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The Ehrenfest um revisited: P laying the gam e on a realistic uid m odel
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The Ehrenfest um process, also known as the dogs and easm odel, is realistically sim ulated by
m olecular dynam ics of the Lennard-Jones uid. The key variabl is 2z, ie. the absolute value of
the di erence between the num ber of particles in one half of the sin ulation box and in the other
half. This is a pure—jum p stochastic process induced, under coarse graining, by the detem inistic
tin e evolution of the atom ic coordinates. W e discuss the M arkov hypothesis by analyzing the
statistical properties of the jum ps and of the waiing tin es between the jum ps. In the lin it of a
vanishing integration tin e-step, the distribution of waiing tin es becom es closer to an exponential
and, therefore, the continuous-tin e Jum p stochastic process isM arkovian. T he random variable =z
behaves as a M arkov chain and, in the gas phase, the observed transition probabilities follow the

predictions of the Ehrenfest theory.

PACS numbers: 02.50.r, 0250Ey, 0250G a, 02.70 ¢, 0520y, 0520.J3, 05404, 71.15Pd

I. NTRODUCTION

A fiindam ental question In statisticalm echanics is the
reconciliation of the irreversibility of themm odynam ics
w ith the reversibility ofthe m icroscopic equations ofm o—
tion govemed by classical m echanics. In 1872 Ludw ig
Bolzm ann gave an answer w ith his H -theorem 13, de-
scribing the increase In the entropy of an ideal gas as
an irreversible process. H ow ever, the proof of this theo—
rem contained the Sto zahlansatz, ie. the assum ption of
m olecular chaos. T he result was sub ct to twom ain ob-
“ections: Loschm idt’sUm kehreinwand (reversbility para—
dox) E,E] and Zem elo’sW ijederkehreinwand (recurrence
paradox) E]. Bolzm ann’s reply to the two ob fctions
was not fully understood at the tin e, but is now con-
sidered as a comer-stone of statistical m echanics. It is
sum m arized In the article that Pauland Tatiana E hren—
fest w rote for the G em an Encyclopedia of M athem atical
Sciences ]. Subsequently, Bolzm ann’s approach has
been reform ulated in the language of stochastic processes

i, 7,41

E ssentially, even in the presence of a determ inisticm i
croscopic dynam ics, the coarse graining of con guration
space due to the observer’s state of know ledge results n
a stochastic process, w here the num ber of particles in a
given cellvaries at random as a function of tim e.

Exactly 100 years ago ], the Ehrenfests gave a sim —
pl and convincing interpretation of Bolzm ann’s ideas
In tem of an um stochastic process that is a periodic
M arkov chai in their original omulation [, 10, [11].
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There are N marbles or balls to be divided into two
equal parts of a box. In order to x the ideas, lt us
callP the number of balls In the lft part and Q the
num ber of balls in the right part. T he balls are labeled
from 1 to N . At each step of the process, an integer
between 1 and N is selected w ith probability 1=N and
the corresponding ball is m oved from one part to the
other. R ather than ums and balls, later variants of the
m odelused dogs and eas jum ping from one dog to the
other, but this does not change the m athem atics. In-
deed, according to Ref.[11, the Ehrenfests already had
som ething sim ilarto eas in m ind because they used the
verb hupfen, m eaning hop, that is m ore appropiate for
eas than formarbles. Assuming P > Q, In tem s of
the random variable z = P Q j the unconditional
equilbriim probability ofa certain value of z is given
by
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Egs. [3) com plktely determ ine the Ehrenfest um M arkov
chain. It is possble to de ne an aperiodic version of
this process, but both versions share the sam e station—
ary distrbbution (invariant m easure) given by Eq. [),
that in the aperiodic case is also the equilbbrium distribu-
tion [L0,/14]. A s noticed by K chlrausch and Schrodinger
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[13,14], Eqg. [) can be regarded asthe equilbrium distri-
bution fora ctitious waler ocbeying a suiable orward
K oln ogorov equation:

P+

P+1 N 1
pP;t+ 1) = N—pCP + 1;0 + N pP 1;9:

)
By m eans of this stochastic process, the E hrenfests were
able to present convincing evidence in favour of Bolz—
mann’s approach. In this example, the random vari-
abl =z isthe analogousofH and i aln ost always de-
creases from any higher value; m oreover this is true both
In the direct and reverse tim e direction as required by
Loschm idt’s Um kehreinwand, and z is quasiperiodic as
required by Zem elo’sW iederkehreinwand [E].
But what happens if this gam e is played wih a real
uid or, m ore m odestly, with a realistic m odel [L5, |16]
of a uid? As argued by Bolzm ann, in this case the
determ inistic m icroscopic dynam ics induces a stochastic
process and, again, the number of uid particles in the
Eft side ofthe box P and in the right side of the box Q
uctuate as a function of tim e. Here, the coarse grain—
Ing is sin ply due to the division into two equalparts of
the box that contains the uid. TheM arkov hypothesis,
clearly explained by Penrose [§], is nstrum ental In de—
riving the properties of statistical equilbbriim . T here is,
however, a further com plication. P, Q, and z can be
constant for a certain tim e before changing their values.
The waiing tin es between these jim ps are random ly
distribbuted as well. The m athem atical m odel for such
a process is called a continous—tim e pure—jm p stochas—
tic process [L0]. A pure—jum p process isM arkovian ifand
only ifthe waiing tin e betw een tw o consecutive jim ps is
exponentially distrbuted (this distrdbution m ay depend
on the Iniial non-absorbing state) [LO]. The follow ing
rem ark is in portant. It ispossible to de ne a pure—jum p
process by coupling a M arkov chain, such as the Ehren—
fest um process de ned above, w ith a point process for
the Inter-jum p waiting tin es. If the latter is non expo—
nential, the pure—jum p process is non-M arkovian.
In the present work, we investigate the M arkovian
character of the pure—jum p process induced by the sim u-
lation of a Lennard-Jones uid In a box.

II. METHODOLOGY

System swith N = 500; 1000; 2000 and 100 000 atom s
Interacting w ith the cut and shifted Lennard-Jones pair
potential
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where r;; is the interatom ic distance, were simulated
using classical m olcular dynam ics [17, [18]. We em -
plyed a paralkelpiped unit box wih side ratios 1:1:1

when N = 1000 or 2:1:1 in the other cases, and peri-
odic boundary conditions in all three directions of space.
ForN = 1000, we used also two parallel soft walls in the
x-direction w ith periodicboundary conditions in the y;z—
directionsonly, ie. \slab" boundary conditions. Thewall
potentialw as given by Integrating the Lennard-Jonespo—
tentialovera sam in nie wallofatom sdistributed w ith

adensity , [L9]:
X
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where ry, is the atom -wall distance. W e did not put
walls along all three directions of space to avoid too large
surface e ects wih small values of N . W e use reduced
unitswih = = m = kg = 1,wherem isthemass
of each atom and kg is th%BL]i'zmann constant. This
de nes the tine uni as m= and the tem perature

unit as =kg . W e used the common buk cuto wvalie

"'

Tewt = 277 and awallcuto r", = ° 2=5 corresponding
to them inim um ofthe wallpotential, so that the cut and
shifted wall potential is purely repulsive. , was set to
1, ie. slightly below the densities of bec (1.06) and foco
(1.09) lattices. W e chose Purpoints in the phase diagram

wih (;T)= (0:05;12); 0:7;12); (005;16); 0:7;106)

Iying around the critical point, whose acospted value for
the Lennard-Jones uid is (0.35,1.35) [20,[21]; see Fjg.III.
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FIG.1: The Pur sin ulated points (circles) in the phase di-
agram of the Lennard-Jones uid. The liquid-vapour curve
(solid line) is a Bezier t to data from Ref.|21. The critical
point corresponds to them axim um ofthe liquid-vapourcurve.

P roduction runs of 10 m illion tim e steps were done in
the m icrocanonic ensam ble w ith the velocity Verlkt inte-
grator [24,123], while equilbration runs were perform ed
In the canonic ensemble with an extended system ther-
m ostat 23,124,125,126]. At every tin e-step we m easured
P as the number of atom s on the left part of the box,
that iswith r, < 0. Thus, asm entioned before, one has
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FIG.2: The pure—jum p stochastic process z = P Q jas
a function of the rst 1000 tin e steps of the st sin ulation
mun in Tablk[d.

z=P Qj= PP N FseFi.[d. Whikatime
step t = 0:025 is su cient for an acosptable energy
conservation in this kind of system [R€], to get a good
resolution of the waiting tim es we started em ploying a
analler t= 0001; orN = 1000, we obtained g=3E ij
in the range from 70 10° to 11 10 dependig on

and T . Nevertheless, any tin e-step we tried down to
0.0001 was still lJarge enough to observe a few percent
of imps In z greater than 2; the shorter the average
waiting tim e, the higher the percentage. T here w ere even
occasional variations greater than 4 or, for som e param —
eter com binations, 6, 8 or 10.

A tragctory of 10 m illion timestepswih N = 1000
took about 20 hoursat = 0:05 and about 80 hours at

= 07 ona24 GHz Intel Pentium IV processor w ith
our own C++ code using Verlkt neighbour lists. W ih
N = 100000, the lower density lasted 17.5 hours on 64
IBM Powerd+ processorsat 1.7 G H z, and the higherden-
sity alm ost 9 dayson 64 AM D O pteron 270 processors at
20 GHz, wih a Fortran code using dom ain decom posi-
tion and linked cell lists 27]. T ra fctories of this length
are the main di erence wih respect to the pioneering
sim ulations of 40 years ago, when for N = 864 atom s
and " 0:8 one timn estep took 45 seconds on a CDC -
3600 [L5], whilke trafctories consisted typically of 1200
tin esteps [LE].

IIT. RESULTS
A . Analysis of jum ps

In this section, we study the random variable z.W e
com pare sin ulation resuls w ith the Ehrenfest theory to
see whether z obeystheM arkov-chain equations ([1{4).

In Fig.[3, the em pirical estin ate or peq ( z) is plot-
ted and com pared with Eq. [2). There is visbly a good
agreem ent between the quantitative predition ofEq. [2)

and the em pirical histogram for the gas phase, and this
agream ent is slightly better for the higher tem perature.
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FIG . 3: Histogram s of the values of z from the runs of the
N = 1000 system s w ithout walls. T he theoretical line given
by Eq. [2) m atches the gas states.

Tnh Fig.[d, we report resuls on the one-step transi-
tion probabilities. The Ehrenfest prediction is given by
Egs. [3). Again, in the gas phase of the Lennard-Jones

uid there is agreem ent between the sam pled transition
probabilities and the Ehrenfest theory. Even if linear in

z, the sam pled transition probabilities for the liquid
phase deviate from Egs. [3)).

0.7 T
down, liquid o
o B down,gas v
down, theory

up, theory --------
g? B up, gas -
oo up, liquid  ©

06 | oF

05

E R VI

o

aa
o w0202, 0 8 88 4 an &

° [N Vo

One-step transition probability

04 | o . a |
03 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Az
FIG .4: O nestep transition probabilitiespg ( z 23 z) and
pu(z+2jz)for =07, T =12 (liquid) and = 0:05;T =

16 (gas), N = 1000 without walls. The theoretical lines
1=2 z=@2N ) [l6]m atch the gas state.

Sam pled tw o-steps transition probabilites are plotted
in Fig.[§. Ifthe process isa M arkov chain, these probabil-
tiesm ust be the product oftw o one-step transition prob—
abilities. T his property appears satis ed both for the gas
and for the liquid. M oreover, for the gas, the sam pled
tw o-steps probabilities follow the Ehrenfest quantitative
prediction given by Egs. [3)).
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FIG.5: Two-steps transition probabilities pga ( 2z 47 z),
Pau (23 2), P wal(z]jz) and p wu(z+ 47 2z) or =
005; T = 16 (gas, top) and = 0:7; T = 12 (liquid, bot—
tom ), N = 1000 without walls. T he theoretical lines are the
product of the two corresponding one-step transition proba—
bilites, eg.puuw (z+ 43 2)=p w(z+ 4jz+ 2)p uw(z+
273 z). W e use the theoretical one-step transition probabili-
ties for the gas and the observed ones for the liquid.

Even if, rigorously speaking, we have not shown that,
foralln, the n-step transition probabilities are the prod—
uct ofn one-step transition probabilities (see Ref.|28 for
processes obeying the sem igroup property that are not
M arkov chains), at least we can clain that we have not
been ablk to falsify the M arkov-chain hypothesis for z
based on our statistics in all the investigated cases. Re—
m arkably, the pure Ehrenfest M arkov-chain theory is a
good approxin ation for the gas, but does not work for
the liquid.

B. Analysis ofwaiting tim es

The results of the smmulations regarding the wait—
ing tin e distroution are summ arized in Tablk[d. The
A nderson-D arling statistics A? reported i the sixth col

t N T n A’ hi
1.0 1000 05 12 613751 2061 1629 15.79
10 w 1000 05 12 618220 2096 1618 15.69
1.0 1000 05 1.6 704 881 3038 1419 13.67
10 w 1000 05 1.6 704 007 3031 1420 13.68
1.0 1000 70 12| 1386970 18666 7210 6.662
1.0 w 1000 .70 12| 1407654 19428 7.104 6562
1.0 1000 .70 1.6| 1578866 26525 6334 5.779
1.0 w 1000 .70 1.| 1565301 25835 6389 5841
1.0 500 .70 16 675876 2847 1480 1414
1.0 2000 .70 16| 1561554 25704 6404 5.856
02 2000 05 12 127237 2984 15.72 1559
01 2000 05 12 64 617 3.78 1548 1546
01 2000 05 12 6306 0.686 1585 1615
10 100000 05 12 4988531 587570 2.005 1419
01 100000 05 12 820837 4534 1218 1.166
01 100000 .70 1.| 2043142 52278 4894 4369

TABLE I:Foreach Integration tin estep t, numberofatom s
N , density and temperature T (a \w" before the N value
indicates a system wih walls in the x-direction), this table
gives the num ber of observed waiing tin es n, the valies of
the A nderson-D arling statistics A% 9], the average waiing
tine h i, and the standard deviation of waiing tim es
Reduced units as de ned in Sec.[I are used throughout, w ith
tin es divided by 0.001. T he standard error on h i is around
0.02 or = 005 and 0.006 for = 0:70. T he standard error
on is around 0.02 for = 005 and 0.005 for = 0:70.
Only signi cant digits are given In the table. The last digit
ofh iand is of the sam e order of m agnitude as = n.
See text for further explanations.

um n results from [R9]

(

xa @i
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006
+Ih@ ()] n 1+ — ;
n

where () denotes the survival function, a short nam e
for the com plem entary cum ulative distrdbbution finction,
ie. the probability that waiting tin es are larger than

Ih Eq. [@) the waiing tin es are sorted: 1 T

n - The Im ting value at 1% signi cance for acoepting
the null hypothesis of exponentially distributed waiting
tin es is 1.957. T herefore, the null hypothesis can be re—
fcted n allcaseswih t 0:0001. T he averagewaiing
tine h i and the standard deviation of the observed
distribbution, reported in colum ns seven and eight, must
colncide for an exponential distrbbution. Even if their
values are close, w ith the given statistics they cannot be
considered equal. Fig.[d fiurther illistrates this point;
there, the closest case to an exponential for N = 1000 is
presented, = 005; T = 12 wihout walls, aswell as
the most distant case, = 0:{7; T = 1:6 wihout walls.
In both cases the points are the cbserved survival fuinc—
tion, ( ), and the dashed line is the exponential t. A
deviation from the exponential distrdbution is evident at
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FIG.6: N = 1000, no walls. Com parison between the ob—
served survival finctions and the theoretical exponential sur—
vival functions (dashed lines) w ith the corresponding average
waiting tin e h i, for the closest case (squares) and the m ost
distant case (circles). The theoretical exponential survival
finction of the system wih N = 2000 and t= 10 ° is
shown for reference (continuous line).

rst sight. It is in portant to rem ark that this is a one—
param eter t, sihce the averagewaiting tineh iissu -
cient to fully determm ine the exponentialdistribution, w ith
survival function  exp () = exp(  =h 1), corresponding
to a given data set. In other words, the m ere fact that
In log-linear scale the survival function is approxin ately
a straight line is not su cient to conclude that the ob-
served distribution is exponential. In the four cases stud—
ied here, the presence ofwallsdoesnot signi cantly a ect
the resuls.

However, the agreem ent im proves if the integration
tinestep t is reduced from 0.001 to 0.0002: for =
0:05; T = 12 in the N = 2000 system , A2 drops from
2061 to 2984 and h i from 1629 to 15.72; the lower
value of h i corresponds better to the observed survival
function. The data change very little with respect to

t = 0:001 and are not shown in Fig. [d to avoid clut—
tering. This Indicates that the discrepancy is due to
the nie Integration tim estep and can be controlled
through the latter. The hypothesis is con m ed reduc—
ing t further: or t= 10 *; A% = 378, and nally
or t= 10 %; A% = 0#%686 < 1:957, ie. the required
threshold. T he sam e trend is evident in the N = 100000
system , see F ig.[1, though even sm aller tim e steps would
be necessary to reach the threshold because the average
waiting tin e decreasess inversely proportionally to the
Interface area.

A s suggested by nntuition, the average waiting time
decreases w ith higher density and tem perature, but also
whith a Jarger interface area S between the two parts of
the box. A ctually, the product h iS is a constant for a
given density and tem perature. The survival fiinctions
of system sw ith di erent sizes overlap ifh i ismultiplied
w ith the interface area. T his is shown in Fig.[8, where it
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FIG . 7: Reducing the integration tim estep t In proves the
agreem ent betw een the observed survival fuinction and an ex-—
ponential function w ith a tin e constant equal to the average
waiing tin e; system wih N = 100000; = 0:05; T = 12.

is also clear that there are no changes due to the nie
size of the system forN 1000 (after correcting for the
Interface area, the survivalfinction ofN = 500 is slightly
digplaced from all the others).

N =500

N = 500 with interface area correction
N = 100

N = 2000

N = 100K w. interface area correction

N = 100K

exp(-1/5.856)

eo0b>a O m

=

<,
o
T

o sooes o0 o 0000

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
1/0.001

FIG . 8: Survival functions for = 0{7; T1:6) and di erent
system sizes. They overlap ifh i ismultiplied with the ratio
of the Interface area to the interface area of the system sw ith
N = 1000 or 2000 (that are equalbecause the fom er is the
only one w ith a cubic unit box, while all the others have side
ratios of 2:1:1). A nitesize e ect is noticeable only on the
an allest system .

A better strategy than reducing the tim e-step isto in—
terpolate the tin e ofthe barrier crossing w ithin a conven—
tionaltin estep: thisway the waiting tin es can be deter-
m ned wih oating-point precision rather than as inte-
germultiples of t, therewillnotbe changesin z > 2,
and it is lkely that good results can be obtained with
the maximum t compatble wih energy conservation.
Though we believe that them apre ect ofa nite tis
through sam pling, because w thout Interpolation waiting



tin es are system atically overestin ated by a fraction of
t, another e ect is through the approxim ation of the
true canonical dynam ics. Indeed, wih a soft potential
this approxin ation can be reduced only in the lim it of
t! 0,but i can be avoided com plktely in a system of
hard spheres. W ork on both lines, nterpolation of the
waiing tin es and hard spheres, is In progress.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

In summ ary, we have studied the Ehrenfest um whith

a realisticm odel of condensed m atter, the Lennard-Jones
uid. The Ehrenfest um hasbeen de ned by M ark K ac
the best m odel ever envisaged in statistical m echanics
[3C0], yet it has also been criticized as a m arvellous ex—
ercise too far ram oved from reality [L1]. In the 100th
anniversary of the Ehrenfests’ original paper, we have
shown that this criticism is unjusti ed, since com puter
\experin ents" allow to ©llow the m otion of m olecules
and to count how m any are on one side of a box or the
other at a given tine. W e have studied the behaviour
of the pure—jum p stochastic process z = P Q jin—-
duced by the determ inistic dynam ics under coarse grain—
Ing, where P is the number of uid particles on the left-
hand side ofthe sim ulation box and Q that on the right—
hand side. W e have perform ed sim ulations w ith peri-
odic boundary conditions and wih walls In one direc—
tion, nding that the presence of walls does not a ect

the resuls. W e have found that In the gasphase the ob—
served transition probabilities follow the predictions of
the Ehrenfest theory, and that the waiting tin e distri-
bution between successive variations of z, though not

strictly exponential, becom es closer to an exponential re—
ducihg the integration tin e-step; therefore, in the lim it
of a vanishing tim estep, we found that the correspond-
Ing pure—jum p process is M arkovian. To our know ledge,
this is the rst characterization of a pure—jum p stochas-
tic process induced by a determ inistic dynam ics under
coarsegraining. In the future, we plan to further study
the stochastic process presented here interpolating the
waiting tim es to higher precision, sin ulating system s of
hard spheres to avoid approxin ations in the dynam ics
due to a nie integration tim e-step, and investigating
the pure—jum p process in a coarsegrained con guration
space as required by the theory developed by Boltzm ann.
O ur resuls so far corroborate the M arkovian hypothesis
Iying at the undation of statisticalm echanics [@].
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