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Heat pump driven entirely by quantum correlation

Tharon Holdsworth and Ryoichi Kawai
Department of Physics, University of Alabama at Birmingham, Birmingham, Alabama 35294, USA
(Dated: December 6, 2022)

The second law of thermodynamics prohibits spontaneous heat from a cold to a hot body. How-
ever, it has been theoretically and experimentally shown that energy can flow from a cold to a hot
body if the bodies are initially correlated. We investigated the anomalous energy exchange between
dissipation-less quantum systems that are initially entangled. Then, we extended this model to in-
clude dissipation demonstrating anomalous heat from a cold to a hot body. Based on these models,
we constructed a heat pump driven entirely by quantum correlation as fuel and investigated its
performance with numerical simulations. Using the recently proposed definition of efficiency based
on mutual information, the performance of the pump is found to be consistent with the second law

of thermodynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1854, Rudolf Clausius stated that “Heat can never
pass from a colder to a warmer body without some
other change, connected therewith, occurring at the same
time.”[T], laying the foundation for the second law of
thermodynamics and endowing entropy with its mono-
tonically increasing quantity. Modern interpretations of
the Clausius statement tell us that when heat flows spon-
taneously from a warmer to a colder body, entropy irre-
versibly increases. If heat were to spontaneously flow in
the opposite direction, entropy would have to decrease,
contradicting the second law. This notion of irreversibil-
ity suggested by the second law extends beyond thermo-
dynamics, as it is also possible to gauge the “one direc-
tional” nature of time on the basis of increasing entropy
[2H4].

However, Clausius’ statement does allow heat to flow
from a colder to a warmer body with some other change.
For example, a heat engine that converts some of the heat
flowing from a warmer to a colder body into extractable
work. Onsager’s reciprocal theorem tells us that if the
direction of time is reversed for the heat engine, work
added to the engine will drive heat from the colder to
the warmer body. In this example work from an external
source is the some other change in Clausius’ statement
that can reverse the natural direction of heat.

Since the introduction of quantum information and
resource theories, it has been shown that quantum co-
herence can be a source of thermodynamic work [5H8].
Various thermodynamic machines driven or enhanced
by quantum coherence and quantum measurement have
been proposed, that seemingly violate the thermody-
namic second law [OHI8]. To account for the role of quan-
tum coherency in the thermodynamics context, the field
of quantum thermodynamics is being developed at the
intersection of thermodynamics and quantum informa-
tion theory [B, 19 20]. Quantum coherence is becoming
a key thermodynamic resource for quantum thermody-
namic devices.

In particular, it has been shown that a certain initial
correlation between two systems in independent thermal
states can induce energy flow against the temperature

gradient [7, 2IH24]. The thermodynamics arrow of time
and fluctuation theorems for initially correlated systems
have also been discussed [21], 22] 25]. Recently, Micadei
et al. [20] experimentally demonstrated that energy can
be spontaneously transferred from a cold to a hot nu-
clear spin if their initial states are locally in a thermal
(Gibbs) state with different temperature but entangled.
Since dissipation does not take place in the isolated spins,
the energy exchange between them cannot be considered
heat. However, their experimental data has clearly shown
the anomalous energy exchange caused by the interplay
of interaction Hamiltonian and initial quantum correla-
tions.

Inspired by the work of Micadei et al., we propose a
heat pump driven purely by quantum coherence. No en-
ergy is added directly to the heat pump through exter-
nal work nor quantum measurement; heat spontaneously
flows from a cold to a hot heat bath. This does not imply
the heat pump violates the second law of thermodynam-
ics since the quantum entanglement must be injected to
the pump each cycle as fuel. By taking into account mu-
tual information as a part of thermodynamic entropy, we
show that the heat pump still operates below the Carnot
efficiency.

This paper is organized as follows: Section|[]briefly re-
views anomalous heat introduced by the previous works
[21H23], 26]. Section m presents our analysis of anoma-
lous energy exchange between a pair of qubits isolated
from environments. In the following section, the model
is extended to include infinitely large heat baths which
tend to decohere the qubits coupled to them. In Sec. [V}
we propose a heat pump based on the anomalous heat
conduction discussed in the preceding sections and re-
port on its simulated performance. In the final section,
we briefly discuss possible mechanisms of generating an
entangled pair of qubits that are locally in thermal states
necessary to fuel our heat pump.



II. THERMAL PROCESSES STARTING FROM
A STATE LOCALLY IN EQUILIBRIUM BUT
GLOBALLY CORRELATED

When a system is initially in thermal equilibrium, its
time evolution is subject to various restrictions [2IH23].
For example, it is not possible to extract work from a
system in thermal equilibrium by any periodic process,
as the Kelvin-Plank statement indicates. When two sys-
tems are independently in thermal equilibrium at differ-
ing temperatures, their time evolution is again restricted.
As the thermodynamic second law states, heat must flow
from the hot to the cold body when the two systems
are coupled. However, if the systems are initially away
from thermal equilibrium, there are no such restrictions.
We consider a special situation where two isolated sys-
tems are individually in local thermal equilibrium but
the composite state of the two systems is initially cor-
related and thus out of equilibrium. We will find some
thermodynamic restrictions are relaxed in the presence
of initial correlations that allow the direction of heat to
be reversed.

Consider an isolated system comprised of two subsys-
tems, A and B, which can be infinitely large or as small as
a pair of qubits. The composite state of the total system
is denoted as p,s and the local states of each subsystem
are given by the reduced density operators p, = Trg pas
and pg = Tr, pas. The Hamiltonian of each subsystem is
notated as H, and Hy so the energy of each subsystem
is then given by E, = Try(Hp,) and Ey = Trg(Hgpps),
respectively. Since the composite system is isolated, the
total energy F, + Ej remains fixed. (For simplicity, the
interaction energy between the subsystems is ignored in
the spirit of the thermodynamics setting but will be con-
sidered in the proceeding sections.)

Such an isolated system evolves under a unitary trans-
formation that conserves the total von Neumann entropy

Sas = — Tr(paslnp,ss) where the Boltzmann constant
ks = 1 is assumed. On the other hand, the sum of
the subsystem entropies, Sy = —Tr(p,lnp,) and Sy =

— Tr (pg In pg), is not conserved in the presence of corre-
lation between them. We stress that these entropies do
not necessarily represent thermodynamic entropy, rather,
each subsystem entropy should be considered as a mea-
sure of information content at a given time. The corre-
lation between the subsystems can be quantified by the
mutual information I,z = Sy 4+ S — Sas, also equivalently
defined by the relative entropy I,z = S(pasllpa ® p5)
where S(p|lo) = Tr(plnp) — Tr(plno). By Klein’s in-
equality [27], the relative entropy is strictly non-negative
and vanishes if and only if p = o, implying that the mu-
tual information is always non-negative and vanishes only
if the composite state is in a separable state p, ® pg.
Let us assume that subsystems A and B are initially in
thermal equilibrium at inverse temperature 5, = 1/,
and By = 1/Tj, respectively. The corresponding local
densities are p? = e A /Z, and pY = e~ /7, where
Z, and Zj are the respective subsystem partition func-

tions. Inverting the Gibbs state as H, = —T,(Inp? +
InZ,), the energy of subsystem A can be expressed as
EA(t) = =T, Try{ps(t)In p¥} — T, In Z, and similarly for
subsystem B. The deviation of the energy and entropy
from their initial values must satisfy

BAAEL(t) — AS, = S(pa()]|p%) > 0, (1)

where AE,(t) = E,(t) — E,(0) and AS,(t) = Sa(t) —
S4(0) likewise subsystem B takes a corresponding expres-
sion.

Although Eq. resembles the second law of thermo-
dynamics, it does not require a thermal environment and
is valid for any subsystem initially in a Gibbs state. Using
the conservation of total energy, AFE,(t) + AEg(t) = 0,
and total entropy, AS,(t) + ASp(t) = Alg(t), Eq.
leads to

(Bs = Be) AEL(t) = S(pA(t)llﬂﬂ)+5(pB(t)Hpg)+AL\B((tQ))7

where Al = I(t) — I4(0).

Let us now assume that T, > T;. Equation in-
dicates that if the subsystems are always uncorrelated
[ALg(t) = 0], AE, is negative at all times and thus en-
ergy is always transferred from the hot to the cold sub-
system (we shall call this normal energy exchange), as
expected from the standard theory of thermodynamics.
Similarly, if AI,g(¢t) > 0 the energy flows in the normal
direction but the amount of transferred energy is larger
than the normal energy exchange. On the other hand,
if the mutual information decreases significantly, that is
AlLy(t) < — [S(pa(t)102) + S(ps(®)]I#0)] < 0, then en-
ergy flows from the cold to the hot subsystem against
the temperature gradient, (we shall call this anomalous
energy exchange), which is unexpected in the standard
theory of thermodynamics.

It is misleading to say that the above argument rep-
resents a violation of the second law. Temperature is
simply a parameter specifying the initial energy distri-
bution and Eq. is valid for any type of evolution,
unitary or nonunitary. It merely shows that at a certain
time the hot subsystem A can reach a higher-energy state
than its initial state but does not have to remain in the
higher-energy state, in fact the energy can oscillate in
time and AF,(t) can be positive or negative at different
points in the evolution if the system is finite. Strictly
speaking, only when the subsystems are infinitely large,
can AF, and AF} dissipate as heat @, and Q.

Regardless of system size, the above discussion has sig-
nificant ramifications, namely, that the energy of a hot
body can get even higher than its initial energy for a time
if and only if the system is initially correlated. In light
of this conclusion, we show that particular initial con-
ditions can reverse the direction of energy flow against
the temperature gradient or enhance the energy flow in
the natural direction for a brief period of time before the
initial correlations are lost to decoherence. In Sec. [V} we
exploit this effect to construct a heat pump driven purely
by quantum entanglement.



To illustrate the mechanical origin of the anomalous
energy exchange, assume that the initial state of the two
qubits A and B is given by

Pas = Pa @ Py + X, (3)

where x is the correlation matrix describing all classical
and quantum correlations.

When the two subsystems are coupled through an
interaction potential V,, energy is exchanged between
the subsystems. We are particularly interested in the
time evolution of the subspace energy difference (SED)
As(t) = EL(t) — Eg(t). By expanding it in the Taylor
series up to the first order of ¢, we find its initial trend:

Axp(t) = Aup(0) — i Tr {(Hx — Hp)[Vas, x|} £ + O(tz)(, )
4
where [+, -] is the commutator. If the first-order term is
positive, the SED increases, indicating that the hot sub-
system gets even hotter and the cold subsystem gets even
colder. Thus, [Vig, x] # 0 is a necessary condition for the
anomalous energy exchange. While the initial trend
can be nonzero for any type of correlation satisfying the
condition, we focus on quantum entanglement as a source
of correlation.

III. ANOMALOUS ENERGY EXCHANGE
BETWEEN QUBITS

To explicitly demonstrate the anomalous energy ex-
change, we consider a pair of identical qubits with Hamil-
tonians H, = Hy = %‘*’Uz. The ground and excited states
are denoted as |0) and |1), respectively. For simplicity,
we assume that hw = 1 and all energies are normal-
ized by hw. Initially the qubits are disconnected and in
independent Gibbs states with respective temperatures
T, > Ts. The uncorrelated part of density matrix in Eq.
can be expressed in the product basis of two qubits
{100} 01) ,]10), [11)}:

A0 0 O
0 0 0

Py Py = 0 02 X3 0] (5)
0 0 0 X

where the matrix elements are defined by

A\ = e('B“+5D)/2/(ZAZB),

Ay = e(ﬂA—Bu)/2(ZAZB)’

A3 = e(—ﬂ.A-&-ﬁu)/?/(ZAZB)’

Ay = e A2/ (7, 7,). (6)
The choice of  in the initial state (3) will depend on

the type of interaction established between the qubits.
We assume a simple interaction potential

Vg = Q (€' [01)(10] + e~ [10)01]),  (7)

where € and ¢, are the magnitude and the phase of the
coupling operator. V,; becomes the standard XY model
with ¢y = 0, and the asymmetric Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
(DM) interaction[28, 29] with ¢y = 7. To satisfy the
necessary condition for the anomalous energy exchange,
[Vie, X] # 0, the correlation matrix x must include coher-
ence between |01) and |10). Hence, the simplest possible

structure of the correlation matrix is

xi1 0 0 O

0 x22 Xx23 O
= * . 8
X 0 x33 x33 0 ( )
0 0 0 xu

The correlation matrix must further satisfy three phys-
ical conditions: (a) p{, must be positive and normalized,
(b) p? and p% must remain in the Gibbs state, and (c)
pQ, must contain entanglement, which imply the mathe-
matical conditions

Py >0 and Trpl, =1 (9a)
Trax=Trgx=0 (9b)
C(pRe) > 0, (9¢)

where the magnitude of entanglement is measured by the
concurrence C [30]. To obtain the strongest anomalous
heat current we maximize the concurrence of the initial
state under the above constraints.

The optimal correlation matrix is found to be (see Ap-

pendix

-\ 0 0 0
|l o0 +A €A 0
X = 0 e—iqﬁxm +)\4 0 ) (10)
0 0 0 -\

where ¢, is a phase between |01) and [10). The maximum
possible concurrence under the above constraints is given

by

Co = 24/ M. (11)

We assume that a mapping from p? ® p? to p%, can be
realized by some quantum channel. However, there may
be additional restrictions. For example, if the channel
is unitary, the temperature of the thermal state must be
sufficiently low [31]. Micadei et al. [26] used a sequence
of pulses to prepare the initial entangled state and while
not necessarily optimal, were still able to measure an
anomalous energy exchange.

We solved the Liouville-von Neumann equation with
the initial state and , and obtained an exact so-
lution for the time evolution of the SED between the two
coupled qubits (Appendix ,

As(t) = AAB(O)\/l + (m) cos(2Qt + 6), (12)



o
™

Concurrence
o
N

o
™o

Mutual Info
o
~

FIG. 1. Evolution of (a) energy difference, (b) concurrence
and (c¢) mutual information of two entangled qubits at respec-
tive temperatures T, = 2, Tz = 1 coupled through potential
Viswith Q = 0.1. The dotted black, dashed blue and solid red
lines correspond to § = 0, 5, —%5. For the normal energy ex-
change (dotted black lines), the SED never exceeds the initial
value A,5(0), and the concurrence and mutual information
change very little. For the anomalous energy exchange with

= —7 (solid red lines), the SED initially increases while the
concurrence and the mutual information decrease in contrast
to normal energy exchange. For the other anomalous energy
exchange with 0 = 7 (dashed blue lines), the SED initially de-
creases faster than that of the normal energy exchange, while
the concurrence and the mutual information still decrease in
almost the same way as the anomalous energy exchange with
0 = —7. In all cases, the oscillations of the SED have the
same period, &-.

where § = ¢y — ¢, and

Co sin(é)} T
0 =atan | —=|, 0] < —=. 13
In the absence of initial entanglement (Co = 0 and

thus 6 = 0), the SED never exceeds the initial value and
normal energy exchange proceeds as expected. In the
presence of an initial correlation, the energy exchange is
still normal if the coupling and coherence are in phase,
0 = 0. Otherwise, the energy exchange is anomalous.
Expanding Eq. in time the first-order term is found
to be —2Q [A2,(0) +C3 51112(5)]1/2 sin(f)t. Hence, the
SED increases only when —7 < ¢ < 0, which requires § <
0, otherwise, it initially decreases faster than the normal
oscillation. The sufficient condition for the anomalous
energy exchange against the temperature gradient is thus
Co > 0 and —7 < § < 0. The fastest growth rate of

FIG. 2. Local energy difference A,; is plotted for (a) normal
energy exchange (§ = 0) and (b) anomalous energy exchange
(0 = —7%) with three different temperature gradients, dotted
black line: Ty = Ty = 1.5, solid red line: T, = 2.0 > Ty = 1.0,
and dashed blue line: Ty = 1.0 < Tz = 2.0. The coupling
strength, 2 = 0.1 is used for all cases. A reversal of the
temperature gradient inverts the normal energy flow, but has
little effect on the anomalous energy exchange.

the SED is obtained at § = —% and it reaches the first
_ 19l

maximum at time 7 507

Figure [1] plots the SED, concurrence and mutual in-
formation in the presence of an initial correlation with
0 = 0,+5. When the energy oscillation is normal
(6 = 0), the concurrence and mutual information are
nearly constant in time. Otherwise (6 = %) the energy
oscillation is anomalous, the entanglement and mutual
information vanish as the SED reaches a maximum, in-
dicating that the correlation is consumed to increase the
SED.

Figure 2| plots the normal (§ = 0) and anomalous
(0 = —7F) energy oscillations for three different temper-
ature gradients T, = Ty, Ty > T and T, < Ti. The
normal energy exchange vanishes in the absence of the
temperature gradient and flows in the normal direction
in the presence of temperature gradient as expected. In
contrast, the abnormal energy exchange is almost inde-
pendent from the temperature gradient. The amplitude
of abnormal energy exchange is nearly an order of mag-
nitude larger than that of the normal energy exchange,
desirable properties for the construction of an efficient
heat pump.
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FIG. 3. Heat pump cycle: (a) Qubits A and B are uncoupled
from each other and thermalized with hot bath A and cold
bath B, respectively. (b) Entanglement is prepared between
the qubits. (c¢) The qubits are coupled via an interaction
potential. (d) Anomalous heat flows from qubit B to A against
the temperature gradient. Returning to step (a), the excess
energy in qubit A is transferred to heat bath A and the energy
deficiency in qubit B is recovered from heat bath B during the
thermalization.

IV. ANOMALOUS HEAT CONDUCTION
BETWEEN HEAT BATHS

The anomalous energy exchange in the isolated qubits
oscillates periodically and no dissipation takes place. In
this section, we investigate the anomalous energy ex-
change in a dissipative system by adding heat baths.
Consider two subsystems A and B each consisting of a
heat bath and a qubit as shown in Fig. a). The total
system A + B is isolated and thus total energy and en-
tropy are conserved. In the absence of the qubit-qubit
coupling, each qubit relaxes to a thermal state (Gibbs
state with T, > Ty) after a sufficiently long time.

Once a local thermal equilibrium has been established
in each subsystem an initial correlation x is prepared be-
tween the qubits with § = —7 as discussed in Sec. @ As
soon as the entanglement is formed, the interaction po-
tential V,5 is turned on. Since tr p?, Vi = 0, there is no
energy cost to switch on the coupling, hence no work is
done during this step. Energy begins flowing from qubit
B to A as predicted by the previous analysis. However,
the heat baths quickly destroy the coherence between the
qubits and thus the anomalous energy exchange ceases at
a certain time followed by normal heat conduction from A
to B. If the period of energy oscillation, 7q = § is shorter
than the decoherence time 74, the anomalous energy ex-
change will reach the first maximum of its oscillation and
qubit A gains energy exceeding its thermal energy at T4
and qubit B loses energy below its thermal energy at T'z.

We define heat @, and Qg as energy extracted from
heat bath A and B, respectively [32]. When qubit A ac-
quires some excess energy due to the anomalous energy
exchange, it flows into heat bath A and thus @, is neg-
ative. Meanwhile, the deficiency of energy in qubit B
results in positive Q5. As a whole, heat flows from bath
B to A against the temperature gradient. We shall call
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FIG. 4. Transient anomalous dynamics of heat baths at re-
spective temperatures 7, = 2 and Ty = 1 coupled through
the interaction potential Vs parametrized by = 0.1 and
0 = —%. Weak coupling to the heat baths (ka = ks = 0.01)
is assumed, where k, and kg are the coupling constants. (See
Refs. [32] 33]) (a) In contrast with Fig. 2| the oscillation of
the SED between qubits decays due to decoherence. (b) Heat
is initially extracted from bath A (solid red line) and delivered
to bath B (dashed blue line) against the temperature gradient
T, =2 and Ty = 1. (c) Concurrence initially takes a maxi-
mum value then dies abruptly. (d) Mutual information decays
exponentially after the sudden death of the concurrence.

this delivery of heat from one bath to another facilitated
by the anomalous energy exchange anomalous heat.

The time evolution of the system is numerically sim-
ulated with the method of hierarchical equations of mo-
tion (HEOM) [34]. The detailed simulation method is
described in Refs. [32] [33]. In brief, the qubits are cou-
pled to ideal Bose gases with the Drude-Lorenz spectra.
The evolution of the qubits is numerically evaluated by
the HEOM. Figure a) clearly shows a sharp peak in
the SED near t = 7q, indicating that the anomalous en-
ergy exchange is taking place even in the presence of heat
baths. However, the oscillation quickly decays due to de-
coherence induced by the heat baths.

Heat plotted in Fig. b) confirms that the excess en-
ergy in qubit A is released to heat bath A and at the same
time qubit B recovers the missing energy from heat bath
B. It also shows that the normal heat conduction takes
over after one oscillation of the SED in Fig. [4fa).

In contrast with the case of isolated qubits discussed
in the previous section, Fig. c) shows that the con-
currence suddenly dies after one oscillation characteristic
of the “entanglement sudden death” [35]. The mutual
information plotted in figure d) survives longer than
the concurrence and gradually decays primarily due to
decoherence-induced classical correlation.

Even though this reversed heat is transient, a heat cur-
rent against the temperature gradient seemingly violates
the second law of thermodynamics. If we apply the tra-
ditional theory of thermodynamics to the heat transfer
between two subsystems, the entropy change in the sub-



system A(B) is given by AS, ) +%—;"; and the net entropy

production in this interpretation is given by

So(t) = {ASA(t) + CTQA} + {ASB(t) + ?] . (14

A B

which can be negative in certain situations in violation
of the second law. The problem with this interpretation
is that correlation between the subsystems is not taken
into account. The standard theory of thermodynamics
is built upon the assumption that the two subsystems
are uncorrelated. To overcome this issue, we consider
the pair of qubits as a single system interacting with two

heat baths simultaneously. Then the entropy change is
defined as

Y(t) = ASum(t) + % + %‘j (15)
The difference between the two definitions, ¥X0(t)—X(t) =
Alg(t), is simply the mutual information. It turns out
that X(t) is strictly positive if the heat baths are initially
in thermal equilibrium, as shown in Appendix [C} Hence,
the definition is consistent with the second law, sug-
gesting that the mutual information plays a significant
role in thermodynamics.

Figure [5| plots numerical simulation of ¥ and ¥j. In
the absence of initial correlation [Fig. [B(a)], heat flows
in the normal direction and both 3¢ (¢) and X(t) remains
positive at all times. However, ¥y is not monotoni-
cally increasing due to the transient correlation gener-
ated by the introduction of qubit-qubit coupling. Once
the steady heat is established, entropy production in-
creases linearly. The result is quite different when the
qubits are initially correlated and the direction of heat
is reversed [Fig. [f(b)]. o is negative until the normal
heat is recovered. On the other hand, ¥(¢) remains pos-
itive and monotonically increases apart from the initial
oscillation. The entropy production with the anomalous
heat is larger than that with the normal heat by an or-
der of magnitude. It is clear that most of the entropy
production comes from the loss of the mutual informa-
tion, suggesting that the dissipation associated with the
anomalous heat is compensated by the loss of mutual
information.

V. A PROPOSED HEAT PUMP

Now we construct a heat pump operated cyclically by
repeating the process discussed in the previous section
(see Fig. . When the energy of qubit A reaches its first
maximum at time 7 = % instead of allowing normal
heat to start, the qubits are disconnected by turning off
the interaction potential. As a result the excess energy
gained by qubit A is unable to return to qubit B and
energy must flow from the qubit to heat bath A as heat
(@4 < 0). Similarly, the energy deficiency in qubit B is

restored by absorbing heat from heat bath B and thus

entropy production entropy production
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FIG. 5. Two different definitions of entropy production, Yo
(dashed blue lines) and X (solid red lines), along with the
change of mutual information (dot-dashed black lines) are
plotted. For the normal heat, the two definitions of the en-
tropy production are both positive, consistent with the second
law of thermodynamics. For the anomalous heat, ¥ is nega-
tive until steady normal heat is recovered, disqualifying it as
the definition of entropy production. ¥ remains positive all
time, consistent with the second law. The main contribution
to the entropy production is the reduction of mutual infor-
mation, which is far bigger than the entropy production in

the normal heat conduction. Parameters: Q = 0.1, § = —%

2
T, =2,T5s =1, ky = kg = 0.01.

heat Qg > 0 flows. Eventually the subsystems reach the
original thermal equilibrium. By repeating the process,
heat can be cyclically extracted from the cold bath and
delivered to the hot bath.

In Fig. [6] heat Q, and Qs obtained from numerical
simulation are plotted for the first two cycles. The qubits
are connected for a brief period of time 7 (narrow shaded
area) and actual heat flows from the cold to the hot bath
during rethermalization. Unlike traditional heat pumps,
all of the energy extracted from the cold bath is delivered
to the hot bath (|Q.| = |@s]), indicating high efficiency.
For comparison, the normal heat is also plotted. The
amount of pumped heat is of the same order of the mag-
nitude as that of the normal heat, indicating significant
pumping power.

Coupling the qubits does not require any external en-
ergy, but uncoupling the qubits requires some external
work unless the interaction energy (V,s) vanishes at the
moment of detachment. We note that V,; commutes with
all components of the Hamiltonian except for the interac-
tion potential between heat baths and qubits. Therefore,
the interaction energy at the time of disconnection is neg-
ligibly small. Furthermore it can be made infinitesimally



small by adjusting the disconnection time and the cou-
pling strength with heat baths.

From the standard thermodynamic perspective, the ef-
ficiency of a heat pump is measured by the coefficient of
performance (COP)

Qs s
Ncop = W 7QA Oy (16)

which diverges when evaluated for our heat pump be-
cause no work is done on the system, and thus Q,+Qy =
0 at the end of every cycle. The second law of thermody-
namics demands that the efficiency should be bounded by
the Carnot efficiency nigy = TETB' It has been shown
that quantum coherency or correlation cannot violate the
Carnot statement of the second law [36]. To reestablish
the second law, we must change the definition of COP.
Recalling the definition of entropy production and
further noting that AS, = AS; = 0 at the end of one
cycle, the second law becomes

Iy— = -=>2>>0, (17)

where I is the initial mutual information and Q is heat
per cycle. Rearranging Eq. yields,

L Q

T —Ty — Tolo

(18)

The direct comparison of with the standard Carnot
efficiency suggests that an effective work may be defined
as W = T, Iy [6]. Substituting the results of the simula-

tion, we find T?[BO = 0.186 which is lower than the Carnot

efficiency niear = 1, satisfying the inequality .

CcoP

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We first investigated the anomalous energy exchange
between an entangled pair of qubits locally in thermal
states with different temperature. We have shown that
the direction and magnitude of the energy flow can be
controlled by tuning the phases in the initial coherence
and coupling operator as well as the concurrence of the
initial state. The direction of the anomalous energy flow
is nearly independent of the temperature gradient

Second, we investigated the effect of decoherence on
the anomalous energy exchange by coupling independent
thermal baths to the qubits. The anomalous energy ex-
change quickly disappears as the entanglement vanishes
due to decoherence. However, as the qubits are thermal-
ized, the excess energy in the qubits dissipates to the
baths as heat, reversing the direction of heat against the
temperature gradient.

Based on the anomalous heat, we have constructed a
heat pump. By tuning the parameters, namely, the con-
currence of the initial state, the phases and the coupling
strength, we have shown numerically that rather strong
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FIG. 6. The performance of the heat pump obtained from
numerical simulation. To eliminate the energy cost of qubit
decoupling, asymmetric coupling strengths x, = 0.01, and
kg = 0.023 are used. See Fig. for other parameter val-
ues. The accumulation of heat is plotted for two cycles of
operation, drawn from the cold bath (solid gray line) and
delivered to the hot bath (solid black line). The qubits are
connected for a brief period of time 7 = 6.1 (narrow gaps
between two vertical lines) and the system is relaxed for the
period of Trelax = 500. See Fig. [B] for other parameter values.
For comparison, the normal steady-state heat drawn from the
hot bath (dashed gray line) and delivered to the cold bath
(dashed black line) in the absence of initial correlation is also
plotted.

heat current is created against the temperature gradient.
If we assume that the initial mutual information mul-
tiplied by temperature is equivalent to external work,
the coefficient of performance obtained from simulation
is consistent with the second law of thermodynamics.

To operate the heat pump cyclically, the initial corre-
lation must be periodically reestablished. Micadei et al.
[26] used a sequence of single-qubit rotations and two-
qubit interactions to prepare the fuel state experimen-
tally and were able to realize some correlation sufficient
to reverse the direction of the energy exchange between
qubits. Other possibilities include the entanglement-
preserving local thermalization channel [37] or entangle-
ment swapping in the presence of thermal environments
[38-43].

It has been shown that coherence can be created or
increased using the temperature gradient (heat) as re-
sources [44] [45]. Tt would be interesting to investigate
the time reversed process of our proposed heat pump. If
the heat from a hot to a cold bath is increased compared
with normal heat conduction, is it possible to amplify
coherence?



y=(z+ )@+ \)

W

y=(z—X)(x—A3)

min (A2, A3) max (A2, A3)

FIG. 7. The schematic representation of three conditions

, , and . x and y represent x11 and |ya3|?,
respectively. The shaded region satisfies all conditions. The
vertical edge of the region corresponds to the square of max-
imum concurrence.
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Appendix A: Optimal Correlation Matrix

In this appendix, we determine the optimal correlation
matrix (10]) using the conditions (@ Since the matrix
takes a so-called X form [46], we can easily evaluate the
conditions. The positivity condition is satisfied by

Ai+xi >0, Vi (Ala)

V(A2 + x22) (A3 + x33) > |x23]- (Alb)

The traceless conditions constrains the diagonal el-
ements by x11 = —X22 = —X33 = X44, Which reduces the
conditions (Al]) to

min (Ag, )\3) Z X11 Z —>\4 (A2a)

and

V(A2 = x11)(As — x11) > |x23l.

Now, we have only two parameters to determine, x1; and

X23-
Concurrence is found to be

Clp) = 2max{0, [xa3| — v/ (A1 + x11)(As + x11)}  (A3)

and thus entanglement is formed only if

(A2b)

Ix2s| > /(A1 + x11)(As + x11)- (Ad)
Combining the conditions (A2) and (A4]), the parameters
7

take values in the shaded area in Fig.

Finally, we obtain the maximum concurrence Cy =
2v/ A4 with x11 = —)4 and |x23] = VA4 (see Fig. [7).
Now, we have the optimal correlation matrix .

Appendix B: Unitary Evolution of Coupled Qubits

We solve the Liouville-von Neumann equation ip =
[((Hy + Hg + V,5), p] where the Hamiltonians are defined
in Section m The initial state (3) is specifically written
in the matrix forms and (10). Noting that p;; and
pa4 are independent from other matrix elements, they are
constant in time and thus p11(t) = A1 — A2 and p44(t) = 0.
The remaining equations of motion are

ipa2 = Q [e" " p32 — e " pag] | (Bla)

ip2s = Qe (p33 — p2o) (B1b)

with the conservation of two quantities: pos+ps3 = 0 and
€' pga + e~ pi. = 0. We obtain the following solution:

1
p2e(t) = 3 [A2 + A3 +2)4

(B2a)
—Axp(0) cos(2Qt) + sin(0)Co sin(2Qt)]
pralt) = 5 e+ Xs + 204 o)
+A,45(0) cos(2Qt) — sin(6)Co sin(2Qt)] ,
eitn
pas(t) = pialt) = - o cos(9) (B20)

—i{sin(d)Co cos(22t) — A5(0) sin(2Qt)}] .

Next we evaluate the energy expectation values E, =
Tr[(Hy ® I)p] and Ey = Tr [(I @ Hg)p]. Using the above
solutions, they are evaluated as

1
E,/s(t) = 3 A1 — A4
FAL:(0) cos(2Qt) F sin(0)Co sin(2Qt)] ,

(B3)
from which we obtain Eq. .

Appendix C: Entropy production

We show that Eq. (|15) is non-negative. Consider a
system s in contact with hot bath h and cold bath c. The
Hilbert space of the total system is given by H @ Hp Q@ H..
We assume that they are initially uncorrelated and the
heat baths are in thermal equilibrium, thus the initial
density can be written as

p(0) = ps(0) ® py ® P, (C1)

where pg(0) is an arbitrary initial system density and the
initial density of bath k = h, ¢ takes the Gibbs form
pr = e Pefle /7, with the bath Hamiltonian Hj,, inverse
temperature (i, and partition function Z.

We define heat as energy leaving the heat bath:



Qr(t) = Try (pfHy) — Try (pr(t)Hy)
- —é [Ty (o6 In p§) — Tep ((t) In )] (C2)

The change in the entropy of the system is defined with
the von Neumann entropy:

ASs = —Trg (ps(t) In ps(t)) + Trs (ps(0) In ps(0)) . (C3)

Rewriting Eqgs. (C2) and (C3) using trace over the

whole Hilbert space, substituting them to the definition
of entropy production , rearranging terms, and using
the conservation of total entropy, we obtain

¥ = ASs — BuQn — BcQc
= —Tr[p(t) In (ps(t) @ py; @ p5)]
+ Tr [(ps(0) @ piy @ pc) In (ps(0) @ piy @ p¢)]
=S (p®)]lps(t) @ pi, ® p¢) = 0 (C4)

which shows that Eq. is always non-negative for
t>0.
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