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Recently, the principle of passivity has been used to set bounds on the evolution of a microscopic
quantum system with a thermal initial state. In this work, we experimentally demonstrate the utility
of two passivity based frameworks: global passivity and passivity deformation, for the detection of
a “hidden” or unaccounted environment. We employ two trapped-ion qubits undergoing unitary
evolution, which may optionally be coupled to an unobserved environment qubit. Evaluating the
measurement data from the system qubits, we show that global passivity can verify the presence
of a coupling to an unobserved environment - a heat leak - in a case where the second law of
thermodynamics fails. We also show that passivity deformation is even more sensitive, detecting a
heat leak where global passivity fails.

Introduction - Thermodynamics has originally been
conceived as a practical theory for describing heat flows
and efficiencies of heat engines. Taking the point of view
that quantum devices emerge to be the “heat engines” of
the 21st century motivates to explore if and how quan-
tum thermodynamics can contribute to the maturation
of quantum technologies. In stochastic thermodynam-
ics, fluctuation theorems [1, 2] and thermodynamic un-
certainty relations have been formulated [3, 4], and in
quantum thermodynamics, advanced master equations,
resource theory [5, 6], passivity-based frameworks [7, 8],
and entropy-based methods [9, 10] have been developed.
Recent years have seen increasing experimental studies
on demonstrations and validations [11–24].

FIG. 1. (a) A number of system qubits and one environment
qubit are initialized to thermal states. The system qubits un-
dergo a unitary “black box” evolution and are measured. In
the case of a heat leak, the system is coupled to the undetected
environment qubit. (b) Laser-driven operations transfer the
qubit states between |0〉 and |1〉, with respective energy eigen-
values.

Quantum information processing (QIP) devices, such
as quantum computers and quantum simulators, suffer
from the inherent fragility of quantum states with re-
spect to environmental perturbations. This renders QIP
devices to be susceptible to various error mechanisms. In
this work, we show that thermodynamics-inspired frame-
works are relevant for the characterization of the op-
eration of presently available well-controlled quantum
systems. We use a trapped-ion setup to experimen-
tally study two recently developed passivity-based frame-

works: global passivity [7], and passivity deformation [8].

A wide variety of methods has been developed for
benchmarking QIP devices and their operational building
blocks, ranging from low-level techniques such as quan-
tum process tomography [25] to holistic high-level ap-
proaches such as quantum volume measurement [26, 27].
Methods developed within microscopic thermodynam-
ics offer complementary approaches for characterizing
the performance of QIP devices. Thermodynamic con-
straints such as the microscopic second law [28–30] set
constraints on the allowed dynamics of mixed states in
an isolated system. A violation of these constraints pro-
vides information on undesired interaction with an ex-
ternal environment. Crucially, these constraints make no
assumptions on the tested protocol (a “black box” test),
and are therefore agnostic to the complexity of the evo-
lution. Moreover, thermodynamics-based tests are insen-
sitive to coherent errors that arise due to miscalibration.
This represents a useful feature in view of the identifica-
tion and mitigation of error sources.

Not all thermodynamic constraints are scalable in the
sense of providing realistic measurement protocols for in-
creasing system sizes. The analogue of Clausius inequal-
ity in microscopic systems [28–30] requires quantum state
tomography for evaluating changes in the von Neumann
entropy. The measurement of trajectories in fluctuation
theorems [1, 2] is equivalent to classical process tomog-
raphy, and resource theory [5, 6] also requires state to-
mography for evaluating the Rényi divergence.
Passivity-based bounds, based on expectation values of
observables, provide polynomial scaling of the number of
measurements with respect to the system size [22]. The
potential practical use of a thermodynamic bound is also
determined by its tightness. For example, global passivity
[7] and the second law set intrinsically loose bounds when
the thermal environment is small, therefore their accu-
racy and predictive power are inherently limited. How-
ever, passivity deformation [8] provides increased sensi-
tivity, since the constraints are tight by construction, in-
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dependently of the sizes of the system constituents.

In this work, a trapped-ion based quantum computer
is used to demonstrate that global passivity can be more
sensitive to a heat leak - a spurious energy exchange chan-
nel to environmental degrees of freedom - as compared to
the second law, and that passivity deformation is more
sensitive than global passivity. To achieve this, we use an
unobserved thermal qubit as a controllable environment.
Two system qubits constitute the “visible” part of the
system, i.e. qubits employed for the execution of a QIP
protocol. The goal is to detect the interaction with the
environment qubit by measuring only the system qubits.

Theory - We consider a system consisting of degrees
of freedom on which measurements can be performed.
If the system is isolated in the sense that only classical
(possibly noisy) external driving fields are applied, an
initial state ρ̂0 of the system will evolve into a final state

ρ̂f =
∑
k

pkÛkρ̂0Û
†
k . (1)

This evolution is determined by a mixture of unitary
transforms Ûk. As such evolutions are unital (i.e. a fully
mixed state is invariant under such transformation), the
entropy of the system will always increase [31]. A unital
evolution can be interpreted as the result of a classical
noisy driving field. Quantum evolution that cannot be
written as (1) ultimately requires an interaction of the
system with some external environment, e.g. an ancilla
or a thermal bath. Therefore, a verification that the evo-
lution is not of the form (1) via observations on the sys-
tem confirms the presence of a heat leak.
The frameworks employed in this work for the detection
of heat leaks rely on the notion of passivity. In general,
an operator Â is passive with respect to another operator
B̂, if [Â, B̂] = 0, i.e. a common set of eigenvectors exists,
and if decreasingly ordered eigenvalues of Â correspond
to increasingly ordered eigenvalues of B̂. For example, if
a density operator ρ̂ is passive with respect to the sys-
tem Hamiltonian Ĥ, eigenstates are less populated for
increasing energy eigenvalues. The most common exam-
ple is a thermal (Gibbs) state expressed in the energy
eigenbasis, where the occupation probabilities monoton-
ically decrease with the energy eigenvalue. Physically,
this has the important consequence that no energy can
be extracted from a passive state via unitary coupling
to an external work body [32]. In the next section, we
briefly outline the global passivity and passivity deforma-
tion frameworks.

Global passivity - The global passivity inequalities im-
pose bounds for changes of expectation values of a cer-
tain class of observables. We consider any unital process
(Eq. 1) taking initial state ρ̂0 to the final state ρ̂f , and
a function F (x) which is monotonically decreasing on
min[eig(ρ̂0)] ≤ x ≤ max[eig(ρ̂0)]. By construction, F (ρ̂0)
is passive with respect to ρ̂0, and the global passivity

inequalities assume the form:

δ〈F (ρ̂0)〉 = 〈F (ρ̂0)〉f − 〈F (ρ̂0)〉0
= tr[F (ρ̂0)(ρ̂f − ρ̂0)] ≥ 0 (2)

Any violation of this inequality is a sufficient condition
for the evolution ρ̂0 → ρ̂f to be not of the form (1) and
therefore indicates the presence of a heat leak.

Equation 2 leads to a simple form of the second law
in a microscopic setup. We consider a setup comprised
of a cold object c and a hot object h, each described by
Hamiltonian Ĥc,h, and initial thermal states

ρ̂
(0)
j = e−βjĤj/Zj j = c, h (3)

where Zj = tr[e−βjĤj ]. The initial state of the joint
cold/hot system is uncorrelated

ρ̂0 = ρ̂(0)
c ⊗ ρ̂(0)

h =
e−βcĤc⊗1h−βh1c⊗Ĥh

ZcZh
(4)

Setting F (x) = − lnx yields

F (ρ̂0) = βcHc ⊗ 1h + βh1c ⊗Hh − ln(ZcZh)1ch (5)

where 1ch is the identity operator on the prod-
uct Hilbert space of systems c and h. The term
− ln(ZcZh)1ch ensures positivity of F (ρ̂0). However,
upon taking the difference 〈F (ρ̂0)〉f−〈F (ρ̂0)〉0, this term
cancels out.

Now Eq. 2 reads

βc δ
〈
Ĥc

〉
+ βh δ

〈
Ĥh

〉
≥ 0 (6)

which is one possible form of the second law for micro-
scopic systems, i.e. the analogue of the classical Clausius
theorem

∮
δQ
T ≥ 0.

We obtain a more general, parametric set of inequali-
ties by using F (x) = sgn(α)(− lnx)α, which is a mono-
tonically increasing function on 0 ≤ x ≤ 1. We introduce

B̂ = βcĤc + βhĤh − d 1ch (7)

and the shorthand notation

F (B̂) = B̂α = sgn(α)(βcĤc + βhĤh − dε1ch)α (8)

where the choice

d = min(eig(βcĤc + βhĤh)) + ε (9)

with a sufficiently small ε enforces nonzero and positive
eigenvalues of B̂. Invoking Eq. 2, we obtain the global
passivity inequalities in a compact form:

δ〈B̂α〉 ≥ 0. (10)

Note that the microscopic form of the second law, Eq.
6, is obtained from Eq. 10 for α = 1. A violation of
the inequality Eq. 10 necessarily implies that one of the
underlying assertions are violated, which is either that
the initial state is not passive or that the system evolution
is not of the form (1) and therefore an interaction with
environmental degrees of freedom is present.

For α� 1, the largest eigenvalue of B̂ dominates, since
the it corresponds to the smallest eigenvalue of ρ̂0, as B̂ is
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obtained from ρ̂0 using a monotonically decreasing func-
tion. Thus, as α→ +∞, inequality Eq. 10 states that the
probability of the state that was initially least populated
cannot decrease beyond its initial value. Conversely, for
α → −∞ we learn that the probability of the state that
was initially most populated cannot increase beyond its
initial value. Different values of α put emphasis on dif-
ferent eigenvalues of the expectation values and therefore
can potentially detect different types of heat leaks.

Passivity deformation - Passivity deformation [8] is
a general and versatile framework for deriving passivity-
based inequalities. It follows from the observation that
a globally passive operator B̂ can be used to generate
inequalities involving an observable Â. We introduce the
operator

B̂′ = B̂ + ξÂ (11)

where ξ is a real deformation parameter and Â is an
observable of interest that satisfies [B̂, Â] = 0. Hence,
B̂ and B̂′ have the same eigenstates. If, moreover, the
eigenvalue ordering of Â and B̂ is the same, the global
passivity of B̂ is inherited by B̂′ and the inequality

δ〈B̂′〉 ≥ 0 (12)

holds for any unitary evolution. This condition is triv-
ially satisfied for ξ = 0, while it is violated for large
deformations, since Â is in general not globally passive.
Thus, there exist extremal values ξm ≤ 0 and ξp ≥ 0 such
that Eq. 12 holds for ξm < ξ < ξp. If the eigenvalues

of B̂ and Â are known, finding the limit values ξm,p an-
alytically or numerically is a simple task. The obtained
passivity deformation inequalities

δ〈Â〉 ≥ −1

ξ
δ〈B̂〉 ∀ ξm ≤ ξ ≤ ξp (13)

First, they may describe observables beyond global ener-
getics (e.g. the ground state population of a sub-system).
Furthermore, unlike global passivity, the passivity defor-
mation inequalities Eqs. 13 are guaranteed to be tight for
some nontrivial process ρ̂0 → ρ̂f , even when the thermal
environment is small. Consequently, as demonstrated
in our experiment, the passivity deformation inequalities
may have stronger sensitivity to violation of unitality.

Experiment - The platform we employ in this work
for showing the violation of passivity-based inequalities
is based on qubits encoded in trapped atomic ions. The
ions are confined in a microstructured, segmented radio
frequency trap [33], and can be moved between differ-
ent storage sites via shuttling operations [34, 35]. Laser
beams, directed to a fixed storage site - the laser interac-
tion zone (LIZ), are employed for initialization, manip-
ulation and readout of the qubits. This way, any single
qubit or a pair of qubits can undergo a laser-driven oper-
ation in the LIZ, without any crosstalk affecting the re-
maining qubits stored at different trap sites. The qubits
are encoded in the spin degree of freedom of the valence
electron of 40Ca+ ions [36], i.e. the qubit states corre-
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FIG. 2. Quantum circuits used for demonstrating a violation
of (a) the global passivity inequality (Eq. 6), and (b) the
passivity deformation inequality (Eq. 13). In both cases, all
qubits are initialized to thermal states (before (i)), the sys-
tem qubits undergo unitary evolution (before (ii)), and one
of the system qubits is optionally swapped with the environ-
ment qubit before measurement (iii). Generation of thermal
(mixed) states is depicted by a flame, with different spin tem-
peratures proportional to the size of the flame. The temper-
atures and the particular unitary quantum operations before
the final SWAP gate are chosen to provide optimum sensitiv-
ity for the detection of the heat leak.

spond to the electronic states |0〉 ≡ |S1/2,mJ = −1/2〉
and |1〉 ≡ |S1/2,mJ = +1/2〉. The qubits states feature
an energy splitting of ω0 ≈ 2π×10 MHz via the Zeeman
effect caused by a static externally applied magnetic field
[37]. However, without loss of generality, we assign the
dimensionless energy eigenvalues E0 = 0 and E1 = 1 in
the following. The free Hamiltonian for both qubits thus
reads

Ĥ
(0)
j = |1j〉 〈1j | j = c, h (14)

The qubits are read out via laser-driven, selective popu-
lation transfer to the metastable D5/2 state, followed by
detection of state-dependent laser-induced fluorescence
[36]. This way, above-threshold detection of fluorescence
corresponds to the qubit being detected in |0〉, while
below-threshold detection corresponds to the qubit be-
ing detected in |1〉. Repeated execution of a given pro-
tocol therefore yields estimates of the occupation proba-
bilities for each logical basis state of the qubit register.
The relevant error sources are given by shot noise for a fi-
nite number of shots, yielding statistical errors, and state
preparation and measurement (SPAM) errors, leading to
systematic errors.
Our experimental protocols employ a ‘cold’ qubit c, a
‘hot’ qubit h and a third, unobserved environment qubit
e. At the beginning of each experimental sequence, these
are successively initialized to thermal states Eq. 3 with
respect to the free Hamiltonian Eq. 14 via incomplete op-
tical pumping [38]. Here, any desired spin temperature
can be preset via control of the pump laser pulse dura-
tion, such that the inverse temperatures βj for j = c, h, e
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(in terms of the dimensionless energy eigenvalues) are
given from the Boltzmann weights via

βj = ln

(
p

(j)
0

1− p(j)
0

)
, (15)

where p
(j)
0 is the population of state |0j〉.

Heat leak detection via global passivity - Qubits c, h
and e are successively moved to the LIZ and initialized
to thermal state. The inverse temperatures βc = 2.23(4),
βh = 0.43(2) and βe = 2.02(4) are chosen to provide
optimum sensitivity for the detection of the heat leak.
After initialization, the system qubits c and h are stored
pairwise at the LIZ and undergo a laser-driven unitary
evolution. For our protocol, this evolution consists of a
two-qubit Ising-type phase gate mediated by light-shifts
[39], described by

{|0c0h〉 , |1c1h〉} → eiΦ{|0c0h〉 , |1c1h〉}
{|0c1h〉 , |1c0h〉} → {|0c1h〉 , |1c0h〉}. (16)

We chose Φ = 3π/4 to provide optimum sensitivity to
the heat leak. This gate is sandwiched between two local
qubit rotations by angle π/2:

Ûy = exp
(
−iπ

4
(σ̂(c)
y ⊕ σ̂(h)

y )
)
, (17)

where σ̂
(j)
y is the Pauli Y operator for qubit j. The

quantum circuit for this protocol is depicted in Fig.
2(a). After the coherent evolution, qubits c and h are
separated [40], then qubits h and e are merged to the
LIZ, where they can undergo an optional SWAP gate.
The SWAP gate is executed via physical swapping of
the ion positions, which has been shown to realize a
unit-fidelity gate in [41], as the ions are indistinguishable
and the control over the operations exerted via electric
fields, which do not affect the qubit. Finally, only the
system qubits c and h are read out as described above.
Each single shot k yields one of the results
{|0c0h〉 , |0c1h〉 , |1c0h〉 , |1c1h〉}, corresponding to the

measured energies E
(k)
j = {0,+1}. This yields the

single-shot measurement result of operator B̂α Eq. 8 via

Bα(k) = sgn(α)(βcE
(k)
c + βhE

(k)
h − dε)α. (18)

From N acquired shots, we evaluate the expectation
values by evaluating sample averages based on the ob-
tained single-shot measurement results Eq. 18. We ac-
quire three independent data sets, each consisting of 6700
shots in total, for the cases where the measurements
take place i) after initialization, ii) after the gates act-
ing on c and h, without the SWAP gate and iii) after
the SWAP gate between qubits h and e. Expectation
values 〈B̂α〉 are computed for all three data sets, by
varying α. Changes δ〈B̂α〉 with respect to α are then
computed for both the cases with and without SWAP
gate, with respect to the expectation values computed
for the initial state. The results are shown in Fig. 3.

Estimates for the statistical error are computed via non-
parametric bootstrapping: Artificial event rates of de-
tecting {|0c0h〉 , |0c1h〉 , |1c0h〉 , |1c1h〉} are generated by
drawing event numbers from a multinomial distribution,
governed by the measured event rates. The artificial rates
are used for computing expectation values 〈B̂α〉, which
are used in turn to compute a 1σ error channel.
For the case without SWAP gate, we observe δ〈B̂α〉 ≥ 0
for the entire range of α values, which indicates a unitary
evolution of qubits c and h. In contrast, for the case with
SWAP gate, we observe δ〈B̂α〉 ≤ 0 for values of α below
0.5090(75). This shows a clear violation of the global pas-
sivity inequality Eq. 10. Note that the microscopic form
of the second law (α = 1) Eq. 6 provides δ〈B̂〉 ≥ 0, which
confirms that the framework of global passivity provides
an increased sensitivity for experimental verification of
heat leaks.
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B̂
α
〉

(a)
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p
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α
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0
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FIG. 3. For the first protocol, depicted in Fig. 2(a), δ〈B̂α〉
is shown as a function of α. In (a), the system qubits are
coupled to the environment qubit via the final SWAP gate,
and we observe δ〈B̂α〉 ≤ 0 for α . 0.5. In (b), the SWAP
gate is not performed, and we observe no violation of the
global passivity inequality (Eq. 10). The experimental data
(brown, dotted) is compared to the theoretical expectation
values (green). The inset shows the measured binary prob-
abilities for system qubits c, h from which the experimental
data was calculated. 6700 shots were used.

Heat leak detection via passivity deformation - A
slightly modified protocol serves for detecting the heat
leak via the passivity deformation approach. For this
case, we choose βc = 1.627(7), βh = 1.099(8) and
βe = 2.232(5). As depicted in Fig. 2(b), the joint local
qubit rotations are replaced by a rotation about 2.5 rad
of qubit h only, described by

Ûy = exp
(
−i 2.5 σ̂(h)

y

)
, (19)
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The phase gate between qubit c and h is replaced by a
SWAP gate. Similarly to the global passivity test, qubits
c and h are separated after the unitary evolution, then
qubits h and e are merged to the LIZ, where they can
undergo an optional SWAP gate.
We chose the Hamiltonian of the hot qubit Ĥh = 1c ⊗
|1h〉 〈1h| to be the deformation operator Â (cf. Eq. 11).
Both operators B̂ and B̂′ are diagonal, with eigenvalues

eig↑(B̂) = {0, βh, βc, βh + βc}
eig(B̂′) = {0, βh + ξ, βc, βh + βc + ξ}. (20)

Note that the eigenvalues of B̂ are sorted, while the eigen-
values of B̂′ are not. Condition Eq. 12 requires the eigen-
values of B̂′ to have the same sorting as for B̂, which leads
to

ξm = −βh ≤ ξ ≤ βc − βh = ξp (21)

The passivity deformation inequality Eq. 13 then yields

δ〈Ĥc〉 ≥ −
βh + ξ

βc
δ〈Ĥh〉 ∀ ξm ≤ ξ ≤ ξp (22)

The left-hand side of this inequality, computed from the
measurement data, is shown for varying ξ in Fig. 4. For
the case with SWAP, we observe a clear violation of Eq.
22 for ξ < −0.880(1), which is about 5.3 standard devi-
ations above the bound ξm. From Fig. 4 c), we see that
global passivity fails to detect the heat leak for this sce-
nario, as δ〈B̂α〉 ≥ 0 for any α. This demonstrates that
passivity deformation based inequalities yield increased
sensitivity to heat leaks as compared to global passivity.

Conclusion - We have used trapped ions to demon-
strate the relevance of passivity-based inequalities for de-
tecting controllable heat leaks, i.e. the presence of mea-
surable interactions with the environment. While a for-
mulation of a diagnostics scheme based on these ideas
requires further study, this experiment shows that pas-
sivity based constraints are experimentally relevant and
that they are more sensitive to heat leaks as compared
to the second law of thermodynamics.
Future work will aim on using periodically repeating pro-
tocols to amplify the effect of a heat leak and therefore
increase the detection sensitivity, in order to detect gen-
uine heat leaks rather than artificially introduced envi-
ronments in quantum devices.

FSK and UGP acknowledge funding from DFG with
research unit Thermal Machines in the Quantum World
(FOR 2724), from the EUH2020-FETFLAG-2018-03
under Grant Agreement no.820495 and by the Ger-
many ministry of science and education (BMBF) within
IQuAn. RU is grateful for support from Israel Science
Foundation (Grant No. 2556/20).
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FIG. 4. For the second protocol, depicted in Fig. 2(b), we
compare the energy change in the cold bath (blue) to some
function of the parameter ξ times the energy change in the
hot bath (red), for the cases (a) with final SWAP gate, and
(b) without final SWAP gate. We find a violation for −βh ≤
ξ ≤ −0.880(1) in the case with SWAP gate. Experimental
data (blue/red, dotted) is compared to theoretical expectation
values (green). The binary probabilities for system qubits h, c,
from which the data was calculated, are shown as an inset.
3200 shots were used. Panel (c) shows that we observe no
violation of the global passivity inequality (Eq. 10) in this
case, for the data including final SWAP gate.
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