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Low-dimensional metal complexes are versatile materials with tunable physical and chemical properties that
make these systems promising platforms for caloric applications. In this context, this work proposes a quantum
Stirling cycle based on a dinuclear metal complex as a working substance. The results show that the quantum
cycle operational modes can be managed when considering the change in the magnetic coupling of the material
and the temperature of the reservoirs. Moreover, magnetic susceptibility can be used to characterize the heat
exchanges of each cycle step and, therefore, its performance. As a proof of concept, the efficiency of the heat
engine is obtained from experimental susceptibility data. These results open doors for studying quantum ther-
modynamic cycles by using metal complexes; and further the development of emerging quantum technologies
based on these advanced materials.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past few decades, the rise of several technologies
based on the quantum properties of advanced materials has at-
tracted the attention of the scientific community [1–5]. Quan-
tum correlations and coherence have been extensively ex-
plored as primary resources in this novel quantum devices
such as quantum transistors [6, 7] and batteries [5, 8–11]. Fur-
thermore, the fast development of these technologies has led
the literature to increasingly consider thermodynamic aspects
for describing quantum processes, leading to the development
of the quantum thermodynamics area [12, 13].

Analogous to the development of the classical thermody-
namics, the study of heat engines have become widely ex-
plored in the area of quantum thermodynamics [14–36]. In
particular, coupled spin systems appear as robust platforms
for the development of the so-called quantum heat engines
(QHEs) prototypes [18–23, 30]. In this class of materi-
als, low-dimensional molecular magnetic systems as quan-
tum antiferromagnets [37–47] appear as promising platforms
for quantum technologies [1, 5]. In these advanced mate-
rials, intramolecular interactions are strong enough to sup-
press external and intermolecular interactions [41, 43, 44, 48].
As a consequence, its quantum features presents highly sta-
bility against external perturbations such as high tempera-
tures [5, 41, 43, 44], magnetic fields [45, 49] and pressure
[42, 45]. Moreover, its quantum coherence and correlations
are related to substantial structural and macroscopic prop-
erties [41, 42, 45, 50], which allows the management and
control of its quantum properties by experimental techniques
[4, 41, 42, 45].
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Metal complexes has been explored in the literature for sev-
eral caloric applications through classical thermodynamic cy-
cles [38–40, 48]. In this scenario, this work analyzes the real-
ization of a quantum Stirling engine whose working medium
consists of a dinuclear metal complex in a d9 electronic con-
figuration. The cycle operates between two heat baths and two
magnetic couplings, handled by an external hydrostatic pres-
sure change.

The results show that the four operation modes - heat en-
gine, refrigerator, accelerator and heater - allowed by the sec-
ond law of thermodynamics can be tuned by the control of the
parameters of the cycle. In addition, the heat exchanged dur-
ing the cycle is analytically characterized in each cycle step
through the working substance’s dimensionless magnetic sus-
ceptibility. Thus, from an experimental point of view, this
work also shows a proof of concept for the presented theo-
retical model, where the efficiency of the heat engine opera-
tional mode is obtained through magnetic susceptibility data.
The presented results can provide insights for future research
regarding the caloric properties of metal complexes, opening
doors for studying the caloric properties of metal complexes
through quantum thermodynamic cycles. These can be used
in the application of dinuclear metal complexes as quantum
heat engines in terms of their operation modes. Therefore,
this paper lays the groundwork for future research into apply-
ing metal complexes as working substances of quantum heat
engines toward the development of emerging quantum tech-
nologies based on these advanced materials.

II. DINUCLEAR METAL COMPLEX AS WORKING
SUBSTANCE

Let us consider a dinuclear metal complex in a d9 electronic
configuration as the working substance to a four-stroke Quan-
tum Stirling cycle [15, 23, 24, 29–36]. This class of materi-
als can be defined as an ideal realization of coupled 1/2-spins
[5, 42, 45]. The Hamiltonian of this working substance is
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given by the Heisenberg interaction H = J~S 1 · ~S 2, where
S (k)

n = (1/2)σk
n are the spins of the d9 metallic centers, with

σk
n being the Pauli matrices (k ∈ {x, y, z}), and J the magnetic

coupling constant: J > 0 corresponds to an antiparallel align-
ment, with entangled ground state (EGS); and J < 0 corre-
sponds to a parallel alignment, with separable ground state
(SGS). The energy levels consist in s = 0 singlet (J > 0)
and s = 1 triplet (J < 0) states [37]. Diagonalizing H , one
can obtain the energy eigenvalues Es and the corresponding
eigenstates |s,ms〉 [37] as

Es=1 =
1
4

J →


|s = 1,ms = +1〉 = | ↑↑〉

|s = 1,ms = 0〉 =
1
√

2
(| ↑↓〉 + | ↓↑〉)

|s = 1,ms = −1〉 = | ↓↓〉

, (1)

Es=0 = −
3
4

J → |s = 0,ms = 0〉 =
1
√

2
(| ↑↓〉−| ↓↑〉) . (2)

Besides the energy levels, the populations %n and, conse-
quently, the entropy have a pivotal role in quantum thermody-
namic processes [51, 52]. For the working substance at ther-
mal equilibrium, the density matrix for the coupled system is
given by the Gibbs form ρ(T ) = e−H/kBT /Tre−H/kBT , which
can be written in terms of the populations %n, on the local ba-
sis {| ↑↑〉, | ↑↓〉, | ↓↑〉, | ↓↓〉} as the X-shaped matrix:

ρ =
1
2


2%2 0 0 0
0 %1 + %3 %3 − %1 0
0 %3 − %1 %1 + %3 0
0 0 0 2%4

 . (3)

Thus, from the system Hamiltonian H and the spectral de-
composition of the state ρ, the working substance state eigen-
values %n (population) and its corresponding eigenvectors |%n〉

are written as a function of the molar magnetic susceptibility
of the substance [41, 42, 45] as

%1 = %2 = %3 =
kBTχ(J,T )
2NAg2µ2

B

→


|%1〉 = | ↑↑〉

|%2〉 =
1
√

2
(| ↑↓〉 + | ↓↑〉)

|%3〉 = | ↓↓〉

,

(4)

%4 = 1 − 3%1(T )→ vert%4〉 =
1
√

2
(| ↑↓〉−| ↓↑〉) , (5)

where NA is the Avogadro’s number, g is the Landé factor,
µB is the Bohr magneton, and χ is the Bleaney-Bowers molar
magnetic susceptibility [37, 41–45, 53–55] of the compound

χ(J,T ) =
2NA(gµB)2

kBT
1

3 + eJ/kBT . (6)

From Eqs. (4) and (5) one can obtain the von Neumann
entropy S = −Σ4

i=1%i ln %i of the system, given by:

S (J,T ) = −F (J,T )
{
e

J
kBT ln [1 − 3F (J,T )] + 3 ln [F (J,T )]

}
,

(7)

where F (J,T ) is the so-called dimensionless magnetic sus-
ceptibility [37], which is defined in terms of the Bleaney-
Bowers equation:

F (J,T ) =
kBTχ(J,T )
2NA(gµB)2 =

1
3 + eJ/kBT . (8)

In particular, for dinuclear metal complexes, it is well
known that its magnetic coupling can be handled by apply-
ing an external pressure [5, 39, 42, 45, 56–58]. Studying the
magnetic properties of metal complexes when the compound
are subjected to an external hydrostatic pressure is the main
purpose of the high-pressure magnetometry area [57, 59, 60].
When a high pressure is applied to a metal complex, it is pos-
sible for changes to occur in the electron density, bonding, and
crystal structure of the system [60]. As presented in ref. 42,
the third-order Birch-Murnaghan equation [61–63] relates the
magneto-structural change in metal complexes with the pres-
sure to which the substance is subjected. Thus, a hydrostatic
pressure allows one to control the magnetic coupling, which
then controls the degree of quantum correlations in low di-
mensional metal complexes [42]. Hence, one can manipulate
the magnetic coupling (J) of the working substance during a
thermodynamic process. Accordingly, the external pressure
induces a change in the lattice parameter, and the bridging
angles [39, 56–58]; and, as a consequence, the magnetic cou-
pling constant can be handled, which allows the control of the
energy levels. Therefore, this approach allows the investiga-
tion of the relationship between the structure and magnetic
properties of metal complexes. In references [56, 57], the au-
thors studied several copper dimers materials and analyzed the
magnetic coupling constant as a function of the bridging an-
gles. They found that a dependence of this constant with the
metal-oxygen-metal angle in metal complexes, as below:

J/kB = 106θ − 10387 [K] . (9)

Note the critical angle that makes J = 0 is θ = 97.5o (see
references 56 and 57).

The values of applied pressures to achieve such angles
are of the order of GPa [42, 57], which are experimentally
achieved using commercial diamond anvil cells. It can there-
fore be assumed that an antiparallel alignment of the spins is
expected for θ > 97.5o, while a parallel alignment is expected
for θ < 97.5o [57]. In other words, the coupling constant
changes from positive (singlet state - EGS) to negative (triplet
subspace - SGS) depending on the changing of the bridging
angles. Thus, the magnetic coupling constant of the working
substance can be handled during the isochoric processes by
regulating the external pressure.

III. QUANTUM STIRLING CYCLE IN A METAL
COMPLEX

A quantum thermodynamic cycle is a quantum counterpart
of a classical thermodynamic cycle. While Carnot and Otto
cycles have been exhaustively studied in the past few years,
a wide range of other cycles can be generalized for quantum
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working substances [23]. In particular, the Stirling cycle has
attracted the attention of the scientific community as an al-
ternative for the adiabatic cycles [15, 23, 24, 30–36]. The
Stirling cycle is characterized by four main processes: (i)
isothermal expansion, (ii) isochoric cooling, (iii) isothermal
compression, and (iv) isochoric heating.

There is an ongoing debate about the best definition of work
for microscopic quantum systems [64, 65]. Here we will use
the most common definition [12, 13, 51] considering work as
the (average) energy exchange due to external changes in the
system’s Hamiltonian. In this scenario, for spin systems this
change can be achieved through varying an external magnetic
field [24, 30], or the magnetic coupling J between the spins,
as we will consider here.

Thus, the quasi-static quantum Stirling cycle can be im-
plemented by two quantum isothermal and two quantum iso-
choric strokes. In this regard, the properties of the quasi-static
quantum isochoric and isothermal processes are described be-
low.

A. Quantum Isochoric Processes

The working substance is kept in contact with a thermal
reservoir in the quasi-static isochoric processes. No work is
performed; meanwhile, heat is exchanged between the sub-
stance and the reservoir. Thus, from the first law of thermo-
dynamics for quantum processes [23, 24, 30, 51], the work
performed corresponds to the variation of the energy levels Es
of the system, Eq. (1) and (2). As a consequence, the gener-
alized coordinate for the working substance, presented in the
last section, can be defined as the magnetic coupling constant
J = Es=1−Es=0, which in turn yields the change of the energy
levels of the system. Therefore, considering this metal com-
plex as the working substance, the magnetic coupling does not
change during the isochoric process while the populations and
the temperature change.

B. Quantum Isothermal Processes

The isothermal processes of the quantum Stirling cycle can
be summarized as the working substance in equilibrium with
the heat bath with fixed temperature T ; while, at the same
time, the generalized coordinate, given by the magnetic cou-
pling constant of the system, is changed quasi-statically, lead-
ing to a change of the system’s energy spectrum En and the
corresponding populations %n [51].

Work can be performed or received in this process, while
the working substance exchanges heat with the reservoir. The
magnetic coupling J and populations %n (Eqs. (4) - (5)) of
the material is changed slowly due to the application of an
external hydrostatic pressure (see equation 9), ensuring that
the substance is kept in thermal equilibrium with the reservoir
during the entire process.

In the classical analogs, the internal energyU of the system
remains constant while it experiences an isothermal process.

In contrast with its classical counterpart, the isothermal pro-
cess for the quantum Stirling cycle has a non-zero internal
energy change [15, 51, 52]. The internal energy of the work-
ing substance is obtained from the U = Tr

[
ρH

]
, which can

also be calculated as a function of the dimensionless magnetic
susceptibility as:

U(J,T ) = 3J
[
F (J,T ) −

1
4

]
. (10)

In this context, for the dinuclear metal complex working sub-
stance, the internal energy of the system is directly related to
its magnetic coupling constant and, consequently, sensitive to
external pressure[42].

C. Step-by-step of the quantum Stirling cycle

The principal subject of study in any cyclic heat engine is
the characterization of the heat exchanged and the work per-
formed in one complete cycle. Based on the working sub-
stance and the thermodynamic processes presented before,
one can implement the four-stage quantum Stirling cycle and
study its properties. Fig. 1 shows a sketch of the steps and
the S T diagram for this cycle. As it can be seen, the engine
operates between two heat baths, with temperatures Th and Tc
(with Th > Tc); and two different pressure values, meaning
two different magnetic couplings JA and JB.

It is important to highlight that, in order to ensure that the
system is in the low-temperature regime where the ground
state is primarily occupied, and the quantum effects are sig-
nificant, the cycle needs to be implemented far enough from
the Curie’s paramagnetic region (kBT � |J|) [37, 41]. There-
fore, the results presented in this section were obtained un-
der the condition that the temperature of the thermal baths are
distant from the Curie regime and the cycle operates at low-
temperature.

1. Isothermal expansion (A→ B)

In the first step of the cycle, the working substance is in
thermal equilibrium with a reservoir at temperature Th, while
it experiences a quasi-static expansion, i.e., pressure is then
released from PA to PB, changing its magnetic coupling from
JA to JB. This change slowly modifies the energy levels of
the system in equilibrium with the thermal bath [51, 52]. The
change in internal energy is not zero, which is a pivotal differ-
ence from the classical cycle, where the internal energy stays
constant during an isothermal process. The heat exchanged
with the reservoir at temperature Th, during this process can
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B→C Isochoric cooling

D→A Isochoric heating C→D Isothermal compression
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In[29]:= F = 1 / (3 + Exp[J / T]);

S = -F (Exp[J / T] × Log[1 - 3 F] + 3 Log[F]);

J = {1, 5};

Plot[S, {T, 0, 3}, AxesOrigin → {0, 0}]
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Figure 1. Sketch of the four-stage quantum Stirling cycle operating as heat engine, using a dinuclear metal complex as a working substance.
The engine operates between two magnetic couplings JA and JB0, induced by the applying of an external pressure, and two thermal baths Th

(red) and Tc (blue), with Thot > Tcool. The quantum cycle is composed of two isothermal (A → B and C → D) and two isochoric (B→ C and
D → A) strokes. The system will absorb (Q > 0) or release (Q < 0) heat regarding the signal of these magnetic coupling. By convention,
W < 0 and W > 0 corresponds to the work done on and by the system respectively.



5

be found in terms of the von Neumann entropy change 1:

∆QAB =

∫ B

A
ThdS = Th [S (JB,Th) − S (JA,Th)] , (11)

where the entropy S (Ji,T j) is given by Eq. (7).
Figure 2 shows the heat exchanged during the isothermal

expansion. As it can be seen, the working substance can
absorb (∆Q > 0) or release (∆Q < 0) heat from the hot
bath depending on the ratio between the magnetic coupling
of the working substance before (JA) and after (JB) the expan-
sion. Since the Stirling engine absorbs heat in this stroke, this
change indicates that the quantum cycle can operate in differ-
ent regions as described in Section IV. Thus, expressing this
result in terms of the ratio between the magnetic couplings
allows the tuning of the operational modes of the engine.

2. Isochoric cooling (B→ C)

In this step, the system is kept at constant pressure PB in
order to keep the magnetic coupling constant JB unchanged,
as well as its energy levels. Meanwhile, the system is quasi-
statically connected to the bath at temperature Tc < Th. Thus,
as its classical counterpart in the isochoric cooling, no work
is done, and the system loses heat. Therefore, the heat lost in
this process calculated from the first law of thermodynamics
[51] is equivalent to the change in the internal energy of the
thermal state:

∆QBC = U(JB,Tc) − U(JB,Th)
= 3JB[F (JB,Tc) − F (JB,Th)] (12)

Figure 3 shows the plot of Eq. (12) in terms of the ratio
between the temperatures of the reservoirs (Th/Tc), and the
magnetic coupling (JB) in the isochoric cooling. In contrast
to the isothermal strokes, the temperatures of the hot and cold
baths do not necessarily need to be fixed to obtain Figure 3. It
is only necessary to ensure that their ratio is appropriately set.
However, it is still important to ensure that the system is far
enough from Curie’s paramagnetic region (kBT � |J|) [41]. It
is worth noting that, as expected from the classical cycle, the
system releases heat (∆Q < 0) during the isochoric cooling
regardless of the parameters of the cycle during this stroke.

3. Isothermal compression (C → D)

Following the cycle, the material is then placed in thermal
equilibrium with the reservoir at temperature Tc. The pres-
sure is then applied from PB to PA, and the magnetic coupling

1 In the quantum isothermal, as in the quantum adiabatic, the system is usu-
ally driven out of thermal equilibrium. It is only for systems where all the
energy levels are equidistant that the equilibrium is preserved. As we have
degeneracy and thus only two levels the equilibrium is preserved in the
isothermal and we can obtain the heat from entropy variation.
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Figure 2. (Color online) Heat exchanged with the hot reservoir dur-
ing the isothermal expansion. Dotted white line separates the differ-
ent physical scenarios regarding to the magnetic coupling: (a) {JA >
0, JB > 0} - right and {JA < 0, JB > 0} - left; (b) {JA < 0, JB < 0}
- right and {JA > 0, JB < 0} - left. Figure (a) represents a working
substance that increases the magnetic coupling during an expansion
while (b) reduces it. The selected coupling ratio scale is based on
the experimental feasible region, which can be achieved by applying
an external hydrostatic pressure to change the magnetic coupling of
s-1/2 metal complexes [57].

changes from JB to JA.Therefore, similarly to step A → B,
the heat exchanged in this step is found in terms of the von
Neumann entropy change:

∆QCD =

∫ D

C
TcdS = Tc [S (JA,Tc) − S (JB,Tc)] . (13)

Figure 4 shows the heat exchanged during the isothermal
compression. It is observed that the system can absorb or re-
leases heat in the cold bath depending on the parameters of
this stroke. In addition, as done in Fig. 2, by expressing the
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Figure 3. (Color online) Heat exchanged during the isochoric cool-
ing. As can be seen, the working substance only releases heat
(∆Q < 0) during this stroke.

result in terms of the ratio between the magnetic couplings
(JA/JB), the values of JA or JB do not need to be fixed. How-
ever, the temperature of the cold bath needs to be defined in
order to ensure that the stroke is performed far enough of the
Curie’s paramagnetic region (kBT � |J|) [41].

4. Isochoric heating (D→ A)

In order to close the cycle, the working substance is re-
moved from the contact with the bath at temperature Tc, un-
dergoing another isochoric process. It happens under pres-
sure PA and magnetic coupling constant JA. At the end of the
process, the material reaches an equilibrium temperature of
Th > Tc (point A). In the classical Stirling heat engine, this
is the isochoric heating, where the volume remains constant,
and thus no mechanical work is done - and the same happens
for this quantum Stirling cycle: no work is done along this
isochoric process. Thus, the heat absorbed in this process is
equivalent to the internal energy change:

∆QDA = U(JA,Th) − U(JA,Tc)
= 3JA[F (JA,Th) − F (JA,Tc)] (14)

Figure 5 shows heat exchanged during the isochoric heat-
ing. The system absorbs heat (∆Q > 0), regardless of the
magnetic coupling of the working substance during the stroke
or the ratio between the temperatures of the thermal baths.

IV. OPERATIONAL MODES: AN ANALYSIS

For this section, the operational modes are described in de-
tail, where heat engine, refrigerator, accelerator, and heater
regimes are observed, depending on the values of the magnetic
coupling constants or temperature of the reservoirs. From the
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Figure 4. (Color online) Heat exchanged with the cold reservoir
during the isothermal compression. In a similar fashion as done in
Fig. 2, dotted white line separates the different physical scenarios
regarding to the magnetic coupling: (a) {JA > 0, JB} > 0 - right
and {JA < 0, JB > 0} - left; (b) {JA < 0, JB < 0} - right and
{JA > 0, JB < 0} - left. Figure (a) corresponds to a working substance
that increases the magnetic coupling during an expansion while (b)
reduces it.

previous section, it is clear that similar to the classical cycle,
the working substance during the B → C process (isochoric
cooling) releases heat, while this material absorbs heat along
the D → A process (isochoric heating). On the other hand,
for the isothermal expansion (A → B step) and compression
(C → D step), the working substance either absorbs or re-
leases heat, depending on the values of magnetic coupling
constants JA and JB.

Considering the classical analogs with the Stirling Cycle
[23, 24, 30, 51], the working substance absorbs heat as it expe-
riences the isothermal expansion (A → B), and the isochoric
heating (D → A). Thus, the heat absorbed during one quan-
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Figure 5. (Color online) Heat exchanged during the isochoric heat-
ing. As can be seen, the working substance only absorbs heat
(∆Q > 0) during this stroke.

tum cycle is defined by:

Qin = ∆QAB + ∆QDA. (15)

In the same way, the heat released in the isochoric cooling
(B→ C) and isothermal compression (C → D) is given by:

Qout = ∆QBC + ∆QCD . (16)

Considering the four thermodynamic processes described
in the previous section, one can obtain the total work from the
first law of thermodynamics as [15, 24, 29]:

W = Th

{
ln

[
e

JA−JB
4kBTh
F (JA,Th)
F (JB,Th)

]
+

Tc

Th
ln

[
e

JB−JA
4kBTc
F (JB,Tc)
F (JA,Tc)

]}
.

(17)

The first term on Eq. (17) corresponds to the work (WAB)
done by the material during the isothermal expansion (A→ B)
and, therefore, it is expected to be positive [25]. On the other
hand, the second term corresponds to the work (WCD) done on
the material during the isothermal compression (C → D) and
hence is expected to be negative.

Since the cycle operates in a quasi-static regime (no time
involved), the power is zero. However, from Eq. (17), one
can estimate the total work done by/on the system. Fig. 6
shows the total work for a complete quantum Stirling cycle in
terms of the ratio of the heat baths temperatures (Th/Tc) and
the magnetic couplings (JA/JB), obtained from the analytical
forms of Eqs. (15), (16) and (17).

The dashed red line in Fig. 6 indicates the zero work curves
(W = 0), which define the boundaries of the region where
positive work is being done. As can be seen, each combination
of the coupling signs has a unique zero work curve. From Fig-
ures 11 and 13, one can identify that the zero work curves in
Fig. 6 correlate to the zero contour line in Figures 11 and 13,
as anticipated by the first law of thermodynamics. Therefore,
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Figure 6. (Color online) Total work for a complete quantum Stirling
cycle in terms of the ratio of the parameters of the engine: temper-
atures (Th/Tc) and the magnetic couplings (JA/JB). The dashed red
line represents theW = 0 border of the positive work condition. A
white dashed line divides the areas for various combinations of mag-
netic coupling signs; these two pictures depict four distinct physical
situations: (a) {JA > 0, JB > 0} - right and {JA < 0, JB > 0} - left;
(b) {JA < 0, JB < 0} - right and {JA > 0, JB < 0} - left. In a manner
comparable to that of Figs. 2 and 4, figure (a) illustrates a work-
ing material that increases magnetic coupling during an expansion,
while (b) decreases it. Therefore, the discrepancy between these two
figures is because the same working material cannot simultaneously
increase and reduce coupling owing to expansion/compression.

the amount of heat that is transferred between the isochoric
strokes is equal to ∆QBC + ∆QDA = 0 along the curves, i.e.,
the heat that is given out during the isochoric cooling (B→ C)
is balanced out by the heat that is taken in during the isochoric
heating (D→ A).

In this regard, by controlling the ratio between the parame-
ters of the cycle, one can change the sign of the total work of
the cycle. Thus, from Eqs. (17), (15), and (16), one can illus-
trate the regions of operation for this quantum Stirling cycle in
accordance with the second law of thermodynamics [25, 28].
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For the case Th > Tc the regions of operation of any thermo-
dynamic cycle can be defined from the Clausius formulation
of the second law of thermodynamics [25, 28, 29], as in Table
I.

Table I. Operational modes for a quantum cycle allowed by the sec-
ond law of thermodynamics [25, 28]. The signal ’+’ means work
done by the system and heat absorbed; ’-’ means work done on the
system and heat released [25].

W Qin Qout

Heat engine + + -
Refrigerator - - +

Accelerator - + -
Heater - - -

These modes can be described as follow:

Heat engine: absorbs heat from the hot bath at Th (Qin > 0)
and releases it into the cold one at Tc (Qout > 0), con-
verting part the heat flux between these two reservoirs
in work done by the system (W > 0). The external
work performed on the system in the isothermal com-
pression is smaller than the work performed by the sys-
tem in the isothermal expansion: WAB > WCD.

Refrigerator: forces a heat flow from the cold bath at Tc to
the hot one at Th; i.e, the working substance absorbs
heat from the bath at Tc (Qout > 0) and releases it in the
one Th(Qin < 0). For this mode, the work on the sys-
tem is greater than the work performed by the system:
WAB < WCD (W < 0), which induces a heat flow from
the cold bath to the hot one.

Accelerator: uses the work done on the system (W < 0) to
enhances the heat flow from the bath at Th to the one at
Tc (Qin > 0 and Qout < 0).

Heater: uses the work performed on the system (W < 0)
to induce heat flow in both baths, i.e., the working
substance releases heat in both baths (Qin < 0 and
(Qout < 0).

Fig. 7 illustrates the operating regions for a full quantum
Stirling cycle in terms of the ratio of the heat baths tempera-
tures (Th/Tc) and the magnetic couplings (JA/JB), calculated
from the analytical versions of Eqs. (15), (16) and (17).

The four regions described above are represented in the
JA/JB,Th/Tc plane, different from the results observed for the
classical analogs and the magnetic version of the quantum cy-
cle [24], where only the heat engine and refrigerator modes
are found. Boundary lines separate the different operation re-
gions; and crossing these boundaries means changing the sign
of the respective energy exchange according to Table I. The
most striking result which emerges from Fig. 7 is that the op-
eration of a quantum Stirling cycle, based on a spin-1/2 dinu-
clear metal complex, can be tuned by the management of the
ratio between different magnetic couplings (JA/JB) and the
temperature of the thermal baths (Th/Tc). In particular, the ra-
tio JA/JB leads to the control of the operational regime of the

JA >0, JB>0JA <0, JB>0

Engine

Accelerator

Refrigerator

Heater

Carnot Points

W = 0

JA >0, JB<0 JA <0, JB<0

Engine

Accelerator

Refrigerator

Heater

Carnot Points

W = 0

(a)

(b)

Figure 7. (Color online) Operation modes for a complete quantum
Stirling cycle in terms of the ratio of the parameters of the engine:
temperatures (Th/Tc) and the magnetic couplings (JA/JB). The re-
gions corresponding to each operation mode are marked as heat en-
gine - blue; refrigerator - green; accelerator - yellow; and heater -
red. The black dashed line is the boundary W = 0 of the posi-
tive work condition. The open circles represent the Carnot Points,
in which the four operation modes coincide. Black dotted line sep-
arates the regions for different combinations of magnetic coupling
signs; there are four possible physical scenarios, separated in these
two figures: (a) {JA > 0, JB} > 0 - right and {JA < 0, JB > 0} - left; (b)
{JA < 0, JB < 0} - right and {JA > 0, JB < 0} - left. In a similar fash-
ion as done in Figs. 2 and 4, figure (a) represents a working substance
that increases the magnetic coupling during an expansion while (b)
reduces it. Therefore, the difference between these two figures is
due to the fact that the same working substance cannot increase and
decrease coupling simultaneously due to expansion/compression.

cycle through the management of the applied pressure during
the isothermal compression.

In addition, any operation mode can be achieved regardless
of the presence of an entangled ground state. However, the
boundaries between the operation regions can be tuned by the
parameters of the cycle. In this regard, turning to the positive
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work condition, the work done on the system to change the
magnetic coupling from JA to JB in the isothermal expansion
is greater than the work performed in the isothermal compres-
sion. This region becomes predominant as we increase the
ratio between the couplings regardless of the ground state. In
other words, for systems in which the coupling is reduced by
applying an external pressure (JA > JB) [57], the predominant
regime is the heat engine.

On the other hand, by analyzing the zero work curves,
one can be seen that as the ratio between the temperatures
of the cycle decreases, the curve reduces to a single point at
Th/Tc = 1 where the four operation modes coincide. These
points are also known as Carnot points, where all energy ex-
changed goes to zero (nothing happens) while the efficiency
in the Heat Engine operation approaches the Carnot efficiency
[25].

ηC = 1 −
Tc

Th
. (18)

Alternatively, in a system that does not meet positive work-
ing conditions, efficiency is no longer an important perfor-
mance indicator [28]. Apart from the heat engine mode, the
regions of accelerator, refrigerator and, heater (W < 0) are
observed for lower values of the coupling ratio in Fig. 7. In
particular, the refrigerator mode is only observed by reducing
the ratio between the temperature of the thermal baths. This
result is consistent with the fact that fixing the temperature of
the hot reservoir (Th), extracting heat from the cold bath be-
comes harder as the temperature Tc increases. In this scenario,
the work done in the isothermal compression will be greater
than the work performed in the isothermal expansion.

In contrast, the fraction of the work done can induce a free
flow of heat from the hot to the cold bath, which makes the
system operate as an accelerator; or reject heat in both baths
as a heater. Moreover, increasing the ratio Th/Tc in the neg-
ative work region lowers the heater operational mode. These
results are consistent with the intuitive idea that fixing the tem-
perature of the cold bath (Tc), damping heat in both reservoirs
becomes difficult as we increase the temperature of the hot
bath (Th), favoring the appearance of the accelerator region.

V. EFFICIENCY OF THE HEAT ENGINE MODE

The thermodynamic efficiency ηE for the heat engine mode
is defined as the ratio between the work extracted, Eq. (17),
and the heat absorbed, Eq. (15), by the working substance:

η =
W

Qin

=

{
ln

[
e

JA−JB
4kBTh

F (JA,Th)
F (JB,Th)

]
+ Tc

Th
ln

[
e

JB−JA
4kBTc F (JB,Tc)

F (JA,Tc)

]}
{
[S (JB,Th) − S (JA,Th)] + 3 JA

Th
[F (JA,Th) − F (JA,Tc)]

}
(19)

From Eq. (19), it is expected that the efficiency goes to
zero as the system approaches the transition from a positive to

a negative work. In addition, from the equilibrium thermody-
namics, the maximal efficiency of a heat engine is bounded by
the Carnot efficiency. In order to see this result, Fig. 8 shows
the ratio between the efficiency of the quantum Stirling cycle,
Eq. (19), and the Carnot efficiency, Eq. (18), for the regimes
of positive work depicted in Fig. 7. Here it is worth high-
lighting that the coupling ratio presented is based on values
of applied pressures to change the magnetic coupling of s-1/2
metal complexes (order of GPa) [42, 57].

Figure 8. (Color online) Rescaled efficiency η/ηC for the quantum
Stirling Heat Engine in terms of the ratio of the parameters of the
engine: temperatures (Th/Tc) and the magnetic couplings (JA/JB).
The JA/JB range is extrapolated in order to highlight the heat engine
operation region.
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As observed in Fig. 8, the efficiency depends not just on the
temperature of the reservoirs but also on the initial and final
magnetic coupling strengths. As can be seen, the efficiency
increases as we increase the ratio between the initial and final
magnetic coupling.

In addition, as anticipated, the transition between W > 0
and W < 0 is responsible for the drop of the system’s effi-
ciency. Meanwhile, as the ratio between the temperatures of
the heat baths decreases, the efficiency, Eq. (19), approaches
the Carnot efficiency, Eq. (19), where at Th → Tc minimizes
the Carnot efficiency. As expected, the efficiencies grow as the
Carnot point is approached, as depicted in the contour lines.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL APPROACH

The experimental implementation of quantum heat engines
in metal complexes is an open topic [23]. However, as re-
ported in this paper, in the case of dinuclear spin-1/2 metal
complexes, the heat exchanged, and the work performed in
one complete cycle are expressed via the experimentally ob-
served magnetic susceptibility of the system. In order to get
some advance for the presented model in a practical point
of view, we consider dinuclear hydroxo-bridged Cu(II) com-
pound with formula: [Cu2(OH)2(bpy)2][BF4]2(bpy = 2,2′-
bipyridine). Reference 57 shows the experimental study of
the magnetic susceptibilities through High-Pressure Magne-
tometry. The compound has a central metallic structure that
comprises a diamond-like [Cu(II)2(OH)2] unit, composed of
two Cu(II) ions bridged by two m-OH- ligands. For this par-
ticular class of compounds, the relationship seen between the
Cu–O–Cu bridging angles and the degree of magnetic cou-
pling are given by Eq. (9), which makes this system an ex-
perimental realization of the working substance described on
Section II.

Before to the high-pressure experiment, the magnetic char-
acteristics of the metal complex are determined at ambient
pressure after its synthesis. The sample is then inserted in
the gasket of a diamond anvil cell, which comprises of two
opposing diamond anvils that can exert intense pressure on
the sample by tightening the screws of the anvil [57, 59, 60].
After achieving the required pressure, the sample’s magnetic
characteristics are measured using a SQUID magnetometer
[57, 59]. Finally, the magnetic measurement data is then ex-
amined to identify the influence of high pressure on the mag-
netic susceptibility of the metal complex [57].

As shown in reference 57, applying a hydrostatic pressure
resulted in a considerable deformation and modification of the
structure in this metal complex, which is reflected in a change
in the magnetic coupling between metallic centers [57]. As
pointed out in Section II, this fact is true, especially for
bond distances and angles between the metallic center and the
bridging ligands [39, 58]. In this scenario, structural changes
manifest in the magnetic behavior of the complexes, as shown
by the magnetic susceptibility measurements reported. Vari-
able temperature magnetic susceptibility measurements were
performed in the temperature range 20 − 350 K in an applied
static magnetic field of 1 kOe at ambient pressure and 0.84

GPa [57]. The applied magnetic field is low enough to main-
tain the system at the regime of magnetic susceptibility in the
system [37]. The susceptibility data were also described by
the molar Bleaney-Bowers magnetic susceptibility, Eq. (6),
where the authors fitted the magnetic coupling constants for
each pressure applied. They found the coupling JA/kB = −42
K for an applied pressure of PA = 0.84 GPa, and JB/kB = −32
K for the ambient pressure (PB = 10−4 GPa), i.e., during
an expansion process the system will increase the magnetic
coupling (JB < JA). In order to use the experimental data
in the Quantum Stirling Cycle model reported in this paper,
the strokes have to be implemented as quasistatically as pos-
sible. However, since no time is involved in the quasi-static
model, the static magnetic susceptibility measurements can
be used to show that the proposed model is consistent with a
real scenario. Each experimental point is obtained in the order
of seconds; meanwhile, as pointed out in ref. [2, 50, 66, 67],
the spin-spin relaxation times for such metal complexes are
typical of order 1 ∼ 100 µs. Thus, the two baths are im-
plemented considering the temperature of the magnetometer
since the measurement time is far greater than the relaxation
of the system itself.

Applying the Quantum Stirling Cycle model reported in
this paper, one can find, from the operation modes shown in
Fig. 7, that this system can only operate as a heat engine,
regardless of the temperature of the heat baths. Therefore, us-
ing the data reported in the reference 57, one can obtain the
dimensionless magnetic susceptibility, Eq. (8), through the
Bleaney-Bowers equation, Eq. (6). Thus, from Eqs. (15) -
(17) and (19), one can obtain the energy exchanged, as well
as the efficiency of the Quantum Stirling Heat engine from the
magnetic susceptibility experimental data. Fig. 9 shows the
experimental measurement of work output, heat absorbed, re-
leased, and efficiency in terms of the temperature of the hot
reservoir, by fixing the temperature of the cold bath at 20 K -
the lowest temperature measured in ref. 57.

As it can be seen in Fig. 9 (a), the theoretical curves are
in agreement with the experimental points obtained from the
magnetic susceptibility measurements as shown in ref. 57.
This result corroborates the fact that static magnetometry data
can be used in a quasi-static scenario, considering the time
scale of the measurement and the spin-spin relaxation times.
Furthermore, as anticipated in section III, the energy scale of
the work output and the heat exchanged obtained from experi-
mental data are in agreement with the results shown in Figs. 2-
6, considering the ratios between the magnetic couplings and
the temperatures of the thermal baths. In addition, the work
output, which is obtained in the order of 10−7 eV, as shown
in Fig. 9 (a), is several orders of magnitude smaller than the
energy scale of the system given by the magnetic couplings
(in the order of 10−3 eV).

Turning to the engine performance, as shown in Fig. 9 (b),
as the temperature of the hot reservoir approaches the cold
one, the measurement of the efficiency approaches the Carnot
efficiency (dashed blue line), as expected for the quantum Stir-
ling cycle [15, 24, 29] in agreement with the theoretical model
(solid red line), also showed in Fig. 8. Therefore, the present
results are significant in at least two major respects. First, it
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Figure 9. (Color online) (a) Experimental measurement of work out-
put, Eq. (17), heat absorbed, Eq. (15), released, Eq. (16) and (b)
efficiency, Eq. (19), of the quantum Stirling heat engine as a func-
tion of the temperature of the hot reservoir (Th), based on the mag-
netic susceptibility of a dinuclear hydroxo-bridged Cu(II) compound
[57]. The engine operates between a hot reservoir at temperature Th,
and a cold one at fixed temperature Tc = 20 K (dotted gray line) -
the lowest temperature measured for this system [57]. The magnetic
couplings are obtained from the Bleaney-Bowers fit of the magnetic
susceptibility, where JA/kB = −42 K is found for an applied pressure
of PA = 0.84 GPa, and JB/kB = −32 K for the ambient pressure
(PB = 10−4 GPa). The susceptibility-based measurement of the effi-
ciency is in agreement with the theoretical model, shown in Section
IV (see Eq. 19). As it can be seen, when the temperature of the
hot reservoir approaches the cold one, the efficiency of the system
approaches the Carnot efficiency (dashed blue line).

shows a proof of concept for the theoretical model developed
for the quantum Stirling cycle using a dinuclear metal com-

plex as a working substance. In addition, the evaluation of the
efficiency of the heat is experimentally accessible through the
analytical results shown in this paper. Thus, by measuring a
macroscopic property of the system, one can characterize the
performance of a quantum heat engine.

VII. CONCLUSION

In summary, this work shows an implementation of a quan-
tum Stirling cycle using the model of a spin-1/2 dinuclear
metal complex as a working substance. The system operates
between two heat baths with temperatures Th and Tc, regard-
ing the hot and cold bath, respectively, and two magnetic cou-
plings JA and JB, induced by the applying of an external hy-
drostatic pressure. This study has illustrated that four opera-
tion modes allowed by the second law of thermodynamics can
be tuned by controlling the parameters of the cycle, such as the
temperature of the thermal baths and the magnetic couplings
of the working substance.

One of the more significant findings that emerges from this
study is that the dimensionless magnetic susceptibility of the
working substance could be used to characterize the perfor-
mance of the Heat engine mode of the quantum Stirling cy-
cle. This fact is experimentally shown through a proof of
concept, where the susceptibility-based measurement of the
efficiency is obtained from dinuclear hydroxo-bridged Cu(II)
as a working substance. Thus, the data obtained from high-
pressure magnetometry experiments can be used to determine
the work done, heat exchahed and the efficiency of the heat
engine. Therefore, the presented model can provide insights
for future research since it can be used in the application of d9

dinuclear metal complexes as working substances of quantum
heat engines in terms of their operation modes, from experi-
mental values of magnetic susceptibilities for different values
of pressure.

Although this study focuses on the quantum Stirling cy-
cle, these findings may well have a bearing on solid-state
caloric effects since metal complexes belong to the class of
advanced materials explored for caloric applications. Thus,
the presented theoretical results lay the groundwork for future
research into the application of metal complexes as working
substances of quantum heat engines toward the development
of emerging quantum technologies based on these advanced
materials.
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