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We present a detailed study of an asymmetrically driven quantum Otto engine with a time-
dependent harmonic oscillator as its working medium. We obtain analytic expressions for the upper
bounds on the efficiency of the engine for two different driving schemes having asymmetry in the
expansion and compression work strokes. We show that the Otto cycle under consideration cannot
operate as a heat engine in the low-temperature regime. Then, we show that the friction in the
expansion stroke is significantly more detrimental to the performance of the engine as compared to
the friction in the compression stroke. Further, by comparing the performance of the engine with
sudden expansion, sudden compression, and both sudden strokes, we uncover a pattern of connec-
tions between the operational points, and we indicate the optimal operation regime for each case.
Finally, we analytically characterize the complete phase diagram of the Otto cycle for both driving
schemes and highlight the different operational modes of the cycle as a heat engine, refrigerator,
accelerator, and heater.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of thermal machines is a central topic in
thermodynamics. In fact, the desire to improve upon
the efficiency of steam engines led Carnot to discover
the concept of Carnot efficiency, which is one of the
cornerstones of thermodynamics [1]. The Carnot effi-
ciency, ηC = 1 − Tc/Th, provides an upper bound on
the efficiency of all macroscopic heat engines working be-
tween two thermal reservoirs at temperatures Tc and Th

(Tc < Th) [1, 2]. However, the reversible nature of the
Carnot cycle makes it an impractical device since it re-
quires an infinite amount of time to complete one cy-
cle and therefore its power output vanishes. The quest
for engines operating in finite time and with non-zero
power output gave rise to the field of finite-time ther-
modynamics [3–6]. These practical engines, operating in
finite time, undergo irreversible thermodynamic trans-
formations and are subjected to frictional effects [7–11].
These effects make the engines less efficient and, con-
sequently, the Carnot efficiency may not be reachable –
even in the limiting case of vanishing power output. Such
an observation suggests that, in the presence of frictional
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effects, it may be possible to derive bounds on the effi-
ciency which are tighter than the usual Carnot efficiency
bound [12–15].

However, except for a few studies [14, 16], most recent
work concentrates on the general performance character-
istics of the engines[17–38], rather than deriving explicit
upper bounds on the efficiency (and comparing this to
their friction-less counterparts). In this paper, we will
continue the program initiated in [16] to quantitatively
estimate the effects of friction on the performance bounds
of a quantum engine. In detail, we will consider a quan-
tum Otto engine having a time-dependent harmonic os-
cillator as its working medium [16, 22, 39–43], and we will
consider one of the two work strokes to be sudden in time
(while the other remains adiabatic), thus making the re-
sulting cycle asymmetric in the compression/expansion
strokes. The asymmetric nature of the Otto cycle breaks
the time-reversal symmetry between the expansion and
compression strokes and as a result time forward and
reversed cycles are distinct [12]. For our purposes, we
will show analytically that the bounds on the efficiency
of the two resulting configurations are qualitatively dif-
ferent, with the efficiency of the engine working with a
sudden compression being much higher than the engine
working with a sudden expansion [44].

In addition, we also discuss the effects of friction in the
context of the different operational modes of the quantum
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harmonic Otto cycle; such as a heat engine, refrigerator,
heater, and accelerator [25, 26, 45–48]. Our analysis will
show that, in the presence of the aforementioned asym-
metry, the Otto cycle does not perform as an engine or
a refrigerator only, but that the operational, potentially
useful [49, 50], modes of heater and accelerator become
available, leading to a richer phase diagram that we ex-
plicitly characterize.

Recently, the optimization and study of time asym-
metric heat engines has attracted a considerable amount
of attention among researchers [12, 51–55]. Our results
complement these studies, providing a setup in which the
effects of the asymmetry can be studied analytically and
explicitly.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we give a brief description of the model of a harmonic
quantum Otto cycle. Sec. III is devoted to the study
of the asymmetric Otto cycle with a sudden expansion
stroke and a quasistatic compression stroke, from which
analytic expressions for the upper bounds on the effi-
ciency and efficiency at maximum work are obtained. In
Sec. IV, we repeat the same analysis for the asymmetric
Otto cycle with a sudden compression stroke and a quasi-
static expansion stroke. In Sec. V, we compare the per-
formance of the engine under these two different schemes
and include comparisons of their performance with that
of the scenario in which both expansion and compression
strokes are sudden, and thus nonadiabatic in nature. In
Sec. VI, we plot a complete phase diagram for the Otto
cycle and mark different operational modes of the har-
monic Otto cycle in terms of system-bath parameters. In
Sec. VII we conclude the paper.

II. QUANTUM OTTO CYCLE

The quantum Otto cycle is characterized by 4 ther-
modynamic cyclic processes – 2 work strokes [56] and 2
isochoric heat strokes – which are schematically repre-
sented in Fig. 1. More precisely, these steps occur in the
following order [20, 57]:

1. Compression stroke A −→ B: We assume that
the system (a quantum harmonic oscillator, in this
case) is initially in a thermal state characterized
by the inverse temperature βc and frequency ωc.
Then, while keeping the system isolated from its
surroundings, the frequency is brought to the new
value ωh (with ωh > ωc) by means of an exter-
nal driving protocol (which, in the adiabatic case,
would be quasi-static). During this stroke, the en-
ergy of the harmonic oscillator increases, and there-
fore work is done on the system. On the other
hand, the process is unitary and the von Neumann
entropy of the system does not change.

2. Hot isochore B −→ C: The harmonic oscillator
is put in contact with a hot bath, having inverse
temperature βh (with βh < βc). The frequency

of the harmonic oscillator is kept constant and the
system is allowed to thermalize with the hot bath,
thus reaching the final inverse temperature βh [58]
[59].

3. Expansion stroke C −→ D: The system is again
isolated from its surroundings, and its frequency is
reduced to the initial value ωc by means of a unitary
driving protocol. During this step, the harmonic
oscillator performs work.

4. Cold isochore D −→ A: To close the cycle and
bring the harmonic oscillator back to its initial
setup, a cold bath (having inverse temperature βc)
is put in contact with the system. The harmonic
oscillator is left to thermalize while keeping its fre-
quency equal to ωc.

The average energies ⟨H⟩ of the oscillator during the
four stages of the cycle are (in units of ℏ= 1and kB = 1)
[20, 57]

⟨H⟩A =
ωc

2
coth

(βcωc

2

)
, (1)

⟨H⟩B =
ωh

2
λABcoth

(βcωc

2

)
, (2)

⟨H⟩C =
ωh

2
coth

(βhωh

2

)
, (3)

⟨H⟩D =
ωc

2
λCDcoth

(βhωh

2

)
, (4)

where the parameter λ (either λAB or λCD) is called
the adiabaticity parameter of the dynamics. It is a
dimensionless quantity that depends on the nature of
the frequency modulation, see Refs. [60, 61] for de-
tails. In this work, we will confine ourselves to the sud-
den switch and the adiabatic driving protocols for which
λ = (ω2

c + ω2
h)/2ωcωh and λ = 1, respectively. The ex-

pressions for mean heat exchanged during the hot and
cold isochores can be evaluated, respectively, as follows

Qh = ⟨H⟩C − ⟨H⟩B

=
ωh

2

[
coth

(βhωh

2

)
− λABcoth

(βcωc

2

)]
, (5)

Qc = ⟨H⟩A − ⟨H⟩D

=
ωc

2

[
coth

(βcωc

2

)
− λCDcoth

(βhωh

2

)]
. (6)

We are employing a sign convention in which all the in-
coming fluxes (heat and work) are taken to be positive.
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FIG. 1. Pictorial depiction of the Otto cycle. The thermody-
namic cycle consists of four stages: two work (A→ B and C→
D) steps and two isochoric heat (B→ C and D → A) steps.

III. ASYMMETRIC QUANTUM OTTO HEAT
ENGINE

Let us first focus on the case in which the quan-
tum Otto cycle (having as a working medium a time-
dependent modulated harmonic oscillator) is working as
a heat engine. Since the working medium returns to its
initial state after one complete cycle, the net work done
on the system in a cycle is given by the first law of ther-
modynamics, W = −(Qh + Qc). Work is said to be ex-

tracted from the engine when Wext = −W = Qh +Qc >
0. Accordingly, the efficiency of the engine is given by
[16]

η=
Wext

Qh
=1− ωc

ωh

coth(βcωc/2)− λABcoth(βhωh/2)

λCDcoth(βcωc/2)− coth(βhωh/2)
,

(7)
such that, when both the work strokes are adiabatic, Eq.
(7) reduces to the simple form

ηad= 1− ωc

ωh
. (8)

Our goal will be to study the efficiency of the engine in
the cases in which one of the two work strokes is not
adiabatic.

A. Sudden Expansion Stroke

Let us start by considering the case in which the ex-
pansion stroke, C → D, is taken to be a sudden switch,
thus involving friction in the operation of the heat engine.
The compression stroke A → B, instead, is still assumed
to be adiabatic. The expression for extracted work Wext

(From now on, we will drop the subscript “ext” and re-
place it with either SE or SC to specify sudden expansion
and sudden compression strokes, respectively. In the fol-
lowing, all the expressions for work stand for extracted
work.) and efficiency η of the engine can be obtained by
using Eqs. (5) and (6):

WSE =
(ωh − ωc) [(ωc + ωh) coth(βhωh/2)− 2ωh coth(βcωc/2)]

4ωh
, (9)

and

ηSE =
(ωh − ωc) [(ωc + ωh) coth(βhωh/2)− 2ωh coth(βcωc/2)]

2ω2
h [coth(βhωh/2)− coth(βcωc/2)]

. (10)

In deriving the expression for WSE in Eq. (9), we have
substituted λAB = 1 and λCD = (ω2

c + ω2
h)/2ωcωh into

Eqs. (5) and (6), respectively, and then substituted the
resulting expressions for Qh and Qc into Wext = Qh+Qc.
The expression for the efficiency in Eq. (10), ηSE = 1 +
Qc/Qh, is obtained similarly.

Eq. (10) can be recast into the following form:

ηSE =
1

2

(
1− ω2

c

ω2
h

)[ coth(βhωh/2)
coth(βcωc/2)

− 2ωh

ωc+ωh

coth(βhωh/2)
coth(βcωc/2)

− 1

]
. (11)

The Positive Work Condition (PWC) WSE ≥ 0 – i.e.
the condition that the cycle is effectively behaving as an

engine – further requires

coth(βhωh/2)

coth(βcωc/2)
≥ 2ωh

ωc + ωh
≥ 1, (12)

where the last inequality makes use of the assumption
that ωc ≤ ωh. Using Eq. (12), one can prove that
the term inside the square bracket in Eq. (11) is always
smaller than 1. Further, the condition 0 ≤ 1−ω2

c/ω
2
h ≤ 1

provides the non-trivial bound:

ηSE ≤ 1

2
. (13)

Interestingly, we see that this bound is independent of
the frequencies, ωc and ωh. This observation, together
with Eq. (8), implies that the detrimental effect of the
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sudden switch is particularly strong in the limit ωc ≪ ωh.
In fact, when both the work strokes are adiabatic and
ωc ≪ ωh, the efficiency of the engine is close to 1 and
so we see that the effect of the sudden quench in the
expansion stroke halves the efficiency, at least.

As is explained below, this is due to the friction in-
troduced by the expansion stroke. In the sudden expan-
sion stroke, the sudden quench of the frequency of the
oscillator induces unwanted transitions between its en-
ergy levels and the system ends up in a non-equilibrium
state. In the eigenbasis of the instantaneous Hamilto-
nian, the off-diagonal elements of the density matrix,
dubbed as coherences, are non-zero. Generating coher-
ences via nonadiabatic driving costs an extra amount of
energy (work) as compared to the adiabatic driving case,
and as a result, the system ends up storing additional
parasitic energy. During the isochoric process that fol-
lows the sudden expansion, this additional energy cost is
dissipated to the reservoirs. This phenomenon is referred
to as inner or quantum friction [18, 19, 23, 27, 62, 63],
and it negatively affects the engine’s performance.

We can also immediately show that the Otto cycle with
sudden expansion cannot work as a heat engine when
working in the low-temperature limit. To see this, we
notice that in the low-temperature limit, i.e. when the
conditions βkωk ≫ 1, k = c, h are satisfied, we can ap-
proximate coth(βkωk) = 1, such that the PWC in Eq.
(12) reduces to:

1 ≥ 2ωh

ωc + ωh
, (14)

which is incompatible with the assumption ωc ≤ ωh, ex-
cept for the trivial case ωc = ωh. There is a physical
explanation for this: in the low-temperature regime, for
a typical thermal state only the lowest levels of the har-
monic oscillator are populated. When we drive the sys-
tem non-adiabatically by using the sudden switch pro-
tocol, most of the transitions will be transitions from
lower energy states to higher energy states, which will
effectively raise the temperature of the harmonic oscil-
lator as compared to the adiabatic case and, as a re-
sult, a larger amount of heat will be dissipated to the
cold reservoir. If the amount of heat dissipated to the
cold reservoir exceeds the amount of heat extracted from
the hot reservoir, the Otto cycle cannot work as a heat
engine. By extending the same logic to all tempera-
ture regimes, we can conclude that to minimize the fric-
tional effects, we should operate the engine under con-
sideration in the high-temperature regime. In the high-
temperature regime, the upper levels of the harmonic os-
cillator will also be appreciably populated. Thus, the
non-adiabatic transitions will be in both directions – up-
wards and downwards – resulting in an effectively lower
temperature of the oscillator as compared to the previous
low-temperature regime discussion.

ηupSE

ηMWSE

ηupSC

ηMWSC
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FIG. 2. Plots of ηup
SE (Eq. (20)), ηMW

SE (Eq. (22)), ηup
SC (Eq.

(29)) and ηMW
SC (Eq. (31)) versus Carnot efficiency ηC . In the

inset, we have plotted the differences, ∆ = ηup
SE − ηMW

SE (solid
red curve in the inset) and ∆′ = ηup

SC − ηMW
SC (dashed blue

curve in the inset).

B. Upper bound on the efficiency

In the previous subsection, we found that the efficiency
of the engine is bounded from above by 1/2. However,
we do not know whether this bound is tight or loose. In
the following, we find an expression for the maximum
efficiency of the engine in the high-temperature regime.
We also conjecture (supported by heuristic as well as nu-
merical checks) that this maximum value can be used
as a bound – tighter than Eq. (13) – for the maximal
efficiency of the engine in any regime.
In the high-temperature limit, which is often employed

to get analytic results while studying quantum heat en-
gines [64–69], i.e. in the limit βkωk/2 ≪ 1, we can set
coth(βkωk/2) ≈ 2/βkωk (k = c, h). Then the expressions
for the extracted work and efficiency take the following
forms

WHT
SE = (1− z)

(
z + 1

2
− τ

z

)
1

βh
, (15)

ηHT
SE =

(1− z)
(
z2 + z − 2τ

)
2(z − τ)

, (16)

where we defined z ≡ ωc/ωh and τ ≡ βh/βc. The PWC
implies that

WHT
SE ≥ 0 ⇒ z2 + z

2
≥ τ, (17)

which is a more stringent condition for extracting work
from the engine cycle as compared to the engine cycle in
which both work strokes are adiabatic in nature, and the
PWC is simply given by z > τ . Since (z2 + 1)/2 < z,
for the given τ (ratio of the temperatures of the cold and
hot reservoirs), the compression ratio z for the sudden
expansion stroke should be significant when compared
to its adiabatic counterpart in order to extract positive
work from the engine cycle.
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Eq. (16) can be maximized as a function of the com-
pression rate z. By setting ∂ηHT

SE /∂z = 0, we have

2z3 − 3z2τ + τ(2τ − 1) = 0. (18)

The above equation, being a case of casus irreducibilis
(see Appendix A), cannot be solved in real radicals. How-
ever, a solution in terms of trignometric functions is avail-
able, and is given by

z∗ =
τ

2
+ τ cos

(
1

3
cos−1

(
(τ − 4)τ + 2

τ2

))
. (19)

Substituting Eq. (19) in Eq. (16), the expression for the
maximum efficiency is found to be

ηupSE =
(2K + τ − 2)

[
4K2 + 4K(1 + τ)− (6− τ)τ

]
8τ − 16K

,

(20)

where K = τ cos
(

1
3 cos

−1
(

(τ−4)τ+2
τ2

))
. Eq. (20), which

is plotted in Fig. 2 (see solid red curve), is not particu-
larly illuminating. Instead – to gain some insights into
how the friction affects the efficiency – we provide the
expansion of ηupSE as Taylor’s series in ηC . The expansion
up to the cubic order reads,

ηupSE = (2−
√
3)ηC +

(√
3− 5

3

)
η2C +

η3C
18
√
3
+ . . . . (21)

We will comment more on this expansion in the next
section.

Although the upper bound on the efficiency, ηupSE, has
been obtained in the high-temperature limit, one can ar-
gue that its validity is more general and that it can be
promoted to be an upper bound of the efficiency valid
in any temperature regime. Heuristically, this statement
can be motivated by observing, as we did in Eq.(14), that
in the low-temperature limit, the Otto cycle cannot be
used as an engine tout-court. Hence, it is reasonable to
expect that the efficiency of the engine reduces when re-
ducing the temperature and so the bound derived in the
high-temperature limit can be extended to finite temper-
ature as well.

To further substantiate this argument, we plot a his-
togram, for given finite temperatures, of the sampled val-
ues of efficiency, given in Eq. (10) with random samplings
of the parameters (ωc, ωh).

For the chosen values of βc = 1 and βh = 1/10, we
have ηupSE = 0.36. As we can see in Fig. 3, all the
sampled values of efficiency ηSE lie below this bound,
which supports our conjecture that ηupSE serves as an
upper bound in all operational regimes. While uni-
formly sampling the parametric space (ωc, ωh), we choose
ω1,2 ∈ [0, 100] so that the parametric space spans all op-
erational regimes, including regimes far away from being
in the high-temperature regime.

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
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100

1000

104

ηSE

O
bs
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FIG. 3. Histogram of sampled values of ηSE given in Eq.
(10) for random sampling over a region of the parametric
space (ωc, ωh). The parameters are sampled over the uniform
distributions ωc,h ∈ [0, 100] at fixed values of βc = 1 and
βh = 1/10. For plotting the histograms, we choose a bin
width of 0.01 to arrange 106 data points.

C. Efficiency at maximum work

We can also obtain the expression for the efficiency
at maximum work output by optimizing Eq. (15) with
respect to z. The resulting expression for the efficiency
is given by

ηMW
SE =

3 3
√
1− ηC − 2ηC 3

√
1− ηC + 3ηC − 3

2
(

3
√
1− ηC + ηC − 1

) (22)

=
ηC
4

+
5η2C
72

+
5η3C
144

+ . . . (23)

We note that the linear order term in ηC in Eq. (23)
is given by ηC/4, while for the adiabatic harmonic Otto
engine, the linear order term in ηC is given by ηC/2,
which in turn indicates that adiabatic engine is far more
efficient than the engine with sudden expansion stroke.
In Fig. 2, we have plotted ηMW

SE (dashed blue curve)
as a function of ηC . In the inset, we have plotted the
difference between ηupSE and ηMW

SE . It is clear that the
difference ∆ = ηupSE − ηMW

SE is very small. This indicates
that the engine’s performance is dominated by frictional
effects, thus rendering maximum efficiency and efficiency
at maximum work values very close to each other.

IV. HARMONIC OTTO ENGINE WITH
SUDDEN COMPRESSION STROKE

Having studied the sudden expansion stroke case, we
now turn our attention to the modified scenario in which
the compression stroke is instantaneous. The expres-
sion for the work output can be derived by substituting
λAB = (ω2

c + ω2
h)/2ωcωh and λCD = 1 in Eqs. (5) and

(6), respectively, and then substituting the resulting ex-
pressions for Qh and Qc in Wext = Qh + Qc. Similarly,
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the expression for the efficiency, ηSE = 1 + Qc/Qh, can be obtained. The final expressions read

WSC =
(ωc − ωh)

[
(ωc + ωh) coth

(
β1ωc

2

)
− 2ωc coth

(
βhωh

2

)]
4ωc

, (24)

ηSC =
(ωc − ωh)

(
(ωc + ωh) coth

(
β1ωc

2

)
− 2ωc coth

(
βhωh

2

))
2ωcωh coth

(
βhωh

2

)
− (ω2

c + ω2
h) coth

(
β1ωc

2

) . (25)

Contrary to the previous case, Eqs. (24) and (25) do
not provide any non-trivial bound on the efficiency, ηSC.
Indeed, by direct inspection, one can see that Eqs. (24)
and (25) simply lead to the trivial bound ηSC ≤ 1. How-
ever, frictional effects still play a role here in reducing
the efficiency of the engine, as we will show momentarily.

Similarly to the sudden expansion case, it is possible
to show that the Otto cycle does not work as an engine
in the low-temperature limit. Indeed, the PWC from Eq.
(24) reads

(ωc + ωh) coth

(
β1ωc

2

)
≤ 2ωc coth

(
βhωh

2

)
, (26)

which in the low-temperature regime reduces to the con-
dition ωc + ωh ≤ 2ωc, which is incompatible with the
assumption ωh ≥ ωc, except for the trivial case ωh = ωc.

A. Upper bound on the efficiency with sudden
compression stroke

Eqs. (24) and (25) simplify dramatically when the
high-temperature limit is considered. Explicitly, they re-
duce to

WHT
SC = (z − 1)

(
τ(z + 1)

2z2
− 1

)
1

βh
, (27)

ηHT
SC =

(z − 1)
(
2z2 − τ(z + 1)

)
τ + (τ − 2)z2

, (28)

where z = ωc/ωh and τ = βh/βc.
Once again, the upper bound on the efficiency can be

found by maximizing Eq. (28) with respect to the com-
pression ratio z, as a function of τ . The resulting expres-
sion for ηupSC, in terms of trigonometric functions, is given
by

ηupSC =
2− τ + 16

√
τ/(2− τ) cos3 B − 4(2 + τ) cos2 B

(τ − 2)[2 cos(2B) + 1]
,

(29)

where B = 1
3 cos

−1
(
−
√

(2− τ)τ
)
. Again, as s we did

for the sudden expansion case, we present the Taylor ex-
pansion of the above equation up to the third order term
in ηC :

ηupSC = (2−
√
3)ηC +

2

3

(
3
√
3− 5

)
η2C +

1

54

(
252− 143

√
3
)
η3C + . . . (30)

Eq. (30) must be compared with its analogous result
in the case of the sudden expansion stroke, Eq. (21).
Interestingly, we see that the two expressions are identical
on their linear terms. However, the symmetry between
the two cases is broken by the second-order term in the
ηC expansion. In this case, we see that the coefficient
for the sudden compression, Eq. (30), is exactly twice its
counterpart in Eq. (21).

All-in-all, the analysis of the Taylor expansion in
ηC shows two remarkable and related phenomena: the
sudden expansion and the sudden compression strokes

are not equivalent and, when working in the high-
temperature limit in particular, the sudden compres-
sion protocol outperforms the sudden expansion protocol.
Moreover, the asymmetry between the two configurations
arises from the second-order term in the expansion in
ηC , with the sudden compression stroke coefficients be-
ing exactly twice the same coefficient appearing in the
expansion for the sudden expansion case.

To conclude the analysis of Eq. (29) , we plot its be-
havior in Fig. 2 (dotted brown curve). It is clear from
the figure that ηupSC > ηupSE, and unlike ηupSE (solid red curve
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FIG. 4. Histogram of sampled values of ηSC given in Eq.
(25) for random sampling over a region of the parametric
space (ωc, ωh). The parameters are sampled from uniform
distributions ωc,h ∈ [0, 100] at fixed values of βc = 1 and βh =
1/10. The histograms have a bin width of 0.01 to arrange 106

data points.

in Fig. 2) which can attain 1/2 as its maximum value,

ηupSC attains unit efficiency for ηC = 1. Once again, we
claim that the non-trivial bound of Eq. (29), although
obtained in the high-temperature limit, extends its valid-
ity to the finite temperature case. To support this claim,
we recall that the Otto cycle does not work as an engine
in the low-temperature limit as proven earlier. Moreover,
exactly as we did for the sudden expansion case, we have
plotted a histogram (see Fig. 4) for the sampled values
of ηSC (see Eq. (25)) for random sampling over a region
of parametric space (ωc, ωh). Here, for the chosen values
βc = 1 and βh = 10, the upper bound on the efficiency
is given by ηupSE = 0.54. Clearly, for the given values of
βc and βh, all sampled values of ηSC lie below ηupSC, in
agreement with the claim that ηupSC is an upper bound at
all temperatures.

B. Efficiency at maximum work

Let us now evaluate the analytic expression of effi-
ciency at maximum work. Optimization of Eq. (28) with
respect to z yields the following expression

ηMW
SC = −

4
(

3
√
1− ηC + (1− ηC)

2/3 − 2
)
+ ηC

(
4 3
√
1− ηC + ηC − 1

)
4 + ηC (ηC + 3)

=
ηC
4

+
17η2C
144

+
41η3C
576

+ . . . (31)

Again, we notice that ηMW
SC and ηMW

SE (see Eq. (23))
share the first term ηC/4 in their respective Taylor series.
The differences start to appear from the second order
term in ηC . We plot Eq. (31) in Fig. 2 (see dot-dashed
gray curve). It just lies below the curve (dotted brown
curve) for ηupSC. In the inset of Fig. 2, we have plotted
the difference between ηupSC and ηMW

SC , ∆′ = ηupSC − ηMW
SC

(dashed blue curve in the inset of Fig. 2).

V. COMPARISON

Having presented the results for two different exam-
ples of asymmetric Otto cycles, we now perform a more
in-depth comparison of their performances. Moreover,
we point out some interesting connections to the case of
the symmetric Otto heat engine, considering the cases in
which both strokes are sudden and/or both strokes are
adiabatic.

In Fig. 5 we plot the work output for all the four
cases mentioned above – sudden expansion, sudden com-
pression, symmetric sudden (aka sudden switch), sym-
metric adiabatic – against the compression ratio z of
the harmonic oscillator, with a fixed value of τ = 0.36
[70]. We note that the curves for sudden expansion and
sudden compression strokes intersect when the condition
z =

√
τ is met. This condition can be derived analyti-

cally, by equating WHT
SE and WHT

SC , and in Fig. 5 it cor-

responds to the point z = 0.6. Interestingly, we notice
that this condition, z =

√
τ , precisely corresponds to the

condition of no work output for the case in which both
strokes are sudden, WHT

SS = (1 − z2)(z2 − τ)/2z2 = 0
[16]. In addition, we notice that the point z =

√
τ also

corresponds to the value of z at which work extraction
(WHT

AD = (1 − z)(1 − τ/z)) is maximum when the Otto
cycle is adiabatically driven.

Another interesting observation is that when the Otto
cycle contains only one of a sudden expansion or a sudden
compression stroke, the work extraction is maximum for
z = τ1/3 (see light green vertical line in Fig. 5 at z =
τ1/3 = 0.361/3 = 0.711).

For completeness, we also plot the efficiency as a func-
tion of the compression ratio z in Fig. 6 for sudden ex-
pansion, sudden compression, and sudden switch cases.
We observe that the value of the efficiency at which
the curves for sudden expansion and sudden compres-
sion intersect, precisely agrees with the maximum effi-
ciency (see horizontal dot-dashed line in Fig. 6) reached
by the sudden switch case. The analytic expression for
the maximum efficiency for the sudden switch case (as
well as efficiency at intersection point in Fig. 6) was
derived in Ref. [16] and is given by ηSSmax = ηintsec =

(3− 2
√
2(1− ηC)− ηC)ηC/(1 + ηC)

2.
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WHT
AD

WHT
SE

WHT
SC

WHT
SS
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0.20

z

W
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t

FIG. 5. Work output as a function of compression ratio z for
various cases discussed in the main text. Dot-dashed brown,
dashed blue, dotted red and solid purple curves represent the
adiabatic (WHT

AD = (1 − z)(1 − τ/z)), sudden expansion (Eq.
(15)), sudden compression (Eq. (27)), and sudden-switch case
(WHT

SS = (1 − z2)(z2 − τ)/2z2 = 0), respectively. Here, we
have fixed τ = 0.36. The intersection between dashed blue
and dotted red curves is given by z =

√
τ =

√
0.36 = 0.6. It

is also clear from the plots that both the sudden compression
case and the sudden expansion case exhibit a maximum of
work at the same value of z given by z = τ1/3 = 0.711.

ηHTSE

ηHTSC

ηHTSS

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

z

η

FIG. 6. Efficiency as a function of compression ratio z for
three different cases involving at least one sudden stroke
as discussed in the main text. Dashed blue, dotted red,
and solid purple curves represent the sudden expansion (Eq.
(16)), sudden compression (Eq. (28)), and sudden-switch case
(ηHT

SS = (z2 − 1)(z2 − τ)/(τ − z2(2− τ))), respectively. Here,
we have fixed τ = 0.36. At the intersection point between
dashed blue and dotted red curves, the efficiency is given
by ηintsec = (3 − 2

√
2(1− ηC) − ηC)ηC/(1 + ηC)

2 = 0.158,
which corresponds to the maximum efficiency achievable in
the sudden-switch case.

It is clear from Fig. 5 that for the range (
√
8τ + 1 −

1)/2 < z <
√
τ (see also Eq. (17)), more work can be

extracted for the case with sudden expansion stroke as
compared to the case with sudden compression stroke,
while the opposite is true for the regime

√
τ < z < 1.

Adiabatic

Sudden Expansion

Sudden Compression

Sudden Switch

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

η

W
ex
t

FIG. 7. Work-efficiency plots for all four cases that are dis-
cussed in the main text. Except for the adiabatic case, all
curves are loop-like, characterizing the signature of the fric-
tion effect in the performance of the engine under considera-
tion.

Similar conclusions about the efficiency can be drawn by
looking at Fig. 6; with the only difference being that, in
this case, the intersection point lies at z = (τ +

√
2τ(1−

τ))/(2− τ) [71].

Finally, to find the optimal operational regime for each
case, we plot efficiency-work curves in Fig. 7. Except
for the adiabatic case (which has an open-ended shape),
the efficiency-work curves are loop-shaped curves for all
cases involving nonadiabatic driving in at least one of the
work strokes. The loop-like behavior characterizes the
frictional effects arising due to the nonadiabatic nature
of driving [17, 72–75]. In all three cases with nonadia-
batic driving, the optimal operational regime is located
on the portion of the curve having a negative slope. As
is clear from Fig. 7, a sudden switch driving in both adi-
abatic branches leads to an engine characterized by poor
efficiency and less work extraction.

If we compare the case of the sudden expansion stroke
to that of the sudden compression stroke, it turns out
that the performance of the latter is much better than
the former.

The comparisons made in this Section allowed us to un-
cover a clear asymmetry between the overall efficiency of
the Otto engine when just one of the two strokes is adia-
batic, with the sudden compression engine outperforming
the sudden expansion engine. It should be emphasized
that such an asymmetry is not easy to predict based on
heuristic arguments. At the same time, we also uncovered
that, quite interestingly, the four cases have some unex-
pected relations between their performances for specific
values of the compression ratio z, as discussed in Figs. 5
and 6.
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VI. COMPLETE PHASE DIAGRAM OF THE
QUANTUM HARMONIC OTTO CYCLE

As was already noted, the PWCs are affected when
frictional effects are present [16, 76]. This observation,
in turn, motivates one to study the phase diagram of
the Otto Cycle in the presence of frictional effects. As
we will see, depending on the values of the parameters z
and τ , the asymmetric Otto cycle can work not just as
an engine or a refrigerator, but also in operational modes
corresponding to a heater and thermal accelerator (the
latter two being absent when frictional effects are not
present).

In general, a thermal device can operate in the follow-
ing four modes:

Engine : Wext ≥ 0, Qh ≥ 0, Qc ≤ 0,

Refrigerator : Wext ≤ 0, Qh ≤ 0, Qc ≥ 0,

Heater : Wext ≤ 0, Qh ≤ 0, Qc ≤ 0,

Thermal accelerator : Wext ≤ 0, Qh ≥ 0, Qc ≤ 0, (32)

In the engine mode, the system absorbs heat (Qh ≥ 0)
from the hot reservoir, converts it into work (Wext ≥ 0),
and dumps the remaining heat (Qc ≤ 0) into the cold
reservoir. In the refrigerator mode, work is utilized
(Wext ≤ 0) to transport heat from the cold (Qc ≤ 0)
to the hot reservoir (Qh ≤ 0). In the heater mode, work
is utilized (Wext ≤ 0) to dump heat at both the hot
(Qh ≤ 0) and the cold (Qc ≤ 0) reservoirs. In the ther-
mal accelerator mode, work (Wext ≤ 0) is utilized to
transport heat from the hot (Qh ≥ 0) to the cold reser-
voir (Qc ≤ 0), which is otherwise a spontaneous process.
The heater and thermal accelerator modes, usually

overlooked in the literature, can be potentially use-
ful [49, 50]. The purpose of a heater is to heat, simul-
taneously, both a hot and a cold reservoir. Finally, for
the thermal accelerator mode, a COP has been proposed
as the ratio between heat delivered to the cold reservoir
over the performed work [49, 50]. One could envisage
situations where it is useful to evacuate heat as fast as
possible in order to cool hot spots, and in that context a
quantum accelerator would be a machine that facilitates
the natural heat flow from the hot bath to the cold bath.
In that case, one should consider the heat extracted from
the hot spot (hot reservoir) as useful output and the in-
putted work as a cost.

In the following, we discuss the phase diagram for
the two different versions of the asymmetric harmonic
quantum Otto cycle: one with a sudden expansion stroke
and the other with a sudden compression stroke.

A. Asymmetric Otto cycle with sudden expansion
stroke

It is worth noting that when both of the work strokes
are quasi-static in the Otto cycle under consideration, ei-

ther we can achieve engine mode or refrigeration mode;
the heater and accelerator modes are absent from the
phase diagram of the quasi-static Otto cycle and the
phase diagram is symmetric with respect to the parame-
ter space available for the engine and refrigerator modes.
However, when either or both of the work branches are
driven in finite time, frictional effects arise and new op-
erational regimes emerge in the phase diagram.

For the sudden expansion stroke, the expression for
extracted work is given in Eq. (15). In the high-
temperature limit, the expressions for Qh and Qc can
be obtained using Eqs. (5) and (6), and are given by

QHT
h(SE) =

1

βh

(
1− τ

z

)
, QHT

c(SE) =
1

βh

(
τ − 1 + z2

2

)
.

(33)
As can be seen from the PWC given in Eq. (17), the
asymmetric harmonic Quantum Otto cycle with a sud-
den expansion stroke operates in the heat engine mode
for z ≥ (

√
8τ + 1 − 1)/2. For the refrigeration opera-

tional mode, the positive cooling condition QHT
c(SE) > 0

implies that z2 ≤ 2τ − 1, which in turn implies that τ
should be greater than 1/2. This means that heat ex-
traction from the cold reservoir is possible only when
the temperature of the cold reservoir is larger than half
the value of the hot reservoir temperature. The Otto
cycle under consideration operates as an accelerator for
τ ≤ z ≤ (

√
8τ + 1 − 1)/2. Finally, the heater mode is

realized for 2τ − 1 ≤ z2 ≤ τ2. For the complete phase
diagram, see left panel of Fig. 8.

B. Asymmetric Otto cycle with sudden
compression stroke

For the sudden compression stroke, the expression for
extracted work is given in Eq. (27). In the high-
temperature limit, the expressions for QHT

h(SC) and QHT
c(SC)

can be obtained using Eqs. (5) and (6), and are given by

QHT
h(SC) =

1

βh

(
1− 1 + z2

2z2
τ

)
, QHT

c(SC) =
1

βh
(τ − z).

(34)
In this case, the realization of four different modes are
explained as follows: the heat engine and refrigeration
modes are achieved for z ≥ (

√
τ(8 + τ)+τ)/4 and z ≤ τ ,

respectively; the accelerator mode is achieved for the
parametric regime

√
τ/(2− τ) ≤ z ≤ (

√
τ(8 + τ)+τ)/4;

finally, the Otto cycle operates as a heater for τ ≤ z ≤√
τ/(2− τ). It is interesting to note that in this case,

exactly half of the parametric space is available for the
refrigeration operation, whereas, for the Otto cycle with
sudden expansion stroke, the same parametric space was
available for the refrigeration and the heater modes. Ad-
ditionally, in this sudden compression stroke case, the
parametric regime in (τ, z) space available for both heater
and accelerator modes shrinks as compared to the sud-
den expansion case. Once again, for the complete phase
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FIG. 8. Full phase diagram of the harmonic quantum Otto cycle as a function of compression ratio z and ratio of cold to hot
temperatures τ . The phase diagram is obtained by imposing the conditions given in Eq. (32) on Eqs. (15), (27), (33) and (34).
Left (right) panel corresponds to the Otto cycle with sudden expansion (compression) work stroke.

diagram, see right panel of Fig. 8.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied the performance of the
quantum Otto cycle with a harmonic oscillator as the
working medium (viewed as a heat engine) and with one
of the two work strokes being non-adiabatic. To perform
analytic computations for this model, we assumed that
the non-adiabatic stroke was a sudden quench. With this
assumption, we derived analytical upper bounds for the
efficiency of the engine.

By considering the high-temperature regime, we have
shown that the upper bound on the efficiency is qualita-
tively higher when the sudden quench is in the compres-
sion rather than in the expansion stroke. The difference
in these bounds is quantified by the differences between
Eqs. (21) and (30) (which begins from second order in
the Taylor expansion). Thus, we conclude that the two
working configurations are highly asymmetric in terms of
their respective performances. Moreover, we have shown
that the Otto cycle cannot work as an engine in the low-
temperature regime, and we have provided heuristics and
numerical evidence that the analytical upper bounds ob-
tained in the high-temperature regime can be extended
to be valid in all temperature regimes. Then, by carry-
ing out a detailed comparison of the performances of the
Otto engine for three different driving protocols: sudden
compression, sudden expansion, and sudden switch, we
highlighted some connections among the different opera-
tional points for these driving schemes. Finally, we have
shown that the presence of frictional effects, induced by
the sudden quench, modifies the PWC of the cycle. As a

result, the Otto cycle acquires non-trivial phase diagrams
of its operating regimes, with the additional possibilities
of being used as a heater or as a thermal accelerator, be-
yond the usual operating regimes of use as an engine and
a refrigerator.

We believe that our results will be of relevance in the
recent surge of literature on the shortcuts to adiabaticity,
[77]. In fact, we have shown a very clear case in which
two, seemingly symmetric, non-adiabatic processes have
very different effects on the performance of a thermo-
dynamic device, thus showing that the efforts towards
finding shortcuts to adiabaticity should be concentrated
on the expansion process rather than on the compression
process. It therefore becomes an interesting question to
consider the generality of our findings. For example, their
applicability to: other thermodynamic cycles beyond the
Otto cycle; other models of the working medium (beyond
the simple harmonic oscillator); or other protocols for the
expansion/compression strokes. For example, one may
wonder how this asymmetry behaves when many-body
systems are used as the working medium. Furthermore,
we notice that our results are similar in spirit (in a sense,
dual) to recent literature discussing the asymmetry of
cooling and heating, [78, 79], as these works show that
the processes of cooling and heating are also not sym-
metric for thermodynamic purposes. It would be of clear
interest to explore this connection further.

We hope to come back to all these intriguing open
points in the near future.
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Appendix A: CASUS IRREDUCIBILIS

While dealing with a cubic equation, the case of casus irreducibilis [80, 81] may arise when the discriminant
D = 18abcd− 4b3d+ b2c2 − 4ac3 − 27a2d2 of the equation

ax3 + bx2 + cx+ d = 0, (a, b, c, d are real) (A1)

is always positive, i.e., D > 0. In such a such case, even if all the roots are real, they cannot be expressed without
using complex radicals. However, a solution can be obtained in terms of trigonometric functions as is explained below.
Eq. (A1) can be written in the following form:

x3 +Ax2 +Bx+ C = 0, (A2)

where A = b/a, B = c/a and C = d/a. The solution of the above equation is given by [82]

x = −A

3
+

2

3

√
A2 − 3B cos

(
1

3
cos−1

(
−2A3 − 9AB + 27C1

2 (A2 − 3B)
3/2

))
. (A3)

In our case, the discriminant D of the cubic equation,

z3 − 3

2
z2τ +

1

2
τ(2τ − 1) = 0, (A4)

is D = 108(1− τ)2τ2(2τ − 1) > 0 for τ > 1/2, thus presenting us with a casus irreducibilis. Comparing Eq. (A4) with
Eq. (A2), we identify A = −3τ/2, B = 0 and C = τ(2τ − 1)/2. Further, by using Eq. (A3), we obtain the solution
for z given in Eq. (19) in the main text.
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