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A bstract

A formulation of quantum statistical m echanics, which incoporates the statis—
tical inference of Shannon as its integral part, is discussed. O ur basic idea is to
distinguish the dynam ical entropy of von Neum ann In temm s of the density m a-
trix A(t)P H = kTr"Ih %, and the statistical am ount of uncertainty of Shannon,
S= k ,pnhpn,withp, = ("an In the representation where the total energy
and particle num bers are diagonal. W e propose to Interprete Shannon’s statistical
Inference as specifying the initial conditions of the system iIn tem s of (")nn, and
thus prevent the statistical inference preceding physical dynam ics. W e argue that
them alequilbrium is ensured by a quantum ocounter part ofm ixing property, and
that the physical entoropy of the nal state, which is de ned by a suiabl tine
average In a them odynam ic lim i, is estim ated by the m axinum of Shannon’s S.
In the context of the H-theoram 1n a broad sense, our picture is characterized as
a speci cation of nitial conditions by statistical inference on the basis of a 1im ied
am ount of inform ation available and a coarsegraining in the tin e direction. An
Interesting analogy w ith the renom alization group xed point is also noted.

1 Introduction

A fom ulation of statisticalm echanics on the basis of Shannon’s inform ation theory ] has
been proposed by E T Jaynes in 1957 1. T his form ulation utilizes the Jeast biased statis-
tical inference about a physical system on the basis of a 1im ited am ount of inform ation
available. This approach becom es particularly transparent when it is combined w ith the
basic know ledge of quantum m echanics. D espoite of its transparent and attractive asoects,
it appears to the present author that this approach is Jargely regarded as \unphysical"
by them a prity of physicists. See, however, R ef.[j] for the use of the inform ation entropy
In the context of non-equilbrium statistical therm odynam ics.

The m aln purpose of the present paper is to incorporate the attractive features of
Jaynes's proposal (In a reform ulated form ) into the general fram ework of quantum sta—
tisticalm echanics@] B]. By thisway, one can see not only the attractive features brought
Into the general fram ework of quantum statistical m echanics by Shannon’s infom ation
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theory, but also the lim itations and welkknown unsolved dynam ical issues of quantum
statistical m echanics. A characteristic feature of our analysis is that the distinction be-
tw een statisticalaspects and dynam icalagpects of quantum statisticalm echanicsbecom es
quite transparent. A s for the use of Shannon’s inform ation theory in quantum statistical
m echanics in a di erent setting, see ] and fI.

In this paper, we work exclusively on quantum statisitcal m echanics, sin ply because
any m odem theory of statisticalm echanics, which istaught at the graduate course, should
be able to distinguish fem ions from bosons and describe the basic phenom ena such as
the BossE nstein condensation and the degenerate Fem iD irac electrons in a m etal, for
exam pk[11B18]1. In the course of our discussion, we of course often rely on the recent in —
pressive progress in the B oltzm ann approach to classical statisticalm echanics [Lq1[A1[E31.
But for the practical reasons stated above, we work on quantum statistical m echanics.
B esides, the Jaynes's approach becom es m ore transparent In the quantum setting.

W ewould like tobrie y summ arize the basic agoects ofour analysis. Follow Ing Landau
and von N eum ann, we take the density m atrix ~ which satis es

Tr*@®=1; O Sn 1)

as the fundam ental ingredient of quantum statisticalm echanics. This * is regarded as
the \wave function" of a m any particke system . W e exam lne a quantum system , which
is slightly away from them al equillbbrium , In the representation where the total energy
and particle num bers are diagonal. T he average value of any m acroscopic cbservable o)
is given by
0 )i= Trd ~@): 12)
For the system slightly away from equilibrium , 0 @)iistine dependent in general, and
thus " (t) is tin e dependent. Follow ing von Neum ann, we introduce the (dynam ical)
entropy de ned by
H= kTr*lh" @3)

which is a generalization of G bbs entropy to a quantum system . It iswellknown that H
thus de ned is constant in tin e.
T he basic observation in this paper is that we can de ne another quantity

X
S= k p.hps 1.4)

n

In tem s of p, ("hn de ned In the representation where the total energy and particle
num bers are diagonal. By de nion we have p, (t) = p, (0) and thus S is also constant In
tin e. W e propose to dentify S thusde ned, which can be regarded asbasically statistical
quantity, as the am ount of uncertainty of Shannon which was Introduced Into statistical
m echanics by JaynesQ]. Note that H In (13) agreeswih S In (14) only when " is
diagonalizable sim ultaneously w ith the totalHam iltonian and the total particle num ber
operator. This clear distinction between H in (1.3) and S In (1.4) hasnot been m ade in
the past.

In the present form ulation ofquantum statisticalm echanics, we regard the least biased
estin ate on the basis of lim ited am ount of inform ation discussed by Jaynes as a least



biased estin ate of initial conditions on the diagonal elem ents p, . N ote that the diagonal
elem ents of " (t) are constant In tin e and thus they cannot approach equilbrium values
by any dynam icalm otion but by statistical inference. From the days of Boltzm ann, it
is well known that \Second law of them odynam ics can be represented only by m eans
of assum ptions regarding initial conditions" [3]. Instead of choosing the typical states
iIn the classical Boltzm ann analysis EI], we use the Shannon’s \least biased" estim ate
as the speci cation of the iniial state of a quantum system , for which we have only a
very lin fted am ount of inform ation. A s is clear from our form ulation, the Shannon’s
Inform ation theory does not tell anything about the tin e developm ent of a m any particle
system . The infom ation theory of Shannon, how ever, tells us a very sin ple derivation of
the fomula (1.4) on the basis ofan Interesting com position law , which isbrie y reviewed
In Section 2, and also tells us how S is interpreted In estim ate theory. In quantum

statistical m echanics, as formm ulated here, it is clear that Shannon’s statistical Inference
does not precede physical dynam ics.

W e still have to dealw ith the m ain problm of quantum statistical m echanics as to
what kind of dynam icalproperties of the system ensure the eventual approach to them al
equilbrium . For this part we do not have a de nite ansver, but we w ill argue that a
property, which m ay be regarded as a quantum oounter part of the m ixing property in
classical ergodic theory [L3], is su cient to ensure the eventual them al equilorium . In
this respect, i m ay be said that we are at the sin ilar level as a form ulation of classical
statisticalm echanics on the basis of G bbsensem bl theory. See also Ref.f§]1 oran attem pt
to construct general nonequilbbrium statistical them odynam ics.

As for the entropy law, som e form of coarse graining is necessary not only in the
G 1bs approach to quantum statistical approach [§] but also in the Bolzm ann approach
to classical statisticalm echanics[[(]. In our approach it tums out to be m ore convenient
to take a coarse graining in the \tin e direction” or a suitable tin e averagihg[[413]. T
this respect, i m ay be Interesting to recall that several authors regard the Boltzm ann
equation in classical statistical m echanics as an approxin ation to the Liouville equation
when combined w ith a suitablke tin e averaging[1418].

T he actual proocedure of our analysis of the H -theoram starts w ith applying the least
biased estin ate by m axin izing Shannon’s S (1 .4) on the basis of a 1im ited am ount of
Inform ation available. W e interprete this least biased estin ate as the m ost noncom m ittal
estin ate of the initial conditions on the diagonal elem ents of "~ (t) on the basis of the
lin ited Inform ation available. T he non-diagonal elem ents of *(t), which are not xed by
Shannon’s statistical nference, are xed by otherm acrosoopic cbservablesatt= 0,aswill
be described in Section 3. T he physical state described by " (t) then develops with tin e
follow Ing the Schroedinger equation, w hich preserves the value of von N eum ann entropy
H . The entropy law ofC lausius In the present form ulation is expressed as the approach of
the m acroscopic properties of the system on a suitable tim e average In a them odynam ic
Iin it to those ofthe am ost equilbbrium state, whose physical entropy is estin ated by the
maxinum valie of Shannon’s S .



2 Least biased inference in inform ation theory

W e here recapitulate, orthe sake of com pleteness, the essense of the least biased estin ate
in Shannon’s nfom ation theory []] ©llow ing the presentation in Ref.J]. W e consider the
variabl x which takes the n values £x;;x,; :2:15X,9. W e also de ne the prcbability p; for
the variable x to assum e the value x;. T he non-negative probability p; is constrained by

the condition
Xt

pi= 1; @1)
=1
w hich m eans that the totalprobability is unity. Let’s consider a am ooth function f (x) of
the variablk x, such as £ X) = x.
W ethen ask what we can say about the set ofprobabilities fp; ;.5 e g, ifthe only
availabl informm ation is the average value < £ > of £ (x) de ned by

X
< f> plf (}(i): (2.2)

=1
C karly it is in possible to determ ne allp; uniquely or a large value ofn since we know
only < £>.

Follow ing Shannon, we introduce the am ount of uncertainty for the set of varables
o1 ;027 i Png and we determ ine each p; by allow ing them axim um am ount ofuncertainty,
or equivalently, the least bias for the chosen solution of £y ;025 2P g. T he non-negative
continuous fiinction S, (1;102; :5pa) of fp1ipe; i pag, which determm Ines the am ount of
uncertainty associated w ith the n variables, ispostulated to satisfy the ollow Ing two basic
requirem ents:

(@)Ifallp; are equal, and consequently p; = 1=n by de nition,
A ) S, (I=n;1=n; ::;1=n) 23)

is an increasing function ofn. This condition is natural since it m eans that the am ount
of uncertainty (or our ignorance) increases when n increases.

)T he com position law

Sn /P27 5 Pn) = SrWai;Woj W) + WiSy, ©@1=W1;P=W 1 5P, =W 1)
+ WSk, O+ 1=W 27Dk + 2=W2 7 335 Pk + k, =W o) + i
+ Wrskr (9(1+ ik ke 1t 1=W iy :::I'pn=wr) (2 -4)

holds. The meaning of this com position law is as follows: Let’s divide the variables
foi;0257 P g Into ¥ com binations

Wi = Pt Pt it oy g
Wy = 9<1+1 + 9<1+2 + uit I)kl‘*'kz;
Wy = DPrg+ousk, 411 i+ Py 2.5)



Here w,, for exam ple, stands for the probability that any one of x; In £x1;x,; 515 x,, g is
realized. Tf£x;;xX;,; 115Xy, g s realized , the probability forone ofx; isgiven by p;=w; . The
reason we have the factor w; in front of Sy, (E1=w1;0,=W1; 5Pk, =W 1) Is that we have un—
certainty Sy, E1=W1;P2=W1; 5Pk, =W 1) W ith probability w; In addition to the uncertainty
Sy Wi;woj;iiyw,). This composition law requires the agreem ent of the total am ount of
uncertainty calculated In this two-step procedure w ith the original am ount of uncertainty
in the left-hand side of 2.4).

Forexamplk, forn = 3 wih fp;;p0;0:39= £1=2;1=3;1=6g,wem ay considerw, = 1=2,
w, = 1=3+ 1=6= 1=2 and the above com position law requires

1
S5 (1=2;1=3;1=6) = S, 1=2;1=2) + 582 (2=3;1=3): (2.6)

For the case of only one probability varable, the am ount of uncertainty should be zero,
and thus S; (1) = 0.

A rem arkable fact is that these two conditions (@) and () are solved in an elem entary
way and lead to the unigue solution []1f[3]( see also A ppendix in Ref.R))

xn
Sn Pripziiipn) =  k pilogps @.7)
=1
w ith a positive constant k. One can con m that this solution is In fact non-negative and
satis es the above exam plk (2.6), orexam pl.
T he solution which givesthem axin um forthe am ount ofuncertainty S, (1,027 5P )
w ith the constraints

< f>= pif &i); @38)

is given by using the Lagrange m ultiplier as

pi= e f(Xi):Zn ;7. = e ki) 2.9)
i=1
and the param eter is detem ined by
dhz,
< f>= : 210)



Tt is obvious that a sin ple generalization of this problem lads to the grand canonical
ensam ble of G bbs theory

Dijj = € i E (i) ;= e i E(iij);
i
X ) @I
<E>= PisE (7)) = —
i3 ¢
X @I
<N >= Piy 1= —(/—
i3 ¢
X
S = k Bij5 Jl’lpi,.j (2.11)

1]

where = 1=kT and E ( ;;]j) is the jth energy eigenvalue w ith the particle number ;;
the summ ation is over all the physically recognizablk energy eigenstates ofa m any particle
system , and thusthe B oseE instein orFem D irac statistics isautom atically incorporated.
T he am ount of uncertainty is identi ed w ith the G bbs entropy for a them al equilibbrium
case. This provides a very sinpl derivation of the G bbs formula wih only a basic
know ledge of quantum m echanics.

T he conventional statisticalm echanics forequilbrium states could thusbe interpreted
as the least biased estin ate on the basis of a gn all am ount of infom ation available,
nam ely, the average energy < E > and the average particke number < N >: Tt is
m axin ally noncom m ittalw ith regard tom issing inform ation. t was em phasized in R ef.[3]
that "whether or not resuls agree w ith experin ent, they still represent the best estin ates
that could have been m ade on the basis of the Inform ation availablk".

N evertheless, the physical contents of this form ulation such as the rok of physical
properties of a soeci ¢ systam , which are expected to be im portant to ensure them al
equilbrium , are not clear In the presentation in this section. W e attem pt to Incorporate
these physical contents Into the present form ulation in the next section by giving a proper
de nition of the am ount of uncertainty In the context of quantum statisticalm echanics.
W e present a general fram ework of quantum statistical m echanics which incorporates
the least biased statistical inference as an Integral part and analyze the entropy law of
C lausius. W e thus attem pt to provide a physical basis for the derivation of 2.11).

3 Statistical inference and entropy law in quantum
statisticalm echanics

W e here attem pt to fom ulate a general fram ework of quantum statistical m echanics,
which incorporates the least biased statistical nference as an integral part. In partic—
ular, we discuss how to describe near-equilborium states and their approach to them al
equilbriitm n such a framework. W e assum e that we analyze a physical system which
is com pletely characterized by its total energy and particle num bers, if the them alequi-
lbrium should be realized. In the representation where the total energy and the particke



num ber are diagonal, we have the density m atrix ~(t) which satis esfl]

X X
Trr () = A(t)nn: Pn = 1'
Xn n
Tr™H = E.p, = HE i;
Xn
Tr™ = nPn = N i: 30)

n

W e here assum e for sin plicity the presence of only one kind of particles. W e rst note
that p, is tim e independent

b= My O Hi= me 0 hi= My O hi (32)

since the total H am iltonian is diagonal in the present representation. W e assum e that
either none of the energy levels are degenerate, or if som e of them are degenerate, the
density m atrix ~(t) is diagonalized by a unitary transform ation beforehand in each sector
which contains the degenerate energy levels. Consequently, all the possblk o -diagonal
elem ents of the density m atrix ~(t) are tin e dependent. O ur proposal is to de ne the
Shannon’s am ount of uncertainty, which isbased on the nfom ation available, by

X
S = k pohhp,: 33)
n
This S, which carries no characteristic properties of quantum theory, m ay be assigned
a purely statistical m eaning as in the analysis in the previous section, and it is time
Independent unless one applies som e arti cial approxin ate m anipulation to it.
T he dynam ical entropy of von N eum ann

H= kTr*Ih" (34)

which is a quantum generalization of G Ibobs entropy, is also tin e lndependent since the
tin e developm ent of * isa unitary transfom ation. n Ref.[j] (@and also in [§]), thisentropy
H ,which In principle contains the e ects of quantum ocherence, is called the lnform ation
entropy. In this paper we stick to the classical notion of inform ation and thus to the
am ount of uncertainty de ned in (3.3). The necessity of choosing (3.3) as the am ount of
uncertainty becom es clear later. T he average value of any operator in the Schroedinger
representation is de ned by

0 ©i= Tr ©)3F 0): 35)

In the fram ework of Shannon’s least biased statistical estin ate used by Jaynes, the
maximum valie of the am ount of uncertainty, which is identi ed with S In (3.3) in the
present form ulation, is considered w ith the constraints (3.1). O ne then obtains the stan-
dard result
po=e ° Fi= e n Eny (3.6)
but the non-diagonal elem ents of " (t) are left com pletely unsoeci ed, nam ely, we ram ain
m axin ally noncomm ital with regard to m issihg inform ation. (In the case of the black



body radiation, the photon num ber operatordoes not com m ute w ith the totalH am iltonian
and thus we set the \chem ical potential® = 0 in the above formula.) The param eter
attains a m eaning of the nverse tam perature when the them al equilbrium is achieved.
On the other hand, the m axinum of the von Neum ann entropy H w ith constraints
(3.1) gives rise to [{1B1Q]
N 3.7)

w ith the grand potentialqg. T his density m atrix * is com pletely diagonal; in other words,
if one I poses the m axinum condition on the von Neum ann entropy, we arrive at the
canonical ensamble without any freedom of tin e developm ent. (T his property is un-—
destood by using the Inequality (3.9) to be discussed below .) In fact, the conventional
analysis of them ostatistics utilizes this property of the entropy H and attem pts to prove
the Boltzm ann’s H-theorem for thisH in (34) as an indicator of the general tendency
tow ard them alequilibriim [§]. In contrast, we here attem pt to characterize the approach
to them al equilbrium from a di erent perspective.

Forthe generalsituation, them axin um uncertainty estin ate ofShannon as form ulated
here does not specify the density m atrix com pltely, and the best estin ate of the average
of a general operator S is %
10 i PaG (0)an (38)
which is tin e Independent. This average agrees w ith the true average (3.5) In the case
of them al equillbbrium . T he Jast biased estim ate is thus su cient for the description of
equilbrium states, which is in agreem ent w ith the analysis in the previous section. It is
clear that the least biased estin ate of Shannon, as form ulated here, is purely statistical
and does not provide any inform ation about dynam ical tim e developm ent.

W e next note an inequality between S and H

H S: (3.9)

To show this relation, we de ne a sst of hem iian operators

A n %
“o= @n);
o= In%;
G 3.10)

namely %y is a diagonalm atrix w ith diagonal elem ents p,, and %, is a diagonal m atrix
w ith diagonalelem ents Inp, . W e then have

o+ A

H

KTr(3+ "e
kT rge™*

X

k' (Man Inpy

n

X
k p,Inp, = S: (311)

n



In this derivation, we used the Inequality which follow s from the nom alization conditions
Tre'=land Tre® = 1,

Tr e = gr[(’\ Se e+ ef]
= [(x  Bhade* e+ €l
Xk N
[(x  Bhader e+ el
Xk
= e (B Der "+ 1] o0 (312)

k

A 1l the calculations In (3.12) have been perfomm ed In the representation where * is di-
agonal. This inequality is in tum based on the Inequality valid for a general hem itian
operator % @1

€ ) &0 (3.13)

w here the equality holds only for a diagonal %y, and on the fact that for a realvarablk x,
x L&+ 1 0, where the equality hodsonly forx = 0.

T his inequality, H S, valid forany " (t) suggests that we can In pose the m axin um
am ount of uncertainty condition on S without any dynam ical constraint on H . This is
consistent w ith the fact that we in pose no constraints on the tin e dependent o -diagonal
elem ents of " (t) . N ote also that the diagonal com ponents of * (t) do not change with tin e
iIn our representation of quantum states, and thus they cannot approach the equilboriim
values by any dynam ical m otion but by statistical inference. T hese properties put to-
gether suggest that we can interprete the least biased estin ate form ulated by Jaynes as
Soecifying the m axin ally noncomm ittal initial conditions on the diagonalelm ents p, of
the density m atrix "~ (t) on the basis of a 1im ited am ount of infom ation available. From
this analysis, it should be clar that Shannon’s statistical nference, as fom ulated here,
does not precede physical dynam ics. (In contrast, if one should use (3.4) as Shannon’s
am ount of uncertainty, the statistical inference would precede physical dynam ics, since
the statistical nference would then detemm ine the tin e dependent o -diagonal elam ents
of * ) aswell))

In analogy w ith the de niton ofa quantum state in term s ofa com plete set of com m ut-
ing hem itian operatorsfl§], we assum e that our density m atrix ~(t), which is a general-
ization of the Schroedinger wave function, is com plktely soeci ed by a set ofm acrosoopic
observables f(ﬁ\g and energy and particle num bers; in the present case, the operators f(fg
do not commute wih the total Ham iltonian by our assum ption. W e then de ne the
non-equilbrium state operationally by the relation

X A
h §©i Tr )6 Pr < nPH>]

n

AN X A
= Tr*®)3 p,<nPn>60 314)

n

for som em acroscopic observablsd otherthan totalenergy and particle num bers. Herep,
isde ned in (3.6). Ifwe donot nd any sensible m acrosoopic chservable ¢ which satis es



the above relation, the system is In them al equilbbrium . W hat we have in m ind as the
observables O is , r exam ple, the aneared energy density H (F) = = &xf &)T% (0;x)

de ned in temm s of the conserved energy-m om entum ’censorgA after a local heating of
the system , or the an eared particlke num ber density ~ (£) = Exf (x)JAO (0;%) de ned In

tem s of the conserved particle num ber current J after Inecting particles to the system .
The density m atrix ~ () at t= 0 isthus speci ed by the Shannon’sm axin um uncertainty

estin ate, which xesthe diagonalelem entsp, asin (3.6), and the sst ofh o) iatt= 0.
N ote that the m acroscopic properties of the initial physical states, which are described
by variablesh S i together w ith the total energy and particle num bers, could still be
quite di erent from each other, although the diagonalelem entsp, are xed in the present
approach. (If one could de ne m acroscopic variables and m acroscopic states precisely as
in classical Boltzm ann statisticalm edqanicsﬂ], one would be abl to to work exclisively

on such variabls. In view of the absence of such wellkde ned m acroscopic variables in

quantum statisticalm echanics, we work on the G Ibs entropy (34) and isbehavior n a
suitably sn eared sense as an indicator of them al equilbbrium .)

Com pared to the conventional G bbsian approach to the quantum m echanical H-
theorem [g], our form ulation putsmuch en phasis on the statistical inference of the intial
conditions of ~(t). Our statistical nference contains the statistical aspect of the con—
ventional approadh, nam ely, the notion of equal a priori probabilities n the follow ing
sense: Starting with the relation 2.4), one m ay understand that a coarssgrained den—
sity, which is determm ined by experim ental data, is described by the set of probabilities
fwi;wo;iiyw,.g. For xed values of fwq;w,;iyw.g, the am ount of uncertainty (2 4)
assum es a maximum value

W1 W3 W2
Sn k_l;k_l; :::;k—z; i) = Sy Woswosingwy) + WSy, (I=ky; 51=kq)
+ W3Sy, 1=k :51=ky) + i
+ WSk, (1=kg; i 1=k,) (345)

which corresponds to the equala priori probabilities[d]; nam ely, equal probability in each
subblock. But we ram ain m axin ally noncom m ital w ith regard to the tin e dependent
o —diagonalelem ents of "~ (t) in the present approach.

O ur system described by the density operator " (t) then develops w ith tin e ollow ing
Schroedinger equation with a xed value of the von Neum ann entropy H . The value of
H isexpected to be not faraway from that ofthe canonical ensem ble since the m axin um
value of S xes the diagonal elem ents of "~ (t) at the canonical equilbbrium values.

Our next task is to specify what kind of dynam ical properties of a m any particlke
system ensure that the system with initial conditions de ned by our statistical inference
will In the long run approach the aln ost equillbbrium state. W e rst note that the tine
average of our " (t) over a su ciently long period approaches arbitrarily close to the
canonical equilbbriim %, with diagonalelem entsp, In (3.6). In this sense, our system by
its construction satis es the Boltzm ann’s ergodic postulate; the tin e average behavior of
a system is the sam e as its equilbbriim behavior. Nam ely a suiabl tin e averaging of
(314) gives rise to

h di’ 0 (316)



which is the equiliorium ocondition.

W e need to justify the tin e averaging procedure in (3.16) on the basis of dynam ical
considerations. To be speci ¢, we rst have to avoid the persistent m acroscopic oscillation
of the system . Secondly, we have to avoid the quantum version of Poimncare’s recurrence
theorem [[7], even if the apparent m acroscopic quastperiodic m otion should be absent.
If either one of these conditions were not satis ed, our system , even if it satis es (3.16),
would be quite di erent from our ntuitive understanding ofthem alequilibrium . To avoid
the recurrence theoram , we appeal to the notion of a them odynam ic lin i, nam ely, the
IimiVv ! 1 wih theparticle density N=V kept nite, where we have an In nite number
ofdegrees of freedom and thusthe reccurence tin e, if it should exist at all, isexpected tobe
in nitely Iongf{]l. A s for the persistent synchronized collective oscillation, the probability
for a great number of oscillators iIn *(t) to synchronize persistently is expected to be
negligbly an all In a them odynam ic lim it. T he them odynam ic lin it suggests that only
the m acroscopic m otion, which is not sensitive to any soeci ¢ boundary condition such
as the shape of the box, could survive in the lim it. In the generic situation, our system
In the them odynam ic lin it is thus expected to give a negligible tin e correlation between
h ¢ ®ibra brgetinedi erence 3y $3. See Ref.[I§] or a recent related discussion of
quantum dynam ics.

W e form ulate the above negligble tin e correlation precisely as a dynam ical postulate
on our system . The them alequilbbrium condition (3.16) is stated m ore precisely as ( see
also (3.14))

2w ot

AN l A
h Oi(te)] 't dth & @©)i] 317)
c t
1 %ok . X N _ N
= I dtT r* (t)O Pn<nPh>3j JOiJ
C t n

fort! 1 J‘branymac:fosoopicobservab]e()A and a xed nite t.; i, isde ned ;n
B8) withp, n 36). For t.= 1 , the kft-hand side of this relation vanishes by our

construction. W e in pose this condition fora nie t. and assume that h OAi( t.) is
not sensitive to a an allvaration of t.. The actualm agnitude of t ., which is expected
to be m icroscopically quite long and of the order ofm acroscopic tin e scale, w ill generally
depend on the soeci ¢ system we are analyzing.

W e em phasize that this dynam ical condition (3.17) is regarded as a quantum counter
part ofthe so-called m ixing property in classicalergodic theory [I3]. Tt isknown in classical
ergodic theory that not all the systam s can achieve them alequilbrium when left isolated.
Only those dynam ical system s which satisfy the m ixing property ensure that the phase
Soace average w ith Liouville density agreesw ith the long tin e average of any m acroscopic
variabl. It is also known that the m ixing property alone does not directly gives rise to
the entropy law of C Jausiis due to the Liouville theorem . O ne need to analyze a coarse
graining of the phase space to establish the entropy law [L13]. An intuitive physical picture
for the appearance of entropy law from a coarse graining is as follow s: W hen one divides
the entire phase space Into an all m eshes, one assum es the statistical average, nam ely,
equal a priori probabilities inside each m esh. Because ofm ixing property, the tra fctory
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of the m any-particle system travels through all the m eshes and receives the operation of
equal a priori parcbabilities ( and also decocherence In the case of quantum case) in each
mesh. A llthem eshes are thus e ectively equalized, and the entire system approaches the
m icrocanonical ensam ble if the total energy is precisely speci ed. If one chooses a ner
mesh, i takesm ore tin e for the systam to achieve them al equilbriim but the system
w il eventually arrive at them al equiliorium .

In our formulation, which is based on the Shannon’s statistical inference of initial
conditions, the above order of dynam ical m ixing property and statistical consideration
associated w ith coarse graining ise ectively reversed. W e rst use the statistical inference
and the dynam ical requirem ent (3.17) com es later. Since the diagonal elem ents %, are
tin e independent, this reversal of ordering does not m ake any di erence. The physical
entropy of the nalthem odynam ic state de ned by this tin e averaging (3.17), which is
characterized by t., is estin ated by

H (t.) kT£h * (3.18)

w ith 7
ot
c= (1= t.) ~ode (3219)
t

fort ! 1 . This value is expected to be very close to the maxinum of Shannon’s
statistical am ount of uncertainty S wih p, asin (3.6), which is the m axinum value of
any sensible de nition ofentropy because of (3.9). W e Interprete thisasam anifestation of
the entropy law in the present fom ulation of quantum statisticalm echanics. W e reiterate
that we used two ingredients to form ulate the entropy law In our approach : The rstis
the statistical nput related to the least biased nference, and the seoond is the dynam ical
Input related to the postulated dam ping of synchronized m acroscopic collective m otion
ash 3.17).

The von Neum ann entropy H is In contrast rigidly de ned by the basic dynam ics,
and it does not allow any arbitrary m anjpulation such astaking a tin e averaging of ~ ().
T he dynam ical entropy H of von Neum ann stays constant throughout the unitary tin e
developm ent of the system regardless of our tin e averaging procedure. In fact, the above
tin e averaging (3.17) to de ne the physical them odynam ic state resolves the discrepancy
ofthe dynam ical von Neum ann H and the physical statistical entropy (3.18) we de ned.

P hysically, the von Neum ann entropy H is sensitive to the dynam icalm otion ofallthe
tin e scales In the system , whereas the them odynam ic entropy (3.18) is not sensitive to
them otion w ith tin e scales shorter than t.;m oreover, the condition (3.17) statesthat
the m acroscopic m otion w ith tim e scales Jarger than t. In the system dim inishes for
t! 1 .W eherenote an interesting analogy ofthe present form ulation w ith the renom al-
ization group In eld theory. The param eter t. (or to be precise, h= t.) characterizes
the energy scale ofthe theory, and theentropy H ( t o) kT£h "In (3.18) corresponds
to the renom alized running coupling constant. The uktraviolet Imit t.! 0 gives rse
to the von Neum ann entropy H , which correspoonds to the bare coupling constant, the
fundam ental quantity de ned by the basic dynam ics , nam ely, quantum m echanics in the
present case. But physics isnot sensitive to the bare coupling constant. T he nfrared Iin it
ofH Por t. ! large gives rise to the m easurabl quantity, the m axinum of Shannon’s
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S, corresponding to the coupling constant = 1=137 n QED de ned In the Thom son
Iim it. In this analogy, the entropy law of C Jausius corresponds to the statem ent of the
existence of a stablk nfrared xed point.

The m ain purpose of this note has been to form ulate quantum statistical m echanics,
which incorporates Shannon’s statistical inference as an integral part, and to provide a
physical picture for the general tendency toward them alequilbriim , which is di erent
from the one in the conventional form ulation of quantum m echanical H-theorem B1Q1:
U sually one deals w ith the entropy which is de ned In tem s of coarsegrained elem ents
of the density m atrix. The dynam ical increase (in the future or past direction) of the
entropy thus de ned is based on the di erent tin e developm ent of the coarsegrained *
and h~"mnH = kTr"In * ; ndependently of the technical details, in view of (32), the
origin of the tin e variation of the diagonalelem ents of * In the representation where the
total H am iltonian is diagonal (see Section 6.5 In E]) is not quite clear, at least, to the
present author.

In any case, the conventional coarssgrained approach to the quantum m echanical
H-theorem contains the statistical input, nam ely, the equal a priori probabilities, as an
esseentialassum ption . T he coarsegraining by itselfdoesnot necessarily lead to the ncrease
ofthe entropy, asisseen from (2.4) and (3.15) which show that S ram ainsunchanged even
if one divides the density m atrix into its subsectors; it is essential to assum e the equal
a priori probabilities, which diagonalize each subsector of the density m atrix w ith equal
eigenvalues, to ket S increase. T he coarse graining thus perfom s not only the statistical
operation by setting the diagonal elem ents In each subsector of the density m atrix to
be equal but also the dynam ical operation by setting the o -diagonal tim e dependent
elem ents to be zero. As a means to analyze the dynam ical aspect of the conventional
approach to coarse graining, one m ay utilize a sm eared (m acroscopic) equation [§1[L9]

dp; X

- jA(i! HEP;  ZPi) (320)

where P; is the probability for the ith subscetor and Z; is the dim ension of the subsec-
tor. The quantity A (1! 3J) stands for the transition probability between two subsectors;
from the requirem ent of tim e reversal invariance, one inposes the detailed balancing
A@d! 3)=A@G! 1. Thisequation (320), which is based on equal a priori probabili-
ties, Jeads to the sam e result as the m icrocanonical ensam b]eE], but it is not known to
what extent (320) is justi ed by the basic principles of quantum m echanics. (T he subtlke
problem here is that one som ehow equalizes all the tim e Independentp, = wn Id 32) on
the basis of Eq.(320) and the assum ption of equal a priori probabilities applied to each
subsector. SInce p, = “nn are tin e ndependent, the net result is equivalent to setting
allp, to be equalby statistical considerations alone, ie., to assum Ing the m icrocanonical
enssmble from the onset.) Incidentally, Eq.(320), which is a phenom enological equation,
m ay be regarded as a quantum analogue of Boltzm ann equation @].

In contrast, the notion of tin e dervative of the entropy does not appear directly
In our picture. W e sin ply de ne the physical entropy of a them odynam ic state after
oecifying the state by the tin e averaging (317). In the context of the H-theoram in a
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broad sense, our proposal is thus characterized as a speci cation of the initial conditions
by Shannon’s statistical inference on the basis of a 1im ited am ount of Infom ation and a
suitable coarsegraining (3.17) in the tin e direction . SeeR efs.[[4](] forthe past discussion
of coarsegraining in the tin e direction or tim e averaging.

From our form ulation on the basis of Shannon'’s statistical inference, it isexpected that
our consideration is valid for a system for which the statistical nference is applicable, to
begin wih. In other words, the system m ay be slightly away from them al equillorium
but not far away from equillbbrium . O ur form ulation w ill however be able to incorporate
the Iinear response theory PQ1R]] by adding an extemal in nitesin alperturbation, which
vanishes both at t = 0 and t = 1 but assumes a non-vanishing value for some tin e
Interval In the intem ediate stage. If the system is really far away from equilbbrium ,
it will be a subct of quantum m echanics; the density m atrix ~(t) and the dynam ical
entropy H of von Neum ann are usefiil for such a situation also, but presum ably not the
statistical inference. See Ref.[§] or the discussion of general nonequilborium cases.

4 D iscussion

The von Neum ann entropy H = kTr*Ih *, whose tin e developm ent is de ned by
Schroedinger equation, does not change wih tine. This fact clkarly shows that the
entropy law of C Jausius is not a direct consequence ofm icroscopic dynam ical law s alone,
Just as the canonical distrdbution (2.11) is not a direct consequence of m icroscopic dy—
nam ical Jaw s alone: In the context of classical Bolzm ann approach, this fact is well
known just to quote \ & follow s that the m acroscopic dynam ics cannotbe a consequence
of the m icroscopic dynam ics alone" [(]. W e presented in this paper a fom ulation of
quantum statisticalm echanics, which inocorporates the reform ulated least biased statisti-
cal nference of Jaynesf]] as an integralpart, and also a physical picture for the quantum
m echanical H -theorem in this fram ework. In particular, it hasbeen shown that the iden—
ti cation of (3.3) w ith the am ount of uncertainty of Shannon prevents statistical inference
preceding dynam ical tin e developm ent. Tt is hoped that our analysis m akes the elegant
aspect of Shannon'’s theory of nference acceptable as an integral part of quantum statis-
ticalm echanics, and thus the derivation of 2.11) would becom e m ore accsptable in the
com m uniy of physicists.

The derivation of the am ount of uncertainty from the interesting com position law
(24) isalso In portant In view ofthe recent analyses of the socalled T sallis sta‘dstjcs@],
which isbased on am odi ed form ula ofentropy; them odi ed entropy doesnot satisfy this
com position law . O ne of the essential agpects of B oltzm ann-G bobs statisitics is captured
by the com position law (2 4).

In conclusion, we have shown that a properm ixture of statistical and dynam ical con—
siderations is essential in any attem pt, not only in the rypoesent one but also In all the past
form ulations, to describe m any particlke system s In quantum statistical m echanics, and
that a clear distinction between statistical aspects and dynam ical aspects will lead to a
better understanding of the entire sub fct. T he ram aining problem in our fom ulation is
to specify precisely the class ofm any-particle H am iltonians which ensure 317).
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