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�e work is a concept of fundamental importance in thermodynamics. An open question is how to describe
the work �uctuation for quantum coherent processes in the presence of initial quantum coherence in the en-
ergy basis. With the aim of giving a uni�ed description, here we introduce and study a class of quasiprobability
distributions of work, which give an average work equal to the average energy change of the system and re-
duce to the two-projective measurement scheme for an initial incoherent state. Moreover, we characterize the
work with the help of �uctuation relations. In particular, by considering the joint distribution of work and
initial quantum coherence, we �nd a �uctuation theorem involving quantum coherence, from which follows
a second law of thermodynamics in the case of initial thermal populations. Furthermore, we propose a way to
measure the characteristic function of work and we discuss the negativity of the quasiprobability. �e e�ects
of coherence are also investigated for a simple system of a qubit.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

�ermodynamics of physical processes and how they are
a�ected by the quantumness of the nature has received a
great a�ention in the last decades [1–3]. In this context quan-
tum coherence will undoubtedly play a fundamental role, for
instance it is strictly related to the irreversible work [4], it
leads a genuine quantum contribution to the ergotropy [5]
and makes it possible to create quantum correlations which
can be also employed in the work extraction [6].

Typically, the internal energy of a system changes because
work is performed or heat is exchanged with its environ-
ment, and the �rst law of thermodynamics expresses the in-
ternal energy change as the sum of work and heat. Any en-
ergy change of the total system composed by the system and
the environment, since it is isolated, must be identi�ed with
work. �en, in the limit of a weak coupling between sys-
tem and environment, the internal energy is equal to the en-
ergy of the system and the heat corresponds to minus the
energy change of the environment. Here we focus on a ther-
mally isolated quantum system such that the energy change
of the system is equal to the work performed on the system.
�erefore, we consider a typical out-of-equilibrium coher-
ent process performed by control of some external param-
eters, where the work done follows a statistics which can
be also constrained by certain �uctuation theorems for equi-
librium initial conditions [7, 8]. We recall that the presence
of the quantum �uctuation is taken into account by adopt-
ing di�erent schemes (see, e.g., Refs. [9–13]), and originally
a two-projective measurement scheme has been commonly
adopted [14]. Anyway, it is well known that in this invasive
scheme the �rst measurement of the energy destroys the ini-
tial coherence in the energy basis and a be�er way to describe
the work �uctuation in the presence of initial coherence is
by using a quasiprobability distribution. In particular, we re-
call that the no-go theorem of Ref. [13] states that there is
no scheme having a probability distribution of work, which
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is linear with respect to the initial state, such that reduces
to the two-projective measurement scheme and the average
work corresponds to the average energy change. However,
the existence of a quasiprobability is admi�ed. Moreover, any
scheme reducing to the two-projective measurement scheme
for incoherent states either admits a work quasiprobability
or fails to describe protocols exhibiting contextuality [15].
�us, in this paper we aim to give a unifying picture by

introducing a class of quasiprobability distributions of work.
All these quasiprobability distributions give an average work
equal to the average energy change of the system and re-
duce to the two-projective measurement scheme for an ini-
tial incoherent state. We characterize this class, also thanks
to general relations with the two-projective measurement
scheme and �uctuation relations. Furthermore, we explain
how the characteristic functions can be measured by looking
on the coherence of a detector. In particular, we note that
the quasiprobability distributions of Ref. [10] and Ref. [11]
belong to this class.

II. QUASIPROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION OF WORK

We consider a quantum coherent process gen-
erated through a time-dependent Hamiltonian
𝐻 (𝑡) =

∑
𝜖𝑘 (𝑡) |𝜖𝑘 (𝑡)〉〈𝜖𝑘 (𝑡) | where |𝜖𝑘 (𝑡)〉 is the eigenstate

with eigenvalue 𝜖𝑘 (𝑡) at the time 𝑡 . �e time evolution
operator is 𝑈𝑡,0 = T𝑒−𝑖

∫ 𝑡

0 𝐻 (𝑠)𝑑𝑠 , where T is the time order
operator and the average work 〈𝑤〉 done on the system
in the time interval [0, 𝜏] can be identify with the average
energy change

〈𝑤〉 = Tr
{
(𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏) − 𝐻 (0))𝜌0

}
, (1)

where 𝜌0 is the initial density matrix and given an oper-
ator 𝐴(𝑡) we de�ne the Heisenberg time evolved operator
𝐴 (𝐻 ) (𝑡) = 𝑈

†
𝑡,0𝐴(𝑡)𝑈𝑡,0. In our discussion a key role is played

by the initial quantum coherence in the energy basis. Given
a density matrix, we will say that there is quantum coher-
ence in a certain basis if there are non-zero coherences (i.e.
o�-diagonal elements of the density matrix) with respect to
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such basis. �is means that a pure state is in a superposition
of the states of the basis if there is coherence. �us, among
all the possible states, we can identify the incoherent states
with respect to a certain basis as the states having all the co-
herences equal to zero. Concerning the work, a special case is
that of an incoherent initial state 𝜌0 which is incoherent with
respect to the basis of energy eigenstates |𝜖𝑘〉 = |𝜖𝑘 (0)〉 and
then can be expressed as 𝜌0 = Δ(𝜌0), where we have de�ned
the dephasing map

Δ(𝜌0) =
∑︁
𝑖

|𝜖𝑖〉〈𝜖𝑖 |𝜌0 |𝜖𝑖〉〈𝜖𝑖 | . (2)

For an incoherent initial state 𝜌0 the average work done can
be expressed in terms of the two-projective measurement
scheme probability distribution

𝑝 (𝑤) =
∑︁
𝑘,𝑗

〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝜌0 |𝜖 𝑗 〉
��〈𝜖 ′

𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖 𝑗 〉

��2 𝛿 (𝑤 − 𝜖 ′
𝑘
+ 𝜖 𝑗 ) (3)

as 〈𝑤〉 =
∫
𝑤𝑝 (𝑤)𝑑𝑤 , where 𝜖 ′

𝑘
= 𝜖𝑘 (𝜏) and 𝜖 𝑗 = 𝜖 𝑗 (0) (in

particular, if the spectrum of 𝐻 (0) is degenerate, we choose
the basis of eigenstates |𝜖 𝑗 〉 such that the restriction of 𝜌0 on
any eigenspace is diagonal with respect to such basis). Obvi-
ously, this relation does not hold if the initial state 𝜌0 is not
incoherent. In general, we de�ne the quasiprobability distri-
bution of work

𝑝𝑞 (𝑤) =
∑︁
𝑘,𝑗,𝑖

𝑅𝑒{〈𝜖𝑖 |𝜌0 |𝜖 𝑗 〉〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝑈 †
𝜏,0 |𝜖

′
𝑘
〉〈𝜖 ′

𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖𝑖〉}

×𝛿 (𝑤 − 𝜖 ′
𝑘
+ 𝑞𝜖𝑖 + (1 − 𝑞)𝜖 𝑗 ) , (4)

where 𝑞 is a real parameter and of course 𝑝𝑞 (𝑤) = 𝑝 (𝑤) for
an incoherent state 𝜌0. We note that there is the symmetry
relation 𝑝1−𝑞 (𝑤) = 𝑝𝑞 (𝑤). Furthermore, for 𝑞 = 0, 1 we get
the quasiprobability distribution introduced in Ref. [10] and
for 𝑞 = 1/2 we get the one of Ref. [11]. It is easy to show that
〈𝑤〉 =

∫
𝑤𝑝𝑞 (𝑤)𝑑𝑤 for any 𝑞 and any initial state 𝜌0. �en,

we will calculate the average of the work 𝑤 with respect to
𝑝𝑞 (𝑤). We have that the second moment is

〈𝑤2〉 = Tr
{
(𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏) − 𝐻 (0))2𝜌0

}
, (5)

but the higher moments will depend on 𝑞, for instance the
third moment is equal to

〈𝑤3〉 = Tr
{
(𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏) − 𝐻 (0))3𝜌0

}
−1
2
Tr

{
[𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏) + 𝐻 (0), [𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏), 𝐻 (0)]]𝜌0

}
+3𝑞(1 − 𝑞)Tr

{
[𝐻 (0), [𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏), 𝐻 (0)]]𝜌0

}
. (6)

�e characteristic function is de�ned as 𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) = 〈𝑒𝑖𝑢𝑤〉 and
reads

𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) =
1
2

(
Tr

{
𝑒−𝑖𝑢𝑞𝐻 (0)𝜌0𝑒

−𝑖𝑢 (1−𝑞)𝐻 (0)𝑒𝑖𝑢𝐻
(𝐻 ) (𝜏)

}
+Tr

{
𝑒−𝑖𝑢 (1−𝑞)𝐻 (0)𝜌0𝑒

−𝑖𝑢𝑞𝐻 (0)𝑒𝑖𝑢𝐻
(𝐻 ) (𝜏)

} )
, (7)

such that themoments are 〈𝑤𝑛〉 = (−𝑖)𝑛𝜕𝑛𝑢 𝜒𝑞 (0). Conversely,
the characteristic function of the two-projective measure-
ment scheme, de�ned as 𝜒 (𝑢) =

∫
𝑒𝑖𝑢𝑤𝑝 (𝑤)𝑑𝑤 , can be ex-

pressed as 𝜒 (𝑢) = Tr
{
Δ(𝜌0)𝑒−𝑖𝑢𝐻 (0)𝑒𝑖𝑢𝐻

(𝐻 ) (𝜏)
}
and does not

depend on the initial coherence. We observe that the two
characteristic functions are related by the equation

𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) = 𝜒 (𝑢) + 1
2

∑︁
𝑖≠𝑗

(𝑒−𝑖𝑢 (𝑞𝜖𝑖+(1−𝑞)𝜖 𝑗 ) + 𝑒−𝑖𝑢 ( (1−𝑞)𝜖𝑖+𝑞𝜖 𝑗 ) )

×〈𝜖𝑖 |𝜌0 |𝜖 𝑗 〉〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝑒𝑖𝑢𝐻
(𝐻 ) (𝜏) |𝜖𝑖〉 . (8)

�us, we note that if [𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏), 𝐻 (0)] = 0 then 𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) = 𝜒 (𝑢),
the moments are 〈𝑤𝑛〉 = Tr

{
(𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏) − 𝐻 (0))𝑛Δ(𝜌0)

}
and

the initial coherence does not play any role. For instance this
is the case of the adiabatic limit.
In general, we have the �uctuation relation

〈𝑒−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 )〉 = 𝑅𝑒Tr
{
𝑒𝛽𝑞𝐻 (0)𝜌0𝑒

−𝛽𝑞𝐻 (0)𝜌−1
𝛽,0𝜌

(𝐻 )
𝛽,𝜏

}
, (9)

where we have de�ned the initial equilibrium state 𝜌𝛽,0 =

𝑒−𝛽𝐻 (0)/𝑍𝛽,0, the time-reversed evolved state 𝜌
(𝐻 )
𝛽,𝜏

=

𝑒−𝛽𝐻
(𝐻 ) (𝜏)/𝑍𝛽,𝜏 , the partition function 𝑍𝛽,𝑡 = Tr

{
𝑒−𝛽𝐻 (𝑡 )}

and the free energy change Δ𝐹 = − ln(𝑍𝛽,𝜏/𝑍𝛽,0)/𝛽 . Speci�-
cally, 𝜌 (𝐻 )

𝛽,𝜏
is the time evolved �nal state of the time-reversed

process with time evolution operator 𝑈 †
𝜏,0 and initial state

𝜌𝛽,𝜏 . We note that the �uctuation relation of Eq. (9) reduces
to the one of Ref. [10] for 𝑞 = 0, 1.
We proceed our investigation by considering that the initial
quantum coherence can be characterized by using the relative
entropy of coherence [16]

〈𝐶〉 = 𝑆 (Δ(𝜌0)) − 𝑆 (𝜌0) , (10)

where we have introduced the von Neumann entropy 𝑆 (𝜌) =
−Tr {𝜌 ln 𝜌}. By considering the eigenvalues 𝑟𝑛 and the
eigenstates |𝑟𝑛〉 of the initial state 𝜌0, such that 𝜌0 =∑
𝑟𝑛 |𝑟𝑛〉〈𝑟𝑛 |, we de�ne the probability distribution of coher-

ence

𝑝𝑐 (𝐶) =
∑︁
𝑖,𝑛

𝑟𝑛 |〈𝜖𝑖 |𝑟𝑛〉|2 𝛿 (𝐶 + ln〈𝜖𝑖 |𝜌0 |𝜖𝑖〉 − ln 𝑟𝑛) , (11)

such that 〈𝐶〉 =
∫
𝐶𝑝𝑐 (𝐶)𝑑𝐶 . �erefore, the initial quantum

coherence can be thought of as a stochastic variable 𝐶 . �e
characteristic function is de�ned as 𝜒𝑐 (𝑡) = 〈𝑒𝑖𝑡𝐶〉 and reads
𝜒𝑐 (𝑡) = Tr

{
𝜌0𝑒

𝑖𝑡 ln 𝜌0𝑒−𝑖𝑡 lnΔ(𝜌0)
}
. �us, the coherence 𝐶 is

equivalent to the work performed in the process with ini-
tial Hamiltonian − ln 𝜌0 and time evolved �nal Hamiltonian
− lnΔ(𝜌0). Since in this case the free energy change is zero,
we get the �uctuation relation 〈𝑒−𝐶〉 = 1. Furthermore, we
can de�ne the joint quasiprobability distribution

𝑝𝑞,𝑞′ (𝑤,𝐶) =
∑︁
𝑘,𝑗,𝑖,𝑛

𝑟𝑛𝑅𝑒{〈𝜖𝑖 |𝑟𝑛〉〈𝑟𝑛 |𝜖 𝑗 〉〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝑈 †
𝜏,0 |𝜖

′
𝑘
〉〈𝜖 ′

𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖𝑖〉}

×𝛿 (𝑤 − 𝜖 ′
𝑘
+ 𝑞𝜖𝑖 + (1 − 𝑞)𝜖 𝑗 )𝛿 (𝐶 + 𝑞′ ln〈𝜖𝑖 |𝜌0 |𝜖𝑖〉

+(1 − 𝑞′) ln〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝜌0 |𝜖 𝑗 〉 − ln 𝑟𝑛) , (12)
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from which we get the marginal distributions 𝑝𝑐 (𝐶) =∫
𝑝𝑞,𝑞′ (𝑤,𝐶)𝑑𝑤 and 𝑝𝑞 (𝑤) =

∫
𝑝𝑞,𝑞′ (𝑤,𝐶)𝑑𝐶 . In particu-

lar, in order to be as general as possible, we have intro-
duced another real parameter 𝑞′. �e quasiprobability distri-
bution 𝑝𝑞,𝑞′ (𝑤,𝐶) is related to the two-projective measure-
ment scheme by the equation∫

𝑒−𝐶𝑝𝑞,𝑞′ (𝑤,𝐶)𝑑𝐶 = 𝑝 (𝑤) (13)

and therefore we have the �uctuation relation

〈𝑒−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 )−𝐶〉 = Tr
{
Δ(𝜌0)𝜌−1𝛽,0𝜌

(𝐻 )
𝛽,𝜏

}
, (14)

where the average is calculated with respect to 𝑝𝑞,𝑞′ (𝑤,𝐶).
It is worth to observe that for an initial state with thermal
populations, i.e. such that 〈𝜖𝑖 |𝜌0 |𝜖𝑖〉 = 𝑒−𝛽𝜖𝑖 /𝑍𝛽,0, Eq. (14)
reads

〈𝑒−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 )−𝐶〉 = 1 (15)

and we have the relation

𝛽 (〈𝑤〉 − Δ𝐹 ) + 〈𝐶〉 = 𝑆 (𝜌𝜏 | |𝜌𝛽,𝜏 ) ≥ 0 , (16)

where 𝜌𝜏 is the time evolved state 𝜌𝜏 = 𝑈𝜏,0𝜌0𝑈
†
𝜏,0 and

𝑆 (𝜌 | |𝜂) is the quantum relative entropy de�ned as 𝑆 (𝜌 | |𝜂) =
Tr {𝜌 (ln 𝜌 − ln𝜂)}. In particular, the inequality of Eq. (16)
represents a second law of thermodynamics in the presence
of coherence.
Moreover, by noting that 𝑆 (𝜌𝜏 ) = 𝑆 (𝜌0), we have the quan-
tum relative entropy 𝑆 (𝜌𝜏 | |𝜌𝛽,𝜏 ) = −𝑆 (𝜌0) − Tr

{
𝜌𝜏 ln 𝜌𝛽,𝜏

}
,

which can be expressed as the average

𝑆 (𝜌𝜏 | |𝜌𝛽,𝜏 ) =
∫

𝜎𝑝𝑠 (𝜎)𝑑𝜎 , (17)

where we have de�ned the probability distribution

𝑝𝑠 (𝜎) =
∑︁
𝑘,𝑛

𝑟𝑛
��〈𝜖 ′

𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝑟𝑛〉

��2 𝛿 (𝜎−𝛽𝜖 ′
𝑘
− ln𝑍𝛽,𝜏 − ln 𝑟𝑛) . (18)

�us, also the quantum relative entropy can be viewed as a
stochastic variable 𝜎 which satis�es the �uctuation relation
〈𝑒−𝜎 〉 = 1. For an initial state with thermal populations, i.e.
such that 〈𝜖𝑖 |𝜌0 |𝜖𝑖〉 = 𝑒−𝛽𝜖𝑖 /𝑍𝛽,0, we have the relation∫

𝑝𝑞,𝑞 (𝑤, 𝜎 − 𝛽 (𝑤 − Δ𝐹 ))𝑑𝑤 = 𝑝𝑠 (𝜎) . (19)

�is means that for an initial state with thermal populations
the variables 𝛽 (𝑤 − Δ𝐹 ) + 𝐶 and 𝜎 have the same statistics
if we consider 𝑞′ = 𝑞. To understand this, it is enough to
consider

𝛽 (〈𝑤〉−Δ𝐹 )+〈𝐶〉 =
∫

(𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 )+𝐶)𝑝𝑞,𝑞 (𝑤,𝐶)𝑑𝑤𝑑𝐶 . (20)

We change variable by de�ning𝜎 such that𝐶 = 𝜎−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 ),
then

𝛽 (〈𝑤〉 − Δ𝐹 ) + 〈𝐶〉 =

∫
𝜎𝑝𝑞,𝑞 (𝑤, 𝜎 − 𝛽 (𝑤 − Δ𝐹 ))𝑑𝑤𝑑𝜎

=

∫
𝜎𝑝𝑠 (𝜎)𝑑𝜎 = 〈𝜎〉 (21)

and in general 〈𝑓 (𝛽 (𝑤 −Δ𝐹 ) +𝐶)〉 = 〈𝑓 (𝜎)〉 for any function
𝑓 .
We note that we can measure 𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) by proceeding as in

Ref. [11]. We introduce a detector in the initial state 𝜌𝐷0 and
the time evolution of the total system is generated by 𝐻 (𝑡) −
𝛼 (𝑡)Λ ⊗ 𝐻 (𝑡) where Λ is a detector observable and 𝛼 (𝑡) =

𝛿 (𝑡 −𝜏 +0+) −𝛿 (𝑡 −0+). When the total system is prepared in
the initial state 𝜌𝐷0 ⊗ 𝜌0, the coherence of the detector state
can be expressed as

〈𝜆 |𝜌𝐷𝜏 |𝜆′〉
〈𝜆 |𝜌𝐷0 |𝜆′〉

= Tr
{
𝑒−𝑖𝜆𝐻 (0)𝜌0𝑒

𝑖𝜆′𝐻 (0)𝑒𝑖 (𝜆−𝜆
′)𝐻 (𝐻 ) (𝜏)

}
, (22)

where |𝜆〉 is the eigenstate of Λ with eigenvalue 𝜆 and 𝜌𝐷𝜏 is
the time evolved detector state. �us we have

𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) =
1
2

(
〈𝑢𝑞 |𝜌𝐷𝜏 |𝑢 (𝑞 − 1)〉
〈𝑢𝑞 |𝜌𝐷0 |𝑢 (𝑞 − 1)〉

+
〈𝑢 (1 − 𝑞) |𝜌𝐷𝜏 | − 𝑢𝑞〉
〈𝑢 (1 − 𝑞) |𝜌𝐷0 | − 𝑢𝑞〉

)
.

(23)
In order to discuss the negativity of the quasiprobability

distribution, we de�ne the operator 𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘 such that

Tr
{
𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝜌0

}
= 𝑅𝑒{〈𝜖𝑖 |𝜌0 |𝜖 𝑗 〉〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝑈 †

𝜏,0 |𝜖
′
𝑘
〉〈𝜖 ′

𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖𝑖〉} . (24)

In general we have

− 1
4
≤ 𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘 ≤ 1 (25)

(e.g. −1/4 ≤ 𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘 means that the eigenvalues of𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘 +1/4 are
non-negative). To prove this relation, we start by consider-
ing 𝑖 = 𝑗 such that we have 𝑋𝑖𝑖𝑘 =

��〈𝜖 ′
𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖𝑖〉

��2 |𝜖𝑖〉〈𝜖𝑖 | and,
since 0 ≤

��〈𝜖 ′
𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖𝑖〉

��2 ≤ 1, we get 0 ≤ 𝑋𝑖𝑖𝑘 ≤ 1. Conversely,
for 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 , we have 𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘 = 〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝑈 †

𝜏,0 |𝜖 ′𝑘〉〈𝜖
′
𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖𝑖〉|𝜖 𝑗 〉〈𝜖𝑖 |/2 +

ℎ.𝑐., thus, since Tr
{
𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘

}
= 0, the eigenvalues of 𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘 are

±
√︁
− det(𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘 ), which are ±|〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝑈 †

𝜏,0 |𝜖 ′𝑘〉〈𝜖
′
𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖𝑖〉|/2. Since

|〈𝜖 𝑗 |𝑈 †
𝜏,0 |𝜖 ′𝑘〉〈𝜖

′
𝑘
|𝑈𝜏,0 |𝜖𝑖〉| gets its maximum value 1/2 when

𝑈
†
𝜏,0 |𝜖 ′𝑘〉 = ( |𝜖𝑖〉 + 𝑒𝑖𝜙 |𝜖 𝑗 〉)/

√
2, we get −1/4 ≤ 𝑋𝑖 𝑗𝑘 ≤ 1/4.

III. PHYSICAL EXAMPLE

As a physical example we consider the process experimen-
tally studied in Ref. [17], which is a qubit with Hamiltonian
𝐻 (𝑡) = 𝜔 (𝑡) (𝜎𝑥 cos𝜑 (𝑡)+𝜎𝑦 sin𝜑 (𝑡)), where𝜑 (𝑡) = 𝜋𝑡/(2𝜏),
𝜔 (𝑡) = 𝜔0 (1−𝑡/𝜏)+𝜔𝜏𝑡/𝜏 and 𝜎𝑥 , 𝜎𝑦 and 𝜎𝑧 are the Pauli ma-
trices. For studying the e�ect of the initial coherence we will
take the initial density matrix 𝜌0 = 𝐼/2 + (2𝑝 − 1)𝜎𝑥/2 + 𝑐𝜎𝑧 .
�e characteristic function reads

𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) = 𝜒 (𝑢) +𝑐 (cos(2𝑢𝑞𝜔0)𝑎(𝑢) − sin(2𝑢𝑞𝜔0)𝑏 (𝑢)) , (26)

where we have de�ned the complex functions

𝑎(𝑢) =
1
2
Tr

{
𝜎𝑧{𝑒−𝑖𝑢𝜔0𝜎

𝑥

, 𝑒𝑖𝑢𝜔𝜏𝑈
†
𝜏,0𝜎

𝑦𝑈𝜏,0 }
}
, (27)

𝑏 (𝑢) =
1
2
Tr

{
𝜎𝑦 [𝑒−𝑖𝑢𝜔0𝜎

𝑥

, 𝑒𝑖𝑢𝜔𝜏𝑈
†
𝜏,0𝜎

𝑦𝑈𝜏,0 ]
}
. (28)
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We investigate the �uctuation relation of Eq. (9) by consider-
ing a state with thermal populations 𝑝 = 𝑒−𝛽𝜔0/𝑍𝛽,0 and the
values𝜔𝜏 = 2𝜔0 and 𝛽𝜔0 = 1. �en, we note that 〈𝑒−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 )〉
tends to one for a sudden quench 𝜏𝜔0 → 0, increases with 𝜏

until 𝜏𝜔0 ≈ 1, then decreases such that as 𝜏 tends to in�nity
we get 〈𝑒−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 )〉 → 1 (see Fig. 1). �is behavior can be
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FIG. 1: �e plots of 〈𝑒−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 ) 〉 in function of 𝑞, for di�erent du-
ration times 𝜏 . We consider a maximum coherence 𝑐 =

√︁
𝑝 (1 − 𝑝),

i.e. a coherent Gibbs state. We put 𝜏𝜔0 = 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1 (darker
solid to lighter dashed lines, le� panel) and 𝜏𝜔0 = 1.2, 1.4, 1.6, 1.8, 2
(darker solid to lighter dashed lines, right panel).

understood by considering that the time evolution acts as a
spin rotation, such that 𝑈 †

𝜏,0𝜎
𝑦𝑈𝜏,0 = 𝑛̂ · ®𝜎 with 𝑛̂ unit vector.

�erefore, the functions 𝑎(𝑢) and 𝑏 (𝑢) read

𝑎(𝑢) = 2𝑖𝑛𝑧 cos(𝑢𝜔0) sin(𝑢𝜔𝜏 ) , (29)
𝑏 (𝑢) = −2𝑖𝑛𝑧 sin(𝑢𝜔0) sin(𝑢𝜔𝜏 ) (30)

and we get the characteristic function

𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) = 𝜒 (𝑢) + 2𝑖𝑐𝑛𝑧 cos(2𝑢 (𝑞 − 1/2)𝜔0) sin(𝑢𝜔𝜏 ) . (31)

For a sudden quench we have 𝑈𝜏,0 = 𝐼 such that 𝑛̂ · ®𝜎 = 𝜎𝑦 .
Conversely, in the adiabatic limit we get 𝑛̂ · ®𝜎 = 𝜎𝑥 . �en, in

both cases 𝑛𝑧 = 0 and thus 𝜒𝑞 (𝑢) = 𝜒 (𝑢) and 〈𝑒−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 )〉 = 1
for thermal populations. �us, in order to get a contribution
of the initial quantum coherence we need to rotate the spin
outside the 𝑥𝑦-plane generating the component 𝑛𝑧 at the end
of the time evolution. Furthermore, it is evident that, for ther-
mal populations, 〈𝑒−𝛽 (𝑤−Δ𝐹 )〉 is closer to one for 𝑞 = 1/2.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

As an energy measurement destroys the initial quantum
coherence in the energy basis, it is an open question in
quantum thermodynamics that how to describe the work
�uctuation for quantum coherent processes beyond two-
projective measurement scheme. In summary, here we have
approached this problem by de�ning and investigating a class
of quasiprobability distributions of work, giving an average
work equal to the average energy change of the system and
reducing to the two-projective measurement scheme for an
initial incoherent state. In particular, we have found two dif-
ferent �uctuation relations characterizing the work. �e �rst
is the analogous to the one derived in Ref. [10]. �e second
is obtained by considering the joint distribution of work and
initial quantum coherence and thus involves quantum coher-
ence. Furthermore, for an initial state with thermal popula-
tions this joint distribution is intimately related to the prob-
ability distribution of quantum relative entropy, from which
follows a second law of thermodynamics. We have also pro-
posed a way to measure the characteristic function by using
a detector and discussed the negativity of the quasiproba-
bility. In conclusion, our work provides new results in the
�eld of quantum thermodynamics and we hope that it will
inspire further investigations and applications of quantum
coherence in such �eld.
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