arXiv.cond-mat/0311527v2 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 8 Apr 2004

T he Spin-E cho Systam R econsidered

D .A .Lavis
D epartm ent ofM athem atics
K Ing’s Colkege, Strand, London W C2R 2LS,U .K.
Em ailD avid Lavis@ kclacuk

A bstract

Sin plem odels have played an in portant role in the discussion of founda—
tional issues in statisticalm echanics. Am ong them the spin{echo system
is of particular interest since it can be realized experim entally. T his has
Jed to nferences being drawn about approaches to the foundations of sta—
tisticalm echanics, particularly w ith respect to the use of coarsegraining.
W e exam ine these claim s w ith the help of com puter sin ulations.

1 Introduction

K inetic equationsare very usefiilin statisticalm echanicsbut they are, In general,
approxin ations to the behaviour of the underlying system s. Therefore, any
conclusions which can be drawn from them are of lim ited signi cance for the
resolution of foundational issues. W hat are needed are ®xact’ results, or at
Jeast situations in which num erical errors do not a ect qualitative behaviour.
T his is a severe restriction; m ost interesting problem s in statistical m echanics
there are few of these which can be solved exactly. So, of necessity, usefiil
exam ples are of assem blies of non-interacting m icrosystem s and the literature
contains discussions ofm any ‘toy m odels’ ofthiskind, som e stochastic and som e
determ inistic. Sinulations r a num ber of these are availabke in Lavis 2003);
herewe con ne our attention to an assem bly ofm agnetic dipoles precessing In a

eld. W e shall investigate the tim e-evolution ofthe Bolzm ann entropy, the ne-
grained and coarse-grained versions ofthe G iobs entropy and them agnetization.
W e reverse the dynam ic evolution at an instant of tin e and dem onstrate that
the system retums to a state equivalent to that at the initial tim e. T his is the
spin{echo e ect.

1.1 Fom s ofEntropy

Consider a system , which at tin e t has a m icrostate given by the vector x (t) In
the phase—space . Som e autonom ous dynam ics x ! ¢xX, € 0) determ inesa

ow In and the set ofpointsx (t) = x (0), param eterized by t 0, gives a
trapctory. The set ofm appings £ +g: ¢ isa sem igroup. T he system is reversible
if there exists an idem potent operator I on the points of , such that x = x°
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inpliesthat Ix%= Ix. Then = (¢) '= I +I and the setf gwih
t2 R orZ isa group.

11.1 The Boltzm ann Entropy

M acrostates (cbservable states) arede ned by a set  ofm acroscopic vanab]esﬁ
Let the set of macrostatesbe £ g . They are so de ned that every x 2 is

In exactly one m acrostate denoted by (x) and the m apping x ! (x) is
m any-one. Every m acrostate is associated w ith is Vvolume’'V ( ) in :-_’r We
thus have themap x ! ®)! V ®) V ( ®)) from toR* orN. The

Bolzm ann entropy is de ned by
Sy ®K)=k; WV x)I: @)

T his is a phase function depending on the choice ofm acrosoopic variables
Suppose the system consists of N identicalm icrosystem s.. Then js the
direct product ofN copiesof ;,thephase—space ofonem icrosystem . Letx ® (t)
be the phase vector of the i-th m icrosystem moving in its ;. Now divide 1
Into a enum erable set of cells ¢ of equalvolume  such that every point in
1 belongs to exactly one . Them acroscopic variables are taken to be the
set fN y g of coarse-graining variabks, where N ¢ is the num ber ofm icrosystem s
w ith phasepointsin . Then a m acrostate is the part of ; corresponding to
a xed set of values of N g and
I

N
Vin,g ®) = (N &®)g) " (N xq9) = Q—(N )'; @)
k W k7

S %) = ks In[ (fN ¢ x)9)]+ kN In( ): &)

This form ula is valid irrespective of w hether the m icrosystem s are interacting.
H owever, ifthey are, then constraintsw illapply to the possible values of N kgﬁ

11.2 The G ibbs Entropy

The negrained G bbs enttopy:f: is given by the functional
Z

Sees [v ®©1= ks vy &) Inf , &itad ¢ )
ofthe negramned probability density function , (x;t) on , .Fora measure—
preserving system for which  (x;t) satis es Liouville’s equation S.;¢ [y ©)]
rem ains oonstant w ith Ume, as we sha]l dem onstrate explicitly for the spin

variables.

2The term Volum e’ being taken to m ean som e appropriate m easure on

3In indication of which we denote the phasespace by y .

4R epresenting, for exam ple, the condition that the phase point of the whole system must
lie on an energy hypersurface in y .

5The " negrained’ quali cation to the G ibbs entropy and probability density fiinction is
a convenient distinction from the coarse-grained versions de ned below .



phase-space , , In them anner In which m acrostates have been obtained in the
Boltzm ann approach. W e rstnotethat fora system ofidenticalnon-interacting
m icrosystem sthe probability density function factorizes into a product of single—
m icrosystem densities.

¥ @
s &)= 1 &7 ®)

i=1

T hen

SFGG [N (t)]= kBN 1(X;t)]1'1f 1(X;t)gd 1 (6)
1
U sing the cells x de ned in Sec. :Z_L-._l-_.]-,' we de ne the coarse-grained probability
density by
Z

~ &;0) = 1 &x;0d 1 (7)
k
and the coarsegrained G bbs entropy by
X
Sces [w ®©]= kN ~ &;t) nf~ k;t)g+ kN In( ): ®)
k

The second term In (B) is required for consistency w ith the ne-grained entropy
In the case where the negrained density is uniform W ith possbly di erent
values) over each of the cells. T hen, from (rj), ~ k;t) = 1 Xx;t), where Xy is
any point in , and substituting into @) gives @) &

Ifwebegin wih any negrained density , (x;t) and calculate Sy [ (©) ],
and then apply coarsegraining and calculate S [ ©1,

Sece [v ©®] Sces [ ©OF 9)

w ith equality only if the negrained density is uniform over the cells of the
coarsegralning. Now we can conceive of two possble ways of tracing the evo—
ution of entropy In the G bbs coarsegrained picture.

(i) W e could begin with som e negrained density giving entropy S;c¢ [y (0)]
at t= 0 and watch its evolution as tin e Increases. If at tine t° Owe
coarsegrain, then

Sece [x 1= Spce [« @1 Scee [v O (10)

However ifwe coarsegrain at two mstants 0 t°< t% it is not necessarily
the case that

Sceo [ )] Scee by (E)1: 1)
T he coarsegrained entropy w ill not necessarily show m onotonic increase.

H owever, the graph of the coarsegrained entropy w ill not depend on the
Instants at which coarsegraining is applied.

N ITematively the naltem in @‘) could be absorbed ifthe form ula were w ritten in the form
of an integral (rather than sum m ation) over the piecew ise constant coarse-grained density.



(i) If, nstead of the strategy adopted In (1) we coarsegrain at t? then ollow
the evolution of the coarsegrained densiy and then re-coarse-grain at the
later tin e t%, C_l-]_}) w illhold. C oursegrained entropy w ill show m onotonic
Increase. However, the graph of entropy against tin e willbe a ected by
the Instances at which coarsegraining is applied.

From (:_2){ (:_3), using Stirling’s form ula for large N ,E

X N N
S, k)’ kN ];\](X)]n }‘N(X) + N () 12)
k

T he relationship between @) and C_l-_') isnow easy to see. If on the one hand
a very large assam bly of m icrosystem s is taken with iniial density in 1 of
N 1 x;0) then N ()=N , the proportion ofthe assembly In cell  attine t is
~ k;t) given by (:/.) and C_l-Z_i) is asym ptotically equivalent to (:’_3:) . Conversely,
if in the G bbs form ulation the niial density finction is chosen to be a set of
N suitably-weighted D irac delta functions, we recover ('_l-g:) . In summ ary, we
expect the Bolzm ann entropy in the lim it of arge N and close to the uniform

distrdbution to converge to the coarsegrained G bbs entropy.

2 TheM odel

Consider the sin plem odel in which am agneticdipolke ofmomentm is xed at
its centre but is free to rotate in the presence of a constant m agnetic eld B .
T he equation ofm otion of the dipole w illbe

mt)=gm ) "B; 13)

w here g is the gyrom agnetic ratio. Released from rest the dipole w ill precess at
a constant angle to B . In particular, ifm is located at the origin ofa cartesian
coordinate system w ith B in the direction of the negative z-axis and if iniially
m liesin thex vy plane, is subsequent m otion rem ains in the x  y plane and
is given by

m @®= fm oos( ©);m sih( ©)); (14)
w here
=« O=F ( 0+ !t); !'=Bagj 1s)
andfj
F &)= N on-htegerPart x (16)

Suppose that at some tinet=  themagnetic eldB istumed o anda eld

B %, in the direction ofthe x {axisistumed on Pratinet’= =B’. Thee ectof
thisw illbe to rotate the dipole through an angle about the x-axis, transhting
tsposition from () =E ( @O+ ! )to %)= 2 F(O+! )=

7In fact the approxin ation is close only when not only N , but allthe N are large. T his
m eans that it is good only for Jarge N and a distribbution ofm icrosystem s close to the unifom
distribution over the cells.

8W here, of course, F (x F ) =F & vy), Pbrallrealx and y and positive



F, 0) ! ); a re ection in the x-axis. W e denote this idem potent

re ection operatorby R ;that isR ( ;!)= @ ;1). W ith re ection applied
att=

=8 (°()+! )=2 ©0): a7
This re ectional retum or echo-e ect is what gives the system isname. The
modelisalso reversblewih I( ;!)= (; !).Then

@2 )= ()=E (() ' )= 0): 18)

So the system has two m echanisn s for m aking i Yetrace its steps’. However,
this is not so strange. It would be true for any system w ith periodic boundary
conditions; and a sim ilar e ect occurs when a particle is In one-dim ensional
m otion at constant speed v con ned between elasticwallsatx= 0O and x= L.
Then we can unfold’ right-toJleft m otions of the particle into the region [L ;2L ].
The m odel is now equivalent to the dipole m otion wih replaced by L. The
echo transform ation x ! 2L x att= is now exactly the sam e as reversing
the direction of the velocity, with x(2 )= x(0) and x(2 )= x(0). However,
there is a second possble transformation x ! L x. Now x@2 )= 1L x(0)
and x (2 )= x(0). For an assam bly of particles this fiil 1Is the purposes of the
echo transform ation just as we]L'i

A s indicated, our Interest is In an assem bly ofm icrosystem s. C onsider the
collection m W, i= 1;2;:::;N of such dipoles with angular velocities ! @ in
the range ['n 7 !'max] and plt their evolutions in the ! plane. Suppose
that, N = 500, = 100, !z, = 0:75 and !nax = 125 and that the ! ¥ are
chosen random Iy from a uniform distrdbution on ['pmi;'max] with () = 0
for all the dipoles. Then we have the siuation shown in Fig. :!: Att= 0
each dipolk is aligned In the = 0 direction and at t = 5 the phasepoints
In ; form lines wih this e ect persisting to about t = 50. A fter this the
periodic boundary conditions lead to a breakup of the ordered appearance and
a reading’ of phasepoints In 1. W hen the re ectional transform ation is
applied at t = = 100 the distrbution of phasepoints at t > is the m irror
Inagein = of its form at 2 t and the nal con guration is along the
line =2 att= 2 .A macroscopic variable which can be used to follow the
evolution of the system is the x com ponent of the m agnetization density

(t) = L m @) %= i s P 19)
mN i=1 N i=1

Thisisshown in Fig. :_2 . There isa rapid decrease ofm agnetization density from
its initialvalie ofunity to uctuations around the perfectly spread value of =
0. The average m agnitude of these uctuations w ill be Inversely proportional
to N and In general we expect them to be quie small. Since the angular
velocities have been chosen random ly the assem bel is quasiperiodic. It is also

theorem . For l ost’ initialpoints, if there in no echo re ection, the phase point
(i) = (Wya; ©50 W51 8)) in the 2N dinm ensional phasespace
nevertheless retums to w ithin a neighbourhood of its initial valie!% This will

° Tt undoes during the tim e interval [ ;2 ] the spreading which has occurred during the
interval [0; 1.
10T he recurrence tim e w ill, of course, be dependent on the size of the neighbourhood.
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Figure 1: An assembly of N =

500 rotating dipoles.
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Figure 2: The evolution of the m agnetization density. A ffer t = = 100 the
broken line gives the echo.

lad to a large uctuation In m agnetization density. O f course, if the initial
angular velocities are chosen to be com m ensurate, the system w ill be periodic
and w il retum exactly to its nitialpontwih = 1.

T here would be nothing particularly specjalabout thism odel, if it were not
ﬁ)rthe ﬁct that i hasbeen realized experin enta]Jy IH ahn, (1950) (see a]so'H ahn,,

various liquids whose m o]ecu]es contain hydrogen atom s. By m anipulating the
com ponents of them agnetic eld he was able to start w ith the dipole m om ents
ofthe proton spins in the x {direction, m ake them precessaround the z{axisand
then re ect the directions of the dipoles in the x{axis to achieve the echo e ect
w ith the dipoles retuming to their initialalignm entn'f]-: T his system has aroused
som e J'nterest In relation to questjons of J:eveISijthy n statjstjcal m echanjcs

shall sin ply present the resu]i's ofour calculations.

T he cells to be used both for the B olzm ann entropy and the coarsegrained
G bbs entropy are de ned by dividing the single{dipolk phasespace ; into
n n, rectanglesw ith edgesparallelto the and ! axesand oflengths4 =
2=n and4 ! = (!nax 'mmn)=n respectively. In Fjg.-'_ﬂ,we show the scaled
Boltzm ann entropy

Se ® M)  (Ssdumn
S t)) = ; 20
(X ( )) (SB )m ax (SB )m in ( )
for the sam e evolution as Fig. :;:, and n = n, = 100, where Sz )nin =

kN In(4 4 ') is the entropy were all the soins to be concentrated in one
cell and (S; )m ax cOrresponds to the spins being equally distributed over the
oe]JsEZ’: T he continuous and broken lines for t> 100 correspond respectively to

11T he variations in the angular velocities w ere achieved from sm allvariations in the strength
of the m agnetic eld throughout the sam ple.

12| e do not, of course, in ply that these scaling factors correspond to attainable states for
the system , since the distrbution of angular velocities is invariant w ith tim e.
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Figure 3: T he evolution ofthe B oltzm ann entropy ofthe dipole assem bly. A fter
= 100 the broken line gives the echo.

the evolutions w ithout and w ith the echoe ect
W e now calculate the negrained G bbs entropy. Suppose that the initial

probability density fiinction is concentrated and uniform over the rectangle ! 2

2 D7 oly (0< 2 ).Then
(21)

H() H( o),

1(;!;0)= 0(!max !mjn)

[!mjn;!rnax]l

) is the H eaviside unit finction, and

where H (
F, (1t) H( F (o+!0)
§ O(!max !min) ’
2 Fo ({D<F2 (ot !1);
1050 = @2)
H( F, (1) H( Fo (o+ ')+ H () H( 2)
O(!max !mjn) ’
Fo (ot ') < Fy (11):
the one-spin

If the echo transfom ation is applied at the tine
probability density finction for t >  is given, in tem s of {22) by 1 (@
;152 t). The evolution of this negrained probability density function,
w ith 100 lelowanjg.Lh.Overﬂletinemtemal [0; ]the crosshatched
1 and this process would

region spreads itself in ever-thinner striations over | .
continue if the echo transfom ation were not applied £¥ The e ect of the echo—
i which is the

transform ation isas in Fig. -'14'; it produces a con guration at t>
of the con guration at 2 t. Substituting from {22) into

' 2

re ection In =
(-_d) gives

Sece [ v ©]1= kN Inf g (! ax 'ni)g: (23)

13H owever, we have to be a little cautious about this since we are considering a collection

of non Jntelacting dipoles. For each dipole the second equation ofm otion to pair w ith (115)
1 and, unlke ﬁ)r exam ple a gas of particles m ov—

is ! (t) = ! (0). M otion is horizontal in
Jng_acoordjng to the baker’s tlansﬁ)nn ation d'_.avm% 2003), and contrary to the assertion by
1 only in a lim ited sense.
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Figure 5: The evolution of the coarsegrained G bbs entropy of the dipole as-
sambly. Affert= = 100 the broken line corresponds to the echo.

T his is sin ply an expression ofthe welkknow n result that the negrained G bbs
entropy is Invariant w ih respect to tine. The coarsegrained G bbs entropy
is now calculated using the sam e coarsegraining as was used to obtain the
m acrostates for the B oltzm ann enUopy Scee [w (©)]willhave am aximum value
when the cross-hatched area in Fig. -4. is soread evenly over the cells. Then

~ ki) = @ 4 1)=f2 (lnax !'n:)g.Substiutinginto @) wih =4 41)
gives

(Scee Jmax = ke N nf2 (!max !mjn)g: (24)

W e adopt the strategy () of Sec:jl:1:.2_i and coarsegrain the negrained density
as tin e evolves (rather than perform ing successive re-coarsegrainings). The
results or Scee [ O] = Scos [v ©®FGcss Imax, whenn = n, = 100, are
shown In Fig. a.

TR J-d-d-er-b-o-s and R edhead {}998) have shown that the coarse-grained entropy
tendsto Esm axin um value €24) ast! 1 andoursmulationsin Fig. -5 support

this result.

3 D iscussion

The rst discussion ofthe spin{echo e ect in relation to coarsegraining is due
to I_?: _-]a_;:l‘t 6'_1-9-5_5.) . His argum ent is that \the coarsegraining approach depends
crucially upon the assertion that ‘ negrained’ m easurem ents are in practica-
ble, and thus [that] the negrained entropy is a m eaningless conospt" (o. 746).
Since a counterexam ple to this isprovided by the soin{echo system which show s
that \m acroscopic observers are not restricted to coarsegrained experin ents"
he concludes that it \is not pem issble to base findam ental argum ents in sta-—
tistical m echanics on coarsegraining” (. 749). So what is the weight of this
argum ent? It is based on ingenious experin ents which allow a system of inde—
pendent m icrosystem s to be retumed, by m acroscopic m eans, to a phase state
close to the one they were In at an earlier tine. Two e ects could account or

10



tloseness’ rather than exact retum. The rst would be be an intemal coopera—
tive e ect, In thiscase a spin{spn couplingJ 1A E’,_lsltg 6_19519 p.750) rem arks that
the decrease in the echo{pulse arisihg from thJs is \from [the] present point of
view accidental". He is content to consider a system of independent m icrosys—
tam s, because in any event the inclusion of cooperative e ects would not allow

an escape from the iron hand of Liouvilk's theoram ; the negrained G bbs
entropy would still be constant. He is interested In the extermal (spin{lattice)

source of the dev:at:on from exact retum T hJs Interventionist a]rematjye to

contention that the dem onstration of a sysl:em which can be controlled m ore—
or-less exactly at the m icroscopic levelby m acroscopic m eans is the Qeeljl—bbw

m aking any actualm easurem ent of the m acrosoopic variables] of the system
::we ordinarily do not achieve the precise know ledge of their values theoret—
ically pem itted by classical m echanics". But if this were the m ain argum ent
for coarsegraining of the G bbs{E rhenfest or Boltzm ann kind i would be very
weak. It has alwaysbeen possbl to obtain analytic solitions for assem blies of
non-interacting m icrosystem s and w ith the advent of fast com puting we can, as
w e have here, produce data for assem blies of arbitrary size. T he fact that such a
system can be realized experim entally and controlled m acroscopically m ay have
been ofgreat i portanoe technically, but it J's hard]y am jJestone jn foundational

to the lm itations ofm easurem ent. G bbs (bid, p. 148) refers to the cells of
the coarsegraining asbeing \so sm allthat fthe negrained probability density
function] m ay In general be regarded as sensibly constant w ithin any one of
them at the Initialm om ent”" and the Ehrenfests (bid, p. 52) sin ply cbserve
that the cellsm ust be \an all, but nite". In the case ofthe B oltzm ann entropy
the SJtuatJon is som ewhat clearer. T he size of the cellsde nes the n acro—sca]e’

J:egarded as am easure ofhom ogeneity and in thJs context the equilbrium state
corresponds sin ply to the m axin um entropy state, which has the m ost hom o—
geneity. It is preczsely and only here, In de ning a m easure for hom ogeneity at

equilbbriim C_R_Jd_.d_e_ﬂ_D9$ -2002) that the dem arcation between the m acro—and

m icro-scales must be m ade. And this is unavoidable since no distribbution of
discrete points over a continuum is unjﬁorm on all sca]es

W hilst these are of In portance expem entally they do net.a. ect th.e_&u:gum ent.
155ee eg. the de nition of uid density, Jn_:L.andau and Llfshﬁ:z' (1959 p.1).
16T he sam e argum ent is reproduced in R idderbos and Redhead. (11998, p.1253{1254).

11



This already presents som e problem s since, as we have shown in Sec. -'_2, the
states ofa particlem oving in one dim ension betw een perfectly re ecting barriers
are isom orphic to those of a single soin precessing in a eld wih the soin{
echo re ection equivalent to velocity inversion. It follow s from this that non—

Jnteractmg assem blies og ga_cp_ of these _a_rg _Jsom_gr_phjc'”. A summary of the

(1) LetA ! B bea \macroswopic process" from a them odynam ic state A to
a them odynam ic state B.

(i) Let S@) and S B) be \those sets of exactly speci ed m icrostates which
are accessible to the gas" in statesA and B.

(iil) Let IS@A ) and IS B) be those sets ofm acrostates obtained from S @A ) and
S B) by reversing the velocities.

() fx@©0) 2 S@) and x( ) 2 S@B) then Ix( ) 2 ISB) and Ix( ) =
Ix0)2Is@A).

The inference is drawn that, if the system during the evolution x (0) ! x ( )
goes from A to B, there is an allowed evolution Ix ( ) ! Ix (0), taking the
system from B to A Eg_l If them odynam ic entropy increases in one direction
it w ill decrease J'n the other. Thjs J's the heart of Loschm idt’s paradox In hjs

fnom the m a priy ofthe pomts n S (A) will yield an increase in entropy in the
tin e nterval 0; ], only a sm all percentage of the points n IS B) ijlyje]d

tra ctories giving a decrease In entropy over D; ].ID enbigh and D _er_ﬂng@ (_1_9§5,
p. 50) acoept the general validity of this argum ent, but they believe that the
soin{echo system where velocity Inversion I is replaced by re ection R is a
specialcase. They clain (translating into our notation) that \the situation [n
the spin{echo system ] is that the set of the type R S(B)] contains the sam e
number of members as the set of type [S@A)]; ©r every origihal spin there
is a soin with a reversed velociy of precession" EO: This statem ent contains
two parts the st contentious and the second obviously true. It is certainly
true that to every spin state there is another w ith the velocity of precession
reversed (or the position re ected). A sin ilar statem ent would be true for any
reversble dynam ic system . T he distinguishing, although possibly not unique,
feature of the spin system is that \these velocities can actually be reversed
sin ultaneously by applying a m agnetic pulse". But this is a technical feature
w hich could alwaysbe anticipated fora system ofnon-interactingm icrosystem s.
On the other hand ifthe st part of the statem ent (that R S B) contains the

ofparticlesin abox B = f(x;y)) x L;0 y Lgwhereeach particle m oves at constant
speed in the x-direction w ithout any collisions is itself \highly exceptional”. If so the spin{echo
system is irrelevant, except in so far as it is realized experin entally.

18T hey begin by referring to a gas of particles in a box w here the operation needed to m ake
the system retrace its steps is velocity reversion.

19T here is one benign gap in this argum ent. It is assum ed that the them odynam ic states
for the reversed process are the sam e as those for the forward process. T his is equivalent to
supposing that, ifx 2 S@ ), then Ix 2 S@A ). In other words, IS@ ) S@A), IS®) SB).
T he truth of these identities, although plausible, w ill, of course, depend on the m eaning (yet

12



sam e number of members as S@ )) were true this would be In con ict with
Bolzm ann’sanswerto Loschm idt and it would be necessary to give an argum ent
why this does not contradict the second Jaw % The problm w ith understanding
this argum ent is in Interpreting the term ‘acoessib]e’ﬁ Let us suppose that it is
to be interpreted as all those m icrostates com patibke with a given value for the
x com ponent of the m agnetization m N (t)f3': Ifjnji:'a]Jy ©O) = 1, then allthe
spins must be aligned w ith the x-axis; () =  ® (0);:::; &)@0) =0 and
the m icrostates S A ) accessbly to thism acrostate A oonespond to allpossble
valuesof ! = (! W;:::;1 %)) Now we have to de ne the nalstateB at tine
t= . We oould sinply take this to be given by ( ) = 0. Thiswould, of
course, nply that ! is constrained by the condition

X

cos 'Y =0: @5)

i=1
T his condition will elin inate m ost ofthe points in S@A ). W e have seen In Fig.
|r_2.jI that a typical evolution of (t) starting from alignm ent in the x direction
nvolves a rapid decrease ollowed by oscillations about = 0. A m ore realistic
de nition of B is that lies n some snall range [ ; ]. This replaces the
condition C_Z-E:) by

cos '@ : ©6)

Forsu ciently large thiscondition will nclide h ost’ ofthe pointsin S@ ) EZ:
Now suppose we start at a phase point n S @) evolving into

@ ()= F 1 @ ; i= 1;2;:::4N 27)
w ith

X )

cos () : 8)

=1
Ifwenow apply there ection @ () ! 2 @ () the value ofthe sum on the
left of {_2]‘) isunchanged. Thenew re ected phasepointisalsoim RS®B) S@B)
and,undertheevo]utjonfq_ c@ i ; 1), overthe furthertin e interval 0; 1it

retumstoRSA) S@A).M ost of the points 0of S A ) satisfy this account, but
the crucialquestion isw hether in passing through S B) they Inclide all (or even
m ost) of the points of that set. The answer is clearly ho’. To see this sin ply
take a re ected point 2 i ;! ) which does retum to S @ ) and apply any one
ofan in niy of am all perturbations to the angular velocity. M ost of these w i1l
not retum to S@) In a tine_ , or in fact in any tin e intervalmuch lkss than
the P olncare recurrence tin ef 6' This SJtuatJon_Js shown In Fig. é

In his acocount of the spJn{echo sy stem -Sk]ar @1993 p.221) comm ents that

. _2_1 Such an argqum ent (agaJn repeated by E{id_dgr’_oc_)s_zin_d_R_e_dl;le_a_c! (11998)) was provided by
M e ayer a and M axer 0197],_[3 136_)

22R 1dderbos and Redheaof 6199&') use the term ‘available’ rather than ‘accessible’.

23The Eafg{lﬁ ent could be -su-Jt-ably modi ed for variants on this de nition, including a

B oltzm ann-like account base on m acrostates.

24T hose excluded w illm ostly be points w here the angular velocities are com m ensurate and
the m otion is periodic.

250 dth i= (1;1;:::51).

26And even then we should need to broaden our de nition of A around = 1.
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Figure 6: T he evolution of the m agnetization density. A fter t= 100 the system
is re ected and the angular velocities are sub fct to an all perturbations.

\It is as if we could prepare a gas in such a way that an ensemble
ofgases so prepared would initially be uniform I soread throughout
a box. But the overw heln Ing m a prity of the gases in the ensemble
would then spontaneously ow to the left-hand half of the box."

T he problem atic word in this quote is brepare’. To prepare Yrom scratch’ a
soin system or any otherassem bly is such a way that i w illachieve a particular
m acrostate (low entropy, high m agnetization, etc.) after a particular interval
of tim e would Involve carefiill ad justm ent of the relationships of velocities and
positions for each m icrosystem ; a task worthy of a M axwell dem on. However,
what we have here is a much sin pler process. W e allow the system to achieve
valieswhich in ply a recent m em ory of the required m acrostate and then apply
a re ection. Thism acroscopic operation by a Loschm idt dem onET_' is only part
of the process of preparation. T he di cul part is left to the system .

am nation of the spin{echo system to discredit the use of the G bbsEhrenfest
coarsegraining in favour of an interventionist approach. W hile i is true that
the status ofthe coarsegrained G bbs entropy lacksthe clarity ofthe B oltzm ann
entropy it is by no m eans clar that the criticiam s levelled at this approach by

m ethods for ollow Ing the evolution of the coarsegrained G bbs entropy, the
rst, nvolring a coarsegraining of the ne-grained distrlbution at each instant
of tim e, and the second a sequence of re-coarsegraining as tin e progresses.

In the coarsegrained case does not cause the distrbution to evolve back to is
origihal form ". They appear to be thinking of the (cbvious) in possibility of

14



un-coarsegraining a coarsegrained distribution. T he occurrence of the echo in
these circum stances would certainly be \com pletely m iraculous" (bid, p.1251),
but this is not how ooarse—grajned evo]utjon shou]d be mplemented. In any

j< 1251), is whether the soin{echo system is a \counterexam plk to the seoond
law of them odynam ics". T he answer to this is surely that it depends on what
you m ean by the second law of thenn odynam ics. If, along with M aAXW ¢ ell and

113) entropy Increase In an isolated system is taken to be thth probab]e but
not oertaJn :chen the soin{echo m odel, along w ith sim ulations of other sin ple
m odels GLaVJs, '2003) is a nice exam ple of the workings of the law . However,
if entropy increase is an iron certainty this exam pl is one, and not a special,
exam ple of a violation of the second law . I_R_Jc_lcie_ﬁ_jgs_ gl;lc_i_R_qd_h_e_ac_i (-1998 p-

1251) assert that the spin{echo experin ents are not a violation of the second
law because \we do not have a situation where a system evolves spontaneously
from a high entropy state to a ]ow entropy state." Apart from the cbvious
con ict with the quote from Sk]ar given above, this, of course, depends on what
you m ean by \gpontaneous". A ny experin ent or sin ulation involves preparing
the system in som e initialstate from which it evolres spontaneously. T here isno
conceptual reason why the system cannot be prepared In a state from which the
entropy soontaneously decreases. It just di cul to do because of their relative

paucity. A s we have already Indicated in our discussion the best way to nd
such a state isto ket the system nd it itselfby evolring in the reverse direction.
T hen restarting the system in this state it w ill show a spontaneous’ decrease in
entropy.

4 Conclusions

W e have considered the case m ade for the spin {echo experim ents being an ex—
am ple ofa specialsystam which destroysthe argum ent forusing coarse-graining.
W e have argued that the reason for the Boltzm ann version of coarse-graining
has nothing to do w ith the inability to do negrained dynam ic ca]cu]atjonsf?f
or experin ents, but isbased on the necessity to have a dem arkation betw een the
m icro—and m acro-scales. T he sam e argum ents apply to G bbsE hrenfest coarse—
graining. The soin{echo experim ents are of technical signi cance, particularly
In respect ofthe fact that the echoing procedure can be e ected by m acroscopic
m eans, but asa theoretjcalm odel of an assam bly of non J'nteractjng m icrosys—
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