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Tt was recently published 'E:] a quite long list of ob-
“ections about the physical validity for them al statistics
of the theory som etim es referred to In the literature as
nonextensive statistical m echanics. This generalization
of Boltzm ann-G bbbs BG ) statisticalm echanics is based
on the follow ing expression for the entropy:
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T he author of 'E:] already presented orally the essence

of his argum ents in 1993 during a scienti cm eeting :_[.‘Z]

I am replying now simultaneously to the Just cited pa-—
per, as well as to the 1993 ob gctions (essentially, the
violation of \findam ental theﬂn odynam ic conoepts”, as
stated in the Abstract of [].]) T he list of ob ctions and
critical statem ents being extrem ely long, it is perhaps
not really necessary at the present stage to reply to all
the points. For tin e and space econom y, I w ill therefore
address here only a few selected points, hopefully the
m ost relevant ones, physically and/or logically speaking.

About the nonextensivity of the entropy Sq:

The entropy Sq is nonextens:lye for independent sys—
tem s (see Eq. ( ) of iL]), which by no means in plies
that it cannot e extensive in the presence of correlations
at all scals. Nowhere in b:] is there clear evidence of
taking this fact into account in what concems the valid—
ity ofthe g-them ostatistics. It is nevertheless of crucial
In portance, as we illustrate now for the sinple case of
equiprobability (ie. p;= 1=W ; 8i). In such sin ple situ—
ation, Eq. (1) becom es
a);hyx= Inx) :

Sq=kIhgW (ngx &'? 1)=@

@)

TIfa system constituted by N elem ents is such that it can
be divided into two orm ore essentially independent sub—
system s (eg., Independent coins or dices, or spins inter—
acting through short-range coupling), w e generically have
W N (> 1). Consequently, Sq=k Ing " . There

tsallisR copfbr

isan unique valie ofg, nam ely g= 1, orwhich we obtain
the usual resul Sq / N . But if the system is such that
we have W N ( > 0), then Sg=k IngN . Once
again, there is a unique valie of g, namely g= 1 1=
for which, Sq / N . This fact is well known to many
scientists w orking on nonextensive statisticalm echanics,
and has been published in the special volum e dedicated
to the sub fct indicated in Refs. [, 6, 14] of paper bl
The sam eproperty hodsin fact ors (), (@ beingany
an ooth function of g such that (1) =1 €g9., = 1=q,
or =2 q).Forthe correlated case,wehaveS (, / N
only for q satisfying (1 @) = 1. The relevance of
this property (S / N ) for them odynam ics needs, we
believe, no fiirther com m ents.

Aout the concept of \weak coupling" in i}:]:

M uch of the criticim in fl] volves the concept of
\weak coupling". To m ake this point clar through an
illustration, ket us think of the ground state ofa Ham ik
tonian m any-body classical system whose elem ents are
Jocalized on a d-din ensional lattice and have two-body
Interactions am ong them . Let us further assum e that the

(attractive) coupling constant is given by Cij = o1y

c> 0, 0, and rj; = 1;:). The potential en—

ergyU(N)perparUc]egenenca]JysaUs esU N )=N /
1=d =

c IS clN drrftr c%

T herefore, ﬁ)r =d > 1 (shortrange interactions in the
present context), wehavethatlimy , 1 U NN )=N is nite,
and BG statistical m echanics certainly provides the ap—
propriate answer for the stationary state (them alequi-
IHorium ) of the system . In this case, all the usual pre—
scriptions oftherm odynam icsare satis ed, aswellknown
f;i']. If the interactions are, however, Iongrange (ie.,
0 =d 1),then limy, ;1 U N )=N diverges, and the
case needs further discussion. It m ight wellhappen that,
dynam ically speaking,theN ! 1 andthet! 1 I is
do not commute. If so, only the Iimy , ;1 limy ; or—
dering corresponds to the BG stationary state, whereas
the opposite ordering, lim ¢, 1 liny ; 1 ,m ghtbea com -
plkx one, di erent from the BG state, and In som e oc—
casions possbly related to the one obtained within the
g-form align . It is clear then that, if we have long-range
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Interactions and N >> 1 (say of the order of the Avo—
gadro num ber), it m ight very well happen that the BG
equilbrim isphysically inaccessble, and the only physi-
cally relevant stationary or quasistationary (m etastable)
state is a non-G bbsian one. Such siuation is Indeed
fund in {1, as discussed below .

W e can now address the m anner used In rE,'] to refer
to \weak coupling". It applies essentially in the sinplke
m anner stated in E.'] only or =d > 1, being concsptually
much more subtke for 0 =d 1. For example, if
0 =d< 1,U 0 )=N divergesasN ! =4 N ! 1) for
any nonvanishing value of ¢, even for ¢ corresponding to

. 10 1% eV ! Consistently, the generic use, w thout fiir—
ther considerations (such asthe W ;t) ! (@ ;1 ) lim its,
and the range of =d), of relations such asEgs. (5) and

) of {l] seem s irreducbly unjisti ed; as they stand,
they trivially yield to no other possibility than g= 1. In
fact, thispoint has already been transparently addressed
by Ferm i 1936 @].

About the determ ination of the value of g or a given
system :

T he entropic param eter q is referred in @] asan \unde-
term Ined param eter". M oreover, the author clain s hav—
ing proved that \g must be a universal constant, jist
like the Bolzm ann constant k... I have di culy in
unam biguously nding in the paper w hether this kind of
statem ent would only apply to Ham ittonian system s, or
perhaps also to dissipative ones; to system s whose phase
space is high-din ensional, or perhaps also to the low -
din ensional ones. By \undetem ined", it rem ains not
totally clear whether the expression is used in the sense
that g is \undetermm nabl", or In the sense of \not yet
determm ined". However, if we put all this together, one
m ight suspect that what is clain ed in 'g:] is that i can
be determ ined from  rst principles, and that the author
has detem ined it to necessarily be g= 1.

To m ake this point transparent, we m ay illustrate the
factual nonuniversality of g by addressing the logistic—
ke fam iy ofmaps xt+1 = 1 akef, whose usefulness
In physics can hardly be contested (@t least for z = 2).
A's congctured since 1997 [é num erically exhibited in
m any occasions (eg., In H{EO and analytically proved
recently fl]] ,:12] on renom alization group grounds, g does
depend on z, and is therefore not universal, In neat con—
trast w ith what isclain ed in i}:]. Tsvalue orz= 2 (ie.,
the standard logisticm ap), as given by the sensitivity to
the Iniial conditions, is g = 0:244487::: at the edge of
chaos eg., a = 1:401155::), whereas it isg= 1 forall
values of a for which the Lyapunov exponent is positive
eg., Pra = 2). W e have illustrated the nonuniversal-
ity of g for nonlinear dynam ical system s w ith its value
at the edge of chaos of the logistic m ap. It is perhaps
w orthy to notice that, since i hasbeen proved to be an-
alytically related to the Feigenbaum universal constant

rF I=C g = In r=h2], and since this constant isal-
ready known w ith not less than 1018 digits, we actually

know this particular value of g w ith the sam e num ber of
digits. Such a precision is selfexplanatory w ih regard
to the fact that g can be determ ined from rsl:pnnc_lples
and that it can be di erent from unity (see alo | [18.,14]

A seocond illustration ofthe nonuniversality of g can be
found In the three-com ponent Lotka-Volerram odeln a
d-din ensional hypercubic lattice [I5]. This illustration
is quite interesting because this m odel is a m any-oody
problem . T he corresponding grow th of droplets hasbeen
shown to yield, through im position of the niteness of
the entropy production per unt tine, g= 1 1=d for
d= 1;2 Il6'] This Jaw has also been checked ford = 3;4
{11 Tt is of a rather sin ple nature, essentially related to
the fact that the grow th ofthebulk regionsofthisspeci ¢
m odel is characterized by the droplet linear size linearly
increasing w ith tin e {4]. A sin flar law is obtained fra
quitedi erentm odel, nam ely a Bolzm ann d-din ensional
lattice m odel for the ncom pressble uid N avier-Stokes
equations. Indeed, an unique entropy, namely Sq, with
an unigque value of g, is m andated by the im position of
the m ost basic G alilean invariance of the equations. For
the single-speed singlem assmodel i isg= 1 2=d @-Q']
Form ore sophisticated m odels g is determ ned by a tran—
scendental equation t_l-g]. T hese exam ples show how the
entropy Sq enables to put on equal grounds situations
that are physically quite disparate.

G ven the preceding illustrations of dissipative sys—
tem s, and m any others existing In the literature, i could
hardly be a big surprise if, also for m any-body Ham i~
tonian system s, g tumed out to be a nonuniversal in-
dex essentially characterizing what we m ay consider as
nonextensivity universality classes (in totalanalogy w ith
the universality classes that em erge in the theory of crit—
ical phenom ena). M ore precisly, one expects q = 1
for short—range interactions ( =d > 1 in the examplewe
used earlier), and g depending on (d; ) (perhapsonly on

=d) for long-range interactions (ie., 0 =d< 1), n
the physically m ost In portant ordering lim¢; 1 lmy 1 -
A Ihough expected, the uncontestable evidence has not
yet been provided. It is not hard for the reader to im ag—
ine the analytic and com putationaldi culties that are
nvolved. However, suggestive results are accum ulating
w hich point tow ards the applicability ofnonextensive sta—
tistical m echanics for such long-range Ham iltonian sys—
tem s. A though we shall Jater com e back onto this prob—
Jem , ket us already m ention the follow ing points.

(i) The onebody m arginal distribbution of velociies
during the well known Iongstanding quasistationary
(m etastable) state of the isolated classical inertial
XY ferrom agnetically coupled rotators localized on
a d-dim ensional lattice can be anom alous (ie. non-—
M axwellian). Indeed, i approaches, for a non-zero-
measure class of initial conditions of the = 0 (8d)
m odel and not too high velocities, a gexponential dis-
trbution (e rem ind that & L+ @ ogxfFto,
hence e = &) wih g > 1 {4] If the energy dis—
trbution followed BG statistics, the onebody m argihal
distrbbution of velocities ought to be quasiM axwellian



(strictly M axwellian in the N ! 1 Iim it since then the

m icrocanonicaltensam blenecessary cuto  In velocitiesdi-
verges), but i isnot . As goeci cally discussed In :_fﬂ],
the num erical results are incom patible with BG statis—
tics. However, they do not yet prove that the onebody

distrdbution ofvelocities precisely is, for the canonicalen—
sem ble, the one predicted by nonextensive statistics. In—
deed, considering the appropriate lim i NN ;M ;N=M ) !

@ ;1 ;1) N being the number of rotators of the iso—
lated system , and M being that ofa relatively sm all sub—
system ofit) iscrucial. W ork along this line is in progress.

(i) In the same model, at high total energy, the
largest Lyapunov exponent vanishes lke 1=N where
depends on =d R021L]. Also during the lonstanding
state, the Jargest Lyapunov exponent vanishes, this tin e
lke 1=N 3 P4]. It is clear that, with a vanishing Lya-
punov spectrum , the system w ill be seriously prevented
from satisfying Bolzm ann’s \m olecular chaos hypothe—
sis", hence the \equal probability" occupation of phase
soace.

(iil) In the longstanding regine of the = 0 (8d)
m odel, there is aging @-é], som ething which is totally in—
com patible with the usualnotion of thermm al equiliborium .
T he correlation functions depend on the \waiting tim e",
and are in all cases given by gexponential fiinctions.
Even at high total energy, where the onebody distri-
bution of velocities isM axw ellian, and w here there is no
aging, the tim e correlation fiinctions are stillgiven by g—
exponentials with g > 1, instead of exponentials, which
is the standard expectation n BG statistics.

(Iv) T he tem perature (/ m ean kinetic energy per par—
ticle) relaxes, after the quasistationary state observed in
the one-dim ensional 0 < 1 model, towards the BG
teE perature through a gexponential function wih g> 1
2

(v) In Lennard-dones clisters ofup to N = 14 atom s,
the distribution of the num ber of Iinks per site has been
num erically com puted R3], where two localm inina of
the m any-body potential energy are \linked" if and only
if they are separated by no m ore than one saddlepoint.
T hisdistribution isa gexponentialw ih g’ 2, ascan be
checked through direct tting. The possible connection
w ith our present discussion com es from the fact that the
average diam eter ofthe cluster is (in units ofatom ic size)
of the order of 14'=3 ¥ 2:4. Consequently, although the
Lennard-Jones Interaction is not a long-range one ther-
m odynam ically speaking (indeed, =d = 6=3= 2> 1),
i can e ectively be considered as such for small clus-
ters, since all the atom s substantially interact wih all
the others.

(vl The distrdbution of the num ber of links per node
for the A bert-B arabasigrow th m odel f26 lyielding scale-
free netw orks is analytically established to be, in the sta—
tionary state, a gexponentialwith g= Pm 2 1)+ 1
p rFm 3 2r)+1 p r] 1,where m;p;r) arem i~
croscopic param eters ofthem odel. Ifwe associate to this
network an = 0 interaction per link, the just m entioned
distrbbution also represents the distribution of energies

per node. A lthough this is not the sam e distribution as
that of the energy ofm icroscopic states associated w ith
a Ham iltonian, it is neither very far from it.

(vi) A though not being m any-body problem s, kt us
m ention at this point som e results that have been ob-
tained wih the d = 2 standard map and wih ad= 4
set of two coupled standard m aps. Both system s are
conservative and sin plctic, having therefore the dynam —
ical setup of a standard Ham ittonian. The d = 4 sys-
tem has Amold di usion as soon as the nonlinear cou—
pling constant a is di erent from zero; this guarantees a
chaotic sea which is singly connected in phase space we
may say that ac = 0). The structure is m ore com plex
for the d = 2 case because no such di usion is present;
consistently, unless a is su ciently large, disconnected
chaotic \lakes" are present in the phase space; below
ac = 0:97::, closed KAM regions em erge in the prob—
Jem . The ram ark that we wish to do here is that, in
strong analogy w ith the m any-body long-range H am itto—
nian cases we have been discussing, both the d = 2 and
the d = 4 m aps present a longstanding quasistationary
states before crossing over to the stationary ones. The
crossover tin e terossover diverges when a approaches ac
from above. This is very sim ilar to what happens w ith
the above (d; ) Ham Jll:oman, for which strong num eri-
calevidence exists Ef.22.28] suggesting that terossover di
vergesas W' ¢ 1)=@1 =d)whenN ! 1 .

A though none of the (seven) factual argum ents that
we have Just presented constitutes a proof, the set of
them does provide, In our undestanding, a quie strong
suggestion that the longstanding quasistationary states
existing In long-range m any-body Ham iltonians m ight
be intim ately connected to the nonextensive statistics,
w ith g depending on basic m odel param eters such as d
and The entropic Index g would then characterize
universality classes of nonextensivity, the m ost fam ous
ofthem being naturally the g= 1, extensive, universality
class. Such viewpoint is also consistent w ith the dJSCLlS—
sion about non-G bbsian statistics presented in {29] Last
but by no m eans least, i is consistent w ith E instein’s
1910 criticiam BO] ofthe Boltzm ann pmc:p]e S=khW

(lengthily comm ented In Ref. [6] of @]

About thermm alcontact between system swith di erent val-
ues of g and the 0P principk of them odynam ics:

,We focus now on a strong and crucial statem ent In
EJ], namely "... a Boltzm ann-G bbs therm om eter would
not be abl to m easure the tam perature of a gentropic
system , and the law s of thermm odynam ics would therefore
fail to have generalvahd:ty " [ﬁl.] W e shall present here
the results B9] ofm oleculardynam ical sin ulations (us—
Ing only F = ma as m icroscopic dynam ics) which will
precisely exhibit what is claimed in [J.] to be im possibk.
W e shall fllustrate this w ith the isolated = 0 m odelof
planar rotators, and proceed through two steps.

We rstshow ([Fig.l)how the \tem perature" (de ned
as tw ice the instantaneous kinetic energy per particle) of



a relatively sm allpart ofa large system relaxes onto the
\tem perature" ofthe large system whik this is in the qua-—
sistationary regim e (w here the system hasbeen de nitely
shown to be non-Boltzm annian, and where i m ight well
be described by the g-statistics) . W e verify that the rest
of the system acts for a generic an all part of itself as a
\them ostat", in totalanalogy with what happens in BG
therm alequilibrium . T his is quite rem arkable ifwe think
that the system is in a state so di erent from them al
equilbbriuim that it even has aging!

W e then show Fig. 2) how a BG them om eter (its
Intemal degrees of freedom are those of rstneighbor—
couplkd inertial rotators, hence de nitively a g= 1 sys—
tem ) does m easure the \tem perature" of the in niel—
range-coupled inertial rotators during their quasistation—
ary state, hence where the statistics is de nitely non—
Boltzm annian. At the light of this evidence, i appears
that the 0% principle of them odynam ics is even m ore
generalthan the already in portant role that BG statisti-
calm echanics reserves for it. Naturally, the uctuations
that we ocbserve n both gures are expected to disappear
inthe W;M;N=M )! (@ ;1 ;1 ) limit.

The facts that we have m entioned up to this point
heavﬂy disqualify the essence of the critique presented
in E4] I believe, nevertheless, that it is instructive to
further analyze it.

About the existing m athem atical foundations of nonex—
tensive statisticalm echanics:

Tt is essentially claimed in [I] that i can be proved,
from the very foundations of statisticalm echanics, that
the only physically adm issble one is that of BG . It is
how ever Intriguing how such a strong statem ent m ay be
done w ithout clarly pointing the m athem atical errors
that should then exist in the available proofs of the g—
exponentialdistribution. Such proofs have been provided
by Abe and Rajqgopal B1{34); they are multiplke, mu-
tually consistent, and generalize the well known proofs
done, for BG statistics, by Damw in-Fowler (n 1922),
Khinchin (in 1949) and Balian-Balazs (in 1987), respec—
tively using the steepest—desoentm ethod BL], the law sof
large num bers 2], and the counting forthem icrocanoni-
calensamble [_3_ ]. A Il these proofs are gnored in E. The
critique therein developed outcom es severely din inished.

Sin ilarly, no mention at all is made In @] of the
ggeneralizations of Shannon 1948 theorem, and of
Khinchin 1953 theorem , which are universally considered
as part of the fundations of BG statistical m echanics
since they prove under what conditions Sy ¢ is unique.
These two ggeneralizations t_gﬁ,‘éej] analogously exhibit
the necessary and su cient conditions associated w ih
the unigueness of S4.

Finally, no m ention at all ism ade of the fact that Sq
(8g> 0) sharesw ith Sg ¢ three rem arkablem athem atical
properties that are quite hard to satisfy, especially sim ul
taneousy T hese three properties are concavity Ref. [1]
of [L , stability Bi], and niteness of entropy production

per unit tine (see E@l], am ong others). The di culy of
having such agreable m athem atical features can bem ea—
sured by the fact that Renyientropy Eq. (19) of [,
for instance, satis esnone ofthem for abitrary g> 0.

Tt is perhaps for not paying due attention to all these
theorem s that the cyclic argum ent involving Egs. (22—
26) of [I] has been inclided in the critique. Indeed,
that argum ent uses Eq. (22) to \prove" Eq. (26). Such
a oonsistency can hardly be considered as surprising
since the distrbution in Eq. (22) is currently estab-—
lished precisely using the BG entropy, ie., the form of
Eg. (26). By the way, mm ediately after Eqg. (26) we
read \provided £ (1) = £ (0) = 0, which corresponds to
the requirem ent that the entropy vanishes at T = 0".
Tt isin fact only £ (1) = 0 which is related to the van—
ishing entropy at T = 0. The property £ (0) = 0 has
In general nothing to do wih i; it is instead related
to the expansibility of the entropy, ie. the fact that
S 1ipziipw 50) = S (E1ip27 ipw ).

About existing exact solutions of anom albus Fokker—
P lanck and Langevin equations:

The standard d = 1 Langevin equation (wih a drift
coe cient and an additive noise), and the standard
d = 1 FokkerP lanck equation adm it as exact solutions
the G aussian distribution, and are usually considered
as paradigm atic m esoscopic descriptions associated w ith
BG statistical m echanics. They can be naturally gen—
eralized by also including a multiplicative noise W ith
am plitude M ) in the Langevin equation, and by con-—
sidering the so called \porousm edium equation", ie., a
nonlinear FokkerP lanck equation where the Laplacian
operator applies to the power of the distrbution. The
exact solutions of these two nontrivial (non]jnear) equa—
Uonsareq—Gauss:ans,wzthq— kM + =™ + ) _1
for the form er I40],andq— 2 < Bibrthe]atter[i
T hese suggestive m athem atical facts are ignored in EJ]

M iscellanous

T he precise form ulation of nonextensive statisticalm e—
chanics has, since 1988, evolved along tin e in what con—
cems the way of in posing the auxiliary constraints un—
der which Sq is optin ized (see Refs. [1-3] of {l)). The
paradigm atic case occurs for the canonical ensemble,
w here one m ust decide how to generalize the traditional
energy constraint. The correct m anner JS now adays ac—
oepted to be that indicated n Ref. B]of D. ie,Eqgq. (3)
of [J,] nam ely

P w
i=1Pi i

W

= Uq 3)
=155

T his particular w riting of the energy constraint has var-
jous interesting features. Let us m ention here three of
them '(ﬁ,u:ther convenient features can be found in Ref.
Blof ).



(i) It is precisely this form which em erges naturally
w ithin the steepest-descent proof Bl- of the g-statistics.
Tt isa trivialconsequence ofthe fact that deq—dx (eé 9.

(i) This particular form m akes the theory to be, in
w hat concems the energy distribution, valid up to a sin—
gk value of g, naxBeJy precisely that determm ined by the
trivial constraint ~ §_ ,p; = 1. Let us illustrate this in
the continuum Im i, for a typical exam ple where the
density of states g( ) / or ' 1 ( 2 R). Sice
Ke w ish p( ) to be nom alizable, we must In pose that

Constant ( )p( ). Sjnoep( ) / =t for 1 ’ i
mustbe + 1=(01 q)> 1, hence
a< @+ )=+ ) @)

@< 2 for the sin ple case of an asym ptotically constant
density of states, i%., = 0). The nieness of con—
straint ) Imposes _ ... d g() p(¥fltobe nie,
w hich, Interestingly enough, yieldsthe sam e upperbound
asbefore, nam ely Eq. (4). In otherwords, thism akesthe
theory to have both constraints (hom and energy) m ath—
em atically wellde ned (ie. given by nite numbers) all
the way up to a singk upper bound for g. _

(iti) T his structure (based on escort distrbutions §2))
for the energy constraint allow s the construction of a
quite general entropic orm  [@3] which is extrem ized by
the Beck-€chen superstatistics §#4], and which, quite
rem arkably, is stable [45] (lke Sq, and in variance w ith
R enyientropy) .

Since 1988, m any applications have been proposed for
the nonextensive statistics. Som e of these have been
elaborated within the 1988 way of writing the energy
constraint Ref. [1] of 'E:]), others have been elaborated
w:i:th the 1991 way of writing this constraint Ref. PR]
of [J.] and nally otherswith the 1998 way Ref. B] of
E.I]) Tt is unfortunate that the 1998 way was not ound
from the very begihning in 1988, but this is the way it
did happen (for a variety of reasons that are essentially
comm ented In Ref. B] of b:]) . Consistently, it seem s fair
to now adays restrict possible criticisn to applications in—
deed using the 1998 version. Unfrtunately, all types of
applications are criticized in b:] Independently from what
particularm anner have the author(s) adopted for the en—
ergy constraint. An Intriguing exam ple of such procedure
is the criticiam of som e 1995-1996 papers Refs. [19-21]
of 'Q:]) on the possble ggeneralization of the black-body
radiation law . T hey jndeed satisfy, as they should and as
clined i [L), the T* Stefan-Bolzmann law (explicitly
writen n Eqg. (18) of Ref. [19] of [L] . Nevertheless,
they do not escape the criticiam ! It is argued In ﬂ:] that
errors have been done in these three papers, and that, if
these errors had not been done, the papers would have
violated the T? law, and therefore they also deserve criti-
cisn . In addition to this som ew hat courageous com m ent,
no rem arks are done about the fact that all three were
published up to three yearsbefore the need for re-w riting
the energy constraint becam e clear. M ore signi cantly,

this speci c¢ criticism is ndeed intriguing since it can be
trivially shown that the T* proportionality law rem ains
the sam e rallenergy statisticaldistributions (hence not
only the BG one) as long as them icroscopic energy scales
linearly w ith the tem perature (ie., for photons, as long

as the distrbution depends on the light frequency and

the appropriate tem perature T ,only through =T).Onl
the proportionality coe cient ofthe T? law depends on

the speci c statistics.

The author of 'E:] clain s to have delivered the epis-
tem ological coup de grdce to nonextensive statistical
m echanics. Indeed, expressions like \unphysical", \m an—
ifestly incorrect", \devoid of any physical m eaning”,
\do not have any physicalm eaning", \disregarding such
basic considerations", \nonsensical", \failure of this or-
m alismn ", \inconsistencies", \inconsistent w ith the fun-
dam ental principles of themm odynam ics and statistical
m echanics", \absolutely no physical justi cation has
been given", and analogous ones, have been profuisely
used In E]. W e have essentially argued here that what
w e are facing is rather the opposite, in the sense that it is
precisely the basis of the critique In i_]:] w hich appears to
be deeply inconsistent w ith very m any, and by now well
established, physical and m athem atical facts. W e have
only addressed the main m ispaths and inadvertences
in 'E.']. There are several m ore, but the fiill consider—
ation of them all would dem and an appreciabl e ort
which, at the present m om ent, does not seam worthy.
O ur overall conclusion is that, although several in por-
tant and/or interesting points related to nonextensive
statistical m echanics still need further clari cation, this
theory undoubtedly exhbis nowadaysa sensible num ber
of physically and m athem atically consistent results. O £
course, as it has always been, only tin e will establish
its degree of scienti c utility in theoretical physics and
elsew here.
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FIG.1. Tin e evolution of the tem perature Ty icrocanonical

2K W )=N K N ) total kinetic energy) of one isolated
system started with waterbag initial conditions at (conve—
niently scaled) energy per particle equalto 069 N = 5000
rotators; green line), and of the tem perature Tcanonical
2K M )M K M) subsystem total kinetic energy) of a
partofi ™M = 500 rotators; blue line). TheM rotatorswere
chosen such that their tem perature Tcanonica1 Was initially
below (@) or above () that of the whole system . It is partic—
ularly interesting the fact that, In case (o), the tem perature
of the subsystem ofM rotators crosses the BG tem perature
Tse = 0476 wihout any particular detection of it.
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FIG .2. Tin e evolution of the tem perature Tiherm ostat

2K W )=N K N) therm ostat total kinetic energy) of
one in nitely-range-coupled large system (them ostat) started
w ith waterbag initial conditions N = 100000 rotators; green
line) and of the tem perature Tiherm om eter 2K M )=M
K ™M) therm om eter total kinetic energy) of one

rst-neighbor-coupled relatively am all system (thermm om eter)
started at M axwellian equilbriuim at a tem perature below
that of the them ostat M = 50 rotators; blue and red lines).
T he large system is in the quasistationary state (where it isag—
ing!); its (conveniently scaled) energy per particle equals 0:69.
T he them om eter-them ostat contact is assured by only one
bond per them om eter rotator, and starts at tin e teontact -
The intra-themm ostat and intra-them om eter coupling con-
stantsequalunity; the them ostat-them om eter coupling con—
stant equals 0:001. The them alization of the them om e—
ter occurs at the them ostat tem perature, and up to tine
t = 3 10°, exhibits no detection of the BG equilbbrium
tem perature Tg ¢ = 0476 . The sam e phenom enon w ith the
themm om eter initial tem perature being larger than that ofthe
themm ostat is not shown, because our num erical resuls sug—
gest that the N >> M >> 1 lin i has to be satis ed in an
even m ore stringent m anner due to the relatively large uc-
tuations of Ttherm om eter - FOr clarity, not all the points of
the curves have been represented, but they have been instead
Jogarithm ically decim ated.



