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A measurement can extract work from an entangled, e.g., two-mode system. Here, we inquire
the extracted work when no intellectual creature, like an ancilla/daemon, is present. When the
monitoring is carried out by the environmental modes, that is when no measurement-apparatus is
present, the measurement-basis becomes the coherent states. This implies a Gaussian measurement
with a fixed strength λ = 1. For two-mode Gaussian states, extracted work is already independent
from the measurement outcome. After the strength is also fixed, this makes nature assign a particular
amount of work to a given entanglement degree. Extracted work becomes the entanglement-degree
times the entire thermal energy at low temperatures —e.g., room temperature for optical modes.
Environment, nature itself, converts entanglement to an ordered, macroscopic, directional (kinetic)
energy from a disordered, microscopic, randomized thermal energy. And the converted amount is
solely determined by the entanglement.

Quantum entanglement enables technologies which are
not possible without them [1]. Measurements below
the standard quantum limit [2, 3], quantum enhanced
imaging [4–6], quantum radars [7], quantum teleporta-
tion (QT) [8], and quantum computation [9] are all en-
abled by entangled —more generally nonclassical [10]—
states. Entanglement can also be utilized as a resource
for quantum heat engines [11–17] which makes them op-
erate more efficiently compared to their classical coun-
terparts [18]. As an example, an ancilla can utilize en-
tanglement for extracting a larger amount of work by
maximizing the efficiency [19]. It is quite intriguing that
entanglement can even be directly transformed into work
via measurements [20, 21]. The energy can be extracted
from a single heat bath [20, 21] [22]. This phenomenon
—we focus here— takes place as follows, e.g., in a two-
mode entangled state.

Work extraction as a measurement backaction.— Let
us assume that one of the modes (mode a) belongs to
an optical cavity which includes, for example, a free-to-
move board or a piston inside the cavity [20, 21]. The
second (b) mode relies somewhere outside of the cavity
and it is entangled with the a-mode. Both modes are
in thermal equilibrium with the environment at temper-
ature T. When a measurement is carried out on the b-
mode (outside), entropy of the cavity (a) mode decreases

to S
(meas)
V because of the measurement backaction. After

the measurement, the state (a-mode) thermalizes back

to equilibrium and assigns a higher entropy S
(ther)
V [23].

During the rethermalization with the heat bath the ex-
pansion of the a-mode pushes the board located inside

the cavity [20]. An amount of W = kBT (S
(ther)
V −S

(meas)
V )

work can be extracted from the single heat bath. That
is, W amount of thermal energy can be converted into
“directional” kinetic energy (KE) of the board. In case
of maximum entanglement, the state of the a-mode is

completely determined from the outcome of the b-mode

and entropy of the a-mode vanishes, i.e., S
(meas)
V = 0.

Thus, the extractable work becomes kBTS
(ther)
V , i.e., the

complete internal energy. The amount of extracted work
can be employed for witnessing/quantifying the entan-
glement [24–27].

In general, the extracted work depends on the nature
of the measurement and its outcome. Yet, interestingly,
the state of the a-mode (cavity field) turns out to be in-
dependent of the outcome of the b-mode as long as Gaus-
sian states and measurements are concerned [28–31]. The
state, into which the a-mode collapses, depends only on
the strength (λ) of the Gaussian measurement/operation
carried out on the b-mode [32]. Thus, also the ex-
tracted work depends only on λ. Here, λ ∈ [0,∞] is
the quadrature-noise belonging to the Gaussian opera-
tion [33]. That is, if λ (for a reason) assigns a fixed
value, a given degree of entanglement extracts a particu-
lar amount of work. This is the phenomenon we explore
here.

The observable that is measured in an experiment (this
can be, for example, number of photons) is determined
by the quantum apparatus employed in the measurement
of the b-mode. More explicitly, monitoring of the en-
vironment on the apparatus (i.e., decoherence) destroys
the superpositions among the natural pointer states (the
measurement-basis). This makes us observe one of the
values in the measurement-basis. Refs. [34–39] provide
mathematical and numerical demonstrations of the mon-
itoring process.

The question.— Here we examine the following
already-answered-question in the context of work extrac-
tion process. What happens if no measurement appa-
ratus is present? In other words, what is the pointer
(measurement) basis if no intellectual being, such as a
human, a daemon, or an ancilla, is present? In this case,
environmental monitoring sets the measurement-basis as
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the the coherent states [40–47]. Measurement strength is
λ = 1 for any one of the coherent states.

Environmental monitoring.— At this stage, we better
re-depict the picture of the system we have in mind in a
more clear way. The cavity (a) mode is entangled with
the b-mode. It is worth noting that, in general, the a
and b modes do not need to be in interaction [48]. The b-
mode is monitored by the environment. Environment (a
collection of infinite number of modes) can monitor the
b-mode only indirectly as two light beams do not interact
directly. Monitoring can be performed over common in-
teractions with masses of particles present around which
induces an effective interaction between the environment
and the b-mode [49]. It is worth noting that pointer states
are still coherent states, for instance, in case a harmonic
chain [42] is considered. Therefore, in total, environment
monitors (measures) the b-mode in one of the coherent
states. So, the measurement is a Gaussian one.

It is straightforward to realize that the measurement
strength is fixed λ = 1. Moreover, a rotated R(φ) form
of the coherent state basis —R(φ) is present in the most
general form of a Gaussian measurement [28–31]— is also
a coherent state basis. Putting things together, nature
itself makes a Gaussian measurement on one of the two
entangled modes. The measurement basis is composed
of coherent states. As the basis possesses a fixed λ: a
particular amount of work (KE) becomes assigned to a
given degree of entanglement as long as Gaussian states
are concerned. The thermodynamical energy, proba-
bilistic and disordered in nature, is converted into an
ordered (mechanical) form of energy now belonging to
the board [20, 21]. This sets an observer-independent,
nature-assigned, association between entanglement and
directional/ordered energy. We call this phenomenon
environment-induced work extraction (EIWE).

One can gain a better understanding by examining the
phenomenon in low-T limit —such as room temperature
for optical resonances [50]. At this limit, a simple-looking
analytical result can be obtained, because the kBT term,
present in the W formula, cancels with a 1/kBT term
appearing within the entropy difference [51]. Please,
see Eqs. (S11) and (S13) in the Supplementary Mate-
rial (SM) [52].

The extracted work W = ξ(r) (n̄~ωa) depends only on
the degree of the entanglement ξ(r) = [1−2/(1+cosh2r)]
which runs from 0 to 1 as entanglement increases. n̄ is
the occupation of the a (cavity) mode of resonance ωa.
So, (n̄~ωa) is already the “entire” thermodynamical (it is
probabilistic) energy present inside the cavity either be-
fore the measurement or after the rethermalization pro-
cess. Here we use the von Neumann entropy SV in dif-
ference to Ref. [20] where Réyni entropy is employed. r
is the two-mode squeezing rate which is proportional to
the time the entanglement device is kept open [53].

We present the derivations in the SM [52]. In the rest
of the paper, we aim to put this result into words in order
to develop a physical understanding.

We observe that the extracted work (KE of the board

or piston) is: the degree of entanglement times “all of
the thermal energy” present inside the cavity [54]. It
gets closer to (n̄~ωa) in the case of maximum (max)
entanglement [55]. In other words, max entanglement
converts the entire thermodynamical energy of the (a)
photon mode into the kinetic (directional) energy of the
board/piston [56]. As we will see below, this is true also
for other max entangled states, e.g., max two-mode en-
tangled state (|1, 0〉+ |0, 1〉)/

√
2 and symmetrization en-

tanglement of identical particles [57]. That is, we cross-
check our EIWE result with other incidences.

What is peculiar to EIWE is that the work is extracted
by itself. That is, an observer-independent entanglement-
energy correspondence appears. The converted energy is
proportional to the degree of the entanglement ξ [58] and
depends only on the excitation spectrum.

Before making the comparison with other systems, we
would like to bring two important issues into attention.
First, we note that W is calculated using a density ma-
trix which involves classical (thermodynamical) probabil-
ities —grand canonical ensemble. It is a result weighted
over classical probabilities. For this reason, we prefer to
use the words “all of the thermal energy” present inside
the cavity is converted into the KE of the board/piston.
The energy present inside the cavity after the rether-
malization is also probabilistic. Conservation of energy,
however, tells us the following. If the energy realized in-
side the cavity after the rethermalization assigns one of
the classically probable ones, the extracted work needs
to be equal to that value. Second, we note that al-
most all of the notion (e.g., entanglement-work conver-
sion and entanglement-energy analogy [59]) and the cal-
culations carried out here are already discussed in other
studies [20, 21]. Here, in difference, we introduce the
notion of entanglement-work correspondence due to the
presence of nature-originated measurement.

Comparison with other work extraction phenomena.—
We first compare the (i) EIWE result with the one
for another (max) entangled state (ii) |e〉 = (|1, 0〉 +
|0, 1〉)/

√
2 in thermal equilibrium ρ̂ = P (|0, 0〉〈0, 0| +

e−~ωa/kBT |e〉〈e|) [60]. When one measures the number
of photons and the outcome the b-mode is |1〉, W =
x~ωa work is extracted in the cavity a-mode. Here,
x = e−~ωa/kBT is the classical probability for realizing
the two-mode system in the excited state |e〉 and it is
equal to the occupation n̄ at low T , i.e., n̄ = x. This re-
sult is the same with the max entanglement (ξ = 1) case
of EIWE. In this example, too, all thermodynamical en-
ergy present in the a-mode is converted into directional
energy (work). In this case, however, the work extrac-
tion (the same amount) is subject to the measurement of
the b-mode in the excited state. In EIWE, in difference,
any measurement outcome extracts this amount of work.

We also examine the work associated to the (iii) sym-
metrization (max) entanglement [57] as a third exam-
ple. In a recent study, we investigate the work ex-
tracted by identical particles in a system of N total
number of symmetrized bosons. The extracted work by
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(N − 1) particles is calculated when one of the (ran-
dom) particles is measured in the excited state, of en-
ergy ωeg [61]. In parallel with the previous cases, (i) and
(ii), the extracted work, by pushing the board located
within the condensate region, comes out as W3 = x~ωeg

at low T . Here, x = e−~ωeg/kBT is the probability for
one of the N particles to occupy the excited state ei-
ther before the measurement or after the rethermaliza-
tion of the condensate. Similarly, (x~ωeg) is the en-
tire thermal energy of the condensate at equilibrium.
The lowermost excited state of such a condensate is
the Dicke state |N, 1〉 [62], where a single-particle ex-
citation is symmetrically distributed among N bosons,
|N, 1〉 = (|e, g, g, ...〉+|g, e, g, ...〉...+|g, ...g, e〉)/

√
N . This

is a maximally entangled state with respect to any one of
the particles. ωeg is the level-spacing between the excited
|e〉 and ground |g〉 states of a single particle.

We observe that the amount of extracted work, one
more time, is equal to the complete thermal energy of the
condensate (system) at thermal equilibrium. This takes
place again for a max entangled state, |N, 1〉. We can take
the excited state, e.g., as the motional states of a Bose-
Einstein condensate with ~ωeg = h2/2mL2 [63]. Then,
the thermal energy of the condensate can be converted
into the directional (kinetic) energy of a board placed in
the condensate region. Here, again, the presented value
of the extracted work is subject to the realization of the
measured-particle in the excited state. The investigation
of this symmetrization problem has further importance
as entanglement of symmetrized many-body states and
nonclassicality of photonic states are intimately related.
A Dicke (many-body) state becomes a Fock (photon)
state when N → ∞ [64–66]. Similarly, separable coher-
ent atomic states become the photonic coherent states in
the same limit.

Summary and Discussions

Summary.— We reinvestigate an already studied phe-
nomenon –work extraction from an entangled system via
measurement backaction [20, 21]– when nature itself per-
forms the measurements. This is when there is no intel-
lectual being (such as a human, daemon, or an ancilla) is
present for the measurement; but the monitoring is con-
ducted by the environment/nature itself. In this case,
measurement-basis becomes the coherent states [40–47].
This fixes the measurement strength to λ = 1. The state
of the a-mode, in which work-extraction is carried out, is
already independent from the outcome of the b-mode [28–
31] as long as Gaussian states and measurements are con-
cerned [28–31]. (The measurement performed by the en-
vironment is a Gaussian one as the measurement-basis
is coherent states.) Therefore, in total, the nature itself
assigns a particular amount of work/energy to a given
degree of entanglement.

Entanglement converts a disordered (randomly moving
particles, microscopic) form of energy into an ordered

form where the molecules of the board move along the
same direction, i.e., macroscopic motion. The letter is
referred as the mechanical energy, or we can tell that it
is the KE.

We find that at low T , the directional energy associated
with the entanglement is the “total thermal energy” times
the degree of the entanglement for a two-mode Gaussian
state: W = ξ(r)Uther. Here, ξ(r) = [1− 2/(1 + cosh 2r)]
increases with the entanglement and gets closer to ξ =
1 around the max entanglement. r is the squeezing
strength. That is, all thermal energy can be converted
into directional energy for a maximally entangled Gaus-
sian state. Similarly, the entire thermal energy can be
converted into directional energy also for (ii) max entan-

gled number state (|0, 1〉 + |1, 0〉)/
√
2 and for (iii) sym-

metrization entanglement of identical bosons [57]. How-
ever, the conversion in (ii) and (iii) is subject to the re-
alization of the measured mode/particle in the excited
state; while in (i) EIWE any measurement outcome ex-
tract that amount of work.

Squeezing and potential energy.— In this section, we
would like to introduce a correspondence also between
potential mechanical energy and single-mode nonclassi-
cality, SMNc, (e.g., squeezing). Entanglement and SMNc
are two different types of nonclassicalities (quantumness).
The two not only can be converted into each other via
passive optical elements, such as a beam splitter (BS),
but they also satisfy a conservation-like relations [67–
69]. When a cavity mode is squeezed, it cannot be con-
verted into work directly. This is because, squeezing
keeps the entropy unchanged. However, the situation
changes when the squeezed cavity field leaks out through
the mirror(s). The interaction between the cavity and the

output modes
∑

k
(gk b̂

†
kâ + H.c.) is in the form of a BS

interaction. Thus, the cavity and the output modes get
entangled [70]. Environmental monitoring on the output

modes b̂k [71] makes the cavity extract work. We can also
view the process as the potential mechanical energy (as-
sociated with squeezing) transforms into the kinetic me-
chanical energy (associated with entanglement).

Connection with a recent study.— As a final but impor-
tant point, we indicate that the present research actually
investigates the results of a recent study [72]. Rigorous
calculations, employing the standard methods, clearly
show an intriguing phenomenon in an optical cavity. On-
set of entanglement exhibits itself in the response func-
tions of the optical cavity. At this point, nonanalytic-
ity of the response function moves into the upper-half of
the complex frequency plane (UH-CFP). One needs to
avoid this incident from implying the violation of causal-
ity. Fortunately, surveys [73–75] show that a nonana-
lyticity in the UH-CFP does not imply the violation of
causality if there exists a small curvature in the back-
ground. In the present study, the total curvature of the
cavity (a-mode) increases as the disordered thermal en-
ergy is converted into ordered directional kinetic energy
of the board. That is, it indeed increases with the amount
of entanglement.
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I. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

FOR

ENVIRONMENTAL-INDUCED WORK
EXTRACTION (EIWE)

In this supplementary material (SM), we first ob-
tain the environmentally extracted in a two-mode (TM)
squeezed thermal (Gaussian) state in Sec. 1. We show
that it is in the form W = ξ(r) × (n̄ℏω) at low-
temperatures (T ) —e.g., room temperature for optical
modes. Here, ξ(r), given in Eq. (??), quantifies the
strength of the entanglement. We use von Neumann en-
tropy (SV ) in our calculations, in difference to Ref. [20].

Second, in Sec. 2, we show that the same form for the
work extraction, i.e., W = ξ(r)× (n̄ℏω), appears also for
other TM Gaussian states.

1. EIWE for two-mode squeezed thermal state

Initially, before the measurement, both modes, a and b,
are in thermal equilibrium with an environment at tem-
perature T . When one carries out a Gaussian measure-
ment on the b-mode, the enropy of the b-mode reduces
below the one for the thermal equilibrium. When the a-
mode re-thermalizes with the environment it performs a
work in the amount of [27]

W = kBT (S
(ther)
V − S

(meas)
V ). (1)

Here, S
(meas)
V is the reduced entropy of the a-mode after

the measurement in the b-mode is carried out. S
(ther)
V is

the entropy of the a-mode after the rethermalization of
the mode.

Entropy of a Gaussian state can be determined by its
covariance matrix, which includes the noise elements of
the modes. Covariance matrix of a biparitite Gaussian
state can be cast in the form [? ]

σab =

[

σa cab
cTab σb

]

(2)

via local symplectic transformation Sp(2,R)⊕ Sp(2,R)-
i.e., transformations altering neither of the entropy or
entanglement. Here, σa = diag(a, a) and σb = diag(b, b)
are the reduced covariance matrices of the a and b
modes, respectively. cab = diag(c1, c2) refers to corre-
lations/entanglement between the two mode. For a sym-
metrically squeezed two-mode thermal state, i.e., both
modes used to be in thermal equilibrium with the same
T in the squeezing process, b = a and c2 = −c1 = −c.

The state into which the a-mode collapses is indepen-
dent from the outcome of the b-mode measurement as
long as a Gaussian measurement is carried out [28–31].
The covariance matrix of the a-mode after the measure-
ment becomes

σπb
a = σa − cab (σb + γπb)−1 cTab. (3)

Here, γπb = R(φ) diag(λ/2, λ−1/2) R(φ)T refers to the
covariance matrix associated with a Gaussian operation
(measurment) [28–31]. λ is the measurement strength.
For a Gaussian measurement having the coherent states
as a basis, λ = 1 and γπb = diag(1/2, 1/2) independent
of the rotations R(φ) in the a-mode, i.e., â → âeiφ.

The entropy of a Gaussian state is determined solely
by purity, µ = 1

2n
√
Detσ

, which takes the form

SV =
1− µ

2µ
ln

(

1 + µ

1− µ

)

− ln

(

2µ

1 + µ

)

(4)

for a single-mode state [? ].
The purity of the a-mode, after the b-mode measure-

ment, can be obtained as

µ1 ≡ µ(meas) =
a+ 1/2

2(a2 − c2 + a/2)
. (5)

For a TM squeezed thermal state,

a = (n̄+
1

2
) cosh(2r), (6)

c = (n̄+
1

2
) sinh(2r), (7)

the purity becomes

µ1 =
a+ 1/2

2(n̄+ 1/2)2 + a
, (8)

where n̄ = (e~ωa/kBT − 1)−1 is the occupation of the a-
mode, which becomes n̄ → e−~ωa/kBT at low T— e.g.,
the room temperature for optical modes of resonance ωa.
r is the two-mode squeezing strength with which entan-
glement increases [53].
n̄ is extremely small at low T regime. So, it is

µ1
∼= 1− 2n̄

a+ 1/2
. (9)

Then, the entropy can be approximately written as,

S
(meas)
V

∼= n̄

a+ 1/2
[ln(2)− ln(2n̄) + ln(a+

1

2
)] (10)

− 2n̄

a+ 1/2
,

where a = (n̄ + 1/2) cosh(2r). The last term originates

from the ln
(

2µ
1+µ

)

term given in Eq. (S4).

In the square brackets, in Eq. (S10), ln(n̄) = ~ωa

kBT ≫ 1

and ln(a+ 1/2) ∼= ln(cosh(2r)). Assuming that the squ-
uezing rate is much smaller than ~ωa

kBT , which is about

∼100 at the room temperatures, i.e., r ≪ ~ωa

kBT , the en-
tropy takes the form

S
(meas)
V

∼= 2n̄

1 + cosh(2r)

~ωa

kBT
, (11)

where the last term in Eq. (S10) is also neglected.
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Some time after the measurement, a-mode rethermal-
izes with the enviroment and at equilibrium its purity
becomes

µ2 ≡ µ(ther) =
1

1 + 2n̄
. (12)

The entropy at equilibrium can similarly calculated as

S
(ther)
V

∼= n̄
~ωa

kBT
. (13)

Therefore, the extracted work becomes

W =

(

1− 2

1 + cosh(2r)

)

n̄~ωa, (14)

where the kBT term in Eq. (S1) is canceled by 1/kBT
appearing in (S11) and (S13).

2. EIWE for other Gaussian states

We derived the simple form for the extracted work
W = ξ(r)(n̄~ωa) for the TM squeezed thermal states.
Now, we aim to show that a similar form appears also for
other Gassian states given by the covariance matrix (S2).

When the b-mode is measured by the enviroment, the
a-mode collapses to a covariance matrix with determi-
nant

detσπb
a =

(a2 − c21 + a/2)(a2 − c22 + a/2)

(a+ 1/2)2
. (15)

The entropy after the measurement is similarly µ(meas) =
1

2
√

detσ
πb
a

[76]. For c1 = −c2 = c, µ(meas) becomes the

purity given in Eq. (S5).
As we aim to show that the extracted work has a “form”

similar to W = ξ · (n̄~ωa) also for other Gaussian states,
we express Eq. (S15) in terms of Sp(4,R) invariants

detσ = (a2 − c21)(a
2 − c22), (16)

∆ = 2(a2 + c1c2), (17)

where detσ is the determinant of the two-mode state
before the measurement. We do this because any one
of the two-mode Gaussian states, Eq. (S2), can be ob-
tained from Sp(4,R) transformations of the TM squeezed
thermal state Eq. (15) of Ref. [76]. The determinant in
Eq. (S15) can be expressed as

detσπb
a =

(a2 − c21)(a
2 − c22) +

a
2
(2a2 − c21 − c22)

( 1
2
+ a)2

, (18)

where the first term is the Sp(4,R) invariant detσ. In
the second term, I = 2a2 − c21 − c22 can be expressed in
terms of Sp(4,R) invariants (Please note that a is only
local Sp(2,R) invariant) as

detσπb =
(a2I +∆2/4−∆a2)

(a+ 1
2 )

2
. (19)

We note that detσ = (ã2TMS − c̃2)2 and ∆ = 2(ã2 − c̃2)
for the TM squeezed thermal states and they are Sp(4,R)
invariant. Thus, Eq. (S19) can be recast as

(ã2 − c̃2)2 = a2I + (ã2 − c̃2)2 −∆a2. (20)

Please note that, in this section, we use tilde symbol for
the covariance matrix elements of the TM squeezed ther-
mal states in order to distinguish them from the variable
a given in the general matrix given in Eq. (S2).

Cancellation in Eq. (S20) results

I = 2a2 − c21 − c2 = ∆. (21)

Using this in Eq. (S19), we obtain the expression

µ(meas) =
a+ 1/2

2(z + a/2)
, (22)

where z = ã2−c̃2 = (n̄+1/2)2. Please note that Eq. (S22)
is in the same form with Eq. (S5) from which we obtain
the extracted work

W = ξ (n̄~ωc). (23)

Thus, above we showed that Eq. (S23) is a general form
for the extracted work from a symmetric TM Gaussian
state.


