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Abstract

Most of our intuition about the behavior of physical systems is shaped by observations at or near thermal equilib-
rium. However, even a basic phenomenon such as a thermal quench can lead to states far from any thermal equilib-
rium, where counterintuitive, anomalous effects can occur. A prime example of anomalous thermal relaxation is the
Mpemba effect, in which a system prepared at a hot temperature cools down to the temperature of the cold environ-
ment faster than an identical system prepared at a warm temperature. Although originally reported for water more
than 2000 years ago by Aristotle, the recent observation of analogous relaxation speedups in a variety of systems
has motivated the search for generic explanations from the point of view of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics.
Here, we review this and related anomalous relaxation effects, which all share a nonmonotonic dependence of relax-
ation time versus initial “distance” from the final state or from the phase transition. The final state can be a thermal
equilibrium or a nonequilibrium steady state. We first review the early water experiments and classify the zoology
of anomalous relaxation phenomena related to the Mpemba effect. We then introduce general concepts and provide
a modern definition of the Mpemba effect, focusing on the theoretical frameworks of stochastic thermodynamics,
kinetic theory, Markovian dynamics, and phase transitions. Finally, we discuss the most recent experimental and nu-
merical developments that followed these theoretical advances. These developments paved the way for the prediction
and observation of novel phenomena, such as the inverse Mpemba effect. The review is self-contained and introduces
anomalous relaxation phenomena in single- and many-body systems, both classical and quantum. We also discuss the
broader relevance of the Mpemba effect, including its relation with equilibrium and dynamical phase transitions and
its experimental implications. We end with perspectives that connect anomalous speedups to new ideas for designing
optimal heating/cooling protocols, heat engines, and efficient samplers.
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1. Introduction

In 1969, Erasto Mpemba and Denis Osborne published a short article titled “Cool?” in the journal Physics Educa-
tion [1]. In it, they claimed that a container of hot water quenched in a freezer could cool and start to freeze sooner than
an otherwise-identical container of cold water. Although it turns out that similar claims had previously been made,
the work of Mpemba and Osborne attracted considerable attention in the popular press for its unintuitive claim and
for the inspirational story of its origin (more on this below, Sec. 1.1), and it soon entered the lore of popular science.
Its allure was perhaps enhanced by the difficulty in reproducing the experiments. Who would not be fascinated by
such a simple, paradoxical, controversial experiment? Dubbed the Mpemba effect to honor the leading role of Erasto
Mpemba, it was a challenge for both amateur and professional scientists.

If the Mpemba effect is real, is it due to some peculiar feature of water, or is some general principle at play?
As journalist Philip Ball memorably stated in 2006, “it is not clear whether the explanation [of the Mpemba effect]
would be trivial or illuminating” [2]. Then, in 2017, two groups independently made a case for a general scenario.
One proposed a “Markovian scenario where a system can start “farther” from equilibrium and yet reach equilibrium
faster [3]. A second showed numerically and analytically that the effect could occur in models of granular fluids [4].
Strikingly, both works predicted the possibility of an inverse Mpemba effect, where a cold system heats up more
quickly than a hot one. These developments were followed by an influential 2019 paper that predicted the possibility
of a strong Mpemba effect, where the speed-up in relaxation is exponentially faster than the generic relaxation rate
to equilibrium [5]. This latter prediction was soon after observed experimentally in a colloidal-particle system [6].
Around the same time, the Mpemba effect in quantum systems began to be discussed [7] and, in 2024, observed [8, 9,
10].

These recent theoretical and experimental advances have led to an explosion of interest in such anomalous relax-
ation phenomena. In this review, we explore briefly the original context of the Mpemba effect, with its fascinating and
controversial history, and then focus on the new developments in nonequilibrium statistical mechanics that suggest that
a variety of physical systems can display anomalous relaxation phenomena and that there are common mechanisms
explaining these anomalies. These nonequilibrium phenomena were studied in three different theoretical frameworks:
Markovian dynamics, granular gases, and across phase-transitions. We discuss work that was published, at least as a
preprint, through the end of 2024.

The review is structured as follows: In Sec. 1.1, we discuss the history of the Mpemba effect and early attempts to
understand it. The explanations mostly focused on special features of water or on modeling particular experimental
set-ups; see Sec. 1.2. Then, after classifying the “zoology” of possible Mpemba effects in Sec. 1.3, we present
the recent theoretical developments, in the form of three general frameworks that each capture certain aspects of
anomalous relaxation: Section 2 focuses on an abstract and general framework where the relaxation dynamics is
assumed to be Markovian. Physically, the Markovian assumption stems from a memoryless thermal bath. In this
framework, the anomalous relaxation is a property of the system, including its coupling to the thermal bath, and not of
the specific thermal bath. Under this condition, every system can, in principle, be described as Markovian. Although
such a formalism usually requires a very detailed description, which is often not practical, it gives a clear physical
picture of several anomalous relaxation effects and offers precise criteria for their existence. In this section, we also
discuss several variants of the quantum Mpemba effects, since most of them are Markovian. Section 3 reviews the
existing theories on anomalous relaxations through first- and second-order phase transitions. In Sec. 4, we review
the many results established in the kinetic theory framework, which were developed in parallel to the Markovian
framework, and give different types of explanations and intuitions to anomalous relaxations. Finally, Sec. 5 broadens
the theoretical question and discusses results on the likelihood of the anomalous effect in several ensembles of models.

The experimental observations of the different types of Mpemba effect in all systems except water are reviewed
in Sec. 6. The experiments include several condensed matter systems apart from water and colloidal systems, along
with a few experimental observations of the quantum effects in systems of trapped ions. In addition to experiments,
numerical observations of these anomalous relaxation effects played a key role in discerning several types of effects.
The numerics are discussed in Sec. 7. In Sec. 8, we discuss several applications of ideas that emerged from the study
of the Mpemba effect. In Sec. 9, we review related effects that share some features with the Mpemba effect, including
analogous effects in active systems, non-Markovian systems, asymmetry in cooling and heating, the Kovacs effect,
and others. Lastly, in Sec. 10, we give some perspective on the field.

Before starting a long story, we should briefly mention a couple of related topics that are beyond the scope of our
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review. First, there is a long history of studying systems that are glassy and relax anomalously slowly [11]. That is,
glassy systems are ones that relax at rates that are much slower than the generic relaxation rates of the system. For
example, one can observe a sharp increase in relaxation time as the temperature is lowered past a “glass transition.”
By contrast, the Mpemba effect concerns various ways in which relaxation is anomalously faster.

Second, there is a vast amount of work on controlled transitions between different states that contrasts with the
free relaxation that is our focus. This includes, for example, recent work on “shortcuts to adiabaticity” where the
adiabatic transformation of a system from one ground state to another (including from a hot state to a cold one) is
accelerated by adding “counterdiabatic” forcing [12]. We return briefly to this topic in Sec. 8.2.6.

1.1. Historical background: from Aristotle to the present

Scattered throughout the historical record are accounts of a curious phenomenon, that hot water may sometimes
freeze more quickly than warm or cool water. The first mention seems to be from Aristotle, who in about 350 BCE
wrote in his treatise Meteorologica that [13]

The fact that the water has previously been warmed contributes to its freezing quickly: for so it cools
sooner. Hence many people, when they want to cool hot water quickly, begin by putting it in the sun.

Further claims along these lines were made by Roger Bacon in his 1267 Opus Majus [14], by Giovanni Mar-
liani [15] around 1461, by Francis Bacon in his 1620 work Novum Organum [16], and by René Descartes in his 1637
essay Meteorology published in conjunction with Discourses on the Method [17]. Descartes asserts that water which
has heated over a fire for a long time will freeze more quickly than water not heated and describes briefly observations
made on flasks with long thin vertical necks that allow changes in volume to be easily assessed. What is particu-
larly interesting is that Descartes returns to the subject in a letter to Mersenne dated 1 March 1638. Mersenne had
apparently expressed skepticism about Descartes’s claims. Descartes responds [18],

I am surprised also that you should speak of noting down the points in my book which you regard
as having been falsified by experience, for I venture to assure you that there are no such false points in
it, because I made all the observations for myself, and especially the one you mention concerning warm
water freezing faster than cold water. In the book I wrote, not “hot and cold”, but “water which has
been heated over a fire for a long time freezes more quickly than other water”. In order to perform this
experiment properly, the water must be allowed to cool down after it has boiled, until it has attained the
same degree of coldness as water from a spring. After taking the temperature with a thermometer, you
should take some water from a spring and pour equal quantities of the two sorts of water into identical
vessels. But there are some experiments which only a few people are capable of performing, and when
they are performed badly, the result is often the very opposite of what it ought to be.

Thus, Descartes makes clear that he has performed experiments himself. Beyond the specifics of these experiments
and the discussion about whether the water has first cooled somewhat or not, the exchange is notable (1) as a very
early example of controversy about claims regarding the cooling and freezing of water and (2) for recognizing the
sensitivity of experimental observations to small procedural details. As we shall see, both the controversy and the
difficulties in obtaining reproducible results for experiments on water have persisted to this day.

Although Marliani, Francis Bacon, and Descartes all seem to have performed at least some experiments, they
describe little if any of their methods. The first experiment that records experimental procedures in some detail dates to
1775. That year, the journal Philosophical Transactions published two letters. In one, Robert Barker gave an anecdotal
report on “The Process of making Ice in the East Indies” that describes the process of ice-making in the region
and notes that “boiling the water is esteemed a necessary preparative to the method of congelation” [19]. Barker’s
report seems to have inspired experimental investigations by Joseph Black, a Professor of Chemistry at Edinburgh,
who wrote on “The Supposed Effect of boiling upon Water, in disposing it to freeze more readily, ascertained by
Experiments” [20]. Black compares freezing of water boiled in a tea kettle for four hours and then placed in a tea
cup outside on a day when the temperature was 29 ◦F. He compared the freezing to a similar amount of water in the
same kind of tea cup that was not boiled and found that ice appeared first in the boiled water. He speculated that
the degassing that occurs upon boiling makes it absorb air again as it cools, perhaps increasing the likelihood of ice
nucleation. In other words, it might affect the limit of supercooling.
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Both experiments by Black and Descartes compare samples of water that have identical initial conditions, with
one sample boiled and cooled and the other not. This setup differs from the common scenario for the Mpemba effect,
which compares samples of water that start at two different temperatures. Nonetheless, these early observations
demonstrate a persistent “folklore” of anomalous behavior connected with the freezing of water. A more detailed
discussion of this “pre-history” of the Mpemba effect (albeit excluding the papers by Barker and Black [21]) has been
given by Jeng [22].

Interestingly, making ice cubes faster was also a topic of conversation at a dinner party in Los Alamos during
the Manhattan Project. General Leslie R. Groves, in his book Now It Can be Told: The Story Of The Manhattan
Project [23], recalls that on social occasions, Oppenheimer, Tyler, Parsons, and Ashbridge tried to bring scientists and
the armed services closer together. During one such evening, the crowd entertained their thoughts on a daily column,
syndicated in several Eastern newspapers, which proposed that

...if one wished to expedite the freezing of ice cubes in a refrigerator he might do so by filling the ice
trays with boiling hot water.

General Groves recalls that opinions of the scientists about the effect ranged from “ridiculous” to “quite possibly true.”
Some of the guests reportedly hurried home to carry out experiments in their refrigerators that night.

1.2. The cooling and freezing of water
If early accounts of anomalies in the cooling and freezing of water amount to a combination of folklore and rudi-

mentary experiments spread diffusely over the centuries, the modern interest in such phenomena dates more precisely
to 1969, when Erasto Mpemba and Denis Osborne published the paper “Cool?” [1]. Mpemba was a Tanzanian school-
boy (in Form 3, equivalent to 9th grade) in 1963, with a class assignment to make ice cream. The procedure was to
boil a recipe, let it cool down to room temperature, and then put it in a freezer. Worried that another boy would fill
up the freezer before his recipe had cooled, Mpemba put the hot mixture directly in the freezer. Unexpectedly, his
hot mixture froze before the other boy’s. With admirable tenacity in the face of skeptical teachers and classmates,
Mpemba sought to understand why his mixture had frozen first. Later, in high school, he convinced a visiting scientist,
Denis Osborne, to investigate further.

The main result of Osborne’s study, Fig. 1, claims a dramatic decrease, for increasing initial temperature above
about 20 ◦C, in the time to cool and start to freeze for samples of water. The experiments placed 70 cm3 of water in
100 cm3 Pyrex beakers in a domestic freezer chest. The water had been boiled to eliminate dissolved gases (perhaps
unknowingly conforming to the procedure adopted by Descartes, Black, and others). Insulation on the bottom and side
ensured that most heat was lost from the top. Although one might imagine that a hot sample could lead to evaporation
and a reduced time to freeze the remaining mass, that effect was deemed too small to account for the results. Rather,
the authors speculated that the hot fluid might lead to more convection that would bring hot water to the surface and
increase the rate of heat loss to the atmosphere above.

The study received wide attention in popular science magazines and then in the press more generally, and the
anomalous freezing results became known as the Mpemba effect. As one indication of the experiment’s popularity
and Mpemba’s story, the Royal Society of Chemistry sponsored a competition in 2012 to mark the 50th anniversary
of the paper by asking for the “best explanation” of the effect. The organizers received 22,000 submissions, and the
competition was featured in a BBC Newsnight television program. Results were announced in January 2013 at a
symposium featuring oral histories by Mpemba and Osborne on their work in the 1960s [24, 25].

In the years following the work of Mpemba and Osborne, numerous studies attempted to reproduce and explain
the “Mpemba effect.” The work ranged from efforts by professional scientists to efforts by students at different levels.
We can broadly classify them according to six overall categories: environmental coupling, solutes, supercooling,
convection, hydrogen bonding, and null results. We examine each in turn:

1. Environmental coupling. The most straightforward explanations of the Mpemba effect involve evaporation and
frost:

(a) Evaporation: In an article that appeared the same month in 1969 as the work of Mpemba and Osborne (and
thus was done independently), G. S. Kell in Canada reported on “The freezing of hot and cold water” [26].
His study was inspired by Canadian folklore that a wooden pail of hot water set out in freezing weather will
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Figure 1: Time to start freezing as a function of initial sample temperature. This figure is reprinted from [1].

8



begin to freeze sooner than a similar pail of cold water. Kell supposed that evaporation was responsible
and, indeed, measured a 6% percent mass loss in an experiment with water at 80 ◦C put into a wide-
mouthed, open Dewar flask and set outside at a temperature of −6.5 ◦C. The results were consistent with
a simple lumped-element model that also predicted a shorter time to freeze for the hot-water sample.

In 2010, Vynnycky and Mitchell refined the lumped-element model of Kell and confirmed that evap-
oration alone is sufficient to account for a Mpemba effect [27]. The calculations were later extended to
model one-dimensional (1D) [28] and two-dimensional (2D) [29] spatial profiles. These numerical stud-
ies predicted an even stronger Mpemba effect; however, the experiments conducted in Ref. [28] were less
conclusive: pairs of individual runs were consistent with a Mpemba effect while other, nominally identical
experiments failed to show the effect.

(b) Frost: Another situation in which the physics of the Mpemba effect seems clear was considered by Brown-
ridge [30]. He placed two identical copper cups on a bed of frost. One cup contained hot water and heated
the frost, melting it and thereby forming a layer of water underneath the cup. There was good thermal
contact with the freezer bottom, and solidification was rapid. The other cup contained cold water and did
not melt the frost. Because frost is a mixture of ice and water and thus a relatively good insulator, heat
conduction out of the sample was reduced: the cold water took longer to freeze. A control experiment
where the cups were placed on a piece of insulating plastic did not show the Mpemba effect. Also, a sim-
ilar experiment using glass rather than copper cups showed no Mpemba effect with or without frost [31],
showing that this mechanism depends on having a high enough thermal conductance between the water
and refrigerator bottom.

Both the evaporation and frost scenarios give intuitive situations where the Mpemba effect is easy to understand,
and both share the feature that the mechanism leading to the Mpemba effect may be easily eliminated. To
prevent evaporation, one can work with a sealed container or even one with a narrow opening. To prevent the
effects of frost, containers can be placed on a piece of plastic or other insulating material. Putting the necessary
controls in place, Mpemba and Osborne [1], as well as Brownridge [30], claimed to see the Mpemba effect even
in experiments with negligible evaporative losses and no frost. Thus, there are other mechanisms leading to the
Mpemba effect.

2. Solutes. The equilibrium concentration of solutes can vary strongly with temperature. A number of experiments
have claimed a role for dissolved carbon dioxide, which is less soluble in hot water than in cold. For example,
Freeman concluded that dissolved carbon dioxide causes the Mpemba effect [32], in direct contradiction to
similar experiments by Deeson [31]. The importance of dissolved air was also affirmed by Wojciechowski et
al. [33]. Nonetheless, starting with the paper of Mpemba and Osborne [1], the Mpemba effect was also reported
in works that degassed water by boiling it shortly before the experiment [34].

A related but more complicated solute effect was proposed by Katz [35]. He considered the effect of dissolved
mineral salts, such as calcium bicarbonate, which are responsible for the hardness of the water. His mechanism
draws on two observations: (1) Freezing concentrates these impurities (“zone refining”) and depresses the
solid-liquid equilibrium temperature. (2) Heating water removes CO2, turning bicarbonates into carbonates,
precipitating out much of the dissolved calcium, and reducing the freezing point depression. The result is
that hot water would have a lower impurity concentration and thus might reach the solid-liquid equilibrium
more quickly than cold water with a higher impurity concentration and greater freezing-point depression. This
scenario does not seem to have been investigated experimentally so far.

A recent proposal by W. B. Zimmerman argues that the Mpemba effect results from microbubbles (with
diameters of order 100 microns) due to dissolved oxygen in water [36, 37, 38]. Such microbubbles are small
enough that their temperature and internal humidity (water vapor pressure) equilibrate in O(10−3) s and thus are
in local equilibrium. A bubble at high temperature will have a high vapor pressure, which implies a transient
evaporation from the surrounding water that cools the surrounding water. When the bubble moves to a cooler
region, the reduced internal vapor pressure implies a transient heating due to the latent heat of condensation.
In a convection cycle, fluid is periodically heated at the bottom and cooled at the top of a container. The
accompanying evaporation and condensation then enhances heat transport beyond that due to the convection
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alone. Zimmerman argues that the effect, which is proportional to the fraction ϕ of dissolved gas, can be
significant even with ϕ of order 1%. Zimmerman claims these ideas are consistent with experiments, where,
for example, the original experiments of Mpemba and Osborne are done in a way that might lead to a high
fraction of dissolved gas (and therefore microbubbles), whereas other negative experiments such as those done
by Burridge and Linden [25] were done on pure water that had been degassed. Unfortunately, with no direct
measurements of dissolved gases in either of these experiments (or others), the arguments made require complex
indirect inferences. It would be interesting to have a direct experimental test of this scenario.

3. Supercooling. In order to form ice, samples of water must typically be supercooled below the water-ice co-
existence temperature (0 ◦C for pure water) so that small crystals of ice can nucleate and grow. In practice,
nucleation is heterogeneous, meaning that it tends to occur on surfaces or dust particles (“motes”) [39]. Mech-
anisms involving supercooling focus on changes to the amount of supercooling needed to nucleate ice.

The first investigation to look extensively at the role of supercooling in the Mpemba effect was by Auer-
bach [34]. He found that initially hot water could be supercooled less than initially cold water. However, as
pointed out by Jeng [22], earlier work by Dorsey [40] reached the opposite conclusion. Esposito et al. [41]
emphasized that the important role of stochasticity for nucleation implies that the Mpemba effect should be
considered statistically: statements apply to ensemble averages of freezing scenarios, not individual trials. A
more careful and extensive set of experiments was reported by Brownridge [30], who looked at “several thou-
sand” trials, in contrast to Auerbach and Esposito et al., who each considered approximately a hundred trials.
Consistent with earlier experiments, he found a high degree of variability in the time to supercool and start
freezing. Indeed, to have consistent results, he had to preselect the vials used for the samples. Different vials
have different sample-wall roughnesses and different amounts of dust and, thus, tend to have different super-
cooling thresholds for the observation of ice. Brownridge found two vials that had a 5.5 ◦C difference between
nucleation thresholds. If hot water was put into the vial with a small-supercooling vial, it consistently (28 times
out of 28) froze sooner than cold water put into the vial with large-supercooling threshold.

More recently, Burridge and Hallstadius demonstrated a similar scenario [42]: They prepared two containers
that were nominally identical. One had a deliberately roughened interior, whereas the other had a smooth
interior (but roughened exterior to preserve mass and thermal properties). They consistently saw a Mpemba
effect when hot water was inserted into rough containers and compared to cold water in smooth containers.
Thus, the experiments of Brownridge and of Burridge and Hallstadius both require two correlated conditions
(container and initial temperature) rather than a single condition involving the initial temperature.

4. Convection. Mpemba and Osborne suggested already in their 1969 paper that thermal convection may contribute
to the more rapid cooling of a hot sample by helping to maintain a “hot top” that accelerates the cooling
of an initially hot sample [1]. Deeson also concluded that convection is relevant [31]. In subsequent work,
Maciejewski [43], Vynnycky and Kimura [44], and Mirabedin and Farhadi [29] all confirmed that convection
does have a major influence. Indeed, in convective heat transport, heat is carried by fluid motion more quickly
than by diffusion and thus tends to be the dominant factor in fixing the temperature field of water inside the
container. Thus, it may well be a part of scenarios leading to the Mpemba effect without necessarily being a
cause of it. Of these works, only Maciejewski [43] suggests a causal role for convection. His explanation, which
is only sketched, depends on the density maximum of water at 4 ◦C. This maximum would occur at different
heights in the container for different initial conditions and thus lead to spatially differing profiles. However, the
more detailed numerical studies by Vynnycky and Kimura [44] and by Mirabedin and Farhadi [29] did not find
evidence for Maciejewski’s scenario.

5. Hydrogen bonding. A very different mechanism, involving hydrogen bonding, has been proposed by Zhang et
al. [45, 46]. That scenario depends on the relaxation of the O:H–O bond in water. The bond releases energy at
lower temperatures at a rate that depends on the initial temperature.

Two other studies involving molecular dynamics simulations also point to the potential importance of hydro-
gen bonds in water. Jin and Goddard [47] conduct molecular dynamics simulations of water in systems ranging
from a few hundred up to 1000 water monomers and followed the dynamics over times as long as 500 ns.
They observed that initially warm water had a higher population of water hexagon ice nuclei than did initially
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cooler water. The hexagons could serve as nucleation sites. Likewise, Tao et al. [48] suggest hydrogen-bonded
structures again increase the number of initiation sites in initially hot water.

6. Null results. Finally, there are papers that search for but do not observe the Mpemba effect. Soon after Mpemba
and Osborne’s original work, Ahtee tried and failed to reproduce their results under conditions as close as
possible to those of Mpemba and Osborne [49]. However, Ahtee did not indicate the number of trials used. As
we have seen, experiments show a large variability [30], and a null result might simply indicate that the number
of trials was too small. In 2016, Burridge and Linden made a careful, systematic study of cooling and found no
evidence for any Mpemba effect [25] and questioned whether the effect itself is real. That work was criticized
for neglecting the role of freezing [50]. A follow-up work by Burridge and Hallstadius that included freezing,
as noted above, did show evidence for a kind of Mpemba effect, but only when samples with rough walls were
used for the initially hot sample [42]. Finally, another follow-up study, by Tang et al. [51], claims evidence for
a Mpemba effect in cooling under conditions where Burridge and Linden did not see the effect.

What lessons can one draw from all these efforts from the past sixty years regarding the Mpemba effect in wa-
ter? The first is that, despite doubts raised about particular experiments and modeling, there is strong evidence for
at least some kinds of Mpemba effects, notably those linked to evaporation and frost. While these scenarios are of-
ten deliberately excluded as “pitfalls” [52], they do meet the criterion that the time to cool and start freezing in an
otherwise-identical apparatus is shorter on average for hot water rather than cold. Other plausible mechanisms such
as solutes and supercooling are less supported by experimental evidence but seem likely to be relevant under at least
some conditions.

A second lesson implied by these proven or plausible mechanisms is that no single mechanism “explains” the
Mpemba effect; rather, there are several, perhaps many ways for it to arise, and scenarios may involve several coupled
physical factors.

A third lesson is that experiments on freezing water are difficult, for two overall reasons: First, the many mech-
anisms that affect cooling make sorting out the different roles problematic. The nucleation of ice crystals is ex-
traordinarily sensitive to small details of sample preparation (roughness of the sample walls, the presence of dust or
precipitates). Second, the relatively large scale of samples used in these experiments (∼ 10 cm) implies that each trial
of cooling and then freezing takes a long time (∼ 103 to 104 s), limiting the number of trials used. In order to make
progress, new experimental techniques may help. In this regard, a recent study on cooling curves of small droplets
based on IR video recordings is promising [53].

One might consider reducing the scale in order to speed up the cooling dynamics. However, the various mech-
anisms implicated in some scenarios of the Mpemba effect show different scalings with size. For samples of height
ℓ, thermal convection is quantified by the Rayleigh number, which scales as ℓ3, whereas diffusion times scale as ℓ2.
Experiments with smaller volumes of water will tend to strongly suppress or even eliminate convection. At the same
time, reducing the volume will also reduce the number of heterogeneous nucleation sites, increasing the supercooling
threshold for observing spontaneous nucleation. (Indeed, studying small droplets is the classic method for reaching
large supercoolings [54].) Again, simple scale changes can alter the dominating physics.

Also, one might consider using numerical experiments as a way to explore the relative roles of different types of
physical mechanisms. Mirabedin and Farhadi [29] did just that, exploring what happens when evaporation is or is
not present during cooling. Unfortunately, their work studied only the cooling process and did not attempt to model
ice nucleation in the supercooled regime. The sensitivity of nucleation to rare events (nucleation sites) makes such
modeling problematic, yet experiments do indicate that freezing is likely an essential element of the Mpemba effect
in water [25].

Finally, the hydrogen-bonding scenario and, to some extent, the convection scenario (insofar as the density maxi-
mum at 4 ◦C plays a significant role) depend on physics that is special to water [55, 56]. The search for explanations
that depend on such special features of one material lost some motivation once it was realized that the Mpemba effect
is not unique to water and can occur in other experimental systems, as discussed in Sec. 6.

1.3. The zoology of Mpemba-like effects

The terms “Mpemba effect” and “Mpemba-like effect” are often used to describe various phenomena generated
by different physical mechanisms. Even in the case of water, where the term “Mpemba effect” was originally coined
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as the observation that under some conditions, hot water freezes before cold water, there are different mechanisms
that lead to the same observation. For example, both evaporation [26] and dissolved gases and solids [32] can explain,
under some conditions, the same experimental observation—“initially hot water freezes before colder water when
both are put in the freezer”. Nevertheless, “hot water freezes faster because a larger fraction of the water evaporates”
and “hot water freezes faster because there are less dissolved gases in it” are two different physical effects. Moreover,
the term “Mpemba effect,” which originally was used to describe the freezing of hot water before cold water, is now
used to describe many additional effects, ranging from quantum systems to abstract models of magnetism. We believe
that it is useful to categorize the different effects discussed in the literature and propose a terminology to differentiate
between the various classes.

At this stage, the mechanisms behind several experimental observations are not fully understood. Therefore, it
is most useful to define the terminology based on the applied conditions and observed nonmonotonic relaxation, and
not by the underlying physical mechanisms. We suggest categorizing the different effects based on the following
properties:

1. We distinguish between nonmonotonic relaxation effects in cooling processes, to which we refer as “direct
Mpemba effects”, nonmonotonic relaxation in heating processes, which are “inverse Mpemba effects” and
effects where the quenched parameter is not the temperature. We refer to the latter as “Mpemba-like effects”.

2. The final state of the system after the end of the relaxation process can be equilibrium, namely thermal distribu-
tions (as was the case in most experiments done in water, magnetic alloys, and other systems), nonequilibrium
steady states (as in driven granular gases), or neither (as in spin glass systems). We refer to these effects as
“equilibrium Mpemba”, “steady state Mpemba” and “glassy Mpemba”, respectively.

3. In various scenarios, different types of initial conditions can be discussed. In systems that relax to a final
equilibrium state corresponding to a final temperature T f , it is natural to consider the initial conditions as
equilibrium distributions corresponding to different temperatures. Therefore, when the system relaxes to an
equilibrium distribution, it is assumed that the initial distribution is also an equilibrium distribution. However,
in several systems as driven granular gases the final state is not an equilibrium, but rather a nonequilibrium
steady state. In this case, there are two different types of initial conditions: (i) A steady state corresponding to
a different value of the “temperature” parameter in the system, while keeping all other parameters fixed. This
is the analog of the equilibrium case, where the different initial conditions are identical in all aspects except
for their initial temperature. (ii) A generic nonequilibrium distribution. In these cases, one has to be careful in
dictating which initial condition is “closer” to the final state of the system.

4. In all related phenomena, there is some notion of nonmonotonic relaxation time, but the way this time is defined
and measured is drastically different in the various suggested setups: in some cases, it is the time to the phase
transition that dictates if the effect exists or not [57, 58]; in others, it is the time for the system to reach the
new equilibrium / nonequilibrium steady state; and in yet other cases, it is the crossing in the relaxation curves
of some other property that signals the distance from the final state, e.g., energy in spin glass [59]. Although
it is plausible that there are some connections among these cases—for example, a cup of water that freezes
first also reaches the freezer’s temperature faster—we distinguish among these various definitions. When the
relaxation time is measured to a first or second-order phase transition, we refer to the effect as “Mpemba effect
through a first / second-order phase transition”. When the nonmonotonic relaxation is measured in the long
time limit, namely in the final stage of the relaxation, it is referred to as “final relaxation Mpemba effect”. A
very strict definition was suggested in [60], where a system is defined to have a “thermomajorization Mpemba
effect” if the crossing through relaxation happens for every monotone, namely for any quantity that always
decays monotonically with the relaxation dynamics. Lastly, when the effect is declared based on the crossing
of some observed quantity as effective temperature or average energy, we refer to it as a “crossing Mpemba
effect” for the relevant property, e.g., in the spin glass, there is “Energy crossing Mpemba effect”. Note that,
in principle, a system may have one type of Mpemba effect without the other, e.g., a final relaxation Mpemba
effect without the existence of the effect through a phase transition that can occur in the system. The exact
relations between these, e.g., whether crossing the phase transition first implies faster relaxation to the steady
state, are yet unknown.
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5. Following [5], we distinguish between the common case where the relaxation timescale is independent of the
initial condition but the specific coefficient changes – the “weak Mpemba effect”, and cases where for the
specific initial condition the relaxation timescale itself has a jump in its value, which is referred to as the
“strong Mpemba effect”. We note that although this distinction was so far made only for final relaxation [5]
and distance crossing [61] Mpemba effects, it is very plausible that a similar distinction exists also in phase
transition Mpemba effects.

6. Recently, several types of nonmonotonic relaxation effects were measured in quantum systems. At least in some
of these cases [8, 62, 63], the quantum nature of the system is crucial for the existence of the effect. When this
is the case, we refer to it as a “Quantum Mpemba effect”.

7. Relaxation phenomena can occur due to interaction of the system with a thermal environment with which
it exchanges heat (and possibly - particles) or in a closed system of many interacting particles, where the
relaxation is towards an equilibrium distribution for the single particle distribution. When a nonmonotonic
relaxation happens in a system that is coupled to a thermal environment, we refer to the effect as a “thermal
Mpemba effect”, and if the system is a closed system, we refer to the effect as a “non-thermal Mpemba effect”.

The above different ways of categorizing experimental, analytical and numerical observations of the effect should
be combined. For example, the first experimental observation of an inverse Mpemba effect in Ref. [64] should be
classified as a “final relaxation inverse equilibrium thermal classical Mpemba effect”, and in fact, both the strong and
the weak versions of the effects were measured in this case. Driven granular gases have both direct and inverse steady-
state distance crossing classical thermal Mpemba effects, where the crossing is either in the effective temperature of
the system or some other parameter of the velocity distribution. However, it is not known if a weak only version exists
for the macroscopic mean-field anti-ferromagnetic Ising model [5] or for a large 2D Ising model [65], where we only
know how to find the strong effect. Similarly, it is not known if the direct first-order phase transition equilibrium effect
in Clathrate hydrate is a weak or a strong effect.

The above zoological classification is very useful when comparing different effects but can be cumbersome when
discussing a single effect. Therefore, whenever the context is clear, we refer to the effect without the full classification,
e.g., “direct strong Mpemba effect,” and so on.

1.4. Notation
We use arrows to denote classical vectors, v⃗, Dirac notation with “bra”, ⟨v|, and “ket”, |v⟩, to denote wavefunctions,

bold for matrices, A, and add a “hat”, L̂, or introduce script notation, L, for operators. The partition function,Z, and
the Hamiltonian, H , are denoted by script notation. Typically, the probability that a system is in a state i is denoted
by pi. The probability density is also denoted with small p or f (a more customary notation in kinetic theory, used in
Sec. 4). From the context, we make it clear whether p denotes the probability itself or the probability density. The
Boltzmann distribution corresponding to a temperature T is denoted by π(T ) or π⃗(T ). Unless otherwise specified, we
set kB = 1, where kB is the Boltzmann constant. The Planck constant, ℏ, is likewise set to unity, ℏ = 1. The inverse
temperature in units of kB is denoted by β ≡ 1/(kBT ). The i-th Ising spin is denoted by σi. In the granular section, σ⃗
is the standard notation for a vector connecting two centers of granular particles. Unless otherwise noted, the mass of
a colloidal particle, m, and the damping coefficient γ are set to unity. The reaction rate in Markovian jumps, Γ, is set
to unity.

2. Markovian framework

From a modern perspective, the observation that hot water can freeze sooner than cold water, when all other con-
ditions are identical, is consistent with similar experimental and numerical observations in other systems; see Sec. 6
for discussion of the relevant experiments and Sec. 7 for numerical observations. A natural approach is to address
such nonmonotonic relaxation dynamics from a more general, abstract point of view. The framework of Markovian
dynamics [66] represents the ideal nonequilibrium abstract setting to uncover the basic mechanisms that enable the
emergence of these phenomena. The Markovian approach to nonequilibrium statistical physics has successfully de-
scribed a wide variety of complex phenomena far from equilibrium, from the micro to the macro scale, with discrete
or continuous degrees of freedom for single-body and many-body systems.

13



Markovianity expresses the physical assumption of a “lack of memory” in the thermal environment and corre-
sponds to a comprehensive, exhaustive picture of the system that includes direct access to all degrees of freedom.
Because states have no memory, observations cannot be induced by some “hidden” mechanism that we are not able to
detect; rather, they stem from the intrinsic properties of the system and its dynamics. As a consequence, the Markovian
framework is not only the ideal setting to explain the observed phenomenology of anomalous relaxation phenomena,
but it also provides solid ground on which to explore and uncover novel anomalous relaxation phenomena. For similar
reasons, Markovian dynamics are widely used to describe nonequilibrium relaxation dynamics—from the Kramers-
Fokker-Planck dynamics of a Brownian particle to the Monte Carlo dynamics (Glauber, Metropolis, or Kawasaki) of
a classical spin system to the Lindbladian dynamics of an open quantum system. The solid foundation provided by
the Markovian approach, however, comes with a price: exact results for macroscopically large systems are known for
only a few systems, such as single-body, 1D, or mean-field models.

In this section, we discuss a general framework for anomalous relaxation in both classical and quantum setups.
First, we introduce a simple classical setup to describe thermal quenches: a system prepared in equilibrium at a given
temperature T0 is coupled to a thermal bath that has a different temperature Tb. This coupling initiates a relaxation
process towards a new equilibrium at temperature Tb that is driven by exchanges of heat with the thermal bath. We
introduce a Markovian characterization of the time evolution after a thermal quench. The description is based on
a Master Equation for systems with discrete degrees of freedom or on a Fokker-Planck equation for systems with
continuous degrees of freedom. We then give criteria for the existence of a Mpemba effect. In contrast to the case
of water, these criteria are based not on the phase transition time but rather on the properties of the last stage of
the relaxation. Nevertheless, as we discuss in Sec. 3, the Markovian framework gives insight into the traditional
definition of the Mpemba effect, too. Several examples highlighting the different phenomenology encountered in
Markovian systems are discussed. Finally, we provide an overview of analogous effects observed in quantum systems,
highlighting the strong analogies in the characterization that can be issued with Markovian open quantum systems, as
well as parallels with non-thermal effects in closed quantum systems. Not all the quantum effects discussed in this
section are Markovian, but since most are, we discuss them all in this section.

2.1. Classical systems
Markovian dynamics can describe both discrete degrees of freedom (DoF)—e.g., in spin systems, or continu-

ous DoF—e.g., in a Brownian particle. In what follows, we discuss both cases. Each concept is first defined with
continuous degrees of freedom and then is followed by the discrete case.

We consider a system with n continuous DoF, which we identify with a vector x⃗ = {x1, . . . , xn} in phase space (or
configuration space) Ω. Each DoF represents an internal continuous parameter of the system, such as the coordinates
and momenta of a classical particle. A point x⃗ ∈ Ω is also referred to as a microscopic configuration, or a microstate of
the system. The Hamiltonian of the system,H(x⃗), explicitly depends on the DoF, and it determines the energy of the
system at each microscopic configuration. For a system with discrete DoF, e.g., a system of spins, the configuration
space, the set of all possible states of the system, is discrete. We can then denote each microstate, namely each possible
configuration of the system, as xi, with i = 1, 2, . . . ,N. The energy of the system in microstate xi is Ei.

If a system with a continuous DoF is isolated, it follows a deterministic Hamiltonian dynamics that conserves
energy and dictates x⃗(t). However, when the system is put in contact with a bath at temperature Tb such that the system
and the bath can exchange energy, the dynamics of the system are stochastic rather than deterministic. The system is
no longer described by a specific microstate x⃗(t) but rather by a probability distribution, p(x⃗, t), the probability to find
the system at microstate x⃗ at time t. For the discrete case, pi(t) denotes the probability to be in microstate xi at time
t, and we denote by p⃗(t) = (p1(t), ..., pN(t))T. Here, N specifies the total number of microstates. Normalization of the
probability distribution implies that

∫
dx⃗ p(x⃗, t) = 1 or

∑N
i=1 pi = 1, respectively.

A system that is in contact with a bath at temperature Tb relaxes, after long enough time, to a thermal equilibrium
with the thermal bath, regardless of the initial condition we had prepared the system in. The distribution corresponding
to the thermal equilibrium is referred to as Boltzmann distribution. For continuous DoF it is given by

π(x⃗; Tb) ∝ e−
1

kBTb
H(x⃗)

, (1)

where kB represents the Boltzmann constant (which, from here on, we set to one for convenience). The normaliza-
tion of the equilibrium distribution, known as the partition function, is fixed by integrating over all the microscopic
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Figure 2: Sketch of an equilibrium locus in a high-dimensional distribution space. Each point along the blue-to-red line represents a Boltzmann
equilibrium π(T ) at a different bath temperature T ∈ [T0,Tb]. A quasistatic protocol brings the system from an equilibrium configuration T0 to
an equilibrium temperature Tb via a path closely following the equilibrium locus. A thermal quench generally leads the evolution through a path
(black line), along which the system explores configurations that do not correspond to any Boltzmann equilibrium.

configurations as

Z(Tb) =
∫
Ω

dx⃗ e−H(x⃗)/Tb . (2)

For discrete DoF, the Boltzmann probability is given by

πi(Tb) ∝ e−
Ei

kBTb , (3)

with

Z(Tb) =
∑

i

e−
Ei
Tb . (4)

This characterization of the system demonstrates how temperature affects the statistics of the configurations for a
system at equilibrium. At low temperatures, we expect to find the system in a configuration that minimizes the energy.
As we increase the temperature, the probability distribution progressively flattens, ultimately becoming uniform for
all configurations at infinite temperature.

For both discrete and continuous DoF, it is instructive to view the probability distribution over microstates, p(x⃗, t)
or pi(t), as a point in an abstract distribution space. The set of points in distribution space that correspond to all
equilibrium distributions at different temperatures defines the equilibrium locus. Although this is a line characterized
by a single parameter—the temperature—it lives in the distribution space, which, even for systems having few DoF,
has a dimension so high that it is impractical to visualize directly. An abstract picture is shown in Fig. 2.

2.1.1. Markovian dynamics after a thermal quench
In a Mpemba scenario, a system that is prepared at an equilibrium distribution of some initial temperature T0 is

coupled to a thermal bath at a different temperature, Tb. Its distribution therefore starts at π(x⃗,T0), or π⃗(T0), and
relaxes towards π(x⃗,Tb), or π⃗(Tb). Our goal is to characterize the evolution of the probability distribution, p(x⃗, t) or
p⃗(t), following this thermal quench.

An ideal thermal bath consists of a reservoir that is so much larger than the system that it is effectively unaltered
by interactions with the system. In this case, the heat exchange between the ideal bath and the system does not change
any of the bath properties: the bath is memoryless and characterized by only its temperature, Tb. This assumption
is necessary to formulate a general theory that explains the core mechanisms at the basis of the Mpemba effect, as
it allows us to exclude artifacts stemming from complex model-specific mechanisms that could be ascribed, e.g., to
memory effects of the system or to a nonideal thermal bath. Under this assumption, for a system with a continuous
DoF, the dynamics of the probability distribution evolves as

∂p(x⃗, t)
∂t

= LTb p(x⃗, t), (5)
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where LTb is a Markovian operator regulating the evolution of the system. For a system with discrete DoF, the
corresponding evolution is given by

∂pi(t)
∂t
=

N∑
j=1

Wij(Tb)p j(t). (6)

The matrix W(Tb) denotes the transition-rate matrix. Its off-diagonal elements Wij(Tb) represent the transition rate
from state j to state i, while the diagonal terms Wii are negative and quantify the escape rate from the i-th state. Setting
Wii = −

∑
j Wji ensures probability conservation as states evolve.

The exact forms of W or L are determined by the system, the bath temperature Tb, and the coupling with the
thermal reservoir. For an ergodic transition-rate matrix W, convergence to the Boltzmann equilibrium π⃗(Tb) is ensured
by the detailed balance (DB) condition, which imposes the rate Wij of transitions between two generic microstates xi

and x j and the reverse, W ji. Transitions satisfying DB obey the relation

Wij

W ji
= e−(Ei−E j)/Tb . (7)

This condition is not restrictive and allows one to define a dynamical model that captures most of the relevant features
of an experimental setup. Note that DB is obeyed with respect to the target distribution. For Markovian operators, the
detailed balance condition is far more complicated; see Ref. [67] for a discussion.

Thermal quench, modern definition of the Mpemba effect. The equilibrium locus is often referred to as the quasistatic
locus: indeed, a quasistatic protocol forces the system to evolve from one equilibrium (at some temperature T0) to
another equilibrium (at temperature Tb) along the quasistatic locus of points, as depicted in Fig. 2. More specifically,
the probability distribution at any instant of time has relaxed to a Boltzmann distribution, implying that one can define
a time-dependent temperature function T (t) such that p(x⃗, t) ≡ π(x⃗,T (t)). The initial and final distributions are given
by the equilibrium distributions at T0 and Tb, respectively. Quasistatic protocols do not lead to a Mpemba effect, since
different relaxation trajectories cannot cross each other.

In a thermal quench, by contrast, the system is prepared at some initial distribution p0 ≡ p(t = 0) and then suddenly
coupled to a thermal bath that leads it to explore configurations that generally do not lie along the equilibrium locus.
In the long-time limit, we expect the system to approach the Boltzmann distribution at the bath temperature, namely
limt→∞ p(x⃗, t) = π(x⃗,Tb); compare the black curve in Fig. 2 with the blue-to-red curve of the equilibrium locus.

In the context of Markovian relaxation, we associate a Mpemba effect with cases where preparing a system in
equilibrium at a hot temperature Th speeds up the cooling process towards a bath temperature Tb in comparison to an
analogous quench initiated from a colder temperature Tb such that Th > Tc > Tb. We refer to the temporal evolution
of a system initially prepared in equilibrium at Th and Tc as ph(x⃗, t) and pc(x⃗, t), respectively. In other words, we set
p{h,c}(x⃗, t = 0) = π

(
x⃗,T{h,c}

)
and follow the out-of-equilibrium dynamics of these distributions towards π(x⃗,Tb). If

ph(x⃗, t) converges “more quickly” to π(x⃗; Tb) than pc(x⃗, t), then a ME exists for this system.
In order to establish which of the two distributions converges more quickly, we introduce a distance measure

between p(x⃗, t) and π(x⃗; Tb), that we denote by D[p{h,c}(x⃗, t), π(x⃗; Tb)], to properly quantify the distance of a system
from the target equilibrium. The exact conditions for this distance function are discussed in Sec. 2.1.4, but for the
following discussion both the Kullback-Leibler and the L1 norm can serve as an example.

At some time t∗, we should see the two distances become equal, D[ph(x⃗, t∗), π(x⃗,Tb)] = D[pc(x⃗, t∗), π(x⃗,Tb)]. At
times greater than t∗, the initially hotter system is closer to equilibrium than the initially colder one:

D[ph(x⃗, t), π(x⃗; Tb)] < D[pc(x⃗, t), π(x⃗; Tb)] , (8)

indicating that the relaxation of the initially hotter system has overtaken that of the initially colder one (see Fig. 3).
A few comments on this definition are in order:

1. The definition suggests that the effect strongly depends on the specific dynamics, as well as on the distance
function. As we discuss in Sec. 2.1.9, the details of the dynamics do play an important role; however, the exact
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Figure 3: Sketch of the evolution of a distance measure D in a thermal quench towards a bath temperature Tb. The red line describes the
evolution of a system prepared at an initial Boltzmann equilibrium π(x⃗,Th) at a hot temperature Th, while the blue line results from a quench from
a Boltzmann equilibrium π(x⃗,Tc) at a cold temperature Tc. The Mpemba effect is indicated by the crossing of the distance measures at time t∗. The
small insets illustrate the different shapes of Boltzmann equilibria in a system described by the dashed-line potential, U(x⃗).

form of the distance function used might not matter at all (“thermomajorization Mpemba effect”), or it might
matter only for atypical distance functions. See the discussion in Sec. 2.1.4.

2. The definition is based on the distance from the bath temperature equilibrium distribution, toward which all ini-
tial conditions eventually relax. It is a final relaxation Mpemba effect, according to the terminology introduced
in Sec. 1.3.

3. Equation (8) holds for every t > t∗. A “transient Mpemba effect” that imposes Eq. (8) only for some finite time
interval would strongly depend on the exact distance function used.

4. The definition is easily generalized to the inverse Mpemba effect discussed in Sec. 2.1.5.

Characterization of the Mpemba effect via spectral decomposition. The above definition for the Mpemba effect im-
plies a need to scan all possible equilibrium initial conditions, calculate (or measure) all the corresponding relaxation
trajectories, and compare their distances as a function of time to observe crossing and deduce the presence of the
effect. Although such a procedure is possible, there is a much simpler way to test for a Mpemba effect, as we next
discuss. For simplicity, we consider systems with discrete DoF; generalizing to continuous DoF is straightforward for
most cases of interest.

If W satisfies the DB conditions, its eigenvalues are real. However, in general, W is not a symmetric matrix,
meaning that its left eigenvectors u⃗i differ from its right eigenvectors v⃗i. Moreover, both sets of eigenvectors are not
orthogonal. The left and right eigenvectors obey

Wv⃗i = λiv⃗i, (9)

u⃗T
i W = λiu⃗T

i , (10)

respectively. Assuming ergodicity (which, for rate matrices, means irreducibility of W), the Perron-Frobenius theorem
ensures convergence to a unique steady state [68]. This implies that the dominant eigenvalue (the one with the largest
real part) is identically zero and nondegenerate. It is convenient to label the eigenvalues in the order 0 = λ1 > λ2 ≥

· · · ≥ λN . The right eigenvector v⃗1 represents the steady state; the DB condition then implies that v⃗1 = π⃗(Tb).
The Master Equation can be formally integrated as

p⃗(t) = eW(Tb)t p⃗0, (11)

with initial condition p⃗(t = 0) = p⃗0. In principle, the initial condition p⃗0 could be arbitrary; however, in the context
of the Mpemba effect, we restrict our analysis to initial conditions corresponding to a Boltzmann equilibrium π⃗(T0) at
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some temperature T0. Using the right eigenvectors of W, we can decompose the solution of the Master Equation as

p⃗(t,T0,Tb) = π⃗(Tb) +
N∑

i=2

ai(T0,Tb) eλi(Tb)tv⃗i(Tb), (12)

where we write explicitly the dependence of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors on the bath temperature and introduce
the projection coefficient

ai(T0,Tb) =
u⃗i(Tb) · π⃗(T0)
u⃗i(Tb) · v⃗i(Tb)

, (13)

representing the projection of the initial condition on the i-th left eigenvector. We underline that the sign of u⃗i is
arbitrary, but it determines the sign of ai. Note that the projection coefficient ai is in terms of the left eigenvectors u⃗i,
whereas the expansion of p⃗ is in terms of the right eigenvectors v⃗i. If W is symmetric, then u⃗i = v⃗i; otherwise, they
are different. In general, the eigenvalues are biorthogonal and can be normalized so that u⃗i · v⃗i = δi j. The eigenvector
decomposition highlights how all the amplitudes of the non-dominant eigenvectors decay exponentially in time, with
a rate proportional to the (negative) eigenvalues λi.

Assume for simplicity that λ2 is strictly larger than λ3 or, equivalently, that |λ2| < |λ3|. Then, after a long enough
time, the time-dependent probability is approximately

p⃗(t,T0,Tb) ≈ π⃗(Tb) + a2(T0,Tb)eλ2(Tb)tv⃗ (2)(Tb), (14)

Thus, we see that a2 is the only term retaining information on the initial condition in the long-time limit, implying
that it can determine the existence of the Mpemba effect for a given pair of initial temperatures Th and Tc. Choosing
as a distance measure the L1 norm gives, for initial temperature T0,

D[ p⃗(t,T0,Tb), π⃗(Tb)] ≈ |a2(T0,Tb)| eλ2(Tb)t
∑

i

∣∣∣v(2)
i (Tb)

∣∣∣ . (15)

It is clear from the above equation how a nonmonotonic dependence of a2 on the initial temperature provides a
sufficient condition to determine the existence of the Mpemba effect. Indeed, if

|a2(Tc,Tb)| > |a2(Th,Tb)|, (16)

then, at long times, D[ p⃗(t,Th,Tb), π⃗(Tb)] < D[p⃗(t,Tc,Tb), π⃗(Tb)], implying that there exists some finite time t∗ > 0
after which the system that started from Th is closer to the target equilibrium at Tb.

For a Markovian operator with a discrete set of eigenvalues, the same analysis holds, essentially. To state more
exactly the connection between the nonmonotonicity of |a2(T0,Tb)| as a function of T0 and the existence of a Mpemba
effect, we need to discuss the distance function in more detail. Before doing that, we demonstrate the overall idea
using two simple examples of the effect in discrete and continuous DoF.

2.1.2. Example: Finite number of microscopic configurations
As a first example, let us demonstrate the effect in the simplest possible system, a three-state system [3]. The

main advantages of the three-state system are that the distribution space, the equilibrium locus, and the relaxation
trajectories in the distribution space can all be plotted; see, e.g., Fig. 5.

Returning to a three-state example, we first need to discuss the rate matrix associated with the system. A common
temperature dependence of the rate matrix elements that satisfy the detailed balance condition Eq. (7) is the Arrhenius
form [69],

Wij(Tb) = Γ e−
Bij−E j

Tb , (17)

where Γ is an amplitude regulating the timescale of the system and Bij = B ji represents a potential barrier separating
the two states (hence Bij ≥ Ei and Bij ≥ E j). Such a form is convenient, as it connects to an underlying continuous-
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Figure 4: (a) Sketch of an energy landscape with three metastable states. Each state’s energy is denoted by Ei, and the barrier between two states
is denoted by Bij. (b) An effective description of the energy landscape in (a) as a three-state system, where Rij denotes the transition rate from j to
i and is given by Eq. 17. These figures are reprinted from [3].

space model, which can be related to the discrete model resulting from a spatial coarse-graining (Fig. 4).
To observe a Mpemba effect, consider a specific example where the energies of the three states are given by E1 = 0,

E2 = 0.1 and E3 = 0.7, and the barriers between them are chosen to be B12 = 1.5, B13 = 0.8 and B23 = 1.2. The
distribution space of this system is identified by the set of all probability vectors p⃗ = (p1, p2, p3) with components
satisfying 0 ≤ pi ≤ 1 and p1 + p2 + p3 = 1. Thus, the distribution space is a two-dimensional simplex (triangle)
whose vertices are at (1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0) and (0, 0, 1); see Fig.5a. The quasistatic locus π⃗(T ) of this system is shown as a
gradient-color curve in distribution space in Fig. 5a. This parametric curve represents all the Boltzmann equilibrium
configurations at temperatures T ∈ [0,∞]. At zero temperature, the system is in its lowest-energy configuration (here,
E1), which corresponds to π⃗(T = 0) = (1, 0, 0). At infinite temperature, the Boltzmann distribution is uniform over
the states, with π⃗(T = ∞) = (1/3, 1/3, 1/3).

A temperature quench causes the probability vector to evolve from an initial equilibrium distribution π⃗(T0) at
temperature T0 to a final equilibrium at temperature Tb. This relaxation trajectory can also be represented by a curve
in the distribution simplex shown in Fig. 5C. The eigenvalue problem of the 3 × 3 rate matrix W can be reduced to an
exactly solvable second-order polynomial equation, which provides an analytical expression for the second and third
eigenvalues and eigenvectors. The exact evolution of the system is given by

p⃗(t,T0,Tb) = π⃗(Tb) + a2(T0,Tb)eλ2(Tb)tv⃗2(Tb) + a3(T0,Tb)eλ3(Tb)tv⃗3(Tb). (18)

As long as the coefficients of v⃗2 and v⃗3 are comparable in size (i.e., t ∼ [λ3 − λ2]−1 log(a2/a3)), the direction of the
relaxation curve is a linear combination of the second and third eigenvectors. However, after a long time, the system
approaches the equilibrium locus at the target bath temperature equilibrium π⃗(Tb) along a direction parallel to v⃗2.

To prove the existence of the Mpemba effect in this setup, we choose a bath temperature Tb = 0.1 and analyze
the a2(T0,Tb = 0.1) coefficient during cooling quenches. In particular, if its dependence on the initial temperature
T0 > Tb is nonmonotonic, then a2 reaches an extremum at some temperature, which we set to be our cold temperature;
i.e., ∂T0 a2|T0≡Tc = 0. This is the case for our system (Fig. 5b) with Tc ≃ 0.42 maximizing locally |a2|. Thus, we can
find a hot temperature Th > Tc such that |a2(T0 = Th)| < |a2(T0 = Tc)|. This is verified in the example shown in Fig. 5
for Th = 1.3, which proves that the Mpemba effect exists in that system. In Fig. 5c, we show the trajectories of the
cooling quench starting from this set of hot and cold temperatures, highlighting how the last stage of the evolution
occur along a direction parallel to v⃗2. Additionally, we evaluate the “entropic distance measure”

D[p⃗(t,T0,Tb), π⃗(Tb)] =
M∑

i=1

Ei
[
pi(t; T0,Tb) − πi(Tb)

]
Tb

+ pi(t,T0,Tb) ln pi(t,T0,Tb) − πi(Tb) ln πi(Tb), (19)

for the two initial conditions at Th and Tc. In the inset, a plot of the distances from equilibrium of the two evolutions
cross at t∗ ≈ 9, highlighting how the initially hotter system has become closer to the target Boltzmann equilibrium
at Tb. More formally, D[ p⃗(t,Th,Tb), π⃗(Tb)] > D[p⃗(t,Tc,Tb), π⃗(Tb)] for t > t∗, proving the existence of the Mpemba
effect.
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Figure 5: (a) The probability distribution among the three states can be described by the vector p⃗ = (p1, p2, p3), and all possible values of p⃗ form a
simplex in (p1, p2, p3) (shaded triangle). The curved line is the quasistatic locus, namely the set of Boltzmann distributions π⃗(T ) corresponding to
different temperatures from 0 (blue end) to∞ (red end). (b) The projection coefficient a2(T0,Tb) at Tb = 0.1 exhibits a nonmonotonic dependence
on T0 with ∂T0 a2(T0,Tb) = 0 at T0 ≃ 0.42, which is a sufficient condition to prove the existence of a Mpemba effect in this system. (c) The set of
all normalized probability distributions forms a simplex — the dashed blue triangle. The red solid curve is the quasistatic locus π⃗(T ). The dashed
arrows are the two right eigenvectors of the rate matrix, W, v⃗2, and v⃗3, associated with slow (green) and fast (blue) relaxation modes. The dotted
lines represent the relaxation process, p⃗ c(t) starting at Tc = 0.42 (orange) and p⃗ h(t) starting at Th = 1.3 (purple). In this example with Tb = 0.1, the
ratio a2(T0 ,Tb)λ2(Tb)

a3(T0 ,Tb)λ3(Tb) ≲ 10−3 for every T0 > 0, implying that in the first stages of the relaxation the out-of-equilibrium relaxation follows along v⃗3.
The inset shows the distances D[ p⃗ h(t), π⃗(Tb)] and D[ p⃗ c(t), π⃗(Tb)] both decrease with time, where the initially hot system starts at a larger distance,
but after some time, its distance from equilibrium is smaller than that of the initially cold system. Panels (a) and (c) are reprinted from [3].

No Mpemba effect in a two-state system. One might think a two-state system would be an even simpler system to
demonstrate the Mpemba effect, but as we next discuss, this is not the case – there cannot be a Mpemba effect in a
Markovian system with only two states. The main reason for this fact is that for such a system, distribution space is
one dimensional, since the probability vector can be written as p⃗ = (p, 1 − p). The rate matrix can be written as

W =
(
−a b
a −b

)
. (20)

The evolution of the probabilities follows a simple, exponential relaxation in one variable:

ṗ = b − (a + b)p, (21)

with a solution given by

p(t) =
1

a/b + 1
+

(
p(t = 0) −

1
a/b + 1

)
e−(a+b)t, (22)

and no crossing between trajectories happens regardless of the ratio a/b or specific initial conditions. (In Sec. 2.1.7,
we will see that this is also the case for certain systems weakly coupled to the thermal bath [70].) The Mpemba effect
might nevertheless exist in systems with only two states but having memory effects or for dynamics with stochastic
resetting; see Sec. 8.2.4.

2.1.3. Example: Brownian particle in a potential
The discrete-state example outlined above enabled us to plot the distribution space, with its equilibrium locus

and also the relaxation trajectories. However, very little physical insight and intuition was gained from it. Our next
example demonstrates the same effect in a system with a continuous DoF, a Brownian particle in a potential. In this
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Figure 6: (a) Sketch of an energy landscape in a high-dimensional configuration space as a 2D energy funnel. The funnel is cut open for illustrative
purposes. The solid arrow represents a fast relaxation, and the dashed arrow a slow one. (b) Example 1D energy landscape to demonstrate the
Mpemba effect in the corresponding Fokker–Planck dynamics. The left well coarse-grains to a metastable state, whereas the right well coarse-
grains to the lowest-energy state. The width of the basin of attraction of the deeper well is significantly greater than that of the shallower well. (c)
Decay of the distance measure D[p(x, t), π(x; Tb)] (see Eq. 28) from the target Boltzmann equilibrium (here Tb = 0.45). A system prepared at an
initially hotter temperature (Th = 10, red line) relaxes faster than one prepared at a colder temperature (Tc = 1.38, blue line). (d) The Boltzmann
distributions at different temperatures. After the quench, both initial distributions relax toward the final equilibrium distribution (dotted green line).
The initially colder (dashed blue line) system is more populated in the lowest well than the initially hot system (solid red line); however, after a
short relaxation, the hot system ends up with a higher population in the lowest well, on account of the fast relaxation from initial states within its
basin. This implies that, statistically, the relaxation from an initially hot system is faster than that from an initially colder system, and the Mpemba
effect occurs. Panel (a) is reproduced from [3].

case, the distribution space and trajectories within this space cannot be directly plotted. However, it does give heuristic
insight into the Mpemba effect, as it allows us to link the relaxation process with the system’s energy landscape.

In the specific example, we consider the position coordinate x of a 1D Brownian particle placed in contact with a
thermal bath at temperature Tb and subject to a potential U(x). The state x(t) is described by the overdamped Langevin
equation,

ẋ = −
1
γ
∂xU(x) +

√
2D ξ(t), (23)

where γ is the drag coefficient and the diffusion constant D(Tb) = kBTb/γ is related to the bath temperature through
the Einstein-Smoluchowski relation, and ξ(t) is white Gaussian noise obeying ⟨ξ(t)⟩ = 0 and ⟨ξ(t)ξ(t′)⟩ = δ(t − t′).

The associated Fokker-Planck equation describes the time evolution of the probability density to find the particle
at a position x, which we write as p(x, t). Here, p is a density in x but not in t, which is simply a parameter. The time
evolution obeys

∂t p(x, t) = −
1
γ
∂2

xU(x)∂x p(x, t) + D(Tb)∂2
x p(x, t). (24)

We can rewrite Eq. (24) as ∂t p(x, t) = LTb p(x, t), introducing the Fokker-Planck operator,

LTb = ∂
2
xU(x) + Tb∂

2
x, (25)

where we assumed γ = 1 and kB = 1 for simplicity. One can easily verify that in the long-time limit, the system
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relaxes toward the Boltzmann distribution,

π(x,Tb) =
e−U(x)/Tb

Z(Tb)
, (26)

where the normalization constant is given by the equilibrium partition functionZ(Tb) =
∫
Ω

dx e−U(x)/Tb .
In the specific example that we are considering in order to demonstrate the Mpemba effect, there is a double-well

potential U(x) in the interval x ∈ [0, 80], as illustrated in Fig. 6b. The potential is characterized by a local minimum
at x ≈ 10 and an absolute minimum at x ≈ 30.

The eigenfunctions of LTb , solving LTb vi(x,Tb) = λi(Tb)vi(x,Tb) with 0 = λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ λ3 ≥ . . . , form a complete
basis. As in the discrete case above, the system is initially prepared at a Boltzmann equilibrium π(x; T0) at temperature
T0. The time evolution can be decomposed as

p(x, t) = π(x,Tb) +
∑
i>1

ai(T0,Tb)eλi(Tb)tvi(x,Tb) , (27)

where ai is a coefficient retaining information about the initial condition and hence depends explicitly on T0. We set
as a target bath temperature for the cooling process Tb = 0.45. At this temperature, the distribution is mostly peaked
around the second (deeper) well; see the green line in Fig. 6d. In the long-time limit, a2 controls the relaxation;
hence, we can study its dependence on the initial temperature T0 and search for a nonmonotonic dependence on it.
For the specific potential chosen here with Tb = 0.45, the projection coefficient |a2(T0,Tb)| has a local maximum as
a function of T0 at 1.38. We choose the cold temperature to be Tc = 1.38, as this choice maximizes the difference
between a2(Tc,Tb) and a2(Th,Tb) coefficients. (This idea is illustrated in the discussion on the strong Mpemba effect,
Fig. 9a.)

The nonmonotonicity of a2(T0,Tb) as a function of T0 for fixed Tb is the hallmark of the Mpemba effect; indeed,
preparing the system at any temperature Th > Tc implies |a2(Th,Tb)| < |a2(Tc,Tb)|, leading to a quicker relaxation
towards the equilibrium steady state at Tb. As an example, we choose Th = 10 to see (Fig. 6c) how the relaxation
process towards equilibrium is faster when starting from such a distribution.

As in the discrete case, we can analyze the evaluation of a distance measure for a probability density function.
Instead of the L1 normed used there, here we choose to use the Kullback-Leibler divergence,

DKL[p(x, t), π(x,Tb)] =
∫
Ω

dx
(
U(x)

p(x, t) − π(x,Tb)
Tb

+ p(x, t) ln p(x, t) − π(x,Tb) ln π(x,Tb)
)
. (28)

Evaluating DKL with respect to the two initial conditions at Tc and Th, we observe the expected crossing at t ≈ 2,
demonstrating the Mpemba effect; see Fig. 6c.

In this specific choice of U(x), there is a simple physical interpretation for the Mpemba effect: the potential has
two wells, separated by a relatively high barrier. In addition, the deep well has a wider basin of attraction. At the
lowest temperature we chose, Tb = 0.45, the equilibrium distribution is tightly concentrated at the bottom of the
two wells, where the ratio between the accumulated probability in the two wells is dictated by the energy difference
between the energy minima of the wells, in comparison to Tb (see green line in Fig. 6d). For the cold temperature Tc,
the distribution is still peaked at the two minima, but the ratio between the probabilities within each well is different.
Lastly, in the high temperature (red line in Fig. 6d), the probability is almost uniformly distributed across all space.
The slowest relaxation mode in this case has a clear physical interpretation: it corresponds to diffusive motion from
one well to the other. However, as the equilibrium distributions of both Tb and Th have the same probability to be
within each well, the relaxation takes place without the slowest mode. In contrast, the two wells are not balanced in
terms of accumulated probabilities when initiating the system at Tc. Thus, in this case, a significant portion of the
dynamics occurs in the slowest relaxation mode. Therefore, the relaxation from Th is faster than from Tc, as can be
seen in Fig. 6c.

While this specific choice of U(x) allows a clear understanding of the geometric mechanism behind the Mpemba
effect, it is important to stress that the effect can be observed in less heavily engineered potentials. A simpler double-
well potential can also exhibit the Mpemba effect [70], as seen in an experiment [6, 64]. The Mpemba effect is also
predicted in an even simpler asymmetric, single-well potential [71].
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2.1.4. The distance from equilibrium
The definition of the Mpemba effect given above is based on a distance function D between two distributions.

Some natural choices for D include the Kullback-Leibler divergence (or relative entropy), which for systems with
discrete DoF has the form DKL[ p⃗, q⃗] =

∑
i pi ln(pi/qi), and the L1 distance, which for systems with discrete DoF has

the form L1( p⃗, q⃗) = ∥p⃗ − q⃗∥1 =
∑

i |pi − qi|. These two are probably the easiest to motivate physically; nevertheless,
other choices can be relevant. In [3], it was suggested that D can be any distance function that has the following three
properties:

(i) D[p, p] = 0, and D[π(x⃗,T ), π(x⃗,Tb)] is a monotonically increasing function of |T − Tb|. That is, the greater the
temperature difference, the greater the distance to equilibrium. Otherwise, it would be possible to have a direct
or an inverse Mpemba effect already at t = 0, which would not be a statement about the relaxation process but
rather a quirk of the distance function.

(ii) ∂tD[p(t), π] ≤ 0 for any p⃗(t), namely, the distance function is a monotonically non-increasing function of time,
for all distributions. If such a distance function has an H-theorem (as do, e.g., the KL-divergence and the L1
norm), it is a monotone. If this is the case, the distance from equilibrium does not increase spontaneously with
time. A nonmonotonicity in time would imply that a system that started relaxing first can nevertheless be farther
from equilibrium, which is not a reasonable way to measure how far the system is from its final stage.

(iii) D[ p⃗(t), π⃗(Tb)] must be a continuous convex function of p⃗(t). Convexity ensures that the functional derivative of
D[ p⃗(t), π⃗(Tb)] with respect to p⃗(t) is bounded in the limit p⃗(t)→ π⃗(Tb).

The three conditions on the distance function discussed above are, in fact, not enough to avoid several possible
anomalies. This was noticed already in [5], where an additional demand was added somewhat “heuristically”: that
the exponential ratio between the time-dependent coefficients of v⃗2 and v⃗3 not be compensated for by a distance
function with an exponential weight in some directions relative to others. In other words, the metric should not grow
exponentially faster in one direction than another, so that it compensates for the temporal exponential relaxation in
different directions. This point was cleared up only in [60]. Using recent results on thermomajorization [72], the exact
conditions for the existence of the Mpemba effect using any monotone as a distance function were found. Without
getting into the details of thermomajorization, it was shown that a sufficient condition for having a Mpemba effect
with any monotone as a distance function is∥∥∥∥∥ a2(Th)

a2(Tw)
v⃗2 − zπ⃗(Tb)

∥∥∥∥∥
1
≤

∥∥∥v⃗2 − zπ⃗(Tb)
∥∥∥

1 ≤

∥∥∥∥∥a2(Tw)
a2(Th)

v⃗2 − zπ⃗(Tb)
∥∥∥∥∥

1
, (29)

where z ∈ {(⃗v2)i/π⃗i, 1 ≤ i ≤ N} is one of the element-by-element ratios of the vectors v⃗2 and π⃗. The inequality must
hold for all N values. It was also shown that the condition we used so far—nonmonotonicity of |a2(T,Tb)| of the initial
temperature for T (assuming λ2 > λ3)—is not enough, in the sense that, even if this is the case, there might exist some
monotone for which no crossing of the distance function occurs, even in the t → ∞ limit.

It is important to note that the “thermomajorization Mpemba effect,” where the crossing between the distance
function through relaxation must occur for any monotone, is a strong condition to impose. In most cases, a crossing of
Kullback-Leibler divergences suffices to identify a Mpemba effect. The nonmonotonicity of |a2(T )| is then a sufficient
demand for the existence of the effect: in the long-time limit, we can expand

lim
t→∞

DKL
[
p⃗(t), π⃗(Tb)

]
= lim

t→∞
DKL

[
π⃗(Tb) + a2eλ2tv⃗2 + a3eλ3tv⃗3, π⃗(Tb)

]
= lim

t→∞

∑
i

(
a2eλ2t (⃗v2

)
i + a3eλ3t (⃗v3

)
i

)
, (30)

which implies that when λ2 > λ3, the distance at large enough time is dominated by a2, and nonmonotonicity in a2
implies nonmonotonicity in the distance function.

The above properties, (i)–(iii) and sufficient conditions Eqs. (29) and (30), readily generalize to the continuous
case by replacing the sum over states with an integral. Also, note that it is not necessary to demand that D[ p⃗, π⃗] be
symmetric, with respect to p⃗ and π⃗, for it to be a good quantifier of distance from the equilibrium π⃗ during a relaxation
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Figure 7: Numerical simulation of the average energy evolution relative to the equilibrium value for an ensemble of single-particle systems relaxing
to equilibrium. The initial system is in equilibrium with a high-temperature bath, with nearly a uniform distribution (left inset, where the shaded
pink distribution is nearly flat), and is highly different from the distribution in equilibrium with the bath (left insert, black curve). The average
energy of the middle insert (t ≈ 0.04 s) equals the value at long times (right insert). Numerical simulation courtesy of Siddharth Sane.

process, limt→∞ p⃗(t) = π⃗. Indeed, DKL[ p⃗, π⃗] is not symmetric with respect to p⃗ and π⃗; it is technically a “divergence”
but not a metric.

The mean energy in the system has sometimes been used as a proxy for the distance from equilibrium [59, 73, 74].
This quantity is often easier to measure than quantities such as the KL divergence or L1 norm in large systems, as the
latter explicitly depends on the full distribution p⃗(t) of system states. This is especially true in numerical simulations
of large systems, where the mean energy can be measured quite accurately but the distribution space is too large to
estimate p⃗(t) and its distance from equilibrium.

To illustrate the issues with measuring the distance to equilibrium via the average energy, Fig. 7 shows a numerical
simulation of the average energy of an ensemble of particles relaxing in a tilted double-well potential that corresponds
to the experiments in Ref. [6] (see Sec. 6.2). To understand the striking nonmonotonic relaxation, we note that the
relaxation in a double-well potential proceeds in two stages (c.f. Sec. 2.1.8, below). In the first stage, particles typically
relax to the nearest local potential well. In the second stage, the relative probabilities of being in each state (well) relax
to their equilibrium values [75]. In the particular case shown in Fig. 7, there is an excess chance that particles relax to
the lower-energy well, implying an average energy that is below the equilibrium value. The energy increases to that
value in the second stage of relaxation. The fact that two states (here, at t ≈ 0.04 s and at long times, as illustrated by
the center and right inset distributions) have the same average energy implies a violation of one of the basic axioms
for a metric that the distance D[p, π] > 0 for all p , π. The nonmonotonicity of relaxation implies that two relaxation
curves could cross without necessarily implying a Mpemba effect.

Depending on the specifics of the system at hand, including its dynamics, alternative analyses can act effectively
as a proxy to determine the existence of a crossing of the distance measures. For example, determining the system’s
slowest relaxation mode allows for avoiding a characterization of the evolution of the whole distribution. Alternatively,
a geometric analysis of the trajectories of relevant observables can help for extremely large systems whose size makes
it effectively impossible to reliably determine D (e.g., spin systems). In Sec. 4, we discuss the analogous issue of
defining a suitable distance function in the granular-gas framework.
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Figure 8: Inverse Markovian Mpemba effect in a three-state system. (a) Two identical systems, initiated at a cold temperature Tc and a hot
temperature Th, are coupled to a hot bath with temperature Tb > Th > Tc. The initially cold system has a very small component along the slow
relaxation mode v⃗2 (green dashed arrow). In contrast, the initially hot system has a much larger coefficient along the slow direction (even though
it is at a smaller distance from the equilibrium). Hence, it decays more slowly than the initially cold system. Inset: Distance from equilibrium for
both systems, as a function of time after quench. Initially, the cold system decays more quickly, and the inverse Markovian Mpemba effect occurs.
Both distances D[ p⃗h(t), π⃗(Tb)] and D[ p⃗c(t), π⃗(Tb)] decrease with time. The initially colder system (blue dashed line) decays faster than the initially
hotter one (red line), and the inverse Markovian Mpemba effect occurs. (b) Schematic of the asymmetric energy landscape U(x) used to explore
the inverse Mpemba effect, set asymmetrically within a one-dimensional box [xmin, xmax] with potential walls with large finite slope at the domain
boundaries. Panel (a) is reproduced from [3] and panel (b) from [6].

2.1.5. The inverse Mpemba effect
The characterization of the ME outlined above in the stochastic thermodynamics framework can, in principle, be

applied to test for an analogous effect when rapidly heating—i.e., in a “heating thermal quench.” The terminology
inverse Mpemba effect refers to the possibility of observing the ME in a heating quench protocol, by contrast to the
previously discussed direct Mpemba effect. The possibility of observing an inverse effect was first proposed in [3] and
later observed in an experimental colloidal particle setup [64]; see Sec. 6.2.

Let us begin with an example of a three-state system. We set the energy levels of the three states to E1 = 0, E2 = 0.1
and E3 = 1, while the heights of the barriers separating the wells are B12 = 2, B13 = 1.01 and B23 = 10. The dynamics
of the system is regulated by a rate matrix W, whose components have an Arrhenius form, as outlined in Eq. (17). In
contrast to the direct case, the inverse effect involves a heating protocol, meaning that the bath temperature is higher
than both initial conditions. Setting, e.g., the bath temperature at Tb = 10, we need to find a pair of temperatures
Tc < Th < Tb = 10 for which one can observe a finite-time crossing of a distance measure between the probabilities
p⃗h,c(t) and the target Boltzmann distribution π⃗(Tb).

Analyzing the spectrum of the evolution operator W(Tb = 10), one finds that the second eigenvalue λ2 is strictly
greater than the third one λ3, so that a sufficient condition for the existence of the inverse effect is to find Tc < Th <
Tb = 10 such that |a2(Th,Tb)| > |a2(Tc,Tb)|. This condition ensures the existence of a crossing time t∗ such that, for
t > t∗,

D[ p⃗h(t), π⃗(Tb)] > D[ p⃗c(t), π⃗(Tb)] , (31)

along the relaxation process. Choosing, e.g., Tc = 0.3 and Th = 0.78 provides the conditions for the projection on v⃗ (2)

(green arrow in Fig. 8a) of the Boltzmann equilibrium of π⃗(Th) to be much larger than that of π⃗(Th). This causes p⃗h(t)
to lag behind p⃗c(t) in the long-time limit. We find a crossing of the distance function at t∗ ≈ 0.77, as shown in the
inset to Fig. 8a.

The inverse effect can also be found in systems with continuous degrees of freedom, such as the paradigmatic
model of a Brownian particle diffusing in a 1D potential U(x). This case was also experimentally observed in [6],
for an overdamped Brownian colloidal particle moving in the asymmetric double-well potential depicted in Fig. 8b.
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Figure 9: (a) Strong direct Mpemba effect, illustrated with a sketch highlighting the existence of a T0 , Tb such that a2(T0,Tb) = 0, which allows
for exponentially faster cooling. (b) 1D potential for a Brownian colloidal particle that allows the observation of a manifestation of the strong
Mpemba effect (see [6]), in which the distance measure D exhibits an exponentially faster relaxation, as shown in panel (c). (d) The Boltzmann
distribution in the well at infinite and bath temperature Tb, where the red (gray) area highlights how the total probability is partitioned between the
two wells for both temperatures. The Mpemba effect is the strongest when the two red (gray) areas match for the initial (here sketched at Th → ∞)
and the final (bath) temperature Tb: ΠL(Th) ≈ ΠL(Tb). Panels b), c), and d) were adapted from Ref. [6].

Such a scenario provides an intuition for the mechanism that regulates the dynamics: having a metastable state that
is progressively more populated by an equilibrium probability density with increasing temperature can hinder the
redistribution of the probability towards a uniform distribution (expected at very high temperatures) when there is a
pronounced asymmetry in the landscape; see also Fig. 6. This example also shows that the inverse Mpemba effect
can be observed in a setup in which metastability does not play a dominant role, as the dynamics of the system
could be modeled accurately as subject to a quench to an infinite-temperature bath: here, the potential defines the
low-temperature probability densities but does not play any role after the quench.

2.1.6. The strong Mpemba effect
The standard definition of the Mpemba effect involves a relaxation towards an equilibrium at some temperature Tb.

We already distinguished between direct and inverse effects, depending on whether the quenching protocol involves
cooling or heating. But within this classification, there is another important distinction to be made, depending on how
quickly the system approaches the target equilibrium. Below, we shall show that not only can a hot system relax more
quickly than an initially colder one, but it can actually show an exponential speedup in the relaxation through a jump
in the relaxation rate. This qualitatively new phenomenon is referred to as the strong Mpemba effect. By contrast,
the weak Mpemba effect describes a relaxation that, although faster, nevertheless has the same exponential rate, eλ2t.
(This is the type of Mpemba effect that we have discussed so far.)

Characterization of the strong Mpemba effect. Recall that the evolution operator LTb describes relaxation towards a
Boltzmann equilibrium at Tb. In terms of its real eigenvalues λi(Tb) and right eigenfunctions vi(x⃗,Tb), we can express
the evolution of the probability density p of a system prepared at initial temperature T0 throughout the relaxation
process as

p(x⃗, t) = π(x⃗,Tb) + a2(T0,Tb)eλ2(Tb)tv2(x⃗,Tb) + a3(T0,Tb)eλ3(Tb)tv3(x⃗,Tb) + . . . , (32)
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where we ordered the eigenvalues according to their value, such that 0 = λ1 > λ2 ≥ λ3 ≥ . . . . Here, ai are coefficients
that retain information on the initial condition and, therefore, depend explicitly on T0. They are given by

ai(T0,Tb) =

∫
Ω

dx⃗ ui(x⃗,Tb)π(x⃗,T0)∫
Ω

dx⃗ ui(x⃗,Tb)vi(x⃗,Tb)
, (33)

where ui(x⃗,Tb) represent the left eigenfunctions of LTb . Now, if there exists some temperature T0 , Tb such that

a2(T0,Tb) = 0, (34)

then, since λ2 > λ3, the relaxation process of Eq. (32) reduces to

p(x⃗, t) = π(x⃗,Tb) + a3(T0,Tb)eλ3(Tb)tv3(x⃗,Tb) + . . . , (35)

implying an exponentially faster convergence towards π(x⃗,Tb), with a corresponding timescale given by λ3 rather
than by λ2. The a2 temperature dependence is exemplified in a sketch in Fig. 9a, which illustrates the strong,
direct Mpemba effect scenario. In this example, there exists some Tb < Tc < Th such that a2(Th,Tb) ≡ 0. Note
that a2(T0 = Tb,Tb) = 0, as well, since a system initially at equilibrium with the bath at temperature Tb obeys
p(x⃗, t) = π(x⃗,Tb) exactly, with all ai>1 = 0. An analogous picture applies for a strong inverse effect for a heating
protocol. The existence of a strong Mpemba effect implies the existence of the weak effect too, as a2(T0,Tb) is a
continuous function of T0. Thus, if a2 has two isolated zeroes in the strong-Mpemba-effect scenario, it must be a
nonmonotonic function of initial temperature, implying the existence of the weak Mpemba effect in between the two
zeros of a2.

Figure 9 shows an experimental observation of the strong direct Mpemba effect in a colloidal setup, where a
Brownian particle is diffusing in the 1D potential depicted in Fig. 9b. The L1 distance measure for this system is
observed to relax from an initial hot state (represented by the red line) and a cold state (represented by the blue
line) towards an even colder bath temperature (indicated by the black line). Both the distance and time axes are
shown on a logarithmic scale, which helps visualize the decay curve. The initially hot system exhibits a decay curve
with a different slope compared to the relaxation from the cold initial condition, highlighting the exponentially faster
cooling phenomenon [6]. Panel d) provides a sketch of the experimental findings [6] that are theoretically confirmed
in Ref. [76]. It shows that the Mpemba effect is strongest when the equilibrium probability of the particle being in the
left well at the bath temperature, ΠL(Tb), closely matches the probability of the particle being in the left well at the
initial hot temperature, ΠL(Th). This condition enables the system to attain global equilibrium by locally adjusting the
probability distribution within each well rather than depending on transitions over the barrier. It is important to note
that transitions between the wells are infrequent due to the small diffusion as well as the presence of a large and wide
barrier.

Parity index and geometry of the strong effect. The strong Mpemba effect is associated with the existence of temper-
atures T , Tb for which the coefficient a2(T0,Tb) becomes identically zero. Since a2 is a continuous function of the
initial temperature, T0, the total number of zeros can provide additional sufficient criteria to characterize the Mpemba
effect. We introduce, therefore, the following Mpemba indices

Idir
M ≡ # of zeros of a2(T0,Tb) in Tb < T0 < ∞

Iinv
M ≡ # of zeros of a2(T0,Tb) in 0 < T0 < Tb (36)

and the total index as

IM = I
dir
M + I

inv
M . (37)

As a simple example of these ideas, we return to the discrete three-state system introduced in Fig. 4, which can be
considered an effective representation of an overdamped particle in a three-well potential. The system can be described
by a normalized probability vector p⃗ = (p1, p2, p3), with

∑
i pi = 1 and pi ≥ 0. States lie on the probability simplex

highlighted with a blue triangle in Fig. 10, where the equilibrium locus, representing all the Boltzmann equilibrium
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Figure 10: Geometry of the strong Mpemba effect in a three-state system. The probability simplex is illustrated by the blue triangle. The set of all
equilibrium distributions forms the gradient-colored curve. The blue and red points on the curve correspond to T = 0 and T = ∞. The Mpemba
index is nonzero if the equilibrium curve crosses the a2 = 0 plane (orange) at the bath temperature Tb and at some other temperature, here labeled
as TSM.

vectors π⃗(T ) for T ∈ [0,∞] is highlighted as the blue to red curve lying on the probability simplex. Each component
is related to the energies of the states by a Boltzmann factor πi(T ) ∝ e−Ei/kBT , where kB is the Boltzmann constant. The
locus is representative (without loss of generality) of a system with the lowest energy configuration in State 1. For
T = 0, it approaches the probability vector (1, 0, 0) (blue side of the curve), while in the limit of infinite temperature
the locus approaches the equipartition probability vector (1/3, 1/3, 1/3) lying at the center of the simplex (red side of
the curve). For a given bath temperature Tb (black point marked by Tb on the simplex), the set of all points x⃗ such
that x⃗ · u⃗2(Tb) = 0 is highlighted with an orange surface. Its intersection with the simplex provides all the probability
vectors p⃗ such that p⃗ · u⃗2(Tb) = 0. While the equilibrium locus intersects the a2 = 0 plane at π⃗(Tb) by definition, the set
of p⃗ resulting from the intersection with the simplex generally represents an out-of-equilibrium system. However, in
the specific example highlighted in Fig. 10, one finds that this line intersects the equilibrium locus at some temperature
π⃗(TM) with TM , Tb (black dot marked by TSM) since the two extremes of the equilibrium locus (at T = 0 and T = ∞)
lie on the same side of the a2 = 0 hyperplane: this provides a case for the strong Mpemba effect.

The hyperplane a2 = 0 has codimension one, and hence, it separates the probability simplex into two disjoint sets.
Therefore, assuming that the equilibrium locus is a continuous function of the temperature, namely that there are no
phase transitions in the system, the parity of the number of times the equilibrium locus crosses a2 = 0 depends solely
on the position of its boundaries at T = 0 and T = ∞. Given a certain Tb, a sufficient condition for the strong Mpemba
effect is that sign[a2(T0 = 0,Tb)] = sign[a2(T0 = +∞,Tb)]. With this motivation, we can define the parity of IM in
terms of the Heaviside step function θ as

P(IM) = θ (a2(T0 = 0,Tb)a2(T0 = ∞,Tb)) , (38)

where we note that the crossing at T0 = Tb does not contribute to the Mpemba index so that an even number of
crossings corresponds to an odd parity of IM . A distinction between direct and inverse effects can be made if one
knows the derivative ∂T0 a(T0 = Tb,Tb), which determines the change of sign of a2 at the bath temperature. We can
use it to determine the parity of Iinv

M as

P
(
Iinv

M

)
= θ

(
∂T0 a(T0,Tb)

∣∣∣
T0=Tb

a2(T0 = 0,Tb)
)
. (39)
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Similarly, we can evaluate the parity of Idir
M as

P
(
Idir

M

)
= θ

(
− ∂T0 a(T0,Tb) |T0=Tb a2(T0 = ∞,Tb)

)
. (40)

Mathematically, a situation in which a2(T0,Tb) = 0 without a sign change (i.e., ∂T0 a2(T0,Tb) = 0) can occur. This
scenario differs from the parity characterization outlined above but requires fine-tuning of the system parameters; a
small perturbation would generally destroy the needed degeneracy. Nevertheless, while in these cases, P(IM) does not
correspond to the exact parity, it still serves as a lower bound to the number of crossings. We note that a discontinuity
in a2(T0,Tb) with respect to a change in the bath temperature can appear if the second and third eigenvalues become
equal at some Tb (i.e., if λ2 = λ3). This case is discussed in Sec. 9.3 and, in fact, generates the transition into the
strong inverse effect in the Ising antiferromagnet at low values of the magnetic field [5, 70].

In Sec. 7.1.3, it is shown that the strong effect turned out to be extremely useful in identifying the Mpemba effect
in numerical simulations of large systems, where the number of microstates is way too large to enable reasonable
sampling of the evolving distribution. In such cases, Monte-Carlo simulations can be used to identify the strong
Mpemba (direct and inverse) effects, but no similar method is known to identify the weak effects.

Finally, a recent example where a2 = 0 at two different temperatures greater than the bath Tb (odd parity index)
was given in Ref. [77]. The authors describe the behavior as a “double Mpemba effect” because the cooling time
shows two local minima (where there is a strong Mpemba effect) as the temperature is increased from Tb. The theory
setup corresponds closely to the experimental setup reproduced in Fig. 9 from Ref. [6].

2.1.7. Mpemba effect in boundary and weak coupling setups
The theoretical models exhibiting the Mpemba effect discussed so far assumed that all relevant degrees of freedom
(DoF) are directly coupled to the thermal bath. However, in most experiments demonstrating the Mpemba effect—the
colloidal system [6, 64] being the only exception as it has a single DoF—the system is coupled to the heat bath only
through its boundaries, so that the heat is exchanged through a limited portion of the system (e.g., its surface). One
might then worry that instances of the Mpemba effect studied so far require that all the DoF be fully coupled to the
thermal bath and that the models of the Mpemba effect discussed above may not be relevant to the observations of
anomalous relaxation in other systems, which are spatially extended. Intuitively, one would expect the effect to be
more visible as the coupling with the thermal bath strengthens, while a weak coupling, on the other hand, should make
it harder (if not impossible) to observe. A Markovian framework for a thermal quench through boundary coupling was
developed in Ref. [70], and it was used to study the influence of the coupling strength on the presence of a Mpemba
effect.

Let us consider a system that is coupled to a thermal bath only through its boundaries. In other words, heat
can be transferred between the system and the bath only through those DoF sitting on the boundaries. All other
transitions between microstates are “bulk transitions”, and as no energy is exchanged with the bath in those transitions.
Therefore, due to the conservation of total energy, they can only happen between states with the same energy. These
bulk transitions serve as a self-ergodizing (SE) mechanism, whereas the boundary transitions (BT) couple the system
to the bath and enable transitions between different energy shells. This structure can be modeled by

W
(
ΓSE,ΓBC

)
= ΓSEWSE + ΓBCWBC. (41)

Here WSE and WBC are normalized rate matrices corresponding to the self-ergodizing and boundary coupling tran-
sitions, respectively, and Γ{SE,BC} are coupling constants modulating the rates amplitude. The ratio C = ΓBC/ΓSE

determines the coupling strength: in the limit C ≪ 1, boundary flips— in which energy can be exchanged with the
bath— occur rarely compared to ergodization flips, so the system ergodizes quickly after each energy exchange with
the bath. In the C ≫ 1 limit, the boundaries exchange heat much faster than the ergodization rate. Thus, the bound-
aries are in thermal equilibrium with the bath, and the diffusion of energy into the system sets the timescale for the
relaxation. The specific normalization chosen for W{BC,SE} changes the value of C, but not its limiting cases. As an
example, one can choose to normalize with respect to the maximum rate so that max

(
WSE

ij

)
= max

(
WBC

ij

)
≡ 1.

By construction, WSE is a rate matrix that contains only transitions between states that have the same energy.
Generically, it is a reducible matrix with a zero eigenvalue degeneracy equal to the number of different energy
macrostates. As for WBC, it is generically a sparse matrix, as most transitions involve more than the boundary
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Figure 11: (a) Antiferromagnet Ising chain with a single spin coupled to the thermal bath. Heat is exchanged with the bath only through the single
spin connected to it. (b) Mpemba phase diagram of a partially coupled Ising antiferromagnet (with N = 10 and coupling strength C = 1). The white
area corresponds to a system not exhibiting any Mpemba effect, while different colors are associated with a different flavor of the effect; see Fig.
12 for the specific details of each Mpemba effect. The horizontal line at H = 2 is related to the phase transition of the system at zero temperature.

spins. The interaction of the system with a thermal bath at temperature Tb satisfies detailed balance; therefore,
WBC

ji = WBC
ij e−(E j−Ei)/Tb , where the E{i, j} are the energies corresponding to the two states.

A naive perturbation scheme with C ≪ 1 would not prove useful: for C = 0, the matrix W is reducible, and its
zero eigenvalue is highly degenerate, meaning that one cannot apply the standard analysis. Instead, it is instructive
in this case to aggregate all the microstates that share the same energy into a single macrostate and construct the
effective dynamics by summing all the microscopic transitions between them [78]. The dynamics is then dictated only
by the boundary flips, and the diffusion within each energy shell is assumed to happen instantaneously. Similarly, for
C ≫ 1, microstates can be aggregated into macrostates by combining all the microstates connected by boundary flips.
Mathematically, the two aggregation procedures can be done by arranging the states such that WBC or WSE is block
diagonal where each block corresponds to transitions within a macrostate and coarsening over these blocks.

Example: Ising antiferromagnet with boundary coupling. Let us demonstrate the above construction with a specific
example (see the sketch of Fig. 11a) consisting of a one-dimensional ring of N Ising spins with nearest-neighbor
antiferromagnetic interactions. Each spin {σs}s=1...N in the chain can either be in an up or down (±1) state, giving
a total of M = 2N different microstates, identified by the N-dimensional vector σ⃗. The energy of a microstate σ⃗ is
provided by the Hamiltonian function

H(σ⃗) = −J
∑

s

σsσs+1 − H
N∑

s=1

σs, (42)

where J < 0 is the coupling constant, H is an external magnetic field and σN+1 ≡ σ1. For simplicity, we set J = −1.
To model boundary coupling in this system, we couple a specific spin (say σ1) to the bath. A general microstate σ⃗

is then connected through thermal flips only with a single state σ⃗′ in which the first spin is flipped, σ1 → −σ1, while
the remaining spins are unaltered. For two general microstates σ⃗i and σ⃗ j, the transition is therefore

WBC
ij =

δσi
1,−σ

j
1

∏
s>1 δσi

s,σ
j
s

1 + eβb(H(σ⃗i)−H(σ⃗ j))
(43)

where δij is the Kronecker delta, σi
s is the s spin in the microstate σ⃗i, and we used standard Glauber dynamics as the

transition weight [79, 80], ensuring that the equilibrium distribution is the Boltzmann distribution.
To model bulk transitions, we use rates that decay exponentially as 2−dij , where dij =

∑
s δσi

s,−σ
j
s

is the Hamming
distance [81] that counts the number of spins that must be flipped between the two configurations, as suggested
by decimation-like procedures operated on Markov jump processes [78]. We, therefore formalize bulk transitions
between two states i , j as

WSE
ij = δH(σ⃗ i),H(σ⃗ j)2−dij . (44)
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Figure 12: Different flavors of Mpemba effect in an antiferromagnetic spin chain subject to boundary coupling. This plot offers a zoom of the phase
diagram shown in Fig. 11b to better highlight where the different effects occur. The horizontal line at H = 2 is associated with the zero-temperature
phase transition of the 1D Ising ferromagnet. Below this line, there are only single Mpemba effects: a weak direct (blue), a strong direct (yellow)
and a strong inverse (burgundy). Above, double effects lead to a much richer variety, as highlighted by all the insets, which provide exemplars of
the different cases of a2(T0,Tb) curves for each colored area. Fixing the external magnetic field H = 2 highlights how a2 changes shape smoothly
with respect to the bath temperature Tb, yielding different varieties of the Mpemba effect. Here, black markers highlight the bath temperature Tb
(where a2 ≡ 0 is implied); red markers indicate additional zeros of a2, implying a strong direct effect if T0 > Tb or a strong inverse effect if
T0 < Tb; and green markers denote extrema points of a2, implying the possibility to observe a weak effect.

The full transition matrix for the model is finally built as a linear combination of the two rate matrices, as in Eq. (41).
With this construction, let us consider the persistence of the Mpemba effect in a boundary-coupling setup. In Fig. 11b,
we plot the Mpemba phase diagram for N = 10 (implying M = 1024 microstates) as a function of bath temperature βb

and external magnetic field H. The resemblance with that of the model studied in [5] is striking, especially considering
the profound dissimilarities between the two models: the all-to-all connectivity of a mean-field description makes
it relevant for high-dimensional setups, while the model presented here addresses a one-dimensional spin chain.
Additionally, in this model, we imposed a partial coupling with the thermal bath, while in the standard mean-field
Ising antiferromagnet, every spin exchanges heat with the thermal bath. The similarity is not limited only to the
examples where the Mpemba effect can be observed but extends to the many specific flavors of the Mpemba effect;
see Fig. 12 for a detailed analysis. In general, we observe both direct/inverse, weak/strong and single/multiple effects,
which are encoded by the different colors in the figure: here, boundary coupling merely shifts phase-diagram borders,
and all flavors of the Mpemba effect can be observed. This hints that the antiferromagnetic character lies at the origin
of the Mpemba effect, as it is the only feature shared among these very different models. The horizontal line at H = 2
is determined by the phase transition that characterizes the system at Tb = 0: for 0 < H ≤ 2 (alternating spins ground
state), only single Mpemba effects can be observed, while for H > 2 (aligned spins ground state) double effects occur.
For 0 < H ≤ 2, a strong inverse Mpemba effect effect exists for Tb ≥ T ∗b = 1/β∗ (highlighted with a red arrow). The
reason that no Mpemba effect exists for T < T ∗b , for small external magnetic fields, traces back to a phase transition
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of the relaxation dynamics [82]; see the discussion of applications in Sec. 8.
Additional analysis that demonstrates the Mpemba effect in this setup can be obtained by projecting the relax-

ation paths in the (high-dimensional) probability space onto two order parameters: the average ⟨m⟩ and staggered
magnetization ⟨ms⟩ [65]. This projection method, explained in Sec. 7.1.3, allows Monte-Carlo simulation in large
systems where a direct calculation of a2 is impractical. We can nonetheless compare the relaxation trajectory with the
equilibrium distributions at different temperatures; see Sec. 7.1.3 for an example in a 2D Ising antiferromagnet.

Figure 13 illustrates different relaxation paths in a weakly coupled chain of N = 50 spins in comparison to the
equilibrium line. Initial temperatures are chosen before, at and after the zero of a2 at T0 ∼ 0.6 < Tb. The hot (red) and
cold (blue) relaxation paths approach the bath equilibrium at Tb = 5 along the same direction, which is the projection
of v⃗2 into the observable space, but with opposite direction. This corresponds to a sign-change in a2, which indeed
vanishes at the blue trajectory implying nonmonotonicity of a2(T0) (inset of Fig. 13) and consequently a Mpemba
effect in the system.

Figure 13: Relaxation paths for a weakly coupled system (N = 50) on the ⟨m⟩-⟨ms⟩ plane (H =
√

2). Initial temperatures are chosen before (blue),
at (green) and after (red) the zero of a2(T0) as shown in the inset. Red and green paths approach the equilibrium locus along the same vector but
from opposite directions, indicating the existence of a Mpemba effect. The figure is adapted from [70].

Example: Colloidal setup with boundary coupling. Even if all the relevant degrees of freedom are coupled to the
thermal bath, as in the example of a Brownian particle diffusing in a confining potential discussed in Sec 2.1.3,
boundary coupling still might be an issue if the fluid in which the particle diffuses is heated from the boundary. When
the system is quenched to some temperature, the fluid does not change its local temperature instantaneously and
uniformly. Rather, its boundaries are coupled to a thermal bath, and the temperature profile changes according to some
internal dynamics. If this dynamics is much faster than the particle diffusion, the liquid reaches its uniform temperature
before the distribution of the relevant DoF (i.e., the position) changes in any way. This case coincides with the common
assumption of instantaneous uniform quench in the temperature. In the opposite limit, the equilibration temperature
profile is much slower than the diffusion, and the position of the particle follows the steady-state distribution associated
with the instantaneous temperature profile. In this limit, anomalous relaxations can exist only if they already exist in
the local bath temperature profile, which is assumed not to be the case. This implies that a “critical minimal coupling”
is needed to observe anomalous relaxation.

To illustrate these ideas, we return to the Brownian particle in a potential used to demonstrate experimentally the
inverse [64] and strong [6] Mpemba effects, illustrated in Fig. 14a. Let us consider a simplified 1D model of the setup
in which the system is coupled to the environment only at its two boundary points. We assume that the temperature
profile of the fluid follows the heat equation ∂tT (x, t) = κ∂2

xT (x, t), with thermal diffusivity κ. The initial temperature
profile is spatially uniform, T (x, t = 0) = T0.

The associated Fokker-Planck equation ∂t p(x, t) = L(t)p(x, t) has a time-dependent operator,

∂t p(x, t) = −µ∂x

[(
∂xU(x)

)
p(x, t)

]
+ µ∂2

x

(
T (x, t)p(x, t)

)
, (45)
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Figure 14: (a) Potential U(x) of the colloidal system used in [64]. (b) Examples of Boltzmann distributions at cold and hot bath temperatures for
which the direct (cooling) and inverse (heating) Mpemba effect exist. (c) Mpemba phase diagram as a function of the bath temperature Tb and
thermal diffusivity κ. The figures are taken from [70].

where U(x) is the potential and µ is the mobility of the Brownian particle. Although the Fokker-Plank operator is time-
dependent, the long-time limit T (x)→ Tb impliesL(t)→ LTb and ensures convergence to the Boltzmann equilibrium
π(x,Tb) ∝ e−U(x)/kBTb . The eigenfunctions of LTb , solving LTb vi(x,Tb) = λivi(x,Tb) with 0 = λ1 > λ2 ≥ λ3 ≥ . . . ,
form a complete basis; as a result,

p(x, t) = π(x,Tb) +
∑
i>1

ai(T0,Tb, t)eλi(Tb)tvi(x,Tb) , (46)

where the ai(t) coefficients that dictate the current probability density also retain information about the initial condi-
tions of the system.

In the limit of an instantaneous quench, ai are time-independent, and a2 encodes the existence of the Mpemba effect
[3]: a nonmonotonic dependence in T0 implies the existence of a relaxation shortcut when quenching the system to
Tb, which can be exponentially faster if a2 = 0 for some initial condition (a strong Mpemba effect). If the timescale of
the quench is comparable to that of the diffusing particle, one cannot rely on this straightforward characterization, as
a2 explicitly depends on time. In the last stages of relaxation, one can nevertheless approximate the difference from
equilibrium ∆p(x, t) = p(x, t) − π(x,Tb) ≃ a2(t)v2(x) for some a2(t) decaying exponentially fast. Identifying a sign
change in a2(t) is, therefore, enough to ensure the existence of a strong Mpemba effect. Formally, this can be done
through the Mpemba parity index (see [5] and Sec. 2.1.6),

I±(t,Tb) = sgn
∫

dx ∆p±(x, t)∆p±δT (x, t), (47)

where the differences ∆p± refer to quenches to Tb starting from initial temperatures T0 = {+∞, 0}, while ∆p±δT to
quenches starting from T0 = Tb±δT , for some δT > 0. A negative sign of I+ (I−) in the long-time limit implies that for
some T > Tb (or T < Tb) the coefficient a2 ≡ 0, ensuring the existence of a strong direct (or inverse) Mpemba effect.
For the given potential U(x) shown in Fig. 14a, and for each set of Tb and κ, it is possible to evaluate numerically I±,
as demonstrated in Fig. 14(c). As expected, for a given value of Tb, there exists a critical κ, below which the Mpemba
effect cannot be observed.

2.1.8. Metastability
Thermal relaxation in a system with metastability occurs in distinct stages. At low temperatures, a physical

system is likely to remain “trapped” in a metastable state for extended periods. A common example of a system
with metastability is a particle diffusing over a potential energy landscape with deep wells. In this scenario, thermal
relaxation proceeds in two stages. The initial stage is fast, during which the particle falls into a local energy well.
This is followed by a slow equilibration process between the wells. A key characteristic of metastability is timescale
separation, which is indicated by a gap in the eigenvalue spectrum between λ2 and the higher eigenvalues. The
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relaxation time, which is proportional to 1/λ2, signifies the escape time from metastable states. In the simplest case
of a single energy well with a barrier that the particle must diffuse over, the Kramers’ escape time is given by 1/λ2.
Kramers was the first to analyze the problem of escape from a potential well [83]. This problem is tractable for small
diffusion coefficients and high barriers, and it has been extensively explored in the literature (see e.g. [84, 85, 86, 87,
88, 89]).

The Mpemba effect instances related to the overdamped diffusion of a particle in a double-well potential, char-
acterized by deep and well-separated minima, were experimentally observed by Kumar and Bechhofer in their study
[6]. This phenomenon was further analyzed in collaboration with Chétrite in [75]. In the latter reference, the authors
presented the dynamics of the probability density in the space of projection coefficients {ai}, illustrating the two stages
of relaxation. Figure 15 shows the projections of this dynamics in both the a2a3-plane and the a2a3a4-space. The
gray lines represent probability density trajectories that begin at the locus of global equilibria, denoted as G (the red
curve). These trajectories quickly descend to the locus of local equilibria, labeled Gleq (the green curve), and then
slowly relax toward the global equilibrium at Tb = 1, indicated by the white hollow marker. The trajectories were
constructed from experimental data, as outlined in detail in [6].

In the scenario considered, the initial stage of evolution occurs rapidly; it thus does not significantly contribute
to the overall relaxation time. Consequently, the length of a trajectory on the local equilibrium locus (the green line)
is directly proportional to the time required to reach global equilibrium. Therefore, the nonmonotonic behavior of
the trajectory length along the local equilibrium locus concerning the initial temperature suggests the presence of a
Mpemba effect. As shown in Fig. 15a, when moving away from Tb toward higher temperatures, the length along
Gleq initially increases and then decreases. Notably, for an initial temperature of T = 1000, the rapid portion of the
trajectory approaches very close to the intersection of the local equilibrium manifold Gleq and the global equilibrium
manifold G (where a2 = a3 = a4 = 0), which indicates that the system is close to a strong Mpemba effect. On the
figure, a trajectory corresponding to the strong Mpemba effect would have no projection onto the local equilibrium
locus, Gleq.

Chétrite, Bechhoefer, and Kumar also provide a clear physical interpretation of the Mpemba effect in the context
of a two-stage relaxation [75]. They demonstrate that the Mpemba effect in this system is linked to a nonmono-
tonic relationship between the initial temperature and the maximum amount of work that can be extracted from local
equilibrium. According to the second law of thermodynamics for a system in contact with a single thermal bath at
temperature Tb, the relationship between work and free energy states can be expressed as

W ≤ −∆Fneq(Tb), (48)

where W represents the amount of work extracted from a nonequilibrium isothermal protocol, and ∆Fneq denotes the
difference in the nonequilibrium free energies between the final and initial states of the protocol [90]. In analogy with
the equilibrium free energy, F[π(Tb)] = −Tb ln (Z(Tb)), the nonequilibrium free energy, Fneq[p,Tb], is also defined to
have the Gibbs-Shannon form

Fneq[p,Tb] = E(p) − TbS [p], (49)

with average energy ⟨E⟩p and Shannon entropy S (p) defined as

⟨E⟩p =
∫

dx p(x, t)U(x) and S [p] = −
∫

dx p(x, t) ln p(x, t) = −⟨ln p⟩p. (50)

The maximum amount of work that can be extracted from a nonequilibrium isothermal protocol is the equality
of Eq. (48), and the authors refer to it as the extractable work,

Wex ≡ −∆Fneq(Tb). (51)

At the end of the first stage, the particle has quickly descended into a well. The local equilibrium probability density,
πleq(x,T,Tb), locally looks like the (global) equilibrium density π(x,Tb) yet with altered statistical weight in the left
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and right wells,

πleq(x,T,Tb) =


ΠL(T )

π(x,Tb)
ΠL(Tb)

, x ∈ DL

ΠR(T )
π(x,Tb)
ΠR(Tb)

, x ∈ DR

(52)

where DL, DR are the left and right well domains and ΠL(T ) ≡
∫

DL
dx π(x,T ) is the probability to be in the left well,

while ΠR = 1 − ΠL is the probability to be in the right well. The extractable work from the time that the local
equilibrium is established (end of the initial stage) to the final relaxation to global equilibrium is, from Eq. (51),

Wex = F[π(Tb)] − Fneq,Tb [πleq(T,Tb)] = TbDKL[πleq(T,Tb), π(Tb)], (53)

Thus, the extractable work between the local equilibrium state and the global equilibrium is proportional to the
Kullback-Leibler divergence. Recalling the definition of the equilibrium Mpemba effect as a nonmonotonicity of
a distance function with respect to the initial temperature, we see that the metastable Mpemba effect occurs when the
extractable work from the local equilibrium state is a nonmonotonic function of the initial temperature T .

The experimental setup described by Kumar and Bechhoefer [6] involved a colloidal particle in water, held in
place by optical tweezers. The optical tweezers incorporated a virtual feedback loop, allowing the particle to be
positioned within a double-well potential that had two well-separated minima; see Sec. 6.2. The authors were the first
to experimentally demonstrate the strong Mpemba effect, which had been theoretically predicted in [5] (Sec. 2.1.6).
They also provided valuable insights into the conditions under which this effect is apparent in their systems. Given
that the two minima of the potential are deep and well-separated, with a barrier in between, the authors argued that it
is “faster” to rearrange the statistical weight locally within each well separately rather than to overcome the barrier.
Thus, Kumar and Bechhoefer proposed that the initial temperature leading to the strong Mpemba effect, denoted
as TSM, should be the temperature at which the initial probability of the particle being in one well is equal to the
final probability of being in the same well (equilibrium probability at the bath temperature Tb). This relation can be
expressed mathematically as

ΠL(TSM) ≈ ΠL(Tb). (54)

This situation is also illustrated in Fig. 9d. Additionally, it is noted that after the first stage, the system is in global
equilibrium, since πleq(TSM,Tb) = π(Tb). Consequently, the extractable work in going from the local equilibrium at
TSM to the global equilibrium is zero. Importantly, the double-well potential used in their result has a finite domain,
defined by x ∈ [xmin, xmax]. The asymmetry of the domain, attributed to the left and right wells, was controlled by
the parameter α = |xmax/xmin|. For specific asymmetric values of α, they observed both weak and strong cases of the
Mpemba effect.

A different approach for the same problem was taken by Walker and Vucelja [76]. They showed that, in the limit
of low diffusion and high energy barriers, Eq. (54) holds. By solving the Kramers escape problem perturbatively [83,
89, 66], they found an approximate expression for the second eigenfunction, v⃗2(x,Tb). Using this eigenfunction, they
derive the conditions for both weak and strong Mpemba effects. Interestingly, their corrections include the mean first
passage time (MFPT) required to escape a potential well. The condition for the strong Mpemba effect is given by

0 =
(
ΠL(T )
ΠL(Tb)

−
ΠR(T )
ΠR(Tb)

)
+ λ2

(
AL(T )

ΠL(T )
ΠL(Tb)

− AR(T )
ΠR(T )
ΠR(Tb)

)
, (55)

where AL and AR depend on the mean first passage times from their respective wells. They are defined as

AL ≡ τL(xmin) −
∫

DL

dx τL(x)
e−U(x)/Tb

ΠL(T )
and AR ≡ τR(xmax) −

∫
DR

dx τR(x)
e−U(x)/Tb

ΠR(T )
. (56)

Here, AL represents the difference between the mean first passage time from the left well at the left edge of the domain
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xmin, τL(xmin), and the equilibrium average mean first passage time over the left well. Similarly, AR is defined using
xmax as the right edge of the domain and τR(x), which is the mean first passage time from x ∈ DR to the left well.

As the switching rate λ2 increases, the diffusion over the barrier also increases. In addition to the geometry of the
potential, the probability current densities begin to play an important role, hence making the dependence on the mean
first passage time significant. Further details and the condition for the weak Mpemba effect, in terms of the mean first
passage time, can be found in Ref. [76].

The shape of the potential plays an important role in determining whether there is a Mpemba effect. In this
discussion, we focused on cases with metastability in the system, but other aspects of the potential’s geometry are also
significant. For example, in [3] a proposal for a one-dimensional potential that, under certain initial conditions and
with overdamped diffusion dynamics, exhibits the Mpemba effect. Unlike the above discussion, this potential features
(in addition to a ground state and a metastable state) and a wide, shallow well (see Fig. 6). This energy landscape
facilitates both a “fast” and a “slow” direction for relaxation. The relaxation from the metastable state is “sluggish”
due to the depth of that well. Starting at a high temperature is advantageous because the majority of the statistical
weight resides in the shallow parts of the potential, allowing for a “fast” relaxation to the ground state.

The presence of metastability significantly affects the type and occurrence of the Mpemba effect, as illustrated in
both the spin-glass example in Section 7.1 and the Random Energy Model discussed in Section 5. However, metasta-
bility is not a prerequisite for observing the Mpemba effect. Walker and Vucelja in [91] examined an overdamped
particle diffusing within a piecewise-continuous potential characterized by energetically flat regions. In these flat re-
gions, the particle can diffuse freely but has a high entropy, making it time-consuming to “escape” from them. This
piecewise-continuous potential can be coarse-grained into three states, where the energy levels correspond to different
free-energy levels, leading to a form of ”hidden” metastability. A generalization of the above results to piecewise
linear potential was done by Biswas, Rajesh, and Pall in [92] as well as in [93]. They investigated analytically a
piecewise-linear double potential well [92] (as well as the single well, with and without activity, in [93]) and con-
cluded that neither metastability nor the asymmetry of the potential is necessary or sufficient for the Mpemba effect to
occur. A similar conclusion appeared in Kumar’s thesis [94], where it was numerically demonstrated that the Mpemba
effect exists in a single-well potential without metastability.

It would be interesting to explore whether a similar scenario could be applied to a generalized “lazy” random
walk, where a particle can remain in the same state for a while instead of immediately transitioning to a neighboring
state. The Mpemba effect has been observed in scenarios both with and without metastable states. Notably, adding
a metastable state by adjusting the lengths of the flanks of the piecewise-continuous potential did not result in the
emergence of the Mpemba effect [91].

It is important to note that all the cases described here focus on finite-size spatial domains. It would be insightful
to repeat some of these cases using natural boundary conditions, specifically with an infinite spatial domain where
potentials with finite slopes confine the particles. Additionally, it would be interesting to relax the metastability
requirements and investigate the nature of the Mpemba effect in this context. Further extensions could also include
diffusion on landscapes of higher dimensions, or several interacting particles.

2.1.9. The role of dynamics
In some systems, e.g., the 1D anti-ferromagnetic system discussed above, the existence of some type of Mpemba

effect seems natural from the shape of the equilibrium line; see, for example, Fig. 13. It is important to stress, however,
that this is not the case: the existence or non-existence of these effects is a consequence of the dynamics and cannot be
deduced from the equilibrium properties of the system alone. This is because the effect is based on the projection of
the equilibrium distribution on v⃗2, which is a property of the dynamics, and is not an equilibrium property. In contrast
to the equilibrium properties, the exact dynamics are non-universal and affected by many specific issues, such as the
precise type of coupling between the system and the bath.

One might imagine that if the equilibrium line is sufficiently complex, the equilibrium projections on v⃗2 could be
nonmonotonic, regardless of the direction of v⃗2. However, this is never the case: for any system that obeys detailed
balance, there is at least one dynamical law in which no Mpemba effect occurs. In fact, a fully connected graph
with Metropolis dynamics does not exhibit any type of Mpemba effect, regardless of the equilibrium distribution [96].
Interestingly, in some cases, removing a single link, which corresponds to introducing an infinite barrier, or two links in
a fully connected graph with Metropolis dynamics can be enough to induce the Mpemba effect [97]. Similarly, in [98],
it was shown that in chemical reactions with identical initial conditions and the same equilibrium target distribution,
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Figure 15: Probability density dynamics in the space of projection coefficients, for the double-well potential described in [6, 75]. (a) Two-
dimensional projection of the dynamics onto coefficients a2 and a3. Red line, labeled G, denotes the locus of global equilibrium probability
densities (equilibria); green line, labeled Gleq, denotes the locus of local equilibria. Gray lines denote individual trajectories starting from initial
temperatures T0 = {1000, 100, . . .}, labeled by black markers, to the global equilibrium at Tb = 1 (large hollow marker with central dot). The
time evolution of the trajectories is indicated by a color gradient from dark to light gray. Time along the local equilibrium locus (green line) is
proportional to the relaxation time, as the initial stage is fast. The nonmonotonicity of initial temperatures with respect to length along Gleq indicates
a Mpemba effect. (b) Three-dimensional projection onto the space of a2-a3-a4 coefficients shows that the red and green curves intersect only at
T0 = Tb. Both panels are based on data from experiments [95]. Figure is reproduced from [75].

the existence of the Mpemba effect depends on the precise details of the dynamics. Altering the dynamics, in some
cases, one can make the effect appear or disappear. Such implications of dynamics in the context of the rates of
chemical reactions are discussed in Sec. 8.1.4. Additionally, applications related to optimal transport and engine
efficiency can be found in Sec. 8.1.2.

2.2. Quantum systems
Until recently, the Mpemba effect was studied exclusively in the context of classical systems. Indeed, a 2018

review of “Quantum quench dynamics” [99] has no mention of a Mpemba or even a Mpemba-related effect. Yet in
the last five years, the situation has changed dramatically, and this review includes over fifty references that relate to
the Mpemba effect or analogs seen in quantum systems. It is largely believed that none of the quantum effects are
the origin of the classical effects. Instead, these are quantum effects that share properties that are similar to classical
effects. Much as in classical systems, several different quantum effects have been considered, and some were observed
experimentally. Below, we give a brief conceptual overview of this fast-developing field. We discuss experiments from
2024 in Sec. 6.

2.2.1. Theoretical framework: Markovian open quantum systems
The simplest type of quantum Mpemba effect is a quantum analog of the Markovian dynamics discussed above.

The density matrix ρ(t) plays a role similar to the probability vector p⃗(t). Its diagonal elements encode p⃗(t), with
ρii(t) = pi(t). The density matrix evolves according to both its internal Hamiltonian and its coupling to the en-
vironment, as described by the Gorini–Kossakowski–Sudarshan–Lindblad (GKSL) quantum master equation; see,
e.g., [100],

ρ̇(t) = L[ρ(t)], (57)

L[ρ(t)] = −i[H, ρ(t)] +
NJ∑
µ=1

(
Lµρ(t)L†µ −

1
2

{
L†µLµ, ρ(t)

})
. (58)
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Here, L is the Lindblad operator, H = H† is the system Hamiltonian, and the NJ jump operators Lµ describe the
dissipative effects resulting from an environment. The Lindbladian L preserves the trace, Tr (L[ρ(t)]) = 0, and
hermiticity, (L[ρ(t)])† = L[ρ†(t)], ∀ρ(t), and generates completely positive (physical) dynamics of the quantum state
ρ(t). The formal solution to the quantum master equation is then given by ρ(t) = etL[ρ(0)].

Assuming L to be diagonalizable, one can find the right eigenmatrices, ρr
k, such that

L[ρr
k] = λk ρ

r
k . (59)

The complex numbers λk are the eigenvalues of the Lindblad map. Note that, due to the Hermiticity-preservation of
L, if λk is a complex eigenvalue, then λ∗k must also be an eigenvalue. For the same reason, one can also show that if
λk is real, then ρr

k can be chosen as Hermitian. Associated with the map defined in Eq. (58), there is a dual map, also
called the adjoint Lindblad map, which implements the evolution of observables:

L†[O] = i[H,O] +
NJ∑
µ=1

(
L†µOLµ −

1
2

{
O, L†µLµ

})
. (60)

This dual map, L†, is diagonalized by the left eigenmatrices ρℓk,

L†[ρℓk] = λk ρ
ℓ
k . (61)

The matrices ρℓk are in principle different from the matrices ρr
k in Eq. (59). However, ρℓk and ρr

k still form a basis for
the space of matrices and can always be defined with the property Tr

(
ρℓkρ

r
h

)
= δkh.

Since the dynamics generated by L is completely positive, all the eigenvalues of the Lindblad map have a non-
positive real part, Re (λk) ≤ 0. Furthermore, trace preservation enforces that at least one eigenvalue is zero, λ1 = 0. If
such an eigenvalue is non-degenerate—which here we assume to be the case—the (asymptotic) stationary state of the
open quantum system,

ρss = lim
t→∞

ρ(t) , (62)

is unique and given by the right eigenmatrix ρr
1. Since the left eigenmatrix associated with λ1 is the identity, ρℓ1 = 1,

one has Tr
(
ρr

1

)
= 1. Finally, the matrix ρr

1 is guaranteed to be positive due to the complete positivity of etL.
The spectral decomposition of L allows us to write the dynamics of any initial density matrix as

etL [
ρ0

]
= ρr

1 +

d2∑
k=2

etλk Tr
(
ρℓk ρ0

)
ρr

k , (63)

where d is the dimension of the Hilbert space of the system. This decomposition shows that the matrices ρr
k are

nothing but the excitation modes of the system, each one characterized by its decay rate |Re λk |. For long times, the
relevant terms are those related to the λk with the smallest real part in modulus. We order the eigenvalues λk so that
Re λ2 ≥ Re λ3 ≥ · · · ≥ Re λm and assume that the eigenvalue λ2 is real and unique. In this case, the slowest timescale
for relaxation is given by the inverse of the spectral gap

τ =
1
|λ2|

, (64)

and ρr
2 is, in fact, the slowest decaying excitation mode of the Markovian open quantum dynamics.

Overall, this framework is an exact analog of the “classical final relaxation equilibrium (direct or inverse) Mpemba
effect.” To the best of our knowledge, the first manuscript to address the quantum version of the Mpemba effect is
[7], where an exactly solvable fully connected quantum Ising model with n-spin exchange with Lindbladian dynamics
was considered. Although the framework used in this work is similar to the Lindbladian framework discussed above,
an analysis of the effect in terms of the slowest relaxation mode was not given. Instead, it was numerically observed
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that a (direct) Mpemba effect exist in this model. In [63], a quantum dot system coupled to two thermal baths
was theoretically analyzed. A farther analysis of the Mpemba effect in quantum dots that includes electron-electron
interactions appears in [101]. A similar framework for the evolution of the density matrix describing the quantum
dot was used. Interestingly, it was found that in this specific system a2 = 0 for all initial temperatures because
of a symmetry of the problem; hence, the effect is encoded in a3 rather than a2, and the relevant timescale is τ =
|λ3|
−1, except at the initial condition where a3 = 0 (a strong effect initial condition), where the system relaxes with

a characteristic timescale of τ = |λ4|
−1. A different system that was analyzed with a similar framework and was

implemented experimentally in a trapped ions setup was discussed in [8]. In this system, only a strong inverse
Mpemba effect was observed, but not a direct effect. The nonequilibrium-steady-state analog of the effect was studied
in [102, 62]. In [103, 104], a two-level driven dissipative system subject to an oscillatory electric field and dissipative
coupling with the environment [103] and using the trace distance [104] were studied. This system has a transition
between real to complex-valued eigenvalues, which turned out to play a role in anomalous relaxation, as it leads
to multiple strong Mpemba effects. A perturbative approach to the problem was suggested in [105]. A different
approach, based on Davis maps rather than Lindbladiand dynamics, was considered in [106]. The effect was also
addressed using information geometry approach in [107]. In [102], the effect was discussed in the famous SYK
model, and some connections to quantum chaos were made. A non-Markovian framework was studied in [108],
where systems with a finite, non-negligible memory time due to the interactions between the (finite) bath and the
system were considered. An analog effect for imaginary time, which is a theoretical tool to evaluate ground-state
properties in simulations, was considered in [109]. A similar effect was also discussed in the context of Mosaic
models coupled to bosonic environment[110]. A sufficient condition for the existence of the effect was developed
in [111]. They introduced a “Mpemba parameter”, which is analogous to a2(Ti) discussed in the classical case, to
quantify how strong the Mpemba effect can be. The case where the initial condition is not a thermal state, but rather
some non-equilibrium state, was studied in [112] for the quantum harmonic oscillator coupled to a finite temperature
bath. It was demonstrated that any initial distribution of populations with a mean excitation number exactly equal to
the mean number of quanta in the thermal equilibrium state displays an accelerated relaxation to equilibrium, namely
it corresponds to a strong Mpemba effect. In [113], the issue of how to measure the distance from equilibrium in the
quantum setup (in analogy with the discussion in Sec. 2.1.4) was considered. An interesting suggestion to apply the
same formalism in photonic setup was given in [114]. In this work, light diffusion in finite-sized photonic lattices
under incoherent (dephasing) dynamics is theoretically considered. It is shown that certain highly localized initial
light distributions can diffuse faster than initial, broadly delocalized distributions – which is analogous to the classical
Mpemba effect in diffusing systems studied, e.g., in [6]. Lastly, in [115], a signature of the Mpemba effect in the
context of quantum batteries was identified, where situations of batteries in higher charge states can discharge faster
than less charged state was studied.

2.2.2. Unitary transformation of initial state
A related approach that was first suggested in [116], further developed in [117] and experimentally demonstrated

on trapped ions in [9], is to accelerate the relaxation towards the equilibrium by a unitary transformation that sets a2 =

0. The idea of first establishing a2 = 0 and only then quenching the system to a thermal bath at Tfinal was discussed
also in the classical setup in [65]; however, in that work, setting a2 = 0 was done by coupling to a different bath
(pre-heating or pre-cooling), whereas in the quantum scenario a natural approach is to use a unitary transformation
instead. In principle, this technique is an application of Mpemba effect that belongs to Sec.(8) alongside with its
classical analog. But since it played an important role in the study of quantum Mpemba effects, we review it here.

A generic initial state has an overlap with all decaying modes of a Lindblad dynamics. In particular, there is an
overlap with the slowest decaying mode. As such, the approach to the stationary state will take place in a time which
is of the order of the relaxation time τ defined in (64). However, from Eq. (63), it is clear that this becomes completely
irrelevant for the dynamics if Tr (ℓ2ρ0) = 0, in analogy with the strong Mpemba effect. In such a case, the state would
relax at a faster rate with 1/|Re(λ3)|, which implies an exponential speedup of the convergence to stationarity. Such
an acceleration may always be achieved when starting from an initial pure state, ρ0 = |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|, by performing a unitary
rotation to the state before the actual time-evolution takes place.

Given an initial pure state ρ0 = |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|, there always exists a unitary transformation U, which depends on the state,
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such that

Tr
(
ℓ2 Uρ0U†

)
= 0 , (65)

if the slowest decaying mode is unique. This can be shown as follows: First, we notice that the matrix ℓ2 must be
Hermitian since we have assumed that λ2 is real and nondegenerate. As such, we can write it in its spectral form

ℓ2 =

d∑
k=1

αk |φk⟩ ⟨φk | , (66)

where ⟨φk |φh⟩ = δkh. We then note that, since Tr (ℓ2 r1) = 0 and r1 is positive, the set of eigenvalues αk either consists
of both positive and negative real numbers or must contain at least one zero. Introducing an auxiliary orthonormal
basis {|ψk⟩}

d
k=1 for which |ψ⟩ = |ψ1⟩ (i.e., the initial state is a basis state) and using the spectral decomposition we find

for the left-hand side of Eq. (65):

Tr
(
ℓ2 Uρ0U†

)
=

d∑
k=1

αk ⟨ψ1|U† |φk⟩ ⟨φk |U |ψ1⟩ . (67)

To simplify the construction of the unitary transformation, we divide it into two parts, U = U2 U1. The first unitary
is chosen such that it maps the auxiliary basis |ψk⟩ onto the basis |φk⟩, which is simply achieved by U1 =

∑
k |φk⟩ ⟨ψk |,

yielding

Tr
(
ℓ2 Uρ0U†

)
=

∑
k

αk ⟨φ1|U
†

2 |φk⟩ ⟨φk |U2 |φ1⟩ . (68)

In the next step, we construct U2 such that the right-hand side of this expression becomes zero. Recalling that αk are
real numbers, two cases need to be considered: If one of the αk is zero, it is sufficient that U2 performs a permutation
of the basis {|φk⟩}, mapping |φ1⟩ onto the eigenstate |φh⟩, for which αh = 0.

In the non-trivial case, in which ℓ2 does not have a zero eigenvalue, we can make a construction based on the
following observation: the eigenvalue α1 is a real number and can be either positive or negative. Since ℓ2 cannot be a
positive (or negative) eigenmatrix, there must be an eigenvalue αn such that sign(αn) = −sign(α1). We then construct
the Hermitean operator F = |φ1⟩ ⟨φn| + |φn⟩ ⟨φ1|, which we use to define the unitary

U(s) ≡ e−is F = 1 + (cos(s) − 1) F2 − i sin(s)F, (69)

where F2 = |φ1⟩ ⟨φ1| + |φn⟩ ⟨φn|. Using this unitary operator, we find that

Tr
(
ℓ2 U(s)U1ρ0U†1U†(s)

)
= α1 cos2(s) + αn sin2(s) . (70)

The above quantity has the same sign as α1 for s = 0 but, on the other hand, it has the same sign as αn for s = π/2.
In particular, it vanishes for s̄ = arctan

(√
|α1/αn|

)
, so that if we take the unitary transformation U = U(s̄)U1, Eq. (65)

is satisfied. This implies that the initial state is rotated into a state that is orthogonal to the slowest decaying mode
and will thus relax, in general, with the 1/|Re(λ3)|. In particular, this means that the approach to stationarity has been
exponentially accelerated by a factor |Re(λ3)| − |Re(λ2)|.

Another way to obtain a quantum Markovian Mpemba effect is using a global unitary transformation when the
previous transformation is not applicable. A very common case is when the eigenvalues of the lowest excited modes
of the master operator form a complex conjugate pair. In this case, the initial state of the system approaches the steady
state displaying oscillations in addition to exponential decay.

2.2.3. Entanglement asymmetry
A different type of effect that is also commonly referred to as the “quantum Mpemba effect” was recently suggested

in [118], further studied in [119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126] and experimentally demonstrated in a trapped ions
setup [10]. In the terminology defined in Sec. 1.3, this effect can be categorized as a “non-thermal quantum Mpemba
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effect.” In this case, the dynamics of an isolated system rather than a system coupled to a bath is considered. In other
words, the system is not coupled to any environment and follows Hamiltonian dynamics. To nevertheless observe
some relaxation, the Hamiltonian system is divided onto two spatially separated parts. One part can be viewed as “the
system”, whereas the other part serves as a “local bath,” but in contrast to the usual case the dynamics of this “bath”
are also taken into account. Interestingly, this is closely related to the framework for classical macroscopic system
used in [127] to study the Mpemba effect through a first-order phase transition, which we discussed in Sec. 3.1.

The following scenario is considered in this effect: The system, which includes both the “system” and the “bath,”
is prepared in some initial condition, usually a pure state. The full system then evolves under a quantum Hamiltonian
dynamics that has some global symmetry (e.g., U(1) symmetry in [118, 10, 128], SU(2) and Z2 in [122], and even
particle number symmetry [129] and “space-time symmetry” in [130]). The initial condition of the system is chosen
such that the symmetry is not respected; namely, it is not an eigenstate of the system, which can be static or period-
ically driven Hamiltonian [131]. This asymmetry can be quantified by an “asymmetry parameter,” the entanglement
entropy asymmetry, which is the relative entropy between the density matrix projected onto the conserved quantity
subspace and the density matrix traced over the bath. During the dynamics, this asymmetry decays because of the
global symmetry of the Hamiltonian, and thus the symmetry of the system is also restored. When the entanglement
asymmetry decays faster for the initial condition that has the larger asymmetry in the initial condition, then there is a
“quantum entanglement asymmetry Mpemba effect.” The terminology is chosen in analogy to the classical Mpemba
effect. This scenario is demonstrated in the experimental measurements shown in Fig. 33 and discussed in Sec. 6.3.

In this framework, two initial conditions with different entanglement asymmetry values are compared. However, as
pointed out in [122], the specific value of the entanglement asymmetry does not uniquely dictate the initial condition,
and different initial conditions with the same initial entanglement asymmetry might relax in a different way. Therefore,
one has to be careful in choosing the initial conditions; otherwise, the effect can be trivial, e.g., if the fastest relaxation
among the high-valued entanglement asymmetry is chosen as the initial state and is compared to the slowest relaxation
among the low entanglement asymmetry states. In a similar study in the context of many-body localization [132], it
was shown that the Mpemba effect is universal for any initial tilted product state, in contrast to the cases in the chaotic
systems where the presence of the quantum Mpemba effect relies on the choice of initial states.

2.3. Discussion

The Markovian framework provides a clear picture for some types of anomalous relaxations: the long-time char-
acteristics of the system are controlled by the slowest dynamical mode, with the relevant information encapsulated in
a2, v⃗2, and λ2. These properties are also responsible for several other interesting phenomena, as will be discussed in
Secs. 5, 8, and 9.

The main assumptions of the Markovian framework are (i) Markovianity, (ii) instantaneous temperature quench,
and (iii) linearity. Since we have already elaborated on the Markovian assumption in Sec. 1, we discuss the other two
assumptions here.

1. Instantaneous Temperature Quench: In addition to the “perfect bath” assumption that implies Markovianity,
our discussion assumed that the environment temperature is instantaneously changed from Ti to T f . This is a
reasonable assumption in many cases, for both small and thermodynamically large systems, e.g., when suddenly
placing a cup of water into a freezer; it is also a good description for the experimental system discussed in
[6, 64, 8, 133]. However, this assumption is not always valid; in several experiments, the temperature changes
from Ti to T f at a (constant or varying) rate (e.g., 5 K/min in the differential scanning calorimetry used in [134]).
When the temperature is not instantaneously quenched but rather changes gradually, the system can still be
analyzed using a Markovian dynamics; however, in this case, the Markovian operator (Fokker-Planck operator
or rate matrix) is not constant but rather changes with time. This complicates considerably the analysis, since
the eigenvectors of the Markovian operator change, too. It is, therefore, possible that the coefficient along v⃗2
corresponding to the final temperature operator is zero in the initial state, but evolution with a different operator
that corresponds to a different temperature increases the corresponding coefficient. However, it is still possible
to find the strong version of the Mpemba effects, using essentially the same idea presented in the example of
colloidal setup with boundary coupling discussed in Sec. 2.1.7 (see Fig. 14). In this example, the operator is
time-dependent because the temperature profile of the fluid varies with time.

41



2. Linearity. Assuming linear dynamics for the probability distribution is quite natural because Leuville’s equation
for the probability distribution in Hamiltonian dynamics is a linear equation. Commonly, the dynamic of a
system is modeled as a Hamiltonian dynamics plus dissipation and random forcing – both forces are generated
as a result of the coupling of the system to the thermal environment. Assuming memory-less random force as
well as dissipation, which is linear in the momentum, results in a linear dynamic for the probability distribution.

The analysis presented in this section was heavily based on the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the linear
dynamics, therefore one might assume that the linear assumption is crucial for this analysis. However, this is not
the case: even if the time evolution of the probability is nonlinear, we nevertheless assume that in the long time
limit the probability relaxes to a unique steady state – the equilibrium distribution. From a dynamical system
point of view, the equilibrium distribution can thus be considered as the unique stable fixed of the dynamic. It
is, therefore, possible to linearize the dynamic in the long time limit and identify the slowest dynamics manifold
from which all initial conditions relax towards the equilibrium point, except for the initial condition that relaxes
from the codimension one “fast manifold” that has no coefficient along the slowest dynamic. Therefore, it is
possible to identify the strong (direct and inverse) Mpemba effects even in this case. An example of nonlinear
dynamics of the probability distribution was given in [96] for the mean-field anti-ferromagnetic with Glauber
dynamics.

3. Phase transitions

Historically, the Mpemba effect was first discussed in the context of observations and experiments involving
freezing water, and its initial definitions were often phrased in terms such as “the time to begin freezing.” However,
the exact definition of the phase transition time in a first-order phase transition, where the two phases coexist for some
nonzero fraction of the time, is tricky. Indeed, different definitions were used in different experiments to measure
the “freezing time”: the moment at which the temperature at a specific point in the system (e.g., the point where the
thermometer is placed) reaches the critical temperature [25] and the moment at which the latent heat begins to be
released [22, 134]. Under some experimental conditions, the differences in the freezing time seem to be large enough
that the exact definition does not play a role, and the effect exists regardless of the exact definition. However, for the
case of water, the Mpemba effect is observed reliably only when freezing occurs and when its timing is a part of the
definition [25, 50].

From a theoretical perspective, defining the effect based on the phase transition time raises several difficulties, and
indeed, the majority of works on the Mpemba effect used frameworks that are independent of a phase transition in the
system. Some of the challenges that are raised by defining the effect based on a phase transition are: (i) First-order
phase transitions are often dominated by rare events (e.g., in a non-homogeneous nucleation process). Consequently,
there is a wide temporal distribution for the phase transition time. Estimating the phase transition time distribution
when the process is dominated by a rare event is difficult theoretically, numerically and even experimentally. (ii)
To observe the phase transition time, one needs to follow the dynamics of a large system that is far from the linear-
response regime after a thermal quench. There are very few cases where analytical results for the dynamic are known,
and these are often mean-field results. (iii) Even when it is possible to follow the dynamics of the system analytically
or numerically, identifying the moment at which the phase transition happens is note easy. A possible way to bypass
these issues is to use mean-field models. Indeed, all the works on Mpemba effects through a phase transition so far
have used some kind of mean-field approximation and are thus quite far from being directly applicable to any of the
experimental results.

In what follows, we discuss separately anomalous relaxations through first- and second-order phase transitions. A
key feature in first-order phase transitions is the existence of a metastable state. The transition from the metastable
state to the global minimum of the free energy – the equilibrium state – is assumed to be the slowest process in the
relaxation, and by analyzing this transition, it is possible to identify mechanisms for a Mpemba effect. The physical
picture is quite different in second-order phase transitions, where there are no metastable states. A major obstacle, in
this case, is to define a useful “phase transition time”; however, once such a time is determined, identifying a Mpemba
effect is straightforward.
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3.1. Mpemba effect through a first-order phase transition

Two different mechanisms were suggested to explain the Mpemba effect through a first-order phase transition.
The first approach was suggested in [127] and further developed in [135]. It applies to any system with a metastable
state associated with the first-order phase transition and coupled to a finite bath. The basic idea is as follows: When
the system has a metastable state, the relaxation towards the final (stable) equilibrium state has two timescales: a fast
relaxation of the system from its initial state to the metastable state, followed by a slow transition from the metastable
state to the stable, equilibrium state. As intuitively expected, the initially hotter system reaches the metastable state
faster (unless there is some type of a final relaxation Mpemba effect in this part of the relaxation, which, for simplicity,
we assume is not the case). However, this time difference is much shorter than the timescale associated with the
transition from the metastable state to the equilibrium state. The latter is a function of the state of the thermal bath,
not only of the system. If the thermal bath is finite, it is affected by the relaxation of the system to the metastable
state. Indeed, the initially hot system dumps more energy into the finite bath while cooling towards the metastable
state; hence, the bath coupled to it has a higher effective temperature when the system reaches the metastable state
than an identical thermal bath that was coupled to the same system that was initiated at a colder temperature. This
difference in the bath temperature influences the transition rate from the metastable state to the stable equilibrium
state: the hotter the bath, the faster the transition to the stable equilibrium state. Therefore, the initially hot system,
which dumps more heat into the thermal bath during its relaxation to the metastable state, is coupled to an effectively
higher temperature thermal bath; hence, its transition to the stable equilibrium state is faster.

The mechanism described above is quite generic. So far, it was demonstrated on a relatively simple model – the
mean-field Ising model with a staggered magnetic field. The Hamiltonian of the system is given by

H = −
K
2

 N∑
i=1

(−1)iσi

 − J
2N

 N∑
i=1

σi

2

−
I

4N3

 N∑
i=1

σi

4

, (71)

where σi ∈ {−1,+1} is a spin degree of freedom at site i, K the staggered magnetic field magnitude, J the two-
spin coupling constant, and I a four-spin coupling constant. Interestingly, this specific model is very similar to the
antiferromagnet system studied in [5], which has a rich phase diagram of final relaxation Mpemba effects. Being a
mean-field model, a microstate of the system can be uniquely characterized by two numbers as—for example, the
staggered magnetization per spin u = N−1 ∑N

i=1(−1)iσi and the total magnetization, m = N−1 ∑N
i=1 σi. The free energy

landscape of this model with K = −0.95, J = −1, I = 1 at β = 1.5385 is shown in Fig. 16. It has a local minimum
(the red point at m = 0, u = 0.815) that is a metastable state, whereas the global minima are at low/high values of m
(the black points in Fig. 16). During the first stage of the relaxation, the system stays in the metastable state for quite
a long time until a rare fluctuation takes it to the final equilibrium state. The mean time for the system to go through
the phase transition can be simply modeled as an Arrhenius law, τ ∼ exp(N∆E) [127], but a more sophisticated
calculation [135] showed that it behaves as τ ∼ exp(∆S tot), where ∆S tot is the total entropy change (system + bath)
between the metastable state and the global minimum.

To demonstrate the effect in this model, a microcanonical Monte Carlo simulation (the Creutz algorithm) for a
system of N = 400 spins in [127] and N = 50 spins in [135], coupled to a finite bath of with Nbath = 20N in [127]
and Nbath = 50N in [135] was made. The system was initiated at the equilibrium distributions for various initial
temperatures, and the bath was sampled from a temperature far below the phase transition temperature. A phase
transition was declared when the mean magnetization “jumped” from the local, metastable minimum that has zero
magnetization to one of the two global minima of non-zero magnetization (see Fig. 17). The numerical demonstrations
show that, indeed, the initially hot system goes through the phase transition before the initially cold system.

This mechanism for a Mpemba effect through a first-order phase transition is quite generic: first-order phase
transitions are commonly associated with a metastable state, and many such systems coupled to a finite bath should
show a similar effect, since generically, the initially hotter system dumps more energy to the thermal bath and therefore
is coupled to a bath with a higher temperature which then makes the escape from the metastable state faster. Clearly,
this approach is not relevant for an inverse Mpemba effect (which so far was never measured through a first-order
phase transition), since in such a scenario the cold initial condition gets more heat out of the finite thermal bath;
therefore, when it reaches the metastable state it is coupled to a colder bath, which makes the escape slower.

There are a few difficulties with this approach: (1) The phase transition time, as well as its difference between the
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Figure 16: Level sets of the free energy, F(u,m), for the model in Eq. (71), as a function of staggered magnetization per spin, u, and magnetization
per spin, m, at K = −0.95, J = −1, I = 1 and β = 1.5385. The red point is a local minimum of F(u,m), which is a metastable state. The global
minima are the two black points. The green line is the equilibrium line of the system at these values of K, J, and I – it has a first-order phase
transition, which is the abrupt jump in the equilibrium line from m = 0 to m , 0. A system initiated at the hot phase with m = 0 first relaxes quickly
towards the metastable red point and then more slowly to equilibrium (black points).

Figure 17: Creutz microcanonical Monte Carlo simulations of the system described by Eq. (71). The black and gray graphs show the mean
magnetization per spin (in absolute value) as a function of the Monte Carlo steps for two initial conditions sampled from different temperatures.
The phase transition is declared by the abrupt jump from fluctuations around |m| = 0 to |m| ∼ 1. The figure from reproduced from [127].
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Figure 18: The free energy, F(x1, x2), landscape of the Blume-Emery-Griffiths mean-field model. (a) F(x1, x2) for T = Tfinal. This landscape has
three minima: two symmetric global minima x⃗(T f ) (brown points) corresponding to the equilibrium state at Tfinal, and one local minimum (green
point). Each minimum has a basin of attraction, and the three basins are separated by ridges. The initial condition at the hot temperature x⃗(Th)
(red point) is on the ridge between the basins of the two equilibrium points, whereas the cold initial condition, x⃗(Tc) (blue point) is in the basin
of attraction of the metastable local minimum. Therefore, it will take the cold initial condition much longer time to relax towards the equilibrium
state of the model. Panel (b): The equilibrium line of the model at the relevant parameters in the (x1, x2) plane. Panel (c): Free energy F(x1, x2) at
temperature Th. These figures are reproduced from [58].

cold and hot initial conditions, diverges exponentially in the thermodynamic limit, but this limit is essential for the
existence of a phase transition. (2) The existence of the effect strongly depends on the finite size of the bath, even
though some effect should exist even when the thermal bath is large [135]. (3) This mechanism is useful for mean-field
models, where the phase transition is not dominated by nucleation (homogeneous or non-homogeneous) processes, by
the coupling of the system to the bath, and other factors that are known to be important in practice. In finite-dimension
systems, the relaxation from the metastable state to the final equilibrium might be affected by additional factors.

A different mechanism for a Mpemba effect through a first-order phase transition was suggested in [58], where
it was also demonstrated on a carefully constructed Blume-Emery-Griffiths mean-field model. This mechanism is
relevant when, after the quench, the free energy landscape of the system has more than one minimum: a local min-
imum corresponding to metastable states and a global minimum corresponding to the equilibrium state. If the hot
initial condition happens to be in the basin of attraction of the equilibrium minimum, and if, in addition, the colder
temperature initial condition flows to the metastable state, then the hot initial condition takes less time to get to the
cold equilibrium, since it does not have to escape the local metastable state. A similar idea was, in fact, suggested
in the context of water [22], where it was conjectured that the effect has to do with supercooling of the initially cold
water. Indeed, supercooled water is in a metastable state, and if it so happens that the initially cold water is in the
basin of attraction of this metastable state, whereas the hot water is in the basin of attraction of ice, then this generates
a Mpemba effect.

A carefully constructed mean field Blume-Emery-Griffiths model was used to demonstrate this effect. Because
the model is mean field, the state of the system in the thermodynamic limit is fully characterized by two macroscopic
parameters (x1 and x2 in Fig. 18). The parameters of the system were thus chosen such that the hot initial condition is
on the ridge between the basin of attractions corresponding to the two minima, while the medium temperature initial
condition is in the basin of attraction of the metastable state (see Fig. 18a). Thus, the time to escape the unstable initial
condition of the hot system grows with the logarithm of the system size, whereas the time to exist in the metastable
state in the medium temperature initial condition grows exponentially with system size.
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This mechanism is quite generic and might exist in any system that has the relevant structure of metastable state
and initial equilibrium distributions that flow into the equilibrium or metastable state basins of attraction. It bypasses
the need to carefully define the phase transition time in a way that does not diverge in the thermodynamic limit since,
regardless of how it is defined, it is clear that initiating the system in the basin of attraction of a metastable state
for relatively cold initial conditions and of the equilibrium state for hot initial conditions can generate the effect.
On the other hand, it is also clear that this effect has drastically different characteristics from the effects observed
experimentally: for this mechanism to exist, there should be a clear range of parameters at which the system relaxes to
a metastable state, and a range of parameters from which it never does. It is very probable that this mechanism exists
in some experimental systems; however, it is challenging to analyze it theoretically or even numerically beyond a
mean-field model, namely in a model whose state during relaxation depends on many macroscopic order parameters.
In addition, we lack a simple physical picture to connect the basin of attractions of the metastable and equilibrium
states to the hot/medium temperature initial conditions. Such a connection between the equilibrium line and the basin
of attraction at low temperature – which is a property of the dynamics, not just the equilibrium state of the model
– might also shed light on how generic the effect is: Is it expected in many models, or does it require some careful
tuning or special mechanism?

3.2. Relaxation through a second-order phase transition
As far as we know, a Mpemba effect through a second-order phase transition has never been experimentally

observed, despite a theoretical argument for its existence [57]. Identifying the phase transition time is a main challenge
in addressing a Mpemba effect through a second-order phase transition. The two mechanisms suggested for a first-
order phase transition bypassed the need to exactly define the phase transition time to observe a Mpemba effect: The
“finite bath” mechanism suggested in [127] assumes that the hot and cold temperature reach essentially the same
metastable state and that it is a property of the thermal bath (its temperature) that differentiates the evolution from the
metastable state to the final equilibrium state. This makes it unnecessary to exactly define the phase transition time
(which indeed diverges in the thermodynamic limit) because it is clear that a rare fluctuation that takes the system
from the metastable state to the final equilibrium state is more probable – and therefore, its average time is smaller –
when the system is coupled to higher temperature bath. In the “different basin of attraction” mechanism suggested in
[58], the exact definition of the phase transition time is again not essential, since it is clear that the hot initial condition
relaxes directly to the final equilibrium, whereas the cold initial condition relaxes first to a metastable state and thus
takes longer (in the thermodynamic limit, an infinite time) to reach the equilibrium state, no matter how the phase
transition time is defined.

In contrast to the two mechanisms for a Mpemba effect through a first-order phase transition discussed above,
the definition of the phase transition time plays a key role in the Mpemba effect through a second-order phase tran-
sition. These transitions are usually not associated with a metastable state, and thus, the transition is not expected
to be dominated by fluctuations, as in a first-order phase transition. However, defining the exact time at which the
phase transition happens is somewhat subtle since many of the equilibrium characteristics of an equilibrium second-
order phase transition, e.g., divergence of the correlation length or the percolation transition, take infinite time in the
thermodynamic limit. The definition of the phase transition time used in [57] is based on the following picture of a
second-order phase transition: the system has an order parameter whose physical value minimizes the (Landau) free
energy. At the phase transition temperature, the minimum of the free energy splits into two minima, with a maximum
in between. The maximum corresponds to the instability of the system in the disordered state. The phase transition
time is defined as the time at which the disordered phase becomes unstable. For systems with a single order parameter,
the phase transition time must then be zero. However, as demonstrated in Fig. 19, for systems with more than a single
order parameter, this definition can provide a non-zero time for the phase transition, which does not diverge in the
thermodynamic limit. It can thus be used to compare the phase transition time for different initial conditions and,
therefore, to define and detect a Mpemba effect.

Let us demonstrate the phase transition time on a simple system – the mean field antiferromagnetic Ising model.
In this model, each spin lives on a node. Half of the nodes belong to sublattice A, and the other half to sublattice B.
The two sublattices represent the two sublattices of an antiferromagnetic system. Each spin in sublattice A is coupled
antiferromagnetically to all spins in sublattice B and vice versa, but there is no coupling between the spins in the same
sublattice. In addition, there is an external magnetic field coupled to all the spins in the system. We denote the number
of spins up (down) in sublattice A as NA

↑
(NA
↓

) and for sublattice B as NB
↑

(NB
↓

). The total magnetization is denoted as
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Figure 19: A system with two order parameters can have a phase transition at a finite time. The phase of the system is defined based on the value
of the order parameter x1 and its stability: x1 = 0 is the disordered phase, and x1 , 0 is the ordered phase. However, the stability of x1 = 0 can
change as a function of the other order parameter, x2, as shown in the figure: in the gray area x1 = 0 is still stable, and in the yellow area it is not.
Therefore, the phase transition happens when the system crosses the black line. A representative trajectory is demonstrated by the pink line. If the
two initial conditions are arranged as the blue (cold) and red (hot) points in the figure, then there will be a Mpemba effect since the initially hot
system crosses the phase transition line first. This figure is reproduced from [57].

m = (NA
↑
+NB

↑
−NA

↓
−NB

↓
)/N and the staggered magnetization, which is the magnetization difference between the two

sublattices, as ms = (NA
↑
− NB

↑
− NA

↓
+ NB

↓
)/N. With these, the Hamiltonian of the system is given by

H(m,ms) =
1
N

(
−J(m2

s − m2) − hm
)
, (72)

where J < 0 is the (antiferromagnetic) coupling constant, and h is the external magnetic field. The single spin Glauber
dynamics leads, in the thermodynamic limit, to equations of motion for s and m [5],

ṁs =
1
4

[
tanh

(
h − m + ms

Tb

)
− tanh

(
h − m − ms

Tb

)]
−

ms

2
, (73)

ṁ =
1
4

[
tanh

(
h − m + ms

Tb

)
+ tanh

(
h − m − ms

Tb

)]
−

m
2
, (74)

where Tb is the temperature of the thermal bath to which the system is coupled.
In this system, the phase of the system is dictated by the value of the staggered magnetization ms: the system is

in the ordered, antiferromagnetic state when ms , 0 and in the disordered, paramagnetic phase when ms = 0. If the
system is initiated at the disordered phase, then ms = 0 is a solution of Eq. (73) regardless of the value of m. However,
for some values of m, the solution, ms = 0 is stable, and for others, it is unstable. We can then use the change in
stability of the ms = 0 state as a criterion to define the phase transition time. Specifically, the transition occurs at a
time t∗ when the evolution m(t) causes an initially stable ms = 0 state to become unstable. Figure 20 illustrates the
scenario: At t = t∗, the system crosses the phase transition line (the green line in the figure), and the ms = 0 solution
changes its stability.

The mean-field, antiferromagnetic Ising model described above demonstrates that a second-order phase transition
defined through the instability of the order parameter is possible at finite, non-zero time. Once the phase transition

47



T init
coldT init

hot

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04
(a) (b)

Figure 20: The arrows represent the dynamic of the staggered magnetization and magnetization, from Eqs. (73) and (74), on the (ms,m) plane. The
green line is the value of the magnetization, m, at which the stability of the ms = 0 changes: ms = 0 is stable for smaller values of m and unstable
for higher values of m. Therefore, the phase transition time is the time t∗ at which (on average) the system crosses the green line. Two realizations
(with noise) are plotted – the red line initiated from the hot initial condition and the blue initiated from the cold. (b) Zoom in around ms = 0. The
figure is adapted from [57].

time has been defined, it is easy to identify direct and inverse Mpemba effects. However, a concrete microscopic
model with dynamics that demonstrates any of these effects is not yet known. Moreover, it is not even obvious if this
definition is useful beyond mean-field models. A direct Mpemba effect of this type was nevertheless demonstrated
through a phenomenological Landau free energy function (shown in Fig. 19), where the temperature dependence was
constructed such that a direct Mpemba effect through a second-order phase transition exists.

3.3. Discussion

Although some progress has been made in understanding Mpemba effects through phase transitions in the last
few years, and even though many of the experimental observations of Mpemba effects are, in fact, through a phase
transition, many questions remain open: (i) Are these effects related to any of the other Mpemba effects, e.g., final re-
laxation effects? (ii) Is there a theory for such effects beyond the mean-field approximation? (iii) Are these theoretical
suggestions relevant to any of the corresponding experimental observations? (iv) Is there a simple, physical picture
for systems that have such effects?

4. Kinetic theory: granular and molecular gases

So far, we have discussed two frameworks that are relevant to Mpemba effects: the Markovian framework and
Mpemba effects through phase transitions. In this section, we present a third framework, driven granular gases, which
has been used to develop Mpemba-related concepts in parallel to the Markovian framework. Because the Markovian
framework discussed in Sec. 2 requires knowing all the details of the microstates and the transition rates connecting
them, it is useful primarily for small or few-body systems. The thermodynamic limit can be taken in only a very
few cases, such as 1D or mean-field systems. The phase-transition analysis in Sec. 3, on the other hand, relies on
the dynamics of a macroscopic system away from equilibrium and thus has been applied so far only to mean-field
models. The driven-granular-gas framework offers a different yet complementary approach that allows analytic study
of many-body systems in the thermodynamic limit. An important difference from the Markovian systems of Sec. 2
and the phase transitions of Sec. 3 is that granular gases are inherently out of equilibrium and need the injection of
energy to sustain a fluidized state, implying that stationary states are nonequilibrium steady states.

Anomalous relaxation effects can be expected to be found in granular gases, for several reasons [136]. Such ef-
fects commonly appear in complex systems that consist of many (identical or different) structural units, for which a
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continuum description is appropriate in some limits. Within this kind of description, it is often assumed that the instan-
taneous value of the complete set of macroscopic variables (pressure, temperature, density, etc.) fully characterizes the
system’s temporal evolution. This is indeed the case in simple systems such as an ideal gas, but in more complicated
systems, relaxation processes often require additional variables to be tracked. It is precisely in these nonequilibrium
scenarios that the equilibrium macroscopic description fails, and that failure is responsible for anomalous relaxation
effects.

The kinetic theory of gases offers a natural framework for studying these phenomena. This well-developed and
established theory, in turn, offers insights into the emergence of anomalous relaxation effects. In the illustrative
example of a granular gas of rough spheres [137, 138] (see below), the equilibrium temperature can be characterized
by the average velocity of the spheres or, equivalently, by their angular velocity. However, when an external parameter
of such a system is quenched to a different value, the relaxation times of these velocities can be drastically different,
and the energy transfer between the angular and linear velocity due to collisions is highly nonlinear. This nonlinearity
can generate anomalous relaxation phenomena.

Two different mechanisms for the emergence of anomalous effects in granular gases have been studied. The
first leverages the coupling between the non-Gaussian part of the velocity distribution and the kinetic temperature
[4, 139, 136, 140, 141, 142]. This mechanism works even with smooth spheres, where the angular velocities do
not play any role [4]. The second mechanism exploits the energy exchange between linear and angular components
of the kinetic energy [143, 137, 138]. Prototypical examples include several models of granular spheres, hard and
viscoelastic. The latter include Maxwell models with and without external driving. Another example is rough, hard
spheres with translational driving. Others include disks and also rotational driving. Finally, there are molecular gases,
with ingredients such as drag force, viscosity, and even mixtures of particles. In the context of anomalous relaxations,
the main differences between granular and molecular fluids is that, in the former, the Mpemba effect can emerge
naturally, as granular fluids are intrinsically out of equilibrium. The dissipative interactions between material particles
need an injection of energy to sustain a fluidized state. Note that even in a homogeneous cooling state of granular
fluids [144], the Mpemba can be observed. In contrast, in molecular gases, the interactions and collisions are elastic
(conserve energy), and the system must be driven out of equilibrium by introducing additional ingredients, namely,
external nonlinear drag [139], another species [145], or immersing it in a surrounded fluid [139, 140].

In what follows, we introduce the kinetic theory of granular gases and provide a few examples of how this frame-
work leads to anomalous relaxation phenomena. We also present examples of molecular gases where analogous effects
can be reproduced.

4.1. The Boltzmann-Fokker-Planck equation and hydrodynamics

The kinetic theory of gases is a classical theory capable of modeling dilute gases [146]. In this theory, the system
is composed of an ensemble of particles interacting through binary collisions obeying the molecular-chaos hypothesis.
The Boltzmann-Fokker-Planck equation for the homogeneous states of an ensemble of hard spheres is

(∂t − ∇v⃗)
F⃗ (⃗v) +

χ2
0

2
∇v⃗

 f (⃗v, w⃗; t) = J [⃗v, w⃗| f (t)], (75)

where

• f (⃗v, w⃗; t) is the one-body velocity distribution function, v⃗ and w⃗ being the translational and angular velocities,
respectively;

• J [⃗v, w⃗| f (t)] is the binary collision operator (or kernel) [146, 147, 148]. It characterizes the properties of the
interaction in the specific model, such as the smoothness of the spheres, which ranges from smooth to rough,
and the elasticity of their collisions, ranging from elastic to inelastic;

• F⃗ (⃗v) is a velocity-dependent force;

• the term χ2
0

2 ∇
2
v⃗ represents the influence of a stochastic homogeneous volume force, which corresponds to white

noise.
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The stochastic force results from an external stochastic driving that compensates for the energy that is lost in each
collision and thereby avoids relaxation towards zero temperature. It represents the influence of a stochastic, white
noise F⃗wn that acts on each particle, and satisfies ⟨F⃗wn

i (t)⟩ = 0⃗ and ⟨Fwn
i,q (t)Fwn

j,s (t′)⟩ = m2χ2
0δijδq,sδ(t− t′), where indices

i, j refer to particle numbers and the indices q, s ∈ {x, y, z} to the spatial coordinates. Note that, for simplicity, we
assume a stochastic force but no stochastic moment; thus, there is no diffusion term for the angular velocity. Additional
rotational driving can be considered [138], but translational driving illustrates better the situation encountered in most
experimental systems and physical scenarios, in which the stochastic force tries to mimic the injection of energy
produced in granular gases immersed in thermal fluids or a fluidization produced by vibrations.

Equation (75) describes the evolution of the single-particle velocity distribution for a collection of identical spheres
at low particle density. The density is assumed constant so that the collision rate is independent of the particle position.
Additionally, Eq. (75) assumes the molecular chaos hypothesis and that all collisions are binary and instantaneous.
An important observation is that while this equation shares many features with the Fokker-Planck Eq. (45), there is
a fundamental difference: Eq. (75) describes the evolution in time of a velocity distribution f (⃗v, w⃗; t), regulating the
probability of finding a particle at time t with velocities v⃗ and w⃗, whereas Eq. (45) is an evolution equation for the
probability to find the system in some specific microscopic configuration x⃗. An additional key difference between the
two descriptions lies in the physical mechanisms that can enable the emergence of anomalous relaxation effects. On
the one hand, in the Markovian framework, the potential U(x⃗) in Eq. (45) can be arbitrarily complicated (Fig. 6a),
and the roughness of the potential is ultimately responsible for much of the anomalous effects that one observes in
these setups. On the other hand, in Eq. (75), anomalous effects can be caused by a nonlinear, drag-velocity-dependent
force F⃗ (⃗v) in molecular gases. They can also be caused by a shear force and/or the inelasticity of collisions in
granular gases (expressed in J [⃗v, w⃗| f (t)]) that produces a non-Gaussian distribution function that couples the kinetic
temperature with higher-order moments.

To keep the derivation simple, we analyze a relatively easy case, where there is no deterministic force, and the
energy that is lost in each collision is compensated only by the stochastic homogeneous volume force. This simplifi-
cation gives a Boltzmann-Fokker-Planck equation of the form∂t −

χ2
0

2
∇2

v⃗

 f (⃗v, w⃗; t) = J [⃗v, w⃗| f (t)]. (76)

Using the above equation for the evolution of the single-particle velocity probability distribution, we can calculate the
average over particles for any single-particle function A(⃗v, w⃗) of the particle velocity v⃗ and angular velocity w⃗, at time
t,

⟨A(t)⟩ = n−1
∫

dv⃗
∫

dw⃗ A(⃗v, w⃗) f (⃗v, w⃗; t), (77)

where the number density n is given by

n =
∫

dv⃗
∫

dw⃗ f (⃗v, w⃗; t), (78)

and f (⃗v, w⃗; t) follows the evolution of Eq. (75) with suitable initial conditions. The basic physical properties of interest
in the context of Mpemba and related phenomena are the translational, Tt, and rotational, Tr, granular temperatures,
defined as

Tt =
m
3

〈
v2

〉
, Tr =

I
3

〈
w2

〉
, (79)

where I is the moment of inertia of the gas spheres. It is convenient and useful for the analysis that follows to also
define the temperature ratio θ and total granular temperature T , which is the mean total kinetic energy per particle,

θ ≡
Tr

Tt
, T ≡

Tt + Tr

2
= Tt

1 + θ
2

. (80)
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Rescaling to dimensionless variables. It is often convenient to change to dimensionless variables, scaled by the (time-
dependent) temperatures, as this procedure removes most of the time dependencies. To this end, we first define the
instantaneous collision frequency

ν(t) = 4nσ2
√
πTt(t)/m, (81)

where σ is the diameter of a gas sphere. Using this frequency, we rescale time as

τ =
1
2

∫ t

0
dt′ ν(t′), (82)

which roughly accounts for the accumulated number of collisions per particle. In the case of thermostated systems,
time can be rescaled with the stationary temperature Ts,where Ts corresponds to the temperature the system reaches
when dissipation and injection of energy are balanced; see Sec. 4.2 and 4.3. Dimensionless velocities then follow

c⃗(t) ≡
v⃗

√
2Tt(t)/m

, j⃗(t) ≡
w⃗

√
2Tr(t)/I

, (83)

and the corresponding reduced velocity distribution function is

ϕ(⃗c, j⃗; τ) ≡
1
n

[
4Tt(t)Tr(t)

mI

]3/2

f (⃗v, j⃗; t). (84)

Finally, we write the dimensionless collision kernel

J [⃗c, j⃗|ϕ(τ)] =
2

nν(t)

[
4Tt(t)Tr(t)

mI

]3/2

J [⃗v, w⃗| f (t)]. (85)

Note that rescaling variables does not affect the phenomenology of the particular model of interest and, therefore,
the existence of the Mpemba effect in molecular and granular systems.

Expansion Around a Maxwellian Distribution. Our goal is to use dimensionless variables and write evolution equa-
tions for the various temperatures defined above, which can offer a means to characterize crossings and hence anoma-
lous relaxation effects. To achieve this goal, the exact solution to the Boltzmann-Fokker-Planck equation Eq. (76) can
be formally expanded around a Maxwellian distribution, which here is a Gaussian distribution with variances Tt and
Tr for the linear and angular velocities, respectively [149]. Explicitly, we write

ϕM(c, j) = nπ−3e−c2− j2
√

mI/4(TrTt). (86)

Note that with our dimensionless velocities c⃗ and v⃗, the variances are normalized by the temperatures. We then expand
the dimensionless velocity distribution as

ϕ(⃗c, j⃗; τ) = ϕM(c, j)
∞∑

i=0

∞∑
k=0

∞∑
ℓ=0

a(ℓ)
ik (τ)Ψ(ℓ)

ik

(⃗
c, j⃗

)
, (87)

where Ψ(ℓ)
jk (⃗c, j⃗) are products of Laguerre and Legendre polynomials [150]. The coefficients are given by

a(ℓ)
ik (τ) =

1

N(ℓ)
ik

〈
Ψ

(ℓ)
ik

(⃗
c, j⃗

)〉
, (88)
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where N(ℓ)
ik is a normalization constant, and the averaging is done with the time-dependent distribution ϕ(⃗c, j⃗; τ). It is

useful to express a(ℓ)
ik through the velocity moments as

M(r)
pq(τ) ≡

∫
dc⃗ d j⃗ ⟨cp jq (⃗c · j⃗)r⟩ =

∫
dc⃗

∫
d j⃗ cp jq (⃗c · j⃗)rϕ(⃗c, j⃗; τ). (89)

Lastly, we introduce the reduced collisional moments, which are velocity moments calculated using the collision
kernel rather than the distribution itself, as

µ(l)
pq(τ) ≡ −

∫
dc⃗

∫
d j⃗ cp jq (⃗c · j⃗)lJ [⃗c, j⃗|ϕ(τ)]. (90)

With the above definitions and some algebra, we write evolution equations for the temperatures defined in Eq. (79),

∂ ln θ(τ)
∂τ

=
2
3

[
µ(0)

20 (τ) − µ(0)
02 (τ) − γ(τ)

]
, (91)

∂ ln γ(τ)
∂τ

= µ(0)
20 (τ) − γ(τ), (92)

where

γ ≡

(
Tnoise

T
1 + θ

2

)3/2

and Tnoise ≡ m
(
3χ2

0/4
√
πnσ2

)2/3
(93)

are dimensionless measures of noise intensity.
Given the temporal evolution of the temperature, we can define various anomalous relaxation phenomena: If, in

two relaxation processes with different initial conditions but identical steady state, the corresponding curves of θ(τ)
cross, then there is a direct/inverse Mpemba effect. The specific type of the effect depends on the relaxation process
– heating or cooling. The Mpemba effect has been studied using numerical, analytical techniques and two simulation
methods detailed in the numerical observation; see Sec. 7.3.

Note that the evolution of the temperature ratio ∂τθ(τ) cannot be expressed by a closed equation, since θ(τ) is
also a function of the reduced velocity distribution ϕ(⃗c, j⃗; τ) through the collisional moments µ(0)

20 and µ(0)
02 defined in

Eq. (90). This explains why two trajectories of θ(τ) can cross. This also implies that the above evolution equations are
not closed: in principle, one has to know ϕ(⃗c, j⃗; τ) in order to use them. In order to close Eqs. (91,92), we use the first
Sonine approximation [149], which is the first nontrivial truncation of the aforementioned exact infinite expansion. To
this end, we need to incorporate the evolution equations for µ(0)

02 and µ(0)
20 with Eqs. (91) and (92).

To evaluate the evolution of µ(0)
02 and µ(0)

20 , we go back to the Boltzmann-Fokker-Planck equation, Eq. (76). Multi-
plying both sides of the equation by cp jq (⃗c · j⃗)r and integrating over c⃗ and j⃗, we obtain the equation for the moment
hierarchy,

∂ ln M(r)
pq(τ)

∂τ
−
γ(τ)

6

p(p + 1 + 2r)M(r)
p−2,q(τ) + r(r − 1)M(r−2)

p,q+2

M(r)
pq

=
p + r

3

[
µ(0)

20 (τ) − γ(τ)
]
+

q + r
3

µ(0)
02 −

µ(r)
pq

M(r)
pq

. (94)

In the above equation, the evolution of M(r)
pq is a function of M(r)

pq and µ(r)
pq, but also of M(r)

p−2,q and M(r−2)
p,q+2. This

hierarchical set of equations is truncated at fourth order. By normalization, a(0)
00 = 1, a(0)

10 = a(0)
01 = 0, and the lowest

nontrivial coefficients are those associated with moments of degree four, namely

a(0)
20 =

4
15
⟨c4⟩ − 1, a(0)

02 =
4

15
⟨ j4⟩ − 1, (95)

a(0)
11 =

4
9
⟨c2 j2⟩ − 1, a(1)

00 =
8

15

[
⟨(⃗c · j⃗)2⟩ −

1
3
⟨c2 j2⟩

]
, (96)

which we call the fourth-order cumulants.
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Figure 21: Sketch of a collision between two inelastic rough hard spheres.

The collision kernel. Our discussion so far did not consider any specific property of the collision itself. These prop-
erties were all encapsulated into the collision kernel J [⃗v, w⃗| f ], or equivalently the dimensionless kernel J [⃗c, j⃗|ϕ].
Therefore, we next consider the collision integral for inelastic rough granular gas particles, which expresses the ef-
fect of collisions on the time evolution of the one-particle distribution function. A general collision model for rough
granular spheres with constant coefficients is characterized by normal and tangential restitution coefficients α and β,
respectively. This is a good approximation for many fluids at low particle density. Figure 21 sketches the geometry of
a collision: two particles enter the collision with initial velocities v⃗1, v⃗2 and angular velocities w⃗1, w⃗2. The vector σ⃗
that connects their centers has magnitude σ equal to the diameter of one sphere. The collision rules (conservation of
momentum and reduction of energy) with the linear and angular coefficients of restitution imply that

σ⃗ · u⃗′ = −α σ⃗ · u⃗, σ⃗ × u⃗′ = −β σ⃗ × u⃗, (97)

where primes denote post-collision values and u⃗ = v⃗1− v⃗2−
1
2 σ⃗×(w⃗1+w⃗2) is the relative velocity of the spheres at their

contact point during a binary collision. The coefficient of normal restitution α takes values between 0 (completely
inelastic collision) and 1 (completely elastic collision), while the coefficient of tangential restitution β takes values
between −1 (completely smooth collision, unchanged angular velocities) and +1 (completely rough collision).

The explicit expression of the collision terms in this case is given by

J [⃗v1, w⃗1| f (t)] = σ2
∫
σ⃗·u⃗>0

dσ⃗ dw⃗2 dv⃗2 dv⃗∗1 dw⃗∗1 dv⃗∗2 dw⃗∗2(σ⃗ · u⃗)
(

f (⃗v∗1, w⃗
∗
1, t) f (⃗v∗2, w⃗

∗
2, t)

α2β2 − f (⃗v1, w⃗1, t) f (⃗v2, w⃗2, t)
)
, (98)

where the asterisks (⃗v∗, w⃗∗) indicate precollisional velocities, namely, the velocities that after collision give as results
(⃗v, w⃗). Note that in the case of molecular gases, the collision kernel is the same, but α must be replaced by 1, which
corresponds to the case of elastic collisions.

Using the setup defined in the above section, we next consider several specific cases, which shed some light on
the specific mechanism that enables anomalous relaxation phenomena in granular gases.

4.2. Example: Granular smooth hard spheres
The simplest case of a dilute granular gas is a system composed of N smooth, hard spheres of mass m and diameter

σ. We can analyze it within the framework presented above. Here, “hard” means that the particles can interact only
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through collisions; and when they collide, momentum is conserved, while part of the kinetic energy is lost according
to the restitution coefficient 0 < α < 1. By “smooth,” we mean that there is no friction between the spheres during the
collision. The angular velocity of each particle is then conserved and does not affect the linear velocities. This feature
is accounted by the angular restitution coefficient β = −1. In this simple scenario, where the angular velocities play
no role, it is less convenient to use the dimensionless parameters introduced in the previous section. We thus introduce
a single relevant granular temperature T , which corresponds to Tt in the notation of Sec. 4.1. In addition, moments
that in general require three indices here need only a single index. Thus, a(k)

i, j is written as ai, where i refers to the order
of the linear velocity. Nevertheless, the results outlined in the previous section still apply to the smooth, hard-sphere
scenario.

The collision rule for this model is that the component of the relative velocity along the line joining the centers of
the two colliding particles is reversed and shrunk by a factor α, the coefficient of normal restitution. In other words,
the collision rule of Eq. (97) needs just the first condition,

σ⃗ · u⃗′ = −α σ⃗ · u⃗. (99)

As outlined in the previous section, a stationary, finite-temperature state is maintained because particles are subject to
an independent white-noise force with variance m2χ2

0. (We restrict ourselves to homogeneous situations.) Therefore,
the velocity distribution function reduces to f (⃗v, t) and obeys a Boltzmann-Fokker-Planck kinetic equation [151].

The time evolution of the granular temperature T is coupled to that of the excess kurtosis (also referred to as
the second Sonine coefficient). Specifically, a2 which is the first Sonine correction in Eq. (87) to the Maxwellian
distribution, simplifies dramatically to a2 =

3
5 ⟨v

4⟩/⟨v2⟩2 − 1. From the kinetic equation for the moments of velocity
distribution function, Eq. (94), one finds

dT
dt
= −

2κ
3

(
µ2T 3/2 − χ

)
, (100a)

d ln(1 + a2)
dt

=
4κ
3T

µ2T 3/2 − χ −
1
5µ4T 3/2 − χ

1 + a2

 , (100b)

where κ = 2ng(n)σ2 √π/m, with g(n) being the pair correlation function at contact [152], χ = 3
2 mχ2

0/ν, and µ2 and µ4
are the dimensionless collisional moments defined in Eq. (90), with q = l = 0. As in the general case discussed in the
previous section, Eqs. (100) are exact but not closed. To close them, we consider the first Sonine approximation for µ2
and µ4, i.e., µn ≃

0µn +
1µna2 (here, the left upper index represents the order of the perturbation), with 0µ2 = 1 − α2,

1µ2 =
3
16

0µ2, 0µ4 =
(

9
2 + α

2
)

0µ2, and 1µ4 = (1 + α)
[
2 + 3

32 (69 + 10α2)(1 − α)
]
.

In the long-time limit, when the average energy loss in collisions is balanced by the average energy input from
the stochastic force, the granular gas reaches a steady state. The stationary values of the temperature and the excess
kurtosis can be obtained by the time-independent solution of Eqs. (100), with the corresponding results from the first
Sonine approximation and neglecting the nonlinear terms. These steady state values are given by Ts =

(
χ/µs

2

)2/3
and

as
2 = 16(1 − α)(1 − 2α2)/[241 − 177α + 30α2(1 − α)], while the corresponding steady state collision moments are

given by µs
n =

0µn +
1µnas

2. At this level of approximation, one can close Eqs. (100) and linearize them around the
stationary state. Defining T̃ (τ) ≡ T (τ)/Ts with τ = κ

√
Tst and the linearized variables δT̃ ≡ T̃ − 1 and δa2 ≡ a2 − as

2,
we express the linearized Eqs. (100) as

d
dτ

(
δT̃
δa2

)
= −

(
µst

2
2
3

1µ2

−2µst
2 ast

2
4
15 [ 1µ4 − 5 1µ2(1 + ast

2 )]

)
·

(
δT̃
δa2

)
, (101)

The coupled equations for the temperature T̃ and a2 can produce several types of nonmonotonic relaxation phe-
nomena, including the direct, the inverse Mpemba effects and others [4, 153, 139, 136, 142]. By choosing the ap-
propriate initial conditions for a2 (initial state kurtosis), one can speed up or slow down the transient relaxation of a
granular gas temperature for a given value of T . This is demonstrated in Fig. 22c, which shows the occurrence of the
Mpemba effect as a function of the inelasticity parameter α and on the initial kurtosis and temperature. Note that, in
this example, the effect is small in the range of possible choices of initial temperatures. Also, the initial temperatures
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Figure 22: (a) Example of Mpemba effect and its inverse in a granular gas of smooth, hard spheres and Homogeneous Cooling State (b) Results
from two simulation methods, the direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) (open symbols) and molecular dynamics (MD) (filled symbols) data show
excellent agreement with the theoretical prediction (lines); see (7.3). (c) Phase diagram of α and initial conditions. Figure reproduced from [4].

in Fig. 22a have a maximum difference of about 0.01%. Of particular interest is Fig. 22a, where a non-thermostated
granular gas is considered. This “Homogeneous Cooling State,” relaxes indefinitely towards the zero-temperature
state, with χ0 = 0 continues to cool. In the homogeneous cooling state, the Mpemba effect is even smaller than in
the heated case, but nevertheless, it exists; see inset Fig. 22. Note that, in contrast to other cases, the homogeneous
cooling state has no natural scale for temperature. In this system, one thus uses an arbitrary reference temperature
Tref . The rescaled variables are T ∗ = T/Tref and t∗ = κ

√
Tref t.

Equation (101) shares strong similarities with the Markov framework discussed in Sec. 2, and one can indeed
identify the existence of anomalous relaxations by analyzing the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the corresponding
matrix. Nevertheless, there are profound differences between the nature of the Mpemba effect in granular gases and
in a general Markovian system. One such difference is that temperature in Eq. (101) is simultaneously one of the
evolving quantities and what determines the existence of anomalous effect, whereas in the Markovian framework the
existence of the effect is encoded in the projection of the initial condition onto the second-slowest left eigenvector of
the rate matrix (see, e.g., Eq. 27). An additional distinction is that in granular gases the initial conditions are set by
choosing both T0 and a2,0, so that both evolve in time towards a steady state: This follows from the fact that in granular
gases the experimentally controlled parameters are α and χ – not T and a2. It is, therefore, a natural question to ask
whether it is possible, in smooth granular gases, to tune the external parameter (χ and α) such that the temperature
is quenched, but a2 does not change, and nevertheless to observe anomalous relaxation. Figure 22c directly answers
this question: it shows that the quotient ∆θ0/∆a2,0 must remain inside the dashed area in order to observe the effect
in the system discussed above. Therefore, in the specific model discussed here, when a2,0 is kept fixed and only the
steady-state temperature varies, the effect cannot appear (this can be seen in Fig. 22a for ∆a2,0 = 0). Note that the
same happens in the viscoelastic model Sec. 4.4; see also Fig. 24b. This, however, is not a general property of granular
gases. As discussed below, it can also happen in other models.
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4.3. Example: Granular breaking equipartition

In the smooth-sphere granular gases discussed above (Sec. 4.2), the kurtosis is typically small, a feature that
facilitates the theoretical characterization of the effect. Indeed, it allows perturbative approximations that lead to a
quantitative estimate of the initial kurtosis required to reproduce a Mpemba effect. However, a small initial kurtosis
limits the range of the parameters of the effect itself: The two initial temperatures must be relatively close in order to
observe the effect; see Fig. 22b.

In a granular gas of rough spheres, the difference in initial temperatures that allows us to observe the Mpemba
effect can be much larger [137]. As we discuss below, the mechanism that makes it larger is the coupling between the
translational and rotational temperatures, which are of the same order of magnitude. This is related to the fact that
granular gases do not reach an equilibrium state but rather a nonequilibrium steady state. As a consequence, rough
granular gases do not follow the equilibrium equipartition theorem, and the energy in each degree of freedom depends
on the values of the restitution coefficients, α and β. In addition, the basic features of the effect can be understood
within the Maxwellian (Gaussian) approximation without resorting to higher-order cumulants. A similar reasoning
was considered in [138] for rough disks.

The simplest description of the rough-sphere granular gas is provided by the Maxwellian approximation, which
assumes a bivariate Gaussian distribution for the linear and angular velocities,

f (⃗v, w⃗; t) =
1
n

[
4Tt(t)Tr(t)

mI

]3/2

exp
[
−

mv⃗2

2Tt(t)
−

Iw⃗2

2Tr(t)

]
. (102)

This description is obtained by substituting a Maxwellian velocity distribution into the collision integrals in Eq. (90).
Equivalently, one may require that all the nontrivial cumulants vanish in this approach, which yields

µ20,M = 1 − α2 +
ι(1 + β)
(1 + ι)2

[
2 + ι(1 − β) − θ(1 + β)

]
, (103)

µ02,M =
ι(1 + β)
(1 + ι)2

[
2 + κ−1(1 − β) − θ−1(1 + β)

]
, (104)

where M indicates the Maxwellian approximation and ι ≡ 4I/mσ2 is the dimensionless moment of inertia. Substitut-
ing Eq. (103) into the evolution equations (91) and (92) provides us with the Maxwellian approximation.

As explained more in detail in Sec. 4.1, in the long-time limit, the granular gas reaches a steady state that balances
the action of the stochastic force against energy loss in collisions. For non-smooth granular gases, in which angular
velocity plays an important role, this steady state is characterized by the temperature ratio θst and total granular
temperature T st in the Maxwellian approximation; see Eq. (80). In terms of the coefficients of restitution and the
stochastic forcing intensity, the temperature ratio and the total granular temperature are (see [149]),

θst =
1 + β

2 + ι−1(1 − β)
, T st =

1 + θst

2

 3m3/2χ2
0

4
√
πnσ2γst

2/3

, (105a)

γst ≡1 − α2 +
2(1 − β2)

2 + ι−1(1 − β)
. (105b)

where γst is the dimensionless measure of noise intensity at stationarity; see Eq. (93). Note that θst ≤ 1 is independent
of α in the Maxwellian approximation. Higher-order approximations introduce a weak dependence on α, see [137].

As outlined in the general framework of kinetic theory, Sec. 4.1, it is useful to introduce dimensionless variables
for temperature and time. Thus, we define T ∗ ≡ T/T st, so that τ is now defined as τ ≡ 2nσ2 √πT st/mt. In the
Maxwellian approximation, T ∗ and θ evolve according to
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∂τ ln T ∗ = Φ(T ∗, θ), (106a)

∂τ ln θ = −(1 + θ)

2
3

 γst

T ∗(1 + θst)
−

√
T ∗(1 + θst)

(1 + θ)3 γst + K

√
T ∗(1 + θst)

(1 + θ)3

(
1 −

θ

θst

)
(1 − θst)

 − K

√
T ∗(1 + θst)

(1 + θ)3

(
1 −

θ

θst

) ,
(106b)

where we introduced the the constant K ≡ ι(1 + β)2/(1 + ι)2 and the auxiliary function

Φ(T ∗, θ) =
2
3

 γst

T ∗(1 + θst)
−

√
T ∗(1 + θst)

(1 + θ)3 γst + K

√
T ∗(1 + θst)

(1 + θ)3

(
1 −

θ

θst

)
(1 − θst)

 (107a)

accounting for the rate of change of (the logarithm of) the relative temperature. We underline here that the time
evolution of T ∗ is governed by a function that depends on both T ∗ and θ: as described below, this is a prerequisite for
the emergence of a Mpemba effect; otherwise, no crossing between the temperature relaxation curves is possible.

To understand the mechanisms enabling a Mpemba effect, we consider two initial conditions (T ∗0A, θ0A) and
(T ∗0B, θ0B), with T ∗0A > T ∗0B > 1, for the same granular gas, i.e., with the same values of the coefficients of restitu-
tion α, β, initial distribution function and the same stochastic force χ. Let us denote by T ∗A(τ) and T ∗B(τ) the associated
time evolution of the temperature to the steady state: A Mpemba effect exists in the system if there is a crossing time
τ× such that T ∗A(τ) < T ∗B(τ) for τ > τ×. Note that, in this framework, we do not demand that θ0A = θ0B, which again
differs from the Markovian framework. In this system, it is not possible to have a crossing for θ0A = θ0B; see Fig. 23,
right part of panel b.

Let us discuss the possibility of observing a Mpemba effect at short times, where the system retains a “memory”
of its initial conditions. For such times, the system cools exponentially, with a characteristic rate roughly equal to the
initial value of −Φ. Thus, a necessary condition for the Mpemba effect at short times is

Φ(T ∗0A, θ0A) < Φ(T ∗0B, θ0B). (108)

Consider now two initial conditions, A ≡ (T ∗0A, θ0A) and B ≡ (T ∗0B, θ0B) with T ∗0A > T ∗0B, corresponding to different
initial conditions. Since Φ(T ∗, θ) is monotonic in θ, taking θ0A < θ0B fulfills Eq. (108). Physically, the initially hotter
system has more of its kinetic energy in the form of translational velocity. In Fig. 23, we analyze the emergence
of the Mpemba effect for several pairs of initial temperatures T ∗0A and T ∗0B. For each such pair, we plot the lines
in the (θ0A, θ0B) plane delimiting the regions with and without the Mpemba effect. We can measure the magnitude
of the Mpemba effect by defining a Mpemba parameter MpAB as the extremum of the difference of dimensionless
temperatures T ∗B(τ) − T ∗A(τ) for τ > τ×.

The most favorable conditions for the emergence of the Mpemba effect is when the kinetic energy is concentrated
in (i) the translational velocity for the higher temperature T ∗0A, i.e., θ0A = 0, and (ii) the rotational velocity for the
lower temperature T ∗0B, i.e., θ0B → ∞. Figure 23 shows the time evolution of the granular temperature, for α = 0.7
and α = 0.9, and β = −0.5, 0 and β = 0.5. The Mpemba effect is clearly observed as the initially hottest sample (A)
is the fastest one to reach the steady state.

A similar mechanism was studied numerically in [143], using several models for the interactions between water
molecules (SPC, TIP3P, and TIP4P rigid models, as well as a flexible version of the TIP3P) and is discussed in
Sec. 7.2.

4.4. Example: Other granular models exhibiting anomalous relaxations

Viscoelastic granular particles – A more realistic model for granular gases is the viscoelastic granular particles model,
for which the Mpemba effect was considered in [142]. As in the smooth-hard spheres case (Sec. 4.2), the spheres are
smooth and angular velocities play no role. The main difference between the two models is the restitution coefficient,
α. For smooth, hard spheres, it is assumed to be constant, whereas for viscoelastic granular particles, it depends on
velocity. The velocity dependence is modeled by α = α(v) ⋍ 1 − γv |⃗v1,2 · σ⃗1,2|

1/5 + (3/5)γ2
v |⃗v1,2 · σ⃗1,2|

3/5 [154]. Note
that, in this case, the difference in initial temperatures that allows us to observe the Mpemba effect can be slightly
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a) b)
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Figure 23: Example of large Mpemba effect in a granular gas of rough hard spheres, uniformly heated. (a) Time occurrence for two given values
of β and α. Results are given by two simulation methods, the direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) (open symbols) and molecular dynamics
(MD) (filled symbols) data show an excellent agreement with the theoretical prediction (lines) see (7.3). (b) Phase diagram for the appearance of
the effect for three different choices of initial conditions (T ∗0A,T

∗
0B) ((i) : (5, 4), (ii) : (4, 3), (iii) : (5, 3)), for each case below the lines the effect

happens. (c) Shows the plane (T ∗0B,T ∗0A/T
∗
0B). Below the plotted line the Mpemba effect may appear, provided that the kinetic energy of the initially

hotter (colder) sample is sufficiently concentrated in the translational (rotational) degrees of freedom. The figures are reproduced from [137].

larger than for smooth, hard spheres; see Fig. 24a. Also, the second cumulant (a3 =
4
5 ⟨v

4⟩/⟨v2⟩2 − 8
105 ⟨v

6⟩/⟨v2⟩3 − 2)
is significant and must be taken into account. Interestingly, the Kovacs effect, which we discuss in Sec. 9.1, was also
observed in this specific model.
Maxwell model – A different simplification that allows to study smooth hard spheres systems is the Maxwell model.
In this approximation, the collision frequency is not a function of the particle velocity, but rather is a fixed parameter
of the system. It affects significantly the collision kernel. A series of manuscripts considered the Mpemba and related
effects in this and related models, [71, 155, 156] as well as driven monodispersed and bidispersed granular gases
[61]. Interestingly, the Mpemba effect exists in monodispersed gas only if both temperature and additional parameters
are quenched; however, in bidispersed granular systems, the Mpemba effect exists even if only the temperature is
quenched, as in the Markovian framework. Moreover, the latter case contains a strong version of the Mpemba effect:
for specially chosen initial temperatures, the asymptotic relaxation has a different exponential rate [61].
Inertial suspension of granular particles – Another granular system where the normal and what the authors denote
as “anomalous Mpemba effect” (as well as its inverse) were found is an inertial suspension of granular particles under
shear [141]. The system that was considered is a suspension in a shear flow, namely in the presence of a fluid flow
with velocity field given by u⃗ = (γ̇y, u⃗⊥ = 0), and subject to a uniform kinetic temperature T . Each suspension particle
is therefore described by the following Langevin equation

d p⃗i

dt
= −ζ p⃗i + F⃗ imp

i + mξ⃗i, (109)
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(a)

b)

(b)

1.0

Figure 24: a) Example of Mpemba and its inverse in a granular gas of viscoelastic spheres. Note that the difference in initial temperatures is slightly
larger than in the hard sphere case. Results are given by two simulation methods, the direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) (dotted lines with
crosses) and molecular dynamics (MD) (open symbols). The data show an excellent agreement with the theoretical predictions (lines); see (7.3).
b) Phase diagram as a function of γv and initial conditions. These figure are adapted from [142].

where p⃗i = m(⃗vi − γ̇yie⃗x) with e⃗x is a unit vector in the x direction, F⃗ imp
i expresses the impulsive force coming from

collisions between grains, and ξ⃗i(t) = ξi,qe⃗q is delta correlated noise from the surrounding thermal fluid: ⟨ξ⃗i⟩ = 0 and
⟨ξi,q(t)ξ j,s(t′)⟩ = 2ζTenvδijδqsδ(t,−t′), where indexes i, j refer to particle numbers and q, s = x, y, z. This model, there-
fore, has two external parameters: the environmental temperature Tenv, and the shear rate γ̇. These quantities together
determine the (nonequilibrium) granular temperature. Within this framework, the authors considered “normal” and
“anomalous” Mpemba effects. For simplicity, we use these terms in this specific subsection.

The “normal” Mpemba effect stems from the following result, that can be shown from the above equation: when
a high enough temperature equilibrium initial condition (here equilibrium is the steady state corresponding to no
shearing, γ̇ = 0) is compared to a nonequilibrium initial condition (the steady state of a system with γ̇ , 0) with the
same initial temperature, then one finds that the nonequilibrium initial condition relaxes faster, namely Ṫeq(t = 0) <
Ṫneq(t = 0). This implies that for small-enough difference in initial temperature, the nonequilibrium initial condition
can cool faster and overcome the equilibrium initial condition. Note that this effect concerns the initial stage of the
relaxation, in contrast to the Markovian effect that concerns the long-time limit.

In the “anomalous” Mpemba effect, the temperature crossing does not happen at the early time, but rather at
a later time as a consequence of nonlinear temperature dynamics; see Fig. 25. Note that, in this framework, the
initial conditions not only have different temperatures but also one has an equilibrium and the other a nonequilibrium
distribution.

4.5. Example: Molecular gases

In models of molecular gases, the particle dynamics are described by the Enskog-Fokker-Planck equation [147].
The main difference between this case and previously discussed granular gases is that the collisions in molecular gases
are elastic. Observing Mpemba and related effects then requires additional ingredients.

To explain these models, consider a molecular gas immersed in a background fluid. The motion of the Brownian
particles can be described by Eq. (75), with J [⃗v, w⃗| f (t)] a Boltzmann-Enskog (elastic) collision term. The fluid now
produces both thermal fluctuations and a nonlinear viscous force [139, 140] F⃗ (⃗v) = v⃗ζ(v). The simplest nonlinear
model can be obtained by assuming a quadratic dependence of the drag force on the velocity,

ζ(v) = ζ0

(
1 + γ

mv2

kBTs

)
, (110)

where γ > 0 is a dimensionless parameter that sets the size of the nonlinear force, and Ts is the equilibrium temperature
of the background fluid. Here, the background acts as a thermostat with χ2

0 = ζ(v)kBTs/m. Applying the first Sonine
approximation for this system [150], one finds that the evolution of temperature is coupled to that of excess of kurtosis,
akin to the case of smooth granular hard spheres in Sec. 4.2.
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Figure 25: (a) Sketch of the two ME protocols used in an inertial suspension. The protocol for FQE (From quasi equilibrium intital state, dashed
lines) and FS (from a sheared steady initial state, solid line). For the FQE the shear rate and the environmental temperature are changed at t = 0,
(left) from 0 to γ̇tar , (right) from Tini environmental to Ttar environmental respectively. For FS, (left) the shear rate is changed at t = 0 from γ̇ini
to γ̇tar while (right) the environmental temperature is kept at Ttar environmental. (b) Left: Diagram of the evolutions of the temperatures from
the equilibrium (top) and from the nonequilibrium (bottom). Right: illustrates the temperature differences during the (top) normal Mpemba effect
(NME), (middle) anomalous Mpemba effect (AME), and (bottom) NME + AME. (c) Numerical simulations show the two types of effects, where
θi = T/Tenv is the dimensionless temperature and i = FS , FQE indicates the protocol. The left panel shows the θi evolution, and the right panel
shows the difference of θFQE − θFS where anomalous and normal Mpemba effects can be observed. The figures are adapted from [141].

Another interesting scenario is that of a binary mixture with linear viscous drag [145]. The coupled Boltzmann-
Fokker-Planck equations for both species (again assuming homogeneous states) are

(∂t − ∇v⃗)
(
γiv⃗ +

γiText

mi
∇v⃗

)
fi (⃗r, v⃗; t) =

2∑
j=1

Ji, j [⃗v| fi(t), f j(t)], (111)

where γi is the friction coefficient and Text is the background temperature. The presence of the external bath couples
the time evolution of the total and partial temperatures of each component, allowing the appearance of the Mpemba
phenomenon, even when the initial temperature differences are of the same order of the temperatures themselves.

4.6. Discussion

Let us clarify some crucial differences between the Markovian and kinetic Mpemba effects. The most important is
that all the gas models in the kinetic theory frameworks characterize a driven system that is intrinsically nonequilib-
rium. Again, the driven-gas framework offers an approach where the system of interest can be treated analytically and
is well understood in the thermodynamic limit. Anomalous relaxation effects are therefore observed when driving the
system from one nonequilibrium steady state to another, as opposed to the case described in Sec. 2, where the system
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Figure 26: a) Measures comparison in molecular gases with nonlinear drag: (left) Mpemba occurrence in the temperature evolution and (right)
absence of the Mpemba in the relative entropy measure for the same system. Lines are theoretical predictions and open symbols DSMC and filled
symbols molecular dynamics simulations. b) Measures comparison in driven Maxwell model of granular gases (left) absence in the total-energy
time evolution and (right) presence in the Euclidean distance, defined in the main text, for the same system. Panel a) is reproduced from [138] and
panel b) from [156].

goes from one Boltzmann equilibrium at some initial temperature T0 to another Boltzmann equilibrium at some final
temperature Tb. Also that is in contrast with the Markovian case where the system must be forced to sustain a NESS
(See Sec. 8.2.1 for an example) whereas in the granular case the system does not obey an equilibrium Boltzmann
distribution.

Another difference is that, here, the Mpemba effect was defined based on the relaxation of the granular tempera-
ture: a crossing in the temperature implies the existence of the “thermal” Mpemba effect. However, one can use other
ways to define the effect in granular gases. For example, any relative entropy, such as in the case of the Markovian
Mpemba effect, can be used to characterize the “distance” from the final steady state and define a corresponding
Mpemba effect. This type of effect is referred to as the “entropic” Mpemba effect in the granular-gas community
[156]. As in the Markovian case [60], for granular gases, the different definitions do not always correspond to the
same effects. This was shown in [156], where the two models presented above, the molecular gas with nonlinear drag
and anisotropically driven granular models, were considered. It was shown that the “entropic” and “thermal” Mpemba
effect are not equivalent in these cases.

An example is given in Fig. 26, which compares the thermal Mpemba effect (kinetic-temperature crossing) with the
entropic Mpemba effect (relative-entropy crossing). In the former case, the author split the relative entropy DKL(t) =∫

dv⃗ f (⃗v, t) ln
(
f (⃗v, t)/ f eq (⃗v)

)
in two terms, DKL(t) = Dkin(t) + DSH(t): the first is associated with the rapid kinetic

stage, the second with the slow hydrodynamic stage. In addition, the authors describe the overshoot Mpemba effect
also related with the overshoot that appears in the Kovacs effect (see Sec. 9.1). In [156] the authors compare the
occurrence of the Mpemba effect depending on different distance measures used: the total energy (Etot = Ex + Ey),

the Euclidean distance (L2(t) =
√

(Etot(t) − Est
tot)2 + (Edif − Est

dif)
2 with Edif = Ex−Ey and Est indicating the stationary

value and Ex and Ey, measured the energy along the x and y axes, respectively), the Manhattan distance L1(t) =
|Etot(t) − Est

tot| + |Edif − Est
dif)|, and the Kullback-Leibler distance DKL(t) =

∫
dv⃗ f (⃗v, t) ln

(
f (⃗v, t)/ f st (⃗v)

)
. They also
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derived the criteria for the existence of the Mpemba depending on the measure choice, and interestingly they found
discrepancies about the existence of the Mpemba effect using different measures.

Another important issue differentiating the kinetic Mpemba effect from the Markovian one is the apparent sym-
metry in the direct and inverse effects; see Fig. 22. This symmetry arises from using a rescaled time τ, where τ(T )
emerges from the structure of the rescaled equations; see, for example, Eq. (100).

5. Statistics of anomalous thermal relaxations

5.1. From a concrete model to an ensemble of models

The Markovian framework developed in Sec. 2.1.1 provides a systematic procedure to analyze whether a given
temperature-dependent Markovian system has some type of Mpemba effect. This naturally leads to the question,
How often should we expect to observe such effects in various cases? Are these effects a consequence of some fine-
tuning in the model parameters, or do they appear generically? A different motivation to ask similar questions is
the following: relaxation protocols typically involve a few parameters that we can control and others that we cannot
directly control or over which our control is limited (e.g., we can dictate only their range, mean, or variance). In such
cases, it is valuable to consider an ensemble of systems with a given probability of observing the setup in a given set
of parameters and then estimate the likelihood of observing the Mpemba effect in this ensemble. In addition to their
theoretical interest, these questions have experimental implications, such as the probability of observing Mpemba
effects in a given ensemble of systems.

Because of its topological nature, discussed in Sec. 2.1.6, the strong Mpemba effect is more amenable to analytical
treatment than the weak Mpemba effect. Thus, in what follows, we focus on estimating the occurrence of the strong
Mpemba effect. Let us recall from Sec. 2.1.6 that a lower bound for observing the direct or inverse Mpemba effect is
the probability that the parity of the direct or inverse Mpemba index is positive; i.e., that

Prob
(
P

(
I

dir/inv
M

)
> 0

)
. (112)

The parity of the Mpemba index can be deduced from probability distribution at a few temperatures (see Eqs. (39)
and (40)), whereas calculating the Mpemba index itself requires scanning over all temperatures. This is an important
advantage in a numerical study, although this estimator is only a lower bound on the probability of having a strong
Mpemba effect.

5.2. How likely is the Mpemba effect in the random energy model?

The probability to observe a Mpemba effect in an ensemble of systems is a function of the distribution of the
parameters in the specific ensemble. In what follows, we illustrate the procedure to estimate such probabilities through
a few prototypical examples. Specifically, we focus on discrete systems with probability distributions that evolve
according to a Master equation

∂t p⃗ =W p⃗, (113)

whose rate matrix W obeys detailed balance (DB). In the specific ensembles we consider [5], the equilibrium distri-
bution is always the Boltzmann distribution, and the physical system is characterized by a set of energies chosen by a
stochastic process.

As an example, we consider the Random Energy Model (REM), one of the simplest models of disordered systems
demonstrating a freezing (condensation) transition. The REM does not itself describe any specific physical situation;
rather, its features are conceptually found in many contexts. The model was introduced by Derrida [157] and later
extended by Gross and Mézard [158]. In the REM, one specifies a set of energies, {E1, E2, . . . , EL}, drawn from
a probability density distribution, ρE(E), where ρE(E) dE is the probability of observing energy E in energy shell
(E, E + dE). The set of energies represents a sample of quenched disorder. One can consider these L = 2N energies
as corresponding to the configurations of N Ising spins. A common choice for the energy probability density which
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we choose to adopt in our setup is the Gaussian distribution

ρE(E) =
1√

2πNσ2
E

e
− E2

2Nσ2
E , (114)

where the variance, Nσ2
E , ensures that the energy and other thermodynamic potentials are extensive. The above choice

is the most common; however, other distributions have been studied as well.
The equilibrium distribution for a specific instance of the REM {Ei} is given by the corresponding Boltzmann

distribution

πi(T, {Ei}) =
1

Z(T, {Ei})
e−Ei/T , (115)

where Z(T, {Ei}) =
∑L

i=1 e−Ei/T is the partition function of the specific random sample of energy barriers, {Ei}. Each
set of energy barriers has its corresponding Helmholtz free energy

F(T, {Ei}) = −T ln Z(T, {Ei}). (116)

Note that here both the partition function and the Helmholtz free energy are random variables, on account of the
random choice of the energies. The (quenched) average Helmholtz free energy is given by

⟨F(T, {Ei})⟩ρE =

∫
. . .

∫ L∏
i=1

dEi ρE(Ei)F(T, {Ei}) , (117)

where the subscript next to the ensemble average ⟨...⟩ρE denotes an average over the distribution of energies. Much
of the interest in the REM stems from its transition from a delocalized occupancy at high temperatures (where the
probability is spread over most states) to a “condensation” of the system in several states for temperatures below
the critical temperature, Tcr, [157]. This “freezing” or “condensation” phenomenon is a phase transition, since the
average free energy ⟨F(T, {Ei})⟩E is nonanalytic at the critical temperature [159]. For Gaussian energy statistics, as in
Eq. (114), the critical temperature is Tcr = σE/

√
2 ln 2; see [157].

The choice of energy statistics ρE(E) determines the equilibrium states of the REM. To understand the relaxation
to equilibrium states, we need to consider the model’s dynamics, as well. In what follows, we consider three cases:
(i) Glauber dynamics in a 1D chain, (ii) Random barrier model, and (iii) Isotropic ensemble.

5.2.1. The 1D chains with Glauber/Metropolis dynamic ensemble
Probably the simplest dynamics that can accompany the REM is to assume that states {1, . . . , L} with correspond-

ing energies {E1, . . . , EL} drawn independently according to Eq. (114) are located on a 1d chain, and to associate
Glauber [79] (or Metropolis [160]) transition rates between nearest-neighbor sites. In other words, if the system is in
state 1 < i < L, it can jump only to states i + 1 or i − 1, with Glauber rates

Wi+1, i =
Γ

1 + e(Ei+1−Ei)/Tb
and Wi−1, i =

Γ

1 + e(Ei−Ei−1)/Tb
, (118)

where Γ−1 has units of time. The transitions from the end sites 1 and L are only to sites 2 and L− 1, respectively, with
the corresponding Glauber transitions. The same can be done with Metropolis rates, where

Wi+1, i = Γmin
(
1, e−

Ei+1−Ei
Tb

)
and Wi−1, i = Γmin

(
1, e−

Ei−1−Ei
Tb

)
. (119)

It is worth noting that this ensemble, to some extent, is a discrete version of the Brownian particle in a potential
discussed in Sec. 2.1.3. The potential is given by the “random landscape”, whose randomness is provided by the
REM. Notice that the barriers correspond to the “peaks” and the energies to the “valleys” of a discretized landscape.
To relate to the Arrhenius form of transition rates introduced in Eq. (17), we note that, in the Glauber case, the barriers
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Figure 27: Probability for non-zero parity for the direct (blue) and inverse (red) Mpemba index, in the 1D REM with Metropolis dynamics between
nearest neighbors sites, with L = 50 sites, averaged over 20,000 realizations of the random energies.

are Bij = Tb ln
(
(πi(Tb) + π j(Tb))/(πi(Tb)π j(Tb))

)
and, in the Metropolis case, they are Bij = max(Ei, E j).

The ensemble that we have introduced can be easily studied numerically, and some limiting cases can be studied
analytically. In Fig. 27, we numerically evaluate the probabilities for an even direct and inverse Mpemba index as a
function of the temperature for the Metropolis dynamics. Repeating the calculation for Glauber dynamics gives indis-
tinguishable results. In both cases, the probability to have a direct Mpemba effect exceeds 0.35 at high temperatures.

5.2.2. The random barriers ensemble
The random barrier ensemble was suggested and numerically studied in [5]. The idea, in this case, is to use the

Arrhenius form for the transition rates, specified in Eq. (17), namely

Wij(Tb) = Γe−(Bij−E j)/Tb , (120)

where Γ−1 has units of time, Ei is the energy of site i, {Bij} parameterizes the barrier between sites i and j with the
property (Bij = B ji), and Tb is the bath temperature.

For a given system, the energies {Ei} are a property of the system itself, regardless of how it is coupled to the
environment or the exact nature of the environment. In contrast, the barriers, parameterized by {Bij}, are not just
internal properties of the system but rather are functions of the particularities of the environment and its precise
coupling to the system. These barriers are often not known or can only be roughly estimated. In the random barrier
ensemble, we treat both the energies and the barriers on equal footing, with the barriers also randomly drawn from a
distribution,

ρB(B) =

√
2

πσ2
BN

e−B2/2σ2
BN θ(B), (121)

where θ is the Heaviside step function. Note that to visualize the set of energies and barriers as a landscape of valleys
and peaks, one would need to make sure that Bij ≥ {Ei, E j}, and while the above choice does not facilitate that, without
loss of generality one can shift all of the energies by a constant and achieve that indeed Bij is higher than {Ei, E j}.

Note that, in contrast to the ensembles discussed in Sec. (5.2.1), the system here has “mean-field coupling,” in the
sense that state i has non-zero transition rates to all other states. Numerical studies [96] of the probability distribution
of the parity of the direct Mpemba effect show that the effect occurs with finite probability both above and below the
freezing transition; see Fig. 28.
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Figure 28: Lower bound for the direct strong Mpemba effect, showing the likelihood to have an odd number of zeros of a2, i.e., for the probability
to have a positive Mpemba index parity. The probability is evaluated as a function of the variances of the energy, σ2

E log2 L, and barrier, σ2
B log2 L.

The ensemble statistics are shown for two different bath temperatures kBTb = 0.1 (panel a) and 1.0 (panel b), for L = 10 energy levels. Each
point was averaged over 2 × 105 realizations. The freezing transition temperature is Tcr = σE/

√
2 ln 2 ≈ 0.85σE ; thus, the figures show that the

probability is finite in both phases. The figures are adapted from [5].

5.2.3. The isotropic ensemble
To evaluate the occurrence of the Mpemba effect across a range of systems, it is essential to determine the eigen-

vector corresponding to the slowest eigenvalue (the second eigenvector) for each instance in the ensemble. Solving
analytically for this second eigenvector as a function of the bath temperature is challenging, particularly when dealing
with large matrices. However, a method for approximating the second eigenvector was presented in [5] for a specific
ensemble of large random matrices.

To understand the main idea in the isotropic ensemble, let us first consider the two ensembles discussed above
in Secs. 5.2.1 and 5.2.2. In both cases, the energies are randomly drawn from a Gaussian distribution. By contrast,
the barriers are either fixed by the dynamics (as in the Glauber and Metropolis case) or chosen randomly, too. The
eigenvectors of the relaxation dynamics are themselves random because of the randomness of the energies and, in the
random-barrier case, also the barriers. In all these cases, finding the slowest eigenvector for large systems and for
a given realization at arbitrary temperature can only be done numerically. In the isotropic ensemble, we avoid this
problem by directly specifying the statistics of the slowest eigenvector direction rather than the barrier statistics.

To facilitate this process, it is more convenient to work with the symmetrized relaxation matrix: the relaxation rate
matrix W can be transformed to a symmetric matrix W̃ via

W̃ = F1/2 W F−1/2, (122)

where Fij(Tb) = exp(Ei/Tb)δij. The symmetric matrix W̃ has the same eigenvalues as W and has an orthogonal set
of eigenvectors f⃗i = F1/2v⃗i. The eigenvectors { f⃗i} are orthogonal, f⃗i · f⃗ j = || f⃗i||2δij. Working with a symmetric matrix
offers other advantages besides orthogonality; numerical diagonalization algorithms are typically more stable.

The zero-eigenvalue eigenvector of W̃ is given by ( f⃗1)i ∝ e−Ei/(2Tb). It is set by choosing the energies {Ei} and the
bath temperature Tb. The second eigenvector of W̃ is then chosen as g⃗, a vector of i.i.d. (independent and identically
distributed) random variables from a Gaussian distribution, projected onto the space orthogonal to f⃗1:

f⃗ iso
2 (g⃗) ≈ g⃗ −

g⃗ · f⃗1
|| f⃗1||2

f⃗1. (123)

However, it is not obvious that the rate matrix having eigenvectors v⃗1 and v⃗ iso
2 ≡ F−1/2 f⃗ iso

2 obeys detailed balance.
Indeed, for any initial real vector f⃗ iso

2 orthogonal to f⃗1, one can find a set of barriers Bij that obeys detailed balance [5].
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Figure 29: Plane of components of the second eigenvector, f⃗2, parallel to u⃗ dir, f||, and perpendicular to u⃗ dir, f⊥. The direct Mpemba index Idir
M is

odd in the double-wedge shaded region of the f|| f⊥−plane if u⃗ dir · w⃗ > 0, and odd in the white regions if u⃗ dir · w⃗ < 0. This figure is reproduced
from [5].

Moreover, in the specific ensemble, the probability of choosing f⃗1 and f⃗2 is assumed to be independent of the other
eigenvectors. Therefore, as the existence of all types of Mpemba effects is encoded in these vectors, it is enough to
average over the probabilities of these vectors. This assumption does not hold for arbitrary ensembles. However, in
the random-barrier ensembles considered in Sec. (5.2.2), the assumption seems to hold in the limit of large L, where
the mutual dependence between the eigenvectors and their components goes to zero. Below, we will compare the two
ensembles on an example, in Fig. 30a.

To estimate the occurrence of the Mpemba effect, we thus look at the probability of the parity of the Mpemba
index. Below, we show the main steps in estimating the occurrence of the direct Mpemba effect. In the same way,
one can estimate the probability of having an inverse Mpemba effect. Both direct and inverse Mpemba effects are
estimated in [5].

To estimate the occurrence of the Mpemba effect, we examine the probability associated with the parity of the
Mpemba index. Below, we outline the key steps in estimating the occurrence of the direct Mpemba effect. Similarly,
one can calculate the probability to have an inverse Mpemba effect. Both the direct and inverse Mpemba effects are
analyzed in Ref. [5].

The parity of the direct Mpemba index, from Eq. (40), is

P(Idir
M ) = θ

[(
f⃗2 · u⃗ dir

) (
f⃗2 · w⃗

)]
, (124)

where (u⃗ dir)i = exp[Ei/(2Tb)] and wi = exp[−Ei/(2Tb)]
(
⟨E⟩π⃗(Tb) − Ei

)
, and ⟨E⟩π⃗(Tb) =

∑
i Ei πi(Tb) is the average

energy with respect to the Boltzmann distribution at Tb. It is important to note that the vectors u⃗ dir and w⃗ depend
only on the energies and not on f⃗2. Because of this property, the above formula for the parity has a simple geometric
meaning. Decomposing f⃗2 into f⃗|| and f⃗⊥, components that are parallel and perpendicular to u⃗ dir, we find(

f⃗2 · u⃗ dir
) (

f⃗2 · w⃗
)
= f 2
||

(
u⃗ dir · w⃗

)
+ f|| f⊥

∣∣∣⃗u dir · w⃗
∣∣∣ K(u⃗ dir, w⃗), (125)

where

K
(
u⃗ dir, w⃗

)
≡

√√√∣∣∣∣∣∣⃗u dir
∣∣∣∣∣∣2 ∣∣∣∣∣∣w⃗∣∣∣∣∣∣2(

w⃗ · u⃗ dir)2 − 1. (126)

Thus, P(Idir
M ) > 0 is a double wedge, with the boundary of the region given by the lines f⊥ = − f||/K and f|| = 0. The

double wedge is illustrated in Fig. 29.
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Substituting the approximation for the second eigenvector, Eq. (123), into Eq. (124) gives the parity of the direct
Mpemba index,

P(Idir
M ) = θ

[(
g⃗ · u⃗ dir

iso

) (
g⃗ · w⃗

)]
, (127)

where (
u⃗ dir

iso

)
i
≡ eEi/(2Tb) −

Le−Ei/(2Tb)

Z(Tb, {Ei})
. (128)

Expressing the vector g⃗ in terms of two components—one that is parallel to u⃗ dir
iso , denoted as g|| and another that is

orthogonal to u⃗ dir
iso denoted as g⊥—we again geometrically get a double wedge where P(Idir

M ) > 0. Additionally, when
estimating the probability of the Mpemba index, it is essential that the entries of g⃗ be distributed isotropically, and
thus also the distribution of entries in its orthogonal projection onto f⃗1. Since the components gi are independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian random variables, the same applies to g|| and g⊥. Consequently, we conclude
that the area corresponding to the double wedge where P(Idir

M ) > 0 is defined as follows:

Prob
(
P(Idir

M ) > 0
)
=

1
2
+

sign
(
u⃗ dir

iso · w⃗
)

π
arctan

1

K
(
u⃗ dir

iso , w⃗
) , (129)

with K defined in Eq. (126). The above formula estimates the probability that, for a fixed set of energies and bath
temperature Tb, we have a positive direct Mpemba index. The index gives a lower bound for the occurrence of the
direct Mpemba effect. In the high-bath-temperature limit, one finds the asymptotic approximation

Prob
(
P(Idir

M ) > 0
)
≈

C({Ei})
Tb

, (130)

where the constant C({Ei}) depends solely on the energies. The explicit form of C({Ei}) can be found in Ref. [5].
The numerical results from the random barrier ensemble are compared to the analytical estimates obtained from

the isotropic ensemble in Fig. 30. In panel (a), the histograms depict the components of the second eigenvector, ( f⃗2)i,
generated from the random barrier ensemble in red, alongside the components of the “candidate second eigenvector,”
( f⃗ iso

2 )i, shown in green. Both ensembles were created for a fixed energy realization comprising L = 25 energies drawn
from a Gaussian distribution with mean zero and standard deviation 1.5. Each ensemble consisted of 20, 000 compo-
nents for the second eigenvector. The barriers were selected from a half-normal distribution with standard deviation
of 75.6. The bath temperature was set to 10. The components of the random vectors were chosen independently and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) from a Gaussian distribution with mean zero and standard deviation 0.19. As noted in the
inset, the two probability distributions exhibit differences at the tails. Figure 30b shows that the expression Eq. (129)
obtained for the isotropic ensemble (solid line) captures well the probability of the direct Mpemba index for a random
barrier ensemble (points) with a fixed energy realization of L = 25 energies. This is averaged over 20, 000 randomly
selected barrier realizations based on the Eq. (121) statistics. The parameters for the statistics of energies, barriers,
and the random vector g⃗ were the same as those used in Fig. 30a, although the energy sample realization was different.
Both panels illustrate that the two ensembles align well when the barrier distribution and the bath temperature exceed
the energy spread. In general, more work is needed to establish the range over which the average of the random barrier
ensemble closely aligns with the isotropic ensemble.

5.3. Outlook on statistics of the Mpemba effect

For the ensembles considered above, the Mpemba effect occurs with probabilities ≳ 0.35, suggesting that the
Mpemba effect likely does not have “self-averaging properties”: the properties of one large system do not determine
the typical realization. Even in large system sizes, different realizations have different Mpemba properties. This fact
encourages careful design of relaxation protocols, given an energy landscape that could, in principle, lead to faster
relaxation. The REM was introduced as a simple disordered model that shares several qualitative features with spin-
glasses. The Mpemba effect has been studied for spin-glasses [59] (see Sec. 7.1), where the connection with the
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Figure 30: a) Comparison of the random barrier ensemble and the isotropic ensemble for a quenched energy distribution of L = 25 energies chosen
from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and standard deviation σE = 1.5. The bath temperature is Tb = 10. The sizes of the isotropic
ensemble are 20, 000 random entries of f⃗ iso

2 . The size of the random barrier ensemble is 20, 000 random entries of f⃗2. The barrier distribution is a
half-normal distribution with σB = 75.6; see Eq. (121). For the isotropic ensemble random vector entries, gi components are i.i.d.s drawn from a
Gaussian with zero mean and standard deviation σg = 0.19. The histogram shows the random barrier ensemble probability of f⃗2 components, and
the green histogram shows the isotropic ensemble histogram of the components for the “candidate second eigenvector,” f⃗ iso

2 . The inset emphasizes
the tails of the two histograms, where we see the difference between the two ensembles. b) Probability of the direct Mpemba index parity as a
function of bath temperature Tb for a random barrier ensemble (blue dots) and analytical estimate (orange line). The means and standard deviations
of the random vector and the barriers were the same as in a). The quenched sample of L = 25 energies was different than in a) but obeyed the
same statistics (Gaussian ensemble with zero mean and standard deviation 1.5). The two ensembles match well for bath temperature and barrier
distributions that are wider than the energy distribution.

correlation length has been observed. It would be interesting to study the statistics of the Mpemba effect in spin-glass
systems and compare it with the results obtained on the REM.

Besides annealing, cooling, and heating protocols, questions of efficient relaxation also arise in a variety of con-
texts, such as the design of efficient samplers. In particular, Markov chain Monte Carlo algorithms use Markov chains
to create realizations of the system at its steady state [161, 162]. It is often desirable to accelerate the relaxation of a
Markov chain to a target steady state [163, 164]. One possible way to do so could be to design relaxation dynamics
(barriers) that would show the Mpemba effect for a given system and initial condition. For example, although there is
no Mpemba effect for a complete graph with Metropolis dynamics, adding barriers that remove some state transitions
can induce a Mpemba effect [96]. We discuss more Markov chain Monte Carlo sampling in connection to the Mpemba
effect in Sec. 8.2.5.

Another example of predicting the Mpemba effect without explicitly calculating the second eigenvector was pre-
sented in [165], where the authors use machine-learning techniques to predict the effect in Ising spin systems subject
to an external magnetic field. Several methods were employed to perform such tasks, including the decision-tree
algorithm, neural networks, linear regression, nonlinear regression with the least absolute shrinkage, and the selection
operator (LASSO) method. For large training datasets, in [165], the authors found that neural networks gave the most
accurate prediction of the a2 coefficient, given parameters such as the number of spins, the interaction strength, the
external magnetic field, and the initial temperature.

The above methods all have difficulties related to their inability to handle systems characterized by symmetries
in the ground state and in the extrapolation of predictions for larger systems. Hence, further investigation in this
direction is required to see whether a machine-learning approach can help where methods such as spectral analysis of
the evolution operator fall short.

Approximations of the second eigenvector, such as those described above with the isotropic ensemble, or predic-
tions of the Mpemba effect with neural networks without explicit computations of the second eigenvector, provide
information about the relaxation of a physical system without knowing exactly the spectra decomposition. They are
invaluable when exact solutions are impossible or hard to obtain. Moreover, the results in this section indicate that the
Mpemba effect is non-self-averaging; that is, the effect’s existence cannot be predicted from the average behavior.
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We should also mention the study of Meibohm and Knapp on the asymptotic relaxation rate of a system perturbed
by quenched disorder [166]. Averaging over disorder, they found that the mean and variance of the asymptotic
relaxation rate λ2 depends nonmonotonically on the parameters of a broad class of disorder realizations. Thus, the
type of disorder affects the asymptotic relaxation rate. It would be interesting to consider further the statistics of
spectral changes to the relaxation rate matrix (operator) given such perturbations. And especially to explore them in
the context of potential relaxation speedup with quenched disorder.

6. Experiments

In the Introduction (Section 1), we reviewed historical observations of anomalous behavior in the freezing of
water, where, after a sudden temperature quench, hot water is claimed to cool or start freezing more quickly than
water at intermediate temperatures. Modern discussions of this phenomenon date from the experiments by Mpemba
and Osborne in 1969 [1] and the nearly simultaneous, independent work of Kell [26]. We reviewed the complicated
history of studies on cooling and freezing water, which continue to this day. However, although water has played an
important historical role in suggesting and providing some evidence for the Mpemba effect, the analysis of individ-
ual experiments is complicated. More importantly, focusing on one system raises the question of the generality of
anomalous cooling (and heating) phenomena. If the time to reach thermal equilibrium is not a monotonic function of
the temperature difference between initial and final states, is such behavior observed more generally or only in water?
Thus, in this section, we review experiments in other systems.

We begin in Section 6.1 with a survey of observations of Mpemba effects in condensed matter systems other than
water. These are important because they were the first to suggest that an explanation of the Mpemba effect should
not be based too firmly on the peculiar features of water. Unfortunately, the physics involved is at least as complex
as in the water-based experiments and is often more poorly understood. In Section 6.2, we present a set of recent
experiments using a colloidal particle diffusing in water and moving in an external potential. The experiments were
the first to clearly demonstrate the weak (original) Mpemba scenario, albeit in a simple system. They also provided
the first evidence for more subtle phenomena, such as the strong and inverse Mpemba effects (Sections 2.1.6 and
2.1.5). Section 6.3 presents the first experiments to demonstrate the Mpemba effect in quantum systems.

6.1. Other condensed-matter systems

The notoriety of the Mpemba effect for cooling and freezing in water has led other researchers to highlight or look
explicitly for similar effects in other material systems:

• Polymers. Hu et al. studied the crystallization of polylactide (PLA), an environmentally friendly polymer pro-
duced from renewable resources [133]. In their experimental protocol, they first heated the PLA to 220 ◦C,
which completely melts the system and allows it to reach thermal equilibrium in a disordered state. They then
do a first quench into a glassy region of varying temperatures (140–200 ◦C), “hold” for five minutes, and then
quench to 80 ◦C. They then observe that the fraction of crystallinity is higher for PLA samples held at an
initially greater temperature. Following suggestions from earlier molecular-dynamics simulations of coarse-
grained polymer models [167], they conclude that differences in chain conformations at the various holding
temperatures accounts for the varying crystallinity. Qualitatively similar results were observed by Liu et al. in
polybutene-I [168]. In this work, the system was heated from 25 ◦C to a higher temperature (120–150 ◦C), held
for ten minutes, and then quenched at 30 ◦C/min to 70 ◦C. They again found that crystallinity increased faster
for initially higher holding temperatures. All of these experiments on polymeric systems differ from the usual
Mpemba setting in that the initial states before the final quench are not in thermal equilibrium.

• Clathrates. Ahn et al. observed the Mpemba effect experimentally in clathrate hydrates consisting of hydrogen-
bonded water frameworks and enclathrated tetrahydrofuran (THF) molecules [134]. They observed that THF
solutions display Mpemba-like behavior in the temperature range 278–318 K, where warmer solutions form
hydrates faster than colder solutions. At an initial temperature above 318 K, the formation time was delayed, as
some THF molecules in gas form in solution at high temperature must condense before they can form hydrates.
Ahn et al. defined the freezing temperature as the temperature at which the THF solution structurally transforms
into THF hydrates and measured it via differential scanning calorimetry (DSC). They checked that they could
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observe a Mpemba effect in a pure-water system using DSC and found a nonmonotonic (roughly parabolic)
dependence of time to freeze on the initial temperature Ti that is characteristic of the Mpemba effect. THF
solutions also showed a nonmonotonic relationship between time to freeze and Ti (roughly a cubic). Ahn
et al. then studied the cooperative relationship between the intramolecular polar-covalent bonds (O–H) and
intermolecular hydrogen bonds (O:H) for the THF system. Using Raman spectra, they observed that O:H
stretching phonons of water in THF showed a blue shift (stiffened) when cooled, whereas the O–H stretching
mode showed a redshift (softened). Such trends are also found in pure water and thus at least qualitatively
support a role for hydrogen bonding in anomalous cooling, as suggested by Zhang et al. [45, 46].

• Ionic liquids. Ionic liquids have potential applications as environmentally friendly solvents and as energy-
storage media, using the latent heat of phase transitions. The latter motivated a recent study of crystallization
of 1-ethylpyridinium triflate (epy) where the Mpemba effect was observed in an aqueous epy solution [169]. In
particular, quenching an epy-water solution did speed up the solidification time for higher initial temperatures,
whereas slow heating and cooling using a DSC did not show such anomalies.

• AgAu nanoshells. Ferbonik et al. studied the pump-probe response of hollow AgAu nanoparticles of diameter
20–30 nm [170]. The sudden absorption of high laser power excites acoustic-phonon modes that can be detected
by a probe laser. The authors find that the phonon-response decay time at lower powers increases monoton-
ically with pump-laser power; however, at intermediate powers, the decay time starts to decrease with pump
power. One might naturally speculate that such a nonmonotonic response would imply a Mpemba effect, since
the initial temperature should correlate with the energy injected. A subsequent theoretical analysis partially
backs up this intuition. Using molecular dynamics (MD) simulations, the authors deduce an effective potential
landscape for the excited system, simulated a Fokker-Planck equation for the evolution of the excited system,
and examined the decay of a “distance from equilibrium function.” The authors do not observe a Mpemba effect
in their simulated system; rather the distance function and equilibration times saturate with increasing initial
energy (pump power). Still, the saturation is “close” to a Mpemba effect, which would require a decrease in
equilibration time.

• Magnetic system. Chaddah et al. studied the magnetic—not thermal—relaxation of polycrystalline manganite
La0.5Ca0.5MnO3 (LCMO) [171]. A sample was cooled from 320 K to 5 K in different external fields. Then, at 5
K, the field is quenched to a smaller value, and the authors measure the decay of the initial magnetization. They
find that states that are initially farther from equilibrium can overtake states that start closer to equilibrium, in a
magnetic analog of the Mpemba effect.

As a final note, while all these experiments exhibit at least some aspects of the “standard” Mpemba effect, where
a system starts in equilibrium and relaxes to a cooler equilibrium (perhaps with a phase transition to a new state)
more quickly for initially hotter samples, they all have complicating aspects. The polymer samples do not start in
equilibrium states. The clathrate samples depend on differential scanning calorimetry (DSC). Although the authors do
claim to check that they see a Mpemba effect in water via DSC, the technique involves slower cooling (5K/min.) than
typical Mpemba experiments, where the environmental temperature is changed by 10s of degrees K in a few seconds.
The smaller sample size used in DSC measurements (20 mg, about 1000 times smaller than other experiments) might
explain the discrepancy, but that needs to be demonstrated. The hollow nanoparticles and magnetic systems showed
nonmonotonic effects in other variables—these could be characterized as anomalous non-thermal relaxations. The
ionic- liquid experiment is perhaps closest to the water version of the Mpemba effect, but only a handful of cooling
curves are examined. Still, the experiments collectively make the case that anomalies in relaxation are present in other
systems, making it all the more likely that any explanations need not be based on the particular physics of water.

6.2. Colloidal systems

In influential experiments, Kumar, Chétrite, and Bechhoefer introduced a colloidal system as a simple setting to
study the Mpemba effect and close variants [6, 75, 64, 172]. The work is distinctive for three reasons: first, it was
directly inspired by and makes direct contact with the recent theoretical advances discussed in this Review (especially
Refs. [3] and [5]); second, the experiments showing the weak Mpemba effect were significantly more quantitative
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and reproducible than earlier work; and third, the experiments gave the first observations of the strong and inverse
Mpemba effects.

Unlike previous work that focused on materials made from macroscopic numbers of atoms, the colloidal system
is a single, micron-scale particle at position x(t) that diffuses in a carefully designed potential, U(x). The relevant
particle dynamics are well described by a one-dimensional, overdamped Langevin equation of the form

γẋ(t) = −
∂U
∂x

∣∣∣∣∣
x(t)
+ ξ(t) , (131)

where the friction coefficient γ is approximately equal to the Stokes drag, 6πηr, with r the particle radius and η the
fluid viscosity. Note that when the particle is near a solid surface, the drag increases. The mass of the particle has
been set to unity. The stochastic force ξ(t) describes the irregular impacts of water molecules on the particle and has
moments ⟨ξ⟩ = 0 and ⟨ξ(t) ξ(t′)⟩ = 2kBTγ δ(t − t′), which is an expression of the fluctuation-dissipation relation. The
potential U(x) has a tilted double-well shape that is inserted into a box with steep sidewalls, as illustrated in Fig 9b.

As we shall see, controlling the shape and spatial scale of the potential are important requirements. In the work
reported here, the potentials were “virtual potentials” that were created by a feedback loop. The basic procedure is
illustrated in Fig. 31 and adapts the feedback (or “ABEL”) trap created for biophysical applications [173] to the study
of larger-scale colloidal particles [174]. The Mpemba experiments used a second-generation version of feedback trap
that had special hardware to reduce the feedback loop time and applied forces based on the displacements of an optical
tweezer (dashed-blue potential in Fig. 31b). The latter was more stable than earlier feedback traps that depended on
electrokinetic forces (with attendant chemical drifts).

Feedback traps have two key advantages for the Mpemba experiments: First, one can create a nearly arbitrary
potential shape, limited only by the maximum force (limit on potential slope) and feedback loop time (limit on
potential curvature) [174]. Second, because the method needs only to measure the position of an isolated particle, the
localization and hence potential shape can be smaller than the wavelength of light used in the optical tweezers. In the
experiments reported here, for example, the typical separation between the two potential wells was ℓ = 80 nm. With
diffusive dynamics, the overall of experiments is proportional to ℓ2. One could create double-well potentials using
dual tweezers or spatial-light modulators (SLMs), but their length scale would be ℓ ≳ 1 µm. The ratio of length scales
implies that experiments done using a feedback trap can be more than 100 times faster than similar experiments done
using dual-tweezers or SLMs.

Using the feedback trap, Kumar and Bechhoefer reported experiments on the standard Mpemba effect and the
strong Mpemba effect in Ref. [6]. Then Ref. [64] reported first observations of the inverse Mpemba effect. The general
scheme of all of these experiments is to draw an initial condition for a particle from a Boltzmann distribution π(x; T )
that corresponds to a system in equilibrium at a temperature T that is, in general, different from the bath temperature
Tb. Because the particle moves in water at temperature Tb, the effective quench from T to Tb is instantaneous. This
trick of using the initial position of the particle as a substitute for a physical temperature eliminates any complication
arising from finite-time transients.

After the particle is released, its trajectory is measured for a time that is long enough to thermalize. The small
energy barriers (typically 2 to 3 kBTb) and the small separation between the wells meant that the equilibration times
were short, even in the “longest” cases. Thus, the dynamics was typically followed for 60 µs. Because each run was
short, it was possible to have a large number of trials for each condition considered (from 1000 to 30,000). The large
number of trials greatly improved the reproducibility of the results. Recall from Section 1.1 that experiments on water
have all fewer than 10 trials per condition.

The trajectories x(t) for repeated trials are grouped to form a statistical ensemble, from which, at each time t,
one can estimate the probability density p(x, t) of beads. This probability density then relaxes to the equilibrium
Boltzmann distribution, π(x,Tb). Fig. 32 shows an example of the evolution of the equilibration time as a function of
the initial temperature. The time is by definition zero when Tinitial = Tb. As Tinitial increases, the time to equilibrate
also increases. Then, for Tinitial/Tb ≈ 10, there is a local maximum in equilibration time and further increases in
initial temperature decrease the equilibration time. This decrease is a signature of the Mpemba effect. The local
minimum in equilibration time at Tinitial/Tb ≈ 100 (indicated by the black arrow) then reflects the strong Mpemba
effect. To identify the local minimum with the strong Mpemba effect, the authors used measurements of the relaxation
of p(x, t) to equilibrium, to extract the (modulus of the) a2 coefficient discussed in Section 3. The strong Mpemba
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Figure 31: Creation of a virtual potential in three steps: (a) Measure the particle position; (b) calculate the force as the negative gradient of the
desired potential, U(x); shift the center of the optical tweezer by an amount calculated to produce the desired force. The arrows depict one cycle of
a feedback loop. Source: Figure reproduced from [6].

effect corresponds to the vanishing of |a2| and, as a result, an exponential speedup of relaxation.
To understand the physical origin of the Mpemba effect, we first note that, as suggested by Lu and Raz [3] (see

Fig. 6 and also the discussion in Ref. [75]), relaxation proceeds in two stages: In the first stage, there is a rapid
relaxation from the initial position x0 where the particle (usually) falls into the nearest well. The fraction of particles
in each well will usually differ from the equilibrium fraction. In the second stage of relaxation, particles hop back and
forth across the barrier and equilibrate the populations in the two wells.

The initial fraction of particles that fall into each well is influenced by the placement of the double-well potential
within the confining box. In particular, in the limit of high initial temperatures, the distribution of conditions ap-
proaches uniform, so that an asymmetric placement (illustrated in Fig. 9b and quantified by the asymmetry parameter
α = xmax/xmin defined in that figure) implies a simple relationship between the asymmetry α and the fraction of parti-
cles in each well after the first stage. If one adjusts α so that the fraction after Stage 1 equals the equilibrium partition,
then there is no need for Stage 2. This situation corresponds to the strong Mpemba effect. The intuitive argument
given here has recently been made more rigorous and generalized [76].

The same general set up was also used to study the inverse Mpemba effect [64]. Here, a colder initial condition can
heat up more quickly than a warmer one. The physics and mathematics describing the inverse effect is qualitatively
similar to that describing the usual cooling scenarios and, indeed, both weak and strong versions of the inverse
Mpemba effect were observed. One significant difference between the two settings, though, is that the effects were
harder to observe. A generic reason is that the target high-temperature state had very low energy barriers and the
motion was almost a pure diffusion. In such a system, the ratio of eigenvalues λ3/λ2 ≈ 4. This ratio gives a measure
of how much data is needed to separate the e−λ3t decay component from the e−λ2t component that dominates at long
times. The larger the ratio, the easier the separation and the fewer the trials required. In the original forward-
Mpemba experiments, the energy barriers present at the bath temperature led to an exponential enhancement of the
ratio λ3/λ2 ≈ 15. As a consequence, the inverse-Mpemba experiments needed 5000 trials to infer a2 and a3, whereas
only 1000 trials were needed for corresponding accuracy in the forward-Mpemba experiments.

Taken collectively, these experiments on a colloidal system give convincing demonstrations of the basic phenom-
ena associated with Mpemba effect in a very simple setting. The good agreement between model calculations based
on Fokker-Planck and Langevin equations bolsters the argument that these kinds of anomalous relaxation are generic
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Figure 32: Equilibration time of ensemble of colloidal particles as a function of the initial temperature, for an asymmetry parameter α = 9. Arrow
indicates the strong Mpemba effect. Source: Figure reproduced with permission from [6].

in the sense that they can occur in a wide range of systems and are not linked to the special physics of one particular
system such as water.

6.3. Experiments on quantum Mpemba effects

In January, 2024, three preprints posted to arXiv gave evidence for the Mpemba effect in systems where quantum
effects are important. The experimental apparatus in all three works is based on trapped ions, but the three works are
quite different: [8] measured an inverse Mpemba effect of the type discussed in Sec.(2.2.1); [9] measured exponential
acceleration in the relaxation rate by first applying a unitary transformation on the initial state to annihilate its over-
lap with the slowest relaxation mode, as discussed in Sec.(2.2.2); and [10] measured the entanglement asymmetry
quantum Mpemba effect (discussed in Sec. 2.2.3) in a system of 12 ions.

In all three experiments, the system is composed of one [8, 9] or many [10] ions, trapped in a Paul trap, and
laser cooled. This type of setup has become standard, with applications ranging from accurate clocks [175] to precise
magnetometry [176] to quantum computing [177]. See [178, 179, 180] for reviews describing the experimental setups.
Interestingly, additional experimental manuscript that aims to measure the quantum Mpemba effect was uploaded to
the arXiv in January 2024 [181]. However, this manuscript was different from the other three manuscript in two major
points: (i) Instead of trapped ions, it used the IBM quantum computer, available through the IBM quantum experience.
This computer can be accessed by the general public, and instead of trapped ions it is based on super-conducting Qbits.
They considered the single qubit thermal relaxation that exists because of the coupling between the system and its
environment, where rather than initializing the qbit in a hot thermal state, it was initialized in a pure state, and the
thermal state relaxation trajectory was calculating by a proper averaging over these states. More importantly, (ii) No
Mpemba effect, of any type, experimental or theoretical, was observed in this work. We therefore do not discuss this
manuscript in what follows.

6.3.1. Inverse Mpemba effect in a single strontium ion
In [8], a nonequilibrium strong inverse quantum Mpemba effect was demonstrated experimentally on a single

trapped 88Sr+ ion. The relevant degrees of freedom in the system are the ion’s internal energy levels, not the motion
degrees of freedom. Of all the internal states of the ion, two states are considered as “the qubit system”, whereas other
states are used as auxiliary states [8]. The transitions between the two states have several sources: first, there is a
coherent driving generated by an oscillating magnetic field with a frequency that is tuned to the specific transition. In
addition, there is an incoherent decay transition between the two states, mediated by a thermal bath, which is generated
by coupling the system to several auxiliary states in a way that can effectively be analyzed as a thermal bath. Finally,
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Figure 33: Experimental demonstration of the Entanglement asymmetry quantum Mpemba effect. The system (upper inset) is a 1D system of
twelve trapped ions, of which four constitute “the system” (subsystem A), and the rest the “bath” (subsystem Ã). The Entanglement Asymmetry
(EA) of subsystem A changes as a function of a global rotation angle, θ (lower inset). Initiating the system at different values of θ and observing
the entanglement asymmetry evolving in time shows a clear crossing between the relaxation trajectories. The figure is reproduced from [10].

there are dephasing processes, also generated by the thermal bath, namely by the coupling to the auxiliary states.
These different processes cannot be coupled simultaneously to the system, so they are done sequentially, i.e., by
Trotterization. Because there is coupling both to a thermal bath and to a coherent source, the steady state of the
system is not an equilibrium but rather a non-equilibrium steady state. Nonetheless, since coherent driving is kept
fixed while the bath temperature varies, the result is an equivalent to the “equilibrium locus” in the classical Mpemba
effect.

To demonstrate a strong inverse Mpemba effect, one prepares the system with a steady-state density matrix cor-
responding to a low temperature and then quenches to a high temperature. The dynamics of the density matrix then
follows Eq. (57), relaxing towards the new steady state, with the slowest decay mode controlling the long-time limit
of the relaxation. For this specific system, only a strong inverse Mpemba effect exists; there is no strong direct effect.

6.3.2. Unitary transformation in a single calcium ion
As in the above experiment, in [9] the internal energy states of 40Ca+ ions were used as the relevant degrees of

freedom for the relaxation process. Here, three energy levels coupled via lasers having the relevant frequencies. The
density matrix describing the system evolves under Lindbladian dynamics as described in Eq. (57), and the steady
state of the system is a non-equilibrium steady state, not a Boltzmann distribution.

To observe the desired effect, the system is initiated in a pure state that corresponds to one of the energy levels
and is denoted by |0⟩. Its evolution towards the steady state is then observed. The relaxation is compared to a system
that, after starting from the same initial condition, evolves according to a carefully designed unitary Hamiltonian
dynamics to a state that has no overlap with the slowest relaxation mode of the Lindbladian; as a result, the relaxation
is exponentially faster than generic relaxation. An additional effect in this system is the Liouvillian Exceptional Point
(LEP), where two real eigenvalues coalesce to form a pair of complex-conjugate eigenvalues. In this case, there are
two decaying modes with identical real values; the overlap of initial state with both must vanish in order to obtain a
faster relaxation rate.

6.3.3. Entanglement-asymmetry Mpemba effect in a linear string of twelve calcium ions
In [10], a string of 12 40Ca+ ions was cooled to the motional ground state. In each ion, two spin states are used

as the relevant degrees of freedom. The spin- 1
2 of each ion interacts with all other ions, and the interaction strength

changes with the distance between the ions. The system is initialized in the state where all spins point in the z
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direction. Then, they are all tilted by an angle θ from the z-axis. After initialization, the system evolves according to
an engineered XY Hamiltonian [182]. This dynamics possesses a U(1) symmetry, with a conserved quantity of the
total magnetization in the z direction: Q =

∑
i σ

z
i . However, initial states with θ < {0, π} explicitly break the U(1)

symmetry. The broken symmetry can be quantified using the entanglement asymmetry, which is defined as

∆S A = ln
[
Tr(ρ2

A)
]
− ln

[
Tr(ρ2

A,Q)
]
, (132)

where subsystem A is defined as ions 4–7, the density matrix ρA describes the state of the system traced over all spins
that do not belong to subsystem A, and ρA,Q is the density matrix ρA projected on the total magnetization of subsystem
A. A plot of entanglement asymmetry as a function of initial angle θ is given in the inset of Fig. 33.

For a 1D system, it is clear that in the thermodynamic limit any small subsystem should relax to a Boltzmann
distribution that would restore the U(1) symmetry after a long time, since there are no phase transitions in the system.
Thus, the above entanglement asymmetry should decay as a function of time. Indeed, as shown in Fig. 33, the
entanglement asymmetry decays with time for all initial conditions. Moreover, the same figure demonstrates the
existence of anomalous relaxation in the system, where initial conditions with higher entanglement asymmetry restore
the symmetry faster than initial conditions with lower initial value of the entanglement asymmetry.

7. Numerical observations

Numerical simulations are useful and powerful, if not always insightful: as in experiments, the underlying mech-
anism cannot be directly observed. In the context of anomalous relaxations, numerical investigations have been used
in several ways. For example, they have accompanied theoretical calculations and demonstrated abstract concepts
and physical mechanisms relevant to both the Markovian and kinetic approaches discussed above. Even though such
numerical results are important—they can be reassuring and helpful in developing intuitions—we do not focus on
them here. Rather, we mostly discuss numerical studies that demonstrate anomalous effects that cannot be directly ad-
dressed using our current theoretical tools, either because these numerical results demonstrate a physical phenomenon
that is different from those described by our current theoretical models, or because we cannot yet connect the numer-
ical results to any of the theoretical results.

In what follows, we discuss three classes of numerical results: In Sec. 7.1, we discuss various results on spin
systems; in Sec. 7.2, we discuss dynamical models of water or other liquids; and in Sec. 7.3, we discuss numerical
results pertaining to the driven granular-gas systems discussed in Sec. 4. These classes differ both in their numerical
aspects and in the observed physical phenomena: the aim of dynamical models is not necessarily to demonstrate the
Mpemba effect directly but rather to find precursors of the effect, such as the density of nucleation sites, or rotation
vs. translation thermal relaxation. In spin systems and driven granular gases, however, the relevant effects (direct and
inverse Mpemba effects, optimal heating protocols that are not monotonic in temperature, etc.) are directly observed.

7.1. Numerical results in spin systems

Spin systems show a rich set of anomalous phenomena, ranging from the Markovian framework discussed in Sec. 2
in 1d [3] to mean-field systems [96], direct glassy Mpemba effect in spin glass systems [59], and other types of effects
in ferromagnetic systems [73]. In what follows, we discuss these various phenomena.

7.1.1. Spin glass system
The most extensive numerical study on a spin system was done in [59]. In this work, a cubic system of 160 ×

160× 160 spins was studied using the Janus II spin glass simulator [183]. Janus II is a computer implemented on field
programmable gate arrays (FPGA), configured to optimize Monte Carlo simulations of spin systems. Using special
algorithms that take full advantage of its customized architecture, huge simulations can be efficiently implemented.
The Hamiltonian of the system was chosen as

H = −
∑

n.n. (x,y)

Jx,y σxσy, (133)
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where σx ∈ {+1,−1} are spin degrees of freedom. Each of the coupling constants Jx,y was randomly chosen from
{+1,−1} with equal probability, with only nearest neighbors coupling different from zero. This system is known to
have a glass transition at the critical temperature Tc ≈ 1.102. Even above the glass transition, equilibrating the system
takes an extremely long time; it was thus not possible to sample initial conditions from the equilibrium distributions.
Instead, the initial conditions for the study were created by first connecting the spins to a heat bath of the chosen
temperature and then letting the system evolve under Metropolis Monte Carlo dynamics for a long time (although one
that is shorter than the corresponding relaxation time). In particular, the system is subject to a first direct quench to
a fixed temperature from a completely disordered initial state, i.e., one that corresponds to an infinite temperature,
during a given waiting time. In [59], the bath temperatures were T1 = 1.3 for the initially hotter system and T2 = 1.2
for the initially colder system. To ensure that the initially hot system is indeed “hotter,” the authors calculated the
energy of each system at an initial time that was chosen by coupling to the bath long enough that the initially hotter
system had a significantly higher mean energy than the one coupled to a cooler system. Thus, the initial conditions in
the study were actually nonequilibrium distributions. In this respect, the observed anomalous relaxation effect differs
from other frameworks.

After the preparation stage, the systems were quenched to the spin glass phase by coupling to a bath at T f inal =

0.7 ≈ 0.64 Tc. As the final temperature is below the glass transition, the relaxation is extremely slow, and even 1011

simulation sweeps were not enough to observe the final stage of relaxation, as expected in a glassy system. To find
a Mpemba effect, the energy per spin (averaged over both trajectories and the quenched disorder Jx,y) was calculated
through the relaxation dynamics. Crossings of the energy relaxation curves versus time were taken to indicate a
Mpemba effect. Such crossings, for initial temperatures above and below the glass transition and with subsequent
relaxation below the glass transition temperature, can be seen on Figs. 34 and 35. An inverse Mpemba effect was also
observed; in this case, all three temperatures were below the glass temperature of the model.

Figure 34: Mpemba effect in the spin-glass system starting from a paramagnetic phase, which is quenched below the critical temperature, Tc =

1.102, to the spin-glass phase, with T f inal = 0.7 ≈ 0.64 Tc. The hot start, (T1 = 1.3, ξ1 = 12, E1(t = 0) = −1.6428), overtakes the two cold starts
(T2 = 1.2, ξ2 = 5, E2(t = 0) = −1.6714) and (T3 = 1.2, ξ3 = 8, E3(t = 0) = −1.6738). The correlation length grows for temperatures close to Tc;
thus, the hot start, since it has the longest correlation length, is the “closest” to the state the system is relaxing to. The order of the two crossings
implies the importance of the correlation length. The error bars are depicted in the thickness of the lines. The figure is reproduced from [59].

In addition to finding indications for direct and inverse Mpemba effects in a specific spin-glass system, the authors
also gained insight about the mechanism behind these effects [59]. In particular, they found that it is not enough to
record the bath temperature and not enough to also include the average energy at the start of the quench. Rather,
the correlation length ξ seems to be a key “hidden parameter” that is also important for understanding the relaxation
dynamics. Note that, for a given temperature, different values of the evolving initial correlation length can be achieved
by changing the waiting time of the first direct quench. To see this, the authors considered two different relaxation
dynamics. Both began by connecting the system to a bath of T2 = T3 = 1.3, and both evolved in contact with that bath
to have approximately equal energies at the time of the quench (E2 ≈ E3 = −1.67); nonetheless, the relaxation curves
crossed the T1 relaxation curve at very different times. The relevant difference turned out to be in their correlation
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lengths (ξ2 = 5 and ξ3 = 8). The greater value of the latter suggests that it is closer to the final state, and thus its
relaxation curve crosses that of the T1 curve at a later time.

Below the critical temperature, the nonequilibrium time evolution of the internal energy follows that of the coher-
ence length, with a linear dependence, E(t) = E∞(T )+E1/ξ

Dl (t)+ . . . , where Dl ≈ 2.5 is the lower critical dimension;
see Fig. 35. Both the crossing dependence and the energy evolution suggest that coherence-length dynamics are a
major factor in determining the relaxation.

Figure 35: a) Mpemba effect in the spin-glass system below the glass transition, Tc = 1.102, for several correlation lengths. The energy relaxation
curves show that the coherence length plays a major role in the relaxation. b) Relationship between energy and coherence length ξ. A thermal
protocol is responsible for the vertical moves in b) that produce the Mpemba effect. The figures are reproduced from [59].

7.1.2. Ferromagnetic systems
Many works have considered the Markovian framework for anomalous relaxations in anti-ferromagnetic systems,

and a rich phase diagram of anomalous effects was demonstrated in many variants of anti-ferromagnetic systems,
e.g., [3, 65, 96, 82, 184]. It is therefore natural to consider also the case of a ferromagnetic systems. Recently, a
series of investigations [73, 185, 186, 187] reports numerical observations of a different type of anomalous effect in
ferromagnetic systems. The ferromagnetic systems surveyed include the 2D Ising model [73], the q-Potts model in
2D and with varying interaction lengths [185], and the 3D Ising model along with the 2D Ising model with long-
range order [187]. In these numerical results, the system is initiated at equilibrium corresponding to a temperature
above the phase transition (but with the specific constraint that half the spins are up and half down [73, 186]). After
the preparation, the system is instantaneously quenched to a temperature below the phase transition. The quenching
means that the system starts to follow a single spin flip dynamics, with Glauber or Metropolis flipping rates, where
the temperature corresponds to the bath temperature. Rather than looking for the phase transition point, the energy
per spin is monitored as a function of the simulation time. It is numerically observed that although the initially
higher temperature system has a higher energy per spin, after long enough evolution with dynamic corresponding to
bath temperature below the phase transition, the initially hotter system has a lower energy per spin. In addition to
observing the energy per spin, in [73] crossing between average domain length was also observed.

Interestingly, the exact nature of the observed effect is not understood at this point. For example, it seems to be
important for the observed effect that the initial condition have an exactly equal mix of up and down spins (and not
the Boltzmann distribution of up and down spins expected in equilibrium), but the reason is unclear. Note that even
though above the phase transition point the mean magnetization is expected to be zero in average, the variance scales
as the square root of the number of spins, hence having exactly the same number of up and down spins is a very
strong constraint. It is quite possible that this effect is related to the Markovian Mpemba effect discussed in Sec. 2.
Unfortunately, finding the slowest decaying mode in a large 2D Ising model (ref. [73] used an array of 256 × 256
spins) is not possible analytically or even numerically, and no trace for Markovian Mpemba effect was found for

77



smaller systems where analytic calculations are possible. One route that might determine the existence of a Mpemba
effect without the need to evaluate a2 could, in principle, come from the study of the relaxation of relevant observables,
as outlined in the following section as well as in Sec. 2.1.6.

7.1.3. Numerical observations of the Mpemba effect using Monte Carlo simulations
The Markovian framework, discussed in Sec. 2, prescribes a way to find Mpemba effects: the coefficient of the

slowest relaxation mode of the final temperature Markovian operator on the initial conditions contains the relevant
information. This prescription is very useful in cases where the coefficient of the slowest dynamics can be found
analytically (as in simple potentials of overdamped particle [91, 92]) or numerically. However, for large many-body
systems, this is very often impractical. Consider, for example, the 2D Ising model: a small system of 100 × 100 spins
has 10,000 spins. Since each spin can be in one of two possible states, the number of micro-configurations in the
system is 210,000, and there are no known macrostates that can be used to reduce this number, for antiferromagnets
in the presence of a magnetic field. In other words, the probability distribution is a vector in a 210,000 dimensional
space, and the Markovian operator is a 210,000 × 210,000 matrix. It is clearly impossible to find numerically the relevant
slowest eigenvector, and since there are very few systems for which the relaxation eigenvalues are known analytically,
a different approach is needed.

One numerical approach to observe strong Mpemba effects in Markovian systems using Monte Carlo simulations
was proposed in [65]. The main idea in this approach is to detect a zero crossing in a2, which implies a strong
Markovian Mpemba effect. Let us denote the temperature to which the system relaxes as T f , and the initial temperature
at which there is a strong (direct or inverse) Mpemba effect as Ts. We also denote the coefficient along v⃗2 of the
Boltzmann distribution at temperature T as a2(T ). In the very high-dimensional space of probabilities, the relaxation
process p⃗(t) simply follows linear dynamics in probability space, with the final equilibrium distribution, π⃗(T f ) a fixed
point of the dynamics. The probability distributions with a2 = 0 form a co-dimension 1 hyperplane, namely a linear
subspace with dimension N − 1 where N is the dimension of the probability space (see Fig. 10). This hyperplane
separates the probability space into two disjoint sets, one with a2 > 0 and the other1 with a2 < 0. The existence
of a strong Mpemba effect implies that the relaxation trajectory from π⃗(Ts) towards π⃗(T f ) is confined to the a2 = 0
hyperplane. All initial conditions that are not associated with a strong Mpemba effect approach the final equilibrium
asymptotically from the v⃗2 direction. However, the sign change in a2 corresponds to relaxation along v⃗2 from opposite
directions. The approach of relaxation trajectories from opposite sides of the hyperplane a2 = 0 can be detected using
a simple Monte Carlo simulation, as follows:

A Monte Carlo simulation does not track the evolution of the probability distribution; instead, it tracks the evo-
lution of a function of several observables, e.g., {x1, x2, . . . , xn}, averaged using the time-dependent probability p⃗(t).
We denote this average by ⟨ f (x1, x2, . . . , xn)⟩p⃗(t). As an example of such averages, consider the 2D antiferromagnetic
Ising model in the presence of an external magnetic field. The Hamiltonian of the system is given by

H({σ}) = −
J
4

∑
n.n. (i, j; k,l)

σi, jσk,l − h
∑
i, j

σi, j, (134)

where σi, j is the spin at the i-th column and j-th row, J = −1 is the antiferromagnetic coupling constant and h
is the external magnetic field and with {σ} we denote a specific spin-configuration. The first sum is restricted to
nearest neighbor spins, and the second sum is over all spins in the system. Examples for averages that a Monte Carlo
simulation tracks include the mean magnetization and the mean staggered magnetization, defined for a given spin
configuration {σ} as

m({σ}) =
1
N

∑
i, j

σi, j and ms({σ}) =
1

N2

∑
i, j

(−1)i+ j σi, j

2

, (135)

where the sign of (−1)i+ j specifies the sublattice, while the square over the sum in ms is used, since the two sublattices
are symmetric. Averaging these observables over the distribution p⃗(t) can be viewed as giving an unnormalized

1Note that the sign of a2 is arbitrary: if v⃗2 is an eigenvector of some matrix or an operator, then −v⃗2 is also an eigenvector of the same operator.
The sign choice of v⃗2 affects the sign of a2.
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linear projection of the high-dimensional probability vector onto a low-dimensional space. The equilibrium average
⟨(m,ms)⟩π⃗(T f ) is a fixed point, and relaxation trajectories ⟨(m,ms)⟩ p⃗(t) are converging towards the fixed point. Unless
a2 = 0, they relax from the same direction, which is the projection of v⃗2. However, trajectories with opposite values
of a2 relax from opposite directions towards the fixed point. The trajectory initiated at the equilibrium of Ts relaxes
from a different direction, corresponding to the v⃗3 projection. This idea is demonstrated in Fig. 36.

Figure 36: Strong inverse Mpemba effect in the 2d Ising model. The system consists of 100 × 100 spins on a rectangular lattice, with periodic
boundary conditions. The Hamiltonian is given in Eq. (134), with J = −1 and h = 1.0025. The gradient-colored line is the equilibrium line,
projected on the (⟨m⟩, ⟨|ms |⟩) plane, which exhibits a nonmonotonic dependence on temperature for the |ms | observable (see Sec. 9.3). The red
(blue) line is the projection of the relaxation trajectory of a system prepared at an initial temperature Th = 0.2 (T2 = 0.005) relaxing towards a
final bath temperature Tb = 0.625 (highlighted with a black dot). As can be seen, the two trajectories approach equilibrium along the same vector
(parallel to v⃗2) but from opposite directions, corresponding to opposite signs of a2.

7.2. Numerical results on water and other fluids

In this part, we discuss numerical efforts to explain the Mpemba effect in water by studying microscopic processes.
The studies include molecular dynamics simulations in various models for water or other liquid-solid models (the
Lenard-Jones and Yukawa potentials), and a specific model for the skin effect in water. We do not cover simulations
of macroscopic systems. At this stage, it is not clear at all whether the numerical results reported below and the
conclusions taken from these relate to one of the frameworks discussed in this review, nor with experimental results
on water. However, some of these works motivated the search for a Mpemba effect in clathrate hydrates [134], which
demonstrate their influence.

7.2.1. Molecular dynamics simulations
Four works [47, 48, 143, 188] used molecular dynamics simulations to try to shed light on the Mpemba effect in

water. The first, [47], considered molecular dynamics simulations of up to 1000 molecules. The initial configurations
were sampled from equilibrium distributions corresponding to the temperature before the quench (from 280 K to
390 K). Three different force field models were used (Molinero with a Stillinger-Weber angular function, SPC rigid
water model and the F3C flexible water model), all in thermostated NPT simulation (Nose-Hoover thermostat), to a
final temperature of 100 K. In each case, the vibrational density of states (DOS) was calculated, and the population
of states in the region 80–160 cm−1, which is known to be important for water crystallization, was recorded. It was
found that quenching from warm water (above 370 K) led to a higher population in the relevant density of states at
this specific energy interval, in comparison to ice. By contrast, a system quenched from cool water (below 300 K) has
a lower population in this energy range. The observations might suggest that the relaxation of vibrational states to that
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of ice is faster in the initially hot system. This work also explored the importance of the specific range of DOS and
found that the specific regime is associated with internal vibrations of water hexagons or perhaps fused decagons.

A different mechanism was explored in [48]: First, an extensive study of small water molecule clusters of 50-mers
was performed, where the strongest 16 H-bond configurations were identified. Then, molecular dynamics simulations
of 1000 water molecules were performed in a fixed volume, with periodic boundary conditions, using the TIP5P force
field in the NPT ensemble at 1 bar, at temperatures 283 K and 363 K and for a simulation time of 2 ns. The temperature
was changed by rescaling the velocities of the particles. At each temperature, the density of H-bonds of each type
was calculated. Although the total density of H-bonds decreases with increasing temperature, a careful look on their
geometry and strength showed that hot water is actually more suitable to ice formation: in cold water, there are more
electrostatic H-bonds, whereas in hot water these are more covalent H-bonds. This suggests a plausible mechanism
for a Mpemba effect in water.

In a different approach [143], a molecular dynamics simulation of 64,000 water molecules was performed. The
force fields used were the SPC, TIP3P, and TIP4P rigid models, as well as a flexible version of the TIP3P model;
all gave the same qualitative results. In this research, the molecular dynamics imposed energy conservation; that
is, the simulation was micro-canonical. As a consequence, direct thermal relaxation was not explored. Instead,
the initial atomic velocities were generated by sampling the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution at the desired target
temperature. Once the given system has equilibrated at the desired temperature, a new, out-of-equilibrium initial
condition was generated by modifying the velocity distribution of the molecules so as to study the system’s evolution
back to equilibrium. This was done four ways: (1) the velocities were unaffected (normal equilibrium case); (2) the
kinetic energy was placed only in translational degrees of freedom, whereas the molecular rotations were frozen at the
initial condition; (3) the translational degrees of freedom were initially frozen, with the kinetic energy placed only in
rotational degrees of freedom, and (4) both translation and rotation degrees of freedom were frozen, and the kinetic
energy was contained in internal molecular vibrations alone. These initial conditions are clearly out of equilibrium,
as equipartition does not hold. The idea is then to examine the relaxation rates of the different degrees of freedom
(rotational, translational and vibrational) towards their equilibrium value. Indeed, the authors find that the relaxation
rates of the different degrees of freedom do differ, in accord with the mechanism proposed in [137], where energy
transfer between rotational and translational degrees of freedom generates huge anomalous relaxations (See section
4.3). Lastly, configurations from an equilibrium at 330 K were sampled and heated by setting the kinetic energy to
a value corresponding to 370 K, or cooled by setting the kinetic energy to a value corresponding to 290 K. In this
case it was observed that when the initial kinetic energy does not obey equipartition, the instantaneous temperature
approaches the equilibrium value from below, both in the cases of cooling and heating.

A different type of results were reported in [188]. These simulations addressed directly the liquid-solid phase
transition, in the TIP4P/Ice model and in a Lenard-Jones potential. For the Lenard-Jones potential, a molecular dy-
namics simulation in 2D with a truncated, shifted, and force-corrected potential was used in a constant NVT ensemble
with a Nose-Hoover thermostat. For the water system, the TIP4P/Ice model was used in an NPT molecular dynamic
simulation, for 96 molecules. In both water and Lenard-Jones, the system was initiated at various temperatures above
the freezing temperature, and then quenched to a temperature well below the freezing point. After the quench, the po-
tential energy in the system was monitored, and a phase transition was declared when a sharp decrease in the potential
energy was observed; see Fig. 37. By averaging the time to phase transition, the authors calculated the mean freezing
time as a function of the initial temperature. They found a nonmonotonic behavior.

Lastly, Ref. [189] reported numerical simulations in Yukawa fluids that show anomalous thermal relaxations. The
authors performed numerical simulations of screened ion fluid, where the interaction potential between the ions is a
Yukawa potential, V(r) ∝ e−r/λ/r, with λ a characteristic screening distance. A molecular dynamics simulation for
an ensemble of N = 375 such particles was carried out using generalized Langevin dynamics. In order to induce
the quenching effect, the kinetic energy was lowered through dynamical scattering with the rigid box walls, which
are assumed to have a temperature Twall. Specifically, the authors considered systems with ionic density nI = 1.1 ×
10−4 fm−3 that were initiated at temperatures Tinit = 6, 9, and 15 MeV. Additional important parameters were (i) the
ratio between the screening length λ and the box size, L; (ii) the charge spread of the particles. For some specific
values of these parameters, a direct Mpemba effect was reported.

It is worth mentioning that, in all the above works, the timescale associated with the observed dynamics is at
most a few microseconds, a time interval that is many orders of magnitude shorter than any relevant experimentally
observed macroscopic phenomena. It is therefore not at all clear whether these results correspond to any of the
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Figure 37: Numerical results of the TIP4P/Ice model with 96 molecules. The upper-left figure shows the potential energy as a function of time for
various initial temperatures, all quenched to T f = 230 K. The symbols show the locations of the jump based on which the phase transition time is
declared (with additional symbols for other trajectories that are not plotted). The initial part of the relaxation is shown in the upper right figure. The
lower figure shows that the mean freezing time is a nonmonotonic function of the initial temperature for the chosen set of parameters. The figure is
reprinted from [188].

experimental observations. Moreover, all these quenching studies carry out the quench via numerical methods (e.g.
rescaling velocities) that are convenient but do not represent the dynamics of a real physical process.

7.2.2. Nonlinear Fourier with supersolidity skin
A different approach was taken in [190] and [45], where the authors considered 1D, macroscopic, nonlinear

Fourier-law dynamics. The material and heat transport properties are proposed to differ between the bulk of the
system and the edge, where a supersolidity skin effect occurs. For a range of parameters, these works predict the
existence of a Mpemba effect, with a crossing in the system temperature, even before the phase transition point.
Although this line of works is based on macroscopic dynamics (Fourier law for a system of a few millimeters in size),
the basic argument behind it—a supersolidity skin effect that changes significantly the macroscopic parameters at the
boundary of the system—is of microscopic origin. Therefore, it is somewhat different from other numerical works on
macroscopic systems that did not take this effect into account, e.g. [27, 28, 44]. It will be of great interest to combine
the suggested supersolidity skin effect with 3D coupled fluid-mechanics heat-convection equations. Exploring the
effect in such a simulation has never been done, as far as we know.

7.3. Simulations in kinetic theory
Observing the Mpemba effect in the kinetic-theory framework is difficult: Except for the case of breaking equipar-

tition, the Mpemba effect is small, and many trajectories are needed to have enough statistics. Two kinds of simula-
tions were extensively used to measure anomalous relaxation effects: Event-driven Molecular Simulation and Direct
Simulation Monte Carlo Method.

Event-Driven Molecular Simulation (EDMS) is based on solving Newton’s equations of motion for the system of
interest. In particular, for granular particles that interact only during a collision, an inelastic version of the classical
algorithm of Allen and Tidesley [191] is used. In EDMS, one computes the collision time between a pair of particles
by integrating the equation of motion of particles; after choosing the smallest collision time, one moves each particle
accordingly and calculates the outcome of the specific collision, based on the specific collision rule in the model
(see Sec. 4).
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The direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) method, due originally to Bird [192], solves the Boltzmann equation
and can be applied to simulate rarefied gas dynamics. The basic ideas can be adapted to a wide range of models
of dilute granular gases (see Sec. 4). The space region is divided into a series of cells whose dimension must be
smaller than the mean free path, so that flows are approximately constant inside the cell cavities. The flow of particles
between collisions is considered uncoupled over a time interval ∆t, which must be smaller than the average time
between collisions. Next, each particle is moved a distance vi∆t, where vi is the velocity of the i-th particle. Then the
collision part of the algorithm is resolved. When the collision process is computed, only particles inside the same cell
can collide; otherwise, the positions of particles play no role. A crucial aspect is that, in each cell, pairs of particles
are chosen randomly, and their collision is accepted or rejected according to a probability that is proportional to the
relative velocity between them. If the collision is accepted, the post-collisional velocities are computed using an
impact parameter chosen at random from a uniform distribution of incident particles. The time counter is advanced
after collisions and the process repeated in each cavity until its time counter exceeds the time step ∆t [193]. The
DSMC method is a faster, more efficient way to simulate the dilute granular dynamics. See Figs. 22 and 23 for a
comparison between methods and theoretical predictions.

8. Applications of the Mpemba effect

In this section, we discuss two broad classes of application of the Mpemba effect. The first might be termed
“direct” and involves situations where speeding up the relaxation to equilibrium has immediate consequences. The
second class is more inspirational and starts from an understanding of basic mechanisms underlying the Mpemba
effect and uses similar ideas in somewhat different contexts. We begin with the direction applications.

8.1. Direct applications

To cool an object rapidly is a common need, and heat transfer is a well-developed topic of engineering [194].
Even Aristotle’s first mention of anomalous cooling quoted in Sec. 1 cites how the inhabitants of Pontus start with
previously heated water to produce ice more quickly. And Mpemba, in his introductory statement in Ref. [1], relates
that ice-cream vendors in the city of Tanga use hot milk to speed the production of ice cream.

A modern application of such ideas has recently been presented by Yang et al. [195]. Piezoceramic materials are
important for applications such as gas lighters, sonar, and nanomechanics (as actuators for subnanometer displace-
ments). To form them, the raw materials first need to be compressed to increase the piezoelectric response. The
compression is usually done by mechanical force. In Ref. [195], the authors instead use the expansion of freezing ice.
Squeezing by ice rather than a conventional press produces higher pressures and is simple to implement. In exploring
the parameters of their experiment, the authors found that freezing begins sooner if hot water (60 ◦C) is used, rather
than warm water (30 ◦C), and ascribe this difference to the Mpemba effect. The speedup is important not only for sav-
ing time but also for reducing the grain size of the piezoceramic material, a consequence of the more rapid freezing.
The resulting material has a density that is as much as 11% higher.

8.1.1. Optimal heating and cooling protocols
A natural application for many variants of the Mpemba effect is optimal cooling (or heating in the case of an

inverse Mpemba effect). If cooling a system initiated at Thot is faster than cooling the same system initiated at Tmedium
when the cooling mechanism is coupling the system to a bath at Tcold, then perhaps cooling a system initiated at
Tmedium by first heating it towards Thot and then coupling it to Tcold is faster than coupling it to a thermal bath at Tcold
without the pre-heating stage. But if pre-heating takes longer than the time gained during the cooling stage, the extra
step will not reduce the overall protocol time.

Optimal heating/cooling protocols and their relations to the Mpemba effect were studied in [65], where the problem
was carefully defined, and a framework to address it was suggested. The main conclusions of this manuscript were
(i) the phenomenon exists—there are cases where pre-heating (pre-cooling) speeds cooling (heating); (ii) if there is a
strong direct Mpemba effect in the system, namely there is some temperature Tstrong for which the coefficient of the
slowest relaxation mode vanishes (in the definitions of Sec. 2 this means a2 = 0), then for every initial temperature
Tinitial such that Tcold < Tinitial < Tstrong, the cooling process can be improved by coupling the system to some bath at
Thot > Tstrong for some time (the exact range of heating time depends on Thot); (iii) optimal cooling (heating) protocols
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that have a pre-heating (pre-cooling) stage exist even in systems that have no direct (inverse) Mpemba effect at the
target temperature. These results were demonstrated on a few concrete systems.

Defining “optimal heating” (or optimal cooling) protocols is tricky: A system that is initiated at some Tinit and is
coupled to Tcold relaxes towards the bath temperature, but at least formally never reaches the exact Boltzmann distri-
bution associated with Tcold. The same is true for most systems, where reaching the Boltzmann distribution exactly
at a finite time is impossible, even for complicated protocols with a time-dependent temperature that is bounded from
below by Tcold. Thus, one cannot define the optimal protocol as “the fastest way to reach the Boltzmann distribution
exactly.” There are a few ways to nevertheless define optimal protocols. The approach chosen in [65] is to assume that
in the very last stage of the protocol, it is nevertheless coupled to a bath with the target temperature, Tcold. Since the
distribution is not the corresponding Boltzmann distribution, the relaxation then continues through this last stage too.
The optimal protocol is therefore the one at which the relaxation in this final stage is optimal. This is achieved when
as many as possible of the slowest relaxation modes of the Markovian operator corresponding to coupling the system
to a bath at Tcold have no coefficients, and minimizing the slowest mode that exists. In other words, assuming that for
any time t > τ the system is coupled to Tcold, we want the probability distribution P(τ) to have a2 = a3 = . . . = an = 0
for the largest possible n, and minimize over the absolute value of an+1.

In most cases, finding the exact optimal protocol is very difficult, even numerically. However, for systems with
only a few states, this is sometimes possible: in optimal-control theory, finding Tb(t) that minimizes an+1 subject to
a2 = a3 = . . . = an = 0 is a quadratic end-point minimization problem with linear end-point constraints, a bounded
domain and no path cost. Such minimization problems can be addressed numerically using Pontryagin’s maximum
principle [196]. Since there is no path cost, they can also be solved numerically with methods such as sequential
quadratic programming [197]. In [65], an example for optimal heating in a four-state system where at a given finite
time a2 = a3 = 0 and |a4| is minimal was demonstrated. Unfortunately, when the number of states become large, this
optimization problem becomes intractable. Nevertheless, it is often possible to find a protocol that sets a2 = 0 or even
a2 = a3 = 0 at a finite time. These protocols are not expected to be optimal, but they are superior to the naive protocol
of coupling only to the final temperature. Examples for such protocols were given for a Brownian particle diffusing
in a potential, and for the 2D nearest-neighbor-coupling anti-ferromagnetic Ising model.

Why might heating before cooling be faster, overall? To develop some intuition, consider the experiment done
in [6], namely a Brownian particle diffusing in the potential given in Fig. 6b. The slowest dynamic in cooling this
system is hopping from the left well to the right well (or vice versa), to balance the accumulated probabilities in the
two wells. The existence of an inverse Mpemba effect indicates that for the specific Tb, there exist Tstrong for which
the corresponding Boltzmann probability is balanced between the two wells such that there is no coefficient along
the slowest dynamics. For temperatures exceeding Tstrong, the balance between the wells is inverted in comparison to
initial conditions at Tcold < Tinit < Tstrong, namely, the equilibrium distribution corresponding to T > Tstrong has more
probability in the well which is depleted in Tinit. Therefore, preheating the system to T > Tstrong can balance the two
wells at a finite time, setting a2 = 0.

The above intuitive explanation does not give the full story: in Fig. 38, a Brownian particle diffuses in a different
potential, as shown in Fig. 38a. The system is initiated at equilibrium for Tinit and then cooled by coupling to Tcold <
Tinit for a time τ, until a2 = 0. (Here, a2 is calculated for the heating process resulting from coupling the system to
Thot.) This is possible even though there is no inverse Mpemba, strong or even weak effect, at Thot; see Fig. 38b. The
exact conditions for the existence of protocols that can improve the heating/cooling time remain unknown.

Lastly, one has to verify that setting a2 = 0 indeed improves the cooling/heating time in a meaningful way:
although formally, the relaxation never gets to the Boltzmann distribution, in practice, at some point, the differences
between p(t) and the Boltzmann distribution cannot be detected. Thus, improving the protocol is relevant only if
the differences between the improved protocol and the naive protocol are detectable and important for the relevant
application. An example where this is the case is the 2D antiferromagnetic nearest-neighbor Ising model with an
external magnetic field. For a 70 × 70 spin lattice with periodic boundary conditions, a pre-cooling protocol that sets
a2 = 0 was found numerically using the method discussed in Sec. 7.1.3. In this case, the difference between the two
protocols is not only detectable but also quite useful: it takes about five additional Monte-Carlo swipes for the naive
protocol to get to the same accuracy as the pre-cooling protocol (see Fig.39).

Application to AFM imaging. The idea that one can manipulate heating and cooling by using nonequilibrium
protocols that set a2—and even higher-order coefficients—equal to zero has been carried out experimentally in a
recent study by Pottier et al. [198]. In this work, the goal was to speed up AFM imaging by controlling more
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Figure 38: Improving heating by first cooling the system (figure taken from [65]). (a) The system is a Brownian particle diffusing in the plotted 1D
potential and reflecting boundary conditions. (b) A plot of a2 as a function of temperature for T < Thot. The final temperature Thot is represented
by the red square, the initial temperature Tinit by the black circle, and the cold temperature Tcold to which the system is coupled in the pre-cooling
state by the blue triangle. The plot of a2 demonstrates that there is no inverse Mpemba effect, weak or strong, for Thot. (c) The Kullback-Leibler
divergence of the distribution p(t) from the equilibrium at Thot for the naive heating protocol where the system is coupled to Thot (dashed orange
line), and the pre-cooling protocol, where the system is first coupled to Tcold for some finite time, and only then it is coupled to Thot (solid green
line). The figures are reproduced from [65].

rapidly the temperature of an atomic force microscope (AFM) cantilever. To understand the connection between
cantilever and imaging speed, we note that many AFM imaging modes involve exciting one of the lower-frequency
mechanical modes of the cantilever. A very clean way to excite just the cantilever and not other mechanical parts
of the instrument is via photothermal excitation, where the temperature of the cantilever is varied periodically at
the resonance frequency, and thermal expansion couples the varying temperature to mechanical motion. In more
fundamental applications, model heat engines at small scales have also been created using AFM cantilevers as the
“working engine.” In both cases, the ability to change rapidly the temperature of an AFM is important. In Ref. [198],
the proxies for temperatures are nonequilibrium steady states and are controlled by varying the power of a laser that
is focused on the cantilever.

In [198], the transition between two nonequilibrium steady states uses an approach that is analogous to (and
inspired by) the work of Gal and Raz [65]. The protocol has two stages. The first drives the system into a desired
nonequilibrium state; the second is the relaxation, which is to be accelerated. In the first stage, the laser power P(t) is
varied over a protocol of duration t f . The variation is done in such a way that at the end (t = t f ), the nonequilibrium
spatial temperature profile T (x, t f ) has a shape with zero projection onto the eigenfunction describing the slowest
relaxation to the nonequilibrium steady state corresponding to the desired end-time laser power P(t f ). The relaxation
then shows the same exponential speedup as in the strong Mpemba effect. Indeed, the flexibility allowed by controlling
the laser power continuously for 0 ≤ t ≤ t f allows one to systematically eliminate as many orders as one likes, subject
to limitations of laser power (from below, P = 0 and from above, by capabilities of the laser hardware) and the
melting temperature of the cantilever itself. The authors demonstrate cancellation of the slowest four eigenmodes,
with more than 30-fold speedup of the relaxation time in the second stage of the protocol, for t > t f . The work by
Pottier et al. [198] is an exciting extension of Mpemba-related ideas with a clear practical application, speeding up
AFM imaging.
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Figure 39: Improving heating by first cooling the system in the 2D nearest-neighbor Ising model with an external magnetic field. The energy
differences between the two cases is clearly visible.

8.1.2. Optimal transport and heat engine efficiency
Possible connections between the conditions for minimal dissipation and the Mpemba effect were explored in

Ref. [199]. The main question considered was whether relaxation can be both “fast” (shows the Mpemba effect)
and “optimal” (minimal entropy dissipation). To explore this option, the authors analyze a continuous system—
specifically, an over damped particle diffusing in a potential landscape, which can be described by overdamped
Langevin dynamics. Such a model was introduced in Sec. 2 and later discussed in relation to colloidal experiments
in Sec. 6.2. For a one-dimensional potential, the authors find that the occurrence of the Strong Mpemba effect most
often corresponds to high total entropy production. Thus “fast” and “optimal” do not typically occur simultaneously.

Subsequently, the authors examined discrete cases of Markov jump processes, where the rates obey detailed bal-
ance and are parameterized by energies {E j} and barriers {Bij} such that Wij ∝ exp

(
−(E j − Bij)/Tb

)
, as noted in

Eq. (17). In these discrete cases, they identify and analyze scenarios where the same dynamics produces a strong
Mpemba effect and minimal total entropy dissipation. It would be intriguing to generalize these findings on optimal
transport and the Mpemba effect to larger networks or more complex physical systems and to determine the aspects
of relaxation protocols that simultaneously yield a Mpemba effect and minimal total entropy dissipation.

The efficiency of a mechanical Maxwell demon in the presence of a Mpemba effect was discussed in two studies,
[98, 200]. In 1867, James C. Maxwell posed a gedanken experiment, imagining a “demon” that could harness infor-
mation and thereby extract work from a thermal bath [201]. The paradox is that the demon seemingly violates the
second law of thermodynamics. After over a century and a half of debate and inspiring discussions, the paradox was
resolved mainly by Landauer [202], Bennett [203] and Penrose [204], whose work led to a comprehensive theory of
information thermodynamics [205]. In particular, there is no violation of the second law of thermodynamics if one
accounts for the cost of information storage. A fully mechanical version of the Maxwell’s demon was proposed by
Mandal and Jarzynsky in [206]. Their analytically solvable model consists of a memory tape and a device (Maxwell’s
demon). By exploiting the information on the tape, the demon can extract work from thermal equilibrium.

The efficiency of such mechanical Maxwell demon was studied in [98]. Specifically, the authors considered a
“demon model” with a three-level Markov jump process and an information-carrying tape, see Ref. [98]. The tape is
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Figure 40: The device (mechanical Maxwell’s demon here) interacts with tape and work reservoir. The device and the tape are modeled as a
three-level Markov jump system. They form a coupled system during the working cycle. b) Kullback-Leibler divergence as a function time for
the same initial conditions and three different load distribution factors. The system has a Strong Mpemba effect at load factor δSM = 0.35 for
parameters: Tt = 0.824, Tb = 2, ϵt = 0.9 and ϵd = 0.4. c) Cycle time, τcyc is chosen as the time where the KL divergence has a cutoff (here 10−12).
The cycle time has a minimum at δSM = 0.35, where we also have the Strong Mpemba effect. The figures are adapted from [98].

also modeled as a three-level Markov jump process. During a cycle time, denoted as τcyc, the two systems interact
and form a coupled system; see Fig. 40a. The transition rates are parameterized by the energies of the coupled system
{Ei} and the load factor δ ∈ [0, 1], as follows:

W21(Tb) ∝ e−(E2−E1)/Tb , W13(Tb) ∝ e−(E1−E3)/Tb , and W32(Tb, δ) ∝ e−(E3−E2)δ/Tb . (136)

The reverse rates are determined by detailed balance, Wi jπ j(Tb) = W jiπi(Tb). For simplicity, only the rates between
two states (here 2 and 3) depend on the load factor. The authors consider different dynamics with the same initial and
steady-state conditions. They consider cases whereby modifying the dynamics, specifically by changing the value of
δ, one can observe the strong Mpemba effect. The same distance from equilibrium, quantified by the Kullback-Leibler
divergence between the initial and final states, DKL( p⃗(t), π⃗(Tb)), is achieved in a shorter time when the load factor is
set to yield the strong Mpemba effect (δSM = 0.35 on Fig. 40b). This results in a reduction of the cycle time, τcyc,
defined as the period at which the KL divergence reaches a specific long-time cutoff value. An example with a chosen
cut-off value of10−12 is shown in Fig. 40c. A shorter cycle time results in a greater average power output. It should be
noted that this power output is obtained without a reduction in the device’s efficiency and remains stable.

Enhanced performances of an autonomous Maxwell’s demon, in the sense of reaching the functional state faster,
was considered in [200]. The authors, in addition to the Maxwell-demon setup, introduce stochastic resetting to the
dynamics. We mention their work when we discuss connections between stochastic resetting and the Mpemba effect;
see Sec. 8.2.4.

Closely related are work heat engine, that played an important role in the development of thermodynamic. A
simple heat engine model where a three-state Markov jump process in which the temperature is periodically switched
between two temperature , and thus it serves as the “working fluid” of a cyclic Otto engine, was studied in [207]. In
this work, the authors compares the evolution of the system from the same initial conditions, both with and without the
Mpemba effect. They demonstrate that the Mpemba effect can enhance the machine’s performance by decreasing the
time required to reach the steady state. This shorter cycle results in an increased power output for a given efficiency,
while maintaining stability. These findings align with previous results in [98] and [200].

Integrating the Mpemba effect into optimal protocols for efficient heat engines and erasers is still in its early stages.
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The studies described above touch upon some of the potentially promising applications.

8.1.3. Quantum state preparation
For quantum systems, a natural application of anomalous relaxation is to accelerate the preparation of quantum

states that are useful for quantum computing, quantum simulations, and experiments in quantum thermodynamics.
The goal is typically to engineer the connection between system and bath to generate fast relaxation into the desired
state [208, 209, 210]. Indeed, this was the motivation for the discussions in Secs. 2.2.2 (theoretical aspects) and 6.3.2
(experimental demonstrations). In those sections, Mpemba ideas were used in a quantum setup to increase the rate at
which the system relaxes to its target (equilibrium) state, by first applying fast unitary operations that annihilate the
coefficient of the slowest relaxation process; in our notation, this corresponds to setting a2 = 0.

8.1.4. Rate of chemical reactions
A surprising application to chemical systems is the discovery that exposing a sensor molecule to a high concen-

tration of target ligand molecules and then, briefly, to a low-concentration environment can increase overall detection
sensitivity [211]. The boosted performance exceeds that of a sensor starting from an initial low-concentration envi-
ronment. This result is based on the same formalism and ideas used to understand the Mpemba effect in Markovian
systems [3].

In a related study, Hatakeyama [212] examined enzymatic reactions and found, unusually, that higher enzyme
concentrations can actually slow down these reactions. The author draws parallels with the Mpemba effect in the
Markovian setup discussed in Sec. 2. Most biochemical reactions involve enzymes as catalysts, with reaction kinetics
described by Michaelis-Menten kinetics [213]. The reaction rate w is then expected to be proportional to enzyme
concentration:

w =
k[E][S ]
K + [S ]

, (137)

where k is the rate constant for the elemental reaction, [E] and [S ] the enzyme and substrate concentrations, and
K the dissociation constant between enzyme and substrate. The Michaelis-Menten kinetics of Eq. (137) suggests
that increasing enzyme concentrations typically accelerate enzymatic reactions. Hatakeyama considers a biomolecule
with multisite modifications catalyzed by enzymes. For a single enzyme, the conventional Michaelis-Menten scenario
holds; however, for two enzymes, an increase in the concentration of one can slow relaxation to a steady state, even if
both enzymes individually act as catalysts. As a paradigm, Hatakeyama uses an allosteric dimer, where each monomer
represents a modification site, and where monomers can form two different structures. The equilibrium distribution is
independent of the number of enzymes, but the relaxation times depend on the population of each particular enzyme.
The two enzymes catalyze reactions by changing the modification site. They show a branched network structure,
with one of the branches having a local energy minimum (a metastable state). The substrates in the metastable state
sequestrate the enzymes; these molecules confiscate all enzymes, and the system stays in the metastable state for a long
time. In this case, two enzymes have different affinities for substrates, and one preferentially binds to a substrate. Thus,
together they increase the flux to the metastable state and slowing down the relaxation toward the target state. The
role of temperature here is replaced by the enzyme concentration. Hatakeyama’s work shows an example of a system
where the relaxation of the system toward a steady state is a nonmonotonic function of the enzyme concentration. It
was also noted int this work that two or more enzymes of different affinities for substrates are needed for the result.

The Mpemba effect in linear reaction networks, which has the same flavor as the aobe mntioned work, was studied
in [98]. The authors show examples where changing the dynamics allows one to choose, for a given initial condition,
dynamics with anomalous thermal relaxation. They provide analytical results and insights regarding when the strong
Mpemba effect occurs in unimolecular reactions involving three and four species, depending on the dynamics. To
quantify these dynamics, the authors introduce a load-distribution factor, δ, which modifies the forward and backward
rates while maintaining detailed balance. Specifically, the transition rates are defined as

Wij = Γe−(E j−Ei)δ/Tb and Wji = Γe−(E j−Ei)(1−δ)/Tb , (138)

with Γ−1 having unit of time, and with load factor δ ∈ [0, 1]. The load-distribution factor has been studied in molecular
motors [214, 215], negative differential mobility [216], and Markov jump processes [217]. Once again, as in other
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Figure 41: Phase space of a fully connected three-level system characterized by energies E1 = 0, E2, and E3 and situated within a thermal bath at
a temperature Tb = 1. The load distribution factor is set to δ = 0, as introduced in Eq. (138). In this space, the gray regions indicate areas where
there is no strong Mpemba effect. The red regions represent areas with a strong Mpemba effect during heating, which have a parity index given
by P

(
Iinv

M

)
= 1. Conversely, the blue regions indicate the existence of the strong Mpemba effect during cooling, with a parity index described by

P
(
Idir

M

)
= 1. The definitions of the parity indices can be found in Eqs. (39) and (40). Moreover, the red and blue regions have the highest rate (the

global maximum of rates) between the highest and lowest energy levels. The swirling cyan arrow illustrates the chirality of the arms associated
with the strong Mpemba effect. The figure is adapted from [98].

cases, such as Sec. 2.1.8 and Sec. 5, the strong Mpemba effect is particularly amenable to analytical treatment. Results
include characterizations of the regions where both the direct and inverse strong Mpemba effect occur. For example,
in Fig. 41, we examine the phase space of a three-level system. Here, the energy of state 1 is fixed at E1 = 0, while the
energies of the other two states are varied. The bath temperature is set to unity, Tb = 1, and the load factor is δ = 0.
The authors identify the regions that exhibit the strong Mpemba effect via the parity index introduced in Sec. 2.1.6 and
defined in Eqs. (39) and (40). This index provides a lower bound on the strong Mpemba effect. The gray regions in the
figure indicate areas where the strong Mpemba effect is absent, while the red regions illustrate where it is in heating
and the blue where the effect is in cooling. In this system, the strong Mpemba effect occurs when two energy levels
are close to each other, specifically when |Ei −E j| = O(Tb), and when the transition rate from the highest to the lowest
energy level is the global maximum among the rates. The regions where we see the effect resemble “propeller arms”
and have chirality, which on Fig. 41 is emphasized with the guide to the eye: cyan arrow. The chirality is present due
to the mirror symmetry about δ = 1/2 due to the system’s inherent symmetry. Specifically, for E1 = 0, the system’s
behavior with parameter δ is equivalent to that with 1− δ when E2 ⇌ E3. Moreover, the regions exhibiting the strong
Mpemba effect as a function of δ change as follows: At δ = 0, the “propeller arms” where we have the effect are
the thickest and have chirality, gradually thinning while maintaining chirality, as δ approaches 1/2. For δ = 1/2, the
strong Mpemba effect entirely disappears. Because the system upholds this chiral symmetry (mirror symmetry about
δ = 1/2) at E2 = E3, the only way to satisfy both left and right chirality is for the effect to vanish everywhere. For
more details, see [98].

It was also shown in this work that the direct and inverse strong Mpemba effect regions do not overlap in a three-
level cycle, as measured with the parity of the strong Mpemba effect, Eqs. (39) and (40). However, both effects can
be present simultaneously in the four-level system [98].

The above examples focus on the role of dynamics in chemical systems undergoing thermal relaxation and the
connections between the details of the dynamics and anomalous thermal relaxations. General aspects of the role of
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the dynamics in anomalous thermal relaxations are also discussed in Sec. 2.1.9.

8.2. Mpemba-inspired applications and generalizations

8.2.1. Relaxation to a NESS
Motivated by water, the original formulation of the Mpemba effect is a thermal quench between Boltzmann equi-

libria at different temperatures. However, one can exploit the Markovian framework outlined in Sec. 2 to explore
relaxations towards non-equilibrium steady states (NESS). This extension provides a first step towards the creation of
more general optimal heating / cooling protocols in which the system can be driven to explore a much wider config-
urational space beyond those accessible when quenching only towards equilibrium steady states [65]. The boundary
setup introduced in [70] naturally introduces the possibility to explore such a scenario, by coupling, e.g., different
degrees of freedom to two (or more) thermal baths set at different temperatures.

Taking the 1D antiferromagnetic spin chain introduced in Sec. 2.1.7 as an example, we can connect each of two
opposing spins to thermal baths with different temperatures Tb1 , Tb2 , respectively (see sketch in Fig. 42). In this
scenario, the evolution of the system is regulated by a transition matrix with rates breaking the detailed balance
condition, inducing a relaxation to a steady state π⃗(Tb1 ,Tb2 ) that does not correspond to any Boltzmann equilibrium
[218, 216]. Additionally, the intrinsic phenomenology of the relaxation process is somewhat different: while the
Perron-Frobenius theorem still ensures the dominant eigenvalue to be identically zero and non-degenerate, the others
can be complex-valued and are therefore sorted according to the real part 0 = λ1 > Re λ2 ≥ Re λ3 ≥ . . . . Complex
eigenvalues come in conjugate pairs, implying periodic oscillations in time of the ai coefficients.

Figure 42: (a) Amplitude of the slowest relaxation coefficients to a NESS (Eq. 139) relaxing from an initial equilibrium at T0 for a real (blue)
and complex (green) λ2. (b,c) Real and imaginary parts of λ2 as a function of the two bath temperatures Tb1 and Tb2 . (d) Phase diagram of an
N = 10 antiferromagnetic spin chain in a magnetic field H =

√
2 with two opposite spins coupled (C = 1) to different thermal baths. The green

area corresponds to complex-valued λ2, while in the white and blue regions it is real-valued (only in the blue area an analogous of the Mpemba
effect can be observed). The bisectors Tb1 = Tb2 (red dashed lines) represent the equilibrium case. Figure is taken from the supplementary material
of [70].

Ultimately, two possible scenarios emerge for the slowest relaxation mode (see Fig. 42): (i) λ2 ∈ R, where
a characterization of the Mpemba effect as for an equilibrium steady state; or (ii) λ2 ∈ C implying that λ3 is its
complex-conjugate and consequently the probability distribution for long enough times reads

p⃗(t) ≈ π⃗(Tb1 ,Tb2 ) + 2AeRe(λ2)t (cos(Im(λ2)t + ϕ) Re(⃗v2) − sin(Im(λ2)t + ϕ) Im(⃗v2)
)
, (139)

where the amplitude A =
√

Re(a2)2 + Im(a2)2 and phase ϕ = tan−1 (Im a2/Re a2) retain the information about the
initial condition, which we set here to a Boltzmann equilibrium at temperature T0. The system approaches the NESS
in damped sinusoidal oscillations between the real and imaginary parts of v⃗2, which can result in a spiraling approach
to equilibrium when Im λ2/Re λ2 ≈ 1. In such a scenario, even if A never crosses zero, there must always exist an
initial temperature T0 ∈ [0,∞) that minimizes its value (red dot in Fig. 42a): this determines which initial equilibrium
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condition allows one to reach the NESS more quickly. In Fig. 42d, we illustrate the phase diagram for an N = 10
chain subject to external magnetic field H =

√
2 and with opposing spins coupled (C = 1) to thermal baths at temper-

atures Tb1 and Tb2 , respectively. The oscillating relaxations can be observed (green region) only with a considerable
gap between the two bath temperatures, with the smallest not exceeding a certain critical value. Consistently, with
the relaxation to equilibrium analysis, we also here find that Mpemba-like effects are always observable when both
temperatures are above such threshold (blue area).

Although both the scenario presented here and the driven granular gas framework discussed in Sec. 4 consider
relaxations between NESS, they have a very different nature: the latter case is nonlinear.

8.2.2. Isothermal analogs
Section 8.2.1 considers the case of relaxation to a NESS; here, we consider an isothermal analog of the Mpemba

effect and study the relaxation from a NESS to thermal equilibrium, as suggested in [219]. The role of temperature in
the original version of the effect, as in [3], is taken up by a driving force. The prototypical example is that of a particle
diffusing in a 1D periodic potential landscape, V(x) = V(x + L), while also subject to a non-conservative force, f ;
see Fig. 43.

Figure 43: Particle in a periodic potential, V(x) = V(x + L), subject in addition to a nonconservative driving force f . a) Two different initial
conditions: a particle driven with a high force fh and a low force fl. b) The particle driven with a high force fh has an initial probability distribution
that is further from the equilibrium than the one driven by a low force fl. c) After some time, the particle driven by fh has a probability distribution
closer to equilibrium. The figure is reproduced from [219].

The main results are that the Mpemba-like effect is generic for asymmetric potentials but absent for symmetric
ones. The second eigenvector is obtained perturbatively for potentials whose amplitudes are smaller than the diffusion
scale. The authors compute the projection coefficient a2 explicitly and analyze the occurrence of the Mpemba effect
as a function of the Fourier amplitudes characterizing the periodic potential. Using topological arguments, the authors
extend their perturbative results to periodic potentials with large amplitudes.

8.2.3. Active-particle systems
The Mpemba effect has also been predicted in systems containing active, self-propelled particles [220]. In a

first effort, Schwarzendahl and Löwen studied active particles in a one-dimensional double-well potential placed
asymmetrically in a box [221]. This is the same potential used in the colloidal studies discussed in Sec. 6.2. In the
study, active particles mimic bacterial run-and-tumble motion by reversing direction after a characteristic time τp,
drawn from an exponential distribution modeling the first-order kinetics of the transition. In contrast to the passive
case, the authors predict (and study theoretically via coupled Fokker-Planck equations for left- and right-moving
particles) that an “overcooling” can occur. To see this, the authors define an effective temperature Teff using the L1
distance measure (Sec. 2.1.4),

DTeff (t) =
∑

i

∣∣∣pi(t) − πi,Teff

∣∣∣ , (140)
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where, at each time t, one searches through all equilibrium (here, steady-state) distributions, as parameterized by the
temperature Teff . Intuitively, one is projecting the distribution onto the closest equilibrium distribution, and associate
the temperature of this equilibrium distribution to p⃗(t). As one might expect, the effective temperature description
generally breaks down for strongly nonequilibrium regimes, except some cases in mean-field systems [5]. Neverthe-
less, the description makes sense near equilibrium even in complicated systems. This allows the authors to study the
approach to a steady state in the long-time limit. With this definition, the effective temperature can transiently dip
below the bath temperature during the cooling process, so that the asymptotic dynamics has an increasing effective
temperature. A similar reversal (overheating) is predicted for heating quenches and the inverse Mpemba effect, as
well as in the thermodynamic limit of the mean-field antiferromagnetic Ising model [5].

Biswas and Pal have recently studied similar dynamics on discrete-state systems (three states and two veloci-
ties) [222]. They found that the eigenvalues of the rate-transition matrix of the master equation can become complex,
leading to oscillations in the relaxational distance dynamics. The same authors also studied a continuous system sim-
ilar to that of Ref. [221] but having an asymmetric V-shaped potential with no metastable state [223]. In that case,
they found that large spontaneous velocities tend to suppress the Mpemba effect, but smaller velocities can sometimes
enhance it [224].

Given the wide range of realizations of active-particle systems [220], it should be possible to test such predictions
experimentally.

8.2.4. Stochastic resetting
Stochastic processes that occasionally reset the state to a specific value occur in many biological and chemical

scenarios. Examples include a population that stabilizes at a specific size before a rare and catastrophic event reduces
its numbers, diffusion of a particle that occasionally resets to its original position, visual search for a face in a crowd
in psychology, animal foraging, and backtrack recovery by RNA polymerases. Resetting is crucial in simulated-
annealing algorithms, which are used to find deep minima in optimization problems. Typically, the resetting process
is stochastic.

Research on stochastic resetting began with a seminal paper by Evans and Majumdar, which examined a diffusing
Brownian particle that resets to the origin after intervals determined by a Poisson distribution [225]. In this scenario,
the overdamped Langevin diffusion with stochastic resetting reaches a nonequilibrium steady state (NESS) and ex-
hibits a dynamical phase transition. The rate of stochastic resetting can be used to ensure that the average search
time for a target is both finite and optimized. This area of research, focusing on the stochastic resetting of random
processes, is actively explored both theoretically and experimentally, as reviewed by Evans and Majumdar in [226]
and in a recent special collection [227].

The relations between stochastic resetting and the Mpemba effect within discrete Markov systems was studied
in [228]. In this work, the probability distribution of a discrete Markov system evolves according to the Master
equation, Eq. (6), with rates specifically chosen to satisfy detailed balance and follow the Arrhenius form, Eq. (17).
The system evolves by

∂t p⃗ = (W − r θ(tr − t) I) p⃗ + r θ(tr − t) ∆⃗, (141)

where θ is the Heaviside step function, I is the identity matrix, and ∆⃗ is a vector with all zeros except at the resetting
location where it is unity. The solution to the Master equation with stochastic resetting yields

p⃗(t) =


π⃗(Tb) +

∑
i≥2

a(r)
i (t,Tinit,Tb )⃗vieλit t ≤ tr,

π⃗(Tb) +
∑
i≥2

a(r)
i (tr,Tinit,Tb )⃗vieλit t > tr.

(142)

The eigenvector projection coefficients, a(r)
i , are time dependent and have the form

a(r)
i (t,Tinit,Tb) =

[
rdi

r − λi
+

(
ai(Tinit,Tb) −

rdi

r − λi

)
e(λi−r)t

]
e−λit. (143)
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Figure 44: a) Probability space of a three-state system. The dashed-red line shows the equilibrium locus. The relaxation with Arrhenius
rates, Eq. (17), to the bath temperature, Tb, is shown with dashed-magenta (initial temperature TH) and solid-blue lines (initial temperature TC).
The dot-dashed-green line shows the relaxation to Tb in the presence of stochastic resetting. Here τr

c is the crossing time for the L2 norm, which
quantifies the onset of the Mpemba effect, and tSM is the time at which the strong Mpemba effect occurs; i.e., a(r)

2 (tSM) = 0. b) Phase space of the
existence of the Mpemba effect in a two-state model with stochastic resetting, with the probability of resetting to state 1 being µ, and state 2 being
1 − µ. The energy difference ∆E = E2 − E1. The shaded area shows the region where the Mpemba effect can be observed. The figures are adapted
from [228].

Here, ai(Tinit,Tb) is the projection coefficient without resetting, given with Eq. (13), and di are the projection coeffi-
cients of ∆⃗ in the basis of {π⃗(Tb), v⃗i}, as

∆ j = π j(Tb) +
∑
i≥2

di

(⃗
v (i)

)
j
. (144)

The authors of [228] showed that stochastic reset can induce a strong Mpemba effect in a system lacking the effect
without the reset. Moreover, the stochastic reset can provide driving, independent of the initial condition, leading to
the long-time dynamics being dominated by λ3 instead of λ2. Imposing the conditions for a strong Mpemba effect,
a(r)(tSM) = 0, a time t = tSM, in Eq. (143), gives

tSM(r) =
1

r + λ2
ln

[
1 −

(r + λ2)
r

a2(Tinit,Tb)
d2

]
. (145)

Thus, provided that

a2(Tinit,Tb)
d2

≤ 0, (146)

there is a strong Mpemba effect, where d2 depends on resetting states probabilities, i.e. ∆⃗. Moreover, tSM(r) is smaller
the closer to zero the ratio of a2(Tinit,Tb)/d2 or the bigger the resetting rate r is. An example of a stochastic-resetting-
induced strong Mpemba effect is shown in Fig. 44a.

To appreciate how resetting affect the Mpemba effect, we recall from section 2.1.2 that the Mpemba effect does not
occur for a two-state model. However, with stochastic resetting, one can also have a Mpemba effect in the two-state
system. Moreover, it is enough to consider resetting to a single state. Generalizing to resetting to both states and
introducing the probability of resetting to state 1 is ∆1 = µ and to state 2 is ∆2 = 1 − µ where µ ∈ [0, 1] we have the
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following condition for the occurrence of the Mpemba effect

∆E
Tb

< ln
µ

1 − µ
, (147)

where ∆E ≡ E2 − E1. The phase space (µ,∆E/Tb) is shown on Fig. 44b.
Lastly, the authors derive an optimal driving protocol for simultaneously optimizing the appearance time of the

Mpemba effect and the total energy dissipation into the environment. This is captured by a Pareto front in Fig. 45.

Figure 45: Pareto front showing the optimal protocol that minimizes the crossing time τ(r)
c and the dissipation to the environment, ∆S (r)

env for a fully
connected four-state Markov system. The solid blue line represents resetting to a single state, while the dashed-black line represents resetting to
two states (1 and 4 here) with ∆ = µδi,1 + (1 − µ)δi,4. Suboptimal choices of resetting probability (to state 1) µ are above the dashed black line.
For protocols in the shaded area, both the crossing time τ(r)

c and the dissipation to the environment ∆S (r)
en can be simultaneously optimized, hence

corresponding to a single optimal point ropt = rmin. The figure is adapted from [228].

Additional connection between stochastic resetting and Mpemba were discussed in [200], where stochastic reset-
ting was utilized to optimize the relaxation process of an autonomous Maxwell’s demon by inducing a strong Mpemba
effect. Maxwell’s demon is introduced and discussed in Sec. 8.1.2. Specifically, the manuscript us the exactly solvable
demon model proposed in [206]. By introducing a discrete-time stochastic resetting mechanism and applying it to the
demon setup, the authors showed that the time for the autonomous demon to relax to its periodic steady state can be
reduced by a protocol inspired by a strong Mpemba effect. The design strategy is illustrated for the two-state Maxwell
demon shown in Fig. 46a. This model system consists of a demon with two states and an infinitely long tape – a
stream of information with bits 0 and 1. The combined system is shown on Fig. 46b. The demon starts the cycle at a
temperature of one of the reservoirs, and, during a time τ, interacts with the memory tape. There is no friction, and the
demon interacts with only a single bit at a time. During the interaction, the demon undergoes an intrinsic transition
between its pairs of states. The bit can also change its state. The two transitions can occur simultaneously and lead
to anomalous work production. The demon’s disordered transitions can be rectified by incoming bits. The combined
system of the demon and the tape obeys a Master equation. After a certain time, it reaches a periodic steady state.

The authors introduce a strategy of resetting the demon with a constant probability in discrete time for a fixed
amount of time tc = Ncτ, such that the resulting evolution does not have the coefficient to the slowest mode, that is
a(r)

2 (Nc) = 0. They show that the sufficient condition to find a physical critical number of periods, Nc ≥ 1 is a2/d2 ≤ 0,
where d2, as before, is the coefficient of the resetting state ∆⃗ in front of the second right eigenvector v⃗2 and a2 is the
coefficient to the second eigenvector in the absence of resetting. This is in agreement with the above-described result
appeared in [228] c.f. Eq. (146). The authors show how stochastic resetting can notably enhance the performance of an
autonomous Maxwell’s demon in two ways: the speed of reaching their functional state and the range of their effective
work regions. Namely, they show that one can drive the autonomous demon system to its functional periodic steady
state with a shortened relaxation time by resetting the demon at a predetermined critical time and then stopping the
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Figure 46: a) Two-state Maxwell demon interacting with a tape (sequence of bits) and two reservoirs at temperatures Th and Tc. b) A composite
four-state system consisting of demon and tape. The black edges correspond to transitions at high temperature Th, and the red edge corresponds to
the transition at low temperature Tc. The figures are adapted from [200].

resets. They also show how, by continuing with the resets, one can increase the effective working area of Maxwell’s
demon. Lastly, they discover a dual-functioning region of the demon with resetting, where it can both produce work
and erase information at the same time. The dual region comes at the cost of resetting.

Lastly, a Maxwell demon model interacting with a tape in connection with the Mpemba effect was discussed
in [98]. Similar to previous research, the authors identify conditions under which the relaxation to the functioning
state is accelerated. In [98], the tape is maintained at a finite temperature, and the dynamics of relaxation are explored
as a function of a control parameter (load factor, see also Sec. 8.1.4). We reference this work in the context of
optimizing the performance of the device in Sec. 8.1.2.

8.2.5. Markov chain Monte Carlo sampling
Monte Carlo algorithms have played a crucial role in investigating the Mpemba effect. For instance, Markov chain

Monte Carlo algorithms were utilized to study the Mpemba effect in Ising spin systems, as discussed in Section 7.1.3.
Interestingly, this effect may potentially also enhance existing sampling algorithms, particularly the Markov chain
Monte Carlo sampling algorithm itself.

In physics, the Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithm is frequently used for calculating high-dimensional
integrals in quantum field theory and statistical physics, as well as for generating samples from a target probability
distribution, often the equilibrium probability distribution. This algorithm was first introduced in 1953 in a ground-
breaking paper by Metropolis, Rosenbluth, Rosenbluth, Teller, and Teller [160]. Beyond the realm of physics, Monte
Carlo algorithms are widely applied in fields such as biology, chemistry, and various other natural and social sciences.
Numerous reviews and books on this topic have been published, such as those by Krauth and Sokal [229, 161].

For Monte Carlo sampling to be efficient, significant effort is dedicated to designing Markov chains that quickly
converge to the target probability distribution and generate independent samples. To accelerate convergence to the
steady state, it is often beneficial to increase the spectral gap, Reλ2. This can be attempted in various ways, such as
introducing auxiliary variables—like momentum in Hamiltonian Monte Carlo [230], or by generally increasing the
phase space in a method called lifting Monte Carlo [231, 232, 163, 164, 233]. Another approach involves modeling a
collection of systems at different temperatures and allowing swaps between them, as seen in parallel tempering [234,
235]. Other methods include breaking detailed balance, as mentioned with lifting, introducing piecewise deterministic
processes [236], or using event-chain Monte Carlo [237]. Likewise, there are approaches that employing neural
networks to optimize the rate matrix [238, 239].

One potential application of anomalous thermal relaxations is in selecting initial conditions, pinit, or the properties
of the dynamics, W, so that the relaxation displays a Mpemba effect, enabling a quicker approach to the target
equilibrium state. For instance, the study in [65] demonstrated that an optimal heating strategy could involve cooling
a system for a certain period before heating it. This method allows the system to relax to the target distribution from
a different trajectory compared to when there is no precooling stage. By introducing a different “target” temperature
for a finite duration, the system can approach the equilibrium from an alternate direction: −v⃗2 rather than v⃗2. This
indicates that a strong Mpemba effect occurred at some point during this process. Therefore, it could be beneficial
to utilize a different ”target” distribution for a limited time if it enables one to minimize the projection along v⃗2, i.e.,
minimize a2, and thus speed up the relaxation.
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The relaxation of Metropolis dynamics on dense graphs was studied in [96], where it was discovered that while
no Mpemba effect occurs on a complete graph, it can in non-complete graphs.

Research on the potential applications of the Mpemba effect in designing efficient Markov chain Monte Carlo
sampling is still in its early stages, and it will be interesting to see future developments in this area.

8.2.6. Controlled state transformations
In the Mpemba effect, a system initially in equilibrium with a bath at temperature Ti is suddenly put in contact

(“quenched”) with a bath at temperature Tb. The surprise is that the time to relax is not necessarily a monotonic
function of the temperature difference Ti −Tb. An alternate point of view is that of the system, where one can say that
the bath temperature is switched at time t = 0. That is, the bath temperature Tb(t) follows

Tb(t) = Ti + (Tb − Ti)Θ(t) , (148)

where Θ(t) is the step function. In this view, the Mpemba effect is the result of subjecting the system to an external
protocol Tb(t), and the relaxation follows as a response to the imposed protocol. Similarly, we can view the Kovacs
effect as the result of a protocol with a third, intermediate temperature, see Sec. 9.1.

Continuing in this framework, one can view the steady-state Mpemba effect describing isothermal transitions
between nonequilibrium steady states (Sections 1.3 and 8.2.2) as simply the result of a step protocol in some external
parameter (other than temperature), θ(t), that drives the system out of equilibrium. An example for such a case was
considered in [219], where θ(t) is a non-conservative driving force that pushes particles around in a ring; c.f. Fig. 43.
In a finite-state systems, the control parameter θ alter transition rates between states, breaking detailed balance. Each
value θ would generate a nonequilibrium steady state with circulating currents, and one could look for a Mpemba
effect involving abrupt transitions of driving strength. To our knowledge, this has not been done so far.

Since simple protocols such as steps in temperature or some driving force lead to interesting results, it is natural
to consider more general protocols θ⃗(t) that may include multiple (even an infinite number) of parameters and may or
may not involve temperature. This is the domain of control theory, which is the subject of increasing interest among
physicists [196]. In the framework of control theory, these protocols all aim to implement state-to-state transitions.
The protocols are typically finite-time protocols, lasting a time τ. The states either reach the desired state at the end
of the protocol or reach it after a passive relaxation that starts at time t = τ. For the latter case, one can still define a
notion of protocol relaxation time using the magnitude of the a2 coefficient, as discussed in Sec. 2.1.1.

In general, there are many protocols θ⃗(t)—often, infinitely many—that transform a given state into a specified final
state. Sometimes finding a single feasible protocol, a θ⃗(t) that takes a system from its initial state x(0) to a desired
final state x(τ), is enough. Though usually the transformation should satisfy additional considerations. One that is
nearly always relevant is that the allowed values of a control parameter are typically limited: for example, applied
forces must be below some value. Beyond constraints on the values of a control parameter, one might seek to make
the transformation in minimum time, to minimize dissipation, or to follow some prescribed path.

One goal that has been intensely pursued, first in quantum contexts [12] and then in classical [240] is to find
“shortcuts to adiabaticity.” The goal generalizes notions of adiabatic transformations in classical and quantum me-
chanics, where a system is transformed from the ground state corresponding to θ⃗(0) to the ground state corresponding
to θ⃗(τ) over the time interval (0, τ). At each intermediate time t, the system should be in its instantaneous equilibrium
value. If θ⃗(t) were the bath temperature Tb(t), this would amount to requiring that a relaxing system be characterized
by a Boltzmann distribution π(x,Tb(t)). Of course, this is just what occurs in the long-time limit, but now the time τ
is comparable to or shorter than λ−1

2 .
One way to realize a shortcut to adiabaticity is to add a precisely specified counterdiabatic force, an external

potential Uc(x). Unfortunately, adding such a force is difficult in general, as it amounts to requiring a continuous
infinity of parameters (the potential or force at each state x), a situation known as “full control.” Moreover, in the
under-damped case, often the counterdiabatic term is also a function of the momentum, which is even more difficult
to achieve [241]. Other goals, such as the minimization of dissipation require a similar level of control. Alternatively,
techniques such as Engineered Swift Equilibration (ESE) give feasible solutions depending on a small number of
parameters [242]. The parameters can be chosen to optimize a particular goal, such as minimizing the required work
to carry out the transition. The values achieved will in general be below what is possible with full control.
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In between the simple step control of equilibrium or steady-state Mpemba and the full control required to mini-
mize dissipation or enforce shortcuts to adiabaticity, there are simpler controls that can generalize the Mpemba effect
in interesting ways. We have already mentioned the Kovacs effect, as an example of a three-temperature protocol.
Another possibility is to ask for continuous-time temperatures Tb(t) that minimize heating or cooling times. The
temperatures should be constrained by upper and lower bounds to make the problem physically realizable. As pre-
viously introduced in Sec. 8.1.1, Ref. [65] showed that a technique from optimal control, the Pontryagin Maximum
Principle [196], applies and leads to “bang-bang” control where the fastest transitions are achieved by alternating the
temperature between the allowed limits. Their analysis shows that the strong Mpemba effect implies the existence of
an optimal nonmonotonic protocol, but even if there is no Mpemba effect of any type, the optimal protocol might still
be nonmonotonic in temperature.

More recently, Patrón et al. studied optimal bang-bang protocols in harmonic potentials [243], which they referred
to as leading to the “thermal brachistochrone,” (minimum-time trajectory). The term refers to the classic problem
posed by Johann Bernoulli and solved by Isaac Newton of the shape with the fastest transition time for a ballistic
particle [244]. For harmonic potentials, the nonequilibrium distributions are always Gaussian at all times in the
protocol, which allows for transitions where the equilibrium is reached in finite time. This is generally not possible
for non-Gaussian potentials when controlling only the temperature. More recently, the same authors have generalized
their calculation to the nonequilibrium steady states created in a Brownian gyrator, where a particle trapped in a two-
dimensional harmonic oscillator is subject to different noise strengths along different coordinate axes and rotates as a
result [245].

Finally, we discuss a more sophisticated control extension of the Mpemba effect proposed by Chittari and Lu [246].
They seek to establish conditions for the existence of rapid (“hasty”) protocols that speed up operations that transform
a system from some initial state to some desired end state in a finite time. The basic idea is to manipulate the location
of manifolds describing fast and slow relaxations such that a trajectory can always proceed along fast segments; hence,
the term “hasty.” Chittari and Lu argue that Mpemba effect-like shortcuts only constitute a small fraction of the diverse
categories of hasty shortcuts and refer to the Mpemba effect as a “one-step” hasty shortcut since the system is “steered
away” from slow dynamics via a single control step (by setting the initial condition). Moreover, that single control
step is what the authors call “counter-shooting only” as the controls go beyond the range of the initial and final (i.e.,
starting from a hotter initial temperature to facilitate faster cooling to the environment).

Thus, we see that more actively controlling the dynamics of a particle can open up a wide range of generalizations.
The Mpemba effect represents one extreme of a continuum of control possibilities—free relaxation after “release”
from an initial state—whereas techniques such as shortcuts to adiabaticity require full control, where one chooses an
applied force at every moment of time. Within these limits, the challenge is to balance the greater range of behavior
provided by more control against ease of implementation in physical systems.

9. Related effects

In this section, we describe several kinds of anomalous effects and concepts related with the Mpemba Effect. In
particular, we show how different strategies and protocols can affect the relaxation rhythm of a given system. In
Sec. 9.1, we discuss the Kovacs effect, where internal states affect the dynamics when the protocol is generalized to
more than one temperature quench. The Kovacs effect appears when a naive strategy with two quenches is considered,
namely, for example to try to reach faster a given cold temperature going first to a much colder one. A first quench is
done to a very cold temperature and then suddenly when the system is at the desired temperature a second quench is
applied at that temperature. Next, in Sec. 9.2, we consider various types of asymmetries between heating and cooling
quenches, that is, heating can be faster than cooling and vice versa. Specifically, we discuss different results and
ways to characterize the existence of an asymmetry between cooling and heating in systems far from equilibrium.
In Sec. 9.3, we describe how changes in the ordering of eigenvalues (and their associated eigenvectors) impact the
Mpemba effect. And finally, in Sec. 9.4, we show some other mechanisms that can lead to speed-ups in the relaxation
to thermal equilibrium. The first consists of to gain leverage using the non-monoticity of equilibrium magnitudes and
a weak version of the master equation. Using that approach asymmetry between heating and cooling, preaheating
strategy (analogous to precooling strategy [65]) and Mpemba effect are reproduced. The second addresses how to
use the evolution of the internal structure of magnetic materials to reach faster a target temperature. In this case, it is
shown that the size of internal magnetic domains affects to the velocity of the relaxation after a quench.
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(a) (b)
Thot

Twarm

Tcold time →

Figure 47: Illustration of Kovacs effect. (a) Single-step protocol (Mpemba): A sudden temperature quench Thot ↘ Twarm (black lines) leads to
a monotonic relaxation response (red curve). (b) Double-step protocol (Kovacs): A protocol of Thot ↘ Tcold ↗ Twarm leads to a nonmonotonic
response (red curve) with a “Kovacs hump” (pink shaded region). The figure is inspired by [249].

9.1. Kovacs effect and nonmonotonic temporal relaxation

Our discussion of the Mpemba effect has considered situations where a single sudden temperature step, or quench,
is applied to a system. Although the relaxation to equilibrium is monotonic in time for a given initial temperature
(Fig. 47a), the overall time to relax to equilibrium is—surprisingly—not necessarily a monotonic function of the
temperature difference between initial and equilibrium temperatures (Fig. 32). A natural generalization is to ask
whether more complicated temperature protocols also lead to new effects. Indeed, at roughly the same time that
Mpemba and Osborne were studying water, A. J. Kovacs [247] published an influential study of polymer relaxation
showing that a temperature protocol with two temperature steps could lead to nonmonotonic relaxation of the specific
volume as a function of time (Fig. 47b). In the original work, the response was a positive overshoot that has become
known as the “Kovacs hump”; other systems show a negative overshoot (Fig. 47b).

In glassy materials such as glucose or polyvinyl acetate, Kovacs considered a protocol where the system is prepared
in equilibrium at temperature Thot, quenched for a short time at a temperature Tcold and then quenched for a long time
at temperature Twarm. The switch from cold to warm temperatures is done when the measured response equals the
equilibrium value for Twarm.2 Naively, if the system is close enough to equilibrium to be described by a single
relaxation rate and if the switch to Twarm occurs when the time-dependent response crosses the equilibrium value at
Twarm, it should stay at that value. However, in systems with multiple degrees of freedom, the previous history—here,
the first step—can leave other variables out of equilibrium. The result is an over- or undershoot of the response before
a final relaxation to equilibrium. Measuring the response via the fractional volume, Kovacs found overshoots (a single
oscillation) in the relaxation for certain combinations of temperatures and times. With colleagues, he proposed an
explanation in terms of the multiple rates of relaxation encountered in these highly viscous, glassy systems [248].

Since the original work of Kovacs, investigations have developed in ways reminiscent of the development of our
understanding of the Mpemba effect and established two important conclusions: first, nonmonotonic relaxation is a
generic behavior of complex systems; second, even very simple systems can nonetheless display Kovacs effects. The
overall picture arising from these studies emphasizes the important role of memory and multiple rates.

Observations in other systems. The original experiments by Kovacs were in polyvinyl acetate, a glassy polymer,
and in glycerol, a small molecule that shows highly viscous, glassy behavior at low temperatures. It was then natural
to look for the Kovacs effect in other complex materials and systems. For example, Mossa and Sciortino found and
studied the Kovacs effect in a molecular-dynamics model of orthoterphenyl [250], a small molecule whose relaxation
is qualitatively similar to that of glycerol. Later, Chen et al. applied the Kovacs protocol to a colloidal glass of

2In the original Kovacs protocol, the time spent at Tcold was only approximately the time for the response to equal its value at Twarm. The
observed phenomena are qualitatively similar but depend on the exact dwell time. Modern studies simplify the analysis and interpretation by
choosing the dwell time as the time for the response to cross the equilibrium value at Twarm.
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nanospheres with temperature-dependent, attractive interactions [95]. Using X-ray photon correlation spectroscopy
(XPCS), they found nonmonotonic responses in quantities such as the elastic and viscous response functions.

If one allows for other driving variables, there are many more examples. Several investigations have used an
applied force as the control parameter instead of temperature and measured a stress response. Systems where non-
monotonic stress relaxation was observed include crumpled Mylar sheets and elastic foams [251], the contact area of
two solids pressed together [252], rock salt [253], a simulation of an athermal jammed solid consisting of a binary
mixture of soft harmonic particles [254], and a globular protein stretched using magnetic tweezers [255].

The Kovacs effect has also been observed in still other settings. Josserand et al. observed overshoot in the re-
laxation of the level of a granular fluid (glass beads in a vertically vibrated cylinder) after a Kovacs protocol in the
vertical acceleration [256]. Kürsten et al. studied a 2D model of interacting particles inspired by studies of bacterial
swarms [257]. They applied a temperature-step protocol and monitored the response of the orientational order of
the particles. Finally, Prados and Trizac showed the existence of the Kovacs effect and its inverse in granular gases
[258, 259] and Lasanta et al. studied numerically a granular gas of rough spheres and found not only unusually large,
order-one Kovacs response but also responses with two and even three extrema during the relaxation [260]. Inter-
estingly, Mompó et al. [142] showed in a gas of viscoelastic granular particles a unified picture of the Mpemba and
Kovacs effects based on the evolution of kurtosis see Sec. 4.

Kovacs effect in simpler settings. The above experiments and simulations showing the Kovacs effect were all
in complex materials and systems that have many similar relaxation rates. In 2020, Peyrard and Garden showed
analytically and numerically that a three-state Markov model described by a master equation displayed a Kovacs
effect for the mean energy [261]. Interestingly, the same model is also the simplest setting for observing the Mpemba
effect [3]. More recently, a study of Newton’s law (single exponential) cooling with a delay also showed Kovacs-like
(and Mpemba-like) relaxation effects that highlight the role of memory in these effects [262].

A 2021 experiment by Militaru et al. observed experimentally a Kovacs effect (also in mean energy response)
for the relaxation of a nanoparticle trapped by optical tweezers in air [249]. In contrast to all the previous observa-
tions of the Kovacs effect, there was just a single particle with a single relaxing mode. The pressure (near ambient)
created a nearly critical damping level, where the natural oscillation frequency and relaxation rate were comparable.
In the experiment, an effective temperature was manipulated by subjecting the bead to random fluctuating electro-
static forces [263]. The ensemble-averaged potential energy relaxation response showed a nonmonotonic response for
nearly critical damping levels (shaded region in Fig. 47b). Indeed, at the time of the switch to Twarm, the average po-
tential energy equaled its equilibrium value, but the average kinetic energy did not. The hump reflects the subsequent
equilibration of both kinetic and potential energies. Interestingly, the effect vanishes when the vibration and damping
rates are mismatched (limits of weak damping or strong overdamping).

Given the complexity of the materials where the Kovacs effect has been typically studied, it is not surprising that
there has been a wide range of theoretical studies, e.g., Refs. [248, 264, 153, 265]. A common feature is the role of
multiple, comparable rates and of memory [136]. Indeed, the Kovacs effect has been considered as a simple example
of the importance of memory effects (initial conditions and history) as a means of creating and engineering matter
with desirable new properties [266]. Now that we understand that the Kovacs effect can arise in systems with a few
comparable rates, it is perhaps not surprising that it is so widespread in Nature and in theoretical models.

Application of the Kovacs effect. An “inverse” Kovacs effect observed in a dipolar glass has inspired a temperature
protocol that alters the nonlinear optical response of a ferroelectric material so that nonlinear diffraction cancels
diffractive broadening of a light beam propagating through the solid material [267]. The ferroelectric material, lithium-
enriched potassium-niobate-tantalate (KTN:Li), is subjected to a temperature protocol resembling that used to produce
the Kovacs effect. The result is a state whose desired nonlinear optical properties are set by quenched disorder, with
material properties stable over time. Successfully designed materials support “scale-free propagation,” where light
beams propagate through the material without broadening. Importantly, such propagation can occur independent of
beam size and intensity, which is often not the case when material properties depend on nonlinear response. Although
the connections to the Kovacs effect are somewhat loose, the result is a new way to design materials with useful optical
properties.

9.2. Asymmetric heating and cooling
In 2020, Lapolla and Godec argued that heating in a wide range of systems should occur generically faster than

cooling [268]. In particular, they establish a protocol where the relaxation time of a given system from a cold and a
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hot temperatures to an intermediate warm one, respectively, are compared. Naively, the claim is somewhat surprising,
because linear nonequilibrium thermodynamics suggests that relaxation times should be equal [269]. For example, in
a macroscopic system, finite-size bodies in a uniform heat bath of temperature Tb will, in the long-time limit, decay
as to equilibrium following Newton’s law,

dT (t)
dt
= −

1
τ

[T (t) − Tb] , (149)

where the timescale τ is proportional to the heat capacity of the body. In Eq. 149, the relaxation rate τ−1 is the
same for initial temperatures T (0) that are greater or lesser than Tb, and the relaxation time would be equal when
Th(0) − Tb = Tb − Tc(0).

For the described protocol, the situation is similar in a mesoscopic system whose state x is described by a proba-
bility density p(x, t). At long times (t ≫ |λ3|

−1) and for initial temperatures T0 very close to the bath temperature Tb,
the eigenfunction expansion for p(x, t) given in Eq. 27 reduces to

p(x, t) ≈ π(x,Tb) + (T0 − Tb) a eλ2(Tb)tv2(x,Tb) , (150)

where we have Taylor expanded a2(T0,Tb) about Tb, where a2(T0,T0) = 0, since the system is in equilibrium. Here,
a ≡

[
∂T a2(T,Tb)|T=Tb

]
, and we again expect equal relaxation times for T0 symmetrically above or below Tb.

Although the above discussion suggests that heating and cooling times are identical for initial temperatures that
are infinitesimally different from the bath, relaxation times might differ when the initial states are far from equilibrium.
Mathematically, the function a2(T0,Tb) need not be odd about Tb, even though it must vanish at T0 = Tb. Following
this line of thought, Lapolla and Godec used a nonequilibrium free energy difference F(t) to quantify the distance
between the initial state and final equilibrium. In particular, if we consider three temperatures Tc, Tw, and Th (cold,
warm, hot) and let i ∈ {h, c}, then [270, Sec. 5.2]

Fi(t) = ⟨∆Ei(t)⟩ − Tw ⟨∆S i(t)⟩ = Tw

∫ ∞

−∞

dx pi(x, t) ln
(

pi(x, t)
π(x,Tw)

)
= TwDKL

[
pi(x, t), π(x,Tw)

]
≥ 0 (151)

measures the non-equilibrium free energy difference between the relaxing hot or cold state pi(x, t) and the (warm)
equilibrium bath state characterized by π(x,Tw), which is related to the Kullback-Leibler divergence DKL and defines
a good way to compare two different states of the system by means of its probability distributions [271].

The ensemble averages ⟨∆Ei(t)⟩ and ⟨∆S i(t)⟩ are the mean differences of energy and entropy between the state
pi(x, t) and the equilibrium at Tw. At time zero, the hot and cold temperatures Th and Tc are chosen so that they are
“equidistant” in the relative entropy measure, namely, Fh(0) = Fc(0). Under these conditions and with a potential
U(x) having a single quadratic minimum, the time to relax to Tw starting from Tc is always shorter than the time to
relax from Th. Consistent with the above discussion of linear response, the difference in relaxation times goes to zero
as {Th,Tc} → Tw. The systems studied theoretically in Ref. [268] included ones with multidimensional states x, such
as a chain of N + 1 beads connected by harmonic springs and N hard-core Brownian point particles diffusing in a
tilted, one-dimensional box. In these more complicated examples, the effect was studied using variables that project
the full state down to a low-dimensional quantity, such as the end-to-end distance for a chain [272].

Recently, Ibañez et al. showed experimentally that the expected asymmetry is present in a simple system consisting
of a colloidal particle in water in an optical trap that created a harmonic potential; see Fig. 48a. The colloidal system
is modeled by the Langevin equation in the overdamped limit, Eq. 131, with the potential U(x) = kx2/2, where
k is the stiffness of the optical trap. The effective temperature of the particle was varied by imposing fluctuating
voltages on two electrodes and, hence, fluctuating electroosmotic forces on the particle. The effective temperature is
Teff = T +σ2/(2γ), where T is the room temperature, σ2 = q2V2

0/d
2, with V2

0 the variance of the noisy voltage output,
q the charge and d the microparticle diameter. Not only did the authors observe that heating was faster than cooling
for equidistant quenches from Th and Tc to Tw, they also observed the same asymmetry for the reverse process and
for a simpler system comparing quenches from Tc to Th with reverse quenches from Th to Tc.

Thus, in this simple colloidal system, heating and cooling always followed distinct kinetic pathways. In order
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Figure 48: Heating is faster than cooling for equidistant quenches. (a) Schematic of experimental setup: A bead in an optical trap with harmonic
potential and stochastic electrical forces whose strength quantifies the effective temperature of the bead. (b) Evolution of Gaussian position
distributions after quenches from Th or Tc to Tw (forward-protocol) or vice versa (backward protocol). Thicker lines denote faster relaxation
pathways. (c) Schematic of forward and reverse protocols. These figures are reproduces from [273].

to explain these observations, the authors developed a “thermal kinematics” [273] based on geometric information
theory [274].

A natural question to ask is how universal this asymmetry is. Already, Lapolla and Godec noted counterexam-
ples when the potential had metastable states where the relaxation required thermal hops over barriers [268]. Then
Meibohm found counterexamples for single-well potentials with non-quadratic forms U(x) = |x|α, for α ≳ 3 [275].
A small additional quadratic contribution to the potential does not alter the result, meaning that there can be coun-
terexamples for wells with strong-enough anharmonic shapes. Van Vu and Hasegawa examined relaxation in classical
discrete-state systems [276]. They confirmed the asymmetry for two-state systems but found counterexamples in
systems with more than two states. In particular, they found and demonstrated that in more than two-level quantum
systems, for a three-temperature protocol with a warm intermediate temperature and for some fitting parameters, the
asymmetry can be reversed, and the cooling process can be faster than the heating one. Even for degenerate two-state
systems, the asymmetry could be reversed beyond a critical threshold for the energy gap. Also, Manikandan showed
that in discrete-state quantum systems, asymmetries are not generic and can have either sign, depending on various
system parameters [277].

In order to unravel the question, two more protocols were designed in [273]. First, there is the “backward pro-
cess,” defined with respect to the direct process, where there is a free evolution of the system from a common warm
temperature to first a hot and then a cold temperature. The hot and cold temperatures are chosen to be “equidistant”
from the warm temperature, as measured by the relative entropy. Note that, in the backward process, λ2(Tc) , λ2(Th)
and a2(Tb,Tc) , a2(Tb,Tc); see Fig. 49b. That contrasts with the “equidistant” case, where the bath temperature
is identical and thus λ2(Tw) = λ2(Tw). Second, because the heating and cooling protocols end up at two different
temperatures, λ2(Tc) , λ2(Th) and a2(Tc,Th) , a2(Th,Tc); see Fig. 50. We emphasize that, in the former proto-
col, a different measure must be used, since the relative entropy is not symmetric and is not a metric. Instead, one
can use the Fisher information I(t) =

∫
dx (∂tP(x, t))2/P(x, t), which is related to the Kullback-Leibler entropy by

DKL [P(x, t + dt), P(x, t)] = I(t)dt2 + O(dt4). From the previous equation, one can define a “statistical” velocity [274]
at a given time t as v(t) :=

√
I(t); see Fig. 50a. By analogy to classical kinematics, a statistical length traced by P(x, τ)

is computed as L(t) =
∫ t

0 dτ v(τ) [274]. In turn, the total distance traveled between the initial and the final states is
defined to be L(∞). From that quantity, one can define the completion degree φ(t) ≡ L(t)/L(∞), which quantifies the
thermal relaxation in the present framework and goes from 0 to 1; see Fig. 50b.

There have been generalizations of the original work, too. Dieball et al. studied thermal relaxation in driven
systems where the relaxation is to a nonequilibrium steady state (NESS) [278]. Focusing on the example of a 2d
harmonically confined Rouse polymer with hydrodynamic interactions and internal friction that is driven out of equi-
librium by a force. The same type of asymmetry noted in the equilibrium case persists in the driven case, for both
conservative and non-conservative forcing.
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Figure 49: Heating is faster than cooling for equidistant quenches. Red arrows represent heating whereas blue ones cooling. Solid lines correspond
to the theoretical predictions. Solid and dashed arrows stand for the forward and backward protocols, respectively, and thicker lines indicate the
fastest evolution. (a) and (b) show time evolution of the generalized excess free energy for equidistant quenches, (a) are results for the forward
protocol and (b) for the backward protocol. Insets represent the initial value of the equidistant relative entropy as a function of the temperature.
Figures are adapted from [273].

Results similar to the ones found in [273] can be generalized to quantum systems [279]. In particular, the authors
study a quantum two-level system, the quantum harmonic oscillator, and a trapped quantum Brownian particle. They
extend the thermal kinematics analysis to the quantum realm and offer a general explanation based on the spectral de-
composition of the Liouvillian and the spectral gap of reciprocal processes of cooling and heating. The systems are de-
scribed by the formalism of Sec. 2.2. The studied magnitudes are the Bures distance (DB[ρ1, ρ2])2 ≡ 2 (1 − F[ρ1, ρ2]),

where F[ρ1, ρ2] ≡ Tr
√
√
ρ1ρ2
√
ρ1 is the fidelity; see Fig. 51a. Note that fidelity, like the Kullback-Leibler diver-

gence, is not a metric but a symmetric measure [280]. In analogy with the classical case, in the context of thermal
relaxation, an infinitesimal statistical line element may be defined as

(
DB

[
ρ(t), ρ(t + dt)

])2
= IQ[ρ(t)]dt2/4 + O(dt4)

being IQ the quantum Fisher information [279, 107] IQ[ρ(t)] ≡ Tr
[
L2

t ρ(t)
]
; see Fig. 51b, where Lt is the logarithmic

time-derivative operator defined by ρ̇(t) := (Ltρ(t) + ρ(t)Lt) /2. Interestingly, by studying the Liouvillian spectrum of
the system, the authors find that the eigenvalues spread towards the negative real line as temperature increases. This
indicates that, for thermal baths at higher temperatures, there are more fast-decaying modes, making the evolution
faster; see Fig. 51c. Additionally, the overlap between the initial state and the fast decaying modes is larger for the
heating-up processes; see Fig. 51d.

In a different kind of generalization, asymmetries are interpreted in relaxation through the lens of information
geometry [281]. In particular, they propose to characterize the asymmetry using a differential-geometry formalism for
endoreversible processes. First, they define generalized coordinate and thermodynamic potentials, and then measure
differences between probability densities via the Bregman divergence, which is analogous to the Kullback-Leibler
divergence. Defining the dissipation as the length of the trajectory followed for the system in a manifold, they pro-
pose a criterion using the Amari-Chentsov tensor for predicting the appearance of a heating-cooling asymmetry in
endoreversible evolution of thermodynamics systems [282] and show several examples. Endoreversible thermody-
namics deals with irreversibilities in the evolution of a system and considers each intermediate state as an equilibrium
one, with irreversibility manifested only at the boundary between the bath and the system. In other words, an en-
doreversible system can be viewed as internally in equilibrium and interchanges energy with the environment in an
irreversible way. In particular, Bravetti et al. show that there exists asymmetry, but not that heating is always faster
than cooling. Sometimes, cooling can be faster than heating.

Finally, it is worth comparing this asymmetry between equidistant temperature quenches and the Mpemba effect.
The latter also highlights differences between relaxation times, but these are from two temperatures that are each
higher (or lower) than the final equilibrium temperature. Nonetheless, asymmetries between the forward Mpemba
effect (cooling) and the inverse Mpemba effect (heating) have been noted. In their experimental study of the inverse
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Figure 50: Thermal kinematics of heating and cooling between any pair of temperatures. Red circles denote heating, blue squares cooling. Solid
lines are theoretical predictions. (a) Instantaneous statistical velocity as a function of time. (b) Degree of completion as a function of time. Figure
are adapted from [273].

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 51: Heating is faster than cooling in a quantum Brownian particle. (a) Simulation of the evolution of the fidelity with respect to the thermal
state Tw for equidistant initial states. (b) Degree of completion computed for the heating and cooling processes in the two-temperature protocol.
For both panels the x axes represent a rescaled time with respect the total time the system takes to reach the final state. (c) Eigenvalues of the
operator L from Eq. (58). (d) First eigenvalues of (c); marker size is proportional to the overlap with the thermal state at the opposite temperature.
Figure are reproduced from [279].
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Figure 52: (a) A small change in the bath temperature Tb drastically changes the approach to equilibrium direction in the presence of a level
crossing like the one observed in the four-wells setup shown in panel (b), representing the spectrum of an N = 8 Ising antiferromagnet at zero
magnetic field with Glauber dynamics [79]. Highlighted in blue and red are the first two dominant eigenvalues, which are relevant for the dynamics.
They cross at T ∗(N = 8) ∼ 5.45. (c) Eigenvalue difference δλ23 as a function of the reduced temperature t = (T − T ∗)/T ∗, exhibiting an excellent
finite-size collapse ∝ |t|1 around the crossing temperature. Inset: the distance from the asymptotic crossing temperature T ∗∞ = 2/arctanh(1/3)
decays quadratically. Figures adapted from [82].

Mpemba effect, Kumar and Bechhoefer noted that the inverse effect involving heating was weaker than the forward
Mpemba effect involving cooling [64]. “Weaker” here means harder to measure, in the sense that more trials are
required for similar statistical noise levels in measurements. This traces back to the differing ratios of relaxation
rates, λ3/λ2, which was about 16 for the forward effect but only about 4 for the inverse effect. The difference in
eigenvalue ratios in turn traces back to the dominant influence of the energy landscape at low temperatures and
entropic effects at high temperatures (corresponding to the two terms in the expression for the free energy). A quench
to low temperatures then involves modes that correspond to barrier hopping and have exponentially smaller λ2 and
thus high values of λ3/λ2. For quenches to high temperatures, the motion is close to pure diffusion, and the eigenvalue
ratio is smaller. Thus, there is also an asymmetry between forward and inverse Mpemba effects, but its origin is
somewhat different.

9.3. Eigenvalue crossing

Another relaxation phenomenon that is deeply intertwined with the Mpemba effect is eigenvalue crossing [82]. It
consists in a crossing of the eigenvalues of the Markovian evolution operator with respect to a change of a system’s
parameter, which can be either an external parameter (e.g., an external driving or field) or the bath temperature Tb

regulating the thermal quench. If at some temperature T ∗ there is a crossing between the second and third eigenvalues,
it induces a singularity in the long-time-limit approach to equilibrium: the system relaxes along two distinct directions
when quenched to T = T ∗ + δ and T ∗ − δ, no matter how small δ is. This is schematically depicted in Fig. 52a.

Eigenvalue crossing can be viewed as a phase transition in the relaxation dynamics, which occurs in the long-time
limit t → ∞, in analogy with an equilibrium phase transition, which can be observed in the thermodynamic limit
N → ∞. From the equation regulating the last stages of the evolution in a thermal quench (Eq. (14)), one sees how the
timescale is regulated by an exponential decay with characteristic time ∝ 1/|λ2|. To highlight this, we can formally
rearrange the dynamics equation, obtaining

e−λ2t∂t p⃗(t) = a2λ2v⃗2 +
∑
n>2

anλne−∆λ2,ntv⃗n, (152)

where we introduced the eigenvalue gaps ∆λ2,n = λ2 − λn ≥ 0. If λ2 is not degenerate and if a2 , 0, the final stage
of the relaxation is in the direction of v⃗2 and changes continuously with Tb. However, v⃗2(Tb) can abruptly change at
some temperature T ∗ if at this temperature there is an eigenvalue crossing, namely λ2(T ∗) = λ3(T ∗), as in Fig. 52b.

Referring to the eigenvalues and eigenvectors that dominate the long-time dynamics before and after T ∗ as λ±2 and
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v⃗±2 (Fig. 52b), one can characterize the singular behavior in the long-time limit of Eq. (152) as

v⃗2 =


v⃗−2 Tb < T ∗

a−2 v⃗−2 + a+2 v⃗+2 Tb = T ∗

v⃗+2 Tb > T ∗
(153)

where a±2 are coefficients determined by the initial conditions. This singularity is not pronounced in the equilib-
rium state, but rather in the relaxation towards equilibrium, and this is why eigenvalue crossing can be linked with
anomalous phenomena arising in the relaxation process, such as the Mpemba effect.

Connection of the eigenvalue crossing with the Mpemba effect. While eigenvalue crossing can be observed in very
small systems (in Ref. [82] the example of a 4-state Markovian system is presented), it can also be observed in
complex many-body interacting systems as Ising antiferromagnets in zero external magnetic fields H = 0. For a 1D
periodic chain of N spins with Glauber dynamics and H = 0, there is an exact solution of the spectrum λk(Tb) (with
k = 1, . . . , 2N) [80]. This solution allows visualization (see Fig. 52b for the case N = 8) of how the spectrum evolves as
a function of the bath temperature Tb, highlighting a high number of crossing among the eigenvalues. We highlighted
in red and blue the relevant eigenvalues λ±2 , which are those that are non-orthogonal to all Boltzmann distributions.
The higher eigenvalues are orthogonal to all Boltzmann distributions. Thus, equilibrium initial conditions have zero
projection on these and are hence irrelevant to our discussion. Their analytic expressions for finite N are given by

λ−2 = −2 + 2 tanh(2J/Tb) cos
(

N − 1
N

π

)
, (154)

λ+2 = −1 + tanh(2J/Tb), (155)

where J < 0 is the antiferromagnetic pairwise spin interaction for nearest-neighboring spins on the chain. The analytic
expressions of the eigenvalues enabled a formally study of the phenomenon in the thermodynamic limit: imposing
λ−2 = λ

+
2 , one finds that the crossing survives the N → ∞ limit, asymptotically approaching T ∗∞ = 2/arctanh(1/3) (Fig.

52b).
The presence of the above eigenvalue crossing at H = 0 is directly connected [70] with the emergence of a Mpmeba

effect in antiferromagnets for H ≪ 1 above a certain temperature (see Fig. 11b). Indeed, such a crossing dramatically
changes the coefficient of the second eigenvector in the initial condition and hence affects its monotonicity through
which the effect is defined. The crossing becomes progressively sharper in the anti-ferromagnetic system as the
magnetic field H goes to zero. This feature was observed transversely across different Ising antiferromagnets systems
and different dynamics, for which the effect does not seem to appear for any value of the two external parameters—
bath temperature Tb and magnetic field H—but rather in a specific domain (e.g., compare the phase diagrams for a
mean-field model [96] and a 1D model subject to boundary coupling [70]).

To better understand the connection between these two effects, an important observation is related to the fact that
the eigenvectors associated with the crossing eigenvalues carry a physical meaning: v⃗2 is parallel to the staggered
magnetization (m⃗s) before the crossing (where no Mpemba effect is observed) while it is parallel to the magnetization
vector (m⃗s) after the crossing (where strong inverse Mpemba effect can be observed) [82]. For small magnetic fields
(such that the antiferromagnetic interaction dominates), the magnetization of an Ising antiferromagnet at equilibrium
is a nonmonotonic observable with respect to the temperature, while the staggered magnetization at equilibrium, on
the other hand, is monotonous with respect to the temperature (see Fig. 53d). In Figs. (53)a and (53)b the projection
of v⃗2 on m⃗ and m⃗s respectively are plotted, highlighting the magnitude of the projections, while in Fig. 53c we color
in red the area in which |⃗v2 · m⃗| > |⃗v2 · m⃗s| and blue the one in which |⃗v2 · m⃗| > |⃗v2 · m⃗s|. This explains geometrically
why, having the slowest relaxation occurring along the magnetization for H < 2, is a prerequisite in order to observe
a strong Mpemba effect, and consequently why there is no effect before the crossing.

For large magnetic fields (such that the field overcomes the antiferromagnetic character), the opposite holds: the
staggered magnetization becomes nonmonotonic while the magnetization is now monotonic (Fig. 53e). Indeed, strong
Mpemba effect can be observed in this case (see Refs. [70, 5]) only in the blue area above H > 2. This demonstrates
clearly that the Mpemba effect is a phenomenon intrinsically related to the dynamics, as discussed in Sec. 2.1.9:
indeed, the geometric shortcut that is enabled by the nonmonotonicity of an observable as in Fig. 53 (see also Fig. 13
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Figure 53: Projection of the slowest relaxation vector v⃗2 on the magnetization (a) and staggered magnetization (b) for an N = 8 one-dimensional
antiferromagnetic spin chain (see the main text for the specifics of the model). In panel (c) we highlight the areas in which the projection of v⃗2 is
larger along the magnetization (red area) and staggered magnetization (blue area). (d,e) Equilibrium loci showing the values of magnetization and
staggered magnetization of the chain in equilibrium at different temperatures Tb below (H = 1.95) and above (H = 2.05) the critical value of the
magnetization that determines the phase transition in the groundstate of the Ising chain. This figure is reprinted from [82].

in the case of a weakly coupled system) is not a two-way road, as the spectrum of the rate matrix explicitly depends
on Tb and can therefore be dramatically different in the two cases.

9.4. Relaxation speedup

The following sections discuss two methods for accelerating relaxation processes. These methods utilize the time
evolution of physical observables and the complex internal structures of physical systems near a phase transition. The
first approach, outlined in Sec. 9.4.1, shifts the focus from the evolution of the probability vector (or density) to the
evolution of physical observables. This exploits the relationship between two formulations of the dynamics: one in
which vectors carry the time dependence and the other in which time dependence is expressed through observables.
A quantum mechanical analogy of this is switching from a formulation with time-dependent states to one with time-
dependent observables. The second approach, presented in Sec. 9.4.2, leverages the complex internal structure near
a phase transition to reduce the time required to reach a target state. We illustrate both approaches using 1D and 2D
models of Ising spins with antiferromagnetic interactions.

9.4.1. Speedup equilibrium properties
As we have seen throughout the review, the various Mpemba effects can reduce the time needed to cool down (or

heat up) a system, as has been shown, for example, in Markovian systems that satisfy detailed balance (Sec. 2). The
analysis of the speedup relies on the diagonalization of the transition-rate matrix of the Master Eq. (6) and finding
cases in which the probability vector p⃗(t) has no contribution from the eigenvector v⃗2 (which describes the slowest
evolving direction in probability space), thus forcing an exponential speedup towards equilibrium. In [283], the
authors propose studying the weak version of the Master Eq. (6). The idea, similar in spirit (though not in detail)
to the numerical method introduced in Sec. 7.1.3, is to focus on how different observables evolve in time instead of
focusing on the probability vector itself. Related to the eigenbasis (π⃗, v⃗2, v⃗3, . . .), there is a dual basis of observables
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Figure 54: An observable whose equilibrium expected value exhibits a nonmonotonic dependence on temperature can be utilized to optimize
its value near the maximum. Two illustrative examples are presented in the panels. Panel (a), on the left, depicts the Mpemba effect, while the
right side illustrates the speedup achieved by briefly heating the system before cooling it. The red lines represent the hotter system, while the blue
lines indicate the colder system. For a 1D Ising antiferromagnetic model, panel (b) left reproduces the Mpemba effect in the change of sing of
∆t⟨ε⟩ = (⟨ε(t)⟩h − ⟨ε(t)⟩c)/N (with ε defined in Eq. (42) and c and h indicates cold and hot respectively). Panel (b) right shows the supercooling
produced by the preheating strategy for δt⟨m2

s⟩ = (⟨m2
s (t)⟩ − ⟨m2

s (t)⟩b)/N the squared staggered magnetization, where the superindex b indicates the
bath. Figures are reprinted from [283].

(
1,Ob

2,O
b
3, . . .

)
. Analogously, this allows one to write the evolution of the expected value of an observableA as

⟨A(t)⟩ = ⟨A⟩Tb +
∑
k≥2

α(t=0)
k βAk e−|λk |t/τ0 , (156)

βAk = ⟨ O
b
k | A ⟩ , α(t=0)

k =
∑
x∈Ω

P(t=0)
x Ob

k(x) . (157)

Note that Eq. (156) is akin to Eq. (12) but using an observable instead of a probability—much like the differences
between the Schrödinger and Heisenberg representations in quantum mechanics [284]. An observable shows an expo-
nential speedup if it initially has no contribution from Ob

2, as that is the slowest evolving observable mode. However,
the observables Ob

k are mere mathematical constructs. That is, they might not represent macroscopic physical observ-
ables in the thermodynamic limit. To overcome this shortcoming, the authors propose general requirements for the
system based on timescale separation and nonmonotonic temperature evolution of an important state function. These
features are quite generic near a first-order phase transition.

Consider any general physical observableM2
w, having an equilibrium expected value ⟨M2

w⟩T that attains a max-
imum at T = T ∗. Then, for thermal bath temperatures Tb near that maximum, the fluctuating part ofM2

w, given by
M2

w−1 ⟨M2
w⟩Tb , will be a proxy for the slowest evolving observable, Ob

2. This allows one to connect to the requirement
that α(t=0)

2 = 0 in (156), since

α(t=0)
2 ≈

1
Λ

(
⟨M2

w⟩T ∗ − ⟨M
2
w⟩Tb

)
. (158)

With this in mind, the authors explain the appearance of several paradoxical behaviors near that maximum (cf. Fig. 54).
This also serves the purpose of finding effective strategies to devise such phenomena in mesoscopic systems. In
particular, the model system studied in [283] is the antiferromagnetic 1D Ising model given in Eq. (42). In addition,
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the equilibrium observable used by the authors is the squared staggered magnetization (described in Section 3 as
ms =

∑N
k=1(−1)kσk). The three found anomalous effects are (i) the Mpemba effect, (ii) the Preheating strategy, and

(iii) two asymmetries in heating and cooling processes, namely, heating faster than cooling and vice versa, as discussed
in section 9.2.In Fig. 54, two of these anomalous effects are shown.

9.4.2. Internal structure speedup
Often, a system has a complex internal structure near a (first- or second-order) phase transition. In Ref. [285],

the authors show that the slow growth of magnetic domains helps to shorten the time it takes the system to reach a
desired state. To this end, they consider a 2D Ising model without a magnetic field, described by the HamiltonianH =
−J

∑
n.n. x,y σxσy, where spin σx has position x in a lattice L × L. To demonstrate their idea, the authors study the 2D

Ising Model (with L = 4096) using extensively two simulation methods, the Metropolis and the Heat Bath algorithms.
This model has no conserved magnitudes and belongs to the model A universality class, where the dynamics has
no conserved quantities [286]. A second-order phase transition between the ferromagnetic and paramagnetic phase
appears at T = Tc. It is well known that in the ferromagnetic phase and excluding fast initial relaxations, the energy
E(t) and the correlation length ξ(t) are related because the excess energy is located at the boundaries of the magnetic
domains.

1)(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 55: Example of anomalous relaxation in a 2D Ising model, using a two-step protocol for κstart = 0.46 and κend = 0.4378. (a) Change of
sign of ξ and an example of ξ∗start. (b) Examples of the speedup using a two-step protocol. (c) Evolution of ξ(t) in the one-step protocol. Note that
the largest timescale exists as a finite-size effect in the ferromagnetic phase. Indeed, when κ > κc and keeping leading terms, domains grow as
ξ(t) ≈

√
t until ξ ≈ L. (d) Equilibration time teq as a function of ξstart. Note that the equilibration time teq here is defined as the time such that Etotal

differs from Eeq by less than 0.1% for any ttotal > teq. MET and HB indicate the use of Metropolis and Heat Bath algorithms, respectively. The
figures are adapted from [285].

The paper focuses on the time evolution of energy. In the paramagnetic phase, the leading term can be expressed
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as

E(t) − Eeq = A(ξ)e−t/τk , (159)

where τk is the largest relaxation timescale. Here, A(ξ) is an amplitude that depends only on the coherence length ξ.
Interestingly,A(ξ) change its sign as the initial coherence length grows, andA(ξ∗start) = 0 at some point; see Fig. 55a.
Given that ξ(t) grows faster in the ferromagnetic phase (see Fig. 55a), it is likely that E(t) could equilibrate faster
in the paramagnetic phase through an excursion to the ferromagnetic one. In addition, an exponential speedup is
possible if the optimal ξ∗start is found. Two thermal protocols are designed, with one and two steps, to study that
phenomenon. In the one-step protocol, a disordered spin configuration, corresponding to infinite temperature, is put
in contact with a thermal bath at inverse-temperature κ = J/T ; see Fig. 55c. The equilibrium value of ξ is reached
only in the paramagnetic phase. In the two-step protocol, a fully disordered spin configuration is initially placed at an
inverse temperature in the ferromagnetic phase, κstart > κc, where it evolves until ξ(t) reaches a target value ξstart(t).
Just at that point, the bath is changed to a new κend < κc. Thus, the second change must be done when A(ξ∗start) = 0,
ξ∗start can be estimated numerically. From Fig. 55a and Fig. 55b, the speedup due to the choice of ξ∗start = 78 can be
clearly observed. Interestingly, for ξ∗start = 7.92, the Kovacs effect is observed; cf. Sec. 9.1.

10. Perspectives

This review centers on the Mpemba effect, beginning with the original research conducted by Mpemba and Os-
borne in 1969 [1] and providing a historical context that traces back to Aristotle. Our focus, however, is on the
significant advances made in this field over the past decade. After discussing the various challenges and efforts made
to explain the Mpemba effect in water—highlighting its unique properties in Sec. 1.1—we examine the range of ob-
servations and characterizations of the Mpemba effect and closely related phenomena. The different types of Mpemba
effects defined in Sec. 2 that can be understood within Markovian frameworks are crucial for understanding the ef-
fect. They have sparked considerable interest in identifying similar anomalous-relaxation phenomena across various
systems, from single-particle interactions to many-body physics, in both classical and quantum settings.

The common theme in all Mpemba phenomena is a nonmonotonicity in the time a system takes to relax from an
initial probability distribution to the final probability distribution or phase transition. We start by discussing the effect
for a discrete set of states with Markovian rates, overdamped Langevin dynamics, and antiferromagnetic systems. In
Sec. 3, we discuss various approaches to accurately characterize the Mpemba effect in the presence and vicinity of
first- or second-order phase transitions. Whereas a clear picture was obtained for mean-field models, not much is
understood about this effect in 2D or 3D systems, which are of main practical interest. The kinetic theory framework
covered in Sec. 4 complements these concepts by providing a means to study related effects in driven systems, with
an effective description of the thermodynamic limit. Beyond the scope of the kinetic theory framework are many
interesting questions about the Mpemba effect in the thermodynamic limit, where issues such as vanishing spectral
gaps and continuous spectra are largely open problems.

We address general questions regarding the likelihood of encountering a Mpemba-related effect in these systems in
Sec. 5. Generalizing this approach to other ensembles of random models is of high interest. At this stage, the relevant
properties of the ensemble are unclear. Next, we provide an overview of the experiments in Sec. 6 and the numerical
simulations described in Sec. 7, which validate our theoretical frameworks. A potential area for further exploration on
the experimental side is the search for the inverse Mpemba effect in macroscopic systems. Aside from the colloidal
experiment conducted by Kumar and Bechhoefer [6] and a quantum analog effect [8], the inverse Mpemba effect has
not yet been observed in other systems, whereas the direct effect has, most notably in water. At the start of 2024, three
experiments demonstrated a Mpemba effect in quantum systems [8, 10, 9]. More quantum experiments are needed,
particularly those involving open quantum systems.

The information-geometry approach has theoretically proven useful in explaining the asymmetry between heating
and cooling [279]. This method was also applied in [107] to study classical stochastic thermodynamics, particularly
the Mpemba effect. Further exploration into anomalous thermal relaxation using this approach would be of interest.
Additionally, in studies addressing entanglement asymmetry and the Mpemba effect, the nonmonotonic relaxation of
entanglement entropy can be interpreted as a form of symmetry restoration [118].
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Sections 8 and 9 highlight several applications and related effects, hinting at future prospects. Practical perspec-
tives will also face experimental challenges related to the impossibility of resolving the system with infinite precision
and waiting an arbitrarily long time for the relaxation process to terminate. These issues are particularly relevant in
quantum simulations [10, 8], where experimental noise and decoherence set strong bounds in both directions. Another
common issue that could arise in these settings is that in open quantum settings, the spectrum of the Lindbladian can
be complex [116], as in the classical case with broken detailed balance. Various perspectives on “state preparation”
highlight a rich research avenue for many-body quantum simulations, potentially based on the results discussed in this
review.

The question of how different effects, frameworks, and experiments are related poses a significant challenge for
the coming years. For instance, can the Markovian framework discussed in Sec. 2 explain the phase transition effects
covered in Sec. 3? Additionally, can the intuitive single-particle perspective from experiments mentioned in Sec. 6
be applied to macroscopic systems such as water, magnetic alloys, and others? Furthermore, is it possible to extend
the Boltzmann-Fokker-Planck equation and the framework outlined in Sec. 4 to make predictions about macroscopic
materials such as water? It is our hope that a framework encompassing all these phenomena can be found, one
that goes all the way from making ice cream in Tanzania to preparing states for quantum computing, and explains
why—sometimes—the longer path can nevertheless be faster.
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[90] M. Gavrilov, R. Chétrite, J. Bechhoefer, Direct measurement of weakly nonequilibrium system entropy is consistent with Gibbs-Shannon

form, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 114 (42) (2017) 11097–11102.
[91] M. R. Walker, M. Vucelja, Anomalous thermal relaxation of Langevin particles in a piecewise-constant potential, J. Stat. Mech: Theory

Exp. 2021 (11) (2021) 113105.
[92] A. Biswas, R. Rajesh, A. Pal, Mpemba effect in a Langevin system: Population statistics, metastability, and other exact results, J. Chem. Phys

159 (4) (2023).
[93] A. Biswas, R. Rajesh, Mpemba effect in the relaxation of an active brownian particle in a trap without metastable states, The Journal of

Chemical Physics 162 (3) (2025).
[94] A. Kumar, Anomalous relaxation in colloidal systems, Springer Nature, 2022.
[95] Y. Chen, Q. Zhang, S. Ramakrishnan, R. L. Leheny, Memory in aging colloidal gels with time-varying attraction, J. Chem. Phys. 158 (2023)

024906.
URL https://pubs.aip.org/aip/jcp/article-abstract/158/2/024906/2868297/Memory-in-aging-colloidal-gels-with-time-varying?

redirectedFrom=fulltext

[96] I. Klich, M. Vucelja, Solution of the Metropolis dynamics on a complete graph with application to the Markov chain Mpemba effect, arXiv
preprint arXiv:1812.11962 (2018).

[97] S. Bera, M. Vucelja, The Mpemba effect on dense graphs with Metropolis-Hastings dynamics, arXiv preprint – to be posted September 2024
(2024).

[98] S. Bera, M. R. Walker, M. Vucelja, Effect of dynamics on anomalous thermal relaxations and information exchange, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2308.04557 (2023).

[99] A. Mitra, Quantum quench dynamics, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 9 (2018) 245–259.
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[208] J.-F. Chen, K. S. Rai, P. Emonts, D. Farina, M. Płodzień, P. Grzybowski, M. Lewenstein, J. Tura, Boosting thermalization of classical and

quantum many-body systems, arXiv preprint arXiv:2411.03420 (2024).
[209] F. Verstraete, M. M. Wolf, J. Ignacio Cirac, Quantum computation and quantum-state engineering driven by dissipation, Nat. Phys. 5 (9)

(2009) 633–636.
[210] P. M. Harrington, E. J. Mueller, K. W. Murch, Engineered dissipation for quantum information science, Nat. Rev. Physics 4 (10) (2022)

660–671.
[211] A. Pagare, Z. Lu, Mpemba-like sensory withdrawal effect, PRX Life 2 (4) (2024) 043019.
[212] T. S. Hatakeyama, Enzymatic Mpemba effect: Slowing of biochemical reactions by increasing enzyme concentration (2024). arXiv:

2411.08058.
URL https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.08058

[213] L. Michaelis, M. L. Menten, Die kinetik der invertinwirkung, Biochemische Zeitschrift 49 (1913) 333.
[214] A. B. Kolomeisky, M. E. Fisher, Molecular motors: a theorist’s perspective, Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 58 (1) (2007) 675–695.
[215] A. B. Kolomeisky, Motor proteins and molecular motors: how to operate machines at the nanoscale, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 25 (46)

(2013) 463101.
[216] G. Teza, S. Iubini, M. Baiesi, A. L. Stella, C. Vanderzande, Rate dependence of current and fluctuations in jump models with negative

differential mobility, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 552 (2020) 123176, tributes of Non-equilibrium Statistical
Physics. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2019.123176.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037843711931787X

[217] B. Remlein, U. Seifert, Optimality of nonconservative driving for finite-time processes with discrete states, Phys. Rev. E 103 (5) (2021)
L050105.

[218] S. Katz, J. L. Lebowitz, H. Spohn, Phase transitions in stationary nonequilibrium states of model lattice systems, Phys. Rev. B 28 (1983)
1655–1658. doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.28.1655.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.28.1655

[219] J. Degünther, U. Seifert, Anomalous relaxation from a non-equilibrium steady state: An isothermal analog of the Mpemba effect, Europhys.
Lett. 139 (4) (2022) 41002.
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[240] D. Guéry-Odelin, C. Jarzynski, C. A. Plata, A. Prados, E. Trizac, Driving rapidly while remaining in control: classical shortcuts from

Hamiltonian to stochastic dynamics, Rep. Prog. Phys. 86 (2023) 035902.
[241] A. Patra, C. Jarzynski, Shortcuts to adiabaticity using flow fields, New Journal of Physics 19 (12) (2017) 125009.
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[283] I. G.-A. Pemartı́n, E. Mompó, A. Lasanta, V. Martı́n-Mayor, J. Salas, Shortcuts of freely relaxing systems using equilibrium physical

observables, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132 (2024) 117102. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.117102.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.117102

[284] J. J. Sakurai, J. Napolitano, Modern quantum mechanics, Cambridge University Press, 2020.
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