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Abstract

Information based thermodynamic logic is revisited. It consists of two parts: Part A applies

the modern theory of probability in which an arbitrary convex function ϕ is employed as an

analytic “device” to express information as statistical dependency contained in the topological

sub-σ-algebra structure. Via thermo-doubling, Fenchel-Young equality (FYE) that consists of ϕ(x)

and its conjugate ψ(y) establishes the notion of equilibrium between x and y through duality

symmetry and the principle of maximum entropy/minimum free energy. Part B deals with a given

set of repetitive measurements, where an inherent convex function emerges via the mathematics

of large deviations. Logarithm-based Shannon entropy with ϕ(x) = − log x figures prominently

for i.i.d. sample statistics. Information can be a measure of the agreement between a statistical

observation and its theoretical models. Maximum likelihood principle arises here and FYE provides

a thermodynamic energetic narrative of recurrent data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The current understanding of information as a scientific subject and its quantification,

outside quantum physics, seems to be chiefly defined by the Shannon entropy and its varia-

tions such as Kullbeck-Leibler divergence [1, 2], although a sizable literature on nonextensive

entropy exists [3, 4]. On the other hand, in the teaching of modern mathematical theory

of probability [5, 6], the English word “information” is routinely used to refer the rich

structure within the σ-algebra that is at the foundation of a probability measure, and the

statistical concept of “conditioning”. The present work revisits the theory of information

and its relation to thermodynamics: We show the notion of information is best understood

through a two-part theory from at least three different perspectives: As an integral part of

Kolmogorov’s (Ω,F ,P), information that is contained in F and its various sub-σ-algebra

G ⊂ F [7] can be analytically brought out as a collection of inequalities via an arbitrary
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convex function. All these results are consequences of the well-known Jensen’s inequality

applied to the conditional expectation of a random variable X,

ϕ
(
E
[
X
∣∣G]) ≤ E

[
ϕ(X)

∣∣G], (1)

where ϕ: R → R is a convex function. On the left of (1) is a partially (over G) pre-averaged

X, thus its ϕ-based “information” decreases when compared with the average of ϕ(X) over G.

We shall extend this idea to Markov dynamics and show a host of Boltzmann’s H-theorem

like inequalities can be obtained, that include entropy production and free energy dissipa-

tion. The logarithmic convex function and the Shannon entropy, however, are particularly

important for certain additivity of trajectory-based stochastic entropy production.

The relation between above ϕ-information inequality and thermodynamics is based on

Legendre-Fenchel transform (LFT) [8, 9]: Corresponding to any ϕ(x), x ∈ RK there is a

convex [8]

ψ(y) = sup
x∈RK

{
x · y − ϕ(x)

}
,

and together they provide the Fenchel-Young inequality under a thermodynamic state space

doubling (x,y) ∈ RK ⊗ RK , thermo-doubling for short:

η(x,y) := ϕ(x) + ψ(y)− x · y ≥ 0.

We identify η as the entropy production à la the Brussels school of nonequilibrium ther-

modynamics [10], and η ≥ 0 as the Second Law [11]. Equilibrium is between x and its

corresponding conjugate variable yeq = ∇ϕ(x), or equivalently xeq = ∇ψ(y). η(x,y) = 0

defines a K-dimensional equilibrium manifold within the (K + K)-dimensional, doubled

thermodynamics state space. Equilibrium possesses duality symmetry [8] and implies a pair

of variational principles:

xeq(y) = arg sup
x∈RK

{
x · y − ϕ(x)

}
for a given y and varying x; (2a)

yeq(x) = arg inf
y∈RK

{
x · y − ψ(y)

}
for a given x and varying y. (2b)

The “information” can be brought out by any convex function ϕ in above Part A. Nu-

merical value aside, it expresses the topological characteristics of σ-algebra in connection to

statistical dependency and nonlinear correlations. With thermo-doubling, LFT furnishes a

thermodynamic, “energetic” narrative with nonequilibrium entropy production η > 0 and
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equilibrium symmetry and conservation with η = 0. Then in Part B, when a specific set

of repeated measurements with data ad infinitum is explicitly considered, a particularly

relevant convex function emerges from the theory of large deviations [9, 12, 13]. In this

case, large deviation rate function is a bivariate convex function ϕ(x∥ξ) which quantifies the

amount of information in the data x w.r.t. to a probabilistic model or model parameters ξ.

Viewed differently, ϕ(x∥ξ) measures the goodness of a statistical model captured by ξ w.r.t.

the empirically observed x [9, 14].

The present work fulfills E. T. Jaynes’ vision [15] of unifying information theory and

statistical thermodynamics and bridging Kolmogorov’s mathematical theory with statistical

data modeling. The paper is arranged as follows: Sec. II presents the two-part theory, in IIA

and IIB respectively. Sec. IIA also contains the basic material on conditional expectation

for readers who are not familiar with the mathematics. A key issue to note is that E[X|G]

is still a function of Ω → R, just as E[X] being a “trivial” function with each and every

ω ∈ Ω taking the same value: Though extremely limited, E[X] nevertheless still provides

some information on X! Sec. II C then shows that, for finite Ω with ∥Ω∥ = K, conditional

expectation can be understood as a non-invertible linear transformation TGX for X ∈ RK ,

the space of all possible random variables as K-vectors.

Sec. III studies Markov dynamics with discrete time and finite state space. ϕ-based

generalization of the notions of free energy dissipation and entropy production from cur-

rent stochastic thermodynamics [16, 17] is investigated. Sec. IV continues the discussion

on non-invertible linear transformations on RK , as coarse-graining and/or measurements

with incomplete information, and related LFTs, maximum entropy principle, and effective

thermodynamics. The paper concludes with discussions in Sec. V.

II. INFORMATION, STOCHASTIC ENTROPY, AND THERMODYNAMICS

The idea that entropy is itself fluctuating as a random variable Υ can be traced back to

the Radon-Nikodym derivative (RND) formulation of trajectory-based entropy production

in Markov dynamics [18, 19], and even earlier work of Kolmogorov [20] and Tribus [21].

More precisely: Υ := − log fY (Y (ω)), ω ∈ Ω, where fY (y), y ∈ R is the probability density

function of a random variable Y . It immediately follows that corresponding to an observed
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statistical change f1(y) → f2(y), one should consider

∆Υ = − log

(
f2(Y )

f1(Y )

)
= − log

(
dP2

dP1

(ω)

)
. (3)

The second equality holds if the random variable Y , as an observable, is F -measurable. In

other words, Y resolves all the information in (Ω,F). One then immediately has an equality

and an inequality:

EP1

[
e−∆Υ

]
= 1 and EP1

[
∆Υ
]
≥ 0. (4)

They are the mathematical incarnations of the Jarzynski equality and the Clausius inequality

[22]. More interestingly, if Y provides only partial information, i.e., G := σ(Y ) is only a

sub-σ-algebra G ⊂ F , then

EP1

[
− log

(
f2(Y )

f1(Y )

)]
≤ EP1

[
− log

(
dP2

dP1

(ω)

)]
. (5)

This is known as information inequality [1].

A. Information inequality

To provide a deeper understanding of Eq. (5), we focus on probability space (Ω,F ,P)

with finite Ω = {1, · · · , K}, F = 2Ω, and a random variable X = (x1, · · · , xK) ∈ RK , whose

expectation

E[X] =
K∑
k=1

pkxk.

Consider a sub-σ-algebra G that represents a partition of Ω:

Ω =
G⋃

g=1

Ω̃g, where Ω̃i

⋂
Ω̃j = ∅ when i ̸= j, (6)

∥Ω̃g∥ = Kg, and K1 + · · · + KG = K. We shall re-lable the elements in Ω as (i, j), where

(i, j) ∈ Ω̃i for 1 ≤ j ≤ Ki. Then the conditional expectation is

E[X|G] = 1

P
(
Ω̃i

) Ki∑
k=1

pikxik, P
(
Ω̃i

)
=

Ki∑
k=1

pik, (7)

for state (i, j) ∈ Ω. E[X|G]: Ω → R is a random variable with limited information: It

cannot differentiate the different states within each Ω̃. In physics, one adapts the viewpoint

that E[X|G] defines a smaller state space; but the theory of probability articulates a smaller

σ-algebra on the same Ω.
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The profoundness of the mathematical concept of conditional expectation is as follows:

First, we need to firmly assert that, for continuous Ω, the probability P in (Ω,F ,P) is not

defined for elementary events, ω ∈ Ω; rather it is defined on subsets, A ⊂ Ω, where A ∈ F .

In plain words: One does not have a probability for a point ω, it is zero. One assigns

a probability to a patch of points A. A continuous random variable X(ω) as a scientific

observable is a function of ω ∈ Ω. The conditional expectation E[X|G], G ⊂ F , is still a

random variable; it is again a function of ω ∈ Ω. The smallest elements in G are not all ω,

but already subsets of Ω; just like lines and planes in R3. The values of E[X|G] are from a

pre-averaging according to the probability P. Therefore, if one believes that P is objective

and intrinsic to a physical system, then E[X|G] provides incomplete information. If, however,

one believes that P is only a mathematical model of the system to be determined, then G

contains all the remaining uncertainty and E[X|G] is an average according to a suppositional

model.

Suppose ϕ: R → R is a twice differentiable convex function. Conditional Jensen’s in-

equality in Eq. (1) yields

E
[
ϕ
(
E[X|G]

)]
≤ E

[
E
[
ϕ(X)

∣∣G]] = E
[
ϕ(X)

]
, (8)

which is identified as the information inequality w.r.t. G. Moreover, corresponding to ϕ(x)

is another twice differentiable convex function

ψ(y) = sup
x∈R

{
xy − ϕ(x)

}
, (9)

known as the LFT of ϕ, and together they establish the Fenchel-Young inequality

η(x, y) = ϕ(x) + ψ(y)− xy ≥ 0, x, y ∈ R, (10)

in which the equal sign holds true if and only if y = ϕ′(x) and simultaneously x = ψ′(y) as

a bijective relation between x and y. One thus has

E
[
ϕ(X) + ψ(Y)−XY

]
≥ 0, (11)

where the equality holds true when Y = ϕ′(X) and simultaneously X = ψ′(Y), relations

analogous to the Maxwell relations in equilibrium thermodynamics. The equal sign in (11)

also echos the celebrated “entropy + free energy − internal energy = 0” in equilibrium

thermodynamics.
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Under a coarse-graining that is represented by E[X|G], one further has

E
[
ϕ
(
E[X|G]

)
+ ψ(Z)− ZE[X|G]

]
≥ 0, (12)

from which the “equilibrium” Z∗ corresponding to a given E[X|G] is obtained via minimiza-

tion,

Z∗ = arg inf
Z∈G

E
[
ϕ
(
E[X|G]

)
+ ψ(Z)− ZE[X|G]

]
= arg sup

Z∈G
E
[
ZE[X|G]− ψ(Z)

]
. (13)

Actually,

ψ′(Z∗) = E[X|G], Z∗ = ϕ′(E[X|G]
)
, (14)

both are G-measurable. In general Z∗ ̸= E[ϕ′(X)|G]; the equation is valid only when ϕ′(x)

is a linear function of x, which implies that ϕ(x) is quadratic. This is the scenario of linear

irreversibility and Gaussian fluctuations [23].

The above results are mathematically true for any convex function ϕ. Eq. (5) is merely

a special case of (8) with ϕ(x) = − log x, the random variable X = dP2

dP1
, and

E
[
dP2

dP1

∣∣∣∣G] = f2(Y )

f1(Y )
, G = σ(Y ).

B. Data and information

With a given random variable X as a scientific observable, considering all the subsets in

σ(X) is anticipatory to all possible outcomes from a single measurement on X. Note that

a measurement of X is not necessarily a precise value x; it could be any event in σ(X):

the collection of all subsets of Ω of the form {ω : X(ω) ∈ I} where I ∈ B(R), the Borel

σ-algebra of R. The E[ϕ(X)] in Sec. IIA is a quantification of the information content

using the convex ϕ as an analytic “device”, in the random variable X w.r.t. (Ω,F ,P). From

“anticipatory” to realization, when an A ∈ σ(X) is actually realized, we say the amount of

information is higher in an observation with smaller P(A).

In statistical analysis of recurrent data, among the arbitrary convex functions, there

is a unique one that is defined by the nature of a statistical samples ad infinitum. For

independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) samples, convex function ϕ(x) = − log x is

the unique one: In fact logarithm is the only function if one insists entropy additivity among
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statistically independent events [24]. With respect to a given measurement, logarithmic

probability measures the amount of “information” in the data w.r.t. a probabilistic model;

or from a different perspective it measures the “goodness” of the model w.r.t. the data.

This latter interpretation of information leads to maximum likelihood principle.

Newtonian physics and modern theory of ergodic nonlinear dynamics [25] revitalizes

the frequentist’s interpretation of probability. The unique convex function is the level II

large deviations rate function in the theory of large deviations [13]. The maximum entropy

principle then provides a host of entropy functions ϕ(x∥ξ) as a bi-variate convex non-negative

function of observations x and its matching probabilistic model parameters ξ, ϕ(ξ∥ξ) = 0

[14]. Corresponding to ϕ(x∥ξ) is its LFT ψ(y, ξ). This is the domain of thermodynamics

[8]: it provides an “energetic narrative” for the data x from recurrent phenomena. The

Fenchel-Young inequality

η(x,y) = ϕ(x∥ξ) + ψ(y, ξ)− x · y ≥ 0 (15)

is interpreted as the Second Law. When x and y satisfy the relation that validates the

equality in Eq. (15), we say the thermodynamic conjugate variables are in equilibrium.

One of the convincing examples of the thermodynamic duality structures is between

relative entropy as the level II large deviation rate function for empirical frequency of inde-

pendent, identically distributed (i.i.d.) samples, also known as Kullbeck-Leibler divergence

[26]:

Φ(ν∥p) =
K∑
i=1

νi log

(
νi
pi

)
, (16a)

and its LFT

Ψ(u) = sup
ν∈M

{
ν · u− ϕ(ν∥p)

}
= log

K∑
i=1

pie
ui , (16b)

where M is the K−1 dimensional probability simplex in RK . The Fenchel-Young inequality

in (15) now takes the form

η(ν,u) =
K∑
i=1

νi log

(
νi
pi

)
+ log

K∑
i=1

pie
ui −

K∑
i=1

νiui

=
K∑
i=1

νi log νi −
K∑
i=1

νi log

(
pie

ui∑K
j=1 pje

uj

)
≥ 0. (17)
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The equilibrium relation between ν and u is [9]

νi =
pie

ui

K∑
j=1

pje
uj

. (18)

It is reduced to Boltzmann’s relation if one identifies −u as energy and takes pi = constant,

widely known as the postulate of equal a priori probability.

One notices that pie
ui appears in Eq. (17) as a single entity. This suggests that probability

p and energetic u are two equivalent mathematical representations of the same empirical

reality ν.

C. Conditional expectation, affine transformation and its dual

We again consider (Ω,F ,P) with ∥Ω∥ = K, F = 2Ω, and P = p. When a random

variable X is considered as a vector in RK , conditional expectation w.r.t. G defines a linear

transformation TG, TGX := E[X|G]. Then E
[
E[X|G]

]
= E[X] for all X implies the following

key properties of TG:

(i) TG = (Tij)K×K has non-negative Tij and

K∑
j=1

Tij = 1,

for all i = 1, · · · , K. TG therefore is an affine transformation, a Markov matrix.

(ii) TG is non-invertible with rank G; T2
G = TG is a projection operator.

(iii) TT
G p = p is invariant to the affine transformation. Equivalently, for any additive set

function µ: F → R, µ
(
TG(A)

)
= µ(A) when A ∈ G ⊂ F .

The information inequality in Sec. IIA now takes the form:

K∑
i=1

piϕ
(
(TGX)i

)
≤

K∑
i=1

pi

K∑
j=1

Tijϕ(xj) (19)

=
K∑
j=1

(
K∑
i=1

piTij

)
ϕ(xj) =

K∑
j=1

pjϕ(xj).

III. MARKOV DYNAMICS

This section establishes the fact that a host of Boltzmann’s H-theorem like inequalities

for general Markov dynamics, which has an underlying σ-algebra filtration, can also be
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obtained based on an arbitrary convex function. Only the Markov trajectory additivity of

stochastic entropy production [27] is critically dependent upon logarithm-based information

[24]. Through this analysis, it becomes clear what are the robust features of information

inequalities, and what is the specific consequence of the Shannon information entropy.

A. Localized information decreases with time

Consider a finite length Markov chain X0, X1, · · · , XN . We again assume a finite state

space S = {1, · · · , K}. In the modern theory of probability,

Ω = S⊗S⊗ · · · ⊗S︸ ︷︷ ︸
N+1

,

F = 2Ω is the largest σ-algebra possible, and a Markov measure P = ξi0pi0i1pi1i2 · · · piN−1iN

for ω = (i0, i1, · · · , iN) ∈ Ω. Let us fix a time n, 0 < n < N , and consider a random variable

Yn = g(Xn) which is solely determined by the state Xn. Then one has an important result

on conditional expectation of Yn:

E
[
Yn|Xk, · · · , Xℓ

]
=


E[Yn|Xk] n < k < ℓ

Yn k ≤ n ≤ ℓ

E[Yn|Xℓ] k < ℓ < n

(20)

Suppose ϕ: R → R is a convex function, then one has

E
[
ϕ
(
E
[
Y0
∣∣Xℓ

])]
= E

[
E
[
ϕ
(
E
[
Y0
∣∣Xℓ]

) ∣∣∣Xk, · · · , Xℓ−1

] ]
≤ E

[
ϕ
(
E
[
Y0
∣∣Xk, · · · , Xℓ−1, Xℓ

])]
= E

[
ϕ
(
E
[
Y0
∣∣Xk

])]
, (21)

for 0 ≤ k ≤ ℓ ≤ N , and similarly:

E
[
ϕ
(
E
[
YN
∣∣Xℓ

])]
≥ E

[
ϕ
(
E
[
YN
∣∣Xk

])]
. (22)

If one identifies

HYn(Xk) := E
[
ϕ
(
E
[
Yn
∣∣Xk

])]
, (23)

as the “information” onXn at time k, then Eqs. (21) and (22) precisely show that, numerical

value aside, the information decreases with increasing |n− k|. But there is no “direction of

time”.
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Let there be a second probability measure Q on (Ω,F). The Radon-Nikodym derivative

has the important property:

EP
[
dQ
dP

∣∣∣∣Xk

]
=

∑
i0,··· ,ik−1,ik+1,···iN

P{i0, · · · , ik−1, Xk, ik+1, · · · iN}
Q{i0, · · · , ik−1, Xk, ik+1, · · · iN}
P{i0, · · · , ik−1, Xk, ik+1, · · · iN}∑

i0,··· ,ik−1,ik+1,···iN

P{i0, · · · , ik−1, Xk, ik+1, · · · iN}

=

∑
i0,··· ,ik−1,ik+1,···iN

Q{i0, · · · , ik−1, Xk, ik+1, · · · iN}∑
i0,··· ,ik−1,ik+1,···iN

P{i0, · · · , ik−1, Xk, ik+1, · · · iN}
=

Q{Xk}
P{Xk}

. (24)

If furthermore Q only differs from P by the initial distributions for X0: Q{X0 = i} = ζi,

Q{Xn+1 = j|Xn = i} = pij, then
dQ
dP

=
Q{X0}
P{X0}

. (25)

For convex function ϕ(x) = − log x and applying Eq. (21):

−EP
[
log

(
EP
[
dQ
dP

∣∣∣∣Xℓ

])]
≤ −EP

[
log

(
EP
[
dQ
dP

∣∣∣∣Xk

])]
, (26)

where ℓ ≥ k, that is,

EP
[
log

(
P{Xℓ}
Q{Xℓ}

)]
≤ EP

[
log

(
P{Xk}
Q{Xk}

)]
. (27)

Eq. (27) is the famous H-theorem in Markov dynamics [28, 29], a well-known inequality in

information theory [1]. Its origin resides in Eq. (25).

B. Dynamical information balance equation

The probability measure Q in Eq. (25) is the simplest alternative to P: They differ only

at the initial X0. The decay of information entropy in (27), therefore, is a natural reflection

of the σ-algebra filtration. For a general Q, or a non-local random variable Y that is a

multivariate function of all X0, · · · , XN , monotonic change of

EP[ϕ(EP[Y |Xk]
)
] (28)

with k cannot be established in general. However, its change,

ḢY (k) := EP[ϕ(EP[Y |Xk+1]
)
]− EP[ϕ(EP[Y |Xk]

)
] (29a)
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can be decomposed into two non-negative components, the information gain on Y , GY (k),

and the information loss on Y , LY (k):

ḢY = GY − LY , (29b)

GY (k) = EP
[
ϕ
(
EP[Y ∣∣Xk, Xk+1

])
− ϕ
(
EP[Y |Xk

])]
≥ 0, (29c)

LY (k) = EP
[
ϕ
(
EP[Y ∣∣Xk, Xk+1

])
− ϕ
(
EP[dQ

dP

∣∣Xk+1

])]
≥ 0. (29d)

Numerical value which depends on the choices of ϕ aside, we shall call Eq. (29) dynamic

information balance equation for random variable Y .

If we assume Q is absolutely continuous w.r.t. P and consider Y = dQ
dP , then ϕ-based

“free energy”,

Ḟϕ := EP
[
ϕ
(
EP[dQ

dP

∣∣Xk+1

])
− ϕ
(
EP[dQ

dP

∣∣Xk

])]
= Qhk − ep, (30)

where house-keeping heat Qhk and entropy production ep [28]:

Qhk = EP
[
ϕ
(
EP[dQ

dP

∣∣Xk, Xk+1

])
− ϕ
(
EP[dQ

dP |Xk

])]
≥ 0, (31a)

ep = EP
[
ϕ
(
EP[dQ

dP

∣∣Xk, Xk+1

])
− ϕ
(
EP[dQ

dP

∣∣Xk+1

])]
≥ 0. (31b)

There is a very general stochastic ϕ-based free energy balance.

If Q is another Markovian measure with

Q
{
X0 = i0, · · · , XN = iN

}
= ζi0qi0i1qi1i2 · · · qiN−1iN ,

and qij = πjpji/πi where πi is the stationary distribution of pij, then

EP
[
dQ
dP

∣∣∣Xk, Xk+1

]
=

Q{Xk, Xk+1}
P{Xk, Xk+1}

=
qXkXk+1

pXkXk+1

EP
[
dQ
dP

∣∣∣Xk

]
, (32)

and

Qhk = EP
[
ϕ
(

πXk+1
pXk+1Xk

πXkpXkXk+1

EP[dQ
dP

∣∣Xk

])
− ϕ
(
EP[dQ

dP |Xk

])]
. (33)

Qhk is zero if the Markov chain is reversible; its Ḟϕ = −ep ≤ 0.

Eq. (30) shows that Markov process can be further refined with the notion of reversibility,

or detailed balance: πipij = πjpji [27]. For reversible Markov chain, there is a special Q

under which Fϕ becomes the H in Sec. III A. For an irreversible Markov chain, its stationary

process has equal non-zero ep and Qhk: It is sustained by a driving force and a dissipation
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[28]. This is one of the insights of the Brussels school of nonequilibrium thermodynamics

[10, 27]

The very fact that the mathematical relations in Eqs. (21), (22), and (29) are true for

arbitrary convex function ϕ illustrates that the information inequality is a topological feature

hidden in the σ-algebra [7]; it is merely being brought out by a convex function [30].

C. Global trajectory-based entropy production

Since a probability measure is defined on the (Ω,F), one can introduce a Q̃ more globally

as

Q̃
{
X0 = i0, · · · , XN = iN

}
= P

{
X0 = iN , X1 = iN−1 · · · , XN = i0

}
= ξiNpiN iN−1

piN−1iN−2
· · · pi2i1pi1i0 . (34)

Q̃ is again a Markov measure: Q̃{Xk = ik|Xk−1, Xk−2, · · · , X0} = Q̃{Xk = ik|Xk−1}. How-

ever it is no longer time homogeneous in general; the only exception is when ξi = πi.

For ω = (i0, · · · , iN),

dQ̃
dP

(ω) =
Q̃
{
X0 = i0, · · · , XN = iN

}
P
{
X0 = i0, · · · , XN = iN

} =
ξiN
ξi0

N−1∏
ℓ=0

piℓ+1iℓ

piℓiℓ+1

, (35)

its logarithm has an additivity along the trajectory:

log

(
dQ̃
dP

(ω)

)
=

N−1∑
ℓ=0

log

(
ξiℓ+1

piℓ+1iℓ

ξiℓpiℓiℓ+1

)
=

N−1∑
ℓ=0

log

(
EP

[
dQ̃
dP

∣∣∣∣∣Xℓ, Xℓ+1

])
. (36)

Using the logarithmic convex function and identifying Eq. (35) as the N -step stochastic

entropy production of a random ω, then it is the sum of the logarithm-based entropy produc-

tion of each individual Markov step. This additivity is a defining feature of logarithm-based

stochastic information entropy.

IV. COARSE-GRAINED THERMODYNAMIC EFFECTIVE THEORY

With the Fenchel-Young inequality based on the pair of dual convex functions ϕ(x) and

ψ(y) on a thermo-doubled space, we now identify

η(x,y) := ϕ(x) + ψ(y)− x · y ≥ 0, (x,y) ∈ RK ⊗ RK (37)
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as entropy production, à la the Brussels school of nonequilibrium thermodynamics [10]. The

K-dimensional equilibrium manifold embodied by η(x,y) = 0 then is captured by a bijective

relation between x and its conjugate yeq(x) = ∇ϕ(x), or equivalently xeq(y) = ∇ψ(y).

Under an invertible linear transformation T: LFT has

ψ(Ty) = sup
x∈RK

{
x ·Ty − ϕ(x)

}
= sup

x′∈RK

{
x′ · y − ϕ

(
T∗−1x′)}, (38)

which corresponds to ϕ(T∗−1x). With y′ = Ty and x′ = T∗−1x, (y′)eq(x) = T∇xϕ(T
∗−1x).

The spaces of x and y are not only dual, but also reciprocal. Eq. (37) becomes ϕ(T∗x) +

ψ(T−1y) − x · y ≥ 0: While ϕ(x) → ϕ(T∗x) and corresponding ψ(y) → ψ(T−1y), (T∗x) ·

(T−1y) = x · y is unchanged. This fits with identifying the three terms as “entropy + free

energy − internal energy”.

Coarse-graining is represented by a non-invertible transformation T, and through LFT

one sees that “projection” and/or “constraint” are two different perspectives on a same

transformation. Let y′ = Ty be a description of a system with lower resolution: T maps

many different y’s to a same y′ in a linear sub-space, the range R(T) ⊂ RK . One concrete

example of T is the conditional expectation discussed in Sec. II C.

We emphasize the distinction between ψ̃(y) := ψ(Ty) which is defined on the entire RK

and ψ(y′) with y′ ∈ R(T): The former is not a convex function since it has equal value for

all y with Ty = y′. Under the T, a new Frenchel-Young equilibrium equality

η̃(x,y) := ϕ̃(x) + ψ̃(y)− x · y = 0, (39)

appears, with a pair of new functions ϕ̃(x) and ψ̃(y), (x,y) ∈ RK ⊗ RK , in which

ϕ̃(x) = sup
y∈RK

{
x · y − ψ̃(y)

}
= sup

y∈RK

{
x · y − ψ(Ty)

}

=

 inf
x′∈RK

{
ϕ(x′)

∣∣T∗x′ = x
}

x ∈ R(T∗)

∞ otherwise
(40)

The restriction on the support of ϕ̃(x) is a consequence of the non-convexity of ψ̃(y) for

y ∈ RK . To see the ∞ in (40), we denote y = a + b with a = R(T∗), b = N (T), and

a · b = 0. Then ψ̃(y) = ψ
(
T(a + b)

)
= ψ(Ta) is independent of b. When x ∈ R(T∗),

14



x · y = x · (a+ b) = x · a. However, when x /∈ R(T∗), b ̸= 0, x · b can be arbitrarily small

when ∥b∥ → ∞. For x restricted on R(T∗):

ϕ̃(x) = sup
y∈RK

{
x · y − ψ(Ty)

}
= sup

y∈RK

{
x · y − sup

x′∈RK

{
x′ ·Ty − ϕ(x′)

}}
= sup

y∈RK

{
x · y + inf

x′∈RK

{
ϕ(x′)− x′ ·Ty

}}
= inf

x′∈RK

{
ϕ(x′) + sup

y∈RK

{(
x−T∗x′) · y}}

= inf
x′∈RK

{
ϕ(x′)

∣∣∣T∗x′ = x
}
. (41)

Under a non-invertible transformation T, an “effective theory” appears with the corre-

sponding free energy ψ̃(y) = ψ(Ty) and entropy function ϕ̃(x) obtained from constrained

minimization of ϕ(x′), T∗x′ = x. This mathematical result reflects a deep connection be-

tween statistical ensemble change in Gibbs’ theory and macroscopic thermodynamics; see

Appendix A.

Formally Eq. (39) is still defined on the entire (x,y) ∈ RK ⊗ RK on which ϕ̃(x) and

ψ̃(y) are not convex functions. In actuality the support of finite ϕ̃(x) is R(T∗), x = T∗x′.

Similarly, restricting y ∈ R(T∗), ψ̃(y) = ψ(Ty) is a convex function. Eq. (39) with

(x,y) ∈ R(T∗)⊗R(T∗) regains equilibrium duality symmetry for the effective theory.

V. DISCUSSION

Coarse-grained representation and/or incomplete measurements of a system are processes

that involve information reduction. In the modern theory of probability, they are modelled

through conditioning on sub-σ-algebra, which is a more rigorous formulation of the idea

of “partial averaging”. The value of a convex function always decreases under pre-average.

Convex functions therefore can be employed to express information reduction. The Shannon

entropy and its variants are simply a special class of convex (or concave) functions.

Thermodynamic theory balances a convex function ϕ(x), x ∈ RK , by a conjugate function

ψ(y) through LFT. The ϕ(x) and ψ(y) together in the thermo-doubled space of (x,y) ∈

RK ⊗RK defines an equilibrium relationship between x and y through ϕ(x)+ψ(y)−x ·y =

0. Since ϕ(x) can be considered as a thermodynamic potential function, the equilibrium
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yeq = ∇ϕ(x), is naturally called thermodynamic force. For all other nonequilibrium state

(x,y), η(x,y) := ϕ(x) + ψ(y) − x · y > 0 captures an irreversible tendency. The idea of

space doubling has its inspiration in the earlier work of Schwinger, Keldysh, and Martin-

Siggia-Rose [31–33]; the present work makes it fundamental that equilibrium is between x

and its conjugate y via Fenchel-Young equality in the thermo-doubled space.

So far the discussion is for an arbitrary convex function. When a particular set of ob-

servables (random variables) with measurement data ad infinitum, a convex function that

is intrinsic to the probabilistic system and its measurement emerges. This is known as large

deviations theory in mathematics. In terms of this particular convex function, one quantifies

the amount of information in a measurement w.r.t. a statistical model. One also quantifies

the goodness of a model w.r.t. the empirical observations. Maximum likelihood principle

appears in the latter context.

When time goes on, there are “more information”. Therefore, time, information, and

entropy are forever bound together [34]. The present work reveals a deeper common math-

ematical origin of these concepts. Interestingly, as shown in Eqs. (21) and (22), when

a Markov process is conditioned on XN at time N , i.e. the time N has already passed,

mathematics shows that the arrow of time is lost: Only the time interval matters. Indeed,

the large deviations theory for Markov dynamics and analytical mechanics share the same

mathematical structure [35].

More advanced mathematics is needed when extending the current logic for RK , the

space of all random variables on a finite Ω with ∥Ω∥ = K, to continuous Ω with infinite-

dimensional function space V(Ω) whose algebraic dual, the space of measures, always has

a larger cardinal number than V ’s. An appropriate Banach space of bounded continuous

functions, whose dual are measures with density functions, is needed for establishing the

duality in thermodynamic equilibrium. Self-adjoint symmetry then is further formulated in

a Hilbert space [27, 36].
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Appendix A: Legendre-Fenchel and Laplace/Fourier Transforms

There is an underlying mathematical connection between the Legendre-Fenchel transform

(LFT) and the Laplace/Fourier-type integral transform that is employed in the computation

of partition functions in Gibbs’ theory. The latter reduces to the former in the asymptotic

limit of large number, represented by the ϵ → 0 below, as in the Laplace’s method for

asymptotic evaluation of integrals. Known as the Darwin-Fowler method [37], this is the

mathematical basis for the derivation, in the thermodynamic limit, of the relationship be-

tween thermodynamic potentials connected through the LFT from the statistical equilibrium

ensemble change where different partition functions are computed via integral transforms.

The last step in Eq. (41) is due to the following reasoning: Since we search x′ for the

infimum, any x′ that results {· · · } = ∞ is negligible. This is the case for all x′ withT∗x′ ̸= x,
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when the supremum of the linear function (x−T∗x′)·y is precisely ∞ for y ∈ RK . Therefore

the only relevant x′ is restricted by T∗x′ = x.

We now derive Eq. (41) through the integral transform. Corresponding to the LFT

between the pair of functions ϕ̃(x) and ψ̃(y) in Eq. (40), the integral transform reads

e
ϕ̃(x)
ϵ =

∫
RK

dy e
x·y−ψ̃(y)

ϵ =

∫
RK

dy e
x·y−ψ(Ty)

ϵ

=

∫
RK

dy e
x·y
ϵ

∫
RK

dx′ e−
x′·Ty−ϕ(x′)

ϵ

=

∫
RK

dx′ e
ϕ(x′)
ϵ

∫
RK

dy e−
(T∗x′)·y−x·y

ϵ

=

∫
RK

dx′ e
ϕ(x′)
ϵ δ
(
T∗x′ − x

)
, (A1)

which yields Eq. (41) in the asymptotic limit of ϵ→ 0.

From Eq. (A1), one also recognizes that

ϕ̃(x) = ϵ log

∫
RK

dx′ e
ϕ(x′)
ϵ δ
(
T∗x′ − x

)
, (A2)

which is exactly the negative of Landau’s effective Hamiltonian/free energy defined on the

state space x obtained through a coarse-graining operation over the original state space x′

under the constraint specified by δ(T∗x′ − x) [38]. The power of Eqs. (41) or (A1) lies

in that the effective Hamiltonian can be directly obtained through a LFT of the cumulant

generating function ψ(Ty) as in (41), or equivalently through an integral transform as in

(A1) which reduces to LFT in the asymptotic limit:

ϕ̃(x) = lim
ϵ→0

ϵ log

∫
RK

dy e
x·y−ψ(Ty)

ϵ = sup
y∈RK

{
x · y − ψ(Ty)

}
. (A3)

Equations as such establish the equivalence between Gibbs’ statistical ensemble theory in

ϵ−1 → ∞ limit and thermodynamics.
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