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N onextensive statisticalm echanics: A briefintroduction
�

Constantino Tsallisand Edgardo Brigattiy

Centro Brasileiro de PesquisasF��sicas

Rua XavierSigaud 150,22290-180 Rio de Janeiro-RJ,Brazil.

Abstract

Boltzm ann-G ibbs statistical m echanics is based on the entropy SB G =

� k
P W

i= 1pilnpi. Itenablesa successfultherm alapproach ofubiquitoussys-

tem s,such asthose involving short-range interactions,m arkovian processes,

and,generally speaking,those system swhose dynam icaloccupancy ofphase

space tendsto be ergodic. Forsystem swhose m icroscopic dynam icsism ore

com plex,itisnaturalto expectthatthedynam icaloccupancy ofphasespace

willhave a lesstrivialstructure,forexam ple a (m ulti)fractalorhierarchical

geom etry. The question naturally ariseswhetheritispossible to study such

system s with concepts and m ethods sim ilar to those ofstandard statistical

m echanics. The answer appears to be yes for ubiquitous system s,but the

conceptofentropy needsto be adequately generalized. Som e classesofsuch

system s can be satisfactorily approached with the entropy Sq = k
1�
P W

i= 1
p
q

i

q�1

(with q 2 R , and S1 = SB G ). This theory is som etim es referred in the

literature as nonextensive statisticalm echanics. W e provide here a briefin-

troduction to theform alism ,itsdynam icalfoundations,and som eillustrative

applications.In addition to these,weillustratewith a few exam plesthecon-

�Invited paper to appear in Extensive and non-extensive entropy and statisticalm echanics, a

topicalissueofContinuum M echanicsand Therm odynam ics (2003),edited by M .Sugiyam a.
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ceptofstability (orexperim entalrobustness)introduced by B.Leschein 1982

and recently revisited by S.Abe.

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

Therm odynam ics is based on two pillars: energy and entropy. The �rst one concerns

(dynam icalor m echanical) possibilities;the second one concerns the probabilities ofthose

possibilities. The �rstone ism ore basic,and clearly dependson the physicalsystem (clas-

sical,quantum ,relativistic,orany other);the second one ism ore subtle,and reects the

inform ation upon thephysicalsystem .Itisobviousthatthe�rstone,theenergy,isdirectly

associated with the speci�c system ,characterized for exam ple by its Ham iltonian (which

includes possible inertialterm s,possible interactions,possible presence ofexternal�elds).

Itism uch less obvious thatthe sam e seem s to happen with the second one,the entropy.

Itwaslong believed thatthem icroscopic expression ofthephysicalentropy had to beuni-

versal,i.e.,system -independent(excepting forthetrivialfactthatithasto depend on W ).

M oreprecisely,ithad to be,forallsystem s,thewellknown one,nam ely

SB G (fpig)= �k

WX

i= 1

pilnpi; (1)

with itscelebrated expression forequalprobabilities

SB G (pi= 1=W ;8i)= klnW ; (2)

W being the totalnum ber ofpossibilities ofthe system under overallrestrictions such as

itstotalenergy,totalnum berofparticles,and sim ilarones.However,thiswidespread belief

ofuniversality appears to have no rigorous basis. Indeed,it appears nowadays that the

concept ofphysicalinform ation,and its m icroscopic expression in term s ofprobabilities,

m ust be adapted to the system aboutwhich itisproviding inform ation,pretty m uch like

im pedances ofinterconnected circuits have to be sim ilar in order to have an e�cient and

usefulcom m unication. Expressions(1)and (2)are so com m only used because m ostofthe
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system s whose therm alproperties are studied belong to the type involving (strong)chaos

in its m icroscopic dynam ics,i.e.,positive Lyapunov exponents. There is no fundam ental

reason forwhich thesam eexpression should necessarily beused forsystem sinvolving say a

vanishingLyapunov spectrum ,i.e.,forsystem sexhibitingweakchaos.Indeed,such system s,

ifisolated,m ight have serious di�culties in satisfying the ergodic hypothesis during the

observationaltim eofphysicalm easures.

Itisclearthattheabovestatem entsaboutthenonuniversality ofthem icroscopicexpres-

sionfortheentropyarebynom eansself-evident.Itisthroughavarietyofrecentveri�cations

thatwe have com e to such possibility. The presentpaperfocuseson som e ofthisgrowing

evidence.If,however,SB G isnotuniversal,how to generalizeit? No logical-deductivepath

everexisted forproposing a new physicaltheory,orforgeneralizing a pre-existing one. In

fact,such proposalfrequently | perhaps always | occurs on a m etaphoricalbasis. The

analysisofthestructure oftheBG theory providesusa m etaphorforform ulating a statis-

ticalm echanicswhich m ightbem orepowerfulthan theonewealready have thanksto the

geniusofBoltzm ann,Gibbs,and others.Itisperhapsworthy atthisstagetoexplicitly insist

thatwearetalking ofageneralization oftheBG theory,by no m eansofan alternativeto it.

W ithoutfurtherdelays,letusconstruct[1]a statisticalm echanics based on the following

expression fortheentropy:

Sq(fpig)= k
1�

P W
i= 1p

q

i

q� 1
(q2 R ;S1 = SB G ); (3)

with thefollowing expression forequalprobabilities

Sq(pi= 1=W ;8i)= k
W 1�q � 1

1� q
� klnqW (ln1W = lnW ): (4)

IfA and B aretwo independentsystem s(i.e.,pA + Bij = pAip
B
j ),weverify that

Sq(A + B )

k
=
Sq(A)

k
+
Sq(B )

k
+ (1� q)

Sq(A)

k

Sq(B )

k
; (5)

hence subextensivity (superextensivity) occurs ifq > 1 (q < 1). Furtherm ore,it can be

shown thatthenonnegativeentropy Sq isconcave(convex)forq> 0 (q< 0).

3



Underappropriate canonicalconstraint(in addition to the trivialone
P W

i= 1pi = 1),the

entropy (3)isoptim ized (m axim ized forq > 0,and m inim ized forq < 0)by the following

distribution [1{3]

pi=
e��

0E i
q

P W
j= 1e

�� 0E j

q

; (6)

where E i is the energy of the i� th m icroscopic state, �0 plays the role of an inverse

tem perature,and the q-exponentialfunction isde�ned asthe inverse ofthe lnqx function,

i.e.,exq � [1+ (1� q)x]
1

1� q (ex
1
= ex).A setofm ini-reviewson the subjectcan be found in

[4].The m ain propertiesofthetheory,aswellasitsconnection with therm odynam ics,are

thereexplained with greatdetail.

II.D Y N A M IC A L FO U N D AT IO N S

Itisclearthatfortheabovetheory to becom pleteweneed to indicatehow theentropic

index q can in principle be calculated a priorifor a given system . Consistently with the

ideasofEinstein [5],Krylov [6],Cohen [7],Baranger[8],and m any others,the value ofq

m ustbehidden in them icroscopic(orm esoscopic)dynam icsofthesystem .A largeam ount

ofexam ples enable to illustrate that itis indeed so. W e shallrestrict here to just one of

them ,a very sim ple one,nam ely the fam ily oflogistic m aps.M any otherscan be found in

[4].

Considertheone-dim ensionaldissipative m ap

xt+ 1 = 1� ajxtj
z (0� a � 2;z> 1); (7)

with �1 � xt � 1 and t = 0;1;2;::. A value ac(z) exists for this m ap (e.g.,ac(2) =

1:401155:::) such that for a > ac(z) (a < ac(z)) the Lyapunov exponent �1 tends to be

positive (negative). At the edge ofchaos,a = ac(z),the Lyapunov exponent precisely

vanishes.Forallvaluesofasuch thattheLyapunovexponentexponentisdi�erentfrom zero,

we have thatthe sensitivity to the initialconditions � � lim � x(0)! 0[�x(t)=�x(0)]= e �1t.
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Butatac(z)we have � = e�qsen tqsen
[9{11],with �qsen(z)> 0,and qsen(z)varying from �1 to

alm ostunity,when z variesfrom unity to in�nity (sen standsforsensitivity).Forexam ple

qsen(2)= 0:2445::: (8)

Thissam evaluecan befound through aconnection with m ultifractalgeom etry.Ifwedenote

by f(�)the m ultifractalfunction,and � m in and �m ax the two values of� at which f(�)

vanishes,wecan argue[12]that

1

1� qsen(z)
=

1

�m in(z)
�

1

�m ax(z)
=
(z� 1)ln�F (z)

ln2
; (9)

where�F (z)isthez-generalization oftheFeigenbaum universalconstant.

The sam e value qsen(z)can be found through a third m ethod,nam ely by studying the

entropy production perunittim e. W e partition the [�1;1]x intervalin W little windows.

W e choose one ofthem and place (random ly or regularly) M initialconditions inside it.

W e then follow those pointsasa function in tim e,and getthe setofoccupation num bers

fM i(t)g (
P W

i= 1M i(t)= M ).W ethen de�nea probability setthrough pi(t)� M i(t)=M (8i),

and calculate Sq(t)=k using Eq. (3),and �xing som e value for q. W e then average over

allinitialwindows (or a large num ber ofthem random ly chosen,which turns out to be

num erically equivalent),and obtain hSqi(t)=k.W e�nally de�netheentropy production per

unittim e asfollows

K q � lim
t! 1

lim
W ! 1

lim
M ! 1

hSqi(t)=k

t
: (10)

Thisconceptessentially reproducestheso called Kolm ogorov-Sinaientropy although gener-

alized forarbitrary valueofq.TheequivalentoftheusualKolm ogorov-Sinaientropy (which

is fact not an entropy but an entropy production) is recovered for q = 1. W e can verify

forthe z-logisticm ap thatK q vanishes(diverges)forq> qsen (q< qsen),and thatK qsen is

�nite,and coincidentwith �qsen (q-generalization ofPesin theorem [9{11,13]).

Itis�nally possibletorecoverqsen through aforth m ethod,nam ely through theLebesgue

m easure shrinking:see[14,15]fordetails.
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Through thisexam ple ofthe logistic m apswe have illustrated m any relevantconcepts

concerningtheindex qand thedynam icalfoundationsofnonextensivestatisticalm echanics.

One orotherofthese concepts,aswellasa few som ewhatdi�erent,have been shown for

quantum chaos[16],cerclem aps[17],Henon m ap [18],standard m aps[19,20],latticeLotka-

Volterra m odel[21],lattice Boltzm ann m odelforthe Navier-Stokesequations[22],growth

offree-scale networks [23](the distribution turns out to be a q-exponential),long-range-

interacting m any-body Ham iltonian classicalferrom agnets[24{33],Lennard-Jonesclusters

[34](thedistributionsarein factq-exponentials),transportin quantum opticallattice[35],

correlated [36],L�evy-like [37]and other anom alous di�usions [38,39],m ultiplicative noise

[40]and dichotom iccolored noise[41]Langevin-likedi�usions,am ong others.

III.SO M E A P P LIC AT IO N S

The above theory has been applied in the literature to a large variety ofsystem s,in

addition to theoneswehavejustm entioned.Som eofthoseattem ptsusevariousdegreesof

phenom enology,the q index being obtained from �tting ofexperim entalorcom putational

available data. This is ofcourse notan intrinsic necessity,but ratherthe consequence of

the ignorance ofthe exactm icroscopic orm esoscopic dynam ics ofthe naturalorarti�cial

system thatisfocused.

Exam plesthathave been analyzed include re-association in folded proteins[42],uxes

ofcosm ic rays[43],turbulence [44{46],�nance and econom ics[47],electron-positron anni-

hilation [48],m otion ofHydra cells[49],epilepsy [50],linguistics[51],nuclearphysics [52],

astrophysics[53],distributionsin m usic[54],urban agglom erations[55],internetphenom ena

[56],am ong others.

Finally,a specialm ention deserve the num erousapplicationsthathave been done [57]

in algorithm sforglobaloptim ization (e.g.,thegeneralized sim ulated annealing)and related

com putationalm ethods.
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IV .STA B ILIT Y O R EX P ER IM EN TA L R O B U ST N ESS

Lesche introduced [58]two decadesago a quite interesting property thatSB G satis�es.

Henam ed thisproperty stability.However,in a recentprivateconversation,oneofus(CT)

proposed to him the use ofthe denom ination experim entalrobustness instead. He agreed

thatsuch denom ination reected betterthephysicalcontentofthem athem aticalproperty

hehad him selfintroduced.In addition to this,theexpression \stability" m ightbeconfused

with \therm odynam icalstability",which has to do with the concavity ofthe entropy,a

com pletely di�erent and independent property. W e shalltherefore use either stability or

experim entalrobustnessindistinctively.Thisproperty wasfurtherdiscussed recently by Abe

[59,60].In thepresentSection,weshallillustratethepropertyin afew typicalcases,and will

even startanalyzing the possibility ofenlarging itto m etricsotherthan the one originally

used in [58]. The property consists in a speci�c kind ofcontinuity. Iftwo probability

distributionsare close to each other(which correspondsto slightly di�erentrealizationsof

a given experim ent),thisisexpected to correspond to a relatively sm alldiscrepancy in any

physicalfunctionaloftheprobability distribution,in particularin theentropy.

Them athem aticalexpression ofthisbasicproperty follows.W e�rstintroduceadistance

d� � jjp� p0jj� between two probability setsfpig and fp0ig associated with thesam esystem :

d� �
h WX

i= 1

jpi� p
0
ij
�
i1=�

(�� 1): (11)

Lesche used � = 1;we shallenlarge here his de�nition (e.g.,� = 2 corresponds to the

Pithagorean distance). The interval0 < � < 1 also de�nes a quantity which could be

tem ptatively thought as m easuring distances. However it does not constitute a m etric,

becauseitviolatesthetriangularinequality.W eshallthereforenotconsiderthatpossibility

atthepresentstage.

W ede�nenow therelative discrepancy R oftheentropy asfollows:

R �
S(fpig)� S(fp0ig)

Sm ax

; (12)
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where Sm ax is the m axim alvalue that the entropy under consideration can attain. For

instance,them axim alvalueforSB G isklnW .

W ewillsay thatS is�-stable(orexperim entally �-robust)ifand only if,forany given

�> 0,a �� > 0 existssuch that,independently from W ,

d� � �� =) jRj< �: (13)

Thisim plies,in particular,thatlim d� ! 0lim W ! 1 R(d�;W )= 0 (lim W ! 1 lim d� ! 0R(d�;W )

alwaysvanishes).

Letusapply de�nition (13)tothepresentnonextensiveentropy Sq,totheRenyientropy

SR
q � ln

P W
i= 1p

q

i=(q� 1)= ln[1+ (1� q)Sq=k]=(1� q),tothenorm alized nonextensiveentropy

[61]SN
q � Sq=

P W
i= 1p

q

i = Sq=[1+ (1� q)Sq=k],and totheescortentropy SE
q de�ned asfollows

[3]:

S
E
q (fpig)= k

1� (
P W

j= 1p
1=q

j )�q

q� 1
(14)

This entropy em erges from Sq(fpig)where we do the escort transform ation,nam ely pi =

P
1=q

i =
P W

j= 1P
1=q

j ,and then,forconvenience,renam ePi! pi.

Lesche showed [58]thatSB G is1-stable and thatSR
q isnotforany q 6= 1. Abe showed

[59,60]that Sq is 1-stable for allq > 0,whereas SN
q is not for any value ofq 6= 1. W e

shallillustrate here these facts,including the case � > 1. In addition to this,we shall

also illustrate thatneither SE
q is1-stable. To do so we shallconsider,following Abe,two

typicalcases,from now on referred toasquasi-certainty(QC)and asquasi-equal-probabilities

(QEP).

Thequasi-certainty caserefersto thefollowing:

p1 = 1;pi= 0(8i6= 1); (15)

and

p
0
1 = 1�

�

2
;p0i=

�

2

1

W � 1
(8i6= 1); (16)

8



hence

d� =
��

2

�h

1+
1

(W � 1)��1

i1=�

; (17)

consequently

�=
2d�

h

1+ 1

(W �1)� � 1

i1=�
: (18)

W e verify that d1 = � independs from W ,whereas,for � > 1,d� depends from W ,and

lim W ! 1 d� = �=2 (8�> 1).

Thequasi-equal-probabilitiescasereferto thefollowing:

p1 = 0;pi=
1

W � 1
(8i6= 1); (19)

and

p
0
1
=
�

2
;p0i=

�

1�
�

2

� 1

W � 1
; (20)

hence

d� =
�

2

h

1+
1

(W � 1)��1

i1=�

; (21)

consequently

�=
2d�

h

1+ 1

(W �1)� � 1

i1=�
: (22)

Once again we verify thatd1 = � independsfrom W ,whereas,for�> 1,d� dependsfrom

W ,and lim W ! 1 d� = �=2(8�> 1).Noticethat,forthisQEP case,theresultsin Eqs.(21)

and (22)turn outtoexactly coincidewith thosecorresponding totheQC case,nam ely Eqs.

(17)and (18).

W em ay now calculate,asfunctionsof(�;W ;�;q)and forboth quasi-certainty and quasi-

equal-probabilities cases,the quantities R q,R R
q ,R

N
q and R E

q ,respectively associated with

theentropicfunctionalsSq,SR
q ,S

N
q and SE

q .W eobtain thefollowing results:

R q = �
(1� �=2)q + (�=2)q(W � 1)1�q � 1

W 1�q � 1
(QC) (23)

9



R q =
(W � 1)1�q � (�=2)q � (1� �=2)q(W � 1)1�q

W 1�q � 1
(QE P) (24)

R
R
q = �

ln[(1� �=2)q + (�=2)q(W � 1)1�q ]

(1� q)lnW
(QC) (25)

R
R
q =

(1� q)ln(W � 1)� ln[(�=2)q + (1� �=2)q(W � 1)1�q ]

(1� q)lnW
(QE P) (26)

R
N
q = �

1� 1=[(1� �=2)q + (�=2)q(W � 1)1�q ]

1� W q�1
(QC) (27)

R
N
q =

1=[(�=2)q + (1� �=2)q(W � 1)1�q ]� (W � 1)q�1

1� W q�1
(QE P) (28)

R
E
q = �

1� [(1� �=2)1=q + (W � 1)(�=2)1=q(W � 1)�1=q ]�q

W 1�q � 1
(QC) (29)

R
E
q =

(W � 1)1�q � [(�=2)1=q + (W � 1)(1� �=2)1=q(W � 1)�1=q ]�q

W 1�q � 1
(QE P) (30)

Alltheseratioscan beexpressed asexplicitfunctionsof(d�;W ;�;q)ifweuseEqs.(18,22).

W e present typicalexam ples in Fig. 1 for SB G , and in Figs. 2 and 3 for its four

generalizations.W enoticein Figs.2 and 3 thatonly R q satis�es(13)foralltheexam ples;

R R
q violates(13)forQC with q< 1,and forQEP with q> 1;R N

q violates(13)forQC with

q < 1,and forQEP with q > 1;R E
q violates (13)forQEP with q < 1,and forQC with

q> 1.

At this point,let us m ake a rem ark about the � > 1 m etrics. This class ofdistance

satis�es,asalready m entioned,thetriangularinequality.Thisiswhy wehaveconsidered it

untilnow. However,itpresentsan inconvenientpeculiarity. Letusillustrate thisthrough

thefollowing exam ple(assum ing W even):

pi= 0(i= 1;2;:::;
W

2
);pi=

2

W
(i=

W

2
+ 1;

W

2
+ 2;:::;W ); (31)

and
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p
0
1 =

�

2

2

W
(i= 1;2;:::;

W

2
);p0i=

�

1�
�

2

� 2

W
(i=

W

2
+ 1;

W

2
+ 2;:::;W ); (32)

hence

d� = �W
(1��)=�

: (33)

AsfortheQC andQEP casesconsidered above,d1 = �.But,for�> 1andW ! 1 ,d� ! 0.

Consequently,although fpig6= fp0ig,theirdistanced� vanishes,aquiteinconvenientfeature.

W ethusverify thatd1 isvery specialindeed,sinceitdoesnotdepend on W .

Finally,in order that it becom es clear that stability is a property independent from

concavity,we represent,in Fig. 4,typicalcases(nam ely those associated with the W = 2

system )ofallfourgeneralizationsofSB G considered here. W e notice thatonly Sq satis�es

concavity forallvaluesofq > 0;SR
q and SN

q are concave for0 < q � 1,butnotforq > 1;

SE
q isconcaveforq� 1,butnotfor0< q< 1.

V .C O N C LU SIO N

W e have provided a briefintroduction to nonextensive statisticalm echanics and to its

connectionsto therm odynam ics,aswellasa few explanationsaboutitsdynam icalfounda-

tions. Variousapplicationshave been m entioned,and the readerisreferred to the appro-

priate referencesforfurtherdetails. M any interesting open questionsrem ain to be further

investigated. Am ong them ,let us m ention the subtle,and yet not com pletely clari�ed,

connection between thepresentideasand long-range-interacting Ham iltonians.

In Section IV we have addressed the property ofstability (orexperim entalrobustness)

introduced by Leschein 1982.W ehaveillustrated,fortypicalcasesand m etrics,thegeneric

validity ofthisproperty forthe nonextensive entropy Sq,aswellasitsnonvalidity forthe

(extensive) Renyientropy SR
q ,for the norm alized nonextensive entropy SN

q ,and for the

escortnonextensive entropy SE
q .In addition to this,wehavealso illustrated thevalidity or

nonvalidity oftheconcavity property forthesam eentropicform s.
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Lastbutnotleast,the history ofsciencesteachesusthatallattem ptsofinnovation in

thescienti�ctheorieshavebeen thesubjectofobjectionsorcriticalcom m ents.Thepresent

attem ptisno exception. W e m ay m ention the critique in [62],counterbalanced in [63{65],

the critique in [66],counterbalanced in [30,31],and the critique in [67],counterbalanced in

[38,47].
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