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Abstract

W eshow thattherm odynam icuncertainties(TU)preservetheirform in passingfrom Boltzm ann-

G ibbs’statistics to Tsallis’one provided that we express these TU in term s ofthe appropriate

variable conjugate to thetem perature in a nonextensive context.

K EYW O RDS:Fisherinform ation,escortprobabilities,uncertainty relations.
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IN T R O D U C T IO N

Therm odynam ics’\uncertainty"(TU)relationshavebeen thesubjectofm uch interesting

work over the years (see,forinstance,[1,2,3,4]). An excellent,recent review is thatof

U�nk & van Lith [5]. A possible starting point for the derivation ofTU is statistical

inference [6]. The pioneer work ofM andelbrot is in the sense an obligatory reference [2].

The interest in TU derives from the fact that for two pillars of20-th century science,1)

Heisenberg’s uncertainty relations and 2) Bohr’s com plem entarity principle,the existence

ofa classicalanalogue has been suggested. Since such a proposalcom es from none other

than Heisenberg and Bohr,the m atterhasbeen subjected to carefulscrutiny,specially in

thecaseofaputativecom plem entarity between tem peratureand energy [7].Although these

ideashave notreceived generalacceptance,severalrenowned authorshave defended them .

W ecan cite,am ong others,Refs.[1,2,3],whoseclaim srem ain stillsom ewhatcontroversial

(see[5,8,9]).

The purpose ofthe present e�ort is to m ake a (hopefully useful) contribution to the

ongoingdiscussion by concentratingattention on particularaspectsofM andelbrot’stherm al

uncertainty derivation [2],thatincludes,asan essentialingredient,theinform ation m easure

introduced by Fisherin thetwenties [6,10].M andelbrot[2]wasoneofthe�rstauthorsthat

linked statisticalphysicswith thetheory ofstatisticalinference,adoptingtheviewpointthat

onecan workinstatisticalm echanicsdirectlywith probabilitydistributionsoverm acroscopic

variables,thephasespacem icroscopicsubstructure being largely super
uous.

LetU stand fortheinternalenergy.M andelbrot[2]established theform oftheprobability

distribution p
(U)thatallowsforan appropriatedescription oftheenergy 
uctuationsofa

system in contactwith a heatbath atthe tem perature T = 1=
.The ensuing distribution

turnsoutto bethecelebrated Gibbs’canonicalone[11],nam ely,an exponentialprobability

densityexp[�
 U].A quiteinterestinguncertaintyrelationbetween m eanenergyandinverse

tem perature can then be obtained,as detailed below. The leading role in M andelbrot’s

treatm entisplayed by Fisher’sinform ation m easure[6,10,12,13]

I =

Z

dxp�(x)
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In orderto getsom e insightinto the signi�cance ofthism easure considera system thatis

speci�ed by a physicalparam eter �. Let x be a stochastic variable and p�(x) the proba-
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bility density for this variable,which depends on the param eter �. An observer m akes a

m easurem entofx and hasto bestinfer� from thism easurem ent,calling theresulting esti-

m ate ~� = ~�(x).Onewondershow well� can bedeterm ined.Estim ation theory asserts[14]

thatthe bestpossible estim ator ~�(x),aftera very large num berofx-sam plesisexam ined,

su�ersa m ean-squareerrore2 from � thatobeysa relationship involving Fisher’sI,nam ely,

Ie2 = 1.This\best" estim atoriscalled the e�cientestim ator. Any otherestim atorm ust

havea largerm ean-squareerror.Theonly proviso to theaboveresultisthatallestim ators

beunbiased,i.e.,satisfy h~�(x)i= �.Thus,Fisher’sinform ation m easurehasalowerbound,

in the sense that,no m atterwhatparam eterofthe system we chooseto m easure,I hasto

belargerorequalthan theinverseofthem ean-squareerrorassociated with theconcom itant

experim ent.Thisresult,i.e.,

Ie
2
� 1; (2)

isreferred to asthe Cram er-Rao bound,and constitutes a very powerfulstatisticalresult

[6].

Thecentralpointofthe presentconsiderationsisthat,in addition to the exponentialdis-

tributionsconsidered in [2],weoften encounterpower-law distributions(PLD)aswell.PLD

arecertainly ubiquitousin physics(criticalphenom enaarejustaconspicuousexam ple[15]).

Itiswellknown thatin a statisticalm echanics’contextpower-law distributionsarisequite

naturally ifthe inform ation m easure one m axim izes (subject to appropriate constraints)

in order to arrive at the equilibrium distribution is notShannon’s one but a generalized

one. M uch e�ort in this respect has lately been reported. People em ploy in this type of

extrem izing processesTsallis’inform ation m easure asthe quantity ofinterest(see [16,17]

and referencestherein).

Taking into accountthe im portance ofthe concom itantresults[16],itisalm ostobliga-

tory torevisittheFisher-M andelbrotlink by exam ining non-exponentialdistributionsofthe

power-law kind.A �rststep in thisdirection wastaken in [4],whereitwasshown thatthe

above m entioned \exponential" Fisher-M andelbrotlink cannotstraightforwardly be gener-

alized to power-law distributionsso asto im m ediately yield therm aluncertainty relations.

Herewe wish to explore into som em oredepth theissuesinvestigated in [4]by introducing

theconceptof\e�ective" energy into thepertinentdiscussion.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section IIwe introduce the notion of\e�ective

energy",theleitm otifofthepresentconsiderations,and show that,with itshelp,a therm al
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uncertainty relation can be derived. The m eaning ofthis e�ective energy is discussed in

Section IIIand som econclusionsaredrawn in Section IV.

T H E EFFEC T IV E EN ER G Y A N D T H ER M A L U N C ERTA IN T Y

Escortdistributions[18]are a typicalfeature ofTsallis’therm ostatisticsand ofitscon-

com itantpower-law distributions[19].Itisthen necessary forourpresentpurposesto deal

with theFisherinform ation notion asadapted toaescortprobability environm ent,i.e.,with

distributionsofthe form P�(x)= p
q

�(x)=
R
dxp

q

�(x).Following [4,6,10,20]we castsuch a

m easurein thefashion

I =

Z

dxP�(x)
�1

"
@P�(x)

@�

#2

=

* "
1

P�

@P�

@�

#2+

esc

; (3)

wherep�(x)is,again,theprobability density forthestochasticvariablex 2 < N ,� atherm al

param eter ofthe system ,for exam ple the inverse tem perature �,and q a realparam eter

thatcan beidenti�ed with Tsallis’nonextensivity index [21,22].W espeak then of\Fisher

m easuresin anonextensivecontext" [20].Theassociated Cram er-Raobound takestheform

I�� � q2 [4,20].

W e start our considerations by writing down the probability distribution P�(x) that

extrem izes Tsallis’inform ation m easure [21]subject to appropriate constraints posed by

oura prioriknowledge. In a canonicaltherm odynam icalsystem ,the inverse tem perature

� becom esa m ostappropriate param eter.In the presentinstance the piece ofinform ation

supposedly known a prioriis the generalized expectation value Uq ofthe internalenergy

U(x)

Uq = hUiesc =

Z

dxP
q

�(x)U(x): (4)

According to theTsallis’form alism ,asencapsulated by itsoptim alLagrangem ultipliers

version [23]wefacethefollowing probability distribution

p�(x)= �Z �1

q eqf��[U(x)� Uq]g; (5)

where� isthevariationalLagrangem ultiplierassociated to Uq and �Zq istheaccom panying

partition function (aswesum overm icrostatesno structureconstantisneeded [24])

�Zq =

Z

dxeq(�� (U(x)� Uq)): (6)
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W ehavem adeuseoftheso-called generalized exponential[22]

eq(x) = [1+ (1� q)x]
1

1� q if [1+ (1� q)x]� 0

= 0 otherwise; (7)

a generalization oftheexponentialfunction,which isrecovered when q! 1.

Forthesakeofan easiernotation weshalltry toom ithereafter,asfaraspossible,writing

down explicitly thevariablex.In orderto accom plish ourpurposesweneed to evaluatethe

integrand in (3).Thede�nition ofescortdistribution isnow given by P� = p
q

�=
R
dxp

q

�:

Returning to ourpresenttask and taking derivativesin P� we�nd

@P�

@�
= qP�

(

p
�1

�

@p�

@�
�

*

p
�1

�

@p�

@�

+

esc

)

; (8)

and proceed then to takethepertinentderivativesin Eq.(5),so asto confront

p
�1

�

@p�

@�
= � �Z q�1

q p
q�1

� (U � Uq); (9)

wherewem adeuseofthefactthatd ln �Zq=d � = 0,aresultthatonecan deriveby recourse

to Eqs.(5)and (6)and/orcan beencountered in [23].

Noticethat,from (5),weim m ediately obtain

�Z q�1
q p

q�1

� = f1� (1� q)� (U � Uq)g
�1
: (10)

Atthisprecisestagewede�nethequantity E eff,an \e�ective" energy given by

E eff =
U� Uq

1� (1� q)� (U � Uq)
; (11)

which enablesoneto write

p
�1

�

@p�

@�
= �E eff: (12)

Replacem entofthelasttwo relationsinto (8)leadsnow to

@P�(x)

@�
= qP�(x)(�E eff + hE effiesc); (13)

and then to

P
�1

� (x)

 
@P�(x)

@�

! 2

= q
2
P�(x)(E eff � hE effiesc)

2
; (14)
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which,when �nally replaced into (3),thatis,integrating both sidesof(14)overdx,gives

to Fisher’sinform ation m easuretheappearance

I = q
2
D

(E eff � hE effiesc)
2
E

esc
: (15)

A littleadditionalalgebra allowsone�nally to write

q
�2
I = �E eff

� hE
2

effiesc� hE effi
2

esc
; (16)

so thattheCram er-Rao bound gives

�E eff
� � � 1; (17)

which isindeed an uncertainty relation.

M O R E O N T H E EFFEC T IV E EN ER G Y

In thissection we delve furtherinto the e�ective energy concept. Itisouraim here to

show thatE eff isthe conjugate variable to �.Forthispurpose we startby rem inding the

readeroftheresult[23]
Z

dxp
q

� =
�Z 1�q
q ; (18)

which togetherwith thede�nition ofescortdistribution gives

P� = �Z q�1
q p

q

� (19)

Thus,itispossibleto view theescortprobabilitiesP� in a di�erentlightby introducing

Eq.(10)into aboveand obtaining

P� =
p�

1� (1� q)�(U � Uq)
: (20)

W e thusestablish a new connection between P� and p� in term softhe internalenergy U.

Further,by introducing Eq.(20)into thede�nition
R
dxP�(U � Uq)= 0 wealso �nd that

Z

dxp� E eff = 0; (21)
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which tells us thatE eff is a proper\centered" variable. Also,by using Eq. (11)we can

obtain U � Uq asfunction ofE eff,nam ely,

U � Uq =
E eff

1+ (1� q)�Eeff

; (22)

so thatreplacing thisinto (5)we�nd

p�(x)=
1

�Zq

1

eq(�Eeff)
: (23)

W epointoutnow that

1.theprobability (23)isto becom pared to theGibbscanonicaldistribution

p�(x)=
1

ZG ibbs

1

e�U
(24)

(in thelim itq! 1 (23)tendsto (24)),and

2.the q-form (Cf. Eq. (23)) ofp�(x) neatly captures the fact that the probability

distribution form ally depends,for�xed q,only upon � and E eff.

� and Eeff arethusourtwo \conjugate" variablesin thepresentnonextensive instance.

It does m akes sense then to apply to them the Cram er-Rao bound. Rem em ber also that

M andelbrot never contem plated actualtem perature 
uctuations. He assum ed throughout

thatT is�xed.Instead,theestim atorsarerandom quantities[4].Such isthem eaning one

isto read in a therm aluncertainty relation. And thism eaning ishere precisely the sam e,

via thesom ewhatarti�cialconceptofe�ective energy.

C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveshown thatatherm aluncertainty relation can bederived forpowerlaw distribu-

tionswith thehelp ofthee�ective energy concept(E eff),that,aswe have discovered here,

istheconjugatevariableto theinverse tem peraturein a nonextensive Tsallissetting.

Theconceptoftherm aluncertainty appliesto conjugatevariables.These are

1.� and U forq= 1,and

2.� and Eeff forq6= 1.Ofcourse,E eff ! U in thelim itq! 1.
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Sum m ing up,ifonelooksfortheappropriateconjugatevariables,theconceptoftherm al

uncertainty continuesto m akesensein a nonextensive setting,contrary to whatwasstated

in [4],wherean uncertainty relation waslooked forbetween � and U,and,ofcourse,could

notbefound.
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