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W e have sin ulated num erically an autom ated version of M axwell's dem on Inspired by Sm olu—
chow ski’s ideas of 1912. Two gas cham bers of equal volum e are connected via an opening that is
covered by a trapdoor. T he trapdoor can open to the lft but not to the right, and is intended to
rectify naturally occurring uctuations in density between the two cham bers. O ur results con m
that though the trapdoor behaves as a recti er when large density di erences are in posed by ex—
temalm eans, it can not extract usefilwork from the them alm otion ofthe m olecules when left on

tsown.
I. INTRODUCTION

The second law of them odynam ics has been a sub-—
Ect of debate ever since it was form ulated. It says that
the entropy of a closed system can only increase wih
tin e, and thus natural phenom ena are irreversble. In
other words a system left on is own can only evolve In
one direction, tow ards equilbrium . T his is in contrast to
tin ereversble dynam ics and raises the question of how
reversble dynam ics can lead to m acroscopic irreversibilt-
ity. An answer can be fumished using probabilistic ar-
gum ents In statisticalm echanics, but the argum ents are
di cuk to translate Into a rigorous proof w ithout pos—
tulating a new axiom about nature, the stosszahlansatz,
also called the assum ption ofm olecular chaos 'E:,:Z], which
isat oddsw ith dynam ic reversibility. A sa resul, the ori-
gin ofthe second law ofthermm odynam ics rem ains elusive
and provides a source of interesting discussions on the
foundations of physics.

A popularway of challenging the second law isthe idea
of \perpetualm achine ofthe second kind", which is sup—
posed to extract usefilwork In a closed cycle from the
perpetual therm alm otion of gasm olecules. T his is pro-
hibited by the second law because if it were possble to
convert them alenergy into usefilwork In a closed, equi-
Ibrated system , then the entropy of an isolated system
could be m ade to decrease. However, i rem ains puz—
zling why a m icroscopic device can not be constructed
to take advantage of spontaneous variations in density
betw een m icrodom ains of gas, to bring a system from a
state ofm axin um disorder (equilbrium ) into an ordered
state, and eventually to convert them alenergy into use—
fulwork.

T he history of m icroengines that convert them alen—
ergy Into usefiilwork began when JC .M axwellproposed
such a m icroengine at the end of his book Theory of
Heat i_j], which he named a \demon". Since then the
term \dem on" hasbecom e a standard. M axw ell’s dem on
worksby opening and closing a tiny doorbetw een two gas

cham bers, based on the lnfom ation that the dem on has

about individualm olecules. The m ethod used to obtain

Inform ation isnot speci ed. The dem on allow s only fast
m olecules to pass from lkft to right, and only slow ones

to pass from right to left. This leads to a tem perature

di erence between the two gas cham bers, which can be
used to convert them alenergy into usefilwork. It iscur-
rently believed, how ever, that M axwell’'s dem on can not

violate the second law B,1, i1,18] because the inform ation

needed to operate the dem on’s door does not com e w ith—
out a price. A s Bennett explains In i_E;] follow ing an idea

that goes back to Er_é] and f_ﬁ], the dem on m ust dissipate

energy Into a heat bath In order to erase the inform a—
tion that it obtains by exam ining m olecules. The heat

bath m ay be the m olecules that the dem on exam nes or
i m ay be another system that is colder than the dem on

and the gasm olecules. T he energy lost in the heat bath

is always greater than or equal to the energy that can

be extracted after the dem on has nished its operations.
T hus, the second law of them odynam ics is not violated

even when the dem on is \intelligent" | that is, capable

of universal com puting ability | as i was pointed out
by one ofus l_l-g, :_I]_:]

T here is an altemative approach, however, to design—
Ing m icroengines that convert them alenergy into usefiil
work; and that is to focus on purely m echanical devices,
and to avoid the issues ofm easurem ent and inform ation
that haunt the origihalM axwell's demon. Purely me—
chanical, autom ated M axwell’s dem ons are com pletely
described w ithin a theoretical fram ework such as new—
tonian physics. In particular, there is no m easurem ent
m echanisn outside of such mechanicalmodel. An ex—
am ple is the trapdoor m echanisn discussed by Sm olu-
chow ski in Ll-g, :_1?] A welkknown and sin ilar in the
spirit to Sm oluchow ski's trapdoor is the ratchet and paw 1
m echanism discussed by Feynm an in {[4].

O urpaper describes the com puter sin ulation ofa trap—
door m echanism inspired by Sm oluchow ski’s ideas. O ur
results con m Sm oluchow ski’s insight that though the
trapdooractsasa recti erwhen largedensity di erences
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are In posed by extemalm eans, it can not extract use—
fulwork from the thermm alm otion of the m olecules when
¥eft on its own. T he next section describes our trapdoor
m echanign and the sim ulation program . Follow ing that,
we discuss how the trapdoor succeeds at rectifying large
density di erences that are in posed by extemalm eans.
Then, we show how our trapdoor system fails to work
when left to operate on its own. F nally, we discuss how
the trapdoor can be modi ed to work successfully as a
pump and create density di erences in the system ini-
tialy in equilbbriim . This requires, however, dissipation
of its random m otions which can be accom plished only
by \opening" the system , that is, for exam pl, by keeping
the trapdoor at a low er tam perature than the m olecules.
Such a pum p, of course, isnom ore a threat to the second
law than is a refrigerator.

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE M ODEL

The system that has been simulated is shown in Fig—
ure :1: Tt consists of two gas cham bers of equal area,
connected via an opening that is covered by a trapdoor.
T he sim ulation is two-din ensionaland the gasm olecules
are billiard ballsm oving on the plane and colliding w ith
each other. A1l the collisions conserve energy and m o—
m entum , except for particle-wall collisions that re ect a
particle’s m om entum lke light rays re ect o
T he collision forces are derived from in nite hard core
potentials, and angularm om entum (spin of the billiard
balls) is not lncluded in the m odel. A 1l collision forces
act radially through the center of the colliding balls.

T he trapdoor is constrained to m ove between tw o door
stops, one of which is located at them iddle wall, and the
other is located inside the left cham ber. T he location of
the door stops allow s the trapdoor to open to the kft but
not to the right. T his endow s the trapdoor w ith rectify—
Ing properties, as we shall see In the next section. The
trapdoor is a line segm ent of zero w idth, in penetrable
by the m olecules, which m oves horizontally at constant
speed, and reverses its direction when i com es in con-
tact with the door stops. During its m otion, the trap—
door slides along ideal rails and thus rem ains verticalat
all tin es. A ccordingly, collisions between the trapdoor
and the m olecules conserve energy and m om entum ex—
cept for collisions at the edges of the trapdoor which do
not conserve the y-com ponent ofm om entum (that is, the
trapdoor does not m ove at all in that direction | it can
be thought of as m oving on rails which are attached to
the n niely m assive box containing the gas). T he colli-
sion equations are discussed In detailbelow .

To evole the system of m olecules and the trapdoor
we use the llow Ing algorithm : G iven the positions and
velocities at tine ty, we nd all the collisions that are
about to occur. W e select the shortest collision tine  t,
and m ove all the particles and the door freely during t.
Attinety+ tweperform the collision that occurs at
this timn e, and then repeat the cyclk looking for the next

m irrors.

shortest collision tim e. T he algorithm worksbecause col-
lisions in our system are instantaneous. T he types of col-
lisions that can occur are of four types: particle against
particle, particle against wall, particle against door, and
door against door stop.

T he evolution algorithm can be In plem ented e clently
on a com puter ifwe are carefiilto avoid unnecessary com —
putations. For exam ple, we do not need to exam ine all
pairs of particles at every tim e step. Ifwe see that two
particles are far from each other, then we need not exam —
nethem again untila num ber oftin e stepshave elapsed.
O nly then these two particles w ill have another chance of
being near each other and being abl to collide. A Iso, if
we com pute the collision tim e for a pair of particles that
are near each other, and another pair of particles col-
lides before them , we need not discard the st collision
tine. W e sinply decrem ent the rst collision tim e by
the tin e Intervalby which the whole system is evolved.
A word of caution, however, is necessary. T he process
of decrem enting collision tin es should not be repeated
m ore than a few tim esbecause the roundo errorin sub-—
tracting am all ntervals of tin e becom es signi cant very
quickly. Also, a collision involving som e particle must
nhvalidate allpre-com puted collision tin es nvolving that
particle.

Two kinds ofelem entary form ulas are used in the evo—
ution algorithm : collision equations give the new veloc—
ities in tem s of the old velocities, and tim ing equations
give the tim e interval until an upcom ing collision. The
tin ng equations are the sin plerofthetwo. They arede—
rived from geom etrical constraints and the fact that the
particles and the doorm ove at constant velocity betw een
collisions. For exam ple, to com pute the collision time
between two particles, we \draw a straight line" from
the current position of the particles to the point where
the particles are tangential to each other. T he geom et~
ric constraint of tangency allow s two possibilities, and
we have to choose the one that occurs st and is the
physicalone. A Igebraically we have to solve a quadratic
equation, and to pick the an allest positive solution. T he
tin ng equations for the other types of collisions in our
system are derived in a sin ilarm anner.

T he ocollision equations are a little m ore com plicated
than the tim ing equations. A s usual the collision equa—
tions are derived from conservation ofkinetic energy, con—
servation of linear m om entum , and the condition that
forces act radially. The last condition m eans that the
force vectorm ust pass through the center of the particle
disk that is colliding, and hencem om entum is exchanged
along this direction. For nearly all collisions the radial
force condition issatis ed autom atically in setting up the
geom etry of the problem . H owever, there is one type of
collision In our system that requires explicit use of the
radial condition. This occurs when a particle disk col-
lides w ith the edges of the m oving trapdoor. Since it is
not discussed in m ost textbooks, we review brie y the
equations.

The radial action condition requires that the change



In y-momentum divided by the change In x-m om entum

equals the tangent of the angle fom ed by the center
of the colliding disk, the point of contact, and the x-
axis. The point of contact is the edge of the m oving
trapdoor. Ifvy ; vy, arethe old velocitiesand v ;VS arethe
new velocities of the colliding disk, we have the equation

cos
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To nd the velocities follow ing a collision In tem s of
the velocities before the collision, we use equation -:I: to—
gether w ith kinetic energy and x-m om entum conserva—
tion. The y-momentum is not conserved because the
trapdoorm oves on idealrails, and isy-velocity isalways
zero. A fter som e algebra we get the follow ing equations
for the new velocities,
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and whereM ;V, arethem ass and x-velocity ofthe trap—
door; m ;vy;v, arethem assand velocities ofthe particle;
and is the angle form ed by the center of the particle,
the colliding edge of the trapdoor, and the x-axis. The
collision equations for all other types of collisions in our
system can be fund in standard textbooks {L5].

The num bers we used in our sim ulations were chosen
to correspond to a standard gas lke nirogen. W e ex—
perin ented w ith di erent values for the size of the gas
cham bers, m olecular speeds, and other quantities, and
the qualitative behavior of the gas was the sam e for all
choices. W e looked at system s containing a number of
m olecules ranging from 20 to 500. W e chose the radius of
them oleculestobe3 10 ®an ,mass4:7 10 ?3gm,and
velocities of the order 10°an =sec. W e chose the size of
the gas cham bers to give a m ean free path between colli-
sions of the order of the size ofthe cham bers. Speci cally
in the case 0o£500 m olecules, the w idth ofthe each cham —
berwas13:5 10 ®an and the height was18 10 ®am .
The mean free path at equﬂjbmm in each chamber is
estin ated by the ratio [16],

Area
n 2R

which gives = (135 18 10 '?)=250 2 3 10 & =
162 10 °am.

W e experin ented with di erent m asses for the trap—
door, and in the resuls reported below the m ass of the
trapdoor is of the order of three to four tin es the m ass
of one particle, unless otherw ise Indicated. U sing a trap—
door m ass which is com parable to the m olecular m ass
Jeads to an average speed for the trapdoor that is com —
parabl to that of the m olecules, and facilitates num eri-
calsimulation. A very light trapdoorm oves too fast and
increases the num erical roundo error; whilke an exces—
sively heavy trapdoor (orders ofm agnitude heavier than
a mokcuk) can delay the approach to equilbrium and
requires longer tim e averaging. It should be em phasized
that our qualitative conclusions are expected to be inde—
pendent of the m ass of the trapdoor, and we certainly
do not have any indications in our num erical resuls to
question this expectation. T hus, the choice of the m ass
of the door was dictated prin arily by the above consid—
erations of num erical convenience. O ur sin ulations took
typically severaldays using standard Unix workstations,
and the relative error in the total energy of the system
waskept lessthan 10'° using double precision arithm etic.
T he running tin es were dictated prim arily by the desire
to gather good statistics. By contrast, the rectifying be—
havior descrbed in the next section can be seen on a
much less in posing tin escale of a few m inutes, depend-
Ing of course on the e ciency of the algorithm and on
the num ber of particles used.

III. THE TRAPDOOR AS A RECTIFIER

This section discusses the behavior of the trapdoor
when large density di erences between the two cham —
bers are Inposed by extemalm eans. It is found that
under these circum stances the trapdoor acts as a diode,
and prolongs the duration of states of higher density in
the kft chamber. There are a num ber of ways to exhibit
this rectifying behavior. W e shall describe here three of
them .

The rstway is to measure the equilbration tin e or
transient response to an initialdensity di erence, for ex—
am plewhen allm olecules start in the left cham ber. To be
precise we place allm okcules along the outem ost wall
of one cham ber w ith the trapdoor set m otionless in the
closed position, and m easure the density in each cham —
ber untJl the populations in the two cham bers equalize.
F Jgureﬁ show s the absolute value ofthe di erence in the
num ber of m olecules between the two cham bers plotted
against tine. The di erence in the num ber ofm olecules
is nom alized by the total number of m olecules, which
is 500 in this experin ent. Two curves are shown, one
for the case when allm olecules start in the left cham ber,
and one for the case when allm olecules start in the right
cham ber. W e see that In the latter case the populations
equalize \Inm ediately". In other words the density dif-
ference vanishes m uch m ore quickly when the m olecules



start in the right cham ber than when them olecules start
in the left cham ber.

T he second w ay of observing the rectifying behavior of
the trapdoor is shown in Fjgure-'_j. T he data com es fto;n
the sam e kind of equilbration experim ent as F igure Q,
w here all the particles are positioned initially along the
outerm ost wallofone cham ber. Now , we look atthetin e
Interval it takes 25 m olecules to pass from one cham ber
to the otherasa function ofthe density di erence. IfT is
this tin e Interval, then the ratio 25=T m easures the cur-
rent ofparticles | the rate | atwhich they passthrough
them iddle wallopening In resoonse to the density di er—
ence during thattine. F jgure:_i% plots the particle current
against the density di erence between the two cham bers
for a system of 500 particles. T he resulting curve resem —
bles qualitatively the voltage—current characteristic ofan
electrical diode, and indicates that the trapdoor acts as
a recti erwhen large density di erences are In posed by
extemalm eans g, t_L-j]

T he precise quantitiesplotted n F jgure:?q are the rates
| inverse tin e intervals 1=(Ti+ 1 Tj) | as a function
ofthe average num ber of particlesdi erence between the
two chambers ( Ny 1 + N;)=2 which exists during
the interval (Tit1 T;). N ; is the number of parti-
clesdi erence at the starting tine T, and N i isthe
num ber of particles di erence at the nishihngtime T ;
when 25 m olcules have m oved from the source cham ber
high densiy) to the sink chamber (low density). The
y-axis is in units of 25 10%particles=sec. The x-axis
is In units of the nom alized di erence in the number
of particles, so that an interval of size 0:1 corresponds
to 25 particles m oving from one chamber to the other
01 500 % = 25). The mtervals ( 1; 0:29) and
(0:9;1:0) are not ncluided in the plot because the tin es
Inm ediately after the release of the system from our ini-
tial conditions do not correspond to an ooth ow .

T he third and last m ethod of exhibiting the rectifying
behavior of the trapdoor focuses on steady state behav—
jor. In contrast to the equilbration experin ents above,
thism ethod m easuresthe tin eaveraged ow ofm olecules
through them iddlewallopening when a large density dif-
ference ism aintained arti cially. In particular, we contin—
ualy \reverse bias" the system by rem oving them olecules
that hi the rightm ost wallofthe right cham ber and rein—
serting them in the lkft side of the kft chamber. This
results n a density di erence that pushes the trapdoor
tow ards the closed position. In an opposite experin ent
we forward bias the system by reinsertingm olecules from
the lefim ost wall into the right cham ber.

Table :'I lists the ow ofmolecules (number of parti-
cles per second) passing through the m iddle wall open—
Ing under reverse and forw ard bias conditions. M olecules
passing kft to right are counted positive and m olecules
passing right to left are counted negative. W e list the re—
sults for two di erent system s, a system of 500 particles
and a system of 100 particles. The tin e intervals used
to tin e averaged are about 10 Ssec for the 100 particlke
system and 10 ®sec for the 500 particle system , which

N = 500 N = 100
Reverse Bias| 426 10°| 105 10°
Forward Bias| 931 10'°| 181 10%°

ratio 1:22 1:17

TABLE I: The ow ofmolcules through the m iddle wall
opening in forward and reverse bias conditions, for system s of
100 and 500 m olecules. The m olcules crossing from left to
right are counted positive, and those crossing from right to
Jeft are counted negative.

are both large enough to guarantee convergence; that is
the average values w ill not change over longer tim e inter—
vals. W e have checked this by plotting the tin e averages
against tin e, and seeing that the curves approach a hor-
izontal slope and a constant value. T he values In tab]eLi
show thatthe ow allowedby the trapdoorin the forward
bias condition is 22 tim es as large asthe ow allowed In
the reverse bias condition for 500 particles, and 17 tin es
as large in the case 0f 100 particles. In other words, the
trapdoor acts as a recti er.

Tt is worth pointing out that the rectifying behavior
of the trapdoor depends greatly on the geom etry of the
system . E xperin entally we have found that our trapdoor
becom es a better recti er the longer the trapdoor is, and
the m ore m olecules there are near the trapdoor. W hen
m any collisions take place exclisively on one side of the
trapdoor during the tim e interval it takes the trapdoorto
move signi cantly, the trapdoor is pushed and kept near
one door stop. The probability of m oving signi cantly
away from that door stop is very sm all. For exam ple,
ifm any collisions take place exclusively on the kft side
of the trapdoor, the trapdoor w ill be kept near the m id-
dle wallopening, bouncing betw een the m iddle walldoor
stop and the large num ber of particlks on its kft side.
T he trapdoor perform ance can be in proved further by
placing one door stop slightly nside the right cham ber.
T his centers the Jittering ofthe door exactly on them id-
dle wall and decreases the chance of a m olecule laking
from the high density left cham ber Into the low density
right cham ber. For sin ilar reasons we expect that m ak—
Ing the trapdoor have nite width, that is usihg a two
din ensional trapdoor In the shape of a rectangle w ill re—
sul in even better rectifying behavior for large density
di erences.

Iv. VERIFICATION OF THE SECOND LAW

Having seen that the trapdooractsasa recti erunder
extermal bias, we now consider what happens when the
trapdoor and m olecules are kft to evolve on their own in
an isolated container. T he asym m etry of the trapdoor’s
Jocation, opening to the left but not to the right, intends
to hinder the passage ofm olecules from left to right whilke
providing an easy access from right to left. In this way,



the trapdoor attem pts to exploit the naturally occurring

uctuations in density between the two cham bers and to
m ake states ofhigh density in the left cham ber last longer
than corresponding states of high density in the right
cham ber. U lim ately, the trapdoor attem pts to keep a
higher average num ber of m olecules in the lft cham ber
than in the right cham ber.

H owever, our sin ulations show that the trapdoor does
not succeed. W hen the trapdoor and m olecules are left
to evolve on their own, the tine average number of
m olcules In the left cham ber is actually sm aller than the
tin e averaged num ber ofm olecules in the right cham ber.
M oreover, this in balance is not a true density di erence
and does not violate the second law . T he reason for the
unequal num ber of m olecules is that the presence of the
trapdoor in the keft cham ber occupies space, w hich m akes
the availabl area In the lkft chamber slightly sm aller
than the available area In the right cham ber.

The e ect of the excluded area by the trapdoor has
been m easured by perform ing an experin ent of 20 parti-
cles where each chamberm easured 1355 10 ’am hori-
zontally and 18 10 "am vertically. T he particle radius
wasR = 6 10 ®an giving a m ean free path in the or-
derof20 10 “an . The length ofthe trapdoor (vertical
direction) was 10 10 ’am . G iven these numbers we
can estin ate the average num ber of particles in the kft
cham ber by assum ing uniform density (equilbbrium ) in a
tin e average sense. IfNp is the tin e averaged num ber
ofparticles in the keft chamberand A1 the availabl area
In the keft cham ber, we have

A Ag Agr

which givesNy = Ap=@1 + AR ). To estin ate the avail-
able area In each chamber, A; and Ar , we consider the
area In which the centers of the particles can travel
Thus Ag = [(135 18) (135+ 135+ 18) 006]
10 '¥am ? forthe right cham ber, and forthe left cham ber
we subtract from the above Ar the area excluded by the
trapdoor (10 006)+ (0:06)?2 10 an?. Putting
these together we nd N = 0:484. In simulating this
experim ent we found the tim e averaged num ber of parti-
cles in the left cham berto be 0:486 in excellent agreem ent
w ith the theoretical estin ate [1§].

There is also an altemative way of checking that the
observed particle number di erence between the two
cham bers is not a true density di erence, and it can not
Jead to a violation ofthe second law . T he idea is to open
a second hole in them iddle wall, in addition to the open-—
Ing covered by the trapdoor. If the trapdoor could lead
to a true density di erence, pum ping m olecules from one
cham ber to the other through the opening covered by
the trapdoor, then the second free opening should ex—
hibit the retum ux ofm olecules and lead to perpetual

ow between the two cham bers. O ur sin ulations of this
experin ent did not show any ow .

O ur sin ulations show that the operation of the trap—
door is consistent w ith the second law oftherm odynam ics

In the sense that the particles are distributed uniform Iy in
the available area on the average, and the entropy of the
system ism axin ized. O ur sim ulations have also shown
that the tin e averaged tem perature is the sam e In each
cham ber and equal to the team perature of the trapdoor
(average kinetic energy divided by the num ber of degrees
of freedom , two for the particles, and one for the trap-
door) . Finally, wehave con m ed that the tin e averaged
velocities In each cham ber are distrdbbuted as G aussian
distributions in vy and vy . The two G aussian distrdbu-
tions are identical to each other and identical between
the two cham bers, which is consistent w ith the M axwell-
Boltzm ann distrbution law and equipartition of energy.
An Intuiive explanation of why our trapdoor system

fails to work when operating in an isolated container of
gas m okcules is that the trapdoor gets them alized |
is tem perature equals the tem perature of the particles
| and the trapdoor’s them alm otion prevents the rec—
tifying behavior [_Iz_i, :_IZ_"Z, :_l-é_L'] To contrast, a m acroscopic
trapdoor works successfiillly as a recti er because it can
get rid of excess energy through dissipation. Follow ing
thisanalogy a little further, wem ay expect that our trap—
door would work successfiilly if a reservoir of lower tem —
perature than the particles were used to dissipate tsm o—
tion. T he trapdoorwould then act asa pum p, ktting the
m olecules through from one cham ber to the other m ore
easily in one direction than the other, on the average.
W e have tested this idea in sim ulations, and we report
the results in the next section.

V. THE TRAPDOOR ASA PUMP

To convert ourtrapdoor system intoan e ectivepump,
we m odify the evolution algorithm to coolthe trapdoor
by rem oving energy in an all lncrem ents. In particular,
w e scale the trapdoor’s velocity by 05 every ttime in—
tervalw ith tsu ciently an all. T he lost energy is rein—
serted in equal am ounts to all the particles by scaling
their velocities, conserving the total energy of the sys—
tem . M oreover, the cooling of the trapdoor is perform ed
only when the trapdoor isnear the closed position, which
m akes the trapdoor tend to rem ain closed. The goalof
the cooled trapdoor is to pum p m olecules from the right
cham ber nto the lft chamber.

O ur experim ents show that this design works success—
fully. Further, they show that the m ass of the trapdoor
In relation to the m ass of each particle is crucial for ef-

cient operation. If the trapdoor m ass ismuch sn aller
than the m ass of one particl, then the action of a sin—
gk particke com ing from the right chamber is enough
to open the trapdoor and Ikt the particle through, even
though som e energy is lost by interacting w ith the trap—
door. Easy access from the right cham ber is desirable.
O n the other hand, if the trapdoor m ass is m uch larger
than the m ass of one particle, m any particles m ust col-
lide w ith the trapdoor in a short period of tim e In order
to open the trapdoor. C larly, this situation does not



occur very frequently, and so a heavy trapdoor does not
work very well. Our sin ulations show that a very light
trapdoorw ith dissipation can acte ectively asa oneway
door, opening to particles from the right, and rem aining
closed to particles from the keft. A heavier trapdoorw ith
dissipation works also, but not aswell.
In Fjgure-'_4 we report results for a trapdoor system

w ith dissipation, where the mass of the trapdoor is
4:7 10 2%*gm, or one tenth of the m ass of one parti-
cle. The tin e Intervalwhich controls the rate of energy
dissipation is 25 10 !3sec, while the m ean free path
and m ean collision tim e in the lkft chamber are of the
order of 20 10 ’am and 5 10 !!sec. The length of
the trapdoor is 6 10 “an and each chamber m easures
1355 10 ’an horizontally and 18 10 ’am vertically.
In this experim ent we have also included a second hole
in the middle wall, of size 1 10 T , In addition to
the hole covered by the trapdoor. The purpose of the
additionalhole is to verify that the trapdoor indeed acts
as a pump ofmolecules from right to lkeft, by exhbiting
the retum ux of m olecules kft to right. Graph @) of

F jgure:fi show show the nom alized num ber ofm olecules
In the keft cham berbuilds up as soon as the system is re—
leased from a state of equalnum ber ofm olecules in each
cham ber. Sin ilar sin ulations that were run m uch longer
than F jgure-'_él show that the tim e averaged of the num ber
ofm olecules In the left cham ber stabilizes around 0:76
(over10 %sec). G raph (b) ofF jgure:ff show sthe accum u—
lated ux ofparticlesthrough the trapdoor covered open—
ng, and the accum ulated ux of particles through the
second opening that allow s free passage. T he slope ofthe
accumulated ux (m easured by averaging over 10 °sec)
is approxin ately 2  10°particles=sec. The tine aver—
aged tem perature of the trapdoor is 11 degrees K elvin,
com pared to 270 degrees K elvin for the particles. T hese
resuls show that the trapdoor can operate successfully
as a recti er when a reservoir of lower tem perature is
available. However, as discussed previously it can not
operate successfully when run at the sam e tem perature
as the gasm olecules, In accordance w ith the second law
of them odynam ics.
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FIG. 1: The autom ated M axwell’'s dem on we simulated
num erically was inspired by Sm olichow ski's trapdoor. The
dashed lines show the region where the trapdoor can m ove.

FIG.2: The nom alized absolute valie of the di erence
between the num ber of particles in the two cham bers is plot—
ted against tim e, as the system approaches equilbbrium . Two
curves are shown, one for the case when the particles start
in the left cham ber, and one for the case when the particles
start in the right cham ber.

FIG.3: The ux ofparticles from one cham ber to the other
isplotted against the density di erence that initiates the ux.
N 1 isthe num berofparticles in the left cham ber, N 2 the right
cham ber, and N the total num ber of particles. T he y-axis is
in unis of25 lngaltjc]es=sec.



FIG.4: A trapdoor with a cooling m echanism acts as a
pump. The graph on the top (@) shows how the fraction
of the total num ber of m olecules in the left cham ber builds
up after the system is released from an initial state with an
equalnum berofm olecules in each cham ber. T he graph on the
bottom () show s the accum ulated ux ofm olecules through
the trapdoor opening (negative slope) and the accum ulated

ux of m olecules through an additional opening that allow s
free passage (positive slope).
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Fig. 4. A trapdoor with a cooling mechanism acts as a pump. The graph
on the top (a) shows how the fraction of the total nuniber of molecules in
the left chamber builds up after the system is released from an initial state
of equal number of molecules in.each chamber. The graph on the bottom
(b) shows the accumulated flux of molecules through the trapdoor open-
ing (negative slope) and the accumulated flux of molecules through an
additional opening that allows free passage (positive slope).
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Fig. 1. The automated Maxwell’s demon we simulated numerically was
inspired by Smoluchowski’s trapdoor. The dashed lines show the region

where the trapdoor can move.
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Fig. 2. The absolute value of the fractional difference in the number of
particles between the two chambers is plotted against time, as the system
approaches equilibrium. Two curves are shown, one for the case when the
particles start in the left chamber, and one for the case when the particles
start in the right chamber.
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Fig. 3. The rate of particles passing from one chamber to the other is
plotted against the fractional difference in the number of particles between
the two chambers. The resulting curve resembles qualitatively the voltage-
current characteristic of an electrical diode. The y axis is in" units of
25X 10° particles/s. The “conducting region” (positive x axis) corre-
sponds to higher densities in the right chamber, which is expected because
the trapdoor opens to the left.



