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Connection between an intrinsic breach of symm etry of equilbrium m otion and violation of the
second law is accentuated. An intrinsic breach only of clockw ise — counterclockw ise sym m etry
of a circular equilbrium m otion can be logical under equilbrium conditions, whereas a breach of
right-Jleft sym m etry should be always an actualviolation ofthe second law . T he reader’s attention is
drawn to experin entalevidence ofan Intrinsic breach ofthe clockw ise —counterclockw ise sym m etry
of a circular equilbrium m otion, well known as the persistent current. The persistent current is
observed In m esoscopic nom alm etal, sem iconductor and superconductor loops and the clockw ise —
counter—clockw ise sym m etry is broken because of the discrete spectrum of the pem itted states of
quantum charged particles n a closed loop. T he quantum oscillations of the dc volage observed on
a segm ent of an asym m etric superconducting loop is experin ental evidence of the intrinsic breach
of the right-left sym m etry and an actualviclation of the second law .
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1. Introduction

Arthur Eddington wrote []: \The second Jaw of ther-
m odynam ics holds, I think, the suprem e position am ong
the lws of Nature. If someone points out to you
that your pet theory of the universe is in disagreem ent
with M axwells equations — then so much the worse for
M axwell's equations. If it is und to ke contradicted by
observation, well, these experim entalists do bungk things
som etim es. But if your theory is found to ke against the
second law of therm odynam ics I can give you no hope;
there is nothing for it but collpse in despest hum ilia—
tion." Therefore, m ost scientists distrust t_é] the chal-
Jenges to the absolute status of the second law published
In recent years [B-26]. The second law was, and is, a
sub fct of belief rather than of know ledge. A Imost all
peoplk are fully con dent that the second law cannot be
violated, although nobody can explain why.

T he belief in the second law is based upon, and is in—
separably linked w ith, the centuries-old belief In in pos-
sbility ofa perpetuum m obilke. C amot’sprinciple, which
we call since C lausius tine "the second law of therm o—
dynam ics" [_Z-j], was postulated In 1824 on the basis of
this belief. Tt was obvious already in Camot’s tin e that
In order for a perpetuum m obilk to be in possible, an ir-
reversble behavior should exist in nature. A perpetuum
m obilewould be inevitable, how ever, according to the law
of energy conservation, if all physical processes could be
reversble. Therefore, irreversibility is the m ain feature
ofthemm odynam ics, and the second law is st am ong all
statem ents on irreversibility.

T he dem and of irreversibility caused the well known
collision between dynam ics and them odynam ics. This
collision is not overcom e com pletely even to the present
tin e. But, i is interesting that m ost scientists reected
In the 19th century the atom ickinetic theory of the heat
proposed by M axw elland B oltzm ann [_2-:}] because ofthis
collision, w hereas In the 20th century m ost scientists be—

lieved that this theory had elin inated this collision. T his
beliefhas rem ained invariable since the tin e ofM axwell.
The words by JC .M axwell written In 1878 [28]: "the
second law is drawn from our experience of bodies con—
sisting of an Inm ense num ber ofm okculks" rem ainsthe
only scienti c¢ substantiation of the second law up to the
present tine R9].

T his probabilistic substantiation looks very convinc—
ng: an uncom pensated decrease ofentropy is in probable
since a m acroscopic system m oves spontaneously from a
less probable state to a m ore probable state in the m a—
prity of cases, and thism a prity becom es so overw heln —
Ing when the number of atom s In the system becom es
very large that irreversible behavior becom es a near cer—
tainty R29]. But this obvious m athem atical argum ent is
not enough, because ofthe existence ofperpetualm otion,
ie. the motion under equilbrium oconditions of atom s,
molcules, an all Brownian particles and others. It is,
therefore, necessary to postulate absolute random ness of
any equilbrium m otion in order to save the second law .
For exam ple, the second law could be broken even w ith—
out a ratchet and paw 1 in the system , as was considered
by Feynm an [B0] (and earlier by Sm olichow ski @-]']) if
the average velocity ofm olecules is not zero under equi-
IHoriim conditions.

T he random ness of any equilbrium m otion waspostu-
lated by M axwell and Bolzm ann, and this postulate is
used through the present tin e asbeing selfevident, w ith—
out any substantiation. Physics is an em pirical science.
But, physical know ledge is based not only on em pirical
data but also on postulateswhich seem selfevident. It is
In portant to em phasize a connection of the random ness
postulate w ith symm etry, which seem s selfevident, also.
An existence of any equilbriim m otion with non-zero
average velocity m eans an intrinsic breach of sym m etry.
For exam ple, circular m otion breaks clockw ise —counter—
clockw ise sym m etry and a directed m otion breaks right —
left symm etry. An intrinsic breach of sym m etry is a very
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grave m atter. Nevertheless, it is ocbserved In fi1ll accor-
dance w ith the bases of quantum physics. T he purpose
of the present paper is to draw reader’s attention to this
obvious fact, and to violation of the second law that is
connected w ith it.

2. Sym m etry saves the second law

T here is a logical contradiction to the possibility of an
actualviolation ofthe second law under equilbbrium con-—
ditions. An actual violation of the second law m eans
system atic reduction of the total entropy dS=dt < 0,
w hereas the total entropy cannot change under equilib—
rium conditions dS=dt = 0. T herefore, an actual viola—
tion ofthe second law m eans violation ofthe equilbrium
state.

T here is a connection of this contradiction w ith a log—
icalpossibility of an Intrinsic breach ofdi erent types of
symm etry. T he energy should m ove from one part to an—
other part of the system , ie., the right — left sym m etry
should be broken w ith an actualviolation of the second
law , whereas only clockw ise — counterclockw ise sym m e~
try of circular m otion can be broken under equilibrium
conditions, since the breach of right — left symm etry of
any m otion m eans an irreversible transference ofm ass or
energy in violation of equilbbrium .

It is well known that any elem ent of an electric cir-
cuit can be a power source at a nite tem perature T
because of equilbbrium noise [_39'], as has been described
theoretically by Nyquist B1] and observed by Johnson
[32] as Iong ago as 1928. But this power cannot be used
under equilbrium conditions since the power of each el-
em ent is distributed am ong the sam e frequency ! spec—
trum : Wy yq= kg T ! from ! = 0 up to the quantum
Iim it ! < kg T=~. There is sym m etry under equilbrium
conditions. W e can not say what elem ent is the power
source and which elem ent is the load. This right - eft
sym m etry isbroken when equilbrium conditionsarebro-
ken, ie., the elem ents are under di erent tem peratures
T; > T,. Then the elem ent at T; is the power source and
the other one at T, is the load. The power source and
the load can be distinguished at T; = T, only if their
frequency spectrum s are di erent.

The equality ofthepowerW y yq= ks T ! atany fre—
quency is a consequence of the random ness of the equi-
Ibrium m otion and intrinsic sym m etry. A ny distinction
of the frequency of equilbrium m otion from other fre—
quencies can only be at the violation of this sym m etry.
Thus, wem ay say that the intrinsic sym m etry saves the
second law against our experiencing perpetual m otion,
and violation ofthe second law can be possible only ifan
Intrinsic breach of sym m etry is cbserved.

3. D i erence between external and intrinsic
breach of sym m etry

M ost of the num erous challenges to the second law are
connected w ith attem pts to break symm etry and to or—

der random equﬂjbmm m otion. T he ratchet/paw 1com —
bination BO] is best known, and the recti cation of the
Nyquist noise B3] wih help of diodes is m ost popular.
Feynm an BO and others [B34] have shown that the sec—
ond law w ins in this ght. T he ratchet/paw lcom bination
and the diode break symm etry, but this breach is exter-
nal, ie., it isnotbasaed on a naturallaw but ism an-m ade,
and therefore cannot put order into random equilbrium
motion. The second law w Ins since the paw 1 undergoes
random B rownian m otion and the frequency spectrum of
the equilbriim power of the diode does not di er from
the other elem ent of electric circuit.

T he postulate is that random ness of any equilbriim
motion can be violated only by an intrinsic breach of
symm etry, ie., a breach based on a natural law, which
govems, but does not undergo, the equilbriuim m otion.
A 1lm aterialob ctsundergo them alequilibbrium m otion.
T herefore, the ght against the second law w ith help of
am an-m ade breach of symm etry is a failure.

4. Validity ofthe random nesspostulate according
to classicalm echanics

E quilbrium m otion isnot ordered, ie., the average ve—
lociy of equilbbrium m otion equals zero < v >= 0 and
the equilbbrium power is the same Wy yq = kg T ! at
any frequency (in the classical lim i), because of sym m e~
try and hom ogeneity of space and hom ogeneiy of tin e.
N obody can doubt these postulates of physical know
edge. Because of space symm etry, the probability P of
a m icroscopic state ofa partjc]e does not depend on the

velocity djrection P (v) = v) = P (#). Therebre,
<v>= VP «2) + ( v)P #) = 0 when a per-
m itted state w ith opposite velocity v exists forany per—

m itted state w ith a velocity v. A 1l states are pem ited
according to classicalm echanics. C onsequently, M axwell
and Bolzm ann could substantiate the random ness pos-
tulate which they used.

5. Intrinsic breach of sym m etry because of dis—
creteness of permm itted state spectrum

But according to quantum m echanics, a spectrum of
pem itted states can be discrete. It is in portant that in
the discrete spectrum ofthe m om entum circulation
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the state w ith zero velociy v = 0 is forbidden when the
magnetic ux  inside the path lofcirculation (1) isnot
divisble by the value ¢ = 2 ~=q called the ux quan-—

tum € n (o and that the state w ith opposite velocity v
and v cannot be pemn itted sin ultaneously at € n o
and € n+ 05) . The average value of the velocity
circulation
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of a quantum particle with a charge g can be non-zero
under equilbrium conditionsat € n oand € @+
0:5) ( becauseofthe featuresofquantum physics (1) and
of the m om entum of the charged partickp= mv+ A
Including not only velocity but also the vector potential
A

The pem itted state wih lowest energy E has the
highest probability P / exp( E=k T). The pem itted
state (2) with lowest kinetic energy Eyi, = m v?=2 can
have an opposite direction of the velocity v at di erent

= o values: for exam ple if this direction is clockw ise at

== 1=4whenmin&?) / minthn  =¢)%= ( 1=4F
atn = 0 then it is counterclockwise at = o = 3=4
when min &%) / min (0 =,)? = (154)2 atn = 1.
T herefore, the average velocity < v >= vP )

per:st:

In the equilbrium state should be a periodical func—
tion of the m agnetic ux and its direction changes w ith
the scalar valuie = o wihout any vector factor when
the energy di erence between ad-pcent pem itted states
(2) is higher than the energy of themm al uctuations
Exyin@+ 1) Eup@ =nvo+ 1)=2 nv@n)=2
~2=pmr? > kg T. The latter can only occur at a very
low tem perature in the case of the quantization of sin—
gk electron states In a structure w ith a radius r accessi-
ble for current nano-technology, or exam ple, ~>=2m r?

kg 001K atr= 05 m.

6. Experim ental evidence of the intrinsic breach
of clockw ise — counter—clockw ise sym m etry

N evertheless, the persistent current 3, = gng < v >
with a periodical dependence } ( = o) has been ob-
served even In a nomm alm etal 35] and in sam iconductor
m esoscopic structures [36], st observed n 1990. But
the rst experin entalevidence of the ntrinsic breach of
clockw ise —counter-clockw ise sym m etry was obtained on
a superconducting structure [B7].

Superconductivity is a m acroscopic quantum phe-
nom enon, sihce superconducting pairs have the same
valuie n ofthem om entum circulation (1) and the energy
di erence between ad-poent pem itted states (1) should
be multiplied by the number N5 = Ving of pairs in the
superconductor: Eyin @+ 1)  Exin @)  Ng~?=2m r?
kg T In any realcase. Therefore, the rst experin ental
evidence of the persistent current in a superconductor,
the M eissner e ect, was discovered as long ago as 1933.
The M eissner e ect is observed In a buk superconduc—
tor, wherein in the Interior thereof = 0 since the ve—
lIocity vs = 0 along a closed path land n = 0, see (1),
the wave function of the superconducting pairs does not
have singularity inside 1. The second and third experi-
m ental evidence of the persistent current, ux quantiza—
tion and velocity quantization (2) were obtained in 1961
B8land 1962 B9]. T he quantization ofthem agnetic ux
is observed at a strong screening in thick-walled super—
conducting cylinder or loop where vy = 0 along a closed
path land therefore = n ¢ according to ).

The periodic variation of the velocity @) <
Vs ( = o) > is observed in thin-walled cylinder [39] or

loop M0]with weak screening LI, < (. The persistent
current I, ( = ) = s} = s2eng < vs >/ < n> =9
In Joops both with and without Josephson junctions,
w here the them odynam ic average valie < n > of the
quantum num ber n is close to an integer num ber n cor-
responding to m ninum energy, ie., to the m nimum of

o =,)?,whenthemagnetic ux =BS+LZ BS
Inside the loop isnot closeto (n+ 0:5) . T he persistent
current I, ( = () can be observed in a superconducting

Joop even w ith very long length of the circum ference 1=
2 rand very am allcross—section s since the density ofthe
superconducthgpairs,ns 1®m 3 forT T, isvery
great: Prexample N ~*=2m ¥ = sng~?=mr Jk 60K
atl=2r=10m ands=1 m 2.

The Intrinsic breach of clockw ise — counterclockw ise
symm etry is observed in the closed superconducting
state, when the density of the superconducting pairs
ng > 0 along the whole of the loop circum ference 1,
I, § 0,R = 0. The ng should be replaced In the rela-
tion orenergy di erence Exin, b+ 1)  Exi, ) between
adpcent pem itted states (2) by the average value
I

din %) * @)

1

> = (1 .
when the density of the pairs is not hom ogeneous along
the loop circum ference 1 since the persistent current
I, = s} = s2engvs should be constant along 1 in
the stationary case. The spectrum is strongly discrete
Exin 0 + 1) Exin @) = s < n,t > ! ~?=mr

kg 60 K , the equilbriim velociy < vy >= ~=mr) KK
n > =9) ~=m 1) ( 1=4) 10° m=s and the
persistent current with a density j, = 2eng < vg >

310" A=m? can be cbserved n a oop 1= 2 r= 10m

w ith a clockw ise direction (for exampl) at = (= 1=4
and counterclockw ise direction at = o = 3=4 when
< n,t> 1= ng 1¢° m 3. But the spectrum be-

com es continuous and the Intrinsic breach of sym m etry
is absent for even a very short segm ent L, or exam ple
withl 1 m = 110 7, isswitched in the nom alstate
shce< n,'> '=0,,= 0,R > Owhenns = 0 in any
loop segm ent.

Superconducting pairs In a whole long loop are braked
atng = 0 n  down to zero during the tim e of cur-
rent relaxation gy = Li;=R because of pure classi-
cal ekectric force mdvg=dt = 2eE = 2erV. W here
V (t) = RiI®) = Ry exp( t=ry) is the potential dif-
ference because of a non—zero resistance R > 0 of the
L segm ent In the nom al state; L; is the inductance of
the lIoop 1. The opposite change from < vg >= 0 to
< vg>= (~=mr)< n > =) 6 0 takes place be-
cause of the quantization (1), w ithout any classical force
{_ZIJ_;] when the L segm ent retums to the superconducting
state. It is a m anifestation of the wellknown di erence
betw een a superconductor and a classicalconductor w ith
In nie conductivity. A ccording to classicalm echanics,
them om entum circulation should rem ain invariablew ih-
out any force, whereas according to quantum m echanics
the m om entum circulation should be equal to the quan—



tum value n2 ~ where the integer num ber n can change
w ithout any classical force. T herefore, superconducting
pairs accelerate against the Faraday electric force when
a superconductor expels m agnetic eld at the M eissner
e ect.

Them om entum circulation (1) ofpairchangesbetween
quantum vallen2 ~andqg = 2e corresoondingvs = 0
w hen the loop is sw itching betw een the superconducting
states with di erent connectivity of the wave function,
ie., between ng = 0 and ng > 0 in ;. The change of
them om entum circulation because of the quantization in
tin e unity equals €K n > 2 ~ 2 JVlgw = 2 ~K n>

=)!sw at the switching frequency !4y 1=x1 .
ThevaJuqu=2~(< n > = 9)!sw=lwas called in
23] quantum free. Clockw ise or counterclockw ise di-
rection of the quantum force, as well as of the persistent
current, is detemm ined w ith the scalarvalue = ( with-
out any vector factor.

7. Challenge to the second law

T he persistent current is cbserved t_3-9', :fl-(_)'] and pre—
dicted {_42_5] even in the uctuation region nearT T and
aboveT > T. superconducting transition w here the resis-
tance of superconducting loops is not zero, R, > R > 0.
The rst experinentalevidenceofl 6 0atR > 0 is
the LittleP arks oscillations of the resistance R ( = g)
observed as early as 1962 B41. The LittleP arks oscilla—
tions B9 .4(] ]and the cbservationsof I, ( = o) in nom al
m etal and sem iconductor m esoscopic loops BS Bé ] are
experin ental evidence of a persistent current, ie., the
equilbrium undam ped direct current I, € 0, observed at
non-zero dissipation: RI2 > 0 atR > 0and I, 6 0.Any
undam ped current can be observed at non-zero power
dissipation only if a power source m aintains i. There—
fore, the observation [_if‘u, ',_3-§, :_3-§, :_ZI(_i] ofI, $ 0atR > 0
is experin ental evidence of a source of persistent pow er,
ie. ofa dcpowerW , = RI? existing under equilbrium
conditions.

T he persistent power W , = R Ig isa uctuations phe-
nom enon, lke the N yquist’s noise. It ism ost cbvious in
the case of a superconducting loop [_ZIQ] where R Ié 6§ 0is
observed only in the uctuation region near T.. Above
thisregion R > Obut I, = 0 and below i I, 6 0 but

= 0. The persistent current I, § 0 and the resistance
R > 0 are non—zero near T. since themm al uctuations
sw itch the loop betw een superconducting states w ith dif-
ferent connectivity [_23] T he persistent current does not
go out slow Iy since the dissipation force is com pensated
by the quantum foroe, ie., by them om entum change be-
cause of the quantization 1_23].

T he persistent current at R > 0 is Brownian m otion
lke the Nyquist’s noise current < I, >= ks T !=R
In a loop wih a continuous spectrum . The m axin um
pow er of the persistent current W , = RIp < (kg T )=~
f23] and the totalpower of the N yunsl:’s noise are close
to the power of them al uctuations Wey; = (kg T )=~
But there is an im portant di erence between these two

uctuation phenom ena. T he powerofthe N yquist’s noise
is"spread" Wy yq = kg T ! in the frequency region from
zero ! = 0 to the quantum lim it ! = kg T=~, whereas
the pow er of the persistent current is not zero at the zero
frequency band ! = 0.

Thedi erenceofthe frequency spectrum ofthe equilbb—
rium persistent power from the equilbrium power of the
N yquist’s noise is the consequence of the Intrinsic breach
ofthe clockw ise —counterclockw ise sym m etry and it can
break the sym m etry of the elem ents of an electric circuit
under equilbriuim conditions. T herefore, the persistent
pow er provides a potential possbility for a violation of
the seoond law . The N yquist’s noise is chaotic B row nian
m otion {3()] and the persistent current at R > 0 is or—
dered B row nian m otion [_23] T herefore, the pow er of the

rst can not be used, whereas the power of the second
can be used for the perform ance of usefulwork.

A lthough any dc power observed under equilbriim
conditions isa challenge to the second law ,m ost scientists
preferto disregard the problem connected w ith num erous
observations of a persistent current at R > 0. Som e sci-
entists state that the persistent current does not threaten
the second law since it isan equilbrium phenom enon and
therefore no work can be extracted from the persistent
current. Indeed, the free energy F = E ST has a
minmmum value in the equilbrium state, and no one can
decrease the value below itsm ininum . But, the inter-
nalenergy E can be decreased w ithout a decrease of the
free energy if the entropy S decreases at the sam e tim e.
T hus, this statem ent can be restated as: the second law
can not ke broken since it can not ke broken. A philoso—
pher noted I_ZII_i] that the argum ents of defenders of the
second law are circular as often asnot.

8. Experim ental evidence of the intrinsic breach
of right-left sym m etry

B ecause ofthe beliefin the second law , som e authors con—
sider the persistent current asnondissipative {_3-6] w hereas
I0 .Kulk, who rst predicted a persistent current in a
nom alm etalm esoscopic loop asearly as1970 Ifl-é_i], w rote
that this current can be ocbserved at non-zero dissipation.
Som e scientists assum e that the persistent current isnot
quite a realcurrent and the coexistence ofa nieOhm ic
resistance and the equilbbrium dc current is not paradox—
icalwhen one properly takes into account the In  uence
of the m easunng leads t45] But, experimn ental resuls
(46 .47i, .48] prove that the persistent current behaves like
a conventional current at least in a superconductor loop.
Any circular direct current can break only clockw ise
— ocounterclockw ise symm etry in a symm etric loop. For
exam ple, there can be only a circular electric ed E =
dA =dt and any potential di erence V can not be ob-
served on any segm ent because ofthe sym m etry when the
conventionalcircular current IT= R, 'd =dt is induced
by the Faraday voltage d =dtin a conventionalnom al
m etal sym m etric Joop having a resistance R;. But, the
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FIG .1: Experin entalevidence of the Intrinsic breach of the

right-left sym m etry I48 Thepotentialdi erence V m easured

between points L. and R changes sign and the electric eld

E = rV changes direction w ith the scalar value = o at
= n o and = M+ 0:5) o. IfE has left direction at
= 025 ( thenat = 075 ,( it has right direction.

potentialdi erence
Rus
Lk
should be cbserved at I 6 0 on a segm ent 1, ofasymm et—
ric Joop, w herein the resistance along the segm ent R ;=1
di ers from that along the whole oop Ri=1. V. = 0 In a
symm etric Ioop In which Rs=l = R;=1according to 4)
and the symm etry. Thepotentialelectric eldE = ¢V
has right or lft direction. Thus, the Faraday volage
breaks only clockw ise —counterclockw ise symm etry in a
symm etric Joop and both clockw ise — counterclockw ise
and right — left symm etry in an asym m etric one.

E xperim ents [_56, :_éIj, :_5§‘] show that the same is ob-
served in the case of a persistent current in a supercon—
ductor loop w ith non—zero resistance. The dc potential
di erence, the valie and sign of which are a periodical
function of the m agnetic eld like the persistent current
V(=yg)/ I —_0),wasobserved3nsegmentsofan
asymm et:ac Jop 146, 47,1481, whereas this potential dif-
ference is not observed n segm ents of a symm etric loop
Elz:]. T his analogy between the conventional and persis-
tent currents can be explained by a comm on feature of
the quantum foroe, m antaining the persistent current at
R > 0 and the Faraday electrom otive force. Both forces
cannot be localized in any segm ent of the loop. The
quantum force can not be localized in theory [_23] because
of the uncertainty principle. Them om entum circulation
changes because of the quantization (1) when it has a

VvV = R—l) I 4)
= l]s

certain quantum value, ie. when the superconducting
pairs are not localized in any loop segm ent.

The dcvoltageV ( = o) / L ( = o) is proportional
to the persistent current, and can only be observed if
the loop is sw itched betw een superconducting statesw ith
di erent connectivity [28,.26,.46,.47,-4‘3] since a static
persistent current can only exist In the closed super-
conducting state when the loop resistance is zero. The
possbility of V. ( = o) / I, ( = o) is obvious from a
consideration ofthe sw itching ofthe 1 segm ent between
the nom al and superconducting states f_Z-g], See Section
6. The average potential di erence Vi =< V () >=<
RisI(t) >=< RisLexp( t=gr1) > LL!s ata ow
frequency ! sy 1= g1 and Vg, < Rs > I, at
D sw 1= r1 should be ocbserved both on the segm ent L
sw itched w ith the frequency !s, and the segment 1 1
rem aining in the superconducting state. A ccording to
the latter, a relation, like to the Josephson one [_425] at

! sw 1=y

& «n> — )Q )

e 0 1
should be between the dc voltage V4. and the sw itching
frequency !gy , Shoe only the electric force 2e < E > =
2eVge.=(1 1) and the quantum orceFgq = 2 ~<K n >

=y)!sw=lact on pair n the sesgment 1 1.

T he possibility ofthe dc voltage on the long supercon—
ductor segm ent seem s strange for m any scientists, nev—
ertheless, it is corroborated by experin ental results §#8].
Them easurem ents {fl@ Jofthepotentialdi erence . be-
tween pointsL and R (seeFig.d) on a thin-walled super—
conducting loop, lke that shown at Fig. 1, as a func-
tion of the extemal current I, between L. and R, have
show n that the currentvoltage curvesV (Iox ) change pe—
riodically with magnetic eld at T < T.. This periodi-
calvariation is explained by superposzlrjon ofan extermal
Lx and persistent I, currents [48 T he circular persis—
tent current increases the total current in one loop half

n = LexSn=(sy + sp)+ I, and decreases it in the otherone
I, = IexSw=(Sy + Spn) L.Here s, and s, are the sec-
tionalareasofdi erent loop halves, seeFig. 1. The loop
halfshould sw itch in the resistive statew ith R, > 0O when
the density ofthe totalcurrent J, = Iex=(sy + sp)+ Li=s
exceeds the critical value . . But this resistive state can—
not be stable until Iy=(s, + sp) < % sihce the persis—
tent current I, should decrease down to zero at R, > O.
T herefore, the loop should sw itch betw een superconduct—
ing states wih di erent connectivity in the valie re—
gion of extemal current (s, + S,) (% %‘Sn) < Lk <
(Sy + Sn)Je wih an intrinsic frequency !, determm ined
by the tin e ofthe relaxation to the equilbrium supercon-—
ducting state. T he other loop halfw ith the current den-
sty Jv = Iex=(S¢ + Sn) ILI=s, < } rem ains constantly
In the superconducting state at Iy < (Sy + Sp)j. A
dc voltage exceeding 1 m V. was observed on a supercon—
ducting strip w ith a length 160 m in a dynam ic resistive
state of a system of 20 loops EIE_;], ie. Vgc > 50 V on
each loop. This valie corresponds to the sw tching fre—



quency !, > 60 GH z {g].

T he asym m etry of the current<olage curves of asym —
metric oopswih s, $ s, Isocbserved at 6 n o and

€ (M + 0:5) g, sihce the critical values, jlex 3+ =

(Se * Sn)Jk PF=snand Jex} = (S + sn)k E=sy,of
the extermal current depends on its direction at I, 6 O.
T he value and sign ofthisasym m etry are periodical finc—
tions of them agnetic ux because ofthe L ( = ) peri-
odical dependence.

T his dependence of the asym m etry on the scalar valie

= o and the cbservation of the quantum oscillation of
thedcvoltageV ( = o) (flg‘,-_élj,:flé] are experin entalevi-
dence ofthe Intrinsic breach of right —left sym m etry. The
right — left symm etry is broken In the loops both wih
conventional and the persistent circular currents when
the extemalbreach of symm etry (the loop asymm etry)
is added to the breach of clockw ise — counterclockw ise
symm etry. The breach ofthe symm etry in the st case
is extemal since right or left direction of the potential
electric edE = rV isdetem ined by the direction of
the circular Faraday ekctric eld E =  dA=dt and the
extermal loop asymmetry. The dc voltage V ( = o) In
the quantum oscillation phenom enon [? ] is ocbserved in
a constant m agnetic eld, w ithout the circular Faraday
ekctric eld, and thedirection ofE = r V changesw ith
the scalarvalue = ( without an extemal vector factor:
ifE has eft direction at = 025 gthenat = 0:75 g
i has right direction, see Fig. 1. T his intrinsic breach of
right —left sym m etry isa direct consequence ofthe intrin—
sic breach of the clockw ise —counter-clockw ise sym m etry
observed in the persistent current phenom enon.

9. A ctualV iolation of the Second Law

In confom ity with the logical consideration of Section
2, the circular persistent current breaks the clockw ise —
counterclockw ise sym m etry w thout violation ofequilib—
rim conditions and this equilbrium phenom enon can
only be regarded as a potential violation of the second
law . The Intrinsic breach of the right - left symm etry
observed in the phenom ena of the dc volage quantum
oscillation V ( = o) @é,:_i]‘,:fl-gl] clears the way for actual
violation of the second law .
_ Acocording to the quantum oscillations experin ent [_éig:,
:fl]‘,:fl@‘], a segm ent ofan asym m etric superconducting loop
isa source ofdcpowerW gc = VZ ( = ¢)=Rswiha nie
Intemal resistance R ¢ Rsn at a constant m agnetic  ux

6 n o and € mn+ 05) . It iswellknown that,
if a dc power source w ith a volage Vg and an intemal
resistance R ¢ is loaded w ith a device having a resistance
R1, an amount of work or energy is extracted by the
device at a power W, = V2R =Ry + Rg)?. An energy
W 1 is extracted when m aking the m easurem ent since
both the voltm eter and the loop segm ent have a nie
resistance R, and Rg. The energy tW ;, extracted in this
case can be of any large m agnitude since the tin e t can
be arbitrarily long.

The energy can be extracted both in the non-
equilbriim and equilbrium cases since the frequency

4 c fluctuation |
; region
a3 Ip;tO, R>0
..O [
— 2 b without
1 i AN fluctuation |
glp(quDO=O.25) L

096 098 1.00
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FIG.2: According to the theory, disregarding them al uc-
tuations, the persistent current and critical current dim inish
down to zero sim ultaneously at T = T.. Because of them al

uctuationsI. = 0,ie. R > 0,and I; 6 0 nearT. and, there—
fore, the quantum oscillations ofthe dcvoltageV ( = () can
be observed under equilbrium conditions in the uctuation
region.

soectrum of the dc power, Wy 6 0 at ! = 0, di ers
strongly from the frequency spectrum of the equilbrium
powerW g yq = kg T ! of other elam ents of the electric
circuit, see Section 2. An existence of a source of the
persistent power, which can be used in a device, m eans
an actualviolation of the second law in all form ulations:
if the device is an electric m otor, then usefiil work can
be perfom ed, contrary to Thom son’s form ulation (the
Camot’s principl) and the total entropy m ay be sys—
tem atically reduced when the electric m otor revolves a

y-wheel; if the device is an electric heater at a high
tem perature, then the heat energy can be transferred
from a cold body (the dc power source) to a hot body
(the heater) w ithout an expenditure ofadditionalenergy,
contrary to the C lausiis form ulation.

A ccording to the experim ental results cbtained in [_ZI]',
:_ZIgi] quantum oscillations of the dc voltage V ( = o) can
be observed both under non-equilbrium and equilibbrium
conditions. Below the uctuation region, where the loop
resistance R = 0 under equilbrium conditions, they can
be induced only by non-equilbrium noise {_ZIG] or an ex—
temalac current El@‘] The m easurem ents [_4§'-] show that
the ac current I, = A1 sih 2 ft) wih any frequency £,
from zero up to the quantum lim it can induce the dcvol-
ageV ( = o) when the current am plitude A 1 exceeds the
criticalvalueA 1. (& +sn)ik I=sy closeto the super-
conducting critical current I. = (s, + S,) 73 ofthe loop.
T he dependence ofthe am plitude Ay = V ( = 025)
ofthe quantum oscillationsV ( = () (seeFig. 1) on the
current am plitude A1 is not m onotonous since only the
dynam ic resistive state can m ake a contribution to the
dc vokage V ( = o) / L ( = o) @8€]l. The ampliude
Ay mountsamaxinum valueAy, atA: slightly higher
A 1. and decreases further w ith the A ; increase [_5@‘]

Both the critical am plitude A ;. of the ac current and



the maximum am plitude Ay, of the quantum oscilla—

tion V ( = ) decreasew ith approach to the criticaltem -
perature, T ! T, since A1 LTand BAyn / Ipm =
L( =9 025). W ithout taking into acoount themm al

uctuations, the criticalcurrent T / (1 T=T.)>7? and
the persistent current I,, / (1  T=T.) din inish down
to zero sin ultaneously at T = T, see Fig. 2. The ther-
mal uctuations decrease I and increase I,, see Fig. 2.
T herefore, the Lii:tje_—P arks oscillations of the loop resis—
tanceR ( = o) LBQ',ELQ‘] can be observed in the uctuation
region [_2-§]where L. = 0,ie. R > 0,and I, § 0 under
equilbrium conditions. T he resistance of the loop R (T )
near the superconducting transition T T. is higher
than zero and low er than the resistance R, In the nom al
state, ie. atT Te,and I, 6 0at0< R (T) < R, since
them al uctuations sw itch segm ents ofthe loop betw een
superconducting and nom alstates. Just because of such
sw itching the quantum oscillations of the dc volage ob—
served on a segm ent of an asym m etric superconducting
Joop [46,147,48]. T herefore, it is obvious that the dc vol—
ageV ( = o) can be observed in the uctuation region
w ithout any extemalpow er source.

The quantum oscillations V ( = ) w ithout any evi-
dent power source were rst observed in 1967 [46] on a
double point Jossphson contact and, later, lflj] on seg—
m ents ofan asymm etric alum inum loop in the supercon-—
ducting uctuation region. The authors :_f4_‘6] assum ed,
and have shown, that the dc voltage V ( = () they ob—
served is nduced by an extemal non-equilbrium noise.
Indeed, the noise power W ,oise Of @ real electric cir-
cuit can exceed the Nyquist’s power W y yq In our noisy
world. Onem ay de ne a tem perature of non-equilbrium
noise with a power W oise In @ frequency band ! by:
Thoise = W noise=kg ! > T . The measurem ents of the
quantum oscillationsofthe alum inum loops, forexam ple,
are performed at T 12 K wih help ofa heliim cryo-
stat, whereas the m easuring equipm ent has room tem —
perature T 300 K . Therefore, the noise tem perature
300 > Thoise > 12 of the loops exceeds the equilbrium
tem perature T 12 K In some band ! of the fre—
quency spectrum . It is practically in possble to ensure
equilbriim conditions in this situation. A ccording to the
results obtained in l48], a noise w ith any frequency from
! = 0 up to the quantum lim it can induce the quantum
oscillationsV ( = () when its current am plitude exceeds
the criticalvalie A 1. T herefore, thedcvoltageV ( = o)
cbserved at T < T. {#7] is induced by non-equilbrium
noise.

But, there isnot a qualitative di erence between equi-
Ibrium and non-equilbbriuim noise relative to the actual
violation of the second law since the breach of the right
—left symm etry observed in the quantum V ( = () phe-
nom enon is intrinsic in contrast to what takes place, for
exam ple, n the case of noise recti cation w ith help ofa
diode B3, 34]. A diode can rectify only non-equiliorium
noise since i cannot break the symm etry of equilbrium
m otion. In contrast to this, the intrinsic breach of clock—
w ise —ocounter-clockw ise sym m etry ofequilbrium m otion

is observed in the persistent current phenom enon. Any
noise, both equilbriim and non-equilbriim , switches
only the asymm etric Ioop in the resistive state. T here-
fore, this result I47 ] isexperim entalevidence ofan actual
violation of the second law in spite of the fact that the
dc power ocbserved in this work can be induced by non—
equilbriim noise. T he ntrinsic breach of the right — left
sym m etry observed in the quantum oscillation phenom —
ena [_5@, :_éij, :_4-§] is experim ental evidence of this actual
violation.

T he authors @Q‘] assum ed that the dc volage can be in—
duced only by non-equilbrium noisebecause ofa beliefin
the second law . But also they could not be wellinform ed
about superconducting uctuations since the basic works
by A slam azov, Larkin [50 and M aki, T hom pson 5];] con—
ceming thisproblem werepublished after1967. R ecently,
Jorge Berger has shown Q_S-Z_]'] that both non-equilbbrium
and equilbriim noise can induce quantum oscillations In
a superconducting loop w ith two asym m etric Josephson
Junctions.

10. V iolation of the Second Law isthe M ost O b—
vious C onsequence of Q uantum M echanics at the
M acroscopic Level

It is di cult to believe in violation of the second law
even w ith experim ental evidence. But, i can be under-
stood. Richard Feynm an stated that he can safely say
that today understands quantum physics. But violation
ofthe second law of them odynam ics is a m ost ordinary
and obvious consequence of quantum physics. It isdrawn
from our experience of a discrete spectrum of perm itted
states of som e quantum system s and perpetual equilibb—
rium motion. Each physicist know s that each elem ent
of an electric circuit is power source because of them al

uctuations and this power can be used under equilibb—
rium conditions when the intrinsic breach of right-left
symm etry is observed. A ny physicist easily understands
this.

The situation becomes more di cul to understand
when one considers not therm al uctuations, but rather,
quantum  uctuations. E xperin ents show that near the
superconducting transition, ie. at T T., the aver-
age value of velocity squared < vﬁ > of superconduct-
ing pairs in a loop with weak screening LL, < ¢ has
amaximum valie {_3-]', :_3-55, :_ZIQ]; w hereas, the average ve-
locity and the persistent current equal zero, < vs >= 0,
L(=0/V(=0=0 BLddlat = @+ 05 o
although the state w ith v = 0 is orbidden. The < v >
valieismaxinum and< vy >= 0at = @+ 0:5) g and
T T. since them al uctuations sw itch the supercon—
ducting loop betw een the pem itted statesn == 05
and n =9 = 05 wih the ssmem ninum energy
/ V2 / @ =0)2:< 2>/ 052+ ( 05f 6 0and
<vg>/ 05+ ( 05)= 0.

A ccording to [_‘5,3}], the m agnetic dependence ofthe per-
sistent current of the superconducting loop at low tem —
perature T T, can be like the one at T T. because



ofquantum uctuations. But, it isnot clearhow the per—
sistent current can benon—zero 3, 6 0at 6 @m+ 0:5) o
and zero = m+ 05) ¢ In the case of quantum  uc—
tuation. T he velocity cannot change in tim e In the case
ofquantum  uctuations, since this change should induce
the Faraday’s voltage d =dt = LdL=dt = Lsdj=dt =
Ls2eng dv=dt which should be accom panied by an ex—
change of energy w ith the environm ent.

Tt isassum ed that quantum superposition of states can
exist in a superconducting loop at = {©+ 0:5) ( lkethe
one observed In m icroscopic system s. If this assum ption
is correct, a non-zero value ofthe persistent current corre—
soonding to the pem itted statesn =o9= 05 should
be observed at = M+ 05) ¢ and the value J, = 0
cannot be observed. But, could the quantum superpo—
sition be observed at the m acroscopic level where the
:'m possbility of noninvasive m easurability raises doubts?

his question is raised and discussed In the papers
bé 9,56, 571.

"O'l'l
I'Q-T

11. Conclusions

M ost scientists are fully con dent in the absolute status
ofthe second law , a view held form ore than one and one—
half centuries, notw ithstanding that this belief presents
adi culy for the scienti c explanation of the world. If
total chaos can only increase, then why is any order ob—
served? N o scientist can explain it conclisively, although
m any words are said about this. T he possbility of vio—
lation of the second law because of the Intrinsic breach
of symm etry In quantum system s rem oves thisdi culy,
but I am not sure that m ost scientists can tolrate this
disproof of the dem and that it is irreversible that total
entropy m ust Increase, based on the centuries-old belief.
O ne of the m ost obvious di culties for the belief in
irreversible entropy increase is connected w ith living sys—
tem s. The total entropy increases when we use petrol
In our cars. This process is opposite to the decrease of
the entropy In very old living system s. Because of the
belief in the second law , m ost scientists are fully con -
dent that this entropy decrease can only be local. But
nobody can explain how the Camot principle can work
on the m olecular level where the appealto an Inm ense
num ber of m olecuks is not valid. A real discovery of a

m echanian of violation of the second law in living sys—
tem s could resolve this cbviousproblem . O ne ofthe pos—
sble m echanisn s was found by V ladislav Capek in the
interaction betw een ions and biom olecules E'4:] He stated
[2] that those breakdow ns of the second law m ight be oc—
curring In living system s. The result [4 ] as well as the
other works [_8, -_é,-}g :_1]_1 :_12_1] by P rofessor C apek w illbe
appreciated for its true value in the future.

T he possibility ofan actualviolation ofthe second law,
ie. of the Camot principle, m eans that cars can m ove
w ithout any fuel. The persistent power cannot exceed
the totalpower of therm al uctuationsWey (g T)?=~
3,23, 6] which isweak: W ¢, 102 W tatT = 1K
andW;z 10%W tatT = 100K . Therefore, i is in -
portant that the dc power can be sum m ed in contrast to
the Nyquist’s noise. It is well known that the Nyquist’s
power of one resistor R equal the one of N resistors
Wyyg = ke T ! whereas the voltage of N dc power
sources connected In serdes equals NV and the maxi-
mum powerin a bad Wy = N?V2R =Ry + NRg)? =
NVZ=4Rs at Ry, = NR; isin N time higher for the N
dc power sources than for single one, W, = V52=4R s at
Ry = Rs. Thisdi erence is the consequence of the dif-
ference betw een chaotic pow er and ordered power. T hus,
persistent power can be m ade very large. The only lin —
itation m ay be technological problem s. The rst resuls
[48] have shown that it is easy enough to m ake a system
of asym m etric superconductor loops connected In series
In which thedcvoltagesare summed. From thevery rst
w e have obtained on a system 0f20 loopsthe quantum os-
cillations w ith am plitude approxin ately 20 tin es higher
than that ofa single loop under the sam e conditions {_ZIQ']
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