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Foreword

The statisticalm echanicsofnonequilibrium stationary statesofdissipative system sand,in particular,the

largedeviationsofsom especi�cobservablesattracted a lotofinterestin thepastdecade.Theliteratureon

thisproblem isenourm ousand itisim possibleto givehere a com prehensivelistofreferences.

Partofthisinterestconcentrated on the
uctuation relation,which isa sim plesym m etry property ofthe

large deviationsofthe entropy production rate (related to the dissipated power). The 
uctuation relation

isa param eterlessrelation and isconjectured to hold in som e generality. The discovery ofthisrelation [1]

m otivated m any studies: and experim entsspeci�cally designed to itstesthave been reported on turbulent

hydrodynam ic
ows[2,3,4]and Rayleigh-B�enard convection [5],on liquid crystals[6],on a resistor[7],on

granulargases[8].

Unfortunately,despitethisgreatexperim entale�ort,thesituation isvery confused,m orethan ten years

after [1]. After m any debates, num ericalsim ulations established that the relation holds very generally

forreversible chaotic dissipative system s: while experim entsgave prom ising resultsbutrevealed also som e

di�cultiesin the interpretation ofthe data thatgenerated m any controversies.

Indeed,theapparentgenerality ofthe
uctuation relation led totheideathatitcould betested \blindly"

just by m easuring the 
uctuations of the injected power in som e dissipative system . O n the contrary,

experiencerevealed thatto testthisrelation onehasto facem any di�culties,and thateach experim enthas

to be interpreted by considering itsown speci�cities.

M oreover,when applying the theory to a realphysicalsystem ,one should obviously keep in m ind that

the realsystem doesnotcoincideexactly with the m athem aticalm odelwe useto describeit.So that,even

ifweexpectthatthe theory willwork forthe m athem aticalm odel,itsapplication to the description ofthe

experim entm ightrequirefurthere�orts.

Theaim ofthispaperisto review som eofthesedi�culties,discovered in m orethan onedecadeoftrials,

in the hope thatnew experim entswillbe perform ed allowing to clarify m any aspectsthatare stillpoorly

understood.

However,before turning to this discussion,itis im portantto review the theoreticaldevelopm entsthat

generated the currentinterest in the 
uctuation relation. Indeed,this relation is the m ostaccessible pre-

diction ofa m uch m ore deep theory,and discussing this theory in som e detailwillbe very usefulfor the

interpretation ofthe experim ents.

Iwillfocuson thestationary state(orG allavotti-Cohen)
uctuation relation.Thereareother
uctuation

relations,such asthe (Evans-Searles)transient
uctuation relation,the Jarzynskiequality,and the Crooks


uctuation relation, which hold in m uch m ore generality. These relations have found m any interesting

applications in di�erent �elds,for instance biophysics oflarge m olecules. However they are not directly

related to the ideasdiscussed here.A review ofthese relationsisbeyond the scopeofthispaper.

Everywherein thepaperIwillonly discussthem ain ideas,giving referencesto theoriginalliteraturefor

m oredetailed discussions.

1 W hy should we test the 
uctuation relation?

1.1 D e�nitions

To begin,we will�x som e notations. W e willconsider a dynam icalsystem described by a set ofstate

variablesx = (x1;� � � ;xN )and evolving according to the equation ofm otion _x = F (x).A trajectory ofthe

system generated by an initialdatum x0 willbe indicated by x(t),while segm entsoftrajectory ofduration

� willbe indicated by x(t),i.e.x(t)= fx(t);t2 [t0;t0 + �].G iven an observablewhich isa function ofthe

statex,O (x),wewillindicate the averageovera segm entoftrajectory by

O [x(t)]=
1

�

Z t0+ �

t0

dtO (x(t)); (1)
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and som etim eswewillusethe shorthand notationsO (t)� O (x(t)),and O� � O [x(t)],so that

O � =
1

�

Z t0+ �

t0

dtO (t): (2)

1.2 T he 
uctuation relation

The 
uctuation relation was�rstintroduced in [1].There,a system ofLennard-Jones{likeparticlessubject

to a dissipative force (inducing shear 
ow)and to a therm ostatting m echanism wasinvestigated. The aim

wasto testthe conjecture thatthe nonequilibrium stationary state reached by the system aftera transient

could be described by a probability distribution overthe segm ents oftrajectory x(t) having the following

form 1:

�fx(t)g �
�� 1
u [x(t)]

Z
�
e
� �

P

i;+
�i[x(t)]

Z
: (3)

In thelatterexpression,�u[x(t)]istheexpansion factoroverthetrajectory,related to thesum ofallpositive

Lyapunov exponents com puted on the segm ent x(t) (see Appendix A for a precise de�nition ofallthese

quantities). The norm alization factor is Z =
P

x(t)
�� 1
u [x(t)]. The proposal(3) originated from earlier

studiesofchaosand turbulence [9]and from periodicorbitexpansions[10]

Clearly a discretization in the\spaceoftrajectories" x(t)isneeded to givea precisem athem aticalsense

totheexpression (3).Thisproblem ishighly non trivial:atheoryleadingtoan invariantm easureoftheform

(3),based on M arkov partitionsto discretizephasespace,wasdeveloped in [11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19],

see also [20,21,22,23,24]and in particular[25,26]forlesstechnicaldiscussionsand [27]fora nice recent

review ofthisproblem . In thiscontextthe m easure (3),seen asa m easure on phase space2 �(x),iscalled

Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen (SRB)m easure.

Thesystem studied in [1]wasdescribed by reversible equationsofm otion.Then,itisstraightforward to

show [1,17,18,19]that,ifIx(t)isthe tim e-reversed ofx(t),

�fx(t)g

�fIx(t)g
=

e
� �

P

i;+
�i[x(t)]

e
� �

P

i;+
�i[Ix(t)]

=
e
� �

P

i;+
�i[x(t)]

e
�

P

i;�
�i[x(t)]

= e
� �

P

i
�i[x(t)]� e

��[x(t)]
; (4)

using the sym m etry properties of the Lyapunov exponents under tim e-reversal, i.e.
P

i;+
�i[Ix(t)] =

�
P

i;�
�i[x(t)],seeAppendix A.

In (4)the phase space contraction rate �[x(t)]= �
P

i
�i[x(t)],equalto m inusthe sum ofallLyapunov

exponents,appeared. This quantity can be easily m easured in a num ericalsim ulation,asitis possible to

show (Appendix A)that

�[x(t)]=
1

�

Z �

0

dt�(x(t)); �(x)= � r � F (x); (5)

i.e. �(x) is m inus the divergence ofthe right hand side ofthe equation ofm otion. Its average is �+ �

h�(x)i= h�[x(t)]i.An in�nitesim alvolum edx willevolveaccording to d

dt
dx = � �(x)dx.

Itispossibleto com putetheprobability ofobserving a value�[x(t)]= �,P (�)= P f�[x(t)]= �g.Using

(4)and �[Ix(t)]= � �[x(t)],weget

P (�)=
X

x(t)j�[x(t)]= �

�fx(t)g =
X

x(t)j�[x(t)]= �

e
��
�fIx(t)g = e

��
X

x(t)j�[x(t)]= � �

�fx(t)g = e
��
P (� �): (6)

1The expression (3) has to be intended in the following sense: ifone is able to generate M segm ents xi(t);i= 1;� � � ;M

of trajectory of duration � with uniform probability, then the average of an observable O [x(t)]which is a functionalof the

trajectory can be com puted as
PM

i= 1
O [xi(t)]�fx i(t)g=

PM
i= 1

�fx i(t)g. H owever this is not the case in an experim ent: in this

case the segm ents willbe generated already according to the weight (3) and the average ofan observable m ust be com puted,

as usual,as M �1
P

i= 1
O [xi(t)]. This distinction was not clear in [1]and this generated som e confusion in the subsequent

literature.
2This is done by relating trajectories to initialdata 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 ofthe segm ent x(t);t2 [� �=2;�=2]and the lim it � ! 1 has

to be properly taken.
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Thetim e-reversibility ofthedynam icsand theassum ption (3)im ply thatP (�)should verify the sym m etry

relation (6),which isa �rstexam ple ofa 
uctuation relation and wasobserved to be true in the num erical

sim ulation of[1].

Som erem arksarein orderatthispoint.

1. Eq.(3),and consequently (6),are the leading contributionsto the probability for� ! 1 ,butfor�nite

� correctionsarepresent.

2. As it willbe discussed in detailin the following,if�[x(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 �[x(t)]is

bounded.

3. It can be proven that �+ � 0 under very generalhypotheses [28]. M oreover,if �+ = 0 the SRB

m easure (3)reducesto the volum e m easure3 and the system isatequilibrium . The relation (6)reducesto

P (�)= P (� �).Thusin thefollowing wewillassum ethat�+ > 0 and in thiscasethesystem willbecalled

dissipative [25,27].In thiscasevolum eswillcontracton averageand theSRB m easurewillbeconcentrated

on a setofzero volum ein phasespace.

Underthese hypotheses,de�ning the norm alized variablep = �[x(t)]=� + ,weexpectthatforlarge� the

probability ofp willbe described by a large deviation function,i.e.that4

P (p�+ )� e
��1 (p)+ o(�)

: (7)

As� isbounded,p isalso bounded and for� ! 1 wehavejpj< p�;the valueofp� can beeasily identi�ed

asweexpectthat�1 (p)= � 1 forjpj> p�,i.e.deviationsbiggerthan p� havezero probability5 in thelim it

� ! 1 .

Using (6)and (7)wegetthe following relation [17,18,19]:

De�ning the large deviation function �1 (p)= lim �! 1
1

�
log[P (�[x(t)]= p�+ )],and p

� asthe m axim alvalue

ofjpjfor which �1 (p)> � 1 ,we have

�1 (p)� �1 (� p)= p�+ ; jpj< p
�
: (8)

W ewillreferto theproposition aboveasthe
uctuation relation.Thetwo conditionsthat� islargeand

thatp is bounded are often m isconsidered but are very im portantand should not be forgotten [19]ifone

wantsto avoid erroneousinterpretationsof(8).

By looking atthe sketchy derivation in (6),onerealizesthatthe 
uctuation relation can beextended in

the following way. Consideran observable O [x(t)]thatis even or odd under tim e reversal,i.e. O [x(t)]=

� O [Ix(t)],and the norm alized variable q = O [x(t)]=O+ ,where O + = hO [x(t)]i isthe average ofO in the

stationary state.Considerthe jointprobability P (p;q)� exp��1 (p;q).O necan show [29,30]that

�1 (p;q)� �1 (� p;� q)= p�+ ; jpj< p
�
; jqj< q

�
; (9)

and the sign in (9)m ustbe chosen according to the sign ofO undertim e reversal.Eq.(9)can be extended

to any given num berofobservableshaving de�nite (eventually di�erent)parity undertim e reversal.

The 
uctuation relation attracted a lotofinterestafter [1]because itis a param eter-free relation that

m ight hold in som e generality in nonequilibrium system s. For this reason in the last decade it has been

num erically tested on a lotofdi�erentm odels,often with positive result,and som etim eswith negative or

confusing results.In experim entsthesituation iscom plicated by thepresenceofm any noisesourcesand by

the di�culty to �nd a good m odellization ofthe system underinvestigation.

O ne should keep in m ind that,atleastin this context 6,the m ain theoreticalm otivation to study the


uctuation relation,thatwasalready atthe basisofthe work [1],isto obtain som e insighton the m easure

3O reventually to a m easure which isdense with respect to the volum e,�(dx)= �(x)dx,e.g.the G ibbs distribution.
4By o(�)we m ean a quantity Q � such thatQ �=� ! 0 for� ! 1 .
5N otethattheequality p� = m axj�(x)j=� + isnottruein general;obviously p� � m axj�(x)j=� + isveri�ed,butin generalthe

valueofp� issm allerbecausetheobservation ofp = m axj�(x)j=� + overa very long trajectory requiresthat�(x(t))� m axj�(x)j

foralltalong the trajectory,which isclearly very unlikely and m ighthave zero probability forlarge �.
6A sdiscussed in the foreword,the study ofdi�erent 
uctuation relations isbeyond the scope ofthispaper.
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describing stationary states ofnonequilibrium system . This is clearly a very large class and it is possible

to �nd nonequilibrium system s displaying any kind ofstrange behavior. W e wish to identify a class of

nonequilibrium system ssuch thatthe 
uctuation relation holdsin theirstationary states.

1.3 T he \transient 
uctuation relation"

Subsequently after[1],itwasnoted thatan apparently sim ilar
uctuation relation holdsin greatgenerality.

Nam ely,we can consider,instead ofsegm ents oftrajectory drawn from the stationary state distribution,

segm entsoriginating from initialdata extracted from an equilibrium distribution (e.g. the m icrocanonical

one).In otherwords,we extractinitialdata according to an equilibrium distribution and then evolvethem

using the dissipative equation ofm otion. Ifthe equations ofm otion are reversible,it is possible to show

that,ifx(t);t2 [0;�]isthe trajectory starting from x0 = x(0)extracted with the equilibrium distribution

onehas[31]

Peqf�[x(t)]= �g

Peqf�[x(t)]= � �g
= e

��
: (10)

The latterrelation hasbeen called transient
uctuation relation and isvery easy to prove:itfollowsfrom

the de�nition of�,see Appendix B. Itholdsin greatgenerality,notonly forthe m icrocanonicalensem ble

butform any otherequilibrium ensem bles,see [32]fora review7.The fundam entaldi�erence between (10)

and (8)isthatin theform ertrajectoriesaresam pled accordingto theequilibrium distribution oftheirinitial

data,while in the latterthey aresam pled according to the nonequilibrium stationary statedistribution8.

Then one can ask whether the 
uctuation relation (8) can be derived starting from (10). Naively one

could takethe lim it� ! 1 of(10),claim thatthe initialtransientisnegligibleand assum ethat(10)holds

also forthe stationary distribution. However,thisisnotatalltrivial. Depending on the propertiesofthe

system ,theprobability Peq m ightnotconvergeto a wellde�ned probability distribution in thelim it� ! 1 ,

orthe convergencetim e m ightbe very large(practically in�nite),and so on.

Even if�� 1 logPeq(p�+ )convergesfastenough to a sm ooth lim iting function e�1 (p),which willverify the


uctuation relation by (10),thelatterm aybedi�erentfrom thetruefunction �1 (p)describingthestationary

state [33]: indeed the m easure (3) is concentrated on a set ofzero volum e in phase space if�+ > 0,and

m aking statem ents on a set ofzero m easure starting from a set ofinitialdata extracted according to the

volum em easurem ightbe very di�cult.W e willgiveexam plesin section 4.

Understanding in fullgenerality what are the conditions that allow to extractthe 
uctuation relation

(8)from the transientrelation (10)seem sto bea di�culttask and isforthem om entan unsolved problem .

To sim plify the problem and try to understand its m ain features,we can,following [17,18],restrict our

attention to a classofsim pledissipativesystem sforwhich the
uctuation relation can berigorously proved

whithoutm aking referenceto (10),butdirectly from the invariantm easure(3).

1.4 A nosov system s and the 
uctuation theorem : a proof of the 
uctuation

relation

In [17,18]aproofofthe
uctuation relation wasgiven forAnosov system s.Therigorousm athem aticalproof

forAnosov m aps(discretetim e)isin [19],whiletheproofforAnosov 
ows(continuoustim e)hasbeen given

in [34].

Anosov system sare paradigm sofchaotic system s.A precise m athem aticalde�nition isin Appendix C.

Roughly speaking,they are de�ned by a com pact m anifold M (phase space) and a sm ooth (i.e. at least

7To avoid confusion note thatthe pointofview on thissubjectexpressed in [32]and in otherpapersby Evansand coworkers

isvery di�erentfrom the one expressed here.
8Itisinteresting to rem ark thatthe phase space contraction rate isde�ned with respectto a given m easure on phase space,

seeA ppendix A .The
uctuation relation (8),asan asym ptoticstatem entforlarge�,holdsindependently ofthechosen m easure

(at least for sm ooth system s,see section 3),while the transient 
uctuation relation (10) holds for �nite � only ifthe phase

space contraction rate isde�ned with respect to the equilibrium m easure from which one extracts initialdata.
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Figure 1:A pictorialrepresentation ofan Anosov system .In the vicinity ofa pointx 2 M itispossible to

draw twofam iliesofm anifoldsM s;u.Them anifoldspassingthrough x arethestableand unstablem anifolds

ofx,M s;u
x .Undertheaction ofS,them anifoldsM s;u

x arem apped into them anifoldsM
s;u

Sx
passing through

Sx. A pointy 2 M u
x ism apped into a pointSy whose distance from Sx islargerby a factor� �,while a

pointz 2 M s
x ism apped into a pointSz which iscloserto Sx by the sam efactor�.

twice di�erentiable)m ap S(x)acting on x 2 M (the dynam ics),having the following properties,see Fig.1

foran illustration:

(1) Around each x 2 M itispossible to draw two sm ooth surfacesM u
x and M s

x such thatpoints y 2 M s
x

approach x exponentially whilepointsy 2 M u
x divergeexponentially from x undertheaction ofS (existence

ofthe stable and unstable m anifolds);

(2) the rate ofconvergence (divergence) on the stable (unstable) m anifold is bounded uniform ly on M

(uniform hyperbolicity);

(3) the surfacesM s;u
x vary continuously w.r.t. x,and the angle between them is notvanishing;underthe

action ofS thesurfacesM s;u
x arem apped intothecorrespondingM

s;u

Sx
(sm oothnessofthestableand unstable

m anifolds);

(4)thereisa pointx which hasa denseorbitin M (the attractorisdense).In thiscasethesystem iscalled

transitive.

In particular,1) ensuresthatthe system ischaotic;2),3) ensure thatthe system issm ooth enough so

thatthe m easure (3)iswellde�ned;and 4) ensuresthatthe attractorisdense on M so thatthere are no

regionsof�nite volum e thatdo notcontain pointsvisited by the system in stationary state. Note thatas

M iscom pactand S(x)issm ooth,itfollowsthat�[x(t)]issm ooth and bounded,aswe assum ed above.

ForAnosovsystem sitcan beshown,by explicitly constructingaM arkovpartition [11,12,15,24],that,if

theinitialdataareextracted from theuniform distribution overM (i.e.them icrocanonicaldistribution),the

system reachesexponentiallyfastastationarystatedescribed bythem easure(3),which iscalled Sinai-Ruelle-

Bowen (SRB)m easure.Thefunction �1 (p)existsand itisanalyticand convexforp1 < p < p2 [11,12,15].If

thesystem istransitive,dissipative(�+ > 0)and reversible,� p1 = p2 = p� and �1 (p)veri�esthe
uctuation

relation [17,18]in the form (8).Thisisthe Gallavotti-Cohen 
uctuation theorem .

M oreover,in this case the function �� 1 logPeq(p�+ ) convergesto the lim iting large deviation function

�1 (p)describing the stationary state and satisfying the 
uctuation theorem .
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1.5 Stochastic system s (in brief)

Alternatively,onecan considera stochasticm odelfora dissipativesystem .Thiswas�rstdoneby K urchan

[35],who considered a Langevin system in presence ofa dissipative force. He showed thatEq.(10)holds

also in thiscaseforany �nite tim e �,and studied the conditionsunderwhich itconvergesto a wellde�ned

lim iting distribution. It turns out again that the m ain requirem ents are som e sm oothness properties (see

also [36]fora discussion)and the existence ofa gap in the spectrum ofthe Fokker-Planck operator. The

latter requirem entim plies that the probability distribution describing the system convergesexponentially

fasttotheequilibrium distribution and thatcorrelation functionsdecay exponentially,and can beconsidered

asthe counterpartofchaoticity in Langevin system s. In the contextofstochastic system s,the 
uctuation

relation wasalsoderived by Lebowitzand Spohn fordiscreteM arkovprocesses[37].Extensionsand di�erent

perspectives were given by M aes [38],Crooks [39],Bertiniet al.[40,41],Derrida et al.[42],Depken [43].

Thediscussion ofthe stochasticcasewould requirem uch m orespacebutisbeyond the scopeofthispaper.

1.6 T hechaotichypothesis:a classofnonequilibrium stationary statesverifying

the 
uctuation relation

Thegeneralfeaturesthatarebehind alltheexisting derivationsofthe
uctuation relation arethefollowing:

1)R eversibility:the equationsofm otion should be reversible.Thisisthe sym m etry thatisatthe basis

ofthe 
uctuation relation,asitisclearfrom the derivation in (4),(6);

2)Smoothness:the system m ustbe sm ooth enough,and in particularthe phase spacecontraction rateis

assum ed to be sm ooth and bounded;thisensuresthatp iswellde�ned9 and bounded and thatitexistsa

valuep� such that�1 (p)= � 1 forjpj> p�;

3)C haoticity:thesystem m ustbechaoticin thesenseofhaving atleastonepositiveLyapunov exponent

(fordeterm inistic system s)orofhaving a gap in the spectrum ofthe Fokker-Planck operator(forLangevin

system s);chaoticity im plies that the stationary state is reached exponentially fast and that the function

�� 1 logPeq(p�+ )convergesto a lim iting distribution �1 (p);

4)\Ergodicity" (ortransitivity):by thiswe m ean thatthe attractorshould be dense in phasespace,i.e.

thatthesystem m ustbeableto visitany �nitevolum eofitsphasespacein stationary state.Thereason why

thisproperty isim portantwillbe discussed below. Thisproperty can be checked,forinstance,by looking

atthe Lyapunov spectrum ,see[44,45]and referencestherein.

Allthese ingredients seem to be im portant for the 
uctuation relation to hold. It is worth to rem ark

thatproperties1)-4)cannot,obviously,bedirectly tested in an experim ent.Asoften in physics,wearehere

m aking hypotheseson them athem aticalpropertiesofa m odelthatweassum eisableto describethesystem

under investigation. From these hypotheses,we then derive som e consequences,in the form ofrelations

between observables(e.g.the 
uctuation relation),and only the latterareaccessibleto the experim ent.

AsfarasIknow,forallinvestigated m odelssatisfying 1)-4)the
uctuation relation hasbeen succesfully

veri�ed.O n theotherhand,exam plesareknown ofsystem sviolatingatleastoneoftheconditionsaboveand

forwhich the 
uctuation relation doesnothold.Ifone ofthe requirem entsaboveisviolated a case-to-case

analysisisneeded.

However,itislikely thatexperim entalsystem saredescribed by m odelsthatviolatesom eoftherequire-

m entsabove,in particularthe sm oothnessand ergodicity requirem ents.Itisthen interesting to investigate

in m oredetailwhathappensin thesecasesto seeif,underlessrestrictivehypotheses,wecan stilldraw som e

generalconclusionson how the 
uctuation relation willbe m odi�ed.

In thiscontext,a chaotic hypothesishasbeen proposed by G allavottiand Cohen [17,18]:itstatesthat,

even ifhypothesis1)-4) cannotbe proven to be satis�ed in a strictm athem aticalsense,for the purpose of

9N ote that an obvious requirem ent is that �+ > 0,i.e. that the system is dissipative;otherwise p is not de�ned and the


uctuation relation reducesto the trivialidentity P (�)= P (� �).The lim it� + ! 0 isnon trivialaswewillseein the following.
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com puting the averagesofsom e particular observablesofphysicalinterest,stillthe system can be thoughtas

an Anosov system and itsinvariantm easure can be assum ed to be given by Eq.(3).

It is worth to stress that, even ifwe accept the chaotic hypothesis,we should take care in drawing

consequencesfrom it.Theviolation ofoneofthehypothesesabovewillbeobserved ifonechoosesa suitable

observable,e.g. by probing m otion in extrem e regim es(forexam ple,looking atvery large deviationsof�,

in a senseto bem adeprecisebelow).Thus,in applying thechaotichypothesisto a given system ,onem ust

take into accountitspeculiaritiesto avoid contradictions,in the sam e way one usesthe ergodic hypothesis

forequilibrium system s:see[27]fora review.

In the following,we begin by reviewing the evidence in favorofthe validity ofthe 
uctuation relation

forsystem thatdo notviolatehypothesis1)-4)in a substantialway;atthe sam etim e wewilldiscusssom e

di�cultiesthatareencountered when trying to experim entally verify the 
uctuation relation.Then wewill

discusssom eclassesofsystem sin which oneam ong1)-4)isnottrueand discusswhatm ighthappen in these

cases.

2 Veri�cation ofthe 
uctuation relation in reversible,sm ooth and

chaotic system s

Firstofall,wewish todiscussthedi�cultiesthatareintrinsicallypresentifonewishestotestthe
uctuation

relation. Atthe end ofthissection,we willreview the num ericalsim ulationsthatattem pted to verify the


uctuation relation in system sthatare notproven to satisfy requirem ents1)-4)ofsection 1.6,butatleast

do notseem to violatethem in a substantialway.

So let us assum e for the m om ent that the system under investigation veri�es the hypotheses ofthe


uctuation theorem (for instance,it is a reversible Anosov system ),but we want to test the 
uctuation

relation num erically (to debug ourprogram ).

Them ain problem isthatto testEq.(8)weneed to observe(m any)negative
uctuationsof�� forlarge

�.To beprecise,oneshould constructthefunction ��(p)=
1

�
logP (p�+ )and check thatitisindependentof

� in a given intervalofp.Ifthisintervalcontainsp = 0,onecan testthe
uctuation relation in thisinterval.

Thisisvery im portantto guaranteethatpreasym ptotice�ectscan be neglected.

In general,�� willbe proportionalto the num ber ofdegrees offreedom (it is extensive). The system

hasto be dissipative,i.e.theaverage�+ m ustbe positive,otherwisethe
uctuation relation istrivial.This

m eans that the m axim um ofP (��) (or equivalently ofthe function ��(p) de�ned above) willbe assum ed

close to �� = �+ (or p = ��=�+ = 1). The fact that �� is extensive im plies that in general�1 (p)/ N ,

whereN isthe num berofdegreesoffreedom in the system .

The function �1 (p)being convex,the probability to observe a negative value ofp willbe sm allerthan

the probabity ofp = 0.Thuswecan estim atethisprobability as

P [negative
uctuation]� e
��1 (0)

: (11)

Thevalueof�1 (0)< 0,thusthisprobability willbevery sm allaslongas� islarge.M oreover,�1 (0)/ N so

the probability willscaleasexp(� N �).In general,we have10,forsm all�+ ,�1 (0)� �+ = �
� 1
0
N �0,where

�0 isthem icroscopiccharacteristictim e ofthesystem and �0 isthe(adim ensional)phasespacecontraction

perdegreeoffreedom overa tim e �0.Finally wehave

P [negative
uctuation]� e
� (�=�0)N �0 : (12)

2.1 Entropy production rate

In m any m odelsofdissipativesystem sitturnsout,by explicitcom putation,thatthephasespacecontraction

rate is given by the power dissipated into the system divided by its tem perature,i.e. it can be identi�ed

10See the discussion afterEq.(19) and A ppendix A in [46]foran explicitcom putation in a very sim ple case.
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with an entropy production rate [47]. Thisiscrucialto de�ne an experim entally observable counterpartof

the phasespacecontraction rate,ifonewantsto testthe 
uctuation relation.

Thetheoreticaldiscussion ofthisidenti�cation isbeyond thescopeofthispaper.So wewilltakea m ore

practicalpointofview.Assum e,asin section 1.6,thatweareableto build am odelthatwebelieveisableto

describetheexperim entalsystem wewish to investigate.W ecan then com putethephasespacecontraction

rateforthisparticularm odel.Ifthisquantity turnsoutto bem easurablein theexperim ent,wecan useitto

perform a testofthe
uctuation relation.O therwise,ifthephasespacecontraction ratedoesnotcorrespond

to an observable quantity,we cannotuse this system to testthe 
uctuation relation. However,this seem s

notto be the case atleastforthe m odelsthathave been considered in the literature:italwaysturned out

thatthe phasespacecontraction ratecould be identi�ed with a m easurableentropy production rate[47].

Accepting this identi�cation,we can now give a quantitative estim ate ofthe probability in (12) in a

physicalexam ple.Consideran experim entdoneon a resistor;weapply a �eld E and m easurethecurrentJ


owing trough the resistor.Thedissipated powerisE J and theentropy production isE J=kB T,whereT is

the tem peratureofthe resistor.W e averagethisquantity overa tim e � to obtain

�� =
1

�kB T

Z �

0

dtE J(t): (13)

Itisclearthatthe probability ofobserving a spontaneousreversalofthe currentm ustbe very sm all. Let

us estim ate it using equation (12). W e consider a resistor with R = 1 k
,a current I = 1 m A,and an

observation tim e � = 1 �s,attem perature T = 300K and with a m icroscopic tim e (i.e. the tim e between

two collisionsofelectronsin the resistor)�0 � 10� 13s.W e get�=�0 = 107 and using kB T � 10� 21 J weget

N �0 = RI2�0=kB T = 105.Thusthe �nalresultis

P [negative
uctuation]� e
� 10

12

; (14)

which isclearly too sm allto be observed in an experim ent.

Nevertheless,Eq.(12)suggestssom e possible strategiesto enhance negative 
uctuations:1)reduce the

observation tim e;2)considerasm allersystem ;3)reduce�0.Unfortunately,1)islim ited by thefactthatthe


uctuation relation holdsonly forlarge�,i.e.� � �0;so wecan reduce�,butatbestwecan use� � 100�0
ifwedo notwantto observe�nite� e�ects[48,49].Notealso thatin experim ents� isstrongly constrained

by the acquisition bandwidth.In any case,given thatin ourexam ple N �0 � 105,even with �=�0 = 102 we

willnotgain m uch. Reducing the system size isa very good idea (butm ightbe di�cultin experim ents):

forthisreason num ericalsim ulationsto testthe
uctuation relation areusually doneforsystem sofN < 50

particles. However,in som e cases we m ight be interested in large system s ifwe want to test the chaotic

hypothesis,as the deviation from Anosov behavior m ight be m ore evident in sm allsystem s. Finally,we

m ighttry to reducetheentropy production in thesystem .Thiscan bedoneby reducing thestrength ofthe

applied �eld (theelectric�eld in ourexam ple).Thereisaproblem however:in thelim itofsm alldissipation,

the
uctuation relation reducesto theG reen-K uborelationsthatarewellknown from linearresponsetheory

[50,51]. Therefore our experim entaltest ofthe 
uctuation relation willreduce to a trivialtest oflinear

response theory,up to O (E 2) corrections. W e willdiscuss the relation between 
uctuation relation and

G reen-K ubo relationsin the following section.

2.2 G aussian 
uctuations and the G reen-K ubo relation

The fact that the 
uctuation relation reduces to G reen-K ubo relations in the sm allE lim it is disturbing

forthe purpose oftesting the form er,butis an im portantcheck ofthe consistency ofthe theory. Indeed,

a good statisticaltheory ofnonequilibrium stationary statesshould reduce to linearresponse theory in the

lim itofsm alldissipation.Therelation between the 
uctuation relation and G reen-K ubo relationshasbeen

discovered in [29,30]:in the following wewillclosely follow the originalderivation of[29].
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2.2.1 T he large deviation function of� close to equilibrium

Close to equilibrium the istantaneous entropy production rate has the form �(t) = E J (t) [51,52], as

discussed above,where E is the driving force and J = J=(kB T)is the conjugated 
ux,see Eq.(13). To

com pute the function �1 (p)itiseasierto startfrom itsLegendretransform z(�),de�ned by

z1 (�)= � lim
�! 1

�
� 1 loghexp[� ����]i= � m ax

p
[�1 (p)� �p�+ ]: (15)

Thefunction z1 (�)generatestheconnected m om entsof��;using Eq.(13),in thelim it� ! 1 ,thesehave

the form 11

z
(k)
1 �

dkz1

d�k

�
�
�
�
�= 0

= (� 1)k� 1 lim
�! 1

�
k� 1



�
k
�

�

c

= (� 1)k� 1E k lim
�! 1

�
� 1

Z �=2

� �=2

dt1 � � �

Z �=2

� �=2

dtk hJ (t1)� � � J (tk)ic :

(16)

The connected correlations hJ (t1)� � � J (tk)ic are translationally invariant due to the stationarity ofthe

system and decay exponentially in the di�erencesjti� tjjdueto chaoticity.

From stationarity it follows that z
(1)
1 = E hJ i and as hJ i = 0 in equilibrium ,one has hJ i � E and

z
(1)
1 = �+ � E2. Using stationarity and the exponentialdecay ofthe connected correlationsone has,for

k > 1,

lim
�! 1

�
� 1

Z �=2

� �=2

dt1 � � �

Z �=2

� �=2

dtk hJ (t1)� � � J (tk)ic =

=

Z 1

� 1

dt1 � � �

Z 1

� 1

dtk� 1 hJ (0)J (t1)� � � J (tk� 1)ic � J(k)1 ;

(17)

and the J
(k)
1 are�nite forE ! 0.Thism eansthatthe z

(k)
1 � Ek fork > 1 and

z1 (�)= z
(1)

1 �+
z
(2)
1

2
�
2 + O (E 3

�
3): (18)

Using thisresultand the relation �1 (p)= m in�[�p�+ � z1 (�)]onecan provethat
12

�1 (p)=
�2+

2z
(2)
1

(p� 1)2 �
z
(3)
1 �3+

6
�
z
(2)
1

�3(p� 1)3 + :::=
�2+

2z
(2)
1

(p� 1)2 + O (E 3(p� 1)3); (19)

i.e.that�1 (p)isapproxim ated by a G aussian up to jp� 1j� 1=E ,i.e.in an intervalwhose size growsfor

E ! 0 [29,30].Note thatfrom Eq.(19)we also have�1 (0)�
�
2

+

2z
(2)

1

� E2 � �+ asanticipated.

2.2.2 T he G reen-K ubo relation

Ifthe function �1 (p)isgiven by the �rstterm in (19),the
uctuation relation im m ediately gives

�+ = �
1

2
z
(2)

1 ) �+ = h�(t)i=
1

2
E
2

Z 1

� 1

dthJ (t)J (0)ic ; (20)

11It is convenient for this com putation to change convention and de�ne �� = ��1
R �=2

��=2
dt�(t);one can check that due to

tim e translation invariance the resultsare unchanged by the convention used.

12N ote that z
(2)

1 isnegative.
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using (17)fork = 2.Recalling thatJ (t)= J(t)=T,�(t)= E J (t)and hJ (t)J (0)ic iseven
13 in toneobtains

hJi=
E

T

Z 1

0

dthJ(t)J(0)i; (21)

and to the lowestorderin E

hJiE =
E

T

Z 1

0

dthJ(t)J(0)iE = 0 + O (E 2); (22)

thatisexactly the G reen-K ubo relation [50].

2.2.3 Extension to m any forces: O nsager reciprocity

Ifm any forcesarepresent,wewillhavecloseto equilibrium �(t)=
P

i
E iJi(t);thederivation abovecan be

repeated and from the 
uctuation relation �+ = � 1

2
z
(2)
1 ,using

z
(2)

1 = � �h�2�ic = �
X

ij

E iE j

Z 1

� 1

dthJi(t)Jj(0)i; (23)

weget

�+ =
X

i

E ihJii=
1

2

X

ij

E iE j

Z 1

� 1

dthJi(t)Jj(0)i: (24)

De�ning thetransportcoe�cient� ij from hJii=
P

j
�ijE j,and

14 Lij = Lji =
1

2

R1
� 1

dthJi(t)Jj(0)i,weget

from (24)the relation
�ij + �ji

2
= Lij : (25)

Howeverwe would like to provedirectly the G reen-K ubo relation �ij = Lij,and O nsagerreciprocity �ij =

�ji.Thiscan bedoneby using thegeneralized 
uctuation relation (9)forthejointdistribution of� and J i

[29,30].Using Eq.(9)with p = ��=�+ and

q=
1

�hJii

Z �=2

� �=2

dtJi(t); (26)

and perform ing a com putation sim ilar to the one in the previous section (see [29]for the details),we get

Eq.(23)and the additionalrelation

hJii=
1

2

X

j

E j

Z 1

� 1

dthJi(t)Jj(0)i; (27)

which isthe G reen-K ubo relation forJi [50].Thisim plies�ij = Lij and O nsagerreciprocity
14 �ij = �ji.

2.3 Sum m ary and a review ofnum ericalresults

W e have seen that even in the case ofsystem s that are guaranteed to verify the 
uctuation relation,a

num ericalorexperim entaltestm ightbe di�cult.Thisisdue to the factthat:

� ifwewish to verify the
uctuation relation indipendently oflinearresponsetheory,wehaveto apply a

large�eld,such thatthenonlinearterm sin (19)arevisibleforp � 0:otherwise,ifthefunction �1 (p)

isG aussian up to p = 0,the 
uctuation relation reducesto the G reen-K ubo relation;

13Thissim ply followsfrom tim e translation invariance,hJ (� t)J (0)ic = hJ (0)J (� t)ic = hJ (t)J (0)ic.
14The equality Lij = Lji followsfrom tim e translation invariance,see footnote 13.
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Figure2:Twoexam plesofthefunction �1 (p)m easured in a num ericalsim ulation [49].O pen circles:�1 (p).

Filled squares:�1 (� p)+ p�+ . There are no free param eters. A G aussian �tclose to p = 1 isreported as

a fullline. Deviationsfrom the G aussian are seen close to p = 0. In the insetan enlargm entofthe region

where circlesand square overlap,allowing fora testofthe 
uctuation relation,isreported.Itwaschecked

[49]thatin thisintervalofp the function ��(p)did notdepend on �,so thatitisequalto the true lim iting

function �1 (p). (Left) N = 8 Lennard-Jonesparticlesin d = 2 subject to a constantforce (electric �eld)

with periodic boundary conditionsand with a reversibleG aussian therm ostat.(Right)Sim ilarsystem with

N = 20 and d = 3.See [49]fordetailson the sim ulation.

� however,ifE islarge,j�(0)j/ E2 isalso large,and theprobability to observenegativeeventsbecom es

very sm all;

� thesystem sizem ustbesm all,otherwiseagain j�(0)j/ N islarge:thiscan poseproblem sifweexpect

the 
uctuation relation to hold only forlargeenough N ;

� thetim e � m ustbelargeenough forhaving an intervalofp wherethe function ��(p)doesnotdepend

on �;but if� is too large,again negative values ofp are less probable and the intervalm ight not

contain p = 0.

Despite these di�culties,m any attem ptswere m ade to testthe 
uctuation relation in num ericalsim u-

lationsofsm ooth enough,chaotic and reversible system swhich were notguaranteed to strictly satisfy the

requirem entsofsection 1.6 [1,48,53,54,55].Unfortunately in m ostoftheseteststhedistribution P (�)was

found to beG aussian.Howevertheseworkswerevery usefulforthedevelopm entofthetheoreticalconcepts

discussed in the previoussection,thatwerelargely m otivated by the num ericalresults.

In [49]itwasnoted that,using Eq.s(19)and (20),itturns outthatthe non G aussian term in (19)is

proportionalto J
(3)
1 E 3(p� 1)3;thissuggested that,keeping �xed E to havea sm all�+ ,onecould increase

the non G aussian tailsof�1 (p)by increasing J
(3)
1 ,which isrelated to the nonlinearpartofthe transport

coe�cient. In a 
uid ofLennard-Jones like particles,the nonlinear response is observed to increase on

lowering the tem perature: this fact was exploited in [49]where it was possible to verify the 
uctuation

relation in a num ericalsim ulation on a non G aussian �1 (p),see �gure2.Note thateven ifthe param eters

werecarefully chosen,the�nite� correctionsto thefunction �1 (p)had to be taken into accountto extract

the correctasym ptotic behavior for large �. In particular in the case ofasym m etric distribution the �rst

ordercorrection forlarge � isa shiftofp. Thusone can reduce the errorby shifting p in such a way that

the m axim um of��(p) is assum ed in p = 1,aswe expectin the lim it � ! 1 . See [49,55]for a detailed

discussion.
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This problem is speci�c ofsystem s which adm it a naturalequilibrium state and are driven far from

equilibrium by som e perturbation,such as a Lennard-Jones 
uid. There are however system s (e.g. the

Navier-Stokesequations)such thatone cannotreach an equilibrium state by tuning som e param eter. For

thesesystem thereisno obviouslinearresponsetheory,and atestofthe
uctuation relation isstringenteven

ifthedistribution isfound to beG aussian.In thecaseofa reversibleversion oftheNavier-Stokesequations

(to which the chaotichypothesiscan be applied),successfulnum ericaltestsofthe 
uctuation relation were

perform ed in [56,57,58].

Thenum ericalresultscited abovestrongly supporttheclaim thatthechaotichypothesiscan beapplied

to system sverifying the requirem entsofsection 1.6.M oreovera new very e�cientm ethod to sam ple large

deviationshasbeen proposed in [59]and applied to testthe 
uctuation relation in som e system sbelonging

to thisclass,with very prom ising results.

3 T he e�ect ofsingularities: non-sm ooth system s

Despite these successes,a num berofsim ulationsperform ed using di�erentensem blesfound apparentviola-

tionsofthe
uctuation relation,seee.g.[60]and referencestherein.Theseviolationswherelaterrecognized

to be due to the presence ofsingularitiesofthe Lennard-Jonespotentialused in the sim ulation,thatwere

a�ecting the m easurem ents in a subtle way [61,62,63]. In a system ofparticles interacting through a

Lennard-Jonespotential,the potentialenergy can be arbitrarily large iftwo particles are close enough to

each other. Ifenergy isconserved,thiscannothappen,butitcan happen,forinstance,ifonly the kinetic

energy iskeptconstant.Thisiswhy violationswereobserved only when using the isokinetictherm ostat.

Considerthe powerinjected into the system by the externalforcing,W (t),and the heatperunittim e,

Q (t),dissipated by thetherm ostat.Energyconservation im pliesQ (t)= W (t)� _E (t),whereE = K + V isthe

totalenergy.Thusifthelatterisconserved,Q = W ,whileifkineticenergy isconstant,Q (t)= W (t)� _V (t),

where V (t) is the potentialenergy in the system . The entropy production rate,�(t),can be de�ned as

�W (t)= W (t)=T oras�Q (t)= Q (t)=T;there isno a priorireason forchoosing one ofthe two de�nitions.

Thedi�erenceisa totalderivativethathaszero averagein stationary state,so theaverage�+ isuna�ected

by the choice.

Ifoneconsidersa m icroscopicm odelofthesystem ,itturnsoutthatthephasespacecontraction rate,as

com puted from theequationsofm otion,can begiven byanyofthetwode�nitionsabove,dependingon which

m etriconeusesto m easuredistancesin phasespace.In fact,thephasespacecontraction rateisde�ned with

respecttoagiven m etric�(x)dx and ifoneswitchesfrom �(x)to�(x)e � ’(x) thephasespacecontraction rate

ischangedby _’,seeAppendixA.Forinstance,in thecasediscussedabove,thephasespacecontractionrateis

given by W (t)=T ifoneconsidersthecontraction ofthem easure�(p;q)dpdq= e� �V (q)�(K (p)� 3N T=2)dpdq,

(p;q)being the m om enta and positionsofthe particles,and by Q (t)=T ifone considersthe contraction of

the volum em easuredpdq.

W hatisthe e�ectofthe totalderivative _V ? Ifweconsiderthe integrated variables,

�Q � =
1

�

Z �

0

Q (t)

T
= �W � +

V (0)� V (�)

�T
: (28)

IfV (q)isa bounded function,jV (q)j� B ,thedi�erencevanishesas1=� forlarge�.Thishappensuniform ly

on phase space and itfollows thatthe large deviation functions of�W and �Q are equal. Thus,for what

concerns 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,asanticipated in section 1,aslong as� issm ooth and bounded.

3.1 T he e�ect ofan unbounded totalderivative

Letusnow seewhathappensifthefunction V isnotbounded.Thee�ectofan unbounded totalderivative

term was�rstdiscussed in [61]and [64,62].Extensionswerediscussed in [63,65,36,66].Herewewillfollow

14



-9

-8

-7

-6

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

 0

-4 -2  0  2  4  6

z(
p)

p

zW
zQ

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

 4

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5  3  3.5  4

z(
p)

-z
(-

p)

p

zW
zQ

Figure 3: The case ofexponentialtails. In this case �W (p)= �
(p� 1)

2

4
veri�esthe 
uctuation relation for

�+ = 1,and A = 1,hence P (v) = e� v. The corresponding function �Q (p) coincides with �W (p) only for

p 2 [� 1;3],and doesnotverify the 
uctuation relation forp > 1 [62,7].

and extend the derivation in [63]. As partofthe com putation is unpublished,allthe details are given in

Appendix D.

W e considerthe norm alized variablespQ = �Q �=�+ and pW = �W �=�+ ,verifying the relation

pQ = pW +
vi� vf

�
; (29)

having de�ned the function v(t) = V (t)=(T�+ ). The potentialenergy is usually bounded from below,

V (t)� B .Asonly di�erencesofV m atter,weassum ethatB = 0 by a shiftofV ,withoutlossofgenerality.

W e assum ethatpW hasa wellde�ned largedeviation function,

P�(pW )� e
��W (pW )

; (30)

and we de�ne

P (v)= e
� f(v)

; (31)

the probability distribution ofboth vi,vf � 0.

W e assum e thatpW ,vi and vf are independent;this followsfrom the chaotic hypothesis[63],because

forlarge �,vi / V (0)and vf / V (�)m ustbe uncorrelated,and pW isan integralofa function evaluated

fort2 [0;�]which isindependentofV (0);V (�)form osttim est.W e havethen

P�(pQ )=

Z 1

� 1

dpW

Z 1

0

dvidvfe
��W (pW )� f(vi)� f(vf )�

�

pQ � pW �
vi� vf

�

�

=

= �
2

Z 1

0

dvidvfe
��W (pQ � vi+ vf )� f(�vi)� f(�vf ) ;

(32)

where we perform ed the integration over pW using the delta function and changed variable from vi;f to

vi;f=�.Forlarge� weevaluate the integralatthe saddlepointand weobtain

�Q (pQ )=
1

�
logP�(pQ )� m ax

vi;vf

�

�W (pQ � vi+ vf)�
1

�
[f(�vi)+ f(�vf)]

�

: (33)

Thesolution ofthesaddlepointequations,detailed in Appendix D,givesthefollowing asym ptoticbehavior:

� forsuperexponentialtails,f(v)� Av�,�> 1,oneobtains�Q (pQ )= �W (pQ )+ O (�� 1)forallpQ ;
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� forexponentialtails,f(v)� Av,we get

�Q (pQ )=

8
><

>:

�W (p� )+ A(pQ � p� ) p < p� ;

�W (pQ ) p� < p < p+ ;

�W (p+ )� A(pQ � p+ ) p > p+ ;

(34)

where p� are de�ned by �0W (p� )= � A,i.e. �Q coincides with �W for p 2 [p� ;p+ ]and outside this

intervalitisgiven by itscontinuation by straightlineswith slope� A.

� forsubexponentialtails,f(v)� Av�,0 < �< 1,the valuesp� arede�ned by jp� � 1j= �� �
�

1� �

2� � :

�=
2� �

1� �

�
�00W (1)

A�(�� 1)

� 1

�� 2

�
�

1� �

2� � (35)

and

�Q (pQ )=

(

�W (pQ ) jpQ � 1j� �

� A��� 1 jpQ � 1j� jpQ � 1j> 

(36)

forany �nite (i.e. independentof�)
 � �. In the interm ediate regim e � � jpQ � 1j< 
 the saddle

pointsolution hasto be calculated num erically to interpolate between the two regim es.The function

�Q (pQ )tends to zero forany pQ 6= 1 and coincideswith �W only in a sm allintervalaround pQ = 1,

whoseam plitude shrinksto 0 for� ! 1 .

� forpower-law tails,f(v)� �logv,wegetthe sam easabovewith

�= jp� � 1j= 2

s

�
�

��00
W
(1)

: (37)

and

�Q (pQ )� �
�

�
log[�jpQ � 1j] (38)

forjpQ � 1j> 
 forany �nite 
.

In brief,totalderivativeterm swith superexponentialtailsareirrelevant,whileexponentialtailsgivea �nite

m odi�cation of�Q ,and subexponentialtailsgive�Q ! 0forallpQ .Thism akesevidentthattotalderivatives

m ighthavea dram atice�ect.

Assum e forinstance thatin the previousexam ple the function �W satis�esthe 
uctuation relation. If

V hasexponentialtails,from Eq.(34)itfollowsthatthe function �Q satis�esthe 
uctuation relation only

for jpj< m in(p� ;p+ ),while for large p the function �Q (p)� �Q (� p) � const,see Fig.3 for an exam ple.

Even worse,in the case ofsubexponentialor power-law tails,�Q satis�es the 
uctuation relation only for

jpj< � p� ,with p� ! 1 for� ! 1 . Thusforlarge enough � the 
uctuation relation isviolated forallp,

see Fig.4,and �Q (p)� �Q (� p)! 0. Itisinteresting to rem ark thatif�W isconvex,�Q isnotifthe tails

aresubexponentials.

The case ofexponentialtails is particularly relevant because in m any cases v / V (q),the potential

energy,whose distribution has tails e� �V ,i.e. exponentials. Cases in which the tails are subexponentials

m ightbe also relevantforexperim ents: forinstance the anom aloustailsin [4,5,8]m ightbe explained by

thiscom putation.

3.2 R em oving unbounded totalderivatives

The conclusion ofthe previoussection isthatterm sthatare apparently sm allm ay a�ectdram atically the

largedeviationsof� in presenceofsingularities.Stillthe two de�nitionsofentropy production rateseem a
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isneververi�ed.Note the sim ilarity with the curvesin Fig.3 ofRef.[4].

prioriequivalentfrom atherm odynam icpointofview,and havethesam eaverage�+ and thesam em om ents

h�kiforany �nite k (the m om entsbeing related to derivativesin p = 1 of�1 (p)).

How can weidentify a priorithecorrectm icroscopic de�nition of�,satisfying eventually the
uctuation

relation? A possible prescription has been discussed in [63]and is based on the proofofthe 
uctuation

relation forcontinuous-tim e system sgiven in [34].The proofisbased on a Poincar�e’s section m apping the

continuous-tim e
ow intoadiscrete-tim em ap.O neconsidersasetoftim ingevents:forinstance,in asystem

ofhard spheres,the tim esatwhich two particlescollide,or,sim ilarly,in Lennard-Jonessystem s,the tim es

atwhich the totalpotentialenergy equalsa suitable value V0.In such a way the 
ow isreduced to a m ap,

and the proofofthe 
uctuation theorem form aps[19]can be applied.However,the Poincar�e’ssection,i.e.

thede�nition oftim ing events,hasto bechosen carefully,in such a way thattheresulting m ap isan Anosov

m ap.Thishasbeen rigorously done forAnosov 
owsin [34].

For realistic system s this is clearly very di�cult. Anyway,it seem s very natural,if the system has

singularities,to choose the tim ing eventsin such a way thatsingularitiesare avoided. Forinstance,ifthe

potentialenergy V (t)ofthe system can becom e in�nite in som e pointsofphase space,one can choose the

tim ing eventstn by V (tn)= V0. In the exam ple ofthe previoussection,Eq.(28),the two de�nitionsof�

becom e equivalenton the Poincar�e’ssection. M ore generally,ifsingularitiesare avoided by the Poincar�e’s

section,allpossible de�nitionsofthe phase spacecontraction rate �(t)di�erby a bounded totalderivative

which givesno contribution in the lim it� ! 1 .

In this way we can rem ove the am biguity on the de�nition of�,at least in the lim it � ! 1 . Note

that this prescription does not guarantee that the phase space contraction for the discrete-tim e system is

bounded.The possiblevaluesofthe latterquantity aregiven by

�n =
1

tn+ 1 � tn

Z tn + 1

tn

�(t)dt; (39)

and if�(t) is not integrable close to a singularity �n can be unbounded. This happens clearly if�(t) /

(t� t0)
� 
,
< 1,fora singularity t0 2 [tn;tn+ 1].In m ostinteresting applications,e.g.driven Lennard-Jones

system sin contactwith a therm ostat,itispossibleto show that�W isbounded on allphasespace,so that

the singularitiescom e only from the totalderivative and are obviously integrable asin (28).In these cases

the prescription on the Poincar�e’ssection is enough to rem ove singularities,and ifthe system veri�es the

conditions 1),3),4) ofsection 1.6,i.e. it is reversible,chaotic and has a dense attractor,the 
uctuation

relation isexpected to hold from the chaotichypothesis.
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3.3 A proposalfor data analysis in presence ofsingular term s

To sum m arize,singularitiesm ighthaveim portante�ectsbutthese can be controlled,following the com pu-

tation and the prescription ofthe previoussections.

First ofallwe note that the presence ofunbounded term s is m anifested by anom alous tails in �1 (p),

exponentialsorpossibily subexponentials.Itm ightalso bem anifested by thefactthat�1 (p)isnotconvex.

A �tto thetailsofthem easured �1 (p)allowsto guessthebehaviorofthetailsofthesingularterm ,asthe

behaviorof�1 (p)forlargep isthe sam easthe behavioroff(v)forlargev.

Assum e thatwe have perform ed an experim entor a num ericalsim ulation whose output isa very long

tim e trace �(t),t2 [0;T],where one haschosen a de�nition of�(t)in term sofwork,heat,etc. The usual

procedure to verify the 
uctuation relation is to �x a tim e delay �, and integrate �(t) over subsequent

segm ents ofthe trajectory to obtain values of�� = �� 1
Rt0+ �
t0

�(t)dt. O ne then constructs the histogram

P (��)and the function �1 (p)which isused to testthe 
uctuation relation.

In presenceofsingularities,the procedurem ustbe m odi�ed asfollows:

� O ne de�nes in a suitable way15 a set oftim ing events on the trajectory,tn,such that �(t) is not

singular for t = tn,and that the average di�erence between two subsequent tim ing events is �nite,

�0 = htn+ 1 � tni< 1 .

� O ne�xesa delay k and constructsvaluesof

�k =
1

tn+ k � tn

Z tn + k

tn

dt�(t): (40)

� Then one constructsthe histogram Pk(�k)and the large deviation function �k(p)= k� 1 logPk(p�+ ),

where�+ = h�ki;the lattercan be used to testthe 
uctuation relation in the lim itk ! 1 .

Ifthe system is reversible,chaotic and hasa dense attractor,the function �k(p)should have a �nite lim it

thatwillbe convex and verify the 
uctuation relation (8)forlargek,according to the chaotichypothesis.

Then,to check the consistency ofthe analysis,one can recom pute the originallarge deviation function

�1 (p). Indeed a guesson the tailsofthe function vi;f can be done by looking atthe tails ofthe function

�1 (p),becauseaswediscussed abovethetwo functionshavethesam etails.Using thisguess,onecan apply

the form ulasofsection 3.1 and check the self-consistency ofthe analysis.

Theanalysisofthissection hasbeen con�rm ed in som e casesby num ericalsim ulations[48,49,67],and

experim entally [7],and seem sprom ising to interpretrecentexperim entson turbulentsystem s[4,5].

Unfortunately,if� isnotintegrable between two tim ing events,i.e. (39)isnotbounded,atpresentno

generalstatem ent can be m ade. However this seem s to be a very pathologicalcase which should not be

realized in m ostphysicalexam ples.

4 O n the convergence ofthe transient 
uctuation relation to the

stationary state 
uctuation relation

Aswe discussed in the introduction,even ifitm ay seem thatthe transient
uctuation relation im pliesthe


uctuation relation forstationary state in the lim it� ! 1 ,thisis notthe case in general. The transient


uctuation relation holdsin greatergenerality than thestationary state
uctuation relation.In thissection

wewilldiscusssom eexam plesthatwillhighlighttheim portanceofthepropertiesofchaoticityand transitivity

(i.e.theproperty thattheattractorisdensein phasespace)to ensurethevalidity ofthe
uctuation relation.

15O ne should take care here in order to avoid introducing biases in the sam pling of�k (Ithank A .Puglisifor this rem ark).

For a system ofparticles one can for instance de�ne as tim ing events the instants where a (suitably de�ned) \collision" takes

place. Ifone is able to identify the source ofsingularities,i.e. what is the term in the phase space contraction rate that gives

unbounded contributions to �,better Poincar�e’s sections can be eventually constructed.
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Aswe said in the introduction,chaoticity isim portantbecause itguaranteesthatinitialdata sam pled

with respect to the volum e m easure produce trajectories converging fast enough to the stationary state.

Indeed,in experim entsthe system isoften prepared atequilibrium ,then the driving forceisturned on and

thesystem isletevolvetoward thestationary state.Ifconvergenceto thestationary stateisnotfastenough,

theobserved trajectoriesm ightnotberepresentativeoftherealstationary state,and confusing resultsm ay

be obtained.

4.1 Exam plesofsystem ssuch thatPeq doesnotconverge to the stationary state

distribution

4.1.1 A sim ple exam ple

A very sim ple exam ple in which the distribution Peq doesnotconvergeto the stationary state distribution

hasbeen given in [33].In thisexam plethetransient
uctuation relation holdsforany �nitetim e�,including

the� ! 1 lim it,forPeq,buttherealstationary statedistribution trivially violatesthe
uctuation relation.

The m odeldescribes a free particle evolving in two dim ensions under the action ofa constantforce ~E

and ofa therm ostatting force keeping itskinetic energy constant.If~p isthe m om entum ofthe particle,its

m assis1 and we�x j~pj2 = 1,the equation ofm otion are

_~p= ~E � (~E � ~p)~p ; (41)

and introducing the angle� by ~p�~E = E cos�,whereE = j~E j,wecan writethe equation for�:

_�= � E sin� : (42)

The dissipated powerisgiven by W (t)= ~E � ~p(t)= E cos�(t)and isequalto the entropy production rate,

the \tem perature" j~pj2 being equalto 1. Note that W (t)= d_�=d� is the phase space contraction rate for

Eq.(42).

Theequation ofm otion (42)with initialdatum �0 iseasily solved,

tan
�(t)

2
= e

� E ttan
�0

2
: (43)

The entropy production rateoverthe trajectory isgiven by,de�ning s(t)= tan�(t)=2,

�� =
1

�

Z �

0

dtE cos�(t)=
1

�

Z �

0

dt
_�E cos�(t)

� E sin�(t)
= �

1

�

Z �(t)

�0

d�

tan�

= �
1

�
log

sin�(�)

sin�0
= E �

1

�
log

1+ s20

1+ e� 2E �s2
0

;

(44)

and itiseasy to seethat�� 2 [� E ;E ].

The distribution P �
eq(��) is com puted im posing uniform distribution over the initaldata �0. Then,

inverting (44)to expresss0 asa function of��,wehave

P
�
eq(��)=

1

2�

�
�
�
�

d�0

d��

�
�
�
�=

�
�
�
�

1

4�s0(1+ s2
0
)

ds0

d��

�
�
�
�=

1

4�
p
(e�(E � �� )� 1)(1� e� �(E + �� ))

: (45)

Itiseasy to check thatthisdistribution veri�esP �
eq(� ��)= e� ��� P �

eq(��)forany �nitetim eand thatin the

lim it� ! 1 wehave,forp= ��=E 2 (� 1;1),

e�1 (p)= lim
�! 1

1

�
logP �

eq(pE )= E
p� 1

2
; (46)

such that e�1 (p)� e�1 (� p)= E p = �+ p,i.e.the lim iting distribution veri�esthe 
uctuation relation.
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Thestationary state correspondsto �= 0,then s= 0 and �� = E ;thusthe distribution

P
�
st(��)= �(�� � E ) (47)

trivially violatesthe 
uctuation relation.

4.1.2 A nother sim ple exam ple

In the previous exam ple the stationary state function �1 (p) does not exist because P �
st is singular. O ne

m ightarguethatthispathology isresponsibleforthedi�erencebetween �1 and e�1 .Howeverthisisnotthe

case.Considerasan exam ple16 a system whose state variableisan independentpair(x;�)with � evolving

according to (42),and x describing a reversibleAnosov system .The phasespacecontraction rateis

�(x;�)= E cos�+ �
x(x); (48)

where �x(x)isthe contraction rate ofthe Anosov system . The distribution of�� = �� 1
R�
0
dt[E cos�(t)+

�x(x(t))]isgiven,ifinitialdata aresam pled according to the volum em easure,by

Peq(��)=

Z

d�
x
�P

�
eq(�� � �

x
�)P

x
eq(�

x
�); (49)

with P �
eq given by (45). G iven that both P �

eq and P x
eq verify the transient 
uctuation relation (10), it

followseasily thatPeq(��)veri�esthesam erelation forany �nite� and consequently thelim itdistribution

e�1 (p)= lim �! 1 �� 1 logPeq(p�+ )veri�esthe
uctuation relation.Conversely,thedistribution in stationary

stateis

Pst(��)=

Z

d�
x
�P

�
st(�� � �

x
�)P

x
st(�

x
�)=

Z

d�
x
��(� � � �

x
� � E )Pxst(�

x
�)= P

x
st(�� � E ); (50)

and,given that P x
st veri�es the 
uctuation relation,it is easy to see that the relation is not veri�ed by

Pst(��),neitherfor�nite � norin the lim it� ! 1 (this statem entcan be checked forinstance assum ing

thatP x
st isa G aussian).

To sum m arize, in this exam ple the distribution �� 1 logPeq(��) converges fast enough to a lim iting

distribution e�1 (p)verifying the
uctuation relation.Thetruedistribution �1 (p)= lim �! 1 �� 1 logPst(��)

exists,isanalytic,butisdi�erentfrom e�1 (p)and in particulardoesnotverify the 
uctuation relation.

Thisexam pleshowsthatthelim itingprocedureinvolved in passingfrom thetransient
uctuation relation

to the stationary state 
uctuation relation is very subtle. In this exam ple nothing seem sto go wrong,all

thefunctionsaresm ooth and convergenceisfast,butthetruestationary statedistribution isdi�erentfrom

the lim itofthe distribution Peq. Thiskind ofsubtlety ispeculiarto system sthatdo notdisplay a chaotic

behavioratleaston som esubsetofthestatevariables17,and m ightbevery di�cultto detectin a num erical

experim ent.

4.2 H idden tim e scales

The strange behavior ofthe exam ples above can be related to the existence ofa hidden very large tim e

scale18.Thistim e scalecan be revealed by adding a sm allnoiseterm ofvariance" to Eq.(42).In presence

ofthenoise,thesystem isableto explorethefullphasespaceand the
uctuation relation holdsin stationary

state forany �nite ".However,in the lim it"! 0,the tim e needed is�" � e1=".For� � �" the 
uctuation

16Thisexam ple wassuggested by F.Bonetto. A very sim ilarexam ple wasdiscussed in A ppendix A 1 of[45].
17N ote that the system is chaotic in the sense ofhaving at least one positive Lyapunov exponent,but the attracting set is

notdense in the phase space (x;�)being concentrated on � = 0.
18The content ofthis section isbased on ideas ofJ.K urchan [68].
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relation isviolated,whilefor� � �" itisrecovered.Clearly in thelim it"! 0,�" ! 1 and the 
uctuation

relation isviolated forall� in stationary state[68].

Asasim pleexam pleweconsideratwo-statesystem described by a spin variablest 2 f� 1;1g.Theinitial

spin ischosen from P (s0)/ ehs0,then the transition rate K (st;st+ 1)isproportionalto e
hst+ 1� �J(st;st+ 1),

where J(+ ;� ) = 1 and J = 0 otherwise,i.e. J(s;t) = �s;+ �t;� . Then the probability ofa trajectory

s= (s0;� � � ;s�)isgiven by

P [s]/ e
h

P

�

t= 0
st� �

P

� � 1

t= 0
J(st;st+ 1) ; (51)

i.e. the dynam icalsystem 19 corresponds to a one-dim ensionalIsing chain where only pairs (+ ;� ) give a

contribution 1 to the energy.

De�ne the tim e reversed trajectory �s= (� s�;� � � ;� s0);then

P [�s]= e
� 2h

P

�

i= 0
siP [s]= e

� ��� [s]P [s]; (52)

and thisim pliesthe 
uctuation relation forthe distribution of

��[s]=
2h

�

�X

t= 0

st ; (53)

forany �nite �.

For in�nite � the transition (+ ;� ) is forbidden: therefore,in stationary state only the trajectory s =

(+ ;+ ;� � � ;+ )ispossible. ThusPst(��)= �(�� � 2h)and itdoes notverify the 
uctuation relation,asin

theexam plesdiscussed above.Notethattransienttrajectoriesoftheform (� ;� � � ;� ;+ ;� � � ;+ )areallowed,

if initialdata are extracted according to P (s0) / ehs0, and the relation (52) holds for these transient

trajectories.Then the transient
uctuation relation holdsforPeq also for�= 1 atany �nite �,and in the

lim it� ! 1 .Thisisexactly the sam esituation wealready discussed in section 4.1.1.

Thelim itofvery largebut�nite� isparticularly interesting:in thislim it,theIsing chain (51)develops

a large correlation length. Consider a segm ent oftrajectory oflength ‘ beginning with + . The segm ent

(+ ;� � � ;+ )hasprobability O (1). Segm entsending in the state � have atleastone interface (+ ;� )which

can be everywhere in ‘,then theirprobability is� ‘e� �. Therefore ifone wantsto observe a jum p (+ ;� )

the segm entoftrajectory m usthave length ‘� e�.Thisisthe tim e we need to waitifwe wantto observe

a jum p to the state � which isneeded to observe the 
uctuation relation.W e conclude thatif� � e� the


uctuation relation willbe violated,while if� � e� itwillbe veri�ed.

In the lim it� ! 1 ,the tim e scale divergesand thisis why the 
uctuation relation isviolated also in

the lim it� ! 1 :the lim its�! 1 and � ! 1 cannotbe exchanged [68].

4.3 Transitive A xiom C attractors

The system (48)is a particularcase ofa m ore generic situation in which the m otion ofthe system on its

attractorcan be described by a transitive Anosov system .Ifthe system isreversible,and there isa unique

attractor A + and a unique repeller A � (i.e. an attractor for the tim e-reversed dynam ics),the system is

called an Axiom C system .Detailscan be found in [45,44].

An extended version ofthe chaotic hypothesisisthat,ifthe attracting setis notdense in phase space,

the system can be regarded as an Axiom C system , i.e. the m otion on the attracting set is described by

an Anosov system , at least for the purpose ofcom puting the physically interesting quantities. The SRB

m easure describing the stationary state willbe given by an expression sim ilar to (3),with the expansion

ratescom puted on theattractor,tim esa \delta function" enforcing theconstraintthatthesystem ison the

attractor.

19The reason why we call(51) a dynam icalsystem is that the SR B m easure becom es a G ibbs m easure for an Ising chain

when com puted on a M arkov partition. Therefore (51) is one ofthe sim plestm easures ofthe form (3). A lternatively one can

think to this system as a M arkov process.
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In such system s,the phasespacecontraction ratecan be written asin (48):

�(x)= � A (x)+ �? (x); (54)

where�A (x)describesthephasespacecontractionrateon theattractor,while�? (x)describesthepartwhich

isorthogonalto the attractor. O ne could then be interested in m easuring the 
uctuation of�A (x)to test

the extended chaotic hypothesis,that im plies that P (�A ) veri�es the 
uctuation relation. Unfortunately,

in generalthe attractor willbe a com plicated m anifold and the explicit construction of�A (x) m ight be

im possible. In particular,while �(x) is related to the entropy production rate,it is notobvious to relate

�A (x)to an experim entally accessiblequantity.

A possible strategy to access �A (x),that works under som e additionalhypothesis,has been proposed

in [45,44]. Unfortunately for the m om ent a num ericalveri�cation ofthis proposalis not possible due to

prohibitivecom putationalcosts[49],so wewillnotdiscussthism atterin m oredetailhere.

4.4 Sum m ary

W e discussed som eexam plesin which the transient
uctuation relation holdsbutthe stationary state 
uc-

tuation relation isviolated. Thisisdue to the factthat(a subsetofthe)system isnotchaotic,and m ight

be related to a diverging \hidden" tim e scalewhoseexistencecan be revealed by adding a sm allnoise[68].

5 Irreversible system s

In the previoussection we discussed som e possible violation and/orm odi�cation ofthe 
uctuation relation

for system s that violate the requirem ents ofsm oothness,chaoticity and ergodicity/transitivity. The last

ingredientwhich isrequired,asdiscussed in section 1.6,istherequirem entofreversibility.Thisrequirem ent

iscrucial:indeed,we seefrom Eq.(6)thatthe 
uctuation relation com paresthe probability oftrajectories

x(t)havingpositiveentropyproduction ratewith theprobabilityoftheirtim ereversed Ix(t)havingnegative

entropy production rate.Ifthesystem isnotreversible,nothing guaranteesthatthelatterexist:theentropy

production could be alwayspositive and obviously Eq.(6)doesnotm akesensein thiscase.

5.1 R eversible and irreversible m odels

W e willnow discusssom e exam ples[45,69,70]in which one can constructtwo m odels,one reversible and

the otherirreversible,thatseem sto describe the sam e physicalsystem . W e willsee thatthe resultforthe

largedeviation function ofthe globalentropy production rate,�1 (p),isvery di�erent.W e willthen discuss

in whatsense thetwo m odelsm ightbe equivalent.

5.1.1 R eversible G aussian therm ostat and constant friction therm ostat

A class ofreversible m odels which is believed to describe nonequilibrium system s are based on Gaussian

therm ostats.Considera system ofparticlesdescribed by theirposition and m om enta (pi;qi)with equations

ofm otion

m _qi = pi ;

_pi = � @qiV (q)+ Fi(q)� �(p;q)pi :
(55)

Here V (q)isthe potentialenergy ofinteraction between particles,and F (q)representsan externaldriving

force that does not derive from a potentialand injects energy into the system . The G aussian m ultiplier

�(p;q)isde�ned by thecondition thatthetotalenergy H (p;q)=
P

i

p
2

i

2m
+ V (q),orthekinetictem perature

T(p)= 1

N d

P

i

p
2

i

m
,areconstant.In the form ercaseonehas

�(p;q)=

P

i
piFi(q)
P

i
p2i

: (56)
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M odelsbelonging to thisclassare often used to m odelelectric conduction20,shear
ow,heat
ow,and so

on,seee.g.[51]fora review.Theequations(55)arereversible,thetim ereversalbeing sim ply I(p(t);q(t))=

(� p(� t);q(� t)).

Thephasespacecontraction rateforthisequation iseasily com puted and gives

�(p;q)=
X

i

d_pi

dpi
+
d_qi

dqi
= N d�(p;q)+ O (N � 1)=

P

i
_qiFi(q)

(N d)� 1
P

i
p2i=m

=
W (p;q)

T(q)
; (57)

where W (p;q) is the power injected by the externalforce. This result is an exam ple ofthe identi�cation

between phasespacecontraction rateand entropy production ratewe already discussed21.

The G aussian m ultiplier�(p;q)isa quantity O (1)in the therm odynam ic lim it,and we expectits
uc-

tuations to be O (1=
p
N ). Therefore,in the therm odynam ic lim it,we can replace �(p;q) by its average

�= h�(p;q)i,in the equation ofm otion (55):

m _qi = pi ;

_pi = � @qiV (q)+ Fi(q)� �pi :
(58)

Butifwe do this,the new equationsare notreversible!M oreover,the phase space contraction rate isnow

��(p;q)= N d�and isalwayspositive,socertainlythe
uctuation relation doesnothold forthisquantity.W e

can askwhetherthephasespacecontraction rateofthereversibleequations,given by (57)and identi�ed with

the entropy production rate,stillveri�esthe 
uctuation relation ifstudied using the irreversible equations

ofm otion (58).Thisisnotthe case.W e have,from the de�nition ofH ,

dH

dt
=
X

i

_qiFi(q)� �
X

i

p2i

m
: (59)

Using thisrelation,Eq.(57)becom es

�(p;q)= N d�+
1

T(p)

dH

dt
: (60)

The �rstterm isalwayspositive. Forlarge N ,the second term averaged overa tim e � isroughly equalto
1

�

� H

hT (p)i
and willvanish for � ! 1 ifH is bounded22. Therefore the integralof�(p;q) in (57) is always

positiveforlarge�,and the 
uctuation relation cannothold forthisquantity.

W econcludethatthelargedeviationsof�(p;q)aredi�erentin thetwo cases,and in theirreversiblecase

do notverify the 
uctuation relation.

This is not surprising,since �(p;q) is a globalquantity,and it is wellknown in equilibrium statistical

m echanicsthatglobalquantitiescan havevery di�erentbehaviorifcom puted in di�erentensem bles23.

Instead,thetwo equations(55)and (58)m ightbeequivalentforthepurposeofcom puting propertiesof

localobservables,i.e.quatitiesthatdepend only on theparticleswhich arein a sm allbox insidethesystem ,

in thetherm odynam iclim it.In thiscasetheequivalencem ighthold alsoforlargedeviations.W ewilldiscuss

thispointin the following sections.

20In this case one obtains a reversible version ofthe 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 term

proportionalto 1

T (p)

dV

dt
. Thus these two ensem bles produce equivalent 
uctuations of�,in the therm odynam ic lim it,only if

thepotentialV isnotsingular.In presence ofsingularities(e.g.fora Lennard-Jonespotential)onehasto apply theprescription

discussed in section 3 to rem ove the singularterm .Thishasbeen shown in [48].A discussion ofthe di�cultiesthatone hasto

face to give a m athem aticalproofofthe equivalence isin [71].
22Ifthefunction H isnotbounded,the
uctuationsofH willintroducespuriouscontributionsbutstillthe
uctuation relation

willnot hold for�(p;q).
23The sam e happensin equilibrium statisticalm echanics:forinstance the globalenergy 
uctuates in the canonicalensem ble

and obviously does not 
uctuate in the m icrocanonicalensem ble.
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5.1.2 Turbulence and the N avier-Stokes equations

Anotherinteresting exam ple isthe caseofthe Navier-Stokesequations.These equationsare notreversible.

However,ithasbeen conjectured in [69,23]thatthe Navier-Stokesequationsm ightbe equivalent,in som e

situations,to reversibleequations.Theequivalenceisin the sam espiritdiscussed in the previoussection.

Num ericalresults supporting this conjecture have been given in [56,57,58],where the validity ofthe


uctuation relation hasbeen num erically veri�ed forthe reversibleequations.

Note that, an argum ent sim ilar to the one discussed in the previous section [70]leads to the sam e

conclusion,thatthe
uctuation relation cannothold fortheglobalentropy production in irreversibleNavier-

Stokesequations.

5.1.3 T he granular gas

The case ofgranulargasesis particularly illustrative. A granulargasisa system ofm acroscopic particles

(typically ofradiusR � 1 m m and m assm � 1m g)in acontainerofsideL interactingviainelasticcollisions

(typically with restitution coe�cientr� 0:8� 0:9)and havinga largekineticenergy 1

2
m hv2i� m gR,where

g isthe acceleration due to gravity.Energy isinjected into the system by shaking the box orvibrating one

ofitssides.Thissystem behaveslikea gasofhard particlesbutdissipation ispresentdueto theinelasticity

ofthe collisions.

The �rst experim ent on such a system [8]considered a window ofsm aller side ‘ inside the box and

m easured the 
ux P� ofkinetic energy entering the window during a tim e lapse �. The latter seem ed to

verify a 
uctuation relation atleastforsm allp = P�=hP�i.Notethatthekineticenergy 
ux can bewritten

as

P� = �E + D � ; (61)

where �E = E (�)� E (0) is the variation ofkinetic energy inside the window,while D � is the energy

dissipated into the window by inelasticcollisionsduring tim e �.

A very reasonable m odelforthe inelastic collisionsbetween particles[72,73,65,70]isto assum e that

thevelocity com ponentparallelto thecollision axisisrescaled by r,in such a way thattherelativevariation

ofkinetic energy in the collision is1� r2 > 0. In such a m odel,the dissipation D � isalwayspositive,and

phase space always contracts so that � � 0. It was then recognized [72]that,as D � � 0 in this m odel,

the 
uctuation relation cannothold for P�. Indeed,if�E were bounded,the large deviation functions of

P� and D � would coincide im plying that the probability ofobserving a negative 
uctuation ofP� is zero

forlarge �. However,�E isnotbounded,and itsprobability distribution hasan exponentialtail,see the

discussion in [65];the m ethod described in section 3 can be applied and showsthateven ifD � � 0,P� can

havenegative
uctuations.Thisexplainswhy such 
uctuationswereobserved in [8].The apparentvalidity

ofthe
uctuation relation observed in [8]isprobably explained by thesm allnessoftheintervalofp thatwas

accessibleto the experim ent,in such a way thatthe function �1 (p)� �1 (� p)appeared aslinearin p.

Theconclusion isthatthe
uctuation relation doesnothold forthequantitiesD � (obviously)and P� (by

(61)and theresultsofsection 3),atleastifthem odelforinelasticcollisionsused in [72,73,65]isaccepted.

O necan easily constructa m odelofreversibleinelasticcollisions,in which in a collision particlescan gain

orloose energy,such thaton average energy islostbutthe dynam icsisreversible24. Such a m odelshould

givesim ilarresultsforaveragequantitiesbutwillgivea di�erentresultforthelargedeviationsofP and D ,

which willnow probabily verify the 
uctuation relation.

5.2 T he tim e scale for reversibility

Di�erentm odels,reversibleorirreversible,givedi�erentresultswhen onecom puteslargedeviationsofglobal

quantities,and in particularthe 
uctuation relation holds forthe reversible m odels but does nothold for

the irreversibleones.

24F.Bonetto,private com m unication.
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Ifwe wantto investigate the 
uctuations ofthe globalentropy production rate,we have to ask,given

a physicalsystem on which we are perform ing a m easurem ent,whatisthe m oreappropriatem athem atical

m odel,between the reversibleand the irreversibleones,to describeitsproperties?

Let us discuss this problem for the granular gas we m odeled above. It is reasonable that the real

system isdescribed,atan atom iclevel,by reversibleequationsofm otion (i.e.theNewton equationsforthe

atom sconstituting the m acroscopicparticles).In a collisions,the atom sinteractin such a way thatkinetic

energy oftheparticlesisdissipated by heating thetwoparticles.M oroversound wavescan beem itted asthe

experim entisperform ed in air25.Thus,in principle,itcan happen thattwoparticles,whilecolliding,absorb

a sound waveand/orcoolspontaneously in such a way thatthekineticenergy isaugm ented by thecollision.

Clearly,the probability ofsuch a processis very sm all: it is ofthe orderofexp(� N ),where N � 1023 is

thenum berofatom sconstituting a particle26.Thus,on theexperim entaltim escale� � �0 exp(N )onecan

safely neglect this possibility,the system is welldescribed by the m odelin which velocity are rescaled by

r ateach collision,and the 
uctuation relation doesnothold. However,ifone could im agine to waitfora

tim e � � �0 exp(N ),the 
uctuation relation should be observed to hold. In this case the violation ofthe


uctuation relation isrelated to am echanism very sim ilarto theonediscussed in section 4.2,i.e.itisrelated

to an \hidden" diverging tim escale(the tim escaleon which reversibility ofthecollisionscan beobserved).

W hen thetim escaleneeded forobservereversibility isnotlargerthattheexperim entally accessibletim e

scales,the system should be welldescribed by reversiblem odels.

5.2.1 A proposalfor an experim ent on granular gases

An exam pleofthisprocedurewasdiscussed in [74].W econsidered a two dim ensionalgranulargascontained

in a box;the bottom ofthe box isvibrated while the othersidesare �xed.Thisgeom etry isdi�erentfrom

the oneconsidered in [8]wherethe wholebox isvibrated.

In this situation,a tem perature pro�le is established in the system ;kinetic energy is injected at the

bottom and startsto 
ow trough the system towardsthe top ofthe box,being dissipated in the m eanwhile

by inelastic collisions. The energy dissipated by collisions is again always positive,and obviously cannot

satisfy the 
uctuation relation.

However,one can look to a di�erentquantity,nam ely the 
ow J� ofenergy through a sm allportion

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 totalderivative,as we did for P� in (61). W e argued

that,in a suitable quasi-elastic lim it[74],see also [75],the portion ofthe system between h,h + � can be

thoughtasbeing equivalentto a system ofelastichard particlesin contactwith two therm ostatsatdi�erent

tem peraturesT+ ,T� .Thissystem can be described by a reversiblem odel[74].Thisanalysispredictsthat

the 
uctuation relation should hold forJ� atleastin a suitable quasi-elasticlim it.Itshould be possible to

verify experim entally (oratleastnum erically)thisprediction.

5.3 Ensem ble equivalence

As we discussed in the previous section,ifone looks at globalquantities (e.g. in a num ericalsim ulation),

the result m ight depend on the details ofthe m odelwhich is assum ed to describe wellthe system under

investigation. In particular,the choice between a reversible and an irreversible m odelshould be m otivated

by a carefulanalysisofthe involved tim e scales.

However,this isnotso natural. In fact,one ofthe m ain resultsofequilibrium statisticalm echanicsis

thatthe relation between the interesting observables(pressure,density,energy,...) are independentofthe

particularensem bleonechoosesto describethesystem .And indeed,in a realexperim ent,itisvery di�cult

to distinguish between the system under investigation and the surrounding environm ent,and to m ake a

25Indeed the experim entisvery noisy.
26A n argum ent supporting this scaling com es from the ideas ofK urchan [68]discussed in section 4. Indeed,
uctuations of

the internalenergy ofthe two particles are O (N �1=2 ). W e can consider them as a sm allnoise ofvariance � / N �1 acting

during the collision;then in the lim itofsm allnoise the tim e scale is� = �0
0
e1=� = �0e

N .
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detailed m odeloftheinteraction between them .Forinstance,onewould clearly likethattheresultdoesnot

depend on the detailsofthe particulardeviceoneusesto rem oveheatfrom the system ,and so on.

To avoid such di�culties,one should considerthe system underinvestigation asa subsystem ofa larger

system ,including the therm ostats,and show that the relationsbetween the interesting observablesofthe

subsystem do notdepend on thedetailsofthem odelonechoosesto describethewholesystem .Thiswould

also justify the useofphenom enologicalm odelslike (55),(58),which areclearly unphysicalasoneassum es

thatthereisa \viscous" term acting on each atom ofthe 
uid.

Provingequivalenceofensem blesin nonequilibrium ism uch m oredi�cultthan in equilibrium ,becausein

theform ercasedynam icsisim portantin de�ningtheensem bles:astheSRB m easure(3)explicitely depends

on thedynam icsofthesystem .Forthisreason noexactresultsareavailable,butonly conjectures[76,22,23]

and argum entssupporting them [71,77],seein particular[77]fora detailed discussion.

Theequivalence between two di�erentnonequilibrium ensem blescan be de�ned asfollows.W e consider

asan exam ple the two m odels(55),(58);the equationsofm otion depend on a num berofparam eters,such

asthe density ofparticles,the interaction potentialV (q),the externalforcing F (q)etc.;having �xed these

param eters,the m odel(55) depends on the value ofthe energy E = H (p;q),while (58) depends on the

valueof�.Thecorrespondingensem blesEE ,E� arethecollection oftheSRB distributionsthatdescribethe

stationary statesof(55),(58)atdi�erentE or�,respectively.

Consider now a volum e V0 inside the container V in which the m odelis de�ned,and a set O (V0) of

observablesO V0(p;q)thatdepend only on the positionsand m om enta ofthe particlesinsideV0.

The equivalence ofEE ,E� m eansthatin the lim itN ;V ! 1 at�xed N =V itis possible to establish a

one-to-onecorrespondencebetween elem entsofEE and E� such thattheaveragesofallobservablesO 2 O (V0)

are equalin corresponding elem ents.

In thisexam ple,the elem ent�� 2 E� corresponding to the elem ent�E 2 EE isde�ned by the condition

that

�(E )= h�(p;q)i
E
=

Z

dpdq�E (p;q)�(p;q); (62)

and conversely the elem ent�E corresponding to a given �� isde�ned by

E (�)= hH (p;q)i
�
=

Z

dpdq��(p;q)H (p;q): (63)

Equivalenceofthe two ensem blesm eansthatforalllocalobservablesO V0 2 O (V0)itholds

lim
N ;V ! 1 ;�= N =V

hO V0(p;q)i�(E ) = lim
N ;V ! 1 ;�= N =V

hO V0(p;q)iE : (64)

In the case ofthe two ensem bles de�ned by (55),(58),the equivalence is supported by the concentration

argum entdiscussed above,nam ely thatforN ;V ! 1 the
uctuationsof�(p;q)in theisoenergeticensem ble

vanish,see[71,77]form oredetailed discussions.

5.3.1 A local
uctuation theorem

G iven the de�nitionsabove,itisnaturalto try to de�ne a localentropy production rate and proveforthis

quantity alocal
uctuation theorem .In theexam ple(55),(58),apossiblede�nition isa localversion of(57):

�V0(p;q)=

P

i:qi2V0
_qiFi(q)

(N d)� 1
P

i:qi2V0
p2i=m

=
W V0(p;q)

TV0(q)
: (65)

Then,the equivalence conjecture (64),applied to the average ofO V0(p;q)= e�� V 0
(p;q) (thatgeneratesthe

probability distribution of�V0),im plies that the large deviations function �V0(p) is the sam e in the two

ensem bles,in the therm odynam ic lim it. In principle this function can satisfy the 
uctuation relation (8)

even ifoneofthetwo ensem blesisirreversible.Thiswould bea very interesting result.Unfortunately,from

26



thetheoreticalpointofview theproblem isvery di�cult.A tentativetheory hasbeen discussed in [78]and

a num ericalveri�cation on a sim plem odelofcoupled m apshasbeen reported in [79].

In num ericalsim ulations ofm ore realistic m odels,see e.g. [54],the results are m uch m ore di�cult to

interpret.Aswe discussed in section 2,even in the case ofa \perfect" system (i.e.sm ooth,reversible,and

transitive)the veri�cation ofthe 
uctuation relation is very di�cult as long asthe num ber ofparticlesis

biggerthan � 20.Takingthelim itofN ! 1 m eansthatoneshould look atasubsystem of� 10particlesin

an environm entof,say,� 1000particles,and this,atpresent,hasprohibitivecom putationalcosts.M oreover

ifthe volum e V0 istoo sm all,asrequired by num ericalsim ulations,one hasto take into accountnontrivial

term sin the entropy production rate,related to the 
uxes(ofparticles,energy,entropy)acrossthe surface

ofV0,see[74]fora tentativediscussion ofthisproblem .

O n theotherhand,lookingatlocalquantitiesisvery naturalin experim ents,seee.g.[2,3,5,8].However

the interpretation ofthese experim entsis notclearforthe m om ent(see [77]fora tentative interpretation

of[2]),especially because the relation between the m easured quantitiesand the localentropy production is

notstraightforward.Thepresenceoflargetailsin them easured distributionssuggestsalso thatunbounded

term sarea�ecting the m easurem ents;itwould be very interesting to try to apply the analysisdescribed at

the end ofsection 3 to these data.

5.4 Sum m ary

The 
uctuation relation cannot hold, even locally, if the tim e scale to observe reversibility exceeds the

experim entallyaccessibletim escale.Nevertheless,therearesystem thatm ightbewelldescribed byreversible

equationsofm otion,ifthistim e scale isnottoo large. In these casesthe 
uctuation relation should hold.

Clarifying this issue is clearly offundam entalim portance to interpretexperim entson realnonequilibrium

system s.

It is worth to note that even ifthe 
uctuation relation does not hold due to irreversibility,this does

notm ean thatthe chaotic hypothesisdoesnotapply.Ifthe system ischaoticand sm ooth enough,stillthe

stationary stateshould bedescribed by theSRB m easure(3).Itwould bevery interesting to derivefrom the

chaotichypothesis,using the m easure(3),otherrelations,independentofreversibility,thatcould be tested

in experim ents.

6 C onclusions

To conclude,wewillbrie
y sum m arizethe m ain pointsdiscussed in thispaper.

1. The chaotic hypothesisstatesthatthe 
uctuation relation willbe generically veri�ed by m odelsthat

arereversible,sm ooth,chaotic and transitive.

2. Forsuch m odels,num ericalsim ulationshavecon�rm ed the validity ofthese predictions.

3. A test ofthe 
uctuation relation,even in m odels verifying the hypotheses above,is m ade di�cult

by the necessity ofobserving negative values ofp. In particular,one should check thatthe function

��(p)=
1

�
logP (p�+ )isindependentof� forp 2 P .The intervalP m ustcontain the origin.

4. Negative 
uctuations can be enhanced by reducing the system size N ,the observation tim e �, or

the strength ofthe applied �eld. The observation tim e � cannotbe reduced arbitrarily because the


uctuation relation holdsonly for� � �0,�0 being thecharacteristicdecorrelation tim eofthesystem .

Eventuallywecan elim inatesom e�nite� corrections,e.g.byshiftingpin suchawaythatthem axim um

of��(p)isassum ed in p = 1.

5. Iftheapplied �eld isso sm allthatthesystem iscloseto equilibrium ,and ifthedistribution turnsout

to be G aussian overthe whole accessible intervalin p,we are not verifying the 
uctuation relation,

becausein thiscaseitisequivalentto the G reen-K ubo relations.

27



6. Itisim portantto check notonly that�1 (p)� �1 (� p)/ p,butalso thattheproportionality constant

is�+ .Thelinearity in p could sim ply be due to the sm allnessofthe accessibleintervalP .

7. The presence ofsingular term s in � (non-sm ooth system s) can change dram atically the behavior of

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

convex. Ifthese term 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 ofstrange behavior can (and has) been

observed.Forthisreason a testofthe
uctuation relation isinteresting:itsupportsthevalidity ofthe

chaotic hypothesis,i.e. thatthe system ischaotic and transitive (butobviously doesnotprove these

properties).

9. Ifonelooksto theglobalentropy production rate,the
uctuation relation willnothold forirreversible

system s.

10.However,it is possible that di�erent m odels which are globally reversible or irreversible,m ight be

equivalentwhen observed on a localscale. Ifthis is the case,a local
uctuation relation m ight hold

independently ofthem odel(reversibleorirreversible)onechoosestodescribethesystem on largescale.

11.This is very im portant for the interpretation ofexperim ents. Ifthe results were found to depend

strongly on thedetailsofthem odel,onewould haveto takeinto accountallthedetailsofthesystem ,

including the therm ostat,etc.

Hopefully new experim entswillbe ableto clarify the m any open problem s,in particularthe lastpoint.
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A Lyapunov exponents and the phase space contraction rate

W e considered a system described by the equation ofm otion _x = F (x)where x = (x1;� � � ;xN ). Consider

a segm ent oftrajectory x(t),t2 [0;�](tim e can be continuous or discrete). The Jacobian m atrix ofthe

trasform ation dx(0)! dx(�)isgiven by

@Sij[x(t)]=
@xi(�)

@xj(0)
; (66)

haseigenvaluessi[x(t)],i= 1;� � � ;N .TheLyapunov exponentscan be de�ned as

�i[x(t)]=
1

�
logjsi[x(t)]j: (67)

ThuspositiveLyapunov exponentscorrespond to expanding directions,whilenegativeexponentscorrespond

to contracting directions.
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Theexpansion factoris

�u[x(t)]= e
�

P

i;+
�i[x(t)]= jdet@Sij[x(t)]uj; (68)

wherethesum
P

i;+
isrestricted only to positiveexponentsand thedeterm inantisrestricted to theunstable

directions(corresponding to the positiveexponents).The contraction factoris

�s[x(t)]= e
�

P

i;�
�i[x(t)]= jdet@Sij[x(t)]sj; (69)

so thatthe totalphasespacecontraction rateis

e
� ��[x(t)] = e

�
P

i
�i[x(t)]= jdet@Sij[x(t)]j= �u[x(t)]�s[x(t)]: (70)

Forvery sm alltim es27 � = dtand initialdatum x wehave

@Sij[x;dt]= �ij + dt
@Fi(x)

@xj
; (71)

so that

jdet@Sij[x(t)]j= 1+ dt
X

i

@Fi(x)

@xi
+ O (dt2); (72)

and (70)becom es

�(x)= �
X

i

@Fi(x)

@xi
= � r � F (x): (73)

Then itfollows

�[x(t)]= �
1

�

Z �

0

dtr � F (x(t)): (74)

Forthetim e reversed trajectory x(� � t),itiseasy to seethat

@Sij[x(� � t)]=
@xi(0)

@xj(�)
= [@Sij[x(t)]]

� 1
; (75)

and the sign ofthe Lyapunov exponentsareexchanged28,asitisneeded forthe derivation of(6).

Finally notethat�(x)isde�ned by d

dt
dx = � �(x)dx.Then,ifinstead ofdx weusethem easuree� ’(x)dx,

itiseasy to seethat

�
0(x)= �

1

e� ’(x)dx

d

dt
e
� ’(x)

dx = �(x)+ _’ ; (76)

i.e.a changeofm etric changes�(x)by a totalderivative.

B T he transient 
uctuation relation

Herewesketch thederivation ofEq.(10)forthem icrocanonicalensem ble.Theprobability Peqf�[x(t)]= �g

isproportionalto the volum e V0 ofinitialdata x0 such thatthe subsequenttrajectory givesa totalphase

space contraction �[x(t)]= �. Then,by de�nition ofthe phase space contraction rate,the volum e ofthe

set ofthe �nalpoints x� = x(�) willbe V� = e��V0. Each point29 x(�) is the starting point ofa tim e-

reversed trajectory having phase space contraction rate �[x(t)]= � �,so the volum e V� isproportionalto

the probability Peqf�[x(t)]= � �g,and Eq.(10)follows.

27Fordiscrete tim esclearly the following derivation isnotpossible and one has instead �[x(t)]= � 1

�

P��1

t= 0
logjdet@S(x)j.

28N ote that the tim e reversal m ight involve a transform ation U such that U 2 = 1, i.e. the tim e reversed trajectory is

Ix(t) = U x(� � t). For instance in the case ofan H am iltonian system one has to change sign to the m om enta. In this case

@S[Ix]= U @S[x]�1 U and ifvi isan eigenvectorof@S[x]with eigenvaluesi,then U vi isan eigenvectorof@S[Ix]with eigenvalue

s
�1

i
.

29O reventually U x(�),butas U 2 = 1 the m ap U conserves volum e.
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C A precise de�nition ofA nosov system s

An Anosov system isde�ned asfollows[24].G iven a com pact,sm ooth and boundarylessm anifold M (phase

space),a m ap S 2 C 2(M )isan Anosov m ap if:

(1)Forallx 2 M the tangentplaneto M in x,Tx,adm itsa decom position Tx = T s
x � Tux ,such that

(2)the planesT s;u
x vary continuously w.r.t.x,i.e.the vectorsde�ning them arecontinuousfunctionsofx;

(3)theanglebetween T s
x and T u

x ,de�ned asthem inim um anglebetween a vectorin T s
x and a vectorin T u

x ,

isnotvanishing;

(4)de�ning @S thelinearization m atrix ofS in x,i.e.S(x+ �v)= S(x)+ �@S(x)� v+ O (�2),x 2 M ,v 2 Tx,

�2 R sm all,the planesTs;u
x areconserved underS,i.e.ifv 2 T s;u

x ,then @S(x)� v 2 T
s;u

Sx
;

(5) for allx 2 M and for allv 2 T s
x one has j@S(x)kvjS k x � �� kC jvjx,while for allv 2 T u

x one has

j@S(x)� kvjS � k x � �� kC jvjx,j� jx being the norm on Tx,forsom econstantsC;� > 0;

(6)thereisa pointx which hasa denseorbitin M .

Thehypothesesaboveim ply thatitispossibleto identify two fam iliesofsm ooth m anifoldsM s;u in M ,such

thatT s;u
x are the tangentplane to M s;u in x,and such thatpointson M s tend to converge exponentially

while pointson M u tend to divergeexponentially underthe action ofS.

Thism eansthatforeach x 2 M thereisastablem anifold M s
x such thatforally 2 M s

x onehasd(S
kx;Sky)�

�� kC d(x;y),and an unstablem anifold M u
x such thatforally 2 M u

x onehasd(S� kx;S� ky)� �� kC d(x;y),

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

D Saddle point equation for the distribution �Q

Thiscom putation isreported in fulldetailasithasnotbeen previously published.Thesaddlepointequation

corresponding to (33)are

� �
0
W (pQ � vi+ vf)= f

0(�vi);

�
0
W (pQ � vi+ vf)= f

0(�vf):
(77)

Forlarge valuesofitsargum ent,f(v)m ustbe an increasing function,then f0(v)> 0.W e willsee thatthe

saddle point values ofvi and vf are sm all. Then,ifpQ > 1,the second equation (77) has no solution30,

because �0W (pQ ) < 0; this m eans that vf willstick to the boundary ofthe integration region,vf = 0.

Conversely,forpQ < 1,wehavevi = 0.Finally,wegetforpQ > 1

�Q (pQ )� m ax
vi

�

�W (pQ � vi)�
1

�
f(�vi)

�

; � �
0
W (pQ � vi)= f

0(�vi); (78)

and forpQ > 1

�Q (pQ )� m ax
vf

�

�W (pQ + vf)�
1

�
f(�vf)

�

; �
0
W (pQ + vf)= f

0(�vf): (79)

In the following we willdiscussthe behaviorforpQ > 1,the othercasecan be discussed in the sam eway.

Superexponentialtails

First we assum e that f(v) � Av�,� > 1,for v ! 1 ,i.e. the probability ofv decays faster than

exponentially.W e have

� �
0
W (pQ � vi)= �A(�vi)

�� 1
: (80)

Clearlyvim ustbesm all,and wegetvi = �� 1[� �0W (pQ )=�A]
1=(�� 1) / �� 1,and31 �Q (pQ )= �W (pQ )+ O (�

� 1)

forallp.

30The unconvinced reader can check this statem ent by explicitcom putation in sim ple cases.
31N ote that in this case the result is inconsistent with the initialhypothesis that �vi is large. The com putation has to be

repeated by considering the fullfunction f(v);we �nd vi = ��1 (f0)�1 [� �0
W
(pQ )]still/ ��1 ,thus the resultisunchanged.
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Exponentialtails

Forf(v)� Av,weget

� �
0
W (pQ � vi)= A ; (81)

As vi m ust be positive,and �0W (pQ ) is negative and decreasing on incresing pQ ,the latter equation has

a solution only if�0W (pQ ) < � A,otherwise vi = 0. Calling p+ the solution of�0W (p+ ) = � A,we get

v�i = pQ � p+ and

�Q (pQ )=

(

�W (pQ ) p < p+ ;

�W (p+ )� A(pQ � p+ ) p> p+ ;
(82)

i.e.�Q coincideswith �W up to p = p+ and then itisgiven by itscontinuation asa straightline with slope

�0W (p+ ).A sim ilarresultisobtained forpQ < 1.

Subexponentialtails

Forf(v)� Av�,0 < �< 1,the saddlepointequation becom es

� �
0
W (pQ � vi)= �

�� 1
A�v

�� 1

i : (83)

In addition to the previoussolution vi / �� 1,we can look fora solution such thatpQ � vi = 1+ � with �

sm all. Indeed as�0W (1)= 0 the lefthand side willbe sm all,and asvi � pQ � 1 is�nite the lefthand side

willalso be sm all.W e getthen

� �
0
W (pQ � vi)� � �

00
W (1)(pQ � 1� vi)= �

�� 1
A�v

�� 1

i
; (84)

and werecallthat� �00W (1)> 0.A graphicalanalysisofthepreviousequation revealsthatithasno solution

aslong aspQ < p+ ;the value ofp+ isde�ned by the system

(

� �00W (1)(pQ � 1� vi)= ��� 1 A�v
�� 1

i
;

�00W (1)= ��� 1 A�(�� 1)v�� 2
i ;

(85)

whosesolution iseasily found 8
<

:

p+ � 1= v�i
2� �

1� �
;

v�i =

h
�
00

W
(1)

��� 1 A �(�� 1)

i 1

�� 2

:
(86)

From the above expression we �nd thatp+ � 1 � v�i � �
�

1� �

2� � . This isconsistentwith the hypotheseswe

m ade above.Note also that�v�i islargeconsistently with the assum ption thatonly the largetailoff(v)is

relevantforthiscalculation.

ForpQ < p+ thesaddlepointequation hasno solution,itfollowsthatvi = 0 and �Q (pQ )= �W (pQ ).For

pQ > p+ ,theequation hastwo solution.Asdiscussed above,for�nitepQ � 1 onesolution isvi � �� 1 while

theotheroneisvi � pQ � 1� �forsm all�> 0.Thelattergivesthem axim um in (33)whiletheform erisa

m inim um .Thevalue of�isgiven by

�=
A�(pQ � 1)�� 1

� �00
W
(1)�1� �

: (87)

Substituting thisvalue into (33)weget

�Q (pQ )�
�00W (1)

2
�
2 � A�

�� 1 (pQ � 1)� � � A�
�� 1(pQ � 1)� + O (�2(�� 1)); (88)

i.e.�Q (pQ )isdom inated by the tailofP (v)and one gets�Q (pQ )! 0 forallpQ .

Forp< 1,changing vi ! vf,weget

8
<

:

1� p� = v�f
2� �

1� �

v�f =

h
�
00

W
(1)

��� 1 A �(�� 1)

i 1

�� 2
(89)
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i.e.1� p� = p+ � 1 so thatp� and p+ aresym m etrically distributed around 1,and forpQ < p�

�Q (pQ )� � A�
�� 1 (1� pQ )

� + O (�2(�� 1)): (90)

To sum m arize,weobtain two valuesofp,p� ,de�ned by jp� � 1j= �� �
�

1� �

2� � :

�=
2� �

1� �

�
�00W (1)

A�(�� 1)

� 1

�� 2

�
�

1� �

2� � (91)

such that (

�Q (pQ )= �W (pQ ) jpQ � 1j� �

�Q (pQ )= � A��� 1 jpQ � 1j� jpQ � 1j> 

(92)

for any �nite 
 � �. In the interm ediate regim e � � jpQ � 1j< 
 the saddle point solution has to be

calculated num erically to interpolatebetween the two regim es.

Pow er-law tails

Ifvi;f havepower-law tailsforlargev,P (v)� 1

v�
,wehavef(v)� �log(v),and thesaddlepointequations

isforpQ > 1

� �
0
W (pQ � vi)=

�

�vi
; (93)

and asbefore wecan expand the l.h.s.around pQ � vi � 1 asthe r.h.s.issm all:

� �
00
W (1)(pQ � vi� 1)=

�

�vi
: (94)

A solution appearsforpQ > p+ where

�� p+ � 1= 2

s

�
�

��00
W
(1)

: (95)

Eq.(94)becom es

v
2

i � vi(pQ � 1)+
�2

4
= 0 (96)

with solutions

vi =
(pQ � 1)

2
�

r
(pQ � 1)2

4
�
�2

4
: (97)

Asbeforethe correctsolution isthe largestone,

v
�
i(pQ )=

(pQ � 1)

2
+

r
(pQ � 1)2

4
�
�2

4
(98)

and asbefore itbehavesas

v
�
i(pQ )� pQ � 1�

�2

4(pQ � 1)
= pQ � 1� � (99)

forlarge� (i.e.sm all�).Substituting v�i(pQ )in Eq.(78)we get

�Q (pQ )= �W (pQ � v
�
i(pQ ))� ��

� 1 log[�v�i(pQ )]� �
�

�
log[�(pQ � 1)]+ O (�� 1) (100)

Notehoweverthatconstantshiftsoftheorderoflog(�)=� arepresentdueto thefactor�2 in frontofEq.(32)

and from the G aussian 
uctuations around the saddle-point. An em piricalway to �nd the constantis to

im pose thecontinuity of�Q (pQ ),i.e.�Q (p+ )= �W (p+ ).From thisitfollows

�Q (pQ )= �W (pQ � v
�
i(pQ ))� ��

� 1 log[2v�i(pQ )=�]� �W (1+ �=2)+ �W (1+ �): (101)
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A sim ilarcalculation can be done forpQ < 1 and leadsto

�(pQ )� �
�

�
log[�jpQ � 1j] (102)

forlargepQ .
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