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Abstract. The spin-boson model, often used in NMR and ESR physics,tqoaaptics and spin-
tronics, is considered in a solvable limit to model a spin-ba# particle interacting with a bosonic
thermal bath. By applying external pulses to a non-equilibrinitial state of the spin, work can be
extracted from the thermalized bath. It occurs on the timlesc, inherent to transversal (‘quan-
tum’) fluctuations. The work (partly) arises from heat giwahby the surrounding bath, while the
spin entropy remains constant during a pulse. This presewnislation of the Clausius inequality
and the Thomson formulation of the second law (cycles cosk)or the two-level system.

Introduction. After E.L. Hahn discovered the spin-echo in NMR physigs [tLjyas
soon considered to be a counterexample for irreversitalitgt for the second law’[1,
2]; for a recent discussion see e.g.: [2, 3]. In the presentriboiion we will show
in a different context that NMR-physics contains quantufiea$ which should be
interpreted as limits of the second law [4]. Within the sareeagal program we recently
analyzed the thermodynamics of the Caldeira-Leggett mfmied quantum harmonic
oscillator coupled to a thermal batfi [5]. At low temperasuvarious formulations of
the second law are violated: the Clausius inequality d 7dS is broken, the rates of
energy dispersion and entropy production can be negatide;ertain cycles are possible
where heat extracted from the bath is fully converted intokw{tperpetuum mobile”).
The present analysis of the spin-boson model reveals aetitf@uantum mechanism
limiting the validity of the second law.

The Hamiltonian of the problem reads:

H = H Q)=H +Hg+H,; (1)
E . Ag) . — afa 1 AT, oA a
H s = Eaz‘l' Taxr' Hp= Zha)kakak’. H,= é;gk (ak+ Clk)O'z:

Thisisa spin% interacting with a bath of harmonic oscillators (spin-boswodel {7 8]);

H ¢, H 5 andH ; stand for the Hamiltonians of the spin, the bath and thearattion,
respectivelyd,, 6, andd, = 0,0, are Pauli matrices, and andq, are the creation
and annihilation operators of the bath oscillator with theéexk, while theg, are the
coupling constants. For an electron in a magnetic figlel= gu,B is the energy, witly
the gyro-magnetic factor ang, the Bohr magneton. We shall consider a situation where
A ¢)= 0foralmostall times. This is a prototype of a variety of plogssystems[7], and
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known to be exactly solvable|[7, 8], since theomponent of the spin is conserved, and
with it the spin energy. Physically it means that we restiatselves to times much less
thanT , (relaxation time of;). In ESR physicg[9] the model represents an electron-spin
interacting with a bath of phonons, for NMR it can representelear spin interacting
with a spin bath, since in certain natural limits the latt@n ®e mapped to the oscillator
bath. In quantum optics it is suitable for describing a teweel atom interacting with a
photonic bath1,0].

Starting from general physical arguments [7], one typictdkes the quasi-Ohmic
spectral density of the bath(w) = zkg,fé @, w)=hw)=ghexp( w=I)=m, where
g is the dimensionless damping constant and the exponenitislodf the coupling at
w I, the maximal frequency of the bath. As usual, the thermothyodimit for the
bath has been taken here.

SinceA = 0, one has conservation 6f ¢) = &, 0) (in the Heisenberg picture). Due
to this one has' [4]:
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wheren ¢) is the quantum noise operator, and where the structu@©@fshows that
1< is the relaxation time of the bath.

Separated initial state. To describe situations, where the spin was suddenly btough
into the contact with the bath, e.g. an electron injecteal $eimiconductor, atom injected
into a cavity, or exciton created by external radiation, wakenthe assumption that
initially, atz = 0, the spin and the bath are in a separated state, the laittgr ®absian
at temperaturd” = 1=B: p 0) = pO) exp( PHz)=Z;, wherep, 0) is the initial
density matrix of the spin. In this situation the quantunseas stationary and Gaussian
with average zero. The Heisenberg equation = i [ €+ ¢) G¢)10 ford =
0, 0, can be solved exactly with the resylt [4]:
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wherel] ¢)i] 0)+ A O)f) ¢)i= Z2E ¢), wy= €=h, andnd; €)1, by ¢)iare determined
via the real and imaginary part @6 ¢)i Forr 1= (8) bringsé ¢) " t=T,, T, =
h=@gT). T, can thus be identified with the transversal decay time.

The density matrix of the spin reagg = 3 + %zk:xwh&k ¢)id,. Its von Neumann

entropy equals, = trglnpg=plnp, plinp,, wherep, , = 3 3igije=
£0,;0y;0;9. In the course of timetw ¢)ijdecays tojd; 0)ij which makes the von
Neumann entropy increase. Since there is no heat flow - thrgyereconserved - this
is in agreement with a formulation of the second law: theaytrof closed system, or
of an open system without energy transfer (the spin in contéb the bath), cannot
decrease.
A sudden pulse. So far we considered the Hamiltoniah (1) witk= 0. A fast rotation

around thex-axis is described by taking € 0 during a short time,; this is called a



fast pulse]9]. IfA  1=q is large, the evolution operator describing the pulse besom
U= exp( iqH Q)h) exp§ifd)+ 0 6)),wheref= JA+isthe rotation angle,
U, 16,,.U, = 6;sinf G, cosh. During the sudden switchings af¢) from 0 toA and

from A to 0, the state of the system does not changg e 8,) = U, p ¢)U, 1. The
work done by the source is the change of the total energy,

Wi =trpe)® @) H)+p¢+dE H Q) =trpe)U,H Uy H );

sincelU;;H @)1= 0.
Our main interest is work extraction from the bath. In oradeensure that the pulse
does not change the energy of the spin, we first consider ge€ca 0, where the spin

has no energy. Forsmall 6 = m=2andr 1= the work appears to be
= @ g A 1o 7T
W, = o + > o, 0)ie 4)

If for a fixed ¢, temperature is neither too large nor too smaH, =T 2 > AT =m, work
can be extractedi(; < 0), provided the spin started in a coherent stéteQ)i= 1.
This possibility toextract work from the equilibrated bathI[[ 1) contradicts to
the Thomson'’s formulation of the second law out of equilibri It disappears on the
timescaleT ,, because then the spin looses its coherengg, ¢)i! 0. Notice that
any combination of 1T pulses (this is a classical variation, since the coherenc®t
involved) can extract work only from a non-thermalized bath for times  1=". Thus,
the effect is indeed essentially quantum.

Initial preparation via a rotation. Our approach also allows to consider a specific,
well controllable non-equilibrium initial state: a Gibhsi of the total systemp,; =
exp( BH )=Z,inwhich atr = 0 the spin is rotated (“zeroeth pulse”) over an ang}et
around they-axis, p Q) = Uyp; U, 1, with Uy = exp( it6,=4). This mapsd, ! 6,

0, ! 0y. Such a state models the optical excitation of the spin, iasdibne in NMR
and spintronics. Though Q) does not have the product form mentioned above (7), the
problem remains exactly solvable. Taki@g- %none now gets
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e t=T2 (5)
wherey ¢) = (g=m)arctanl ¢] arises from friction, withy () = g=2. Typically g is
small, so work is extractediy < 0) when the sine function is positive. The work
decomposes d¥, = AU  AQ, into the change in spin energy due to the pulsé,’

(€=2) singyr tanhBe=2]e "2, and the heat absorbed from the bath

8 hT BS =T
A 2 — + Tcoswyt tanh— 2
© 5 prTcoswy 2 ¢

(6)
Notice its similarity with W of Eq. (4). An interesting case is where work is performed
by the total systemW; < 0) solely due to heat taken from the bafig{> 0, AU = 0).
This process, possible by choosing 2rm=¢y with integern, can be considered as a



cycle of a perpetuum mobile, forbidden by folklore mindedhialations of the second
law. Indeed, under a rotation the lengtiwij and with it the von Neumann entropy,
is left invariant, so one has a process witp > 0 , AS,, = 0, which violates the
Clausius inequalityaAQ  TAS,. The work needed at time zero to rotate the spin is
Wy = (€=2) tanhBe=2]+ ghl =@2m), representing the work done on the spin and on the
bath, respectively. It can be verified that the total wdik+ W, is always positive, so
Thomson’s formulation for a cyclic changg [6] (here: the damation of the pulses at
timer = 0 andr) starting from equilibrium is obeyed.

Two pulses in a rotated initial Gibbsian state. If there are many (very weakly inter-
acting) spins, each in a slightly different external fieltere appears an inhomogeneous
broadening of they, = £ line, for which we assume the distribution

2 1!
@) = — = 7
PO Ty a2 m, 12 @
having averagey, and inverse widtlT , , typically much smaller tham ,,. In this case
the gain for a single pulse is washed out, leaving only theAgs=  ghl=21, So two
pulses are needed. We consider again the rotated initiddSizib state, and perform a
first 37 pulse around the-axis at timer; and a secongt pulse at time, = 7, + T

(the standar(% 1T, T combination would not expose an interesting role of the béthithe
regime of smalg and large; T, the work in the second pulse is

AT 1 _ . €
gz—n Se 1T 2g sinwyT tanhﬁ7 (8)
Be
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Wz =

At moderate times only slowly oscillating terms survive eJhare the ones that involve
Ar=t, 24.Forthe total workV = W, + W, the averaging ovewy, brings

- N ra
W = ght %e 3=T2¢ PFT, tanhBTw0 (9)
. 1 sgdy) Bhaoy, _
Wy SINWA! + [T2 T, a+ sinhBiT(EO)]COS%Atg

For Ar near 2m=w, such that the odd terms cancel, this again exhibits worlaetetd
solely from the bath.

Feasibility. Let us present several reasons favoring the feasibilityhefgroposed
setups: 1) Two-level systems are widespread, because mamntun system act as
two-level systems under proper conditions; 2) Detectiothgse systems is relatively
easy, since already one-time quantities¢)i completely determine the state; 3) The
harmonic oscillator bath is universal [11]; 4) Work and heate measured in NMR
experiments more than 35 years agd [12]; 5) Our main effextsudvive the averaging
over disordered ensembles of spins, thus allowing many-s@asurements. 6) The
ongoing activity for implementation of quantum computersviides experimentally
realized examples of two-level systems, which have sulffttyelong T, times, and



admit external variations on times smaller thaj (i) for atoms in optical traps,, 1,
1=l 10 8s, and there are efficient methods for creating non-eqiilibinitial states
and manipulating atoms by external laser pulsés [13]fdr an electronic spin injected
or optically excited in a semiconductor,  1us {14]; (iii) for an exciton created in a
quantum dotr, 10 9s [1B] (in casesi() and ¢ii) 1= 10 3s and femtosecond
(10 5s) laser pulses are available}y)(in NMR physicsT, 10® 1 s and the
duration of pulses can be comparable wi#h 1 1us.

In conclusion, we have analyzed for the spin-boson model the validity of esom
non-equilibrium formulations of the second law. The modelalevant for almost any
branch of condensed matter, where two-level systems arided: NMR and ESR
[8], Josephson junctions;[7], quantum opti€s; [10]. Our miading is that quantum
coherence puts definite limits on the validity of non-eduilim Thomson’s formulation
of the second law and on the validity of Clausius inequalitye effects disappear in the
classical limit. The detailed discussion on the feasipitit the obtained effects can be
found in [9].

REFERENCES

1. E.L.Hahn, Phys. Re80 (1950) 580; R.G. Brewer and E.L. Hahn, Sci. AR5] # 6 (1984) 42.
2. J.S. Waugh, irPulsed Magnetic resonance: NMR, ESR and Optics (A recognition of E.L. Hahn),
G.G. Bagguley, ed. (Clarendon, Oxford, 1992) pp. 174.

a b w
>
m
>
<3
=
<
@
Q
<
QD
=
QD
=
o
_|
=
=
Z
D
c
=
)
S
=3
=3
N
<D-
>
o
(@]
=
&
%

A.E. Allahverdyan and Th.M. Nieuwenhuizen, Physica08, 542 (2002).

A.J. Leggett, et al., Rev. Mod. Phy&9, 1 (1987).

J. Luczka, Physica A,67, 919 (1990).

A. Abragam,Principles of Nuclear Magnetism, (Clarendon, Oxford, 1961); R.R. Ernst, G. Bo-

denhausen, A. Wokau®rinciples of Nuclear Magnetic Resonance in One and Two Dimensions,

(Clarendon, Oxford, 1987).

10. M. Scully and S. ZubainQuantum Optics, (Cambridge University Press, 1997). O. Kocharovskaya,
Phys. Rep.219, 175, (1992).

11. K. Méhring and U. Smilansky, Nucl. PhyA338, 227, (1980); A.O. Caldeira and A.J. Leggett,
Quantum tunneling in a dissipative system, Ann. Phys149, 374-456, (1983).

12. J. Schmidt and I. Solomon, J. Appl. Ph§%, 3719 (1966).

13. J.I. Cirac and P. ZolleQuantum Computations with Cold Trapped Ions, Phys. Rev. Lett74, 4091
(1995); D. Frese, B. Ueberholz, S. Kuhr, W. Alt, D. SchradéiGomer, and D. Mesched8ingle
Atoms in an Optical Dipole Trap: Towards a Deterministic Source of Cold Atoms, Phys. Rev. Lett.
85, 3777 (2000).

14. J.M. Kikkawa and D.D. Awschalom, Scien@87, 473 (2000).

15. N. H. Bonadeo, G. Chen, D. Gammon, D.S. Katzer, D. Parit,laG. Steel, Science82, 1473

(1998); Nonlinear Nano-Optics: Probing One Exciton at a Time, Phys. Rev. Lett81, 2759 (1998).

©CoNOo


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201408
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0011389

