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A bstract

Alternative de�nitionsare given ofbasic conceptsofgeneralized ther-

m ostatistics. In particular,generalizations ofShannon’s entropy,ofthe

Boltzm ann-G ibbs distribution, and of relative entropy are considered.

Particularchoicesm adein Tsallis’nonextensivetherm ostatisticsareques-

tioned.

1 Introduction

Severalchoiceshaveto bem adewhen generalizing theBoltzm ann-G ibbsdistri-

bution.In thisnotesom eofthesechoicesarereviewed.Each tim e,two options

arepresented:an A-option,which isthechoicem adein Tsallis’therm ostatistics

[1,2,3,4],and a B-choicewhich correspondswith generalized therm ostatistics

asintroduced by theauthor[5,6].Advantagesand disadvantagesofeach ofthe

optionsarediscussed.

Starting pointofthegeneralization isthattheexponentialfunction appear-

ing in the Boltzm ann-G ibbs distribution is replaced by som e other increasing

function. This idea goes back to the early days of Tsallis’therm ostatistics

[7]. A generalization in thisway isnon-unique. Asa consequence,historically

m adechoicesm ay now bequestioned.Ifthey appearto besuboptim althen the

dilem m aariseswhetherthestandingform alism should bem odi� ed.Thepresent

papertriestostartthisdebateby clarifyingpossiblechoicesand indicatingtheir

consequences.

In the nextsection deform ed logarithm icand exponentialfunctionsare de-

� ned.Three setsofalternativesare presented in section 3.In the � nalsection

som eprelim inary conclusionsaredrawn.
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2 D eform ed logarithm ic and exponential func-

tions

The point ofview adapted in the present paper is to replace the logarithm ic

and exponentialfunctionsby arbitrary functions,which howeversharesom eof

thepropertiesofthestandard functions.In particular,following[5],adeform ed

logarithm icfunction isdenoted ln�(x).Itisde� ned forallpositivex,and isan

increasing and concave function. Itisnorm alized so thatln�(1)= 0. Itcould

be furthernorm alized by requiring that

Z 0

1

dx ln�(x)= 1:

However,som eoftheexam plesbelow donotsatisfythisrequirem ent.Therefore,

introducethe notation

F�(x)=

Z x

1

dy ln�(y);

and requireonly thatF�(0)isa � nite num ber.

Theinverseofthedeform ed logarithm icfunction ln�(x)isdenoted exp�(x).

Becausetherangeofln�(x)can belessthan the wholerealline,letusconvene

that exp�(x) = 0 when x is sm aller than allvalues reached by ln�(y) and

exp�(x)= + 1 when x islargerthan allvaluesreached by ln�(y).

Asan exam ple,letusconsiderthe de� nition ofdeform ed logarithm ic func-

tion asitisused in the contextofTsallis’non-extensive therm ostatistics.Itis

denoted lnq(x),whereq isa freeparam eter,which m ustlie between 0 and 2 in

order for lnq(x) to be a deform ed logarithm according to the de� nition given

above.In whatfollowsalso an alternativede� nition willbe needed.Thelatter

isdenoted ln
�

q(x).The two expressionsare

lnq(x) =
1

1� q
(x1�q � 1)

ln
�

q(x) =
q

q� 1

�

x
q�1

� 1
�

: (1)

A shortcalculation showsthat

Fq(0)=

Z 0

1

dx lnq(x) =
1

2� q
;

F
�

q (0)=

Z 0

1

dx ln
�

q(x) = 1:

Hence, the deform ed logarithm lnq(x) is not fully norm alized. The inverse

functionsaregiven by

expq(x) = [1+ (1� q)x]
1=(1�q)

+
;
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exp�q(x) =

�

1+
q� 1

q
x

�1=(q�1)

+

; (2)

where[x]+ equalsx when x ispositive,and zero otherwise.

Another exam ple of deform ed logarithm ic and exponentialfunctions has

been proposed by K aniadakis[8,9].Yetanotherexam pleisfound in [6],where

itisused to describe the equilibrium distribution ofa single spin atthe center

ofthe Ising chain. In whatfollows,only the de� nitions (1,2)willbe used to

illustratethe im pactofalternativesin the contextofTsallis’therm ostatistics.

3 T hree sets ofalternatives

3.1 Entropy

Letusstartwith Shannon’sentropy functional,which fora discreteprobability

distribution can be written as

I(p) =
X

k

pk ln

�
1

pk

�

= �
X

k

Z pk

0

dx(1+ lnx): (3)

G iven these expressions,the two obviousgeneralizationsare

IA (p) =
X

k

pk ln�

�
1

pk

�

IB (p) = �
X

k

Z pk

0

dx(F�(0)+ ln� x)

= �
X

k

Z 1

0

dxpk(F�(0)+ ln�(xpk)): (4)

Both de� nitions have allproperties that one expects that an entropy func-

tionalshould possess.An im m ediateadvantageofIB (p)overIA (p)isthatitis

straightforward to calculatederivatives.E.g.,the derivativew.r.t.tem perature

T isgiven by

dIB (p)

dT
= �

X

k

(F�(0)+ ln�(pk))
dpk

dT
: (5)

The latter property is very convenientwhen proving therm odynam ic stability

[6].

Letusnow considerhow thede� nitions(4)look likein thespecialcasesthat

ln�(x)istaken equalto lnq(x),respectively ln
�

q(x),asgiven by (1).O neobtains

IA (p) =
X

k

pk lnq

�
1

pk

�
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=
1

1� q

 
X

k

p
q

k
� 1

!

;

IB (p) = �
X

k

Z pk

0

dx(1+ ln
�

q(x))

=
1

1� q

 
X

k

p
q

k
� 1

!

:

Both de� nitionsofentropy coincide.Theresultingexpression isTsallis’entropy

[1].Itcan also be written as(seeform ula (18)of[10])

IA (p)= �
X

k

p
q

k
lnq(pk):

In thelatterform generalization to arbitrary deform ed logarithm icfunctionsis

notobvious.

Forsakeofcom pleteness,thede� nitionsofentropyaregiven now forthecase

ofcontinuousdistributions and forthe quantum case. If�()is a probability

density oversom ephasespace� then the expressionsread

IA (�) =

Z

�

d �()ln�

�
1

�()

�

;

IB (�) = �

Z

�

d

Z �()

0

dx(F�(0)+ ln� x): (6)

In thequantum casethe entropy ofa density m atrix � isgiven by

IA (�) = Tr�ln�

�
1

�

�

;

IB (�) = �

Z 1

0

dx Tr�(F�(0)+ ln�(x�)): (7)

3.2 C anonicalprobability distributions

G iven discreteenergy levelsH k,the Boltzm ann-G ibbsdistribution equals

pk =
1

Z(T)
exp(� H k=T)

= exp(G (T)� H k=T): (8)

In thisexpression T > 0 isthe tem perature.Thenorm alization can be written

either as a prefactor 1=Z(T), or it can be included in the exponentialas a

term G (T). O ne clearly has Z(T) = exp(� G (T)). After generalization,the

expressionsbecom e

p
A

k =
1

Z(T)
exp�(� H k=T);

p
B

k = exp�(G (T)� H k=T): (9)
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The expression for pA
k
has the advantage that an explicit expression for the

norm alization exists

Z(T)=
X

k

exp�(� H k=T):

The de� nition ofpB
k
hasthe advantage thatitleadsto an easy expression for

ln�(p
B

k
)

ln�(p
B

k )= G (T)� H k=T:

Thelatterisvery convenientwhen calculatingthetem peraturederivativeofthe

entropy.Indeed,one obtainsim m ediately,using (5),

dIB (p
B )

dT
= �

X

k

(1+ ln�(p
B

k ))
dpB

k

dT

= �
X

k

(1+ G (T)� H k=T)
dpB

k

dT

=
1

T

X

k

H k

dpB
k

dT

=
1

T

dU

dT
; (10)

with the averageenergy U given by

U =
X

k

p
B

k H k: (11)

Relation (10) coincides with the therm odynam ic de� nition oftem perature as

the inverseofthe derivativeofentropy with respectto averageenergy U .

1

T
=

dS

dU
: (12)

ThisshowsthatpB
k
isthe equilibrium probability distribution ofthe canonical

ensem ble with entropy functionalIB (p)and with average energy U de� ned in

the usualway by (11). M oreover,the stability conditions,thatS isa concave

function ofU and thatU isan increasingfunction ofT,aresatis� ed.G enerically,

the corresponding A-quantitiesdo nothavesuch nice properties.

In thegeneralcase,itisvery di� cultto writean explicitform ula expressing

pA
k
in term s ofpB

k
. But this is feasible in the speci� c case that the deform ed

logarithm ln�(x)isgiven by lnq(x),respectively ln
�

q(x),asde� ned by (1).The

expressions(9)becom e

p
A

k =
1

Z(T)
expq(� H k=T)

=
1

Z(T)
[1� (1� q)H k=T]

1=(1�q)

+
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p
B

k = exp�q(G (T)� H k=T)

=

�

1+
q� 1

q
(G (T)� H k=T)

�1=(q�1)

+

: (13)

The� rstexpression istheone introduced in [2].Thelatterexpression isfound

in [6]. The two expressionslook sim ilarbutdi� erin a num berofaspects. Let

ustry to m atch them . Replace q and T in the form erexpression by accented

sym bolsq0 and T 0.Then the two expressionscoincideprovided that

q = 2� q
0
;

G (T) =
2� q0

1� q0

�

Z(T 0)q
0
�1

� 1

�

;

T = T
0
Z(T 0)1�q

0

:

The latter expression m akesclear thatpA
k
and pB

k
have a com pletely di� erent

dependenceon tem peratureT.Itisthereforeobviousto check thistem perature

dependence in existing applications ofthe probability distribution pA
k
. How-

ever,a � rst scan ofthe literature raises the conjecture that this tem perature

dependence has not at allbeen considered. There seem s to be no evidence

fortem peraturedependentprobability distributionsoftheform (13),exceptof

coursein the q= 1-caseofthe Boltzm ann-G ibbsdistribution.

Itisstraightforwardtowritedown theextensionsof(9)in caseofcontinuous

distributions,orin the quantum case.

3.3 R elative entropy

The relative entropy ofa discrete probability distribution p,given a discrete

probability distribution r,isde� ned by

I(pjjr) =
X

k

pk ln(pk=rk): (14)

It is only de� ned ifrk = 0 im plies that also pk = 0. Relative entropy is also

called K ullback-Leiblerdistance.Therearem any waystowrite(14),and hence,

m any alternative de� nitionsofgeneralized relative entropy. Som e possibilities

are[11]

IA (pjjr) = �
X

k

pk ln�

�
rk

pk

�

;

IB 1(pjjr) =
X

k

Z pk

rk

dx ln�(x=rk)

=
X

k

Z 1

0

dx(pk � rk)ln�

�

1+ x
pk � rk

rk

�

;

IB 2(pjjr) =
X

k

Z pk

rk

dx(ln�(x)� ln�(rk))

6



=
X

k

Z 1

0

dx [pk ln�(xpk)� rk ln�(xrk)� (pk � rk)ln�(rk)]:

(15)

The m ain advantage ofIB 2(pjjr) over the other expressions is that, when r

equalsthe equilibrium distribution pB ,then onehas(see [11])

IB 2(pjjp
B ) = IB 2(p

B )� IB (p)+
1

T

X

k

(pk � p
B

k )H k:

Thequantity

X

k

pkH k � TIB (p)

isthefreeenergy oftheprobability distribution p attem peratureT.Theabove

resultextendsthe standard resultthatnon-equilibrium free energy isa convex

function which reachesitm inim um when p equalsthe equilibrium distribution

(in casu pB ).Thisiscalled the variationalprinciple (see [11]).The distanceto

them inim um ,up to a factorT,istherelativeentropy.Theotherde� nitionsof

relativeentropy do nothavesuch a property.

Letusnow com parethedi� erentde� nitionsin casethedeform ed logarithm s

aregiven by (1).O ne � nds

IA (pjjr) = �
X

k

pk lnq(rk=pk)

=
1

q� 1

X

k

p
q

k

�

r
1�q

k
� p

1�q

k

�

;

IB 1(pjjr) =
X

k

Z pk

rk

dx ln
�

q(x=rk)

=
1

q� 1

X

k

p
q

k

�

r
1�q

k
� p

1�q

k

�

;

IB 2(pjjr) =
X

k

Z pk

rk

dx(ln
�

q(x)� ln
�

q(rk))

=
1

q� 1

X

k

�

p
q

k
� r

q

k
� qr

q�1

k
(pk � rk)

�

: (16)

The� rsttwo expressionscoincide,butclearly di� erfrom the lastone.

The form ulas for relative entropy in case of continuous distributions are

straightforward generalizations ofthe expressions (15). Q uantization ofrela-

tive entropy is not straightforward because two density m atrices � and � are

involved.W hen these do notcom m ute,then the orderofoperatorsisrelevant.

For IA (pjjr) and IB 1(pjjr) there is no obvious quantum equivalent,while for

IB 2(pjjr)a possiblequantum expression is

IB 2(�jj�) =

Z 1

0

dx Tr[�ln�(x�)� � ln�(x�)� (� � �)ln�(�)]: (17)
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In thespeci� ccasethatthedeform ed logarithm sareoftheform (1)then it

isclearhow to writequantum generalizationsofallthreede� nitionsofrelative

entropy.From (16)follows

IA (�jj�)= IB 1(�jj�) =
1

q� 1

�

Tr�q�1�q � 1
�

=
1

1� q
Tr�q

�

�
1�q

� �
1�q

�

;

IB 2(�jj�) =
1

q� 1
Tr

�

�
q
� �

q
� q�

q�1 (� � �)
�

:

The form erexpression hasbeen used in [12].The latterexpression isusefulto

provea variationalprincipleforthequantum case.

4 D iscussion

The presentpaper studies generalized therm ostatisticsfrom the pointofview

thattheexponentialand logarithm icfunctionsappearingin theG ibbsform alism

arereplaced byfunctionswith sim ilarproperties.Theobviousconclusion isthat

there isquite som e freedom in choosing generalizations.O fcourse,there exist

other points ofview than the one presented here. In particular,this paper

avoidsthequestion ofextensivity ofm acroscopicquantitieslikeinternalenergy

and entropy.TheG ibbsform alism behavesnicely underdecom position oflarge

system sinto nearly independentsubsystem s.In non-extensivetherm ostatistics

a m orecom plex behaviorisexpected.Thechoicespresented in thispaperhave

notbeen evaluated from thispointofview.

It is also necessary to reanalyze existing applications of Tsallis’therm o-

statistics with the intention to test the di� erent generalizations discussed in

thispaper.Apparently,such testsofthebasicassum ptionsofgeneralized ther-

m ostatisticshavebeen farfrom com plete.
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