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Increasing the num berN ofelem ents ofa system typically m akes the entropy to increase. The

question arises on what particular entropic form we have in m ind and how it increases with N .

Therm odynam ically speaking it m akes sense to choose an entropy which increases linearly with

N for large N , i.e., which is extensive. If the N elem ents are probabilistically independent (no

interactions)orquasi-independent(e.g.,short-rangeinteracting),itisknown thattheentropy which

is extensive is that of Boltzm ann-G ibbs-Shannon,SB G � � k
P

W

i= 1
pilnpi. If they are however

globally correlated (e.g., through long-range interactions), the answer depends on the particular

natureofthecorrelations.Thereisalargeclassofcorrelations(in onewayoranotherrelated toscale-

invariance)forwhich an appropriate entropy isthaton which nonextensivestatisticalm echanicsis

based,i.e.,Sq � k
1�

P W
i= 1

p
q

i

q�1
(S1 = SB G ),where q is determ ined by the speci�c correlations. W e

briey review and illustrate these ideas through sim ple exam ples ofoccupation ofphase space. A

very sim ilarscenario em ergeswith regard to the centrallim ittheorem (CLT).Ifthe variablesthat

are being sum m ed are independent(orquasi-independent,in the sense thatthey gradually becom e

independentifN ! 1 ),twobasicpossibilitiesexist:ifthevarianceoftherandom variablesthatare

being com posed is�nite,the N ! 1 attractorin the space ofdistributionsisa G aussian,whereas

ifitdiverges,itisa L�evy distribution.Ifthe variablesthatare being sum m ed are howeverglobally

correlated,thereisnoreason toexpecttheusualCLT’stohold.TheN ! 1 attractorisexpected to

depend on thenatureofthecorrelations.Thatclassofcorrelations(orpartofit)thatm akesSq to

beextensiveforq6= 1 isexpected to havea qe-G aussian asitsN ! 1 attractor,where qe depends

on q[qe(q)such thatqe(1)= 1],and whereqe-G aussiansareproportionalto [1� (1� qe)�x
2
]
1=(1�q e)

(� > 0;qe < 3). W e presentsom e num ericalindications along these lines. The fullclari�cation of

such a possible connection would have considerable interest: it would help qualifying the class of

system sforwhich thenonextensivestatisticalconceptsareapplicable,and,concom itantly,itwould

enlighten thereason forwhich q-exponentialsareubiquitousin m any naturaland arti�cialsystem s.

PACS num bers:

1 - O N T H E EX T EN SIV IT Y O F Sq

A surfaceisa geom etricobjectwhich hasa �nitem ea-
surefordim ensionalityd = 2,zerom easureforanyd > 2,
and in�nitem easureforany d < 2.A fractalhasa �nite
m easureonly ford = df,wherethe fractaldim ension df

issom e realnum ber,zero m easure ford > df,and in�-

nite m easure ford < df. G enerically df isa noninteger
num ber(an exception isconstituted by the so called fat

fractals,which have an integerdf). For exam ple,a tri-
adicCantorsetconstructed on asegm entoflength 10cm
hasa m easureof10df cm df with df = ln2=ln3 = 0:63:::,
i.e.,4:27cm 0:63.

In totalanalogy with the above,an entropy S issaid
extensive iflim N ! 1 S(N )=N is �nite. Let us focus on
the basis ofnonextensive statisticalm echanics [1](see

�
tsallis@ santafe.edu

[2,3]forreviews),nam ely on the entropy

Sq � k
1�

P W

i= 1
p
q

i

q� 1
(
W
X

i= 1

pi = 1;q2 R ); (1)

with S1 = SB G � � k
P W

i= 1
pilnpi. There are system s,

constituted by N elem ents,whose probabilistic sets are
such that lim N ! 1 Sq(N )=N is �nite for q = qsen,van-
ishes forq > qsen,and diverges forq < qsen (sen stands
forsensitivity:see[4,5]and referencestherein).W eshall
hereillustrateboth norm al(i.e.,qsen = 1)and anom alous
(i.e.,qsen 6= 1)system s.
LetusconsiderN distinguishablebinary random vari-

ableswhosejointprobabilitiesaredenoted by fpA1 ;p
A
2 g �

fp;1� pg for N = 1,fpA + B
11

;p
A + B
12

;p
A + B
21

;p
A + B
22

g (with
p
A + B
11

+ p
A + B
12

+ p
A + B
21

+ p
A + B
22

= 1) for N = 2, and
so on. See Table I for N = 3. For arbitrary N we
willhave a N -dim ensionalhypercube within which we
can representtheassociated W = 2N jointprobabilities.
The N = 2 m arginalprobabilities are given by �pA1 =
p
A + B
11

+ p
A + B
12

,�pA2 = p
A + B
21

+ p
A + B
22

,�pB1 = p
A + B
11

+ p
A + B
21

,
and �pB2 = p

A + B
12

+ p
A + B
22

. Analogously we can construct

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512357v1
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the m arginalprobabilitiesassociated with arbitrary N .

A n
B

1 2

1 p
A + B + C

111
p
A + B + C

121

[p
A + B + C

112
][p

A + B + C

122
]

2 p
A + B + C

211
p
A + B + C

221

[p
A + B + C

212
][p

A + B + C

222
]

TABLE I:Jointprobabilitiesassociated with N = 3,thesub-

system s being A, B and C . The probabilities out of and

within brakets respectively correspond to states 1 and 2 of

subsystem C .Itisp
A + B + C

111
+ p

A + B + C

112
+ p

A + B + C

121
+ p

A + B + C

122
+

p
A + B + C

211
+ p

A + B + C

212
+ p

A + B + C

221
+ p

A + B + C

222
= 1.

Let us introduce now an im portant notion, nam ely
scale-invariance, basis oftechniques such as renorm al-
ization group [6]. W e shallsay thatoursystem isscale-
invariantifthe m arginalprobabilitiesofthe N -system
coincide with the jointprobabilitiesofthe (N � 1)-sys-
tem ,8N .Thisstrongpropertyim plies,forinstance,that
�pA1 = pA1 ,�p

A
2 = pA2 ,�p

B
1 = pB1 ,and �pB2 = pB2 .

Let us also introduce a sym m etry property, nam ely
com m utativity. A N -system will be said com m uta-

tive ifwe can freely interchange its subsystem s for ev-
ery speci�c N -state. This property im plies, for in-
stance,that pA + B

12
= p

A + B
21

for N = 2,and p
A + B + C
112

=
p
A + B + C
121

= p
A + B + C
211

and p
A + B + C
122

= p
A + B + C
212

= p
A + B + C
221

for N = 3. It does not im ply p
A + B
11

= p
A + B
22

for
N = 2, nor p

A + B + C
111

= p
A + B + C
222

or p
A + B + C
112

=
p
A + B + C
221

for N = 3. If a system is com m utative
for allN , it adm its a representation sim pler that the
N -dim ensional hypercubes m entioned before. It ad-
m its,m ore precisely,a triangular representation as in-
dicated in Table II,with the convention (r20;r21;r22)�
(pA + B

11
;p

A + B
12

;p
A + B
22

) for N = 2, (r30;r31;r32;r33) �

(pA + B + C
111

;p
A + B + C
121

;p
A + B + C
212

;p
A + B + C
222

)forN = 3,and so
on for increasing N . Probability norm alization im plies
ofcourse

N
X

n= 0

N !

(N � n)!n!
rN n = 1 (8N ): (2)

(N = 0) (1;1)

(N = 1) (1;r10) (1;r11)

(N = 2) (1;r20) (2;r21) (1;r22)

(N = 3) (1;r30) (3;r31) (3;r32) (1;r33)

(N = 4) (1;r40) (4;r41) (6;r42) (4;r43) (1;r44)

TABLE II:M ostgeneralform ofa com m utativesystem com -

posed bybinary random variables.Theleft(right)com ponent

ofeach couplecorrespondsto thePascaltriangleelem ent(the

probability).

Scale-invariance and com m utativity are totally inde-
pendentproperties.Ifthey are,however,sim ultaneously
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FIG . 1: Sq(N ) for (a) the Leibnitz triangle, (b) p = 1=2

independentsubsystem s,and (c)rN ;0 = (1=2)
N

1=2

. O nly for

q= 1 wehavea �nitevalueforlim N ! 1 Sq(N )=N ;itvanishes

(diverges)forq > 1 (q< 1).
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satis�ed,then thesystem can berepresented asin Table
IIwith the following supplem entary property:

rN ;n + rN ;n+ 1 = rN � 1;n : (3)

This property is from now on referred to as the \Leib-
nitz rule" [7,8,9]. Indeed,it is satis�ed by the cele-
brated Leibnitztriangle[10].TheLeibnitzrulegoes\up-
wards",in contrastwith the Pascaltriangle rule,which
goes\downwards". A triangle such asthatofTable II,
and also satisfying Leibnitz rule,is fully determ ined by
giving one probability foreach value ofN ,e.g.,by giv-
ing frN 0g (8N ).Leibnitztriangleitselfisentirely deter-

m ined by rN 0 = 1=(N + 1)(hencerN n =
1

N + 1

(N � n)!n!

N !
).

Letusnow give three qsen = 1 exam ples,allofthem
satisfyingLeibnitzrule.Theyareindicated in Fig.1,and
correspond to theLeibnitztriangleitself,N independent

binary random variables (i.e.,rN 0 = pN ,hence rN n =
pN � n(1� p)n with 0 � p� 1),and astreched-exponential
system respectively. Both the Leibnitz triangle and the
streched-exponentialsystem involvecorrelations,butnot
globalenough to take the system outfrom the qsen = 1
universality class. In otherwords,the entropy which is
extensiveisSB G ,the Boltzm ann-G ibbsone.

Letus�nally illustratethe qsen 6= 1 casewith a trian-
gle in which m ost states have zero probability. O nly a
(left-side)strip whosewidth isd+ 1(d = 1;2;:::)hasnon-
vanishing probabilities (see details in [8]). The num ber
ofstateswith nonvanishing probabilitiesincreaseslike a
powerofN ,whereasthetotalnum berofstatesincreases
like 2N . The d = 1;2 instances are presented in Table
III.The entropiesofthe d = 1;2;3 instancesare shown
in Fig. 2. The correlations are now globalenough to
drive the system out ofthe qsen = 1 universality class.
The entropy which isextensivenow isS1� (1=d).

(N = 0) (1;1)

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

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

(N = 3) (1;1=2) (3;1=6) (3;0) (1;0)

(N = 4) (1;1=2) (4;1=8) (6;0) (4;0) (1;0)

(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;3=8)(3;5=48) (3;5=48) (1;0)

(N = 4) (1;2=5)(4;3=40)(6;3=60) (4;0) (1;0)

TABLE III:Anom alousprobability sets:d = 1 (top),and d =

2(bottom ).Theysatisfy theLeibnitzruleonlyasym ptotically,

i.e.,forN ! 1 .
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FIG .2: Sq(N )for anom alous system s: (a)d = 1,(b)d = 2,

and (c)d = 3. O nly forq = 1� (1=d)we have a �nite value

forlim N ! 1 Sq(N )=N ;itvanishes(diverges)forq> 1+ (1=d)

(q< 1+ (1=d)).



4

2 -O N A q-G EN ER A LIZED C EN T R A L LIM IT

T H EO R EM

Let us consider the following generalized Fokker-
Planck equation:

@p(x;t)

@t
= D

@[p(x;t)]2� qe

@jxj
(0<  � 2;qe < 3): (4)

Thedi�usion coe�cientD can alwaysbeenglobed within
tim et.Consequently,thisequation isessentially charac-
terized by only two param eters,nam ely  and qe: see
Fig.3.
If(qe;)= (1;2),we havethe celebrated Fourierheat

equation, and the exact solution (assum ing p(x;0) =
�(0)) is a G aussian. This point ofFig. 3 is to be as-
sociated with the standard or G aussian CentralLim it
Theorem (G � C LT). W ithin this theorem one essen-
tially considersthe sum ofN independentrandom vari-
ables,each ofthem satisfying a probability distribution
whose variance is�nite. Then the N ! 1 attractorin
the space ofthe distributions is,after appropriate scal-
ing,a G aussian distribution.N playsin thetheorem the
sam eroleastin Eq.(4).
Ifqe = 1 and 0 <  < 2,westillhavea linearequation

whoseexactsolution (assum ing p(x;0)= �(0))isa L�evy
distribution the index ofwhich coincides with . This
lineofFig.3 isto beassociated with theL�evy-G nedenko
C LT (L � C LT). W ithin this theorem ,once again one
considers the sum ofN independent random variables,
each ofthem satisfying a probability distribution whose
variancenow diverges.Then theN ! 1 attractorin the
space ofthe distributionsis,afterappropriatescaling,a
L�evy distribution.
These two theorem s basically cover allpossible situ-

ations whenever the random variables are independent.
The situation m ight change dram atically ifthe N vari-
ablesare collectively correlated forallvaluesofN ,even
when N diverges. O ne such case isthe one indicated in
Fig. 3 by the  = 2 line with qe 6= 1. The equation is
then nonlinear,and itsexactsolution [13,14](assum ing
p(x;0) = �(0)) is a qe � G aussian (this nam e denotes
the distributions that are proportionalto e� B x

2

qe
with

B > 0,whereexqe � [1+ (1� qe)x]1=(1� qe),and ex1 = ex);
norm alizability ofthe distribution im poses qe < 3;the
second m om ent is �nite for qe < 5=3,and diverges for
5=3 � qe < 3. W e expectthisfam ily ofsolutions(quite
com m on indeed forcertain classesofcom plexsystem s)to
correspond to som e form ofgeneralized C LT (from now
referred to asq� C LT).In otherwords,weexpectthat
a certain classofglobally correlated system swould have
as their N ! 1 attractor,and after som e appropriate
scaling,precisely a qe-G aussian.
The CLT and itspossible extensionshave a long and

fascinating history, clearly justi�ed by the crucialrole
this theorem plays in theory ofprobabilities,statistical

-1 0 1 2 3q
e

γ

0.5

1

1.5

2

conjectured CLT

Gaussian CLT

Levy-Gnedenko CLT

FIG . 3: Localization in the (qe;)-space of the standard

and L�evy-G nedenko CLT’s,as wellas ofthe conjecturalq-

generalized CLT (based on [22]. The schem atic dashed lines

arecurvesthatsharethesam eexponentofthepower-law be-

havior that em erges in the lim it jxj! 1 . At the qe = 1

axis we have L�evy distributions which asym ptotically decay

as1=jxj
1+ 

,and atthe = 2axiswehaveqe-G aussianswhich

decay as 1=jxj
2=(qe �1) . The connection is therefore given by

qe = ( + 3)=( + 1)for2 >  > 0,hence 5=3 < qe < 3 (see

[11],based on [12]).Forinstance,thedashed linewhich joins

the(qe;)points(1;1)and (2;2)schem atically indicatesthose

solutionsofEq.(4)which asym ptotically decay as1=x
2
,and

thedashed linejoining(1;1=2)and (7=3;2)indicatesthoseso-

lutionswhich decay as1=jxj
3=2

.The dotslightly to the right

ofthepoint(5=3;2)isjointto thepointslightly below (1;2).

m echanics,and elsewhere. In som e sense it allstarted
with A.de M oivre, who in 1733 obtained (apparently
for the �rst tim e [15]) the norm aldistribution in con-
nection with the binom ialdistribution, Pascaltriangle
and alike. Itcontinued with P.S.de Laplace,who reob-
tained thenorm aldistribution in 1774,and then with R.
Adrain in 1808. Finally,in 1809 C.F.G auss published
hiscelebrated form alization ofthe theory oferrors.Itis
presum ably because ofthis achievem entthatitbecam e
to be known nowadays as Gaussian. In the 1930’s,P.
L�evy and B.V.G nedenko developed the extended theo-
rem yielding L�evy distributions.M any studieshavebeen
dedicated to variations ofthese theorem s. E�orts have
been also done addressing the inuence ofcorrelations
(e.g.,[16]),and reviews are available (see [17,18]and
referencestherein).

The possibility of existence of a generalized C LT

whoseattractorswould beq-G aussianswasconsidered in
[19,20,21].Such a possibility wasaddressed in detailin
[22],in particularin connection with deform ed products
[24,25,26,27,28].Thesam etheorem wasessentiallyad-
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dressed in [23]in term sofstochasticprocesses.A related
theorem ,also based in deform ed products,wasrecently
presented aswell[29].
W e focusnow onto som e recentnum ericalindications

[30,31]suggesting the existence ofthe qe-G aussian at-
tractors,atleastforthe qe � 1 branch ofthe  = 2 line
ofFig.3.M ore precisely,we are going to generalizethe
binom ialdistribution by introducing a globalcorrelation
(between N random variables)through a speci�c scale-
invariantprocedure.W ethen check whatistheN ! 1

attractor. The absence ofsuch correlationswillprovide
a G aussian attractor(qe = 1),which is usually referred
to asthedeM oivre-Laplacetheorem .In otherwords,we
intend to generalizeherethattheorem in thepresenceof
a speci�c classsofglobalcorrelations.W e follow [30].
W e consideragain the N distinguishable binary vari-

ables that were introduced previously (see Table II).
They can be associated with a row ofa triangleofprob-
abilities frN ;ng (n = 0;1;2;:::;N )that satisfy Eq. (2).
O nce again we shallim pose Leibnitz rule [7,8],i.e.,Eq.
(3).W e rem ind thatthisrule isa speci�c form ofscale-
invariancewhich guaranteesthatthem arginalprobabili-
tiesoftheN -system coincidewith thejointprobabilities
ofthe(N � 1)-system .Theprobabilisticsystem isfully
determ ined ifwealso provideoneelem entofeach row of
the triangle,say frN ;0g (8N ). Ifwe im pose rN ;0 = pN

with 0 � p � 1,we precisely recover the binom ialdis-
tribution, which leads to the de M oivre-Laplace theo-
rem . W e shallim pose a globalcorrelation by using the
q-product[26]de�ned asfollows:

x
 qy � [x1� q+ y
1� q� 1]1=(1� q) (x;y � 1;q� 1):(5)

Thisgeneralised producthasthefollowingproperties:(i)
x
 1y = xy;(ii)x
 q1= x;(iii)lnq(x
 qy)= lnq x+ lnq y,

with lnq x � x
1� q

� 1

1� q
(ln1 x = lnx)beingtheinverseofexq;

(iv) 1

x
 qy
= (1

x
)
 2� q (

1

y
).Ifthe probability distribution

in phasespaceisuniform within avolum eW ,theentropy
Sq isgiven by Sq = lnq W .Property (iii)can then bein-
terpreted as Sq(A + B )= Sq(A)+ Sq(B ) where A and
B are subsystem s that are not independent but rather
satisfy W A + B = W A 
 q W B . The possibility ofa cor-
respondencebetween thisq� productwith a q-CLT has
alreadybeen conjectured [22],and som ee�ortsalongthis
line already existin the literature[27].
The globalcorrelation isintroduced by im posing

(1=rN ;0)= (1=p)
 q (1=p)
 q (1=p)
 q :::
 q (1=p);(6)

hence

rN ;0 = p
 2� q p
 2� q p
 2� q :::
 2� q p

= 1=[N p
q� 1 � (N � 1)]1=(1� q): (7)

For 0 < p < 1 we see that rN ;0 = pN = e� N ln(1=p)

if q = 1, whereas rN ;0 � 1

[(1=p)1� q� 1]1=(1� q)

1

N 1=(1� q) /
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x
2
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/3
[p
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p(
0)
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-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
x=(n-N/2)/N/2

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

p(
x)

*N
/2

FIG .4: ln�4=3
p(x)

p(0)
vs x

2
for (q;p) = (3=10;1=2),and N =

200.Twobranchesareobserved duetotheasym m etry em erg-

ing from the factthatwe haveim posed the q-producton the

\left" sideofthetriangle;wecould havedoneotherwise.The

m ean valueofthetwo branchesisindicated in dashed line.It

isthrough thism ean linethatwehavenum erically calculated

qe(q)as indicated in Fig. 5. Inset: Linear-linear representa-

tion ofp(x).

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

x
2

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0

ln
-4

/3
[p

(x
)/

p(
0)

]

N=50
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0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
1/N
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FIG .5: ln�4=3
p(x)

p(0)
vs x

2
for(q;p)= (3=10;1=2) and various

system sizesN .Inset:N -dependenceofthe(negative)slopes

ofthelnqe vsx
2
straightlines.W e�nd that,forp = 1=2 and

N > > 1,h(n � hni)
2
i � N

2
=�(N ) � a(q)N + b(q)N

2
. For

q = 1 we �nd a(1)= 1 and b(1)= 0,consistentwith norm al

di�usion asexpected.Forq< 1we�nd a(q)> 0and b(q)> 0,

thusyielding ballistic di�usion. The linear correlation factor

oftheq� logversusx
2
curvesrangefrom 0.999968 up to near

0.999971 when N increasesfrom 50 to 1000. The very slight

lack of linerarity that is observed is expected to vanish in

the lim it N ! 1 ,but at the present stage this rem ains a

num erically open question.
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FIG . 6: Relation between the index q from the q-product

de�nition, and the index qe resulting from the num erically

calculated probability distribution. The agreem ent with the

analyticalconjecture qe = 2� 1

q
isrem arkable. Inset: D etail

forthe range 0 < qe < 1.

1=N 1=(1� q) (N ! 1 ) for q < 1. W e shallfrom now
on focus on p = 1=2,and 0 � q � 1. W e can check
thatq= 1 recoversthe triangleon which de M oivreand
Laplacebased theirhistorictheorem .W e can also check
thatq = 0 yieldsrN ;0 = 1=(N + 1),i.e.,we recoverthe
Leibnitz triangle[10].
By introducing a conveniently centered and rescaled

variable,nam ely x �
n� (N =2)

N =2
, we can check that, for

increasing N , our set of probabilities approaches (see
Figs. 4 and 5) a double-branched qe-G aussian proba-
bility p(x)/ e� � x

2

qe
with

qe = 2�
1

q
: (8)

See Fig. 6. W e verify thatq = 1,hence qe = 1,repro-
ducesthe de M oivre-Laplace theorem . Forq decreasing
from unity to zero,qe decreasesfrom unity to m inusin-
�nity.By double-branched wem ean thatwhatwegetis
twobranchesofqe-G aussian with slightly di�erentcoe�-
cients� on therightand leftsidesofit.Thisasym m etry
com esfrom thefactthatwehaveintroduced thecorrela-
tionsby im posing Leibnitz rule on the \left" side ofthe
triangle,not,forinstance,atitscenter.
Transform ation (8) is a com position ofm ultiplicative

duality(q$ 1=q,whose�xed pointisq= 1),andadditive
duality(q$ 2� q,whose�xed pointonceagain isq= 1).
These two transform ations,alone or com bined,appear
in fact very frequently in the literature ofnonextensive
statisticalm echanics.

3 - C O N C LU SIO N S

Itiswellknown that,ifwe havea system constituted
by N elem entsthatare(eitherexactly ornearly exactly)

independent in the probabilistic sense,then (i) the en-
tropy which isextensive isSB G (N ),and (ii)the attrac-
tor,in thesenseofa centrallim ittheorem ,isa G aussian
(L�evy)distribution ifthevarianceofthe singledistribu-
tion thatisbeing convoluted is�nite (in�nity).
W e have shown here that special global correla-

tions (which are either exactly or asym ptotically scale-
invariant)am ongtheseN elem entscan m akethat(i)the
valueofqforwhich Sq(N )isextensivedi�ersfrom unity,
and (ii)the attractor,in the senseofa centrallim itthe-
orem ,not only di�ers from both a G aussian or a L�evy
distribution,butcan even precisely be a q-G aussian dis-
tribution (which in factextrem izesSq underappropriate
constraints).
It rem ains as an im portantopen question the under-

standing ofwhatare the precise classesofglobalcorre-
lationsthatinduce one orthe otherofthese anom alies.
It is in principle possible that one ofthese two classes
contains the other one,or that none ofthem fully con-
tainsthe otherone,having neverthelessa nontrivialin-
tersection.O reven | the sim plestofallpossibilities|
they could coincide. Ifthey do,isit(asym ptotic)scale-
invariance a su�cient and necessary condition for both
anom aliesto em erge sim ultaneously? The exactanswer
to thisand related questionswould deeply enlighten the
reason for which q-exponentials appear so frequently in
m any naturaland arti�cialsystem s. Itwould ofcourse
also qualify the classes ofsituations for which the con-
ceptsem ergingin nonextensivestatisticalm echanics(and
in itsgeneralizationsand itsvariations)areapplicable.
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