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Abstract. Regional density functional theory has been
extended to treat irreversible thermodynamic electronic
processes for application to adiabatic electron-transfer
processes of chemical reactions. Onsager’s local equilib-
rium hypothesis is slightly modified to take into account
the quantum mechanical nature of the electron. The
quantum mechanical interference effect has been dem-
onstrated to be included in the entropy production rate
formula associated with electron transfer through an
interface. A new formula for the determination of the
transition state of a chemical reaction has been postu-
lated that corresponds to the maximum of the regional
electron transferability. A quantum mechanical law of
mass action has been established and applied to prove
the regional electrochemical potential inequality prin-
ciple.
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1 Introduction

Gibbs proved the usefulness of the constant chemical
potential between two regions in space where we observe
no flux of particles whatsoever when chemical equili-
brium is attained globally [1]. The constancy of the
chemical potential is perturbed if we put an object
between a pair of regions, when the transfer of particles
is rather inhibited through the interface, bringing about
a finite difference in regional chemical potentials even
after chemical equilibrium is attained globally [2]. The
object may in some cases be represented as a semi-
permeable membrane. If the particles are electrons,
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quantum mechanical tunneling is allowed through the
barrier of the interface, and the common value of the
chemical potential acquires physical reality as the Fermi
level, a well-defined useful quantity. For electrons,
however, the regional energies are not free from the
long-range Coulomb interactions nor the off-diagonal
matrix elements that should act even through the
interface. Although screening effects may somehow hide
the long-range Coulomb interactions, the off-diagonal
terms in the density matrix should still play an important
role that is representative of the nonlocal coherent
nature of the electronic wave function, the very nature of
the quantum mechanics of electrons. The consequence is
that there remain finite differences in the regional
chemical potentials even though the Fermi level is
defined rigorously following the condition of the global
equilibrium; this inhomogeneity of regional chemical
potentials was proved in an earlier paper using the
complementary regions P and Q that span the whole
space [3-5], and the proof is here referred to as the
regional electrochemical potential inequality principle or
the chemical potential inequality principle for short.

It is the aim of this article to demonstrate the chem-
ical potential inequality principle in a more general
situation where we start from the treatment of irre-
versible electronic processes over more than two regions
in a chemical reaction system under external pertur-
bations.

Let us consider a chemical reaction system A em-
bedded in a medium M, an environmental system of
chemical reaction. During the progress of chemical re-
action in A, the electronic subsystem of A can exchange
heat, work, and electrons with M through an interface
which divides A from M. Morecover, the electronic sub-
system of A can exert work on the nuclear subsystem of
A, and vice versa, where the nuclear subsystem of A is
assumed to be thermally isolated from the medium M as
well as from the electronic subsystem of A. This is the
adiabatic approximation that we rely on throughout in
this article, and we neglect relativistic effects as well. If
the electronic subsystem of A is in chemical equilibrium
with the medium M and the chemical reaction in A is a
quasi-static process, then the maximum work is gained



from the electronic subsystem of A, and therefore only
the minimum work is required for the nuclear subsystem
of A [1], where the pathway of the nuclear configuration
change is given by using the theory of the intrinsic
reaction coordinate (IRC) or meta-IRC [6, 7].

The adiabatic electron transfer in the chemical reac-
tion system A is studied by regional density functional
theory [3-5], in which we have assumed that at every
moment of fixed configuration for the nuclear subsystem
of A the electrons are redistributed in A with no excess
or loss adapted to each region of space, whereby any
irreversible electron flow which may be brought about
by the infinitesimal successive change of nuclear con-
figuration should ultimately disappear; this is quite a
natural assumption. Even in the absence of M, the dis-
tribution of the electronic density p(r) in the electronic
subsystem of A is inhomogeneous, reflecting the inho-
mogeneous discrete distribution of nuclei in A. However
inhomogeneous p(r) should be, Mermin [8] proved that
the thermodynamic potential Q for the electronic sub-
system of A is a unique function of p(r):

Qlp] = Trlp) [H ~ iGN+ hn(plp)| (1)
= E[p] — ugNlp] — TS[p] , (2)
Elp] = Flp] + / dr p(r)v(r) | (3)

where p, H, N, E, N, S, T, ug, B, F, and v(r) denote the
density matrix, the electronic Hamiltonian, the electron
number operator, the electronic energy, the electron
number, the electronic entropy, the absolute tempera-
ture, the Gibbs electrochemical potential or the Gibbs
chemical potential for short, the inverse temperature, the
universal functional, and the external potential com-
posed of electron-nuclear Coulomb attraction energies,
respectively. The Gibbs chemical potential pg is ob-
tained as

OF
wa=(5v), - @

which is the change in the electronic energy E as a
function of the electron number N.

In harmony with the inhomogeneity of p(r), we have
given a mathematical proof of the inhomogeneity of the
regional chemical potentials [3-5]. Indeed, in terms of
the complementary regions P and Q that span the whole
space, we have

e 7# Hq > (5)

where up and ug denote the regional chemical potentials
8Ep> <8EQ>

w=(5e) o= (52) ©
ONp S,Ng,v Q 8NQ S.Np,v

with regional electronic energies Epq and electron
numbers Np g that satisfy

E=Fp+Eq , (7)
N=Np+Ng . (8)
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The difference in Eq. (5) has been given as
tp — fig = tp — 7q  (difference rule) , 9)

where 1pq denotes the regional transfer potentials
defined as

_ (Ep _ (9Eq
= (W)W’ Q= (a—zv)&\,,r’ (19

which are summed up to give ug,
UG =Tp + 1@ (sum rule) , (11)

where the subscript I' in Eq. (10) denotes the coordinate
of electron transfer [3]. The chemical potential inequality
principle is schematically shown in Fig. 1.

It is not, however, a trivial matter to “observe’ the
inhomogeneity of the regional chemical potentials using
appropriate apparatus. A promising candidate for this
kind of measurement may be found in a study of the
work function of metals as a function of crystallographic
planes [9]. The medium M in this measurement of the
work function is used to observe the electrostatic po-
tential energy of an electron at a point in the neighbor-
hood of the crystal surface plane just outside of it [10],
where a clever choice of apparatus could allow the
chemical potential inequality principle to be proved.
However, we are not in a position here in this article to
invent a device if the medium M is situated in such a way
as to discriminate against the regional chemical poten-
tials. Rather, we shall devise a method to probe the
transfer of electrons within the electronic subsystem of A
from one region to another through the interface situ-
ated in-between. The subdivision of the electronic sub-
system of A into regions R, R/, R”, and so on is shown
schematically in Fig. 2a. In a region, R say, the elec-
tronic subsystem of A is assumed to be in chemical
equilibrium, but we allow irreversible electron flow
through the interface that divides R and the adjacent
region, R’ say.

This situation is nothing but the local equilibrium
hypothesis due to Onsager [11, 12] and is adapted in this
article in order to treat irreversible electron transfer in
the electronic subsystem of A. In the irreversible ther-
modynamics of Onsager, there is a gradient of chemical
potentials, where Eq. (5) is mandatory. We shall slightly
modify the theory of Onsager in such a way that the

Sum Rule Ug=Tp+ TQ
Difference Rule Up - g =1Tp - Tg

— Mo

Mg

Hp ——

Fig. 1. The chemical potential inequality principle
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 2. Regional partitioning: a interface structure, and b Onsag-
er’s hypothesis of local equilibrium

quantum mechanical interference effect works through
the interfaces that divide the regions in the electronic
subsystem of A. This quantum mechanical interference
effect survives even in the limit of global chemical
equilibrium, leading to the chemical potential inequality
principle that predicts the inequality in-between either

1. The Gibbs chemical potential ug for the electronic
subsystem of A as a whole and the regional chemical
potential ug, or

2. The regional chemical potentials py themselves.

Unless otherwise stated explicitly, we do not use the
zero-temperature limit in each equation, as was implic-
itly performed in our preceding papers [3-5].

2 Extension of Onsager’s local equilibrium theory

2.1 Local equilibrium under quantum mechanical
interference effects

In his original theory, Onsager established a local
equilibrium hypothesis in the treatment of irreversible
thermodynamic processes. According to his hypothesis,
we need the number of the Gibbs ensembles which is as
many as the number of regions as shown in Fig. 2b. In

his original hypothesis, each region has its own Hamil-
tonian; however, we shall now allow the quantum
mechanical coherency of electrons that can tunnel to
neighboring regions surrounding the region R of inte-
rest. This slight extension can be performed using
apparatus density functional theory where we need only
one electronic Hamiltonian that covers the system as
a whole and the distribution of electron density that
possesses coherency is treated as the apparatus for the
region R of interest [3]. Thus we get the density matrix

px = eXp(—ﬁRﬁ - VRN)/TFCXP(_BRH - ?RN) (12)
with

ﬁ:ﬁAfZ:mARf/wwﬂﬂﬁw, (13)

where Ha, Agr, and N (r) denote, respectively, the
Hamiltonian of the system A, the apparatus operator,
and the electron density operator. The electron density
operator N(r) is integrated to give the electron number
operator N,

N:/wﬁm. (14)

The Lagrange multipliers in px are
1. The inverse temperature fiz,

1
Pr=itre (15)

with the temperature 7r and the Boltzmann constant kg.
2. The Gibbs chemical potential pgg,

TR = —PrUGR - (16)

3. The apparatus parameter A;g.

4. The controlling function vg () of electron density.
The Hamiltonian H reduces to the original Hamiltonian
Ha of the electronic subsystem A when we treat the
equilibrium state in the absence of apparatuses.

Since we are treating local equilibrium under the
presence of apparatuses, the Mermin entropy principle
ensures the maximum entropy using p* in Eq. (12)

S = —kgTrp* In px = maximum . (17)

By assuming that we use a nonrelativistic Hamiltonian,
the apparatus should not absorb or create electrons, and
hence H as well as Hx should be commutable with N,

[H,N] =0, (18)
so that A and N are simultaneously diagonalized to give
H|j) =Ejlj) (19)
Nij)=Nilj) (20)
and therefore

pr =" _1ip; (Jl (21)

J
pj = exp(—PrE; — )rN;)ER , (22)

where we have used the partition function



Er Zexp —BrE; — 7rN;) , (23)
J

and the normalization condition

Trlj) Gl =1 . (24)

The total electronic energy E and the total electron
number N are given by

E:Tr[)*I:I:ijEJ- ,
J

N:Trﬁ*N:ijNj
J

(25)
(26)

It should be noted that the electron density p,(r) for the
state j is obtained as the diagonal part of the first-order
reduced density matrix and satisfies
[ o) =11 1 = (1)

In other words, the normalization condition, Eq. (24),
reads

Jdrp;(r)

T (1= =1 (28)

2.2 Regional partitioning

In a previous study, we introduced a device to calculate
regional quantities using reduced density matrices [3, 4].
The manipulation is based on the coordinate represen-
tation of the density matrix, where the multiple integra-
tion with respect to spatial Cartesian coordinates r;
and spin coordinates ¢; for the ith electron is divided
into

/Hdridai :/drl/dal H drido; |
i i(#1)

and the final integration is further divided into a regional
partitioned form

/dm:Z/drl,
RR

where the subscript R of the integration symbol dictates
integration confined solely to the particular region R.

In particular, for example, the electron number N; of
the jth state is partitioned into a regional electron
number Njr as follows

N/:/drpj ZNJR’ Njr —/drpj(r) ,

R
where we have used Eqgs. (27) and (30). In other words,
using Egs. (28), (30), and (31), we have

N,
ijRfl ij:]\%{ .
7

(29)

(30)

(31)

Trlj) (j| = (32)

191

Hence, we obtain the following regional partitionings:

E; _Z (33)
N; = ZN,R,

Zp]R ;. pr(r) = p;(r) in R,= 0otherwise .

jR_Ew]R )

JR - ijR b (34)

(35)
Analogously, we obtain
E= ZER, Er = ijEjR = ijijjR , (36)
R J J
N = ZNR, Nr = ij]ij = ijNjij , (37)
R J J
= pr(r), )= pipr(r) (38)
R J
Moreover, Eq. (17) reduces to
(39)

S = ZSR, SR = Z(—kBp] lnp])a)jR .
R J

It should be noted that the regional entropies Sg are
exactly added to give the total entropy S, but the
maximum of the total entropy S is not necessarily that of
the regional entropies.

The alternative density functional representation of E
can now be obtained in terms of the regional ones

= Fll + [ o) = 3Bl (40)
with
Eulp) = Felp] + [ drpg ()00 (41)
and in terms of E;[p] as
Elp) = Fpl+ [ o) =S Enlal @
with
Exle) = Ewlp) + [ drom(r)o(). 43)
2.3 Infinitesimal changes in regional quantities
The infinitesimal change of ER is given by

(44)

dEr =d Yy piEr =Y dpEr+ Y pjdEw -
J J J

For (1) the quantities related to dp; we have also dNr
and dSg as follows:

dNR = deijcojR
J

= dpiNjor + > _ piNjdopr (45)
7 7
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TrdSr = Trd ) _(—kpp;Inp)or
j
= —kpTr Z(dpj Inpj)ajr
J

—kgTr Y _ldpjor + (pInp))dor] (46)
J
while for (2) the quantities related to dE;r we have
dE;r = dFjr +/drdij(r)v(r)+/drij(r)dv(r) .

(47)

Here we can write

OEn OE R
dN, = dNg:
aNR R T RZ;R ONwr R »

cmR+/mﬂmﬂnwm:

(48)

where the partial derivatives with respect to the regional
electron numbers are to be performed using the manip-
ulation

O [al o 0 [ 00

ONR ONr 0p(r)’ ONg ONg: op(r) ’
(49)

where 0 denotes the functional derivative and

o0t _ (201

ONR ONR V:NR’(#R)’

o) _ (2010 (50)

aNR/ aNR/ l’,NR/ 'rNR”(#R,R’)

denote the Fukui functions with respect to the regional
electron number changes. These are combined to reduce
Eq. (44) to

dER = TR dSg + pg dNg + Y oppr dNy

R'(ZR)
+ [ o)) | (s1)
with
8p/
R = Hor + kTR Z ER)O/R - ONg
OE
+(p;Inp; + 7rpiN; >+Z iy L (52)
Ip;
oarr = kT Yo J
RR BTR Z( R DN

OE R
+(p;Inp; + 7rp;N; > Z piy N (5%)
The regional chemical potential up is slightly different
from the Gibbs chemical potential pge, and the new
quantity argrs measures the quantum mechanical inter-

ference effect. The last term Eq. (51) represents the
external work against the nuclear subsystem of A.

3 Chemical equilibrium

If the global chemical equilibrium is attained, we have

Th=Tp =Tpr = -~ =T (54)
and
dE = TdS + ug dN + /drp(r)dv(r) . (55)

Using Egs. (36), (51), and (54), we have

dE = ZR:dER = T;dSR +ZR: <uR + > ocR/R)dNR

RIZR)
+ / S pr(r) dv(r) - (56)

Then, comparing Eq. (55) with Eq. (56), and using
Eq. (38), we obtain

HG = UR + Z AR/'R - (57)
R'(ZR)

This is referred to as the quantum mechanical law of
mass action. If we neglect the quantum mechanical
interference term arg, wWe get

MR = Hrr = HRr =+ = HG (58)

which is nothing but the Gibbs law of mass action. It is
observed that Eq. (58) is interpreted as the Sanderson
principle of electronegativity equalization [13].

4 Two-region problem

For the illustration of the present treatment, we shall
apply the theory to a two-region problem; the system is
composed of only two complementary regions Q and P
in which an electron is transferred from Q to P. The
partitioning of p(r), E, N, and S are given by

p(r) = pp(r) + po(r) (59)
E=FEp+Eq , (60)
N=Np+Ng , (61)
S=Sp+Sq - (62)

For the adiabatic process, where the electronic subsys-
tem of A is closed and the external work left in the last
term in Eq. (56) is the only work done, we have

dN = dNp + dNg = 0 (63)

and
dE = dEp + dEq = /drpp(r)dv(r) + /drpQ(r)dv(r)

:/d(r)p(r)dv(r) . (64)



Let us define the adiabatic electron transfer across the
interface as dng:

dNp = —dNQ = dl’lQ >0 (65)

and the adiabatic heat transfer across the interface as
dXQZ

dQP = —dQQ = dXQ . (66)
Using Eqgs. (41), (51), (65), and (66), we have
d0y = dFy + / dr dpy(r)v(r) = dxg

= TpdSp + (up - OCPQ)an ) (67)

dQq = dFq + /dl”dpQ(l”>V(I’> = —dxq
= TQ dSQ - (ﬂQ - OCQp)an . (68)
Then the regional entropy production is calculated to be

dx —
dsp = 2Q _ Man ,
Tp Tp
dx.
_dvo |
Tq Iq

(69)

Ho — o

dSq = L ing (70)

and the entropy production as a whole is found to be

dS = dSp + dSQ

- 1 1 up  Hq oapQ oQp
- (Tp TQ> v < v To ( T o))
(71)

In the limit of a small temperature difference, we shall
introduce a symbol Ar which denotes the regional
change at the region R and we obtain

dS = Aq (%) dgq — TLQ (AQ(#Q)TQ
- (Af>(0<1>Q)TP - AP(“QP)TP>>an ; (72)

where the net heat transfer is denoted as dgq:
dqq = dxq

8[JQ 8OCPQ 80(Qp
- Io——-T — dng .
+< Mot lepr Q(aTP arp ) |
(73)
The regional dissipation function TrR®gr for entropy
production is then calculated, using a symbol gradg

which denotes the regional gradient at the region R, to
be

dSq
©q = gradg [ —2 74
0 = erado 2] (74)
T9®q =Y XigJig » (75)
ko

where the generalized force X, and the conjugate flux
Ji, are defined as

gy, =0 (76)

Xy = —gradg In(Tq), Jy4 p

X, = —gradg (uq) o +gradp (opq) r,—gradp (oqp) s
an

Ty =—= .

Cdt

The regional electron transferability or the regional

conductance is calculated by modifying the Kubo
formula [14] as follows

(77)

g

2q = DqSq, 2ng = NG

Sq = (78)

27’[Q ’
where DqSq, and 7, denote, respectively, the diffusion
constant, the absolute softness, and the absolute hard-
ness [15] defined for the region R. The transition state of
the chemical reaction can now be postulated to be the
one that corresponds to the nuclear framework in which
a particular region possesses the maximum regional
electron transferability. This postulate has been numer-
ically demonstrated in some ion-molecule chemical
reaction systems to encompass the conventional defini-
tion of the transition state as the saddle point of the
potential energy surface along the IRC [16]. We need to
study further the relationship of the concept of the
electron transferability and the concept of the transition
state that determines the critical point of the electronic
process of chemical reactivity.

A case of irreversible electron transfer could be ob-
served under the condition of constant temperature:

For the irreversible process to occur, the entropy
production should be positive, dS > 0. The formula is
found from Eq. (71) to be

1

dS = =7 (np — nq — (pq — %qp))dng > 0 (80)

and then we have
Hp +oqQp < pig +opqQ - (81)

This is the quantum mechanical criterion of irreversible
electron transfer from Q to P at constant temperature,
Eq. (79).

A particular adiabatic process of great concern in the
electronic theory of chemical reactivity is the quasi-static
process defined as

dS=dSp+dSq=0,Tr=To=T , (82)
and hence from Eq. (80) we conclude
Hp + 0Qp = fig + OpQ - (83)

This again confirms Eq. (57) and hence is written
explicitly as

Hg = Mp + 0Qp = fig + 0pQ - (84)

In this case, the entropy production disappears and
therefore, we concentrate solely on the change in the
regional electron numbers. Let us then introduce the
coordinate of electron transfer I" that is a function g(x)
of x = Np —NQ [3]
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T =g(Np — Ng) - (85)

The change in E with respect to I" has been referred to as
the excitation potential ¢ [3]:

OFE
o — | — 86
‘ (6F> S.N,v ( )
The partitioning of ¢ is given by
e=¢p+eQ , (87)

where the regional excitation potentials are defined as

aEp 8EQ
- (Z=F === 88
r (ar >S,N,v’ « < or )S,N,v 7 ( )
which are now calculated to be
_ dQp — T dSp
dQq — T dS,
Using Egs. (67), (68), (89), and (90), we obtain
dQp = dFp + /drdpp(r)v(r)
:TdSp+3de:TdSp+(,up—och)an , (91)
dQq = dFy + /drdpQ(r)v(r)
= TdSQ + £Q dl' = TdSQ - (HQ - OCQp)an y (92)
The excitation potential as a whole then vanishes:
OFE
FTtie (8F> SNy , 3

where Eqgs. (91) and (92) have been added and Eqgs. (82)
and (83) have been used. Alternatively, using Eqs. (66),
(82), (89), and (90), we have Eq. (93).

On the other hand, introducing the transfer potentials

[4]

OEp 0Eq
p— —_— pu— —_— 4
° (61\'[>S,l",v7 fQ (6N>S.F,\’ ’ (9 )
we have the sum rule as follows:
OE
N ON S,y

where we have used Eqgs. (4) and (93).

The transfer potentials are combined to prove another
rule, the difference rule. Here we consider the process of
nonzero dN under the quasi-static condition of Eq. (82).
Then, using Eqgs. (41), (51), (88), and (94), we have

dQp = dIp + /drdpp(r)v(r)

= TdSp + pp dNp + apQ dNQ
=TdSp+ tpdN + epdl

dQq = dFy + / drdpQ(r)v(r)
= TdSQ + Hg dNQ + agp dNp
:TdSQ+‘EQdN+8QdF . (97)
Here we use Egs. (61) and (85) to obtain the relationship
dN = dNp + dNq , (98)
dl' = ¢'(dNp — dNq) , (99)

and substituting Egs. (98) and (99) into Egs. (96) and
(97), we obtain

pp =t +g'ep, opg=1p —g'ep , (100)
o =1Q—4g'tq, %qp=Tq+4g'aq - (101)
We therefore prove a couple of difference rules

fp — Hg = Tp — TQ , (102)
opQ — OlQp = Tp — TQ (103)

where we have subtracted Eq. (101) from Eq. (100) and
have used Eq. (93). The second difference rule, Eq. (103),
can also be deduced from Egs. (83) and (102). Thus Egs.
(95) and (102) constitute the regional chemical potential
inequality principle as shown in Fig. 1.

We shall here augment Egs. (98) and (99) with some
useful relationships as follows:

1 ar

de§<dN+?> , (104)
1 dar

dNQ—2<d g’) , (105)

and

0 1 0 1 0

- Y 4 - 7 106

ON 26Np+28NQ ’ (106)
1 1

4 9 4 (107)

T 240N 29 9Ng

5 Example

As an example, we take the limit of 7= 0. Then the
density matrix reduces to that of the pure state
corresponding to a particular ground state of fixed
electron number, say £ = Ey and N = N, for the zeroth
state. We have then the regional energy
Ny E

ErR=E N NNR .

That the regional energy is proportional to the regional
electron number is rigorously true in this limit. For a
closed system in the two-region problem under the
quasi-static condition of Eq. (82), the differentials of
Eq. (108) give

1 E Np
:——+—
2NN

(108)

dv(r) N,
”PQ(’”) d;) —WQ

ép



1 E Ng dv(r) Np dv(r)
8Q— 2g/N+ N er(l") ar N d}"IOQ(I") dar )
(109)

where we have used Eqgs. (104) and (105). Therefore,
substituting Eq. (109) into Egs. (100) and (101), we get

1E
Up = 1Tp +§N
Np dv(r) Ng dv(r)
+g/<ﬁ/d”PQ(”) i N drpp(r) ar )
1E
Q=T — 5y
(N dv(r) Nq dv(r)
0 (5 [ o) T =52 [ )
(110)
1E
Ho=Tetyy
o &/ dv(r) Np dv(r)
1E
“r =10 5y
, ]&/ dv(r) Np dv(r
g (32 [ armetn = o )
(111)
Moreover, for free electrons for which
v(r)=0, (112)

and using the independent-particle model, we have the
equality

E
hG =5 = const, Ep=pugNp, Eq=pugNq . (113)
Then we get
dEp = Ul dNP7 dEQ = Hg dNQ y (1 14)
and hence

1 1
TP:E:“G& TQZE#G ) (115)

1 1

(116)

&p :2_g"uG’ &Q = —2—g,/lc; »

where we have used Egs. (106) and (107). Equation (116)
is also given by substituting Eq. (112) into Eq. (109).
Moreover, using Egs. (100) and (101), we obtain

Hp = fig = Hg, opQ =oqp =0 . (117)

Likewise, substituting Eq. (112) into Egs. (110) and
(111), we get Eq. (117). The constancy of the regional
chemical potentials and the vanishing of the coherency
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terms, Eq. (117), reflect the homogeneity of the electron
density p(r) and the absence of the quantum mechanical
interference effects.

6 Conclusion

Regional density functional theory has been extended to
treat irreversible thermodynamic electronic processes for
application to adiabatic electron transfer processes of
chemical reactions. Onsager’s local equilibrium hypoth-
esis is slightly modified to take into account the quantum
mechanical nature of the electron. The quantum me-
chanical interference effect has been demonstrated to be
included in the entropy production rate formula associ-
ated with electron transfer through an interface. The new
concept of regional electron transferability is proposed
and the determination of the transition state of a
chemical reaction has been postulated that corresponds
to the maximum of the regional electron transferability.
A quantum mechanical law of mass action has been
established and applied to prove the chemical potential
inequality principle. The new quantum mechanical
principle predicts the inequality between either

1. The Fermi level and the regional chemical potential,
or
2. The regional chemical potentials themselves.

As an example of the present theory, the zero-tem-
perature limit and the free-electron model have been
demonstrated.
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