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We investigate the non-equilibrium four-vector work in an expanding relativistic piston. By
deriving the exact work distribution in this pedagogical model, we verify the covariant form of
Jarzynski’s equality. We find that the joint distribution of four-vector work (WO7 Wl) concentrates
on the origin and some curves in the (W° W?') space, rather than being smoothly distributed.
In the non-relativistic limit, our model consistently recovers the non-relativistic dynamics. We
further demonstrate that the momentum component of four-vector work remains significant in both
the Lorentz-relativistic and Galilean-relativistic frameworks. In addition, we introduce a novel
geometrical technique for analyzing the dynamics of relativistic collision processes, which can be
straightforwardly extended to three-dimensional piston models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Covariance is the fundamental requirement for a phys-
ical theory. However, the unification of special relativ-
ity and thermodynamics has been a longstanding conun-
drum [1]. On the one hand, the covariant generalizations
of the laws of thermodynamics are not so straightfor-
ward [2-5]. Some thermodynamic relations, such as the
Carnot theorem, have not been generalized to a covariant
form. Fortunately, stochastic thermodynamics provides
a new perspective on the covariance principle in thermo-
dynamics. Unlike the second law of thermodynamics or
the Carnot theorem, which are inequalities, the fluctua-
tion theorems, which are a family of equalities valid for
arbitrary non-equilibrium processes [6], could be gener-
alized to the covariant forms without ambiguity [7]. On
the other hand, the lack of exactly solvable models, due
to the absence of action at a distance in special relativ-
ity, makes it difficult to verify the theories of relativistic
thermodynamics explicitly. One cannot freely choose a
time-dependent potential to perform work on a particle
(as we usually do in the non-relativistic stochastic ther-
modynamics). Luckily, the elastic piston model [8-13]
is an ideal choice for relativistic dynamics. The elastic
collision is a purely local interaction, and we do not need
to introduce any fields to characterize the process of in-
teraction, which significantly simplifies the details of the
dynamics.

In a previous work [9], we (two of us and a collabo-
rator) generalized the piston model in Ref. [8] to a spe-
cial relativistic setting, and verified Jarzynski’s equality
(JE) [14] in relativistic regime. In the low speed and low
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temperature limit, we recovered the results in Ref. [8].
However, the observer is fixed in the laboratory frame of
reference. Hence, both the work distribution and the JE
do not satisfy the principle of covariance [8, 9].

In this article, in order to investigate the fluctuation
theorem in a covariant form, we consider an arbitrary in-
ertial observer. We analytically compute the four-vector
work distribution and verify the covariant Jarzynski’s
equality (JE) [7, 14] in the one-dimensional relativistic
piston model. In this relativistic covariant setting, we
consider the joint distribution of both the energy and
momentum change of the particle due to the elastic colli-
sion with the two boundaries of the cylinder. We develop
a new geometric method to solve the motion of the parti-
cle, and obtain analytical results of the four-vector work
distribution. We also find that although the distributions
of four-vector work for different inertial obervers are dif-
ferent, they all satisfy the same covariant JE [7]. Hence,
we demonstrate the covariance principle of fluctuation
theorem in this pedagogical model.

The article is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we in-
troduce a novel coordinate transformation technique to
calculate the trajectory of the particle. In Sec. III, we
analytically calculate the four-vector work distribution
of a relativistic particle in an expanding piston system
and demonstrate the validity of the covariant JE for an
arbitrary inertial observer. We also find that the joint
distribution of the four-vector work W# = (W° W1) con-
centrates on the origin and some curves in the (W9 W1)
space. In Sec. IV, we give the discussion and summary.

II. A GEOMETRIC METHOD FOR SOLVING
THE RELATIVISTIC PISTON MODEL

The model we consider here is a single relativistic clas-
sical particle inside a one-dimensional cylinder [8-13], see
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FIG. 1: A relativistic particle moving in a
one-dimensional cylinder. The left boundary is fixed in
the laboratory reference frame, while the right
boundary is a elastic piston with constant velocity v,.
An inertial observer is moving relative to the laboratory
frame with a constant velocity —u. The initial position
and velocity of the particle are x; and v;, respectively.

FIG. 1. The mass of the particle m is set to be m = 1.
In the cylinder’s frame, the initial length of the vessel
is L, and the gas is initially at the inverse temperature
B, where 8 = 1/(kgT), kp is the Boltzmann constant,
and T is the temperature perceived from the cylinder’s
frame. We now fix the left boundary and expand the
right boundary outwards at the speed v,, and stop it
after a time interval 7. In the following discussion, we
denote the left boundary as the cylinder, and the moving
boundary on the right as the piston. The particle un-
dergoes several elastic collision with the piston and the
cylinder, which means that in the piston’s frame, the en-
ergy of the particle is a constant, and the direction of the
momentum is reversed.

It is worth pointing out that the initial state and the
time interval 7 are both defined in the cylinder’s frame,
therefore, the initial canonical ensemble is chosen from a
space-like hypersurface which is orthogonal to the world-
line of the cylinder (see FIG.2). Especially, when we dis-
cuss the covariance of this model, we may introduce an
arbitrary inertial frame of reference, in which the initial
state is no longer sampled from an isochronous surface
(due to the relativity of simultaneity). If we denote the
velocity of this arbitrary observer as —u, then in this ob-
server’s frame, the velocity of the cylinder becomes u, and
the velocity of the piston becomes w = (u+vp)/(1+uwvy).
In special relativity, the transformation of the velocity
could be re-expressed with the transformation of the ra-
pidity in a more elegant form. In special relativity, ra-
pidity is the inverse hyperbolic tangent of the velocity
(in units of the speed of light ¢). If we choose the nat-
ural unit that ¢ = 1, then we could define the rapidity
of u and v, as y, = arctanh(u), y, = arctanh(v,). In a
Lorentz transformation, the rapidity is directly summed
up, w = tanh(y, + yu)-
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FIG. 2: Worldline of a particle. (Left) The dashed line
denotes the worldline of a particle. Line P is the
worldline of the piston. In the cylinder’s frame, the
worldline of the cylinder (Line C') coincides with the
time axis ({-axis). An initial state ¢ lies on the z-axis,
which is a space-like hypersurface (3i,;) orthogonal to
worldline C. The corresponding final state f also lies on
a space-like hypersurface (X, which represents the
isochronous surface ¢ = 7 in the cylinder’s frame).
(Right) In an arbitrary inertial observer’s frame, the
initial states no longer belong to any isochronous
surface. However, the relation that %;,;/Xg, being
orthogonal to the line C' is still valid.

A. Trajectory of a Single Particle

In the appendix of the related work Ref. [9], a transfor-
mation of the worldline has been introduced. The basic
idea is to convert the polygonal worldlines into a straight
auxiliary worldline, which transforms the restricted mo-
tions between boundaries into free motions [15]. In this
article, we further discuss the physical meaning of the
transformation.

In relativity, a measurement of a component of a
Lorentz four-vector gives the inner product of the four-
vector and a conjugate unit vector. In this article, the
metric tensor is chosen as 7, = n*¥ = diag{1, —1}. For
the piston with four-velocity uf = (1 — 1112,)_1/2 (1, vp),
the covariant unit vector used to measure the momen-
tum is a unit vector n, , = (1 fvg)’l/z(fvp, 1), which is
orthogonal to the worldline of the piston. The covariant
unit vector to measure energy is simply w,, , = N uy =
(1 — v2)71/2(1,—v,). For a particle with four-velocity
uh_; before the k-th collision with the piston, the energy
and momentum of the particle measured from the piston
is

Er_1

o
Pr—1 =muy_, - nyp,

b
= MUy - Up,p,

and the four-momentum of the particle before the colli-



sion could be re-expressed as
N Iz w
Pk—l =mu,_, = ]Ekflup + Pk,lnp.

After the collision, the energy component remains Ej, =
Ex_1, and the momentum component is reversed to P =
—Py_1, therefore the four momentum after the collision
becomes

no_ I o woo_ wo_ I3
Pk: = Ekup + Pknp =mu,_; = Ek_lup Pk_lnp.

An orthogonal reflection with respect to a hypersurface
Y. is the map that transform any Lorentz vector x to a
new vector Y’ whose orthogonal component relative to X
is reversed, while its tangential component is preserved.
A collision with the piston serves as an orthogonal reflec-
tion with respect to the hypersurface P. Since the or-
thogonal reflection is an involution, we may perform an
extra auxiliary orthogonal reflection to preserve the four-
velocity of the particle, i.e., the original four-velocity be-
fore the collision and the auxiliary four-velocity after the
collision is the same. Therefore, the original worldline
segment and the auxiliary worldline segment together
form a single straight line (see FIG. 3). This frame-
work generalizes the mirror reflection technique in the
appendix of Ref. [9], which is still valid when the refer-
ence hypersurface is not the t-axis. In this framework,
we no longer need to do a Lorentz boost to the piston’s
frame of reference.

An orthogonal reflection keeps the space-time interval.
For a reflection with respect to a time-like hypersurface
Y. whose normal four-vector is n, a Lorentz-vector y =
Xn7 + X u will be reflected to x' = —xnn + x,u. Here u
is orthogonal to n and u, -n* = 0. The Minkowski inner
products of x and x’ satisfy:

X X = (X + Xutty) - (X" + xuu)

= —xn + X0 = —(—xa)* + x4

= (*Xnn;t + qu,u) : (7Xnnu + quu)

=X, XM
If we choose the vector x to be the space-time separation
between an event and a point on the hypersurface, then
the space-time interval of the separation is a constant.

During multiple collisions, we may introduce multiple

orthogonal reflections with respect to either the (auxil-
iary) hypersurface Cy (denoting the k-th collision with
the cylinder) or the (auxiliary) hypersurface Py (denot-
ing the (k-+1)-th collision with the piston). For example,
after the first collision with the piston, we introduce the
first auxiliary worldline of C' as C;. Then, to deal with
the second collision between the auxiliary worldline of
the particle and C7, we perform the second orthogonal
reflection with respect to C7, which maps P to the sec-
ond auxiliary worldline P;. If the third collision with P;
happens, the third reflection with respect to P; will simi-
larly reflect C to Cs. If we denote the original worldline
as Cp and Py (for unification), then the reflection with
respect to Cy maps Pr_1 to Pi, and the reflection with

respect to P, maps Cj to Ci41. If the particle collides
with the cylinder first, we reflect Py with respect to Cy.
If we follow the same rule to label the auxiliary world-
line of C' and P, we may label the reflection of Py with
respect to Cy as P_;. Similarly, we may reflect Cy with
respect to P_; to obtain C_1, reflect P_; with respect to
C_; to obtain P_s, and so on (see FIG. 3).

For any preimage eg event, the image after the k-th
reflection is denoted as ej (if the first reflection is a
reflection with respect to Cpy, and the total number of
reflections is |k|, we convent the order of the image is
k= —|k|).

The intersection between C' and P is the fixed point
during the reflections, which is denoted as O. O lies on
every reflection surface, therefore the space-time separa-
tion between O and a preimage ey equals the space-time
separation between O and an arbitrary k-th order image
er. Especially, if we choose the preimage events as the
intersections of Yg, and the worldline Cy and Py, and
denote them as Ct/Pf o, and their k-th order images as
Ct x/ Pt x, then we will find that

OCtyp - OCtp = OCtx - OC i,
OPf70 . OPf70 = OPf7k . OPf7k.

As a result, every Ci/Prx lies on a hyperbolic surface
centered at O. We denote the hypersurfaces as Y¢ and
Yp, and the Minkowski distances between X¢/3p and O
are

Se = 0C] :T+U£,
! (1)

— L
SP:|OP|: 171)%(7"1*’0*)
p

This treatment is similar to the hyperbolic coordinate
techniques introduced in Ref. [16].

The slope of the auxiliary worldline could be deter-
mined as follows: an orthogonal reflection keeps the ab-
solute value of the relative rapidity. If we denote the
rapidity of the piston to be y, = arctanh(v,), then, for
the first collision with the piston, the corresponding ra-
pidity of the auxiliary worldline Cy is 2y,. Similarly, the
rapidity of the auxiliary P; is 3y,. By performing the
transformation multiple times, we conclude that the ra-
pidity of C is 2ky,, and the rapidity of Py is (2k+1)y,.

The image Cf ) is the intersection between ¥Xc and
C', while the image Py is the intersection between Xp
and Pj. Therefore, for the k-th auxiliary Ctx/P;x, the
temporal coordinate t(Ctx)/t(P;x) and spatial coordi-
nate z(Crx)/x(Prx) are

[t(Cf k)7 x(Cf k)] =Sc [cosh(Zkyp), Sinh(Zk‘yp)],

[E(Pric), 2(Prio)] = Spleosh((2k + 1)y,), sinh((2k + 1)y,)].
@)

The coordinates of the auxiliary Ct /Py could be used
to determine the total number of collisions.
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FIG. 3: Orthogonal reflection and auxiliary worldline. This figure demonstrates the original worldline segments and
the single straight auxiliary worldline after multiple orthogonal reflections. It also shows the results of the reflections
of Ci’s and Py’s. Meanwhile, the hyperbolas Y¢, Xp denote the events that shares the same space-time interval
relative to O. The intersection between C} and ¢ is Cfx, and the intersection between P, and Yp is P, which
are denoted by the red and blue dots. In this figure, the velocity —u of the observer is nonzero, therefore, Cy does
not coincide with the t-axis. For the same reason, the Yi,; is no longer isochronous.

For an observer moving with velocity —u relative to
the cylinder, we may simply perform a Lorentz transfor-
mation centered at O with the rapidity y, = arctanh(u),
and the influence is to boost the rapidity of every (auxil-
iary) worldline with the rapidity ny, to a new (auxiliary)
worldline with the rapidity y, + ny, (see FIG. 3). The
space-time interval is invariant under a Lorentz trans-
formation, therefore S¢/Sp are unchanged. The inter-
sections between the auxiliary worldline and ¢ /¥p are
thus boosted to

[t(Ctx), 2(Ct )]
=Sc|cosh(2ky, + yu), sinh(2ky, + yu)]s
[t(Prx), x(Pr)]
=Sp(cosh((2k + 1)y, + yu), sinh((2k + 1)y, + yu)]-

3)

These points determines the boundary of (auxiliary) Xy,
and correspondingly, the X;,; is also transformed to an-
other space-like hypersurface. Denote the intersection
between Y, and C (and P) as C; : L/v,[1,0] (and
P; : (/1 —v2L/vplcosh(yp,),sinh(y,)]), then the trans-
formed boundary becomes C; : L/vp[cosh(ys ), sinh(ys,)]
and Pl :
FIG. 3).

/1= v3L /v, [cosh(y, + y,), sinh(y, + )] (see

B. Classification of the Number of Collisions in
the State Space

For a particle that collides with the piston first, if the
initial velocity is v; = tanh(y;), here y; is the initial ra-
pidity, then the rapidity after the n-th collision is

=AY 2kyp,
" i+ 2kyp + 20,

=2k

o (4)
n=2k—1.
If a particle collide with the cylinder first, the rapidity
after the first collision is —y; + 2y,, which satisfies the
expression of y,, |n:_1. Therefore, we adopt the conven-
tion that if the particle collides with the cylinder first,
we take the negative number of the collision time as the
effective n in the expression of final rapidity.

Once we know the initial state (position and velocity)
and the number of collisions, we can deduce the final state
of the particle. The key question in deriving the dynam-
ics of this collision model is to determine the number of
collisions for a given protocol and initial state. This clas-
sification can also be done geometrically with the auxil-
iary worldline.

In case that the particle happen to collide exactly n
times with the boundaries, the (auxiliary) final state
must lie on the segment Cfx — P x if n = 2k, or on the
segment P 1 — Crx if n =2k — 1. We denote the final



(auxiliary) space-like hypersurface as Xg, . If we hope
to classify the state space (z — v space) into regions of
different collision numbers, then for a given initial veloc-
ity v;, we must figure out what is the range of the initial
position allowed for the particle that ensures the parti-
cle stops on Xg, . The procedure is simple: We project
the (auxiliary) final hypersurface g, n along the initial
velocity v; onto the initial hypersurface ¥i,;. The region
projected on Xi,; is the allowed initial position for the
particle to end up on Xg, 5. This projection is like the
“shadow” of Xgn , under a “parallel light” whose direc-
tion is determined by the initial velocity v; (see FIG. 4).
The left and right boundaries of the “shadow” separate
the initial state space into regions D,, with different num-
bers of collisions n (see FIG. 5). When we hope to calcu-
late the distribution function, we can do integration on
different state space regions separately.

The overlap between the “shadow” and X,; is a time-
like hypersurface. In this (1+1) dimensional model, the
hypersurface is simply a line segment (in FIG. 4, the
black segment, which is the set of all possible initial po-
sitions, is the overlap here). We denote the Minkowski’s
length of the space-like line segment as the overlap func-
tion ¢, (v;) [9] for a given initial velocity v;. We would
like to emphasize that the solution to the motion of the
particle is encoded in this overlap function.

For a given number of collisions, the four-vector tra-
jectory work does not depend on the initial position,
thus when we calculate the expectation value in the state
space and do the integration over the spatial component,
we usually encounter the overlap function. The overlap
function is a Lorentz scalar, therefore we may apply it
safely when we calculate the measure of probability. For

J

a moving observer, we may perform a backward Lorentz
transformation to the cylinder’s frame and calculate this
Lorentz scalar.

In the cylinder’s frame, for an even number of colli-
sions n = 2k, the 2k-th image of g, is the line segment
Cix — Prx (see FIG. 5). With the coordinates of the
boundary points of Xgy 5 in Eq. (2), the boundaries of
the “shadow” is denoted as the line segment {c x — &p x,
with coordinates

t(ck), z(€cx)] = {M(Cf,k) —vi(t(Crx) — )} ;

[t(&px), z(Epx)] = |:07$(Pf7k) — 0;(t(Pry) — L)} ’

Up

and the overlap function [9] is the length of the inter-
section between the “shadow” and X,;, which equals
the length ([0, L] N [z(écx), z(€px)]), here [(A) repre-
sents the length, or the measure, of set A. For an odd
number of collisions n = 2k — 1, the (2k — 1)-th im-
age of g, becomes the line segment Pryx_1 — Cr i (see
FIG. 5). The corresponding “shadow” of g, becomes
the line segment &px—1 — {cx, whose coordinates are
given in Eq. (5). The overlap function equals the length
1[0, L] N [2(p 1), 2(Ec)])-
To conclude, the overlap function is

,n =2k
,n=2k—1.

(6)
With Egs. (1), (2), and (5), we derive the explicit expres-
sions as:

on(v) = 1[0, L] N [x(c i), (Epx)])
"0, L0 [ (Ep ), 2(Eck)])

L — Spsinh((2k — 1)y,) + vi(Sp cosh((2k — 1)y,) — ),
e [ Spsinh((2k—1)y,)—L Sp sinh((2k—1)y,) } .
i Sp cosh((2k—1)yp)—L-vp—17 Sp cosh((2k—1)y,)—L-v, ' |’
L,
or—1(vi) = c [ Sp sinh((2k—1)y,) Sc sinh(2ky,)—L ] .
Vi Sp cosh((2k—1)yp)—L-vy * 7 Sc cosh(2kyy)—L-vp * |’
Sc sinh(2ky,) — v;(Sc cosh(2ky,) — £),
v € [ Sc sinh(2ky,)—L Sc sinh(2kyy) :| .
v | Sc cosh(2ky,)—L-vy '’ Sc cosh(2kyy)—L-vy ' |’ (7)
L — Sc sinh(2ky,) + v;(Sc cosh(2ky,) — L),
v € [ Sc sinh(2ky,)—L Sc sinh(2kyy) :| .
v | Sc cosh(2ky,)—L-vy '’ Sc cosh(2kyy)—L-vy ' |’
L,
par(vi) = v, € | Sesinh(2ky,) Sp sinh((2k+1)y,)—L ] ,
v | Sc cosh(2ky,)—L-vy '’ Sp cosh((2k+1)yp)—L-vp * |’
Spsinh((2k + 1)y,) — v;(Sp cosh((2k + 1)y,) — %),
v € [ Spsinh((2k+1)y,)—L Sp sinh((2k+1)yp) }
v | Sp cosh((2k+1)yp)—L-vy t 7 Sp cosh((2k+1)y,)—L-vp

For a moving observer, we only need to replace the initial
velocity v; with tanh(arctanh(v;) — arctanh(w)), which is

(

the initial velocity of the same particle, but measured in
the cylinder’s frame.
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FIG. 4: The “shadow” of Xg, n on Xiy; is the possible initial position for a particle with initial velocity v; to collide
n times. The “parallel light” is represented by the green lines, and the slope of the “parallel light” is determined by
v;. In this example, the boundaries of the first “shadow” is &p o(v;) and &c1(v;), which depend on the velocity of the
“parallel light”. They determine the spatial boundaries of domain D,, in the state space. The Minkowski’s length of
the “shadow” projected on Xj,; is a Lorentz scalar, therefore we may calculate this value in the laboratory reference

frame (u = 0).

With the expression of the boundaries of the “shadow”,
i.e., Eq. (5), we may separate the state space (x;,v;) into
different regions D,, with different numbers of collisions
n, see FIG. 5. For a given initial velocity and position, we
could locate the position of the state in D,, and find the
number of collisions. The dynamics of the piston model
is completely solved by this geometrical method. The
overlap function shows the fraction of the initial position
that collide exactly n times for a given initial velocity v;,
which is helpful in calculating ensemble average.

III. FOUR-VECTOR WORK DISTRIBUTION
AND COVARIANT JARZYNSKI EQUALITY

A. Lorentz Covariant Work Distribution

In this relativistic case, the initial state satisfies
Maxwell-Jiittner distribution at the inverse temperature

8 7]

1 2 p’ \2
F(z o) = —pmc /[ 1+(E7)
P(‘T 7p) 2K1(ﬁmc2)Le ’ (8)

where K7 is the modified Bessel function of the second
kind, (2',p’) the initial position and momentum of
the given particle observed from the cylinder-static
frame. This distribution is equivalent to the following

L‘p"(vi) V;

0.5+ 1

Vi 0.0 
-0.5 

FIG. 5: Separation of domain D,, and the physical
meaning of the overlap function ¢, (v;).

distribution expressed in the position-rapidity space.
cosh(y})e " cosh(y;) (9)

AN 1



Lorentz transformation gives the relation vy, = y; — yu,
and thus, the prescription for calculating the four-work
distribution reads

 &xp (= cosh(y: — yu))
/ de’ / 2K1(B) )
cosh(y; — yu)d (WO = W2(z,y:)) 6 (W' = WH(z,u:)),
(10)

where the subscript L in Pr(W°% W?) stands for the
Lorentz covariance.

The four-vector work done by the particle that has
collided n times with both the piston and the cylinder
wall in the given time period 7 is

WO — 2sinh(y; — kyp) sinh(kyp), n =2k
T 2sinh(ky, + yu) sinh(y; — yu — kyp), n=2k—1
(11)
Wl — 2 cosh(y; — ky,) sinh(ky,), n =2k
T 2 cosh(kyp + yu) sinh(y; — yu — kyp), n =2k — 1.
(12)

The above expressions indicate that the zeroth compo-
nent of the four-vector work is the energy change in clas-
sical cases, and the rest three components stand for the
classical momentum change.

Utilizing the results obtained in the previous discus-

Since each part of the integrand is independent of z’,
by integrating z’ out first and combine the result with
the overlap function derived in the previous section, each
component of the summation yields

_ hiy: — hiy: —
[ ay SRRy ety =),
D’V‘L

2K1(B)

§ (WO —=W2(x,y:)) 6 (W = W](y:)) n (tanh(y; — yu))

(14)

where ¢y, (tanh(y;)) is the overlap function in Eq. (7).

The remaining calculation involves a Dirac § function,
and in this case, we integrate out the W2 term first. No-
tice that for n of different parities, the four-vector work
differs from one to another, hence it is necessary to treat
odd n and even n separately.

In the following discussion, for simplicity, remark

sion, the integration can be separated into different parts = Z P,(W° Wl(WO)) (15)
according to the collision count, analytically expressed as ”
0 1 11, exp (=B cosh(y; — yu))
W = / dz'dy; X
=2, 20 (3) !
where
cosh(y; — yu)d (WO = W) (x,9:)) 6 (W' = W7 (z,y,)) -
\13)
exp (—p cosh(y; — yu)) cosh(y; — Yo
P = [y S LR 2B OMUZI) iy, — )5 (W0 - WEw)) . (16)
D, 2K1(p)
[
For n as an odd number (let n = 2k — 1 where k is an  integer):
J
h i Ju h i~ Yu - h i Ju
Po_1 (W0) = F24=1 (tanh(y; — yu)) cosh(yi — yu) exp (= cosh(yi — yu)) (17)
4K1 ([3) smh(k:yp + yu) COSh(yi — Yu + kyp)
W} = 2cosh(ky, + yu) sinh(y; — yu — kyp). (18)

Seen in Eq. (11), y; can be explicitly expressed by W© :

wo
—].  (19)
2sinh(kyp + yu)

By substituting y; in the covariant work distribution, the

Yi = Yu + kyp + arcsinh (

(

explicit expression of this distribution can be obtained.
The exact results are shown in Appendix A, see Eq. (Al)
and Eq. (A2). It can be concluded from Eq. (A2) that
the work distribution lies solely on various straight lines
on the (W° W) space for odd n’s.



For n as an even number (let n = 2k where k is an

J

integer):

P (W) =

Wl = 2cosh(y; —

Repeat the previous procedure, y; can be expressed as a
function of W0:

Wwo
- i [ — 22
1y; = arcsinh (2 b k‘yp)> + kyp, (22)

which yields the probability distribution expression (the
detailed results are listed in Appendix A, see Eq. (A3)
and Eq. (A4)). It can be concluded from Eq. (A4) that
the work distribution lies solely on various hyperbolas on
the (W9 W) space for even n’s.

A more intuitive representation of the joint work dis-
tribution is illustrated in FIG. 6.

FIG. 6: Four-vector work distribution Pr,(W°% W1).
Here the parameters are choosen to be
L=1,v,=0.1,7 =10, 3 = 5. The height of each sheet
denotes the magnitude of the § function. The work
distribution is concentrated on some line segments in
the (W9 W) space. The relation between Pr(W° W1)
and P, (W?) is given in Eq. (15).

For observers with different velocity u, the distribution
of work may vary. However, there are some features un-
changed for both even and odd numbers of collisions (see
FIG. 7). For even n’s, the four-vector work distribution
remains lying on the same hyperbolas with the constant
spacelike distance to the origin. The positions of the non-
zero parts on the hyperbolas change with the velocity of
the observer. For odd n’s, the linear relation between
WO and W' remains, only with the slope changed due
to the Lorentz transformation. The joint distribution of

_ p2x (tanh(yi — yu)) cosh(yi — yu) exp (=B cosh(yi — yu))
4K, (B) cosh(y; — kyp) sinh(kyy) ’

kyy) sinh(kyp). (21)

(

four-vector work displays some signatures of the Lorentz
covariance: the Lorentz transformation is a linear trans-
formation maintaining the spacetime interval.

W1

W1
3 3
2 ) /
/ / P, (W°)/[(mc?)™" [/ PyWO)mc?)
1/ 1.0+ 1 s 1.0+
!I, - 0.8 [/‘ v 0.8
5 1W° 0.6 Wo 0.6
F 0.4 /' 05 1 0.4

0.2 0.2

[ N K

(a) u=0 (b) u=0.15¢

FIG. 7: Joint distribution in different frames of
reference. Here the parameters are choosen to be
L=1,v,=0.1,7=10,8 = 5. Observers are moving
with velocities —u relative to the cylinder. The color of
the line denotes P, (W?), and the position of the line is
determined by §(W?1 — W1(W?)) in the (W% W1)
space. The relation between Pr(W° W1) and P,(W?)
is given in Eq. (15).

B. Galileo Covariant Work Distribution

Consider a piston model with exactly the same setup,
except that the particles are no longer relativistic but
obey the Newtonian mechanics.

The dynamics of the system can be resolved by re-
peating the ‘worldline’ method introduced in the previ-
ous section. Given the initial velocity v, the velocity after



colliding n times can be directly derived:

v +2(k = Du —2kw,n =2k — 1(k € Z)
" s + 2ku — 2kw,n = 2k(k € 7).

(23)

The intersection between the worldlines of the piston

J

9

and the cylinder wall is (—Lu(w — u)~!, —L(w — u)~1).
For a particle that collides exactly n times with both the
piston and the cylinder wall within time 7, the inverse
slope range of the worldlines is (tanh(y,+nyp), tanh(y, +
(n+1)yp)). Thus, the range of the initial velocity can be
expressed as

Lu 1 Lu 1
; - —z|- o, v,) — x| 2. 24
v; € <|:(T-‘r wu) (u + nvp) P x] - [(T+ wu) (u+ (n+1)vy) p— a:] T) (24)
[
The domain is thus separated into parallelogram regions and the overlap function reads
(7’ + w£u> (u+ (n—1v,) + 22 + v,
v € {{ T+ w%) (u+nvi") - 'uf—wu] %’ |:(T+ wiu) (qum)p) - wL—uu} ’ i]
L,
ol = ve [[(r+ k) b nwy) = 2] 1 (74 25) (et () — 2] 2]
(T+ ﬁ) (u+nvp) — % — T,
ve ||(roke) (ut (ot ) = E] - 5 [ (74 E) (wt (ot ) - 2] -
(25)
[
In comparison with the relativistic case (Eq. 7), this non- Psj_1 can be expressed as
relativistic result is much simpler.
As the particles obey Maxwellian distribution, the VB exp (—3(v; —u)?)
work distribution reads Poj—1(vi) = par—1(vi) , (29)
V2rL 2kw —2(k — Du
PG(WO,Wl) = Z/dIidvi\/Bexp( 2(1}1 U) ) X and
V2rL
SWY —Wos(wt —wh, Wl = 2v; — 2kw + 2(k — 1)u. (30)
(26)
Notice that v; is a function of W?9:
where the subscript G in Pg(W°, W) stands for Galileo
covariance. - WO +2((k—1)u— kw)2 (31)

Denote P,(WY) as

VBexp (—1(v; — u)?)

dz;dv; S(WO —w9), (27
[ o (WO —Wo),  (27)
and thus Pg can be expressed as

Pe(Wo, W) =" P,WO)ewt —w}).  (28)

By treating odd n and even n separately, this distri-
bution can be expressed analytically.

For n as an odd integer, let n = 2k — 1. As the in-
tegrand is independent of x, by integrating x out first,

Vi 2(kw— (k- Du)

thus Por_1 can be derived. The exact result is given in
Appendix A, see Eq. (A5) and Eq. (A6).

For n as an even integer, let n = 2k. The calculation
process is similar to the case where n is an odd number,
except that the change of momentum is 2kw — 2ku due to
the fact that vs,, points at the same direction as v;. The
exact work distribution for colliding 2k times with both
the cylinder wall and the piston can be derived, and the
exact distribution is given in Appendix A (see Eq. (A7)
and Eq. (A8)).

A more intuitive representation of the joint work dis-
tribution is illustrated in FIG. 8.



FIG. 8: Four-vector work distribution for
non-relativistic particle. Here the parameters are
choosen to be L =1,v, =0.1,7 =10,8 = 5,u = 0. The
height of each sheet denotes the magnitude of the §
function. The work distribution is also concentrated on
some line segments in the (W°, W1) space. The relation
between P, (W% W1) and P,(W?) is given in Eq. (28).
We can see that on the sheets representing odd numbers
of collisions, the W' components are some constants,
which significantly differs from the special relativistic
results.

C. Distribution of Four-vector Work Measured
from Different Frames of Reference and the
Covariant Jarzynski’s Equality

The covariant JE reads [7]

" A
(eBMW > _ e—B(Ff—Fi) — 7f’ (32)

here 8,, = Buc,, is the four-vector inverse temperature of
the initial canonical ensemble [2], uc is the four-velocity
of the cylinder, W* is the four-vector work which is the
inverse of the change of four-momentum during the driv-
ing process (the convention in Refs. [8, 9] and the cur-
rent article define the work as the work output, which are
slightly different from the typical convention [7, 14]), F;
and F; are the initial and final free energy of the thermal
state defined on the hypersurface ¥i,; and ¥g,, Z; and Z;
are the initial and final partition function corresponding
to the thermal state on ¥;,; and Yg,.

The partition function is an integration on a space-like
hypersurface. In our setup, Z; and Z; are [18]

Pr dPl
Zip = ¥, — —— exp(—fB,P*
i/ /Ewd e po P(=BuPY),  (33)

here d%,, is a space-like surface element on X; /¢, Pl is the

momentum of the particle, P* = (/1 + P1?, P!) is the
four-momentum of the particle’s initial state, dP'/P°
is the Lorentz invariant measure in the phase space,
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exp(—puP*) is the Jittner-Synge factor [17-19]. For
the thermal state with the same 3, on X; and X, we
no longer need to compute the details of integration in
momentum space. The ratio Z;/Z; is simply the ratio
between the area X; and X, and the ratio is (L+wv,7)/L.

With the analytical expression of the distribution of
four-vector work, we can numerically verify JE for an ar-
bitrary moving observer (see FIG.9, FIG.10). In FIG.7,
we have shown that the joint distributions of the four-
vector work for different inertial observers are related via
a Lorentz transformation. The rapidity of each straight
line segment is Lorentz boosted by the same value y,,, and
the positions of both ends of the nonzero part on each
hyperbola are also Lorentz boosted under the same prin-
ciple (the hyperbolas themselves are fixed because each
hyperbola indicates a constant spacetime interval, which
is Lorentz invariant). However, the exponent 5, W* in
the covariant JE is a Lorentz scalar. Meanwhile, the
probability measure is also a Lorentz scalar. This ex-
plains why the expectation value of the exponential work
is Lorentz invariant.

{exp(B,W"))
3.0 P
25 o
2.0- -
. 2
158 o
- - @RBW)

1.5 20 2.5 3.0z
FIG. 9: Expectation value of the exponential
four-vector work under different protocols. In this
figure, the driving time is changed, thus the ratio
between the initial and final length of the vessel (which
equals Z¢/Z;) is changed. The observer is moving with
velocity u = 0.2¢ backwards in the x direction, the
inverse temperature in the rest frame of the reservoir is
B = 5, the velocity of the piston in the cylinder’s frame
is v, = 0.1c. In this numerical calculation, the error of
the JE is on the same order of magnitude as the error in
the normalization of probability, indicating that the
covariant JE is exact.

D. Consistency and Differences between Lorentz
and Galileo Covariant Work Distributions

For a relativistic system, when taking the low speed
limit, the results attained through relativistic mechan-
ics are expected to coincide with Newtonian mechanics.
This remains valid in the relativistic piston model. The
Lorentz covariant four-vector work distribution derived
in the previous paragraphs is supposed to approach that



(exp(B,W"))
al
al
. oo .
i
0.2 -0.1 01 02 03 04 05

FIG. 10: Expectation value of the exponential
four-vector work perceived from different observers. In
this figure, the protocol is fixed, thus the ratio between
the initial and final length of the vessel (which equals
Z;/Z;) is fixed to be 2 (by setting

L =1,v, =0.1,7 = 10), the inverse temperature in the
rest frame of the reservoir is 8 = 5. The observers are
moving with different u backwards in the x direction.
For different observers, although the joint distributions
of the four-vector work are different, the expectation
value of the exponential four-vector work are exactly the
same, demonstrating the validity of the covariant JE.

of the Galileo covariant four-vector work distribution. In
the following, we will check this.
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To start with, consider the separation of domains. By
taking the low speed limit, sinh(ny,) in Eq. (7) becomes
nuy, and cosh(ny,) becomes 1. Obviously, the separation
of domain in Eq. (7) is equivalent to the separation in
Eq. (25). As both overlap functions form trapezoidal re-
gions on the x — v plane, this equivalence indicates that
the overlap function of the Lorentz covariant case is con-
sistent with the overlap function in the Galileo covariant
case.

Next, examine each component of the distribution.
Take P51 and Py in the Lorentz covariant distribution.
If each counterpart in the Lorentz and Galileo covariant
distribution is equivalent to each other, then the consis-
tency between the two covariant models can be verified.

As sinhz= x ~tanhx for |z| << 1, rapidity and ve-
locity can be considered equivalent. As [ approaches
00, the Bessel function can be approximated as K;(3) =
e Pr1/2(28)~1/2. This approximation brings an extra f3
to the exponent in the Lorentz covariant four-vector work
distribution.

First, consider Psr_1 and its corresponding ¢ function
in the Lorentz covariant case. The Lorentz covariant dis-
tribution can be divided into three segments: the ex-
ponential part, the § function part and the rest mul-
tiplications. Taking into account the approximation of
the Bessel function, the exponential part can be approx-
imated in the following way:

wo
exp

WO

2
-3 cosh(kyp)\/l + (QSmh(kprryu)) + sinh(ky,)

WO

2sinh(kyp + yu) +h

~ exp

For the ¢ function segment,

wo wo
tanh(y, + kyp)  kw — (k— )u’

(35)

i k2y? 1 > ky, WO
e 5<<”2p> <”2<2<kyp+yu>> +2<kyf+yu>1>>]
B(__ W
2

= exp [_B (Wo +2((k — 1)u — kw)? _u>2] |

2 2(kw — (k — Du)

For the rest of the multipliers, expand the remaining
multipliers in the Lorentz covariant distribution to the
first order. Notice that v and y are all first order small
quantities, while W9 is approximately proportional to v?,
making it a second order small quantity. The expansion
leads to:



sinh(ky,)W?
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-1

. wo ’
: 1
cos (k’yp) + (2 sinh(y,, + kyp))

WO ?
- | 2sinh(k 14—
* 2sinh(kyp + yu) sinhi(kyy + )| /1 + <2sinh(yu + kyp)>

1 ke, WO 1
~ 14 k%2 P .
(+2 yp+2<kyp+yn>) 3(kw — (k= )u)
1 1

~(1+0(v;)) - 2(kw — (k — 1)u) ~ 2(kw — (k —1)u)’

Multiplying the results yielded in the previous calcu-
lations (34-36), it can be concluded that by taking the
low speed limit, the Lorentz covariant four-vector work
distribution is equivalent to the Galileo covariant four-
vector work distribution when the collision count is an
odd integer, see Eqs. (A1,A2,A5,A6).

k242 0 2 0
e AN ( W ) L kW
2 2 \ 2(yu + kyp) 2(kyp + yu)

1 Wo 2 1
(1_2<mmp4k—mw>)'zww—@—1m)

(36)

Then, let us consider Py, and its corresponding § func-
tion in the Lorentz covariant case. The three-segments
division is still valid in the following discussion. Taking
into account the approximation of Bessel function, the
exponential part can be approximated in the following
way:

WOsinh(y, — ky,) wo 2
exp | =f | = 2sinh(ky,) Tyt 2sinh(ky,) cosh(ya —kyp) | +5
[ WOl — k(w — u)) 1 wo  \? (u— k(w — u))?
~ . R A A Sl Sl 22 B (37)
exp | = ( 2k(w — u) R 2 \ 2k(w —u) + 2
B/ WO ? B (WO + 2k%(w — u)? ?
~ e A - 1 = -2 - .
PN 2k(w — u) +hw = (k+ u P17y 2k(w — u) "
For the ¢ function segment,
UG R (39)
241+ (25111h(k‘yp)> sinh(kyp) = 2ky,(1 + O(v;)) = 2ky, =~ 2k(w — u).
For the rest of the multipliers, expanding them to the first order leads to:
2 2 !
WO sinh(y, — kyp) wo wo .
~ 2sinh(ky,) Tt 2sinh(ky,) cosh(yu —kyp) | - | 2¢/1+ 2sinh(ky,) sinh(ky, )
0\ 2 0(y, _ 2 _ 2
2 \ 2ky, 2ky, 2 \ 2ky, 2 2ky, (39)

(1 Wumkyp)®  WOys —kyy)\ L
2 2ky, 2kyp
11

S +0w) g~ s

Multiplying the results yielded in the previous
calculations(37-39), it can be concluded that by taking
the low speed limit, the Lorentz covariant four-vector
work distribution is equivalent to the Galileo covariant

[
four-vector work distribution when the collision count is
an even integer, see Eqs. (A3,A4,A7,A8).

Thus, from the discussion above, the consistency be-
tween Lorentz covariance and Galileo covariance in the



low speed limit can be verified.

Despite the consistency, the results from the Lorentz
and Galileo covariant work distributions also display dis-
crepancies. To identify the conditions under which the
deviation is prominent, the two distributions are plotted
under different driving velocity and temperature circum-
stances. From the graphics result (see FIG.11), it can be
concluded that the Lorentz covariant results differ more
significantly from the Galileo covariant results at high
temperature and fast speed.

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

Let us look further into the main results we obtained.
We derive the joint distribution of four-vector work per-
ceived by an arbitrary inertial observer. The first feature
of the joint distribution function of four-vector work is
that the probability concentrate on the origin and some
curves in the (W° W) space, instead of any smooth dis-
tribution. The second feature of the distribution is that
the concentration line is either linear or hyperbolic, which
reflects the main features of Lorentz transformation: The
Lorentz transformation is a linear transformation main-
taining the space-time interval. We investigate the dif-
ference between relativistic and Newtonian mechanics,
and find the difference in both the magnitude and the
position of the W° — W1 line. We also show that the mo-
mentum component of the four-vector work contributes
significantly to the average exponential work, even in the
non-relativistic limit.

Technically, we developed a new method to solve the
dynamics of the collision process. The geometrical so-
lution avoids the tedious calculation in the recursion of
the time of collisions [9], providing a clear physical in-
tuition of the relativistic collision motion. This method
could be generalized to (2+1) dimensional or (3+1) di-
mensional relativistic piston model directly. For example,
in the (2+1) dimensional piston model, the boundary of
the vessel is a line, and in Minkowski space, the motion
of the line can be described by a worldsheet-like hyper-
surface. We may still introduce the orthogonal reflection
for the hypersurface, which reverses the orthogonal com-
ponent while maintaining the parallel component with
respect to the hypersurface of the boundary. An orthog-
onal reflection still characterizes an elastic collision, and
we may still introduce an extra orthogonal reflection to
make sure the auxiliary worldline to be a straight line.
Our future work will focus on these generalization to the
more realistic models. In 2009, R. Nolte and A. Engel
studied the (3+1) dimensional model [20], but the num-
ber of collisions is limited to no more than one. Now, with
our new geometrical solution, it is possible to investigate
a more general protocol, in which multiple collisions are
allowed. Our method may also be helpful in solving the
motion of classical or quantum Klein-Gordon field with
Dirichlet boundary condition [15, 16].

In summary, we study a simple model of a piston and
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FIG. 11: Comparison of the joint distributions of
four-vector work for relativistic and non-relativistic
dynamics. The parameters are shown below each figure.
The thin rainbow-colored curves represent the
four-vector work distribution of the relativistic piston
model, while the thick curves shaded according to the
GrayTones (reversed) scheme corresponds to the
non-relativistic piston model. In the low-temperature
and slow-driving regime, the relativistic distribution
converges toward its non-relativistic counterpart.



ideal gas in the framework of the special theory of rel-
ativity. We calculate the four-vector work of a piston
system under linear quench perceived by an arbitrary
inertial observer. Using a novel coordinate transforma-
tion technique, we obtain an analytical result of the joint
distribution of four-vector work (A1) - (A4) and verify
the covariant JE. With our result, it is possible to ob-
serve the deviation of relativistic work distribution (A1)
- (A4) from the non-relativistic one (A5) - (A8). In prin-
ciple, these relativistic corrections become non-negligible
in the high-temperature and fast-speed limit. However,
the range of parameters where relativistic effects are ob-
servable would already be far beyond the current experi-
mental techniques. Our results show that the momentum
component in the four-vector work matters in the covari-
ant JE, even in the non-relativistic limit. This model
gives a clear example of the covariant JE, thus serving
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the pedagogical purpose.
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Appendix A: Exact Result of Lorentz and Galileo
Covariant work distributions

In the case of Lorentz covariance, for n = 2k — 1 where

k is an integer, by replacing y; in Egs. (17) and (18) with
Eq. (19), the distribution reads:

cosh(ky,)W?

wo 2
Py 9 = g sinh 1
2k—1(W") = @ag—1 | | sinh(kyp)/1+ (2sinh(kyp))

wo WO sinh(ky,)

2
h(ky,)y /1
cosh y,,)\/ " <2sinh(kyp +yu)> " 2sinh(y. + k)

2sinh(kyp + yu)

-1

WO

2
(ﬁ) Hl}l(kyp yu)\/ <f_),' “l(k‘lyy)>
11( 1 S S D u

sinh(ky,)W?°

. wo ?
_ 5 1
exp | =f | cosh(kyy)y |1+ <2sinh(kyp + yu)>

wo > sinh(ky,)W?°
sh 1 L
o8 (kyp)\/ * (2sinh(kyp + yu)> 2sinh(ky, + yu)

s(WH—wlw?)) = <W1 —

For n = 2k where k is an integer, by replacing y; in

2sinh(kyp + yu)

b

COSh(yu + kyp)Wo> . (AZ)

sinh(y, + kyp)

(

Egs. (20) and (21) with Eq. (22), the distribution reads:
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wo cosh(kyp — yu)

wo \?
0y _ . B
Po(W?) = o, | | sinh(ky, — yu)y/ 1+ (2sinh(k:yp)> +

2sinh(ky,)

-1

0 2 WOsinh(ky, —
cosh(kyp—yu)\/1+( W )) + WP sinh(kyp — yu)

2 sinh(kyp 2sinh(kyp)

WOsinh(y, — ky,) Wo 2 —- z
- L+ Som ) coshlyu — | 4K 1+ (——") sinh
2sinh(ky,) LR 2sinh(ky,) ) (Y — Kyp) 1(B)4/ 1+ ) (ky,)

-1

WOsinh(y, — k Wo 2
exp | -5 | - sinh(y Yp) + \/1 + ()> cosh(y, — kyp) | | ;

2sinh(kyp) 2 sinh(ky,

sWH—wrwo) =¢ W' - 2\/1

Wo z
+ (2smh(kyp)> sinh(ky,) | - (A4)

(

In the case of Galileo covariance, for n = 2k — 1 where k is an integer, by replacing v; in Egs. (29) and (30) with
Eq. (31), the distribution reads:

J

szfl(WO) = \/B <W0+2((k_1)u_kw)2> - exp [—5 <W0+2((k— 1)u—kw)2

2(kw — (k — 1)u) _U)]W%Mw%k—nw];

= VL P T 20w — (k- D) 2
(A5)
1 1/1170 1 we A
_ = — . 6
[
For n = 2k where k is an integer, by repeating the above process, the distribution reads:
J
2
o VB WO + 2k%(u — w)? B (WO +2k?(u — w)? 1
= . —= — 2k (w — ; A
P(W) = gy (g P g | (RS ) - ) ()
SWE —wrw®) =s(W! — 2k(w — u)). (AB)
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