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We demonstrate that the Gibbs-Shannon entropy is applicable to non-equilibrium systems of any size
and boundary conditions. The change in microscopic entropy can be attributed to the stochastic nature
of dynamic processes and to the inherent uncertainties of thermodynamic systems. The latter predicts
that entropy production is nonnegative on average and varies with different trajectories according to the
fluctuation theorem. By contrast, heat is affiliated with stochastic processes underlying particle motions and
the ensemble average over all possible trajectories leads to the Clausius inequality. The Jarzynski/Crooks
equations can be readily derived by applying the fluctuation theorem to heat variation over different
trajectories linking equilibrium states.

The universal applicability of thermodynamics is rarely
questioned. However, the precise meanings of basic ther-
modynamic quantities like entropy, heat and work remain
ambiguous from a microscopic perspective1–4. Different
definitions of entropy exist since the early days of sta-
tistical mechanics and new interpretations continue to
emerge, fueling perennial debates on their applications
to various thermodynamic systems, large or small both
classical and quantum5–9. Are nonequilibrium properties
dependent solely on the system under investigation or on
an ensemble of systems prepared according to the same
macroscopic prescription10? Is entropy production deter-
mined by the probability of microstates or the probabil-
ity of trajectories describing the evolution of the system?
Can heat transfer from cold to hot spontaneously with-
out violating the second law of thermodynamics? Should
we use the Gibbs entropy or the Gibbs volume entropy
to describe the entropy increase in isolated systems11,12?
What are the relations of these Gibbs entropies to the
Boltzmann entropy, the Boltzmann surface entropy, or
the observational entropy13,14? Why does the time sym-
metry in describing particle motions break down for ir-
reversible phenomena to make spontaneous processes in
nature follow single directions15. These and many other
questions related to the fundamentals of nonequilibrium
thermodynamics may be addressed, at least in part, if
entropy, heat and work could be unequivocally defined
in terms of microscopic activities.
Without loss of generality, consider a multi-particle

system with uncertainties at the initial condition includ-
ing the number of particles and their microscope degrees
of freedom (e.g., positions and momenta). According
to quantum mechanics, such uncertainties are unavoid-
able, regardless of the system size or boundary condi-
tions. While in the following we assume, for simplicity,
that the particle motions can be described by the classi-
cal physics, we expect that the mathematical analysis is
equally applicable to quantum systems in general.
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Following the convention, we define all possible mi-
crostates of the system as an ensemble. At any moment,
the system in a particular microstate is described by a
probability density that satisfies the normalization con-
dition

∫
dνννp(ννν) = 1 (1)

where 0 < p(ννν) < 1 stands for the probability density of
microstate ννν. The parameter consists of a set of variables
for a full description of the dynamics of all particles.
The Gibbs-Shannon entropy is defined in terms of the

probability densities of all possible microstates

S(t) ≡ −kB

∫
dνννp(ννν, t) ln[p(ννν, t)V ] (2)

where −kB denotes the Boltzmann constant, p(ννν, t)
stands for the probability density of microstate ννν at time
t, and V is a constant to make the probability density
inside the logarithm dimensionless. As well documented,
constant V can be fixed by imposing a self-consistent
description of the entropy from classical and quantum
mechanics16.
Like internal energy or any other extensive thermo-

dynamic quantities, the total entropy corresponds to an
ensemble average of the microscopic entropy

s(ννν, t) ≡ −kB ln[p(ννν, t)V ]. (3)

The microscopic entropy above is different from
the stochastic or trajectory entropy in stochastic
thermodynamics17,18. The latter is trajectory dependent,
defined by the probability of microstate ννν(t) at time t
within a specific trajectory ννν(·). Because the microscopic
entropy is defined in the context of an ensemble of mi-

crostates at any moment, it is affiliated both with the
uncertainties of the system introduced at the initial con-
dition and with the stochastic nature of the particle mo-
tions (e.g., due to environmental effects). By contrast,
a trajectory is defined by a possible evolution of the mi-
crostate of the system under consideration. Apparently,
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the trajectories would be different if the system starts
from different microstates at time t = 0. Besides, a tra-
jectory is, in general, not uniquely determined by the ini-
tial condition (unless particle motions are deterministic).
For example, a large number of trajectories are possi-
ble for a Brownian particle starting at the same initial
microstate. Such uncertainties arise from the stochastic
nature of the particle motion.
As the system undergoes dynamic changes from t = 0

to t = τ , all microstates in the ensemble evolve accord-
ingly. Accordingly, the change in microscopic entropy is
given by

∆s ≡ s[ννντ , τ ]− s[ννν0, 0] (4)

where ννν0 and ννντ represent possible microstates of the
system at t = 0 and t = τ , respectively. It is important to
recognize that microstates ννν0 and ννντ may be connected
by multiple trajectories, each with its own probability
density. In other words, ∆s accounts for the change in
microscopic entropy due to all possible trajectories from
microstate ννν0 to ννντ .
Different microstates at the initial condition generate

an ensemble of possible trajectories for the system. For
each trajectory ννν(·), the microstate probability at t = 0
can be expressed as the ratio of the trajectory probability
density and the conditional probability density with the
trajectory starting from microstate ννν(0) = ννν0

p(ννν0) =
p[ννν(·)]

p[ννν(·)|ννν0]
(5)

where p(ννν0) represents the probability density of the sys-
tem in microstate ννν0 at t = 0. The conditional probabil-
ity is defined as

p[ννν(·)|ννν0] =

∫
dννν0δ[ννν(0)− ννν0]p[ννν(·)] (6)

where δ[ννν(0)−ννν0] denotes the Dirac delta function. Ap-
parently, the trajectory probability density satisfies the
normalization condition

∫
Dννν(·)p[ννν(·)] = 1 (7)

where integration over Dννν(·) represents a summation of
all possible trajectories taking place in the system over
the duration [0, τ ]. Eq.(5) is valid for any trajectory over
this duration.
Given the microstate probability at t = 0, one can

in principle calculate the probability density of the mi-
crostate at τ based on the trajectory probabilities

p(ννντ ) =

∫
Dννν(·)δ[ννν(τ) − ννντ ]p(ννν0)p[ννν(·)|ννν0]

=

∫
Dννν(·)δ[ννν(τ) − ννντ ]p[ννν(·)]. (8)

Eq.(8) indicates that, as expected, all possible trajectories
contribute to the probability density of the microstate at

t = τ . In other words, neither p(ννν0) nor p(ννντ ) is solely
determined by any specific trajectory. These probability
densities reflect the distributions of microstates at t = 0
and t = τ over all possible microstates.
From a microscopic perspective, the same dynamic

equations can be used to describe particle motions in
forward (t > 0) and backward (t < 0) directions. As a
result, each trajectory from microstate ννν0 at t = 0 to
microstate ννντ at t = τ can be used to define a reverse
trajectory moving backward from ννντ at t = τ to ννν0 at
t = 0. While the forward and backward trajectories may
not have the same probability density, the probability
density of each microstate can also be described in terms
of the statistics of reverse trajectories

p(ννντ ) =
p̃[ν̃νν(·)]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)|ννντ ]
(9)

where p̃[ν̃νν(·)] represents the probability density for a re-
verse trajectory ν̃νν(·), and p̃[ν̃νν(·)|ννντ ] stands for the condi-
tional probability of the reverse trajectory starting from
microstate ννντ .
According to Eqs.(5) and (9), the change in micro-

scopic entropy can be written in terms of the probability
densities for any specific pair of forward and reverse tra-
jectories

∆s = −kB ln
p[ννντ , τ ]

p[ννν0, 0]

= −kB ln
p[ννν(·)|ννν0]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)|ννντ ]
+ kB ln

p[ννν(·)]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)]
(10)

where ν̃νν(·) represents the reverse trajectory from ννντ to
ννν0, and p̃ stands for its probability density.

Eq.(10) reveals two contributions to the change in mi-
croscopic entropy with distinctively different meanings.
The first term on the right side of Eq.(10) is affiliated
with the stochastic nature of the forward and reverse
trajectories, i.e., uncertainties due to the motions of in-
dividual particles dictated by the specific physical laws
describing the system dynamics. The net effect of for-
ward and reverse trajectories can be identified as the flow
of the microscopic entropy

∆hs ≡ −kB ln
p[ννν(·)|ννν(0)]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)|ννν(τ)]
. (11)

As discussed in the following, the microscopic entropy
flow is related to heat transfer between the system and its
environment. It disappears for deterministic processes or
if there is no difference between the probability densities
of the forward and reverse trajectories (e.g., at equilib-
rium conditions).
The second term on the right side of Eq.(10) is affil-

iated with the statistics of the forward and reverse tra-
jectories generated by the ensemble. This term accounts
for accumulation of the net change in the instantaneous
probability density of microstates that takes place along
trajectory ννν(·) over the duration [0, τ ]. This part of the
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change in microscopic entropy defines the microscopic en-
tropy production

σ[ννν(·)] ≡ kB ln
p[ννν(·)]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)]
. (12)

Eq.(12) is a general form of the Crooks fluctuation
theorem19. Unlike the change in microscopic entropy,
both the microscopic entropy flow and the microscopic
entropy production are trajectory dependent. While the
microscopic entropy is a “state” property, the micro-
scopic entropy flow and the microscopic entropy produc-
tion are “process” variables, depending on the specific
trajectory connecting the initial and final microstates.
It is straightforward to show that the Gibbs-Shannon

entropy can be expressed as an average over all possible
trajectories

S(t) = −kB

∫
dνννp(ννν, t) ln[p(ννν, t)V ]

= −kB

∫
dννν

∫
Dννν(·)p[ννν(·)]δ[ννν(t)− ννν] ln[p(ννν, t)V ]

= −kB

∫
Dννν(·)p[ννν(·)] ln[p(ννν, t)V ]. (13)

The trajectory average is particularly useful to demon-
strate the connection between the microscopic entropy
and the fluctuation theorem. Based on the two contribu-
tions to the microscopic entropy change discussed above,
we can readily derive the total entropy production

∆iS(t) =

∫
Dννν(·)σ[ννν(·)]

= kB

∫
Dννν(·)p[ννν(·)] ln

p[ννν(·)]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)]
≥ 0 (14)

where ≥ 0 follows Gibbs’ inequality. Eq.(14) predicts
the second law of thermodynamics, i.e., the mean entropy
production is always nonnegative. Interestingly, the non-
negative sign can be simply attributed to the alignment
of forward trajectories with the direction of time increase.
In other words, the origin of thermodynamic irreversibil-
ity may be simply explained in terms of the alignment of
forward trajectories and the arrow of time.
By averaging the exponent of the negative entropy pro-

duction over all possible trajectories, one can readily de-
rive the integral fluctuation theorem20

< exp[−σ/kB] > =

∫
Dννν(·)p[ννν(·)]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)]

p[ννν(·)]

=

∫
Dν̃ννp̃[ν̃νν(·)] = 1. (15)

The probability of entropy production for a specific tra-
jectory can be evaluated from

p(σ) =

∫
Dννν(·)p[ννν(·)]δ

(
σ − kB ln

p[ννν(·)]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)]

)
. (16)

The probability of entropy production for the reversal
trajectory is

p̃(−σ) =

∫
Dν̃νν(·)p̃[ν̃νν(·)]δ

(
σ + kB ln

p̃[ν̃νν(·)]

p[ννν(·)]

)

=

∫
Dννν(·)p[ννν(·)] exp

(
ln

p̃[ν̃νν(·)]

p[ννν(·)]

)
δ
(
σ − kB ln

p[ννν(·)]

p̃[ν̃νν(·)]

)

= exp(−σ/kB)p(σ) (17)

which leads to an alternative form of the fluctuation the-
orem

p(σ)

p̃(−σ)
= eσ/kB . (18)

As the probability density of microscopic entropy pro-
duction satisfies

∫
dσp(σ)e−σ/kB =

∫
dσp̃(−σ) = 1, (19)

a negative value of the microscopic entropy production is
not impossible but the chance diminishes exponentially
with its absolute value. Although such events could take
place in a small system, it is essentially nonexistent in
the macroscopic limit when the exponential terms is ex-
ceedingly small.
Our discussion so far is totally generic, independent of

specific dynamics of the N-particle system. If the sys-
tem is in contact with a thermal bath at temperature T ,
the entropy flow can be afflicted with the heat transfer
between the system and the thermal path

∆hs = q/T. (20)

From a microscopic perspective, Eq.(20) may serve as a
definition of heat, q ≡ T∆hs. Substituting σ = ∆s−q/T
into Eq.(15) yields

〈
exp

(
−

T∆s− q

kBT

)〉
= 1 (21)

where
〈
. . .

〉
stands for an average over all possible tra-

jectories. Because ex ≥ 1 + x, Eq.(21) predicts

∆S =
〈
∆s

〉
≥

Q

T
(22)

where Q ≡< q > is the average heat.
Eq.(22) provides a microscopic interpretation of the

Clausius inequality, i.e., the microscopic heat is intrinsi-
cally affiliated with a dynamic process that is subject to
fluctuations. If the system is isolated, the Liouville theo-
rem predicts that the probability densities of forward and
reverse trajectories are identical. In that case, ∆hs = 0,
and the entropy change is the same as production, which
is nonnegative according to Eq.(14). Meanwhile, the fluc-
tuation theorem predicts that a negative microscopic en-
tropy production is possible for small systems, implying
the likelihood of spontaneous heat transfer from cold to
hot from a microscopic perspective.
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The microscopic interpretation of heat provides a con-
venient starting point to derive the work and free energy
relations. As a system evolves along a trajectory ννν(·),
the conservation of energy requires

∆ǫ = w + q (23)

where ∆ǫ ≡ ǫτ − ǫ0 represents the change in the system
energy, w and q are work and heat affiliated with trajec-
tory ννν(·), respectively. If the system is in equilibrium at
the initial and final states, the Boltzmann equation can
be utilized to describe their microstate distributions

p(νννt) = exp
[
−

ǫνννt
− Ft

kBT

]
(24)

where subscribe t stands for the terminal microstates at
t = 0 and t = τ , and Ft for the corresponding free energy.
According to Eq.(10), the change in microscopic entropy
can be expressed as

∆s = kB ln
p(ννν0, 0)

p(ννντ , τ)
=

∆ǫ−∆F

T
= σ + q/T (25)

where ∆F ≡ Fτ − F0. Substituting q = ∆ǫ − w into
Eq.(25) yields

σ =
w −∆F

T
. (26)

Because both ∆F and T are fixed by the initial and final
conditions, substituting Eq.(26) into Eqs.(15) and (18)
predicts

〈
exp

(
−

w

kBT

)〉
= exp

(
−

∆F

kBT

)
(27)

p(w)

p̃(−w)
= exp

(w −∆F

kBT

)
(28)

Eqs.(27) and (28) are known as the Jarzynski equality21

and the Crooks fluctuation theorem19, respectively.
Conclusions: Often regarded as phenomenological,

thermodynamics laws are universally applicable to any
systems regardless of size or microscopic detail. Here we
provide a deductive proof of the second law of thermo-
dynamics that is not limited by any particular setting or
assumption. Whereas many equations have been derived
before in different contexts with various conjectures (e.g.,
assuming Markovian dynamics22), the derivations shown
above are more general and thus more fundamental than
existing results.
We demonstrate that, at any moment, the microscopic

entropy can be defined by the probability of the system
in specific microstates as suggested by the information
theory and the Gibbs-Shannon entropy. An ensemble av-
erage of the microscopic entropy is identical to that aver-
aging over all possible trajectories. Therefore, the change
in microscopic entropy can be attributed to the stochas-
tic nature of the dynamic process underlying the parti-
cle motions, and to the statistics of trajectories inher-
ent to thermodynamic systems. The two distinct sources

of uncertainties define the microscopic entropy flow and
the microscopic entropy production. The microscopic en-
tropy production is never negative on average and varies
with different trajectories as predicted by the fluctuation
theorem.

When the system is in contact with a thermal bath,
the flow of microscopic entropy defines the heat transfer
between the system and the surrounding. Like entropy
production, the Clausius inequality is valid from a sta-
tistical perspective, and the fluctuation theorem implies
that spontaneous heat transfer from cold to hot is not
prohibited from a microscopic perspective. Finally, we
demonstrate that the Jarzynski/Crooks equations can be
readily obtained from microscopic heat, circumventing
any specifications on the microscopic work and the exact
forms of particle motions. The distinction between
statistical and dynamic uncertainties is applicable to
systems of any size, quantum or classical. It can be
utilized to define thermodynamic efficiency and, even-
tually, predict nonequilibrium phenomena based on the
motions of individual particles.
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