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Abstract

Based on the recently proposed framework of general relativistic stochastic mechan-

ics [1,2] and stochastic thermodynamics [3] at the ensemble level, this work focuses on

general relativistic stochastic thermodynamics at the trajectory level. The first law of

stochastic thermodynamics is reformulated and the fluctuation theorems are proved on

this level, with emphasis on maintaining fully general covariance and on the choice of

observers.
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1 Introduction

One of the central problem in modern statistical physics is the origin of irreversibility in

macroscopic and mesoscopic systems. This problem can be traced back to Boltzmann’s ef-

forts in proving the second law of thermodynamics starting from deterministic mechanics,

which has resulted in the well-known H-theorem [4]. However, the debates about the valid-

ity of (the assumptions of) the H-theorem have lasted for more than a century. The most

acute critics to the H-theorem is reflected by Loschmidt paradox [5,6], which roughly states

that the macroscopic arrow of time cannot possibly arise from the underlying microscopic

mechanics obeying time reversal symmetry (TRS). This paradox remains unresolved until

the 1990s, when numerous works [7–9] emerged, revealing that the forward and reversed

processes are not probabilistically equally likely, provided certain dissipative effect exists on

∗email: caiyifan@mail.nankai.edu.cn
†email: taowang@mail.nankai.edu.cn
‡Corresponding author, email: lzhao@nankai.edu.cn

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

09
91

4v
2 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  1
6 

Ju
l 2

02
4

mailto:caiyifan@mail.nankai.edu.cn
mailto:taowang@mail.nankai.edu.cn
mailto:lzhao@nankai.edu.cn


the mechanical level. These results, known as fluctuation theorems, largely resolved the de-

bates and paradoxes related to the H-theorem. In particular, the most questioned molecular

chaos hypothesis adopted in proving the H-theorem is completely avoided in proving the

fluctuation theorems.

Almost at the same time, Sekimoto [10] established the first law of stochastic thermody-

namics on the trajectory level by use of the Langevin equation. This formulation establishes

a connection between stochastic mechanics and fluctuation theorems. In 2005, Seifert [11]

presented a version of fluctuation theorem based on the overdamped Langevin equation.

Subsequently, several fluctuation theorems based on non-relativistic stochastic mechanics

were presented [12–15], making it clear that stochastic mechanics provides an ideal starting

point for constructing fluctuation theorems and interpreting the origin of irreversibility.

Most of the works mentioned above are carried out in the non-relativistic regime. Nowa-

days, it is widely acknowledged that thermodynamics and relativity are both concentrated

on the universal principles which every physical system must obey. It is important to es-

tablish fluctuation theorems based on these universal principle theories. However, since the

spacetime symmetry in relativity imposes stronger protection to the time reversal invariance,

the extension of fluctuation theorems to the relativistic regime proves to be more difficult.

The central difficulty lies in how to incorporate the breaking of time reversal invariance while

still maintaining relativistic covariance. Refs. [16–21] considered the extension of fluctuation

theorems to the special relativistic regime. However, the long awaited general relativistic

extension is still beyond our human’s sight.

Recently, we developed a framework for dealing with stochastic mechanics on curved

spacetime and investigated the general relativistic stochastic thermodynamics based on this

framework [1–3]. Meanwhile, we also established a version of fluctuation theorem on an

arbitrary curved Riemannian manifold [15]. The aim of the present work is to employ the

framework established in [1–3] and make use of the technique introduced in [15] to construct

a version of fluctuation theorem based on a fully general relativistic description of stochastic

mechanics and stochastic thermodynamics.

In our framework of relativistic stochastic mechanics [1, 2], it is important to liberate

the observer from the coordinate system. Rather than fixing the zeroth component of the

coordinate system, we utilize the observer’s proper time t to to label the configuration space

St and the space of microstates Σt, enabling our theory to possess general covariance. For

this purpose, we first clarify the geometry of the space of St and Σt in Sec. 2. To make the

construction more self-contained, we provide a brief review of the basics of our framework

of relativistic stochastic mechanics and relativistic stochastic thermodynamics in Sec. 3, and

the first law of relativistic stochastic thermodynamics at trajectory level is established in this

section also. The separation of the observer from the coordinate system is also important
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in describing the time reversal transformation (TRT) in curved spacetime. In contrast to

the usual practice in special relativistic theories (including special relativistic field theories)

in which the TRT is often described as a coordinate transformation (t, xi) 7→ (−t, xi), our

general covariant framework calls for interpreting the TRT as a transformation from a future-

directed observer to a past-directed observer. This concept is elucidated in detail in Sec. 4.

Ref. [1] presents a method to establish the covariant relativistic Langevin equation from the

perspective of the observer. Based on this approach, the forward and reversed processes are

respectively defined as stochastic processes from the perspectives of the future-directed and

past-directed observers. In Sec. 5, we demonstrate that the forward and reversed processes

possess distinct probabilities, thus breaking the TRS and leading to a version of fluctuation

theorem on curved spacetime manifold. Finally, in Sec. 6, we provide brief concluding

remarks.

We maintain the notations and conventions consistent with the previous works [1, 2].

To distinguish random variables from their realizations, the former are labeled with extra

tildes. For instance, x̃ represents a random variable, while x denotes its realization. Several

manifolds of different dimensions will be relevant in our discussion. These include the (d+1)-

dimensional spacetime manifoldM with metric gµν(x) of signature (−,+, · · · ,+), its tangent

bundle TM of dimension (2d+ 2), and certain submanifolds within the tangent bundle. To

distinguish tensors on these different manifolds, we introduce distinct indices. Lower-case

Greek letters such as α, β, µ, ν, ρ, . . ., are used as concrete indices and range from 0 to d.

Lower-case Latin letters like i, j, k, l,m, . . . are also used as concrete indices, which range

from 1 to d. Lastly, lower-case Latin letters a, b, c, . . . are used as abstract indices. This

paper is intended to be as mathematically rigorous as possible. A more concise summary of

the main results can be found in Ref. [22].

2 Geometry of the space of microstates

Statistical physics is built on top of the space of microstates. For systems consisting of

classical massive particles, the space of microstates can be subdivided into the configuration

space and the momentum space. In relativistic context, the configuration space is a subspace

of the spacetime manifold M consisting of simultaneous events at a given instance of time,

while the momentum space for each individual particle is a subspace of the tangent (or

cotangent) space of the spacetime at a given event which obeys the mass shell condition

H(x, p) := gµν(x)p
µpν +m2 = 0. (1)

Please be reminded that, due to the non-degeneracy of the spacetime metric gµν(x), the

tangent and cotangent spaces are dual to each other and both are equally well for describing
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the momentum space. In this work, we adopt the tangent space description. When cotan-

gent space variables appear, they are considered to be linear functions of the tangent space

variables, e.g. pµ = gµν(x)p
ν .

In principle, the space of microstates for a single particle should be considered as a

submanifold of the mass shell bundle

Γm := {(x, p) ∈ TM|H(x, p) = 0}, (2)

with the configuration space taken to be a subspace of the spacetime manifold M consisting

of simultaneous events. To clarify the concept of simultaneous events, we need to introduce

an arbitrary observer field which is encoded by a normalized timelike vector field Zµ obeying

gµνZ
µZν = −1. For convenience, we shall refer to this arbitrary observer field as Alice. When

considering the motion of a Brownian particle inside a heat reservoir, there is a particular

observer field that comoves with the reservoir. This particular observer field will be referred

to as Bob.

Consider the worldline xτ of a massive relativistic particle of which τ is its proper time. If

the time orientations of Alice and the particle align, i.e. gµνp
µ
τZ

ν < 0, where pµτ := mdxµ
τ /dτ ,

the part of the mass shell bundle in which the phase trajectory lies is defined as the future

mass shell bundle relative to Alice and is denoted as Γ+
m,

Γ+
m := {(x, p) ∈ TM|H(x, p) = 0, gµνp

µZν < 0}. (3)

For notational convenience, the phase trajectory is denoted as Xτ = (xτ , pτ ), which is the

uplift of the particle’s worldline xτ into the bundle Γ+
m.

If we consider another observer field with proper velocity Cµ = −Zµ, referred to as Carol,

whose time orientation is opposite to that of Alice, the definition of the future mass shell

bundle relative to Carol will be opposite to that relative to Alice. To avoid confusion, we will

designate Alice as the future-directed observer and Carol as the past-directed observer, and

throughout this paper, the future and past mass shell bundles are always defined relative

to Alice. This designation is arbitrary because, in the presence of TRS, the future- and the

past-directed observer fields are indistinguishable on the level of deterministic mechanics.

The future mass shell bundle is also a fiber bundle based on M. Its fiber, denoted by

(Γ+
m)x, is the momentum space of the relativistic particle. We use the calligraphy fonts, like

F , R and K, to denote tensors on (Γ+
m)x, and the cursive fonts, like N , Z and L , to denote

tensors on Γ+
m.

The future mass shell bundle still is not the space of microstates, because the base man-

ifold M is not the configuration space. There are different ways to drop the temporal

dimension of M, e.g. either by fixing the zeroth component x0 of coordinates or by fixing

the proper time t of Alice. The first approach lacks apparent general covariance. The core
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Figure 1: The worldline of a particle is lifted to different regions of the mass shell bundle by

different observers.

idea of our framework for relativistic stochastic mechanics is to keep the manifest general

covariance and emphasize the role of observer choice. The details can be found in Ref. [1].

Here we list some of the key points:

1. The proper time t of Alice can be extended into a scalar field t(x) on M;

2. The configuration space relative to Alice is defined as a constant proper time slice of

M, i.e. a spacelike hypersurface St := {x ∈ M|t(x) = t} in M. Moreover, the proper

velocity field Zµ of Alice is the unit normal vector field of St;

3. The space of microstates is defined as a hypersurface in Γ+
m as a constant time slice,

i.e. Σ+
t := {(x, p) ∈ Γ+

m|t(x) = t};

4. Since the gradient of t must be a normal co-vector of St, Zµ must be collinear with

∇µt. Denoting |∇µt| as λ, we have ∂µt = −λZµ.

Since Z is the unit future-directed normal vector field of St, the volume element on St can

be written as the interior derivative of the volume element on M along Zµ:

ηSt := ιZηM, (4)

where ι represents interior derivative, and ηM = g1/2dx0 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd is the volume

element on M, with g = |det(gµν)|. Since ιZ(dx
µ) = Zµ and dx0 = −∂itdx

i/∂0t on St, we

5



have

ηSt = g1/2ιZ(dx
0 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd)

= g1/2
d∑

ρ=0

(−1)ριZ(dx
ρ)dx0 ∧ · · · ∧ dxρ−1 ∧ dxρ+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd

= g1/2Z0dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd − g1/2
d∑

i=1

Zidx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dx0 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd

= g1/2
[
Z0 +

1

∂0t
∂itZ

i

]
dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd

= −λg1/2

∂0t
dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd. (5)

We shall also need to make use of the volume elements on Γ+
m and Σ+

t . Since both of

them are submanifolds of TM, it is appropriate to begin from the geometry of TM. The

non-degenerate metric on TM is known as the Sasaki metric [23] ĝab, which is determined

by the metric gµν of the base manifold M,

ĝab := gµνdx
µ
adx

ν
b + gµνθ

µ
aθ

ν
b, ĝab := gµνeµ

aeν
b + gµν

(
∂

∂pµ

)a(
∂

∂pν

)b

, (6)

where

θµ := dpµ + Γ µ
αβp

αdxβ, eµ :=
∂

∂xµ
− Γα

µβp
β ∂

∂pα
,

and Γ µ
αβ is the Christoffel connection associated with gµν . The corresponding volume ele-

ment reads

ηTM = g dx0 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd ∧ θ0 ∧ · · · ∧ θd

= g dx0 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd ∧ dp0 ∧ · · · ∧ dpd. (7)

As a hypersurface in TM, Γ+
m has the unit normal (co)vector

N̂a =
1

|dH|dHa =
pµ
m

θµa, N̂a = ĝabN̂b =
pµ

m

(
∂

∂pµ

)a

, (8)

giving rise to the induced metric

ĥab := ĝab + N̂aN̂b = gµνdx
µ
adx

ν
b +∆µν(p)θ

µ
aθ

ν
b, (9)

∆µν(p) = gµν +
1

m2
pµpν , (10)

where the second term is the induced metric on (Γ+
m)x:

hab := ∆µν(p)θ
µ
aθ

ν
b. (11)
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Consequently, we get the volume element

ηΓ+
m
:= ιN̂ηTM = −m

p0
g dx0 ∧ · · · ∧ dxd ∧ dp1 ∧ · · · ∧ dpd. (12)

It is easy to see that the volume element ηΓ+
m

can be factorized into the wedge product of

ηM and η(Γ+
m)x

,

ηΓ+
m
= ηM ∧ η(Γ+

m)x
, (13)

where

η(Γ+
m)x

:= −m

p0
g1/2dp1 ∧ · · · ∧ dpd (14)

is the volume element on the fiber space (Γ+
m)x. Finally, since Σ

+
t =

⋃
x∈St

(Γ+
m)x, the volume

element on Σ+
t also has a factorized form,

ηΣ+
t
= ηSt ∧ η(Γ+

m)x
=

mλg

p0∂0t
dx1 ∧ · · · dxd ∧ dp1 ∧ · · · ∧ dpd. (15)

3 General relativistic Langevin systems

This section is intended for a brief review of the framework for general relativistic stochastic

mechanics and thermodynamics [1–3] in order to fix the notations and make the forthcoming

presentation for the proof of fluctuation theorem self-contained.

3.1 Covariant Langevin equations

Let us consider a relativistic Brownian particle carrying an electric charge q and moving in

a heat reservoir residing in the curved spacetime M and subjecting to an external electro-

magnetic field F = Fµνdx
µ∧dxν . A version of the corresponding general covariant Langevin

equation (referred to as LEτ ) that takes the proper time τ of the particle as evolution pa-

rameter reads

dx̃µ
τ =

p̃µτ
m

dτ, (16)

dp̃µτ = ξµτ dτ + Fµ
dpdτ + Fµ

emdτ − 1

m
Γ µ

αβ p̃
α
τ p̃

β
τdτ, (17)

where Fµ
dp := KµνUν is the damping force with Kµν being the damping coefficient which

transforms as a tensor under general coordinate transformations, Uµ is the proper velocity

of the heat reservoir, Fµ
em := q

m
F µ

ν p̃
ν
τ is the electromagnetic force, and

ξµτ := Rµ
a ◦S dw̃a

τ/dτ + Fµ
add (18)
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is the stochastic force, which is consisted of a random force term Rµ
a◦S dw̃a

τ/dτ encoding the

Stratonovich type coupling between the stochastic amplitudes Rµ
a with a set of independent

Gaussian noises dw̃a
τ obeying the probability distribution

Pr[dw̃a
τ = dwa] =

1

(2πdτ)d/2
exp

(
−1

2

δabdw
adwb

dτ

)
, (19)

and an additional stochastic force term

Fµ
add =

δab

2
Rµ

a∇(h)
i Ri

b (20)

in which ∇(h)
i denotes the spatial components of the covariant derivative associated to the

metric (11) on the momentum space. Both the random force and the additional stochastic

force terms arise from the interaction of the Brownian particle with the heat reservoir. The

additional stochastic force is required in order for the Brownian particle to be able to reach

equilibrium in the long time limit [24]. Each component of Rµ
a is assumed to be smoothly

dependent on the coordinates on Σ+
t , and for each fixed a = 1, 2, · · · d, Rµ

a transforms as

a vector under general coordinate transformations. As did in Refs. [1, 2], we use tilded and

un-tilded symbols to denote the random variables and their realizations.

Although LEτ is perfectly general covariant and encodes all necessary factors that affect

the motion of the Brownian particle, there is still some drawbacks which call for an alternative

version of the covariant Langevin equation. The problem is connected to the choice of

evolution parameter τ . Since

dt = ∂µtdx̃
µ = −λZµdx̃

µ = −λZµ
dx̃µ

dτ
dτ = −λ

Zµp̃
µ

m
dτ = γ(x̃, p̃)dτ, (21)

we have dτ = γ−1(x̃, p̃)dt. Therefore, from the perspective of the observer Alice, the proper

time τ of the Brownian particle becomes a random variable. To avoid this inconvenience, a

reparametrization scheme is adopted in [1], with

X̃τ = (x̃τ , p̃τ ) 7→ Ỹt = (ỹt, k̃t),

where

ỹt := x̃τ̃t , k̃t := p̃τ̃t .

This leads to the following alternative version of covariant Langevin equation which is re-

ferred to as LEt for short,

dỹµt =
k̃µ
t

m
γ−1dt, (22)

dk̃µ
t = ξ̂µt γ

−1dt+ Fµ
dpγ

−1dt+ Fµ
emγ

−1dt− 1

m
Γ µ

αβk̃
α
t k̃

β
t γ

−1dt. (23)

The new stochastic force ξ̂µt reads

ξ̂µt := γ1/2Rµ
a ◦S dW̃ a

t /dt+ Fµ
add −

1

2
Dµiγ1/2∇(h)

i γ−1/2, (24)
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in which

dW̃ a
t = γ1/2(Ỹt)dw̃

a
τ̃t

are still Gaussian noises but with the variance changed from dτ to dt, and Dµν := Rµ
aδ

abRν
b

is the diffusion tensor.

In this work, we assume that the diffusion tensor has rank d, so that Dij is a full-rank sym-

metric matrix. This also requires that Ri
a is a d×d full-rank matrix. The above assumption

is necessary and sufficient to ensure that the Brownian particle couples to the heat reservoir

in every spatial direction. Please keep in mind that the choice for the stochastic amplitudes

Rµ
a is non-unique. Different choices correspond to different Langevin systems. The result

of the present work does not require the explicit values for the stochastic amplitudes and

should be valid for any choices obeying the above assumption.

3.2 Reduced Fokker-Planck equation

Using the diffusion operator method [27], the reduced Fokker-Planck equation (RFPE) as-

sociated with LEτ or LEt is obtained in Ref. [2],

1

m
LF (φ) = ∇(h)

i I i[φ], (25)

where

LF := pµeµ + qF µ
νp

ν ∂

∂pµ
(26)

is the Liouville vector field for a charged particle,

I[φ] =
[
1

2
Dij∇(h)

j φ−KiνUνφ

]
∂

∂p̆i
(27)

is a vector field which is connected to the heat transfer rate from the heat reservoir to the

Brownian particle via [1, 3]

Q[φ] :=

∫
(Γ+

m)x

η(Γ+
m)x

ZνIν [φ], (28)

and the definition for the derivative operator
∂

∂p̆i
is provided in Appendix A. The round

and square brackets around φ have different meanings: LF (φ) represents the action of the

vector field LF on the scalar φ, while I i[φ] implies that the vector field I i is dependent on

φ. Such convention will be used throughout this paper.

It is important to point out that the one particle distribution function (1PDF) φ appearing

in the RFPE is not a probability distribution in Σ+
m. To see this, we recall that the probability

current associated with the RFPE (25) is

J [φ] =
φ

m
LF − I[φ]. (29)
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Therefore, the probability distribution function on Σ+
t should be

f := −ZaJ
a[φ] = − 1

m
pµZµφ = γλ−1φ, (30)

where Z = Zµeµ is the unit normal vector of Σ+
t .

Since I[φ] is proportional to the heat transfer rate, the condition for the Brownian particle

to reach detailed thermal equilibrium with the reservoir is I[φeq] = 0, which yields the

equilibrium distribution

φeq = e−α+βµpµ , βµ := βUµ, (31)

provided that the covariant Einstein relation

Dµν = 2β−1Kµν (32)

holds and that α and βµ obey the following equations

∇µα + qβνFµν = 0, ∇(µβν) = 0, (33)

which are simple consequences of the Liouville equation LF (φeq) = 0. Eq. (33) implies that

βµ is a Killing vector field, while the relation βµ = βUµ implies that it is timelike. Therefore,

βµ must be timelike Killing. This leads to the conclusion that the existence of the equilibrium

distribution (31) requires the spacetime to be at least stationary.

As we have argued in Ref. [2], the equilibrium state is intrinsic to the system which

is independent of the choice of observer. However, the parameters that characterize the

equilibrium state is indeed observer-dependent. It has been shown [2,29] that the parameters

α and β are related to the chemical potential and the temperature observed by Bob via

β =
1

TB

, α = −µB

TB

. (34)

The equilibrium distribution (31) is recognized to be precisely the Jütnner distribution which

is also obeyed by particles of the heat reservoir.

3.3 Thermodynamic relations

The definition of the energy of a charged relativistic particle is non-unique. For instance,

both the kinematic momentum pµ and canonical momentum P µ := pµ + qAµ can be used

for defining the energy [25]:

E := −Zµp
µ, H := −ZµP

µ. (35)
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As an analogy of non-relativistic case, E can be viewed as kinematic energy and H can be

viewed as the sum of kinematic energy and electromagnetic potential energy −qZµA
µ. The

non-uniqueness for the definition of energy also appeared in the non-relativistic stochastic

thermodynamics [15]. However, such non-uniqueness does not affect the description of heat

in the first law of stochastic thermodynamics. We will show that the same situation also

occurs the relativistic case.

Since the microstate of the Brownian particle is described by a set of random variables,

the energy of the Brownian particle also depends on the same set of random variables,

Ẽτ := E(x̃τ , p̃τ ), H̃τ := H(x̃τ , p̃τ ). (36)

Since LEτ is a system of Stratonovich-type stochastic differential equations, the chain rule

is available

dẼτ =
∂E

∂xµ
dx̃µ

τ +
∂E

∂pµ
dp̃µτ

= −Zµ

[
ξµτ + Fµ

dp

]
dτ − p̃µτ p̃

ν
τ

m
∇νZµdτ − ZµFµ

emdτ. (37)

Similarly,

dH̃τ = dẼτ −
q

m

∂

∂xν
(ZµA

µ)p̃ντdτ

= dẼτ + ZµFµ
emdτ − q

m
[Aµ∇νZ

µ + Zµ∇µAν ]p̃
ν
τdτ

= −Zµ

[
ξµτ + Fµ

dp

]
dτ − p̃µτ p̃

ν
τ

m
∇νZµdτ − q

m
£ZAµp̃

µ
τdτ, (38)

where £ZAµ is the Lie derivative of Aµ along the vector field Zµ. If the electromagnetic field

is controlled by an external protocol denoted by σ, the last term of the above equation can

be rewritten as

dσŨ := − q

m
£ZAµp̃

µ
τdτ. (39)

In the realm of stochastic thermodynamics, the energy exchange between the Brownian

particle and the heat reservoir is considered as heat, while the other part of the change of

energy of the Brownian particle is considered as work. Therefore, the heat received by the

Brownian particle from the heat reservoir is identified to be

dQ̃τ := −Zµ

[
ξµτ + Fµ

dp

]
dτ, (40)

and gravitational [26] and electromagnetic works are identified respectively as

dP̃τ := − p̃µτ p̃
ν
τ

m
∇νZµdτ, (41)

dW̃τ := −ZµFµ
emdτ. (42)
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Therefore, the first law of relativistic stochastic thermodynamics can be realized either as

dẼτ = dQ̃τ + dP̃τ + dW̃τ , (43)

or as

dH̃τ = dQ̃τ + dP̃τ + dσŨ . (44)

The energy currents associated to the above two definitions of energy are presented as

follows,

Eµ[φ] :=

∫
(Γ+

m)x

η(Γ+
m)x

pµ

m
φE = −ZνT

µν [φ], (45)

Hµ[φ] :=

∫
(Γ+

m)x

η(Γ+
m)x

pµ

m
φH = Eµ[φ]− qZνA

νNµ[φ], (46)

wherein the energy-momentum tensor T µν [φ] reads

T µν [φ] :=

∫
(Γ+

m)x

η(Γ+
m)x

pµpν

m
φ. (47)

In relativistic kinetic theory, the entropy current associated with classical non-degenerate

particles is defined as [28]

Sµ[φ] = −
∫
(Γ+

m)x

η(Γ+
m)x

pµ

m
φ (lnφ− 1) . (48)

In the equilibrium distribution (31), we have the following relation [29]:

Sµ[φeq] = βµP − T µν [φeq]β
ν + αnµ[φeq], (49)

where P :=
1

d
∆µν(U)T µν [φeq] is the pressure and nµ[φ] is particle current. Following a

standard procedure as did in [29], it can be shown that T µν [φeq] and nµ[φeq] can both be

expressed in terms of the proper velocity Uµ of Bob: nµ[φeq] is simply proportional to Uµ,

while T µν [φeq] takes the form of the energy-momentum tensor of a perfect fluid.

Now we would like to reinterpret eq.(49) in terms of the densities of various physical

quantities as measured by Alice. This can be achieved by contracting each term in eq.(49)

with Zµ. Recalling the fact βµ = βUµ, the relationship between the proper velocities of Alice

and Bob, can be written as

Uµ = γA(Z
µ + zµ), γA = −UµZµ, zµZµ = 0, (50)

where γA represents the local Lorentz factor arising from the relative motion between Alice

and Bob. Consequently, we have

eA = (γAβ)
−1sA − α(γAβ)

−1nA − P + TA, (51)
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or alternatively

hA = (γAβ)
−1sA − [qZµA

µ + α(γAβ)
−1]nA − P + TA, (52)

where

eA := T µν [φeq]ZµZν , hA := eA − qZµA
µnA, nA := −Zµn

µ[φeq], (53)

sA := −ZµS
µ[φeq], TA := −T ρν [φeq]zµZν . (54)

eA is the density of the energy E, hA is the density of the energy H, nA is the particle

number density, sA := −ZµS
µ[φeq] is the entropy density, and TA is the relative kinematic

energy density arising from the relative motion between Alice and Bob. The subscript A in

the notation for all these density quantities indicates that they are all defined with respect

to the observer Alice. Eq. (51) can be viewed as the localized version of the Euler relation in

which the coefficients of sA and nA should be interpreted as the temperature and chemical

potential as measured by Alice. Therefore we have

TA := (γAβ)
−1, µA := −α(γAβ)

−1. (55)

Similarly, from eq. (52), we can read off

µ̂A := −[qZµA
µ + α(γABβ)

−1] = µA − qZµA
µ, (56)

which is recognized to be the electrochemical potential. Inserting eq.(34) into eq. (55), the

transformation rule for the temperature and chemical potential presented in Ref. [29] can be

easily recovered,

TA := (γA)
−1TB, µA := (γA)

−1µB.

We can also substitute eqs. (55) and (56) into eqs. (51)-(52) to make the appearance of Euler

relation simpler,

eA = TAsA + µAnA − P + TA, (57)

hA = TAsA + µ̂AnA − P + TA. (58)

The different choices of definition for the energy induce different chemical potentials, while

such choices have no influence on the temperature. Putting these thermodynamic quantities

into eq. (31), the equilibrium distribution can be rewritten as

φeq = e(E−µA−zνpν)/TA = e(H−µ̂A−zνpν)/TA . (59)

It remains to introduce the trajectory entropy for the Brownian particle which plays an

important role in the formulation of fluctuation theorem. Denoting the phase trajectory of

the Brownian particle as Ỹt = (ỹt, k̃t), the trajectory entropy is defined as

S̃t = − lnφ(Ỹt), (60)
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The entropy production of the Brownian particle in the time interval [tI , tF ] is related to the

trajectory entropy via

∆S =

∫
StF

ηStF
ZµS

µ[φ]−
∫
StI

ηStI
ZµS

µ[φ] = ⟨S̃tF ⟩ − ⟨S̃tI ⟩. (61)

This part of the entropy production is also referred to as the trajectory entropy production.

4 Time-reversal symmetry and its breaking

Before dwelling into the construction of fluctuation theorems in the framework of general

relativistic stochastic thermodynamics, it crucial to accurately describe what the TRS is

meant on curved spacetime.

In ordinary textbooks on special relativistic field theories, the time-reversal transforma-

tion (TRT) is often represented by a coordinate transformation (x0, xi) 7→ (−x0, xi) with

different transformation rules for temporal and spatial components of the coordinate bases

∂

∂x0
7→ − ∂

∂x0
,

∂

∂xi
7→ ∂

∂xi
. (62)

Since x0 serves as the evolution parameter, the spatial components pi of the momentum

should reverse their signs, while the temporal component of the momentum remains un-

changed, which corresponds to the particle’s energy. Consequently, the transformation under

TRT for the contraction of momentum components and the basis obeys

p = p0
∂

∂x0
+ pi

∂

∂xi
7→ −p0

∂

∂x0
− pi

∂

∂xi
= −p. (63)

To maintain general covariance in our construction, it is better to treat the TRT as a

change of the observer’s time orientation, i.e. from the perspective of Alice to that of Carol,

rather than treating it as a coordinate transformation. Meanwhile, we adopt the scalar

expression like −Zµp
µ for defining the energy of a particle instead of using the coordinate

dependent definition p0. Therefore, we employ an alternative representation of the TRT,

which reverses the sign of full momentum (i.e. pµ 7→ −pµ) while keeping the spacetime

coordinates intact. Such a representation implies the reversal of the particle’s proper time

derivative: d/dτ 7→ −d/dτ . If Alice observes a particle evolving from τI to τF in its own

proper time during the time interval tI → tF , then Carol will observe the proper time of the

charged particle evolves from τF to τI .

Since the momentum is defined only in the local tangent space on curved spacetime, the

TRT can be realized as an automorphism of TxM:

Ix : p 7→ −p, for ∀p ∈ TxM. (64)
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Furthermore, Ix induces a homeomorphism between the future and past mass shell bundles,

I : Γ+
m → Γ−

m, (65)

I : (x, p) 7→ (x, Ix(p)) = (x,−p). (66)

Therefore, the phase trajectories lifted by Alice and Carol are on two disconnected regions

of the mass shell bundle. For convenience, the trajectory lifted by Alice will be referred to

as the forward trajectory, and the one by Carol will be referred to as the reversed trajectory.

For later reference, we also list the induced action of the map I on the coordinate basis for

the vector field on TM,

I∗
∂

∂pµ
= − ∂

∂pµ
, I∗

∂

∂xµ
=

∂

∂xµ
. (67)

Carol

x0

Alice

xi

�I

�F

Figure 2: The evolution directions of the particle under the perspectives of Alice and Carol.

If we discretize the time interval [tI , tF ] into a sequence of N + 1 equal-distance nodes

tI = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = tF , then the forward trajectory can be written as a sequence

Y[t] := (Y0, Y1, · · · , YN) with Yn := Ytn . Consequently, the reversed trajectory can also be

written as a sequence Y −
[t] := (Y −

0 , Y −
1 , · · · , Y −

N ) in which

Y −
n = I(YN−n). (68)

The probability distribution f = −pµZµφ/m describes the distribution of the intersections

of the stochastic trajectories with the space of microstates Σ+
t , and it can be easily extended

to the past mass shell bundle by use of the relationship between the forward and the reversed

trajectories. Additionally, as a metric-preserving transformation, the TRT I preserves the

volume elements on every submanifolds of the tangent bundle TM mentioned in Sec. 2.

Consequently, we have

I∗φ = φ, I∗ηΓ+
m
= ηΓ−

m
, I∗η(Γ+

m)x
= η(Γ−

m)x
, I∗ηΣ+

t
= ηΣ−

t
, (69)
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where Σ−
t is the space of microstates associated to the past directed observer, Carol.

It remains to describe the TRT for the electromagnetic field. Consider the motion of a

massive charged particle subjecting to the electromagnetic field F µν . The equation of motion

reads

dpµ

dτ
=

q

m
F µ

νp
ν . (70)

The TRS implies that the above equation of motion is kept invariant. Since pµ is odd and

hence
dpµ

dτ
is even under the TRT, the invariance of the equation of motion requires either

q 7→ q, F µν 7→ −F µν (71)

or

q 7→ −q, F µν 7→ F µν . (72)

We will adopt the second convention which is known as Feynman’s convention in the litera-

ture [30]. Therefore, we have

I∗q = −q, I∗Fµ
em = Fµ

em. (73)

Using the definition (26), it is not difficult to check that the induced action of the TRT on

the Liouville vector field is given by

I∗LF = −LF . (74)

Bringing all the above conventions together, we will see that the equations for the phase

trajectory of a massive charged particle moving in a generic curved spacetime and subjecting

to an external electromagnetic field is kept invariant under the TRT,

dxµ

dτ
=

pµ

m
, (75)

dpµ

dτ
=

q

m
F µ

νp
ν − 1

m
Γ µ

αβp
αpβ. (76)

Let us now bring the above system into a broader picture. Consider a scenario in which

there are a great number of massive charged particles of different masses and charges moving

together. The electromagnetic field is produced by the particles themselves and the spacetime

geometry is determined by the masses and charges of the particles. We assume that the

system is consisted of different species of particles, each species carries different mass ms

and charge qs and obey a different distribution Φs, which are differentiated from each other

by the suffix s. We also assume that the distributions Φs are invariant under the TRT, i.e.

I∗Φs = Φs. Then the total electric current

Jµ =
∑
s

∫
η(Γ+

ms )x

qsp
µ
s

ms

Φs (77)
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as well as the energy-momentum tensor contributed by the particles

T µν
pa =

∑
s

∫
η(Γ+

ms )x

pµsp
ν
s

ms

Φs (78)

should be both TRT invariants. Consequently, the Maxwell equation

∇νF
µν = Jµ (79)

that determines the electromagnetic field as well as the Einstein equation

Rµν − 1

2
gµνR = 8πG

(
T µν
pa + T µν

em

)
(80)

that determines the spacetime geometry should all be invariant under the TRT, wherein

T µν
em = F µρF ν

ρ −
1

4
gµνF ρσFρσ (81)

is the energy-momentum tensor of the electromagnetic field, whose TRT invariance is self-

evident.

Stochastic mechanics can be regarded as an effective theory for describing a complete

mechanical system within specific spatial and temporal scales [31–33]. Let us consider a

heavy particle in the above system, assuming that the remaining particles constitute a heat

reservoir which has already reached equilibrium. The electromagnetic interaction acting on

the heavy particle can be divided into two parts: the coarse-grained averaging effects at larger

spatial and temporal scales, and the stochastic remnants at smaller scales. Consequently,

eqs. (75)-(76) can be approximated by LEτ [1], and this heavy particle is the Brownian

particle.

However, such a coarse-grained description violates the TRS. Let us first consider the

damping force. If the forward and reversed trajectories simultaneously satisfy following

equation

1

m
pν∇νp

µ = KµνUν , (82)

the damping tensor must reverse its sign under the TRT, since the velocity of the heat

reservoir should reverse its sign. The sign change in Kµν implies that the damping force

reverses its role from a decelerating force to an accelerating force, which makes a difference

between future- and past-directed observers. On the other hand, the Einstein relation [2]

Dµν = 2TBKµν (83)

requires that the damping tensor should be kept invariant under the TRT, because the

diffusion tensor Dµν = Rµ
aRν

a is a quadratic form in Rµ
a whose eigenvalues must be non-

negative. Therefore, the assumption that eq.(82) is invariant under the TRT has to be wrong.
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The correct behaviors of the damping and diffusion tensors and the stochastic amplitudes

are provided as follows,

I∗Kµν = Kµν , I∗Dµν = Dµν , I∗Rµ
a = ±Rµ

a. (84)

The sign of the stochastic amplitude Rµ
a is of little significance, since the probability distri-

bution of the Gaussian noise is an even function. For convenience, we adopt I∗Rµ
a = Rµ

a.

For the sake of mathematical consistency, we define a vector field V a on TM, which satisfies

V a|(x,p) =


Uµ|x

∂

∂pµ

∣∣∣∣
(x,p)

(x, p) ∈ Γ+
m

−Uµ|x
∂

∂pµ

∣∣∣∣
(x,p)

(x, p) ∈ Γ−
m

. (85)

Then the damping force and the right-hand side of eq. (27) can be rewritten as

Fa
dp = KabVb, Ia[φ] =

1

2
Dab∇(h)

b φ−KabVbφ, (86)

and it is easy to check that their transformation rules under the TRT are

I∗Fdp = Fdp, I∗I[φ] = I[φ]. (87)

Therefore, the probability current (29) of the Brownian particle can be divided into the even

and odd parts under the TRT, i.e.

Jr[φ] =
φ

m
LF , Jd[φ] = −I[φ], (88)

with

I∗Jr[φ] = −Jr[φ], I∗Jd[φ] = Jd[φ]. (89)

It is evident that Jd[φ] violates the TRS. The entropy production is always closely related

to the breaking of the TRS, and we have proved [3] that, on the ensemble level,

∇µS
µ[φ] = −

∫
η(Γ+

m)x
φ−1 ∂φ

∂pµ
J µ

d [φ], (90)

∇µS
µ
R =

∫
η(Γ+

m)x
βµJ

µ
d [φ], (91)

where Sµ[φ] and Sµ
R respectively denote the entropy currents of the Brownian particle and

of the heat reservoir. Eq. (91) is actually the relativistic version of the celebrated Clausius’

identity

∇µS
µ
R = −QB[φ]

TB

=
QR

TB

, (92)

where QB[φ] is the heat transfer rate from Bob’s perspective, and QR is that of the heat

reservoir. It is worth noticing that the Clausius’ identity holds only from the perspective of

Bob.
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5 Fluctuation theorem

Unlike the case of ordinary differential equations, there is no deterministic solution for

stochastic differential equation. The best one can do is to determine the probability for

a certain trajectory to be realized. Consequently, the breaking of the TRS of the Langevin

equation could be described in terms of the non-equal probabilities for the forward and

reversed trajectories,

Pr[Ỹ[t] = Y[t]] ̸= Pr[Ỹ −
[t] = Y −

[t] ], (93)

where Ỹ[t] = (Ỹ0, Ỹ1, · · · , ỸN) and Ỹ −
[t] = (Ỹ −

0 , Ỹ −
1 , · · · , Ỹ −

N ) denote the forward and reversed

processes, and Y[t] and Y −
[t] denote the forward and reversed trajectories which are already

described in Sec. 4. Notice that “forward process” and “forward trajectory” are different

concepts: the latter is a concrete realization of the former. Unlike the relation between

forward and reversed trajectories, the only requirement on the reversed process is that its

initial state is identical to the TRT of the final state of the forward process, i.e.

Ỹ −
0 = I(ỸN). (94)

The Lorentz factors relative to Alice and Carol can be related via the TRT

γA = −λZµp
µ/m = λCµp

µ/m = I∗γC . (95)

These Lorentz factors can be merged into a single scalar field on the complete mass shell

bundle,

γ :=

γA|Y Y ∈ Γ+
m

γC |Y Y ∈ Γ−
m

, (96)

which is even under the TRT, I∗γ = γ. Accounting for the transformation rules under the

TRT, we can rearrange the spatial components of the LEt presented in eqs. (22)-(23) into

the form

dỹit =
k̃i
t

m
γ−1dt, (97)

dk̃i
t = R̂i

a ◦S dW̃ a
n + F idt+ F̄ idt, (98)

where R̂i
a := γ−1/2Ri

a and

F i := γ−1

(
F i

em − 1

m
Γ i

αβk̃
αk̃β

)
, F̄ i := γ−1

(
F i

add −
1

2
Dijγ1/2∇(h)

j γ−1/2 + F i
dp

)
, (99)

which have opposite behaviors under the TRT,

F i|Y = F i|I(Y ), F̄ i|Y = −F̄ i|I(Y ). (100)
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In order to describe the fluctuation theorems at the trajectory level, we need a discretized

version of LEt, which reads

dỹin =
k̃i
n

m
γ−1|Ỹn̄

dt, (101)

dk̃i
n = R̂i

a|Ỹn̄
dW̃ a

n + F i|Ỹn̄
dt+ F̄ i|Ỹn̄

dt, (102)

where Ỹn̄ := (Ỹn+1 + Ỹn)/2 which comes from the Stratonovich coupling. We also need to

introduce the measures on the space of forward and reversed trajectories which is defined to

be the successive wedge products of the volume element of the space of microstates at each

moment of the discrete time,

D[Y[t]] := ηΣ0 ∧ ηΣ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ηΣN
, D[Y −

[t] ] := ηΣ−
0
∧ ηΣ−

1
∧ · · · ∧ ηΣ−

N
. (103)

Eq. (69) implies that these measures are images of each other under the TRT,

I∗D[Y[t]] = D[Y −
[t] ]. (104)

In other words, Y[t] 7→ Y −
[t] is a volume preserving map.

Since both the forward and reversed processes are Markovian, the trajectory probabilities

can be written as products of transition probabilities with the initial probability,

Pr[Ỹ[t] = Y[t]] =

(N−1∏
n=0

Pr[Ỹn+1 = Yn+1|Ỹn = Yn]

)
Pr[Ỹ0 = Y0], (105)

Pr[Ỹ −
[t̄ ] = Y −

[t] ] =

(N−1∏
n=0

Pr[Ỹ −
n+1 = Y −

n+1|Ỹ −
n = Y −

n ]

)
Pr[Ỹ −

0 = Y −
0 ]

=

(N−1∏
n=0

Pr[Ỹ −
n+1 = I(YN−n−1)|Ỹ −

n = I(YN−n)]

)
Pr[I(ỸN) = I(YN)]

=

(N−1∏
n=0

Pr[Ỹ −
N−n = I(Yn)|Ỹ −

N−n−1 = I(Yn+1)]

)
Pr[ỸN = YN ]. (106)

Eq. (68) and eq. (94) are used in the second line of eq. (106), and the volume preserving

property of I is used in the third line. Appendix B proves the following continuum limit

lim
N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

Pr[Ỹn+1 = Yn+1|Ỹn = Yn]

Pr[Ỹ −
N−n = I(Yn)|Ỹ −

N−n−1 = I(Yn+1)]

=
(λγ−1)|Y0

(λγ−1)|YN

exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1dt
1

TB

(maµ −Fµ
em)Uµ

]
. (107)

Under the perspective of Bob, the complete differential of the energy is

dEB = −pν

m
∇ν(p

µUµ)dτ = −maµUµdτ + dP , (108)
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or

dHB = −pν

m
∇ν(P

µUµ)dτ = −maµUµdτ + dP + dσU − dW . (109)

Comparing with eq. (43), it is clear that the integral on the exponent in eq. (107) is actually

the increase of the entropy of the heat reservoir∫
γ−1dt

1

TB

(maµ −Fµ
em)Uµ = −

∫
dQ
TB

= ∆SR, (110)

where the second equality encodes the Clausius equality at the level of trajectories. Let

us stress that, although the Clausius equality holds only from the perspective of Bob, the

total increase of the entropy of the heat reservoir is actually observer-independent. This

fact enables us to make use of eq. (110) in addressing the fluctuation theorem from the

perspective of an arbitrary observer.

In the continuum limit, the logarithm of the ratio of the probabilities of the forward and

reversed trajectories is the sum of the trajectory entropy production of the Brownian particle

with the entropy increase of the heat reservoir,

ln
Pr[Ỹ[t] = Y[t]]

Pr[Ỹ −
[t] = Y −

[t] ]
= lim

N→∞

N−1∑
n=0

ln
Pr[Ỹn+1 = Yn+1|Ỹn = Yn]

Pr[Ỹ −
N−n = I(Yn)|Ỹ −

N−n−1 = I(Yn+1)]

+ ln
(λγ−1)|X0 Pr[Ỹ0 = Y0]

(λγ−1)|YN
Pr[ỸN = YN ]

= −
∫

dQ
TB

+ ln
φ(Y0)

φ(YN)

= ∆SR +∆S. (111)

Please be reminded that the relation eq. (30) between different distribution functions and

the definition (60) of the trajectory entropy production are used here. Denoting the total

entropy production at the trajectory level as ΣY[t]
:= ∆SR + ∆S, the usual form of the

detailed fluctuation theorem arises

Pr[Ỹ[t] = Y[t]]

Pr[Ỹ −
[t] = Y −

[t] ]
= e

ΣY[t] . (112)

This theorem reveals how the breaking of the TRS is associated with the entropy production

at the trajectory level. Moreover, taking the expectation value of e
ΣX[t] and using Jensen

inequality, one gets the integral fluctuation theorem

e
−
〈
ΣỸ[t]

〉
≤

〈
e
−ΣỸ[t]

〉
=

∫
D[Y[t]] Pr[Ỹ

−
[t] = Y −

[t] ] =

∫
D[Y −

[t] ] Pr[Ỹ
−
[t] = Y −

[t] ] = 1, (113)

which implies that the statistical expectation value of the total entropy production must be

no-negative, i.e.
〈
ΣỸ[t]

〉
≥ 0.
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6 Concluding remarks

Fluctuation theorems not only are important in understanding the theoretical origin of irre-

versibility, but also have found various applications in diverse areas ranging from macroscopic

to mesoscopic systems, and even to active matter. The research carried our in the present

work opens new area for the potential applications of fluctuation theorems which embodies

relativistic gravity, as in typical cases of cosmological and astrophysical processes.

In our construction, it is important to decouple the choice of observers from the choice

of coordinate systems, which has several important consequences. First, it allows us to

parametrize the stochastic trajectory using the proper time of the observer field, which helps

to get rid of the random clock carried by the Brownian particle. Second, it helps to properly

describe the TRT in a coordinate independent manner. Last, it is precisely such decoupling

that makes the construction fully general covariant.

Although the values of many thermodynamic quantities are observer dependent, including

e.g. the energy and its density, the temperature and chemical potential, and even the

Clausius’ identity etc., the total entropy production is not among the observer dependent

quantities. Meanwhile, the trajectory probability is a pure mathematical entity which is

also observer independent. Therefore, it is not surprising that the form of the fluctuation

theorems obtained in this work is identical to that obtained from non-relativistic stochastic

thermodynamics.
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A Coordinate bases for tangent vectors

In our description of the tangent bundle TM, we employ 2d + 2 independent coordinates

(xµ, pµ) with the corresponding coordinate basis

(
∂

∂xµ

∣∣∣∣
TM

,
∂

∂pµ

∣∣∣∣
TM

)
for tangent vectors

on TM. However, due to the mass shell constraint, the above coordinates are no longer

independent on the mass shell bundle Γ+
m, rendering the coordinate basis also redundant.

The same also happens when we restrict ourselves from the mass shell bundle to the space

of microstates Σ+
t . The aim of this appendix is to resolve the redundancies in the coordinate

bases on various useful submanifolds of TM.

To resolve the coordinate redundancy on Γ+
m, we take the coordinates on Γ+

m to be (xµ, pi)

and view p0 as a function

p0(xµ, pi) =
g0i(x)p

i ±
√

[g0i(x)pi]
2 − g00(x) [m2 + gij(x)pipj]

−g00(x)
. (114)

This leads to the partial derivatives

∂p0

∂xµ
= − 1

2p0

∂gαβ
∂xµ

pαpβ,
∂p0

∂pi
= − pi

p0
. (115)

It is essential to recognize that the coordinate basis for tangent vectors on Γ+
m is different

from the corresponding subset of coordinate basis on TM,

∂

∂xµ

∣∣∣∣
TM

̸= ∂

∂xµ

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

,
∂

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
TM

̸= ∂

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

. (116)

To demonstrate this difference, let us consider a scalar field f(xµ, pµ) on TM and its restric-

tion on Γ+
m, i.e.

f |Γ+
m
(xµ, pi) := f(xµ, p0(xµ, pi), pi). (117)

The action of the coordinate basis vectors on f |Γ+
m
reads

∂

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

f |Γ+
m
=

∂

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
TM

f +
∂p0

∂pi
∂

∂p0

∣∣∣∣
TM

f =
∂

∂p̆i

∣∣∣∣
TM

f, (118)
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∂

∂xµ

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

f |Γ+
m
=

∂

∂xµ

∣∣∣∣
TM

f +
∂p0

∂xµ

∂

∂p0

∣∣∣∣
TM

f =
∂

∂x̆µ

∣∣∣∣
TM

f, (119)

where the “breved” partial derivatives are defined as

∂

∂p̆i

∣∣∣∣
TM

:=

[
∂

∂pi
− pi

p0

∂

∂p0

]
TM

,
∂

∂x̆µ

∣∣∣∣
TM

:=

[
eµ + Γ i

βµp
β ∂

∂p̆i

]
TM

. (120)

Therefore, the partial derivatives on Γ+
m and TM are related via

i∗
∂

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

=
∂

∂p̆i

∣∣∣∣
TM

, i∗
∂

∂xµ

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

=
∂

∂x̆µ

∣∣∣∣
TM

, (121)

where i : Γ+
m → TM is the embedding map. From the exterior geometric point of view, we

can safely identify {∂/∂x̆µ, ∂/∂p̆i} as the coordinate basis on the mass shell bundle, omitting

the subscripts.

The tangent vector V = Vµ(∂/∂pµ) of the momentum space must be orthogonal to the

normal vector N̂ = pµ(∂/∂pµ)/m. The orthogonality condition Vµpµ = 0 implies that

Vµ ∂

∂pµ
= V i ∂

∂pi
− V ipi

p0

∂

∂p0
= V i ∂

∂p̆i
. (122)

Therefore, the tangent vectors of the momentum space have two different representations

under the above two bases. We will use them interchangeably. There is a similar property

for the vectors on mass shell bundle. Let V be a tangent vector of the phase trajectory

Xτ := (xτ , pτ ). As a vector on tangent bundle, V can be expanded as

V =
pµ

m

∂

∂xµ
+mAµ ∂

∂pµ
=

pµ

m
eµ +maµ

∂

∂pµ
, (123)

where Aµ := m−1dpµ/dτ is the coordinate acceleration and aµ := Aµ + Γ µ
αβp

αpβ/m2 is the

covariant acceleration. The mass shell condition implies that the covariant acceleration must

always be orthogonal to the momentum, so that V can be rewritten as

V =
pµ

m
eµ +mai

∂

∂p̆i
=

pµ

m

∂

∂x̆µ
+mAi ∂

∂p̆i
. (124)

The two representations for vectors on the mass shell bundle under the bases {∂/∂x̆µ, ∂/∂p̆i}
and {∂/∂xµ, ∂/∂pµ} will also be used interchangeably.

The space of microstates Σ+
t is also an embedding submanifold of the mass shell bundle

defined by fixing t(x) to be a constant. Therefore, the coordinates on Γ+
m becomes redundant

once again on Σ+
t . Such redundancy can also be eliminated by taking (xi, pi) as coordinate

of Σ+
t and viewing x0(t, xi) as a function. The restriction of f on Σ+

t is defined as

f |Σ+
t
(xi, pi) := f |Γ+

m
(x0(t, xi), xi, pi) = f(x0(t, xi), xi, p0(x0(t, xi), xi, pi), pi). (125)
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Correspondingly, the partial derivatives acting on f |Σ+
t
can be evaluated to be

∂

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
Σ+

t

f |Σ+
t
=

∂

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

f |Γ+
m
+

∂x0

∂xi

∂

∂x0

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

f |Γ+
m
=

∂

∂x̆i

∣∣∣∣
TM

f − ∂it

∂0t

∂

∂x̆0

∣∣∣∣
TM

f, (126)

∂

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
Σ+

t

f |Σ+
t
=

∂

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

f |Γ+
m
=

∂

∂p̆i

∣∣∣∣
TM

f, (127)

∂

∂t
f |Σ+

t
=

∂x0

∂t

∂

∂x0

∣∣∣∣
Γ+
m

f |Γ+
m
=

1

∂0t

∂

∂x̆0

∣∣∣∣
TM

f, (128)

thanks to the relations (118)-(119). Let πt : Σ
+
t → Γ+

m be the embedding map and define

∂

∂x̂i

∣∣∣∣
TM

:=
∂

∂x̆i

∣∣∣∣
TM

− ∂it

∂0t

∂

∂x̆0

∣∣∣∣
TM

, (129)

we have

(i ◦ πt)
∗ ∂

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
Σ+

t

=
∂

∂p̆i

∣∣∣∣
TM

, (i ◦ πt)
∗ ∂

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
Σ+

t

=
∂

∂x̂i

∣∣∣∣
TM

. (130)

Therefore, we can take {∂/∂x̂i, ∂/∂p̆i} as the coordinate basis on Σ+
t without specifying the

manifold with a subscript.

Since the phase trajectory does not lie on a certain Σ+
t , the basis {∂/∂x̂i, ∂/∂p̆i} is

insufficient to describe the tangent vector of the phase trajectory. The missing dimension

in the tangent vector of the phase trajectory is described by ∂/∂t as described in eq. (128),

which, from the exterior geometric point of view, can be simply denoted

∂

∂t
=

1

∂0t

∂

∂x̆0
. (131)

Therefore, under the above vector basis, the tangent vector (124) to the phase trajectory

can be re-expressed as

V = γ
∂

∂t
+

pi

m

∂

∂x̂i
+mAi ∂

∂p̆i
, (132)

where

γ =
dt

dτ
=

1

m
pµ∂µt (133)

is the local Lorentz factor between the particle and the observer Alice.

B Continuum limit

This appendix provides the details for proving eq. (107).
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First, we introduce two mathematical lemmas.

1. Let A be a full rank square matrix and B be an arbitrary matrix of the same size.

Then the determinant of A+Bdt+ o(t2) can be expanded into power series in dt,

det[A+Bdt+ o(dt2)] = det[A] + det[A]Tr[A−1B]dt+ o(dt2). (134)

2. Let f(t) be a continuous function on [tI , tF ], then

lim
N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

[1 + f(tn)dt+ o(dt2)] = exp

[∫ tF

tI

f(t)dt

]
, (135)

where dt = (tF − tI)/N and tn ∈ [tI + ndt, tI + (n+ 1)dt].

Combining the above two lemmas, the following corollary can be deduced,

lim
N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

det[A(tn) +B(tn)dt+ o(dt2)]

det[A(tn) + C(tn)dt+ o(dt2)]
= exp

[∫ tF

tI

Tr[A−1(B − C)]dt

]
, (136)

where A(t), B(t) and C(t) are all time-dependent matrix functions.

Let O be a function on the mass shell bundle and Yt = Xτ(t) be a phase trajectory

parametrized by the proper time of Alice. Then

O(YtF )

O(YtI )
=

O(XτF )

O(XτI )
= lim

N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

O(Xτn+1)

O(Xτn)

= lim
N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

O(Xτn) + V (O)dτ + o(dτ 2)

O(Xτn)

= exp

[∫ τF

τI

O−1V (O)dτ

]
= exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1O−1V (O)dt

]
, (137)

where V is the tangent vector along Yt, as presented by eq. (124) and/or eq. (132). It is

worth noting that in this appendix, we will use (y, k) to represent the coordinates of the

tangent bundle, rather than (x, p). This choice does not imply a coordinate transformation.

It simply emphasizes that the discretized time corresponds to Alice’s proper time t.

Eq. (137) can be used to evaluate the continuum limit of certain ratios which are useful

in proving the fluctuation theorem. For instance,

k0|YN

k0|Y0

= exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1

k0

{
kµ

m

∂

∂yµ
k0 +mAµ ∂

∂kµ
k0

}
dt

]
= exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1

k0

{
1

m
∂µg0νk

µkν +mA0

}
dt

]
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= exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1

k0

{
1

2m
∂0gµνk

µkν +ma0

}
dt

]
, (138)

g|Y0

g|YN

= exp

[
−
∫ tF

tI

γ−1g−1k
µ

m

∂

∂yµ
gdt

]
, (139)

and

∂0t|YN

∂0t|Y0

= exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1

∂0t

kµ

m

∂

∂y̆µ
∂

∂y̆0
tdt

]
= exp

[∫ tF

tI

1

∂0t

{
∂

∂y̆0

(
γ−1k

µ

m
∂µt

)
− ∂µt

∂

∂y̆0

(
γ−1k

µ

m

)}
dt

]
= exp

[∫ tF

tI

1

∂0t

{
γ−2k

µ

m
∂µt

∂

∂y̆0
γ − γ−1

m
∂0t

∂

∂y̆0
k0

}
dt

]
= exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1 ∂

∂t
γdt

]
exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1

k0

1

2m
∂0gµνk

µkνdt

]
. (140)

Eq. (101) can be rewritten as

ỹin+1 = hi(Ỹn+1, Ỹn) =
k̃i
n̄

m
γ−1|Ỹn̄

dt+ ỹin, (141)

which implies that the realization of ỹin+1 is determined by the realization of Ỹn and k̃i
n+1.

The probability distribution of a random variable x̃ obeying the constraint x̃ = f(x̃) is given

by

Pr[x̃ = x] = (1− f ′(x))δ(x− f(x)). (142)

The generalization of this equation to general dimension is straightforward, telling that the

probability distribution of ỹin+1 under the conditions k̃i
n+1 = ki

n+1, Ỹn = Yn is given by

Pr[ỹn+1 = yn+1|k̃n+1 = kn+1, Ỹn = Yn]

= det

[
δij −

∂hi

∂ŷjn+1

] ∣∣∣∣ ∂0t

λ
√
g

∣∣∣∣
yn+1

δd(yn+1 − h(Yn+1, Yn))

=

[
1 + γ−2 ki

2m

∂

∂ŷi
γdt+ o(dt2)

]
Yn̄

∣∣∣∣ ∂0t

λ
√
g

∣∣∣∣
yn+1

∆(Yn+1, Yn), (143)

where yn denotes the sequence (y
1
n, · · · , ydn) and we will also use the notation kn = (k1

n, · · · , kd
n).

∆(Yn+1, Yn) is defined as ∆(Yn+1, Yn) := δd(yn+1 − h(Yn+1, Yn)), which has the property

∆(Yn+1, Yn) = ∆(I(Yn), I(Yn+1)). (144)

The appearance of ∂/∂ŷi in the second line of eq. (143) is due to the fact that ỹin+1 only

takes values in the configuration space, and its probability density is a scalar field on Sn.

The factor |∂0t/(λ√g)| arises from the change of coordinate volume element into invariant

volume element, as indicated by eq. (5).
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The single step transition probability can be rewritten as

Pr[Ỹn+1|Ỹn] = Pr[ỹn+1|k̃n+1, Ỹn] Pr[k̃n+1|Ỹn], (145)

where the second factor remains to be evaluated. Defining the function

dW a(Yn+1, Yn) := (R̂−1)ai|Yn̄

[
ki
n+1 − ki

n − F i|Yn̄dt− F̄ i|Yn̄dt
]

= (R̂−1)ai|Yn̄

[
γ−1mAi

n − F i − F̄ i
]
Yn̄

dt, (146)

where Ai
n := γ|Yn̄(k

i
n+1 − ki

n)/(mdt) is the coordinate acceleration, then eq. (102) can be

rewritten as

dW̃ a
n = dW a(Ỹn+1, Ỹn). (147)

In the case that the realization of Ỹn is given, ỹn+1 is determined by k̃n+1. Therefore, eq. (147)

gives the relation between dW̃ a
n and k̃i

n+1, which can be used to calculate the conditional

probability

Pr[k̃n+1 = kn+1|Ỹn = Yn] =

∣∣∣∣ k0
m
√
g

∣∣∣∣
Yn+1

det [T a
i(Yn+1, Yn)] Pr[dW̃

a
n = dW a(Yn+1, Yn)], (148)

where

T a
i(Yn+1, Yn) :=

∂

∂k̆i
n+1

dW a(Yn+1, Yn), (149)

and yn+1 appearing on the right hand side is regarded as a function yn+1(kn+1, Yn) determined

by eq. (141). Using the implicit relationship (141) between yn+1 and kn+1, we can get the

following relation by use of a differentiation with respect to ki
n+1,[

δiℓ −
∂γ−1

∂ŷℓn+1

dt

]
∂yℓn+1

∂k̆j
n+1

=

[
1

2m
δijγ

−1|Yn̄ +
ki
n̄

2m

∂γ−1

∂k̆j
n+1

]
dt, (150)

which indicates that ∂yℓn+1/∂k̆
j
n+1 ∼ o(dt). Therefore,

T a
i(Yn+1, Yn) =

∂dW a

∂k̆i
n+1

+
∂ykn+1

∂k̆i
n+1

∂dW a

∂ŷkn+1

=
∂dW a

∂k̆i
n+1

+ o(dt2)

= (R̂−1)ai|Yn̄ +
1

2

{
mγ−1 ∂

∂k̆i
(R̂−1)ajAj

n −
∂

∂k̆i
[(R̂−1)ajF

j]− ∂

∂k̆i
[(R̂−1)ajF̄

j]

}
Yn̄

dt,

(151)

where terms of order o(dt2) and higher have been omitted. Finally, the transition probability

of the forward process can be expressed as

Pr[Ỹn+1 = Yn+1|Ỹn = Yn]
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=

[
1 +

ki

2m
γ−2 ∂

∂ŷi
γdt+ o(dt2)

]
Yn̄

∣∣∣∣k0∂0tmλg

∣∣∣∣
Yn+1

∆(Yn+1, Yn) det [T
a
i(Yn+1, Yn)]

× Pr[dW̃ a
n = dW a(Yn+1, Yn)]. (152)

The single step transition probability in the reversed process can be evaluated following a

similar procedure, yielding

Pr[Ỹ −
N−n = I(Yn)|Ỹ −

N−n−1 = I(Yn+1)]

=

[
1 +

ki

2m
γ−2 ∂

∂ŷi
γdt+ o(dt2)

]
I(Yn̄)

∣∣∣∣k0∂0tmλg

∣∣∣∣
I(Yn)

×∆(I(Yn), I(Yn+1)) det [T
a
i(I(Yn), I(Yn+1))] Pr[dW̃

a
n = dW a(I(Yn), I(Yn+1))]

=

[
1− ki

2m
γ−2 ∂

∂ŷi
γdt+ o(dt2)

]
Yn̄

∣∣∣∣k0∂0tmλg

∣∣∣∣
Yn

∆(Yn+1, Yn) det [T
a
i(I(Yn), I(Yn+1))]

× Pr[dW̃ a
n = dW a(I(Yn), I(Yn+1))]. (153)

The Jacobian matrix T a
i(I(Yn), I(Yn+1)) in the reversed process reads

T a
i(I(Yn), I(Yn+1))

= (R̂−1)ai|I(Yn̄) +
1

2

{
mγ−1 ∂

∂k̆i
(R̂−1)ajAj

n −
∂

∂k̆i
[(R̂−1)ajF

j]− ∂

∂k̆i
[(R̂−1)ajF̄

j]

}
I(Yn̄)

dt

= (R̂−1)ai|Yn̄ +
1

2

{
−mγ−1 ∂

∂k̆i
(R̂−1)ajAj

n +
∂

∂k̆i
[(R̂−1)ajF

j]− ∂

∂k̆i
[(R̂−1)ajF̄

j]

}
Yn̄

dt.

(154)

In the continuum limit, we have

lim
N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

det[T a
i(Yn+1, Yn+1)]

det[T a
i(I(Yn), I(Yn+1))]

= exp

[∫ tF

tI

R̂i
a

{
mγ−1 ∂

∂k̆i
(R̂−1)ajAj − ∂

∂k̆i
[(R̂−1)ajF̄

j]

}
dt

]
= exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1R̂i
a
∂

∂k̆i
(R̂−1)aj[maj −F j

em]dt

]
exp

[
−
∫ tF

tI

∂

∂k̆i
F idt

]
, (155)

where the exponent in the last term can be expanded as

− ∂

∂k̆i
F i =−

(
F i

em − 1

m
Γ i

αβk
αkβ

)
∂

∂k̆i
γ−1 + γ−1k

µ

m
g−1 ∂

∂yµ
g

− γ−1

k0

[
1

m
∂0gαβk

αkβ + (Fem)0

]
. (156)

Meanwhile, we also have

lim
N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

[
1 + ki

2m
γ−2 ∂

∂ŷi
γdt+ o(dt2)

]
Yn̄[

1− ki

2m
γ−2 ∂

∂ŷi
γdt+ o(dt2)

]
Yn̄

= exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−2 k
i

m

∂

∂ŷi
γdt

]
. (157)
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Moreover, the continuum limit of the ratio of the probabilities of the Gaussian increments

reads

lim
N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

Pr[dW̃ a
n = dW a(Yn+1, Yn)]

Pr[dW̃ a
n = dW a(I(Yn), I(Yn+1))]

= exp

[∫ tF

tI

2γ−2(D̂−1)ij(mAi − γF i)γF̄ jdt

]
,

(158)

where the integrads can also be expanded as

2γ−2(D̂−1)ij(mAi − γF i)γF̄ j

= 2γ−1(D−1)ij(mai −F i
em)

(
F j

dp + F j
add −

1

2
Djkγ1/2∇(h)

k γ−1/2

)
= γ−1 1

TB

(maµ −Fµ
em)Uµ + γ−1(R−1)aj∇(h)

i Ri
a(maj −F j

em)

+
1

2
γ−2(mai −F i

em)∇(h)
i γ

= γ−1 1

TB

(maµ −Fµ
em)Uµ + γ−1(R̂−1)aj

∂

∂k̆i
R̂i

a(maj −F j
em)

+ γ−2(mai −F i
em)

∂

∂k̆i
γ − γ−1

k0
(ma0 − (Fem)0). (159)

In the end, by combining all the continuum limit together, we obtain the ratio of the

conditional probabilities for the forward and reversed processes,

lim
N→+∞

N−1∏
n=0

Pr[Ỹn+1 = Yn+1|Ỹn = Yn]

Pr[Ỹ −
N−n = I(Yn)|Ỹ −

N−n−1 = I(Yn+1)]

=
λ|Y0

λ|YN

× eq. (138)× eq. (139)× eq. (140)× eq. (155)× eq. (157)× eq. (158)

=
λ|Y0

λ|YN

exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1 1

TB

(maµ −Fµ
em)Uµdt

]
× exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−2

(
ki

m

∂

∂ŷi
γ + γ

∂

∂t
γ +mAi ∂

∂k̆i
γ

)
dt

]
=

λ|Y0

λ|YN

exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1 1

TB

(maµ −Fµ
em)Uµdt

]
exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−2V (γ)dt

]
=

(λγ−1)|Y0

(λγ−1)|YN

exp

[∫ tF

tI

γ−1 1

TB

(maµ −Fµ
em)Uµdt

]
, (160)

which is exactly eq. (107) appeared in the main text.
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