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The relaxation function is the cornerstone to perform calculations in weakly driven processes.
Properties that such a function should obey are already established, but the difficulty in its calcu-
lation is still an issue to be overcome. In this work, I proposed a new method to determine such a
function for thermally isolated systems, based on a Hamilton’s equations approach. Observing that
the microscopic relaxation function can be turned into a canonical variable, one can choose the ini-
tial conditions of the solutions of Hamilton’s equations to avoid the calculation of the average in the
initial canonical ensemble. The unbearable example of the quartic oscillator is solved to corroborate
the method. Extensions to the quantum realm and stochastic thermodynamics are mandatory.

I. PRELIMINARIES

I start by defining notations and developing the main
concepts to be used in this work.
Consider a classical system with a Hamiltonian

H(z(z0, t)), λ(t)), where z(z0, t) is a point in the phase
space Γ evolved from the initial point z0 until time t,
with λ(t) being a time-dependent external parameter.
Initially, the system is in thermal equilibrium with a heat
bath of temperature β ≡ (kBT )

−1
, where kB is Boltz-

mann’s constant. After that, the system is decoupled
from the bath, and during a switching time τ , the exter-
nal parameter is changed from λ0 to λ0+δλ. The average
work performed on the system during this interval of time
is

〈W 〉 =
∫ τ

0

〈∂λH(t)〉0 λ̇(t)dt, (1)

where ∂λ is the partial derivative in respect to λ and the
superscripted dot the total time derivative. The gener-
alized force 〈∂λH〉0 is calculated using the averaging 〈·〉0
over the initial canonical ensemble. The external param-
eter can be expressed as

λ(t) = λ0 + g(t)δλ, (2)

where, to satisfy the initial conditions of the external
parameter, the protocol g(t) must satisfy the following
boundary conditions

g(0) = 0, g(τ) = 1. (3)

I consider as well that g(t) ≡ g(t/τ), which means
that the intervals of time are measured according to the
switching time unit.
Linear-response theory aims to express average quanti-

ties until the first-order of some perturbation parameter
considering how this perturbation affects the observable
to be averaged and the process of average [1]. In our
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case, I consider that the parameter does not consider-
ably change during the process, |g(t)δλ/λ0| ≪ 1, for all
t ∈ [0, τ ]. In that manner, using such a framework, the
average work produced is [2]

〈W 〉 = δλ 〈∂λH〉0 −
δλ2

2
(Ψ0(0)−

〈

∂2λλH
〉

0
)

+
δλ2

2

∫ τ

0

∫ τ

0

Ψ0(t− t′)ġ(t′)ġ(t)dt′dt.

(4)

where Ψ0(t) is the relaxation function, given by

Ψ0(t) = β 〈∂λH(0)∂λH(t)〉0 − C, (5)

where C is a constant. Such a function is the cornerstone
to perform the calculations in weakly driven processes.
Other features, such as optimal protocols, depend almost
exclusively on the relaxation function. Knowing how to
calculate Ψ0(t) is therefore mandatory.

II. CONSTANT C

About the constant C, two options are possible: if

C = β〈∂λH〉20, (6)

then

(∆F )2 = δλ 〈∂λH〉0 −
δλ2

2
(Ψ0(0)−

〈

∂2λλH
〉

0
), (7)

where ∆F is the difference of Helmholtz’s free energy
between the final and initial equilibrium states of the
system. However, if

C = β〈∂λH〉20 + 2(〈Wqs〉 −∆F )2, (8)

then

(〈Wqs〉)2 = δλ 〈∂λH〉0 −
δλ2

2
(Ψ0(0)−

〈

∂2λλH
〉

0
), (9)

where 〈Wqs〉 is the quasistatic work of the system.
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III. USUAL METHOD

The calculation of the relaxation function has some
steps:

• Calculate the solution of the non-perturbed Hamil-
ton’s equations;

• Take an average on the initial canonical ensemble.

If Hamilton’s equations have an explicit analytical so-
lution, the problem is manageable, although it becomes
difficult to take the average if the initial conditions are
not linearly dependent on the solutions. In the case when
it is not, the problem becomes hard to calculate. Indeed,
initial conditions must be sampled according to the ini-
tial canonical ensemble, the equations numerically solved
with them, and the relaxation function becomes a numer-
ical average over them at the end. Observing that such a
process holds only for one τ , then a whole analysis of the
non-equilibrium dynamics becomes almost impossible to
obtain.

IV. NEW METHOD

The new method proposed has the advantage of not
performing the average anymore. To start, consider the
following type of Hamiltonian

H(q(t), p(t), λ(t)) =
p(t)2

2
+ V (q(t), λ(t)) (10)

Under weakly driven processes, the effective Hamiltonian
is the non-perturbed one, given by

H0(q0, p0, λ0) =
p20
2

+ V (q0, λ0). (11)

Calling the microscopic relaxation function ψ0 as a new
canonical variable

ψ0 = β∂λ0
V (a, λ0)∂λ0

V (q0, λ0), (12)

one needs to find its canonical conjugated θ0. Such a
function can be calculated by using the condition

{ψ0, θ0} = 1, (13)

where {·, ·} is the Poisson bracket on the canonical vari-
ables (q0, p0). Solving the equation, one has

θ0 =
1

∂q0ψ0

p0 + f(q0), (14)

where f(q0) is an arbitrary function. For simplicity, I
consider f(q0) = 0. Solving Eqs. (12) and (14) to q0 and
p0, one has

q0 = G1(ψ0, θ0), p0 = G2(ψ0, θ0). (15)

Substituting in the non-perturbed Hamiltonian, one has

H0(ψ0, θ0) =
G2(ψ0, θ0)

2

2
+ ∂λ0

V (G1(ψ0, θ0), λ0), (16)

whose Hamilton’s equations

ψ̇0 = ∂θ0H0, θ̇0 = −∂ψ0
H0, (17)

furnishes the solutions ψ0(a, t) and θ0(a, t), which depend
on ψ0(0) and θ0(0). In particular, the number a is chosen
to satisfy

ψ0(0) = β∂λ0
V (a, λ0)

2. (18)

The relaxation function is expected to depend only on
〈ψ0(0)〉0. In this manner, I use the following argument:
taking the average on the initial canonical ensemble in
ψ0(t) is the same thing as choosing ψ0(0) and θ0(0) such
that the following restriction is achieved

〈ψ0(t)〉0 = 〈ψ0(0)〉0(C(t) − C). (19)

In general, this is achieved by choosing

ψ0(0) = 〈ψ0(0)〉0, θ0(0) = 0. (20)

The relaxation function finally is

Ψ0(t) = 〈ψ0(0)〉0(C(t) − C). (21)

Remark that by using such a method, the part of solv-
ing differential equations remains, but taking the average
in the initial canonical ensemble is avoided. Also, the
function 〈ψ0(0)〉0 has no relevance to the general charac-
teristic of the irreversible work and optimal control pro-
cedures since it can be taken as a natural unit to work
with. The constant C, according to the examples pro-
vided, is the one associated with ∆F . This result is not
yet understood.

A. Harmonic oscillator

Let us recover the relaxation function of the harmonic
oscillator perturbed in the stiffness parameter λ(t). Con-
sider its non-perturbed Hamiltonian

H0(q0, p0, λ0) =
p20
2

+ λ0
q20
2

(22)

The microscopic relaxation function ψ0 is

ψ0 =
β

4
a2q20 (23)

The canonical conjugate is

θ0 =
2p0
βa2q0

(24)

Solving for q0 and p0, one has

q0 =
2√
βa

√

ψ0, p0 =
√

βaθ0
√

ψ0. (25)
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Substituting in the non-perturbed Hamiltonian, one has

H0(ψ0, θ0) =

(

βa2θ20
2

+
2λ0
βa2

)

ψ0. (26)

The Hamilton’s equations are

ψ̇0 = βa2θ0ψ0, θ̇0 = −
(

βa2θ20
2

+
2λ0
βa2

)

. (27)

Using

a =

(

4ψ0(0)

β

)1/4

, ψ(0) = 〈ψ0(0)〉0, θ0(0) = 0,

(28)
the solution is

C(t)− C = cos(
√

λ0t)
2. (29)

Adapting C to the quasistatic work, the relaxation func-
tion will be

Ψ0(t) = Ψ0(0) cos (2
√

λ0t). (30)

which agrees with the relaxation function calculated in
Ref. [3].

B. Quartic oscillator

Consider the non-perturbed Hamiltonian of the quartic
oscillator driven in the stiffness parameter

H0(q0, p0, λ0) =
p20
2

+ λ0
q40
4
. (31)

The microscopic relaxation function ψ0 is

ψ0 =
β

16
a4q40 . (32)

The canonical conjugate is

θ0 =
4p0
βa4q30

. (33)

Solving for q0 and p0, one has

q0 =
2

β1/4a
ψ
1/4
0 , p0 = 2β1/4aθ0ψ

3/4
0 . (34)

Substituting in the non-perturbed Hamiltonian

H0(ψ0, θ0) = 2β1/2a2θ20ψ
3/2
0 +

4λ0
βa4

ψ0. (35)

Hamilton’s equations are

ψ̇0 = 4β1/2a2θ0ψ
3/2
0 , θ̇0 = −

(

3β1/2a2θ20ψ
1/2
0 +

4λ0
βa4

)

.

(36)
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FIG. 1. Normalized relaxation function for a quartic oscilla-
tor. It was used β = 1 and λ0 = 1.
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FIG. 2. Excess work for a quartic oscillator. It was used
β = 1, λ0 = 1 and δλ = 0.1.

Using,

a =

(

16ψ0(0)

β

)1/8

, ψ0(0) = 〈ψ0(0)〉0, θ0 = 0, (37)

and calculating C for the quasistatic work, the relaxation
function can be found numerically. Observe that the
relaxation function is a periodic function by the phase
space configuration of the system. The normalized relax-
ation function is depicted in Fig. 1. It is an even func-
tion, which can be expanded into a cosine series with
coefficients verified to be non-negative until the 10th or-
der. This indicates that its Fourier transform is probably
non-negative. Also, numerical calculation indicates that
the waiting time, given by

τw = Ls
[

Ψ0(t)

Ψ0(0)

]

(0), (38)

where Ls is the Laplace transform, is null for the same
reason. This is expected to thermally isolated sys-
tems [4]. Also, this indicates that the system has short-
cuts to adiabaticity for all τ [4]. In Fig. 2, the excess
work is numerically calculated for the linear protocol.
The strong inequality 〈W 〉 ≥ 〈Wqs〉 holds for it. The
excess work decreases to zero for large τ , as expected.
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