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In a recent paper in this journal, Di Vita [1] makes two separate 
sets of comments:

1. A critique of our joint work on a maximum entropy (MaxEnt)
closure of a Galerkin principal component decomposition of a periodic 
flow system [2].

2. Comments on the theoretical basis of the maximum entropy
production (MaxEP) hypothesis for prediction of the steady state of 
a flow system, advocated by a number of authors [3-7]. The latter is 
connected to a direct MaxEnt analysis of flow systems given by us, 
based on an entropy defined on the set of instantaneous flux states [8-11].

Di Vita’s first critique is incorrect, as discussed in de- tail below. 
Furthermore, the short qualitative discussion given by Di Vita provides 
a misleading picture of the very purpose of applying entropic inference 
to the dynamical system examined.In particular, Di Vita suggests two 
ad-hoc scaling transformations of the closure which the underlying 
Galerkin system doesnot have, and which violate the physics of a self-
amplified amplitude-limited oscillation. Scaling transformations should 
only be applied to closures if these transformations are consistent with 
the evolution equation which the closures aim to characterise.

In the following, we respond to Di Vita’s comments on the MaxEnt 
closure of the Galerkin system and on theoretical principles, both in Di 
Vita A [1,12].

Response to Di Vita’s [1] critique of the scaling argument used 
in Noack et al. [2]. Di Vita [1] makes a scale invariance argument 
to criticise the analysis given in Noack and Niven [2]. However, we 
are afraid that he has misinterpreted our analysis. As defined in eq. 
(2.1) of Noack and Niven [2], ourai’s are dimensionless, representing 
dimensionless coordinates in a velocity phase space. Only the expansion 
modes have dimensions of velocity before the non-dimensionalisation. 
Di Vita’s argument, based on dimensions, is therefore incorrect. It is 
possible that Di Vita has misinterpreted our analysis in section 5, where 
we consider the “pseudo” dimension of each quantity, to interpret the 
physical meaning of the Lagrangian multipliers. We had believed that 
this representation was clear (and it is separate to the rest of the paper).

Response to Di Vita’s [1] choice of scaling for the maximum-
entropy closure of a Galerkin system [2].

In addition, Di Vita [1] questions the soundness of the maximum-
entropy closure of the Galerkin system [2] by imposing a curious 
scaling argument on the first two ordinary differential equations of the 
Galerkin system discussed in Noack and Niven [2,13]:

1 1 1 1 2 1a = a - a +h ,σ ω 				             (1a)

2 2 2 1 1 2a = a - a +h ,σ ω                  (1b)

where h1 and h2 are higher-order terms. These two equations 
evidently describe an oscillator. For the post-transient periodic 
solution, which this study aims to approximate, the growth-rate and 
nonlinear terms effectivelycancel each other in a one-period average. 
This behavior is described and employed in numerous articles by the 
first author [14-16] and detailed in textbooks of oscillatory dynamics. 

The correspondingly filtered ordinary differential equations read:

1 1 2 ,a aω= −             (2a)

2 1 1,a aω= +             (2b)

Modulo a phase shift, the solution describes the phase- invariant 
limit cycle with frequency ω and radius R:

1 1cos ,a R tω= 					             (3a)

1 1sin .a R tω= 					             (3b)

This harmonic motion approximates well (1) when the radius R 
is determined from energetic (or other) considerations. There exists 
only one non-trivial radius R for which the average power vanishes.
Curiously, Di Vita imposes a parabola (!) as the scaling relationship

2
2 1 .a aα=             (3a)

The source of this relationship is called ‘dimensional argument’, 
but prettymuch left in the dark. He argues further that the MaxEnt 
closure is not invariant with respect to this imposition hence the 
MaxEnt closure must be flawed.

We argue that a parabola is an arbitrarilypoor approximation of a 
circular limit-cycle, is inconsistent with the effective phase-invariance 
property of the Galerkin system, and should hence not even be 
considered as a scaling relationship. If (4) were true, then a2 would 
either be always non-negative or always non-positive, violating (3a). 
Starting with (3b), we obtain a2= α (1+cos 2ω1 t)/2 which is obviously 
incompatible with (3b). Even if the approximate solution of the Galerkin 
system was un-known, the equations are actively phase-invariant and 
mirror symmetric for a1, a2. If a2=αa1

2 is true, then a2=- αa1
2, a1=αa2

2, 
etc, would be true as well, imposing a1=a2=0 as the only solution. 
However, a1=a2=0 is in contradiction to the assumed non- trivial limit 
cycle behavior. Even if the Galerkin system was not effectively phase 
invariant, why should a trans-formation impose a single sign on one 
of the amplitudes? Principal orthogonal decomposition (POD) modes 
should vanish on average, leading again to the unphysical solution 
a1=a2=0. Hence, the curious scaling relation-ship (4) should not be 
applied. Thereafter, the construed counter-argument collapses.	

In addition, Di Vita also requests scaling invariance E → λE from 
the closure, this time without going into the analytics. Why should 
the MaxEnt closure be in different to arbitrary energy levels when the 
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Galerkin solution and the resulting power equation permit only one 
non-trivial fluctuation level corresponding to von Karman vortex 
shedding? Again, a symmetry is suggested which is in contradiction 
to the nature of nonlinear oscillation with a stable limit cycle. Scaling 
arguments should only be applied to closures when the constitutive 
evolution equations have the scaling properties. Clearly, Di Vita’s 
criticism is based on a misunderstanding of the foundation of such 
scaling arguments.

Broader comments on theory [1,12], we also wish to raise some 
broader questions concerning nonequilibrium thermodynamics 
and the analysis of dissipative systems. Firstly, we are curious why 
Di Vitapays so much attention to Prigogine's [17]. MinEP principle? 
For a system with a unique steady state - which generally implies a 
system which is “near equilibrium" - this merely identies the steady-
state solution in the space of transient non-solutions. The steady-state 
solution is usually also obtainable by direct calculation, in which case 
Prigogine's principle tells us nothing new. Indeed, we are unaware 
of any example in any branch of engineering in which Prigogine's 
principle is actually invoked. We here distinguish Prigogine's principle 
from other MinEP or related principles which have found utility in 
engineering, such as the MinEP engineering design principle of Bejan 
[18], the MinEP limit given in nite time thermodynamics [19-21] or its 
steady-state analogue [22], or the minimum power principle invoked 
in the analysis of electrical networks [23,24]. Prigogine's principle 
is fundamentally different to the entropy production extremum 
hypotheses principles of interest to us and many others, especially 
the MaxEP principle advocated by Paltridge [3] and its inversion to a 
MinEP principle by switching between ux and force constraints [25-
30]. Such principle(s), if they exist, would identify the observable steady 
state from the set of many possible steady states. This would provide 
(or extract) some extremely useful information, without the need for 
a full dynamical solution. This utility explains the strong attention this 
topic has received in the literature. Di Vita [1] dismisses the existence 
of the Paltridge MaxEP principle on the grounds that it involves the 
introduction of additional hypotheses, which by themselves are less 
evident than [MaxEP] itself. This criticism may be correct insofar 
as it applies to Ziegler's orthogonality principle [31] and to early 
theoretical treatments of the Paltridge MaxEP principle [32,33], in 
which errors have been identified [34,35]. It could also be made of 
a recent treatment [36] in which an irreversibility function itself the 
consequence of MaxEnt analysis is imposed as a constraint, which 
might be considered to invoke circular reasoning. Di Vita's criticism 
could also be leveled at the various formulations of upper bound theory 
in turbulent uid mechanics [37-39], in which the postulated extrema 
may appear rather ad hoc. However, other theoretical treatments have 
been proposed to explain entropy production extrema, including our 
above mentioned MaxEnt analysis of an infinitesima low system [8-
11]. The analysis is based on maximization of an entropy depend on 
the set of instantaneous flux states and reaction rates, giving a potential 
function (negative Massieu function) which is minimized at steady-
state low. In certain circumstances, this can be interpreted to give rise 
to a secondary" MaxEP principle. We do not believe that this analysis 
invokes any additional hypotheses; indeed, it preserves the Legendre 
mathematical structure also evident in equilibrium thermodynamics. 
It cannot be so readily dismissed by Di Vita.

Furthermore, Di Vita [1] comments that he has criticised the first 
author’s 2009 paper [8] in his 2010 paper [12]. However, the only thing 
we can find is an oblique comment on our choice of prior probabilities, 
and that the analysis does not give a MaxEnt equivalent of Liouville’s 
equation. These comments are so vague that we do not see how 

to interpret them as a criticism. In the first study [8] we do adopt a 
uniform prior probability, but in later works [9-11] we consider a prior 
probability in its full generality, which must be selectedfor the problem 
at hand. This is a feature of all MaxEnt analyses [40]. Indeed, in the cited 
MaxEnt closure of a Galerkin decomposition [2,13], solution requires 
the use of a non-uniform prior to account for marginal stability of the 
fixed point of the limit cycle. The MaxEnt method is therefore tightly 
connected to Bayesian inference, in that it is necessary to choose (or 
infer) a prior probability from the problem specification. Concerning 
Liouville’s equation, the idea of a mechanical basis of thermodynamics 
is certainly very old but quite flawed, especially if the p’s and q’s are 
insufficient to describe the system (e.g. for interacting particles, or in 
dissipative systems, or in flow systems under the Eulerian description). 
Callen [39], for example, does not require or even mention Liouville.
Even the masterful treatise by Hill [40] examines Liouville, but does not 
actually use it. Writing Boltzmann’s principle (“MaxProb”) [41-44] in 
the weak or inferential form [45]: 

“A system may be inferred to be in its most probable state”, 

We see that this principle applies to any probabilistic system, 
regardless of whether it is a thermodynamic system or involves 
thermodynamic equilibrium. Indeed, this principle provides the 
foundation of Large Deviations theory in statistical inference [45] 
and also of the Method of Types in communication theory. To the 
extent that the relative entropy function and Jaynes’ MaxEnt method 
are derivable from Boltzmann’s principle, they also apply to any 
probabilistic system regard- less of its connection to thermodynamics. 
We invoke this MaxEnt method of inference directly; no further 
dynamical principle is needed.

Other than this, we appreciate Di Vita’s 2010 paper [12] and its 
classification scheme. We have two major points of departure, however:

1. Di Vita assumes local thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE), a very 
strong assumption, which strongly constrains his results. In chemically 
reactive systems, especially in natural systems, we know that LTE is not 
correct. The analysis then becomes messy, requiring empirical kinetic 
rate laws with fitted parameters, but in many systems this cannot be 
avoided. We also invoke LTE in many of our studies (primarily to 
define local temperatures, chemical potentials, etc), but do not see it 
as critical to the analysis; we would gladly discard it if a better method 
were available.

2. Although Di Vita [12] gives a nice structure and some useful
inequalities, expressing a number of variational principles with which 
to determine sys- tem stability indeed, which play the role of constraints 
is it enough? Are there any other principles derived directly from 
probabilistic inference which can be used for system closure? If such 
principle(s) do exist, they will one day be considered of equal status 
to the four known laws of thermodynamics. Indeed, they will come to 
define “thermodynamics” as distinct from present-day “thermostatics”. 

We thank Di Vita for his interest in our work.

References

1. Di Vita A (2012) On information thermodynamics and scale invariance frin fluid 
dynamics. J Thermod Cat 3: e108.

2. Noack BR, Niven RK (2012) Maximum-entropy closure for a Galerkin system of 
incompressible shear flow. J Fluid Mech 700: 187-213.

3. Paltridge GW (1975) Global dynamics and climate-asystem of minimum
entropy exchange. Quart J Royal Meteorol Soc 101: 475-484.

4. Paltridge GW (1978) The steady-state format of global climate. Quart J Royal
Meteorol Soc 104: 927-945.

http://www.omicsonline.org/2157-7544/2157-7544-3-e108.php?aid=8467
http://www.omicsonline.org/2157-7544/2157-7544-3-e108.php?aid=8467
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011APS..DFD.H3002N
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011APS..DFD.H3002N
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/qj.49710142906/abstract?systemMessage=Wiley+Online+Library+will+be+disrupted+on+31+August+from+10%3A00-12%3A00+BST+%2805%3A00-07%3A00+EDT%29+for+essential+maintenance
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/qj.49710142906/abstract?systemMessage=Wiley+Online+Library+will+be+disrupted+on+31+August+from+10%3A00-12%3A00+BST+%2805%3A00-07%3A00+EDT%29+for+essential+maintenance
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/qj.49710444206/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/qj.49710444206/abstract


Citation: Niven RK, Bernd Noack R (2013) Discussion of Di Vita A on Information Thermodynamics and Scale Invariance in Fluid Dynamics. J 
Thermodyn Catal 4: 24. doi: 10.4172/2157-7544.1000124

Page 3 of 3

Volume 4 • Issue 2 • 1000124
J Thermodyn Catal
ISSN: 2157-7544 JTC, an open access journal 

5. Ozawa H, Ohmura A, Lorenz RD, Pujol T (2003)The second law of
thermodynamics and the global climate system: A review of the maximum
entropy production principle. Rev Geophys 41.

6. Kleidon A, Lorenz RD (2005) Non-equilibrium Thermodynamics and the
Production of Entropy: Life Earth and Beyond, Springer Verlag, Heidelberg.

7. Martyushev LM, Seleznev VD (2006) Maximum entropy production principle in 
physics, chemistry and biology. Physics Reports 426: 1-45.

8. Niven RK (2009) Steady state of a dissipative flow controlled system and the 
maximum entropy production principle. Phys Rev E 80.

9. Niven RK (2010) Minimisation of a free–energy–like potential for non–
equilibrium systems at steady state. Phil Trans B 365: 1323-1331.

10.	Niven RK (2012) Maximum entropy analysis of steady–state flow systems 
(and extremum entropy production principles). AIP Conference Proceedings,
Melville, NY, 1443: 270-281.

11.	Niven RK, Noack BR (2013) Control volume analysis, entropy balance and the 
entropy production in flow systems.

12.	Di Vita A (2010) Maximum or minimum entropy production? How to select a
necessary criterion of stability for a dissipative fluid or plasma. Phys Rev E Stat 
Nonlin Soft Matter Phys 81.

13.	Noack BR, Niven RK (2013) A hierarchy of maximum entropy closures for
Galerkin systems of incompressible flows. Computers and Mathematics with 
Applications 65: 1558-1574.

14.	Noack BR, Morzyn´ski M, Tadmor G (2011) Reduced Order Modelling for Flow 
Control. Springer-Verlag Vienna.

15.	Tadmor G, Lehmann O, Noack BR, Cordier L, Delville J (2011) Reduced order 
models for closed-loop wake control. Phil Trans Roy Soc A 369: 1513-1523.

16.	Prigogine I (1967) Introduction to Thermodynamics of Irreversible Processes:
IntersciencePubl (3rd edn), NY, USA.

17.	Bejan A (1996) Entropy Generation Minimization, CRC Press, Boca Raton.

18.	Salamon P, Andresen B, Gait PD, Berry RS (1980) The signicance of
Weinhold's length. J Chem Phys 73: 1001-1002.

19.	Salamon P, Berry RS (1983) Thermodynamic length and dissipated availability. 
Phys Rev Lett 51: 1127-1130.

20.	Nulton J, Salamon P, Andresen B, Anmin Q (1985) Quasistatic processes as
step equilibrations. J Chem Phys 83: 334-338.

21.	Niven RK, Andresen B (2009) Complex Physical, Biophysical and Econophysical 
Systems, World Scientific Lecture Notes in Complex Systems. World Scienti, 
Hackensack, NJ 9: 283-318.

22.	Jeans J (1925) The Mathematical Theory of Electricity and Magnetism.
(5thedn), Cambridge, UP.

23.	Landauer R (1975) Stability and entropy production in electrical circuits. Journal 
of Statistical Physics 13: 1-16.

24.	Paulus MD (2000) Second Law Applications in Modeling, Design and
Optimization, PhD thesis, Marquette University, Milwaukee, WI.

25.	Paulus DM, Gaggioli RA (2004) Some observations of entropy extrema in fluid 
flow. Energy 29: 2847-2500.

26.	Martyushev LM (2007) Some interesting consequences of the maximum
entropy production principle. J ExperTheor Phys 104: 651-654.

27.	Niven RK (2010) Simultaneous extrema in the entropy production for steady
state fluid flow in parallel pipes. J Non Equil Thermodyn 35: 347-378.

28.	Kawazura Y, Yoshida Z (2010) Entropy production rate in a flux driven self 
organizing system. Phys Rev E 82.

29.	Kawazura Y, Yoshida Z (2012) Comparison of entropy production rates in
two different types of self organized flows: Bnard convection and zonal flow. 
Physics of Plasma 19.

30.	Ziegler H (1977) An Introduction to Thermomechanics, North- Holland Publ.
Co., Amsterdam.

31.	Dewar RC (2003) Information theory explanation of the fluctuation theorem, 
maximum entropy production and self- organized criticality in non-equilibrium
stationary states. J Phys A Math Gen 36: 631-64.

32.	Dewar RC (2005) Maximum entropy production and the fluctuation theorem, J 
Phys A Math Gen 38: 371-381.

33.	Bruers S (2007) A discussion on maximum entropy production and information 
theory. J Phys A Math Theor 40: 7441-7450.

34.	Grinstein G, Linsker R (2007) Comments on a derivation and application of the 
‘maximum entropy production’ principle J Phys A Math Theor 40: 9717-9720.

35.	Malkus WVR (1956) Outline of a theory of turbulent shear flow. Journal of Fluid 
Mechanics 1: 521-539.

36.	Busse FH (1970) Bounds for turbulent shear flow. Journal of Fluid Mechanics 
41: 219–240.

37.	Kerswellb RR (2002) Upper bounds on general dissipation functionals in
turbulent shear flows: revisiting the ‘efficiency’ functional. J Fluid Mech 461: 
239-275.

38.	Jaynes ET (2003) Probability Theory: The Logic of Science, Cambridge UP,
Cambridge.

39.	Callen HB (1985) Thermodynamics and an Introduction to Thermostatistics.
(2nd edn) John Wiley, NY.

40.	Hill TL (1956) Statistical Mechanics, McGraw-Hill, NY, USA.

41.	Plank M (1901) Ueber das Gesetz der Energieverteilungim Normal spectrum.
Annalen der Physik 309: 553-563.

42.	Niven RK (2009) Combinatorial entropies and statistics. Eur Phys J B 70: 49-63.

43.	Ellis RS (1985) Entropy, Large Deviations, and Statistical Mechanics, Springer-
Verlag, NY.

44.	Touchette H (2009) The large deviation approach to statistical mechanics,
Physics Reports 478: 1-69.

45.	Csiszar I (1998) The method of types, IEEE Transactions on Information
Theory 44: 2505-2523.

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1029/2002RG000113/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1029/2002RG000113/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1029/2002RG000113/abstract
http://link.springer.com/book/10.1007/b12042/page/1
http://link.springer.com/book/10.1007/b12042/page/1
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006PhR...426....1M
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006PhR...426....1M
http://pre.aps.org/abstract/PRE/v80/i2/e021113
http://pre.aps.org/abstract/PRE/v80/i2/e021113
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/365/1545/1323
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/365/1545/1323
http://proceedings.aip.org/resource/2/apcpcs/1443/1/270_1?isAuthorized=no
http://proceedings.aip.org/resource/2/apcpcs/1443/1/270_1?isAuthorized=no
http://proceedings.aip.org/resource/2/apcpcs/1443/1/270_1?isAuthorized=no
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20481707
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20481707
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20481707
http://www.berndnoack.com/publications/Noack2013cma.PDF
http://www.berndnoack.com/publications/Noack2013cma.PDF
http://www.berndnoack.com/publications/Noack2013cma.PDF
http://www.springer.com/physics/classical+continuum+physics/book/978-3-7091-0757-7
http://www.springer.com/physics/classical+continuum+physics/book/978-3-7091-0757-7
http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/369/1940/1513.full
http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/369/1940/1513.full
http://isbndb.com/book/introduction_to_thermodynamics_of_irreversible_processes
http://isbndb.com/book/introduction_to_thermodynamics_of_irreversible_processes
http://prl.aps.org/abstract/PRL/v51/i13/p1127_1
http://prl.aps.org/abstract/PRL/v51/i13/p1127_1
http://jcp.aip.org/resource/1/jcpsa6/v83/i1/p334_s1?isAuthorized=no
http://jcp.aip.org/resource/1/jcpsa6/v83/i1/p334_s1?isAuthorized=no
http://ebooks.cambridge.org/ebook.jsf?bid=CBO9780511694356
http://ebooks.cambridge.org/ebook.jsf?bid=CBO9780511694356
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2FBF01012596#page-2
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2FBF01012596#page-2
http://epublications.marquette.edu/dissertations/AAI9991616/
http://epublications.marquette.edu/dissertations/AAI9991616/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360544204001069
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360544204001069
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/225622164_Some_interesting_consequences_of_the_maximum_entropy_production_principle
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/225622164_Some_interesting_consequences_of_the_maximum_entropy_production_principle
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010JNET...35..347N
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010JNET...35..347N
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21230743
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21230743
http://pop.aip.org/resource/1/phpaen/v19/i1/p012305_s1?isAuthorized=no
http://pop.aip.org/resource/1/phpaen/v19/i1/p012305_s1?isAuthorized=no
http://pop.aip.org/resource/1/phpaen/v19/i1/p012305_s1?isAuthorized=no
http://www.amazon.com/Introduction-Thermomechanics-North-Holland-Mathematics-Mechanics/dp/0444865039
http://www.amazon.com/Introduction-Thermomechanics-North-Holland-Mathematics-Mechanics/dp/0444865039
http://cds.cern.ch/record/775452?ln=en
http://cds.cern.ch/record/775452?ln=en
http://cds.cern.ch/record/775452?ln=en
http://iopscience.iop.org/0305-4470/38/21/L01/
http://iopscience.iop.org/0305-4470/38/21/L01/
http://iopscience.iop.org/1751-8121/40/27/003
http://iopscience.iop.org/1751-8121/40/27/003
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007JPhA...40.9717G
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007JPhA...40.9717G
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=367125
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=367125
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=382890
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=382890
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=111073
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=111073
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=111073
http://www.cambridge.org/us/academic/subjects/physics/theoretical-physics-and-mathematical-physics/probability-theory-logic-science
http://www.cambridge.org/us/academic/subjects/physics/theoretical-physics-and-mathematical-physics/probability-theory-logic-science
http://www.abebooks.com/Thermodynamics-Introduction-Thermostatistics-2nd-Edition-Callen/9266150918/bd
http://www.abebooks.com/Thermodynamics-Introduction-Thermostatistics-2nd-Edition-Callen/9266150918/bd
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Statistical_Mechanics.html?id=wfZUOgqUdvwC&redir_esc=y
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/andp.19013090310/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/andp.19013090310/abstract
http://epjb.epj.org/articles/epjb/abs/2009/13/b080882/b080882.html
http://link.springer.com/book/10.1007/978-1-4613-8533-2/page/1
http://link.springer.com/book/10.1007/978-1-4613-8533-2/page/1
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157309001410
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157309001410
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.29.2275&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.29.2275&rep=rep1&type=pdf

	Title
	Corresponding author
	References



