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A bstract

A Iemative de nitions are given ofbasic concepts of generalized ther—
m ostatistics. In particular, generalizations of Shannon’s entropy, of the
Boltzm ann-G bbs distrdbution, and of relative entropy are considered.
P articular choicesm ade in T sallis’ nonextensive them ostatistics are ques—
tioned.

1 Introduction

Several choices have to be m ade w hen generalizing the B oltzm ann-G ibbs distri-
bution. In this note som e of these choices are reviewed. E ach tin e, two options
are presented: an A -option, which isthe choicem ade in T sallis’ therm ostatistics
f;l:, :_2, :_3, :fJ:], and a B -choice which corresponds w ith generalized themm ostatistics
as introduced by the author ﬂ_ﬂ, :_é]. A dvantages and disadvantages ofeach ofthe
options are discussed.

Starting point of the generalization is that the exponential finction appear-
ing in the Bolzm ann-G bbs distrdbution is replaced by som e other increasing
function. This idea goes back to the early days of T sallis’ them ostatistics
Erj]. A generalization in this way is non-unigue. A s a consequence, historically
m ade choicesm ay now be questioned. If they appear to be suboptin althen the
dilem m a arisesw hether the standing form alisn should bem odi ed. Thepresent
paper tries to start this debate by clarifying possible choices and indicating their
consequences.

In the next section deform ed logarithm ic and exponential fiinctions are de—

ned. Three sets of altematives are presented in section 3. In the nalsection

som e prelin nary conclisions are drawn.
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2 Deform ed logarithm ic and exponential func-
tions

The point of view adapted In the present paper is to replace the logarithm ic
and exponential fiinctions by arbitrary fiinctions, which however share som e of
the properties ofthe standard functions. In particular, ©llow ing E], a deform ed
logarithm ic function isdenoted In (x). It isde ned for allpositive x, and is an
Increasing and concave function. It is nom alized so that n (1) = 0. It could
be further nom alized by requiring that

Z o

dx In x)= 1:
1

H ow ever, som e ofthe exam plesbelow do not satisfy this requirem ent. T herefore,
Introduce the notation
Z

X

F &)= dy n ();
1

and require only that F (0) isa nite number.

T he inverse of the deform ed logarithm ic function In (x) isdenoted exp (x).
Because the range of n (x) can be less than the whole real line, ket us convene
that exp ®) = 0 when x is an aller than all values reached by In (y) and
exp ()= +1 when x is larger than allvalues reached by In (y).

A s an exam ple, ket us consider the de nition of deform ed logarithm ic func—
tion as i is used in the context of T sallis’ non-extensive therm ostatistics. It is
denoted Ing (x), where g is a free param eter, which must lie between 0 and 2 In
order for Ing (x) to be a deform ed logarithm according to the de nition given
above. In what follow s also an altemative de nition willbe needed. T he latter
is denoted Ing (). The two expressions are

1
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hy&x) = g 1 x4 1 : 1)
A short calculation show s that
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0
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Hence, the deform ed logarithm Ing (x) is not fully nom alized. The inverse
functions are given by

epg k) = L+ @ g@xl 0%



expy k) = 1+ - X ; @)

where k], equals x when x is positive, and zero otherw ise.

Another exam pl of deform ed logarithm ic and exponential fiinctions has
been proposed by K aniadakis {g,-’_ﬁ]. Yet another exam ple is ound in {_é], where
it is used to describe the equilbrium distribution of a single spin at the center
of the Ising chain. In what Hllows, only the de nitions (L, 2) willbe used to
Mustrate the in pact of altematives in the context of T sallis’ them ostatistics.

3 Three sets of alternatives

3.1 Entropy

Let us start w ith Shannon’s entropy fiinctional, which for a discrete probability
distrdbbution can be w ritten as

1
Ip) = pkIn —
Px

= dx 1+ Inx): (3)

G ven these expressions, the tw o ocbvious generalizations are
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Both de nitions have all properties that one expects that an entropy func-
tional should possess. An Inm ediate advantage of Iz (o) over Iy (o) is that it is
straightforw ard to calculate derivatives. E g., the derivative w x.it. tem perature
T is given by
dL: (o) X dpx
— = F O+h E))—:

dT dar
k

©)

T he latter property is very convenient when proving them odynam ic stability
al.

Letusnow considerhow the de nitions :_('4) look like in the specialcases that
In (x) istaken equalto Ing (x), respectively ]nq (%), as given by ('_]:) . One obtains
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Both de nitionsofentropy coincide. T he resulting expression is T sallis’ entropy
fi]. It can also be written as (see omul (18) of [14])
X
L @) = P, g (o)
k

In the latter form generalization to arbitrary deform ed logarithm ic functions is
not obvious.
For sake ofcom pleteness, thede nitionsofentropy are given now forthe case

of continuous distrbutions and for the quantum case. If ( ) is a probabiliy
density over som e phase space  then the expressions read
Z
1
L) = d ()h S ;
Z Z
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In the quantum case the entropy of a density m atrix  is given by

1
Tr m - ;
Z

L() = dxTr € O+ In & )): (7)
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3.2 Canonical probability distributions

G iven discrete energy levels H , , the B oltzm ann-G bbs distribution equals

1
- H.=T
Z(I)eXp( x=T)

= expG () Hy=T): 8)

Px

In this expression T > 0 is the tem perature. T he nom alization can be w ritten
either as a prefactor 1=Z (T ), or i can be included In the exponential as a
tem G (T). One clearly has Z (T) = exp( G (T)). A fter generalization, the
expressions becom e

1
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T he expression for pﬁ has the advantage that an explicit expression for the
nom alization exists
X
Z(T)= exp ( Hx=T):
k

The de nition of ﬁ has the advantage that it leads to an easy expression for
n ©)
h ()=G(T) Hy=T:

T he latter is very convenient w hen calculating the tem perature derivative ofthe
entropy. Indeed, one obtains in m ediately, using 6'_5),
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w ith the average energy U given by
X
U= p.Hyg: 1)

R elation Z_l-(_)') coincides w ith the themm odynam ic de nition of tem perature as
the inverse of the derivative of entropy w ith respect to average energy U .

ds

L : 12
T du -’ 42
T his show s that pE is the equilbrium probability distribution of the canonical
ensam ble w ith entropy functional Iy () and with average energy U de ned in
the usualway by C_i]_;) . M oreover, the stability conditions, that S is a concave
finction ofU and thatU isan increasing function ofT , aresatis ed. G enerically,
the corresponding A -quantities do not have such nice properties.

In the generalcase, it isvery di cul to w rite an explicit form ula expressing
Pl In tem s of pP . But this is feasbl in the speci ¢ case that the deform ed
bgarithm I (x) is given by Ing (x), respectively In (x), asde ned by (). The
expressions (-'_9) becom e
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The st expression is the one introduced in -'_I;2] T he Jatter expression is found
n t_é]. T he two expressions look sin ilar but di er in a number of aspects. Let
us try to m atch them . Replace gand T in the fom er expression by accented
symbols ¢ and T . Then the two expressions coincide provided that

g = 2 o
2 o 1
G = —— z @) 1 ;
(T) 1 & (T
0
T = T% @H a9

The latter expression m akes clear that p; and p; have a completely di erent
dependence on tem perature T . It is therefore obvious to check this tem perature
dependence In existing applications of the probability distribution pf: . How-
ever, a rst scan of the literature raises the confcture that this tem perature
dependence has not at all been considered. There seam s to be no evidence
for tem perature dependent probability distribbutions of the form l_l-gi), except of
course in the g= l-case ofthe B olzm ann-G bbs distribution.

Tt is straightforw ard to w rite dow n the extensionsof ('@') in case of continuous
distrbbutions, or in the quantum case.

3.3 Relative entropy

T he relative entropy of a discrete probability distrbution p, given a discrete
probability distridbution r, isde ned by
X

Ipir) = Px In fox=xx): 14)
k

Tt isonly de ned if x = 0 Inplies that also px = 0. Relative entropy is also
called K ulback-Leblerdistance. T here arem any ways to w rite {_lﬁl), and hence,
m any alrerative de nitions of generalized relative entropy. Som e possibilities
are [11]
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The m ain advantage of Iz, (Jk) over the other expressions is that, when r
equals the equilbrium distrdbution PP, then one has (see I_l]_;])

B B 1 X B
Lo ) = Is2@) IB(P)‘F? x P )Hk:

k

T he quantity
X
pxkHx TIs ()
k

is the free energy of the probability distribbution p at tem perature T . T he above
result extends the standard result that non-equilbriim free energy is a convex
function which reaches £ m inimum when p equals the equilbrium distribution
(in casu p®). This is called the varationalprinciple (see t_l-}']) . The distance to
them inim um , up to a factor T, is the relative entropy. T he other de nitionsof
relative entropy do not have such a property.

Letusnow com parethedi erentde nitionsin casethe deform ed logarithm s
are given by @) .One nds
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The rsttwo expressions coincide, but clearly di er from the last one.

The formulas for relative entropy In case of continuous distributions are
straightforw ard generalizations of the expressions C_l-g;) . Quantization of rela-
tive entropy is not straightforward because two density m atrices and are
Involved. W hen these do not com m ute, then the order of operators is relevant.
For In (Jr) and Iz; (7Jk) there is no ocbvious quantum equivalent, whilke for
Iz (oJk) a possble quantum expression is

Z 3

L(3) = dx Tr[ In x ) h x) )In ()]: @7)
0



In the speci c case that the deform ed logarithm s are of the form :_(:l) then it
is clearhow to write quantum generalizationsofallthree de nitions of relative
entropy. From {_lg) ollow s

1
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q 1 1 g
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T he form er expression has been used in i_fgi]. T he Jatter expression is usefulto
prove a variationalprinciple for the quantum case.

4 D iscussion

T he present paper studies generalized themm ostatistics from the point of view
that the exponentialand logarithm ic functions appearing in the G bbs form alism
are replaced by functionsw ith sim ilarproperties. T he obvious conclusion isthat
there is quite som e freedom In choosing generalizations. O f course, there exist
other points of view than the one presented here. In particular, this paper
avoids the question of extensivity ofm acroscopic quantities like intemal energy
and entropy. The G bbs form alisn behaves nicely under decom position of large
system s Into nearly independent subsystem s. In non-extensive therm ostatistics
am ore com plex behavior is expected. T he choices presented in this paper have
not been evaluated from this point ofview .

Tt is also necessary to reanalyze existing applications of T sallis’ therm o—
statistics w ith the intention to test the di erent generalizations discussed In
this paper. A pparently, such tests of the basic assum ptions of generalized ther—
m ostatistics have been far from com plete.
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