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The problem of possible violation of the second law of them odynam ics is discussed. It is noted
that the task ofthe wellknown challenge to the second law called M axwell’s dem on isput in ordera
chaotic perpetualm otion and if any ordered (non-chaotic) B rownian m otion exists then the second
law can bebroken w ithout this hypothetical intelligent entity. T he postulate ofabsolute random ness
of any Brownian m otion saved the second law in the begihning of the 20th century when i was
realized as perpetualm otion. T his postulate can be proved in the lim its of classical m echanics but
is not correct according to quantum m echanics. M oreover som e enough known quantum phenom ena,
such as the persistent current at non-zero resistance, are an experin entalevidence ofthe non-chaotic
Brownian m otion with non-zero average velocity. An experin ental observation of a dc quantum
pow er source is Interpreted as evidence of violation of the second law .

1. NTRODUCTION .

The Brownian m otion, the st m esoscopic phenom —
ena, plays the in portant part in the history of physics.
T his phenom ena was rst observed as far back as two
centuries ago. The nvestigations of the Brownian m o—
tion In the beginning of the 20 century shook the foun—
dation of classicalthem odynam ics ofthe 19 century [L].
Ttwasrealized that it isthem otion In the them odynam ic
equilbriim state, ie. the perpetualm otion, which isnot
possible according to the old interpretation ofthe second
law of themm odynam ics predom inant in the 19 century
R1. It ought be em phasized that the B rownian m otion is
experim ental evidence not only of the perpetualm otion
but also of a perpetual driving force since no m otion is
possbl w thout a driving force at non-zero friction.

T his driving force perform s a work. But why can not
weuse thiswork? Thisproblem isdiscussed already dur—
Ing m ore than century w ith essentialbene t for science.
Them ost known m atter here is the M axwell’'s dem on.

2.MAXW ELL'SDEM ON

M axwell’s dem on —a hypothetical intelligent entity ca—
pable of perform ing m easurem ents on a therm odynam ic
system and using their outcom es to extract usefiilwork —
w as considered a threat to the validity of the second law
ofthermm odynam ics for over a century [B]. It isno coinci-
dence that this idea appeared at the sam e tin e w ith the
M axwell's kinetic theory of heat [4]. A coording to this
theory the heat is the perpetualm otion of atom s. Since
absolute random ness of this m otion was postulated one
believed that the heat energy can be used for the per-
form ance of usefilwork only if i could be ordered even
ifpartially. T he partial requlating can be easy achieved
under non-equilbrium conditions, for exam pl at a tem —
perature di erence. But the task ofthe M axwell'sdem on
is to achieve the requlating under equilbrium conditions,
w hen the totalentropy m ight be system atically reduced,
contrary to the second law ofthermm odynam ics. C an exist
the M axwell's dem on and if i can not exist then why?
This problem has a Iong and interesting history which
does not com e to an end for the present. Because of the

m belief in the absolute status of the second law m ost
scientists strove to exorcize the M axwell’'s dem on. Since
the dem on should obtain an inform ation the process of
the banishm ent is In portant not only forphysicsbut also
for the inform ation theory [B].

Theproblem oftheM axwell'sdem on can be considered
fora sin ple exam pl ofSzilard’ engine [6]. Szilard consid—
ered In 1929 year a box that containsa singlem oleculg, is
capped at keft and right ends by pistons, and is equipped
w ith a m ovable partition which, when dropped, divides
thebox into equalleft and right volum es. Them olecule is
m aintained at tem perature T by contact w ith the walls
of the box. A cyck of the engine goes as llow s: the
partition, niially raised so that the m olecule is free to
explore the entire box, is dropped, and the dem on de-
term nes an which side the m olecule is trapped. U sing
this inform ation, the dem on inserts the piston on the
em pty side of the box, raises the partition, and allow the
m olcul to do isothem alwork as i pushes the piston
back to its origihal position. The dem on extracts work
kg T, in apparent violation of the second law .

D i erent suggestions were proposed In order to save
the second law . B rillouin assum ed [7] that energy should
be dissipated In ocbserving the m olecule’s position. This
point of view is developed up to last tine B]. O ther
way of the dem on banishm ent, m ost popular In the last
tin e [5,9-13], is the Landauer’'s principle. Landauer and
others have found that aln ost any elem entary inform a—
tion m anipulation can In principle be done in a reversble
m anner, ie. wih no entropy cost at all [14]. Bennett
[15] m ade explicit the relation between this result and
the M axw ell's paradox by proposing that the dem on can
Indeed lam where the m okecule is in Szilard’s engine
w ithout doing any work or Increasing any entropy in the
environm ent, and so obtain usefiilw ork during one stroke
ofthe engine. But Bennett noted that an additional step
is needed to com plkte the engine’s cyclk: the demon’s
m em ory stores one bit of nform ation —m olecule on right
or kft. To complete the cycle, this inform ation must
be erased as the dem on’s m em ory retums to a standard
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state, ready for the next cycle. Bennett invoked Lan-
dauer’s principle { to erase a bi of nform ation in an
environm ent at tem perature T requires dissipation ofen—
ergy > kg T2 { and concluded that the dem on doesnot
succeed In tuming heat into work.

3.0RDERED BROW NIAN MOTION

A though st doubts about the absolute status of the
Landauer’s principle were published already [16], m ost
people believe that it saves the second law . But i should
be noted that the Landauer’s principle can save the sec—
ond law only In the case of absolute random ness of any
B rownian m otion. Indeed, heat can not tum into work
In Szilard’s engine w thout the M axwell’s dem on because
of absolute random ness of the m olecule’s m otion. The
M axwell’'s dem on and also the ratchet/paw 1com bination
considered by Feynm an [17] (@nd earlierby Sm olichow ski
[L]) are needed in order to regulate chaotic heat energy.
But if an ordered B rownian m otion exists then the sec—
ond law isbroken w ithout the M axwell's dem on and the
ratchet/paw loom bination . For exam ple heat can be easy
tumed into work In Szilard’sengine ifthem oleculem oves
In a direction with higher probability than in opposite
direction. It is inpossble In essence in the geom etry
considered by Szilard, but it ispossible at a circularm o-—
tion. For exam ple In the case considered by Feynm an
[L7]work can be obtained from heat w ithout ratchet and
paw lat an ordered circularm otion ofm olecules. T here—
fore we can conclude that the postulate of absolute ran-
dom ness of any B rownian m otion saved the second law
In the beginning of the 20th century when it was realized
asperpetualm otion. T hispostulate can be proved in the
Iim its of classicalm echanics but is not correct according
to quantum m echanics.

A cocording to the classical m echanics the average ve—
locity of any Brownian motion equals zero < v >= 0
since if gpectrum of pem itted states is continuous then
for any state with a velocity v a pemn itted state w ith
opposite velocity v and the sam e probability P ) ex—
ists, therefore < v >=  porseVP )+ (V)P (%) 0.
But according to the quantum m echanics no all states
are pem itted. Therefore the average velocity of som e
quantum Brownian m otion can be non-zero < v >#% 0.
T hus, according to the wellknow n principle of the quan-—
tum m echanics the postulate of absolute random ness of
any Brownian m otion can be incorrect. M oreover som e
enough known quantum phenom ena are an experin en—
tal evidence of the non-chaotic Brownian m otion with
<v>% 0.

3.1. Experim ental evidence of non-chaotic B row —
nian m otion

O ne of the exam ples of the ordered B row nian m otion
is the persistent current observed at non—zero resistance
[18]. The persistent current can exist because of the
quantization of the m om entum circulation
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is discrete. T herefore the persistent current 3, = gng <

v >, ie. the direct current under equilbrium conditions,
was observed at num erous experin ents In superconduct—
Ing [L9]and even in nom alm etal 20-22] loops. F irst and
m ost reliable experim entalevidence ofthe persistent cur-
rentatR > 0 isthe LitleP arksexperin entm ade rstin
1962 year R3]. A ccording to the universally recognized
explanation [19] ofthis experin ent the resistance oscilla—

tionsR ( = () are cbserved because ofthe oscillations of
the persistent current L, ( = () = s} (= o). The per-
sistentcurrent L (= o/ K n> = ) isaperiodical

function of the m agnetic ux since the them odynam ic
average value < n > of the quantum number n is close
to an integer num ber n corresponding to m nimum en-—
ergy, ie. tom ninum (0 = )?. Thus, according to
the LittleP arks experim ent and In soite of the Ohm ’s
law RI = (1=c)d =dt a direct screening current ows
along the loop R4]at a constantm agnetic ux € n o
and 6 (M + 035) o , le. wihout Faraday’s voltage
(1=c)d =dt= 0.

3.2. Persistent current and N yquist’s noise.

T he nearest classical phenom enon analogous to the
persistent current at R > 0 is the Nyquist’s (or John-—
son’s) noise. It is well known that any resistance at
nonzero tam perature is the pow er source of the them ally
Induced voltage [L7]. T his type of the B row nian m otion
w as described theoretically by Nyquist R5] and was ob—
served by Johnson R6]as long ago as 1928 year. Johnson
cbserved a random voltage< V2 >= 4Rkg T ! in a fre—
quency band ! on a resistance R at a temperature T .
N yquist has shown that this voltage is induced by ther-
mal uctuation. Ithasthe sam e value in frequency region
from zero ! = 0 to the quantum lm i ! = kgz T=h. The
observation ofthe persistent currentatR > 0 aswellasof
the N yquist’s noise m eans that energy dissipation takes
place: RIZ in the rstcaseand < V2> =R in the second
case. Because both have power Induced by uctuations,
the m axin um power of the persistent current R Ig 18]
and to the totalpower of the N yquist’s noise are close to
the power of themm al uctuationsW ¢1= (g T )?=h.But
there is an In portant di erence between these two uc—
tuation phenom ena. The power of the N yquist’s noise
is "spread" Wy yq = kg T ! on frequency region from
zero ! = 0 to the quantum limn it ! = kg T=h whereas
the power of the persistent current is not zero at the
zero frequency band ! = 0. It is very im portant dif-
ference. The persistent current can be interpreted as
recti ed Nyquist’s noise. T he N yquist’s noise is chaotic



B rownianm otion [L7]and the persistent currentatR > 0
is ordered B row nian m otion [18]. T herefore the power of
the 1rst can notbe used whereas the power of the second
can be used for the perform ance of usefulwork.

3.3. Quantum force

In order to describe the m otion of Brownian parti-
cles Langevin has Introduced a force which is called now
Langevin force Fp ., - A ccording to the Langevin equa—
tion

dv
m Et + v = FL an (2)

we observe the Brownian m otion of sm all particles in
spite of non-zero friction € 0 because of a random
force Fran - A cocording to the Langevin equation for the
N yquist’s noise

L%+R1Nyq=man €)
a random current Iy ,q Ows along a loop because of a
random uctuation volage E 1., . Since the persistent
current, as wellas the N yquist’s one, is observed at non—
zero resistance it isneeded to Introduce a force In orderto
explain why it isnot dam ped. Such force was introduced
In 8] and was called quantum force.

A coording to [18] the persistent current ism aintained
in spite of the energy dissipation RI. because of re-
fterated switching of the loop between superconduct-
Ing state wih di erent connectivity induced by ther-
mal uctuation. W hen the superconducting state is un—
closed the velocity of supergpnducting pairs is zero and
the momentum circulation ,dlp = ,dlnv+ Z—CeA) =
m div+ 2 = 2 (se (1)). W hen the supercon-
ducting state is closed ,dlp = n2 h and the veloc-
iy can not be equal zero because of the quantization if

€ n (= n2 hc2e. Therefore each superconducting
pair accelerates and its m om entum circulation changes
from (2e=c) ton2 h ateach closing of superconducting
state. This acceleration m ay be considered as an out—
com e of action of the Langevin force when the closing is
Induced by them al uctuation (@s it takes place at the
LitleParks experim ent). The change M2 h  (2e=c) )
of the m om entum circulation replaces random uctua—
tion voltage E1 55 . The velocity slow sdown and them o—
mentum circulation retums to the mnitial value (2e=c)
because of dissipation force acting in the unclosed super—
conducting state when R > 0 as well as the Nyquist’s
current slows down at E s, = 0 because ofR > 0 (see
3)).

T he Nyquist’s noise is chaotic B rownian m otion and
the persistent current at R > 0 is ordered B rownian m o—
tion since the tim e average value of the Langevin force
In the st case equals zero < Ep,, >= 0 whereas in
the sescond case K n> 2 h (Qe=c) )! = 2 hK n >

= g)! $ 0at & n gand 6 M+ 0:5) ;. The
latter takes place because of discrete spectrum of closed

superconducting state. A lthough the switching of the
loop between superconducting state with di erent con-
nectiviy induced by them al uctuation is random (the
frequency of sw itching ! = N4, = ,whereN g, isanum-—
ber ofsw tching during a tine ) the quantum numbern
at each closing hasw ith high probability the sam e integer
num bern corresponding tom ininum energy ie. tom in-
mum @ = ;)?, since the energy di erence between
ad-pcent pem itted states w ith di erent n of supercon—
ducting loop ism uch higher than tem perature. T herefore
the average valie < n > is close to an integer num ber n
correspondingtom ninum (0 = ,)? and the quantum
force
I

dFg=2 hKn> —)! @)
1 0
as well as the persistent current are a periodical func—
tion of the m agnetic ux inside the loop. The quan—
tum force takes the place of the Faraday’s voltage and
m aintains the persistent current in spite of the energy
dissipation R IZ.

4. NANO-SCALE
SOURCE.

Tt is obvious that work can be easy obtained at an or-
dered circular m otion of m olecules, for exam pl in the
case considered by Feynm an [L7]. But how can we use
the energy ofthe persistent current? It isdoubtfiilthat a
work can be obtained at using ofhom ogeneous, sym m et—
ric Joop In which can notbe a potentialdi erence even at
a non-zero current. But i iswellknown that a potential
di erence

QUANTUM POW ER

V=K >x < >)kj ©)
should be cbserved on a segm ent Iy ofan inhom ogeneous
conventional loop at a current density j along the loop
Induced by theFaraday’svoltage j< >;1=< E >;1=
(I=c)d =gt if the average resistivity along the segm ent

< > L7g 1 dl =L di ers from the one along the loop
< > = ldl =1. The relation (5) can be deduced from
theOhm'’law j = E = rV (I=c)dA=dt= «rV
(I=ch)d =dt.

4.1. P ersistent voltage.

Ifthe persistent current j, ( = o) is sin ilar to the con—
ventional current induced by the Faraday’s volage the
persistent potentialdi erence Vi (= o) = K >33 <

>1)k3 (= o) should be cbserved w thout an external
current on segm ents of a inhom ogeneous loop where <

> < >16 0and should not cbserved on segm ents
of a hom ogeneous one where< > < >;= 0.The
experin ental investigations 7] corroborate this analogy.

T he dependencies of the dc voltage V on the m agnetic

ux BS of some round Al loops wih a diam eter
2r=1,2and 4 m and a lnewidthw = 02 and 04
m at the dc measuring current I, and di erent tem —
perature close to T.. The sheet resistance of the loops



wasequalapproxin ately 05 = at42K, the resistance
ratio R (300K )=R (42K ) 2 and the m idpoint of the
superconducting resistive transition T, 124 K. A
loops exhibited the anom alous features of the resistive
dependencies on tem perature and m agnetic eld which
w as before observed on m esoscopic A 1structures in som e
works [24,28].

In order to verify the analogy w ith a conventional loop
both sym m etric and asym m etric loops w ere investigated.
Because ofthe additionalpotential contacts di erent seg—
m ents of asym m etric loops have a di erent resistance at
T T.when % n o, whereasboth segm ents of sym —
m etric loops should have the sam e resistance if any acci-
dental heterogeneity is absent. T he conventional L ittle-
P arks oscillations of the resistance were observed at the
sym m etrical loops. T his result repeats the ocbservations
m ade before In m any works and is not new resul. In
accordance w ith the analogy wih a conventional loop
(5) the voltage m easured at contacts of sym m etric loops
equals zero at zero m easuring current I, = 0. In con—
trast to symm etrical loops no resistance but voltage os—
cillationsV ( = () proportionalto the oscillations ofthe
persistent current j, ( = ¢) are observed on segm ents of
asymm etric Joop. In accordance w ith the prediction [18]
and the analogy w ith a conventional loop (5) the volage
oscillations are observed w ithout an extemal current.

T he phenom enon observed In R7] was predicted rst
in R9]. It was shown st In this work that the dc vol—
age the value and sign ofw hich depend in a periodic way
on the m agnetic ux can be observed on a segm ent of
superconducting loop which is sw itched between nom al
and superconducting states. The value of this voltage
should be proportional to the average frequency of the
sw itching !, aswell as the quantum force (see (4)), until
the frequency does not exceed a lin it one corresponded
to a tin e relaxation. The analogy w ith a conventional
loop (5) is conform ed and the dc potential di erence is
observed R7] sihce the quantum force (4) aswell as the
Faraday’s voltage (1=c)d =dt can not be localized in
any segm ent of the loop In principle because of the un-
certainty relation p 1> h [8]. The velociy of super-
conducting pairs becom es nonzero when the m om entum
takes a certain valuie p < P+ Pn = 2 h=], ie.
when superconducting pairs cannot be localized in any
segm ent of the loop. g he quantum force should be uni-
om along the oop: | dIFg= Fgq .

From this relation and the relation (4) the connec—
tion between the frequency ! = Ng,= of the swich-
Ing between superconducting state with di erent con-
nectivity and the voltage which should be observed on
the loop segm ent rem ained all tim e in superconducting
state can be deduced. Since the dissipation force does
not act on superconducting pairs the balance of forces is
2eE = 2eV=l = Fq= 2 hK n> = ,)!=l Conse—
quently the potentialdi erence

h! L

V=—Kn> —)=
e( o)l

should be observed on a segm ent 1, rem aining in super—
conducting state when other segm ent is sw tched in nor-
m alstate with frequency ! . This relation between vol-
age and frequency resem bles the Josephson one (see for
gram pk f;I%O] ). The total balance of force circulation
JdF g+ dlFgis = 0 explains why the persistent cur-
rent is observed in soite ofthe dissipation Fgis 6 0. This
balance arises from the conditions that the total change
of the m om entum cirulation during a long tin e should
equalzero and that ,dlr V. 0. Themomentum circu-
lation of superconducting pair changes from (2e=c) to
n2 h because of quantization and from n2 h to (Re=c)
because of the dissipation force. During a tine unity
Kn>2h (2e=c) )!H+ ((2e=c) < n>2h)!=
2 hKn> = )+ ldJFdis:O'

4 2., Persistent power.

T he observation of the voltage oscillations R7] is ex—
perin ental evidence that the quantum force as well as
the Faraday’s voltage is distributed uniformm Iy am ong the
Joop. This likeness between the quantum force and the
Faraday’s voltage explains why the analogy between the
persistent current and the conventional current is corrob—
orated R7]. But there isan In portant di erence between
these currents. The conventional current In accordance
wih theOhm'’slaw j = E = rV (1=c)dA=dt =

rv (I=cl)d =dt has the sam e direction with the
electric eld in the whole of loop whereas the persis-
tent current is observed w ithout the Faraday’s voltage
dA=dt = (=1)d =dt = 0 and consequently the electric

edE = rV and the persistent current Iy should have
opposite directions in a segm ent because ,dlrV 0.
T hism eans that according to the predictions [18,29] and
the experim ental result 27] a segm ent of the asymm et~
ric Ioop is a dc power sourceV I, § O when 6 n
and 6 (@m+ 0:5) (. It should be noted that already
the classical LittleP arks experin ent is evidence of the
dc pow er source since the pow er dissipation R I7 can be
ocbserved only if a power source R I? exists.

4 3. D irect—current generator

T hus the theoretical [18,29] and experim ental R27] In—
vestigations show that inhom ogeneousm esoscopic super—
conducting loop can be used as direct-current generator
the persistent pow er ofw hich is induced by them al uc-
tuations. A though the power of uctuations is weak
We= ksT)>=h 10 ®WtatT = 100 K) enough
power acoeptable for real applications can be obtaned
since the power of the dc power source can be added. Tt
is the second im portant di erence of the persistent cur-
rent from theN yquist’snoise. ThepoweroftheN yquist’s
noiseWy yq = ks T ! observed on one resistance equals
the one observed on N resistance whereas the power of
any N dcpower source can be added. Since the segm ent
ofthe inhom ogeneous loop is a dc pow er source the volt—
ageVy = NV shouldbeobserved on a system ofidentical
Inhom ogeneous loops segm ents ofwhich are connected In
series. The powerW 1pag = N 2V %R 1504= R 1paqa+ N Rg)? =



N V 2=4R ¢ can be cbtained on an electric device w ith the
resistance R 1p2q = N R loaded on this system [B1]. Here
R is the resistance of the segm ent which is a load in
the iInhom ogeneous loop. T he persistent pow er observed
on one Inhom ogeneous loop W ;1 = Vp2=RS < Iszl can
not exceed (kg T )?=h [18,29,32] because i is induced by
them al uctuations. But the system of N identical in—
hom ogeneous loopsW py = N VpZ=Rs < N (kg T)?=h can
be enough powerfiil when the number of the loops N is
enough great. The W, =4 part of this power can be
used In an usefiil electric device. Such system can be
used sin ultaneously as direct-current generator [33] and
refrigerator [34].

Since the uctuation power is proportional to T? it
is better to use high-T ¢ superconductor HT SC) wih
critical tem perature T 100 K for the m aking of the
quantum pow er source on base of non-chaotic B row nian
m otion [31,35]. Since the value of e ects connected w ith
the persistent current in loops is proportionalto (= Y
and the coherence length of HT SC known now is am all
the loops should be nano-scale. T he m odem m ethods of
nano-technology allow to m ake the system of 108 loops
on an area 1 an?. Such system of HTSC loops can
give the dc powerup to Wy < N ks T)?=h 1 W t.
The power can be increased in m any tim es by the use
of m ulti-ayer technology. The power up to 10 kW t can
be obtained I a system wih volime 100 an? and
thickness of layers 0.01 an .

T hus nano-scale quantum power source w ith accept—
able power and acceptable volum e can be made. But
very high technology requires in order to m ake it.

5.DISCUSSION

Tt is obvious that the result R7] is experin ental evi-
dence of dc pow er source and that dc pow er can be used
for the perform ance of useful work In contrast to the
chaotic N yquist’s noise. B ut defenders of the second law
do not retreat. They state that the dc power observed
In R7] is Induced by an extemalnon-equilbrium electri-
calnoise. Indeed, reiterated sw itching of a loop between
superconducting state w ith di erent connectivity can be
Induced both by equilbrium noise (them al uctuation)
and by an extemal non-equillbbriim noise and it is di —
cukt to distinguish the rstand second In uence. In order
to state that only equilbriim noise induces the dc volt—
age observed In R7]one should be fully con dent that the
tem perature of extemal noise in a w ide frequency band
does not exceed the tem perature of m easurem ent. It is
very di cult to be sure even if because of the tem pera—
ture di erence inside and outside of the cryostat where
them easurem entsany frequency regions. Because ofT =
300 K outside the cryostat the noise power can be close
to the equilbriim one for the tem peratureT = 12 K of
m easurem ent n R7] only for frequency regionswhich are
strongly shielded or absorbed. The power for som e fre—
quency regions can be between kg 12 ! and k 5 300 !
even w ithout a extemalnoise sourcesexisting In ournoisy
world.

But the clain that the dc power observed In 7] is
Induced by an extemal non-equilbrium electrical noise
does not save the second law since already num erous ob—
servation of the persistent current at non-zero resistance
are experin ental evidence of is violation. This quan—
tum phenom enon is enough long ago and well known.
M ost scientists state that the persistent current does
not threaten the second law since it is equilbrium phe—
nom enon and therefore no work can be extracted from
the persistent current. Indeed, in the equilbriim state,
In which the persistent current is observed, the free en—
ergy F = E ST hasm ininum value and nobody can
decrease a value below its m ininum . But the intemal
energy E can be decrease w thout any decrease of the
free energy if the entropy S decreases at the sam e tim e.
T hus, this statem ent of defenders of the second law is
tumed Into the statem ent that the second law can not
be broken since it can not be broken.

Since observation of any current I at non-zero resis—
tance R > 0 means the existence of energy dissipation
w ith powerR I? m any scientists state that the persistent
current is no quite current. But if i is correct why is
the voltage proportional to this no—current is observed in
R71? In orderto save the second law its defenders should
explain this as well as they should give an explanation,
alremative to the one proposed in [18], why the persistent
current doesnot die down at R > 0.

Now most scientist are fully con dent that the sec—
ond law can not be broken since as A rthur Eddington
wrote in 1948 [36]: \The second law of therm odynam —
ics holds, I think, the suprem e position am ong the laws
of Nature. If som eone points out to you that your pet
theory of the universe is in disagreem ent with M axwell's
equations - then so much the worse for M axwell's equa—
tions. If it is found to ke contradicted by observation,
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