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The second law of thermodynamics states that work cannot be extracted from thermal equi-
librium, whose quantum formulation is known as complete passivity; A state is called completely
passive if work cannot be extracted from any number of copies of the state by any unitary oper-
ations. It has been established that a quantum state is completely passive if and only if it is a
Gibbs ensemble. In physically plausible setups, however, the class of possible operations is often
restricted by fundamental constraints such as symmetries imposed on the system. In the present
work, we investigate the concept of complete passivity under symmetry constraints. Specifically,
we prove that a quantum state is completely passive under a symmetry constraint described by a
connected compact Lie group, if and only if it is a generalized Gibbs ensemble (GGE) including con-
served charges associated with the symmetry. Remarkably, our result applies to non-commutative
symmetry such as SU(2) symmetry, suggesting an unconventional extension of the notion of GGE.
Furthermore, we consider the setup where a quantum work storage is explicitly included, and prove
that the characterization of complete passivity remains unchanged. Our result extends the notion
of thermal equilibrium to systems protected by symmetries, and would lead to flexible design prin-
ciples of quantum heat engines and batteries. Moreover, our approach serves as a foundation of the

resource theory of thermodynamics in the presence of symmetries.

I. INTRODUCTION

The second law of thermodynamics, also known as
Kelvin’s principle, dictates that a positive amount of
work can never be extracted by any cyclic operation from
a single heat bath at a uniform temperature [1]. Ever
since its establishment in the nineteenth century, the sec-
ond law has served as the most fundamental constraint on
our capability of energy harvesting, which prohibits the
perpetual motion of the second kind. In recent years, the
frontier of thermodynamics is extended to the quantum
regime due to the development of quantum technologies.
Quantum heat engines have been experimentally realized
by quantum technologies such as ion traps [2, 3], super-
conducting qubits [4-6], and NMR [7, 8], which have
opened new opportunities of power generation by uti-
lizing quantum effects.

On the theory side, quantum information theory sheds
new light on quantum thermodynamics. In particular,
an information-theoretic framework called resource the-
ory has attracted much attention [9-19], which identi-
fies work with resources and thermal equilibrium states
with resource-free states. From this perspective, a con-
cept called passive state plays a key role [20, 21], from
which positive work cannot be extracted by any unitary
operation. It is known, however, that one can extract a
positive amount of work from multiple copies of a cer-
tain passive state, and thus the concept of passivity is
not sufficient to characterize thermal equilibrium from
which energy harvesting should be strictly prohibited.
The full characterization of thermal equilibrium is given
by complete passivity: A positive amount of work cannot
be extracted from any number of copies of a completely
passive state. It is known that a state is completely pas-
sive if and only if it is a Gibbs ensemble, which suggests
that complete passivity provides a physically meaningful,

as well as information-theoretically accurate, definition of
thermal equilibrium.

In the above approach to characterize thermal equi-
librium, a central assumption is that all unitary opera-
tions are allowed for work extraction. In real physical
situations, on the other hand, several constraints are of-
ten imposed on possible unitary operations, which often
make the class of physically plausible unitary operations
strictly smaller than all unitary operations. Among such
constraints, we here focus on the symmetry of quantum
systems. There are various kinds of symmetry and the
corresponding conservation laws [22], such as U(1) sym-
metry and particle number conservation, SU(2) symme-
try and spin (magnetization) conservation, Zs symmetry
and parity conservation.

Once the class of possible unitary operations is re-
stricted by such symmetries, thermal equilibrium states
are no longer necessarily Gibbs ensembles. In fact, there
are some non-Gibbs ensembles from which one cannot ex-
tract positive work by symmetry-respecting unitaries. In
other words, a broader class of states looks like effective
thermal equilibrium, as long as the symmetry is respected
(see Fig. 1). We call this extended notion of thermal
equilibrium as symmetry-protected thermal equilibrium.
In terms of resource theory [23], the above observation
implies that the class of free states is expanded if the
class of free operations is restricted. Therefore, the con-
ventional Gibbs ensemble would be insufficient to repre-
sent all symmetry-protected thermal equilibrium states.
Then, a natural question raised is: What are concrete
expressions of symmetry-protected thermal equilibrium
states? More specifically, how should the notion of com-
plete passivity be extended if only symmetry-respecting
unitaries are considered?

In this paper, we answer this question by proving that
a quantum state is completely passive under a symme-
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FIG. 1. Symmetry constraints on unitary operations and com-
pletely passive states. When the class of allowed operations
is restricted, the class of quantum states from which positive
work cannot be extracted is expanded. This leads to the ques-
tion to identify the states that behave as effective thermal
equilibrium under symmetry constraints. In this paper, we
completely identify the class of such effective thermal equilib-
rium states, which we name as symmetry-protected thermal
equilibrium states, by proving that those states are always
given by GGEs of the form (1), including the case that the
conserved charges are non-commutative.

try constraint, if and only if it is a generalized Gibbs
ensemble (GGE) that involves conserved charges asso-
ciated with the symmetry. This result is applicable to
non-commutative symmetry such as SU(2) symmetry,
which leads to an unconventional extension of the notion
of GGE.

More explicitly, consider a continuous symmetry de-
scribed by a connected compact Lie group, and let @Q;’s
be its conserved charges such as the particle number op-
erator or the spin operators. Then, what we prove is that
any completely passive state is given in the form

PGGE ‘= Zl exp <5H - ZNiQi) , (1)

GGE

where Zggr = tr(exp(—fH — ), 1tiQ;)) is the gener-
alized partition function, S > 0 is the inverse tempera-
ture, and u;’s are generalized “chemical potentials.” In
the commutative U(1) case, the GGE is reduced to the
conventional grand canonical ensemble. Furthermore, we
consider the setup where a quantum storage that stores
work is explicitly introduced [24, 25], and prove that the
above characterization of symmetry-protected complete
passivity remains unchanged from the setup where work
is treated as a classical variable.

Our result establishes that any state other than the
GGE is not completely passive and thus cannot be re-
garded as thermal equilibrium in terms of work extrac-
tion. From the experimental point of view, this would
lead to a more flexible design principle of quantum heat
engines [2-8] and quantum batteries [26-29]. For exam-
ple, if one attempts to construct a heat engine operating
under a symmetry constraint, the equilibrium state can

be more flexibly chosen than in the conventional case,
which is not necessarily the Gibbs ensemble but only
needs to be a GGE. From the theoretical point of view,
our result would serve as a foundation of the resource
theory of thermodynamics under symmetry constraints,
as our result specifies the free states of such a resource
theory.

In the context of thermalization, the GGE has been
investigated as a state describing equilibration in inte-
grable systems [30-33]. Most of previous works con-
sider the case where conserved charges are commutative
with each other (but see also Refs. [34, 35]). A non-
commutative extension of the GGE has been proposed
by Yunger Halpern et al. in Ref. [36], and our result sup-
ports that the expression proposed by them is a proper
form of the non-commutative GGE. We emphasize, how-
ever, that our setup is fundamentally different from the
setup of Ref. [36]; In the present paper, we consider the
purely energetic work extraction (instead of the chemi-
cal work extraction) under a symmetry constraint that is
imposed only on the system (instead of including charge
storages). Our setup is physically plausible given that
heat engines and external systems are often very differ-
ent (e.g., matter and light) [2-8], where it would be nat-
ural to suppose that symmetries are imposed only on the
system of interest.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we give
the definition of symmetry-protected complete passivity
and show our main theorem, stating that completely pas-
sive states under symmetry constraints are only GGEs.
Since the proof of this theorem is highly involved, we
leave the full description of the proof to Supplemental
Material. Instead, we illustrate the physical implications
of the theorem by some examples. In Sec. I1I, we consider
a setup including a quantum work storage. In Sec. IV,
we discuss the relation between the present study and
other relevant previous studies. In Appendix A, we show
the condition for symmetry-protected passivity. In Ap-
pendix B, we describe the full proof of the main theo-
rem in Sec. I only for a simplest nontrivial example of a
dimer model. In Appendix C, we deal with the cases of
some finite-group symmetries and time-reversal symme-
try, where symmetry-protected completely passive states
are only conventional Gibbs states.

II. SETUP AND THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we discuss the setup and the main re-
sult of this paper. In Sec. IT A, we describe our definition
of passivity and complete passivity under symmetry con-
straints. In Sec. II B, we present our main theorem, stat-
ing that any completely passive state under a symmetry
constraint is a GGE. In Sec. 11 C, we illustrate the setup
and the theorem by some examples.



A. Complete passivity under symmetry constraints

As a preliminary, we first formalize ordinary passivity
without symmetry constraints [20, 21]. Let H be the ini-
tial and final Hamiltonians of the system, which should
be the same because we consider cyclic processes. The
time evolution of the system is represented by a unitary
operator U. Note that U is an arbitrary unitary opera-
tor and is not necessarily given by exp(—itH), because
the Hamiltonian can be time-dependent during the oper-
ation. Then, the average work extracted from the system
is defined as

W(p,U) = tr(pH) — tr (UpU'H) . (2)

Now, a state p is called passive if W(p,U) < 0 holds for
all U. Tt is proved [20, 21] that a state is passive, if and
only if the state p is diagonal in the energy eigenbasis
as p = >_;pj|Ej) (Ej|, and the probabilities {p;} and
the energy eigenvalues {E;} satisfy p; > pp > --- and
Ey <Ep;<---.

Even if a state p is passive, there remains possibility to
extract positive work from multiple copies of p. In such a
case, p cannot be regarded as truly thermal equilibrium,
because one must not extract positive work from any
number of copies of an equilibrium state. We therefore
define p as completely passive, if p®VV is passive for all
N € N. It has been proved in Refs. [20, 21] that p is
completely passive if and only if it is the Gibbs ensemble
p=e PH/Z for some 3 > 0.

In the foregoing conventional definition of passivity,
any unitary operators are allowed to be implemented for
work extraction. In order to describe symmetry con-
straints, we will restrict the class of possible unitary oper-
ations in the following manner. Consider a group G that
describes a symmetry, and fix a unitary representation of
G. Let U, be the unitary labelled by g € G, which should
satisfy UyUy = Uyg for any g, ¢’ € G. We do not assume
that the unitary representation is irreducible, but techni-
cally, we assume that the representation is faithful. (If a
unitary representation is not faithful, the structure of G
is not fully represented by the representation. Physically,
therefore, we can suppose that a unitary representation
is faithful without loss of generality.)

When G is a Lie group (a smooth continuous group),
we can introduce the generators of the symmetry op-
erators, which is the representation of the basis of the
Lie algebra. Physically, those generators are conserved
charges {Q;}"_;, which are Hermitian operators linearly
independent of each other. If G is connected and com-
pact, they can generate all the symmetry operators as
U, = exp(id i 2;Q;) with some aq, -+ ,a,, € R de-
termined by g. In the following, we assume that G is a
connected compact Lie group unless stated otherwise.

Now we say that a unitary U respects the symme-
try, if it commutes with all symmetry operators, that
is, [U,Uq] = 0 holds for all g € G. Or equivalently, U
commutes with all conserved charges, that is, [U, Q;] =0
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FIG. 2. Schematics of passivity and complete passivity under
symmetry constraints. The work W is extracted by the uni-
tary operation U. (a) A state p is called symmetry-protected
passive, if one cannot extract positive work from a single state
by any symmetry-respecting unitary U, which commutes with
all Uy. (b) A state p is called symmetry-protected completely
passive, if one cannot extract positive work from any number
of copies of it by any symmetry-respecting unitary U, which
commutes with all Ug®N for all N € N. Here, the symme-
try is supposed to be global, i.e., the symmetry operations
collectively act on all the copies.

holds for all i. Moreover, we suppose that the Hamilto-
nian H also respects the symmetry: [H,U,] = 0 for all
g € G, or equivalently [H,Q;] = 0 for all i. We then
define p as symmetry-protected passive if W(p,U) < 0
for all symmetry-respecting unitaries U, where W (p, U)
is defined by Eq. (2).

It is more nontrivial to properly define complete pas-
sivity under symmetry constraints, because we need to
specify the physically feasible class of symmetry opera-
tions on the multiple copies p®~. For this purpose, we
here adopt the global symmetry, which collectively acts
on all the copies. That is, we consider the unitary rep-
resentation of the form U;?N , by which all the copies are
independently operated with the same symmetry opera-
tion Uy, (see also Fig. 2). Then, we say that an operator
U acting on N copies respects the global symmetry, if it
satisfies [U,U$N] = 0 for all g € G. We can also intro-
duce the total charges

N
QEN) = Zl®k71 ® Ql ® I®N7k (3)
k=1

with I being the identity operator. By using this nota-
tion, we can say that U respects the global symmetry if
the total charges are conserved: for all i,

v.e™] =o. (4)

Meanwhile, the work extracted from the N copies is
defined by

W (=N 1) = r <p®NH(N)) —tr (Up®NUTH(N)> 7
(5)



where

N
HMN =319 @ H @ I®N~F (6)
k=1

is the total Hamiltonian without interaction (as is the
case for ordinary complete passivity). We also suppose
that the Hamiltonian H respects the symmetry for indi-
vidual copies, i.e., [H,Uy] = 0 holds for all g € G. Fi-
nally, p is called symmetry-protected completely passive
it W) (p®N ) < 0 holds for all N € N and for all
symmetry-respecting unitaries U satisfying Eq. (4).

B. Main theorem

We now state our main theorem of this paper,
which gives the complete characterization of symmetry-
protected complete passivity. Note that the characteri-
zation of symmetry-protected (not complete) passivity is
given in Appendix A.

We first exclude the trivial situation where the Hamil-
tonian H is of the form of gl + > .- | a;Q; with some
g, 1, ,a, € R, This is because in such a case, the
energy is conserved under any symmetry-respecting uni-
tary and thus all states are trivially completely passive.
We also suppose that p is positive-definite. Then, the
main theorem is stated as follows.

Theorem 1. Let G be a connected compact Lie group,
{Ug}gea be its unitary (faithful) representation and {Q;}
be the corresponding conserved charges. A state p is
symmetry-protected completely passive with respect to a
symmetry-respecting Hamiltonian H, if and only if p is
given by the GGE (1) with some >0 and u; € R.

The mathematically rigorous proof of this theorem is
presented in Supplemental Material (Theorem S3). In
particular, the proof of the only if part is quite com-
plicated and requires advanced tools from mathematical
theory of Lie groups. However, we will describe the proof
for a special example in Appendix B.

At this stage, we only mention the proof of the if part,
which is much easier than the only if part. That is, we
here show that the GGE (1) is symmetry-protected com-
pletely passive. To see this, we remark that for given
B, pi, the GGE (1) can be seen as the Gibbs ensemble of
the “Hamiltonian” H' := H — 1>, 11;Q; and is com-
pletely passive with respect to H'. If unitary U respects
the symmetry, it does not change the expectation value
of the second term of H’, and thus the extracted work
defined by H' and H are the same. This implies that the
GGE (1) is symmetry-protected completely passive with
respect to H. Note that here we did not use the assump-
tion that H also respects the symmetry. The above argu-
ment is essentially the same as a part of Ref. [36], while
in our setup, this kind of argument cannot be applied to
the converse part (i.e., the main part of this paper).

Meanwhile, we can determine the parameters f
and {p;} in the GGE (1) in the following man-
ner. First, we consider the Hilbert-Schmidt in-
ner product and orthonormalize the conserved charges
I,H,Q1, - -Q, by the Gram-Schmidt orthonormaliza-
tion into I/Vd, Qh, @}, - - - Q' that satisfy tr(Q}) = 0 and
tr(Q;Q}) = &5 for i,5 = 0,1,--- ,n, where d is the di-
mension of the Hilbert space of the system. Then, the
GGE is written as paar = exp(— > o 1 Q}) / Z&ap With
Hos fhs - -+ p1h, € R and the normalization constant Zp.
Here, p, 47, - - ¢, can be regarded as the coefficients of
the orthonormalized basis {Q}} in —log(paar), and are
given by p), = —tr(log(pccr)@;). By expressing Q) by
a linear combination of I, H, and @);, we obtain  and

{mi}.

C. Examples

We show some illustrative examples. In the case of
G = U(1), there is a single charge Q. It often describes
the particle number N, where Eq. (4) means the con-
servation of total particle number (see Fig. 3 (a)). We
note that the particle number of an individual p is not
necessarily conserved, but that of the multiple copies is
globally conserved. In this case, Theorem 1 states that
a state is symmetry-protected completely passive, if and
only if it is the grand canonical ensemble

PGGE = exp(—BH — uN) (7)

ZGGE

with inverse temperature 8 > 0 and chemical potential
ueR

In the case of G = SU(2), there are three charges
Q%,QY,Q*. They often describe the spin operators in
the z,y, z-directions, where Eq. (4) means the total spin
(magnetization) conservation in all the directions. We
write Q = (Q7, Q¥ Q).

In the following, let us elucidate the SU(2) case by
considering a “dimer” model (see Fig. 3(b)). Suppose
that the system consists of two spin-1/2 systems with
the spin operators s1, s3. The unitary representation of
SU(2) on this system is generated by Q := s1 QI +I®sa,
which consists of two irreducible sectors with total spin
0 and 1.

We consider the Hamiltonian of the system with the
isotropic Heisenberg-type interaction between the two
spins, H = s1 - s3. It is straightforward to check that
H commutes with all the components of @, implying the
total spin conservation. We consider N copies of this
system (i.e., 2N spin-1/2 systems). Let s1 x, 25 be the
spin operators of the kth copy. The total Hamiltonian
is given by H®N) = Zszl S1,k * 82k, which describes a
trivial sequence of the dimers without interaction.

A simple example of symmetry-respecting unitaries
is given by U = exp(—iH') with H' being the one-
dimensional XXX Hamiltonian. That is, H’ is obtained
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FIG. 3. Toy examples of multiple copies of the system un-
der global symmetry constraints. (a) U(1) symmetry and
the particle number conservation. The total particle number
should be conserved, while individual copies can exchange
particles with each other. (b) SU(2) symmetry and the spin
conservation. Each copy of the system is represented by a
“dimer” consisting of two spin-1/2 systems. We consider the
situation where the total spin is conserved in all the spatial
directions, while each spin is not necessarily conserved. Such
symmetry-respecting interaction between the dimers can be
induced, for example, by quenching the second term on the
Hamiltonian (8).

by quenching the interaction between the dimers:

N-1

H =HW) + Z 82k S1,k+1- (8)
k=1

It is again straightforward to check that H’ conserves the
total spin of N copies.

In this dimer example, Theorem 1 states that a state
is symmetry-protected completely passive, if and only if
it is the GGE

1 . exp (—ﬂH — Z MaQa> (9)

PGGE =
ZGG a=x,y,z

with inverse temperature § > 0 and generalized chemi-
cal potentials fiz, ty, . € R. We will give a full proof
of Theorem 1 for the case of this dimer model in Ap-
pendix B.

We note that the conserved charges already satisfy the
orthogonal relation, and thus we only need to normalize
the charges. Then, 8 and p,’s are simply given by 8 =
—tr(log(paar)H) /tr(H?) = —4tr(log(pccr)H)/3, fa =
—tr(log(pace)Q%) /t((Q°)?) = —tr(log(paae) @) /2.

III. ROLE OF WORK STORAGE

So far, we have considered the setup where the work
is defined as the difference of the average energies of the
system before and after a unitary operation. On the other
hand, there is another setup that reflects the first law

of thermodynamics more explicitly [9-11, 24, 25, 37-39],
where a quantum work storage is introduced in addition
to the system of interest, and unitary operations on the
total system should conserve the total energy. In this
section, we consider this setup with the fully quantum
treatment of the work storage.

In Sec. IIT A, we describe our setup of the work storage.
In Sec. III B, in the absence of symmetry constraints, we
show the relationship between the maximal works with
and without the work storage, which is of separate inter-
est. In Sec. III C, we prove that even in the presence of
the work storage, a state is completely passive under a
symmetry constraint if and only if it is a GGE, indepen-
dently of the initial state of the work storage.

A. Setup

We introduce a work storage attached to the system
of interest in line with Refs. [24, 25, 37-39]. The work
storage is a continuous system described by position and
momentum, and its Hamiltonian is given by the position
operator x.

We impose the following two conditions on imple-
mentable unitary operator V' that acts on the composite
system including the work storage: I) V conserves the
total energy, i.e.,

V,HRI+1®x]=0; (10)

IT) V is invariant under energy translation of the work
storage, i.e.,

[V.I®p] =0, (11)

where p is the momentum operator (the generator of en-
ergy translation) of the work storage. Note that the
canonical commutation relation is given by [z,p] = i.

We also suppose that there is no correlation between
the system and the work storage in the initial state.
Then, we define the extracted work as the difference of
the average energies of the work storage before and after
an operation V:

WWS(pa PW, V)
=tr(V(p @ pw)VII @ 2)) —tr((p @ pw)(I @ ), (12)

where p and pw are the initial states of the system and
the work storage, respectively. From Condition II), the
extracted work is invariant under energy translation of
the initial state of the work storage.

We note that the average work extraction adopted here
is different from a protocol investigated in Ref. [9], which
can be referred to as almost deterministic work extrac-
tion. We also note that we adopted strict energy con-
servation (10) as in Refs. [24, 37], but not the average
energy conservation in the sense of Ref. [25].



B. Without symmetry constraints

We consider work extraction in the case without sym-
metry constraints. We clarify the relationship between
the maximal extracted work with and without work stor-
age. Moreover, we show that in the presence of the work
storage, completely passive states are only Gibbs states.

First, we consider the correspondence between the im-
plementable unitary operations in the setups with and
without the work storage. For a unitary operator U on
the system of interest, we can construct a unitary op-
erator that acts on the composite system including the
work storage and satisfies Conditions I) and II) by the
following Kitaev construction [40]:

o0
W)= [ dgerveiolg 6, (3)
—0o0

where |q) represents the momentum eigenstate of the
work storage with eigenvalue ¢. This unitary operator
is equivalent to the one that appears in Refs. [37, 38]. It
is shown in Ref. [37] that all the unitary operators that
satisfies Conditions I) and II) are represented by C(U)
with some unitary operator U. In Ref. [40], the operator
C(U) is introduced as an operator that simulates U by
giving the same action on p if p is symmetry-respecting.
However, we note that if the state p is not symmetry-
respecting, the action of C(U) on the system of interest
is not necessarily the same as that of U, and moreover,
the extracted work from p ® pw by the action of C(U) is
not necessarily the same as that from p by the action of
U.

By using the Kitaev construction (13), we derive the
relation between the maximal extracted works with and
without the work storage. The maximal extracted work
from a state p in the setups with and without the work
storage are respectively defined as

Winax(ps pw) = max WS (p, pw, V), (14)

max

Winax(p) := max W(p,U), (15)

where V' ranges over all the unitaries on the composite
system that satisfy Conditions I) and II), and U ranges
over all the unitaries on the system of interest. Since any
V can be represented as C(U) for some U, WS (p, py)
is also written as

Woniax (0: pw) = max W™ (p, pw, C(U)).  (16)
From Eq. (13), the extracted work is given as
WWS(p, pw, C(U))
= /Z dq (qlpwlq) W (e7'1" pel?™ | UT)
=W (Dpw (p),U) (17)

where D, is defined as

Doele)i= [ da talpwla) e e, (1)
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FIG. 4. Work extraction in the setups (a) with and (b) with-
out the work storage. C(U) is a unitary operator acting on the
composite system of the system and the work storage, which
is defined by a unitary operator U acting only on the system
through the Kitaev construction (13). C(U) is constructed
such that it satisfies energy conservation of the composite
system and energy translation invariance of the work storage.
Moreover, C(U) gives a one-to-one correspondence between
the possible operations in the setups with and without the
work storage. As shown in Egs. (19) and (20), the maximal
extracted work with the work storage is no greater than that
without the work storage. If U satisfies [UTHU, H] = 0, the
extracted work from p without the work storage is the same
as that from p with the work storage by unitary operation
C(U) independently of the work storage pw, which is stated
in Proposition 2.

From Egs. (16) and (17), we obtain

Wnﬁi(p> PW) = Whax (DPW (P)) . (19)

We next prove that this value is no greater than the
maximal extracted work from p in the setup without the
work storage:

Winax (Dpw (P)) < WmaX(P)- (20)

This inequality is proved as follows:

Winax (Dpw (p))
=Winax (/ dq {(qlpw|q) e_i"Hpequ)

— 0o

< [ da {alowla) Waaste )

— 00

:/OO dg {(qlpw|q) Wmax(p)

— 00

:Wmax(p)a (21)

where we used the concavity of Wi,ax(p) to obtain the
third line. Here, the concavity of Winax(p) is shown as
follows. Take arbitrary s € [0, 1] and arbitrary states p;
and py. We take one of the unitary operators Uy that
extract the maximal extracted work from p = sp; + (1 —



$)p2. Then,

Winax(p)
=tr((p — UopU{) H)
=str((p1 — Uopr UJ)H) + (1 = s)tx((p2 — Uop2UJ) H)
<sWhax(p1) + (1 — 8)Wiax(p2), (22)

which implies the concavity of Wiax(p).

We consider two extreme examples of D,,,. When pw
is a momentum eigenstate, D,,, is the identical map-
ping. In this case, Eq. (19) states that WS (p, pw) =
Winax(p), i.e., the extracted works are the same in the se-
tups with and without work storage, which is consistent
with the result in Ref. [24]. On the other hand, when pw
is a position eigenstate, D, is the dephasing mapping
A defined as A(p) := Y Hgpllg, where IIg is the pro-
jection operator onto the energy eigenspace of E. In this
case, Eq. (19) states that WYWS (p, pw) = Winax(A(p)).
This means that we cannot extract work from coherence,
which is reminiscent of a phenomenon called work lock-
ing [9]. It is shown, however, in Refs. [9, 37] that if we
have infinitely many copies of the state, we can again
extract work from coherence.

We now prove that completely passive states are only
Gibbs states in the presence of the work storage, which
is of separate interest. For that purpose, we prepare the
following two propositions.

The first proposition states that in the setup without
work storage, we can extract positive work from multiple
copies of any state other than the Gibbs state, even if we
further impose constraints [UTHU, H] = 0 on the possible
operations U. This is a stronger statement than the con-
ventional characterization of complete passivity [20, 21].

Proposition 1. Let p be a state such that W (p®N U) <
0 holds for any N € N and any unitary operator U acting
on p®N satisfying [UTHMNU, HN] = 0, where HW) s
defined by Eq. (6). Then, p is the Gibbs ensemble at
positive temperature.

The proof is the simplest case of that of Theorem 1
without symmetry constraints (see also Appendix B).

Proof. We define a sequence of unitary operators
{Up Ymen that satisfies [Uf HCmDy,, HEm+D] = 0,
and consider the extracted work from p®?m+1 by U,,.
Since the Hamiltonian is not trivial, there exist energy
eigenstates |Ey,), |Ex,) with different eigenvalues Fy, <
Ey,. For any I, we define R;; := 1 (I—(=1)'T)[| E,) (E/|®
(I —|E) (E)](I — (=1)T) with the swapping operator
T between two copies of the system. We consider unitary
operator Uy, :== 1 — Zi,je{o,l}(_l)i_jR%m ® |Ey,) (B, |,
which satisfies [Uf HC™+DU,, H?m+] = 0 and

H(2m+1) _ U:,LH(2m+1)Um

:(Ekl - Eko)(R(ﬁm ® |Ek1> <Ek1| - R(?Om ® |Eko> <EIZO|))
23

Therefore, the extracted work is given by

W (p®*m 1 U,y)
:tr(p®2m+1(H(2m+1) _ U;H(Qm-&-l)Um))
:(Ek1 - Eko) [tr(p®2R11)m <Ek1 |p|Ek1>
— tr (p®2 Roo)™ (B, |p| Exo)]

ol (B2 Re0)
a [1 ’ (tY(P®2311)> ]
=a[l = b(1 + c||[p, | Ex) (Eul]lFis) ™™, (24)

where a = (Ekl - Eko)(tr(p®2R11))m <Ek1|p|Ek1> >
0, b = <Ek0|p|Ek0>/<Ek1|p|Ek1> > 0, ¢ =
[tr(p®2Roo)] =t > 0, || - ||us is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm,
and we used

tr(p®* Ru1) — tr(p%* Roo) = [[[p, | E0) (El]llfis.  (25)

From Eq. (24), if W(p®?m*! U,,) < 0 holds for all
m, then [[[p,|Ey) (Eillllus = O, ie., [p,|Ep) (E1]] = 0
must be satisfied. Therefore, p can be written as p =
Yoo B (B with pp € (0,1). It is proved in Ref. [41]
that we can extract positive work from multiple copies
of such a state by a unitary operator U that satisfies
[UTHMU, HN] = 0 for some N € N, unless the state
is the Gibbs ensemble at positive temperature. O

The second proposition states that if a unitary op-
erator U satisfies [UTHU, H] = 0, we can extract the
same amount of work for both the cases where U is im-
plemented without the work storage and C(U) is imple-
mented with the work storage, independently of its initial
state.

Proposition 2. If U satisfies [UTHU, H] = 0, the ea-
tracted work from a state p of the system of interest by
the action of U without the work storage is the same as
that from the state p with the work storage by the action
of C(U) acting on the composite system with any state
pw of the work storage.

Tt is proved in Ref. [38] that if a work-extracting uni-
tary operator U only permutes energy eigenstates, the
extracted work without the work storage equals the cor-
responding extracted work with the work storage. Since
we find that a unitary operator U satisfies [UTHU, H] = 0
if and only if U only permutes energy eigenstates, we
can prove Proposition 2. However, we can also prove
it without using the fact that U only permutes energy
eigenstates, as shown in the direct proof below.

Proof. Since U satisfies [UTHU, H] = 0, we obtain for
any q € R,
w (e_qupequ7 U) =tr (pe'™ (H — UTHU)e 1)
=tr (p(H — UTHU))
—W(p,0). (26)



Therefore, for any pw, we get

WWS(p, pw,C(U))

oo
:i/' dq {(qlpwlq) W (e 1" pei? 1)

—00

=[%®<WWWWWJ)
—W(p,U). (27)
O

From Proposition 1 and Proposition 2, if a state is
completely passive in the setup with the work storage,
the state is the Gibbs ensemble independently of the ini-
tial state of the work storage. The converse is obvious
from Egs. (19) and (20). Therefore, we finally obtain the
following proposition.

Proposition 3. For any initial state pw of the work
storage, a state p of the system of interest is completely
passive in the setup with the work storage, if and only if
the state p is the Gibbs ensemble at positive temperature.

We here remark on the relation between the above
proposition and some known results. In fact, essentially
the same result has been proved in Ref. [9] by allowing for
the introduction of any number of auxiliary heat baths,
while in our setup we do not allow for it. Ref. [42] also
addresses a similar problem without allowing for auxil-
iary heat baths but by assuming that the work storage
is initially in the uniform superposition of energy eigen-
states, while in our setup we consider an arbitrary initial
state of the work storage.

C. With symmetry constraints

We consider symmetry-protected completely passive
states in the setup with the work storage and show that
they are only GGEs. Since we consider the work extrac-
tion that is purely defined by the energy, we introduce
the work storage that only stores the energy but does not
store other conserved charges associated with symmetry
constraints, in contrast to Ref. [36]. For example, we can
imagine the situation where the system consists of atoms
with the conserved particle number, which is coupled to
light in a cavity as an external system. In such a situa-
tion, it is natural to impose U (1) symmetry only on the
system of interest, instead of the total system.

We consider a symmetry-respecting unitary V in the
setup with the work storage, which is supposed to satisfy
not only Conditions I) and II) mentioned in Sec. IITA,
but also the following: III) V respects the symmetry of
the system of interest, i.e.,

V.U, ®I] =0. (28)

This reflects the fact that the work storage does not store
the conserved charges. Then, we define that a state is

symmetry-protected completely passive, if we cannot ex-
tract positive work from any number of multiple copies
of the state by any unitary V that satisfies Conditions
I), IT) and III).

The condition for symmetry-protected complete pas-
sivity in the setup with the work storage is now stated
as the following theorem.

Theorem 2. For any initial state of the work storage,
a state of the system of interest is symmetry-protected
completely passive in the setup with the work storage, if
and only if the state is the GGE.

We can prove Theorem 2 in the following manner.
From Egs. (19) and (20), it is obvious that we cannot ex-
tract positive work from multiple copies of the GGE with
the work storage under symmetry constraints. Then, we
only need to show that we can extract positive work
from multiple copies of any other state than the GGE
by some unitary that satisfies Conditions I), IT) and III).
In the proof of Theorem 1 (see Proposition S8 of Sup-
plemental Material), we construct a unitary operator U
that extracts positive work from any state other than
the GGE and satisfies [UTHU, H] = 0, which is the gen-
eralization of Proposition 1 to the setup under symme-
try constraints. From Proposition 2, in the setup with
the work storage, we can extract the same amount of
work by implementing C(U) for any initial state of the
work storage. We can also check that if U is symmetry-
respecting, C(U) satisfies Condition IIT). Therefore, if a
state is not symmetry-protected completely passive in
the setup without the work storage, then the state is not
symmetry-protected completely passive in the setup with
the work storage independently of the state of the work
storage.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have provided the characterization
of complete passivity for systems under symmetry con-
straints, which is referred to as symmetry-protected ther-
mal equilibrium. We proved that a state is symmetry-
protected completely passive if and only if it is a GGE
of the form (1), which is the main result of this paper
(Theorem 1). Remarkably, our result applies to non-
commutative symmetries, as illustrated by the dimer
model with SU(2) symmetry discussed in Sec. II C. While
we leave the full proof of Theorem 1 to Supplemental
Material, that for the special case of the dimer model is
provided in Appendix B. In Appendix C, we also show
that under a certain class of finite group symmetry con-
straints, completely passive states are only Gibbs states.

Moreover, we proved that the same characterization
of symmetry-protected complete passivity holds true, by
explicitly including the work storage as a quantum sys-
tem (Theorem 2). As a bi-product (Proposition 3), we
proved that, in a stronger form than the known results



in literature, completely passive states without symme-
try constraints are only Gibbs ensembles in the presence
of the work storage. We note that the energy levels of the
work storage introduced in our setup is unbounded from
below, but we expect that we can extend our argument
for the work storage bounded from below by following
the idea of Ref. [24].

We discuss the relationship between the present work
and other approaches to symmetries and GGEs. Let us
first clarify the fundamental difference between our study
and a previous study by Yunger Halpern et al. [36], where
non-commutative GGE (1) also appears. In our study,
a symmetry constraint is imposed solely on the system
of interest, while in Ref. [36], it is imposed on the entire
system including external charge storages. That is, the
charges of the system are solely conserved in our setup,
while the charges can be transferred to the storages in
their setup. It should also be emphasized that our def-
inition of work is given purely by the energy (i.e., the
Hamiltonian), while they adopted a generalized notion
called chemical work. Related to this point, a character-
istic of our approach to symmetry-protected (complete)
passivity lies in the fact that its definition (Sec. ITA) it-
self does not involve the parameters p; of the GGE (1).
To summarize, our setup is fundamentally different from
theirs, and thus complements their result by providing a
further support that Eq. (1) is a proper form of the GGE
including the non-commutative cases.

In Refs. [43, 44], other types of passivity in the presence
of conserved charges are defined and investigated. In

these studies, however, (complete) passivity is defined
with a focus on extracting charges themselves instead of
the energy (see also Ref. [42]), which is the opposite case
to our setup of purely extracting energy.

We finally note that the resource theory of asymmetry
adopts a broader class of free operations [45, 46] than
our setup. The resource theory that adopts our smaller
class of free operations would also be useful in quantum
thermodynamics in the presence of conserved charges,
because our setup requires the conservation of the expec-
tation values of the charges, but their setup does not.
For example, in their setup the operation that increases
the particle number independently of the initial state is
allowed, while in our setup such operation is not allowed.
From a general perspective of resource theories, we can
say that our result has determined the class of free states
of the resource theory of thermodynamics with conserved
charges, and thus would serve as a foundation of a new
class of resource theories in the presence of symmetries.
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A. SYMMETRY-PROTECTED PASSIVITY

In this Appendix, we reveal the characteriza-
tion of symmetry-protected (not complete) passivity.
Symmetry-protected passive states are defined as the
states from which no positive amount of work can be
extracted by any symmetry-respecting unitary opera-
tions (see also Fig. 2(a)). We will prove that a state
is symmetry-protected passive, if and only if every sec-
tor of the symmetrized density operator of the state is
passive with respect to the corresponding Hamiltonian.

First, we specify the form of symmetry-respecting op-



erators. We follow the method in Ref. [47] and make use
of the decomposition of the Hilbert space induced by a
representation of a group:

H=EPRraM,, (29)

AEA

where A is the set of the labels of inequivalent irreducible
representations that appear in a given representation, R
is a space carrying an irreducible representation, and My
is a space carrying a trivial representation. We note that
a representation is called irreducible if it cannot be seen
as the composition of simpler representations, or equiv-
alently, it does not have any invariant subspace. Corre-
spondingly, the symmetry representation U, can be de-
composed in the following form (see Fig. 5(a)):

Ug = @ Uxg ® Lr, s (30)
AEA

where {U)g}4eq is an irreducible representation of G act-
ing on Ry, and Iy, is the identity operator on M. For
example, SU(2) symmetry representation on the system
composed of two spin-1/2 systems can be decomposed
into spin-0 representation on the singlet space and spin-1
representation on the triplet space. Under the decom-
position (30), Schur’s lemma (e.g., Proposition 4.8 of
Ref. [48]) states that every symmetry-respecting Hamil-
tonian H and symmetry-respecting unitary operator U
can be written as

H=PIr, ®H\, U=@PIr, @Ux  (31)
AEA AEA

with some Hermitian operator Hy and unitary operator
Uy on M, where I, is the identity operator on R (see
Fig. 5(b)).

In order to describe the characterization of symmetry-
protected passivity, we introduce the following sym-
metrized state:

o= / dg UypUy, (32)
G

where dg is the group-invariant (Haar) measure over
G. This symmetrizing mapping is studied in the re-
source theory of asymmetry [47]. Since o is symmetry-
respecting, o can be written as

o= @IRA ® o (33)
AEA

with some Hermitian operator oy on My (see Fig. 5(c)).

Now, symmetry-protected passivity of p is equivalent
to passivity of all oy’s. This can be formally stated as
the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let G be a group and {Ug} e be its uni-
tary representation. A state p is symmetry-protected pas-
sive with respect to a symmetry-respecting Hamiltonian
H, if and only if oy defined by Eq. (33) is passive with
respect to Hy for all A € A.
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(a) (b) Vg €G[H,U;] =0
hia1l higol 0
hiz1l hyig,l
Ug = H=
0 haa1l hyqal
haz1l hygyl
(c) Symmetrization
pP111 P112 * tr(p111)  tr(pi12) 0
P121 P122 - tr(pi21) tr(przz)
B P211 P12 tr(pz11) tr(p212)
* 0
P221 P222 tr(p221) tr(p222)
FIG. 5. (a) Schematic of the irreducible decomposition of

a unitary representation. (b) The corresponding form of a
symmetry-respecting Hamiltonian. (c) The effective density
operator corresponding to the irreducible representation.

Proof. First, for any symmetry-respecting unitary oper-
ator U, we show that the extracted work from p and o
by U are the same. From Eq. (32),

W(o,U)
=tr (o (H — UTHU))

=tr ((/G dg ngUgT) (H - UTHU)>

:/ dg tr (UgpU} (H — UTHU))
G

:/ dg tr (pU} (H — UTHU) U,)
G

/ dg tr (p (H—UTHU))

G

:tr(p(H—UTHU))

—W(p,0). (34)

We next show that the extracted work from o can
be written by the extracted work from o). From
Egs. (31) and (33),

W(o,U)
=tr (o (H — UTHU))

=tr ((@IRA ®O’)\> [@IRA ® H)\—UiH)\U)\)

AEA AEA

(
—tr <@ Ir, ® oy (H,\ — UiHAU,\)>
)

)

AEA

- (IRA ® 0 (HA — U H\U,
AEA

= Z tr(Ig, )tr (0’)\ (H)\ - U)T\HAUA))

A€A

:Z?‘/\W(UA,U)\), (35)
AEA



where r) is the dimension of R). By comparing
Egs. (34) and (35), the extracted work from p is writ-
ten as

W(p,U)=>_raW(orUy). (36)
AEA

Therefore, the maximal extracted work from p under the
symmetry constraint is given by

Wmax,G(p) = Z TAWmaX(U)\)a (37)
AEA

where Winax (o)) is the maximal extracted work from o
under no symmetry constraints and Wyax c(p) is the
maximal extracted work from p under the symmetry con-
straint. This shows that p is symmetry-protected passive
with respect to H, if and only if o) is passive in the or-
dinary sense with respect to H). O

Finally, we remark on the setup with the work storage
discussed in Sec. ITI. From Eq. (17), we can prove that p
is symmetry-protected passive with the initial state pw
of the work storage, if and only if D, (p) is symmetry-
protected passive in the setup without the work storage.
In order to prove this, we can prove (Lemma S12 of Sup-
plemental Material) that the Kitaev construction (13)
gives a one-to-one correspondence between symmetry-
respecting unitaries in the setups with and without the
work storage. Therefore, the proof goes in the same
way as that in Sec. III B, and even under symmetry con-
straints, the maximal extracted work from p with the
work storage pw equals the maximal extracted work from
D, (p) without the work storage.

B. PROOF OF THEOREM 1 FOR THE DIMER
MODEL

In this Appendix, we present a full proof of Theo-
rem 1 in the special case of the dimer model introduced
in Sec. IIC, as a simplest nontrivial example that has
non-commutative symmetry. See Supplemental Material
for the complete proof for the general case.

In the proof of the only if part of Theorem 1, we con-
sider work extraction by a series of symmetry-respecting
unitary operators. We prove that if we cannot extract
positive work from multiple copies of a state by any of
those operations, then the state is a GGE at positive tem-
perature. This is a generalization of the proof of Propo-
sition 1 in Sec. III B.

We use the same notations as in Sec. I C for the dimer
model. Specifically, the Hamiltonian is given by H =
s1 - 89, and we denote the total spin operator in the a-
direction of the dimer by Q% = s ® I + I ® s§ for
a =z,y, z. Let p be the initial state of the dimer.

Proof. To prove Theorem 1 for the dimer setup, we con-
sider the following three steps.
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Step 1. (Proposition S3 of Supplemental Material)
First, we prove that if a state p is completely pas-
sive, then p®2 commutes with the spin inner product
Q-Q:=>,.,.,0%®Q" For that purpose, we con-
struct a series o 7unitary operators such that if positive
work cannot be extracted from any number of multiple
copies of a state p by the operations, then p®? commutes
with Q - Q.

Let the spectral decomposition of Q - Q be written as
Q- Q=) wP,, where w is an eigenvalue and P, is the
projection operator onto the eigenspace of w. We take
arbitrary P, and consider unitary operators U, := I —
Yijerony (T RET®[W;) (U] acting on 4m+3 copies
of the system for m € N, where R;; := 1[I—(—1)'T][P,®
(I-P,)][I—(—1)T] with the swapping operator T of the
states of the two pairs of dimers, and |¥g) := |s)|s)|s),
|\I/1> = % Zi,j,ke{l,Q,B} €ijk |ti> |tj> |tk> with the singlet
state |s), the triplet states |t1),|t2), |t3) of a dimer and
the Levi-Civita symbol €;;;. Uy, is symmetry-respecting
because P, and T commute with Q) and Q*™* respec-
tively, and |¥;) is an eigenstate of Q*(3) with eigenvalue
0 for a = x,y, 2z, where Q) is defined by Eq. (3).

We calculate the extracted work W (p®4™+3 J,.) from
p24m+3 by U,,. Since R;; commutes with H® de-
fined by Eq. (6) and |¥;) satisfies H®) [Tg) = —2 | W),
H® W) = 3|0,), we obtain

H(4m+3) _ U;H(4m+3) Um
=3 (RYY" @ [1) (¥1| — RGg" ® [Wo) (Wol) . (38)

Therefore, W (p®4m+3 U,,) is given by

W (p=4 3, U,y,)
—tr (p®4m+3 (H(4m+3) _ anH(4m+3)Um>)

=3 [tr (p¥*Ru1)™ (U1|p®?|0y)

—tr (p®* Roo)™ <‘I’0|P®3\‘I’o>]

(P> Roo) | "
() |
—a [1=b(1+¢l[p® PllIEs) "] (39)

where a = 3 [tr (p®4R11)]" (T1]p®3|T1) > 0, b =
(Wolp™*[Wo) / (V1|03 W1) > 0, ¢ := [tr (%' Rop)] " >

0, and we used
tr (0% Rur) -t (09 Roo) = | [0°% ][ (40

If W(p®4m+3 U,) < 0 holds for all m, then
%2, P.)llus = 0, ie., [p®% P,] = 0 must be satis-
fied. Since this holds for all P,, p®? commutes with
Q - Q. Note that b > 1 is shown later, implying that
I[p%2, P.]|lus = 0 is sufficient for W (p®4m+3 U,,) < 0.

Step 2. (Proposition S5 of Supplemental Material)
Next, we prove that if p®2 commutes with Q - Q, then p




can be written as the product of a symmetry-respecting
operator and the exponential of a linear combination
of the conserved charges {Q®}a=z,y,.. We define £ :=
—log(p), P(€) = X, $tr(£Q7)Q and n == € — P(¢).
P(&) can be seen as the projection of £ onto the lin-
ear subspace spanned by {Q*} in terms of the Hilbert-
Schmidt inner product in the operator space. £ and 75
satisfy the following relation for oo = x, y, 2:

try, ([ @QM)[ERI+I®E Q- Q)
= tryg, ([6,Q°] 2 Q°Q° + Q7 ® Q™ [¢, Q7))
B

=3 [ (@@") [£.0°) -~ e [ Q")) @]
B

= «@ ) sl — T €afy 2 B8
%:[25,3[562} t (g; ﬁQ)Q]

=2[6,Q° =Y [ (@)Y eap@Q”
vy B

=2[¢,Q% =Y tr Q") [Q7, Q"]

=2 lg -y S @, Qa]
=2[6 ~P(€), Q"]
=2 [777 Qa] ) (41>

where H, is the Hilbert space of the second dimer and
€apy is the Levi-Civita symbol with €;,, = 1. If p®2
commutes with Q - Q, £ = —log(p®?) also commutes
with @ - Q. Then from Eq. (41), we get [n, Q%] =0, i.e.,
7 is symmetry-respecting. Therefore, p can be written as
p = exp(—=§) = exp(—n)exp(— 3 ,_, , . Ha@"), Where
lhe = %tr(an).

Step 3. (Proposition S4 of Supplemental Material)
Finally, we combine the results in Steps 1 and 2,
consider work extraction again and prove Theorem 1.
Suppose that p is symmetry-protected completely pas-
sive. From Steps 1 and 2, p can be written as p =
exp(—n) exp(—>_,—, , . Ha®@®) Wwith some symmetry-
respecting operator n and p, € R. Since the total
spin symmetry operators irreducibly act on the sin-
glet space and the triplet space, Schur’s lemma im-
plies that symmetry-respecting 7 can be written as n =
co |8) (s|+eo 0 |t:) (ti] with some g, ¢; € R. Since H =
—3s) (s|+ % Z?:l [t;) (t;], n can be written as n = ul +
BH with some u, 8 € R. Note that such a simple relation
between n and H is specific to this dimer model that has
only two energy levels. Then p can be written as p =
exp(—pl — BH)exp(=> ;. HaQ") = exp(—fH —
> amay.z Pa@?)/ exp(p). From the normalization condi-
tion, exp(u) = tr(exp(—SH — Za:z’y’z 1aQ%)) = Zacr
and we obtain p = exp(—8H — 3 ,_, . paQ")/ZccE.
In order to prove that S > 0, we consider the case where
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m = 0 in Eq. (39). In this case, the extracted work is
given by W (p®3,Uy) = a(1—b) = a[l —exp(343)]. Since p
is symmetry-protected completely passive, W (p®3, Up) <
0 and thus we get 5 >0 (i.e,, b > 1). O

In the proof for the general case (see Supplemental
Material), we decompose a connected compact Lie group
into a compact Abelian Lie group and a semisimple Lie
group by Levi decomposition (Theorem 4.29 of [48]).
When we deal with the semisimple Lie group, we use
a Casimir operator (Lemma 3.3.7 of [49]) as a gener-
alization of the spin inner product Q - Q along with a
generalized version of totally antisymmetric states |¥;).
We also use the fact that every conserved charge @ as-
sociated with a semisimple Lie group symmetry satisfies
tr(Q) = 0. When we deal with the Abelian Lie group,
we use the notion of virtual temperature introduced in
Ref. [41] under symmetry constraints.

C. FINITE-GROUP SYMMETRY AND
TIME-REVERSAL SYMMETRY

We consider the case where symmetry constraints
on the operations are described by some finite groups.
Specifically, we prove that if the symmetry group is a
finite cyclic group or a dihedral group, every symmetry-
protected completely passive state is just a conventional
Gibbs ensemble. We note that in a one-dimensional lat-
tice with the periodic boundary condition, spatial trans-
lation generates a finite cyclic group, and the combina-
tion of spatial translation and inversion generates a di-
hedral group (see Fig. 6). In addition, we investigate the
case of time-reversal symmetry without spin degrees of
freedom, which is an anti-unitary symmetry (class AI). In
this case, every symmetry-protected completely passive
state is again a conventional Gibbs ensemble.

First, we consider the case of finite group symmetry.
As for passivity, the same argument as in Appendix A
can be applied, where the symmetrizing mapping (32)
can be replaced with ﬁ > gec UypUJ with |G| being the
order of G. Then, p is symmetry-protected passive if and
only if all oy’s are passive.

As for complete passivity, we restrict ourselves to
the cases of finite cyclic group symmetry and dihedral
group symmetry, and prove that symmetry-protected
completely passive states are only Gibbs ensembles at
positive temperature. The proof is parallel to that in
Appendix B except for Step 2.

The reason why the same argument as Step 2 cannot
be applied is that for finite groups, there does not exist an
explicit counterpart of Casimir operators in Lie groups.
Instead, we can show (Proposition S9 in Supplemental
Material) that if p is symmetry-protected completely pas-
sive, then p is symmetry-respecting, i.e., [p,Ug] = 0 for
all ¢ € G. In the case of a finite cyclic group, the
proof of this statement is straightforward. Since U,’s
are symmetry-respecting, by a similar argument as Step



Translation U}

FIG. 6. An example of dihedral group symmetry in a one-
dimensional lattice with the periodic boundary condition.
The system is invariant under spatial translation and inver-
sion; These two operations generate a dihedral group.

1 of Appendix B, every symmetry-protected completely
passive state commutes with all Uy’s. On the other hand,
in the case of a dihedral group, the proof is more com-
plicated due to its non-commutativity. We can construct
symmetry-respecting operators with the projection oper-
ators onto the eigenspaces of a symmetry operator Uy,
where t is an element of a dihedral group of order 2n and
satisfies t” = 1 (see Supplemental Material for details).

We note that for the case of general finite groups, the
characterization of completely passive states is an open
problem, while we conjecture that only Gibbs ensembles
are symmetry-protected completely passive as is the fore-
going cases.

Next, we consider the case of time-reversal symme-
try without spin degrees of freedom. In this case, time-
reversal operator T is represented by the complex conju-
gation operator with respect to some basis of the Hilbert
space of the system. We can prove (Theorem S2 of Sup-
plemental Material) that a state p is passive under the
time-reversal symmetry, if and only if the time-reversal
symmetrized state o := (p+ TpT ~!)/2 is passive in the
ordinary sense.

The outline of the proof of the above statement is as
follows. For any symmetry-respecting unitary U, the ex-
tracted work from p and o by U are the same, which
implies that the maximal extracted work from p and o
under the time-reversal symmetry are the same. Since
both of ¢ and H are symmetry-respecting, o can be
converted to an ordinary passive state by a symmetry-
respecting unitary operation. This implies that the max-
imal extracted work from o with and without the time-
reversal symmetry are the same. By combining these
two relations, the maximal extracted work from p un-
der the time-reversal symmetry and that from o without
the time-reversal symmetry are the same. Therefore, p
is symmetry-protected completely passive if and only if
o is passive.

We can also prove (Theorem S5 of Supplemental Ma-
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terial) that completely passive states under the time-
reversal symmetry are only Gibbs ensembles. It is obvi-
ous that Gibbs ensembles are symmetry-protected com-
pletely passive, and therefore we only need to prove the
converse. Since the Hamiltonian is symmetry-respecting,
all the projection operators onto the energy eigenspaces
are symmetry-respecting. In the same way as Step 1 of
Appendix B, every symmetry-protected completely pas-
sive state commutes with all symmetry-respecting oper-
ators, and thus it commutes with all the projection oper-
ators onto the energy eigenspaces. This implies that the
density operators of the state is diagonal in the energy
eigenbasis. The rest of the proof can be constructed by a
standard technique considering virtual temperatures [41].
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Supplemental Material: Characterizing symmetry-protected thermal equilibrium by
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The main purpose of this Supplemental Material is to present the complete proof of Theorem 1 of the main text
(Ref. [S1]), which is rephrased as Theorem S8 of this Supplemental Material in a more rigorous manner. This theorem
states that every symmetry-protected completely passive state is a generalized Gibbs ensemble (GGE). Another main
theorem is Theorem 2 of the main text [S1], which is Theorem S8 of this Supplemental Material. This theorem states
that even if we explicitly include a quantum work storage, symmetry-protected completely passive states are still only
GGEs. Moreover, we prove the condition for symmetry-protected passivity in Theorem S1 (Theorem 3 of the main
text [S1]). We also deal with symmetry constraints described by finite group symmetry and time-reversal symmetry.

The structure of this Supplemental Material is as follows. In Sec. S1, we formally define symmetry-protected
passivity and complete passivity in the setup without the quantum work storage, and present the necessary and
sufficient conditions for them. Theorem S1 and Theorem S2 provide the conditions for passivity with group symmetry
(including Lie groups and finite groups) and time-reversal symmetry, respectively. Theorem S3, Theorem S4 and
Theorem S5 provide the conditions for complete passivity with Lie group symmetry, finite group symmetry, and time-
reversal symmetry, respectively. In Sec. S2, we prove Theorem S1 to Theorem S5. In order to prove Theorem S3,
Theorem S4 and Theorem S5, we respectively prove Proposition S8, Proposition S11, and Proposition S13, which give
stronger statements than necessary for the proof of the above-mentioned theorems, as these propositions are used in
the setup with a quantum work storage later. In Sec. S3, we introduce the setup with a quantum work storage and
present the conditions for symmetry-protected passivity and complete passivity. Theorem S6 to Theorem S10 are the
counterparts of Theorem S1 to Theorem S5, respectively. In Sec. S4, we prove technical lemmas used in the foregoing
sections.

We list symbols that often appear in this paper in Table S1.

TABLE S1: List of the symbols.

Symbol Meaning
N {n€Z]|n>0}
B(K) Set of all bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space K.
BY(K) Set of all bounded Hermitian operators on a Hilbert space K.
BT (K) Set of all bounded positive operators on a Hilbert space K.
BTT(K) Set of all bounded positive definite operators on a Hilbert space K.
C Mapping from U(H) to UV (H, Hw) defined as Eq. (S108).
DH,pw Mapping from BT (H) to BT (#H) defined as Eq. (S107).
H Hilbert space of the system of interest.
Hw Hilbert space of the work storage.
Hax Subspace of H decomposed by equivalent irreducible representations.
M Subspace carrying the trivial representation.
(@) Mapping from an operator quartet to an operator defined as Eq. (S19).
R Subspace carrying an irreducible representation.
St Time-reversal symmetrizing mapping defined as Eq. (S13).
T Complex conjugation operator.
U(K) Set of all unitary operators on a Hilbert space K.
Ua,r(H), Ur(H) Set of all symmetry-respecting operators defined in Definition S2.
UVS(H, Hw) Set of all WS-operators defined in Definition S8.
Wi (p) Ergotropy of p defined in Definition S3.
WYS(p) WS-Ergotropy of p defined in Definition S10.
By Bilinear form on g defined as Eq. (S50).
E\;j Eigenvalue of H defined in Eq. (S41).
Unitary representation of a group G acting on H.
G Group.
H Hamiltonian of the system of interest.
H) Component of H acting on My defined as Eq. (S11).

I Identity operator on a Hilbert space K.




16

Symbol Meaning

K {Ng)IAeEAr, 7=1,--- ,mr}.

N Connected center of a Lie group.

S Semisimple Lie group.

T Torus of degree a.

Wi(p,H,U) Extracted work defined in Definition SI.

WWS(p, H, pw,U) WS-extracted work defined in Definition S7.

{W;} Basis of the Lie algebra of N defined in Lemma S1.
d Dimension of H.

f Associated representation of the Lie algebra of a Lie group.
i Imaginary unit.

mx Dimension of M.

D Momentum operator on the work storage.

l2),, Momentum eigenstate with eigenvalue q.

I Dimension of R.

x Position operator on the work storage.

Ar Set of labels of irreducible representations in F.
|®(n)) State defined as Eq. (543).

L Inclusion of H) into H.

p Density operator of a state of the system of interest.
PW Density operator of a state of the work storage.
{Ipri) iy Arbitrary fixed orthonormal basis of R.

{loai) 1 Eigenstates of Hy defined in Eq. (S41).

g Lie algebra of a Lie group.

S1. FORMAL STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

For a Hilbert space K, we denote by B(K), BE(K), BY(K), B**(K) and U(K) the set of all bounded linear,
Hermitian, positive, positive definite and unitary operators on K, respectively. We denote by I the identity operator
on K. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space of the system, d be the dimension of H, G be a group with a
unitary representation F' acting on H, and 7 be the complex conjugation operator w.r.t. some basis. The imaginary
unit is denoted by i. We include 0 in N.

1. Formal definitions

First, we formulate work extraction in the setup without explicitly including the work storage. Extracted work is
defined as the difference between the energy expectation values of the states before and after an operation.

Definition S1 (Extracted work). Let p € BT (H), H € BY(H) and U € U(H). The extracted work from a state p
under a Hamiltonian H by the action of U is defined as

W(p, H,U) := tr(pH) — tr(pUTHU). (S1)

In the conventional definition of passive states, it is supposed that all unitary operations are allowed [20, 21]. In the
present study, on the other hand, we consider the class of operations that respect symmetry constraints imposed on
the system. When we consider group symmetry, the symmetry constraints are described by the commutativity with a
unitary representation of the group. On the other hand, for time-reversal symmetry, we only deal with the case without
spin degrees of freedom (Class Al) in the present study, where the constraints are described by the commutativity
with the (anti-unitary) complex conjugation operator. For these two cases, we define symmetry-respecting operators
as follows.

Definition S2 ((G, F')-respecting operators, T-respecting operators). An operator U € B(H) is a (G, F)-respecting
operator, if U satisfies U € U(H) and commutes with F(G), i.e., commutes with F(g) for all g € G. An operator
U € B(H) is a T-respecting operator, if U satisfies U € U(H) and commutes with T. We define Ug r(H) (resp.
Ur(H)) as the set of all (G, F)-respecting (resp. T -respecting) operators on H.

The set of all symmetry-respecting operators forms a group and these operators can be regarded as free operations
in terms of the resource theory [17].
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The maximal extracted work from a state is called ergotropy [S2]. We generalize this notion in the case where allowed
operations are restricted by symmetry constraints, and define (G, F)-ergotropy and T-ergotropy as the maximal
extracted works by symmetry-respecting operations.

Definition S3 (Ergotropy, (G, F)-ergotropy, T-ergotropy). Let H € BY(H) and p € BY(H). Ergotropy Wy (p) (resp.
(G, F)-ergotropy We.r,u(p) or T-ergotropy Wr u(p)) of a state p under a Hamiltonian H is defined as the mazimal
extracted work from p under the Hamiltonian H by the action of operators in U(H) (resp. Ug.r(H) or Ur(H)), i.e.,

= W(p, H,U 2
Wi (p) pnax (p,H,U), (52)
W, = m W(p, H,U), S3
G,F,H(P) v (p ) (S3)
r = max W(p, H,U). S4
Wr . u(p) ol (p,H,U) (54)

Passive states are defined as the states from which no positive work can be extracted, i.e., the states with zero
ergotropy. We define symmetry-protected passive states as the states from which no positive work can be extracted
by any symmetry-respecting operations.

Definition S4 (Passivity, (G, F)-passivity, T-passivity). Let H € BY(H) and p € BT (H). A state p is passive (resp.
(G, F)-passive or T -passive) w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if Wi (p) =0 (resp. Wa.ru(p) =0 or Wr uz(p) =0).

Note that passivity is defined for positive operators that are not necessarily normalized. This is due to the conve-
nience in the description of Theorem S1.

Even if a state is passive, multiple copies of it are not necessarily passive, i.e., it is possible that positive work
can be extracted from multiple copies of a passive state by a collective operation. We define symmetry-protected
completely passive states as the states such that no positive work can be extracted from any number of copies of
them by any symmetry-respecting collective operations. Here we adopt the commutativity with the tensor product
of representation of a group as the condition for symmetry-respecting collective operations.

Definition S5 (Complete passivity, (G, F)-complete passivity, T-complete passivity). Let H € BY(H) and p €
BY(H). A state p is completely passive (resp. (G, F)-completely passive or T -completely passive) w.r.t. a Hamiltonian
H, if p®VN is passive (resp. (G, F®N)-passive or T-passive) w.r.t. HN) for all N € N, where F®N is the tensor
product of the representation, and for Q € B(H), QW) € B(H®N) is defined as

N
oM =N "IF e IgN (S5)

=1

Finally, we define trivial operators. We say that H € B (%) is trivial, if H is a scalar multiple of the identity
operator. If the Hamlitonian of a system is trivial, all states are completely passive because its energy expectation
value is not changed by any unitary operations. When a system has a Lie group symmetry, the system has conserved
charges associated with the symmetry. If the Hamiltonian is a linear combination of the identity operator and the
conserved charges, the energy expectation value is invariant. We call such a Hamiltonian (G, F)-trivial. If the
Hamlitonian of a system is trivial or (G, F')-trivial, we cannot construct a proof for identifying completely passive
states in the same way as in the general case, and thus we exclude this case from Theorems S3, S4 and S5.

In order to exactly define (G, F')-trivial operators, we introduce the Lie algebra associated with a Lie group. Since a
compact Lie group is isomorphic to a matrix Lie group (Corollary 4.22 of [48]), when we consider symmetry constraints
described by a compact Lie group, we suppose that it is a matrix Lie group. We follow the convention in the physics
literature, and define the Lie algebra g of G C GL(n,C) as g := {X € GL(n,C) | V§ € R !X € G} and the associated
representation f of g as the mapping that satisfies

F(eiX) = e f(X) (S6)

for all X € g. Note that the associated representation of the tensor product of representation F®V is f(N). Then,
(G, F)-trivial operators are defined as follows.

Definition S6 ((G, F')-trivial operator). Let G be a compact Lie group with a unitary representation F' acting on H
and g be the Lie algebra of G with the associated representation f. H € B(H) is (G, F)-trivial, if H can be written as

H = ol + f(X) (S7)

with some o € R and X € g.
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2. Main results

In this subsection, we present our main theorems. In order to present Theorem S1, we describe the irreducible
decomposition of a representation of a group. This part follows Ref. [47]. The representation F' allows for the
decomposition of the Hilbert space H depending on the inequivalent irreducible representations:

H= P Ha, (S8)

AEAFR

where Ap is the set of the labels of irreducible representations that appear once or more in F. Hj can be further
decomposed as

Hy =Ry®@ My, (S9)

where R is the subspace carrying an irreducible representation Fy, and M is the subspace carrying the trivial
representation. We define r) and m) as the dimensions of Ry and M. Then, F' can be written as

F=Y" u(Fa® Ly, (510)
ANEAFR

where ¢} is the inclusion of H into H. From Schur’s lemma, the Hamiltonian H commuting with F(G) can be written
as

H= " (Ir, ® H\)} (S11)
AEAFR

with some Hy € BY(M,). Theorem S1 gives the necessary and sufficient condition for group symmetry-protected
passivity.

Theorem S1. Let G be a group with a unitary representation F acting on H, H € B (H) commute with F(G), and
p € BT(H). Then, a state p is (G, F)-passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if and only if

px = tr, (1 pun) (S12)
is passive w.r.t. Hy for all A € Ap, where Hy is defined as Eq. (S11).
Theorem S2 gives the necessary and sufficient condition for time-reversal symmetry-protected passivity.

Theorem S2. Let H € BY(H) commute with T and p € BY(H). Then, a state p is T -passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian
H, if and only if St(p) is passive w.r.t. H, where time-reversal symmetrizing mapping St is defined as

§7(p) = 50+ ToT ™). (513)

Next, we identify the condition for symmetry-protected completely passive states. Here we assume that the density
operator of the state is positive definite because we take log(p) in the proof. Unlike in the case of passivity, we
separately deal with the cases where symmetry constraints are described by Lie groups and by finite groups. The
condition for complete passivity protected by Lie group symmetry is as follows.

Theorem S3. Let G be a connected compact Lie group with a faithful unitary representation F acting on H, g be
the Lie algebra of G with the associated representation f, H € BY(H) commute with F(G) and be not (G, F)-trivial
and p € BT (H) satisfy tr(p) = 1. Then, a state p is (G, F)-completely passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if and only
if p can be written as p = %e‘ﬁH—f(X) with some B € [0,00) and X € g, where Z := tr(e AH-F(X)),

In this theorem, we assume that the representation F is faithful, i.e., injective. This condition is usually satisfied,
because when we consider a system that has symmetry of G in a physics context, the faithfulness of its representation
is implicitly assumed. This assumption is used to prove that the bilinear form By on g defined as Eq. (S50) is
nondegenerate.

For the case of finite groups, we investigate a finite cyclic group and a dihedral group, and we prove that (G, F)-
completely passive states are only Gibbs ensembles. Although we have not succeeded identifying symmetry-protected
completely passive states for general finite groups, we conjecture that they are also only Gibbs ensembles. The
difficulty of the proof for the general case comes from the fact that the generalization of Proposition S9 to general
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finite groups is quite nontrivial. If we can prove this proposition for general finite groups, we can prove that completely
passive states protected by finite group symmetry are only Gibbs ensembles.

For n > 3, a dihedral group D,, is defined as D,, := {1,t,--- ,t" L r rt,.-- 7t"~1} where 1 is the identity element,
and t and r satisfy t* = 72 = 1 and tr = rt~!'. Note that D,, is a noncommutative finite group. As a physical
example, ¢ and r can be regarded as the translation and inversion operators on a one-dimensional lattice with the
periodic boundary condition.

Theorem S4. Let G be a finite cyclic group or a dihedral group with a unitary representation F acting on H,

H € BY(H) commute with F(G) and be not trivial, and p € BY+(H) satisfy tr(p) = 1. Then, a state p is (G, F)-

completely passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if and only if p can be written as p = 7675[{ with some § € [0,00), where

7 = tr(e PH),

We also consider time-reversal symmetry as an example of symmetry described by an antiunitary operator, and
identify symmetry-protected completely passive states.

Theorem S5. Let H € BY(H) commute with T and be not trivial, and p € BYT(H) satisfy tr(p) = 1. Then, a state
p is T -completely passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if and only if p can be written as p = %e‘ﬁH with some 8 € [0,00),
where Z = tr(e”PH).

S2. PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

In this section, we prove the main theorems presented in Sec. S1 2.

1. Proof of Theorem S1

In order to prove Theorem S1, we prove that Wg r g (p) is given by the sum of Wy, (px) in Proposition S1. The
proof of this proposition shows that the (G, F')-respecting operator U that extracts the maximal work We r 1 (p)

from p can be written as U = >, ) ta(Ir, ® U)\)LT/\ with Uy € U(M,) that extracts the maximal work Wy, (py)
from p) under a Hamiltonian H.

Proposition S1. Let G be a group with a unitary representation F acting on H, H € B (H) commute with F(G)
and p € BT (H). Then, the (G, F)-ergotropy of a state p under a Hamiltonian H is written as

Wa,ru(p) =Y W, (pr), (S14)
ANEAFR

where Ap, Hy and py are respectively defined in Eqs. (S8), (S11) and (S12).

Proof. For any U € Ug,r(H), in the same way as H in Eq. (S11), U can be written as U = Y\, ta(Ir, @ U)\)LI\
with some Uy € U(M), where ¢y is defined in Eq. (S10). Then, we get

W(p, H,U) = tr(p(H — UTHU))

= Y tr(pullr, ® (Hx — ULHAUN)LL)
ANEAFR

= Y tr(hpallr, ® (Hx — UTHAUY)))
AEAFR

Y tran, (pa(Hy — U{H\UY))
ANEAFR

> Wipx, Ha,Un)
AEAFR

> W, (pa), (S15)

AEAFR

IN

where the equality holds if and only if Uy satisfies W (pyx, Hx, Ux) = Wy, (pa) for all A € Ap. Therefore, We p . (p) =
Z)\GAF Wi, (pa)- O
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Theorem S1 immediately follows from Proposition S1. The proof is as follows:

Proof of Theorem S1. By definition, p is (G, F)-passive w.r.t. H, if and only if Wg ru(p) = 0. From Propo-
sition S1, this is equivalent to Wy, (px) = 0 for all A € Ap. This means that py is passive w.r.t. Hy forall A € Ap. O

2. Proof of Theorem S2

In order to prove Theorem S2, we prove that Wy g(p) is the same as Wy g (S1(p)) in Proposition S2.

Proposition S2. Let H € BY(H) commute with T and p € BT (H). Then, Wr u(p) = Wi (St (p)), where St is
defined as Eq. (S13).

Proof. Since for any U € U7 (H),

pT Y (H - UHU)T)*

p(H —UTHU))*

p(H — UTHU))

(p,H,U), (S16)

we get
W(p’ H, U) = %(W(p7 H, U) + W(TpTila H, U)) = W(ST(p)v H, U) < WH(ST(/))) (817)

Since H and S7(p) commute with 7, H and S7(p) can be diagonalized as H = Z?Zl E; [¢;) (¥;| and St(p) =
Z?:1p7;|¢7;> (¢i| with E;,p; € R and |¢;),|¢;) € H that satisfy T |[v;) = |[;), T |éd:) = |¢s). Without loss of
generality, we can suppose that Fq < Fy <.-- < Ej and p; > pa > -+ > pg. Then, the equality in Eq. (S17) holds,
ifU = Z‘j:l [1i) (¢i]. Therefore, Wr g (p) = Wu(St(p)). O

Theorem S2 immediately follows from Proposition S2. The proof is as follows:

Proof of Theorem S2. By definition, p is T-passive w.r.t. H, if and only if Wy g(p) = 0. From Proposi-
tion S2, this is equivalent to Wy (S1(p)) = 0. This means that S7(p) is passive w.r.t. H. O

3. Common part of the proofs of Theorems S3, S4 and S5

In order to make clear the proofs for identifying completely passive states, we show the overall structure of the
proofs in Fig. S1. In Propositions S3 and S4, we illustrate how to construct two kinds of unitary operators by which
positive work is extracted from multiple copies of a state other than the GGE or the Gibbs ensemble.

Proposition S3 shows the construction of a unitary operator by which positive work is extracted from multiple
copies of a state, when there exists an operator that commutes with the Hamiltonian but does not with the density
operator of the state.

Proposition S3. Let p € B (H), M,L € N, P be the projection operator onto a linear subspace of HEM satisfying
[HM) P} = 0, T be the swapping operator on HEM @ HEM | and |Uo),|¥;) € H®L be energy eigenstates with
eigenvalues o, &1 satisfying Ey < E1. For m € N, we define an operator quartet {Ai;}; jefo,1y as

1 : L0 -
Aij = {2[1— (—1)'T|[P@ (I - P)I - <—1>JT1} O W) (W], i, € {0,1}, (s18)
and a mapping O from an operator quartet to an operator as

O({C”}) =1 Z (—1)i_jC’ij. (S].g)

i,5€{0,1}
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Lie group symmetry Finite group symmetry Time-reversal symmetry

Properties of operators

Propositions S5, S6, Lemmas S2-S9 Proposition S9, Lemmas S8, S9 Lemma S9
Proposition S7 Proposition S10 Proposition S12
p satisfies Conditions A1, A2 p satisfies Conditions A1, A2 p satisfies Conditions B1, B2
1 1 1
= — e BH-f(X) = p=—e PH — p=—e PH
=p=e p=-e p=7
Work extraction without a work storage Lemmas S13, S14
I
Propositions S3, S4 3 a projection operator P s.t. [P, H] = 0, [p,P] # 0
or 3 virtual inverse temperatures 8, 8" s.t. B < 0or B # 8’
= 3INeN, U € U(H®V)s.t. [UTHMU,H™] = 0, W (p®",H™,U) > 0
Lemmas S10, S11 Lemmas S10, S12
Proposition S8 Proposition S11 Proposition S13
1 1 1
— e~ BH-f(X) — e BH + —e BH
p# 7 e p+ 7 e p 7 e
= 3N €N, U € Ug pan(H®") = 3N €N, U € U .on(H®Y) = 3N € N,U € U (H®V)
st. [UTHMU,H™] =0, st. [UTHMU,HM™] =0, st. [UTH®M Uy, H®™] =0,
w(p®V,H™,U) > 0 W (p®N,H™,U) > 0 W (p®V,H™M,U) > 0
\ 4 \ 2 \l/
Theorem S3 Theorem S4 Theorem S5
pis (G, F)-CP pis (G, F)-CP pis T-CP
1
&p= %e—ﬁH—f(X) S p= Ee—ﬁH Sp= L o-pn

Work extraction with a work storage

Proposition S17  [UTHU,H]| =0 = WWS(p,H, pw, C(U)) = W(p,H,U)
N Proposition S15, Lemma S17 ¥ Proposition S15, Lemma S17 v Proposition S16, Lemma S18
Theorem S8 Theorem S9 Theorem S10
p is WS-(G, F, pw)-CP pis WS-(G, F, pw)-CP p is WS-(T', pw)-CP
1 1 1
= — e BH-f(X) = —p~BH & p=—e BH
Sp 7 e Sp 7€ p 7 e

FIG. S1. Overall structure of the proofs for identifying completely passive states. CP is an abbreviation for “completely
passive.”
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Then, O({Ai;}) is unitary. In addition, if [p®M, P] # 0, then W (p®2mM+L [EmM+L) O({A;;})) > 0 for some
m € N.

Proof. First, we prove that O({A;;}) is unitary. From Lemma S9, it is sufficient to prove that {A;;} satisfy
AL = Aji, AijAr = 01 Au (520)
for all 4,7, k,1 € {0,1}. For i,j € {0,1}, we define R;; € B(H®*M) as
1 ) )
R;; == 5[[ —(=)'T|[P& (I —P)]I - (-1)7T]. (S21)

Then, A;; = RE™ ® |¥;) (U] Since R, = Ry; and (|¥;) (¥;])} = [0;) (@],

Al = (RL)P™ @ (10,) (W) = RY™ @ [0)) (0] = Ay, (S22)
Since 3[I — (—1)"T] is the antisymmetrizer for i = 0 and the symmetrizer for i = 1,
1 | . 1 _
S = (CUT) LT~ (-1T] = by 51— (1)) (323)
From a property of the swapping operator T,
PRI -P)TPe(I—-P)=[Px({—-P)(I-P)oP)T=0. (S24)

From Egs. (S23) and (S24), for 4, j,k,1 € {0,1},

Rij Ry
=S [[— (TP ® (I = P — (1P TI5[I ~ (~DATI[P @ (T~ P)IT - (-1)'T]
=T~ (C)TIP & (I~ Poll — (-1PTI[P @ (1 - P)IT — (~1)'T]
b5l — (“TIP & (1~ P)IT— (~1)'T]
=0k - (S25)

Since (|%;) (V) (|¥x) (¥1]) = 05k |¥;) (¥], we obtain

Aij A =R @ |03) (U5 ) (R @ [Ur) (V)
=(Rij Rit)®™ @ (13) (U5 (1) (21])
=0k (R"™ @ |¥3) (W)
= jkAil- (826)
Therefore, {A;;} satisfies Eq. (S20). From Lemma S9, O({4;;}) is unitary.
Next, we calculate the extracted work from p®?"M+L by O({A4;;}). We define AE := & — &(> 0). Since
[HM) Pl =0 and [H?M) T = 0, we obtain [H?*M) R;;] =0 and thus
[HEmMHL) A =[HC™M) @ T+ T HY, RE™ @ [¥;) (T,]]
=[HE™D, RE™M @ [Wq) (U] + RE™ @ [HY, [ W;) (5]
=R ® AE(i — 5) |¥;) (¥
=AE(i — j)Aij. (S527)

From Lemma S9,

W(p@QmMJrL’ H(2mM+L)’ O({A”}))
=AE(tr(p®? M AL — tr(p®Pm M Agg))
=AE [(tr(p®*M Rin))™ (U1|p®F [0 1) — (tr(p®* Roo))™ (o[ p®"|Wo)] - (528)
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Suppose that [p®M P] # 0. Then, P # 0 or I, and thus we can take states |a) € supp(P) and |b) € supp(I — P).
From the positive definiteness of p,

(M Ri) =5 tx([P @ (T = P)J(T — (<1 T)pM (I — (~1)T)[P & (I ~ P)

2% {al (o [P ® (I = P)](I = (=1)'T)p®*"(I = (=1)'T)[P & (I — P)]a) b)
=%[<al (bl = (=1)" (¥l {al] p®*[|a) [b) — (=1)" [b) |a)]
>0. (S29)

This allows us to transform Eq. (S28) into the following:
W(p®2mM+L, H(QmM+L), O({A”}))

CAE (P Ry )™ (T 0|0 [1 - (tr(ﬁ@mRm))m <“’0"’®L'%>} |

S30
TP Ry ) (oo ) (830)

Since [p®M, P] # 0,
tr(p®*M Ruy) — tr(p®*M Roo) =tr(p®*"{T[P & (I - P)| + [P @ (I - P)IT})
=2tr(Tp**M [P (I — P)))
=2tx(T[Pp*™ ® (I — P)p*M])
=2te(Pp®M (I — P)p®M)
=tr([p*", P]"[p®", P))
=[[p*", Pllliis
>0, (S31)
where || - |lgs is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, and we used the fact that T satisfies tr[T(; ® Q2)] = tr(2:Q2)
for Q1,Qy € B(H®M). Therefore, 0 < (o™ " Foo) < 1, and thus for sufficiently large m € N,

T (p®2M Ryq)

[/V(p®2mM+L7 H(2mM+L)’ O({Aij})) > 0. O

From Proposition S3, we know that completely passive states commute with the Hamiltonian, i.e., do not have
any coherence in the energy eigenbasis. The notion of virtual temperature introduced in Ref. [41] is useful for the
investigation of work extraction from incoherent states. When the state has a negative virtual inverse temperature or
a pair of different virtual inverse temperatures, Proposition S4 shows the construction of a unitary operator by which
positive work is extracted from multiple copies of a state.

Proposition S4. Let H € BY(H), p € BYH(H), L, L' € N, |Wp), |¥;) € H®E be eigenstates of HE) with different
eigenvalues, and |¥(),|U)) € HOL be eigenstates of HL). Fori=0,1, we define
AS
Ei = (W HP|W,) | AE := & — &, Si = —log((W;] p®F |1,)), AS:=S; — Sy, B:= AE
& = (W HI|W)) | A = &) — &, S} = —log((W}] p®"' |W})), AS":= 8} — S (532)

Let AE satisfy AE > 0. Let AE" and AS' satisfy (I) AE’" > 0 or (II) AE' =0 and AS" > 0. We define O as Eq. (S19)
and an operator quartet {Bij}; je0,1} as
Byj = (|W) (W)™ @ (W) _;) (W) )= (S33)
Then, O({Bi;}) is unitary. In addition, if B < 0 or AS' — BAE' # 0, then W (p@mEt+m' L FmL+m'L) \O({B;;})) >0
for some m,m’ € N.
Proof. Since {B;;} satisfies B;rj = Bj; and B;jBjy = 0By for i,4,k,l € {0,1}, O({B;;}) is unitary from Lemma S9.
Since {B;;} also satisfies
[HEA™ L) By =(m&; + m/E]_,)Bij — (m&; +m/E]_;)Bi

=[m(& — &) +m'(&_; — & _;)]Bij

={mAE(i — j) + m'AE'[(1 — i) — (1 = j)]} By

=(mAE —m/AE) (i — §)Bij, (S34)
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the extracted work from p®@mE+m'L 1y O({Bi;} is given by, from Lemma S9,

W (pEmbAm L g mltmL) O({Bj;}))
=(mAE —m/ A& (tr(p2 4™ Byy) — tr(p® ™ E Byg))

SAgmmasy (<\I/1|”®L|‘I’1>m (Wlp®H |WG) " — (Wo|p®F W)™ (U™ |W1) )
=(mAE —m/AE") (e*mslfmlsé _ efmsrm's;)
_ (mAg _ m/Agl) (emAS*m’AS’ B 1) e*mS17m/S[’). (835)

The condition 8 < 0 or AS’ — BAE’ # 0 can be classified into the following 4 cases:

(i) B <0, (S36)
(ii) B> 0, AS' £ BAE’, AS' <0, (S37)
(iii) B =0, AS" # BAE', AS' >0, (S38)
(iv) B> 0, AS' £ BAE, AS' > 0. (S39)

In the case (i), since AE > 0 and AS < 0, we obtain W (p&mEtm'L’ gimL+m'L) O({B;:})) > 0 for m = 1 and m’ = 0.
In the case (ii), since AE” > 0 and AS’ < 0, we obtain W (p@mEtm'L’ fp(ml+m'L’) O B,;:1)) > 0 for m = 0 and m’ =
1. In the case (iii), since AE > 0, AE’ > 0, AS = 0and AS’ > 0, we obtain W (p@mL+m'L’ [mltm'L) O((B;:1)) > 0

for m,m’ € N satisfying m’ > 0 and > 48 1 the case (iv), since AE > 0 A& >0, AS > 0and AS' > 0, we get
Ag > 0and AS > 0. Since AS’ # BAS’ we obtaln = BAAS; * %AASS = AE Thus we can take m, m’ € N such that
m' > 0 and % is between AA{’;. nd Ag . For such m and m/, W (p®mltm' L' gimLim’L) O({B;:1)) > 0. Therefore, in

all cases satlsfylng B <0orAS' — BAE’ # 0, there exist m, m’ € N such that W(p omLtm LI L) O((By;})) >
0.

Finally, we introduce a state |®(n)) that is useful in the proofs of Theorems S3 and S4. For a Hilbert space R with
dimension 7, we define a totally antisymmetric mapping Ax : R" — R®" as

AR(|¢1> ‘(br . Z Sgn ‘Qba - ® |¢a(r)> ) (840)

GGS

where S, is the symmetric group of degree r. We take an arbitrary orthonormal basis {|¢x;)};2, of Ry and define
D :=[]yea, mr and K :={(X\,j) | A€ Ap,j =1,--- ,my}. We suppose that for any A € Ar, Hy can be diagonalized
as Hy = >0 By [ihag) (] with [1hy;) € My and Ey; € R. Therefore, from Eq. (S11), H can be written as

my

H= Y u|lIr, ®ZEAJ [ng) (] | k- (541)

AEAFR

We take an arbitrary orthonormal basis {|¢x;)}72, of Ry and define |xx) € HEP for k = (\,j) € K as

D

) = [127 (A, () @ hing)®™)] 77 (542)

From Lemma S5, |xj) is independent of the choice of the basis {|¢x;)};2; up to phase factor. For any n = (ny)rex €
NX | we define |<I>( )) € HEDPwo a9

)= Ixw) "™ (S43)

keK

where wo := (1)kex and a-b:= Y, apby for a = (ap)rex,b = (bp)rex € R. Then, from Lemma S6, |®(n)) is a
simultaneous eigenstate of H(P™wo) and F®P™wo (@),
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4. Proof of Theorem S3

In this subsection, we suppose that G is a connected compact matrix Lie group with a faithful unitary representation
F acting on H, and g is the Lie algebra of G with the associated Hermitian representation f. Since F' is faithful, f is
also faithful.

1. Preliminaries on Lie groups

The Levi decomposition states that a connected compact Lie group G is the commuting product of G = NS
(Theorem 4.29 of [48]), where N is the identity component of the center of G, and S is the connected compact
subgroup of G with semisimple Lie algebra i[g, g] := span({i[X,Y] | X,Y € g}). For a connected compact matrix
Lie group, the exponential mapping from its Lie algebra to the Lie group is surjective (Corollary 4.48 of [48]). Thus
el = N and e'* = S, where n and s are respectively the Lie algebras of N and S. This implies that

G = NS = e, (S44)

The representation of a Lie group and its associated representation of the Lie algebra satisfy F (ei(X )) = ef(X) for
all X € g. Therefore, the commutativity with F(G) is equivalent to the commutativity with f(n) and f(s). We will
discuss the properties of n and s.

a. Connected compact Abelian matriz Lie groups. First, we introduce a useful basis of n based on Lemma S1. In
order to prove Lemma S1, we make use of the following fact: If N C GL(n,C) is a connected compact Abelian matrix
Lie group, then N is isomorphic to a torus T of degree a for some a € N (Corollary 1.103 of [48]). T* is defined as
7% :={>7_€%D; | 61, - ,0, € R}, where D; is the a by a matrix such that only the (i,4) element is 1 and all the
other elements are 0. {D;}¢_, is a basis of the Lie algebra t* of T°.

Lemma S1. Let G be a connected compact Lie group with a unitary representation F acting on H, f be the associated
representation of the Lie algebra of G, N be the connected center of G, n be the Lie algebra of N, and F' be irreducibly
decomposed as Eq. (S10). Then, there exists a basis {W;} of n such that for anyi=1,--- a, f(W;) can be written as

fW;) = Z wiriat), (S45)

AEAFR
with w;\ € Z.

Proof. Since N is a connected compact Abelian matrix Lie group, we can take an isomorphism ® : T — N. We
denote the derivative of ® at the identity by ¢ : t* — n. Then ¢ is a Lie algebra isomorphism. For any ¢ = 1,--- ,a,
we define W; := ¢(D;). Let fx be the representation associated with F\. Then, in the same way as F in Eq. (S10),
f can be written as

F= u(fr®Lu)h (S46)

AEAFR
Since W; € n, f(W;) commutes with Fy(G). From Schur’s lemma, f)(W;) can be written as
f,\(Wz) = U)Z',\IRA (847)

with some w;y € R. From Eqs. (S46) and (S47),

fw;) = Z i (wirIr, ®IMA)L; = Z wi)\L,\LJ;. (S48)
AEAFR AEAFR
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Therefore, we get

Z ei27er L)\L; :ei27rf(Wi)
ANEAFR
:eiQWf(¢(Di))

—F (€i2ﬂ¢7(D,;))
—F (@ ()
=F (®(1))

= Z L,\L;. (S49)

By comparing the both sides of this equasion, we get €™ = 1. This implies that w;y € Z. O

b. Semisimple Lie algebras. Next, we introduce properties of semisimple Lie algebra s and define an operator
C € B(H®?) that commutes with f(?)(s). We define a symmetric bilinear form B; on s as

BH(V.V') == te(f(V)F(V')), V.V €. (S50)

If we take arbitrary V' € s that satisfies B¢(V,V’) = 0 for all V' € s, then we obtain Bf(V,V) = 0 and thus f(V) = 0.
From the faithfulness of f, we get V' = 0. This implies that By is nondegenerate. Therefore, for any basis {Vi}b_, of
s, there exists the By-dual basis {V}Y_,, which satisfies By(V;, V7) = §;; for all i,j =1,--- ,b.

Lemma S2. Lets be a semisimple Lie algebra with a faithful Hermitian representation f acting on H, {V;}2_; be a
basis of 5, and {V}°_, be the By-dual basis. We define an operator C € B(H®?) as

b

C=) fVi)ef(V). (851)

i=1
Then, C' is independent of the choice of basis of s and commutes with £ (s).

Proof. The Casimir operator of the representation f is defined as

b
Cpi=D_ VIV, (S52)

From Lemma 3.3.7 of [49], C is independent of the choice of the basis and commutes with f(s) . Since

IFNOEINS Zf Zvaj,vv ® f(V')

—wa ®f<ZBfm,v v)

1=1

-SSHV8 T, (853)

Jj=1

C can be written as C' = %(Cf@) — 0}2)) with Casimir operators C'y and Cj). Therefore, C is independent of the
choice of the basis and commutes with f(2)(s). O

Proposition S5 shows the condition of ¢ € BY(#) such that £¢) commutes with C. Along with Proposition S3, this
fact plays an important role in the proof of Proposition S6.

Proposition S5. Let s be a semisimple Lie algebra with a faithful Hermitian representation f acting on H, and
¢ € BY(H) satisfy [€P),C] = 0, where C is defined by Eq. (S51). Then, there exists XS € s such that & — f(X5)
commutes with f(s).
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Proof. We introduce the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product (A4, B)ys := tr(ATB) on B(H) and define P as the projection
from B(H) onto f(s). We take X° € s satisfying P(¢) = f(X°) and define 1 := ¢ — f(X®). Then, tr(nf(V)) = 0 for
all V € s. Therefore, for any V € s,

b
try, (@, ClPV) @ 1) =Yt (e T+ Ton, f(Vi) @ f(VI(F(V)© 1))

=1

b
= Z(tr([n, FOFVNFV) + e (F VA LV I, f(V))
—Ztr (nf(Vi, V) F(V

na (Z Bf Vvla V >

where H; is the Hilbert space of the first copy of the system. On the other hand, from the commutativity of
¢ with C and Lemma S2, [n®,C] = [¢®),C] — [f?(X9),0] = 0. By substituting this into Eq. (S54), we get
Lemma S3 states that the trace of the representation of every element of a semisimple Lie algebra is 0. This

property allows us to ignore the symmetry constraints described by S when we deal with Abelian Lie group N in the
proof of Proposition S7.

Lemma S3. Let 5 be a semisimple Lie algebra with a representation f acting on a Hilbert space R. Then, for any
Ves, tr(f(V)) =0.

Proof. We define i[s, s] := span({i[X, Y] | X, Y € s}). From Corollary 2.5.9 of [49], i[s, 5] = 5. Therefore, for any V € s,

V' can be written as V' = ). ic;[X;,Y;] with ¢; € R and X;,Y; € 5, and thus tr(f(V)) = Do icitr([f(Xy), f(Y3)]) =
0. O

2. Derivation of the generalized Gibbs ensemble

In order to prove Theorem S3, we consider the following two conditions about a state p.
Al p®M commutes with Q, for any M € N and Q € BY(H®M) that commutes with F®M(G) and HM),

A2 There exists 3 € [0,00) that satisfies the following: —log((¥|p®L [ W))) + log((¥)|p®L |Wh)) = (W) |HED W) —
(WL HED|WL)) holds, for any L' € N and any pair of simultaneous eigenstates |W5), [¥) € HEL" of FOL'(G) and
HED with (Wh|FEL ()| W) = (W4 FEL (9)| W) for all g € G.

In Proposition S8, we prove that symmetry-protected completely passive states satisfy these two conditions. We
deal with Condition A1 in Proposition S6 and Condition A2 in Proposition S7, and then finally derive the generalized
Gibbs ensemble. In order to make clear the meaning of Condition A2, we consider all pairs of simultaneous eigenstates
|WL), |¥1) of FEL'(@G) that have the same eigenvalue for each g € G. Then, Condition A2 means that any such pair of
states have a common positive virtual temperature. The state |®(n)) defined as Eq. (S43) is useful for the construction
of the simultaneous eigenstate |¥}).

In Proposition S6, we consider Condition Al in the case where M = 2 and Q is C defined as Eq. (S51), and prove
that if a state p satifies Condition A1, p can be written as the product of the exponential of the representation of some
element of the semisimple Lie subalgebra s and an operator that commutes with F(G). When the symmetry group
G is a finite cyclic group or a dihedral group, Proposition S9 holds instead of Proposition S6. This is the difference
between the cases of Lie group symmetry and finite group symmetry.

Proposition S6. Let G be a connected compact Lie group with a faithful unitary representation F acting on H, g
be the Lie algebra of G with the associated representation f, H € B(H) commute with F(G) and p € Bt (H). If p
satisfies Condition A1, then p can be written as

p= e f(X%) 1 (S55)

with some XS € s and 7 € BT+ (H) that commutes with F(G), where s is the Lie algebra of the Lie group S defined
in Eq. (S44).
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Proof. Suppose that p € BT (H) satisfies Condition Al. From Lemma S2, C defined as Eq. (S51) commutes with
f@)(s). Since all elements of n commute with s, C' also commutes with f(®)(n). From Eq. (S44), we obtain F®?(G) =
F2(eingis) = ¢if P (W eif () and thus C commutes with F®2(G). Since H commutes with f(s), C also commutes
with H(?). Since [C, F®2(G)] = [C, H?)] = 0 and p satisfies Condition A1, p®? commutes with C. Since p is positive
definite, we can define ¢ := —log(p) and ¢() commutes with C. From Proposition S5, there exists X® € s such that
n =& — f(X®) commutes with f(s). Since [f(n), F(G)] = [f(n), H] = 0 and p satisfies Condition A1, p commutes
with f(n) and thus ¢ commutes with f(n). Moreover, since [f(X9), f(n)] = f([X5,n]) = 0,  commutes with f(n).
From Eq. (S44), we obtain F(G) = F(e"e'®) = el/(Meif(8) and thus 7 commutes with F(G). Then, 7 := ¢ is a
positive definite operator and commutes with F(G), and p can be written as p = e™¢ = e F (XD =1 = =X =
e FX% 7, O

Proposition S7 states that if a state p satisfies Conditions A1l and A2, p is the GGE at positive temperature.

Proposition S7. Let G be a connected compact Lie group with a faithful unitary representation F acting on H, g
be the Lie algebra of G with the associated representation f, H € B(H) commute with F(G), and p € BT (H) satisfy
tr(p) = 1. If p satisfies Conditions A1 and A2, p can be written as p = %efﬁH’f(X) with some 8 € [0,00) and X € g,

where Z := tr(e”APH=F(X)),
Proof. Suppose that p satisfies Conditions A1 and A2. From Proposition S6, p can be written as

p— e X, (S56)
with some X° € 5 and 7 € BY*(H) that commutes with F(G). Since 7 commutes with F(G), in the same way as H in
Eq. (S11), 7 can be written as 7 = Z)\GAF (IR, ®7>\)L§ with some 7\, € BT T(M,). For A€ Ap and j =1, - ,my,
we define IIy; := ix(I ® |y;) (z/)Aj|)L;, where [¢),;) is defined in Eq. (S41). Since [IL;, F(G)] = [II;, H] = 0 and p
satisfies Condition A1, p commutes with ITy;. Moreover, since [f(X®),TIx;] = 0, Y-y c . ta(Jr, ®@ [T, [¥5) (a1 =

[7,10);] = [e—f(xs)p7 IT;] = 0 and thus 7y can be diagonalized as 7y = > pa; [¥x;) (| with some py; € (0,1].
Therefore, 7 can be written as

mx
7= o | Iry @D pag o) (Ul | e (S57)

AEAFR 7j=1
Take arbitrary ny = (n{,)kex,n) = (n),)kex € N satisfying nj) - w; = n - w; for all i = 0,--- ,a, where K,
wo and w; for i = 1,--- ,a are defined as K := {(\,7) | A € Ap,j = 1,--- ,my}, wo := (Dger, w; := (Wik)kek,

w, = wiy for k = (\,j) € K, and w;y is defined in Lemma S1 for i = 1,---,a. We define |¥}),|¥)) € HOL as
|l) := |®(nl)) with |®(n)) defined as Eq. (S43), where L’ := Dn{ - wg = Dn} - wq. Forany i =1,--- ;a and V € s,
FEY W), FE)N V), and HE) can be regarded as Q in Eq. (S122) in the case where ¢, = fa(W;), G = fr(V) and
Ck = ExjIr, respectively, where W; is defined in Lemma S1 and E}; is defined in Eq. (S41). From Lemma S6, |¥]) is
a simultaneous eigenstate of f(&)(W;), f&) (V) and HZ). For any k = (\,j) € K, u in Eq. (S123) corresponding
to these three cases is given by

up = %tr(f/\(Wi)) = %tr(wiﬂm) = Wix = Wik, (S58)
= -t A(V)) =0, (859)
up = %tr(EAjIRA) = By, (860)
where we used Lemma S3 in Eq. (S59). Therefore, we obtain
FEN W) [W)) = Dnj - w; [07) (S61)
W) ) =0, (862)
HE) W) = Dnj - E|9)), (S63)
where E := (Ey)rex and Ey := Ey; for k = (\,j) € K. For any g € G, from Eq. (S51), g can be written as
g= ei(E?:1 i WitV) with some oy, -+, € Rand V € s, and thus

FOL (g) = FOL (ei(z:-;laiwiw)) _ J(Z e wor O w) (S64)
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From Eqgs. (S61), (S62) and (S64),

F2F (g) W) = ¢ i caPrinws ). (S65)

Since n)) - w; = n - w; for all i = 1,--- ,a, |¥)) and |¥}) are eigenstates of F®'(g) with the same eigenvalue. Since
p satisfies Condition A2, there exists 8 € [0, 00) such that

—log((W}p™" [W1)) + log((Wpp™" [W5)) = SO, [HED W) — (WG| HED |wp)). (S66)

T can be regarded as Q in Eq. (S122) in the case where (; = piIr, for all k € K, where py := py; for k = (), j) € K.
From Lemma S6, for [ = 0,1, |¥}) is an eigenstate of 7®L" and the eigenvalue is given by

’ n! LD T D n!
(¥ 1wp) = [ (detlpetr, )™ = T @)™ = [ p™" (S67)

keK keK keK

From Eqgs. (S62) and (S67), for [ = 0,1,

/ _ S ’ _ (L xS ’ Dn;
(Wilp®H | W)) = (Wi|(e 7D W) = (w72 ) = TT p " (S68)
keK
Therefore,
—10g(( ]| [W1)) = = 3 log (") = > Diu(~log(pr)) = Drj - s, (869)
kEK keK
where s := (sp)kek, Sk := Sxj and sy; := —log(py;). By substituting Eqgs. (S63) and (S69) into Eq. (S66), we get
Dng-s—Dn)-s=p(Dny-E— Dn)-E). (S70)
This implies that n)), - ¢ = n/ - t, where t := s — SE. Since this holds for any n}, n} € N¥ satisfying n} - w; = n} - w;
for all i = 0,--- ,a, t can be written as ¢ = > %, p;w; with some pg,--- , ftq € R from Lemma S4. Then, for any
A€Apand j=1,---,my, we obtain sy; — BE\; = po + 2?21 wiw;x. Therefore, we obtain

—log(r) = BH = 3 Y (sxj — BEx)iaIr, ® [1hag) (as])eh

AEAF j=1
_y (WZMQ (Ir © o) Wl
AEAF j=1
a mx
= (Mo + ZM‘M‘A) o | IRy @ ) 1) (gl | o)
AEAp i=1 =1
= Z (Ho + mea) L,\LTA
AEAFR =1
=Ho Z prZ (/sz Z wmtxg)
AEAFR ANEAFR
=pol + me(w
=1
=pol + f(X©), (S71)
where X© := "% | 4;W;. This implies that
p = e XN = FXS) mpo—pH—f(X©) _ L —pr—pox) (S72)
eHo

where X := X© + X5 € g. Since tr(p) = 1, we obtain e* = tr(e ##=F(X)) = Z and thus p = e AH-f(X), O
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Proposition S8 states that we can extract positive work from multiple copies of a state other than the GGE by some
symmetry-respecting operation. From Proposition S7, if a state is not the GGE, Conditions Al and A2 cannot be
simultaneously satisfied for the state. From Propositions S3 and S4, for some N € N, we can construct a symmetry-
respecting operator U that extracts positive work from N copies of such a state. We also prove in Proposition S8
that U satisfies [UTH(N)U, H(N)] = 0. This property is used in Theorem S8, which adopts a setup with a quantum
work storage.

Proposition S8. Let G be a connected compact Lie group with a faithful unitary representation F acting on H,
g be the Lie algebra of G with the associated representation f, H € B(H) commute with F(G) and be not (G, F)-
trivial, and p € BYT(H) satisfy tr(p) = 1. If p cannot be written as p = %(fﬁH*f(X) with € [0,00), X € g
and Z := tr(e PH=FX)) | then there exist N € N and U € Ug pan (H®N) that satisfy [UTHNU,H™M] = 0 and
W(p®N, HMN U) > 0.

Proof. Suppose that p cannot be written as p = %e_ﬁH_f(X) with 8 € [0,00), X € g, Z := tr(e”#H=/(X)) From
Proposition S7, Conditions Al and A2 cannot be simultaneously satisfied for p. First, we consider the case where
p does not satisfy Condition Al. Since H is not (G, F)-trivial, from Lemma S7, we can take L € N and a pair of
simultaneous eigenstates |¥g) , W) € HEL of FOL(G) and H*) such that the eigenvalues satisfy

Vg € G (Wo|F¥L(g)[Wo) = (W1 |FEF ()| W), (Wo|H |[Wo) # (U1 |HD)|Ty). (S73)

We define A€ as Eq. (S32). Without loss of generality, we can suppose that AE > 0. Since p does not satisfy Condi-
tion A1, we can take M € N and Q € BY(H®M) such that [Q, F®M(G)] = [Q, HM)] = 0 but [p®M,Q] # 0. Let the
spectral decomposition of Q be Q = >~ wP,,, where w is an eigenvalue of Q and P, is the projection operator onto the
eigenspace of w. Then, there exists some P,, such that [P, F*M(G)] = [P,, HM)] = 0 but [p®™, P,] # 0. For m € N
and i, j € {0,1}, we define A;; := {[I—(—1)"T|[P,®(I—P,)][I—(-1)'T]}®*"®|¥;) (¥,|, where T is the swapping oper-
ator on H®M @ H®M | From Proposition S3, O({A;;}) € U(H®?M+L) and W (p®2mM+L gEmM+L) O({A;;})) > 0
for some m € N. Since P, T and |¥;) (¥;| respectively commute with FEM(G), FO?M(G) and FOL(G), A;j
commutes with F®?mMTL(G) and thus O({A;;}) € Ug poemaric (HE?™MFL) In the same way as Eq. (S27),
[H(QmMJrL),Aij] = Ag(l - ])AU Therefore, from Lemma 897 [O({A”})TH@mMJrL)O({A”}),H(QmIVIJrL)] =0.
Next, we consider the case where p does not satisfy Condition A2. We define 8 as Eq. (S32). Then, 8 < 0
or the following is satisfied: there exist L' € N and a pair of simultaneous eigenstates |¥}),|¥)) € HEL of
FOL(GQ) and HE) such that (U)|FOL (g)|®)) = (W) |FOL (g)|¥)) for all g € G and AS’ # BAE', where AE’
and AS’ are defined as Eq. (S32). Equivalently, we can take L’ € N and a pair of simultaneous eigenstates
(L), ) € HEE of FEL(GQ) and HE) such that (i) (UH|FEL (9)|W)) = (W) |FL (9)|W)) for all g € G and
(ii) B < 0 or AS” # BAE’'. By noting that the condition AS’ # BAE’ is invariant under the exchange of |¥()
and |¥)), we can suppose that (I) AE" > 0 or (II) AE’ = 0 and AS” > 0 by exchanging |¥() and |¥}) if neces-
sary. For m,m’ € N and i,j € {0,1}, we define B;; := (|¥;) (¥;)®™ @ (|¥]_,) <\If’1_j|)®m/. From Proposition S4,
O({Bi;}) € UHEMLAMLY) and W (p@mEtm' L fml+m'L) O({B;:})) > 0 for some m,m’ € N. Since |¥;) (]
and |W]_,) (U} _| respectively commute with F®L(G) and FEY'(G), B;; commutes with FEmL+m'L(G) and thus
O({Bij}) € Ug pompsm (HE™LF™LY) I the same way as Eq. (834), [HmL+™'L) B) = (mAE — m/AE')By;.
Therefore, from Lemma S9, [O({Bi; })TH™ LA™ L) O({B;;}), HmL+m'L)] = . O

We are now ready to prove Theorem S3. Proposition S8 shows that (G, F)-completely passive states are GGEs.
We can easily prove the converse by an argument based on Ref. [44]. The proof of Theorem S3 is as follows:

Proof of Theorem S3. First, suppose that p cannot be written as p = %G’BH*JC(X) with 8 € [0,00),
X € g, and Z = tr(e”PH#=F/(X)). From Proposition S8, there exist N € N and U € Ug pon (HEN) such that
W (p®N, HW™) U) > 0. This implies that p is not (G, F)-completely passive w.r.t. H.

Next, we show the converse. Suppose that p can be written as p = %e—ﬂH—f(X) with some 8 € [0,00), X € g,
Z = tr(e PH-1(X)). Take arbitrary N € N and U € Ug pen (H®Y). In the case of f = 0, U does not change the
state p®" and thus the extracted work is 0. In the case of 5 > 0, the extracted work satisfies

W, H,0) =~ SN U57) < 0 (74)

where S(-||-) is the quantum relative entropy and we used its positivity. This implies that p is (G, F')-completely
passive w.r.t. H. O
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5. Proof of Theorem S4

In this subsection, we suppose that G is a finite cyclic group or a dihedral group. Conditions A1l and A2 are also
useful for the proof of Theorem S4. The structure of the proof of Theorem S4 is parallel to that of Theorem S3. In
fact, we prove in Proposition S11 that (G, F')-completely passive states satisfy Conditions Al and A2. We deal with
Condition Al in Proposition S9 and Condition A2 in Proposition S10, and then derive the Gibbs ensemble. However,
the details of the proofs are different, because there do not exist the counterparts of Lie algebras or Casimir operators
in finite groups. Instead, we make use of the finiteness of G.

Proposition S9 states that if a state p satisfies Condition Al, p commutes with F'(G). This corresponds to Propo-
sition S6 in the case of Lie group symmetry. The proof is straightforward in the case of a finite cyclic group, but it
is complicated in the case of a dihedral group due to its noncommutativity. We construct several operators that play
the role of € in Condition A1 with the projection operators onto the eigenspaces of a symmetry operator.

Proposition S9. Let G be a finite cyclic group or a dihedral group with a unitary representation F acting on H, and
H € BY(H) commute with F(G). If p € BT (H) satisfies Condition A1, p commutes with F(G).

Proof. Suppose that p satisfies Condition Al. In the case where G is a finite cyclic group, for any g € G, F(g)
commutes with F/(G) and H. Since p satisfies Condition Al, [p, F(g)] = 0 for all g € G, i.e., p commutes with F(G).

We consider the case where G is a dihedral group. Let the dihedral group be written as D, =
{1,t,--- ,t" L e rt, - rt" "1} with ¢ and r satisfying t" = 72 = 1 and tr = rt~1. Since every element of D, is
generated by ¢ and r, it is sufficient to prove that [p, F(t)] = 0 and [p, F(r)] = 0 in order to prove that p commutes
with F'(G). First, we prove that [p, F(t)] = 0. Since F(t)" = F(t") = F(1) = I, every eigenvalue z of F(t) satisfies
2™ = 1. We define II, as the projection operator onto the eigenspace of z. Then, the spectral decomposition of F'(t)
is written as F'(t) = ,.,._, 211, and thus

F(r)IF(t)F(r)= > zF(r)'ILF(r). (S75)
z:iznh=1
On the other hand, since r—'tr = t~!, we get
FIFWF(r)=Fr'tr)=Ft ) =Ft) = > 2= Y 2. (S76)
ziz"=1 ziz=1
By comparing Egs. (S75) and (S76), we get
F(r)TLF(r) = IL.-. (S77)

If z = 2*, Eq. (S77) implies that [IL,, F(r)] = 0. Since II, also commutes with F(¢), II, commutes with F(G). Since
F(t) commutes with H, IT, commutes with H. Since p satisfies Condition Al, [p,II,] = 0. If z # z*, from Eq. (S77),

FO2 ()1 (2% + TE2) FP2(r) = TS24 1192 (S78)

and thus [[122 4+ 1192 F®2(r)] = 0. Since %2 4 TI1%? also commutes with F®2(t), TI®2 4 T%? commutes with
F®2(G). Since IT, and II,- commute with H, TT%? + II%? commutes with H®). Since p satisfies Condition A1,
[p®2, 192 + T19?] = 0. Therefore, we get

tr(pIL:)[p, IL:] = tra, ([p%%, 22 + IE2)(IL. @ 1)) = 0, (S79)

where H; is the Hilbert space of the first copy of the system. If tr(pIl,) # 0, then [p,II.] = 0. If tr(pIl,) = 0, then
Hp%HZH%{S = tr(pIl,) = 0. Thus we get pIl, = p2 - p2II, = 0 and IL.p = (pII,)* = 0. In both cases, we obtain
[p,II.] = 0. Here we have proved that for any eigenvalue z of F(t), [p,II,] = 0. This implies that [p, F(t)] = 0.

Next, we prove that [p, F(r)] = 0. If z = z*, since [II,, F(r)] = 0, II, F(r) commutes with F(r). Since [II,, F(r)] =0
and F()II, =11, F(t) = II., we get

ILE(r)F(t)=F(r)IL,F(t) = F(r)Il, =11,F(r) = F(O)IL,F(r). (S80)

This implies that [II,F(r), F(t)] = 0, and thus II, F(r) commutes with F'(G). Since II, and F(r) commute with H,
I, F(r) commutes with H. Since p satisfies Condition Al, [p,II,F(r)] = 0. Since p commutes with II,, this implies
that I, [p, F(r)] = 0. If z # z*, in the same way as Eq. (S78), we obtain [II, +II.«, F(r)] = 0 and thus (II, + I« ) F(r)
commutes with F(r). Since [II, + I+, F(r)] = 0 and F(¢)(I1, + II,~) = (II, + II,»)F(t) = II, 4 II,~, we can prove
that (IT, + IT,-)F(r) commutes with F(¢) in the same way as Eq. (S80), and thus (II, + I« )F(r) commutes with
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F(G). Since 1, I« and F(r) commute with H, (TII, + I« )F(r) commutes with H. Since p satisfies Condition A1,
[p, (I1, + I« )F(r)] = 0. Since p also commutes with II, and II,-, we get

IL[p, F(r)] = ILAL + IL+)[p, F(r)] = IL:[p, (I, + IL.+ ) F(r)] = 0. (S81)
Here we have proved that for any eigenvalue z of F(t), IL.[p, F(r)] = 0. This implies that [p, F(r)] =
> oneq IL[p, F(r)] = 0. Since p commutes with F(¢) and F(r), p commutes with F(G). O

Proposition S10 states that if a state p satisfies Conditions A1l and A2, p is the Gibbs ensemble at positive
temperature. This corresponds to Proposition S7 in the case of Lie group symmetry. In the proof of Proposition S10,
we use the finiteness of G instead of the properties of Lie algebras. Note that if we can prove Proposition S9 for
general finite groups, we can also prove Proposition S10 for general finite groups in the same manner as the proof
below.

Proposition S10. Let G be a finite cyclic group or a dihedral group with a unitary representation F acting on H,
H € BY(H) commute with F(G), and p € BT+ (H) satisfy tr(p) = 1. If p satisfies Conditions A1 and A2, then p can
be written as p = Le P with some B € [0,00), where Z := tr(e PH).

Proof. Suppose that p satisfies Conditions Al and A2. From Proposition S9, p commutes with F(G). In the same
way as H in Eq. (S11), p can be written as p = >\ .1 ta(Ir, @ T,\)Lf\ with some 1), € BTT(M,). In the same way
as Proposition S7, 7, can be diagonalized as 7\ = Z;’Ql Daj [¥x;) (Y] with some py; € (0,1], where |1y;) is defined
in Eq. (S41). Therefore, p can be written as

mx
p= | Tra ® Y pajlon) (U] | b (S82)
AEAFR j=1

Take arbitrary nj = (n{, )ker,n) = (0}, )kerx € N¥ satisfying nj - wo = n - wg, where K := {(\,5) | A € Ap,j =
1,---,my} and wo := (1)rex. We define |¥}) | |4) € HOL by |W)) := |®(|G|n})) with |®(n)) defined by Eq. (S43),
where L' := |G|Dn{ - wo = |G|Dn)| - wy. For any g € G, F(g) can be regarded as Q in Eq. (S122) in the case where
Cr = FA(g). From Lemma S6, |W}) is an eigenstate of FEX' (g) with the eigenvalue

T (det(Fa(9))) "5 = TT (det(Fa(g!¥)) ™ = T (det(Fr(1)"* 7 = [ (det(I))"* > =1.  (S83)

keK keK keK keK
In the same way as Eq. (S63), we obtain
H") |v)) = |G|Dn; - E|¥)), (S84)

where E := (Ey)rek, Er := Eyj for k = (), j) € K, and E); is defined in Eq. (S41). Since p satisfies Condition A2,
there exists 8 € [0, 00) such that

—log((W}]p™" [W})) + log((Wp|p™" [W5)) = BU(W, |HED|WY) — (W] HED |wp)). (S85)

In the same way as Egs. (S67) and (S69), we get

4 G|Dn;
(|2 [wg) = T i7" (S86)
keK
— log((W}|p®"'|W})) = D|Glnj - s, (S87)
where py, := pyj, § = (Sk)rek, Sk = Sxj, and sy; := —log(py;). By substituting Egs. (S84) and (S87) into Eq. (S85),
we get
|G|Dny, - s — |G|Dn, - s = B(|G|Dny, - E — |G|Dn| - E). (S88)

This implies that n{ -t = n} -t, where t := s — BE. Since this holds for any n), n} € N¥ satisfying n{,-wy = n} - wy,
from Lemma S4, ¢t can be written as t = pwy with some p € R. Then, for any A € Ap and j = 1,--- ,m), we obtain
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sxj — BEx; = p. Therefore, we get

—log(p) = BH = D> > (sx; — BEx)a(Iry ® [thag) ()]

A€EAF j=1

mx
=U Z i | Ir, ®Z W})\j> <¢/\j‘ L;
Jj=1

AEAFR
Y
AEAFR
=pl. (S89)
This implies that
1
p=e MPH — e—ue_ﬁH. (S90)
Since tr(p) = 1, we obtain e# = tr(e ##) = Z and thus p = Le #H. O

Proposition S11 states that we can extract positive work from multiple copies of a state other than the Gibbs
ensemble by some operation that respects symmetry described by a finite cyclic group or a dihedral group. The proof
is parallel to that of Proposition S8, except that |¥;) exists for a Hamiltonian that is not trivial.

Proposition S11. Let G be a finite cyclic group or a dihedral group with a unitary representation F acting on H, H €
BY(H) commute with F(G) and be not trivial, and p € BT (M) satisfy tr(p) = 1. If p cannot be written as p = e~ P

with B € [0,00) and Z := tr(e PH), there exist N € N and U € Ug pen (HBN) that satisfy [UTHMN U, HNV)] = 0 and
W(p®N, HMN U) > 0.

Proof. Since H is not trivial, from Lemma S8, we can take L € N and a pair of simultaneous eigenstates |¥y) , |¥;) €
HOL of FPL(G) and HP) that satisfies Eq. (S73). Suppose that p cannot be written as p = e #H# with 8 € [0, 00)
and Z := tr(e ). From Proposition S10, Conditions Al and A2 cannot be simultaneously satisfied for p. We
can construct a symmetry-respecting unitary operator U € Ug pen (H®N) that satisfy [UTH™MU, HN)] = 0 and
W (p®N, HWN) U) > 0 for some N € N in the same way as in Proposition S8. O

We prove Theorem S4 from Proposition S11. It is obvious that we cannot extract positive work from the Gibbs
ensemble by any symmetry-respecting operations.

Proof of Theorem S/. First, suppose that p cannot be written as p = %e*'@H with 3 € [0,00) and Z := tr(e #H).
From Proposition S11, there exist N € N and U € Ug, pen (H®N) such that W (p®N, H™) ) > 0. This implies that
p is not (G, F')-completely passive w.r.t. H.

Next, suppose that p can be written as p = %e‘ﬁH with some 8 € [0,00). Then, p is completely passive in the
ordinary sense. Thus for any N € N, Wy (p®V) = 0. Since Ug pon (HEN) CUHEN), we get

WG’FM’H(N)(p@N) " veu Hga]\)r((H®N)W(p®N7H(N)7U)
G,F

< max  W(pPN, HWN U)

T UEU(HBN)

=Wgw) (P®N)

=0. (S91)
This implies that p is (G, F)-completely passive w.r.t. H. |

6. Proof of Theorem S5

We can prove Theorem S5 almost in parallel to the case of G = {1} in Theorem S3. In order to prove Theorem S5,
we introduce the following two conditions instead of Conditions A1l and A2.
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Bl p commutes with €2, for any Q € BY(H) that commutes with 7 and H.

B2 There exists § € [0,00) that satisfies the following: — log((¥}[p®L'|W})) + log((¥)|p®L |¥})) = (W4 |HE)|W)) —
(W4 HED|WE)) holds, for any L' € N and any pair of simultaneous eigenstates |¥)),|0}) € H®L" of H) with
T|W3) = [93).

Proposition S12 states that if a state p satisfies Conditions B1 and B2, p is the Gibbs ensemble at positive temper-

ature. This corresponds to Propositions S6 and S7 in the case of Lie group symmetry.

Proposition S12. Let H € BY(H) commute with T and p € BYH(H) satisfy tr(p) = 1. If p satisfies Conditions B1
and B2, p can be written as p = +e~ P with some B3 € [0,00), where Z := tr(e=PH).

Proof. Suppose that p satisfies Conditions B1 and B2. Since H commutes with 7, H can be diagonalized as

d
H =Y E;l;) (Wl (592)

j=1

with some E; € R and |¢;) € H satisfying T |¢;) = |[¢;). Since |¢;) (¢;] commutes with 7 and H, from Condition B1,
p commutes with |¢;) (¢;]. Thus p can be diagonalized as p = 2?21 pj [¥;) (¥;| with some p; € (0,1).

Take arbitrary nf = (ng;)9_,,n} = (n};)4_, € N* satisfying nf - wo = nj - wo, where wo := (1)4_,. We define
[Wo) , [w5) € HOY by
d !
W7) == ) ;)" (S93)
j=1
where L’ := n{, - wg = n} - wy. Then |¥}) satisfies
T = w), (394)
HUED W) =n - B|V), (895)
where E := (E;)%_,. Since p satisfies Condition B2, there exists 3 € [0, 00) such that
—log((W}[p®" | 1)) +log((Wy|p®" [W)) = BU(WLHE)|WY) — (Wo | HE)| ). (596)
From Eq. (S93),
d d
—log((}[p®*'|w})) = ~log | [T (wslol)" Zlog( V) =Yl loglp) = mies,  (S97)
j=1 j=1
where s := (s;)%_, and s; := —log(p;). By substituting Eqs. (S95) and (S97) into Eq. (S96), we get
ny-s—nj-s=p(ny - E—n} E). (S98)

This implies that n)) -t = n) - t, where ¢t := s — SE. Since this holds for all n), n} € N? satisfying nj, - wy = n/} - wy,
t can be written as t = pwy with some 1 € R from Lemma S4. Then, for any j =1,--- ,d, we obtain s; — BE; = p.
Therefore, we get

d

—log(p) — BH =Y _(s; — BE;) |v;) %\—Zul% (5] = pl. (S99)

i=1 i=1

This implies that

1
_ —pI-BH _ —BH
p=e = . (S100)

Since tr(p) = 1, we obtain e = tr(e #) = Z and thus p = Le 7. O
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Proposition S13 states that we can extract positive work from multiple copies of a state other than the Gibbs
ensemble by some time-reversal symmetry-respecting operation. The proof is parallel to that of Proposition S8 except
for the construction of |¥;).

Proposition S13. Let H € BY(H) commute with T and be not trivial, and p € BT (H) satisfy tr(p) = 1. If p
cannot be written as p = +e PH with B € [0,00) and Z := tr(e PH), there exist N € N and U € Ur(H®N) that

satisfy [UTHMNU, HN)] =0 and W (p2N, HN) U) > 0.

Proof. Let H be diagonalized as Eq. (S92). Since H is not trivial, we can take jo, j1 € {1,--- ,d} satisfying E;, < Ej,.
We define [¥q), V1) € H as |U;) := |¢;,). Then, |¥;) satisfies T |¥;) = |¥;) and H |¥;) = E;, |¥;). Suppose that p
cannot be written as p = Le " with 8 € [0,00) and Z := tr(e”##). From Proposition S12, Conditions B1 and B2
cannot be simultaneously satisfied for p. We can construct a symmetry-respecting unitary operator U € Uz (H®N) that
satisfies [UTHMU, HMN] = 0 and W (p®N, H™ U) > 0 for some N € N in the same way as in Proposition S8. [

We prove Theorem S5 from Proposition S13.

Proof of Theorem S5. First, suppose that p cannot be written as p = %e‘ﬂH with 3 € [0,00) and Z := tr(e #H).
From Proposition S13, there exist N € N and U € U (H®Y) such that W (p®N, H™N) U) > 0. This implies that p is
not T-completely passive w.r.t. H.

Next, suppose that p can be written as p = %e‘ﬁH with some 8 € [0,00). Then p is completely passive in the
ordinary sense. Thus for any N € N, Wy, (p®V) = 0. Since U (HEN) CU(HEN), we get

W ®N — W ®N’ H(N), U
T (7)) = max Wip )
< max W(,0®N,H(N)7 U)
UcU(HEN)
=W (p*7)
=0. (S101)
This implies that p is T-completely passive w.r.t. H. O

S3. SETUP WITH A QUANTUM WORK STORAGE

In this section, we consider a setup that explicitly includes a quantum work storage. We adopt as a work storage
a system whose Hamiltonian is the position operator x for convenience (see also Sec. III of the main text [S1]). Such
a work storage is introduced in Ref. [38]. We call this setup the WS setup in the rest of this paper. We define
symmetry-protected (complete) passivity in the WS setup and prove Theorems S6 to S10, which are the counterparts
of Theorems S1 to S5. We denote by Hw the Hilbert space of the work storage.

1. Formal definitions

First, we formulate work extraction in the WS setup. In this setup, the extracted work is also equivalent to the
difference between the energy expectation values of the states of the system of interest before and after an operation.

Definition S7 (WS-extracted work). Let p € BT (H), H € BE(H), pw € B (Hw) and V € U(H @ Hw). The WS-
extracted work from a state p of the system of interest under a Hamiltonian H with a state pw of the work storage by
the action of V€ U(H @ Hw) is defined as

WWS(p, H, pw, V) = tr((p @ pw) (H @ Iny,)) — tr((p @ pw)VT(H @ Iy, )V). (S102)

In the WS setup, we consider the setup where all energy-preserving unitary operators are allowed. We call such
unitary operators WS-operators, which are defined as follows.

Definition S8 (WS-operator). Let H € BY(H) be the Hamiltonian of the system of interest, and x and p be the
position and momentum operators of the work storage. An operator V. € B(H Q Hw) is a WS-operator, if V satisfies
V eUHHW), [V, H Iy + Iy 2] =0 and [V, [y @p] = 0. We define UWVS(H, Hw) as the set of all WS-operators
on H® Hw.
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The condition [V, H ® Iy, + I3 ® 2] = 0 means the conservation of the total energy of the system of interest and
the work storage. This reflects the first law of thermodynamics in the quantum setup in a strong sense. When V is a
WS-operator, the WS-extracted work defined in Definition S7 is also written as

WW(p, H, pw, V) = tr((p @ pw)V (I @ 2)V) = tr((p ® pw)(In @ @)). (S103)

The condition [V, Iy, ® p] = 0 reflects the invariance under energy translation of the work storage.

When we consider operators that respect group symmetry in the WS setup, we define them as unitary operators
that commute with the representation of all elements of the group. Here we denote by G a group with a unitary
representation F' acting on H. On the other hand, when we consider time-reversal symmetry, we suppose that
the complex conjugation operator 7 acts on the total system including the work storage. This is a proper way to
construct an anti-unitary operator, because if we take the complex conjugation acting only on the system of interest,
the operation becomes neither unitary nor anti-unitary on the total system.

Definition S9 (WS-(G, F)-respecting operator, WS-T-respecting operator). An operator V € B(H ® Hw) is a WS-
(G, F)-respecting (resp. WS-T -respecting) operator, if V satisfies V€ UVS(H, Hw) and commutes with F(G) ® Iy,
(resp. T). We define U3 (H, Hw) (resp. UFS(H,Hw)) as the set of all WS-(G, F)-respecting (resp. WS-T -
respecting) operators on H @ Hy .

We define the (symmetry-respecting) WS-ergotropy of a state as the maximal extracted work from the state by the
action of (symmetry-respecting) WS-operators. Note that this value is not necessarily independent of the state of the
work storage.

Definition S10 (WS-pw-ergotropy, WS-(G, F, pw)-ergotropy, WS-(T, pw)-ergotropy). Let H € B (H), p € BT (H)
and pw € BT (Hw). WS-pw-ergotropy WS (p) (resp. WS-(G, F, pw)-ergotropy W' i1 . (p) or WS-(T , pw)-
ergotropy W7W7§{,pw (p)) of a state p of the system of interest under a Hamiltonian H with a state pw of the work

storage is defined as the mazimal extracted work from p under the Hamiltonian H with the work storage state pw by
the action of operators in UVS(H, Hw) (resp. U 3(H, Hw) or UYS(H, Hw)), i.e.,

Wi (P) = WWS(p, H, pw,V), S104
H.pw (P) Ve (p, H, pw, V) (S104)
We b o () = max — WWS(p, H, pw, V), (S105)

VEUYS (H, Hw)

WS = a WWS(p, H, pw, V). S106
T H.pw (P) Vet 2 (p, H, pw, V) (S106)

We define WS-(symmetry-protected) passive states as the state from which no positive work can be extracted by
the action of WS-(symmetry-respecting) operators.

Definition S11 (WS-pw-passivity, WS-(G, F, pw)-passivity, WS-(T, pw)-passivity). Let H € BY(H), p € B (H)
and pw € BT (Hw). A state p is WS-pw-passive (resp. WS-(G, F, pw)-passive or WS-(T, pw)-passive) w.r.t. a
Hamiltonian H if WY (p, pw) =0 (resp. WE'% 1 (p, pw) = 0 or W3 (p, pw) = 0).

WS-(symmetry-protected) completely passive states are defined as the states such that no positive work can be
extracted from any number of copies of them. Here we consider the situation where we have a single work storage
and multiple copies of the system of interest.

Definition S12 (WS-pw-complete passivity, WS-(G, F, pw )-complete passivity, WS-(T, pw )-complete passivity). Let
H € BY(H), p € Bt (H) and pw € B (Hw). A state p is WS-pw-completely passive (resp. WS-(G, F, pw)-completely
passive or WS-(T, pw)-completely passive) w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H if p®V is WS-pw-passive (resp. WS-(G, F, pw)-
passive or WS-(T, pw)-passive) w.r.t. HN) for all N € N,

2. Main theorems

In this subsection, we present the main theorems of this section, which are the counterparts of the theorems
presented in Sec. S1 2.

First, Theorem S6 gives the necessary and sufficient condition for group symmetry-protected passivity in the WS
setup.
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Theorem S6. Let G be a group with a unitary representation F acting on H, H € BY(H) commute with F(G),
p € BT (H) and pw € BT (Hw). Then, a state p is WS-(G, F, pw)-passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if and only
if px = trRx(LI\’DH,pw(p)LX) is passive w.r.t. Hy for all A € Ap, where vy is defined as Eq. (S10), the mapping
Dy py : BT (H) = BT (H) is defined as

Dh.pw (p) = / dq p (glpwla), e~ pe't, (S107)
—o0

and |q>p is a momentum eigenstate of the work storage with eigenvalue g satisfying the normalizing condition <q|r>p =
d(g—r).

If pw is the position eigenstate with eigenvalue 0, Dp ., is the dephasing mapping in the energy eigenbasis, i.e.,
DH pw (p) = > 5 gpllg, where Il is the projection operator onto the energy eigenspace of E. On the other hand,
if pw is the momentum eigenstate with eigenvalue 0, Dy, is the identity mapping.

Theorem S7 gives the necessary and sufficient condition for time-reversal symmetry-protected passivity in the WS
setup.

Theorem S7. Let H € BY(H) commute with T, p € BY(H) and pw € BT (Hw). Then, a state p is WS-(T, pw)-
passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if and only if S7(Du pyw (p)) is passive w.r.t. H, where St and Dy py, are respectively
defined as Eqgs. (S13) and (S107).

In contrast to passivity, the condition for complete passivity in the WS setup is the same as that in the setup
without the work storage. We stress that it is independent of the state of the work storage. Theorem S8 states that
completely passive states in the WS setup protected by Lie group symmetry are only generalized Gibbs ensembles.

Theorem S8. Let G be a connected compact Lie group with a faithful unitary representation F' acting on H, g be the
Lie algebra of G with the associated representation f, H € BE(H) commute with F(G) and be not (G, F)-trivial, and
p € BTT(H), pw € BT (Hw) satisfy tr(p) = tr(pw) = 1. Then, for any initial state pw of the work storage, a state
p is WS-(G, F, pw)-completely passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if and only if p = %e‘ﬁH_f(X) with some f3 € [0, 00)
and X € g, where Z := tr(e PH—/(X)),

Theorem S9 states that completely passive states in the WS setup protected by finite cyclic group symmetry or
dihedral group symmetry are only Gibbs ensembles.

Theorem S9. Let G be a finite cyclic group or a dihedral group with a unitary representation F acting on H,
H € BY(H) commute with F(G) and be not trivial, and p € BYT(H), pw € B (Hw) satisfy tr(p) = tr(pw) = 1.
Then, for any initial state py of the work storage, a state p is WS-(G, F, pw)-completely passive w.r.t. a Hamiltonian
H, if and only if p can be written as p = %e*ﬁH with some (3 € [0,00), where Z := tr(e #H).

Theorem S10 states that completely passive states in the WS setup protected by time-reversal symmetry are also
only Gibbs ensembles.

Theorem S10. Let H € BY(H) commute with T and be not trivial, and p € BTH(H), pw € Bt (Hw) satisfy
tr(p) = tr(pw) = 1. Then, for any initial state pw of the work storage, a state p is WS-(T, pw)-completely passive
w.r.t. a Hamiltonian H, if and only if p can be written as p = %e*ﬁH with some (3 € [0,00), where Z := tr(e”#H).

3. Proofs of Theorems S6 and S7

On the basis of Ref. [40], we introduce a mapping that is useful for the investigation of work extraction in the WS
setup, which is the Kitaev construction discussed in Sec. IIIB of the main text [S1] (Eq. (11)). From Lemma S10, we
can define a mapping C: U(H) — UWVS(H, Hw) as

oo

CU) := / dg e Ue M @ |q),  (q]. (S108)
— 00

We note that C(U) is equivalent to the one that appears in Ref. [37, 38]. Ref. [37] states that C is bijective, but we

prove it in Lemma S11 for the sake of self-containedness of the proof. Therefore, it is sufficient to consider operators

written as C(U) with some U € U(H) in order to consider all the WS-operators.

Proposition S14 shows the correspondence given by C between the extracted work in the setups with and without
the work storage. Concretely, the extracted work from a state p of the system of interest by the action of C(U) in
the WS setup equals the extracted work from the state Dy, (p) by the action of U in the setup without the work
storage.
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Proposition S14. Let H € BY(H), U € U(H), p € BY(H) and pw € BT (Hw). Then, WWS(p, H, pw,C(U)) =
W (D, pyw (p), H,U), where C and Dy, are respectively defined as Egs. (S108) and (S107).

Proof. Since

c(HeI)CU)

0o T o
= ( /_ _da dMue i @ lq), <ql> (H®1I) ( /_ dr e [ <rl>
:/ dq / dr e yTe 40 geirHye=irH g l9), , {alr), , ("]

o0
_ / dg HHUTHUTH g 1g) (gl (S109)

—00

we get
WWS(p, H, pw,C(U)) =tr((p ® pw)(H @ I — C(U)'(H @ I)C(V)))

=tr (/ dg pe'(H —UTHU)e M @ pyw 9, , <Q|>

—0o0

o]
= [ day lalowla) a0 pe 17— U HO))

0Dty () — UTHU))
:W(DH,PW(p)aHa U) (S].IO)

O

From Proposition S14, we can prove that the symmetry-respecting ergotropy of a state p in the WS setup equals
the symmetry-respecting ergotropy of the state Dg ,, (p) in the setup without the work storage. Corollary S1 deals
with group-symmetry-respecting ergotropy.

Corollary S1. Let G be a group with a unitary representation F acting on H, H € BY(H) commute with F(G),
p € BY(H) and pw € BY (Hw). Then, W% 1 . (p) = Wa i (D py (p)), where Dy py, is defined as Eq. (S107).

Proof. From Lemma S12, C(Ug,r(H)) = U 5 (H, Hw). Thus,

WS _ WS
We b i pw (P) = muﬁ%ﬁ,ﬂw) W¥(p, H, pw, V)

= WWS(p, H, pw,C(U
pelax (p, H, pw,C(U))

- W (D JH,U
DX (Da,pw (p) )

:WG’F}H(DH’I)W(/))). (Slll)
O

Since we know the correspondence between symmetry-respecting ergotropy in the setups with and without the
work storage from Corollary S1, we can derive the condition for symmetry-protected passivity in the WS setup. The
proof of Theorem S6 is now given as follows:

Proof of Theorem S6. From Corollary S1, WXXIS;’HWW (p) = 0 if and only if We pu(Du,pw(p)) = 0. This
means that p is WS-(G, F, pw)-passive w.r.t. H if and only if Dy ., (p) is (G, F)-passive w.r.t. H. From Theorem S1,
DH,pw (p) is (G, F)-passive, if and only if py = trg, (LI\'DH’,,W (p)ta) is passive w.r.t. H)y for all A € Ap. O

Corollary S2 deals with time-reversal symmetry-respecting ergotropy.

Corollary S2. Let H € BY(H) commute with T, p € BT (H) and pw € Bt (Hw). Then, W;’ﬁf%pw(p) =
Wr i (D, pw (p)), where Dy .y, is defined as Eq. (S107).

Proof. From Lemma S13, C(Ur(H)) = 7V-VS(H,HW). Thus, in the same way as Eq. (S111), we can prove that
WS e () = Wr 5 (D p () O
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Theorem S7 immediately follows from Corollary S2:

Proof of Theorem S7. From Corollary S2, WTpr( ) = 0 if and only if Wy g(Du pw(p)) = 0. This means
that p is WS-(T, pw)-passive w.r.t. H, if and only if Dy, (p) is T-passive w.r.t. H. From Theorem S2, Dy, (p)
is T-passive, if and only if S7(Dy ,y (p)) is passive w.r.t. H. O

4. Proofs of Theorems S8, S9 and S10

Theorems S8, S9 and S10 are respectively the counterparts of Theorems S3, S4 and S5. In Propositions S8, S11 and
S13, we proved that we can extract positive work from N copies of a state other than the (generalized) Gibbs ensemble
by the action of a certain unitary operator U satisfying [UTH™ U, HN)] = 0 for some N € N. In Proposition S15, we
prove that for such a unitary operator U, the extracted work by the action of C(U) in the WS setup is independent
of the state of the work storage, and equals the extracted work by the action of U in the setup without the work
storage. Therefore, we can construct a unitary operator that extracts positive work from multiple copies of a state
other than the (generalized) Gibbs ensemble in the WS setup only by replacing U with C(U) in Propositions S8, S11
and S13. On the other hand, in Propositions S16 and S17, we prove that the symmetry respecting ergotropy of a
state is in general smaller in the WS setup than in the setup without the work storage. This fact guarantees that the
(generalized) Gibbs ensemble is also symmetry-protected completely passive in the WS setup.

Proposition S15, which is referred to as Proposition 2 of the main text [S1], states that for a unitary operator U
that satisfies [UTHU, H] = 0, the same amount of work is extracted by the action of C(U) and U in the setups with
and without the work storage.

Proposition S15. Let H € BY(H), p € BT (H) and U € U(H) satisfy [UTHU, H] = 0. Then, WWS(p, H, pw,C(U)) =
W (p, H,U) holds for all pw € BT (Hw) satisfying tr(pw) = 1.

It is proved in Ref. [38] that if a unitary operator U only permutes energy eigenstates, the extracted work by the
action of C(U) and U in the setups with and without the work storage are the same. Since we find that [UTHU, H] = 0
is equivalent to the fact that U only permutes energy eigenstates, we can prove Proposition S15. However, we can
also prove it without using the permutation property of U as follows.

Proof. Since U satisfies [UTHU, H] = 0, from Eq. (S109),

C(HeCU)=UHU ® /OO dq |g), , (el =UTHU @ I. (S112)

Therefore, for any pw € BT (Hw) satisfying tr(pw) = 1,

WWS(p, H, pw,C(U)) =tr((p @ pw)[H ® I — C(U)T(H @ I)C(U)))
=tr((p @ pw)|[(H — UTHU) @ I])
_tT(P(H UTHU))tT(pw)
W(p, H,0) (s113)

O

Proposition S16 states that the group-symmetry respecting ergotropy of a state is no greater in the WS setup than
in the setup without the work storage.

Proposition S16. Let G be a group with a unitary representation F acting on H, H € BE(H) commute with F(G)
and p € BY(H). Then, W3 1 . (p) < Wa.ru(p) holds for all pw € BT (Hw) satisfying tr(pw) = 1.

Proof. For any pw € BT (Hw) satifying tr(pw) = 1, take Uy € U rp(H) that satisfies W(Dy py (p), H,Uy) =
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We,r, i (DH,pyw (p)). From Corollary S1, we obtain

WE . pw (P) =W, p.11 (Dt p ()
:W(DH-,PW (p)v H, UO)

=W (/ dq p (qlpwla), e 9" pe*™  H, Uo)

o0
=/ dg p (glpwla), W (e ' pelt™ H, Uy)

—00

:/ dq , (glpwla), W (p, H, €1 Upe 97

< / dg p (alpwla), Wo, r.u (p)

—0o0

:WG,F,H(P)- (8114)
O

Proposition S17 states that the time-reversal-symmetry respecting ergotropy of a state is also no greater in the WS
setup than in the setup without the work storage.

Proposition S17. Let H € BY(H) commute with T and p € BT (H). Then, W7V’Y1§{,pw (p) < Wy u(p) holds for all
pw € Bt (Hw) satifying tr(pw) = 1.

Proof. For any pw € Bt (Hw) satifying tr(pw) = 1, take Uy € Ur(H) that satisfies W (Dy pws(p), H,Uy) =
W1 1 (Dh,pws (p)). From Corollary S2, we can prove that Wﬁ%,pw (p) < Wr u(p) in the same way as Eq. (S114). O

The proof of Theorem S8 is as follows. The necessity of the generalized Gibbs ensemble for complete passivity
protected by Lie group symmetry in the WS setup is derived from Propositions S8 and S15, while the sufficiency is
derived from Theorem S3 and Proposition S16.

Proof of Theorem S8. First, suppose that p cannot be written as p = %e*BH*f(X) with 5 € [0,00), X € g and
Z = tr(ePH=/(X)). From Proposition S8, there exist N € N and U € Ug peon (HEN) such that [UTHMU, HV] =0
and W(p®N,HN) ) > 0. From Lemma S12, C(U) € Ugls,@,N(H@N,HW). From Proposition S15, for any
pw € BT (Hw) satisfying tr(pw) = 1, we obtain WWS(p®N HWN) pw. C(U)) = W(p®N, H™ U) > 0. This implies
that p is not WS-(G, F, pw )-completely passive w.r.t. H.

Next, suppose that p can be written as p = %e‘ﬁH—f(X) with 8 € [0,00), X € g and Z := tr(e‘ﬂH—f(X)). Take
arbitrary N € N and pw € BT (Hw) satisfying tr(pw) = 1. From Theorem S3, p is (G, F')-completely passive w.r.t.
H. From Proposition S16, we get

Wg§®N,H<N>,pW(P®N) < WG,F@N,H(N)(P®N) = 0. (S115)
This implies that p is WS-(G, F, pw)-completely passive w.r.t. H. |

The proof of Theorem S9 is as follows, whose structure is parallel to that of Theorem S8. The necessity of the Gibbs
ensemble for complete passivity protected by finite cyclic group symmetry or dihedral group symmetry in the WS
setup is derived from Propositions S11 and S15, while the sufficiency is derived from Theorem S4 and Proposition S16.

Proof of Theorem S9. First, suppose that p cannot be written as p = %e*ﬁH with 3 € [0,00) and Z := tr(e #H).
From Proposition S11, there exist N € N and U € Ug pen(H®Y) such that [UTHMU,H™M] = 0 and
W(p2N, HN) U) > 0. From Lemma S12, C(U) € UL Eon (PN, Hyy). From Proposition S15, for any pw € BT (Hw)
satisfying tr(pw) = 1, we obtain WWS(p2N HW) pw C(U)) = W(p2N, HMN) U) > 0. This implies that p is not
WS-(G, F, pw)-completely passive w.r.t. H.

Next, suppose that p can be written as p = %e’ﬁH with 8 € [0,00) and Z := tr(e”#H). Take arbitrary N € N
and pw € BT (Hw) satisfying tr(pw) = 1. From Theorem S4, p is (G, F)-completely passive w.r.t. H. From
Proposition S16, we get

ngsn“@N,H(N),pw(P@N) <We pen o (p%V) = 0. (S116)
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This implies that p is WS-(G, F, pw)-completely passive w.r.t. H. O

The proof of Theorem S10 is as follows, whose structure is parallel to that of Theorem S8. The necessity of
the Gibbs ensemble for complete passivity protected by time-reversal symmetry in the WS setup is derived from
Propositions S13 and S15, while the sufficiency is derived from Theorem S5 and Proposition S17.

Proof of Theorem S10. First, suppose that p cannot be written as p = %e*BH with 8 € [0,00) and
Z := tr(e=#"). From Proposition S13, there exist N € N and U € Ur(H®Y) such that [UTHMU, HM)] = 0 and
W(p®N,HN) U) > 0. From Lemma S13, C(U) € UYNS(H®N, Hw). From Proposition S15, for any pw € B* (Hw)
satisfying tr(pw) = 1, we obtain WWS(p2N HWN) pw . C(U)) = W(p®N, HN) U) > 0. This implies that p is not
WS-(T, pw)-completely passive w.r.t. H.

Next, suppose that p can be written as p = %e*BH with 8 € [0,00) and Z := tr(e ?H). Take arbitrary N € N and
pw € Bt (Hw) satisfying tr(pw) = 1. From Theorem S5, p is T-completely passive w.r.t. H. From Proposition S17,
we get

WE 060 g (P2N) S Wi o (p57) = 0. (S117)

This implies that p is WS-(T, pw)-completely passive w.r.t. H. O

S4. TECHNICAL LEMMAS

In this section, we prove technical lemmas used in the proofs of the foregoing theorems.

Lemma S4 states that the orthogonal complement of the subspace of R¥ spanned by vectors in Q% can be spanned
by vectors in N¥. We use the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization in the proof.

Lemma S4. Let K,a € N, wy,ws,--- ,w, € QF and t € RE. Suppose that for any ng, n, € NX satisfying
ng-w; =nq - w; foralli=1,--- ,a, t satisfies ng -t =mny -t. Then, t is a linear combination of {w;}?_, over R.

Proof. Let {e;}X, be the standard basis of RX. Take arbitrary ¢ € RX such that ng -t = my -t for all

ng,n; € NX satisfying ng - w; = ny - w; for all i = 1,--- ,a. By applying the Gram-Schmidt orthogonal-
ization to the sequence (wi,ws,- - ,w,), we get a set of orthogonal vectors {x1,x2, -+, &}, and by applying
the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization to the sequence (wi,ws, - ,wq,€1,€2, - ,€x), we get a set of orthogo-
nal vectors {1, %2, " ,Ta,Y1,Y2, " ,Yp}. Since wj,e; € QK for all i = 1,--- ,a and j = 1,--- , K, we ob-
tain x;,y; € QF for all i = 1,---,a’ and j = 1,---,b. Since {wi,ws,  , W4, e€1,€2, - ,ex} spans RE
{T1, 22, ,Tar,Y1,Y2, -, Yp} is a basis of RE. Therefore, b = K — a’ and span({y1,yz2, -+ ,ys}) is the orthogonal
complement of span({z1, 2, , T }) = span({wi,ws, -+ ,w,}). For any j = 1,---,b, since y; € QF, y; can be
written as y; = = (ny — ng) with some m € N and ng,n; € N¥. For any i = 1,--- ,q, since y; - w; = 0, we get
ng - w; = Ny -w;. From the assumption about ¢, ng-t = n, -t and thus y; -t = 0. Since this holds for all j =1,--- ,0,
t is a linear combination of {;}, or equivalently, a linear combination of {w;}. O

In Lemma S5, we prove the properties of the totally antisymmetric state Ag ({|¢;)}) defined as Eq. (S40). We can
regard this state as a generalization of the spin singlet state.

Lemma S5. Let R be a Hilbert space of dimension r and {|¢:)}i_; be an orthonormal basis of R. Then, Ar({|¢:)})
defined as Eq. (S40) is independent of the choice of the basis up to phase factor and satisfies

A= {[¢0) DIl =1, (S118)
vQ € B(R) Q%" Ar({I¢:)}) = det(2)Ar ({|¢:)})- (S119)

Proof. For any orthonormal basis {|¢;)}, since every element of {sgn(c) |ps(1)) @ - @ | (r)) }oes, is normalized and
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orthogonal to each other, || Ax ({|¢:)})|| = 1. Take an arbitrary orthonormal basis {|¢;)}. For any Q € B(R), we get
Q®TAR({|¢Z>}) :AR(Q ‘¢1> [ 7Q ‘¢7‘>)

:AR <Z Wsy1 |¢s1> sy Z Ws,.r |¢57‘>>

s1=1 Spr=1
= Z AR(wd(l)l ‘¢0(1)> y Ty Wo(r)r ‘¢a(r)>)

oeT,

= Z Hwﬂ(l)'LAR(|¢O'(1)> "y |¢U(T’)>)

oeT, i=1

= Z Hwa(i)isgn(U)AR(Wﬁ PR |¢T>)

g€eS, 1=1
=det(Q)Ar ({|¢:)}), (S120)

where w;; := (¢;|Q|@;), T is the set of all mappings from {1,2,--- ,r} to itself, and we used the total antisymmetricity
of Ar({|#:)}) about {|¢;)}. Take another orthonormal basis {|¢})}. Then we can take U € U(R) such that U |¢;) =
|¢f) for all i =1,--- ,r. Therefore, the relation between Ag ({|¢:)}) and Agr({|¢})}) can be written as

Ar({l¢0)}) =ARU |¢1) -+, U 1))
=U®"Ar(|p1),- -, |6r))
=det(U)Ar ({|¢:)})
= Ar ({l¢:)}) (S121)
with some 6 € R. O

In Lemma S6, we prove the properties of the state |®(n)) defined as Eq. (S43). The definition of |®(n)) is based
on the irreducible decomposition of a representation F of a group G and the diagonalization of a Hamiltonian H, and
|®(n)) is a simultaneous eigenstate of such operators as F®N (g) with g € G and H™) on N copies of a system.

Lemma S6. Let G be a group with a unitary representation F acting on H, H € BY(H) commute with F(G), F be
irreducibly decomposed as Eq. (S10), and Q € B(H) be written as

Q= > un (Z O @ [¥5) <¢Aj|) . (5122)

AEAR j=1
with some (y; € B(Ry). Then, for any n = (ny)rex € NE, |®(n)) defined as Eq. (S43) satisfies
QePmwe |§(n)) = (H det(Ck)nkTJi) [@(n)), QP |B(n)) = Dn - u|®(n)), (5123)
keK

where D = [[cp, mr, K = {(NJ) [ A € Ap,j = 1,--- ,mu}, wo := (Dker, w = (uk)ker, Uk = %tr(@j),
Ck = C)\j fOT‘ k= ()\,]) €c Kanda-b:= ZkeK arby fOT a = (ak)keK,b = (bk)keK S REK,
Proof. From Lemma S5, for any Q € B(H), A € Ap and j € M,

QIS (AR, ({l0xi) }i21) © [ag) ™)

®rx
= [ DY (Z vy @ |y Ww') Li] 1§ (A, ({12 12 @ [a)©"™)

NeAp j'=1

[SISN

=5 (Z Qg ® [hag) <¢Aj’) (Ar, ({16r:)}i21) @ [0a) ™)
j'=1

=™ (M Ary ({oxi) Fity) @ [1ag) ™)

=5 (det () Ay ({loxi) Fi2y) @ [1ag) ™)

=det((ng)ey™ (Ary ({102 }i21) @ [935) 7). (S124)
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By the definition of |y;) (Eq. (S42)),

Q%P xk)
=[QF G (AR, ([91) -+ [90,) ® [a) )] E
=[det((r)$™ (Ary (161) 1+ 602)) ® ) )17
—det(Cx;) ™ |xr) - (S125)

Furthermore, for any n € N¥ by the definition of |®(n)),

Q00 [ (n)) = R) (@7 )™ = @) (det(@) ) = (H det«k)”kfi) (). (S126)

keK keK keK

Since for any 6 € R,

mx
= | Do @) (Ul | o (s127)
AEAFR j=1

by substituting ¢! into Q in Eq. (S126), we get

®Dn-wq

X g (n)) =(7?) |®(n))

= (H det<e9<k>"kfi> [o(n)

keK

- (H 69““”‘”5) @(n)

keK

=P |B(n)). (S128)

fBQD >kex ™ ﬁtY(Ck) \@(n))

By taking the derivative at 6 = 0, we get

QP wo) |§(n)) = Dn - u|d(n)). (S129)

Lemma S7 guarantees that there exist states |¥g) and |¥;) in Propositions S6 and S7, when the symmetry group
G is a connected compact Lie group and the Hamiltonian H is not (G, F')-trivial.

Lemma S7. Let G be a connected compact Lie group with a unitary representation F acting on H, g be the Lie
algebra with the associated representation f, H € BY(H) commute with F(G) and be not (G, F)-trivial. Then, there
exist L € N and a pair of simultaneous eigenstates |Ug) , |U1) € HOL of F2L(G) and H) such that the eigenvalues
satisfy (Wo|FEL(g)[Wo) = (Wo|FEL () 01) for all g € G but (Wy|HOIo) £ (01| HD|wy).

Proof. Suppose that for any ng = (nor)rex, m1 = (nir)vex € NX satisfying ng - w; = n; -w; foralli =0,--- ,a, we
obtain ng-E=mn- Ea where K := {(Aa.]) | A€ AF?.j = 1a e 7m)\}a Wo = (l)kEKa w; = (wik)kGKv Wi = Wi for
k= ()\j) € K, w;, is defined in Lemma S1 for i = 1,--- ,a, E := (Ey)rex, Ex := Eyj for k= (A, j) € K, and E}; is
defined in Eq. (S41). Since w; € N¥ for all i = 0,--- ,a, from Lemma S4, E can be written as E = Z?:o a;w; with
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some ag, - ,q € R. Then, for any A € Ap and j =1,--- ,m,, we obtain E); = Z?:o a;w;y, and thus

H=3"3" Eyjullr, @ 1) (9]}

A€EAF j=1
m a
- Z Z <Z ain> a(Ir, ® [1ha7) (as])ed
XeAr j=1 \i=0
a ma
= Z (ao + Zaiwi,\> L) IR)\ X Z ‘w)\j> <'¢/\j| L;
AEAR i=1 j=1
= Z <Ol0 + ZOZ{LUM> L)\L;
AEAFR =1
= Z l/)\LI\“FZ (Oéi Z wi/\[/)\l»§>
AEAFR =1 AEAFR
=aol + Y i f (W)
=1
—aol + f(W), (S130)

where W := "% | W; € g. Since this contradicts the fact that H is not (G, F')-trivial, we can take ng, n; € N¥ such
that ng - w; = nq -w; for all i =0, -+ ,a but ng - E # ny - E. We define |¥;) := |®(n;)) with |®(n)) defined as
Eq. (S43), where L := Dng - wg = Dny - wy. In the same way as |¥}) and |¥}) in Proposition S7, |¥g) and |¥) are
simultaneous eigenstates of F®X(G) and H (I) and the eigenvalues satisfy

Vg e G (Wo|FEH(g)|Wo) = (U1|F¥*(g)[ W), (5131)
(Uo|HP)|Wo) = Dng - E # Dny - E = (U, |[HD|w,). (S132)
O

Lemma S8 guarantees that there exist states |¥g) and |¥;) in Propositions S9 and S10, when the symmetry group
G is a finite group and the Hamiltonian H is not trivial.

Lemma S8. Let G be a finite group with a unitary representation F acting on H, H € BY(H) commute with
F(G) and be not trivial. Then, there exist L € N and a pair of simultaneous eigenstates |Vo), |¥1) € HOL of
FOL(Q) and HE) such that the eigenvalues satisfy (Uo|F@L(g)|¥o) = (U1|F2L(g)| W) = 1 for all ¢ € G but
(Wo|HD [ Wo) # (01| HE) W),

Proof. Since H is not trivial, we can take ko, k1 € K satisfying Ey, # Ek,, where K := {(\,j) | AN € Ap,j =1,--- ,mp},
Ey = Eyj for k= ()\,j) € K and E); is defined in Eq. (S41). We define ng = (nox)rex, 1 = (Nix)rkex € N¥ and
|Wo), |U1) € HOL as nyy := Oy, and |¥;) == |®(|G|n;)) with |®(n)) defined as Eq. (S43), where L := D|G|. In the
same way as |¥}) and |¥}) in Proposition S10, |¥() and |¥;) are simultaneous eigenstates of F®X(G) and H") and
the eigenvalues satisfy

Vg € G (Wo|F&F(g)|Wo) = (U1 |FEF(g)|W1) =1, (S133)
(Uo|HP) | W) = D|G|Ey, # D|G|Ey, = (¥,|HD | W), (S134)
O

In Lemma S9, we prove the properties of the mapping O defined as Eq. (519). O is useful for the construction of
unitary operators that extract positive work in the proofs of Propositions S3 and S4.

Lemma S9. Let N € N, e € R, Cj; € B(H®N) fori,j € {0,1} and O be defined as Eq. (S19) . If {Cij}ijefo}
satisfies

Vi, j,k,1 € {0,1} Cf; = Cji, CiiCha = 630C, (S135)



then O({C;;}) is unitary. In addition, if {C;;} also satisfies
Vi, j € {0,1} [H™N), Cyj] = (i — §)Cyj,
then

W (N, HY, 0({Ciy}) = eltx(p® C1) = tr(6° Cop)),

[O{CuHTHMO({Cy}), HN] = 0.

Proof. We define
1 o
II:=— Z (—1)‘_701-3-
i,j€{0,1}
and show that II is a projection operator. If {C;;} satisfies Eq. (S135),
1 i—j 1 j—i
' = 3 > (=)ick = 3 > (—1yTeu =T,
i,j€{0,1} ijefo,1}

and thus II is Hermitian. In addition, since

g
jef k,le{0,1}

1
:Z Z ( 1)1 Jjt+k— lC Okl
i,5,k,1€{0,1}

== > (=)t

i,5,k,1€{0,1}

1 , o
( > 5)( > cea)
j,ke{0,1} 4,1€{0,1}
1 7,l
=1 EE: Cia
{0,1

IT is a projection operator. Therefore, O({C;;}) = I — 2II is unitary and Hermitian.
If {C;;} satisfies Eq. (S136),

[HM, 0({CiH == Y (i—j)(=1)77Cy.
i,j€{0,1}

Then we obtain
[H™, 0({C;;}))21

:_6( > (i—j)(—l)i_jcij) ( > (—1)k_l0k1)
i,7€{0,1} k,le{0,1}
=—c Y (=)0,

,5,k,1€{0,1}

=—c > (i=H=D)TI sy
4,J,k,1€{0,1}

=—¢ > (-1
4,5,0€{0,1}

=—¢ Y (2i-1)(-1)"'Cy
4,1€{0,1}

=—c Y (2i-1)(-1)7Cy

i,5€{0,1}
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(S136)

(S137)
(S138)

(S139)

(S140)

(S141)

(S142)

(S143)
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From the Hermiticity of O({C;;}) and Egs. (S142) and (S143),

H™N —o({Cy}) HMO({Cy;})
=[H™, 0({Ci;})T1O({Cis})
=[H™M, 0({C; (I —210)
—e > (1—i=j(=1)"ICy
1,7€{0,1}
:E(Cu - Coo). (8144)

Therefore, we get
W (=N, HN), 0({Cy}))
—tr (o™ (™) - o({C, N HMO({Cy)) )
=e(tr(p®N Cn1) — tr(p®" Coo)).- (5145)

From Eq. (S136), [Ci;, H™)] = 0. From this and Eq. (S144), we obtain [O({C;; H)THNMO({Ci;}), HN)] = [HWY) —
6(011 - Ooo), H(N)] = 0. O

In Lemma S10, we confirm that Eq. (S108) can be regarded as the definition of a mapping from U(H) to

UWVS(H,Hw). The commutativity of V defined as Eq. (S146) with H ® I3, + I3 ® z is shown in Ref. [40], but
we also show it here for the sake of self-containedness.

Lemma S10. Let H € BY(H), U € U(H) and V be defined as
V= / dg éMUe™ M @ g), (g, (S146)

where |q>p is the momentum eigenstate of the work storage with eigenvalue q. Then V € UWVS(H, Hw).

Proof. For any 0 € R,

ei@(H®I+I®w)VefiG(H®I+I®:E) :/OO dg ei(q+9)HUefi(q+6')H ® eti |q> <q| 6710:10
pp

— 00

o
:/ dq e H =@t H g 10y 0), , (a+0|
—00
:[ dg MU @ |q), | (4]
=V. (S8147)

By taking the derivative at § = 0, we get [V,H ® I + I ® z] = 0. Since [[g), , {(q|,p] = 0 for all ¢ € R, V satisfies
[V,I®p|]=0. Since U is unitary,

viy :/ dq/ dr 9H [t e—iaH girHpyo—irH o, |q>p » <q|r>p » {r]
:/ dq equUTe—quequUe—qu ® ‘q>p , <q|
— 00
=1, (S148)
and we can also prove that VVT = I in the same way. This implies that V is unitary. Therefore, V € UWS(H, Hw). O

In Lemma S11, we prove that the mapping C defined as Eq. (S108) is bijective.

Lemma S11. The mapping C: U(H) — UVS(H, Hw) defined as Eq. (S108) is bijective.
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Proof. First, we show that C is injective. Take arbitrary Uy, Us € U(H) that satisfy C(U) = C(U2), i.e.,
/ dg €U e M @ |q),  (q] = / dg MUy M @ |q), (gl (S149)

By comparing the both sides of this equation, we get el U;e™ 19 = el J,e719H and thus U; = U,. This implies
that C is injective.

Next, we show that C is surjective. Take arbitrary V € UWVS(H,Hw). Since V satisfies [V, ® p] = 0, V can be
written as

v- [ T dg U@ e, , (3150)

with U(q) € B(H). Since V satisfies [V, H ® I +I ® z] = 0, for any 0 € R,

| wvwela,,-v

— MO (HRI+IQT) 1/ ,—i0( HRI+I®z)

q| e—i@x

:/ dgq ei(tH-@)HU(q)e—i(q-i-@)H ® elfz |q>p ) <

— 00

:/ dq @TOHY (q)e=i(a+OH @ g 4 0)p p (g +0]

= [ damtug - o) wla), (s151)

— 00

By comparing the both sides of this equation, we get U(q) = U (g — 0)e 19", By substituting 0 = ¢, we get
U(q) = €97 U(0)e~'9" | Therefore, V can be written as

V= / dg U ©0)e 77 @ |g) (q]. (S152)
Since V is unitary,

/ dg €I @ |q), (4|
=1
=Viv

_ / dq / dr HU(0) e e U (0)e " H @ ). (glr), (7]

_ / g U (0)e M © g), ] (5153)

— 00

By comparing both sides of this equation, we get U(0)TU(0) = I. We can prove that U(0)U(0)" = I in the same
way. This implies that U(0) is unitary. Therefore, for any V € UWS(H,Hw), V can be written as C(U(0)) with
U(0) € U(H). This implies that C is surjective. Therefore, C is bijective. O

Lemma S12 states that the mapping C gives a one-to-one correspondence from Ug, r(H) to UY % (H, Hw).

Lemma S12. Let G be a group with a unitary representation F acting on H. The mapping C: U(H) — UVS(H, Hw)
defined as Eq. (S108) satisfies C(Ua,p(H)) = US 3 (H, Hw).

Proof. For any U € U(H) and g € G, we obtain

(oo}

(Flg) o NCW)FG) e 1) = [ d Flg)l e Ue " Flg) 01a), , o

— 00

_ / dg 1 F(g) U F(g)e=" ® |q),  {q]

— 00

—C(F(9)'UF(g)). (S154)
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For any U € Ug (M), from Eq. (S154), (F(g) @ )TC(U)(F(g) ® I) = C(F(9)TUF(g)) = C(U) for all g € G, and
thus C(U) € UWS 7(H,Hw). On the other hand, for any V € UXY%(H, Hw), from Eq. (S154), F(g)IC~'(V)F(g) =

C 1 ((F(g )®I)TV( (9)®I)) =C~Y(V) forall g € G, and thus C~(V)) € U, r(H). Therefore, C satisfies C(Ug,p(H)) =

Lemma S13 states that the mapping C gives a one-to-one correspondence from Uy (H) to U7W S(H, Hw)-
Lemma S13. The mapping C : U(H) — UVS(H, Hw) defined as Eq. (S108) satisfies C(Ur(H)) = UYS(H, Hw).
Proof. For any U € U(H), we obtain

TICWIT = [ da T T S T g, (o] T
— [ dge T UTE 5 ), (

:/ dg T IUTe M @), , (4l

=C(T'UT). (S155)
For any U € Ur(H), from Eq. (S155), T 1C(U)T = C(T~ 1UT CU), a d thus C(U) € UNS(H,Hw). On
the other hand, for any V € UV (H,Hw), from Eq. (S155), T ( YT = CHT'VT) = C1(V), and thus
C~Y(V) € Ur(H). Therefore, C satisfies C(Ur(H)) = UF 5 (H, Hw) O

[S1] Main text.
[S2] A. E. Allahverdyan, R. Balian, and Th. M. Nieuwenhuizen, “Maximal work extraction from finite quantum systems,”
Europhysics Letters (EPL) 67, 565 (2004).
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