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The problem ofpossible violation ofthe second law oftherm odynam ics is discussed. It is noted

thatthetask ofthewellknown challengeto thesecond law called M axwell’sdem on isputin ordera

chaotic perpetualm otion and ifany ordered (non-chaotic)Brownian m otion existsthen the second

law can bebroken withoutthishypotheticalintelligententity.Thepostulateofabsoluterandom ness

ofany Brownian m otion saved the second law in the beginning ofthe 20th century when it was

realized asperpetualm otion.Thispostulate can be proved in the lim itsofclassicalm echanicsbut

isnotcorrectaccording toquantum m echanics.M oreoversom eenough known quantum phenom ena,

such asthepersistentcurrentatnon-zeroresistance,arean experim entalevidenceofthenon-chaotic

Brownian m otion with non-zero average velocity. An experim entalobservation ofa dc quantum

powersource isinterpreted asevidence ofviolation ofthe second law.

1. IN T R O D U C T IO N .

The Brownian m otion,the �rst m esoscopic phenom -

ena,playsthe im portantpartin the history ofphysics.

This phenom ena was �rst observed as far back as two

centuries ago. The investigations ofthe Brownian m o-

tion in the beginning ofthe 20 century shook the foun-

dation ofclassicaltherm odynam icsofthe19 century [1].

Itwasrealizedthatitisthem otionin thetherm odynam ic

equilibrium state,i.e.theperpetualm otion,which isnot

possibleaccordingto theold interpretation ofthesecond

law oftherm odynam ics predom inant in the 19 century

[2].Itoughtbeem phasized thattheBrownian m otion is

experim entalevidence notonly ofthe perpetualm otion

but also ofa perpetualdriving force since no m otion is

possiblewithouta driving forceatnon-zero friction.

Thisdriving force perform sa work.Butwhy can not

weusethiswork? Thisproblem isdiscussed already dur-

ing m ore than century with essentialbene�tforscience.

The m ostknown m atterhereisthe M axwell’sdem on.

2. M A X W ELL’S D EM O N

M axwell’sdem on -a hypotheticalintelligententity ca-

pable ofperform ing m easurem entson a therm odynam ic

system and using theiroutcom esto extractusefulwork -

wasconsidered a threatto thevalidity ofthesecond law

oftherm odynam icsforovera century [3].Itisno coinci-

dencethatthisidea appeared atthe sam etim ewith the

M axwell’s kinetic theory ofheat [4]. According to this

theory the heatisthe perpetualm otion ofatom s.Since

absolute random nessofthis m otion waspostulated one

believed that the heat energy can be used for the per-

form ance ofusefulwork only ifitcould be ordered even

ifpartially. The partialregulating can be easy achieved

undernon-equilibrium conditions,forexam pleata tem -

peraturedi�erence.Butthetask oftheM axwell’sdem on

istoachievetheregulatingunderequilibrium conditions,

when thetotalentropy m ightbesystem atically reduced,

contrarytothesecond law oftherm odynam ics.Can exist

the M axwell’s dem on and ifit can not exist then why?

This problem has a long and interesting history which

doesnotcom e to an end forthe present.Becauseofthe

�rm beliefin the absolutestatusofthe second law m ost

scientistsstroveto exorcizethe M axwell’sdem on.Since

the dem on should obtain an inform ation the process of

thebanishm entisim portantnotonly forphysicsbutalso

forthe inform ation theory [5].

Theproblem oftheM axwell’sdem on can beconsidered

forasim pleexam pleofSzilard’engine[6].Szilard consid-

ered in 1929yearabox thatcontainsasinglem olecule,is

capped atleftand rightendsby pistons,and isequipped

with a m ovable partition which,when dropped,divides

theboxintoequalleftand rightvolum es.Them oleculeis

m aintained attem perature T by contactwith the walls

ofthe box. A cycle ofthe engine goes as follows: the

partition,initially raised so that the m olecule is free to

explore the entire box,is dropped,and the dem on de-

term ines an which side the m olecule is trapped. Using

this inform ation, the dem on inserts the piston on the

em pty sideofthebox,raisesthepartition,and allow the

m olecule to do isotherm alwork as it pushes the piston

back to its originalposition. The dem on extracts work

kB T,in apparentviolation ofthe second law.

Di�erent suggestions were proposed in order to save

thesecond law.Brillouin assum ed [7]thatenergy should

be dissipated in observing the m olecule’sposition. This

point of view is developed up to last tim e [8]. O ther

way ofthe dem on banishm ent,m ostpopularin the last

tim e [5,9-13],isthe Landauer’sprinciple.Landauerand

othershave found thatalm ostany elem entary inform a-

tion m anipulation can in principlebedonein areversible

m anner,i.e. with no entropy cost at all[14]. Bennett

[15]m ade explicit the relation between this result and

theM axwell’sparadox by proposing thatthedem on can

indeed learn where the m olecule is in Szilard’s engine

withoutdoing any work orincreasing any entropy in the

environm ent,and soobtain usefulworkduringonestroke

oftheengine.ButBennettnoted thatan additionalstep

is needed to com plete the engine’s cycle: the dem on’s

m em ory storesonebitofinform ation -m oleculeon right

or left. To com plete the cycle, this inform ation m ust

be erased asthe dem on’sm em ory returnsto a standard
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state,ready for the next cycle. Bennett invoked Lan-

dauer’s principle { to erase a bit ofinform ation in an

environm entattem peratureT requiresdissipation ofen-

ergy > kB Tln2 {and concluded thatthedem on doesnot

succeed in turning heatinto work.

3. O R D ER ED B R O W N IA N M O T IO N

Although �rstdoubtsabouttheabsolutestatusofthe

Landauer’s principle were published already [16],m ost

peoplebelievethatitsavesthesecond law.Butitshould

be noted thatthe Landauer’sprinciple can savethe sec-

ond law only in the case ofabsolute random nessofany

Brownian m otion. Indeed,heatcan notturn into work

in Szilard’senginewithouttheM axwell’sdem on because

ofabsolute random ness ofthe m olecule’s m otion. The

M axwell’sdem on and also theratchet/pawlcom bination

consideredbyFeynm an[17](and earlierbySm oluchowski

[1])are needed in orderto regulate chaotic heatenergy.

Butifan ordered Brownian m otion existsthen the sec-

ond law isbroken withoutthe M axwell’sdem on and the

ratchet/pawlcom bination.Forexam pleheatcan beeasy

turned intoworkin Szilard’sengineifthem oleculem oves

in a direction with higher probability than in opposite

direction. It is im possible in essence in the geom etry

considered by Szilard,butitispossibleata circularm o-

tion. For exam ple in the case considered by Feynm an

[17]work can beobtained from heatwithoutratchetand

pawlatan ordered circularm otion ofm olecules.There-

fore we can conclude thatthe postulate ofabsolute ran-

dom ness ofany Brownian m otion saved the second law

in thebeginning ofthe20th century when itwasrealized

asperpetualm otion.Thispostulatecan beproved in the

lim itsofclassicalm echanicsbutisnotcorrectaccording

to quantum m echanics.

According to the classicalm echanics the average ve-

locity ofany Brownian m otion equals zero < v > = 0

since ifspectrum ofperm itted statesiscontinuousthen

for any state with a velocity v a perm itted state with

oppositevelocity � v and thesam eprobability P (v2)ex-

ists,therefore < v > = �per:st:vP (v
2)+ (� v)P (v2)� 0.

But according to the quantum m echanics no allstates

are perm itted. Therefore the average velocity ofsom e

quantum Brownian m otion can be non-zero < v > 6= 0.

Thus,according to thewellknown principleofthequan-

tum m echanicsthe postulate ofabsolute random nessof

any Brownian m otion can be incorrect. M oreoversom e

enough known quantum phenom ena are an experim en-

talevidence ofthe non-chaotic Brownian m otion with

< v > 6= 0.

3.1. Experim entalevidence ofnon-chaotic B row -

nian m otion

O ne ofthe exam plesofthe ordered Brownian m otion

isthe persistentcurrentobserved atnon-zero resistance

[18]. The persistent current can exist because of the

quantization ofthe m om entum circulation
I

l

dlp =

I

l

dl(m v+
q

c
A)= m

I

l

dlv+
q

c
� = n2��h (1)

W hen the m agnetic 
ux � contained within a loop is

not divisible by the 
ux quantum � 0 = 2��hc=q (i.e.

� 6= n� 0) and � 6= (n + 0:5)� 0 the average veloc-

ity < v > 6= 0 since the spectrum ofperm itted statesof

velocity circulation

I

l

dlv =
2��h

m
(n �

�

�0

) (1a)

isdiscrete. Therefore the persistentcurrentjp = qnq <

v > ,i.e.thedirectcurrentunderequilibrium conditions,

wasobserved atnum erousexperim entsin superconduct-

ing[19]and even in norm alm etal[20-22]loops.Firstand

m ostreliableexperim entalevidenceofthepersistentcur-

rentatR > 0istheLittle-Parksexperim entm ade�rstin

1962 year[23]. According to the universally recognized

explanation [19]ofthisexperim enttheresistanceoscilla-

tionsR(�=� 0)areobserved becauseoftheoscillationsof

the persistentcurrentIp(�=� 0)= sjp(�=� 0). The per-

sistentcurrentIp(�=� 0 / (< n > � �=� 0)isaperiodical

function ofthe m agnetic 
ux since the therm odynam ic

average value < n > ofthe quantum num ber n is close

to an integer num ber n corresponding to m inim um en-

ergy,i.e. to m inim um (n � �=� 0)
2. Thus,according to

the Little-Parks experim ent and in spite ofthe O hm ’s

law RI = � (1=c)d�=dta directscreening current
ows

along theloop [24]ata constantm agnetic
ux � 6= n� 0

and � 6= (n + 0:5)� 0 ,i.e. without Faraday’s voltage

� (1=c)d�=dt= 0.

3.2. Persistent current and N yquist’s noise.

The 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

nonzerotem peratureisthepowersourceofthetherm ally

induced voltage [17].Thistype ofthe Brownian m otion

wasdescribed theoretically by Nyquist[25]and wasob-

served by Johnson [26]aslongagoas1928year.Johnson

observed a random voltage< V 2 > = 4RkB T�! in a fre-

quency band �! on a resistance R ata tem perature T.

Nyquisthasshown thatthisvoltage isinduced by ther-

m al
uctuation.Ithasthesam evaluein frequencyregion

from zero ! = 0 to the quantum lim it! = kB T=�h. The

observationofthepersistentcurrentatR > 0aswellasof

the Nyquist’snoise m eansthatenergy dissipation takes

place:RI2p in the�rstcaseand < V 2 > =R in thesecond

case.Because both have powerinduced by 
uctuations,

the m axim um power ofthe persistent current RI2p [18]

and to thetotalpoweroftheNyquist’snoisearecloseto

thepoweroftherm al
uctuationsW fl= (kB T)
2=�h.But

there isan im portantdi�erence between these two 
uc-

tuation phenom ena. The power ofthe Nyquist’s noise

is "spread" W N yq = kB T�! on frequency region from

zero ! = 0 to the quantum lim it ! = kB 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’snoise. The Nyquist’snoise ischaotic
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Brownianm otion [17]and thepersistentcurrentatR > 0

isordered Brownian m otion [18].Thereforethepowerof

the�rstcan notbeused whereasthepowerofthesecond

can be used forthe perform anceofusefulwork.

3.3. Q uantum force

In order to describe the m otion of Brownian parti-

clesLangevin hasintroduced a forcewhich iscalled now

Langevin force FL an. According to the Langevin equa-

tion

m
dv

dt
+ 
v = FL an (2)

we observe the Brownian m otion of sm allparticles in

spite of non-zero friction 
 6= 0 because of a random

force FL an. According to the Langevin equation forthe

Nyquist’snoise

L
dIN yq

dt
+ RIN yq = E L an (3)

a random current IN yq 
ows along a loop because ofa

random 
uctuation voltage E L an. Since the persistent

current,aswellastheNyquist’sone,isobserved atnon-

zeroresistanceitisneeded tointroduceaforcein orderto

explain why itisnotdam ped.Such forcewasintroduced

in [18]and wascalled quantum force.

According to [18]the persistentcurrentism aintained

in spite of the energy dissipation RI2p because of re-

iterated switching of the loop between superconduct-

ing state with di�erent connectivity induced by ther-

m al
uctuation. W hen the superconducting state isun-

closed the velocity ofsuperconducting pairsis zero and

the m om entum circulation
H

l
dlp =

H

l
dl(m v + 2e

c
A) =

m
H

l
dlv + 2e

c
� = 2e

c
� (see (1)). W hen the supercon-

ducting state is closed
H

l
dlp = n2��h and the veloc-

ity can notbe equalzero because ofthe quantization if

� 6= n� 0 = n2��hc=2e. Therefore each superconducting

pair accelerates and its m om entum circulation changes

from (2e=c)� to n2��h ateach closingofsuperconducting

state. This acceleration m ay be considered as an out-

com eofaction ofthe Langevin forcewhen the closing is

induced by therm al
uctuation (asittakesplace atthe

Little-Parksexperim ent).The change(n2��h � (2e=c)�)

ofthe m om entum circulation replaces random 
uctua-

tion voltageE L an.Thevelocity slowsdown and them o-

m entum circulation returns to the initialvalue (2e=c)�

becauseofdissipation forceacting in theunclosed super-

conducting state when R > 0 as wellas the Nyquist’s

currentslowsdown atE L an = 0 because ofR > 0 (see

(3)).

The Nyquist’s noise is chaotic Brownian m otion and

thepersistentcurrentatR > 0 isordered Brownian m o-

tion since the tim e average value ofthe Langevin force

in the �rst case equals zero < E L an > = 0 whereas in

the second case (< n > 2��h � (2e=c)�)! = 2��h(< n >

� �=� 0)! 6= 0 at � 6= n� 0 and � 6= (n + 0:5)� 0. The

lattertakesplace because ofdiscrete spectrum ofclosed

superconducting state. Although the switching of the

loop between superconducting state with di�erent con-

nectivity induced by therm al
uctuation israndom (the

frequency ofswitching ! = N sw =�,whereN sw isa num -

berofswitchingduringatim e�)thequantum num bern

ateach closinghaswith high probabilitythesam einteger

num bern corresponding to m inim um energy i.e.to m in-

im um (n � �=� 0)
2,since the energy di�erence between

adjacent perm itted states with di�erent n ofsupercon-

ductingloop ism uch higherthan tem perature.Therefore

the averagevalue < n > iscloseto an integernum bern

correspondingtom inim um (n� �=� 0)
2 and thequantum

force
I

l

dlFq = 2��h(< n > �
�

�0

)! (4)

as wellas the persistent current are a periodicalfunc-

tion ofthe m agnetic 
ux � inside the loop. The quan-

tum force takes the place ofthe Faraday’s voltage and

m aintains the persistent current in spite ofthe energy

dissipation RI2p.

4. N A N O -SC A LE Q U A N T U M P O W ER

SO U R C E.

Itisobviousthatwork can be easy obtained atan or-

dered circular m otion ofm olecules,for exam ple in the

case considered by Feynm an [17]. But how can we use

theenergy ofthepersistentcurrent? Itisdoubtfulthata

work can beobtained atusing ofhom ogeneous,sym m et-

ricloop in which can notbeapotentialdi�erenceeven at

a non-zero current.Butitiswellknown thata potential

di�erence

V = (< � > ls � < � > l)lsj (5)

should beobserved on a segm entls ofan inhom ogeneous

conventionalloop at a currentdensity j along the loop

induced by theFaraday’svoltagej< � > ll= < E > ll=

� (1=c)d�=dtiftheaverageresistivity along thesegm ent

< � > ls=
R

ls
dl�=ls di�ers from the one along the loop

< � > l=
H

l
dl�=l.The relation (5)can be deduced from

theO hm ’law j� = E = � r V � � (1=c)dA=dt= � r V �

(1=cl)d�=dt.

4.1. Persistent voltage.

Ifthepersistentcurrentjp(�=� 0)issim ilartothecon-

ventionalcurrent induced by the Faraday’s voltage the

persistentpotentialdi�erenceVp(�=� 0)= (< � > ls � <

� > l)lsjp(�=� 0)should beobserved withoutan external

current on segm ents ofa inhom ogeneous loop where <

� > ls � < � > l6= 0 and should notobserved on segm ents

ofa hom ogeneousone where< � > ls � < � > l= 0. The

experim entalinvestigations[27]corroboratethisanalogy.

ThedependenciesofthedcvoltageV on them agnetic


ux � � B S ofsom e round Alloops with a diam eter

2r = 1,2 and 4 �m and a line width w = 0.2 and 0.4

�m at the dc m easuring current Im and di�erent tem -

perature close to Tc. The sheet resistance ofthe loops
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wasequalapproxim ately 0.5 
=� at4.2 K ,theresistance

ratio R(300K )=R(4:2K ) � 2 and the m idpoint of the

superconducting resistive transition Tc � 1:24 K . All

loops exhibited the anom alous features ofthe resistive

dependencies on tem perature and m agnetic �eld which

wasbeforeobserved on m esoscopicAlstructuresin som e

works[24,28].

In orderto verify theanalogy with a conventionalloop

both sym m etricand asym m etricloopswereinvestigated.

Becauseoftheadditionalpotentialcontactsdi�erentseg-

m entsofasym m etricloopshavea di�erentresistanceat

T � Tc when � 6= n� 0,whereasboth segm entsofsym -

m etricloopsshould havethesam eresistanceifany acci-

dentalheterogeneity isabsent. The conventionalLittle-

Parksoscillationsofthe resistance were observed atthe

sym m etricalloops. Thisresultrepeatsthe observations

m ade before in m any works and is not new result. In

accordance with the analogy with a conventionalloop

(5)the voltagem easured atcontactsofsym m etricloops

equals zero at zero m easuring current Im = 0. In con-

trastto sym m etricalloopsno resistance butvoltage os-

cillationsV (�=� 0)proportionalto theoscillationsofthe

persistentcurrentjp(�=� 0)areobserved on segm entsof

asym m etricloop.In accordancewith the prediction [18]

and theanalogy with a conventionalloop (5)thevoltage

oscillationsareobserved withoutan externalcurrent.

The phenom enon observed in [27]was predicted �rst

in [29].Itwasshown �rstin thiswork thatthe dc volt-

agethevalueand sign ofwhich depend in a periodicway

on the m agnetic 
ux can be observed on a segm ent of

superconducting loop which isswitched between norm al

and superconducting states. The value ofthis voltage

should be proportionalto the average frequency ofthe

switching !,aswellasthequantum force(see(4)),until

the frequency doesnotexceed a lim itone corresponded

to a tim e relaxation. The analogy with a conventional

loop (5) is conform ed and the dc potentialdi�erence is

observed [27]since the quantum force (4)aswellasthe

Faraday’s voltage � (1=c)d�=dt can not be localized in

any segm entofthe loop in principle because ofthe un-

certainty relation �p�l> �h [18].The velocity ofsuper-

conducting pairsbecom esnonzero when the m om entum

takes a certain value �p < p n+ 1 � � pn = 2��h=l,i.e.

when superconducting pairs cannot be localized in any

segm entofthe loop. The quantum force should be uni-

form along the loop:
H

l
dlFq = lFq .

From this relation and the relation (4) the connec-

tion between the frequency ! = N sw =� ofthe switch-

ing between superconducting state with di�erent con-

nectivity and the voltage which should be observed on

the loop segm ent rem ained alltim e in superconducting

state can be deduced. Since the dissipation force does

notacton superconducting pairsthebalanceofforcesis

2eE = 2eV=ls = Fq = 2��h(< n > � �=� 0)!=l. Conse-

quently the potentialdi�erence

V =
��h!

e
(< n > �

�

�0

)
ls

l
(6)

should be observed on a segm entls rem aining in super-

conducting statewhen othersegm entisswitched in nor-

m alstate with frequency !.Thisrelation between volt-

age and frequency resem blesthe Josephson one (see for

exam ple [30]). The totalbalance of force circulation
H

l
dlFq +

H

l
dlFdis = 0 explains why the persistent cur-

rentisobserved in spiteofthedissipation Fdis 6= 0.This

balance arisesfrom the conditionsthatthe totalchange

ofthe m om entum circulation during a long tim e should

equalzero and that
H

l
dlr V � 0.The m om entum circu-

lation ofsuperconducting pair changesfrom (2e=c)� to

n2��h becauseofquantization and from n2��h to (2e=c)�

because of the dissipation force. During a tim e unity

(< n > 2��h � (2e=c)�)! + ((2e=c)�� < n > 2��h)! =

2��h(< n > � �=� 0)! +
H

l
dlFdis = 0.

4.2. Persistent pow er.

The observation ofthe voltage oscillations [27]is ex-

perim entalevidence that the quantum force as wellas

theFaraday’svoltageisdistributed uniform ly am ongthe

loop. This likenessbetween the quantum force and the

Faraday’svoltageexplainswhy the analogy between the

persistentcurrentand theconventionalcurrentiscorrob-

orated [27].Butthereisan im portantdi�erencebetween

these currents. The conventionalcurrentin accordance

with the O hm ’s law j� = E = � r V � � (1=c)dA=dt=

� r V � (1=cl)d�=dt has the sam e direction with the

electric �eld in the whole of loop whereas the persis-

tent current is observed without the Faraday’s voltage

dA=dt = (1=l)d�=dt = 0 and consequently the electric

�eld E = � r V and thepersistentcurrentIp should have

opposite directions in a segm ent because
H

l
dlr V � 0.

Thism eansthataccording to thepredictions[18,29]and

the experim entalresult[27]a segm entofthe asym m et-

ric loop is a dc power source:V Ip 6= 0 when � 6= n� 0

and � 6= (n + 0:5)� 0. It should be noted that already

the classicalLittle-Parks experim ent is evidence ofthe

dc powersource since the powerdissipation RI2p can be

observed only ifa powersourceRI2p exists.

4.3. D irect-current generator

Thusthe theoretical[18,29]and experim ental[27]in-

vestigationsshow thatinhom ogeneousm esoscopicsuper-

conducting loop can be used asdirect-currentgenerator

thepersistentpowerofwhich isinduced by therm al
uc-

tuations. Although the power of 
uctuations is weak

(W fl = (kB T)
2=�h � 10� 8 W t at T = 100 K ) enough

power acceptable for realapplications can be obtained

since the powerofthe dc powersourcecan be added.It

isthe second im portantdi�erence ofthe persistentcur-

rentfrom theNyquist’snoise.ThepoweroftheNyquist’s

noiseW N yq = kB T�! observed on oneresistanceequals

the one observed on N resistance whereasthe powerof

any N dcpowersourcecan beadded.Sincethesegm ent

oftheinhom ogeneousloop isa dcpowersourcethevolt-

ageVN = N V shouldbeobservedon asystem ofidentical

inhom ogeneousloopssegm entsofwhich areconnected in

series.ThepowerW load = N 2V 2R load=(R load+ N R s)
2 =

4



N V 2=4R s can beobtained on an electricdevicewith the

resistanceR load = N R s loaded on thissystem [31].Here

R s is the resistance ofthe segm ent which is a load in

the inhom ogeneousloop.The persistentpowerobserved

on one inhom ogeneousloop W p;1 = V 2

p =R s < I2pR l can

notexceed (kB T)
2=�h [18,29,32]because itisinduced by

therm al
uctuations. Butthe system ofN identicalin-

hom ogeneousloopsW p;N = N V 2

p =R s < N (kB T)
2=�h can

be enough powerfulwhen the num berofthe loopsN is

enough great. The W p;N =4 part ofthis power can be

used in an usefulelectric device. Such system can be

used sim ultaneously asdirect-currentgenerator[33]and

refrigerator[34].

Since the 
uctuation power is proportionalto T 2 it

is better to use high-Tc superconductor (HTSC) with

criticaltem perature Tc � 100 K for the m aking ofthe

quantum powersource on base ofnon-chaoticBrownian

m otion [31,35].Sincethe valueofe�ectsconnected with

the persistent current in loops is proportionalto (l=�)2

and thecoherencelength � ofHTSC known now issm all

the loopsshould be nano-scale.Them odern m ethodsof

nano-technology allow to m ake the system of108 loops

on an area � 1 cm 2. Such system ofHTSC loops can

give the dc power up to W p;N < N (kB T)
2=�h � 1 W t.

The power can be increased in m any tim es by the use

ofm ulti-layertechnology. The powerup to 10 kW tcan

be obtained in a system with volum e � 100 cm 3 and

thicknessoflayers0.01 cm .

Thus nano-scale quantum power source with accept-

able power and acceptable volum e can be m ade. But

very high technology requiresin orderto m akeit.

5. D ISC U SSIO N

It is obvious that the result [27]is experim entalevi-

denceofdcpowersourceand thatdcpowercan beused

for the perform ance of useful work in contrast to the

chaoticNyquist’snoise.Butdefendersofthesecond law

do not retreat. They state that the dc power observed

in [27]isinduced by an externalnon-equilibrium electri-

calnoise.Indeed,reiterated switching ofa loop between

superconducting statewith di�erentconnectivity can be

induced both by equilibrium noise (therm al
uctuation)

and by an externalnon-equilibrium noise and itisdi�-

culttodistinguish the�rstand second in
uence.In order

to state thatonly equilibrium noise inducesthe dc volt-

ageobserved in [27]oneshould befully con�dentthatthe

tem perature ofexternalnoise in a wide frequency band

does notexceed the tem perature ofm easurem ent. It is

very di�cultto be sure even ifbecause ofthe tem pera-

ture di�erence inside and outside ofthe cryostatwhere

them easurem entsanyfrequencyregions.BecauseofT =

300 K outside the cryostatthe noise powercan be close

to theequilibrium oneforthetem peratureT = 1.2 K of

m easurem entin [27]only forfrequency regionswhich are

strongly shielded orabsorbed. The powerforsom e fre-

quency regionscan be between kB 1:2�! and k B 300�!

evenwithoutaexternalnoisesourcesexistingin ournoisy

world.

But the claim that the dc power observed in [27]is

induced by an externalnon-equilibrium electricalnoise

doesnotsavethesecond law sincealready num erousob-

servation ofthepersistentcurrentatnon-zero resistance

are experim entalevidence ofits violation. This quan-

tum phenom enon is enough long ago and wellknown.

M ost scientists state that the persistent current does

notthreaten the second law since itisequilibrium phe-

nom enon and therefore no work can be extracted from

the persistentcurrent. Indeed,in the equilibrium state,

in which the persistentcurrentis observed,the free en-

ergy F = E � � ST hasm inim um valueand nobody can

decrease a value below its m inim um . But the internal

energy E can be decrease without any decrease ofthe

free energy ifthe entropy S decreasesatthe sam e tim e.

Thus,this statem ent ofdefenders ofthe second law is

turned into the statem ent that the second law can not

be broken since itcan notbe broken.

Since observation ofany current I at non-zero resis-

tance R > 0 m eans the existence ofenergy dissipation

with powerRI2 m any scientistsstatethatthepersistent

current is no quite current. But ifit is correct why is

thevoltageproportionalto thisno-currentisobserved in

[27]? In orderto savethesecond law itsdefendersshould

explain this aswellas they should give an explanation,

alternativetotheoneproposed in [18],whythepersistent

currentdoesnotdie down atR > 0.

Now m ost scientist are fully con�dent that the sec-

ond law can not be broken since as Arthur Eddington

wrote in 1948 [36]: \The second law of therm odynam -

ics holds,I think,the suprem e position am ong the laws

ofNature. Ifsom eone points out to you that your pet

theory ofthe universe isin disagreem entwith M axwell’s

equations -then so m uch the worse for M axwell’s equa-

tions. Ifit is found to be contradicted by observation,

well,these experim entalists do bungle things som etim es.

Butifyourtheory isfound to beagainstthesecond law of

therm odynam icsIcan give you no hope;there isnothing

for itbutcollapse in deepesthum iliation". Nevertheless

enough m any paperswith challenge the absolute status

ofthesecond law werepublished in thelastyears[37-56].

M oredetailed Bibliography can befound attheweb-site

http://www.sandiego.edu/secondlaw2002/# Bibliography

of First International Conference on Q uantum Lim -

its to the Second Law which was held July 29-31,

2002 in University of San Diego and at the web-site

http://www.ipm t-hpm .ac.ru/SecondLaw/. The Confer-

ence Proceedings were published by Am erican Insti-

tuteofPhysics,http://proceedings.aip.org/proceedings/

confproceed/643.jsp.
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