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Phase space can be constructed for N equal and distinguishable subsystem s that could be (rob-
abilistically) etther weakly (or \locally") correlated (eg., independent, ie., uncorrelated), or strongly
(or gbba]Jy% correlated. If they are locally correlated, we expect the Bolzm ann-G bbs entropy
Sp g k ,pilnp; to be extensive, ie, Sz W) / N forN ! 1 . In particular, if they are
Independent, Sz is strictly additive, ie.,, S W ) = N Sz (1); 8N . However, J'ftl@,e subsystem s
are globally correlated, we expect, for a vast class of system s, the entropy Sq  k [L ipci1]= a 1)
(wih S; = Spg ) for some special value of g6 1 to be the one which extensive (1e., SqMN ) / 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 arginal probabilities of the N -system coincide
or asym ptotically approach (for N ! 1 ) the pint probabilities of the 1)-system . If each
subsystem is a binary one, scale-freedom is guaranteed by what we hereafter refer to as the Leibnitz
rule, ie., the sum of two successive pint probabilities of the N —-system coincides or asym ptotically
approaches the corresponding pint probability ofthe N 1)-system . T he kinds of interplay ofthese
various concepts are illustrated In several exam ples. O ne of them jasti es the title of this paper.
W e conecture that these m echanisn s are deeply related to the very frequent em ergence, In natural
and arti cial com plex system s, of scale—free structures and to their connections w ith nonextensive
statisticalm echanics.

PAC S num bers:

I-INTRODUCTION

The entropy Sq [_]:,-'_ ,:3] isde ned through

s. ki =Bl Q2R;S,=S kXV ) ;
q q 2 1 BG P1 pl)r (1)

i=1

where k is a positive constant (k = 1 from now on) and BG stands for Bolzm ann-G dbs. This expression is the
basis of nonextensive statistical m echanics iﬁf], a current generalization of BG statisticalm echanics. Forg 6 1, Sq
is nonadditive { hence nonextensive { in the sense that for a system com posed of (probabilistically) independent
subsystem s, the totalentropy di ers from the sum ofthe entropies of the subsystem s. H ow ever, the system m ay have
special probability correlations between the subsystem s such that extensivity is valid, not for Sg ¢ , but for S4 wih
a particular valie of the index g € 1. In this paper, we address the case where the subsystem s are all equal and
distinguishable. T heir correlationsm ay exhibit a kind of scale-invariance. W e m ay regard som e of the situations of
correlated probabilities as related to the rem ark (see E] and references therein) that S; org$ 1 can be appropriate
for nonlinear dynam ical system s that have phase space unevenly occupied. W e retum to this point later.

W e shallconsidertw o typesofm odels. The rstone involvesN binary variables N = 1;2;3;::), and the second one
involresN continuous variables N = 1;2;3). In both cases, certain correlations that are scale=invariant in a suitable
lim it can create an Intrinsically lnhom ogeneous occupation of phase space. Such systam s are strongly rem iniscent of
the so called scale-free netw orks t_é], w ith their hierarchically structured hubs and spokes and their nearly forbidden
regions.
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IT-DISCRETE M ODELS

Som e basic concepts

T he m ost general probabilistic sets for N equaland distinguishable binary subsystem s are given In Table I w ith

X N !

N mym VA =1 (nm2 D;/1FN = 1;2;3; 2530 = 0;1;25N) @)
n=0 e

[\ 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 ost general sets of pint probabilities for N equaland distinguishable binary subsystem s.
Let us from now on call Leibnitz rulk the ollow ing recursive relation:
Nmt Nm+1= n 10 @=0;1;u5N  1;N = 2;3;:u): 3)

T his relation guarantees what we refer to as scak-invariance (or scak—freedom ) In this paper. Indeed, i guarantees
that, for any value ofN , the associated jpint prokebilities £ y ;5 g produce m arginal probabilities which coincide w ith
fy1mg . Assuming 190+ 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 odel is characterised by giving one elem ent for each row . W e shalladopt the convention
of specifying the set £ y ;0 2 [0;1], 8N g . Everything ©llows from it. There are m any sets £ y ;09 that satisfy Eqg.
(3). Let us illustrate w ith a few sin ple exam ples:

@ w; = % (] 10 1=2;N = 1;2;3;:). We have that all 2 states have nonzero probability if
0< 19 1=2 . The particular case 19 = 1=2 recovers the original Leibnitz triangle itself ﬁ]: see Table II.

(i w0 = 10)¥ ( 0; N = 1;2;3::). The = 1 instance corresponds to independent system s, ie.,
nm = (10)V 10" :Tf0 < 19 < 1, then all 2% states have nonzero probabilitty. The = 0 instance

correspondsto y;0= 10, nmn = 0 b= 1;2; 25N Iand yn =1 10 - If0< 19 < 1, then only two am ong
the 2" states have nonzero probability, 8N , nam ely the states associated with 0and ya .

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

22222
N ow NP O

)
1;1=5)

TABLE II: The keft numbers within the parentheses correspond to Pascal triangle. The right num bers correspond to the
Ledbnitz ham onic triangle d= N ).

W emay relax the Lebniz rule to som e extent by considering those cases where the rule is satis ed only asym p—
totically, ie.,
Tin N ;n + N n+1
N1 N 1;n

=1 @m= 0;1;2;:): 4)

Such cases w illbe said to be not strictly but asym ptotically scale—invariant (or asym ptotically scale—free). T his is, for
a variety of reasons, the situation in which we are prin arily interested. The m ain reason is that what vast classes of
natural and arti cial system s typically exhibit is not precisely power-aw s, but behaviors which only asym ptotically
Iecom e power-law s (once we have corrected, of course, forany nite sizee ects). This is consistent w ith the fact that
w ithin nonextensive statisticalm echanics S is optim ized by gexponential fuinctions (see rQ:], references therein, and
81, which only asym ptotically yield power-law s. It is consistent also w ith a new centrallin it theorem that hasbeen

recently con ectured fg, :_L-(_]'] for specially correlated random variables.



q —describable

FIG . 1l: Schem e representing the system s that are gdescribable, globally correlated, asym ptotically scalefree A SF ) and
strictly scale-free (SSF ). The g= 1 region corresponds to \locally" correlated system s. Lebnitz rule is strictly satis ed for
SSF ,but only asym ptotically satis ed for ASF . Below (above) the continuous red line we have the ASF (non A SF) system s.
The SSF system s (below the dashed red line) constitute a subset of the ASF subset. The red spots correspond to the four
fam ilies of discrete system s illustrated in the present paper: @) g€ 1 non ASF (upper spot; Egs. (12) and (14)); ) g6 1
A SF but non SSF (m iddle spot; Egs. (17) and (24)); (c) g6 1 SSF (right bottom spot; Eq. 8)); (d) g= 1 SSF (left bottom

spot; exam ples (1) and (i) in the text).

Letusnow introduce a further conosgpt, nam ely g-descriability. A m odelconstituted by N equaland distinguishable
subsystem s w ill be called gdescritablk if a value of g exists such as Sq N ) is extensive, ie., liny 1 1 SqN—(N) <1 .If
that special value of g equals unity, this corresponds to the usual B G universality class. If that value of g di ers
from unity, we w ill have nontrivial universality classes. If the subsystem s fA ;g are not necessarily equal, the system

is g-descrbablke if an entropic index q exists such that liny , ; Sté@ifer = Bn) o 1 % dhould be clear that we

Y 1Sq@y)
ocould equally welldem and the extensivity ofsay Sz ¢ (oreven ofSg (), xlﬂhere Q (@) is som e m onotonically decreasing
function of q satisfying Q (1) = 1) instead of that of Sq . This would of course have the e ect of having nontrivial
solutions for g> 1 whenever we had solutions for g < 1 if the extensivity that was in posed was that of S4.

F inally, ket us point out that we m ight consider the subsystem s of a probabilistic system to be either strongly (or
gkally) correlated or weakly (or \locally") correlated. T he trivial case of independence, ie., when the subsystem s are
uncorrelated, is of course a particular case of weakly correlated. Let us m ake these notions m ore precise. A system

A1+A2+ it Ay a st

is weakly correlated if for every generic (di erent from zero and from unity) pint probability ;% 2]

A1+A2+: Ay

rllr P

correlated. The particular case of independence corresponds to i‘ = PR il;;ii;l“:*h r =
1;2; 25N ). If the subsystem s are equal and binary, this de nition becom es as follow s: a system is weakly correlated
if; brgener:ic N ins @ probability pp exists such that liny ;1 = -—— = 1. Othemwise the system is said to

Py " po)
be strongly correlated. T he particular case of independence corresponds to pg = 1p. In the present sense, weakly

correlated system s could also be thought and referred to as asym ptotically uncorrelated. The interplay of scale—
Invariance, g-describability and global correlation is schem atized n Fig. 1.

W e have veri ed that all system s illustrated In (i) and (ii) above belong to the g= 1 class (see exam ples in Fig. 2).
W e next addressg$é 1 system s.

A strictly scale—invariant discrete m odel

In dealing with our 1rst g#é 1 discrete example, we start w ith two equal and distinguishable binary subsystem s
A and B (N = 2). The associated pint probabﬂJtJes are, w ith all generality, indicated in Table IIT, where is the
correlation ﬂéJ.]betﬂeenA and B . Letusnow in pose IlS Jadditivity ofSq flé Inotherwords,wedqoose () such that

2
Sq @) = 254(1), where (BrW = 2) Sq) = 22207 ang (mrw = 4)s,@)= LB 2ROR 1T s T
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FIG.2: SqN ) or (a) the Lebnitz trangle the explicit expression y;n = (Nil) W has been used to calculate Sq N )],

) = 1 (ie. ndependent subsystem s) with 19 = 1=2 fthe explicit expression y;n = ( 10)" " @ 10)" hasbeen used to
calculate Sq N )], and () = 1=2wih 0= 1=2 the recursive relation (3) hasbeen used to calculated Sq (N )]. Only org= 1
wehavea nitevalueorlimy . 1 Sq @ )=N ; it vanishes (diverges) forg> 1 (< 1).

ar | 1 2 [ N ‘ 2 H
L PP =p"+ P,y " =pd p) P 1 2o 11 p| p
2 |85 =p@ P "= p’+ |1 p 21 ol o |1 p
| P Lop e IR

TABLE IIT: Left: Joint and m arginal probabilities for two binary subsystem s A and B . Correlation and probability p are
such that 0 p?’+ ,p@d p) , 1 p)P+ 1 ( = 0 corresponds to independence, for which case entropy additivity
npliessg= 1). Right: O ne of the two (equivalent) solutions for the particular case for which entropy additivity Im pliess g= 0.

W e focus on the solutions 4 ) ©r0 g 1 indicated in Fig. 3 {71
W ith the convenient notation

10 Tio pzf =P
11 Iol P, = 1 p)
20 I2o P?fB = P2 +
21 i1 P, =p " =pl P
22 To2 Doy, - = (1 P+ ©)
we can verify
oo + 2r11 + Yoo = l;
o+ 1 = o= pP;
1+ re = rnn=1 p: (6)

Let usnow address the case ofthree equaland distinguishabl binary subsystem sA,B andC N = 3).W e present
In Tabl IV probabilities that are not the m ost general ones, but rather general ones for which we have strict scale
invariance, in the sense that all the associated m arginal probability sets exactly reproduce the above N = 2 case.
N otice how strongly this construction rem inds us of the one that occurs in the renom alization group procedures

widely used n quantum  eld theory, the study of critical phenom ena, and elsew here :_[-1_23]
A+B+C A+B+C A+B+C A+B+C

W ith the convenient notation 3 130 Pi11 i 31 1 Piis = P = B PR s
A+B+C _ _A+B+C _ _A+B+C , A+B+C .
Pa21 = Po12 = P12 i 33 Yoz Pono , and so on, we can verify

30+ 3+ 30+ 193 = 15
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PPl p) @ 0+P] bPL P+ 4EP]
2 | P P a@A+P | PAL P+ @P
Pl p’+ q@)p]l |0 P+ 4@ 0 P
TABLE IV : Scale-nvariant pint probabilities p?j;B ¢ {3k = 1;2): the quantities without W ithin) squarebrackets [ ]
correspond to state 1 (state 2) of subsystem C .
Lo+ Ty = Ipg=p + q®©);
1+ = ni=pl p) a®);
To+ s = o= 1 PP+ q0; (7)
and so on.
= ;1D

= (1;120) @7r11) (L;xo2)

(1;130) GBir21) Giriz) (Liros)

= 4) (17r50) @45131) (6;122) (45113) (Liro4)

TABLE V :M erging ofPascal triangle w ith the present Lebniz-lke probability set. T he particular case rip = ro1 = 1=2; 1y =
Yoz = l=3,‘ I = l=6,‘ I'3sp = Ip3z = 1:4; I3s; = sz = 1=12; Y40 = Yoq = l=5,‘ I3; = Xz = l=20,‘ Ioo, = l=30, ...y ECOVErs the
Lebnitz triangke .

)
) (1;r10) (L7r01)
)
)
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Let us com plkte this exam ple by considering the generic case (@rbirary N ). The resuls are presented in Table
V, where we have m erged the Pascal triangle and the present Lebniz-lke triangle E'j.]. For the kft elem ents, we
have the usual Pascal rule, ie., every elem ent of the N -th line equals the sum of its \north-west" plus its \north-
east"elem ents. For the right elem ents we have the property that every elem ent of the N -th line equals the sum of
its\south-west" plus its \south-east" elem ents. IIEW.) otherwords, for N = 1;2;3;u3n = 0;1;2; 23N ), we have that
N nm t I nim+1 = v n 1;n »and also that izo (NNT',H, Ny njn =1 O = 0;1;2;:). These two equations
adm it the ollow ing solution



N@C p+ e 1]
;0 = pN + q(p) a p)Z i
l N 1
o =Bl P L ®)
1 p
h i
)
o =P @ pr 1+ 2@ N):
oW n; p @ p 1+ ST @ n )

Sum m arizing, as long as 1y ;o 0, this interesting structure takes autom atically into account (i) the standard
constraints ofthe theory ofprobabilities (honnegativity and nom alization ofprobabilities), and (i) the scale-invariant
structure which guarantees that all the possibke sets of m arginal prokabilities derived from the pint probabilities of
N subsystem s reproduce the corresponding sets of pint prokabilities of N 1 subsystem s. Consistently S4 is strictly
additive for allN Np axs Where N 5x dependson (p;q) [_1-]‘] In this way, the correlation 4 (p) that we introduced
between two subsystem s w ill tselfbe preserved for allN Ny ax -

Let us now address the follow Ing question: how deform ed, and In what m anner, is the occupation of the phase
space (N dim ensional \hypercube", In the sam e sense that the N = 2 phase spacem ay be seen asa \square", and the
N = 3 oneasa \cube") In the presence of the scale-invariant correlation 4 (p) determ ined once and orall? (SeeFig.
3) Them ost natural com parison is w ith the case of independence which correspondsto = 0, hencetog= 1). Ik is
then convenient to de ne the relative discrepancy y nm fiy an =P " @ p)"lg 1 haturally, otherde nitions
for discrepancy can be used aswell, but the present one is particularly sin ple). Sincen = 0;1;2; 25N ,wem ay expect
In principle to have N + 1 di erent discrepancies. It is not so! Q uite rem arkably there are only three di erent ones,
namely y;, n 1; ,and allthe others, which therefore coincide with ¢, . They are given by

_ e " e @ 2t
N ;0 (1 p)2 pN ’
©) 1
N 171 (lq )7 1 o1 0; 9)
)
N n;n — (1017({;)2 (4 n N);

where the lnequalitieshold for 0 g< 1, orwhich 4(@) 0. O fcourse, the equalities In (9) correspond to g= 1
(e, = 0). SeeFig. 3. W e see that, or arbirary N 2, only three di erent types of vertices em erge in the
N din ensional hypercube. These can be characterized by the (1;1;::5;1) comer, the N sites along each cartesian
axis em erging from this comer, and all the others. As N increases, the m dddlk type predom inates m ore and m ore,
w ith increasingly uneven occupation of phase space.

T he present exam ple corresponds to y ;0 = Iy ;o as given in Eq. (8). It is in portant to notice in this case that,
for =xed (;q) such thatp< 1 and g< 1, there is a m axin alvalue ofN , noted Ny, 1x (0;9), or which the analytical
expression ©rry o n Eq. (8) is nonnegative. ForN > N 54, we are obliged to consider ry ;o0 = 0, which, through
application of the Lebnitz rule, leads to violations of the nonnegativity ofallry n;n - W hen this happens, of course
the additivity of the entropy, ie., SqMN ) = N S4 (1), does not hold any m ore. Unless we have the trivial situation
g= 1 (brwhich entropic additiviy holds forall0 p 1), the themmodynamic lmit N ! 1 imposesp= 1 Por
0 g< 1l.mndeed N, ax ;9! 1 892 [D;1]. Forallothervaliesofp< 1 and g< 1,Np ax (0;9) is nie.

A discrete m odelthat is not asym ptotically scale-invariant

Let us consider the probabilistic structure Indicated in Tablk VI, where, orgiven N , only thed+ 1 st elem ents
are di erent from zero,with d= 0;1;2; 3N .
Aswe see, hgd;)n = 0 forN d+ landn= d+ 1;d+ 2;:3N . The totalnum ber of states isgiven by W ® ) = 2V

(8d), but the num ber of states w ith nonzero probability is given by

xd N !
W. N;d)= —_— (10)
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FIG.4: y;0() (ef), v 11 ©) (center),and n n;n @©) (ioht), org= 0:75, and N 5. W e see that, when N increases, only
the N axes touching the (1;1;::;;1) comer of the hypercube rem ain occupied w ith an appreciable probability. N otice how ever
that, orgiven (p;q), N isallowed to increase only up to am axim alvalie N ax (©;9) (©Only N ax (1;9) and N ox ;1) diverge) .

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

N = 1) €S ) €2y a2

N = 2) @ 5 e ) @o @2 e 2y a 2h

N = 3) € 5 e ) Gio @o @G o2y 6P 6 2 wo
N = 4) @G ) @) 600 @;00 (1;0) @G 2y @ 2y 6 2 @0 @0

TABLE V I: P robabilistic m odelswith d= 1 (eft) and d= 2 (right).

where e stands for e ective. For exampl, W, W;0) = 1, W, W;1) = N + 1, W, NN;2) = %N N+ 1)+ 1,
W. N;3)=iN N?+ 5+ 1,and soon.For xeddandN ! 1 we have that

N @
W. N ;d) ar (1)
Let usnow m ake a sin ple choice for the nonzero probabilities, nam ely equal probalities. In other words,

d) _ AN . .
i = 1=20 GEN d);
@  _ 1

o W. I ;d)

Isd;)n = 0 (N >dandn>d:

(N >dand n d); 12)

See Table V II for an illustration of thism odel.

o = 0) @;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) @;1=4) (1;1=4)

N = 3) 1;1=4) @G;1=4) @G;0) (1;0) 1;1=7) @G;1=7) @;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 V II: Uniform distrdbution m odelwih d= 1 (left) and d= 2 (right).

T he entropy for thism odel is given by

W. N9 1 Nt @

Sq )= hgW, N ;d) T T oA

i 13)

where we have used now Eq. (11). Consequently, S4 is extensive (ie., SqN )/ N forN ! 1) ifand only if

l .

q= 1 14)



Hence, ifd = 1;2;3:::, the entropic Index m onotonically approaches the BG lim it from below . W e can Inm ediately
verify in Table VII (@nd using Eg. (12)) that thism odelviolates the Lebniz rule for allN , ncluding asym ptotically

when N ! 1 . Consequently, i is neither strictly nor asym ptotically scale-free. H owever, it is gdescribable (see Fig.
1).

A n asym ptotically scale-invariant discrete m odel

(d)

Starting w ith the Ledbnitz ham onic triangle, we shall construct a heterogeneous distribution P he Lebnitz
triangle is given In Tabl IT and satis es
P = Pnu+1;n T PN+1m+17 @5)
1 (I} n)n!
L= : 16
Py in N+ D) N1 16)
W enow de ne
(
@) Pv t ]1\(]d')n s[\(Id) @ qd)
a j a7
! 0 n > d)
w here the excess probability qéd) and the distribution ration J;Id;)n wih 0< < 1) arede ned through
X N d
@)
4 = 18
Py = TTr 1 18)
k=d+1
8
21 (n=0)
@ ) e gcncg 0o
H 4 (@ —
N ;d = d)
w ith
@ ¥ 1 T ! 0> 0); (20)
o - 4 4
N ;n k:lWeff(N;d) W.-®N ;n 1) o1 i:n N =N n)'n!

whereW , (N ;d) isgiven by Eq. (10).

N~ =0 @;1) ;1)

N =1) 1;1=2) @1;1=2) 1;1=2) (1;1=2)

N =2) 1;1=2) @;1=4) (1;0) 1;1=3) @;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 V III: Lebnitztrianglebased = 05 probability sets: d= 1 (left), and d= 2 (right).

Wehaveverd ed ord= 1;2;3;4and N ! 1 a resul that we expect to be correct for alld < N =2, nam ely that
0< N;n+1<< N ;n N 1;n << 1, hence

@)
N 1;n
Iim - =1 21
N1 @ , @ ! @b
N ;n N ;n+1
@)
. 1;
Iin 7(2) 4 = 1: 22)
N! 1
+ 0
N ;d

In other words, the Lebniz rule is asym ptotically satis ed for the entire probability set f y ;n g, ie., this system has
asym ptotic scale nvariance. Its entropy is given by

1§, N=N iR

SqWN ;) = ; 23)
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FIG . 5: Iustrations of the extensiviy of Sq fortheg® 1 ASF model With = 05): (@) d= 1; ) d= 2; (c) d= 3. Notice

that them inin alvalue of N equalsd 1. Insets: Included to in prove the perception of the fact that limy 1 1 24 ) Ganishes
(diverges) if g > j+11 @a< %),whereasjtjs nite for g= j+11 .

Sq N ;d)
N

and we verify that a value of g exists such that lmy 1
0< <1, (seeFig.5)

is nite. Our num erical resuls suggest that, for

@4)

IIT-CONTINUOUSMODEL

Let usnow address our last exam ple, nam ely a continuousm odel. It is known that classicalm echanics violates the
3rd principle of therm odynam ics, w hereas quantum m echanics conform s to it. Indeed, in the latter we typically have
Imr, oliny; 1 SO ;T)N = 0 (T being the absolute tem perature), whereas in the form er such a lim it is typically
negative, and can even diverge to 1 . Consistently, the present continuous m odel is going to have, as we shall see,
di culties ofthe sam e type. This, however, doesnota ect is scaling propertiesw ith N , which constitutes the central
scope of the present paper. W e shall therefore dedicate som e e ort to explore such continuous cases. W e consider the
follow Ing probability distribbution:

2

PpE)= p————e* 1+ ax’) @ 0) 25)
2+ a)

R
W e can verify that , dxp()= 1:Thisdistrbution is illistrated in Fig.6.

T he entropy corresponding to one subsystem (ie., N = 1) is given by

Rl
1L axp&)F
Sq(l) =
q 1,
h 1
2 iR, x%+y%) 2
1 pﬁ 1 dxe 4 Y (l+ ax )q
- 1
h i, *
1 2 .
1 PT—Z Pm I(a,q)
- (26)
g 1
with [[9]
zZ 1

a
I@;q) dze22(1+ &22)‘1
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0.6

p(x)

0.2

0.1

P _
FIG . 6: D istrbution p (x) or typicalvalues ofa. T he point shared by alldistrbutions is located at (kFp) = (1= 2 ;l=p e )’

(0:707;0:342).

S. (1),
0.75 q=0.3

0.5

g=0.4

-0.5 =0.5

FIG .7:Dependence 0fSq (1) on a for typicalvalues ofgq. Sq ispositive fora < ac (@) and negative fora > ac (). T he threshold
value a. decreases from In nity to zero when g increases from zero to unity. Forg= 1l wehavethat $ s < 0 oralla > 0, thus
exhibiting the wellknown di culty of classical statistics.

g (% 9iFi &2+ g aa 1 1 q
= TP 22 2+ = ~+qg1F1 g G- ; @7)
a (g q 2 2 a

and;F; being respectively the Riem ann’s  and the hypergeom etric functions. T he a-dependence of §; for typical
values of q is depicted in Fig. (7). A s expected for continuous distributions, negative valies for S4 do em erge.
Let usnow com pose two such subsystem s. If they are independent (= 1) we have

P1 i) = PEIPY) = — e Y 0 b ae® + vR) + aixPYP] ©28)

Ry

O foourse, 1 ]

dxdyP; X;y) = 1. Forthegeneralcase, we propose the follow Ing sim ple generalization ofp xX)p (y) :

4

—(4+4A+B)e(xz+y2)ﬂ+A(x2+ v2) + By 29)

Py x;y) =
R

R
which satis es 11 11 dxdy P4 (x;y) = 1.0 foourse, org= 1,weexpect A;B) = @;a%). Let usnow calculate the

m arghal probability, ie.,
Z

h i

2Q+n)e*’ 20+ B ,
dyPq X;y) = P

— + x (30)
. 4+ 4+ B) 2+ A
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8 T T T T T T T
0]
7rF A d 30 R 4
A q=0.90 Ala-1
6r b 25 4
(6] —
o 4=0.95 - a=1
] 20 4
(6]
4 - £ S
—_— a]
« 0q=0.99 15} |
3r A ° _ =} 7 Q
L N o - = 1 1 10 F g
A =
»° g8 q a=05
1k o P E 5F © b
) © e}
[}
0 : . . . . . . , . . . Oie
0 02 04 0.6 08 1 12 14 0.9 0.92 0.94 0.96 0.98 1
a q

FIG.8: (a;q)dependence of A A = a Prg= 1). Left: For typical values of q. R ight: For typical values of a.

W e want thism argjnalgg:obabﬂjty to recover the orignalp (x), so we inpose QA + B)=Q2+ A) = a, which Inplies

B =aA+ 2@ A)and | dyPq&;y)= pk). Ikt olows that

4

x 2+ y?) 2 2 2.2
e fi+ A + + BA+ 2@ A : 31
1t 26t A) T ] & +y)+ [ ( ) Kk°v°g (31)

Py &iy) =

F inally, to have A as a function of (g;a), we in pose, as for the binary case,

Sq@) = 2S4(1); 32)
where S4 (1) is given by Eqg. {_ﬁé) and
Ry Ry
11 dxdy Pq&;y)P
Sq(2) =
a 1 |
h 4 lqu R, ax 2+ y?) 2 2 2,2
_ 1 @+ 2@+h)+ahl . 1 dxdye fl+ A+ y)+ BA+ 2@ A)Ky*g?
1
h ig d
1 4 A .
1 3 Tz J@AQ
- (33)
a 1
with {d)
Z, 2, h i
A aA + 2 A g
J @;A;q) dudve @V 14 D24 B+ ¢u2vz
1 1 q o
s
P Ao 1+ @A=q)z? 2
= dz se® 1+ a=gz’)?
(@ ; A=q)+ [@A + 2@ A))=Fl
o1 13 1+ @=qz?
> 91F1 gigt gi— —
2 2'2 A=)+ [@A + 2@ A))=Fz
@a=q)+ [@A + 2@ A))=Fz* i*a 1
+ 3 (@ —-+g
1+ @=qg)z 2
1 1+ (A=q)z2 1
SRR e > (34)
2 A=)+ [@A + 2@ A))=Flz
See In Fig. 8 the a-dependence of A for typical values of g. F inally, the relative discrepancy
Pq &;
bry) LI @35)

P1 x;y)
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xiyi;a;q) or @;q) =

two bold straight lines correspond to

(0:5;0:95) (hence A = 2:12); x = y is a plane of sym m etry, ie.,
= 0.

&jyiaiq) = (ix;a;9. The
is ilustrated In Fig. 9 fora typicalset @;q). For higher values of N we llow here a procedure sim ilar to the one in
our discrete exam ple SSF ofFig. 1. Let usaddressthe N = 3 case. For the case of independence, we have
P; x;yiz)= pR)pEpE) / e o yteh) L+ a&+ y?+ z2%)+ a? &y? + v?22 + 2%%%) + a’x%y?2°I: (36)
W e consistently assum e
8 2 2 2
P, (X;y;z) = e BTTYT I N4 A %+ vP+ 2%)+ By kPP + vizi + 28x%)+ Cax’yPZ?]; (37)
Gy 328+ 12A5+ 6Bs+ Cs) Y Ey Ty Y
i ) R; R; R; 2..3
which satis es ] ’ 1 dxdydzPq4 X;y;2) = 1. Clearly, org= 1, A3;B3;C3) = (@aj;a“;a’). For the general
case,we Imposethat | dzPqX;y;z) = Pq&;y), ie, theN = 2 distrbution as given by Eq. (31). This in position
in plies
2A3 + B
3 3 _ A, A;
2+ A3
2B3+ C
3 - B, B; (38)
2+ A3
2+ A3 _ 1 .
8+ 12A5+ 6B+ Cs 4+ 4p, + B, '
hence
4A 2B, + C
A, = 42 2 3

22, + B,
4B, +
B, - 42 A2

2)C3 .
2A, + B,
freedom for choosing C5. Natural choices could be C3

(39)
The coe cient C3 > 0 must satisfy that C3 = a3 forg= 1. IfS4(3) = 354(1) is autom atically satis ed, we have som e

a® and C3 = A3B5 (which autom atically satis esC; = a°
forg= 1). If, however, Sq(3) § 355(1), we can in pose the equality and determ ine a better approxin ation for g.
The new value is expected to be only slightly di erent from the one that we already determm ined by in posing entropic
has its own interest, it lies outside the scope of this article.

additivity forN = 2. The procedure can In principle be iteratively repeated for ncreasing N . A Ithough such a study

12
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IV -FINAL REM ARKS

Letusnow critically reexam ine the physicalentropy, a concept w hich is intended to m easure the nature and am ount

of our ignorance of the state of the system . A swe shall see, extensivity m ay act as a guiding principle. Let us start
w ith the sin ple case ofan isolated classical system w ith strongly chaotic nonlinear dynam ics, ie., at least one positive
Lyapunov exponent. For aln ost all possible iniial conditions, the system quickly visits the various adm issble parts
of a avarsegrained phase space In a virtually hom ogeneousm anner. T hen, when the system achieves therm odynam ic
equilibrium , our know ledge is asm eager as possible (m icrocanonical ensem bk), ie., jist the Lebesgue m easure W of
the appropriate (hyper)volim e in phase space (continuous degrees of freedom ), or the number W of possible states
(discrete degrees of freedom ). The entropy is given by S ) kW () Bolzmann principk R0, 21). fwe
consider independent equal subsystem s,wehaveW N )= W (1)F ,henceSgg N )= N Sz (1). IftheN subsystem s
are only locally correlated, we expect W (N ) N 1), hence Iimy ;1 Sgg W )N = , ie,, the entropy is
extensive (ie., asym ptotically additive)

Consider now a strongly chaotic case for which we have m %re inform ation, eg., the set of probabilities fpig 1=
1;2; 2:5W ) of the states of the system . The form Sy g k l_1pl]npl yvields Sgg A + B) = Sgg A)+ Sgg B)
n the case of independence (pA "B pi‘ p? ). This orm , although m ore generalthan k InW (corresponding to equal
probabilities), still satis es aderJthy It frequently hapgens, though, that we do not know the entire set fgg, but
only som e constraints on this set, besides the trivialone ,_;pi= 1. The typicalcase isG bbs’ canonicalensamble
(H am iltonian system in longstanding contact with a them albath), in which case we know the m ean value of the
energy (intermal energy). E xtrem ization of Sz yields, as well known, the celdbrated BG weight, ie., p; / e B
w ih 1=kT and fE ;g being the set of possibl energies. T his distribbution recovers the m icrocanonicalcase (equal
probabilities) forT ! 1 .

Let usnow addressm ore subtle physical system s (stillw ithin the class associated w ith strong chaos), nam ely those
In which the particles are indistinguishabl (posons, ferm ions). This new constraint leads to a substantialm odi ca-
tion of the description of the states of the system , and the entropy form has to be consistently m odi ed, as shown
In any textbook. T hese expressionsm ay be seen as further generalizations of Sg ¢ , and the extrem izing probabilities
constitute, at the kevel of the one-partick states, generalizations of the jist m entioned BG weight, recovered asym p—
totically at high tem peratures. It is ram arkable that, through these successive generalizations (and even m ore, sihoe
correlations due to local Interactionsm ight exist in addition to those connected w ith quantum statistics), the entropy
rem ains extensive. A nother subtle case is that of them odynam ic critical points, w here correlations at all scales exist.
There we can still refer to Sg ¢ , but it exhibits singular behavior £2].

Finally, we address the com pltely di erent class of system s for which the condition of independence is severely
violated (typically because the system is only weakly chaotic, ie., is sensitivity to the iniial conditions grow s slow Iy
wih tin e, say as a power-hw, w ih the m axin al Lyapunov exponent vanishing). In such system s, long range cor—
relations typically exist that unavoidably point toward generalizing the entropic fiinctional, essentially because the
e ective num ber of visited states grow sw ith N as som ething lke a power law instead of exponentially. W e exhibited
here such exam ples forwhich (either exact or asym ptotic) scak-invariant correlations are present. T here the entropy
Sq fora specialvalue ofg$ 1 is extensive, whereas Sg ¢ is not.

W eak departures from independencem ake Sy ¢ lose strict additivity, but not extensivity. Som ething quite analogous
is expected to occur for scale-invariance in the case of S; or g6 1. Amusingly enough, we have shown (see also
i_é,:_l-ﬁ]) that the \nonextensive" entropy Sq | Indeed nonextensive for independent subsystem s | acquires exten sivity
in the presence of suitablk asym ptotically scale-invariant correlations. T hus argum ents presented in the literature that
nvolve S; With g% 1) concom itantly with the assum ption of independence should be revisited. In contrast, those
argum ents based on extrem izing Sg, w thout reference to the com position of probabilities, ream ain una ected. W hile
reference to \nonextensive statisticalm echanics" stillm akes sense, say for long-range interactions, we see that the
usualgeneric labeling of the entropy Sq or g% 1 as \nonextensive entropy" can be m isleading.

T he asym ptotic scale invariance on which we focus appears to be connected w ith the asym ptotically scale—free
occupation ofphase space that hasbeen con ctured ﬂ:] to be dynam ically generated by the com plex system saddressed
by nonextensive statisticalm echanics (see also {_Z-Z_i]) . Extensivity | together w ith concavity, Lesche-stability [_Z-E‘v], and

niteness of the entropy production per unit tim e | Increases the suitability of the entropy Sq for linking, w ith no
m a pr changes, statisticalm echanics to them odynam ics.

Last but not least, the probability structure of our discrete cases is, Interestingly enough, intin ately related to both

the Pascaland the Lebnitz triangles.
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