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Abstract We study the friction coefficient of a macroscopic sphere in a viscous fluid at low Reynolds
number. First, Kirkwood’s formula for the friction coefficient is reviewed on the basis of the Hamiltonian
description of particle systems. According to this formula, the friction coefficient is expressed in terms
of the stress correlation on the surface of the macroscopic sphere. Then, with the aid of large deviation
theory, we relate the surface stress correlation to the stress correlation in the bulk of the fluid, where
the latter is characterized by the viscosity in the Green—Kubo formula. By combining Kirkwood’s
formula and the Green-Kubo formula in large deviation theory, we derive Stokes’ law without explicitly
employing the hydrodynamic equations.
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1 Introduction

In equilibrium systems, macroscopic behavior is systematically described by a universal framework—
thermodynamics [I]. On the basis of a microscopic description of equilibrium systems, the principle
of equal a priori probabilities and Boltzmann’s principle reproduce the framework of thermodynam-
ics, which is established as equilibrium statistical mechanics [2]. In contrast, there is still no theory
describing the general behavior of non-equilibrium systems beyond the linear response regime. Thus,
much effort has been devoted to the investigation of steady-state thermodynamics and non-equilibrium
statistical mechanics [3L4L516].

When liquids and gases are out of equilibrium but still remain in local equilibrium, their macro-
scopic dynamical behavior is precisely described by the hydrodynamic equations [7]. A microscopic
understanding of the hydrodynamic equations for the case of dilute gases was established through
the Boltzmann equation [8], whereas it remains unclear for a general fluid. Non-trivial relations that
are generally valid far from equilibrium, including the fluctuation theorems [9TO0LITIT2]13LT4 1516
and the Jarzynski equality [I7], have been developed over the past two decades as a result of the
time-reversal symmetry of microscopic mechanics. Thanks to such universal relations, we can easily re-
derive certain well-known relations, such as the McLennan ensembles, the Green—Kubo formula, and
the Kawasaki nonlinear response relation [I8[19]. Furthermore, by using a non-equilibrium identity
similar to the fluctuation theorems and assuming a local Gibbs distribution at the initial time, the
Navier—Stokes equation was derived for an isolated Hamiltonian system [20]. Based on these achieve-
ments, we believe this is an opportune moment to reconsider fluid dynamics from the viewpoint of
statistical mechanics.
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In this paper, we study the friction coefficient of a macroscopic sphere in a fluid. Starting from
microscopic mechanics, Kirkwood first derived the linear response formula for the friction coefficient,

K, in the form [21]

1 T
YK 3kBT/0 dt (Fy - Fo),,, (1)

where kg is the Boltzmann constant, T' is the temperature of the fluid, ( - )oq denotes a canonical
ensemble average at temperature 7', and F; is the total force exerted on the sphere by the fluid at time
t. The upper limit of the integral 7 should be much larger than the correlation time of the force F;
and much smaller than the relaxation time of the momentum of the sphere. This will be discussed in
detail in Sect. Bl Note that 7 could go to infinity if we take the heavy mass limit for the sphere [22123]
[24]. The theoretical results were confirmed by numerical experiments [251[2627128.29].

By focusing on a special class of fluids, we can obtain a more explicit expression for the friction
coefficient. For instance, the friction coefficient for a dilute gas, v4gq, has the form [30,31]

8
Vdg = ng2\/27ka:BT, (2)

where p is the number density of gas particles, R is the radius of the sphere, and m is the mass of
a gas particle. As another typical example, the friction coefficient for a viscous fluid at low Reynolds
number, 7g, is given by [7]

Vs = CT/Ra (3)
where 7 is the viscosity of the fluid. The numerical coefficient C is equal to 47 for the slip boundary
condition where the velocity of the fluid normal to the sphere at the boundary is equal to that of the
sphere in this direction and the shear stresses on the sphere are equal to zero, and 67 for the stick
boundary condition where the velocity of the fluid at the boundary is equal to that of the sphere. The
expression (B is known as Stokes’ law.

Kirkwood’s formula can be derived on the basis of a mechanical system, meaning that the validity
of the formula is generally independent of the nature of the fluid within the linear response regime.
Thus, Kirkwood’s formula (IJ) corresponds to (@) for a dilute gas, which was confirmed by Green [31].
Furthermore, () corresponds to (B for a viscous incompressible fluid at low Reynolds number, as
confirmed by Zwanzig [32] on the basis of fluctuating hydrodynamics [7l33] and Faxén’s law [34] in the
case of the stick boundary condition. Note that the linear response formula (IJ) is effective because the
Reynolds number is low.

We now consider the derivation of Stokes’ law ([B]) from Kirkwood’s formula (Il) without explicitly
employing the hydrodynamic equations. According to the Green—-Kubo formula [35], the viscosity of
the fluid, 7, can be expressed in terms of the stress correlation in the bulk of the fluid as

1

"= kT )y

-
dt /dgr (™Y (rp,0)0™Y (r, t)>eq, (4)
where o®¥ (7, t) is the z-component of the force on the unit area perpendicular to the y-axis at position
r and time ¢ (this is the 2y component of the stress tensor (?), and 7( is an arbitrary position in the
bulk of the fluid. Note that 7 is much larger than the correlation time of ¢*¥, and much smaller than
the relaxation time of the momentum density field of the fluid. Precisely speaking, the condition of
this 7 is different from that of 7 in Kirkwood’s formula, but we assume that there exists some 7 that
satisfies both conditions. Because the right-hand side of (Il) can be expressed in terms of the stress
correlation on the surface of the sphere, we can obtain Stokes’ law ([B]) from Kirkwood’s formula () and
the Green-Kubo formula {) if the surface stress correlation is related to the bulk stress correlation.
The main contribution of this paper is to establish the connection between the bulk and surface
stress fluctuations. The basic concept is simple. The probability density of surface stress fluctuations
is obtained from the probability density of bulk stress fluctuations by integrating out the other degrees
of freedom. This procedure can be conducted in an elegant manner with the aid of large deviation
theory.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2l we explain the setup of our model,
and we review Kirkwood’s formula from the Hamiltonian description of particle systems in Sect.
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We derive the probability density of bulk stress fluctuations under two phenomenological assumptions
in Sect. @l We then express the probability density of surface stress fluctuations by integrating the
probability density of bulk stress fluctuations. We apply a saddle-point method to this expression,
and obtain the exact form of the probability density of surface stress fluctuations. By combining the
obtained expression with Kirkwood’s formula, we derive Stokes’ law. These highlights are presented in
Sect. Bl The final section is devoted to a brief summary and some concluding remarks.

Throughout this paper, the superscripts a, b and «, 8 represent the indices in Cartesian coordinates
(x,y, z) and spherical coordinates (r, 0, ¢), respectively, where (z,y, z) = (7 sin 6 cos @, r sin 6 sin ¢, 1 cos )
with r > 0,0 < 6 < 7,0 < ¢ < 27. In addition, we employ Einstein’s summation convention for re-
peated indices appearing in one term.

2 Model

We provide a three-dimensional mechanical description of our setup. The system consists of N bath
particles of mass m and radius 7,p,, and one macroscopic sphere of mass M and radius R in a cube of
side length L. We assume that M and R are much larger than m and 7, respectively. For simplicity,
periodic boundary conditions are assumed. Let (r;, p;) (1 <i < N) be the position and momentum of
the ¢th bath particle, and (R, P) be those of the sphere. A collection of the positions and momenta
of all particles is denoted by I' = (r1,p1,...,7~n, PN, R, P), which represents the microscopic state of
the system.
The Hamiltonian of the system is given by

N
pif Pl
H) =30 | B3 Gl = ) + Dupiri = BI)| + 5 )

i=1 j>i
where @;y,; is a short-range interaction potential between two bath particles, and P, is that between
a bath particle and the sphere. We assume
Dp(x) = 00, as X — R+ rpp, (6)
ésp(X) =0, for X >R+ Tpp + &o, (7)

where &y >~ 7pp. I} denotes the solution of the Hamiltonian equations at time ¢ for any state I' at
t = 0. In this setup, the energy is conserved, i.e.,

H(I}) = H(I), (8)

and Liouville’s theorem
orl%
ar
holds. The total force acting on the sphere is given by
OH(I")
- OR

=1 )

F(I) =

N
_ 728¢sp(|n-le) (10)
; OR ’
1=1
For convenience, we abbreviate F(I}) as Fi. The equation of motion for the sphere is written as
OP, = F.
We assume that the system is initially in equilibrium at temperature 7. Then, the initial probability
density of I' is given by
(11)

3

kT

foolT) = exp [M]

where ¥, is the normalization constant.
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3 Kirkwood’s formula
3.1 Derivation
To consider the relaxation of the momentum of the sphere, we apply an impulsive force MV §(t) to the

sphere when the system is in equilibrium at temperature 7. Then, the probability density just after
t = 0 is represented by

H(I) —P-V—W(V)}’ (12)

fo(I'; V') = exp [— T

where ¥ (V') is the normalization constant and fo(I';0) = feq(I"). Using (8) and (@), the probability
density at time ¢ is obtained as

f(D) = fo(I-1; V)

H{I) - P, -V —¥(V)
)

—ewp | (13)

In the following, the expectation values with respect to fo(I'; V) and f;(I") are denoted by ( - )Y and
(- )¢, respectively. In particular, (- )3 corresponds to ( - )eq.
We derive the exact formula for the friction coefficient for any V. Using ([I3]) and 0;P_y = —F_,

we obtain

F(I) = folI: V) + / ds 8, f.(I')

‘ F.,.V
= ATV = [ ds DT (14)
0 B
In addition, because F' is independent of the momenta, we obtain
(F)y = (F),, =0. (15)
Then, ([[4) and ([IH) lead to
1 t
(F"), = ——— dF/ ds fo(D)F Fb v°
kBT 0
1 ! b y/b
=——— [ ds | dI_s fo(I_s; V)F*F2 V
T ), S/ fo( )
= (Vv (16)
with
b ! N4
@ =— | ds (FIF 1
,Yt (V) kBT o S < S >O ’ ( 7)

which is valid for any V. Note that V? is not equal to P?/M in (I]), and thus the time dependence of
(F*); is described by that of v2°(V'). Furthermore, in general, (F?); is a nonlinear function of V.

Next, we focus on the linear response regime. The dependence of 4#* on V is neglected. Within
this regime, we can rewrite (7)) as

70 (0) = 70 (18)

with
1 t
" ksT J,

1 t
= FeF® 1
T RO (19)

where we have employed the isotropic property of the system in equilibrium. The expression (I9) is
the linear response formula for the friction coefficient, first derived by Kirkwood [21].

Ve ds <F§Fz>eq
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3.2 Time dependence of v2*(V)

We denote the correlation time of F; and the relaxation time of P by Tiicro and Tmacro, respectively.
We assume the separation of time scales represented by Tiicro < Tmacro- Here, {[5) and (P)Y = MV
lead to

(PF?)Y — /dF fo[; V) (P* — MV®) F?
0. (20)

Using 0; P; = F; and (20), we can rewrite (7)) as

1 -\ V o \%4
o [(PEE)y —(Pr) |
1
-7 (PeF?)Y. (21)

(V)

Thus, we find 72°(V) = 0 for any V when t >> Tiacro, because the correlation between P and F°
is considered to take about Tmacro. Furthermore, by considering (IT)), we obtain 7°(V) = 0 for any
V. Keeping these two limiting cases in mind, we conjecture the following time dependence of v*(V').
(V') increases when 0 < t =~ Ticro. After that, 7#?(V) remains constant when Tiiero < t < Timacro-
Eventually, v2*(V') gradually tends to zero when t ~ Tyacro- By recalling (IT), we can express this
behavior as
>0, for 0 <t Tmicro,
(Fy Fb>(‘)’ =0, for Tmicro € t < Tmacro, (22)

<0, for 7 ~ Tmacro-

In the linear response regime, we denote the constant value of v; during the time interval Tmicro <
t < Tmacro as . Using this particular value of 7, Tmacro can be expressed as M/~. This v is the linear
friction coefficient.

3.3 Other expressions

We hereafter focus on the equilibrium case in which I" is chosen according to the canonical ensemble
feq(I"), and consider a finite time interval [0, 7] that satisfies Tmicro <€ T < Tmacro- Because the motion
of the sphere can be ignored up to 7, we assume that the center of the sphere is fixed at the origin.
Throughout this paper, for any physical quantity A(I"), we define the time-averaged quantity by

_ 1 T
AN = —/ dt A(Iy). (23)
T Jo
Then, we can rewrite (I9) as
T — o\ 2
77 2T () >eq‘ 29

In this derivation, it should be noted that (FFFZ)eq is a function of |t — s|, and that (FFF?)eq = 0
when Tmicro <& t < Tmacro-

We can also express the force F by the surface integration of a stress o2%:

sp-*
FY(I') = R? / A2 n’ol (R, 1), (25)
where (2 is a solid angle and n = (sin 6 cos p, sin 6 sin ¢, cos §). By direct calculation, we find

N
a Gés r; - R
M e

i=1

} (Rb — rb) D(r;r;, R) (26)

3
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with .
D(r;r;, R) :/ déo(r—mr; — (R—m1)8). (27)
0
Indeed, by substituting (20]) into ([23]), we obtain ([I{]), where we have used the divergence theorem and
(Rb — Tf)abD(r;ri, R)=46(r —r;)) —6(r — R). (28)
Furthermore, the stress tensor can be defined in spherical coordinates by
e e B e
oly oy oy | =Q |0l odf oir | QT (29)
o o 0 ol o o5
with
sinfcosp cosfcosp —sing
Q= | sinfsinp cosfsing cosp |, (30)
cos —siné 0

where QT denotes the transpose of Q. We then obtain
F*(I') = R? /dQ [cos ol (R, §2;T") — sin 6 USGI;(R, 2;1)]. (31)

Here, it is convenient to define the stress o, (I") that represents the z-component of the force per
unit area on the surface of the sphere. From 1) and F*(I") = 47R%0.(I"), we have

1 rr : T
o.(IN) = pp /dQ [cos® o) (R, $2;T") —sinf agp (R,9;1)] . (32)
The formula ([24]) is rewritten as
 (4rR2T
1= T (7)., (33)

The linear friction coefficient is expressed in terms of the correlation of the time-averaged stress at the
surface, 7.

4 Stress fluctuations in equilibrium viscous fluids

Our goal is to derive Stokes’ law @) from Kirkwood’s formula (B3] without explicitly employing the
Stokes equations that are a linearized form of the Navier—Stokes equations in the low Reynolds number
limit. Stokes’ law (@) contains the viscosity of the fluid 7. Instead of introducing 7 as a parameter of the
Stokes equations, we define n from the stress fluctuations in the bulk of the fluid by the Green—-Kubo
formula (). Thus, to derive Stokes’ law, we must relate the bulk stress correlation to the surface stress
correlation. In this section, we derive the probability density of coarse-grained time-averaged stress
fluctuations in equilibrium viscous fluids.

4.1 The Green—Kubo formula

We first consider the microscopic expression of the stress ¢ (r; I') in the bulk of the equilibrium fluid.
For the momentum density of the bath particles

oe(r;I) = Zpga(r —r), (34)

0% (r; I) is defined to satisfy the following continuity equation:

O I (r; Iy) = 0" [0 (r; I) + agg(r;f’tﬂ . (35)
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Note that the stress 0% (r; I') corresponds to the force per unit area o (r; I')n® exerted on a virtual
surface described by the unit vector n® from the outer side, where the unit vector is perpendicular to
the surface and directed toward the outer region. aab was given in (20). Here, 0% (r; I) is calculated
as

N a a b b
OBin (Jri —74))] (rf —75) (7 —77)
P, - Diriri,ry). (36
Z (r=rs) - Z[ Olrs — 74 i — 74 i) (36)
1=1 1<J
It can be directly confirmed that
o®(r; ) = o (r; I). (37)

Note that, when there are interactions between bath particles across the periodic boundary, the right-
hand side of (B6) must be modified to take a non-zero value on the shortest line connecting two
interacting bath particles.

By employing the microscopic expression of the stress, the Green-Kubo formula () is precisely
expressed as

n= kB—T dt /d3 my TO ) my(,’a;rt)>eq5 (38)

where 7 is chosen such that 7i%d <« 7 « pfluid = 2fluid g the correlation time of oY, and 7iuid

micro macro-* micro macro 1S
the relaxation time of IT. In general, this 7 is different from that in Kirkwood’s formula (33)). Here,
we assume that the same value of 7 can be chosen in the two formulas, and use the same notation.
One may notice the long-time tail of the stress correlation, which apparently breaks the separation of
time scales. We assume that this long-time tail only appears in the regime ¢ 2 7, because it originates
from long wavelength fluctuations of locally conserved quantities. Therefore, we continue the argument

without considering the long-time tail problem.

4.2 Macroscopic fluctuation theory

Let &micro be the largest length scale appearing in the molecular description, and &,acr0 be the minimum
length characterizing macroscopic behavior. In the case of viscous liquids, {micro may be estimated as
Thp, and Emacro 18 given by R. Because &micro K Emacro, We can choose A to satisfy {micro € A € Emacro-
We then define the coarse-grained time-averaged stresses by

5(r) =15 - d*r' (') (39)

with V(r) =[], [r* — 4/2,7* 4+ A/2]. In terms of 6°°(r), the Green-Kubo formula (B8] is expressed
as

TA3
_ ~ATY 2
1= g (7)), (40)
We also note that
A ()6 (1) O (a1)
enT ™ (r)a (1)) oq =

for |[r — 7’| > A, because the correlation length of the stress field is on the order of &yicro. The relations
Q) and @) can be summarized as

) (1)) = Z2TLS (1), (12)

where §(d) =1 for d < A and S(d) ~ 0 for d > A.
We now formulate a macroscopic fluctuation theory for the coarse-grained time-averaged stresses
6%, Because 6% (r) are obtained by integrating the microscopic stress over the region V(r), it is
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reasonable, by considering the central limit theorem, to expect these G%°(r) to obey a Gaussian distri-
bution. Here, we adapt the continuum description with the space mesh (ultraviolet cutoff) A. In this
description, S(|r — r'|)/A% — 6(r — '), and thus [@2) is rewritten as

- 2kBT775

eq T

(6" ()6 (r")) (r—7"). (43)

Next, we consider the statistical properties of the stresses. We start with the following decomposition
of 6% into traceless and trace parts:

% (r) = —p(r)6®? 4 5%(r) (44)
with X X )
ﬁ(r)z—a (r)+6 3(r)+a (r)’ (45)

where p and §%° are called the mean pressure and the stress deviator tensor, respectively. Because §%°

is traceless, we have
§°%(r) 4+ 8% (r) 4+ 8% (r) = 0. (46)

Using the isotropic property and the assumption that the correlation length of the stress fluctuations
is much less than A, we can express

<§ab(r)§a’b’ (r’)> - [Blaaa’(sbb’ + Bpo o’ 4 Bg(sab(sa’b’} 3(r — 1), (47)

eq
where the constants By, Bo, and B are determined below. By recalling (31), we obtain %°(r) = &%*(r),

and then we find that
(87 ()8 (1)) oq = (8" (1)5™ (1)) eq » (48)

which leads to By = Bs. Using (@), we also have

((87(r) + 8¥ (1) + 57 (r)) (3 (r') + 8 (1) + 55 (1)) oq = O, (49)

which gives B3 = —2B;/3. Finally, the Green—-Kubo formula (43) leads to

2kgT
By = =820 (50)
T
We summarize these relations as
1.0 2k T Iy
<§ab(,r,)§a b (’l"l)> — B—nAaba b (5(’]" _ ’l"/) (51)
eq T
with
1y’ 7’ / / ’ 2 /AN,
Aaba b _ saa 5bb + 5ab 51)11 o g(sabé‘a b ) (52)

Condition (BI) is necessary, but the statistical distribution of ° is not completely determined.
The problem is to derive the statistical property of p. Because we are studying incompressible fluids,
the pressure fluctuation arising from the density fluctuations need not be taken into account. Rather,
we assume that p is determined from the balance of time-averaged forces in each region, which is
expressed as 9°69(r) = 0. We express this in coordinate-free form as

V- ?(r) = 0. (53)

It is obvious that the expectation values of the stresses satisfy the balance condition in the equilib-
rium cases. However, assumption (B3] means that fluctuating stresses are already balanced in the
macroscopic fluctuation theory.
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4.3 Probability density of stresses

For later convenience, we express A%®'Y = AW with g(ab) = i and g(a’b’) = j, where g(zz) = 1,
9(yy) = 2, g(z2) = 3, g(zy) = g(yz) = 4, g(yz) = g(zy) = 5, and g(zx) = g(xz) = 6. That is, A is
interpreted as a 6 x 6 matrix. (We use the same symbol A without confusion.) Explicitly, the matrix
A is expressed as

4/3 —2/3-2/30 0 0

—2/3 4/3 —2/30 0 0

|-2/3-2/3 4/3 0 0 0
A=109 0 0 100 (54)

0 0 0 010

0O 0 0 001

As the probability density of 3% is expressed using the inverse of A, we calculate the kth eigenvalue
e, and corresponding eigenvector ¢, defined by

6
S A = ). (55)
j=1
We find that
0 fork=1
e =142 fork=2,3 . (56)

1 for k=4,5,6

The zero-eigenvector is calculated as gb{ = 1/\/§ for j =1,2,3 and gb{ =0 for j = 4,5,6. Although the
matrix A is singular, we can define the pseudo-inverse of A as

6
> (AThigl =0, (57)
j=1
and
6
S (ATl = e ¢, (58)
j=1

for k > 2. A straightforward calculation yields

1/3 —1/6-1/6 0 0 0
~1/6 1/3 =1/6 0 0 0
. |-1/6-1/6 1/3 0 0 0
AT=109 0o 0 100 (59)
0 0 0 010
0 0 0 001

We identify (A=1)*e'V with (A=) by i = g(ab) and j = g(a'b’).

Now, we write the probability density of {p(r),8%°(r)} such that the statistical properties of the
macroscopic stress fields {p(r), %°(r)} are reproduced. Because the macroscopic stress fields obey the
Gaussian distribution on the restricted configuration space given by ([@6) and (B3]), the expression is

P ({30, (r))) = Cexp [ D [ bty s )
x]‘[a(% )+ V(1) + 575 (r ) XHH(s(abAab 8'“(7“)). (60)

where C' is the normalization constant.
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Because the traceless condition (@) can be written as
s r) =0, (61)
we find that §70(A~1)2ba’" 30"V in (@) can be replaced by §9°(A~1)aba’¥ 30V with
(A7H7 = (ATHY + 4] + ¢ g1, (62)

where 9! is an arbitrary vector. Explicitly, this is written as

20 it ¢1t+4g @ ¢ g
antq 2¢2 @+4g @ ¢ g
Al |0te eta 26 o 6 6 (63)
qa qa Ga 0 0 O
qs q5 q5 0 0 O
6 46 q6 0 0 O

With the particular choices ¢ = g2 = 1/3, g3 = —1/6, and q4 = g5 = g5 = 0, A~ takes the simpler
form:

11/200 0 0
/21 0000
< o 00000
A= 0 0 01 0O (64)
0 0 00 1O
0 0 0001
Note that A=t is the pseudo-inverse of A given by
4/3 ~2/30 0 0 0
~2/34/3 0 0 0 0
~ 0 0 0000
A= 0 0 010 0] (65)
0 0 0010
0 0 0001
where A is obtained by setting the (zz) column and the (zz) row to zero in the matrix A .
The transformation of variables from 5% to 6% yields
P ({B(r),6°(r)}) = C"exp [-7Z ({(r),6"(r)})]
>
<1 5(&1%«) 6 (r) + 67 (1) + 3ﬁ(r))6(v - (r)) (66)
with
N ~a 1 ~a N a X _1\aba'b’ ~a'b R a'b
T ({000 }) = g [ @ (6700 + p(r)3") (A7 (52 ) 4 o) (67
Ak T

where C’ is the normalization constant. Because T >> Tiicro, Z({p(7),5%(7)}) corresponds to a large

deviation function in probability theory [36137].
Finally, we consider the stress tensor in spherical coordinates. This is denoted by 6*7, where o and
08 represent r, 0, or . With a similar method, we obtain

P ({p(r), &O‘ﬁ(r)}) = C"exp [-7T ({p(r), &O‘ﬁ(r)})}
x [T6(e7 () + 6% (r) + 677 (r) + 3p(r) ) 5V ?(T)) (68)
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with

8 1 o] T 27 )
T ({p(r),c% (r)) = /dr/d@/drsin@
(o). 0% (") = gy ] do ) de

X (870(r) + p(r)a?) (A7)0 (67 () + p(r)o” ) (69)
where C” is the normalization constant and we have taken the limit L — oco. A is obtained by setting
the (¢¢) column and the (@) row to zero in A . Note that the fourth-order isotropic tensor A%’

takes the same form as in Cartesian coordinates.
Because R > 1, and the interaction potential between the sphere and a bath particle depends

only on the distance between them, the momentum of the tangential direction at the surface of the
sphere is conserved. This yields the boundary condition

' (R, 2) = 6%" (R, 2) = 0. (70)

5 Stress fluctuation at surface

Let us return to Kirkwood’s formula ([B3). We want to calculate the friction constant v from the
fluctuation intensity of .. We first connect &, with 7. By recalling that R >> 1y, and using (@) and
[B8), we obtain

o(R,2;T) =0 (71)
at the surface of the sphere. From (@) and (20]), we obtain
o8 (R + rop + &0, 2; 1) = 0. (72)
The continuity of the total coarse-grained time-averaged stresses leads to

1
R, 02) = — a2 58 (R, ), (73)
A S(R,02)

where S(R, 2) is the region on the surface of the sphere represented by

A A
-0+ = S — 4
{9 m T 273} 8 [‘p oRsind ¥ T 2R sing (74)
Therefore, from [B2) and (Z3), we find that &, in (B3] is connected to 6*° by the relation
1
o= [d2 [cos® 6™ (R, 2) —sinf 6"°(R, 2)] . (75)
0

The probability density of &, is determined from the statistical properties of %% in the bulk under
conditions (70) and (7H). This relation is formally written as

P = [ DD P (5.7 (1)), (76)

where “7,:fix” in the integral represents the condition given in (7Hl).
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5.1 Saddle-point method

We now evaluate the right-hand side of (76]). In the asymptotic regime 7 > Tiicro, the functional inte-
gral may be accurately evaluated by the saddle-point method. By introducing the Lagrange multiplier
field A(r) = (A"(7), A?(7), A\?(7)) to take constraint (53)) into account, we obtain

P(5.) = C" exp[—71(5.)] (77)
with

e [T [Tan [T ap £ (57 (79)

1(6,) = min / dr/ d9/ dp L ({6%7(r)}),

ey Ak Jr Jo S

a,nd ~ 1l -y H
L{5P(r)}) = r2sing 28 (r) (A1) 27 5 (r) £ A(r) - (V5 (1) ], (79)
where C”” is the normalization constant, and §*%(r) = ¢*%(r) + p(r)6*? with p(r) = —(6""(r) +

6% (r) + 5%%(r))/3. Note that the saddle-point method for the large deviation function has been
rigorously verified under certain conditions. This is called the contraction principle [37] in probability
theory. In we present a derivation of the probability density of &, within the framework
of fluctuating hydrodynamics. o

As a reference for the argument below, we explicitly write V- ¢ and §*2 (A’l)“ﬁo‘,ﬁgo‘lﬁ/ as

a&”Jrla&T" 4+ 1 B&WJF%TT—&“—&W + &m0

or r 06 rsinf O¢ r rtan 6

06 _50¢

< <76 £ 00 ~0p -
& = 96 1056 + 1 96 4 e

V- or r 06 rsin@ O¢

3677
+ T

rtan 6

95¢" | 195%¢ 1 05%% 25%¢ 367"
or +; 00 +Tsin9 Oy +rtan9+ T

and
~ 1l Y 2
§a,6(A—1)o¢,6a B 5 B _ (6_7"7‘ +ﬁ)2 + (6_7‘7‘ +ﬁ) (6’99 +I§) 4 (6‘99 +]5) + (6.7‘9)2 + (6.91,0)2 + (6_4/;7")2
B (a.rr)? 4 (&00)2 4 (a.gpgp)2 _ ATTOA.GG _ 0’\.006.(,0(,0 — GPPETT
3
+(67)? + (67 + (6°7)%, (81)

respectively, where we have used (@), (@3)), and (64).
Next, we calculate the right-hand side of (78]). We start with the variation

5/7:odr/07rd9/02ﬂd<pE({&O‘ﬂ(r)}) :/7:odr/07rd9/027rdcp {aa/ {7a(a§éaﬂ)5&ﬂ

oL / oL oL
_ Ao ~af « )
+ [—8&0‘5 0 (78 (aa’&aﬁ))] 06" + e oA } (82)

The first term of the right-hand side corresponds to the surface contribution. We find that

2
oL
dp 07 | =—=-06"P| =0 83
[, 2o ey 5
because of the periodic boundary of ¢, and
g oL
d9 8 | ————-66""| = 4
[ 09 [samzamoe] =o =
because o
=0 (85)

8 (995°8)
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at @ = 0 and 7. Furthermore, as a result of ([Z0), 6" and 6" are fixed to zero at the surface. Then,
6670 = 66°" =0 (86)
at r = R. Thus, the first term of the right-hand side of ([82) becomes

00 ™ 2m aﬁ
d df dp 0" | =———=036""| . 87
Lo f e oo | s o

oL
(076" |,_n 0 (88)

as the boundary condition of the variational problem. This is called a natural boundary condition, and
explicitly gives

Here, we impose

A(R, 2) =0. (89)
With this setup, the surface contribution of the variation vanishes, and we obtain the Euler-Lagrange
equations
oL / oL
oY | ———— ) =0. 90
865 (a (aa'&aﬁ)) (90)
Using (79), BQ), and (1)), we can write (@0) as
8)\T

6_7’7":7"4»

. (1 ON? )\T)
—p+ ,

oo 8)\“" A" Y
o = — +
rsm@ &p r  rtané (1)
o 1 X\
2 o r )’
N a/\f’ 1OA¢ AP
= e - ——
2 \rsinf dp r 00  rtand
o _L(_1_ X 0w X
2 \rsind dyp or r )’
Note that (@3] is equivalent to
V-A=0 (92)

in the expression of ([@Il). By solving (B3)), (@1, and ([@2) with boundary conditions ([TQ), (7)), and
[®9), we obtain the probability density of 7.. The set of equations (B3)), [@T)), and ([@2) coincide with
the Stokes equations
nVu = Vp, (93)
Vou=0, (94)
when we set A(r) = 2nu(r). We may interpret u(r) as the macroscopic fluctuating velocity of the fluid

generated by o..
By referring to the solution of the Stokes equations, we obtain

N (r) = (1 - ?) 9R5, cosh, (95)
N(r) = (1 - 25) 9R5, sin b, (96)
AP (r) =0, (97)

2
P(r) = poo — r_26* cos b, (98)
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where po, is a constant. Then, ([@T]) leads to

OA_TT(,’,,) = —Poo SR 0;*2(3089, (99)
5% (r) = 6%%(1) = —poo, (100)
6" (r)=5%(r) =6°"(r) =0 (101)

Substituting these relations into (78], we obtain

1 o R25, cosf\ >
I(o.) = dr r? | df2 it bt
(@) 4/<:BT77/R ”/ 3< v )
(7.)% 2R3

= . 102
This immediately yields
_ kgTn
2 —

((6:)%) g = S (103)

Combining this with Kirkwood’s formula ([B3]), we arrive at Stokes’ law

(TR, o

Y= W <(0'*) >eq = 47T7’]R (104)

5.2 Stokes’ law for a macroscopic sphere with a rough surface

Because we have studied a macroscopic sphere with a smooth surface represented by a spherical
symmetric interaction potential, the version of Stokes’ law we have obtained corresponds to that with
the slip boundary condition in hydrodynamics. Indeed, we used the boundary condition (70). In reality,
the surface of a sphere is assumed to be rough. Although the precise microscopic description of such a
surface is not simple, it should be claimed that the boundary conditions (7)) are not imposed in the
macroscopic fluctuation theory. In this case, the natural boundary conditions

AR, 2)=0 (105)

are imposed, so that the Euler-Lagrange equation can be obtained.
By referring to the solution of the Stokes equations with these modified boundary conditions, we
obtain

3R R3\ 4Ra. cosd
A =(1-—4+—) — 106
(v) ( 2r * 27’3) 3 ’ (106)
3R R?\ 4Rs. sind
9 *
= (1-—— ) —— 1
A(r) ( 4r 47’3) 3 ’ (107)
NP (r) =0, (108)
R2
p(r) =pl, — ~5 0« co8 6, (109)
where p/_ is a constant. Then, ([@T]) leads to
3R2 2RY\ _
6" (r) = —pl + (7’—2 — T—4) T cos 0, (110)
66 R
6%%(r) =0%%(r) = —plo + g0 cos 6, (111)
4
6" (r) = 735* siné, (112)
r

% (r) =6%"(r) = 0. (113)
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Thus, we have that
) o0 r2 RZ R\ _ R TP
I(O'*>:/7z dT/d.Q 4]{;BT7’] {3|:<7"_2r_4) O'*COSQ:| + |:r—40'*81n9:|

2 2R*  4RS  10R®
= (5.)? T / dr r? ( - + )

7 4kgTn J» r 6 3r8
=32 3
_ (G4)° 4R , (114)
2 3I{ZBT7’]
which leads to b
_ 2\ _ °ORBLT
((5.) >eq = Ry (115)
The substitution of (IIH]) into Kirkwood’s formula [33]) yields
 (ArR)?r o
V= T {(5+) >eq = 6mR. (116)

This is Stokes’ law for cases with the stick boundary condition in hydrodynamics.

6 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we have derived Stokes’ law from Kirkwood’s formula and the Green-Kubo formula in
the linear-response regime where the Stokes equations are valid. In this derivation, we did not assume
the Stokes equations to describe Stokes flow, but rather formulated the relation between the stress
fluctuations in the bulk and the stress fluctuation at the surface with the aid of large deviation theory.

The heart of this derivation is the contraction principle, which is a standard technique in large
deviation theory [37]. In the present case, we first used a phenomenological basis to apply the large
deviation function to stress fluctuations in the bulk, and then applied the contraction principle. See [38]
for another application of the contraction principle to the calculation of a large deviation function for
time-averaged quantities. A similar argument has been employed to derive a generating function for the
current fluctuation in stochastic non-equilibrium lattice gases [39]. Such a phenomenological argument
is called the additivity principle, and the condition of its validity can be discussed within the framework
of fluctuating hydrodynamics [40]. Similarly, our derivation can also be formulated within fluctuating
hydrodynamics, as briefly explained in Although there is no one-to-one correspondence
between our argument and that in the additivity principle, there may be a universal concept behind
these two arguments. Determining a theoretical framework that provides a microscopic understanding
of the phenomenological arguments would be an interesting problem.

In this paper, we studied the force from a viscous fluid. More complex cases can be discussed
using a similar formulation. For example, a cross-over from the dilute case () to the viscous case (3,
which has been observed in numerical experiments [29], may be one of our next targets. A simple
but less trivial example may be a Brownian particle under a temperature gradient [411[42l[43[44]. To
elucidate the mechanism of the driving force and the friction force in this system, we must consider
macroscopic fluctuation theory from microscopic mechanics, where the fluctuation of the energy flux
should be taken into account [45]. Furthermore, the study of the force to a small system from an
active environment is a hot topic in recent non-equilibrium statistical mechanics [46]. Examples of
active environments include cytoskeleton networks (under chemical reaction) [A7[4849,[50], granular
materials [516215354], and the assembly of small biological elements [G5GELG7IES]. The law of the
force from an active environment may be given by a phenomenological description in accordance with
experimental observations. However, the nature of the force is highly non-trivial. Thus, we believe that
developing the theory by which the nature of the force from an active environment can be described
would be a significant achievement.

Finally, let us return to the formula described in (78]). This claims that the large deviation function
on the surface is determined from the variational principle associated with the large deviation function
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in the bulk. Note that the large deviation function is called entropy, because the large deviation of
the fluctuations of thermodynamic variables is equal to the thermodynamic entropy. Here, one may
recall the so-called bulk-boundary correspondence in quantum many-body systems [H9[GOL6TLG26G3].
For the moment, we do not have any evidence for a direct connection with such theories, but it may
be interesting to imagine such a possibility.

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank T. Matsumoto, Y. Nakayama, K. Sekimoto, and A. Yoshimori
for useful discussions. The present study was supported by KAKENHI Nos. 22340109 and 25103002, and by the JSPS
Core-to-Core program “Non-equilibrium dynamics of soft-matter and information.”

Appendix A: Fluctuating hydrodynamics

We describe a viscous incompressible fluid at low Reynolds number by the fluctuating hydrodynamic
equations in spherical coordinates. We denote by wu(r,t), p(r,t), ‘& (r,t), and 5’ (r,t) the velocity,
pressure, stress tensor, and random stress tensor at position r and time ¢, respectively. In this case,
each component of the stress tensor is written as

o =—-p+ 277(?;:;0 + s, (A1)
0% = _pyop (%%_15 + “%) + 5%, (A.2)
o=t <rs§n9%—i+u7r+rt1;19>+sww’ (A-3)
() e
09¢n<rsiln966—tf+%%rt:;9>+sw’ (4.5
P — <$881:: + aai: _ %) 4 g% (A.6)

We assume that the temperature T' and density p of the fluid are constant and homogeneous. Because
we are focusing on incompressible fluid, we assume that the bulk viscosity ( is equal to zero and that
V -u = 0. This is written as

ou”  2u"  10u’ u? 1 ou”
- 4 —- 77 _. A.
or + r Jrr 00 +rtan9+rsin9 dp 0 (A7)

Furthermore, the time evolution equation of wu(r,t) is assumed to be given by

ou
—=V.7, A8
P (A.8)
because the Reynolds number is sufficiently low. Finally, the random stresses are assumed to be zero-
mean Gaussian white noises with covariance

<so‘ﬂ (r, $2, t)so‘/ﬂ/ (r', 2, t')>

/S —1)5(2 — )

= 2k TnA*Pe'P S(t—t'), (A.9)

r
-y ’ ’ ’ ’ 2 -y
AP = ol ol get — g (A.10)
where we have used ¢ = 0. Note that (A.9) leads to

s 4 8% 4 59 =0, (A.11)
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By recalling (A1), (A2), (A3), and (A7), we also have

o+ 0% £ 0% +3p=0. (A.12)

For any time-dependent quantity A(t), we denote its path during the time interval [0, 7] by [A].
Then, using (A9) and the Gaussian property of s*?, we obtain the probability density of {[p], [0®?], [u®]}
in the form

P ({Ip], [0*7], u®1}) = Coexp [-7Z ({[p], [0*°], [u*]})]
xHHé(p@tu—V-?)

X HH&(V-u)(S (o™ + 0% + 0% + 3p) (A.13)
t 7
with
1 T o0 ~ o a/ ’ a/ ’
T ({[p), [0°"), [u"]}) = m/o dt/R dr r2/d9 soB(A—L)opo’f g B (A.14)

where Cj is the normalization constant and s*? in the right-hand side is related to (p, o®?, u®) through
(AJ)-(AG). By applying the contraction principle to (AI3]), we obtain the probability density of the
surface stress fluctuations as

P(5.) 2/ DpDo*P Dy P ({[p], [O’QB], [uo‘]})
T4 :fix

= Cjexp[—7I(5.)] (A.15)

with

Oy) = min ; ’ - r " Qﬂ o8] [u® .

1(5.) ke 4kBTnT/0 dt/R d /0 d9/0 do £ ({[o°%), [u"]}) (A.16)

and
£ ({[o°?), [u®]}) = r*sin0 [saﬂ(j—lwa’ﬂ’sa’ﬂ/ AL (PO — V- F) 4+ 2o (V- u) } . (A7)

where C{ is the normalization constant, A1 (7,t) and A2(r,t) are the Lagrange multiplier fields, p =
—(0"" 4+ 0% + 09%)/3, and “G.:fix” represents the condition given in

1 T
Ty = e dt/d() [cosf 0" (R, £2,t) — sinf 0" (R, 2,1)]. (A.18)

If a time-independent configuration with w = 0 is the minimizer of (AIG]), we obtain the same result

as in (C0)—(79).

References

Callen, H.B.: Thermodynamics and an Introduction to Thermostatistics, 2nd edn. Wiley, New York (1985)

Landau, L.D., Lifshitz, E.M.: Statistical Physics, Vol. 5, 3rd ed. Pergamon Press, Oxford (1980)

De Groot, S.R., Mazur, P.: Non-Equilibrium Thermodynamics. Dover, New York, (1984)

Zubarev, D.N.: Nonequilibrium Statistical Thermodynamics. Consultants Bureau, New York (1974)

Kubo, R., Toda, M., Hashitsume, N.: Statistical Physics II: Nonequilibrium Statistical Mechanics. Springer-Verlag,

Berlin (1985)

Sasa, S., Tasaki, H.: Steady state thermodynamics. J. Stat. Phys. 125, 125-224 (2006)

Landau, L.D., Lifshitz, E.M.: Fluid Mechanics, Vol. 6, 1st ed. Pergamon Press, Oxford (1959)

8. Chapman, S., Cowling, T.G.: The Mathematical Theory Of Non-Uniform Gases, 3rd ed. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge (1970)

9. Evans, D.J., Cohen, E.G.D., Morriss, G.P.: Probability of second law violations in shearing steady states. Phys. Rev.

Lett. 71, 2401-2404 (1993)

Al

N



18 Masato Itami, Shin-ichi Sasa

10. Gallavotti, G., Cohen, E.G.D.: Dynamical ensembles in nonequilibrium statistical mechanics. Phys. Rev. Lett. 74,
2694-2697 (1995)

11. Kurchan, J.: Fluctuation theorem for stochastic dynamics. J. Phys. A 31, 3719-3729 (1998)

12. Lebowitz, J.L., Spohn, H.: A Gallavotti-Cohen-type symmetry in the large deviation functional for stochastic dy-
namics. J. Stat. Phys. 95, 333-365 (1999)

13. Maes, C.: The fluctuation theorem as a Gibbs property. J. Stat. Phys. 95, 367-392 (1999)

14. Crooks, G.E.: Entropy production fluctuation theorem and the nonequilibrium work relation for free energy differ-
ences. Phys. Rev. E 60, 2721-2726 (1999)

15. Crooks, G.E.: Path-ensemble averages in systems driven far from equilibrium. Phys. Rev. E 61, 2361-2366 (2000)

16. Jarzynski, C.: Hamiltonian derivation of a detailed fluctuation theorem. J. Stat. Phys. 98, 77-102 (2000)

17. Jarzynski, C,: Nonequilibrium equality for free energy differences. Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 2690-2693 (1997)

18. Hayashi, K., Sasa, S.: Linear response theory in stochastic many-body systems revisited. Physica A 370, 407—429
(2006)

19. Seifert, U.: Stochastic thermodynamics, fluctuation theorems and molecular machines. Rep. Prog. Phys. 75, 126001
(2012)

20. Sasa, S.: Derivation of Hydrodynamics from the Hamiltonian description of particle systems. Phys. Rev. Lett. 112,
100602 (2014)

21. Kirkwood, J.: The statistical mechanical theory of transport processes I. General theory. J. Chem. Phys. 14, 180201
(1946)

22. Lebowitz, J.L., Rubin, E.: Dynamical Study of Brownian Motion. Phys. Rev. 131, 2381-2396 (1963)

23. Zwanzig, R.: Elementary Derivation of Time-Correlation Formulas for Transport Coefficients. J. Chem. Phys. 40,
2527-2533 (1964)

24. Mazur, P., Oppenheim, I.: Molecular theory of Brownian motion. Physica 50, 241-258 (1970)

25. Lagar’kov, A.N., Sergeev, V.H.: Molecular dynamics method in statistical physics. Sov. Phys. Usp. 27, 566—-588
(1978)

26. Brey, J.J., Ordéiniez, J.G.: Computer studies of Brownian motion in a Lennard—Jones fluid: The Stokes law. J. Chem.
Phys. 76, 3260-3263 (1982)

27. Espanol, P., Zuniga, I.: Force autocorrelation function in Brownian motion theory. J. Chem. Phys. 98, 574-580
(1993)

28. Ould-Kaddour, F., Levesque, D.: Determination of the friction coefficient of a Brownian particle by molecular-
dynamics simulation. J. Chem. Phys. 118, 7888-7891 (2003)

29. Lee, S.H., Kapral, R.: Friction and diffusion of a Brownian particle in a mesoscopic solvent. J. Chem. Phys. 121,
1116311169 (2004)

30. Lorentz, H.A.: Les Theories Statistiques en Thermodynamique. B.G. Teubner, Leipzig (1912)

31. Green, M.S.: Brownian motion in a gas of noninteracting molecules. J. Chem. Phys. 19, 1036-1046 (1951)

32. Zwanzig, R.: Hydrodynamic fluctuations and Stokes’ law friction. J. Res. Natl. Bur. Std.(US) B 68, 143-145 (1964)

33. Schmitz, R.: Fluctuations in nonequilibrium fluids. Phys. Rep. 171, 1-58 (1988)

34. Kim S., Karrila, S.J.: Microhydrodynamics: Principles and Selected Applications. Butterworth-Heinemann, Newton,
MA (1991)

35. Green, M.S.: Markoff Random Processes and the Statistical Mechanics of Time-Dependent Phenomena. II. Irre-
versible Processes in Fluids. J. Chem. Phys. 22, 398-413 (1954)

36. Dembo, A., Zeitouni, O.: Large Deviations Techniques and Applications, 2nd edn. Springer, New York (1998)

37. Touchette, H.: The large deviation approach to statistical mechanics. Phys. Rep. 478, 1-69 (2009)

38. Shiraishi, N.: Anomalous System Size Dependence of Large Deviation Functions for Local Empirical Measure. J.
Stat. Phys. 152, 336-352 (2013)

39. Bodineau, T., Derrida, B.: Current fluctuations in nonequilibrium diffusive systems: an additivity principle. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 92, 180601 (2004)

40. Bertini, L., De Sole, A., Gabrielli, D., Jona-Lasinio, G., Landim, C.: Current fluctuations in stochastic lattice gases.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 030601 (2005)

41. Duhr, S., Braun, D.: Why molecules move along a temperature gradient. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 103, 19678~
19682 (2006)

42. Piazza R., Parola, A.: Thermophoresis in colloidal suspensions. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 20, 153102 (2008)

43. Jiang, H.R., Wada, H., Yoshinaga, N., Sano, M.: Manipulation of Colloids by a Nonequilibrium Depletion Force in
a Temperature Gradient. Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 208301 (2009)

44. Wiirger, A.: Thermal non-equilibrium transport in colloids. Rep. Prog. Phys. 73, 126601 (2010)

45. Fruleux, A., Kawai, R., Sekimoto, K.: Momentum Transfer in Nonequilibrium Steady States. Phys. Rev. Lett. 108,
160601 (2012)

46. Marchetti, M.C., Joanny, J.F., Ramaswamy, S., Liverpool, T.B., Prost, J., Rao, M., Simha, R.A.: Hydrodynamics
of soft active matter. Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 1143-1189 (2013)

47. Bursac, P., Lenormand, G., Fabry, B., Oliver, M., Weitz, D.A., Viasnoff, V., Butlerm J.P., Fredberg, J.J.: Cytoskeletal
remodelling and slow dynamics in the living cell. Nat. Mater. 4, 557-561 (2005)

48. Mizuno, D., Tardin, C., Schmidt, C.F., MacKintosh, F.C.: Nonequilibrium Mechanics of Active Cytoskeletal Net-
works. Science 315, 370-373 (2007)

49. Trepat, X., Deng, L., An, S.S., Navajas, D., Tschumperlin, D.J., Gerthoffer, W.T., Butler, J.P., Fredberg, J.J.:
Universal physical responses to stretch in the living cell. Nature 447, 592-595 (2007)

50. Fletcher, D.A., Mullins, R.D.: Cell mechanics and the cytoskeleton. Nature 463, 485-492 (2010)

51. Albert, R., Pfeifer, M.A., Barabasi, A.-L., Schiffer, P.: Slow drag in a granular medium. Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 205-208

(1999)



Derivation of Stokes’ Law 19

52.
53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.
62.

63.

Katsuragi, H., Durian, D.J.: Unified force law for granular impact cratering. Nat. Phys. 3, 420-423 (2007)
Goldman, D.I., Umbanhowar, P.: Scaling and dynamics of sphere and disk impact into granular media. Phys. Rev.
E 77, 021308 (2008)

Takehara, Y., Okumura, K.: High-Velocity Drag Friction in Granular Media near the Jamming Point. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 112, 148001 (2014)

Yang, X., Manning, M.L., Marchetti, M.C.: Aggregation and segregation of confined active particles. Soft matter
10, 6477-6484 (2014)

Takatori, S.C., Yan, W., Brady, J.F.: Swim Pressure: Stress Generation in Active Matter. Phys. Rev. Lett. 113,
028103 (2014)

Ginot, F., Theurkauff, I., Levis, D., Ybert, C., Bocquet, L., Berthier, L., Cottin-Bizonne, C.: Nonequilibrium Equa-
tion of State in Suspensions of Active Colloids. Phys. Rev. X 5, 011004 (2015)

Solon, A.P., Fily, Y., Baskaran, A., Cates, M.E., Kafri, Y., Kardar, M., Tailleur J.: Pressure is not a state function
for generic active fluids. Nature Phys. 11, 673-678 (2015)

Maldacena, J.M.: The large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity. Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2,
231-252 (1998)

Gubser, S.S., Klebanov, I.R., Polyakov, A.M.: Gauge theory correlators from non-critical string theory. Phys. Lett.
B. 428, 105114 (1998)

Witten, E.: Anti-de Sitter space and holography. Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 253-291 (1998)

Aharony, O., Gubser, S.S., Maldacena, J.M., Ooguri, H., Oz, Y.: Large N field theories, string theory and gravity.
Phys. Rep. 323, 183-386 (2000)

Ryu, S., Takayanagi, T.: Holographic Derivation of Entanglement Entropy from the anti-de Sitter Space/Conformal
Field Theory Correspondence. Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 181602 (2006)



	1 Introduction
	2 Model
	3 Kirkwood's formula
	4 Stress fluctuations in equilibrium viscous fluids
	5 Stress fluctuation at surface
	6 Concluding Remarks
	Appendix A : Fluctuating hydrodynamics

