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Forew ord

T he statistical m echanics of nonequilbriim stationary states of dissipative system s and, In particular, the
large deviations of som e speci ¢ observables attracted a lot of interest In the past decade. T he literature on
this problem is enoum ous and it is in possible to give here a com prehensive list of references.

P art ofthis interest concentrated on the uctuation relhtion, which isa sin ple sym m etry property of the
large deviations of the entropy production rate (related to the dissipated power). The uctuation relation
is a param eterless relation and is conctured to hold In som e generality. T he discovery of this relation [1]
m otivated m any studies: and experin ents goeci cally designed to is test have been reported on turbulent
hydrodynam ic ows [, 3, 4] and Raylkigh-B enard convection [b], on liquid crystals [6], on a resistor [7], on
granular gases [B].

U nfortunately, despite this great experin entale ort, the situation is very confiised, m ore than ten years
after [1]. A fter m any debates, num erical sin ulations established that the relation holds very generally
for reversible chaotic dissipative system s: whilke experin ents gave prom ising results but revealed also some
di culties n the Interpretation of the data that generated m any controversies.

Indeed, the apparent generality ofthe uctuation relation led to the idea that it could be tested \blndly"
Just by m easuring the uctuations of the nected power in som e dissipative system . On the contrary,
experience revealed that to test this relation one has to face m any di culties, and that each experin ent has
to be Interpreted by considering its own speci cities.

M oreover, when applying the theory to a realphysical system , one should ocbviously keep in m ind that
the real system does not coincide exactly w ith the m athem aticalm odelwe use to describe it. So that, even
if we expect that the theory w illwork for the m athem aticalm odel, its application to the description of the
experin ent m ight require further e orts.

The ain ofthispaper is to review som e ofthese di culties, discovered in m ore than one decade of trials,
In the hope that new experin ents w ill be perform ed allow ing to clarify m any aspects that are still poorly
understood.

H owever, before tuming to this discussion, it is in portant to review the theoretical developm ents that
generated the current interest n the uctuation relation. Indeed, this relation is the m ost accessible pre—
diction of a much m ore deep theory, and discussing this theory In som e detail w ill be very usefil for the
Interpretation of the experin ents.

Iw ill focuson the stationary state (or G allavottiC ohen) uctuation relation. T here are other uctuation
relations, such as the (EvansSearks) transient uctuation relation, the Jarzynskiequality, and the C rooks

uctuation relation, which hold n much more generality. These relations have found m any nteresting
applications in di erent elds, for instance biophysics of large m olecules. However they are not directly
related to the ideas discussed here. A review ofthese relations is beyond the scope of this paper.

E veryw here in the paper Iwillonly discuss them ain ideas, giving references to the original literature for
m ore detailed discussions.

1 W hy should we test the uctuation relation?

1.1 De nitions

To begin, we will x som e notations. W e will consider a dynam ical system described by a set of state
variabls x = (X1; n )sand evolring according to the equation ofmotion x = F (x). A tra gctory of the
system generated by an niialdatum xo willbe indicated by x (t), while segm ents of tra fctory of duration

willbe indicated by x (t), ie. x (t) = £x();t2 ko;to + 1. G Iven an ocbservable which is a finction of the
state x, O (x), we w ill indicate the average over a segm ent of tra fctory by

Z s
1
Okr®I= — dto () ; @

to



and som etin es we w ill use the shorthand notations O (t) O (x()),and O O [k (t)], so that
Z ey
O = - dto () : 2)
to

1.2 The uctuation relation

The uctuation relation was rst introduced in [L]. There, a system of Lennard-Jones{ lke particles sub fct
to a disslpative force (nducing shear ow) and to a them ostatting m echanisn was investigated. The aim
was to test the con gcture that the nonequilbrium stationary state reached by the system after a transient
could be described by a probability distribution over the segm ents of tra fctory x (t) having the follow ing
om *: 1 > ()]
o BB e ge 1
fx (t)g 7 Z : 3)

In the Jatter expression, 4 K (t)] is the expansion factor over the tra fctory, related to the sum ofallpositive
Lyapunov exponents com puted on the segm entyx (t) (see Appendix A for a precise de nition of all these
quantities). The nom alization factor is 2 = L u 1K ()]. The proposal (3) orighated from earlier
studies of chaos and turbulence P] and from periodic orbit expansions [10]

C learly a discretization In the \space of tra fctories" x (t) is needed to give a precise m athem atical sense
to the expression (3). Thisproblem ishighly non trivial: a theory leading to an invariant m easure ofthe form
(3), based on M arkov partitions to discretize phase space, wasdeveloped n [11, 12,13, 14, 15,16,17,18,19],
see also RO, 21, 22, 23, 24] and In particular R5, 26] for less technical discussions and 7] for a nice recent
review of this problem . In this context the m easure (3), seen as a m easure on phase space’®  (x), is called
SinaiRuelleBowen (SRB) m easure.

The system studied in [L] was described by reversiblke equations ofm otion. T hen, it is straightforward to
show [L, 17,18, 19] that, if Ix (t) is the tin exeversed ofx (t),

e 1k O] e 1k@©]
fx (©)g _ e 2y * _e Y * — e Xi RO 4 kKO, @)
fIx f)g e i iEx@©) e Xi kO] !
P
usgﬁg the symm etry properties of the Lyapunov exponents under tin ereversal, ie. e iIx®] =

5 ;K (€)], see Appendix A .
In (4) the phase space contraction rate k()] = ; ik ©] equalto m inus the sum of all Lyapunov
exponents, appeared. This quantity can be easily m easured in a num erical sin ulation, as it is possble to
show @Appendix A) that

Z
1
kMOl= — dat x () ; x)= F ) ; ©)
0
ie. () ism inus the divergence of the right hand side of the equation of m otion. Its average is
h ®)i= h kK{)]i. An in nitesim alvolum e dx w ill evolve according to ditdx = x)dx.
Tt ispossible to com pute the probability ofcbserving a value k{)]= ,P ()=Pf kK@®]= g.Ushg
(4) and [Ix®)]1= k()] weget
X X X
P()= fx ©)g= e fIx@®)g= e fxt)g=e P ( ): 6)
x(©)] k@ x ()] k®©)]= X3 kK©F
1The expression (3) has to be intended in the follow ing sense: if one is able to generate M segm ents x; (£);1i= 1; ;M

of tra ctory of duration with uniform probability, then the average of an observable O [k (t)] which is a functional of the
tra jectory can be com puted as Zl\f: 10O Ri®] £x4 (t)g=zbf: ; fxi(t)g. However this is not the case In an experim ent: in this
case the segm ents w illbe generated already according to the weight (3) and the average of an observable m ust be com puted,
asusual, asM ! Zi: ;0 ki @®]. This distinction was not clear in [L] and this generated som e confusion in the subsequent
literature.

2This is done by relating tra-ectories to initial data generating them , after a M arkov partition of phase space has been
constructed. In particular, x = x (0) is the point in the m iddle of the segment x (t) ;t2 [ =2; =2]and thelimi ! 1 has
to be properly taken.



T he tin ereversbility of the dynam ics and the assum ption (3) Inply that P () should verify the symm etry
relation (6), which isa rst example ofa uctuation relation and was ocbserved to be true in the num erical
sim ulation of [L].
Som e ram arks are In order at this point.
1. Eg. 3), and consequently (6), are the leading contributions to the probability for ! 1 ,but for nie
corrections are present.

2. As i will be discussed in detail in the ©llow ing, if K (t)] is unbounded a m ore com plicated analysis
is required; thus it is convenient for the m om ent to restrict the attention to system s such that Kk ()] is
bounded.

3. It can be proven that 0 under very general hypotheses R8]. M oreover, if ; = 0 the SRB
measure (3) reduces to the volum e m easure® and the system is at equilbrium . The relation (6) reduces to
P()=P( ).Thusi the ollowingwewillassum e that ; > 0 and in this case the system willbe called

dissipative R5, 27]. In this case volum esw ill contract on average and the SRB m easure w illbe concentrated
on a set of zero volum e in phase space.

U nder these hypotheses, de ning the nom alized variablep= K F +, we expect that or large the
probability ofp w illbe described by a Jarge deviation finction, ie. that?

P.,) e' @), (7)

As isbounded, p isalsobounded and for ! 1 wehave pj< p ;thevalue ofp can be easily identi ed

asweexpectthat ; ()= 1 forpj> p, ie. deviationsbiggerthan p have zero probability® in the lim it
1.

Using (6) and (7) we get the follow ing relation [17, 18, 19]:

D e ning the large deviation function ; ()= lim , 1 l]og[P (BK®I]I=p +)]l,andp asthemaximalvalie
of pjfor which ; () > 1 ,wehave

1 ® 1 (P =p:+; Pi<p : ®)

W e w ill refer to the proposition above as the uctuation rehtion. The two condiions that is Jarge and
that p is bounded are often m isconsidered but are very in portant and should not be forgotten [19] if one
wants to avoid erroneous interpretations of (8).

By looking at the sketchy derivation In (6), one realizes that the uctuation relation can be extended in
the ollow ing way. Consider an observable O Kk (t)] that is even or odd under tin e reversal, ie. O k()] =

O [Ix (t)], and the nom alized variable g= O k (t)FO; , where Oy = hO K (t)]i is the average of O in the
stationary state. C onsider the pint probability P (o;q) exp 1 (E;9). Onecan show [R9, 30]that

1 ;) 1 (P D=P+ s Pi<p 7 Hi<qg; )

and the sign n (9) m ust be chosen according to the sign 0ofO0 under tim e reversal. Eq. (9) can be extended
to any given num ber of cbservables having de nite (eventually di erent) parity under tim e reversal.
The uctuation relation attracted a lot of interest after [1] because it is a param eter-free relation that
m ight hold In som e generality In nonequilbrium system s. For this reason in the last decade it has been
num erically tested on a ot of di erent m odels, often w ith positive resul, and som etim es w ith negative or
confusing results. In experin ents the situation is com plicated by the presence ofm any noise sources and by
the di culty to nd a good m odellization of the system under investigation.
O ne should keep In m ind that, at least in this context 6, the m ain theoretical m otivation to study the
uctuation relation, that was already at the basis of the work [L], is to obtain som e Insight on the m easure

30 r eventually to a m easure which is dense w ith respect to the volum e, (dx) = (x)dx, eg. the G ibbs distribution.

4Byo( ) wemean a quantity Q such thatQ = ! Ofr ! 1.

SN ote that theequality p = max j (x)F + isnottrue in general; obviously p max]j X)F + isveri ed, but in generalthe
value ofp issm allerbecause the observation ofp = maxj X)F + overavery long trafctory requiresthat () maxj x)j
for all t along the tra jectory, which is clearly very unlikely and m ight have zero probability for large

6A s discussed in the forew ord, the study ofdi erent uctuation relations is beyond the scope of this paper.



describing stationary states of nonequilbriim system . This is clearly a very large class and it is possble
to nd nonequilbrium system s displaying any kind of strange behavior. W e wish to dentify a class of
nonequilbrium system s such that the uctuation relation holds in their stationary states.

1.3 The \transient uctuation relation"

Subsequently after [1], it was noted that an apparently sin ilar uctuation relation holds in great generality.
N am ely, we can consider, instead of segm ents of tra fctory drawn from the stationary state distrdoution,
segm ents orighating from iniial data extracted from an equilbriim distrbution (eg. the m icrocanonical
one). In other words, we extract initial data according to an equilbrium distribution and then evolve them
using the dissipative equation of m otion. If the equations of m otion are reversble, it is possble to show
that, ifx (t) ;£ 2 [0; ] is the tra pctory starting from xg = x (0) extracted w ith the equilbrium distribution
one has [B1]

Peqf k@©I= g

Peqf k®Il= g

T he latter relation has been called transient uctuation reltion and is very easy to prove: it follow s from
the de nition of , see Appendix B . It holds in great generality, not only for the m icrocanonicalensemble
but for m any other equilbriim ensembles, see [32] or a review’ . The fiindam ental di erence between (10)
and (8) isthat in the form er tra fctories are sam pled according to the equilbrium distrdbution oftheir niial
data, while in the latter they are sam pled according to the nonequilbbriim stationary state distribution®.

Then one can ask whether the uctuation relation (8) can be derived starting from (10). Naively one
could takethe limi ! 1 of (10), clain that the initial transient is negligble and assum e that (10) holds
also for the stationary distribution. However, this is not at all trivial. D epending on the properties of the
systeam , the probability P.q m ight not converge to a wellde ned probability distrboution n thelimit ! 1,
or the convergence tin e m ight be very large (practically in nite), and so on.

Even if ! logPeq (o + ) converges fast enough to a am ooth lim iting fiinction § (o), which w ill verify the

uctuation relation by (10), the lJatterm ay be di erent from the true function ; (p) descrlbing the stationary

state 33]: Indeed the m easure (3) is concentrated on a set of zero volum e In phase space if ; > 0, and
m aking statem ents on a set of zero m easure starting from a set of initial data extracted according to the
volum e m easure m ight be very di cul. W e w ill give exam ples in section 4.

Understanding in fi1ll generality what are the conditions that allow to extract the uctuation relation
(8) from the transient relation (10) seem s to be a di cul task and is for the m om ent an unsoled problem .
To sin plify the problem and try to understand its m ain features, we can, ollow ing [L7, 18], restrict our
attention to a class of sin ple dissipative system s for which the uctuation relation can be rigorously proved
w hithout m aking reference to (10), but directly from the invariant m easure (3).

=e 10)

14 Anosov system s and the uctuation theorem : a proof of the uctuation
relation

In [L7, 18] a proofofthe uctuation relation wasgiven for Anosov system s. T he rigorousm athem aticalproof
for Anosovm aps (discrete tin e) isin [19], whil the proof forAnosov ow s (continuous tin e€) hasbeen given
n [34].

Anosov system s are paradigm s of chaotic system s. A precise m athem aticalde nition is in Appendix C .
Roughly speaking, they are de ned by a com pact m anifold M (phase space) and a anooth (ie. at least

7T o avoid confiision note that the point of view on this sub fct expressed in [32] and in other papers by E vans and cow orkers
is very di erent from the one expressed here.

8 It is interesting to rem ark that the phase space contraction rate is de ned w ith respect to a given m easure on phase space,
see Appendix A . The uctuation relation (8), as an asym ptotic statem ent for large , holds independently ofthe chosen m easure
(at least for am ooth system s, see section 3), while the transient uctuation relation (10) holds for nite only if the phase
space contraction rate is de ned w ith respect to the equilbrium m easure from which one extracts initial data.
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Figure 1: A pictorial representation of an Anosov system . In the vicinity ofa pont x 2 M it ispossble to
draw two fam ilies ofm anifoldsM %" . Them anifblds passing through x are the stable and unstablem anifolds
ofx,M ;. Under the action ofS, them anifoldsM 3™ arem apped into the m anifolds M ss}f passing through

Sx.A pointy 2 M} ismapped into a point Sy whose distance from Sx is lJarger by a factor ,while a
point z2 M $ ism apped into a point Sz which is closer to Sx by the sam e factor

tw ice di erentiable) map S (x) actingon x 2 M (the dynam ics), having the follow ing properties, see Fig. 1
for an illustration:

(1) Around each x 2 M i is possble to draw two sm ooth surfacesM ; and M J such that pointsy 2 M
approach x exponentially while pointsy 2 M J diverge exponentially from x under the action ofS (existence
of the stabk and unstabk m anifolds);

(2) the rate of convergence (divergence) on the stable (unstable) m anifold is bounded uniform ¥ on M
(uniform hyperbolicity);

(3) the surfaces M ™ vary continuously w rt. x, and the angle between them is not vanishing; under the
action of S the surfacesM ;™ arem apped into the corresponding M SS ; (sm oothness of the stablk and unstabke
m anifolds);

(4) there isa point x which hasa denseorbit n M (the attractor is dense). In this case the system is called
transitive.

In particular, 1) ensures that the system is chaotic; 2), 3) ensure that the system is sn ooth enough so
that the m easure (3) is wellde ned; and 4) ensures that the attractor is dense on M so that there are no
regions of nite volum e that do not contain points visited by the system in stationary state. Note that as
M isocompact and S (x) is an ooth, it follow sthat [ (t)] is sm ooth and bounded, as we assum ed above.

ForAnosov systam s it can be shown, by explicitly constructing a M arkov partition [11,12, 15, 24], that, if
the Initialdata are extracted from theuniform distrbution overM (ie. them icrocanonicaldistribution), the
system reachesexponentially fast a stationary state descrbed by them easure (3), which iscalled ShaiR uelle—
Bowen (SRB)measure. The function ; (p) existsand i isanalyticand convex forp; < p< p, [11,12,15]. If
the system is transitive, dissipative ( 4 > 0) and reversble, p = p; = p and 1 () verdi esthe uctuation
relation [17, 18] In the form (8). T his is the G allavotti-Cohen uctuation theorem .

M oreover, in this case the function ! IogPeq o +) converges to the lim iting large deviation function

1 () descrbing the stationary state and satisfying the uctuation theorem .



1.5 Stochastic system s (in brief)

A ITematively, one can consider a stochastic m odel for a dissipative system . Thiswas rst done by K urchan
B5], who considered a Langevin system in presence of a dissipative force. He showed that Eq. (10) holds
also in this case rany nietine , and studied the conditions under which it converges to a wellde ned
lim iting distrdbution. It tums out again that the m ain requirem ents are som e an oothness properties (see
also [36] for a discussion) and the existence of a gap In the spectrum of the FokkerP lanck operator. The
latter requirem ent in plies that the probability distribution describing the system converges exponentially
fast to the equilbrium distrbution and that correlation fiinctions decay exponentially, and can be considered
as the counterpart of chaoticity in Langevin system s. In the context of stochastic system s, the uctuation
relation was also derived by Lebow itz and Spohn for discrete M arkov processes [37]. E xtensions and di erent
perspectives were given by M aes [38], C rooks [39], Bertini et al. [40, 41], D errida et al. 42], D epken K3].
T he discussion of the stochastic case would require m uch m ore space but is beyond the scope of this paper.

1.6 The chaotic hypothesis: a classofnonequilibrium stationary statesverifying
the wuctuation relation

T he general features that are behind all the existing derivations ofthe uctuation relation are the follow ng:

1) Reversbility: the equations of m otion should be reversible. T his is the sym m etry that is at the basis
ofthe uctuation relation, as it is clear from the derivation in (4), 6);

2) Smoothness: the system must be sm ooth enough, and in particular the phase space contraction rate is
assum ed to be an ooth and bounded; this ensures that p iswellde ned® and bounded and that it exists a
valiep suchthat ;1 )= 1 Porpj> p;

3) Chaoticity: the system m ust be chaotic in the sense ofhaving at least one positive Lyapunov exponent

(for determ inistic system s) or of having a gap In the spectrum of the FokkerP lanck operator (for Langevin

system s); chaoticity im plies that the stationary state is reached exponentially fast and that the function
! IogPey o + ) convergesto a lim iting distrbution 1 ();

4) \E rgodicity" (or transitivity): by this we m ean that the attractor should be dense In phase space, ie.
that the system mustbe abl to visit any nite volum e of tsphase space In stationary state. T he reason why
this property is in portant w ill be discussed below . T his property can be checked, for instance, by looking
at the Lyapunov spectrum , see (44, 45] and references therein.

A 11 these ingredients seem to be In portant for the uctuation relation to hold. It is worth to rem ark
that properties 1)4) cannot, obviously, be directly tested in an experim ent. A s often in physics, we are here
m aking hypotheses on the m athem atical properties ofa m odelthat we assum e is able to describe the system
under investigation. From these hypotheses, we then derive som e consequences, in the form of relations
between ocbservables (eg. the uctuation relation), and only the latter are accessble to the experin ent.

A s faras Iknow, orall investigated m odels satisfying 1)4) the uctuation relation hasbeen succesfiilly
veri ed. O n the otherhand, exam plesare known of system sviolating at least one ofthe conditions above and
forwhich the uctuation relation does not hold. If one of the requiram ents above is violated a caseto-case
analysis is needed.

However, it is lkely that experin ental system s are described by m odels that violate som e of the require—
m ents above, In particular the an oothness and ergodicity requirem ents. It is then interesting to investigate
In m ore detailw hat happens in these cases to see if, under less restrictive hypotheses, we can stilldraw som e
general conclusions on how the uctuation relation willbe m odi ed.

In this context, a chaotic hypothesis has been proposed by G allavottiand Cohen [17, 18]: i states that,
even if hypothesis 1)-4) cannot be proven to be satis ed In a strict m athem atical sense, for the purpose of

9N ote that an obvious requirem ent is that ; > 0, ie. that the system is dissipative; otherw ise p is not de ned and the
uctuation relation reduces to the trivialidentity P ( )= P ( ). Thelmi 4 ! 0 isnon trivialaswe w illsee in the follow ing.



com puting the averages of som e particular observables of physical interest, still the system can be thought as
an Anosov system and its invariant m easure can ke assum ed to ke given by Eq.(3).

Tt is worth to stress that, even if we accept the chaotic hypothesis, we should take care in draw ing
consequences from it. T he violation of one ofthe hypotheses above w illbe cbserved if one chooses a suiable
observable, eg. by probing m otion In extrem e regim es (for exam ple, looking at very large deviations of ,
In a sense to be m ade precise below ). Thus, In applying the chaotic hypothesis to a given system , onem ust
take into acocount its peculiarities to avoid contradictions, n the sam e way one uses the ergodic hypothesis
for equilbrium system s: see R7] Por a review .

In the ollow ing, we begin by review ing the evidence In favor of the validity of the uctuation relation
for system that do not violate hypothesis 1)4) in a substantialway; at the sam e tin e we w ill discuss som e
di culties that are encountered when trying to experin entally verify the uctuation relation. Then we will
discuss som e classes of system s In which one am ong 1)-4) isnot true and discuss what m ight happen in these
cases.

2 Veri cation ofthe uctuation relation in reversible, sm ocoth and
chaotic system s

F irst ofall, we w ish to discuss the di culties that are intrinsically present ifone w ishesto test the uctuation
relation. At the end of this section, we w ill review the num erical sin ulations that attem pted to verify the

uctuation relation in system s that are not proven to satisfy requirem ents 1)-4) of section 1.6, but at least
do not seem to violate them in a substantialway.

So lt us assum e Por the m om ent that the system under investigation veri es the hypotheses of the

uctuation theorem (for instance, it is a reversble Anosov system ), but we want to test the uctuation
relation num erically (to debug our program ).

Them ain problem isthat to test Eq. (8) we need to observe (m any) negative uctuationsof  for lJarge

. To be precise, one should construct the fiinction @) =  ogP @ . ) and check that it is independent of
in a given intervalofp. Ifthis ntervalcontainsp = 0, one can test the uctuation relation in this interval.
T his is very in portant to guarantee that preasym ptotic e ects can be neglected.

In general, w ill be proportional to the num ber of degrees of freedom (it is extensive). The system
has to be dissipative, ie. the average ; must be positive, otherw ise the uctuation relation is trivial. This
m eans that the maxinum ofP ( ) (or equivalently of the function (©) de ned above) will be assum ed
close to = 4 (orp= =, = 1). The fact that is extensive in plies that in general ; @) / N,
where N is the num ber of degrees of freedom in the system .

The function ; (o) being convex, the probability to observe a negative value of p will be an aller than
the probabiy ofp= 0. Thuswe can estin ate this probability as

P hegative uctuation] e ' @ : 11)

Thevalueof ; (0) < 0, thusthisprobability w illbe very sm allas longas islarge.M oreover, ;1 (0) / N so
the probability will scale asexp( N ). In general, we havé?, orasmall ., 1 () + = o 'N o, where
o is the m icroscopic characteristic tin e ofthe system and ( is the (adin ensional) phase space contraction
per degree of freedom overa tine (. Finally we have

P hegative uctuation] e (=N o 12)

2.1 Entropy production rate

In m any m odels ofdissipative system s it tums out, by explicit com putation, that the phase space contraction
rate is given by the power dissipated into the system divided by its tem perature, ie. i can be identi ed

105ee the discussion after Eq. (19) and Appendix A in [46] for an explicit com putation in a very sim ple case.



w ith an entropy production rate B7]. This is crucial to de ne an experin entally observable counterpart of
the phase space contraction rate, if one wants to test the uctuation relation.

T he theoretical discussion ofthis identi cation is beyond the scope ofthis paper. So we w ill take a m ore
practicalpoint of view . A ssum e, as In section 1.6, that we are able to build a m odel that we believe isable to
describe the experin ental system we w ish to investigate. W e can then com pute the phase space contraction
rate for this particularm odel. Ifthis quantity tums out to be m easurable in the experin ent, we can use i to
perform a test ofthe uctuation relation. O therw ise, if the phase space contraction rate does not corresoond
to an observable quantity, we cannot use this system to test the uctuation relation. However, this seem s
not to be the case at least for the m odels that have been considered in the literature: it always tumed out
that the phase space contraction rate could be identi ed w ith a m easurable entropy production rate [47].

A coepting this identi cation, we can now give a quantitative estin ate of the probability In (12) In a
physicalexam ple. C onsider an experim ent done on a resistor; we apply a eld E and m easure the current J

ow ing trough the resistor. T he dissipated power isE J and the entropy production isE J=kg T, where T is
the tem perature of the resistor. W e average this quantity overa tine to obtain
Z

1
= : 1
ST dtE J (t) 13)

Tt is clear that the probability of cbserving a spontaneous reversal of the current m ust be very an all. Let
us estin ate it using equation (12). W e consider a resistorwith R = 1k ,acurrent I = 1 mA, and an
Observation tine = 1 s, attemperature T = 300K and w ih a m icroscopic tin e (ie. the tin e between
two collisions of electrons in the resistor) o 10 ®s.Weget =, = 10’ andusingks T 10 ?! J we get
N o= RI? (=kg T = 10°. Thusthe nalresulk is

P hegative uctuation] e Lot (14)

which is clearly too sn allto be observed In an experim ent.
N evertheless, Eq. (12) suggests som e possible strategies to enhance negative uctuations: 1) reduce the
observation tim e; 2) consider a sm aller system ; 3) reduce (. Unfortunately, 1) is Iim ited by the fact that the
uctuation relation hodsonly for arge , ie. 0; SOwe can reduce , but atbest we can use 100
ifwe do not want to observe nie e ects 48, 49]. Note also that in experin ents is strongly constrained
by the acquisition bandw idth. In any case, given that in ourexample N , 10, evenwith =, = 10% we
w ill not gain much. Reducing the system size is a very good idea (put m ight be di cult in experin ents):
for this reason num erical sin ulations to test the uctuation relation are usually done for system sofN < 50
particles. However, In som e cases we m ight be interested In large system s if we want to test the chaotic
hypothesis, as the deviation from A nosov behavior m ight be m ore evident In sm all system s. Finally, we
m Ight try to reduce the entropy production in the system . T his can be done by reducing the strength ofthe
applied eld (theelectric eld in ourexam pl). T here isa problem however: in the lim it of sn alldissipation,
the uctuation relation reduces to the G reen-K ubo relationsthat arewellknown from linear response theory
B0, 51]. Therefore our experin ental test of the uctuation relation w ill reduce to a trivial test of lnear
response theory, up to O E?) corrections. W e will discuss the relation between uctuation relation and
G reen-K ubo relations in the follow ing section.

2.2 Gaussian uctuations and the G reen-K ubo relation

The fact that the uctuation relation reduces to G reen-K ubo relations in the smallE Iim it is disturbing
for the purpose of testing the fom er, but is an in portant check of the consistency of the theory. Indeed,
a good statistical theory of nonequilbrium stationary states should reduce to linear response theory in the
Iim i of am all dissijpation. T he relation between the uctuation relation and G reen-K ubo relations hasbeen
discovered in 29, 30]: in the ©llow Ing we w ill closely ollow the originalderivation of R9].
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2.2.1 The large deviation function of close to equilibrium

C lose to equilbrium the istantaneous entropy production rate has the fom () = EJ ) Bl, 52], as
discussed above, where E is the driving force and J = J=({kg T) is the conjugated ux, see Egq. (13). To
com pute the function ; (o) it is easier to start from its Legendre transform z( ), de ned by

z2 ()= Im ' logtexp| L= maxdy @) p.l: (15)
The function z; () generatesthe connected mom entsof ;usihgEqg. (13), hthelmit ! 1 ,thesehave
the form 1!
de]_
) _ 1 k1 k
z a0 1 1 Im .
B z z 16)
= ( 1F EFIm 7 dty dte hT () NG
' =2 =2
T he connected correlations hJ () i (tare transktionally nvariant due to the stationarity of the

system and decay exponentially in the di erences };  §jdue to chaoticity.
From stationarity it follow s that zl(l) = Ehiiand ashJi= 0 in equilbrium, one has hJ i E and

zl(l) = . E?. Using stationarity and the exponential decay of the connected correlations one has, for
k> 1,
z _, z _,
m o | b ) x ) (=
oz, Tz, ar
= a4y dtx 1hJ (0)J (1) VD I AL
1 1

(k)

and the J1%) are nite HrE ! 0. Thism eans that the z{ EX ork > 1 and

(2)

Z1 ()=zl(1) +2172+OCE3 3 : 18)
Using this result and the relation ; @)=mi [p + 2 ()]one can prove that!?
2 21(3) 3 2
1 P)= JI2>(P 1y (2)+3(P 1P+ zi:= JI2>(P IF+0E& @ 10); 19
273 6 71 273

ie. that ; (o) isapproxinated by a Gaussanup to p 1j 1=E, ie. In an intervalwhose size grow s for
2

E ! 0 R9, 30]. Note that from Eqg. (19) we also have ; (0) ﬁ E? + as anticipated.
Z1

2.2.2 The G reenK ubo relation

Ifthe function ; (o) isgiven by the rstterm In (19), the uctuation relation inm ediately gives

Z
1o 1,0 .
+ = T ) +=h ©i= ZE dthl ©J 0)ic ; 20)
2 2 1
11t is convenient for this com putation to change convention and de ne = 1 f ::22 dt (t); one can check that due to

tim e translation invariance the results are unchanged by the convention used.
12N ote that zl(z) is negative.
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using (17) ork = 2. RecallngthatJ )= J@®)=T, ()= EJ (t) andhJ @)J (0)i. iseven’® in t one obtains
Z 1

hii= dthy (©)J 0)1; (21)

H|®

and to the lowest order in E
Z

hiig = dthI T )ig-o+ O E?) ; ©2)

=1

0

that is exactly the G reen-K ubo relation [BO0].

2.2.3 Extension to m any forces: O nsager reciprocity

P
Ifm any forces are present, we w illhave close to equilbbrium () = ;EiJ; (©); the derivation above can be
1._@)

repeated and from the uctuation relation ; = 5721 , using
X Z
z¥ = h?i = E E ; dthT; ©J5 (0)1 ; ©3)
ij 1
we get
g X 1 X Z 1
+ = Eihjii= 5 EiEj dﬂ'ﬂj_(t)Jj (O)l: (24)
i i3 1
1 R,
De ning the trangport coe cient 35 from hJzi= | 5Ey,and™ Lyy= Ly = 5 7, dthT; )75 0)i, weget
from (24) the relation
gt i i
> =Ly : (25)

However we would Ike to prove directly the G reenK ubo relation i3 = Ljj, and O nsager reciprocity 35 =
5i- This can be done by using the generalized uctuation relation (9) for the pint distrdbution of and J ;
R9,30].UshgEqg. Q) withp= =, and

Z  _
1 =2

hiio o,

a= aJ; @ ; (26)

and perform ing a com putation sin ilar to the one in the previous section (see 29] for the details), we get
Eqg. (23) and the additional relation

hjii= 5 Ej dthji(t)Jj (O)l, (27)
1

which is the G reen-K ubo relation or J; B0]. This implies i3 = Ljj and O nsager reciprocity’™®  i5= 4.

2.3 Summary and a review of num erical results

W e have seen that even in the case of systam s that are guaranteed to verify the uctuation relation, a
num erical or experim ental test m ight be di cul. This is due to the fact that:

fwe wish to verify the uctuation relation indipendently of linear response theory, we have to apply a
large eld, such that the nonlneartem sin (19) are visbl forp  0: otherw ise, if the fuinction 1 ()
isGaussian up to p= 0, the uctuation relation reduces to the G reen-K ubo relation;

13T his sin ply llow s from tim e translation invariance, hJ ( t)J (0)ic = hJ (0)J ( t)ic = hJ ®©)J (0)ic.
MThe equality Lij = Lj; llows from tim e translation invariance, see footnote 13.
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o {(p)
= {(-p) + po,

Figure 2: Two exam ples ofthe fuinction ; (o) m easured in a num erical sin ulation [49]. Open circles: 1 ().
Filled squares: 1 ( p)+ p+ . There are no free param eters. A Gaussian t close to p= 1 is reported as
a full line. D eviations from the G aussian are seen close to p = 0. In the Inset an enlargm ent of the region
w here circles and square overlap, allow ing for a test of the uctuation relation, is reported. It was checked
[49] that In this Intervalofp the function (o) did not depend on , so that i is equalto the true lim iting
fanction ; (). @Ceft) N = 8 Lennard-Jones particles in d = 2 sub fct to a constant roe (electric eld)
w ith periodic boundary conditions and w ith a reversible G aussian them ostat. R ight) Sin ilar system with
N = 20 and d= 3. See [49] for details on the sim ulation.

how ever, ifE islarge, j (0)3j/ E isalso large, and the probability to observe negative events becom es
very an all;

the system sizem ust be am all, otherw ise again j (0)j/ N isJarge: this can pose problem s ifwe expect
the uctuation relation to hold only for Jarge enough N ;

the tine must be large enough orhaving an interval ofp where the finction () does not depend
on ;but if istoo large, again negative values of p are less probable and the interval m ight not
contain p= 0.

D espite these di culties, m any attem pts were m ade to test the uctuation relation in num erical sin u—
Jations of an ooth enough, chaotic and reversible system s which were not guaranteed to strictly satisfy the
requirem ents of section 1.6 [1, 48, 53, 54, 55]. Unfrtunately in m ost ofthese tests the distrbution P ( ) was
found to be G aussian. H ow ever these w orks w ere very usefil for the developm ent of the theoretical concepts
discussed In the previous section, that were Jargely m otivated by the num erical results.

In M9] i was noted that, using Eg.s (19) and (20), i tums out that the non G aussian term In (19) is
proportionalto J:7'E 3 @  1p;this suggested that, keeping xed E to havea small . , one could ncrease
the non G aussian tails of ; (p) by Increasing J1(3) , which is related to the nonlinear part of the transport
coe clent. In a uid of Lennard-Jones lke particles, the nonlinear response is observed to increase on
lowering the tem perature: this fact was exploited in B9] where it was possble to verify the uctuation
relation In a num erical sin ulation on a non G aussian ; (p), sse gure 2. Note that even if the param eters
were carefully chosen, the nite ocorrectionsto the function ;1 (p) had to be taken into acocount to extract
the correct asym ptotic behavior for large . In particular in the case of asymm etric distrdbution the st
order correction for large is a shift of p. T hus one can reduce the error by shifting p in such a way that
themaximum of (o) isassumed np= 1,asweexpectih thelimit ! 1 . See 9, 55] for a detailkd
discussion.
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This problem is gpeci ¢ of system s which adm i a natural equilbrium state and are driven far from
equilbriim by som e perturbation, such as a Lennard-Jones uid. There are however system s (eg. the
N avier-Stokes equations) such that one cannot reach an equilbrium state by tuning som e param eter. For
these system there isno obvious linear response theory, and a test ofthe uctuation relation is stringent even
if the distrbution is found to be G aussian. In the case ofa reversible version of the N avier-Stokes equations
(to which the chaotic hypothesis can be applied), successfiil num erical tests of the uctuation relation were
perfomed in 56, 57, 58].

T he num erical results cited above strongly support the clain that the chaotic hypothesis can be applied
to system s verifying the requirem ents of section 1.6. M oreover a new very e cient m ethod to sam pl large
deviations has been proposed In H9] and applied to test the uctuation relation in som e system s belonging
to this class, w ith very prom ising results.

3 The e ect of singularities: non-sm ooth system s

D espite these successes, a num ber of sim ulations perform ed using di erent ensem bles found apparent viola—
tions of the uctuation relation, see eg. [60] and references therein. T hese violations w here later recognized
to be due to the presence of singularities of the Lennard-Jones potential used in the sin ulation, that were
a ecting the measurem ents In a subtle way [61, 62, 63]. In a system of particles interacting through a
Lennard-Jones potential, the potential energy can be arbirarily large if two particles are close enough to
each other. If energy is conserved, this cannot happen, but i can happen, for nstance, if only the kinetic
energy is kept constant. T his is why violations were ocbserved only when using the isokinetic themm ostat.

Consider the power in gcted into the system by the extemal forcing, W (t), and the heat per uni tim e,
Q (t), dissipated by the them ostat. Energy conservation mpliesQ (t) = W () E-(t),whereE = K +V isthe
totalenergy. T hus if the Jatter is conserved, Q = W , whik ifkinetic energy isconstant, Q (t) = W () V@),
where V (t) is the potential energy in the system . The entropy production rate, (t), can be de ned as

w (©=W (=T oras o (t) = Q (t)=T ; there is no a priori reason for choosing one of the two de nitions.
T he di erence is a total derivative that has zero average In stationary state, so the average ., isuna ected
by the choice.

If one considers a m icroscopic m odel of the system , it tums out that the phase space contraction rate, as
com puted from the equationsofm otion, can be given by any ofthe two de nitionsabove, degpending on w hich
m etric one uses to m easure distances in phase space. In fact, the phase space contraction rate isde ned w ith
respect to a given m etric (x)dx and ifone sw itches from  (x) to (x)e ' ®) the phase space contraction rate
ischanged by ’_, see Appendix A . For nstance, in the case discussed above, the phase space contraction rate is
given by W (t)=T ifone considersthe contraction ofthem easure (E;q)dpdg=e V@ K () 3N T=2)dpdqg,
;) being the m om enta and positions of the particlks, and by Q (t)=T if one considers the contraction of
the volum e m easure dpdqg.

W hat is the e ect of the totalderivative VL-? Ifwe consider the integrated variables,

Z
-1 oo, Yo O, 08)
IfV (9) isa bounded function, ¥ (@3j B ,thedi erencevanishesasl= forlarge . Thishappensuniform Iy
on phase space and it follow s that the large deviation fiinctions of y and o are equal. Thus, for what
concems asym ptotic statem ents such as the uctuation relation, the two de nitions are equivalent. The
uctuation relation does not depend on the m easure one chooses to com pute the phase space contraction
rate, as anticipated In section 1, as long as  is sn ooth and bounded.

3.1 The e ect ofan unbounded total derivative

Let usnow see what happens if the function V is not bounded. The e ect of an unbounded total derivative
term was rstdiscussed n [bl]and [64, 62]. E xtensionsw ere discussed in [63, 65, 36, 66]. Here we w ill follow
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Figure 3: The case of exponential tails. In thiscase y @) = % veri es the uctuation relation for

+ =1,and A = 1,hence P v) = e V. The corresponding fiinction o () coincideswih y () only for
p2 [ 1;3], and does not verify the uctuation relation orp> 1 62, 71.

and extend the derivation In [63]. A s part of the com putation is unpublished, all the details are given in
Appendix D .
W e consider the nom alized variablespy = o =+ andpy = w = .+, Vverifying the relation

P =py ¥ T ; 29)

having de ned the function v{) = V ()= ;). The potential energy is usually bounded from below,
V () B .Asonly di erences ofV m atter, we assum e that B = 0 by a shift ofV , w ithout loss of generality.
W e assum e that py has a wellde ned large deviation function,

P g) e" ™ (30)

and we de ne
Pw=e™"; (31)

the probability distrioution ofboth v;, ve 0.

W e assum e that py , vi and ve are independent; this ollow s from the chaotic hypothesis [63], because
for large ,vi/ V (0) and v¢ / V () must be uncorrelated, and py is an integral of a function evaluated
fort2 0; Jwhich is Independent ofV (0);V ( ) form ost tines t. W e have then

Z Z
_ w w ) £@i) £(vg) i ¥ _
P ()= dpw dvydvr e Po e =
z, ° (32)

w ©Po vitve) £(wvi) £(ve) |
’

= 2 dvidvee

0

where we perform ed the integration over py using the delta function and changed variable from vi;r to
viye= . Forlarge we evaluate the integralat the saddle point and we obtain

1 1
0 )= —1gP () max w P vt ve) —[E(vi)+ £(ve)] = 33)

Viive
T he solution ofthe saddle point equations, detailed In A ppendix D , gives the follow Ing asym ptotic behavior:

for superexponential tails, £ (v) Av, > l,onecbtains ¢ (Eg)= w @)+ O ( ) forallpg ;
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for exponential tails, £ (v) Av,weget

8
2w P)I+tAPE P) p<p ;i
Q®Q)=>w(pg) P <p<p:; 34)
w ) AR B) P> ps
where p are de ned by v(v) e )= A,ie. g concdeswih y forp2 [ ;p: ]and outside this

Interval i is given by is contihuation by straight linesw ith slope A.

for subexponential tails, £ ) Av,0< < 1,thevaluiesp arede ned by P 1= 2

2 D 2
_ v @ L 35)
1 A ( 1)
and (
) ' 13
cr= "B P 36)
A o 13 o 13>
forany nite (ie. independent of ) . In the intermm ediate regim e 1Y) 1j<  the saddle

point solution has to be calculated num erically to interpolate between the two regim es. T he function
o (o) tends to zero forany pg 6 1 and coincideswith y only n a anall ntervalaround py = 1,
whose am plitude shrinksto 0 for ! 1 .

for power-law tails, £ v) logv, we get the sam e as above w ith
s
=P 1j= 2 : (37)
o
and
o (o) —ogl o 11 (38)

for g 13> forany nite

In brief, totalderivative term s w ith superexponential tails are irrelevant, whilke exponentialtails give a nite
m odi cation of 5, and subexponentialtailsgive o ! 0 forallpg . Thism akesevident that totalderivatives
m ight have a dram atic e ect.

A ssum e for instance that in the previous exam ple the function y satis esthe uctuation relation. If
V has exponential tails, from Eqg. (34) it ©llow s that the finction  satis esthe uctuation relation only
for pj< mnf ;p: ), whilk for large p the function ¢ @) o (P const, see Fig. 3 for an example.
Even worse, In the case of subexponential or power-aw tails, o satis es the uctuation relation only for
Pi< p,withp ! 1for ! 1 . ThusPrlargeenough the uctuation relation is violated for allp,
see Fig. 4, and 4 @) o ( P! 0. It is nteresting to ram ark that if y is convex, o is not if the tails
are subexponentials.

The case of exponential tails is particularly relevant because In many cases v / V (q), the potential
energy, whose distrdoution has tailse Y, ie. exponentials. Cases in which the tails are subexponentials
m Ight be also relevant or experin ents: for instance the anom alous tails In #, 5, 8] m ight be explained by
this com putation.

32 Removing unbounded total derivatives

T he conclusion of the previous section is that tem s that are apparently sn allm ay a ect dram atically the
large deviations of In presence of singularities. Still the two de nitions of entropy production rate seem a
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Figure 4: The case of power-aw tails. y () isasinh Fig. 3, whik f (v) = 2lg), ie. P (v) v 2. The
function ¢ () is reported for = 3;10;30. mthiscasefor ! 1, o ) ! 0. The uctuation relation
(right panel) isveri ed only forsmallp at small .For = 30onehasp > 0 and the uctuation relation
isnever veri ed. N ote the sim ilarity w ith the curves in Fig.3 ofRef. #].

prioriequivalent from a thermm odynam ic point ofview , and have the sam e average , and the sam em om ents
h ¥ifrany nitek (them om entsbeing related to derivatives in p= 1 of ;1 (o).

How can we identify a priorithe correct m icroscopic de nition of , satisfying eventually the uctuation
relation? A possble prescription has been discussed in [63] and is based on the proof of the uctuation
relation for continuous-tin e system s given in [B4]. The proof isbased on a P oincare’s section m apping the
continuoustin e ow Into a discretetinm em ap. O ne considersa set of tim ing events: for instance, in a system
of hard spheres, the tim es at which tw o particles collide, or, sin ilarly, In Lennard-Jones system s, the tin es
at which the totalpotential energy equals a suitable value Vo. In such a way the ow is reduced to a m ap,
and the proofofthe uctuation theorem form aps [19] can be applied. H ow ever, the P oincare’s section, ie.
the de nition oftim Ing events, has to be chosen carefully, in such a way that the resultingm ap is an A nosov
map. Thishasbeen rigorously done for Anosov owsin [34].

For realistic system s this is clearly very di cul. Anyway, i seem s very natural, if the system has
sihgularities, to choose the tin ing events In such a way that sihgularities are avoided. For instance, if the
potential energy V (t) of the system can becom e In nite In som e points of phase space, one can choose the
tin ing events t, by V (&, ) = Vp. In the exam ple of the previous section, Eq. (28), the two de nitions of
becom e equivalent on the P oincare’s section. M ore generally, if sihgularities are avoided by the P oincare’s
section, allpossble de nitions of the phase space contraction rate (t) di er by a bounded total derivative
which gives no contrbution in the Imi ! 1 .

In this way we can ram ove the ambiguity on the de niion of , at lkrast n the Imi ! 1 . Note
that this prescription does not guarantee that the phase space contraction for the discrete-tin e system is
bounded. T he possible valies of the latter quantity are given by

1 Ztn+l

" e § . ©dt ; 39)
and if (t) is not Integrable close to a singularity , can be unbounded. This happens clearly if (t) /
t %) , < 1,forashgularityty 2 [, ;t+1]. In m ost interesting applications, eg. driven Lennard-Jones
system s In contact w ith a them ostat, it is possible to show that y isbounded on allphase space, so that
the singularities com e only from the total derivative and are cbviously Integrable as In (28). In these cases
the prescription on the Poincare’s section is enough to rem ove shhgularities, and if the system veri es the
conditions 1), 3), 4) of section 1.6, ie. it is reversble, chaotic and has a dense attractor, the uctuation
relation is expected to hold from the chaotic hypothesis.
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3.3 A proposal for data analysis in presence of singular term s

To summ arize, singularities m ight have In portant e ects but these can be controlled, follow Ing the com pu-
tation and the prescription of the previous sections.

F irst of all we note that the presence of unbounded tem s is m anifested by anom alous tails in 1 (o),
exponentials or possbily subexponentials. Tt m ight also be m anifested by the fact that 1 (o) is not convex.
A ttothetailsofthemeasured ; (p) allow s to guess the behavior of the tails of the shgular temm , as the
behaviorof ;1 (o) for lJarge p is the sam e as the behavior of f (v) for large v.

A ssum e that we have perform ed an experin ent or a num erical sin ulation whose output is a very long
tine trace (), t2 [0;T ], where one has chosen a de nition of (t) in term s of work, heat, etc. The usual
procedure to verify the uctuation relation isto x a tine delay , and integrate (t) over subsequent

segm ents of the tra fctory to cbtain values of = 1 tzOJr (t)dt. O ne then constructs the histogram
P ( ) and the function ; (o) which isused to test the uctuation relation.

In presence of singularities, the procedure m ust be m odi ed as ollow s:

One de nes In a suitable way® a set of tin ing events on the trafctory, t,, such that () is not
shgular for t = t,, and that the average di erence between two subsequent tin ing events is nite,

0= Hn+r  Hi< 1.

One xesa delay k and constructs values of

= —— dt @ : (40)

T hen one constructs the histogram R ( ) and the large deviation function () = k 1 IogPyx P +),
where . = h i; the lJatter can be used to test the uctuation relation in the Imitk ! 1 .

If the system is reversible, chaotic and has a dense attractor, the function () should have a nite lin it
that w ill be convex and verify the uctuation relation (8) for large k, according to the chaotic hypothesis.
Then, to check the consistency of the analysis, one can recom pute the original large deviation function
1 (). Indeed a guess on the tails of the function vi;r can be done by looking at the tails of the function
1 (p), because aswe discussed above the two functions have the sam e tails. U sing this guess, one can apply
the form ulas of section 3.1 and check the selfconsistency of the analysis.
T he analysis of this section hasbeen con m ed in som e cases by num erical sin ulations @48, 49, 67], and
experim entally [7], and seem s prom ising to interpret recent experin ents on turbulent system s |4, 5].
Unfrtunately, if is not integrable between two tin Ing events, ie. (39) is not bounded, at present no
general statem ent can be m ade. However this seem s to be a very pathological case which should not be
realized In m ost physical exam ples.

4 On the convergence of the transient uctuation relation to the
stationary state uctuation relation

A swe discussed in the introduction, even if  m ay seem that the transient uctuation relation im plies the
uctuation relation for stationary state n the Iimi ! 1 , this is not the case n general. T he transient
uctuation relation holds in greater generality than the stationary state uctuation relation. In this section

wew illdiscuss som e exam plesthat w illhighlight the in portance ofthe properties of chaoticity and tran sitivity
(ie. the property that the attractor is dense In phase space) to ensure the validity ofthe uctuation relation.

150 ne should take care here in order to avoid introducing biases in the sam pling of y (I thank A .Puglisi for this rem ark).
For a system of particles one can for instance de ne as tin ing events the instants where a (suitably de ned) \collision" takes
place. If one is able to identify the source of singularities, ie. what is the term in the phase space contraction rate that gives
unbounded contributions to , better Poincare’s sections can be eventually constructed.
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Aswe said In the introduction, chaoticiy is in portant because it guarantees that initial data sam pled
w ith respect to the volum e m easure produce tra fctories converging fast enough to the stationary state.
Indeed, In experin ents the system is often prepared at equilbrium , then the driving force is tumed on and
the system is let evolve tow ard the stationary state. If convergence to the stationary state is not fast enough,
the observed tra ectoriesm ight not be representative of the real stationary state, and confusing resultsm ay
be obtained.

4.1 Exam plesofsystem ssuch that Py does not converge to the stationary state
distribution

411 A sinpleexample

A very sinple exam ple in which the distrdbution P4 does not converge to the stationary state distribution
hasbeen given in 33]. In this exam ple the transient uctuation relation holds forany nitetime , nhcliding
the ! 1 Iim i, forPeq, but the real stationary state distribution trivially violates the uctuation relation.

T he m odel describes a free particle evolving In two din ensions under the action of a constant force E
and of a them ostatting force kegping its kinetic energy constant. If p is the m om entum of the particle, its
massisland we x pF = 1,the equation ofm otion are

p=E E pp; 41)
and introducing theangke by p E = E cos ,whereE = £ j we can write the equation for
—= Esh : @z2)

The dissipated powerisgiven by W (t) = E p@k) = E cos () and is equalto the entropy production rate,
the \tem perature" pF behg equalto 1. Note that W (t) = d—=d is the phase space contraction rate or
Eqg. (42).

T he equation ofm otion (42) with initialdatum ( is easily solved,

©

tan— = e ®ftan— : 43)
2 2
T he entropy production rate over the tra gctory is given by, de ning s(t) = tan ()=2,
Z Z Z
1 B cos (b) 1 d
=>- dtEcos )= - db——-= = —
0 0 E sin () tan
° (44)
_olysh O 1 1+s5
an v e = sz’

and i is easy to see that 2 [ E;E]
The distribution P, ( ) is computed inposing uniform distrbution over the inital data . Then,
nverting (44) to express sy as a function of , we have

P ( )_ 1 d 0o _ 1 dSo _ N 1 . (45)
ed 2 d 4 so @1+ S%)d 4tj e © ) NI e E+ ) )
Itjseasytodled<ﬂ1atthjsdjstﬁbutjonveriesPeq( )= e Peq( ) forany nite tin e and that in the

Imit ! 1 wehave orp= =£ 2 ( 1;1),
1 p 1
& )= ]lIﬂl —bgPqu?E):E?i (46)

suchthat® ) S ( p)= Ep= .p, ie. the lin iting distrdution veri es the uctuation relation.
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T he stationary state correspondsto = 0, then s= 0 and = E ; thus the distrdbution
Pe( )= ( E) 47)

trivially violates the uctuation relation.

4.1.2 Another simn ple exam ple

In the previous exam pl the stationary state function ; (o) does not exist because P, is singular. One
m ight argue that this pathology is responsible forthe di erencebetween ; and € . However this is not the
case. Consider as an exam plk'® a system whose state variablk is an ndependent pair ; ) with evolvhg
according to (42), and x describing a reversible Anosov system . T he phase space contraction rate is

x; )=E cos + *&); (48)
R
where * (x) is the contraction rate of the Anosov system . T he distribution of = 1 o AtE cos (t) +
* (x (£))] is given, if initial data are sam pled according to the volum e m easure, by
Z
Peg( )= d *Py( )P (%) 49)

wih P, given by (45). Given that both P, and PJ, verify the transient uctuation relation (10), i
follow s easily that Peq () verd esthe sam e relation forany nite and consequently the lim it distribution
S @) =lm 1 IogPeq o +) veri esthe uctuation relation. Conversely, the distribution in stationary
state is

Z Z

and, given that P2 veri es the uctuation relation, it is easy to see that the relation is not veri ed by

Pst( ), netther or nite norin thelmi ! 1 (this statem ent can be checked for instance assum ing
that P& is a G aussian).
To summ arize, In this exam pl the distribution ! IogPq () converges fast enough to a lin iting

distrdbution € (p) verifying the uctuation relation. The true distribution ; () = lin | YIogPe ()
exists, is analytic, but isdi erent from § (p) and in particular does not verify the uctuation relation.

T hisexam ple show sthat the lin iting procedure involved in passing from the transient uctuation relation
to the stationary state uctuation relation is very subtle. In this exam ple nothing seem s to go wrong, all
the functions are sm ooth and convergence is fast, but the true stationary state distribution is di erent from
the lin it of the distribution P.y. This kind of subtlety is peculiar to systam s that do not display a chaotic
behavior at Jeast on som e subset of the state variables'’, and m ight be very di cult to detect in a num erical
experim ent.

4.2 Hidden tin e scales

T he strange behavior of the exam ples above can be related to the existence of a hidden very large tin e
scale!®. This tin e scale can be reveald by adding a sn allnoise tem ofvariance " to Eq. (42). In presence
ofthe noise, the systam isable to explore the fill phase space and the uctuation relation holds in stationary
state orany nie ".However, nthelimit " ! 0,thetineneeded is » &~ .For « the uctuation

16T his exam ple was suggested by F Bonetto. A very sin ilar exam ple was discussed in A ppendix A 1 of [45].

17N ote that the system is chaotic in the sense of having at least one positive Lyapunov exponent, but the attracting set is
not dense in the phase space (x; ) being concentrated on = 0.

18T he content of this section is based on ideas of J.K urchan [68].
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relation is violated, while for v It isrecovered. Clearly n thelmi"! 0, » ! 1 andthe uctuation
relation isviolated forall in stationary state [68].

A sa sin plk exam ple we consider a tw o-state system describbed by a soin variable s 2 £ 1;1g. The initial
spin is chosen from P (sg) / €50, then the transition rate K (s¢;sw 1) is proportionalto ePser:  J(Seise 1)

where J#; )= 1and J = 0 othemwise, ie. J(s;t) = s+ t; . Then the probability of a trafctory
s= (so; ) isgiven by
P [s] / eh tho St Zt: 01 J (stiSe+ 1) ; (51)
ie. the dynam ical system '° corresponds to a one-dim ensional Ising chain where only pairs (+; ) give a
contribution 1 to the energy.
D e ne the tin e reversed trafctory s= ( s; 0}; tsen
PEl=e *XZeo%pgl=e  FP[]; (52)

and this in plies the uctuation relation for the distribution of

2h X
sl= — St 5 (53)
t=0
forany nie
For in nite the transition +; ) is forbidden: therefore, in stationary state only the tra gctory s =
+;+; ;t) Ispossble. ThusP) = ( 2h) and i does not verify the uctuation relation, as In
the exam ples discussed above. N ote that transient tra gctories ofthe form ( ; 5 gt ;+) areallowed,

if initial data are extracted according to P (sp) / €°%, and the relation (52) holds for these transient
tra pctories. T hen the transient uctuation relation holds forPeq also for = 1 atany nite , and in the
Iimit ! 1 .Thisisexactly the sam e situation we already discussed In section 4.1 .1.

The lm it of very largebut nite isparticularly interesting: in this lim i, the Ising chain (51) develops
a large correlation length. Consider a segm ent of tra ctory of length ‘ beginning wih + . The segm ent
+; ;+ ) has probability O (1). Segm ents ending In the state have at least one Interface (+; ) which
can be everyw here in V, then their probability is ‘e . Therefore if one wants to cbserve a Jimp +; )
the segm ent of tra fctory m ust have length * e . This is the tin e we need to wait if we want to cbserve
a Jmp to the state  which is needed to observe the uctuation relation. W e conclude that if e the
uctuation relation w illbe violated, while if e it willbe veri ed.

Inthelimi ! 1 ,the tine scale diverges and this is why the uctuation relation is violated also In
thelmi ! 1 :thelimits ! 1 and ! 1 cannotbe exchanged [68].

4.3 Transitive A xiom C attractors

The system (48) is a particular case of a m ore generic situation in which the m otion of the system on is
attractor can be described by a transitive Anosov system . If the system is reversble, and there is a unique
attractor A, and a unique repeller A  (ie. an attractor for the tin ereversed dynam ics), the system is
called an Axiom C systeam . D etails can be found in @5, 44].

An extended version of the chaotic hypothesis is that, if the attracting set is not dense in phase space,
the system can ke regarded as an Axiom C system , ie. the motion on the attracting set is descrioed by
an Anosov system , at last for the purpose of com puting the physically interesting quantities. The SRB
m easure describing the stationary state will be given by an expression sim ilar to (3), wih the expansion
rates com puted on the attractor, tin es a \delta function" enforcing the constraint that the system is on the
attractor.

19T he reason why we call (51) a dynam ical system is that the SRB m easure becom es a G bbs m easure for an Ising chain
when com puted on a M arkov partition. T herefore (51) is one of the sim plest m easures of the form (3). A ltematively one can
think to this system as a M arkov process.
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In such system s, the phase space contraction rate can be w ritten as in (48):
®= a&+ &) 54)

where , (%) describesthe phase space contraction rate on the attractor,while , (x) descrbesthepartwhich
is orthogonal to the attractor. O ne could then be interested in m easuring the uctuation of , (x) to test
the extended chaotic hypothesis, that inplies that P ( » ) veri es the uctuation relation. Unfortunately,
In general the attractor will be a com plicated m anifold and the explicit construction of  (x) m ight be
Inpossble. In particular, while () is related to the entropy production rate, it is not obvious to relate
a () to an experim entally accessible quantity.

A possble strategy to access a (X), that works under som e additional hypothesis, has been proposed
In [45, 44]. UnPrtunately for the m om ent a num erical veri cation of this proposal is not possible due to
prohibitive com putational costs [49], so we w ill not discuss thism atter in m ore detail here.

44 Summ ary

W e discussed som e exam ples In which the transient uctuation relation holds but the stationary state uc—
tuation relation is violated. T his is due to the fact that (@ subset of the) system is not chaotic, and m ight
be related to a diverging \hidden" tin e scale w hose existence can be revealed by adding a sn allnoise [68].

5 TIrreversible system s

In the previous section we discussed som e possible violation and/orm odi cation ofthe uctuation relation
for system s that violate the requirem ents of sm oothness, chaoticity and ergodicity/transitivity. The last
Ingredient which is required, as discussed in section 1.6, is the requirem ent of reversibility. T his requirem ent
is crucial: indeed, we see from Eqg. (6) that the uctuation relation com pares the probability of tra gctories
x (t) having positive entropy production rate w ith the probability of their tin e reversed Ix (t) having negative
entropy production rate. Ifthe systam isnot reversble, nothing guarantees that the latter exist: the entropy
production could be alvays positive and obviously Eq. (6) does not m ake sense in this case.

5.1 Reversible and irreversible m odels

W e willnow discuss som e exam ples [45, 69, 70] in which one can construct two m odels, one reversbl and
the other irreversible, that seem s to describe the sam e physical system . W e w ill see that the result for the
large deviation finction of the glblal entropy production rate, 1 (o), is very di erent. W e w ill then discuss
In what sense the two m odels m ight be equivalent.

5.1.1 Reversible G aussian them ostat and constant friction therm ostat

A class of reversble m odels which is believed to describe nonequilbrium system s are based on G aussian
therm ostats. C onsider a system ofparticles described by their position and m om enta (o;;q;) w ith equations
ofm otion
mae = Pi;
oIt GV @+ Fi@ Pip; :

Here V () is the potential energy of interaction between particles, and F (q) represents an extemal driving
force that does not derive from a potential and incts energy jl’lPtO the system . The G aussian m ultiplier
2

(55)

(;q) isde ned by the condition that the totalenergy H (o;q) = i fm + V (@), or the kinetic tem perature
2
T ) = N—ld ii—l, are constant. In the fom er case one has
P
P @)
©iq) = ——: (56)
iPi
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M odels belonging to this class are often used to m odel electric conduction??, shear ow, heat ow, and so
on, seeeg. Pl] fora review . T he equations (55) are reversible, the tin e reversalbeing simply I (o (t);q(t)) =
( p( B;al ).

T he phase space contraction rate for this equation is easily com puted and gives

P
X dp  dg . LGFi @ W (p;q)
— =Nd @ © = =+ = ; 57
dp; | dg EiArON D= g Jpi=m T @ ©7

i) =
where W (p;q) is the power inected by the extemal force. This resul is an exam ple of the identi cation
betw een phase space contraction rate and entropy production rate we already discussed?? .

T he G aussian mti;tj_p]jer (©;9) is a quantity O (1) in the them odynam ic lim i, and we expect its uc-
tuations to be O (1= N ). Therefore, In the them odynam ic lim i, we can replce (p;q) by is average
= h (p;9)i, In the equation ofm otion (55):

ma= Pis

(58)
Bi= &V @+ Fi@ B

But ifwe do this, the new equations are not reversble! M oreover, the phase space contraction rate is now

(©;9) = N d and isalwayspositive, so certainly the uctuation relation doesnot hold forthisquantiy. W e
can ask w hether the phase space contraction rate ofthe reversibke equations, given by (57) and identi ed w ith
the entropy production rate, still veri es the uctuation relation if studied using the irreversible equations
ofm otion (58). This is not the case. W e have, from the de nition ofH ,

da X X p?
- = 'Fi == : 59
ot ) aF; @) m 69)

U sing this relation, Eq. (57) becom es

;) =Nd + <, (60)

i T () dt ~
The rsttem isalwayspositive. For large N , the second temm averaged overa tine is roughly equalto
lWi)i and willvanish or ! 1 ifH is bounded??. Therefore the ntegralof (o;q) i (57) is always

positive for large , and the uctuation relation cannot hold for this quantity.

W e conclude that the lJarge deviations of (p;q) are di erent In the two cases, and in the irreversible case
do not verify the uctuation relation.

T his is not surprising, sihce (o;9) is a gblal quantity, and it is well known in equilbrium statistical
m echanics that globalquantities can have very di erent behavior if com puted in di erent ensem bles?.

Instead, the two equations (55) and (58) m ight be equivalent for the purpose of com puting properties of
Icalobservables, ie. quatities that depend only on the particles which are In a an allbox inside the system ,
In the them odynam ic 1im it. Tnh this case the equivalencem ight hold also for large deviations. W e w illdiscuss
this point in the follow ing sections.

201 this case one obtains a reversible version of the D rude m odel.
21N ote that if instead of xing the total energy we x the kinetic tem perature, the value of and change by a tem
av

proportional to %p) o T hus these two ensem bles produce equivalent uctuations of , in the them odynam ic lim it, only if

the potentialV isnot singular. In presence of singularities (e.g. fora Lennard-Jones potential) one has to apply the prescription
discussed in section 3 to rem ove the singular temm . T his hasbeen shown in [@8]. A discussion of the di culties that one has to
face to give a m athem atical proof of the equivalence is in [71].

22 Ifthe function H isnotbounded, the uctuations ofH w illintroduce spurious contributions but stillthe uctuation relation
w illnot hold for (p;q).

23T he sam e happens in equilibrium statisticalm echanics: for instance the globalenergy uctuates in the canonical ensem ble
and obviously does not uctuate in the m icrocanonical ensem ble.
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5.1.2 Turbulence and the N avier-Stokes equations

A nother Interesting exam ple is the case of the N avierStokes equations. T hese equations are not reversble.
However, it hasbeen confctured in [69, 23] that the N avierStokes equations m ight be equivalent, n som e
situations, to reversble equations. T he equivalence is in the sam e spirit discussed in the previous section.
N um erical results supporting this congcture have been given in b6, 57, 58], where the validiy of the
uctuation relation hasbeen num erically veri ed for the reversible equations.
Note that, an argum ent sim ilar to the one discussed In the previous section [/0] leads to the same
conclusion, that the uctuation relation cannot hold for the glolalentropy production in irreversible N avier-
Stokes equations.

5.1.3 The granular gas

T he case of granular gases is particularly illistrative. A granular gas is a system ofm acroscopic particles
(typically of radiusR lmm andmassm 1mg) n a containerofside L interacting via nelastic collisions
(typically w ith restitution coe cientr 08 0:9) and having a large kinetic energy %m 21 mgR,where
g is the acceleration due to gravity. Energy is inected into the system by shaking the box or vibrating one
of its sides. This system behaves lke a gas ofhard particles but dissipation is present due to the inelasticity
of the collisions.

The rst experiment on such a system [B] considered a window of am aller side ‘ inside the box and
measured the ux P of kinetic energy entering the window during a tine lapse . The latter seem ed to
verify a uctuation relation at least oramallp= P =P i. Note that the kinetic energy ux can be w ritten
as

P = E+D ; (61)

where E = E () E (0) is the varation of kinetic energy inside the window, while D is the energy
dissipated into the w ndow by inelastic collisions during tin e

A very reasonable m odel for the inelastic collisions between particles [/2, 73, 65, 70] is to assum e that
the velocity com ponent parallel to the collision axis is rescaled by r, in such a way that the relative variation
of kinetic energy in the collision is1 ¥ > 0. In such a m odel, the dissipation D  is always positie, and
phase space always contracts so that 0. Ik was then recognized [72] that, as D 0 in this m odel,
the uctuation relation cannot hold for P . Indeed, if E were bounded, the large deviation functions of
P and D would coincide in plying that the probability of observing a negative uctuation ofP is zero
for large . However, E isnot bounded, and is probability distrbution has an exponential tail, see the
discussion in [65]; the m ethod described in section 3 can be applied and show s that even ifD 0,P can
have negative uctuations. Thisexplainswhy such uctuationswere observed in B]. T he apparent validity
ofthe uctuation relation observed in B] is probably explained by the an allness of the interval ofp that was
accessble to the experin ent, in such a way that the function ;1 () 1 ( p) appeared as linear n p.

T he conclusion is that the uctuation relation doesnot hold forthe quantitiesD (cbviously) and P (oy
(61) and the results of section 3), at least if the m odel for inelastic collisionsused in [72, 73, 65] is acospted.

O ne can easily construct a m odelof reversibk inelastic collisions, in which in a collision particles can gain
or loose energy, such that on average energy is lost but the dynam ics is reversbl?* . Such a m odel should
give sin ilar results for average quantities but w illgive a di erent result for the large deviations ofP and D ,
which willnow probabily verify the uctuation relation.

52 The tim e scale for reversibility

D i erentm odels, reversb ke or irreversble, give di erent resultswhen one com putes large deviations ofglobal
quantities, and In particular the uctuation relation holds for the reversble m odels but does not hold for
the irreversble ones.

24F . Bonetto, private com m unication.
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Ifwe want to nvestigate the uctuations of the global entropy production rate, we have to ask, given
a physical system on which we are perform ing a m easurem ent, what is the m ore appropriate m athem atical
m odel, between the reversble and the irreversible ones, to descrbe its properties?

Let us discuss this problem for the granular gas we m odeled above. It is reasonable that the real
system is described, at an atom ic level, by reversble equations ofm otion (ie. the New ton equations for the
atom s constituting the m acroscopic particles). In a collisions, the atom s interact in such a way that kinetic
energy ofthe particles is dissipated by heating the tw o particles. M orover sound w aves can be em itted asthe
experin ent is perform ed in air?®. T hus, in principlk, it can happen that tw o particles, w hile colliding, absorb
a sound w ave and/or cool spontaneously In such a way that the kinetic energy is augm ented by the collision .
C learly, the probability of such a process is very sm all: it is of the order of exp( N ), where N 18° is
the num ber of atom s constituting a particlke?® . T hus, on the experin entaltin e scale 0o exp N ) one can
safely neglect this possibility, the system is well described by the m odel in which velocity are rescaled by
r at each collision, and the uctuation relation does not hold. H owever, if one could in aghe to wai fora
tin e oexp N ), the uctuation relation should be observed to hold. In this case the violation of the

uctuation relation is related to a m echanisn very sin ilar to the one discussed in section 4 2, ie. it is related
to an \hidden" diverging tin e scale (the tin e scale on which reversbility of the collisions can be observed).

W hen the tim e scale needed for observe reversbility is not larger that the experin entally accessible tin e
scales, the systam should be well described by reversible m odels.

52.1 A proposal for an experim ent on granular gases

An exam ple ofthis procedure was discussed in [74]. W e considered a tw o din ensionalgranular gas contained
n a box; the bottom of the box is vibbrated while the other sides are xed. This geom etry is di erent from
the one considered n B] w here the whole box is vibrated.

In this situation, a tem perature pro l is established in the system ; kinetic energy is incted at the
bottom and startsto ow trough the system towards the top of the box, being dissipated in the m eanw hile
by nnelastic collisions. The energy dissipated by collisions is again always posiive, and obviously cannot
satisfy the uctuation relation.

However, one can look to a di erent quantity, namely the ow J of energy through a sm all portion
of the system located between two lines at height h, h + . This quantity is not always positive and
cannot be expressed as a positive quantity plus a total derivative, as we did for P in (61l). W e argued
that, In a suitable quastelastic lim it [74], see also [/5], the portion of the system between h, h+ can be
thought asbeing equivalent to a system ofelastic hard particles in contact w ith tw o them ostats at di erent
tem peratures T, , T . This system can be described by a reversble m odel [/4]. T his analysis predicts that
the uctuation relation should hold for J at least in a suiable quasielastic 1im . Tt should be possbl to
verify experin entally (or at least num erically) this prediction.

53 Ensemble equivalence

A s we discussed In the previous section, if one looks at glolbal quantities (eg. in a num erical sim ulation),
the result m ight depend on the details of the m odel which is assum ed to describe well the system under
Investigation. In particular, the choice between a reversble and an irreversible m odel should be m otivated
by a carefiil analysis of the involved tin e scales.

However, this is not so natural. In fact, one of the m ain resuls of equilbrium statisticalm echanics is
that the relation between the interesting observables (pressure, density, energy, ...) are independent of the
particular ensem ble one chooses to describe the system . And Indeed, In a realexperim ent, i isvery di cult
to distinguish between the system under investigation and the surrounding environm ent, and to m ake a

25 Indeed the experim ent is very noisy.
26An argum ent supporting this scaling com es from the ideas of K urchan [68] discussed in section 4. Indeed, uctuations of
the intemal energy of the two particles are O 8 '2 ). W e can consider them as a sm all noise of variance / N ! acting

during the collision; then in the lin it of sm allnoise the tin e scale is = ge1: = oV,
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detailed m odel of the Interaction between them . For Instance, one would clearly like that the result doesnot
depend on the details of the particular device one uses to rem ove heat from the system , and so on.

To avoid such di culties, one should consider the system under investigation as a subsystem ofa larger
system , lncluding the them ostats, and show that the relations between the Interesting observables of the
subsystem do not depend on the details of the m odel one chooses to describe the whole system . Thiswould
also justify the use of phenom enologicalm odels like (55), (58), which are clearly unphysical as one assum es
that there is a \viscous" temm acting on each atom ofthe uid.

P roving equivalence of ensem bles in nonequilbrium ismuch m ore di cul than in equilbbrium , because in
the form er case dynam ics is iIn portant in de ning the ensem bles: asthe SRB m easure (3) explicitely depends
on the dynam ics ofthe system . For this reason no exact results are available, but only con gctures [76, 22, 23]
and argum ents supporting them [71, 77], see In particular [77] for a detailed discussion.

T he equivalence between two di erent nonequilbriim ensem bles can be de ned as follow s. W e consider
as an exam pl the two m odels (55), (58); the equations ofm otion depend on a num ber of param eters, such
as the density of particles, the interaction potentialV (q), the extemal forcing F' () etc.; having xed these
param eters, the m odel (55) depends on the value of the energy E = H (p;q9), while (58) depends on the
valie of . The corresponding ensemblesEg , E are the collection ofthe SRB distributions that describe the
stationary states of (55), (58) at di erent E or , respectively.

Consider now a volum e Vy inside the container V. in which the m odel is de ned, and a sst O (Vo) of
observables Oy, (p;q) that depend only on the positions and m om enta of the particles inside Vj .

The equivalence ofEg , E meansthat in the Im i N;V ! 1 at xed N=V it is possibk to establish a
one-to-one corresoondence between elem ents of By and E  such that the averages of allobservables O 2 O (V)
are equal in corresponding elem ents.

In this exam ple, the elem ent 2 E oorresponding to the element g 2 Eg is de ned by the condition
that Z

E)=h E;xiy = dpdg 5 P;q) ©;9) ; 62)
and conversely the elem ent g corresponding to a given is de ned by

z
E()=HM ;i = dpdg @E;9H @E;q) : (63)

Equivalence of the two ensam bles m eans that for all bcalcbservables Oy, 2 O (Vp) it holds

Iim 1’fDVO (p;q)l E) = Iim mvo (p;q)lE : (64)
; Vv N;jv! 1 ; =N=V

In the case of the two ensambles de ned by (55), (58), the equivalence is supported by the concentration
argum ent discussed above, nam ely that orN ;V ! 1 the uctuationsof (o;q) in the isoenergeticensamble
vanish, see [71, 77] form ore detailed discussions.

53.1 A local uctuation theorem

G ven the de nitions above, i is naturalto try to de ne a local entropy production rate and prove for this
quantity a ocal uctuation theorem . In the exam pl (55), (68), a possible de nition isa localversion of (57):
P

agvo FF1@ Wy, pig) | ©5)
Nad) Py, Pi Ty, @

v, ©7Q) =
Then, the equivalence confcture (64), applied to the average of Oy, (p;q) = e Vo @ (that generates the
probability distrdbution of v,), inplies that the large deviations function vy, @) is the same in the two
ensam bles, In the them odynam ic lim it. In principle this finction can satisfy the uctuation relation (8)
even if one ofthe two ensam bles is irreversble. Thiswould be a very Interesting resul. Unfortunately, from
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the theoretical point of view the problem isvery di cult. A tentative theory hasbeen discussed in [/8] and
a num erical veri cation on a sin ple m odel of coupled m aps has been reported in [79].

In num erical sin ulations of m ore realistic m odels, see eg. [B4], the results are much m ore di cul to
Interpret. A swe discussed In section 2, even in the case of a \perfect" system (ie. an ooth, reversible, and
transitive) the veri cation of the uctuation relation is very di cul as long as the num ber of particls is
biggerthan 20.Takingthelim i ofN ! 1 meansthatone should ook ata subsystem of 10 particlesin
an environm ent of; say, 1000 particles, and this, at present, has prohibitive com putational costs. M oreover
if the volum e V; is too an all, as required by num erical sin ulations, one has to take into acoount nontrivial
term s in the entropy production rate, related to the uxes (of particles, energy, entropy) across the surface
0fVy, see [74] for a tentative discussion of this problem .

O n the otherhand, looking at localquantities is very natural in experin ents, seeeg. R, 3,5, 8]. However
the interpretation of these experin ents is not clear for the m om ent (see [/7] or a tentative interpretation
of R]), especially because the relation between the m easured quantities and the local entropy production is
not straightforward. T he presence of lJarge tails in the m easured distrdbutions suggests also that unbounded
term s are a ecting the m easurem ents; i would be very interesting to try to apply the analysis describbed at
the end of section 3 to these data.

54 Summ ary

The uctuation relation cannot hold, even locally, if the tin e scale to observe reversbility exceeds the
experin entally accessble tin e scale. N evertheless, there are system thatm ight be welldescribed by reversible
equations ofm otion, if this tin e scale is not too large. In these cases the uctuation relation should hold.
C larifying this issue is clearly of findam ental im portance to Interpret experin ents on real nonequilbrium
system s.

Tt is worth to note that even if the uctuation relation does not hold due to irreversibility, this does
not m ean that the chaotic hypothesis does not apply. If the system is chaotic and sm ooth enough, still the
stationary state should be describbed by the SRB m easure (3). It would be very interesting to derive from the
chaotic hypothesis, using the m easure (3), other relations, independent of reversibility, that could be tested
In experin ents.

6 Conclusions
To conclude, we willbrie y summ arize the m ain points discussed in this paper.

1. T he chaotic hypothesis states that the uctuation relation w illbe generically veri ed by m odels that
are reversible, sn ooth, chaotic and transitive.

2. For such m odels, num erical sin ulations have con m ed the validity of these predictions.

3. A test of the uctuation relation, even in m odels verifying the hypotheses above, is m ade di cult
by the necessity of observing negative values of p. In particular, one should check that the function
)= L IogP @ . ) is ndependent of ®rp2 P . The intervalP must contai the origin.

4. Negative uctuations can be enhanced by reducing the system size N, the observation tine , or
the strength of the applied eld. The observation tine cannot be reduced arbitrarily because the
uctuation relation holds only for or o being the characteristic decorrelation tin e of the system .
Eventually we can elim lnate som e nite corrections,eg. by shiftingp in such away that them axin um
of (p) isassumed mp= 1.

5. Ifthe applied eld is so sn allthat the system is close to equilbrium , and if the distrdoution tums out
to be G aussian over the whol accessble interval In p, we are not verifying the uctuation relation,
because in this case i is equivalent to the G reen-K ubo relations.
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6. It is in portant to check notonly that 1 () 1 ( p)/ p,but also that the proportionality constant
is + . The linearity in p could sin ply be due to the sn allness of the accessible intervalP .

7. The presence of singular temm s In (non-am ooth system s) can change dram atically the behavior of

(). These tem s m anifest in anom alous large tails; in these cases the function (p) m ight not be

convex. If these tem s are present, one should rem ove them by applying the procedure discussed In
section 3.

8. For system s that are not chaotic or not transitive any kind of strange behavior can (and has) been
observed. For this reason a test of the uctuation relation is interesting: it supports the validiy ofthe
chaotic hypothesis, ie. that the system is chaotic and transitive (out obviously does not prove these
properties).

9. Ifone looks to the gblalentropy production rate, the uctuation relation w illnot hold for irreversible
system s.

10. However, it is possibl that di erent m odels which are globally reversible or irreversible, m ight be
equivalent when observed on a local scale. If this is the case, a ocal uctuation relation m ight hold
Independently ofthem odel (reversble or irreversible) one chooses to describe the system on large scale.

11. This is very inportant for the interpretation of experim ents. If the results were found to depend
strongly on the details of the m odel, one would have to take into account all the details of the system ,
Including the them ostat, etc.

Hopefully new experin ents w illbe able to clarify the m any open problem s, In particular the last point.
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A Lyapunov exponents and the phase space contraction rate

W e considered a system descrbed by the equation ofmotion x = F (x) where x = (X1 N );xC onsider
a segm ent of trafctory x (£), £t 2 [0; ] (tin e can be continuous or discrete). T he Jacobian m atrix of the
trasform ation dx (0) ! dx( ) is given by

@x; ()

@Si' ) ]1= H 66
& ©] ox; 0) (66)
haselgenvalies s; x (£)], 1= 1; ;N . The Lyapunov exponents can be de ned as
1 . .
ik®]= —logmik©Ij: (67)

T hus positive Lyapunov exponents corresoond to expanding directions, w hile negative exponents corresoond
to contracting directions.
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T he expansion factor is
JKO]= e X 1BOI- jget@s Kk ©LI; (68)

wherethe sum is restricted only to positive exponents and the determ inant is restricted to the unstable
directions (corresponding to the positive exponents). T he contraction factor is

K@= e Zu B0l jdet@s kK (O3 (69)

so that the totalphase space contraction rate is

e FOl-e X B0l Sdet@Syk M= LEKO] KO (70)
Forvery snalltines’ = dtand iiialdatum x we have
@Sy k;dtl= 45+ dt% ; (71)
ij ks ij @XJ ’
so that
. : X @Fik)
jdet@Si; K ©13= 1+ dt —+0 @) ; 72)
and (70) becom es
X eF; )
®) = = r F (x) : (73)
i @Xi
Then i follows 1 Z
kKOl= - dtr F x@) : (74)
0
For the tin e reversed tra fctory x ( t), i is easy to see that
@x; (0) 1
@Si' t]= = Si' \o H 75
5 ( )1 e () @Siyk ©1] (75)

and the sign ofthe Lyapunov exponents are exchanged?®, as it is needed for the derivation of (6).

Finally note that (x) isde ned by ditdx = x)dx. Then, if nstead ofdx we use them easuree ~ ®)dx,
it is easy to see that

1 d
- —e
e " ®dxdt
ie. a change ofm etric changes (x) by a totalderivative.

Ox) = "Wk = @)+ (76)

B The transient uctuation relation

Here we sketch the derivation ofEqg. (10) for them icrocanonicalensemble. The probability Pogf K E)]1= g

is proportional to the volum e Vo of niial data x¢ such that the subsequent tra gctory gives a total phase
space contraction Kk (@{)]= . Then, by de niion of the phase space contraction rate, the volum e of the

set of the nalpomntsx = x( ) willbeV = e Vy. Each pont?® x( ) is the starting point of a tin e~
reversed tra fctory having phase space contraction rate Kk ()] = , S0 the volum e V  is proportional to
the probability Peqf K (t)]1= g, and Eq. (10) ollow s.

27For discrete tin es clearly the follow ing derivation is not possible and one has instead [k (t)]= L Zt:% log jdet@S (x)3.
28N ote that the tim e reversal m ight involve a transform ation U such that U2 = 1, ie. the time reversed trapctory is
Ix () = Ux( t). For instance in the case of an Ham iltonian system one has to change sign to the m om enta. In this case
@S [Ix]= U@S k] ' U and ifv; is an eigenvector of @S [k ]w ith eigenvalue s;, then U v; is an eigenvector of@S [Ix ]w ith eigenvalue
1
s .
290 reventually Ux ( ), butasU 2= 1them ap U conserves volum e.
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C A precise de nition of Anosov system s

An Anosov system isde ned as ollow s R4]. G Iven a com pact, sm ooth and boundarylessm anifold M (phase

space),amap S 2 C2 M ) isan Anosov m ap if:

(1) Forallx 2 M the tangent planeto M in x, Ty, adm isa decom position Ty = TS T}, such that

(2) the planes TS vary continuously w rt. x, ie. the vectors de ning them are continuous finctions of x;

(3) the anglebetween TS and Ty, de ned asthem ininum angle between a vector in TS and a vectorin T,

is not vanishing;

(4) de ning @S the linearization m atrix of S in x,ie.S ®+ v)= S )+ @S (X) v+0%),x2M ,v2 Ty,

2 R small, the planes T$™ are conserved under S, ie. ifv2 TS, then @S x) v2 J;

(5) Prallx 2 M and Prallv 2 TS one has RS &) vy kC j74, while rallv 2 T? one has

RS ®) *vi kg XC %%, 3 Jbeing the nom on Ty, for som e constantsC; > 0;

(6) there is a point x which hasa denseorbit in M .

T he hypotheses above in ply that it is possible to identify two fam ilies of sm ooth m anifoldsM " in M , such

that TJ™ are the tangent plane to M " in x, and such that points on M ° tend to converge exponentially

while pointson M Y tend to diverge exponentially under the action of S .

Thism eansthat oreach x 2 M there isa stablem anibld M $ such that orally 2 M S onehasd (S¥x;S¥y)
kCdx;y), and an unstablem aniold M ? such that orally 2 M ” onehasd (S *x;S *y) kcd&;y),

where d (x;y) isthe distanceon M , seeFig. 1.

D Saddle point equation for the distribution g

T his com putation is reported in fuilldetailas it hasnot been previousl published. T he saddle point equation
corresponding to (33) are

9 + = £%v) ;
Vé o v+ ve) (vi) an
w

o vt ve)= £7(ve)
For large values of its argum ent, £ (v) must be an increasing fiinction, then £°(7) > 0. W e will see that the
saddle point values of v; and v¢ are amall. Then, ifpy > 1, the second equation (77) has no solution3?,

because ;; (oo ) < 0; this means that v¢ will stick to the boundary of the integration region, v¢ = 0.
Conversly, orpy < 1,wehavev; = 0. Fmnally, weget forpy > 1

1
o o) max w W —f(w) ; W o w=£0w); (78)
and orpy > 1
1 0 0
o o) m ax w o + ve) —f£(ve) 5 w o +ve)= £ (ve): (79)

In the follow ing we w ill discuss the behavior orpy > 1, the other case can be discussed in the sam e way.

Superexponential tails
First we assum e that f () Av, > 1,forv! 1, ie. the probability of v decays faster than
exponentially. W e have
w0 W= A(vy) ' 80)
Clarly vimustbesmnallandwegetvi= [ 0 (@ )=2a1"C Y/ 1,and® 5 )= w @)+O0( 1)
forallp.

30T he unconvinced reader can check this statem ent by explicit com putation in sim ple cases.
31N ote that in this case the result is inconsistent w ith the initial hypothesis that v; is lJarge. The com putation has to be
repeated by considering the fullfinction £ (v);we ndvi= ' (9 ' [ O (pg)lstill/ !, thus the result isunchanged.
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E xponential tails
For f (v) Av,weget

g0 W=2a; 61)
A's v; must be posiive, and Vg (oo ) is negative and decreasing on incresing pg , the latter equation has
a solution only if 0 (y) < A, otherwise v = 0. Calling p, the solution of J .) = A, we get
v, = Po p and (
) P< P+ ;
c)= T : (82)
w ©+) AR B) P> Py i

ie. o colncideswih y up top= p: and then i is given by its continuation as a straight line w ith slope
Y (s ). A sinilar resul is obtained forpy < 1.

Subexponential tails
Forfw) Av,0< < 1,the saddl point equation becom es

v? (oo V) = Ia v, . (83)

In addition to the previous solution v; / 1, we can ook Pr a solution such that pg v= 1+ wih
an all. Indeed as V? (1) = 0 the kft hand side willbe sm all, and as v; ) 1 is nite the left hand side
w ill also be an all. W e get then

Yo W) PO 1 w=  ‘'av, ' 84)

and we recallthat ;30 (1) > 0. A graphicalanalysis of the previous equation reveals that i hasno solution
as long aspg < ps ; the value of p, is de ned by the system
(

P 1 w=  'av,';
oo 1 2 85)
w Q)= A | v, ;
w hose solution is easily found )
<P l=wi—i
- . co T ®e)
. Vi = Ta ) N
From the above expression we nd that p+ 1 vy Ea . This is consistent w ith the hypotheses we

m ade above. Note also that v, is Jarge consistently w ith the assum ption that only the large tailof £ (v) is
relevant for this calculation.
Forpg < p; the saddle point equation hasno solution, it Dllowsthatv; = 0Oand ¢ g )= w (g ). For
Po > ps , the equation has two solution. A s discussed above, for nite pg 1 one solution is vy ! while
the otherone isvi g 1 foramall > 0. The lattergivesthemaxinum In (33) while the omerisa
mimum . The value of isgiven by
A o 1!

= — 87)
Pt
Substituting this value nto (33) we get
v%o @) 1 1 2( 1)
o o) > A o 1) A o 1) +0( ) i (88)
ie. o (o) is dom nated by the tailofP (v) and onegets o (g ) ! 0 orallp, .
Forp< 1, changingv; ! ve,weget
8
<1 p = vfi— .
R ®9)
Ve T Ta (1)

31



ie.l p =ps 1 so thatp and p; are symm etrically distrdbbuted around 1, and forpg < p

o o) A ta op) +to(* M) (90)
To summ arize, we obtain two values ofp, p , de ned by P 13= :
1
[00] 1 2
_ w @) : 1)
1 A ( 1)
such that (
0o Po)= w (o) o 13 ©2)
ofo)= A ‘P 13 o 13>
for any nie . In the intermm ediate regin e 1Y) 19< the saddle point solution has to be

calculated num erically to interpolate between the two regin es.

P ow er-law tails
Ifvi;r havepowerdaw tails forlargev, P (V) Vi ,wehave f v) log (v), and the saddle point equations
isforpy > 1

v o W)= ; 93)

Vi

and as before we can expand the lh s. around pg ¥ lastherhs. issnall:

@ W v 1= _ (94)
A solution appears Prpg > py where
s
jol 1=2 o) (95)
Eg.(94) becom es
v, V(g 1)+;=o (96)
w ith solutions r
vi = (pQ2 v i 2 L 42 ©7)

A s before the correct solution is the largest one,

o 1) o 17 z
. = + — 98
Vi ®o) 2 4 4 8
and as before it behaves as )
; I — = 1 99
vifo) B 1ee D) Po 99)
for large (ie. samall ). Substituting v; (g ) In Eq.(78) we get
0o)= w o Vo)) " ogl v; (g )] — gl pp DI+O( Y (100)
N ote how ever that constant shifts of the order of log( )= are present due to the factor 2 in front ofEq.(32)
and from the Gaussian uctuations around the saddlepoint. An empiricalway to nd the constant is to
In pose the continuity of ¢ (g ), ie. o P+r)= w ©:+).From this i Pllows
ofPo)= w o o)) "oglvi pp)=1 w @+ =2)+ § 1+ ): (101)
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A sin ilar calculation can be done forpy < 1 and leads to

g ) — logl Iyo 11 (102)

for arge pg .
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