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Abstract

The Tsallis entropy, which possesses non-extensive property, is derived from the first princi-
ple employing the non-extensive Hamiltonian or the g-deformed Hamiltonian with the canonical
ensemble assumption in statistical mechanics. Here, the g-algebra and properties of ¢g-deformed
functions are extensively used throughout the derivation. Consequently, the thermodynamic quan-
tities, e.g. internal energy and Helmholtz free energy, are derived and they inheritly exhibit the
non-extensiveness. From this intriguing connection between Tasllis entropy and the ¢-deformed
Hamiltonian, the parameter ¢ encapsulates the intrinsic degree of non-extensivity for the thermo-
dynamic systems.

1 Introduction

In 1988, Tsallis introduced a new form of entropy, later known as the Tsallis entropy, as a generalization
of Boltzmann-Gibbs entropy [1]. A key feature of Tsallis entropy is its non-extensive or pseudo-additive
properties, governed by the parameter ¢, which makes it suitable for describing complex systems be-
yond the reach of standard entropy. Since then, Tsallis entropy has been extensively researched and
continuously developed. Through the maximal entropy principle (MSE) concept [2], Tsallis entropy
has been extensively investigated and applied in a wide range of fields, including engineering, physics,
other sciences, information theory, and economics. In physics, Tsallis entropy has particularly made
a huge impact in statistical mechanics, plasma physics [3—15], quantum information [16-22] and black
hole thermodynamics [23-25]. Beyond physics®, Tsallis entropy has been applied to various complex
systems, including those with non-Markovian dynamics or fractal structures [27-30], and financial
markets [31]. However, Tsallis entropy remains a subject of ongoing debate, particularly regarding
the interpretation and physical significance of the entropic index g. Some researchers have attempted
to provide context-specific interpretations, suggesting that ¢ may represent the degree of correlation
or interaction strength within a system [5,12,22,32-37]. But, these interpretations are typically tai-
lored to particular physical contexts and thus lack universal applicability. Therefore, this limitation
underscores the persistent debate over the fundamental significance and versatility of Tsallis entropy
in physics.

In recent years, advances in our understanding of Lagrangian non-uniqueness have led to the con-
cept of multiplicative Lagrangians for systems with a single degree of freedom, giving rise to what is
termed as the one-parameter Lagrangian [38]. Intriguingly, this new type of Lagrangian gives an infi-
nite hierarchy of Lagrangians, producing the same equation of motion. This approach has proven to be
effective in field theory applications, providing promising solutions to long-standing challenges such as
the Higgs hierarchy problem [39] and the neutrino mass problem [40]. In the Hamiltonian context, one
can apply the Legendre transformation leading to the multiplicative Hamiltonian (or one-parameter
Hamiltonian). Again, this new Hamiltonian gives an infinite hierarchy of Hamitonians, producing the
same equation of motion. A key interesting feature of this new Hamiltonian is the pseudo-additive

1The comprehensive overview is given in [26].
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property—reminiscent of those observed in non-extensive entropy contexts—suggesting a possible con-
nection between the two frameworks. So far, in the literature, one finds that there were attempts to
construct the statistical ensemble through the Tsallis entropy with the standard Hamiltonian lead-
ing to some restrictions on defending the temperature [12,33] and including the interaction into the
system [36, 37], see also [41-43] . Then, in this work, we shall use the non-extensive Hamiltonian to
derive the Tsallis entropy within the statistical mechanics framework without relying on any prior
assumptions.

The paper is organized in the following. In section 2, the g-deformed Hamiltonian will be briefly
discussed together with similar properties to the Tsallis entropy. In section 3, the phase-space density
matrix, for the microcanonical and canonical ensembles, associated with the ¢-deformed Hamiltonian
is systematically constructed. The thermal equilibrium condition is also discussed. In section 4, the
candidate entropy function is derived based on the first and second laws of thermodynamics, ultimately
yielding a form equivalent to Tsallis entropy. In section 5, the non-extensive thermodynamics will be
examined. The g-version of the internal energy and Helmholtz’s free energy are given as well as their
non-extensive property. In section 6, on requiring the consistent definition of internal energy from
the previous section, the candidate entropy function will be reformulated using a revised notion of
the phase-space density matrix leading to a perfect match with the Tsallis entropy. In section 7, a
summary is provided together with a discussion on reinterpreting the parameter ¢ as a measure of
non-extensivity rather than correlation.

2 The ¢g-deformed Hamiltonian

In this section, we will give a brief review of the multiplicative Lagrangian and Hamiltonian and also
will point out how to construct the g-deformed Hamiltonian from the multiplicative one as well as an
intriguing similar structure between the ¢g-Hamiltonian and the Tsallis entropy.

To make this section consistently clear, let us first review some features of the Tsallis entropy given by
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where ¢ is the parameter and k is the Boltzmann constant. The key feature of Tsallis entropy is the
non-additive property, also called the pseudo-additivity. If system 1 and system 2 are independent,
the joint probability satisfies the product rule p}f = pip? resulting in
172
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Here, qu2,qu and Tq2 represent the Tsallis entropy of the total system 12, system 1 and system 2,
respectively. Under the limit ¢ — 1, one obtains

Spa = —kZPi In p; , (2.3)

which is the standard Boltzmann-Gibbs entropy satisfying SE%, = Shg + Sk with the product rule
of the joint probability. There is another one-parameter entropy known as the Rényi entropy
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R, = anpg, g>0. (2.4)

One of the interesting features is the additivity
12 _ pl 2
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which seems to share this feature with the Boltzmann-Gibbs entropy. Moreover, there is the relation
between Tsallis entropy and Rényi entropy as
k
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or

R, = 1ﬁq Il + (1 — q)T,/k] - (2.7)

Applying (A.1) and (A.2) in the appendix, we can write

T, = k In, (efta/k) | (2.8)
Ry = kn(el"/*). (2.9)

Using (A.4) and (A.3), one has
elalk = efalk (2.10)

Now, we are ready to explore the properties of ¢ deformed Hamiltonian. We shall first start with a bit
of history. With the system of one degree of freedom and the equation of motion is given by

av
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it is not difficult to work out that the Lagrangian for this system is Ly (&,2) = T(z) — V(x), where
T (%) = ma? /2 is the kinetic energy and V () is the potential energy. However, from the non-uniqueness
property of the Lagrangian, one can multiply and add constants such that Ly — SLy 4+ « without
affecting the equation of motion (2.11). Moreover, the total derivative term % can be directly
added into the Lagrangian and, again, this process will not alter the equation of motion. This is quite
trivial since the total derivative term becomes the boundary term and does not play a part in the

variational process of the action leaving the same Euler-Lagrange equation.

In [38], a simple question was addressed: Are there other forms of Lagrangian producing the equation
of motion (2.11)? It turns out to be “YES”. A new form of the Lagrangian called the multiplicative
form L(z,x) = F(4)G(x) is purposed, where F(i) and G(z) are to be determined. Employing the
inverse problem of the calculus of variations together with the constraint (2.11), the multiplicative
Lagrangian is obtained
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where A is a parameter in the velocity unit. It is not difficult to see that this new form of the La-
grangian gives exactly the same equation of motion (2.11) and, under the limit A — oo, the standard
Lagrangian limy_,, Ly = Ly is recovered. Therefore, (2.12) can be treated as a one-parameter version
of the standard Lagrangian.

Applying the Legendre transformation

OL
Hx(p,x) = pat — La(,2) , where py = a—; : (2.13)
one obtains .
Hy(p,x) = —mM2e™m2 +mA?. (2.14)

Here Hy(p,z) = % + V(x) is the standard Hamiltonian. Again, it is not difficult to see that
this new Hamiltonian gives exactly the same equation of motion (2.11) and also under the limit
limy_,o0o Hx = Hy is recovered. Now, if we reparameterise the parameter such that —mA\? = 1%(1 ,
where v is a constant in the unit of energy and ¢ € R. Then the multiplicative Hamiltonian (2.14)
becomes
Hy(p,w) = 32— [0/ 1], (2.15)
—4q

which is now called a g-deformed Hamiltonian. Consequently, if we have Hy? = Hy + Hy,, the H}?

will be -

H H

12 _ gl 2 a'q



which obviously exhibits the non-extensive property as those given in (2.2) for Tsallis entropy. In the
limit ¢ — 1, (2.16) becomes a standard additive between two Hamiltonian: H{? = H] + H? = HA?.

Next, we can express (2.15) in terms of g-exponential (A.1) and ¢-logarithm (A.2), resulting in
H, = ~In, efIN/7, (2.17)

or
ellalv = N7, (2.18)

With properties of the g-deformed Hamiltonian, it seems to suggest us that there must be a connection
between Tsallis entropy and g-deformed Hamiltonian from those hints of either the pseudo-additive
feature (2.2),(2.16) or the relations,(2.10) and (2.18). But the connection between entropy and Hamil-
tonian is quite not straightforward since it depends on the structure of the system. From (2.18), we
can interpret the left-hand side of the equation as the Tsallis power law distribution while the right-
hand side seems to give the energy distribution in statistical mechanics. However, [44] shows that
Boltzmann-Gibbs entropy and thermodynamic entropy, in general, they are not directly connected but
only special cases where a system is in equilibrium with the reservoir known as a canonical ensemble.

Then, we are interested in the property of a canonical ensemble using the g-deformed Hamiltonian
and find its corresponding entropy. This approach is not the same with MSE [2] which obtained the
probability distribution or density from entropy with some constraints. Here, we rather start from the
first principle to construct a statistical ensemble for probability density and use it to find the entropy.
We note that this kind of strategy from the first principle has been done before in [36] and [12,45]
with the standard Hamiltonian leading to the imperfect reservoir condition. The difference is that we
take the reservoir to be perfect as one normally does in standard textbooks of statistical mechanics
together with the help of g-algebra to construct the ensemble.

3 Statistical ensembles with H,

3.1 The definition of ¢-version of phase space density matrix

To construct a statistical ensemble with the g-deformed Hamiltonian, we first construct a microcanon-
ical ensemble for an isolated system. In the case of a standard Hamiltonian, the phase-space density

matrix of the system is given by
0(Ex — Hy
pN = % , (3.1)
N
where §(x) is a delta function and Zy is a normalization constant. Here, a label N denotes for the
standard energy in the the Newtonian context. For the g-deformed Hamiltonian case, it is very natural

to define the phase-space density matrix in the same sense such that

6(Eq — Hq)
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where Z, is a normalization constant in this case. However, the issue arises when we consider the
phase space density matrix of a large system H, ;2. According to non-extensive feature, one has H ;2 =
H g DqH q2. Here is a point, in the case of standard Hamiltonian, with H}VQ, one can find the Hamiltonian
of subsystem 1 trivially: Hy = H\? — H3. One can process the same with Hj? and would get
Hy # H;? — H; = H; ®, H? — HZ. However, this problem can be fixed by introducing a factor such
that " )
H*—H
q a 1
———— =H_. (3.3)
1+ (A -qH7/y 1

With (A.7), we now arrive
H} =H? e, H? (34)



and the phase space density for system 12 becomes

1 S(ER — (H! @, H2) 5
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So far, we have fixed one problem and another problem to go with the probability property of the
p}f. The main issue directly comes from tracing out any subsystem since there is an extra term
(1-¢)H, ; H 3 /7, see [36]. But if we treat the parameter ¢ as a measure of the degree of non-extensivity,
we can generalize the standard subtraction (between E;Q and H ;2) into the g-algebra context. By
doing this, it is easy to proceed with the calculation from the property of g-deformed algebra (A.19),
which looks very supportive and more natural to do operation than the standard one. We conclude
that, with a g-deformed Hamiltonian, one should consider £ ©4 H. Then, our phase space density can

be expressed in the form
64(Ey? ©4 H}?)
12 a\Lrg” Og l1g
= ——. 3.6
pq Zq ( )
The last point is that one needs to use the ¢-Dirac delta function and a reason shall be revealed in the
next section.

3.2 Properties of p;’

In this section, we shall explore the properties of the phase-space density matrix. To achieve the goal,
we examine an isolated composite system, with a fixed energy E;Q, which consists of subsystem 1 with
energy E, and subsystem with energy E?, see figure 1.
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1
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Figure 1: An isolated system composed of subsystems 1 and 2.

The phase-space density matrix of this composite system p}f, in a microcanonical ensemble, is
given by
s = 9By O (Hy &4 7)) (3.7)
q Q2(ER)
where Q%(E}?) is a normalization factor. From the definition of probability
1 :/ dl12p,7, (3.8)
Z12

where X195 is the phase-space and dI'1o = dpidz1dpadxs is an element hyper-volume, thus, the normal-
ization factor is

02(E?) = /Z dl1204(E,? ©q (Hy ®q HY)). (3.9)

Suppose we are interested in examining subsystem 1. What we need to do is to trace out subsystem
2 resulting in a reduced phase-space density matrix

Js, dT204(Ey* ©4 (Hy ©q H7))
QéQ(E;Q)

py(p1, 1) Z/ Ty pi? (p1, 1, p2, T2) = (3.10)
P

Calling the property of the g-difference (A.7)
EY o, (H} @, HY) = (B o, H)) o4 H?



where E;Q OqH, ; represents the energy of subsystem 2, the phase space density of subsystem 1 becomes
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P;(pl,xl) = W ) (3.11)
where
QNE? 0, Hy) = /E dly 64((E)? ©q Hy) 64 HY) . (3.12)
Similarly, if we trace out subsystem 1, we obtain
1( 12 2
pa(p2, m2) = % ) (3.13)
where
QUE? 0, H)) = /E dly 64((E)? ©4 HY) 64 Hy) - (3.14)

The relation between Q}f, Q}I and Qg is analogous to the convolution relation involving ¢-integration
(A.31) such that

012(E1?) = / B} OLE OB €4 By (3.15)
q
Proof: We consider

d,E}
d,Er QN ENH QX(E? o El):/ #{/ dly 6,(Er o, HY)
~/(<q) 9q " "q\"q q\q a4 ~q (q)l_i_(l_q)E(} = a\Fq 49 "q

X / dly 64((E;? ©4 HY) ©4 E;)} .
P

Reorganizing the integrals and expanding the ¢-difference, we obtain

El_Hl (E12@ HQ)_EI 1
12/ 12y 1 q q q q4-""q q
P By )_Ll2dF12{/qu5q<1+(1—q)H;> 5q< 1+ (1—q)E] ) <1+(1—q)E;>}'
(3.16)

1 1

H(iiiq);lt}’ the integral becomes

(B e,H2)—E} (1+(1-qH]
Q(112(E;2) _/212 dly {/du5q ( -y ) <1+(1 —q)Eé)aQ(u)}' (3.17)

Next, we employ the property of the ¢-Dirac delta function?. Thus, the integral will be further

simplified as
T, (Ef2oH2)—H \ (1+(1—q)H] . (3.18)
1 1+ (1-q)H] 1+ (1-q)H]

Introducing v =

012(E12) = /

P

Applying the definition of ¢-difference, we obtain

(E;Q Oq Hg) _H; 1+(1_Q)H¢} _ 12 2 1
/212 120, < 1+ (1—q)H] 1+ (1-qH! )~ /2 A2 00((Eq” S Ho) ©q Hy)- (3:19)

q

Finally, this integral represents the microstate of the composite system. Therefore, this mathematical
structure suggests that the phase-space density matrix in this context must be in the form (3.7)
involving ¢ parameter.

2At u = 0 is nothing but E; = H(}.



3.3 Canonical Ensemble

In this section, we shall formulate the canonical ensemble in the context of the g-deformed Hamiltonian,
see the standard one [46,47]. The procedure will be the same as the standard method by treating
subsystem 2 as a reservoir and focusing on subsystem 1. From the previous section, we recall

Q2 (E12 o Hl)
1 a\"q Yallq
pg(p1,71) = (3.20)
q QI2(ED2)
1
We then expand In, Qg (E;2 Sq H;) with the assumption % < 1. At this stage, one needs to use the
q

g-derivative (A.30), by replacing © = E;2, Y= Ef Oyq Hl}, and F' = In, Qg, resulting in

Ing Q2(E}2) ~ Ing Q2(E}* 0, H)) _ 12

lim
12 1 12 1
El20,H}—E} H,

d
dE12 (

1+ (1 - q) n, Q2(E}%).  (3.21)

In the case of a standard derivative, if one ignores the limit, the first-order Taylor series will be
obtained. Analogously, if we compare the g-derivative with the standard one and ignore the limit, we
obtain the first-order expansion of In, Q2(E}* ©, H}) as

12

Ing Q2(E)> ©4 Hy) ~ Ing Q2 (E}?) + 1+(1—q) (Ing Q2(E}?)) (—H,) . (3.22)

dE12

We note here that the parameter v will be determined and interpreted later. Moreover, it is not diffi-
cult to see that under the limit ¢ — 1, (3.22) will be reduced to the standard one.

Taking the g-exponential and using its properties, we obtain

- [0 2 | s (1 038370

QNE}? 04 Hy) = Q2(E}?) ©q eq (3.23)
Using the identity A ®, eg = AeZAqil, we can define 3, as
12 d
By= |1+ (1- q)—q dE12 (Ing QZ(E,?)) [Q2(E)7 . (3.24)
which shall be treated as a g-deformed of the /3 in the standard context®. Thus, we now have
2/ 12 212y, ~BaHy
Q(E, 04 H, ) = Q(E, )eq . (3.25)
Consequently, the phase-space density of subsystem 1 is given by
e_ﬂqH;
py(p1, ) = = (3.26)
q
where 2(E12)
E
Zy=—— 1 (3.27)
q Q}IQ(E(P)

The partition function Z, is defined as a normalization factor to ensure that the integral over the phase
space density is 1

Z, = /E dr e, PaHs. (3.28)

For our convenience, we will drop the subscript ‘1’ since it is understood that our system is subsystem
1 and subsystem 2 is nothing but the reservoir.

3The ~ is nothing but the kT.



4 Candidate entropy and system at thermal equilibrium

4.1 Candidate entropy

By constructing the canonical ensemble with g-deformed Hamiltonian and obtaining the phase-space
density matrix for the system and subsystems, we now set a task to derive the entropy. The question
arises: Is the second law of thermodynamics still applicable? The answer is yes. The ensemble average
of the g-deformed Hamiltonian over phase-space yields the internal energy as

U, = / dT p,H, . (4.1)
b
From [12,45], we take the variation of U resulting in

5Uq:/dP (5pq)Hq+/deq(5Hq). (4.2)
> >

The first law of thermodynamics reads 60U = §d@Q + dW. Then, the second term on the right-hand side
in (4.2) corresponds to 6W. We, therefore, can identify the first term on the right-hand side of (4.2)
as

0Qq = / dl’ (6pq)Hq - (4.3)
b
According to the second law of thermodynamics, we have
0Q
0S8 = — 4.4
T ) ( )

where T is the temperature. We can then find the candidate entropy function S that satisfies the
second law of thermodynamics as follows

3:1/8ﬂ+c, (4.5)
TZ

where C' is constant of integration and will be fixed later and

P
B [ H,0d. (46)
0
From the results of the previous section, taking the g-logarithm of both sides of (3.26), we obtain
Ing pg = —B4Hy ©¢1ng Z, . (4.7)

Next, we express the g-deformed Hamiltonian as a function of the phase-space density matrix

Hy(py) = —ﬁiq [[1+ (1= ) Ing Zg] Ing pg +1ng Z,] - (48)

Substituting H,(p,) into B, we get

B:

(Zg)' 1 {p2_q ] plng Z,

“B.0-9 2_q—p T (4.9)

To avoid the confusion of the index ¢ between subscript and superscript, we drop it since the phase-
space density matrix is still depend on parameter q. Therefore, our candidate entropy function becomes

f_lanq_ (Zy)' {p%q— ]d
S= 5 m—a 5= e (410

By reparametising the index ¢’ = 2 — ¢ and using the fact that

P
q q

da a _ 1—d
p _rt e p—d) 7 (4.11)
q



the candidate entropy function becomes

(Z27q')q,71 / P— pq, 1- ln27q’ 22711/
S= dl + — =2 72749 | 4.12
qTBq Je| @ —1 * qTBa * (4.12)

lflnzfq/ szq/
q’TBzfq/

p—p?
T/E d].—‘
! /zlq’—ll

is nothing but the Tsallis entropy. Therefore, the candidate entropy function reduces to

The last two terms vanish if we choose C = — . Moreover, the integral

(Z2—q’)q/_1

S ;= 7.
q q/Tﬁ2—q/ q

(4.13)

/)q,71

o (2
We observe that if m

Tsallis entropy. We next need to verify whether 3;_4 is constant in thermal equilibrium.

is constant, our candidate entropy function has the same behavior as

4.2 Thermal equilibrium condition: A property of j,

To analyze the thermal equilibrium condition for the system with the g-deformed Hamiltonian, we
start to simplify the expression for 3, as

12

B = 1+ 0- 9=

[%}2 Ing Qg(Ev}Q)} (5B (4.14)

Using the definition of the g-logarithm, the 3, can be expressed in the form

12
d
B2 = 1+(1—q)7q mng(Eq”). (4.15)
q

For the standard Hamiltonian case [46,47], the thermal equilibrium condition is derived by finding the
probability density that subsystem 1 has a specific energy E'. This probability density is given by
B QQ(EIQ _ El)Q(l) (El)

P(EY) = Q02)(E12) ’ (4.16)

The most probable value of E', denoted by £, is found by setting the derivative of P(E') with respect
to E' to zero

d QQ(EH —El)Ql(El)
FTo0 ( Q2 (512) ) =0. (4.17)
This leads to
d d
212 ply_ 4 11 1y 4 212 1 _
(Q (E E )dElQ (EH)+Q(FE )dElQ (E FE )) . 0. (4.18)

Given that E* + E? = E'2 (a constant), we have dE* = —dE?. Thus, the equation becomes

= 0N (B) S 0 (B?)

d
O (E?)——QY(E") i
gl

pTon (4.19)

E12_g1

The above equation is ' = $2 which is the standard thermodynamics equilibrium condition, where
Bl = L In Qi (EY).

In the g-deformed Hamiltonian case, the probability density that subsystem 1 has specific energy

E; should have the same form as the standard Hamiltonian case

L _ QB e, B (BY)

P(I(E ) = (12) 12 .
Qq (Eq )

y (4.20)



Then, we take the derivative and set it to zero. We note that one could take the g-derivative or the
standard derivative resulting in exactly identical relation

d d
2/ 7712 1 2 2/ 712 1 _
(Q (E, qu )dElQ (E,) + Q4 (E )dElQ (E, Eq)) . 0. (4.21)
Although the composite system has a fixed energy, it does not imply dE; = —dEg7 because of the
non-extensive property of g-deformed Hamiltonian. To see what we have in this context, one considers
ElE?
1 2 a~q _ 12
E,+Ei+(1-q¢—— 5 =E;". (4.22)
Differentiating (4.22) with respect to E, we obtain
dE? (1-¢q) dE?
14+ —1 El—11F?)=0. 4.23
JrdEl}Jr ~y qu;+ q (4.23)
. . dE? R
We rearrange the terms in (4.23) to obtain -zf, resulting in
q
ag 14105
=7 (4.24)

dE} ~ L 0= q)E1

Substituting (4.24) into the equilibrium condition (4.21), we arrive

14 - DE;
2( 2 11 _ 11 2/ 2 _
Q (E)dElQ(E) 1+(1 q)ElQ(E)dEQQ(E) 0, (4.25)
&g v Eg?Cq8g
which can be simplified further to
1+ (1- )E—‘} L QL (E,) 1+ (1- )E—‘? ilngz?(E?) (4.26)
L V75| a2 '
&1 Eé2eq€1

Recalling the definition of [3;2, thus, we establish a thermal equilibrium condition for the ¢-deformed
Hamiltonian

By =Bz . (4.27)

Therefore, we conclude that the candidate entropy function (4.13) is equivalent to the Tsallis entropy,
up to a scaling factor.

5 Connection with non-extensive thermodynamic quantities

5.1 The effective phase space density

Thermodynamic phenomena in the macroscopic world are well understood as emergent behaviors aris-
ing from the underlying randomness at the microscopic level, as described by statistical mechanics. In
the previous sections, we successfully establish the statistical mechanics with the g-deformed Hamilto-
nian. Now, we are going to make a connection with the thermodynamics. With the canonical ensemble
defined in section 3.3, we shall calculate the internal energy and Helmholtz free energy. The standard
definition of these quantities related with the partition function is given by

0ln Z
U —_— _W, (5.1)

and
F=—-kTlh_Z. (5.2)
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In the case of the g-deformed Hamiltonian, these quantities can also be derived using the partition
function. However, an inconsistent definition of internal energy arises during the derivation process.
To see this, we shall begin by examining a g-version of the partition function. Differentiating Z, with
respect to 3,, we obtain

ey = 1= (1= BT = 1= (L= B, H (). 53)
Employing the g-deformed exponential function, one gets
—%eq—ﬁﬂq = Hy(e, PaHa)1 (5.4)
Using the above result, we have
—izq = / dl Hy (e Patla)a | (5.5)
9Bq > !

Here, the first problem arises when multiplying by Zl throughout (5.5) leading to
q

dl H,(ey Pifaya
Js ‘gq ) ¢/ZdFquq. (5.6)

9]
_8—[3(1an(1 =

The left-hand side seems to give what we want in (5.1). But, the right-hand side of the equation is
not the ensemble average of H,.

To fix this problem, we start to consider the operator D4, defined in (A.30), whose eigenfunction is
eg, where r = —f,H,,

D(q)e; = 62 . (57)
To obtain Hzey on the right-hand side, we multiply by g—gq to the left-hand side. Then, we have
Ox . .
8—5(11)(‘1)6‘1 = quq. (58)

Although this approach seems to provide a method for differentiating the partition function to obtain
the internal energy. However, the second problem inevitably pops up since the operator g_liD(‘J) is not
easy to handle with the phase-space integral in the partition function. To tackle this second problem,
initially, we hypothesize that the ¢g-deformed Hamiltonian should incorporate with the g-function and
g-operator?. We then consider®

) )
—In,Z,=(Z;) 49— 1In, Z, , 5.9
8ﬁq q “~q ( Q) 8ﬁq q ~q ( )
or
9 o Bata\ 7
——1anq=/dqu 4 z/dI‘qug;é/dl"quq. (5.10)
08y ) Zq ) )

This is still unfortunate, since we could not have the ensemble average of the g-Hamiltonian on the
right-hand side. Moreover, the probability condition does not hold

efﬁqu q
Adf(“zq ) #1. (5.11)

To settle this problem, we propose an alternative form of the partition function given by

74 = /Zdl“ (eg%Ha)" . (5.12)

4This is similar to how the internal energy is obtained by differentiating the standard logarithm of the partition
function in the standard case.
5We note that a similar way to construct the internal energy has been studied in [48,49], but it was not widely used.
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Then, it is not difficult to see that

o Bata\
1= /dF 1 : (5.13)
b Zy
Consequently, a new phase-space density matrix o, is given by

e_Bqu q
oy = qZ . (5.14)
q

The above procedure was proposed in [50] for the discrete version with the idea of incomplete normal-
ization and the effective probability condition

dopl=1, qe0,]. (5.15)
i=1
The expectation value of a quantity O is given by

(0) = Zp? 0; . (5.16)

By using MSE to maximize Tsallis entropy, the probability must be in the form

e~ BE:
pi = # . (5.17)
— ) q
[Ei(eq g )q}
Comparing p; and o4, we then define o, = p,?, where
eq—Bqu
by = —= . 5.18
Pq Z, ( )
We shall call p,? as the effective phase space density and
/ dl'pd=1. (5.19)
b
Then, the g-version of internal energy is given by
U, = /Zdl" Hypf (5.20)

We see that, with the new probability density g, and partition function Zq, the internal energy is
consistently defined. However, before proceeding further in the calculation, we need to establish the
relationship between Z, and Z,;. We consider in differentiating x instead of 8, of (5.3) resulting in

d 1-— q _q_ 5,

—Zy=—— [ dl'[14+ (1 - —a =77, 5.21

la= oy [ (=g (521)

q

Thus, the effective phase-space density matrix can be expressed as

eT)q iez
oy = (ﬂ) =4 d (5.22)
(Zq)q %Zq

This suggests that the effective phase-space density matrix can be derived by taking the derivative
with respect to z of the partition function Z,. We can interpret this as applying an operator to the
phase-space density matrix

&=
5
Q8

= Lp,. (5.23)

&l
N
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To determine the operator i/, we consider the derivative of p, with respect to x

d (e _ Ziges —eadZ,
—p,=— | =) = £ z . 5.24
dqu dx (Zq> Zq2 ( )
This can be simplified to R
dpq (Zy)"
— = - 5.25
= ey pa) (5.25)
which can be rewritten as
L V%, ()= (5.26)
% 7, ) d q q q- .

This relation represents a Legendre Transformation. Then, the operator Lis given by

. 1 d
L=———)—+1. 5.27
(%mzq) " (5-27)

Therefore, the effective phase-space density matrix o, can be obtained by applying the operator L to
the phase-space density matrix p,.

Alternatively, there is a way to consistently define the internal energy as

e Batq q
_ fzdFHq (pq)? _ fEdFHq ( qzq )
q fz dl’ (pq)9 fz ir (eqﬁqu)q )

Zq

(5.28)

which was introduced in [51] with a new definition of the probability called the escort probability given
by
q
o = )" (5.29)
! fz dl (pq)?

Interestingly, if one carefully looks at the (5.28) and (5.20), it turns out that they both are written in
terms of the same phase-space density matrix. In other words, the effective phase-space density and
escort phase-space density are equivalent in defining internal energy: o, = afl. This constraint for
defining internal energy has been widely applied in various fields using the MSE method.

5.2 Non-extensive thermodynamic quantities

From the previous section, we settle on a way to define the g-version of the internal energy. Now, we
are ready to further proceed in studying the properties of the thermodynamic functions, e.g. internal
energy and Helmholtz’s free energy. We first recall the g-version of the internal energy in (5.20)

fz dl'Hq (egﬁqu)q
fz dr’ (egﬁqu)q

q

which can be expressed in terms of the g-version of the partition function, see also [50], as

1 0 1 0
Uy=—-——=—2,=—|——— | =InZz,. 5.30
q Zgaﬁq q (%111&1) 0B, N Zg ( )

Applying mathematical trick, the standard logarithm can be replaced by the g-logarithm resulting in

1 0
Uy=—|——| =5In,%2,. 5.31
q <d%1nqzq> aﬁq 94 ( )

The internal energy definitely processes the non-additive property as a consequence of the g-deformed
Hamiltonian, see again [50]. This non-additive property can be directly checked by replacing H;Q

13



with H} @&, H? into the effective phase-space density matrix. Then, using the independent condition
(P~¢112)q = (ﬁ}])q(ﬁg)q, we obtain

Ulu?
12 _ g7l 2
U, =U,+U;+(1 —q)% . (5.32)
The g-version of the Helmholtz’s free energy Fy is given by
F,=U0,-TS5,, (5.33)

or it can also be computed from the g-version of the partition function

7 Va—1 _
F, = —kT(Zq)il = kT In, i . (5.34)
q—1 Z,

Now, it is not difficult to work out that the g-version of Helmholtz’s free energy exhibits non-additive
property
FlF?
2 _ ol 2 atq
Fy =F; + F; +(1—q)T . (5.35)

Other thermodynamic potentials, such as enthalpy and Gibbs free energy, can also be determined using
this framework and also have non-additive properties. These quantities can be related to each other
through Legendre transformations. Therefore, these thermodynamic quantities have a non-extensive
property which differs from non-extensive thermodynamics given in [51] 6.

6 The candidate entropy function revisited

In the previous section, the new definition of the phase-space density matrix called the effective one,
is derived. Then, a question naturally arises whether the candidate entropy in section 4.1 is still valid.
To answer this question, we first recalled the internal energy (5.20) from the ensemble average with
the effective phase-space density matrix

U, = / dT p7H, .
b

We shall reprocess as what we did before again. Then, we obtain the g-version of the heat variation as

0Qq = / dl'6(pq)"Hy - (6.1)
)
The candidate entropy function is then given by
1 _
Sq:—/BdF—l-C, (6.2)
T Js
where ~
- Pq
L= Hy(¢) ¢t dc . (6.3)
0

Using (5.14) to express the ¢-deformed Hamiltonian in terms of the effective phase-space density
matrix, we have

s - =
Hy(7) = 5~ (237 my g+ 10y 2,) - (6.4)
a
Substituting (6.4) into B, we obtain
. qZi=1 [Pa <§1_‘1—1) _ qlng Z, [Pe
B T [P (S ertac- TR [T,
By 0 1—gq Baq 0
qu’q pd In, Z, _
- +<—q—pq SLIEIETS (6.5)
Be(l—q) \ ¢ Bq

61n [52], the non-extensive feature of the thermodynamic potential can be also established through the Rényi entropy.
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Inserting (6.5) into the candidate entropy function, we obtain

qZL=1 (f)q _ ) In, Z _
824/ 4 dr — -2 q/ Idl* + C' . 6.6
I ﬁqT(l—Q) s\ 4 i ﬂqT qu ( )

Using the fact that

the candidate entropy function will be expressed in the form

Zl-a 1 Zl-a In, Z
S, = -2 g1 — | dT’ 1 /Ndl—‘— 4 q/qul—‘ C. 6.8
q ﬁqT ‘/qu Ng (ﬁq) + ﬂqT qu ﬂqT qu + ( )

Employing the calculation in [50], we have

Z1-a
b= 57
Thus, the first term in the candidate entropy function is again nothing, but the Tsallis entropy. The

integral in the second term will be defined as Q = fz pqdl’, see also [50]. The integral in the third
term is just 1 from the probability condition. Then, the candidate entropy function becomes

Zl-a 1 (Zy77-1
S, = T,+ -2 Q——<Q7>+O,

(6.9)

ﬁqT BqT 1- q
= T,—Z0 "' Ing(Zye,2) + C . (6.10)

Here, we can choose the constant C' to eliminate the second term as we did in the previous derivation.
Therefore, the candidate entropy function is perfectly the Tasllis entropy S, = Tj,.

7 Concluding summary

In this work, we establish a new connection between Tsallis entropy and the g-deformed Hamiltonian
(or non-extensive Hamiltonian) through the statistical mechanics approach employing g-algebra tech-
niques. We emphasize here that the approach presented in this work is different from other works in
the literature as we do have the g-deformed Hamiltonian at our disposal. Specifically, we do not begin
with the assumption, that there first exists the Tsallis entropy, to construct the statistical ensemble,
but we start from the first principle (from scratch) with the ¢-deformed Hamiltonian resulting in a
key quantity called the effective phase-space density matrix. We further explore the connection be-
tween the Tsallis entropy and non-extensive thermodynamics. The internal energy and Helmholtz’s
free energy are computed. A highlight feature of these quantities is the non-additivity as a direct
consequence of the ¢g-deformed Hamiltonian embedded everywhere. Another major point is that, with
the result in this paper, the parameter ¢ may be used as a measure of the non-extensive degree of the
thermodynamic systems. In the case of ¢ = 1, the thermodynamic system is extensive. Oppositely, if
q = 0, the thermodynamic system exhibits maximal non-extensive behavior. This interpretation of the
parameter ¢ differs from the commonly accepted view in the community, where ¢ is seen as a measure
of correlation between two systems. Here, we would like to provide an argument to support our idea in
reinterpreting the parameter ¢. In [53], Tsallis himself mentions that the velocity addition in special
relativity doesn’t have additive property

(’Ulg/C) +U23/C
1+ (’1}12/0)’1}23/0 ’

The reason why Einstein was willing to forgo the simple additive feature in Galilean relativity is
because this is a price to pay to keep the invariant of ¢ for every inertia frame. Moreover, Tsallis
points out that the relativistic energy-momentum equation E? = m?2c* 4+ p?c? can be rewritten in
terms of g-exponential as

V13 = (71)

E/mc® = 6((11/2)(;0/7”0)2 = egp2/2m)/mc2 , where ¢ =—1. (7.2)
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We now recall the g-deformed Hamiltonian (2.15) and define 1%(1 = Hy. Then, the g-deformed
Hamiltonian becomes
H,/Hy = efv/Ho _ 1 (7.3)

The term —1 can be removed without affecting physics resulting in
H,/Hy = efl~/Ho (7.4)

We point out again here that Hy?/Ho # H,/Ho + H;/Ho, reflecting a non-additive feature. We
propose a g-deformed version of (7.4) as

Hy/Hy = ellv/Ho (7.5)
which is the same with (7.2) when ¢ equal to —1. Given H)\? = H) + H3, we have
1 2 1 2
12 Hy = eI — (o g lINIHo gl T+ H2 /H (7.6)

This of course supports our idea of treating the parameter g as the degree of non-additivity. Finally, we
would like to address that the multiplicative Hamiltonian and multiplicative Lagrangian, given in [38],
could give us more insight in physics as we could not be able to have from the standard Hamiltonian
and Lagrangian, see [39,40, 54].

Appendix

A Some properties of gq-deformed algebra and functions

In this appendix, we shall provide several deformed algebraic structures and functions, see [55,56]. We
first give a definition of the g-exponential and g-logarithm functions which play a central role in this
work

eg =eqlz) =[1+ (1 - q):v]lqu (z,q €R), (A1)
|
Ing(z) = - (x>0). (A.2)

They reduce to the standard exponential and logarithm functions under the limit ¢ — 1

lim Ing(z) =In(z), limel =e”.

q—1 g—1 4

One also has

Ing(eg) = z, (A.3)
and

e}]nqx =z, (A.4)
Another important g-deform function is the Dirac delta function, see [57],

6(:6)22_q/ooeik””dk 1<¢g<2. (A.5)
1 2 J_ oo ¢ ’ -

Next, we give several important g-deformed operations, which exhibit the similarity to standard oper-
ations. These include

g-sum:
r®qy=z+y+(1—q)zy, (A.6)
g-difference:
x@qy=ﬁ, 1+ (1—qy#0, (A7)
g-product:
T ®@qy= [z +y "~ 1T, (2,y>0), (A8)
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g-ratio:

Ty =[xy "I+ 1]ﬁ , (x,y>0). (A.9)
Properties of g-sum
1. Commutativity:
Dy =yDgw, (A.10)
2. Associativity:
(TBqy) Bgz=2Dq (y Bq 2) , (A.11)
3. Identity element:
T®y0=1, (A.12)

4. Non-distributive property:
a(z ®qy) # ax Bg ay . (A.13)

Properties of ¢-difference
The g-difference is defined as the inverse operation of the g-sum and introduce S,z as the inverse of
x under g-sum satisfying

T g (O42) =0. (A.14)

Therefore, the g-difference between two elements = and y can be written as:
TSy =T Dq (Sqy)- (A.15)
Some properties of the g-difference include

1. Anti-commutativity:

TOqY = Ogy Dg T, (A.16)
2. Non-distributive property:
a(z ©q4y) # ax ©4 ay. (A.17)
Both previous operations satisfy:
T (YySq2) = (TOqY) Bq 2, (A.18)
TOq (YBg2) =(TOqy) Og2 = (2 6¢2) Oqy- (A.19)
Properties of ¢g-product
1. Commutative:
TRqY = Y Qq . (A.20)
2. Associativity:
T ®q (Y ®q2) = (T ®qY) ®q 2. (A.21)
3. Identity element:
T®q1 = x. (A.22)

Properties of g-ratio
It is defined as a inverse multiplicative which is 1 ©4 x so that

TR (104z) = 1. (A.23)
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It satisfies many properties
1o,(10,2)=1, 0<z'71<2, (A.24)

TDq (Y Dg2) =(x0qy) Vg2 =(x®g2) Dqy, 2z T-1<y " I<a!"041 (A.25)

Moreover, g-algebra can be expressed to ¢-logarithm and g-exponential

Ing(zy) =Ingz B Ingy, eq(2)eq(y) = eq(z &qy), (A.26)

Ing(z ®qy) =Ingz +Ingy, eq(x) @qeq(y) = eq(z +y), (A.27)
x eq()

In, | — ) =ln,z 6, In, y, 4 =e,(x S, Y), A28

q (y) q q q eq(y) q( q ) ( )

Ing(z @qy) =gz —Ingy, eq(x) Qg eq(y) = eq(x —y). (A.29)

These relations hold under the following conditions

e (A24) z>0,y>0, and z>,0 or y>,0.

e (A25) zl794yl"9>1  with z>,0 and y>,0.
e (A26) x>0,y>0, and y>,0.

o (A27) 217741 >yl"9 with >0 or y>0.

where z >, 0 means 1+ (1 —g)z > 0.

The ¢-Calculus

The g-derivative is defined as

- f@) ) df (x)
D =lim ———== = [1+(1— . A.
()= lim REEE = 14 (1 g T (4.30)
The g-exponential is the eigenfunction of the g-derivative operator D,). The corresponding g-integral
is given by:
f(x)
fxda::/idx. A31
[ e = [ (A.31
where .
We note that
» D(q)f(x) dgr = D(g » flx)dgz = f(x). (A.33)
q q

The dual derivative operator D@ corresponding to the g-derivative operator Dy, is defined as

DO a) = timm L@ O S W) L dw (430

y—a T —y 1+ (1—qz dz -~

Its corresponding dual g-integral is

(q9)
[ @ = [u+0-a5@) f s (A.35)

Similarly, the following relation holds

(@) (@)
/ DD f(z)dx = D@ f(x)dx = f(x), (A.36)

which is similar to the standard one.
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