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Abstract. This paper systematically studied heat transfer through two transversely

coupled qubits in contact with two types of heat reservoirs. One is the independent heat

reservoir which essentially interacts with only a single qubit, the other is the common

heat reservoir which is allowed to simultaneously interact with two qubits. Compared

to independent heat reservoirs, common reservoirs always suppress heat current in

most cases. However, the common environment could enhance heat current, if the

dissipation rate corresponding to the higher eigenfrequency is significantly higher than

that corresponding to the lower eigenfrequency. In particular, in the case of resonant

coupling of two qubits and the proper dissipations, the steady state can be decomposed

into a stationary dark state which doesn’t evolve and contributes zero heat current, and

a residual steady state which corresponds to the maximal heat current. This dark state

enables us to control steady-state heat current with an external control field and design

a thermal modulator. In addition, we find that inverse heat currents could be present

in the dissipative subchannels between the system and reservoirs, which interprets the

suppression roles of common heat reservoirs. We also calculate the concurrence of

assistance (COA) of the system and find that heat current and COA have the same

trend with temperature, which further indicates that entanglement can be regarded as

a resource to regulate heat transport.

1. Introduction

Thermodynamics, one of the pillars of physics, has been widely investigated since its

birth [1, 2]. With the rapid development of quantum mechanics [3, 4], thermodynamics

at the quantum level has attracted increasing interest [4–8]. For example, Otto cycles

[9,10], Carnot engines [11–13], Brownian motions [14,15], four laws of thermodynamics

[16–18], entropy increasing principle [19–22] and so on are widely studied, which deepens

our understanding of the thermodynamical laws down to the quantum level [23–25] and

provides us with the potential to constructively use quantum features to exploit quantum

thermal devices that can manipulate the microscopic energy flow.
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Figure 1. Two coupled atoms with the transition frequencies ω1 and ω2 are in contact

with two CHRs L and R. The coupling strength between the two TLS is g and the

temperatures of the two CHRs are TL and TR, respectively. fL1j , f
R
1k, fL2j and fR2k

denote the coupling strengths between the TLS and the corresponding modes in the

CHRs.

In recent years, various quantum thermal devices based on versatile systems

have been proposed such as quantum engine and refrigerator [26–30], quantum

thermometers [31,32], thermal rectifier [33] and switch [34,35], thermal diode [36–39] and

transistor [40–48] and so on. Experimental advances have also been made continuously

[20, 29, 49–55], thermodynamic devices at the quantum level using superconducting

qubits, quantum dots, cavity QED, circuit QED, and other systems have been realized.

Most cases address the individual component of a system only interacting with an

independent heat reservoir (IHR) but a common heat reservoir (CHR) could produce

interesting effects like increasing entanglement etc [56–62]. In addition, two-dimensional

materials have also been rapidly developed due to the various features, such as high

mobility, band gap tunability, super-large specific surface area, and so on [63–65]. In

particular, graphene [66–68] has good thermal conductivity and the thermal relaxation is

also studied in cavity-coupled graphene with a Johnson noise read-out [69]. In this sense,

the heat current through the single layer could be greatly affected by the transverse

coupling between the components (e.g., a layer of graphene molecules).

In this paper, we consider a simple model consisting of two transversely coupled

two-level atoms (TLAs) commonly contacting two heat reservoirs as shown in figure 1.

We systematically consider and compare all four cases, including whether or not there

exists the transverse coupling and whether or not the two TLAs are coupled with the

common heat reservoirs. Using the Born-Markov-secular (BMS) master equation, we

find that the transverse coupling between the two TLAs reduces the heat currents despite

CHRs or IHRs. It is found that CHR can enhance or suppress the heat currents (HCs),
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which depends on the practical scenario such as the decay rates, the atomic coupling, the

temperature, etc. In particular, we show that if two TLAs are resonantly coupled with

each other with the same dissipation rates, the system’s steady state is a mixture of two

states: one is a ’dark state’ that does not evolve and is decisive with zero HC; the other

is a steady state leading to the maximum HC. The ’dark state’ enables us to design a

quantum thermal modulator that can continuously control the desired steady-state HC

by an external driving laser. In addition, the dissipation channels between CHRs and

atoms are divided into direct dissipation channels (DDCs) and cross dissipation channels

(CDCs). We find that inverse currents [70] are generated in CDCs for detuned coupling

and both CDC and DDC for resonant coupling. It also gives an interpretation of the

suppression effects of the CHRs. Besides, we also study the concurrence of assistance

(COA) [71,72] in the system, which indicates that HC and COA keep a similar variation

trend with the changing reservoir temperatures.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we introduce the physical

model of two transversely coupled TLAs contacting two CHRs and derive the BMS

master equation of the dynamic process. In section 3 and section 4, we give the

expressions of steady-state HCs with detuned coupled TLAs and resonantly coupled

TLAs, respectively. In section 5, we studied the ’dark state’ of the system and designed

a thermal modulator. In section 6, we present HCs in different dissipation channels

and discuss the presence of inverse currents. In section 7, steady-state COA and HC

are analyzed. Section 8 gives a summary of this paper. Some detailed derivations and

tedious expressions are shown in the appendices.

2. The model and the master equation

We consider two coupled TLAs with natural frequency ω1 and ω2 and the coupling

strength g, which are simultaneously connected to a heat reservoir L with temperature

TL and a heat reservoir R with temperature TR, respectively, as shown in figure 1. The

Hamiltonian H of the system can be written as (kB = ~ = 1)

H = HS +HE +HSE, (1)

where

HS =
ω1

2
σz1 +

ω2

2
σz2 + gσx1σ

x
2 (2)

is the Hamiltonian of the two interacting TLAs with σzm = |e〉m〈e| − |g〉m〈g|, m = 1, 2.

Here we don’t apply the rotational wave approximation and hence take the X-X type

interaction with σxm = |e〉m〈g| + |g〉m〈e|. We assume that all reservoirs are composed

of harmonic oscillators with infinite degrees of freedom, so the Hamiltonian HE of the

environment (heat reservoirs) reads

HE =
∑
j

ωLja
†
jaj +

∑
k

ωRkb
†
kbk, (3)
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where ωLj (ωRk) represents the transition frequency of the jth mode of reservoir L (the

kth mode of reservoir R) and a†j and aj (b†k and bk) are the corresponding creation and

annihilation operators. The interaction HSE between the system and the reservoirs is

HSE =
2∑

m=1

[
∑
j

fLmj(a
†
j + aj) +

∑
k

fRmk(b
†
k + bk)]σ

x
m, (4)

where fLmj (or fRmk) denotes the coupling strength between the mth atom and the jth (or

kth) mode of thermal reservoir L (or R), respectively.

To describe the system’s dynamics, we’d like to rewrite the Hamiltonian H in HS

representation. The Hamiltonian HS is a diagonalized matrix in its own representation

as HS =
∑4

l=1 λl|l〉l〈l|, where

[λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4] = [−Γs,−Γd,Γd,Γs] (5)

is the eigenvalue with Γν =
√
ω2
ν + g2, ν = s, d, and ωs or ωd is the sum or difference

between the natural frequencies of two TLA, i.e., ωs = 1
2
(ω1 +ω2) and ωd = 1

2
(ω1−ω2),

and

|1〉 = − sin θs| ↑↑〉+ cos θs| ↓↓〉, |2〉 = − sin θd| ↑↓〉+ cos θd| ↓↑〉, (6)

|3〉 = cos θd| ↑↓〉+ sin θd| ↓↑〉, |4〉 = cos θs| ↑↑〉+ sin θs| ↓↓〉, (7)

denote the corresponding eigenstates, with sin θν = g√
(Γν+ων)2+g2

, | ↑↑〉 = | ↑〉1 ⊗ | ↑〉2,

| ↑〉m = ( 1
0 ) and | ↓〉m = ( 0

1 ). The operators σxm in HS representation is converted to

the eigenoperators Vm(ωmµ) as

V1(ω11) =sin θ+(|3〉〈4| − |1〉〈2|), ω11 = ω−, (8)

V1(ω12) =cos θ+(|1〉〈3|+ |2〉〈4|), ω12 = ω+, (9)

V2(ω21) =cos θ−(|1〉〈2|+ |3〉〈4|), ω21 = ω−, (10)

V2(ω22) =sin θ−(|1〉〈3| − |2〉〈4|), ω22 = ω+, (11)

where θ± = θd ± θs and ωmµ, µ = 1, 2, are the eigenfrequencies with ω± = Γs ±
Γd. It is easily checked that the eigenoperators satisfy the commutation relations

[HS, Vm(ωmµ)] = −ωmµVm(ωmµ) and [HS, V
†
m(ωmµ)] = ωmµV

†
m(ωmµ). Thus the

interaction Hamiltonian HSE can also be rewritten as

H̃SE =
2∑

m=1

[
∑
j

fLmj(a
†
j + aj) +

∑
k

fRmk(b
†
k + bk)]×

∑
i=±

[V †m(ωi) + Vm(ωi)], (12)

and the total Hamiltonian H reads

H =
4∑
l=1

λl|l〉l〈l|+HE + H̃SE. (13)



Optically controlled thermal modulator with common reservoirs 5

With the Hamiltonian equation (13), we employ the Born-Markov-secular

approximation to derive the global master equation which describes the dynamic

evolution of an open system [73]. The details of the derivation are given in appendix A.

In the interaction picture, the master equation governing the evolution of the reduced

density matrix ρ of the system can be written as

ρ̇ = LL(ρ) + LR(ρ), (14)

where Lα(ρ), α = L,R denotes the dissipators of the left or the right thermal reservoirs

and

Lα(ρ) = L11
α (ρ) + L22

α (ρ) + L12
α (ρ) + L21

α (ρ), (15)

with

Lmnα (ρ) =
∑
i=±

Jmnα (−ωi)[2Vn(ωi)ρV
†
m(ωi)− V †m(ωi)Vn(ωi)ρ− ρV †m(ωi)Vn(ωi)

+ Jmnα (ωi)[2V
†
n (ωi)ρVm(ωi)− Vm(ωi)V

†
n (ωi)ρ− ρVm(ωi)V

†
n (ωi)]. (16)

Here Jmnα (±ωi) = γmnα (ωi)[±n̄α(±ωi)] is the spectral density, γmnL/R(ωi) =

πf
L/R
mj/k(ωi)f

L/R
nj/k(ωi) is the dissipation rate and the average photon number of the ith

mode for reservoir α is denoted by n̄α(ωi) = 1

e
ωi
Tα −1

with temperature Tα. It should be

noted that Lmnα (ρ) denotes the direct (m = n) or crossing (m 6= n) dissipations induced

by the mth atom or two atoms with the αth heat reservoir. In particular, the CHR

effect is indicated by the crossing dissipations. If CHR is not considered, Lmnα (ρ) = 0,

which will reduce to the case of IHRs, namely, each atom is only coupled to its own two

reservoirs (L and R), in which case we let the heat reservoirs with the same subscript

(L or R) be of the same temperature for the sake of comparison. So the corresponding

master equation also can be formally given as equation (14) (the detailed derivation is

in appendix B), but the difference is

Lα(ρ) = L11
α (ρ) + L22

α (ρ), (17)

which has no crossing dissipations.

In the case of CHR, if the two atoms aren’t coupled to each other, the eigenoperator

Vm(ωmm) = 0 due to sin θ± = 0, so only one eigenoperator is left for each atom with

the corresponding eigenfrequency ω1, ω2, and the master equation is given as equations

(14,17) for ω1 6= ω2 due to the secular approximation. It is worth mentioning that there

will be crossing dissipations for ω1 = ω2, in which case the master equation is given as

equations (14,15). The explicit derivation is provided in appendix B.

If neither the two-atomic coupling nor the effects of CHRs are considered, the model

is reduced to two independent open systems, describing a two-level atom connected to

two heat reservoirs of different temperatures. In this case, the master equation is of

the same form as equations (14,17) with Vm = |↓〉m〈↑| and the eigenfrequency ωm. The

derivation process is also given in appendix B.
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3. The steady-state heat current in the case of detuned coupled TLAs

With the master equation (14), the dynamic evolution of the system can be easily

obtained. However, for the thermodynamic behaviors, we are only interested in the

steady state, which is determined by ρ̇(t) = 0 in equation (14). Thus one can obtain

the equations governing the steady state ρS as

M|%C〉 = 0,

%Cij = 0, i 6= j, (18)

where |%C〉 = 1
NC [%C11, %

C
22, %

C
33, %

C
44]T is a column vector consisted of the diagonal elements

of the steady-state density matrix ρS with the normalization coefficient NC =
∑4

p=1 %
C
pp.

Here, C denotes CHR, M =MC =
∑

αMC
α and

MC
α =


M12
α + M13

α −M21
α −M31

α 0

−M12
α M21

α + M24
α 0 −M42

α

−M13
α 0 M31

α + M34
α −M43

α

0 −M24
α −M34

α M42
α + M43

α

 , (19)

where Mpq
α = −2(M̆pq

α )2, and(
M̆12
α M̆21

α

M̆34
α M̆43

α

)
= Θ+J−,

(
M̆13
α M̆31

α

M̆24
α M̆42

α

)
= iσyΘ

−σxJ+ (20)

with

Θ± =
(

sin θ± − cos θ∓
sin θ± cos θ∓

)
, Ji =

(√
J11
α (ωi)

√
J11
α (−ωi)√

J22
α (ωi)

√
J22
α (−ωi)

)
. (21)

One can check that the rank of matrixMC is 3, so the unique solution of equation (18),

i.e., the steady state can be obtained as

%Cii =
4∑

k,l=1
j=5−i

|εijkl| (Mki + Mkj)MliMjl, i ∈ [1, 4], (22)

where Mpq =
∑

α Mpq
α as given in equation (19) and εijkl is 4-dimensional Levi-Civita

symbol.

With the above steady-state density matrix, we can calculate the heat currents by

the expression [17,74]

Q̇α = Tr[HSLα(ρS)] = 〈λ|Mα|ρS〉, (23)

where |λ〉 is a column vector consisting of the eigenvalues of HS. Substituting the current

system into equation (23), we have

Q̇C
α =

ω−
NC

[(M21
α %

C
22 + M43

α %
C
44)− (M12

α %
C
11 + M34

α %
C
33)]

+
ω+

NC
[(M31

α %
C
33 + M42

α %
C
44)− (M13

α %
C
11 + M24

α %
C
22)]. (24)
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If we don’t consider the coupling between atoms, the above HC in equation (24) for

ω1 6= ω2 will become

Q̇C′
α =

2∑
m=1

ωm
J
m−
α J

m+ − J
m+
α J

m−

Jm+ + Jm−
, (25)

where Jm± =
∑

α J
m±
α , m = 1, 2 with J

m±
α = −2Jmmα (±ωm) and the prime denotes the

physical quantity in the case of decoupled TLAs. Here we have to emphasize that the

case with ω1 = ω2 will be left in the latter.

Now let’s first address the IHRs, in which case the cross dissipation Lmnα (m 6=
n) won’t be considered. Thus the steady-state density matrix vector as |%I〉 =

1
NI [%I11, %

I
22, %

I
33, %

I
44]T , N I =

∑4
p=1 %

I
pp, satisfy MI |%I〉 = 0 with the coefficient matrix

MI
α =

(
M1 −M3

−M1 M3

)
⊗ 12 + 12 ⊗

(
M2 −M4

−M2 M4

)
, (26)

where superscript I stands for IHR, 12 denotes 2-dimensional identity matrix and

Mp =
∑

αM
p
α with

M1
α =M1

α(ω−) = −2[sin2 θ+J
11
α (ω−) + cos2 θ−J

22
α (ω−)], M3

α = M1
α(−ω−),

M2
α =M2

α(ω+) = −2[cos2 θ+J
11
α (ω+) + sin2 θ−J

22
α (ω+)], M4

α = M2
α(−ω+). (27)

Due to the ignored crossing dissipation in the current case, all the parameters in equation

(27) is related to those in equation (19) as M12
α = M34

α = M1
α, M13

α = M24
α = M2

α,

M21
α = M43

α = M3
α and M31

α = M42
α = M4

α. Therefore, the steady state can be given in a

simple form as

%I11 = M3M4, %I22 = M1M4,

%I33 = M2M3, %I44 = M1M2, (28)

and the heat currents given in equation (23) can also be simplified as

Q̇I
α =

ω−
N I

[M3
α(%I22 + %I44)−M1

α(%I11 + %I33)]

+
ω+

N I
[M4

α(%I33 + %I44)−M2
α(%I11 + %I22)]. (29)

If we don’t consider the coupling between atoms in the case of IHRs, the steady-

state HC can be given in a simple form as Q̇I′
α = Q̇C′

α since the two atoms with different

intrinsic frequency connected to CHR don’t produce crossing dissipation when g = 0,

which is consistent with the case of IHR. It is obvious that the HC for ω1 = ω2 = ω

reads Q̇′α = 2ω
J++J−

[J−αJ
+ − J

+
αJ
−] with J

± =
∑

α J
±
α and J

m±
α = J

±
α for m = 1, 2.

It is necessary to mention here that when the dissipation rate meets γmnα (ωi) = γi,

the two coupled TLSs connect to IHRs or CHRs will get the same steady state, namely,

equations (22,28) are identical. The specific form of the steady state is given in appendix

C. In figure 2, we investigate the relationship between HCs Q̇L = −Q̇R and steady-state

populations %ii, and we find that populations of two levels with higher (or lower) energy



Optically controlled thermal modulator with common reservoirs 8

0 5 10 15

0.23

0.24

0.25

0.26

0.27

0

0.005

0.01

0.015

0.02

0.025

(a)

0 50 100 150 200

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.26

0.28

0.3

-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

(b)

Figure 2. HCs and populations %ii versus atomic internal coupling strength g in (a)

and temperature TL in (b). The blue lines depict populations, and the red solid or

dashed line represents HC of the system connecting the IHR and CHR, respectively.

Here ω1 = 3, ω2 = 4, TR = 21 and γ− = γ+ = 0.001ω1 are fixed, and TL = 100 in (a)

and g = 0.1ω1 in (b).

always have the same change, increasing (decreasing) with the increase of g in figure 2(a)

and decreasing (increasing) with the increase of TL in figure 2(b). It also can be found

that the heat currents for both CHRs and IHRs increase with the decrease (increase) of

the populations of %11 and %22 (%33 and %44).

To provide an intuitive illustration of the influence of the CHRs and the atomic

coupling, we plot the HCs Q̇L in figure 3 and figure 4 with various settings. Here we only

consider the detuning coupling between atoms with the fixed frequency, e.g., ω1 6= ω2. It

is easy to find from figures 3(a), 3(b), 4(a) and 4(b) that the HCs in both CHRs and IHRs

become enlarged with the increasing frequency ω2 and γi or with the decreasing atomic

coupling g. In particular, it can be seen that the HCs with CHRs are always slightly

smaller than the HCs with the IHRs in figure 3(a) and figure 3(b), and the more intuitive

illustrations are shown in figure 3(c) and figure 3(d), which indicate the difference of HC

for the steady state between the two types environments. Such suppression effects of

CHRs, corresponding to ∆Q̇ < 0 at TL < TR and ∆Q̇ > 0 at TL > TR, are kept, but the

maximum suppression occurs when the two atoms are near resonance, i.e., ω1 ≈ ω2, or

the interatomic coupling g is near the super-strong coupling, i.e., g ∼ ωm. Note that our

numerical research indicates that the most potent suppression effect doesn’t lie at the

exact resonant coupling but in the region near the resonant coupling. The HCs in both

CHRs and IHRs will be equal and reach the maximum if the two atoms are decoupled.

In figure 3(b), we use the red plus and red square lines to represent the steady-state HC

when the uncoupled atoms connect IHR and CHR directly. Obviously, it is consistent

with equation (24) by directly putting g = 0.

In addition, we find that in some cases the CHR can play the enhancement role as
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Figure 3. HCs and the difference of HCs versus temperature TL, atomic internal

coupling strength g, and natural frequency ω2. The same color indicates the same

parameter. (a) and (b) show the steady-state HCs Q̇C
L or Q̇I

L changing with

temperature TL, and the dashed and solid lines correspond to the heat currents Q̇L

with CHRs and IHRs respectively, the red plus and red square lines denote the steady-

state heat current when the uncoupled TLAs are connected to IHR and CHR. (c) or

(d) shows the difference ∆Q̇L = Q̇I
L− Q̇C

L changing with temperature TL and ω2 or g,

and describing ∆Q̇L < 0 and ∆Q̇L > 0 with white and black dashed lines respectively.

Here ω1 = 3, ω2 = 4, g = 0.1ω1, TR = 21, and γ− = γ+ = 0.001ω1 are fixed.

shown in figure 4, where γmnα (ωi) = γi denotes the dissipation rates corresponding to

the same eigenfrequency ωi. In figures 4(c), 4(d), and 4(e), we fix the natural frequency

of two atoms at ω1 = 3 and ω2 = 4 and mark ∆Q̇L < 0 and ∆Q̇L > 0 with white

and black dashed lines, respectively. For the case of the fixed γ+ corresponding to the

frequency ω+, the enhancement effect of CHR is only shown in the region at the lower

half plane of zero contours as shown in figure 4(c). However, when γ− is fixed in figure

4(d), the part corresponding to the lower half plane of the zero contours shows the
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Figure 4. HCs and the difference of HCs versus temperature TL and dissipation

rate γi. The same color indicates the same parameter. (a) and (b) show the steady-

state HCs Q̇C
L or Q̇I

L changing with temperature TL, and the dashed and solid lines

correspond to the heat currents Q̇L with CHRs and IHRs, respectively, with the

insets illustrating the local enlargement. (c)-(e) show the difference ∆Q̇L = Q̇I
L − Q̇C

L

changing with temperature TL and γi, describing ∆Q̇L < 0 and ∆Q̇L > 0 with white

and black dashed lines respectively. Here ω1 = 3, ω2 = 4, g = 0.1ω1, γi = 0.001ω1,

TR = 21, and TL = 100 are fixed.

suppression effect of CHR. Figure 4(e) provides a clear picture of how ∆Q̇L is affected

by two dissipation rates corresponding to different transitions. We found that when

γ− > 0.42γ+, CHR always suppresses HC, on the contrary, HC is enhanced. It is clear

that ∆Q̇L is directly proportional to γ± in figure 4(e). The reason is that the steady

state of the system is independent not only of the type of heat reservoir but also of the

dissipation rate between the system and the heat reservoir for γmnα (ωi) = γi, as shown

in equations (C.1,...,C.4). And it is proved that the effect of CHR is always suppressed

under the condition γ− = γ+ = γ. What’s more, for resonantly coupled atoms, the set

of γmnα (ωi) will directly change the steady-state properties of the system, as explained

in the next section.
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4. The steady-state heat current in the case of resonantly coupled TLAs

Now we consider the resonant coupling of the two atoms, i.e., ω1 = ω2 = ω. One can find

that the resonant or detuning coupling between atoms only affects the case of CHR, so

we won’t consider the case of IHR in this section. Without loss of generality, we consider

the dissipation rate inconsistencies between the two atoms and the corresponding IHRs,

i.e., γ11
α (ωi) 6= γ22

α (ωi). In the case of resonant coupling, the diagonalized Hamiltonian

can be expressed as HS =
∑4

l=1 λl|l〉l〈l|, where

[λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4] = [−
√
ω2 + g2,−g, g,

√
ω2 + g2] (30)

is the eigenvalue, and

|1〉 = − sin θ| ↑↑〉+ cos θ| ↓↓〉, (31)

|2\3〉 = ∓ 1√
2
| ↑↓〉+

1√
2
| ↓↑〉, (32)

|4〉 = cos θ| ↑↑〉+ sin θ| ↓↓〉, (33)

denote the corresponding eigenstates with sin θ = g√
(
√
ω2+g2+ω)2+g2

. The eigenoperators

Vm(ωmµ) can be given as

V1\2(ω−) = sinφ(|3〉〈4| ∓ |1〉〈2|), (34)

V1\2(ω+) = cosφ(|1〉〈3| ± |2〉〈4|), (35)

where φ = θ + π
4

and ω± =
√
ω2 + g2 ± g. It can be found that in the current case

sinφ = sin θ+ = cos θ− and cosφ = sin θ− = cos θ+. Following a similar process as

the detuning case, one can obtain the corresponding master equation and the steady

state, which are anastomotic with equations (14,15,22). Similarly, one can also get the

steady-state HC in the form of equation (24) but all the relevant parameters are given

by equations (30,· · · , 35).

If the coupling between the TLAs isn’t considered in the case of CHR, one will find

the merging of the previous eigenoperators leads to the great change of the master

equation which is explicitly derived for the same dissipation frequency ω in appendix B.

Because of the secular approximation, two uncoupled atoms also have cross dissipation

with the same heat reservoir. In the representation {|1〉 , |2〉 , |3〉 , |4〉} with |1〉 = |↓↓〉,
|2〉 = 1

2
(|↓↑〉 − |↑↓〉), |3〉 = 1

2
(|↑↓〉 + |↓↑〉) and |4〉 = |↑↑〉, we can solve the steady-

state density matrix as the same form as equation (22) but the parameters therein

have to be replaced by M12 = M24 = M1, M13 = M34 = M2, M21 = M42 = M3 and

M31 = M43 = M4 with Mp =
∑

αM
p
α and

M1\2
α = −[

√
J11
α (ω)∓

√
J22
α (ω)]2,

M3\4
α = −[

√
J11
α (−ω)∓

√
J22
α (−ω)]2. (36)

Analogously, the HC in the current case with g = 0 has also the same form as equation

(24) with the renewed parameters and ω± = ω.
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As mentioned above, no matter whether the two resonant TLAs are coupled to

each other or not, we always obtain the steady state as well as the HCs with the same

form, even though their values are different. This implies the similarity of the behaviors

of HCs in the two cases. To verify this conclusion, we also make the numerical test as

done in figures 3 and 4. Our numerical research reveals that the HCs of the system

versus various parameters indicate completely similar behaviors as figures 3 and 4 for

γ11
α (ωi) 6= γ22

α (ωi). That is, the CHR has a similar contribution to both the resonance

and the detuning of the two TLAs. In this sense, we don’t repeatedly provide the figures

which are much analogous to figures 3 and 4. However, it is important for the resonant

case that the consistent dissipation rates γ11
α (ωi) = γ22

α (ωi) can show quite interesting

results.

Now let’s turn to the consistent dissipation rates, i.e., γmnα (ωi) = γi. We’d like to

make further simplicity as γmnα (ωi) = γ, which doesn’t change the physics. In this case,

the dissipators become much simpler as

Lα(ρ) =
∑
i=±

Jα(−ωi)[2ViρV †i − V
†
i Viρ− ρV

†
i Vi]

+ Jα(ωi)[2V
†
i ρVi − ViV

†
i ρ− ρViV

†
i ], (37)

where V− = 2 sinφ|3〉〈4| =
∑2

m=1 Vm(ω−) and V+ = 2 cosφ|1〉〈3| =
∑2

m=1 Vm(ω+).

It is clear that transitions 1 ↔ 2 corresponding to eigenfrequency ω− and 2 ↔ 4

corresponding to eigenfrequency ω+ do not exist, which also indirectly means that the

dynamic evolution of the system will be independent of the second level under the special

condition of γmnα (ωi) = γ. In addition, the matrix MC in equation (18) governing the

dynamics is also simplified as M̃C =
∑

α M̃
C
α with

M̃C
α =


M̃1
α 0 −M̃2

α 0

0 0 0 0

−M̃1
α 0 M̃2

α + M̃3
α −M̃4

α

0 0 −M̃3
α M̃4

α


and

M̃1\2
α = −8 cos2 φJα(±ω+), M̃3\4

α = −8 sin2 φJα(±ω−). (38)

A simple calculation shows that M̃C is rank 2, which means that the steady state subject

to equation (18) is not unique. The general solution can be expressed as

|ρ̃C〉 = ρ22|ρ̃C1 〉+ (1− ρ22)|ρ̃C2 〉, (39)

where the steady-state density vector |ρ̃C1 〉 = [0, 1, 0, 0]T and |ρ̃C2 〉 =
1

ÑC
[M̃2M̃4, 0, M̃1M̃4, M̃1M̃3]T , ÑC = M̃2M̃4 + M̃1M̃4 + M̃1M̃3. It is clear that the steady

state of the system is the mixture of two states |ρ̃C1 〉 and |ρ̃C2 〉. Thus the HC can be

given as ˙̃QC
α = ˙̃QC,max

α (1− ρ22) with

˙̃QC,max
α =

ω−M̃
1

ÑC
(M̃4

αM̃
3 − M̃3

αM̃
4) +

ω+M̃
4

ÑC
(M̃2

αM̃
1 − M̃1

αM̃
2). (40)
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The state |ρ̃C1 〉 is a ’dark state’ independent of time and directly affects HCs. In addition,

one can find that the HC ˙̃QC
α decreases with ρ22 increasing and ˙̃QC

α = 0 if ρ22 = 1. In this

case, the steady state |ρ̃C〉 = |ρ̃C1 〉 in the original bare representation spanned by {|↑↑〉,
|↑↓〉, |↓↑〉, |↓↓〉} is given by ρ = |ψ〉 〈ψ| with |ψ〉 = 1√

2
(|↓↑〉 − |↑↓〉). When ρ22 = 0, the

corresponding steady state is ’residual state’ |ρ̃C2 〉 and the HC will reach the maximal

value as ˙̃QC,max.

In the case of uncoupled TLAs with γmnα (ω) = γ, MC
α can be further simplified to

MC′
α with

M̃C′
α =


2J+

α 0 −2J−α 0

0 0 0 0

−2J+
α 0 2J+

α + 2J−α −2J−α
0 0 −2J+

α 2J−α

 .

Similarly, one can find that the rank of M̃C′ is 2, that is, the steady-state density matrix

don’t have unique form and the vector form can be given as |ρ̃C′〉 = ρ22|ρ̃C′1 〉 + (1 −
ρ22)|ρ̃C′2 〉, where the two steady states with the vector forms as |ρ̃C′1 〉 = [0, 1, 0, 0]T and

|ρ̃C′2 〉 = 1

ÑC′
[J−

2
, 0,J−J+,J+2

] with ÑC′ = J
−2

+ J
−
J

+ + J
+2

. Thus, one can also get

the HC in this case as ˙̃QC′
α = ˙̃QC′,max

α (1− ρ22), where

˙̃QC′,max
α = 2

ω

ÑC′
(J+ + J

−)(J−αJ
+ − J

+
αJ
−). (41)

Explicitly, equation (41) is consistent with equation (40) subject to g = 0.

Up to now, we have shown that for the resonant coupled TLAs with consistent

dissipation rates as γmnα (ωi) = γi, the steady state of the system is not unique, which

explicitly depends on the population of the second energy level ρ22 regardless of the

coupling between atoms. It is obvious that HC through the system varies from 0 to

maximum with ρ22 changing from 1 to 0. This provides us with the potential to control

HCs by the ρ22.

5. Thermal modulator

From previous sections, one can find that the steady state of the system in the HS

representation is directly related to the population ρ22 since |ρ1〉 does not evolve with

time. Therefore, once ρ22 is determined, the HC of the system is determined. In

particular, the HC can be changed from 0 to some maximal value with the change of

ρ22. In this sense, the HC can be effectively controlled by the population ρ22. Thus our

system can act as a thermal modulator. Next, we will give a detailed demonstration.

Let’s consider a laser field resonantly driving the second and another (e.g. the

third) energy levels. The evolution of the system is given in appendix D, from which
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Figure 5. Demonstration of the modulation of HCs Q̇L and Q̇R. The top figure shows

the transient HCs Q̇L (blue) and Q̇R (red) with time, and the bottom figure shows

the population of the second energy level ρ22(t) versus the evolution time t. ρ22 = 1

is set at the initial time. At every ti, i = 1, 2, · · · , 5, a control laser field is imposed

to drive the system for the time interval ∆ti. Then the control field is switched off

and the system evolves freely for enough time to a steady state. In this way, the HCs

can be controlled to our desired values. Here, TR = 21, TL = 100, ω = 3, g = 0.1ω,

γ = 0.001ω, ΩR = 0.5π and the time it takes to reach steady state t = 50.

one can obtain the evolution equations of the populations as

ρ33(t) =
A−

2
cos(ΩRt) +

A+

2
, (42)

ρ22(t) = −A
−

2
cos(ΩRt) +

A+

2
, (43)

where A± = ρ33(0)± ρ22(0), ρ22(0) and ρ33(0) denote the populations of the second and

the third levels of the initial state. It can be found that ρ22(t) and ρ33(t) harmonically

oscillate with time. Therefore, the population ρ22 can be controlled by the evolution

time. As an example, let’s look at figure 5. The system is in the steady state at the initial

moment t0 = 0 by setting ρ22 = 1 and other elements of the density matrix are zero, and

it corresponds to the minimum HC Q̇α = 0, which means no heat exchanged between

the two heat reservoirs. At t1, we add a laser with frequency ν23 and Rabi frequency

ΩR = 0.5π. After the interaction time ∆t1, one gets ρ22 = 0.7. Let the system evolve

freely; it finally reaches the steady state with the HC 0.3 times the maximum value. At

the moment t2, we let the laser drive the second and the third energy levels ∆t2 time,

then ρ22 = 0.3. After the free evolution for enough time, the steady-state HC becomes

0.7 times the maximum value. Then, we repeat the process; one can obtain ρ22 = 0

by imposing the same laser for ∆t3 time at the moment t3. The maximum HC can

be obtained when the system reaches a steady state again. One can also decrease the

HC by adjusting the laser driving time. But there is a little difference in the process of
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decreasing HC. Since ρ22 doesn’t evolve with time, the population ρ22 = 1 can be reduced

to ρ22 = 0 by transferring the population to ρ33. In this way, the HC can increase from

zero to maximum. However, because ρ11, ρ33 and ρ44 are not independent of each other

in the steady state, in order to increase the population of ρ22 from zero to 1, we have to

transfer all the other populations including ρ11, ρ33 and ρ44 to ρ22. All the transferring

processes can be similarly controlled by imposing the corresponding resonantly driving

laser field. As shown in figure 5, at the moment t4, we adjust ρ22 = 0.2 by adding the

driving laser with ∆t4 interaction time. After free evolution for enough time, the HC

becomes 80% of the maximum value. One can also obtain ρ22 = 0.4 at the moment t5
by adding the laser for ∆t5 evolution time. In the steady state, HC becomes 0.6 times

the maximum value. The HC between the heat reservoirs can be controlled by repeating

this process from the maximum to zero.

6. Inverse Currents

To better understand the effects of the CHRs, in the following we will focus on the HCs

subject to different dissipation subchannels. Due to the second law of thermodynamics,

we know that the thermodynamic process must obey the entropy increase rate Ṡ =∑
i FiJi ≥ 0, where Fi and Ji represent the thermodynamic force and the corresponding

current, respectively [17,19]. The generated current must be forward with the same sign

as the corresponding thermodynamic force for a system with a single thermodynamic

force. However, no specific rule requires that the current generated by the corresponding

force must be a forward current in multiple thermodynamic force systems, as long as

the resultant entropy increase rate is more significant than zero. A recent paper shows

that inverse flow can be achieved by adjusting the temperature difference or chemical

potential difference between the heat reservoirs to disturb the system’s equilibrium in

a one-dimensional gas model consisting of two species interacting particles in contact

with two heat reservoirs [70]. Our system will find that the inverse heat current (IHC)

can be generated if each thermodynamic force is considered a dissipative channel (DC).

According to the master equation (14), we find that the dissipation of the system can

be divided into direct dissipation and cross dissipation. In this sense, we can divide the

DCs of each heat reservoir into the direct dissipative channels (DDC) and the crossing

dissipative channels (CDC). Since HC satisfies additivity, we can separately discuss the

direct heat current (DHC), the crossing heat current (CHC), and the total heat current

(THC).

Let’s first consider the case of section 3. The matrix MC can be expressed as

MC = Md +Mc, where d and c denote the part of direct and crossing dissipations.

Based on the definition of HC given in equation (23),Md andMc can directly determine
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Figure 6. Various HCs versus TL. The red solid, black dashed, and blue solid lines

represent the THC, the DHC, and the CHC, respectively. The CHCs with the enlarged

view in the background in (a) and (b) are opposite to the direction of the THC and

hence indicate the presence of IHC. Here, ω1 = 3, ω2 = 4, g = 0.1ω1, γ− = γ+ = 0.001ω

and TR = 21. The top and the bottom figures in (c) correspond to the heat currents

related to the left and the right reservoirs, respectively. The non-consistency with the

direction (or sign) of the THC indicates the presence of the IHC in the channel. Here,

TR = 21, ω = 3, g = 0.1ω, γ = 0.001ω.

the corresponding DHC and CHC, which can be explicitly given as

Q̇d
α =

ω−
NC

[M3
α(%C22 + %C44)−M1

α(%C11 + %C33)]

+
ω+

NC
[M4

α(%C33 + %C44)−M2
α(%C11 + %C22)], (44)

Q̇c
α =

ω−
NC

[Ξ3
α(%C22 − %C44)− Ξ1

α(%C11 − %C33)]

+
ω+

NC
[Ξ4
α(%C33 − %C44)− Ξ2

α(%C11 − %C22)], (45)

where Ξi =
∑

α=L,R Ξi
α, Ξ1 = M1 −M34 = M12 −M1, Ξ2 = M2 −M13 = M24 −M2,

Ξ3 = M3−M43 = M21−M3 and Ξ4 = M4−M31 = M42−M4. One can easily check that

Q̇C
α = Q̇d

α + Q̇c
α as given in equation (24). As mentioned in section 3, the steady state

of the system for γmnα (ω±) = γ± will be independent of the type of the environment. By

observing equations (29,44), we find that Q̇d
α = Q̇I

α and the effect of CHR will only be

reflected in the cross dissipation, i.e., Q̇c
α.

To give an intuitive illustration of the HCs, we plot the HCs with TL in figure 6.

Figure 6(a) and figure 6(b) show the left and the right HCs in the steady state, where the

black dashed, blue solid, and solid red lines, respectively, represent the DHC, CHC, and

THC. The backgrounds in these two figures describe the CHC versus TL. Interestingly,

the CHC is opposite of the THC. Namely, the inverse heat current is present and inhibits

the THC, which also gives a direct interpretation of why Q̇C
α is slightly less than Q̇I

α in

this case.

Similarly, in the case of section 4, we can also divide the matrix M̃C into direct and
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cross parts and get the expressions of DHCs and CHCs are

˙̃Qd
α =

1− ρ22

2ÑC
{ω−[M̃4

αM̃
1M̃3 − M̃3

αM̃
4(M̃1 + M̃2)]− ω+[M̃1

αM̃
2M̃4 − M̃2

αM̃
1(M̃4 + M̃3)]}

+
ρ22

2
(ω−M̃

4
α − ω+M̃

1
α), (46)

˙̃Qc
α =

1− ρ22

2ÑC
{ω−[M̃4

αM̃
1M̃3 − M̃3

αM̃
4(M̃1 − M̃2)]− ω+[M̃1

αM̃
2M̃4 − M̃2

αM̃
1(M̃4 − M̃3)]}

− ρ22

2
(ω−M̃

4
α − ω+M̃

1
α), (47)

where ω± =
√
ω2 + g2 ± g. As shown in equations (46,47), there is ˙̃Qd

α = − ˙̃Qc
α when

ρ22 = 1, that is, CHC and IHC are equal in magnitude and opposite in direction, so

that there is no heat exchange between two reservoirs.

The intuitive illustration is shown in figure 6(c). Since the steady-state HC is

not unique, we only consider the maximum HC here. The upper and lower parts in

figure 6(c) correspond to the HC related to the left and right reservoirs, respectively.

The blue, black, and red solid lines represent the DHC, the CHC, and the THC. The

THC describes that the heat flows from the high-temperature to the low-temperature

reservoirs, so the DHC or CHC with the opposite sign to the THC means that the IHC

is generated. It is evident in figure 6(c) that the IHCs are present related to both the

left and right heat reservoirs.

It is counter-intuitive that HC spontaneously flows from the hot to the cold. This is

a beautiful phenomenon due to the fantastic features of quantum mechanics. It can be

understood as follows. The IHC is only a THC sub-HC, which perfectly obeys intuition.

The macroscopic HC is further the statistical average of the THCs, so it is impossible

to realize the spontaneous IHC macroscopically.

7. Concurrence of assistance

To further explore the quantum features of the system, we’d like to study the concurrence

of assistance (COA) [71], which is defined for a two-qubit density matrix ρ as

Ca(ρ) =
4∑

k=1

σk, (48)

where σk are the eigenvalues of the Hermitian matrix R ≡
√√

ρρ̃
√
ρ with ρ̃ =

(σy
⊗

σy)ρ
∗(σy

⊗
σy) and σy denoting the Pauli matrix.

Considering the density matrix given in equation (22) in the bare-basis

representation, one can obtain the steady-state density matrix as

ρD =


DD 0 0 KD

0 ED LD 0

0 LD FD 0

KD 0 0 JD

 ,
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(a) (b)

Figure 7. Steady-state COA and HC in both detuning and resonant cases with

TR = 21. In (a), ω1 = 3, ω2 = 4, TR = 21 and γ = 0.001ω1. In (b), ω1 = ω2 = ω = 3,

g = 0.1ω, TR = 21 and γ = 0.001ω.

and the specific expressions of these elements ΛD = 1
NC Λ′D, Λ = {D,E, F, J,K, L}, are

D′D = sin2 θs%
C
11 + cos2 θs%

C
44,

E ′D = sin2 θd%
C
22 + cos2 θd%

C
33,

F ′D = cos2 θd%
C
22 + sin2 θd%

C
33,

J ′D = cos2 θs%
C
11 + sin2 θs%

C
44,

K ′D = sin θs cos θs(−%C11 + %C44),

L′D = sin θd cos θd(−%C22 + %C33). (49)

The subscript or superscript D denotes the detuning case. Thus the steady-state COA

can be given by

CD
a = 2

√
DDJD + 2

√
EDFD

=
2

NC
(
√
hs(%C11 − %C44)2 + %C11%

C
44 +

√
hd(%C22 − %C33)2 + %C22%

C
33), (50)

with hν = sin2 θν cos2 θν , ν = s, d.

In the resonant case, we will have to consider the density matrix (39). Similarly,

one can rewrite the density matrix in the bare-basis representation as

ρR =


DR 0 0 KR

0 ER LR 0

0 LR ER 0

KR 0 0 JR

 ,
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where

DR =
1− ρ22

ÑC
(M̃2M̃4 sin2 θ + M̃1M̃3 cos2 θ),

ER =
1− ρ22

2ÑC
M̃1M̃4 +

ρ22

2
,

JR =
1− ρ22

ÑC
(M̃2M̃4 cos2 θ + M̃1M̃3 sin2 θ),

KR =
1− ρ22

ÑC
(M̃1M̃3 − M̃2M̃4) sin θ cos θ,

LR =
1− ρ22

2ÑC
M̃1M̃4 − ρ22

2
. (51)

Analogously, the subscript or superscript R represents the resonant case. Correspond-

ingly, the COA reads

CR
α = (1− h)ρ22 + h, (52)

where

h =
1

ÑC
[M̃1M̃4 + 2

√
(M̃2M̃4 − M̃1M̃3)2 sin2 θ cos2 θ + M̃1M̃2M̃3M̃4]. (53)

It is evident that the COA linearly depends on ρ22.

For the intuitive illustration, the COA and the HC are plotted in figure 7. It

is shown in figure 7(a) that the COA and the HC have the same trend with the

temperature TL, once the system is set. Even though the COA and the HC depend

on the population ρ22 in the resonant case, the same changing trend is well kept for the

change of temperature TL, which is given in figure 7(b).

8. Discussion and Conclusion

Before the end, we’d like to mention that a number of rectifiers have been designed based

on two-atom systems [39, 43, 75, 76], but most of them are achieved by connecting two

atoms to independent heat reservoirs. The CHR has been shown to have the advantage

of enhancing the steady-state entanglement of the system [58], improving the efficiency

of refrigerators [77] and the amplification of transistors [48], etc. Based on two two-

level atoms with CHRs, it is reported that quantum switch can be realized via two

coupled superconducting qubits connecting RC oscillators [34], and quantum diode with

high rectification can be achieved by the same system connecting RLC oscillators [78].

Comparably, we have designed a modulator utilizing the property of the dark state.

In fact, the dark state is not a new concept, especially considering wide

applications in quantum information and quantum optics, such as electromagnetic

induced transparency (EIT) [79], quantum nonreciprocity [80] and so on. ‘Dark state’

does not evolve with time and is immune to decoherence and dissipation. It is attracting

increasing interest in the potential applications in quantum thermal machines. For

example, in reference [81], we use the dark state to block the heat current in a
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quantum refrigerator; In reference [77], the dark state can double the performance of

the refrigerator without any external resources; In reference [48], we use the dark state

to design quantum switch and in reference [82], the heat diode is designed by using the

property of blocking heat transfer.

In conclusion, we have studied the HCs of two coupled TLAs in CHRs using

the BMS master equation and their analytic expressions. When the dissipation rates

between the atoms and the heat reservoirs are not the same, we compared HCs in the

cases of CHRs and IHRs of the same model. When considering the influence of CHR

with g and ωm, we find that CHRs have a slight influence on HCs, indicating that the

result of crossing dissipation on HCs is close to zero, but the CHR effect is negative

because of the potentially present inverse heat currents. When we consider its variation

with γi, it is found that CHR does not always inhibit HC but also could enhance it,

which depends on the practical scenario such as γi, ωm, and TL. A significant result

is that when the dissipation rates corresponding to the same eigenfrequency are equal,

i.e., γmnα (ωi) = γi, the steady-state of the system is not unique and is a linear mixture

of two states which include a ’dark state’ contributing zero HC. So our TLAs model can

act as a thermal modulator, in which we can continuously control the population ρ22 by

a single-mode laser and then continuously control HC. We also find that the variation

tendencies of steady-state COA and the HC with temperature are consistent.

This simple model shed new insight into relevant research in two aspects: CHR

can create inverse heat currents which have no classical counterpart for macroscopic

systems, and the steady-state thermal modulator can be effectively controlled by the

initial states, which, via a dark state, determines the fractions of each component in

steady state as well as the HCs.
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Appendix A: Detail derivation of BMS master equation (14,15)

Since both operators and quantum states are associated with time, we could shift

the model to the interaction picture. So the interaction Hamiltonian is H̃SE(t) =

A(t)Υ1(t) +B(t)Υ2(t), where

A(t) =
∑
j

fL1j(a
†
je
iωLjt + aje

−iωLjt) +
∑
k

fR1k(b
†
ke
iωRkt + bke

−iωRkt), (A.1)

B(t) =
∑
j

fR2j(a
†
je
iωLjt + aje

−iωLjt) +
∑
k

fR2k(b
†
ke
iωRkt + bke

−iωRkt) (A.2)
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are reservoir operators. It is clear that A(t) = A†(t) and B(t) = B†(t), and

Υ1(t) =
∑
i=±

[V †1 (ωi)e
iωit + V1(ωi)e

−iωit], (A.3)

Υ2(t) =
∑
i=±

[V †2 (ωi)e
iωit + V2(ωi)e

−iωit]. (A.4)

So the interaction Hamiltonian is

H̃SE(t) =
∑
i=±

[A(t)V †1 (ωi) +B(t)V †2 (ωi)]e
iωit + H.c.. (A.5)

Using the BMS approximation and Liouville equation ρ̇SE(t) = −i[H, ρSE(t)], we get

the master equation as

ρ̇(t) = TrE

∫ ∞
0

dτ [H̃SE(t− τ)ρ(t)ρBH̃SE(t)− H̃SE(t)H̃SE(t− τ)ρ(t)ρB] + H.c., (A.6)

where ρ(t) = TrEρSE(t) describes the reduced density matrix of the system. If we

substitute equation (A.5) into the above equation, we get

ρ̇(t) =
∑
i=±

2∑
m,n=1

[V †m(ωi)ρ(t)Vn(ωi)− Vn(ωi)V
†
m(ωi)ρ(t)]

∫ ∞
0

dτ〈N(τ)M(0)〉e−iωiτ

+ [Vm(ωi)ρ(t)V †n (ωi)− V †n (ωi)Vm(ωi)ρ(t)]

∫ ∞
0

dτ〈N(0)M(−τ)〉eiωiτ + H.c.. (A.7)

Here, we regard i as the index of the atomic eigenfrequencies, m and n denote the

indices of the atoms, i.e., 1 represents the first atom and 2 is on behalf of the second

one, and M (or N) denotes the reservoir function A(t) (or B(t)) connect to 1th (or

2th) atom, respectively. Using the properties of the reservoir correlation functions

〈N(t)M(t − τ)〉 ≡ TrE[N(t)M(t − τ)ρE] = 〈N(τ)M(0)〉 = 〈N(0)M(−τ)〉, we can get

equation (A.7). Next, we calculate the one-sided Fourier transforms of the heat reservoir

correlation function. Let’s pick one of them as an example,∫ ∞
0

dτ〈A(0)B(−τ)e−iω−τ

=
∑
j

[fL1jf
L
2j(〈a

†
jaj〉

∫ ∞
0

dτei(ωLj−ω−)τ + 〈aja†j〉
∫ ∞

0

dτe−i(ωLj+ω−)τ )]

+
∑
k

[fR1kf
R
2k(〈b

†
kbk〉

∫ ∞
0

dτei(ωRk−ω−)τ + 〈bkb†k〉
∫ ∞

0

dτe−i(ωRk+ω−)τ )]. (A.8)

The formula ∫ ∞
0

dτe−iωτ = πδ(τ)− iP 1

ω
, (A.9)

where P represents the Cauchy principal value and we will not consider the imaginary

part in the following calculation since it will eventually be summed up as the Lamb shift
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term. Since heat reservoirs are composed of infinite dimensional harmonic oscillators,

we have

〈a†jaj〉 = n̄L(ωLj), 〈aja†j〉 = n̄L(ωLj) + 1, (A.10)

〈b†kbk〉 = n̄R(ωRk), 〈bkb†k〉 = n̄R(ωRk) + 1. (A.11)

Thus equation (A.8) follows∫ ∞
0

dτ〈A(0)B(−τ)e−iω−τ = γ12
L (ω−)n̄L(ω−) + γ12

R (ω−)n̄R(ω−), (A.12)

where γmnL/R(ωi) = πf
L/R
nj/k(ωi)f

L/R
mj/k(ωi) is the dissipation factor and represents the

dissipation strength between the atom and the heat reservoirs. We take Jmnα (±ωi) =

γmnα (ωi)[±n̄α(±ωi)] as the spectral density, and n̄α(ωi) = 1

e
ωi
Tα −1

is the average number of

photons corresponding to the frequency ωi of the αth heat reservoir. After the detailed

calculation, the master equation is

ρ̇(t) =
∑
α=L,R

∑
i=±

2∑
m,n=1

Jmnα (−ωi)[2Vn(ωi)ρV
†
m(ωi)− V †m(ωi)Vn(ωi)ρ− ρV †m(ωi)Vn(ωi)]

+ Jmnα (ωi)[2V
†
n (ωi)ρVm(ωi)− Vm(ωi)V

†
n (ωi)ρ− ρVm(ωi)V

†
n (ωi)]. (A.13)

Appendix B: Detail derivation of BMS master equation (14,17)

Let’s consider the case of IHRs as shown in figure 8(a). The difference in the Hamiltonian

between IHR and CHR lies in HE and HSE. Their specific forms are given as

H ′E =
∑
j

ωLja
†
jaj +

∑
k

ωRkb
†
kbk +

∑
j′

ωL′j′a
′†
j′a
′
j′ +

∑
k′

ωR′k′b
′†
k′b
′
k′ (B.1)

and

H ′SE =[
∑
j

fL1j(a
†
j + aj) +

∑
k

fR1k(b
†
k + bk)]σ

x
1

+ [
∑
j′

fL2j′(a
′†
j′ + a′j′) +

R∑
k′

f2k′(b
′†
k′ + b′k′)]σ

x
2 . (B.2)

Since the atomic system is unchanged, the diagonal HS, the eigenoperators, and

corresponding eigenfrequencies are consistent with the case of CHRs. In the interaction

picture, the interaction Hamiltonian is

H̃ ′SE(t) = A(t)Υ1(t) +B′(t)Υ2(t), (B.3)

where

B′(t) =
∑
j′

fL2j′(a
′†
j′e

iωL′j′ t + a′j′e
−iωL′j′ t) +

∑
k′

fR2k′(b
′†
k′e

iωR′k′ t + b′k′e
−iωR′k′ t). (B.4)
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Figure 8. The different cases of interatomic coupling and atomic coupling to the

heat reservoirs. (a) denotes two coupled two-level atoms with the coupling strength

g are connected to four IHRs which the temperatures, in turn, are TL, TR, T ′L and

T ′R, the coupling factors are fL1j , f
R
1k, fL2j′ and fR2k′ , the numbers j, k, j′ and k′ denote

the modes of the corresponding heat reservoirs. (b) denotes two uncoupled two-level

atoms, i.e., g = 0, are connected to two CHRs which the temperatures are TL and TR,

the coupling factors are fL1j , f
R
1k, fL2j and fR2k, the numbers j and k denote the modes

of the corresponding heat reservoirs. (c) denotes two uncoupled g = 0 two-level atoms

are connected to two heat reservoirs independently as (a).

B′(t) = B′†(t) holds and A(t), Υ1(t) and Υ2(t) are the same as equations (A.1,A.3,A.4).

So the interaction Hamiltonian is

H̃ ′SE(t) =
∑
i=±

[A(t)V †1 (ωi) +B′(t)V †2 (ωi)]e
iωit + H.c.. (B.5)

Following the steps in appendix A, since the average values of the generation and

annihilation operators of different heat reservoirs are all zero, for example, 〈a†a′〉 = 0,

equation (A.12) becomes
∫∞

0
dτ〈A(0)B′(−τ)e−iω−τ = 0. Hence only the direct coupling

dissipative term exists. We can obtain the master equation in the interaction picture

the same as equation (14), i.e.,

Lα(ρ) = L11
α (ρ) + L22

α (ρ). (B.6)

Using the same method, we can directly calculate HCs without the coupling between

atoms as shown in figure 8(b). The Hamiltonian of the system is

HS =
ω1

2
σz1 +

ω2

2
σz2 =

4∑
l′=1

λl′ |l′〉〈l′|, (B.7)

where [λ1′ , λ2′ , λ3′ , λ4′ ] = [−ωs,−ωd, ωd, ωs], and the corresponding eigenstates are

|1′〉 = | ↓↓〉, |2′〉 = | ↓↑〉, |3′〉 = | ↑↓〉 and |4′〉 = | ↑↑〉. HE and HSE are the same

as equation (3) and equation (4). The eigenoperators are

V1(ω1) = |1′〉〈3′|+ |2′〉〈4′| = σ−1 ⊗ 12, (B.8)

V2(ω2) = |1′〉〈2′|+ |3′〉〈4′| = 11 ⊗ σ−2 , (B.9)
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where σ−m = | ↓〉m〈↑ | and the eigenfrequencies are their natural frequencies. Then we

can get the master equation as equation (14) with

Lα(ρ) =
2∑

m=1

Jmmα (−ωm)(2σ−mρσ
+
m − σ+

mσ
−
mρ− ρσ+

mσ
−
m)

+ Jmmα (ωm)(2σ+
mρσ

−
m − σ−mσ+

mρ− ρσ−mσ+
m),

(B.10)

where Jmmα (±ωm) has the same definition as before.

When the two TLAs are in resonance, the crossing-coupling term occurs and the

dissipation becomes

Lα(ρ) =
2∑

m,n=1

Jmnα (−ω)(2σ−n ρσ
+
m − σ+

mσ
−
n ρ− ρσ+

mσ
−
n )

+ Jmnα (ω)(2σ+
n ρσ

−
m − σ−mσ+

n ρ− ρσ−mσ+
n ). (B.11)

As mentioned in section 2, when atoms are connected to common baths, dissipations

corresponding to the same eigenfrequency Lmmα (ωi) and Lnnα (ωi) must lead to cross

term Lmnα (ωi) no matter whether there is coupling between atoms. The above equation

amply illustrates this point. Note that the existence of the cross dissipation without

interatomic coupling doesn’t contradict with the Born-Markov approximation which

emphasizes that the state of the environment is not affected by the interaction between

atoms and reservoirs. No matter how the system interacts with the reservoirs, the states

of the reservoirs aren’t changed, but their effect on the system of interest should depend

on the concrete interaction between them. In the current case, the CHRs are just shown

by the cross dissipation.

We can also calculate the case of uncoupled atoms’ contact with IHRs. Since each

atom is connected to two reservoirs separately and no other connection between the

atoms as shown in figure 8(c), we only consider the top half for convenience, that is,

one atom is connected to two heat reservoirs, so the total Hamiltonian is

H =
ω

2
σz +

∑
j

ωLja
†
jaj +

∑
k

ωRkb
†
kbk + [

∑
j

fLj (a†j + aj) +
∑
k

fRk (b†k + bk)]σ
x. (B.12)

There is only one eigenoperator V (ω) = σ− and the corresponding eigenfrequency is

ω. In this case, the master equation also can be written as equation (14), but the

dissipation is

Lα(ρ) =Jα(−ω)(2σ−ρσ+ − σ+σ−ρ− ρσ+σ−)

+ Jα(ω)(2σ+ρσ− − σ−σ+ρ− ρσ−σ+).

(B.13)

The dissipation of the lower part is the same as the above formula, except that the

eigenfrequency is its natural frequency.
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Appendix C: Steady state with all dissipation rates exactly the same

In section 3, we specifically derived the steady state and HC between the system

and IHRs or CHRs. When we consider the special case of γmnα (ωi) = γi, by

simplification, we get that the steady state in both environments can be expressed

as |%〉 = 1
N

[%11, %22, %33, %44]T and the specific form as

%11 = [n(ω−) + 2][n(ω+) + 2], (C.1)

%22 = n(ω−)[n(ω+) + 2], (C.2)

%33 = [n(ω−) + 2]n(ω+), (C.3)

%44 = n(ω−)n(ω+), (C.4)

where n(ωi) = nR(ωi) + nL(ωi) and the normalization coefficient N =
∑4

p=1 %pp. It is

obvious that %11 > %22 > %33 > %44. Since the same steady state can be obtained no

matter whether the system is connected to IHR or CHR, the effect of CHR is only taken

by CHC, i.e., equation (45), which can be found by comparing equations (29,44). Now,

CHC can be rewritten as

Q̇c
L =

8

N
{cos θs sin θs[γ−ω−u(ω−) + γ+ω+u(ω+)] + cos θd sin θd[γ−ω−u(ω−)− γ+ω+u(ω+)]}

=
4

N
[γ−ω−(cos θs sin θs + cos θd sin θd)(coth

ω−
2TR
− coth

ω−
2TL

)

+ γ+ω+(cos θs sin θs − cos θd sin θd)(coth
ω+

2TR
− coth

ω+

2TL
)], (C.5)

where the forms of sin θν and cos θν are found in section 2 and they are always positive,

u(ωi) = nR(ωi)−nL(ωi) = 1
2
(coth ωi

2TR
−coth ωi

2TL
) < 0 for TR < TL. Through the concrete

numerical verification (’NMaximize’ in Mathematica 12.3), we find that equation (C.5)

is always less than zero under the condition γ− = γ+ = γ, that is, Q̇c
L < 0 always holds.

However, when γ− 6= γ+, Q̇c
L > 0 is possible.

Appendix D: The evolution with driving

Since the population of the second energy level ρ22 plays a decisive role in HC in the HS

representation, we can use it to design a heat modulator. In this part, we derive in detail

the population of each energy level at any time. For simplicity, we do not consider the

first and fourth energy levels, so the system is reduced to a two-level system. Here, we

express the electric dipole interaction Hamiltonian between single-mode electromagnetic

field ~E(t) = ~ε cos(ν23t) and the system as

HI(t) =− ~r · ~E(t)

=− (|3〉〈3|+ |2〉〈2|)~r(|3〉〈3|+ |2〉〈2|) · ~E(t)

=− (~r32|3〉〈2|+ ~r23|2〉〈3|) · ~ε cos(ν23t)

=ΩR(|3〉〈2|+ |2〉〈3|) cos(ν23t), (D.1)
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where ΩR = −~r23 · ~ε is the Rabi frequency and ~r23 = 〈2|~r|3〉 = (~r32)∗ is the matrix

element of the electric dipole moment. The Hamiltonian of the whole system is

H = w3|3〉〈3|+ w2|2〉〈2|+ ΩR(|3〉〈2|+ |2〉〈3|) cos ν23t (D.2)

and we define ~r23 = |~r23|eiφ and the phase φ = 0, |~r23| = |~r32|. Thus we can obtain the

state |ψ(t)〉 at any time by solving the Schrödinger equation

d

dt
|ψ(t)〉 = −iH|ψ(t)〉, (D.3)

where |ψ(t)〉 =
(
c(t)
b(t)

)
. One can get the differential equations

ċ(t) = −iw3c(t)− iΩR cos(ν23t)b(t), (D.4)

ḃ(t) = −iw2b(t)− iΩR cos(ν23t)c(t). (D.5)

Define

C(t) = c(t)eiw3t, (D.6)

B(t) = b(t)eiw2t, (D.7)

we can obtain

Ċ(t) = −iΩR

2
B(t)ei∆t, (D.8)

Ḃ(t) = −iΩR

2
C(t)e−i∆t, (D.9)

where ∆ = w32 − ν23, w32 = w3 − w2. For convenience, we make the system resonate

with this single-mode laser as ∆ = 0. Take the derivative of equation (D.8) with respect

to time, we get

C̈(t) +
Ω2
R

4
C(t) = 0. (D.10)

If we set the initial state to be |ψ(0)〉 =
(
C(0)
B(0)

)
, the solution |ψ(t)〉 is

|ψ(t)〉 =

(
[cos(ΩRt

2
)C(0)− i sin(ΩRt

2
)B(0)]eiw3t

[cos(ΩRt
2

)B(0)− i sin(ΩRt
2

)C(0)]eiw2t

)
. (D.11)

The populations can be given as

ρ33(t) =
A−

2
cos(ΩRt) +

A+

2
, (D.12)

ρ22(t) = −A
−

2
cos(ΩRt) +

A+

2
, (D.13)

where A± = |C(0)|2 ± |B(0)|2.
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