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Some microscopic dynamics are also macroscopically irreversible, dissipating energy and pro-
ducing entropy. For many-particle systems interacting with deterministic thermostats, the rate of
thermodynamic entropy dissipated to the environment is the average rate at which phase space
contracts. Here, we use this identity and the properties of a classical density matrix to derive upper
and lower bounds on the entropy flow rate with the spectral properties of the local stability matrix.
These bounds are an extension of more fundamental bounds on the Lyapunov exponents and phase
space contraction rate of continuous-time dynamical systems. They are maximal and minimal rates
of entropy production, heat transfer, and transport coefficients set by the underlying dynamics of
the system and deterministic thermostat. Because these limits on the macroscopic dissipation derive
from the density matrix and the local stability matrix, they are numerically computable from the
molecular dynamics. As an illustration, we show that these bounds are on the electrical conductivity
for a system of charged particles subject to an electric field.

I. INTRODUCTION

Physical systems undergoing irreversible processes nat-
urally produce entropy and dissipate energy [1]. In sta-
tistical physics, there have been significant efforts to es-
tablish theoretical relationships between the entropy pro-
duction and the properties of atomistic molecular dy-
namics. Among these efforts is an outgrowth of dynam-
ical systems theory [2–4] that includes relationships be-
tween measures of dynamical stability and physical prop-
erties, such as energy dissipation, entropy production,
and transport coefficients [5–10]. For instance, in many-
particle Hamiltonian systems exchanging energy with a
Nosé-Hoover thermostat, the (negative) mean phase vol-
ume contraction, the Gibbs entropy production in the en-
vironment (negative entropy flow), and thermodynamic
dissipation are equivalent [7, 11–13]. The Gibbs entropy
rate is nonnegative for the molecular dynamics of sys-
tems deterministically thermostatted, suggesting it is a
statistical analogue of the second law of thermodynamics
and a bound on the irreversible thermodynamic behavior
of dissipative systems [11–14]. While deterministic ther-
mostats have been important for investigating nonequi-
librium steady states [15], it is less clear how to relate
the microscopic dynamics to thermodynamic quantities
for systems transiently out of equilibrium.

Here, we use a classical density matrix theory [16] to
derive upper and lower bounds on rates of the entropy
flow, heat transfer, and transport coefficients in Hamilto-
nian systems interacting with Gaussian and Nosé-Hoover
thermostats [11, 12, 17]. These bounds on dissipation,
set by the deterministic dynamics, hold for systems tran-
siently evolving through nonequilibrium states. They de-
rive from a classical density matrix built from the tan-
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gent vectors of a dynamical system. Tangent vectors
can be simulated along with the molecular dynamics
of many-particle systems; the full set of vectors is nu-
merically accessible for systems with tens of thousands
of particles [18–20], making this density matrix theory
a computationally-tractable approach to nonequilibrium
statistical mechanics. So far, the theory includes a gen-
eralization of Liouville’s equation and theorem for the
phase space volume of non-Hamiltonian dynamics [16],
as well as classical uncertainty relations and speed limits
on the evolution of (observables of) differentiable dynam-
ical systems [21–23]. We add to this theory here and show
that the properties of this classical density matrix make
it possible to bound the phase space contraction rate,
entropy production rate, and (finite-time) Lyapunov ex-
ponents.

Our approach is to first bound the Lyapunov expo-
nents as this gives a direct route to the phase space
contraction rate. Lyapunov exponents are well known
phase space invariants, indicators of dynamical chaos,
and a common tool in the analysis of complex dynam-
ical systems [24, 25]. For instance, the largest exponent
characterizes the Batchelor scale of mixing in the chaotic
advection of fluids [26]. It also plays a prominent role
in the turbulent dynamo action [27], which is respon-
sible for generating amplified magnetic fields in astro-
physical plasma, and is related to the temperature of
thermalized fluids [28]. Finite-time Lyapunov exponents
are important signatures of the bulk behavior of classi-
cal many-body systems [29–31], including those exhibit-
ing weak, stable, or transient chaos [32–35]. The largest
exponent in the instantaneous Lyapunov exponent spec-
trum, known as the reactivity [36], measures the maxi-
mum rate at which asymptotically stable systems [37] can
transiently amplify perturbations in response to external
stimuli [38]. The bounds we derive here on the entire
spectrum of Lyapunov exponents hold in short and long
time limits for continuous-time deterministic systems.
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After summarizing the theory in Sec. II, we put it to
use in Sec. III by deriving bounds on Lyapunov expo-
nents. These bounds extend to the phase space vol-
ume variation rate in any deterministic dynamical sys-
tem, Sec. IV, and entropy production and heat transfer
rates, Sec. V. We use models of thermostatted molecular
dynamics to confirm the bounds on thermodynamic dissi-
pation and the entropy production. The inequalities also
apply to transport coefficients, which we show by setting
bounds on the electrical conductivity for a collection of
charged particles in an electric field.

II. CLASSICAL DENSITY MATRIX THEORY

Consider a classical dynamical system with state-space
variables {xi}. At any moment in time, these variables
together mark a point x(t) := [x1(t), x2(t), . . . , xn(t)]⊤

in an n-dimensional state space M that evolves as ẋ =
F [x(t)]. Infinitesimal perturbations to the system will
also evolve under the flow of the dynamics. Because of
their analytical and computational tractability, local per-
turbations |δx(t)⟩ := [δx1(t), δx2(t), . . . , δxn(t)]⊤ ∈ TM
and their linearized dynamics have become a well estab-
lished means of analyzing the stability of nonlinear dy-
namical systems [24]. Tangent vectors, representing these
perturbations to the initial condition, will stretch, con-
tract, and rotate over time,

|δẋ(t)⟩ = A[x(t)] |δx(t)⟩ , (1)

as they evolve with the phase point under the local
stability matrix A := A[x(t)] = ∇F with elements
(A)ij = ∂ẋi(t)/∂xj(t).

Recently, we have taken a related approach to classical,
deterministic dynamical systems, redefining the state in
terms of the phase point and an associated classical den-
sity matrix [16]. In this classical theory, the simplest
(unnormalized) density matrix is the outer product of a
single tangent vector, ξ(t) = |δx(t)⟩⟨δx(t)|. Once nor-
malized ϱ(t) = ξ(t)/Tr(ξ(t)), this matrix is a projection
operator with the expected properties of a density ma-
trix: ϱ2

i = ϱi, Trϱi = 1, Trϱ2
i = 1, symmetric, ϱi ⪰ 0,

i.e., ϱi is positive semidefinite.
Impure states are also possible. For example, “max-

imally mixed” states are defined (in part) by a density
matrix ξM composed of a complete set of linearly inde-
pendent tangent vectors that span the tangent space at
a phase point, ξM =

∑n
i=1 ξi =

∑n
i=1 |δxi⟩⟨δxi|. These

states are related to the phase space metric by a similarity
transformation and have a determinant |ξM | representing
a phase space volume element [16]. For non-Hamiltonian
systems, the phase space volume contraction rate Λ de-
termines the time evolution of this state, which is a gen-
eralization of Liouville’s theorem and equation [16].

Known observables, including Lyapunov exponents
and the phase space contraction rate, are expectation val-
ues over classical density matrices. To make this point
and the similarity with the quantum density matrix more

apparent, we can define the classical density matrix with
unit tangent vectors.
First, we define the ith tangent vector as |δui⟩ =

|δxi⟩ /∥δxi∥, where ∥.∥ is the ℓ2-norm and we treat the
phase space variables as dimensionless. The equation of
motion for this unit vector,

d

dt
|δui⟩ = A |δui⟩ − r |δui⟩ , (2)

contains a source/sink term with the instantaneous rate:

ri := ri(t) = ⟨δui|A+ |δui⟩ = dt ln ∥δxi∥. (3)

This instantaneous Lyapunov exponent (or local stretch-
ing rate) for the linearized dynamics is coordinate de-
pendent [39, 40] and depends on the symmetric part of
the stability matrix, A+ = (A+A⊤)/2. At every phase
point of an n-dimensional phase space, there are n instan-
taneous exponents. Each element of this spectrum can
be time averaged to define the corresponding finite-time
Lyapunov exponent,

λi(t) := λi(t, t0) = |t− t0|−1

∫ t

t0

ri(t) dt. (4)

In the long-time limit, these become the Lyapunov expo-
nents, λ = limt→∞ λi(t), which are independent of time
and the choice of initial condition for a given regular or
chaotic trajectory [41].
With this context, we can see the alternative repre-

sentation of Lyapunov exponents in this classical den-
sity matrix theory: Each Lyapunov exponent is the ex-
pectation value [16] computed with respect to a density
matrix constructed from a unit tangent vector, ϱi(t) =
|δui(t)⟩⟨δui(t)|. For this state ϱi, the instantaneous Lya-
punov exponent defined in Eq. 3 is the tangent space
average of A+: ri = Tr(A+ϱi) = ⟨A+⟩ϱi

. This observa-
tion suggests that other observables might be expressed
as expectation values over a classical density matrix at a
given point in time, ⟨O⟩ϱi

= Tr(Oϱi).
Second, the phase space variation (or contraction) rate

is also an expectation value over a maximally mixed clas-
sical density matrix. The density matrix ϱi for each tan-
gent vector evolves in time according to

dϱi

dt
= {A+,ϱi}+ [A−,ϱi]− 2⟨A+⟩ϱi ϱi, (5)

a classical analogue of the von-Neumann equation with
an anti-commutator {·} and a commutator [·]. The last
term on the right is a source/sink term with the as-
sociated instantaneous Lyapunov exponent. The phase
space variation rate is the sum of these exponents Λ(t) =∑n

i=1 ri(t) =
∑n

i=1⟨A+⟩ϱi
.

Another representation of the phase space variation
rate is as an expectation value over the maximally mixed
state. Take a complete set of n linearly independent
unit tangent vectors. If these vectors span a phase space
volume around a phase point ϱM (t) = n−1

∑n
i=1 ϱi(t),
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the density matrix ϱM represents a maximally mixed
state. As in quantum dynamics, a complete set of pure
state states contribute with equal weights, n−1, ensur-
ing TrϱM = 1. The local phase space variation (expan-
sion or contraction) rate is the expectation value of A+

over a maximally mixed state ϱM : Λ = n⟨A+⟩ϱM =

nTr
(
A+ϱ

M
)

=
∑n

i=1 Tr(A+ϱi) =
∑n

i=1⟨A+⟩ϱi
. So

while the instantaneous Lyapunov exponents ri are ex-
pectation values over pure states ϱi, the phase space con-
traction rate is an expectation value over a maximally
mixed state ϱM .

Given two well known observables are expectations val-
ues over a classical density matrix suggests a closer look
at how these observables are related to the dynamical
stability encoded in the stability matrix A. With only
the ingredients of the density matrix approach above, we
can show that the spectral properties of the density ma-
trix ϱi and the stability matrix A+ set upper and lower
bounds on any instantaneous exponent in the Lyapunov
spectrum.

III. UPPER AND LOWER BOUNDS ON LOCAL
AND FINITE-TIME LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS

Finite-time Lyapunov exponents are time averages of
the instantaneous or local Lyapunov exponent ri, both of
which depend on the choice of coordinates and typically
fluctuate along a trajectory [40]. Nevertheless, bounds
on these observables are possible (in any basis) express-
ing the observables as the trace. For instance, we can
use ri = ⟨A+⟩ϱi to derive upper and lower bounds upon
recognizing Tr(A+ϱi) = ⟨δui|A+ |δui⟩ as the Rayleigh
quotient of |δui⟩ with respect to the symmetric matrix
A+. Given the diagonalizability of A+ and the positive-

semidefiniteness of ϱi, the minimum, σ
A+

min and maximum

eigenvalues σ
A+
max of A+ set bounds on ri = ⟨A+⟩ϱi

,

σ
A+

min ≤ Tr(A+ϱi)

Tr(ϱi)
≤ σA+

max. (6)

according the min-max theorem [42]. The upper (lower)
bound saturates when ϱi is composed of the eigenvector
of A+ which corresponds to its maximum (minimum)
eigenvalue. In the numerator of Eq. 6, both A+ and ϱi

are symmetric but only ϱi is generally positive semidefi-
nite. These inequalities have been rigorously proven [43]
for any two real matrices X and Y of order n× n, pro-
vided X is symmetric and Y is positive semidefinite,
σX
min Tr(Y ) ≤ Tr(XY ) ≤ σX

max Tr(Y ). In this general
case, the minimum σX

min and maximum σX
max eigenvalues

of X set the bounds.
Because dynamics preserve the trace Trϱi = 1 at

all times, the inequalities simplify to upper and lower
bounds on the instantaneous Lyapunov exponent,

σ
A+

min(t) ≤ ri(t) ≤ σA+
max(t), (7)

which, again, is ri = Tr(A+ϱi). To emphasize, the unit
trace of ϱi for all times is the key in setting these bounds
with only the extremal eigenvalue of A+. The instanta-
neous Lyapunov exponents are time dependent and the
bounds hold at all times. One can also derive this par-
ticular version of the upper bound directly from the time
derivative of the ℓ2 norm of |δx⟩ and Rayleigh’s princi-
ple [36].
The upper (or lower) bound in Eq. 7 saturates when

the chosen state ϱi is along the eigenvector of A+ with
largest (or smallest) eigenvalue, respectively. In other
words, the extremal eigenvalues ofA+ represent the max-
imum possible rates of local stretching and contraction
for a tangent vector at any given point along a trajectory.
In a chaotic system, as a tangent vector evolves in time,
it ultimately converges onto the eigenvector of A which
has the largest real eigenvalue. However, the maximum
local stretching (or contraction) occurs along the eigen-
vectors of A+ with the largest (or smallest) eigenvalues,
respectively.

Time averaging along a trajectory, these inequalities
in Eq. 7 extend directly to any finite-time Lyapunov ex-
ponent, λi(t) using their definition from Eq. 4:

σ
A+

min(t) ≤ λi(t) ≤ σA+
max(t). (8)

The overbar here, and throughout, indicates the time

averageO = t−1
∫ t

0
dt′O. While ri depends on the density

matrix ϱi, their extremal values are always the minimum
and maximum eigenvalues of A+. These spectral limits,
both those in Eqs. 7 and 8, are time-dependent bounds
on the evolution of local and finite time perturbations in
a deterministic system.
Both sets of bounds, Eqs. 7 and 8, are numerically, and

in some cases, analytically, computable for differentiable
deterministic systems. As numerical confirmation, we
simulated the Hénon-Heiles system, which is a minimal
model for the planar motion of stars around a galactic
center [44]. Using the potential V (x, y) = 1

2 (x
2 + y2 +

2x2y − 2
3y

3), the equations of motion are

ẋ = px, ẏ = py,

ṗx = −x− 2xy, ṗy = −y − x2 + y2. (9)

The maximum and minimum eigenvalues of A+ com-

puted from these equations are ±
√

x2 + y2. Figure 1
shows these bounds for representative regular and chaotic
trajectories at energies E = 1/12 and 1/6, respectively.
To compute the instantaneous exponents, we first gen-
erate a phase space trajectory and initiate a normalized
tangent vector with random elements at any point on
the trajectory. We use this random tangent vector to
construct the density matrix ϱi and evolve it according
to Eq. 5. We then compute Tr(A+ϱi) at each point on
the trajectory. To show the bounds, we compute the ex-
tremal eigenvalues of A+ at those points. The inequal-
ities in Eq. 7 hold for all four exponents, but we only
show the largest one in Fig. 1. These initial analysis
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FIG. 1. For the Hénon-Heiles system, the minimum and maximum eigenvalues of symmetric part of the stability matrix, A+,
are ±

√
x2 + y2. These eigenvalues set the upper and lower bounds (Eq. 7) on the instantaneous Lyapunov exponent r for (a)

a regular orbit (blue) with E = 1/12 and (b) a chaotic orbit (red) with E = 1/6. The shaded region is inaccessible to r at any
time.

of the Hénon-Heiles dynamics prompted a closer look at
Hamiltonian dynamics that gives an interpretation of the
upper and lower limits.

For Hamiltonian dynamics, the inequalities bracketing
the instantaneous Lyapunov exponents in Eq. 7 are di-
rectly related to the curvature of phase space. Given
a dynamical system with a Hamiltonian of the form
H(q, p) = T (p)+V (q), these exponents are the maximum
and minimum eigenvalues of the symmetric part of the
stability matrix, ± 1

2 (∂
2
pT − ∂2

qV ). In the case of natural
Hamiltonian systems, whose kinetic energy is quadratic
in the velocities, the bounds are related to the potential
energy and mass. This connection is explicit in the ge-
ometric theory of chaotic dynamics that identifies phase
space space trajectories as geodesics in the configuration
space of the system [45, 46]. In this theory, the stabil-
ity of trajectories is linked with the stability of geodesics
and determined by the curvature of a Riemannian man-
ifold. The average fluctuations of the curvature gives
an estimate of the largest Lyapunov exponent, with the
curvature of the manifold being the curvature of the po-
tential ∂2

qV . Here, this curvature appears in the upper
(or lower) bound on the local Lyapunov exponent along
a trajectory, making these bounds a consequence of the
local fluctuations in the curvature of the configuration
space manifold. Moreover, if the system has a single par-
ticle of mass m, then ∂2

pT ∝ m−1. Thus, both curvature
of the potential and mass (in scaled units) directly con-
tribute to the limiting rates in these systems.

The extremal eigenvalues of A+ define a set of time
scales (given by the inverse of those eigenvalues) for the
evolution of dynamics systems over finite times. These
time scales could be important for transient phenom-
ena, for example, to characterize non-normality-induced
temporal perturbation growth and to characterize tran-
sient chaos [47], stable chaos [33], collective chaos [48].
To analyze the use of these bounds for transient pro-
cesses, we consider a dynamically unstable model: the
inverted harmonic potential H(q, p) = 1

2 (p
2/m − κq2)

which in rescaled phase space variables takes the form
H(x, y) =

√
κ/mxy [49].

For this system, the Lyapunov exponents are also
closely related to the relaxation and decay rates through
Ruelle-Pollicott (RP) resonances [50–52]. All trajecto-
ries are unstable, with the parameter κ/m setting the
positive Lyapunov exponent corresponding to the decay
lifetime of the correlations, λ :=

√
κ/m = τ−1

D [53].
With this setup, we can apply the density matrix the-

ory. Defining the classical density matrix as

ϱ =
1

δx2 + δy2

(
δx2 δxδy
δxδy δy2

)
, (10)

the instantaneous Lyapunov exponent is

r = ⟨A+⟩ϱ = λ

(
δx2 − δy2

δx2 + δy2

)
. (11)

The resonances for the inverted harmonic potential are
integer multiples of λ [53]: slg = −(l + g + 1)λ, with
integers l, g = 0, 1, 2, . . .. The leading resonance s00 with
l = g = 0 is −λ. The trajectories of this system exhibit
transient dynamics characterized by correlations that de-
cays asymptotically at a rate s00. For individual trajec-
tories, however, local stretching rates fluctuate in finite
time within the bounds set by λ =

√
κ/m:

−
√

κ

m
= s00 ≤ r ≤

√
κ

m
= −s00, (12)

where s00 is time independent. The bounds on the in-
stantaneous exponent r hold during transient dynamics.
The value of r could be negative or positive depending
on the sign of (δx2 − δy2) in Eq. 11. Thus, for natural
Hamiltonian systems, the bounds on the instantaneous
Lyapunov exponents and RPs are directly set by mass
and the second derivative of the potential −∂2

qV = κ.
The applicability of the bounds in Eq. 7 to transient

phenomena suggest they may be useful in understanding
nonequilibrium processes dissipating energy and produc-
ing entropy. To put bounds on the entropy production,
we first extend our results to the rate of phase space con-
traction characteristic of dissipative systems [41].



5

IV. UPPER AND LOWER BOUNDS ON THE
PHASE SPACE VARIATION RATE

The bounds on finite-time Lyapunov exponents are a
theoretical basis for limits on the rate of entropy produc-
tion and flow. To set these limits, we first extend the
inequalities in Eq. 7 to the rate of phase space variation.
In dissipative systems, the phase space volume typically
contracts with time as a result of energy being expelled
to the surroundings [54]. For instance, take the damped
harmonic oscillator with unit mass and unit frequency
and the energy function E(q, p, γ) = 1

2 (p
2 + q2) − γp.

The rate of total energy dissipation is γp2. The damp-
ing coefficient γ is proportional to the rate at which local
phase space volume δqδp is compressed and a measure of
local energy dissipation along a phase space trajectory.

To place upper and lower bounds on the phase volume
contraction rate, we start with the sum of all the instan-
taneous Lyapunov exponents, which determines this rate
at a given point on the trajectory, Λ =

∑n
i=1 ri [55, 56].

Equation 7 provides bounds on each of these individ-
ual exponents. Summing those inequalities gives basis-
independent bounds on Λ,

nσ
A+

min(t) ≤ Λ(t) ≤ nσA+
max(t), (13)

anywhere in the n-dimensional phase space. As before,
time averaging

nσ
A+

min ≤ Λ̄ ≤ nσA+
max (14)

leads to upper and lower bounds on the time-average
phase space contraction rate, Λ̄. Here, dynamical quan-
tities σA bound a physically significant parameter.

To see this physical significance, consider the unforced
van der Pol oscillator [57],

ẋ = y, ẏ = −x− µ(x2 − 1)y, (15)

which a non-conservative system exhibiting self-sustained
oscillations. The nonlinear damping strength µ > 0 con-
trols the qualitative features of the stable limit cycle.
What motivates this example here is that the local energy
dissipation along the limit cycle is the local phase space
contraction rate: Λ = −µ(x2 − 1). This contraction rate
also affects the rate of change of energy dtE = xẋ+yẏ =
Λy2. It is also the rate at which an infinitesimal vol-
ume element (collection of phase space points) collapses
in time dt ln(δpδq) because the local energy dissipation
(local to a single trajectory) is dt(δpδq) = Λ(δpδq). This
local energy dissipation dt(δpδq) has dimensions of en-
ergy – that is, the local phase space volume contraction
rate sets the local energy dissipation. The local energy
dissipation ϵ := dt(δqδp) = dtδV = (∇ · ẋ)δV suggests a
kind of “energy density” ϵ/δV = ∇ · ẋ. Our bounds here
are on ϵ/δV .

The van der Pol oscillator experiences a continuous
gain/loss of energy at low/high amplitude. Its steady
state has sustained periodic oscillations and is net dis-
sipating. At high amplitudes (|x| > 1), the van der

0 5 10 15 20 25
t

−10

0

10

Λ

FIG. 2. The van der Pol oscillator: Upper and lower bounds
(dashed black lines) (Λ ±

√
Λ2 + 4µ2x2y2)/2 on Λ/n (blue

line) for µ = 1.5. The shaded regions are inaccessible to Λ/n.
The state space is two dimensional, n = 2.

Pol oscillator is damped, Λ < 0. At low amplitudes
(|x| < 1), it accumulates energy Λ > 0. During these
oscillations, the phase space variation rate also oscil-
lates, which makes both the upper and lower bounds
here nontrivial. According to Eq. 13, the upper and
lower bounds on energy dissipation (generation) rate are

(Λ±
√

Λ2 + 4µ2x2y2)/2. Figure 2 shows the bounds on
Λ for a density matrix ϱ built from an arbitrary unit
tangent vector. The contraction rate Λ/2 scaled by one
half deviates from the upper and lower bounds by the

same amount: ∆ = (
√
Λ2 + 4µ2x2y2)/2. A set of 500

trajectories is shown in Fig. 3 color coded according to
the magnitude of ∆. Deviations ∆ become smaller at low
amplitudes (|x| < 1, Λ > 0), where energy is gained, as
compared to high amplitudes (|x| > 1, Λ < 0), where en-
ergy is lost. In Fig. 3, energy is gained when trajectories
visit the phase space region −1 < x < 1 marked by the
vertical dashed lines, and energy is lost for trajectories
outside of this region.
Overall, the bounds on Λ hold for the phase space con-

traction rate at any moment in time along a trajectory,
regardless of whether the system is in a steady-state or
not. Provided the dynamics are differentiable, the sys-
tem could also be open or closed, evolving passively or
driven actively.
The bounds on the Lyapunov exponents also serve as

a building block for bounds on other quantities. For ex-
ample, instead summing Eq. 7 over the positive instan-
taneous Lyapunov exponents gives bounds on the finite-
time Kolmogorov-Sinai (KS) entropy hKS rate. Accord-
ing to Pesin’s theorem [41], its long-time limit is the sum
of positive Lyapunov exponents for isolated and closed
systems. For a 2n-dimensional Hamiltonian system with
n positive exponents,

hKS

n
≤ σA+

max. (16)

We omit the lower bound, which is trivial in this case

because the smallest eigenvalue σ
A+

min < 0. For open dy-
namical systems, the sum of positive exponents or local
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FIG. 3. Phase space of the van der Pol oscillator at µ =
1.5: a set of 500 different trajectories color coded according
to the deviation of the local dissipation rate Λ from lower
(upper) bound given by the smallest (largest) eigenvalue of
the associated stability matrix. These deviations at a given
time are the same, i.e., ∆ = (

√
Λ2 + 4µ2x2y2)/2. For −1 ≤

x ≤ 1, Λ > 0. All of these trajectories approach the limit
cycle (gray).

dispersion rate provides useful connections with trans-
port and reaction-rate coefficients through the escape-
rate formalism [52, 53, 58–60].

Next, we use the result in Eq. 14 to place bounds on
Gibbs entropy rate.

V. UPPER AND LOWER BOUNDS ON THE
GIBBS ENTROPY RATE

Gibbs’ entropy is a statistical quantity characterizing
the dynamics of macroscopic physical systems [61]. For a
statistical phase space density ρ(x, t), the Gibbs entropy
is [62]

S(t) = −
∫
M

dxρ(x, t) ln ρ(x, t). (17)

The probability density ρ(x, t) is the solution of the Li-
ouville’s equation ∂tρ+∇ · (ẋρ) = 0. Its time derivative,
the Gibbs entropy rate dtS, is equal to the mean phase
space contraction rate ⟨Λ(t)⟩ [63–65]: dtS(t) = ⟨Λ(t)⟩ =∫
M dxρ(x, t)Λ. Here, ⟨·⟩ indicates the average over the
statistical density. As shown by Andrey [62], this identity
between the Gibbs entropy rate and phase space volume
contraction rate is valid for any time t.

Like Λ(t), the Gibbs entropy rate dtS(t) does not have
a definite sign. However, in dissipative systems, the time-
averaged rate of phase volume contraction is non-positive

in the asymptotic time limit, ⟨Λ⟩∞ = limt→∞ t−1⟨Λ⟩ ≤
0. Systems out of equilibrium settle to a steady state
at long times. To ensure the positivity of the aver-
age Gibbs entropy (production) rate for nonequilibrium
steady states, Ruelle [66, 67] proposed a sign convention

dtS
∞

= −⟨Λ⟩∞ ≥ 0, (18)

where dtS
∞

indicates the average Gibbs entropy rate in
the asymptotic time limit. This convention suggests as-
signing the negative of ⟨Λ(t)⟩ to be the rate of entropy
flowing to the environment.
Adopting this convention and using the relationship

between the entropy and phase space contraction rate,
we can establish bounds on dtS(t) by averaging Eq. 13
over the entire phase space with respect to the statistical
density ρ:

−⟨σA+
max(t)⟩ ≤

dtS(t)

n
≤ −⟨σA+

min(t)⟩. (19)

Because dtS = −⟨Λ⟩, we have switched signs and reversed
the direction of the inequalities. Again, these inequalities
hold at any arbitrary time t and, so, they can be time
averaged to produce finite time or asymptotic bounds.
For finite-time averages, they are:

−⟨σA
max⟩ ≤

dtS

n
≤ −⟨σA+

min⟩. (20)

where the overbar indicates a finite time average: O =

t−1
∫ t

0
dt′O. The asymptotic time average can be ob-

tained by taking the limit t → ∞ for each term in the
inequalities.
Unlike the second law of thermodynamics, which states

that in isolated systems, the total entropy change is non-
negative, dtS

∞ ≥ 0, here we find, in the asymptotic time
limit, a potentially finite lower bound on the entropy rate,

dtS
∞ ≥ −n⟨σA+

max⟩
∞
. If the dynamics are chaotic, then

this lower bound is trivial. It will be nontrivial for dy-
namics with a largest Lyapunov exponent that is nega-
tive. For example, neural networks and cellular automata
are possible dynamics [33] where the bound could be ap-
plied if it extends to spiky dynamics and discrete maps.
There is also an upper bound on the entropy flow rate:
the ensemble average of the smallest (negative) eigen-
value of A+ is the maximal rate at which entropy can

be produced, dtS ≤ −n⟨σA+

min⟩
∞
. This bound holds for

nonequilibrium steady states and has no thermodynamic
counterpart. Both bounds hold for non-Hamiltonian sys-
tems and apply to an ensemble of systems, even when
the underlying dynamics are driven or transient.
For ergodic systems, one can use the equality of phase

space averages and sufficiently long time averages. In this
case, we can use time averages to compute the bounds.
Thus, both upper and lower limits are determined by the
underlying microscopic dynamics and dimensionality of
the phase space. The Gibbs entropy is extensive in sys-
tem size, so the factor of n−1 ensures the quantities here
are intensive. To illustrate these bounds, we analyze the
entropy rate for an ergodic thermostat and the electrical
conductivity of the driven Lorentz gas in two dimensions.

A. Thermostatted, heat-conducting oscillator

Deterministic time-reversible thermostats have direct
links between phase volume contraction rate, thermody-
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FIG. 4. The rate of heat exchange dtQ/T of a 0532 model is
bounded by the extremal eigenvalues of the symmetric part
of the stability matrix, Eq. 23, at all times during a transient
phase trajectory. Parameters here are ϵ = 0.25 and T =
1. We show the time interval 27 ≤ t ≤ 52 for illustration.
The shaded region cannot be accessed by dtQ. Inset. — (a)
Magnified interval 33 ≤ t ≤ 49 to show the sharpness of the
bounds. (b) The ζ values in the time interval 27 ≤ t ≤ 52 of
the same trajectory. The abrupt switching between ζ < 0 to
ζ > 0 halves generates the two large spikes in Λ in the main
plot. The phase space variables q and p exhibit oscillatory
behavior (not shown).

namic dissipation, entropy production rate, and trans-
port coefficients [17]. Thermostats for Hamiltonian sys-
tems introduce fictitious forces to mimic the thermody-
namics forces required to sustain nonequilibrium steady
states [15, 68, 69], usually by maintaining either the ki-
netic energy (isokinetic) or the total energy of the system
(isoenergetic). In systems subject to Gaussian and Nosé-
Hoover thermostats, the Gibbs entorpy rate, the mean
phase space volume contraction rate, and the thermody-
namic entropy production are identical [11, 13]:

dtS
∞

= −Λ
∞

=
dtQ

T

∞

. (21)

A phase space average of Λ is unnecessary here because
when the system is in a steady state, all phase space
trajectories are on the same attractor. For isokinetic
thermostats, this identity is valid for any number of in-
teracting particles in the system [7]. And, in the case
of a thermostatted classical ideal gas, the relation holds
for any number of gas particles because there are no in-
teractions (isokinetic and isoenergetic thermostatting are
equivalent in this case).

Because the time averaged rates of thermodynamic en-
tropy and Gibbs entropy are equal in these thermosttated
systems, we have bounds on the heat transfer rate dtQ

∞

that follow from from Eq. 20:

−nTσ
A+
max

∞
≤ dtQ

∞ ≤ −nTσ
A+

min

∞
. (22)

To illustrate these results, we first consider a one-
dimensional oscillator with coordinate q and momentum

p interacting with a thermostat [11, 70, 71]. The oscilla-
tor experiences a linear friction force −ζp at temperature
T , giving equations of motion,

q̇ = p, ṗ = −q − ζ

(
αp+

βp3

T

)
,

ζ̇ = α

(
p2

T
− 1

)
+ β

(
p4

T 2
− 3p2

T

)
.

(23)

The variable ζ stabilizes the kinetic energy of the sys-
tem. With parameters α = 0.05 and β = 0.32, this is the
“0532 model” [71, 72]. At thermal equilibrium, its sta-
tionary distribution is to the product of Gibbs canonical
ensemble and a Gaussian distribution for ζ: ρ(q, p, ζ) ∝
e−q2/2T e−p2/2T e−ζ2/2T in units with kB = 1 [72].
When ϵ ̸= 0, a temperature gradient drives the sys-

tem out of equilibrium. The temperature profile T =
1 + ϵ tanh(q) with 0 ≤ ϵ < 1, so that the system is at
equilibrium for ϵ = 0 and out of equilibrium for ϵ > 0. A
finite ϵ causes heat dissipation in the system and the pro-
duction of entropy in the thermostat [11] by regulating
the gradient dT/dq = ϵ/ cosh2 q driving heat transfer. In
this model, the instantaneous heat loss −dtQ(t) from the
system to the thermostat is the local phase space volume
contraction rate [11, 71]:

−dtQ(t)

T
= Λ(t) = −ζ(t)

(
α+ β

3p(t)2

T

)
. (24)

The sign of Λ changes when the trajectory crosses the
ζ = 0 plane. Phase space points for which ζ is positive
(negative) has negative (positive) dissipation rate Λ. A
negative (positive) dissipation indicates that heat is lost
to (gained from) the thermostat. At long times, however,
the average heat dissipation is negative which means that
heat is transferred from the system to thermostat and the
production of entropy.
For simulations, we set ϵ = 0.25 and T = 1, so that

the system is operating out of equilibrium. To compute
Λ and the bounds, we start a trajectory on the ζ = 0
plane which evolves in the three dimensional phase space
(q, p, ζ). We simulated 108 time steps of size 10−3 time
units for a total time of 105 reduced time units. It typ-
ically shows transient behavior before relaxing to the
steady state in long times. Figure 4 shows the time evo-
lution of Λ(t), which is the instantaneous heat loss dtQ,
and the bounds during a transient phase of this example
trajectory. The bounds are the extremal eigenvalues of
A+ computed from Eq. 23. The inset Fig. 4(a) gives an
enlarged view of the evolution and bounds in the time in-
terval 33 ≤ t ≤ 49. While both the bounds on Λ(t) hold
along the trajectory, we observe that the lower bound
tends to be tighter from above and below when there are
smaller deviations from zero.
The time evolution of Λ along a trajectory for the 0532

model usually shows an intermittent behavior with spikes
and quiescent phases. Two of those spikes are visible in
Fig. 4 around t = 30 and t = 50. As shown in Fig. 4(b)
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FIG. 5. Time evolution of the entropy rate dtS(t), in the
steady state of the 0532 model. The trajectory originates from
the ζ = 0 plane. For the bounds, the extremal eigenvalues
of the symmetric part of the stability matrix obtained from
Eq. 23 are time averaged. We set the parameter ϵ = 0.25 and
T = 1. The shaded region cannot be accessed by dtS. Inset
— Magnified interval 8028 ≤ t ≤ 8041 to show the sharpness
of the bounds.

these spikes in Λ(t) are across the ζ = 0 plane and indi-
cate that the direction of heat exchange, from or to the
system, switches quickly. At longer times, however, the
system relaxes to a steady state and fluctuations in Λ(t)
are smaller compared to the transient phase fluctuations.
Heat exchange continues to change directions depending
on the sign of Λ(t).

In the steady state, the phase space trajectories tend to
converge to an attractor. In this steady state, it is suffi-
cient to evolve one trajectory for long times. To compute
the entropy rate and bound on it in this state, we first
discard an initial transient part of the trajectory (a time
period of 5 × 102). After the system has relaxed, we
calculate the negative of Λ(t) (and bounds), which then
represents dtS(t) in the steady state of the thermostat at
the temperature gradient ϵ = 0.25. Figure 5 shows the

time evolution of dtS(t) bounded by −σ
A+

min(t) (above)

and −σ
A+
max(t) (below) in the steady state. We have mag-

nified the evolution in a small time interval to show the
sharpness of the bounds, Fig. 5 inset. As expected, dtS(t)
does not a definite sign at a given t. However, the asymp-
totic time average dtS

∞
remains positive as one expects

for the entropy production rate.

Because the thermostat is set at T = 1, instantaneous,
finite and asymptotic time bounds on −Λ are also bounds
on the heat transfer rate to the thermostat. The lower
bound on ⟨Λ⟩ sets the maximum heat that can theoret-
ically be dissipated to the surroundings at any time t.
Similar bounds on thermodynamic entropy production,
and therefore on heat transfer, might also be found in
other thermostats that are not necessarily ergodic [72].

B. Isokinetically thermostatted Lorentz gas

As a second example, we consider the Lorentz gas –
a time-reversible system of charged particles moving in
a 2D array of fixed hard disk scatterers in the presence
of an external electric field E. This system is widely
used as model to investigate nonequilibrium steady states
and to compute transport coefficients [3]. This driven
Lorenz gas interacts with a thermal reservoir that main-
tains a fixed kinetic energy of the scattered particles, an
isokinetic Gaussian thermostat [73]. For this and Nosé-
Hoover thermostats, some transport coefficients, such as
electrical conductivity, are simple functions of the sum of
Lyapunov exponents (referred to as the “Lyapunov sum
rule” [17]).
For any dynamics subject to a Gaussian thermostat

like the Lorentz gas, we can use Eq. 19 to put bounds on
transport coefficients. Here, the system is isokinetically
thermostatted by applying a frictional force that main-
tains a constant kinetic energy of the charged particle.
Its equation of motion is

ṙ = p, ṗ = qE − αp, (25)

where α = qE·p/|p|2 is a friction coefficient. Its ensemble
average value ⟨α⟩ and the electrical conductivity η of the
system are related to the entropy flow rate:

dtS = kB⟨α⟩ =
|E|2
T

η. (26)

Here kB is Boltzmann’s constant and T the temperature
of the thermal reservoir. We use Eq. 19 to place bounds
on the conductivity at any time t:

−⟨σA+
max(t)⟩ ≤ Kη(t) ≤ −⟨σA+

min(t)⟩, (27)

where K = |E|2/4NT and N is the total number of
charged particles in a two dimensional physical space. In
the asymptotic time limit, we have an upper limit on the
average value of the conductivity:

Kη̄∞ ≤ −σ
A+

min

∞
. (28)

Thus, the bounds on the electrical conductivity of the
system are set by the average maximal eigenvalues of
A+ computed from linearizing the dynamics given by
Eq. 25. For a large driving field strength, the system is
in a highly nonlinear regime wherein the conductivity η
is an irregular function of E [73, 74]. In this non-Ohmic
regime, a reliable estimation of η is a challenge. However,
the upper and lower bounds above are still computable,
even for an external electric field E that is varying in
time, and predict the range of possible values of η at a
given driving field.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We derived upper and lower bounds on instantaneous
Lyapunov exponents and their finite-time counterparts
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within the classical density matrix theory of dynamical
systems. These bounds are the extremal eigenvalues of
the symmetric part of the stability matrix, which are ap-
plicable to deterministic systems evolving continuously
in time. These results are the basis for bounds on the
phase space dissipation rate, which hold during both en-
ergy accumulation and energy dissipation, as illustrated
by the van der Pol oscillator. Averaged over a statis-
tical ensemble, these bounds on macroscopic quantities
derive directly from the properties of the underlying mi-
croscopic dynamics. For example, the upper bound is
the maximum rate of entropy production, heat dissipa-
tion, and electrical conductivity.
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