we show that optim izing Sq wih a few constraints is

equivalent to optin izing Sg g with an In nite number of constraints.

I. NTRODUCTION

C onnectionsbetween dynam ics and them odynam ics are far from being com pletely clari-
ed. For instance, Jong-range nteractions are expected to substantially m odify varioususual
therm odynam icalproperties. E . Ferm iaddressed such question w ith the follow ing words []:
T he entropy of a system com posaed of several parts is very often equalto the sum of the
entropies of all the parts. T his is true if the energy of the system is the sum of the energies
of all the parts and if the work perform ed by the system during a transform ation is equalto
the sum of the am ounts of work perform ed by allthe parts. N otice that these conditions are
not quite obvious and that in som e cases they m ay notle ful lled. T hus, for exam pk, in the
case of a system com posed of two hom ogeneous substances, it will ke possibk to express the
energy as the sum of the energies of the two substances only if we can neglkct the surface
energy of the two substances where they are in contact. T he surface energy can generally ke

negkcted only if the two substances are not very nely sulbdivided; otherw ise, it can ply a



aonsiderabk rok.

In those of L. T isza R]:

T he siuation is di erent for the additivity postulate P a2, the validity of which cannot
e inferred from generalprincipks. W e have to require that the interaction energy between
therm odynam ic system s ke negligible. T his assum ption is clsely related to the hom ogeneity
postulte P dl. From them okcular point of view , additivity and hom ogeneity can be expected
to ke rmasonabk approxim ations for system s containing m any particks, provided that the
intram olecular forces have a short range character.

F inally, in those of P.T . Landsberg B1]:

The presence of ongrange forces causes In portant am endm ents to therm odynam ics,
som e of which are not fully investigated as yet.

In recent papers, also E G D . Cohen §]and M .Baranger H] have addressed this ques-
tion. Indeed, a signi cant am ount of system s, eg., turbulent uids ( [6,7] and references

therein), electron-positron annihilation §], quark-gluon plasna Q], econom ics 10{12], m o
tion of Hydra viridissin a {13], kinetic theory [I4], classical chaos [[§], quantum chaos [L§],
quantum entanglkment [I7], anom alous di usion [8], long-range-interacting m any-body
classical Ham iltonian system s ( [19] and references therehn), ntemet dynam ics 0], and
others, are known nowadays which in no trivialway acoom odate w ithin BG statisticalm e-
chanical conospts. System s like these have been handled with the fiinctions and concepts
which naturally em erge w ithin nonextensive statisticalm echanics P1{23].

T hebasicbuiding block ofnonextensive statisticalm echanics is the nonextensive entropy
iz
1 ’ L.p

S k

@2R): @)

T he entropic Index g characterizes the statistics we are dealing with; g = 1 recovers the

usualBG expression
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W em ay think ofgas a biasing param eter: g< 1 privileges rare events, whilke q> 1 privilkeges
comm on events. Indeed, p < 1 raised to a powerg< 1 yields a value larger than p, and the
relative increase p=p = p?! is a decreasing fiinction ofp, ie., values of p closer to 0 (rare
events) are bene ted. Correspondingly, for g> 1, values of p closer to 1 (comm on events)
are privilkeged. T herefore, the BG theory (ie. g= 1) is the unbiased statistics. A concrete
consequence of this is that the BG fom alisn yields exponential equilbbriim distrdboutions
(and tim e behavior of typical relaxation functions), whereas nonextensive statistics yields
(asym ptotic) power-law distributions (and relaxation functions). Since the BG exponential
is recovered as a lin ing case, we are taking of a generalization, not an altemative.

To obtain the probability distribution associated w ith the relevant stationary state (ther-
m alequilbriim orm etaequilbbrium ) of our system we m ust optin ize the entropic form (1)
under the ollow ing constraints P1,241:

X
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where fE ;g is the set of eigenvalues of the H am iltonian W ith soeci ¢ boundary conditions),
and U, isa xed and nite number. T his optin ization yields
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being the optim ization Lagrange param eter associated w ith the generalized intemalenergy

Ug. Equation (5) can be rew ritten as
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where isa renom alized inverse \tem perature", and the g-exponential fiinction is de ned
asef, [+ 1 @x[7"? =1=01 (@ 1xI"9"Y @ithe = &). Thisfunction replaces, in a
vast num ber of relations and phenom ena, the usualBG factor. In particular, the ubiquitous
G aussian distribution / e ®*° becom es generalized into the distribution / Che ! = 1= +

@ Dlagx*T~9Y (attaikd ifg> 1,and with a cuto ifg< 1).

II.ANALOGY W ITH THE PTOLEM YKXKEPLER PROBLEM

A ncient G reeksbelieved, through philosophical argum ents, that the orbit ofany celestial
body ought to be a \perfect" geom etrical gure, namely a circle. This belief was very
consistent w ith the ocbservations of the m otion of the stars. Not so, however, with the
cbservations of the m otion of the planets (@ word whose etym ology precisely is wanderer).
T his nontrivial problem was attacked by Ptolemy. He Introduced, w ith sensible success at
that tin e, the idea that the m otion of a planet would be that of a circle rotating around
another circle, In tum rotating around another circle, and so on. T he idea of such epicycles
was recursively used by m ost astronom ers along the centuries over large regions of the
civilized world R4]. BeforeK epler’s tin e, som e astronom ers had used up to severaldozens(!)
of epicycles one on top of the other, In order to Increase the precision of their calculations.
T hen K epler arrived and proposed that the orbit of a planet around the sun would be that of
a geom etrical gure which generalizes the circle, nam ely that ofan ellipse. This gure needs,
for being characterized, one new param eter, nam ely the eccentricity , n addition to say is
largest diam eter. T he circle is thus recovered asthe particularcase = 0. In very few years,
practically all the astronom ers of Europe abandoned the cum bersom e calculations w ith the
P tolem aic epicycles, and adopted the K eplerdan ellipses. Ptolem y idea was nevertheless not
wrong at all! Indeed, the planetary elliptic m otion can be describbed in tem s of iIn nite
series, whose temm s can be identi ed with the Ptolm aic epicycles. In other words, the

elliptic keplerdian m otion can be regarded as resulting from an \in nite series of epicycles".



A very lucid discussion ofthe correspondence between (i) the series expansion of the elliptic
motion and (i) the Ptolm aic geom etric construction, was provided by Hoyle P%]. The
alluded series for the planetary elliptic m otion can be found in any textdook of Celestial

M echanics 8], and are given (in polar coordinates, as a function of tin e t) by
. S, .
= nt+ 2 sinnt+ 71 sin 2nt+ ::: )

and

1
=1 oosnt+§ 2 (I cos2nt) + :: (10)

where a isthe sem Imapr diameter, and n 2 =P, P being the so called sidereal period.
If the orbit is a circle, ie., = 0, then each polar coordinate has only one tem in is
expansion. For any valuie of € 0, an In nitke number of term s must be used if one wants
the exact K eplkrian ansver. This sudden change in the number of temm s of course re ects
the equally sudden change of symm etry when one goes from the circle to the ellipse. In
other words, if one wants to stick to circles, that is perfectly possible and correct, although
the price to be paid is that one has to consider an in nite number of circles. The other,
sin pler, possbility, is of course to use only one ellipse. O ne has however to know , through
any accessble procedure, the value of for that particular planet.

Let us go back now to the problem of the use and status of the nonextensive entropy
Sqgasgiven n Eq. (1). How universal is the BG entropy? How Sy fundam entally relates
to i? W hat is the status of the entropic index g, which characterizes universality classes of
nonextensivity? (The m ost fam ous one being of course the g= 1 universality class). Let us
address this epistem ologically Interesting point through the canonical ensemble associated
w ith conservative H am iltonian system s.

Let us rst develop the gdogarithm finction

xt94 1 et dhx ] 1 1)?
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T he functional to be optim ized for the canonicalensamble is
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where and are Lagrange param eters, and h::id ;Pi(:2). W e use now the serdes (11)
and (12) nside Egq. (13), and cbtain

Segc fpig) g 1 @ 1) X

foig) = hin? p;i hin’ pi+ s+ 3
q (£pi9) X > o) e P ) P
+ WEidi+ g 1DE;hpi HE;ihhp;i]
@ 1)° - o, . ” . .
+ T ﬂf]El]I'l Pl }']ElthI'l pil+t 2hE j_]h]l’lpil 2hE i]npijlﬂnpil]+ e (14)
= 1 (fpi9)
1 1)?
thJanii %mﬁpiﬂ it (@ LEHE;hpd . ihnpd]
@ 1)° - o, . ” . .
+ T ﬂf]El]I'l Pl }']ElthI'l pj_l+ 2HE j_]h]l’lpil 2hE i]I'lpj_]thpil]+ o (15)

T his optin ization is the usual one within BG statistical m echanics ifg= 1, having a few
constraints. It suddenly beocom es a quite com plex one, w ith an in nite num ker of constraints,
ifg#é 1. Let us further analyze the generic case.

Let us oconsider the follow ing generic optin ization problem on the basis of the Syg

entropy. T he constraints to be used are Eq. (3), aswell as the follow Ing ones:
h]nkpi= Cy k= 2;3;4;:2); (16)

where fC,g are xed nite quantities, to which we shall associate the Lagrange param eters

f «g. In addition to these constraints, we also have the f©llow Ing ones:

B hpd HE;ihhpii= hE; HEil) Mps hhpi)i= D, ; 18)
IE;h’pii IE;ihn’pi+ 2HE;ihnpi®  2ME;hpihhpi= Dj ; 19)



etc, where D ;D ,;D 3; 5D 15t are xed nite quantities, to which we shall associate the
Lagrange param eters 1; »; 3;5::% 17 2. The optin ization of Sy ¢ w ith all these constraints
provides an optin izing distrlbbution noted p®;; ;£ xg;f 19). W e shall next consider a

particular case of this distrlbbution, the one where we In pose

x = % k= 2;3;4;:) ; 20)
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etc. Let us stress that taking a particular case ofpE;; ;£ xg;f 19) isperfectly legitin ate.
[lhdeed, as an illustration, lt us ram ind that In the usual BG statistical m echanics, the
distrbution corresponding to the m icrocanonical ensamble can be viewed asthe = 0
particular case of the distribution associated w ith the canonical ensemble]. Consequently
the stationary distribution becom es a function only of E;; ;9. We may alkematively
consider that we have de ned a speci ¢ new ensamble, whose distrbution is fully known
once we know  and g. The verse \tem perature" depends on the physical them ostat
w ith which the system is in contact, and g depends on the m icroscopic dynam ics of the
soeci ¢ physical system . The symm etry change that has occurred from g= 1 tog 6 1
hopefully corresponds to the fact that ergodicity (hom ogeneity in phase space) has been
lost, and occupancy is now related to a presum ably (m uldi) fractal or hierarchical geom etry
In phase space. The fact that only one new param eter em erges (ham ely g), and not the
In nite number that would correspond to the entire m ultifractal function f ( ), should be
presum ably related to the expectation that the them odynam ical properties would basically
depend only on one number, nam ely the Hausdor dimension of the system (see R7] fora

connection between g and the Hausdor dimension for the sin ple case of the logisticlike



m aps) . A though further studies are necessary to transparently establish the connection of
the geom etry in phase space w ith g, we have shown herein that indeed the optim ization of
Sq wih a few constraints is equivalent to the optim ization ofSz with an In nite number of
them . Therefore, it is In principle possible and correct to use Sy ¢ or such com plex system s.
T he price to be paid is the fact that an In nie number of constraints m ust be, In one way
or another, taken into account. The altemative is to use S, wih just a few constraints,
but one needs to know the value for g to be used. The analogy w ith the Ptolem y-Kepler

prcblem , where must be known, is therefore, in our opinion, quite striking.

ITT.APPLICATIONS

Letusnow brie y review ve recent applicationsofthe ideasassociated w ith nonextensive
statisticalm echanics to phenom ena in astronom y and astrophysics, nam ely the solarneutrino
de cit P8§], selfgravitating polytropic system s P9{31], peculiar velocities of galaxy clusters
[B7], the ux of coan ic rays B8], and som e cosm ologicale ects BI].

Solar neutrino problkm :

The solarplaan a isbelieved to produce large am ounts of neutrinos through a variety of
m echanisn s (eg., the proton-proton chain). The calculation done using the so called Solar
Standard M odel (SSM ) resuls in a neutrino ux over the E arth, which is roughly the doubk
of what ism easured. T his is som etin es referred to as the neutrino probkm or the neutrino
enigm a. T here isby nom eans proofthat thisneutrino ux defect isdue to a single cause. It
has recently been veri ed that neutrino oscillationsdo seem to exist, w hich would acoount for
part ofthe de cit. But it isnot at all clear that it would acoount for the entire discrepancy.
Quarati and collaborators P8] argue that part of it { even, perhaps, an appreciabk part of
it { could be due to the fact that BG statisticalm echanics isused w ithin the SSM .T he solar
plasn a involves turbulence, Iong—range interactions, possibly long-range m em ory processes,
all of them phenom ena that could easily defy the applicability of the BG fom alian . T hen

they show 8] in great detailhow the m odi cation of the \tail" of the energy distribution



could considerably m odify the neutrino ux to be expected. C onsequently, sm alldepartures
from g= 1 e€g., 7§ 1ljoftheorderof0:l oreven lss) would be enough to produce asm uch
as50% di erence n the ux. This isdue to the fact that m ost ofthe neutrino ux occurs at
what is called the Gam ow peak. This peak occurs at energies quite above the tem perature
(say 10 tim es larger), ie., at energies In the tail of the distrioution.

P olytropic E quilibrium Solutions to the V lJasov-P oisson Equations:

The rst physical application of the non-extensive themm ostatistical form alisn was re—
lated to the study ofm axin um entropy solutions to the V Jasov-P oisson equations describing
self gravitating N ©body system s lke galaxies P9,30]. The maxin ization of the standard
B oltzm ann-G ibbs entropy under the constraints in posed by m ass and energy conservation
lead to the isothemm alsphere distrbution, which hasin nitem assand energy 32]. In 9,301,
it was shown that the extram alization of the non extensive gentropy under the sam e con—
straints Jeads to the stellar polytropic sphere distribbutions which, for a certain range of the
g param eter, are endowed w ith nite m ass and energy, as physically expected. T his consti-
tuted the rst clue suggesting that the generalized therm ostatistical form alisn based on S4
m ay be of som e relevance for the study of system s exhbiting non extensive them odynam —
ical properties due to long range Interactions. The possbl usefiilness of non—Jlogarithm ic
entropic m easures in the study of stellar system s had also been suggested in B3].

Stellar polytropic sophere distrbutions are of the fomm

fiv)=f()=RA (o, ~P°>* ~ 0 @4)
= 0 ~ > o
where
1 2
MEoved ®); 25)

is the total energy (per unit m ass) of an individual star, and A, o, and n (usually called
polytropic index) are constants. T he quantity £ x;v)dxd>v denotes the num ber of starsw ith

position and velocity vectors respectively w ithin the elem ents &®x and &*v in position and
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velocity spaces. T he polytropic distrbution @4) exhibits, after an appropriate denti cation
of the relevant param eters, the gM axEnt form . T he entropic param eter g can be expressed
in tem s of the index n by dentifyingn 3=2wih 1=(1 q) (see BQ] for details; notice that

here we are dentifying £ w ith p, and not w ith the escort distribution / p?). W e obtain

B 2n 5 26)
d 2n 3
Thelmin ! 1 (ence g= 1) recovers the isothem al sphere case; forn < 5 (hence

g< 5=7), nieness form ass and energy naturally em erges. P olytropic distrioutions consti-
tute the sin plest, physically plausble m odels for selfgravitating stellar system s B2]. A las,
thesem odels do not provide an accurate description ofthe ocbservationaldata associated w ith
realgalaxies. In spite of this, the connection between the S, entropy and stellar polytropes
is of considerable Interest. Besides the (in our opinion) notable fact that, ora special range
of values of g, non-extensive themm ostatistics leads to nite stellar system s, the established
connection betw een the S, entropy and stellar polytropic distributions is interesting for other
reasons. Polytropic distributions arise In a very naturalway from the theoretical study of self
gravitating system s. T he investigation of their properties has been of constant interest for
theoretical astrophysicists during the last one hundred years B2]. Polytropic distributions
are still the focus of an intense research activity 1], and the study of their basic proper—
ties constitutes a part of the standard syllabus of astrophysics students. Now , poltropic
distributions happen to exhibit the form of gM axkEnt distributions, that is, they constitute
distribution functions in (x;v) space that m axim ize the non-extensive functional S; under
the natural constraints im posed by the conservation of mass and energy 9] (other con—
straints associated w ith other conserved quantitiesm ay be incorporated). Let us recall that
the original path leading to the S, entropic form was not m otivated by selfgravitating sys-
tem s, norwas it m otivated by any other speci ¢ system . The entropic form S was proposed
by recourse to very general argum ents dealing w ith the consideration of (i) entropic form s
ncorporating power law structures (inspired on m ultifractals) and reducing to the standard

logarithm ic m easure In an appropriate lim it and (i) the basic properties a functional of
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the probabilities should have In order to represent a physically sensible entropic m easure
R1]. The gentropy is a very natural and, to a certain extent, unique generalization of the
Bolzm ann-G bbsShannon m easure. Taking this Into acoount, it is rem arkable that the
extram alization of the gm easure lads to a fam ily of distrdbbution fiinctions of considerable
In portance in theoretical astrophysics. In a sense, we m ight say that astrophysicists, when
studying new tonian selfgravitating system s, have been working w ith gM axE nt distriution
functions for a hundred years w ithout being aware of it. The discovery of the connection
between S, and stellar polytropic distributions stim ulated the application of nonextensive
statistical m echanics to the study of other system s w ith Jong range interactions [34,35]. Tn
particular, the analysis by Boghosian [34] ofm etastablke states in pure electron plasn as lead
to the identi cation ofthe rstmaxinum gentropy distribution cbserved in the laboratory
4,35]. In point of fact, the m athem atical form alisn used by Boghosian to descrbe the
electron plagn a is closely related to one associated to the stellar polytropic distrdbutions
B4
P eculiar velocities of galaxy clusters

The COBE (Coan ic Background E xplorer) satellite m easured the peculiar velociies
(di erence of velocity w ith regard to the average expansion ofthe universe) of som e clisters
of spiralgalaxies. A distrbution was found which exhlbits a cuto around 500 K m =s. The
P rinceton astrophysicalgroup [36]analyzed the distribution ofvelocities w ithin ourdi erent
coan ologicalm odels (cold m atter, hot m atter, prem jevalbarionic). N one of those attem pts
sucoeeded in reproducing the cbserved cuto , although each ofthosem odels involred several
free param eters (that were xed through a varety of argum ents). By assum Ing within
nonextensive statistical m echanics, an extrem ely { aln ost outrageously { sin pli ed m odel,
nam ely an ideal classical gas!, the em pircal velocity distribution was quite satisfactorily
matched B37]. Only two tting param eters were used, nam ely the scale of velocities and
g’ 023. In soite of the extrem e simplicity of the m odel, the fact that the statistics
was allowed to change proved its high e ciency. The possble prim acy of statistics over

m odels isnot new in statistical physics in fact. Even ifwe consider the ideal gas hypothesis

12



for a quantum gas, we obtain acceptably good rst approxin ations for phenom ena such
as superconductivity or supra uidity (using BoseE instein statistics), or such as m etallic
conductivity of electrons (using Fem iD irac statistics). O f course, m ore realistic m odels
must Include interactions, but an acceptable st approach can indeed be done already on
the basis of an approprate statistics (even if the m odel is oversim pli ed).

Coan ic rays:

The ux of cosn ic rays arriving on Earth is a quantity whose m easured range is am ong
the w idest experim entally known (33 decades in fact). T his distribution refers to a range of
energieswhich also is in pressive (13 decades). T hisdistrbution isvery far from exponential,
as can be veri ed on Fig 1. This basically indicates that no BG them al equilbbrium is
achieved, but som e other (either stationary, or relatively slow varying) state, characterized
In fact by a power law . If the distrdbution is analyzed w ith m ore detail, one veri es that
two, and not one, powerJaw regin es are involved, ssparated by what is called the \knee"
(slightly below 10'° ev). At very high energies, the powerJaw seem s to be interrupted by
what is called the \ankk" (close to 10! ev). One m ay guess that, along such w ide ranges
(of both uxes and energies), a variety of com plex Intra— and Intergalactic phenom ena
are involved, related to both the sources of the coam ic rays as well the m edia they cross
before arriving on Earth. However, from a phenom enological view point, the overall resuls
am ount to som ething quite sin ple. Indeed, by solving a sin ple di erential equation, a quite

rem arkable agreem ent is cbtained [B8]. This di erential equation is the ollow ing one:

dp;

e el 27
&, b bo: @7)

T his di erential equation has rem arkable particular cases. Them ost fam ous one is (@%q) =

(1;2), since it precisely corresponds to the di erential equation which enabled P landk, in
his O ctober 1900 paper, to (essentially) guess the black-body radiation distribution, thus
opening (togetherw ith hisD ecaem ber 1900 paper) the road to quantum m echanics. Them ore
generalcase = 1 and arbitrary g is a sin ple particular instance of the Bemoulli equation,

and, as such, hasa sin ple explicit solution. T his solution hasproved itse ciency in a variety
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of problem s, Including in generalizing the ZipfM andebrot law for quantitative linguistics
(see M ontem urro’s articke in R3] for a review ). Finally, the generic case g > o > 1 alo
has an explicit solution (though not particularly sin ple, but In tem s oftwo hypergeom etric
finctions) and produces, taking also into acoount the ultra—relativistic ideal gas density of
states, the above m entioned quite good agreem ent w ith the cbserved uxes. Indeed, ifwe
assume 0 < I’ << band ¢ < g, the distrbution m akes a crossover from a power-law

characterized by q at low energies to a power-law characterized by ¢ at high energies, which
is exactly what the coam ic rays exhibit to a quite good approxin ation: See Fig. 1.

Coan olgy:

N onextensive statistical m echanics has also been applied to a varety of cosm ological
and general relativity problem s ncluding the coan ic badckground radiation in a R obertson-—
W alker universe, the dynam ics of In ationary cosm ologies, the universal density pro ke of
dark halos, early universe phenom ena (eg., the prin ordial *H e fom ation), am ong others

£)8

IV.CONCLUSIONS

In outer space physics and astrophysics, there is a considerable am ount of anom alous
phenom ena that require a themm ostatistical treatm ent which exceeds the usual capabilities
of Boltzm ann-G bbs statisticalm echanics. This fact is due to the relevance of gravitational
forces (which are Iongranged), as well as to a varety of dynam ical nonlinear dynam ical
aspects. Som e of these phenom ena appear to be tractable w ithin nonextensive statistical
m echanics, and we have illustrated thisw ith a few typical exam ples.

In addition to this, we have argued that, In analogy w ith the P tolem y-K epler problem
conceming the orbits of the planets, the optin ization of the nonextensive entropy Sq w ith
a few oonstraints can be equivalently seen as the optim ization of the BG entropy with an
In nite number of (Ulin ately related) constraints. The Keplerian orbit is equivalent to

in nite Ptolem aic epicycles, and its series expansion In powers ofthe eccentricity  abruptly
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reduces to a singke cercle when  precisely vanishes. Quite analogously, the variational
problem associated with S, for the canonical distribution is equivalent to considering Sg g
with In nite (rlated) constraints, and its series expansion In powersofq 1 abruptly reduces
to the Sy variationalproblem wih a singke constraint (pesides the trivial one associated
w ith the nomm ) when g 1 precisely vanishes

Last but not least, the statem ents by Fermm i and by T isza that we quoted In the Intro-
duction constitute a reply which precisely points one of the various inadvertences contained
in N auenberg’s recent critician of nonextensive statisticalm echanics @(]. T he nonextensive
them ostatistical form alian addresses, am ong others, conservative H am iltonian m any-body
system s including long+ange interactions. For such system s, the \surface energy" (using
Fem i's expression), or the \Interaction energy" (usihg T isza’s expression), is as relevant as
the energies of the parts, and does not becom e negligble in the them odynam ic lm i, in
contrast w ith what happens for shortrange interacting system s. N auenberg violates pre—
cisely this by Inposing hisEqg. (7). M oreover, a few lnes earlier hisEqg. (5)), he I poses
the factorization of the probabilities. This property is inconsistent with hisown Eq. (7).
Indeed, the m etaequibrium distribution of energies is given by the gexponential function
€ L+ a px=% 9, and, unless g = 1, generically €6 & el = gt L Dxy  This
type of nconsistency (for nite systam s) has already been pointed out by several authors,
starting w ith [41]. Tt isnot in possble that this speci ¢ inconsistency disappears in the lin i
N ! 1 ,iftaken beforethet ! 1 Im i, but this is highly nontrivial and ram ains to be

proved.
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FIG.1. Flux of coan ic rays as a function of their energies. See [38] for the origin of the exper-
In ental data and theoretical details. T he blue dashed curve corresoonds to the BG distrdbution,

and the red continuous curve to a crossover between a g= 1225 distrbution (pefore the knee) and

a $= 1:185 one (after the knee).
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