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Highlights

Quantum Engines and Refrigerators

Loris Maria Cangemi, Chitrak Bhadra, Amikam Levy

• Quantum Engines provide a unique platform for studying the interplay of quantum
phenomena and nonequilibrium thermodynamics.

• The role of quantum fluctuations, non-Markovianity, and strong coupling in energy
conversion can be investigated through Quantum Engines.

• Many-body systems and non-thermal baths are building blocks of Quantum Engines.

• Recent developments in thermoelectric devices open new experimental possibilities.

• Quantum correlation measurements and feedback can serve as resources for work ex-
traction and cooling.
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Abstract

Engines are systems and devices that convert one form of energy into another, typically into
a more useful form that can perform work. In the classical setup, physical, chemical, and
biological engines largely involve the conversion of heat into work. This energy conversion
is at the core of thermodynamic laws and principles and is codified in textbook material.
In the quantum regime, however, the principles of energy conversion become ambiguous,
since quantum phenomena come into play. As with classical thermodynamics, fundamental
principles can be explored through engines and refrigerators, but, in the quantum case, these
devices are miniaturized and their operations involve uniquely quantum effects. Our work
provides a broad overview of this active field of quantum engines and refrigerators, reviewing
the latest theoretical proposals and experimental realizations. We cover myriad aspects of
these devices, starting with the basic concepts of quantum analogs to the classical thermody-
namic cycle and continuing with different quantum features of energy conversion that span
many branches of quantum mechanics. These features include quantum fluctuations that
become dominant in the microscale, non-thermal resources that fuel the engines, and the
possibility of scaling up the working medium’s size, to account for collective phenomena in
many-body heat engines. Furthermore, we review studies of quantum engines operating in
the strong system-bath coupling regime and those that include non-Markovian phenomena.
Recent advances in thermoelectric devices and quantum information perspectives, including
quantum measurement and feedback in quantum engines, are also presented.
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1. Introduction

The transformation of energy from one form into another is a fundamental concept that
is studied across many fields of research, ranging from physics to chemistry and biology.
Exploring the principles and mechanisms of energy transformation is essential to under-
standing the behavior of both natural and human-made systems. Such explorations are
crucial, moreover, for designing and improving technologies and finding alternative energy
sources. Thermodynamics, the field that investigates the conversion of work and heat on
the macro scale, was initiated by the theoretical work of Carnot on heat engines in 1824.
In this work [1], “Reflection on Motive Power,”2 Carnot paved the way toward the basic
understanding that work can be produced using two thermal heat baths at different temper-
atures, the common theoretical setting of heat engines even today. Furthermore, the first
step in formulating the second law of thermodynamics was achieved thanks to his study on
the maximal efficiency of heat engines, which set an upper bound on the efficiency of heat
conversion into work in such cyclic operating devices.

Engines and refrigerators have provided a platform for exploring the basic principles of
energy conversion and thermodynamics for nearly 200 years. It isn’t surprising, therefore,
that not long after its invention, the maser (i.e., microwave amplification via stimulated
emission of radiation) was analyzed as an engine operation. A pioneering work done by
Scovil and Schulz-DuBois [2] in 1959 is traditionally considered the first study of quantum
heat engines. Yet it provides only a quasistatic picture; its main quantum feature is the
discreet energy levels of the working medium, as will be discussed in the next section. It was
only much later that a dynamical picture of quantum heat engines within an open quantum
system formalism was established by Alicki [3] and Kosloff [4]. Over the next several decades,
the study of quantum engines and refrigerators3 still took place within a relatively small
community. In the last decade, however, the field has seen tremendous growth, thanks in
large part to experimental advances in nanoscale devices, superconducting circuits, circuit
QEDs, and quantum many-body devices. Both theoretically and experimentally, this study
of quantum engines and refrigerators has expanded into many areas of quantum mechanics,
including quantum information, many-body systems, nonequilibrium quantum dynamics,
quantum fluctuations, quantum control, thermoelectric devices, and more.

After giving a short account of the most striking contributions to the field, the majority of
which were made in the last fifteen years, we focus on theoretical proposals and experimental
findings put forward over the last six years, a period covering the emergence of quantum
engines in several different branches of quantum mechanics, as specified in the table of
contents. A previous review [5] from 2014 focused solely on continuous thermal devices,
and more recent ones [6, 7], published during the period in which we composed the present
work, offer a detailed list of promising platforms for experimental studies of quantum heat
engines (QHEs) and explore energy dynamics, heat production and heat-to-work conversion

2Translation to English by R. H. Thurston from 1890 can be found online.
3Extensive work on Laser cooling took place during those years, but its interpretation in terms of the

quantum thermodynamic framework was still missing.
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with qubits. In each of the main sections, we also provide references to reviews salient to
the specific topic considered. To keep our discussion self-contained, we had to choose the
research papers under our consideration quite selectively, and, thus, covering all relevant
studies was not possible.

The work is organized as follows: in Sec. 2, we summarize basic concepts and models of
driven and autonomous QHEs. We discuss both stroke engines that, analogously to their
classical counterparts, undergo thermodynamic cycles, and continuous thermal machines
that can provide thermodynamic insight into Lasers and Masers. In these models, the
working medium is a quantum object that is driven out-of-equilibrium, by means of control
fields and exchanges of work and heat with a number of thermal reservoirs.

In Sec. 3, we discuss the significance of fluctuations in the operations of QHEs. At the
quantum scale, fluctuation may dominate the behavior of the engine. We therefore introduce
different protocols for characterizing the fluctuations in the work, heat and efficiency of the
devices, and examine their possible pitfalls. Furthermore, we stress the connection between
thermodynamic uncertainty relations and bounds on the efficiency of QHEs.

In Sec. 4, we consider several proposals for prototypical non-thermal QHEs. This class
of engines is energized by means of non-thermal reservoirs, i.e., physical systems whose
quantum states cannot be described with a thermal Gibbs state. Engines belonging to this
class harness additional resources with respect to their thermal counterparts, e.g., coherent
and squeezed baths. Due to their special features that provide additional sources of work, the
efficiency of these engines has been shown to exceed, perhaps not surprisingly, conventional
heat engine bounds. These violations are only apparent, and they can be avoided via a
suitable theory presented here, which takes into account additional thermodynamic resources
linked to the non-equilibrium nature of the bath. Moreover, this section also reviews the
effect of correlations between the QHE’s different baths.

In Sec. 5, we focus on recent theoretical proposals of QHEs, whose working mediums
consist of driven quantum many-body systems. This branch of research is motivated by the
search for genuine quantum effects that could provide an advantage in the performance of
QHEs, with respect to their classical analogs. We take into account several features of many-
body systems that could lead to various advantages in the performance of heat engines. For
instance, entanglement and other forms of quantum correlations have been proven to boost
the output power and efficiency of QHEs, with respect to an ensemble of noninteracting
single-particle engines. Moreover, criticality due to interactions among the constituents
of the working medium can modify the scaling of the power output with the engine size,
such that the engine could achieve finite output power with ideal efficiency. Critical QHEs
working in the presence of non-equilibrium phase transitions, ruled by the Kibble-Zurek KZ
mechanism, have also been studied, as have statistically indistinguishable bosonic particle-
based QHEs. We will review the main theoretical proposals related to many-body QHEs,
underlining the different definitions of quantum advantage, as well as experimental platforms
suitable for implementing such engines.

Sec. 6 provides an overview of recent theoretical approaches and proposals that address
the impact of the working medium’s non-Markovian dynamics on the performance of QHEs.
Non-Markovianity in an open quantum system entails a wide set of physical effects; these
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typically arise in the limit of strong system-bath interactions and low-temperature regimes,
where system-bath correlation decay times are of the order of the system’s characteristic
timescales. A non-Markovian evolution can be described in terms of the occurrence of
memory effects of the open system dynamics. Such effects can lead, in turn, to environment
backaction and information backflows, which are absent in the Markovian setting. As a
result, from the theoretical perspective, these dynamical effects cannot be caught within
the framework of a quantum Markovian semigroup. This phenomenon holds especially
true for open quantum systems subject to driving fields, as nonequilibrium dynamics are
dominated by the interplay between the driving fields and dissipation. We will thus focus
on recent proposals of QHEs undergoing arbitrary finite-time thermodynamic cycles, where
the coupling with thermal baths can also be suitably modulated in time. Furthermore, we
will present special proposals of QHEs whose working medium is strongly coupled to heat
baths, describing their features as compared to more conventional settings.

In Sec. 7, we provide a short introduction to the recent theoretical and experimental
literature on nanoscale thermoelectric devices. This kind of QHE belongs to the class of
autonomous or continuous engines. Unlike driven QHEs, such devices convert steady-state
heat currents into charge currents against a voltage bias, achieving heat to work conver-
sion at the nanoscale. In addition to heat-to-work conversion, steady-state machines can
be employed as heat rectificators, refrigerators, and on-chip coolers, working at sub-Kelvin
temperatures and employing superconducting circuit elements. In the first part of the sec-
tion, we outline the main theoretical approaches to modeling these devices, referring to the
excellent reviews available in the literature. Subsequently, we review novel theoretical pro-
posals and experimental realizations, including the concepts of hybrid thermal machines and
non-local and non-linear superconducting thermoelectric devices.

In Sec. 8, we provide an overview of recent theoretical and experimental advances that
investigate the fundamental relationship between quantum thermal devices and information
theory. The cornerstone of this research in the classical setting, Maxwell’s demon, has
received great interest in recent years, prompted by experimental advances in the control of
nonequilibrium processes. After summarizing the main steps taken during the two decades of
research on this topic, we then focus on recent studies that shed light on the consequences of
genuine quantum features in the measurement-feedback process, which have been described
using the framework of resource theories. We also review novel theoretical proposals of
quantum devices that harness quantum measurement as an additional resource for achieving
thermodynamic tasks, such as heat-to-work conversion and refrigeration. Finally, we provide
a brief account of autonomous quantum heat engines that allow for markedly nonclassical
behavior, such as entanglement generation.

2. Basic concepts

2.1. Quantum thermodynamic processes

Classically, a thermodynamic process is defined as a change from an initial equilibrium
state to a final one, during which thermodynamic state variables such as pressure, volume,
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and temperature may vary. In the quantum realm, the system undergoing the thermo-
dynamic process is on the scale of a single atom, and among the relevant variables are the
eigenenergies and the energy-level occupations of the system. A quasistatic process, in which
the system remains at equilibrium at each instance of the process, can also be defined in
the quantum realm. In this case, the generator of the dynamics may depend on a control
parameter that varies along the process. For the quantum isothermal process, the system is
coupled to a heat bath and its energy levels are varied slowly, such that it is kept at thermal
equilibrium. When the thermalization time scale is much shorter than the system’s internal
one, the system remains in a Gibbs state at a fixed temperature and with respect to the
instantaneous Hamiltonian. In such a process, the system is subject to both work and heat
changes.

On the other hand, the quantum isochoric analog process only involves changes to the
population in the energy basis. The eigenenergies are invariant and the energy exchange with
the thermal bath can be identified as heat, which is accompanied by entropy variation. An-
other important process is the quantum adiabatic evolution of a closed system. In this case,
the control Hamiltonian varies slowly, such that the state of the system follows the instanta-
neous eigenenergies and the population remains stationary. These processes are the building
blocks that constitute quantum thermodynamic cycles, including the Carnot and Otto cy-
cles discussed below. In most cases, these basic processes demonstrate a performance very
similar to their classical counterparts. Much of their quantum behavior, however, becomes
conspicuous when finite-time processes, non-equilibrium baths, and not fully thermalizing
processes are considered, all of which will be the subject of detailed discussion in this review.

2.2. Quantum engines and refrigeration cycles

2.2.1. Carnot cycle

To understand the basic operation of an ideal quantum Carnot cycle, here we consider
the cycle of a heat engine with a two-level-system (TLS) working medium, which operates
quasistatically between two heat baths at temperatures Th > Tc. The cyclic operation of
the engine consists of two isothermal strokes and two adiabatic ones, as shown in Fig. 1a. In
the first (isothermal) stroke (A → B), the TLS is coupled to a hot bath with temperature
Th, and the energy gap of the TLS is reduced from εA to εB, while the temperature remains
constant. This condition is permissible given the energy level changes on a time scale much
larger than the system’s relaxation time. In this case, the TLS remains in equilibrium with
temperature Th at all times, such that the population ratio of the exited and ground state
is given by the Boltzmann factor P1/P0 = exp [−βhε(t)], with βh = (kBTh)

−1 and kB the
Boltzmann constant. During this process heat is flowing into the TLS and work is done by
the TLS.

In the subsequent second (adiabatic) stroke (B→ C), the TLS is decoupled from the heat
bath and follows a unitary evolution according to some protocol that further reduces the
gap from εB to εC . In this case, the entropy of the system is preserved. When the system is
driven quantum adiabatically, the population remains the same, implying that no excitation
or heat is being generated, and work is further performed by the system. For the TLS, an
effective temperature at the end of the stroke can be expressed as kBTeff = εC ln−1(P1/P0).
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This point is crucial as, in the next stroke, we wish to couple the TLS to a cold bath with
temperature Tc = Teff , guaranteeing thermodynamic reversibility. We note in passing that,
for a multilevel system, an effective temperature is achieved if all energy levels are shifted
uniformly, such that the ratio between energy gaps at the beginning and end of the stroke
is constant and equal to Th/Tc [8, 9].

In the third (isothermal) stroke (C → D), the TLS is kept in thermal equilibrium as
the energy gap is enlarged to εD. During this process, heat is removed from the system
into a cold bath with temperature Tc, while work is performed on the TLS. The cycle is
completed once in the fourth (adiabtic) stroke (D → A) the system is brought back to its
initial condition at point (A) via a unitary evolution. In this stroke, work is performed on
the system.

The Carnot theorem of maximal efficiency stems from the fact that, at the beginning of
strokes (A → B) and (C → D), the system’s temperature and that of the baths are equal.
Heat is exchanged with the baths only when there is no temperature difference, leading to
an efficient conversion of heat to work. The efficiency is calculated simply via

ηC =
|W |
Qh

=
Qh +Qc

Qh

= 1 +
Tc∆Sc
Th∆Sh

= 1− Tc
Th
. (1)

Here W is the total average work gain over a cycle, which is equal to the total energy
exchanged with the baths. Qh and Qc are the heat exchanged with the hot and cold bath
respectively. Since the cycle is thermodynamically reversible, the change of entropy ∆Sc(h)

in the two isothermal strokes is equal in magnitude but with the opposite sign. We defined
∆Sh = S(ρB) − S(ρA) and ∆Sc = S(ρD) − S(ρC) with S(ρX) = −tr[ρX ln(ρX)], the von-
Neumann entropy at point X. For the TLS considered above, the net average work over a
cycle is given by

W = ηC

[
kBTh ln

(
Z(B)

Z(A)

)
+ εB tanh(βhεB)− εA tanh(βhεA)

]
, (2)

with partition function Z(X) = exp(βhεX) + exp(−βhεX). The analysis of the quantum
Carnot cycle follows reasoning similar to that of its classical counterpart, and the cycle
will exhibit the same efficiency. Yet other characteristics of the quantum engine (QE)
performance, such as the work gained from the engine, will depend on the explicit details
of the working medium, e.g., whether it is a TLS, harmonic oscillator, or particle in a
box [10, 8, 9].

The Carnot cycle describes an ideal thermodynamic reversible cycle. In a realistic cycle,
however, i.e., finite-time thermodynamics, a dynamical picture [11] of the engine evolution
and its dissipation should be adopted. When a weak coupling between the system and
the bath is assumed, it is the custom to apply the Lindblad-Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan
(LGKS) Master equation approach to open quantum systems [12, 13, 14]. A dynamical
treatment gives rise to new questions and emphasizes the role of quantum phenomena in
the operation of the devices [15]. The finite-time operations in the Carnot-type-cycles [16,
17, 18, 19] lead to processes of dephasing, loss of correlations, and quantum friction [20],
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which become essential to optimizing the power output of the QHE, the cooling rate of the
Quantum refrigerator (QR), and the efficiency of these devices. Optimization of Carnot
cycle performance was studied in different setups, including a single particle in a potential
well [21].
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Figure 1: Schematic diagrams of the quantum Carnot cycle a) and the quantum Otto cycle b) for a TLS.
Arrows pointing towards the branches indicate work performed on the TLS and heat flowing into the system
from the bath. Arrows pointing outwards indicate work performed by the TLS. a) A → B and C → D
are the isothermal strokes, and B → C and D → A are the adiabatic ones. b) A → B and C → D are
the isochoric strokes, and B → C and D → A are the adiabatic ones. The plotted cycles demonstrate the
operation of heat engines when the cycle goes clockwise, via reversal of the direction in which a refrigeration
process can be realized.

2.2.2. Otto cycle

The quantum analog of the Otto cycle has become the canonical model for exploring
quantum engines and refrigerators, mainly due to its relatively simple analysis. The separa-
tion of heat and work strokes in the cycle makes it easier to define these magnitudes in the
quantum regime, especially when considering finite-time cycles.

In the Otto cycle, the two isothermal strokes are replaced by isochoric analog strokes, as
shown in Fig. 1b. In these strokes, only heat is exchanged between the working medium and
the bath. In stroke (A → B), the energy gap of the TLS, ∆h remains invariant, while the
exited state occupation is increasing from nc to nh, where nx = (1+eβx∆x)−1 for x = h, c, and
the TLS is thermalized at the bath temperature Th. This thermalization stage is associated
with heat absorbed by the TLS and equals Qh = ∆h(nh−nc). The stroke (C→ D) describes
the opposite population transition from nh to nc. However, since this transition accrues in
a smaller energy gap ∆c < ∆h, less heat is transferred to the cold bath, Qc = ∆c(nc − nh).
Here the sign of the heat determines the direction of heat flow. Positive heat implies that
heat is absorbed by the working medium, whereas negative heat implies that it is released.
The work output over a closed cycle of the quantum Otto engine can be easily calculated
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according to the first law of thermodynamics

W = −(Qh +Qc) = −(∆h −∆c)(nh − nc). (3)

Negative work implies that energy is extracted from of the working medium. The efficiency
of the Otto engine,

ηO =
|W |
Qh

= 1− ∆c

∆h

≤ 1− Tc
Th

= ηC, (4)

is bounded by the Carnot efficiency, as can be immediately observed from the condition for
the cycle to operate as an engine, nc < nh, which boils down to ∆h/∆c < Th/Tc.

When the working medium is considered to be a single Quantum Harmonic Oscillator
(HO), the efficiency of the Otto engine will be similar to that of the TLS working medium;
however, a difference is observed in the work output

ηHO
O = 1− ωc

ωh
, WHO = −(ωh − ωc)(nHO

h − nHO
c ). (5)

Here ωh and ωc are the HO frequency at the end of strokes (D → A) and (B → C) respec-
tively. Additionally, in this case, the “compression” ratio, i.e., the ratio between the energy
gaps, determines the efficiency. The work, on the other hand, is governed by the thermal
occupation, nHO

x = (eβxωx−1)−1, which exceeds that of the TLS for a given energy gap. This
result is also manifested in other types of engines, including those with finite-time operation,
and becomes significant when optimizing the efficiency at maximum power [5].

For a comparative study of the Carnot and Otto engines operating in the quasistatic
limit, see Ref.[9]. Much as in the Carnot QHE, in the Otto engine, quantum phenomena
emerge when finite-time processes are considered and a dynamical picture is adopted [22, 23].
We note in passing that the cycles described in Figs. 1 can be reversed and operate as a
refrigerator, in which heat is absorbed from the cold bath and is transferred to the hot one.
This reversal occurs when the cycle is completed anticlockwise.

2.3. Continuous and autonomous thermal machines

Thermodynamic analysis of heat engines is usually based on a cyclic thermodynamic
process, in which the system returns to its initial state at the end of the last stroke. However,
other engine types that are not stroke-based can provide a thermodynamic description for
many processes and devices in biology, chemistry, and physics. These are sometimes referred
to as continuous engines, i.e. , a working medium simultaneously coupled to all heat baths
and work sources. Ref. [5] provides an extended review of the basic operation of continuous
quantum engines and refrigerators.

2.3.1. The tree-level maser QHE: Static and dynamical pictures

The earliest thermal QHE proposal, dating to 1959 [2], can be considered a continuous
operating engine and is based on the maser (i.e., microwave amplification by stimulated
emission of radiation) mechanism (see Fig. 2). A three-level quantum system acts as a
working fluid, while two sources of thermal light set at different temperatures Th and Tc
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play the role of the heat baths. The working fluid interacts with the baths by means of filter
waveguides that only let photons of frequencies ωh = ω3 − ω1 and ωc = ω3 − ω2 pass. As a
consequence, the working fluid absorbs energy ~ωh from the hot bath and releases part of it,
namely ~ωc, to the cold bath. Work can be produced via the stimulated emission of photons
of frequency ωs = ωh − ωc, if, as required by the maser operating conditions, a population
inversion between levels |2〉 and |1〉 is achieved. If the engine efficiency is assumed to be
ηM = ωs/ωh and pi denotes the equilibrium population of the i-level, it follows from the
population-inversion condition p2/p1 > 1 that ηM < ηC = 1 − Tc/Th, i.e., the efficiency of
the maser QHE is Carnot bounded [2, 24]. In fact, this efficiency resembles that of the Otto
cycle discussed in the previous section.

TcTh

ωh

ωc

|1⟩

|2⟩

|3⟩

ωs

Figure 2: Schematic diagram of a three-level Maser QHE. Hot (cold) reservoirs are modeled with thermal
light sources at temperatures Th(Tc). Filter waveguides allow for the absorption of hot (cold) photons of
frequency ωh(ωc). The population inversion takes place between levels 1 and 2. Work is performed by
stimulated emission of radiation of frequency ωs.

In the original paper [2], no dynamical picture was associated with the engine analysis.
Here we provide a simple dynamical picture that will recover the effect on the maser efficiency
but will also provide further insight into and information on the energy flows between the
different baths. Our description is based on the LGKS master equation for the reduced
three-level system interacting with three baths. As described above, the hot and cold baths
with temperature Th and Tc couple the levels |1〉 ↔ |3〉 and |2〉 ↔ |3〉 respectively. The work
bath is assumed to have an infinite temperature, and thus no entropy flow is associated with
the energy flow from the system to the bath [24]. The LGKS master equation inherently
mimics the waveguide frequency filtering, by assuming a weak system-bath coupling limit
that emphasizes the resonant frequency. The master equation for the three-level working
medium reads,

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +Dh(ρ) +Dc(ρ) +Ds(ρ), (6)

with the Hamiltonian H =
∑3

i=1 ~ωi |i〉 〈i| and the thermelizing disspators,

Dx(ρ) = γx

(
AxρA

†
x −

1

2
{A†xAx, ρ}

)
+ γxe

−βx~ωx
(
A†xρAx −

1

2
{AxA†x, ρ}

)
(7)
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for x = h, c, w, the hot, cold and work reservoirs. Here γx are relaxation rates given by
the Fourier transform of the x-bath correlation functions, and βx = (kBTx)

−1 is the inverse
temperature of the x-bath, which implies βw = 0 for the work bath. The system operators
Ax can be derived in the weak system-bath coupling limit and are identified as Ah = |1〉 〈3|,
Ac = |2〉 〈3|, and Aw = |1〉 〈2|.

The energy flow between the system and each of the baths can be evaluated according
to Jx =

〈
D†x(H)

〉
≡ tr[ρD†(H)], where D† is the adjoint of D [25, 26]. At a steady state,

these are simply given by

Jh = ~ωhγh
(
e−βh~ωhp1 − p3

)
,

Jc = ~ωcγc
(
e−βc~ωcp2 − p3

)
,

Jw ≡ P = ~(ωc − ωh)γw (p2 − p1) . (8)

The steady-state populations pi can be solved analytically, and it follows immediately that
the efficiency is ηM = −P/Jh = 1− ωc/ωh.

Exploring the thermodynamics of continuously operating quantum devices as engines
and refrigerators is very useful, as many quantum processes in physics, biology, and chem-
istry fall into this category of mechanisms. Engines and refrigerators provide a common
language and set of tools and bounds on the energetic, entropic, and efficiency of these
quantum processes. The continuous models can be extended far beyond the simple three-
level QHE described above, to include phenomena induced by many-body working media,
time-dependent external driving, multi-terminal machines, and more, all of which will be
reviewed in the following chapters.

2.3.2. Quantum absorption refrigerators

A further example of autonomous, multi-terminal devices, quantum absorption refriger-
ators (QAR) have gained widespread attention over the last decade [27]. Starting from early
theoretical proposals [28, 29, 30, 26, 31, 32], a great amount of theoretical work has been
done to elucidate the working mechanism of this engine [33, 34], as well as to investigate
the possibility of quantum advantage in its performance [35, 5] due to coherence and en-
tanglement. Since the majority of these developments were extensively reviewed in a recent
work [27], in what follows we limit ourselves to a brief overview of this kind of engine’s
working principles, focusing on more recent theoretical and experimental proposals.

A quantum absorption refrigerator works with three thermal reservoirs. It achieves
cooling by removing heat from the cold (c) reservoir and dumping part of it into the hot
(h) one. While conventional refrigerator schemes utilize work provided from the outside –
by driving either the working medium or its coupling to the reservoir (see Sec. 6) – here the
energy required to achieve cooling is provided by a third thermal reservoir, i.e., the work
reservoir (w).

In its simplest setting, the working medium is composed of a three-level system, similar
to a maser heat engine discussed in the previous section, operated in reverse mode. However,
more realistic schemes employ three qubits, modeled as usual by means of two-level systems,
each coupled to a different reservoir. In addition, different settings have also been proposed
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Figure 3: Sketch of a quantum absorption refrigerator’s basic setup, with a three-body working medium.
In the typical setting, quantum harmonic oscillators as well as two-level systems can be used to model the
working medium. Reproduced from [27].

that are based on three quantum harmonic oscillators [5], as well as two quantum harmonic
oscillators [30] coupled via optomechanical interactions [36, 37, 38]. In what follows, we
focus on the three-qubit setting as depicted in Fig. 3. The qubits are labeled as h, c, w,
depending on the reservoir to which they are coupled. Moreover, they interact with each
other via a trilinear coupling Hamiltonian, such that the whole Hamiltonian of the working
medium takes the form

Hwm = H0 +Hint =
∑

i=h,c,w

ωiσ
+
i σ
−
i + g(σ−c σ

+
h σ
−
w + σ+

c σ
−
h σ

+
w ). (9)

Although more recent schemes involve three qubits interacting with two-body interactions [39],
below we focus on the conventional, trilinear interaction setting. Here, as in the maser en-
gine, the bare qubit frequencies are chosen such that ωw = ωh − ωc. With the ground and
excited states of each qubit denoted with {|0〉 |1〉} respectively, the interaction Hamiltonian
of the form (9) couples only two states belonging to the three qubits’ Hilbert space, namely
{|0〉c |1〉h |0〉w , |1〉c |0〉h |1〉w}, which are degenerate with respect to H0. It follows that exci-
tation in the cold qubit can be coherently destroyed and created in the hot qubit, provided
that the work qubit is in its excited state. Thus, it is possible to drive the cold qubit to its
ground state by employing the energy coming from the work qubit.

As each qubit is weakly coupled to its bath, cooling of the cold bath can, in principle, be
achieved. However, whether the present setup can work as a cooler depends on the detailed
study of its dynamics, when it is considered as an open quantum system [5]. A rather
intuitive argument for finding out the temperature regime under which cooling is achieved
can be found in Eq. (9), a swap interaction between the cold qubit and a virtual two-level
system defined from states {|−〉v = |0〉h |1〉w , |+〉v = |1〉h |0〉w} of energies ω−v = ωh−ωc, and
ω+
v = ωh. In the absence of interaction among qubits, if the hot and work qubits are found
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in thermal states with inverse temperatures βh, βw, the populations of the virtual states
fulfill p+v/p−v = exp(−βvωc), where βv is the effective inverse temperature of the thermal
state that reads βv = (1/ωc)(βhωh − βwωw). As a consequence, if Tc > 1/βv, an excess
of population in the excited state of the cold qubit is present with respect to the virtual
one. Once the swap interaction is switched on, the excited state of the cold qubit will start
to deplete, i.e., the transition |1〉c |−〉v → |0〉c |+〉v increasingly takes place. In the limit of
weak qubit-bath coupling, thermal excitations are progressively removed from the cold bath
and transferred to the hot bath. A nonequilibrium stationary state thus builds up, in which
a net heat current (the cooling power) flows between the cold and the hot bath.

Several theoretical proposals have been put forward that model quantum absorption
refrigerators in superconducting circuits [40], quantum dots [41, 42, 43], and cavity QED
systems [44, 45]. In [46], a quantum absorption refrigerator was experimentally realized
via a trapped ion setup. An rf-driven Paul trap is used to confine +Yb ions along a given
spatial direction. With the aid of Raman laser beams, optical dipole forces and spin-motion
coupling are applied to the ions, such that they are forced to follow controlled motional
states, i.e., two radial modes and one axial mode of frequencies (ωx, ωy, ωz) of the order of
KHz. The three qubits in the Hamiltonian (9) are thus replaced by ionic normal modes of
oscillation. Thus, the platform simulates the quantum dynamics of a trilinear Hamiltonian
of the form H = ξ(a†caha

†
w + aca

†
haw), where ai are bosonic ladder operators. The coupling

strength, ξ, is related to the trap parameters and the equilibrium distance between ions
aligned in the trap.

2.4. Quantum effects and signatures

The study of quantum processes and devices in terms of engine operation provides a
means of relating quantum phenomena to energetic and entropic currents and the efficiency
of different energy and quantum resource conversions (see also the book chapter [15] and
references therein for a short review on the manifestation of quantum phenomena in quan-
tum thermal devices). The operation of an engine in the quantum regime is affected by
various quantum features. The discrepancy between the classical and quantum operation
of engines can already be traced to the quantization of the energy levels and to the uncer-
tainty principle [47]. Other quantum effects such as coherence and quantum correlations
have far-reaching consequences on engine operation and will be discussed at length in this
review.

Beyond understanding the relationship between thermodynamics in the quantum regime
and quantum phenomena, one of the greatest challenges in this field is identifying when
these phenomena impact the process. The customary manner of approaching this problem
is revealing quantum signatures that witness the presence of quantum effects. In the context
of quantum engines, these signatures can be expressed via classical bounds on measurable
thermodynamic quantities, such as heat and work, i.e., violation of these bounds is possible
only in the presence of quantum effects. Such a bound on the power output of QHEs was
introduced in [48] and was experimentally demonstrated in a nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center
in a diamond setup [49]. Other quantum thermodynamic signatures have been revealed and
demonstrated in heat exchange processes [50] and work protocols [51].
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3. Fluctuations and thermodynamic uncertainty relations in QHEs

3.1. The significance of thermodynamic fluctuations in small thermal machines

The variation of heat and work in macroscopic heat engines becomes insignificant from
one cycle to another when such engines operate in the limit cycle. Moreover, in the thermo-
dynamic limit of large systems, fluctuations vanish and the system can be fully characterized
by thermodynamic averages (excluding critical points and phase transitions). As the size of
the thermal machines is scaled down to mesoscopic and quantum length scales, due to the
finite nature of the working substance (single, few, or countably finite n-particle systems),
thermodynamic quantities like heat and work become truly stochastic with a distribution
characterized by the average, the variance and higher order moments. Thus, evaluating the
fluctuations of these thermodynamic quantities becomes essential, as they affect the different
efficiency and output parameters that characterize a heat engine.

Fluctuation-dissipation relations for equilibrium [52, 53, 54] and nonequilibrium steady-
state [55, 56, 57] problems in classical and quantum [58, 59] systems have been studied
for quite some time. Over the last few decades, such fluctuation relations have been ex-
tended to systems evolving far-from-equilibrium and are known as Fluctuation Theorems
(FTs). Broadly speaking, FTs relate the probability distributions of the forward and re-
versed nonequilibrium processes of some fluctuating quantity. Classically, these theorems
are relevant to biomolecules, molecular motors, colloidal particles, etc. [60]. In the quantum
regime, they are applicable to, and experimentally observed in, a wide variety of quantum
devices, such as trapped ions [61], superconducting qubits [62], quantum dots [53, 63], NMR
setups [64], and NV centers in diamond [65, 66].

Fluctuation theorems reveal fundamental aspects of entropy production, irreversible
work, heat, and matter transport for both open and closed systems, and thus bear im-
portant consequences for scaled-down heat engines. The predominant relations include
Crooks FT [67], which generalizes the Jarzynski equality [68] and relates work fluctuations
of nonequilibrium processes to the difference in free energy between the initial and final
states at equilibrium; FT of heat exchange between thermal states [69]; and steady-state
FT of entropy production [70]. Many of the classical FTs have been extended and derived
for quantum systems [53, 63, 71]. Specifically, such relations characterize the functioning
of heat engines [72] and have important implications for thermal devices functioning in the
quantum domain [73, 74, 75].

3.2. Fluctuations of QHEs: A Two-Point-Measurement-based study

Unlike classical macroscopic heat engines, QHEs are crucially affected by the tussle be-
tween non-zero quantum and thermal fluctuations, and, hence, evaluating them is critical to
understanding thermal devices at the mesoscopic and quantum scale. To evaluate thermody-
namic quantities like work and heat, the standard phenomenological apparatus in Quantum
Thermodynamics is the Two-Point-Measurement (TPM) scheme [76]. In this scheme, two
projective measurements of an observable of interest are performed on the system, one at
the beginning and the other at the end of the dynamical process. This scheme can provide,
for example, the energy difference statistics of the process. Yet one should keep in mind that
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the first measurement collapses the initial state on an eigenstate of the measured observable,
and may thus interfere with the statistics.

The device-efficiency fluctuations can be evaluated by calculating the joint probability
distribution for heat and work on the different strokes [77]. Most of the studies have focused
on the quantum Otto cycle [78, 79], in order to avoid ambiguity in distinguishing between
heat and work. With the Otto engine, for example, the work distribution of a certain work
stroke is given by

P (W ) =
∑
n,m

δ
[
W − (Eτ

m − E0
n)
]
P τ
n→mP

0
n(β), (10)

where E0
m and Eτ

m are the energy eigenvalues at the beginning and at the end of a stroke
of duration τ respectively. P τ

n→m = |〈n|U(τ)|m〉|2 are the transition probabilities, and
P 0
n(β) = exp (−βE0

n)/Z0(β) are the initial thermal occupations. At the next stroke, the
conditional probability for a heat outcome Q given the work W is

P (Q|W ) =
∑
k,l

δ [Q− (Eτ
l − Eτ

k )]P τ ′

k→lP
τ
k , (11)

with pτk = δkm the occupation after the projective measurement at time τ on the energy
eigenstate |m〉, and P τ ′

k→l = pτk(β
′) the thermal occupation at the end of the stroke. In this

case, the energy levels are those projected at the beginning of the stroke at time τ , and the
inverse temperature β′ is that of the thermalizing stroke.

In a similar manner, one can construct the probability of a certain work/heat stroke con-
ditioned on previous measurements outcomes and apply the chain rule to determine any joint
probability. For example, an evaluation of the engine-efficiency fluctuations η = Win+Wout

Qh
can

be carried out using the joint probability P (Win, Qh,Wout) = P (Wout|Qh,Win)P (Qh|Win)P (Win),
for the work done on the system Win, with the system Wout and the heat entering the system
Qh. The efficiency distribution then reads

P (η) =

∫
dWindQhdWoutP (Win, Qh,Wout)δ

(
η − Win +Wout

Qh

)
. (12)

Experimental studies have recovered the above distributions in several setups of QHEs.
In [80], the joint distribution of heat and work and the efficiency distribution were reported
in an NMR-based quantum Otto engine. On the other hand, in [81], the joint probability for
the energy exchanged in a two-stroke engine was measured on an IBM quantum computer
platform, verifying the heat-engine fluctuation relation.

Power fluctuations in miniaturized quantum engines have been studied in the same frame-
work, with an emphasis on exploring the finiteness of the working medium’s Hilbert space
and the strict degeneracy of energy levels [82]. In the quasistatic limit, all the moments
of work distribution 〈W n〉 =

∫
dWP (W )W n can be calculated via a joint p.d.f, P (W ),

for the full cycle of a Quantum Carnot Engine, derived on similar lines as Eq. (12). This
eventually leads to the evaluation of the Fano factor and variation of the work coefficient
for the QHE, with the two quantities encapsulating power output and work fluctuations
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respectively. Strikingly, the analysis points to the supremacy in performance of a quan-
tum machine over its nondegenerate counterparts, via optimization of the thermodynamic
parameters with respect to energy spacings or level numbers.

Work and heat fluctuations: beyond the TPM paradigm. Work and heat are thermodynamic
quantities that are defined over two times. As such, the fluctuations of these quantities are
described by a joint probability for the energy at the beginning and end of a given process.
The TPM scheme discussed above provides such a probability distribution, but with the clear
drawback of destroying all coherence and correlations in the measured energy eigenbasis of
the initial state. To circumvent this issue, different paths have been taken to study inter-
ference and correlation effects in the work and heat distribution. These include probability
distributions that can turn negative, as in the full counting statistics method [83, 84, 85],
consistent histories [86], and the Margenau-Hill quasiprobability distribution [87, 71]. In
addition to turning negative, the Kirkwood-Dirac quasiprobability can also have imaginary
parts [88]. Methods in which the work distribution is not linear in the density operator, such
as the Bohmian framework [89] and Bayesian networks [90, 91], offer another possible di-
rection [92]. These approaches provide tools for studying energy and efficiency fluctuations
of QHEs beyond the TPM scheme limitations and are motivated by a recent experiment
recovering the Margenau-Hill quasiprobability distribution for the work in a quantum pro-
cess [51]. Applying these ideas to stroke engines that encode multiple measurement points
would require devising proper measurement schemes [93, 94].

3.3. Thermodynamic Uncertainty Relations in Quantum Heat Engines

Thermodynamic Uncertainty Relations (TUR) have been an area of intense study over
the past few years, in the context of stochastic thermodynamics and nonequilibrium pro-
cesses in classical and quantum systems [60, 95, 96, 97]. These relations help in providing
bounds in the form of mathematical inequalities for averages, fluctuations, and higher mo-
ments of important thermodynamic quantities, like currents and entropy production for
out-of-equilibrium systems. Within the ambit of heat engines, classical and quantum, TURs
provide insights into the efficiency and power output measures, especially away from the
quasi-static limit. TUR in the classical setting was first proposed in the context of mul-
tiaffinity problems in biomolecular processes [95] and can be expressed in the following
compact form:

Var(j)

〈j〉2 ≥ 2kB
σ
, (13)

where 〈j〉 is the average current, Var(j) ≡ 〈j2〉 − 〈j〉2 is the variance, and σ is the entropy
production, all of which are evaluated in the steady state limit. Physically, these relations
express a trade-off between precision, characterized by the signal-to-noise ratio of currents
at a steady state, and the amount of entropy produced in the process. Eq. (13) reveals
that, even away from equilibrium, dissipation continues to regulate small fluctuations. Ex-
tensions of such relations to phenomena away from a steady state (as in classically driven
or nonequilibrium quantum systems) are an active field of research [98, 99].
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A lot of work has focused on the quantum implications of such TURs in heat transport,
continuous thermal devices, and, most recently, QHEs with discrete strokes [100, 101, 102,
103]. In the case of the QHEs, the effect of TURs are best analyzed when higher cumulants
of thermodynamic quantities are evaluated. A joint probability distribution of heat and work
(TPM scheme) evaluated in one complete Otto cycle, borrowing from the results of section
3.2, provides a platform for calculating such deviations from the average. With W = W1+W2

being the total work output and Q2 being the input heat, a ratio of the two fluctuations

can be defined as η(2) = 〈〈W 2〉〉
〈〈Q2

2〉〉
, with the double-bracket denoting cumulants (in this case,

Var(X) ≡ 〈〈X2〉〉). Similar relative ratios of higher-order cumulants, η(n) := 〈〈Wn〉〉
〈〈Qn2 〉〉

, hold

as well. In the quasistatic limit, the n-th order ratio becomes equivalent to the n-th power
of the standard thermodynamic efficiency [103], i.e., η

(n)
QS = ηnQS. Interestingly, in certain

exactly solvable non-adiabatic QHEs, such ratios are lower-bounded, e.g., η(2) ≥ η2. Away
from the steady state, these inequalities result from the TURs, which determine that the
relative fluctuation of work always surpasses the corresponding relative fluctuation of heat
absorbed from the hot bath. Similar calculations have been extended to Quantum Otto
Engines and Refrigerators, with both finite-time isentropic and isochoric strokes [73, 104]
and an ensemble of quantum thermal machines [105].

In [106], a tighter bound than the Carnot limit, η ≤ ηC = 1 − (TC/TH), was found
in classical Steady-State Heat Engines (SSHE), as a consequence of TURs that rigorously
identify the influence of the time-averaged fluctuations, ∆PW , of the generated power, PW ,
during the engine’s working cycle,

η ≤ ηC

1 + 2TC(PW/∆PW )
:= ηPS. (14)

Such universal trade-off relations in the quantum regime remain an open problem, and
a recent attempt explores the question in periodically driven heat engines [107]. In the
quantum mechanical case, it is evident that quantum fluctuations and non-commutativity of
operators will play a major role in the performance of the QHE, and, indeed, such corrections
to the classical formula have been found. This modifies the above equation to

η ≤ ηC

1 + 2TCG(PW , P
QS
W ,∆PW ,∆IW )

:= ηQ, (15)

where G(PW , P
QS
W ,∆PW ,∆IW ) includes the additional effects of non-adiabatic power PQS

W

and corrections due to quantum friction ∆IW , akin to the ones found in the fluctuation-
dissipation relations of work in slowly-driven systems [108].

4. Non-thermal quantum engines

In the quantum domain, due to the inherently quantum nature of the working medium
and the baths, counterintuitive physical effects can set in, leading to apparent violations
of thermodynamic laws. These effects pose many challenges to a consistent formulation of
thermodynamics in the quantum regime [109] and to the assessment of the performance
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of QHEs. Recently, non-thermal QHEs, i.e., engines working with baths whose quantum
state differs from the Gibbs form, have been the subject of much debate. We will more
appropriately refer to them as Quantum Engines (QEs), omitting ”heat.”

A non-thermal bath is typically prepared in a non-equilibrium quantum state: this set-
up can exhibit quantum coherence and correlations (classical and quantum), shared among
constituent parts as well as with the working medium. Moreover, a bath can be prepared in
a purely non-equilibrium state, such as a squeezed state in the quantum optics setting [110],
or go through a population inversion procedure that makes it behave like a negative ef-
fective temperature bath [111]. Indeed, several instances of non-thermal QEs have been
theoretically devised [112, 113, 114], and experimental proofs-of-principle have been pro-
posed [111, 115, 116]. These systems’ apparently dramatic implications for thermodynamic
laws have been addressed in several theoretical works, which in some cases developed gener-
alizations aimed at describing the energetics of the systems. Below we provide an overview
of several non-thermal QEs, deferring our discussion of non-Gibbsian states arising from
strong correlations between the working medium and the bath to Sec. 6.

4.1. The phaseonium and quantum coherence induced by dissipation

Quantum coherent baths are a prominent type of thermal bath. A QE operating on
this type of bath shows additional thermodynamic features that are impossible to achieve
by means of conventional heat engines. Non-thermal QEs were first introduced as quantum
optical devices. Quantum interference in a system subject to radiation fields can break
the detailed balance between photon absorption and emission processes. As a consequence,
the thermodynamic features of these systems must be modified, leading to phenomena like
work extraction from a single reservoir and the breaking of the Carnot limit in two-reservoir
engines.

In their important contribution to the study of such engines, Scully et al. [117] propose
a modified version of the QHE that works with a quantum coherent bath, i.e., the phaseo-
nium heat engine. The idea builds on previous breakthroughs in quantum optics, namely
micromasers and Lasing Without Inversion (LWI) [118]. Unlike in conventional QHEs, the
working medium is a mode of radiation inside a cavity, and the work is accomplished through
radiation pressure on the cavity mirrors. An ensemble of three-level atoms replaces the ther-
mal light and acts as the hot bath. Each three-level atom has a level structure as in Fig. 4
b, where coherence is allowed between the two lower, quasi-degenerate levels. An entropy
sink is also present, working as the cold bath. As the atoms are injected into the cavity, the
radiation inside the cavity is brought to a quantum thermal state that depends on the phase
difference φ of the two lower atomic levels. The mean number of photons inside the cavity,
n̄φ, obeys the following rate equation

ṅφ = α(2ρaa(nφ + 1)− (ρbb + ρcc + ρbc + ρcb)nφ), (16)

where ρij are the elements of the density matrix of the atoms and α is a rate factor. It is thus
clear that however small, quantum coherence in the bath affects the steady-state number of
photons in the cavity. From a microscopic treatment [119], it follows that the steady-state
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Figure 4: Schematic diagram of early prototypes of QEs. a) A three-level Maser QE. Hot (cold) reservoirs
are modeled with thermal light sources at temperatures Th(Tc). Filter waveguides allow the absorption of
hot (cold) photons of frequency ωp(ωi). The population inversion takes place between levels 1 and 2. Work is
performed by spontaneous emission of radiation of frequency ωs. b) The Phaseonium QE. A radiation mode
inside a cavity performs work on the mirrors by means of radiation pressure, playing the role of the engine’s
working medium. The hot reservoir is an ensemble of three-level (a, b, c) atoms, which are in contact with a
thermal bath at temperature Th. The two lower levels are quasi-degenerate, such that the state of the atom
can show quantum coherence, dependent on the atomic phase difference φ. The atoms are injected into the
cavity and thermalize the radiation field at temperature Tφ, controlled by φ. The state of the reservoir is
thus equivalent to a thermal state with effective temperature Tφ that, due to quantum coherence, can be
higher than Th. A conventional entropy sink at temperature Tc is also used. Reproduced from [117].

number of photons reads
nφ ' nth(1− nthε cosφ), (17)

where nth = ((Pb +Pc)/2Pa− 1)−1 is the photon population in the absence of coherence and
Pi is the Boltzmann weight of the level i. It is worth stressing that the quantum state of
radiation is thermal and can be characterized by a parameter of temperature

Tφ = Th(1− nthε cosφ), (18)

where ε is a parameter linked to quantum coherence that, in the high-temperature limit,
reads ε = 3|ρbc|. It follows that the proper control of phase difference φ can lead to a thermal
state of radiation with effective temperature Tφ > Th.

A remarkable consequence is that work can be extracted from the engine even in the
case of equal temperature, i.e., Tc = Th, which is conceptually analogous to extracting
work from a single reservoir. However, this task does not violate thermodynamic laws, as
additional energy is required to prepare the initial coherences in the bath state. Thus,
quantum coherence acts as an additional quantum resource [120], similar to a special kind
of fuel for the QE [121]. Indeed, it permits energy extraction from the high-temperature
bath more efficiently than traditional engines allow.

Moreover, this setup devises a thermodynamic cycle, composed of an isothermal expan-
sion at T = Tφ, followed by an adiabatic expansion, where the atoms are removed from the
cavity. Subsequently, the radiation cavity is coupled with the entropy sink, undergoing an
isothermal compression at T = Tc followed by an adiabatic compression that brings it back
to its initial state. With small cavity volume variations, using Eq. (18) the engine efficiency
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can be written as

η ' 1− Tc
Th

(1 + nthε cosφ) = ηC − 3
Tc
Th
nth|ρbc| cosφ. (19)

In the presence of quantum coherences, by modulating the phase difference of the two low-
lying atomic levels, the phaseonium efficiency can be tuned to exceed the Carnot bound. A
recent study [122] revisiting this model explored the power-efficiency trade-off when consid-
ering finite-time processes.

The detailed balance can also break in a more conventional QE working between two
thermal baths, such as a laser or photocell QE [123]. The latter device, depicted in Fig. 5, is

Tc Th

h̄ωl

a

b1
b2

β

Tc

Th

h̄ωl

Figure 5: Schematic diagram of the photocell QE. An ensemble of three-level atoms (orange dots) immersed
in a cavity acts as the working medium. Hot (cold) reservoirs are again modeled with thermal light sources
at temperatures Th(Tc). Lasing transition is achieved between levels a, β, after pumping from bi to a (β
to bi) by means of hot (cold) photons. Due to the degeneracy of the lower levels (b1, b2), different atomic
paths interfere, so that quantum coherence builds up as induced by the baths. No additional resources are
required. Reproduced from [123].

more similar to conventional maser QHEs described in Sec. 2.3.1 above. However, here the
two baths are thermal light sources at different temperatures Th, Tc. The working medium
is again a three-level quantum system. The baths provide hot and cold photons to optically
pump the system and achieve lasing conditions. Unlike in conventional QHEs, the lower level
is replaced by a couple of nearly degenerate levels. This change has a crucial consequence, as
stimulated emission processes from upper levels can interfere, producing coherences between
the two lower states that modify the steady state of the working medium. Moreover, the
bath-induced coherences enhance the photon absorption from the reservoirs, as they lead to a
faster depletion of the lower levels in favor of the upper ones. As a result, a net improvement
in the power output of the engine can be obtained. The power can be written as

Pl = A(nh − nc)~ωl, (20)

where ωl is the laser frequency and nh/c is the average number of hot/cold photons. In the
presence of bath-induced coherences, it has been shown that the prefactor A doubles when
convenient model parameters are chosen. If the photocell QHE is considered, better current-
voltage characteristics can be obtained. This proposal’s distinctive trait is that quantum
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coherence is not provided by any form of external fuel but is rather induced by the noise
linked to the same two baths that sustain the laser operating condition. As a consequence,
in contrast to the phaseonium engine, no additional costs to produce quantum coherence are
required. Other models and experiments [124, 125, 126] have studied the enhancement of
the power output due to a coherence reservoir. In these studies, the engine operates between
superradiant and thermal reservoirs.

4.2. Squeezing as a thermodynamic resource

Non-thermal QEs can also be powered by squeezing [118]. Physically, squeezing is a tech-
nique applied to a quantized field of radiation, in order to reduce the quantum fluctuations of
a given quadrature of the field at the expense of the conjugate one. A non-thermal squeezed
QE is composed of a working medium, e.g., a driven harmonic oscillator, which exchanges
energy between two reservoirs at inverse temperatures β1 and β2, such that β1 > β2. In
contrast to conventional heat engine setups, one of the two reservoirs, let us say the hot
one, is prepared into a squeezed thermal state [127]. In the case of reservoirs modeled with
noninteracting bosons, the non-equilibrium squeezed thermal state reads

ρs = P
e−βHB

ZB
P †, (21)

where HB =
∑

k ~ωka
†
kak, P =

∏
k Pk, and Pk = exp[1/2(ξ∗ka

2
k − ξka†2k )] are the single-mode

squeezing operator corresponding to the squeezing parameter ξk = |ξk|eiθk . The squeezed
thermal bath is thus properly characterized by its inverse temperature β and the squeezing
parameter ξk of each mode. In a squeezed thermal bath, the fluctuations of the position and
momentum of each of the bath’s modes can exponentially decrease (or increase) depending
on ξk, while their product does not vary [118]. Moreover, the mean correlation functions are
not uniform in time, as with a conventional bath [128]. These non-equilibrium features of the
bath have severe consequences for the working medium’s thermalization properties. Indeed,
in the weak-coupling, Markovian limit, and in the absence of driving fields, the stationary
state of the working medium is

ρst = P
e−βHS

ZS
P †, (22)

and it follows that the variances in the position and momentum of the working medium are
squeezed as well.

The idea of a squeezed QHE was first proposed in [110]. An Otto cycle was devised (see
also Sec. 2.3), composed of four strokes (ABCD), as depicted in Fig. 6. The working medium
is a driven harmonic oscillator described by the Hamiltonian HS(t) = ~ω(t)b†b. It starts
in a thermal state at inverse temperature β1. An isentropic compression stroke (A → B)
is then performed, i.e., the frequency of the oscillator is increased from a starting value ω1

to ω2, while it is decoupled from the reservoir. Next the oscillator is put in contact with
the squeezed bath, while its frequency is held constant (B → C). Its energy, which is a
function of the inverse temperature β2 and the squeezing parameter r, is increased, as is the
asymmetry in the variances of position and momentum [129]. Furthermore, the oscillator is
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Figure 6: Sketch of the Otto cycle with a squeezed reservoir and the energy levels of the working
medium. A → B is the isentropic compression stroke, the working medium is decoupled from the ther-
mal reservoir, and the oscillation frequency is increased. B→ C is the isochore stroke; the working medium
interacts with the squeezed reservoir and reaches the squeezed thermal state in Eq. (22), increasing its
energy. C → D is the isentropic expansion stroke, the working medium is decoupled from the squeezed
reservoir, and the oscillation frequency is decreased to the initial value. D→ A is the final isochore stroke,
the working medium thermalizes, and its energy is released in the cold bath.

decoupled from the bath and undergoes an isentropic expansion stroke (C→ D), where its
frequency is brought back to its initial value ω1. Eventually, the cycle is closed by means of
another isochoric stroke (D → A), where the oscillator is coupled to the thermal reservoir
at inverse temperature β1.

It is assumed that the isochoric strokes take place in a much shorter time than the
isentropic strokes, and both the time needed to reach the steady-state and the work needed
to turn on the interactions with the baths [130] are neglected. In the weak coupling limit,
the final state after thermalization is known, so that the amount of energy exchanged along
each stroke can be derived analytically. It follows that the efficiency of the cycle reads [110]

η∗ = 1− ω1

ω2

coth(~β1ω1/2)−Q∗2 coth(~β2ω2/2)∆H(r)

Q∗1 coth(~β1ω1/2)− coth(~β2ω2/2)∆H(r)
. (23)

Here ∆H(r) = 1 + (2 + 1/nth) sinh2(r) is the ration between the squeezed and the thermal
occupation nth = (exp(~β2ω2)−1)−1, and the Q∗i are functions that arise from the exact non-
equilibrium dynamics of the oscillator during the isoentropic strokes [131]. When r = 0, we
have ∆H(r) = 1, and the usual thermal equilibrium populations are restored. From Eq. (23),
under conditions of adiabatic compression/expansion strokes, and in the high-temperature
limit, the efficiency at maximum power of the cycle is derived:

η∗ = 1−
√

β2

β1(1 + 2 sinh2(r))
. (24)

Eq. (24) shows that the efficiency of the engine equals the Curzon-Ahlborn bound for r = 0.
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However, when the squeezing parameter is increased, the efficiency can surpass the Carnot
bound, approaching unity for r � 1.

The surprising features of squeezed QEs have spurred novel theoretical research efforts
aimed at achieving a solid understanding of the thermodynamics involved. The entropy
production in squeezed QHEs was first addressed in [129]. Here a generalization of the
Spohn inequality [25, 128, 132] for the entropy production is obtained, in order to deal
with the squeezed nature of the bath at inverse temperature β. More specifically, a non-
thermal contribution to the heat exchange is considered. The time derivative of the entropy
production is rewritten as

Σ̇ = − d

dt
D(ρs||ρst) = Ṡ − Φ̇, (25)

where S = −tr[ρs log ρs] is the Von-Neumann entropy of the working medium, D(||) denotes
the quantum relative entropy [133, 134], and Φ̇ = −tr[ρ̇s log ρst]. From the form of the
steady-state in Eq. (21), it follows that

Φ̇ = β(cosh(2r)Q̇− sinh(2r)Ȧ), (26)

where, after defining the asymmetry operatorA = (~ω/2)(p2
θ/2−x2

θ/2), Ȧ = tr[Aρ̇s]. The main

consequence of Eqs. (25) and (26) is that, in a dissipative evolution, the total variation ∆Φ
can become negative, thereby overcoming the total entropy production Σ that is nonnegative
by definition. As a consequence, the working medium’s Von-Neumann entropy variation can
become negative.

If simple two-stroke cycling processes are considered, where the system is put in contact
with a single reservoir, it follows from the previous analysis that a positive amount of work
Wout can be extracted from the reservoir that is bounded from above,

Wout ≤ tanh(2r)∆A. (27)

As a consequence, the amount of work extracted is linked to the increase in the asymmetry
of the reduced state. The maximum work can be extracted when the initial state is thermal,
i.e., ρs = e−βHS/ZS , and reads

Wmax = ~ω(2nth + 1) sinh2(r). (28)

Even more striking results appear if a slightly modified Otto cycle is considered [129], where
an additional unitary transformation is introduced to unsqueeze the state after decoupling
from the squeezed bath. The surplus of work coming from the squeezed reservoir leads
to entirely new operating regimes for the Otto cycle. It follows that the QHE can work
as a refrigerator and perform work extraction simultaneously. The controversial results in
the thermodynamic performance of the Otto cycle in Eq. (22) have been traced back to
the additional amount of work extractable from the squeezed reservoir, which is absent
in the case of thermal baths. Squeezing, therefore, can be seen as an additional quantum
resource to perform thermodynamic work. This result implies that the Carnot bound for heat
engines operating between two heat baths is not relevant when squeezing is involved, and a
generalized bound depending on the squeezing parameter r has been shown to hold [110].
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The derivation of generalized bounds is not limited to driven, four-stroke heat engines.
In [135], a generalized bound was derived for a three-terminal continuous heat engine, in
which one of the terminals is a photonic squeezed thermal bath. The working medium
is a TLS that exchanges energy with a photonic squeezed reservoir with a two-terminal
electronic circuit. The latter is made of two metal leads acting as thermal reservoirs, with
fixed values of inverse temperature and chemical potential, i.e., β, µ. In this way, conversion
from photonic energy to electrical work is studied through a full counting statistics approach
and TPM protocol. A universal bound on the efficiency is derived in terms of effective
inverse temperatures, which holds for a generic non-equilibrium reservoir. In the instance
of the proposed photoelectric device, with leads at the same temperature and within the
high-temperature limit, the computed bound reduces to Eq. (24).

These controversial theoretical results were later confirmed by an experimental work
[115], which employs a GaAs nanobeam as a working medium, modeled by a quantum har-
monic oscillator. The nanobeam is piezoelectrically coupled to a source of squeezed electronic
noise. Both work extraction from a single reservoir and the breaking of the Carnot bound
in an Otto cycle have been observed through this method. However, these experimental
findings cannot be interpreted as a way to circumvent the second law of thermodynamics.

Different setups for quantum thermal machines were also considered as sensitive probing
devices for temperature estimation [136, 137]. It was shown in [137] that small temperature
variations between the engine baths can be evaluated by measuring a flywheel that stores the
engine’s energy output. In this specific setup, the flywheel is growing macroscopic oscillations
of a trapped ion that can be resolved using fluorescent imaging on a camera. Squeezing the
working medium after the thermalizing strokes significantly amplifies the flywheel energy
and the sensitivity in detecting very small temperature differences. Moreover, when the
squeezing attains the quantum regime, the sensitivity is amplified by one order of magnitude.

4.3. QHEs with negative temperature baths

Over the last two decades, reservoir engineering techniques have been employed in several
tasks, e.g., quantum state preparation, generation of entangled quantum states, and decoher-
ence reduction. Negative-temperature quantum states, i.e., inverted-population states [138,
139], have been studied since the sixties by employing nuclear spins and NMR techniques
[140, 141]. More recently, cold atoms in optical lattices have been employed [142, 143]. Over
the years, the quest for a consistent thermodynamic description of these states has spurred
many debates [144, 145], as they were believed to lead to a reformulation of the second law
of thermodynamics. Quite recently, alternative theoretical schemes have been proposed to
describe these states without the need for modification of thermodynamic laws. Indeed, a
negative-temperature state can be recast as a temperature-unstable state [146]. In contrast
to equilibrium states, which are the focus of the second law, these states can store work, and
it can be extracted to perform various thermodynamic tasks, as with a flywheel [147, 116].
Adopting this scheme, several experimental proposals of QEs working with engineered nega-
tive temperatures have been put forward [111, 148, 149]. An explicit derivation of a Master
equation with an effective negative temperature can be found in the appendix of [147].
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In [111] a QE is described that operates between a thermal reservoir at positive temper-
atures and a second, engineered reservoir prepared at effective negative temperatures. The
experimental platform consists of 13C-labeled CHCl3 liquid and an NMR spectrometer. In
this setting, the nuclear spin 1/2 of the 13C plays the role of the working medium, while
the nuclear spin of the 1H atom mimics the reservoir. The two nuclei mutually interact
and they can be driven by RF pulses. Similar platforms have been employed to engineer
Quantum Maxwell’s Demon engines (see Sec. 8.2.2). A pivotal feature of the setup, the
application of the RF fields, allows for full control of the spin populations, that is, the
state of the working medium can be prepared so as to obey different Boltzmann distribu-
tions. The inverse temperature for a thermal state of the working medium described by the
Hamiltonian Hi = ωiσi is related to the populations of the excited states via the relation
βi = (1/~ωi) ln[(1−p+

i )/p+
i ]. It follows that inverting the population, 0.50 < p+ ≤ 1, permits

simulating a negative-effective temperature state.
The engine cycle runs through a cooling stroke, where the carbon nucleus is prepared in

a thermal state ρ1 = e−βcHc/Zc, with Hc = −(1/2)ωcσ
C
x . Then a gap expansion stroke takes

place in a finite time τ , which is of the order of µs, i.e., much smaller than the decoherence
time. In this stroke, the evolution is unitary, the frequency is increased to ωh, and the
Hamiltonian changes to Hh = −(1/2)ωhσ

C
y , in a rotating frame with the Larmor frequency

of the working medium. Next, the working medium goes through the heating stroke. This
thermalization is simulated by employing a combination of RF pulses and free evolution
gates under the Hamiltonian HJ = (1/4)~JσCz σHz , and the final state is ρ3 = e−βhHh/Zh.
The final, unitary stroke takes the frequency of the working medium back to the initial
value.

The engine’s performance shows remarkable properties, namely the efficiency is shown
to exceed the Otto efficiency limit. Note that the Otto efficiency has been fulfilled in
similar experimental setups [150], where thermal baths are used. Moreover, during the finite-
time gap expansion/compression strokes, transitions between the eigenstates of the working
medium are shown to occur that increase the average extracted work 〈W 〉. Consequently,
the engine’s performance improves with decreasing running time.

4.4. QEs with correlated baths

A different type of QEs allows the baths to share correlations, both classical and quantum,
among their constituents [151]. A recently devised model of QHE working with correlated
baths is based on the theoretical framework of collisional models [152, 153, 154, 155]. In [156],
a QHE is proposed whose working medium is made of two XXZ-coupled qubits S1 and S2,
as depicted in Fig. 7. The qubits, described by means of Pauli operators σi, i = 1, 2, are
also subject to local magnetic fields B1 and B2. The reservoirs are modeled by two sets of
noninteracting qubits, described by a local Hamiltonian HB = Biσ̃i, and they are initially
prepared at equilibrium in a product of thermal states ρB = ρth(β1) ⊗ ρth(β2). In the
repeated interactions scheme, S1 and S2 interact with the environmental qubits by means of
collisions, i.e., the interaction takes place over a finite time τ , during which the Hamiltonian
is constant in time. In the continuous limit (τ → 0), the effect of multiple collisions can be
described by means of a Markovian quantum master equation [155].
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Figure 7: Schematic diagram of the basic mechanism behind the two-qubit correlated engine. The reservoirs
are modeled with noninteracting qubits. They emerge from the reservoirs and correlate after the action
of the unitary gate U . The working medium can thus interact with the correlated reservoir. Several
operating regimes can be studied by changing the quantum and classical correlations generated by means
of U . Reproduced from [156].

In contrast to conventional approaches, before colliding with the working medium, a
unitary U is applied to the baths, so that each couple of the qubits is described by the state
ρ′B = UρBU

†. As a consequence, classical and quantum correlations develop, which affect
the steady-state of the system after a great number of collisions, ρsteady(t + τ) = ρsteady(t).
Here the steady state is the state of the working medium and the baths for which the
variation of the internal energy amounts to zero, ∆E = tr[HS(ρ′SB − ρSB)] = 0, with
ρSB = ρsteady

S ⊗ ρ′B, ρ′SB = UcollρSBU
†
coll, where Ucoll = exp(−iHSBt).

In suitable parameter ranges, the system performs thermodynamics tasks, and it can
work as a heat engine and refrigerator. The energetics of this machine is analyzed by studying
the work W , heat Q, and the entropy production Σ. However, as with the squeezed reservoir
(see 4.2, 4.5), the cost of maintaining the bath correlations, that is WU = tr[HB(ρ′B − ρB)],
directly enters the energetic balance of the machine, such that in the complete case the
refrigeration effects are ruled out. A wide range of unitaries are chosen to correlate the
two baths. In the instance of a swap gate [75], S(φ) = exp[−iφ

2
(σ̃x,1σ̃y,2 − σ̃y,1σ̃x,2)], the

populations of the two qubits are partially exchanged, while the reduced states are kept
thermal with temperatures β1, β2.

It is found that the work output is generally amplified with a partial swap and maximized
when a complete swap of the bath qubits’ populations is achieved for φ = mπ/2 with m ∈ Z.
The engine develops a great amount of both classical and quantum correlations during its
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operation, and the mutual information is used to quantify these correlations and the quantum
discord [157, 158] to study its quantumness. Correlations among the baths qubits are absent
when the work output is maximal, while the system-bath qubits correlations, on the other
hand, play an important role in maximizing the performance of the QE.

4.5. Thermodynamics of non-thermal QE

Following the proposals of QEs operating with non-thermal working medium, and with
non-thermal heat baths (see [121] for useful classification), the quest to understand the ther-
modynamics of these machines regained momentum. The apparent violations of thermody-
namic laws could be traced to the thermodynamic inconsistency of the adopted definition of
heat in these engines. Competing theoretical pictures have been developed, which rely on
different generalizations of fundamental thermodynamical concepts, such as heat, second-law
inequality, and entropy production [132].

Quantum correlations induced by non-Gibbsian equilibrium states modify the entropic
cost of every quasi-static thermodynamic process, as well as the work exchanged [159]. It
follows that the thermodynamic cost of correlations, i.e., the housekeeping heat, has to be
taken into account. A useful strategy for performing the task was proposed in [159], for a
rather generic non-thermal state σ. The von-Neumann entropy of σ is given by

S = β(E − F), (29)

with E = tr[σH], F = F+ 1
β
D(σ||ρth) the information free energy, and F the thermodynamic

free energy of the thermal state ρth. Note that the relation in Eq. (29) reduces to traditional
thermodynamics potential for σ = ρth. Using Eq. (29), the entropic cost of a quasistatic
transformation can be written in terms of the excess heat, dS = βδQex, with

δQex = δQtot − δQc. (30)

Here δQtot = tr[δσH] is the total heat and δQc = dF−tr[σδH] is the correlation heat, which
can be interpreted as the price to be paid to maintain non-Gibbsian correlations. Analogous
reasoning leads to the definition of the excess work as δWex = δW + δQc, so that the first
law reads dE = δWex + δQex. The previous definition of cost linked to quantum correlations
was included in the evaluation of the QE’s efficiency in performing the Carnot cycle. It was
found that, when the cost of non-Gibbsian correlation is correctly accounted for in the heat
to work conversion balance, the Carnot bound is restored.

Similar information-theoretic approaches have been pursued in studying generalized
system-bath correlated systems [160]. The second law can be suitably reformulated if heat
is quantified by means of conditional entropy. Moreover, work extraction from system-bath
correlations is possible and, as a result, a generalized form of the Helmholtz free energy can
be defined. As a consequence, for generic correlated systems where non-thermal states are
involved, the inclusion of work extractable from correlations permits reconciling the physics
of correlated systems with traditional thermodynamics and the Carnot bound.

Owing to the non-equilibrium nature of bath states, ergotropy [161, 162] has been pro-
posed as a key ingredient to explain the energy exchange between the working medium and

30



the bath. Ergotropy is defined as the maximum amount of work that can be extracted
from a given state using only unitary transformation that performs a cyclic variation of the
Hamiltonian. Non-equilibrium bath states, such as the squeezed-thermal state, are non-
passive, i.e., by applying a unitary transformation, it is possible to reduce their energy and
extract a finite amount of work. These states are a mainstay in the study of quantum
batteries [163, 164, 165].

Using these concepts of passive states and ergotropy, thermodynamic inequalities have
been reformulated to account correctly for the effects linked to non-equilibrium baths [166].
When restricted to the weak-coupling regime, i.e., neglecting system-bath correlations, for a
generic quantum evolution ρ0 → ρ(t) corresponding to a time-dependent Hamiltonian H(t),
the change in the energy of the system can be written as

∆E(t) = Ed(t) +W (t), (31)

where Ed(t) =
∫ t

0
tr[ρ̇(t′)H(t′)]dt′ and W (t) =

∫ t
0

tr[ρ(t′)Ḣ(t′)]dt′. In the absence of system-
bath correlations, the two contributions in Eq. (31) can be identified as the heat and work
exchanged with the reservoir, respectively. For thermal states, the work can be extracted by
controlling the time-dependent Hamiltonian. However, for non-thermal states, Ed(t) can be
recast in terms of the passive state π(t), obtained from ρ(t) by means of unitary operations,
as follows

Ed(t) = ∆Epas,d(t) + ∆Wd(t), (32)

with ∆Epas,d(t) =
∫ t

0
tr[π̇(t′)H(t′)]dt′ and ∆Wd(t) =

∫ t
0

tr[(ρ̇(t′) − π̇(t′))H(t′)]dt′. Eq. (32)
separates between different contributions to Ed(t). Here ∆Epas,d(t) is the contribution due
to the change in the passive state π(t), while ∆Wd(t) quantifies the change in the system
ergotropy as a result of system-bath interaction.

The crucial observation related to Eq. (32) is that only the passive part can be linked to
a change in the Von-Neumann entropy of the system, i.e., a change in the passive state is a
necessary condition for obtaining a change in entropy. It follows that dissipative evolutions of
the working medium exist along which the energy change Ed(t) is different from zero, without
a corresponding change in the Von-Neumann entropy, ∆S = 0. As a consequence, the Spohn
inequality, Σ = S(ρ0||ρst) ≥ 0, with S(ρ1||ρ2) = kBtr[ρ1 log ρ1 − ρ1 log ρ2], may provide too
loose a bound for dissipative systems in which non-equilibrium baths are involved, i.e.,
ergotropy can be transferred from the bath to the system (∆Wd ≥ 0). In the case of a
time-independent Hamiltonian, the Spohn bound is entailed by the following relation

∆S ≥ 1

T
∆Epas,d. (33)

It follows that a tighter bound on entropy production is needed to deal with non-
equilibrium bath states. The proposal put forward in [166] only deals with passive states,

S(π0||πst) ≥ 0. (34)

When a slowly-varying driving field is present, the scenario is more involved, as the time-
dependence of the Hamiltonian changes passive states into non-passive ones. However,

31



ergotropy might be extracted from the initial state ρ0 by performing a suitable unitary
transformation, π0 = U †ρ0U . In this case, the system is put in contact with the bath, at
which point it is possible to apply the conventional Spohn inequality. A bound for the
entropy variation can thus be obtained as follows

∆S ≥ E ′d with E ′d =

∫ +∞

0

tr[ ˙̃ρ(t)H(t)]dt, (35)

where ρ̃(0) = π0. One of the main consequences of this reformulation is that QEs working
with non-equilibrium baths obey efficiency bounds that are different and greater than the
Carnot bound. If the bath provides only ergotropy, the QE behaves like a mechanical
engine and ηmax → 1. In the opposite limit, if no ergotropy is present in the bath state
(thermal engine), ηmax = ηC as with conventional QHEs. Alternative approaches to modeling
energetic and entropic costs of non-thermal QEs can utilize studies on the thermodynamics
of generalized Gibbs reservoirs [167, 168].

5. Many-body Quantum Engines

QHEs have been studied extensively with single-particle working medium in both the
quasistatic limit as well as in finite time cycles. Recently, many-body systems have been
investigated for their influence on the performance of QHEs. Many-body systems (free or
interacting) provide a rich arena for studying and engineering a wide variety of physical
phenomena in condensed-matter physics. Inarguably, the real power of quantum mechanics
in fundamental sciences and technology, in general, has been unleashed through the under-
standing and control of many-body systems. In the case of Quantum Thermodynamics,
many-body systems are a natural choice of working medium for exploring quantum effects
in meso- and nano-scale thermal devices.

Many-body cooperative phenomena can already be observed in the two-spin Lipkin-
Meshkov-Glick (LMG) model as the working medium [169]

H = −J
4

[
σx1σ

x
2 + γσy1σ

y
2

]
− h

2

[
σz1 + σz2

]
− J(1 + γ)

4
(36)

where σi are the Pauli matrices. This Hamiltonian exhibits a wide range of behaviors
depending on the parameter γ. When γ = 1, the model is reduced to the isotropic XY
model, while, in the range γ ∈ [−1, 1), it becomes anisotropic. In [169] a detailed analysis of
all the Hamiltonian parameters is introduced, showing that anisotropy significantly enhances
the work output, even towards high efficiency of the operating regime.

Another approach exploring collective phenomenon was put forward in [170]. In this
scheme, coherence was extracted from one single-body engine and injected into another. The
collective work extraction from the engines exhibits an enhancement that scales quadratically
with the number of engines. Improvements in efficiency and work extraction are not the
only advantages of collective effects. In [171] it was further shown that these effects may
stabilize the power output fluctuations of the engine, as measured by the constancy [172].
In the following, we discuss some of the many-body QE unique phenomena in detail and
present exactly solvable models.
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5.1. Many-body engines and criticality

The Carnot bound is a fundamental thermodynamic constraint on the performance of
thermal devices harvesting work, as has been discussed earlier in the review. An important
caveat in attaining this bound is the infinite time required to complete a cycle. Thus, the
power delivered by the engine vanishes at this limit [5]. Likewise, any realization of finite
generation of power in a realistic engine cycle therefore sacrifices efficiency of the engine,
∆η = ηC − η. The performance rate Π̇ = P

η
is relevant to characterizing the relationship

between power output (P) and efficiency (η) in QHEs.
One possibility for increasing the power without affecting the efficiency is scaling the size

of the working substance : an array of N identical engines working in parallel provide an
N-fold larger power than each of them, at the same efficiency with which Π̇ ≈ N . However,
this linear increase in performance rate does not represent any real gain, as it is achieved at
the cost of a corresponding linear increase of resources.

Th

Tc

P ∝ N
∆η ∝ 1

Π̇ ∝ N

Th

Tc

P ∝ N
∆η ∝ 1/Na, a > 0

Π̇ ∝ N1+a

Figure 8: Schematic diagram of the many-body heat engine at criticality. Left (Right) panel: scaling
of the performance rate Π̇ of the noninteracting (interacting) many-body engine. Here a = (α − zν)/dν.
Reproduced from [173].

The question “Can the scaling power of the performance rate of QHEs be increased
beyond linear?” was first answered in the affirmative in an interacting many-body working
medium [173] driving an Otto engine. The basic idea behind this heat engine is depicted in
Fig. 8. It was found that a universal behaviour, with anomalous scaling of the performance
rate is given by

Π̇ ≈ N1+(α−zν)/dν , (37)

when the working medium is on the verge of a second-order phase transition. Here α is the
specific heat, ν is the correlation length, z is dynamical critical exponent, and d is the working
medium dimensions. The performance rate is influenced by two important parameters: the
scaling of the heat capacity and of the relaxation time. The working medium is characterized
by a Hamiltonian with a control parameter λ(t)

Ĥ = λ(t)K̂, (38)
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and the residual part K makes up the many-body operators for a generic multi-particle
system. The heat exchanged with the bath and the work extracted during the different
strokes of the QHE, W , can be evaluated, leading to an efficiency less than Carnot efficiency
in accordance with heat engine fluctuation relations. The performance of the QHE can be
written as

Π ≈ ∂W

∂∆η
|∆η=0 ≈ Nck(λ, T ), (39)

where ck is the specific heat of the working substance. To obtain a super-linear scaling of the
performance, an anomalous scaling of the specific heat needs to be achieved, ck ≈ Na with
a > 0, which can happen on the verge of a phase transition. The physical reason is that,
at a phase transition, finite exchanges of heat are accompanied by infinitesimal changes of
temperature, leading to the divergence of the specific heat.
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Figure 9: Sketch of the many-body Otto cycle. A chain of N spins interacting by means of XY interactions
acts as the working medium. It is equivalent to N/2 independent thermal machines in the Fourier space.
The parameter λ(t) modulates the gap in the many-body states. A→ B (C→ D) is the energizing (relaxing)
isochore stroke, where the working medium is coupled to a hot (cold) thermal reservoir. B→ C (D→ A) is
the isentropic stroke, where the working medium is decoupled from the bath and λ(t) is increased (decreased)
linearly in time, with finite rates. During the isentropic strokes, the working medium can cross its critical
point, depending on λ1, λ2. Reproduced from [174].

QHEs dictated by quantum and topological phase transitions and critical points of the
many-body working medium have been investigated in various settings [175, 176, 177, 178].
Transitions between a superfluid and an insulating phase of the quantum matter driving a
quantum Otto engine have recently been studied [179], showing improved performance in
work extraction with a finite-time dynamical protocol for the unitary strokes.

Quantum criticality in many-body QEs has also been studied in analytically solvable
models [174], accessible in trapped ion experiments. In this study, the Ising and the XY
models in a transverse field with a ring geometry were considered in a Otto cycle configura-
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tion (see Fig. 9). The many-body Hamiltonian reads

H = −
∑
j

Mj(c
†
jcj+1 − cj+1c

†
j+1)−

∑
j

Nj(c
†
jc
†
j+1 − cjcj+1)−

∑
j

Rj(c
†
jcj − cjc†j+1), (40)

where c and c† are Fermionic annihilation and creation operators and the parameters M,N,R
are scalars. During the two strokes of the quantum Otto engine, the unitary dynamics of the
working medium, under the influence of an external parameter (say λ with the rate of quench
1/τ), might lead to the crossing of the quantum critical point governed by the celebrated
KZ scaling law. The scaling law is characterized by the density of defects (excitations) with

respect to the ground state Hamiltonian, nexc ∼ τ
νd
νz+1 , where d is the dimensionality of

the system, and ν, z are the correlation length and dynamical critical exponent respectively.
The efficiency of the QHE depends directly on the KZ scaling law and can be diagnosed
via its influence on the work distribution statistics in quantum thermodynamical settings
[180, 181].

5.2. Long- and short-range interactions

Many-body solvable Hamiltonians offer a rich array of physics to be explored in the
realm of quantum thermodynamics and nonequilibrium dynamics [182]. A classic example
of such a model describes a many-particle (N) dynamics under a time-dependent harmonic
trap with frequency ω(t), along with a two-body interaction potential [183]

H(t) =
N∑
i=1

(
− ~2

2m
∇2 +

1

2
ω2(t)r2(t)

)
+
∑
i 6=j

V (|ri − rj|). (41)

The interaction potential is assumed to take the form V (r/b) = b2V (r), which insure a
scale-invariant dynamics in the unitary expansion and compression strokes. This model is
then reduced to the 1-d Calogero-Sutherland gas of interacting Bosons in a harmonic trap
with a pairwise interaction potential V (xi−xj) = λ(λ−1)

(xi−xj)2 . Two important parameter values

for the interaction strength λ are i) λ = 0 where the model becomes a free Bosonic gas in
a harmonic trap and ii) λ = 1, a Tonks-Girardeu gas of repulsive Hard-Core Bosons [184].
For other values of λ, the model exhibits an inverse square law (long-range) potential and
is often reinterpreted as an ideal gas of generalized exclusion statistics [185]. Thus, the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (41) has a rich basket of intrinsic many-body physics with an exact
spectrum of eigenstates available.

Focussing on the nonequilibrium properties of such a system under external driving, we
note that the non-adiabatic average energy of the system turns out to be related to the
adaiabtic form through

〈H(t)〉 = Q∗(t)〈H(t)〉ad, (42)

where Q∗(t) is the adiabatic factor that accounts for the non-adiabatic excitations over the
adiabatic average. The adiabatic limit is readily achieved when Q∗ = 1. The total work
input per cycle – corresponding to the adiabatic compression phase (AB) and expansion
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Figure 10: a) The thermodynamic cycle of a many-body engine mediated by the time-dependent control
parameter ω that tunes the potential well of the working medium. b) A schematic of the wave-function
of a many-body state mediated by the coupling strength λ in contrast to c) a single particle trapped in a
harmonic bath. Reproduced from [183].

phase (CD) when decoupled from the thermal reservoir – is 〈W 〉 = 〈W1〉 + 〈W3〉, Fig 10.
Finally, the non-adiabatic efficiency of the QHE is given by

η = 1− ω1

ω2

(
Q∗CD〈H〉C − ω1

ω2
〈H〉A

ω1

ω2
〈H〉C −Q∗AB〈H〉A

)
. (43)

In the adiabatic limit Q∗ = 1, the efficiency reduces to the Otto efficiency ηO = 1− ω1/ω2.

The efficiency Eq. (43) is bound by η ≤ 1−ω1Q∗CD
1−ω1

ηO, which is independent of the number of
particles and the inter-particle interactions.

To characterize the many-body effects, it is useful to look at the ratio of the optimal power
output for the N-Particle engine and that of N single-particle engines, i.e., PN,λ/NP 1,λ’ for
a given coupling λ. Similarly, the ratio between the efficiency at optimal power for these two
cases can be explored, i.e., ηN,λ/η1,λ. It is concluded in [183] that many-particle quantum
effects and nonadiabtic dynamics can boost both power output and efficiency. Shortcut to
adiabaticity methods [186, 187] were employed in this model [188] and others [189, 190],
showing further improvement in the performance of the many-particle engines and refriger-
ators.

A QHE with a working substance made up of tightly confined potential has also been
studied in similar lines [191, 192]. The Hamiltonian studied in this case is the Lieb-Liniger
type Hamiltonian with a contact interaction portrayed by Dirac δ-distribution. Such mod-
els probe the universal nature of Bose gases at low temperature and the role of quantum
criticality. The influence of many-body effects on quantum thermodynamic cycles has also
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been explored in Bose-Einstein condensate with nonlinear interactions [193], and in the
LMG model mentioned above. In this study, however, their influence is considered in the
thermodynamic limit of many particles [194].

A variety of many-body condensed matter systems show the presence of long-range inter-
particle interactions. Ref. [195] considers the implications of such a working medium’s on
the physics of the devices and quantitatively compares it with the influence of short-ranged
interaction on the performance of a QHE. One such Hamiltonian is given by the extension
of the famous Kitaev chain to include long-ranged forces:

HLR = −J
L∑
j

(c†jcj+1 + cj+1c
†
j+1)− µ

L∑
j

(c†jcj −
1

2
) +

∆

2

L∑
j

L−1∑
l

1

dαl
(cjcj+l + c†jc

†
j+l). (44)

Here c and c† are the fermionic ladder operators on the jth site, and L is the length of
the chain. The parameter J controls the nearest neighbor hopping strength, ∆ controls
the fermion pairing interaction, and α characterizes the range of interaction (the short-
range limit is achieved for α → ∞). Long-range interaction can play opposing roles in the
performance of QHEs, depending on the parameter regime and the thermodynamic cycle.
In [195], the long-range effects of both the Otto and Stirling cycles were explored. While
the Otto cycle exhibits enhancement of the work output and efficiency due to long-range
interactions, in the high-temperature regime the Stirling cycle is negatively impacted by
them. Opposite behavior in the two cycles is also observed near the critical point. The work
and efficiency of the Otto cycle decrease with the interaction length, whereas in the Stirling
cycle, they increase.

An Otto engine with a many-body localization (MBL) phase was studied in [196]. In this
setup, the work strokes consist of transitions between thermal states (after thermalization
with heat baths) and MBL phases. The QE work per cycle is expressed in terms of the
localization length, and it is shown that the MBL spectrum distribution leads to a reduction
in the fluctuations and permits a smooth operation of parallel engines compromising the
macro-scale engine.

Optimizing the performance of many-body QHE becomes a difficult task, as the number
of possible configurations of the interactions increases tremendously with the number of
particles. Machine learning [197] provides tools to approach such problems and was recently
implemented in optimizing the interaction of many-body nanothermoelectric systems [198].
In particular, the Reinforcement Learning (RL) approach has been applied to a network
topology of interacting thermal systems, utilizing a strategy of optimizing power-efficiency
trade-off. A thermal device made up of a many-body working medium is mapped onto a
network, i.e., a mathematical graph with nodes and vertices. Each node represents a single-
electron level that exchanges electrons with reservoirs and each of the edges between two
nodes indicate the presence or absence of interaction between the corresponding level. Then
a training set for the network is fed into the algorithm by varying the interaction parameters,
for the purpose of finding the set of optimized QHEs with respect to power and efficiency.

We note in passing that machine learning is becoming a tool for optimizing the per-
formance of few-body quantum thermal devices as well. A specific technique in machine
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learning, called Differential Programming (DP), has recently been introduced to optimize
refrigeration via an Otto cycle in STA conditions [199]. This method employs a reward and
penalty scheme to a fictitious agent, aiming to minimize the energetic cost of running the
QHE within specific constraints imposed by the STA scheme. The devised strategies are
optimized via deep learning of the training dataset from each engine cycle.

6. Quantum heat engines beyond the weak coupling and Markovian paradigm

6.1. Quantum Thermodynamics in the strong coupling limit

In the formulation of thermodynamics, it is often assumed that the interaction between
the system of interest and a thermal reservoir is weak. This assumption has several signifi-
cant thermodynamic implications, one of which is that the reservoir will generally force, in
the long time limit, the system to a canonical Gibbs state. This equilibrium state should
then grant the possibility of exploring changes in thermodynamic variables defined only at
equilibrium. Moreover, the weak system-bath coupling assumption is crucial for consistent
energy accounting and for the division of energy into heat and work. Heat can be under-
stood, in this case, as the energy dissipated to the reservoir, and entropy production can be
associated with it. On the macroscale, weak coupling usually provides a good description,
as the system interacts with the reservoir through the boundaries that constitute a small
portion of the system’s degrees of freedom and contribute very little to its energy. On the
other hand, in the single-particle scale of the system, this assumption doesn’t necessarily
hold true. The energy scale of the system becomes comparable to that of the interaction, the
boundary between the system and the reservoir is obscured, and the system will generally
relax to a non-Gibbisian state. As a consequence, the definition of heat becomes ambiguous.

Many paths to reconciling the thermodynamics of open quantum systems in the strong
coupling regime have been explored. Describing thermodynamics with a single reservoir
was established using the Hamiltonian of mean force, which overcomes the deviation from a
Gibbs state by defining an effective Hamiltonian [200, 201, 202] to construct thermodynamic
potentials. Quantum thermodynamics in the strong coupling regime was also explored us-
ing well-established nonequilibrium quantum dynamics theories and methods. This includes
the Polaron transformation [203, 204], noninteracting blip approximation [205], Reaction
coordinates [206, 207, 208], non-equilibrium Green’s function methods [209, 210, 211], hier-
archical equations of motion [212, 213, 214], the stochastic surrogate Hamiltonian [215], and
alternative approach of strong coupling via heat exchangers [216] . The list above is limited
and the subject accedes the scope of this review, and in the following, we will focus on a
few of these methods in the context of QHE and refrigerators.

6.1.1. Study of QHEs using the polaron transformation method

To study the dynamics of an open quantum system, out of equilibrium, and strongly
coupled to a bath at finite temperature, one of the earliest methods developed follows the
celebrated polaron transformation technique [217]. The spin-boson model has been investi-
gated via this method [218], and later was applied to the externally driven variation of the
model [219, 220], and to nonequilibrium studies that include more than one bath [221, 214].
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To give a brief overview of the method, we follow the model in reference [220] of an exciton-
phonon system that is driven by an external field. The Hamiltonian in a rotating frame, in
terms of the Pauli matrices, can be expressed as

HEP = δσ+ +
Ω(t)

2
σx +

∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk + σ+

∑
k

gkb
†
k + g∗kbk. (45)

Here Ω(t) is the Rabi frequency, δ is the detuning, and gk are the couplings to the phononic
modes. The polaron transform is then carried out, Hp = eSHEP e

−S, with

S = σ+

∑
k

αkb
†
k − α∗kbk, and αk =

gk
ωk
. (46)

The final transformed Hamiltonian,

Hp = δ′σz +
Ωr(t)

2
σx +

∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk +

Ω(t)

2

(
σxBx + σyBy

)
, (47)

displays several distinct effects: a) renormalization of the exciton parameters due to the
strong coupling, in particular, a shift in the detuning, δ′ = δ −∑k ωk|αk|2, and an effective
Rabi frequency, Ωr(t) = Ω(t)〈B〉; b) renormalized bath interaction operators Bx = (B+ +

B− + 2〈B〉)/2, By = i(B+ − B−)/2, and B± = e±(
∑
k αkb

†
k−α

∗
kbk). For a phononic bath

in thermal equilibrium at inverse temperature β, the expectation value of B± is simply

〈B〉 = exp
[
− 1

2

∑ |αk|2 coth(βωk
2

)
]
.

The dynamics of the system generated by the polaron Hamiltonian in Eq. (47) can
then be solved using different methods and perturbative expansions. In [220], a time-local
master equation for the reduced system was derived. Phonon-mediated electronic transport,
with nonequilbrium and coupled quantum dots connected to external leads, have also been
explored using master equation techniques for the polaron [222, 223, 224]. More recently, the
polaron transformation, together with hierarchical equations of motion, were implemented
to study quantum friction and work extraction in an electronic system coupled to two leads
and to a phonon mode, with and without damping [214]. This work spans both the weak
and strong system-bath coupling regimes and the slow- and fast-driving limits.

The polaron transformation was also adapted to studying the light-harvesting systems
modeled as quantum heat engines [225, 203]. The light-harvesting energy process is simpli-
fied and reduced to a three-level system, which works as the antenna that captures energy
from the sun and transfers it to the reaction center. Transitions between the ground state
and the second excited state are provided by light from the sun, the first and second excited
states are mediated by phonons, strong coupling is captured by the polaron transformation,
and, finally, the reaction center is modeled as a reservoir that couples the ground state with
the first excited one to trap the energy. The polaron transformation covers a wide range
of system-phonon coupling strengths. This coupling modifies the steady state to include
coherence, which significantly affects the efficiency and energy flux in the process.
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A different QHE, with a two-level system as a working medium, was investigated in [204].
The system Hamiltonian including the external driving field in a rotating wave approxima-
tion reads HS = ω0

2
σz + Ω

2

(
σ+e

−iωRt + σ−e
iωRt
)
. The system is also simultaneously coupled

to two Bosonic heat baths at inverse temperatures βc and βh. The interaction Hamiltonian,

HSB = λcσz
∑
k

gc,ka
†
k + g∗c,kak + λhσx

∑
k

gh,kb
†
k + g∗h,kbk, (48)

is coupled differently to the hot and the cold baths. The cold bath induces dephasing while
the hot bath can lead to population decay. The transformation can be carried out in a
manner similar to the one presented above, only with S = σz

∑
k αka

†
k − α∗ak. In contrast

to the single-bath cases, the polaron transformation in the multi-bath model reveals energy
exchange between the two baths through their coupling to the system, which is directly
observed in the polaron-transformed Hamiltonian. The compromised system-bath partition
makes the identification of heat flows from the baths convoluted in a master equation for the
reduced-state approach. Furthermore, at the ultra-strong coupling to the baths, the power
output is suppressed as the coupling increases, indicating that QHE’s require some degree
of separability to operate.

6.1.2. Reaction Coordinate Mapping in studying strongly coupled engines

A method in both classical and quantum dynamics, the Reaction Coordinate (RC)
mapping has opened up an area of study in the physics of strongly coupled open sys-
tems [206, 207, 208]. The spirit of the framework lies in finding a suitable coordinate
transformation that can eventually lead to a weak coupling description of a dressed open
system in the presence of a bath. This outcome helps in applying the usual weak coupling
tools to the case of certain strongly coupled open systems. For the purpose of our discus-
sion, we focus on a specific model, the TLS, which also serves as the working medium for
investigating the thermodynamics of a strongly coupled QHE [226]. The Hamiltonian in
terms of Pauli matrices and the identity reads,

HS(t) =
µ(t)

2
I +

ε(t)

2
σz +

∆(t)

2
σx, (49)

where ε(t) is the TLS bias, ∆(t) the tunneling term coefficient, and the level-splitting of the
eigenstates µ(t) =

√
ε2(t) + ∆2(t). The TLS couples to two reservoirs, a model invoked to

represent the discrete stroke Otto cycle of a heat engine, in a Caldeira-Leggett form

HSB =
∑
k

p2
k

2mk

+
mkω

2
k

2

(
xk −

dkσz
mkω2

k

)2

. (50)

The bath is characterized by a spectrum of Bosonic oscillators encapsulated in the spec-
tral density (in this case both a cold and hot reservoir) J(ω) ≡∑k f

2
k δ(ω − ωk), where the

rescaled system-bath coupling is given by fk = dk/
√
mkωk and can be arbitrarily strong.

We are now in a position to define the RC mapping scheme. It maps the Hamiltonian in
Eqs. (49) and (50) to an enlarged system S ′ in terms of a collective coordinate, which is in
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Figure 11: Sketch of the Otto cycle in the strong coupling regime. a) Operating cycle of the engine. b)
Schematic diagram of the RC mapping scheme. The star geometry on the left (red circles), where the TLS
is coupled to each bath oscillator, is exactly mapped to the scheme on the right (violet). In the new setting,
the TLS only interacts with a single oscillator (RC) (natural frequency Ω) with coupling strength λ, and the
RC interacts with a transformed bath of harmonic oscillator modes with frequencies νk. Reproduced from
[226, 208].

turn weakly coupled to a redefined bath B′ (see Fig. 11). This process leads to a transformed
system-bath Hamiltonian

H̃ =
(
HS(t)− λσz(a† + a) + Ωa†a

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

S′

+
(∑

k

gk(a
† + a)(r†k + rk) +

∑
k

νkr
†
krk

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

B′

. (51)

The first parenthesis represents the TLS coupled arbitrarily and strongly (via λ) to a reaction
coordinate, denoted by the annihilation and creation operators, a and a†, with frequency Ω.
The second parenthesis accounts for the coupling between the collective coordinate and the
residual bath modes with couplings gk, created and annihilated at natural frequencies νk by
the operators r†k and rk respectively. The analysis of the Otto cycle with the Hamiltonian
HS′(t), rather than the reduced system HS(t), is accomplished by virtue of the RC mapping
formalism, reduced to the standard weak coupling form with product system-bath states.
Moreover, the usual expressions for work and heat along the isentropic and isochoric strokes
are exactly calculated. In the two limits of adiabatic and quenched isentropic strokes,
the main source of work costs is the coupling and decoupling of the working medium and
the thermal bath, a feature ignored in the weak coupling case. Thus, strongly coupled
QHEs compromise on the efficiency of work extraction concomitant with the predictions in
continuous QHEs [204]. The dependence of the QHE performance on the system-reservoir
decoupling procedure (instantaneous or adiabatic) is univocally influenced by the strong
coupling regime and it can therefore act as a sensor for the presence of strong couplings in
engineered experiments involving such thermal machines.

In a three-level QAR (see also Sec. 2.3.2), RC mapping has been applied to figure out the
most efficient cooling window and provides a comparison to the weak coupling case [227]. In
this work, the fact (discussed above) that the RC coordinate ultimately couples weakly to
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the residual bath is utilized to introduce the usual perturbative quantum Master equation
approach. The merging of these two theoretical techniques leads to a remarkable result
in thermal devices with multiple strongly coupled baths: the emergence of a direct heat-
flow pathway between the thermal reservoirs, without any change in the population of the
QAR’s energy levels. Such inter-bath leakage – which is fundamentally a heat transport
phenomenon, studied earlier via these two techniques in [228]) – leads to a decrease in the
cooling window and diminished performance at strong coupling.

Finally, we would like to mention that such a scheme is also useful in characterizing the
generation of quantum coherence due to strong system-bath coupling in QHEs fuelled by
TLS (as described above in Eqs. (49) and (50)), leading to bounds on efficiency and power
output [229] that cannot be delineated by the Born-Markov master equation. These results
are traced back to the generation of coherence in the working medium, which is directly
related to the system-bath coupling and not originated from the driving field.

6.1.3. Perturbative corrections to engine observables due to strong coupling

A common theme of the above studies is that strong coupling between the system and
the bath produces correlations that adversely affect the performance of QHEs. Irreversibility
in the dynamics of a nonequilibrium system in contact with a heat bath leads to universal
bounds on work extraction of small thermal machines, as well as on heat dissipation and
Carnot efficiency. Perturbative methods can be employed to evaluate these corrections due
to strong coupling in a systematic and universal manner [230, 231], without recourse to a
specific model per se.

A system S and a bath B are assumed to be coupled through a potential V , allowing
for strong interactions. Let us consider an N-step process consisting of three elementary
operations: (a) S and B are brought into contact, with the total Hamiltonian HS +HB +V ,
and the possibility of V being turned on and off on the i-th step. The average work gained
during such a step is denoted by W

(i)
V = tr[ρ(i)V ]; (b) a fast quench transformation of the

system Hamiltonian HS, in which the state ρ(i) remains unchanged and an amount of work,
W (i) = tr[ρ

(i)
S (H

(i)
S −H

(i+1)
S )], is obtained. And; (c) a thermalization process at the (i+1)-th

step, which only includes energy exchange between S and B via the interaction V (which
involves zero work cost). Finally, at equilibrium (N-th step), the protocol assumes a reduced

version of the global Gibbs state, i.e., ρ
(i+1)
S = trB[ωβH

(i+1)] where, ωβ(H) = e−βH/tre−βH .
The optimal protocol for maximizing the work extraction is found for initial uncorrelated
state ρ(0) = ρS ⊗ ωβ(HB) and cyclic boundary condition H(N+1) = H(0). The total work at
the end of the protocol, in this case, can be divided into three contributions,

W = W (weak) −∆F (rev) −∆F (irrev), with ∆F (rev),∆F (irrev) ≥ 0. (52)

Here W (weak) is the work assuming a weak coupling regime given by the difference between
the nonequilibrium free energy of the system and that of a thermal state with the system
Hamiltonian. ∆F (irrev) is a correction term generated due to irreversible energy dissipation
to the bath B, and ∆F (rev) is the extractable work left in the final state.

It is immediately evident that strong coupling diminishes work output over and above
the weak coupling term W (weak). Taking a perturbative route by defining the interaction
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potential as gV (with g being a perturbative parameter), a rigorous minimum bound on
∆F (irrev) can be evaluated and, up to second order in g, the term fundamentally depends on
the generalized Kubo-Mori covariance matrix of the interaction (see details in [231] for the
perturbative calculations). With the essentials of the nonequilibrium dynamics under strong
coupling in place, QHEs employing equilibration with two baths at inverse temperatures
βc and βh can be investigated in the minimal dissipation regime, leading to a corrected
maximum efficiency

η = ηC − g2βh
βc
A+O(g3), (53)

where A is a non-negative function of perturbation coefficients and heat flows in the weak
coupling regime and ηC is the Carnot efficiency. Although dissipation and coupling strengths
reduce the efficiency of the QHE, the power output can be enhanced by shortening the
thermalization time scale (τ). The correction terms for the maximum power output again
follow a series expansion, in the powers of the perturbation parameter g, and depend on the
characterization of equilibration times for the system S. The latter is a challenging problem
in itself for a variety of many-body models.

6.1.4. Strongly-coupled QHEs with Matrix Product States

The strong system-bath coupling regime entails quantum correlations among the working
medium and the reservoirs. In this regime, the same definitions of quantum thermodynam-
ics concepts, such as heat and work, become challenging [232, 233, 234, 201, 210, 211], and
energy exchange statistics require exact approaches [235, 236, 237, 238]. In the absence
of external driving fields, strong system-bath interactions lead the system to thermalize
to the equilibrium state of the whole system + bath [239, 240, 202]. On the other hand,
when external fields are present, the resulting non-equilibrium steady state leads to non-
trivial energy flows, where the system-bath interaction channel drains a relevant amount
of power [241, 242] and coherence generation takes place [243] at the same time. The im-
pact of non-Markovianity due to strong system-bath correlations in driven QHEs has been
addressed in a number of recent works (see Sec. 6.1.2). Yet, the conventional approaches
are generally valid in limited parameter windows and cannot be easily extended to more
complex settings, where the working medium can possibly be composed of more than one
quantum degree of freedom.

In the last two decades, Matrix Product States (MPS) ansatz, and Tensor Networks
(TN) generalizations [244, 245] have been among the prominent nonperturbative techniques
for studying strongly-correlated, many-body systems. Recent approaches tried to tackle
the problem of nonequilibrium energy exchange in the strong coupling regime by making
use of nonperturbative [246] methods. Finite-temperature transport through impurities and
many-body systems has also been studied [247], employing many-body techniques such as
MPS [248].

While conventionally employed to study the ground state properties of many-body quan-
tum systems, MPS have proved useful in simulating the dissipative dynamics of quantum
systems, where exact diagonalization of the system Hamiltonian becomes unpractical. In-
deed, pioneering approaches based on the chain mapping [249] showed that an exact linear
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transformation can be performed. The transformation maps the star geometry in Fig. 11b
into a linear chain comprising the system and new bosonic degrees of freedom, each cou-
pled to its nearest neighbor. The resulting model allows for a more efficient treatment of
popular dissipative Hamiltonians than the spin-boson model [250] (see Sec. 6.1.2). More
recent works address polariton systems [251] and multi-terminal settings combining MPS
with machine-learning methods [252].

Efficient representations of the density matrix in terms of matrix product operators have
been achieved in [253], and this approach has proven successful in describing heat statistics
in the strong coupling regime [254].

More recent approaches address the problem of dynamics of impurities interacting with
multiple reservoirs, e.g., described by means of the Anderson model, and the challenge of
devising theoretical approaches based on the peculiar properties of the entanglement in the
temporal domain [255, 256].

Despite the huge theoretical effort in this direction, finite-temperature simulations of
open-system dynamics in the parameter regimes relevant to strong-coupling QHEs remain
quite challenging; they tend to become increasingly costly due to the need to adopt purifica-
tion methods, requiring ancillary degrees of freedom. Thus far, in order to circumvent such
limitations, several theoretical solutions have been proposed [257].

In [258], a finite-temperature approach based on chain mapping and orthogonal polyno-
mia is developed for a bath composed of a continuum set of quantum harmonic oscillators,
described by a spectral density function J (ω). It is based on the insight that the two-time
correlation function of the bath – i.e., 〈X(t)X(0)〉 =

∫ +∞
0

dωJ(ω)[e−iωt(1+n̄(ω))+eiωtn̄(ω)],
where n̄(ω) = (exp(βω) − 1)−1 (see also Eq. (55)) – is equivalent to that of an extended
harmonic bath, comprising positive and negative frequencies having zero temperature and
corresponding to an effective spectral density J eff(ω) = (J (ω)/2)(1 + coth(βω/2)). If the
starting system-bath state is factorized, and the initial reduced system state is pure, the
dynamics of the system can be efficiently simulated as a global pure state. By employing
standard chain mapping and the MPS approach, the pure global state of the system is
propagated without incurring the use of ancillary degrees of freedom. In other words, the
dynamics obtained by starting from a product state of the system and the vacuum state of
the extended bath is equivalent to the one achieved by taking an initial product state of the
system and a thermal state of the real bath, for any fixed inverse temperature β. Inverse
linear transformations can in principle be applied to map the above state back to the real
bath state space.

In [259], a quite different and sophisticated method is presented to simulate the physics of
autonomous quantum thermal devices (see also Sec. 7) in the strong coupling regime. Here
two leads at different temperatures are modeled as infinite fermionic systems, with spectral
density J (ω). The working medium can be either a single fermionic resonant level tunnel
coupled to the leads, or an interacting system coupled by means of Coulomb-like interactions.
The crucial assumption is that the physical properties of each lead can be reproduced just by
making use of a finite number L of damped fermionic modes, i.e., a mesoscopic approximation
for the lead is performed. In other words, the real fermionic system describing the lead
is replaced by a finite number of modes of energy εk, each coupled to a fictitious infinite
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Figure 12: Schematic diagram of the TN-based approach to QHE. The system S comprised many strongly-
interacting fermionic particles. Through its boundaries, the system is coupled to L effective fermionic levels
εk, and each of the latter is weakly coupled to a fictitious reservoir. The overall effective dynamics is
captured by means of a quantum master equation that, after superfermion transformation, can be simulated
by means of MPS. Reproduced from [259].

reservoir Bk with constant spectral density Jk(ω) = γk. These additional reservoirs’ only role
is to guarantee the damping of the effective modes. Indeed, from the Heisenberg equation of
motion for each fermionic operator cp belonging to the working medium, it follows that such
a scheme is equivalent to assuming for the L modes an effective spectral density J eff(ω) =∑L

k=1 |gkp|2γk/((ω − εk)2 + (γk/2)2), where gkp is the coupling strength of the p-th fermion
of the working medium with the k-th effective mode.

A controlled approximation of the real J (ω) is thus achieved using a series of Lorentzian
functions, each centered around εk. Although the coupling strengths to each effective mode
are assumed to be weak, the average system-bath coupling strength Γ = (1/2W )

∫∞
−∞ dωJ (ω)

exceeds the weak-coupling regime. Therefore, contrary to exact approaches, a master
equation for the density matrix of the working medium is employed to compute the long-
time nonequilibrium heat and charge currents, dρ/dt = i[ρ,H] + DLρ + DRρ, where H =
HS +HL +HR +HSR +HSL is the full Hamiltonian describing the system S coupling to the
mesoscopic modes and the dissipators describe the damping of the modes.

Another aspect of the proposal is that the whole master equation, comprising the Hamil-
tonian of the full interacting working medium S, can be recast into a non-Hermitean Schrödinger
equation for the reduced density matrix operator, combining standard Wigner-Jordan map-
ping and super-fermion formalism. The remarkable advantage of the latter is that the final
Hamiltonian operator shows only nearest-neighbor interactions, where each physical fermion
interacts with a neighboring fermionic ancilla. The reduced density matrix of the working
medium can thus be represented as an MPS, exceeding weak-coupling approximations for
what concerns the interacting working medium.

The steady-state physics of the whole engine, as depicted in Fig. 12, is thus studied focus-
ing on different, strongly-interacting quantum systems chosen as the working medium. Apart
from reproducing and confirming many previous results, the research shows how a strongly-
interacting three-fermion engine can achieve higher powers and efficiency with respect to its
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single-particle counterparts, stressing the relevance of strongly-correlated working mediums
to QHEs.

6.2. Non-Markovian effects in quantum heat engines

Exploiting non-Markovianity to boost the performance of thermal devices, especially
QHEs, could eventually lead to more efficient miniaturized thermodynamic machines. Non-
Markovian effects have already proved beneficial in settings like quantum control [260, 261,
262], quantum metrology [263], and information engines via memory erasure [264] (see also
Sec. 8), to name a few.

Over the years, several measures of non-Markovianity have been defined, based on the
divisibility properties of the dynamical map [265, 266], the distinguishability of pairs of
states corresponding to different initial conditions [267, 265], geometrical properties [268],
and negative entropy production [269, 202]. However, the operating cycle of a QHE mainly
relies on non-equilibrium dynamics of the working medium in contact with one or more
reservoirs. Therefore, rather than adopting a particular definition of non-Markovianity, fol-
lowing [270], we choose to focus on theoretical QHE proposals in which the dynamics of
the working medium cannot be successfully described in terms of a Linblad-form quantum
master equation.

Open quantum systems beyond standard Lindblad master equations have been the fo-
cus of much theoretical research [239, 270], exploring the deviations from the predictions
that occur in memoryless Born-Markov approximations. Apart from strong system-bath
correlations (see Sec. 6.1), the reasons for these effects in the dynamics of open quantum
systems include structured environmental spectral densities, entanglement [271] among the
environmental degrees of freedom, quantum correlations in the initial system-environment
state, and finite-size bath effects [270].

For instance, widely-know quantum bath models, such as the Caldeira-Leggett model [272],
show non-Markovian features related to quantum correlations and to the bath’s spectral den-
sity [273]. For sufficiently low temperatures and in the weak-coupling regime, the role of
memory effects, due to the presence of colored and multiplicative noise, may alter the hori-
zon of open system dynamics [239, 274]. In this limit, the typical separation of timescales
pursued in the Markovian setting may no longer be valid. While analytical approximations
have been employed to tackle separate aspects of the problem, the detailed study of these
effects often relies on exact methods.

One of the issues currently debated in the field of quantum thermal devices is whether
non-Markovian effects can lead to real improvements in the engine’s performance. Early
results [275] pointing toward a quantum advantage due to non-Markovianity – the occurrence
of power enhancements and efficiency higher than the Carnot bound – have frequently relied
on invalid approximations of the work needed to switch on and off the system-reservoir
coupling [130, 276].

Theoretical studies of QHEs beyond the realm of Markovian quantum master equations
have followed quite different routes. A more realistic theory of a QHE cycle was pursued
employing exact methods [130, 277]. Here peculiar physical regimes are addressed, in which
the conventional separation of system and bath timescales is not feasible, e.g., due to the
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interplay between external driving and dissipation or finite-time switching of the system-
bath coupling. Other approaches account for memory effects in the dynamics of the working
medium, small deviations from the quasi-static driving regime, correlations among the con-
stituents of each bath, energy backflow [278, 276], and short-time function switching due
to system-bath interactions [279], by making use of non-Markovian versions of quantum
master equations. Zeno and anti-Zeno quantum advantage due to non-Markovian effects
have also been claimed in [280, 281], with models of periodically-driven, single-particle and
weakly-coupled heat engines where friction effects can be safely neglected.

Among the wide range of approximations available are second-order Time Convolution-
Less (TCL) master equations [278], Floquet expansion beyond Markov approximation [282,
280], extended collision models [283, 284, 285, 286, 153, 287] (see also Sec. 4.4), and an-
cillary environmental degrees of freedom correlated with the working medium [288]. In
addition, adopting the framework of resource theories [289, 290], model-independent theo-
retical approaches based on thermal operations have been pursued [291], in order to find
out the conditions under which a QHE could show an advantage in its performance linked
to non-Markovian effects.

6.2.1. QHEs with system-reservoir coupling control

An ideal classical heat engine is assumed to work with a perfect architecture, where
the working medium’s coupling with, or insulation from, the baths does not cause any
functioning power loss in the engine. When the engine is miniaturized, quantum effects take
over and irreversible thermodynamic effects due to quantum correlations and coherence arise.
Any study of these effects must begin by investigating the critical role that the coupling of
the working medium to a bath plays in a QHE. The energy cost of such a coupling influences
the evaluation of power output and efficiency of QHEs, and the open system dynamics of
the working medium can no longer be approximated as a Markovian process. Thermal and
quantum fluctuations go hand in hand in such a regime, and a quantitative understanding
of their combined effects is also at issue in the study of thermal devices. Not only for purely
theoretical interests, but ultimately for the actual fabrication of quantum and mesoscopic
thermal devices, such studies deserve closer inspection.

To elucidate the above points, an example involving the theoretical aspect of the problem
will be explored in some detail below. Consider that the Hamiltonian governing the dynamics
of the QHE includes a generic system as a working medium, HS(t), interacting with thermal
baths, Hx, via control interaction Hamiltonians HI,x(t) for the x = c, h -bath [130]:

H(t) = HS(t) +Hc +Hh +HI,c(t) +HI,h(t)

Hc(h) =
∑
k

ωk,c(h)b
†
k,c(h)bk,c(h)

HI,c(h)(t) = −λc(h)(t)q
∑
k

ζk,c(h)(b
†
k,c(h) + bk,c(h)) +

1

2
µc(h)λ

2
c(h)(t)q

2. (54)

Here q is the position of the system, and bk,x and b†k,x are the x bath annihilation and creation
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operators. The interaction is depicted in Fig. 13. An initial partitioned system-bath state is
assumed, although there have been recent attempts at lifting such approximations in generic
open quantum systems [292]. The bath correlations in the usual quadratic bath paradigm
are encapsulated in the nonlocal kernel that governs the dynamics,

Lc(h)(t− t′) = 〈Xc(h)(t)Xc(h)(t
′)〉

=
h

π

∫ ∞
0

Jc(h)(ω)

[
coth

(
~βc(h)ω

2

)
cos(ω(t− t′))− i sin(ω(t− t′))

]
, (55)

with Jc(h)(ω) defining the spectrum of cold (hot) reservoir. Eq. (55) is also a restatement
of the standard fluctuation-dissipation relation for a quantum system-bath dynamics with
initial partitioned condition. Such relations for baths with coloured noise, nonlinear system-
bath coupling, intrinsically nonlinear and driven baths, etc. have been studied over the years
[239, 293, 294, 295] and remain an active field of research.
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Figure 13: Schematic diagram of the Otto cycle with time-dependent system-bath coupling switching op-
eration. a) Sketch of the Otto cycle. Additional work input/output contributions WI are present due to
the switching of system-bath interactions. b) Profile of the time dependent coupling functions λc(h)(t) (red,
blue) and level spacing modulation ω(t)/ω0 (green) along the cycle. The finite times τI , τR, τd are needed
for the evaluation of the engine’s performance. Reproduced from [130].

With a suitable generalized bath spectrum in place, a Stochastic Liouville-von Neumann
(SLN) equation is derived via the Feynman-Vernon Influence Functional Method [296, 297]

ρ̇η = − i
h

[HS(t), ρη] + Lh [ρη] + Lc [ρη] , (56)

where ρη is the stochastic state of a single realization and the Liouvilleans Lα given in [130]
that provides a non-perturbative, non-Markovian time-local treatment of the system-bath
dynamics.

This formalism is applied to evaluate the thermodynamic properties of a four-stroke QHE
with a working medium HS(t) that is influenced by a time-dependent potential,

V (q) =
1

2
mω2(t)q2 +

1

4
mκq4. (57)
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The parametric driving is implemented via ω(t), which varies between ω0 ± δω
2

within the
time-scale τd during the isentropic strokes of expansion and compression cycles. A nonlin-
earity with κ > 0 is also introduced. During the isochoric strokes of the engine ω(t) is kept
constant (see Fig. 13).

The dynamics of the engine can be solved numerically and analytic estimates for the two
sources of work, due to driving and coupling, can be delineated. The analysis reveals that
the strong coupling between the working medium and the baths contributes significantly
to work output while respecting the Curzon-Ahlborn and Carnot efficiencies, depending
on the temporal nature of the isentropic protocol. Also, two different kinds of quantum
correlations arise in determining the work contribution in this formalism. On the one hand,
close to the adiabatic limit and at high temperatures, correlations arise during finite time
isentropic strokes and even survive coupling to the thermal bath. The other contribution
becomes essential at finite time cycles and in the deep quantum regime, sometimes even
counteracting the first term in a certain temporal window [130].

Recently, heuristic arguments have been proposed showing how a slow modification of
the system-bath coupling, even in the presence of strong system-bath correlations, enables
thermalization speed-ups in isothermal strokes [298]. For a finite time process the work
dissipated into the bath is defined as Wdiss = W −∆F ≥ 0, with

W =

∫ τtot

0

dttr[ρḢ(t)], ∆F =

∫ τtot

0

dttr[ρthḢ(t)], (58)

and with ρ and ρth the system-bath instantaneous and thermal states respectively. The
dissipated work is found to fulfill the scaling Wdiss ∝ τ

−(2α+1)
tot with τtot the total process time,

and α > 0 depends on the specific system-bath control protocol. Thus, by suitably tailoring
the system-bath coupling, it is possible to enhance the performance of an engine going
through a Carnot cycle, i.e., reduce the operation time without increasing the dissipated
work. In addition, the efficiency is found to interpolate between the Curzon-Ahlborn and
Carnot bound for increasing values of α.

In [277], it has been shown that engineering time-dependent system-bath couplings in
the non-Markovian regime leads to cooling, refrigeration, and heat engine operation [299],
without the need for driving the working medium directly. Compared to conventional heat
engines described in Sec. 2, these are nontrivial examples of thermodynamic tasks. Though
they share some similarities with heat ratchets [300], they achieve thermodynamic tasks
by employing periodical modulation of the system-reservoir couplings. The principle is
demonstrated with a device similar to that sketched in Fig. 14. A quantum harmonic os-
cillator of fixed frequency ω0 interacts with two or more reservoirs. As in [130, 298] and
Eq. (54), the baths are described with the Caldeira-Leggett model, with a system-bath cou-
pling, HI,x(t) =

∑∞
k=1[−qλx(t)ck,xXk,x + q2λ2

x(t)c
2
k,x/(2mk,xω

2
k,x)], where subscript x labels

the reservoir. Moreover, q is the oscillator position and Xk,x, ωk,x and mk,x are the position
operators, the frequency, and the mass of each bath oscillator respectively. The couplings
λx(t) are periodic functions of time, i.e., λx(t+ τ) = λx(t). Due to the bilinear nature of the
coupling Hamiltonian, the non-equilibrium steady-state of the system, i.e. the heat currents
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flowing in the reservoirs, can be analytically computed from the two-time non-equilibrium
Green functions [301].
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Figure 14: a) Cooling device working with non-Markovian baths. The coupling with the left reservoir is
periodically modulated in time, while the second is hold fixed. The frequency of the working medium (HO)
is held constant. Both reservoirs are modeled as low-temperature Ohmic baths. b) Heat engine from similar
setting, where on the left a bath with structured spectral distribution is used. Reproduced from [277, 299].

Noticeable results are derived in the instance of only two baths, each described by Ohmic
spectral densities, Jx(ω) = mγxωe

−|ω|/ωc , that in the limit ωc →∞ corresponds to a local-in-
time damping Kernel, γ(t) = 2γxθ(t)δ(t). Assuming the baths are at the same temperature,
T1 = T2, and allowing for asymmetric dissipation strengths γ1 6= γ2 and a simple choice
of the time-dependent protocol such that λ1(t) = cos Ωt and λ2(t) = 1, a net heat current
can be extracted fromreservoir 1 and injected into the system. In other words, by simply
modulating the coupling to one bath while keeping the other constant, it is possible to
achieve cooling instead of trivial dissipation effects. This effect is traced back to memory
effects in the low-temperature regime, T << ω0, and for sufficiently weak dissipation. In the
presence of a temperature gradient, T1 6= T2, refrigeration effects are also found.

As non-Markovian effects can also result from structured bath spectral distributions [270],
with the same choice of dynamical system-bath couplings it may also be possible to achieve
heat engine operations, i.e., non-Markovianity can be considered a further example of a quan-
tum resource. Nevertheless, as shown in [299], the presence of non-Markovianity is a neces-
sary but not sufficient condition for obtaining a heat engine. The heat engine’s operations are
thus characterized by a Lorentzian spectral distribution J1(ω) = d1mγ1ω/((ω

2−ω2
1)2+γ2

1ω
2))

for bath 1 and an Ohmic distribution for bath 2. Furthermore, this engine is also upper-
bounded by the Carnot efficiency, which can be approached in a suitable range of parameters
where, of course, the power output vanishes.

6.2.2. Non-Markovian effects in slowly-driven QHEs

In [302], the role of non-Markovian effects in the performance of heat engines is in-
vestigated by adopting a time-dependent quantum master equation in the slow driving
regime [303]. The strategy proposed is thus distinct from that reported in Sec. 6.1.2 and
6.2.1, and it does not address non-Markovian features related to strong-coupling and memory
effects. Here the working medium, a driven two-level system, is coupled to a set of thermal
baths in order to perform conventional thermodynamics cycles. However, it is assumed that

50



the time-dependent generator of the Markovian equation Lt = −i[Ht, ·] + Djt , correspond-
ing to the j-th reservoir, is step-continuous, such that the coupling switching occurs over a
time-scale that is negligible with respect to the finite operating time.

To account for the deviation from the quasistatic limit [303], a perturbative expansion is
introduced for the reduced system density matrix ρ(t) = ρ(0)(t)+ρ(1)(t)+.... The zeroth-order
term describes the standard quasistatic regime, the working medium lies in the instantaneous
Gibbs state Ωj

Ht
= exp(−βjHt)/tr[exp(−βjHt)] related to the j-th bath, and it is assumed

that the latter is the unique fixed point of the full dissipator, LtΩj
Ht

= 0. The perturbation
parameter is defined as τr/τ , a ratio of the time-scales involved in the dynamics and the
relaxation to equilibrium respectively. Standard thermodynamic quantities (heat and work)
pick up these corrections, and an optimization protocol can be implemented to maximize
the power and efficiency of the QHE.

Some non-Markovian effects can be mimicked by assuming that a few degrees of free-
dom in the bath, share correlations with the working medium, while all the rest of them
give rise to dissipative dynamics. In other words, system-bath interactions are recast into
a local contribution governed by a swap-like Hamiltonian and an effective contribution due
to remote baths’ degrees of freedom, which is ruled by time-dependent (independent) dissi-
pators, Djt , (Dj), acting on the driven working medium and the ancillae states respectively.
The latter drive the working medium, as well as the ancillary degrees of freedom, to their
instantaneous Gibbs states. By applying optimization protocols, relevant improvements in
the maximum power extractable from the engine with respect to the Markovian limit are
achieved. A similar approach can lead to improvements in the performance of a quantum
Otto refrigerator [288].

6.2.3. Correlation-induced non-Markovian QHEs

Signatures of non-Markovianity can also be found in the properties of asymptotic (long-
time) states of the reduced system [270]. Indeed, a steady state may not be invariant under
the action of a non-Markovian dynamical map [304], retaining some memory of the initial
state. Many theoretical works have focused on deriving non-Markovian dynamical maps [265,
266], and powerful numerical approaches were developed [305]. Long-time memory effects
linked to non-Markovian maps on the performance of QHEs were investigated in [306],
showing consistency with the second law and evaluating the minimum work output due to
the non-Markovianity of the baths.

Extended collisional models [153, 287] and Markovian embedding techniques [286] have
also been developed to describe memory effects, and quite similar techniques have been pur-
sued in the study of engines working with correlated baths [156] (see also Sec. 4.4). The
main idea behind these methods is modeling the interaction as a set of repeated unitary in-
teractions between the system and each of the individual baths’ degrees of freedom, depicted
as collisions with ancillae. To account for memory effects, additional collisions that couple
the ancillae together are modeled and described by a suitable interaction Hamiltonian. By
this means, the system correlates with more than one ancillae at a time.

In [307], an extended collisional model was used to study QHEs in the strong nonequilib-
rium and non-Markovian regime. Here the working medium is modeled via a harmonic oscil-
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lator with a time-dependent frequency ω(t) (the control parameter), and the work strokes of
the Otto cycle are implemented through its variation. During the heat strokes, the working
medium is connected to external baths modeled by a collection of n spin-1/2 particles, ruled
by the Hamiltonian Hn

e = 1
2
~ωeσze,n with e = c, h.
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Figure 15: Diagram of the Otto cycle engine with memory effects. a) The working medium-reservoir inter-
actions are described by means of unitary collisions. Memory effects are simulated by including interactions
among the bath constituents, modeled as two-levels ancillae. b) Schematic diagram of the Otto cycle. During
each isochoric stroke (A→ B,C→ D), the working medium gets correlated with bath ancillae. Reproduced
from [307].

The collision event between the working medium and the n-th spin is modeled with
the interaction Hamiltonian as HIe = J(aσ+

e + a†σ−e ). Moreover, intra-bath interactions are

modeled by a Heisenberg chain, i.e., Hee = Jee

(
σxnσ

x
n+1 +σynσ

y
n+1 +σznσ

z
n+1

)
, with ee = cc, hh,

and Jcc(Jhh) denoting the coupling constant of the cold(hot) reservoirs. The analysis of this
engine reveals that coherence survives in the stationary state, irrespective of the initial one
and that increased non-Markovianity of the system dynamics can slow the relaxation to the
stationary state.

7. Thermoelectric devices

Thermoelectric devices are autonomous, steady-state heat engines that, unlike those de-
scribed in Sec. 2.2.1, achieve heat to work conversion without an external modulation of
the system parameters. Indeed, such devices have no moving parts, as they work by em-
ploying solid-state materials that convert heat flows into microscopic steady-state electronic
currents [308]. Thermoelectric effects, such as the generation of voltage from a tempera-
ture gradient (Seebeck effect), or the reversible generation of heat from current flow in a
junction of two materials at equal temperature (Peltier effect), can be quantitatively de-
scribed in terms of the transport properties of bulk electrons. In the simplest instance of
a macroscopic thermoelectric engine, a thermocouple generates electrical power from two
thermal reservoirs at different temperatures. Thermocouples can be advantageous in many
technological applications devoted to achieving more efficient heat to work conversion, e.g.,
recycling heat from exhaust gases.
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Nanoscale thermoelectric devices [309] have attracted growing attention in the last two
decades, following advances in nanosctructure experiments and quantum transport the-
ory [310, 311, 312, 313]. Understanding heat to work conversion at the nanoscale is crucial
for implementing quantum thermal machines, among them quantum refrigerators, on-chip
coolers, and caloritronic devices [314, 315, 316]. Such machines could achieve better refrig-
erator performance with respect to conventional cryogenic devices, dragging heat directly
from electrons [309, 317]. Moreover, nanoscale thermoelectric devices could be critical to
achieving control of energy exchange in upcoming quantum computing platforms [318].

However, the physics of thermoelectrics at the nanoscale poses several challenges to
theory. At sufficiently low temperatures, quantum interference and correlation effects are
present and strongly affect electronic transport, due to the size of nanostructures (which are
far smaller than the electronic relaxation length). In this limit, the thermalization process –
via electron-phonon interaction in macroscopic materials – is governed by electron-electron
scattering. Moreover, since relaxation can occur at a distance longer than the typical lengths
of these devices, a fully non-equilibrium quantum theory is required to describe heat to work
conversion in such systems.

7.1. Models of nanoscale thermoelectric transport

A typical nanoscale thermoelectric device is composed of a nanoscale system interacting
with two or more reservoirs, as sketched in Fig. 16. Each reservoir can be modeled as an

S𝑇L, `L 𝑇R, `R

Figure 16: Schematic diagram of a thermoelectric device. A nanoscale system S, e.g., a semiconducting
heterostructure, is brought into contact with two different reservoirs. Each reservoir can be modeled as an
ensemble of noninteracting particles at equilibrium, e.g., an electronic lead, characterized by a temperature
T and a chemical potential µ. Charge and energy can flow through the system S.

ensemble of free fermionic or bosonic particles at thermodynamic equilibrium, with fixed
values of temperature and chemical potentials (Ti, µi). Unlike in the bulk of thermoelectric
material, here single electrons can move from the filled states of a given reservoir to empty
states of another by tunneling through the quantum system. A simple yet effective expla-
nation of the thermoelectric effect can thus be given by considering the special case of two
electronic reservoirs: left (L) and right (R), marked by different temperatures TL > TR and
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chemical potentials µL < µR. In the course of this introductory section, we will therefore
focus on the two-reservoir instance.

In order to generate usable power, an electronic current has to take place against the
voltage bias, i.e., the chemical potential gradient. It follows that a potential barrier, acting
as an energy filter, is needed to block electrons below a given energy threshold from flowing
from R to L. In this way, only high-energy electrons occupying states in a window of kBTL

above the chemical potential µL can flow through the R side. A heat flow due to “hot”
electrons moving from L to R reservoir can thus generate an electronic current. When
the device is connected to an external load, a finite power can be produced. Analogously,
refrigeration effects can be obtained by considering L (R) as a cold (hot) reservoir, with
µL > µR. In this case, an energy filter can be used to block low-energy electrons below
(above) the chemical potential of the cold (hot) reservoir from flowing. This filter generates
a current flow from L to R, i.e., a heat flow from the cold to the hot reservoir is set. As the
electron flows from L to R, work has to be spent in order to sustain a finite difference between
µL and µR. This class of energy filter can be integrated to devise nanoscale thermocouples,
in which the electron current is directed toward a load [309, 317].

Early proposals for nanoscale systems acting as energy filters relied on the idea of Quan-
tum Point Contacts (QPC). The point contact was first devised as a constriction in a
Two-Dimensional Electron Gas (2DEG) heterostructure, achieved by employing electro-
static gates. Its typical dimensions are smaller than the electronic mean free path [319]. It
has been proved to show quantized conductance, in steps of order 2e2/h, for each electronic
conduction channel. The quantized transport through a saddle-point constriction has also
been studied [320], showing steps of e2/h and conductance of G = (e2/h)T , where T is
the total transmission probability along each channel (see Sec. 7.1.1). The QPC behaves
as a potential barrier with discrete energy levels, depending on the parameters of the con-
striction. Electronic wavefunctions flowing through the barrier get transmitted or reflected
depending on their energy. In pioneering studies on thermoelectric properties of QPCs [321],
the Seebeck and Peltier effect were computed and experimentally probed, limiting the linear
response regime (see Sec. 7.1.2). However, QPCs are still employed as the building blocks
of modern proposals for nanoscale thermoelectric devices [322, 323, 324, 325].

Many theoretical and experimental works on nanoscale thermoelectrics have focused
on quantum dot (QD) nanostructures [326, 327, 328, 329, 330]. A QD can be devised as
a semiconducting island, where a number of electrons occupying discretely spaced, single-
particle energy levels can be confined. Semiconducting GaAs/AlGaAs heterostructures [331],
and more recently InAs/InAp nanowires [332, 333, 334], have been used as experimental
platforms to investigate QD thermoelectric devices. The simplest thermoelectric device
based on a QD is conventionally modeled as in Fig. 17, where the QD works as an energy
filter. It is modeled by means of a discrete set of electronic levels and assumed to work in
the Coulomb Blockade (CB) regime [326].

In the CB regime, an integer number N of electrons occupy the QD, and the electro-
static energy of the dot’s state in the absence of external bias is U(N) = (Ne)2/2C = ECN

2,
where C is the finite capacitance of the dot. Moreover, the dot is weakly coupled to the leads
through tunnel barriers, so that the rates of tunneling to the reservoirs are much smaller
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Figure 17: Schematic diagram of a QD heterostructure. QDs can be described as islands containing a
discrete set of electronic levels. The QD is coupled to the L and R reservoirs through insulating barriers.
Depending on the level spacing ∆ε and the reservoir parameters µi, Ti, single electrons can tunnel from the
reservoirs to the island and vice versa. In the CB regime, an integer number of electrons occupies the QD.

than the level spacing ∆ε, thermal energy kBT , and charging energy U respectively. In this
limit, i.e., the sequential tunneling regime (see Sec. 7.1.1), electronic transport occurs via
single tunneling events from the QD to the reservoir. Early works on the theory of thermo-
electric effects in QDs have limited themselves to linear response in the bias V = µL − µR

and temperature ∆T = TL − TR. These works found that conductance oscillations with
the Fermi energy affect the thermoelectric properties, leading to oscillations in the Seebeck
coefficient S [327]. Subsequently, the single QD-based platform has been employed to ex-
plore various physical configurations. Furthermore, intra-dot Coulomb correlations among
electrons and low temperatures can bring in interesting physics linked to the Kondo ef-
fect [335, 336]. In addition, nonlinear thermoelectric effects in Coulomb Blockaded QDs
have also been studied [337, 338, 339].

Molecular junctions [340, 341, 342] have also been considered as basic building blocks
of thermoelectric devices. The nontrivial interplay of electronic and vibrational degrees of
freedom has been elucidated in different works [343], and intriguing nonlinear thermoelectric
response effects [339] have been studied.

Theoretically describing the prototypical systems depicted in Figs. 16 and 17 requires
computing nonequilibrium steady-state electronic heat and energy currents from a given
reservoir into the nanoscopic system. Moreover, the efficiency of heat-to-work conversion, as
well as the thermoelectric response functions, need to be carefully defined, as they strikingly
change moving from linear to nonlinear response [309].

Before moving to the description of recent proposals for nanoscale thermoelectric devices,
we provide a brief overview of the main theoretical tools developed thus far to model these
types of devices and refer the reader to the excellent reviews [309] for further background.

7.1.1. Theoretical tools for studying thermoelectric devices

Scattering theory approach. The simple idea of an energy filter is rooted in the scattering
theory of quantum transport [344, 312]. In this scheme, the reservoirs are macroscopic leads,
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connected to the scattering region by means of waveguides, allowing for a given number of
electronic modesNL,R(E), for each value of the energy E. On the other hand, the nanosystem
in Fig. 16 is modeled as a scatterer, described by means of a Hermitian Hamiltonian, which
is a time-reversal invariant. Due to the presence of the scatterer, electrons make transitions
from a given mode of a reservoir R to another mode of L, through elastic scattering events
occurring at fixed energy E. As with conventional scattering theory, electronic transitions
from mode j of reservoir R to mode k of reservoir L are modeled with a unitary scattering
matrix SL,k;R,j(E), linked to the scatterer Hamiltonian. Thus, the transition probability can
be easily written as PL,k;R,j(E) = |SL,k;R,j(E)|2 and, for a given value of the energy E, the
transmission probability between the leads, from L to R, can be computed from SL,k;R,j(E)
by summing over all possible paths, i.e., TLR(E) =

∑
k,j PL,k;R,j(E).

Once the transmission probability is known, the Landauer-Büttiker approach can be
used to write down the expressions for the electronic and heat currents in the scattering
region from a given reservoir. The process can be imagined as counting the electrons going
out of the reservoir L through the scattering region, so that the total number of electrons
entering the region S equals the total number of electrons going out of L, minus the number
of electrons transmitted from R to L. The electronic current thus reads

Je,i =
e

h

∑
j=L,R

∫ +∞

−∞
dE(Ni(E)δij − τij(E))fj(E), (59)

with i = L,R and fj(E) = 1/(exp[(E − µi)/kBTj] + 1) the equilibrium Fermi-Dirac distri-
bution. Similarly, the energy and heat currents from each reservoir, denoted by Ju,i, Jh,i
respectively, can be computed as follows:

Ju,i =
1

h

∑
j=L,R

∫ +∞

−∞
dEE(Ni(E)δij − τij(E))fj(E), (60)

Jh,i =
1

h

∑
j=L,R

∫ +∞

−∞
dE(E − µi)(Ni(E)δij − τij(E))fj(E). (61)

From Eqs. (60), it follows that removing an electron below (above) the chemical potential
equals to transfer (drag) an amount of heat to (from) the reservoir. However, the exchanged
heat cannot change the reservoir temperature. In addition, employing the relation among
the currents Jh,i = Ju,i − eµiJe,i, the first law can be expressed as∑

i

Jh,i = −e
∑
i

µiJe,i = Pgen, (62)

where Pgen is the total power generated by the system. In case Pgen > 0, that is, the
electronic current flows against the biases, the system converts the heat currents into a
positive power, while in the opposing limit, it releases heat into the reservoirs. Notice that
the scattering approach is based on the single-electron approximation, i.e., the matrix S(E)
can be computed if the scatterer Hamiltonian describes noninteracting electrons. It follows
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that correlations effects due to Coulomb interactions can be included by employing ab-initio
Density Functional Theory (DFT) and Local-Density Approximation (LDA) schemes. On
the other hand, when Coulomb interactions are the prominent physical mechanism, as in
the CB regime, alternative approaches have been developed.

Rate equations. Thermoelectric effects in the presence of Coulomb interactions among the
electrons in the nanoscale system, e.g., a QD in the CB regime, can be described by employ-
ing rate equations. In early works [326], the QD has been modeled as a set ofN single-electron
levels, where the Coulomb interactions among the electrons are described in the mean-field
approach. For the purpose of this section, it will suffice to consider the prototypical case of
a single-level QD, as sketched in Fig. 18. Here the electron is assumed to be spinless, such
that the level can be empty or singly-occupied. In more general settings, spin degeneracy
has been considered. Adopting this scheme, the QD is modeled by means of two states, |0〉
and |1〉 with energies ε0 and ε1, as depicted in Fig. 18. The QD is tunnel-coupled with the
reservoirs L,R, and it is modeled with the following Hamiltonian:

H =
∑
k=0,1

εkd
†
kdk +

∑
iγ

εiγc
†
i,γci,γ +

∑
i,γ,k

(V i
k (εγ)dkc

†
i,γ + h.c.), (63)

where k = 0, 1, i = L,R, γ denotes the energy of the electronic levels in the reservoir,
and V i

k (εγ) is the energy-dependent tunneling element. However, high tunneling barriers are
assumed, so that the rate of tunneling events to the reservoirs Γ(i) is small with respect to
the level spacings and thermal energy respectively, i.e., ∆ε, kBT � Γ(i). In this limit, the
sequential tunneling approximation can be employed: it is assumed that transport takes
place through single-electron tunneling events from QD to the reservoirs and vice versa.
Therefore, the broadening of the levels of the dot can be safely neglected, so that the state
of the dot is described by a set of occupation numbers, one for each electronic of the dot.

ϵ0

ϵ1
µL

µR

Figure 18: Schematic diagram of spinless electron tunneling through a single-level QD in the sequential ap-
proximation. The level broadening is neglected. The level can be empty or singly-occupied. The probability
of occupation of the single level is computed from a rate equation approach.

It follows that first-order tunneling contributions are the leading terms in the dynamics,
while cotunneling effects are neglected. The transition rates from one state to another can be
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computed using the Fermi golden rule. Moreover, electrons cannot go to linear superposition
states, thus physical effects linked to quantum coherence are neglected. A master equation
for the probabilities of occupation of each state k of the dot, Pk(t), can be written as

d

dt
Pk(t) =

∑
l,i=L,R

(−Γ
(i)
lk Pk(t) + Γ

(i)
kl Pl(t)). (64)

Here Γ
(i)
k,m is the tunneling rates matrix linked to the reservoir i. From the general form of

the tunneling Hamiltonian in Eq. (63), the Golden rule tunneling rates read

Γ
(i)
k,m =

1

h
νi(εk − εm)fi(εk − εm)|V i(εk − εm)|2, (65)

where νi(ε) denotes the density of states of the reservoir i and fi(ε) is its Fermi distribu-
tion. Once the stationary state of Eq. (64) is known, electronic and heat currents analogous
to Eqs. 60 can be computed directly from the stationary value of the r.h.s. of Eq. (64). Due
to its simplicity, this approach has been widely employed to model electronic and heat
transport in more complex thermoelectric devices.

Other methods. Capturing effects manifested in the strong system-lead coupling regime –
at low temperatures and with coherence and strong correlations – requires more involved
methods, some of which were discussed in Sec. 6. Over the last three decades, Nonequilibrium
Green Functions (NEGFs) [345] have been employed to solve a wide range of electronic
transport problems. In the context of autonomous nanoscale devices, such as rectificators
or, more generally, thermoelectric engines, NEGFs have been employed to describe working
media strongly coupled to their reservoirs [340, 346, 235, 347]. A quantum thermodynamics
formulation in NEGF terms has been also investigated [209, 211, 348], and inconsistency
between the dynamical and thermodynamical of supersystem-superbaths dynamics was put
forward in [210]. Another numerically exact method that has been applied to thermoelectric
devices is the hierarchical equation of motion approach [349, 350, 212, 351, 352], which has
also been used to explore thermodynamic properties, such as quantum friction and work, in
externally driven systems coupled to several reservoirs [213, 214].

7.1.2. Linear response and performance

Thermoelectric devices are subject to temperature and potential biases that can induce
a heat-to-work conversion. In the linear response regime, classical nonequilibrium thermo-
dynamics provides a general framework for describing steady-state heat and particle cur-
rents [353]. The linear response formalism permits devising simple relations for the figure
of merit of generic steady-state heat engines [354], e.g., thermoelectric efficiency and more
general thermoelectric response functions. Let us refer once again to the system depicted
in Fig. 16 and set the temperature TR = T and the chemical potential µR = µ, such that
the temperature difference is small, 0 < TL − TR ≡ ∆T � T , as is |∆µ| � kBT , with
∆µ ≡ µL − µR < 0 . These conditions define the linear response regime we explore next.
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In this case, the steady-state currents can be linked to potential biases and temperature
gradients by means of the Onsager relations [309],(

Je
Jh

)
=

(
Lee Leh
Lhe Lhh

)(
Fe
Fh

)
, (66)

where Fe = ∆V/T and Fh = ∆T/T 2, with the applied voltage ∆V = ∆µ/e and the elements
Lij (for i, j = e, h) of the Onsager matrix L. Eqs. (66) display the linear relation between
the currents and small variations ∆V and ∆T .

Having a consistent thermodynamic picture of any classical nonequilibrium steady-state
requires non-negative entropy production, Ṡ = FeJe + FhJh ≥ 0. Therefore, the Onsager
matrix L is positive semidefinite, i.e., the elements of the Onsager matrix obey the following
relations:

Lee ≥ 0 and Lhh ≥
(Leh + Lhe)

2

4Lee
≥ 0. (67)

For systems that respect time-reversal symmetry, the Onsager reciprocal relations hold,
Leh = Lhe, and thus the Onsager matrix is symmetric.

The great advantage of Eqs. (66) is that they allow us to derive useful relations for
thermoelectric devices, such as the efficiency at maximum power and general relations in
the different operating regimes. The thermoelectric efficiency, relating the power output and
the heat current flowing from the hot reservoir, can be written as

η =
Pgen

Jh,L
= −∆V Je

Jh
= −FeT (LeeFe + LehFh)

(LheFe + LhhFh)
. (68)

It follows that, for any fixed value of Fh, taking Fe,max = −Lhh/Lhe(1 −
√

detL/LeeLhh),
the efficiency in Eq. (68) is maximized. Moreover, the transport coefficients of the system
– including the electronic conductance G, the heat conductance K, the Seebeck and Peltier
coefficients S, and Π – can be written in the linear response limit, in terms of the elements
of the Onsager matrix L as follows:

G =
Je

∆V

∣∣∣
∆T=0

=
Lee
T
, (69)

K =
Jh
∆T

∣∣∣
Je=0

=
detL

T 2Lee
, (70)

S = −∆V

∆T

∣∣∣
Je=0

=
Leh
TLee

, (71)

Π =
Jh
Je

∣∣∣
∆T=0

=
Lhe
Lee

. (72)

The performance of thermoelectric devices is often measured by the dimensionless figure
of merit ZT = S2GT/K. This magnitude is not bounded from above, and in the linear
response regime, it can be directly related to the maximum efficiency attainable in heat-
to-work conversion. Inserting the value of Fe,max in Eq. (68), it follows that the maximum

59



efficiency can be recast in terms of ZT as follows:

ηmax = ηC

(√ZT + 1− 1√
ZT + 1 + 1

)
, (73)

where ηC = ∆T/T is the Carnot efficiency. As an immediate consequence of Eq. (68), in
the linear response regime, for any finite value of ZT , thermoelectric efficiency is bounded
by the Carnot efficiency, which can only be achieved in the limit ZT → ∞, for the ideal
thermoelectric device. Following a similar route, expressions for efficiency at maximum
power can be achieved.

The previous relations depend neither on the details of the device nor on the approxima-
tions employed to compute the currents. They hold as long as the currents obey Eq. (66).
In general, due to the reduced dimensions of nanoscale devices, it is experimentally difficult
to achieve small temperatures and field gradients [339] over the device length, so the validity
of the linear-response picture can be questioned. On the other hand, linear response expres-
sions for the currents can be obtained starting from the system Hamiltonian, following the
different approaches to quantum transport discussed in Sec. 7.1.1.

Below, we briefly introduce the general form of the Onsager coefficients that can be ob-
tained by employing the scattering theory approach. These expressions are simple enough to
provide an intuitive picture of the physical mechanism involved and serve as a starting point
for discussing more recent findings. From Eqs. (59), (60), expanding the Fermi distributions
up to linear order in kB∆T,∆µ � kBT , the linear-response expression for the currents of
the two-terminal device can be obtained. The Onsager matrix elements therefore read

Lee = e2TI(0), (74)

Leh = Lhe = eTI(1), (75)

Lhh = TI(2), (76)

with I(n) = (1/h)
∫ +∞
−∞ dE(E − µ)nτLR(E)(−f ′(E)).

Thermoelectric coefficients are calculated straightforwardly from Eq. (69)-(72): focusing
on the Seebeck and Peltier coefficients, we have

S =
1

eT

I(1)

I(0)
=

1

eT

∫ +∞
−∞ dE(E − µ)τLR(E)(−f ′(E))∫ +∞

−∞ dEτLR(E)(−f ′(E))
, (77)

Π = TS. (78)

From Eq. (77), it follows that, if the transmission function τLR(E) is symmetric around the
chemical potential µ, the Seebeck coefficient vanishes. This insight sheds light on a condition
sufficient for thermoelectric effects to occur: since electrons and holes bring opposite con-
tributions to S, any system breaking the symmetry in the transmission coefficient, below or
above the chemical potential, can show thermoelectric features. In fact, this symmetry can
be broken by means of different underlying physical mechanisms, possibly involving nonlin-
ear thermoelectric effects. In the following sections (Sec. 7.3), we outline recent proposals
of nanoscale systems showing these features.
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7.2. Multi-terminal devices

A great number of recent studies on nanoscale thermoelectrics have focused on multi-
terminal devices. One common setup is a three-terminal device that makes use of two coupled
Quantum Dots (QDs) in the Coulomb blockade regime, as sketched in Fig. 19. The first
QD, i.e., the conductor QD, is tunnel-coupled to the L and R leads, as in the conventional
scheme described by the equilibrium temperatures and chemical potentials (Ti, µi). It hosts
the charge transport between the two leads occurring via electronic tunneling through the
dot. Furthermore, the conductor is electrostatically coupled to the gate, a second QD that
in turn is tunnel coupled to a third lead at temperature Tg.

Due to the Coulomb coupling between the two dots, no charges can be exchanged between
the gate and the conductor. However, a given amount of energy can be exchanged between
the gate reservoir and the conductor, as a consequence of the charging energy U between the
dots. This feature is one of the main advantages of the setup, as it allows a spatial separation
between the heat source (the gate), and the working medium (the conductor).

𝑇L, `L 𝑇R, `R

𝑇𝑔, `𝑔

𝑈

𝜖𝑔

𝜖𝑐

a) b)

Figure 19: Schematic diagrams of three terminal devices based on Coulomb coupled QDs. a) On the left, the
two QDs are modeled with a single electronic level. The conductor dot (C) is tunnel coupled to the L and R
reservoirs, so that charge current can flow among them through C. The gate dot (G) interacts capacitively
with the conductor (C), and electrons can tunnel from the gate reservoir to (G). b) On the right, a schematic
diagram of the energy harvester’s working mechanism. Each cycle comprises single tunneling events from
the reservoirs to the QDs. The net result is the absorption of energy EC from the gate and a single electron
tunneling event from L to R, as shown in Eq. (80). Reproduced from [355].

7.2.1. From the energy harvester to the thermal transistor

First proposed in [356], the device in Fig. 19 has been proven to work as an energy
harvester [355], i.e., it converts the heat current coming from the gate into a charge current
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through the conductor, exploiting the correlations between the charge fluctuations in the
gate QD and the electronic tunneling in the conductor. When a load is added, a finite
amount of power can be produced with high efficiency.

The physics of the device can be understood via the case of the unbiased conductor, i.e.,
µL = µR, where the two leads are at equal temperatures TL = TR = Tw and Tg > Tw. Heat
current is converted to charge current in the conductor when the detailed balance between
the tunneling processes in the conductor breaks, due to interdot Coulomb correlations. This
process can be modeled with a rate equation (see Sec. 7.1.1), describing the probability of
occurrence for each of the double-dot system’s states that are modeled as |nc, ng〉, where
nc, ng = 0, 1, depending on whether each dot is empty or occupied.

The correlation between the tunneling and charge fluctuations is modeled by allowing
the tunneling rate from the conductor dot to the lead j to depend on the occupation of the
dot gate ng, i.e., Γ±j,ng , with j = L,R and ± denoting the probability of leaving and entering
the dot from reservoir j, respectively. The conversion of heat into charge current takes place
through a cycle, as sketched in Fig. 19. Each cycle starts when the double dot is empty.
Then an electron tunnels from the lead R, with rate Γ+

R,0, while the gate dot is empty. In
the second step, the gate is filled through electron tunneling from the hot reservoir. In the
Coulomb blockade regime, the double occupancy of the QDs requires a finite amount of
charging energy, U = EC, which is extracted from the hot reservoir. In the third step, the
electron in the conductor dot tunnels in the lead R, and in the last step, the electron in the
gate dot tunnels back.

By solving the corresponding rate equation, it has been proved that a stationary charge
current I establishes itself in the conductor, which reads

I = −e (ΓL1ΓR0 − ΓL0ΓR1)

(ΓL0 + ΓR0)(ΓL1 + ΓR1)

Jg
EC

, (79)

where Jg is the heat that flows through the gate. Notice that the direction of the current
depends on the asymmetry of the tunneling rates. Moreover, the charge transport can be
optimized by imposing that an electron tunnels from the L lead to the dot when the gate
dot is empty, and from the dot to the right lead L only when the gate dot is full, i.e.,
ΓL0,ΓR1 � ΓR0,ΓL1. In this limit [356], an amount of energy equal to EC is absorbed from
the gate, and a single electron tunnels from L to R, so that Eq. (79) reduces to

I

e
=

Jg
EC

. (80)

It is worth noting that the charge current is proportional to the heat current.
When a potential bias ∆V between the two leads is applied, a steady current develops

against it, producing work. The efficiency, η = Pgen/Jh = e∆V/EC, grows linearly with the
bias ∆V , until the stopping potential [309], ∆Vstop = ECηC/e, is reached. At this point,
the device operates with Carnot efficiency. On the other hand, the efficiency at maximum
power, ηPmax, grows as ηC/2 for small temperature bias, ∆T = Tg − Tw (linear response
regime). For higher values of ∆T , i.e., in the nonlinear response case, it can grow faster.
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Over the last decade, several platforms have experimentally achieved energy harvesting
based on QDs [357, 358, 333]. However, these devices employing Coulomb-coupled QDs
usually have low power production. Alternative proposals, relying on a couple of resonant
tunneling quantum dots [359], can deliver higher power and high efficiency at maximum
power. Recently, a similar configuration was experimentally realized [360], with two QDs
connecting equal temperatures leads to a higher temperature cavity. Electrons tunneling
into the left QD can only tunnel to the right lead if they gain a prescribed amount of energy,
equal to the energy difference between the two-dot levels. In this way, the thermal energy
gained by the electron tunneling into the cavity can be converted into an electrical current.

More recent theoretical studies have produced new insights into a three-terminal device’s
mechanism of power production. In [361], the power generation in three-terminal devices, as
in Fig. 19, has been traced back to a purely stochastic process. Thus, the operating mecha-
nism of these devices cannot be related to self-oscillating autonomous heat engines [362]. By
employing stochastic unraveling of the master equation describing the three-terminal device,
the occurrence of cycles corresponding to power production, like those depicted in Fig. 19,
has been characterized as a random process in time. Furthermore, the exact duration of each
cycle is not deterministic but rather shows stochastic fluctuations. The entropy production
of the device has been linked to the rate of each cycle, and heat transfer to the conductor
has been proven to act as a stochastic piston, which changes the energy of the conductor
dot at random in time.

Coulomb-coupled, QD-based devices have also been proven effective in gaining control of
the heat current flowing between the L and R leads, when no bias other than the temperature
difference ∆T = TL − TR is present. Indeed, the charge fluctuations in the gate, induced
by the gate reservoir, can change the thermal currents inside the conductor. In [363], the
thermal control of heat currents has been theoretically proposed. The possibility to block
heat currents along a conductor channel, i.e., the achievement of a thermal transistor, has
been investigated. Moreover, thermal gating has also been proposed as a tool for achieving
refrigeration effects, to obtain a QAR [42] (see Sec.2.3.2) and nearly-ideal rectification of
the heat currents [364].

Quite recently, the idea of a thermal transistor was reexamined via a modified version
of the three-terminal device, where in place of the conductor QD, a quantum point contact
(QPC) is used [325]. In this case, the capacitive coupling with the gate QD modifies the
transmission probability of the QPC, which is found to depend on the electrostatic potential
due to the presence of the dot, and thereby on the occupation state of the dot. Employing
the Landauer-Büttiker approach, the differential sensitivity of the average charge current
in the dot as a function of the temperature of the gate reservoir, i.e., |d〈I〉Tg/dTg|, has
been computed, along with the power gain as a function of Tg. Moreover, non-invasive
thermometry is attained, as only a negligible amount of energy flows back and forth between
the dot and the gate, without any energy exchange between them.

7.2.2. Hybrid thermal machines

Theoretical proposals of multiterminal devices performing multiple thermodynamic tasks
[365] at the same time have been considered in [366]. These machines employ additional con-
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Figure 20: Sketch of a multiterminal device employed as hybrid machine. By exploiting additional con-
served quantities linked to the generalized Gibbs state of the reservoirs, these engines can perform multiple
thermodynamic tasks at the same time, expanding the capabilities of the autonomous engines described in
Sec. 7.2.1.

served physical quantities [367, 368, 167] that can be exchanged among multiple reservoirs.
It follows that unconventional operating regimes can be achieved, in which more than a sin-
gle task can be performed at the same time, e.g., cooling and power production. Analogous
to QHEs with nonequilibrium baths (Sec. 4.5), this class of machines is imagined to work
with reservoirs described by generalized Gibbs state, ρgen

G = exp(−β(H −∑α µ
αAα))/Z,

with Z = tr[exp(−β(H −∑α µ
αAα))] and µα and Aα the thermodynamic potentials and

the operators describing the independently conserved quantities respectively. For example,
Aα can be the number of particles and angular momentum. With E denoting the amount of
energy flowing out of the reservoir, the total heat exchange rate reads Q̇ = Ė −∑α µ

αȦα.
Moreover, the total power output can be defined as Ẇ = −∑α µ

αȦα, such that a posi-
tive amount of work output increases the energy of the reservoir, while positive Q̇ means a
decrease in the reservoir energy.

Let us consider a machine working with multiple reservoirs, each labeled i and with
a temperature βi. In the long-time limit, the device approaches a nonequilibrium steady
state, where currents flowing among the different reservoirs are established. While the
laws of thermodynamics do not restrict the number of device tasks, they do limit their
operation regimes. The first and second laws of thermodynamics entail energy flow balance∑

α Ẇ
α =

∑
i Q̇i and the non-negativity of the entropy production Ṡ = −∑i βiQ̇i ≥ 0,

with the different power output contributions Ẇα = −µαi Ȧαi .
Unlike conventional QHEs, conserved quantities imply that the engine can operate with

multiple input and output tasks. As a consequence, a consistent way to classify useful and
wasteful processes is needed, as well as to assess whether a given output and input task
is more useful or wasteful than the other. This can be achieved by defining a reference
temperature Tr. If a reservoir temperature is T > Tr, then extracting (dumping) heat from
it is considered wasteful (useful), and vice-versa for T < Tr. As previously discussed in
Sec. 4.5, an operational definition of the free-energy of a single reservoir is introduced with
respect to Tr. The change in the free-energy of reservoir i is given by Ḟi = −Ėi − kBTrṠi
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and implies that the second law can be recast as [366]

Ḟtot =
∑
i

Ḟi =
∑
α

Ẇα +
∑
i

Q̇i(Tr/Ti − 1) ≤ 0. (81)

Useful work and heat contributions hold positive signs – e.g., a current Ȧα flowing against
a thermodynamic potential difference ∆µα, or a finite amount of heat extracted from a
reservoir at T < Tr – while, by contrast, wasteful ones bear negative signs, such that the
efficiency of these devices can be easily defined as the ratio between the useful terms (the
outputs) and the wasteful terms (the inputs),

ηhyb = −
∑+

α Ẇα + 1
2

∑
i Q̇i(Tr/Ti − 1) + |Q̇i(Tr/Ti − 1)|∑−

α Ẇα + 1
2

∑
i Q̇i(Tr/Ti − 1)− |Q̇i(Tr/Ti − 1)|

. (82)

This unconventional definition of efficiency enables an evaluation of multiple, simultaneous
tasks that may oppose one another. It is bounded ηhyb ≤ 1 and can be saturated in reversible
processes when the entropy generation vanishes. These cases can be thought in terms of the
Carnot limit in heat engines, where heat is converted into work at maximum efficiency but
infinitely slowly. The approach is applied to a three-terminal device, as depicted in Fig. 20.

7.3. Superconducting thermoelectric engines and coolers

Recent works have brought forward theoretical proposals for nanoscale thermoelectric de-
vices that employ superconducting elements. Traditionally, normal-insulating-superconducting
(SINIS) junctions have been studied as suitable experimental platforms for developing on-
chip coolers [314, 315, 369]. The structure of a SINIS cooler is sketched in Fig. 21. Here

EF

EF
∆

S I N I S

Figure 21: Semiconductor model of a SINIS cooler. For temperatures well below the critical value, in the S
zones the excited quasiparticle states above the superconducting gap are empty. After the application of a
bias field, the hot electrons in the N metal can tunnel to the quasiparticle states of the right S, while cold
electrons below Fermi energy can come from the left S. Reproduced from [315].
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a normal (N) metal island is tunnel-coupled to a pair of superconducting materials (S), by
means of insulating (I) barriers. When a quasi-equilibrium description is adopted, the S
island can be described by the BCS density of states [370] with superconducting gap ∆,
while the N island is described by the Fermi distribution. Furthermore, the temperatures of
the superconducting elements are assumed to be well below their critical values, T � TC.

Cooling of the metallic island N can be achieved by employing the superconductor’s
gapped density of states as an energy filter. If a suitable voltage bias is applied, only
the high-energy quasiparticles tunnel from the metallic island to the empty states of the
superconductor. As a result, the average energy of electrons in the N metal decreases, the
Fermi distribution tends to become steeper, and a cooling effect is obtained.

Thermoelectric engines and coolers – based on normal-superconducting-normal (NSN)
systems, as well as superconducting-insulator-superconducting (SIS) tunnel junctions – have
been studied extensively. See review paper [315] and references therein (see also Sec. 7.3.3).
A common feature of these devices is heat transport, which is entirely due to the tunneling of
fermionic quasiparticles, while the Cooper pairs condensate, carrying zero entropy, plays no
role. On the other hand, over the last few years, several theoretical proposals have focused
on thermoeletric devices based on the physical properties of Cooper pairs tunneling, e.g.,
Josephson junctions [371, 372, 373, 374, 375, 376] and Cooper pairs splitters (CPS) [377].
In addition, non-local thermoelectric effects linked to the quantum spin Hall effect [378]
have been predicted, and topological Josephson engines [379, 380] have also been proposed.
Ahronov-Bohm heat engines in the linear response regime have also been studied [381].

7.3.1. Photonic superconducting engines

The idea of a mesoscopic thermoelectric device based on resonant Cooper pairs tunneling
in a Josephson junction has been put forward in [382, 383]. The device is composed of a
voltage-biased Josephson junction, coupled to two photonic microwave cavities of frequencies
Ωh and Ωc, as shown in Fig. 22. Each cavity is in contact with a hot and cold thermal bath

V EJ
Ωc Ωh

Tc Th

Figure 22: Schematic diagram of the thermoelectric engine. A voltage-biased Josephson junction (denoted
by EJ) is coupled to two microwave cavities at frequencies Ωh > Ωc. The coupling is achieved via magnetic
fluxes ϕh(t), ϕc(t) that modulate the phase of the junction in time. Each microwave cavity is coupled to
a thermal bath, such that the cavity photons follow a thermal distribution. The setup provides a clear
separation between heat and charge currents. Reproduced from [382].

respectively. It is assumed that Ωh > Ωc and the equilibrium occupations of the two cavities
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fulfill 〈nh〉 > 〈nc〉. In the case of a Josephson junction irradiated by photons, it is well known
that the supercurrent can exhibit finite steps at discrete values of the bias voltage [370]. In
a rather similar way, here a Cooper pair can tunnel against the bias V of the junction,
by exchanging photons with the two cavities. In particular, When the bias voltage of the
junction is

2eV = mΩh − nΩc, (83)

with m,n integers, the Cooper pair can tunnel against the bias V by annihilating m photons
from the hot cavity and creating n photons in the cold one. Thus, the system uses the heat
from the two thermal reservoirs to produce a current against the bias, leading to usable
power.

An important feature of this engine is that it allows for a full separation between heat
and charge currents. The Cooper pairs carry zero entropy, while the heat arises from energy
exchange with the resonator. The engine’s efficiency can be computed for a single tunneling
Cooper pair as

η =
Pgen

Jh
=

2eV

mΩh

= 1− nΩc

mΩh

. (84)

It has been proven that Eq. (72) is bounded by the Carnot efficiency. However, as the heat
and charge currents are found to be proportional, the device allows for high power values in
the conversion efficiency. Indeed, at maximum power, the efficiency turns out to be above
the Curzon-Ahlborn bound. Similarly, an autonomous absorption refrigerator enhanced by
quantum coherence [384, 27] can be devised by employing three cavities connected to baths
at different temperatures with a phase-biased Josephson junction [385, 44]. In this vein, more
recent proposals [386] have focused on thermoelectric engines composed of a pair of qubits,
each coupled to a bath at a fixed temperature, coupled together with a Josephson junction.
A complete characterization of the engine performance, i.e., of work and heat fluctuations,
has been obtained, along with a study of two-time correlation functions between different
energy exchange events in a steady state.

7.3.2. Nonlocal thermoelectric engines and coolers

Cooper pairs based thermoelectric devices have been the focus of several recent works.
In [387, 388, 389], Cooper pairs splitters based heat engines and coolers have been proposed.
A CPS is a device capable of splitting a Cooper pair by producing spin-entangled pairs of
electrons in a singlet state [390]. As shown in Fig. 23, correlated electrons, resulting from
the splitting of a pair in the central superconducting lead, can tunnel into different QDs. In
this scheme, the superconductor acts as a source of Cooper pairs, and each one of the dots
is coupled to a normal electronic lead, denoted by L and R, such that electrons can tunnel
into each of them.

An interesting operating regime is demonstrated when the system shown in Fig. 23 works
as a cooler. With a parameter regime where TL > TR, the chemical potentials are equal and
lower than the superconducting one, µL = µR < µS, and the QDs’ energy levels obey
εR = −εL. Electrons below (above) the chemical potential are injected in the R (L) leads,
cooling the R one. In other words, the heat currents fulfill JR > 0, JL < 0. This cooling
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mechanism is different from previous examples (see Sec. 2.3.2 and Fig. 21), as it requires
neither a voltage bias between the two leads nor coupling to a third reservoir. Moreover,
due to the novel feature of the proposed system, charge is injected into the normal leads
through an energy-conserving process.

TL, µL TR, µR

ϵgϵc CPS

Figure 23: Sketch of the CPS heat engine. The central superconductor is coupled to a pair of QDs. Due
to the Coulomb repulsion, the Cooper pairs coming from the center split into two spin-entangled electrons
on each QD. Then they can tunnel into each lead. The cooling effect takes place as electrons tunnel in the
states above (below) the Fermi level of the L (R) lead. Reproduced from [387].

The main mechanism can be understood when the central superconductor is modeled in
an effective way, so that the following Hamiltonian can be used to describe the tunneling
between the two dots:

Hτ = −
∑
σ=↑,↓

tECd
†
LσdRσ −

tCPS√
2

(d†L↑d
†
R↓ − d†L↓d†R↑) + h.c., (85)

where d†(d) are the creation (annihilation) operators of electrons on each of the two QDs,
and h.c. is the hermitian conjugate.

The CPS leads to the creation of two spin-correlated electrons in the QDs, while electrons
can still move from one side to the other via elastic cotunneling (EC) processes, without
changing the charge state of the superconductor. The peculiar form of Eq. (84) tends to hy-
bridize equal parity states. The robustness of the CPS-induced cooling against EC depends
on the parameter ranges of the model. The nonlocal transport properties of the system
can also lead to a heat engine operation. Cooling performance has been studied by com-
puting the Coefficient of Performance (COP): it approaches the ideal value for decreasing
values of the ratio tEC/tCPS, i.e., the stronger the CPS is with respect to the EC. Moreover,
the non-local Seebeck effect employing a graphene-based CPS device was experimentally
observed. Specifically, with an experimental platform conceptually similar to the previous
theoretical description, thermal gradients were employed to produce entangled pairs of elec-
trons [377, 391]. More recent theoretical proposals of nonlocal heat engines focus on hybrid
setups, where a pair of QDs is in contact with superconducting and normal reservoirs [392].

7.3.3. Nonlinear thermoelectric engines

Besides showing nonlocal thermoelectricity, superconducting elements can also lead to
nonlinear thermoelectric response. In [393], an SIS junction was considered as a plat-
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form that could exhibit a peculiar instance of nonlinear thermoelectric effect. The spe-
cial feature of this platform is the thermoelectric behavior in the presence of Electron-
Hole (EH) symmetry, in contrast to the linear-response regime (see Sec. 7.1.2), where
an asymmetry in electron-hole transport is required. The SIS junction is sketched in
Fig. 24. The two superconductors are modeled with the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS)

S I S′ I S

I

Iload

+V −VσG

a) b)

Figure 24: Schematic diagram of an SIS junction working as a nonlinear thermoelectric engine. a) Sketch
of the semiconductor model of the SIS. b) Schematic diagram of the biased junction. Reproduced from
[393, 394].

theory, and are described by their order parameters ∆α(T ) and density of states (DOS)
Nα(E) = θ(|E| − ∆α)|E|/

√
E2 −∆2

α, where α = L,R refers to the left and right super-
conductors. It is further assumed that all contributions arising from Josephson effect are
neglected. Thus, when a voltage bias V is applied, µL−µR = −eV and for TL 6= TR sufficient
conditions for a finite thermoelectric power Ẇ = −IRV > 0 can be found. This resource
is equivalent to finding a parameter regime for which negative conductance I(V )/V occurs.
When V > 0 and TL > TR, the expression for the particle and heat currents in the SIS
junction is

IL = −GT

e

∫ +∞

−∞
dENL(EL)NR(ER)[fL(EL)− fj(ER)], (86)

Q̇L =
GT

e2

∫ +∞

−∞
dEELNL(EL)NR(ER)[fL(EL)− fR(ER)],

where Eα = E − µα and fα(Eα) is the Fermi distribution.
It has been observed that, as a general requirement for achieving a negative current,

the hot L DOS has to be gapped, while the R DOS needs to show behavior that decreases
monotonically with E. In general, the SIS junction can be designed to fulfill these condi-
tions [394]. The thermoelectric effect can be understood in the following manner: for zero
bias V = 0, EH symmetry guarantees that holes and electron currents exactly cancel each
other out. Yet with a finite bias such that µL − µR > 0, R DOS is shifted and the hole
transport is increased at the expense of the electron one. Thus, a net charge transport
against the bias is present. The nonlinearity of the current-voltage characteristics is then
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clearly observed within the gap, i.e., eV < ∆L(EL) + ∆R(ER). In the opposite regime, the
linearity is restored.

8. Quantum Entanglement, Information, and Measurement-driven QHEs

In this section, we will provide a brief overview of the fundamental ideas behind Maxwell’s
Demon (MD) engines. Unlike the conventional machines described in previous sections,
these engine models are designed to investigate the fundamental link between information
and thermodynamics laws [395]. After summarizing some of the theoretical approaches
developed for this purpose in the classical setting (Sec. 8.1), we will review recent theoretical
and experimental proposals of MD engines that work in the quantum regime (Sec. 8.2). Here
new effects can come into play, due to the quantum nature of the working medium as well
as the invasive nature of quantum measurement. As with the QHEs reported in Sec. 2.3,
the possible occurrence of a genuine quantum advantage in these machines’ performance
remains a debated issue. We will further review engine models fuelled by measurements
and entanglement (Sec. 8.3), and, finally, we will describe QHE models that can generate
entanglement (Sec. 8.4).

8.1. The classical Maxwell’s demon and the Szilárd engine

Maxwell’s demon (MD) is an ideal being capable of measuring the microstate of a physical
system, e.g., a gas particle stored in a container that can exchange heat with a thermal
reservoir at fixed temperature T . Moreover, it can carry out a feedback protocol that, using
the information gained through measurement, allows it to extract an amount of work from
the reservoir in a cyclic way, apparently violating the second-law of thermodynamics [396,
397]. This theoretical paradox has received a great deal of attention over the last century.
One of the first steps towards the paradox’s solution was formalized by Szilárd [398], who
first devised an ideal engine run by the demon.

In its simplest realization, the Szilárd engine consists of a vessel containing only one gas
molecule. The vessel can exchange heat with a thermal reservoir held at a fixed temperature
T . The demon inserts a barrier into the vessel, creating a bipartition (L, R) of equal
volumes. The barrier can move along the vessel without friction. The demon measures the
position of the gas particle, either L or R (measurement), and gains an amount of classical
information corresponding to one logical bit. Furthermore, as sketched in Fig. 25, it modifies
the apparatus on the side occupied by the particle using a rope tied to a mass, in order to
extract work from the system by lifting the weight against gravitational force. Given that
the gas particle is on the R side, the demon lets it expand toward the left (feedback protocol)
until the barrier reaches the left side of the vessel. Eventually, the demon removes the barrier
and the one-particle gas cycle can start all over again. The net result of this measurement-
feedback protocol is the full conversion of heat extracted from the reservoir into a finite
amount of work, which reads

W = kBT ln 2. (87)

This ideal engine apparently violates the second law of thermodynamics, as all the heat
extracted from the bath is converted into work by a device operating in a complete cycle.
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Figure 25: Sketch of the Szilárd engine through its four stages. starting at the top left and going clockwise.
a) A single gas particle moves in a chamber that is held in contact with a reservoir at fixed temperature
T . b) The demon inserts a separation in the chamber to divide it equal volumes partitions L and R. c)
The demon measures the position of the particle and gets a bit of classical information. Based on this
information, it inserts a device to extract work from the chamber. d) The demon lets the gas expand and
moving the separation, thus extracting a finite amount of work from the finite-temperature reservoir.

This paradox demonstrates how the work extracted is related to the amount of information
gained from the demon. Szilárd’s theoretical studies link the r.h.s. of Eq. (87) to a minimum
amount of entropy increase [397] due to the measurement. This insight prompted nearly a
century of theoretical and experimental efforts aimed at understanding the interplay between
thermodynamics and information [396].

Notable contributions to the solution of the paradox, i.e., the exorcism of MD [396], were
provided by Landauer [399] and Bennett [400]. Landauer first determined the minimum
energetic cost needed to erase the information gained through measurement [401]. Indeed,
any amount of information resulting from the outcome of a measurement has to be stored
in a memory. The minimum amount of classical information is encoded in one classical
bit. In the context of the Szilárd’s engine, in order to close the thermodynamic cycle, the
demon needs to erase the information stored in the memory. Landauer recognized that the
erasure is a logically irreversible process [399], i.e., it maps many different logical states
to a single one. In the case of a duality relation between thermodynamic and information
entropy [397, 402, 403], he concluded that the erasure of a logical state entails dissipation of
energy into the environment. This result had profound consequences for the physics of the
Szilárd engine: the minimum amount of work that has to be dissipated into the reservoir
to erase the demon’s memory exactly equals the work gained after the feedback protocol,
i.e., Weras = kBT ln 2. As a consequence, the entropy growth of the environment due to the
erasure process is greater or equal to the entropy reduction linked to work extraction.
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For a generic amount of classical information stored by the demon, the erasure work is
proven to be proportional to the amount of classical information, [397]

Weras = kBT ln 2H(p), (88)

where p is the probability of the gas molecule being in a given partition of the vessel,
and H(p) = −p log2 p − (1 − p) log2(1 − p) is the binary Shannon entropy. Bennett [400]
also pointed out that, given the measurement apparatus is in a blank state (no previous
information recorded), the measurement correlates the memory with the system and, at
least in principle, it can be carried out reversibly.

The appearance of the Shannon entropy on the right-hand side of Eq. (88) hints at a
fundamental link between thermodynamics and information. Over the last two decades,
intense theoretical [404, 405, 406, 407, 408, 409, 410, 411, 412, 134, 413] and experimen-
tal [414, 415, 416, 417, 418, 419, 420, 421] efforts have been made to describe information
processing tasks – such as measurement, feedback, and erasure protocols – as nonequilibrium
thermodynamic processes. The theoretical study [134] provided generalized definitions of
nonequilibrium entropy and free energy, and reformulation of the second law to account for
information exchange among different systems, e.g., the demon’s memory and the working
medium. Given a classical system described by an Hamiltonian H0(x) and a nonequilibrium
state ρ, the proposed definition for the nonequilibrium free-energy reads

F = 〈H0〉ρ − TS(ρ), (89)

where S(ρ) is the thermodynamic entropy related to the nonequilibrium probability distri-
bution ρ. Importantly, S(ρ) is assumed to be proportional to the Shannon entropy of a
generic stochastic variable X [397, 403] described by the probability distribution ρ, reading

S(ρ) = kBH(X) = −kB

∑
x

ρ(x) ln ρ(x), (90)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant and x stands for each of the individual realizations
of X. This definition of nonequilibrium entropy permits describing, on the same ground,
heat and work exchange with information gain and losses. It has been adopted by many
authors in the quantum setting [109] (see also Secs. 4.5,8.2), where S(ρ) is replaced with the
Von-Neumann entropy.

When Eqs. (89) and (90) are adopted, the measurement and feedback control in a Szilárd
engine can be fully characterized in terms of energy and information balance. For a classical
measurement operation that does not change the energy of the working medium, the change
in the nonequilibrium entropy due to the measurement can be written as [134]

∆S(ρ) = kBH(X) = −kBI(X,M), (91)

where I(X,M) = H(X) − H(X|M) is the mutual information between the microstate X
and the random outcome of the measurement M . Eq.(91) links the information gain due to
measurement to the decrease in the nonequilibrium entropy. In a generic feedback control
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process, e.g., one operated by the demon in the Szilárd engine, the Hamiltonian is changed
by an external parameter over a finite time. Then, at a given point in time, a measurement
is performed, and a suitable feedback protocol, λm(t), is operated. Following Eq. (91), a
generalized second-law can be written down to describe the whole process [404]

〈W 〉 − 〈∆F〉 ≥ −kBTI(X(tm),M). (92)

The average work 〈W 〉 and the average change in the nonequilibrium free energy 〈∆F〉 are
thus related to the information gained. From Eq. (92), it follows that, for a feedback process
returning the measured system back to the initial state, there is a minimum amount of work
that can be extracted, 〈W 〉 ≥ −kBTI(X(tm),M), which, in the case of the Szilárd engine,
reduces to Eq. (87).

In the very first experimental realizations of the Szilárd engine, the single molecule gas in
the chamber is replaced with a Brownian particle (a polystirene bead in a solution) subject
to a spiral-staircase potential [422]. The measurement-dependent feedback protocol consists
of switching suitable tilted periodic potentials, using the information to prevent the bead
from getting down the staircase. Moreover, a fully electronic version of the engine has been
realized, where an electron evolving in a Single Electron Box (SEB) device plays the role of
the working medium [416].

More recent proposals involve continuous versions of Szilárd engines, that is, refined
feedback protocols where the MD performs multiple measurements on the gas to maximize
the extracted work [423]. Moreover, a so-called gambling MD has been proposed, which
invests a given amount of work and stops the nonequilibrium dynamics of the medium at
stochastic times, in order to earn free energy [424].

8.2. Quantum Maxwell’s demon heat engines

The Szilárd engine is a basic example of feedback control aimed at converting informa-
tion into work. As many advances took place in the classical regime to understand the link
between information and thermodynamics, more recent works have focused on the investi-
gation of similar issues in the quantum regime.

The quantum nature of the working medium and the bath can influence the operation of
the engine during the measurement-feedback protocol and the information erasure stages.
The former stage clearly involves phenomena unique to the quantum realm. In this case,
the demon can change the quantum state of the working medium by either performing
projective measurements or by continuously monitoring it. As summarized in Sec. 8.1, in
the classical setting, nonequilibrium fluctuations occurring in the course of an information-
to-work conversion process have been theoretically described via generalized fluctuation
relations [134]. The quantum versions of the Sagawa-Ueda fluctuation relations [425, 63, 53,
426, 427, 428, 109] are formally analogous to the classical ones and quantitatively describe
the amount of information gained through the feedback control, by means of the quantum
mutual information [133]. Following these results, over the last decade, a huge amount of
theoretical and experimental effort has been put into describing the measurement-feedback
protocol created by a demon acting in the quantum regime, in terms of nonequilibrium

73



quantum fluctuation relations [81]. Related experimental works have now reached maturity,
and they generally provide robust evidence for quantum fluctuation theorems (see Sec. 8.2.2).

On the other hand, the search for truly quantum effects in the operation of the demon has
been pursued via different routes. This issue is rooted in the problem of work extraction from
quantum states in the presence of quantum resources [162, 429, 430, 109] and is therefore
linked to the fundamental inquiry of quantum advantage in quantum heat engines [48,
431]. Thus far, the study of quantum and nonequilibrium effects taking place during the
erasure process, possibly occurring in a finite time, has led to several extensions of the
Landauer bound [432, 433, 434, 435, 436]. Moreover, quantum coherence and correlations,
e.g., entanglement either between the working medium and memory or the working medium
and the bath, have been considered as sources of novel quantum effects in the erasure process,
also providing advantages to the demon’s work extraction (see Sec. 8.2.1). In this context,
contrasting results have been derived, meaning a clear and conclusive scenario is still in the
making. We give a brief overview of these different research directions in what follows.

8.2.1. Quantum effects in MD engines

Early works in the field provided a theoretical analysis of engines run by Maxwell’s
demons in the quantum regime [437]. One of the main issues that have been investigated
is linked to the invasive nature of measurement in the quantum domain. The influence
of measurement and decoherence on a system of two spins coupled to radiation modes at
different temperatures and subject to pulses was first analyzed in [437], as an NMR quantum
Maxwell’s demon. With one of the spins employed in gaining information on the quantum
state of the other, the thermodynamic inefficiency due to the energetic cost of the information
gained has been computed and compared with the Carnot efficiency. Different perspectives
on quantum measurement examine its energetic imprint [438], considering it as an additional
quantum resource for QHEs.

Moreover, in [439], a quantum version of the theoretical Szilárd engine has been pro-
posed, where the working medium is composed of many Bosonic/Fermionic particles. Here
claims are made for the importance of inserting and removing the separation wall between
the two sides in energetic accounting, a process that should be considered part of the ther-
modynamic operation of the engine. Furthermore, the statistics of the working medium
particles determine the amount of work that can be extracted from the engine. Bosonic par-
ticles exhibit higher work generation than Fermionic ones, especially in the low-temperature
limit. This behavior is also observed in standard QHEs as discussed in Sec. 2.2.2.

In [440], the peculiar option of erasing a system S that shares correlations with a quantum
memory has been explored. Erasing or resetting a system means bringing it to a known and
definite pure state. For a qubit, that state would be the ground state |0〉. In a simple setup,
the system S to be erased is maximally entangled with each of the n memory qubits of the
observer Q. By accessing the memory qubits, the observer Q erases the system, enacting a
process whose work cost doesn’t exceed

Weras(S|Q) = H(S|Q)kT ln 2, (93)
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where H(S|Q) = H(ρSQ) − H(ρQ) is the conditional Von Neumann entropy [441] and ρSQ

is the joint quantum state of S and Q. Contrary to its classical counterpart in Eq. (88),
Eq. (93) describes genuine quantum features arising from quantum correlations between the
system and the memory, i.e., “side information” [109]. For instance, if the joint state ρSQ

is maximally entangled, the marginal state ρQ is mixed, such that the work in Eq. (93) is
negative. As a consequence, in the presence of quantum correlations, the erasure can be
linked to a net work extraction. A crucial feature of this erasure process is that the local
state ρS is erased by being set to the reference zero state |0〉, while the state of the memory
Q remains mixed, i.e., the erasure process is locally indistinguishable from the classical
one [109].

In the classical setting (see 8.1), the demon performs measurements directly on the work-
ing medium. However, in the quantum setting, if the working medium S and its environment
E are described by means of a global bipartite state ρSE , a demon can be devised to per-
form measurement on the environment without disturbing the state of the working medium.
In this context, work extraction can be performed by another party with the aid of local
operations.

The problem of extracting work from a shared bipartite quantum state by employing
only local operations, i.e., assisted work distillation [442], has been studied in the framework
of resource theories [443]. In this case, two parties, Alice and Bob, share many copies of a
bipartite quantum state ρAB. The two parties are allowed to do local operations on their
subsystems: Bob can perform only thermal operations, while they can communicate through
a classical channel. In [444], the above theoretical setting has been exploited to devise a
fully quantum generalization of the Szilárd engine. Moreover, a theoretical criterion has
been proposed to certify the quantum engine’s behavior and distinguish it from its classical
counterpart. The latter is based on the derivation of a bound on work that can be locally
extracted by Bob, using the notion of quantum steering [445, 446, 447].

In this fully-quantum Szilárd engine, Alice (A) plays the role of the demon. She can
prepare several copies of the system-environment global state ρSE , and she can perform
measurements only on E , while Bob (B) can extract work from the local Gibbs state of S,
trE [ρSE ] = ρSG = (1/Z)

∑
i e
−βEk |k〉 〈k|. A performs measurements on E and communicates

the outcome to B via a classical channel. On the basis of this information, B can extract the
maximum amount of work, performing only local operations. Infinitely many decomposi-
tions, Dn = {pi, ρi}, can be found for the local Gibbs state, which is a linear combination of
ensembles, ρSG =

∑
i piρi. Each of these ensembles can be linked to a different global state

by ρi = trE [(1 ⊗Mi)ρSE ], provided a suitable Positive Operator-Valued Measure (POVM),
Mi.

A set of unitaries Un = {Un
i } can be used to extract work from each decomposition,

Dn. The work extraction is performed through the transfer of a nonnegative amount of
energy from the system S to a work storage device W , such that the total Hamiltonian of
the composite system is H = HS ⊗ Î + Î ⊗HW [449, 162] and the average work is expressed
as W̄ =

∑
i piWi, with Wi = tr{Î ⊗HW(Ui(ρi ⊗ ρW)U †i − ρi ⊗ ρW)}. In order to maximize

the average work, for a given decomposition, B can pick the unitaries at random and then
ask A which particular unitary to use. On the other hand, A can communicate the unitary
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Figure 26: Classical vs. quantum Szilárd engine. a) Three stages of the classical engine. b) The demon
(Alice) performs measurements on the environment and sends Bob the information on the unitary for use.
Once he receives this information, Bob can extract work by applying the right unitary on the working
medium qubit and then charging a work storage device. Reproduced from [448].

to B after reading the outcome of the measurement on E .
Evidence of quantumness in the engine operation is encoded in the correlations of the

state ρSE and is based on quantum steering-type arguments. If the correlations can be
described by a Local Hidden State (LHS) model [447] with F = {pξ, ρξ} and ρξ the hidden
states randomly distributed according to pξ, then there is no assurance of quantumness. On
the other hand, if such a model cannot be found, then B can be sure about the nonlocal
character of the correlations. From a theoretical perspective, a quantum state is steerable
if its conditional, or post-measurement states, linked to one party cannot be successfully
described by means of an LHS [447]. Remarkably, for the Szilárd engine described above,
if an LHS model is chosen as a decomposition, then the average work locally extractable
through the process by B is bounded from above, W ≤ W cl. As a consequence, any
decomposition leading to a work extraction exceeding the bound W cl is a clear signature
of quantum behavior and also provides evidence for quantum advantage over the classical
setting. This strategy is demonstrated for a two-level system, described by the Hamiltonian
HS = |1〉 〈1|, and a local Gibbs state that is parametrized as ρGibbs = (1 + η)/2 |1〉 〈1|+ (1−
η)/2 |0〉 〈0|, with η = (e−β − 1)/(e−β + 1). In this case, the average work for any LHS is
bounded from above by

W cl ≤
η(
√

1− η2 + η + 1) +
√

2− 2η2

2(
√

1− η2 + 1)
. (94)

If A prepares many copies of the state ρSE out of a pure entangled state of the form
|ψ〉SE =

√
(1 + η)/2 |1〉S ⊗ |1〉E +

√
(1− η)/2 |0〉S ⊗ |0〉E and performs measurements of σx
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and σy, then B can extract on average the optimal amount of work W opt = (1 + η)/2, which
exceeds the classical bound in Eq. (94) for a wide range of inverse temperatures β.

Recently, this theoretically proposed Szilárd engine was experimentally realized [448],
employing a platform based on NV centers in diamond. Similar experimental devices have
been used to realize MD engines in which the demon performs measurements on the working
medium (see Sec. 8.2.2). In this quantum Szilárd engine experiment, the working medium
and the bath are implemented with a pair of qubits, making use of the nuclear Nitrogen
spin and the vacancy’s electronic spin respectively. The platforms allow for a high degree of
spin manipulation and preparation of a wide variety of correlated initial states.

8.2.2. Experiments on quantum MD engines

Over the last decade, experiments with quantum MD engines have been implemented
through a wide range of platforms. Though their perspectives vary, the aim of these stud-
ies has been to provide a solid experimental validation of generalized fluctuation theorems
involving energy and information exchange with quantum systems. They achieve MD feed-
back control by manipulating quantum systems that exhibit coherence. However, the various
feedback control protocol setups differ in the way the demon gains information, i.e., both the
working medium and the detailed experimental technique used to measure the corresponding
amount of information.

In [450], a feedback protocol employing a CHCl3 liquid with 13C atoms driven by means
of NMR techniques has been performed. Here the working medium is the spin 1/2 of the
13C atom, while the role of the demon memory is played by the nuclear spin of the 1H atom.
The working medium is initially prepared in a Gibbs state ρG at temperature T . Then,
employing a resonant RF pulse, a quench is performed to change its Hamiltonian quickly, so
that the state at a subsequent time τ1 is out-of-equilibrium and develops quantum coherences
in the energy basis. The measurement-feedback protocol operated by the demon relies
on nonselective projective measurements on the working medium. For each measurement
outcome m, ruled by a probability p(m), a feedback protocol is implemented by controlling
the evolution of the working medium until a final time τ2. The control is based on the
engineering of unital operations, each labelled by k, where the Hamiltonian of the working
medium Hk(τ) can be changed in time. The feedback control is also affected by errors, i.e.,
for each measurement outcome m, a conditional probability p(k|m) of implementing the
k-th operation is introduced.

The feedback effect on the entropy production of the working medium can be quantita-
tively described by the generalized Tasaki identity integral relation, which reads

〈e−β(W−∆Fk)−I(k,m)〉 = 1, (95)

where W is the stochastic work, ∆F k = −(1/β) lnZτ2/Z0, Zt = tr[e−βH
k(τ)] is the variation

of the free energy for each controlled evolution, and I(k,m) = ln p(k|m)
p(m)

are the elements of the
mutual information between the working medium and the memory. This result is analogous
to the classical Sagawa-Ueda integral fluctuation relation with feedback. The proposed
measurement-feedback protocol allows for experimental validation of Eq.(95).
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Moreover, given that the Jensen inequality is applied to (95), it follows that, in the pres-
ence of feedback, the average entropy production obeys 〈Σ〉 = β〈W −∆F k〉 ≥ −〈I(k,m)〉 and
in principle can become negative. This means that the MD can carry out rectification of the
average entropy production. Using quantum state tomography, it is possible to reconstruct
all the contributions to the average entropy production of the protocol. As a consequence,
the demon rectification can be characterized as a function of the temperature of the state,
and an optimal feedback protocol can be found.

Alternative approaches to the experimental investigation of quantum MD engines employ
a superconducting circuit platform [451, 452] and NV center in diamond [453]. In [451], a
quantum MD engine that can work in a cyclic fashion is constructed. The working medium is
a transmon qubit embedded in a microwave cavity, the latter working as the demon memory.
The transmon and the cavity are coupled by means of the Jaynes-Cummings interaction in
the dispersive limit, which reads H = ωq |e〉 〈e| + ωDb

†b − χb†b |e〉 〈e|, where ~ = 1, |g〉 and
|e〉 are the ground and excited state of the qubit respectively, and b† and b are the cavity
creation and annihilation operators. A shift in the cavity frequency −χ, of the order of
MHz, takes place whenever the qubit is in the excited state. Reciprocally, if the cavity hosts
a finite number n of photons, the qubit energy gap is changed by −nχ. As a consequence,
by suitably driving the cavity with microwave pulses, the qubit and the demon’s memory
become correlated, and their state can be employed to demonstrate the effect of information
on the extracted work.

At the beginning of the cycle, the working medium is prepared in a thermal state at
temperature Th. Next, a pulse of frequency ωD is sent to the cavity and excites the demon’s
memory only if the qubit is in the ground state |g〉, i.e, the demon records the state of the
qubit. In the next step, the work extraction is implemented by sending a pulse of frequency
ωq through a dedicated port. If the established correlation between the qubit and the demon
memory is assumed to be ideal, and if photons are present in the cavity, the qubit cannot
make any transition as its energy gap is changed. On the other hand, if the cavity is empty,
i.e., the qubit finds itself in the excited state, then stimulated emission takes place, and work
is extracted by the working medium. It follows that the system entropy decreases while the
demon memory increases by at least the same amount. In the final step, the demon memory
is reset by thermalizing with a different bath at temperature Tc, with Tc < Th. The extracted
power can be deduced from measurements of the photons coming in and out of the port. The
results show that work is extracted over time as a consequence of the information gained by
the demon, and it occurs if the cavity is populated enough for the two-qubit states to be
distinguished. However, while signatures of quantumness are present in the reconstructed
state ρD of the demon’s memory, no quantum signature linked to quantum coherence in the
qubit state is present in the extracted power.

As pointed out in [454], many physical features in previous examples of quantum MD
engines could be explained without resorting to quantum information. This outcome is due
to the fact that quantum coherence features may be absent, or they could be lost as a result of
the projective measurement scheme adopted in the feedback protocol. In [454], a quantum
MD experiment is performed in which, at variance from previous approaches (see Fig.),
the demon implements continuous weak measurements on the working medium, followed
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by a feedback protocol. The advantages of this method are twofold: first, experimental
verification of fluctuation relations in the presence of information can be achieved at the
level of a single quantum trajectory, as it can be done with heat and work [455]. Second,
the combined effect of quantum coherence and quantum measurement backaction, on the
information gained by the demon, can be probed experimentally. As with [451, 452], the
experimental setup comprises a superconducting transmon qubit, described as a two-level
system, dispersively coupled with a cavity.

The noticeable feature in this work is that the qubit is periodically driven by a resonant
drive that induces Rabi oscillations. When the phase shift of the cavity is continuously
measured, the resulting stochastic dynamics allow for gaining information on the qubit state
without resorting to projective measurement. For each quantum trajectory, it is possible to
track the amount of information gained by the demon. On the basis of this information, a
feedback rotation brings the system to the ground state. As a result, the average information
can be taken over many quantum trajectories, as a function of the initial state of the qubit.
The effect of coherence and quantum backaction is to induce a transition from a regime
of information gain, in which the average information is positive, to another marked by
information loss, in which the average information turns negative.

More recent studies provide experimental realizations of autonomous MD engines em-
ploying quantum systems. These engines have been implemented in a cavity QED platform,
making use of Rydberg atoms and a microwave resonator [456]. In this case, a system is
composed of a qubit (Q), a cavity (C), and a demon (D). The qubit and the cavity are
initially prepared in thermal states at different temperatures βQ > βC. The transfer of heat
between Q and C is controlled by D, which is engineered by means of a second qubit. In
this way, the occurrence of heat transfer from the cold qubit to the hot oscillator, through
the information gained by D, is experimentally investigated. While the idea is closer to
the classical formulation of the demon [396], in contrast to previous works, here the qubit-
cavity-demon system is closed and its unitary evolution is addressed. Furthermore, as the
total entropy production is constant, the entropy exchange between Q, C, and D is used to
define a generalized second law for the system.

The operations of the demon consist of the readout step, in which D acquires information
on the state of Q, and the feedback step: if Q is in the ground state, D stops the interaction
between Q and C. The information gained by the demon is quantified via the change in the
mutual information between the system QC and D, IQC|D = SQ + SC − SQCD, during the
feedback step. This feedback introduces a new contribution to the heat exchange between
Q and C,

QC(βC − βQ) = ∆IQC|D +DQC, (96)

where DQC = D[ρQC||(e−βQHQ/ZQ) ⊗ (e−βCHC/ZC)] ≥ 0 is the quantum relative entropy
between the joint QC state and the product of initial thermal states, and ∆IQC|D = 0 is
the change in the mutual information. In the absence of feedback, ∆IQC|D = 0, and the
conventional form of Clausius inequality is restored. On the other hand, if the demon gains
information on the QC and performs the feedback, it can reduce the entropy of the QC
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system, and it follows that the r.h.s. of Eq. (96) can become negative. Thus, correla-
tions between the QC system and the demon can be exploited to perform unconventional
thermodynamic tasks.

A further implementation of an autonomous MD can be found in [457]. Unlike in the
previous experimental realizations of MD, here a dissipative feedback process is engineered
by employing NV centers in diamond and optical pumping techniques.

8.3. Measurement-fuelled QHEs and refrigerators

Quantum measurements are crucial to the operation of engines based on feedback proto-
cols, as described in Sec. 8.2.2. However, contrary to the classical setting, quantum measure-
ments change the state of the physical system [458], e.g., the engine’s working medium, such
that the system exchanges a finite amount of energy with the measurement apparatus [459].
Repeated projective measurements [460, 438], as well as generalized quantum measurements,
can be interpreted as a source of stochasticity and irreversibility for a quantum system.
Moreover, the stochastic change in the state of the system resulting from quantum measure-
ment induces energy fluctuations with no classical analog, dubbed quantum heat [438, 461],
although there is no consensus on this interpretation in the scientific community. Nonethe-
less, quantum measurement can be considered a quantum resource [462]. It can be employed
either to gain information to be converted to work via a feedback protocol, as with an MD
engine, or as a source of energy in the absence of a hot reservoir, with or without the need for
a feedback protocol. The first study to suggest the latter was [30], in which monitoring the
interaction of two harmonic oscillators pumps a QAR. Many theoretical and experimental
studies [463, 464, 465, 466, 461] followed.

In [464, 465], a single-temperature heat engine fuelled by quantum measurement was
theoretically studied. Here the energy needed to fuel the engine is supplied to the working
medium by means of nonselective, minimally disturbing quantum measurements. The engine
cycle can be sketched as in Fig. 27. Analogous to a conventional Otto engine described in
Sec. 2.2.2, it is composed of four strokes. At the beginning of the cycle, the working medium
is prepared in a thermal state, with inverse temperature β. During the first stroke, the
working medium is decoupled from the bath and undergoes a compression, such that its
Hamiltonian H(λ) changes by means of the control parameter λ from the initial value λi
to the final one λf , increasing the gap among the energy levels. In stark contrast with the
conventional Otto engine, during the second stroke, a nonselective measurement of a system
observable, which does not commute with the Hamiltonian H(λ), is performed, keeping the
control parameter fixed at λf . Due to its minimally-disturbing character, the measurement
is modeled with a unital map. Since the result of the measurement is ignored, the post-
measurement state can be written as ρpm = Mρ(λf )M, where M† = M is a generalized
measurement operator.

After the first measurement, the working medium goes through an expansion stroke,
during which the control parameter gets back to λi, and the initial energy level spacing is
restored. In the final stroke, the system is connected to a bath at inverse temperature β,
and, depending on the thermalization time, it is brought back to the initial state. While the
compression and expansion strokes can take place either adiabatically or within finite time,
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Figure 27: Schematic diagram of the measurement fuelled engine. The Otto cycle comprises four conventional
strokes as detailed in Sec. 2.2.2. The compression/expansion strokes are governed by the control parameter
λ(t) that increases/decreases the distance from energy levels. In contrast with the conventional setting, the
role of the energizing bath is played by a nonselective measurement channel, modeled by means of generalized
measurement operators.

it is assumed that energy levels never cross in the course of the strokes. Provided that the
populations of the energy levels after the compression stroke are decreasing for increasing
energy levels, the properties of the unital map guarantee that the average energy linked
to the measurement stroke is positive, i.e., energy is delivered to the working medium. Its
efficiency reads η = −〈W 〉/〈EM〉, where 〈W 〉 is the average work and 〈EM〉 is the energy
provided by the measurement.

In [465], the case of a driven harmonic oscillator subject to Gaussian position mea-
surement was addressed and, importantly, compared with a conventional Otto engine. The
resulting scenario points toward the presence of increasing fluctuations in the energy supplied
by the measurement, moving from the adiabatic to the full nonadiabatic regime. However,
a measurement-driven engine could perform better than a conventional one with respect to
the work variance and the delivered power.

Quantum measurement can also be devised to achieve cooling, as demonstrated in [30,
466]. In [466], a two-qubit system working with two thermal baths at different temperatures,
β1 < β2, is considered. As sketched in Fig. 28, each of the qubits can be connected with a
bath, and they can interact with a measurement apparatus. The two-stroke engine proceeds
as follows: the two qubits are initially in contact with the baths so that their state is
thermal, ρth = e−β1H1/Z1⊗e−β2H2/Z2. In the first stroke, the two qubits are decoupled from
the bath and connected with the measurement apparatus, such that their state changes to
ρ′ =

∑
k πkρthπk, where πk are rank-1 projectors on a given measurement basis |ψk〉. In the

second stroke, the system is disconnected from the measurement apparatus and each qubit
is brought in contact with one of the baths. In this stage, each of the two qubits (labeled i)
thermalizes individually and exchanges an amount of energy 〈∆Ei〉 with the baths, which
was gained in the measurement stroke. Depending on the signs of 〈∆Ei〉, the system can
operate in a different mode, including as an engine, refrigerator, or heater in which the total
energy 〈∆E〉 = 〈∆E1〉+ 〈∆E2〉 is dumped into the reservoirs. All these modes of operation
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Figure 28: Sketch of the quantum measurement cooling device. A two-qubit system is interacting with
two thermal baths of different temperatures Th and Tc. The measurement apparatus is used to perform
projective measurements of the two-qubit state. The engine runs through two different strokes. a) The
qubits are decoupled from the baths and the measurement is performed (on the right). b) The two qubits
are disconnected from the measurement apparatus and are connected back to the thermal reservoirs (on the
left). Heat currents from the cold to the hot bath can thus take place. Reproduced from [466].

obey the second law in the form of β1〈∆E1〉+ β2〈∆E2〉 ≥ 0.
The choice of measurement basis plays a crucial role in the mode of operation and its

efficiency. The refrigeration efficiency is maximal if the post-measurement state ρ′ is diagonal
in the energy basis. Furthermore, through randomly-picked measurement basis states, it is
shown that the probability of operating in a heater mode is the highest one, i.e., the least
useful operation is the most likely one. Yet the probability of operating in a refrigeration
mode is surprisingly higher and more resilient against noise than that of an engine.

Additional examples of quantum measurement-driven engines have been devised to eluci-
date the mechanism of energy extraction from quantum measurement. Unlike the previous
examples of measurement-fuelled engines, these engines share some similarities with MD
engines [451], as they combine the two aspects of measurement as a thermodynamic re-
source [462], employing a measurement-feedback protocol to extract work from the whole
observation process. On the other hand, they provide a description of the mechanism by
which energy is extracted from quantum correlations between the working medium and
the measurement apparatus, taking into account the role of the measurement back-action.
In [147], a two-qubit heat engine pumps energy to a flywheel that stores the energy in a
harmonic mode. Monitoring (i.e., weakly and continuously measuring) the two quadratures
of a flywheel provides both additional energy transfer from the measurement apparatus (the
backaction) and information on the phase and amplitude of the flywheel. This information
is then used in the feedback protocol, managing the fluctuation and improving the energy
charging efficiency.

A later proposal [467] considered a measurement-driven engine composed of a qubit, two
thermal reservoirs at inverse temperatures βh < βc, and a macroscopic pointer. The qubit
weakly interacts with a hot bath characterized by dissipation rate kh, and is simultanesouly
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coupled to the macroscopic pointer, modeled with a quantum harmonic oscillator. The

Th Tc
|e⟩
|g⟩

−x0 x0

Pout

Figure 29: Schematic diagram of the measurement-driven engine. The role of the working medium is played
by a two-level system connected to the hot reservoir. The working medium interacts with a macroscopic
pointer, modeled with a quantum harmonic oscillator, which is coupled to a cold thermal reservoir. The
engine works in the strong system-pointer coupling regime, i.e., the working medium and pointer are in a
correlated state. The measurement-feedback mechanism is implemented by a demon that can only probe
the displacement of the pointer and, based on the measurement outcome, send a pulse to the qubit in
order to extract work. The information gained is eventually erased by coupling the pointer to the cold
bath. Reproduced from [467].

pointer is in turn coupled to the cold bath with a dissipation rate kc. The qubit-oscillator
interaction is modeled with a spin-boson Hamiltonian, H = ~Ω/2σz + ~ω(a†a + 1/2) +
~ωx0σz(a

† + a)/
√

2, where the conventional notation of creation and annihilation operators
is used and the energy scales obey Ω� ω � kh � kc, with x0 > 1 (ultrastrong coupling). As
a consequence, the system energy levels both depend on the qubit and the oscillator states,
and the pointer can react to any change in the qubit state induced by thermal fluctuations.
In this case, the demon cannot directly measure the qubit state, but it can monitor the
pointer.

In the measurement-feedback scheme, the demon probes the pointer’s mean displacement
at a measurement rate γ: whenever the pointer’s mean displacement is found to be negative,
i.e., the qubit lies in its excited state, work extraction is performed by means of a Rabi
flip, modeled by the operator σx. An additional feedback scheme employs a driving field
performing a Rabi flip conditioned on the oscillator position. Remarkably, the information
stored in the pointer is erased by dumping the heat into the cold bath, and the expelled heat
exceeds the cost of resetting the information stored in the pointer. This measurement-driven
engine can operate in a temperature regime inaccessible to the conventional Otto cycles and
reach both high power and efficiency simultaneously.

A two-qubit engine fuelled by entanglement and local measurement was proposed in [468].
Here the two-qubit working medium (A,B) is driven into an entangled state by means of

a qubit pairs interaction, H2qb =
∑

i=A,B ~ωiσ†iσ
−
i + ~g(t)

2
(σ†Aσ

−
B + σ†Bσ

−
A), where the qubit

frequencies are detuned such that ωB − ωA = δ > 0 and g(t) is a switching function. Then
a local measurement is performed on the qubit B, such that the quantum correlations are
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erased and the state becomes diagonal in the measurement basis. In contrast to conventional
measurement-fuelled engines, here the quantum state before the measurement is not pas-
sive [162, 465]. The energy provided to the system by means of the measurement is positive
and equals the amount of energy required to erase the correlations. This feature is confirmed
by a pre-measurement state analysis, in which the quantum origin of the fuelling process is
investigated through a single-qubit model of the quantum meter.

In addition, a feedback protocol is adopted to convert the information gained through
measurement into work. The entanglement-measurement cycle takes place in four steps. In
the first, the entanglement step, the qubits are initially prepared in the state |ψ0〉 = |10〉,
and then the interaction term is turned on so that they coherently evolve into an entangled
state |ψ(t)〉 = α(δ,Ω; t)|10〉+ γ(δ,Ω; t)|01〉, with the Rabi frequency Ω =

√
g2 + δ2. In this

stage, their energy remains constant. In the second step, a local projective measurement
of the qubit B is carried out, which turns the qubits’ state into a statistical mixture of the
form ρ(θ) = cos2 θ |10〉 〈10| + sin2 θ |01〉 〈01|, with θ = tan−1 g/δ such that the quantum
correlations between them are erased.

The information gained in this stage is stored in a classical memory M. Crucially, during
this step, the energy and the Von-Neumann entropy of the qubits are increased as Em =
~δ sin2 θ ≥ 0 and Sm = − sin2 θ log2(sin2 θ) − cos2 θ log2(cos2 θ) respectively. These features
fully describe the quantum fuelling of the working medium, as the qubits energy can be
increased with vanishingly small entropy increase. In the case of ideal measurements, the
information gained through the process is equal to the mutual information between the
system and the memory Im(S : M) = Sm. The third step involves the feedback process,
i.e., a π pulse is sent to the qubits whenever the excitation is found in qubit B, such that B
emits a photon and A absorbs one. The work extracted is W = ~δ, and the system is reset
to |10〉. Otherwise, if the excitation is measured in A, no pulse is sent and the cycle restarts.
Eventually, during the fourth step, a cold bath is used to erase the information stored in
M. The conversion efficiency of the engine is found to be optimal when all the information
stored in the memory is consumed. In the limiting case of no information gain, e.g., in the
absence of feedback protocol, the engine can operate as a conventional single-temperature
measurement fuelled engine [469, 470, 471, 472].

8.4. Using QHEs to generate entanglement

As shown in the previous sections, there is an ongoing debate on whether quantum
correlations – either residing in the reservoirs (see Sec. 4.4) or established between the
working medium and the bath in an information engine (see Sec. 8.2) – can provide a
real quantum advantage to the performance of a heat engine operating in the quantum
realm, with respect to the classical setting. The presence of quantum correlations between
a cold and hot qubit, when both are locally described by thermal Gibbs states, can lead to
intriguing nonclassical physical effects, such as the reversal of heat flow between them [473].
Entanglement in the working medium has been claimed to provide enhancements to the
performance of heat engines: quantum refrigerators [474, 475] and Otto engines based on
collective effects such as superabsorption [476], to name a few.
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On the other hand, it has been established that quantum-correlated states can be induced
through interaction with baths [477] in a dissipative system. Indeed, minimal models of
autonomous heat engines (see Sec. 2.3 and Sec. 7) can be devised, leading their working
medium to a steady state with markedly nonclassical features, e.g., entanglement [478, 479,
480].

The emergence of different kinds of operational nonclassicality, namely Bell nonlocal-
ity [481, 482], steering [446, 447] and quantum teleportation has been investigated in [483],
by taking into account prototypical autonomous engines where, as depicted in Fig. 30, the
working medium is comprised of two interacting qubits. The free Hamiltonian of the qubits

TA TB

Figure 30: Schematic diagram of the two-qubit autonomous engine to generate entanglement. Reproduced
from [483].

A, B reads HA = E |1〉 〈1|A⊗ ÎB and HB = ÎA⊗E |1〉 〈1|B, where E is the energy gap. Each
qubit interacts with a thermal bath at a fixed temperature, which can have a bosonic and
fermionic nature and, when possible, they can be population-inverted (see also Sec.4.3). The
qubits are coupled by means of the Hamiltonian Hu

int = g(|01〉 〈10|+ |10〉 〈01|) + u |11〉 〈11|,
where g is the magnitude of the term exchanging excitations between the qubits and u is
the energy cost of double occupation. Each of the qubits is weakly coupled to its bath, with
strengths γA/B. In the limit g < γA, γB � E, the dissipative dynamics can be described in
terms of a local quantum master equation [484, 485]. This form of the master equation allows
for the investigation of exceptional points in the dynamics of the engine [486]. Furthermore,
the analytical form of the working medium’s steady state can be studied with respect to the
engine parameter.

The steerability of the steady state is explored through the linear programming method of
bounding the steering ratio, along with the estimation of the maximum amount of isotropic
noise the system can sustain without becoming unsteerable. Moreover, teleportation has
been studied with a standard quantifier, i.e., the fidelity of the state received by Bob
with respect to the qubit state ψ to be transmitted, when the shared entangled state ρ
and a classical communication channel are employed. It reads f = (1 + 2F (ρ))/3, with
F (ρ) = maxU 〈ψ−| (Î ⊗ U)ρ(Î ⊗ U †) |ψ−〉, where |ψ−〉 = (|01〉 − |10〉)/

√
2 and the max-

imization is performed over all the possible single-qubit unitaries U . The state ρ is use-
ful for teleportation if F > 1/2. Eventually, Bell nonlocality is studied by means of the
Clauser-Horne-Shimony-Holt (CHSH) inequality. The results show that the engine gener-
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ates a sufficient amount of steady-state entanglement to reveal steering in all the baths
configurations. On the other hand, Bell nonlocality and teleportation cannot be achieved
without additional resources, such as population inversion. Eventually, by making use of
heralding – that is, the introduction of suitable measurements on the steady state – the
entanglement of the final state is increased so that Bell nonlocality can be enabled.

9. Concluding Remarks

In this work, we reviewed the active research field of quantum engines and refrigerators,
providing a broad overview of the main theoretical proposals and of the recent experimental
realizations. While the latter has experienced quite a long period of infancy, over the past
several years it has grown tremendously due to the experimental advances in different quan-
tum platforms. These new experimental developments have boosted the field and unfolded
it in new directions. As the section divisions of this review demonstrate, the study of quan-
tum engines and refrigerators encompasses a wide range of disciplines, from open quantum
system dynamics to thermoelectric devices and quantum information theory. We also wish
to note that the study of quantum engines and refrigerators interacts with other topics in
quantum mechanics that were not covered in this review. These topics include quantum
control theory and optimization strategies that are essential for the efficient operation of the
devices, quantum speed limits, quantum heat pumps and nanoscale heat diodes, topological
heat engines, algorithmic cooling and indefinite-causal-order refrigerators. There is no one
answer to the question of what role quantum phenomena play in energy and information
conversion on the micro-scale. However, adopting an engine and refrigerator viewpoint when
imagining and analyzing these types of processes provides a common ground for defining the
efficiency of processes and exploring fundamental aspects of thermodynamics in the quantum
regime. Now that energy management is such an urgent concern, as quantum technology
evolves in the near future, managing it on the quantum scale will be an essential strategy.
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