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The concept of an embodied intelligent agent is a key concept in modern artificial intelligence
and robotics. Physically, an agent is an open system embedded in an environment that it interacts
with through sensors and actuators. It contains a learning algorithm that correlates the sensor
and actuator results by learning features about its environment. In this article we present a simple
optical agent that uses light to probe and learn components of its environment. In our scenario,
the quantum agent outperforms a classical agent: The quantum agent probes the world using
single photon pulses, where its classical counterpart uses a weak coherent state with an average
photon number equal to one. We analyze the thermodynamic behavior of both agents, showing that
improving the agent’s estimate of the world corresponds to an increase in average work done on the
sensor by the actuator pulse. Thus, our model provides a useful toy model for studying the interface
between machine learning, optics, and statistical thermodynamics.

INTRODUCTION

Machine learning (ML), artificial intelligence (AI), and
quantum physics are current hotbeds of academic re-
search. It is unquestionable that the physical sciences
have benefited tremendously by incorporating the tools
of ML [1]. Recent research has proposed enhancing
ML tools and techniques using quantum physics [2–4].
However, more topical research suggests that ML on an
industrial scale can have very tangible thermodynamic
costs [5]. This suggests it is imperative that we develop
a deeper understanding of the thermodynamic cost of
learning. Recent results using stochastic thermodynam-
ics have obtained fundamental bounds on the efficiency
of learning algorithms [6, 7]. Others have also shown
that learning maximizes the work done by a Maxwell’s
demon [8]. This suggests that learning, like other phys-
ical process may take place out of thermal equilibrium
[9]. For a physical agent to learn it must interact with
the world via physical sensors and actuators. A sensor
is a physical device which the agent can use to read in
information about the world. An actuator is a physical
device which the agent can use to write information out
into the world. The agent also contains a learning al-
gorithm that correlates the sensor and actuator results
by learning features about its environment. Given the
known advantages of quantum metrology [10, 11], we
consider an advantage that a simple AI endowed with
quantum mechanical hardware—otherwise referred to as
a quantum agent—may yield.

In this article, we consider a simple optical agent which
utilizes the temporal profile of light to probe a very re-
stricted environment composed of a single optical element
such as an optical cavity. This optical element unitar-
ily transforms the temporal profile of the probe. The
agent’s objective is to learn the effect of this transforma-
tion, and thus the environmental parameters [12] In our
conception, the quantum part of our agent is due to the

possibility of quantum actuators and quantum sensors.
The actuators provide single photon sources to probe the
world; the sensors capture information about the return-
ing optical pulse through its temporal profile. The pro-
cessing steps are entirely classical, putting our agent in
the quantum-classical (QC) category of quantum agents
[13]. We compare this QC agent to a wholly classical
agent that uses weak coherent states—with mean photon
number of 1. An example of our conception is depicted
in Fig. 1(a).

Single photons are highly non-classical states of light,
unlike coherent light pulses [14] which can be attenuated
to the single photon limit, containing on average one pho-
ton but with Poisonnian intensity fluctuations [15, 16].
The agent’s sensor—in both the classical and quantum
model—is comprised of a single photon detector which
has two states, accept (click) or error (no-click). There
are a number of demonstrated schemes for single photon
sources and detectors [17–19]. Here we employ a three-
wave-mixing Raman transition for each [20, 21].

Lastly, the agent learns by updating its prediction and
minimizing the probability of detecting an error. The
measured overlap between the agent’s prediction and ob-
servations defines a cost function C, with the learning
rate L that is fixed by the physical parameters of the sys-
tem. A schematic of our model is depicted in Fig. 1(a).
The detailed description of the agent’s sources and de-
tectors presented here allows us to study the thermody-
namic behavior of our agent as it learns. We show that
the agent’s learning maximizes the work done by the in-
coming pulse on the sensor and, subsequently the free
energy available for learning.

The rest of the article is organized as follows: In the
first section we introduce the three-wave-mixing Raman
model, using it to realize the actuators and sensors in our
quantum agent. We then provide a brief description of
the classical agent, again using the Raman model. This
section is followed by a discussion of the agent’s learn-
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ing abilities. In the final section we analyze the ther-
modynamic behavior of the agent using a very simple
example: the agent must learn an exponentially decay-
ing emission profile, parameterised by a linewidth and
detuning of an unknown cavity with respect to the pulse
carrier frequency. Regardless of this simple example, our
analysis holds for much more complex unitaries and op-
tical pulse shapes.

RAMAN MODEL

In the Raman model, a three-level atom is placed in-
side a single-sided cavity. Two long-lived states |g〉 and
|e〉 are coupled by a third radiative state |b〉. A strong
classical electromagnetic control pulse E(t) is applied to
the ground state |g〉 at frequency Ω. The pulse is detuned
from the atomic transition |g〉 → |b〉, ensuring that the
radiative state is never significantly populated. The res-
onance condition is Ω−ωa = ωσ, where ~ωσ is the energy
difference between |g〉 and |e〉. The transition |g〉 → |e〉
is mediated by the emission of a photon at frequency ωa
as depicted in Fig. 1(b).

In the interaction picture under the rotating wave ap-
proximation, the Hamiltonian describing this interaction
is

Ha = ~E(t)a†σ+ + ~E∗(t)σ−a , (1)

where a† and a are the internal cavity mode creation and
annihilation operators, and σ+ and σ− are the raising and
lowering operators in the subspace formed |g〉 and |e〉. At
a finite temperature, the evolution of the cavity-atomic
joint state is governed by the master equation (ME)

dρ

dt
= −i [Ha, ρ] + κ (n̄+ 1)D[a]ρ+ κn̄D[a†]ρ , (2)

where κ is the decay rate of the cavity mode into the en-
vironment, n̄ = (eµa−1)−1 is the mean photon number in
the environment with Boltzmann factors µi = ~ωi/kBT ,
and D[a]ρ = aρa†−{a†a, ρ}/2 is the Lindblad dissipator.
We have neglected decay between |e〉 → |g〉 with the as-
sumption that the atomic decay rate is much slower than
the intra-cavity mode κ. We further assume the atom-
cavity system is initially in thermal equilibrium with the
environment, and thus it is in a separable Gibbs state,
ρsys = ρ̄a ⊗ ρ̄σ. Thermal equilibrium ensures µa = µσ.

Quantum Actuator (Single Photon Source)

A reliable quantum actuator requires two things; suffi-
cient control over the shape of the output field ao(t) and
the photon number a†o(t)ao(t). Such requirements en-
sure the agents ability to control both the intensity and
optical coherence of its probe precisely and repeatedly.

To compute the output of these quantities, we use the
quantum Langevin equations to describe the stochastic
evolution of the intracavity a(t) in terms of the input
ai(t) and output fields a0(t) [14, 22]

da

dt
= −iE(t)σ+ −

κ

2
a+
√
κai . (3)

Solving the Langevin equation given the initial condition
that 〈a(0)〉 = 〈ai(0)〉 = 0 and making use of the input-
output relation ai(t) + ao(t) =

√
κa(t), we find that the

output field is—on average—the convolution of the cavity
response and the product of the control field amplitude
and atomic polarization

〈a0(t)〉 = −i
√
κ

∫ t

0

dt′ exp(κ(t′−t)/2)E(t′)〈σ+(t′)〉 . (4)

Therefore, controlling the shape of the classical drive E(t)
shapes the overall output of the agent’s actuator.

Likewise the photon flux emitted from the agent’s ac-
tuator and into the output mode can be ascertained using
the input-output relations

〈a†oao〉 = κ〈a†a〉 −
√
κ〈a†ai + a†ia〉+ 〈a†iai〉 , (5)

where 〈a†iai〉 = n̄ is the mean photon number of the en-
vironment. A reliable single photon source will oper-
ate in the limit of a large cavity decay rate κ and thus
preferentially emit into the environment rather than be
coherently absorbed by the atom. In this limit, we can
adiabatically eliminate the cavity dynamics such that the
cavity dynamics remain largely constant, which from Eq.
(3) yields

a→ −2iE(t)

κ
σ+ +

2√
κ
ai . (6)

After adiabatically eliminating the cavity dynamics, the
output photon flux is given by

〈a†o(t)ao(t)〉 = n̄+
2i√
κ
〈E(t)a†iσ+ − E∗(t)σ−ai〉 . (7)

To determine the mean photon number in the output
mode, we must therefore find an expression for the second
term.

To find this term, we start by rewriting the master
equation (2) for the atomic system by replacing a in the
adiabatic limit

Lρ(σ) =
4(n̄+ 1)I(t)

κ
D[σ+]ρ(σ) +

4n̄I(t)

κ
D[σ−]ρ(σ) , (8)

where ρ(σ) describes the quantum state of the atom alone
and I(t) = |E(t)|2. The dynamics of the atom appear
to spontaneously absorb and emit photons according to
the mean-photon number of the environment n̄ and the
intensity of the control pulse I(t).
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Figure 1. (a) Depiction of a learning agent interacting with the world. The agent houses both an actuator and sensor, which
it uses to probe and measure the world. The actuator is maintained at a positive temperature equilibrium state (red), while
the sensor is maintained in a negative temperature equilibrium state (blue). The agent emits photons with a temporal profile

E(t), which is perturbed by the environment transforming it to ξ(~fT , t). The sensor will maximally absorb the photon when its

control field V (~f, t) matches the incoming pulse. (b) The Raman model inside the actuator and sensor. It includes a three-level
atom enclosed in a singled-sided cavity with decay rate κ. A strong, but highly detuned classical driving field couples the two
long-lived ground states |g〉 and |e〉 via the virtual transition with the radiative state |b〉. Single photons are then emitted into
the output mode ao(t) with a temporal profile determined by the control. In the detector model this process is reversed and
an incoming photon is perfectly absorbed when a single photon has the same temporal shape as the control field.

We derive the quantum Langevin equation for σ+ using
the input mode ai, which yields the general solution to
σ+(t)

σ+(t) = − 2i√
κ

∫ t

0

dt′e
κ
2 (t−t′)σz(t

′)ai(t
′)E∗(t′) (9)

Multiplying this expression by a†i from the right and mak-

ing use of the commutation relation [ai(t), a
†
i (t
′)]=δ(t−t′)

and the integral identity
∫ t

0
δ(t− t′)g(t′)dt′ = g(t)/2, we

find the general solution

2i√
κ
〈E(t)a†iσ+ − E∗(t)σ−ai〉 =

4I(t)

κ
〈σz(t)〉 . (10)

Rewriting Eq. (7), we obtain the expression for the mean
photon number in the output mode

〈a†o(t)ao(t)〉 = n̄+
4I(t)

κ
〈σz(t)〉 . (11)

Finally we can find the behavior of 〈σz(t)〉. Making use of
the fact that σz = 1−2Pg(t), we can find the evolution of
σz by computing the probability of measuring a photon in
the ground state Pg(t). Thus, in the Heisenberg picture
Pg(t) evolves according to Eq. (8), resulting in

dPg(t)

dt
= −4I(t)

κ
(2n̄+ 1)Pg(t) +

4I(t)n̄

κ
(12)

which has the following general solution—given the initial
condition Pg(0)=(1 + e−µσ )−1:

Pg(t) =
e−τ (1 + n̄) + n̄

2n̄+ 1
− e−τ

1 + eµσ
. (13)

Here τ = (4/(2n̄+ 1)κ)
∫ t

0
dt′I(t′) and approaches 0 in

the long-time limit at zero temperature, corresponding
to a perfect emission. In the long-time limit where t� 0,
the polarization of the atom 〈σz(t)〉 becomes constant

〈σz(t)〉 =
1

2n̄+ 1
= tanh

(
~ω

2kBT

)
, (14)

which describes the mean atomic polarization of a two-
level atom in a thermal bath as expected. The mean
photon number that is emitted by the quantum agent’s
actuator in the long-time limit is given by

〈a†o(t)ao(t)〉 = n̄+
4I(t)

κ
tanh

(
~ω

2kBT

)
. (15)

In conclusion, the Raman model that we considered guar-
antees the agent’s ability to control the output mode pre-
cisely and repeatedly, given it has sufficient control of the
classical drive E(t).

Quantum Sensor (Single Photon Detector)

We will further assume the actuator pulse returns
to the detector after its temporal profile is perturbed
unitarily. As we detailed in the previous section, the
output mode of the single-photon source has a tempo-
ral mode defined by the control field E(t). After this
pulse interacts with the world, its temporal profile trans-
forms unitarily, E(t)→ ξ(~fT , t)—which we abbreviate to

ξ(~fT , t) ≡ ξ [Fig. 1(a). Here the true discoverable pa-

rameters ~fT determine the measurable effect of the envi-
ronment on the pulse. If the agent can estimate ~fT , then
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it has ‘learned’ the environment. The actuator model
can be suitably adapted into a detection model by re-
versing the process as depicted in Fig. 1(a). The virtual
transition between the |g〉 and |e〉 is again mediated by a

classical control field—denoted V (~f, t), where ~f are the
agent’s control parameters determining its control pulse.
We will use the shorthand notation V (~f, t) ≡ V . In the
interaction picture, the Hamiltonian describing the sen-
sor is

Hs = ~V (~f, t)a†σ+ + ~V ∗(~f, t)σ−a . (16)

The sensor requires a source of energy to ensure a popu-
lation inversion; the excited state |e〉 is now preferentially
populated, creating a negative temperature equilibrium
state satisfying µa = −µσ [23]. A successful detection
occurs when an incoming photon at frequency ωa is ab-
sorbed and deexcites the atom into the ground state |g〉.
By tuning the parameters ~f , the agent can maximize the
probability that the incoming photon is absorbed. The
state of the atom can then be read out accurately with
negligible dissipation using fluorescent imaging [20].

We cannot describe the absorption process via the
standard master equation Eq. (2), but rather via the
Fock state master equations [24]. In this framework,
the entire system is described by a joint system ρjoint =
ρ ⊗ |1ξ〉〈1ξ|, where the incoming photon is in a single-
photon Fock state,

|1ξ〉 =

∫
dtξ(~fT , t)b

†(t)|0〉 , (17)

where b†(t) is the creation operator of the incoming Fock
mode. For a single-sided cavity, this yields the upwardly
coupled master equations

dρm,n
dt

= Lρm,n +
√
m
√
κηξ

[
ρm−1,n, a

†]
+
√
n
√
κηξ∗ [a, ρm,n−1] , (18)

where η is the quantum efficiency of the detector and
m and n are integers. For a single photon Fock state,
|1ξ〉, m,n ∈ {0, 1}. The equation for ρ0,0 is identical
to the vacuum master equation (2) and can be solved in
principle. The diagonal elements ρn,n are initialized with
ρsys(0) whereas the off-diagonal elements are initialized
to zero. Only the top density operator ρ11 is required to
compute expectation values.

In the single-photon Raman model, a successful de-
tection occurs when the atom is measured in the ground
state |g〉. For example, this could be done accurately with
negligible dissipation using fluorescent imaging [20]. We
can now repeat our analysis in the previous section as-
suming it is in thermal equilibrium with a thermal bath
of mean photon number n̄. The superoperator further in-
cludes thermal excitations, yielding the master equation

dρ

dt
= −i [Hs, ρ] + κ(n̄+ 1)D[a]ρ+ κn̄D[a†]ρ , (19)

We make the same assumptions, as before including the
adiabatic approximation, similar to Eq. (6). We compute
the quantum Langevin equation for the incoming Fock-
mode resulting in

a = −2iV σ+

κ
− 2ξ√

κ
. (20)

After substituting this back into Eq. (19), we eliminate
the cavity dynamics entirely yielding the atomic master
equation for the detector,

Lρ(σ) =
4(n̄+ 1)IV

κ
D[σ+]ρ(σ) +

4n̄IV
κ
D[σ−]ρ(σ) , (21)

where IV = |V |2. This master equation now corresponds
to the vacuum—the lowest ρ0,0—term in our coupled
master equations. Thus, we recast Eq. (18) obtaining
the Fock state atomic master equation

dρ
(σ)
n,m

dt
= Lρ(σ)

n,m

2i
√
η

√
κ

(√
nξV ∗

[
ρ

(σ)
n−1,m, σ−

]
−
√
mξ∗V

[
σ+, ρ

(σ)
n,m−1

])
. (22)

A successful detection will occur when the incoming Fock
state excites the atom into the ground state. Thus, we
seek to maximize Pg(t) which evolves according to

dPg(t)

dt
= −4IV

κ
(2n̄+ 1)Pg(t) +

4IV n̄

κ

+
2i
√
ηV ∗ξ
√
κ
〈σ−〉01 −

2i
√
ηV ξ∗
√
κ
〈σ+〉10 . (23)

We must now find 〈σ−〉01 which can also be computed
using the Eq. (22)

d〈σ−〉01

dt
= −2(2n̄+ 1)IV

κ
〈σ−〉01 −

2iξ∗V√
κ
〈σz〉00 . (24)

Lastly, we must find the evolution of 〈σz〉00. Given that
the sensor is maintained in a negative temperature state,
the probability of finding it in the ground state when the
environment is time independent for an incoming vac-
uum, is Pg(t)00 = (1+eµσ )−1. Using the initial condition
〈σ−(0)〉01 = 0, we obtain the general solution

〈σ−(t)〉01=− 2i

2n̄+ 1

√
η

κ

∫ t

0

e(τ ′−τ)V (~f, t′)ξ∗(~fT , t
′)dt′ ,

(25)

where τ = 2
∫ t

0
dt′(1 + 2n)IV (t′)/k. Substituting this re-

sult into our differential equation for Pg(t), i.e, Eq. (23),
we can compute the general solution to this differential
equation using the initial condition of the atom,

Pg(t)=
1

2n̄+ 1

(
n̄+

4η

κ

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

dt′e(τ ′−τ)V (~f, t′)ξ∗(~fT , t
′)

∣∣∣∣2
)
.

(26)
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Figure 2. Top: The normalized parameter difference—each
parameter is dimensionless between 0 and 1—of the agent’s

prediction and observation, |~f− ~fT |N , defined as a function of
iterations i. The quantum agent (solid lines) outperforms the
classical agent (dashed lines) at all temperatures, excluding
the infinite temperature limit µσ → 0. Bottom: The prob-

ability of measuring an error in the incoming pulse ξ(~fT , t).
When the estimate is incorrect, Γ < 1, the probability of the
atom deexciting into the ground state is not guaranteed. As
the agent’s estimate improves, the probability of obtaining an
error decreases.

If we assume that κ is large and the response function
becomes close to instantaneous, then we can simplify this
expression to

P (Q)
g (t) =

n̄

1 + 2n̄
+

4ηΓ

κ
tanh

(µσ
2

)
, (27)

where Γ =
∣∣∣∫ dt′V ∗(~f, t′)ξ(~fT , t′)∣∣∣2 and we have included

the superscript (Q) to indicate the quantum agent. Thus,
the probability of measuring the atom in the ground state
depends on the thermal state of the atom, and maximis-
ing the overlap between V and ξ. Moreover, the first and
second terms correspond to the conditional probability
of the atom transitioning to the ground state due to ab-
sorption of a thermal photon and incoming Fock state,
respectively.

The Classical Agent

In the classical model, the agent realizes it’s actuator
by pumping directly into the environment with a coher-
ent pulse with a mean photon number of 1. We choose the

weak coherent state as the optimal classical actuator be-
cause it overlaps minimally with the vacuum at 〈n〉 = 1.
Other Gaussian states such as displaced squeezed states,
or thermal states, exhibit larger overlap with the vacuum
at 〈n〉 = 1 with a larger variance in the photon number
[14]. As we will see, these properties hinder the perfor-
mance of the classical agent by increasing the error rate
of the detector. Thus, a coherent state is the optimal
choice of probe for a classical agent.

For a coherent state, the mean output mode in this
model is 〈a0(t)〉=−i

∫ t
0
dt′E(t′) with a mean photon num-

ber 〈a†0(t)a0(t)〉=n̄+
∫ t

0
dt′|E(t′)|2. For the agent’s clas-

sical detector, it uses the same single-photon detector as
the quantum model, but replaces the incoming single-
photon pulse with a coherent state with temporal shape
ξ(~fT , t). Replacing the incoming Fock state in the Fock
state master equation (18) with a coherent state leads to
a new master equation equivalent to Eq. (19) but with an

additional coherent drive term proportional to ξ(~fT , t),

dρ

dt
= −i [Hs, ρ] + κ (n̄+ 1)D[a]ρ+ κn̄D[a†]ρ

+i
√
ηκ
[
ξ∗a− ξa†, ρ

]
. (28)

By repeating the analysis as the quantum detector, we
obtain—in the long-time and large κ limit—the condi-
tional probability of measuring the atom in the ground
state from a coherent pulse as

P (C)
g (t) =

n̄

2n̄+ 1
+

4ηΓ

κ
e−4ηΓ/κ tanh

(µσ
2

)
, (29)

where we have included the (C) superscript to indicate
that this is the classical agent. Thus, the primary differ-
ence between the classical model and the quantum model
is due to the exponential dependence on overlap Γ, which
is due to the intensity fluctuations in the coherent field
[14].

LEARNING

With the hardware of our agent specified, we can move
onto describing the agent’s software and its ability to
learn. We assume that the agent and the environment are
materially identical—otherwise known as the principle of
requisite variety [25]—so matching V (~f, t) and ξ(~fT , t)

corresponds to matching the parameters ~f and ~fT [26].
Here, we will describe how the agent can realize a simple
form of gradient descent using the measured error rate
from its single photon detector.

Our agent can only use the state of its detector to
infer information about the environment. For each de-
tection event j, the agent measures the detector in the
ground or excited state, both of which register a classical
bit of information xj ∈ {0, 1}. When the agent’s con-

trol pulse V (~f, t) perfectly overlaps the world’s ξ(~fT , t),
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the probability of measuring an error (excited state)
Pe(t) = 1 − Pg(t) is minimized. Given the probabilistic
nature of quantum measurement, xj is a binary random
variable. The agent stores N samples of xj in memory,
creating a bit string which it uses to estimate the mean
error rate x̄N =

∑N
j=0 xj/N—which in the limit of large

N approaches x̄N → Pe(t). We will define a single ex-
perimental iteration i as the collection of N measurement
events. Thus, for each experimental iteration i, the agent

estimates a mean error rate x̄
(i)
N .

For the agent to learn, it must minimize x̄
(i)
N and, sub-

sequently maximize Γ. Between experimental runs, the
parameters ~f are updated. Using the chain rule, we can
define the rate of change in the mean error rate, for an
incremental change di, as

dx̄
(i)
N

di
=
d~f

di
· ~∇~fPe(t) . (30)

Consequently, the mean error rate will be minimized
when either the parameters no longer update d~f/di = 0,
or the probability of measuring an error Pe(t) has been
minimized. This provides an intuitive mathematical def-
inition of learning: the agent learns by minimizing the
number of measured errors.

There are many algorithms that are capable of updat-
ing the parameters ~f . We choose to use gradient descent
(GD) as a simple example which updates ~f numerically

~fi+1 = ~fi + L~∇~fPe(t) , (31)

where L is the learning rate. The learning rate will be
constrained by the physical parameters of the detector,
i.e, by its thermal state µσ and quantum efficiency η as
specified in the probability distributions given by Eq.
(27) and Eq. (29). Also, each experimental run is re-
peated every s seconds, and thus the time between each
control integration is Ns. This further bounds the learn-
ing rate below 1/Ns.

As an example, suppose the control V (~f, t) and in-

put pulses ξ(~fT , t) are exponentially decaying temporal
modes of the form

√
γ exp (−γt/2 + i∆t) for t ≥ 0 gener-

ated by an optical cavity with linewidth γ and detuning
∆. Here the agent must determine the linewidth and de-
tuning of the world’s cavity ~fT = (γT ,∆T ). The conver-

gence between the true parameters ~fT and prediction ~f
can be monitored via the normalized Euclidean distance
|~f − ~fT |N shown in Fig. 2. Assuming both models have
a fixed learning rate L, the quantum agent (solid lines)
outperforms the classical agent (dashed lines) at all tem-
peratures, converging on the true estimates an order of
magnitude faster. Thus, in this scenario, the quantum
agent outperforms the classical agent.

Δ𝐹

𝑄

⟨𝑊⟩

Figure 3. The free energy ∆F of the detector increases if the
photon does work 〈W 〉 on the atom by stimulating a transi-
tion. If the photon is not absorbed, it is reflected back into
the environment as heat Q.

THERMODYNAMICS

As we have discussed for our model, learning requires
emulating the environment using sensory data. Learning
requires the agent consumes energy; it requires a power
source. Here, we assume our agent has access to a large
reservoir of free energy which it uses to probe the envi-
ronment via single photons or coherent states. It con-
verts this free energy into light, which subsequently does
work on the detector, updating the state of the detector
and enabling the agent to learn. We can study the ther-
modynamics of our agent through the lens of quantum
machines and molecular systems [27, 28]. A seminal re-
sult in non-equilibrium thermodynamics is the Jarzynski
equality [29]

〈e−Wβ〉 = e−∆Fβ , (32)

which relates the free energy difference ∆F between two
thermodynamic states to the irreversible work W re-
quired to drive it between the two at inverse temperature
β = 1/kBT .

Given the probabilistic nature of our agent, we can
compute the average work done 〈W 〉/µa when a signal
photon with energy E = ~ωa is absorbed by the detector.
Absorbing the incoming photon updates the state of the
detector and subsequently provides the agent with useful
information that can be used for learning. Moreover, if
the photon is reflected by the detector, it is unchanged
and dissipated as heat Q = 〈W 〉 − ∆F [28]. We can
further compute the change in free energy ∆F of the de-
tector via the Jarzynski equality Eq. (32) of the detector
after the photon is absorbed or reflected. Thus absorbing
a photon increases the free energy of the detector as we
would expect.

In the example we considered previously, we find that
〈W 〉 and ∆F continue to increase as ~f approaches ~fT ,
depicted in Fig. (4). At zero temperature, µa = ∞ and
η = 1, we have ∆F → 〈W 〉 as the agent’s estimate of the

world approaches the true value ~f → ~fT . As the temper-
ature increases, ∆F/µa decreases, indicating less work
is reliably used for learning and is being dissipated back
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Figure 4. Top: The scaled average work done by the incom-
ing mode on the atom 〈W 〉/µσ and the change of free energy
in the atom ∆F/µσ. The energy is transferred between ac-
tuator and sensor after interacting with the environment. As

the agent’s estimate ~f improves, the change in free energy in
the detector and the useful work that is done are maximized.
As the temperature increases the amount of energy exchanged
decreases in both models.

into the environment, and hence 〈W 〉 > ∆F . Thus, our
model shows that learning maximizes the work done by
the sensors pulse on the detector after it has interacted
with the environment. Our result corroborates the recent
results in Ref. [8], which showed that learning maximizes
the work production in a Maxwell’s demon mode. As
such, learning may be conceived as an out-of-equilibrium
thermodynamic process, consuming power at each itera-
tion to update its parameters ~f with each experimental
iteration.

Lastly, the classical agent’s capacity to convert work
〈W 〉 into learning is hindered by the fact that weak co-
herent states are primarily dominated by vacuum i.e no
photon was emitted from the actuator. When the error
rate—Pe(t)—between the classical and quantum models
is roughly equivalent, the convergence rate in the quan-
tum agent is roughly an order of magnitude higher than
the classical agent, shown in Fig. (2). This is due to the
variable learning rate, which approaches 0 as Γ→ 1 since

∇~fP
(C)
g (t) ∝ (1− 4ηΓ/κ)e−4ηΓ/κ. As the classical agent

converges on the true values, the intrinsic uncertainty in
the probe’s photon number makes it more difficult to re-
solve the smaller differences between the prediction and
observation. This limitation is not present in the quan-
tum model, which is limited only in the estimate of the

error rate i.e 1/
√
N [10, 11]. To conclude this section,

the quantum agent utilizes its resources more effectively
than the classical agent. This results in a lower error rate
and lower likelihood that the average work done by the
actuator on the sensor is dissipated back into the envi-
ronment.

CONCLUSION

In this article, we have presented a simple toy model
of a quantum agent. The agent uses free energy to probe
its environment via optical pulses generated by its actu-
ator: a three-wave mixing Raman process. After inter-
acting with the environment, the pulse is perturbed and
returns to the agent where it was measured by its sensor.
The likelihood that the pulse is absorbed by the detec-
tor is maximized when the agent has “learned” the effect
of the environment on the pulse shape. Thus, by maxi-
mizing the probability of a detection of the environment,
the agent can learn its environment. Furthermore, max-
imizing this likelihood of a detection increases the work
done—and subsequently the free energy—by the pulse on
the detector. When the returning pulse is not absorbed,
it is dissipated back into the environment as heat. Thus,
it is conceivable that an agent’s capacity to learn its envi-
ronment improves the overall thermodynamic efficiency
of transmitting energy from the actuator to its sensor.
From this perspective, learning may be conceived of as
an out-of equilibrium thermodynamic process, requiring
power to update the agent’s estimate of the world. While
our model is simple, it hints at a more subtle connection
between learning and thermodynamics which is worth ex-
ploring in further detail.
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