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In stochastic thermodynamics work is a
random variable whose average is bounded
by the change in the free energy of the
system. In most treatments, however, the
work reservoir that absorbs this change
is either tacitly assumed or modelled us-
ing unphysical systems with unbounded
Hamiltonians (i.e. the ideal weight). In
this work we describe the consequences of
introducing the ground state of the bat-
tery and hence — of breaking its transla-
tional symmetry. The most striking con-
sequence of this shift is the fact that the
Jarzynski identity is replaced by a fam-
ily of inequalities. Using these inequali-
ties we obtain corrections to the second
law of thermodynamics which vanish ex-
ponentially with the distance of the initial
state of the battery to the bottom of its
spectrum. Finally, we study an exemplary
thermal operation which realizes the ap-
proximate Landauer erasure and demon-
strate the consequences which arise when
the ground state of the battery is explic-
itly introduced. In particular, we show
that occupation of the vacuum state of any
physical battery sets a lower bound on fluc-
tuations of work, while batteries without
vacuum state allow for fluctuation-free era-
sure.

1 Introduction

The second law of thermodynamics sets limits for
all physical processes. It determines which state
transformations are possible, regardless of the mi-
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croscopic details of the process. From a practical
point of view it imposes fundamental restrictions
on the amount of average work 〈w〉 performed
by the system which evolves from the state ρ to-
wards ρ′ and interacts with a thermal reservoir at
a fixed temperature, i.e.:

〈w〉 ≤ F (ρ)− F (ρ′) = −∆F, (1)

where F (ρ) is the system’s free energy which will
be defined later. The second law of thermody-
namics is a statistical law and as such, it governs
how thermodynamic systems behave when aver-
aged over many realizations of the experiment.
This information is relevant for a macroscopic ob-
server, however, it does not provide much infor-
mation about the microscopic details of the oc-
curing process.

Recent developments in experimental tech-
niques allow for manipulating and measuring sys-
tems at the nanoscale level [1–6]. In order to take
full advantage of these techniques it is crucial
to understand how thermodynamic laws trans-
late into the non-equilibrium domain, where fluc-
tuations of thermodynamic quantities begin to
play a significant role and averaged quantities are
no longer enough to characterize their thermody-
namic behaviour. This motivates extending ther-
modynamic framework to systems driven out of
equilibrium, a setting which has been extensively
studied in the recent literature [7–15].

Fortunately, there exist much stronger con-
straints on the possible distributions of thermo-
dynamic work than the second law of thermody-
namics (1). These constraints are often referred
to as “fluctuation relations”. Arguably the best-
known relation from this family is the Jarzyn-
ski equality which implies that the probability
of extracting work per particle larger than the
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free energy difference (1) is exponentially sup-
pressed with the number of particles in the system
[7].The Jarzynski equality has been thoroughly
studied both theoretically [16, 17] and experimen-
tally [18–20] and extended to the quantum case
[9, 21, 22].

A standard and often implicitly accepted as-
sumption required for the Jarzynski equality to
hold is the existence of a perfect work receiver.
This allows to treat the whole free energy differ-
ence as thermodynamic work. However, in some
cases the existence of such a perfect receiver is
difficult to motivate — especially in the quantum
regime, where the device has to be modelled it-
self as a quantum system. The common approach
is to consider the explicit work receiver (or the
“battery”) as an ancillary system which interacts
with the working body and the heat bath during
the transformation. In such situations the bat-
tery device is often modelled using either a clas-
sical Hamiltonian (e.g. [23]) or a Hamiltonian un-
bounded from below (e.g. [9]). Both of these ap-
proaches, although perfectly valid in the classical
regime, cannot be justified when battery’s energy
is close to its ground state. Therefore, in order to
understand the effects arising in small-scale ther-
modynamics, it is important to understand how
the presence of the battery ground state influ-
ences thermodynamic protocols.

This approach is fundamental to the modern
(resource-theoretic) program of thermodynamics
which attempts to systematically account for all
possible resources involved in the process. One
then studies their conversions under a restricted
set of physically motivated interactions between
the system, the heat bath and the battery de-
vice. In the most general case this interaction is
modelled using an energy-preserving unitary act-
ing on these three subsystems. Thermodynamic
work is then defined by specifying an “explicit
battery model”, which amounts to (i) specifying
the Hamiltonian of the ancillary battery system,
(ii) the work quantifier (e.g. average energy) and
(iii) the allowed interactions between the battery,
the system and the bath (or restrictions on the
allowable battery states). Two most widely used
models in the literature involve a qubit battery
(wit) where the battery is in a pure state at all
times and work is defined using average energy,
and an ideal weight battery. In this model work is
also defined using average energy of the battery

but the global unitary is now assumed to com-
mute with the translations on the battery, lead-
ing to the notion of translational invariance (TI).
This is, however, only possible when the energy
spectrum of the battery ranges over the whole
real line, i.e. the battery is unbounded from both
above and below. The ideal weight model is a
common way of defining work in the quantum
regime which was considered for the first time
in [24] and then utilized to prove several funda-
mental results in the field of quantum thermo-
dynamics [9, 10, 25–27]. Importantly, this addi-
tional assumption has powerful physical implica-
tions: it assures that work satisfies the second law
of thermodynamics [27] and furthermore leads to
the Jarzynski equality [9].

Naturally, one can argue that the ideal weight
is not a realistic model of a battery as it does not
have a ground state energy. On the other hand,
one can also argue that if the transformation is
performed sufficiently far from the vacuum, the
evolution assisted with a battery with a ground
state (which we will refer to as the physical bat-
tery) should be equivalent to the evolution as-
sisted with the ideal weight [25, 28] and should
reproduce the same quantitative results (i.e. work
distributions) as a physical battery. However,
the Nature we observe often does not follow this
scheme; the existence of the ground state can be
very often perceived, no matter how far we are
from it. A basic question then appears: does the
existence of the vacuum state of the battery have
any implications for thermodynamic processes?

Here we study this question in detail. We ex-
amine two different regimes of battery operation:
the high-energy regime in which the average en-
ergy of the battery is far from the ground state en-
ergy (i.e. population of the ground state is small)
and low-energy regime in which the occupation
of the ground state cannot be ignored. While we
corroborate the intuition that the battery with
vacuum essentially behaves like the ideal weight
in the high energy regime, we investigate quanti-
tatively different predictions to which it leads in
the low-energy regime, in particular with respect
to Jarzynski equality, second law of thermody-
namics and fluctuations of work.

In the first part of the paper we introduce
a generalization of the translational invariance
property which we term effective translational in-
variance (ETI). This allows us to consider ther-
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modynamic processes with broken translational
symmetry and hence provides a convenient tool
for studying quantum thermodynamics using ar-
bitrary physical batteries.

We further show that ETI in the framework of
thermal operations (TO) implies a generalization
of the standard Jarzynski equality, i.e. a family
of inequalities which impose looser constraints on
the allowable work distributions than the stan-
dard Jarzynski equality. This is our first main
result.

Using these new inequalities we show that one
can still recover the second law of thermodynam-
ics (1) in an approximate form, i.e. with cor-
rection terms decaying exponentially fast with
the distance to the ground state. This allows to
identify heat contributions to the average energy
change when the battery is bounded from below
and shows that global translational symmetry is
not necessary to satisfy the second law of ther-
modynamics. Importantly, these deviations are
related to the average work rather than just work
and hence they are of a completely different char-
acter than the deviations reported by standard
fluctuation theorems. This is the second main
contribution of our paper.

In the next part of the paper we show that our
model correctly reproduces the single-shot results
on the work of formation originally derived using
qubit as the battery system [29]. This answers an
open problem from the field of quantum thermo-
dynamics by showing that the notions of single-
shot and fluctuating work can be both properly
defined and studied for a battery with a ground
state. This is the third main result of the paper.

In the last part of the paper we study a paradig-
matic example of Landauer erasure and compare
how the two battery models (the ideal weight bat-
tery and the harmonic oscillator with vacuum)
behave when assisting this type of transforma-
tion. Notice that the second case contrasts with
the classical treatment of work as the battery can
no longer supply arbitrary values of energy when
it operates close to its vacuum state. Because of
this both batteries experience quantitative differ-
ences in their behavior in the low-energy regime.
We show that for any battery model the very ex-
istence of the vacuum state implies a lower bound
on the size of work fluctuations whenever energy
is taken from the battery. In this way the oc-
cupation of the vacuum state is the fundamental

factor which forbids performing Landauer erasure
with deterministic (or arbitrarily concentrated)
work distribution. We further show that the ideal
weight violates this bound and hence allows for
transformations which cannot be achieved in the
low-energy regime.

We finish the paper with a short summary and
present several related open problems which we
believe to be relevant for the field of quantum
thermodynamics.

2 Framework
Throughout we adapt a resource-theoretic ap-
proach to quantum thermodynamics called ther-
mal operations [27, 27, 29–45]. This is a well-
established framework for studying thermody-
namic processes in the quantum regime which
gives the experimenter the most freedom in ma-
nipulating systems without access to external re-
sources like coherence or asymmetry [25, 46–49],
entanglement [50–52] or conserved quantities [53–
55]. It is thus a convenient class of operations
for deriving fundamental thermodynamic limita-
tions. Moreover, these operations are also exper-
imentally achievable as they can be realized with
a very coarse-grained control [34]. A very read-
able and comprehensive introductions to this field
of quantum thermodynamics can be found in [56]
and [57]. See also [58] for an attempt to reconcile
this framework with a more standard approach of
stochastic thermodynamics.

The setting consists of a system S with Hamil-
tonian HS and an infinite heat bath B with
Hamiltonian HB satisfying a few reasonable as-
sumptions (see [29] for the details) initially in
a Gibbs state τB = e−βHB/ZB, where ZB =
tr e−βHB is the partition function. The interac-
tion of the system S with the heat bath B is
modelled using a unitary transformation U and
hence the effective map on S can be represented
as a channel:

ΓS [ρS] = trB
[
U (ρS ⊗ τB)U †

]
, (2)

with ρS being the initial state of the system. To
conserve the total energy of the system for every
possible initial state, the unitary U must com-
mute with the total Hamiltonian, i.e. [U,HS +
HB] = 0. This can be also thought of as a mi-
croscopic statement of the first law of thermo-
dynamics. We will refer to the effective map (2)
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as a thermal operation (TO). Thermal operations
are general enough to account for the situations
in which the Hamiltonian of the system changes
from HS to HS′ . This can be done by adding an
ancillary qubit system which acts as a switch as
was described in [29]. For further details see also
the Appendix.

One of the most fundamental problems stud-
ied by quantum thermodynamics is determining
conditions on states ρS and σS such that there
exists a feasible unitary in (2) which realizes the
transformation, which we write as ρS

TO−−→σS. In
the most general case of arbitrary quantum states
the necessary and sufficient set of conditions for
the existence of a TO realizing ρS

TO−−→σS has not
been found yet, though there are a few important
partial results [38, 59]. The situation greatly sim-
plifies when states ρS and σS are incoherent in the
energy eigenbasis. In particular, when the states
are incoherent and the Hamiltonian is fully degen-
erate, i.e. HS = 0, the convertibility under ther-
mal operations is fully governed by majorization
[60]. Namely, for two states ρS and σS, ρS

TO−−→σS
if and only if the vector q = diag[σS] is majorized
by the vector p = diag[ρS]. This is equivalent
to the existence of a doubly-stochastic matrix R
which transforms p into q, i.e. Rp = q. Once
the doubly-stochastic matrix R is found, the uni-
tary from (2) can be easily deduced as described
e.g. in [61].

When the energy spectrum of the Hamiltonian
is non-trivial, TOs preserve the associated Gibbs
state rather than the uniform state. In this case
majorization is replaced by thermo-majorization
[29, 62] which is equivalent to the existence of
a stochastic matrix which preserves the vector of
Gibbs weights g = diag[τS] and transforms p into
q. This leads to a whole new set of conditions
which determine which state transformations are
possible under the laws of thermodynamics and
can be thought of as a single-shot refinement of
the second law of thermodynamics. If coherences
between different energy eigenstates of the system
are present, these conditions are necessary, but
not sufficient.

It is natural to ask how these conditions mod-
ify when we allow for performing thermodynamic
work. Arguably the most studied modification
of the framework is to add an ancillary battery
system W and study transformation of the form
(2) where system S is now replaced by the joint

system SW. One then identifies thermodynamic
work with the energy change on this ancillary
system. More precisely, before and after apply-
ing the global unitary U the energy of the bat-
tery system is measured using projective mea-
surements, obtaining outcomes ε and ε + w re-
spectively. Work w is then a random variable
with probability distribution given by:

p(w) =
∫
ε
dε tr

[
(1S ⊗Πε+w ⊗ 1B)×

U(ρS ⊗Πε ρW Πε ⊗ τB)U †
]

(3)

where Πx = |x〉〈x|W is a projector onto one of the
energy eigenstates of W.

This way of defining work leads to two funda-
mental questions: (i) when can we treat work
stored in the battery as legitimate thermody-
namic work and (ii) what are the necessary and
sufficient conditions for the work-assisted state
transformations ρS

TO−−→σS? It is perhaps surpris-
ing that answering those questions relies on which
model of the battery we use. In the next sec-
tions we will describe and discuss properties of
the main battery models found in the literature
(see also [63–67]).

2.1 Thermal operations with qubit battery
The simplest approach proposed in [29] is to use
as a battery a two-level qubit (wit) with a tunable
energy gap δ and a Hamiltonian:

HW = δ |1〉〈1|W (4)

Furthermore, one then assumes that the battery
always starts either in the ground or the excited
state. This simple construction allows to intro-
duce a notion of work valid in the single-shot
regime. The arising work is often referred to as
“deterministic work” and is defined as the optimal
δ for which there exists a TO realizing:

ρS ⊗ |i〉〈i|W
TO−−→ σS ⊗ |j〉〈j|W . (5)

where (i, j) = (0, 1) when the work is stored in
the battery (distillation) and (i, j) = (1, 0) when
it is consumed (formation). Since the battery
starts and ends up in a pure energy eigenstate, its
energy difference can be fully associated with the
work that needs to be performed (or can be ex-
tracted) during the transformation. To determine
whether a given state ρS can be converted into

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 4



σS using δ of work one has to check the thermo-
majorization criteria between the joint states of
SW (see Appendix A for the details).

Naturally, transformations in which the wit
ends up in a pure state are practically impossi-
ble to achieve. That is why for a theory to be
applicable to realistic protocols one should con-
sider transformations of the form (5), where now
the battery is allowed to finish in a slightly mixed
state. However, at this point it is not clear if we
can interpret the average energy change of the wit
as valid thermodynamic work. Since its entropy
has changed, it is impossible to differentiate it be-
tween work and heat. To see this more explicitly,
consider the following example.

Example 1. (Thermalization of a wit) Consider
a process which outputs a joint Gibbs state irre-
spective of the input, i.e.:

∀ ρS, ρW ρS ⊗ ρW
TO−−→ τS ⊗ τW. (6)

Notice that this is a valid thermal operation as it
always preserves the total Gibbs state. Consider
applying this map to the state ρS ⊗ ρW = τS ⊗
|0〉〈0|W. The average work associated with this
transformation is given by:

〈w〉 = tr [HW (τW − |0〉〈0|W)]

= δ

1 + eβδ
≥ 0. (7)

Hence, thermalization of a wit yields a positive
amount of work on average, in contradiction to
the second law of thermodynamics (1). Notice
that the above example does not show that wit is
a deficent battery model, but rather that it does
not behave well in a non-ideal scenario. In par-
ticular, allowing for changing its entropy (how-
ever slightly) poses certain difficulties in inter-
preting its average energy change as thermody-
namic work.

2.2 Thermal operations with ideal weight bat-
tery
To resolve the problem we observed in the previ-
ous section we can use a different battery model,
i.e. an ideal weight with Hamiltonian:

HW =
∫ ∞
−∞

x |x〉〈x|W dx (8)

where the basis {|x〉W |x ∈ R} is formed from
continuous orthonormal states representing the

position of the weight. Notice that assuming this
particular Hamiltonian is in some sense an arbi-
trary choice. We can also choose to store work in
the kinetic energy of a moving particle or angular
momentum of a rotating wheel. What is impor-
tant is that the model is doubly-infinite, i.e. it
has the capacity to store and provide arbitrary
amounts of work for any possible transformation.
This is of course not a realistic assumption as ev-
ery physical implementation of the ideal weight
must have an energetic minimum, as well as mov-
ing particles and rotating wheels eventually halt.

The unitary U from (2) is assumed to commute
with the shift operator on the weight defined as
∆y :=

∫∞
−∞ |x+ y〉〈x|W dx, i.e.:

∀ y [USBW, idSB ⊗∆y] = 0, (9)

This additional assumption is often referred to as
translational invariance (TI) and its importance
was highlighted in [27] where it was shown that
this combined with the energy conservation as-
sures that dumping entropy into the joint state
of the system and the battery (as we saw in Ex-
ample 1) is impossible. TI is also enough to re-
cover not only the second law of thermodynamics,
but also quantum versions of the Jarzynski and
Crooks fluctuation theorems [9]. These results
provide solid grounds to interpret shifts on the
ideal weight as legitimate thermodynamic work.
Moreover, the authors of [9] also proved that the
necessary and sufficient conditions for a work-
assisted transformation between incoherent states
in this case can be expressed by a generalization
of thermo-majorization which they termed Gibss-
stochasticity, i.e.:

∀ s′
∑
s,w

p(s′, w|s)eβ(Ẽs′−Es+w) = 1, (10)

where p(s′, w|s) is the conditional probability of
the final state of the system having energy lev-
els Ẽs′ (energy of the final Hamiltonian HS′) and
work w being done by the system, given that the
initial state of the system had energy level Es
(energies of the initial HamiltonianHS). Interest-
ingly, by setting w = 0 one can recover from (10)
the thermo-majorization criteria, as described in
[9].

However, even though this approach is con-
venient mathematically and recovers the stan-
dard thermodynamic results, this proposal leads
to new problems. First, Nature does not allow
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for Hamiltonians which are unbounded from be-
low and thus it is not clear how well the ideal
weight model describes any physical battery. Sec-
ondly, the conditions (10) lead to certain limita-
tions when one tries to study deterministic work,
as described by the following example:

Example 2. (No deterministic work) Consider
the following process realized using the ideal
weight and a qubit system S with a fully-
degenerate Hamiltonian HS = 0, i.e.:

∀ρS ρS
TO−−→ a |0〉〈0|S + b |1〉〈1|S , (11)

where a, b are positive such that a+b = 1. When
explicitly including the ideal weight we have that
for all ρS the input state ρS ⊗ |0〉〈0|W is trans-
formed into:∑

s,s′,w

pS(s) p(s′, w|s)
∣∣s′〉〈s′∣∣S ⊗ |w〉〈w|W , (12)

where ρS =
∑
s pS(s) |s〉〈s|S and we used the fact

that due to TI we can start in an arbitrary energy
eigenstate of the battery. Now the probability
distribution p(s′, w|s) reads:

p(s′, w|s) = p(s′|s) p(w|s, s′). (13)

In our particular example we have p(s′ = 0|s) = a
and p(s′ = 1|s) = b for all s ∈ {0, 1}. How-
ever, notice that if we now demand a determin-
istic work cost, i.e. p(w) = δw,w∗ for some real
number w∗, then conditions (10) imply:

s′ = 0 : w∗ = −kBT log 2− kBT log a, (14)
s′ = 1 : w∗ = −kBT log 2− kBT log b. (15)

This can only be satisfied if a = b = 1/2 and
hence shows that it is impossible to obtain a
fluctuation-free work when performing (11) us-
ing an ideal weight battery.

It is tempting to think that this behavior is a
consequence of the third law of thermodynamics.
However, note that in this case we have access to
two infinitely big systems: an infinite heat bath
and an (infinite) ideal weight and we put no con-
straints on how many degrees of freedom we may
access. Notice also that if we lift the TI con-
straint and choose two distinct energy levels of
the battery separated by an energy difference δ
then we are able to exactly recover any determin-
istic transformation of the form (5) (see e.g. [28]

for a proof of this statement). Hence the prob-
lem must be somehow related to the TI property.
Surprisingly, we will see that by assuming a less
demanding notion of translational invariance we
can recover both a proper behavior in the macro-
scopic limit (second law) and the desired behavior
in the microscopic limit (deterministic work).

2.3 Thermal operations with harmonic oscilla-
tor battery
Motivated by these realizations we now consider
a battery model which has an energy spectrum
bounded from below. Arguably the simplest
model which satisfies this property is a harmonic
oscillator:

HW =
N∑
k=0

εk |εk〉〈εk|W , (16)

with εk := k δ and N is the number of energy
levels of the oscillator. For diagonal states any
thermal operation ΓSW acting on a harmonic os-
cillator battery can be fully characterized by a set
of transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} which de-
scribe the probability that the state |s〉S ⊗ |εk〉W
gets mapped to another state |s′〉 ⊗ |εk′〉W. They
can be extracted from ΓSW via:

r(s′k′|sk) := tr
( ∣∣s′〉〈s′∣∣⊗ |εk′〉〈εk′ | × (17)

ΓSW
[
|s〉〈s| ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|

])
.

For ΓSW to be a valid thermal operation the as-
sociated transition probabilities must necessarily
satisfy:

∀s, k
∑
s′,k′

r(s′k′|sk) = 1, (18)

∀s′, k′
∑
s,k

r(s′k′|sk)eβ(Ẽs′−Es+εk′−εk) = 1. (19)

The first line of these conditions means that ΓSW
is a trace-preserving map whereas the second
line assures that the channel preserves the Gibbs
state. Note that for a battery with the bottom
the commutation relation (9) cannot be satisfied
for all y (unless the map is the identity map), and
therefore a more general notion of translational
invariance is needed. In many physically relevant
situations it is impossible to have precise control
over the the unitary from (2) and hence it may
be very difficult to impose the TI condition in
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practice. Here, instead of constraining the global
unitary, we will put constraints on the effective
map on the system and the battery arising from
this unitary. This is a much looser constraint
than (9) and is potentially easier to implement in
practice.

Let us consider a discrete energy translation
operator acting on the harmonic oscillator bat-
tery ∆n =

∑
k≥n |k − n〉〈k|W. We are going to as-

sume that the thermal operation ΓSW is invariant
with respect to translations of the battery only
above a certain threshold energy εmin := δ kmin
for some 0 ≤ kmin ≤ N . We will refer to this no-
tion as effective translational invariance (ETI).
Formally this means that the channel commuta-
tion relation:[

ΓSW, idS ⊗∆n[·]∆†n
]

[ρSW] = 0, (20)

holds for all states of the battery above
the threshold energy εmin, i.e. ∀ ρSW s.t.
tr[(1S ⊗Πε)ρSW] = 0 for ε < εmin. Notice that
this condition is less stringent than the commu-
tation relation (9), i.e. TI implies ETI but the
converse is not true in general. In terms of tran-
sition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} this condition can
be restated as (see Appendix B):

r(s′k′|sk) = r(s′, k′ + n|s, k + n), (21)

for all integer n such that 0 ≤ k′ + n ≤ N and
kmin ≤ k+ n ≤ N . We will refer to the set of en-
ergy levels below and above εmin as the vacuum
and invariant regime respectively. Intuitively, the
ETI assumption means that whenever a given
process has a non-zero probability of taking the
battery from |εk〉W to |εk′〉W, then all transitions
related to the associated work cost w = εk′ − εk
are equally probable. For a graphical explanation
see Fig. 1.

Let us note that if the initial state of the sys-
tem and the battery is not diagonal in the energy
basis, then ΓSW is not fully characterized by (17).
However, (18) and (19) still have to be satisfied,
irrespectively of the evolution which ΓSW sets for
off-diagonal elements of the density matrix. As
work is determined only by changes of occupa-
tions of the battery energy levels, in the following
sections we exploit (18) and (19) to derive a fluc-
tuation relation for work and a formulation of the
second law of thermodynamics valid in the ETI
model (21). The only alternation that needs to
be taken into account is the fact that functions

(𝑎) (𝑏)

𝑝𝑊(𝜖)

𝜖

𝑣𝑎𝑐𝑢𝑢𝑚

𝜖𝑚𝑖𝑛

(𝑑)(𝑐)

𝑣𝑎𝑐𝑢𝑢𝑚

𝜖 𝜖 𝜖

Figure 1: A battery with unbounded spectrum (a), at-
tached to the system and environment, works as a tool
to define work by changes of its average energy 〈w〉 dur-
ing operations described by unitaries applied to the sys-
tem, battery and environment. For a given transition be-
tween system states, |s〉S → |s′〉S, transitions between
selected energy levels of the battery are represented by
arrows (c), (d) – the width of an arrow is proportional to
the probability value. A common assumption that the
unitaries commute with the shift operator on the un-
bounded battery (a) leads to the conclusion that prob-
abilities of transitions on the battery are the same for
the same energy gain on the battery, disregarding what
is its initial state (c). For a physical model of a battery
bounded from below, unitaries cannot commute with the
shift operator, as the presence of the vacuum affects the
final distribution of battery populations (b). We model
this by allowing transitions emerging from levels below
εmin to break translational invariance (d). This intro-
duces corrections to the standard second law inequality
for 〈w〉, which shows that the average change of energy
of the battery ceases to serve as a good measure of work.
While the corrections vanish exponentially with the dis-
tance between εmin and the bulk of pW(ε), the presence
of the vacuum can be exploited to reduce work fluctua-
tions, allowing for (almost) perfect Landauer erasure on
physical batteries.

fs and F which we use in the proofs are related
to the free energy only for the case when no co-
herences are present in the system. In particular,
(18) and (19) hold also for the protocols described
in [25, 68] which involve creating coherence be-
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tween energy states of the system using initial
coherence of the battery state. These protocols
exploit full translational invariance of the battery:
the unitary (which conserves the total energy of
the system and battery, and acts trivially on the
environment) allows for transitions only within
the nearest energy levels of the battery. Even if
the battery is bounded from below, by utilising
the so called ’regenerative catalytic cycles’, the
protocol used by [25] quarantees that the ground
state of the battery is never occupied. Therefore,
it satisfies the condition (21) with kmin = 0.

3 General results
3.1 Jarzynski equality for physical batteries
The standard Jarzynski equality can be written
as [7, 8]:

〈eβw〉 = ZS′

ZS
, (22)

where ZS′ and ZS are partition function associ-
ated with the final and initial Hamiltonian on
the system S. Recently, Alhambra et. al in [9]
using the framework of thermal operations with
the ideal weight derived a quantum analog of (22)
relating fluctuations of work in an arbitrary ther-
modynamic process. In particular they showed
that for states block-diagonal in the energy eigen-
basis the following identity holds:

〈eβ (w−fs)〉 = ZS′ , (23)

where the fine-grained free energy fi := Ei +
1
β log pS(i) and w are random variables, Ei is the
energy of i-th level the system S and averaging
is over p(s, w), that is the probability that sys-
tem S starts in level |s〉S and performs work w.
The above equality can be thought of as an ex-
tension of (22) to the case when the initial state
of the system is out of equilibrium. When the
initial state is thermal then (23) reduces to the
standard Jarzynski equality (22).

The proof of (23) presented in [9] relies cru-
cially on the TI assumption imposed on thermal
operations. In the following theorem we show
that when translational symmetry is broken the
equality (23) turns into a family of Jarzynski-like
inequalities. The crucial difference here is that
in the regime of broken translational symmetry
(vacuum regime) there are no constraints of this

form. At first glance this may lead to the con-
clusion that Jarzynski equality in the form (23)
can be violated arbitrarily well. However, in the
following theorem we show that by looking at an
analog of (23) conditioned on the battery level k,
we can deduce nontrivial bounds which hold in
the translationally invariant regime of our model.
Moreover, in the next section we will show that
these relations imply that the work fluctuations
are constrained in such a way that the second law
of thermodynamics still holds.

Before we present the theorem let us first
rewrite (23) in a form which explicitly demon-
strates its dependence on the initial battery state
ρW =

∑N
k=0 pW(k) |εk〉〈εk|W, that is:

〈eβ(w−fs)〉=
∑
k,k′

pW(k)〈eβ(wkk′−fs)〉k, (24)

where we denoted wkk′ = εk′−εk and introduced:

〈eβ(wkk′−fs)〉k := (25)∑
s,s′,k′

pS(s) r(s′k′|sk)eβ(wkk′−fs).

With this in mind we can present our first main
theorem:

Theorem 1. Let ΓSW be a thermal operation
acting on a harmonic oscillator battery and sat-
isfying (20). Then for all k ≥ kmin,

〈eβ(wkk′−fs)〉k ≤ ZS′
(
1 + e−βδk

)
, (26)

where δk := εk − εmin + δ is the energy difference
between the state |εk〉W and the top of the vacuum
regime |εmin − δ〉W.

The theorem does not constrain fluctuations of
work when the battery starts in the energy sub-
space without translational symmetry (k < kmin).
In other words, if the symmetry (20) is violated
for some energy subspace and the battery starts
in that subspace, the r.h.s. of (23) can be made
arbitrarily large (and in fact depends on the di-
mension of the battery as can be seen from the
proof of the theorem). This phenomenon did not
occur for the ideal weight because in that case
(20) was satisfied for all energy levels (mean-
ing that the battery had effectively no vacuum
regime). When the initial state of the system is
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the equilibrium state then (26) leads to the fol-
lowing family of inequalities:

∀ k ≥ kmin 〈eβwkk′ 〉k ≤
ZS′

ZS

(
1 + e−βδk

)
, (27)

Finally, the following example explicitly demon-
strates that work can fluctuate arbitrarily for a
valid thermal operation when the battery starts
in the vacuum regime.

Example 3 (Deviation from the Jarzynski ex-
pression). Consider a qubit system S and a ther-
mal operation ΓSW with a constant trivial Hamil-
tonian HS = HS′ = 0 and described by its action
on the basis states:

|s〉〈s|S⊗|εk〉〈εk|W−→|0〉〈0|S⊗|εk−1〉〈εk−1|W, (28)
|s〉〈s|S⊗|ε0〉〈ε0|W−→|1〉〈1|S⊗ γW, (29)

where γW :=
∑N
k′=02−k′−1 |εk′〉〈εk′ |W and k > 0.

Below, we will take the limit N →∞, which as-
sures proper normalisation, and with the energy
gap δ = β−1 log 2 implies that the map is a valid
thermal operation (its construction is discussed
in more detail in Section 4, subsection Physical
Battery)). The process can be fully characterized
by the transition probabilities:

k > 0 : r(0, k − 1|s, k) = 1, (30)
k = 0 : r(1, k′|s, 0) = 2−k′−1, (31)

where all other transition probabilities are equal
to zero. Notice that the process satisfies (21) for
all k > 0, i.e. the vacuum regime is spanned
just by one energy level |ε0〉〈ε0|W. Let us now
compute the averaged term from the Jarzynski
equality (24). We have:

〈eβ(wkk′−fs)〉k=
{
ZS′ if k > 0,
ZS′(N+1) if k = 0.

(32)

This means that the average (24) goes to infinity
(in the limit N →∞) whenever the initial occu-
pation of the battery ground state is non-zero.

We described a thermal operation for which
Jarzynski equality does not provide a meaning-
ful bound on work fluctuations when the battery
initially occupies an energy eigenstate for which
ETI does not hold. According to Theorem 1,
when the battery is initiated in such an eigen-
state, these fluctuations may be higher than in
the case of the ideal weight (for which standard

Jarzynski equality holds ”everywhere”). Surpris-
ingly, in such cases it is still possible to derive a
form of the second law of thermodynamics with
corrections depending on these occupations and
the distance of the battery state to the vacuum
regime. These correction terms quantify which
part of the average energy change on the battery
must be associated with heat rather than work.
In the next section we present a general theorem
which allows to quantitatively determine which
part of the average energy change on the battery
can be considered as a heat and which as a useful
work.

3.2 Second law of thermodynamics for physical
batteries
Thermodynamic work can be largely influenced
by energy fluctuations in the system. Although
both of them contribute to the change in the sys-
tem’s average energy, the work should be stored
in an ordered form so that it can be later used for
another transformation. At the same time heat is
irreversibly dissipated and lost. In this section we
describe the second main contribution of this pa-
per which is a modified version of the second law
of thermodynamics valid for batteries bounded
from below. This allows to estimate how much
of the average energy change on the battery can
be associated with thermodynamic work when its
spectrum is bounded from below.

Theorem 2. Let ΓSW be a thermal operation sat-
isfying (20). Then for all battery states of the
form:

ρW =
N∑
k=0

pW(k) |εk〉〈εk|W (33)

the average work 〈w〉 satisfies:

〈w〉 ≤ −∆FS +Aβ(ρW, ρS) +Bβ(ρW) (34)

where:

Aβ(ρW, ρS) :=
∑

k<kmin

pW(k)
[
Emax

S′ −F (ρS)−ηS
∂ηk
∂β

]
(35)

Bβ(ρW) := 1
β

log

1+
N∑

k≥kmin

pW(k) e−βδk
 (36)

where F (ρS) = tr[ρSHS] − S(ρS) is the free en-
ergy, S(ρS) = − tr ρS log ρS is the von-Neumann
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entropy, ∆FS = F (ρ′S′) − F (ρS) is the change
in the free energy of the system, ηk := ZW eβεk ,
ηS := ZS e

βEmax
S , Emax

S′ = maxs Ẽs is the largest
energy of the system S and δk := εk − εmin + δ.

Let us analyze the terms appearing in (34).
The upper bound for average work has two correc-
tion terms which both depend on the initial state
of the battery. First of them is proportional to the
occupation below the threshold energy εmin and
describes the contribution to the battery’s aver-
age energy related to changing its entropy (using
the battery in its vacuum regime spoils the bat-
tery). The second term decreases exponentially
fast with the distance to the threshold εmin and
effectively vanishes when battery starts far away
from it. In particular, if the battery operates suf-
ficiently far from the threshold energy, that is if∑
k<k∗ pW(k) ≈ 0 for some k∗ � kmin, then both

correction terms vanish and (34) reduces to the
ordinary form of the second law.

We stress here that the possible violation of
the second law inequality, which can occur when
the battery is initialized in the proximity of the
vacuum regime, is an indication that in such case
the average change of the energy of the battery
can no longer be considered as a valid descrip-
tion of thermodynamic work. In this way we
can interpret Theorem 2 as a quantitative tool
for determining the part of the average energy
change on the battery that cannot be associated
with thermodynamic work for arbitrary thermo-
dynamic processes. In other words, Theorem 2
allows to determine how far the battery must be
initialized in order to interpret the energy change
on the battery as a genuine thermodynamic work.

Proof of Theorem 2 (sketch). The standard ap-
proach in deriving the second law of thermody-
namics (1) is to start with the fluctuation theo-
rem (23) and upper bound the average work using
convexity of the exponential function. However,
as we saw in Example 3, if the battery has an
energy subspace for which the map is not trans-
lationally invariant, the r.h.s of (23) can be made
arbitrarily large for some battery states. Hence
we need to modify the method to obtain infor-
mative bounds. We start by decomposing the
average work 〈w〉 into two terms, each related to
a different regime of the initial state of the bat-

tery:

〈w〉 =
∑
w

p(w)w = 〈w〉vac + 〈w〉inv, (37)

where we labelled:

〈w〉vac :=
∑
w

∑
k<kmin

pW(k) p(w|k)w (38)

〈w〉inv :=
∑
w

∑
k≥kmin

pW(k) p(w|k)w. (39)

Our strategy is to independently bound both
terms appearing in (37). Regarding the first
term note that all we know is that the transition
probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} come from a stochastic
map (18) which preserves the associated Gibbs
state (19). In particular, this means that they
are all upper bounded by respective Gibbs fac-
tors. This means that for all input and output
pairs (s, k) and (s′, k′) we can write r(s′k′|sk) ≤
e−β(Ẽs′−Es+wkk′ ), which after some manipulation
leads to:

〈w〉vac ≤ −ηS
∑

k<kmin

pW(k)∂ηk
∂β

(40)

Consider now the second term from (37). Notice
that now the sum runs over k ≥ kmin and so the
assumptions of Theorem 1 are satisfied. Hence,
using Theorem 1 and the convexity of the expo-
nential function it can be shown that:

〈w〉inv ≤−∆FS +Bβ(ρW ) (41)

+

kmin−1∑
k=0

pW(k)

 · (Emax
S − F (ρS)).

The theorem follows by combining bounds (40)
and (41).

To illustrate Theorem 2 more clearly consider
an infinite-dimensional battery (N → ∞) with
initial energy population p(ε < ε∗) below some
energetic cut-off ε∗ > εmin, that is:

p(ε < ε∗) =
∑

k: εk≤ε∗
〈εk| ρW |εk〉W . (42)

The parameter ε∗ will serve us to describe the ini-
tial state of the battery. In the following corollary
we present a simplified (though slightly looser)
bound derived from Theorem 2. As we shall see,
in this bound the dependence of the correction
term on initial state of the battery is much sim-
pler and in fact can be described by using just
the function p(ε < ε∗).
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Figure 2: (a) Correction C(ε∗, ρW) for the bound on av-
erage work from Corollary 1. The initial state of the bat-
tery around the average energy βε̄ = 50 has a Gaussian
profile pW(ε) ∝ eβ2(ε−ε̄)2/2. The energy spacing was set
to βδ = 0.1 and vacuum regime to βεmin = 5. System S
was chosen to be a qubit with Hamiltonian HS = 0. No-
tice that in this case the battery’s state is fixed. Hence
by increasing ε∗ we reach a point where p(ε < ε∗) is no
longer small (which happens around βε∗ = 40) and so
the correction term blows-up. (b) Correction C(ε∗, ρW)
for the same setting but with fixed ε∗ = 10×εmin plotted
as a function of the average energy βε̄ of the Gaussian
profile. The kink appears as a consequence of fixing ε∗
in Eq. (44), while the first term vanishes exponentially
with ε̄.

Corollary 1. For any thermal operation ΓSW
acting on a harmonic oscillator battery W with
threshold energy εmin and initial state ρW, satis-
fying (42), we have:

〈w〉 ≤ −∆FS + 1
β
C(ε∗, ρW), (43)

with

C(ε∗, ρS) = p(ε < ε∗)
[
cS h(β, δ, εmin) +log cS

]
+ cSe

−β(ε∗−εmin), (44)

where h(β, δ, εmin) :=e−βδ[1+βδeβεmin(1−e−βδ)−2]
and the constant cS := dSe

βEmax
S′ depends only on

the properties of system S.

Notice that for battery states concentrated far
from the vacuum regime the term C(ε∗, ρW ) van-
ishes exponentially fast in the low energy regime
(see Fig. 2). Proof of the corollary can be found
in Appendix D.

3.3 Recovering deterministic work

All operations allowed in the framework involv-
ing the ideal weight can by carried out using the
harmonic oscillator battery with a bounded spec-
trum from below, as long as we use the battery
sufficiently high above the ground state (see e.g.
[25, 26]). However, the converse statement is not
true. In this section we show that there are ther-
mal operations which can only be accomplished
using batteries bounded from below. That means
that the sets of operations generated by these two
models are not equivalent, i.e. physical batteries
are strictly more powerful than ideal batteries.

In this section we describe a method of extend-
ing arbitrary thermal operations defined on a wit
to thermal operations acting on a harmonic oscil-
lator battery. First of all, this construction shows
that it is possible to recover the notion of deter-
ministic (i.e. fluctuation-free) work for batter-
ies with a ground state whenever they operate
above the regime of broken translational symme-
try. More intuitively this means that by properly
breaking translational symmetry one can mini-
mize to zero the fluctuations of work, while still
satisfying the second law of thermodynamics.

Secondly, any thermal operation acting on a
wit can be extended using the construction pro-
vided below. In the Appendix we show that any
thermal operation arising from this construction
satisfies the second law in the sense of Theorem
1. In this way, the maps which leave the wit in
a mixed state can still be “salvaged” and lead to
the average work which approximately obeys the
second law of thermodynamics and for which the
size of violations can be easily controlled.

We will now describe the construction. Let
Γwit be an arbitrary thermal operation acting on
S and a two-level battery (wit) performing the
transformation:

ρS ⊗ |0〉〈0|W → (45)
R00(ρS)⊗|0〉〈0|W+R01(ρS)⊗|1〉〈1|W

ρS ⊗ |1〉〈1|W → (46)
R10(ρS)⊗|0〉〈0|W+R11(ρS)⊗|1〉〈1|W
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Note that full information about Γwit is contained
in the set of subchannels {Rkk′} which we will
refer to as battery subchannels. Let {Rkk′} =
{R00,R01,R10,R11} be (arbitrary) battery sub-
channels associated with the transformation on
the wit. The transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)}
can be extracted from {Rkk′} via:

r(s′k′|sk) = tr
[∣∣s′〉〈s′∣∣Rkk′ [|s〉〈s|]] (47)

We will use the map Γwit as a primitive in con-
structing a family of thermal operations acting
on a harmonic oscillator battery. We define a
transformation Γosc acting on S and a harmonic
oscillator battery W in the following way:

Construction 1. The action of Γosc is given by:

ρS ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W →
∞∑
i=0
R00Ri01(ρS)⊗ |εi〉〈εi|W ,

(48)
ρS ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W → R10(ρS)⊗ |εk−1〉〈εk−1|W +

(49)
∞∑
i=0
R00Ri01R11(ρS)⊗ |εk+i〉〈εk+i|W ,

for all k > 0.

In Appendix E we show that any map arising
from this construction is a valid thermal opera-
tion. Moreover, the map additionally satisfies the
ETI property (20) with εmin = ε1. This implies
that the assumptions of Theorem 2 are met and
Γosc satisfies the second law in the form (34). In
fact, with a small modification we can define the
maps Γosc also for a battery with a finite num-
ber of energy levels. To simplify presentation we
postpone the details of this construction to the
Appendix.

Finally, we apply the above construction to
a primitive map which uses work stored in the
battery to form an arbitrary (energy-incoherent)
quantum state out of a thermal state. As a result
we obtain a method of recovering deterministic
work for transformations acting on a harmonic
oscillator battery with a spectrum bounded from
below. In this sense we can think about the har-
monic oscillator battery as owning both benefits
of the previous two battery models: it allows for
studying deterministic work which is an impor-
tant concept in the resource-theoretic approach
(property of the wit) while satisfying the sec-
ond law of thermodynamics (property of the ideal
weight).

Figure 3: Graphical explanation of the construction ex-
tending thermal operation Γwit defined on a qubit bat-
tery Wwit into a map ΓN acting on an (N + 1)-level
harmonic oscillator. When the battery has an infi-
nite spectrum the construction yields a map Γosc[·] :=
limN→∞ ΓN [·]. In the Appendix we show that for ev-
ery N ∈ N channel ΓN is a thermal operation and in
the limit N → ∞ becomes effectively translationally
invariant with threshold energy εmin = δ. Blue color
corresponds to an exemplary battery subchannel for a
3−level battery, that is R(2)

01 [·] = R00R01 [·]. Other
battery sub-channels can be determined in an analogous
way.

Theorem 3. Let Γwit be a thermal operation
acting on system S and a two-level battery with
Hamiltonian HW = δ |1〉〈1|W with δ ≥ 0 and per-
forming the transformation:

Γwit [ρS ⊗ |1〉〈1|W] = σS ⊗ |0〉〈0|W , (50)

for some energy-incoherent states ρS and σS.
Then there is a thermal operation Γosc acting
on S and an infinite harmonic oscillator battery
which performs the map (21), i.e.:

Γosc [ρS ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W] = σS ⊗ |εk − δ〉〈εk − δ|W ,
(51)

for all k > 0. The average work associated with
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this transformation is given by:

〈w〉 = −δ = Dmax(ρS||τS)−Dmax(σS||τS), (52)

where Dmax(ρ||σ) = log min{λ : ρ ≤ λσ}.

Proof. Notice that (50) corresponds to a set
of battery subchannels with R11[ρS] = 0 and
R10[ρS] = σS. Hence using Construction 1 leads
to a map Γosc which performs (51) for all k >
0.

If the map (50) is not exact but holds up to
some ε error on the wit then deterministic work
will have an additional contribution surpassing
the free energy change, as specified by the cor-
rection terms in Theorem 2. However, this con-
tribution can be suppressed by increasing the dis-
tance of the initial state of the battery to the vac-
uum regime. Thus we can start in an arbitrary
(e.g. mixed) state of the battery and due to The-
orem 2 the approximate version of the second law
of thermodynamics will still be satisfied. In this
way the notion of deterministic work can be re-
covered when the energy spectrum of the battery
is bounded from below.

Before we finish this section let us briefly note
that the construction we present here allows one
to recover proper thermodynamic work (i.e. sat-
isfying the second law of thermodynamics) for all
primitive maps on the wit. In particular, this
means that also the thermalizing map from Ex-
ample 1, when extended to a harmonic oscillator
battery, no longer leads to violations of the sec-
ond law whenever the battery is initialized above
the vacuum state.

4 Landauer erasure and measures of
work fluctuations
In this section we examine the main differences
between the ideal weight and the harmonic os-
cillator battery in the low-energy regime, that
is when population of the vacuum state cannot
be ignored. Naturally we expect that this would
lead to certain limitations which do not occur for
ideal weight battery. A question arises: what are
the consequences of these limitations, and most
importantly, what are their implications for gen-
eral thermodynamic protocols? Here we provide
a partial answer to this problem. Our main goal
is to explore how the presence of the ground state

is reflected in the fluctuations of thermodynamic
work.

In what follows we focus our attention on the
paradigmatic process of Landauer erasure and
implement it using two different battery models:
the ideal weight and the harmonic oscillator. We
will compare the minimal size of fluctuations that
are necessary for these two battery models to per-
form Landauer erasure with certain fidelity.

Before going into the details, a remark has to
be made about possible measures of fluctuations.
The very notion of a process being deterministic
is always related to the fact that, for this process,
a selected measure of fluctuations of work distri-
bution takes zero value. For the sake of com-
parison with earlier results for translationally in-
variant batteries [10], we start with a measure of
fluctuations which is based on the distance to the
average work:

F1[w] = max
w:p(w)6=0

|w − 〈w〉| (53)

Thanks to Example 2 we see that, when using an
ideal weight battery, it is not possible to obtain
a non-trivial transformation via a deterministic
process with respect to this measure. However,
in Section 4.1 we show that this can be achieved
when the same transformation is performed us-
ing a harmonic oscillator battery with unoccupied
vacuum state. Later in Section 4.2 we compare
the differences between the two battery models
when fluctuations are quantified by the variance
of the work distribution:

F2[p(w)] =
∫

dw p(w)(w − 〈w〉)2. (54)

Finally in Section 4.3 we investigate a general
quantifier of fluctuations:

F [p(w)] =
∫

dw p(w)f(w − 〈w〉), (55)

where f(x) is an arbitrary real function satisfying
f(0) = 0.

4.1 Landauer erasure: fluctuations measured
via F1[p(w)].
Consider a qubit S with a constant Hamiltonian
HS = HS′ = 0 prepared in the Gibbs state
τS = 1

21S. Suppose that we also have an imper-
fect machine which is able to erase qubits with
some small failure probability ε and which can

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 13



tolerate fluctuations of work up to a certain value
c. We therefore demand that a bound on the
distance to the average energy is satisfied for all
registered values of w:

|w − 〈w〉| ≤ c. (56)

Our goal is to check if putting constraints on the
allowed fluctuations of work of the form (56) can
limit the ultimate precision of erasure that can be
achieved in the process. Let us assume that our
machine maps the qubit with probability 1 − ε
to the state |0〉S and with probability ε fails and
outputs the orthogonal state |1〉S. The action of
the machine on S can be described by the effective
transformation:

ΓS [τS] = ρS(ε), (57)

where ρS(ε) = (1− ε) |0〉〈0|S + ε |1〉〈1|S and ΓS =
trW ΓSW is a thermal operation reduced to sys-
tem S. We will implement this effective transfor-
mation using two different battery models: the
ideal weight and the harmonic oscillator. For the
ideal weight we will look for an optimal trans-
formation whereas for the harmonic oscillator we
will apply Construction 1 to extend the Landauer
erasure map on the wit to the harmonic oscilla-
tor battery. Our goal here is to find the minimal
ε which can be achieved when work fluctuations
are bounded by c according to (56).

Ideal weight. Let ΓSW = Γweight be the ther-
mal operation that performs (57) using the ideal
weight battery. Since any such operation com-
mutes with the shift operator on the weight (9)
the transformation will be independent on the ini-
tial state of the battery. Hence, without loss of
generality, we can choose the initial battery state
to be ρW = |0〉〈0|W. The necessary and suffi-
cient conditions for the existence of a thermal
operation realizing (57) in this case are given by
(10). In our particular example (fully-degenerate
Hamiltonian) they reduce to:

∀ s′
∑
s,w

p(s′, w|s)eβw = 1, (58)

Given a process Γweight described by p(s′, w|s)
and satisfying (58), the work generated in a par-
ticular state transition |s〉S → |s′〉S has probabil-
ity distribution given by:

p(w|s, s′) = p(s′, w|s)
p(s′|s) , (59)

where p(s′|s) =
∑
w p(s′, w|s) is the probability

of a given transition on the system. In general
work as described by (59) fluctuates around the
mean value 〈w〉. The authors of [10] (Theorem
2, Supplementary notes) showed that the process
which minimizes work fluctuations (56) without
increasing its average value 〈w〉 satisfies:

p(w|s, s′) = δ(w − wss′). (60)

In other words, the optimal process which mini-
mizes work fluctuations has a fixed value of work
wss′ for any given state transition |s〉S → |s′〉S.
Sometimes in literature such processes are called
“deterministic” to reflect the fact that for each
transition there is a well-defined work cost. In
this work we will use the term ”deterministic”
only with respect to the distribution p(w) and
only when a specific measure of fluctuations be-
comes zero. For simplicity of presentation we will
assume that w00 = w10 = w0 and w01 = w11 =
w1, i.e. the random variable w takes the value
w0 when we erase the state and w1 when we fail
and output an orthogonal state. Applying trans-
formation Γweight to the initial state of the qubit
and the ideal weight battery leads to the joint
state:

Γweight
[
τS⊗ |0〉〈0|W

]
= (61)

=
∑
s,s′,w

p(s′, w|s)
∣∣s′〉〈s′∣∣S ⊗ |w〉〈w|W

=
∑
s,s′

p(s′|s)
∣∣s′〉〈s′∣∣S ⊗ |ws′〉〈ws′ |W ,

where the probabilities p(s′|s) are chosen such
that the transformation reduced to S correctly
reproduces (57). The action of Γweight is sum-
marized in Tab. 1. Notice that the conditions

|s〉 → |s′〉 p(s′|s) work
|0〉 → |0〉 1− ε w0
|1〉 → |0〉 1− ε w0
|0〉 → |1〉 ε w1
|1〉 → |1〉 ε w1

Table 1: The action of map Γweight on system S with
the associated work costs.

(58) imply that the shifts {ws′} must necessarily
satisfy:

(s′ = 0) eβw0 = 1
2(1− ε) , (62)

(s′ = 1) eβw1 = 1
2ε. (63)
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Using these we find that the random variable w
can take on one of the following values:

ws′ =


−kBT log 2− kBT log(1− ε) s′ = 0,

−kBT log 2− kBT log ε s′ = 1.
(64)

The average work during this process can be cal-
culated as:

〈w〉weight =
∑
w

p(w)w (65)

=
∑
s,s′

p(s) p(s′|s)wss′

= (1− ε)w0 + εw1

= −kBT log 2 + kBTh(ε),

where h(x) := −(1−x) log(1− x)−x log x is the
binary entropy function. In the case when fluc-
tuations of work are bounded by a constant c as
in (56) we have:

c ≥ max
w: p(w)>0

|w − 〈w〉weight|

= max
s′
|ws′ − 〈w〉weight|

= kBT |h(ε) + log ε|
≥ −kBT (log ε+ log 2). (66)

This limits the range of ε which can be achieved
when the fluctuations are constrained by c, i.e.:

ε ≥ 1
2e
−c/kBT . (67)

If we now take the error ε → 0 the average
work 〈w〉 will approach a finite value of 〈w〉 =
−kBT log 2. However, this can be accomplished
only when access to high energies is provided, so
that fluctuations of work can be unconstrained,
and c→∞.

Harmonic oscillator battery. Let us con-
sider again the process from (57), but now imple-
mented using a harmonic oscillator battery. In
order to construct the desired thermal operation
we start with a primary process acting on the wit
battery with energy separation δ, i.e.:

Γwit [τS ⊗ |1〉〈1|W] = ρS(ε)⊗ |0〉〈0|W . (68)

Using standard methods (e.g. thermo-
majorization curves) we can determine the
minimal value of δ for which (68) is a valid ther-
mal operation, i.e. δ = −kBT · Dmax(ρ(ε)||τ) =

kBT log 2+kBT log(1− ε). Recall that the action
of any thermal operation Γwit can be written as:

Γwit
[
ρS ⊗ ρW

]
=
(
R00 [ρS]+R10 [ρS]

)
⊗ |0〉〈0|W +(

R01 [ρS]+R11 [ρS]
)
⊗ |1〉〈1|W .

(69)

For diagonal input states we can encode the ac-
tion of subchannels {Rkk′} using a set of sub-
stochastic matrices {Rkk′} acting on the diag-
onals of respective states. Let us denote the
vector of initial probabilities of system S with
x = diag(ρS). A simple analysis shows that the
action of Γwit on diagonal states can be expressed
using the set of matrices:

R00 =
[

0 0
1−2ε

2(1−ε)
1−2ε

2(1−ε)

]
, R10 =

[
1− ε 1− ε
ε ε

]
,

(70)

R01 =
[ 1

2(1−ε) 0
0 1

2(1−ε)

]
, R11 =

[
0 0
0 0

]
. (71)

In the above we chose R00 and R01 such that
Γwit preserves the Gibbs-state and hence is a valid
thermal operation.

Using Construction 1 we can now extend
Γwit to a thermal operation Γosc acting on a
harmonic oscillator battery. The matrices {R̃kk′}
describing this new process are given by:

For k = 0 :

R̃kk′ = R00R
k′
01 (72)

=
[

0 0
1−2ε

[2(1−ε)]k′+1
1−2ε

[2(1−ε)]k′+1

]
For k > 0 :

R̃kk′ =
{
R10, if k′ = k − 1,
0, otherwise.

(73)

We will now consider two different cases: an ideal
one in which the vacuum state of the battery is
not occupied and the more physical one in which
we assume a small (but nonzero) population in
the vacuum state.
Harmonic oscillator battery: vacuum not
occupied. The transformation constructed using
matrices {R̃kk′} in Construction 1 has the same
action for all battery states above the ground
state, that is:

Γosc [τS ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W] = ρS(ε)⊗ |εk − δ〉〈εk − δ|W ,
(74)
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This holds for all initial states of the battery
above the ground state, i.e. for all εk > εmin = 0.
This means that any initial state ρW of the bat-
tery (with 〈ε0|ρW|ε0〉 = 0) will lead to the same
transformation. Furthermore, it can be shown
(see Appendix E for the details) that for any
primitive map Γwit and any initial state of the
battery above the ground state the average work
associated with the extended map Γosc can always
be expressed as:

〈w〉osc = δ ·
[
1T (1−R01)−1R11 x− 1

]
= −δ, (75)

where 1T = (1, 1, . . . , 1) is the (horizontal) iden-
tity vector and 1 is the identity matrix. From
(74) it is clear that whenever the battery starts
above its ground state the shifts {ws′} are the
same whenever erasure succeeds or fails, i.e. for
all s′:

ws′ = −δ = −kBT log 2− kBT log(1− ε). (76)

This also implies that the random variable w does
not fluctuate. Indeed we have:

c ≥ max
w: p(w)>0

|w − 〈w〉osc|

= |δ − 〈w〉osc|
= 0. (77)

In particular this means that ε does not depend
on c and hence there is no fundamental limit on
ε allowed by the transformation, i.e.:

ε ≥ 0. (78)

In this way a harmonic oscillator battery faith-
fully reproduces the amount of deterministic work
needed to perform erasure for an arbitrary low er-
ror rate ε, a feature which the ideal weight could
not perform as described in Example 2.
Harmonic oscillator battery: vacuum oc-
cupied. While the above is a valid mathematical
construction, in a physical situation the vacuum
state will be inevitably occupied, and therefore
one should expect the harmonic oscillator battery
to show fluctuations of work. To quantify them,
we assume that the vaccum state is occupied with
probability γ. In this case the situation is differ-
ent to the ideal (γ = 0) case. This is because
applying the thermal map Γosc when the battery
is in its ground state thermalizes the battery, i.e.

returns a state with all levels of the harmonic
oscillator battery occupied. However, although
the map brings the battery to a full-rank state,
the probability of occupying higher energy lev-
els decays exponentially with the energy. Hence
the entropy change in the battery is always finite
and, in particular, does not diverge in the limit
of infinite dimension of the battery.

(though with probability decaying exponen-
tially fast with the energy). Furthermore, the
occupation of the vacuum induces a proportional
error on the system. In order to find the action on
the system and the total distribution of work p(w)
let us note that our construction assures transla-
tional invariance for all energy levels above energy
εmin = ε0. This means that without loss of gen-
erality we can prepare the battery in the initial
state:

ρW = (1− γ) |ε1〉〈ε1|W + γ |ε0〉〈ε0|W , (79)

where γ ∈ [0, 1]. Applying our Landauer erasure
map leads to the following state on the system
and the battery:

Γosc[τS⊗ρW]=(1− γ)Γosc[τS ⊗ |ε1〉〈ε1|W] (80)
+ γ Γosc[τS ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W] (81)

= (1− γ)ρS(ε)⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W (82)

+
∞∑
i=0
Ri01R00[τS]⊗ |εi〉〈εi|W . (83)

The map Γosc implements Landauer erasure on
the system with the total error εtot = ε(1− γ) +
γ, where ε is the parameter inherited from Γwit,
based on which Γosc is constructed. Therefore,
even for ε = 0 perfect erasure is not possible and
ultimately depends also on the occupation of the
vacuum state.

In this case the protocol can only be imple-
mented if we allow c → ∞, i.e. work w can take
all possible values between 0 and ∞ (although
this happens with exponentially small probabili-
ties). In this way, even though in the ideal case
we could in principle always choose ε = 0 for any
value of c ≥ 0, when the vacuum state is popu-
lated we must allow for unbounded fluctuations
of work in order to carry out the erasure perfectly.

To summarize, we see that using a battery with
broken translational symmetry can lead to an ar-
bitrarily good precision of Landauer erasure just
as in the case of the ideal weight battery, but with
work fluctuations reduced to zero. However, once
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we consider a more physical situation in which the
battery’s ground state is occupied, both models
behave essentially in the same way. It is an in-
teresting open question whether the different be-
havior certified for γ = 0 can lead to some physi-
cal advantages over the ideal weight (e.g. result-
ing from lifting the translational invariance con-
straint), or it is just a mathematical idealization,
similar as in the case of wit. We leave this case
open for future research.

4.2 Landauer erasure: fluctuations measured
via F2[p(w)].

We saw above that for a non-zero occupation of
the vacuum state, Γosc returns a state with all
levels of the harmonic oscillator battery occu-
pied (though with probability decaying exponen-
tially with the energy), while the average energy
remains finite. Therefore, the previously used
measure of fluctuations, F1[w], takes infinite val-
ues. In order to give a quantitative description of
the functioning of physical batteries, we therefore
switch to considerations of statistical moments
of energy changes, as they take into account not
only values of registered work, but also probabil-
ities of obtaining it.

Immediately we can draw some conclusions
about the functioning of physical batteries (i.e.
with ground states), even without invoking their
translational invariance properties in some regime
above the cut-off energy. Whenever the vac-
uum state (or the lowest energy eigenstate on
which the process acts non-trivially) is occupied,
stochasticity of the map implies that the work
distribution has positive contributions resulting
from the vacuum being populated (as population
on this level cannot be mapped to lower levels).
On the other hand, Landauer erasure is a type
of transformation which requires work (hence in
our notation it is associated with a negative av-
erage work). Therefore higher energy levels of
the battery have to be initially occupied, in or-
der to assure the dominant negative contribution
to the average. As a consequence, the variance
can only be reduced to zero when the vacuum is
not populated. Moreover, as we show below in
Theorem 4, for a fixed occupation of the vacuum,
the variance of Landauer erasure cannot even be
brought down arbitrarily close to zero. This can
be treated as another argument suggesting that
the ideal weight may not be able to encapsulate

important physical effects in the regimes where
the occupation of the vacuum cannot be ignored.
In other words, it allows for processes which can-
not be realised in practise, i.e. when one only has
access to physical batteries.

Before delving into quantitative analysis let us
start with a simple fact. The below theorem pro-
vides a bound on the fluctuations of work which
is valid for any battery with the ground state
and any stochastic transformation on the sys-
tem and the battery (i.e. it is not necessarily
translationally-invariant or Gibbs-preserving).

Theorem 4. Let ρW be an arbitrary state of
the battery with a non-zero occupation γ of the
ground state |ε0〉W, i.e.:

γ = 〈ε0|ρW|ε0〉. (84)

The variance of the work distribution p(w) aris-
ing from any thermodynamic protocol with 〈w〉 ≤
0 is bounded by:

Var[w] ≥ γ〈w〉2. (85)

Proof. The variance Var[w] of a random variable
w distributed according to p(w) is given by:

Var[w] =
∑
w

p(w)(w − 〈w〉), (86)

Let s be the probability of performing work w =
0 when the battery is in the ground state. Using
the assumption 〈w〉 ≤ 0 we can write:

Var[w] ≥ p(w = 0)(0− 〈w〉)2 +
∑
w>0

p(w)(w − 〈w〉)2

≥ p(w = 0)〈w〉2 + 〈w〉2
∑
w>0

p(w)

≥ γs〈w〉2 + γ(1− s)〈w〉2 (87)

This proves the claim.

Harmonic oscillator battery. In this sec-
tion the average energetic cost of performing the
transformation is measured in terms of the aver-
age work 〈w〉osc(ε, γ), while the variance of the
work distribution:

F2[p(w)] = Varosc(ε, γ)

=
∫

dw p(w)(w − 〈w〉)2 (88)

will be used as a measure of fluctuations. For the
map from Construction 1 based on (70) and (71),
we can calculate the corresponding measures:

〈w〉osc(ε, γ)/kT = −δ
(

1− 2γ(1− ε)
1− 2ε

)
(89)
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and

Varosc(ε, γ)
(kT )2 = γδ2 2(1− ε)(−2γ(1− ε)− 2ε+ 3)

(1− 2ε)2 .

(90)

where δ := log 2(1 − ε) is defined as before.
It can be easily shown that, for a given value
of εtot = ε(1 − γ) + γ both 〈w〉osc(ε, γ) and
Varosc(ε, γ) are maximized for ε = 0, γ = εtot
(see also Fig. 4). As 〈w〉osc(ε, γ) is always non-
positive, its maximization corresponds to mini-
mization of work spent on the erasure. However,
the less work we spend on the erasure, the higher
are its fluctuations, as measured by F2[p(w)].
Ideal weight battery. These fluctuations on the
harmonic oscillator battery should be compared
with fluctuations of work registered on the ideal
weight battery for an analogous process, i.e. a
process implementing Landauer erasure with the
same failure probability εtot. As a promising can-
didate for minimizing fluctuations in this regime,
we take the process (61) with work values spec-
ified in Table 1 (which minimizes the measure
F1[w]). Therefore, we denote the corresponding
values of the average work and variance with sub-
script "1", i.e.:

〈w〉1(εtot)/kT = − log 2 + h(εtot), (91)

and

Var1(εtot)
(kT )2

=εtot
(
− log(εtot)− h(εtot)

)2
+(1− εtot)

(
− log(1− εtot)− h(εtot)

)2
, (92)

where h(x) = −(1 − x) log(1− x) − x log x. In
the regime of small errors εtot, fluctuations on
the harmonic oscillator battery are smaller com-
pared to the ones on the weight (see Fig. 4). As
indicated above, this range grows with decreas-
ing occupation of the vacuum state, in agreement
with the description of the no-fluctuation case
of the idealised harmonic oscillator battery pre-
sented in the previous section. We also observe
that working with an oscillator battery leads to
higher expenditures of work, as 〈w〉osc(0, εtot) ≤
〈w〉1(εtot), with equality for εtot = 0 and εtot = 1.

Note however that it is not clear that the pro-
cess (61) minimizes the measure F2[w] for the
ideal weight. In fact, the following probabilities

define a process on the ideal weight which in the
limit λ→ 0 is deterministic with respect to F2[w]:

p(w|s′ = 0) = δ(w − w0), (93)
p(w|s′ = 1) = (1− λ)δ(w − w0)+

λδ(w − w1), (94)

where λ ∈ [0, 1]. Since in our case we have p(s′ =
0) = 1 − ε and p(s′ = 1) = ε we can write the
total distribution of work p(w) as:

p(w) = (1− λε)δ(w − w0) + λεδ(w − w1). (95)

Such a thermal operation exists if the Gibbs-
stochasticity conditions are satisfied. This means
that we must have:

eβw0 = 1
2(1− ε) , (96)

(1− λ)eβw0 + λeβw1 = 1
2ε. (97)

Notice now that for an arbitrarily small ε and
an arbitrarily small λ the work value w1 can be
always chosen large enough so that these two
constraints are satisfied. In particular for any
λ, ε > 0 the choice

w1 = 1
β

log
[ 1

2λε −
1− λ

2(1− ε)

]
(98)

leads to a legitimate thermal operation. Direct
calculations in the limit λ→ 0 show:

〈w〉2(ε) = w0 = −kBT [log 2 + log(1− ε)], (99)
Var2(ε) = 0. (100)

In this way by allowing for larger amounts of work
which occur with respectively smaller probabili-
ties, we can recover deterministic work (with re-
spect to F2[w]). In fact, in the limit λ→ 0, pro-
cess (93) leads to the same average and variance
of work as the process from Construction 1, with
no vacuum state occupied. Note that, due to the
convexity of the exponential function in (96) we
have 〈w〉2 ≤ 〈w〉1, so here also a reduction of
fluctuations is obtained at the cost of performing
additional work.

The above shows that one can perform Lan-
dauer erasure using the ideal weight battery with
deterministic work (with respect to variance as
the measure of fluctuations). This, however, con-
trasts with the behaviour we observed for physical
batteries which have a nonzero occupation of the
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Figure 4: Comparison between different processes per-
forming Landauer erasure on ideal weight and physical
battery, with error εtot on a system, stated in terms of (a)
average work 〈w〉 and (b) variance of work distribution
Var[w]. On physical battery, a process based on Con-
struction 1 with (70) and (71), whose error εtot stems
entirely from vacuum occupation γ, is characterized by
minimal work cost and maximal fluctuations indicated
by the grey dashed lines. For the nonphysical case of
the vacuum being not occupied, fluctuations can be re-
duced to zero, at the expense of increasing work cost
(red lines). On the other hand, the same statistics can
be achieved on the ideal weight for the process (93) in
the limit λ→ 0. For λ = 1, solid black lines depict min-
imal possible work expense and corresponding variance
of work distribution on the ideal weight.

ground state (see Theorem 4). In the next sec-
tion, focusing on processes which we chose here
for illustrative purposes, we show the evidence
suggesting that this discrepancy between battery
models may be extended to a broader class of
fluctuation measures.

4.3 Landauer erasure: generalized model of
fluctuations F [w].
Let us now consider a simple generalization of the
quantifiers we studied in the previous sections, i.e.
we will look at the following quantity:

F [w] :=
∫

dw p(w)f(w − 〈w〉). (101)

In the above f(x) can be any function which satis-
fies f(0) = 0. Intuitively, the above describes the
(weighted) average work fluctuations that one is
willing to tolerate in their protocol. In this way
bounding (101) with some constant value c pro-
vides a more general description of our willing-
ness to tolerate fluctuations of work depending on
their size. To gain some more intuition consider
the following choice of the cost function f(x):

f(x) =
{

0 if |x| ≤ c,
∞ else.

(102)

This corresponds to the situation of c-bounded
work which we considered in Section 4.1, when
setting c = 0 leads to a deterministic work ex-
traction, with respect to the measure F1[p(w)].
On the other hand, choosing f(x) = x2 leads to
the variance of the work distribution (see Section
4.2).

We will now again consider the example of ap-
proximate Landauer erasure, but now express-
ing constraints in terms of the function F de-
fined in (101). Our goal here is similar as before:
we would like to check if putting constraints on
the allowed fluctuations of work can lead to any
bounds on the ultimate precision of the Landauer
erasure process. We will again look at the prob-
lem first from the perspective of using the ideal
weight as the battery and second using the har-
monic oscillator with the ground state.

The ideal weight battery. Let us consider
the approximate Landauer erasure process per-
formed on the weight described by the process
(93). As mentioned before, by allowing larger
amounts of work W1 occurring with respectively
smaller probabilities ελ, we can recover deter-
ministic work (with respect to F2[p(w)]). This
analysis, however, does not take into account the
size of fluctuations. We should expect that small
fluctuations around the average 〈w〉 should not
be as adversarial as the large ones, and similarly
large fluctuations should be more costly to tol-
erate. Hence we instead put a constraint on the
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average cost of fluctuations:

F [w] ≤ c. (103)

To focus our attention let us choose an exponen-
tial cost function f(x) = e|x| − 1, i.e. we are
going to treat small fluctuations as almost free
and larger ones as significantly more costly. Any
function with exponential or better decay in x
would lead to the same qualitative conclusions.
In this case our constraint (103) becomes:

(1− λε)eβ(w0−〈w〉) + λεeβ(w1−〈w〉) ≤ c. (104)

Since both λ, ε > 0 this also implies:

λεeβw1 ≤ c eβ〈w〉 ≤ c, (105)

since 〈w〉 ≤ 0 which follows by applying Jensen’s
inequality to (96). Let us now look at the Gibbs-
stochasticity conditions (96). By solving for w0
we can express the second condition as:

λεeβw1 = 1− 2ε+ ελ

2(1− ε) ≥ 1− 2ε
2(1− ε) . (106)

Combining (105) with (106) leads to the following
bound on ε:

ε ≥ 1
2 −

c

2(1− c) . (107)

Hence we have a non-trivial bound for all c ∈
[0, 1

2). Importantly, this bound holds for all ini-
tial states of the weight battery and states that
its impossible to obtain lower ε for any possible
thermal operation.

Harmonic oscillator battery. Let us now
consider the same transformation but performed
using the harmonic oscillator battery. In the ideal
case when the vacuum state is not occupied the
whole analysis can be performed just as in the
previous section. However, the situation changes
if we start with a non-zero population of the vac-
uum state. In that case Γosc returns a state with
all levels of the harmonic oscillator battery occu-
pied (though with probability decaying exponen-
tially fast with the energy). Furthermore, occu-
pation of the vacuum induces a proportional error
on the system. In order to find the action on the
system and the total distribution of work p(w)
let us note that our construction assures transla-
tional invariance for all energy levels above k = 0.
This means that without loss of generality we can
prepare the battery in the following initial state:

ρW = (1− γ) |ε1〉〈ε1|W + γ |ε0〉〈ε0|W , (108)

where γ ∈ [0, 1/2]. Applying our Landauer era-
sure map leads to the following final state on the
system and the battery:

Γosc[τS ⊗ ρW] = (1− γ)Γosc[τS ⊗ |ε1〉〈ε1|W]+
γ Γosc[τS ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W]

= (1− γ)ρS(ε)S ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W +

γ
∞∑
i=0
Ri01R00[τS]⊗ |εi〉〈εi|W .

(109)

Notice that we also have:

Ri01R00[τS] = 1− 2ε
2i+1(1− ε)i+1 |1〉〈1|S . (110)

To simplify notation let us denote αi :=
trRi01R00[τS]. The final state on the system be-
comes:

ρ′S = trW Γosc[τS ⊗ ρW]
= (1− εtot) |0〉〈0|S+εtot |1〉〈1|S , (111)

where εtot = ε + γ(1 − ε) is the effective total
error on the system. Hence it is now not only
the channel imperfection but also occupation of
the vacuum which bounds the precision of the
Landauer erasure. The work distribution can be
now computed as:

p(w) = (1− γ) δ(w + δ) + γ
∞∑
i=0

αiδ(w − iδ)

(112)

The average work 〈w〉osc then becomes:

〈w〉osc = −δ
(

1− 2γ(1− ε)
1− 2ε

)
(113)

In this case our average cost function (103) with
exponential cost f(x) = e|x| becomes:

F [p(w)] = (e2βδγ − 1)− γ

2 e
−2βδγ

(
1− eβδ

2− eβδ

)
(114)

Notice that if we now choose the smallest possible
δ = kBT log[2(1 − ε)] we obtain an expression
diverging to infinity with ε→ 0. This also holds if
we choose a bigger work value, i.e. δ = kBT log 2.

We therefore see that, for a broad class of
fluctuation measures F [p(w)] (101) with f(x) in-
creasing at least exponentially, physical batteries
with occupied vacuum lead to infinite deviations
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from deterministic work. This is in line with our
observation that occupation of the ground state
leads to fluctuations of work which can never be
brought down arbitrarily close to zero. In this
respect the two battery models (the ideal weight
and the harmonic oscillator battery) lead to dif-
ferent thermodynamic predictions in the low en-
ergy regime, i.e. when the occupation of the
ground state cannot be ignored.

5 Summary and future work

In classical thermodynamics the existence of a
perfect “work receiver” is a standard and very of-
ten implicitly accepted assumption. This is also
the case for many contemporary results in quan-
tum and stochastic thermodynamics (e.g. fluctu-
ation theorems) where work is described by en-
ergy changes on the system. In this work we ar-
gued towards breaking this paradigmatic assump-
tion and studying a truly physical (i.e. explicit
and bounded) work storage device, a harmonic
oscillator battery.

We have observed that the effects related to
the ground state of the work-storage device man-
ifest in the Jarzynski fluctuation theorem. We de-
termined the estimates on fluctuations of energy
changes of the battery which replace the standard
fluctuation theorem for the case when the battery
is bounded from below.

Furthermore, using these estimates we derived
corrections to the second law of thermodynamics
and showed that they vanish exponentially fast
with the distance of the initial state of the bat-
tery to the bottom of its spectrum. These correc-
tions allow to determine when contributions to
the average energy of the battery can be treated
as average work, hence providing a quantitative
tool to differentiate when the battery operates
accurately and when it acts as an entropy sink.

Notably, mathematical forms of our bounds on
work fluctuactions and average work remain valid
even when coherence is present in the system,
though terms which in the incoherent case refer
to free energy loose this association. As a conse-
quence, the bounds can no longer be used as tools
for assesment of physicality of work. It would be
interesting to see if there is a positive interplay
between quantum effects resulting from the exis-
tance of a ground state of the battery and coher-
ence between its energy states, when it comes to

amount of extractable average work.

The bounds presented here are a step forward
towards understanding to what extent the energy
changes on physical batteries can be treated as
a genuine thermodynamic work. We emphasize
that the deviations from the second law which we
described concern the average work rather than
the work itself, hence they are of completely dif-
ferent character than deviations reported by stan-
dard fluctuation theorems. In the regime of trans-
lational symmetry these corrections are negligi-
ble, hence the shifts on the battery can be treated
as thermodynamic work. This naturally leads to
an important open question: what is work if we
are not using the battery in the translationally in-
variant regime? Another interesting investigation
in this direction would be to asses the corrections
to the second law in terms of the entropy decrease
of the system and the bath, rather than in terms
of the average work, as we have done in this pa-
per. Furthermore, one can look for saturable up-
per bounds on the LHS of (26), so that in the
limit k →∞ the standard Jarzynski identity can
be recovered.

In this work we also laid the first step in an-
swering the fundamental question: how thermo-
dynamic laws and fluctuation relations modify if
we take into account the limitations imposed by
the presence of the lowest energy state of the bat-
tery? This question is relevant both in classical
and quantum thermodynamics and is not exclu-
sively related to the resource-theoretic framework
which we use here. In this sense we believe that
the results we present here open the door for de-
riving more universal corrections that would ap-
ply to arbitrary models of work reservoirs, as well
as other frameworks for thermodynamics.

We also showed that the harmonic oscillator
battery model correctly reproduces the amount
of single-shot work of formation, originally intro-
duced using qubit as the battery system in [29].
Not only this allows to study the two seemingly
contradictory notions of single-shot and fluctuat-
ing work using a single battery model, but also,
due to Theorem 2, allows to determine when we
can treat deterministic work as a genuine thermo-
dynamic work satisfying the second law of ther-
modynamics. A natural open question is whether
this result can be extended to the case of work
of distillation, i.e. when work is distilled from a
quantum state and stored in the battery.
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Furthermore, we demonstrated that in the
regime where the population of the battery
ground state cannot be neglected, the ideal
weight battery does not provide a proper descrip-
tion of physical processes. In the presented exam-
ple of Landauer erasure we showed that there is
a fundamental lower bound on the minimal vari-
ance of work distribution that any physical model
of a battery has to satisfy. This bound is violated
for the ideal weight and shows that fluctuations
of thermodynamic work in the low-energy regime
behave significantly different than in the regime
of high energies.

Finally, we showed that physical batteries will
suffer from the existence of the ground state.
This influences our understanding of the notion
of work as well as asks for reformulation of the
whole domain of fluctuation relations whenever
the battery is used in the "close to the vacuum"
regime. However, one may also ask an orthogonal
question of whether physical batteries can offer
any kind of advantage over the ideal weight. This
must necessary happen in a way that this advan-
tage be "larger" than the violation of the second
law as quantified by our correction terms. The
arising advantage could not be then attributed
only to the second law violation but rather would
describe a genuine improvement. This is indeed
not excluded since in our model, by accepting a
weaker notion of translational invariance, we ef-
fectively allow for a larger class of operations than
in the case of the ideal weight model.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Andrzej Grudka, Edgar
Aguilar, Mischa Woods, Rafał Demkowicz-
Dobrzański, Paul Skrzypczyk, Tony Short, Llouis
Masanes, Marcin Łobejko and Jonathan Op-
penheim for helpful and inspiring discussions.
MH, PLB and PM are supported by Na-
tional Science Centre, Poland, grant OPUS
9 2015/17/B/ST2/01945. PLB acknowledges
support from the UK EPSRC (grant no.
EP/R00644X/1). PLB is also supported by
National Science Centre, Poland, grant PRE-
LUDIUM 14 2017/27/N/ST2/01227. MH ac-
knowledges support by the Foundation for Polish
Science through IRAP project co-financed by EU
within Smart Growth Operational Programme
(contract no. 2018/MAB/5). This work was also

supported by John Templeton Foundation.

References
[1] J. V. Koski, V. F. Maisi, T. Sagawa, and

J. P. Pekola. Experimental observation
of the role of mutual information in the
nonequilibrium dynamics of a maxwell de-
mon. Phys. Rev. Lett., 113:030601, Jul 2014.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.030601.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.113.030601.

[2] J. V. Koski, A. Kutvonen, I. M. Khay-
movich, T. Ala-Nissila, and J. P.
Pekola. On-chip maxwell’s demon as
an information-powered refrigerator. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 115:260602, Dec 2015. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.260602. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.115.260602.

[3] Kensaku Chida, Samarth Desai, Katsuhiko
Nishiguchi, and Akira Fujiwara. Power gen-
erator driven by maxwell’s demon. Nat.
Commun., 8:15310, May 2017. DOI:
10.1038/ncomms15301. URL https://doi.
org/10.1038/ncomms15301. Article.

[4] Patrice A. Camati, John P. S. Peterson,
Tiago B. Batalhão, Kaonan Micadei,
Alexandre M. Souza, Roberto S. Sarthour,
Ivan S. Oliveira, and Roberto M. Serra. Ex-
perimental rectification of entropy produc-
tion by maxwell’s demon in a quantum sys-
tem. Phys. Rev. Lett., 117:240502, Dec 2016.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.240502.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.117.240502.

[5] Peterson J. P. S., Sarthour R. S., Souza A.
M., Oliveira I. S., Goold J., Modi K.,
Soares-Pinto D. O., and Céleri L. C. Ex-
perimental demonstration of information to
energy conversion in a quantum system
at the landauer limit. Proc. Royal Soc.
A, 472(2188):20150813, Apr 2016. DOI:
10.1098/rspa.2015.0813. URL https://
doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2015.0813.

[6] G. L. Zanin, T. Häffner, M. A. A.
Talarico, E. I. Duzzioni, P. H. Souto
Ribeiro, G. T. Landi, and L. C. Cé-
leri. Experimental quantum thermodynam-
ics with linear optics. Brazilian Jour-
nal of Physics, 49(5):783–798, Oct 2019.

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 22

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.030601
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.030601
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.030601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.260602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.260602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.260602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.260602
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15301
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15301
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15301
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.240502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.240502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.240502
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2015.0813
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2015.0813
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2015.0813
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2015.0813


ISSN 1678-4448. DOI: 10.1007/s13538-019-
00700-6. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/
s13538-019-00700-6.

[7] C. Jarzynski. Nonequilibrium equality for
free energy differences. Phys. Rev. Lett., 78:
2690–2693, Apr 1997. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevLett.78.2690. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2690.

[8] C. Jarzynski. Equilibrium free-energy differ-
ences from nonequilibrium measurements: A
master-equation approach. Phys. Rev. E, 56:
5018–5035, Nov 1997. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevE.56.5018. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5018.

[9] Álvaro M. Alhambra, Lluis Masanes,
Jonathan Oppenheim, and Christopher
Perry. Fluctuating work: From quantum
thermodynamical identities to a second law
equality. Phys. Rev. X, 6:041017, Oct 2016.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041017. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevX.6.041017.

[10] Jonathan G. Richens and Lluis Masanes.
Work extraction from quantum systems
with bounded fluctuations in work. Nat.
Commun., 7:13511, Nov 2016. DOI:
doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13511. URL
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13511.

[11] Kosuke Ito, Peter Talkner, B. Prasanna
Venkatesh, and Gentaro Watanabe. Gener-
alized energy measurements and quantum
work compatible with fluctuation theo-
rems. Phys. Rev. A, 99:032117, Mar 2019.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032117. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevA.99.032117.

[12] Tiago Debarba, Gonzalo Manzano, Yelena
Guryanova, Marcus Huber, and Nicolai Friis.
Work estimation and work fluctuations in
the presence of non-ideal measurements.
New Journal of Physics, 21(11):113002, Nov
2019. ISSN 1367-2630. DOI: 10.1088/1367-
2630/ab4d9d. URL http://dx.doi.org/
10.1088/1367-2630/ab4d9d.

[13] Riccardo Rao and Massimiliano Esposito.
Detailed fluctuation theorems: A unifying
perspective. Entropy, 20(9):635, 2018. DOI:
10.3390/e20090635.

[14] Marcin Łobejko. The tight second law in-
equality for coherent quantum systems and
finite-size heat baths, Feb 2021. ISSN 2041-

1723. URL https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41467-021-21140-4.

[15] Tom Purves and Tony Short. Channels,
measurements and post-selection in quan-
tum thermodynamics, 2020.

[16] E G D Cohen and David Mauzerall. A
note on the jarzynski equality. Journal of
Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Exper-
iment, 2004(07):P07006, jul 2004. DOI:
10.1088/1742-5468/2004/07/p07006. URL
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1742-5468%
2F2004%2F07%2Fp07006.

[17] Benoit Palmieri and David Ronis. Jarzyn-
ski equality: Connections to thermodynam-
ics and the second law. Phys. Rev. E,
75:011133, Jan 2007. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevE.75.011133. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.75.011133.

[18] F Douarche, S Ciliberto, A Petrosyan, and
I Rabbiosi. An experimental test of the
jarzynski equality in a mechanical experi-
ment. Europhysics Letters (EPL), 70(5):
593–599, jun 2005. DOI: 10.1209/epl/i2005-
10024-4. URL https://doi.org/10.1209%
2Fepl%2Fi2005-10024-4.

[19] Shuoming An, Jing-Ning Zhang, Mark Um,
Dingshun Lv, Yao Lu, Junhua Zhang,
Zhang-Qi Yin, H. T. Quan, and Kihwan
Kim. Experimental test of the quan-
tum jarzynski equality with a trapped-
ion system. Nature Physics, 11(2):193–
199, 2015. ISSN 1745-2481. DOI:
10.1038/nphys3197. URL https://doi.
org/10.1038/nphys3197.

[20] Thai M. Hoang, Rui Pan, Jonghoon Ahn,
Jaehoon Bang, H. T. Quan, and Tongcang
Li. Experimental test of the differential fluc-
tuation theorem and a generalized jarzynski
equality for arbitrary initial states. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 120:080602, Feb 2018. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.080602. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.120.080602.

[21] Jorge Kurchan. A quantum fluctuation the-
orem. arXiv preprint cond-mat/0007360,
2000.

[22] Hal Tasaki. Jarzynski relations for quan-
tum systems and some applications. arXiv
preprint cond-mat/0009244, 2000.

[23] Sebastian Deffner and Christopher Jarzyn-
ski. Information processing and the sec-

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 23

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13538-019-00700-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13538-019-00700-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13538-019-00700-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13538-019-00700-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2690
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2690
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2690
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2690
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5018
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5018
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041017
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041017
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041017
https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13511
https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13511
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13511
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032117
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032117
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032117
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab4d9d
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab4d9d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab4d9d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab4d9d
https://doi.org/10.3390/e20090635
https://doi.org/10.3390/e20090635
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21140-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21140-4
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/07/p07006
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/07/p07006
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1742-5468%2F2004%2F07%2Fp07006
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1742-5468%2F2004%2F07%2Fp07006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.75.011133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.75.011133
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.75.011133
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.75.011133
https://doi.org/10.1209/epl/i2005-10024-4
https://doi.org/10.1209/epl/i2005-10024-4
https://doi.org/10.1209%2Fepl%2Fi2005-10024-4
https://doi.org/10.1209%2Fepl%2Fi2005-10024-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3197
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3197
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3197
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3197
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.080602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.080602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.080602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.080602


ond law of thermodynamics: An inclusive,
hamiltonian approach. Phys. Rev. X, 3:
041003, Oct 2013. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevX.3.041003. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041003.

[24] Paul Skrzypczyk, Anthony J. Short, and
Sandu Popescu. Work extraction and ther-
modynamics for individual quantum sys-
tems. Nat. Commun., 5, Jun 2014. DOI:
10.1038/ncomms5185. URL https://doi.
org/10.1038/ncomms5185.

[25] Johan Åberg. Catalytic coherence. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 113:150402, Oct 2014. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.150402. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.113.150402.

[26] Johan Åberg. Fully quantum fluctu-
ation theorems. Phys. Rev. X, 8:
011019, Feb 2018. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevX.8.011019. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011019.

[27] Lluis Masanes and Jonathan Oppenheim.
A general derivation and quantification
of the third law of thermodynamics.
Nat. Commun., 8:14538, 2017. DOI:
10.1038/ncomms14538.

[28] P. Faist. Quantum Coarse-Graining: An
Information-theoretic Approach to Thermo-
dynamics. ETH Zurich, PhD Thesis, 2016.

[29] Michał Horodecki and Jonathan Op-
penheim. Fundamental limitations
for quantum and nanoscale thermo-
dynamics. Nature Communications, 4
(1), Jun 2013. ISSN 2041-1723. DOI:
10.1038/ncomms3059. URL http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3059.

[30] Ernst Ruch and Alden Mead. The principle
of increasing mixing character and some of
its consequences. Theor. Chim. Acta, 41(2):
95–117, Jun 1976. ISSN 1432-2234. DOI:
10.1007/BF01178071. URL https://doi.
org/10.1007/BF01178071.

[31] Jonathan G. Richens, Álvaro M. Al-
hambra, and Lluis Masanes. Finite-
bath corrections to the second law of
thermodynamics. Phys. Rev. E, 97:
062132, Jun 2018. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevE.97.062132. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.062132.

[32] Fernando G. S. L. Brandão, Michał
Horodecki, Jonathan Oppenheim, Joseph M.

Renes, and Robert W. Spekkens. Resource
theory of quantum states out of thermal
equilibrium. Physical Review Letters,
111(25), Dec 2013. ISSN 1079-7114.
DOI: 10.1103/physrevlett.111.250404.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.111.250404.

[33] Matteo Lostaglio. The resource theory of
quantum thermodynamics. Imperial College
London, 2016. DOI: 10.25560/43760.

[34] Christopher Perry, Piotr Ćwikliński, Janet
Anders, Michał Horodecki, and Jonathan
Oppenheim. A sufficient set of experi-
mentally implementable thermal operations
for small systems. Phys. Rev. X, 8:
041049, Dec 2018. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevX.8.041049. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041049.

[35] Philippe Faist, Frédéric Dupuis, Jonathan
Oppenheim, and Renato Renner. The min-
imal work cost of information processing.
Nat. Commun., 6:7669, Jul 2015. DOI:
10.1038/ncomms8669. URL https://doi.
org/10.1038/ncomms8669. Article.

[36] John Goold, Marcus Huber, Arnau Riera,
Lídia del Rio, and Paul Skrzypczyk. The
role of quantum information in thermo-
dynamics—a topical review. J. Phys. A,
49(14):143001, 2016. DOI: 10.1088/1751-
8113/49/14/143001. URL http://dx.doi.
org/10.1088/1751-8113/49/14/143001.

[37] Philippe Faist, Jonathan Oppenheim, and
Renato Renner. Gibbs-preserving maps out-
perform thermal operations in the quantum
regime. New J. Phys., 17(4):43003, apr 2015.
DOI: 10.1088/1367-2630/17/4/043003. URL
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%
2F17%2F4%2F043003.

[38] Matteo Lostaglio, Kamil Korzekwa, David
Jennings, and Terry Rudolph. Quan-
tum coherence, time-translation symmetry,
and thermodynamics. Phys. Rev. X, 5:
021001, Apr 2015. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevX.5.021001. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.021001.

[39] Kamil Korzekwa, Matteo Lostaglio,
Jonathan Oppenheim, and David
Jennings. The extraction of work
from quantum coherence. New J. of
Phys., 18(2):023045, feb 2016. DOI:
10.1088/1367-2630/18/2/023045. URL

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 24

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041003
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5185
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5185
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5185
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5185
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.150402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.150402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.150402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.150402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011019
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011019
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011019
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14538
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14538
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3059
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3059
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01178071
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01178071
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01178071
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01178071
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.062132
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.062132
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.062132
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.062132
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.111.250404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.250404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.250404
https://doi.org/10.25560/43760
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041049
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041049
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041049
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041049
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8669
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8669
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8669
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8669
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/49/14/143001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/49/14/143001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/49/14/143001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/49/14/143001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/4/043003
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2F17%2F4%2F043003
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2F17%2F4%2F043003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.021001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.021001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.021001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.021001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/2/023045
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/2/023045


https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%
2F18%2F2%2F023045.

[40] Fernando Brandao, Michał Horodecki, Nelly
Ng, Jonathan Oppenheim, and Stephanie
Wehner. The second laws of quantum
thermodynamics. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U.S.A., 112(11):3275–3279, 2015. DOI:
10.1073/pnas.1411728112. URL https://
www.pnas.org/content/112/11/3275.

[41] Hyukjoon Kwon, Hyunseok Jeong, David
Jennings, Benjamin Yadin, and M. S. Kim.
Clock–work trade-off relation for coher-
ence in quantum thermodynamics. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 120:150602, Apr 2018. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.150602. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.120.150602.

[42] Markus P. Müller. Correlating thermal
machines and the second law at the
nanoscale. Phys. Rev. X, 8:041051, Dec
2018. DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041051.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevX.8.041051.

[43] Marcin Łobejko, Paweł Mazurek, and
Michał Horodecki. Thermodynamics of min-
imal coupling quantum heat engines, 2020.
ISSN 2521-327X. URL http://dx.doi.
org/10.22331/q-2020-12-23-375.

[44] Edgar A. Aguilar, Hanna Wojewódka-
Ściążko, Maciej Stankiewicz, Christopher
Perry, Piotr Ćwikliński, Andrzej Grudka,
Karol Horodecki, and Michał Horodecki.
Thermal operations in general are not mem-
oryless, 2020.

[45] Paul Boes, Nelly H. Y. Ng, and Henrik
Wilming. The variance of relative surprisal
as single-shot quantifier, 2020.

[46] Matteo Lostaglio and Markus P. Müller.
Coherence and asymmetry cannot be broad-
cast. Phys. Rev. Lett., 123:020403, Jul 2019.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.020403.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.123.020403.

[47] Iman Marvian and Robert W. Spekkens.
No-broadcasting theorem for quantum
asymmetry and coherence and a trade-off
relation for approximate broadcasting.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 123:020404, Jul 2019.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.020404.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.123.020404.

[48] Iman Marvian, Robert W. Spekkens, and
Paolo Zanardi. Quantum speed limits, co-
herence, and asymmetry. Phys. Rev. A,
93:052331, May 2016. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevA.93.052331. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.052331.

[49] Gilad Gour, David Jennings, Francesco
Buscemi, Runyao Duan, and Iman Marvian.
Quantum majorization and a complete set
of entropic conditions for quantum thermo-
dynamics. Nat. Commun., 9(1):5352, 2018.
ISSN 2041-1723. DOI: 10.1038/s41467-018-
06261-7. URL https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41467-018-06261-7.

[50] Eric Chitambar and Min-Hsiu Hsieh.
Relating the resource theories of entan-
glement and quantum coherence. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 117:020402, Jul 2016. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.020402. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.117.020402.

[51] Patricia Contreras-Tejada, Carlos Palazue-
los, and Julio I. de Vicente. Resource
theory of entanglement with a unique mul-
tipartite maximally entangled state. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 122:120503, Mar 2019. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.120503. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.122.120503.

[52] Manabendra N. Bera, Arnau Riera, Ma-
ciej Lewenstein, and Andreas Winter. Gen-
eralized laws of thermodynamics in the
presence of correlations. Nat. Com-
mun., 8(1):2180, 2017. ISSN 2041-
1723. DOI: 10.1038/s41467-017-02370-
x. URL https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41467-017-02370-x.

[53] Matteo Lostaglio, David Jennings, and Terry
Rudolph. Thermodynamic resource theo-
ries, non-commutativity and maximum en-
tropy principles. New J. Phys., 19(4):
043008, apr 2017. DOI: 10.1088/1367-
2630/aa617f. URL https://doi.org/10.
1088%2F1367-2630%2Faa617f.

[54] Erick Hinds Mingo, Yelena Guryanova,
Philippe Faist, and David Jennings.
Quantum Thermodynamics with Multiple
Conserved Quantities, pages 751–771.
Springer, Cham, 2018. ISBN 978-3-319-
99046-0. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-99046-

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 25

https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2F18%2F2%2F023045
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2F18%2F2%2F023045
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1411728112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1411728112
https://www.pnas.org/content/112/11/3275
https://www.pnas.org/content/112/11/3275
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.150602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.150602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.150602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.150602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041051
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041051
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041051
http://dx.doi.org/10.22331/q-2020-12-23-375
http://dx.doi.org/10.22331/q-2020-12-23-375
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.020403
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.020403
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.020403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.020404
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.020404
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.020404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.052331
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.052331
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.052331
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.052331
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06261-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06261-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06261-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06261-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.020402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.020402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.020402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.020402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.120503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.120503
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.120503
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.120503
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02370-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02370-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02370-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02370-x
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aa617f
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aa617f
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2Faa617f
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2Faa617f
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99046-0_31
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99046-0_31


0_31. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/
978-3-319-99046-0_31.

[55] Yelena Guryanova, Sandu Popescu, An-
thony J. Short, Ralph Silva, and Paul
Skrzypczyk. Thermodynamics of quantum
systems with multiple conserved quantities.
Nat. Commun., 7:12049, Jul 2016. DOI:
10.1038/ncomms12049. URL https://doi.
org/10.1038/ncomms12049.

[56] Matteo Lostaglio. An introductory review
of the resource theory approach to ther-
modynamics. Rep. Prog. Phys., 82(11):
114001, oct 2019. DOI: 10.1088/1361-
6633/ab46e5. URL https://doi.org/10.
1088%2F1361-6633%2Fab46e5.

[57] Felix Binder, Luis A Correa, Christian
Gogolin, Janet Anders, and Gerardo Adesso.
Thermodynamics in the quantum regime.
Fundamental Theories of Physics (Springer,
2018), 2019. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-99046-
0.

[58] G. Guarnieri, N. H. Y. Ng, K. Modi,
J. Eisert, M. Paternostro, and J. Goold.
Quantum work statistics and resource the-
ories: Bridging the gap through rényi di-
vergences. Physical Review E, 99(5), May
2019. ISSN 2470-0053. DOI: 10.1103/phys-
reve.99.050101. URL http://dx.doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevE.99.050101.

[59] Piotr Ćwikliński, Michał Studziński, Michał
Horodecki, and Jonathan Oppenheim.
Limitations on the evolution of quan-
tum coherences: Towards fully quantum
second laws of thermodynamics. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 115:210403, Nov 2015. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.210403. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.115.210403.

[60] G.H. Hardy, Karreman Mathematics Re-
search Collection, J.E. Littlewood, G. Pólya,
D.E. Littlewood, and G. Pólya. Inequal-
ities. Cambridge Mathematical Library.
Cambridge University Press, 1952. ISBN
9780521358804. URL https://books.
google.co.uk/books?id=t1RCSP8YKt8C.

[61] Kamil Korzekwa. Coherence, thermo-
dynamics and uncertainty relations.
Imperial College London, 2016. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.25560/43343. URL
https://spiral.imperial.ac.uk:
8443/handle/10044/1/43343.

[62] D. Janzing, P. Wocjan, R. Zeier, R. Geiss,
and Th. Beth. Thermodynamic cost of
reliability and low temperatures: Tight-
ening landauer’s principle and the second
law. Int. J. Theor. Phys., 39(12):2717–
2753, Dec 2000. ISSN 1572-9575. DOI:
10.1023/A:1026422630734. URL https://
doi.org/10.1023/A:1026422630734.

[63] Donato Farina, Gian Marcello Andolina,
Andrea Mari, Marco Polini, and Vitto-
rio Giovannetti. Charger-mediated en-
ergy transfer for quantum batteries: An
open-system approach. Phys. Rev. B, 99:
035421, Jan 2019. DOI: 10.1103/Phys-
RevB.99.035421. URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.035421.

[64] Gian Marcello Andolina, Maximilian Keck,
Andrea Mari, Michele Campisi, Vittorio
Giovannetti, and Marco Polini. Extractable
work, the role of correlations, and asymp-
totic freedom in quantum batteries. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 122:047702, Feb 2019. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.047702. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.122.047702.

[65] Dario Ferraro, Michele Campisi, Gian Mar-
cello Andolina, Vittorio Pellegrini, and
Marco Polini. High-power collective charg-
ing of a solid-state quantum battery. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 120:117702, Mar 2018. DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.117702. URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.120.117702.

[66] Felix C Binder, Sai Vinjanampathy, Kavan
Modi, and John Goold. Quantacell: pow-
erful charging of quantum batteries. New
Journal of Physics, 17(7):075015, 2015. DOI:
10.1088/1367-2630/17/7/075015.

[67] Sergi Julià-Farré, Tymoteusz Salamon, Ar-
nau Riera, Manabendra N. Bera, and Ma-
ciej Lewenstein. Bounds on the capacity
and power of quantum batteries. Phys-
ical Review Research, 2(2), May 2020.
ISSN 2643-1564. DOI: 10.1103/physrevre-
search.2.023113. URL http://dx.doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023113.

[68] Joan A Vaccaro, Sarah Croke, and
Stephen M Barnett. Is coherence cat-
alytic? Journal of Physics A: Mathematical
and Theoretical, 51(41):414008, sep 2018.
DOI: 10.1088/1751-8121/aac112. URL

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 26

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99046-0_31
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99046-0_31
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99046-0_31
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12049
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12049
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12049
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12049
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab46e5
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab46e5
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1361-6633%2Fab46e5
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1361-6633%2Fab46e5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99046-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99046-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreve.99.050101
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreve.99.050101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.050101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.050101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.210403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.210403
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.210403
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.210403
https://books.google.co.uk/books?id=t1RCSP8YKt8C
https://books.google.co.uk/books?id=t1RCSP8YKt8C
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.25560/43343
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.25560/43343
https://spiral.imperial.ac.uk:8443/handle/10044/1/43343
https://spiral.imperial.ac.uk:8443/handle/10044/1/43343
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026422630734
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026422630734
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026422630734
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026422630734
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.035421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.035421
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.035421
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.035421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.047702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.047702
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.047702
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.047702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.117702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.117702
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.117702
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.117702
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/7/075015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/7/075015
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevresearch.2.023113
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevresearch.2.023113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023113
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aac112


https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1751-8121%
2Faac112.

[69] Albert W. Marshall, Ingram Olkin, and
Barry C. Arnold. Inequalities: Theory of
Majorization and its Applications, volume

143. Springer, second edition, 2011. DOI:
10.1007/978-0-387-68276-1.

[70] Johan Åberg. Truly work-like work extrac-
tion via a single-shot analysis. Nat. Com-
mun., 4:1925, Jun 2013. URL https://doi.
org/10.1038/ncomms2712.

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 27

https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1751-8121%2Faac112
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1751-8121%2Faac112
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-68276-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-68276-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2712
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2712


Appendices
In this section we characterize in details the thermodynamic formalism used in the main text (Appendix
A) and describe three different battery models used in the literature to define work in the quantum
regime (Appendix B). In Appendix C we prove Theorem 1 and in Appendix D we prove Theorem 2.
In Appendix E we formally derive the properties of the map Γosc.

A Thermodynamic framework
A.1 Thermal operations
The setting of thermal operations consists of a system S with Hamiltonian HS that we would like to
apply transformations on, an infinite heat bath B with Hamiltonian HB, initially in a Gibbs state
τB = 1

ZB
e−βHB where ZB is the partition function ZB = tr e−βHB , and a battery system W with

Hamiltonian HW which we do not define yet. Any joint transformation of the system S, bath B and
weight W in this framework can be represented by a completely positive trace-preserving (CPTP)
channel ΓSBW satisfying the following conditions (see [9, 10, 27, 31] for a more detailed discussion):

(A) Postulate I (strict energy conservation)

[U,HS +HW +HB] = 0. (115)

This implies that the energy of the joint system SBW is conserved at each time of the action of
ΓSBW.

(B) Postulate II (microscopic reversibility)

The joint transformation of the system, bath and battery is unitary. Thus, there exists a
unitary operator

U : HS ⊗HW ⊗HB → HS ⊗HW ⊗HB,

such that:

ΓSWB [ρSWB] = UρSWBU
†, (116)

where UU † = 1SWB and HA denotes the Hilbert space associated with system A. In other
words, ΓSWB has control over all microscopic degrees of freedom of the joint system SWB and no
information is dumped into the environment.

(C) Postulate III (definition of work)

Before and after applying the global map ΓSWB the energy of the battery is measured ob-
taining outcomes |εk〉W and |εk + w〉W respectively. The thermodynamic work w is a random
variable with probability distribution given by:

p(w) =
∑
k

tr [ΠεkΓSWB [ΠεkρSWΠεk ⊗ τB]] , (117)

where Πεk = 1S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W ⊗ 1B are projectors onto the energy eigenstates of the battery W.

Thermal operations can be extended to the case when the Hamiltonian changes. This is done by
adding an ancillary qubit system C with a trivial Hamiltonian HC = 0 called the switch. The total
Hamiltonian then reads:

H = HS ⊗ |0〉〈0|C +H ′S ⊗ |1〉〈1|C +HW +HB. (118)
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Let us now see what the first postulate implies for this model. Let V be the global unitary which acts
on SBW and also on the system C, i.e.:

V = U ⊗ |1〉〈0|C + U ′ ⊗ |0〉〈1|C (119)

We also assume that the switch always starts in the state |0〉〈0|C and ends up in the state |1〉〈1|C. The
new unitary V then performs the switching as:

V (ρSWB ⊗ |0〉〈0|C)V † = ρ′SWB ⊗ |1〉〈1|C , (120)

for any ρSWB. The first postulate then implies:

U(HS +HW +HB) = (HS +HW +HB)U (121)

Effectively this means that the reduced state on the system, bath and the battery is as in (116), but
the unitary U does not necessarily commute with the initial nor final Hamiltonians but satisfies (121).
In what follows we will be interested in the joint dynamics of the system and the battery and thus the
transformations we consider here are CPTP channels of the form:

ΓSW [ρSW] = trB ΓSWB [ρSW ⊗ τB] . (122)

We will refer to any ΓSW of the above form as a thermal operation (TP). It is important to note that
the channel ΓSW provides only partial information about the action of ΓSWB, but for our purposes this
is enough since we are ultimately interested in the work distribution p(w). In this paper we consider
processes where the input and output states of SW are both diagonal in the energy eigenbasis of the
joint Hamiltonian HSBW. For such states the action of ΓSW can be fully encoded in a stochastic matrix
R with elements 0 ≤ r(s′k′|sk) ≤ 1 defined via:

ΓSW
[
|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W

]
=
∑
s′,k′

r(s′k′|sk)
∣∣s′〉〈s′∣∣S ⊗ |εk′〉〈εk′ |W . (123)

Due to postulates (I-III) matrix elements r(s′k′|sk) must satisfy certain conditions in order to describe
a valid thermal operation which takes a diagonal state ρSW =

∑
s,k p(s, k) |s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W to some

other diagonal state σSW =
∑
s,k q(s, k) |s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W. These constraints are:

Thermal operations

∀s′,k′

∑
s,k

p(s, k) r(s′k′|sk) = q(s′, k′), (124)

∀s′,k′

∑
s,k

r(s′k′|sk)e−β(εk−εk′ +Es−Ẽs′ ) = 1 (125)

∀s,k
∑
s′,k′

r(s′k′|sk) = 1, (126)

∀s′,k′,s,k r(s′k′|sk) ≥ 0, (127)

where εi are the energies of the battery W associated with states |i〉〈i|W and Es and Ẽs′ are the energies
associated with the system states for the initial and final Hamiltonian on S respectively. Condition
(124) implies that the stochastic map ΓSW is able to create state σS from ρS and condition (125) ensures
that the fixed point of the map is the joint Gibbs state τS⊗τW = (ZSZW)−1·

∑
s,k e

−β(εk+Es). Conditions
(126) and (127) ensure that R is a stochastic matrix and thus ΓSW is a CPTP channel. It turns out (see
[69]) that the constraints from (124−127) can be satisfied by a suitably chosen stochastic matrix R if
and only if the state ρSW thermomajorizes σSW, denoted by ρSW �T σSW. Thermomajorization allows
to determine which state transformations are possible in terms of thermal operations. The following
definition was originally introduced in [30] and presented as thermomajorization in [29]:
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Definition 1 (thermomajorization). Let ρ and σ be two quantum states block-diagonal in the energy
eigenbasis and let dim ρ = dim σ = d. The order relation of thermomajorization, denoted by �T , is
defined as:

ρ �T σ ⇐⇒ ∀k
k∑
i=0

pi
e−βEi

≥
k∑
i=0

qi
e−βEi

, (128)

where pi and qi are eigenvalues of ρ and σ, respectively, reordered such that p1
e−βE1 ≥

p2
e−βE2 . . .

pd
e−βEd

and q1
e−βE1 ≥

q2
e−βE2 . . .

qd
e−βEd

, and Ei denotes the i-th energy eigenvalue.

Thus, if the spectrum of the state σSW is thermomajorized by the spectrum of ρSW then there always
exists a stochastic matrix R with elements r(s′k′|sk) that satisfy (124−127) and it follows, due to [29],
that for diagonal states there always exists a thermal operation with work ΓSW that performs this
transformation.

A.2 The average work and work variance
Let us now study the work required to perform a given process ΓSW, transforming state ρSW into an-
other state σSW. Consider the input state of the system and battery to be ρSW =

∑
s,k pSW(s, k) |s〉〈s|S⊗

|εk〉〈εk|SW. The average work 〈w〉 associated with process ΓSW can be calculated explicitly as:

〈w〉 = tr [HW (ΓSW [ρSW]− ρSW)]

=
∑
s,k

pSW(s, k) tr
[
HW

(
ΓSW

[
|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W

]
− |s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W

)]
(∗)=
∑
s,k

pSW(s, k)
[∑
s′,k′

r(s′k′|sk)εk′ − εk
]

(∗∗)=
∑
s′,k′

∑
s,k

pSW(s, k) r(s′k′|sk)wkk′ . (129)

where in line (∗) we used HW |εk〉W = εk |εk〉W and in line (∗∗) we labeled the energy difference
associated with battery states |εk〉W and |εk′〉W by wkk′ = εk′ − εk. A negative value of this quantity
corresponds to a work cost (energy of the battery decreases), while positive to a work gain (energy of
the battery increases).

Analogously, for a given work distribution we define its variance as

Var(w) =
∑
s′,k′

∑
w

pSW(s, k) r(s′k′|sk)(wkk′ − 〈w〉)2. (130)

B Thermodynamic batteries
B.1 Wit as the battery system
The first model of a battery in the framework of thermal operations was introduced by Horodecki and
Oppenheim in [29] who considered the battery to be a two-level system (called by them a wit) with
Hamiltonian HW = δ · |1〉〈1|W. This allowed them to define a notion of deterministic work (see also
[70]) as the energy difference between the ground state and the excited state of the wit. In this way
TO’s assisted with a wit battery take the form:

Γwit [ρS ⊗ |i〉〈i|W] = σS ⊗ |j〉〈j|W , (131)

where (i, j) = (0, 1) when the transformation stores work in the battery (distillation) or (i, j) =
(1, 0) when the transformation consumes work (formation). The deterministic work of transition,
denoted here by wdet, is defined to be the maximal (distillation) or minimal (formation) value of
energy separation δ for which the input state thermomajorizes the output state, i.e.:

ρS ⊗ |i〉〈i|W �T σS ⊗ |j〉〈j|W . (132)
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For distillation wdet yields the maximal amount of work that we are guaranteed to extract from the
state ρ by converting it into another state σ. For formation wdet gives the least amount of work
that has to be supplied to guarantee the transition from ρ to σ. This can be further generalized to
cases where one allows the transformation to fail with some error probability ε. This is equivalent to
transforming the input into a state σε which is at most ε-close to the desired output state σ according
to the trace distance metric, i.e.: ‖σ − σε‖1 ≤ ε. Let us now denote Bε(ρ) = {ρ′ : ‖ρ′ − ρ‖1 ≤ ε}.
When we take the input state to be a thermal state τ then the associated deterministic work is called
work of formation and is equal to [29]:

wεF (ρ) = min
ρ′∈Bε(ρ)

[
Fmax(ρ′)− F (τ)

]
, (133)

where Fmax(ρ) = kT log min {λ : ρ ≤ λτ} and the minimum is taken over all states ρ′ that are ε-close
to ρ. For the case when the output state is a thermal state one defines the work of distillation as:

wεD(ρ) = max
ρ′∈B(ρ)

[
F (τ)− Fmin(ρ′)

]
(134)

where Fmin(ρ) = −kBT log
∑
i h(ε, Ei) e−βEi and Ei is the system’s energy with h(ε, Ei) ∈ {0, 1} is a

smoothed binary indicator function, see [29] for details. In the classical limit (obtained by considering
infinitely many identical copies of ρ and ε going to zero) both wεF (ρ) and wεD(ρ) converge to the
difference in standard free energies F (ρ) = tr(Hρ) − TS(ρ), where S(ρ) is the ordinary von Neuman
entropy of state ρ.

B.2 Ideal weight as the battery system

Recent works [9, 10, 24] have proposed a different model of a thermodynamic battery: an ideal weight
with Hamiltonian HW =

∫
R dxx |x〉〈x|W, where the basis is formed from orthonormal states {|x〉W , x ∈

R} representing position on the weight. Thermal operations acting on system S and the ideal weight
are given by a CPTP map defined as in (116) but with the additional assumption that the global
unitary U commutes with translations on the weight as in (9). This ensures that the weight cannot
be used as an entropy dump, i.e. the entropy of the system S and heat bath B can never decrease
by applying this type of transformation. Formally, translational invariance implies that any map
ΓSBW reduced to the system and bath ΓSB [·] = trW ΓSBW [(·)⊗ ρW] for any initial state of the weight
ρW =

∫∞
−∞ pW(x) |x〉〈x|W dx, can be written as a mixture of unitaries {ux} [27]:

ΓSB [·] =
∑
x

pW(x)ux(·)u†x, (135)

where the unitaries depend only on the global unitary U and not on the state ρW. Such a mixture
cannot decrease the entropy of the system and the bath (but can increase them). In this way the
energy difference of the battery may be associated solely with the work exerted by (or extracted from)
system S.

B.3 Harmonic oscillator as the battery system

Let us now describe a battery model which will be studied further in the next appendices. The battery’s
Hamiltonian is taken to be HW =

∑N
k=0 εk |εk〉〈εk|W, where εk = k δ with a fixed energy gap δ and N

is the battery dimension. The basis is formed from orthonormal states {|εk〉W | 0 ≤ k ≤ N, εk = k δ}
representing the number of fundamental quanta of energy stored in the battery. Thermal operations
acting on this battery again have the form from (116), however now we put an additional assumption
that the effective (i.e. transformation reduced to the system and the battery) transformation arising
from the unitary U almost commutes with translations on the battery, i.e. commutes with shifts on
the battery for all states of the battery above a certain threshold energy εmin. Formally this means
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that for all possible transitions, that is for all values of s, s′ and all values of k, k′ such that k ≥ kmin
the map ΓSW satisfies: [

ΓSW, idS ⊗∆†n[·]∆n

]
[ρSW] = 0, (136)

for all states of the battery above the threshold energy εmin, i.e. ∀ ρSW s.t. tr[(1S ⊗Πε)ρSW ] = 0 for
ε ≥ εmin. We will refer to (136) as the effective translational invariance (ETI) property. The following
lemma relates this property with transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)}:

Lemma 1. The ETI (136) implies that the channel probabilites {r(s′k′|sk)} for all s, s′, k′ and all k
such that kmin ≤ k ≤ N satisfy:

r(s′k′|sk) = r(s′, n+ k′|s, n+ k), (137)

for all n such that 0 ≤ n+ k ≤ N and kmin ≤ n+ k′ ≤ N .

Proof. Consider taking in (136) ρSW = |s〉〈s|S⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W where s can be any eigenstate of the system
S and k ≥ kmin. We have:

0 = ΓSW[|s〉〈s|S ⊗∆†n |εk〉〈εk|W ∆n]−
(
idS ⊗∆†n

)
ΓSW [|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W] (idS ⊗∆n) (138)

= ΓSW[|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk+n〉〈εk+n|W]−
(
idS ⊗∆†n

)
ΓSW [|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W] (idS ⊗∆n)

= (idS ⊗∆n) ΓSW[|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk+n〉〈εk+n|W]
(
idS ⊗∆†n

)
−(

idS ⊗∆n∆†n
)

ΓSW [|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W]
(
idS ⊗∆n∆†n

)
,

where in the last two lines we applied the shift operator idS ⊗ ∆n on both sides of the equation.
Consider now the following relation:

∆n∆†n |εk′〉W = ∆n |εk′+n〉 = |εk′〉 , (139)

which holds since kmin ≤ n+ k′ ≤ N . Let us now project the last line in (138) onto |s′〉S ⊗ |εk′〉W for
kmin ≤ n+ k′ ≤ N and arbitrary s′. We have:(〈

s′
∣∣
S ⊗ 〈εk′+n|W

)
ΓSW [|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk+n〉〈εk+n|W]

(∣∣s′〉S ⊗ |εk′+n〉W) = (140)(〈
s′
∣∣
S ⊗ 〈εk′ |W

)
ΓSW [|s〉〈s|S ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W]

(∣∣s′〉S ⊗ |εk′〉W) ,
where we used (139). Finally, using the relation between the transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} and
the map ΓSW defined in (17) we arrive at:

r(s′k′|sk) = r(s′, k′ + n|s, k + n) (141)

which holds for all s, s′ and k, k′, n satisfying 0 ≤ k + n ≤ N and kmin ≤ k′ + n ≤ N .

C Proof of Theorem 1
Let us start by defining a random variable:

fs := Es + kBT log pS(s) (142)

occuring with probability pS(s) and whose average is the free energy of a system in state ρS =∑
s pS(s) |s〉〈s|S, i.e.

〈fs〉 =
∑
s

pS(s) [Es + kBT log pS(s)] = F (ρS) (143)
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Now consider the following average:

〈eβ(fs′−fs+w)〉=
∑
s,s′,w

p(s, s′, w) eβ(fs′−fs+w). (144)

We can compute the distribution p(s, s′, w) explicitly from the map ΓSW (see Postulate III in Appendix
A) and write it using transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} in the following way:

p(s, s′, w) = pS(s) p(s′w|s) =
∑
k,k′

pW(k) pS(s) r(s′k′|sk) δw,wkk′ , (145)

where we defined wkk′ := εk′ − εk. We also define an analogous average quantity conditioned on the
battery eigenstate |εk〉W, i.e.:

〈eβ(fs′−fs+wkk′ )〉k :=
∑
s,s′,k′

pS(s) r(s′k′|sk)eβ(fs′−fs+wkk′ ). (146)

This allows us to write (144) as:

〈eβ(fs′−fs+w)〉=
∑
k

pW(k)〈eβ(fs′−fs+wkk′ )〉k δw,wkk′

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.

Proof. We start by rewritting:

〈eβ(fs′−fs+wkk′ )〉k =
∑
s′

pS(s′)h(s′, k), (147)

where we labeled h(s′, k)=
∑
s,k′ r(s′k′|sk)eβ(Ẽs′−Es+wkk′ ). It will be also convenient to introduce:

gs′(k′|k) :=
∑
s

eβ(Ẽs′−Es) r(s′k′|sk). (148)

Notice that for each k ≥ kmin we can rewrite h(s′, k) as:

h(s′, k) =
N−kmin∑
k′=0

gs′(k′|k)eβ(εk′−εk) +
N∑

k′=N−kmin+1
gs′(k′|k)eβ(εk′−εk)

=
N−kmin∑
k′=0

gs′(k′|k)eβ(εk′−εk) +
kmin∑
i=1

gs′(N − k + i|kmin)eβ(εN−k+i−εmin),

where in the last equation we changed the summation index to i = k′ −N + kmin and used the ETI
property (137) with n = kmin − k. Using again (137) and the Gibbs-preserving conditions (125) we
can rewrite the first sum in the above equality as:

N−kmin∑
k′=0

gs′(k′|k)eβ(εk′−εk) =
N−kmin∑
k′=0

gs′(N − k|N − k′)eβ(εk′−εk)

=
N∑

l′=kmin

gs′(N − k|l′)eβ(εN−l′−εk)

= 1−
kmin−1∑
l=0

gs′(N − k|l)eβ(εN−k−εl)

= 1−As′(N − k), (149)
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where we labelled As′(x) :=
∑kmin−1
l=0 gs′(x|l) eβ(εx−εl). Using the condition (125) with k′ = N − k we

get:

As′(N − k) +
N−1∑
l=kmin

gs′(N − k|l)eβ(εN−k−εl) + gs′(N − k|N)eβ(εN−k−εN ) = 1. (150)

On the other hand for k′ = N − k + 1 we get:

As′(N − k + 1) + gs′(N − k + 1|kmin) eβ(εN−k+1−εmin) +
N∑

l=kmin+1
gs′(N − k + 1|l)eβ(εN−k+1−εl) = 1.

(151)

Notice that due to the ETI property we also have:
N∑

l=kmin+1
gs′(N − k + 1|l)eβ(εN−k+1−εl) =

N−1∑
l=kmin

gs′(N − k|l)eβ(εN−k−εl), (152)

Combining (150) with (151) and the last equation yields:

As′(N − k) =As′(N − k + 1) + gs′(N − k + 1|kmin)eβ(εN−k+1−εmin) − gs′(N − k|N)eβ(εN−k−εN ).

We now repeat this step kmin times to express As′(N − k) using As′(N − k + kmin), i.e.

As′(N − k) =As′(N − k + kmin) +
kmin∑
i=1

gs′(N − k + i|kmin)eβ(εN−k+i−εmin)− (153)

kmin−1∑
i=0

gs′(N − k + i|N)eβ(εN−k+i−εN ).

Notice now that the first sum on the RHS of (153) appears exactly in (149). This allows to write for
all k ≥ kmin:

h(s′, k) = 1 +
kmin−1∑
i=0

gs′(N − k + i|N)eβ(εN−k+i−εN ) −As′(N − k + kmin) (154)

= 1 +
kmin−1∑
i=0

gs′(N − k + i|N)eβ(εN−k+i−εN ) −
kmin−1∑
i=0

gs′(N − k + kmin|i)eβ(εN−k+kmin−εi) (155)

= 1 +
kmin−1∑
i=0

[
gs′(N − k + i|N)eβ(εi−εk) − gs′(N − k + kmin|i)eβ(εN−k+kmin−εi)

]
(156)

≤ 1 + e−βεk ·
kmin−1∑
i=0

[
gs′(N − k + i|N)eβεi

]
(157)

≤ 1 + e−βεkeβ(εkmin−δ)gs′(N − (k − kmin)|N) (158)

Where the first inequality follows since gs′(k′|k) are positive. The last inequality follows since we are
looking for a bound which holds for all Gibbs-preserving channels and hence we have to choose the
worst-case set of transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)}. Due to the stochasticity of the channel which
implies that for all s, k we have

∑
s′,k′ r(s′k′|sk) = 1 w.l.o.g we can choose a probability distribution

which maximizes the sum in (157). The maximal value of the sum is achieved when the total probability
mass is placed in the transition corresponding to output level i with the largest value of eβεi (i.e.
i = kmin − 1). This also means that we have:

∀ s, k
∑
s′,k′

r(s′k′|sk) = 1 =⇒ ∀ s
∑
s′

r(s′, N − (k − kmin)|s,N) = 1. (159)
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Let us denote q(s′|s) := r(s′, N − (k − kmin)|s,N) which due to (159) satisfies
∑
s′ q(s′|s) = 1 for each

s. Using now (148) and defining δk := εk− εmin + δ = δ(k−kmin + 1) we can further rewrite the bound
for h(s′, k) as:

∀k≥kmin h(s′, k) ≤ 1 + e−βδk
∑
s

eβ(Ẽs′−Es)r(s′, N − (k − kmin)|s,N) (160)

= 1 + e−βδkeβẼs′
∑
s

e−βEsq(s′|s). (161)

Writing above expression explicitly using the definition of h(s′, k) from below (147) we get:

∀ s′, ∀ k ≥ kmin
∑
s,k′

r(s′k′|sk)eβ(Ẽs′−Es+wkk′ ) ≤ 1 + e−βδkeβẼs′
∑
s

e−βEsq(s′|s) (162)

Let us now multiply both sides of (162) by a factor e−βẼs′ and sum over s′. This leads to:

∀ k ≥ kmin
∑
s,s′,k′

pS(s) r(s′k′|sk)eβ(wkk′−fs) ≤ ZS′ + e−βδk
∑
s

e−βEs

(∑
s′

q(s′|s)
)

(163)

= ZS′
(
1 + e−βδk

)
, (164)

where ZS′ is the partition function of the final Hamiltonian on S. Let us now denote the conditional
probability distribution p(s, k′|k) :=

∑
s′ pS(s) r(s′k′|sk). This allows us to write:

∀ k ≥ kmin
∑
s,k′

p(s, k′|k)eβ(wkk′−fs) = 〈eβ(wkk′−fs)〉k ≤ ZS′
(
1 + e−βδk

)
, (165)

where averaging 〈·〉k is over random variables fs and wkk′ for a given k and can be obtained by setting
fs′ = 0 in (146). This proves the Theorem. Notice further that we prove the inequality by choosing
a particular subset of feasible transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} and hence the above bound can be
saturated.

It turns out that a more refined version of Theorem 1 will be useful when proving Theorem 2. Let
us return to the expression (147). For all k ≥ kmin we have:

〈eβ(fs′−fs+wkk′ )〉k =
∑
s′

pS(s′)h(s′, k) ≤ 1 + e−βδk
∑
s,s′

pS(s′)q(s′|s)eβ(Ẽs′−Es) (166)

≤ 1 + e−βδke−βE
max
S′ ZS (167)

= 1 + ηSe
−βδk , (168)

where ηS := ZSe
βEmax

S′ and Emax
S′ := maxs′ Ẽs′ . We will use this expression when proving Theorem 2.

D Proof of Theorem 2

In this section we present the proof of Theorem 2.

Proof. The average work 〈w〉 can be written as:

〈w〉 =
∑
w

p(w) · w =
∑
w

N∑
k=0

pW(k) p(w|k) = 〈w〉vac + 〈w〉inv, (169)
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where we labeled:

〈w〉vac :=
∑
w

∑
k<kmin

pW(k) p(w|k) · w, (170)

〈w〉inv :=
∑
w

∑
k≥kmin

pW(k) p(w|k) · w (171)

We can further write this using transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} as:

〈w〉vac =
kmin−1∑
k=0

∑
s,s′,k′

pW(k) pS(s) r(s′k′|sk)wkk′ , (172)

and similarily for 〈w〉inv. The transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} satisfy Gibbs-preserving conditions
(125), i.e. r(s′k′|sk) ≤ e−β(εk′−εk) e−β(Ẽs′−Es). This implies:

∑
s,s′

pS(s) r(s′k′|sk) ≤
∑
s,s′

pS(s) e−βwkk′ e−β(Ẽs′−Es) = eβE
max
S′ e−βwkk′ZS = ηSe

−βwkk′ , (173)

Plugging this into our expression for 〈w〉vac gives:

〈w〉vac ≤ ηS ·
kmin−1∑
k=0

N∑
k′=0

pW(k) e−β(εk′−εk) · (εk′ − εk)

= −ηS ·
kmin−1∑
k=0

pW(k) · ∂
∂β

(
N∑
k′=0

e−β(εk′−εk)
)

= −ηS
∂

∂β

kmin−1∑
k=0

pW(k)
gW(k)

 (174)

Consider now the second term from (169):

〈w〉inv =
N∑

k=kmin

∑
s,s′,k′

pW(k) pS(s) r(s′k′|sk)wkk′ .

Notice that for k ≥ kmin we satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1. Thus, multiplying (166) by pW(k)
and summing over k ≥ kmin we obtain the following bound:

N∑
k=kmin

∑
s,s′,k′

pW(k)pS(s)r(s′k′|sk)eβ(fs′−fs+wkk′ ) ≤ 1 + ηS

(
N∑

k=kmin

pW(k)e−βδk
)
. (175)

Using the convexity of the exponential function, taking the logarithm of both sides of (175) and using
the definition of Bβ(ρ) from the theorem we find:

Bβ(ρW) ≥
N∑

k=kmin

∑
s,s′,k′

pS(s)pW(k)r(s′k′|sk)(fs′−fs+wkk′)

=
N∑

k=kmin

∑
s,s′,k′

pS(s)pW(k)r(s′k′|sk)(fs′−fs) + 〈w〉inv

= ∆FS −
kmin−1∑
k=0

∑
s,s′,k′

pS(s)pW(k)r(s′k′|sk)(fs′ − fs) + 〈w〉inv.
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where we used:

∆FS =
∑

s,k,s′,k′

pS(s)pW(k)r(s′k′|sk)(fs′ − fs). (176)

Notice now that we have the following bound:
kmin−1∑
k=0

∑
s,s′,k′

pS(s)pW(k)r(s′k′|sk)fs′ ≤
kmin−1∑
k=0

∑
s′

pW(k)r(s′|k)fs′ (177)

≤

kmin−1∑
k=0

pW(k)

max
s′

fs′ (178)

=

kmin−1∑
k=0

pW(k)

Emax
S′ . (179)

On the other hand we also have:
kmin−1∑
k=0

∑
s,s′,k′

pS(s)pW(k)r(s′k′|sk)fs = F (ρS) ·

kmin−1∑
k=0

pW(k)

 , (180)

where we used the fact that
∑
s′,k′ r(s′k′|sk) = 1 for all s, k and F (ρS) =

∑
s pS(s)fs. Combining (179)

and (180) gives:

〈w〉inv ≤−∆FS +Bβ(ρW) +

kmin−1∑
k=0

pW(k)

 · (Emax
S′ − F (ρS)). (181)

The theorem is proven by combining bounds (174) and (181).

Proof of Corrolary 1. Let us denote the populations by: x< =
∑
k<kmin

pW(k), x> =∑
kmin≤k<k∗ pW(k), and 1− x =

∑
k≥k∗ pW(k), such that x> + x< = x is the occupation of the battery

below the energy cut-off ε∗ = k∗δ. By rewriting (174), we obtain

〈w〉vac ≤ ηS

kmin−1∑
k=0

N∑
k′=0

pW(k) e−β(εk′−εk) · (εk′ − εk) = ηSZW

kmin−1∑
k=0

pW(k)eβεk(〈E〉β − εk)

 , (182)

with ZW =
∑N
k′=0 e

−βεk′ and 〈E〉β = Z−1
W
∑N
k′=0 e

−βεk′ εk′ . We see that (182) is upper bounded by

〈w〉vac ≤ x< · ηS ZW eβ(kmin−1)x〈E〉β ≤ ηS ZW x eβεmin〈E〉β. (183)

On the other hand notice that the free energy difference 〈fs′ − fs〉vac can be upper bounded as:

〈fs′ − fs〉vac ≤

kmin∑
k=0

pW(k)

 · (Emax
S′ − FS) ≤ x

(
Emax

S′ + 1
β

log dS

)
. (184)

Combining the last two expressions yields an upper-bound for Aβ(ρW , ρS):

Aβ(ρW, ρS) ≤ x
(
ηS ZWe

βεmin〈E〉β + Emax
S′ + 1

β
log dS

)
(185)

Furthermore, the correction stemming from the distance to the vacuum regime can be rewritten as

βBβ(ρW) ≤ log
[
1 + ηS

k∗−1∑
k=kmin

pW(k)e−βδ(k−kmin+1) + ηS

N∑
k=k∗

pW(k)e−βδ(k−kmin+1)
)]

(186)

≤ ηS
(
x> e

β∆ + (1− x)e−βδ(k∗−kmin+1)
)

(187)

≤ ηS
(
xe−βδ + e−βD

)
, (188)
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withD := δ(k∗−kmin). In the limitN →∞, we have ZW = (1−e−βδ)−1 and 〈E〉β = δ·e−βδ(1−e−βδ)−1.
Therefore, combining bounds (185) with (188), together with ηS ≤ dSe

βEmax
S′ , allows us to find the

following bound:
〈w〉 ≤ −∆FS + C(ε∗), (189)

with:

C(ε∗) = x(ε∗)
(
cSe
−βδ

(
1
β

+ δeβεmin

(1− e−βδ)2

)
+ 1
β

log cS

)
+ cS
β
e−βD(ε∗), (190)

where cS := dSe
βEmax

S′ . We also explicitly marked the dependence of D(ε∗) and δ(ε∗) on a selection of
threshold energy ε∗ for a given initial state of the battery.

E Properties of the map Γosc
E.0.1 The extended map is a thermal operation

In this section we show that the map defined via Construction 1 is a valid thermal operation. This is
equivalent to showing that Γosc preserves the Gibbs state, i.e. Γosc [τS ⊗ τW] = τS ⊗ τW. Let us begin
by taking an arbitrary thermal operation Γwit acting on the wit. Its action in terms of subchannels
{Rkk′} can be written as:

Γwit[ρS ⊗ ρW] =
N=1∑
k,k′

pW(k)Rkk′(ρS)⊗ |εk′〉〈εk′ |W . (191)

Since by the assumption Γwit preserves the Gibbs state we can write:

R00(τS) + e−βδR10(τS) = τS, (192)
R01(τS) + e−βδR11(τS) = e−βδτS. (193)

To show that the map Γosc is a valid thermal operation we will first consider a finite-dimensional
harmonic oscillator battery (i.e. we additionally specify the action of the map on the highest energy
level N) and show that this completed map, denoted Γ̃osc, is a thermal operation for all N . We will
then take the limit N → ∞ and show that in this limit the completed map is indistinguishable from
the map described via Construction 1 in the main text.

Let us consider a finite dimensional harmonic oscillator battery with Hamiltonian:

HW =
N∑
k=0

εk |εk〉〈εk|W , (194)

where as before εk = kδ.

(a) Gibbs-preserving property. We define the completed map Γ̃osc as:

ρS ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W →
N−1∑
k′=0
R00Rk

′
01(ρS)⊗ |εk′〉〈εk′ |W +RN01(ρS)⊗ |εN 〉〈εN |W , (195)

ρS ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W → R10(ρS)⊗ |εk−1〉〈εk−1|W +
N−1∑
k′=k
R00Rk

′−k
01 R11(ρS)⊗ |εk′〉〈εk′ |W + (196)

RN−k01 R11(ρS)⊗ |εN 〉〈εN |W , (197)
ρS ⊗ |εN 〉〈εN |W → R10(ρS)⊗ |εN−1〉〈εN−1|W +R11(ρS)⊗ |εN 〉〈εN |W (198)
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where 0 < k < N . Let us now apply the extended map Γ̃osc to the Gibbs state τS ⊗ τW and look at a
single energy level |εk′〉〈εk′ |W of the battery, i.e:

For k′ = 0 we have:

trW
[

(1S ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W) Γ̃osc(τS ⊗ τW) (1S ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W)
]

= gW(0)R00 + gW(1)R10(τS) = gW(0)τS. (199)

For 0 < k′ < N we have:

trW
[

(1S ⊗ |εk′〉〈εk′ |W) Γ̃osc(τS ⊗ τW) (1S ⊗ |εk′〉〈εk′ |W)
]

= (200)

= gW(0)R00Rk
′

01(τS) +
k′∑
k=1

gW(k)R00Rk
′−k

01 R11(τS) + gW(k′ + 1)R10(τS) (201)

= gW(0)R00Rk
′−1

01

[
R01(τS) + e−βδR11(τS)

]
+

k′∑
k=2

gW(k)R00Rk
′−k

01 R11(τS) + gW(k′ + 1)R10(τS)

(202)
= . . . repeat (k′ − 1) times . . . (203)

= gW(k′ − 1)R00
[
R01(τS) + e−βδR11(τS)

]
+

k′∑
k=k′

gW(k)R00Rk
′−k

01 R11(τS) + gW(k′ + 1)R10(τS)

(204)
= gW(k′)R00(τS) + gW(k′ + 1)R10(τS) (205)

= gW(k′)
[
R00(τS) + e−β∆R10(τS)

]
(206)

= gW(k′)τS. (207)

For k′ = N we have:

trW
[

(1S ⊗ |εN 〉〈εN |W)Γ̃osc(τS ⊗ τW) (1S ⊗ |εN 〉〈εN |W)
]

(208)

= gW(0)RN01(τS) +
N∑
k=1

gW(k)RN−k01 R11(τS) (209)

= gW(0)RN−1
01

[
R01(τS) + e−βδR11(τS)

]
+

N∑
k=2

gW(k)RN−k01 R11(τS) (210)

= gW(1)RN−1
01 (τS) +

N∑
k=2

gW(k)RN−k01 R11(τS) (211)

= . . . repeat (N − 1) times . . .
= gW(N − 1)R01(τS) + gW(N)R11(τS) (212)
= gW(N)τS.

The total state of the system and the battery is then given by:

Γ̃osc[τS ⊗ τW] =
N∑
k′=0

gW(k′)τS ⊗ τW = τS ⊗ τW. (213)

(b) Trace-preserving property It can be also checked that the map Γosc is trace preserving
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since Γwit is trace preserving, i.e. for any ρS we have:

trR00[ρS] + trR01[ρS] = tr ρS, (214)
trR10[ρS] + trR11[ρS] = tr ρS. (215)

Hence for k = 0 we have:

tr Γ̃osc[ρS ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|] =
N−1∑
k′=0

trR00Rk
′

01(ρS) + trRN01(ρS) (216)

= trR00(ρS) + trR00R01(ρS) + . . .+ trR00RN−1
01 (ρS) + trRN01(ρS) (217)

= trR00(ρS) + trR00R01(ρS) + . . .+ trRN−2
01 (ρS) (218)

= . . . repeat (N − 1) times . . . (219)
= trR00(ρS) + trR01(ρS) (220)
= tr ρS. (221)

For 0 < k < N we have:

tr Γ̃osc[ρS ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|] = trR10(ρS) +
N−1∑
k′=k

trR00Rk
′−k

01 R11(ρS) + trRN−k01 R11(ρS) (222)

= trR10(ρS) + trR00R11(ρS) +R00R01R11(ρS) + . . .+ trR00RN−k−1
01 R11(ρS) trRN−k01 R11(ρS)

(223)
= trR10(ρS) + trR00R11(ρS) +R00R01R11(ρS) + . . .+ trRN−k−1

01 R11(ρS) (224)
= . . . repeat (N − k − 1) times . . . (225)
= trR10(ρS) + trR11(ρS) (226)
= tr ρS. (227)

For k = N we have:

tr Γ̃osc[ρS ⊗ |εN 〉〈εN |] = trR10(ρS) +R11(ρS) = tr ρS. (228)

Hence Γ̃osc is trace-preserving which completes the proof that it is a valid thermal operation.
Let us now take the limit N → ∞ and study the action of the map Γ̃osc. Notice that due to (193)

for all positive δ we have that RN01(ρS) → 0 for N → ∞ for all ρS. Hence in the limit the map Γ̃osc
becomes:

ρS ⊗ |ε0〉〈ε0|W →
∞∑
i=0
R00Ri01(ρS)⊗ |εi〉〈εi|W , (229)

ρS ⊗ |εk〉〈εk|W → R10(ρS)⊗ |εk−1〉〈εk−1|W +
∞∑
i=0
R00Ri01R11(ρS)⊗ |εi+k〉〈εi+k|W , (230)

where 0 < k <∞, and hence it is indistinguishable from Γosc.

E.0.2 The average work under Γosc

It is easy to see that the action of Γosc does not depend on the initial state of the battery ρW, provided
that the state does not have support on the vacuum state |ε0〉〈ε0|W. This allows to easily compute the
average work 〈w〉N associated with Γosc as well as its action on the system S.

Let us begin by first studying the corresponding map Γ̃fosc acting on a finite N + 1 dimensional
harmonic oscillator battery. The energy change of the battery after applying Γ̃osc to an input state

Accepted in Quantum 2021-01-14, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 40



ρSW = ρS ⊗ |εk〉〈εk| will in general be different for different k. The energy change ∆E(k)
W associated

with battery starting in eigenstate |εk〉〈εk|W is then given by:

∆E(k)
W = Ẽ

(k)
W − E(k)

W , (231)

where E(k)
W = 〈εk|HW|εk〉 = εk, Ẽ

(k)
W = tr [HWρ

′
W], HW is the finite harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian as

in (194) and ρ′W = trS Γ̃fosc [ρSW ]. Denoting the number of energy levels above εk with n, i.e n = N−k,
we can compute the final energy Ẽ(k)

W as:

Ẽ
(k)
W = (εk − δ) trR10 [ρ] +

n−1∑
j=0

(εk + j ·∆) trR00Rj01R11 [ρS] + (εk + n · δ) trRn01R11 [ρS] (232)

= (εk − δ) ·
(

trR10 [ρS] +
n−1∑
j=0

trR00Rj01R11 [ρS] + trRn10R11 [ρS]
)
+ (233)

δ ·
n−1∑
j=0

(j + 1) trR00Rj01R11 [ρS] + δ · (n+ 1) · trRn01R11 [ρS] (234)

= (εk − δ) · (trR10 [ρS] + trR11 [ρS]) + δ ·
n−2∑
j=0

(j + 1) trR00Rj01R11[ρS]+ (235)

n · trR00Rn−1
01 R11[ρS] + n · trR01Rn−1

01 R11[ρS] + trRn01R11[ρS] (236)

(2)= (εk − δ) + δ ·
n−2∑
j=0

(j + 1) trR00Rj01R11[ρS] + δ · n · trRn−1
01 R11[ρS] + trRn01R11[ρS] (237)

= (εk − δ) + trR11[ρS] + trR01R11[ρS] + trR2
01R11[ρS] + . . .+ trRn01[ρS]R11[ρS] (238)

= (εk − δ) +
n∑
j=0

trRj01R11[ρS] (239)

= εk + δ ·

 n∑
j=0

trRj01R11[ρS]− 1

 . (240)

In line (2) we repeatedly applied the fact that Γwit is trace-preserving, i.e.
∑
k′ trRkk′ [ρS] = tr ρS for

each k. Taking the limit of infinite battery N →∞ implies n→∞, hence the energy change associated
with map Γfosc can be expressed as:

∆EW = 〈w〉osc = δ ·
( ∞∑
i=0

trRi01 ◦ R11[ρS]− 1
)
, (241)

In Fig. 5 we presented a graphical scheme representing the action of map Γfosc on |εk〉〈εk|. Notice that
this energy change (and hence work) does not depend on the choice of the initial state |εk〉〈εk|. Due to
the linearity of Γosc this means that the map would yield the same amount of work if we instead chose
any combination of energy levels, i.e. any initial state ρW .

The expression for average work (241) can be further simplified if ρS is a diagonal state. In that case
the action of subchannels {Rkk′} can be fully described by a set of substochastic matrices {Rkk′} acting
on vectors composed of the diagonal parts of the states. In that case the infinite matrix geometric
series in (241) can be explicitly computed, i.e.

∑∞
i=0R

i
01 = (1− R01)−1. Denoting the diagonal of ρS

with a vector x the average work can be expressed as:

〈w〉osc = δ ·
(
1T (1−R01)−1R11x− 1

)
, (242)

where 1T = (1, 1, . . . , 1) is the (horizontal) identity vector and 1 is the identity matrix.
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Figure 5: Diagram representing the action of map ΓN on one of the battery eigenstates |εk〉〈εk|W . Black thick lines
correspond to the part of channel ΓN which is effectively used in the transformation. Note that the energy spacing
between subsequent battery levels is constant and equal to ∆, that is εk+m = εk +m ·∆.

E.0.3 The map Γosc satisfies the ETI property

Here we are going to show that for diagonal states the map Γosc satisfies the ETI property. Hence we
are going to show that transition probabilities {r(s′k′|sk)} corresponding to Γosc satisfy:

r(s′k′|sk) = r(s′, k′ + n|s, k + n) (243)

for all s, s′ and integers n such that k′ + n ≥ 0 and k + n ≥ kmin with kmin=1.
Notice first that due to (47) the condition (243) can be equivalently written using battery subchannels
{Rkk′} as:

Rkk′ = Rk+n,k′+n, (244)

for all integers n such that k′ + n ≥ 0 and k + n ≥ 1. Consider the battery subchannels associated
with the map Γosc for k ≥ kmin = 1, i.e.:

Rkk′ =
∞∑
i=0
R00Ri01R11δi+k,k′ +R10δk−1,k′ = R00Rk

′−k
01 R11 +R10δk−1,k′ (245)

The shifted battery subchannels are given by:

Rk+n,k′+n =
∞∑
i=0
R00Ri01R11δi+k+n,k′+n +R10δk+n−1,k′+n = R00Rk

′−k
01 R11 +R10δk−1,k′ = Rkk′ .

(246)

Hence we can conclude that the map Γosc satisfies the ETI property.
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