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Non-Gaussian velocity distributions Maxwell would understand

J. A. S. Lima1, M. H. Benetti2

Universidade de São Paulo, Departamento de Astronomia (IAG-USP)

In 1988, Constantino Tsallis proposed an extension of the Boltzmann statistical mechanics by postulating

a new entropy formula, Sq = kB lnq W , where W is the number of microstates accessible to the system, and

lnq defines a deformation of the logarithmic function. This top-down approach recovers the celebrated Boltz-

mann entropy in the limit q → 1 since S1 = kB lnW . However, for q 6= 1 the entropy is non-additive and has

been successfully applied for a variety of phenomena ranging from plasma physics to cosmology. For a system

of particles, Tsallis’ formula predicts a large class of power-law velocity distributions reducing to the Maxwel-

lian result only for a particular case. Here a more pedagogical bottom-up path is adopted. We show that a large

set of power-law distributions for an ideal gas in equilibrium at temperature T is derived by slightly modifying

the seminal Maxwell approach put forward in 1860. The emergence of power-laws velocity distribution is not

necessarily related with the presence of long-range interactions. It also shed some light on the long-standing

problem concerning the validity of the zeroth law of thermodynamics in this context. Potentially, since the

new method highlights the value of hypotheses in the construction of a basic knowledge, it may have an

interesting pedagogical and methodological value for undergraduate and graduate students of physics and

related areas.

1. Introduction

It is widely known that Clausius introduced the no-

tion of mean free path for gas particles [1]. However,

it was Maxwell who defined the concept of statistical

velocity distribution and deduced its functional form

for an ideal gas, an essential kinetic result commonly

taught in undergraduate courses in physics, chemis-

try, astronomy, and related fields. In virtue of its metho-

dological importance (and deduction itself), our star-

ting point here is the seminal work published by Maxwell

in 1860 entitled Illustrations of the Dynamical Theory

of Gases [2].

Maxwell’s velocity distribution initiated a lasting union

between the physics of kinetic processes and statisti-

cal ideas, thereby promoting the development of clas-

sical statistical mechanics. Firstly, through Boltzmann’s

perspective and later based on a more abstract framework,

commonly referred to as statistical ensembles formu-

lated by John Willard Gibbs (1839–1903). In Gibbsian

theory, one considers an infinite mental collection of

independent systems described by the same Hamilto-

nian, distributed across different microstates and all

consistent with macroscopic constraints [3, 4, 5, 6].

In a point of fact, recent undergraduate (and gradu-

ate) textbooks on kinetic theory of gases (KTG) do not

present Maxwell’s original derivation. Nevertheless, it

will be revisited next section, based only on the core

of his hypotheses. Although such a simple proof might

be considered somewhat primitive, it is useful from a

pedagogical viewpoint in order to show that Maxwell’s

approach can be slightly modified for deriving more

general distributions (power-laws).

More recently, much attention has been paid to power-

law velocity distributions and their applications to a

plethora of phenomena across diverse fields, among

them: plasma physics, nuclear physics, astrophysics,

biology, finance, and econometrics, to name just a few.

Among such proposals, the most discussed and applied

to date is Tsallis’ non-extensive velocity distributions

[7].

Tsallis’ distribution, also termed q-velocity distribu-

tion, was first derived based on the theory of statis-

tical ensembles based on Tsallis’ q-entropic formula-

tion. Some time later, it was also kinetically discussed

both in the non-relativistic [8, 9, 10, 11] and relativistic

domains [12, 13, 14, 15].

In this context, our aim here is to show that a sui-

table modification of Maxwell’s original kinetic contri-

bution (i.e. an extension of his first “postulate”), na-

turally leads to power-law velocity distributions from

which the possibility of Gaussian distribution is nothing
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more than a particular case, already ‘written’ in Maxwell’s

original hypotheses.

In principle, a Neo-Maxwellian approach may have

two interesting consequences for undergraduate and

graduate students. On the one hand, it provides a bet-

ter understanding of Maxwell’s method and also of its

generalized version. On the other hand, it may miti-

gate their curiosity for non-Gaussian velocity distribu-

tions and applications in the recent literature1.

As we shall see, maintaining the appropriate propor-

tions, the confrontation between Maxwellian (Gaus-

sian) and Neo-Maxwellian (Power-Laws) distributions

in KTG is similar to the rejection of the fifth postulate

of Euclid leading to the emergence of non-Euclidean

geometries. In the former case, more general (power-

laws) distributions need to be considered, while in the

latter, an astonishing window revealed curved spaces

in mathematics and, later on, the notion of curved spa-

cetimes in physics.

The article is planned as follows. Section 2 discusses

Maxwell’s original derivation, emphasizing what can

be used to derive more general distributions. In Sec-

tion 3, we define the Neo-Maxwellian treatment for

describing a large class of non-Gaussian statistics. In

Section 4, we will focus on the particular case of Tsallis’

distributions, while in Section 5, the basic kinetic pre-

dictions of both distributions are confronted (Maxwell

versus Tsallis). Finally, in Section 6, our closing remarks

and conclusions will be presented. Details of some cal-

culations are shown in appendices A, B, and C.

2. Velocity Distribution of an Ideal Gas:

Revisiting Maxwell’s Original Derivation

(1860)

In his memorable article, Maxwell adopted part of Clau-

sius’ model, considering a homogeneous and isotro-

pic gas in the absence of external forces. The nature of

the gas and its kinetics were modeled by a large num-

ber N of rigid spheres contained in a volume V , which

collide elastically with each other and with the walls

of the container. Maxwell introduced the notion of a

velocity distribution function, F (vx , v y , vz ), and defi-

ned the probability of finding the vx component of

a gas particle’s velocity between vx and vx + d vx as

f (vx )d vx , or more generally.

f (vi )d vi , i = x, y, z. (1)

1For a regularly updated bibliography see, for instance,

http:tsallis.cat.cbpf.brbiblio.htm

An homogeneous and isotropic gas means that the par-

ticle concentration n and other local physical quanti-

ties such as temperature and pressure should not de-

pend on the infinitesimal volume element d 3r = d xd yd z

within the container. Isotropy implies that f (vi ) = f (−vi ).

Furthermore, since there is no preferred direction for

the particles in the infinitesimal volume of velocity space,

d 3v ≡ d vxd v y d vz , the probabilities must be equal in

all directions, not depending specifically on the choice

of velocity components. This statistical independence

in velocity space can be expressed by the following

postulate:

PI: The unknown 3-dimensional velocity distribu-

tion is factorizable

F (v)d 3v = f (vx , v y , vz )d vxd v y d vz

= f (vx ) f (v y ) f (vz )d vx d v y d vz . (2)

This postulate has a very simple statistical meaning.

The product of probabilities is the mathematical trans-

lation of statistical independence. Naturally, in the ki-

netic case, we refer to the independence of the proba-

bility densities of the velocity components, f (vi ).

In addition to the assumed statistical independence,

the isotropy in velocity space also suggests the following

postulate:

PII: The three-dimensional distribution function F (v)

depends only on the magnitude of the resulting velo-

city of each particle, v = |v|. This happens because the

directions of coordinates are perfectly arbitrary, and,

as such, this number must depend on the distance from

the origin.

Mathematically, this postulate can be written as:

F
(
√

v 2
x +v 2

y +v 2
z

)

= f (vx ) f (v y ) f (vz ). (3)

In reality, Maxwell also considered other propositions

connected with the collisions among the hard sphere

particles of the gas. Later on, such assumptions were

important for his paper of 1867 [16] and also for Boltz-

mann’s remarkable work on the H-theorem. Assump-

tions describing PI and PII are contained in Maxwell’s

proposition IV [2]. Here such assumptions were eleva-

ted to the category of basic postulates since they are

enough for deriving the Maxwellian distribution and

also for understanding how the Neo-Maxwellian ex-

tensions arise.

Let us now derive Maxwell’s results. In order to do

that one needs to solve the above functional equati-

ons. For simplicity, let us first determine the 1-Dim

probability density f (vx ) satisfying the above postula-

tes.
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Taking the logarithm of equation (3) and differenti-

ating both sides with respect to vx , we obtain

vx F ′

v F
=

d ln f (vx )

d vx
. (4)

Repeating this procedure for the other components,

we will have

χ(v) =
1

vx

d ln f (vx )

d vx
=

1

v y

d ln f (v y )

d v y
=

1

vz

d ln f (vz )

d vz
,

(5)

where

χ(v) =
F ′

vF
. (6)

Equation (5) is satisfied only if all terms are equal

to a constant which can depend on the mass of the

gas particles. Therefore, without loss of generality, we

writeχ(v) =−βm, whereβ is some (dimensional) cons-

tant characterizing the equilibrium state of the per-

fect gas. Substituting this relationship into (5) and by

analyzing only the vx component, we obtain

1

vx

d ln f (vx )

d vx
=−βm ⇔ ln f (vx ) =−

βmv 2
x

2
+γ, (7)

where γ is another arbitrary constant. By exponenti-

ating both sides of the second expression above and

defining A1 = e−γ, it follows that

f (vx ) = A1 exp

(

−
βmv 2

x

2

)

. (8)

Note that Dim|β| = Dim|Energy|−1. As we shall see,β =
(kB T )−1 is determined by comparing the kinetic ex-

pression of the pressure in terms of β with the ideal

gas equation of state (EoS), a well-established experi-

mental result in classical kinetic theory [5]. Surprisin-

gly, we also demonstrate next section that such result

remains valid in the Neo-Maxwellian approach.

The value of the constant A1 is readily obtained defi-

ning the total number of particles N contained in the

volume V as the integral of the distribution function

over the 4-dimensional phase space d vxd 3r, we have:

N =
∫∞

−∞
f (vx)d vx

∫

V
d 3 r = A1V

(

2π

βm

)1/2

. (9)

Note that the above integral on the spatial coordinates

yields the volume V . The constant A1 follows from the

definition of the concentration n = N /V an also of the

well-known Gaussian integral2.

2
∫∞

0 xn e−αx2
dx = 1

2Γ

(

n+1
2

)

α−(n+1)/2 (see, for instance, op. ci-

ted [6] page 609). For n = 0 we have
∫∞

0 e−αx2
dx = 1

2

√

π
α .

A1 =n

(

βm

2π

)1/2

. (10)

Substituting A1 into (8), we obtain the expression

f (vx )= n

(

βm

2π

)1/2

exp

(

−
βmv 2

x

2

)

, (11)

representing the (1-D) Maxwell velocity distribution.

For the 3-D case, it is sufficient to know that the dis-

tributions f (v y ), f (vz ), have the same functional form

of f (vx ). Hence, one may write:

F (v)= f (vx ) f (v y ) f (vz ) = A3 exp

(

−
βmv 2

2

)

, (12)

where A3 is the 3-D normalization constant. Defining

again the total number of particles N and by integra-

ting in the phase space one finds:

A3 =n

(

βm

2π

)3/2

. (13)

And substituting (13) into (12), the 3-D distribution ta-

kes the following form:

F (v)= n

(

βm

2π

)3/2

exp

(

−
βmv 2

2

)

. (14)

The above Gaussian distribution function is a conse-

quence of the statistical independence contained in

the postulates PI and PII. In this strict sense, it should

not be considered as particularly surprising.

When we are interested in the probability of finding

particle speeds between v and v +d v , there are seve-

ral combinations of the values of each component yi-

elding in the same speed. Such combinations cover a

spherical shell of radius v and thickness d v . By intro-

ducing the speed distribution function

Fd 3v = F (v)4πv 2d v =F (v)d v (15)

= n

(

βm

2π

)3/2

4πv 2 exp

(

−
βmv 2

2

)

d v.

Given the above distribution (15), we can calculate the

average physical quantities. The average kinetic energy

per particle can be written as

ε̄M =

∫∞

0

mv 2

2
F (v)4πv 2d v

∫∞

0
F (v)4πv 2d v

=
3

2β
. (16)

This result is readily obtained by inserting the func-

tion F (v) and calculating the Gaussian integrals taking
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n = 4 (numerator) and n = 2 (denominator) in foot-

note 2.

The kinetic pressure results from collisions between

the particles and also with the container walls. It is the

average force per unit area exerted by the gas on a re-

flective surface. For a plane normal to the x-direction,

only particles with a positive px component contribute.

The momentum change per collision is 2px , and the

number of particles reflected per second is vx F (v)d 3v.

Thus, we can express:

PM =
∫∞

vx≥0
2mv 2

x F (v)d 3v = 2

∫∞

−∞

(

mv 2
x

2

)

F (v)d 3v.

(17)

By symmetry, the average kinetic energy associated with

any velocity component is always one-third of the to-

tal average kinetic energy. Considering equation (16),

this is directly that,

PM =
2

3

∫∞

0

mv 2

2
F (v)4πv 2d v =

2

3
nε̄. (18)

Thus, the pressure becomes

PM = nβ−1 ⇔ PM V = Nβ−1. (19)

In order to determine the energy scale β−1, we recall

that the equation of state (EoS) of an ideal gas, consis-

ting of a large number N of particles obeys the empiri-

cal relation:

PM V = N kB T, (20)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant. A comparison of

(20) with (19) reveals that in this limit, β−1 = kB T . In-

serting this relationship into (16) yields the Maxwel-

lian result

ε̄M =
3kB T

2
. (21)

It is also notable that the parameter β can be elimi-

nated by combining equations (16), (18), and (19), yi-

elding a general form for the EoS:

PM V

UM
=

2

3
, (22)

where UM = N ε̄M represents the internal energy of the

gas. We stress that such EOS is also valid for a bosonic

or fermionic quantum ideal gas [17]. In the following

section, we will demonstrate its validity for distributi-

ons described by a power-law.

The calculation of the typical Maxwellian average

speeds are widely known (see for instance refs. [3, 4, 5,

6]). Hence, we will present here only the basic results:

Maxwellian

typical velocities















































v rms
M =

√

3kB T

m
,

v̄M =

√

8kB T

πm
,

v
mp
M =

√

2kB T

m
.

(23)

where v rms
M , v̄M , and v

mp
M

are the root mean square

and most probable speeds, respectively. The abbrevi-

ation M indicates that are Maxwellian results. The 3-

velocities for fixed values of m and T satisfy the ratios:

v
mp
M

: v̄M : v rms
M = 1 : 1.13 : 1.22. (24)

In the next section, we will explore a generalization of

Maxwell’s results. By rejecting the first and consequen-

tly part of the second postulate. In this case, we will

obtain a large class of d-velocity distributions descri-

bed by power-laws. The Maxwellian distribution will

be recovered only in the limiting case of statistical in-

dependence of its components. Strictly speaking, this

limit occurs when the ideal gas contains a large num-

ber of particles (N → ∞); a state commonly referred

to as the thermodynamic limit. However, power-laws

describe an ideal gas for a finite number of particles

(for a demonstration based on the Liouville theorem

and kinetics [18]).

3. Neo-Maxwellian Approach and Power-Law

Distributions

To begin with, let us consider the Euler exponential

function expressed as [19]

ex = lim
n→∞

(

1+
x

n

)n
. (25)

A possible generalization of Euler’s result consists in

defining the deformation of the exponential function.

Such procedure is performed simply replacing n by a

continuous free parameter d ∈R, such that

ed (x) = (1+d x)
1
d . (26)

The deformation is characterized by the subscript d

in ed (x). For each finite value of d , a new function

(power-law) will be generated with a different expo-

nent. In the limit d → 0, the function on the left-hand

side of (26) recovers the Euler exponential function.
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Now, associated with the deformed exponential, we

can also define the deformed logarithm function, lnd (x),

as the inverse function of ep (x), namely:

lnd (x) =
xd −1

d
. (27)

Given equations (26) and (27), it is easy to deduce the

basic property of an inverse function, that is, ed

[

lnd ( f )
]

=
lnd

[

ed ( f )
]

≡ f ; which is valid for any function f (x).

Henceforth, we will define the velocity distribution

using deformed functions while preserving the property

of isotropy. However, the postulate PI will no longer be

imposed. Consequently, except in the Maxwellian li-

mit, the resulting distribution function will not be fac-

torizable. Postulate PI now takes the form below:

PI*: The three-dimensional velocity distribution is

generally not factorizable, except in the Maxwellian li-

mit (d → 0)

Fd (v)d 3v = Fd (vx , v y , vz )d vxd v y d vz , (28)

where we define the function

Fd (vx , v y , vz ) = ed

[

lnd fd (vx )+ lnd fd (v y )+ lnd fd (vz )
]

.

(29)

Notice that taking the limit d → 0, lnd f goes to ln f

and ed (lnd f ) to f thereby recovering the Maxwellian

factorization [see (2)]. Mathematically, it has also been

written by a slightly different formulation in [8, 10].

Similarly, and also as a consequence of PI*, the pos-

tulate of isotropy PII, is now replaced by:

PII*: The three-dimensional distribution function F (v)

depends only on the magnitude of the resulting velo-

city of each particle, v = |v|, but taking into account

that the d-distributions are not factorizable:

Fd (v)= ed

[

lnd fd (vx )+ lnd fd (v y )+ lnd fd (vz )
]

, (30)

where v =
√

v 2
x +v 2

y +v 2
z .

At this point, it is interesting to ask: What is the form

of the velocity distribution function, satisfying the defi-

nition (30), for arbitrary values of d?

In order to answer this question, the above functio-

nal equation will be solved by the same approach as

adopted in the previous section.

By applying the deformed logarithm on both sides

of equation (30) and differentiating the result with res-

pect to vx , we find

vx

v
F ′

d (v)
d [lnd Fd (v)]

dFd (v)
=

d
[

lnd fd (vx )
]

d vx
. (31)

Differentiating again with respect to v y and vz , it fol-

lows that

Φ(v) =
1

vx

d
[

lnd fd (vx )
]

d vx
=

1

v y

d
[

lnd fd (v y )
]

d v y

=
1

vz

d
[

lnd fd (vz )
]

d v y
, (32)

where we have defined,

Φ(v) =
F ′

d
(v)

v

d [lnd Fd (v)]

dFd (v)
. (33)

Equation (32) is satisfied only if all terms are equal and

constant. Therefore, we will postulateΦ(v) =−βd m as

an extension of the Maxwellian case, whereβd is an ar-

bitrary parameter that may depend on d . Thus, taking

only the component vx in equation (32), we have

1

vx

d
[

lnd fd (vx )
]

d vx
=−βd m. (34)

By integrating equation (34), we obtain

lnd fd (vx )− lnd B1 =−
βd mv 2

x

2
, (35)

here, lnd B1 represents an arbitrary constant of inte-

gration that has been transferred to the left-hand side

of (35) and expressed in this convenient form. It is as-

sumed that B1 depends on the parameter d . Using the

definition of the deformed logarithm (27), one can straight-

forwardly derive the following identity:

lnd fd (vx )− lnd B1 =B d
1 lnd

[

fd (vx )

B1

]

. (36)

Substituting (36) on the left-hand side of (35) and ta-

king the deformed exponentiation, we obtain the 1-D

distribution function:

fd (vx ) =B1

[

1−
dβmv 2

x

2

]

1
d

with β=βd B−d
1 . (37)

By introducing the arbitrary constant βd in (34), the

distribution function (37) becomes dependent only on

β. This eliminates the implicit dependence on the de-

formation parameter in the normalization constant,

achieved through the term βd B−d
1 . This choice does

not present any contradictions (see discussion in sub-

section (3.2))

Similarly to Section 2, we will only indicate the 1-D

functions, Fd (vx ), for d > 0 and d < 0, as the calcula-

tions are analogous to the 3-D case, which will be pre-

sented in Section (3.1).
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For the condition d > 0, we obtain the normalized

power low distribution function as follows

fd (vx ) = n

(

βm

2π

)1/2 d 1/2
Γ

(

1
d + 3

2

)

Γ
(

1
d +1

)

[

1−
dβmv 2

x

2

]

1
d

,

(38)

where in the integration we made use of the Beta func-

tion3.

Now, in the case d < 0(d =−|d |), the power-law dis-

tribution function becomes4

fd (vx ) = n

(

βm

2π

)1/2 |d |1/2
Γ

(

1
|d |

)

Γ

(

1
|d | −

1
2

)

[

1+
|d |βmv 2

x

2

]− 1
|d |

.

(39)

In Figure 1, we show the power-laws for some selec-

ted values of the deformation parameter d . Both the

function and its argument were divided by conveni-

ent factors, reducing the axes dimensionless. The so-

lid black line represents the d → 0 limit, where the

classical Gaussian Maxwell result is recovered. The co-

lored solid lines indicate the power-laws (d > 0) des-

cribed by equation (38), known as short-tail distribu-

tions, as they tend to zero below the Gaussian. The

dashed lines represent the power-laws (d < 0) accor-

ding to (39), known as fat-tail distributions, as they

tend to zero above the Gaussian.

In conclusion, from the distributions (38) and (39),

we can determine the average energy per particle in

one dimension, such that

ε̄=



















1

2β

(

2

2+3d

)

, d > 0,

1

2β

(

2

2−3|d |

)

, |d | < 2
3 .

(40)

The second equation in (40) implies the constraint |d | <
2/3 with d < 0; in other words, we must consider the

validity range −2/3 < d < 0 to avoid negative energy.

In the next section, we will show in detail how to de-

termine the 3-D function and the average values.

3.1. Power-laws in the 3-dimensional case

It is simple to extend the distributions (38) and (39)

to higher dimensions. As an example, we will derive

the generalization in three dimensions. In this case, ta-

king the deformed logarithm from equation (30) and

3see identity B(x, y) =
∫1

0 t x−1(1− t)y−1dt =
Γ(x)Γ(y)

Γ(x + y)
in [19].

4see identity B(x, y) =
∫∞

0 t x−1(1+ t)−(y+x)dt =
Γ(x)Γ(y)

Γ(x + y)
in [19]

−3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3
��/√βm

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

f d
(�

�
)/n

(βm 2π
)1/

2

d = 1
d = 0.33
d → 0 (Maxwell)
d = -0.33 
d = -1 

Figure 1: Power-law normalized distributions (1-D). The so-
lid black line represents the Maxwellian limit (d → 0), while
the solid lines with d > 0 tend to zero below the Maxwellian
(short-tail). The dashed lines refer to distributionswith d < 0

and decay above the Maxwellian (fat-tail).

using (35), we obtain

lnd Fd (v)− lnd B3 =−
βd mv 2

x

2
−
βd mv 2

y

2
−
βd mv 2

z

2
,

(41)

where v 2 = v 2
x +v 2

y +v 2
z . Now we define the normaliza-

tion 3-D constant B3. By rewriting the left-hand side of

equation (41) using the identity (36) and subsequently

applying the deformed exponential, we derive the 3-D

distribution function.

Fd (v) =B3

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d

com β=βd B−d
3 . (42)

Condition d > 0 in equation (42) requires the distribu-

tion function to be limited by a maximum velocity in

order to avoid negative values. However, when d < 0,

the function will not be limited, and the integration is

carried out over the interval (−∞,+∞). Let us see how

to obtain (for all values of d) the normalization cons-

tant and other quantities of interest, such as: average

kinetic energy, pressure, root mean square speed, mean

speed and the most probable speed.

3.2. Case d > 0

As mentioned, in this situation, the distribution func-

tion (42) will be limited by a maximum velocity, vmax ,



7

which prevents it from generally becoming complex

for velocities greater than vmax . Note that distribution

(42) must satisfy the constraint for each component

vmax ≤

√

2

dβm
. (43)

The normalization constant B3 is calculated using equa-

tion (42), by solving the following integral

n =
∫∫∫vmax

−vmax

B3

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d

d 3v, (44)

where we implicitly consider the volume V , which re-

sults from the integral in spatial coordinates, writing

N /V = n we can solve the above integral (see details

in the Appendix A)

B3 = n

(

βm

2π

)3/2 d 3/2
Γ

(

1
d
+ 5

2

)

Γ
(

1
d
+1

) , (45)

where the identityΓ(3/2) =
p
π/2 was used. Finally, subs-

tituting (45) into (42), we find the 3-D power-law

Fd (v)= n

(

βm

2π

)3/2 d 3/2
Γ

(

1
d + 5

2

)

Γ
(

1
d +1

)

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d

.

(46)

From (15) and (46) one can compute the 3-D distribu-

tion for speed

Fp (v) = n

(

βm

2π

)3/2

4πv 2
d 3/2

Γ
(

1
d + 5

2

)

Γ
(

1
d +1

)

×
[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d

. (47)

In the limit d → 0 it can be verified5 that equation (47)

recovers the Maxwellian case (15), because

(

d 3/2
Γ

(

1
d + 5

2

)

Γ
(

1
d +1

)

)

d→0

= 1, B3 → n

(

βm

2π

)3/2

. (48)

To calculate the average kinetic energy per particle,

we integrate the function (47), which yields

ε̄d =
B3

∫vmax

0

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d mv 2

2
4πv 2d v

B3

∫vmax

0

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d

4πv 2d v

. (49)

5see ref. [19], lim
|z|→∞

zb−a
Γ(z +a)

Γ(z +b)
= 1.

Writing equation (49) in terms of u = dmv 2/2kB T and

using the Beta function (see footnote 3), with the help

of the recurrence formula zΓ(z) = Γ(z +1) [19], we ob-

tain (see Appendix B)

ε̄d =
3

2β

(

2

2+5d

)

. (50)

Now, from equation (50) and following the appro-

ach in (17), the pressure is given by [5]

Pd =
∫vmax

vx≥0
2mv 2

x Fd (v)d 3v

=
2

3
B3

∫vmax

0

(

1−
dβmv 2

2

)

1
d mv 2

2
4πv 2d v.

(51)

It can be verified, as in the Maxwellian case, the equa-

tion above is identical to the mean kinetic energy (49)

multiplied by 2n/3. Therefore, by inserting (49) in (51),

we conclude that

Pd =
2

3
nε̄=

n

β

(

2

2+5d

)

. (52)

As expected, equations (50) and (52) recover the Maxwel-

lian results (16) and (17) in the limit d → 0. Following

the procedure in Section 2, we can also eliminate β.

Defining Ud ≡ N ε̄d , we obtain an equation of state in-

dependent of d and β, exactly in the form of (22):

Pd V

Ud

=
2

3
. (53)

a result previously obtained from a kinetic approach

within Tsallis’ q-statistics [24].

It is worth notice that the integration method ena-

bled us to detach the standard energy scale β−1 of the

parameter d . For consistency, we see that the same re-

sult holds if we consider the average energy per parti-

cle (ε) in (50). However, in thermodynamics one may

choose 2 independent variables, for instance, the pair

(T,n). For a fixed V, one may take N as the second vari-

able, which suggests that the power index d may be a

function of N, the total number of particles. Since the

Maxwellian distribution is recovered when d → 0 and

the thermodynamic limit arrives just when N →∞, a

plausible relation would be d ∝ N−δ, where delta is a

positive number to be determined. As we shall see in

the following, such results may cure some difficulties

plaguing the Tsallis statistics, such as, for instance, the

validity of the zeroth law of thermodynamics (see also

discussion in Section 4).
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For completeness and future comparison with the

Gaussian case, we present the typical velocities within

the 3-D power-law formalism (see Appendix B):

Typical velocities

of power-laws

(d > 0)























































v rms
d =

√

3kB T

m

(

2

2+5d

)

,

v̄d =

√

8kB T

πm

Γ
(

1
d + 5

2

)

d 1/2Γ
(

1
d +3

) ,

v
mp

d
=

√

2kB T

m(1+d )
.

(54)

As expected, v rms
d

, v̄d , and v
mp

d
recover the Maxwellian

results (23) in the limit d → 0.

3.3. Case d < 0

Under this condition, the distribution function can be

rewritten using the relation |d | =−d as follows

Fd (v)= B3

[

1+
|d |mv 2

2kB T

]− 1
|d |

. (55)

The sign change inside the brackets in equation (55)

implies that the function is no longer limited by a ma-

ximum velocity. In this situation, we find that the nor-

malization constant takes the following form

B3 =n

(

m

2πkB T

)3/2 |d |3/2
Γ

(

1
|d |

)

Γ

(

1
|d | −

3
2

) , (56)

Here we use the Beta function (see footnote 4). Subs-

tituting the normalization (56) into (55), we arrive at

the 3-D distribution function

Fd (v) = n

(

m

2πkB T

)3/2 |d |3/2
Γ

(

1
|d |

)

Γ

(

1
|d | −

3
2

)

[

1+
|d |mv 2

2kB T

]− 1
|d |

.

(57)

Using (15), the 3-D distribution for speed becomes

Fd (v) = n

(

m

2πkB T

)3/2

4πv 2
|d |3/2

Γ

(

1
|d |

)

Γ

(

1
|d | −

3
2

)

×
[

1+
|d |mv 2

2kB T

]− 1
|d |

. (58)

The standard classical function (15) is easily recove-

red for d → 0.

Next, we have the average kinetic energy per parti-

cle in the following way

ε̄d =
3kB T

2

(

2

2−5|d |

)

, |d | <
2

5
. (59)

0 1 2 3 4 5
�/√βm

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8


d(
�)
/n
(βm 2π

)3/
2

d = 0.25
d = 0.16
d → 0 (Maxwell)
d = -0.16 
d = -0.25 

Figure 2: Power-law normalized speed distributions (3-D).
The solid black line represents the Maxwellian limit (d → 0),
while the solid colored lines with d > 0 tend to zero on the
right side, below the Maxwellian (short-tail), with peaks shif-
ted to the left. The dashed lines represent the distributions
with d < 0, which tend to zero above the Maxwellian (fat-tail),
with peaks shifted to the right.

The constraint |d | < 2/5 when d < 0, which can be

written as −2/5 < d < 0, is added to avoid negative va-

lues of energy. Consequently, from (59), the pressure

becomes

Pd = nkB T

(

2

2−5|d |

)

. (60)

Both equations (59) and (60) recover the classical case

when |d |→ 0.

Finally, the root mean square speed, the average speed,

and the most probable speed will be, respectively:

Typical velocities

of power-laws

(d < 0)



























































v rms
d =

√

3kB T

m

(

2

2−5|d |

)

,

v̄d =

√

8kB T

πm

Γ

(

1
|d | −2

)

|d |1/2Γ

(

1
|d | −

3
2

) ,

v
mp

d
=

√

2kB T

m(1−|d |)
.

(61)

In Figure 2, we show the results of the speed distri-

bution functions (47) and (58) in the dimensionless

form. Solid colored lines represent the short-tailed power-

laws (d > 0), as d → 0 their tails approach the Maxwel-
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Table 1: Tsallis distribution functions.

Cases Tsallis Distribution

S
h

o
rt

-T
a

il

1-D (q > 1) n

(

m

2πkB T

)1/2 (q −1)1/2
Γ

(

1
q−1

+ 3
2

)

Γ

(

1
q−1 +1

)

[

1− (q −1)
mv 2

x

2kB T

]

1
q−1

3-D (q > 1) n

(

m

2πkB T

)3/2 (q −1)3/2
Γ

(

1
q−1 +

5
2

)

Γ

(

1
q−1 +1

)

[

1− (q −1)
mv 2

2kB T

]

1
q−1

F
a

t-
T

a
il 1-D (1/3 < q < 1) n

(

m

2πkB T

)1/2 (1−q)1/2
Γ

(

1
1−q

)

Γ

(

1
1−q

− 1
2

)

[

1+ (1−q)
mv 2

x

2kB T

]− 1
1−q

3-D (3/5 < q < 1) n

(

m

2πkB T

)3/2 (1−q)3/2
Γ

(

1
1−q

)

Γ

(

1
1−q − 3

2

)

[

1+ (1−q)
mv 2

2kB T

]− 1
1−q

lian from within. Additionally, we observe that the pe-

aks are shifted to the left and decay on top of the Maxwel-

lian. The dashed colored lines represent the fat-tail power-

laws (d < 0), as d → 0 their tails approach the Maxwel-

lian from outside. Moreover, we see that their peaks

are shifted to the right and decay under the Maxwel-

lian.

4. Case Study: Tsallis Power-Laws

Tsallis’ power-law distributions [7] are based on the

non-extensive formulation of statistical mechanics quan-

tified by a positive index q . Non-extensive refers to

the generalization of Boltzmann-Gibbs (BG) statisti-

cal mechanics. For q → 1, the Tsallis entropy Sq redu-

ces to the classical entropy SBG , which is said to be ad-

ditive, meaning that for any two independent subsys-

tems, the entropy SBG of their sum coincides with the

sum of their individual entropies. In the case q 6= 1,

the entropy Sq violates this property and is referred

to as non-additive (sub-additive for q < 1 and super-

additive if q < 1). It has also been proved that Tsallis

statistics provides a suitable theoretical framework for

analysing complex systems [20]. In particular, it has

been applied since long ago for several systems in plasma

physics [9, 21], high energy physics [22, 23], stellar and

galactic processes [24, 25] and thermofractals [26, 27].

The procedure for obtaining the Tsallis distribution

from the velocity d-distribution function is straight-

forward. By setting d = q − 1, the case q > 1 yields

the results obtained for d > 0, which correspond to

the distribution constrained by the maximum velocity.

When d < 0 (we use d = −|d |), the relation d = q − 1

can be rewritten as |d | = 1− q (note that we are not

changing the mapping, as −|d | = q −1 = d ). In the lat-

ter case, we must consider the restriction 1/3 < q < 1,

imposed by (40), for 1-D case and 3/5 < q < 1, as given

by (59), for the 3-D case, this latter constraint was also

independently derived, through a variational method,

in the context of nonlinear wave propagation in plas-

mas [28].

Table 1 displays different scenarios for Tsallis’ distri-

bution function. These results must be compared with

the expressions previously derived by Lima & Silva [24]

under the transformation q∗ = 2− q . As expected, in

the limit q → 1 both 1-D and 3-D functions recover

the Maxwell distributions (11) and (14), respectively.

At this point, it is interesting to discuss two intertwi-

ned questions about Tsallis statistics: (i) What about

the value of q and the thermodynamic limit in this con-

text?, and (ii) Is the zeroth law of thermodynamics va-

lid for power-law distributions?

The first question was resolved a couple of years ago

based on the Liouville Theorem. For short tails, it was

demonstrated that q = 1 + 2
3N , where N is the total

number of particles. In general q = 1±2/3N . This me-

ans that d = q −1 = ±2/3N , thus fixing δ = 1 [18, 29].

Naturally, other values are possible for different clas-

ses of systems (see the comment below equation (53).
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As expected, in the limit N →∞, q → 1, so that d =
q − 1 → 0. Hence, only in the thermodynamic limit

the Gaussian distribution is recovered. In particular,

we see that replacing the Gaussian postulate PI by the

non-Gaussian PI* means that out of the thermodyna-

mic limit, all power-laws describe an ideal gas, at tem-

perature T, with a finite number of particles.

The second question is more delicate. The validity

of the zeroth law motivated a long-standing contro-

versy related to the definition of temperature for ther-

mal equilibrium states in the context of Tsallis’ statis-

tics [30, 31, 32]. However, the temperature in our ap-

proach is well defined and does not depend on the

value of d = d (N ) = q(N )−1. Thus, the zeroth law of

thermodynamics is protected for all the values of the

q-parameter. The Neo-Maxwellian approach provides

an interesting thermal example, where all power-law

distributions possess the same temperature and the

zeroth law of thermodynamics is naturally satisfied.

On the other hand, as assumed by many authors

working with Tsallis’ statistics, one may also think that

the q-parameter might be a consequence of long-range

forces so that the thermal equilibrium condition is not

satisfied, and the zeroth law invalidated. As firstly shown

by Tolman and Tolman and Ehrenfest [33, 34], this hap-

pens, for instance, in the presence of a static gravitati-

onal field (for a recent discussion, see [35]). However,

clearly this is not the case discussed in the present pa-

per. Of course, at least in principle, this is not forbid-

den for different contexts.

5. Maxwell versus Tsallis: Physical Quantities

To compare the basic results derived from Tsallis’ dis-

tributions, we use equations (50), (52), and (54) for the

short-tail physical quantities, and equations (59), (60),

and (61) for the fat-tail physical quantities. The results

including those for the Maxwellian case are summari-

zed in Table 2.

All corrections to the Maxwellian values are modula-

ted only by a function that depends only on the para-

meter q . Note also that the physical quantities, except

for the mean velocity, are described by the same func-

tion for q > 1 and 3/5 < q < 1. Nonetheless, it is possi-

ble to show that the behavior of the Gamma functions

in the mean velocity ensures a smooth and continu-

ous transition at q → 1.

In Figure 3 we show the dimensionless speed distri-

bution functions (47) and (58) and their typical veloci-

ties for the selected values of q . We have the short-tail

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
�/√βm

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4


q(
�)
/n
(βm 2π

)3/
2

q=2
̄�=0.88

�rms=0.93
�mp=1.00
q → 1 (Maxwell)
�mp=1.41
̄�=1.58

�rms=1.71
q=0.75
�mp=1.63
̄�=2.40

�rms=2.83

Figure 3: Typical velocities for some selected values of q . As
in figure 2, solid black line represents the Maxwellian limit
(q → 1). The solid blue and red lines are short and fat-tailed
distributions, respectively. For each color, the vertical lines
are the typical velocities for the selected values of q depic-
ted in the figure. Note that in the blue case (short-tail) the
sequence of typical velocities are inverted.

power-law for q = 2 (solid blue line), the Maxwellian

distribution for q → 1 (black), and the fat-tail power-

law for q = 0.75 (red). The vertical lines indicate the

typical velocities. When q = 2, we observe that v̄ <
v rms < v mp. However, for q < 1, the order changes to

v mp < v̄ < v rms, which means that the typical veloci-

ties for short-tail functions do not always follow the

same increasing sequence as those of the Maxwellian

and fat-tail distributions.

It is also worth noticing that there are different power-

law distributions coexisting in the present literature

[36, 37, 38, 39]. In the case of fat-tailed, for instance,

they have been largely applied in the study of suprather-

mal space plasmas [40, 41]. Unfortunately, different

from Tsallis statistics, such distributions have several

formulations, and, therefore, cannot be included in the

Neo-Maxwellian approach discussed here. However, the

specific, isotropic, fat-tail Kappa-distribution with κ>
5/2:

fκ(v) =n

(

m

2πkB T

)3/2
Γ (κ)

κ3/2Γ
(

κ− 3
2

)

[

1+
mv 2

2κkB T

]−κ
.

(62)
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Table 2: Comparison of basic results (3-D case).

Gaussian

(Maxwellian)

q → 1

power-law

(Short-Tail)

q > 1

power-law

(Fat-Tail)

3/5 < q < 1

ε̄
3kB T

2

3kB T

2

(

2

5q −3

)

3kB T

2

(

2

5q −3

)

P nkB T nkB T

(

2

5q −3

)

nkB T

(

2

5q −3

)

v rms

√

3kB T

m

√

3kB T

m

(

2

5q −3

)

√

3kB T

m

(

2

5q −3

)

v̄

√

8kB T

πm

√

8kB T

πm

Γ

(

1
q−1 +

5
2

)

(q −1)
1
2 Γ

(

1
q−1

+3
)

√

8kB T

πm

Γ

(

1
1−q −2

)

(1−q)
1
2 Γ

(

1
1−q

− 3
2

)

v mp

√

2kB T

m

√

2kB T

mq

√

2kB T

mq

is a particular case of the d-distribution (57) when one

identifies d = −1/κ. As one may show, the constraint

κ > 5/2 comes from the value of average energy per

particle. The two choices for d establish the well known

parameter mapping q = 1−1/κ [42].

6. Final Remarks and Conclusion

In order to generate equilibrium power-law distribu-

tions for a perfect gas, we have extended Maxwell’s

kinetic model published in 1860, by exploring the de-

formation of the Gaussian function, or more precisely,

Euler’s exponential function. The extension sought is

defined by rejecting Maxwell’s postulate PI. While the

notion of isotropy of the probability density present in

postulate PII is still satisfied, we can say that the impo-

sition of the first Maxwellian postulate (statistical in-

dependence of the velocity distributions of each com-

ponent) already fixed the Gaussian as the solution to

the problem. Therefore, its rejection would naturally

open the window for non-Gaussian possibilities.

In Section 3, we propose more general forms for “Maxwell’s

postulates" dubbed PI* and PII*. As a result, the Gaus-

sian hypothesis whose origin is directly connected with

the notion of statistical independence, as introduced

ab initio by Maxwell, should generally be abandoned.

Only in the limit d → 0, Maxwell’s velocity distribution

is recovered. As recently demonstrated [18, 29] this li-

mit occurs when the number of particles N →∞ (ther-

modynamic limit).

We also demonstrated that a generic d-distribution

can be derived without the necessity of an effective

temperature depending on the deformation parame-

ter d or even of the normalization constant. Unlike

many approaches in the literature, the parameter β re-

tains its traditional value, β= (kB T )−1, from the classi-

cal kinetic theory. This result is significant because it

implies that we can measure the temperature of a non-

Gaussian ideal gas in the same way we measure the

temperature of an ideal gas in thermodynamic equili-

brium, despite the correlations at low concentrations

[18].

We considered two cases of power-laws distributi-

ons, each corresponding to a distinct mathematical in-

terpretation of the distribution function. For d > 0, the

deformed function is called the short-tailed power-law,

which means that it is a function limited by the Gaus-

sian since it approaches the Gaussian case from within

(see Figure 1). On the other hand, for d < 0, the defor-

med function is called the long-tailed power-law, and

its most notable feature is that it is a function outside

the Gaussian. This occurs as d → 0, with the power-

law approaching the Gaussian from above. Figures 1

and 2 clearly illustrate this behavior for different va-

lues of d . Physically, both distributions for each value
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of d are in thermal equilibrium, that is, a perfect ideal

gas with a finite number of particles.

A brief discussion on the problem of the marginal

distribution involving the power-laws [8, 43] is presen-

ted in Appendix C. We observe that power laws require

a more careful approach when addressing this topic,

as the integral of power-laws in higher dimensions does

not directly recover the functions in lower dimensions.

Thus, a simple modification of the marginal distribu-

tion allows the expected results to be recovered.

In particular, since in this context d =±2/3N , it me-

ans that q = 1±2/3N , we recover the Tsallis distribu-

tion exactly as a particular case, for which the most

important physical averages have been calculated in

Table 2.
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7. Supplementary material

A. 3-D Power-Law Normalization

The normalization of the 3-D function with d > 0 can

be derived from the integral

n =
∫∫∫vmax

−vmax

B3

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d

d 3v, (63)

to simplify the calculations, we change to spherical co-

ordinates, such that

n =
∫vmax

0
B3

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d

4πv 2d v, (64)

by performing the variable change

u =
dβmv 2

2
=⇒ v 2d v =

1

2

(

2

dβm

)3/2

u1/2du, (65)

and substituting into the integral (64), we obtain

n =B32π

(

2

dβm

)3/2 ∫1

0
u1/2(1−u)

1
d du. (66)

Using the Beta function (see footnote 3) we find that

n = B32π

(

2

βm

)3/2 Γ
(

3
2

)

Γ
(

1
d +1

)

d 3/2Γ
(

1
d + 5

2

) , (67)

substitutingΓ(3/2) =
p
π/2 and isolating B3, we obtain

B3 = n

(

βm

2π

)3/2 d 3/2
Γ

(

1
d + 5

2

)

Γ
(

1
d +1

) . (68)

In the case d < 0 by using footnote 4 (see page 6),

one obtains:

B3 = n

(

m

2πkB T

)3/2 |d |3/2
Γ

(

1
|d |

)

Γ

(

1
|d | −

3
2

) . (69)

B. Mean Energy and Typical Velocities (d > 0)

The mean energy per particle for the d-distribution is

given by

ε̄d =
B3

∫vmax

0

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d mv 2

2
4πv 2d v

B3

∫vmax

0

[

1−
dβmv 2

2

]

1
d

4πv 2d v

, (70)

writing in terms of the variable u,

ε̄d =
mπ

(

2
dβm

)5/2
∫1

0
u3/2(1−u)

1
d du

2π
(

2
dβm

)3/2
∫1

0
u1/2(1−u)

1
d du

, (71)

using the Beta function (see footnote 3), we obtain

ε̄d =
mπ

(

2
|d |βm

)5/2 Γ
(

5
2

)

Γ
(

1
d +1

)

Γ
(

1
d
+ 7

2

)

2π
(

2
dβm

)3/2 Γ
(

3
2

)

Γ
(

1
d
+1

)

Γ
(

1
d
+ 5

2

)

, (72)

using the property zΓ(z) = Γ(z +1) [19], equation (72)

can be simplified to

ε̄d =
3

2β

(

2

2+5d

)

. (73)

For typical velocities, we begin with the root-mean-

square velocity vrms, given by

v rms
d =









∫vmax

0
Fd (v)v 2 4πv 2d v

∫vmax

0
Fd (v)4πv 2d v









1/2

, (74)

the integral (74) is exactly the square root of the mean

energy per particle (70) multiplied by 2/m [see result

(73)]:

v rms
d =

2

m
ε̄=

√

3kB T

m

(

2

2+5d

)

. (75)

The mean velocity, v̄ , is determined as follows:

v̄d =

∫vmax

0
Fd (v)v 4πv 2d v

∫vmax

0
Fd (v)4πv 2d v

=

√

8kB T

πm

Γ
(

1
d + 5

2

)

d 1/2Γ
(

1
d +3

) .

(76)
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Finally, the velocity for which the function F (v) is

maximum defines the most probable velocity, vmp. Thus,

we need to find the condition where

d [Fd (v)]

d v
= 0 (77)

computing the derivative and performing some calcu-

lations, we find

v
mp

d
=

√

2kB T

m(1+d )
. (78)

C. The Marginal Probability Problem

The marginal probability, in the classical context, is

defined by integrating a higher-dimensional distribu-

tion over the remaining degrees of freedom. For exam-

ple, given the 3-D distribution, the 1-D function is gi-

ven by:

fd (vx ) =
∫

Fd (vx , v y , vz )d v y d vz . (79)

In the Maxwellian case, it is straightforward to see that

the marginal distribution (79) exactly coincides with

the 1-D distribution function (11).

Now, let us examine what happens when the distri-

bution function follows a power-law.

Considering d > 0, integrating the 3-D function (42)

over the v y and vz components, we obtain:

fd (vx) = B3

∫vmax

−vmax

[

1−
dmv 2

2kB T

]

1
d

d v y d vz , (80)

where the maximum velocity is defined as:

v 2
x +v 2

max =
2kB T

dm
⇒ vmax =

√

2kB T

dm
−v 2

x . (81)

We can rewrite the integral (81) in polar coordinates,

such that:

fd (vx ) = 2πB3

∫vmax

0

[

1−
dm(v 2

x +w 2)

2kB T

]

1
d

w d w, (82)

where w 2 = v 2
y + v 2

z . By applying the variable change

t = (dmw 2/2kB T )/(1 − dmv 2
x/2kB T ), we obtain the

following integral:

fd (vx ) =
2πkB T B3

dm

(

1−
dmv 2

x

2kB T

)1+ 1
d
∫1

0
(1− t )

1
d d t .

(83)

With the aid of the Beta function (see footnote 3) and

considering B3 given by equation (68), we arrive at the

result for the marginal function:

fd (vx ) = n

(

m

2πkB T

)1/2 d 1/2
Γ

(

1
d + 5

2

)

Γ
(

1
d +2

)

[

1−
dmv 2

x

2kB T

]

1
d
+1

.

(84)

The 1-D function above, determined by marginal pro-

bability, differs from the 1-D distribution function (38)

calculated via the normalization integral in one dimen-

sion. 6 It is easy to verify that the marginal probability

1-D for the case d < 0 also differs from the distribution

(39).

In the context of the power-laws discussed here, the

concept of marginal probability distributions reveals

a remarkable property: the marginal distribution Fd (vx )

following prescription (79) does not coincide with re-

sults (38) and (39) for cases d > 0 and d < 0, respecti-

vely.

Strictly speaking, since the d-distribution cannot be

factorized, the shape of the 1-D distribution with the

usual marginal probability depends on the number of

spatial dimensions. This means that Fd (vx ) is also a

power-law but with an effective d parameter.

In this sense, it is interesting to seek a formulation

that avoids such a problem. With this concern, we pro-

pose the following modification of expression (79) for

the m-dim marginal function in n-dimensional velo-

city space [43, 8]:

fd (v1, · · ·, vm) =
∫

F
µ

d
(v1, · · ·, vn)d vm+1 · · ·d vn, (85)

where µ= 1−d (n −m)/2. For the 1-D marginal distri-

bution (m=1) in the 3-D velocity space (n=3), equation

(85) becomes:

fd (vx ) =
∫

F 1−d
d (vx , v y , vz)d v y d vz . (86)

Thus, we can write the marginal function as:

fd (vx ) =B3

∫vmax

−vmax

(

1−
dmv 2

2kB T

)

1
d
−1

d v y d vz . (87)

Following the above development, it is straightforward

to verify that the 1-D marginal function (87) recover

distributions (38) and (39) for d > 0 and d < 0, respec-

tively. We leave this analysis to the reader.

6The integral of the power-law (3-D) over the sub-space (y, z) in-

troduces a unit increment to the exponent of the marginal distri-

bution, as in
∫

xn dx ∝ xn+1.



14

References

[1] R. Clausius, Philos. Magazine 17, 81 (1859).

[2] J.C. Maxwell, Philos. Magazine 20, 21 (1860).

[3] S.R.A. Salinas, Introdução à Física Estatística (Editora

da Universidade de São Paulo, São Paulo, 1999), 2 ed.

[4] S.R.A. Salinas, Introduction to Statistical Physics

(Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001), 1st ed.

[5] K. Huang, Statistical Mechanics (Wiley, New York,

1987), 2 ed.

[6] F. Reif, Fundamentals of Statistical and Thermal Phy-

sics (McGraw-Hill, New York, 1965), 1 ed.

[7] C. Tsallis, J. Stat. Phys. 52, 479 (1988).

[8] R. Silva, A.R. Plastino and J.A.S. Lima, Phys. Lett. A 249,

401 (1998).

[9] J.A.S. Lima, R. Silva and J. Santos, Phys. Rev. E 61, 3260

(2000).

[10] J.A.S. Lima, R. Silva and A.R. Plastino, Phys. Rev. Lett.

86, 2938 (2001).

[11] J.A.S. Lima, R. Silva and J. Santos, Astronomy and As-

trophysics 396, 309 (2002).

[12] A. Lavagno, Phys. Lett. A 301, 13 (2002).

[13] R. Silva and J.A.S. Lima, Phys. Rev. E 72, 057101 (2005).

[14] G. Kaniadakis, EPL 92, 35002 (2010).

[15] A.P. Santos, R. Silvia, J.S. Alcaniz and J.A.S. Lima, An-

nals of Physics 386, 158 (2017).

[16] J.C. Maxwell, Philos. Trans. R. Soc. 157, 49 (1867).

[17] L. Landau and I.M. Lifschitz, Statistical Mechanics

(Pergamon Press, Oxford, 1985), part 1, 3 ed.

[18] J.A.S. Lima and A. Deppman, Phys. Rev. E 101, 040102

(2020).

[19] M. Abramowitz and L.A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathe-

matical functions (Dover, New York, 1972).

[20] M. Gell-Mann and C. Tsallis, Nonextensive Entropy

- Interdisciplinary Applications (Oxford University

Press, Oxford, 2004), 1 ed.

[21] R. Silva, J.S. Alcaniz and J.A.S. Lima, Physica A 356,

1295 (2005).

[22] J. Cleymans and D. Worku, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys.

39, 025006 (2012).

[23] Cheuk-Yin Wong, G. Wilk, L.J.L. Cirto and C. Tsallis,

Phys. Rev. D 91, 114027 (2015).

[24] J.A.S. Lima and R. Silva, Phys. Lett. A, 338, 272 (2005).

[25] J.A.S. Lima and R.E. Souza, Physica A 350, 303 (2005).

[26] A. Deppman, Phys. Rev. D 91, 054025 (2015).

[27] E. Megias, J.A.S. Lima and A. Deppman, Mathematics

10, 1625 (2022).

[28] F.E.M. Silveira, M.H. Benetti, I.L. Caldas and K.N.M.M.

Santos, Phys. Plasmas 28, 092115 (2021).

[29] J.A.S. Lima and M.H. Benetti, in preparation (2025).

[30] M. Nauenberg, Phys. Rev. E 67, 036114 (2003).

[31] C. Tsallis, Phys. Rev. E 69, 038101 (2004).

[32] M. Nauenberg, Phys. Rev. E 69, 038102 (2004).

[33] R.C. Tolman, Phys. Rev. 35, 904 (1930).

[34] R.C. Tolman and P. Ehrenfest, Phys. Rev. 36, 1791

(1930).

[35] J.A.S. Lima, A. Del Popolo and A.R. Plastino, Phys. Rev.

D 100, 104042 (2019).

[36] V.M. Vasyliunas, J. Geophys. Res. 73, 2839 (1968).

[37] A. Hasegawa, K. Mima and M. Duong-van, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 54, 2608 (1985).

[38] G. Livadiotis and D.J. McComas, J. Geophys. Res. 118,

2863 (2013).

[39] M. Lazar and H. fichtner, Kappa Distributions (Sprin-

ger, Cham, 2022).

[40] F.E.M. Silveira, M.H. Benetti and I.L. Caldas, Sol. Phys.

296, 113 (2021).

[41] M.H. Benetti, F.E.M. Silveira and I.L. Caldas, Phys. Rev.

E 107, 055212 (2023).

[42] M.P. Leubner, Phys. Plasmas 11, 1308 (2004).

[43] C. Beck and F. Schlogl, Thermodynamics of Chao-

tic Systems (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,

1995).


	Introduction
	Velocity Distribution of an Ideal Gas: Revisiting Maxwell's Original Derivation (1860)
	Neo-Maxwellian Approach and Power-Law Distributions
	Power-laws in the 3-dimensional case
	Case d>0
	Case d<0

	Case Study: Tsallis Power-Laws
	Maxwell versus Tsallis: Physical Quantities
	Final Remarks and Conclusion
	Supplementary material
	3-D Power-Law Normalization
	Mean Energy and Typical Velocities (d>0)
	The Marginal Probability Problem

