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We analyze theoretically the measurement of the mean owtpktand its fluctuations in a recently proposed
optomechanical quantum heat engine [K. Zhahgl. Phys. Rev. Lett112, 150602 (2014)]. After showing
that this work can be evaluated by a continuous measureménite intracavity photon number we discuss
both dispersive and absorptive measurement schemes adgdeatieeir back-action effects on the efficiency of
the engine. Both measurements are found to reduce the effica the engine, but their back-action is both
qualitatively and quantitatively different. For dispeesimeasurements the efficiency decreases as a result of
the mixing of photonic and phononic excitations, while fosarptive measurements, its reduction results from
photon losses due to the interaction with the quantum probe.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Wk, 07.10.Cm, 07.57.Kp

I. INTRODUCTION and analyzed theoretically an optomechanical QHE based on
an Otto cycle[[4]. In this system the intracavity field of an
The thermodynamic description of quantum heat engine§Ptomechanical resonator interacts coherently with alsing
(QHE) has been discussed at least since the early days of laggode of vibration of a mechanical resonator. The basic idea
physics [[1] and has recently attracted much interést| [2-5]P€hind the thermodynamic cycle is that depending on the de-
in part because the increased control achievable over micrdUning between the driving optical field and the resonater th
scopic and mesoscopic systems opens promising new avenygalure of the normal modes of the system (polaritons) can
of theoretical and experimental investigatibh [6—11]. be changed from photon-like to phonon-like, with assodate
QHE can exhibit intriguing properties, including their po- ¢oupling to thermal reservoirs of different temperaturesd
tential to outperform their classical analogues. For examp for the photons and warmer for the phonons.) The exquisite
it has been shown that a quantum photo-Carnot engine cxperimental control that can be achieved in optomechamcs
extract work from a single reservoir if the latter has built- SUggests that such a QHE may be a good candidate to imple-
in quantum coherencﬂglz , and its power can be increased€nt a measurement of the work output.
by noise-induced coherence [13]. In a different situatian, We consider that specific system to discuss several aspects
trapped ion based quantum engine operating on an Otto cyckf the work that can be extracted from QHE. Particular em-
was shown theoretically to break the Carnot efficiency limit phasis is placed on the quantum measurement of the work
the presence of a squeezed reserVoir [10]. and its fluctuations, and also on the back-action of its mea-
The definition of thermodynamical quantities in the quan-surement on the efficiency of the system. We first show that
tum context presents however conceptual challerigés [J4—17or that specific QHE the work can be evaluated from mea-
and much attention has been devoted to the proper definsurements of the intracavity photon number. We consider and
tion and the quantum statistical properties of quantitieshs ~contrast an absorptive and a dispersive measurement scheme
as heat, work and entropﬂZS]. In closed quantum sysPothinvolving passing a stream of two-state atoms throbgh t
tems work may be defined in terms of a two-time measuretesonator. The former situation results in projective meas
ment schemé [29—B2] or, in a recently proposed alternaive a ments of the photon number, and the associated coupling be-
proach, of a single projective measuremenit [33]. Howewer thtween the normal modes of the optomechanical system, while
situation is less clear for open quantum systems, where thethe latter corresponds to the addition of an additional gner
are still open questions regarding the definition and aneexp dissipation channel for the photons. We numerically deter-
imental measurements of work and héat [29] 30, 34-36] due t&ine the mean work and its variance over the entire thermo-
the lack of energy conservation in the reservoir(s). Int¢bis-  dynamical cycle for both measurement schemes and use these
text quantum stochastic thermodynam [37], like itssilas  results to evaluate the measurement back-action in theatirer
cal Counterparmﬂg], offers an interesting framewark t dynamic cycle. Our analysis is carried out within the frame-
discuss thermodynamic properties and simulate numeyicallwork of quantum stochastic thermodynamics, with the mea-
the system behavior. sured work evaluated via continuous detection of the mean
Optomechanical systems are prime candidates to investhoton number in the cavity which is responsible for the-radi
gate the properties of QHE. Thanks in particular to remaekab ation pressure acting on the mechanical resonator.
advances in nanofabrication they have witnessed rapid-deve The paper is organized as follows. Section Il briefly reviews
opments in the last decade and can now operate routinely deépe optomechanical QHE of Ref, [41] and the main features of
in the quantum regime, with broad potential for applicasion the Otto cycle. In particular we draw attention to the faettth
in quantum technology [40]. Recently, three of us proposedhe two normal modes of the system undergo two distinct ther-
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modynamic cycles. This will be important to keep in mind in They are plotted in Fig. 1 as a function of the detuninglt
the context of the measurement back-action of dispersiwe co is straightforward to see that far <« —wp, the polariton “A’
tinuous measurements. Section Il defines the work output o photon-like and the polariton “B” is phonon-like, while i
the engine, using the conceptually simpler case of cldssicdhe opposite limit-wm < A < 0, it is the polariton “A” that is
measurements to show the relationship between the exdractphonon-like and the polariton “B” is photon-like.
work and the mean intracavity photon number. This resultis Consider then a situation where the phonon reservoir is at
used to justify the use of continuous measurements of the irsome finite temperatufBonon While the optical field is cou-
tracavity photon number operator to determine the expeatat pled to a reservoir al = 0 — an excellent approximation
value of the work and its fluctuations in the quantum regimeat visible frequencies — and concentrate first on the polarit
Section IV introduces two specific types of continuous mea*B” only. It is possible to realize an Otto cycle for that nor-
surements that involve either the dispersive or the abiserpt mal mode in the following way [42]: Start from the system in
interaction between the cavity mode and a stream of twe-statthermal equilibrium at a large negative detunifgin which
systems. Information on the intracavity field is then inéelr  case “B” is essentially at the temperature of the phonon,bath
from measurements of the state of the atoms as they exit theith corresponding thermal excitation NUMH& B) = Np,
optomechanical resonator. Section V summarizes the sesuland adiabatically changg across the resonance = —wp,
of numerical simulations obtained by a standard quantuim traand toward small negative value close to 0 (to avoid the onset
jectory approach to the solution of the stochastic masteaeq of instabilities). In that first adiabatic stroke the paieni “B”
tions describing the continuous measurements. Finally Sechanges its character from phonon-like to photon-like,taed
tion VI is a summary and outlook. energy of the thermal phonons is converted into intracavity
photons that perform work on the oscillating mirror via radi
ation pressure — more on that in the following section. Once
1. OPTOMECHANICAL OTTO CYCLE the detuning has reached its final value the system is then al-
lowed to thermalize with the cavity field reservoirat= 0
This section briefly reviews the main features of the op-(first thermalization stroke), releasing heat in the precé&se
tomechanical quantum heat engine of Ref| [41]. We considethird stroke is again adiabatic (second adiabatic stroke).
a standard optomechanical setup with a cavity mode of freeonsists in changing back to its large negative value. Fi-
guencyw. and damping rate coupled via radiation pressure nally the cycle is closed by allowing the polariton “B”, whic
to a single oscillation mode of a mechanical resonator of frehas now regained its phonon-like character, to thermalite w
quencywm and damping rate. The cavity is driven by an op- its reservoir afl ;nonon Dy absorbing heat (second thermaliza-
tical pump field of strength, and frequency,. We assume tion stroke.) These four strokes are sketched schematicall
that the system reaches a steady state with mean intracavifjg. 1(b).
field amplitudex ~ ajn/A, where The polariton “A” simultaneously also goes through a ther-
1Al = lwp — we — 28g| > K 1) mpd_yngmic cycle, with howevergignificant diﬁerenceng_ir
P e 9 it is initially coupled to a reservoir af ~ 0, so that the ini-
is the detuning between the pump and cavity fields correctetial thermal polariton occupation ¥ ~ 0. Second, the first
for the equilibrium position of the mechanical oscillatgr= ~ thermalization stroke for the “B” cycle, which takes a time
—ga?/wm, andg is the single-photon optomechanical coupling of the order of a few?, is not long enough to also thermal-
constant. ize the “A” polariton provided that the optical damping rage
Denoting the small fluctuations of the photon and phonormuch faster than the mechanical damping rate; y, which
modes around the steady state by the bosonic annihilation ofs normally the case in optomechanical systems. Under these
eratorsa’andb respectively, the Hamiltonian for these fluctu- conditions the population of mode “A” remains essentiatly u
ations is changed and equal to zero, and the “A” cycle does not produce
A R an P any work (positive or negative.) That is, provided that the
Hap = ~hA&'& + hwmb'b + 7G(@" + 8)(' +b),  (2) chgnges irf%etuning can t?e reali)zed ina perF;ectIy (quantum)
where we have introduced the linearized optomechanical coiadiabatic fashion, the two cycles remain completely decou-
pling strengthG = ag. pled. This, however, no longer holds if quantum adiabaticit
We focus on the red detuned regime< 0, which in gen- ~ cannot be maintained. This will have important consequence

eral leads to stable dynamics for small damping [40] and perin the context of the dispersive quantum measurements of sec
form a Bogoliubov transformation to diagonalize the Hamil-tions IV and V.
tonian ) in terms of normal modes (polaritons) described by
the bosonic annihilation operatofsand B. Ignoring a con-
stant term that does not affect the dynamics, this gives 1. OUTPUT WORK
HAB = thATA + hwg BT B, (3) . .
We now turn to a discussion of the work performed by the
with normal mode eigenfrequencies optomechanical heat engine. It is useful to carry out thes di
cussion both in the normal mode picture and the bare modes
wAB = \/

A? + W2 + /(A2 - W) - 16G2Awnm 4 picture, if only because the measurements we have in mind
> - @ Wil be on the optical field.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) Frequencies of the two normal mejm-
laritons) of the optomechanical system f8fwny, = 0.1 in the red-

detuned cas@ < 0. The dashed lines correspond to the of the bar

photon and phonon modes. The plot also indicates that fge laeg-
ative detunings the “B” polariton is phonon-like, and photike for
small negative detunings. (b) Sketch of the four strokehefdtto
cycle for the “B” polariton. See text for details.

For notational convenience we decompose the energy oper-

ator formally as

U=W+Q. ®)

Although there is still considerable debate in the literatu

d(W) = Tr[p(dH)]., (8)
Q) = Tr[@AH]. ©)

Our main focus is the measurement of the work produced
by the system. For an isolated quantum system, that work
may be determined unambiguously via a two-time measure-
ment process [29, B0]. However this approach is problematic
for an open quantum system since it would require additional
measurements on the reservoirs [37]. We therefore adopt an
operational approach based on stochastic quantum thermody
namics[37].

Specifically, our starting point is the description of theev
lution of open quantum systems in terms of a large ensem-
ble of N quantum trajectoriefiy(t))} that are solutions of a
stochastic Schrodinger equation of the general form

dig (1)) = (Ddt + Rdw) (1)),

(10)

where the superoperat@dt accounts for both the Hamil-
tonian evolution of the system and non-unitary contritnsio
that account for dissipation and decoherence mechanisms as
sociated with measurement processes, and the stochastic te
Rdw, wheredw describes one or more Wiener process of
zero mean witldw? = dt, accounts for the stochastic quan-
tum jumps resulting from both reservoir noise and/or quiantu
measurement_[44-46]. The initial conditiggig(0)) are ran-
domly selected consistently with the initial density opiera
of the system.

The properties of any quantum observable can be calculated

based upon the statistics deriving from these trajectollies

particular for each trajectory, we can compute the work by
integrating the Eq[g) as

t oH
W= | @iOIZ 0t (11)

wheret; andts are the initial and final times. The resulting

mean value and the variance of the work are then obtained as
S W

(W) = -

= N

12)

about the nature of a work operator, as mentioned in the In-

troduction, this issue needs not concern us here as we are orind

concerned about operational ways to evaluate its first mbmen N A2

and fluctuations in a specific experimental setting. AW = Z (W — (W) = (W2) — (W2,
The first law of thermodynamics, cast in infinitesimal form = N

can then be formally written as

(13)

In the limit N — oo, the statistics resulting from the quantum
trajectories approach the correct result. The numerioalisi
lations presented in section V are based on that approach.

d(U) = d(W) + d(Q), (6)

where(U), (Q), and(Wy, are the mean energy, heat, and work,
respectively. For a general open quantum system with densit

operatop and HamiltoniarH we have A. Output work in the optomechanical QHE

(U) = Tr[pH], ) , , .

We have seen that in the normal mode picture the “B
so that in the Schrodinger representation the averags-(clapolariton heat engine is driven through an Otto cycle. Pro-
sical) values of the infinitesimal work and heat incrementsvided that dissipation is weak enough to be negligible dur-
are [43] ing the adiabatic strokes only work is performed during éhos



strokes, while heat is only exchanged during the thermalizalength
tion steps([41]. Since the “B” polariton populationNg = 0

after thermalization with the optical heat bathTat 0 we can A(Y) = Ao — gmY, (29)
then restrict the determination of the output work to the firs
adiabatic stroke, where wherey is a classically controlled length change, assumed

small with respect to the total cavity lengtthy = g/ym is

d(Q) = Tr{(dpas)Hae] = 0. A9 the optomechanical coupling normalized to the mirror zero-
and point motionyy , andAg is the initial detuning. With Eq[I)
R R _ we can then express the work in terms of the spatial integral
d(W) = Tr[pas(dHag)] = Neidws. (15)  of the position-dependent radiation pressure force,

Here we have used the polariton Hamiltoni@ngnd assumed R Vi
thatNa ~ 0, as previously discussed. Since in the adiabatic (W) = f Fro(y)dy, (20)
stokeNg is conserved, the average work is simply given by Yi

the change in energy of mode “B”, where

At —
(W) = dW = Alws(Ar) — ws(Ai)]Ns, (16)

whereA; andA+ are the initial and final detunings, see Ef. ( A possible classical scheme to measure the work output of
Note also that in the case of perfect adiabaticity, the *B* po the engine is illlustrated in Fi@@ The optomechanical res-
lariton number distribution gives directly the full stdti®l  5pator comprises the oscillating end mirror driven by radi-
In the bare mode representation, the first stroke is not adiygsition can be controlled externally by the poteri@l) pro-
abatic, and the photon and phonon distributions are time d&iged by a piezoelectric element, therby varying the detgni

Fro(y) = figmna(y). (21)

pendent. Equatioff then takes the form A(y) in the presence of the radiation forEg,. To use a ther-
T TN = modynamical metaphor, we may think of the input mirror as
W) = Tr[pan(dHap)] = —nahdA, (17) a classical piston that is pushed by the expanding photan gas
where we used the Hamiltonid@)(andn, = (a'4) is the av- The total system Hamiltonian is then
erage number of excitations in the photon madeln this A A
picture the work is then given by Hr = Hap + Hu, (22)
A Af . .
(W) = _hf Aa(A)dA. (18)  WhereHg is given by Eq.[) and
A
2
If the stro_ke is perfectly ad?abatic the values of the averag Hy = L +V(y), (23)
work obtained from expressioriEd) and L8 are equal. How- 2M

ever if either the optical or the mechanical damping is gigni
cant on the time scale of the adiabatic stroke, or if the tiara
of the optical detuning induces non-adiabatic transitiand
in particular a non-vanishing population of polariténthen

is the classical Hamiltonian for the massive control mirror
The classical equations of motion for that mirror are then

Eqg. (I8 is no longer exact. The expression of the average dy _ OHr _ B, (24)
work (I8 in terms of the mean photon number remains how- dt p M
ever valid. % - _@ = __6V(y) -F (25)
dt dy ay P
IV. QHE WORK MEASUREMENT whereHr is the classical limit of the total Hamiltoniaty . If

M is large enough that it can be considered as infinite com-
We now discuss several possible measurement schemes thpaired to all other optomechanical elements we et ~
can be considered to quantify the work performed by the headp/dt ~ 0. That is, the force exerted by the control system
engine and its fluctuations. To set the stage we first considdralances the expectation value of the radiation pressuce,fo
a simple classical approach before considering two types of

uantum measurements. Vv
q - —a(y) = Frp, (26)
y
A. Classical measurement scheme This shows that provided the kinetic energy of the largeanirr

remains essentially zero all work performed by the photens i
We can think of implementing the variation in detuning converted to the control potential energy and can be medsure
required for the adiabatic stroke through a change in cavityn that way.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Schematic setup for the classicalsneament

of the output work, whereby the work performed by the radiati
pressure acting on the mirror of large madscan be stored in the
control system. See text for details.

FIG. 3: (Color online) Schematic setup for a continuous tuan
measurement of the output work with a beam of two-level ataahs
Absorptive measurement: the cavity field is resonant wighettomic
transition and the coupling induces real oscillations ie #tomic
It is not possible to directly monitor the occupation of the population, which result in the loss of intracavity photorty Dis-
polariton mode “B” since it consists of quasiparticles tagg  persive measurement: the cavity mode frequency is faresibmant
coherent superpositions of photon and phonon states abhste from the two-level atom transition frequency, resultingaimlisper-
and in analogy with the classical measurement scheme we aflve interaction that only modifies the phase of the atomaigd
ply a weak continuous measurement schemk [47] to monitoiiate Wave function. See text for details.
the intracavity photon number and calculate the total wgrk b
performing the integral in EqIB). Similarly to the classical
scheme the total system Hamiltonian is then of the form

B. Continuous quantum measurements

surements on the reduced density operator for the optidal fie

is then governed by the stochastic master equation [47, 48]
Ht = Hap + Vin, (27) 1

. N _ _ di(t) = 51a (288" - a'ap - paa)dt

with Vi, describing the weak interaction between the photon 2

and the measuring quantum system. Since in geMgrdbes + \//l_a (éﬁ +pa—2(a+ éUﬁ) dw (29)

not commute with the optomechanical Hamiltonidg, the

measurements lead in general to back-action on the QHE thatheredw is a Wiener process and

affects output work and its efficiency. In the following we )

will use the method of quantum trajectories to simulate the Ada = Q57 (30)

measurement processes and investigate their influenceeon th :
mean work\W) and its fluctuatiomAW?2. Is a measure of the strength of the measuremebging the

Operationally we consider continuous measurements of th ansittime _Of. an individual atom through the rgsonatorteNo
intracavity field realized by passing through the resonator hat in obtaining Eq.Z9) the time incrementt is assumed
dilute beam of two-level atoms that interact weakly with it, to be !ong compared to the_at_omlc transit imeso that this
with at most one atom at a time inside the resonator. Th&duation descrlbes the statistical effect on the field ofgela
state of the field is then inferred from a measurement on thgumber. of atomic measurements. -
atoms after they exit the cavity. We study both the cases of ' 1€ first term on the right-hand side of EGY accounts

absorptive and dispersive atom-field inteactions, sed3rig. or th? additional d|35|pat|on channel of th_e intracavigldi
resulting from absorption by the successive atoms, and the

second term describes the stochastic changes on the intraca
ity field about its expected valu@ + &) as a result of the

1. Absorptive measurements
measurement outcomes.

Consider first the resonant situation where the atomic tran-
sition frequencyvey = we, and the atoms are prepared in their
ground statég) before being injected inside the optical cavity,
see Fig. 3(a). The atom-field coupling is given in the rotatin
wave approximation by

2. Dispersive measurements

We now turn to the situation where the interaction between
the two-level atoms and the intracavity field mode is off-
Vi = 70a(&' G ge + B eg) (28) resonant. Upon adiabatic elimination of the upper eleatron
stateit is described by the effective Hamiltonian
whereg, is the single-photon Rabi frequency of the transition .
andaij = [iX(jl, j = {e g}. The effect of the continuous mea- Vi = 148" &(G e — Ggg) = hQa@ A(G+— + 6—4), (31)



which conserves the mean photon numhere"(a'a). Here . (a+ah
da = 92/2¢ is the off-resonant coupling between the intensity - \//Ta(a— 2 )dw} WD), (34)
of the field and the energy of the atomic levels.

The atoms are now prepared in the superposition =
(le) + |9))/ V2 and information on the intracavity field is in-
ferred from a change in phase of the atomic state. In thaﬁ1
situation the effect of the measurements on the optical iseld
described by the stochastic master equatioh [49]

corresponding to the stochastic master equat@gsand B2)

to account for the continuous measurements.

To guarantee that the adiabatic strokes are indeed adiabati
the absence of measurements, it is important to cha(iye
sufficiently slowly that non-adiabatic transitions betweke

two polariton branches remain negligible, but fast enotigih t

1 the damping of both the optical field and the mechanical os-
do(t) = z/ld(Zﬁa,[?ﬁa - Agp — phg)dt cillator at ratesc andy respectively, remain negligible. This
o o is particularly the case near the avoided crossing at—wm.
+ V(e + pha — 2(f)p)dw, (32)  The insert of Figdl shows as an example the time evolution

of A(t) (in units of wy) used in the simulations of the first
adiabatic stroke to minimize this problem, witlft) changing
Papidly away from the avoided crossing and very slowly in its
0\5icinity. As a result non-adiabatic transitions remain Ireg
ible, as illustrated in the black curves (labeled by a sguar
f Fig.[d The population of the “B” polariton mode remains
ssentially constant during the adiabatic stroke, and Afie “
polariton population remains essentially zero.

The additional curves in Figdl show the time dependence

wherelq = gr.

As was the case for resonant coupling this equation als
comprises two contributions, the second one accounting f
the stochastic changes of the mean intracavity inter(@ity
about its expected value resulting from successive measur
ments. But because of the quantum non-demolition nature
the non-resonant atom-field interaction, the dissipathamne
nel of Eq. is now replaced by a number conserving term

that results in an additional damping of the phase of theabti ¢ 4, o average populatiori¥a(t) and Na(t) during the first

field. _ . ._stroke of the heat engine, again neglecting mechanical and
Importantly, in the specific case of our optomechanical

S ) ; optical damping, for both dispersive (red lines with trites)
QHE the eff,(,actlve“m}eractlo m. couplgs Fhe two polariton and absorptive (blue lines with circles) measurementstgNo
branches “A” and “B”, transferring excitations betweenshe q

; . . thatNa remains extremely small during that stroke and its evo-
two modes. As we see in section V this can be thought of a A y 9

. . . . s fution is nearly indistinguishable from the situation vatht
a nonadiabatic coupling that has n general a5|gn|f|caat:eff ,measurements.) This is the most important stroke as far as
on the work that can t_)e extracted in the Ot_to cycle of the "B extracting work from the engine is concerned, since the pop-
polanto_n (4], Th's IS In contrast to a_b_sorptlve MeAsUIBe ) 4tion of normal mode “B” remains extremely small during
as the interactioriZd), does not significantly couple the two the second adiabatic stroke as a result of its thermalizatio

”O”T‘a' mode branches. St|||,_poth measurement schemes "fie optical reservoir temperatufe= 0. In these examples the
sult in the appearance of additional photon loss channats th

. temperaturd phononOf the phonon bath and the initial detuning
limit the amount of extractable work. In both cases thesemeaA(o) are chosen such thl(0) ~ 4 andN(0) ~ 0.

surement back-action mechanisms may be viewed as heat

ex: - : ;
i . Comparing the evolution of the mean populations of the po-
change between the engine and the environment. parng Pop b

lariton modes for absorptive and dispersive measuremeents i
lustrates clearly the difference in their back-action oa dip-
eration of the QHE. In the case of absorptive measurements
the “B” polariton population decreases significantly dgrin
what would otherwise be an adiabatic, population-conservi
This section presents selected results from numericalsimustroke. Since that stroke occurs fast comparedfothat
lations of the continuous measurement of the work output OHamping results solely from an additional photon dissgati
the QHE and its fluctuations as defined in equatifi &nd 4t rate, that results from the measurements, see E8). (
(13, both for absorptive and dispersive measurements. Thgnportantly, though, these measurements do not resultyin an
numerical results were obtained by averaging for each EhOiCsignificant transfer of population to the “A” polariton.
of parameters 20,000 trajectories obtained from a combina- The situation is qualitatively quite different for dispioes
tion of the Hamiltonian evolution of the system as the detuneasurements. In that case there is no significant lossah tot
ing A(t) is varied across the Otto cycle and the solution of theyo|ariton population, but instead a significant transfeyagu-
stochastic Schrodinger equations lation from mode “B” to mode “A”. This is because the effect
of dispersive measurements is an additional source of deco-
dy) = {[_%/ld (A — <ﬁa>)2] dt herence, but no loss of population, see BP).( Dispersive
measurements change the frequency of the photons stochas-
+ Aa(Pa - <ﬁa>)dw} L (t)), (33) ftically, as seen by the term proportionaldtd’in the master
equation[82), and thereby they change the structure of the po-
and laritons. In contrast, in the absorptive case the measurame
remove excitations from the system, but without affectimey t
structure of the polaritons.
The population transfer between the normal modes “B”

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

~ ATZ
(a+a'" dt

dy) = {[—%aa(afa—<a+ aha+ )
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Time evolution of the mean excitad#s and 3t e 7
N, of the polariton modes “B” (solid lines) and “A” (dashed Ig)e 5 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ LTy
during the first stroke of the heat engine, averaged ove02Qrajec- 0 001 002 003 004 005 006 007 008
tories of the stochastic Schrodinger equation. Blackslimarked by Al a,

squares: no measurement. Red lines marked by trianglegeBise
measurement withy = 0.04wn,. Blue lines with circles: absorptive
measurements with, = 0.04wn,. Other parametersG = 0.2wn,
A = =3wm, At = =0.4wm k = 5% 103wy, andy = 10w, Inset:
time dependence of the pump-cavity detunixi@) in units of wn,.
Time in units of Ywm.

FIG. 5: (Color online) (a) Expectation value and (b) variauo the
output work , in units ofaiwg, for the full cycle as a function of
the measurement strenght (in unitsugf). The points are results of
numerical simulations and the lines serve to guid the eyboth fig-
ures, the sgaures (red solid line) and circles ( blue dashejidtand
for the dispersive and absorptive measurement schemectighe

. . . . . The statistic is done upon 20000 trajectories. The strokediare
and "A” associated with dispersive measurements causes;a _ 4071, t = 4007k, ty = 40wl ty = 4 x 100wt All other

reduction in the work performed by the system that can beparameters as in Fi] 4.
come quite dramatic due to the resulting unavoidable cou-
pling between the two normal modes. Since for the polariton

branch "A” the Qtto cyc_le is reversed and prodyces POSItVG oyt strength, while in the case of dispersive measurements
work [41], that is, work is performed by the environment on they remain roughly constant

the polariton[[50], one can even reach situations where the . . . .
effective available work of the two systems, which are inex- One can gana b_ette_r understanding of this behavior from
the probability distributionP(—W) of the output work as a

tricably coupled, becomes positive. For absorptive measur . s S
ment, in contrast, the two normal modes remain essentialIfrigﬁtzgﬂsornn:ﬁg?gsg:igtsftrr%r;%gr;"r?gh;)rvl\:js ftc?rliv\(/jésr-nea-
uncoupled, and although the output work can be significantl . . .
reduced it always remains negative. surement strengths, for both dispersive and absorptive mea

Figure() shows the mean value of e outputwordy  SUETENLs, Wioutmessuement heprobabiy it
for increasing measurement strengthy, illustrating its re- P P

duction due to measurement back-action. Surprisingly pert_rlbut|on of Fock states in the initial thermal distributiof the

haps for equal measurement strengths dispersive measuE-E‘Ch"’mic"’lI oscillator. Assumi_ng perfect a_diabaticityf’eat:
ments cause a stronger reduction in work than absorptive me ese me_chamca_l Fock statesis convertedinto a photopk: F(.)
surements. Since the thermalization processes are noteaffe state during the first ad|a_bat|c stroke, and produces afspem
by the measurement scheme the heat absorbed by the Syﬂ%@no-ggtaogavt\{gtffeggi width of the peaks is due to residual
from the mechanical reservo{Qj,), remains the same for all : : )

scenarios. For this reason, the efficiency of the quanturn hea Continuous measurements result in a broadening of the
engine follows directly from the work as peaks, an effect of the stochastic nature of the detection pr

cess (see upper panels of H&)and, in the case of absorptive
(-W) measurements, a decrease in amplitude of all peaks exeept th
n= o) (35  one corresponding to the vacuum field, a consequence of the
n additional photon decay channel. This is the reason forghe r
where the minus sign accounts for the fact that by conventioduction in variance as the measurement strength is inatease
the work done by the engine is negativé/ < 0). In contrast, for dispersive measurements the distribstdfts
We now turn to the fluctuations of the output work. Their toward positive values of the work. This is more apparent
variance, plotted in Fige(b), shows a significant quantitative in the lower panels, which show the same distribution on a
difference between the situations for absorptive and dispe logarithmic scale. This is a direct consequence of the cou-
sive measurements. In the first case (dotted line) the fluctysling with the “A”-polariton engine which, as we have seen,
ations decrease monotonically as a function of the measuréends to be characterized by positive work. Because absorp-
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tive measurements don’t couple the polariton modes in anwith increased fluctuations in the work output. In the absorp
significant way, this effect is almost completely absentisit tive detection scenario, in contrast, photons are lost fitoen
case. Finally, since the mean total number of polaritons irsystem via the interaction with the quantum probe that acts a
modes “A” and “B” varies only slightly over the chosen mea- an effective (zero temperature) reservoir. In this casth the
surement strengths, and the changes in the photon digbribut average value and the fluctuations of the work decay mono-
are much less significant than for absorptive measurementgnically.
resulting is weak changes in the variance of the extracted wo  Perhaps the most intriguing result of this study is the real-
as a function of measurement strength. ization that quantum measurements permit to control the op-
eration of coupled QHE, and to switch the operation from a
cycle transferring energy from a hot to a cold reservoir #® th
VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK reverse situation. This suggests that it might be posstble t
consider quantum heat pumps whose operation is controlled
Summarizing, we have developped a measurement modey the back-action of quantum measurements. This and other
to characterize the mean work and its fluctuations in an opaspects of QHE will be further explored in future work.
tomechanical QHE and performed a numerical study of the ef-
fect of continuous quantum measurements on its performance
We considered measurement schemes involving the continu- Acknowledgments
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