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ABSTRACT

Thispaperisanaturalcontinuation ofapreviousoneby theauthor,which

wasconcerned with thefoundationsofstatisticaltherm odynam icsfarfrom

equilibrium . O ne ofthe problem sleftopen in thatpaperwasthe correct

de�nition oftem perature. In the literature,tem perature isin generalde-

�ned through the m ean kinetic energy ofthe particlesofa given system .

In thispaper,instead,tem perature isde�ned �a la Carath�eodory,the sys-

tem being coupled to a heat bath,and tem perature being singled out as

the \right" integrating factorofthe exchanged heat.Asa byproduct,the

\right"expressionfortheentropyisalsoobtained.In particular,in thecase

ofa q-distributionsthe entropy turnsoutto be thatofTsallis,which we

howevershow to beadditive,atvariancewith whatisusually m aintained.

PACS:05.70.Ln,05.20.G g

Keywords: Tim e{averages,non-equilibrium therm odynam ics,Tsallis dis-

tributions

�U niversit�a di M ilano, D ipartim ento diM atem atica V ia Saldini50, 20133 M ilano

(Italy) E-m ail:carati@mat.unimi.it

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501588v1


1 Introduction

The problem ofde�ning tem perature in non{equilibrium situations is a

quite delicate one (see for exam ple ref.(1)). For system s constituted of

particles,itisusually assum ed thattem perature should be de�ned,up to

a constant factor,as the m ean kinetic energy. O n the other hand,one

should take into account that the notion oftem perature originates from

therm odynam ics,wherethe notion of\theparticlesofthesystem " hasno

sense atall.In therm odynam ics(see refs.(2),(3))tem perature isde�ned

using both the second and the zeroth principle. O n the one hand, the

second principle(e.g.in the Carath�eodory form ulation)insuresthatthere

existsan integratingfactoroftheexchanged heat.O n theotherhand,since

actually thereexistin�nitely m any such integratingfactors,tem peratureis

singled outam ongthem bythezeroth principle,nam ely by therequirem ent

thatifthesystem isputin therm alcontactwith anotherone,atequilibrium

the integrating factorsofthe two system sand thatofthe com pound one

should havethe sam evalue.

Thus,when the G ibbsdistribution exp(� �H )=Z(�)isused in statisti-

calm echanics,it is �rst checked that �� 1 is an integrating factor ofthe

exchanged heat,butitsidenti�cation with tem peraturerequiressom em ore

work. O ne hasto putthe system in contactwith anotherone and to as-

sum e that (at equilibrium ) the totalsystem too is described by a G ibbs

distribution havingasHam iltonian thesum oftheHam iltoniansofthetwo

com ponents.From this,with som e furtherconsiderations,one then shows

that the tem perature coincides with �� 1 (see for exam ple (4), chapter

three.).

The aim of the present paper is to im plem ent the analogous proce-

dure when the averaging isperform ed through tim e{averagesratherthan

through phase{averageswith G ibbs’m easure.

Forwhatconcernsthe tim e{averages,we follow paper(5),the general

set{up and them ain resultsofwhich arerecalled in Section 2.In Section 3

itwillbe recalled how tem perature isintroduced in the standard therm o-

dynam ic way;m oreover the de�nition of\therm alequilibrium " between

two system s in term s oftim e-averageswillbe introduced,and it willbe

shown thattem perature actually exists.Section 4 isdevoted to the study

ofthe therm alcontact between a generic system and a therm albath (a

notion that willalso be de�ned),while the therm odynam ics in the case

ofthe Tsallis q{distribution willbe developed in Section 5. Section 6 is

devoted to clarifying anotherpointthatwasleftopen in paper(5),nam ely

the identi�cation ofthe quantity � introduced there,which is shown to

be strictly related to free energy. This result is also used for discussing

the identi�cation oftem perature in the case ofthe Tsallisq{distribution.

Finally,the conclusionsfollow in Section 7.
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2 T im e{averages

Fora system with phase space M ,suppose a sequence fxng,xn 2 M ,is

given,depending param etrically on its �rst elem ent x0. As a particular

case,one can think ofthe orbit generated by the iteration ofa m ap,for

exam ple the tim e{�tm ap induced by the ow ofan autonom ousHam il-

tonian system .Supposeweareinterested in com puting tim e{averagesofa

dynam icalvariableA(x)(a realfunction on M )

�A(x0)
def
=

1

N

NX

n= 1

A(xn) for N � 1 ;

the num ber N playing the role ofthe \�nal" tim e,thought ofas a �xed

param eter.O necan dividethespaceM into a largenum berK ofdisjoint

cellsZj (such thatM = [Zj),and onehasthen

�A(x0)’

KX

j= 1

A j

nj

N
;

where A j is the value ofA at a point x 2 Zj,and nj is the num ber of

tim es the sequence fxng visits Zj. It is clear that nj depends on x0 so

that,ifa certain probability distribution is assigned for the initialdata

x0,correspondingly nj turns out to be a random variable with a certain

distribution function,which willdepend both on the dynam ics (i.e. the

m ap) and on the distribution of the initialdata. So one can speak in

generalofthe \a priori probability P that the cellZj willbe visited a

num beroftim esnj = n":1

P (nj = n)= fj(n): (1)

For the sake of sim plicity of the exposition, in paper (5) the following

hypothesiswasintroduced:

H ypotesis 1 The quantitiesnj are independentrandom variables,condi-

tioned by
P

nj = N .

Thishoweverisnotatallnecessary,and thecom putationscould havebeen

perform ed withoutit,aswillbe shown below.

From the fact that the occupation num bers nj are random variables,

there followsthatalso the tim e{average �A(x0)itselfisa random variable,

1N otice that in (5)reference was instead m ade to the corresponding cum ulative dis-

tribution function Fj(n)= P (nj � n).
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so that it is m eaningfulto consider its expectation. Denoting by < � >

expectation with respectto the a prioridistribution,onehasthen

< �A > =
1

N

KX

j= 1

A j < nj > :

Now,in statisticaltherm odynam icsone doesnotdealdirectly with the a

prioriprobability,because it is generally assum ed that the tim e{average

ofa certain m acroscopic quantity,typically the energy ofthe system ,has

a given value,which should play the role ofan independent variable. So

weconsidertheenergy ofthesystem ,which wedenoteby ",and itstim e{

average �" =
P

j
"jnj=N ,and we im pose on the num bers n1;� � � ;nK the

condition

1

N

KX

j= 1

"jnj = U = const:

Theproblem ofcom puting thea posterioriexpectation < �A > U of �A given

U ,issolved,in thetherm odynam iclim it(seereference(5)),by therelation

< �A > U = �
1

N

X

j

A j�
0
j

�
�"j

N
+ �

�

: (2)

whereprim e denotesderivative,and the function �j(z)isde�ned through

the Laplacetransform ofthe probability distribution function (1)by

exp(�j(z))
def
=

+ 1X

n= 0

e
� nz

fj(n); (3)

while the param eters� and � aredeterm ined by the equations

8

<

:

U = � 1

N

P

j
"j�

0
j

�
"j�

N
+ �

�

N = �
P

j
�0j

�
"j�

N
+ �

�

:
(4)

In term softhe quantities

��j
def
= � �

0
j

�
"j�

N
+ �

�

; (5)

relations(2)and (4)takethe form

< �A > U =
1

N

X

j

A j��j ; U =
1

N

X

j

"j��j ; N =
X

j

��j ; (6)
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and thisshowsthat��j can beinterpreted asthem ean occupation num ber

ofcellZj.

In particularifthe processofoccupation ofany cellisa Poisson one,

i.e.ifthe successivevisitsofa given cellareindependentevents,then one

�nds

�j(z)= pexp(� z)� p ; (7)

with a param eterp > 0. In such a case one easily showsthatthe system

followsa G ibbsstatistics.In factthe m ean occupation num bersareeasily

calculated from (5),and turn outto be given by

��k = N
e� �"k =N

Z(�)
; (8)

where e�
def
= Z(�) =

P

k
e� �"k =N is the usualpartition function,so that

relations(6)becom e the usualcanonicalones.

Letusnow recallhow therm odynam icswasform ulated in reference(5)

in term softim e{averages.Firstofall,following G ibbsand K hinchin (see

refs.(4),(6)),onede�nestheexchanged heat�Q in term softhe work per-

form ed by the system . Indeed ifone de�nes the m acroscopic work �W

perform ed by thesystem as�W = < @�H > U d�,i.e.astheexpectation of

the m icroscopic work perform ed when a param eter� entering the Ham il-

tonian ischanged,then,using the�rstprincipleonede�nestheexchanged

heatas�Q
def
= dU � �W . Itiseasily shown (see ref.(5),butalso below)

thatonehas

�Q =
1

N

X

j

"jd��j : (9)

This expression shows,recalling (5),thatitis convenientto introduce as

an independentvariable,in place ofz,the quantity �j = � �0j(z),and this

naturally leads to introducing in place of�j its Legendre transform hj,

de�ned asusualby

hj(�j)=
�
�jz+ �j(z)

��
�
�j= � �

0(z)
:

Noticethat,while ��j hasthem eaning ofa m ean occupation num ber(con-

ditioned on U ),the quantity �j justplaysthe role ofa param eter,in the

sam e sense asz does in (3). In particular,the quantities �j do notneed

satisfy any condition related to norm alization,or the �xing ofan energy

value.Now,from the Legendreduality,onehas

��j = � �
0
j

�
�"j

N
+ �

�

( )
�"j

N
+ � = h

0
j(��j);
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so that,expressing "j in term s ofh0j and using
P

d��j = 0,relation (9)

takesthe form

�Q =
1

�

X

j

h
0
j(��j)d��j =

N

�
d

0

@
1

N

X

j

hj(��j)

1

A : (10)

Thisshowsthatthe exchanged heatalwaysadm itsan integrating factor.

The problem left open in reference (5) is that there actually exist in-

�nitely m any integrating factors,so thata further requirem entis needed

in orderto single outwhich one should be identi�ed with the inverse ab-

solute tem perature. The aim ofthis paper is to show that,under suit-

ablehypotheses,�=N indeed is theinversetem perature,and consequently

h =
P

j
hj(��j)isthe therm odynam icentropy.

3 T herm alequilibrium .

Asa generalfactitiswellknown that,iftheexchanged heat�Q adm itsan

integratingfactor� (i.e.��Q = d� foracertain �),then anyfunction ofthe

form �F (�)willbean integrating factortoo.The(inverse)tem perature�

issingled outby the requirem entthat,iftwo system sare putin therm al

contact,atequilibrium the valuesofthe integrating factorsare the sam e.

M ore precisely,consider system s A and B ,with their integrating factors

�1,�2 and related functions �1 and �2. Put them in therm alcontact to

form system C ,with integratingfactor�12 and function �12.Then onecan

show (asrecalled in theAppendix)thatforeach ofthesystem sthereexists

essentially a unique integrating factor,characterized by the property that

the values ofthe three functions �1,�2,and �12 are equalwhen A and

B arein m utualequilibrium .By de�nition,the inverseofthisintegrating

factoristhe (absolute)tem perature ofthe system ,and the corresponding

functionsS1,S2,S12 aretheentropies.From theequality oftheintegrating

factorstherefollowsim m ediately thatonealso has

dS12 = dS1 + dS2 ;

i.e.,asone usually says,entropy isadditive. W e wantto im plem ent now

thistherm odynam ic approach in orderto identify the tem perature ofour

system .Sowehavetocoupleoursystem toanotherone,de�nethenotionof

m utualequilibrium and show thatthree corresponding integrating factors

can be found such thatatequilibrium theirvaluesareequal.

Considertwosystem swith phasespacesM 1 andM 2,letfZjgand fZkg

bethecorrespondingpartitionsinto cells,and "
(1)

j and "
(2)

k
thecorrespond-

ing valuesoftheenergy.W hen thesystem sareisolated,they aresupposed

6



to be described asin Section 2. W hen putin therm alcontact,they form

a com pound system with phase space M 12 = M 1 � M 2,and fZjkg
def
=

fZj � Zkg is a partition with corresponding energies "
(1)

j + "
(2)

k
+ �"int

jk
;

here,theterm �"intjk correspondsto theinteraction dueto thetherm alcon-

tact,which should be thoughtofassm all(one m ay assum e � � 1). W e

denote by njk the num bers oftim es an orbit f(x
(1)
n ;x

(2)
n )g in M 12 visits

the cellZjk,and correspondingly we denote by nj and nk the num berof

tim esthecorresponding projectionsfx
(1)
n g,fx

(2)
n g visitthecellZj and Zk

respectively.O neobviously hasthe relation 2

nj =
X

k

njk

nk =
X

j

njk :

Concerningtheaprioriprobabilitydistribution fortheoccupation num -

bers,thiswillin generaldepend notonly on the distribution ofthe initial

data in the space M 1 � M 2,but also on � (i.e. on the dynam ics). O ne

should howevertakeinto accountthat,ifthe two system sareatthe sam e

tem perature,nothing happenswhen they areputin contact,i.e.theprob-

ability distribution for nj and nk willnot change,or rather willchange

so little thatthe changescan be neglected. Thisin turn im pliesthatthe

probability distribution on the product phase space cannot be given in

an arbitrary way,but m ust have som e relation to the case � = 0. W ith

thism otivation in m ind wegivethefollowing de�nition ofm utualtherm al

equilibrium

D e�nition 1 Two system s are said to be in m utualequilibrium iftheir

a prioriprobabilities f
(1)

j (n) and f
(2)

k
(n) do notdepend sensibly on � for

� ’ 0.

Itcan beshown (seethenextsection)thatthenotion oftherm alequilib-

rium im pliesthatthe m ean energiesU1 and U2 ofthe two system scannot

be given at will,but (having �xed allexternalparam eters) the value of

the energy ofany ofthe two system s �xes the value ofthe energy ofthe

otherone.Thus,in the plane U1,U2 there rem ainsde�ned an equilibrium

curve which determ inestherelation thatthe energiesoftwo system shave

to satisfy when they arein m utualequilibrium .

2Forthe sake ofnotationalsim plicity,here and in the following we write nj in place

ofn
(1)

j
,and nk in place ofn

(2)

k
,with the understanding that index j refers always to

system 1 while index k refers to system 2. The sam e is understood for other objects

such as forexam ple Z j,Z k.

7



To show thatthereexistintegrating factorswhich havethesam evalue

for the three system s,one needs taking into consideration an apparently

obviousrelation am ong the exchanged heats,nam ely

�Q12 = �Q1 + �Q2 ;

where �Q1,�Q2 and �Q12 are the heatsexchanged by system 1,system 2

and the com pound system respectively. Thisrelation isactually farfrom

trivial,because the single term s �Q1 and �Q2 are not a priorithe sam e

ones as one would have in the absence ofa therm alcontact between the

system s.Therelation ishowevertruewhen thereisa m utualequilibrium ,

becausein such a caseonehas

�Q12 =
X

jk

("
(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)d��jk =

X

j

"
(1)

j

X

k

d��jk +
X

k

"
(2)

k

X

j

d��jk

=
X

j

"
(1)

j
d��j +

X

k

"
(2)

k
d��k = �Q1 + �Q2 ;

where��jk istheexpectation ofnjk conditioned by
P

njk = N and
P
("

(1)

j +

"
(2)

k
)njk = U .In theaboveexpression,in virtueofDe�nition 1 thequanti-

ties ��j,��k are essentially the sam e asin the uncoupled case� = 0;by the

sam etoken thecontribution �"intjk to"jk wasneglected.From theaboveex-

pression for�Q12 and relation (10)therefollowsthatthereexistfunctions

�1,�2,�12,and correspondingly �1,�2,�12,such that

1

�12
d�12 =

1

�1
d�1 +

1

�2
d�2 : (11)

From this it can be proved thatthere existthree integrating factors(the

inversetem peratures)�1,�2,�12,uniquely de�ned apartfrom am ultiplica-

tive constant,which have the sam e com m on value for the three system s,

and correspondinglythreefunctions(thetherm odynam icentropies)S1,S2,

S12 which areadditivein the sensethat

dS12 = dS1 + dS2 :

The proofisstandard and isrecalled in Appendix A.

Thererem ainstheproblem that,forthecouplingoftwogenericsystem s,

wearepresently unableto �nd an explicitexpression fortheentropy ofthe

com pound system .W eareablehowevertodo itwhen oneofthesystem sis

aheatbath.In thenextsection thecouplingofasystem with aheatbath is

considered,and itisshown how to com putetheprobability distribution of

theoccupation num bersnjk and thetherm odynam icquantitiesofinterest.
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4 A system in contact w ith a heat bath.

W ewanttocom putetheprobabilitydistribution oftheoccupation num bers

njk forthecellsZjk ofthecom pound system M 1 � M 2,when the second

system is a heat bath,i.e. follows a G ibbs distribution. For the sake of

sim plicitywewilllim itourselvestothecasein which theprobabilityf
(1)

j (n)

for the occupation num ber ofthe cellZj ofthe �rstsubsystem does not

actually depend on j, i.e. one has f
(1)

j (n) = f(1)(n). Coherently, the

corresponding Laplace transform (3)willbe denoted by exp(�(z)). From

De�nition 1 onecan lim itoneselfto considertheuncoupled case� = 0.As

recalled above,in thecaseofasystem described by aG ibbsdistribution the

visiting ofthecellsareindependenteventshaving a com m on probability p

to happen.

O uraim isnow to com puteP (fnjkg),nam ely theprobability ofa given

setfnjkg ofoccupation num bers.The m ain di�erence with respectto the

caseconsidered in ref.(5),isthatnow therandom variablesnjk cannotbe

assum ed to be independent,so thatnow P (fnjkg)isnotfactorized. O ne

can proceed in the following way. For a given set fnjkg let lj =
P

k
njk

be the corresponding num ber ofvisits ofcellZj in the �rst system . As

the visits ofthe cells ofthe second system are independent events,the

probability distribution conditioned by �xing lj willbe m ultinom ial,i.e.

willbe giving by

P

�

fnjkgjlj =
X

k

njk

�

=
lj!

nj1!� � � njK 2
!
p
lj :

O n theotherhand,iff(1)(lj)istheprobability thatthecellZj ofthe�rst

system is visited lj tim es,as the occupation num bers ofthe �rst system

havebeen assum ed to be independent(Hypothesis1),one�nally has

P (fnjkg)=
Y

j

lj!p
lj

nj1!� � � njK 2
!
f
(1)(lj): (12)

In com putingtheconditionalexpectations,itwillbeseen in thenextpages

thatan essentialroleisplayedbytheLaplacetransform ofdistribution (12).

A sim ple com putation showsthat

X

fnjk g

e
�
P

jk
njk zjk P (fnjkg)= exp

hX

j

�
�
� log(p

X

k

e
� zjk )

�i

; (13)

whereby
P

fnjk g
wem ean a sum overallpossiblesetsfnjkg.In fact,(13)

9



followsfrom the chain ofidentities:

X

fnjk g

e
�
P

jk
njk zjk P (fnjkg)=

X

flj� 0g

X

f
P

k
njk = ljg

Y

j

lj!p
lje

�
P

jk
njk zjk

nj1!� � � njK 2
!

f(lj)

=
Y

j

X

lj� 0

f(lj)
X

P

k
njk = lj

lj!(pe
� zj1)nj1 � � � (pe� zjK 2 )njK 2

nj1!� � � njK 2
!

=
Y

j

X

lj� 0

f(lj)
�X

k

pe
� zjk

�lj

= exp

hX

j

�
�
� log(p

X

k

e
� zjk )

�i

:

O ne has now to com pute the expectation of the tim e{average of a

generic dynam icalvariable A,conditioned by
P
("

(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)njk = U and

P
njk = N ,nam ely the quantity

< �A > U =
1

N

X 0

fnjk g

X

jk

A jknjk P (fnjkg)

. X 0

fnjk g

P (fnjkg);

where
P 0

denotes a sum over the possible sequences fnjkg constrained

by
P

njk = N and
P
("

(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)njk = U . This can be reduced to the

com putation ofthe \generating function"

Z(A;�)
def
=

X 0

fnjk g

exp(� �
X

A jknjk)P (fnjkg); (14)

through the relation

< �A > U = �
1

N

@

@�
logZ(A;�)

�
�
�
�
�= 0

: (15)

Itturnsoutthat,asin reference (5),the asym ptotic expansion ofthe

generating function Z(A;�) is very sim ply com puted in the lim it ofvery

\large" system s (the ones ofinterest for therm odynam ics),by using the

steepestdescentm ethod.Thisindeed iscom m only done in statisticalm e-

chanics,following Fowlerand Darwin (seeref.(7)).Such an expansion will

be perform ed below up to the leading term ,neglecting the rem ainder(an

explicit expression ofwhich could however be given). As the rem ainder

depends both on the form ofthe energy ofthe totalsystem ,and on the

function �(z)(i.e. on the probability distribution)characterizing the �rst

system ,the validity ofthe procedureshould be checked forany particular

10



system .In paper(5)itwasshown thatsuch a procedureisindeed correct,

forexam ple,forsystem sdescribed by the G ibbsm easure.So,we suppose

that our system s too are welldescribed by the leading order term ofthe

asym ptoticexpansion,and wepresently show how theexpansion isactually

perform ed.

Thisgoesasfollows.Theexpression (14)can be rewritten as

Z(A;�)=
X

fnjk � 0g

�

�
1

N

X

("
(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)njk � U

�

�

�X

njk � N

�

exp(� �
X

A jknjk)P

�

fnjkg

�

= lim
L ! + 1

LZZ

� L

d�1d�2 exp(� i�1U � i�2N )

X

fnjk � 0g

exp(�
X

njk(�Ajk +
i�1

N
("

(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)+ i�2)P

�

fnjkg

�

= lim
L ! + 1

LZZ

� L

d�1d�2 exp(� i�1U � i�2N )

exp

�
X

j

�

�

� log
�
p
X

e
�A jk + i�1("

(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)=N + i�2

��
�

;

where in the second line the fam iliar representation of the Dirac delta

function �(x) =
R
d� exp(i�x) was used,while in the third line use was

m adeofform ula(13)fortheLaplacetransform oftheprobabilityP (fnjkg).

The (double)integralin the lastline can be evaluated using the steepest

descentm ethod,and to leading orderone�nds

logZ(A;�)= �
�

N
U � �N +

X

j

�

�

� log
�
p
X

e
�A jk + �("

(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)=N + �

��

;
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where� and � arethe solution ofthe system

U = �
1

N

X

jk

("
(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)�0

 

� log

�

p
X

k

e
�A jk + �("

(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)=N + �

�
!

�

exp

�

�Ajk +
�

N
("

(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)

�

P

k
exp

�

�Ajk +
�

N
("

(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)

�

N = �
X

jk

�
0

 

� log

�

p
X

k

e
�A jk + �("

(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)N + �

�
!

�

exp

�

�Ajk +
�

N
("

(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)

�

P

k
exp

�

�Ajk +
�

N
("

(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)

� :

Now,taking the derivative oflogZ(A;�) and putting � = 0,after som e

sim ple algebra one�nds

< �A > U = �
1

N

X

jk

A jk�
0

�
�

N
"
(1)

j + � + log(pZ2)

�
e� �"

(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)
; (16)

where we have de�ned Z2(�)
def
=

P
exp(� �"

(2)

k
=N ),whereasthe constants

� and � arethesolution oftheprevioussystem with � = 0,i.e.aresolution

of

U = �
1

N

X

jk

("
(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)�0(

�

N
"
(1)

j + � + logpZ2)
e� �"

(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)

N = �
X

jk

�
0(
�

N
"
(1)

j
+ � + logpZ2)

e� �"
(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)
:

(17)

Theform ul� (16)and (17)solvetheproblem ofcom puting theconditional

expectation ofa dynam icalvariable ofthe com pound system ,when the

second oneisa heatbath.

Now,it is very interesting to consider two lim it cases: that in which

theobservableA dependsonly on thevariablesofthe�rstsystem (so that

A jk = A j), and that in which A depends only on the variables of the

second one (A jk = A k). In the �rst case it is m eaningfulto consider a

situation in which theenergy conditioning isgiven noton thetotalenergy

ofthecom pound system ,buton theenergy U1 ofthe�rstone.Thisessen-

tially am ountsto considering the �rstsystem asisolated from the second

one. Now,ifone com putesthe generating function with the conditioning

12



P
"
(1)

j njk=N = U1,one�nds

< A > U 1
= �

1

N

X

j

A j�
0(
�1

N
"
(1)

j + �1); (18)

with �1 and �1 solution of

U1 = �
1

N

X

j

"
(1)

j �
0(
�1

N
"
(1)

j + �1)

N = �
X

j

�
0(
�1

N
"
(1)

j + �1):

(19)

Theserelationsarethe sam eas(2)and (4)ofSection 2,asitshould be.

Instead,ifthe dynam icalvariable A depends only on the variablesof

the heatbath,and the conditioning isdone only on the energy U2 ofthe

latter,one �nds

< A > U 2
= �

1

N

X

k

A k

exp(� �2"
(2)

k
=N )

Z2(�2)
; (20)

where Z2 is the canonicalpartition function de�ned above, while �2 is

de�ned by

X

k

"
(2)

k

exp(� �2"
(2)

k
=N )

Z2(�2)
= U2 : (21)

Thesearethe standard G ibbsrelations.

Itisinteresting to com pare these resultswith the com putation ofthe

m ean energy ofany ofthe two system s,when the totalenergy U is�xed.

O ne�nds(using in the second line the de�nition ofZ2)

< �"(1) > U = �
1

N

X

jk

"
(1)

j �
0(
�

N
"
(1)

j + � + logpZ2)
e� �"

(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)

= �
1

N

X

j

"
(1)

j �
0(
�

N
"
(1)

j + � + logpZ2)
X

k

e� �"
(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)

= �
1

N

X

j

"
(1)

j �
0(
�

N
"
(1)

j + � + logpZ2);

(22)

which isthesam eas(19)with U1 = U1(�)
def
= < �"(1) > U .Forwhatconcerns

13



U2 one�ndsinstead (using now,in the second line,the second of(19))

< �"(2) > U = �
1

N

X

jk

"
(2)

k
�
0(
�

N
"
(1)

j
+ � + logpZ2)

e� �"
(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)

= �
1

N

X

j

�
0(
�

N
"
(1)

j + � + logpZ2)
X

k

"
(2)

k

e� �"
(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)

=
X

k

"
(2)

k

e� �"
(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)
;

(23)

nam ely again the sam e as (21),with U2 = U2(�)
def
= < �"(2) > U . These

com putationsshow �rstofallthat

U (�)= U1(�)+ U2(�); (24)

butalso,asm entioned in Section 3,thatthe equilibrium energiesU1 and

U2 lieon a curve,i.e.the curve(U1(�);U2(�))param etrized by �.

5 T he therm odynam ics.

W e turn now to form ul� (16)and (17),in orderto write them in a m ore

transparent way. In fact,de�ning in perfect analogy with (5) the m ean

occupation num bers ��jk by

��jk
def
= � �

0

�
�

N
"
(1)

j + � + logpZ2

�
exp(� �"

(2)

k
=N )

Z2(�)
; (25)

such form ul� takethe form

< �A > U =
1

N

X

jk

A jk��jk ; U =
1

N

X

jk

("
(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)��jk ; N =

X

jk

��jk :

Asin the caseof(5),onehasnow

��jk = �
@

@zjk

X

l0

�

 

� logp
X

l

exp(� zl0l)

! �
�
�
�
�
zl0l= (�=N )("

(1)

l0
+ "

(2)

l
)+ �

:

O ne can then introduce the Legendre transform h(12)(�11;� � � ) ofthe

function
P

l0
�(� � � )occurring above,by

h
(12)(�11;� � � )=

X

jk

zjk�jk +
X

l0

�

 

� logp
X

l

exp(� zl0l)

!

; (26)
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whereasusualthe dependence ofzjk on �jk isobtained by solving

�jk = @zjk

X

l0

�

 

� logp
X

l

exp(� zl0l)

!

: (27)

Now,the Legendreduality gives

�

N
("

(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)+ � =

@

@�jk
h
(12)(��11;� � � );

so thatforthe exchanged heat�Q12 one �nds

�Q12 =
1

N

X

jk

("
(1)

j + "
(2)

k
)d��jk =

N

�

1

N

X

jk

�
@h(12)

@�jk
� �

�

d��jk =
N

�
dh

(12)
:

Thisshowsthattheexchanged heatdoesindeed havean integratingfactor.

But there is m ore. Indeed,from the de�nitions (5) and (25) ofthe

quantities ��j and ��jk respectively one checksthat

��j =
X

k

��jk ;

so that
1

N

X

jk

"
(1)

j d��jk =
X

j

"
(1)

j d��j = �Q1 =
N

�
dh

(1)
;

where the lastequality com esfrom (10). In the sam e way one can check

that
1

N

X

jk

"
(2)

k
d��jk =

X

k

"
(2)

k
d��k = �Q2 =

N

�
dh

(2)
:

Hereh(2) isthestandard G ibbsentropy h(2) =
P

nk lognk� nk logp,while

��k isgiven by (8).

Finally,we�nd that

N

�
dh

(12) = �Q12 = �Q1 + �Q2 =
N

�
dh

(1)+
N

�
dh

(2)
:

This showsthat �=N is indeed the absolute tem perature,while the ther-

m odynam icentropiescan be identi�ed3 as

S1(U1;�)
def
= h

(1)(��j); S2(U2;�)
def
= h

(1)(��k); S12(U;�)
def
= h

(12)(��jk):

M oreoverthe therm odynam icentropiesareadditive,in the sensethat

dS1 + dS2 = dS12 :

3 N otice thatin paper(5)the therm odynam ic entropy wasdenoted by Sth,whilethe

quantity h was denoted by S.
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6 T he case ofthe q{distribution.

Ifsystem 1 is described by a G ibbs statistics,the function � is an expo-

nential,and the usualform ul� are recovered. In fact in such a case one

gets

X

j

�

�

� logp
�X

k

�

N
("

(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)+ �

��

=
X

jk

pexp

�

�
�

N
("

(1)

j
+ "

(2)

k
)� �

�

:

From this,the additivity ofentropy easily followsusing the form ula

h =
X

jk

��jk log��jk ;

and the property

��jk =
1

N
��j��k ;

which followsfrom de�nition (25).In fact,onehas

��jk = pe
� �
e
� �"

(1)

j
=N
e
� �"

(2)

k
=N

:

O n the otherhand,com puting � by the second of(17),one�nds

pe
� �

X

jk

e
� �"

(1)

j
=N
e
� �"

(2)

k
=N =

N

Z1(�)Z2(�)
;

so thatfor ��jk onegets

��jk = N
e
� �"

(1)

j
=N

Z1(�)

e� �"
(2)

k
=N

Z2(�)
=

1

N
��j��k ;

the second equality following from the known expression (8) which holds

both for ��j and ��k.

A com m entisnow in orderbefore discussing the expression ofthe en-

tropy in the case system 1 followsthe Tsallisq{distribution.The relation

��jk =
1

N
��j��k,which can be rewritten in the m oreexpressiveform

< njk > U (�)=
1

N
< nj > U 1(�)< nk > U 2(�); (28)

holds always true,as one can check from the de�nition (25) of ��jk and

from the de�nitions (5) and (8) of ��j and ��k. But the im portant point

is that a relation ofthis kind holds neither for the occupation num bers

njk,nj,nk,norfor the param eters�jk,�j,�k. In particular,concerning

the two functions h(12)(�jk) and h(1)(�j)+ h(2)(�k) (the values ofwhich

16



obviously cannot be com pared unless som e relation is assum ed between

thecorresponding argum ents),wewill�nd thattheirvaluescoincidewhen

theyarecom puted atequilibrium ,i.e.when theirargum entssatisfyrelation

(28).

Ifsystem 1 followsthe Tsallisq{distribution,then onehas

�(z)= p1(1� (1� q)z)1=(1� q)� p1 (29)

with a constantp1 > 0,so that(from 25)one gets

�jk = p1 (1+ (1� q)logpZj)
q=(1� q) e

� zjk

Zj

(30)

with Zj =
P

k
e� zjk . The aim is now to com pute the explicitexpression

ofthe function h(12),the entropy ofthe com pound system ,and m ake a

com parison with the sum h(1)+ h(2).

Firstonehasto expresszjk asa function of�jk.To thisend,notethat

from (30),taking the logarithm ofboth sides,onegets

zjk = � log�jk � log

��

1� (1� q)logpZj

�q=(1� q)
�

+ logp1 � logZj :

In turn,the expression ofthe function Zj in term sof�jk isobtained from

(30)by sum m ing overthe index k,which gives

X

k

�jk = p1 (1+ (1� q)logpZj)
q=(1� q)

;

so that

logpZj =
1

1� q

��P

k
�jk

p1

� 1� q

q

� 1

�

:

Inserting thisrelation into the expression forzjk one�nds

zjk = � log�jk + log

�X

k

�jk

�

+
1

1� q

�

1�

�P

k
�jk

p1

� 1� q

q

�

+ logp :

It is now im m ediate to perform the Legendre transform h(12) ofthe

function
P

j
�(::) =

P

j
p1(1 � (1 � q)log(pZj)=q)

1=(1� q) � p1, and one

obtains

h
(12) = �

X

jk

(� �jk log�jk + �jk logp)+
X

j

�X

k

�jk
�
log

�X

k

�jk
�
+

1

1� q

X

jk

�jk �
p1q

1� q

X

j

�P

k
�jk

p1

� 1

q

:
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Thisexpression reducesatequilibrium ,i.efor��jk = ��j ��k=N ,tothesim pler

one

h
(12) =

X

k

(� ��k log��k + ��k logp)+ p1

q
P

j

�
��j

p1

� 1

q

�
P

j

�
��j

p1

�

1� q
:

The �rst term coincides with the fam iliar expression of the Boltzm ann

entropy ofthe heat bath,whereas the second one coincides with the ex-

pression oftheTsallisentropyforthe�rstsystem (seerefs.(5),(8)),written

howeverin term softhem ean occupation num bers,ratherthan in term sof

the escortprobabilities.Itisthen apparentthat

dh
(12) = dh

(1)+ dh
(2)

:

7 T he m eaning ofthe param eter �.

W e now com e back to another problem concerning the case ofa single

system ,which wasleftopen in paper(5),nam ely the identi�cation ofthe

quantity � entering form ula (2).To thisend werem ark that,according to

form ula (5),the m ean occupation num berisgiven by

��j
def
= � �

0
j

�
"j�

N
+ �

�

;

whereastheparam eter�=N wasshown tobethetem peratureofthesystem .

Itisthusconvenientto choose asindependentvariables�
def
= �=N and N

in placeofU and N .In factifwede�ne

f(�)
def
=

1

N

X

j

�j(�"j + �);

takingthederivativeofboth sideswith respectto � and using (6)one�nds

(we denote @

@�
= @�)

@�(� � � f)= U :

Now werecallthatthe freeenergy F = U � �� 1S satis�esthe relation

@�(�F )= U ;

so that one has,apartfrom an additive constant(possibly depending on

theexternalparam etersentering theHam iltonian),theim portantrelation

� = � �F � f :
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In particular,ifthe system follows a G ibbs statistics,f is a constant

and one has

� = � �F :

This coincides with the fam iliar relation �F = � logZ,where Z is the

canonicalpartition function,becausein such a caseonehas� = logZ (see

form ula (8)).

Ifinstead the system followsa Tsallisdistribution ofindex q,then the

expression of�(z)isgiven by (29),so thatf isgiven by

f(�)=
1

N

X

j

h

p1
�
1� (1� q)(�"j + �)

� 1

1� q � p1
�

=
1

N

X

j

p1
�
1� (1� q)(�"j + �)

��
1� (1� q)(�"j + �)

� q

1� q � 1

= 1� (1� q)(�U + �)� 1= (q� 1)(�U + �);

where,in thesecond line,usewasm adeofthesecond and thethird of(6).

W e �nd in thisway

� = �
1

q
�
�
F � (1� q)U

�
;

which gives the relation between � and the therm odynam ic functions F

and U .

Atthispoint,itisworth noting thatusually the Tsallisdistribution is

written in the form (seeref.(8))

��j = C (�q)
�
1� �q"j)

q

1� q ;

where the function C (�q)isa norm alization factor,and �q isdeterm ined

by som ehow �xing the m ean energy.Butin term sofour�,i.e.ofinverse

tem perature,one has

�q =
(1� q)�

1� (1� q)�
:

Thisshowsthat�q isnottheinversetem perature,buta com plicated func-

tion ofit,which could be obtained by expressing � asa function of�.

8 C onclusions.

So we have shown,thatthe param eter�
def
= �=N is the inverse tem pera-

ture,in the sense thatithasthe sam e value forevery system which isin
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therm alequilibrium with a heatbath at(inverse)tem perature�.Such an

identi�cation also enables one to �nd outthe therm odynam ic entropy S.

In particular,in thecaseoftheTsallisq{distribution,theentropy justco-

incideswith hisq{entropy (asonecould haveim agined).A relevantpoint

ishoweverthatin such acase,atvariancewith whatisusually m aintained,

the entropy turnsoutto be additive,atleastforwhatconcernsitsdi�er-

ential,i. e. in the sense thatone hasdS12 = dS1 + dS2. W hethersuch a

relation can beintegrated togiveS12 = S1+ S2 isanon trivialpointwhich

we are unable to discussatthe m om ent. In the literature there isa long

debateaboutthispoint;in particularitisoften pointed outthat,ifentropy

isassum ed to beadditive(forindependentsystem s),then theBoltzm ann{

G ibbs expression should follow (see ref.(9)). This is usually based on a

uniqueness theorem ofK hinchin (see ref.(10)) in the inform ation theory

fram ework,in which additivity playsa key role.

W ithoutenteringtheseveryinterestingquestions,weonlywanttopoint

outthat,in ourde�nition (26)oftheentropy,theindependentvariablesare

theparam eters�j,which arenottheprobabilitiesoftheoccupation ofthe

cells in the space phase. So the functionaldependence ofthe entropy on

the quantities�j m ay be outofthe reach ofK hinchin’stheorem ,in which

theroleofthe independentvariablesisplayed by theprobabilities.In any

case,itistruethatoneoughttounderstand in adeeperwaytheconnection

ofthe presentapproach with K inchin’stheorem ,and m ore generally with

inform ation entropy.

A ppendix: proofofthe existence oftem pera-

ture.

In the following,for the sake ofcom pleteness,the fam iliar deduction of

theexistenceofabsolutetem peratureisrecalled.Theonly di�erencewith

respect to the treatm ents ofm ost textbooks,is that we m ake use not of

theconceptof\em piricaltem perature",butratheroftheconcept,recalled

above,ofthe \equilibrium curve" in the plane(U1;U2).

So let us assum e there exist �1,�1 such that for the exchanged heat

�Q1 ofsystem A one has�Q1 = �1d�1,and analogously forsystem B and

the com pound system A[B,i.e. �Q2 = �2d�2,�Q12 = �12d�12. From

�Q12 = �Q1 + �Q2,onehas

�12d�12 = �1d�1 + �2d�2 ; (31)

i.e.

d�12 =
�1

�12
d�1 +

�2

�12
d�2 :
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Thisshowsthat�12 dependsonlyon thevaluesof�1 and �2,and noton any

otherexternalparam etersentering the energiesofsystem A orsystem B,

i.e onehas

�12 = G (�1;�2):

So therefollowsthattheratio of�i by �12 isequalto thepartialderivative

@�iG ,i.e.onehas

�1 =
@G

@�1
�12 ; �2 =

@G

@�2
�12 : (32)

Usenow thecondition thatsystem sA and B arein m utualequilibrium .

This m eans that,ifone �xes allthe param eters but the energies U1,U2

ofthe two system s,then they lie on a curve (U1(�);U2(�) in the plane

(U1;U2). For exam ple,in the case oftwo gases,one can �x the volum es

and think ofchangingtheinternalenergiesofthegasesthrough an isocoric

transform ation,i.e. by heating orcooling the gases. In ourcase,instead,

one can think of�xing the entropy and changing U by adiabatic transfor-

m ations. In otherterm s,one uses asindependent variablesthe entropies

and the internalenergies (and,perhaps,som e further param eters ifthe

form erarenotsu�cientto thecom pletetherm odynam icdescription ofthe

system s).

Now, taking the logarithm ic derivative of the expressions (32) with

respectto �,i.e. the variable which param eterizesthe equilibrium curve,

one�nds

@� log�1 = @� log�12 = @� log�2 :

In principle,here,@� log�1 dependsonly on � and on theotherparam eters

ofthe �rstsystem ,while @� log�2 depends only on � and the param eters

ofthesecond one.Thisim pliesthatactually allthethreeexpressionshave

to beequalto a function depending only on � (ascan beseen,forexam ple,

by the factthatthe derivativeswith respectto the param etersotherthen

� vanish).O nehasthus

@� log�1 = @� log�12 = @� log�2 = f(�);

which on integration gives

�1 = e
F (�)�1(�1);�2 = e

F (�)�1(�2); �12 = e
F (�)�12(�1;�2); (33)

where F (�) is a prim itive off(�) and �i are integration constants. O ne

can wonderwhy �i dependsonly on �i.Thistoo followsfrom (32),which

showsthatthe ratio �1=�2 depends only on �1,�2,and noton any other

externalparam etersneeded to describethe system .

Thelaststep isto show thatT � 1 def
= exp(F (�))istheintegratingfactor

one is looking for. By construction,T � 1 has the sam e value for allthe
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three system s. Itisuniquely de�ned apartfrom a m ultiplicative constant

dependingon thechoiceoftheprim itiveF .Toshow thatitisanintegrating

factor,onehasto considerrelation (31),which,aftersim plifying T,reads

�12d�12 = �1d�1 + �2d�2 :

Thus one can de�ne the entropy ofthe two system s asdS1 = �1(�1)d�1
and dS2 = �2(�1)d�2 respectively.M oreover,asone has

�12d�12 = dS1 + dS2 = d(S1 + S2);

one�ndsin the�rstplacethat�12d�12 too isa totaldi�erentialdS12,and

furtherm orethatthe entropiesareadditivein the sensethat

dS12 = dS1 + dS2 :

Thisalso showsthatT � 1 isan integrating factor,becauseone has

�Q1 = TdS1 ; �Q2 = TdS2 ;�Q12 = TdS12 :
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