arXiv:2203.17171v2 [quant-ph] 2 Jun 2022

Thermodynamics of the Ramsey Zone
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We carry out a study on thermodynamics properties as entropy and heat Jg and work Jw fluxes
involved in a Ramsey zone, i.e., a mode field inside a low quality factor cavity that behaves classically
and promotes rotations on atomic states. For this, we developed a method to calculate the work
associated only with the atom, which would not be possible with the usual approaches that assume
a time dependence on the Hamiltonian of the system. Focusing on the atomic dynamic only, here
we show that Jw predominates when the atomic state evolves maintaining its maximum purity,
as computed by von Neumann entropy, in which case the rotation is successfully applied. On the
other hand, Jg is the quantity that stands out when the atomic state ceases to be pure due to
its entanglement with the cavity field mode state. We describe those limits in terms of the driving
strength, the atom-field coupling and the cavity field dissipation rate, and interpret the quantum-to-
classical transition in light of the heat and work fluxes. Besides, we show that for a driven-dissipative
cavity mode to work out as a Ramsey zone (classical field), a very large amount of photons, of the
order of 10°, need to cross the leaky cavity, which explains the classical behavior of the intra-cavity
mode field even though, on average, it has a number of photons of the order of unity [Phys. Rev.

Lett. 82, 4737 (1999)].

I. INTRODUCTION

Cavity Quantum Electrodynamics (CQED) studies the
interaction between light confined in cavities and atoms
where the quantum nature of light and atoms is signif-
icant [1-3]. In CQED, quantum operations reach the
individual control of atomic levels and their interaction
with a single photon for engineering quantum states, in
particular the qubits (two-level systems) that are now
being applied in the construction of quantum computers
[4].

The specific case of a qubit composed by a single
two-level atom interacting with a cavity mode field is
described, in the rotating-wave approximation (valid
when the atom-field coupling is much weaker than their
natural oscillation frequency) by the Jaynes-Cummings
model [5], which promotes the so-called Rabi oscillations
|g)|n) <> |e}|n+1) between the atom ground (|g)) and ex-
cited (|e)) states and the cavity state (|m)) through the
interaction term Hjc=hg(cia+o_a’), where a' (a) is
the creation (annihilation) operator for the cavity-mode-
field and o (o) is the raising (lowering) operator for the
atom, and g describes the strength of the Rabi frequency.
If the cavity is on resonance with the atomic transition
lg) <> |e), among the fundamental operations between the
atom and the field, we can highlight, for example, the
one in which a 7/2 pulse promotes a coherent exchange
of photons between the state of the atomic qubit and
the cavity-mode field qubit, resulting in the evolution
(alg)+5e))|0) <> |g) (a|0y+3]1)). This type of interaction
leaves the field state inside the cavity in a superposition
of vacuum and one-photon states. Likewise, w/4 pulses
starting from |e)|0) results in the maximum entangled
state (|e)|0)—i|g)[1))/v/2. On the other hand, atomic
superposition states as «le)+/3|g) can only be obtained

using some classical resource, such that the initial cavity
mode |1;) and atomic |a) states emerge, at the end of the
operation, in a product state |a)|¢;) — (a|g)+08|e))|Yy).

In the microwave frequency domain, for instance, such
superposition of atomic states is generated using the so-
called Ramsey Zone (RZ) [2, 3, 6, 7], which is schemat-
ically illustrated in Fig. 1(a). This technique employs
a low quality factor cavity cooled to near absolute zero
[2, 3, 8], which is continuously pumped by an external
source modeled by H,=¢(e™*'a+e~“r'al), with w, and
€ being respectively the frequency and the strength of the
driving field, to compensate for the relatively short life-
times of the photons, such that the cavity mode field is
described by a coherent steady state [9, 10]. Interestingly,
even when the low quality factor cavity has one photon
on average, thus stressing the quantum character of the
cavity-mode field [11], the action of the external field,
which is the classic resource necessary for the success of
this interferometric technique, in addition to the strong
cavity field dissipation, produces an effective atom-field
interaction that results in a pure rotation on the atomic
state only, without the atom-field entanglement that one
would expect from purely quantum states.

In this work we study the physics of the Ramsey zone
[8, 10, 11] from the perspective of the burgeoning field
of quantum thermodynamics, which has increasingly at-
tracted the attention of researchers in recent decades [12—
19]. To this aim, we focus on the atom as the system of
interest to quantify the amount of heat Jgy and work Jy
fluxes involved during the atom-field-reservoir interaction
[20, 21]. The purity of the state is quantified by von
Neumman entropy, which vanishes for pure states and is
maximum for maximally mixed states. Furthermore, von
Neumman entropy has the remarkable property of being
maximized by Gibbs states, which describe systems in



thermodynamic equilibrium. In the present study, where
we are dealing with an out-of-equilibrium system, von
Neumann entropy provides information about the purity
of the atomic state, which is our system of interest. As
we shall see, while the work is associated directly with
the field, a certain amount of work is also indirectly asso-
ciated with the pure atomic rotation, since heat alone, by
its very definition, would not be capable of producing an
operation that results in coherence in the final states. As
discussed below, a key ingredient in all of this discussion
is a unitary transformation that allows us to work on a
displaced picture of the field in the cavity, thus enabling
us to easily identify the work and the heat fluxes on the
atom. Also, when studying the thermodynamic features
of the RZ we will demonstrate that although on aver-
age there is only one photon inside the cavity, for a pure
atomic rotation to take place, it is absolutely necessary
that millions of photons enter and exit the cavity dur-
ing the time necessary to produce the desired rotation.
This huge amount of photons corresponds to an energy
that is absurdly greater than the work actually needed
to produce just the atomic rotation.

In the next section (Sec. IT) we introduce the model
which describes the Ramsey zone and present a method
for calculating the work associated with the atom. In Sec.
IIT we present our results concerning the heat and work
fluxes [20] in our system and revisit the discussion of how
the classical behavior of the field can occur in a cavity
that contains on average only one photon. As we will
show, for the system to behave classically it is necessary
that a large amount of photons cross the cavity. Finally,
in Sec. IV we present our conclusions.

II. MODEL

The dynamics of a Ramsey zone is described by a mas-
ter equation composed of a unitary and a dissipative
part [22]. The unitary part is governed by the Jaynes-
Cummings and driving field Hamiltonians (h=1) [10, 11]

1 .
H=w (a*a+2) +§0z+ (gUJra—I—ae“"ta—i—H.c.) , (D)

where the first term describes the cavity mode-field of fre-
quency w, the second term describes the two-level atom
on-resonance with the cavity mode field with o, =|e){e|—
|g){(g|, the third term describes the atom-cavity mode
field interaction with g =g* being the Rabi frequency, and
the fourth term describes the resonant pumping (w,=w)
on the cavity mode field. This fourth term, as it appears
in the equation above, indicates that the work is asso-
ciated with the cavity field rather than directly to the
atom, which is our thermodynamic system of interest,
and H.c. stands for the Hermitian conjugate. To obtain
a Hamiltonian that reveals the work that is indirectly
associated with the atom, we proceed as follows. First,
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Figure 1. Thermodynamics of the Ramsey zone. (a) Ex-

perimental setup, where a two-level atom interacts (coupling
g) with a single mode trapped in a low quality factor cavity
driven by an external source, strength €, and with a decay
rate k. Panels (b) and (c) show the atomic population inver-
sion (o) and the normalized von Neumann entropy S/In(2)
as a function of gt. Panels (d) and (e) show the normalized
work flux Jw /hwg and the normalized heat flux Jg/hwg also
as a function of gt. Panels (b) and (d) are for g=10"%x and
€=k, resulting in null heat flux and non-null work flux during
the rotation process of the atomic state, thus characterizing
a unitary evolution. On the other hand, panels (c¢) and (e)
are for g=+k and e =103k, which results in non-null heat flux
and null work flux during the rotation process of the atomic
state, i.e., a purely non-unitary evolution (when tracing over
the mode variables). In all plots we neglected the atomic de-
cay (y=0) and considered |e)| 0) as the initial atom-field state
(in the displaced picture).

we move to a rotating frame according to the interaction
picture, such that H — Hj, with

Hfzg(a+a+a_af) +e (a—l—aT). (2)

Assuming weak interaction between the field and the
reservoir modes and taking into account that experiments
are done by cooling the system to near absolute zero, the
dynamics of the whole system is governed by the master
equation [22]

p-:—i[H[7p]+l€£a(p)+’7£07 (p)v (3)

where k () is the cavity mode field (atom) dissi-
pation rate, and Lg(p)=28pB1—B1Bp—pBTB (B=a,0-)



[10, 11]. After that, following Ref. [10], first we write
the master equation in the displaced picture by ap-
plying the time-independent unitary operation D(a)=
exp(aa’—a*a), with a=—ie/k such that

p=—ilHsc+Hsc.pl+rLa(p) Lo (P),  (4)

with p=D'(a)pD(a), Hjc=g(ora+o_a’) and Hsc=
ago+a*go_. The equation above allows us to identify
an effective classical field driving the atomic state, thus
capable to associate work with the atom [20], and another
part that can introduce non-unitarity to the evolution of
the atom, which consists, in addition to the atomic decay,
in interaction with the mode of cavity together with the
cavity dissipation. This can be clearly seen when we
deal with effective dynamics, by tracing over the cavity
mode variables. For instance, considering g << k+/(n.)+1
where (n.) is the intra-cavity average number of photons
(in the displaced picture), we can adiabatically eliminate
the field operators to obtain the effective master equation
to the atom only in the Schrédinger picture [10]:

pat:_Z-[Hatapat]'i_[’effﬁaf(pat)7 (5)

where Hg=(w/2)o,—(ieg/k)(ore”“i—o_e“?)  and
Ters=g*/k+v. From this master equation we can
directly calculate how much of heat Jo=tr(Hy:pq:) (dis-
sipative part, which comes from the atom-cavity mode
interaction plus the cavity dissipation and the natural
atomic decay) and work Jy =tr(Hgape:) (unitary part)
fluxes [20] are needed to make the Ramsey zone to work
properly.

Note that for v=0 and ¢ small enough, the dynamics is
equivalent to that of an atom pumped by a classical field,
being approximately unitary and, therefore, only work is
associated with the atom during the evolution. On the
other hand, by increasing g the dissipation term can take
part in the dynamics, thus allowing the atom to exchange
heat with its environment. However, depending on the
strength of the driving field € one can have either work
or heat flux dominating the dynamics (see discussion on
the next section.) Furthermore, it is worthwhile to men-
tion that one of the central points in thermodynamics is
the definition of the system. By defining, therefore, what
a system is and what its surroundings are, we are able
to calculate the energy flows into and out of the system
both in the form of heat and work. In the model we are
considering here, the atom is our system of interest, while
the cavity-field, the laser field and the thermal reservoirs
are the surrounding forming the effective thermal bath
and external force for the atom. Having this in mind,
note that Eq. (4) must be consistent with the effective
master equation (Eq. (5)), thus producing the same re-
sult either for heat Jg or work Jy fluxes [20]. Although
useful for understanding the general aspects of our sys-
tem, both heat and work calculated using Eq. (5) will be
limited in scope because of the approximation we have

made. However, if we now rewrite Eq. (4) as
pat = *i[Hatapat]“i’Leff(pat)v (6)

where  por=trs(p) and Leps(par) =tr{—i[Hc,p]+
kL(a)p+vL(c_)p, then we can clearly identify the
terms responsible for both heat and work exchange
between the atom and its surrounding. This is an
important remark, since while Eq. (5) restrict us to the
regime g< kv/(ne)+1, Eq. (6) allows us to numerically
investigate heat Jg and work Jy fluxes for all values of
g and €. Here the numerical calculation is done using
the quantum optics toolbox [23, 24] which allows us to
easily integrate the master equation of our system and
calculate the desired quantities.

III. RESULTS

A. Heat and work fluxes in a Ramsey zone

To investigate how the heat and the work fluxes be-
have, let’s first analyze some extreme cases, where our
intuition can help us to understand our system. To this
end, let’s assume the initial state in the displaced picture
as |e)|0) (i.e., the atom initially prepared in the excited
state and the cavity mode in vacuum, which represents a
coherent state that would be reached in the steady state
in the case without atom and in the Schrédinger picture).

The first case is the one the atom-field coupling g is
much smaller than the cavity decay rate, i.e., g<<x, and
for appreciable driving strength e, whose dynamics of the
system is governed by Eq. (5). In this case the Jaynes-
Cummings dynamics can be ignored, and therefore there
will be no entanglement of the atom with the cavity field.
This is clearly seen in Fig. 1(b), since the atom per-
forms a complete rotation from the excited to ground
state (see the evolution of the (o,)) keeping the von Neu-
mann entropy S=—tr[pdn(p.t)] equals to 0 during the
whole evolution. In this case, as we see in Fig. 1(d),
the heat flux Jg is null while the work flux is non-null.
Thus, the work flux Jy involved in the atomic rotation
has been completely directed to successfully accomplish
this task.

In the second case, for intermediate or strong atom-
field coupling, i.e., g=>k, and |e/k|< 1, the Jaynes-
Cummings dynamics dominates and the atom-cavity
mode state becomes entangled, resulting in a mixed
atomic state after tracing over the field variables. Thus,
only heat Jg is exchanged between the atom and its sur-
roundings. This behavior can be seen in Fig. 1(c), where
the von Neumann entropy achieves its maximum value
(§=In(2)) during the atomic evolution and the work
(heat) flux is null (non-null), as it can be seen in Fig.
1(e).

Outside of the extreme cases above, i.e., for neither
too small nor too large |g/k|, and intermediate values of



le/k|, the atom can perform work on the cavity field as
well as become entangled with it, thus indicating that
both heat Jg and work Jy fluxes are being exchanged
with its surroundings. To analyze the thermodynamics
of those cases, we considered the evolution of the atomic
state until it reaches a population in the excited state P,
equal to the population in the ground state P, that is,
when (o,) =0, considering the atom-field initially in the
state |e)]|0) (in the displaced picture). Then, at that time,
we calculate the heat and work fluxes for the atom and
the von Neumann entropy S for the atomic state. We cal-
culated those quantities as a function of g/ for different
values of driving strengths €/k, and the results are shown
in Fig. 2. As expected, for any non null value of /k, the
von Neumann entropy starts at minimal values for g—0
since, in this case, the influence of the quantum nature of
the cavity mode on the atom is negligible (thus resulting
in classical rotations on the atomic state only), and it in-
creases for g — co. However, its maximum value depends
on the driving strength e/k: for weak driving the von
Neumann entropy reaches the maximum value S=In(2)
for stronger atom-field couplings, as we see in Fig. 2(a),
for ¢/k=0.25. This happens because, in this limit, we
have basically an atom initially in the excited state in-
teracting with a cavity mode in the vacuum, whose final
state is a maximally entangled one: (|e)|0)—i|g)[1))/v/2.
On the other hand, for higher values of the atom-field
coupling and stronger driving strengths, the cavity mode
reaches a coherent state (with non null amplitude) which
does not lead to a maximally atom-field entangled state
anymore, as we see in Fig. 2(c), e/k=2.

Focusing on the heat and work fluxes for the atom, we
can see that, for a fixed e, as we increase the atom-field
coupling g/x the normalized heat (Jg/hgw) and work
(Jw/hgw) fluxes always increases and decreases in mod-
ulus, respectively. However, a different thermodynamic
behavior appears depending on the value of the driving
strength. For low (high) values of €/x we have (do not
have) a crossing of the heat and work fluxes, as we see
in Fig. 2(a) (Fig. 2(c)) for ¢/k=0.25 (¢/k=2). By
solving our system numerically we were able to find out
the threshold between the crossing versus no crossing
regimes, which happens for e/ka1.1, as we see in Fig.
2(b). Thus, for €/k below the threshold we always can
find a range of atom-field coupling where the work flux
goes to zero and the heat flux is dominant, thus charac-
terizing a purely quantum regime (since allows for high
degree of atom-field entanglement). On the other hand,
for values of €/ above the threshold, both the work and
heat fluxes are non null (with |Jg| <|Jw/| for all values of
g/k), making clear that both quantum and classical as-
pects of the cavity field contribute to the atomic dynam-
ics. As discussed above, for g <k the effective dynamics
is governed by Eq. (5), which allows us to derive the heat

and work fluxes expressions

w 2 3
Jo=tr(Hupu) =0 )" Imllo )], (7)
Tor=tr( Hupae) = 2R el )], (8)

Considering the evolution till (¢4o_)=P.=P;=1/2 and
keeping only the terms proportional to w (since, in the
regime we are, w>>g), we can find the condition for the
crossing point C' in Fig. 2(a): Jg=Jw, which reads

I =2Rel(o,)]. (9)
For all g< x we could numerically verify that Re[{o)]~
0.22 and then g~0.44¢ is the point where the heat flux
equals the work flux. In Fig. 2(a), for e=0.25k, the
crossing point C, determined numerically, is given by
g~0.11k, in total agreement with Eq. (9). However,
for g2k, Eq. (5) is no longer valid and then the cross-
ing point can not be analytically derived anymore. But,
even numerically, it is possible to identify three differ-
ent regions according to the atom-field coupling which
do not depend on the driving field strength (see Fig. 2):
I) region in which g— 0, where the atom-field entangle-
ment is negligible and, therefore, the heat flux is also
negligible, and there is a steady behavior for the nor-
malized work flux Jy /figw (as ¢—0). In this region,
the value of the normalized work flux depends only on
the driving field strength: the higher the &, the higher
the module of normalized work flux |Jy /hgw|; II) region
where 1071<g/k <10!, in which both normalized heat
and work fluxes vary as a function of ¢ (transient region);
and finally III) region in that g>> & and the Jg/hgw and
Jw/hgw reach steady values again (as a function of g).
In this region, both normalized heat and work fluxes can
exist, but their values depend again on the strength of
the driving field: for e/k <1, the normalized work flux
goes to zero while normalized heat flux becomes non null.
On the other hand, for £/k>>1, the normalized heat flux
goes to zero while the normalized work flux becomes non
null. We can understand the behavior of Jy /higw and
Jo/hgw fluxes in Fig. 2(a)-(c) in terms of entanglement
generation. To this end, note from Fig. 2(a) that when
the von Neumann entropy reaches its maximum value,
meaning that the atom-mode state approaches its max-
imum degree of entanglement, |Jg/hgw| increases to its
maximum, while |Jy/hgw| decreases to its minimum, to
the point that |Jo/higw| becomes greater than |Jy /fAigw|.
Interestingly, increasing € prevents maximum correlation
from forming, as indicated by the von Neumann entropy
in Figures 2(b) and (c). As the von Neumann entropy
stabilizes at a value lesser than the maximum possible
(S=In(2)), and consequently the correlation stabilizes in
a value lower than its maximum possible, the heat gen-
eration is also limited, to the point that |Jg/hgw| no
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Figure 2. Normalized von Neumann entropy S/In(2) (black dashed-dotted line) and the normalized fluxes of heat Jq/hwg

(red solid line) and of work on the atom Jw /fwg (blue dashed line) as a function of the atom-field coupling g/« for different
values of driving field strength: (a) e/k=0.25, (b) e/k=1.1 (critical driving strength), and (c) ¢/k=2.0. The heat and work
fluxes are computed during the evolution of the system from the initial state |€)|0) (i.e., the atom initially prepared in the
excited state and the cavity mode in the vacuum state, in the displaced picuture, which represents a coherent state defined by
the driving field in the laboratory frame), until the atom reaches null population inversion, i.e., (o.)=0. For all values of ¢/k
smaller (bigger) than the critical point €/k=1.1 the heat and work fluxes always cross (do not cross), indicating two different
thermodynamic regimes. For g< &, the crossing point C' is given by Eq. (9). In these plots we also identify tree different
regions: I) Region g— 0, where the atom-field entanglement is negligible and, therefore, the heat flux is also negligible; II)
Region where 107" <g/x<10%, in which both normalized heat and work fluxes vary as a function of g (transient region); and
III) Region in that g>>x and the Jo/hgw and Jw/hgw reach finite steady values (as a function of g), which depend on the

driving strength €.

longer exceeds |Jw /hgw|, as indicated by the Figs. 2(b)-
(¢) in which there is no crossover. Note the dual role of
e: it is responsible for (indirectly) increasing the work
performed by the system (atom) and at the same time
limits the creation of atom-field entanglement, thereby
limiting the amount of heat that flows from the system
(atom).

As stated earlier, as our system of interest is only the
atom, we did not conduct a study detailing the work as-
sociated with the field or eventually stored in the atom-
field correlations [25-28]. An investigation to compare
the work associated directly with the field with the work
associated indirectly with the atom as well as with the
atom-field correlations could shed some light on the role
of the cavity in the extraction process of work from the
atom. This will demand more refined definitions of ther-
modynamics quantities to describe the exchange of heat
and work involving interacting subsystems evolving un-
der independent reservoirs. This is an interesting point
and will be investigated in the future.

B. On the classical behavior of the cavity field

In this Subsection we discuss an important issue raised
in Ref. [11], which is the fact that one can have, on
average, only one photon inside the cavity and, even
so, the cavity mode field can be treated from a classi-
cal perspective, since the atom-field entanglement that
would be expected between two quantum systems does

not occur. As we see in Fig. 2, this happens when
the heat flux becomes negligible, i.e., when g<e. To
address this point more carefully, first note that dur-
ing the time of unitary operation, the pumping term
H,=¢(a'+a) is responsible to take the cavity state from
0) to |a(t)) =exp[—ict(al+a)]|0), with a=—ict in Eq.
(2). Therefore, the amount of photons that cross the cav-
ity while the unitary operation is taking place is given by
A flug = |5t\2. On the other hand, the number of photons
that actually remain inside the cavity is given by the
difference between what is pumped into the cavity and
what leaks through the walls of the low quality cavity,
ie., Megy= |5//€|2, resulting in 7 1y = £%t*Neqy. Therefore
if we require feqy~1, then ﬁflulwk2t2. To the Ram-
sey zone work properly, the £>g¢ limit must be met.
For cavities with a low quality factor [2, 3|, we can es-
timate not only how many photons actually go trough
the cavity during the time the atom crosses the cavity,
but how much energy E'=/hwn,, must be invested for
the unit operation U (i.e, the Ramsey zone) to be per-
formed successfully. Now, if we note that a typical atom
rotation occurs for egt/k~m7 then T_LfluxNKJQ/927 and we
can therefore estimate, assuming /g~ 103, a total num-
ber of photons crossing the low Q cavity as ﬁfluacfvlo6
photons. This huge amount of photons helps to under-
stand the emergence of the classical behavior even when
there is only one photon on average inside the cavity.
As noted in Ref. [11], there is nothing special about
choosing fieqy=|e/k|*~1: the unitary operation can be
accomplished even for 7.4, = |e/k|>>>1, provided the re-
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Figure 3. Normalized von Neumann entropy S/In(2) (black
dashed-dotted line) and average photon number 7 1, (purple
solid line) crossing the lossy cavity versus g/ at time when
the atom achieve the state for P.= (e|pat|e) ~ Py={(g|patlg) =~
0.5, i.e., the population of the ground and excited states are
the same for fixed ficqo = |6/Ii|2: 1, which is the average num-
ber actually found into the cavity.

quirement kg is met. However, this would require to
increase the velocity of the atom crossing the cavity. This
large expenditure of energy E f1uz=10%w is in contrast
to the energy FE.q, that is actually needed to produce
work on the cavity field, as shown in Fig. 2. To better
appreciate how the total average number of photons in-
side the cavity changes with the parameters involved, in
Fig. 3 we show, in a log scale on the left, the number of
photons crossing the cavity as a function of the g/ (pur-
ple solid line) for the evolution from (c,)~1 till (o,)~0
(7 /2-rotation), which would represent, in a perfectly uni-
tary evolution, to a superposition state (|e)—ilg))/v/2.
The von Neumann entropy (black dashed-dotted line) is
also shown on the left scale. Note that to produce with
high purity a rotation of /2, i.e., with von Neumann
entropy close to zero, it is necessary a high number of
photons crossing the cavity, on the order of 10°.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, using a method we developed, we studied
the thermodynamic quantities entropy S, heat Jgo and
work Jy fluxes exchanged by an atom and its environ-
ment in the functioning of a Ramsey zone, which is a de-
vice employed to rotate atomic qubits. It is constituted
by a field, which interacts with the atom, in a lossy cavity
whose energy is kept constant due to a pumping field res-
onant with the atom and the cavity mode. We show that
for parameters for which the Ramsey zone works prop-
erly, i.e., without entanglement generation and therefore
causing the atomic state to evolve with a high degree of

purity (minimal entropy) Jy is the amount that stands
out. On the other hand, for parameters for which the
Ramsey zone fails to function, the atom state becomes
highly entangled with the cavity mode field state, and
therefore there is a drastic decrease in the purity of the
atomic state, as shown by the von Neumann entropy, in
which case the amount that stands out is Jg. Yet, for
certain parameters where the degree of entanglement be-
tween the atom state and the cavity mode field state is
finite but not maximum, and therefore the von Neumann
entropy is neither minimum nor maximum, both heat
and work are present. In addition, we demonstrate the
existence of a specific value for € beyond which entan-
glement generation no longer occurs, and consequently
no more heat can be extracted from the system (atom).
Furthermore, our study reveals that the average amount
of photons coming from the classical pump and crossing
the lossy cavity during the Ramsey zone operation is of
the order of millions of photons, which explains the clas-
sical behavior of the cavity mode, even if on average the
lossy cavity contains only one photon. The results pre-
sented here provides a way to understand the dynamics
of the Ramsey zone through quantum thermodynamics
concepts, being of interest to the quantum optical and
thermodynamics community. In particular, the method
we developed allowed us to calculate both the work and
the heat associated with the atom, which would not be
possible using usual approaches applicable only to time-
dependent Hamiltonians. This means that our method
has potential application in quantum thermal machines
that use the concepts of heat and work as a figure of
merit for the calculation of efficiency and performance.
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