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We calculate the maximal non-equilibrium work that can be extracted from any mass using
information about its micro-state. This is done through the use of black hole thermodynamics in
the context of the thermodynamics of information. The non-equilibrium work that can be obtained
by knowing the exact micro-state is found to be 1

2
Mc2. This is calculated using the entropy of

an eternal, uncharged, non rotating black hole. This is derivation helps elucidate the relativity of
entropy and its relationship to general relativity and time.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the classical thermodynamics, entropy is treated as
an absolute thermodynamic property: one that is not
relative to the observer [1]. Through the unification of
classical and quantum mechanics, it has been determined
that entropy is a quantity that is relative to the observer
and how much information about the system in ques-
tion they have [2]. This information can be thought of
as entanglement: the sharing of correlations between the
observer and the observed. In a classical framework, this
shared information or correlation is known as mutual in-
formation [2]. The amount of mutual information an ob-
server shares with a system, in addition to the free en-
ergy, places an upper bound on the amount of work an
observer can extract from that system [2]. This work
can be extracted from the system by the observer as
work through feedback control [3]. This feedback con-
trol process has a time reversal that corresponds to the
energy dissipation required for information storage and
deletion [4, 5]. These recent theoretical principles have
revolutionized our understanding of the arrow of time
and the meaning of information within physical theories.
However, these formulations are still very new and their
implications have not been extensively studied. In par-
ticular, the experienced passage of time is not a contin-
uous parameter, but an ensemble average susceptible to
fluctuations [6]. This ensemble average rate of time will
increase with entropy production in the observers frame
and decrease with information [2]. This newly discovered
relativity of entropy and time requires reconsideration of
the usage of time in other areas of physics such as general
relativity.

Modern gravitational theory was revolutionized by the
union of thermodynamics and gravitational theory [7–9].
These revolutions began with the notion that black holes
should behave as a thermodynamic system with an en-
tropy proportional to the event horizon surface area [10].
Additionally, it was shown that a black hole should radi-
ate black-body radiation due to the interaction of vacuum
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fluctuations at the event horizon and gravitational red-
shifting [11]. It was then realized that black holes not
only behave as a thermodynamic system, but they also
act as upper bounds to what a thermodynamic system
can be. These bounds include the maximum entropy per
volume of space time and the rate at which information
can be scrambled [9, 12]. In its simplest formulation, a
black hole has the maximal entropy that any volume of
spacetime can have [13]. This entropy is proportional not
to the volume of the black hole, as expected classically,
but to its surface area. This drastically differs from the
thermodynamic notion that the entropy of an object is
simply proportional to the number of atoms in an ob-
ject (standard molar entropy). The unification of black
hole thermodynamics and classical thermodynamics per-
haps involves the relativity of entropy to the observer
[2]. Black hole thermodynamics has also lead to insights
into how a quantum theory corresponds to the bound-
ary of a gravitational theory [8, 14, 15]. This principle is
known as Ads-CFT correspondence, and has become the
foundation of insights into the quantum nature of gravity
[14]. Ads-CFT correspondence equates the entropy of a
3 dimensional volume of space with the entropy of a 2 di-
mensional quantum theory at its surface. This yields the
unexpected scaling of entropy with surface area and not
volume in gravitational theories. In particular, entropy
has been found to be related to the structure of space-
time and the behavior of black holes [14, 16]. Through
the Ryu-Takanagi conjecture - an extension of black hole
entropy - it is expected that the curvature of space is
related to the entanglement entropy between regions of
space [17].

In this paper we answer the simple question of: given
a mass M how much energy can be extracted if we know
the exact micro-state of the mass? More specifically, if we
know all the information that it is possible to know about
a mass M , how much energy can we extract from it using
information alone? In a perfect formulation this would
include every degree of freedom possible for a system.
In this derivation, we consider the degrees of freedom
accounted for by black hole thermodynamics. To put it
more succinctly, this paper answers the question: What is
the maximum energy can be extracted from a mass using
information alone?
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II. THOUGHT EXPERIMENT

We will answer this question by using a thought ex-
periment in which we collapse some mass M into black
hole to force it into its maximal entropy state. We can
then calculate the entropy and temperature of this black
hole using the well known thermodynamic equations for
a black hole. Finally we will calculate the information
required to specify the micro-state of this black hole and
the work that can be obtained through some kind of feed-
back control. Figure 1 (a) depicts the entropy of the mass
as well as the information of the observer. The observer
collects information from the mass, likely photons, as the
mass collapses and increases in entropy. The mass then
passes fully into the event horizon while the observer con-
tinues to collect information. Finally the observer applies
some kind of perturbation to the black hole based on
the information they have which causes the black hole to
evaporated a large amount of energy. This perturbation
acts much like hawking radiation except that it is specif-
ically prepared by the observer. Figure 1 (b) depicts the
Penrose diagram for this process with the number circles
corresponding to those in (a). initially there is a mass
at rest and an observer at rest some radius r from the
mass this mass collapses into a black hole. The observer
collects information encoded into the null boundary that
corresponds to the black hole horizon extended into the
past [18]. After the observer collects sufficient informa-
tion they apply the perturbation Ψ− and collect emitted
radiation Ψ+. In general this perturbation Ψ− can be
adiabatic and require no work to perform [2, 3]. Perhaps
it is possible through the interaction of quantum fields
with hawking radiation at the horizon of the black hole.
To perform this operation the observer would need to use
past information to compute the current micro-state of
the black hole at to produce Ψ−. This process would
require a computation system at least as complex as the
black hole itself by the law of requisite variety [19]. This
computation would necessarily use energy due to Lan-
dauer’s Principle [4].

To derive the energy that can be extracted through a
mass M through information we will need assume that
the maximal entropy state of any system is a black hole.
This is a valid assumption as a black hole produces the
maximum entropy density that can be held within a cer-
tain volume of space-time [13]. This maximum entropy is
determined by the surface area of the event horizon of a
black hole and is known as the Bekenstein bound[13]. In
modern black hole thermodynamics a black hole can be
though of as a perfect scrambler of information [20, 21].
As objects fall into a black hole their information is
rapidly spread through the black hole. In fact it is spread
at the maximal rate making a black hole a perfect scram-
bler [20, 21]. We can begin to imagine that our model
for a black hole merely consists of the absolute limit of
a complex system. Systems that rapidly spread correla-
tions such as chaotic systems are a black hole with slower
scrambling times. That is why a black hole acts as an

upper bound to entropy density.

FIG. 1. a) a depiction of the entropy as a function of time
for the matter and the observer. The entropy of the mass is
shown as a dashed line, while the information of the observer
is a dashed dotted line. the matter increases in entropy as
it collapses into a black hole 1 → 2, then remains constant
2 → 3. Finally the observer perturbs the black hole to reduce
its entropy while using up their information. b) a Penrose
diagram of the process with corresponding time slices label to
correpond to the events in a). The mass is shown as a dashed
line while the observer is shown as a dotted line. The event
horizon is shown as a dotted line and flows of information or
perturbations are squiggly lines.

We will also need to assume that it is possible to create
a black hole from any mass M . While we know large
black holes can form it is not necessarily true that small
mass black holes can form. We could try to get around
this by lowering a mass into a black hole that has already
formed. The black hole mass and entropy will be M+∆m
which will give a entropy S + ∆S where ∆S ∝M∆m+
∆m2. Therefore there are contributions to the entropy
due to the mixing of the mass M and ∆m we would like
to ignore. We will prove that spontaneous collapse will
occur in a finite time for any mass M by employing the
fluctuation theorem. The observer will then need only to
wait for a sufficiently long time to observer a collapse.

A. Spontaneous collapse of matter

First we will show using the fluctuation theorem that
an arbitrary mass M will eventually become a black hole.
To due this we will use Crook’s fluctuation theorem. The
fluctuation theorem is a very general theory but does
have its own assumptions that may be interesting to note.
It requires that the underlying physics be time reversible,
ergodic and causal [2, 22, 23]. Time reversibility will
be generally true unless weak nuclear forces dominate at
some point during the evolution. We will assume this is
not the case. Ergodicity may or may not be true. The
assumption of ergodicty requires that there is a nonzero
probability that the mass M can become a black hole
spontaneously. We think the validity of this assumption
is heavily dependent on the size of the mass. In partic-
ular, we know very large masses can become black holes
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spontaneously, but it is unclear whether there is a mech-
anism on large time scales that can do this for small
masses [24]. We assume that this is the case to simplify
the derivation. Finally we will require that causality is
true. It is this assumption that may be inherently related
to the perception of useful work and dissipated work as
transitions in time. Crook’s fluctuation theorem relates
the probability of a transition with its time reversal and
the entropy produced in that reversal [22, 23]. We as-
sume that the entropy of the initial state is dominated
by the black hole entropy. We label that state of ordi-
nary mass as A and that of the black hole as B. The
fluctuation theorem is then written as

P (A→ B)

P (B → A)
= e∆S (1)

We assume that the transition from black hole to mass
corresponds to Hawking radiation [25]. The entropy of
the black hole is larger than that of the original mass. so
we can conclude that exp(∆S) > 1 and that

P (A→ B) > P (B → A) (2)

Assuming the times scales for both transitions are equal,
the lifetime of the black hole state will be inversely pro-
portional to the probability of its transition to mass
τevap ∝ 1/P (B → A) and τcollapse ∝ 1/P (A → B). We
can additionally use the evaporation time as an upper
bound.

τcollapse < τevap (3)

If we know the time scales over which the hawking radia-
tion occurs we could calculate the actual rate of collapse
using the black hole entropy and the hawking evapora-
tion probability. If we assume that the transitions that
are occurring is a small addition or subtraction of mass
δm over some small time δt we can begin to calculate
the exact rates of collapse from those of evaporation.
We can convert the probabilities to transition rates by
P (M + δm) = Γ+δt [26, 27]

P (M + ∆M)

P (M −∆M)
= e

∆S
∆t ∆t (4)

Γ+

Γ−
= e

∆S
∆t ∆t (5)

If we assume that the quanta emitted by the block hole
have an average energy of E = ~ω and that each quanta
is radiated over a lifetime of τevap = 1/Γ− then we have
that the rate of change of the mass of the black hole is

Ṁ =
~ωΓ−

c2
(6)

One can calculate the tunneling rate of the hawking ra-
diation as [28]

Γ− = e−8πω(M−ω/2) = e+∆S (7)

therefore

Γ+ = e+2∆S = e−4πω(M−ω/2) (8)

This corresponds to a Boltzmann factor for a particle
with energy ω at the inverse Hawking temperature 4πM
[28]. Which, as we expect, is the same as the evaporation
transition rate, but squared. In the ensemble time aver-
age we would expect that the evaporation rate is equal
to the condensation rate (non equilibrium partition iden-
tity). Therefore we would expect black holes to spon-
taneously form and this formation rate is exponentially
proportional to its mass. We would therefore expect only
very small small black holes to form spontaneously just
as smaller black holes should radiate more strongly [28].
It also implies that a very large black hole is unlikely
to accept a new particle unless the energy is very small
which is counter to what we would expect from general
relativity. In any case we have that form some arbitrary
mass M there is a probability of collapsing that is greater
than the probability of evaporation. Therefore we’d ex-
pect over a long period of time that a arbitrary mass M
will collapse into a black hole and the the black hole is
the likely for any mass M .

B. Non-equilibrium work of a black hole

The entropy of a system represents the amount of infor-
mation required to specify the micro-state of the system.
Conversely it represents the total amount of information
missing from our current knowledge about the system.
In general it increases with time as things become more
disordered but it does have upper bounds. The thermo-
dynamic entropy is defined as [1]∫ T

0

Cp
T
dT

which relates to how the degrees of freedom of a sys-
tem are filled with thermal energy as one increases the
temperature. Analytical expressions for the temperature
dependence of Cp exist, but usually the entropy of mate-
rials is an experimentally determined quantity [1]. The
free energy of a thermodynamic system is given by

F = H − TS

where F is the free or ”usable energy”, H is the enthalpy
or ”total energy”. [2] TS corresponds to the energy lost
when extracting work from H due to the disorder of the
system. If we gain information about the system we can
reduce the amount of energy loss to disorder. We can
relate the amount of free energy gained from the acqui-
sition of information by

F = H − TS + kTI

where I is the information we have about the system.
This process of obtaining free energy from information
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is not reversible so information is used up to some ex-
tent to gain energy [2]. The maximum amount of in-
formation one can gain about the system corresponds to
the total disorder of entropy of the system. This means
that kTI is bounded above by TS. For water at 25oC
H ≈ 1.9 MJ

kmol and TS ≈ 2.1 MJ
kmol meaning we could dou-

ble the free energy by obtaining enough information to
specify the microstate which would require 5e23 bits or
100 billion terabytes per kmol. This entropy is thermo-
dynamic and only really accounts for kinetic degrees of
freedom, many other degrees of freedom exists: electro-
magnetic, quantum mechanical, atomic, etc... It is this
relativity of entropy and free energy that is suspiciously
similar to the thermodynamics of quantum gravity. If
entropy is relative to the observer and determines the
curvature of space time two observers would experience
different curvatures of space time. Alternatively the rela-
tively of entropy may be isomorphic to the relativity one
experiences in general relativity. We will analyze the sit-
uation where the entropy includes all possible degrees of
freedom or at least the ones accounted for by black hole
thermodynamics

The question is again: how much information can be
obtained about some mass M and how much energy can
be converted to work through this information gathering
proces?. We have shown that if an arbitrary mass M
is perfectly ergodic it will at some point be in a black
hole. The black hole state has the maximum entropy per
mass and will therefore give us the maximum amount of
information that can be obtained and utilized about any
mass M . The information energy of a black hole is given
by [2]

TI = TbSb

if we assume that the black hole is non rotating, and has
no charge we obtain [9]

Sb =
c3A

4G~

A = 16π(GM/c2)2

Tb =
~c

2kπ

√
(GM/c2)2

r2
h

r = GM/c2 +
√

(GM/c2)2.

simplifying we obtain

TbSb =
1

2
Mc2

We can additionally calculate the amount of information
that would be required to do this which is

I =
4πGM2

~c

This seems somewhat obvious after we have derived
it. the total amount of work we can obtain from a
mass M through information gathering is related the
rest mass energy E = Mc2. Why this additional term
of 1/2 though? If we also consider the white hole so-
lution to contribute mass energy we obtain the total
kTI = 1

2Mbhc
2 + 1

2Mwhc
2. Why is is that only half the

mass energy comes from the black hole? Experimentally
it seems likely that white holes do not even exist in any
straightforward way and are merely the time reversed so-
lution to the black hole. Perhaps due to the relativity of
entropy and the arrow of time both solutions to the black
hole exist in the same space for different observers? An
additional issue is that the quantity of information to do
this is immense. One would have to be a black hole them-
selves to store the information. By the law of requisite
variety if an observer wished to control this system they
would need a higher entropy than Sb(M) [19]. In Figure 1
the observer was required to predict the microstate of the
black hole using some amount of computation. Modeling
the black hole as a quantum computer the operations re-
quired for collapse are proportional to log(S) while the
energy extracted is on order S [12]. Assuming a black
hole represents a lower bound on the energy per com-
putation rate, the amount of energy used to predict the
microstate by the observer is at minimum the energy ra-
diated through hawking radiation by the black hole which
will be negligible. Based on classical thermodynamics the
perturbation can be adiabatic [2]. Therefore, the loss of
energy relative to the rest mass energy must be due to
the internal properties of the black hole.

We can additionally perform the derivation in the pres-
ence of charge and angular momentum, both of which
serve to reduce the total available free energy from infor-
mation. However they do this by actually reducing the
entropy of the black hole itself thereby increasing the to-
tal free energy. In equilibrium the density of trajectories
for the Ford reverse process are equal and so in the pro-
duction of work from equilibrium using only information
we must

TbSb =
c4

2G

√
G2M4 −GM2Q2 − c2J2

c4M2

The energy that can be extracted through information
becomes zero when

M =

√
Q2

2G
−

√
4c2J2 +Q4

2G

In this case the free energy of the black hole is now max-
imum and the work need not be extracted through some
kind of feedback control, but can be extracted directly.
For example, it is well known energy can be extracted
by a rotating black hole through acceleration by a mass
in its ergo-sphere. This may suggest that extremal black
holes, ones which have large charge or momentum com-
pared to there mass do not decay by emitting radiation
but by producing work [29].
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III. DISCUSSION

Work is produced from information by effectively re-
ducing the relative entropy or Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence between a forward process and the reverse pro-
cess of some transition between equilibrium states with
a feedback protocol during the transition [3]. If a system
has equal probability distributions in phase space for the
forward and reverse processes there will be no work pro-
duced. If the probability distributions are not identical
there will be dissipation in one time direction and work
production in the reverse [4]. Using information and feed-
back control one can modify the relative entropy between
the forward and reverse processes producing work [3, 6].
The observation of work produced in a dissipative system
can be thought of as a projection onto its time reversal
counterpart [6]. We can imagine that the production of
1/2Mc2 amount of work would imply that half of the sys-
tems total energy can be projected onto work while half
of the systems energy can be projected onto dissipation.
This is corroborated by the fact that the total mass en-
ergy Mc2 has contributions equally from the white hole
and black hole solutions. Therefore in an arbitrary mass
M that has a constant entropy there must a mixture of
processes that have a forwards time direction (entropy
production) and a backwards one (entropy reduction).
This mixture must be equally balanced, half and half, to
prevent entropy production or reduction. It is possible
through some adiabatic control mechanism to perturb
these systems to decouple them from one another, such
that we can object half of the total mass energy of the
object.

A simple way to think of the result of 1
2Mc2 is in terms

of matter and antimatter. If we wanted to extract the to-
tal energy from an object we could perform the following
process. first we gather all possible information about
the object. Then using this information we construct an
object made antimatter such that the two will perfectly
annihilate. For every perturbation of the degrees of free-
dom for the normal object we would need an equal and
opposite one. This process would require the input of
mc2 antimatter and would release 2mc2 in energy. if we
consider the total mass to be the combination of mat-
ter and antimatter we can assume M = 2m. Then we
will obtain a net release of 1

2Mc2. It is interesting that in
both cases (black hole and matter-antimatter) we require
half of the the system to be in a time reversed solution.
Additionally, the time reversed object would likely not
just be an antimatter version of the original if the object
is very complex.

We could consider the total mass of the universe. If we
had all the information of the universe we could only be
able to extract 1

2Muc
2 from it. This would imply that in

the universe half of the mass will correspond to a black
hole solution and half to a white whole solution. This
suggest that in the universe there is a type of conserva-
tion. That for any forwards time process there must be
a backwards time process which can annihilate the orig-

inal. we suspect that the relation between such systems
should not be completely obvious. That that any for-
wards time process theoretically has a reverse, but not
that this must exist in the universe in equal quantities.
For example an electron traveling at some velocity has
a time reversed solution which is a positron traveling at
the same velocity in the opposite direction. However, it
is not required that this particle should exist. It may
exist, perhaps it is that we can negate our assumed di-
rection of time to induce it to exist. There are however
positrons in the universe. Many of these positrons are
bound to neutrons in the form of protons. Something
which does not occur for electrons. The universe is pre-
dominantly neutral in charge so there is likely an equal
amount of positrons and electrons, an equal amount of
time reversed and forwards solutions, but the reversed
time solutions have been bound up in another process
and no longer directly annihilate. With information we
could unravel all these strings of complexity. Reducing
every system into its forward and reversed components,
and annihilate them all. They must be arranged to do so
though, resulting in only half the energy being gained.

Perhaps we can generalize that any free energy that ex-
ists in the universe exists through this mechanism. That
is through the coupling of systems who are time duals
to each other. In the natural world we are constantly
taking advantage of sources of free energy: solar radi-
ation, stored chemical energy, thermal energy from the
earths core, etc... If any source of free energy is due to
the coupling of a system with its time reversed dual then
we would expect that time reversed systems are just as
common place in the natural world as their forward time
partners. The process by which energy is stored then
is due to the breaking up of a reversible process into a
forwards and backwards time solution or in other words
a symmetry breaking of time. The process of free en-
ergy production is the recombination of two time dual
processes.

IV. CONCLUSION

We calculated the rate at which a arbitrary mass M
will transition into a black hole. We then showed that the
maximum amount of free energy that can be extracted
from a mass M using only information about that sys-
tem is 1

2Mc2. The quantity is only half of the rest mass
due to the contribution of the white hole solution to the
back hole entropy. We further explained the factor of
1/2 by considering the contributions from systems which
spontaneously reduce and produce entropy. Since the
direction of time is determined by the sign of entropy
production [5] these are essentially forward and reverse
time processes which coupled to produce net zero en-
tropy production. We conjecture that any occurrence of
free energy must be accompanied by the interaction of
time reversal duals.
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