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A de nition of entropy via the K olm ogorov algorithm ic com plexity is discussed. A s exam ples, we
show how them ean eld theory for the Isingm odel, and the entropy ofa perfect gas can be recovered.
T he connection w ith com putations are pointed out, by paraphrasing the law s of them odynam ics
for com puters. A Iso discussed is an approach that m ay be adopted to develop statisticalm echanics

using the algorithm ic point of view .

I. NTRODUCTION

T he purpose of this lecture note is to illustrate a route
for the de nition of entropy using our experience w ith
com puters. In the process the connection between sta-
tistical physics and com putations com es to the fore.

A . W hat is entropy?

This is a question that plagues alm ost all especially
beginning physics students. There are several correct
ways to answer this.

1. It is the perfect di erential that one gets by divid—
Ing the heat transfered by a quantity T that gives
us the hot-cold feeling (ie. tem perature). (ther—
m odynam ics)

2.t is the log of the number of states available.
B oltzm ann)

P
3. It is som ething proportional to PiInp; where
p; is the probability that the system is In state i.
G bbs)

4. Tt is jast an axiom that there exists an extensive
quantity S, obeying certain plausble conditions,
from which the usual them odynam ic rules can be
obtamned. (Callen)

But the colloquial link between disorder or random —
ness and entropy rem ains unexpressed though, agreeably,
m aking a form al connection is not easy. O ur plan is to
establish thism issing link a la K olm ogorov.

Besides these conceptual questions, there is a practi-
cal issue that bugs m any who do com puter sin ulations
where di erent con gurations are generated by som e set
of rules. In the end one wants to calculate various ther—
m odynam ic quantities w hich involve both energy and en—
tropy. Now , each con guration generated during a sim —
ulation or tim e evolution has an energy associated w ih
it. But does it have an entropy? The answer is of course
blow ing In the wind. A 11 them odynam ic behaviours ul-
tin ately come from a free energy, say, F = lEi TS
where E , the energy, generally known from m echanical
ideas like the H am iltonian, enters as an average, denoted

by the angular brackets, but no such average for S.Asa
result, one cannot tak of \ free energy" ofa con guration
at any stage of the sinulation. A 1l the de niionsmen—
tioned above associate S to the ensam ble, ordistridbutions
over the phase space. They sinply forbid the question
\w hat is the entropy ofa con guration". Too bad!

B. On com puters

Over the years we have seen the size of com puters
shrinking, speed Increasing and pow er requirem ent going
down. Centuries ago a question that tickled scientists
w as the possibility of converting heat to work or nding
a perfect engine going in a cycl that would com pletely
convert heat to work. A current version of the same
problem would be: Can we have a com puter that does
com putationsbut at the end does not require any energy.
O r, we take a com puter, draw power from a rechargeable
battery to do the com putation, then do the reverse op—
erations and give back the energy to the battery. Such
a com puter is in principle a perpetual com puter. Is it
possibke?

W hat we m ean by a com puter is a m achine or an cb-
fct that Inplem ents a set of Instructions w ithout any
Intelligence. Tt executes whatever it has been instructed
to do w ithout any decision m aking at any point. At the
outset, w ithout loss of generality, we choose binary (0,1)
as the alphabet to be used, each letter to be called a bit.
The pb of the com puter is to m anjpulate a given string
as per Instructions. Just as In physics, where we are In—
terested in the them odynam ic Im it of in nitely large
num ber of particles, volum es etc, we would be Interested
In in niely Jong strings. T he question therefore is \can
bit m anipulations be done w ithout cost of energy?"

II. RANDOM NESS

The problm that a con guration can not have an en—
tropy has is origin in the standard statistical problem
that a given outcom e of an experim ent cannot be tested
forrandom ness. E g., one num ber generated by a random
num ber generator cannot be tested for random ness.

For concreteness, ket us consider a generalm odel sys—
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tem of a m agnet consisting of spins s; = 1 arranged
on a square lattice w ith i representing a lattice site. If
necessary, we may also use an energy (or Ham iltonian)
E= J _; sisywherethe sum isovernearest neigh-
bours (ie. bonds of the Jattice). Suppose the tem pera—
ture is so high that each spin can be in anyone ofthe two
states 1 wih equalprobability. W e m ay generate such
a con guration by repeated tossing ofa fair coin. Ifwe
get + + + + 4+ o+ + +H, T)
is it a random con guration? O r Can the con gurations
of spins as shown in Fig. -'g.' be considered random ?
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FIG.1: Ising magnet. Spins 1 are represented by arrow s
pointingup ordown. @A) A ferrom agnetic state, B) an anti-
ferrom agnetic state, and (C) a seem Ingly random con gura—
tion.

W ith N spins (or bits), under tossing of a fair coin,
the probability of getting Fig. :!:(A) is2 Y and so is
the probability of B) or (C). Therefore, the fact that
a process is random cannot be used to guarantee ran-—
dom ness of the sequence of outcom es. Still, we do have
a naive feeling. AllHeads in N coin toss experim ents
or strings lke 1111111... (ferro state of Fig. -}'(A)) or
10101010... (@ntiferro state of Fig :1.:(:8 )) are never con—
sidered random because one can identify a pattem, but
a string 1ike 110110011100011010001001... (or con gura—
tion ofFjg-'_]:(C )) m ay be taken as random . But what is
it that gives us this feeling?

A . A Ilgorithm ic approach

T he naive expectation can be quanti ed by a di erent
type of argum ents, not generally em phasized in physics.
Suppose Iwant to descrbe the string by a com puter pro—
gramm e; or rather by an algorithm . O f course there
is no unigque \program m Ing" language nor there is \a"
com puter — but these are not very serious issues. W e
m ay choose, arbitrarily, one lJanguage and one com puter
and transform all other languages to this language @y
adding "transhtors") and always choose one particular
com puter. The two strings, the ferro and the anti-ferro
states, can then be cbtained as outputs oftwo very sm all
program m es,

5 million times

(A) Print 1 (ferro state)

(B) Print 10 2.5 million times (antiferro state)

In contrast, the third string would com e from

(C) Print 110110011100... (disordered state)

so that the size of the programm e is sam e as the size
of the string itself. This exam ple show s that the size of
the programm e gives an expression to the naive feeling
of random ness we have. W e may then adopt i for a
quantitative m easure of random ness.

De nition : Let us de ne random ness of a
string as the size of the m inim al programm e
that generates the string.

The crucial word is \m inim al". In com puter parlance
what we are trying to achieve is a com pression of the
string and the m inin al program m e is the best com pres—
sion that can be achieved.

A nother nam e given to what we called \random ness"
is com pkexity, and this particular m easure is called K ol
m ogorov algorithm ic com plexity. The sam e quantity,
random ness, is also called informm ation, because the m ore
we can com press a string the less is the Infom ation con-—
tent. Inform ation and random ness are then two sides of
the sam e coin: the fom er expressing a positive asoect
w hile the 2nd a negative one!

Let K (c) be a program m e for the string of con gura—
tion c and Jt us denote the length ofany string by j:: j.
T he random ness or com plexiy is

S =mm¥K ©3 1)

W e now de ne a string as random , if its random ness or
com plexity is sim ilar to the length ofthe string, or, to be
quantitative, if random ness is larger than a pre-chosen
threshold, eg, say, S (c) > £j 13. The choice 0of 13 is
surely arbitrary here and any num ber would do.

1. Comments

A few things need to be m entioned here. (i) By de —
nition, am inin alprogram m e is random , because its size
cannot be reduced further. (i) It is possble to prove
that a string is not random by explicitly constructing a
an all programm €, but it is not possbl to prove that
a string is random . This is related to G odel’s incom —
pleteness theorem . For exam ple, the digits of may
ook random (and believed to be so0) until one realizes
that these can be ocbtained from an e cient routine for,
say, tan '. W em ay not have a welkde ned way of con—
structing m inin al algorithm s, but we agree that such an
algorithm exists. (iii) The arbitrariness in the choice of
language lads to som e inde niteness in the de nition
of random ness which can be cured by agreeing to add
a translhtor programm e to all other programm es. This
still leaves the di erences of random ness of two strings
to be the sam e. In other words, random ness is de ned
upto an arbirary additive constant. Entropy in classical
therm odynam ics also has that arbirariness. (i) Such a
de nition of random ness satis es a type of subadditivity
condition S (¢ + &) S)+ S()+ O 1), where the
O (1) tem cannot be ignored.



B . Entropy

A cogpting that this K oln ogorovian approach to ran-—
dom ness m akes sense and since we connect random ness
In a physical system w ith entropy, ket us associate this
random ness S (c) w ith the entropy of that string or con—

guration c. For an ensem ble of strings or con gurations
w ith probability p; for the i-th string or con guration cj,
the average entropy w illbe de ned by
X
Sg = piS (ci) @)
(taking the Boltzm ann constant kg = 1). W e shallclain
that this is the themm odynam ic entropy we are fam iliar
with.

Since the de nition ofentropy in Eq. ('Q:) looks ad hoc,
ket us rst show that this de nition gives us back the
results we are fam iliar w ith. To com plete the story, we
then establish the equivalence w ith the G bbs de nition
of entropy.

C. Example I:M ean led theory for the Ising
m odel

Consider the Ising problem . Let us try to write the
free energy of a state with ny + spinsand n soins
wih ny + n = N . The number of such con gurations
is

N !
= ——: 3)
ny 'n !

An ordered list (say lexicographical) ofallofthese con—
gurations is then m ade. Ifall ofthese states are equally
likely to occur then one m ay specify a state by a string
that identi es its location in the list of con gurations.
T he size of the programm e is then the num ber of bits
required to store numbers of the order of . Let S be

the num ber ofbits required. For generalN ;n, ;n , S is
given by
28 = =) S=1log, : @)
Stirling’s approxim ation then gives
S = ny ogyny +n logyn
= N plgp+ @I pllg 1 pJ ®)

wih p = ns =N , the probability ofa soin being up. Re—
semblnce of Eq. () with the Boltzm ann omul for
entropy (Sec. I) should not go unnoticed here. Eq. 6'_5)
is the celbrated formula that goes under the nam e of
entropy ofm ixing for alloys, solutions etc.

1. Comments

Tt is in portant to note that no attem pt hasbeen m ade
for \m Inin alizations" of the algorithm or in other words

we have not attem pted to com press For exam ple,
no m atter w hat the various strings are, allofthe N spin
con gurationscan be generated by a loop (@lgorithm rep—
resented schem atically)

i=0
10 i =1i+1
L = length of i in binary

Print 0 (N-L) times, then "i" in binary
If (1 <N ) go to 10
stop

By a suitable choice of N (9., N = 1l:::l) the code
for representation of N can be shortened enom ously by
com pressingN . T his show sthat onem ay generate allthe
spin con gurations by a sn all program m e though there
are severaloon gurationsthat would require ndividually
m uch bigger program m es. T his should not be considered
a contradiction because i produces m uch m ore than we
want. It is fair to put a restriction that the program m es
wewant should be selfdelin ing m eaning it should stop
w ithout intervention) and should produce jist what we
want, preferably no extra output. Such a restriction then
autom atically exclides the above loop.

Secondly, m any of the num bers in the sequence from
1 to can be com pressed enom ously. However, what
enum eration schem e we use, cannot be crucial for phys—
ical properties of a m agnet, and therefore, we do need
S bits to convey an arbitrary con guration. It is also
reassuring to realize that there are random (ie. Incom —
pressble) strings in 2¥ possble N bit strings. T he proof
goes as follow s. Ifan N bit string is com pressible, then
the com pressed length would be N 1. But there are
only 2Y ! such strings. Now the com pression procedure
hasto be one to one (unigue) or otherw ise decom pression
w illnotbepossble. Hence, forevery N , there are strings
which are not com pressble and therefore random .

A related question is the tim e required to run a pro—
gramme. W hat we have de ned so far is the \space"
requirem ent. It is also possble to de ne a \tine com -
plexiy" de ned by the tin e required to get the output.
In this note we avoid this issue of tin e altogether.

2. Free energy

In the K olm ogorov approach we can now w rite the free
energy ofany con guration,c; as¥F;= E; TS;wih the
them odynam ic free energy com ing from the average over
all con gurations,

F Wi=HMi ThSi:
Ifwe now clain that S obtained in Eq. {5) is the en-
tropy of any con guration, and since no com pression is
used, it is the sam e for all (this is obviously an approxi-
mation), wemay use hiSi= S. The average energy m ay
be approxin ated by assum ing random m xture ofup and
down spinsw ith an averagevaluiehsi=p (@ p). Ifqgis



the num ber of nearest neighbours (4 for a square lattice),
the free energy is then given by
F

q 2
—==J@p 1
> Cp 1)

T plogp+ @1
N o logp+ (

p) gl p)l:

6)

N ote that we have not used the Boltzm ann or the G bbs
form ula for entropy. By using the K olm ogorov de nition
what we get back isthemean eld (or BraggW illiam s)
approxin ation forthe Isihgm odel. A sisweltknown, this
equation on m Inim ization of F w ih respect to p, gives
us the CurieW eiss law form agnetic susceptibility at the
ferro-m agnetic transition. No need to go into details of
that because the purpose of this exercise is to show that
the K oIn ogorov approach works.

D . Exam ple II: Perfect gas

A m ore elem entary exam ple is the SackurTetrode for-
mula for entropy of a perfect gas. W e use cells of sm all
sizes V such that each cellm ay contain atm ost one par—
ticle. ForN particlesweneed = (V= V) Y numbersto
specify a con guration, because each particle can be in
one of V=V cells. The size in bits is S = N log , % so
that the change in random ness or entropy as the volum e

is changed from V; to V¢ is

S=N bg, £ 7
g 2 v: (7)
T he Indistinguishability factor can also be taken into ac—
count in the above argum ent, but since it doesnot a ect
Eqg. zj), we do not go into that. Sim ilarly m om entum
contribution can also be considered.

FIG . 2: Perfect gas: space divided into cells. The cells are
occupied by the particles

Tt m ay be noted here that the work done in isothem al

expansion of a perfect gas is

Z Ve v,
PdV=NkgTh—-= kg n2)T S: 8)

Vi Vi

W here P isthe pressure satisfylmgPV = N kg T and S
isde ned in Eq. G:/:). Both Egs. @) and @) are identical
to what we get from them odynam ics. T he em ergence of
In 2 isbecause of the change in base from 2 to e.

Tt seem s logical enough to take this route to the de —
nition of entropy and i would rem ove m uch of the m ist
surrounding entropy In the beginning years of a physics
student.

IIT. COM PUTERS
A . On com putation

For the com puter problem m entioned in the Introduc—
tion, one needs to ponder a bit about reality. In them o—
dynam ics, one considers a reversble engine which m ay
not be practical, m ay not even be in plem entable. But a
reversble system w ithout dissipation can alwaysbe jis-
ti ed. Can one do so for com puters?

1. Reversibke com puters?

To inplem ent an algorithm (as given to it), one needs
logic circuits consisting of say AND and NAND gates
(@ll others can be built wih these two) each of which
requires tw o inputs (@) to give one output (c). By con—
struction, such gates are irreversble: given c, one can not
reconstruct a and b. However it is possble, at the cost
of extra signals, to construct a reversible gate (called a
To oligate) that gives AND or NAND depending on a
third extra signal. T he truth table is given in A ppendix
5: . Reversbility isobvious. A com puterbased on such re—
versble gates can run both ways and therefore, after the
end ofm anipulations, can be run backw ards because the
hardware now allow s that. Just lke a reversbl engie,
we now have a reversble com puter. A llour references to
com puters w ill be to such reversible com puters.

2. Laws of com putation

Let us try to form ulate a few basic principles applica—
ble to com puters. These are rephrased versions of law s
fam iliar to us.

Law I: It is not possble to have perpetual
com putation.

In otherwords, we cannot have a com puter that can read
a set of Instructions and carry out com putations to give
us the output without any energy requirem ent. P roving
this is not straight forward but this is not inconsistent
w ith our Intuiive ideas. W ewon’t pursue this. Thistype
of com puterm ay be called perpetual com puter of type I.
First law actually forbids such perpetual com puters.

Law II:TIt isnotpossble to have a com puter
whose sole purpose is to draw energy from a
reversible source, execute the instructions to
give the output and run backw ard to deliver
the energy back to source, and yet leave the
mem ory at the end In the origihal starting
state.

A oom puter that can actually do this will be called a
perpetual com puter of second kind or type II.



3. W hat generates heat?

In order to see the Im portance of the second law, we
need to considervariousm anipulationson a le which is
actually a string). O ur interest is in long strings (length
going to In niy as in them odynam ic lim it in physics).
Now suppose we want to edit the Il and change one
character, say, In the 21st position. W e m ay then start
w ith the original I and add an Instruction to go to that
position and change the character. A s a result the edit
operation is describbed by a programm e which is alm ost
of the sam e length (at last in the lim i of long strings)
as the original program m e giving the string. Therefore
there isno change in entropy in thisediting process. Sup—
pose we want to copy a l. W e may attach the copy
programm e w ith the . The copy programm e iself is
of sm all size. T he copy process therefore again does not
change the entropy. O ne m ay continue w ith all the pos—
sblem anipulations on a string and convince oneselfthat
all (but one) can be perform ed at constant entropy.

T he exocgptional process is dekte or removalofa k.
T here is no need of elaboration that this is a vital pro—
cess in any com putation. W hen we remove a I, we are
replacing the entire string by all zeros —a state w ith neg—
ligble entropy. It is this process that would reduce the
entropy by N for N characters so that In conventional
units the heat produced at temperature T isN kg T In2
(eeEq. {_S)) . W eknow from physics that entropy reduc—
tion does not happen naturally (we cannot coola system
easily).

4. M emory as fuel

W e can have a reversible com puter that starts by tak—
Ing energy from a source to carry out the operationsbut
to run tbackward (via To oligates) it hasto storem any
redundant Inform ation in m em ory. Even though the pro—
cesses are iso-entropic and can be reversed after getting
the output to give back the energy to the source, we no
longer have the m em ory In the sam e \blank" state we
started w ith. To get back to that \blank" state, we have
to clear them em ory (ram ove the strings). T his last step
Jow ers the entropy, a process that cannot be carried out
w ithout help from outside. If we do not want to clear
the m em ory, the com puter w ill stop working once the
m em ory is fuill.

This is the second law that prohibits perpetual com —
puterofsecond kind. T he sim ilarity w ith therm odynam ic
rules is apparent. To com plete the analogy, a com puter
is like an \engine" and m em ory is the fuel. From a prac-
tical point of view , this loss of entropy is given out as
heat (sin ilar to latent heat on freezing of water). Lan—
dauer In 1961 pointed out that the heat produced due to
this loss of entropy is kg T In2 perbit orN kg T In2 for
N bits. For com parison, one m ay note that N kg In2 is
the totalam ount ofentropy lost when an Ising ferrom ag—
net is cooled from a very high tem perature param agnetic

phase to a very low tem perature ferrom agnetic phase. If
the process of deletion on a com puter occurs very fast in
a very am all region of space, this heat generation can cre-
ate problam . It therefore puts a lim it on m iniaturization
or speed of com putation. Adm ittedly this lim it is not
too realistic because other real life processes would play
m ajprrolkes in determ Ining speed and size of a com puter.
See A ppendix :_C: for an estin ate of heat generated.

B. Comm unication
1. The problem

Letusnow look at anotheraspect of com putersnam ely
tranam ission of strings (or Jles) or com m unication. This
topic actually predates com puters. To be concrete, let
us consider a case where we want to transn i in ages
discretized into am all cells of four colours, RGBY with
probabilities

PR)= 1=2,pG) = 1=4;pB) = p(¥) = 1=8:

T he question in com m unication is: \W hat isthem inim al
length of string (in bits) required to transm i any such
n age?”

2. Kol ogorov and Shannon’s theorem

T here are two possble ways to answer this question.
The rstisgiven by the K oln ogorov entropy (= random —
ness= com plexiy) whil the second is given by a di er-
ent powerful theorem called Shannon’s noiseless coding
theorem . G ven a long string C5 ofsay N characters, ifwe
know its K olm ogorov entropy S5 then that has to be the
an allest size for that string. Ifwe now consider allpossi-
ble N character su:ing}; w ith Py as the probability of the
Jjth string, then Sk = 5P 4S5 is the average num berwe
are looking for. Unfortunately it is not possible to com -
pute Sy for all cases. Here we get help from Shannon’s
theorem . T hepossbility oftranam itting a signalthat can
be decoded uniquely is guaranteed w ith prob@bﬂjty 1, if
the average num ber ofbits per character= pi log, pi
w here p;’s are the probabilities of individual characters.
A proof of this theorem is given In A ppendix :l_i: Since
the two refer to the sam e ob Ect, they are the sam e w ith
probability 1, ie.,

X

Sk = N pilog, pi:

3. Examples

T he applicability ofthe Shannon theorem isnow shown
for the above exam ple. To choose a coding scheme, we
need to restrict ourselves to pre x codes (ie. codes that
do not use one code as the \pre x" of another code. A s



an exam ple, if we choose R 0;G 1;B 10;Y 11,
decoding cannot be unique. E g. what is 010? RGR
or RB? Nonunijqueness here cam e from the fact that B
(10) hasthe code ofG (1) asthe rst string orpre x. A
schem e which ispre x free is to be called a pre x code.
For our original exam ple, we m ay choose R 0;G

10;B 110;Y 111 asa possbl coding scheme to nd
that the average length required to transm it a colour is
. 1 1 1 7
hi 1 —-+2 —-+2 3 —=—: 9)
2 4 8 4

It is a sin ple exercise to show that any other m ethod
would only Increase the average size. W hat is ram arkable
is that
X
piog, ps = 7=4;

i

an expression we are fam iliar w ith from the G bbs en—
tropy and also see in the Shannon theorem .
In case the source changes is pattem and starts send—

ing signals w th equalprobability
PR)=pG)=pB)=p{¥)= 1=4;

wem ay adopt a di erent schem e w ith

R 00;G 10;B  01;Y 11;
for which the average length is
X
hii= 2= pi log, pi:

i

This is lessthan what wewould get ifwe stick to the st
schem e. Such sin ple schem esm ay not work forarbirary
cases as, eg., for
1 1

PR)= 1=2;pG) = 2 2 ;pB)= p(Y)=§+
In the rstschemewegethli= 7+ 2 while the second
schem e would give hli = 2. In the lim it of = 1=8, we
can opt for a sin pler code

R 0;B 10;Y 11; with hli= 3=2:

One way to reduce this length jsﬂlert,tomakea list of
allpossble 2V S strings, where S = plog, p In some
particular order and then transm i the ifem number of
the m essage. T his cannot require m ore than S bits per
character. W e see the In portance of the G bbs form ula
but it is called the Shannon entropy.

4. Entropy

Tt isto be noted that the Shannon theorem looksat the
ensam ble and not at each string pdependently. T here—
fore the Shannon entropy S = ;PiInp; is ensemble
based, but as the exam ples of m agnet or noninteracting

gas show ed, this entropy can be used to get the entropy
of ndividual strings.

G iven a set, lke the colours in the above exam ple,
we can have di erent probability distribbutions for the el-
em ents. The Shannon entropy would be determ ined by
that distrdbbution . In the K oln ogorov case, w e are assign—
ing an \entropy" S; to the Jjth long string or state but
Sk is detem ined by the probabilities P 4’s of the long
strings which are In tum detem ned by the p’s of the
individual characters. Since both refer to the best com -
pression on the average, they have to be equivalent. Tt
should how ever be noted that this equivalence is only in
the lin i and is a probability 1 statem ent m eaning that
there are con gurations which are alm ost not lkely to
occur and they are not counted in the Shannon entropy.
Instead of the full list to represent allthe con gurations
(@swedid n Egs. (:_'ﬂ) and @)), it su ces to consider a
sm aller list consisting pf the relevant or typical con gu-—
rations. They are 2 N P9 P i number (see Appendix
B! for details), typically requiring S bits per character.
A physicalexam plem ay illustrate this. Even though all
con guration ofm olecules in a gasare allow ed and should
be taken into account, it is known that not m uch ham
is done by excliding those con gurations where all the
m olculesare con ned In a sm allvolum e in one comer of
a room . In fact giving equalweightage to allthe con gu-—
rationsin Eqg. @) is one of the sources of approxin ations
ofm ean eld theory.

Iv.. STATISTICALMECHANICS

W e now try to argue that statistical m echanics can
also be developed w ith the above entropy picture. To
do so, we consider the conventional canonical ensem ble,
ie. a system de ned by a Ham iltonian or energy H in
contact with a reservoir or bath with which i can ex-
change only energy. In equilbrium , there is no net ow
of energy from one to the other but there is exchange of
energy going on so that our system goes through all the
available states In phase space. T his process is conven—
tionally described by appropriate equations of m otions
but, though not done generally, one m ay think of the
exchange as a com m unication problem . In equilbrium ,
the system is n all possible states w ith probability p;
for the ith state and is always in com m unication w ith
the reservoir about its con guration. The com m unica-
tion is therefore a long string of the states of the system
each occurring Independently and identically distrdbuted
(that's the m eaning of equilbbrium ). Tt seem s naturalto
m ake the hypothesis that nature picks the optim alway
of comm unication. W e of course assum e that the com -
munication is noiseless. T he approach to equilbrium is
Just the search for the optin al comm unication. W hike
the approach process has a tin e dependence where the
\tin e" com plexity would play a rok, it hasno bearing in
equilbriim and need not worry us. W ith that in m ind,
wem ay m ake the follow Ing postulates:



(1) In equilbbrium , the energy I i= F ;PiE
rem ains constant.

(2) The comm unication w J'thPthe reservoir is
optim alw ith entropy S = ;Pilnps .

(3) For a given average energy, the entropy is
maximum to m inin ize Ailures n com m uni-
cation.

T he third postulate actually assures that the m axin um
possible num ber of con gurations = 2%) are taken into
account in the com m unication process. No attem pt has
been m ade to see if these postulates can be furtherm in—

W ith these sensible postulates, we have the problem of
m axfn izing S w ith respect to p;’s keeping I i= constant
and ;pi= 1.A straight forward varjatjorplcalculatjon
shows that p; = exp( E;)=Z wih Z2 = exp( Ej)
being the standard partition function. The param eter

is to be chosen properly such that one gets back the
average energy. T he usual argum ents of statisticalm e-
chanics can now be used to identify with the hverse
tem perature of the reservoir.

V. SUMMARY

W e have tried to show how the K olm ogorov approach
to random ness m ay be fruitfiilly used to de ne entropy
and also to formulate statistical m echanics. Once the
equivalence with conventional approach is established,
all calculations can then be done in the existing fram e-
work. W hat is gained is a conceptual fram ew ork which
lends itself to exploitation in understanding basic issues
of com putations. This would not have been possible in
the existing fram ework. T his also opens up the possbil-
ity of replacing \engines" by \com puters" in teaching of
therm odynam ics.
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APPENDIX A:TOFFOLIGATE

T he truth tabl ofthe To oligate isgiven below . W ith
three inputs ab,c, the output .n ” isthe AND orNAND
operation ofa and b dependingon c=0or 1.

a b clap® P

3 d 0O 0 0|0 O O
b b |01 o010
/ 1 0 0|1 O O

C g C |11 0/1 11
Fig.Al: To oligate 0O 0 1/0 0 1
0O 1 1|0 1 1

1 0 1|1 0 1

1 1 1|11 1 0

APPENDIX B:PROOF OF SHANNON'S
THEOREM

T he statem ent of Shannon’s noiseless coding theorem
is:

Ifhli isthem inin alaverage code length ofan
optin al code, then

S hi s+1

P
where S = jpjbgzpj.
T he ad fctive \noiseless" ism eant to rem ind usthat there
isno error In com m unication. A m ore verbose statem ent
would be

Ifwe use N hli bits to represent strings of N
characters w ith Shannon entropy S, then a
reliable com pression schem e exists ifhli > S.
Conversely, ifhli < S, no com pression schem e
is reliable.

The equivalence of the two statem ents can be seen by
recognizing that S need not be an integer but hli better
be.

1. Sim ple m otivation

Let us rst go through a heuristic argum ent to m o—
tivate Shannon’s coding theorem . Suppose a source is
em itting signals fc;g Independently and identically dis—
tributed w ith two possble values ¢; = 0 w ith probability
P1 = p,and ¢ = 1 wih probability p, = 1  p. Fora
long enough string C ¢ o3¢, iy the probability is

PQC) = pap@pz)pcs):=pl) B1la)
p'Pa pt P ®B1b)
= 2 N [plog, p+ (1 p)log, (1 p)]; B 1c)

because for large N the num ber of expected 0 isN p and
1isN (I p). Thisexpression show s that the probability
ofa long string is determ ined by

S (fpy9) = B2)

Plg,pt 1 plg, 1 Pk



the \entropy" for this Eartjcu]ar problem . Note the sub-
tle change from Eqg. (Bla) to Eg. (Blh) This use of
expectation values for argeN Iled to the resul thatm ost
ofthe strings, m ay be called the \typical" strings, belong
to a subset of 2V 5 strings (out oftotal2 strings).

2. W hat is \Typical"?

Let us de ne a typical string m ore precisely for any
distrbbution. A string of N symbols C = ¢3¢, iy
willbe called typical (orbetter -typical) if

2 NET ) p)y 2% ®3)
forany given > 0.Eq. EB})may also be rew ritten as
N 'Ig,P(C) S B4)

3. How m any typical strings?

Now, for random variables ¢, X i’s, de ned by X ; =
Iog, p(ci), are also Independent identically di uted
random variables. It isthen expected thatX = Ni Xy
the average value of X ;’s, averaged over the string for

large N , §hou]d approach the ensam ble average, nam ely,

X i= 5P; log, py = S . Thisexpectation com es from
the law of lJarge num bers that
1X N1
Prob N bg,plc) S < 'Y 1;  @®5)
orany > 0.Thismeansthatgivenan wemay nda
> 0 so that the above probability n Eq. 'B$ is greater
than 1 . Recognizing that
X Y
g, p(c) = Iog, pl)= log, P C); B6)
i i
Eqg. {5:3) n plies
Prob N ! lg,P C) S < 1 B7)

W e conclude that the probability that a string is typical
asde ned n Egs. 83) and B4) is1

Let usnow try to estin ate the numberN ¢, the total
num ber of typical strings. Let us use a subscript for
the typical strings wih going from 1 to Ng,. The
sum of probabilitiesP ’s of the typical strings has to be
less than or equalto one, and using the de nition ofEq.

@_3), w e have one inequality
X X

1 P 2 NET V=N 2 NET ) @)
ThisgivesN ., 2 6% ).
Let usnow get a lowerbound or N ¢, . W e have jast

established that the probability fora string to be typical
is1 . Using the other Iim it from Eq. B3) we have
X

X
1 P 2N(S )=Nyp2N(S ); B9)

whichgivesNy, (1 )2'©® ). The nalresulisthat
the total number of typical strings satis es 2N €+ )

N typ 1 )26 JYwhere > 0 can be chosen sm all
for large N . Hence, In the lin it

Nye 2V°: ®10)

4. Coding schem e

Now lt us choose a coding schem e that requires N 1
num ber ofbits for the string ofN characters. Ourain is
to convert a string to a bit string and decode it —thew hole
process has to be unique. Representing the coding and
decoding by \operators" C and D respectively, and any
string by hcj what we want can be w ritten in a fam iliar
form

heith = hoj forallhcy
cat myfilegzippunzip gives myfile

w here the last line is the equivalent \pipelne" in a UNIX
or GNU/Linux system .

Let’stakel> S.W emay choosean suchthatl> S+

. kisatrivialresult that Ny, 2V ©F V< 2V 1 Here
28 1 is the totalnum ber of possible bit strings. Hence all
the typical strings can be encoded. Nontypical strings
occur very rarely but still they m ay be encoded.

Ifl< S,then Ny, > 2" ' and obviously all the typical
strings cannot be encoded. Hence no coding is possble.

T his com pletes the proof of the theorem .

APPENDIX C:HEAT GENERATED IN A CHTIP

As per a report of 1988, the energy dissipation
per logic operation has gone down from 10 ° “pule
in 1945 to 10 '3 pule in 1980’s. Ref: R. W .
Keyes, IBM J. Res. Deve]_ 32, 24 (1988) URL:

For com parison, them alenergy kg T at room tem pera—
ture is of the order of 10 2° pule.

If one can pack 10'® logic gates in one cc operating
at 1 gigahertz w ith m inim aldissjpation ofkg T, it would
release 3 m egaw atts of energy. C an one coolthat?

A more recent exam ple. For a pentium 4 at 1.6GH z,
if the cou fan (that cools the CPU) is kept o , then
during operations the cou tem perature m ay reach 107C
(yes C elsius) asm onitored by standard system softwares
onan HCL madePC (used Porpreparation ofthispaper).


http://www.research.ibm.com/journal/rd/441/keyes.pdf
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