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Thermodynamically rational decision making under uncertainty
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An analytical characterization of thermodynamically rational agent behaviour is obtained for a
simple, yet non—trivial example of a “Maxwell’s demon” operating with partial information. Our
results provide the first fully transparent physical understanding of a decision problem under un-

certainty.

Decision making under uncertainty is one of the core
hallmarks of intelligence, for which conclusive theory is
yet outstanding. Mathematical foundations are com-
monly phrased in terms of optimization. Notions of “util-
ity” [1, 2], “reward” [3], “risk” [4] and “regret” [5] are,
for example, used to formalize agent objectives and define
rationality. But the exact quantification of these subjec-
tive notions typically expresses ad hoc modeling choices,
ultimately based on the designer’s intuition. This ap-
proach can be problematic, particularly when complex
behaviors are modeled and model performance measures
are not unambiguous.

An alternative is to look for physical foundations. All
decision makers are physical systems, and physical limits
to information processing can provide design rules [6].
As with many complex problems, a first step towards
building foundational understanding is to carefully study
a rudimentary base case. The simplest decision problem
is a binary choice.

Interestingly, Maxwell’s demon [7], embodies a binary
decision problem in which no ad hoc assumptions are
necessary to quantify rationality. The observer’s goal is
unambiguous: available information is used to harvest
energy. The “demon” can be understood as an agent op-
erating an information engine [8]. The energy required
to take decisions must be subtracted from the derivable
gain, and the bottom line is the engine’s remaining work
output. A thermodynamically rational agent chooses
that strategy which allows for the largest net output [6].

In recent years, numerous experiments have verified
that microscopic information engines are feasible [9-29]
and potentially useful in real world implementations [30],
such as biomolecular machinery in cells [31]. This experi-
mental evidence has lifted Maxwell’s demon and Szilard’s
information engine from the realm of thought experi-
ments, useful for understanding the physical nature of
information, to the realm of potential applications in en-
ergy efficient computing.

Real world agents and systems make decisions based on
observable data, which may contain only partial informa-
tion about the variable (or multiple variables) required
to decide which actions to take. These relevant variables
have to be inferred from observations. Typical real world
decision problems thus contain intrinsic uncertainty due
to partial observability. The framework of generalized,

partially observable information engines affords a princi-
pled derivation of the observer’s inference method from
physical arguments [6]. But even simple examples of par-
tially observable Szildrd engines have nontrivial solutions
that are not analytically tractable [32].

Here we present an example that can be understood
analytically. Motivated by the fact that quite commonly
not all outcomes of an observable carry useful informa-
tion for the purpose of making a decision, we consider
the simplified case in which observations either confer
full, uncorrupted information about the variable of inter-
est, or they are entirely uninformative about it. We show
that this type of problem can be mapped onto a partially
observable Szilard engine. Thermodynamically rational
decision policies are presented in a parameterized form
which affords clear interpretability and analytic analysis.
They differ from intuitive coarse graining of the observ-
able, a commonly used method [33]. Maximization of
work extraction alone, a strategy typically employed in
the information engine literature [24-29, 34-37], is imple-
mented by coarse graining. Our analysis shows that this
strategy disregards non-negligible information processing
costs and is, therefore, not generally thermodynamically
rational. In a significant region of the problem’s param-
eter space, viable engines that produce positive net work
output, are possible only when the observer makes ther-
modynamically rational decisions. Even more intrigu-
ingly, the use of thermodynamic rationality reveals an
interesting structure in parameter space, which cannot
be discovered when the observable is coarse grained.

Binary decisions and generalized Szildrd engines.
Solving a decision problem typically hinges upon knowl-
edge of hidden variables, in the simplest case one random
variable with binary outcome, u==1. Szildrd’s informa-
tion engine embodies precisely that: A single-particle gas
is prepared with a movable divider in the center of the
container (at ©=0) and connected to a heat bath at tem-
perature T'. An observer, who knows which side is empty,
can extract work from the heat bath by isothermal ex-
pansion, up to, on average, kT In(2) per engine cycle (k
denotes the Boltzmann constant). The observer’s role is
to store a transiently available observation in memory.
A memory-dependent protocol on the piston is then exe-
cuted mechanistically [8]. The observer’s freedom lies in
the choice of the map from observation to memory. This



mapping has to be implemented by a physical process,
which requires energy. The minimum energy requirement
depends on the map—storing more information comes at
an inevitable cost [6, 38-40].

For Szilard’s engine, the observable is the particle’s z
position, the actionable variable, u, denotes which side
is empty. By construction, the observer’s choice does
not pose much of a challenge: the optimal way to record
to memory, m, is trivially given by the coarse graining
m = sign(z), making m identical to u. This decision
problem is fully observable, since the available data al-
ways affords uncertainty free reconstruction of the action-
able variable. Szilard’s engine converts work to informa-
tion (when storing an observation in memory), and in-
formation to work (when exploiting the memory). Phys-
ical implementation of the map m = sign(x) requires,
on average, at least kTh;In(2), where Ty denotes the
temperature at which the memory making process runs.
Szilard’s engine can therefore produce average net work
output up to k(T — Tir)In(2) per cycle. Run isother-
mally (T = Tyy), the net output is zero, at best, and the
engine acts purely as a converter between work and in-
formation. For Ty < T, Szilard’s engine is equivalent to
a heat engine, the idealized process approaches Carnot
efficiency [32]. This, however, assumes that the observer
implements the decision strategy outlined above. There
are, of course, other strategies that yield less work.

The decision problem becomes interesting when the
hidden variable u is not directly observable, and can-
not be computed precisely from the accessible data. In
the presence of intrinsic uncertainty, the challenge is to
map data to memory in such a way that inference qual-
ity is high, while energetic costs remain low. Thermody-
namically rational decision strategies can be probabilistic
in this case, characterized by the conditional probabili-
ties p(m|z) [6]. When m is given, there is an optimal,
memory-dependent work extraction protocol, which can
be applied mechanistically. It moves the divider into the
direction that is most likely empty, leaving a residual
volume fraction as large as the remaining inference error
probability [32]. The observer’s freedom in choosing a
decision strategy thus lies in the choice of p(m|z).

Decision problems with uncertainty can be linked
to partially observable Szilard engines in the following
way. Importantly, this general correspondence makes
our framework extendable to other types of uncertainty.
For binary wu, the intrinsic uncertainty is specified by the
probability p(u = 1|z). A corresponding partially ob-
servable Szilard engine can be constructed for any such
problem with constant probability density p(x) = p by
re-ordering x, so that the p(u=1|x) values are in ascend-
ing order, resulting in a monotonic function d(z) [41].
A physical divider shaped as d(z) is then used in the
Szilard engine, with any discontinuities connected verti-
cally. The engine can be assumed, without loss of gener-
ality, to have a container of unit length in all directions.
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FIG. 1. The decision problem. Left: as realized by a partially
observable Szilard engine; center: specified by the conditional
probability p(u = 1|z). Right: a fraction v of observable
outcomes are informative, of those, half correspond to the
left side being empty; w = 1 — v are uninformative.

The problem considered. Here, we consider a most ba-
sic decision problem: a fraction v € (0, 1) of the observ-
able outcomes z tell us with certainty which side is empty,
i.e. p(ulz) is either 0 or 1 for these . The rest of the
observations tell us nothing at all about wu, i.e., those x
have p(u|z) = 1/2. The corresponding partially observ-
able Szilard engine has a divider with a horizontal part
of width w = 1 — v in the middle (at y = 0), and two
vertical parts, located at @ = £w/2 (left panel of Fig. 1).
The problem is characterized by

0 ifzeX,=[-1/2,—w/2]
1/2 ifx € Xy = (—w/2,w/2) , (1)
1 ifxeXg=[w/2,1/2]

plu=1]z) =

(Fig. 1, center). It contains v bits of usable information:

11X.0) = (nlp(ule) o)) =0In(2).
As in Szilard’s original engine, the divider can be used

as a piston to extract work by increasing the accessible
volume. With access to the particle’s x-position alone,
the accessible volume can, at best, be doubled in a frac-
tion v of all engine cycles.

Naive coarse graining. The maximum average
amount of work, kTvIn(2), can be extracted if the
observer coarse grains z into the three different regions,
X, Xy, and Xg. Coarse graining is a data represen-
tation strategy that implements a hard partition of the
observable space by using a deterministic map, in this
case mapping to three distinct memory states,

-1 if z € A
0 if z € Xy, (2)
1 if x e Xg

p(m|$) = 5m’rﬁ(x)7 with ﬁl(x) =

where 0., = 1 if a = b, and d,, = 0 otherwise. This
classification embodies two binary decisions: first, decide
if the data are informative or not, then, if informative,
decide if they belong to X or to Xr. The situation
is sketched in the diagram on the right of Fig. 1. As
a consequence of the deterministic nature of this parti-
tioning, the conditional entropy is zero, H[M|X] = 0,
and the total amount of information kept in memory is

IM,X] = H [M]. To evaluate the entropy, we introduce
h(z) = —(1-z)In(1—2) — zln(x) > 0 for 0 < = < 1,



h(0) = h(1) = 0. The choice of the base of the log-
arithm determines the units of information; for base 2
we write ho(z) = h(z)/In(2), and we have Hy[M]| =
H[M]/In(2) = hy(v) +v. There are hy(v) bits of infor-
mation about whether or not a data sample is informa-
tive. But this is useless information for energy harvesting
purposes. Only v bits of the total memory reveal which
side of the container is empty, and are therefore usable.
Coarse graining into three states is wasteful, because it
keeps ho(v) unusable bits.

Strategies such as this one, which maximize gain re-
gardless of cost, are usually used in the information en-
gine literature. These strategies are not always ther-
modynamically rational. To see how bad this type of
strategy can be, note that, in this example, using Eq.
(2) leads to an upper bound on net average work out-

put of W2t = k(T — Ty )vIn(2) — kTarh(v). This
bound is negative when the relative temperature differ-
ence, AT := (T — Tp)/Tw, is below hg(v)/v. Typical
experimental realizations have T' = T»;. That would im-
ply an average net work loss of, at best, kTh(v) per cycle,
if no other dissipation was encountered in the implemen-
tation. The observer would be better off doing nothing
at all. This shows that data processing costs cannot be
ignored, and at least a lower bound should be compared
to the derived gain in experimental studies.

Maximizing energetic gain alone, regardless of pro-
cessing costs, is thermodynamically rational only for
T >> Ty, because in this regime energetic costs as-
sociated with keeping more information become negligi-
ble, as every usable bit allows for comparably enormous
gain. But the engine’s behavior is then dominated by
the large temperature gradient. In the more interesting
regime of small temperature ratios, 7 := T /T, the qual-
ity of the observer’s information processing governs the
engine’s behavior. In this regime rational decisions make
a considerable difference.

Thermodynamic rationality. For any given observer
strategy, p(m|z), the upper limit on average net en-
gine work output is the maximally possible work gain,
kTI[M,U], minus the smallest possible amount of work
needed to run the memory, kT I[M, X] [6]:

Whet = k(TI[M, U] — Ta I[M, X]) . (3)

Thermodynamically rational agents use that strategy
p*(m|x), which maximizes W2,  Mathematically,
such strategies are solutions to the following optimiza-
tion problem: argmaxy ) Wost[p(m|x)]; subject to
> mP(m|z) =1, Vo [6]. These solutions are computable
numerically with the “Information Bottleneck” algorithm
[42].

When the observer remembers something, we
have I[M,X]>0. The ratio of maximally ex-
tractable work to minimal cost then cannot exceed
ETIIM,U)/kTyI[M, X] < 7, since I[M,U] < I[M, X].

The temperature ratio 7 determines the thermodynamic
value of usable information. We expect the observer to
remember varying degrees of detail, depending on 7, be-
cause keeping more information requires more work, an
investment that, in general, makes sense only if the work
that can be gained from the usable part of the memo-
rized information, I, := I[M,U], exceeds the invested
amount. The rest of the total information captured,
I, :=I[M, X], is useless: I := I, — I,,.

The optimization problem can equivalently be un-
derstood as finding the data representation that con-
tains the least amount of useless information, subject
to capturing as much useful information as possible:
ie. finding argming(y, |, (lulp(ml|z)] — ATl [p(m|x)]);
st. > .. p(m|r) = 1. The relative temperature differ-
ence, AT = 7 — 1, controls the trade-off.

We saw that, in the range 1 < 7 < 14+hq(v) /v, strategy
Eq. (2) is worse than doing nothing. But we also know
that for 7 > 1, the engine could in principle produce pos-
itive average net work output, as long as the observer can
find a memory that captures enough usable information
without being too wasteful. What do rational decision
strategies look like in this range? Do they rely on two
memory states, or on three?

To answer these questions we enlisted the help of the
algorithm [43], but visual inspection of the numerical so-
lutions revealed a parametrization of thermodynamically
rational observer strategies (shown in Fig. 2) [44].
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FIG. 2. Thermodynamically rational decision strategies are
soft partitions, characterized by p(m|z) (displayed in the cells,
left), parameterized by the number of memory states, K (v, 1),
and the probabilities g2 (v, 7) and ¢3(v, 7). Red lines delineate
the region with uninformative outcomes, shown is v = 0.7.
Right: Each memory state m carries an inference of wu.

This parametrization enables analytic characterization
of thermodynamically rational agent behavior. The criti-
cal 7 values at which transitions occur between one, two,
and three distinct memory states can be calculated. To
that end, we write the average net engine work output,
waet " as a function of 7, v, and qr. Optimal gk (v,7)

are then determined from the condition dWZ2t /dqx = 0,

yielding g3 = (1 —v)/v(2%7 — 1), and a transcendental



equation for go [43], which has an analytic solution for
T =2 q= % — i 20—1 (for v > 1/2). Critical
values for 7 are obtained by analytical comparison of
waet for different numbers of underlying memory states,
K e{1,2,3}.

We find that two-state strategies emerge only if the
majority of observation outcomes are informative (v >
1/2). In that case, the transition from one to two memory
states occurs at the critical value

1
7'1_>2(v):5 , ve(1/2,1), (4)
and the transition from two to three memory states oc-
curs universally (Vv > 1/2) at

T233 — 2. (5)

Thermodynamically rational strategies in the range
T152(v) < T < 73,3 use two memory states as displayed
in the upper panel of Fig. 2: Any observation that is
fully informative is assigned with high probability, 1 — ¢
(g2 < 1/2), to one of those memory states. The value
m is just a label, and we are free to choose the labeling
convention such that x € XL get assigned to m = —1,
and z € Xr to m = 1. Uninformative observations in the
middle region are assigned to either state at random, re-
quiring no work. The energetic costs are thereby reduced
without negatively affecting inference quality [43].

Using this two-state memory allows the agent to ex-
tract work up to kT'In(2) [1 —ho (1 + (3 — g2)v)], at
a minimum energetic cost of kT In(2)v[l — ha(g)].
Reducing costs becomes more important with smaller
7, as usable information has less thermodynamic value.
Cost reduction is implemented by softening the partition:
g2(v, 7) monotonically increases with decreasing 7.

At T = 2 (and v > 1/2), WoE = WES| e () 1
readily calculated for two- and three-state memories. It
is $kT1n(2)[1 —ho(v)] in either case, explaining the tran-
sition. Comparison to the naive coarse graining strategy,
which gives W2 = LkT In(2)[v—hs(v)] for 7 = 2, reveals
that thermodynamic rationality results in an advantage
of Woit — Wat = 5kT'In(2)[1 — v].

For 7 > 2, three-state memories (lower panel of
Fig. 2) yield better engine performance than two-state
memories. The data representation strategy changes
dramatically: with two states, uninformative observa-
tions are assigned at random, while with three states
they are mapped with probability one to the third
state, i.e. resources are dedicated to being certain about
knowing nothing. Observations in the regions X and
Xr are mapped to the respective memory state with
probability 1 — g3, and with probability g3 to the new
m = 0 state. This is a clever way to save coding costs
by softening the partition, while not compromising
the inference accuracy for memory states m = =1,
which is maximal: p(u=m|m = +1) =1. The observer

4

can thus extract average work up to k7' In(2) whenever
m = +1is recorded. The probability of this occurrence is
Pt = e P(m) = v(1 —g3) = (1227 —1)/(2%7 — 1).

As 7 increases, p4+ increases, whereby the observer can
profit more often from their perfect inference. The max-
imum extractable work is kT In(2)p+, and the minimum
coding cost is kTar In(2) [p+ + ha(p+) — vhe(p+/v)]. In
the limit of large 7, when py — v, the strategy ap-
proaches Eq. (2). The advantage of thermodynamically
rational three-state strategies over the naive coarse grain-
ing of Eq. (2), in terms of the difference in the respective
Waet 'is linear in the fraction of uninformative samples,
and decreases monotonically with 7: WZP! — Jynet —
ETh (1 —v)In[287 /(227 — 1)].

If uninformative outcomes dominate (v < 1/2) then
thermodynamically rational observers do not profit from
utilizing two memory states at any value of 7. Instead,
they either remember nothing and do nothing (one-state
memory), or they use a three-state memory. This is the
case when the relative temperature difference exceeds the
self-information [45, 46] of an informative outcome, mea-
sured in bits: A7 > log, (1/v). That is, the transition
from one to three memory states occurs at

noal) =141, (1) e (©)

Summary of results. These analytical results show
how the thermodynamic value of information dictates the
appropriate detail with which information ought to be
stored—in other words, it dictates the appropriate com-
plexity of the summary an observer makes of available
data. Recall that, even when data are abundant, and
statistical overfitting [47] is not an issue, an observer’s
model can still be overly complicated. For partially ob-
servable information engines model complexity is phys-
ical: the model should not retain information that the
observer cannot gainfully utilize.

Results are summarized in the phase diagram in v—7
parameter space, shown in Fig. 3. White lines, Egs.
(4)-(6), delineate regions in parameter space in which
thermodynamically rational agents use one, two, or three
memory states, respectively. In the black area below the
white lines the engine cannot produce positive average
net work output, and the best strategy is to do nothing
(corresponding to one memory state). Viable engines are
found only in the colored areas. The colors compare to
the performance of the best coarse graining strategy.

Observers that can only coarse grain. Coarse grain-
ing observables is a standard method to think about the
physics of stochastic and complex systems [33, 48]. It
is interesting to note that observers that coarse grain
are not generally implementing thermodynamic rational-
ity. The color in Fig. 3 shows the performance dif-
ference between what a thermodynamically rational ob-
server can achieve in terms of average net engine work



5

1.0

4
0.8
0.6

=3
0.4
0.2
2 0.0
AI/Vout

1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
v

FIG. 3. Phase diagrams comparing engines run by thermo-
dynamically rational agents (white lines, Eqs. (4) - (6)) to
engines run by observers restricted to coarse graining (grey
lines, Egs. (7) - (8)), overlaid with quantitative performance
difference, AWout, in color (see text). In the red area, thermo-
dynamic rationality results in positive net engine work output,
while coarse graining does not. Displayed is v < 1 (v =1 is
Szilard’s engine without uncertainty).

output, WP, compared to what an observer that uses

minimally dissipative coarse graining can achieve, Waet,
Displayed is the difference in units of the optimal output:
AVVout = (W(?l?tt - Wodftt)/Ws&t [49]

In the red area, thermodynamically rational agents can
operate the engine, producing positive net work output,
while observers limited to coarse graining cannot. This
area dominates in the regime of main interest, in which
temperature differences are not large, and uncertainty
is not negligible, but also not overwhelming. For 0.5 <
v < 0.9 and 7 < 2, the red area covers over 60% of the
total feasible area. The performance difference becomes
negligible only in the upper right corner (blue color).

The following strategies are used by observers that
maximize W2 under the coarse graining constraint: Eq.
(2) at large 7; coarse graining into two regions with
boundary at either —w/2 or w/2 at intermediate 7. The
latter strategy lumps uninformative observable outcomes
together with (either) one of the informative outcome re-
gions [43] (those two solutions are degenerate). Critical

7 values are readily calculated. Transitions occur at

) h(3)
7122(”) = 2 ) (7)
In(2)— (1-3) h( )
2vIn(2) — h(v)
(1—v)In(4(24+v2—3v)) —In(2—v)

T5e,3(v) = 14

L (8)

These functions are displayed as dark grey lines in Fig. 3
(115,5(v) < 758,4(v)), showing that the phase diagram is
markedly different when the observer coarse grains.

Importantly, the qualitative change we observed

for thermodynamically rational strategies, delineating
whether the majority of possible observation outcomes is
informative (v > 1/2) or not (v < 1/2), disappears. In-
stead, from the observer’s point of view, it now appears
that there is a region in which two states are preferable
for any v. The universality of the second phase transi-
tion (Eq. (5)) also disappears. Thus, when the observer
is restricted to coarse graining, the interesting structure
in the problem cannot be discovered.

Conclusion. We showed that the physics of rational
decision making under uncertainty can be completely un-
derstood and characterized analytically for a simple, yet
non-trivial, Maxwell’s demon with access to data of which
only a fraction is informative.

Our analysis showcases the thermodynamic founda-
tions of decision making under uncertainty for a funda-
mental decision problem: the observer’s actions are based
on a binary underlying variable that is inferred from in-
complete information. Coarse-graining is no longer the
observer’s go-to method. Instead, more subtle strategies
are rational. Our results provide an important design
rule for thermodynamically efficient computing machin-
ery. Beyond that, there may be wider implications for
physical modeling in other domains where coarse grain-
ing is ubiquitous. Our transparent example also exposes
the fact that energetic costs for information processing
should not be ignored in the analysis of information en-
gines, as they can be substantial.

How much trust can be put in models and methods
heavily dependent on ad hoc choices, as are found in
domains such as machine learning, decision theory and
complex systems modeling? Those choices rely on the de-
signer’s intuition, and we showed here that even for this
simplest of cases intuition might not be clear cut when it
comes to rational decision making under uncertainty.
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