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We propose a finite-time quantum Szilard engine (QSE) with a quantum particle with spin as the
working substance (WS) to accelerate the operation of information engines. A Maxwell’s demon
(MD) is introduced to probe the spin state within a finite measurement time tM to capture the
which-way information of the particle, quantified by the mutual information I(tM) between WS and
MD. We establish that the efficiency η of QSE is bounded by η ≤ 1 − (1 − ηC)ln2/I(tM), where
I(tM)/ln2 characterizes the ideality of quantum measurement, and approaches 1 for the Carnot
efficiency reached under ideal measurement in quasi-static regime. We find that the power of QSE
scales as P ∝ t3M in the short-time regime and as P ∝ t−1

M in the long-time regime. Additionally,
considering the energy cost for erasing the MD’s memory required by Landauer’s principle, there
exists a threshold time that guarantees QSE to output positive work.

Introduction.—The field of information heat engines
[1, 2] was developed to establish the fundamental role of
information in thermodynamics [2, 3]. These engines op-
erate by generating work through information process-
ing, rather than conventional heat absorption. A well-
known example is the Szilard engine [1], which involves
the Maxwell’s demon (MD) probing the position of par-
ticles in a single heat reservoir to extract work. The
apparent violation of the second law of thermodynam-
ics in this case is resolved [2–7] by taking into account
the energy cost of erasing the demon’s memory, as per
Landauer’s principle [8]. Several quantum Szilard en-
gines (QSEs) have been proposed [2–7] to explore the
connection between information and thermodynamics in
quantum regime.

In QSEs, the demon’s recording of the particle’s posi-
tion is equivalent to the establishment of entanglement
between MD and the particle. However, high-speed cyclic
operation needs to be accomplished within a short mea-
surement time to achieve optimal power of QSE. This
makes it impossible to carry out an ideal quantum mea-
surement, according to the decoherence theory for quan-
tum measurement [9–12].

In this Letter, we propose and study a finite-time
QSE model to analyze the influence of non-ideal quan-
tum measurement on engine performance. We investigate
the information correlation between the particle and MD
during quantum measurement and analyze the dynam-
ics of the which-way information recorded by MD. Our
results demonstrate the fundamental trade-off between
the power and efficiency of QSE due to non-ideal mea-
surement. Although information recording does not con-
sume additional energy, the non-ideality of measurement
affects the thermodynamic signatures of the QSE.
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Operation cycle of a QSE.—As illustrated in Fig. 1,
the working substance (WS) of the considered QSE is
specified as a single particle with spin-1/2. The MD
probes the particle’s position through the detection of
its spin state to obtain the which-way information of
the particle, which can be further used to output work.
The operation cycle of the QSE involves three stages,
namely, information recording through quantum mea-
surement (stage I), work outputting (stage II) and in-
formation erasing (stage III).

In stage I, the particle is injected into a cylinder, and
the inhomogeneous magnetic field which perpendicular
to the direction of the particle’s incidence is turned on.
This results in the entanglement of the particle’s spin and
spatial states, enabling the Maxwell’s demon to detect
the particle’s position through measurement of its spin
state.

After stage I, the spin-magnetic field interaction gives
rise to a time-dependent correlation I(tM ) between the
spin state and the spatial state, and the deflection of the
particle can be inferred from the spin detection. Here-
after, the duration of stage I tM is called the measure-
ment time. We qualify such correlation with the mutual
information [13] as

I(tM) = IDP ≡ SD + Sp − SDP, (1)

where SDP, SD and Sp are the Shannon entropy of the
total system, the MD and the particle, respectively.

In stage II, the magnetic field is turned off and a
suitable protocol is chosen according to MD’s memory
to enable the extraction of work from collisions of the
particle and baffle. The engine is contacting with a heat
reservoir with temperature TH when it outputs work. At
the end of stage II, the correlation between the parti-
cle and MD vanished due to their thermalization in the
reservoir, thereby contributing to an increase of their to-
tal entropy, i.e., ∆SDP = I(tM) [14, 15].
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the Szilard engine cycle.
MD first observes the position of the particle (through the
detection of the particle’s spin) in the box (stage I). Then
proper operation is chosen to extract work from collisions of
particle and baffle (stage II). After the work done process,
the information of the particle’s position recorded by MD is
erased, and the entire system returns to its initial state (stage
III).

The generalized free energy [15–20] of the total system
containing the particle and MD

F ≡ U − kBTHSDP (2)

is defined by Shannon entropy SDP instead of the ther-
modynamic entropy in conventional cases. Here, U is
the energy of the total system. Consequently, it fol-
lows from Eq. (2) and the 2nd law of thermodynamics
(W≤ −∆F ) that the output work is bounded above by
the spin-position correlation of the particle as

WO ≤ kBTHI(tM ), (3)

where the facts that the internal energy of an ideal gas
particle is unchanged in the isothermal process and MD’s
energy remains unchanged throughout the whole cycle
have been used. As a result, heat in the amount of QO =
WO is absorbed from the heat reservoir.

In stage III, the information recorded by MD is
erased, and the entire system returns to its initial state.
In this process, the engine is in contact with another

reservoir with temperature TC. According to Landauer’s
principle, work in the amount of WE ≥ kBTCln2 must
beapplied to the system [8] to erase MD’s memory (to
initialize the spin state in our case). The same amount
of heat QE = WE is dissipated into the reservoir accord-
ing to the first law of thermodynamics in this isothermal
process.
Realization of the cycle.—Taken Stern-Gerlach exper-

iment [21–24] as an realization of stage I, the correlation
between spin state and the spatial state of the particle
can be specifically obtained (See Sec. I of the Supple-
mentary Materials (SM) for details [25]). We define the
measurement ideality as M≡ I/ln2 and it is explicitly
written as [25]

M(t̃) = 1 +
p(t̃)lnp(t̃) +

[
1− p(t̃)

]
ln
[
1− p(t̃)

]

ln2
(4)

with

p(t̃) =
1

2

[
1 + erf

(
αt̃2√

2t̃2 + 8

)]
(5)

the possibility that MD can accurately infer the parti-
cle’s position. Here, erf(z) = 2π−1/2

´ z

0
exp(−u2)du is

the Gaussian error function, t̃ ≡ tM/τM is the dimen-
sionless measurement time. The characteristic time of
the measurement process τM ≡ ma2/~ is determined by
the particle massm and the width of the particle’s spatial
wave packet a. In addition, α ≡ ma3f/~2 is proportional
to the magnetic force f acting on the spin.

We further plotM(t̃) as a function of t̃ in Fig. 2 (a). It
is clearly seen in this figure that for a given measurement
time, larger α results in a greater degree of correlation
generated between the spin degrees of freedom and the
spatial degrees of freedom of the particle, and thus MD
can more accurately distinguish the position of the parti-
cle. As the measurement time increases, the spin-position
correlation of the particle monotonically increases. In the
ideal measurement process, we have limt̃→∞M(t̃) = 1
(p(t̃)→ 1), which is the plateau approached by the three
curves in Fig. 2(a).

We emphasize here that the essential difference be-
tween the Szilard engine with finite-time quantum mea-
surement proposed in this work and the conventional one
is reflected in the maximum extracted work allowed by
the information recording process. In the conventional
Szilard engine, MD can deterministically observe the po-
sition of the particle, enabling a precise judgment on
which operation to choose to extract work. However,
in our case, the dynamics of the measurement renders
the inference of the particle’s position from its spin state
probabilistic. The possibility of selecting an incorrect op-
eration for extracting work will reduce the output work,
which has been recently discussed for the correlated vari-
able Szilard engine in non-dynamical case [15].

In particular, t̃→ 0 is associated with invalid measure-
ment with M → 0. Consequently, MD knows nothing
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Figure 2. (a) Measurement idealityM(t) = I(t)/ln2 with dif-
ferent α. The blue dashed curve, orange solid curve, and
yellow dotted curve are plotted with α = 0.2, α = 0.4, and
α = 2, respectively. (b) Efficiency and power of the engine
as the function of dimensionalized measurement time, where
ηC = 0.6, α = 0.4 are used. The grey solid curve and the
black dotted curve mark P (t̃) and PO(t̃) respectively, which
are normalized by max

[
PO(t̃)

]
, and the red dashed line marks

η(t̃) which is normalized by ηC. (c) The threshold time t0 as
a function of the Carnot efficiency ηC and the characteristic
parameter α = ma3f/~2. The yellow area corresponds to
higher value of t0 and the blue area corresponds to the lower
part. t0 is numerically solved from Eq. (10) for each given
set of ηC and α.

about the particle’s position, and thus no work can be
extracted. On the other hand, when an ideal measure-
ment withM = 1 is achieved in the quasi-static regime
(t̃ → ∞), Eq. (3) recovers the result W ideal

O = kBTH ln 2
of the conventional Szilard engine. Hence we can rewrite
the upper bound of the outputting work in Eq. (3) as
WO ≤MW ideal

O .
Efficiency and power of the QSE.—With the energy

conversion relations in the above cycle analysis in mind,
the total work of the QSE performing in one cycle reads

W = WO −WE ≤MW ideal
O − kBTCln2, (6)

and thus the efficiency of the QSE η ≡W/QO = W/WO

satisfies

η ≤ 1− kBTCln2

MW ideal
O

= 1− (1− ηC) .

M (7)

The above inequality can be reorganized in terms of the
Carnot efficiency ηC ≡ 1− TC/TH as

1− ηC
1− η ≤M, (8)

which is the main result of this Letter, revealing funda-
mental upper bound on energy conversion efficiency set
by information measurement ideality. Here, the equal
sign is saturated if and only if there is no irreversibility
in stage II and stage III.

By definition, the power of the QSE is P ≡ W/tcycle,
where the cycle time is tcycle = tM+tO+tE with the dura-
tion of the work outputting (information erasing) process
to be tO (tE). In order to significantly demonstrate the
impact of finite-time measurements on the performance
of QSE, we first consider that the coupling between the
system and measurement instrument is weak enough so
that the finite-time behavior of the information recording
dominates in the considered time scale (tE, tO � tM) [25].
In this case, the irreversibility of the work outputting
and information erasing processes can be ignored, and
the power of the engine reduces to

P =
W

tM
≤ MW ideal

O − kBTCln2

tM
=
η(t̃)kBTHI(t̃)

τMt̃
. (9)

We further define the output power associated with
the work outputting process as PO(t̃) ≡ WO/tM =
kBTHI(t̃)/(τMt̃), where the equal sign in Eq. (8) is taken.

We illustrate η(t̃), P (t̃), and PO(t̃) as functions of non-
dimensionalized measurement time t̃ in Fig. 2 (b), where
P (t̃) and PO(t̃) are non-dimensionalized by the maximum
value of PO(t̃), and η(t̃) is normalized by ηC. As illus-
trated in this figure, PO(t̃) increases from zero with the
increase of measurement time t̃ until it reaches its max-
imum value and then decreases gradually, which is posi-
tive for all t̃ > 0. In the short time regime,M(t̃) ∝ α2t̃4

[25], and thus PO(t̃� 1) ∝ α2t̃3, which indicates the out-
put power is proportional to the square of the strength of
measurement (α2). On the other hand, in the long time
regime, M(t̃) tends to 1 exponentially (see Fig. 2 (a))
such that PO(t̃� 1) ∝ t̃−1.
Threshold time for positive work.— It is observed in

Fig. 2 (b) that the power P (t̃) and the efficiency η(t̃) of
the information heat engine are positive only when the
time exceeds a threshold value. This can be understood
from Eq. (6) that the positive work condition W ≥ 0
sets a lower bound for measurement ideality as

M(t̃) ≥ 1− ηC. (10)

Naturally, we define the threshold time t0 ≡M−1(1−ηC)
as the lower bound of the dimensionless measurement
time that holds the above inequality. The positive work
condition for the engine is thus converted to a restriction
on the measurement time t̃ > t0.

For different value of ηC, the shape of the curves in
Fig. 2 (b) will change on the premise that the overall
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characteristics remain unchanged, resulting in different
values of t0. We numerically solve t0 from Eq. (10) for
each given set of parameters {ηC ∈ (0.1, 1), α ∈ (0.1, 1)},
and then plot t0 as a function of ηC and α in Fig. 2
(c). This figure shows that the threshold time increase
remarkably as α grows beyond a certain value, while it
decreases rather gradually with the increase of ηC for
relatively large α. Therefore, we can increase α to achieve
a stronger measurement, thereby effectively reducing t0.
By doing this, the engine can output positive work in
a shorter cycle time. In other words, increasing α can
speed up the engine operation without decreasing the
output work, thereby improving the power of the engine.
Optimal operation of the QSE.— When the power

of the information heat engine P (t̃) reaches its maxi-
mum at the measurement time t̃ = t̃∗, i.e., P (t̃∗) =
max

{
P (t̃)|t̃ > 0

}
≡ Pmax, the corresponding efficiency is

referred to as the efficiency at maximum power (EMP).
In Fig. 3 (a), the EMP of the engine ηMPas a function
of ηC is plotted with the blue solid curve. The typi-
cal efficiency η+ = ηC/(2 − ηC), known as the upper
bound of the EMP of low-dissipation Carnot heat engine
[26], is marked with the orange dash-dotted curve. It
can be observed from Fig. 3 that the EMP of QSE can
exceed η+ and finally approaches the Carnot efficiency
ηC = 1− TC/TH (red dashed line) as ηC → 1. In this ex-
ample, α = 0.4 is used. Note that η+ is the overall upper
bound for EMP of all near-equilibrium engines [27], the
significantly higher EMP of our QSE indicates the quan-
tum thermodynamical advantage away from equilibrium
regime. In addition, the dependence of ηMP/ηC on α
is shown in the inset figure, indicating that the EMP
of QSE gradually increases with α and approaches the
Carnot efficiency very closely.

Moreover, the power-efficiency trade-off relation [28–
31] of our QSE is illustrated in Fig. 3 (b) with α = 0.4
and ηC = 0.6. To obtain this trade-off, P (t̃) and η(t̃)
are calculated numerically by varying the measurement
time t̃ ∈ [1, 105]. Increasing t̃ results in an increase in η,
while P first increases to reach its maximum value and
then decreases, as shown in Fig. 2 (a). The EMP of the
engine is associated with the rightmost edge of the curve
(red squared dot), which is pointed by the red arrow. The
maximum power Pmax as a function of α is demonstrated
in the inset figure, which indicates that an increase in α
will lead to a significant increase in Pmax.

Overall, the above obtained results demonstrate that
the dynamics of information recording realized by quan-
tum measurement has a significant impact on the oper-
ation of the Szilard engine. Specifically, more complete
information recording (larger α) leads to higher maxi-
mum power as well as higher EMP of the engine.
Remarks on finite-time effects in stages II and III.—

In the above discussion, only the finite-time behavior of
the information recording process is taken into account.
When we consider the finite-time effects in both the in-
formation recording and information erasing processes,
we find that i) the EMP of the engine can also exceed
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0.2
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0.6

0.8
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0 5

0.92
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Figure 3. (a) Efficiency at maximum power of QSE as a
function of ηC . The blue solid curve represents the efficiency
at maximum power (EMP) of the information engine, the
typical bound of EMP η+ = ηC/(2 − ηC) is plotted with the
orange dash-dotted curve, and the red dashed line marks the
Carnot efficiency ηC = 1 − TC/TH, in this plot α = 0.4 is
used. In the inset figure, EMP as a function of α is plotted
with the blue dotted curve, and ηC = 0.6 is used. (b) Power-
efficiency trade-off relation of QSE with α = 0.4 and ηC = 0.6.
In this figure, only the finite-time effect of the information
recording process (stage I) is considered. In the inset figure,
the maximum power Pmax as a function of α is plotted with
the blue circle-dotted curve.

the upper limit of the efficiency of low-dissipation Carnot
heat engine at a certain range of ηC; ii) the QSE can op-
erate anywhere within the envelop of the power-efficiency
trade-off, which is quite different from the single-variable
case shown in Fig. 3 (b) where the system can only op-
erate with power and efficiency located on the curve. On
the other hand, if the information recording is complete
with an ideal measurement with I(tM) = ln 2, and the op-
eration time of the measurement process can be ignored
in comparison with that of the work outputting and infor-
mation erasing process, then the information heat engine
can be exactly mapped into a Carnot-like heat engine,
whose EMP satisfies ηC/2 ≤ ηMP ≤ ηC/(2 − ηC). The
detailed calculations and discussion on these issues are
given in Sec. II of the SM [25].
Conclusions and outlooks.—In summary, we propose a
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finite-time quantum Szilard heat engine model. The non-
ideal measurement of the working substance carried out
by the demon allows the engine cycle to run fast with high
power at the expense of efficiency. It is found that the
engine is able to output positive work only after the mea-
surement time reaches a threshold, which reflects the dy-
namic competition between the output work achieved by
information recording and the work consumed for eras-
ing information. The optimal performance of such in-
formation engine, characterized with the EMP and the
power-efficiency trade-off relation, is obtained quantita-
tively. These results demonstrate that quantum mea-
surements have potentially observable thermodynamic
effects, which have a critical impact on thermodynamic
cycles of exchanging information for energy.

This study bridges the gap between the dynamics of
quantum measurement and non-equilibrium thermody-
namics, and shall bring new insights in providing ther-
modynamic evidence for identifying different interpreta-

tions of quantum measurement [11, 32–35]. As potential
extensions, the optimal control protocol [36, 37] and the
geometric optimization [38, 39] of the cycle, the finite-
sized effect of the reservoir [40–43] involved in the work
output processes and erase process, the many-body effect
of the working substance [44] are expected to be taken
into future consideration. In addition, whether there is a
thermodynamic criterion for objectivity in quantum mea-
surement [11, 45–47] is a fundamental question worth ex-
ploring. Finally, inspired by the obtained results on ther-
modynamic signatures of information recording in quan-
tum measurement, we leave a fascinating and challenging
question to end this paper: What thermodynamic con-
sequences could be caused by the finite-time memory of
intelligent life.
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This document is devoted to providing the detailed derivations and the supporting discussions to the main content
of the Letter. In Sec.I, we discuss the information recording in the Stern-Gerlach experiment and obtain the spatial
wave function, overlapping integral of the wave functions, the conditional spatial distribution probability and the
correlation (mutual entropy I(t̃)) between MD and the spatial state of the particle. In Sec. II, we calculate the EMP
of the Szilard heat engine in more general cases with full finite time description of the cycle.

I. INFORMATION RECORDING IN THE STERN-GERLACH EXPERIMENT

The Schematic illustration of the Stern-Gerlach experiment [1–4] is shown in Fig. 1. Non-interacting particles with
mass m, momentum p, and magnetic moment ~µ are injected along z direction with velocity vz. Physically, the applied
inhomogeneous magnetic field B(x) along x direction causes entanglement between the spin and the spatial degrees
of freedom of the particles. Such entanglement leads to quantum correlation between these two kinds of degrees of
freedom.
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𝜓+(𝑥, 𝑡𝑀)ȁ ۧ−
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𝑥
𝑧

𝑦

Figure 1: Schematic illustration of Stern-Gerlach experiment. The inhomogeneous magnetic field along x direction
results in the entanglement between the spin degrees of freedom and the spatial degrees of freedom of the particles,

and thus separate particles with different spins in space.

∗ yhma@bnu.edu.cn
† suncp@gscaep.ac.cn

ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

14
61

9v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
6 

M
ar

 2
02

3



2

In the ideal case where the spatial wave packets corresponding to the spin-up and spin-down states of the particle
are completely separated, once the state of the spin (spatial) degrees of freedom is determined, the state of the spatial
(spin) degrees of freedom can be immediately inferred. Nevertheless, in realistic cases, when the position of the screen
for observing the particle distribution is fixed, there is usually overlap between the spatial wave packets associated
with different spin states. Intuitively, increasing the movement time of the particle in the magnetic field (or the
gradient of the magnetic field) will make the spatial wave packets farther apart along the gradient of the magnetic
field, which results in a better distinction between different spin degrees of freedom. In what follows, to quantify the
correlation between spin and spatial degrees of freedom, we first study the evolution of the particle’s spatial wave
packet.

A. Time evolution of the spatial wave packet

The Hamiltonian of the particle reads

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
− µxB(x)σ̂x, (S1)

where σ̂x = (| ↑〉 〈↑| − | ↓〉 〈↓|) is Pauli matrix in x direction with the corresponding spin up (down) state | ↑〉(| ↓〉),
and µx is the x component of the magnetic moment. Suppose the initial state of particle in spin space and real space
are non-entangled, and are respectively |s〉 = c+| ↑〉+ c−| ↓〉 and |ψ(x, 0)〉, the full initial state of the particle is thus

|Ψ(0)〉 = (c+| ↑〉+ c−| ↓〉)⊗ |ψ(x, 0)〉. (S2)

In the coordinate representation, one has

〈x|Ψ(0)〉 = (c+| ↑〉+ c−| ↓〉)〈x|ψ(x, 0)〉. (S3)

According to the Schrodinger’s equation, the time evolution of total state of the particle follows as

〈x|Ψ(t)〉 = 〈x|e−iĤt/~|Ψ(0)〉
= c+ψ+(x, t)| ↑〉+ c−ψ−(x, t)| ↓〉, (S4)

where ψ+(x, t) and ψ−(x, t) are the normalized spatial wave function corresponding to spin state | ↑〉 and | ↓〉,
respectively. Without loss of generality, we focus on the the symmetric case that the superposition coefficients of the
initial states are c+ = c− = 1/

√
2.

In addition, we assume that the inhomogeneous magnetic field is slowly varying over the range of particle motion,
and hence B(x) can be expanded to the first-order of x as B(x) ≈ B(0) + [(∂B/∂x)|x=0]x [3]. In this sense, the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (S1) is approximated as

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
− fxσ̂x, (S5)

where f ≡ µx(∂B/∂x)|x=0 is the magnetic force applied on the particle in classical picture. The spatial wave function
can be expressed with the path integral approach as [5]

ψ±(x, t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
K±(x, t;x′, t′)ψ(x′, t′)dx′, (S6)

where ψ(x′, t′) is the wave function at space-time coordinate (x′, t′), and K±(x, x′; t) is the propagator determined
by the Hamiltonian of the system. In our case, without loss of generality, we set initial time t′ = 0, and choose the
initial wave packet as a Gaussian wave packet with width a as

ψ(x′, 0) ≡ 〈x|ψ(x′, 0)〉 = (
1

2πa2
)1/4e−

x′2
4a2 . (S7)
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: Evolution of the spatial wave packet with f = 0.5(a) and f = 1.5(b). The purple solid curve represents the
initial wave packet in Eq. (S7). The red dash-dotted (blue dashed) curves mark |ψ+(x, t)| (|ψ−(x, t)|) at t = 3 and

t = 6. In this figure, we choose a = m = ~ = 1, the velocity of the particle in the z axis is set to vz = 1.

which is plotted in Fig. 2 as the purple solid curve in the z = 0 plane. Note that the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S5) can be
reduced to the coordinate space as

Ĥs
+ ≡ 〈↑| Ĥ| ↑〉 =

p̂2

2m
− fx̂, Ĥs

− ≡ 〈↓| Ĥ| ↓〉 =
p̂2

2m
+ fx̂, (S8)

the propagator K±(x, x′; t) ≡ 〈x| exp(−i~−1
∫ t
0
Ĥs
±dt)|x′〉 associated with this linear potential reads [5, 6]

K±(x, x′; t) =

√
m

2πi~t
exp

(
−m(x− x′)2

2i~t
± f(x+ x′)t

2i~
+

f2t3

24i~m

)
. (S9)

Substituting Eqs. (S9) and (S7) into Eq. (S6), the wave function is obtained as

ψ±(x, t) = (
1

2πa2
)1/4

√
m

2πi~t

∫ ∞

−∞
exp

(
−m(x− x′)2

2i~t
± f(x+ x′)t

2i~
+

f2t3

24i~m

)
e−

x′2
4a2 dx′,

= (
1

2πa2
)1/4

√
m

2πi~t

∫ ∞

−∞
exp

(
− x
′2

4a2
− m(x− x′)2

2i~t
± f(x+ x′)t

2i~
+

f2t3

24i~m

)
dx′. (S10)

Using the one-dimensional Gaussian integral
∫ ∞

−∞
e−bz

2+czdz =

√
π

b
exp

(
c2

4b

)
,Re(b) > 0, (S11)

the spatial wave function is straightforward calculated as

ψ±(x, t) =
(a2/2π)1/4√
a2 + i~t/2m

exp

{
− if

2t3

6~m
− [x∓ ft2/(2m)]2

4(a2 + i~t/2m)
± iftx

~

}
, (S12)

The norms of the above wave functions at t = 0, 3, 6 are illustrated in Fig. 2, where (a) is plotted with f = 0.5 and
(b) is plotted with f = 1.5, respectively. All other parameters are set to 1 in this example. The red dash-dotted
curves and blue dashed curves are associated with ψ+(x, t) and ψ−(x, t), respectively. It is clearly seen in this figure
that the degree of separation of the wave packets corresponding to different spin states increases with time. And for
a given t, stronger magnetic field gradient, i.e., f ↑, causes the wave packets to be separated farther apart.
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After the measurement process of duration tM, the spacial overlapping integral F ≡ |〈ψ+|ψ−〉| is

F (tM) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ψ∗+(x, tM)ψ−(x, tM)dx

=

(
a2/2π

)1/2
√
a4 + ~2t2M/4m2

∫ ∞

−∞
exp

{
− [x− ft2M/(2m)]2

4(a2 − i~tM/2m)
− [x+ ft2M/(2m)]2

4(a2 + i~tM/2m)
− 2

iftMx

~

}
dx

=

(
a2/2π

)1/2
√
a4 + ~2t2M/4m2

∫ ∞

−∞
exp

{
−a

2
(
x2 + f2t4M/4m

2
)
− i~fxt3M/2m2

2(a4 + ~2t2M/4m2)
− 2

iftMx

~

}
dx, (S13)

which is straightforward calculated as, by using Eq. (S11),

F (t̃) = exp

[
−
(

2α2t̃2 +
α2t̃4

8

)]
. (S14)

Here, t̃ ≡ tM/τM is the dimensionless measurement time, τM ≡ ma2/~ is the characteristic time of the measurement
process. α ≡ ma3f/~2, which characterizes the strength of decoherence after measurement, is proportional to the
magnetic force f . For given t̃, a stronger magnetic field (larger f) results in a smaller F (tM), i.e. a more pronounced
decoherence corresponds to farther apart wave packets in Fig. 2. Obviously, F (t̃) → 0 in the long-time limit t̃ → ∞
of the measurement process. In this case, there is no overlapping between ψ+(x, t) and ψ−(x, t), and the spin of
the particle can be perfectly distinguished by observing its spatial wave function in x direction. Therefore, an ideal
measurement of the spin is achieved in the Stern-Gerlach experiment.

B. Conditional spatial distribution probability

To discuss the non-ideal measurement within finite measuring duration, we first study the conditional probability
p(L| ↑) that a spin-up particle appears in the “left” area of the screen, and the conditional probability p(R| ↓) that
a spin-down particle appears in the right” area of the screen. Here, left and right are divided with respect to the
x-direction, which corresponds to the area with x > 0 and x < 0, respectively. By definitions, the probabilities are

p(L| ↑) ≡
∫ ∞

0

〈x| [〈↑ |Ψ(t)〉〈Ψ(t)| ↑〉] |x〉dx

=

∫ ∞

0

|ψ+(x, tM)|2 dx, (S15)

and

p(R| ↓) ≡
∫ 0

−∞
〈x| [〈↓ |Ψ(t)〉〈Ψ(t)| ↓〉] |x〉dx

=

∫ 0

−∞
|ψ−(x, tM)|2 dx. (S16)

Obviously, due to the symmetry of the spatial wave functions obtained in Eq. (S12), the above two probabilities
equals to each other, i.e., p(L| ↑) = p(R| ↓) ≡ p(tM). Substituting Eq. (S12) into Eq. (S15) yields

p (tM) =

∫ ∞

0

|ψ+(x, tM)|2 dx

=

(
a2/2π

)1/2
√
a4 + ~2t2M/4m2

∫ ∞

0

exp

[
− a2

2 (a4 + ~2t2M/4m2)

(
x− ft2M

2m

)2
]
dx

=

(
a2/2π

)1/2
√
a4 + ~2t2M/4m2

∫ ∞

− ft
2
M

2m

exp

[
− a2

2 (a4 + ~2t2M/4m2)
y2
]
dy (S17)
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Using the Gauss error function

erf (z) ≡ 2√
π

∫ z

0

e−u
2

du, (S18)

we simplify Eq. (S17) as

p (tM) = p(t̃) =
1

2

[
1 + erf

(
αt̃2√

2t̃2 + 8

)]
, (S19)

where erf(z) = 2π−1/2
∫ z
0

exp(−u2)du is the Gauss error function. When the dimensionless measurement time t̃
approaches infinity and zero we have limt̃→∞ p(t̃) = 1 and limt̃→0 p(t̃) = 1/2 , respectively. Correspondingly, the
probability of a spin-up particle appears in the “left” area, and the probability of a spin-down particle appears in the
“right” area are

p(R| ↑) =

∫ 0

−∞
|ψ+(x, tM)|2 dx = 1− p(t̃), (S20)

and

p(L| ↓) =

∫ ∞

0

|ψ−(x, tM)|2 dx = 1− p(t̃). (S21)

Here the normalized condition for conditional probabilities p(L|θ) + p(R|θ) = 1, θ ∈ {↑, ↓} has been used.
In the long-time regime of t̃� 1, we have p(t̃)→ 1, which results in the conditional probabilities p(L| ↑) = p(R| ↓

) → 1. In this case, we can achieve an ideal measurement for the spin state through the measurement of the space
state: when a particle is observed to be on the left (right) side of the screen, we can definitely determine that its spin
state is | ↑〉 (| ↓〉). Conversely, we can also determine the spatial position of a particle by measuring its spin state.
However, for an arbitrary t̃ away from the long-time regime, even if the spin state of the particle has been accurately
obtained, we can only infer the spatial state of the particle probabilistically. For example, when we find the spin state
of the particle is | ↑〉, we therefore infer that the particle is on the left side of the screen. According to Eq. (S20), the
probability that this inference is correct is pc = p(t̃). On the contrary, the probability of this inference being wrong
is pw = 1− p(t), which corresponds to the case where the particle is actually on the right side of the screen.

C. Measurement ideality

As we mentioned in the main text, the measurement of the position of the particle by MD is realized through the
detection of the spin state. After the measurement, we assume that the instrument detects the spin perfectly, then
the MD state |Dθ〉 becomes the relative state of the spin state |θ〉, and the conditional probability of spin state given
MD state p(θ|D) satisfies

p(↑ |D↑) = p(↓ |D↓) = 1, p(↑ |D↓) = p(↓ |D↑) = 0 (S22)

If the observation time is not long enough (in comparison with τM ), the quantum measurement of the position
of the particle is non-ideal. We quantify the correlation information of the demon and the particle with the mutual
entropy [7–11]

I = SP + SD − SDP . (S23)

Here, SY = −∑y∈Y p(y)lnp(y) is the Shannon entropy with respect to the variable Y , SDP = −∑P

∑
D p (P,D) lnp (P,D)

is the joint entropy of the particle and the demon, where the joint probability is p (P,D) = p(P |D)p(D). Using such
definition and Eqs. (S20) and (S21), the mutual information is obtained as
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I = SP + SD − SDP

=
∑

P∈{R,L}

∑

D∈{D↑,D↓}
p(P,D)log

p(P |D)

p(P )

=
∑

P∈{R,L}

∑

D∈{D↑,D↓}

∑

θ∈{↑,↓}
p(P |D)p(D)log

p(P |D)

p(P )
(S24)

=
∑

P∈{R,L}

∑

D∈{D↑,D↓}

∑

θ∈{↑,↓}
p(P |θ)p(θ|D)p(D)log

p(P |θ)p(θ|D)

p(P )
(S25)

= p(R| ↑)p(↑)log
p(R| ↑)
p(R)

+ p(R| ↓)p(↓)log
p(R| ↓)
p(R)

+ p(L| ↑)p(↑)log
p(L| ↑)
p(L)

+ p(L| ↓)p(↓)log
p(L| ↓)
p(L)

= ln2 + p(t̃)lnp(t̃) +
[
1− p(t̃)

]
ln
[
1− p(t̃)

]
, (S26)

where p(↑) = p(↓) = 1/2 has beenused according to the symmetric choose of superposition coefficients in the initial
states.

According to the above equation and Eq. (S19), for the example shown in Fig. 2 (a) with f = 0.5, It̃=3 = 0.355 and
It̃=6 = 0.677; while for Fig. 2 (b) with f = 1.5, It̃=3 = 0.692 and It̃=6 = 0.693. Moreover, we define the measurement
ideality asM(t̃) ≡ I(t̃)/ln2, namely,

M(t̃) = 1 +
p(t̃)lnp(t̃) +

[
1− p(t̃)

]
ln
[
1− p(t̃)

]

ln2
(S27)

which is illustrated in Fig.2 of the main text.
The long-time and short-time behaviors of the mutual entropy are discussed below. In the long-time regime of

t̃� 1, we have p
(
t̃
)
→ 1, keeping to the first order of 1− p

(
t̃
)
, we have

M
(
t̃� 1

)
≈ 1 +

ln
[
1 + p

(
t̃
)
− 1
]

ln2

≈ 1 +
p
(
t̃
)
− 1

ln2

= 1 +
1

2ln2

[
erf

(
αt̃2√
8 + t̃2

)
− 1

]

≈ 1− 1− erf
(
αt̃
)

2ln2
. (S28)

On the other hand, in the short-time regime of t̃� 1, we have

p
(
t̃� 1

)
=

1

2

[
1 + erf

(
αt̃2√
8 + t̃2

)]
=

1

2
+

1√
π

∫ αt̃2√
8+t̃2

0

e−u
2

du

≈ 1

2
+

1√
π

∫ αt̃2

2
√

2

0

(1− u2)du

≈ 1

2
+

αt̃2

2
√

2π
. (S29)

Then the mutual entropy is approximated as
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M
(
t̃� 1

)
= 2 +

(
1

2ln2
+

αt̃2

2ln2
√

2π

)
ln

1
2 + αt̃2

2
√
2π

2
+

(
1

2ln2
− αt̃2

2ln2
√

2π

)
ln




1
2 − αt̃2

2
√
2π

2




=

(
1

2ln2
+

αt̃2

2ln2
√

2π

)
ln

(
1 +

αt̃2√
2π

)
+

(
1

2ln2
− αt̃2

2ln2
√

2π

)
ln

(
1− αt̃2√

2π

)

≈
(

1

2ln2
+

αt̃2

2ln2
√

2π

)[
αt̃2√

2π
− 1

2

(
αt̃2√

2π

)2
]

+

(
1

2ln2
− αt̃2

2ln2
√

2π

)[
− αt̃2√

2π
− 1

2

(
αt̃2√

2π

)2
]

=
α2t̃4

8πln2
=
m2a6f2t̃4

8πln2~4
, (S30)

which is proportional to t̃4. The proportional coefficient increases with the square of the magnetic force and with the
sixth power of the initial width of the wave packet.

II. THERMODYNAMIC SIGNATURE OF FULL FINITE-TIME DESCRIPTION OF QUANTUM
SZILARD HEAT ENGINE

In the main text, we mainly focus on the finite-time effect in the measurement process (Stage I). In this section, we
discuss the finite-time behaviors of the other processes (Stages II and III) in the engine cycle.

A. Thermodynamic signatures of information recording and information erasing process

In this part, we further consider the finite-time effect in both the information recording and information erasing
processes. According to the finite-time Landauer’s principle [12–14], the non-ideal erasing process leads to irreversible
energy dissipation which is inversely proportional to the erasing time tE, namely,

WE(tE) = kBTCln2

(
1 +

CE

tE

)
, (S31)

where CE is a constant determined by specific erasing process [13, 15]. In this manner, we rewrite the total work of
the QSE performs in one cycle as

W =M(tM)kBTHln2− kBTCln2

(
1 +

CE

tE

)
(S32)

Then, the power and efficiency of the information heat engine becomes

η(tM, tE) =
W

M(tM)kBTHln2
= 1− 1− ηC

M(tM)ln2

(
ln2 +

CE

tE

)
, (S33)

and

P (tM, tE) =
M(tM)kBTHln2− kBTCln2

(
1 + CEt

−1
E

)

tM + tE
(S34)

Similar to the situation where only the finite-time effect of the information recording process is taken into account,
the EMP of the engine in this situation can also exceed the upper limit of the efficiency of low-dissipation Carnot
heat engine η+ = ηC/(2 − ηC) at certain range of ηC. In order to quantify the influence of parameters α and CE on
the EMP, in Fig. 3, we show the width of the range of ηC within which EMP can exceed η+ in the two-dimensional
parameter space (α,CE). It can be seen from the figure that wider range of ηC requires relative large value of α and
small value of CE, which consistent well with physical intuition: for a given operation time, a larger α results in a
more complete recording of information, while a smaller CE corresponds to a more reversible erasing process with less
energy dissipation.
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Figure 3: The width of the range of ηC that the efficiency at maximum power(EMP) can exceed η+ in
two-dimensional parameter space (α,CE). Lighter area corresponds to wider range of ηC within which EMP can

exceed the typical bound of EMP η+ = ηC/(2− ηC) .

Figure 4: Power-efficiency trade-off relation of the information heat engine, where the finite-time effects of both the
information recording and information erasing process are considered. The Blue dots are obtained numerically from

Eqs. (S33) and (S34) with 107 sets of measurement time and erasing time pair
(
t̃, tE

)
chosen randomly from

t̃ ∈ (1, 4) and tE ∈ (1, 400). The Red solid curve marks the envelop of these blue dots, namely, the boundary of the
power-efficiency trade-off. In this plot, we choose ηC = 0.6, α = 0.4 and CE = 0.5.

The power-efficiency trade-off relation is shown in Fig. 4 by calculating the efficiency η/ηC and the power P/Pmax

corresponding to 107 of random measurement time and erasing time pairs
(
t̃, tE

)
from(1, 1) to (4, 400). Each blue dot

in Fig. 4 represents a heat engine cycle with different
(
t̃, tE

)
, and the red solid curve is the envelop of these blue dots

which shows the boundary of the trade-off relation. Different from the single-variable case shown in Fig. 5(b) in the
main text where the system can only operate with power and efficiency locate on the curve, the heat engine with the
finite-time effects in both the information recording and information erasing processes taken into consideration can
operate at anywhere within the envelop. The efficiency at an arbitrary given power Pa is bounded by two intersection
points of the vertical line P = Pa and the red solid curve. As P/Pmax → 0, η/ηC approaches 1, which covers the
quasi-static regime of the information heat engine.

B. Thermodynamic signature of work outputting and information erasing process

In the last case to be studied, we assume τM � tM � tO(tE). In this regime, the information recording is complete
withM(tM) ≈ 1, and operation time of the measurement process can be ignored in comparison with that of the work
outputting and information erasing process. Below, we focus on the EMP of the information engine.

In the work outputting process, the information engine is contact with a heat reservoir of temperature TH, and
such a process is the same as the finite-time isothermal process in the Carnot-like cycle [16–19]. In the low-dissipation
regime [18–22], the output work follows as
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WO (tO) = TH∆S

(
1− CO

tO

)
, (S35)

where ∆S = kB ln 2 is the reversible entropy change [23, 24] and CO is the dissipation constant. It follows from Eqs.
(S35) and (S32) that the power of engine becomes a function of tO and tE as

P (tO, tE) =
WO (tO)−WE (tE)

tO + tE
(S36)

= TH∆S
ηC − COt

−1
O − (1− ηC)CEt

−1
E

tO + tE
. (S37)

It is easy to check that the maximum power P = Pmax is achieved when ∂P/∂tO = 0 and ∂P/∂tE = 0, and the
optimal operation times at maximum power are obtained as

t∗O =
2CO

ηC

(
1 +

√
CE

CO

)
, t∗E = t∗O

√
CE

CO
(S38)

Correspondingly, the efficiency at maximum power (EMP) for this information engine is

ηMP = 1− WE (t∗E)

WO (t∗O)
=

ηC
2− κηC

. (S39)

Here κ =
[
1 +

√
CE/ (CO)

]−1
depends on the asymmetry of dissipation when the heat engine is in contact with two

heat reservoirs. Since 0 ≤ κ ≤ 1 for different Σc/Σh, ηMP is found to satisfy the following inequality

ηL ≡
ηC
2
≤ ηMP ≤

ηC
2− ηC

≡ ηU. (S40)

In the above relation, ηU and ηL are respectively the upper and lower bound of EMP.
Equation (S40) covers the result obtained with the low-dissipation model for finite-time Carnot engine [18]. This

indicates that when the information recording is ideal and the corresponding duration is ignored, the finite-time Szilard
engine is mapped to a low-dissipation Carnot heat engine. When the dissipation coefficients in the work outputting
process and information erasing process are the same as each other, i.e., CE/CO = 1, the EMP of Eq. (S39) recovers
the so-called Curzon-Ahlborn efficiency, i.e., ηCA = 1−

√
TC/TH [16].
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