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TIMEREVERSAL AND ENTROPY

Christian M aes’ and K arelN etocny
Instituut voor T heoretische F ysica
K U Leuven, Belgium .

A Dbstract: There isa relation between the irreversbility of them odynam ic pro-—
cesses as expressed by the breaking of tim ereversal sym m etry, and the entropy
production in such processes. W e explain on an elem entary m athem atical level the
relations between entropy production, phase-space contraction and tin ereversal
starting from a determ inistic dynam ics. B oth closed and open system s, In the tran—
sient and In the steady regin e, are considered. The m ain result identi es under
general conditions the statisticalm echanical entropy production as the source term
of tin ereversal breaking in the path space m easure for the evolution of reduced
variables. T his provides a generalalgorithm for com puting the entropy production
and to understand in a uni ed way a num ber of useful (In)equalities. W e also dis—
cuss the M arkov approxin ation. Im portant are a number of old theoretical ideas
for connecting the m icroscopic dynam ics w ith therm odynam ic behavior.

1. Introduction

A n essential characteristic of irreversib e therm odynam ic processes is
that the tin ereversal invariance of the m icroscopic dynam ics is appar—
ently broken. Thism eans that out ofequilborium a particular ssquence
ofm acrostates and its tin e-reversal can have a very di erent plausbil-
ity. This, basically, m ust be the reason for the positivity of transport
coe cients, or, m ore generally, for the positivity of entropy produc-
tion. It has already been argued before in 14,17, 18], m ostly via ex—
am ples, how there is a direct relation between entropy production and
the ratio of probabilities for tin exeversed tra pctories. M ost of this
was however concentrated on nding a unifying fram ework for equal-
ities and nequalities that have recently appeared In nonequilbbrium
statistical m echanics, generalizing, so it is hoped, close to equillbbrium
relations. M ost prom Inent am ong those is the symm etry expressed in
the G allavottiC ohen uctuation theorem , 4, 7]. In the present pa-
per, we tum to m ore fundam ental issues for identifying the statistical
m echanical de nition of entropy production rate and to o er a possi-
bl answer for various Interpretational problem s that have ram ained.
T he em phasis is on the sin plicity ofthe explanation avoiding technical
issues.
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2. Results

N onequilborium statistical m echanics is to a large extent still under
construction. Recently, there have been m ade various proposals for a
de nition of statistical m echanical entropy production going beyond
the close to equillbbriim regin e and through which uctuations in ir-
reversble processes could be studied. In som e cases, the theory of
dynam ical system s has been a source of nspiration and it was argued
that phase space contraction can be identi ed w ith entropy production
w ith nonequilbriim ensembles obtained as lim its of ergodic averages,
se eg. (1, 20]. A somewhat di erent approach started from taking
advantage of the G bbsian structure of the distrbution of spacetim e
histories where entropy production appeared as the source temm for
tin exeversal breaking in the space-tim e action functional. These two
approacheshave In fact m uch in com m on, at least conceming them ath-
em atical analysis, see [[6]. Since then, m any exam ples have passed the
test of verifying that the various algorithm s indeed give rise to the
physical entropy production. T here has however not been a derivation
from rst principles to convince also the stubbom that the algorithm
of [L4, 171 applied to m odels in nonequilbbrium dynam ics to identify
the entropy production, is entirely trustworthy. Them ain resul ofthe
present paper is to give such a derivation: that indeed under very gen—
eral conditions, both for closed system s and for open system s, both In
the transient regin e and in the steady state regin e, the entropy pro-—
duction can be obtained as the source tem of tin ereversal breaking
In the action functional ofthe path space m easure that gives the distri-
bution of the histories (on som e them odynm aic scale) of the system .
T his representation is usefiil because it gives the entropy production
as a function of the tra fctories and it allow s easy m athem aticalm a—
nipulations for taking the average (to prove that it is positive) and
for studying the uctuations (to understand sym m etries under tin e-
reversal) .

This paper is m ore or lss selfcontained with a rst Section 3 in—
troducing the m ain actors. Sections'4 and '§ contain the m ain resulk.
The di erence isthat 4 is entirely about the transient regin e for closed
system s, while Section § deals with open system s and discusses the
steady state regime. Sections § and /7 discuss their consequences i
the M arkov approxin ation. Section § relates the approach to resuls
Inspired by the theory of chaotic dynam ical system s, in particular how
phase space contraction can ply the rok of entropy production. A long
the way, we suggest Interpretations that we think are helpful for start—
Ing nonequilbbrium statisticalm echanics.



3. Set—up

31. Phase space and m icroscopic dynam ics. Let be the phase
soace of a closed isolated m echanical system with x 2 representing
the m icrostates, ie., as described by canonical variables for a classical
system of N particles, x = (;:::;% ;P17:::7;% ). The Ham iltonian
dynam ics speciesthe ow x 7 (&) on underwhith x (@t some
Initial tine t) evolves nto (x) at tine tg + t. The dynam ics is
reversble in the sense that . = ' where the tinereversal on
is the involution that changes the sign ofthemomenta p;. The ow
preserves the phase space volum e (Liouvilke’s theoram ); the Jacobian
determm nant equals uniy, { + X)=dxj= 1 oreach t and the Liouville
m easure dx is tin e-nvariant.
We xatimeinterval and wrte £ . O foourse, £ preserves the
phase space volime and £ = f 1.

32. Reduced variables. The tin e evolution preserves the totalen—
ergy. W e introduce therefore the state space & , the energy shell,
corresoonding to a xed totalenergy E orbetter, som e interval around
it. W edenoteby A jthe phase space volum e ofa region A given by
the profection ofthe Liouvile m easure Into . Since  is thought of
as containing a huge num ber of degrees of freedom , it is reasonable to
divide it further. For com parison w ith experin ental situations, we look
at som e sgoecial set of variables, suitably de ned In each case, which
give a m ore coarsegrained, contracted, or reduced description of the
system , {19, 23, 13]. D epending on the context or on the application,
their precise nature m ay vary. It could be that we Jook at m acroscopic
variabls (X) Inplying a subdivision of by cutting it up in phase
cellsde nedby a< ()< a+ a (wih some tolerance a), or that
wepltup x= (y;z) 2 Into an cbservabl part y and a background
part z. For exam ple, the y m ight refer to the coordinates of the par-
ticles In a subsystem while the background is only m oniored as the
m acrostate of reservoir(s).

At thism om ent, we do not comm it oursslves to one picture but rather
In aginhe som ewhat abstractly amap M : ! ":x 7 M (x) where
" is the reduced phase space, a nite partition of . W hen having in
m Ind m acrostates, this space " would corresoond to the soace of
G bbs. The fact that this partition is assumed nite is not realistic,
i ismore ke R9, but it is convenient for the notation and i is not
essential. W ith som e abuse of notation, the elem ents of " are denoted
by M (standing for all possbl values of M (X)) and of course, every
m icroscopic tragectory = (X;£x;:::;f°X) gives rise to a tra gctory
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=M ®);M (Ex);:::;M (£"x)) In ".Wealoassme for sin plicity
that M iswelldenedvia M = M ,thatisM x = My inplies
M x=M y,forallx;y 2

33. D istributions. P robabilities enter the description because the
exact m icrostate of the system is not acoessble to us. This is so when
preparing the system and also lJater when we cbserve the system . Even
when we know the reduced state, we stillneed to evaluate the plausbil-
ity ofbackground con gurations in order to predict the fuiture develop—
m ent on the level of the reduced states. A natural choice here isto use
them icrocanonicalensam ble. T hat is, we sam ple the reduced variables
according to som e probability distrbution *~ on " and we In pose the
m icrocanonicaldistribution on each phase cellM . If © is a probability
on A, then * x) "M &x))=M x)jisthe probability density on
cbtained from ~ by uniform random ization (m icrocanonical ensemble)
nsdeeach M 2 ~. Tt is uniquely detem ined from the two conditions
¥~ M)="M)and @) " &M)=1=M 3x2M,M 2",
Rem ark: the writing has no meaning in itself except that it is
the notation we use for this probability density.) In words, the proba-—
bility ofa m icrostate x is the probability (under *) of its corresoonding
reduced state M x multiplied with the a priori probability (under the
Liouville m easure) of x given the reduced state M x. So if we take
~= M ) concentrated on the reduced state M 2/\, then *
isthe mitialprobability density corresponding to an experin ent where
the system is started in equilbbrium sub ect to constraints; that is a
uniform (ie., m icrocanonical) distrlbbution ofthe phase points over the
=tM .

Forthe opposite direction, we note that every density on gives rise

to its profction p( ), a probability on ", via
Z
p()M) ™M)= d&x K) M k) M)

and obviously, p (* )= ~.Allthis is very m uch lke what enters in
pro Ection-operator techniques, R31.
Tt now m akes sense to ask for the probabilities on  at tim e t, given
that the system started at tine zero n M ¢ 2 " we always m ean by
this that the m icrostates were uniform ly sam pled out ofM . They are
given by the ratio
. 1 .
Prob[ &) 2 A M ()= M o] %j 3)
0
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M ore generally, when, forallwe know at tim e zero, the statistics ofthe
reduced variables is given in tem s of the probability © on ", then, at
tin e t, the statistics on " is obtained from

e k)

where (* X gives the distribbution at tin e t as solution ofthe Liouville
equation w ith Initial distribution * on

F inally, given an initialprobabiliy ~ on ", we can Jook at the collection
ofallpaths ! = ™M ®);M (fx);:::;M (f"x)); b xed) where, xst,
a reduced state M ¢ is drawn according to ~ and then, with uniform
probability on M ( am icrostate x 2 M o isdrawn (sothatM x) = M o).
W e denote the resulting distrdoution on these paths by P +; it de nes
the path space m easure on tra gctories in A

34. Entropies. There willbe various types of entropies appearing in
w hat follow s, each having their speci ¢ role and m eaning. There is rst
the Shannon entropy S ( ), a functional on probability densities on

Z
S () dx ®)In &) 32)

W e can also de ne the Shannon entropy $ (*) for probability law s on
Athrough
R X
S (7) "M )InTM) 33)
M
T here is secondly the Bolzm ann entropy Sg which is rst de ned on

M 2 A,andthen foreach m icrostate x 2 as

SsM) MM3F Sp&® $pM &) (3 4)

T he dependence on the num ber ofparticlesN is ignored here as it shall
be of no concem. M ost frequently, we have in m Ind here m acroscopic
variabls (such as density and/or velocity pro le(s)) for characterizing
the reduced states. Any two m icrostates on  are a priori equivalent
but if we random Iy pik a m icrostate x from , the chance that its
reduced state M X) equalsM 2 " increases w ith greater B oltzm ann

entropy §B M ). W e can then expect, both for the forward evolution
and for the backward evolution (positive or negative tin es) that the
Bolzm ann entropy should increase. This tin exe ection invarance
of the increase of entropy is an instance of the dynam ic reversibility
and it Interprets the paradoxical words of Bolzm ann when speaking
about the increase of entropy (m nus the H  functional) \that every
point oftheH curve isamaximum ," see {12]. From this, equilborium



6

is understood as the state of m axin al entropy, given the constraints
In tem s of m acroscopic values that de ne the equillbbrium conditions
(such as energy, volum e and num ber of particlks). Upon varying the
constraints, thism axin al B olzm ann entropy w ill behave as the ther-
m odynam ic entropy (de ned operationally). Yet, even out of equilib—
rum the Boltzm ann entropy m akes sense which is essential and needed
even to discuss uctuations around equilbbrium . It then continues to
corresoond to the them odynam ic entropy in the close to equilbbrium
treatm ents of irreversible processes.

T he Bolzm ann entropy thus tells how typical a m acroscopic appear-
ance is from oounting its possible m icroscopic realizations. A lso the
Shannon entropy has its origin In counting (for exam ple In evaluat—
Ing Stirling’s form ula or other com binatorial com putations) and it is
therefore not surprising that there are relations between the two. For
our context, the follow ing identity between Shannon and Boltzm ann

entropies holds:
X

s¢* ) S$™M= ~M)Ss M) 3.5)

M

Thirdly, we w illneed the G bbs entropy Sg (*) which isa functionalon
the statistics * of reduced states:
Sg (*) sup S () (3.6)
p()="
E quivalently,
Sg (*)=S (" ) 3.7)

because we always have p(® ) = ” and a standard com putation
show s that S (* ) S () Prevery density on for which also
p( )= " (G bbsvarationalprinciple). At the same tine, from (3.5),
notethat or*= ™ ),

SsM)=5(" )
Combining thiswith @.%), we dbserve that in case * concentrates on
oneM 2 7, then the Boltzm ann and the G bbs entropies coincide:

$e M )=Sg( M ) 3 8)

which indicates that the G Ibbs entropy is, m athem atically speaking,
an extension of the Bolzm ann entropy since it lifts the de nition of
§B to the Jevel of distrbutions on

Another application of the G bbs variational omula (3.6) concems
the change of entropy under the H am iltonian dynam ics. Thiswas em —
phasized by Jaynes, see eg. [[(]. Suppose the system is initially (@t
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tine ty = 0) prepared w ith density » (ie. m icrocanonically w ith
reduced states sam pled from 7). Then, according to the Liouville equa-
tion, at tin et we obtain the densiy (* X - Butonly the reduced state
ism onitored, ie., its proction p ((* x) = . This is for exam pk
cbtained from the em pirical distribbution of the m acrovariables. From
(3.6) it ollows that S¢ ()  S¢ (%) because, by Liouville’s theorem ,
S (® xr=s" )= &% (). W e callthe di erence

Sg (W) Sg (M) = the G bbs) entropy production

It is alwvays non-negative. From @@.8), ifwe hitially prepare the sys-
tem in som e soeci ¢ reduced state M 4 2 ", then this G bbs) entropy
production equals, In fact, Sg () Sy &) 0;x 2 M. Ifthe st of
reduced variables allow s a hydrodynam ic description in which, repro—
ducbly or amost allx 2 Mo, M ( x) = M, 2 ~, then the expert
m entalist w ill, for allpractical purposes, dentify Y wih M ) and
the G bbs) entropy production isthen given by the change §B ™ )
§B M) = Sg ( +X) Sy (X) In Bolzm ann entropy. In other words,
the G bbs) entropy production then coincides w ith the B oltzm ann-)
entropy production. Yet, from this we see that, under second law
conditions, the inequality Sg () S¢ (°) obtained from the G bbs
variationalprinciple is doing great injustice to the actualdi erence be—
tween Initialand nalBoltzm ann entropies: the value of§B M () willbe
very an all com pared to the equilbbrium entropy nj g j ( §B ™ ) or
M3’ J ) ifM o corresoonds to a preparation in a special nonequilio—
rum state. A s it is often correctly em phasized, the stone-wallcharacter
ofthe second law derives from the great discrepancy in m icroscopic and
m acrosoopic scales as a result of the huge num ber of degrees of free—
dom iIn a them odynam ic system . M oreover, a theoretical advantage
of considering Sg ( +x) Sy (X) is that this is directly de ned on the
phase space and in fact allow s a m icroscopic derivation of the sec-
ond law based on statistical considerations conceming the initial state,
see [, 14] fr recent discussions. Note however that this advantage
also In plies the challenge to relate the Bolzm ann entropy w ith m ore
operational de nitions of entropy as practiced In them odynam ics of
irreversible processes w here entropy production appears as the prod—
ucts of uxes and foroes, as cbtained from entropy balance equations.
Y et, irreversible therm odynam ics is restricted by the assum ption of lo—
calequilbriim whose validity requires system s close to equilbbrium .

F inally, there is the dynam icalentropy Sx that isan inm ediate exten—
sion of the B oltzm ann entropy but de ned on tra fectories: for a given
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trafctory ! = M o;M 1;:::;M ) In A,weput
Sk (1) Ti\L,f Mij 3.9)

counting the m icrostates x 2 forwhich M (£9x) = M 5( !5), =
0;:::;n. In ergodic theory, this dynam ical entropy (3.9) is related to
the K oln ogorov-Sinaientropy via B rein an’stheorem , R2]. In thisway,
the K olm ogorov-Sihaientropy gives the asym ptotics of the num ber of
di erent types of tra fctories as tin e tends to In nity. Note however
that in the physical case we have in m ind, " does not corresoond to
som e kind ofm athem atical coarse graining and there isno way in which

it is assum ed generating nor do we intend to let it shrink "

35. Transient versus steady state regim e. The fam ily ofnonequi-
Ibrium states ismuch m ore rich and varied than what is encountered
In equilbbrium . It isoften nstructive to divide nonequillbbrium phenom —
ena according to their appearance in the transient versus the steady
state regin e. The sin plest exam ple of a transient regin e is when the
total system starts from a nonequilbrium state and is allowed to re—
lax to equilbbrium . Steady state on the other hand refers to a m ain—
tained nonequillbbriim state. For this we need an open system that
is driven away from equilbrium by an environm ent. A 1l of this how—
ever strongly depends on the type of varables that are considered and
over what length and tin e scales. In this paper we take the point of
view that the steady state is a special or lm iting case of the tran—
sient situation. Since the fundam ental dynam ics is H am iltonian for a
closed system , any attem pt to give a m icroscopic de nition of entropy
production must start there. W e can then discuss the lim iting cases
or approxin ations through which we are ablk to de ne also the m ean
entropy production rate In the steady state. In any case, the identi —
cation of the statistical m echanical entropy production as function of
the tra fctory m ust be independent from the regim g, be it transient or
Steady.

4. Entropy production: closed systems

Our main goal in the follow ing two sections is to show how, via
tin exeversal, we can de ne a function on path space which w illbe rec—
ognized as the variable or statisticalm echanical entropy production. Tt
enables us to com pute the tim ederivative of the entropy production,
the entropy production rate. Since this finction is de ned on tra gc-
tories, we can also study is uctuations.

T he situation to have in m ind here is that of the transient regine In a
closed system ; entropy production is the change of entropy.
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Recall B1). W e start by cbserving that for any two reduced states

A

Mo;M, 2 and forevery m icroscopic tragctory  corresoonding to a
sequence of m icrostates starting n M ¢ and ending n M ,,

Prob[(x;fx;:::;f"x)= M ®)= M,]
Prob[(x;fx;:::;fx) = M &®K)= M ,]
S Ma) Ss Mo @)

w here is the tin ereversed m icroscopic tra gctory. T hat isalso
am icrosoopic tra ectory is an expression of dynam ic reversibility. T his
dentity @.1) follow sbecause, given the initial reduced state, the prob—
ability that a speci ¢ m icroscopic tra Ectory is realized only depends
on the probability ofthe nitialm icrostate. But shoe we know to what
reduced state it belongs, that probability is just the exponential of
m inus the B oltzm ann entropy.

W hik the previous relation indicates that tin ereversal transform a-
tions are able to pick up the entropy production, we cannot in practice
sam ple m icroscopic tra ectories. In order to lift these relations to the
level of tra ctories on A, we should also relax the condition that we
start n a xed reduced state; if we only know the reduced state the
dynam ics started from , we w illnot know in what speci ¢ reduced state
we land after tin e t. For this additional uncertainty, there isa snall
price to be paid.

Let ! = M ;M 1;:::;M ) be a possbl trafctory on ", s time-
reversalis ! = (M ,;:::; My). Let * and » be two probabilities
on ~. W e ask for the ratio of probabilities that the actual tra ctory
coincideswith ! andwih ! , conditioned on starting the m icroscopic

tra pctory sam pld from * and from * resoectively:
Prob. fmafctory = '] _ “Mo) M) w2)
Prob. fmfctory = ! ] ~M™,) Mo]

M ore precisely, this wants to say that the correspponding path space
m easures have a density w ith resoect to each other, given by

P~y M) ML
. MM Mo)

43)

To prove this, it su ces to see that, on the one hand

~M o)j n
Mo”0

~ (L f M) = £ M 55
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and, on the other hand, for the denom inator in the left-hand side of
ED-Ed,

j\g'l:of ’ My, 3J= j\g}:ofJMn 5J= j\rjlzofj "M, 37
where we rstused f ! = f and then the stationarity of the Li-
ouville m easure under f. Hence, the factor j\L_ £ M ;jwill cancel
when taking the ratio as In (4 2)—{4.3); this expresses the tin ereversal
Invariance of the dynam icalentropy, Sx (! ) = S ( ! ), which excludes
it as candidate for entropy production.

The m ost interesting case is obtalned by taking ~ = "~ fort= n
in @2) or 43). Remember that . = p((* ).) is the proiction
on the reduced states of the m easure at tin e t when started from the
constrained equilbriim * . W e then get as a direct consequence of
@3):

P roposition 4.1. For every prokability ~ on ,

dpP -
h?(!)Z Be (x) Sp &I+ [ MM (x)+ h"™M x)]

44)

forallttagctordes ! = M &);M (fx);:::;M (f"x)) In A,x2 , =
n

The right-hand side of @.4) contains two contrbutions. The st
di erence ofB oltzm ann entropies has already appeared (@lone) n @ .1)
when the com parison was m ade between probabilities for m icroscopic
trafectories. The second contribution to é.4) can thus be viewed as
orighhating from the Ytochasticity’ of the reduced dynam ics. Note in
particular that even when » is concentrated on some M 2 ", then
"¢ is still an eared out over various possible reduced states. Yet, this
second contribution can be expected to be very an all under sscond
law conditions. Afterall, if "M )= M M (x)),then "M x) = 1.
And ifM (f"x) is Jarge in the sense that Yypically’ almost all z 2

get mto M (f"x) after a su cient tine t = n , then, we expect,
M(x)\ M &KI' M x)jso that by @:-]E)r alo *cM (x)) " 1
and hence only the rst Boltzm ann contribution survives. O f course,
for an aller systam s, there is hardly a notion of what is typicalbut we
can see what to expect in general.

Let E » stand for the expectation wih respect to the path space
measure P ..

P roposition 4.2. Denote (4.4) by
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Then,
E~pR]=1 4 .5)
In particular, its expectation equals the (G dos) entropy production:
E~R%]=Sg (") Sc(®) O 4 .6)
P roof. The identity (4.5) is the nom alization

I Sl |
~ L 5. 1=
The relation @.6) Pllows from @.5) and the de nition B.6)-B.% of
G bbs entropy from ingoecting the expectation of the right-hand side
of 44). The nonnegativity of the (G bbs) entropy production was
already explained under Section 3.4 but it can also be obtained from
applying the Jensen (convexity) iequality to @.5). O

R em ark 1: T heabove calculationshave relied heavily on the structure
~ of the distrbutions. W e will see in Section '§ what happens in
the case where the distrbution has the fom where will refer
to the distribbution of a subsystem and the takes into account the
m acrostate of the envirom ent that fiirther constraints the evolution.
Rem ark 2: One may wonder about the physical signi cance of the
tems [ h "M ( X))+ h" M x)] appearing n @.4). There is no
general answer: they have a priori nothing to do w ith entropy produc—
tion but their addition can becom e physically signi cant to the sam e
extent that ~ and "¢ are physically m otivated. N evertheless we con—
tinue to call the right-hand side of

[ M)+ A o)]+ Bs (n) S (o)1= RE()

the total variable (or statistical m echanical) entropy production R%.
Tt coincides w ith the ®olzm ann-) entropy production under sscond
law conditions and its expectation is the G bbs) entropy production.
Even though R% doesnot quite concide w ith the change ofB oltzm ann
entropy, it has a useful structure (@s ratio of two probabilities) m aking
the studies of its uctuations much easier, see rexamplk @.5). The
am azing point isthat whileP ~ (! ) and P », ( !) both depend on the
entirepath ! = (1g;!1;:::;!,), their ratio is a state function, only
depending on the nitialand nalstates !g and !,. Wewilluse it
throughout the ollow Ing.
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5. Entropy production: open systems

A s a general ram ark, in the sst-up of the present paper, nonequili—
rum steady states correspond in reality to a transient regin e for the
whole system over tin escales short enough for the m acrostates of the
reservoirs not to have changed appreciably whilke long enough for the
Intemal subsystan to have reached a stationary condition. W e start
however again from the Ham iltonian dynam ics of the total system .

W e consider the situation where the com plete system consists ofone
an aller and one larger subsystem . T he Jatter represents an environm ent
to which the an aller subsystem is coupled and it can have the form of
one or m ore them al reservoirs, for nstance. For short, the sn aller
subsystem w ill sin ply be called systam . The totalphase space is =

0 !, where the superscripts 0 and 1 stand for the system and for
the environm ent, respectively. The dynam ics of the total system is
H am iltonian and we use the sam e notation as introduced in Section '3;
nam ely £ isthediscretized ow and thetimetreversal on isassumed

to have the om = ©° ! we will soon forget these superscripts) .
T he reducad picture is given by the partition "of ,with the product
structure "= 7% 7!, One choice could be taking "% =  ° in case

the system has only a f&w m icroscopic degrees of freedom , and the
ekments of ! corresoonding to xed values of the energies of the
individual reservoirs. P reparing the system in the initial state ~° and,
independently, preparing the environm ent in *!, we construct the initial
distrbution on , from which the m icrostates are samplkd, as (*°
~1y . Atthism om ent them icroscopic dynam ics, conserving the total
energy, takes over and the system gets coupled w ith the environm ent.
W e then get, asused in the previous section and as de ned iIn Section
33, a path spacemeasure P ~0 ~ for the tractories.

It is convenient to rephrase the above construction in the follow ing,
m ore form al, way to m ake a connection w ith the scenario of the previ-
ous section. W e Introduce yet another coarsegraining in which only the
system is observed, while the m acrostate ofthe environm ent is ignored.
Ttisde nedviathemapp: 7 ~°whih assinstoevery M ;E) 2
its rst coordinate M 2 “°. That means that we actually dealw ith
tw O successive partitions: “isa partition of the orighalphase space
(Ihvolring both system and environm ent) and  is taken as a further
partition of ". canbe denti ed with "° Involving only the systam ’s
degrees of freedom . The elem entsof arew ritten asM and those of A
as M ;E).Toevery (y;z)2 = ° ! we thus associate an elem ent
My2 andanelement M y;Ez) 2
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On we put the distribution ~0 which stands for the initial sta—
tistics of the an all subsystem . On " we put the distrdoution ~ for
which we only ask that “M ;E) = ~M )~ E) thus representing the
preparation of the environm ent. The rst and crucial cbservation we
m ake is that

(G = ~ ) Gd)

T he right-hand side is de ned as the generalization of the random iza—
tion we introduced in Section 3.3: given a distrbution on and a
distribution on we kt

(viz)

™ y)

Takehere = ~ ,then (y;z)= "M y;Ez)=M yjEzjand M y)=
“M y). Therefore,

(yiz) ™ vy)

MM y)E 2)
M yIE z]

* ) viz) =

which proves the dentity (.1).

T he representation (5.11) enablesusto consider the initialdistribution
as constructed directly from the by random izing it w ith the a priori
distrdoution ” which is not tin e-invariant under the dynam ics and
depends on the initial state of the environm ent, cf. the rst rem ark at
the end of Section 4. The probability ofa trafectory ! = (!g;:::5!,)
in , ie. ofthe system , m ay then be evaluated as follow s:

(o)

*(Yo)

P () (0 (0 DAL Ity = ) ONLE Ly

= — P (M)

©2)

where P ~ (I') is the probability of the trapctory T on " started from

Po()  (c )N Iy

and we sum in 6J) over all trafctories on ~ (ie., for environm ent
and system together) that coincide in their rst coordinate with the
given trapctory ! . Sin ilarly, for the tin ereversed tra gctory ! wih
the systam s initial distribution we have the probability (the initial
m icrostates sam pled from the distrdoution @ ) = (®



(1) X
P o a1 )y = P . (M
(h= o ()
p(t)= 1!

! X AUNY AR
ey SRS S
('n) ('0) j’\nj

p(t)=!

©3)

where we used a version of (@.3). Asalvays, we want to take the ratio
of 62) and (5.3). W e write this out in the m ost explicit form :

P oo~ () AOM )
= —r'() 54)
Pro o~ (1) ™ 5)
where
P Al N
En) MoiE . .

g SRR M 0m0 045
n \- =

Boyum, £ A LM oiEo)isii M niEL)]

foratragctory ! = 0s:::;M ) ofthe system and the sum s are over
trafctories E;:::;E L) of the environm ent.
The dentity $.4) is still exact and general. To proceed, we choose

rst to bem ore speci ¢ about the nature of the environm ent. A sexam —
Pk, we suppose that the environm ent consists of m heat baths which
are taken very large and which are prepared at inverse tem peratures

17tit; mw. Thismeans that "' and ~! are solit further asm HW
products and that the tra fctories ofthe environm ent are obtained from
the successive values of the energies Ef at tines i in allheat baths,
k= 1;:::;m . W e also suppose that these reservoirs are spatially ssp—
arated, each being in direct contact only with the system . Through
these system -heat bath Interfaces a heat current will ow changing the
energy contents of each reservoir. It im plies that even though the Ini-
tialenergiesE  are sam pled from *!' giving inverse tem peratures  to
each ofthe heat baths, a priori it need not be that the nalenergiesE r}f
can be considered as sam pled corresponding to the sam e tem peratures.
At thism om ent we need a steady state assum ption for the reservoirs:
that they m aintain the sam e tem perature during the evolution, orm ore
precisely,
A 1: Thepath spacem easureP ~ gives fiillm easure to those tra ctories
forwhich

p_
£ E§I o V)

of the order of kess than the square root of the size of the volime V of
the environm ent.
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For sin plicity, we have used here o(pV) as a safe estimate. One
could assum em uch less: the energy di erences £ F  E § jwillbe of the
order of the product of the surface area @y through which heat will

ow between thek th heatbath and the system , and the heat current
(ie. the ow ofenergy per uni area and per unit tin e) and the tine
t=n .One can recognize this from the calculations in Appendix B .
W e need this assumption A1 to get rid of the ratio " E,)="' E,)
in G4). Under Al, this ratio is essentially equal to one, when the
initial dispersion of the energy valies under ' is much larger than
the changes of energy. For sim plicity (out w ithout loss of generality)
we can suppose that r each heat bath of spatial size V, *! gives the
unifom distrbution over an nterval EX ";EX + "] where we take
Ef= 0 (V) and "= o( ). This is jist the sin plest representation for
an jnitjaldjstigjgutjon that ispeaked at energy value E w ith deviations
oforder "=V say. W ithin such an interval, the tem peratures 1=
are essentially constant if the size ofthe Interval is Jarge com pared w ith
the possbl changes of the energy due to the ows from the system .
These statem ents become sharp n the Imt V ! 1 but for nie
reservoirs this steady state assum ption can be expected reall;eg over
tinest twitht = V) growihgwith V lssthan as V. As
conclusion, we set "' €,)=""E,)= 11 $4).

For notation, we denote by

N MnJ
Sp M ,) SS(MO):JH:MOJ.

(Spe)

the change of Boltzm ann entropy of the system . Usually, at least in
close to equilbrium treatm ents, this change is divided into two parts:
one corregoonding to the entropy production properly speaking and one
tem corresponding to the entropy current through the surface of the
system ; one refers to it as an entropy balance equation, see A ppendix
D fora short discussion. T he Jatter, the entropy current, is regponsble
for the change of entropy In the reservoirs, here

Eaj_ ¥
FoJ

n BrEr) SEENHI (5.6)

k=1

the sum of changes ofthe B oltzm ann entropy In each bath. The sum of
55) and (5.6) is the total change of entropy (w here total refers to the
closed systam consisting ofthe (sn aller) systam and all the reservoirs)
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and thus equals the entropy production. W e w rite it as

Ss (1) SpMa) SsMo) (5.7)
P Pm Lk k Sk k
S k=182 En) Se Eollp ([M g;Eq);ii:; M aiEnR)]
:|1’1 O7eser/lin P
go;umy, £~ M oiEo)izii; M niEL)]
Asin {@4), i isnaturalto take *® = Y p( * ) In G4)

which corresponds to the profction attinet= n on the system , and
we obtaln a rst

A nalogue of P roposition 4 .1;:

P ()
PAE A (1)

= S+ [ W)+ 1 ()] 58)

W e can still do better by reconsidering (5.7), in particular the ex—
pectation over the path-space m easure of the exponential change of
Bolzm ann entropies in the heat baths. These changes are caused by
the heat dissipated in each ofthe reservoirs and it therefore corresoonds
to the entropy current. Since this is the energy current divided by the
tam perature ofthe reservoir, it should be possible to express it directly
In temm s of the m icroscopic tra pctory over the surface ssparating the
heat bath from the system . The basic question is now in what sense
the tra gctory ! ofthe system determm ines the trafctory " ofthe total
system . In the context of H am iltonian dynam ics it is not hard to see
that (@gain, provided that the reservoirs are coupled to di erent parts
ofthe system ) the tra ctory © isuniguely detem ined by itsproction
onto the system, !, and by the initial energies of the reservoirs, Egj
W e form ulate this in the form of another assum ption:

A 2: Let ® and " be two trafctories of the total system such that
p(™) = p(™% = !, Then, Pr typical trapctories cbtained as succes-
sive reduced states from the H am iltonian dynam ics, the energy changes
EF E¥ dependonlyon !.

T his should be understood in the sense of all allowed traEctories,
typical here referring to the path-space m easure P ~. T his assum ption
is too strong. The problem is that we also consider reduced states on
the kevel of the system iself and that the ! isnot the continuous tin e
m icroscopic tra gctory of the system . It would for exam ple have been
bettertouse a nertin escale forthe evolution ofthe reduced states of
the systam (com pared w ith that of the reservoirs). O ne could rem edy
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that but we prefer to stick to A 2 for sin plicity, see Appendix B.
Assuming A2, we already know that E * EFX E¥ only depends
on! : E*= E ¥(!). So, the change of Boltzm ann entropy in each
reservoir, $5 €F) SEEF) = SE®E+ E X(1)) S$¥EY), depends
on ! and E §. In order to get rid of the dependence on the initial state
of the reservoirs, we must again use the distrbution ! and that the
reservoirs are large. A fter all, them odynam ic behavior in plies that
theEX= 0 (v) and $¥ €¥) = 0 (v ), all of the order of the volum e V
ofthe reservoirs, while , @$X E¥)=RE¥ iskept xed. This isagain
our steady state assum ption A 1 for the environm ent; the reservoirs are
heat baths at a xed tam perature. T he change of Boltzm ann entropy
In each of the reservoirs is then

A A 1
Sk EF) SEEE) = kEkan>@$>

for all trafctordes of the system ! and essentially all niial energies
Ef2 @ ™E*+"™) @ ostoftrafctories started inside the intervalw ill
not leave i). This In plies that the total change of entropy appearing
in G and n (5.8) is, .n good approxin ation,
X
Se(1)=S5 (1h) S (o) + B S (5.9)
k
W hat we have gained with respect to (5.7)—(5.8) is that this variablke
entropy production only depends on ! through the initial tem pera—
tures of the reservoirs.
W e denote
RUF() o) (5.10)
" ) dP /\E Al )
W e conclude wih the nal result obtained under the assum ptions
above:

A nalogue of P roposition 4.1:
X
Al A
Ro,“() =382 (1) S92 (to)+ FESMO A DN+ ()]

(641)

There are two bigm odi cations w ith respect to @.4) for closed sys-
tem s. First, it is inportant to rem ember that the E * (1) mn 1)
are In general not di erences of the orm E X (!,) E¥ (!,) but they
represent the heat ow depending on the complkte path !. So the
right-hand side of ¢.11) is not a di erence. Secondly, here i is very
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we]lpossip]e to take *? = ~0 at least for snall enough tines t (com -
pared to ?) what refers to the full steady state. In other words, we
can study the stationary regin e w here the distribution *° ofthe system

is tin e-invarant.

Rem ark 1: The sam e construction applies of course also when the
system is coupled to only one reservoir or to various reservoirs at the
same temperature . Wetake ' ©= 0= o that the system is

described via itsm icroscopic statesy. T he tra pctory ! gives sucoessive
m icroscopic states ! = (o7 :::;vn) and the rsttwo tem son the right-
hand side of &.11) arg,identically zero. By energy conservation, the
totalchange ofenergy , Ef E§)= E i the reservoirs is always

oftheform E =H (yo) H .),thedi erence ofthe nitialand nal
energies of the system . Therefore, in (5.9),

Sg(!)= H ) H W)l
It is interesting to see that then, when taking * (v) = ~) (y) expl H )]

a G bbs m easure at inverse tem perature , the expression (5.11) be-
com €S zero.
R em ark 2: The sam e construction applies also to other scenario’s (In—
stead of via heat reservoirs) but it needs som e change in notation. A s
an exam ple of another physicalm echanisn we can consider the system
coupled to a heat bath at constant tem perature ! where som e param —
eters (eg. nteraction coe cients) in the interaction ofthe com ponents
of the system are changed. Thism eans that the e ective H am iltonian
H() HC(CC()y); 2 D;t]; ofthe system is tin edependent wih -
nalvaluieH: () H ( (©);y) and hiialvaluieH;y) H ( ©O);y). To
changetheparameter from () to () someheatmust ow from the
bath into the system so that the change of entropy of the bath equals
Sg = Hen) HiGp) WilwhereW . isthe work done over the
tin e D;t]. Ifwe assum e that the nitialdistroution *° = exp[ H;FEZ;
and the naldistrbution ! = exp[ H:FZ: are descrbing equilb—
rium with respect to the Ham iltonians H; and H ¢ respectively, then
E:11) becom es

RL,5(1)= We(l) F (5.12)

where F !InZ¢ In7Z,]isthechange of (equilbbrium ) He holz
free energy.

This and the previous rem ark also Indicate that the physical signi —
cance ofthetems W *Y(!,)+ I ~° () n §.11) depends on what
can physically be assum ed or said about ~° and *?. This can be dif-
ferent from case to case. Yet here again, as already said in Rem ark 2

of the previous section, while these tem s have a priori nothing to do
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w ith entropy production, adding them gives rise to a m ore convenient
fom , both forthe properties of the average (m ean entropy production)
and forthe uctuations of the entropy production.

The m ean entropy production rate in the steady state where *? =
0 is tim e-nvariant is obtained from taking the average of 6.11)
wih respect to P ~0 1. Let E stand for the expectation we do not
indicate the dependence on ~'). As is the case for our exampl, we
suppose for sin plicity for the rest of this section that "t = ~ . We
have then the
Steady state analogue of P roposition 4 2: The entropy produc-
tion Sy of 6.9) satis es

|
E prir]-g p ¢ 2o (513)

(!o)
for all com plex numbers z. In particular, its expectation equals the
m ean entropy current = m ean entropy production =
X
E [Spl= xkE [E "] 0 (514)
k

The relation (5.13) expresses a symm etry in the uctuationsof S 5 .
M odulo som e technicalities that am ount to estin ating space-tin e bound—
ary tem s, as explained In 1§, 18], i reproduces aln ost inm ediately
the G allavott+€ ohen symm etry, {1]. W hile i is the theory of sn ooth
dynam ical system s that has guided us to it, in our analysis, nothing
has rem ained of a chaoticity hypothesis.
The relation (5.14) states the positivity of the m ean entropy produc—
tion. From isproof (pelow ) we can understand under what (honequi-
Ibrium ) conditions, it is In fact strictly positive.

T he basic identity that drives uctuation-sym m etry relations is

E =8 M=  * 2RO (1] (5.15)

for every function ofthe tra gctory ofthe system and w ith

R (1) h&(!)
dP

This dentity $.15) ollows from the very de nition of R as the log-
arithm ic ratio of two probabilities from which alsoR (!)= R (!).
The equation §.13) Pllows sinply by taking or = $15), (1) =
[ (to)= ( 1a)F: -

Befre we give the proofof 6.14), we give the version for the transient
regin e of the system (steady state for the reservoirs):
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T ransient regin e analogue of P roposition 4 2: Recall the nota—
tion (6.10). Then,
Al

Ew v 20 ]=1 5.16)

Tts expectation equals
X

E o RoLM= S () Sg () + kB ~[E*] 0 (517
k
The relation $.16) orthe example $.12) gives the irreversible work
- free energy relation of Jarzynski, Q1.
Now to the proofs of 5.14)-G.I7) . Asbefore in @.5), G.16) just ex-
presses a nom alization of the probability m easure P ~ 1 . The
equality in .17) Pllows as .n (4.6) from taking the expectation of
(5.11). From the Jensen inequality applied to (.16), we obtain the
inequality n 6.17%) . The relation (.14) now fllow s from applying sta—
tionarity "= "~ = .
W e thus see that the positivity in ($.14) and in G.17) follow s from con-
vexity. By the sam e argum ent, the strict positivity w ill express that
the two path spacemeasuresP ~0 1 and P ~0 ~  are really di erent,
ie., applying tin exeversalreally hasan e ect. (In f16]this isexpressed
via the relative entropy between these two path space m easures.)
R em ark 3: Note that the above uctuation identities $.13), 6I5)
and (5.16) do not depend on Assumption A2. W e can repeat them
directly starting from (5.§).

6. M arkov approximation

T he stochastic processes of the previous sections give the statistics of
tra pctordes for reduced states induced by the Ham iltonian dynam ics.
T he stochasticity does not represent m icroscopic or intrinsic random —
ness, whatever that m eans, and is not an easy substitute for chaoticity.
In the present section we m ake an approxin ation for this stochastic
evolution that does go in the direction ofassum ing som e chaoticity but
again on the level of reduced states.

61. C losed system s. W e refer here to Section 4. Look at the tim e~
evolved m easure (® ). starting from * at tine zero: fort=n ,

- &)= " (£ "x)

Rem ember that we have used before is propction *: on ", Observe
now that, quite generally, (© k€ "¢ . That is: the phase space
distrdoution does not ram ain m icrocanonical; when two pomnts x;y 2

2all nto the same reduced state M x = M y), i need not be that
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* r&x)= (* ) v) . Thisisan nstance of so called m em ory-e ects;
the process P ~ does certainly not correspond to a M arkov process on

W e can cbtain a M arkovian approxim ation by forcing uniform ization
at each step In the evolution. W e then de ne the discrete tin e M arkov
approxin ation via the updating

~n = P((*n 1 ) )in= 1;2;::: (61)
orm ore explicitly, from (3.1),

X F M \M %
_ - ot M AH
~M )= - n 1™ ") :M Oj
M Y2
corresponding to the M arkov chain on " with transition probabilities
pM %M )= F ™M \ M %M % Naturally i satis es the detailed bal-
ance condition

MM M= Mp(MG M) 62)
or
PM MO SO S 63)
p(M% M)

It is an approxin ation in the sense that the evolution de ned by 6.1)
corresoonds to a repeated random ization of the true’ evolution. W e
expect i to be a good approxination in so far that ¥ \ £M %7
M M %&j 3. That isto say, or Jlarge enough fr the averaging over
the reduced state to be valid. That is a m ixing condition but for
the evolution over the reduced states (as for G bbs’ inkdrop), see [2]
for sin ilar rem arks. It also inplies relaxation to equilbbrium . Usu—
ally however this is com bined w ith other lm iting procedures through
which the reduced varables (or their uctuations) get an autonom ous
(stochastic) evolution. M ost In portant in all this however ram ains the
Yroper choice’ of reduced states (or, them odynam ic variables).

W enow have aM arkov chain X ) on " w ith transition probabilities
pM™ ;M ° and

Prob.Kp=Mpu;:::;Xg=Mgl= ~Mo)pMo;Mq) i pM, 1M )

is the probability ofa trafctory ! = M o;M 1;:::;M ) 2 ™! when
theM arkov chain was started from the probability m easure ~. W e have
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nstead of @J):
Prob.X,=M_p;:::;X9=My)
Prob. X,= Mg;:::;X0= M,)
~M o) X PM ;M x+1)

n 6.4
~Mn)exp[ P(Myy1s Mk)] ©4

k=10
U pon substituting (64), the exponentialin (6.4) equals M , ¥ (Jjand,
perhaps surprisingly, the dentity @ 2)-@.3) isuna ected in theM arkov
approxin ation:
Prob. X, =Mpj:::;Xo=Mo)  ~Mo)MuJ
Prob. (K,= Mg;ii;Xo= My) ~Mpy) MoJ
Furthem ore, take now ~ = ~, of (.1) and let us denote as in P ropo-
sition 4 2,

Syl

6.5)

Prob.X,=M_p;:::;X9= My)

RZ (1)
Prob. ®,= Mg;:::;Xg= My)

Tts expectation, as n (@.6), under the now M arkovian path space m ea-

sureP . is
X

E.RI]= P.(MRI()=8S(F) S(ai) O (6.6)

12 n+1

the di erence of relative entropies w ith respect to the stationary (re—
versible) probability m ggsure ~M ) M Fj J the rlative entropy is
de ned from S (~F) vy ~M)Ih~M )=~M™ ). The dentities (6.6)
and 4.6) are consistent since the G Ibobs entropy can be w ritten in tem s
of this relative entropy asSg (~) = njj S (~F).

62. Open system s. W e refer here to Section §. In the sam e spirit
as above, we get the M arkov approxin ation for open systam s by ol
low ing the procedure of Section §. W e now get M arkov processes w ith
transition probabilities

QM ;M ) =Py ~ 0 ;MO
wherewe have understood ~° = M ). W ew illagain suppose forthe
envirom ent that *! = ~!'. These transition probabilities then satisfy,
from  6.13),
qM ;M °)
a(M% M)
The m easures ~ of above now oorresoond to the distribution of the

Intemal degrees of freedom  (the open systam ). The In portant change
is that detailed balance m ay be violated from the action of reservoirs

=exp Sz M ;M° 6.7)
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m alntained at di erent but xed tem peratures or chem ical potentials.
We can for examplke substitute $9) i (6.7) to retain only a bocal
detailed balance condition, that is
M 0 “ “ X
%=@@B§MO) 8§90 )+ k < E 01 ;M 9]

D epending on the transition M ! M 9 in particular, where this tran—
sition ofthe state ofthe system is localized, various temm s in the expo—
nential can becom e zero or non-zero, see also (6.14) below .
W hile the form al structure of the M arkov approxin ation for open sys—
tem s runs exactly sin ilar to what we did for closed system s, cf. 6.0),
we ram ark that itsvalidity now requiresm ore than what wasm entioned
ollow ng §.3). In fact, a com peting requirem ent enters ifwe wish to
m aintain assum ption A 2 of the previous section. A ssum ption A2 will
bemore reliabl In so farasthe (ie., the tin e steps In the tra gctory
of reduced states) is am aller whil the m ixing condition on the level of
reduced states that jisti es the M arkov approxin ation requires large
enough . Again, as mentioned follow ing assum ption A 2, this m oti-
vates using di erent tim e scales for the evolution of the reduced states
In systam and envirom ent.

W enow haveaM arkov chain (X ) on ~° w ith transition probabilities
aqM™ ;M O)l and

Prob. Ky =Mp;:::;Xg=Mol= ~Mo)gMo;M 1) :i:dM, ;M)

is the probability of a tragctory ! = M o;M q1;:::;M ) when the
M arkov chaln was started from the probability m easure ~, we have
instead of @J):
Prob.X,=M_p;:::;X9= My)
Prob. X, = Mg;:::;Xg= M,)
1
~M g) X aqM ;M x4 1)

n 6.8
N(Mn)exp[k a( Mysqs Mk)] €5

=0

A sm otivated in Section [3, its logarithm w ill continue to interest us as
variable entropy production.

From (68), we see that the variablk entropy production isnow given
by:

X n aM M xe1)

6.9)
a( Myy1; My)
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Furthem ore, for open system s, the relation (6.6) gets replaced w ith
E.RI]= (610)

Xx1lx .MO
S (v) S()+ ~k(M>q<M;M°>an(M—;) 0
a(M?% M)
k=0M M O

and there is In general no way to write this as a change In wlative
entropies S (~3) S (4 F). In other words, In general, there is no
roke for the tin ederivative of the relative Shannon entropy as total
entropy production. W hen ~= ~, is stationary for the M arkov chaln,
the right-hand side of the equality in (6.10) gives us the m ean entropy
production rate as
X g O qM ;M 0)
) ™ )gM ;M )]nq(MO; M) (641)
MM 02

which (up to the Inclusion of the tim etreversal Involution ) is the
standard expression for an e ective M arkovian dynam ics m odeling a
nonequilbbrium steady state, sseeg. R1,§]. N ote that if ~ is stationary
under updating w ith transition probabilities gM ;M %), then ~ is sta—
tionary under updating w ith the transition probabilities qM ;M °)
g(MY% M)~(M%=~( M) for the tin ereversed process. It is then
easy to see that the mean entropy production rate is positive and
equal for both stationary processes. O r, the m ean entropy production
is tim ereversal invarant. This agaln is ultin ately a consequence of
the dynam ic reversibility of the m icroscopic dynam ics and it yields in—
teresting by-products (Ike O nsager reciprocities) as discussed in {13].
For the pathw ise expression of the entropy production rate, we look
back at (6.9). T he entropy production per tin e-step is

X! i !
)y = 1 qllxilxs 1) 612)
no_, 90 heni i)
Noteagain that § (!)= s (!') and that, when ~ is stationary,
1 ~(
R%(!)=n= — T LU D)

N(!n)

Thiskadsagan asin 6.13) and n (.15) aln ost directly to a G allavotti-
Cohen symm etry, {1,16].
For a continuous timne M arkov chain X ) on a nie sst with tran-

sition rates kM ;M 9, sin ilarly, the entropy production rate in the
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1 X 0 0 o kMM M)
() EM;MOILK(M,M ) ) kM) OV
©.13)

W ehave sst = identiy for sim plicity.) Let us take
KM M %)= koM M O MO

where kq is the rate for a detailed balance evolution with unique re—
versbl measure . W e assume that there is a unigue stationary
measure «» wih " measuring the distance from equillbbrium :
.M O 0
P L ) 614)
kM %M ) o™ )
Here *M;M%=  *=M%M)=[ M;M9 ™ %M )E2 origi-
nates n som e driving. W e did not indicate it but the k M ;M % and
therefore the functional i (6.13) depend now on ". One can then
check that () ism inim alfora probability m easure ? which coincides
wih »to rtorderin " (m ininum entropy production principle). A
special case of this calculation can be found in [§]. W e give the general
statem ent and argum ent In A ppendix C.
W e next apply the above scham e for a M arkov approxin ation for
closed system s to a di usion process that appeared in the O nsager-
M achlup paper, 19].

7. Application: G aussian fluctuations

A s we have argued before, the entropy production appears as the
source temm  of tin ereversal breaking In the logarithm of the prob—
ability for a preassigned succession of themm odynam ic states. Such
calculations were already done to study the uctuations in irreversible
processes In the work of O nsager and M achlup in 1953, f19]. O ur pre-
vious section is som e extension of this, aswe willnow indicate.

W e only redo the very sin plest case of 9], their Section 4 fora singlke
them odynam ic variable obeying the equation (in their notation)

R_+s = (7.1)

W e do not explain here the origin of this equation exospt form ention—
Ing that R relates the them odynam ic force to the ux _ (assum ption
of linearity). The constant s nds its origin in an expansion of the
them odynam ic entropy finction S+ ( )= St (0) s 2=2 around equi-
Ibrium . Forevery ;Srt ( ) istheequilbriuim entropy when the system

is constrained to thism acroscopic value and can be identi ed w ith the
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Bolzm ann entropy §B () (up to the them odynam ic lim it) which is
also de ned outside equilbbrium . From the expansion of the entropy,
the them odynam ic force dS+=d depends linearly on the variable
Gaussian uctuations). The right-hand side of (7.0) is purely ran-
dom (White noise) V%)Ith variance 2R . In thisway the oscillator process
d = sR dt+ 2=RdwW ¢ wWith W . a standard W iener process, is
cbtained for the variabl
The work in [19] is then to calculate the probability of any path.
T hese are the tra pctories we had before. W ith the current m ethods of
stochastic calculis, this isnot so di cul.
W eproceed w ith (7.3). U sing the path-integral form alisn we can w rite
the brobability’ ofany path ! = ( ( ); 2 [D;t]) wih respect to the
at path space heasure’ d! = d ( )]I:

Prob. (1)’ ~( O)e *®)

for som e Iniial distrbution ~ and w ith action finctional
2
A() - R(U)+  ()H¥d (72)
4
for s=R . There isno problam to m ake m athem atical sense of this;
for exam ple the crossproduct

is really a Stratonovich integraland the exponent of the square _? can
be combined w ith the at path space m easure to de ne the Brownian
reference m easure. M ore to the point here is that the Integrand in the

action fiinctionalA can be rew ritten as

2
S d
R 2()+=— ?()+— (s ?
~ () = () d( ()
The last term is m nus twice the varable entropy production rate
St (). It is the only tetm In the integrand that is odd under tin e-

reversal. So ifwe take the ratio asin @ .4) but herewih = identity,
we get, rigorously,

n

M)=B:(®) S:(ONI+ [ In~( ©)+ Ih~( 0))]
(7.3)

~t

o that, Just as .n @ 4), ndeed the change in them odynam ic entropy
is obtalned from the source temm In the action functional that breaks
the tin ereversal invariance.

Onsager and M achlup use the expression (7 4) forthe action functional
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to derive a variational principle that extends the so called Raykigh
P rinciple of Least D issppation. The idea is to take t very an all and
to seek the (b) which willm axin ize the probability Prob[ (€£)j (0)].
O r, what isthem ost probable value of the ux _ when you start from

(0)? This then determ ines the m ost probabl path. Thism eans that
we should m axin ize

R ° _
4 4R 2
over allpossble _, or that we should take

St (1) = max.

where () R _2%=2 is the so called dissipation fiinction. In other
words, the maxinum (over the ux) of the di erence of the entropy
production rate and the dissipation finction determ inesthem ost prob—
abk path given an initial value for the them odynam ic variable. W e
m ention this here not only because it is a central topic in the O nsager-
M achlup paper but because this Raylkigh principle is often confiised
w ith them Ininum entropy production principle that we had at the end
of Section i§. Tn fact, the Raylkigh principl is m ore lke a m axin um
entropy production principle (sin ilarto the G bbsvarationalprinciple
In equilbbrium statistical m echanics) enabling the ssarch for the typ-—
ical histories. O f course, its solution is just 7.1) or = 0, ie., the
determ inistic evolution for the thermm odynam ic variabk, cf. [I1]. The
m Inin um entropy production principle on the other hand, attem pts to
characterize the stationary states as those where the entropy produc—
tion rate ism inin al. Both principles have serious lin itations.

8. Phase space contraction

A more recent attam pt to m odel nonequilbrium phenom ena that
was largely m otivated by concems of sin ulation and num erical work,
involves so called them ostated dynam ics, see {3, 5]. These are again
as in the previous section, e ective m odelsbut now using a determ inis-
tic dynam ics. F irst, non-H am iltonian extermal forces are added to the
original H am iltonian equations of m otion to keep the system outside
equilbrium . Since then, energy is no longer conserved and the system
would escape the com pact surface of constant energy, one adds ther-
m ostat forces’, m aintaining the energy xed. T here are other possible
choices but they do notm atter here. T he resulting dynam ics no longer
preserves the phase space volum e. W e w ill keep the sam e notation as
in Section 3 to denote the discretized dynam ics; £ is stillan invertble
transfom ation on  satisfying dynam ic reversbilty f = f ! but



28

now the Liouville m easure is not keft nvarant. Ik is in portant to re—
memnber that does no longer represent the phase space of the total
system (subsystem plus reservoirs); it is the phase space of the subsys—
tem whilke the action of the environm ent is e ectively Incorporated in

f. This environm ent has two functions at once: it drives the subsys-
tam in a nonequilbbrium state and it consists of a reservoir in which all
dissipated heat can kak.

In the sam e context i hasbeen repeatedly argued that the phase space
contraction plays the rok of entropy production, sse eg. R0, 77]. For
them ostated dynam ics, there are indeed good reasons to identify the
two and various exam pls, m ostly applied In num erical work, have
Mustrated this. Yet, from a more fundam ental point of view, this
needs an argum ent. To start, there is the sim ple cbservation that en-
tropy can change in closed H am iltonian system s whilke there isno phase
Soace contraction. M oreover, even when used for open system s in the
steady state regin e, entropy production as comm only understood in

rreversible therm odynam ics ism ore than a purely dynam ical conospt.
Tt is also a statistical ob fct connecting the m icroscopic com plexity
w ith m acroscopic behavior. That was also the reason to Introduce the
reduced states and the partitions % 7. It is therefore Interesting to

e how and when phase space contraction relates to the concept of
entropy production that we have introduced before.

Since the set-up is here som ewhat di erent from that of Section 3,
we denote here the state space by M instead ofby . It need not be
the set of m icrostates (as in themm ostated dynam ics); it m ay be the
set of possble values for som e hydrodynam ic variables, m ore lke our
st 7. W e think ofM as a bounded closed and sn ooth region of R 9.
Still, the dynam ics £ is assum ed dynam ically reversble Which would
fail for irreversible hydrodynam ics).

Suppose we have probability densities and onM .Werephy [42)
or §.4) but now on the spaceM . Forevery function , onM "1, ket

L, begiven as | Kp;iX17:::7%p) n( X Xy 17017 X9).We nd
that
Z Z
R vifyiiinifly)  )dy = n( flyiiin; y) @)dy
Z
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using dynam ic reversibility. Now change variablesy = f"x,
Z

L &ifxpiinEiR) . &K)dx =

Z
Lo e — 0 5 s
G) Jdx
or
h i =ho;iine= — 24 )3
G0) Jax

T his should again be com pared w ith 4 24) andw ith $.4). In particular,
we see that the phase space contraction, or m ore precisely, m inus the
Jlogarithm ofthe Jacobian determ inant In pf*=dxj replaces the total
entropy production (of the total system ) we had before:

Sg (f"x) Sp &) !  Inpf"=dxj 81)
T his requires the dynam ical reversibility; w ithout i, even this purely
form al identi cation isnot jasti ed.
Looking fiirther to com pare w ith P roposition 40t and (5.8), we can take
®) = 5 (x), the tin e-evolved density. Then,

(£"x) = (X)j% Ex)F mkx) =1

so that the form al analogue of the right-hand side of (4.4) and .8)
now becom es

h f"x)+h ® hi—®3I=0 82)

But if we believe In our algorithm for com puting the m ean entropy
production as in @.5) for closed systems and as in (5.17) for open
system s, the expectation of §J) with respect to  should give us the
m ean entropy production; it rem ains of course zero:
Z Z Z
&n
X ,®K)h ,®K)+ dx ®K)Dh &) dx (X)JndX

®)=10
83)

In other words, we nd that the mean entropy production is zero.
H euristically, this is quite natural by the very philosophy of the ther-
m ostated dynam ics; the change of entropy In the subsystem is exactly
canceled by the change of entropy in the environm ent. That is: the
di erence in Shannon entropies is given by the expected phase space
contraction. This is known since at kast fIi].

Tt is true that the above and i particular @J) concems the tran-
sient regin e and that the above calculation cannot be repeated for the
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stationary m easure as i m ay be singular. Yet, this property m ay be
considered as an artifact ofthe in nitely ne resolution n M and we
can rem ove it by taking a nite partition M" ofM . W e nesd a gen—
eralization of @' 4) for dynam ics that do not preserve the phase space
volime, f ! ,wih (dx)= dxthe atmeasureon M . Usig the
notation of Section 4, we now get

Probr X, 2Mp,;:::;%X02 My)

P rob., X, 2 Mog;iii;%02 My)
Mo Mn)  (Rof M)
An(Mn) MO) fn( rj1:0f jM j)

84)

by using again the dynam ic reversibility ofthem ap £ . In the stationary
regin e, the form al analogue of the entropy production rate equals

l]n Probr &Xp 2 M,;:::;%02 M)
n n Prob. ®Xn 2 Mogj;ii:;%02 My)

(3 of M)
2\ £ M 3)

8.5)

n

N ote that while this is true for every nite partition M, it fils or
the nest partition where M" would coincide with the original phase
soaceM . The above form ulam ay be furtherelaborated, assum ing that
the partition M s generating for £. (This would not be true for the
partition A corresoonding to the physical coarssegraining induced by a

set oftherm odynam ic variables). Let x 2 M be xed and chooseM 5 =

M (£3x). Using the notation M o = \5_ f M 4, we have M D

n) n)

My and \ My = fxg. Suppose now that the follow ing lin its are
equal:

R M) 1 d

Iim — ]ni(n)zl:m— ]nd—f(f x)

R £(EM <) R (£

Clearly, d f=d ) x) is a general form of the phase space contraction
(the Jacobian determm nant of £). T he right-hand side takes its ergodic
average. Ifwe sample x 2 M from the atmeasure ,we could sup-
pose that these ergodic averages converge to the expected phase soace
contraction for som e distrlbbution onM . That would forexam plk be
guaranteed under som e chaoticity assum ptions for the dynam ics £; In
particular if the dynam ical system allows a SRB state , R(0]. W e can
then combine the previous two relations and nd that, for -alnost
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every x 2 M , them ean entropy production rate gets the form
l]n Prob, X, 2 M (f"x);:::;%2 M X)) E d

n n Proba ®n 2 M X);:::;% 2 M (f"x)) d( £)
(8.6)

This is exactly the m ean entropy production rate one works with in
themm ostated dynam ics, see eg. PQ]. Comparing i with @.6) and
©.14)-E17), it does ndeed replace the m ean entropy production as
com puted from the algorithm s in Sections4 and §.
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Appendix A. Kac ring model

T he schem e of Section 4 can also be applied to every m odel dynam —
ics sharing the property of dynam ical reversibility with Ham iltonian
dynam ics. To illustrate this and in order to specify som e quantities
that have appeared above, we brie y discuss the so called K ac ring
model. W e refer to the original {12] for the context and to @] form ore
discussion.

The m icroscopic state space is = £ 1;+1gY . Tts elem ents are de—
noted by x= ( ;v) = (1;:::; y;Vv) and the kinem atic tin ereversal
is x= (1;:::; 57 V). The microscopic dynam ics £+ depends on

parameters"; = 1;i= 1;:::;N , and isde ned as
£y ns+t ) (v o wi™ o170™ 1 n 17+ 1)
f(areeiins ) ("i2i" ziiti™ 150 1)

so that f» = £, (dynamgc reversbility). The only infom ation
about the param eters isthat ,";= mN forsome xedm .

Since the \velocity" v is conserved, we can as well study the dynam —
icson = f 1;+1gY (xihgv = +1) and o each m icrostate
we associate the m acroscopic variable () ; N . This ntro-
duces the partition A containing N + 1 ekments. For exam ple, the
stM () 2 " contains allthe 2 forwhih ()= () and
M ()= Cy (( ()+ 1)N=2) the binom ial factor. Tragctories can
therefore be identi ed with a sequence of m acroscopic values 4. W e
are interested In the case of nie (out possbly long) tractorieswhile
taking N extram ely large. In the sin plest approxin ation, thism eans
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thatwe et N ! +1 . It can be shown that for the overwhelm ingm a—
prity ofthe ", them acroscopic valie , aftern tim e stepsbehaves as

n=m" gwih , the lnitialm acrovalie. The lin iting evolution on
the level ofm acrostates is therefore determ inistic but not tin ereversal

Invarant. Equilbrium correspondsto = 0. T he entropy production
rate (per degree of freedom ) when the system has m acrovalue  is
@+ )h 1+ + @ )h 1  @+m )h 1+m a
m )h m = (1 m?) %=2up to second order :n

Various exam ples of applying exactly the algorithm of Section § to
com pute the entropy production and to study its uctuations have
appeared before, see [1§, 17, 18]. W e just add here how the M arkov
approxin ation for the K ac ring m odel looks like.

T he transition probability can be read from 6.01): for niteN ,p( ; 9
is the probability that the m acroscopic value equals ° after one tin e
step, when the process was started from a random Iy chosen  with
m acroscopic value |, ;=N =

1 X X

;0= £ 2 : i= "ii=oN.
p( ) e ((+ l)N=2)jf N and g

D epending on the param eters ";, thisw ill often be zero, certainly when
N is large atgld 0 is - from equaltom . On the other hand, when
O=m 1 m?2= N, the transition willbe possble but dam ped
asexp[ N (° m )?’=2@1 m?)]. & is therefore fiptexestjngto study
the evolution on the level of the rescakd variables N ; these are the
uctuations. This takes us back to Section 7. Tn equation (.0, we
should takeR = 1=(1 m) and s= 1. The solution of the Raylkigh
principle is of course here found from m axin izing the transition prob—
ability p( ; 9 and thishappenswhen %= m .Asalwayswith this
principl, see [11], this does not teach us anything new ; it only gives a
variational characterization of the hydrodynam ic evolution.

Appendix B. Hamiltonian dynamics of composed systems

In order to clear up the content ofassum ptionsA 1 and A 2 of Section
5, we dem onstrate here how it naturally em erges in the fram ework of
Ham iltonian dynam ics. W e again have In m ind a com posed system
consisting of a system them ally coupled to an environm ent, the latter
having the form ofa few subsystem s (reservoirs).

LetT bea nite sst whose elam ents Jabelthe Individualparticles ofthe
total system . That m eans that we are really considering a solid (and
not a uid). To every partick i 2 T, there is associated a position
and m om entum variabl x; (@;pi) - G ven a con guration x, we put
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X @ ;p ) for the coordinates of particles belonging to the system

T . W e thus decom pose the set of particles T by splitting the total
system into a system and m reservoirs, T = [V ! [ :::[V".We
assum e that the H am Jth:]w_pJan ofthe totalsystem m ay be w ritten in the
form H x)= H°(x )+ |_ H*(xpyx) whereV*  V* [ @ and

@ is the set of all particles of the system coupled to the k th
reservoir. M oreover, we need the assum ption that the reservoirs are
mutually separated in the sense @ \ @ = ; wheneverk 6 ‘. To be
goeci ¢, consider the follow ing form ofthe H am iltonian:
, X X
H &)= —+ U@ + @i @) ®.1)
Loo2my
2 (i)
. X X X
H" @xipyx) = E +Us@) + @ @)+t @ @)
i2vk + (ij) vk 2vk

j2 ey

B 2)

For what follow s, we consider another decom p@sitjon of the energy
ofthesystem mtheform H%(x )= h%(@ ;p o)+ ,_,h"(xe ) where
0 n[ «@ .W ecan take, or instance,

X X
h’ @ ip o) = =+ Us(g) + @ %) ® 3)
2 0 . (i)
X 2
h* (xe, )= L+ Ui@) ® 4)
2mi
i2 @y
If the tragctory ! () @( );p( )) isa solution of the H am iltonian

equations of m otion, then the tin ederivative of the energy of each
reservoir is In tem s of P oisson bradkets:

dH . k k 0
| fH - ] fH -H |

= fH 5;h"g(! ()
A sin ilar calculation yields
dl]k
— (1 ()= fHHg( ()

d ® .6)
= fh*;H g (! ( )+ fH;HEg( ()

w here In the Jast equality we used the assum ption that the reservoirs are
mutually ssparated. Combining the above equations and integrating
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them over the tim e interval (t;t) one gets

H*( @) H*( (to)):hk(é@k o)) h*(le, ©)

t X )
d pil )

to 2, m;
32 0
N otice that the right-hand side depends only on the restriction ! (t) of
the tragctory ! . T herefore, assum Ing that ! ), ! %) are two solutions

@() g() ®9)

of the equations of motion such that ! ( ) = 190, 2 (;t), the
heat ow into the k th reservoir, Q% . (1) H*( ®©) H"( (o))
satis esQ}?tO,t) (1) = tho,t) ('%9. Put di erently, the heat current into

each reservoir, being a state quantity from the point ofview ofthe total
system , is also a functional ofthe (com plete) tra gctory of the system .
T hism otivates assum ption A 2. M oreover, from the above calculation,
also the assum ption A 1l becom es plausbl as we can expect that the
right-hand side of § 77) isoforder (t to) R, I

R em ark: Note that the decom position of the total energy into local
parts is not unique due to the presence of nteraction. The above
clain isonly true for the decom position in which the interaction energy
between the system end each reservoir is taken as part of the energy
of the reservoir. H owever, the di erence between this reservoir energy
and others can only be of the order of §9, jwhich is again su cient.
Furthem ore, all possible decom positions becom e undistinguishable In
the regin e ofweak coupling.

Appendix C. M inimum entropy production principle

In this appendix we exam ine the validity of the m ininum entropy
production principle In case of M arkov chains breaking the detaikd
balance condition, as prom ised at the end of Section §.. W e use the
sam e notation as there, nam ely we consider a continuous tin e M arkov
chain X ) on a nite state space w ith transition ratesk« M ;M 9. The
latter are param eterized by " m easuring the distance from equilbbrium .
M oreprecisely, etke M ;M 9 = koM ;M Yexp" ™ ;M 9)=2]wherethe
M arkov chain w ith ratesk, M ;M %) hasa unique reversblem easure ,,
ie.,

oM ko M ;M %) = M koM M ) ca

Wealoassumethat (™M )% 0 forallM . The stationary m easure
is a solution of the equation

X
[«M )k ;M) oM ke M %M )]= 0 C2)
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for allM °. W rite this m easure the om « = (L+ "f+ o(M)

w ith the nom alization condition , oM™ )fM™ )= 0.Then asimpl

calculation yields the follow ing (linearized) equation for stationarity:
X

oM ko™ ;M OEM) MY+ *¢ ;M= 0 €3
M
whereweused M ;M 9 to denote the asym m etrical part of the driv—
ng, *MpM )= ;M9 ™ %M )E2. This equation with the
constraint |, oM )fM™ )= 0 hasalwaysa solution, we willassum e
it is unique. Notice that, up to rst order n ", only the asymm etric
part of the driving deform s the stationary m easure.
W e now com pare this resul w ith that ofthem IniIn um entropy pro-—
duction principle. Recall that the entropy production rate is the func-
tionalon m easures

X ™ Yk« M ;M 9
()= 01 Yk 01 ;M ) o ——— = C 4)
M g 0 ™ ke ™ %M )
The st obsarvation J'stl'i,atitjsoonvex. So, the constrained varational
problem  «(7)=min, , ‘M) = 1, isequivalnt to solving the
equation
X ?
— . ™M) ()=20 c 5)
P M
togetherwith |, “®™ ) = 1. We again linearize this equation by
wrting i= @0+ "f°+ o(")) and after som e calculation we get
1 X ) 2
o) oM koM ;M YETM) £FMY+ FMMY) 1=0
0 0

M

C 6)

Observe that for = 0 this equation is equivalent to C 3). T herefore,
ifthem inim izing point ? isunique, it m ust correspond to £° £ with
f being the nom alized solution of € 3).

N ote that in higher orders the m ninum entropy production prnci-
plk fails as a varational principle for the stationary m easure. But even
to linear order, outside the context of M arkov processes, the principle
can be questioned both for its correctness and for its ussfilness, see
[l

Appendix D. Systems in local thermodynamic equilibrium

In this appendix we connect our presentation of Section § w ith the
standard form ulations of irreversible them odynam ics. W e go about
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this in a rather fom al way, trying to safequard the sim plicity of the
explanation.

W e consider the systam itself to be large (yet an all when com pared
w ith the reservoirs) and we solit it further into (still large) subsystem s
around a spatial point r. W e assum e that these subsystem s are In
(ocal) equilbrium so that the change ofentropy 9 (!,) $2 (1) ofthe
system (appearing in &.8) or §.9)) isa change of (n axin al) Boltzm ann
entropy when the energy in the subsystem around r moves from the
valie U (r;0) to U (r;t). That is,

X

S5 () Spo=  Bs @GU@GY) S @GU @G0)]
r
where Si (r;U) is the logarithm of the phase space volum e of the sub—
system around r corresponding to energy value U . W e start from $.9).
Tt gets the formm

X X
S ()= Bs U Y) Ss U (7 0) 1+ r ES() 0a)

r k
Herethe rst sum runsoverthe subsystem s ofthe system under consid—
eration, while the second sum is taken over all reservoirs. W e Introduce

the tam perature of the rsubsystem as (r; )= @%=QU) ;U (; )),
and then
x Z+ a0 X
Se(l)= d @ )@ )+ B S 0 2)
r 0 k

WeuseJr’ ) to denote the energy current at tine  from the r—
subsystem to the r*-subsystem . Sin ilarly, J* (r; ) stands forthe energy
current from the r-subsystem to the k th reservoir. T he conservation
of energy then in plies the equalities

du X X
— @ )+ TG )+ J°@ )=0 0 3)
d v .
and
x Zt
E *()= d F@ ) O 4)
r 0
The currents are antisymm etric: J (;r% )= J @ 1r; ). The entropy
production now becom es
Ze hx X X
Ss ()= d (@ NF@ )+ (c )J )
0 k r r;x0

© 5)
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The rsttem on the right is a surface sum . Its origin is the entropy
current. W e assum e that every subsystem is coupled to at m ost one
reservoir. In the continuum , if r is at the boundary ofthe system w ith
thek th ressrvoir, then In fact (; )= . Henoes, forthe rsttem,
etther J¥(@; )= 0Oor (r;j ) = , whith makes i vanish. W hen we
are dealing w ith closed system s, then J¥ (r; ) = 0 by de nition. U sing
fiurther the antisym m etry of the buk currents, we cbtain
Z . X
Sg ()= d r @)@ ) O .6)

where we used the notation

X 0 .
r @@ ) s )2 s % ) O 7)

0

T his is already close to the standard form ulations n which the entropy
production rate equals a themm odynam ic force tim es a current. Indeed,
assum Ing that the decom position of the system into subsystem s has a
natural space structure, say as the reqular Z 9—lattice, and that the cur-
rent exchanges take place only between neighboring subsystem s (via
their comm on Interface), wecan writer J)@ )’ v (@« ) JT @ )
(the derivative taken in the ﬁhsc:celge snse). The (total) entropy pro—

duction isthen S (!) = Otd (r; ) with spacetin e entropy

production rate -
w )=r & )JIw )

as sought.
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