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Abstract

W ediscusspeculiaraspectsofthe�rstlaw oftherm odynam icsforsystem scharacterized by the

presence ofm eta-equilibrium quasi-stationary states for which the pertinentphase/con�guration

spaces is generally inhom ogeneous. As a consequence,the naive additivity requirem ent for ther-

m odynam icquantitiesceasesto besatis�ed.

PACS:05.30.-d,05.30.Jp

K EYW O RDS:TsallisStatistics,R�enyiStatistics,Therm odynam ics.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310263v1


IN T R O D U C T IO N

The requirem ent ofadditivity for certain therm odynam ic quantities places strict con-

straintswithregardstothesym m etriesoftheconcom itantphase(orcon�guration)spaceand

isindivisibly linked with thehom ogeneityofthesystem underconsideration,an assum ption

thatrem ainsfrequently unm entioned (possibly because itisoften ful�lled). Today,exotic

and com plex therm odynam icsystem sorprocessesarethesubjectofconsiderableattraction:

colossalm agneto-resistance m anganites,am orphous and glassy nano-clusters,high-energy

collision processes,etc.,characterized by thecom m on featureofnon-equilibrium statessta-

tionary forsigni�cantly longperiodsoftim e(com pared totypicaltim e-scalesoftheirm icro-

scopic dynam ics). Scale invariance and hierarchicalstructuresare here preserved,butthe

pertinentphase/con�guration spacesare generally inhom ogeneous. Asa consequence,the

naiveadditivity requirem entceasesto besatis�ed.

TheexistenceofN -bodysystem scharacterized bythepresenceofm eta-equilibrium quasi-

stationary states(QSS)hasbeen conclusively proven and in thesecasestraditionaltherm o-

statisticsdisplayssom eshortcom ings.Thebesttheoreticaldescription thathasbeen thusfar

obtained usesthestricturesofnon-extensivetherm ostatistics(NET)[1].Non-extensivether-

m ostatisticsisbynow considered asanew paradigm forstatisticalm echanics[2,3,4,5,6,7].

Itisbased on Tsallis’non-extensive inform ation m easure[8]

Sq = kB
1�

P
p q
n

q� 1
; (1)

where kB standsforBoltzm ann constant,to be setequalto unity herefrom ,and fpng isa

setofnorm alized probabilities.Therealparam eterq iscalled theindex ofnon-extensivity,

theconventionalBoltzm ann{Gibbsstatisticsbeing recovered in thelim itq= 1.

W e willshow in the present e�ort that for these system s,and for other that are also

am enabletoaNET description,theFirstLaw ofTherm odynam icsretainsitsstandardform ,

even ifthepertinentstateisnotoneofstandardtherm odynam icequilibrium .W ewillalsotry

to provide som einsightsin whatrefersto thepeculiarway NET describestherm odynam ic

system s.Such peculiarity partly explainssom eunfam iliarNET characteristics.

2



T H E N ET -N O R M A LIZAT IO N P R O B LEM :T M P V S.O LM

NET-theory com esin several
avors.Theliteratureon Tsallis’therm ostatisticsconsiders

threepossiblechoicesfortheevaluation ofexpectation valueswithin thenon-extensive sce-

nario.Assom eofthe(non-extensive)expectation valuesarealwaysregarded asconstraints

in theassociated q-M axEntapproach [9],threedi�erentNET-probability distributionswill

ensue.Forthesake ofcom pleteness,a briefaccountisgiven in theAppendix.W ewillem -

ploy here justone ofthem ,usually called the Tsallis{M endes{Plastino (TM P)[10]choice,

thatistoday theone preferred by m ostNET researchers. W e use it,however,in the guise

ofwhathasbeen called [11]the\optim alLagrangem ultipliers(OLM )approach".

T M P expectation values

Ifwe dealwith W m icrostates and our a prioriknowledge is that ofM expectation

values hO ji = oj (plus norm alization),the quantity to be extrem ized in order to obtain

the probability distribution fpng that describes our system according to Jaynes’M axEnt

procedurereads[10,12,13]

F = Sq[fpng]� �
(TM P)

0

 
WX

n= 1

pn � 1

!

�

MX

j= 1

�
(TM P)

j

 P
W
n= 1p

q
n ojn

P W
n0= 1p

q

n0

� hO jiq

!

; (2)

where M + 1 Lagrange m ultipliers �
(TM P)

j have been introduced (a classicallanguage is

being used forthe tim e being forsim plicity’ssake). Asa resultofthe M axEntvariational

procedure[9,12,13]one�ndsthattheTsallis’probability distribution hastheform

pn =
f 1=(1� q)
n

�Zq

; (3)

where

fn = 1�
(1� q)

P M
j= 1�

(TM P)

j

�

ojn � hO jiq

�

P W
n0= 1p

q

n0

� f
(TM P)

n ; (4)

iscalledthecon�gurationalcharacteristic(heretheTM P one) [10],thatshouldbepositivein

ordertoguaranteethattheprobabilitiespn berealforarbitraryq(Tsallis’cuto�condition[9,

14]).Thedenom inatorin Eq.(3)(related to them ultiplier�
(TM P)

0 )isgiven by

�Zq =
X

n

f
1=(1� q)

n ; (5)
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and represents a \pseudo" partition function that in the q ! 1 lim it does notyield the

conventionalpartition function Z1 but,instead,Z1 exp
�
P M

j= 1�jhO ji
�

.Letusrem ark that,

because ofTsallis’cuto� [14],the sum over states n is restricted to those forwhich fn is

positive,sinceotherwisethecondition im pliesfn � 0.

Notice also that,from Eqs.(3){(5),the TM P expression obtained for pn is explicitly

self-referential.Itisim portantto stressthatthisfactoften leadsto num ericaldi�cultiesin

concreteapplications(see,forinstance,Ref.[15]).Indeed,itobscurestheunderlyingphysics,

because the concom itantLagrange m ultiplierslose theirtraditionalphysicalm eaning [16].

Thisfactled credence to the beliefthatclassicaltherm odynam icsisrecovered only in the

q! 1 lim it[10].

T he O LM treatm ent

In order to overcom e the problem s m entioned in the last paragraph,M art��nez et al.

[11]devised a m ethod thatstraightforwardly avoidsthe selfreferentialnature ofthe TM P

probabilities. In the process they discredited the notion thatclassicaltherm odynam ics is

recovered only in theq! 1.

Thecentralideaof[11]istheintroduction ofnew,putativelyoptim alLagrangem ultipliers

(OLM ) for the Tsallis’variationalproblem . Thus, one is extrem ize the q-entropy with

centered m ean values(a legitim ateprocedure)which entailsrecasting theconstraintsin the

fashion

WX

n= 1

p
q
n

�

ojn � hO jiq

�

= 0 j= 1;:::;M ; (6)

so thatonedealsnow with

F = Sq[fpng]� �0

 
WX

n= 1

pn � 1

!

�

MX

j= 1

�j

WX

n= 1

p
q
n

�

ojn � hO jiq

�

: (7)

The ensuing m icroscopic probabilities are,form ally,stillgiven by Eqs.(3) and (5),but

Eq.(4)isreplaced by

fn = 1� (1� q)

MX

j= 1

�j

�

ojn � hO jiq

�

� f
(O LM )

n : (8)

In this way,the con�gurationalcharacteristic in OLM form does notdepend explicitly on

the setofprobabilities fpng. It is obvious that the solution ofa constrained extrem izing
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problem via thecelebrated Lagrangem ethod dependsexclusively on i)thefunctionalform

oneisdealingwith and ii)theconstraints.From am athem aticalpointofview,theLagrange

m ultipliers are just auxiliary quantities to be elim inated at the end ofthe process. As a

consequence,TM P and OLM probabilitiesshould coincide.However,from a physicalpoint

ofview theLagrangeM ultipliersareconnected with theintensivevariablesoftheproblem .

For two subsystem s in therm odynam ic equilibrium the pertinent intensive variables are

equal. Thus, the Lagrange m ultipliers are im portant quantities and one should expect

di�erences in a system ’s description as\seen" from either the TM P orthe OLM vantage

points.Ofcourse,thereexistsa straightforward m apping between thetwo descriptions[11].

However,thehandlingorm anipulation is,in theOLM instance,considerablysim pler.Notice

thatthe OLM variationalprocedure solvesdirectly forthe optim ized Lagrangem ultipliers.

Com paring the TM P and OLM approachesone realizesthatthe concom itantprobabilities

areidenticalif

�j =
�
(TM P)

j
P

W
n= 1p

q
n

= �Z q� 1
q �

(TM P)

j j= 1;:::;M ; (9)

where use has been m ade ofthe relation
P

n p
q
n = �Z 1� q

q [10,11]under the assum ption

that the available a prioridata is the sam e for both approaches. Notice that the two

associated pseudo partition functions (ifadequately expressed),do coincide,being ofthe

form �Zq = f[1+ (1� q)�0]=qg
1=(1� q),with �0 = �

(TM P)

0 .

The OLM treatm ent is com pleted with the de�nition ofthe \true" (not the pseudo)

partition function,thatdoesindeed go overto Z1 in thelim itq! 1,nam ely [11],

lnZq � ln �Zq �

MX

j= 1

�jhO jiq: (10)

Itisim portantto stressthathere,however,the corresponding TM P function [10]usesthe

so-called q-logarithm s,lnqx � (1� x1� q)=(q� 1),instead oftheordinary ones.

Now,from Eq.(10)oneisstraightforwardly led to an im portantresult [17]

@

@hO jiq

�

ln �Zq

�

= �j (11)

@

@�j
(lnZq) = � hO jiq; (12)

for j = 1;:::;M . These equations constitute the basic inform ation-theory relations in

Jaynes’version ofstatisticalm echanics[12,13].Again,noticeherethepresenceofordinary

logarithm sin theOLM instance.Instead,theTM P form ulation hasto do with generalized
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q-logarithm s. Finally,letusrem ark thatthe severalOLM applicationsthusfardeveloped

allow oneto appreciatethefactthat,unlesstwo-body interactionsareinvolved,theresults

ofclassicalproblem sofstatisticalm echanicsareindependentoftheq-value[16].Obviously,

theOLM resultscan easily betranslated into TM P languagem aking useofEq.(9).

T he O LM procedure in quantum language

Itisconvenientnow tobasethefollowingconsiderationsonaquantum fram ework.Insuch

an environm ent,the m ain toolisthe density operator �̂,thatcan be obtained by recourse

to theM axEntLagrangem ultipliers’m ethod [13].W ithin thenonextensive fram ework one

hasto extrem ize theinform ation m easure[8]

Sq[̂�]=
1� Tr(̂�q)

q� 1
; (13)

subjectto i)the norm alization requirem ent and ii)the assum ed a prioriknowledge ofthe

generalized expectation valuesof,say M ,relevantobservables,nam ely

hÔ jiq =
Tr(̂�q Ô j)

Tr(̂�q)
j= 1;:::;M : (14)

Itisim portantto recallthat,from an Inform ation Theory view-point,equilibrium ensues

when these M operators com m ute with the Ham iltonian [13]. W e do not m ake such an

assum ption here.

Thequantum constraintsarerecastin thefollowing m anner

Tr(̂�) = 1; (15)

Tr
h

�̂
q
�

Ô j � hÔ jiq

�i

= 0 j= 1;:::;M ; (16)

wheretheq-expectation valuesfhÔ 1iq;:::;hÔ M iqgconstitutetheinputaprioriinform ation.

Perform ing theconstrained extrem ization ofTsallisentropy oneobtains[11]

�̂ =
f̂ 1=(1� q)
q

�Zq

; (17)

where,iff�1;:::;�M garetheoptim alLagrangem ultipliers,and wede�neforbrevity’ssake

thegeneralized deviations

�qÔ � Ô � hÔiq; (18)
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then thequantalcon�gurationalcharacteristichastheform

f̂q = 1̂1� (1� q)

MX

j= 1

�j �qÔ j; (19)

ifthequantity in theright-hand sideof(19)ispositivede�nite,and otherwise f̂q = 0(cuto�

condition [10,14]).Thenorm alizing factorin Eq.(17)correspondsto theOLM generalized

partition function which isgiven,in analogy with theclassicalsituation,by [11,17,18,19,

22,23]

�Zq = Tr
�

f̂
1=(1� q)
q

�

= Tr

2

4 eq

0

@ �

MX

j= 1

�j �qÔ j

1

A

3

5 ; (20)

where thetrace evaluation isto beperform ed with duecaution in orderto accountforthe

Tsalliscuto� and

eq(x)� [1+ (1� q)x]1=(1� q); (21)

isa generalization oftheexponentialfunction,thatisrecovered when q! 1.

Itistobepointed outthatwithin theTM P fram eworkoneobtainsfrom thenorm alization

conditionontheequilibrium densityoperator�̂thefollowingrelationthattheOLM approach

inherits[10,11,17,18,19,22,23],nam ely,

Tr
h

f̂
1=(1� q)
q

i

= Tr
h

f̂
q=(1� q)
q

i

; (22)

which allowsone to castTsallis’entropy,afterone hasprocessed itaccording to ourcon-

strained variationaltreatm ent,in thefashion

(a): Sq = lnq

�
�Zq

�

and (b): dSq = d[lnq

�
�Zq

�

]: (23)

Forthesakeofcom pleteness,wecan writedown thegeneralized m ean valueofaquantum

operator Ô in term softhequantalcon�gurationalcharacteristicas

hÔiq =
Tr

h

f̂ q=(1� q)
q Ô

i

Tr
h

f̂
q=(1� q)
q

i : (24)

T H E FIR ST LAW O F T H ER M O D Y N A M IC S

W ewillnow revisitthe�rstlaw oftherm odynam icsfrom �rstprinciplesusing theOLM -

Tsallisform alism .W ehavealready presented som eprelim inary considerationsin [17],look-

ing forthe properform ofthe Clausiusequation in a NET context,butassum ing thatthe
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�rstlaw rem ained valid in such a case. Thislastassum ption isreasonable due to the fact

thatthislaw isnothing butenergy conservation.Anyway,theprocessdeveloped in [17]can

clearly beim proved upon,aswewilldem onstratebelow.Anothertypeof(related)analysis

was perform ed by W ang [24]using the canonicalapproach within the Curado-Tsallis for-

m alism ’sstrictures[25](seealsotheAppendix),which arenow considered ratheroutm oded.

Indeed,theCT form alism hasbeen disavowed even by itsauthors.In [24]a dependence of

the Ham iltonian with respectofexternal\displacem ents" isalso to be introduced in order

to achieve theexpected results.Thisisnotthecasehere.

ThetraditionalStatisticalM echanics’treatm entoftherm odynam ic’s�rstlaw,within the

canonicalensem bleform ulation,assum esadependenceoftheinternalenergy upon both the

density operatorand the Ham iltonian ofthesystem (seeRef.[13]).In such a form ulation,

variation with respecttothesystem ’sHam iltonian becom esthen m andatory in dealingwith

thework term .

In thiswork,however,

1.using Occam ’srazor,wewillassum ethattheinternalenergy isafunctionalofjustthe

density operator.

2.Additionally,weconsidera quitegeneralensem ble,notm erely Gibb’scanonicalone.

W e willshow then that the �rst law is recovered without any extra consideration. It is

interesting to notice that,asfarasthese authorsknow,thisisthe �rsttim e in which the

q-form ulation leadsto a therm odynam ic resultin a rathercleaner(in Occam ’sterm s)way

than thatofthetraditionalq= 1-treatm ent.

Thebasicingredientneeded forourpurposeisthede�nition ofinternalenergy (Cf.(14))

Uq =
Tr

�

�̂qĤ
�

Tr(̂�q)
: (25)

W e obtain dUq by thinking ofUq (Cf. Eq. (25))asa functionalofthe density operator

aloneand perform ing thecorresponding variations

dUq = ��[Uq]�[̂�]= ��

"

Tr(̂�qĤ )

Tr(̂�q)

#

��̂ = q
Tr

�

�̂q� 1(Ĥ � Uq)� [̂�]
�

Tr(̂�q)
; (26)

where � representsa variation and �� m eansvariation with respectto the density operator

�̂.Itisclearthatthe previousexpression isa particularcase ofthe evolution ofany m ean

value
D
bO i

E

q
with respectto thedensity operator(seeEq.(14)).In generalonehas
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d
D
bO i

E

q
= q

Tr

�

�̂q� 1
�

bO i�
D
bO i

E

q

�

� [̂�]

�

Tr(̂�q)
: (27)

Now,from theform of�̂ given by Eqs.(17),and using (19)and (20),we areallowed to

write

�̂ =

�

1̂1� (1� q)
P M

j= 1 �j

�

bO i�
D
bO i

E

q

�� 1=(1� q)

�Zq

: (28)

Itisnow easy to seethat,becauseofi)

Ĥ � Uq =
1

(1� q)�

�

1̂1� �̂
1� q �Z 1� q

q

�

�

MX

j= 2

�j

�

�

bO i�
D
bO i

E

q

�

; (29)

and ii)Eq.(27),wecan castEq.(26)in thefashion

dUq =
q

(1� q)�

 

Tr�̂q� 1��̂q

Tr�̂q
� �Z 1� q

q

Tr��̂q

Tr�̂q

!

�

MX

j= 2

�j

�
d
D
bO i

E

q
: (30)

Since[11]

Tr�̂
q = �Z 1� q

q ; (31)

the second term inside the bracketsofEq. (30)reducesitselfto Tr��̂,which,on account

ofthenorm alization condition

Tr�̂ = 1; (32)

vanishesidentically.The�rstterm can berephrased using logarithm icderivatives(and Eq.

(30))leading to

dUq =
1

(1� q)�
� (ln(Tr�̂q))�

MX

j= 2

�j

�
d
D
bO i

E

q
; (33)

so that,m inding Eq.(31)we�nally obtain

dUq =
1

�
d
�

ln �Zq

�

�

MX

j= 2

�j

�
d
D
bO i

E

q
: (34)

Rem em bering now Eq. (34) we can straightforwardly identify the \heat" and \work"

term soforthodox therm ostatistics.Ifweagreeto call
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d
0
Q q =

1

�
d
�

ln �Zq

�

(35)

dW = �

MX

j= 2

�j

�
d
D
bO i

E

q
; (36)

weobtain

dUq = d
0
Q q + dW : (37)

Rem em ber thatM = 1 corresponds to the canonicalensem ble (our a prioriknowledge is

restricted to the m ean value ofthe energy). In inform ation theoretic term s work entails

changesin theexpectation valuesofotherobservables.

It becom es now clear that we can re-form ulate the �rst law oftherm odynam ics in a

non-extensive scenario and recover expressions that resem ble the ones ofthe traditional,

extensive stage. Notice that,in the heat term ,the identi�cation with the entropy is lost!

This is so because therein a naturallogarithm ofthe partition function is involved,not a

q�logarithm ,thatwould yield thisputativeidenti�cation,since(Cf.(23))

(a): Sq = lnq

�
�Zq

�

and (b): dSq = d[lnq

�
�Zq

�

]: (38)

W ecan easily recovertheheat-entropy connection by recourseto R�enyi’sextensiveinfor-

m ation m easure

S
R
q =

1

(1� q)
ln(Tr�̂q); (39)

and recastEq.(35)as

d
0
Q q =

1

�
dS

R
q ; (40)

in term sofwhathasbeen called [27]thephysicalinversetem perature� = 1=T (seebelow).

This\physical"characterisbasedonthefactthat,appearancesnotwithstanding,theZero’th

Law ofTherm odynam icsisstrictly respected by theq-Therm ostatistics[17].

Itisinteresting to notice thatthe heatde�nition given by Eq.(35)doesnotlead to its

extensive counterpartin the lim itq ! 1 due to the factthatitiswritten in term softhe

pseudo partition function �Zq. On the otherhand the work term em erges in a quite clean

fashion,withoutextra considerations.
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C lausius Equation

W estartnow with ourClausiusconsiderationsby m aking reference to Eq.(37).Letus

restrictourselves,forthetim ebeing,totheheatterm alone,assum ing thatnowork isbeing

done.Theenergy changesjuston accountofheattransfer,i.e.,

dUq = d
0
Q q; (41)

wherethed0-notation em phasizesthefactthatthein�nitesim alquantity on therighthand

side ofEq. (41) is NOT the therm odynam ically \relevant" one (Cf. Eq. (23)(b)). This

entailsthatwe are notguaranteed thatthere existsa putative state function F such that

itsdi�erentialisthe righthand side ofEq. (41). W e speak then ofan inexactdi�erential

[26]and denoteitwith d0.

Eq.(35)istheOLM version ofClausiusequation.In writing itdown wehave

dln �Zq =
d0Q q

T
; (42)

where we have used � = 1=T. Notice the presence ofln �Zq ratherthan lnq �Zq in Eq. (34)

and com pare(Cf.Eq.(23))with therelation Sq = lnq

�
�Zq

�

.

AccordingtoEq.(42),in term softhephysicalLagrangeM ultiplier�,theTsallisform al-

ism losesthedirectidenti�cation ofitsentropy with theheatterm .Thishappensbecause,

in theconcom itantM axEnt’sapproach thatyields�̂,theconstraintsarehandled in adi�er-

entm annerthan in the TM P version [11].A directidenti�cation ofSq with the heatterm

isrecovered ifthe (\natural")TM P Lagrange M ultipliers�TM P are used instead of� (see

below).

By recourseto theconnection between ln �Zq and Tsallis’entropy Sq [11]wehavenow

(1� q)ln �Zq = ln
h

1+ (1� q)ST
q

i

; (43)

which allowsusto recastClausius’equation,given by Eq.(42),in term sofTsallis’entropy,

as
dST

q

1+ (1� q)ST
q

=
d0Q q

T
; (44)

or

dS
T
q =

d0Q q
�

T=[1+ (1� q)ST
q ]
� =

d0Q q

TTM P

11



TTM P �
�

T=[1+ (1� q)ST
q ]
�

: (45)

Eq.(44)wasderived by Abeetal.[27]in whatconstituted the�rstattem ptto reconciliate

theTM P-Tsallisform alism with equilibrium therm odynam ics.Thisresultwasnotobtained,

however,from �rstprinciplesashere,butstarting from a convenientde�nition ofthe free

energy. Notice from Eq. (45)thatwhatwe callTTM P isthe properintegrating factorfor

dST
q .Eqs.(44)-(45)were laterre-derived in a very elegantfashion by Toral[20],appealing

to the m icro-canonicalensem ble. From stillanother vantage point,the work ofYam ano

isto be highly recom m ended [21]. Therein the connection between statisticalweightsand

therm odynam icsisre-exam ined and a detailed discussion ofthe�rstlaw isundertaken that

appealsto in�nitesim alchangesin theHam iltonian.

Q uasi-stationary states?

Som e ratherinteresting conclusionscan be drawn from Eq. (44). The �rstone isthat

dST
q is notwell-de�ned atthis stage (asa state function)ifwe have to expressitin term s

ofthe intensive tem perature T. Looking atthingsfrom anotherviewpoint,we can regard

this\defective" situation asan indication that� isnotthenaturalconjugatevariabletothe

Tsallisentropy.Aswehavejustseen,ifweusetheTM P tem peratureTTM P .

�
TM P =

1

TTM P
=
@ST

q

@Uq

=
@lnq

�
�Zq

�

@Uq

; (46)

weobtain Eq.(45),thatwem ay re-baptizeastheTM P-Clausiusequation

dS
T
q =

d0Q q

TTM P
: (47)

W ereiterate:TTM P ,notT,istheproperintegratingfactorthatm akesST
q astatefunction

and,asa consequence,an exactly di�erentiablequantity in theusualfashion [26].

The sim plest therm odynam ic processes are the reversible ones that lead from a state

ofequilibrium (SOE)(see Ref. [33])to anotherSOE via a path thatrunsthrough SOEs.

A reversible process ofthis kind is characterized by the Clausius equation [26],form ally

identicalto Eq.(47)
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dS
T
q =

d0Q q

TTM P
:

As has been stated above,notice however that the TM P treatm ent deals with initial

and �nalstates characterized by \tem perature"-Lagrange m ultipliers that do not respect

the Zero’th Law [17,27]. These are then very peculiar states indeed. On the one hand,

they haveto beregarded asstationary onesfrom thepointofview ofinform ation theory,if

only theexpectation valueoftheHam iltonian isassum ed tobeknown (canonicalensem ble),

but,on the otherone,from an intuitive,therm odynam ics vantage point,they can notbe

regarded asequilibrium states(because ofthe abovem entioned Zero’th Law violation).In

thispaper,we are specially interested in these rather strange situations[34].W e conjecture

thatwehaveencounteredherequasi-stationarystates,sothatwearedealingwith areversible

processbetween quasi-stationary states. Thisisin line with the Tsallis’resultsm entioned

in theIntroduction.

T w o C lausius relations

As stated above,two nonextensive-TM P versions ofthe Clausius equation exist. The

\pure" TM P version hasalready been discussed.W epassnow to theOLM analysisofEq.

(44).In thiscasetheZero’th Law isrespected bythepertinentLagrangeM ultipliers,i.e.,we

aredealing with statesofequilibrium from the therm odynam ic pointofview.A reversible

processbetween two equilibrium stateswillbegoverned by Eq.(42):

dln �Zq =
d0Q q

T
;

whereln �Zq = SR
q isan extensive entropy and itsconjugated tem peratureT isintensive.

Ifwewereconfrontingan extensiveirreversibleprocessbetween twostatesofequilibrium ,

weshould haveinstead ofEq.(42)an equation oftheform

d(ln �Zq)=
d0Q q

T
+ diS; (48)

with an extra term diS added to the heatone representing the spontaneousproduction of

entropy.Letusonceagain focusattention upon Eq.(44)

dST
q

1+ (1� q)ST
q

=
d0Q q

T

13



ItisclearthatEqs. (42)and (44)are two m anifestationsofthe sam e equation. However,

by adequately rearranging term swecan castEq.(44)in thefashion

dS
T
q =

d0Q q

T

h

1 + (1� q)ST
q

i

=
d0Q q

T
+ diS

T
; (49)

with

diS
T = (1� q)ST

q

d0Q q

T
: (50)

The additionalterm on the right hand side of(49) vanishes for q = 1. W e face a nitid

nonextensive e�ect. Entropic changes depend notonly on the am ount ofheatexchanged

and thetem peraturebutalsoon thepreviousvalueoftheentropy.Com paringEq.(49)with

Eq.(48),thisrelation looksliketheequation fora non reversibleprocess,with an \entropy

production"(aspontaneousentropychangediS
T)characterized by1)non-extensivity(either

diS
T > 0 for 1� q > 0 or,m utatis m utandi,viceversa),2) the inform ation m easure ST

q ,

3)the heat
ow d0Q,and 4)the physicaltem perature. The non-extensivity ofthe entropy

inducesa seem ingly \irreversible" process.

W e are thus faced with the following conundrum . Clausius Law retains its traditional

aspect only ifwe use the non-physicaltem perature TTM P as an integrating factor. Ifwe

introducephysicaltem peratures,Clausiusrelationturnsinto(49).Ifthesystem isintherm al

contact with a heat reservoir,the pertinent tem perature is T,not TTM P . The system ’s

Tsallis’entropy then changesin them annerprescribed by (49).

Finally,for the sake ofillum ination let us re-analyze an irreversible process from the

standpointoftheordinary,extensivestatistics,butusingthepresentnotation.SinceR�enyi’s

entropy isextensive,we expressthe heatpartofthe �rstlaw in term softhisinform ation

m easure.Thepertinent(reversible [26])basicequation is

dS
R
q =

d0Q q

T
: (51)

Ifwewereindeedconfronting an actualextensiveirreversibleprocess,weshould haveEq.

(48)instead ofEq.(42).Re-expressing (48)in term sofTsallis’entropy wewould then get

dS
T
q =

d0Q q

T
+ diS + diS

T
; (52)

with diS
T given by Eq.(50).Itisthen apparentthat,ifwecould choosethevariablessuch

that

14



q= 1+
T

ST
q

diS

d0Q q

; (53)

then thelasttwo term sin Eq.(52)would canceland therem aining equation would read

dS
T
q =

d0Q q

T
: (54)

W esee thatin thecaseofa bona �deirreversible processbetween two statesofequilib-

rium ,a properchoice ofthevariablescould turn itinto a reversible onein term sofTsallis

entropy.Thisan interesting characteristic oftheTM P-Tsallisform alism thathasnotbeen

exploited yet.

C O N C LU SIO N S

W orking within the stricturesofnon-extensive therm ostatistics,we have re-derived the

�rstLaw ofTherm odynam icsfrom �rstprinciplesand proved thatthe assum ptionsm ade

by [27]were indeed the correctones. W e have showed thatthe non-extensive environm ent

allowsonetoperform thederivation in ageneralensem bleand withoutthenecessity ofusing

an explicitdependence on theHam iltonian,nora posteriordependence oftheHam iltonian

on the externalcontrolvariables. The present work can also be regarding as erecting a

solid platform fora properunderstanding (alwayswithin thenon-extensivescenario)ofthe

Zeroth’law,asdonein [17],aworkin which onetacitlyassum esthevalidityofFirstLaw.As

farweknow,thisisthe�rsttim ein which,working within a non extensivetherm ostatistics

fram ework,heat-and work-term s are obtained in a naturalm anner without any ad-hoc

consideration.

Finally,weperform ed adetailed analysisofClausiusequation from theq-therm ostatistics

viewpointforboth non-hom ogeneousand hom ogeneoussystem s.Sum m ing up

1.a non-extensive reversible processcan beachieved between o�-equilibrium states.

2.an extensivereversibleprocessisequivalent,in som ecircum stances,toanon extensive

irreversible one. The pertinent,explicitexpression forthe \irreversible" term can be

castin term sofwell-de�ned quantities.
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3.a particularconnection between the pertinentvariablesofthe problem can beestab-

lished thatallowsTsallis’non-extensivestatisticsto\regard"an extensiveirreversible

processasisitwerea reversible one.

It is also to be noticed that,with reference to Eqs. (36),the form alism allows one to

reinterpret,in inform ation-theoreticterm s,them eaningofheatand work,accordingofwhat

typo ofa prioriknowledge isavailable.Ifthisisrestricted to the m ean value ofenergy,its

associated changes are called heat. If,additionally,other expectation values are a priori

known,theirchangesarecalled work.
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A P P EN D IX :N O R M A LIZAT IO N C H O IC ES

W ewillem ploy here,forthesakeofsim plicity,aclassicalnotation.Considerthephysical

quantity O thatin the m icrostate n (n = 1;:::;W )adoptsthe value on. Letpn stand for

them icroscopicprobability forthem icrostaten.Theexpectation valueofO isevaluated in

theliteratureaccording to threedistinctrecipes,denoted hereby hO i(1),hO i(2) and hO i(3),

and referred to henceforth asthe�rst[8],second [25],and third choice[7,10],respectively.

1.The�rstchoice

hO i
(1) =

WX

n= 1

pn on; (55)
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wastheconventionalone,used by Tsallisin hissem inalpaper[8].

2.Thesecond choice

hO i
(2) =

WX

n= 1

p
q
n on; (56)

was regarded as the canonicalone untilquite recently [25]and is the only one that

isguaranteed to yield,always,an analyticalsolution to theassociated M axEntvaria-

tionalproblem [28].Notice,however,thattheaveragevalueoftheidentity operatoris

notequalto one.Elaborated studieshavebeen perform ed using this\Curado{Tsallis


avor" [29,30,31,32].

3.Finally,nowadaysm ostauthorsconsiderthatthethird choice[7,10],usually denoted

as the Tsallis{M endes{Plastino (TM P) one,is the m ost appropriate de�nition. It

reads

hO i
(3) =

P W
n= 1p

q
n on

P W
n0= 1p

q

n0

� hO iq: (57)

Asstated above,thesede�nitionsaretobeem ployed inordertoaccom m odatetheavailablea

prioriinform ation and thusobtain thepertinentprobabilitydistribution viaJaynes’M axEnt

approach [12,13],extrem izing theq-entropy Sq subjecttonorm alization
�
P W

n= 1pn = 1
�

and

priorknowledgeofasetofM nonextensiveexpectation valuesfhO ji
(�);j= 1;:::;M g,with

� =1,2,or3.
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