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T he statistics of heat exchange between two classical or quantum nite system s nitially prepared
at di erent tem peratures are shown to obey a uctuation theorem .
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The uctuation theorem ET) refers to a collection of
theoretical predictions EL', :_2, :_3, :ff, :_5, Ed, :_'1], recently con—
m ed experin entally g], pertaining to a system evolv—
ing under non-equilbrium conditions. T hese results are
roughly sum m arized by the equation
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where p( ) denotes the probability that an am ount of
entropy  is generated during a speci ed tin e Interval.
Both transient and steady state versions ofthe FT have
been cbtained. Thede nition of \entropy generated" ( )
depends on the dynam ics used to m odel the evolution of
the system under consideration. However, for a variety
of physical situations, and a variety of equations ofm o—
tion (poth detem inistic and stochastic) used to m odel
them , the FT hasbeen established under reasonable def-
Iniions of entropy generation. M oreover, the FT is re—
lated E_S:Ji] to a set of free energy relations (seeeg. E?Q‘,:;L-l:])
w hich connect equilbrium free energy di erences to non—
equilbriim work values, and which have recently been
con m ed experin entally {L3].

T he situations m odeled in Refs. 'gi, :ﬁ, ::J", :_4, :5, :_6, -'j,
'éj, :_Si, :_i@, :_1-1;] all involve an extemally driven system , in
the presence of a heat reservoir. T he purpose of this pa—
per is to point out that a sim ilar result can be derived
In a di erent setting. Nam ely, we will ocbtain a symm e-
try relation constraining the statistics of heat exchange
between two bodies initially prepared at di erent tem —
peratures. W e w ill present both classical and quantum
derivations, and w ill use the tem exchange uctuation
theoream KFT) to refer to these resuls.

Tn what Hlows, the XFT Eq. {)) willbe stated and
derived. A corollary resul related to the Second Law of
T herm odynam ics w ill then be presented Eq. C_i]‘)) .

Consider two nite bodies, A and B, separately pre—
pared In equilbrium states at tem peratures T and Ty,
respectively, then placed in them alcontact w ith one an—
other for a tine , and then separated again. Let Q
denote the net heat transfer from A to B during the In—

uctuation theorem , irreversible processes

terval of contact, ie. the am ount of energy lost by A
and gained by B. Now imagine repeating this experi-
ment many tin es, always initializing the two bodies at
the speci ed tem peratures, and ktp Q) denote the ob—
served distrbution of values of Q over the ensamble of
repetitions. Then we clain that this distrbution satis—
es
p +Q)
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w here = TEl TA1 is the di erence between the

Inverse tem peratures at which the bodies are prepared.

In the quantum case we must de ne Q through an
experim ental procedure: starting with the two system s
Initially prepared at di erent tem peratures,we rstmea—
sure the energy of each system , then we allow them to
weakly Interact overa tine , and nally we again m ea—
sure the energy of each system . W e then interpret heat
transfer n tem s of the changes in these m easured ener—
gis Eg. )) . This approach is sin ilar in spirit to that
taken by {13, L4, 119], who considered related problm s.
For an altemative approach see eg. i_l@l]

Eq. () clearly ressm blestheusualF T ,Eq. (L) . Indeed,
if we Invoke m acroscopic them odynam ics to argue that

Q=Tp is the entropy change of A, and + Q =Ty is that
of B, then the net entropy generated by the exchange
of heat is given by = Q, and Eq. é'_Z) becom es
Eqg. ('_]:) . However, this argum ent works only if the heat
transferred is very sm all in com parison w ith the intemal
energy of either body, whereas the validity of Eq. @)
doesnot require this assum ption. T herefore, we w ill leave
Eqg. (:_2) as a statistical statem ent about heat exchange,
rather than trying to foroe it to be a statem ent about
entropy generation per se.

To derive Eq. (r_Z) from classical equations of m otion,
ket zp denote the phase space coordinates specifying the
m icrostate ofbody A (eg.the positions and m om enta of
all its degrees of freedom ); and et H ® (z, ) be a Ham il
tonian whose value de nes the Intemal energy of A, as
a fiunction of its m icrostate. Sim ilarly or H ® (zg ). Let
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h™t (z5 ;2 ) denote a an all nteraction tem , tumed \on"
att= 0,and \o "att= , coupling the two bodies. Let
Y = (za ;zp ) specify a point in the fullphase space ofall
participating degrees of freedom . D uring any realization
ofthe process In which we are Interested, the m icroscopic
evolution of the two bodies is described by a tra fctory
y ), evolving from t= 0 to t = under Ham ilton’s
equations, as derived from the H am ilttonian

H)=H" (za)+ H® @)+ h" ) @)

W e now further assum e tin e-reversal invariance:
H'zi)= H'(z); h™)=h"" ); @)

where i = A ;B and the asterisk (*) denotes the tin e—
reversal operation, usually the reversal of m om enta:
@;p) = (@; p). This assumption has the crucial
consequence that m icroscopic realizations of the process
com e In pairs related by tin ereversal: or any tra fctory
y (t) which isa solution ofH am ilton’s equations, itstin e
reversed twin, vy (£) = y ( t), is also a solution. For
fiiture reference ket y° andy denote the nitialand nal
conditions of the \forward" realization I_f?_i‘], y (£); hence
the \reverse" realization, 7 (t), evolves from §° =y to
¥ =y’ ,asillustrated in Figurei].
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FIG.l: Twin trafctordesy (t) and y (t) = y ( t) related by

tin e reversal.

By our assum ption regarding the equilbrium prepara—
tion of the two bodies, the probability distribbution for
sam pling nitial conditions y° is given by:

1 A

e H
ZpZp
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(23 )=Ta o H * (z3)=Ts , 5)

P y°)= ;
w here the Z 's are partition finctions. G iven a tra fctory
y (t) and is tin ereversed twIn ¥ (t), the ratio of prob—
abilities of sam pling their respective initial conditions is
then:

P (y° _ -
(yo)zeEE—TEeEA—TA; ©6)
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where E, =H?(z,) H>E@)=H2@) H? ),

and sim ilarly for E g . The quantities E , and E 3

represent the net change in the Intemal energies of the
tw o bodies, overthe course ofthe realization described by
y (). If we neglect the an all am ount of work perform ed
in switchingon and o the interaction term h™%, then the
net change In the energy of one system is com pensated
by an opposite change in the energy of the other, i. e.

E g E a,and i isnaturalto view these changes
as representing a quantity of heat transfered from A to
B:Q = E 3 E a .Hence,

0
P(yo)ze QA(YO); (7)
P )
w here the function @ (y) denotes the value ofQ during a
realization evolving from initial conditionsy . N ote that
S = S @®)
that is, the heat transfer during the forward realization
is opposite to that during the reverse realization.
Combining Egs. (:j:) and (:_8) we get:

7
p Q) = &P 0 SN
7
=e ¢ &FP§") R+IE]
= e %p (0Q); ©)

which is equivalent to Eq. 6'_2). Here the change in the
variables of integration betw een the st and second lines
is Jasti ed by the nvariance ofthe Liouville m easure un-—
der tim e evolution (dy° = dy ), as well as under tin e
reversal dy = dy = dy°).

These form alm anipulations can be understood intu-
tively. p Q) is a sum of contributions from all real
izations for which the heat transfer takes on a speci ed
valie,Q;and p ( Q) isa sum over those for which the
heat transferis Q . But these two setsofrealizationsare
In one-to-one correspondence; for every trapctory y (&)
belonging to the form er set, itstwin ¥V (t) belongs to the
latter Eqg. Ej') . M oreover, the ratio of initial condition
sam pling probabilities for such a tw inned pair of realiza—
tionsise 2 (Eqg. Q'j)). Therefore, when we add the
sam pling probabilitiesP (7°) from the st set of realiza—
tionstogetp Q),andP (370) from the second set to get
p ( Q), theratio ofthe sumsise 2.

T he above derivation, based on com paring the sam —
pling probabilities for pairs of tw inned tra fctordes, is
sim ilarto that carried out by E vansand Searles i_?.’] forthe
transient FT . Note also that this derivation is valid for
arbirary tines ; there are no hidden assum ptions that
the tem peratures of the two system s rem ain constant, or
even welkde ned aftert= 0.

T he soke approxin ation that we have m ade is the ne—
glect of the interaction tem , h'*. I reality, a nite
am ount of work is required to tum on this interaction
Initially, won, and then to tum it o nally, wg



T he resulting balance of energy reads:
Won + Wy ,hence w = w,+ W, entersasa cor-
rection to the approxin ation E g E a used ear-
lier. The validity of our nal result thus requires that
the work perform ed In coupling and later uncoupling the
system s (j w) bemuch an aller than the typical energy
change In either system (JE o j JE g ). W hether or
not this condition ism et depends, of course, on details of
the two system s, on the strength of the interaction term
(w h"%),and on the duration . Tt w illbe interesting
to Investigate this issue in the context of speci cm odels.

W e proceed now to the proof of the quantum ver-
sion of our theorem . W e assum e that system s A and
B have equilbrated to tem peratures T, ;Tp before the
experin ent, and are thus described by density m atrices

;= exp( HY=Z,,wherei= A;B.Attlnet= 0
w e separate the system s from the reservoirs and m easure
their energies. As a resul, each system i is profcted
onto a pure state hii with probabiliy e Enig i, and
the com bined system is described by the product state
Tang i. W e then allow the system s to interact through
a weak coupling term h™®. Thus the Ham iltonian takes
theform H = H® I8 + I HB + nhht,

Let usnow assum e, as In the classical case Eq. (EJ:)),
that the system and both its subsystem sare tin ereversal
Invariant. In quantum m echanics the tim ereversal in—
variance of a system is expressed by the condition

EA+ EB=

10)

where H isthe system Ham iltonian, and is the quan—
tum tin eeversal operator (7, 118]. This operator re-
verses linear and angularm om entum while kesping posi-
tion unchanged, and is anti-linear:

13 i+ 23io= 1 3i+ 3340 D
w here the dagger denotes com plex conjigation. W hen
dealing w ith such operators, the D irac bra-ket notation,
Invented to dealw ith linear operators, becom es cum ber—
som e: the expression h j j iisambiguousuntilwe spec—
ify whether isactingto the right orto the keft. To avoid
this Inconvenience we w ill use the standard product in
H ibert space (j i;j 1), ratherthan them ore abbreviated
D iracbraket,h j i, todenotethe nnerproductbetween
two wave functions. From Eq. (_l-g) i follow s that, forev—
ery elgenstate hiofH there correspondsa tin e-reversed
eigenstate i wih the sam e energy; these two states
are either linearly independent, or else identical apart
from an overallphase. M oreover, sihce preserveswave
function nom alization, it is not jist antidinear but also
antiunitary: ( ji;, j = (G L4J1D.Wewillmakeuse
of these properties In the analysis below .

Having tumed on the interaction tem at t = 0, we
allow the system s to evolve ora tine . The combined

system then reachesa state j i, obtained from the initial

state ha ng iby evolution under Schrodinger’s equation.
W e now separate the two system s { that is, we tum o
the Interaction term { and once again m easure their en—
ergies. The state j i is thus profcted onto a product
state Jnamp i. A s before, we m ake no assum ptions re—
garding , In particular the system s have not necessarily
equilbrated.

Letting P (i ! dn i) denote the probability of ob—
serving a transition from Hi Jangi to Mmi
jnamgp i, we have

A B
E E
ASnq, B ooy

e
P (hi! i) = @ 4U pi)f———;
ZAZB

where U = e!® isthe quantum evolution operator,
and h = 1. The second factor on the right is the prob-
ability for sam pling the initial state hi; the st factor
is the transition probability from i to jn i. Sim ilarly,
the probability of observing the tim ereversed transition
from mito hiis

2 E s E
. . s .. .2© " A "B
P (ni! $i)= 3 1i;u in 1)3° :
ZpZsp

But, shce  is antiunitary, and U = U R0], we
have

(HhL{U ;i) = (Hhy U ni)= U dni;hi)

= (LU hi);
therefore
P (pi! jni) AEP E2 ) s ®F EP )
= e A a'e B B2
P (dni! $i)

12)
Since we assum ed that the Interaction isweak, we expect
the energy of the total system to be aln ost preserved:
E2 +EB: 13)

A B
En+En m m

It ©llow s that the energy changes In the two system s are
approxin ately equal

Quin =E2 EX EZ E2:

n n m

14)

W e Interpret Q asthe heat exchangebetween the system s
A and B . Thus,

Jo i)
i)

P (hi!
P (dni!

Qnim .

15)

Since every eigenstate has a corresponding tim e-reversed
tw in, the net probability of the heat transferQ in time
is

X
p Q)= P (hi! mmi) Q@ OQnin)
n;m "
= e ¢ P (mi! Hi) ©@+Q mw: n)
= e %p (0Q): (16)



This resul is true for the quantities as we have de ned
them . W e can rewrite Eq. {_ig'i) in the form ofEq. (:_2) if
we further assum e a su ciently dense spectrum , so that
P Q) can be replaced by a locally an ooth fiinction.

At the Jkvel of m acroscopic them odynam ics (@nd in
the absence of extermal work), the passage of heat from
a colder to a hotter body constitutes a violation of the
Second Law . From Eq. @),wecan derive an upperbound
on the probability of observing such a \violation", of at
last some nie magniude, as follows. Assume that
Tn > Ty, le. > 0. The probability that the heat
transfer fgm A toB willfallbelow a soeci ed value g is
given by ° P Q)0 . UsingEq. @) to replacep Q)

byp ( Q)exp( Q ), and then invoking the inequality
chain
Z 4 Z 4
p(Qle %dy e ¢ p(Q) e 9%
1 1
we get
2 4
p Q)dQ e 9: 17)

1

Choosing g < 0, this resul tells us that the probabil-
iy of cbserving a net heat transfer in the \wrong" di-
rection @ < 0), rom B (cold) to A (hot), of at least
som e m agnitude §yj dies exponentially (or faster) w ith
that m agniude. Eq. (:2:) also In plies that the average of

exp ( Q ), over the ensam ble of realizations for any
tine ,isuniy:
Z
e © dop Qe 2 =1: 18)

In conclusion, a resul analogousto the FT for entropy
generation Eq. @')), and valid for arbitrary tines , has
been derived for the statistics of heat exchange between

nie classical or quantum system s separately prepared
in equilbrim Egs. @). In our derivation we invoke
statistical m echanics to describe the initial preparation
of the system s, then treat their evolution during the in—
terval of contact dynam ically. W e also assum e a negligi-
ble energy of interaction between the two system s, and
a tin ereversal nvariant H am iltonian. In the quantum
case, an additional source of random ness arises from the
fact that the nitialquantum state ofthe system doesnot
uniquely determm ine the outcom e ofthe nalenergy m ea—
surem ents. Nevertheless, this does not gooil our result.

W e nally m ention that a sim ilar theorem can be derived
for particle exchange betw een tw o reservoirs, driven by a
di erence in initial chem icalpotentials (unpublished).
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