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Ludwig Boltzmann had a hunch that irreversibility exhiditey a macroscopic system
arises from the reversible dynamics of its microscopic tituents. He derived a nonlinear
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ployed in the derivation, smuggles in an element of stoatigsinto the transport equation.
He then proposed a fully stochastic description of entropictvlaid the foundation for statis-
tical mechanics. Recent developments, embodied in difféhgctuation theorems, have shown
that Boltzmann’s hunch was, in essence, correct.
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Everything existing in the Universeisthe fruit of chance and necessity

Diogenes Laertius IX



1 Prologue

OLTZMANN transport equation has played an important roldasic and applied sciences.

It is a nonlinear integro-differential equation for the paapace density of the molecules of
a dilute gas. It remains today, an important theoreticdirigque for investigating non-equilibrium
systems. It was derived by Ludwig Eduard Boltzmann (184406) % hisfurther studies on ther-
mal equilibrium between gas moleculé&$, published in the year 1872. Boltzmann did this work
solely for purpose of addressing the conflict between tievensal-invariant Newtonian mechanics
and time-arrowed thermodynamics. Linear version of thisa¢ign [2] provides an exact descrip-
tion of neutron transport in nuclear reactor core and shidlghear transport equation constitutes
the backbone of nuclear industry. It is indeed appropriaée the Indian Society for Radiation
Physics (ISRP) has chos8woltzmann transport equaticas focal theme for the sixteenth National
Symposium on Radiation Physics (NSRP-16), in MeenaksHe@elfor Women, Chennai during
January 18 - 21, 2006. The year 2006 marks the hundredthexsaiy of Boltzmann’s death.

There are going to be several talks [3] in this symposiumedaog various aspects of linear
transport equation. However, in this opening talk, | shatldvith nonlinear transport equation.
| shall tell you of Boltzmann’s life-long struggle for conmgdrending the mysterious emergence
of time asymmetric behaviour of a macroscopic object fromttme symmetric behaviour of its
microscopic constituents. In the synthesis of a macro frismmicro, why and when does time
reversal invariance break down? This is a question thattediuthe scientists then, haunts us now
and most assuredly shall haunt us in the future, near and far.

The Second law is about macroscopic phenomena being iblatiane asymmetric; it is about
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macroscopic behaviour being almost always irreversibl®hysicists think the Second law can
not be derived from Newton’s equations of motion. Accordioghem, the Second law must be a
consequence of our inability to keep track of a large nuntigpically of the order ofi0%* or more,
of molecules. In other words, the origin of the Second lawasistical. It is one thing if statistics
is used merely as a convenient descriptor of a macroscopiegshenon. It is quite another thing
if we want to attribute an element of truth to such a desaiptils it conceivable that nature is
deterministic at micro level and stochastic at macro lev@kh (microscopic) determinism give
rise to (macroscopic) unpredictability? Boltzmann thasgh

Boltzmann believed that the Second law is of dynamical origie proved it through his trans-
port equation and H-theorem. At least he thought he did. r&éwd his fellow men thought
otherwise. Itis this fascinating story of the Second lav tlzan going to narrate to you in this talk.
| am going to tell you of the insights that Boltzmann providktbugh his early work on transport
equation and his later work that laid the foundation foriStital Mechanics - a subject that aims to
derive the macroscopic properties of matter from the progseof its microscopic constituents and
their interactions. | am also going to tell you of nonlinegindmics and chaos, subjects that have
completely changed our views about determinism, dynanmdgpaedictability. Now we know that
determinism does not necessarily imply predictability.eféhare a large number of systems that
exhibit chaotic behavior. Chaos and hence unpredictglidlia characteristic of dynamics. Thus,
Boltzmann’s hunch was, in essence, right. It was just thatdmahead of his time.

Boltzmann staunchly defended the atomistic view. He tduatems [4]. He was of the opinion
that atomistic view helps at least comprehend thermal bebawf dilute fluids. But the most

!Deterioration, dissipation, decay and death characteniaeroscopic objects and macroscopic phenomena. A
piece of iron rusts; the reverse happens never. A tomatoinetgtably, invariably and irreversibly. An omelet is dgs
made from an egg; never an egg from an omelet.

The physicists are puzzled at the Second law. How does & arfsn atom - the constituent of a macroscopic object,
obeys Newton’s laws. Newtonian dynamics is time reversalriant. You can not tell the past from the future; there is
the determinism - the present holding both, the entire pastlze entire future. The atoms, individually obey the time
reversal invariant Newtonian dynamics; however theireml’e behaviour breaks the time symmetry.

The philosophers are aghast at the implications of the SEtzam Does it hold good for the Creator ? They are
upset at the Second law since it spoils the optimism and mé@tesm implicit in for example in the verse below from
Bhagavat Gita, an ancient text from the Hindu Philosophy:

Whatever happened, it happened
for good.
Whatever is happening, is
happening for good.
Whatever that will happen, it will
be for good.

Omar Khayyam surrenders to the irreversibility of life wHenwrites,

The Moving Finger writes; and, having writ,
Moves on: nor all your Piety nor Wit
Shall lure it back to cancel half a Line,
Nor all your Tears wash out a Word of it.

Bernard Shaw, frustrated with the Second law, exclaimsh is wasted on the youniylark Twain hopes fondly for
Second law violation when he wondédife would be infinitely happier if only we could be born atteigand gradually
approach eighteen
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influential and vociferous of the German-speaking physicsraunity - the so-called energeticists,
led by Ernst Mach (1838 - 1916) and Wilhelm Ostwald (1853 -2)9&d not approve of this.
For them, energy was the only fundamental physical entityeyTdismissed with contempt any
attempt to describe energy or transformation of energy imenfiendamental atomistic terms or
mechanical pictures. This lack of recognition from the merstof his own community allegedly
led Boltzmann to commit suicide Ironically, Boltzmann died at the dawn of the victory of the
atomistic view. For, in the year 1905, Albert Einstein (1872955) established unambiguously the
reality of atoms and molecules in his work [5] on Brownian iant

2 Onthenatureof things

It all started with our efforts to understand the nature ofterain general and of heat, in particular.
Ancient man must have definitely speculated on the podsitafitiny, invisible and indivisible
particles assembling in very large numbers into a visiblatiooum of solids and liquids and an
invisible continuum of air that surround us. The Greeks hadrae for the tiny particleatom- the
uncuttable. According to Leucippus (440 B.C.) and his sta@&mocritus (370 B.C.) atom moves
in void, unceasingly and changing course upon collisiomaiother atom. Titus Lucretius Carus
(99 B.C. - 55 B.C.) mused on the nature of thinfsAccording to him all the phenomena we see
around are caused by invisible atoms moving hither andehithThere was no role for God in his
scheme of things. Atomism of the very early times was inhtyeand fiercely atheistic. Perhaps
this explains why it lost favour and languished into oblivior several centuries.

3 Revival of Atomistic view

The revival came with the arrival of Galileo Galilei (15664R) who wrote in the year 1638, of the
air surrounding the earth and of its ability to stand thidyiffeet of water in a vertical tube closed
at the top with the open bottom end immersed in a vessel ofrwhite also knew of air expand-

ing upon heating and invented a water-thermo-graph (thereter). A few years later, his student

2Boltzmann enjoyed the respect of all his colleagues. Rejedf his ideas by the energeticists does not seem to be
the only reason or even one of the reasons that drove him tcalgis end. Men like myths. Men like heroes. Scientists
are no exception. Scientists need heroes - tragic or oteenBioltzmann is one such.

3Lucretius wrote a six books long poem callBd Rerum NaturgOn the Nature of Things) on atomism. He writes

of clothes hung above a surf-swept shore

grow damp; spread in the sun they dry again.
Yet it is not apparent to us how
the moisture clings to the cloth, or flees the heat.
Water, then, is dispersed in particles,
atoms too small to be observable.....

4The atoms are
.. shuffled and jumbled in many ways, in the course

of endless time they are buffeted, driven along
chancing upon all motions, combinations.
At last they fall into such an arrangement
as would create this universe....
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Evangelista Torricelli (1608-1647) correctly concludddi pressure and surmised that mercury,
fourteen times heavier, would rise in the tube only uptayhitches. He showed it experimentally.
Blaise Pascal (1623 -1662) was quick to point out that Tellils reasoning would imply that the
pressure of air on top of a mountain should be less, which \gasvarified through experiments in
1648. Daniel Gabriel Fahrenheit (1686 - 1736) invented tkecnry thermometer and the Fahren-
heit scale of temperature in the year 1714. Andres Celsit@1-1744) invented the centigrade or
Celsius scale of temperature in the year 1742. Robert Bd@a7q - 1691) carried out numerous
experiments on the static and kinetic nature of air pressiideshowed that the product of pressure
and volume of a given amount of air remains constant if theperature is also kept constant. This
is called Boyle’s law. Boyle modeled air as a collection of springs that resist@ssion (which
explains air - pressure) and expands into available spgdcé&jdllaume Amontons (1663 - 1705)
experimented on expansion of gases with increase of temupenander constant pressure. He pro-
posed an absolute zero of temperature at which, volume of bg@omes zero at constant pressure
or the pressure becomes zero under constant volume. Theitbgero temperature calculated
from Amontons’ experiments turned out to be48 ° C. But nobody took notice of the Amontons’
suggestion of an absolute temperature scale and absototefaemperaturé. Another important
work carried out in the early eighteenth century was that afiBl Bernoulli (1700 - 1782), who
gave a derivation of Boyle’s law from his billiard ball atoennodel [9]. Bernoulli’s billiard ball
atom moves freely in space, colliding with other billiardllzoms and with the walls of the con-
tainer. Bernoulli interpreted gas pressure as arisingaueinerous impacts the billiard ball atoms
make with the walls of the container.

4 Caloric Theory

Despite these remarkably insightful work, both experimkand theoretical, carried out in the
seventeenth and early eighteenth century, kinetic thadmyat take off. Scientists could not simply
comprehend heat as arising out of atomic motion: be it unichgianotion around fixed position,
like Boyle imagined or free motion in the available spacehaf tontainer, like Bernoulli modeled.
This difficulty is perfectly understandable since it waswndhat heat could be transmitted through
vacuum, like for example, the heat from the sun. Hence, leahot be a property of a substance;
it has to be a substance by itself. Antoine Lavoisier (174334) gave the name Calorique (or in
English Caloric) to this fluid substance. In fact the Frenlbmaists included Calorique as one of
the elements in the list prepared in the late eighteenthucgnCaloric fluid always flowed from
higher to lower temperatures. Heat engines that produasshiotion from burning of coal started
dotting the European country side.

SBoyle got the idea from the paper of Richard Townley (163837)tlescribing the work Townley carried out with
Henry Power, see S. G. Brush [8] Book 1; p.12.

6A century later, Jacques Alexandre César Charles (174&@3)18nd Joseph Louis Gay-Lussac (1778 - 1850)
established the law of thermal expansion of gases as we kffidimaday: The pressure (at constant volume) or
the volume (at constant pressure) is proportiond'te- «r, whereT" is the temperature measured in some scale say
Fahrenheit or Celsiusy is a constant that depends on the scale chosefi’ fovWe can definél’ + o as absolute
temperature whose zero will be lowest attainable temperaituthe scale chosen for measurifighe lowest attainable
temperature is thusa. In fact the notion of absolute scale and absolute zero gpéeature got the acceptance of the
scientific community only after William Thomson (Kelvin)gposed it [20] in the year 1848 based on Carnot engine
i.e.the Second law: the partial derivative of entropy with respe energy gives the inverse of absolute temperature.
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5 Carnot’sEngineand Caloric heat

Nicolas Leonard Sadi Carnot (1796 - 1832) was investigatihg a French heat engine delivered
invariably less work than its British counterpart. Carnaswntrigued by the very idea of a heat
engine which manages to do what even the almighty Naturelcmit A heat engine converts heat
into movement. In nature you find that it is the movement widake to friction generates heat
and never the the other way. There is no phenomenomhkiiction or anti-friction which would
spontaneously re-assemble the heat back into a movemenkifidnalong these lines Carnot came
to the conclusion [10] that meggoduction of heat is not sufficient to give birth to the intipgl
power; it is necessary there should be cold; without it, hieaiseless Thus the work produced
should depend on the temperature difference between ther ffoeat source) and the radiator (the
heat sink). This is a remarkable finding. The heat engin&ésdimill wheel. A mill wheel simply
extracts work from falling water. Larger the quantity of erand higher the fall, more is the work
produced in the mill wheel. Analogously, larger the heatrsewand higher the temperature fall,
more is the work produced in the heat engine. If a certain tifyapof caloric falls from absolute
temperaturel; to zero, then the work produced will B& = ¢; since it falls only to a finite
temperaturd; (0 < T» < T}), only the proportional fraction af should equal the work produced.
In the year 1824, Carnot announced in his historic treafi®¢ ¢ntitled,Reflexions on the motive
power of fire and on machines to develop that poureat the ratio of work (W) delivered by a heat
engine to the heat (q) generated in the boiler at temper&iyis given by

_W_Tl—T2
1 q T,

<lfor 0<To<T) <00, (1)

whereT; is the temperature of the heat sink (the radiator). Evenligeeheat engine can not have
unit efficiency. The best you can getis Carnot’s efficieneggiby Eq. (1). When Carnot measured
the actual work delivered by a heat engine it was much lesswinat his formula suggested. Real-
life heat engines have moving parts that rubbed against ether and against other parts; the
resulting friction - which produces heat from work - is thusmpletely antagonistic to the heat
engine which is trying to produce work from heat. Not surpg$y a practical engine is less
efficient than Carnot’s ideal engine. In fact Carnot’s eegsa double idealization: its efficiency
is less that unity since it is not realistic to §étto zero; it should also work without friction which
is not practical either.

Carnot’s picture of a heat engine is completely consistéthittive Caloric theory of heat. In fact
it constitutes a triumph of the Caloric theory. Water thaates the mill wheel is never consumed.
Likewise the Caloric fluid that powers the heat engine is ndestroyed. In the radiator the Caloric
fluid is reabsorbed in the water and returned to the boilecdowersion to steam again.

It looked like the Caloric theory had come to stay for goodwdis becoming immensely and
increasingly difficult for the kinetic heat to dethrone thal@ic heat and regain its lost and for-
gotten glory. A sense of complacency started prevailingragabthe scientists at that time. There
arose a certain reluctance to accept new ideas. It ofterelngpp science: when a scientific theory
is confirmed and firmly established, it loses its charactert@comes a dogma; the practitioners
of the theory become dogmatic.
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6 Thetragedy of Herpath and Water ston

Consider the manuscript of John Herpath (1790-1868) sukdhiit the year 1820, containing new
ideas on kinetic theory of heat. Herpath, unaware of Belf®ulork, proposed an atomic model
for the gas; he said heat is proportional to total momentuth@fimolecules of gas and absolute
temperature corresponds to momentum per gas molecule.athé&rpvork was found to be too
speculative. The Royal Society did not find it fit to publisimitheir Philosophical Transactions.
Obviously the reviewers were also unaware of the work of Bellin

The same fate awaited the brilliant work scripted by Johne¥awlaterston (1811 - 1883), then
at Bombay (now called Mumbai) and submitted in the year 184fhie Royal Society. Waterston’s
model of gas contained molecules moving incessantly arlilica with each other and with the
walls of the container. Waterston correctly identified theperature as measuring the energy of
motion of the molecules. One of the two reviewers consid&¥aterston’s work as * nothing but
nonsense ' . The other reviewer was less harsh. He wrote thsgrg¥on’s suggestion that the
pressure is due to molecular impacts on the walls of the cwettavas * extremely hypothetical and
difficult to admit’ . The manuscript was rejected and buriedhe archives of the Royal Society.
Much later, in the year 1891, John William Strutt (Lord) Ragh (1842 - 1919) stumbled on
the 1845-manuscript of Waterston; to his astonishment tiedat contained essentially the same
ideas proposed by August Karl Kronig (1822 - 1879) in 1858 |ind by Rudolf Julius Emmanuel
Clausius (1822 - 1888) in the year 1857 and in the later yeHes.got Waterston’s manuscript
published [13] in the Philosophical Transactions of the &@&ociety, in the year 1893.

7 Experimental evidence against Caloric heat

But then there were significant developments in experinhéméamal physics that started knocking
at the very foundations of the Caloric theory.

In the year 1798, Benjamin Thompson Rumford (1753 - 1814yad{14] that a canon became
hot while boring. The heat it generated was sufficient to rtredtcanon. This means that the
Caloric fluid produced is more than what was originally corgd in the canon. This is not possible
under Caloric theory. Julius Robert von Mayer (1814 - 18i8)he year 1840, came to the same
conclusion [15] that heat is like mechanical energy. Thalfmdheel experiment of James Prescott
Joule (1818 - 1889) [16] carried out in the year 1845 esthbtishe mechanical equivalence of
heat’. These experiments of Rumford, Mayer and Joule, thus ésitalol unambiguously that the
Caloric theory of heat was wrong and heat, like work, is dbtiemergy or more precisely energy
in transit, see section 15.1. Once we identify heat withgne2arnot’'s finding becomes intriguing.
Why?

The first law of thermodynamidstells us, energy can neither be created nor destroyed. How-
ever energy can be converted from one form to the other. Carfireding amounts to saying that
heat energy can not be converted completely into mechaainsagy whereas mechanical energy

1 Calorie = 4.184 Joules where Joule is the Sl unit of energyptel by the symbol J and given by, 1 J=1Kg.
M?/sec.

8This principle of conservation of energy, called the first laf thermodynamics, was proposed independently by
several scientists in the middle of the nineteenth centumtable amongst them are Mayer [15], Joule [16,17] and
Helmholtz [18].
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can be completely converted into héafhere is a kind of thermodynamic irreversibility. In the
(first-) law abiding democratic society of energies, heaupies a special place. Perhaps it is like
what Bernard Shaw saidin a democracy, all men are equal but some are more equal thzers
There is an apparent injustice in nature’s scheme.

Nobody took notice of Carnot’s work for over two decades. @eRaul Emilie Clapeyron
(1799 - 1864) felt that Carnot had discovered somethinggomad. He provided the required phys-
ical and mathematical scaffoldirt§[19] which caught the attention of William Thomson (Kelvin)
(1824 - 1907) and Clausius. Kelvin proposed [20] an absdértgerature scale based on Carnot’s
engine.

8 Clausiusinvents Entropy

Clausius was intrigued by Carnot’s finding. He felt that @d&basic conclusion is correct and
also considered it as of great fundamental importance. Hedca the Second law of thermo-
dynamics. But then he rejected Carnot’s reasoning basedatori€theory of heat. From the
experiments of Rumford, Mayer and Joule, he understoodhiitt and work are simply two dif-
ferent forms of energy transfer, see section 15.1. He had/kry then that heat was a kind of
motion [21]. To explain Carnot’s finding in the context ofgl@merging picture, Clausius invented
a new thermodynamic variable. His reasoning was simple.

Consider a thermodynamic process described by a path in@o@pate phase space of ther-
modynamic variables like internal energy)( volume (), pressure P), temperatureq(), number
of molecules {V), chemical potential/() etc During the process, the system absorbs or liberates
energy in the form of heat)) and/or work {¥'). Both @) and W are path-dependent. Hence
they are not state variables. In other woit9 andd W are not perfect differentiafs. However
dW = PdV. Inverse of pressure provides integrating factor for watkausius discovered that
inverse of temperature provides integrating factor forth@he quantityd Q/T turned out to be
a perfect differential. Clausius denoted this perfectedédhtial by the symbalS. There was no
known thermodynamic state variable, whose perfect diffimécorrespondedS. Clausius, in his
1865 paper [22], named the state variablie d.S = d q/T asentropy 2. Let me quickly illustrate
this on a simple example.

9Ginsberg’s restatement of the three laws of thermodynamics

First law : You can’t win;
Second law : You can’t even break even;
Third law : You can’t even quit.

10The isotherms and the adiabats in the pressure - volume pisgam (describing Carnot’s engine) that you find
in text books on thermodynamics were actually drawn by Glege

The cross om denotes they are not perfect differentials.

2in the words of Clausius. We now seek an appropriate name far .... We would callS the transformation
content of the body. However | have felt it more suitable te@taames of important scientific quantities from the
ancient languages in order that they may appear unchangetl tontemporary languages. Hence | propose that we
call S the entropy of the body after Greek word)7porn, meaning “ transformation ” . | have intentionally formed
word entropy to be as similar as possible to the word enenggesthe two quantities that are given these names are
so closely related in their physical significance that a agriikeness in their names has seemed appropriate.
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Start with the first law of thermodynamics,
dU =dQ +dW (2)

Consider an ideal gas to which energy in the form heat is seghpk constant volume; its internal
energy increases biV = CydT, whereC', is the specific heat at constant volume. The ideal gas
law is given byPV = OT', whereO is a constant. From this we get

1 T

dV_@{ﬁdT—ﬁdP}_O. (3)

The work done £ PdV = 0) is given by
T

dW:@{ﬁdP—dT]:O. (4)

Therefore we have,
T
dQ:(CVjL@)dT—@ﬁdP. (5)

Let us investigate ifi() is a perfect differential. From the above, we have

9Q

T Cy+0, (6)
0Q T
P -0 5 (7)
Differentiating once more we get,
02Q
opor ~ " ®)
9)
92Q ©
oToP P (10)
Therefore,
9?Q 02Q
oOPOT 7 oToP’ (11)

showing thati@ is not a perfect differential an@ is not a state function oP and7. We shall
cross thed’ to denote this.

Consider now, the quantityS = d /T, obtained by dividing all the terms in Eq. (5) fy.
We have,

S  Cy+0
oS S}
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It is easily seen that

0*S 0*S

opaT ~ arop (14)

demonstrating tha$' is a state function. Clausius gave the name entropy to tats &tinction .
Thus for the very definition of entropy, we need a thermodyingrocess that can be represented
by a path in the space of state variables. We call this a giasc process, described below.

8.1 Quasi-static processes

Consider a macroscopic system in equilibrierg. a gas in a cylinder fitted with a piston. Let
A be a degree of freedom which can be manipulated from outBioleexample\ can be taken as
volume of the gas which can be changed by moving the pistonsi@er a thermodynamic process
in which we switch the value of from sayA, to A, over a duration of time. This switching can
be carried out with some pre-determined protocol. For exame can changd uniformly. We
say the process becomes quasi-static when the switchiag pd#ce extremely slowly. Strictly for
a quasi-static processequals infinity. It is a process of slow stepping through Eojum states.
At each step the state variables assume the relationshen dpy equation of states; the system
is sort of dragged through a set of dense succession of lequit states. A quasi-static process
can not be realized in practice. At best we can approximdig @n extremely slow process. A
quasi-static process is reversible if it takes place attemtgotal entropy. In other words during
a quasi-static process the change in entropy of the systesitipé change in the entropy of the
surroundings equals zero.

8.2 TheSecondlaw: dS > 0

For defining entropy, Clausius considers a quasi-statiersévle process. During the process
the system absorbs a quantity),., of reversible heat, from a heat source at temperafuréhe
entropy of the system increases by an amount given by,

Cz-CQI‘CV
s = . 1
5= (15)

Since the process is quasi-static and reversible, themndfdhe heat source decreases by precisely
the same amount so that the total change in entropy is'2ero

Consider an isolated system and d&t denote the change in entropy of the system during a
process. If the system is not isolated, tlilsrdenotes the change in entropy of the system plus the
change in entropy of its surroundings. Clausius stateseler@l law as,

s >0, (16)

in any thermodynamic process. In the above, equality obtalmen the process is quasi-static and
reversible. With this Second law assertion, Clausius wée tabshow that the efficiency of any
heat engine is less than or equal to that of Carnot’s engasebslow.

BFor the definition of entropy the reversibility of the quasatic process is only a sufficient condition but not
necessary; the necessary condition is that the proceskidtmquasi-static.
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9 Kinetic heat replaces Caloric heat in Carnot’s engine

Consider an engine, M, which, operating in a cycle, draws antity ¢; of energy in the form
of heat quasi-statically and reversibly from a heat rese®) at temperaturd?. Let us say the
engine converts the entire hegtinto work W and returns to its initial state. Such an engine is
called a perfect engine, shown in Fig. (1). Under the first édithermodynamics it is possible,
in principle, to construct a perfect engine. Let us investgwhat happens when we impose the
Second law. The change in entropy of the heat souree;ig7;. Since the engine returns to its
initial thermodynamic state there is no change in its entroffe just saw that entropy is a state
function. Thus, the total change in the entropylis = —¢; /7. The Second law demands that
dS > 0. The machine can not deliver work. Second law forbids pedeagines. However, the
engine can convert mechanical energjycompletely into heat, since during such a proc&ss- 0.
Consider now an ideal engine M, shown in Fig. (2). It draws aty ¢; of energy in the form
of heat, quasi-statically and reversibly from a source, éptlat temperaturé;; it converts a part
of it into work; it junks the remaining pait, < ¢; into a sink (S), kept at temperatuigé < T7;;
then it returns to the state it started with.

R Ty

G

@ .
Fig 1. Perfect Engine

From the first law we have — g2 = . The efficiency of the engine is given by—= W/q =
1 —(g2/q1). The change in entropy of the heat source ig/T} and that of the sink ig, /T». Since
the machine returns to its initial state its entropy doeschange. Therefore we have,

a2 q1
ds = = — —. 17
S T (17)
The Second law demands thét > 0. For an ideal enginéS = 0. Therefore, for an ideal engine
q2/q1 = Ty /Ty, from which we get) = 1 — (13 /T}), a result identical to what Carnot obtained for
his Caloric fluid, see Eq. (1).
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Fig 2: Ideal Engine

This is precisely how the Caloric heat became kinetic he®amot’s engine. If heat is kinetic
i.e. motion, then what kind of motion is it? It must be the irregutzotions of the gas molecules;
for, the regular motion is already described by work giveriarms of pressure and change of
volume. Entropy, which is heat divided by temperature measalmeasure of this irregularity of
molecular motions; a measure of disorder; a measure of mnéss. James Clerk Maxwell (1831
- 1879) asserted that the very Second law that talks of isgrgaentropy, must be statistical in
character; hence it should be possible to contravene then8daw with non zero probability.
He even proposed a demon - now called Maxwell's demon - tludatés the Second la¥. For
Maxwell, stochasticity was intrinsic to macroscopic bebav .

14For an interesting account of Maxwell’s demon and other desnsee [24].

Svaxwell was amongst the first to recognize the need for $isaisapproach to kinetic theory. In fact his derivation
of the distribution of speed of the molecules of an ideal gasgenious and elegant, see [25]. He assumes that the
three component&, v2, v3), of the velocitys of an ideal gas molecule are independent and identicaltyilalised:
fvi,v2,v3) = f(v1)f(v2) f(vs), wheref is the density of molecules in the velocity space. He arguatssince there
is no preferred direction of motion the functigmmust depend only on? + v3 + v3; this leads to functional equation:
f(v1) f(va)f(vs) = ¢(v? + v3 + v3) whose solution is the famous Maxwell-Boltzmann distribatof molecular
speed,

2rkpT —3/2 2 mu?
viexp | —
m P 7 okpT

o) = aa

that we are all familiar with. In the same paper [25], Maxveglirectly recognizes that the Maxwell-Boltzmann distri-
bution is a simple consequence of Central Limit Theorem eomed with additive random variables, see footnote (30).
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10 Boltzmann Transport Equation

However Boltzmann, at least in his early years, felt there m@need to invoke statistics to com-
prehend the Second law. At the age of twenty two, Boltzmarotenan the mechanical meaning
of the Second law of the theory of h¢2B]. Of interest to us is Boltzmann’s paper [1] published
in the year 1872 in which he derived his transport equatiahiarwhich he also announced the
H theorem to prove the Second law. Boltzmann considers thatgtefii7, p, t) of molecules, each
of massm, at the six-dimensional phase space pétr,p), and at timet. Aim is to find an
equation (of motion) for this function. The density changéth time since molecules enter and
leave a given six dimensional phase space volume eleitiedity at the phase space poirt £).

Let F' denote an external force.g. due to gravitation) acting on the molecules. Suppose there
are no collisions. A molecule &F, ) at timet will be found at(7 + 7 At/m, 5 + FAt) at time
t+ At. Hamiltonian evolution preserves volume eleméhii®p along a trajectory, called Liouville
theorem!’. Therefore,

At -
f(F+ﬁE, P+ F At t+At) = f(rpt). (18)

When there are collisions, we must add the contribution feoltisions and write8,

At ~ 0
f(F+p —, P+ FAtt+At) = f(7,p,t)+ (—f) At . (19)
m It ) o
Taylor-expanding to first order iA¢ and taking the limitA¢ — 0 we get,
of 1 = of
= = ——. - F. —= 2

whereV, andV, are the gradient operators with respect to position and maumg respectively.
Boltzmann proposes a simple model for the collision terra,sdow.

Consider only binary collisions, true for a dilute gas, wharpair of molecules with momenta
7, andp, bounce off, after a collision, with momentg andy’,, respectively. Letf (7, s, t)
denote the density of pairs of particles with momestandp; at position”and at time'.

10.1 Stosszahlansatz
Boltzmann invokes stosszahlansatz - collision numbemapsan - of Maxwell, which states,
f(f:ﬁl?ﬁ%t) :f<F7ﬁ17t) f(ﬁﬁ27t> (21)

The above is also called the assumption of molecular chabs. nfomenta of two particles are

uncorrelated. The stosszahlansatz is time symmetric. &tr Maxwell and Boltzmann, this as-

sumption looked innocuous and self evident. From this, Zaétnn derives an expression for the
collision term, as described below.

6Classically a particle is specified by three position andéhmomentum coordinates. It is represented by a point
in the six-dimensional phase space, called ghepace. A system alN particles is represented by a point ir6 &
dimensional phase space calledpace.

discovered by Joseph Liouville (1809-1882).

18Eq. (19) can be taken as definition of the collision term.
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Let d®py, d®p,, d*p, and d®p, be the momentum volume elementspat 7, p',, andp/, re-
spectively. Let us con3|der blnary collisions that knock @euule fromd3p; into d3p}, while its
collision partner gets knocked frorftp, into d*p),. Since we are interested only in the collision
term, we shall omit, for notational convenlence, referemdee dependence on positigiand time
t. The rate at which these collisions take place is given by,

FE)Epr f(52)dPpa S(Py, Pa, r, o) AP dPpl

In the above Y denotes the rate of transition frofy;, 7) to (¢, p,). The total rate of binary
collisions that result in molecules getting knocked outafine element®p; is given by,

R(OUT) = d&®p, f () /d3p2/d3 /d3 S (f, P, P, Pa)- (22)

While carrying out the integrals in the above, we must entmemomentum and energy are con-
served. Lei?(IN) denote the rate of binary collisions that knock moleculéstine volume element
d3p;. This can be obtained exactly the same way described aboepiethat we interchange the
labels of momenta before and after collisigh: < 51 andp, < 52 In other words we consider
binary collisions that knock molecules fradfp] into d®p; and fromd?p), into d®p,. We get,

R(IN) = d*p, / &p, / iy, / &y F) () S P F2). (23)

We consider molecule - molecule interaction potential tspleerically symmetric. We first note
that a binary collision is time symmetric . In other wordsg fhrocess seen in reverse is also an
acceptable collision process. Hence,

NP, P2, ', 1'2) = V(=P =Py, —P1s —D2)- (24)

Also ¥ is unchanged under simultaneous reflection of all momenta:

2(ﬁ17ﬁ27p/17p/2) = E<_ﬁ17 _ﬁ27 _p/h _p/2>' (25)
Combining the above two we get,
E(ﬁlaﬁ%p/l?p/Q) = 2(p/17p/27ﬁ17ﬁ2)- (26)

Thus we can write the collision term as,
N it [ [, S50 7 70 10150 — 00| - @7
T = p2 [ d°p) [ d°py X(P1, D2, 01, 0) | f(0'1) f(P2) — f(P1) f(D2)] - (27)
Col.

Y depends on the geometry of collision, the relative veloaftihe two particles entering collision
and the nature of the colliding particles. The full nonlinBaltzmann transport equation reads as,

g :—iplv]f FN,f+

/ *ps / &, / 0%y S(51, s P ) {f(ﬁof(ﬁz) - f(@)f@z)] (28)
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11 Boltzmann H function

Boltzmann defines his famous function,

1) = [ & 1505 (fG0). (29)
and then shows that a densjtyp, ¢) that solves the transport equation obeys,
dH
TS 0 (30)

The above is clearly time asymmetric. In contrast to Nevanrdynamics which does not distin-
guish the future from the past, tlé-function has a well defined direction of time, which is what
the Second law is all about. To prove thetheorem, we write from Eqg. (29),

dH af

- = 3 2
== [ @piios(h) 2 (31)
Therefore,
of . . dH
E =0 1mphes % = 0. (32)

The H function does not change with time when the system is in gguim. Eqg. (31) in con-
junction with the transport equation, see Eq. (28) yieldsrad few simple steps, the following
expression for the time evolution of tié function.
dH 1 3 2 3/ 3./ — - 7 W — — ~ _;
2 d°py | d°py [ d°p) | dphy X(pr, 02,01, 1) | f(01) f(02) — F(0/1) f(Pa) | ¥

[log[f(ﬁl)f(ﬁz)] - log[f<ﬁ1>f<ﬁ2>] (33)

We recognize that due to the concavity of the logarithm fiomgt
(y —x)(logy —logz) >0 V z,y >0 (34)

H decreases with time monotonically giving rise to an arroviroke for macroscopic evolution.
Thus Boltzmann, like a magician, produced a time asymmiglibit from a time symmetric hat!

The crucial point overlooked was in the usage of the stossaahtz before and after collision.
Momentum conservatiop; + i, = p', + p',, tells us that writing,

f(ﬁ17ﬁ2):f(ﬁ1)xf(ﬁ2)a (35)

is not correct, since a pair of uncorrelated particles getsetated after collision. Theeversibility
paradox[26] of Josef Loschmidt (1821 - 1895) and thecurrence paradoX27] of Ernst Zer-
melo (1871 - 1956) showed Boltzmann’s claim was untenalde nie quickly tell what these two
paradoxes are.
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11.1 Loschmidt and reversibility paradox

Loschmidt’s argument was based on microscopic reversib@ionsider an isolated system that
evolves from timet = 0 to timet = 7. Let there be a spontaneous increase of entropy during
this evolution. At timet = 7 reverse the momenta of all the molecules. Allow the system to
evolve from timet = 7 to timet = 27. Attime ¢ = 27 reverse once again the momenta of all
the molecules. Since the system obeys time-reversal anmaXewtonian dynamics, it will end up
at the same phase space point it started from. There woulddeeraase in entropy during the
evolution from timef = 7 to timet = 27, contrary to the claim made by Boltzmann. This is called
Loschmidt’s reversibility parado¥®.

11.2 Zermelo and Recurrence paradox

Zermelo argued that an isolated system, under Hamiltoryexarics will return arbitrarily
close to its initial point in the phase space and infiniteleof This is called recurrence theorem,
discovered by Poincaré [28, 29]. According to Poincaceinence theorem, every dynamical sys-
tem is at least quasi-periodic if not exactly periodic. Tioléows from Liouville theorem: a phase
space volume of initial conditions evolve without changet®fvolume. Hence it is described by
a tube shaped region of ever-increasing length. As the teggbn of phase space available to the
dynamical system is finite, the tube must somewhere inteitsetf. This means that the initial and
final states eventually come close to each other. The dym@system returns arbitrarily close to
its initial state and it does so infinitely often. If there isgontaneous increase of entropy during
an interval of time, there will be a spontaneous decreasatabjgy during the interval of Poincaré
recurrence; this contradicts Boltzmann’s cl&in

12 Statistical Entropy of Boltzmann

Boltzmann conceded that perhaps, the use of stosszatd&asamuggled in an element of stochas-
ticity (albeit in a very subtle way) into his otherwise pyrelynamical derivation of the transport
equation. He contended correctly that his H theorem is tedl@nly when the system starts off
from some special microstates which are very small in nunti@ran overwhelmingly large num-
ber of initial conditions, the dynamical evolution does yliee [/ theorem. In other words, the
typical behaviour of a macroscopic system is invariablysistent with the H theorem.
Nevertheless, in the year 1877, Boltzmann changed tack lebefyp and proposed a fully
stochastic approach to the problem of macroscopic irrévétg He presented his ideas in a
paper [30]on the relation between the Second law of thermodynamicgeantbility theory with

°Time reversal as discussed in the text can be implementecbimauter employing molecular dynamics simulation
techniques. We find that even small errors in the calculatadpositions and momenta of the molecules are sufficient
to reduce and eventually eliminate this effect. The phaseesjprajectory of the macroscopic system is extremely
unstable with respect to initial conditions. Two arbithadlose trajectories move arbitrarily far apart asympmaiy.
This is called chaos. This was known to Julius Henry Pom¢aB54 - 1912) [28, 29], a contemporary of Ludwig
Boltzmann. Chaos contains the seed for modern developriments1-equilibrium statistical mechanics. We shall see
more on these issues later.

2Opoincaré recurrence is easily observed in systems witmafee degrees of freedom. But the recurrence time
increases exponentially with the system sieewith the number of molecules. Hence Poincaré recurrenseléom
observed in the thermodynamic limit.
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respect to the law of thermal equilibriur®f course Boltzmann interprets probability in a dynam-
ical way: The probability of finding a system in a region of pisase space is the fraction of the
observation time the dynamical trajectory spends in thgibre

Consider an isolated macroscopic systermioparticles. It is represented by a point i &
dimensional phase spadégpace), moving incessantly along a trajectory dictateddoghinamics.
Let us coarse-grain the phase space in terms of hyper cuble®taolumehr?”. It is like a graph
sheet that coarse-grains a plane in terms of tiny square® /Hepresents a constant having the
dimension of actiorf’. A phase space hyper cube is called a microstate 7let the6 N dimen-
sional vector denoting the phase space point of the systdriegn 7, t)d*Y x be the probability of
finding the system in an infinitesimal volum&" z at 7 at timet. Let the system be in equilibrium.
In other words the density is independent of time. Ldftp;} denote the discrete representation of
the phase space densit{r).

Boltzmann’sH function, see Eq. (29), is then given by,

Q
H=> plog(p;) (36)

i=1

where(} is the total number of microstates accessible to the systefarumacroscopic constraints
of energyl, volumeV and number of molecule§. Boltzmann defines entropy as,

O
S(Uv Vv N) = _kB Z Pi lOg(pi) ) (37)

1=1

wherek g is now called the Boltzmann const&at A
If we assume that all the microstates are equally probahés 4, = 1/ V i, and we get the
famous formula for Boltzmann entropy,

A

S = kglog(Q), (38)

engraved on his tomb in Zentralfriedhof, VientfaNotice Boltzmann defines absolute entropy. In
thermodynamics only change in entropy is defined.

12.1 IsBoltzmann entropy consistent with thermodynamic entropy?

Let V' be the number of coarse-grained volume cells occupiely Impn interacting molecules.
For simplicity we ignore the momentum coordinates. Numbevays of configuringVmolecules
in V cells is given by = V', from which it follows?* § = kg N log(V). Pressure is temperature
times the partial derivative of entropy with respect to volu We have,

L (39
ov V T

2INow we identifyh with Planck’s constant = 6.626 x 10~3* Joules-second.

22k p = 1.381 x 10723 Joules per degree kelvin.

23strangely, Boltzmann never wrote down this formula in ankiisfpapers, though he implied it. It was Max Planck
who wrote it down explicitly from thed function.

24This expression for entropy is not extensive - called Gilplasadox. Boltzmann resolved the paradox by introduc-
ing the notion of indistinguishable particles and corrddte over counting of microstates by dividisgby N'!.
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from which we get the ideal gas law’V = NkgT. This leads to

oS 1
ds = avdv = TPdV. (40)
Consider a quasi-static process in which the system drawsatity d () of reversible heat and
produces work equal t&#dV. Thusd Q = PdV/, from which it follows thatd ) = T'dS. Thus
Boltzmann entropy is consistent with the thermodynamicogyt?>. But Boltzmann liberated
entropy from its thermal confines. We can now define entropyafooin toss,S = kglog?2 or
throw of a dice,S = kg log6, etc. In general if an experiment hds outcomes and they are all

equally probable, then we can associate an entigpig €2, with the experiment.

13 Boltzmann Entropy and Gibbs Entropy

Consider an experiment of tossiig identical and fair coins. An outcome of this experiment

is a string of Heads and Tails. We calla microstate. The set of all possible microstates of
the experiment is denoted by ) V) called the sample space. The number of elements of the
sample space is given bA?/(N) = 2V, Let us count the number of Heads in a stringnd call it
n(w). The random variable can take any value betwe@rand N. We calln a macro state. Let
Q(n; N) = {w : n(w) = n} be the set of all strings having Heads. In other words it is a set
of all microstates belonging to the macro stateThe number of elements of the $e{n; N) or
equivalently the number of microstates associated withttbenacro state, is given by

N N!
We have
N
QN) =" Q(n; N) =2V, (42)
n=0

25The full expression foﬁ(E,V,N) obtained taking into account the momentum coordinates efideal gas
molecules is given by the Sackur-Tetrode Equation, seenbelo

Sackur-Tetrode Equation

~ 1 VN (2rmE)3N/2
AEVN) = 338 N TN 1)

whereF is the total energy of the isolated system,is the mass of a moleculé, is Planck constant employed for
coarse-graining the phase spak#\ is the volume of &N dimensional cube in units of which the phase space volume
is measured) anf(-) is the usual Gamma function,

'(n) :/ dt "1 et
0

The entropy of an ideal gas is thus given by,

E3/2 Nk Nk 4
S(E,V,N)_Nk310g< V) PNk | 3Nk (W‘)

Nb5/2 2 2 3h?

The above is known as Sackur-Tetrode equation.
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Boltzmann associates an entrapyvith each macro state:
S(n) = log [ﬁ(n; N)] . (43)

Note we have set the Boltzmann constagto unity. Boltzmann postulates that the system, switch-
ing all the time from one microstate to another microstatylel evolve in an entropy increasing
way and eventually reach an equilibrium state charactigean unchanging value affor which
entropy is maximum. We immediately see thHt:; N) is maximum whem = N/2. Therefore
Boltzmann entropy for the equilibrium system is given by

Sp = log {@(n = N/2; N)} = log {EL'N)'} (44)

() (3)!

Josiah Gibbs (1839 - 1903), proposed that equilibrium valuhe macroscopic property
should be calculated by averaging over an appropriate drieafimicrostates. In the coin-tossing
example considered here the ensemble consists of mi@egtatm a Binomial distribution. Thus
in Gibbs picture of statistical mechanics,

N
~ 1 N
e = (n) = Y 1 Qni N = (45)
n=0

which is the same as that given by Boltzmann. Gibbs’ entrgpgn by
Se¢ = Nlog(2), (46)

is different from Boltzmann’s entropy, see Eq. (44). Howewethe thermodynamic limit, Gibbs
entropy and Boltzmann entropy coincide. We have, in thetlohiV — oo,

Se = S+ O(log N). (47)

14 GibbsEnsembles

Gibbs developed statistical mechanics into a fine tool fécuwtating equilibrium properties of
macroscopic systems as averages over what we now call Gihbsmbles [31].

14.1 Microcanonical Ensemble

The properties of an isolated system can be obtained bygiwgraver a microcanonical en-
semble in which all microstates are of the same energy anar edth the same probability. For
example footnote (25 ) expresses the number of microstates NV ideal gas molecules confined
to a volumel” and with energy.

14.2 Canonical Ensemble

A closed system is one which exchanges only energy with thsdsiworld and not material
or volume. It is described by a canonical ensemble. The ibtyathat a closed system will be
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found in a microstaté, is given by

PO = v o | - #EO)| (48)

wheres = 1/(kgT) andZ(T,V.N) is called the canonical partition function given by
Z(T,V.N) Zexp [ ] (49)

Let Q(E, V, N)dE be the number of microstates of the closed system havingghetween

FandE + dE. We caII@(E, V, N) the density of states. We can express the canonical partitio
function as,

Z(T,V,N) = / dE Q(E,V,N) exp(—BE) (50)

The density of states is a rapidly increasing function ofrgyie understandably so, since more
the energy more is the number of ways of distributing it andceemore is the entropy. The
exponential function decreases with increase of energg.prbduct of these two will be a sharply
peaked function energy, peaking at the thermodynamic griérg (E). A saddle point estimate
of the integral can be made and we get,

Z(T,V,N) = exp [ki - 5U} (51)
B
from which we get
F(T,V,N)=—kgTlogZ(T,V,N)=U(S,V,N) —=TS(U,V,N) (52)

whereF (T, V, N) is the Helmholtz free energy, proposed by Hermann von Helin(i821-1894).
14.3 Grand canonical ensemble

An open system is one which exchanges both energy and matéhahe outside world. It is
described by a grand canonical ensemble and the partitrantifun is given by,

QT V. = ey |~ BE(C)+ uoN(O)| 59

whereN (C) is the number of molecules in the microstétef the open system andis the chemical
potential.

We can construct different Gibbs ensembles depending osysiem we are investigating.
Gibbs provided a general framework of statistical mechahba&sed on static Gibbs ensembles and
averages over them. This is in contrast to the ensemble ¢ziBahn which is dynamical. It is the
typical behaviour that forms the basis of Boltzmann’s pietof statistical mechanics.
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The expression for entropy given by Eq. (37) was also deriwef€laude Elwood Shannon
(1916 - 2001), in the context of information theory [32]. Wey<sEqg. (37) defines Boltzmann-
Gibbs-Shannon entrog.

Boltzmann entropy, laid the foundation for statistical imagics - a subject that helps us cal-
culate macroscopic properties of an equilibrium systemnftibose of its microscopic constituents
and their interactions. This subject has since grown to u kigth degree of sophistication. More
importantly the predictions of statistical mechanics ha@en borne out by experiments. Statistical
mechanics has become such a successful enterprise thatigisydo not anymore question the use
of statistics for describing macroscopic phenom&n8ut the nagging doubt remains: What is the
origin for the observed stochasticity ?

15 Dynamical Entropy from Chaos

Then came a meteorologist and mathematician named EdwatdrNoorenz with his three cou-
pled first-order nonlinear differential equations. He hhthomed them by truncating Navier-Stokes
equations’®. The three equations of Lorenz were intended to provide plsimnd approximate
description of atmospheric behaviour. Lorenz was solvirggrt on a computer. He discovered [40]
that he had two very different numerical solutions for thmegroblem with almost identical initial
conditions. This chance observation heralded a new fielddahaotic dynamics [41, 42]. Two
phase space trajectories of a chaotic system startingasff arbitrarily close phase space points
diverge exponentially and become completely uncorrelamenptotically. This means that you
can not have any hope of making any long term predictions fideterministic equations if they
happen to be chaotic. In other wordisterminism does not necessarily imply predictahility

Possibility of dynamical instability due to sensitive dedence on initial conditions was known
to Poincaré [28, 29]. | have already mentioned of this wHikcussing Loschmidt’s reversibility
paradox [26] and Zermelo’s recurrence paradox [27]. Butftlleimport of Poincaré’s findings
was lost on the physicists for over half a century. They didthmk much of it until computers
arrived on their desktops and helped them see on graphidntaisnthe strange trajectories traced
by chaotic dynamical systems.

A standard way of determining whether or not a dynamicalesysis chaotic is to calculate
the Lyapunov exponent. There are as many Lyapunov expoasritee dimensions of the phase
space. Consider dynamics in ardimensional phase space. Considemandimensional sphere
of initial conditions. At a later time all the trajectoriesianating from the sphere will form an
dimensional ellipsoid. We can calculate a Lyapunov expoftereach dimension. When talking of
a single Lyapunov exponent we normally refer to the largedtdgenote it by\. Thus if\ > 0, we

26Ever since, there have been several ‘entropies’ proposdiffarent contexts. These include for example, Fisher
information [33], von Neumann entropy [34] Renyi entrop$],3olmogrov-Sinai entropy [36], Algorithmic entropy
[37], Tsallis entropy [38] and Kaniadakis entropy [39].

2’Physicists were in for a greater embarrassment with theradvequantum mechanics. Statistics enters into
microscopic laws. Stochasticity is intrinsic to quantumcimnics. The notion of ensemble of Maxwell, Boltzmann
and Gibbs came in handy in describing the results of measmenn quantum mechanics.

28The Navier-Stokes equation of Claude Louis Marie Navie88-1836) and Sir George Gabriel Stokes (1819-
1903), is the primary equation of computational fluid dynesnrelating pressure and external forces acting on a fluid
to the response of the fluid flow. Forms of this equation are irseomputations for aircraft and ship design, weather
prediction, and climate modeling.
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say the dynamics is chaotic. The system becomes unpreldi¢taliimes greater than of the order
of 1/X. On these asymptotic time scales the system becomes ara¢oaitistical description.

We recognize thus, that at least in principle, Chaos prawaisin d’etrefor statistics in statisti-
cal mechanics. All systems that obey the laws of thermodyesare chaotic. Nonlinear dynamics
and chaos provide the link between deterministic micro Aedtochastic macro - a link that Boltz-
mann was struggling to figure out.

In fact Boltzmann’s interpretation of probability was eaty based on dynamics. The dynam-
ical trajectory of an isolated equilibrium system is confirie a constant energy surface i &
dimensional phase space. Boltzmann first shows that theedpaxe density remains constant
along a trajectory; this is now called the Liouville theorere then assumes that all the points on
the energy surface lie on a single trajectory. This is cadiepdicity. Therp(Z) = 6(H(Z) — F)
is the stationary density, whefé is the Hamiltonian £ is energy and is the usual Dirac delta
function.

Boltzmann’s ergodicity has been generalized by Sinai [R3]elle [44] and Bowen [45] to
describe dissipative systems in a steady state. The stedtrgetor of the dissipative dynamics is
the non-equilibrium analogue of the equilibrium constargrgy surface considered by Boltzmann.
The SRB measure [44,46] on the attractor expressed in tefrpisage space volume contraction
is analogous to the Liouville measure on the energy surfa@ aquilibrium isolated system.
Such a generalization permits assignment of dynamicalh®ig non-equilibrium states. These
weights, let me repeat, are based on the dynamical propeftighe microscopic constituents of a
macroscopic system. To appreciate the import of this staenwve must recognize that words like
equilibrium, heat, entropy, temperatwete, belong to the vocabulary of the macroscopic world of
thermodynamics. They do not have any meaning in the micpseeorld . Paraphrasing Maxwell,
at microscopic level you can not tell heat from work, sincthlaoe essentially energgee below.

15.1 Microscopic description of work and heat

Let U denote the thermodynamic energy of a closed system obthina¢eraging the statistical
mechanical energy, over a canonical ensemble of microstates. Let the midesstccessible to
the system be indexed by natural numberket p; denote the probability for the system to be in
microstate whose energy i€; . The thermodynamic enerdy is then given by,

We have formally,
fdpi
= Y pidE;i+ ) Eidp; . (54)

Thus we can change the energy of a system by an anddrihrough workd 1, given by the first
term on the right and/or hedtq,.,, given by the second term on the right in the above equation.
Thus work and heat are simply two modes of energy transfer.
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Work

To identify the first term as work we proceed as follows. Weehav

Z pidE; = Z pi%dv

= (aiv ZpE) dv

ou
= —dV
ov

= —PdV

= dwW, (55)

where P denotes pressure. Work corresponds to change in energye ah#troscopic system
brought about by changing the energies of its microstatdsowt altering in any way their proba-
bilities {p, }.

Heat

To identify the second term as heat, we start with the dafimitif Boltzmann-Gibbs-Shanon en-
tropy
S=—kp» pilogp;,

and proceed as follows.

dgrev = TdS
= —kgT)_dpi—kpT Y logpidp,

= —kpT Y _dpi—kpT ) _log pidp;

= —kpT Y _dpilogp;

= kT dp; {ﬁEi + log Z}

= Y Eidp;, (56)

whereZ denotes the canonical partition function, see Eq. (49) hénabove derivation we have
made use of the fact that in a canonical ensemble descrilmloged systeny; = Z ! exp(—SE;).
Thus heat is change of energy of a closed system brought bpaianging the probabilitiep; }
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without altering in any way the energid4’;} of the microstates. It is in fact because of this
identification we relate heat and hence entropy to randogsanes

In the phase space of the thermodynamic variables only aiiltequm system can be repre-
sented by a point; only a quasi-static process can be rejeesby a curve. However in th&V
dimensional phase space of statistical mechanics, a ntagigssystem in equilibrium or not, can
be represented by a point; any process can be representdddpgctory, to which we can attach a
suitably defined dynamical weight.

Thus dynamical measures of recent times, have liberateddtien of entropy from its equi-
librium and quasi-static confines, into non-equilibriuralres. We have, indeed, come a long way:
from the thermal entropy of Clausius to the statistical @pyrof Boltzmann (both applicable to
equilibrium systems and quasi-static processes), and adihet SRB measures (defined for non-
equilibrium systems and processes). Recently SRB meaasrbden shown to provide a correct
description [47] of a far from equilibrium system in a comgusimulation [48].

16 Entropy Fluctuation Theorems

These new developments are embodied in what we call fluotuttieorems [48,49]. The general
idea behind a fluctuation theorem can be stated as follows. SLe&lenote entropy production
rate calculated by averaging over segments of a long taajecf durationr. Note thatS, is a
dynamical entropy obtained from observing the phase spguaneion/contraction. L&l (.S, ) be
the probability ofS... This can be calculated by considering an ensemble of |l@ectiories each
of durationr. Fluctuation theorem states,

I1(S,)
H<_ST)

= exp[rS,]. (57)

Fluctuation theorem helps us calculate the probabilitytherentropy to change in a way opposite
to that dictated by the Second law; this probability of Settaw violation is exponentially small
for large systems and for long observation times. By the staken fluctuation theorems predict
and more importantly quantify Second law violation in snsgtems and on small time scales of
observation. The predictions of fluctuation theorems haveesbeen verified experimentally [50,
51]. See also [52] for an interesting examination of the expental tools of fluctuation theorems.

17 Jarzynski Identity

In the year 1997, C. Jarzynski [53] discovered a remarkalaetity relating non-equilibrium work
fluctuation to equilibrium free energies. Consider a switglprocess, discussed earlier, carried
out over a timer, with the system thermostattétiat temperaturd” = 1/(kz3). Let W denote
the work done during the switching process. We carry out wigching several times and collect
an ensemblg 1V}, formally represented by the probability densityi’; 7). All the switching
experiments are carried out with the same protocat. ¥ oo, the process is quasi-static. We have
W; = Wg Vi. The work done is called reversible woflk]z. For a general switching experiment

29A thermostat exchanges energy with the system without dhgritg temperature or performing any work
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wherer < oo, the Second law says that
AF < (W), (58)

whereAF is the change in the Helmholtz free energy .
Jarzynski’s identity is given by,

(exp(-1W) ) = exp (-5AF), (59)

where(-) denote averaging over the distributionlf.
17.1 Jarzynski identity and the Second law
It may be noticed that since the exponential function is eanwe have,

<exp(—ﬁW)> > exp [— g <W>} , (60)
which in conjunction with Jarzynski's identity implies tha
s (-0AF) = e | = 50V) |
BAF > (W),

AF < (W), (61)

which is a statement of the Second law. In this sense, proddiaynski’s identity is a proof of the
Second law.

17.2 Jarzynski identity: cumulant expansion

Let us express Jarzynski’s equality as a cumulant expafsn

n!

<exp(—5W)> = exp [Z (—5)"(1 = exp(—[SAF) (62)

n=1

where(,, denotes thes.—th cumulant ofi¥’. The cumulants and the moments are related to each
other. Then-th cumulant can be expressed in terms of the moments of arded less. The
first cumulant,(; is the same as the first momefit’); the second cumulant; is the variance

o? = (W?) — (W)?; etc. From the cumulant expansion given by Eg. (62), we get,
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17.2.1 Reversiblework and free energy
Consider a quasi-static switching process for which,
p (Wit =00)=05W —Wg), (64)

by definition. Then, in Eq. (63), only the first term (of the aulant expansion) is non-zero. We
get,

(W) =Wz =AF, (65)

consistent with thermodynamics.

17.2.2 Fluctuation and dissipation

Now consider a switching process, during which the systenanes very close to equilibrium; it is
reasonable to expect the statistic$ioto obey the Central Limit Theoreffl. Henceo(1W; 7 >> 0)
shall be a Gaussian; for a Gaussian, all the cumulants frerthitd up-wards are identically zero;
hence, in Eq. (63), only the first two terms survive and we get

AF:(W)-%ﬁagv. (66)
Dissipation given by,

(Wa) = (W) — AF = oy, 67)

30According to the Central Limit Theorem, the sum &findependent and identically distributed, finite variance
random variables, has an asymptotl (- oo) Gaussian distribution with both mean and variance diveyginearly
with N. This means that the relative fluctuation is inversely prtpoal to+/N and hence is small for larg¥. See
e.g.[55]. This is easily seen as follows.

The Central Limit Theorem
Let
1 N
Y=— Xi )
7F 2

where{ X, : i = 1, N'} are identically distributed independent random variabligis zero mean and finite varianeg.
Let ®x (k) denote the characteristic function of the random variabld hen

ay(k) = [cbx(m\/%)r

_ Lo o ZOO (k)" —(n—2)/2
= exp |:— 5]{3 ag +n:3 TN Cﬂ
1
W | - 3+ 00V

where(,, denotes thes—th cumulant ofX'. The Fourier inverse of the asymptotiv (— oo) expression foly (k) is
Gaussian with mean zero and variancée
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is proportional to fluctuationg?,. This result is identical to the fluctuation dissipationatin

of Callen and Welton [56]. See [57] for an interesting distos on Gaussian Work fluctuation,
Jarzynski identity and fluctuation dissipation theoremwigeer, if the switching process drives the
system far from equilibrium, the work distribution would temger be Gaussian and we need to
include contributions from higher order cumulants to clltrithe dissipatiofil;) and hence free
energy:AF = (W) — (W,). Jarzynski’s equality has been shown to hold good for Hamitn
evolution [53] as well as stochastic evolution [58]; itsiddly has been established in computer
simulation [58] and in experiments [59].

18 Microscopic Reversibility and Crooks identity

In another parallel, independent and interesting devedspinGavin E. Crooks [60] discovered a
fluctuation theorem for a thermostatted, Markovian dynamgrocess. During the process, the
degree of freedom switches from an initial value ok, to a final valueA 5 in IV time steps. The
switching process is not necessarily quasi-static.

18.1 Heat Step, Work step and Markov Chain

The system is initially in a microstate,Q\y) € Q(Ao), whereQ(A,) denote the set of all
microstates of the system with = A,. Each step is considered as made up of a heat sub-step:
Co(Ag) — Ci(Ag) and a work sub-step: CAy) — Ci(A;). Thus we get a Markov chaift of
microstates given by,

F|Co(Ao) = Co(Ag) = Ci(Ag) = Ci(Ar) = -+ = Cp(Ag) = Crpa(Ar) = Cryr(Agyr) —
e — CN—I(AN—I) — CN(AN—I) — CN(AN)
Let us consider a heat sub-st€p(A;) — Ci.1(Ax), described by a Markov transition matrix
M (k) whose elements are given by
Mz]<k) = P(Ck+1 = Ci\Ck = Cj)7 (68)

whereC; € Q(Ax). We have used script symb@lto denote microstates of the system and roman
symbolC;,, to denote those on the Markov chain witlserving as the time index. The matriX(k)
has the following properties:

e The elements ol (k) are all non-negative:
M;;(k) >0V i, j.
Note )M, ; denotes (transition) probability.

e M (k) is column stochastic:

This follows from the normalization. After a step the systemst be found in any one of its
microstates with unit probability.
3IA Markov chain describes the time evolution of a system wifinée or countable number of microstates. We

also specialize to Markov chain in discrete time. In genfmah Markov process, the past has no influence over the
future once the present is specified.
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e M(k) isregular: There exists an integer> 0, such that
([M(k:)]") > 0V 4,7
i.j
This ensures ergodicity.

e M (k) is balanced: There exists a unique invariant probabiligtee3? |7 (k)) such that

M(k)[m(k)) = [m(K)).

e |7(k)) describes the equilibrium distribution of the closed sys& 5 and withA = A;. The
components ofr) are given by,

exp [ _ BE(C,, Ak)]
Z(B, Ax) ’

whereE(C;, Ay) is the energy of the microstafe belonging to the system with= A;. The
canonical partition function is denoted &5, Ay).

mi(k) = (69)

18.2 Metropolisand Heat-bath algorithms

We need a model fak/ (k). For example Metropolis algorithm [62] prescribes,

M; (k) = axmin|l, Vi,j andi # j, (70)

75) (7

Mig(k) = 1-Y M;;Vi, (71)
i

where the constant has been introduced to ensure that no diagonal elementagivegr exceeds
unity.
The heat-bath algorithm [63] also known as Glauber algorife5] or Gibbs’ sampler [64] is
given by
T

7TZ'+7TJ'

Once a model fol is defined, we can calculate the probability for the MarkaaintF|Cy(A),
where we take each work sub-step with unit probability.

32peron-Frobenius theorems, seg.[61], tell us the following. The largest eigenvalue &f is real and non
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degenerate. Its value is unity. All other eigenvaluedbfire much less than unity in modulus. The right eigenvector

associated with the largest eigenvalue is called the iamtor equilibrium probability vector and is denoted |ay.
The eigenvectors o/ are linearly independent and span the vector spadé.oiVe haveM™|¢) — |r), forn — oo
and for(¢|m) # 0. Physically it means that the system eventually relaxetstequilibrium state starting from any

arbitrary non-equilibrium state. Also once the system lheacequilibrium it continues to be in equilibrium. Further

action of M does not change its stat®l|r) = |7).
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18.3 Time-Reversal of Markov Chain

Let us now run the Markov chain back-wards and call it the timeversal. LetR|Cy(Ay)
denote the time reversal &f|Cy(A,). Itis given by,

RICn(Ay) = Cn(Ax) = Cn(An_1) = Cy_i(Ay_q) — -
— Crr1(Ags1) = Cry1(Ag) = Cr(Ag) - = C1(A1) — Ci(Ag) — Co(Ay)

Note that in the time-reversed Markov chain, the work s@pstomes first followed by the heat
sub-step in every time step. We need to calculate the priityaioir the time reversed Markov
chain. Reversing the work sub-step is easily visualized.s\Wich the parametek back-wards
with unit probability. Let the time reversed heat stép.,(A,) — Ci(Ax) be described bﬁ(k),
called the reversal ot/ (k). To constructl/’ (k) we proceed as follows.

Consider the heat sub-stéf,;(Ax) — Ci(Ag) in the forward Markov chain. Define a two-
step joint probability matriX}” whose elements are given by,

Wi i(k) = P<Ck+l(Ak) = Ci, Cr(A) = Cj)

= M, ;(k)m;(k) (73)

In the above the second step follows from the definition ofditbonal probability. Thus, given
M (k) we can get the correspondimi (k) andvice versa To this end we define a diagonal matrix
D(k) with elements,

D; ;(k) = mi(k)di;. (74)
Then,
W(k) = M(k)D(k) (75)
and
M (k) =W (k) D~ (k) (76)

Also it is easily checked that/ (k) is matrix-stochastic:
DY Wik) =1 (77)
i

LetW(k) denote the time reversal of (k). A little thought will convince you that a good choice

of /W(k:) is WT(k), where the superscriptdenotes transpose operation. The corresponﬁl(llg)
can be obtained as follows.

M(k) = W(E)D\(k)

= D(k)M'(k)D7'(k). (78)
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We say a Markov chain is time symmetridif is symmetric. In other words,
W (k) = W(k) = W(k), (79)
for time symmetry. Also for a time symmetric Markov chain, heve

M(k) = W(k)D (k)

= WikD )

= M(k). (80)

This implies thatr; (k) M, ;(k) = m;i(k)M;:(k), called detailed balanc®. A sequence of mi-
crostates visited by an equilibrium system constitutema-tsymmetric Markov chain.

18.4 Crooksldentity

The probability of R|Cy(Ay) can be calculated from the matriceﬁ(k)}. Let I denote
the probability of 7|Cy(A,) andIlx that of its reverse. The ratio of these two probabilities lsan
calculated and is given by,

5 - s o

where( is the energy absorbed by the system, in the form of heat, fr@rthermostat during
forward Markov chain evolution. The above is called Croatksntity. The import of Crooks’
finding can be understood if we consider switching from anildagium ensemble att and with

A = Ay to another equilibrium ensemble at the sasneut with A = A 5 through a process which
is not necessarily quasi-static. Thg(Ay) andCy(Ay) belong to equilibrium ensembles at the

33The Metropolis [62] and the heat-bath algorithms [63—65yotietailed balance. There are algorithms that do not
obey detailed balance. It is often said that a simple balanodition, M |7) = |r) is adequate to drive the system to
equilibrium in a computer simulation, sey.[66,67]. We see that it is detailed balance that ensuressymanetry in
a sequence of microstates visited by the system after bratilbn. If the computer algorithm obeys only balance and
not detailed balance then time asymmetry in the Markov chimicrostates sampled, would be present even during
equilibrium runs.
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same temperature. Then,

) g )]s

n(cNmN)) Ml 268 {— 5E(CN<AN>

— e |s{ar-ar-q}]

— e [sfor) - ar})

. @<Wd>}. 62)

In the above we have used the definition of free eneffy;, V., N) = —kgT log Z(T,V, N) for
going from the first line to the second line. In going to thedhine from the second, we have made
use of the first law{WW) = AE — Q. Physically Eg. (82) means that the probability of finding a
dissipating segment of a Markov chain evolution is expoiadyiarge compared to that of finding
its reverse. Starting from Crooks identity we can derivettlation theorems and Jarzynski’'s equal-
ity, seee.q.[68]. Very recently Cleuren, Van den Broeck and Kawai [69}énderived equivalent of
Crooks identity in microcanonical ensemble descriptiod have obtained analytical expressions
for the work fluctuations in an idealized experiment comsgsbf a convex body moving at constant
speed through an ideal gas. Crooks identity has since be#iedexperimentally [70].

19 Epilogue

Thus, recent developments have helped improve our unddiatpof the issues that link time
asymmetric macroscopic world to the time symmetric micopsc world. These developments
are not inconsistent with the hunch Boltzmann had. Let melcole o la Cohen [71], quoting
from Boltzmann. In his 1899 lecture at Munich, Germany,recent developments of methods
of theoretical physic$72], Boltzmann talks of the conflict between dynamics aratistics in
describing macroscopic phenomena. He asks if statisticddamntinue to dominate in the future,
or would it give way to dynamics. He concludes saying - interesting questions! One almost
regrets to have to die long before they are settled. Oh! imeabehortal ! Your destiny is the joy of
watching the ever-shifting battle
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