Theoretical bound of the efficiency of learning
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A unified thermodynamic formalism describing the efficiency of learning is proposed. First, we
derive an inequality, which is more strength than Clausius’s inequality, revealing the lower bound
of the entropy-production rate of a subsystem. Second, the inequality is transformed to determine
the general upper limit for the efficiency of learning. In particular, we exemplify the bound of the
efficiency in nonequilibrium quantum-dot systems and networks of living cells. The framework pro-

thermodynamic processes.
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O_Thermodynamic inequalities have laid the foundations of
(%chieving useful limits on entropy production and energy.
ightening the bounds on these quantities will not only help
(Cus to develop a deeper understanding of thermodynamics but
«dlso provide insights into micro systems. It have been found
that thermodynamic inequalities may strengthen Clausius’s in-
Euality of the second law of thermodynamics [1-13].

8 In recent years, many studies have begun to focus on the
ole of information in thermodynamics. The most celebrated
elationship between information and thermodynamics is Lan-

Idauer’s principle [14], which explicitly shows the amount of
eat dissipation required to erase information in the slow qua-
istatic limit [15-19]. Experimental verifications of this prin-
iple have been conducted in classical and quantum regimes

0, 21]. As modern computing alliances demand high-speed
iformation processing, an important advance is to investigate
ithe energy cost associated with the finite-time information era-

ure [22-24].

Understanding the relation between Clausius’s inequality

Cand information is critical to better drive the thermodynamic

—processes. The description of a system at a coarse-grained
vel may hold the key to determine the role of information

in thermodynamics [25]. General formalisms quantifying the
information-related contribution in Clausius’s inequality have

Oeen established for systems undergoing classical and quan-

(um dynamics [26-28]. For the bipartite system, the entropy

groduction of a subsystem involves the transfer of informa-
tion entropy due to its coupling with the other subsystem [29].

OBased on the perspective of stochastic thermodynamics, the

(onditions for the optimal learning for a neuron described by

O\ single-layer perceptron have been analyzed [30]. The rate

- %of information exchange was regarded as the learning rate,

>svhich determines the informational efficiencies of three differ-

~tnt models of cellular information processing [31]. In linear ir-
ieversible thermodynamics, the Onsager reciprocity holds true

r coeflicients associated with the thermodynamic and infor-
mational affinities [32].

However, it is unclear whether a tight bound on the irre-
versible entropy production in connection with information
exists. Although the Clausius inequality may characterize
the thermodynamic cost for an informational learning process,
there is still no unified view on the fundamental upper bound
on the efficiency of information learned. The investigation into
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vides a fundamental trade-off relationship between energy and information inheriting in stochastic

this aspect may lead to the essential relationship between en-
ergy and information.

In this Letter, we tackle this problem and reveal the univer-
sal bound for the efficiency of learning in stochastic thermody-
namic processes described by the Markovian master equation.
To achieve this goal, we start from the Shannon entropy, derive
Clausius’s inequality, and clarify how information is generated.
Our main result shows that the entropy-production rate of a
subsystem has a strict lower limit, which offers a restriction
on the efficiency of learning. In particular, we show that the
bound of the efficiency is applicable to every physical model,
including quantum dots and living cells, as long as the principle
of detailed balance is satisfied. Our framework provides a fun-
damental trade-off inequality by showing how to use minimum
resources to achieve a desired result in the learning process.

Efficiency of learning—We follow a standard stochastic pro-
cess for a bipartite system Z. The state of Z is labeled as
z = (x,y), where the variables 2 and y represent the number
of particles in subsystems X and Y, respectively. The time-
dependent probability p(z) of state z evolves according to the
Markovian master equation [33, 34|

pz) =D Il (1)

Here, the current JY,, = W2, p(z") — W2 ,p(z) depends on the
time-independent transition rate W7,, from state 2’ to state z
induced by reservoir v and the rate W}, of the reverse tran-
sition process. The transition rate matrix is non-negativity
W2, > 0 for z # 2’. The bipartite structure does not allow
the two subsystems to change the states simultaneously. Thus,
the form of WY, is restricted to [27, 29]

z

Wix’\y? (.’17 #x,?y :y/>
;z’ = Wyvy’|w’ (1‘ = x/7 Yy 7& y/) (2)
0, (otherwise)
where W;I,l v is the transition rate of subsystem X from state

z’ to state x under the condition that subsystem Y is at state
y, and similarly for ;’y,‘w.

The coarse-grained dynamics of subsystem X is formally
written as [24, 25]

where the marginal probability p (z) is calculated by summing
p(x,y) over the variable y, i.e., p(z) =3 p(2) = >, p(z,y),
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the transition rate V7, = >, Wp . p(yla’) with p(y[z’) =
p(2’,y) /p(z') being the condltlonal probability, and .J vy = =
WP p (2, y) — W3 .1,P(@,y) is the current from state a2’ to
state & provided that subsystem Y is at state y.

Starting from the time derivative of Shannon’s entropy

X = -3 p(z)Inp(x) and inserting Eq. (3), one obtains
the entropy-production rate 6% of subsystem X (see Supple-
mental Material, Sec. I and Sec. II)

XX 48,5 — ¥ >0, (4)
where
(xlv )W;zqy

» = >0, (5)

v M’Iv
z Ty 0 7 | (6)

z,x’,y,v z'z|y

ylx)
Z ’Iy |z’) (7)

z,x’,y,v

and IX, is used
The rate 6% is

. X
Note that the overdot notation, as in %, S, ,
to emphasize that such quantities are rates.

always positive due to the fact that p (z,y) W;’Ily >0V £ 2/
Y)W e
and Jy ,, In miwfil‘; 0 [24], satisfying the second law of

thermodynamics. S, is the entropy flow to the environment,
which is associated with the energy flux from X into the envi-
ronment. [ X quantifies the rate of information learned. When
I*¥ >0, X acts as a sensor, creating information by learning
Y. On the other hand, I < 0 means that Y is learning X
and the information learned is being erasured or consumed by
X for extracting energy or doing work [27]. Equivalent expres-
sions from Eq. (4) to Eq. (7) can be developed for subsystem
Y. In Ref. [29], Hartich interpreted IX as the rate of the
entropy reduction of subsystem X due to its coupling with Y.
At the steady state, the system reaches the stationary prob-
ability distribution [p (z) = 0], and thus S¥ = 0. Therefore,
Eq. (5) is simplified into
X =8, — ¥ >o. 8)
In the case of IX > 0, Eq. (8) dictates that the rate of in-
formation learned is bounded by the entropy flow to the en-

vironment STX, which characterizes the dissipation necessary
for X learning about Y. Information will provide the resource
for extracting energy or doing work through the feedback on
Y. From inequality (8), the efficiency of learning is defined as
P X
n* = LX <1 (9)
S,

It determines the effectiveness of learning and has been widely

adopted [29-31].
Theoretical bound of the efficiency of learning—Our aim is
to evaluate the upper bound of the efficiency of learning. To

this end, we first present an alternative lower limit on 5%, i.e.,

VX > ‘STX‘/@, (10)
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Figure 1. (a) The schematic diagram of a double-quantum-dot sys-
tem. (b) The schematic representation of a cellular network.

where

Wé}zlly i v /
In e W yp (', y). (11)

z,x’,y,v z'z|y
The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality [5, 6] and the inequality

2
% < &= log ¥ for non-negative x and y have been ap-

plied in the proof (see Supplemental Material, Sec. III). Eq
(10) provides a restriction stronger than the value claimed by
Eq. (8). By supposing that STX > 0 and IX > 0, a univer-
sal lower bound for the efficiency of learning is given by (see
Supplemental Material, Sec. IIT)

. X

nt <1-— gx .
This bound, which is the main result of this Letter, is applica-
ble to every physical model as long as the principle of detailed
balance is satisfied. The physical meaning of the inequalities
(10) and (12) is obvious. If bath v induces a transition from
state (2/,y) to state (z,y), the energy absorbed by the system

is simply written as E (z,y) — E(¢/,y) = —kpT,In g Vo o'ly

r I\y
where E (z,y) is the energy of state (z,y), kp is the Boltz-
mann constant, and T, denotes the temperature of bath v.
va'\ JP (z',y) quantifies the frequency of the jump between

x

(12)

given states. Therefore, the coefficient ©X can be regarded as

a dynamic activity factor. On the other hand, the rate S'TX
originates from the irreversible energy loss to the environment.
The inequalities (10) and (12) manifest a trade-off between the
speed of the energy exchange and the dissipation.

Numerical demonstration.—In the following, a quantum sys-
tem and a cellular network, where information and thermody-
namics can be intuitively related via the Clausius inequality,
will be used to exemplify our findings. We demonstrate that
the efficiency of learning is well characterized by the inequality
n (12).

The double-quantum-dot system.—The double-quantum-dot
(DQD) system cousists of two quantum dots interacting via a
Coulomb repulsion U. The DQD [See Fig. 1(a)] is modeled by
the Hamiltonian

Hgs = exdidx +eydldy + Udidxdldy, — (13)

where d} (dx ) creates (annihilates) one electron on QD X

with energy ex, and d; (dy ) creates (annihilates) one elec-
tron on QD Y with energy ey. QD X (Y') is weakly coupled to



two Fermi reservoirs XL and XR (YL and Y R). Thus, elec-
trons are transported through parallel interacting channels.
The Hamiltonian of the reservoirs is given by

HB = Z Z Z Ek:aﬁclaﬁckaﬁ7 (14)

k ae{X,Y}Be{L,R}

where c};aﬁ (ckap) is the creation (annihilation) operator at
energy level €i,5 in bath af. The interaction between the
DQD and the environment reads

HI = Z Z Z (tkaﬂdaclaﬁ + tZQBCkaﬂle ) (15)

k «ae{X,Y}Be{L,R}

where ti.5 denotes the coupling strength of the transition
between QD « and reservoir af at energy level eiq3. We
use zo and yo (21 and y;) to denote that X and Y are
in empty (filled) states, respectively. The energy eigen-
states of the DQD coincide with the localized Fock states
(%0, %0)) s |(z1,%0)) ; |(z0,y1)), and [(x1,y1)), where their re-
spective eigenvalues are 0, ex, ey, and ex + ey + U.

For a non-degenerate system weakly coupled to different en-
vironmental modes, the dynamics of the populations satisfies
Eq. (1) [35, 36]. The transition rates follow from Fermi’s
golden rule and are given by

;?)1I0|y1 _ Fv v
Waozilys = L, (1 - y7)

yyole: = Lo fo
W;ayﬂﬁcq', = F;z (1 - ;;7) ’

where fU = {l+exp[B,(ey +iU —po)]} " and fy =
{1+exp By (ex + iU — py)]} " (i = 0,1) are the Fermi dis-
tribution functions, 3, = 1/ (kgT), and L'}, (F;) is a positive
constant that characterizes the height of the potential barrier
between X (Y) and reservoir v. The potential barrier of Y,
characterized by I'. | depends on the state of X, and vice versa.

For the purpose of reducing the number of parameters, the
energy dependences of the tunneling rates are parametrized by
dimensionless parameters § and A, i.e.,

YL et YL e
r-=———, I'"=I'———
o cosh(A)” ~ ™ cosh(A)’
YR _ e ® YR _ et
cosh(A)’ cosh(A)’
s s (16)
XL _ ¢ XL _p_°©
cosh(§)’ cosh(6)’
-5 B

rXr_p_° rXe_p_°
vo cosh(§)’ v cosh(9)

According to Eqgs. (6), (7), and (11
ciated with subsystem X

), the entropy flow asso-

X

(17)
the rate of information learned

S = —BAux ( zozl\yo + Jr)fﬂzl\yl) —pU ( y1yo|ro + J;/lyo\%) )

p (9307y1)10($1, yo)
p(zo,0) p (x1,91)’

PX
1 (Jylyolro Jylyo\fﬂo) n (18)
and the coefficient

0% = - (ex — px1)” {ngﬁ)p (0,0) + W01|Op(17 0)]

1
2
+ % (ex — pxr)’ [Wféfgp (0,0) + Wgiisp (1, 0)}
1
2
1

5 (ex + U = pxr)” [Wishp (0,1) + Wikhp (1,1)]

+ 5 (ex +U = uxr)? [Wifip (0.1) + Wikl (1,1)]
(19)

The cellular network.—In a living cell, a protein inside the
cell may be phosphorylation and dephosphorylation through
the consumption of energy provided by adenosine triphosphate
(ATP). The receptors on the surface of the cell are either bound
by ligands or empty. It is assumed that the receptors are occu-
pied by ligands and immediately change into the inactive state
Yo when the concentration of the ligand is high. On the other
hand, if the concentration is low, the receptors are unbound
and become active represented by state y;. The transitions
between state yo and y; happen at the rate v, because the
concentration of the ligand in the environment jumps between
low and high values. The rates of the reactions of the protein
depend on the concentration of the ligand. For simplicity, we
consider the following reaction equation [31, 37, 38]

w0+ ATP = 2, + ADP = 29+ ADP + P, (20)

where x; and w, are, respectively, the rates of phosphoryla-
tion and dephosphorylation, and x_ and w_ represent the rates
of the corresponding reversed processes. The phosphorylation
allows the protein to change from the inactive state xg to the
active state 1 by the attachment of a phosphate P;, while ATP
is simultaneously converted to adenosine diphosphate (ADP).
The dephosphorylation occurs when the protein gives a phos-
phate P; to ADP and turns from the active state x; back to the
inactive state xo. The reactions are driven by the chemical po-
tential difference Ay = patp — papp — pp, which is related to
the rates in the reactions through Ay = kgTlnjk wy /(k_w_)]
with T being the temperature of the cell. The active recep-
tors arouse the process of phosphorylation in the cell. If the
concentration is high, only dephosphorylation occurs due to
the inactive receptors. As a summary, the low concentration
implies that the receptors become active and only phosphory-
lation takes place. The full network of the four-state model is
shown in Fig. 1 (b). The transition rates are represented by

lexo\yo =w-,
Wzozl\yo = W4,
Wzlio\yl = K+,
Waozi |y, = K-
1% W,

y1yolxo = Yoy1|To

= Wylyo\ﬂm

= Wyoyllﬂﬂl =7

In the stationary state, the probability current J is given by



J =7 [p(wl’:lh) —p(ﬂﬁhyo)]
o 1 I€+UJ+ — RK_W_
2

Vrs +ho twp Fw ]+ (5 +6) (Wi o)

(21)

According to Eqs. (6), (7), and (11), the entropy flow to the
reservoir associated with the protein (subsystem X)

S, = JAp, (22)

the rate of information learned

I'X :Jlnp(xlayl)p(any0)7 (23)
p($07y1)p($1yy0)
and the coefficient
X 1 I*i_;,_ 2
oX = 3 lnﬁ— [f_p(x1,91) + k4P (20, y1)]
1 Wy 2
+3 In — [wip (71,90) + w_p (T0,90)] - (24)

Discussion.—For the DQD system, the efficiency 7% of
learning is always a monotonically increasing of ¢ for fixed
BU [Fig. 2 (a)]. The transition rates I'xt — 1, TXF — 0,
FffIL — 0, and FffIR — 1 with a large value of §. It
parametrizes the case where an electron can only enter and
exit subsystem X from reservoir XL at energy ey, whereas
the tunneling process to reservoir X R is allowed at energy
ex+U. Thus, electron transport is only permitted by exchang-
ing energy with subsystem Y. As a result, the two QDs be-
come highly correlated, since subsystem X is capable of rapidly
adapting to the variation of the state in subsystem Y by track-
ing and giving feedback on Y. When § and U are both small,
nX is quite small, meaning that the energy provided by reser-
voirs cannot effectively support the learning process. Fig. 2
(a) also displays that the relation nX <1 — STX/@X <1al
ways holds, which clearly shows the tightness of the bound in
Eq. (12). In the region where § and SU become relatively
large, nX gets closer to 1 and simultaneously the upper limit

1-— STX /©X may be saturated. The upper bound indeed char-
acterizes the cost necessary for X learning about Y.

For the cellular network, the reaction rates of phosphory-
lation and dephosphorylation depend on the concentration of
the ligand in the environment. Egs. (22) and (23) demon-

strate the tight coupling between S~ and IX, since they are
both proportional to the probability current .J. Therefore, 1%
is bounded by the rate of ATP consumption, leading to the

efficiency nX < 1 [Fig. 2(b)] and f = In %<Au.
For v — 0, Eq. (21) indicates that J goes to zero. How-
ever, the maximal efficiency 1Xis reached [Fig. 2(b)] because
of f — Ap. As v increases, the network beomes inefficient
with the rate of information learned IX approaching zero and
a maximal ATP consumption for a given Ap. No matter how

the transition rate v and the chemical potential difference Ap
change, the conclusion n¥ < 1 — STX /0% < 1is always true
as well [Fig. 2(b)]. Thus, the cellular network confirms the
tightness of the bound in Eq. (12) as well.
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Figure 2. (a) The efficiency n* and the upper limit 1 — %TX
for the double-quantum-dot system varying with the dimension-
less Coulomb interaction strength SU and the parameter § as-

sociated with the tunneling rate, where B (uxr —puxc) = 1,
,B([LYRf,U,YL) = 2, A= 1, I'=1ex = 7(MXR;L“XL) - %, and
ey = W — Y. (b) The efficiency n* and the upper limit
1-— SGT; for the cellular network varying with the transition rate
~v and the chemical potential difference Ap, where wy = k4 =
exp(Ap/2) and w— = k_ = 1.

The fundamental trade-off inequalities (10) and (12) have
been proven to be effective in general Markovian stochastic
processes. It is worth investigating the extension of the re-
sults to the systems with quantum effects. For example, one
could exploit quantum coherence for increasing the efficiency
of learning. In addition, by modelling a system as a complex
network, a topological analysis could be performed to identify
which type of thermodynamic flux and affinity is fundamen-
tal to the enhancement of the performance of a informational
learning process.

Conclusions.—The fundamental trade-off inequalities (10)
and (12) in general Markovian stochastic processes have been
established. It is claimed that the entropy-production rate of a
subsystem closely depends on the rate of information learned,
and has a lower limit associated with the irreversible energy
loss and the entropy flow to the environment. The limit im-
poses a constraint stronger than the conventional second law,



which plays a vital role in determining the universal upper
bound for the efficiency of learning. A quantum system and a
cellular network that both satisfy the stochastic detailed bal-
ance condition have been used to exemplify the inequalities.
The results reveal a hidden universal law inheriting in general

informational learning processes.
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