Exergy of passive states: Waste energy after ergotropy extraction
F. H. Kamin,1, ∗ S. Salimi,1, † and Alan C. Santos2, ‡

arXiv:2107.01828v3 [quant-ph] 15 Sep 2021

1

Department of Physics, University of Kurdistan, P.O.Box 66177-15175 , Sanandaj, Iran
2
Departamento de Fı́sica, Universidade Federal de São Carlos,
Rodovia Washington Luı́s, km 235 - SP-310, 13565-905 São Carlos, SP, Brazil

Work extraction protocol is always a significant issue in the context of quantum batteries, in which the notion
of ergotropy is used to quantify a particular amount of energy that can be extracted through unitary processes.
Given the total amount of energy stored in a quantum system, quantifying wasted energy after the ergotropy
extraction is a question to be considered when undesired coupling with thermal reservoirs is taken into account.
In this paper, we show that some amount of energy can be lost when we extract ergotropy from a quantum system
and quantified by the exergy of passive states. Through a particular example, one shows that ergotropy extraction
can be done by preserving the quantum correlations of a quantum system. Our study opens the perspective for
new advances in open system quantum batteries able to explore exergy stored as quantum correlations.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The dynamics of quantum systems that are in contact with
an external environment, the so-called open system, arises
from the interaction between the quantum degrees of freedom
and the time evolution of coherence and system-environment
coupling strength. Recently, efforts have been made to design the environment-mediated charging process of quantum
batteries by different scenarios [1–7], which is a path to the
realization of new quantum batteries.
With the advent of quantum thermodynamics, studies on
quantum devices able to use quantum advantages to store and
extract useful energy from physical systems [8–13], called
quantum batteries (QBs), have allowed to define new physical
quantities. For example, the maximal work that can be extracted from a quantum system by unitary operations is called
ergotropy [14]. However, when we take into account nonunitary effects on the QB due to the coupling of the system
with external thermal baths [1, 2], the battery performance
leads to ask how much energy is lost due to thermal effects
on the system. In particular, there are situations in which ergotropy can be stored [15], but some part of the total energy
available in the system is not stored as ergotropy and, consequently, part of the total energy cannot be extracted from
cyclic unitary transformations. Under this point of view, it is
worth considering the amount of residual energy that cannot
be extracted as useful work from open quantum batteries by
unitary processes.
In this direction, in this paper we explore the amount of energy lost due to the constraint of unitary processes for work
extraction. To this end, we show that the system exergy, the
maximum amount of work extracted from the system bringing
it into the equilibrium with a thermal bath, can be decomposed
into two quantities: ergotropy and residual energy. Such residual energy cannot be extracted through a unitary process, then
it refers to the non-optimal performance of a cyclic thermodynamics process for work extraction from QBs. In a gen-
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eral way, we show that the waste energy is quantified by the
amount of exergy of the passive state (a state in which no energy can be extracted as ergotropy). We then apply our discussion to Werner states, where we study how entanglement and
discord are associated with ergotropy and exergy of Werner
passive states.
II.

NON-EXTRACTABLE ENERGY BY UNITARY
PROCESSES
A. Ergotropy and Exergy

We can quantify the extractable energy from a quantum system using the definition of ergotropy (for unitary process) and
exergy (for non-unitary process). This is motivated by the definition of the amount of energy that is accessible due to the
presence of the thermal bath. So, let us consider the following
scenario: we have a quantum system of interest, the system
is in an arbitrary non-equilibrium state ρ0 with a Hamiltonian
H. One may regard only unitary evolution, where the system
evolves through a cyclic process. In this protocol, the Hamiltonian of the system is the same at beginning and at the end
of the process, so that ergotropy is the maximum work that
can be extracted from the battery under such a process as the
following form [14]




ES = tr(Hρ0 ) − min tr HUρ0 U † = tr(Hρ0 ) − tr H̺ρ0 , (1)
U∈U

where U covers the set of unitary operations derived from
Hamiltonian H, and ̺ρ0 is the called passive state [14]. In
addition, in situations where the system-reservoir interaction
is taken into account, energy can be lost by thermalization.
To take into account such interaction, let us consider the thermalization process of the system, initially in state ρ0 , with a
thermal bath at inverse temperature β. It is known that during
the thermalization process an amount of energy is exchanged
between the system and the reservoir given by the variation of
the free energy [16]
Σρ0 →ρβ = F (ρ0 ) − F (ρβ ),

(2)

where F (ρ0 ) = tr{Hρ0 } − β−1 S (ρ0 ) is the nonequilibrium free
energy of the battery at the initial stage, F (ρβ ) being the free
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the three states addressed in
our discussion. The ergotropy extraction process, which does not
change the system entropy, is followed by the thermalization process
that brings the system into equilibrium with the thermal reservoir at
temperature β.

energy of the final equilibrium state ρβ = e−βH /Z, with the
von Neumann entropy and the partition function given by
S (ρ) = − tr{ρ ln ρ} and Z = tr{e−βH }, respectively. Since the
quantity Σρ0 →ρβ is the amount of extractable work from a system through a process that brings the system into the equilibrium with a thermal reservoir, it is worth mentioning here that
we can call it exergy. We use it in analogy with the thermodynamics classical definition of exergy, as defined by Zoran
Rant [17], from Greek ‘ex’ [εξ] and ‘ergon’ [εργoν].

B.

Residual energy after ergotropy extraction

It is known that after the ergotropy extraction, the internal
energy of the system is not zero [14, 18], so that a residual
amount of energy is yet available in the system. In order to
quantify the amount of extractable energy after ergotropy extraction, we consider the dynamics as depicted in Fig. 1. The
available work in an initial state ρ0 can be extracted in two
ways: (i) a unitary process which brings the system into a
passive state ̺ρ0 , so that the extractable work is quantified by
ergotropy [14], and (ii) a non-unitary process that leads the
system to the thermal equilibrium state ρβ , quantified by the
variation of the free energy [16]. As sketched in Fig. 1, it is
possible to identify some amount of energy Σex so that the exergy Σ(ρ0 → ρβ ) extracted in the process ρ0 → ρβ , and the
extractable ergotropy E in the process ρ0 → ̺ρ0 , satisfy the
balance equation Σ(ρ0 → ρβ ) = E + Σex , where Σex is an available work that cannot be extracted by unitary processes. In
fact, consider Eq. (2) as
Σρ0 →ρβ = tr{Hρ0 } − β−1 S (ρ0 ) − [tr{Hρβ } − β−1 S (ρβ )],

(3)

where we can assume the sum-zero equation given by
tr{H (0) ̺ρ0 } − tr{H (0) ̺ρ0 } in order to write
Σρ0 →ρβ = tr{Hρ0 } − tr{H̺ρ0 } − [tr{Hρβ } − β−1 S (ρβ )]
+ tr{H̺ρ0 } − β−1 S (ρ0 ).

(4)

Now, notice that the first two terms are associated with the
ergotropy of the initial state ρ0 , so that
h
i
Σρ0 →ρβ = E(ρ0 ) − tr{Hρβ } − β−1 S (ρβ )
+ tr{H̺ρ0 } − β−1 S (ρ0 ).

(5)

In addition, since the process that brings the system from
state ρ0 to the passive state ̺ρ0 is unitary, we also can write
S (ρ0 ) = S (̺ρ0 ), and Eq. (5) becomes
h
i
Σρ0 →ρβ = E(ρ0 ) + F (̺ρ0 ) − F (ρβ ) .
(6)

In conclusion, as sketched in Fig. 1, the additional amount
of energy Σex is given by the free energy of the passive state
associated to ρ0 , which is equivalent to exergy stored in the
passive state ̺ρ0 , mathematically
Σex = Σ̺ρ0 →ρβ = F (̺ρ0 ) − F (ρβ ).

(7)

This result can be understood in two different ways. The
first interpretation refers to the uniqueness of an energetically
efficient initial state for store ergotropy. In fact, given a system
that interacts with a reservoir, the initial ergotropy is stored in
a non-pure state ρ0 . Then, for a short time interval, we can
drive the system in order to extract ergotropy through the optimal unitary operation Uopt . By adequately choosing the ini†
→ ρβ , it is possible to see that
tial state so that Uopt ρ0 Uopt
̺ρ0 →ρβ
ρ0 →ρβ
Σ
= 0, leading to Σ
= E(ρ0 ). In conclusion, all available energy of the system can be extracted as ergotropy. So,
given the uniqueness of the thermal state ρβ , for the optimal
unitary operation Uopt we have the uniqueness of ρ0 . The second case refers to the way to efficiently extract energy. In
addition, given that the quantity Σ̺ρ0 →ρβ cannot be a negative
number, this means that energy lost during the ergotropy extraction is expected as a natural process due to the entropy
production. This second case can be understood as an immediate application of the second law of thermodynamics to
quantum batteries. In fact, for Σ̺ρ0 →ρβ > 0, the Eq. (7) gives


∆S ex > β tr{Hρβ } − tr{H̺ρ0 } ,
(8)
where ∆S ex = S (ρβ ) − S (̺ρ0 ) is the entropy production required to extract the exergy stored in the system. Then, given
that during the thermalization process the heat exchanged between the system and reservoir is given by the internal energy
variation of the system [19], we conclude that ∆S ex > βQ.
III. RESIDUAL ENERGY AS QUANTUM CORRELATIONS

In this section, we show that quantum correlations after ergotropy extraction can preserve a non-zero amount of energy.
To this end, we consider a two-spin Werner state given by
1−ε
1 + ε |βi hβ| ,
(9)
4
√
with the Bell state |βi = (|↑↑i + |↓↓i)/ 2. The above state is
adequate for our study because we can adequately choose ε
to control the amount of quantum correlation of ρw . In particular, here we consider concurrence [20] as the measurement of entanglement, and quantum discord [21, 22] as correlations beyond entanglement. The concurrence is given by
C(ρ) = max{0, λ1 − λ2 p
− λ3 − λ4 }, where λn are the eigenvalues of the operator ρ1/2 ρ̃ρ1/2 in decreasing order, with
ρw =

3
ρ̃ = (σy ⊗ σy )ρ∗ (σy ⊗ σy ), being the complex conjugate ρ∗ of ρ
taken in the basis |0i and |1i of the system. Quantum discord
is computed from the one-sided trace distance discord (TDD)
D(ρ) = D(→) (ρ) for X-states as
s
γ12 max{γ32 , γ22 + x2 } − γ22 max{γ32 , γ12 }
1
, (10)
D(ρ) =
2 max{γ32 , γ22 + x2 } − min{γ32 , γ12 } + γ12 − γ22
where γ1 = 2(ρ32 + ρ41 ), γ2 = 2(ρ32 − ρ41 ), γ3 = 1 − 2(ρ22 + ρ33 ),
and x = 2(ρ11 + ρ22 ) − 1. Then, for the state in Eq. (9), one gets
#
"
3ε − 1
ε
.
(11)
D(ρw ) = , C(ρw ) = max 0,
2
2
The discord considered here is motivated by recent results
shown in Ref. [23], where a room-temperature quantum battery has been proposed by storing ergotropy as quantum discord given in Eq. (10). We also consider the quantum discord as originally defined by Olliver and Zurek [21] (see Appendix A), since an analytical expression of the discord for
X-states has been proposed in Ref. [24]. As we shall see, both
quantum discord and entanglement of the passive state depend
on the Hamiltonian of the system. In general, the passive state
of a system depends on the reference Hamiltonian used to set
the system ergotropy. In order to illustrate this situation, we
consider here two different scenarios: the Ising and Heisenberg models. As we shall see, while the energy eigenstates
of the Ising Hamiltonian do not present entanglement, quantum correlations are observed for the energy eigenstates of the
Heisenberg Hamiltonian.
A. Ising Hamiltonian

First, we focus on the Ising model, whose reference Hamiltonian reads as
Is
HIs = H0 + Hint
,

(12)

P
Is
with H0 = i=1,2 ~ωσiz and Hint
= J~σ1z σ2z being the free and
interaction Hamiltonians of the coupled qubit system, respectively. Where σiz (i = 1, 2) belongs to the set of standard Pauli
matrices σ j with j ∈ {x, y, z} for each subsystem and, J ≥ 0
(by definition) is the strength of two-body interaction. The
eigenenergies can be found by the direct diagonalization of
the reference Hamiltonian HIs in following set
spectrum = {−J~, −J~, (J − 2ω)~, (J + 2ω)~} ,

(13)

in which the ordering depends on the values of J and ω, associated with eigenstates |↓↑i , |↑↓i , |↓↓i , |↑↑i, respectively.
Here, |↓i is the ground state and |↑i is the excited state of a
single qubit. Consequently, since we can have crossing levels
in the transition from J − 2ω ≤ −J to J − 2ω > −J, we can be
considered two feasible situations ω ≥ J and ω < J, to achieve
an increasing order of energy levels. In the former case, one
can obtain E(ρw ) = 2εω~, where the passive state is given by
̺Is
ρw (ω ≥ J) =

1−ε
1 + ε |↓↓i h↓↓| ,
4

(14)

and for the latter, we have E(ρw ) = 2εJ~ with the corresponding passive state
̺Is
ρw (ω < J) =

1−ε
1 + ε |↓↑i h↓↑| .
4

(15)

Therefore, the maximum charge of the battery fulfill the following form
(
2ω~ ω ≥ J
Is
EIs (ρw ) = EIs
ε,
E
=
,
(16)
0
0
2J~ ω < J
for any desired value ε. By comparing Eqs. (11) and (16), we
see that the ergotropy can be written in terms of the quantum
discord as EIs (ρw ) = 2D(ρw )EIs
0 . In addition, we can see that
C(ρw ) = 0 and E(ρw ) , 0 for 0 ≤ ε ≤ 1/3. This proves that, in
general, entanglement is not an accessible resource for maximum work extraction compared to quantum discord in such a
model. On the other hand, it is straightforward to investigate
Is
that C(̺Is
ρw ) and D(̺ρw ) are zero for both ω < J and ω ≥ J. So
it can be argued that ergotropy is entirely stored in quantum
discord.
According to Eq. (6), after the ergotropy extraction procedure, we have an amount of energy that cannot be extracted
through a coherent interaction with an external field, which
leads to a unitary process. Such residual amount of energy
can be obtained for the Ising model as follow
(
(J − 2ω)~ ω ≥ J
Σ̺ρ0 →ρβ = Σ0 ε + β−1CIs , Σ0 =
, (17)
−J~
ω<J
βJ~
where CIs = ln(ZIs ) − S (̺Is
+
ρw ), with ZIs = 2(e
−βJ~
e
cosh[2βω~]) the partition function of thermal state ρβ
and S (̺Is
ρw ) the entropy of the passive state given by

S (̺Is
ρw ) = 2 ln 2 −

"

#
3(1 − ε)
(1 + 3ε)
ln(1 − ε) +
ln(1 + 3ε) .
4
4
(18)

It is important to mention that, besides the exergy depends
on the parameter ε, it is not associated with any amount of
correlation, since the passive state ̺Is
ρw , does not present any
quantum correlation. Then, exergy of passive states for the
Ising Hamiltonian is not stored as correlations.

B.

Heisenberg Hamiltonian

The Heisenberg Hamiltonian describes a system where the
interaction part is given by

J~ 
H
Hint
= √ σ1x σ2x + σ1y σ2y ,
2

(19)

√
where factor 2 is considered here to give a fair comparH
H
ison with the Ising model, so that ||Hint
|| = ||Hint
||, being
† 1/2
||A|| = (tr(AA )) the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the operator A.
This quantity allows for quantifying the thermodynamic cost

4
of implementing the dynamics driven by an arbitrary Hamiltonian [25]. By computing the spectrum of the reference HamilH
tonian HH = H0 + Hint
, we find
o
n √
√
(20)
spectrum = − 2J~, −2ω~, 2J~, 2ω~ ,

√
√
with eigenstates (|↓↑i − |↑↓i)/ 2, |↓↓i, (|↓↑i + |↑↓i)/ 2 and
|↑↑i, respectively.
We stress that, for this case, whenever we
√
have |J| > 2|ω|, the ground state of the system is a maximally
entangled state. After a detailed analysis, it is possible to show
that the ergotropy can be adequately written as
√
(
2ω~ ω ≥ J/ √2
H
√
=
ε,
E
EH (ρw ) = EH
,
(21)
0
0
2J~ ω < J/ 2
Similar to the Ising case, given an arbitrary value for ε,
it is not possible to write E(ρw ) ∝ C(ρw ), however, we can
write EH (ρw ) = 2D(ρw )EH
0 . Therefore, we conclude that the
ergotropy stored in the Werner state is not stored as entanglement, but ergotropy is stored quantum discord. Then, given
recent results on discord-based ergotropy [23], we understand
that entanglement is not the main quantum resource of quantum batteries in general and confirms the results presented in
[11]. Then, after ergotropy extraction, the passive state for the
Heisenberg Hamiltonian reads as
√
1−ε
̺H
1 + ε |↓↓i h↓↓| ,
(22)
ρw (ω ≥ J/ 2) =
4
√
for the regime where ω ≥ J/ 2. In this case, we can see the
amount of energy E(ρw ) = 2ε~ω is extracted from the system
so that the passive state has no amount of correlation. In fact,
H
from concurrence and discord we find C(̺H
ρw ) = D(̺ρw ) = 0.
Therefore, the maximum work extraction comes with fully
“correlation extraction”.
√
On the other hand, by considering the case with ω < J/ 2
we get the passive state
√
1−ε
̺H
1 + ε |β− i hβ− | ,
(23)
ρw (ω < J/ 2) =
4
√
where |β− i = (|↑↓i − |↓↑i)/ 2 is the singlet-state of two-qubit,
one of the Bell states. It is worth highlighting this case for
a particular motivation: the ergotropy extraction can be done
without changing the amount of correlation in the system. To
the best of our knowledge, such a result was not observed so
far and it has an implication different from
√ our previous discussion. Because the states ̺H
ρw (ω < J/ 2) and ρw have the
same amount of correlation, √since we can obtain ρw up to
local rotations in ̺H
ρw (ω < J/ 2), we understand that the ergotropy√of the system with Heisenberg Hamiltonian, where
ω < J/ 2, is not stored as correlations. It means that by increasing the interaction strength of the system, the ergotropy
of Werner states can be extracted from the system without destroying correlations in the system, leading then to a Werner
passive state.
According to the final interpretations of the previous section, it turns out that the passive state exergy can be a physical
justification for such an event. To clarify this idea underlying

the waste energy, we find the exergy of passive state in the
following form
̺ρ0 →ρβ

Σ



ω≥

 −2ω~
√
= Σ0 ε + β−1 CH , Σ0 = 

− 2J~ ω <

√J
2
√J
2

,

(24)

√
with CH = ln(ZH ) − S (̺H
ρw ), with ZH = 2(cosh[ 2βJ~] +
cosh[2βω~]) and S (̺H
ρw ) given by Eq. (18), since the passive
state ̺H
can
be
obtained
from ̺Is
ρw
ρw through unitary operations
for any J and ω. As the main result, it is possible to see that
part of the exergy is stored as discord, since we can rewrite
the above equation as Σ̺ρ0 →ρβ = 2Σ0 D(ρw ) + β−1 CH , where
we have used ε = 2D(ρw ) obtained from Eq. (11).
As shown in Appendix A, it is worth mentioning that a
different quantifier of discord can be considered here. For
example, we can use the original proposal, by Olliver and
Zurek [21], of quantum discord and explore the analytical results obtained in Ref. [24]. As a result, we stress that the trace
distance discord is more adequate to describe the amount of
ergotropy stored in the system as quantum correlations of the
system.

IV.

CONCLUSION

This paper dealt with the loss of energy from a (cyclic) unitary work extraction from a quantum system, where such an
amount of energy is identified as the exergy of the quantum
passive state. We showed that, in general, in a real scenario
the ergotropy leads to loss of energy due to the limitation of
the unitary process. In addition, given the system-bath interaction that leads to the thermalization process, we discussed
the existence and uniqueness of an optimal passive state for
ergotropy and exergy extraction. From the point of view of
the second thermodynamics law, we explain our main result
as a natural consequence of the entropy production of the thermalization process for exergy extraction. As an application of
our results, it is possible to identify a family of ergotropy and
exergy extraction where the total amount of quantum correlations (as quantified by the quantum discord) of the system is
conserved. Then, it implies that the exergy of a quantum passive state can be stored as quantum correlations. Since exergy
is the amount of energy extractable through a thermalization
process, a new prospect is opening up for exploring protocols
of operational open quantum batteries.
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Appendix A: Olliver-Zurek quantum discord

For sake of completeness, we compute here the quantum
discord as originally proposed by Olliver and Zurek [21]. For
a composite system ρAB , the quantum discord is written in the
following form
DOZ (ρ) = I(ρ) − J(ρ),

(A1)

set of optimal measurements to compute the discord of a Xstate. By using the theorem presented in Re. [24], it is possible
to show that the optimal measurement for quantum discord of
Werner state ρw is given by σzA . By doing that, one obtains
1 + 3ε
1−ε
ln(1 − ε) +
ln(1 + 3ε)
4
4
1+ε
−
ln(1 + ε).
2

DOZ (ρw ) =

(A2)

where I(ρ) = S (ρA ) + S (ρB ) − S (ρAB ) determines the mutual correlation
of the composite system, and J(ρ) = S (ρB ) −
P
min{ΠkA } k pk S (ρB|k ) quantifies the classical correlation with
the optimization over all possible POVMs {ΠkA }, defined in
the Hilbert space of the subsystem A with pk = tr(ΠkA ρ) and
ρB|k = trA (ΠkA ρ)/pk .
Given that the quantum discord calculation is a complicated
optimization process, many efforts have been made to provide
a complete treatment for the quantum discord of two-qubit in
the particular case where the system is in a X-state [24, 26,
27]. Therefore, it is worth to investigate our results through
the analyzes introduced in Ref. [24]. The authors identify the

As an important result obtained in this approach, it is straight√
forward to display DOZ (̺ρHw ) in the regime where ω < J/ 2
is equal to DOZ (ρw ) in Eq. (A2). This meets a good agreement with the previous result highlighted in the paper, where
one can extract ergotropy without change the quantum correlations of the system. Note that other passive states obtained
in the main text are classical states, than they present quantum
discord equals to zero. Then, in summary, by comparing the
above result with the Eqs. (16) and (21), of the main text, it
is possible to conclude that the trace distance discord is more
efficient than the Olliver-Zurek discord in describing the relation between ergotropy and quantum correlations.
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