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A bstract

This second part of a two-part essay discusses recent developm ents

in theBrussels-Austin G roup afterthem id 1980s.The fundam entalcon-

cernsarethesam easin theirsim ilarity transform ation approach (seePart

I),butthecontem porary approach utilizesrigged Hilbertspace (whereas

the olderapproach used Hilbertspace).W hile the em phasison nonequi-

librium statisticalm echanicsrem ainsthesam e,theuseofsim ilarity trans-

form ations shiftsto the background.In itsplace arose an interestin the

physicalfeatures oflarge Poincar�e system s,nonlinear dynam ics and the

m athem aticaltoolsnecessary to analyze them .

K eywords: Therm odynam ics, StatisticalM echanics, Integrable Sys-

tem s,NonlinearD ynam ics,Probability,Arrow ofTim e
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1 Introduction

PartIofthisessay discussed the earliersim ilarity transform ation approach to

nonequilibrium statisticalm echanicsofIlya Prigogineand hiscoworkers.This

approach,along with thatofsubdynam ics,isperhapssom ewhatfam iliarasit

has received som e attention in philosophicalliterature and wasthe subjectof

Prigogine’swell-known book,From Being to Becom ing: Tim e & Com plexity in

the PhysicalSciences (1980).PartIIofthisessay focuseson theirm orerecent

and lessfam iliarwork on nonequilibrium statisticalm echanicsin rigged Hilbert

spaces.

Ithasbeen argued thatno currentapproachesto m icroscopicdynam icscan

explain orderive the second law oftherm odynam ics,since itisboth necessary

and su�cient for the derivation ofthe second law from m icroscopic dynam ics

thatthedynam icsbeexact(e.g.M ackey 1992,pp.98-100;2002).1 Although it

1A dynam icson a state space 
 with a transferoperatorP t isexactifand only iflim t! 1
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can be shown thatthe coarse-grained projection operatorarising from the ear-

lierBrussels-Austin approach yieldsan exactdynam ics,whethertheirsim ilar-

ity transform ation yieldsexactdynam icsisunknown (Antoniou and G ustafson

1993;Antoniou,G ustafson and Suchanecki1998,p. 119). Nevertheless,one

ofthe crucialclaim softhe earlierapproach wasthattrajectory descriptionsat

the m icroscopic leveland probabilistic descriptionsatthe m acroscopic levelof

therm odynam icbehaviorarerelated via a transform ation (PartI).

Thisway ofviewing therelationship betrajectory and probabilisticdescrip-

tionsisde-em phasized in theirm orerecentwork.So thecorepointisno longer

to derive irreversible therm odynam ic behaviorfrom reversible m icroscopic de-

scriptions,so m uch asto argue forthe priority ofirreversible m acroscopic de-

scriptions for a particular class ofsystem s known as large Poincar�e system s.

However,the coreintuitionsofthe new approach rem ain continuouswith their

earlierwork;nam ely,thatirreversibility isfundam entally dynam icalin charac-

ter and thatdistributions are ontologically fundam entalexplanatory elem ents

forcom plex statisticalsystem s.

TheBrussels-Austin G roup’srecentworkdevelopsam ethod forconstructing

a com pletesetofeigenvectorsforthem odelequationsdescribing thetherm ody-

nam icapproach to equilibrium forLargePoincar�esystem saswellasnonlinear

dynam ics m ore generally. This approach reform ulates the question ofhow to

relatereversibletrajectory and irreversibleprobabilisticdescriptionsasfollows:

How can the trajectory dynam icsofa large Poincar�e system (LPS)yield nec-

essary conditions for the therm odynam ics approach to equilibrium and what

furtherm echanism saccountforthe su�cientconditionsforsuch behavior?

LargePoincar�esystem sarede�ned and illustrated in x2 using nonintegrable

Ham iltonians and classicalperturbation theory as a way ofm otivating som e

ofthe key physicaland m athem aticalproblem s for such system s. The rigged

Hilbertspaceapproach tothesesystem sisoutlined in x3,and thecorresponding

tim e-ordering rule and sem igroup operatorsgoverning the dynam icsare intro-

duced.Particulardetailsoftheapproach arediscussed in x4,wherean alterna-

tiveinterpretation ofPrigogine’streatm entoftrajectoriesand theirrelationship

to the dynam ics ofdistributions is developed. Som e rem arks on probabilistic

vs.determ inistic dynam icsclosesthe essay (x5).

2 Large Poincar�e System s and Integrability

Toward the end ofthe 19th century,Poincar�ewasinvestigating planetary m o-

tion,am ong otherthings.Solving the equationsofm otion forthe solarsystem

is extrem ely di�cult because allthe planets interactwith each other through

gravitationalforces.O ne ofthe questionsPoincar�epursued waswhetherthere

was a suitable way to transform these equations ofm otion into a system of

jPt� � �eqjL 1 = 0 for every initial density �, where �eq is the unique stationary density

(i.e. equilibrium density),Pt governs the dynam ics (e.g. Liouville or the Frobenius-Perron

operators), and the norm is in the sense of Lebesgue integrable functions. A m ong other

properties,exact dynam ics are noninvertible and always yield a unique stationary density.
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equationswherethe gravitationalinteraction would vanish and onecould solve

the evolution equationsforthe angle variablesofeach planetindependently of

the others. W hat Poincar�e showed wasthat in generalsuch a transform ation

was im possible for system s ofN m utually interacting bodies. Ifa canonical

transform ation fora system ofequationsdescribing asetofinteractingparticles

thatcarriesthe equationsinto a setwhere the interactionsvanish exists,then

the system is classi�ed as integrable. This m eans that the originalsystem of

equations can be transform ed into one where each particle’s angle variable is

fully described by an equation thatisindependentofany otherparticle’sangle

variable.

Poincar�e showed that system s ofequations were nonintegrable when they

contained resonances between various degrees offreedom . In essence a reso-

nance is a transientm etastable state establishing a narrow,precise frequency

gateway through which energy can be e�ciently transferred from one elem ent

ofa physicalsystem to another.Physicalexam plesofresonancesinclude tran-

sientbound statesproduced in particlecollisionsand transientinterm ediatesin

chem icalreactions.

2.1 IntegrableSystem sand C lassicalPerturbation T heory

In orderto m akethesenotionsofresonancesand nonintegrability m oreprecise,

considerHam iltonian system sin classicalm echanics. W hile m odelswith com -

pletely integrable Ham iltoniansare rare,they are stillvery usefulin the study

ofphysicalsystem s. Form any system scan be m odeled using Ham iltoniansof

the form

H = H 0(~J)+ �V (~J;~�), (1)

whereH 0 isassum ed to be com pletely integrable,~J representsthe action vari-

ables(e.g.generalized m om entum vectors),~� theanglevariables(e.g.general-

ized coordinatevectors)and � (assum ed � 1)isthecouplingcoe�cientroughly

describing the strength ofthe interactionsthrough the potentialV . The ques-

tion ofwhetherornota Ham iltonian system isintegrableisequivalentto being

able to �nd a canonicaltransform ation from the old state space coordinates

(~J;~�)to thenew coordinates(~I;~�)corresponding to a transform ation operator

ofthe form

e
iF (~I;~�) (2)

decoupling allthe equations for the angle variables (in essence turning o� all

theinteractionsby m aking � zero).W hen such a transform ation can befound,

theHam iltonian issaid to becom pletely integrableand Iwillreferto thistype

ofintegrability ascom pleteintegrability (to bedistinguished from theBrussels-

Austin senseofintegrability below).

In generalone then m ust proceed using a perturbation m ethod where the

strategy is to �nd approxim ate solutions of(1) in term s ofH o(~I) plus sm all

perturbationsdue to V (~I;~�). In the course ofstandard perturbation analysis
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ofsuch a m odel(e.g.Tabor1989,89-108),term softhe form

Vni;nj;nk :::

ni�i+ nj�j + nk�k + :::
(3)

em erge where i,j,and k are integerslabeling the particles,Vninjnk
represents

theFouriertransform ed potential,thenl indicatethe(discrete)degreesoffree-

dom ofthe particlesin the Fourierexpansion,and the �l can be negative and

areoften interpreted asgeneralized frequencies.Clearly term slike (3)increase

withoutboundswhen the denom inatorapproacheszero.The denom inatorbe-

ingzerorepresentsa resonance.Itisthepresenceofasu�cientnum berofthese

resonancesthatpreventsusfrom using the standard canonicaltransform ation

techniquesto turn the m odelinto a com pletely integrablesystem ofequations.

For an N-body problem ,the resonance condition takes the form that the �-

nite sum ni�i + nj�j + nk�k + :::+ nN �N = 0. In generalthere are several

com binationsofnl’sand �l’ssatisfying thiscondition.

2.2 Large Poincar�e System s

Firstconsideran integrableHam iltonian fora system with two degreesoffree-

dom .Thestatespacetrajectorieswillthen becon�ned to thesurfacesofnested

tori,whereeach surfacecorrespondsto a di�erentcom bination ofthe valuesof

thetwoconstantsofthem otion.Now add perturbations�V tothisHam iltonian

where � � 1. Ifthe perturbationsleave the Ham iltonian integrable,then the

m odeldynam icsare notappreciably a�ected. In contrast,ifthe perturbations

renderthe Ham iltonian nonintegrable (e.g. resonance phenom ena),then these

periodic orbits willbe disrupted because such perturbations are as physically

im portant as the unperturbed orbits ofthe integrable part ofthe m odel,due

to the transferofenergy involved. The K AM theorem speci�esthe conditions

under which toriassociated with quasi-periodic trajectories survive and con-

stitute the m ajority ofm otions realized in state space,so that m ost regions

in state space fornonintegrable m odelsclose to integrable m odelsshow stable

nonperiodicorbits(e.g.Hilborn 1994,337-9).

Therearetwo typesof�xed pointsforthestatespacetrajectoriesin Ham il-

tonians ofthe form (1): elliptic and hyperbolic (saddle points). Elliptic �xed

pointscorrespond to stable periodic orbitswhich are disrupted by resonances.

Hyperbolic �xed points presentcom plex behavior: trajectoriesexhibiting sen-

sitive dependence on initialconditionsand which wandererratically overlarge

regionsofstatespace.Thesestructuresalso exhibitself-sim ilarity.Thechaotic

behavior in Ham iltonian system s is sim ilar to chaotic behavior in dissipative

system s. However,since Ham iltonian system s do not contract to som e �xed

pointasdo dissipativesystem s,orbitsnearhyperbolic�xed pointswillbecom e

unstable leading to exponentially diverging trajectories. It should be pointed

outthatstable and chaoticorbitscan coexistsim ultaneously in state space.

LargePoincar�esystem sareofinterestto Prigogineand coworkers.Consider
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a typicalSM Ham iltonian ofthe form

H (p;q)=

NX

i= 1

~P 2
i

2m i

+ �

NX

j> i

V (j~qi� ~qjj), (4)

where ~q and ~p are N -com ponent vectors representing generalized coordinates

and m om enta respectively,and the system is in a large box with volum e L3.

TheBrussels-Austin group isinterested in \large" system s,m eaning they work

in the lim itL3 ! 1 (the num berofparticlesN m ay be �nite orin�nite). A

LPS isobtained when thesystem islargeand thenum berofdegreesoffreedom

ofthe system tends to in�nity. An exam ple ofa LPS with a �nite num ber

ofparticles would be a �nite num ber ofcharges interacting with an electro-

m agnetic �eld, while an exam ple with an in�nite num ber ofparticles would

be the therm odynam ic lim it (L3 ! 1 ,N ! 1 ,N =L3 �nite). Such system s

possess\continuoussetsofresonances".By continuoussetsofresonances,the

Brussels-Austin G roup m eans that in the Fourier transform ed representation,

the eigenfrequenciesare continuousfunctionsofthe wavevectork,so thatthe

sum m ation operationsoverterm slike(3)m ustbereplaced by integralsand the

denom inatorsofsuch term scan be arbitrarily closeto zero.

Theresonancecondition fora continuoussetofresonancesfora LPS in the

contextofperturbation theory takesthe form

Z Z

b�dbd� = 0, (5)

where b (representing degrees offreedom ) and � are continuous functions de-

�ned overtherealnum bers.Undercondition (5)m otion willnoteven bequasi-

periodicso thatvariableshavea continuousspectrum .2 No canonicaltransfor-

m ation existsthatcan turn theseLPS m odelsintocom pletely integrablem odels

(Prigogineetal.1991,pp.6-7).Such m odelsexhibitthetypeofrandom nessas-

sociated with m ixing,K -owsand Bernoullisystem s,butareusually interpreted

asdeterm inistic.3

As an exam ple ofa LPS,im agine a gas containing an in�nite num ber of

particles continually undergoing collisions,where the collision processes never

cease.A m orerealisticexam pleisan electrom agneticoscillatorwith frequency

!osc interacting with an electrom agnetic�eld.The�eld hasan in�nitenum ber

ofdegreesoffreedom and thefrequency!k ofthe�eld variescontinuouslywith k,

givingrisetoan in�nitenum berofresonances.Continuousresonanceslikethose

2A sK oopm an and von N eum ann �rstpointed out,fordynam icalsystem swith continuous

spectra,‘the states of m otion corresponding to any set becom e m ore and m ore spread out

into an am orphous everywhere dense chaos. Periodic orbits,and such like,appear only as

very specialpossibilitiesofnegligibleprobability’(K oopm an and von N eum ann 1932,p.261).

Thisisgenerally acknowledged to be the �rstreference to the term \chaos" in the context of

dynam ics.
3The Baker’s transform ation isa favorite m odelofa determ inistic random system forthe

Brussels-A ustin G roup (PartI).The equationsare reversible,determ inistic and conservative,

yetthe m apping turns outto have the Bernoulliproperty (random ness ofa coin toss).
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in LPS areinvolved in fundam entalphenom enasuch asabsorption and em ission

oflight,decay ofunstableparticlesand thescattering ofelectrom agneticwaves

o� ofuidsorotherform sofm atter,and arefound in both classicalm echanics

(CM )and quantum m echanics(Q M ).

Therigged Hilbertspace(RHS)approachofthePrigogineschoolisam ethod

forsolving the equationsofa LPS (both CM and Q M )consisting in construct-

ing a com plete set ofeigenvalues and eigenvectors for the Liouville operator

acting on distribution functions �.4 The construction ofsuch eigenvaluesand

eigenfunctionsiswhatPrigogineand colleaguescallthe‘generalized problem of

integration’(Prigogineetal.1991,p.4).To be clearaboutterm inology,�nd-

ing a transform ation thatdecouplesthe Ham iltonian in (1)iswhatisrequired

to show thatthe system iscom pletely integrablein the sensedescribed earlier.

Constructing thecom pletesetofeigenvaluesand eigenvectorsfora setofequa-

tionsderived from (1)iswhatPrigogineand colleaguesreferto as‘integrating’

orsolving theequationsofm otion.Although initially m otivated in thecontext

ofperturbation theory (assketched here),the rigged Hilbertspaceapproach is

m ore generalin nature and applicable to any LPS (e.g. m ostsystem sin SM ,

system sinvolving interacting �elds).

3 M athem atical D etails of the R igged H ilbert

Space A pproach

There are three key elem ents in the Brussels-Austin m ethod to solving LPS

equations. First,they utilize distribution functions to describe the dynam ics.

Second,they adoptextended spacessuch asRHS asa m athem aticalfram ework

forsolving theequations.Third,they introducean \appropriate"tim eordering

ofthe dynam icalstatesofthe system .

3.1 T he N eed for D istributions

W hen solutions ofthe generalized integration problem sketched at the end of

x2.2 exist,they reduce to classicaltrajectories for m ost CM system s and to

statevectorsform ostQ M system s.In thecontextofa LPS,however,Prigogine

and colleagues argue solutions are not reducible beyond distributions for CM

system s.Exam plesincludesystem sin kinetictheory,radiation dam pingand in-

teracting�elds.O neim portantfeatureofsuch physicalcontextsisthatthey are

characterized by persistentinteractions. According to Petrosky and Prigogine,

a system ’sinteractionsarepersistentifthereareno asym ptoticstatessuch that

the interactions �nally cease (1997,pp. 33 and 35). For exam ple in kinetic

theory,the m oleculesofa gasarein constantinteraction with one anotherbe-

causethey areundergoing continuouscollisions.Thisphysicalsituation should

4These distribution functions m ay be understood in term s of the probability density

�(~q1;~q2;~q3;:::;~p1;~p2;~p3:::;t) of�nding a set ofm olecules (say) with coordinates ~q1;~q2;~q3;:::

and m om enta ~p1;~p2;~p3:::at tim e t on the relevant energy surface and are analogous to the

m icrocanonicaldistribution.
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be contrasted with the idealized case ofa single neutralparticle scattering o�

a �xed target.In the lattersituation,there isa transitory interaction because

theparticleundergoesan interaction only in a �niteregion nearthetargetover

a very shorttim e interval,while the particle spendsthe m ajority ofits life in

theso-called asym ptoticin and outstatesfreeofany interactionswith thetar-

get.Since interactionsneverceaseforsystem swith persistentinteractions,the

m odelequationstypically willnotbe com pletely integrable.

The presence ofpersistentinteractionsis one ofthe features giving rise to

the continuous set ofresonances in a LPS.In a gas containing a large num -

berofparticles,theseresonancesallow forenergy to betransferred and leveled

throughoutthe system . Through persistentinteractionsand the resulting res-

onances,the particleswilllooseenergy and any ordered patternsaredestroyed

through di� usion (seex4.2 below).

A furtherconsequenceisthatthephysicaldynam icsareno longerlocalized,

butarespread throughoutthespaceoccupied by theLPS.Forthegasexam ple,

these nonlocaldynam icswilltake the form ofcorrelationsasdescribed in x4.2

below.In addition ifthe num berofparticlesislarge enough,then the degrees

offreedom forsuch a gasofparticleswillhavea continuousspectrum qualifying

it as a LPS.This im plies that we should expect the dynam icaldescription of

such system s to be in term s ofdistributions ofparticles rather than in term s

ofindividualparticles,becausethee�ectsoflong-rangeand higher-ordercorre-

lationsdue to such interactionsbecom e atleastasim portantasthe trajectory

dynam ics. The particlesrem ain coupled to one anotherthrough theirinterac-

tionsresultingin collectivee�ects(x4.2below).Thistypeoflong-rangecoupling

atleastim pliesthatthe globalorcollective dynam icsofthe system cannotbe

accurately represented by trajectory dynam ics alone (see x4.3 below). As a

consequence,Prigogineand colleaguesbelieve we m ustview irreversibility asa

property ofasystem thatem ergesatthegloballevelwhich isnotderivablefrom

the trajectory description,m eaning thatdistributionsarethe naturalelem ents

forrepresenting statisticalphenom ena ratherthan trajectories.5

3.2 T he N eed for R H S

A RHS isan extended m athem aticalspace�rstintroduced bytheRussian m ath-

em atician G el’fand and hiscollaborators(G el’fand and Vilenkin 1964).6 Briey

a RHS can be understood in the following way. Let 	 be an abstract linear

scalarproductspace and com plete itwith respectto two topologies. The �rst

topology isthe standard Hilbertspace(HS)topology �H

jhj=
p
(h;h), (6)

5To avoid a sim ple confusion (e.g. Bricm ont1995,pp. 165-6),note that singulardistribu-

tionssuch as delta functions are not used to represent probability distributionsin the rigged

H ilbertspace approach.
6In m ore recent work Petrosky and Prigogine (1997) have explored rigging \Liouville

space"{the space of density functions or density operators{for dynam ics. O rd�o~nez (1998)

has dem onstrated that these Liouville spaces can be rigged as a G el’fand triplet, yielding

sem i-group operators and generalized eigenvectors.
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whereh isan elem entof	 resulting a HS H .Thesecond topology �� isde�ned

by a countablesetofnorm s

j�nj=
p
(�;�)n,n = 0;1;2::: (7)

where� isalso an elem entof	 and the scalarproductin (7)isgiven by

(�;�0)n = (�;(�+ 1)n�0);n = 0;1;2::: (8)

and

� ! � in �� i� j� � �jn ! 0 forevery n, (9)

where� isthe Nelson operator� =
P

X 2
i (Nelson 1959,587).The �i arethe

generators ofan enveloping algebra ofobservables for the system in question

and they form a basisfora Lie algebra (Nelson 1959;Bohm etal. 1999). For

exam pleifwearem odeling theharm onicoscillator,theX i could betheraising

and loweringoperators(Bohm 1978,7-9).Furtherm oreiftheoperator�+ 1isa

nuclearoperatorthen thisensuresthat�isanuclearspace(Treves1967,509-34;

Bohm 1967,276-7).An operatorA isnuclearifitislinear,essentiallyself-adjoint

(Rom an 1975,pp.540-3)and itsinverseisHilbert-Schm idt.The operatorA � 1

is Hilbert Schm idt ifA � 1 =
P

X iPi,where the Pi are m utually orthogonal

projection operators on a �nite dim ensionalvector space and
P

a2i < 1 ,ai
denoting the eigenvaluesofA � 1 (Bohm 1967,273-6).Noticethatthe norm (6)

isa specialcaseof(7)wheren = 0.7

W e obtain a G el’fand tripletifwe com plete 	 with respectto �� to obtain

� and with respectto �H to obtain H .In addition weconsiderthedualspaces

ofcontinuouslinearfunctionals�� and H � respectively. Since H isselfdual,

weobtain

� � H � �� , (10)

where �� is characterized by the induced topology �� . The m eaning ofthe

sym bol� in relation (10)isthatevery spaceto theleftof� a isa subspaceof

every space to the rightof� and every space to the left of� is dense in the

spaceto therightof� with respectto thetopology ofthespaceto therightof

� (seeG el’fand and Vilenkin 1964 form oredetails).

FortheBrussels-Austin G roup,thechiefreason towork in aRHS istheabil-

ity to naturally m odelunstable physicalphenom ena such as decay,scattering

and theirreversibleapproach to equilibrium which islackingin HS (e.g.,Bishop

2003a). These kinds oftim e-dependent processes require com plex eigenvalues

7Therearem any di�erentinequivalentirreduciblerepresentationsofan enveloping algebra

of a group characterizing a physical system (e.g. the rotation group has an inequivalent

irreducible representation for each value of j). They can be com bined in m any ways by

taking directproductsdescribing com binationsofphysicalsystem s.Theserepresentationsare

characterized by the values ofthe invariant or Casim ir operators ofthe group. So although

the N elson operator fully determ ines the topology of �, there is freedom in choosing the

enveloping algebra describing elem entary physicalsystem s.Furtherrestrictionson the choice

offunction space fora realization of� are due to the particularcharacteristicsofthe physical

system being m odeled. This is analogous to the situation for W �-algebras in the algebraic

approach to Q M (Prim as1981 pp.161-249;A m ann and Atm anspacher 1999).
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and generalized eigenfunctions(G el’fand and Shilov 1967).Such m athem atical

quantitiesarenotwell-de�ned in a HS,butaregiven rigorousjusti�cation in a

suitableRHS.In particularthe Liouvilleoperator,which characterizesa LPS’s

approach to equilibrium ,doesnothavea com pletesetofeigenvaluesand eigen-

functionsin a HS.Recently theBrussels-Austin G roup hasdem onstrated thata

com pletesetofeigenvaluesand eigenvectorsforthisim portantoperatorcan be

de�ned and calculated forseveralchaoticm odelsin extended spaces(Antoniou

and Tasaki1992 and 1993;Hasegawa and Shapir 1992;Hasegawa and Driebe

1993). An additionalm otivation forswitching to a RHS isthatthe equations

ofm otion de�ned on a HS are tim e-sym m etric. Tim e-asym m etric equations

m ay be de�ned and solved in a RHS m aking the latter type ofspace a nat-

uralchoice form odeling intrinsic irreversible processes(irreversibility without

explicit reference to an environm ent;see Part I).Intrinsic irreversibility is of

prim einterestto the Brussels-Austin G roup becausethese typesofirreversible

processesare related to intrinsic arrowsoftim e in physics(i.e. arrowsoftim e

which areindependentofhum an intervention orapproxim ation).

3.3 Sem igroup O perators in R H S and Irreversibility

O ne of the im portant features ofRHS is that evolution operators are often

elem ents ofsem igroups rather than groups,so that irreversible behavior can

be appropriately m odeled. The case ofsim ple scattering is a good exam ple

forillustrating the concepts. There isa preparation apparatuswhich prepares

particles in a particular state (energy,angular m om entum ,etc.). The parti-

cles are em itted at a target (assum ed to be �xed in this analysis). The free

particle Ham iltonian in (1)is H 0 while the potentialin the interaction region

surrounding the scattering centerisgiven by V .Afterthe interaction with the

target,thedetectorregisterstheparticlem easuringquantitiessuch astheangle

ofscattering relativeto the initialdirection ofthe particleasem itted from the

acceleratororthe energy ofthe particleafterthe scattering event.

Each interaction involvesa resonancewhich can be described as

jE
�
> =

�

1+
1

E � H � i"
V

�

jE > , (11)

aLippm ann-Schwinger-typeequation fortheevolution oftheenergy eigenstates

asthey passthrough thescattering region.W henevertheoperatoron theright

hand sideof(11)applied to theenergy eigenstatejE > goesto in�nity,wehave

a resonance. According to the Brussels-Austin G roup,if,given a su�ciently

large num berofinteracting particles,the num berofresonancesin a system is

su�ciently large,then the system willevolve from a highly ordered state to

a com pletely random ized or equilibrium state. This evolution is intrinsically

irreversible,due to the internaldynam icsofthe system .

Theintrinsicirreversibility ofLPS m odelsm ustbedescribed by sem igroups.

This necessitates leaving the HS fram ework and working in a broaderm athe-

m aticalspace such as a RHS which Antoniou and Prigogine (1993) adopt in

their analysis ofthe Friedrich’s m odelfor scattering. In the G el’fand triplet
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� � H � �� ,�� isthe space ofparticle distribution functions. Furtherm ore

Antoniou and Prigogineadoptthe following tim e ordering condition:any exci-

tationsorpreparationsare to be interpreted aseventstaking place before t=

0 while any de-excitationsordetectionsare to be interpreted aseventstaking

placeaftert= 0 (1993,pp.445 and 455).

Atthepointin theanalysisofthescattering experim entwherechoiceshave

to be m ade regarding how to interpret the directions of integration for the

analytic functions involved in the upper and lower com plex half-planes,they

choosethefollowinginterpretations(1993,pp.454-5):excitationsareidenti�ed

as taking place before t = 0 (taken to be represented as extensions from the

lowertotheupperhalf-plane),whilede-excitationsareidenti�ed astakingplace

aftert= 0 (taken to be represented asextensionsfrom the upperto the lower

half-plane). So the tim e-ordering rule is applied with respectto the choice of

how to deform the contoursin the com plex plane with respectto the choice of

direction ofintegration along thecontours.Proceedingin thisfashion Antoniou

and Prigoginederiveconcreterealizationsforthespace� involving Hardy class

function spaces(1993 pp.457-9;seealso Bishop 2003a and 2003b).

Antoniou and Prigoginediscusstwo sem igroupsofevolution operators.The

�rstisU y(t)= e� iH t,initially de�ned on H for� 1 < t< 1 ,extended to �� .

Itiscontinuousand com pletein thetopology �� of�� ,valid fort� 0 and they

identify its tem poraldirection ascarrying states into the forward direction of

tim e.Thisoperatordescribesevolution reaching equilibrium in thefuture.The

second operatorisU y(t)extended to �� ,continuousand com pletein thetopol-

ogy �� ,butvalid fort� 0.8 They identify the tem poraldirection ofthislatter

operatorascarrying statesinto the backward direction oftim e (� tincreasing),

so thisoperatordescribesevolution reaching equilibrium in the past. Since no

physicalsystem sareeverobserved evolving to equilibrium from thefutureinto

the past,they select U y(t)extended to �� fort� 0 asthe physically relevant

sem igroup ofevolution operators for m odeling statisticalm echanicalsystem s.

Thisselection istaken to bean expression ofthesecond law oftherm odynam ics

based on ourem piricalobservations(Antoniou and Prigogine1993,p.461).

Theapproach sketched in thissection forthecaseoftransientscatteringcan

be extended to the case where the interactions are continuous and persistent,

yielding sim ilarresults(Petrosky and Prigogine1996 and 1997).

4 D iscussion ofthe R H S A pproach

The Brussels-Austin G roup’sRHS approach hasyielded solutions(m ostly nu-

m erical)to nonequilibrium statisticalm echanicalsystem equations. Based on

these solutionsand the insightsgained from the new approach,Prigogine and

coworkersm akea num berofim portantclaim sneeding detailed discussion.

8The requirem entsofcontinuity and com pletenessforce the unitary group extended to � �

to be restricted to the separate tim e ranges t � 0 and t � 0 (Bohm and G adella 1989,pp.

35-119).
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4.1 T herm odynam ic A rrow ofT im e

O ne ofthe claim ed virtues ofthe approach is that it providesan explanation

for the therm odynam ic arrow oftim e (the law ofincreasing entropy de�ned

entropyclosetoequilibrium ).Thishasbeen oneofthecentralgoalsofPrigogine

since he began his work in SM .O ne feature that both the earlier sim ilarity

transform ation approach (discussed in Part I) and the RHS approach share

in this quest is a kind of vacillation between seeking an explanation of the

therm odynam ic arrow in the dynam icsofthe physicalsystem ,and taking the

em pirically observed direction ofthe arrow asa fundam entalprinciple.

In theRHS approach,thetypesofm echanism sto which theBrussels-Austin

G roup appealsforexplainingthetherm odynam icarrow aredi�usion,thegrowth

ofcorrelations and collective e�ects, allofwhich are generated by Poincar�e

resonances (Antoniou and Prigogine 1993; Petrosky and Prigogine 1996 and

1997).Theextension ofthedescription ofaLPS with theirPoincar�eresonances,

persistentinteractionsand chaoticdynam icstoG el’fand tripletspacesallowsthe

eigenvectorequationsto be solved. In the course ofanalyzing these solutions,

characteristically therearetwo sem igroupsthatem ergeassketched in x3.3.At

thispointin theanalysis,onesem igroupisselected becauseitrepresentssystem s

approachingequilibrium in thetem poraldirection ofthefuture,whiletheother

sem igroup isdisregarded becauseitdescribessystem sapproaching equilibrium

in the tem poraldirection ofthe past which is never observed and,therefore,

deem ed to be unphysical(Antoniou and Prigogine1993,p. 461;Petrosky and

Prigogine 1996,p. 453 and 1997,p. 13). By m aking this latter appealto

observations,theBrussels-Austin G roup isappealing to thevery factsthey seek

to explain via the dynam icsofthe physicalsystem .

The m odelequations alone do not uniquely determ ine which sem igroup is

theappropriateone,sosom ekind ofappealtophysicalconsiderationsisneeded.

Asdiscussed in x3.3above,theBrussels-Austin G roup doesm akean appealtoa

criterion forchoosinga tem poralordering:any excitationsareto beinterpreted

aseventstakingplacebeforet= 0whileany de-excitationsaretobeinterpreted

aseventstaking place aftert= 0.W hile there isa clearordering oftim e from

excitation to de-excitation,thecriterion invoked stillultim ately restsupon our

observations that a system is excited before it undergoes de-excitation. The

physicalreason why the therm odynam ic arrow runs from the pasttoward the

future isstillundiscovered in the RHS approach,though theapproach givesus

the m athem aticaltoolsto exploreand describe the arrow precisely.

4.2 C orrelation D ynam ics

The RHS approach highlightsthe role ofnonlocaland collective e�ectsdue to

long-range correlations that introduce new dynam ics in the probabilistic de-

scription thataretypically ignored in thetrajectory description ofa LPS.9 The

9Prigogine (1962, 138-95) introduced a sim pli�ed version of correlation dynam ics and

G eorge (1973a) developed the idea in the direction indicated in this section.

11



term \collectivee�ects" isused to describethebehaviorofan aggregateofpar-

ticles coupled together in som e fashion that is distinct from the behavior of

individualparticles. Collective e�ectscan arise from long-range forcessuch as

electrom agnetism ,gravity orfrom spatialcorrelationscaused by interactions.

Spatialcorrelationsplay an im portantrole in the tem poralordering ofthe

dynam icsofSM system s.In atom icorm oleculargases,collectivee�ectsaredue

to collisions.Considertheidealized textbook situation,wherewestartwith an

isolated gas ofN particles in a volum e V that have yet to interact with one

another.Iftheinitialdistribution oftheparticlesishom ogeneousand isotropic,

then the particles are equally likely to be at any point~r in V .10 This result

holdsforeach individualparticle underthe condition thatthe positionsofthe

otherparticlesare arbitrary. In a typicalgasorliquid,thislattercondition is

not ful�lled in general,however. Consider two particles ata tim e in our gas.

G iven the position ofoneparticle,di�erentpositionsofthe second particleare

notequally likely to obtain;nam ely,the second particlecannotoccupy the po-

sition ofthe �rstparticle. Due to interparticle interactionsand the sym m etry

propertiesofthestatevectors,di�erentvaluesoftherelativeposition (~r2 � ~r1)

between ourtwo testparticlesin theentiregasdo notappearwith equallikeli-

hood. Thisfeature isknown asa spatialcorrelation between the sim ultaneous

positions~r1 and ~r2 ofthe two particles.

In aplasm a,forexam ple,wherethegasiscom posed ofchargedparticles,

spatialcorrelationsarethe tendenciesofunlike chargesto clustertogetherand

the tendencies oflike chargesto repeleach other. The sim ultaneouspositions

ofthe particlesin the plasm a are notallequally likely.Itturnsoutthatthere

isa sim ple relationship between the spatialintegralofthe correlation function

representing spatialcorrelation and the m ean squareuctuation ofthe density

ofthe gasparticles(Pathria 1972,447-50),m eaning the spatialdistribution of

theparticlesisinuenced by thepresenceofsuch correlations.In addition these

correlationsaredirectly dependenton thedensity ofparticlesin thegas.Asthe

density decreases,such collective e�ectsdisappearbecause the m ean free path

oftheparticle,a m easureofthelikelihood ofa collision during a given distance

traveled,becom es com parable to V . This m eans collision events willbe very

rare and correlations willbe kept to a m inim um when the m ean free path is

large.

Collisions are frequent in dense gases and the spatialcorrelations induced

by collisionscoupleeach particlewith m any otherparticlesin thegas.Itisthis

coupling dueto correlationsthatleadsto collectivebehaviorresponsibleforgas

particles being collected into coherent structures rather than being uniform ly

spread throughoutthevolum e.Exam pleswould beturbulenceand shock waves.

To see how these correlations develop,start with the particles in the gas

before they have interacted with each other. Asthey begin colliding,the �rst

interactions set up binary correlations between particles. As the interactions

persist,ternary correlationsbegin to appear. The processwillcontinue by es-

10O fcourse,in this idealized exam ple the assum ption ofequiprobability ofstates is rea-

sonable. In a LPS, by contrast, interactions are persistent, so this assum ption cannot be

m ade.

12



tablishingquaternary correlationsand soon through N-ary correlationsasm ore

and m ore particlesbecom e involved othersthrough collisions.The progression

from lowerordercorrelations(which appear�rst) to higher ordercorrelations

(which appearlater)correspondsto a naturaltem poralordering forthe evolu-

tion ofthestatesofthegas.Correlationsand othercollectivee�ectscan rivalor

exceed theroleofindividualparticletrajectoriesand bem asked by a dynam ical

description thattreatstrajectoriesasitsbasicexplanatory elem ent.

Forexam ple the electrom agnetic force isa long-range force. Itisthe dom -

inantforce in m any situationsin a plasm a,so the behaviorofa plasm a isnot

reducible to the dynam ics ofthe trajectoriesofthe individualparticles alone.

In the case ofa plasm a,the energy ofthe plasm a is a�ected by the presence

ofcorrelations,such thatoneofthedi�erencesbetween theenergy ofa plasm a

and thatofan idealgas(noninteracting particles)isgiven by a correction term

due to correlation e�ects(K ralland Trivelpiece1986,63-5).Notonly do these

e�ectsinteractwith theelectrom agnetic�eldsoftheplasm aitself,butthey also

generate new electrom agnetic �elds that react back on the plasm a leading to

very com plex dynam ics.

Am ong the physicalm echanism splaying a role in LPS,correlationsappear

to play a crucialrole in irreversibility. Aswasapparentin the earliersim ilar-

ity transform ation approach,the progression ofcorrelationssuggestsa natural

direction forthe therm odynam ic arrow (G eorge1973a).Butthisisnotsim ply

another way ofsaying that entropy increases for such system s because in an

open system the orderofcorrelationsm ay continue to grow while the m easure

ofdisorderin the system m ay rem ain constantordecrease.So correlationsare

notthe com plete explanation forthe therm odynam icarrow oftim e.

Long-range correlations are another e�ect in the dynam ics ofcorrelations

thatbecom e apparentin RHS (discussed in itsearliestform in Prigogine1962

and G eorge 1973a). As gas particles begin to interact, correlations develop

am ong theparticlesdueto interactions(recallthatin a LPS theseinteractions

are associated with resonances).Along with the growing orderofcorrelations,

long-rangecorrelationsdevelop asparticlesinteractwith one anotherand then

separate overlong distanceswhile carrying the \m em ory" oftheir priorinter-

actions (correlations) with them to other parts ofthe gas. O ver short tim e

scales,thegrowingorderofcorrelationsappearsto bethem oredom inantofthe

two e�ects.Astim e goeson,the long-rangecorrelationsdue to resonancesare

built up so that collective e�ects becom e inuential. These long-range corre-

lationsare associated with nonequilibrium m odesofenergy transfer(Petrosky

and Prigogine1996,p.468).

O verlongertim e-scales,anothervery interesting phenom enon occurs.Equi-

librium short-rangebinary correlationsrem ain �nite,butnonzero around each

particle.In turn ternary nonequilibrium correlationsarebuiltup am ong parti-

clesin a sm allregion.Thesecorrelationsdi�usethroughoutthesystem ,leaving

the equilibrium correlations,while quartinary nonequilibrium correlations are

built up am ong the localparticles. These correlationsdi�use throughout the

system while quintinary nonequilibrium correlationsbuild up and so forth.As

tim econtinuesthevariously ordered nonequilibrium correlationscan propagate
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over large distances due to di�usion so that the corresponding inform ation is

transferred globally am ong theparticlesofthegas.Theend resultisa \sea" of

m ultipleincoherentcorrelations(Petrosky and Prigogine1996,p.468).Thisef-

fectprovidesa naturaltem poraldirection fortheow ofentropy and isrevealed

in the typesofcom plex spectralrepresentationsofthe statisticalevolution op-

eratorsm ade possibleby working in an RHS.

In this sense one m ight argue that as the order ofcorrelations increases,

aslong-rangecorrelationsgrow and ashigher-ordernonequilibrium correlations

propagatethroughoutthegas,thee�ectsofindividualtrajectorieson theglobal

dynam icsofthegasbecom elessim portantrelativetothee�ectsofthedynam ics

ofcorrelations.Thisdoesnotm ean thatparticleslack trajectoriesand positions

in statespaceasthesetypesofinteraction eventsareparasiticon theseconcepts

(e.g.m ean freepath between collisions).In m y view correlationsand collective

e�ectsm akethesigni�cantcontributionstotheglobaldynam icswhilethee�ects

oftrajectoriesplay a roleonly locally (seebelow).11

O nem ightobjectthatthedynam icsofcorrelationscan som ehow bereversed

even though the probability ofthe right kinds ofreversals to run the whole

evolution backwards(likea �lm in reverse)isextrem ely sm all.Iftrue,then the

situation is stillthe sam e as in standard therm odynam ics where the increase

in entropy in system s is viewed as being reversible though the probability is

vanishingly sm all.

TheBrussels-Austin responsetosuch an objection foropen system shasbeen

given in x4 ofPartI.Forclosed system sthey haveshown thatasthedynam ics

ofcorrelationscontinue,an \entropy barrier" againstinversion develops. This

barriercan bede�ned asthevalueoftheH -function{atherm odynam icfunction

related to theentropy,which doesnotrequirecoarsegraining ortheinvocation

ofan environm entin the Brussels-Austin approach{aftersuch an inversion m i-

nus its value before such an inversion. This di�erence increasesexponentially

with tim e,so the longer the LPS evolves,the higher the barrierto inversion.

Essentially thism eansthattheenergy requirem entsto invertthesystem ofpar-

ticles increasesvery rapidly with tim e. As the m odelapproachesequilibrium ,

thisenergy barrierdiverges,hence,there isno physicalway of\going back" in

theanti-therm odynam icdirection (Petrosky and Prigogine1996,pp.468-9and

494-5).

4.3 \C ollapse ofTrajectories"

In the sim ilarity transform ation approach (Part I),Prigogine and collabora-

torsputforward severalargum entsto the e�ectthatsm ooth (i.e.,everywhere

di�erentiable),determ inistictrajectoriesdonotexistforunstablestatisticalm e-

chanicalsystem s. These argum entswere fundam entally awed in sim ilarways

in that epistem ologicalclaim s were treated as ontologicalclaim s. In the new

11O fcourse I have used idealized exam ples in this section in the sense that we im agined

starting with a gasofnoninteracting particlesand then \turning on" the interactions. R ecall

that interactions are persistent in a LPS so there is never a tim e in such system s when the

m icroscopic dynam ics can be characterized by sm ooth,sm ooth trajectories.
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approach,thisbiasagainstsuch sm ooth trajectoriesand thedynam icsderivable

from trajectoriesresurfacesin a di�erentform thatclari�estheBrussels-Austin

attitude toward trajectories.

Itiswellknown thatin thetraditionaldescription,thetrajectory ofa point

particle free ofany externalforcescan be represented m athem atically asa su-

perposition of\planewaves"by taking theposition oftheparticleand applying

a Fourier transform from (q;p) space to (k;p) space. In this latter space,a

trajectory isa coherentsuperposition ofplane wavesand thissuperposition is

m odeled by a Dirac delta function.Fora particle undergoing free m otion,this

distribution function is a solution to the equation ofm otion,has unchanging

width and is everywhere di�erentiable throughout its determ inistic evolution

(\sm ooth" trajectory).

Fora �nite num berofparticleswith norm alizabledistributions,the trajec-

tory description in (k;p)spaceand theBrussels-Austin probabilisticdescription

agree.12 In the therm odynam ic lim it,however,Prigogine and coworkersargue

thatresonancesdestroysm ooth trajectoriesin thefollowingway.In thetherm o-

dynam ic lim it,the Dirac delta function describing the trajectoriesofparticles

att= 0,onceevolution begins,im m ediately beginsspreadingthroughoutasub-

spaceof(k;p)spaceundertheaction ofresonances,though m aintaining a delta

function singularity13 (Petrosky and Prigogine1996,pp.479-481and 1997,pp.

35-37). The trajectoriesare no longerrepresentable asdelta functions,butby

broaderkindsofdistribution functions. Petrosky and Prigogine unfortunately

described thisphenom enon asthe \collapseoftrajectories",butallthey really

m ean isthata di�erentnotion oftrajectory isrequired in a LPS.

In (q;p)space,thisim pliesthatthereareno longerany sm ooth (everywhere

di�erentiable)trajectories,but,rather,trajectoriesexhibitingBrownian m otion.

A sim ple way to see thisisto return to ouridealized gasexam ple. Asbefore,

assum einitially thattheparticleshavenotinteracted with each other.Priorto

any collisions,the m otion ofthe particlescan be characterized by sm ooth tra-

jectories.Asthey begin interacting,theparticletrajectoriesbecom epiece-wise

continuousasinstantaneousdiscontinuitiesariseassociated with each collision.

Continuousinteractionsofthistypewould then preventtrajectoriesfrom being

everywheredi�erentiable,resultingin particlesexhibiting Brownian trajectories

ratherthan sm ooth ones,butthisin nowayim pliesthattherearenotrajectories

whatsoever.

12Som ecritics,such asBricm ont(1995,pp.165 and 175),haveoverlooked theway in which

the R H S approach reduces to standard SM approaches for sm allnum bers ofparticles when

LPS conditions are notful�lled.
13The signi�cance ofthe delta function singularity appears to be m ore m athem aticalthan

physical. M athem atically it m eans that so-called reduced distribution functions{where the

distribution function refersto a subsets ofthe totalnum berofparticlesin the system {exists

in the therm odynam ic lim it,butsuch distribution functionsalm ostalwaysexistform olecules

under m ost realistic forces. R educed distributions were introduced into nonequilibrium con-

texts by (Broutand Prigogine 1956;Prigogine and Balescu 1959).
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Considerthe specialcaseofa singlesm ooth trajectory represented as

(p;q)=
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where
isthevolum e,~k isthewavevector,~v1 isthevelocityvectorofparticle1,

~vn isthevelocity vectorofparticlen,and "isan in�nitesim alpositiveconstant.

The �rstterm represents the contribution from the unperturbed Ham iltonian

and the second term represents contributions from the interactions. IfN is

�nite,(13)becom es
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in the lim itt! 1 because the pole at~k � (~v01 � ~v0n)= i" vanishesas
 ! 1 ,

theLPS condition.According to (14)thevalueofthem om entum to �rstorder

asym ptotically approachesa constantand thetim edependencedropsout.Note

that in the lim it j~q01 � ~q0nj! 1 , the interactions from particles n rem ains

�niteeven ifsuch interactionsareshort-ranged dueto resonances,so thatlong-

range correlations are built up. In the therm odynam ic lim it, (13) generally

diverges and Petrosky and Prigogine conclude that point distributions such

as (12) representing trajectories are not physically adm issible and,therefore,

sm ooth trajectories are inconsistent with the therm odynam ic lim it in a LPS

(1996,p. 480). O nly singular nonlocaldistributions appear to be consistent

with thetherm odynam iclim itand such distributionslieoutsideofHS (Petrosky

and Prigogine1996,pp.479-81).

These results are related to the nonlocalnature ofthe collective e�ects of

theentiredistribution described in x4.2 above.Ifany arbitrary �nitenum berof

particleswere selected within the system and treated in isolation,allnonlocal

di�usion and correlation e�ectsbecom enegligibleand weareleftwith thestan-

dard description and resultsin term softrajectories(however,thesetrajectories

would notnecessarily be everywheredi�erentiable).

In m ore realistic situations,the nonexistence ofsm ooth trajectories leads

directly to the Brussels-Austin claim that a LPS exhibits behavior that can-

notbe derived from trajectory dynam ics. Such e�ects include the breaking of

tim e sym m etry (i.e.,the appearance ofsem igroupsofoperatorsgoverning the

evolution instead ofgroups),di�usion and nonlocalcorrelations.Prigogineand

coworkersreferto these e�ectsas\non-Newtonian" to em phasize the factthat
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the trajectory description isinadequate to accountforthem . The existence of

collision operatorssuch asthe Fokker-Planck operatorisonly a necessary con-

dition for irreversibility and other \non-Newtonian" e�ects. Particular types

ofdistributions (nam ely singular distributions) m ust also be present in order

to have su�cientconditions forsuch behavior. The classofsingulardistribu-

tion functionsisquitebroad and applicableto m any ordinary situationsin SM

(the canonicaldistribution is an exam ple;see also Prigogine 1962 and 1997).

Petrosky and Prigogine have carried out algebraic and com puter m odeling to

dem onstratethatthetrajectory and distribution descriptionsyield di�erentre-

sultsforLPS (e.g.1993,1994 and 1996).

Ibelievetheappropriatewaytounderstand thisnew approachwith its\non-

Newtonian" e�ectsisto agreewith them thatdistribution descriptionscannot

be reduced to point-wise descriptions. However,both descriptions should be

viewed as valid within their dom ains. The trajectory description is valid for

localregionsofaLPS,wheretherearerelativelyfew particles,sothattrajectory

dynam ics is the dom inantfeature (the trajectoriesm ay be either sm ooth and

exact,orexhibitrandom walks).Interactionstakeplaceam ongparticlesatthis

localleveland to the extent that we can ignore higher-order and long-range

correlations,trajectory and distribution descriptions agree in their accountof

physicalbehavioraswasnoted earlier.

W herem y interpretation oftheBrussels-Austin work di�ersfrom theirown

iswhen theconditionsfora LPS arem et(largenum berofparticles,continuous

frequencies,etc.).Iagreethatin exam iningtheglobalevolution ofLPS,higher-

ordercorrelationsand collectivee�ectsduetolong-range,persistentinteractions

arethedom inantfeatures,which arenotreducibletotrajectorydynam icsalone.

Trajectoriesare not irrelevant,however,because such features as correlations

and collective e�ects presuppose particle positions and trajectories. For ex-

am ple,collective e�ects in ordinary gases do not discon�rm the existence of

trajectories,though the e�ectsofcorrelationscan rivalorexceed the e�ectsof

individualparticle trajectoriesand be m asked by a dynam icaldescription that

treatstrajectoriesasthesoleexplanatory elem ent.Notethat(14)doesnotim -

ply sm ooth pointtrajectoriesareim m ediately expunged from a LPS.Physically

sm ooth trajectoriesareconverted intorandom walksdueto thepersistentinter-

actionsand thelong-rangehigher-ordercorrelationsthatdi�usethroughoutthe

system over tim e. As described above,resonances,collisions and correlations

are closely related to long-range correlationsand collective e�ects,behavioral

featuresofunstable system sforwhich the trajectory description alone cannot

adequatelyaccount.ForLPS m odelsthewholeism orethan thesum ofitsparts.

Particle trajectoriesare necessary forglobaldistributionsto exist,butare in-

su�cient for determ ining how such globaldistributions evolve in tim e. The

therm odynam ic paradox m ight be dissolved because (1) the tim e-sym m etric

behaviorofthetrajectory dynam icscontributesnothing m oreto theglobalevo-

lution oftheSM system than thenecessary conditionsfortheexistenceofsuch

a system and (2)in a LPS trajectoriesexhibitBrownian m otion and correlation

dynam ics dom inate the m acroscopic dynam ics. Therm odynam ic behavior is,

then,an em ergentglobalphenom enon possessing a tem poraldirection.
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M y interpretation suggestsawaytoreducethetension in theirview between

operationalism with respect to trajectoriesand realism with respectto distri-

butions (see Part I),where the Brownian trajectories ofthe system give the

necessary conditions for the existence ofthe distribution �,but notsu� cient

conditionsforitsevolution. In m y judgem entthe new approach the Brussels-

Austin G roup has been exploring illum inates som e ofthe underlying physical

m echanism softherm odynam icbehavior.Focusingon thegrowth and dynam ics

ofcorrelationsand collectivee�ectsareim portantphysicalinsightswhich have

advanced ourunderstanding oftherm odynam icsprocesses. And by em ploying

extended m athem aticalstructuressuch asRHS,they have developed powerful

toolsfordescribing such processeswhich willdoubtlesslead to furtherinsights.

Asa lastcom m ent,Ishould pointoutthatthisRHS approach doesnotrep-

resentakind ofcoarse-grainingapproach,atleastasnorm ally understood.Em -

phasisshiftsaway from trajectoriesbecausethey areonly a partofthestory of

thebehaviorofa LPS (coarse-grained accountstypically assum ethattrajectory

dynam ics is the whole story,but that com plete descriptions at the trajectory

levelarecom putationally intractable).And,asin thesim ilarity transform ation

approach,theRHS approach distinguishesbetween m anifoldsofstableand un-

stable m otions (in contrastto typicalcoarse-grained accounts). Furtherm ore,

ifthe globalbehavior ofa LPS is not only em ergent,but also constrains the

m otion ofindividualparticles(say by restricting them odesofenergy transfer),

then an appropriate m athem aticaldescription should be able to describe this

kind offeedback between levelsin a system . The RHS approach can describe

such feedback e�ects,whereascoarse-grainedaccountscannotbecausethey deal

with only onelevelofa given system .Finally,whethertrajectoriesthatarenot

everywherecontinuousnoreverywheredi�erentiablearedeterm inistic ornotis

an open question in theRHS approach,asIdiscussin thenextsection (coarse-

grained accountstypically assum etrajectoriesaredeterm inistic,though usually

no explicitassum ptionsarem aderegarding thetrajectories’continuity and dif-

ferentiablility).

5 Possibility R ather than C ertainty?

Prigogine’sprovocativelytitled book,TheEnd ofCertainty (1997),sum sup one

ofarguably the m ostim portantand farreaching consequencesofthe Brussels-

Austin G roup’s work: Nam ely,that the certainty ofthe determ inistic,tim e-

sym m etric trajectory description isnotapplicable to the globaldynam icsofa

LPS.Instead only a statisticaldescription ofprobability densitiesrem ains. In

conventionalCM and SM m odels,particlepositionsand trajectoriesaretreated

asthe fundam entalontologicalentitiesdeterm ining the dynam icalevolution of

thesystem .In theBrussels-Austin view thisisno longerthecaseforLPS m od-

els. The fundam entalontologicalfeature for these m odels are the probability

distributions,i.e.,the large-scalearrangem entsofthe particlesthem selves. To

reform ulate the lawsofclassicaldynam icsalong the statisticallinessuggested

by Prigogineand co-workersleadsto theconclusion thatsuch lawsnow ‘express
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\possibilities" and no m ore\certainties"’(Petrosky and Prigogine1997,p.1).

W here there are relatively few num bers of particles, the Brussels-Austin

G roup’sapproach todynam icsreducestothestandard resultsofCM ,sothetra-

jectory picturewith itsdeterm inisticand tim e-reversiblecharacterispreserved

asa lim iting case.In non-LPS cases,the RHS approach recoversthe usualre-

sultsofSM (e.g.Fokker-Planck equation,Boltzm ann equation,non-M arkovian

m asterequations).Itisin caseswhere the LPS criteria apply thatprobability

becom esthefundam entalnotion,irreducibleto thetrajectory description.Sys-

tem sm ustbe treated aswholes.Ifany subsetofthe totalnum berofparticles

N is treated by itselfallthe \non-Newtonian" e�ects disappear and the con-

ventionaldescriptionsare recovered.Itisin thissense thatPrigoginebelieves,

‘W hatisnow em ergingisan \interm ediate"description thatliessom ewherebe-

tween thetwo alienatingim agesofa determ inisticworld and an arbitrary world

ofpurechance...[T]henew lawsofnaturedealwith thepossibility ofevents,but

do notreduce these eventsto deductible,predictable consequences’(Prigogine

1997,p.189).

Thenatureofthispossibility supposedly representsa new conception which

rem ains to be clari�ed,however. It is clearly not the kind ofirreducible in-

determ inism described in von Neum ann collapse,where som e sort ofcollapse

from m ultiple possibilitiesto a singleactuality isenvisioned.AsPrigogineand

colleaguesdescribeit,theirprobabilisticform ulation ofphysicsisalsoto bedis-

tinguished from the type ofchaotic dynam ics,where the underlying dynam ics

isdeterm inistic,butthe outcom esofthe system are notpredictable. The lat-

terisepistem ically indeterm inable butnotontically indeterm inistic.14 Instead

the dynam ics envisioned by Prigogine and his colleagues involve an interplay

between unitary reversible processes and irreversible processes. The LPS are

im portant exam ples ofdynam icalsystem s which show this kind ofinterplay

and are,therefore,intrinsically probabilistic.

Butthe relationship ofthisprobabilisticevolution to determ inistic dy-

nam icsrem ainsunclearand requiresattention because under som e conditions

the dynam ics ofprobability distributions can be \em bedded" into com pletely

determ inistic dynam ics and M arkov processes can alm ost always be \em bed-

ded" into determ inistic K olm ogorov processes(Antoniou and G ustafson 1993;

G ustafson 1997,pp. 55-76). This leavesopen the possibility that there is no

signi� cantfundam entaldi� erence between this new conception ofprobabilistic

evolution and the conventionalconception ofdeterm inistic evolution,orso one

could plausibly argue.15

Though m oreneedstobesaid regardingthenotion ofprobabilisticdynam ics

14U nderstanding whatitm eansfora system ora description to be ontically indeterm inistic

isby no m eans straightforward (e.g. Bishop 2002).
15Ishould pointoutthatalthough therem ay existtheorem sshowing thatgiven any M arkov

process,thatprocesscan be em bedded in a largerdeterm inistic K olm ogorov process,the gen-

eralresultdoesnotnecessarily m ean thatthegiven M arkov processisdeterm inistic.W hether

or not a given M arkov process is determ inistic or not is an ontologicalrather than a m athe-

m aticalquestion. Itshould also be clear,however,that sim ply characterizing the probability

densities via K olm ogorov m easures is insu�cient because this cannot settle the ontological

nature ofthe probability.
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they are working out,itm ust be internally generated by the dynam ics ofthe

system (e.g. via correlation dynam ics) rather than im posed from the outside

by observers,m easuring apparatusesorthe environm ent.Ido nottake itthat

thisneed form ore clari�cation isa seriousweaknessoftheirprogram .O n the

contrary,I look at the situation as analogous to the early days ofquantum

theory wherem any concepts(indeterm inacy being oneofthem )werevery hazy

atthe startinviting seriousreection and exploration.

The RHS form alism givesusa uni�ed description ofdynam icsand therm o-

dynam icswithin astatisticalfram eworkand aconsistent,rigorousdescription of

irreversible processes. The m athem aticaldevelopm entsare indeed im pressive,

including new resultsregarding the theory ofcom plex spectralrepresentations

ofoperators. Furtherm ore this fram ework is powerfulenough to allow a uni-

�cation between CM and Q M (Prigogine etal. 1991;Petrosky,Prigogine and

Tasaki1991;Petrosky and Prigogine1994).However,theprom iseoftherecent

Brussels-Austin work m ustbe balanced againsttwo im portantopen questions:

(1) W hat is the physicaland m athem aticalstatus ofthe past-directed t � 0

sem igroup (x3.3) and (2) W hat is the precise nature ofthe probability lying

atthe heartofan LPS? Answering these two questionsholdsthe key to their

being ableto o�eran explanation forthetherm odynam icarrow oftim eand for

their developing a notion ofindeterm inism that is di�erent in kind from that

discussed in conventionalQ M developm entsthatwould be truly revolutionary.

Asthingsstand,theBrussels-Austin G roup hasgiven usa powerfuldescrip-

tive toolforirreversibleprocesses,and nonlineardynam icsm ore generally,but

they have notgiven usan explanation forthe origination ofthe irreversibility

weobservein ourworld.O nem ightobjectthattheRHS approach isultim ately

only ofm athem aticalinterest since there is nothing philosophically interest-

ing given the currentstate ofthe above open questions. This response is too

quick,however. These open questionscan also be viewed asopportunities for

exploration ofthe underlying conceptsofthe approach in orderto attem ptto

answerthese questions. Forexam ple,by adopting a di�erentarrow oftim e in

the contextofscattering in a RHS form ulation ofQ M ,one can show thatthe

t � 0 sem igroup is also future oriented (this tim e arrow is,however,highly

operationalin characterand notgenerally applicableoutsideoflaboratory con-

texts;for discussion,see Bishop 2003a and 2003b). So interesting conceptual

questionsareraised by theBrussels-Austin work.Besides,even ifquestions(1)

and (2)should ultim ately be answered in a way thatcloseso� thisavenue for

nonequilibrium SM ,thatinform ation isalso valuableto philosophers.
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