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A common approach to quantify excess dissipation in slowly driven thermodynamic processes is
through the use of a Riemannian metric on the space of control parameters, where optimal driving
protocols follow geodesics. Near phase transitions, this geometric picture breaks down as the metric
diverges and geodesics may cease to exist. Using Widom scaling, we analyze this framework for
several universality classes and show that in some cases the thermodynamic length across the phase
transition remains finite. We then demonstrate a numerical approach for computing minimal paths
in such systems. We show that, in some regimes, the shortest path crosses the phase transition —
even when alternative paths confined to a single phase exist.

a. Introduction Since the earliest developments of
equilibrium statistical mechanics to modern nonequilib-
rium statistical mechanics there have been attempts to
cast the theory in a geometric form [1-12]. One of the
most useful approaches is to regard the excess dissipa-
tion as a Riemannian metric. This idea was introduced
already in the 80’s [13, 14], following purely geometri-
cal concepts suggested already in the 70’s [2, 3]. It was
based on two assumptions: (i) endoreversibility—the sys-
tem remains in internal equilibrium throughout the pro-
cess, though not necessarily in equilibrium with the envi-
ronment; (ii) the dissipation is only a function of the
system’s mean response time. The latter assumption
restricts the formalism’s applicability to systems with
nearly constant relaxation time. Despite these limita-
tions, the framework has proven valuable for identifying
minimal-entropy-production protocols in processes such
as chemical reactions and distillation [15, 16].

The two limiting assumptions were lifted by using
a closely related metric, which only assumes linear re-
sponse theory to be applicable [17-22]. In this formu-
lation, the system’s relaxation dynamics are incorpo-
rated into the metric, hence removing the dependence
on a constant response-time and eliminating the endore-
versible assumption. This generalized framework extends
thermodynamic geometry to a much broader class of
systems—including those with widely varying time scales
and microscopic systems such as biomolecular or single-
molecule systems—and has found applications in opti-
mizing computational and physical processes [22]. A sim-
ilar framework was suggested for quantum systems [23].

A particularly challenging class of systems exhibiting
widely separated time scales are those undergoing phase
transitions. The application of thermodynamic geometry
to such systems has drawn significant attention [24, 25],
including efforts to identify optimal driving protocols
across critical regions (e.g., the 2D ferromagnetic Ising
model [19]). In many cases of interest, e.g., antiferromag-
nets [26], crossing the phase transition cannot be avoided
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as the two phases are separated by a phase transition sur-
face. Yet, the divergence of thermodynamic length near
phase transitions has received limited study. Notably,
a divergence in the metric tensor does not necessarily
imply a divergence in thermodynamic length. However,
even if the length remains finite, other geometric quan-
tities such as the curvature may diverge, signaling the
critical behavior.

In this paper, we analyze the behavior of the ther-
modynamic metric near second-order phase transitions.
Using the Widom scaling and the dynamical scaling hy-
pothesis, we show that in some class of models, the di-
vergence of the metric at the phase transition does not
imply divergence of dissipation when crossing the phase
transition. Therefore, the thermodynamic distance be-
tween states in the different phases is finite. The class
of models with this property includes several mean field
models, as well as the Ising model in dimensions 3 and
above. To demonstrate our findings, we apply the for-
malism to the mean field antiferromagnetic Ising model,
where we determine the optimal protocols connecting two
points. Surprisingly, we find that in some cases the op-
timal protocol between two points that are in the same
phase nevertheless crosses to the other phase and back.

b. Framework Here we briefly define the key met-
rics and scaling tools used in our study. The dissipation
metric, first introduced in [17], is defined as

0%2InZ

Guw = 8 /0 (X (1) 6X,(0)) dt = BT (1)

where 7, is the time integrated temporal response ma-
trix, Z the partition function, and X, the conjugate vari-
able to A* — the natural variables of the free energy, e.g.,
{X1,X5} = {S,M} for F(T,h) [27]. In the linear re-
sponse regime, the dissipated availability which expresses
the excess dissipation in performing the trajectory A(t)
in parameter space, is given by

A= Guw NN dt. (2)
A1)
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It is related to the length associated with the thermody-
namic metric, defined by

L= / v G AV ds (3)
A(s)

through the inequality

£2
Az 7 (4)
(here T is the protocol duration, and A(s) parametrize
the trajectory in parameter space). This bound is sat-
urated for protocols with g, MAY = const. at all time
[13].

Near second order phase transitions, second derivatives
of the free energy, as well as response times —and hence
the metric defined in Eq.(1)— diverge. The asymptotic
form of these divergences is determined by critical ex-
ponents, that are common to all models that belong to
the same universality class. These critical exponents can
be analyzed using Widom’s scaling [28], which for Ising
type models relates the free energy ¢ near the critical
point (T, H.) to reduced variables, often chosen to be
t=((T-1T1.)/T. and h = (H — H;)/H,. The Widom
scaling then states that

oxt's (i) o)

where f(x) is continuous and f(x) ~ aP as x — oo [29].
The exponents b, A, p, are enough to uniquely dictate
the standard critical exponents through the hyperscal-
ing relations, e.g., the heat capacity exponent a defined
through Cg(t) ~ [t|7% is given by & = 2 —b. This
approach captures divergences of the free energy second
derivatives across phase transitions, but does not address
relaxation times, which are critical for the dissipation
metric in Eq.(1). This can nevertheless be done using
the dynamical scaling relations [30], that relates the re-
laxation time 7 and correlation length £ as

T g (6)

and the free energy scales as ¢ oc €74 [29, 31]. Combining
these yields

—z —bz —z h
TX /d o g=bz/d § /d(tA) (7)

linking dynamical and thermodynamic critical behavior.
Note that since we use the correlation length in this anal-
ysis, it cannot be used for mean field models.

With the Widom and dynamical scaling, it is thus pos-
sible to find the divergence of the metric near the phase
transition of various equivalence classes. Diverging met-
ric, however, does not necessarily imply a divergent ther-
modynamic length. Since it is always possible to satu-
rate the equality in Eq.(4), finite thermodynamic length
guarantees the existence of a finite-dissipation protocol.

In addition, £ — oo implies A — oo for all finite time
protocols. Consequently, the convergence of thermody-
namic length determines whether finite-dissipation pro-
tocols exist under the formalism of thermodynamic ge-

ometry. Tf £(s) = 1/ g M (s) \(s) o s7% near critical-

ity (as s — 0), the total length diverges only for a > 1.
Note, however, that finite distance across a phase tran-
sition does not necessarily inform us about the metric
itself, or the intrinsic geometry of the manifold. The
metric might diverge for flat space [32, 33|, and the man-
ifold might have divergent curvature despite having finite
lengths and a non-divergent metric.

c. Results The metric near a phase transition di-
verges when either one of the free energy derivatives or
the time responses diverge. Since the singular part of the
thermodynamic potential scales as Eq.(5), the scaling of
the derivatives depends on the direction of the approach
to criticality. Specifically, the two possible asymptotic
behaviors are

8?InZ =2 pp—A-1

m A —const. x th—A=1  yb—2A |> (8)
82 InZ t72hp tilhpfl 0
NN ) | oo T\t 2 ) (9)

The time response divergence in the two cases can be
obtained from Eq.(7). From the static scaling relation,
we obtain that the divergence of 7 follows

t‘bz/d, t% — const.
TX{ (10)
hopld A 00

Together, the derivatives of the free energy and the re-
sponse time imply the following scaling: For t% — const.,
one finds that

Grt i? x Sb(l—z/d)—Q (11)
gtht.h o Sb(l—z/d)—2+(k—A) (12)
Ghh hQ x 8b(1—z/d)—2+2(k—A) (13)

In the above equations, the approach of the protocol
to the critical point is asymptotically parametrized by
(t,h) ~ (s,s*). This parametrization, subject to k > A,
assures h/t® — const. in the limit s — 0. Regardless of
the exact value of k, the convergence condition becomes

b(l - 2) >0 (14)

Similarly, for t% — 00,
gij)'\i)'\j o gP1—2/d)=2 (15)

SO convergence requires

p(l - 2) >0 (16)



These relations can be used to explore the distance di-
vergence across phase transitions in various models. As
summarized in Table I, the thermodynamic lengths di-
verge for the 2D Ising and 2D Potts models. Surprisingly,
however, it remains finite for the 3D Ising model.

| v | » | =
9D Tsing Class A 5 1 1.083(5)
Class B 1.117(5)
3D Ising 1.8899(3) | 1.2088(1) |0.677(1)
2D 3-state Potts s 3 1.099(1)
2D 4-state Potts 3 18 1.095(2)

TABLE I: Scaling parameters for representative
universality classes [34].

d. Linear Response Applicability: As shown in pre-
vious works, the validity of the dissipation relation given
in Eq.(2) requires a separation of timescales between the
system’s relaxation rate and the rate of change of the
control parameters [22]. This condition can be satisfied
in certain models. Assume that the relaxation time di-
verges near the phase transition as 7 oc (A*) ™" for some
reduced control parameter \* that goes to 0 at the phase
transition, and x > 0. If the protocol is driven with
Ao (AM)* with a > &, so that the protocol slows down
faster than the response time diverges, then the trajec-
tory is in the linear-response regime throughout the evo-
lution. Such protocols correspond to algebraic slowdowns
near the critical point and are physically realizable [35].
To ensure that this is a finite time protocol, we require
that the total driving time

m
T— [5F < (17)
A

0

remains finite, which holds for @ < 1. Therefore, finite-
time protocols that remain entirely within the linear-
response regime exist if and only if K < 1. Note that
the condition k < 1 is independent of the geometric con-
vergence conditions derived earlier.

From Eq. (10), the two relevant cases are:

h b
t—A%const. : A=t H:EZ (18)
h

tiAg)OO: M =h KZ:% (19)

Although the examples discussed above do not necessar-
ily satisfy k < 1, models with this property do exist.

One notable case is the quantum 2D transverse-field Ising
model, which belongs to the same universality class as
the 3D classical Ising model [36, 37], and hence has finite
length across the phase transition [38]. Using the corre-
sponding critical exponents from the 3D Ising model and
the dynamic critical exponent z = 1 [39, 40], we find [41]:

h b

Sk oonst. i K= dfz —0.630<1 (20
h

5 oo n:djfzzo.402<1 (21)

Thus, the quantum 2D transverse-field Ising model pro-
vides an example of a system where the phase transition
can be crossed at a finite time, with a finite dissipated
availability.

e. An example: The antiferromagnet Ising model in
the presence of a uniform magnetic field is a useful exam-
ple for our analysis, as in these systems, at high enough
dimension, it is impossible to traverse from the antifer-
romagnetic to the disordered phase without crossing a
second-order phase transition line [42]. Exact solutions
for the free energy in antiferromagnetic Ising models in
the presence of external field are known only for 1d and
mean field settings, and in order to explore the cross-
ing of a phase transition we use the latter. With the
framework discussed above, we next determine the least-
dissipation path between two states (T1,h1) — (T3, hs),
for the mean-field antiferromagnetic model introduced in
[26].

In this model, the spins s; are equally split into sub-
lattices A and B. A spin in sublattice A interacts with
all spins in sublattice B with equal interaction strength,
which is antiferromagnetic in sign. There are no in-
teractions between spins in the same sublattice. Let
ma=N"1Y .. s and mp = N1 _ps; denote the
sublattice magnetizations (N is the number of spins in
the sublattice). The Massieu potential of the system is
given by [26]

¢ =InZ :f%[ BE mamp — Bh(ma+mp)
+ ((ma) +9(mp))] (22)
where 5 = 1/T, K = —J with J < 0 (antiferromagnetic
coupling), and we define

Iz) = % (1+)log(1 +) + (1 2)log(1 )] (23)

Since there is no notion of correlation length in this
model, we use the response time directly to evaluate the
relaxation rates. As shown in the end matter, assuming
Glauber rates for a single transition with a microscopic
timescale T', the dissipation metric is given by



3 K2[(1462K2¢acs ) (mA¢a+mECa) ~48K mamp¢as|
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[
where (; = 1 — m?, and where m4 and mp are the min-
imizer of 1, satisfying the mean-field equations
ma = tanh(8h — BK mp) (25)
mp = tanh(Sh — BK my) (26)

Let us discuss the implications of this metric on the two
sides of the phase transition: the disordered and ordered
phases.

In the disordered phase, ma = mp = m (hence (4 =
(B = (). The metric in this case reduces to

B¢ (K2m2 —Km)

— 7 7
T(148K¢)? \—Em 1 (@)

pr =

The metric is rank-one for any value of m, with det g = 0.
This is physically expected: in the disordered phase the
system is uniquely defined by a single order parame-
ter — the total magnetization m, therefore there is no
dissipation associated with changing the control param-
eters § and h in a combination that does not change
m. Indeed, the null eigenvector aligns with directions of
constant m. Geometrically, the least-dissipation trajec-
tory is then the projection of the full geodesic flow onto
this one-dimensional submanifold, collapsing the dynam-
ics of the manifold onto its non-degenerate component.
The problem of minimizing distances therefore reduces
to a 1D minimization: at what distance from the phase
boundary does the length minimize? In this model, the
minimum occurs at 8 = 0 (see End Matter), namely at
infinite temperature. This means that the optimal tra-
jectory between two points in this phase follows the null
trajectory from the initial point to 8 = 0, traverse along
B = 0, then return along a null trajectory to the final
point (see the brown trajectory in Fig. 1).

In the ordered phase, near the critical line, m4 and
mp can be expanded as shown in [26]:

1
mA’Bzi’/liﬁcK + VA (28)

(1+2VA) (29)

Ca,B ALK
where A is a linear combination of (3 — ;) and (8h —
Bche), namely the linear deviation of the thermodynamic
parameters 8 and Sh from their critical values (see End
Matter).

Substituting these expressions into the metric yields,
to leading order,

Guv O AT

Hence, while the metric diverges as A — 0, the associated
thermodynamic length remains finite.

*K[(1+B2K2<ACB) (mA<B+mBCA)2EK(mA+mB)CACB}>

(1487 K?¢aCB ) (Ca+CB)—4BK Calp
(24)

We identify four distinct classes of minimal (shortest)
paths. If both initial and final points are in the disordered
phase, then the shortest path is achieved by traversing
along the constant magnetization towards § = 0, then
changing the external magnetic field until the correct
value of total magnetization is achieved, and traversing
back along a constant total magnetization line to the final
point.

In the second case, the initial and final states are
in different phases. The optimal trajectory, which for
simplicity we choose to initiate in the antiferromagnetic
phase, starts from the initial point to the nearest point
on the phase transition line, crosses into the disordered
phase, and then ascends to infinite temperature (5 = 0).
Once at 8 = 0, the trajectory traverses at this value of
f—where the thermodynamic length is minimal—until
reaching the final magnetization value, and finally de-
scends along the constant-magnetization line to the final
point.

In the third case, both points are in the antiferromag-
netic phase, and the geodesic line connecting them is
shorter than any path that detours through the disor-
dered region. Here, the minimal path lies entirely within
the ordered manifold.

The fourth case occurs when both endpoints are in the
antiferromagnetic phase, but it is nevertheless shorter to
cross the phase transition back and forth to the disorder
phase than to remain entirely within the ordered region
across all the trajectory. Because paths within the disor-
dered phase have zero thermodynamic length except for
the section at 8 = 0, the total length of such a trajec-
tory is often dominated by the two crossings, and can
be shorter than any trajectory that does not cross the
phase transition. An illustration of these paths is shown
in Fig. 1.

The thermodynamic lengths within the antiferromag-
netic phase were computed using the Fast Marching
Method [43], following the approach used in [19]. Mini-
mal paths were obtained by performing gradient descent
along the numerically computed distance function.

f. Conclusions To conclude, we showed that al-
though the dissipation metric diverges at a second order
phase transition, for some universality classes crossing
the phase transition can be achieved at a finite thermo-
dynamic length. Surprisingly, we find that the optimal
trajectory between two points that are in the same phase
might even cross to the other phase and back to the initial
phase. Many related problems, however, remain open:
How can first order phase transitions be incorporate to
such a framework? Are there models where the critical
exponents vary continuously along the phase transition
line (e.g. the 2D Ashkin-Teller model [44]) such that
crossing the phase transition cost infinite dissipation for
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FIG. 1: Illustration of the three types of minimal paths
in the mean-field antiferromagnet. The dashed black
line is the phase transition between the disordered
phase in the left and the antiferromagnetic in the right.
The colored lines are example for optimal trajectories.

some parts of the phase transition line, but finite for oth-
ers? Lastly, many heat engines and refrigerators work
intentionally near the phase transition [45]. Using the
suggested framework to optimize their protocol can be
an interesting application.
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I. CALCULATING THE DISSIPATION METRIC

The computation is done as follows: First, we cal-
culate the equilibrium covariances, namely we evaluate
(0m;(0) 6m;(0)) (¢,4 € {A, B}). From these, we calcu-
late the time integrated correlations by incorporate lin-
earized relaxation. As these calculations are easier in m;
variables, we then convert to the A = (8, 8h) = (8, @)
representation, in which the metric is provided. We set
a = Bh for brevity.

Let ¢; = 1 —m? for i € {A, B}. The inverse covari-
ance is the Hessian of the function v with respect to the
coordinates (ma, mpg). Using the expression for 1, it is
given by

1
72*1:% C?( e (30)
K

Its inverse is given by
_ 2 Ca —BK Calp
- B2K2(aCR (—BK Caln (B ) (31)‘

The relaxation dynamics we use [46], corresponds to
single spin Glauber dynamics, and are given by

my = Ttanh(a — BK mp) — ma] (32)
mp = tanh(a — K m4) — mp| (33)
with microscopic attempt rate I.
Linearizing about equilibrium gives
577.1,4:1_\(7577114 - ﬂKCA(SmB) (34)
5mB:F(—ﬂK<B(5mA - 5mB) (35)
In vector form,
dmoa — T 1 BK Ca oma
omp) BK(p 1 dmp
o (5mA
- () -

Since (dm;(0) n(t)) = 0 for ¢t > 0, substituting dm(t) =
e~ M5 (0) yields

= ) s _ e M OoefMTt _ Ty—1
B/O (5m14(0) 6 (1)) dt = B (5my(0) & J<o>>/ dt = B (M7

_ 28

(1 - B2K2(als

To express the dissipation metric in the control vari-
ables A = (8, Sh), we transform fluctuations to (—E, m)

/3j2 (]V[T)—IJT

Guv

K2[(1+[32 KQCACB) (mi 92 +m23CA) —4BK mamp(a CB]

_ B
C M (1 - B2K2Cals) (K[(HaszcAcB) (macs+mpca)—26K(matmp)cacs]

II. MINIMAL DISSIPATION IN DISORDERED
PHASE

In the disordered phase, the magnetizations of the two
sublattices are identical. Therefore, the total magnetiza-

0

7
<<A(1+ﬂ2K2<A<B) — 26K Caln ) 87)
)2 —2BK CalB CB(1+ B?K2CalB)
[
via
E = %KmAmB (38)
m:%(mAerB) (39)
so the Jacobian is
_ O0(=E,m) 1 (—Kmp —Kma
J = d(ma,mp) 2( 1 1 ) “0)

The dissipation metric then reads

—K[(1+82K2¢acs) (macs+msca) 2ﬂK(mA+mB><AcB})

(1462 K%¢aCs) (Ca+Cn)—4BK Calp
(41)

[
tion

(42)

For each m € [—1,1], the corresponding critical pa-



rameters (S., a.) on the phase boundary satisfy

1
BeK

a. ==+ (ﬁcKm + arctanhm) (44)

m==44/1—

(43)

a. FEigenstructure and the zero-length direction. The
eigenpairs of the bracketed matrix are

vy = <K1m> (45)
vy = (’2") . (46)

Thus the zero mode v; follows lines of constant m in
(8, 0).

b. Scaling of the metric prefactor. From (43) we
have ( = 1 —m? = 1/(B.K) along the phase bound-
ary labeled by magnetization m, with critical parameter
Be. Using this in the prefactor gives

B
2

(B +5)

c. Scaling of the displacement along the zero mode.

Consider two neighboring constant-m lines labeled by

(ﬂcl»acl) and (6c2a acQ) = (/8(;1 + 6B7ac1 + 604)- We find
their intersection with a straight line parallel to the zero
mode at each point:

(2) =owta + (3) (49

A =0,

Ao =1+ K?m?,

g,uy X (1 -+ K2m2) . (47)

Subtracting (48) from (49) yields

1

1 1 —b
() (e ) (2)

where my1 = m(Bc1), me = m(Be2). From (44) we have

Oa,

1
= — Inverting gives

0B. m
_1l-m?Oom _ 1-m?  2m
“~ "Km 98, ° EKm (1 —m?2)? (51)
= 2 = 2ﬁc
K(1—m?)
om 2m
~ _ 2 — . _— =
where we used 1 —m? = 1/(8.K) and 9B.  (1—m2)?

from (43). Hence the displacement along the zero mode

scales as 6 ~ (B + Be).
d. Minimum at 8 = 0.

displacement scalings,

Combining the prefactor and

VOM gy 0N VB

so the infinitesimal thermodynamic length is minimized
at 8 = 0 (infinite temperature). Thus, within the dis-
ordered phase, the least-dissipation path approaches the
high-temperature limit.
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