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We investigate the thermodynamic behavior of open quantum systems through the Hamiltonian
of Mean Force, focusing on two models: a two-qubit system interacting with a thermal bath and a
Jaynes-Cummings Model without the rotating wave approximation. By analyzing both weak and
strong coupling regimes, we uncover the impact of environmental interactions on quantum ther-
modynamic quantities, including specific heat capacity, internal energy, and entropy. Further, the
ergotropy and entropy production are computed. We also explore the thermodynamic uncertainty
relation, which sets an upper bound on the signal-to-noise ratio.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of thermodynamics within the realm of open
quantum systems is a burgeoning area that seeks to un-
derstand how classical thermodynamic principles apply
when quantum effects are significant [1–4]. This field
is particularly relevant for systems interacting with their
surroundings, leading to complex behaviors and phenom-
ena not observed in isolated systems. A fundamental
development in the theory of open quantum systems
is the Gorini-Kossakowski-Lindblad-Sudarshan (GKLS)
master equation [5–10], which offers a framework for de-
scribing the time evolution of a system S under the influ-
ence of weak interactions with a large external environ-
ment. Advances in theoretical and experimental domains
implore one to go beyond the scope of GKLS dynamics,
specifically where strong-coupling non-Markovian effects
are prominent [11].

Open quantum systems that are non-Markovian
demonstrate the intricate connection between a quan-
tum system and its surroundings. Unlike their Markovian
counterparts, non-Markovian systems retain a memory of
their past, resulting in complex dynamical behavior [11–
21]. A prominent feature of non-Markovian evolution is
the resurgence of quantum properties [12], the examina-
tion of which is crucial for comprehending the system’s
dynamics under varying levels of coupling with the en-
vironment. Studying the dynamics of thermodynamic
quantities when the system has strong coupling with
the environment in the non-Markovian regime presents
a formidable challenge [22–25]. Numerous techniques
have been developed recently to address the dynamics
of such systems. These encompass the Hamiltonian of
mean force (HMF) [26–31], the method of hierarchical
equations of motion, a numerical method utilizing the
influence-functional formalism [32, 33], the reaction co-
ordinate method, which explores strong coupling effects
through mapping the Hamiltonian with a reaction coor-
dinate [34–36] and pseudomodes technique [37].
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Here, we make use of the Hamiltonian of Mean Force
to investigate the strong-coupling non-Markovian effects.
This concept of HMF has been previously studied in
the Caldeira-Leggett Model [38], Spin-Boson Model [39],
Quantum Brownian Motion [40] to ascertain the sys-
tem’s effective dynamics and thermodynamics and also
in molecular systems [41] to study solvation dynamics
and chemical reaction rates in complex environments. It
has been observed that HMF provides consistent gener-
alizations of the laws of thermodynamics and fluctuation
relations [26, 42].

Recent advances in the study of open quantum sys-
tems have yielded significant insights into the behav-
ior of quantum thermodynamic quantities [43, 44], and
with technological advancements, this is being leveraged
towards quantum thermal devices [45–48]. The spe-
cific heat capacity of the systems coupled to thermal
reservoirs demonstrates non-trivial temperature depen-
dencies influenced by quantum effects [26, 27]. Along
with ubiquitous entropy, another quantity prominent in
quantum thermodynamics is entropy production, which,
along with system dynamics, also depends on global state
evolution [49–51]. The Fluctuation Dissipation Relation
(FDR), which connects response functions to correlation
functions, is fundamental in understanding dissipation
and fluctuations [52]. It turns out that in the strong
coupling regime of thermodynamics, FDR has modifica-
tions coming from the specific heat capacity and another
term that is an essential ingredient in computing the
system’s internal energy [1, 42]. Additionally, the con-
cept of ergotropy, representing the maximum extractable
work from a quantum system via unitary transforma-
tions, was introduced [53–55] and is a crucial ingredient
in characterizing the thermodynamic behavior of a sys-
tem. These studies collectively advance our understand-
ing of the complex behavior and properties inherent to
open quantum systems.

Another development in this field is a bound on signal-
to-noise ratio for estimation of temperature [42]. This
involves tools of quantum metrology [56, 57] in the form
of the quantum Cramer-Rao inequality for an unbiased
estimation of the temperature of the system. As is well
known, the quantum Cramer-Rao inequality is bounded
by the Fisher information [58, 59]. The other ingredient
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in this bound is the modified fluctuation-dissipation rela-
tion involving the specific heat capacity of the system as
well as the Wigner-Yanase-Dyson skew information and
another term that is pertinent to computing the system’s
internal energy [1, 42].

Dynamics of two-qubit systems interacting with a
squeezed thermal bath has revealed significant insights
into entanglement dynamics, coherence, and quantum
correlations [60, 61]. The Jaynes-Cummings model
[62, 63]—which describes a single two-level system
interacting with a single-mode resonator—has seen
significant progress in improving quantum measurement
techniques specifically in quantum sensing and metrol-
ogy and also in understanding the interplay between
coherence and quantum thermal states [64–67]. In this
article, we discuss the quantum thermodynamics of the
following open quantum systems models: (i) a two-qubit
model interacting with a thermal bath and (ii) the
Jaynes-Cummings Model without the rotating wave
approximation, using the Hamiltonian of Mean force
across all coupling regimes.

The structure of the paper is as follows. The pre-
liminary section (Sec. II) includes an introduction to
the Hamiltonian of Mean Force, certain thermodynami-
cal potentials, thermodynamic quantifiers like ergotropy
and entropy production, and a brief explanation of quan-
tum information theoretic quantities such as WYD skew-
information and Quantum Fisher information. In Sec.
III, we have briefly introduced the models under study
and discussed their quantum thermodynamic properties
using the Hamiltonian of Mean Force. This is followed
by the conclusion in Sec. IV.

II. PRELIMINARIES

This section is divided into two categories. The
first category focuses on Quantum Information-theoretic
quantities, where we define quantum uncertainty, skew
information, and Fisher information. The second cat-
egory pertains to quantum statistical mechanics, intro-
ducing the Hamiltonian of Mean Force and thermody-
namic potentials such as entropy and specific heat ca-
pacity. Additionally, we provide a brief introduction to
entropy production and ergotropy.

A. Quantum Information-Theoretic Quantities

1. Quantum Uncertainty and Wigner-Yanase-Dyson Skew
Information

Skew information [68], quantifies the quantum un-
certainty in a state relative to an observable defined
by I(ρ, Y ) = − 1

2 Tr([√ρ, Y ]2). It measures the non-
commutativity between the state and the observable and

has been extensively studied and generalized. The con-
cept of skew information was extended through the defi-
nition Iη(ρ, Y ) = − 1

2 Tr
(
[ρη, Y ][ρ1−η, Y ]

)
, commonly re-

ferred to as WYD entropy [69], where 0 < η < 1. When
η = 1/2, it simplifies to the well-known skew information.
This generalized form can be expressed as:

Iη(ρ, Y ) = Tr
(
ρY 2)

− Tr
(
ρηY ρ1−ηY

)
. (1)

In comparison, the usual variance of an observable Y for
the quantum state ρ is given by [70],

Var(ρ, Y ) = Tr
(
ρY 2)

− (Tr(ρY ))2 = Q[ρ̂, Ŷ ] +K[ρ̂, Ŷ ].
(2)

The variance of the observable Y is influenced by both
quantum and classical uncertainties inherent in the sys-
tem. The measures of quantum and classical uncertain-
ties, Q[ρ̂, Ŷ ] and K[ρ̂, Ŷ ], respectively, are defined as fol-
lows [42]

Q[ρ̂, Ŷ ] =
∫ 1

0
Qa[ρ̂, Ŷ ] da, (3)

where Qa[ρ̂, Ŷ ] = − 1
2 Tr

(
[Ŷ , ρ̂a][Ŷ , ρ̂1−a]

)
with a ∈

(0, 1). This measure Q[ρ̂, Ŷ ] quantifies the quantum un-
certainty associated with the observable Ŷ in the state
ρ̂. The negative sign reflects the non-commutativity of
ρ̂ and Ŷ , capturing the essence of quantum fluctuations.
Similarly,

K[ρ̂, Ŷ ] :=
∫ 1

0
Ka[ρ̂, Ŷ ] da, (4)

where Ka[ρ̂, Ŷ ] := Tr
(
ρ̂aδŶ ρ̂1−aδŶ

)
with a ∈ (0, 1).

Here, δŶ = Ŷ − ⟨Ŷ ⟩ represents the deviation of Ŷ from
its expectation value. The measure K[ρ̂, Ŷ ] captures the
classical uncertainty, reflecting the statistical spread of
outcomes due to classical probabilities. The parameter a
indicates that there is no unique way of decomposing the
variance into quantum and classical components. These
quantum and classical uncertainty parameters play a very
important role in the thermodynamics of quantum sys-
tems which is explored in the later sections.

2. Quantum Fisher Information

Quantum Fisher Information (QFI) is a crucial con-
cept in quantum metrology and information theory, rep-
resenting the sensitivity of a quantum state to changes
in a parameter. It is a fundamental tool for determin-
ing the ultimate precision limits in parameter estimation
tasks, such as those encountered in quantum thermom-
etry. Mathematically, QFI is defined through the sym-
metric logarithmic derivative (SLD), Λθ

F (θ) = Tr[ρ(θ)Λ2
θ], (5)
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where ρ(θ) is the density matrix of the quantum state
dependent on the parameter θ. This quantity is pivotal as
it establishes the quantum Cramér-Rao bound (QCRB),
expressed as

∆θ ≥ 1√
NF (θ)

, (6)

where N is the number of measurements, dictating that
the variance of any unbiased estimator θ is inversely pro-
portional to the QFI. It has been recently proved [42]
that for an exponential state ρ̂θ = exp

(
−Φ̂θ

)
/Zθ the

QFI concerning the parameter θ is bounded by,

F (θ) ≤ K[ρ̂θ, Ŷθ], (7)

where, Ŷθ is the thermodynamic observable defined as
Ŷθ = ∂θΦ̂θ ,and K[ρ̂θ, Ŷθ] is the classical uncertainty de-
fined in Eq. (4). The spectral decomposition of the state
ρ̂θ = exp

(
−Φ̂θ

)
/Zθ is given by ρ̂θ =

∑
n pn

∣∣ψn⟩⟨ψn

∣∣
where the eigenstates satisfy Φ̂θ

∣∣ψn

〉
= λn

∣∣ψn

〉
. From

this spectral decomposition, the QFI can be expressed as
[42],

F (θ) = 2
∑
n,m

∣∣⟨ψn

∣∣∂θρ̂θ

∣∣ψm⟩
∣∣2

pn + pm
. (8)

In this work, we have considered this unbiased estima-
tor parameter θ as Temperature. For a quantum thermal
state, the Fisher Information for the temperature is pro-
portional to the specific heat capacity of the system as
F (T ) = CS/T

2 [58].

B. Quantum Statistical Mechanics Related
Quantities

1. Hamiltonian of Mean Force

A quantum system S interacting with a thermal bath
B is described by the Hamiltonian,

ĤT = ĤS ⊗ ÎB + ÎS ⊗ ĤB + V̂SB , (9)

where ĤS and ĤB are the hamiltonian of system and
bath respectively, while V̂SB is an interaction term of ar-
bitrary strength. Here, we will consider situations where
the environment is huge compared to the system, i.e.
the operator norms fulfill ||ĤB || ≫ ||ĤS ||, ||V̂SB ||. The
Hamiltonian of mean force takes into account the aver-
age effects of the environment on the subsystem. The
global equilibrium state of the system and the reservoir
at temperature T is denoted by ζ̂SB , which is of Gibbs

form,

ζ̂SB :=
exp

(
−βĤT

)
ZSB

, (10)

where, ZSB = TrSB

[
exp

(
−βĤT

)]
is the partition func-

tion for SB. Also, β = (kbT )−1, the Boltzmann constant
kb is set to unity throughout. The interaction term causes
the reduced state of the system S, ζ̂S(T ) = TrB

[
ζ̂SB(T )

]
to deviate from the thermal state unless the coupling
is very weak (the magnitude of interaction term V̂SB is
much lesser than the magnitude of the bare system hamil-
tonian HS). Thus, for the purpose of calculating inter-
nal energy in the strong coupling regime, the system’s
bare Hamiltonian would not be useful. This issue can
be resolved by rewriting the state of the system S as an
effective Gibbs state ζ̂S(T ) = exp(−βĤ∗

S (T ))
Z∗

S
, where the

partition function for the system S can be expressed as
the ratio

Z∗
S = ZSB/ZB , (11)

where ZSB = TrSB [e−βĤSB ] and ZB = TrB [e−βĤB ] and,

Ĥ∗
S(T ) := − 1

β
ln

TrB

[
exp

(
−βĤT

)]
TrB

[
exp

(
−βĤB

)]
 , (12)

is the Hamiltonian of Mean Force [1, 71, 72]. This op-
erator can be interpreted as an effective Hamiltonian de-
scribing S, and unlike the bare Hamiltonian ĤS , it im-
plicitly depends upon both the temperature T and the in-
teraction V̂SB . In the weak coupling regime, this reduces
to the bare system Hamiltonian. HMF is essential for
understanding thermodynamic properties such as free en-
ergy, entropy, and heat capacities in systems where direct
interactions with an environment cannot be ignored. It
allows for the formulation of generalized thermodynamic
potentials and facilitates the study of equilibrium and
non-equilibrium processes, providing insights into phe-
nomena such as quantum dissipation and decoherence.

2. Thermodynamic Potentials

The partition function in statistical mechanics con-
tains information regarding the distribution of occupa-
tion probabilities among the various microstates of the
system S. It enables the calculation of important ther-
modynamic potentials like free energy, internal energy,
and entropy. The internal energy of the system S can be
written as [1],

US(T ) = USB(T ) − U
′

B(T ). (13)
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This US(T ) is simply the difference between the total en-
ergy USB(T ) = −∂β ln ZSB and the energy of the reser-
voir, U ′

B(T ) = −∂β ln ZB . US(T ) can be expressed as an
expectation value [1, 73],

US(T ) =
〈
Ê∗

S(T )
〉

= Tr
[
Ê∗

S(T ).ζ̂S

]
= Tr

[
∂β(βĤ∗

S(T )).ζ̂S

]
, (14)

of the observable,

Ê∗
S(T ) = ∂β [βĤ∗

S(T )] = ĤS +∂β [β(Ĥ∗
S(T )−ĤS)]. (15)

This Ê∗
S(T ) can be interpreted as the effective energy

operator describing the system whose eigenstates are re-
ferred to as the system’s energy eigenstates. With the
inclusion of this operator, the fluctuations in the internal
energy are considered as:

△US =
√

Var[ζ̂S , Ê∗
S ]. (16)

It is significant to remember that Ê∗
S(T ) depends on

both the temperature T and the system-environment
coupling V̂SB . This Ê∗

S(T ) differs from both the bare
system hamiltonian ĤS and hamiltonian of mean force
Ĥ∗

S(T ) [42]. From Eq. (15) we can observe that only in
those cases where Ĥ∗

S(T ) becomes temperature indepen-
dent will Ĥ∗

S(T ) be almost equivalent to Ê∗
S(T ). One ex-

ample is the bilinear coupling model for Quantum Brow-
nian motion [42].

The entropy of the system is calculated as

SS = −Tr[(ln ζ̂S).ζ̂S ] + β2Tr[(∂βĤ
∗
S).ζ̂S ]. (17)

Here, we recognize the first contribution as the von Neu-
mann entropy for the system, while the second term
stems from the temperature dependence of the HMF.
This implies that the thermodynamic entropy is gener-
ally not equivalent to the information in the equilibrium
state when interactions are present.

In the weak-coupling limit, it is well established that
the specific heat capacity CS is proportional to the vari-
ance in internal energy, expressed as [1]

CS = β2∆U2
S . (18)

This is a standard result of the fluctuation-dissipation re-
lation, which connects the rate of change of the system’s
energy with temperature to the energy fluctuations at
equilibrium. Recent research has indicated that for open
quantum systems of the form given in Eq. (9), the heat
capacity can become negative at low temperatures, sug-
gesting that it is not generally proportional to a positive
variance. Further, in the presence of strong coupling,
the fluctuation-dissipation relation (FDR) includes two
additional contributions [1, 42],

CS(β) = β2∆U2
S − β2Q[ζ̂S , Ê

∗
S ] − 1

β2 ⟨∂βÊ
∗
S⟩, (19)

where all the terms are as defined above. This equation
implies that CS(β) can be less than β2∆U2

S and even
negative. The first correction term arises from quantum
fluctuations in energy, represented by the average WYD
information related to the observable Ê∗

S . The second
correction term ⟨∂βÊ

∗
S⟩ accounts for the temperature de-

pendence of Ê∗
S and remains in the classical limit. In the

weak coupling limit, where Ê∗
S = Ĥ∗

S , these correction
terms disappear, making the heat capacity proportional
to the energy variance. When considering temperature
as the unbiased parameter θ, the Cramer-Rao bound in-
equality in Eq. (6) can be written as ∆β ≥ 1√

F (β)
for

a single measurement N = 1. Thus, Eq. (7) can be re-
formulated as F (β) ≤ K[ζ̂S , Ê

∗
S ]. From this, a modified

thermodynamic uncertainty relation was obtained as [42],

∆β ≥ 1√
∆U2

S −Q[ζ̂S , Ê∗
S ]
. (20)

Comparing Eqs. (19) and (20), the uncertainty in the
temperature in the strong coupling regime can be ex-
pressed as

∆T ≥ T√
CS(T ) − ⟨∂T Ê∗

S⟩
. (21)

This expression sets a lower bound on the thermal fluc-
tuations ∆T . In the scenario of strong coupling, the
best possible signal-to-noise ratio T

∆T for determining the
temperature of the system S is constrained by both the
specific heat capacity and an additional dissipation term
⟨∂T Ê

∗
S⟩, which can be negative or positive. In the case

of weak coupling, this additional dissipation term is zero.
Therefore, in that case, the optimal signal-to-noise ratio

T
∆T depends solely on the specific heat capacity, indicat-
ing that accurate temperature measurement requires a
large heat capacity.

C. Quantum thermodynamic quantifiers

Here, we briefly discuss quantum thermodynamic
quantifiers, particularly ergotropy and entropy produc-
tion.

1. Ergotropy

Ergotropy is the maximum work that can be extracted
from a quantum system [53, 54]. Consider a quantum
state ρ, whose spectral decomposition is given by

ρ =
∑

i

ri |ri⟩ ⟨ri| , (22)
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where ri’s (in the order r1 > r2 > r3 > ...) are the
eigenvalues of ρ, and the spectral decomposition of the
system’s Hamiltonian HS is given by

HS =
∑

j

ej |ej⟩ ⟨ej | , (23)

where ej (in the order e1 < e2 < e3...) are eigenvalues of
the system’s Hamiltonian. The ergotropy for this system
is given by

W[ρ(t)] =
∑
j,i

riej

(
| ⟨ri|ej⟩ |2 − δij

)
. (24)

2. Entropy production

The transfers undergone by the system during its evo-
lution are alluded to as entropy production. It accounts
for the irreversibility that arises due to discarding the
bath degrees of freedom. Consider a system bath (S−B)
evolution of an arbitrary initial state ρSB(0) dictated by
the unitary operator U , such that ρSB(t) = UρSB(t)U†.
Entropy production [49, 50] is given by

Σ = I(S : B) + S [ρB(t)||ρB(0)] , (25)

where I(S : B) is the mutual information given by the
von Neumann entropies (S(ρ) = −Tr(ρ ln ρ)) of the sub-
systems S and B and the joint system SB, that is,

I(S : B) = S(ρS) + S(ρB) − S(ρSB). (26)

S(ρ||σ) = Tr (ρ ln ρ− ρ ln σ) is the quantum relative en-
tropy. The above relation can further be simplified as

Σ = S [ρSB(t)||ρS(t) ⊗ ρB(0)] , (27)

which is the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the
joint system-bath evolved state and the state ρS(t) ⊗
ρB(0), where ρS(t) = TrB

(
UρSB(t)U†)

.

III. ILLUSTRATIVE OPEN QUANTUM
SYSTEM MODELS

Here, we briefly discuss the models under considera-
tion in this work. This is followed by a study of their
corresponding quantum thermodynamic properties.

A. Two-qubit system interacting with a thermal
bath

We start with a two-qubit system interacting with a
thermal bath via a dissipative interaction. The dissi-
pative interaction between 2-qubits (a two-level atomic
system) and the bath (represented as a three-dimensional

electromagnetic field (EMF)) via the dipole interaction
[74] is described by the Hamiltonian,

H = HS +HB +HSB

=
2∑

j=1
ℏωjS

z
j +

∑
k⃗s

ℏωk

(
α†

k⃗s
αk⃗s + 1

2

)

− iℏ
∑
k⃗s

2∑
j=1

[µ⃗j · g⃗k⃗s (r⃗j) (S+
j + S−

j )αk⃗s − h.c.]

(28)

The two-qubits are modeled as two-level systems with
excited state

∣∣ej⟩, ground state
∣∣gj⟩, transition frequency

ωj , and transition dipole moments µ⃗j . We assume that
the qubits are located at different atomic positions r⃗j .
The transition dipole moments are dependent on r⃗j .
S+

j =
∣∣ej

〉〈
gj

∣∣ and S−
j =

∣∣gj

〉〈
ej

∣∣ are the dipole rais-
ing and lowering operators, respectively, satisfying the
commutation relation and Sz

j = 1
2 (

∣∣ej

〉〈
ej

∣∣ −
∣∣gj

〉〈
gj

∣∣) is
the energy operator of the jth-atom. α†

k⃗s
, αk⃗s are the

creation and annihilation operators of the field mode k⃗s
with wave vector k⃗, frequency ωk and the polarization
index s. The system-reservoir coupling constant is

g⃗k⃗s(r⃗j) =
( ωj

2ϵℏV

)1/2
e⃗k⃗se

ik⃗.r⃗j . (29)

V is the normalization volume, and e⃗k⃗s is the unit
polarization of the field. This equation implies that
the system-reservoir coupling constant depends on the
atomic position rj . This leads to two regimes: one where
the inter-qubit spacing is less than the length scale set
by the bath, that is, the collective regime, and the other
where the inter-qubit spacing is comparable with the
length scale set by the bath, the independent regime [61].
In this work, the collective regime is considered for fur-
ther analysis.

For simplification, we assume that both the qubits have
the same transition frequency and the first qubit is at the
origin while the distance between them is ξ. Further, k⃗ is
taken to be along r⃗12. The dipole moments µ⃗j ’s are taken
to be equal for both qubits ( µ1 = µ2 = µ) and along
the direction of a polarization vector, such that µ⃗j .e⃗k⃗s =
µ. Incorporating these quantities, the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (28) (for ℏ = c = 1) can be rewritten as

H = ω0 (Sz
1 + Sz

2 ) +
∑

k⃗

ωk

(
α†

kαk + 1
2

)
− i

∑
k

λ
√
ωk

[(
S+

1 + S−
1

) (
αk − α†

k

)
+

(
S+

2 + S−
2

) (
αke

iωkξ − α†
ke

−iωkξ
)]
, (30)

where λ =
(

µ√
2ϵ0V

)
. The reduced density matrix of the

two-qubit system in the interaction picture and the stan-
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dard Born-Markov rotating wave approximation (RWA)
was obtained in [61, 74] by assuming separable initial
system-bath correlation and taking a trace over the bath.
When λ

√
ωk ∼ ω0, the interaction strength between the

system and the bath is comparable to the system’s nat-
ural frequency ω0. This characterizes a strong coupling
regime, wherein the system and the bath can efficiently
exchange energy, resulting in significant mutual influence
on each other’s dynamics. Conversely, when λ√

ωk ≪ ω0,
the interaction strength is considerably smaller than the
system’s natural frequency. This corresponds to a weak
coupling regime, where the interaction between the sys-
tem and the bath is minimal. Consequently, the system’s
dynamics are less perturbed by the bath, and energy ex-
change between the two is limited.

HMF for this model is calculated using Eqs. (12) and
(30), where HT is the total Hamiltonian of the system
and bath H. The numerical form of the HMF for this
model is given by

H∗
S =

a 0 0 e
0 b f 0
0 g c 0
h 0 0 d

 . (31)

It is observed that in the weak coupling limit, the off-
diagonal elements e, f, g, h tend to become zero, and the
above Hamiltonian becomes equal to the bare Hamilto-
nian of the system HS . The specific heat capacity and
the corresponding variables in its expression are plot-
ted in Fig. 1. As can be observed, the quantum uncer-
tainty and the quantity pertaining to E∗

S are zero in the
weak coupling regime but non-zero in the strong cou-
pling regime. This is consistent with the generalized
fluctuation-dissipation relation, Eq. (19).

An upper bound on the signal-to-noise ratio, obtained
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)2, and of
(

T
∆TS

)2

opt
= T 2FS(T )

as a function of temperature T . The parameters are ω0 =
2.0, ξ = 0.05. In strong-coupling λ

√
ωk ∼ ω0, while in weak

coupling limit, it is ∼ 10−3ω0.
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−0.5

0.0
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1.5

S S

Strong-coupling

Weak-coupling

FIG. 3. Plot for the entropy [Eq. (17)] as a function of tem-
perature for the two-qubit decoherence model. The parame-
ters are chosen to be ω0 = 2.0, ξ = 0.05. In strong-coupling
λ

√
ωk ∼ ω0, while in weak coupling limit, it is ∼ 10−3ω0.

from the modified thermodynamic uncertainty relation,
Eq. (21), is depicted in Fig. 2. The bounds are well satis-
fied for both the weak and strong coupling regimes, with
the weak coupling regime depicting the tighter bound, in
fact, saturating the bound.

The entropy of the reduced dynamics of the system
is plotted in Fig. 3. The weak coupling behavior of the
entropy is along the expected line, whereas for strong
coupling, the entropy is negative at lower temperatures.
However, it approaches the entropy in the weak-coupling
regime as the temperature is raised.

The ergotropy is calculated using the state ζS(T ) =
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FIG. 4. Variation of Ergotropy W
(
ζ̂S

)
with Temperature T

in the strong, moderate, and weak coupling limit for a two-
qubit squeezed thermal bath model. The parameters are cho-
sen to be ω0 = 2.0, ξ = 0.05. In strong-coupling λ

√
ωk ∼ ω0,

moderate-coupling is when the coupling constant is kept half
of the strong-coupling constant value, while in weak coupling
limit, it is ∼ 10−3ω0.

e−βH∗
S/Z∗, and is plotted in Fig. 4. From this figure, one

can infer that in the weak coupling regime, the HMF co-
incides with the bare Hamiltonian of the system, and the
ergotropy becomes zero, as the state ζS(T ) becomes the
Gibbs state for the bare Hamiltonian, which is not the
case in the moderate and strong coupling regimes. Fur-
ther, ergotropy is composed of coherent and incoherent
parts. It is observed that for the state ζS(T ) of the two-
qubit model, the incoherent contribution is zero. The
non-zero ergotropy comes from the coherent part. This
is due to the fact that the state ζS(T ) has coherence terms
present in it at stronger system-bath couplings, which are
absent in the weak coupling regime.

Considering the single-mode resonator approximation
of the above mode (for single k in Eq. (30)), we cal-
culate the entropy production, Eq. (27), using the Bell
state 1√

2 (|00⟩ + |11⟩) as the initial state of the two-qubit
system, and ρB(0) = e−βHB

Tr(e−βHB ) as the initial state of
the bath. The dynamics of the total and the reduced
systems are obtained using U {ρS(0) ⊗ ρB(0)}U† and
TrB

[
U {ρS(0) ⊗ ρB(0)}U†]

, respectively, where U =
e−iHt. The variation of entropy production Σ as a func-
tion of temperature, at time t = 1, is plotted in Fig. 5. As
can be observed from Fig. 5, in this case, the hierarchy
of the entropy production with respect to the coupling
strength is similar to that of the ergotropy.

0 2 4 6 8 10

T

0

20

40

60

80

Σ

Strong-coupling

Moderate-coupling

Weak-coupling

FIG. 5. Variation of the entropy production Σ as a function of
temperature at time t = 1 for the two-qubit model interacting
with single bath resonator. The strong, moderate, and weak
couplings are taken as discussed in the above figures. The
parameters are taken to be: ω0 = 2.0, ω = 1, ξ = 0.05.

B. A single two-level system interacting with a
single-mode resonator

Here, we take an example of a two-level system in-
teracting with a single-mode field, that is, the Jaynes-
Cummings (JC) model without rotating wave approxi-
mation [63, 75]. The Hamiltonian (for ℏ = 1) of the total
system is given by

H = HS +HB +HSB

= ω0

2 σz + ωcâ
†â+ λσx

(
â+ â†)

. (32)

We find out the HMF numerically for this model using
Eq. (12). It is found to be diagonal in form, though not
equal to HS in the strong coupling regime. It is, however,
the same as the bare Hamiltonian in the weak coupling
regime. The specific heat capacity CS(T ) and related
quantities as a function of temperature are plotted in
Fig. 6. It is observed that the quantum uncertainty is
zero in both weak and strong coupling limits. The term
⟨∂T Ê

∗
S⟩ is non-zero for strong coupling but vanishes in

the weak coupling limit. The generalized fluctuation-
dissipation relation, Eq. (19), is satisfied. Further, CS(T )
is negative in the strong-coupling regime, which was also
observed in [76].

The upper bound on the signal-to-noise ratio is de-
picted in Fig. 7 and is observed to be tight both for
the weak and strong coupling regimes. From this, one
could infer the local temperature attained by the system
S. The entropy of the system using HMF is plotted in
Fig. 8 and is along expected lines.

The ergotropy is calculated using the state ζ̂S(T ) =
e−βH∗

S/Z∗
S , which is zero due to the absence of coher-

ence, and the diagonal terms having Tr[σz ζ̂S(T )] < 0,
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FIG. 6. Variation of (a) specific heat capacity CS(T ), (b)
fluctuations in the internal energy ∆US(T ), (c) quantum un-
certainty Q(T ), and (d) ⟨∂T Ê∗

S⟩ with temperature T for the
JC model. The parameters are: ω0 = 2.0, ωc = 1.0. The
weak coupling limit corresponds to λ ≪ ω0, and λ ∼ ω0 cor-
responds to the strong coupling limit.
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FIG. 7. Variation of the the upper bound on the signal-to-
noise ratio (CS(T )−⟨∂T Ê∗⟩) for the JC model using Eq. (19)
as a function of temperature. The parameters are: ω0 =
2.0, ωc = 1.0.

that is, the population of the excited state is always
lower than the ground state of the system in the state
ζS(T ) [77]. The entropy production for the JC model is
calculated using the initial states |ψ⟩S = 1√

2 (|0⟩ + |1⟩)
and ρB(0) = e−βHB/Tr

[
e−βHB

]
of the system and the

bath, using Eq. (27), where the unitary evolution is given
by U = e−iHt. The variation of entropy production as a
function of temperature is shown in Fig. 9 and exhibits
the same pattern as in the earlier model.
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FIG. 8. Variation of entropy [Eq. (17)] as a function of tem-
perature for the JC model. Here, ω0 = 2.0, ωc = 1.0.
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FIG. 9. Variation of the entropy production Σ as a function
of temperature at time t = 0.5 for the JC model. The param-
eters are ω0 = 2.0, ωc = 1.0.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we studied the quantum thermodynamic
behavior of open quantum system models. To under-
stand the effect of weak and strong coupling, use was
made of the Hamiltonian of mean force, which could be
interpreted as an effective Hamiltonian of the system in-
stead of the system’s bare Hamiltonian in the strong cou-
pling regime. The thermodynamic potentials, particu-
larly specific heat capacity, internal energy, and entropy,
were studied using this Hamiltonian of mean force. Fur-
ther, we also discussed the thermodynamic uncertainty
relation that provides an upper-bound to signal-to-noise
ratio. This upper bound was computed using the spe-
cific heat capacity of the system of interest and a quan-
tity used for computing the internal energy of the system.
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The behavior of the above thermodynamic quantities was
illustrated in two models. First, we considered a two-
qubit model interacting with an electromagnetic field,
and next the Jaynes-Cumming model without the rotat-
ing wave approximation. The generalized fluctuation-
dissipation relation was satisfied for both models for all
coupling limits, ranging from weak to strong coupling.
The upper bound on the signal-to-noise ratio was tight
for the two-qubit model in the strong coupling regime.
In the weak coupling regime of the two-qubit model and

for the single-qubit model for all coupling strengths, the
inequality was saturated. Further, in the case of the two-
qubit model, the Gibbs state found using the Hamilto-
nian of mean force had a non-zero capacity for doing
work, as its coherent ergotropy was non-zero in strong
and moderate coupling limits due to the presence of co-
herence in this state. The entropy production for both
systems was greater in the strong coupling regime, reduc-
ing with decrease in the coupling strength. Our results
provide insights into the complex behavior of open quan-
tum systems in the context of quantum thermodynamics.
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