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Abstract
W e show that them odynam icuncertainties (T U ) preserve their form in passing from Boltzm ann-
G bbs" statistics to T sallis’ one provided that we express these TU In tem s of the appropriate

variable conjugate to the tem perature In a nonextensive context.
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INTRODUCTION

T hem odynam ics’ \uncertainty" (TU) relationshave been the sub fct ofm uch interesting
work over the years (see, for nstance, {Il, 2,3,4]) . An excellent, recent review is that of
U nk & van Lih B]. A possblk starting point for the derivation of TU is statistical
inference [G]. The pioneer work of M andebrot is in the sense an obligatory reference R1.
The Interest n TU derives from the fact that for two pillars of 20-th century science, 1)
H eisenberg’s uncertainty relations and 2) Bohr's com plem entarity principle, the existence
of a classical analogue has been suggested. Since such a proposal com es from none other
than Heisenberg and Bohr, the m atter has been sub fcted to carefiil scrutiny, specially in
the case of a putative com plem entarity between tem perature and energy [7]. A though these
Ideas have not received general acoeptance, ssveral renow ned authors have defended them .
W e can cite, am ong others, Refs. [I, 2, 3], whose clain s rem ain still som ew hat controversial

(see [, &, 9).

T he purpose of the present e ort is to make a (opefully usefll) contrdbution to the
ongoing discussion by concentrating attention on particular aspects ofM andebrot’s them al
uncertainty derivation [2], that includes, as an essential ingredient, the inform ation m easure
introduced by F isher in the twenties [6,10]. M andebrot Plwasone ofthe rst authorsthat
linked statisticalphysics w ith the theory of statistical inference, adopting the view point that
one can work In statisticalm echanics directly w ith probability distributions overm acroscopic
variables, the phase space m icroscopic substructure being largely super uous.

LetU stand forthe intemalenergy. M andebrot ] established the form ofthe probability
distrdbution p (U ) that allow s for an appropriate description of the energy uctuations ofa
system iIn contact with a heat bath at the tamperature T = 1= . The ensuing distrution
tums out to be the cekbrated G dbbs’ canonicalone [I1], nam ely, an exponential probability
densityexp [ U ]. A quite Interesting uncertainty relation between m ean energy and inverse
tem perature can then be obtained, as detailed below . The lrading role in M andebrot’s
treatm ent is played by F isher’s inform ation m easure [§, 10, 14, 13]
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In order to get som e Insight into the signi cance of thism easure consider a system that is

goeci ed by a physical param eter . Let x be a stochastic variabl and p (x) the proba—



bility density for this variabl, which depends on the parameter . An observer m akes a
m easuram ent of x and has to best nfer from thism easuram ent, calling the resulting esti-
mate ~ = 7 (x). Onewonders how well can be detemm ned. E stin ation theory asserts[14]
that the best possble estin ator ~ (x), after a very large num ber of x-sam ples is exam ined,
su ersamean-square errore? from  that dbeys a relationship involving F isher’s I, nam ely,
Ie? = 1. This \best" estim ator is called the e cient estin ator. Any other estin ator m ust
have a Jarger m ean-square error. The only proviso to the above resul is that all estin ators
beunbiased, ie., satisfy h™ x)i= . Thus, Fisher's nform ation m easure has a lowerbound,
in the sense that, no m atter what param eter of the system we choose to m easure, I has to
be larger orequalthan the inverse of the m ean-square error associated w ith the concom itant
experin ent. This resul, ie.,

¢ 1; @)
is referred to as the C ram erR ao bound, and constitutes a very powerfiil statistical result
1.

T he centralpoint of the present considerations is that, in additbion to the exponential dis—
tributions considered in [2], we offen encounter power-law distributions (PLD ) aswell. PLD
are certainly ubiquitous in physics (critical phenom ena are jist a congpicuous exam ple {5]).
Tt iswellknown that in a statistical m echanics’ context power-Jaw distributions arise quite
naturally if the Informm ation m easure one m axin izes (sub Ect to appropriate constraints)
In order to arrive at the equilbrium distrdution is not Shannon'’s one but a generalized
one. M uch e ort in this respect has lately been reported. Peopl employ in this type of
extrem izing processes T sallis’ nfom ation m easure as the quantity of interest (see 1§, 17]
and references therein).

Taking into account the in portance of the concom itant results [I§], it is aln ost cbliga—
tory to revisit the F isherM andelbrot link by exam ining non-exponential distributions of the
powerdaw kind. A rst step in this direction was taken in [], where it was shown that the
above m entioned \exponential" F isherM andebrot link cannot straightforwardly be gener—
alized to power-law distribbutions so as to inm ediately yield them al uncertainty relations.
Here we wish to explore into som e m ore depth the issues investigated in 4] by introducing
the concept of \e ective" energy into the pertinent discussion.

T his paper is organized as ollows. In Section IT we Introduce the notion of \e ective

energy", the Jkim otif of the present considerations, and show that, w ith its help, a them al



uncertainty relation can be derived. The m eaning of this e ective energy is discussed in

Section ITT and som e conclusions are drawn in Section 1V .

THE EFFECTIVE ENERGY AND THERMALUNCERTAINTY

E scort distrioutions [i§] are a typical feature of T sallis’ them ostatistics and of its con—
com itant power-Jdaw distrbutions [19]. It is then necessary for our present purposes to deal
w ith the F isher Inform ation notion as adapted to a escort probability environm ent, ie., w ith
distrdoutions of the form P ) = p’ (x)=R dxp’ x). Following @4, §,10,20] we cast such a

m easure In the fashion
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wherep (x) is, again, the probability density forthe stochastic variablex 2 <, athemal
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param eter of the system , for exam pl the inverse tem perature , and g a real param eter
that can be denti ed w ith T sallis’ nonextensivity index 1, 22]. W e speak then of \F isher
m easures In a nonextensive context" PQ]. The associated C ram erR ao bound takes the form
I a® B, 20

W e start our considerations by wrting down the probability distribbution P (x) that
extrem izes T sallis’ inform ation m easure R1] subfct to appropriate constraints posed by
our a prori know ledge. In a canonical them odynam ical system , the inverse tam perature

beocom es a m ost appropriate param eter. In the present instance the piece of nfom ation
supposadly known a priori is the generalized expectation valie U, of the intemnal energy
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A ccording to the T sallis’” form aliam , as encapsulated by its optim al Lagrange m ultipliers

version R3] we face the ollow ing probability distrbution
p XK)=2.ef UK Ulg; ®)

where isthe variational Lagrange m ultiplier associated to Uq and Z4 is the accom panying

partition finction @swe sum over m icrostates no structure constant is needed [2:4])

Z
Zo= dxeg( U &) Uy : (6)



W e have m ade use of the so-called generalized exponential P2]
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a generalization of the exponential finction, which is recovered when g! 1.

Forthe sake ofan easier notation we shalltry to om it hereafter, as faraspossble, w rting
dow n explicitly the variable x . In order to accom plish our purooses we need to evaluate the
integrand .n @) . The de nition of escort distrbution isnow given by P = pq=R dxp?:

R etuming to our present task and taking derivatives n P we nd
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and proceed then to take the pertinent derivatives .n Eq. §), so as to confront
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where wem ade use of the fact that d InZ,=d = 0, a result that one can derive by recourse
to Egs. @) and @) and/or can be encountered n  P3].

N otice that, from (3), we inm ediately obtain

z3'pT = f1 1 9 U Uyg (10)
At this precise stage we de ne the quantity E ¢, an \e ective" energy given by
Eofr = Y Ys ; 11)
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w hich enables one to w rite
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Replacam ent of the last two relations into (8) Jeads now to
QP (x) .
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and then to
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which, when nally replaced into @), that is, Integrating both sides of @4) over dx, gives

to F isher’'s inform ation m easure the appearance
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A little additionalalgebra allow s one nally to w rite
. 2
C_[2 I= E.. hEifflesc hEefflesc;

0 that the C ram erR ao bound gives

Eeff

which is Indeed an uncertainty relation.

M ORE ON THE EFFECTIVE ENERGY

15)

16)
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In this section we delve further into the e ective energy concspt. It is our ain here to

show that E.¢¢ is the conjigate variable to . For this purpose we start by ram inding the

reader of the result 23] .

dxp’ = 75 9%;
which together w ith the de nition of escort distribution gives

1
P =z2"p
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Thus, it ispossible to view the escort probabilities P in a di erent light by introducing

Eqg. 10) into above and obtaining

20)

W e thus establish a new connection between P and p In tem s of the Intemal energy U .

_ R
Further, by introducing Eq. €0) Into thede nition dxP U Ug) = Owealso nd that
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which tells us that E.¢; is a proper \centered" variablke. A lso, by usihg Eq. 1) we can

obtain U  Uq as function ofE .¢¢, nam ely,

E
U Ug= — ; 22)
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so that replacing this into @) we nd
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W e point out now that
1. the probability £3) is to be com pared to the G bbs canonical distribution
x) = ! L @4)
P ZGjbbs e v

(nthelmiqg! 1 @3) tendsto %)), and

2.the gform (Cf Eqg. €3)) ofp (X) neatly captures the fact that the probability
distrbution form ally depends, or xed g, only upon and E ¢+ .

and E.¢r are thus our two \conjigate" variables in the present nonextensive instance.
Tt does m akes sense then to apply to them the Cram erRao bound. Rem enber also that
M andebrot never contem plated actual tem perature uctuations. He assum ed throughout
that T is xed. Instead, the estin ators are random quantities f]. Such is the m eaning one
is to read In a them al uncertainty relation. A nd thism eaning is here precisely the sam e,

via the som ew hat arti cial conospt of e ective energy.

CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that a them aluncertainty relation can be derived forpower law distriou-
tions w ith the help ofthe e ective energy conospt [ o¢¢), that, as we have discovered here,
is the conjugate variabl to the inverse tem perature In a nonextensive T sallis sstting.

T he conospt of themm al uncertainty applies to conjugate variables. These are
1. and U forg= 1, and

2. and E.f Prgé 1.0fourss, Egrr ! U nthelmitg! 1.



Sum m Ing up, if one looks for the approprate con jigate variables, the concept of them al
uncertainty continues to m ake sense in a nonextensive setting, contrary to what was stated
in 4], where an uncertainty relation was Iooked forbetween  and U, and, of course, could

not be found.
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