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We study a relationship between optimal transport theory and stochastic thermodynamics for the
Fokker-Planck equation. We show that the entropy production is bounded by the action measured
by the path length of the L?-Wasserstein distance, which is a measure of optimal transport. By using
its geometrical interpretation of the entropy production, we obtain a lower bound on the entropy
production, which is a trade-off relation between the transition time and the entropy production
during this transition time. This trade-off relation can be regarded as a variant of thermodynamic
speed limits. We discuss stochastic thermodynamics for the subsystem and derive a lower bound
on the partial entropy production by the L?-Wasserstein distance, which is a generalization of the
second law of information thermodynamics. We also discuss a stochastic heat engine and show
a geometrical constraint by the L?-Wasserstein distance. Because the L?-Waserstein distance is
a measure of the optimal transport, our formalism leads to the optimal protocol to minimize the

entropy production.

I. INTRODUCTION

The concept of the difference between two probabil-
ity distributions has been attracted by many researchers
in information theory and statistical physics. For ex-
ample, the Kullback-Leibler divergence has been used
as a measure of the difference between two probability
distributions [I], and it is useful in equilibrium statis-
tical physics [2] and nonequilibrium stochastic thermo-
dynamics [3, 6]. For example, the Kullback-Leibler di-
vergence between two probabilities of forward and back-
ward processes gives the entropy production [4], which
is a measure of irreversibly in stochastic thermodynam-
ics. In information geometry, the Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence gives a differential geometry of the probability sim-
plex. This differential geometry is naturally introduced
from the Taylor expansion of the Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence [7), 8]. Because the Kullback-Leibler divergence is
strongly related to the entropy production in stochas-
tic thermodynamics, information geometry has been re-
cently discussed in stochastic thermodynamics [9H20] as
a generalization of differential geometry in equilibrium
thermodynamics and statistical physics [2IH27].

In the field of optimal transport theory [28, [29], an-
other measure of the difference between two probabil-
ity distributions has been attracted. The L?-Wasserstein
distance is a well-known measure of optimal transport,
which quantifies a difference between two probability dis-
tributions and introduces a differential geometry. In
optimal transport theory, a relationship between L2-
Wasserstein distance and thermodynamic relaxation has
been discussed, especially for the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion. For example, R. Jordan, D. Kinderlehrer, and

F. Otto showed that the time evolution of the Fokker-
Planck equation minimizes the sum of the free energy
and the L?-Wasserstein distance [30]. A trend to ther-
modynamic equilibrium for the Fokker-Planck equation
has also been discussed using the L2-Wasserstein dis-
tance [3I]. Remarkably, the terminology of the entropy
production is also used in optimal transport theory [28],
and a connection between the entropy production and
the L2-Wasserstein distance has been discussed [32H34].
Moreover, a relationship between the L?-Wasserstein dis-
tance and information geometry has been attracted re-

cently [39] [40].

In the last decade, optimal transport theory has been
used in stochastic thermodynamics to find a heat min-
imization protocol [35]. E. Aurell et al. have derived
the lower bound on the entropy production [36] using
the Banamou-Brenier formula [37] in optimal transport
theory. A. Dechant and Y. Sakurai have also recently
pointed out this lower bound on the entropy production
in the context of thermodynamic trade-off relations [38].
This connection is strongly related to the recent studies
of thermodynamic trade-off relations such as the ther-
modynamic uncertainty relations [4IH62], the thermody-
namic speed limits [9, 111, 12} [16, 1820, [63] [64], and
the universal bound on the efficiency [51], 65HG8] because
these trade-off relations come from a geometric feature of
stochastic thermodynamics. For example, some of these
trade-off relation can be derived from a mathematical
feature of the Fisher information, which is a metric of
information geometry [9, [I1, 61, 52 61], 68]. Based on
this connection between optimal transport theory and
stochastic thermodynamics, the efficiency of the stochas-
tic heat engine has been discussed [69]. A similar con-



nection between optimal transport theory and stochastic
thermodynamics exists even for the Markov jump pro-
cess, and a generalization of these trade-off relations has
been derived without the L?-Wasserstein distance [70].

This paper shows a connection between optimal trans-
port theory and stochastic thermodynamics for the
Fokker-Planck equation more deeply based on a connec-
tion between the entropy production rate and the L?-
Wasserstein distance [33]. We show that the entropy pro-
duction is bounded by the time integral of the square of
the velocity, namely the action in differential geometry,
measured by the space of the L2-Wasserstein distance.
Furthermore, the entropy production can be proportional
to the action with some assumptions where the force is
given by the potential. Using this geometrical expression
of the entropy production, we obtained a lower bound on
the entropy production as a generalization of the thermo-
dynamic speed limit, which is tighter than the previous
result [36] 38]. Remarkably, the derivation of the thermo-
dynamic speed limit is same as the original derivation of
the thermodynamic speed limit in stochastic thermody-
namics of information geometry [9]. Moreover, we discuss
stochastic thermodynamics of the subsystem [7TH74] and
stochastic heat engine [75] by using the L2-Wasserstein
distance. We obtain a tighter bound on the partial en-
tropy production as a generalization of the second law
of information thermodynamics [10} 60, [7TTH74] [T6H87],
and a geometrical constraint of the heat engine’s effi-
ciency. We illustrate our results by using the example
of the harmonic potential where the entropy production
is proportional to the action, and analytically derive the
optimization protocol [88] to minimize the entropy pro-
duction based on a geometrical interpretation of the en-
tropy production.

II. FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION AND
STOCHASTIC THERMODYNAMICS

In this paper, we consider the probability distribution
pi(x) of a particle in a Euclid d-dimensional position
x € X(= R%) at time t. The time evolution of p;(x)
is described by the following Fokker-Planck equation for
a particle driven by potential Vi(z) with mobility p at-
tached to a heat bath at temperature T,

W) — 9 I, )
v = V) T, ()

where V is the del oparator, and v;(x) is a quantity called
the mean local velocity. We here set the the Boltzmann
constant to unity kg = 1. As a continuity equation, the
mean local velocity v4(x) is regarded as the velocity field.
In stochastic thermodynamics [3], the internal energy U,
the extracted work dW, the heat received from the heat
bath d@, and the entropy of the system Sgys at time ¢

are defined as follows,

U:= /dx Vi (x)pe(x), (3)

Ssys 1 = —/dx pt(x) In pt(x), (4)
= [ax T, o)
aQ Ipi(x)

i /dx Vi(x) 5 (6)

By definition, the heat d@ satisfies the first law of ther-
modynamics dU/dt = dW/dt + dQ/dt. From these defi-
nitions —@, the entropy production rate at time ¢

_dSws 1dQ
Todt T dt

(7)

[
is calculated as

o = MLT/dX [—pVi(x) — uT In pe(x)] Opi(x) (8)

ot
1
- [ ) Pt (9)

where we used Eq. and the normalization of the prob-
ability (d/dt)[[ dxp:(x)] = 0, and assumed that p;(x)
vanishes at infinity. The symbol ||v;||? := v - v indi-
cates the square of L? norm. Thus, the entropy produc-
tion rate oy is given by the expected value of the square
of the mean local velocity divided by the factor 1. The
entropy production from time ¢ = 0 to time ¢t = 7 is
defined as the time integral of the entropy production
rate,

E::/ dtoy. (10)
0

III. L?-WASSERSTEIN DISTANCE

Next, we discuss the geometric measure of optimal
transport called the L2-Wasserstein distance [29]. We
consider the distance ¢(x,y) on the space X as a cost
function of transporting a single particle at the point
x € X to the point y € X. We first introduce the
Monge-Kantrovich distance [89] as an indicator of how
far apart the two probability distributions p(x), ¢(y) are
on the manifold of the probability simplex. The Monge-
Kantrovich distance for ¢(x,y) between p(x) and ¢(y) is
defined as

C(p,q) := min /dxdy e(x, y)(x,y), (11)

IeP(p.q)

where the lower bound is taken over the entire set P(p, q)
of joint probability distributions II(x,y) on X x X,

P(p.g) = {TT]p(x) = / dyTI(x, y),

aly) = / dxTI(x,y). TI(x,y) > 0}, (12)
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the L?-Wasserstein distance. We here
consider optimal transport from the probability distribution
p(x) to the probability distribution p(y). The length of
the green arrow shows the optimal transportation distance
[|% — Tp—q(x)||, and the square of the L*-Wasserstein distance
is given by the expected value of the square of its optimal
transportation distance.

where marginal distributions of I1(x,y) in the set P(p, q)
are given by p(x) and ¢(y). Therefore, the Monge-
Kantrovich distance gives a minimum value of the ex-
pected value of the distance ¢(x,y) for the joint distribu-
tion II(x,y). We call the value of II that minimizes the
expected value of the distance as the optimal transport
plan IT*, which is defined as

II* (x,y) = argmingep(, o) /dxdy e(x, y)I(x,y).
(13)

The L2-Wasserstein distance W(p, q), which plays an
important role in this paper, is introduced by the square
root of the Monge-Kantrovich distance for c(x,y) =
|l x—y|?. Explicitly, the L?-Wasserstein distance W(p, q)
between p and ¢ is defined as

W(p,q)* ;== min

dxdy ||x —y|*O(x,y). (14
L [axdy [x - yPHxy). ()

The L2-Wasserstein distance is well defined [29] if two
probability distributions p and ¢ satisfy

/pr(X)HXH2 < Ocn/dyq(y)IIYIl2 < 0. (15)

We assume this condition Eq. in this paper.

Furthermore, it is known that there exists a map
Tp—q(x) such that IT* (x,y) = p(x)d(y — Tp—q(x)) for the
L2-Wasserstein distance c(x,y) = ||x — y||* on the space
R, where §(x) is the delta function [29]. This map 7,
is called the optimal transport map from p to ¢q. Using
the fact that the marginal distributions of II*(x,y) are

p(x) and ¢(y), we can obtain

[aviia) = [ dx [aviom )
- / dcf(Tyog()p(x)  (16)

for any differential and measurable function f(x). If we
consider the change of variables y = 7,.,4(x) and dy =
dx|det(VTp—q(x))|, we obtain the Jacobian equation [29]

P(%) = q(Tp—q(x))| det(VTpq(x))], (17)

where |det(V7,-4(x))| denotes the determinant of the
Jacobian matrix V7,4 at x. By using the optimal trans-
port map, the L2-Wasserstein distance is calculated as

Wip,q)® = / dx % — Ty )Pp(x).  (18)

Thus, the L?-Wasserstein distance can be regarded as
the expected value of the optimal transportation distance
1 = Tymsg ]| (see Fig. .

We briefly introduce the Benamou-Brenier for-
mula [37], which is related to a relation between the en-
tropy production and the L2-Wasserstein distance in this
paper. If dynamics of the probability ¢;(x) are driven by
the continuity equation with the velocity field v;(x),

g4 (x)
ot

= -V - (vi(x)a:(x)), (19)

the L2-Wasserstein distance gives the lower bound on the
expected value of the square of the velocity field,

Widora,)? < 7 / "at / dx|vi(x)]2q:(x).  (20)

where we consider the time integral from time ¢t = 0 to
t = 7. Because the velocity field of the Fokker-Planck
equation is the mean local velocity, we obtain a rela-
tion between the entropy production rate and the L2-
Wasserstein distance as discussed in the next section.

IV. RELATION BETWEEN WASSERSTEIN
DISTANCE AND ENTROPY PRODUCTION
RATE

In this section, we discuss a relation between the L2-
Wasserstein distance and the entropy production rate.
We set that dynamics of the probability distribution
p+(x) are described by the Fokker-Planck equation .
We define the path length on the probability simplex
measured by the L?-Wasserstein distance from time ¢ = 0
to time ¢t =7 as

[T/At]

L=l : ) 21
Jim 2 W(prats P(k+1)At) (21)



where the positive integer [7/At] is given by the ceiling
function [---]. The entropy production rate is bounded

by
1 (de\?
o2 —= | — |
wl \ dt
which is consistent with the previous result in Ref. [33].
This equation gives a relation between the L*-
Wasserstein distance and the entropy production rate

for the Fokker-Planck equation. In terms of the L?-
Wasserstein distance, the quantity (dL;/dt)? is given by

(22)

ac,\* ~ W(ptiar.pe)?
< = ) = PSP oAy (23)
2
— lim W(pt-l-Atapt) , (24>

CAtlo uTAt?

for the short time At. Thus, this inequality can be re-
garded as the Benamou-Brenier formula [37] for the short
time 7 = At,

At
W(preanp)? < At/o dt/dx 22 (x)|2pe(x) + O(AF),
(25)

We next discuss the situation that the equality in
Eq. holds. We introduce a non-negative term o}°*

defined as
1 /de\?
(=) >
7 uT<dt> =0

and consider the situation o}°* = 0. Here, we con-
sider the Taylor expansion of the optimal transport map
Tp.—spesna: (X) up to the order At,

rot __
g, =

(26)

Toiospiras(X) = X+ ar(x) At + O(AL?),  (27)

where aq(x) is the first order of the Taylor coefficient.
From Eq. (18), we obtain an expression of (dL;/dt)?,

(ddctt>2:/dx a1 (x)]|%ps (x) + O(AL). (28)

Thus, if the mean local velocity gives an optimal trans-
port map, that is v¢(x) = a;(x), the equality holds and
ot =0.

Next, we consider the difference between a;(x) and
vi(x). By substituting (p¢, pi+at) into (p,q), the Jaco-
bian equation in Eq. is given by

Pt (X) = Pt+At (7;7t_>pt+At (X))| det (v’];?f,—mt+At (X)) |
(29)

We calculate the Taylor expansions of the determinant
up to the order At as follows

| det (v%t_)pt-f—At (X))| =1+V- al(X)At + O(AtZ)
(30)

From the Fokker-Planck equation 7 we also obtain
Prrad(x) = pe(x) = V- (1 (x)pe(x)) At + O(At?), (31)

which is the discretized version of the Fokker-Planck
equation for the short time At. By inserting Eqgs. ,

and into Eq. , we obtain
0=V [(a1(x) — v1(x))pe(x)|At + O(AL?).
By considering the first-order terms of At, we obtain
V- [(a1(x) = v (x)pe(x)] = 0. (32)

Because of Helmholtz’s decomposition, this equation im-
plies the existence of a vector potential A;(x) such as

a1 (x)pr(x) = ve(x)pe(x) + V x Ag(x). (33)

Thus, this vector potential A; quantifies a difference be-
tween optimal transport plan and the time evolution of
the Fokker-Planck equation from time ¢ to time ¢ 4+ At.
To find the expression of 0}°", we use the formula for
the time derivative of the L2-Wasserstein distance [29].

The following formula

5 (Peeh )| [t Tt
= (34)

holds for any probability distribution p(x), where we
used the notation 7; = Tp—p,. The proof of this for-
mula is shown in Appendix A. By applying the
Taylor expansion Eq. to the formula Eq. for
(P, Pi+s) = (PtsPr+at+s), we obtain the following equa-
tion,

d (W(ps; Peyarts)
ds 2

— At / dx[ay (%) - i (Tpy spu o as (X)) ]P0 ()

At / (a1 (Ty, ey a0 () V(T (O)pe() + O(AP)

s=0

At [ dyia(y) vi(y)lpsaily) + AuTo + O(AF)

:At/dx[al(x) v (x)]pe(x) + O(AL?),

where we used Eq. . From the definition of the path
length Eq. , we obtain

(35)

dl
W(pt+s7pt) = 7;5 + 0(32)7

for small s. Therefore, we also obtain

i W(ph pt+At+s)2
ds 2

s=0
— lim W(Disatys,pt) = W(Dirat, Di)
sl0 S
_dLiyaidts
dt dt

/A% )
(4 arvora

(36)

W(pt-i-Ata pt)

At + O(A?)

(37)



By comparing Eq. with Eq. , we obtain another
expression of (dL/dt)?

ac,\?
<dtt) :/dx[al (x) - v (x)]pe(x) + O(AL?).  (38)
We finally obtain an expressions of 0}°' from Eq. ,

rot __ 1
oot = T /dx[V x At(x)] - (%) (39)

We also obtain another expression by comparing Eq.
with Eq. ,

grot = _ L / dxX[V x A,(x)] - ve(x)  (40)

t MT
1 A 2
_ 1 [ pVx AT (41)
pT pe(x)
Thus, 0}°" is non-negative, and zero if ||V x A;(x)|| = 0.

Because 01°® is proportional to the mean value of the

square of ||V x Ay(x)||/pt(x), this value o}°" quanti-
fies the amount of the rotation in a difference between
the optimal transport and the mean local velocity, and
it might not be zero if the system is in nonequilibrium
steady state. The non-potential force is needed to achieve
nonequilibrium steady state, and the steady flow and the
steady force should be cyclic because of the Schnaken-
berg network theory [90]. When the mean local veloc-
ity v4(x) is given by the potential v4(x) = —V®; with
@y = p(Vi(z) + TInp,(x)) as we assumed in Eq. (2)), the

quantity of°" is given by

1
O';Ot = ﬁ /dX[V X At(X)] . V(Dt

1
ﬁ dxV - [(I)tv X At(X)]

1
T / dS - [®;V x Ay(x)] (42)

where [ dS denotes the surface integral. If the quantity
|®;V x A;(x)| vanishes at infinity, the quantity o}°" be-
comes zero. The quantity |V x A.(x)| is bounded by
1 x Ay(x)| < 2max(lay ()], () pe(x) where |-
denotes the absolute value. Thus, if we assume that
the probability p;(x) converges to zero and the product
2max(|a; (x)], |[v:(x)])p:(x)|®;| also vanishes at infinity,
we obtain o1°* = 0 and

1 [dC.\°
=—|—) . 43
o MT(ﬁ) (13)
This condition might be well achieved for a realistic phys-
ical situation, because the probability p;(x) is physically
localized and the probability p;(x) decays much faster
than the factor 1/[2max(|a;(x)|, |ve(x)])|®:]]. For ex-

ample, in the section IX, we obtain this equality for
the Brownian particle trapped in the harmonic potential.

The term ¢°" might only be important for the case that

non-potential force exists in the Fokker-Planck equation,
where the mean local velocity v;(x) cannot be written
by the potential —V®;. Thus, the quantity of°" might
play an important role in the steady state thermodynam-

ics [91].

V. LOWER BOUND ON ENTROPY
PRODUCTION

We here discuss a lower bound on the entropy pro-
duction ¥ := [dto, based on Eq. . By using Eq.
, the entropy production from time ¢t =0 to t = 7 is

bounded by
b)) :/ dtO’t
0
1

Cat (d‘) (14)

>

—uT J dt

In differential geometry, the quantity C =
(1/2) [y dt (dL/dt)* called as the action, and Eq.
implies that the entropy production for the Fokker-
Planck equation is bounded by the action measured by
the path length of the Wasserstein L? distance,

y>—. (45)

If 0*°* = 0, the entropy production is proportional to the
action measured by the path length of the Wasserstein L?
distance ¥ = 2C/(uT'). Here, we consider the following
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

e ([4) ([ +())
([

= L7, (46)

which gives a lower bound on the action. In information
geometry, this inequality has been considered [24] as a
trade-off relation between time 7 and the action C. By
considering (dL;/dt) as the Fisher information of time,
several variants of thermodynamic speed limits can be
derived from this inequality for the Markov jump pro-
cess [9], the Fokker-Planck equation [II] and the rate
equation [I8] in stochastic thermodynamics of informa-
tion geometry. In the same way, we obtain a lower bound
on the entropy production by considering the action mea-
sured by the L2-Wasserstein distance (see also Fig. ,

£2
>> " 47
—ulT (47)
Because this inequality implies a trade-off relation be-
tween time and the entropy production, this result can
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FIG. 2. Schematic of the entropy production and the LZ2-
Wasserstein distance. The lower bound on the entropy pro-
duction is obtained from geometry of the L2-Wasserstein dis-
tance. The entropy production ¥ = fOT dto; is bounded
by the length measured by the L?-Wasserstein distance £,
as a tighter bound, and the L2-Wasserstein distance itself
W(po,p-) as a lower bound. These inequalities are general-
izations of thermodynamic speed limits.

also be regarded as a generalization of thermodynamic
speed limits. Since we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity, the equality can be achieved when the probability
distribution moves with a constant velocity on the L*-
Wasserstein distance space, that is, when it satisfies the
following equation
L (45)
dt T
forany 0 <t <.
Using the fact that the L2-Wasserstein distance satis-
fies the triangle inequality for probabilities p, ¢ and r,

W(p,r) < W(p,q) + W(g,r), (49)
we obtain the following inequality,
L: > W(po,p-). (50)

from the definition of £,. Using Eq. and the above
inequality, we can obtain the previously known inequality
in Refs. [36 [38],

W(p07p7')2

>
- wl't

; (51)
which is equivalent to the Benamou-Brenier formula [37]
because the entropy production rate is given by the ex-
pected value of the square of the velocity field vi(x).
Considering the above derivation, the condition for the
equality to hold is when the probability distribution
changes at a constant speed on a straight line as mea-
sured by the L?-Wasserstein distance,

ET = W(p-,—,po), (52>
dly — W(p-,po)
dt T ' (53)

In this case, the entropy production is minimized with
constraints pg and p,. Moreover, when the initial distri-
bution pg, the final distribution p,, and the time interval
T are specified, the protocol to achieve this equality can
be numerically obtained by the algorithm of the fluid me-
chanics [37]. In other words, by using this algorithm, we
can construct an efficient heat engine for small systems
with the minimum entropy production.

Similarly, we obtain another lower bound by applying
the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality Eq. (46) and the triangle
inequality Eq. . Let us con51der the time interval
t; = 7(i/N). Because the entropy production is given by

=y (R e

another lower bound on the entropy production can be
obtained in a similar way as follows

E>Z

1=0

(tistiva), (55)

where i(t; s) is the lower bound on the entropy produc-
tion by the Benamou-Brenier formula from time ¢ to time

5

2
$(t:s) = m. (56)
Moreover, in the case 0}°" = 0, we obtain
N-—
= 1\}E>noo Z (tistita), (57)

=0

because the change from py, to p;, , is at a constant rate
on a straight line as measured by the L?-Wasserstein dis-
tance in the limit ¢;4; — t; = 7/N — 0. Remarkably,
a calculation of 2(ti;ti+1) does not require information
of the joint probability distribution at time t; and ¢;11,
while the experimental estimation of the entropy pro-
duction based on the fluctuation theorem needs infor-
mation of the joint probability distribution [92]. It is
relatively difficult to estimate the joint probability in an
experiment with a small number of samples, compared
to two probabilities. This fact might be useful to esti-
mate the entropy production in an experiment by using
Eq. . This estimation of the entropy production
by using Eq. is similar to the estimation of the en-
tropy production based on thermodynamic trade-off rela-
tions such as thermodynamic uncertainty relations [55-
58]. Because the algorithm of the fluid mechanics [37]
provides a proper estimation of the mean local velocity
numerically, this estimation of the entropy production
by using Eq. might be better than the estimation of
the entropy production based on thermodynamic uncer-
tainty relations [55H58] for a Brownian particle, where its
dynamics are given by the Fokker-Planck equation with
the potential force.



VI. STOCHASTIC THERMODYNAMICS OF

SUBSYSTEM

In this section, we discuss a relationship between the
L2-Wasserstein distance of the subsystem and thermody-
namics. We start with two-dimensional systems X and
Y. Stochastic dynamics of two positions € X (= R) and

y € Y(= R) are driven by the following Fokker-Planck
equation

8pt($,y) 0 0

ot %(Vix(ﬂ%y)pt(ﬂfvy)) - a—y(ug/(x,y)pt(x,y)),

0
v (z,y) = — Ho = Vil y) + Tinpy(z, )],

Q[Vt(fv,y) + Tlnpe(z,y)].

-z (58)

v (2,y) =

We first consider the situation that the position y is
the hidden degree of freedom and we can only observe
the position . Thus, we can only measure the marginal
distribution of X defined as

& (@) =/dy pe(x,y).

The time evolution of the marginal distribution is given
by

(59)

Op (z o
L0 -0 i@y, 60
_ dy vi* (z, y)pe(@,y
I/,EX(‘T) _ f t (X ) t( )
pi (x)
0
=tz [/ dyp; " (ylo)[Vi(z, y) +T1npt($,y)]] ,
(61)
where 7;X (x) is the marginal mean local velocity of X,

pf‘x(ym) := pt(z,y)/pi (x) is the conditional probabil-
ity of Y under the condition of X, and we assumed that
pe(x,y) vanishes at infinity. If we want to measure the
entropy production rate for this system, we only obtain
the apparent entropy production rate of X,

X _ 1 X X
o = / a7 ()i (), (62)

which is different from the partial entropy production
rate of X,

1
o = dx/dy Vit (2, y)Ppe (@, ).

T (63)

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain the in-

equality
O'tX - 6tX
_ 1 da ([ dylvX (z,9)Ppe(z,y)) ([ dype(z,y))
ur bi ( )

(J dyr¥ (e y)pia,y))’
i (@)

1
- — |d
uT/x

>0. (64)
Thus, the apparent entropy production rate ;* is always
smaller than the partial entropy production rate ;. The
apparent entropy production rate is equivalent to the par-
tial entropy production when v{X(z,y) = X (z). This
condition implies that the potential force —oV;(z,y)/0x
does not depend on y, and the systems X and Y are
statistically independent p.(z,y) = piX(z)p) (y) with
P (y) := [ dz pi(z,y).

If we define the path length of X from time ¢ = 0 to
time t =7 as

[T/At]

E,,)_( = lim Z W(p?AtapfliJrl)At)v
k=0

ALL0 (65)

our result for the path length of X gives the apparent
entropy production rate of X,

2
L (AL _ o W)
At—0

X
Oy 2 2
wl \  dt WAt

(66)

Because 7;%(x) is given by the potential 7;*(z) =

—(8/02)®F with

o = | [ a! N GheVite) + T (07)

we might obtain the equality

2
o1 (ack
t Wl \ dt

under the assumption that p¥(z) vanishes at infinity
and the distribution is localized. We also obtain a lower
bound on the apparent entropy production rate of X as
follows,

(68)

X o= / dtoi (69)
0
(£3)?
il (70)
X X)\2
T

Now, we discuss a relationship between two subsys-
tems X and Y. We introduce the marginal mean local
velocity, the apparent entropy production rate and the



partial entropy production rate of Y as follows

14 X
) @ o @), (72)
7Y = ;T daylo) (2)%p) (v), (74)
7 =z [ o [ @il @l (@)

The entropy production rate is given by the sum of the
partial entropy production rates,

or =0 +a;. (76)
Because ofX > & and o} > &), the inequality

—5Y >0, (77)

Ut—@X

is satisfied.

VII. INFORMATION THERMODYNAMICS

We here discuss information thermodynamics, which
explains a paradox of the Maxwell’s demon [80]. In infor-
mation thermodynamics, we consider a relation between
the partial entropy production and information flow for
the 2D Fokker-Planck equation or the 2D Langevin
equations [74] [76, [8I]. The partial entropy production
rates of X and Y for Eq. are calculated as

UtX :Gt))ithtﬁLUs);st*I.X (78)
0'2/ - Ubath H7 + Usys t (79)
8V

o= [ o [ dy [ tl )} VX (2 9)pi @, 9),

(80)
1 Vi(x,y)

=7 [0 [ ar| -] o)

(81)

OlnpiX(z
na = [ o [y |- o),

(52)
o= [t [ [ 2] o)
(83)
X = /dm/ dy[ :v(
(84)

(85)

P (2)py (

where o1, (Opain.) is the entropy change of the sys-
tem X (Y), og‘;th;t (J,};ath;t) is the entropy change of the

P, y)y) )] V¥ (2, ), ),
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heat bath attached to the system X (Y), and Z%X (ZV)
is information flow from X to Y (Y to X).

We explain the decomposition of the partial entropy
production rates Eqs. and . The entropy changes
of the system X and Y are given by the differential en-
tropy change,

opX (z
Us)is;t Z/dl‘ tat( )[_lnptx(x)]

53 = [ del-p @) p¥ @) (87)
Og;s;t d 55)3(157 (88)
s, = / dyl-pY (v) mp¥ () (89)

where we used the partial integral and the normalization
of the probability (d/dt) [ dxp; (x) = 0. The sum of the
entropy changes of the heat bath gives the total entropy
changes of the heat bathes

1 Ope(z,y
Oﬁ;th;t + Ulzo/ath;t = T /d.’ﬁ‘/dy tét )[_‘/t(xvy)]
1dQ
= TTa %0)

where we used the partial integral. The sum of informa-
tion flows gives the change of the mutual information I
between X and Y

X LY _ / da / dyaptgz’y) <ln pffp(tx(;cz’??)(y»
dI

(91)

I= /dx/dypt(x,y) In ]%, (92)

where we used the partial integral, the marginalization

[ dype(w,y) = pi¥ (2) and [ dap(z,y) = p) (y), and the
normalization of the probability (d/dt) [ dxp;*(z) = 0,

(d/dt) [dxp) (z) = 0, and (d/dt) [ dzdyp(x,y) = O.
Additionally, we obtain
. . ds,
X Y X Y sys
Ogys;t + Ogys;t — I* -1" = dty ) (93)

thus the sum of the partial entropy production rates gives
the total entropy production rate.

The non-negativity of the partial entropy production
rates gives the second laws of information thermodynam-
ics for the subsystem [(TH74] [76], 81],

X X X

abath;t + Usys;t > T ) (94)
Y Y Y

Ubath;t + Gsys;t Z T ) (95)



which implies that the entropy changes of the system and
heat bath are bounded by information flow in the pres-
ence of the subsystem. These inequalities explains a con-
version between information and thermodynamic quan-
tities in the context of the Maxwell’s demon. The sum
of two inequalities

X X X Y Y Y
Ubath;t + Usys;t -1"+ Ubath;t + Usys;t -7 > 0’ (96)

gives the second law of thermodynamics for the total sys-
tem

Based on the results Egs. (64) and , we obtain
tighter inequalities compared to the second law of infor-
mation thermodynamics as follows

WO arp)?

Uli;th;t + Ugls;t > i-X + AI?BO 4,U,TAt2 > ij
(98)
. WY 00 ) .
Opathst + Oayst = L° + lim Wi aepi)” >7Y. (99)

At—0  pTAt? -
Thus, the entropy changes of the system and heat bath
are tightly bounded by both information flow and the
L?-Wasserstein distance.

We now consider the case 0}°" = 0. Because the sum
of the partial entropy production rates gives the total en-
tropy production rate, the sum of two tighter inequalities
gives non-negativity of a measure 1"V,

w
im — >
A ae =0 (100)
Y =Wperanp)® =Wk anp)? = WEann ).
(101)
The equality holds when
v (a,y) = 7 (), (2,y) = 7 (@) (102)

The measure I"V quantifies both the statistical indepen-
dence and the independence of the potential, while the
mutual information I only quantifies the statistical in-
dependence. Thus, I”V could be an interesting measure
of the independence between two systems when stochas-
tic dynamics of two systems are driven by the Fokker-
Planck equation, and its non-negativity is decomposed
by tighter inequalities of information thermodynamics

Eqgs. and .

VIII. STOCHASTIC HEAT ENGINE

Let us consider a stochastic heat engine [75] driven by

the potential V; that is not quasi-static. The cycle of a
stochastic engine consists of the following four steps (see

also Fig. .

1. Isothermal process 2. Adiabatic process

T Th= T,

) b

P p

0<t <ty t =1ty

3. Isothermal process

4. Adiabatic process

Te=Th

th <t <tn+te t=t, +te

FIG. 3. An example of a stochastic heat engine. Because the
initial state at time ¢t = 0 and the final state at time ¢ = ¢, +tc
are same, the four steps gives the cycle of a stochastic heat
engine. The work —W), is extracted during time 0 < ¢ < ty,
and the work W, is done during time ¢, < t < t, + tc. The
total amount of the work through one cycle —-W = —W), +
We > 0 is extracted.

1. An isothermal process of varying the potential
Vi(x) during time 0 < ¢ < ¢, at temperature
Ty. During this step, the probability distribution
changes from p? to p°, and the entropy change of
the system is given by AS := [ dxp*(x) Inp?(x) —
[ dxpP(x)InpP(x). In this step, the work is ex-
tracted —Wy, := gh dt(dW/dt) > 0 for the external
system.

2. The temperature is changed from T}, to T.(< T})
instantaneously at time ¢ = . During this time,
the distribution p does not change. Therefore, the
entropy of the system also did not change, and this
step can be interpreted as an adiabatic process.

3. An isothermal process that returns the potential
Vi, (%) to Vo(x) = Va4t (%) during time ¢, < ¢ <
tn + t. at temperature 7T.. During this step, the
probability distribution changes from p® to p?*, and
the entropy change of the system is —AS. In this
step, the system is assumed to be given work W, :=

[t de(dW/dt) > 0 by the external system.

th

4. The temperature is changed from T, to T} instan-
taneously at time t = t, + t.. During this time,
the distribution does not change. Therefore, the
entropy of the system also did not change, and this
step can be interpreted as an adiabatic process.

If we consider the harmonic potential and the initial dis-
tribution p* is Gaussian, thermodynamic quantities such
as the entropy change and the work are calculated, and
we can find an optimal protocol to minimize the en-
tropy production can be obtained analytically [75]. As



we shown in the section IX, ¢f°* = 0 and the entropy
production rate is proportional to the action.

Here we consider a general case that the potential is not
necessarily harmonic and the probability distribution at
time t is not necessarily Gaussian. When the time ¢, and
t. are long enough and the potential V;(x) is a harmonic
potential, the efficiency of the heat engine becomes the
Carnot efficiency asymptotically, and the heat engine can
be considered as a stochastic extension of the Carnot

cycle. The extracted work of the heat engine through
the one cycle is
W .= Wh — WC = (Th — TC)AS — ThZh — TCEC,
(103)

where ¥y, := fot " dto, is entropy production in the isother-

mal step 1 at temperature T}, and X tth”tc dtoy is

entropy production in the isothermal step 3 at tempera-
ture T,.. If we assumed that the extracted work is positive
—W > 0, the condition AS > 0 should be needed because
of the second law of thermodynamics ¥, > 0 and 3, > 0.

By using Eq. , we can obtain the following inequal-
ity for the extracted work —W,

a ,.b\2
W< (n, - yas - P gy
My
1 1 1
1 1,1 105
BTt (105)

where ¢, is called the reduced time. When we impose the
positive extracted work in the whole cycle, i.e., =W > 0,
we obtain the following inequality for the reduced time

t, from Eq.(103)),

/.L(Th - TC)AS
W(p*, p»)?
This inequality implies that the reduced time in the en-
gine is generally bounded by the entropy change and the
the L2-Wasserstein distance W(p®, p?), which are given
by the initial distribution p, and the final distribution

Py
Because the efficiency of the heat engine 7 is defined
as

<

tl (106)

e L
TLWAS — Ty
Because the second law of thermodynamics ¥y + 3. > 0
holds, we obtain the fact that the efficiency is generally
bounded by the Carnot efficiency ne [93],
pe< i te
T

When we considered the situation that the entropy pro-
duction is minimized as follows

W(p*, p°)?
pte
W(p*, p°)?
ptn

n= (107)

= 1nc. (108)

T.% = 7 (109)

Ty = ; (110)
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the efficiency 7 is given by

W(p*p")?
Th B T T T pASt,

_ W(p,pb)?
T ,U,Asth

n= , (111)

and reaches to the Carnot efficiency nc in the limit
th — oo and t. — oo. This fact is also discussed in
Ref. [69]. In the limit ¢, — oo and t. — oco. the square
of the L2-Wasserstein distance plays the same role as the
irreversible “action” Aj, in Ref. [75].

When 0}°" = 0, we obtain a geometric interpretation
of the efficiency from Eq. ,

_ Th C ;LAS fth+tc dt(dct>
= g (dct)

- ,uAS f
In this case, we obtain a lower bound on the efficiency

(112)

ne — <n <nc, (113)

/,LASTh
where C = (1/2) [, ¥l qt(dL,/dt)? is the action mea-
sured by the L?2- Wasserstem distance. The efficiency n
can reach to the Carnot efficiency 7 when the ratio be-
tween the action and the Shannon entropy change C/AS
converges to zero. In general o;° # 0 and this lower
bound by the action is generally violated, especially for
the case of the non-potential force. Thus, the quantity
o1°" might play an important role in a stochastic heat
engine with a non-potential force.

IX. EXAMPLE: BROWINAN PARTICLE IN
HARMONIC POTENTIAL

We here show the case of a Browinan particle in har-
monic potential as an example of stochastic thermodyan-
mics based on L?-Wassserstein distance. In this case, we
can show 0" = 0, and obtain the protocol of minimiz-
ing the entropy production analytically. In terms of the
Langevin equation, the time evolution of the position ()
at time ¢ is given by

114
o (114)
with the harmonic potential
1
Vi(z) = Ski(w — ar)?, (115)

where £(t) is the Gaussian noise with the mean (£(¢)) =0
and the variance (£(t)€(t')) = d(t — t'). This Langevin
equation corresponds to the Fokker-Planck equation [94],

Ope(x) 0
o —%(Vt(z)pt(x)): (116)
W(@): = Vi) + Thp)]. (17)



We now assume that the probability distribution at the
initial time is Gaussian. For the harmonic potential, the
probability distribution at time t is Gaussian if the prob-
ability distribution at the initial time is Gaussian,

(z — Bla])?

pi(@) = 2Var|x];

QW\iar[x}t P <_ ) )
Blal, = [ doap(o)

Var[z]: = /dxxzpt(x) — (E[z],)%

(119)

(120)

For this Fokker-Planck equation, the time evolution of
E[z]; and Var[z]; are given by

d
%E[Jﬁ}t = ,uk;t(at

d
%Var[ xly = =2 (kVar[z] — T).

— Elz]y), (121)

(122)

Therefore, the mean local velocity v;(x) is analytically
calculated as

wl

() = — ks (Elaly — ar) + (Var[ - m) (x — Els]y).

(123)

and the entropy production rate is also calculated as

o — MLT / daln(2) i)

=£ T 2 ar|z 2(E[x]: — ar)?
=7 {(k:t Var[a:]t> Var([z|; + ki (Ez]; — ay) } .
(125)

(124)

The Wasserstein distance can be concretely calculated
for the Gaussian distribution [95,[96]. For two probability
distributions

P S e - 0%
) = 27 Var[z]? p( 2Var[z]? ) (126)
and
by _ 1 exp [ — (z — E[z]")?
p°(z) = Vel p< War[a]? ) (127)

the L?-Wasserstein distance can be written as follows

e )

(128)

This L?-Wasserstein distance is also known as the Fréchet
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distance [97]. Thus, we can confirm ¢ = 0 as follows

dL; ’ — lim WP, prvar)
dt Atl0 At?

_ <dE )2 (d\/Var )

dt
_ o) (keVar[z]s — T)2 2Bzl — a)?
=p { Var[dls + ki (Blz]: — ay) }
= pToy. (129)

We also can see that the entropy production ¥ is min-
imized if Eq. holds. The minimum value of the en-
tropy production X for fixed pg and p. is calculated as

T dE[z]: 2 dy/Var[z], 2
o ()" (05

D) T (130)
— 2 . 2
(S5 dBlale) + (JI55 d/Varlely) (131)
- ,uTT
(E[z], — (\/Var — /Var[z] )
- uI'r ’
(132)
where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

T [y dt(d6y/dt)? (fy dt(db/dt))* with 6, = B[x];
and 0; = /Var[z];. The minimum value can be achieved

if db;/dt is constant. This condition of the minimum
value can be rewritten as

Ele], = (1 - j) Elalo + LB, (133)

Var[z]; = <1> V/ Var[z]o + = \/Var 5 (134)

or equivalently,

dBE[z];  Elz], — E[x]
= °, (135)
dy/Var[z], \/ Var[z \/ Var[z
o (136)

Under this condition, W(po, p-)/7 is calculated as

W(po, pr)
:i\/(EMT_ 2 (Varfal, — /Varfa] )
(dE )2 (dW)
dt
:%, (137)



which is the condition that the probability distribution
changes at a constant rate on a straight line as measured
by the L2 Wasserstein distance Eq. 1.) By comparing

Eqgs. and (| with (| and ([122]), the optimal

protocol that mlnlmlzes the entropy productlon is given
by

ki (ay — Elz];) = M (138)
—u (k:Var[z = +/Var[z \/Var \/Var
(139)

In terms of the parameters of the harmonic potential
Vi(z), the optimal protocol that minimizes the entropy
production is given by

\/Var \/Var
ke =T — 140
,uT\/Var[ J¢ (140)
HHH aan

Thus, we obtain k; and a; which realizes such an optimal
protocol in practice

k=T — \/ Var[z \/ Var|z

{T\/Var o+t \/Var

\/Var }
(142)
E[.I]o

_ (1 - j) Ela]o + ;E[x]T 4 Blalr = Elzlo.

143
kypr (143)

If we assume that k; is always non-negative, the following
inequality

> 1 — tuT +/Var[z], — \/Var[z]o (144)
pT Var|x]o
> 1 v/ Var[z], — /Var[z]o (145)

must hold for this optimal protocol. The results show
that when the variance gets smaller, i.e., Var[z], <
Var[x]p, we can use this optimal protocol for all 7 > 0,
but when the variance gets larger, i.e., Var[z], > Var[z]o,
there is a limit to the time 7 for the process to achieve
this optimal protocol.

X. DISCUSSION

We show a geometrical feature of stochastic thermo-
dynamics for the Fokker-Planck equation based on the
L?-Wasserstein distance. As shown in this paper, the
L2-Wasserstein distance is strongly related to the en-
tropy production in stochastic thermodynamics for the
Fokker-Planck equation. Thus, based on L2-Wasserstein
distance, we can consider a differential geometry of
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stochastic thermodynamics for the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion, which is closely related to the entropy production.

It might be interesting to consider a relation between
the L2-Wasserstein distance and the Fisher information
matrix because the Fisher information matrix gives a
metric in information geometry, which is a possible choice
of differential geometry of stochastic thermodynamics.
For example, the entropy production is also given by the
projection in information geometry. Thus, there might
be a deep connection between information geometry and
optimal transport by the L2-Wasserstein distance. For
example, the HWI inequality, the logarithmic Sobolev
inequalities, and the Talagrand inequalities are consid-
ered as a trade-off relation among the L2-Wasserstein
distance, the relative Fisher information, and the Shan-
non entropy [29,33]. As shown in Ref. [I1], we have anal-
ogy between the entropy production rate and the Fisher
information of time for the Fokker-Planck equation. This
analogy is also pointed out in Ref. [98]. Moreover, the
entropy production is also obtained from the projection
in information geometry [I0]. Thus, we might unify two
directions of researches of information geometry and the
L?-Wasserstein distance for the Fokker-Planck equation
based on the entropy production. The unification of in-
formation geometry and geometry of the L2-Wasserstein
distance has been recently discussed [39] [40], and our
results might provide a new direction in this topic.

If we consider thermodynamics based on information
geometry, we can consider not only stochastic thermo-
dynamics for the Fokker-Planck equation [II] but also
stochastic thermodynamics for the Markov jump pro-
cess [9] and chemical thermodynamics for the rate equa-
tion [I8]. Thus, it might be interesting to seek a
correspondence of the L2-Wasserstein distance for the
Markov jump process and the rate equation. Indeed,
Y. Hasegawa and T. Van Vu derived a generalization of
thermodynamic speed limits for the Markov jump pro-
cess [70], then a thermodynamic correspondence of the
L?-Wasserstein distance for the Markov jump process
might be the distance discussed in Ref. [70]. In nonequi-
librium steady state, the quantity o}°* might play an im-
portant role, and its physical meaning is interesting. Un-
der the existence of the non-potential force, the entropy
production rate is generally decomposed into two non-
negative parts, the Wasserstein part (dL;/dt)?/(uT) and
the rotational part ¢f°t. This fact is very similar to the
case of the steady state thermodynamics [91], where the
entropy production is decomposed into the excess entropy
production and the house keeping heat.
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Appendix A: Proof of the formula Eq. (34)

To obtain the formula Eq. , we introduce the map
M for the trajectory of the particle according to the
Fokker-Planck equation from time ¢ to time s. The map
M4 is given by the following differential equations
for s > 0,

d

£Mt—>t+s(x) = Vips(Miosis(X)), (A1)
with the initial condition M;_+(x) := x. The map
My for s > 0 is also given by

d

&Mt—»t—s(x) = v s(Mir—s(x)). (A2)

with the initial condition M;_;(x) := x. These differ-
ential equations correspond to the Lagrangian descrip-
tions of the Fokker-Planck equation as a continuity equa-
tion. Because the composite map M1 0 Te(x) =
Mi145(Ti(x)) is a non-optimal transport plan from p
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to pi+s, we obtain the inequality

p7 pt+s

— [ ax I~ a0 ot
/ dx|[x — My 4o (Ti(x))[2p(x). (A3)

By using Egs. (Al]) and (A3]), we obtain
d (W(P7Pt+s)2)

ds ) 5=0

_ hﬁ}é (W(péms)? B W(pépt)2>

< [ axpt [hng o~ Mo T = ()
=~ [ axtx = i) - () (Ad)

Similarly, we obtain
i W(pvpt+s)2
ds 2 s—0

=1 1 (W(p7pt+s)2 o W(pvpt)2>
2 2

_ 2_ _ 2
2 /pr(X) |:11I%1 HX 7;+3(X)|| ”XQS/VItJrSﬁ\t(,EJrs(X))H

x)) - ve(Te(x))p(x), (A5)

because the composite map Miys ¢ 0 Tiqs is a non-
optimal transport plan from p to p;. From Egs. (A4)
and (Ab]), we finally obtain the formula Eq. .
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