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We investigate scaling of work output and efficiency of a photonic Carnot engine with the number
of quantum coherent resources. Specifically, we consider a generalization of the “phaseonium fuel”
for the photonic Carnot engine, which was first introduced as a three-level atom with two lower
states in a quantum coherent superposition by [M. O. Scully, M. Suhail Zubairy, G. S. Agarwal,
and H. Walther, Science 299, 862 (2003)], to the case of N + 1 level atoms with N coherent lower
levels. Deriving a multilevel mesoscopic master equation for the system, we evaluate the harvested
work by the engine, and its efficiency. We find that efficiency and extracted work scale quadratically
with the number of quantum coherent levels. Quantum coherence boost to the specific energy (work
output per unit mass of the resource) is a profound fundamental difference of quantum fuel from
classical resources. Besides, we examine the dependence of cavity loss on the number of atomic levels
and find that multilevel phaseonium fuel can be utilized to beat the decoherence due to cavity loss.
Our results bring the photonic Carnot engines much closer to the capabilities of current resonator
technologies.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Ar,05.70.-a,07.20.Pe

A practical figure of merit to compare fuel and battery
materials is the specific energy, or energy to mass ra-
tio [1–3]. As a material constant, it measures the energy
that will be harvested by using a unit mass of the mate-
rial. About a decade ago, a highly non-traditional fuel,
called “phaseonium”, which is a three level atom with
two lower states in a quantum coherent superposition,
was proposed to be used in a photonic Carnot engine [4].
Phaseonium engine could work with a single heat bath
and could operate beyond Carnot efficiency [4–7]. This
proposal stimulated much interest to quantum heat heat
engines [8–16]. It was later argued that existing resonator
systems can not implement such an engine, due to high
cavity losses and atomic dephasing [17]. In this letter,
we address a fundamental question of how the specific
energy of phaseonium fuel is scaled with the number of
quantum coherent levels. A favorable scaling law against
decoherence and dephasing could bring the phaseonium
engine closer to available practical systems.

We describe multilevel generalization of phaseonium
fuel in Fig. 1. The block diagonal density matrix ρ of
an N + 1 level atom is shown in Fig. 1a. The excited
level, denoted by “a”, and the lower levels, denoted by
“b1, b2, .., bN” are well separated from each other by an
energy Ω measured from the central lower level bN/2 as
shown in Fig. 1b. The lower levels can be degenerate
or non-degenerate. The diagonal elements ρaa, and ρbb,
with b ∈ {b1, b2, .., bN}, determine the level populations,
while the off diagonal elements ρbb′ , with b′ 6= b, indi-
cate the coherence between the levels. Coherence can be
characterized by the magnitude and phase of the com-
plex number ρbb′ . Though both the amplitude and the
phase of coherent superposition states can be controlled
in experiments [18], the main control variable for the pho-

tonic Carnot engine is the phase of the coherence as the
amplitude is required to be small enough to keep the sys-
tem only slightly out of thermal equilibrium. The com-
plete graphs in Fig. 1a have N nodes and N(N − 1)/2
links, representing the atomic energy levels and the co-
herences between them, respectively. The simplest graph
has N = 2 nodes, which is the case of the original phaseo-
nium proposal [4]. The interplay between quantum co-
herence and energy discussed in photon Carnot engine [4]
revealed that the energy content of the phaseonium with
N = 2 can be optimized at a certain phase of the coher-
ence. We could envision as if we are considering more
complex, larger, phaseonium molecules with the graphs
having N > 2, corresponding to N+1 level atom phaseo-
nium (NLAP).

We can imagine different phaseonium molecules can be
possible for a given atom of unit mass and explore how
the specific energy of the atom depends on the size of
the phaseonium molecule characterized by N . Next to
the phase of coherence, N becomes another control pa-
rameter which could favorably contribute to the enhance-
ment of the specific energy of the single atom quantum
fuel. For N ≫ 1, the number of coherences would scale
quadratically, ∼ N2. If the quadratic coherence scaling
could be translated into the energy content of the atomic
fuel, we could overcome the cavity losses for implementa-
tion and boost the performance of quantum Carnot en-
gine for applications. From fundamental point of view,
such scaling analysis could reveal profound difference of
quantum fuel from a classical resource as such a scaling
cannot exist without quantum coherence.

The operation of photonic Carnot engine is described
in Fig. 2. The working fluid of the engine is the photon
gas in a high quality single mode cavity of frequency Ω.
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Figure 1. (Color online)N+1 level atom phaseonium (NLAP)
fuel. a) Density matrix ρ and complete graph representations
of NLAP. ρ is N + 1 dimensional square matrix. Its coherent
block can be represented by a complete graph with N nodes
and S = N(N − 1)/2 links. Graphs were shown up to N = 5
number of nodes. b) NLAP for non-degenerate and degener-
ate atoms. The excited state is denoted by a and the lower
levels are denoted by bi with i = 1..N . The upper level is well
separated from the lower levels by an energy ~Ω measured
from the central lower level bN/2.

The radiation pressure by the cavity photons applies on
the cavity mirrors playing the role of the piston of the
engine. The quantum fuel of the engine is an NLAP. The
quantum Carnot cycle consists of two quantum isother-
mal and two quantum adiabatic processes.

In the isothermal expansion, NLAPs are generated and
injected into the cavity at a rate r. The interaction
time τ between an NLAP and the cavity field is short,
τ < 1/r, so that only one NLAP can be present in the
cavity [19]. Coherences in NLAP are characterized by
N(N − 1)/2 phase parameters φij , with i, j = 1, 2, ..., N .
Coherent superposition states in N+1 level atom system
can be generated by stimulated Raman adiabatic pas-
sage [20, 21], Morris-Shore transformation [22], or quan-
tum Householder reflection techniques [23]. Thermaliza-
tion of the single atom can be considered relatively fast
and hence the injection rate would be limited by the time
of coherence preparation. The choice of specific technique
of coherence induction depends on the details of a partic-
ular implementation. If the amplitudes of the coherences
are much smaller than the level populations, then NLAP
can be assumed in an approximate thermal equilibrium
with a thermal reservoir (hohlraum) at a temperature
Th. During the interaction, the mean number of pho-
tons, n̄, and the cavity temperature increases; while the

Figure 2. (Color online) Photonic Carnot engine with N + 1
level atom phaseonium (NLAP) fuel. Photon gas in a high
quality cavity of frequency Ω is the working substance and the
mirrors of the cavity play the role of the piston. NLAP leaves
the hohlraum at temperature Th and is induced quantum co-
herence among its lower levels characterized by N(N − 1)/2
phase parameters φij with i, j = 1...N . Created NLAPs are
repeatedly injected into the cavity at a rate r in the quantum
isothermal expansion process, where heat Qin is transferred
to the cavity. The cycle continues with quantum adiabatic
expansion and quantum isothermal compression and is com-
pleted with a quantum adiabatic compression. An amount of
heat Qout is rejected into the entropy sink in the isothermal
compression.

expansion cools down the empty cavity. Repeated injec-
tion of NLAPs into the cavity maintains the cavity field
at a temperature Tφ by transferring a total amount of
heat into the cavity as Qin. Tφ is an effective tempera-
ture defined in terms of the steady state photon number
n̄φ as Tφ = ~Ω/k ln(1 + 1/n̄φ), with k is the Boltzman
constant. It can be higher than Th in the presence of co-
herence [4]. The cavity volume, and hence the frequency,
change negligibly, ∆Ω ≪ Ω.

The cycle continues with an adiabatic expansion where
the entropy remains constant and the temperature drops
as the Ω changes appreciably. Following step is the
isothermal compression in which heat Qout is transferred
from cavity to a cold reservoir at a temperature Tc. The
cycle is completed by adiabatic compression where the
temperature is raised back to Tφ.

The net work extracted from the cycle is Wnet = Qin−
Qout where Qin = Tφ(S2 − S1) and Qout = Tc(S3 − S4).
The mean photon number n̄i and the temperature Ti at
the beginning of the ith stage determine the entropy Si

by Si = k ln(n̄i +1)+ ~Ωn̄i/Ti. Using S1 = S4, S2 = S3,
T1 = T2 = Tφ, and T3 = T4 = Tc, we write Wnet =
(Tφ−Tc)(S2−S1). The efficiency of the engine is defined
as η = Wnet/Qin. It reduces to η = 1 − Th/Tφ. This is
the standard definition of thermodynamic efficiency in
Carnot cycle; though the overall efficiency of the engine



3

should include the cost of the preparation of the quantum
coherent atom; which would ensure the validity of the
second law [7]. During the adiabatic process n̄ does not
change so that n̄1 = n̄4 = (exp(~Ω/kTc)−1)−1 and n̄2 =
n̄φ. These relations reveal that work and efficiency of the
photonic Carnot engine can be calculated by determining
the n̄φ at the end of the isothermal expansion stage.
In order to find the n̄φ, we solve ˙̄nφ =

∑

n nρ̇nn = 0
where ρ̇nn = 〈n|ρ̇|n〉. Here |n〉 is the Fock number state
for the cavity photons and ρ is the reduced density matrix
of the cavity field. The equation of motion for ρ can
be obtained by tracing the equation of motion of the
complete system over atomic degrees of freedom

ρ̇nn = −
i

~

∑

k

(Trat[H
k, ρk]nn), (1)

where Hk = H0+Hk
I is the Hamiltonian of the arbitrary

kth atom in the interaction picture relative to the cavity
photons, with H0 = ~ωa|a〉〈a| + ~

∑N
i=1 ωbi |bi〉〈bi| and

Hk
I = ~g

∑N
i=1 |a〉〈bi|âe

−iΩt + H.c.. Here ~ωa, ~ωbi are
the energies of atomic states |a〉 and |bi〉, with i = 1..N , g
is the coupling rate between the atom and the field, and
â is the photon annihilation operator. The model Hamil-
tonian describes a situation where N + 1 level atom is
coupled to a single mode cavity in a fan shaped transition
scheme. A more realistic model requires consideration of
multimode cavity coupled to an atom with multiple up-
per and lower hyperfine levels [24, 25]. Such models can
be reduced to effective single mode cavity and multilevel
atom interactions [24] or can be directly described by
generalized master equations of micromasers [26]. Atoms
with fan shaped degenerate level schemes are also stud-
ied from the perspective of generating large superposition
states [20, 27]. The central question for us here is the
dependence of work and efficiency on the number of the
superposed quantum states and we will only consider sin-
gle upper level and a set of degenerate or non-degenerate
lower levels for simplicity.
Analytically calculating the right hand side of the

Eq. (1), we find (see Supplement [28])

ρ̇nn = −rg2{Kaρaa[(n+ 1)ρnn − nρn−1,n−1]

+ (

N
∑

i=1

Kbiρbibi +
∑

i<j

K
φij

ij |ρbibj |)

× [nρnn − (n+ 1)ρn+1,n+1]}, (2)

where Ka = 2
∑N

i=1 1/(∆
2
i + γ2), Kbi = 2/(∆2

i + γ2)

and K
φij

ij = [2 cosφij(∆iωbibj + γ2) + 2γ sinφij(ωbibj −

∆i)]/(∆
2
i + γ2)(ω2

bibj
+ γ2) + [2 cosφij(γ

2 − ∆jωbibj ) +

2γ sinφij(ωbibj + ∆j)]/(∆
2
j + γ2)(ω2

bibj
+ γ2). Here γ is

the atomic decay constant, ∆i = ωabi−Ω, ωabi = ωa−ωbi ,
ωbibj = ωj − ωi. Thus we obtain the rate of change of
average photon number [28]

˙̄nφ = rg2{Kaρaa(n̄φ + 1)− (Rg0 + Rgc)n̄φ}, (3)

where Rg0 =
∑N

i=1 Kbiρbibi and Rgc =
∑

i<j K
φij

ij |ρbibj |.
Solving Eq. (3) in the steady state, we obtain

n̄φ =
n̄

1 + n̄
Rgc

Kaρaa

, (4)

where n̄ = (Rg0/Kaρaa − 1)−1 is the average pho-
ton number in the absence of coherence. Using n̄φ =
(exp(~Ω/kTφ) − 1)−1, we determine the effective cavity
temperature as

Tφ =
Th

1 + n̄
Rgc

Kaρaa

, (5)

by using high temperature approximations n̄φ ≈ kTφ/~Ω
and n̄ ≈ kTh/~Ω in Eq. (4).
Therefore, the efficiency of the photonic Carnot engine

in the case of NLAP becomes

ηφ = ηc −
Tc

Th
n̄

Rgc

Kaρaa
, (6)

where ηc = 1− Tc/Th is the Carnot efficiency. Note that
for Tc = Th, ηc = 0 but ηφ could have a positive value for
particular values of control parameters φ1, φ2, .., φS . In
order to get further analytical results we will make some
simplifying assumptions.
We focus on degenerate NLAP case to proceed analyt-

ically, for which Ea = Ω, Ebi = 0, i = 1..N , ωabi = Ω,
∆i = 0, ωbibj = 0 and Ka = 2N/γ2. In addition, we
consider phase locked equal amplitude coherences with
φij = φ and |ρbibj | = λ. Hence the coefficients in

Eq. (2) become K
φij

ij = 4 cosφ/γ2, Rg0 = 2NPg/γ
2 and

Rgc = 2N(N − 1) cosφλ/γ2, and hence Eq. (3) reduces
to

˙̄nφ = 2µN [(Pe − Pg +Nξλ)n̄φ + Pe]− κn̄φ, (7)

for N ≫ 1, φ = π, where µ = rg2/γ2, Pe = ρaa =
exp(−βEa)/Z, Pg = ρbibi = 1/Z with Z = exp(−βEa) +
N . Here we introduced κ and ξ, with |ξ| < 1, as the
decoherence rate due to the dissipation in the cavity and
a phenomenological decoherence factor due to atomic de-
phasing, respectively [17].
Steady state solution of the Eq. (7) yields an effective

temperature given by Tφ = Th/(1 + F (Th)) in the high
temperature limit where

F (Th) =
n̄

Pe

(

−Nξλ+
κ

2Nµ

)

, (8)

with n̄ = Pe/(Pg − Pe). For small coherence and deco-
herence terms in F (Th), an approximate expression can
be written for the effective temperature

Tφ = Th

(

1 +N2ξλn̄−
κ

2µ
n̄

)

. (9)

This result shows that if the reduction of the magni-
tude of coherence due to dephasing is slower than the
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Figure 3. (Color online) Extracted work (W ) and efficiency
(η) of photonic Carnot engine, with N +1 level atom phaseo-
nium (NLAP) fuel, depending on the number of degenerate
coherent ground state levels N , for different decoherence fac-
tor models (a)-(b) ξ = exp (−x), (c)-(d) ξ = exp (−Nx). (e)-
(f) ξ = exp (−N2x), where x = tint/T2 is the ratio between
tint atom-field interaction time and the T2 atomic dephas-
ing time. The plots are given for the circuit QED param-
eters in Ref. [17]. The quantities g = 0.01, r = 1 × 10−4,
κ = 6.25×10−4, and γ = 5×10−6, which are the coupling co-
efficient to the cavity field, atomic injection rate, cavity loss
term, and atomic decay respectively, are dimensionless and
scaled with the resonance frequency Ω ∼ 10 GHz.

quadratic increase with N , then the multilevel coherence
could be used to beat the decoherence by the cavity dis-
sipation.

In the high temperature limit (T ≫ Ω), the en-
tropy change in the isothermal expansion stage is ∆S =
k∆Ω/Ω and the heat input becomes Qin = Th∆S. The
work output at Th = Tc is found to be W = Qinη where
η = n̄(N2ξλ − κ/2µ), respectively. In superconduct-
ing circuit, microwave and optical resonators, it is es-
timated that κ/2µξλ ∼ 10 [17]. N2 should be replaced
by N(N−1)/2 for smaller number of levels. Accordingly,
by using five or more level quantum phaseonium fuel, the

working fluid can beat quantum decoherence to harvest
positive work. In Fig. 3, we plot the work output and
efficiency of the photonic Carnot engine with degenerate
NLAP fuel, depending on the number of quantum co-
herent levels. We consider N independent as well as N
dependent scaling models for the decoherence factor and
take ξ = exp (−x) in Fig. 3(a)-(b), ξ = exp (−Nx) in
Fig. 3(c)-(d), and ξ = exp (−N2x) in Fig. 3(e)-(f), where
x = tint/T2 is the ratio between tint atom-field interac-
tion time and the T2 atomic dephasing time. The plots
are given for the circuit QED parameters in Ref. [17].
We consider larger atomic dephasing rates than the typi-
cal values to demonstrate its limiting effect on W and η.
The plots indicate that even when there is large dephas-
ing, which can increase with N linearly or quadratically,
W and η can retain their quadratic power law with N up
to a critical N . Similar results are found for the cases of
optical and microwave cavities [28].

Summarizing, we examined scaling of work and effi-
ciency of a quantum heat engine with the number of
quantum resources. Specifically, we considered a pho-
tonic Carnot engine with a multilevel phaseonium quan-
tum fuel. We derived a generalized master equation for
the cavity photons, which forms the working fluid of the
engine, and determined the steady state photon number
to calculate the work output and thermodynamic effi-
ciency. We find that they scale quadratically with the
number of quantum coherent levels N . We examined the
case of degenerate levels to get analytical results and to
examine scaling laws against decoherence due to cavity
dissipation and atomic dephasing. Using typical param-
eters in modern resonator systems, such as circuit QED,
our calculations reveal that decoherence due to cavity
dissipation could be overcome by the multilevel quantum
coherence even in the presence of large dephasing rate. If
the dephasing rate increases with N , then work and effi-
ciency can still overcome the decoherence and retain their
N2 scaling up to a critical number of coherent levels.
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