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We investigate a quantum battery system in which the coupled two-level charger and battery are
immersed in nonequilbrium boson or fermion reservoirs. Based on the Redfield master equation, we
consider the change of the energy spectrum induced by the external driving to the charger. When the
charger and the battery possess the same transition frequency and the charger is driven in resonance,
a bistability can emerge with the closure of the Liouvillian gap. As a result, the efficiency of the
battery depends on the initial state of the charger-battery system, and certain types of entangled
initial states can enhance the efficiency. In the non-resonance driving regime, the efficiency of the
quantum battery can be optimized by the compensation mechanism for both the boson and fermion
reservoirs. Our investigation is helpful to the design and optimization of quantum battery in the
nonequlibrium open system.

I. INTRODUCTION

A central issue in quantum technology is to explore
how to utilize the quantum resource to accomplish vari-
ous tasks which can not be realized in the classical coun-
terpart. One of such tasks originates from the energy
storage, which coins the word “quantum battery”. A
typical quantum battery device is composed of a charger
which supplies the energy to the battery, and a battery
which is used to store and extract energy.
Ever since the concept of quantum battery was pro-

posed by Alicke and Fannes [1], several quantum battery
models have been put forward in different physical sys-
tems, for example, the spin or resonator chain model [2–
15], the Tavis-Cummings and Dicke model in quantum
optics [16–21], Rydberg atom system [22]. In some of
these systems, the Floquent technology has been used
to enhance the performance of the quantum battery [23–
25]. Since a quantum system is inevitable to couple to the
reservoirs, the quantum battery which is subject to the
open system is now also evoking significant interests [26–
36].
The simplest open system for quantum battery is prob-

ably two coupled two-level-system setup, which is subject
to the external environments. One of them is driven by
a classical field and can serve as the charger and the
other one can serve as the battery [28]. In this paper,
we further couple the charger and battery with two inde-
pendent reservoirs that can exchange energy (for boson
reservoirs) or particles (for fermion reservoirs) with the
system. We emphasize that our model is established by a
non-equilibrium setup, where the temperature difference
for boson reservoirs or chemical potential difference for
fermion reservoirs supplies the non-equilibrium for the
system.

∗ jin.wang.1@stonybrook.edu

We adopt a quantum master equation approach under
the Born-Markovian approximation. Beyond the Lind-
blad master equation [37], we derive the Redfield master
equation [38, 39], which is widely applied in the study
of quantum transport [40, 41] and photosynthetic reac-
tions [42–44]. To obtain the Redfield master equation,
we work in the eigen states representation by regarding
the driving field as part of the open system, since it actu-
ally changes the energy spectrum of the charger-battery
system. This is dramatically different from that in the
traditional treatment [28], where the driving is treated
as an effective reservoir and is introduced phenomeno-
logically. Furthermore, by taking the non-equilibrium
into consideration, which was shown to induce the steady
state coherence and entanglement [45–55], one can also go
beyond the secular approximation, and find out whether
the steady state entanglement is beneficial to increase the
efficiency of the quantum battery.

One of the surprising results based on our Redfield
master equation approach is the emergence of bistabil-
ity when the charger and the battery are identical and
the charger is driven in resonance. Such bistability is
associated with the Liouvillian gap closure [56–58], and
the efficiency of the quantum battery when the charging
time becomes very long depends on its initial state. As
for the traditional Lindblad master equation treatment,
it yields a unique steady state, so that the efficiency is
initial state independent.

In the above mentioned identical and resonant driving
case, certain types of initial entanglements can lead to
the steady state to be entangled and beneficial for the
performance of the quantum battery. The efficiency can
reach its maximum value when the system is immersed in
the equilibrium boson or fermion reservoirs in this case.
On the contrary, when the transition frequencies of the
charger and the battery differ from each other, the ef-
ficiency of the battery is enhanced more than 90% by
setting the frequency of the battery larger than that of
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the charger and coupling it to the boson reservoir with
higher temperature. For the case of fermion reservoirs,
the efficiency is dominantly determined by the charger-
battery detuning. Whether red or blue detuning is bene-
ficial to enlarge the efficiency depends on the sign of the
average chemical potential. In this sense, the efficiency
diagram as a function of detuning, nonequilibrium as well
as the driving strength provides important guidelines for
enhancing the efficiency of our simple quantum battery
setup.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,

we illustrate our model and derive the Redfield master
equation. In Sec. III, we discuss the bistability emergence
and the steady state entanglement in our system. The
efficiency of quantum battery is investigated in resonant
and non-resonant driving in Sec. IV and Sec. V, respec-
tively. At last, we give a short conclusion in Sec. VI.

II. MODEL AND MASTER EQUATION

As schematically shown in Fig. 1, the quantum battery
system under our consideration is composed of a charger
and a battery, which are both considered as two-level
systems. The charger is driven by a classical field, the
charger and the battery are coupled to their individual
reservoirs following either bosonic or fermionic statistics.
In the rotating frame with respective to the frequency ωd

of the driving field, the Hamiltonian of the whole system
including reservoirs reads H = Hs + HB + V . Here,
the Hamiltonian for the charger-battery system is [28]
(~ = kB = 1 in what follows)

Hs =
∆1

2
σ(1)
z +

∆2

2
σ(2)
z + λ

(

σ
(1)
+ σ

(2)
− + σ

(1)
− σ

(2)
+

)

+
F

2

(

σ
(1)
+ + σ

(1)
−

)

. (1)

Here, σ
(i)
m (m = z,+,−) is the Pauli operator for the ith

two-level system with transition frequency ωi, and the
notation 1 and 2 represents the charger and battery, re-
spectively. ∆i = ωi − ωd is the detuning between the
charger/battery and the driving field, F is the driving
strength and λ is the coupling strength between the bat-
tery and the charger.
The Hamiltonian of the reservoirs reads

HB =
∑

k

(ωbk − ωd)b
†
kbk +

∑

k

(ωck − ωd)c
†
kck, (2)

where bk (b†k) and ck (c†k) are the annihilation (creation)
operators for the kth mode with frequencies ωbk and ωck

in the reservoirs in contact with the charger and the
battery, respectively. The Hamiltonian for the system-
reservoir coupling can be expressed as

V =
∑

k

gkσ
(1)
x

(

b†k + bk

)

+
∑

k

fkσ
(2)
x

(

c†k + ck

)

, (3)

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the quantum battery model
under consideration. The charger and the battery are both
two-level systems with transition frequencies ω1 and ω2, re-
spectively. They are immersed in their individual reservoir
and coupled to each other with coupling strength λ. The
charger is driven by an external classical field with strength
F and frequency ωd.

where σ
(i)
x = σ

(i)
+ + σ

(i)
− and gk (fk) denotes the coupling

strength between the charger (battery) and the kth mode
in its contacting reservoir. One should note that we here

keep both of the formal rotating wave terms (i.e., σ
(1)
+ bk+

σ
(1)
− b†k and σ

(2)
+ ck + σ

(2)
− c†k ) and counter-rotating wave

terms (i.e., σ
(1)
+ b†k + σ

(1)
− bk and σ

(2)
+ c†k + σ

(2)
− ck ) in the

system-reservoir coupling interaction Hamiltonian.

Under the significant approximation and simplifica-
tion, the conventional Markovian master equation for the
charger-battery system can be written as

d

dt
ρ = −i[Hs, ρ] +

2
∑

i=1

Ji(ωi)Ni(ωi)Dσ
(i)
+

[ρ]

+

2
∑

i=1

Ji(ωi)Ni(ω)Dσ
(i)
−

[ρ], (4)

where DA[ρ] = 2AρA† − A†Aρ − ρA†A, J1(ω) =
π
∑

k g
2
kδ(ω − ω1) and J2(ω) = π

∑

k f
2
kδ(ω − ω2) are re-

spectively the spectra of the two reservoirs. One should
note that the formal counter-rotating wave terms in
Eq. (3) play no roles in the above master equation. For
the boson reservoirs, the average particle number on fre-
quency ω in the ith reservoir is Ni(ω) = [exp(ω/Ti)−1]−1

with Ti being the temperature of the ith reservoir and
Ni(ω) = Ni(ω)+1. For the fermion reservoirs, it becomes
Ni(ω) = {exp[(ω−µi)/Ti]+1}−1 with µi being the chem-
ical potential of the ith reservoir and Ni(ω) = 1−Ni(ω).

For the above approximated master equation, the ef-
fects of both the external driving and the charger-battery
coupling to the energy spectrum are neglected. As a re-
sult, the master equation yields a Lindblad form. In what
follows, we will derive the master equations by taking into
account of both of the above two effects and obtain the
Redfield master equations when the classical driving is in
and off resonance, respectively.



3

A. Resonant driving

We first consider that the charger and the battery are
identical and the charger is driven in resonance, that is,
∆1 = ∆2 = 0. Then, the Hamiltonian of charger-battery
system becomes

Hs = λ[σ
(1)
+ σ

(2)
− + σ

(1)
− σ

(2)
+ ] +

F

2
[σ

(1)
+ + σ

(1)
− ]. (5)

whose eigen values are obtained as

E1 = ω+, E2 = ω−, E3 = −ω−, E4 = −ω+. (6)

with

ω± =
1

2
(
√

λ2 + F 2 ± λ). (7)

As a result, it is obvious that E1 > E2 > E3 > E4.
Furthermore, the eigen states |Ei〉 which satisfy

Hs|Ei〉 = Ei|Ei〉 are obtained as

(|E1〉, |E2〉, |E3〉, |E3〉)T = U(|ee〉, |eg〉, |ge〉, |gg〉)T , (8a)

(|ee〉, |eg〉, |ge〉, |gg〉)T = U−1(|E1〉, |E2〉, |E3〉, |E3〉)T ,
(8b)

where the unitary transformation U is given by

U =











F
2G+

ω+

G+

ω+

G+

F
2G+

− F
2G

−

ω
−

G
−

− ω
−

G
−

F
2G

−

F
2G

−

− ω
−

G
−

− ω
−

G
−

F
2G

−

− F
2G+

− ω+

G+

ω+

G+

F
2G+











, (9)

and the inverse transformation is

U−1 = U † =











F
2K+

− F
2K

−

F
2K

−

− F
2K+

K+

2M
K

−

2M −K
−

2M −K+

2M
K+

2M −K
−

2M −K
−

2M
K+

2M
F

2K+

F
2K

−

F
2K

−

F
2K+











. (10)

In the above equations, we have defined G± =
√

F 2 + λ2 ± λ
√
F 2 + λ2, K± =

√

F 2 ± 2λω± and M =√
F 2 + λ2.

In terms of the eigen states |Ei〉, we will have

σ(1)
x = |ge〉〈ee|+ |ee〉〈ge|+ |gg〉〈eg|+ |eg〉〈gg|

=
F

M
(τ11 + τ22 − τ33 − τ44) +

λ

M
(τ13 − τ24 +H.c.),

(11)

σ(2)
x = |ee〉〈eg|+ |eg〉〈ee|+ |gg〉〈ge|+ |ge〉〈gg|

=
F

M
(τ11 − τ22 − τ33 + τ44) +

λ

M
(τ13 + τ24 +H.c.),

(12)

where τij = |Ei〉〈Ej |. Then, performing the rotating
wave approximation, the interaction Hamiltonian be-
comes

V ≈
∑

k

gkλ

M
(τ13bk + τ31b

†
k − τ24bk − τ42b

†
k)

+
∑

k

fkλ

M
(τ13ck + τ31c

†
k − τ24ck − τ42c

†
k). (13)

Thanks to the general form of the Markovian master
equation

d

dt
ρ = −

∫ ∞

0

dτTrB[VI(t), [VI(t− τ), ρ⊗ ρB]] (14)

with V (t) = exp[i(Hs + HB)t]V exp[−i(Hs + HB)t],
we finally reach the Redfield master equation in the
Schödinger picture as

dρ

dt
= Lρ = −i[

4
∑

i=1

Ei|Ei〉〈Ei|, ρ] +D[ρ], (15)

where the dissipator reads

D[ρ] = [Γ1(M) + Γ2(M)][2(τ31ρτ13 + τ42ρτ24)− (τ11 + τ22)ρ− ρ(τ11 + τ22)]

[γ1(M) + γ2(M)][2(τ13ρτ31 + τ24ρτ42)− (τ33 + τ44)ρ− ρ(τ33 + τ44)]

−2[γ1(M)− γ2(M)](τ13ρτ42 + τ24ρτ31)− 2[Γ1(M)− Γ2(M)][τ31ρτ24 + τ42ρτ13]. (16)

with

γi(ω) =
λ2

M2
Ji(M)Ni(M), Γi(ω) =

λ2

M2
Ji(M)Ni(M).

(17)
We emphasize that the last line in Eq. (16) comes from

the non-secular terms. In the equilibrium situation, that

is, T1 = T2 for boson reservoirs or T1 = T2, µ1 = µ2 for
fermion reservoirs, these terms will disappear. The same
situation has also been found in the two-qubit system,
which are immersed in the nonequilibrium reservoirs [52].
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B. Non-resonant driving

In the non-resonant driving case, that is, ∆1 6= 0
and/or ∆2 6= 0, an analytical solution of the Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (1) is cumbersome. However, both the eigen
energies and the corresponding eigen states, and hence
the unitary transformation U can be obtained numeri-
cally.
In the eigen states presentation, we have

σ(1)
x =

4
∑

i,j=1

χ
(1)
ij τij , σ

(2)
x =

4
∑

i,j=1

χ
(2)
ij τij . (18)

where χ
(m)
ij = 〈Ei|Uσ(m)

x U †|Ej〉 for m = 1, 2. Under the
rotating wave approximation, the interaction Hamilto-

nian between the charger-battery system and the reser-
voirs can be written as

V =
∑

i,j>i

∑

k

(

gkχ
(1)
ij bkτij + fkχ

(2)
ij ckτij +H.c.

)

, (19)

where we have ordered the eigen energies by E1 > E2 >
E3 > E4. Consequently, the master equation under
Markovian approximation but beyond secular approxi-
mation reads

d

dt
ρ = Lρ = −i[

4
∑

j=1

Ej |Ej〉〈Ej |, ρ]+D1(ρ)+D2(ρ), (20)

where

D1(ρ) =
∑

i,j>i

∑

m,n>m

∑

α=1,2

Jα(ǫmn)Nα(ǫmn)
[

χ
(α)
ji χ

(α)
mn (τjiρτmn − ρτmnτji) + χ

(α)
ij χ(α)

nm (τnmρτij − τijτnmρ)
]

, (21)

D2(ρ) =
∑

i,j>i

∑

m,n>m

∑

α=1,2

Jα(ǫmn)Nα(ǫmn)
[

χ
(α)
ij χ(α)

nm (τijρτnm − ρτnmτij) + χ
(α)
ji χ

(α)
mn (τmnρτji − τjiτmnρ)

]

. (22)

In the above equations, we have defined ǫij = Ei − Ej

as the energy level spacing between the states |Ei〉 and
|Ej〉.
In the eigen states representation, the initial state is

obtained as |ψ(0)〉e = U †|ψ(0)〉, and the system under-
goes the time evolution which is governed by the master
equation in Eq. (16) or Eq. (20), depending on whether
the driving to the charger is in resonance. After a time
interval τ , at which the charging process is supposed to
be ended, the system will reach a state with density ma-
trix ρ(τ). Back to the bare representation and Schödinger
picture, we will have

ρ̃(τ) = U1(τ)Uρ(τ)U
†U †

1 (τ), (23)

with U1(τ) = exp[i(σ
(1)
z + σ

(2)
z )τ ].

We formally assume that ρ̃(τ) can be expressed as (in
the basis of {|ee〉, |eg〉, |ge〉, |gg〉})

ρ̃(τ) =







M11 M12 M13 M14

M21 M22 M23 M24

M31 M32 M33 M34

M41 M42 M43 M44






, (24)

the reduced density matrix for the battery subsystem can
be expressed as (in the basis of {|e〉, |g〉})

ρB =

(

M33 +M11 M12 +M34

M21 +M43 M44 +M22

)

. (25)

In the quantum battery scenario, one of the quantities
we are interested is the mean charging energy EB con-
tained in the battery at the end of the charging process,

which is expressed as [59, 60]

EB(τ) = Tr[HBρB], (26)

with HB = ω|e〉〈e|. Another quantity is the ergotropy
function EB, whose physical meaning can be understood
as follows.
Considering the state of a quantum system, which is

characterized by the free Hamiltonian H , is given by the
density matrx ρ. In terms of spectrum decomposition, ρ
and H can be written as

ρ =
∑

n

rn|rn〉〈rn|, H =
∑

n

en|en〉〈en|, (27)

where rn and en are the eigen values of ρ and H with
corresponding eigen states |rn〉 and |en〉. Grouping the
eigen energies as r0 ≥ r1 ≥ r2 ≥ · · · and e0 ≤ e1 ≤ e2 ≤
· · · , we can construct a quantum state, whose density
matrix yields

ρ(p) =
∑

n

rn|en〉〈en|. (28)

When a quantum system is in such a state, it is unable to
release energy to the outside, so, the state ρ(p) is called
passive state [59, 60]. The energy of the passive state is
given by

E(p) = Tr(Hρ(p)) =
∑

n

rnen, (29)

which corresponds to

E(p) = min
U

Tr[HUρB(τ)U
†], (30)



5

Here, the minimization is performed on all of the local
unitaries UB on the battery subsystem, and this corre-
sponds to the part energy in EB(τ) that is locked into
the correlations in the system, preventing one from ac-
cessing it via local operations on the battery. Therefore,
the ergotropy, which is actually the available energy that
can be extracted from the battery is

EB(τ) = EB(τ)− E(p). (31)

For our two-level battery system, the above qualities
can be obtained as [28]

EB(τ) =
ω

2
(N + 1), (32)

EB(τ) =
ω

2

(

√

〈σz〉2 + 4〈σ+〉〈σ−〉+ 〈σz〉
)

=
ω

2

(

√

N2 + 4|N |2 +N
)

, (33)

where N =M11+M33−M22−M44 and N =M12+M34.
In what follows, we will discuss the characterization

of the Liouvillian and the charging efficiency P (τ) =
EB(τ)/EB(τ). We will set τ = 20000/λ when we dis-
cuss the quantities on the steady state. We have checked
that the system has achieved the steady state after this
time interval.

III. BISTABILITY AND STEADY STATE

ENTANGLEMENT

In the last section, we have listed the phenomenological
master equation and derived the Redfield master equa-
tion for the driven charger-battery system. The master
equations in Eqs. (15,20) show that the Liouvillian su-
peroperator L belongs to the Liouvillian space H ⊗ H,
where H is the Hilbert space of the quantum system. To
fully determine the dynamics of the system, one has to
resort to the spectrum of the superoperator L, with

Lρi = λiρi. (34)

Equivalently, ρi is an eigen right vector of L with eigen
value λi. It can be proven that Re[λi] ≤ 0 for arbitrary
i. We sort the eigen values λi in a way that Re[λ0] <
Re[λ1] < · · · < Re[λn], so Re[λ0] = 0 corresponds to
the steady state ρss = ρ0/Tr(ρ0) and the Liouvillian gap
Λ = Re[λ1] is also called the asymptotic decay rate [61],
which determines the slowest relaxation dynamics in the
long-time limit.
The results of Liouvillian gap are demonstrated in

Fig. 2 (a) and (b) for the boson and fermion reservoirs
by choosing the Ohmic spectrum with

Ji(ω) = αiω exp(−ω/ωc), (35)

for i = 1, 2. The results show that the Liouvillian gap
behaves similarly for different non-equilibrium natures,
that is, the temperature difference ∆T = T1 − T2 for
the boson reservoirs and the chemical potential difference

-5 -2.5 0 2.5 5
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 (a)

-5 -2.5 0 2.5 5
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
(b)

FIG. 2. Liouvillian gap of the system as a function of ∆ =
∆1−∆2 for (a) boson and (b) fermion reservoirs for the Ohmic
spectra. The parameters are set as F = 0.5λ, ωc = 5λ, α1 =
α2 = 0.1λ, ∆̄ = (∆1+∆2)/2 = 0 and (a) T̄ = (T1+T2)/2 = λ
and (b) T1 = T2 = λ, µ̄ = (µ1 + µ2)/2 = 2λ.

∆µ = µ1−µ2 for the fermion reservoirs. The results given
by the phenomenological master equation [Eq. (4)] show
that the Liouvillian gap is always nonzero, which implies
that there is only one steady state as the evolution time
tends to be infinity. On the contrary, for the Redfield
master equation [Eq. (20)], it is found that the Liouvillian
gap closes when ∆1 = ∆2 = 0, that is, the charger and
the battery are identical, and the charger is driven in
resonance. In this case, the system exhibits bistability. It
is then constructive to investigate the steady state when
the charger-battery system is prepared in different initial
states.

Let us firstly consider that the system is prepared in
the initial state |ψ(0)〉 = |eg〉, that is, the charger is in the
excited state while the battery is in the ground state. A
tomography for the density matrix |ρij | for ∆1 = ∆2 = 0
is shown in Fig. 3(a) for the boson reservoirs case. It
shows that, the population exhibits an uniform distri-
bution and there exists some minor coherence. For the
same initial state, we plot the steady state concurrence
C [62, 63] in Fig. 3 (b), which quantifies the entanglement
for a two two-dimension composite quantum system as a
function of ∆ for ∆̄ = 0. We observe C = 0 at ∆ = 0,
in which the charger is driven in resonance. Away from
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FIG. 3. Tomography [(a) and (c)] and concurrence [(b) and
(d)] of the steady states governed by our Redfield master
equation under the nonequilibrium boson reservoirs. The
initial state is set as |ψ(0)〉 = |eg〉 for (a) and (b) and
|ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉 + |ge〉)/

√
2 for (c) and (d). The parameters

are set as F = 0.5λ, ωc = 5λ, T̄ = λ, α1 = α2 = 0.1λ. In
(a) and (c), we set ∆T = λ. In (b) and (d), we set ∆T = 0
for blue solid curve, ∆T/λ = 1 for red dashed curve and
∆T/λ = −1 for green dotted-dashed curve.

the resonant driving ∆ 6= 0, a non-zero entanglement
emerges and the non-equilibrium nature of the reservoir
can enhance the steady entanglement. As shown in Fig. 3
(b), the values of C for ∆T/λ = 1 (red dashed curve) and
∆T/λ = −1 (green dotted- dashed curve) are higher than
that for ∆T = 0 (blue solid curve) for the non-resonant
driving case.

However, the entanglement will be recovered in the res-
onant driving by preparing the initial state as |ψ(0)〉 =

(|eg〉+ |ge〉)/
√
2. In this case, the tomography and con-

currence are given in Fig. 3(c) and (d), respectively. Un-
der the resonant driving, we observe |ρee,ee| = |ρgg,gg| =
|ρee,gg |, |ρeg,eg | = |ρge,ge| = |ρeg,ge| and |ρee,eg| =
|ρee,ge| = |ρgg,eg| = |ρgg,ge|, and this symmetry leads to a
non-zero steady state entanglement for ∆ = 0 as shown
in Fig. 3(d). Similar to Fig. 3(b), the non-equilibrium
also increases the entanglement in the regime of ∆ 6= 0.

For the resonant driving, the steady states for the equi-
librium and non-equilibrium fermion reservoirs are sim-
ilar to that for the boson reservoirs, and we will not
give the tomography results here. However, in the non-
resonant driving situation, the steady state entanglement
is dramatically different for the fermion and boson reser-
voirs. When the charger-battery system is prepared in
the separated state |eg〉, the concurrence for the steady
state is smaller than 0.01 even under the resonant driving.
For the initial state |ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉 + |ge〉)/

√
2, although

it still yields a zero concurrence under the non-resonant
driving, the resonant driving can induce a considerable
entanglement as shown in Fig. 4 for the fermion reser-

-4 -2 0 2 4
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

FIG. 4. Concurrence of the steady states governed by our
Redfield master equation under the fermion reservoirs. The
initial state is set as |ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉+ |ge〉)/

√
2. The parame-

ters are set as F = 0.5λ, ωc = 5λ, T1 = T2 = λ, µ̄ = 2λ, α1 =
α2 = 0.1λ.

voirs. Furthermore, the non-equilibrium induced by the
chemical potential difference between the two fermion
reservoirs weakens the entanglement, it is opposite of
the case for the boson reservoirs, in which the non-
equilibrium is supplied by the temperature difference.

IV. EFFICIENCY OF QUANTUM BATTERY

FOR RESONANT DRIVING

In this section, we will discuss the efficiency of the
quantum battery based on the Redfield master equation
in Eq. (16) in the resonant driving situation. We will
also give a comparison to the results based on the phe-
nomenological master equation in Eq. (4).
We first prepare the system in the state |ψ(0)〉 =

cos θ|eg〉 + sin θeiφ|ge〉 to discuss the efficiency of quan-
tum battery model in the equilibrium boson reservoirs.
Since the phenomenological master equation in Eq. (4)
yields a single steady state, we can obtain an efficiency
of Pss ≈ 0.94 for arbitrary θ and φ. However, based
on the Redfield master equation in Eq. (16), we con-
tour plot the dependence of Pss on θ and φ in Fig. 5.
It shows that, for the separated states (θ = 0,π/2 and
π), the efficiency is always zero. For the maximum
entanglement initial state θ = π/4 or θ = 3π/4, the
efficiency is sensitive to the phase φ. For φ = π/2,

which yields |ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉 ± i|ge〉)/
√
2, the efficiency

is still zero. However, for φ = 0 or φ = π, that is
|ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉± |ge〉)/

√
2, we can achieve a maximum ef-

ficiency by Pss ≈ 0.23. Actually, as shown before, under
these initial states, the system will evolve to an entangled
state, which implies that the entanglement may enhance
the efficiency of the quantum battery.
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FIG. 5. Efficiency Pss as function of θ and φ for the initial
state |ψ(0)〉 = cos θ|eg〉+sin θeiφ|ge〉 in the bosonic reservoir.
The parameters are set as F = 0.5λ, ωc = 5λ,∆1 = ∆2 =
0, T1 = T2 = λ, α1 = α2 = 0.1λ.

-2 0 2
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
(a)

-2 0 2
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5
(b)

FIG. 6. (a) Efficiency Pss and (b) concurrence Css as functions
of φ for the initial state |ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉 + eiφ|ge〉)/

√
2 in the

nonequilibrium boson reservoir. The parameters are set as
F = 0.5λ, ωc = 5λ,∆1 = ∆2 = 0, T̄ = λ, α1 = α2 = 0.1λ.

This entanglement enhanced efficiency is also verified
in the non-equilibrium case. As shown in Fig. 6, where
the steady state efficiency and the concurrence are plot-
ted as functions of ∆T , the behaviors of the efficiency and
the entanglement are positively related to each other in
our system. For example, both of the entanglement and
the efficiency reach their maximum values at the equilib-
rium situation with ∆T = 0 for θ 6= 0.5π, which other-
wise keeps zero. On the other hand, the results based on
the phenomenological master equation in Eq. (4) show
its independence on φ due to its single steady state. Al-
though the efficiency based on Eq. (4) is higher than that

0 5 10
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5
(a)

-20 0 20
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5
(b)

FIG. 7. Efficiency Pss as function of T1 = T2 = T in boson
reservoirs (a) and µ1 = µ2 = µ in fermion reservoirs (b)
with the initial state being |ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉 + |ge〉)/

√
2. The

parameters are set as F = 0.5λ, ωc = 5λ,∆1 = ∆2 = 0, α1 =
α2 = 0.1λ. In (b), we set T1 = T2 = T = λ for the blue solid
curve, T = 2λ for red dashed curve and T = 3λ for green
dotted-dashed curves respectively.

based on Eq. (15), the steady state entanglement is not
as shown in Fig. 6 (b), this is because we have resorted
to different treatment.

The above results for the boson reservoirs are also valid
for the fermion reservoirs. For example, the initial state
|ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉±|ge〉)/

√
2 leads to the highest efficiency in

our quantum battery setup and this efficiency will reach
its maximum value in the equilibrium situation, that is,
T1 = T2 for the boson reservoirs and T1 = T2, µ2 = µ2

for the fermion reservoirs. In Fig. 7(a), we plot the ef-
ficiency as a function of the temperature T1 = T2 = T
in the equilibrium boson reservoir by setting the initial
state as |ψ(0)〉 = (|eg〉 + |ge〉)/

√
2. It is not surprising

that the high temperature will suppress the efficiency due
to the weakening of the quantum nature by the thermal
effect. The battery efficiency for fermion reservoirs as a
function of µ1 = µ2 = µ with different T is plotted in
Fig. 7(b), which shows that the efficiency drops off for a
fixed µ, which is not dependent of T . Moreover, as µ is
positively or negatively higher enough, the efficiency will
be saturated at a relatively large value for arbitrary tem-
perature. It means that coupling to fermion reservoirs
exchanging particles with the system is more robust to
the thermal effect than boson reservoirs exchanging en-
ergy with the system, to enhance the quantum battery
performance.
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V. EFFICIENCY OF QUANTUM BATTERY

FOR NON-RESONANT DRIVING

In this section, we study the efficiency of the quan-
tum battery when the external driving to the charger is
not in resonance and the charger and the battery are not
identical, that is, ∆1 6= ∆2. In this case, the Liouvillian
gap of the Redfield master equation opens, and there is
only one steady state. In the following discussions, we
prepare the initial state as |ψ(0)〉 = |eg〉, and investi-
gate the battery efficiency in both the equilibrium and
nonequilibrium cases.

A. Boson reservoirs

In Fig. 8, we plot the efficiency Pss as a function of
the driving strength F and the detuning ∆ for different
temperatures T1 = T2 = T for boson reservoirs. One
sees that the efficiency can reach its maximum value for
∆ > 0. In this case, the nonequilibrium is supplied by the
driving to the charger and the dissipation for both of the
charger and the battery. As a result, the efficiency is en-
hanced by a compensation mechanism, in which the fre-
quency of the driven charger should be higher than that
of the battery. The results also show that a lower tem-
perature is helpful to broaden the high efficiency regime.
For the non-equilibrium boson reservoirs, we demon-

strate the dependence of the battery efficiency Pss on
the charger-battery detuning ∆ = ∆1−∆2 and the tem-
perature difference ∆T = T1−T2 in Fig. 9. One sees that
the efficiency has higher values in the top right corner, in
which the efficiency is 0.93, being much higher than that
with resonant driving (∆ = 0). In the top right corner
where ∆ > 0 and ∆T > 0, that is, ω1 > ω2 and T1 > T2.
This suggests that, to enhance the performance of the
quantum battery, it is beneficial to have the frequency
of the battery to be lower than that of the charger and
couple it to the reservoir with lower temperature. Mean-
while, the regime with high efficiency shrinks with the
increase of T̄ , which implies that a higher temperature is
harmful for the performance of the quantum battery.

B. Fermion reservoirs

In Figs. 10 and 11, we plot the efficiency Pss for the
fermion reservoirs with same and different chemical po-
tentials respectively. For the same chemical potential
µ1 = µ2 = µ, the results in Fig. 10 show that the max-
imum efficiency can be obtained by setting ∆ < 0 for
µ > 0 and ∆ > 0 for µ < 0. For the nonequilib-
rium fermion reservoirs, the efficiency shows a compli-
cated dependence on the chemical potential difference
and detuning for different average chemical potential
µ̄ = (µ1 + µ2)/2. For small µ̄, for example µ̄ = 0 and
µ̄ = 3λ, one observes that the maximum efficiency can
be reached in the parameter regime for either ∆ > 0

FIG. 8. The efficiency Pss as a function of the driving strength
F and the detuning ∆ for the boson equilibrium reservoir.
The parameters are set as ωc = 5λ, ∆̄ = 0, α1 = α2 = 0.1λ.

FIG. 9. The efficiency Pss as a function of ∆T and ∆ for
nonequilibrium boson reservoirs. The parameters are set as
F = 0.5λ, ωc = 5λ, ∆̄ = 0, α1 = α2 = 0.1λ.

or ∆ < 0 in Fig. 11(a) and (b). For a positively large
µ̄ = 6λ, as shown in Fig. 11(c), the optimal regime mainly
locates at ∆ < 0. As a dramatic contrast, this optimal
regime is transferred to that with ∆ > 0 when µ̄ = −6λ.
These behaviors can be physical intuitively explained by
the compensation mechanism. When the chemical po-
tential is negative, the charger-battery system is easy to
release particles to the environments. In this case, the
charger should be higher than the battery in frequency, to
compensate the particle loss to achieve a larger efficiency.
Vice verse, when the chemical potential is positive, the
frequency of the charger should be lower than the bat-
tery. Therefor, we reach the highest efficiency in the
regime ∆ > 0 for µ̄ < 0 as shown in Figs. 10(c),(d) and
Fig. 11(d). On the contrary, the high efficiency regime
can be found with ∆ < 0 in Figs. 10(a),(b) and Fig. 11(c)
when µ̄ > 0.

Furthermore, for small µ̄ and ∆µ, the particle flow
for the charger and the battery can be either the same
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FIG. 10. The efficiency Pss as a function of the driving
strength F and the detuning ∆ for the fermion equilibrium
reservoirs. The parameters are set as T1 = T2 = λ, ωc =
5λ, ∆̄ = 0, α1 = α2 = 0.1λ.

FIG. 11. The efficiency Pss as a function of ∆µ and ∆ for
nonequilibrium fermion reservoirs. The parameters are set as
F = 0.5λ, T1 = T2 = λ, ωc = 5λ, ∆̄ = 0, α1 = α2 = 0.1λ.

(both of them release or absorb particles) or different (one
partner of charger-battery system releases particles while
the other absorbs). Therefore, the highest efficiency can
appear in both the ∆ > 0 regime and the ∆ < 0 regime
as shown in Figs. 11 (a) and (b).
The above results for both of the boson and fermion

reservoirs demonstrate the advantages of non-resonant
driving setup in the following two aspects. First, the
value of the highest efficiency in Figs. 8 to 11 for non-
resonant driving is about 3 − 4 times higher than that
in Fig. 6 for resonant driving. Second, since the Red-

field master equation yields a unique steady state under
the non-resonant driving, there is no need to prepare the
charger-battery system in the initial entangled state to
achieve a high efficiency. This simplifies the experimental
difficulties in entangled state preparation.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated the efficiency of
a quantum battery setup, where both the charger and
the battery are two-level systems. They coherently cou-
ple to each other and simultaneously interact with their
individual boson or fermion reservoirs, with nonequilib-
rium characterized by the temperature or chemical po-
tential difference. By taking the external driving to the
charger beyond the traditional phenomenological man-
ner, we obtain the Redfield master equation without sec-
ular approximation. When the transition frequencies of
the charger and the battery are equal to each other and
the charger is driven in resonance, we show that the
system will exhibit a bistability behavior which is de-
termined by the closed Liouvillian gap and can not be
predicted by the conventional Lindblad master equation.
As a result, the on demand chosen initial entangled state
may lead to a relatively higher efficiency for the quantum
battery. This efficiency can be furthermore enhanced in
the non-resonant driving cases. For example, for both the
boson reservoirs and fermion reservoirs, one can found
a maximum efficiency which achieves 93% , being much
higher than that for resonant driving.

We also show the role of the nonequilibrium of the
reservoirs in the performance of the quantum battery
setup. When the charger is driven in resonance, the
nonequilibrium reduced the efficiency of the quantum
battery for both the boson and fermion reservoirs. How-
ever, when the charger is driving nonresonantly, a tem-
perature difference for boson reservoirs and chemical po-
tential difference for fermion reservoirs can enhance the
quantum battery efficiency in a compensation manner.
In this sense, the nonequilibrium reservoirs provides us
an effective approach for designing energy devices based
on open system.
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