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We study the energy extraction from and charging to a finite-dimensional quantum system by
general quantum operations. We prove that the changes in energy induced by unital quantum op-
erations are limited by the ergotropy/charging bound for unitary quantum operations. This implies
that, in order to break the ergotropy/charging bound for unitary quantum operations, one needs
to perform a quantum operation with feedback control. We also show that the ergotropy/charging
bound for unital quantum operations, applied to initial thermal equilibrium states, is tighter than
the inequality representing the standard second law of thermodynamics without feedback control.

I. INTRODUCTION

The energy extraction and charging are fundamental
tasks in thermodynamics. Pursuing the limitations on
them leads us to the basic principles of thermodynam-
ics. For instance, the Gibbs states are understood to
be characterized by their complete passivity (the impos-
sibility of energy extraction from an arbitrary number
of copies of them) [1–3], and the second law of thermo-
dynamics can be phrased in terms of extractable work.
The maximum extractable work from a general nonpas-
sive state of a quantum system via cyclic unitary oper-
ation is called ergotropy [4] and has been under intense
study these years. An interesting research direction re-
lated to the quantum ergotropy is the exploration for the
enhancement of the ergotropy and the charging capac-
ity by making use of various quantum features, such as
entangling operations [5–8], quantum correlations [9–13],
and quantum coherences [14, 15].

Another interesting feature to explore in quantum
thermodynamics is quantum measurement. The role
of quantum measurement in quantum thermodynamics
is not simply to acquire some information on quantum
state. Quantum measurement disturbs the state of the
measured system, and thus changes the energy of the sys-
tem. In other words, quantum measurement can be used
to extract/inject energy from/to a quantum working sub-
stance [16]. An extreme idea exploring this feature leads
to the measurement-driven quantum heat engines [17–
31], where quantum measurement acts as a heat bath,
fueling energy to the working substance. Moreover, if
one exploits the information acquired by a measurement,
applying an additional feedback control depending on the
outcome of the measurement, one would be able to ex-
tract more energy than the ergotropy and to break the
bound given by the change in free energy representing the
standard second law of thermodynamics without feed-
back control [32–45].

In this paper, we discuss energy extraction and charg-
ing beyond unitary operations, in particular focussing on
the roles of quantum measurement and quantum feed-
back control. We wish to clarify which kind of quantum
operations can break the ergotropy/charging bound for
unitary operations. We give a clear answer to this ques-

tion: any quantum operations without feedback control
cannot break the ergotropy/charging bound for unitary
operations. This clarifies that the feedback control is nec-
essary to break the bound for unitary operations. This is
the main message of the paper.
There are studies on feedback strategies for the en-

ergy extraction and charging via continuous measure-
ments in open-system scenarios, e.g. to counteract the
effects of noise [46] and to recover the information leaking
to the environment [47]. Our objective is not to counter-
act the environmental effects, and our problem is much
simpler: we just study the change in the energy of a d-
dimensional quantum system by a general quantum op-
eration. The setup of the problem is presented in Sec. II.
The key observation is that generic quantum operations
can be interpreted as quantum feedback processes. They
are indistinguishable from processes consisting of bare
quantum measurements [34, 48] (or minimally disturbing
quantum measurements [49]) followed by quantum feed-
back operations. This point is recalled in Sec. III. We
also point out that quantum operations without feedback
structure are unital. Conversely, we show that the out-
put state Φunital(ρ) of a unital map Φunital for a given
initial state ρ can be yielded by a quantum map without
feedback structure. The unitality is thus characterized
by the unnecessity of feedback control. Then, in Sec. IV,
we prove that the energy gain by any unital quantum
operation is bounded by the ergotropy/charging bound
for unitary operations. This implies the necessity of the
feedback structure in quantum operation to break the er-
gotropy/charging bound for unitary operations. As an ap-
plication, in Sec. V, we apply our bound to initial thermal
equilibrium states to see an implication of our result for
the second law of thermodynamics. We show that our
ergotropy/charging bound for unital operations provides
a tighter bound than the standard second law of ther-
modynamics without feedback control. These results are
based on the mathematical theorems proved in Appen-
dices A–C.

II. SETUP

We are going to study how much energy one can ex-
tract from or charge to a d-dimensional quantum sys-
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tem by a general quantum operation Φ. Here, we fo-
cus on quantum operations Φ represented by completely
positive and trace-preserving (CPTP) maps [50–52]; we
do not consider trace-decreasing maps, such as quantum
operations with postselections. Suppose that before a
quantum operation Φ the system is in a state ρ with a
Hamiltonian H. By the quantum operation Φ, the state
of the system is changed from ρ to ρ′,

ρ→ ρ′ = Φ(ρ), (2.1)

during which the Hamiltonian may be steered from H to
H ′. The gain of the energy by the quantum operation Φ
is given by

∆E(ρ) = Tr(H ′ρ′)− Tr(Hρ). (2.2)

We wish to clarify the bound on ∆E(ρ), i.e., the maxi-
mum extractable/chargeable energy, by general quantum
operations Φ, in particular focusing on the roles of quan-
tum measurement and quantum feedback control.

III. STRUCTURE OF QUANTUM OPERATION

A. General Quantum Operations and Feedback
Control

Before starting to investigate the energy extraction and
charging, let us recall the structure of general quantum
operation. The quantum operations of the most basic
kind are the unitary operations,

ΦU (ρ) = UρU†, (3.1)

represented by unitary operators U , satisfying U†U = 11.
In quantum mechanics, however, one can think of more
general quantum operations. General quantum operation
Φ (without postselection) is described by a CPTP map,
and is given by the Kraus representation [50–52]

Φ(ρ) =
∑
i

KiρK
†
i , (3.2)

with {Ki} a set of Kraus operators satisfying
∑

iK
†
iKi =

11. Interesting and relevant examples of nonunitary op-
eration include quantum measurements. They provoke
nonunitary changes in quantum state and are regarded
as quantum operations [50, 51]. If one accepts any out-
comes of a quantum measurement without postselection
(nonselective measurement), the net effect of the quan-
tum measurement on quantum state is described by a
CPTP map (3.2). Feedback control, where an additional
unitary operation is applied depending on the outcome
of the measurement, also results in a nonunitary trans-
formation on quantum state.

Generic quantum operations represented by the Kraus
representation (3.2) are actually regarded as (or indistin-
guishable from) quantum feedback controls. To see this,

feedback:

outcome:
measurement

average

FIG. 1. Quantum operation Φ as a quantum feedback control.

consider the polar decomposition of each Kraus operator
Ki of the general quantum operation Φ in (3.2),

Ki = UiMi, Mi ≥ 0, (3.3)

where Mi is a positive-semidefinite operator and Ui is a
unitary [48–51, 53]. Then, the map (3.2) is written as

Φ(ρ) =
∑
i

UiMiρMiU
†
i , (3.4)

and can be interpreted as a quantum feedback process,
where a measurement represented by the set of measure-
ment operators {Mi} is performed and then a unitary
control Ui is applied depending on the outcome i of the
measurement [34, 45, 48]. See Fig. 1. Note that the
normalization condition on the Kraus operators {Ki} is
translated to

∑
iM

2
i = 11, and the operators {Mi} are

valid measurement operators. We will see that the pres-
ence of such a feedback structure in a quantum opera-
tion Φ, whether or not it is intentionally implemented
by an experimenter, makes a difference in the maximum
extractable or chargeable energy on a quantum system:
the feedback structure is necessary to go beyond the er-
gotropy/charging bound for unitary operations.

B. Quantum Operations without Feedback Control

The quantum measurement process

Φms(ρ) =
∑
i

MiρMi (3.5)

represented by the positive-semidefinite measurement op-
erators {Mi}, with unitaries removed from the Kraus op-
erators, is called “bare” quantum measurement [34, 48] or
“minimally disturbing” quantum measurement [49]. It is
considered as a “pure” quantum measurement, without
any feedback operations involved. Projective measure-
ments, with the measurement operators {Mi} given by

orthogonal projections {Pi} satisfying Pi = P †
i , PiPj =

Piδij , and
∑

i Pi = 11, are the canonical examples of the
bare quantum measurement.
Even if an additional unitary operation U is applied

after such a bare quantum measurement as

(ΦU ◦ Φms)(ρ) =
∑
i

UMiρMiU
†, (3.6)
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it is not considered as a feedback control, since the uni-
tary U is just applied irrespective of the outcome i of the
measurement. We point out that the absence of the feed-
back structure in quantum operation is closely related to
the unitality of operation. A quantum operation Φunital

is called unital if it preserves the identity,

Φunital(11) = 11. (3.7)

Any quantum operations of the type (3.6), without feed-
back structure, are unital, satisfying the unitality con-
dition (3.7). Its contrapositive says that, if a quantum
operation Φ is not unital, Φ(11) ̸= 11, then it is for sure en-
dowed with a feedback structure as (3.4), involving differ-
ent unitaries {Ui} in the Kraus operators. The converse
is not necessarily true: there exist unital maps Φunital

that are endowed with feedback structures. However,
the following variant of the converse is true: given a uni-
tal map Φunital and an input state ρ, there exist a set of
orthogonal rank-1 projections {Pi} and a unitary U such
that [54]

Φunital(ρ) =

d∑
i=1

UPiρPiU
†. (3.8)

We prove it in Appendix A. This means that, for each
input state ρ, the same effect as the one induced by a
unital operation Φunital can be achieved without feedback
control. In this way, the unitality of an operation Φunital

is characterized by the unnecessity of feedback control.

IV. NECESSITY OF FEEDBACK CONTROL TO
BREAK THE ERGOTROPY BOUND

Let us now investigate the energy extraction and charg-
ing by general quantum operations.

A. Generalized Ergotropy/Charging Bound

We first review the ergotropy bound and provide a gen-
eralization of it. In its original formulation [4], ergotropy
refers to the maximum extractable energy via unitary
operation ΦU realized by driving the Hamiltonian of the
working substance in a cyclic manner. Let ∆EU (ρ) be
the energy gain (2.2) obtained by performing a unitary
operation ΦU on the working substance in the state ρ.
After the operation, the driven Hamiltonian is brought
back to the initial one H. Then, one can prove that the
following lower bound on ∆EU (ρ) holds,

∆EU (ρ) ≥ −E−
ρ if H → H, (4.1)

with

E−
ρ = Tr(Hρ)− ε↑ · r↓, (4.2)

where ε↑ is the d-dimensional vector consisting of the
eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H arranged in the in-

creasing order ε↑1 ≤ ε↑2 ≤ · · · ≤ ε↑d, and r↓ is the d-
dimensional vector consisting of the eigenvalues of the
initial density operator ρ arranged in the decreasing or-

der r↓1 ≥ r↓2 ≥ · · · ≥ r↓d. In the following, v↑(↓) of a
vector v means the vector obtained by rearranging the
elements of v in the increasing (decreasing) order. The
quantity E−

ρ (≥ 0) in (4.2) is always nonnegative (see Ap-
pendix B), giving the maximum extractable energy from
the system, and it is called ergotropy. It depends on the
initial state ρ and the initial/final Hamiltonian H [55].
This bound is achievable by a suitable unitary operation
ΦU .
As noted in Ref. [10], one can also derive the upper

bound on ∆EU (ρ), i.e., the maximum chargeable energy
on the system. Moreover, one can generalize the bound
to accommodate the situations where the driven Hamil-
tonian is not brought back to the initial one H but is left
H ′ at the end of the unitary operation ΦU . The bound
valid for such a generalized situation reads

∆ε↑ · r↓ − E−
ρ ≤ ∆EU (ρ) ≤ ∆ε↑ · r↑ + E+

ρ , (4.3)

with

E+
ρ = ε↑ · r↑ − Tr(Hρ), (4.4)

where ∆ε↑ = ε′↑−ε↑, with ε′↑ consisting of the eigenval-
ues of the final Hamiltonian H ′ in the increasing order.
The quantity E+

ρ (≥ 0) is also always nonnegative (see
Appendix B), and gives the upper bound on ∆EU (ρ), i.e.,
the maximum chargeable energy on the system, when the
Hamiltonian is brought back to the initial one H ′ = H.
We provide the proof of the generalized bound (4.3) in
Appendix B. Both lower and upper bounds of (4.3) are
tight, and can be reached by suitable unitary operations
ΦU .

B. Ergotropy/Charging Bound for Unital
Quantum Operations

We now present the key result of this paper. Let
∆Eunital(ρ) be the energy gain (2.2) obtained by per-
forming a unital quantum operation Φunital on the work-
ing substance in the state ρ. The initial Hamiltonian of
the working substance is H, which may be changed to
H ′ at the end of the unital operation Φunital. Then, the
following bound on ∆Eunital(ρ) holds,

∆ε↑ · r↓ − E−
ρ ≤ ∆Eunital(ρ) ≤ ∆ε↑ · r↑ + E+

ρ . (4.5)

This is exactly the same as the ergotropy/charging bound
presented in (4.3) for the energy gain ∆EU (ρ) obtained
by a unitary operation ΦU . Note that both lower and up-
per bounds of (4.5) are tight. In fact, unitary operations
ΦU are special instances of unital operation Φunital, and
the lower and upper bounds of (4.5) are achieved by the



4

unitary operations ΦU saturating the lower and upper
bounds of (4.3).

The bound (4.5) shows that any unital operations
Φunital cannot extract or charge energy beyond the er-
gotropy/charging bound (4.3) for unitary operations ΦU .
This implies, for instance, that the energy change induced
by the backaction of a bare quantum measurement Φms

is limited by the ergotropy/charging bound (4.3) (cf., the
energy extraction by projective measurement is studied
in Ref. [16]). More interestingly, since the nonunitality
requires some feedback structure in the operation, as clar-
ified in Sec. III B, the bound (4.5) reveals that, in order
to extract or charge energy beyond the ergotropy/charging
bound (4.3), a feedback control is necessary. This is the
main message of this paper. It is indeed possible to break
the ergotropy/charging bound (4.3) via a feedback con-
trol, as we will see later with some simple examples.

Let us prove the bound (4.5). We just have to re-
call Uhlmann’s representation theorem for unital maps
Φunital: given a unital map Φunital and an input state ρ,
there exist a probability distribution {pi} and a set of
unitaries {Ui} such that

Φunital(ρ) =

d!∑
i=1

piUiρU
†
i . (4.6)

See, e.g., Refs. [50, 57, 58]. This means that, for each
input state ρ, the same output state Φunital(ρ) as the
one yielded by the unital map Φunital can be obtained
by a random unitary operation as (4.6) [59, 62]. This
provides another characterization of the unitality of an
operation Φunital, alternative to the characterization pre-
sented in (3.8). Using this representation (4.6), one can
bound the energy gain ∆Eunital(ρ) obtained by a unital
quantum operation Φunital as

∆Eunital(ρ) = Tr[H ′Φunital(ρ)]− Tr(Hρ)

=
∑
i

pi Tr(H
′UiρU

†
i )− Tr(Hρ)

≤
∑
i

pi max
U

Tr(H ′UρU†)− Tr(Hρ)

= max
U

Tr(H ′UρU†)− Tr(Hρ)

= max
U

∆EU (ρ)

= ∆ε↑ · r↑ + E+
ρ . (4.7)

This proves the upper bound of (4.5). The last equality
is due to the upper bound of (4.3) for unitary operations
ΦU . The lower bound of (4.5) is proven in the same way,
but maxU in (4.7) is replaced by minU and the lower
bound of (4.3) is used instead of the upper bound.

C. Energetic Advantage of Feedback Control

Let us look at a few simple examples. We first consider
a three-level system, which is given in an initial state ρ
with an initial Hamiltonian H. We perform a quantum
operation Φ on the system, and see how the energy of the
system is changed from E(ρ) = Tr(Hρ) to E(Φ(ρ)) =
Tr[HΦ(ρ)]. Here, we assume that the Hamiltonian of
the system is brought back to the initial one H after the
operation Φ. If the quantum operation Φ is not unitary,
it also changes the entropy of the system in general. We
therefore look at the change of the von Neumann entropy
from S(ρ) = −Tr(ρ ln ρ) to S(Φ(ρ)) as well. We display
those quantities on the energy-entropy diagram [64, 65].
In Fig. 2, we consider the initial state ρ =

diag(0.8, 0.03, 0.17) and the initial/final Hamiltonian
H = diag(0, 0, ε). The initial pair of the energy and the
entropy is displayed by the filled circle on the energy-
entropy plane. In Fig. 2(a), the energy-entropy pairs
after unital operations Φunital for the given initial state
ρ and the given initial/final Hamiltonian H are shown
by the dots, where the unital operations Φunital are sam-
pled on the basis of Uhlmann’s representation (4.6), with
the probability distribution {pi}i=1,...,3! and the unitaries
{Ui}i=1,...,3! chosen randomly and uniformly. By uni-
tal operations Φunital, one cannot extract or charge en-
ergy beyond the ergotropy/charging bound (4.5). In-
deed, the sampled dots are confined between the two
vertical lines showing the ergotropy and charging bounds.
While unitary operations ΦU preserve the entropy, uni-
tal operations Φunital generally increase it, ∆Sunital =

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. The energy-entropy diagram for the initial state
ρ = diag(0.8, 0.03, 0.17) and the initial/final Hamiltonian
H = diag(0, 0, ϵ) of a three-level system. The initial energy-
entropy point is indicated by the red filled circle. The energy-
entropy points of the output states of unital operations Φunital

are shown by the green dots in (a), while those of nonunital
operations Φfb, endowed with feedback structures, are shown
in (b). See the main text concerning how the unital and
nonunital operations are sampled. The left and right ver-
tical dotted lines are given by ε↑ · r↓ and ε↑ · r↑, indicat-
ing the ergotropy and charging bounds of (4.5), respectively.
The solid orange concave curve is given by the Gibbs states
ρβ = e−βH/Zβ with β ∈ R, and shows the upper bound on the
entropy. In particular, the tip of the concave curve represents
the maximally mixed state ρ0 = 11/3 with β = 0. Because
of the degeneracy in the lower energy eigenvalue of H, there
exist mixed states along the low-energy vertical border. The
horizontal dotted line is equientropic to the initial state.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3. The same as Fig. 2, but the initial state is replaced by
ρ = diag(0.8, 0.17, 0.03). (a) for unital operations Φunital and
(b) for nonunital operations Φfb. Since this initial state ρ is a
passive state, the vertical dotted line indicating the ergotropy
bound ε↑ · r↓ runs through the initial point shown by the red
filled circle.

S(Φunital(ρ)) − S(ρ) ≥ 0 [see Eq. (5.18) of Ref. [58] and
Corollary 7.10 of Ref. [66]]. On the other hand, for each
fixed energy E, the maximum entropy is reached by the
Gibbs state ρβ = e−βH/Zβ , with β ∈ R determined by
E. This is nothing but the principle of maximum en-
tropy [64]. This upper bound on the entropy is shown
by the concave curve on the energy-entropy plane. The
energy-entropy pairs of the output states of unital oper-
ations Φunital are thus confined within the region whose
boundary is made by the ergotropy and charging bounds,
the equientropic line, and the Gibbs states [67].

In Fig. 2(b), on the other hand, the energy-entropy
pairs of the output states of nonunital operations Φfb,
which are generically endowed with feedback structures,
are shown by the dots, for the same initial state ρ and
the same initial/final Hamiltonian H as those taken in
Fig. 2(a). Here, the nonunital operations Φfb are sam-
pled on the basis of the formula (3.4): the measure-
ment operators {Mi}i=1,2,3 are constrained to rank-1 or-
thogonal projections Mi = |ψi⟩⟨ψi| (i = 1, 2, 3), and
their basis vectors {|ψi⟩}i=1,2,3 and the feedback uni-
taries {Ui}i=1,2,3 are chosen randomly and uniformly. It
is clear from the plot that one can extract/charge energy
beyond the ergotropy/charging bound, in the presence
of a feedback structure in the operation Φfb. In addi-
tion, we see that nonunital operations Φfb, endowed with
feedback structures, can decrease the entropy, in contrast
to unital operations Φunital, which can only increase the
entropy [58, 66]. Actually, any points in the region be-
tween the concave curve, representing the upper bound
on the entropy, and the zero-entropy line, which is the
lower bound, are reachable from any state by general
quantum operations Φfb [68]. Because of the concav-
ity of the maximum-entropy curve, in order to extract
or charge a large amount of energy, it is helpful to de-
crease the entropy by a feedback control. In particular,
the lowest (highest) energy state can be reached from
any initial state, achieving the maximum energy extrac-
tion (charging), by first performing a projective measure-
ment to collapse the state into a pure state |ψi⟩, and then
transforming it into the lowest (highest) energy state by
an additional unitary feedback control. The energy gain

(a) (b)

FIG. 4. The energy-entropy diagram for the initial state ρ =(
0.5 −0.4
−0.4 0.5

)
and the initial/final Hamiltonian H = diag(0, ϵ)

of a two-level system. (a) for unital operations Φunital and
(b) for nonunital operations Φfb. The initial energy-entropy
point is indicated by the red filled circle. The vertical dotted
lines indicating the ergotropy and charging bounds always
intersect with the horizontal dotted equientropic line on the
solid orange concave maximum-entropy curve for any two-
level system, since a Gibbs state ρβ is reachable from any
initial state ρ by a unitary operation ΦU .

∆E(ρ) by a general nonunital operation Φfb, where the
Hamiltonian of the system is steered from the initial one
H to the final one H ′ in general, is thus bounded by

ε′↑1 − E(ρ) ≤ ∆E(ρ) ≤ ε′↑d − E(ρ), (4.8)

where ε′↑1 and ε′↑d are the lowest and highest energy eigen-
values of the final Hamiltonian H ′, respectively. Both
lower and upper bounds are reachable.

In Fig. 3, the initial state is replaced by ρ =
diag(0.8, 0.17, 0.03), while the initial/final Hamiltonian
is the same as the one in Fig. 2, i.e., H = diag(0, 0, ε).
In this case, the ergotropy is vanishing and no energy is
extractable from the given initial state ρ without feed-
back control. This is due to the passivity of the initial
state ρ [1–3]. A state is called passive, if lower energy
states are more occupied, and the initial state ρ chosen
here satisfies this condition. It is known that no energy
is extractable from a passive state by a cyclic unitary
operation ΦU . It is also the case for unital operations
Φunital [28].

The energy-entropy diagram looks much simpler for
two-level systems. See Fig. 4. The concave maximum-
entropy curve is always symmetric for two-level systems.
In addition, the vertical ergotropy/charging lines and the
horizontal equientropic line always intersect on the con-
cave maximum-entropy curve. This is because a Gibbs
state ρβ is reachable from any initial state ρ by a unitary
operation ΦU for a two-level system.

V. APPLICATION TO EQUILIBRIUM INITIAL
STATE

Let us focus on systems initially in thermal equilib-
rium, to see how our main result (4.5) is relevant to the
second law of thermodynamics.
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A. Second Law of Thermodynamics

Let us first recall a generalized version of the second
law of thermodynamics [32, 36]. Consider the thermal
equilibrium state ρβ = e−βH/Zβ at an inverse tem-
perature β (> 0). After some operation, the state is
changed from ρβ to ρ′, and the Hamiltonian is changed
from H to H ′. A generalized version of the second law
of thermodynamics [32, 36] says that the energy gain
∆E(ρβ) = Tr(H ′ρ′)−Tr(Hρβ) from the thermal equilib-
rium state ρβ is bounded by

∆E(ρβ) ≥ ∆Fβ +
1

β
∆S(ρβ), (5.1)

where ∆S(ρβ) = S(ρ′) − S(ρβ) is the change in the von
Neumann entropy from the thermal equilibrium state ρβ ,
and ∆Fβ = F ′

β − Fβ is the difference between the free

energies Fβ = −β−1 logZβ and F ′
β = −β−1 logZ ′

β de-

fined through the partition functions Zβ = Tr e−βH and

Z ′
β = Tr e−βH′

based on the initial and final Hamilto-

nians H and H ′, respectively. The inequality (5.1) is a
direct consequence of the inequality between the equi-
librium and nonequilibrium free energies [Eq. (11) of
Ref. [36], Eq. (42) of Ref. [44], and Eq. (8.5) of Ref. [58]],

fβ(ρ,H) ≥ Fβ , (5.2)

valid for any density operator ρ, any Hamiltonian H,
and any positive inverse temperature β (> 0). While the
equilibrium free energy Fβ is defined through the parti-
tion function Zβ as above, the nonequilibrium free energy
fβ(ρ,H) is defined for an arbitrary (generally nonequilib-
rium) state ρ by fβ(ρ,H) = Tr(Hρ)−S(ρ)/β. The equal-
ity fβ(ρ,H) = Fβ holds if and only if ρ = ρβ = e−βH/Zβ .
The inequality (5.1) is obtained immediately from the in-
equality fβ(ρ

′, H ′) ≥ F ′
β applied to the final state ρ′ and

the final Hamiltonian H ′.

In particular, if the operation performed on the ther-
mal equilibrium state ρβ is unital, it induces a positive
entropy change ∆Sunital(ρβ) ≥ 0 [58, 66], as noted in
Sec. IVC, and the generalized second law of thermody-
namics (5.1) is reduced to

∆Eunital(ρβ) ≥ ∆Fβ . (5.3)

This reproduces a version of the standard second law
of thermodynamics without feedback control. Note that
the bound (5.3) can also be derived from fluctuation re-
lations for unitary operations [69–71] and for unital op-
erations [35, 72, 73]. In the following, we will call the
bound (5.3) free-energy bound. If one performs a nonuni-
tal operation, endowed with a feedback structure, on the
other hand, it can decrease the entropy, ∆S(ρβ) < 0,
and the free-energy bound (5.3) can be broken [35]. In
other words, feedback control is necessary to break the
free-energy bound (5.3).

B. Tightness of the Ergotropy Bound

The energy gain ∆Eunital(ρβ) by unital quantum oper-
ations from the initial thermal equilibrium state ρβ at a
positive inverse temperature β (> 0) is bounded from be-
low by the free-energy bound (5.3). On the other hand,
the same quantity ∆Eunital(ρβ) is also bounded from be-
low by the ergotropy bound (4.5). One can show that
the latter is always tighter than the former.
Notice first that the thermal equilibrium state ρβ is a

passive state with respect to the initial Hamiltonian H,
and hence E−

ρβ
= 0. Then, the ergotropy bound of (4.5)

on ∆Eunital(ρβ) is reduced to

∆Eunital(ρβ) ≥ ∆ε↑ · r↓β , (5.4)

where r↓β is the d-dimensional vector consisting of the
eigenvalues of the density operator ρβ of the initial ther-
mal equilibrium state, arranged in the decreasing order.

This lower bound ∆ε↑ · r↓β is further bounded from be-

low by ∆Fβ . In fact, recalling again E−
ρβ

= 0 and let-

ting U− be the optimal unitary achieving ∆EU−(ρβ) =
minU ∆EU (ρβ), the ergotropy bound in (4.3) on the en-
ergy gain ∆EU (ρβ) by unitary operations yields

∆ε↑ · r↓β = min
U

∆EU (ρβ)

= ∆EU−(ρβ)−
1

β
∆SU−(ρβ)

≥ ∆Fβ , (5.5)

where the second equality is due to the invariance of
the von Neumann entropy under a unitary operation,
∆SU (ρ) = S(ΦU (ρ))− S(ρ) = 0, and the last inequality
is due to the generalized second law of thermodynam-
ics (5.1), which is based on the inequality (5.2), namely,
in the present case, fβ(ΦU−(ρβ), H

′) ≥ F ′
β . The equal-

ity hence holds if and only if ΦU−(ρβ) = e−βH′
/Z ′

β . We
have thus proven that

∆Eunital(ρβ) ≥ ∆ε↑ · r↓β ≥ ∆Fβ , (5.6)

that is, the ergotropy bound of (4.5) for the initial ther-
mal equilibrium state ρβ is tighter than the free-energy
bound (5.3). The two bounds coincide if and only if the
initial Gibbs state ρβ can be transformed into the Gibbs

state e−βH′
/Z ′

β of the final Hamiltonian H ′ at the same
inverse temperature β by the unitary operation ΦU− sat-
urating the ergotropy bound for the initial Gibbs state.

Similar inequalities hold for initial Gibbs states ρ−β =
eβH/Z−β at negative inverse temperatures −β (< 0),

∆Eunital(ρ−β) ≤ ∆ε↑ · r↑−β ≤ ∆F−β . (5.7)

This can be proven by using, instead of the inequal-
ity (5.2),

f−β(ρ,H) ≤ F−β , (5.8)
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(a) (b)

FIG. 5. The energy gains ∆E(ρβ) from the thermal equi-
librium states ρβ of a three-level system by randomly sam-
pled unital operations Φunital [green dots in (a)] and by
randomly sampled nonunital operations Φfb [green dots in
(b)], where the Hamiltonian is driven from the initial one
H = diag(0, 0.5ϵ, ϵ) to the final one H ′ = diag(0, 0.1ϵ, 0.2ϵ).
The unital Φunital and nonunital Φfb operations are sampled
in the same ways as those in Sec. IVC. The dotted lines are
the ergotropy and charging bounds (4.5) for unital operations
Φunital, while the solid red lines are the bounds (4.8) for gen-
eral nonunital operations Φfb. The dashed blue line indicates
the free-energy bound (5.3).

valid for any density operator ρ, any Hamiltonian H, and
any negative inverse temperature −β (< 0). The flip of
the inequality is simply due to the negative sign of the
inverse temperature −β (< 0). See Appendix C for its
proof.

C. Numerical Examples

Let us look at an example. We again consider a three-
level system, and compare the energy gains ∆E(ρβ) from
the thermal equilibrium states ρβ by unital operations
Φunital and by nonunital operations Φfb. Note that in
this subsection we consider noncyclic Hamiltonian drives
H → H ′; otherwise, the free-energy bound (5.3) given
by the gain in the free energy ∆Fβ identically vanishes
independent of β.

See Fig. 5, where the energy gains ∆E(ρβ) by ran-
domly sampled unital operations Φunital and by randomly
sampled general nonunital operations Φfb are shown, to-
gether with the ergotropy and charging bounds (4.5) for
unital operations Φunital (dotted lines), the bounds (4.8)
for general nonunital operations Φfb (solid lines), and
the free-energy bound (5.3) (dashed line). Here, the
initial and final Hamiltonians are chosen to be H =
diag(0, 0.5ϵ, ϵ) and H ′ = diag(0, 0.1ϵ, 0.2ϵ), respectively.
As shown in the previous subsection, the ergotropy lower
bound in (4.5) (dotted line) is always tighter than the
free-energy bound in (5.3) (dashed line). One can ex-
tract more energy beyond the free-energy bound in (5.3)
by some nonunital operations Φfb. See the data points at
low inverse temperatures β in Fig. 5(b). Notice, however,
that the free-energy bound in (5.3) (dashed line) can be-
come looser than the lower bound in (4.8) for general
nonunital operations Φfb (solid line). In Fig. 5(b), the
free-energy bound (dashed line) crosses the lower bound

(a) (b)
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-1.6

-0.8

0.0

βϵ

Δ
E
/ϵ

H = diag(0, 0.5ϵ, ϵ)

H ′ = diag(−2ϵ, 0.1ϵ, 0.2ϵ)

0 2 4 6 8 10
-0.6

0.0

0.6

1.2

1.8

βϵ

Δ
E
/ϵ H = diag(0, 0.5ϵ, ϵ)

H ′ = diag(0, 0, 2ϵ)

(c) (d)

0 2 4 6 8 10
-0.8

-0.4

0.0

0.4

0.8

βϵ

Δ
E
/ϵ

H = diag(−ϵ,−0.7ϵ, ϵ)

H ′ = diag(−ϵ,−0.2ϵ,−0.1ϵ)

0 2 4 6 8 10

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

βϵ

Δ
E
/ϵ

H = diag(0, 0.5ϵ, ϵ)

H ′ = diag(0, 0.1ϵ, 0.2ϵ)

(e)

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

βϵ

Δ
E
/ϵ

H = diag(−0.8ϵ,−0.7ϵ, 0.7ϵ)

H ′ = diag(−0.1ϵ, 0, 0.2ϵ)

FIG. 6. Typical patterns of the behaviors of the bounds (4.8)
for general nonunital operations Φfb (solid red lines) and
of the free-energy bound (5.3) (dashed blue line), found for
three-level systems. The bounds (4.8) for general nonunital
operations Φfb (solid red lines) are monotonically increasing
functions of β, while the free-energy bound (5.3) (dashed blue
line) decreases (a)–(b) or increases (c)–(e) in the small β re-
gion. The lower bounds (solid red line and dashed blue line)

both approach ε′↑1 −ε↑1 in the limit β → ∞. They do not cross
in (a) and (c), they cross once in (b) and (d), and they cross
twice in (e).

for general nonunital operations (solid line) and becomes
looser. At higher inverse temperatures β, the free-energy
bound in (5.3) (dashed line) cannot be broken even by
feedback controls Φfb.

This depends on the choices of the initial and final
Hamiltonians H and H ′. By randomly sampling the
initial and final Hamiltonians H and H ′ of three-level
systems, we typically found the four patterns shown in
Figs. 6(a)–(d) for the behaviors of the bounds (4.8) for
general nonunital operations Φfb (solid lines) and of the
free-energy bound (5.3) (dashed line). For a general d-
dimensional system, the lower and upper bounds (4.8) for
general nonunital operations Φfb (solid lines) are mono-
tonically increasing functions of β for initial thermal
equilibrium states ρβ , since the initial energy E(ρβ) =
Tr(Hρβ) is a monotonically decreasing function of β,

approaching the lowest energy ε↑1 of the initial Hamil-
tonian H in the limit β → ∞. On the other hand,
the free-energy bound ∆Fβ in (5.3) (dashed line) ap-

proaches the asymptotic value ε′↑1 −ε↑1 of the lower bound
of (4.8) for general nonunital operations Φfb (solid line)
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in the limit β → ∞ monotonically or with a local
minimum/maximum, since its derivative ∂∆Fβ/∂β =

β−2[S(ρ′β) − S(ρβ)], where ρ′β = e−βH′
/Z ′

β , can turn

its sign if the monotonically decreasing entropies S(ρ′β)

and S(ρβ) cross. If the lower bound of (4.8) for gen-
eral nonunital operations Φfb (solid line) crosses the
free-energy bound of (5.3) (dashed line), the free-energy
bound becomes so loose that any general quantum op-
erations with feedback controls cannot break it at some
inverse temperatures β. We also found a pattern shown
in Fig. 6(e), where the lower bound of (4.8) for gen-
eral nonunital operations Φfb (solid line) crosses the
free-energy bound of (5.3) (dashed line) twice. We do
not fully understand the general structure for general
d-dimensional systems or the physical reason why such
crossing occurs, but there certainly exist cases where the
free-energy bound (5.3) cannot be broken by any general
quantum operations with feedback control.

Finally, as mentioned below (5.3), it is necessary to de-
crease the entropy, ∆S(ρβ) < 0, to break the free-energy
bound (5.3). To break the ergotropy bound (4.5), which
is tighter than the free-energy bound (5.3), it is not nec-
essarily the case. See Fig. 7. Here, the initial and final
Hamiltonians are chosen to be H = diag(0, 0.5ϵ, ϵ) and
H ′ = diag(0, 0, 2ϵ), respectively, and the inverse temper-
ature is set at β = 2ϵ. We see in Fig. 7(b) that there
exist nonunital operations Φfb that increase the entropy,
∆S(ρβ) > 0, and at the same time break the ergotropy
bound (4.5) (see the data points above the horizontal
dotted line indicating the equientropic line and on the
left of the vertical dotted line indicating the ergotropy
lower bound) [74]. In order to break the free-energy
bound (5.3), on the other hand, it is necessary to de-
crease the entropy, ∆S(ρβ) < 0 (see the data points on
the left of the vertical dashed line indicating the free-
energy bound).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the energy extraction and charging
by general quantum operations, in particular focusing on
the roles of quantum measurement and quantum feed-
back control. We have shown that the energy gain
by a unital quantum operation is bounded by the er-
gotropy/charging bound for unitary operations. This im-
plies that, in order to extract/charge energy beyond the
ergotropy/charging bound for unitary operations, feed-
back control is necessary. We have also shown that the
ergotropy/charging bound proven here for unital opera-
tions is tighter than the standard second law of thermo-
dynamics.

In Ref. [16], the maximum extractable energy by pro-
jective measurement is studied, and it is shown to be
strictly smaller than the ergotropy. It appears that, if
one performs quantum measurement but does not apply
any feedback control, the ergotropy/charging bound (4.5)
for unital quantum operations is not saturable. It would

(a) (b)

FIG. 7. The energy and entropy gains, ∆E(ρβ) and ∆S(ρβ),
from the thermal equilibrium state ρβ of a three-level sys-
tem at the inverse temperature β = 2ϵ−1 by randomly sam-
pled unital operations Φunital [green dots in (a)] and by ran-
domly sampled nonunital operations Φfb [green dots in (b)],
where the Hamiltonian is driven from the initial one H =
diag(0, 0.5ϵ, ϵ) to the final one H ′ = diag(0, 0, 2ϵ). The verti-
cal dotted lines are the ergotropy and charging bounds (4.5)
for unital operations Φunital, while the vertical dashed blue
line indicates the free-energy bound (5.3). The solid or-
ange concave curve shows the upper bound on the allowed
entropy gain ∆S(ρβ). The horizontal dotted line indicates
∆S(ρβ) = 0.

be intriguing to explore the tight bound on the energy
gain by general quantum measurement, to acquire better
understanding on the possible roles and the limitations
of quantum measurement in quantum thermodynamics.
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Appendix A: Proof of the Representation (3.8) of
Unital Map

We here provide the proof of the decomposition of

unital map Φunital in (3.8). Let ρ =
∑d

i=1 ri|ri⟩⟨ri|
be a density operator in the diagonalized form, and

Φunital(ρ) =
∑d

i=1 r
′
i|r′i⟩⟨r′i| be the eigenvalue decomposi-

tion of the output state of a unital map Φunital(ρ). It is
known that the output state Φunital(ρ) of a unital map
is majorized by the input state ρ, i.e., ρ ≻ Φunital(ρ), or

equivalently r ≻ r′, which means
∑k

i=1 r
↓
i ≥

∑k
i=1 r

′↓
i ,

for all k = 1, . . . , d (Theorem 6.1 of Ref. [58]). Then,
the Schur-Horn theorem ensures that there exists a Her-
mitian matrix X whose eigenvalues and diagonal ele-
ments are given by the elements of r and r′, respec-
tively (Theorem 4.3.48 of Ref. [53] and Theorem 9.B.2
of Ref. [75]). Since X is diagonalizable with a unitary
matrix V as X = V diag(r1, . . . , rd)V

†, the diagonal ele-
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ments Xii = r′i satisfy

r′i =

d∑
j=1

|Vij |2rj . (A1)

Now, let us take a complete set of orthonormal basis vec-
tors {|ψi⟩} fulfilling Vij = ⟨ψi|rj⟩, and construct orthog-
onal projections Pi = |ψi⟩⟨ψi|. In addition, let U be
the unitary connecting the basis vectors as U |ψi⟩ = |r′i⟩.
Then, these elements yield

d∑
i=1

UPiρPiU
† =

d∑
i=1

d∑
j=1

U |ψi⟩⟨ψi|rj⟩rj⟨rj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|U†

=

d∑
i=1

d∑
j=1

|Vij |2rj |r′i⟩⟨r′i|

=

d∑
i=1

r′i|r′i⟩⟨r′i|

= Φunital(ρ), (A2)

which proves the representation (3.8). Note that the pro-
jectors {Pi} and the unitary U depend on the input state
ρ.

Appendix B: Proof of the Generalized Ergotropy
Bound (4.3)

In this appendix, we prove the generalized ergotropy
bound (4.3) for unitary operations ΦU . It suffices to
prove

ε′↑ · r↓ ≤ Tr(H ′UρU†) ≤ ε′↑ · r↑. (B1)

We prove it in basically the same way as the one used
for the proof of passivity on d-dimensional quantum sys-
tems [2, 3, 76]. See also Theorem 4.3.53 of Ref. [53]. We
first observe that

Tr(H ′UρU†) =

d∑
i=1

d∑
j=1

ε′i|⟨ε′i|U |rj⟩|2rj

= ε′ ·Br, (B2)

where |ε′i⟩ and |rj⟩ are the eigenstates belonging to the
eigenvalues ε′i and rj of H ′ and ρ, respectively, and
Bij = |⟨ε′i|U |rj⟩|2 is a doubly stochastic (or bistochastic)

matrix, satisfying Bij ≥ 0 and
∑d

j=1Bij =
∑d

j=1Bji = 1
for all i = 1, . . . , d. The Birkhoff-von Neumann theo-
rem (Theorem 8.7.2 of Ref. [53] and Theorem 2.A.2 of
Ref. [75]) ensures that there exists a probability distri-
bution {pk}k=1,...,d! such that

B =

d!∑
k=1

pkΠk, (B3)

with {Πk}k=1,...,d! the set of permutation matrices per-
muting the d elements of d-dimensional vectors. In ad-
dition, we recall the rearrangement inequality (Proposi-
tion 6.A.3 of Ref. [75] and Theorem 10.4 of Ref. [77])

x↑ · y↓ ≤ x ·Πky ≤ x↑ · y↑, (B4)

for any pair of d-dimensional real vectors x and y, and
for all permutations k = 1, . . . , d!. Then, using its upper
bound, we get

Tr(H ′UρU†) =

d!∑
k=1

pkε
′ ·Πkr

≤
d!∑

k=1

pkε
′↑ · r↑

= ε′↑ · r↑, (B5)

which is the upper bound of (B1). The lower bound
of (B1) is proven by using the lower bound of (B4).

Both upper and lower bounds of (B1) are reached
by some unitaries U+ and U−, respectively. Indeed,

U−(+) =
∑d

i=1 |ε
′↑
i ⟩⟨r

↓(↑)
i |, which transforms the initial

state ρ into the passive [1, 2] (maximally active [10])

state ρP (A) =
∑d

i=1 r
↓(↑)
i |ε′↑i ⟩⟨ε

′↑
i | with respect to the fi-

nal Hamiltonian H ′, does the job.
Note that the bound (B1) holds for arbitrary unitary

U and Hamiltonian H ′. By using (B1) for U = 11 and
H ′ = H, the positivities E−

ρ ≥ 0 and E+
ρ ≥ 0 of (4.2) and

(4.4) are proven.

Appendix C: Proof of the Inequality (5.8) for the
Nonequilibrium Free Energy at a Negative

Temperature

The inequality (5.2) at a positive inverse temperature
β > 0 is a fundamental relation between the equilibrium
and nonequilibrium free energies, Fβ and fβ(ρ,H) [36,
44, 58]. We here prove the similar inequality (5.8) at a
negative inverse temperature −β < 0. As in the case
of a positive inverse temperature β > 0, it is due to
the positivity of the quantum relative entropy D(ρ∥σ) =
Tr[ρ(log ρ− log σ)] ≥ 0, whose equality holds if and only
if ρ = σ [50, 51, 58]. For the Gibbs state ρ−β = eβH/Z−β

at a negative inverse temperature −β < 0, we have

0 ≥ − 1

β
D(ρ∥ρ−β)

= − 1

β
Tr(ρ log ρ) +

1

β
Tr(ρ log ρ−β)

=
1

β
S(ρ) + Tr(Hρ)− 1

β
logZ−β

= f−β(ρ,H)− F−β , (C1)

which proves (5.8). The equality f−β(ρ,H) = F−β holds
if and only if ρ = ρ−β .
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