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Quantum thermodynamics seeks to extend non-equilibrium stochastic thermodynamics to small
quantum systems where non-classical features are essential to its description. Such a research area
has recently provided meaningful theoretical and experimental advances by exploring the wealth and
the power of quantum features along with informational aspects of a system’s thermodynamics. The
relevance of such investigations is related to the fact that quantum technological devices are currently
at the forefront of science and engineering applications. This short review article provides an
overview of some concepts in quantum thermodynamics highlighting test-of-principles experiments
using nuclear magnetic resonance techniques.

I. INTRODUCTION

The last two decades advances in experimental
techniques allowed the design of a wide set of quantum
devices with different applications, such as quantum
computations [1–4], quantum sensing and quantum
cryptography [5–7], among others. We may say that
in quantum device applications, the role played by
thermodynamics is important, which is relevant for the
optimal performance search and the understanding of
its constraints due to dissipation and reversibility. In
general, quantum devices operate at the micro- and nano-
scales, where quantum fluctuations become as relevant
as thermal fluctuations and a proper description of the
energy exchange is in order. Quantum thermodynamics
[8–14] has been building, in the last years, to describe
properly energy exchange at a quantum scale. Quantum
fluctuation theorems allow a solid framework and
establish limits on the non-equilibrium thermodynamics
of quantum systems [15–33]. Furthermore, the use
of quantum systems as working fluids in different
quantum thermal devices is an interesting way to boost
the performance of thermal cycles beyond its classical
counterparts [34–54]. Another prominent feature of
quantum thermodynamics is the inclusion of quantum
information (coherence and non-classical correlations,
for instance) as additional resources for thermodynamic
tasks [9, 11].

Different experimental platforms have been used
to investigate quantum thermodynamics aspects, for
instance, trapped ions [55–57], quantum circuit
electrodynamics [12, 58, 59], quantum optics [60–
62], optomechanical systems [63, 64], nuclear magnetic
resonance (NMR) [15–17, 19, 28, 65] etc. The
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last platform also had a prominent role in the
development and demonstration of quantum information
protocols [66–69]. The success in conducting quantum
thermodynamics experiments in NMR platforms is well
evidenced, for instance, in the implementation of a spin
quantum heat engine [39, 65, 70] and by means of
verification of quantum fluctuation relations for processes
and cycles [15, 17, 28]. Moreover, NMR has proved to be
an excellent setup to verify that quantum correlations
[71] may revert the heat flow between two systems
[19]. These few examples illustrate the usefulness of
the NMR setup as a relevant platform for quantum
thermodynamics experiments.

Although this article is not complete or has extensive
coverage, we hope to offer an overview of interesting
NMR experiments that can be seen as an introduction
to the field. We present in some detail the experimental
implementation as well as the quantum physical aspects
of the considered models. Sec. II is dedicated
to covering NMR experiments involving quantum
fluctuation theorems, as well as the connection between
irreversibility and entropy production in quantum
systems. In Sec. III we present quantum thermal devices
experiments carried out in NMR setups. In particular,
we explore the efficient operation of a spin quantum
heat engine, the distinct behavior of a refrigerator
with indefinite causal order, the characterization of
quantum engines powered by measurements, the charging
protocols in quantum batteries, and the high precision
measurements of quantum thermometers. Sec. IV covers
recent experimental advances using the NMR setup in
the study of the role of information in thermodynamics
protocols. Finally, Sec. V draws some conclusions and an
outlook.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

08
91

7v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
5 

M
ar

 2
02

3

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7809-6215
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3743-4841
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9377-6526
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8286-2645
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9490-3697
mailto:carloshsv09@gmail.com
mailto:serra@ufabc.edu.br


2

II. NON-EQUILIBRIUM ENERGY
FLUCTUATIONS

A. Work and heat in non-equilibrium quantum
systems

Energy changes characterized by heat and work have
a central interest in thermodynamic processes. For a
quantum system described by the Hamiltonian, Ht, and
in the state (described by its density operator), ρt, at
a given time, t, the system’s average (internal) energy
is given by 〈U〉 = tr(ρtHt). The system’s energy may
change in time due to a process controlled by some
parameter, for instance, a modification of an external
potential or due to the interaction with an environment,
and both Ht and ρt may change in time from an initial
configuration at t = 0 to a final one at t = τ . The average
energy variation is computed as

〈∆U〉 = tr(ρτHτ − ρ0H0), (1)

which comprises the two types of energy transfer, i.e.,
work and heat that depends on the process details (as
in the first law of thermodynamics [72]). As will be
discussed in what follows, the separation of work and heat
contributions to the internal energy change (as well as
its experimental characterization), in a quantum system
under general dynamics, is not an easy task [8, 9, 11, 12,
73].

Let us begin with a simple scenario. Considering a
unitary evolution of a system, as a nuclear spin under a
time-modulated radio-frequency (rf) field on resonance.
Formally, the system’s density operator evolves as ρt =

Utρ0U
†
t , where U = T> exp

(
− i

~
∫ τ

0
dtHt

)
is the time

evolution operator and T> is the time ordering operator.
From an experimental point of view, we are considering
here an evolution that avoids appreciable interaction of
the system with its environment. In other words, all the
dynamics that we are interested in happen at a time scale
significantly smaller than the typical system’s relaxation
times [15]. The energy variation, in this case, occurs in a
controllable and useful way due to the change in the time-
dependent Hamiltonian driven by an external potential.
Thus, we can unambiguously identify the energy change
as work, 〈W 〉 = 〈∆U〉, in the unitary evolution of a
quantum system.

In a second simple scenario, let us consider a
fixed system’s Hamiltonian in time and after some
initial state preparation, the system undergoes a non-
unitary evolution due to its interaction with some
environment. The system dynamics may be described by
the Redfield formalism [74], a master equation [75, 76] or
a completely-positive trace-preserving (CPTP) map [77],
M(ρ) =

∑
j KjρK

†
j , where {Kj} are the Kraus operators

describing the decoherence process. In this case, the
energy transfer from or to the environment occurs in
a sort of uncontrolled way accompanied by an entropy
variation, and it is naturally identified as heat, 〈Q〉 =
〈∆U〉.

For general processes in an open quantum system that
involves also time-dependent Hamiltonians, unequivocal
definitions of heat and work are still a challenging
problem in the field. We recall that these thermodynamic
quantities are not directly observable or associated
with Hermitian operators [25], they depend on the
process details itself [78–81]. There are some efforts to
overcome such challenges [82–89]. Some of the available
approaches are not fully consistent with each other and
with the expected results in different scenarios. A
framework adopted in some references is a formulation
that depends on particular conditions such as a slow-
driven Hamiltonian, resulting in dynamics without
transitions between instantaneous energy eigenstates,
strict energy conservation between subsystems, and a
very weak coupling with a Markovian environment. In
this particular scenario, with Gibbs thermal states, we
can write, for instance, the time derivative of the mean
internal energy as

d

dt
〈U〉 = tr(ρ̇tHt) + tr(ρtḢt). (2)

From Eq. (2), conventionally, the mean heat absorbed
by the system is identified as 〈Q〉 =

∫ τ
0
dt tr(ρ̇tHt) and

the mean work performed on the system as 〈W 〉 =∫ τ
0
dt tr(ρtḢt) [12, 82, 90]. Similar to the classical

(conventional) thermodynamics, work and heat are not
state variables and depend on how the process is carried
out while the average internal energy variation, 〈∆U〉
only depends on the start and end points.

The later work and heat definitions inspired in
Eq. (2) are not suitable when non-Gibssian states are
present in the dynamics or in a scenario where a
time-dependent Hamiltonian induces transitions between
instantaneous energy eigenstates, e.g., a fast drive such
that the Hamiltonian does not commute in different
instants of time t and t′, [Ht, Ht′ ] 6= 0. In this
case, the unitary (driven Hamiltonian) part of the
dynamics may introduce coherence in the system’s state
which can be misidentified as heat, since this change
in the system’s state (energy eigenstates transitions
due to fast dynamics) is not associated with entropy
variation. Therefore, besides other features, coherence
in quantum thermodynamics may introduce ambiguity
in the work and heat definitions. Recently, interesting
and useful approaches to unambiguous work and heat
definitions were put forward explicitly associating the
internal energy change with the entropy variation [91,
92]. In this case, the contribution to the internal
energy change causing variation in von-Neumann entropy
is then identified as heat, on the other hand, the
contribution not related to entropy variation is identified
as work [91, 92]. The work and head definitions in
quantum thermodynamics are subtle and should be
carefully addressed. In the next sections, we will explore
the experimental characterization of energy fluctuations,
work, and heat in different applications using NMR.
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B. Quantum fluctuation relations

Analogous to the context of classical stochastic
systems [20], in the quantum regime, the concepts of
work and heat are associated with statistical expectation
values [8, 9]. An important framework in quantum
thermodynamics is provided by fluctuation relations [24–
27, 93, 94], in particular, the Crooks theorem
(detailed form) [24, 94] and Jarzynski identity (integral
form) [93]. Considering explicitly energy fluctuations
in non-equilibrium dynamics, such relations connect
equilibrium properties of thermodynamic relevance with
non-equilibrium features. Fluctuation relations are
among only a few equalities known to be valid beyond the
linear-response regime [20, 25–27] and can be regarded
as out-of-equilibrium generalizations of the second law,
with applications also to unconventional scenarios,
where access and manipulation of microscopic system’s
configurations are present [16]. To investigate fluctuation
theorems it is necessary to measure and characterizes
energy fluctuations in processes involving work and/or
heat. Besides the conceptual questions associated
with work and heat characterization (as discussed in
the previous section), it is also necessary to measure
transition probabilities among energy eigenstates along
an out-of-equilibrium process. This is, in general,
a challenging task due to the measurement precision
required.

In 2014, Batalhão et al. [15] performed the first
experimental verification of a detailed and integral
version of fluctuation relations for work in a quantum
system, using the excellent control present in NMR.
The experiment reported in Ref. [15] was carried out
using liquid-state NMR spectroscopy of the 1H and 13C
nuclear spins of a 13C labeled chloroform sample (CHCl3)
diluted in deuterated acetone on a Varian 500 MHz
Spectrometer.

Initially, the authors used spatial averaging methods
(rf-pulses, free evolution under the scalar, and gradient
pulses) [95] to prepare the 1H-13C nuclear-spin pair in the
pseudo-thermal state equivalent to ρ0

HC = |0〉〈0|H ⊗ ρ0
C ,

with ρ0
C = e−βH0/Z0 a Gibbs thermal state of the 13C

nuclear spin at effective spin temperature T . Throughout
this article, we will use the qubit representation of a
spin-1/2 with {|0〉, |1〉} corresponding to the ground and
excited states, respectively. We also used in the previous
expressions, the inverse temperature β = (kBT )−1

(where kB is the Boltzmann constant), the partition
function Z0 = tr(e−βH0), and an effective initial 13C
Hamiltonian H0 = hν1σ

C
y set by a traverse rf field. The

sample used in Ref. [15] can be regarded as an ensemble of
identical, non-interacting, spin-1/2 pairs due to its small
concentration.

In the experiment reported in Ref. [15] the 13C nuclear
spin is the driven system, while the proton (1H) is an
ancillary qubit used to investigate energy fluctuations in
the first one. After the initial state preparation a time-
modulated rf pulse on resonance with 13C nuclear spin

Fig. 1. NMR pulse-sequence for interferometric measurement
of the work probability distribution. (a) Pulse sequence
for the measurement of the work characteristic function
χ(u) in the forward unitary process. (b) Sequence for the
measurement of χ(u) in the backward process. The blue
(red) circles represent transverse rf-pulses with phases and
amplitudes adjusted to produce a x (y) rotation by the
displayed angle. Free evolution under the scalar coupling
HJ = π~

4
JσHz σ

C
z (with J ≈ 215.1 Hz) are represented by

orange junctions. The time-length of the scalar coupling is set
by the parameter s, which is related to the conjugate variable
u in Eq. (5) by s = 2πν1u. Figure adapted from Ref. [15].

was applied, to produce effectively the following time-
dependent Hamiltonian (in the double rotating frame
with respect to the 1H and 13C resonance frequency):

Ht = hνt

(
σCx sin

πt

2τ
+ σCy cos

πt

2τ

)
, (3)

where σCx,y,z are the Pauli matrices for the 13C nuclear
spin and νt = ν1 (1− t/τ) + ν2t/τ is a linear ramp
(taking an overall time τ = 0.1 ms) of the rf field
with the intensity adjusted such that ν1 = 2.5 kHz to
ν2 = 1.0 kHz, t ∈ [0, τ ].

For such a unitary driven Hamiltonian, the mean
work performed by the rf field on the 13C nuclear spin
can be written as 〈W 〉 =

∫
P (W ) dW , where the work

probability distribution is

P (W ) =
∑
n,m

p0
np
τ
m|nδ

(
W − ετm + ε0n

)
, (4)

with p0
n = e−βε

0
n/Z0 being the probability to find the

system in the initial energy eigenstate |n(0)〉 (with energy
ε0n), the transition probability pτm|n = |〈m(τ)|Uτ |n(0)〉|2

is the conditional probability of driving the system to the
instantaneous energy eigenstate |m(τ)〉 (with energy ετm)
at the end of the evolution, given the initial state |n(0)〉,
where Uτ is the time evolution operator. The process
can be regarded as a unitary evolution since the driving
time is much smaller than the relaxation time scales T1

and T2 (of an order of seconds) for this sample [15].
The time-modulated Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) can lead the
system to an out-of-equilibrium state, in the sense that,
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Fig. 2. Experimental characteristic function and work distribution for the forward and backward processes. (a) The blue circles
(red squares) show the normalized experimental data for the x-component (y-component) of the 1H transverse magnetization at
the effective spin temperature kbT/h = 6.9±0.3 kHz, representing the work characteristic function for the forward process. (b)
work characteristic function for the backward process. The solid lines show Fourier fittings, which are in excellent agreement
with the theoretical simulation of the process. The horizontal axis is the evolution time for the shortest coupling, s/(2J) in
the pulse sequence implemented for the reconstruction of χF (u) (in Fig. 1). The uncertainty in the temperature is due to
finite precision in the initial state preparation. The parameter ε is the ratio between magnetic and thermal energies, γ is
the gyromagnetic ratio, and B0 ≈ 11.75 Tesla is the longitudinal magnetic field intensity (along the z-direction) used in the
experiment [15]. (c) Displays the modulus of the inverse Fourier transform of the transverse magnetization representing the
work distribution. Red squares (blue circles) are the experimental points for the forward (backward) process. The horizontal
axis was inverted for the backward process. The experimental data are well fitted by a sum of four Lorentzian peaks centered
at ±1.5± 0.1 kHz and ±3.5± 0.1 kHz (solid lines), in agreement with the theoretical expectation that predicts the location of
the peaks to be at ±(ν1± ν2). The amplitudes of the peaks, from the leftmost to the rightmost in each panel, are proportional
to the probabilities p01pτ0|1, p

0
1p
τ
1|1, p

0
0p
τ
0|0, p

0
0p
τ
1|0 respectively. Figure adapted from Ref. [15].

after the evolution, it can not be written as a Gibbs
distribution at the effective inverse spin temperature β
forHτ . A backward (reversal) version of the protocol [16]
was also implemented preparing 13C nuclear spin in a
Gibbs thermal state of the Hτ , ρC = e−βHτ /Zτ , and
performing reverse driving with HB

t = −Hτ−t. The
negative signal emulates the Hermitian conjugation of
the evolution operator U†t [16].

To investigate energy fluctuations, the authors of
Ref. [15] used a Ramsey-like interferometric scheme [21–
23] put forward by the pulse sequence displayed in
Figs. 1(a) and (b). The characteristic function of the
work distribution

χ(u) =

∫
PF (W )e−iuW dW

=
∑
m,n

p0
np
τ
m|ne

iu(εm−εn),
(5)

for the carbon nuclear spin was then encoded in the
transverse magnetization of the final proton state as
Re[χ(u)] = 2〈σHx 〉 and Im[χ(u)] = 2〈σHy 〉 [15]. We note
that in the protocol sketched in Figs. 1(a) and (b), the
scalar coupling between the two nuclei, HJ , is present
during the whole evolution. The x(y)-rotations were
produced with square pulses with a time duration of
about 10 µs in Ref. [15], so during these operations, the
effect of the scalar coupling can be neglected in a first
approximation (due to the value of the frequency J).
Along the driving evolution (of order of 100 µs) of the
13C nuclear spin, Eq. (3), the scalar coupling could have a
mild effect on the dynamics, which is effectively mitigated

by the π rotation on the proton in the middle of the
driving protocol. The orange connections in Figs. 1(a)
and (b) represent free evolution under the scalar coupling
between the two nuclei, which are, in fact, a delay
time along the pulse sequence. An interesting point
for further developments of this technique, for energy-
fluctuation spectroscopy, might be the incorporation of
decoupling schemes on the proton nuclei along the 13C
driving evolution, in to improve precision.

The work distribution of the driving process (the time
modeled rf field) was obtained from the inverse Fourier
transform of the measured χ(u). For a spin-1/2 system,
it is possible to observe, in an out-of-equilibrium fast
dynamics, four transitions between the initial (t = 0)
and final states (t = τ), as for instance, ground to ground
(n = m = 0), ground to excited (n = 0 and m = 1) and
so on. In this way, four well-defined peaks were observed
in P (W ) for the forward and backward process [15] as
reproduced in Fig. 2(c), associated with one of the four
possible transitions (n → m with n,m = 0, 1). The
transition probabilities, pτm|n, are independent of the
initial state effective temperature and they are fixed only
by the driving Hamiltonian [Eq. (3)]. In the reported
experiment it was determined as pτ1|1 = 0.71 ± 0.01,
pτ0|0 ≈ 0.69 ± 0.01, and pτ0|1 ≈ pτ1|0 ≈ 0.71 ± 0.01 for
both forward and backward processes. It can also be
understood as a verification of the micro-reversibility
hypothesis [15]. As expected, the measured work
distribution P (W ) is described by Lorentzian functions,
due to the resolution of the finite time Fourier analyses,
instead of delta functions present in the theoretical
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expression in Eq. (4). We note that the observation time
of the work characteristic function [Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)]
is ultimately limited by the relaxation time scales T1 and
T2.

The experimentally reconstructed work distributions
for forward and backward processes can be used to verify
detailed and integral fluctuation relations [24–27, 93, 94]
in a genuinely quantum scenario, associated with driving
Hamiltonians that do not commute in different times.
The result of Ref. [15] represented an important step
towards the assessment of out-of-equilibrium dynamics
in quantum systems.

From a theoretical point of view, the energy
fluctuations in unitary driving should satisfy a detailed
fluctuation relation written as [24, 94]

PF (W )

PB(−W )
= eβ(W−∆F ), (6)

where ∆F is the net change in the free energy due
to the driving process and is theoretically written in
terms of initial and final partition function as β∆F =
− ln(Zτ/Z0).

Fig. 3. Detailed fluctuation relation for work in a unitary
driving. The ratio PF (W )/PB(−W ) is plotted in the
logarithm scale for the four peak frequencies in the work
distribution. From a linear fit of the data, we can obtain the
free energy variation ∆F and the inverse of the temperature
β. Figure adapted from Ref. [15].

One of the most important uses of Eq. (6) is for an
experimental determination of free energy variations in a
given process. Using the measured work distribution for
different temperatures, the authors of Ref. [15] verified
a detailed fluctuation relation in a quantum system
and used it to experimentally determine a change in
free energy. Figure 3 displays the left-hand side of
Eq. (6) in a linear-logarithmic scale for the different
initial effective spin temperatures under the unitary
driving described above. The experimental points are
in good agreement with the expected linear relation,

ln(PF (W )/PB(−W )) = β(W −∆F ), thus confirming
the predictions of the Crooks theorem [Eq. (6)]. The data
can also be used as a high-precision out-of-equilibrium
thermometer (the curve slop in Fig. 3) which can capture
tiny temperature variations (' 5 ± 5% nK in Ref. [15]).
The horizontal error bars shown in Fig. 3 are associated
with the Fourier spectral linewidth, which depends on the
number of oscillations resolved in the work characteristics
function (Fig. 2).

An integral version of the fluctuation relation for work
(the Jarzynski identity) was also verified in Ref. [15] at
a quantum regime. Although it is a corollary of the
integral fluctuation relation, the Jarzynski identity was
previously formulated [93] as

〈e−βW 〉 = e−β∆F (7)

where the average is taken over the forward process
PF (W ). It can be seen as a nonequilibrium generalization
of the Clausius statement for the second law, 〈W 〉 −
∆F ≥ 0, obtained by applying Jensen’s inequality.
To verify the relation in Eq. (7), the authors of
Ref. [15] used the experimentally determined value of
free energy variation, ∆F , obtained from the data in
Fig. 3 or through the relation 〈e−βW 〉 = χ(iβ), resulting
from an analytical continuation of the characteristic
function. In Ref. [15] it was also observed a very
good agreement between the experimental data and
theoretical predictions for the Jarzynski identity. We
can say that this contribution opened the possibility
of performing energy fluctuation spectroscopy in out-
of-equilibrium thermodynamics of quantum systems
taking advantage of the excellent control and precise
magnetization measurements available in NMR.

In Ref. [70] the quantum heat-exchange fluctuation
relation [29] was verified through 19F NMR spectroscopy
in a 1,1,2-trifluoro-2-iodoethane sample, employing the
interferometric method from [15] and the formalization
scheme introduced in [39]. Also making use of similar
methods, Peterson et al. [39] experimentally studied the
marginal distribution for work, P (W ) and heat P (Q) in
a quantum Otto cycle employing a spin-1/2 system as
a working substance, that will be described with some
details in Sec. IIIA.

The joint distribution for work and heat P (W,Q) was
explored in Ref. [17] to describe efficiency fluctuations in
a quantum thermodynamic cycle, which allowed for the
verification of a detailed fluctuation relation for the joint
work and heat variables. For a quantum heat engine cycle
(the quantum Otto cycle), a detailed fluctuation relation
was theoretically obtained as [30, 31, 33, 96]

P (W,Q)

P (−W,−Q)
= e∆βQ−β1W , (8)

where ∆β = β1 − β2 are the difference between cold,
β1, and hot, β2, reservoirs inverse temperature, P (W,Q)
is the joint work and heat distribution of the quantum
engine, and P (−W,−Q) is the joint distribution of
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measuring (−W,−Q) in the reverse cycle operation. An
integral fluctuation theorem,

〈e−Σ〉 =

∫∫
dWdQ P (W,Q)e−Σ = 1, (9)

for the entropy production Σ = ∆βQ − β1W can be
obtained after integration over one cycle [30, 31, 33,
96]. The latter expression represents a nonequilibrium
generalization of the Carnot formula, 〈W 〉/〈Q〉 ≤ 1 −
T1/T2, which can be derived by applying Jensen’s
inequality [30, 31, 33, 96].

Denzler et al. [17] using an experimentally
reconstructed work and heat joint distribution, P (W,Q),
for a quantum Otto cycle on a 13C nuclear spin as a
working substance in a chloroform sample, verified the
prediction of Eq. (8). Fig. 4 displays such verification
for a cycle with driving time of τ = 200 µs performed in
Ref. [17]. We can observe a very good agreement between
the experimental values of ln [P (W,Q)/P (−W,−Q)]
(red dots) and the predictions of Eq. (8) indicated by
the (blue) plane z = Σ, where z is the vertical axis.

Fig. 4. Experimental verification of the detailed fluctuation
relation for work and heat in a quantum Otto cycle.
The values of ln [P (W,Q)/P (−W,−Q)] (red dots) should
lie within the (blue) plane defined by the total entropy
production z = Σ = ∆βQ− β1W ; the dashed blue lines show
the respective projections of the plane on the work and heat
axes. Figure adapted from Ref. [17].

A heat exchange fluctuation theorem in the presence
of quantum correlations among the systems in thermal
contact was introduced in Ref. [18]. Such a theorem
was experimentally verified by Micadei et al. [28]
applying dynamic Bayesian networks in NMR. Non-
classical correlation has a nontrivial role [19, 32] in
heat transport, it can boost the heat transfer in the
conventional direction, i.e., from hot to cold [32], or it can
be consumed to revert usual flux [19]. We will explore
this subject later on (Sec. IVD).

Herrera et al. [97] introduced a convenient method
to obtain the work distribution in many body systems
inspired by ideas from density functional theory (DFT).

The method was successfully tested using NMR also in
Ref. [97].

C. Irreversibly, entropy production, and
thermodynamic uncertainty relations

The irreversible entropy production is a hallmark in
out-of-equilibrium microscopic processes [98]. First, let
us consider a system initially in thermal equilibrium with
an environment at inverse temperature β. Then the
system undergoes a fast unitary driven evolution during
a time interval τ followed by some energy dissipation to
the environment. Here, we are again supposing that
the driven evolution is fast enough to be considered
unitary. In this scenario, the average entropy production
〈Σ〉 can be related with the Kullback-Leibler relative
entropy between states ρFt and ρBt−τ along the forward
and backward (i.e. time-reversed) dynamics [99–101] as

〈Σ〉 = β(〈W 〉 −∆F ) = SKL(ρFt ||ρBt−τ ), (10)

where SKL(ρFt ||ρBt−τ ) = tr[ρFt (ln ρFt − ln ρBt−τ )].
Equation (10) quantifies irreversibility in terms of the
microscopic quantum evolution. A reversible process,
〈Σ〉 = 0, occurs if and only if the forward and backward
microscopic dynamics are indistinguishable. The entropy
production in a non-equilibrium quantum process and its
fluctuations was measured using NMR in Ref. [101].

As commented before, fluctuations have a pivotal
role in small quantum systems. In recent years,
many efforts have been made to establish a trade-
off between fluctuations and dissipation in stochastic
thermodynamics. A set of relations addressing this
goal has been collectively referred to as thermodynamic
uncertainty relations (TURs) [102–104].

TURs dictate fundamental lower bounds for
nonequilibrium currents, (i.e., work, heat exchange,
etc.) in terms of total entropy production. In turn,
denoting Q as a time-integrated current observable, a
particular TUR imposes a bound as follows

Var(Q)

〈Q〉2
≥ 2

〈Σ〉
, (11)

where 〈Q〉, Var(Q) = 〈Q2〉 − 〈Q〉2, are the average
and the variance of Q, respectively, and 〈Σ〉 is
the total average entropy production. That seminal
TUR, Eq. (11), was initially discovered in biochemical
networks, where the system is assumed to obey a
Markovian continuous-time dynamic and begin from
a nonequilibrium steady state [102] being proved
later by different approaches and techniques [105–
107]. Subsequently, TURs also has been broadened
for discrete-state Markov processes [108], periodically
driven systems [109, 110], multidimensional systems
[111], first-passage times [112, 113], measurement
and feedback control [114–116], broken time-reversal
symmetry systems [117, 118], and for arbitrary initial
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states [119]. In addition, stemming from fluctuations
theorems (FT), generalized bounds have been derived for
thermodynamic uncertainty relation, usually refereed as
GTURs [120, 121], which are expressed as follows

Var(Q)

〈Q〉2
≥ 2

e〈Σ〉 − 1
, (12)

and

Var(Q)

〈Q〉2
≥ f(〈Σ〉), (13)

where f(x) = cosh2(g(x/2)), and g(x) is the inverse
function of x tanh(x).

In the context of nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR),
a recent experimental study of TUR and GTURs has
been reported [122]. In this work, the authors employed
a liquid sample of sodium fluorophosphate and a 500
MHz Bruker NMR spectrometer to characterize the heat
exchange between the 19F and 31P nuclei of this molecule
by means of the so-called XY mode. The sample was
initially prepared in pseudo-thermal states corresponding
to different effective spin temperatures [95]. The system’s
Hamiltonian is composed mainly by the interaction of
each nucleus with the external magnetic field HF

Z + HP
Z

and by the scalar coupling Hint = ~π
4 Jσ

F
z σ

P
z , where

J = 868 Hz is the coupling constant between the 19F
and 31P nuclei.

In Ref. [122], the authors used a rf pulse sequence
and the scalar coupling to effectively evolve the two spins
system under an effective σxσy coupling Hamiltonian and
establish heat exchange between the 19F and 31P nuclei.
In this case, the total Zeemann Hamiltonian commutes
with the interaction term, i.g.

[
Hint, H

F
Z +HP

Z

]
= 0,

implying that the energy change for one qubit is exactly
compensated by the other qubit. It means that there is
no energy cost involved during the process of turning
on or off the interaction between the qubits [19] and
therefore the average entropy production turns out to
be

〈Σ〉 = (βF − βP )〈Q〉, (14)

with βα = (kBTα)−1, Tα is the spin temperature for each
nucleus and 〈Q〉 is the average heat exchange during the
interaction time [122].

By performing quantum state tomography (QST) [95]
the authors obtained the cumulants of the heat exchange
distribution. The expression for the ratio 〈Q2〉/〈Q〉2 was
obtained in Ref. [122] using a perturbative approach up
to the quadratic order of the thermal affinity ∆β enabling
to explore some regions where the conventional TUR in
Eq. (11) is violated as already theoretically predicted.
The authors also verified experimentally the validity of
the GTURs.

III. QUANTUM THERMAL DEVICES

Despite the quantum thermodynamics has been
developed in many different directions in the last decade,
it originally started with proposals of quantum heat
engines (QHE), more specifically, with a seminal article
by Scovil and Schulz-DuBois dated 1959 [34]. The
authors considered the simplest model of a MASER
(microwave amplification by stimulated emission), a
pumped three-level system, where they demonstrated
theoretically that these three-level MASERs can be
regarded as continuous heat engines with two field
modes playing the role of heat reservoirs at different
temperatures, Tc and Th.

More recently, it was observed that quantum resources
such as coherence, non-classical correlations, and
squeezing can be employed to obtain an advantage in
some thermal devices when compared with their classical
counterparts [37, 38, 44, 46, 123–125].

A. Quantum Otto engines

The advances in quantum-devices control allowed
to design and experimentally test quantum thermal
machines where some non-classical signatures are
present. For single-qubit working substance, quantum
coherence plays a fundamental role in thermodynamic
features as, for instance, the entropy production along
the cycle and the extracted work, being directly
associated with the cycle performance [37, 38]. The
experimental implementation, as well as the study of
the performance of a spin quantum engine caring out
a quantum Otto cycle, has been done in Ref. [39] using
an NMR platform.

Fig. 5. Simplified pulse sequence of the experimental protocol
for the quantum heat engine based in NMR. 1H and 13C
nuclear spins are initially prepared in pseudo-thermal states
corresponding to hot and cold spin temperatures, respectively.
Blue (red) circles represent x(y) rotations by the displayed
angle produced by transverse rf pulses. Orange connections
stand for free-evolution under the scalar interaction (HJ)
during the time displayed above the symbol. The unitary
driving for the energy gap expansion (compression) protocol
is implemented by a time-modulated rf field resonant with the
13C nuclear spin. The Hydrogen nucleus is used to deliver the
heat at the proper part of the cycle, working as a heat bus.
Adapted from Ref. [39].

To perform the experiment reported in Ref. [39], it
was employed a 13C-labeled CHCl3 (Chloroform) liquid
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sample diluted in deuterated Acetone-d6 in a 500 MHz
Varian NMR spectrometer. The spin 1/2 of the 13C
nucleus was settled to be the working medium, while
the 1H nuclear spin was used as a heat bus (the
intermediate agent responsible for the heat exchange
between the working medium and the hot reservoir).
High radio-frequency (rf) modes near the hydrogen
Larmor frequency (500 MHz) played the role of the hot
reservoir, while low rf modes near to carbon resonance
frequency (125 MHz) played the role of the cold reservoir.
The description of the engine performing the quantum
Otto cycle is given by the following steps.

(I) Cooling process: Employing spatial average
techniques generated by rf and gradient pulses, the 13C
nuclear spin is initially prepared in a pseudo-thermal
state, equivalent to ρeq,10 = e−β1H

C
1 /Z1 at a cold inverse

spin temperature β1 = (kBT1)−1, with Z1 = tr
[
e−β1H

C
1

]
the corresponding partition function, T1 is the absolute
spin temperature of the cold reference state, and HC

1 is
the initial Hamiltonian of the working substance.

(II) Expansion process: The working substance is
driven by a time-modulated rf field resonant with the
13C nuclear spin similar to Eq. (3). It is described
initially by the Hamiltonian HC

1 = −hν1σ
C
x /2, with

ν1 = 2.0 kHz. The energy gap expansion happens in
a driving time length much shorter than the typical
decoherence timescales, which enables the description
of this process as a unitary evolution, Uτ , that drives
the 13C nuclear spin to an out-of-equilibrium state (ρCτ ).
The final Hamiltonian of the expansion protocol will be
HC

2 = −hν1σ
C
y /2.

(III) Heating process: The 13C nuclear spin absorbs
heat from the HC

1 , which was prepared at a higher
temperature until it reaches full thermalization at the
hot inverse spin temperature β2 = (kBT2)−1. At
the end of the process, the 13C nuclei are in the hot
equilibrium states, equivalent to ρeq,20 = e−β2H

C
2 /Z2.

This is performed by the pulse sequence depicted in
Fig. 5.

(IV) Compression process: Finally, following the time-
reversed process of the expansion protocol, an energy gap
compression is performed.

Despite the work extracted from (performed on) the
13C nuclear spin during the energy gap expansion
(compression) driving protocol is a stochastic variable,
described by a probability distribution Pexp(W )
[Pcomp(W )], the net extracted work from the engine can
be assessed by the interferometric approach described in
Ref. [15]. In this experiment, the characteristic function
χeng(u) of the work probability distribution is measured,
while the inverse Fourier transform of χeng(u) provides
the work probability distribution for the engine cycle
Peng(W ) =

∫
duχeng(u)eiuW . The average value of the

extracted work can then be obtained by using 〈Weng〉 =∫
dWPeng(W )W . In contrast, the heat probability

distribution P (Q) was determined by using two QSTs,
so the mean heat from the hot source can be expressed

as 〈Qhot〉 =
∫

dQP (Q)Q.
The quantum-engine efficiency, η = 〈Weng〉/〈Qhot〉,

can be written in terms of efficiency lags (associated with
entropy production) as

η = ηCarnot − L, (15)

and the lag is given by [39]

L =
SKL

(
ρexpτ ‖ ρ

eq,2
0

)
+ SKL

(
ρcomp
τ ‖ ρeq,10

)
β1 〈Qhot〉

, (16)

where ρexpτ = Uτρ
eq,1
0 U†τ is the state obtained after

stroke II (gap expansion), ρcomp
τ = Vτρ

eq,2
0 V †τ is the

state obtained after stroke IV (gap compression), and
ηCarnot = 1− T1/T2 is the standard Carnot efficiency.

Figure 6(a)-(d) illustrates the figure of merits obtained
in the spin engine implemented in Ref. [39]. It is
possible to observe a lower bound on the time driving
time length τ (approximately at ≈ 200 µs), where
the entropy production is so large [characterized by
the efficiency lag, Fig. 6(c)] that it is not possible to
extract work. Therefore, slower operation leads to better
efficiency. However, in general, we are not interested
in a too-slow engine with a small amount of power.
The extracted power is maximized when the energy
gap expansion (compression) protocol takes about 310
µs, corresponding to engine efficiency, η = 42 ± 6%,
which is remarkably close to the Otto limit, in this case,
ηOtto = 44% [39].

The experimental joint work and heat distribution,
P (W,Q) for a quantum Otto cycle implemented via NMR
were reported in Ref. [17], where a detailed fluctuation
theorem for a quantum cycle was also verified. In
Ref. [126], the authors investigate a spin quantum Otto
cycle employing negative temperature states in NMR.

This specific proof-of-principle, implementation of an
NMR quantum Otto engine, discussed in this section,
does not exhibit any quantum advantages, although it
can operate very close to the Otto efficiency, which
is particularly hard to achieve in its classical devices
counterpart. Some quantum advantages in thermal
protocols will be discussed in the next sections. It is
interesting to note that coherence’s role in quantum
thermal protocols is subtle. In the model presented here
(which involves complete thermalization), the coherence
contributes to entropy production as part of the efficiency
lag, as seen in Eq. (15). On the other hand, it has
been theoretically observed that for a quantum Otto
cycle with partial thermalizations, coherence can improve
the engine performance throughout a kind of dynamical
interference [37].".

B. Quantum refrigerators with indefinite causal
order

Cooling quantum systems is of significant importance
to many applications in quantum technologies, and
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Fig. 6. Spin quantum engine figures of merit: (a) average extracted work, (b) efficiency, (c) efficiency lag due to entropy
production, and (d) extracted power as a function of the driving protocol time length (τ). Points represent experimental data.
The dashed lines are based on theoretical predictions and numerical simulations. In all experiments, the spin temperature of
the cold source is set at kBT1 = (6.6± 0.1) peV. Data in blue and red correspond to implementations with the hot source spin
temperatures set at kBTA2 = (21.5± 0.4) peV and kBTB2 = (40.5± 3.7) peV, respectively. Adapted from Ref. [39].

several methods to perform such a thermodynamic
task on quantum devices in fast and efficient ways
have been proposed in the literature. One particular
method for refrigeration that showed new counter-
intuitive predictions is related to the quantum-controlled
switch of the application order of two or more quantum
maps [40, 41, 127–129].

A quantum process is considered to have an indefinite
causal order (ICO) if it is impossible to locally describe
it as a convex mixture of the operations performed with
definite causal orders [130–132]. Processes with ICO
have been experimentally explored in contexts such as
quantum computation [133] and communication [134–
136]. For more ICO experimental realizations, we refer
the reader to a recent review in Ref. [137].

In a recent investigation of a possible indefinite
thermodynamic arrow of time [127], the effective
quantum-controlled superposition of a heat engine and
power-driven refrigeration was employed to demonstrate
how quantum interference effects can be used to reduce
undesired thermal fluctuations [127]. In Ref. [138], it
was demonstrated that the application of two different
thermal channels in causally inseparable order can
enhance the potential to extract work when compared
to their definite order of occurrence. For a given working
substance in a quantum state, described by the density
operator ρ, work can be extracted via a cyclic process
coupling it to and decoupling it from an external source.
The cyclic dynamic of the system is governed then by
a time-dependent Hamiltonian H(t) in the interval ti ≤
t ≤ tf such that H(ti) = H(tf ) = H. The maximal work
that can be extracted in such a scenario is quantified by
the ergotropy defined as

W (ρ) = max
U∈U

tr[H(ρ− UρU†)], (17)

where U means the set of unitary transformations
generated by this particular time-dependent
Hamiltonian [139]. In this way, by electing the ergotropy
as a figure of merit, the authors in Ref. [139] showed that
the activation of quantum maps through the quantum

switch always entails a non-negative gain in ergotropy
when compared to their consecutive application. In
particular, it was demonstrated that a nonzero work
can be extracted from a system thermalized by two
coherently controlled reservoirs [139]. Thermal devices
powered by generalized measurements with ICO were
also presented in Ref. [129] where nontrivial effects
coming from the interference of causal orders were
explored to fuel a heat engine, thermal accelerator, as
well as in a refrigerator cycle.

In the following, we describe the experiment reported
in Ref. [128] consisting of an NMR implementation of
the power-driven refrigerator based on indefinite causal
order. This interesting possibility reveals how the
intrinsic indefiniteness in the causal order structure
revealed by a quantum-controlled process can be used to
perform a task that could not be realized using the same
operations with a definite causal order [40, 41], and then
which suggests a new kind of non-classical resource for a
thermodynamic task [40, 127] that can be experimentally
investigated.

Different orders of applications for two consecutive
thermalizations with reservoirs in the same temperature
are completely redundant, due to the fact that any
definite order will lead to the same Gibbs distribution
as an output state. However, this is not the case if
both operations are taken with an ICO. As we discuss
in the following, non-classical effects coming from the
interference of such ICO can be explored to perform a
refrigerator cycle. Then, employing the switch of two
thermalizing maps, the authors of Ref. [128] constructed
a single cycle of the ICO refrigerator, and evaluate its
efficiency by measuring the work consumption and the
heat extracted from a low-temperature (cold) reservoir
Ref. [128].

Theoretically, it is possible to effectively represent a
thermalization process as the action of two depolarizing
channels T 1 and T 2, each one with their respective
Kraus operators {E1

i } and {E2
j }. In this setting, one’s

can construct the Kraus decomposition of the resulting
map from the quantum switch of channels T 1 and T 2
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as described by the following operators acting on the
composite state of the working substance and the ancilla
(the order control system) as [128]

Kij := E2
jE

1
i ⊗ |0〉〈0|+ E1

i E
2
j ⊗ |1〉〈1|, (18)

where E1
i and E2

j denote the Kraus operators acting
on the working system for the formalization channels
T 1 and T 2, respectively, and the projectors |`〉〈`| (` =
0, 1) lie in the quantum controller space. Surprisingly,
it was theoretically demonstrated in [40] that even
if both thermalization processes occur with the same
temperature, the output state after applying the switch
can vary, depending on the projective measurement result
on the order-control ancilla if we start the experiment
with an ancilla with some degree of coherence in the
computational basis. By initializing then the ancilla with
maximum coherence in the computational basis, this is,
starting with ρc = |c〉〈c| such that |c〉 = 1√

2
(|0〉 + |1〉),

the output state can be calculated as

ρsw = E(T 1, T 2)(ρw ⊗ ρc) =
∑
ij

Kij(ρw ⊗ ρc)K†ij , (19)

with ρw being the initial state of the working substance
in the mentioned cycle and E(T 1, T 2) is the order switch
map described by the Kraus operator in Eq. (18) [128].
If we consider both thermalizations with the same
temperature T 1 = T 2 = T , one can show that the final
state after the quantum switch is

ρsw =
1

2
[ρT ⊗ I + ρT ρρT ⊗ (|0〉〈1|+ |1〉〈0|)], (20)

where ρT = e−H/kbT is the thermal equilibrium state
at temperature T with a two-level system Hamiltonian
H = δ|e〉〈e| (the |e〉 representing the excited state). It is
clear by looking at the above result that if the ancilla
is projected in the computational basis, or if we just
trace out the controller system, the working substance
will be in a thermal state, this is, ρT . In both cases,
projecting the ancilla means that we are choosing one
of the definite orders, or taking the incoherent mixture
of them (which are equivalent to the projection result,
since we are dealing with the same thermalization). On
the other hand, if we choose to project the ancilla in a
complementary basis {|+〉, |−〉}, we will be able to see
an interference effect coming from the ICO. The output
state then reads

ρ± =
ρT ± ρT ρρT

2p±
, (21)

with p± = tr[(ρT ± ρT ρρT )/2] being the probabilities
for each possible ancilla projection. After this projection
on the control system, the switch can lead the working
substance with an effective temperature that can be
higher or lower than T . Even if the system starts with a
temperature equal to the reservoirs, the final result can
still be different due to the interference of the ICO.

The refrigerator cycle and its corresponding NMR
experimental investigation in Ref. [128] were designed
as follows. A four-qubit system, including the working
substance, the controller, and the two heat sources
(that play the role of thermal reservoirs) starts in a
state equivalent to ρ0 = ρT ⊗ ρc ⊗ ρT ⊗ ρT . In the
reported experiment, the initial effective temperature of
the working substance is settled to be the same as the
reservoirs (prepared in equivalent Gibbs states). The
switch operation, in order to implement the ICO, is
decomposed by a concatenation of rf-control pulses and
free Hamiltonian evolution [128] employing a Toffoli gate.
The experiment was implemented using four spin-1/2
nuclei of the molecule 13C-iodotrifluoroethylene (C2F3I)
dissolved in acetone D6 to realize the ICO refrigerator.
The 13C was employed as an ancilla to control the
indefinite causal order procedure, while one of the 19F
acted as a working substance with the remaining two
19F playing the role of the thermal reservoirs. The
Experiment was performed at room temperature on a
Bruker AVANCE 600 MHz NMR spectrometer equipped
with a cryogenic probe. The natural Hamiltonian of the
system in their experiment can be written as

H = −
4∑
i=1

ωi
σz
2

+

4∑
i<j

πJijσ
z
i σ

z
j , (22)

with ωi/2π being the Larmor frequency of the i-th spin,
and Jij being the scalar coupling between the i-th and
j-th spins [128].

They investigated the probability distribution of each
measurement outcome of the quantum-controlled ancilla,
which determines the success probability for a particular
heat flow direction. The quantum interference of
the causal order is enhanced as the temperature goes
lower and it is more likely to happen with the |+〉
projection, which is related to a cool down of the working
substance [128]. The amount of heat exchanged between
the working substance and reservoirs can be identified as

∆QICO± = p± (tr[(ρ± − ρT )H]) , (23)

where ρ± is the post-measured state for the working
substance after the ancilla projection. The heat
flow which provides resources to construct quantum
refrigerators is related to the |−〉 output, while the
opposite result can be used to construct heat engines.
The COP is then evaluated in terms of Maxwell’s demon
mechanism, in which the work consumption and heat
extraction can be straightforwardly quantified [128]. The
ICO process is realized and the refrigerator cycle is viable
when the desirable measurement result occurs, otherwise,
the cycle is reinitialized. Classical heat exchange occurs
with the reservoirs. Finally, since the thermalizations are
isochoric processes, the consumption of work happens
with the initialization of the ancilla and the erasure of
Maxwell’s demon’s memory. To evaluate the COP, it
was measured the heat energy extracted from the cold
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reservoir to the heat bath, and the work consumption in
a given cycle [128].

The reported experiment showed a genuinely distinct
behavior to what is known as the COP of a classical
Carnot refrigerator, which approaches infinity when the
limit of the cold and hot reservoirs approaches the same
temperature. The COP of the ICO refrigerator reaches
an optimal finite value in that limit, revealing, then, the
peculiarities that one can expect to have when dealing
with ICO-based cycles. With this extreme limit of
investigation, their experiment demonstrates then that
the ICO process may offer a new resource with non-
classical heat exchange, and paves the way towards the
construction of quantum refrigerators based on non-
classical features [128] verified with the employment of
NMR techniques.

C. Quantum engines powered by measurements

Measurements acting upon a quantum system do not
generally preserve the measured system as it happens
in classical physics, then it is possible, for example,
to induce a change in the internal energy of some
quantum working substance by making measurements
on it. This possibility has been recently explored to
develop a new class of thermal devices, known as thermal
devices powered by quantum measurements [42–45]. For
instance, employing non-selective measurements, it was
proposed a single temperature heat engine without the
need for feedback control to extract work [42]. This cycle
can be conceived by replacing the standard hot thermal
reservoir of an Otto cycle with a measurement device
that is responsible for providing heat to the working
substance.

The concept of quantum heat was identified as
the stochastic energy fluctuations taking place during
a quantum measurement [140]. Moreover, several
measurement-based thermodynamic protocols have been
studied in the last few years [46–52, 54, 141, 142].

More recently, it was realized the possibility
to perform a heat engine cycle by replacing the
projective measurements with a more general notion
of measurements [143]. Generalized measurements can
include phenomena that can not be described using
only projective measurements. A particularly important
application to thermodynamics can be identified with
the employment of weak measurements [144–147] since
generalized measurements can be thought of as a
sequence of weak measurements [148–150]. Weakly
measured systems are relevant for consistent observations
of work and heat contributions to an externally
driven quantum stochastic evolution [146]. From
the experimental point of view, work and heat
dynamics along single quantum trajectories, as well as
information dynamics of a quantum Maxwell’s demon,
were investigated by employing superconducting qubits
weakly coupled to a meter system [151, 152]. Also, a

new class of Maxwell’s demon was realized with a tunable
dissipative strength using nitrogen-vacancy center [153].

Fig. 7. Schematic description of the heat engine cycle powered
by generalized measurements. First, the work substance
interacts with a cold sink and it is cooled to the equilibrium
state ρ(1). Second, a general measurement channel Ma is
performed which leads to an increase in the average energy
and von Neumann entropy of the working substance. Over
this channel, the working substance absorbs energy in a
stochastic way (heat) from the meter. Third, another general
measurement channel Mb chosen properly to produce an
isentropically decreasing of the average energy of the working
substance, is applied. The energy exchanged with the meter
in the later channel has a work nature. The scheme also
illustrates the variation of the internal energy and entropy for
different measurement strengths.Adapted from Ref. [65].

In the following, we describe a proof-of-concept
experiment of a spin heat engine powered by generalized
measurements that were performed employing NMR
platform [65]. The cycle consists of two non-selective
generalized measurements channels with adjustable
measurement strengths, one dedicated to fueling the
device, then playing the role of a heat source, and the
other committed to work extraction when applied in an
isentropic way [143] as depicted in Fig. 7. By changing
the internal energy in an isentropic way, the working
substance is considered informationally closed in a way
that this operation can be recognized as work extraction
[65].

In the experiment reported in Ref. [65], the authors
used a liquid sample of 13C-labeled Sodium formate
(HCO2Na) diluted in deuterium oxide (D2O). To look
over a generalized measurement-powered cycle, the
experimental control was focused on the 1H and 13C
nuclei which have nuclear spins 1/2. This sample was
prepared with a low dilution ratio (≈ 2%), such that
the inter-molecular interactions can be neglected and the
sample can be considered as a set of almost identically
prepared pairs of two spin-1/2 systems. The 18O has
nuclear spin 0, 23Na has nuclear spin 3/2, and both nuclei



12

played no important role in their experiment.
The 13C nuclear spins were initially cooled by

performing spatial average techniques [15, 19, 28],
resulting in a state equivalent to the Gibbs state ρ(1) =
exp

[
−βHC

]
/Z, at cold inverse spin temperature β =

1/ (kBT ), where Z is the partition function. The
system’s Hamiltonian is associated with an offset of the
transverse rf fields with relation to the resonance of
13C nucleus, given by HC = − (hν/2)σz [28], with σ`,
` = (x, y, z) standing for the Pauli matrices wherein they
adjusted the frequency as ν ≈ 1 kHz.

In the second stroke of this cycle, the authors
performed a generalized non-selective measurement on
the working substance (13C nucleus), which is effectively
implemented by a controlled interaction with an ancillary
system (the proton), prepared in an initial state
equivalent to ρH,0 = |0〉〈0|. The ancillary system is not
observed and after the interaction, it can be traced out.
The interaction with the ancillary system is managed
to assemble the desired measurement map, leading to,
Ma : ρ(1) → ρ(2) =

∑
iMa

i ρ
(1)Ma

i
† where the Kraus

operators of the generalized measurement are Ma
1 =√

1− pΩ|0〉〈0| + |1〉〈1| and Ma
2 =
√
pΩ|1〉〈0| (satisfying∑

iMa
i
†Ma

i = I), and Ω = 1 − e−βhν is a factor that
depends on the system temperature after the first stroke.
The parameter p is related to the measurement strength.

In their implementation, the range 0 < pΩ < 1 varies
from a weak to a moderated measurement strength. In
this stage, the internal energy variation of the working
substance can be interpreted as the heat absorbed
from the meter, whenever its von Neumann entropy
increases, as usually adopted [143] in this measurement-
based cycle. So, the heat absorbed in stroke two is
simply given by 〈Qp〉 = tr

[
HC

(
ρ(2) − ρ(1)

)]
, being

directly associated to the variation of the nuclear
spin magnetization. A second non-selective generalized
measurement channel was performed, in the third stroke,
on the working substance leading to Mb : ρ(2) →
ρ(3) =

∑2
j=1Mb

jρ
(2)Mb

j
† with the Kraus operators

Mb
1 = |0〉〈0|+

√
1− q|1〉〈1| andMb

2 =
√
q|0〉〈1|.

By imposing

q =
(2p− 1) Ω

(p− 1) Ω + 1
, (24)

the authors ensured that the von Neumann entropy
of the working substance does not change during the
measurement channelMb, ∆Sb = S(ρ(3)) − S(ρ(2)) = 0.
In this way, the energy exchanged in stroke three can be
associated to work delivered by the working substance to
the meter [143]. The work performed over the working
substance by the measurement channelMb is then given
by 〈W〉 = tr

[
HC

(
ρ(3) − ρ(2)

)]
.

The experiment [65] was performed using a Varian
500 MHz spectrometer equipped with a double-resonance
probe head with a magnetic field-gradient coil. The
states of the nuclear spins were controlled using
time-modulated rf pulses in the transverse direction,

Fig. 8. Pulse sequences for the generalized measurement
powered engine. The non-selective generalized measurement
channel Ma (second stroke) is effectively performed using
the sketched pulse sequence. The measurement strength
parameter, p, is tuned by the angle θ ∈ [0, π/2) according
to θ = arccos (1− 2pΩ). The channel Mb (third stroke)
can be effectively implemented throughout the sketched pulse
sequence. The strength parameter q is tuned by the angle
φ ∈ [0, π/2) using the relation φ = arccos (1− 2q). The pulse
sequence for the consecutive application of Ma and Mb is
obtained by setting the strength q as a function of p. It
was optimized, using the commutation relations for Pauli
rotations to cancel redundancies, resulting in a shortened
effective sequence that also minimizes errors. After the second
and third strokes, the magnetization of the 13C nuclear spin
is measured (determining the internal energy variation) and
a QST is performed. From the last data, it was obtained
the variation of the von Neumann entropy. The 1H nuclear
spin was not observed resulting in the desired non-selective
generalized measurement channels (the CPTP maps) acting
on the 13C nucleus. Adapted from Ref. [65].

longitudinal magnetic field gradients, as well by
sequences of free evolution of the system under the
action of the scalar coupling. The latter is described
by the Hamiltonian HJ = (π~J/4)σHz ⊗ σCz , where
J ≈ 194.65 Hz is the coupling constant between the 1H
and 13C. The generalized measurement channelsMa and
Mb that act on the 13C nuclear spin were implemented



13

through the interaction with the 1H nuclear spin which
played the role of the internal degree of the meter, as
the pulse sequence sketched in Fig. 8. At the end of
the experiment, the state of the 1H nuclear spin was not
observed [65]. So, after the pulse sequence, it was only
observed the averaged effects of the interaction with the
1H on the 13C dynamics, leading to the desired non-
selective generalized measurement map acting on the
working substance (13C) [65].

Fig. 9. Efficiency of the generalized measurement-powered
heat engine as a function measurement strength p. The
dashed curves represent numerical simulations of the cycle
including some non-idealities. The symbols are the observed
experimental data with the red squares associated with the
initial spin temperature kBT1 = 1.88 ± 0.21 peV while the
blue circles correspond to the initial spin temperature kBT2 =
2.98 +±0.19 peV. Adapted from Ref. [65].

An interesting point which was highlighted in the
experimental results reported in Ref. [65], is that this
kind of quantum thermal device can reach unit efficiency
while also achieving maximum extracted power at the
same time with the fine-tuning of the measurement
strengths, as shown in Fig. 9. A near to unity efficiency is
obtained when p→ 1, which corresponds to the strength
of the measurement achieving the value Ω which is related
to the excited population of the initial Gibbs distribution.

It is important to note that, due to the intrinsically
quantum nature of the measurement back-action, it is not
possible to establish a direct comparison with classical
thermal cycles without feedback control wherein the
traditional thermodynamic roles are expected. Both
the hot heat source and the work extraction procedure
here are obtained by using a quantum generalized
measurement which leads the system’s state to non-
equilibrium after the interaction with the meter. Then,
for instance, the resulting state after the measurement
which plays the role of a heat source can be equivalent
to a Gibbs state with effective negative temperature.
All these genuine quantum effects related to the
measurement back-action are explored to reach efficiency
near unity as shown in Fig. 9.

From a theoretical point of view, the efficiency of

the measurement-powered cycle only depends on the
measurement strength of the first measurement channel.
Otherwise, in a practical scenario, precise knowledge
of the initial state temperature and fine control of the
measurement channel parameters are required to reach
the theoretical prediction and the unit efficiency. In
the implementation discussed in this section, due to
experimental non-idealities and some uncertainty about
the initial spin temperature, we observed that the
efficiency also depends on the initial state (as in Fig. 9).
The efficiency reaches a value near the unit for one of
the initial spin temperatures considered, showing that
having sufficient control over the parameters involved,
it is possible to implement the measurement-powered
cycle with maximum efficiency. The simulated curves,
on the other hand, consider the initial experimental
state and simulate some of the expected errors in
the pulse sequence implementation of each generalized
measurement channel. The observed experimental data
which behaved better than the numerically simulated
curves should be interpreted as a particular situation
where the experimental error contributes to obtaining a
result slightly better than the simulation.

This NMR investigation could unveil practical
applications of measurement-based protocols in quantum
thermodynamics, as well as open new possibilities
for efficiency-enhancing from the combination of a
system driven by a time-dependent Hamiltonian and
measurements in quantum devices [65].

D. Quantum batteries

In the previous sections, we have seen how to extract
work from cyclic processes using QHEs. However, we
may ask ourselves how we could store efficiently this
extracted energy in another quantum system. That
is exactly what are quantum batteries, energy-storing
devices that exploit quantum features, like quantum
superposition or entanglement, in order to speed up the
process of charging (energy deposition) or discharging
(energy extraction) of the battery [154–157].

The simplest form of a quantum battery consists of a
two-level quantum system [158, 159]. If the system is in
the ground state, we say that the battery is discharged,
if it is in the excited state, we say that the battery is
charged. Let us take a spin as the two-level quantum
battery, we could charge it by applying an external
magnetic field [160] or coupling it with an ancillary spin
that acts as a charger [161].

When using ancillary systems to charge a battery
with N cells (e.g. each spin being a battery cell
in the spin chain), we emphasize here two possible
procedures, parallel and collective charging. In the
parallel charging protocol, each battery cell is charged
simultaneously under the action of one of the N chargers.
On the other hand, the collective charging protocol
considers all cells together as a battery pack, and
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all the chargers act simultaneously on it. Since it
uses non-local ‘entangling’ operations, collective charging
protocols exhibit a quantum advantage over parallel ones
that scale extensively [154, 160]. However, it is important
to mention that albeit the necessity of these non-local
operations, there is no necessity for the battery cells to
be entangled.

In order to experimentally realize such quantum
batteries in an NMR spectrometer, we have a well-
known problem of scalability of the technique in
quantum information (computation) applications, when
considering a large number of battery cells or chargers,
to face. One way to avoid this spectral complexity of
using a large number of spins in NMR spectroscopy is to
make use of the symmetries of the system. For instance,
quantum registers are systems with multiple qubits and
can be categorized by their network topology. A recent
review by Mahesh et al. [162] showed the advantages
of using a particular type of quantum register: the star-
topology register (STR) with spins qubits, see Fig. 10.

Fig. 10. Star-topology network of spins, where we have a
central spin (C) interacting individually with each ancillary
spin (A). Figure adapted from the Ref. [162].

An STR of N qubits consists of N − 1 ancillary qubits
surrounding a single central qubit. In general, the STRs
realized in liquid-state NMR experiments do not have
any interaction among the ancillary qubits, which are
indistinguishable from one another, and the central qubit
is made of a different nuclear isotope than the ancillae.

These STRs were recently modeled as quantum
batteries in a 500 MHz Bruker NMR spectrometer
[159]. In the reported experiment, the authors used
different samples (ACTN, TMP, TMS, HMPATA, and
TTSS), with an increasing number of charger spins
(N = 3, 9, 12, 18 and 36, respectively). The collective
charging scheme was investigated and the quantum
advantage over the parallel scheme was reported. The
quantum advantage Γ of the collective scheme is
defined as the ratio PN/P1, where P1 and PN are the
charging powers of the parallel and collective charging
schemes, respectively. Figure 11 illustrates the quantum
advantage Γ against the number N of chargers, where
dots represent experimental data for the different systems
used, and the solid line is the theoretically expected
curve Γ =

√
N . Despite both charging schemes being

quantum mechanical by definition, the collective charging
scheme is superior probably because it exploits quantum
correlations among the spins. This fact is explored
explicitly in Ref. [159] by the realization of numerical
calculations of the quantum discord and entanglement
entropy during the processes, where at the end of the
charging protocol, the spins get uncorrelated [159].
These findings suggest a relation between non-classical
correlations and the advantage of the collective charging
scheme. Notwithstanding, by introducing a load spin,
it was shown the establishment of a quantum charger-
battery-load (QCBL) circuit, where the battery spin
stored energy for up to two minutes, and yet it was able
to transfer the stored energy to the load spin.

Fig. 11. Quantum advantage Γ versus number of chargers N .
We see that both experimental data (dots) and theoretical
curve (solid line) agree. Figure adapted from the Ref. [159].

E. Quantum thermometry

Quantum thermometry, which is a subarea of
quantum metrology, is associated with the precise
measurements of temperature employing non-classical
features. Determining the temperature of an object may
not seem to be, at first sight, a challenging issue, however,
doing it precisely in a scenario of very low values could be
a non-trivial task even in the classical realm. In classical
thermodynamics, the zeroth law of thermodynamics
provides a way of tagging a value of temperature for two
systems in thermal equilibrium with a fixed reference,
while the second law of thermodynamics (throughout
the reversibility of the Carnot engine) establishes a
protocol to measure temperature ratios, thus removing
any ambiguity left by the arbitrariness of the tag
value established by the zeroth law [163]. Accordingly,
standard thermometers infer the temperature of a system
by letting the thermometer go to equilibrium with
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the system of interest and measuring another physical
property in the thermometer.

When considering quantum thermodynamics, things
got a little complicated as the measurement becomes
more and more invasive and carries a measurement
back-action. From the system’s energy spectrum, we
can estimate the temperature of the quantum system
by performing global measurements provided that our
quantum system is in thermal equilibrium and follows
a Boltzmann distribution [164]. A less invasive way
for realizing this measurement would be introducing a
quantum probe (a third part system or degree of freedom)
to interact with the system of interest. This probe would
couple to the system through a very weak dissipative
interaction until it reaches a thermalized state at the
same temperature T as the system [165]. This process, in
principle, does not significantly disturb the system, and
both probe and system would end up being uncorrelated,
this way we could measure any temperature-dependent
property of the probe alone and fully estimate the
system’s temperature.

Nevertheless, none of the aforementioned methods
brings up any quantum advantage in the measurement
precision if compared to an ordinary (classical)
thermometer [164]. Quantum thermometry deals with
the precision limit at which the temperature of a
quantum system can be determined, and a true quantum
thermometer works in a distinct manner: it encodes
the information about the system’s temperature in a
quantum property of the probe such as the relative phase,
which can be estimated using interferometric methods.
If the decoherence time of the probe is greater than
the interaction time, we say we have a nonthermalizing
thermometer [166].

Following into the NMR applications, Raitz et al. [166]
used a quantum scattering circuit with two qubits
(a probe and a target qubit) to implement an NMR
quantum thermometer. Nonetheless, these circuits are,
in general, characterized by a probe qubit and a mixed
state ρ, where the probe qubit is initially prepared in the
pure state (pseudo-pure state) |0〉, and a first Hadamard
gate is applied to put the probe in the superposition (|0〉+
|1〉)/

√
2. Then a controlled unitary operator is applied

to the system if the probe is in the state |1〉, a control-U
gate. Finally, another Hadamard gate is applied to the
probe. This interferometric protocol encodes information
about the system into the superposed probe state which
is subsequently measured.

In the Raitz et al. [166] experiment a 13C-labeled
chloroform molecule diluted in deuterated acetone, where
the 13C nuclear spin was used as the probe qubit, and
the 1H nuclear spin was the system with temperature to
be measured. After pseudo-pure state preparation and
calibration procedures, the quantum circuit was run for
13 different values of initial temperatures, which were
measured using the quantum thermometer and also in
the standard spectrometric form. The results are shown
in Fig. 12, where we observe a good agreement between

Fig. 12. Temperature of the Hydrogen’s nuclear
spin measured with the quantum thermometer against
temperature measured by the spectrometer. Figure adapted
from the Ref. [166].

the two methods.
The main advantage of using this quantum scattering

circuits technique is that, independently of the size
of the target quantum system, we can always encode
the information about its temperature in a single
probe qubit, and it is an alternative way of measuring
temperature without the necessity of thermal contact.

Another implementation of a quantum thermometer
in NMR platforms was also reported more recently
in Ref. [167]. In this later paper, the authors used
highly correlated quantum NOON states of spins to
model a proof-of-principle quantum thermometer. The
errors behind the measurements of temperature provided
by the implemented thermometer, scaled approximately
in the Heisenberg limit 1/N , which is more accurate
than the standard quantum limit 1/

√
N , where N

is the number of independent probes measured. To
be more precise, it was shown an error scaling of
N−0.94 [167]. This is the first implementation of
a quantum thermometer working in the Heisenberg
limit. Aside from precision improvements, some
quantum thermometry strategies do not require reaching
equilibrium between the temperature probe and the
system.

IV. INFORMATION AND THERMODYNAMICS

A. Quantum Maxwell’s demon

Maxwell was one of the pioneers in addressing the
consequences of statistical theory for thermodynamic
rules. In 1867, he devised a thought experiment in
which the second law would be apparently violated
[168]. In view of testing this, Maxwell imagined a clever
being capable of controlling the degrees of freedom of a
macroscopic gas. Curiously, this intelligent being was
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later dubbed demon by Thompson [169].
In this thought experiment, Maxwell supposed a gas in

thermal equilibrium at temperature T inside a box with
adiabatic walls and two segregated parts, except by one
gate between them as illustrated in Fig. 13. Supposing
that an intelligent being or Maxwell’s demon standing at
the gate, like a doorman, able to open and close it at
will, has the ability to monitor the velocity of each gas
molecule and control a molecular flow from one side to
another, see Fig. 13. Since the average kinetic energy of

Fig. 13. Maxwell’s demon. The demon sorts the faster
molecules to the left and the slow molecules to the right
by opening and closing the gate in the middle at the right
time. By this procedure, the demon is able to create and
further increase a temperature gradient from a gas initially
in thermal equilibrium. A macroscopic observer would see
a spontaneous heat flow from the cold side to the hot side
without any work performed, hence configuring an apparent
violation of the second law of thermodynamics.

the particles is proportional to the temperature, at the
end of this process, this means that the temperature of
one side increases, and conversely the temperature of the
other decreases. If this thought experiment were possible,
a spontaneous heat transfer from a cold gas to a hot
gas, without an external agent performing work, would
be observed, apparently contrasting the second law of
thermodynamics.

A fundamental aspect that Maxwell overlooked in his
thought experiment was how exactly the demon obtains
information about the velocities of the molecules. In
1929, Leï¿œ Szilard was one of the first who originally
pointed out the inconsistency in this thought experiment
[170, 171], although his approach was not completely
undoubted. Maxwell’s demon must generate entropy
when observing the velocities of molecules, storing and
comparing velocity information, and opening and closing
the door. If the demon’s entropy is not taken into
account, the system’s entropy may appear to have
reduced. However, given the entropy generated by the

intelligent demon while executing the task, the global
entropy is expected to grow. Szilard used a classical
engine to address Maxwell’s demon issue (see more in Sec.
IVB). A few years later, in 1951, Brillouin corroborated
Szilard’s assessment by demonstrating that a quantity of
energy substantially bigger than kT would be required if
the demon employed photons to determine the position
of the molecule [172].

Maxwell’s demon-gedanken experiment produced a
dilemma that persisted for almost 150 years [169]. In
1961, Rolf Landauer shed light on this conundrum. He
proposed an erase principle to explain indubitably the
increase in entropy [173, 174]. According to Landauer’s
principle, memory erasure should be accompanied by
entropy production, since it is an irreversible process.
In 1982, Bennett utilized Landauer’s idea to finally
exorcise Maxwell’s demon [175]. He realized that in
order to complete the thermodynamic cycle, the demon’s
memory had to be erased, resulting in an entropy
equal to the reduction associated with the passage from
the cold to the hot body. Therefore, the second law
of thermodynamics is restored by taking this entropy
increase into account.

According to the preceding discussion, Maxwell’s
demon works as a kind of measurement-based feedback
controller. It performs interaction with the system
and thereafter performs one action depending on the
measurement result. Recent analyses have considered the
explicit change produced in the statistical description of
the system as a result of the assessment of its microscopic
information [83]. This has helped to understand that
information-to-energy conversion can be governed by
fluctuation theorems that hold on microscopic systems
arbitrarily far from equilibrium [16, 26, 176, 177], besides
enabling generalizations of the second law in the presence
of a feedback controller [178]. Based on the trade-off
between thermodynamics and information experimental
[153, 179–182] and theoretical [183–185] endeavors have
been done in order to implement an efficient Maxwell’s
demon in the quantum framework. These investigations
purposing to establish pragmatic applications within the
current technological progress where information is an
essential component to be manipulated.

One recent experiment in the setting of NMR
spectroscopy used the trade-off between information
theoretic quantities to implement an efficient Maxwell’s
demon in a quantum system [180]. The authors
experimentally assess the efficiency of this Maxwell’s
demon in rectifying entropy production owing to
quantum fluctuations in nonequilibrium dynamics [101].
Considering the scenario illustrated in Fig. 14, the
working system is a small quantum system, initially in
the equilibrium (Gibbs) state ρeq0 at inverse temperature
β = (kBT )−1. Maxwell’s demon is represented through
a microscopic quantum memory. Suppose that the
working system is driven away from equilibrium by a
fast unitary time-dependent process, U , up to time
τ1 (driving the system Hamiltonian from Hτ0 to Hτ1).
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The purpose of the control mechanism is to rectify the
quantum fluctuations introduced by this nonequilibrium
dynamics. To this end, the demon acquires information
about the system’s s state through a complete projective
measurement, {M`}, yielding the outcome ` with
probability p(`) = tr

[
M`Uρ

eq
0 U†

]
. Based on the

outcome of this measurement, a controlled evolution will
be applied. It will be described by unital quantum
operations F (k), which may include a drive on the
system’s Hamiltonian from Hτ1 to Hτ2 . Furthermore,
they considered the possibility of error in the control
mechanism, assuming a conditional probability p(k|`) of
implementing the feedback process k (associated with the
outcome k) when ` is the actual observed measurement
outcome. With a suitable choice of the operations{
F (k)

}
, the feedback control mechanism can balance out

the entropy production due to the nonequilibrium drive
U .

Fig. 14. Maxwell’s demon works as a measurement-based
feedback controller. The system starts in the equilibrium
state ρeq0 and it is unitarily driven U to a nonequilibrium
state. Then the demon makes a projective measurement,
M, yielding the outcome ` with probability p(`). The
feedback operation F (k) is applied with error probability
p(k|`). The environment temperature is kept fixed and the
whole operation is much faster than the system decoherence
time. Figure adapted from Ref. [180].

The main objective of this work was to perform
a feedback-control protocol in a quantum system and
see the negativity of the mean entropy production,
experimentally witnessing Maxwell’s demon in action.
The authors developed one mathematical equality for
entropy production, in the presence of feedback control,
with experimental significance for the successful design
of Maxwell’s demon, represented as

〈Σ〉 = −Igain+〈SKL
(
ρ(k,`)
τ2 ||ρ(k,eq)

τ2

)
〉+〈∆S(k,`)〉F , (25)

which contains only information-theoretic quantities on
the r.h.s. The information gain Igain = S(ρτ1) −∑
` p(`)S(ρ`τ1) quantifies the average information that

the demon obtains by reading the outcomes of the
measurement M [186, 187], with ρτ1 = Uρeq0 U

†

being the system’s state before the measurement;
ρ`τ1 the `-th post-measurement state which occurs
with probability p(`), and S(ρ) the von Neumann
entropy. The Kullback-Leibler (KL) relative entropy,

SKL

(
ρ

(k,`)
τ2 ||ρ(k,eq)

τ2

)
= tr

[
ρ

(k,`)
τ2

(
ln ρ

(k,`)
τ2 − ln ρ

(k,eq)
τ2

)]
,

expresses the information divergence between the
resulting state of the feedback-controlled process, ρ(k,`)

τ2 ,
and the equilibrium state for the final Hamiltonian H(k)

τ2

in the k-th feddback process, ρ(k,eq)
τ2 = e−βH

(k)
τ2 /Z

(k)
τ2 .

The last term, 〈∆S(k,`)〉F = 〈S(ρ
(k,`)
τ2 ) − S(ρ

(`)
τ1 )〉,

represents the averaged change in von Neumann entropy
due to the quantum operation F (k). The hallmark of
Eq. (25) is the possibility to characterize experimental
entropy production by only measuring information-
theoretic quantities.

In the experimental implementation reported in
Ref. [180], the authors assumed that the system and the
controller are two nuclear spins in Chloroform molecules
(CHCl3) in an NMR sample. The controller (or memory)
qubit is the spin-1/2 nucleus of the 1H and it plays the
role of Maxwell’s demon. The Hydrogen effectively stores
the measurement outcomes on an orthogonal basis, which
is then used to implement the feedback control. On the
other hand, the system is given by the spin-1/2 nucleus
of the 13C.

Fig. 15. Quantum circuit for Maxwell’s demon which was
performed to measure all the information-theoretic quantities
in rhs of the Eq. (25). The controller (or memory) qubit is
the spin-1/2 nucleus of the Hydrogen 1H and it plays the role
of Maxwell’s demon. The system is given by the spin-1/2
nucleus of the Carbon isotope 13C. After the sudden quench
U , information is acquired by the demon via an effective non-
selective projective measurement in the energy basis of the
1H. The control mismatch is implemented by a spin rotation
Rφ, along the x direction of the 1H nuclear spin, and the
feedback operations are implemented by means of conditional
evolutions Υ1 and Υ2. Figure adapted from Ref. [180].

The feedback mechanism employed is sketched in
Fig. 15, where the whole feedback operation is much
faster than the typical decoherence times [15, 180]. After
the sudden quench U , information is acquired by the
demon via the natural J coupling between 13C and 1H
nuclei, under a free evolution, lasting for about 6.97
ms (equivalent to a CNOT gate). An effective non-
selective projective measurement in the energy basis of
Hτ1 is accomplished with an additional longitudinal field
gradient, ξ1 (applied during 3 ms). It introduces a full
dephasing on the z component of the memory state.
This free evolution followed by dephasing correlates the
state of the working system (13C) with the demon’s
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memory (1H) leading to a joint “postmeasurement” state
equivalent to |0〉H〈0|M0ρ

C
0M0+|1〉H〈1|M1ρ

C
0M1, where

M0 and M1 are eigenbasis projectors for Hτ1 with
experimentally probed outcome probabilities, p(`) =
50.0±0.4% for ` = 0, 1, as expected for the sudden quench
implemented.

Entropy rectification is achieved by a controlled
evolution of the 13C nuclear spin guided by the
demon’s memory (encoded in the 1H nuclear spin
state). Such conditional evolution is implemented
by means of the conditional evolutions Υ1 and Υ2,
represented in Fig. 15, and produce an ideally controlled
transformation Υ1Υ2 = |φ0〉H〈φ0|V(0)

τ + |φ1〉H〈φ1|V(1)
τ ,

where the mismatched control basis are given by
|φ0〉H = cos(ϕ/2)|0〉H − i sin(ϕ/2)|1〉H and |φ1〉H its
orthogonal complement; V(0)

τ = e−iπσ
C
y /4e−iγσ

C
x /2 and

V(1)
τ = V0

τσ
C
x are the feedback operations applied on

the carbon nucleus and γ is a suitable angle. As a
result, all of the information-theoretic quantities in the
rhs of Eq. (25) were obtained by performing quantum
state tomography (QST) [95] along the experimental
execution of the demon protocol. Fig. 16 displays
the entropy production in the experiment’s feedback-
controlled operation. Negative values were obtained
demonstrating the realization of entropy rectification
whose effectiveness worsens as the bases mismatch
increases.

Fig. 16. Experimental entropy rectification. Average
nonequilibrium entropy production 〈Σ〉 in the measurement-
based feedback protocol as a function of the initial
temperature kBT and the control basis mismatch p(k|`). The
negative values are associated with entropy rectification by
Maxwell’s demon, according to Eq. (25). Figure adapted from
Ref. [180].

In Fig. 17, the authors noted that the bounds based
on mutual information and information gain are not
tight in a quantum scenario, as also anticipated by
Eq. (25). For this protocol, it was possible to show that

Fig. 17. Information quantities and experimental verification
of the bound imposed by means of the Eq. (25). Entropy
production (black), information gain bound, 〈Σ〉 ≥ −Igain
(red), and mutual information bound 〈Σ〉 ≥ −〈I〉 (dark
yellow). Figure adapted from Ref. [180].

〈I(k,`)〉 ≥ Igain [180]. Despite the 4.5% residual error
in the trace distance for the zero mismatch case, the
mutual information (between the system and feedback
mechanism) experimentally achieved is very close to its
limit, 〈I〉 = −

∑
` p(`) ln p(`) = ln 2 nats (natural unit of

information) [180].
The experiment [180] investigated the effect of several

information qualities in the quantum version of Maxwell’s
demon. It also illustrates that the irreversibility of
quantum nonequilibrium dynamics may be mitigated by
assessing microscopic information, which is the effect of
Maxwell’s demon at work. A similar technique proposed
in this work may be used for generic information-to-
energy conversion protocols, such as information-based
work extraction.

B. Implementation of a Szilard’s engine

In 1929, Szilard reformulated Maxwell’s conundrum in
which an intelligent being (the demon) may apparently
violate the second law of thermodynamics using
information about the state of a system [170, 171]. Using
a classical engine, he considered a closed box with a single
particle rather than multiple particles, a demon that
measures the particle position and stores the information
in its memory, a thermal reservoir at temperature T from
which heat is extracted, and a weight that is lifted using
the work produced during the cycle. The Szilard’s engine
cycle is illustrated in Fig. 18. This thought experiment
takes use of a compartment in the center of this box that
functions as a piston. This compartment splits the box
into two parts and the particle can be placed in either
the left or right box using this arrangement. The demon
observes whether the molecule is on the left or right side,
stores this information in his memory, and introduces a
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division that will work as a piston. At this point, the
partition where the particle is has half of the original
volume. Because the molecule was not contacted during
this process, no energy exchange occur, and so no work
was performed. The molecule is then allowed to collide
with the piston, which causes an isothermal expansion to
the original volume (Fig. 18). At constant temperature,
the expansion of a single-particle ideal gas against a
piston produces a quantity of work W = kBT ln 2, when
the Vf = 2Vi. The ultimate scenario involves a molecule
occupying the whole space of the box, seemingly closing
the cycle. Szilard’s engine apparently shows a violation of
Kelvin’s statement of the second law, i.e., it is impossible
to carry out a device operating cyclically where the only
effect is absorbing energy in the form of heat from a single
thermal reservoir and producing an equivalent amount of
work [169, 188].

Fig. 18. Classical Szilard’s engine. The engine is composed
of a container with only one particle, a thermal reservoir at
temperature T , the demon’s memory, and a weight. (a) to
(b): Maxwell’s demon determines that the particle is on the
right side of the box and stores the result in a bit of memory.
(b) to (c): the demon compresses the left side of the box at
no cost given that there are no molecules on that side. (c)
to (d): the demon allows the right side to expand until it
fills the entire box, obtaining work equal to kBT ln 2, which
culminates in lifting a weight. To complete the cycle, the
demon must erase its memory from (c) to (d). According to
the Landauer principle, this results in an energy cost per bit
of kBT ln 2, see more in the next subsection IVC.

Szilard’s machine seemings to form a cycle that
could be executed repetitively in order to produce large
amounts of work. However, the cycle is not truly closed
since the experimenter must record the measurement
result in a classical memory. To return the system to
its initial state and fully end the cycle, it must erase the
record in its memory identifying which side the particle
was on. This fact missed the attention of Szilard and
other scientists at the time, and it was not until the

1960s that this issue was examined in greater depth
for Landauer, as will be seen in the following. Despite
several theoretical investigations for Szilard’s engine in
the quantum framework [189–195], few are experimental
[196, 197]. This fact stems from the experimental
challenges of successfully demonstrating that information
might be used as fuel in quantum engines.

In the following, we describe the experiment reported
in Ref. [196] consisting of an NMR implementation of
a quantum Engine fuelled by information. The Szilard
engine was realized in the quantum scenario employing
a four-qubit system (four spin 1/2 nuclei). One qubit
represents the weight, another the particle, a third the
demon and its memory, and a fourth an auxiliary qubit
used to erase the demon’s memory. The quantum
Szilard’s engine cycle is depicted by means of the circuit
in Fig. 19. This circuit is divided into four steps: an
initial thermalization where the particle extracts heat
from a reservoir on average; a measurement where the
demon obtains the particle state information a feedback
process in which information is used to fully convert heat
into work and put the weight in its excited state; and an
erasing process to complete the cycle.

Fig. 19. Quantum Szilard engine. The qubits W, P, M, and
A represent the weight, the particle, the demon’s memory,
and the ancillary, respectively. Rx(α) is a rotation by an
angle α around the x-axis. Gz is a magnetic field gradient
along z direction that is applied to a system to remove
the non-zero order coherence terms of its state. In this
circuit there are three controlled gates [77]; CNOT (in the
measurement), a controlled SWAP (first gate of the feedback),
and a composition of controlled rotation and Swap (second
gate of the feedback). If the sphere in the control qubit is
white, an operation will be done to the target qubits when
the control qubit is excited; otherwise, the operation will be
applied when the control qubit is in the ground state. A
controlled gate will thereby modify just the states of the target
qubits. The auxiliary and memory both begin the cycle in
the same state. To reset the memory, a Swap gate is used to
interchange the memory and auxiliary states. Figure adapted
from Ref. [196].

The NMR technology was used to accomplish the
quantum gates outlined in the quantum circuit Fig. 19.
To experimentally represent the four qubits in Szilard’s
engine, the authors employed the four nuclear spins
of the carbon atoms in the 13C-labeled transcrotonic
acid molecule [196]. The state of the qubits can be
controlled by rf pulses and magnetic field gradients
and the magnetization of the nuclear spins may be
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measured [95]. The sample is immersed in a strong and
homogeneous magnetic field in the z-direction produced
by a Bruker 700 MHz spectrometer. In this experiment,
the natural dynamics can be described, with a good
approximation, by the following Hamiltonian

H0 =
∑
i

~ (ωi − ωr)σzi
2

+
∑
i 6=j

π~Jijσziσzj
4

, (26)

where ωi and σzi are the angular oscillation frequency
and the Pauli matrix of the i-th nuclear spin, respectively.
ωr is the angular frequency of the rotating frame and Jij
is the scalar coupling constant of the spins i and j. In
addition, the state of the qubits was controlled by radio-
frequency pulses through the rf Hamiltonian HRF =
~Ω(t)

∑
i(cosφ(t)σxi + sinφ(t)σyi)/2, where Ω(t) and

φ(t) are the pulse amplitude and phase, optimized
to implement a quantum gate with high precision.
Experimental values of all these quantities were reported
in Ref. [196].

Fig. 20. Experimental average energies in quantum Szilard’s
engine. The lines represent the theoretical prediction, while
the points represent the experimental values of each system’s
average energy after each stage of the cycle. The particle,
weight, and memory are represented by the colors red, green,
and blue, respectively. The particle, weight, and memory
Hamiltonian’s are equal to ω~σz, with ω = 2000 rad/s. The
particle was in the ground state before the thermalization
with a reservoir at temperature kBT = 1.33 peV. Figure
adapted from Ref. [196].

The Szilard engine was implemented experimentally
in four distinct configurations [196]. The weight and
particle begin in their ground states in the first three,
while the memory begins in its excited state. The
temperature of the reservoir was modified in each
implementation to demonstrate that the engine works at
any temperature. The values used were kBT1 = 1.33
peV, kBT1 = 2.51 peV, and kBT1 = 10.91 peV [196].
After each stage of the cycle, the average energy of the
weight, particle, and memory were measured for each
temperature configuration. The energy measured at each
stage of the cycle agrees with the theoretical prediction,
as shown in Fig. 20, where kBT = 1.33 peV. When
we look at the error bars in Fig. 20, we can see that
the weight is very near to its excited state after the

feedback process, and the memory state has not changed
considerably. Thus, the particle state information is
employed to fully convert the heat extracted from the
reservoir into work in order to put the weight in its
excited state. Moreover, to confirm this full conversion,
the authors also verify if the entropy variation of the
weight is null during the feedback process. They used
the weight state to calculate the entropy variation and
obtained the result: ∆ST1 = 0.1 peV, with an error
of ±0.2 peV. Therefore, considering the error in the
entropy and the amount of energy obtained by the
weight (≈ 2.5 peV), the amount of entropy produced
due to experimental non-idealities was very small. To
complete the cycle, the demon’s memory is erased, and
the average energy expended throughout this procedure
equals ET1

= 2.3± 0.1 peV, which is the same amount of
energy that decreased from the demon’s memory during
the measurement process, see Fig. 20.

In the last implementation, they considered the case
without thermalization, and the four qubits starting in
their excited states. In this case, the states of the qubits
should not change after the implementation of each step
of the cycle. Then, as depicted in Fig. 21, it was possible
to quantify how much energy is leaving the system
(composed of the weight, particle, and memory) and
going into the environment. As this amount of energy
was close to zero, the system is isolated during the cycle.
In other words, implementing the process with the whole
system starting in its excited state the energy that leaves
the system is very small [196]. Aside from comparing
the measured energy to the theoretical prediction, the
authors used QST [95] to determine the state of each
qubit at each stage of the cycle and compared it to
the theoretical one using fidelity. Furthermore, the
entropy fluctuation of the weight state was verified to
demonstrate that the majority of the energy obtained by
the weight represents work [196].

Fig. 21. Experimental average energies in quantum Szilard’s
engine. The lines represent the theoretical prediction, while
the points represent the experimental values of each system’s
average energy after each stage of the cycle. The particle,
weight, and memory are represented by the colors red, green,
and blue, respectively. All the systems start the cycle in the
excited state and the thermalization is not performed. Figure
adapted from Ref. [196].



21

To the best of our knowledge, this experiment
was the first application of quantum Szilard’s engine
in the framework of NMR spectroscopy, effectively
demonstrating that information may be employed as a
fuel for single-reservoir engines.

C. Information to energy conversion at the
Landauer limit

As stated in the preceding subsection, Maxwell and
Szilard believed that erasing memory in preparation for
the next cycle would be a simple procedure and did not
account for this in their analysis. Landauer discovered
in 1962 that this is not a simple procedure. According
to Landauer’s principle, any irreversible computation
produces inevitable entropy expressed as heat, which is
dissipated to the computer. Landauer observed that this
dissipated heat is bounded from below by the information
theoretical entropy change [173, 174]. Therefore, the act
of erasing memories must have an energy cost and this
is precisely equivalent to the work that Maxwell’s demon
or Szilard’s machine might acquire from the protocols
outlined in the previous section. As a consequence, all of
the work obtained must be used to erase the memory at
the beginning of the next cycle, resulting in zero net work
available for further purposes, as predicted by the second
law. This discovery has been referred to as the ultimate
exorcism of Maxwell’s demon and it was thoroughly made
by Bennett in 1982 [175, 198, 199].

Landauer’s principle is based on the idea that
information erasure is an irreversible process, with a
fundamental heat cost associated with it. Thus, it
provides an important connection between information
theory and thermodynamics. Notwithstanding its
crucial importance, only recently this principle has been
experimentally performed involving individual classical
or quantum systems [200–206]. The main obstacle is the
difficulty of doing single-particle experiments in the low
dissipation regime where thermodynamic quantities such
as heat, work, and entropy, behave as stochastic variables
[17, 27]. However, according to recent proposals, it is
possible to obtain the quantum work distribution without
having to perform these direct measurements by using
phase estimation of an appropriately coupled ancilla,
which explores the characteristic function of distribution
and the thermodynamics quantities [15, 21, 22].

According to Landauer’s principle, the fact of erasure
information produces an amount of heat 〈QR〉 which is
dissipated to the reservoir. Moreover, this average heat
dissipated is related to the change in the von Neumann
entropy of the system ∆SS = Si − Sf , as follows

〈QR〉 ≥ kBT∆SS . (27)

Here, T is the temperature of the reservoir where the
average amount of heat 〈QR〉 is dissipated. Such a bound
connects elements from two different systems and also
restricts the heat absorbed by the bath to a quantity

associated with the system’s entropy change. Frequently,
Landauer’s principle is stated for binary systems in terms
of the heating cost to erase one bit of information which
in natural units (nats) becomes 〈QR〉 ≥ kBT ln(2). This
is a particular case of Eq. (27) for dichotomic variables.

Recently, using the concepts of quantum statistical
mechanics, Reeb and Wolf proposed a new version
of Landauer’s principle, which is described in terms
of equality rather than inequality [207] showing that
Eq. (27) holds for processes satisfying the hypothesis:

(I) the process involves a system S and a reservoir R,
both described by Hilbert spaces;

(II) the system S and the reservoir R are initially
uncorrelated ρSR = ρS ⊗ ρR;

(III) the reservoirR is initially in the Gibbs state ρR =

e−βHR/tr[e
−βHR ] with Hamiltonian HR =

∑
k Ek|rk〉〈rk|,

and inverse temperature β = 1/kBT ;
(IV) the interaction between system S and reservoir R

is unitary: ρ′SR = UρSRU
†.

If these four conditions are satisfied, the quantum
version of Landauer’s principle can be described by the
following equation

〈QR〉
kBT

= ∆SS + I(S ′ : R′) + SKL(ρ′R||ρR), (28)

where the symbol ∆SS denotes the change in von
Neumann entropy of the system S, the second term
I(S ′ : R′) is the mutual information and quantifies
the correlations built up between the system S and
reservoir R during the process, and SKL(ρ′R||ρR) is the
KL divergence which can be physically interpreted as
the free energy increase in the reservoir. Relaxing any
of these four criteria can lead to violations of Eq. (27).
Thus, the processes that satisfy the four criteria above
are known as Landauer processes [207]. In consequence,
the dynamics of the reservoir alone or the system are non-
unitary. In this way, heat is produced in the reservoir as a
consequence of modifying the entropy of the system. The
changes in the entropy of the system S and the reservoir
R can be computed by means of density operators ρS =
trR [ρ′SR] and ρR = trS [ρ′SR], while the average heat on
the reservoir is computed by

〈Q〉 = tr [HR (ρ′R − ρR)] . (29)

The heat absorbed by the reservoir is a stochastic
variable [26, 27]. Therefore, if before the unitary
evolution U , the reservoir had the probability pm =
exp{−βEm}/ZR of was in the eigenstate |rm〉 with
energy Em, after this process, the probability of finding
the reservoir at the eigenstate |rn〉, with energy En, is
given by

pn|m = tr
[
U |rm〉〈rm| ⊗ ρSU†|rn〉〈rn|

]
. (30)

Therefore, with the probability pmpn|m, the reservoir R
generates an amount of heat equal to En−Em. Moreover,
these probabilities give us a distribution for the heat [208]

P (Q) =
∑
m,n

pmpn|mδ [Q−∆E] , (31)
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where ∆E = En − Em and the first moment of this
probability distribution, 〈Q〉 =

∫
P (Q)QdQ, is exactly

the average heat showed in Eq. (29). Although it is often
difficult to quantify the heat distribution Eq. (30) due to
the invasive nature of projective measurements, we may
measure its corresponding characteristic function χ(t),
which is computed by the Fourier transform

χ(t) =
∑
m,n

pmpn|me
−i∆Et, (32)

which might also be written as [15, 208]

χ(t) = tr
[
UρRυ

†
t ⊗ ρSU†υt

]
, (33)

where υt = eiHRt is a unitary transformation on
reservoir. It is important to emphasize that the average
heat described by means of Eq. (29) corresponds to
the first cumulant of the characteristic function χ(t),
Eq. (33).

In the NMR experiment, reported in Ref. [206],
the authors study information to energy conversion
at the Lander’s principle in the quantum regime.
Specifically, they considered a trifluoroiodoethylene
(C2F3I) molecules, whose three 19F nuclear spins,
with spin-1/2, represent the system, the reservoir, and
the ancilla to measure the heat dissipated during the
implementation of a global system-reservoir unitary
interaction that changes the information content of the
system. In fact, this work experimentally demonstrates
the information to energy conversion in a quantum
system operating at the Landauer limit.

To determine the heat characteristic function, without
carrying out projective measurements, they used an
auxiliary qubit A with must be initially prepared in the
state |+〉 = [|0〉+ |1〉]/

√
2 and two logic gates, controlled

by the auxiliary qubit, applied in the reservoir R, as
depicted in Fig. 22. The first controlled gate is applied

Fig. 22. Quantum circuit used to determine the characteristic
function χ(t), Eq. (33). The auxiliary qubit (A) is represented
on the first line of the circuit, on the second line the reservoir
(R) and the third line represents the system (S). In this
circuit, we have used the unitary transformation υt = eiHRt.
Figure adapted from Ref. [206].

before the unit evolution U and implements the unit
evolution υt in the state of reservoir R if the auxiliary
qubit is in the |1〉 state. In the same way, the second

controlled gate is applied after the unit evolution U and
implements the unit evolution υ†t in the state of the
reservoir if the auxiliary qubit is in the |1〉 state. In
turn, following the quantum circuit, Fig. 22, is possible
to find the characteristic function as following

χ(t) = tr
[
(σx − iσy) ρ

(3)
A

]
, (34)

where σx and σy are Pauli operators on the space of the
ancilla and ρ

(3)
A is the final state of the auxiliary qubit

after tracing out the state of the system ρS and reservoir
ρR [206, 208]. Once the characteristic function is known,
it is possible to take its inverse Fourier transform and
determine the probability distribution of the heat P (Q)
and its average heat 〈Q〉 similar to what was done in [15].

After a specific sequence of pulses, the three 19F nuclei
was prepared in a state equivalent to

ρ = |+〉〈+| ⊗ ρR ⊗
IS
2
, (35)

where the ancilla qubit ρA, is prepared in state |+〉 and
the reservoir qubit is prepared in the state

ρR =

(
cos2(α2 ) 0

0 sin2(α2 )

)
. (36)

The symbol α represents the rotation angle present in
the preparation pulse sequence [206].

Comparing the Eq. (36) with the definition of the
density matrix of a system in thermal equilibrium at
finite inverse temperature β, it is possible to obtain a
relation between the temperature and the rotation angle
α with the reservoir temperature

β−1 =
2π~JRA

log
[
tan2(α/2)

] , (37)

where JRA is the scalar coupling between
ancilla and reservoir qubit in the sample of
trifluoroiodoethylene (C2F3I) molecules. Therefore,
using this parameterization, it was possible to vary the
angle α with the aim to produce different initial states
for the reservoir [206]. The initial state of the system
S was chosen to be maximally mixed, which represents
the situation in which the system contains one bit of
information, and consequently works as a memory. A
different choice for the initial state of the system can
result in a different quantity of average heat dissipated.
Nevertheless, the validity of Landauer’s principle is
independent of this choice.

The main purpose of this experiment was to estimate
the heat dissipated by an elementary quantum logic gate
at the ultimate limit, set by Landauer’s principle. In
this way, using rf pulses, two unitary operations were
implemented: (i) the controlled-NOT or CNOT gate and
(ii) the partial SWAP gate. The validity of Landauer’s
principle is completely independent of the choice of these
particular operations.
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In case (i), they performed several experiments where
the CNOT gate was taken as the unitary interaction
between the system and the reservoir. It was assumed
S is the control qubit and R is the target qubit. This
unitary quantum gate was implemented by means of the
following pulse sequence

UCNOT = RRx

(π
2

)
U0

(π
2

)
RAx (π)U0

(π
2

)
RRy

(π
2

)
,

(38)
whereRik (θ) is a rotation on the ith qubit about direction
k by an angle θ, whereas U0 represent a free evolution, i.e.
generated by Hamiltonian without the radiofrequency
part [206]. In this approach, the temperature of the
reservoir was varied changing the parameter α, as
aforementioned. Figure 23 depicts an example of the
experimental characteristic function, whereas in Fig. 24
we can see the heat distribution at different values of
inverse temperature β. The central peak at Q = 0, in
the heat distribution, corresponds to the cases where
the energy eigenstate does not change, whereas Q > 0
means a transition from a low-energy state to a high-
energy state has occurred, and Q < 0 represents the
reverse situation. For this particular gate (CNOT), it is
straightforward to see that the theoretical entropy change
is ∆S = 0. However, as it is clearly shown, there are
instances where Q < 0, seemingly in violation of the
Landauer principle. Reinforcing the statistical concept
of the second law, these events are fluctuations and the
stochastic nature of the thermodynamic variables in this
domain is highlighted. As we can see, Fig. 24, even
though there is a chance to spot a momentary violation
of Landauer’s bound in the quantum domain, the average
heat is greater than the entropy variation, supporting the
idea that Landauer’s principle as well as the second law
are valid on average but may not always be verified to a
one-shot experimental realization.

Fig. 23. The characteristic function corresponds to heat
distribution, Eq. (31), considering the unitary interaction
between the system and the reservoir through the CNOT gate.
The characteristic function, χ(t), was acquired by measuring
the average values of the Pauli operators σx and σy on the
space of the ancilla qubit, see Eq. (33). Figure adapted from
the Ref. [206].

Fig. 24. The heat probability distribution was acquired from
the discrete Fourier transforming the characteristic function.
This case shows the heat probability after the application of
the CNOT gate and preparing the reservoir R at different
temperatures. Figure adapted from the Ref. [206].

In case (ii), in order to reach the Landauer limit, they
performed several experiments where the partial SWAP
gate was taken as the unitary interaction between the
system and the reservoir. Depending on the value of
the tuned parameter ϕ, this unitary operation becomes
a total or partial SWAP gate. The unitary operation
with ϕ = π, illustrates the example of the full erasure
protocol since the final state of the system S ends in the
thermal state irrespective of its initial state. Although
the parameter ϕmay vary, in all cases Landauer principle
holds on [206]. Owing to the finite size of the thermal
reservoir R, this process generates a quantity of average
entropy production, 〈Σ〉, that can be computed as 〈Σ〉 =
β〈Q〉 − ∆S [209]. In Fig. 25, the authors plotted the
experimentally measured 〈Σ〉 along with the theoretically
computed quantity. The agreement between experiment
and theory confirmed that it is possible to measure the
heat dissipated by an elementary quantum logic gate at
the ultimate limit, set by Landauer’s principle [206].

Fig. 25. Landauer limit for partial SWAP gate. The
experimentally measured gap between heat and entropy
when compared with the theoretically computed irreversible
entropy production. Figure adapted from the Ref. [206].
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D. Reversion of heat flow using non-classical
correlations

Clausius’s statement of the second law of
thermodynamics says that heat flows from a hot
body to a cold one spontaneously [210]. Furthermore,
Boltzmann associates this irreversible behavior to the
initial conditions of the microscopic dynamics in the
system [211–213]. However, initial conditions not only
induce irreversible heat flow but also determine the
direction of the heat current. Besides that, the basic
assumption of classical thermodynamics is that systems
are uncorrelated before thermal contact. However,
Refs. [214–217] theoretically suggest that for quantum
correlated systems heat can flow from the cold to
the hot body without any external action. Recently,
NMR techniques have been employed to experimentally
access this quantum behavior [19]. It was considered
two nuclear spins-1/2, in the 13C and 1H nuclei of a
13C-labeled CHCl3 liquid sample diluted in Acetone-D6,
to investigate heat transfer at the quantum domain.
The heat exchange is studied in a time interval of a few
milliseconds which is much shorter than any relevant
decoherence time of the system. Also, the dynamics of
the two spins in the sample are assumed to be basically
isolated and consequently, the energy is conserved in
each sample molecule.

Fig. 26. Experimental rf pulse sequence for the partial
thermalization process. The blue (black) circle represents
x(y) rotations by the indicated angle. The orange connections
represent a free evolution under the scalar coupling, HJ =
(π~/4)JσHz σ

C
z , between the 1H and 13C nuclear spins during

the time indicated above the symbol. We have performed 22
samplings of the interaction time τ in the interval 0 to 2.32ms.
Figure adapted from Ref. [19].

In order to study the heat flow between the two nuclear
spins initially correlated, the system is prepared to have
an initial state equivalent to

ρ0
AB = ρ0

A ⊗ ρ0
B + ξAB , (39)

with ξAB = α|01〉〈10| + α?|10〉〈01| being the correlation
term and ρ0

i = exp (−βiHi)/Zi) the local thermal state,
i = A,B. The state |0〉 and |1〉 represent the ground
and excited eigenstates of the Hamiltonian Hi. In
order to guarantee the positivity, the condition α ≤
exp [−hν0(βA + βB)/2] /(ZAZB), with the frequency ν =

1 kHz and Hi = hν0(I − σiz)/2. Effectively, the partial
thermalization is implemented by the effective interaction
Hamiltonian, Heff

AB = (π~/2)J(σAx σ
B
y − σAy σ

B
x ), J =

215.1Hz, such that the evolution operator is Uτ =
exp(−iτHeff/~). Such an effective evolution is produced
by the pulse sequence depicted in Fig. 26.

To perform the experiment reported in [19], it is
noted that the total Hamiltonian commutes with the
interaction Hamiltonian, such that the thermalization
operation does not involve any work. All the energy
exchanged between the two spins is characterized as heat.
The heat flow at any time τ , in aforementioned scenario
can be written as [19]

∆βQB = ∆I(A:B) + SKL(ρτA||ρ0
A) + SKL(ρτB||ρ0

B), (40)

where ∆I(A : B) the change of the mutual information
between the two spins, I(A : B) = SA+SB−SAB , ∆β =
βB − βA ≥ 0 and SKL(ρτi ||ρi) = tri ρ

τ
i (ln ρτi − ln ρi) ≥ 0

denotes the relative entropy between the evolved ρτA(B) =

trB(A)Uτρ0
ABU†τ and the initial ρ0

A(B) reduced states. The
latter quantifies are related to the entropy production
associated with irreversible heat transfer. From Eq. (40),
we observe that the direction of the energy current
is therefore reversed whenever the decrease of mutual
information compensates the entropy production. In the
experiment reported in Ref. [19], the two-qubit system
was initially prepared with effective spin temperatures
β−1
A = 4.66 ± 0.13peV (β−1

A = 4.30 ± 0.11) peV and
β−1
B = 3.31 ± 0.08 peV (β−1

B = 3.66 ± 0.09) peV for
the uncorrelated (correlated) case α = 0.00 ± 0.01 (α =
−0.19± 0.01) [19].

Fig. 27. Dynamics of heat. (a) Internal energy of spin A
along the partial thermalization process. (b) Internal energy
of spin B. In the absence of initial correlations, the hot spin A
cools down and the cold spin B heats up (cyan circles in panel
a and b). By contrast, in the presence of initial quantum
correlations, the heat current is reversed as the hot spin A
gains and the cold spin B loses energy (orange squares in
panel a and b). This reversal is made possible by a decrease in
the mutual information and the geometric quantum discord.
Figure adapted from the Ref. [19].

Figure 27 shows the experimental result of the reverse
in the heat flow using quantum correlations implemented
using NMR techniques [19]. It is observed the reversal
of the heat flow between the two quantum-correlated
spins with different effective temperatures, i.e., heat flows
from the colder spin to the hotter spin. During this
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reversal behavior, it is also measured the decrease of the
initial quantum correlations during the dynamics [19].
This highlights that depending on the initial conditions,
uncorrelated or correlated in the experiment, the heat
flow direction can be reversed. This experiment
contributes to showing the high degree of control in
exploring the quantum nature of the two-spin system as
well as carrying out a test-of-principle experiment about
the role played by non-classical correlations in quantum
thermodynamics.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We presented a short overview of some approaches
to quantum thermodynamics, highlighting experimental
implementations using the NMR platform. One of
the biggest motivations of quantum thermodynamics
has been to extend thermodynamic principles to the
quantum world, where energy fluctuations coherence,
and quantum correlations take into play. Addressing
these quantum correlations has made it possible to
discuss the role of quantum resources in devices such as
thermal engines, refrigerators, thermal accelerators, and
batteries.

Quantum stochastic thermodynamics has brought the
possibility to deal with fluctuation theorems enabling
us to consider explicitly energy fluctuations in non-
equilibrium dynamics and settle relations that connect
equilibrium properties of thermodynamics relevance with
non-equilibrium features, beyond dealing with processes
involving measurement and feedback control. Once
fluctuations have a pivotal role in small systems,
many efforts have been made to establish a trade-
off between fluctuations and dissipation in stochastic
thermodynamics. A set of relations addressing this
goal has been collectively referred to as thermodynamic
uncertainty relations (TURs) that can constrain power,
fluctuations, and the entropic cost of quantum
tasks. Additionally, investigating the connection
between information and energy quantum information
thermodynamics has aided to solve misinterpretations
in famous conundrums of physics, such as Maxwell’s
demon and Szilard’s engine besides addressing the
thermodynamic cost of quantum operations.

This vibrant branch of research is tremendously
active and provides the intersection of several areas,
including stochastic thermodynamics, quantum physics,
and condensed matter, beyond having meaningful
connections with computing science and engineering.
Owing to the interdisciplinary and broad nature of
this field, many financial efforts have been made to
develop quantum thermodynamic devices and speed
up this new industrial revolution on the tiniest scale
(quantum technology 2.0). Although we have focused
on the NMR technique, which significantly contributed
to the field due to its precision in measurement and
control, quantum thermodynamics has been widely

fueled by experiments in several physical approaches such
as trapped ions, cold atomic, quantum optics, single
electron transistors, cavity QED, Nitrogen-Vacancy
centers, and superconducting circuits.
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