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A sym ptotically scale-invariant occupancy ofphase space m akes the entropy Sq

extensive
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Phase space can be constructed forN equaland distinguishable subsystem sthatcould be(prob-
abilistically)eitherweakly (or\locally")correlated (e.g.,independent,i.e.,uncorrelated),orstrongly
(or globally) correlated. If they are locally correlated, we expect the Boltzm ann-G ibbs entropy
SB G � � k

P

i
pilnpi to be extensive,i.e.,SB G (N ) / N for N ! 1 . In particular,ifthey are

independent,SB G is strictly additive,i.e.,SB G (N ) = N SB G (1);8N . However,ifthe subsystem s
areglobally correlated,weexpect,fora vastclassofsystem s,theentropy Sq � k[1�

P

i
p
q

i]=(q� 1)
(with S1 = SB G ) for som e specialvalue ofq 6= 1 to be the one which extensive (i.e.,Sq(N )/ N

for N ! 1 ). Another concept which is relevant is strict or asym ptotic scale-freedom (or scale-
invariance),de� ned as the situation for which allm arginalprobabilities ofthe N -system coincide
or asym ptotically approach (for N ! 1 ) the joint probabilities ofthe (N � 1)-system . Ifeach
subsystem isa binary one,scale-freedom isguaranteed by whatwehereafterreferto astheLeibnitz
rule,i.e.,the sum oftwo successive jointprobabilities ofthe N -system coincidesorasym ptotically
approachesthecorresponding jointprobability ofthe(N � 1)-system .Thekindsofinterplay ofthese
various concepts are illustrated in severalexam ples. O ne ofthem justi� es the title ofthis paper.
W econjecture thatthese m echanism sare deeply related to the very frequentem ergence,in natural
and arti� cialcom plex system s,ofscale-free structures and to their connections with nonextensive
statisticalm echanics.

PACS num bers:

I - IN T R O D U C T IO N

The entropy Sq [1,2,3]isde� ned through

Sq � k
1�

P W

i= 1
p
q

i

q� 1
(q2 R ;S1 = SB G � � k

WX

i= 1

pilnpi); (1)

where k is a positive constant (k = 1 from now on) and B G stands for Boltzm ann-Gibbs. This expression is the
basis ofnonextensive statisticalm echanics [4],a currentgeneralization ofB G statisticalm echanics. For q 6= 1,Sq
is nonadditive { hence nonextensive { in the sense that for a system com posed of(probabilistically) independent
subsystem s,thetotalentropy di� ersfrom thesum oftheentropiesofthesubsystem s.However,thesystem m ay have
specialprobability correlationsbetween the subsystem ssuch thatextensivity isvalid,notforSB G ,butforSq with
a particular value ofthe index q 6= 1. In this paper,we address the case where the subsystem s are allequaland
distinguishable. Theircorrelationsm ay exhibita kind ofscale-invariance. W e m ay regard som e ofthe situationsof
correlated probabilitiesasrelated to the rem ark (see[5]and referencestherein)thatSq forq6= 1 can be appropriate
fornonlineardynam icalsystem sthathavephasespaceunevenly occupied.W e return to thispointlater.
W eshallconsidertwotypesofm odels.The� rstoneinvolvesN binary variables(N = 1;2;3;:::),and thesecond one

involvesN continuousvariables(N = 1;2;3).In both cases,certain correlationsthatarescale-invariantin a suitable
lim itcan create an intrinsically inhom ogeneousoccupation ofphase space.Such system sare strongly rem iniscentof
the so called scale-free networks[6],with theirhierarchically structured hubsand spokesand theirnearly forbidden
regions.
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II - D ISC R ET E M O D ELS

Som e basic concepts

The m ostgeneralprobabilisticsetsforN equaland distinguishable binary subsystem saregiven in TableIwith

NX

n= 0

N !

(N � n)!n!
�N ;n = 1 (�N ;n 2 [0;1];N = 1;2;3;:::;n = 0;1;:::;N ) (2)

(N = 0) 1
(N = 1) �10 �11

(N = 2) �20 �21 �22

(N = 3) �30 �31 �32 �33

(N = 4) �40 �41 �42 �43 �44

TABLE I:M ostgeneralsetsofjointprobabilitiesforN equaland distinguishable binary subsystem s.

Letusfrom now on callLeibnitzrule the following recursiverelation:

�N ;n + �N ;n+ 1 = �N �1;n (n = 0;1;:::;N � 1;N = 2;3;:::):: (3)

Thisrelation guaranteeswhatwe referto asscale-invariance (orscale-freedom )in thispaper. Indeed,itguarantees
that,forany value ofN ,the associated jointprobabilities f�N ;ng produce m arginalprobabilities which coincide with
f�N �1;n g . Assum ing �10 + �11 = 1,and taking into acount that the N -th row has one m ore elem ent than the
(N � 1)-th row,a particularm odelischaracterised by giving oneelem entforeach row.W eshalladopttheconvention
ofspecifying the setf�N ;0 2 [0;1],8N g . Everything followsfrom it. There are m any setsf�N ;0g thatsatisfy Eq.
(3).Letusillustrate with a few sim ple exam ples:

(i) �N ;0 = (2�10)
N

N + 1
(0 � �10 � 1=2;N = 1;2;3;:::). W e have that all 2N states have nonzero probability if

0 < �10 � 1=2 .Theparticularcase�10 = 1=2 recoversthe originalLeibnitz triangleitself[7]:seeTable II.

(ii) �N ;0 = (�10)N
�

(� � 0; N = 1;2;3:::). The � = 1 instance corresponds to independent system s, i.e.,
�N ;n = (�10)N �n (1 � �10)n :If0 < �10 < 1,then all2N states have nonzero probability. The � = 0 instance
correspondsto �N ;0 = �10,�N ;n = 0 (n = 1;2;:::;N � 1)and �N ;N = 1� �10 .If0 < �10 < 1,then only two am ong
the 2N stateshavenonzero probability,8N ,nam ely the statesassociated with �N ;0 and �N ;N .

(N = 0) (1;1)
(N = 1) (1;1=2) (1;1=2)
(N = 2) (1;1=3) (2;1=6) (1;1=3)
(N = 3) (1;1=4) (3;1=12) (3;1=12) (1;1=4)
(N = 4) (1;1=5) (4;1=20) (6;1=30) (4;1=20) (1;1=5)

TABLE II:The left num bers within the parentheses correspond to Pascaltriangle. The right num bers correspond to the
Leibnitz harm onic triangle (d = N ).

W e m ay relax the Leibnitz rule to som e extentby considering those caseswhere the rule issatis� ed only asym p-
totically,i.e.,

lim
N ! 1

�N ;n + �N ;n+ 1

�N �1;n

= 1 (n = 0;1;2;:::): (4)

Such caseswillbesaid to benotstrictly butasym ptotically scale-invariant(orasym ptotically scale-free).Thisis,for
a variety ofreasons,the situation in which weareprim arily interested.The m ain reason isthatwhatvastclassesof
naturaland arti� cialsystem stypically exhibitisnotprecisely power-laws,butbehaviorswhich only asym ptotically

becom e power-laws(oncewehavecorrected,ofcourse,forany � nitesizee� ects).Thisisconsistentwith thefactthat
within nonextensivestatisticalm echanicsSq isoptim ized by q-exponentialfunctions(see [1],referencestherein,and
[8]),which only asym ptotically yield power-laws.Itisconsistentalso with a new centrallim ittheorem thathasbeen
recently conjectured [9,10]forspecially correlated random variables.



3

FIG .1: Schem e representing the system s that are q-describable, globally correlated, asym ptotically scale-free (ASF ) and
strictly scale-free (SSF ). The q = 1 region corresponds to \locally" correlated system s. Leibnitz rule is strictly satis� ed for
SSF ,butonly asym ptotically satis� ed forASF .Below (above)the continuousred line we have the ASF (non ASF)system s.
The SSF system s (below the dashed red line) constitute a subset ofthe ASF subset. The red spots correspond to the four
fam ilies ofdiscrete system s illustrated in the presentpaper: (a) q 6= 1 non ASF (upperspot;Eqs. (12) and (14));(b)q 6= 1
ASF butnon SSF (m iddle spot;Eqs. (17)and (24));(c)q 6= 1 SSF (rightbottom spot;Eq. (8));(d)q = 1 SSF (leftbottom
spot;exam ples(i)and (ii)in the text).

Letusnow introduceafurtherconcept,nam elyq-describability.A m odelconstituted byN equaland distinguishable
subsystem swillbe called q-describable ifa value ofq existssuch asSq(N )isextensive,i.e.,lim N ! 1

Sq(N )

N
< 1 . If

that specialvalue ofq equals unity,this corresponds to the usualB G universality class. Ifthat value ofq di� ers
from unity,we willhave nontrivialuniversality classes.Ifthe subsystem sfA ig are notnecessarily equal,the system

is q-describable ifan entropic index q exists such that lim N ! 1
Sq(A 1+ A 2+ :::+ A N )

P
N

i= 1
Sq(A i)

< 1 . It should be clear that we

could equally welldem and theextensivity ofsay S2�q (oreven ofSQ (q),whereQ (q)issom em onotonically decreasing
function ofq satisfying Q (1)= 1)instead ofthat ofSq . This would ofcourse have the e� ectofhaving nontrivial
solutionsforq> 1 wheneverwe had solutionsforq< 1 ifthe extensivity thatwasim posed wasthatofSq.
Finally,letuspointoutthatwe m ightconsiderthe subsystem sofa probabilistic system to be eitherstrongly (or

globally)correlated orweakly (or\locally")correlated.Thetrivialcaseofindependence,i.e.,when thesubsystem sare
uncorrelated,isofcourse a particularcase ofweakly correlated. Letusm ake these notionsm ore precise. A system
is weakly correlated iffor every generic (di� erent from zero and from unity) joint probability �

A 1+ A 2+ :::+ A N

i1;i2;:::;iN
a set

ofindividualprobablitiesf�A r

ir
g existssuch thatlim N ! 1

�
A 1+ A 2+ :::+ A N
i1;i2 ;:::;iN
Q

N

r= 1
�
A r
ir

= 1. O therwise,the system issaid strongly

correlated. The particular case ofindependence corresponds to �
A r

ir
=

P

i1;i2;:::;ir� 1;ir+ 1;:::;iN
�
A 1+ A 2+ :::+ A N

i1;i2;:::;iN
(r =

1;2;:::;N ).Ifthe subsystem sare equaland binary,thisde� nition becom esasfollows:a system isweakly correlated
if,for generic �N ;n,a probability p0 exists such that lim N ! 1

�N ;n

p
N � n

0
(1�p 0)

n
= 1. O therwise the system is said to

be strongly correlated. The particularcase ofindependence correspondsto p0 = �10. In the presentsense,weakly
correlated system s could also be thought and referred to as asym ptotically uncorrelated. The interplay ofscale-
invariance,q-describability and globalcorrelation isschem atized in Fig.1.
W ehaveveri� ed thatallsystem sillustrated in (i)and (ii)abovebelong to theq= 1 class(seeexam plesin Fig.2).

W e nextaddressq6= 1 system s.

A strictly scale-invariant discrete m odel

In dealing with our � rst q 6= 1 discrete exam ple,we startwith two equaland distinguishable binary subsystem s
A and B (N = 2). The associated jointprobabilitiesare,with allgenerality,indicated in Table III,where � isthe
correlation [14]between A and B .Letusnow im pose[15]additivityofSq [16].In otherwords,wechoose�(p)such that

Sq(2)= 2Sq(1),where(forW = 2)Sq(1)=
1�p

q
�(1�p)

q

q�1
,and (forW = 4)Sq(2)=

1�(p
2
+ �)

q
�2[p (1�p)��]

q
�[(1�p)

2
+ �]

q

q�1
.
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FIG .2: Sq(N )for (a)the Leibnitz triangle [the explicitexpression �N ;n = 1

(N + 1)

(N �n)!n!

N !
hasbeen used to calculate Sq(N )],

(b)� = 1 (i.e.,independentsubsystem s)with �10 = 1=2 [the explicitexpression �N ;n = (�10)N �n (1� �10)n hasbeen used to
calculateSq(N )],and (c)� = 1=2 with �10 = 1=2 [therecursiverelation (3)hasbeen used to calculated Sq(N )].O nly forq = 1
we have a �nite value forlim N ! 1 Sq(N )=N ;itvanishes(diverges)forq > 1 (q< 1).

A n
B 1 2

1 p
A + B

11
= p

2 + � p
A + B

12
= p(1� p)� � p

2 p
A + B

21
= p(1� p)� � p

A + B

22
= (1� p)2 + � 1� p

p 1� p 1

A n
B 1 2

1 2p� 1 1� p p

2 1� p 0 1� p

p 1� p 1

TABLE III:Left: Jointand m arginalprobabilities for two binary subsystem s A and B . Correlation � and probability p are
such that0 � p

2 + �,p(1� p)� �,(1� p)2 + � � 1 (� = 0 corresponds to independence,for which case entropy additivity
im pliesq= 1).Right:O ne ofthe two (equivalent)solutionsforthe particularcase forwhich entropy additivity im pliesq= 0.

W e focuson the solutions�q(p)for0 � q� 1 indicated in Fig.3 [17].
W ith the convenientnotation

�10 � r10 � p
A
1 = p

�11 � r01 � p
A
2 = (1� p)

�20 � r20 � p
A + B
11

= p
2 + �

�21 � r11 � p
A + B
12

= p
A + B
21

= p(1� p)� �

�22 � r02 � p
A + B
22

= (1� p)2 + �; (5)

wecan verify

r20 + 2r11 + r02 = 1;

r20 + r11 = r10 = p;

r11 + r02 = r01 = 1� p: (6)

Letusnow addressthecaseofthreeequaland distinguishablebinary subsystem sA,B and C (N = 3).W epresent
in Table IV probabilitiesthatare notthe m ostgeneralones,butrathergeneralonesforwhich we have strictscale
invariance,in the sense that allthe associated m arginalprobability sets exactly reproduce the above N = 2 case.
Notice how strongly this construction rem inds us ofthe one that occurs in the renorm alization group procedures
widely used in quantum � eld theory,the study ofcriticalphenom ena,and elsewhere[18].
W ith the convenient notation �30 � r30 � p

A + B + C
111

;�31 � r21 � p
A + B + C
112

= p
A + B + C
121

= p
A + B + C
211

;�32 � r12 �

p
A + B + C
221

= p
A + B + C
212

= p
A + B + C
122

;�33 � r03 � p
A + B + C
222

,and so on,we can verify

r30 + 3r21 + 3r12 + r03 = 1;



5

-0.25

-0.2

-0.15

-0.1

-0.05

 0

 0.05

 0.1

 0.15

 0.2

 0.25

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1

κ

p

q=1

q=0.95

q=0.75

q=0

FIG .3: Curves�(p)which,for typicalvaluesofq,im ply additivity ofSq. For� 1=4 � � � 0 we have
p
� � � p � 1�

p
� �.

For0 � � � 1=4 we have (1�
p
1� 4�)=2 � p � (1+

p
1� 4�)=2 .

A n
B 1 2

1 p
3 + �q(p)(2+ p) p

2(1� p)� �q(p)(1+ p)

[p2(1� p)� �q(p)(1+ p)] [p(1� p)2 + �q(p)p]

2 p
2(1� p)� �q(p)(1+ p) p(1� p)2 + �q(p)p

[p(1� p)2 + �q(p)p] [(1� p)3 + �q(p)(1� p)]

TABLE IV:Scale-invariant joint probabilities p
A + B + C

ijk
(i;j;k = 1;2): the quantities without (within) square-brackets [ ]

correspond to state 1 (state 2)ofsubsystem C .

r30 + r21 = r20 = p
2 + �q(p);

r21 + r12 = r11 = p(1� p)� �q(p);

r12 + r03 = r02 = (1� p)2 + �q(p); (7)

and so on.

(N = 0) (1;1)
(N = 1) (1;r10) (1;r01)
(N = 2) (1;r20) (2;r11) (1;r02)
(N = 3) (1;r30) (3;r21) (3;r12) (1;r03)
(N = 4) (1;r40) (4;r31) (6;r22) (4;r13) (1;r04)

TABLE V:M erging ofPascaltrianglewith thepresentLeibnitz-likeprobability set.Theparticularcaser10 = r01 = 1=2;r20 =
r02 = 1=3; r11 = 1=6;r30 = r03 = 1=4; r31 = r13 = 1=12;r40 = r04 = 1=5; r31 = r13 = 1=20; r22 = 1=30,...,recovers the
Leibnitz triangle [7].

Let us com plete this exam ple by considering the generic case (arbitrary N ). The results are presented in Table
V,where we have m erged the Pascaltriangle and the present Leibnitz-like triangle [7]. For the leftelem ents,we
have the usualPascalrule,i.e.,every elem ent ofthe N -th line equals the sum ofits \north-west" plus its \north-
east"elem ents. For the rightelem ents we have the property that every elem entofthe N -th line equalsthe sum of
its\south-west" plus its \south-east" elem ents. In otherwords,for (N = 1;2;3;:::;n = 0;1;2;:::;N ),we have that
rN �n;n + rN �n�1;n+ 1 = rN �n�1;n ,and also that

P N

n= 0
N !

(N �n)!n!
rN �n;n = 1 (N = 0;1;2;:::).These two equations

adm itthe following solution
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rN ;0 = p
N + �q(p)

[N (1� p)+ (pN � 1)]

(1� p)2
;

rN �1;1 = p
N �1 (1� p)� �q(p)

1� pN �1

1� p
; (8)

rN �n;n = p
N �n (1� p)n

h

1+
�q(p)

(1� p)2

i

(2 � n � N ):

Sum m arizing,as long as rN ;0 � 0,this interesting structure takes autom atically into account (i) the standard
constraintsofthetheory ofprobabilities(nonnegativityand norm alization ofprobabilities),and (ii)thescale-invariant
structure which guaranteesthat allthe possible sets ofm arginalprobabilities derived from the jointprobabilities of

N subsystem s reproduce the corresponding sets ofjointprobabilities ofN � 1 subsystem s. Consistently Sq is strictly
additive forallN � N m ax,where N m ax dependson (p;q)[17].In thisway,the correlation �q(p)thatweintroduced
between two subsystem swillitselfbe preserved forallN � N m ax.
Let us now address the following question: how deform ed,and in what m anner,is the occupation ofthe phase

space(N -dim ensional\hypercube",in thesam esensethattheN = 2 phasespacem ay beseen asa \square",and the
N = 3 oneasa \cube")in thepresenceofthescale-invariantcorrelation �q(p)determ ined onceand forall? (SeeFig.
3)Them ostnaturalcom parison iswith the caseofindependence(which correspondsto � = 0,henceto q= 1).Itis
then convenientto de� netherelative discrepancy �N �n;n � frN �n;n =[pN �n (1� p)n]g� 1 (naturally,otherde� nitions
fordiscrepancy can beused aswell,butthepresentoneisparticularly sim ple).Sincen = 0;1;2;:::;N ,wem ay expect
in principle to have N + 1 di�erentdiscrepancies.Itis notso! Q uite rem arkably there are only three di� erentones,
nam ely �N ;0,�N �1;1 ,and allthe others,which thereforecoincidewith �0;N .They aregiven by

�N ;0 =
�q(p)

(1� p)2

h

1+
N (1� p)� 1

pN

i

� 0;

�N �1;1 =
�q(p)

(1� p)2

�

1�
1

pN �1

�

� 0; (9)

�N �n;n =
�q(p)

(1� p)2
� 0 (2� n � N );

where the inequalitieshold for0 � q < 1,forwhich �q(p)� 0. O fcourse,the equalitiesin (9)correspond to q = 1
(i.e.,� = 0). See Fig. 3. W e see that,for arbitrary N � 2,only three di� erent types ofvertices em erge in the
N � dim ensionalhypercube. These can be characterized by the (1;1;:::;1) corner,the N sites along each cartesian
axisem erging from this corner,and allthe others. As N increases,the m iddle type predom inatesm ore and m ore,
with increasingly uneven occupation ofphasespace.
The presentexam ple correspondsto �N ;0 = rN ;0 asgiven in Eq. (8). Itisim portantto notice in thiscase that,

for� xed (p;q)such thatp < 1 and q < 1,there isa m axim alvalue ofN ,noted Nm ax(p;q),forwhich the analytical
expression forrN 0 in Eq. (8)is nonnegative. ForN > N m ax,we are obliged to considerrN ;0 = 0,which,through
application ofthe Leibnitz rule,leadsto violationsofthe nonnegativity ofallrN �n;n .W hen thishappens,ofcourse
the additivity ofthe entropy,i.e.,Sq(N ) = N Sq(1),does not hold any m ore. Unless we have the trivialsituation
q = 1 (for which entropic additivity holds forall0 � p � 1),the therm odynam ic lim itN ! 1 im poses p = 1 for
0 � q< 1.Indeed N m ax(1;q)! 1 8q2 [0;1].Forallothervaluesofp < 1 and q< 1,N m ax(p;q)is� nite.

A discrete m odelthat is not asym ptotically scale-invariant

Letusconsiderthe probabilisticstructure indicated in Table VI,where,forgiven N ,only the d+ 1 � rstelem ents
aredi� erentfrom zero,with d = 0;1;2;:::;N .
Aswesee,�(d)

N ;n
= 0 forN � d+ 1 and n = d+ 1;d+ 2;:::;N .Thetotalnum berofstatesisgiven by W (N )= 2N

(8d),butthe num berofstateswith nonzero probability isgiven by

W
e�
(N ;d)=

dX

n= 0

N !

(N � n)!n!
; (10)
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FIG .4:�N ;0(p)(left),�N �1;1 (p)(center),and �N �n;n (p)(right),forq= 0:75,and N � 5.W eseethat,when N increases,only
the N axestouching the (1;1;:::;1)cornerofthe hypercube rem ain occupied with an appreciable probability.Notice however
that,forgiven (p;q),N isallowed to increaseonly up to a m axim alvalueN m ax(p;q)(only N m ax(1;q)and N m ax(p;1)diverge).

(N = 0) (1;1) (1;1)

(N = 1) (1;�(1)
10
) (1;�(1)

11
) (1;�(2)

10
) (1;�(2)

11
)

(N = 2) (1;�(1)
20
) (2;�(1)

21
) (1;0) (1;�(2)

20
) (2;�(2)

21
) (1;�(2)

22
)

(N = 3) (1;�(1)
30
) (3;�(1)

31
) (3;0) (1;0) (1;�(2)

30
) (3;�(2)

31
) (3;�(2)

32
) (1;0)

(N = 4) (1;�(1)
40
) (4;�(1)

41
) (6;0) (4;0) (1;0) (1;�(2)

40
) (4;�(2)

41
) (6;�(2)

42
) (4;0) (1;0)

TABLE VI:Probabilistic m odelswith d = 1 (left)and d = 2 (right).

where e� stands for e�ective. For exam ple, W
e�
(N ;0) = 1, W

e�
(N ;1) = N + 1, W

e�
(N ;2) = 1

2
N (N + 1)+ 1,

W
e�
(N ;3)= 1

6
N (N 2 + 5)+ 1,and so on.For� xed d and N ! 1 wehavethat

W
e�
(N ;d)�

N d

d!
(11)

Letusnow m akea sim ple choiceforthe nonzero probabilities,nam ely equalprobalities.In otherwords,

�
(d)

N ;n
= 1=2N (if N � d);

�
(d)

N ;n
=

1

W
e�
(N ;d)

(if N > d and n � d); (12)

�
(d)

N ;n
= 0 (if N > d and n > d):

See TableVIIforan illustration ofthism odel.

(N = 0) (1;1) (1;1)
(N = 1) (1;1=2) (1;1=2) (1;1=2) (1;1=2)
(N = 2) (1;1=3) (2;1=3) (1;0) (1;1=4) (2;1=4) (1;1=4)
(N = 3) (1;1=4) (3;1=4) (3;0) (1;0) (1;1=7) (3;1=7) (3;1=7) (1;0)

(N = 4) (1;1=5) (4;1=5) (6;0) (4;0) (1;0) (1;1=11) (4;1=11) (6;1=11) (4;0) (1;0)

TABLE VII:Uniform distribution m odelwith d = 1 (left)and d = 2 (right).

The entropy forthism odelisgiven by

Sq(N )= lnq W e�
(N ;d)�

[W
e�
(N ;d)]1�q � 1

1� q
�

N d(1�q)

(1� q)(d!)1�q
; (13)

wherewehaveused now Eq.(11).Consequently,Sq isextensive (i.e.,Sq(N )/ N forN ! 1 )ifand only if

q= 1�
1

d
: (14)
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Hence,ifd = 1;2;3:::,the entropic index m onotonically approachesthe B G lim itfrom below. W e can im m ediately
verify in TableVII(and using Eq.(12))thatthism odelviolatestheLeibnitzruleforallN ,including asym ptotically
when N ! 1 .Consequently,itisneitherstrictly norasym ptotically scale-free.However,itisq-describable(seeFig.
1).

A n asym ptotically scale-invariant discrete m odel

Starting with the Leibnitz harm onic triangle,we shallconstructa heterogeneousdistribution �
(d)

N ;n
. The Leibnitz

triangleisgiven in TableIIand satis� es

pN ;n = pN + 1;n + pN + 1;n+ 1; (15)

pN ;n =
1

(N + 1)

(N � n)!n!

N !
: (16)

W e now de� ne

�
(d)

N ;n
�

(

pN ;n + l
(d)

N ;n
s
(d)

N
(n � d)

0 (n > d)
(17)

wherethe excessprobability s(d)
N

and the distribution ration l
(d)

N ;n
(with 0< � < 1)arede� ned through

s
(d)

N
�

NX

k= d+ 1

pN ;k =
N � d

N + 1
(18)

l
(d)

N ;n
�

8
><

>:

1� � (n = 0)

(1� �)�n (d)
N ;n

(N �n)!n!

N !
(0 < n < d)

�d 
(d)

N ;d
(n = d)

(19)

with


(d)

N ;n
�

nY

k= 1

1

W eff(N ;d)� W eff(N ;n � 1)
=

nY

k= 1

1
P d

k= n
[N !=(N � n)!n!]

(n > 0); (20)

whereW
e�
(N ;d)isgiven by Eq.(10).

(N = 0) (1;1) (1;1)
(N = 1) (1;1=2) (1;1=2) (1;1=2) (1;1=2)
(N = 2) (1;1=2) (2;1=4) (1;0) (1;1=3) (2;1=6) (1;1=3)
(N = 3) (1;1=2) (3;1=6) (3;0) (1;0) (1;3=8) (3;25=288) (3;25=288) (1;0)
(N = 4) (1;1=2) (4;1=8) (6;0) (4;0) (1;0) (1;2=5) (4;21=400) (6;43=1200) (4;0) (1;0)

TABLE VIII:Leibnitz-triangle-based � = 0:5 probability sets:d = 1 (left),and d = 2 (right).

W e have veri� ed ford = 1;2;3;4 and N ! 1 a resultthatwe expectto be correctforalld < N =2,nam ely that
0 < �N ;n+ 1 < < �N ;n � �N �1;n < < 1,hence

lim
N ! 1

�
(d)

N �1;n

�
(d)

N ;n
+ �

(d)

N ;n+ 1

= 1 ; (21)

lim
N ! 1

�
(d)

N �1;d

�
(d)

N ;d
+ 0

= 1: (22)

In otherwords,theLeibnitzruleisasym ptotically satis� ed fortheentire probability setf�N ;ng,i.e.,thissystem has
asym ptoticscaleinvariance.Itsentropy isgiven by

Sq(N ;d) =
1�

P d

k= 0
[N !=(N � n)!n!][�(d)

N ;k
]q

q� 1
; (23)
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FIG .5: Illustrations ofthe extensiviy ofSq forthe q 6= 1 ASF m odel(with � = 0:5): (a)d = 1;(b)d = 2;(c)d = 3. Notice

thatthe m inim alvalue ofN equalsd� 1.Insets: Included to im prove the perception ofthe factthatlim N ! 1

S q(N )

N
vanishes

(diverges)ifq > d�1

d+ 1
(q< d�1

d+ 1
),whereasitis�nite forq= d�1

d+ 1
.

and we verify that a value ofq exists such that lim N ! 1
Sq(N ;d)

N
is � nite. O ur num ericalresults suggest that,for

0 < � < 1,(seeFig.5)

q=
d� 1

d+ 1
: (24)

III - C O N T IN U O U S M O D EL

Letusnow addressourlastexam ple,nam ely a continuousm odel.Itisknown thatclassicalm echanicsviolatesthe
3rd principle oftherm odynam ics,whereasquantum m echanicsconform sto it.Indeed,in the latterwetypically have
lim T ! 0 lim N ! 1 S(N ;T)=N = 0 (T being the absolute tem perature),whereasin the form ersuch a lim itistypically
negative,and can even diverge to � 1 .Consistently,the presentcontinuousm odelisgoing to have,aswe shallsee,
di� cultiesofthesam etype.This,however,doesnota� ectitsscalingpropertieswith N ,which constitutesthecentral
scopeofthepresentpaper.W eshallthereforededicatesom ee� ortto exploresuch continuouscases.W econsiderthe
following probability distribution:

p(x)=
2

p
�(2+ a)

e
�x

2

(1+ ax
2) (a � 0) (25)

W e can verify that
R1
�1

dxp(x)= 1:Thisdistribution isillustrated in Fig.6.
The entropy corresponding to onesubsystem (i.e.,N = 1)isgiven by

Sq(1) =
1�

R1
�1

dx[p(x)]q

q� 1

=
1�

h
2p

�(2+ a)

iq R1
�1

dxe�q(x
2
+ y

2
)(1+ ax2)q

q� 1

=
1� 1

p
q

h
2p

�(2+ a)

iq
I(a;q)

q� 1
(26)

with [19]

I(a;q) �

Z 1

�1

dze
�z

2

(1+
a

q
z
2)q
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(0:707;0:342).
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FIG .7:D ependenceofSq(1)on a fortypicalvaluesofq.Sq ispositivefora < ac(q)and negativefora > ac(q).Thethreshold
valueac decreasesfrom in� nity to zero when q increasesfrom zero to unity.Forq= 1 wehavethatSB G < 0 foralla > 0,thus
exhibiting the wellknown di� culty ofclassicalstatistics.

=

p
�q� (�1

2
� q)1F1(

1

2
;3
2
+ q;

q

a
)

p
a� (� q)

+
�
a

q

�q
�
�1

2
+ q

�

1F1

�

� q;
1

2
� q;

q

a

�

; (27)

� and1F1 being respectively theRiem ann’s� and thehypergeom etricfunctions.Thea-dependenceofSq fortypical
valuesofq isdepicted in Fig.(7).Asexpected forcontinuousdistributions,negativevaluesforSq do em erge.
Letusnow com posetwo such subsystem s.Ifthey areindependent(q= 1)wehave

P1(x;y)= p(x)p(y)=
4

�(2+ a)2
e
�(x

2
+ y

2
)[1+ a(x2 + y

2)+ a
2
x
2
y
2] (28)

O fcourse,
R1
�1

R1
�1

dxdyP1(x;y)= 1.Forthegeneralcase,weproposethefollowingsim plegeneralizationofp(x)p(y):

Pq(x;y)=
4

�(4+ 4A + B )
e
�(x

2
+ y

2
)[1+ A(x2 + y

2)+ B x
2
y
2]; (29)

which satis� es
R1
�1

R1
�1

dxdyPq(x;y)= 1.O fcourse,forq= 1,weexpect(A;B )= (a;a2).Letusnow calculatethe
m arginalprobability,i.e.,

Z 1

�1

dyPq(x;y)=
2(2+ A)e�x

2

p
�(4+ 4A + B )

h

1+
2A + B

2+ A
x
2

i

(30)
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FIG .8:(a;q)-dependence ofA (A = a forq= 1).Left:Fortypicalvaluesofq.Right:Fortypicalvaluesofa.

W e wantthis m arginalprobability to recover the originalp(x),so we im pose (2A + B )=(2+ A)= a,which im plies
B = aA + 2(a� A)and

R1
�1

dyPq(x;y)= p(x).Itfollowsthat

Pq(x;y)=
4

�[4+ 2(a+ A)+ aA]
e
�(x

2
+ y

2
)f1+ A(x2 + y

2)+ [aA + 2(a� A)]x2y2g: (31)

Finally,to haveA asa function of(q;a),we im pose,asforthe binary case,

Sq(2)= 2Sq(1); (32)

whereSq(1)isgiven by Eq.(26)and

Sq(2) =
1�

R1
�1

R1
�1

dxdy[Pq(x;y)]q

q� 1

=
1�

h
4

�[4+ 2(a+ A )+ aA ]

iq R1
�1

R1
�1

dxdye�q(x
2
+ y

2
)f1+ A(x2 + y2)+ [aA + 2(a� A)]x2y2gq

q� 1

=
1� 1

q

h
4

�[4+ 2(a+ A )+ aA ]

iq
J(a;A;q)

q� 1
(33)

with [19]

J(a;A;q) �

Z 1

�1

Z 1

�1

dudve
�(u

2
+ v

2
)

h

1+
A

q
(u2 + v

2)+
aA + 2(a� A)

q2
u
2
v
2

iq

=
1

� (� q)

Z 1

�1

dz

s

1+ (A=q)z2

(A=q)+ [(aA + 2(a� A))=q2]z2
e
�z

2

(1+ (A=q)z2)q

�

hp
� �

�1

2
� q

�

1F1

�1

2
;
3

2
+ q;

1+ (A=q)z2

(A=q)+ [(aA + 2(a� A))=q2]z2

�

+
�(A=q)+ [(aA + 2(a� A))=q2]z2

1+ (A=q)z2

� 1

2
+ q

� (� q)�
�1

2
+ q

�

� 1F1

�

� q;
1

2
� q;

1+ (A=q)z2

(A=q)+ [(aA + 2(a� A))=q2]z2

�i

(34)

See in Fig.8 the a-dependence ofA fortypicalvaluesofq.Finally,the relative discrepancy

�(x;y)�
Pq(x;y)

P1(x;y)
� 1 (35)
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FIG .9:�(x;y;a;q)for(a;q)= (0:5;0:95)(hence A = 2:12);x = y isa plane ofsym m etry,i.e.,�(x;y;a;q)= �(y;x;a;q).The
two bold straightlinescorrespond to � = 0.

isillustrated in Fig.9 fora typicalset(a;q).ForhighervaluesofN wefollow herea proceduresim ilarto the onein
ourdiscreteexam pleSSF ofFig.1.Letusaddressthe N = 3 case.Forthe caseofindependence,wehave

P1(x;y;z)= p(x)p(y)p(z)/ e
�(x

2
+ y

2
+ z

2
)[1+ a(x2 + y

2 + z
2)+ a

2(x2y2 + y
2
z
2 + z

2
x
2)+ a

3
x
2
y
2
z
2]: (36)

W e consistently assum e

Pq(x;y;z)=
8

�3=2(8+ 12A 3 + 6B 3 + C3)
e
�(x

2
+ y

2
+ z

2
)[1+ A 3(x

2+ y2+ z2)+ B 3(x
2
y
2+ y2z2+ z2x2)+ C3x

2
y
2
z
2]; (37)

which satis� es
R1
�1

R1
�1

R1
�1

dxdydzPq(x;y;z)= 1. Clearly,for q = 1,(A 3;B 3;C3)= (a;a2;a3). For the general

case,we im posethat
R1
�1

dzPq(x;y;z)= Pq(x;y),i.e.,the N = 2 distribution asgiven by Eq.(31).Thisim position
im plies

2A 3 + B 3

2+ A 3

= A 2 � A ;

2B 3 + C3

2+ A 3

= B 2 � B ; (38)

2+ A 3

8+ 12A 3 + 6B 3 + C3

=
1

4+ 4A 2 + B 2

;

hence

A 3 =
4A 2 � 2B 2 + C3

4� 2A 2 + B 2

;

B 3 =
4B 2 + (A 2 � 2)C3

4� 2A 2 + B 2

: (39)

Thecoe� cientC3 > 0 m ustsatisfy thatC3 = a3 forq= 1.IfSq(3)= 3Sq(1)isautom atically satis� ed,wehavesom e
freedom forchoosing C3. Naturalchoicescould be C3 = a3 and C3 = A 3B 3 (which autom atically satis� esC3 = a3

for q = 1). If,however,Sq(3) 6= 3Sq(1),we can im pose the equality and determ ine a better approxim ation for q.
Thenew valueisexpected to beonly slightly di� erentfrom theonethatwealready determ ined by im posing entropic
additivity forN = 2.Theprocedurecan in principlebeiteratively repeated forincreasing N .Although such a study
hasitsown interest,itliesoutsidethe scopeofthisarticle.
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IV - FIN A L R EM A R K S

Letusnow criticallyre-exam inethephysicalentropy,aconceptwhich isintended tom easurethenatureand am ount
ofourignoranceofthe state ofthe system .Aswe shallsee,extensivity m ay actasa guiding principle.Letusstart
with thesim plecaseofan isolated classicalsystem with strongly chaoticnonlineardynam ics,i.e.,atleastonepositive
Lyapunov exponent.Foralm ostallpossible initialconditions,the system quickly visitsthe variousadm issible parts
ofa coarse-grained phasespacein a virtually hom ogeneousm anner.Then,when thesystem achievestherm odynam ic
equilibrium ,ourknowledge isasm eageraspossible (m icrocanonicalensem ble),i.e.,justthe Lebesgue m easure W of
the appropriate (hyper)volum e in phase space (continuousdegreesoffreedom ),orthe num berW ofpossible states
(discrete degreesoffreedom ). The entropy is given by SB G (N )� klnW (N ) (Boltzm ann principle [20,21]). Ifwe
considerindependentequalsubsystem s,wehaveW (N )= [W (1)]N ,henceSB G (N )= N SB G (1).IftheN subsystem s
are only locally correlated,we expect W (N ) � �N (� � 1),hence lim N ! 1 SB G (N )=N = �,i.e.,the entropy is
extensive (i.e.,asym ptotically additive)
Considernow a strongly chaotic case forwhich we have m ore inform ation,e.g.,the setofprobabilitiesfpig (i=

1;2;:::;W )ofthe statesofthe system . The form SB G � � k
P W

i= 1
pilnpi yieldsSB G (A + B )= SB G (A)+ SB G (B )

in the case ofindependence (pA + Bij = pAi p
B
j ).Thisform ,although m ore generalthan klnW (corresponding to equal

probabilities),stillsatis� esadditivity. Itfrequently happens,though,thatwe do notknow the entire setfpig,but
only som econstraintson thisset,besidesthe trivialone

P W

i= 1
pi = 1.The typicalcaseisG ibbs’canonicalensem ble

(Ham iltonian system in longstanding contact with a therm albath),in which case we know the m ean value ofthe
energy (internalenergy). Extrem ization ofSB G yields,as wellknown,the celebrated BG weight,i.e.,pi / e��E i,
with � � 1=kT and fE ig being thesetofpossibleenergies.Thisdistribution recoversthem icrocanonicalcase(equal
probabilities)forT ! 1 .
Letusnow addressm oresubtlephysicalsystem s(stillwithin theclassassociated with strong chaos),nam ely those

in which the particlesare indistinguishable (bosons,ferm ions). Thisnew constraintleadsto a substantialm odi� ca-
tion ofthe description ofthe statesofthe system ,and the entropy form hasto be consistently m odi� ed,asshown
in any textbook.These expressionsm ay be seen asfurthergeneralizationsofSB G ,and the extrem izing probabilities
constitute,atthe levelofthe one-particle states,generalizationsofthe justm entioned BG weight,recovered asym p-
totically athigh tem peratures.Itisrem arkablethat,through these successivegeneralizations(and even m ore,since
correlationsdueto localinteractionsm ightexistin addition to thoseconnected with quantum statistics),the entropy
rem ainsextensive.Anothersubtlecaseisthatoftherm odynam iccriticalpoints,wherecorrelationsatallscalesexist.
Therewecan stillreferto SB G ,butitexhibitssingularbehavior[22].
Finally,we address the com pletely di� erent class ofsystem s for which the condition ofindependence is severely

violated (typically becausethesystem isonly weakly chaotic,i.e.,itssensitivity to theinitialconditionsgrowsslowly
with tim e,say as a power-law,with the m axim alLyapunov exponentvanishing). In such system s,long range cor-
relations typically existthat unavoidably point toward generalizing the entropic functional,essentially because the
e� ectivenum berofvisited statesgrowswith N assom ething likea powerlaw instead ofexponentially.W eexhibited
heresuch exam plesforwhich (eitherexactorasym ptotic)scale-invariantcorrelationsarepresent.Theretheentropy
Sq fora specialvalueofq6= 1 isextensive,whereasSB G isnot.
W eakdeparturesfrom independencem akeSB G losestrictadditivity,butnotextensivity.Som ethingquiteanalogous

is expected to occur for scale-invariance in the case ofSq for q 6= 1. Am usingly enough,we have shown (see also
[9,15])thatthe\nonextensive"entropy Sq | indeed nonextensiveforindependentsubsystem s| acquiresextensivity

in thepresenceofsuitableasym ptotically scale-invariantcorrelations.Thusargum entspresented in theliteraturethat
involve Sq (with q 6= 1)concom itantly with the assum ption ofindependence should be revisited. In contrast,those
argum entsbased on extrem izing Sq,withoutreferenceto the com position ofprobabilities,rem ain una� ected.W hile
reference to \nonextensive statisticalm echanics" stillm akes sense,say for long-range interactions,we see that the
usualgenericlabeling ofthe entropy Sq forq6= 1 as\nonextensiveentropy" can be m isleading.
The asym ptotic scale invariance on which we focus appears to be connected with the asym ptotically scale-free

occupation ofphasespacethathasbeen conjectured [1]tobedynam icallygenerated bythecom plexsystem saddressed
by nonextensivestatisticalm echanics(seealso [24]).Extensivity | togetherwith concavity,Lesche-stability [25],and
�niteness ofthe entropy production per unittim e | increasesthe suitability ofthe entropy Sq forlinking,with no
m ajorchanges,statisticalm echanicsto therm odynam ics.
Lastbutnotleast,theprobability structureofourdiscretecasesis,interestingly enough,intim ately related to both

the Pascaland the Leibnitz triangles.
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