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We investigate a two-qubit open Rabi model, focusing on local ergotropy—the maximum ex-
tractable work by acting solely on the two qubits—within a parameter regime where a Berezinskii-
Kosterlitz-Thouless dissipative phase transition occurs. First, we aim to define a protocol for charg-
ing, storing, and discharging the two-qubit system, interpreted as the working principle of an open
quantum battery. Second, we examine the impact of the phase transition on ergotropy and identify
potential markers. To achieve these goals, we construct an ad-hoc charging unitary operator, lever-
aging our knowledge of the ground state near the transition to bring it into a decoherence-free state
during storage. Using state-of-the-art numerics based on matrix product state representation, we
reveal that high couplings to an external bath approximately double the local ergotropy immediately
post-charging. Over time we observe oscillatory behaviors in ergotropy and its fluctuations, which
undergo significant changes near the transition, signaling its occurrence. Furthermore, we optimize
local ergotropy over time using a physically inspired ansatz, enabling work extraction at a generic
time (local ergotropy never reaches zero). Our work proposes a tunable, experimentally realizable
protocol for work extraction, leveraging decoherence-free states and phase transitions. Additionally,
it sheds light on the complex interaction between local ergotropy and quantum phase transitions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ergotropy quantifies the maximum extractable average
work from a closed quantum system under cyclic proto-
cols [1]. For a system of dimension d, in a state ρ and
described by a Hamiltonian H, ergotropy can be defined
as

E = max
U∈U(d)

{
tr(Hρ)− tr(UρU†H)

}
, (1)

where max denotes the maximum taken over all unitary
transformations U in the set of d-dimensional unitary
operators U(d), which act on the entire system to extract
work from it, and tr is the trace over the whole system.

When the system S is in contact with another sys-
tem E (environment) on which we do not have unitary
control, one can define different ergotropic quantities.
Hence, let the SE Hamiltonian be of the (general) form

HSE = HS +HE + VSE , (2)

where HS and HE are local terms on S and E and VSE is
the interaction term. It is important to note that S can
be viewed as an open quantum battery, as it interacts
with the environment (open) and serves as the working
principle from which one aims to extract work (quantum
battery).

Given this context, there is increasing interest in study-
ing the effects of the environment on work extraction.
This includes both Markovian and non-Markovian ef-
fects, as discussed in [2], and the environment’s influ-
ence on the remote charging of a quantum battery [3].
Additionally, experimental works have presented possi-
ble implementations of many-body quantum batteries in
superconducting devices [4].

To deal with the presence of the environment, differ-
ent strategies have been proposed. On one hand, we can
think of first instantaneously turning off the coupling be-
tween S and E through a Hamiltonian quench (switch-
off, “so”, protocol), paying an energy price [5–9]

∆so = −tr(VSEρSE) (3)

and then from the isolated system S extract the maxi-
mum work, using the unitary operator corresponding to
the ergotropy of the subsystem S,

Esub = E(ρS , HS) , (4)

where ρS = trE(ρSE) is the reduced density matrix of S.
The maximum extractable work through this proce-

dure is then called the switch-off ergotropy

Eso = Esub −∆so . (5)

On the other hand, in presence of the coupling VSE , we
can directly extract work via local unitary transforma-
tions on S. The concept of local ergotropy [10] formalizes
this procedure. It is defined as

ES = max
US∈U(dS)

{
tr(HSEρSE)− tr(USρSEU

†
SHSE)

}
,

(6)
where now the maximization is restricted to unitary op-
erations that are local on S. This automatically implies
that local ergotropy is upper-bounded by the global er-
gotropy of the compound SE, i.e. ES ≤ E(ρSE , HSE).
Notably, in several cases local ergotropy implies an ad-
vantage in work extraction when compared with the
switch-off protocol [10] that can be further improved
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when properly exploiting the free dynamics of the SE
compound [11]. Here, we compare local ergotropy with
the switch-off protocol as in [10], but we consider a realis-
tic open system with a bath and perform work extraction
at a generic time, since local ergotropy never reaches zero.

It is worth noting that, since we aim to exploit the en-
vironment dynamics to extract work from the system,
we need to study the time-dependent behavior of the
SE compound. One approach to this problem is to use
Lindblad master equations to describe the dynamics of
the open quantum battery [12]. However, their validity
is well known to be restricted by Markovian and weak-
coupling assumptions [13]. To obtain a rigorous treat-
ment, it is necessary to consider the full unitary dynamics
of the SE system. This is achieved through state-of-the-
art numerical simulations.

In the recent years connections between ergotropic
quantities and many-body phenomena are attracting in-
creasing interest [14–22]. Notably, it has been discovered
that driving a system across a quantum phase transition
(QPT) can enhance the energy stored in an XY spin chain
quantum battery [20]. Moreover, in a nearest-neighbor
spin chain, ergotropy and energy storage exhibit a crit-
ical point reminiscent of the one dictated by the QPT,
beyond which they significantly increase.

In this framework, it is particularly relevant to under-
stand if QPT can be beneficial for extracting work from
open systems and, conversely, if ergotropic quantities can
be used as witness of many-body phenomena in open sys-
tems. In particular, an analysis in this regard concerning
the recently introduced notion of local ergotropy is still
missing in the literature, even though some studies about
work distribution across a QPT already exist [23, 24].
Filling this gap in literature, represents the first objective
of our investigation. We will focus on an environment-
induced QPT belonging to the class of strong coupling
Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transitions.

Another aspect we will analyze is the effect of the
decoherence-free subspace (DFS) in engineering our open
quantum battery. A DFS is an eigenstate of our system
S that remains protected from environmental effects dur-
ing its dynamics. We will attempt to protect the system
from the environment by exploiting the DFS, while also
leveraging the interaction with the environment to ex-
tract more work from the system. Similar attempts can
be found in the literature, such as the work by Liu et al.
[25], which proposed the realization of a loss-free quan-
tum battery by considering subspaces that are invariant
with respect to the dynamics induced by the total Hamil-
tonian. However, extending this approach to many-body
systems is not trivial. In this work, we provide such an
extension in a specific model. Actually, as pointed out in
[23], developing a systematic approach to identify robust
and energetically favorable relaxation-free subspaces in
scalable many-body systems is crucial.

Specifically, we numerically study the behavior of lo-
cal ergotropy and its fluctuations across the BKT QPT
occurring in a two-qubit open quantum Rabi model. It

has also been demonstrated that within the same model,
by designating one qubit as the battery and the other as
the charger, the presence of a QPT can be leveraged to
achieve enhanced working performance [26].

The second aim of this work is to propose a realis-
tic protocol, describing charging, quasi-decoherence free
storage and work extraction. We observe that the cou-
pling to the bath is not detrimental to the local ergotropy;
on the contrary, it increases as the coupling increases. By
employing a local unitary gate based on the form of the
ground state after the phase transition, we can approxi-
mately double the extractable work.

We also demonstrate that the dynamics of local er-
gotropy and its fluctuations changes behavior once the
QPT has occurred in the model. The features of this
behavior, primarily due to the bath evolution, can be
controlled by adjusting the local unitary gate used for
work extraction.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce the full Hamiltonian description of the system-
environment compound, emphasizing relevant many-
body phenomena characterizing the model, and present-
ing a concrete proposal for charging, storage and work
extraction protocols. Section III presents our original
numerical results regarding the relationship between er-
gotropic quantities and many-body phenomena. We de-
scribe the many-body state using a matrix product state
(MPS) representation and employ density matrix renor-
malization group (DMRG) [27, 28] simulations to de-
termine the ground state of the Hamiltonian. Subse-
quently, we evolve this state using time-dependent vari-
ational principle (TDVP) [29, 30] numerical simulations.
We finally draw our conclusions in Sec. IV together with
possible future developments.

II. THE MODEL

A. Hamiltionian description

We consider a two-qubit quantum Rabi model, that
is two interacting qubits connected through a harmonic
oscillator to an Ohmic bath [31, 32]. We set ℏ = 1.
The terms characterizing the Hamiltonian (2) of the SE
compound read as follows. The two-qubit system Hamil-
tonian HS is defined as:

HS = −∆

2
(σ1

x + σ2
x) +

J

4
σ1
zσ

2
z , (7)

where ∆ is the frequency of the two qubits, J is the
strength of the interaction between them, and σj

i (with
i = x, y, z and j = 1, 2) are the Pauli matrices. The envi-
ronment Hamiltonian and its interaction with the system
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are given by:

HE =

N∑
i=1

ωib
†
i bi (8)

VSE = (σ1
z + σ2

z)

N∑
i=1

λi(bi + b†i ) . (9)

The bath is represented as a collection of N oscillators
with frequencies ωi, and creation (annihilation) opera-

tors b†i (bi), interacting with coefficients λi through a
two-qubit magnetization-oscillator position coupling g.
This form of interaction with the bath represents the
Caldeira-Leggett model [33, 34] for dissipation and can
be experimentally realized by coupling two flux qubits to
a resonator, which is further coupled to an Ohmic bath
[35, 36]. This results in the definition of the bath spec-

tral density J(ω) =
∑N

i=1 |λi|
2
δ(ω−ωi) in the continuum

limit:

J(ω) −−−−→
N→∞

2g2ω2
0αω

(ω2 − ω2
0 − h(ω))2 + (παω0ω)2

Θ
(ωc

ω
− 1
)
.

(10)
Here ω0 is the oscillator frequency that appears only in
the form of the coupling coefficients λi, α is the strength
of its interaction with the bath, g is the coupling with

the qubits, h(ω) = αω0ω log
[
ωc+ω
ωc−ω

]
and Θ(x) the Heavi-

side function describing the cutoff (see [37] for a detailed
derivation of this spectral density in the case of a single
qubit interacting with an oscillator, or [32] for the two
qubits case). We emphasize that the spectral density is

Ohmic at low frequencies: J(ω) ≈ 2g2α
ω2

0
ω. Therefore,

each qubit is coupled to the same oscillator bath through
an effective constant proportional to g2α/ω2

0 . This low-
frequency behavior suggests the presence of a BKT QPT.
Indeed, it has been proved [37] that, after the elimination
of the bosonic degrees of freedom, the system is mapped
to a model of two classical spin chains ferromagnetically
interacting with each other. This coupling, at long dis-
tances, exhibits a power-law behavior of 1/r2, determined
by the linear low-frequency regime of J(ω).
We emphasize that this model depicts a realistic sce-

nario wherein a bath interacts with two qubits through an
oscillator featuring a Rabi interaction. A related model
has been proposed in Ref. [10], where a single qubit in-
teracts with a single cavity through a Jaynes-Cummings
coupling. This aims to describe a model in which lo-
cal ergotropy is a better choice than the global one and
the switch-off one, with this superiority increasing as the
coupling with the oscillator becomes stronger. The time
evolution of that model shows periodic oscillations of lo-
cal ergotropy, with minima occurring at zero. In our
model, the presence of N harmonic oscillators evolving
with their phases over time deeply alters the amplitude
of the local ergotropy and its fluctuations oscillations.
Furthermore, the minima and maxima depend on the in-
teraction strength J . As we will see later, choosing a

high value for J , as in this work, ensures that we can
always extract work, never reaching a state of zero local
ergotropy.
Decoherence-free state.— In what follows it will be

useful to look at the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
HS of the system alone. By diagonalizing the closed

Hamiltonian HS , the resulting spectrum reads
E( J

∆ )
∆ ={

− 1
4

√(
J
∆

)2
+ 16; J

4∆ ; − J
4∆ ; 1

4

√(
J
∆

)2
+ 16

}
and the

corresponding eigenstates can be written in the Bell ba-
sis {|S⟩ ≡ |Ψ−⟩ , |TAFM⟩ ≡ |Ψ+⟩ , |TFM+⟩ ≡ |Φ+⟩ ,
|TFM−⟩ ≡ |Φ−⟩}, where S stands for “singlet”, while T
for “triplet”, and the specifications AFM and FM , re-
spectively, for “antiferromagnetic” and “ferromagnetic”.
Hence, the Hamiltonian eigenstates read:

|0⟩ = a

(
J

∆

)
|TAFM⟩ − b

(
J

∆

)
|TFM+⟩ (11)

|1⟩ = |TFM−⟩
|2⟩ = |S⟩

|3⟩ = a

(
J

∆

)
|TFM+⟩+ b

(
J

∆

)
|TAFM⟩ ,

where 0, 1, 2, 3 go from the ground state (0) to the most
excited one (3). The two coefficients a and b depend
only on the parameters of the Hamiltonian (J/∆) and
are defined as follows:

a

(
J

∆

)
=

4√
16 +

(
− J

∆ +

√
16 +

(
J
∆

)2)2
(12)

b

(
J

∆

)
= −

√
16 +

(
J
∆

)2 − J
∆√

16 +

(
− J

∆ +

√
16 +

(
J
∆

)2)2
. (13)

It is worth noting that the singlet state |S⟩ serves as
the DFS in our model. This is because |S⟩S is an eigen-
state of the closed Hamiltonian HS and |S⟩S⊗|n⃗⟩E (|n⃗⟩E
being a generic Fock state of the multiboson system) is
an eigenstate of the entire Hamiltonian H. In particu-
lar, the evolution induced by the interaction Hamiltonian
VSE does not affect the singlet state, as

VSE |S⟩S ⊗ |B⟩E = 0 , (14)

for any state |B⟩E of the bath.

1. Phase diagram of the model

The model we have chosen to implement our work ex-
traction protocol has been investigated in previous works,
revealing some interesting features. In particular, some
of us showed [32, 37] that the same model with two qubits
(one in [37]) undergoes a BKT phase transition at zero
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temperature. This is a ground-state QPT induced by the
presence of dissipation. We found that the BKT transi-
tion occurs with increasing qubits-oscillator coupling g,
while fixing the ferromagnetic interaction between the
qubits at J = −10∆. At a critical gc ≈ 0.5∆, the fa-
vored interaction becomes ferromagnetic and the ground
state is degenerate.

Moreover, since we are also interested in the time be-
havior and want to find the unitary operator that makes
the local ergotropy less dependent on time, or at least
decreases it less over time, it’s worth recalling that this
model also undergoes a dynamical quantum phase tran-
sition (DQPT), as analyzed in [32]. This means that
a particular critical time tc can be found at which the
Loschmidt’s echo rate shows a kink, solely as a result of
the coupling to the bath. The Loschmidt’s echo quanti-
fies the probability of the system returning to its initial
state after a quench in the parameters of the Hamilto-
nian, followed by its evolution under the quenched Hamil-
tonian. This happens for coupling g values in the same
range as the thermodynamic QPT [32], although there is
generally no exact understanding of how they are related
[38].

We exploit the presence of the QPT in this system to
design a local unitary gate for charging the two-qubit
system. Our approach involves examining the ground
state and choosing a strategy for local manipulation to
induce charging. When the coupling to the bath is zero,
the ground state is precisely |0⟩ ⊗ |0, . . . , 0⟩, where |0⟩ is
the ground state of the closed two-qubit system in (11).
However, after the BKT QPT occurs, the system must be
in one of the two degenerate states, namely |↑↑⟩ or |↓↓⟩,
along with a configuration of the bath modes [32, 37].
On the other hand, near the QPT, it can be expressed as
a linear combination of these two possibilities:

|ψGS⟩ = α |↑↑⟩ ⊗ |B↑⟩+ β |↓↓⟩ ⊗ |B↓⟩ , (15)

where |B↑⟩ and |B↓⟩ represent potentially complex com-
binations of coherent states associated with the two de-
generate states of the subsystem. The coefficients α and
β quantify the deviation of the state from that at critical
coupling.

B. Charging, storage and work extraction

To design a suitable charged state, we looked at the
closed Hamiltonian eigenvectors (11) and construct an
ad-hoc local unitary transformation (change of basis) act-
ing on the qubits that could exploit a semi-DFS [31]. As
discussed, the singlet state remains resilient to the influ-
ence of the bath, making it insensitive to decoherence. In
what follows we will exploit then the semi-DFS when the
system is in a state that is very close to |S⟩ once charged.

1. Discharged state

We begin by determining the ground state |ψGS⟩
(Eq. (15)) of the entire Hamiltonian H, our discharged
state, using the DMRG algorithm. We adiabatically
apply a small magnetic field Hfield = −ϵ(σ1

z + σ2
z) at

t = −∞, to favor the configuration |↑↑⟩, as it will be
one of the two degenerate states for increasing g, with α
fixed. This approach allows us to move from the strong
coupling regime to the ultrastrong coupling one. Once
the transition occurs, the subsystem must to be only in
the |↑↑⟩ state.
We construct a transformation such that, in this case,

the effect of the local operator is to bring the system
into the singlet state alone. On the other hand, when
β is non-zero (for coupling g below the critical point),
the system can be written as a superposition of the two
states (Eq. (15)). In this scenario, after applying the lo-
cal operator on the ground state, the resultant state is
not an exact eigenstate of the entire Hamiltonian, and
the interaction with the environment is not zero, leading
to temporal evolution. This state can be characterized as
a semi-DFS, as it is in a combination of the singlet state
and the most excited one (|2⟩ and |3⟩ in (11)). Only
in the strongly ordered phase post-QPT the two-qubit
system is in the exact DFS, protected from external per-
turbations, while the bath keeps evolving, described by
a superposition of coherent states. However, in this case,
the interaction with the system does not affect the bath
dynamics.

2. Charging

Our protocol is based on the use of the DFS. Note
that for this value of the two-qubit interaction strength
J , thw DFS is very high in energy, allowing us to extract
a significant amount of energy from it. The idea is to
bring the state of the subsystem as close as possible to
the DFS to protect the dynamics from the bath.

We define then a local unitary operation U
(c)
S that per-

forms a change of basis from the computational basis
{|↑↑⟩ , |↑↓⟩ , |↓↑⟩ , |↓↓⟩} to the eigenstates basis (11) of the
closed Hamiltonian. The unitary matrix in the compu-
tational basis is

U
(c)
S =

1√
2

 0 −b 1 a
1 a 0 b
−1 a 0 b
0 −b −1 a

 , (16)

where a and b are the coefficients in the definition
of the closed eigenstates (11) in Eqs. (12) and (13)
(See Appendix A for a circuit implementation). By
applying this transformation on the computational ba-

sis, we get U
(c)
S |↑↑⟩ = |2⟩ ; U (c)

S |↑↓⟩ = |0⟩ ;U (c)
S |↓↑⟩ =

|1⟩ ;U (c)
S |↓↓⟩ = |3⟩. This means that we are correctly

mapping the two degenerate ground states to the most
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excited states of the closed system, both of which are
very close to the singlet for our choice of large negative
J .

With this, we are now prepared to compute the charged
state

|ψ(c)⟩ = (U
(c)
S ⊗ 1E) |ψGS⟩ . (17)

Once we have charged the system, we can either immedi-
ately (say at time t = 0) extract all the energy from the

state by applying the inverse of the local operator U
(c)
S on

the qubits, or we can wait a certain time to extract work
from the system (say at time t > 0) testing the storage
capabilities of the setup.

3. Storage

Once the state is charged, we may need to store the
useful energy to make extraction possible at a subsequent
time. At a generic time t ≥ 0, the full system is described
by the state vector

|ψ(t)⟩SE = e−iHSEt |ψ(c)⟩ , (18)

and the reduced density matrix is given by

ρS(t) = trE(|ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)|SE) . (19)

From the computational point of view, we allow the sys-
tem to evolve with the entire Hamiltonian using TDVP
numerical simulations. For both static and dynamic sim-
ulations we use ITensor library [39]. Following the appli-
cation of the unitary operator in (16), the system is in a
semi-DFS state. Consequently, the two-qubit system re-
mains in a quasi-singlet state throughout the evolution,
maintaining its energy constant. However, the bath un-
dergoes evolution, causing changes in the state of SE.
This evolution is the underlying reason for the degrada-
tion of local ergotropy over time.

4. Local work extraction

Local work extraction at t = 0.— In the absence of
a storage phase (t = 0), by applying the local unitary

operator U
(c)
S

† on S, the whole compound SE goes back
to the ground state, by only acting on the two-qubit sub-
system. Then at time t = 0, by computing the local er-
gotropy ES , as in (6), which coincides with the ergotropy
ESE of the SE compound and with the excitation energy
in this specific case, we have

ES = ESE = Ei − Ef = Ec − EGS , at t = 0, (20)

where the subscripts i and f signify the initial and fi-
nal states, while Ec = ⟨ψC |H |ψC⟩ is the energy of the
charged state and EGS that of |ψGS⟩.

Local work extraction at t > 0.— Quantifying the
local extractable work at a time t > 0 serves to probe
the quality of the storage phase aimed at conserving as
much as possible the initial work resource.
We notice that in our model, at time t > 0, as a con-

sequence of the internal evolution of the compound SE,
we have

ES(t) ≤ ESE = Ec − EGS , at t > 0 . (21)

On this regard, we notice that in general, at variance
with ergotropy (1), an analytic expression for local er-
gotropy (6) is only known for the single qubit case [10].
As a consequence, for t > 0 the exact value of the local
ergotropy ES(t) is not known. However, given a generic
unitary operation US on S, the resulting work extraction

ẼS := tr(HSEρSE)− tr(USρSEU
†
SHSE) , (22)

will represent a lower bound for local ergotropy (6). In-
deed, making explicit the dependence on US , we have

ẼS(US) ≤ ES , (23)

as ES = maxUS∈UdS
ẼS(US). As discussed previously, in

our protocol, the exact form of the two-qubit unitary
operator allowing to saturate (23) is only known at time
t = 0. For times t > 0 we then present two different
approaches.

Since the charged system is in a semi-DFS, we can try
to extract work at time t > 0 with the same unitary gate

U
(c)
S

† that was optimal at t = 0. We call this agnostic
approach and the corresponding analysis is reported in
Sec. III B 1.

The second approach, detailed in Sec. III B 2, consists
in what follows. For any given time t > 0, we perform
optimizations with different tools obtaining lower bounds
ẼS(t) that, if compared with the agnostic protocol, are
closer to the optimal value ES(t).
Work fluctuations.— We also compute the work fluc-

tuations. On one hand, this is to assess if they can be
more sensitive to the presence of phase transitions when
compared to the average work. On the other hand, from
the technological point of view we want them to be not
too large in order to obtain a suitable precision in work
extraction.

We notice that the charged state |ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)|SE ,
Eq. (17), does not commute with the compound’s Hamil-
tonian HSE . This implies that a two-point measurement
(TPM) scheme [40] cannot describe the average value
of the work extraction, as, e.g., provided by the local
ergotropy when considering the maximization as in (6)
[41]. Indeed, it is well-known that the TPM scheme is
invasive, in the sense that the first measurement of the
energy destroys the initial coherence in the energy ba-
sis and this coherence generally represents a resource for
work extraction. In this sense, quasiprobability distribu-
tion approaches are a useful tool to overcome this issue,
providing a way to describe the work average – in our
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case, correctly yielding Eq. (22) – and variance in the
presence of initial coherence [42]. The final expression
for the work variance for our model reads as (see Ref. [42]
and Appendix B),

σ2(t) = ⟨w2⟩ − ⟨w⟩2 = (24)

tr[(H ′ −H)2ρSE(t)]− {tr[(H ′ −H)ρSE(t)]}2 ,

where H ′ := U†
SHUS , with US being the chosen local

unitary operation responsible for work extraction at time
t, and ρSE(t) := |ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)|SE .

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we showcase the results obtained for the
charging process outlined in Sec. III A, as well as for the
two methods employed to extract work from the system:

the agnostic approach using U
(c)
S

† detailed in Sec. III B 1,
and the optimized method detailed in III B 2.

In the following, we set: ω0 = ∆ , J = −10∆ , α =
0.1 , ωc = 30∆ and take ∆ as unit. Additionally, we
employ DMRG to determine the ground state of SE as
an MPS with N = 300 bath oscillators and a cutoff of
n = 7 for the Hilbert space of each oscillator. We ensure
the convergence of the DMRG results by performing 10
sweeps and controlling the minimum and maximum bond
dimensions, the truncation error, the number of exact
diagonalizations per sweep, and the noise term added to
the density matrix.

A. Charging capability

Here we present the analysis conducted for the charg-
ing process of the system defined in Section II. We com-
pute local ergotropy (coinciding with the total ergotropy
and energy excitation) along with its relative fluctuations
and switch-off ergotropy for increasing values of g, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 1. The numerical results indicate that
local ergotropy nearly doubles its switch-off counterpart
(see Appendix C for details on its computation) as g in-
creases, and it remains insensitive to the QPT occurring
around g ≈ 0.5∆. This firstly shows how the coupling
to the environment is not detrimental to the work ex-
traction, although it doesn’t serve as a marker for the
transition [43]. This aligns with the BKT transition’s
infinite order nature, which implies non-analyticities in
any derivative of complex system functions, rather than
in energy. However, the growth of local ergotropy with
g implicitly depends on the QPT presence. The closer
the system is to the critical gc, the closer its state is to
the singlet after applying the unitary gate. The inset of
Fig. 1 shows relative work fluctuations, namely the ratio
between the work standard deviation σ and the average
extractable work ES , exhibiting a change in concavity,
proving sensitivity to the QPT. Additionally, we high-
light that the switch-off ergotropy value is dominated by

FIG. 1. Charging capability of the model: local (red circle)
and switch-off (blue triangle) ergotropy in units of ∆ for in-
creasing g/∆, at time t = 0, that is without a storage phase.In
the inset we report the relative work fluctuations associated to
the local ergotropy as a function of g/∆. We employ DMRG
to determine the ground state of the SE.

the subsystem ergotropy contribution Esub (Eq. (4)). Fur-
thermore, it is approximately on the order of the energy
difference between the ground state and the most excited
state of the closed system in Eq. (11), meaning we are ex-
tracting the maximum energy from the two-qubit system.
Specifically, for very large negative J , such as in our case,
this value is on the order of −J/2 ≈ 5∆.

B. Storage and work extraction features

We allow the system to evolve with the entire Hamil-
tonian (see Eqs. (18) and (19)) and evaluate the work
extraction capabilities as function of time.

1. “Agnostic” approach for work extraction

We initially present the results concerning the ex-

tractable work via the constant unitary gate U
(c)
S

†,
namely the inverse of the charging unitary operator (16),
as a function of the storage time. In particular, we plot
in Fig. 2 the time evolution of the lower bound of the lo-

cal ergotropy Ẽ(U (c)
S

†) and the switch-off ergotropy Eso
as functions of t for increasing values of g, crossing the
critical value gc ≈ 0.5∆. Eso(t) is almost constant both in
t and in g and, importantly, non-zero as a consequence of
the fact that the charged state is quasi-decoherence free
and J having a large absolute value.
We observe that, as a consequence of a coherent in-

teraction with the bath, the local ergotropy lower bound
oscillates around the corresponding switch-off ergotropy,
allowing one to obtain an improvement for long times.



7

It’s worth noting that the period T of these oscillations
depends on the parameters of the system and can be ad-
justed by changing ω0 since it is T ≈ 2π/ω0 for couplings
g ≥ gc. Additionally, the maxima and minima of the
oscillations can be understood in terms of the in-phase
and counter-phase behaviors of the bath oscillators. Our
unitary gate takes the system in the semi-DFS ensur-
ing that the two-qubit system does not interact with the
bath, allowing the bath oscillators to evolve with their
phase factors at frequencies near ω0. Consequently, the
primary oscillation frequency is ω0. At time zero, there’s
a maximum due to constructive interference among the
bath oscillators, whereas after half a period, they are in
phase opposition, resulting in a minimum local ergotropy.
Subsequently, at every t = 2kπ/ω0 with k ∈ Z, a relative
maximum occurs. The values of the maxima decrease
over time due to the large number N of harmonic os-
cillators. Once it becomes impossible to extract more
energy from the two-qubit system using the bath energy,
the local ergotropy remains at the switch-off level. It’s
important to note that it never reaches zero.

Additionally, reducing the bath cutoff frequency ωc to
the system energy scale introduces non-Markovian ef-
fects, increasing the period, as it renormalizes the os-
cillator frequency filtering the frequencies above it in the
bath spectrum. This feature can be utilized to engineer
the protocol as needed. Furthermore, we compute the

FIG. 2. Lower bound of local ergotropy (solid lines) in
units of ∆ obtained using the agnostic protocol described in
Sec. III B 1, as function of dimensionless time, for increasing
g/∆ (from red to orange). We also report the switch-off er-
gotropy in units of ∆ averaging over the almost constant val-
ues obtained for different g/∆ (black dashed line). We employ
DMRG to determine the ground state of the SE. Then, we
apply the unitary operation in (16) and evolve the charged
state using TDVP. We extract work after applying the in-
verse of the local unitary gate (16) on the MPS.

work fluctuations concerning the agnostic protocol, par-
ticularly interested in the relative fluctuations, again the
ratio between the work standard deviation σ̃ and the av-

erage extractable work Ẽ(U (c)
S

†), providing a quantifica-
tion of the imprecision in the work extraction.

In Fig. 3, we display σ̃/Ẽ(U (c)
S

†) as a function of time
for increasing values of g. A distinct behavior is observ-
able between the low-g curves and those beyond the crit-
ical g, attributed to the presence of the QPT and the
effect of the counter-rotating terms in the Rabi model,
becoming more significant as g increases. Notably, a
maximum emerges for high g values, occurring when the
bath is for the first time in counter-phase, farthest from
its initial state. The maxima in the relative fluctuations
behavior coincide with the bath being in counter-phase,
corresponding to minima in local ergotropy.
To summarize, the change of the behavior with increas-

ing g can be observed in both local ergotropy and relative
fluctuations, due to the presence of the QPT. For g ≥ gc,
oscillations with ω0 emerge, and the minimum for the
local ergotropy (maximum for relative fluctuations) at
t = π/ω0 becomes increasingly prominent with higher g.
This provides an alternative way to observe the occur-
rence of the QPT which, as an infinite order BKT tran-
sition, would be difficult to detect by examining typical
system quantities.

FIG. 3. Relative fluctuations of the lower bound of the lo-
cal ergotropy (solid lines) as a function of dimensionless time
for increasing g/∆ (from red to orange). The vertical dashed
black line represents the time when the bath is in counter-
phase, farthest from the initial state. We employ DMRG to
determine the ground state of the SE. Then, we apply the
unitary operation in (16) and evolve the charged state using
TDVP. We extract work after applying the local unitary gate
(16) on the MPS.

2. Optimized work extraction

In principle, to compute the local ergotropy (6) one
should maximize the average local work extraction over
all the possible two-qubit unitaries applied to the system.
This is in general not an easy task. Therefore, we try to
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approximately compute the local ergotropy (6) or, more
rigorously, a good lower bound for this quantity. This

should be at least greater than Ẽ(U (c)
S

†). Hence, referring
to Eq. (22), we parameterize the two-qubit unitary oper-

ation U
(e)
S for work extraction through a suitable ansatz.

We take U
(e)
S of the form

U
(e)
S (θ, ϕ) := U ′

S(θ, ϕ)U
(c)
S

† , (25)

where

U ′
S(θ, ϕ) :=


e−iϕ sin(θ/2) 0 0 cos(θ/2)

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0

− cos(θ/2) 0 0 eiϕ sin(θ/2)

 . (26)

The angles’ ranges are taken as θ ∈ [0, π] and ϕ ∈
[0, 2π] and a and b are the same coefficients as those
characterizing the closed eigenstates (11) in Eqs. (12)
and (13) and the charging unitary gate (16). We also

have U
(e)
S (θ = π, ϕ = 0) = U

(c)
S

†, implying that, if we
optimize over θ and ϕ, the unitary operator (25) will

extract at least the work of U
(c)
S

†. The unitary matrix
U ′
S(θ, ϕ) in Eq. (26) is the origin of the boost in perfor-

mance. U ′
S(θ, ϕ) affects only the subspace spanned by the

two ferromagnetic states, {|↑↑⟩ , |↓↓⟩}, that are the most
probable near the QPT [44]. On a practical ground, it
allows one to perform a rotation finalized to get closer to
the correct superposition of |↑↑⟩ and |↓↓⟩ that character-
izes the ground state (15), the target discharged state.

Hence, under the ansatz (25), for any time t > 0 we
assess the maximum of the local extractable work (still
representing a lower bound for local ergotropy) by vary-
ing θ and ϕ over an equally spaced grid, and picking the
best values (θ̄(t), ϕ̄(t)).

Finally, to test the quality of the local ergotropy lower
bound based on the considered ansatz, we explore the
optimum work extraction achievable by applying random
Haar-distributed unitaries on the two-qubit system and
maximizing the extractable work at any given time t.
This allows us to quantify how far our results are from
those obtained using random distributions.

Figure 4 demonstrates that, once optimized over θ
and ϕ, the ansatz unitary gate (25) (red solid line) con-
sistently outperforms the Haar unitaries (blue dashed
line). This shows that our physically inspired ansatz lies
among the outliers of a random Haar unitaries distribu-
tion. Knowing the phase diagram of this model helped us
to find a simple and efficient ansatz for work extraction.

It is worth noting that we choose to show only the
case for g = 0.6∆ > gc, to ensure that the charging
unitary gate mapped the ground state to the DFS. How-
ever, a similar behavior would be observed if considering
g ≈ gc, but with reduced maxima and the addition of a
superoscillation with a frequency related to the two-qubit
energy ∆.

Interestingly, oscillations persist depending on the os-
cillator and the bath parameters, but the extractable

FIG. 4. Local extractable work in units of ∆ optimized
through the ansatz (25) (red solid line) as a function of dimen-
sionless time, for g/∆ = 0.6. The optimization is performed
by varying θ and ϕ in (25) over an equally spaced grid. As
in Fig. 2, this represents a lower bound for local ergotropy,
but an improvement with respect to the green curve in Fig. 2
corresponding to the same g value. We also report the result
obtained via an optimization drawing 100 random (converg-
ing over the average) Haar unitary operations (blue dashed
line) and picking the one corresponding to the greatest local
extractable work. The black dotted curve is the switch-off
ergotropy. We employ DMRG to determine the ground state
of the SE. Then, we apply the unitary operation in (16) and
evolve the charged state using TDVP. We extract work af-
ter applying the local unitary gate (25) on the MPS for the
ansatz and for the optimal parameters (θ̄, ϕ̄) found for the
Haar distribution.

work now, at variance with the agnostic protocol, is al-
ways above or on the order of the switch-off ergotropy.
This suggests that we are effectively rephasing the bath,
transforming minima into maxima and thereby extend-
ing the time intervals during which we gain compared
to the switch-off protocol. Furthermore, the ansatz ap-
proaches the switch-off ergotropy at long times (black
dots). This indicates that over time, the advantage of in-
teractions with the environment diminishes as it reaches
equilibrium, far from the initial state, but the local er-
gotropy never reaches zero as well. We also compute
the relative fluctuations for the lower bound of the local
ergotropy (Fig. 5), observing no transition markers but
cutting the maximum as we approach the critical g. Put
differently, this shows the optimized protocol to possess
better stability in precision than the agnostic protocol.
This is attributed to the presence of maxima instead of
minima in the optimized lower bound of local ergotropy.
Moreover, the fluctuations using random Haar matrices
are always greater than the ones obtained through the
physically inspired ansatz.

For completeness, in Appendix D we present average
and standard deviation statistics for Haar unitaries com-
pared with the ansatz, further confirming the efficacy of
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the latter, which stands at 2.5 standard deviations from
the Haar average.

Interestingly, in Appendix E, we describe another
method we adopt to optimize the ergotropy. We use a
Bayesian optimization approach over a unitary operator
not very far from the optimized ansatz one, obtaining
similar results with only a 1% improvement. These re-
sults are thus not shown in the paper.

FIG. 5. Relative work fluctuations associated to the lower
bound of the local ergotropy reported in Fig. 4, as a func-
tion of dimensionless time, for g/∆ = 0.6. They correspond
to the optimized procedures described in Sec. III B 2 based
on the ansatz (25) (red solid line) and drawing 100 random
(converging over the average) Haar unitary operations (blue
dashed line) and picking the one corresponding to the greatest
local ergotropy. We employ DMRG to determine the ground
state of the SE. Then, we apply the unitary operation in
(16) and evolve the charged state using TDVP. We extract
work after applying the local unitary gate (25) on the MPS
for the ansatz and for the optimal parameters (θ̄, ϕ̄) found for
the Haar distribution.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We compute local ergotropy and its relative fluctua-
tions in the two-qubit open Rabi model and implement a
protocol for charging, storing, and discharging the two-
qubit system, demonstrating its application as an open
quantum battery. Our findings confirm that interaction
with the external environment enhances, rather than hin-
ders, work extraction. Specifically, increased coupling to

an external bath doubles the local ergotropy immediately
after system charging. Furthermore, when comparing
local ergotropy with switch-off ergotropy, the former is
approximately twice the latter. Indeed, the switch-off er-
gotropy considers the interaction with the environment
only through the energy required to switch it off.
We observed that even though local ergotropy seems

to be insensitive to the phase transition, always increas-
ing with increasing g (see Fig. 1). This increase is due
to the ad-hoc construction of the local unitary operation
for charging, tailored to the ground state of the system
in the presence of the transition. Additionally, our model
exploits the DFS, achieved through a local unitary opera-
tion during charging, providing protection from external
interactions during storage.
Dynamic analysis revealed oscillatory behaviors in er-

gotropy and its fluctuations (see Figs. 2 and 3), with fre-
quencies tied to the two-qubit system and the cavity, al-
lowing further tuning of the quantum battery. These os-
cillations, influenced by the phase transition, underscore
the intricate link between phase transitions and local er-
gotropy. The changes in their behavior near the transi-
tion can serve as an alternative marker of it. Moreover,
we prove that local ergotropy during long time intervals
exceeds switch-off ergotropy by exploiting coherent inter-
action with the bath.
By optimizing the discharge process through a physi-

cally inspired ansatz (see Figs. 4 and 5), we achieved su-
perior local ergotropy compared to switch-off ergotropy
over time, approaching the switch-off ergotropy for long
times, but never reaching zero.
Finally, it is worth estimating the size of the time win-

dows we have analyzed in this work to understand if
they can be resolved experimentally with current tech-
nology. This relies on factors such as the energy of an
ultrastrongly coupled flux superconducting qubit device,
which typically operates at several gigahertz. For in-
stance, with 20t∆ ≈ 25ns, or by explicitly accounting
for relaxation rates observed in devices reaching high cou-
pling regimes. These rates are often estimated using the
Lindblad approach and should be comparable to the pre-
viously estimated values.
Our work demonstrates the connection between BKT

QPT and local ergotropy, identifying quantities sensitive
to such transitions. Moreover, we suggest a feasible, ex-
perimentally tunable protocol for work extraction. Fu-
ture research could explore the application of our pro-
tocol to larger systems, investigating the impact of var-
ious environmental interactions on ergotropy and phase
transitions to provide deeper insights into the practical
implementation of open quantum batteries.
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Appendix A: Charging two-qubit gate
implementation

We show the decomposition of the charging two-qubit

unitary gate U
(c)
S (as given in Eq. (16)) into single-qubit

and two-qubit gates.

FIG. 6. Charging gate implementation in terms of single-
qubit rotation gates with 3 Euler angles U3(θ, ϕ, λ) and
controlled-X two-qubit gates [45].

Appendix B: Quasiprobability distribution approach

The work extraction at a generic t ≥ 0 is generated
by a time-dependent Hamiltonian driving F (t), which is
nonzero only in a time interval of duration [t, t + τ ]. At
time t+ τ , this driving results, in our case, in the appli-
cation of the local unitary operator to the system’s state
as described in (6). It should be noticed that in the def-
inition of local ergotropy, τ is assumed to be arbitrarily
small (see e.g. discussions in [11]). Following [42], the
average work ⟨w⟩ can be written as follows,

⟨w⟩ = tr
([
H(H)(τ)−H(0)

]
ρSE

)
, (B1)

coinciding with −ES(t) when the optimal local unitary
operator is chosen. In Eq. (B1),H(H)(t) is the Heisenberg
representation of the entire Hamiltonian having chosen
the time t as initial time. Eq. (B1) is the first moment
of a quasiprobability distribution (see Eq. (4) of Ref. [42])
of which we can calculate the moments of any order. In
particular, the second moment ⟨w2⟩ allows us to write the
local ergotropy relative fluctuations σ/ES (or the ones of
a lower bound for local ergotropy, when a nonoptimal
unitary is selected) at any time, with the work variance
given by

σ2 = ⟨w2⟩ − ⟨w⟩2 = tr

([
H(H)(τ)−H(0)

]2
ρSE

)
+

(B2)

−
{
tr
([
H(H)(τ)−H(0)

]
ρSE

)}2

,

same as Eq. (25) for generic time t ≥ 0, which at time
t = 0 reduces to σ2 = ⟨ψ(c)|H2 |ψ(c)⟩ − E2

c .

Appendix C: Switch-off protocols

For generic t ≥ 0, we provide explicit expression for the
subsystem’s ergotropy, Esub(t) in Eq. (4), for our specific
model. This is achieved by employing the exact formula
for a passive two-qubit state [1],

Esub(t) = tr (ρS(t)HS)−
4∑

i=1

r↓i (t)E
↑
i . (C1)

The passive state is obtained by computing the eigenval-
ues ri(t) of ρS(t) and ordering them in descending order,
multiplied by the ascending order of eigenvalues Ei of
HS . Furthermore, we account for the switch-off energy
price, analyzing Eso in Eq. (5) incorporating the interac-
tion term VSE with the bath,

Eso(t) = Esub(t) + (C2)

+tr

(
|ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)|SE (σ1

z + σ2
z)

N∑
i=1

λi(bi + b†i )

)
.

Appendix D: Variability of optimized ergotropy
dataset

FIG. 7. Lower bound of the local ergotropy in units of ∆
as a function of dimensionless time for g = 0.6/∆ optimized
through the ansatz (red solid curve) in III B 2. Average of the
Haar lower bound of the local ergotropy (blue dashed curve).
The shaded region represents one standard deviation of the
distribution. We employ DMRG to determine the ground
state of the SE. Then, we apply the unitary operation in
(16) and evolve the charged state using TDVP. We extract
work after applying the local unitary gate (25) on the MPS
for the ansatz and for the optimal parameters (θ̄, ϕ̄) found for
the Haar distribution.

We compare the range of variability in the distribution
of Haar matrices used to optimize local work extraction
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(as discussed in Sec. III B 2) with the lower bound of lo-
cal ergotropy obtained through the ansatz (25) for the
unitary operation that extracts work from the system.

Specifically, in Fig. 7, the average extractable work (an-
other lower bound of local ergotropy) for Haar matrices
is depicted as a blue dashed line, while the shaded re-
gion represents one standard deviation, indicating the
range of variability in the distribution. The red curve
corresponding to the ansatz (25) lies outside two stan-
dard deviations. This observation confirms the quality
of the ansatz (25) – already supported by its physical in-
terpretation – in providing a good lower bound for local
ergotropy.

Appendix E: Bayesian optimization of a two-qubit
gate near the ansatz

We achieved a slight improvement (approximately 1%)
in the results discussed in Sec. III B 2 by utilizing a uni-
tary operator composed of the one employed in the ansatz
(as described in Eq. (25)) and a generic unitary operator
U = eiA, where A is Hermitian and can be expressed in
terms of Pauli matrices as follows:

A =

3∑
i,j=0

xijσi ⊗ σj , (E1)

σi ∈ {I, σx, σy, σz} . (E2)

This formulation provides us with a parametrization of
U = U(xij). The first term, x00, in the decomposi-
tion is redundant as it merely introduces a global phase
for U . We optimize the remaining 15 real variables,
xij ∈ [−2, 2], using Bayesian optimization with a Gaus-
sian processes regression implemented through Python
scikit-learn [46].
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