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Abstract
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INTRODUCTION

The requirem ent of additivity for certain them odynam ic quantities places strict con—
straintsw ith regardsto the sym m etries ofthe concom itant phase (orcon guration) space and
is Indivisbly linked w ith the hom ogeneity of the system under consideration, an assum ption
that rem ains frequently unm entioned (possbly because it is often fiill Iled). Today, exotic
and ocom plex therm odynam ic system s or processes are the sub ct of considerable attraction:
colossal m agneto-—resistance m anganites, am orphous and glassy nano—clusters, high-energy
collision processes, etc., characterized by the comm on feature of non-equilbbrium states sta—
tionary for signi cantly long periods oftin e (com pared to typicaltin e-scales of theirm icro—
soopic dynam ics). Scale invariance and hierarchical structures are here preserved, but the
pertihent phase/con guration spaces are generally inhom ogeneous. A s a consequence, the
naive additivity requirem ent ceases to be satis ed.

T he existence 0fN body system s characterized by the presence ofm eta-equillboriim quasi-
stationary states Q SS) hasbeen conclusively proven and in these cases traditional them o—
statistics displays som e shortcom Ings. T he best theoretical description that hasbeen thus far
obtained uses the strictures of non-extensive them ostatistics NET) [L]. N on-extensive ther-
m ostatistics isby now considered asa new paradigm for statisticalm echanics B, 3,4,'3,'6, 71.

It isbased on T sallis’ non-extensive infom ation m easure Eﬂ

P
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where kg stands for Boltzm ann constant, to be set equal to uniy herefrom , and fp,g isa
set of nom alized probabilities. T he realparam eter g is called the index of non-extensivity,
the conventional B oltzm ann {G ibbs statistics being recovered in the lim it g= 1.

W e will show In the present e ort that for these system s, and for other that are also
am enablkto aNET description, the F irst Law of T herm odynam ics retains its standard form ,
even ifthe pertinent state is not one of standard therm odynam ic equilibrium . W ew illalso try
to provide som e Insights In what refers to the peculiarway NET describes them odynam ic

system s. Such peculiarity partly explains som e unfam iliar NET characteristics.



THE NETNORMALIZATION PROBLEM :TMP VS.OLM

NET -theory com es In several avors. T he literature on T sallis’ themm ostatistics considers
three possble choices for the evaluation of expectation values w ithin the non-extensive sce—
nario. A s som e of the (nhon-extensive) expectation values are alw ays regarded as constraints
in the associated gM axEnt approach [], three di erent NE T -probability distrbutions w i1l
ensue. For the sake of com pleteness, a brief acoount is given in the Appendix. W e willem —
ploy here Just one of them , usually called the T sallis{M endes{P lastino (IMP) {10] choice,
that is today the one preferred by m ost NET researchers. W e use i, however, in the guise
of what hasbeen called [I1] the \optin al Lagrange m ultipliers (O LM ) approach".

TM P expectation values

If we deal with W m icrostates and our a priori know ledge is that of M  expectation
values IO yi = o5 (plus nom alization), the quantity to be extrem ized In order to cbtain
the probability distribution fp,g that describes our system according to Jaynes’ M axEnt
procedure reads {10,132, 13]
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being used for the tin e being for sim plicity’s sake). A s a result of the M axEnt varational

where M + 1 Lagrange mulipliers have been introduced (a classical language is

procedure {9, 12,13] one nds that the T sallis’ probability distribution has the form
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iscalled the con gurationaldharacteristic herethe TM P one) [t_L-g], that should be positive In

order to guarantee that the probabilities p, be real orarbitrary q (T sallis’ cuto  condition [,

(TMP)

14]). The denom fnator in Eq. @) (related to themuliplier | ) is given by

X
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and represents a \pseudo" partition finction that in the g ! 1 Iim it does not yield the

P
conventionalpartition finction Z, but, nstead, Z; exp & ;M0 31 . Let us ram ark that,

=1

because of T sallis’ cuto  [14], the sum over states n is restricted to those for which £, is
positive, since otherw ise the condition Implies £, 0.

Notice also that, from Egs. @){ @), the TM P expression cbtained for p, is explicitly

selfreferential. Tt is in portant to stress that this fact often leads to num ericaldi culties in

concrete applications (see, for instance, Ref. [1§]) . Indeed, it cbscures the underlying physics,
because the concom itant Lagrange m ultipliers lose their traditional physical m eaning [14].
This fact led credence to the belief that classical thermm odynam ics is recovered only in the
g! 1lmi {0l

The OLM treatm ent

In order to overcom e the problam s m entioned in the last paragraph, M art nez et al
11] devised a m ethod that straightforwardly avoids the self referential nature of the TM P
probabilities. In the process they discredited the notion that classical them odynam ics is
recovered only in theg! 1.

T he centralidea of [I1] isthe introduction ofnew , putatively optin alLagrangem ultipliers
OLM ) for the Tsallis’ varational problm . Thus, one is extrem ize the gentropy with

centered m ean values (@ legitim ate procedure) which entails recasting the constraints in the

fashion
i] . .
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The ensuing m icroscopic probabilities are, fomm ally, still given by Egs. @) and ), but
Eq. () is replaced by

£.=1 @ 9 ;o5 Mgl £0F): 8)
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In this way, the con gurational characteristic in OLM fom does not depend explicitly on
the set of prokabilities fp,g. It is cbvious that the solution of a constrained extrem izing



problem via the celkbrated Lagrange m ethod depends exclusively on i) the functional form
one isdealing w ith and ii) the constraints. From am athem aticalpoint ofview , the Lagrange
m ultipliers are just auxiliary quantities to be elim inated at the end of the process. As a
consequence, TM P and O LM probabilities should coincide. H owever, from a physical point
ofview the Lagrange M ultipliers are connected w ith the intensive variables of the problam .
For two subsystem s In them odynam ic equilbrium the pertinent intensive variables are
equal. Thus, the Lagrange mulipliers are In portant quantities and one should expect
di erences In a system ’s description as \seen" from either the TM P or the O LM vantage
points. O foourse, there exists a straightforward m apping between the two descriptions [11].
H owever, the handling orm anipulation is, n the O LM Instance, considerably sim pler. N otice
that the O LM variational procedure solves directly for the optin ized Lagrange m ultipliers.
Comparing the TM P and OLM approaches one realizes that the concom itant probabilities
are dentical if

j=1;::5M ; ©)

where use has been m ade of the relation 2Pt = 2, 9 [0, 11] under the assum ption
that the availabl a prori data is the sam e for both approaches. Notice that the two
associated pseudo partition functions (if adequately expressed), do coincide, being of the
form Zg= fll+ @ q oFag® ?,with o= "7,

The OLM treatm ent is com pleted with the de nition of the \true" (ot the pssudo)

partition function, that does indeed go overto Z; I the limit g ! 1, namely 1],

Tt is in portant to stress that here, however, the corresponding TM P function [10] uses the

so—called g-dogarithm s, Ing x 1 x' 9= @ 1), nstead of the ordinary ones.

Now, from Eq. {lQ) one is straightforwardly kd to an inportant result [17]
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for § = 1;:::;M . These equations constitute the basic nfom ation-theory relations in
Jaynes’ version of statisticalm echanics {12, 13]. A gain, notice here the presence of ordinary
logarithm s in the OLM instance. Instead, the TM P form ulation has to do w ith generalized



g-logarithm s. F nally, ket us rem ark that the ssveral O LM applications thus far developed
allow one to appreciate the fact that, unlss twobody interactions are involved, the resuls
of classical problem s of statisticalm echanics are independent of the gvalue {[6]. O bviously,
the OLM results can easily be transhted into TM P language m aking use ofEq. (9).

The OLM procedure in quantum language

Tt isconvenient now tobase the follow Ing considerationson a quantum fram ework. In such
an environm ent, the m ain tool is the density operator *, that can be obtained by recourse
to the M axEnt Lagrange m ultipliers’ m ethod 13]. W ithin the nonextensive fram ew ork one

has to extrem ize the inform ation m easure [§]

1 Tr ("9 .
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sub ect to 1) the nom alization requirem ent and ii) the assum ed a priori know ledge of the
generalized expectation values of, say M , relevant cbservables, nam ely

}:(j\.' —w 1= Jssees M - (14)
jlq_ Tr(Aq) J= Jeey :

Tt is in portant to recall that, from an Infom ation T heory view -point, equilbbrium ensues

when these M operators comm ute w ith the Ham ittonian {13]. W e do not m ake such an

assum ption here.

The quantum constraints are recast in the follow ing m anner

Tr (™) = 1; 15)
h N N i
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Perform ing the constrained extrem ization of T sallis entropy one cbtains [11]

£1=0 9
h= S an
Zq
where, iff 1;:::; v garethe optin alLagrangem ultipliers, and we de ne forbrevity’s sake
the generalized deviations
S 6 i a8)



then the quantal con gurational characteristic has the fom
f;{ = ﬁ. (l q) 3 qé\j; (19)

ifthe quantity in the right-hand side of {19) is positive de nite, and otherw ise fc_[ = 0 (cuto
condition {1¢,14]). The nom alizing factor in Eq. (17) corresponds to the OLM generalized

partition finction which is given, in analogy w ith the classical situation, by f%,471,18§,19,
2, 23]

no!
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w here the trace evaluation is to be perform ed w ith due caution in order to account for the
T sallis cuto and

egx) L+ @ gx%2; @1)

is a generalization of the exponential function, that is recovered when g ! 1.

T istobepointed cut thatw ithin the TM P fram ew ork one obtains from the nom alization
condition on the equilbrium density operator * the follow Ing relation that the O LM approach
inherits E-Qr :j-j:r El:’-l ':I-gr :j-gl Q:Zr 2:311 nam ely,

h i h i
Tr f;l:(l D = Ty qu=(1 Q) ; ©2)

which allow s one to cast T sallis” entropy, after one has processed it according to our con—
strained variational treatm ent, In the fashion

@ : Sq=Ig Zg and ) : dSq=dlng Z4 I: (23)
Forthe sake of com pleteness, we can w rite dow n the generalized m ean value ofa quantum
operator S in tem s ofthe quantal con gurational characteristic as
h .
Tr f\CF(l Q) OAl
1 .
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THE FIRST LAW OF THERMODYNAM ICS

W ewillnow revisit the rst law ofthemm odynam ics from  rst principles using the O LM —
T sallis form alisn . W e have already presented som e prelin inary considerations in [17], Jook—

Ing for the proper form of the C lausius equation in a NET ocontext, but assum ing that the



rst law rem ained valid In such a case. This Jast assum ption is reasonable due to the fact
that this law isnothing but energy conservation. A nyw ay, the process developed in {17] can
clearly be In proved upon, as we w ill dem onstrate below . A nother type of (related) analysis
was perform ed by W ang P4] using the canonical approach w ithin the Curado-T sallis for-
m alism ’s strictures P3] (see also the A ppendix), which are now considered rather outm oded.
Indeed, the CT fom alisn has been disavowed even by its authors. In P4] a dependence of
the H am iltonian w ith respect of extemal \displacem ents" is also to be Introduced in order
to achieve the expected resuls. This is not the case here.

T he traditional Statistical M echanics’ treatm ent oftherm odynam ic’s rst law , w ithin the
canonical ensam ble form ulation, assum es a dependence of the intermal energy upon both the
density operator and the Ham iltonian of the system (see Ref. [13]). Th such a formulation,
variation w ith resoect to the systam ’s H am iltonian becom es then m andatory in dealing w ith
the work tem .

In this work, however,

1. using O ccam s razor, we w ill assum e that the Intemal energy is a functional of jist the
density operator.

2. Additionally, we consider a quite general ensemble, not m erely G Iob’s canonical one.

W e will show then that the rst law is recovered w ithout any extra consideration. It is
Interesting to notice that, as far as these authors know , this is the st tine In which the
g-form ulation leads to a themm odynam ic resul in a rather cleaner (n O ccam ’s temm s) way
than that of the traditionalg= 1-treatm ent.

T he basic ingredient needed for our purpose is the de nition of intemalenergy C£. @4))

Tr ~f
Ug= ——: 25
q T @5)
W e cbtain dU, by thinking of Uy C£f. Eq. £5)) as a functional of the density operator

alone and perform ing the corresponding variations

" R A .
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where represents a varation and m eans variation w ih respect to the density operator

~. Tt is clear that the previous expression is a particular case of the evolution of any m ean
E

D
valie ®; with respect to the density operator (see Eq. (14)). In generalone has
a
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Now, from the form of ~ given by Egs. @7), and using {9) and {2Q), we are allowed to

W rite

= = : (28)

Tt isnow easy to see that, because of j)

“ 1 N hdd ) D E
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and i) Eq. @7), we can cast Eq. £§) in the fashion

Tr™a !t 4 Tr * ¥ D E
QU= — < %3 —d &; (30)
e a Tr Tr P q
Since [[1]
Tr~=2_.9% (31)

the second tem inside the brackets of Eq. 30) reduces itselfto Tr #, which, on acoount
of the nom alization condition
Tr"=1; (32)

vanishes identically. The rst temm can be rephrased using logarithm ic derivatives (@nd Eq.
@d)) kading to

1 # . D E
dUg= ———— (W Tr9) —d &; ; (33)
T j=2 a
so that, m inding Eq. (31) we nally obtain
1 hid . D E
dUy= —d Iz, —d & 34)

. a
j=2
Ren embering now Eq. (4) we can straightrwardly identify the \heat" and \work"

tem s of orthodox therm ostatistics. Iffwe agree to call



do., = Eol hz (35)
q q

# . D E
aw = —d & ; (36)
=2 4
we obtain
dUg=dQq+ dn : 37)
Remember that M = 1 corresponds to the canonical ensamble (our a priori know ledge is

restricted to the m ean value of the energy). In informm ation theoretic tem s work entails
changes in the expectation values of other cbservables.

Tt becom es now clear that we can re-ormulate the st law of them odynam ics In a
non-extensive scenario and recover expressions that ressmble the ones of the traditional,
extensive stage. Notice that, n the heat tem , the identi cation with the entropy is lost!
This is s0 because therein a natural logarithm of the partition function is involred, not a
g logarithm , that would yield this putative identi cation, shce Cf. 23))

@ : Sq=Ing Zy and () : dSq= dln, Z4 I: (38)

W e can easily recover the heat-entropy connection by recourse to R enyi's extensive Infor-
m ation m easure

R 1
= n ~y;
S5 =g B 39)

and recast Eq. @5) as

1
0
dg= —ds]; (40)

in temm s of what hasbeen called 7] the physical inverse tem perature = 1=T (see below).
T his \physical" character isbased on the fact that, appearances notw ithstanding, the Zero’th
Law of T herm odynam ics is strictly respected by the g-T hemm ostatistics [17].

Tt is interesting to notice that the heat de nition given by Eq. (35) does not lead to its
extensive counterpart in the Imit g ! 1 due to the fact that it is written in tem s of the
pseudo partition function Zy. On the other hand the work term em erges In a quite clean

fashion, w ithout extra considerations.

10



C lausius E quation

W e start now w ith our C lausius considerations by m aking reference to Eq. 7). Let us
restrict ourselves, for the tin e being, to the heat term alone, assum ing that no work isbeing

done. T he energy changes Just on acoount of heat transfer, ie.,

du, = dQg; @1)

where the d™notation em phasizes the fact that the in nitesin al quantity on the right hand
side of Eq. @1) isNOT the them odynam ically \relevant" one Cf. Eq. ¢3)()). This
entails that we are not guaranteed that there exists a putative state function F such that
its di erential is the right hand side of Eq. (41). W e speak then of an inexact di erential
R6] and denote it with d°.

Eq. 35) isthe OLM version of C Jausius equation. In w riting it down we have

d
dlnz,= OQq; 42)
T
where we have ussed = 1=T . Notice the presence of In Z, rather than In,Z, in Eq. (34)

and compare Cf Eq. @3)) with the relation Sq= Iy Z4 .

A ccording to Eq. (@2), in term s of the physicalLagrange M ultiplier , the T sallis form al-
isn loses the direct identi cation of its entropy w ith the heat term . T his happens becauss,
In the concom itant M axEnt’s approach that yields *, the constraints are handled In a di er—
ent m anner than in the TM P version [I1]. A direct denti cation of S, w ith the heat tem
is recovered if the (\natural") TM P Lagrange M ulipliers ™ F are used instead of (see
below ).

By recourse to the connection between Inz, and T sallis’ entropy Sy [11] we have now

h i

1 9dhzg=h 1+ @ gS; ; 43)

which allow s us to recast C Jausius’ equation, given by Eq. #2), in tem s of T sallis’ entropy,

as
T
ik ity 44)
1+ @ oS! T
or
q
T=01+ (1 q)Sg] Trmp

11



Tru p T=0+ @ @S] : (45)

Eq. (44) wasderived by Abe etal 7] in what constituted the rst attem pt to reconciliate
the TM P -T sallis form alism w ith equilibbrium them odynam ics. T his result wasnot obtained,
however, from rst principles as here, but starting from a convenient de nition of the fiee
energy. Notice from Eq. (43) that what we call Try p is the proper integrating factor for
ds; - Egs. {@4)-@3) were later rederived In a very elegant fashion by Toral PQ], appealing
to the m icrocanonical ensemble. From still another vantage point, the work of Yam ano
is to be highly recomm ended R1]. Therein the connection between statistical weights and
them odynam ics is reexam ined and a detailed discussion ofthe rst law is undertaken that

appeals to In nitesin al changes in the Ham ittonian.

Q uasi-stationary states?

Som e rather interesting conclusions can be drawn from Eq. (44). The rst one is that
dsfl is not wellkde ned at this stage (@s a state function) if we have to express it In tem s
of the intensive tem perature T . Looking at things from anocther viewpoint, we can regard
this \defective" situation asan indication that isnot the naturalconjigate variabl to the

T sallis entropy. A s we have jast seen, if we use the TM P tem perature T™ F |

e 1 €Sg Bha Ba 46)
TTMP @Uq @Uq

we cbtain Eq. @5), that we m ay re-baptize as the TM P < lausius equation

ds! = d0q : @7)

q TTMP

W erefterate: T™" ¥, not T, isthe proper integrating factor that m akes S a state fiinction

and, as a consequence, an exactly di erentiable quantity in the usual fashion R6].

The sin plest thermm odynam ic processes are the reversible ones that lead from a state
of equilbriim (SOE) (see Ref. [B3]) to another SOE via a path that runs through SOEs.
A reversble process of this kind is characterized by the C lausius equation P§], form ally
denticalto Eq. @7)

12
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A s has been stated above, notice however that the TM P treatm ent deals wih initial
and nal states characterized by \tem perature"-Lagrange m ulipliers that do not respect
the Zeroth Law [I7, 27]. These are then very peculiar states indeed. On the one hand,
they have to be regarded as stationary ones from the point of view of infomm ation theory, if
only the expectation value ofthe H am iltonian isassum ed to be known (canonicalensamblk),
but, on the other one, from an intuitive, them odynam ics vantage point, they can not be
regarded as equilbrium states (oecause of the above m entioned Zero’th Law violation). In
this paper, we are specially interested in these mather strange situations [34]. W e con Fcture
that we have encountered here quasi—stationary states, so that we are dealing w ith a reversble
process between quasistationary states. This is In line with the T sallis’ results m entioned

in the Introduction.

Two Clausius relations

A s stated above, two nonextensive-TM P versions of the C Jausius equation exist. The
\pure" TM P version has already been discussed. W e pass now to the OLM analysis ofEq.
#4). In this case the Zero'th Law is respected by the pertinent Lagrange M ultipliers, ie., we
are dealing w ith states of equilbrium from the them odynam ic point of view . A reversble
process between two equilborium states w illbe govemed by Eq. {2):

dhnzg= %;
where nZ, = SqR is an extensive entropy and is conjugated tem perature T is intensive.
Ifwe were confronting an extensive irreversibble process betw een tw o states ofequilborium ,

we should have instead of Eq. @2) an equation of the form

dn Z4) =

d
OTQq + d;S; (48)

with an extra term d;S added to the heat one representing the spontaneous production of
entropy. Let us once again ©cus attention upon Eq. {@4)
T
as? oo,

1+ (1 q)SCTI T

13



It is clkear that Egs. {42) and {3) are two m anifestations of the sam e equation. However,

by adequately rearranging tem swe can cast Eq. 44) i the fashion

do,n i do
T _ 9 T _ q T,
dSq— T 1+ @ q)Sq =0 + &S ; 49)
w ih
do
st = @ st —=4. 50
1 a4 T (50)

The additional tem on the right hand side of @9) vanishes or g = 1. W e face a nitid
nonextensive e ect. Entropic changes depend not only on the am ount of heat exchanged
and the tem perature but also on the previous value of the entropy. C om paring Eq. 49) w ith
Eqg. {48), this relation looks like the equation fr a non reversble process, w ith an \entropy
production" (a spontaneous entropy change d;S” ) characterized by 1) non-extensivity (either
diST > 0 orl g> 0 or, mutatis mutandi, viceversa), 2) the inform ation m easure S;,
3) the heat ow d®, and 4) the physical tem perature. T he non-extensivity of the entropy
Induces a seem Ingly \irreversible" process.

W e are thus faced w ith the follow ing conundrum . C lJausius Law retains is traditional
aspect only if we use the non-physical tem perature T™ * as an integrating factor. Ifwe
introduce physicaltem peratures, C lausius relation tums into @9) . Ifthe system isin them al
contact with a heat reservoir, the pertinent tem perature is T, not T™ F | The system ’s
T sallis’ entropy then changes in the m anner prescribed by @9).

Finally, for the sake of ilum ination lt us reanalyze an irreversble process from the
standpoint of the ordinary, extensive statistics, but using the present notation. Since R enyi’'s
entropy is extensive, we express the heat part of the rst Jaw in temn s of this Inform ation

m easure. T he pertinent (reversble R§]) basic equation is

R
a T

ds : 1)

Ifwe were indesd confronting an actualextensive irreversible process, we should have Eq.
#8) nstead of Eq. #3). Reexpressing (4§) in term s of T sallis’ entropy we would then get

dst =

: + &S + &s”; (52)

do,
T
with ;ST given by Eq. (60). It is then apparent that, ifwe could choose the variabls such

that

14



T d;S

ag= 1+ — ; 63)
sI dog
then the last two tem s in Eq. (2) would cancel and the rem aining equation would read
do
T _ q.
dsy = —*: (54)

W e see that in the case of a bona de irreversible process between two states of equilio—
rium , a proper choice of the variables could tum it Into a reversible one in termm s of T sallis
entropy. This an interesting characteristic of the TM P -T sallis form alism that has not been
exploied yet.

CONCLUSIONS

W orking w ithin the strictures of non-extensive therm ostatistics, we have rederived the
rst Law of Them odynam ics from rst principles and proved that the assum ptions m ade
by R7]were indeed the correct ones. W e have showed that the non-extensive environm ent
allow s one to perform the derivation In a generalensem ble and w ithout the necessity ofusing
an explicit dependence on the Ham iltonian, nor a posterior dependence of the H am iltonian
on the extemal control variables. The present work can also be regarding as erecting a
solid platform for a proper understanding (@ways w ithin the non-extensive scenario) ofthe
Zeroth’ Jaw , asdone .n {L], awork in which one tacitly assum es the validity of F irst Law . A's
farwe know , this isthe rst tin e In which, working w ithin a non extensive them ostatistics
fram ework, heat— and work-tem s are cbtained In a natural m anner w ithout any ad-hoc

consideration .
F inally, we perform ed a detailed analysis ofC Jausius equation from the g-them ostatistics

view point for both non-hom ogeneous and hom ogeneous system s. Summ ing up
1. a non-extensive reversible process can be achieved between o -equilbbrium states.

2. an extensive reversib ke process is equivalent, in som e circum stances, to a non extensive
irreversible one. T he pertinent, explicit expression for the \irreversble" term can be

cast In temm s of welkde ned quantities.
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3. a particular connection between the pertinent variables of the problm can be estab—
lished that allow s T sallis’ non-extensive statistics to \regard" an extensive irreversible

process as is it were a reversible one.

Tt is also to be noticed that, with reference to Egs. (36), the form alisn allow s one to
reinterpret, in Infom ation-theoretic tem s, the m eaning ofheat and work, according ofwhat
typo of a priori know ledge is available. If this is restricted to the m ean value of energy, its
associated changes are called heat. If, additionally, other expectation values are a priori

know n, their changes are called work.
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APPENDIX :NORMALIZATION CHOICES

W ew illem ploy here, for the sake of sin plicity, a classicalnotation. C onsider the physical

the m icrosocopic probability for the m icrostate n. T he expectation value ofO isevaluated in
the literature according to three distinct recipes, denoted here by 0 i, 0 i® and 0 i®,
and referred to henceforth asthe rst B], second R5], and third choice f7, 10], respectively.

1. The rst choice
i =" pion; (55)
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was the conventional one, used by T sallis in his sem inal paper 1.

2. The seocond choice

'y
0i% =" plo; (56)

n=1

was regarded as the canonical one until quite recently 25] and is the only one that
is guaranteed to yield, always, an analytical solution to the associated M axE nt varia—
tionalproblem P8]. N otice, however, that the average value of the dentity operator is
not equal to one. E lJaborated studies have been perform ed using this \C urado{T sallis

avor" P9, 80, 31, 821.

rgo

3. Fhally, nowadays m ost authors consider that the third choice {],1Q], usually denoted
as the T sallis{M endes{P lastino (ITM P) one, is the m ost appropriate de nition. Tt
reads P

w q
10 i® = pp=tBn

W q
no=1Ppo

10 ig: 67)

A s stated above, these de nitionsare to be em ployed in order to accom m odate the availabl a

proriinform ation and thus obtain the pertinent probability distribution via Jaynes' M axEnt
e 2

approach [12, {3], extrem izing the g-entropy Sy subect tonom alization ~ |_,p, = 1 and

priorknow ledge ofa sst of M nonextensive expectation values ft0 yi' ’; j= 1;:::;M g, with

=1,2,o0r3.
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