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We propose a quantum absorption refrigerator using the quantum physics of resonant tunneling
through quantum dots. The cold and hot reservoirs are fermionic leads, tunnel coupled via quantum
dots to a central fermionic cavity, and we propose configurations in which the heat absorbed from
the (very hot) central cavity is used as a resource to selectively transfer heat from the cold reservoir
on the left, to the hot reservoir on the right. The heat transport in the device is particle—hole
symmetric; we find two regimes of cooling as a function of the energy of the dots—symmetric with
respect to the Fermi energy of the reservoirs—and we associate them to heat transfer by electrons
above the Fermi level, and holes below the Fermi level, respectively. We also discuss optimizing the
cooling effect by fine-tuning the energy of the dots as well as their linewidth, and characterize regimes
where the transport is thermodynamically reversible such that Carnot Coefficent of Performance is
achieved with zero cooling power delivered.

I. INTRODUCTION

Converting otherwise wasted heat to perform useful
work in the nanoscale is an open problem that spans
across almost all disciplines of applied science [1–6], in-
cluding computing [7–12], where there is a lower bound
on dissipated heat per cycle of irreversible computa-
tion, given by the Landauer’s bound.1 Managing the
excess heat generated in circuits is also crucial for var-
ious quantum computing platforms currently available,
such as superconducting qubits and matter based spin
qubits, where cooling down to sub-kelvin temperatures
is a must [7]. Besides, efficient cooling below 4 K is
a necessity for enhancing the performance of radiation
detectors and charge sensors, with benefits also extend-
ing to various medical applications, including magnetic
resonant imaging [13–15]. Furthermore, sub-kelvin cool-
ing is essential for exploiting quantum physics in the
mesoscopic regime for quantum device applications, and
for nano-scale energy harvesting with quantum dots [5].
The increasing demand for achieving temperatures near-
ing absolute zero is largely fulfilled by state of the art
dilution refrigerators, which can achieve base tempera-
ture down to about 10 mK; even then, localized dissi-
pation of heat remains a major issue to be addressed in
places including quantum circuits, where it is a limit-
ing factor for achieving coherent, non-local manipulation
of quantum information in various quantum computing
platforms currently available [7, 16–23].

∗ skizhakk@ur.rochester.edu
† ejussiau@ur.rochester.edu
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1 Landauer’s bound is a lower bound which predicts that the min-
imum heat generated in erasing a classical bit worth of infor-
mation is at least kBT log 2. The bound can be saturated by
implementing erasure as a thermodynamic cycle consisting of
adiabatic and isothermal processes, where T is the temperature
of the heat bath facilitating the isotherms [12].

Cooling has always been an exciting problem in ther-
modynamics [15], and the advent of quantum technolo-
gies presented more recent opportunities for novel re-
frigeration schemes which can be integrated into vari-
ous computing platforms, and further cool down the de-
vices below ambient temperatures [14]. Some examples
of such cooling techniques in solid state include nuclear
demagnetization [15], voltage biased junction refrigera-
tors [24, 25], and Josephson junction based refrigera-
tors [26, 27]. Also see Ref. [14] and references therein.
Solid state refrigeration schemes using adiabatic magne-
tization of a superconductor have also been proposed,
which is particularly useful as a cooling mechanism be-
low the superconducting critical temperatures [28–30].

An alternate approach to dealing with excess heat in
quantum circuits is to recycle this heat as a resource to
power other quantum thermal machines, such as quan-
tum heat engines and quantum refrigerators [3, 5, 6, 31–
37]. A refrigerator powered by a dissipative heat source is
conventionally called an absorption refrigerator [38, 39];
The principles of such a cooling technique were known
since the 1700s, and further developed through the early
twentieth century, as an alternative to the standard com-
pression based refrigerators [40–42]. Albeit having lower
coefficient of performance, the utility of absorption re-
frigerators emerges from their unique approach to cool-
ing, where excess heat, potentially from a dissipative heat
source, is used as a resource to run the cooling cycle. In
an evaporation based absorption refrigeration cycle, the
evaporation of a cooling agent at the cold reservoir gener-
ates the cooling power. A low vapor pressure required for
evaporation is maintained by an absorbing fluid, which
reduces the vapor pressure of the cooling agent by absorb-
ing it in the vapor phase. Subsequently, the absorbing
agent is heated by an external heat source, which releases
the cooling agent, now hotter than its ambient temper-
ature. The excess heat is released into the hot reservoir
(typically the environment), and the cooling agent con-
denses as it flows back into the cold reservoir. The cycle
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FIG. 1. Schematic of particle currents (j) and heat currents
(QL, QR and J) in the absorption refrigerator. The bias of
the dot energies EL and ER w.r.t. the Fermi energy of the
leads chooses whether the transport is mediated by electrons
(above the Fermi energy of the leads, j > 0), or holes (be-
low the Fermi energy of the leads, j < 0). Nevertheless, the
heat currents are invariant under this choice of bias, depicting
particle-hole symmetry in the transport problem.

repeats.

Absorption refrigerators that operate at mesoscopic
scales, where quantum effects are relevant, have also
emerged as one among the prototypical systems to probe
thermodynamics in the quantum regime [37, 43–47]. A
canonical model would consist of three reservoirs—cold
(L), hot (R), and hotter (H), where TL ≤ TR ≤ TH—and
quantum systems (possibly qubits) interacting among
themselves, as well as with the reservoirs. The inter-
actions are such that the spontaneous flow of heat from
H → R also induces a flow of heat from L → R, result-
ing in further cooling of the reservoir L. See for instance,
Ref. [48] where a proposal for such an absorption refrig-
erator using Coulomb-coupled quantum dots/metallic is-
lands is discussed. It has also been pointed out that quan-
tum coherent effects may enhance the performance of
absorption refrigerators in the quantum regime [49, 50],
suggesting that absorption refrigerators may be used to
probe quantum advantages in the operation of thermal
machines. Thermoelectric effects in nanoscale devices
are tighly linked to their energy-filtering properties [51].
Allowing a flow of electrons between two terminals at
certain energies only can give rise to a flow of charge
against an electrochemical potential or a flow of heat
against a temperature bias. A thermoelectric device is
then characterized by its transmission function T (E) de-
scribing the probability for an electron at energy E to
traverse the system. Typically, thermoelectric effects
arise in devices for which T (E) behaves differently above
and below the Fermi energy [37]. We then understand
the importance of working with devices with prominent
and well-characterized energy-filtering properties. This
is why many experimental realizations of nanoscale ther-
moelectrics make use of quantum dots whose transmis-
sion function is given by a Lorentzian function centered
at the resonant dot energy [47, 52–54].

In the present article, we propose a quantum absorp-
tion refrigerator where we take advantage of the quantum
physics of resonant tunneling through quantum dots to
achieve the unidirectional flow of heat required for refrig-

eration. In our proposal, we consider an energy filtering
configuration for the dot enegies, similar to the one con-
sidered in Refs. [34, 36]. We present an experimentally
viable design motivated from a recently realized energy
harvesting quantum device discussed in Ref. [47].

The configuration we consider is sketched in Fig. 1.
The reservoir H is a fermionic cavity, that is coupled to a
cold reservoir L on the left, and a hot reservoir R on the
right via quantum dots having prescribed energies. Re-
frigerator configurations in such architectures have been
investigated in Refs. [52, 55], where the goal is to cool
down the central cavity, H. A variant of this where quan-
tum dots are replaced by superlattices is presented in
Ref. [56]. Similar tunnel coupling to cool down a central
metallic reservoir using selective transfer of hot electrons
and holes to left and right reservoirs has also been pro-
posed [57]. In contrast, our present study investigates
whether it is possible to think of the fermionic cavity as
a hot spot in a circuit, that allows to extract finite cooling
power from the cold reservoir L. In addition to that, we
also provide a complete thermodynamic characterization
of the device and discuss its optimal, and stopping con-
figurations. Our analysis also makes simple connections
to the particle-hole symmetry in the transport problem
from a thermodynamic point of view, which reveals two
equivalent bias configurations for the operation of our ab-
sorption refrigerator. They correspond to energy of the
dots positioned above the Fermi level (mediated by hot
electrons), and below the Fermi level (mediated by hot
holes) respectively.

Note that a pedagogical analogy can be made to a
conventional refrigerator context where work has to be
supplied to refrigerate reservoir L relative to reservoir R.
Here, one can think of the reservoirs H and R as anal-
ogous to the hot and cold reservoirs of an engine which
supply the necessary work required for cooling in a con-
ventional refrigerator, where the heat flow from H → R
generates the fiducial work to run the refrigeration of the
reservoir L relative to the reservoir R.

In the discussions which follow, we provide a system-
atic characterization of our quantum absorption refriger-
ator in its steady state. The system obeys both particle
and energy current conservation laws in the steady state.
We further assume that the chemical potentials are iden-
tical for the reservoirs L and R, so as to assure that our
device qualifies as an absorption refrigerator. Indeed, in
such a situation, the refrigeration is solely powered by
the heat provided by the hot cavity H, contrary to stan-
dard nanoscale refrigerators where a voltage bias enables
electric power generation to fuel the refrigerator [14, 25].
From the point of view of electrons leaving the cold reser-
voir, they have to gain definite energy from the cavity H
to overcome the temperature difference and exit to the
hot reservoir on the right. However, we can add a volt-
age bias to our setup to design hybrid devices that use
the heat from the cavity both to cool down reservoir L
and generate electric power in reservoir R (if µL < µR),
or, conversely, we can imagine a “doped” absorption re-
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frigerator whose performance is improved using electric
power alongside the heat from the cavity (if µL > µR).

A crucial assumption we make is that the hot and cold
reservoirs are connected to some external circuit, while
the cavity is in thermal equilibrium with a separate heat
reservoir. As such, reservoirs L and R can exchange par-
ticles with their environment, and their chemical poten-
tials µL and µR can then be imposed externally. On the
contrary, the number of particles in the cavity is constant
and its chemical potential is then fixed by particle con-
servation.2 Furthermore, we assume that strong inelastic
electron-electron or electron-phonon interactions taking
place in the cavity cause electrons entering it to relax on
a time scale much shorter than the time they will spend
there. As such, electron populations in the cavity are
described by the usual Fermi factors, where the chemical
potential is determined through particle conservation.

This article is organized as follows. We first discuss
our model in detail, in light of the conservation laws. We
then extend this discussion to characterize the laws of
thermodynamics for our absorption refrigerator, assum-
ing vanishing linewidth for the quantum dots. In subse-
quent sections we prescribe methods to optimize cooling
power over energy of the dots, as well as temperature of
the leads involved. We also numerically investigate opti-
mizing the cooling power over the finite linewidth of the
quantum dots, and present estimates of experimentally
achievable figures of merit for our quantum absorption
refrigerator.

II. THE MODEL AND CONSERVATION LAWS

We consider two fermionic reservoirs L and R con-
nected via two quantum dots at energies EL and ER to
a cavity H in the middle (see Fig. 1). The resonant tun-
neling quantum dots are tunnel-coupled to the reservoirs
and cavity, each contact being characterized by a tun-
neling rate γα which corresponds to the inverse lifetime
of an electron on the dot, and is also referred to as the
level-width for the dot. In what follows, we will assume
symmetric coupling, that is, all tunnel rates are taken
equal, γL = γR = γ.

Electron populations in the leads and cavity are de-
scribed by the Fermi-Dirac distributions,

f(E − µα, Tα) =

(
e
E−µα
kBTα + 1

)−1

, α = L,R,H. (1)

Here µα are the chemical potential of reservoir α, and
kB is the Boltzmann’s constant. The particle and energy
currents out of reservoir α = L,R, denoted by jα and
Jα respectively, are given by the Landauer–Büttiker-type

2 This is in the same spirit as the distinction between the canonical
and grand canonical ensemble in statistical mechanics.

1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08 1.10
TR/TL0.0000

0.0005

0.0010

0.0015

0.0020
qL

(a)

1.00 1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08 1.10
TR/TL

10

20

50

100
C

(b)

CCarnot

C=EL/ΔE

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
r

0.001

0.002

0.003

qL

(c)

qL
max

rmax rstop

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
r

0.5

1.0

1.5

C

(d)

rmax rstop

CCarnot

Cmax

FIG. 2. (a) The cooling power QL in dimensionless units
qL = ~QL/(γkBTL), as a function of TR/TL. We also compare
numerical calculation for qL for small, but finite, linewidth
(blue dots) with exact predictions assuming δ transmission
function (joined, red), as well as linear response regime re-
sults (dashed, black). We choose µL = µR = 0, TH = 5TL,
EL = 0.4kBTL, ER = 0.45kBTL, γ = 10−4ER. (b) Coef-
ficient of performance as a function of TR/TL. Note that
Carnot coefficient of performance is reached at TR = Tstop.
(c) Comparing numerical calculation for qL for small, but fi-
nite, linewidth (blue dots) with exact predictions assuming
δ transmission function (joined, blue), as well as linear re-
sponse regime results (dashed, black) for different value of
r = EL/ER. We choose µL = µR = 0, TR = 1.5TL, TH = 5TR,
ER = 0.6kBTL, γ = 10−4ER. (d) Coefficient of performance
(C) of the absorption refrigerator. It is shown that the refrig-
erator achieves Carnot coefficient of performance at the stop-
ping energy, EL = rstopER, and that the coefficient of perfor-
mance at Emax

L is Cmax = (T−1
R −T−1

H )/(2T−1
L −T−1

R −T−1
H ).

expressions,

jα =
2

h

∫
dE Tα(E)[f(E − µα, Tα)− f(E − µH, TH)],

(2)

Jα =
2

h

∫
dE ETα(E)[f(E − µα, Tα)− f(E − µH, TH)],

(3)

where Tα(E), the transmission function for dot α, as-
sumes a Lorentzian shape for resonant tunneling [37, 58],

Tα(E) =
γ2

(E − Eα)2 + γ2
. (4)

We furthermore define the heat current associated to each
of the leads as,

Qα = Jα − µαjα. (5)

The chemical potential of the cavity cannot be cho-
sen arbitrarily; it is constrained by particle conservation
across the device,

jL + jR = 0. (6)
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The above relation clearly asserts that the net particle
current out of the cavity vanishes in steady state. Con-
sequently, the total heat current J flowing out the cavity
coincides with the corresponding energy current [34], and
can thus be inferred from energy conservation,

J + JL + JR = 0. (7)

J is identified as the heat current driving the absorption
refrigerator.

In general, the conservation laws in Eqs. (6) and (7)
cannot be solved exactly. It is however possible in the
narrow-linewidth regime, γ � kBTL, kBTR, kBTH, where
the transmission function in Eq. (4) can be approximated
by T (E) = πγδ(E−Eα) owing to the delta function limit
of the Lorentzian function,

lim
γ→0

1

π

γ

x2 + γ2
= δ(x). (8)

In this regime, the conservation equations become,

f(EL − µL, TL)− f(EL − µH, TH) + f(ER − µR, TR)− f(ER − µH, TH) = 0, (9)

J +
γEL

~
[f(EL − µL, TL)− f(EL − µH, TH)] +

γER

~
[f(ER − µR, TR)− f(ER − µH, TH)] = 0, (10)

reminiscent of similar equations in Ref. [34]. Above,
Eq. (9) suggests that the parameters in the transport
problem cannot be defined independently of each other
as a result of current conservation. We can therefore use
Eq. (9) to determine the chemical potential of the cavity
µH as a function of other parameters, such as the en-
ergy of the dots, and chemical potential of the external
leads, µL and µR (see App. A). This is because these
parameters—energy of the dots and the chemical poten-
tial of the external leads—are typically fixed in a given
experimental setting, which can be controlled via exter-
nal voltage controls.

Solving Eq. (9) for the chemical potential µH yields an
exact expression the particle current across the device,

j =
γ

~
[
f(EL − µL, TL)− f(EL − µH, TH)

]
,

=
γ

~
[
f(ER − µH, TH)− f(ER − µR, TR)

]
.

(11)

The heat current J then straightforwardly follows: From
Eq. (10), we find J = j∆E, where ∆E = ER−EL is the
energy gain between the right and left dots. Such relation
is typical of the so-called tight-coupling limit where par-
ticle and energy currents are proportional to one another.
Indeed, in the narrow-linewidth limit, each electron flow-
ing from L to R necessarily carries a definite amount ∆E
of energy. This property no longer holds when γ increases
as the dots’ energy levels widen allowing electrons with
different energies to pass.

III. THERMODYNAMIC ANALYSIS

A. Thermodynamics of the absorption refrigerator

We now analyze the situation where the device is used
as an absorption refrigerator and characterize it thermo-
dynamically. We want to use the heat from the hottest

cavity as a resource to induce a heat current out of the
coldest reservoir without electrical power involved. Here,
we assume TL < TR < TH and µL = µR = µ. Hereafter,
we set the zero of energy at µ without loss of generality.
Furthermore, for the system to function as a refrigera-
tor, the cooling power, that is the heat current out of the
cold reservoir, must be positive, namely QL > 0. For the
device at stake here, the laws of thermodynamics read,

J +QL +QR = 0, (12)

which is the statement of global conservation of energy
(first law), and the second law of thermodynamics in the
Clausius form [59]:

J

TH
+
QL

TL
+
QR

TR
≤ 0. (13)

The first law of thermodynamics in Eq. (12) enables us to
eliminate one the heat currents from the entropy balance
in Eq. (13). As such, we obtain,

J

(
1

TR
− 1

TH

)
≥ QL

(
1

TL
− 1

TR

)
≥ 0 (14)

and,

QR

(
1

TH
− 1

TR

)
≥ QL

(
1

TL
− 1

TH

)
≥ 0. (15)

Our choice TH > TR imposes J ≥ 0, and QR ≤ 0. In
this situation, the heat out of the cavity H drives a heat
current from reservoir L to reservoir R, enabling cooling
of the former. The coefficient of performance (COP) of
the absorption refrigerator is then defined as,

C =
QL

J
. (16)

The COP is maximum when the refrigerators operates
reversibly. We refer to this upper bound as the Carnot
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COP, and its value can be obtained from Eq. (14),

J

(
1

TR
− 1

TH

)
≥ QL

(
1

TL
− 1

TR

)
=⇒ C =

QL

J
≤
T−1

R − T−1
H

T−1
L − T−1

R

= CCarnot. (17)

B. Vanishingly small linewidth

These thermodynamic relations can be written in
terms of the microscopic details of our device in the limit
of small level width, γ � kBTL. In this regime, we have
QL = jEL, QR = −jER and J = j∆E. The second law
then reads

j

(
∆E

TH
+
EL

TL
− ER

TR

)
≤ 0, (18)

and the coefficient of performance is given by

C =
EL

∆E
. (19)

Interestingly, there are two possible choices for the rel-
ative positions of the dot energies and Fermi level such
that J ≥ 0, QL ≥ 0 and QR ≤ 0. In comparison to the
electric current rectification case discussed in Ref. [34]
where the dot energies are positioned above and below
the Fermi energy, here both the dot energies are posi-
tioned either above, or below the Fermi energy. They
respectively correspond to ER > EL > 0, where the par-
ticle current flows from L to R (j > 0), or ER < EL < 0,
where the particle current flow from R to L (j < 0). In
the former case, hot electrons are taken out of the cold
reservoir, while cold electrons are injected into the cold
reservoir in the latter case. Alternatively, the latter case
can be viewed as the transport of hot holes below the
Fermi energy (taken as the zero of energy), see Fig. 1. We
note that this is a manifestation of particle-hole symme-
try in the underlying transport problem, which is often
an overlooked aspect, but has interesting consequences;
in our absorption refrigerator context, the particle-hole
symmetry can be exploited as an additional freedom of
choice for the biasing of dot energies relative to the Fermi
energy, and this freedom could be beneficial in an exper-
imental implementation of our proposal.

The thermodynamic analysis presented above allows
us to predict the temperature of the hot reservoir R for
which cooling power vanishes. According to Eq. (18), for
j > 0, we must have,(

EL

TL
− ER

TR
+

∆E

TH

)
≤ 0, (20)

while, for j < 0, we must have(
EL

TL
− ER

TR
+

∆E

TH

)
≥ 0. (21)
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0

0.001

0.002
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0.004

FIG. 3. The cooling power QL in dimensionless units, qL =
~QL/(γkBTL) as a function of dot energies, as well as tem-
peratures. The contour lines are obtained independently
in the small-linewidth limit from exact calculations (solid
lines) and linear response results (dashed lines). We choose
µL = µR = 0, TL = 0.6TR, ER = 0.4kBTR. The minimum
temperature of reservoir H is set at TH = 5TR and the max-
imum value of the ratio EL/ER is taken to be the stopping
ratio rstop for this minimum temperature.

In either of the cases the stopping configuration corre-
sponds to saturating the equality in Eqs. (20) and (21), as
the entropy change becomes zero and the system becomes
thermodynamically reversible. Solving for TR = Tstop,
we obtain,

Tstop = ER

(
EL

TL
+

∆E

TH

)−1

. (22)

The cooling power drops to zero at TR = Tstop, as demon-
strated in Fig. 2(a). This hints at the fact that the trans-
port of electrons is thermodynamically reversible at the
stopping configuration. This can be straightforwardly
verified by showing that Carnot COP is achieved in this
situation, see Fig. 2(b).

IV. OPTIMIZING THE COOLING POWER

In this section, we discuss systematically optimizing
the performance of our absorption refrigerator. We fo-
cus on the parameters which can be tuned via external
control, such as the energy of the dots, as well as their
linewidth. We compute their optimal values numerically
and compare to exact analytical predictions whenever
possible.
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FIG. 4. The cooling power QL in dimensionless units qL =
~QL/(γkBTL) as a function of different temperatures involved.
The contour lines are obtained independently in the small-
linewidth limit from exact calculations (solid lines) and linear
response results (dashed lines). We choose µL = µR = 0,
EL = 0.4kBTL, ER = 0.45kBTL. The maximum value of
the temperature TR is taken to be the stopping tempera-
ture Tstop calculated when the temperature takes its minimum
value TH = 5TL.

A. Optimizing w.r.t. the dot energies

We first discuss the optimal and stopping configura-
tions w.r.t varying the energy of the left dot when all
other parameters are assumed to have fixed values. We
further assume that we are in the limit of vanishing level
width, γ � kBTL. Hereafter, we assume j > 0, such that
ER > EL > 0 according to Eq. (18). In this regime, the
second law implies

EL

(
1

TL
− 1

TH

)
< ER

(
1

TR
− 1

TH

)
. (23)

We deduce that the system operates as an absorption
refrigerator if the dot energies satisfy,

0 < EL < rstopER, (24)

where we have introduced the stopping ratio

rstop =
T−1

R − T−1
H

T−1
L − T−1

H

. (25)

The cooling power goes to zero at this stopping config-
uration where electron transport is thermodynamically
reversible and thus achieves Carnot COP. This is demon-
strated in Fig. 2(c) and Fig. 2(d) respectively.

We now discuss the optimal point of operation of the
refrigerator by first solving for the chemical potential of
the reservoir µH (see App. A), and then optimizing the
cooling power QL w.r.t the energy of the left dot. How-
ever, the solution for µH does not allow for further an-
alytical calculations in the general case and additional

approximations are necessary. In what follows, we will
assume that the energy differences between dot energies
and chemical potentials are small, so that the Fermi fac-
tors can be expanded as follows,

f(E − µ, T ) ≈ 1

2
− E − µ

4kBT
. (26)

Such simplification is accurate for |E − µ| � kBT .3 In
this regime, the cavity chemical potential is given by

µH ≈ −
EL

2

(
TH

TL
− 1

)
− ER

2

(
TH

TR
− 1

)
. (27)

The cooling power then reads

QL =
γEL

8~kBTH

(
ER

(
TH

TR
− 1

)
− EL

(
TH

TL
− 1

))
. (28)

We find that cooling power is maximum when the left
dot energy is precisely at the center of its allowed range,
Emax

L = rstopER/2, where

Qmax
L =

γE2
R(T−1

R − T−1
H )2

32~kB(T−1
L − T−1

H )
. (29)

The corresponding COP is

Cmax =
T−1

R − T−1
H

2T−1
L − T−1

R − T−1
H

. (30)

We indicate these optimal configurations in Fig. 2(c) and
Fig. 2(d). Further optimization of the device by varying
more than one parameter at once are shown in Fig. 3 and
Fig. 4.

Analogous to the rectification of a current without any
voltage difference [34], we note from Eq. (28) that it is
possible to drive a rectified heat current even if there is no
thermal bias between reservoirs L and R, TL = TR = T .
In this case the heat current out of reservoir L is given
by

QL =
γEL∆E

8~kBTH

(
TH

T
− 1

)
. (31)

In this situation, the direction of the heat flow, along with
the direction of the electric current, is then determined
by the relative position of the dot energies. For example,
let us consider a setup with EL > 0 and ER > 0, in which
case heat transport is mediated by hot electrons; we have
QL > 0 (j > 0) if ER > EL, while QR > 0 (j < 0) if
ER < EL. More details about this rectified heat current
are given in App. B.

3 In practice, the results obtained using this approximation hold
for much higher energies, typically |E − µ| ∼ kBT .
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FIG. 5. Optimization over finite linewidth. We perform ex-
act numerical simulation of the integrals involved where the
energy of the dots and temperatures are not restricted to the
regime of validity of linear response theory. (a) The max-
imum cooling power Qmax

L in dimensionless units, q̃max
L =

~Qmax
L /(kBTR)2 as a function of the energy ratio r for different

value of TL. We choose µL = µR = 0, TH = 5TR, ER = kBTR,
and γ = γmax(rER, ER, TL, TR, TH). (b) The maximum cool-
ing power linewidth γ = γmax(rER, ER, TL, TR, TH) in dimen-
sionless units (γ̃max = γmax/kBTR) is shown as a function of
r. The stopping values of r are shown as dots, and they agree
well with the predictions from assuming vanishing linewidth.
The TL = TR case corresponds to the rectification configura-
tion discussed in App. B.

B. Optimizing w.r.t. the linewidth γ

We now generalize our discussion to finite linewidth γ
characterizing the transmission through the dots. The
linewidth γ is an additional important parameter which
can be optimized to our advantage in a realistic experi-
ment. Physically, as we increase the linewidth, electrons
from a wider range of energy can participate in the trans-
port process. But soon the cooling power tends to drop
with further increase in the linewidth because increas-
ing the linewidth above a threshold reduces the energy
filtering effect necessary for the operation of our absorp-
tion refrigeration scheme. Therefore there is an optimal
linewidth γ = γmax which will depend on the energy of
the dots as well as the temperature of the leads. We
compute γmax numerically. We demonstrate this opti-
mization in Fig. 5(a), where each point in the curve cor-
responds to an optimization over the linewidth γ. The
optimal γ which maximizes the cooling power for each
value of r is shown in Fig. 5(b). We observe that the
allowed range of values for the left dot energies shrinks
(from above and below) as the level width is increased.
Interestingly, there is a critical level width above which
refrigeration becomes impossible. Our numerical results
further substantiate our choice to work in the regime of
vanishingly small level width since we find that γmax is
typically one or two orders of magnitude smaller than
the temperature. This is in stark contrast with Ref. [34]
where the same device is used as an energy harvester.
There, the optimal level width for electric power gener-
ation is found to be of the order of the temperature of
the leads. This substantial difference is seemingly due to
the different positions of dot energies: In Ref. [34], dot
energies are symmetrically placed with respect to the av-
erage chemical potential of the leads, while here, we have

argued that refrigeration can only be achieved if both
dot energies are above (or below) the common chemi-
cal potential of the leads (taken as the zero of energy
throughout our analysis).

Numerically analyzing the particle and energy currents
as functions of the linewidth γ, we find that their large-
scale variations with γ do not strongly depend on the
dot energies. As already noted in Ref. [34], the particle
current4 first increases with γ, reaching a maximum for
γ ∼ kBTL, but it then decreases, approaching zero as
γ becomes larger. The heat current typically decreases
with γ and plateaus at QL = −π2k2

B(T 2
H − T 2

L)/(3h) for
relatively large linewidths, γ & 10kBTL. More details
about the behaviour of currents for large γ are given
in App. C. Our numerics indicates we must restrict to
cases where γ � kBTL. More precisely, we find that the
only cases where the device can operate as a refrigerator
are those where the heat current first increases with γ,
but then decreases after having reached a maximum for
γ = γmax. The possibility to use the device as a refriger-
ator will then be determined by its behaviour for small
γ which is obtained using the limit in Eq. (8) and has
been extensively studied in the present work. We have
found that QL ≈ γ~−1EL(f(EL, TL) − f(EL − µH, TH))
for γ � kBTL, which means that the possibility for refrig-
eration at any value of γ will be determined by the sign
of the initial slope ~−1EL(f(EL, TL) − f(EL − µH, TH)),
refrigeration being possible only if it is positive. Interest-
ingly, we note that the sign of this quantity has already
been analyzed in Eq. (18), which simply is restatement of
the second law of thermodynamics in the limit γ � kBTL.
The possibility for our device to operate as a refrigerator
is thus entirely determined by the fundamental laws of
thermodynamics expressed in the limiting case of vanish-
ingly small linewidths.

C. Comparison to experiments

We now look at experimentally realistic conditions.
The simulation we base our discussion on is shown in
Fig. 2(c). The energy of the right dot considered is
ER = 103 µeV, and is kept fixed. We consider the tem-
perature of the left lead kept at TL = 2 K, tempera-
ture of the right lead kept at TR = 3 K, and the tem-
perature of the cavity kept at TH = 5TR. For these
considerations, the stopping energy of the left dot be-
comes, Estop

L ≈ 63.4 µeV, and the optimal cooing is ob-
tained when Emax

L ≈ 31.7 µeV. The maximum cool-
ing power obtained at the optimal bias (EL = Emax

L )
is Qmax

L ≈ 10 eV/s. We assume a linewidth γ = 10−4ER,
which approximates the results assuming a delta function
linewidth.

4 Ref. [34] actually focuses on the electric power delivered by the
device which is proportional to the particle current analyzed here.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

We presented a new quantum absorption refrigerator
scheme based on the quantum physics of resonant tun-
neling through quantum dots. We provided a complete
thermodynamic characterization of the device, identi-
fied stopping configurations of the refrigerator where
the transport is thermodynamically reversible such that
Carnot coefficient of performance is achieved while ex-
tracting zero cooling power. We also optimized the oper-
ation of the refrigerator w.r.t. to externally controllable
parameters for the fridge, such as the energy of the dots,
as well as their linewidth. Our absorption refrigerator
can be integrated into circuits, and can offer on-chip in-
tegrable solutions to the increasing demand for cooling
in the sub-kelvin regime, by harvesting energy from dis-
sipating energy sources within a circuit. This is an addi-
tional benefit for our cooling scheme, which presents itself
as a novel approach to recycle wasteful energy from some
part of the circuit, possibly left over from a cycle of com-

putation, for cooling other regions within the circuit. In
contrast to the heat engine mode [34], the absorption re-
frigerator requires smaller linewidth. Different alternate
implementations are possible, for instance, one can con-
sider several of such absorption refrigerators operating
in parallel to amplify the cooling effect. Such practical
solutions to harvesting dissipated heat in electronic cir-
cuits are of supreme importance to various quantum com-
puting platforms currently available, with the potential
to improve the performance of superconducting circuits,
quantum limited detectors, and charge sensors used for
various quantum information processing applications.
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Appendix A: Exact solution for µH

Note that Eq. (9) can be solved exactly to obtain a solution to the chemical potential of the cavity µH. To find the
solution, we define z = exp(−µH/kBTH), and use the short notation fα = f(Eα−µα, Tα) for α = L,R. Then, Eq. (9)
becomes (

ze
EL
kBTH + 1

)−1

+

(
ze

ER
kBTH + 1

)−1

= fL + fR =⇒ ze
EL
kBTH + ze

ER
kBTH + 2(

ze
EL
kBTH + 1

)(
ze

ER
kBTH + 1

) = fL + fR. (A1)

It is straightforward to write this equation in the form az2 + bz + c = 0, where we find

a = fL + fR, b =
(
fL + fR − 1

)(
e
− EL
kBTH + e

− ER
kBTH

)
, c = (fL + fR − 2)e

−EL+ER
kBTH . (A2)

There are two solutions to this equation given by z± = (−b ±
√
b2 − 4ac)/(2a). Note that we always have b2 > 4ac

since a ≥ 0 and c ≤ 0, which ensures that the solutions z± are real. However, this also implies that z− ≤ 0 which
therefore is an unphysical solution as it would correspond to an imaginary chemical potential. We conclude that the
chemical potential of the cavity reads

µH

kBTH
= ln 2− ln

[( 1

fL + fR
− 1
)(

e
− EL
kBTH + e

− ER
kBTH

)
+

(( 1

fL + fR
− 1
)2(

e
− EL
kBTH + e

− ER
kBTH

)2

+ 4
( 2

fL + fR
− 1
)

e
−EL+ER

kBTH

)1/2]
.

(A3)

We emphasize that the above expression can be used in all situations where the narrow-linewidth limit is justified
since its derivation did not require any additional approximation. In particular, even though this work focuses on the
absorption refrigerator case where µL = µR = 0, the chemical potentials µL and µR need not be equal.

Appendix B: Rectification configuration

It is interesting to note that it is possible to drive a rectified heat current even if there is no thermal bias between
the two colder reservoirs, that is TL = TR = TC. In this case, the second law of thermodynamics reads

J

(
1

TC
− 1

TH

)
≥ 0. (B1)
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Since TC < TH, this imposes J > 0, that is j∆E > 0. In this case the directions of both the heat flow and the electric
current are determined by the relative position of the dot energies; when EL > 0 and ER > 0, we have QL > 0 (j > 0)
provided ER > EL, while QR > 0 (j < 0) provided ER < EL.

Focusing on the case j > 0, we realize that the only condition to be satisfied by the dot energies is ∆E > 0; in
other words, rstop = 1. In the linear response regime, we find that the cooling power is given by

QL =
γEL∆E

8~kBTH

(
TH

TC
− 1

)
. (B2)

For fixed ER, it reaches a maximum when EL = ER/2,

Qmax =
γE2

R

32~kBTH

(
TH

TC
− 1

)
, (B3)

with the coefficient of performance simply given by C = 1.

Appendix C: Large-linewidth limit: flat transmission

The transmission function of a quantum dot becomes flat in the limit of large linewidth,

Tα(E) =
γ2

(E − Eα)2 + γ2
≈ 1. (C1)

In practice, such approximation is relevant when γ is much larger than temperature, γ � kBTH here. In this regime,
the particle currents read

jα ≈
2

h

∫ ∞
−∞

dE (f(E − µα, Tα)− f(E − µH, TH)) =
2

h
(µα − µH). (C2)

The conservation law in Eq.(9) then becomes

jL + jR = 0 =⇒ µH =
µL + µR

2
. (C3)

Hence, the particle current going through the device is

j = jL = −jR =
µL − µR

h
. (C4)

Furthermore, we can compute the energy currents,

Jα ≈
2

h

∫ ∞
−∞

dE E(f(E − µα, Tα)− f(E − µH, TH)) = −π
2k2

B

3h
(T 2

H − T 2
α) +

1

h
(µ2
α − µ2

H). (C5)

Using the expression for µH in Eq. (C3), we obtain

Jα = −π
2k2

B

3h
(T 2

H − T 2
α) +

µα − µᾱ
4h

(3µα + µᾱ), (C6)

where ᾱ = R if α = L, and conversely.
In this article, we have focused on the case of an absorption refrigerator where µL = µR = 0. In such a situation,

we find µH = 0 for γ � kBTH. This implies that the particle current vanishes in this limit, j = 0. In contrast, the
energy current remain finite,

Jα = −π
2k2

B

3h
(T 2

H − T 2
α). (C7)

In particular, the heat current out of the cold reservoir L is given by QL = JL = −π2k2
B(T 2

H−T 2
L)/(3h). Interestingly,

this limiting value does not depend on the dot energies. This is natural since the Lorentzian resonances at the
dots’ energies are completely blurred out in the large-linewidth limit where the transmission functions become flat.
Moreover, we find that this heat current is always negative which further substantiates our claim that refrigeration is
only possible for small linewidths.
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heat interferometer,” Nature, vol. 492, no. 7429, pp. 401–
405, 2012.

[28] S. K. Manikandan, F. Giazotto, and A. N. Jordan, “Su-
perconducting quantum refrigerator: Breaking and re-
joining cooper pairs with magnetic field cycles,” Physical
Review Applied, vol. 11, no. 5, p. 054034, 2019.

[29] F. Dolcini and F. Giazotto, “Adiabatic magnetization of
superconductors as a high-performance cooling mecha-
nism,” Physical Review B, vol. 80, no. 2, p. 024503, 2009.

[30] A. A. Svidzinsky, “Possible cooling effect in high-
temperature superconductors,” Physical Review B,
vol. 65, no. 14, p. 144504, 2002.

[31] M. Campisi, “Fluctuation relation for quantum heat en-
gines and refrigerators,” Journal of Physics A: Mathe-
matical and Theoretical, vol. 47, no. 24, p. 245001, 2014.

[32] R. S. Whitney, “Most efficient quantum thermoelectric at
finite power output,” Physical Review Letters, vol. 112,
no. 13, p. 130601, 2014.

[33] H.-T. Quan, Y.-x. Liu, C.-P. Sun, and F. Nori, “Quan-
tum thermodynamic cycles and quantum heat engines,”
Physical Review E, vol. 76, no. 3, p. 031105, 2007.

[34] A. N. Jordan, B. Sothmann, R. Sánchez, and
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